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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:

∂tρ+ u · ∇x,yρ = 0, u+ ∇x,yp = −ρey, div u = 0, (1.1)

where gravity points downward in the y direction. Here ρ 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 ρ. This can be seen most easily in R2, in which case the Biot–Savart law reads

u = ∇⊥(−∆)−1∂xρ, ∇⊥ = (−∂y, ∂x). (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 R2,
T2, and the channel T × (−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 ρ(x, y) = ρ(y) is a steady state with u = 0. Stability and instability results for stratified
states were obtained in [Elg17, CCL19, KY23].
On the other hand, the (one-phase) Muskat problem concerns the free boundary dynamics of IPM
with constant density ρ > 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, CG07, CCG11, CGBS16, Mat19, NP20, AN23].
Stability of the flat free boundary was proven in [SCH04, CCG+16, 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(x, t):

Σf(t) = {(x, f(x, t)) : x ∈ Rd}. (1.3)
The fluid domain in the prorous medium can be of infinite or finite depth:

Ωf(t) = {(x, y) ∈ Rd × R : y < f(x, t)}, (1.4)

or
Ωf(t) = {(x, y) ∈ Rd × R : b(x) < y < f(x, t)}, (1.5)

where b defines the fixed bottom Σb = {(x, b(x)), x ∈ Rd}. This case is depicted in Figure 1. We
recall that the transported density and the fluid obey the equations

∂tρ+ u · ∇x,yρ = 0 in Ωf(t), (1.6)

u(x, y, t) + ∇x,yp(x, y, t) = −ρ(x, y, t)ey, divx,y u(x, y, t) = 0 in Ωf(t), (1.7)

where ey = (0, 1) ∈ Rd × 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

p(x, f(x, t), t) = 0. (1.8)
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Figure 1. The domain Ωf(t) in the finite-depth case.

The free boundary evolves according to the kinematic boundary condition
∂tf(x, t) = u(x, f(x, t), t) ·N(x, t), (1.9)

where N(x, t) = (−∇xf(x, 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:{

lim(x,y)→∞ u(x, y, t) = 0 for infinite depth,
u(x, b(x), t) · ν = 0 for finite depth,

(1.10)

where ν = 1√
1+|∇b|2

(∇b,−1) := (νx, νy) is the normalized exterior normal to Σb.

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

ρ(x, y, t) = γ(y) + g(x, y, t), lim
(x,y)→∞

g(x, y, t) = 0, (1.11)

where γ is any fixed function of y ∈ R. This will allow us to work with the localized part g of ρ. To
this end, let Γ be the antiderivative of γ that vanishes at 0. We define the modified pressure

q(x, y, t) := p(x, y, t) + Γ(y), (1.12)
so that Darcy’s law becomes

u+ ∇x,yq = −gey, div u = 0 (1.13)
and q solves

∆x,yq = −∂yg in Ωf(t), (1.14)
q|Σf(t) = Γ(f(x, t)), (1.15){

lim(x,y)→∞ ∇x,yq(x, y, t) = 0 for infinite depth,
∂νq|y=b(x) = −νyg|y=b(x) for finite depth.

(1.16)

We note that (1.16) follows from (1.10) and (1.13).
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In order to express ∇x,yq in terms of f and g, we introduce the operators

G[f ]h = ∇x,yϕ
(1), S[f ]k = ∇x,yϕ

(2) (1.17)

for h : Rd → R and k : Ωf → R, where ϕ(1) and ϕ(2) are solutions to the problems

∆x,yϕ
(1) = 0 in Ωf , ϕ(1)|Σf

= h, (1.18){
lim(x,y)→∞ ∇x,yϕ

(1) = 0 for infinite depth,
∂νϕ

(1)|y=b(x) = 0 for finite depth,
(1.19)

and
∆x,yϕ

(2) = −∂yk in Ωf , ϕ(2)|Σf
= 0 (1.20){

lim(x,y)→∞ ∇x,yϕ
(2) = 0 for infinite depth,

∂νϕ
(2)|y=b(x) = −νyk|y=b(x) for finite depth.

(1.21)

We note that
(N · G[f ]h)|Σf

= G[f ]h (1.22)
is the usual Dirichlet-Neumann operator (see e.g. [ABZ14, NP20]). Moreover, since q = ϕ(1) + ϕ(2)

with h = Γ(f) and k = g, we obtain
∇x,yq = G[f ]Γ(f) + S[f ]g, (1.23)

and hence
u = −G[f ]Γ(f) − S[f ]g − gey. (1.24)

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

∂tf = u ·N |Σf
≡ −G[f ]Γ(f) − (N · S[f ]g + g)|Σf(t) in Rd, (1.25)

∂tg + u · ∇x,yg + γ′(y)uy = 0 in Ωf(t), (1.26)
where the velocity u = (ux, uy) is given in terms of f and g via (1.24).
The one-phase Muskat problem is a special case of the preceding system with γ constant and g = 0.

1.2. Main result.

Notation 1.1.

J =
{

(−∞, 0) in the infinite depth case,
(−1, 0) in the finite depth case.

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

Definition 1.2. Let G be the class of C∞ functions γ : R → R such that for all a > 0 and σ ≥ 0,
there exists a function Cγ : R+ → R+ such that

∥γ′(h(x, z) + az)w∥Hσ(Rd×J) ≤ Cγ(∥h∥(L∞∩Hσ)(Rd×J))∥w∥(L∞∩Hσ)(Rd×J) (1.27)
and

∥
(
γ′(h1(x, z) + az) − γ′(h2(x, z) + az)

)
w∥Hσ(Rd×J)

≤ Cγ(∥(h1, h2)∥(L∞∩Hσ)(Rd×J))∥(h1 − h2)w∥(L∞∩Hσ)(Rd×J). (1.28)
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Remark 1.3. We show in Proposition E.1 that if γ′ ∈ C
⌈σ⌉+1
b (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) := γ(f) −G[f ]Γ(f). (1.29)

Our main result can be informally stated as follows: if the initial free boundary f0 satisfies
infx∈Rd T (f0) > 0 and the initial localized part g0 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 γ ∈ G, defined in Definition 1.2. Let s > 3
2 + d

2 and (f0, g0) ∈
Hs(Rd) × Hs(Ωf0), where Ωf0 is defined by either (1.4) (infinite depth) or (1.5) (finite depth).
Assume that

inf
x∈Rd

T (f0)(x) ≥ 2a > 0. (1.30)

In the finite-depth case we also assume that b(x) = −H + b0(x) with H > 0 and b0 ∈ Hs+ 1
2 (Rd) such

that
inf

x∈Rd
(f0(x) − b(x)) ⩾ 2d > 0. (1.31)

The the following assertions hold.

(i) (Existence and uniqueness) For all R > 0, there exist ε(R) > 0 and T = T (R) > 0 such that if
∥f0∥Hs ≤ R and ∥g0∥Hs ≤ ε(R) then the system (1.25)-(1.26)-(1.24) has a unique solution

(f, g) ∈
(
C([0, T ], Hs(Rd)) ∩ L2([0, T ], Hs+ 1

2 (Rd))
)

× L∞([0, T ], Hs(Ωf(·)) (1.32)

that satisfies
∀t ∈ [0, T ], inf

x∈Rd
T (f(t))(x) ⩾ a

and in the finite depth case,
∀t ∈ [0, T ], inf

x∈Rd
f(t, x) − b(x) ⩾ d.

Moreover, ∥f∥C([0,T ];Hs) ≤ 2R and there exists L(R) > 0 such that ∥f∥
L2([0,T ];Hs+ 1

2 )
≤ L(R).

(ii) (Continuity of the flow) Let Ff : Rd × J → Ωf be the flattening map defined by (3.8) and
set g̃(t) = g(t) ◦ Ff(t), g̃0 = g0 ◦ Ff0. Then g̃ ∈ C([0, T ];Hs(Rd × J)) and the solution map
(f0, g̃0) 7→ (f, g̃)

BHs(0, R) × BHs(0, ε(R)) −→
(
C([0, T (R)];Hs′) ∩ L2([0, T (R)];Hs′+ 1

2 )
)

× C([0, T (R)];Hs′)

is continuous for any s′ < s. Moreover, there exists M = M(s, d) > 0 such that
∥g̃∥C([0,T ];Hs(Rd×J)) ≤ 2Mε(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 ρ(x, y) = γ(y) + g(x, y) need not be positive. On the other
hand, it is an immediate consequence of (1.33) that ρ is positive on [0, T ] if infR γ > 0 and ε(R) is
sufficiently small. Moreover, since γ is only evaluated at the height y of points in the fluid domains,
it suffices to have γ defined on (−∞, 2AR] in the infinite-depth case and on (−∥b∥L∞ , 2AR] in the
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finite-depth case, where A is the norm of the embedding Hs(Rd) ↪→ L∞(Rd). In particular, in view
of Remark 1.3, γ can be any C∞(R) function in the finite-depth case.
(ii) The stability condition (1.30). When γ is constant, we have T (f) = γ

(
1−G[f ]f

)
. It was proven

in [NP20, Proposition 4.3] that 1 −G[f ]f ≥ cf > 0 for all f ∈ Hs(Rd) with s > 1 + d
2 . Thus (1.30)

is automatically satisfied when γ is constant. When γ is non-constant and infR γ > 0, (1.30) is
satisfied at least in the following two instances:

• ∥f0∥Hs is sufficiently small compared to infR γ. This sufficient condition depends only
on f0 and is a consequence of the estimate ∥G[f ]Γ(f)∥Hs−1 ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥f∥Hs , where
C = C(s, d, γ, d).

• γ′ ≥ 0. See Lemma 4.2. We note that for the IPM equation (1.1) in R2, linearization around
ρ = γ(y) using the Biot-Savart law (1.2) gives

∂tρlin + γ′(y)u2 = 0, u2 = (−∆x,y)−1∂2
xρlin.

Since (−∆x,y)−1∂2
x is a negative operator, we expect that γ(y) is linearly stable when

γ′ ≤ −c < 0. In fact, it was proven in [Elg17] that the linear stratified state γ(y) = −cy is
nonlinearly stable for the IPM equation in R2. The sufficient condition γ′ ≥ 0 for (1.30) thus
appears to destabilize the density in large time. Nevertheless, since (−∆x,y)−1∂2

x is of order
zero, the condition γ′ ≥ 0 would not affect the short time existence of the density.

(iii) The smallness condition on g0. We shall establish the following paralinearization

G[f ]Γ(f) = Tmf − TV · ∇f + l.o.t.

where m(x, ξ) is a first-order symbol, and V = V (x); both m and V depend on f . Under the
stability condition T (f) ≥ a > 0, m is elliptic and satisfies m(x, ξ) ≥ a|ξ|. The f -equation (1.25)
then becomes

∂tf = −Tmf + TV · ∇f − (N · S[f ]g + g)|Σf(t) + l.o.t.

When performing the Hs energy estimate, the parabolic term −Tm yields a gain of 1
2 derivative, i.e.

f ∈ L2
tH

s+ 1
2 , while the transport term TV · ∇f does not induce any loss of derivative. As a result,

all other terms on the right-hand side can be put in L2
tH

s− 1
2 . In particular, since N contains ∇f

and S[f ]g is at linear in g, we have

∥N · (S[f ]g)|Σf
∥

L2
t Hs− 1

2
≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥f∥

L2
t Hs+ 1

2
∥g∥Hs .

In fact, the estimate (3.4) below shows that the f in ∥(S[f ]g)|Σf
∥

Hs− 1
2

also contributes to the
∥f∥

Hs+ 1
2

norm on the right-hand side of the preceding estimate. Therefore, the smallness of g is
required in order to close the energy estimate for f in L∞

t H
s ∩ L2

tH
s+ 1

2 .
(iv) The regularity of f and g. In Section 1.3 we provide a heuristics assuming the regularity f ∈ Hs

and g ∈ Hr and explain how r = s > d
2 + 3

2 is a natural condition as far as the energy method
is concerned. Here s > d

2 + 3
2 = 1 + d+1

2 is the smallest Sobolev index needed to ensure that the
velocity field u is Lipschitz. On the other hand, since f ∈ L2([0, T ];Hs+ 1

2 ) ⊂ L2([0, T ];C2
b ), the free

boundary has bounded curvature for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ].
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Remark 1.5. Given the quasilinear nature of the problem, we expect a stronger statement than
(ii) to holds, namely that the flow is continuous as a map

BHs(0, R) ×BHs(0, ε(R)) −→
(
C([0, T (R)];Hs) ∩ L2([0, T (R)];Hs+ 1

2 )
)

× C([0, T (R)];Hs)

but not uniformly continuous. The continuity would follow from an argument based on the strategy
used in [Ngu16] 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 : Td → R.

1.3. Heuristics. Let us consider some initial data (f0, g0) ∈ Hs
x(Rd) ∩Hr

x,y(Ωf0). Since the graphs
of f0 and b constitute the boundary of Ωf0 , we readily require the compatibility condition r − 1

2 ≤ s,
and that at least b ∈ Hr− 1

2 .
Assume that (f, g) is a solution of (1.25), (1.26) on [0, T ]. Since (1.26) is a transport equation, we
expect that g ∈ L∞

T H
r
x,y(Ωf ). On the other hand, as explained above we expect the parabolicity

of the f -equation (1.25), provided the stability condition infRd T (f) ≥ a > 0. Therefore, our goal
would be to close an a priori estimate for

∥f∥
L∞

T Hs
x∩L2

T H
s+ 1

2
x

and ∥g∥L∞
T Hr

x,y(Ωf ).

From f ∈ L2
TH

s+ 1
2

x , for almost all t ∈ [0, T ] we have f(t) ∈ Hs+ 1
2 , we expect that S[f ]g ∈ L2

TH
r
x,y

provided s + 1
2 ⩾ r + 1

2 and b ∈ Hr+ 1
2 . Indeed, this follows from a heuristic elliptic regularity for

(1.20) when we expect ϕ(2) ∈ Hr+1
x,y (Ωf ) for k = g ∈ Hr

x,y(Ωf ). On the other hand, from the elliptic

regularity for (1.18), we expect G[f ]Γ(f) ∈ L∞
T H

s− 1
2

x,y ∩L2
TH

s
x,y. Because s ⩾ r, it follows from (1.24)

that

u = −G[f ]Γ(f) − S[f ]g − gey ∈ L2
TH

r
x,y.

Then the transport equation (1.26) propagates the Hr regularity of g provided that r > 1 + d+1
2 . To

summarize we have imposed that

s ⩾ r > 1 + d+ 1
2 . (1.34)

Next, closing the L∞
T H

s
x ∩L2

TH
s+ 1

2
x regularity for (1.25) requires the forcing term (N · S[f ]g+ g)|Σf(t)

to be in L2
TH

s− 1
2

x . Since g ∈ L∞
T H

r
x,y, we have g|Σf

∈ L2
TH

r− 1
2

x , thereby demanding r ⩾ s. Combining
this with (1.34) yields

s = r >
3
2 + d

2 (1.35)

and b0 ∈ H
s+ 1

2
x . 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 ]|Σf

= G[f ]
appears in the equation. Here the propagation of the Hs

x,y(Ωf ) regularity of g requires the full
Hs

x,y(Ωf ) regularity of u, and hence of G[f [Γ(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 Ωf . As a consequence of Theorem 3.1 below, we have

∥G[f ]h∥Hr(Ωf ) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs(Rd))
(

∥h∥
Hr+ 1

2 (Rd)
+ ∥f∥

Hr+ 1
2 (Rd)

∥h∥Hs(Rd)

)
, (1.36)

∥S[f ]k∥Hr(Ωf ) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs(Rd))
(

∥k∥Hr(Ωf ) + ∥f∥
Hr+ 1

2 (Rd)
∥k∥Hs(Ωf )

)
, (1.37)

provided s > 3
2 + d

2 , r ≥ s − 1
2 and ⌊r⌋ ≤ s. Keeping ∥f∥Hs and ∥h∥Hs as the low norms, we observe

that both (1.36) and (1.37) are linear with respect to the highest norms ∥f∥
Hr+ 1

2
and ∥h∥

Hr+ 1
2
.

These estimates will be applied to h = Γ(f) with r = s − 1
2 and r = s. The case r = s (satisfying the

condition ⌊r⌋ ≤ s) then produces a linear factor of the dissipation norm ∥f∥
Hs+ 1

2
, which is crucial in

closing the L∞
t H

s
x ∩ L2

tH
s+ 1

2
x 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 Ωf , two solutions (f1, g1)
and (f2, g2) cannot be directly compared. By using diffeomorphisms Ffi

to pull the Ωfi
back to

a fixed domain with flat boundary, we then can compare g̃1 := g1 ◦ Ff1 and g̃2 := g2 ◦ Ff2 . This
requires contraction estimates for ∇(ϕ(1) ◦ Ff ) and ∇(ϕ(2) ◦ Ff ) with respect to f , where ϕ(j) 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 Rd, the
construction of solutions follows easily from a priori and contraction estimates via the vanishing
viscosity limit ε∆f . Here g satisfies the transport equation (1.26) posed in the domain Ωf . 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 (fn, g̃n), where fn solves a nonlinear
Muskat-type equation and g̃n solves a linear transport equation. The transport velocity of the
g̃n-equation is carefully designed so that on one hand it is tangent to the boundary so as to facilitate
the existence of g̃n, and on the other hand it decouples the equations for fn and g̃n. 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 G 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 = {0, 1, 2, . . . }.
• The ball of radius r centered at x in a normed space X is denoted by BX(x, r). If X is the

Euclidean space, we simply write B(x, r).
• A ≲ B means 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 sup0≤Y ≤X C(Y ), we can assume that
C is increasing.

• For s ∈ R we write ⌊s⌋ for the greatest integer smaller or equal to s, and ⌈s⌉ for the smallest
integer greater than s.

• The Jacobian matrix ∇f of f : RN → RN is (∇f)ij = ∂jfi, so that ∇(f ◦ g) = (∇f ◦ g)∇g
for g : RN → RN .

• We refer to Appendix A for the definitions of the paradifferential symbol classes Γm
ρ , the

symbol semi-norm Mm
ρ (a), and the paradifferential operator Ta.

Next, we fix notation for function spaces.

• We sometimes use the shorthand Lp
TZ for the Bochner space Lp([0, T ], Z).

• For k ∈ N, Ck
b denotes the space of functions with continuous and bounded derivatives up to

order of k.
• Zygmund spaces are denoted by Cs

∗(RN ).
• Let Ω ⊂ RN is an open set, and p ∈ [1,∞]. For m ∈ N, let Wm,p(Ω) be the usual Sobolev

space
Wm,p(Ω) = {u ∈ Lp(Ω) : ∂αu ∈ Lp(Ω) ∀|α| ≤ m} ,

endowed with the norm
∥u∥W m,p(Ω) :=

∑
|α|≤m

∥∂αu∥Lp(Ω).
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For s = (1 − θ)m1 + θm2 with mj ∈ N and θ ∈ (0, 1), we define

W s,p(Ω) :=
(
Wm1,p(Ω),Wm2,p(Ω)

)
s,p
. (2.1)

We denote Hs(Ω) = W s,2(Ω).
If Ω is a minimally smooth domain, then we have the the following equivalent norm for

W s,p(Ω) when s = m+ µ with m ∈ N and µ ∈ (0, 1):

∥u∥W s,p(Ω) = ∥u∥W m,p(Ω) +
∑

|α|=m

|∂αu|W µ,p(Ω),

|v|W µ,p(Ω) :=


(∫∫

Ω×Ω
|v(x)−v(y)|p
|x−y|pµ+N dxdy

) 1
p if p < ∞,

essupx,y∈Ω,x ̸=y
|v(x)−v(y)

|x−y|µ if p = ∞.

(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, W s,p(RN ) coincides with the Besov space Bs
p,p(RN ). See [BCD11, Theorem

2.36]. On the other hand, for all s ≥ 0, W s,2(RN ) coincides with the Sobolev space

Hs(RN ) :=
{
u ∈ L2(RN ) :

∫
RN

(1 + |ξ|2)s|û(ξ)|2 < ∞
}

(2.3)

endowed with the equivalent norm

∥u∥Hs(RN ) :=
(∫

RN
(1 + |ξ|2)s|û(ξ)|2

) 1
2
.

See [BCD11, Proposition 1.59]. The definition (2.3) extends to Hs(RN ) for all s ∈ R.
• For the time dependent fluid domain Ωf(t), if g(·, t) is defined on Ωf(t) for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ], we

say that g ∈ L∞([0, T ];W s,p(Ωf(·))) if the form
∥g∥L∞([0,T ];W s,p(Ωf(·))) := essupt∈[0,T ]∥g(·, t)∥W s,p(Ωf(t))

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]). Let d ⩾ 1, s > 1 + d
2 and σ ∈ [1

2 , s].

(i) [ABZ14, Theorem 3.12] If f ∈ Hs(Rd) and h ∈ Hσ(Rd), then G[f ]h ∈ Hσ−1(Rd) and
∥G[f ]h∥Hσ−1 ≤ F(∥f∥Hs)∥h∥Hσ (2.4)

where F : R+ → R+ is non-decreasing and depends only on (d, s, σ) in the infinite depth case
and also on (d, ∥∇b∥L∞) in the finite depth case.

(ii) [NP20, Theorem 3.18] Let δ ∈ (0, 1
2 ] satisfy δ < s − d

2 − 1. If f ∈ Hs+ 1
2 −δ(Rd) and h ∈ Hσ(Rd),

then we have
G[f ]h = Tλ[f ](h− TBf) − TV · ∇f +R[f ]h (2.5)

where
λ[f ](x, ξ) =

√
(1 + |∇f(x)|2)|ξ|2 − (∇f(x) · ξ)2, (2.6)
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V = ∇h−B∇f, B = ∇f · ∇h+G[f ]h
1 + |∇f |2

, (2.7)

and the remainder operator R[f ] satisfies
∥R[f ]h∥

Hσ− 1
2

≤ F(∥f∥Hs)(1 + ∥f∥
Hs+ 1

2 −δ )∥h∥Hσ , (2.8)

where F : R+ → R+ is non-decreasing and depends only on (d, s, σ, δ) in the infinite depth case
and also on (d, ∥∇b∥L∞) in the finite depth case.

We note that by Cauchy-Schwartz’s inequality, λ[f ] is an elliptic symbol: for all (x, ξ) ∈ Rd × Rd

there holds
λ[f ](x, ξ) ≥ |ξ|. (2.9)

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

Theorem 2.2. [NP20] Let d ≥ 1, s > 1+ d
2 and δ ∈ (0, 1

2 ] be such that δ < s−1− d
2 . Let h ∈ Hs(Rd)

and also f1, f2 ∈ Hs(Rd).

(i) [NP20, Theorem 3.24] For any σ ∈ [1
2 + δ, s], we have

G[f1]h−G[f2]h = −Tλ[f2]B2(f1 − f2) − TV2 · ∇(f1 − f2) +R♯[f1, f2]h (2.10)
where

∥R♯[f1, f2]h∥Hσ−1 ≤ F(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥f1 − f2∥Hσ−δ ∥h∥Hs (2.11)
and F : R+ → R+ is a non-decreasing function depending only on (d, s, σ, δ) in the infinite
depth case and also on (d, ∥∇b∥L∞) in the finite depth case.

(ii) [NP20, Corollary 3.25] For any σ ∈ [1
2 , s], we have

∥G[f1]h−G[f2]h∥Hσ−1 ≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥f1 − f2∥Hσ ∥h∥Hs , (2.12)
where F : R+ → R+ is a non-decreasing function depending only on (d, s, σ) in the infinite
depth case and also on (d, ∥∇b∥L∞) in the finite depth case.

2.3. Elliptic, parabolic, and transport estimates. We define the following homogeneous Sobolev
spaces

Ḣσ(Rd) = {f ∈ S ′(Rd) ∩ L2
loc(Rd) : |D|σf ∈ L2(Rd)}/ R, (2.13)

H1,σ(Rd) = {f ∈ S ′(Rd) ∩ L2
loc(Rd) : ∇f ∈ Hσ−1(Rd)}/ 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 ∈ W 1,∞(Rd) and b ∈ W 1,∞(Rd).

(i) Set W = Ḣ
1
2 (Rd) in the infinite depth and W = H1, 1

2 (Rd) in the finite depth. If h ∈ W , then
there exists a unique variational solution ϕ(1) ∈ Ḣ1(Ωf ) to (1.18)-(1.19) such that

∥∇x,yϕ
(1)∥L2(Ωf ) ≤ F(∥∇f∥L∞)∥h∥W , (2.15)

where F : R+ → R+ is non-decreasing, and depends on d, and also on (d, ∥∇b∥L∞) in the finite
depth case. Moreover, in the finite-depth case, if h ∈ H

1
2 (Rd) then

∥ϕ(1)∥H1(Ωf ) ≤ F(∥∇f∥L∞)∥h∥
H

1
2 (Rd)

. (2.16)
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(ii) If k ∈ L2(Ωf ), then there exists a unique variational solution ϕ(2) ∈ Ḣ1(Ωf ) to (1.20)-(1.21)
such that

∥∇x,yϕ
(2)∥L2(Ωf ) ≤ ∥k∥L2(Ωf ). (2.17)

Moreover, in the finite-depth case there holds

∥ϕ(2)∥L2(Ωf ) ≤ ∥f − b∥L∞(Rd)∥∂yϕ
(2)∥L2(Ωf ). (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 ϕ2. Let us integrate by parts as follows, using the boundary conditions for
ϕ(2), so that we find∫

Ωf

ϕ(2)(−∆x,yϕ
(2)) =

∫
Ωf

|∇x,yϕ
(2)|2 −

∫
Rd

(ϕ(2)∂νϕ
(2))(x, b(x))

√
1 + |∇b(x)|2dx

=
∫

Ωf

|∇x,yϕ
(2)|2 −

∫
Rd

(ϕ(2)k)(x, b(x))dx.

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

ϕ(2)∂yk =
∫
Rd

∫ f(x)

b(x)
(ϕ(2)∂yk)(x, y)dydx

= −
∫
Rd

∫ f(x)

b(x)
(∂yϕ

(2)k)(x, y)dydx−
∫
Rd

(ϕ(2)k)(x, b(x))dx,

where we have used ϕ(2)(x, f(x)) = 0. Using −∆x,yϕ
(2) = ∂yk and the preceding formulas, we deduce

∥∇x,yϕ
(2)∥2

L2(Ωf ) = −
∫

Ωf

∂yϕ
(2)k ≤ ∥∂yϕ

(2)∥L2(Ωf )∥k∥L2(Ωf )

which in turn implies (2.17). Finally, since ϕ(2) = 0 on {y = f(x)}, (2.18) is the Poincaré inequality
for the finite-depth domain Ωf . □

Remark 2.4. Note that as H
1
2 ↪→ W , (i) implies

∥∇x,yϕ1∥L2(Ωf ) ≤ C(∥∇f∥L∞)∥h∥
H

1
2 (Rd)

. (2.19)

Estimates for first-oder parabolic equations are stated in the following spaces:

Xσ(I) = C0
z (I,Hσ(Rd) ∩ L2

z(I,Hσ+ 1
2 (Rd)),

Y σ(I) = L1
z(I,Hσ(Rd)) + L2

z(I,Hσ− 1
2 (Rd)),

(2.20)

endowed with their natural norms.

Proposition 2.5 (Proposition 2.18 in [ABZ14] and Proposition 3.2 in [WZ17]). Let 0 < ρ < 1, σ ∈ R,
I = [z0, z1] ⊂ R and p ∈ Γ1

ρ(I×Rd) such that there exists c > 0 such that for all (z, x, ξ) ∈ I×Rd ×Rd

there holds Re p(z, x, ξ) ⩾ c|ξ|. Then for any f ∈ Y σ(I) and any w0 ∈ Hσ there exists a unique
solution w ∈ Xσ(I) to

∂zw + Tpw = f in I × Rd

w(0, x) = w0(x) for x ∈ Rd.
(2.21)
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Moreover, w obeys the bound

∥w∥Xσ(I) ≤ F(M1
ρ(p))

(
∥f∥Y σ(I) + ∥w0∥Hσ + ∥w∥L2(I,Hσ)

)
, (2.22)

where F : R+ → R+ is a non-decreasing function depending only on (d, σ, ρ).

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

∂tf + Taf + TU · ∇f = F, (2.23)

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

Lemma 2.7. Assume that for some δ ∈ (0, 1) and a > 0, we have U ∈ L∞([0, T ],W δ,∞(Rd))
and that a(t, x, ξ) ∈ L∞([0, T ],Γ1

δ) is such that for all x, ξ ∈ Rd there holds Re a(x, ξ) ⩾ a|ξ| > 0.
Assume that F ∈ L2([0, T ], Hs− 1

2 (Rd)) for some s ∈ R and assume that f ∈ C([0, T ], Hs(Rd)) ∩
L2([0, T ], Hs+ 1

2 (Rd)) is a solution of (2.23). Then there exists function C : R3
+ → R+ depending

only on (δ, d), non-decreasing in each variable and such that for all t ∈ (0, T ) there holds

1
2
d

dt
∥f(t)∥2

Hs ≤ − 1
C(∥U∥L∞

T W δ,∞ , ∥a∥L∞
T M1

δ
, a)∥f(t)∥2

Hs+ 1
2

+ C(∥U∥L∞
T W δ,∞ , ∥a∥L∞

T M1
δ
, a)∥f(t)∥2

Hs + ∥F (t)∥
Hs− 1

2
∥f(t)∥

Hs+ 1
2
.

(2.24)

Proof. Set fs = ⟨Dx⟩sf and Fs = ⟨Dx⟩sF . By commuting (2.23) with ⟨Dx⟩s, using symbolic calculus
for paradifferential operators given in Theorem A.10, and performing an L2 estimate, one can show
that

1
2
d

dt
∥fs∥2

L2 ≤ − 1
C

∥fs∥2
H

1
2

+ C∥fs∥
H

1
2
∥fs∥

H
1
2 −δ + ∥fs∥

H
1
2
∥Fs∥

H− 1
2
, 0 < t < T, (2.25)

where C = C(∥U∥L∞
T W δ,∞ , ∥a∥L∞

T M1
δ
, a). A detailed proof of (2.25) can be found in [NP20, Section

4.1.3]. By interpolation, there is θ = θ(δ) ∈ (0, 1) such that

∥fs∥
H

1
2
∥fs∥

H
1
2 −δ ≲ ∥fs∥1+θ

H
1
2

∥fs∥1−θ
L2 .

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

1
2
d

dt
∥fs∥2

L2 ≤ − 1
C

∥fs∥2
H

1
2

+ C∥fs∥2
L2 + ∥Fs∥

H− 1
2
∥fs∥

H
1
2
, 0 < t < T.

This yields (2.24). □

The next theorem concerns well-posedness and regularity estimates for linear transport equations in
domains.
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Theorem 2.8. Let U ⊂ RN be a minimaly smooth domain with constants (ι,K,M). Let σ ≥ 1,
h0 ∈ Hσ(U), F ∈ L1([0, T ];Hσ(U)), and v ∈ Lp([0, T ];L2(U)) for some p > 1, and

∇xv ∈ L1([0, T ];H
N
2 (U) ∩ L∞(U)) if σ < 1 + N

2 , (2.26)

∇xv ∈ L1([0, T ];Hσ−1(U)) if σ > 1 + N

2 . (2.27)

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

∂th+ v · ∇h = F in U × (0, T ), h|t=0 = h0 (2.28)

has a solution h ∈ C([0, T ];Hσ(U)) which satisfies

∥h∥C([0,T ];Hσ(U)) ≤ M
(
∥h0∥Hσ(U) + ∥F∥L1([0,T ];Hσ(U))

)
exp(MVT )), (2.29)

where M = M(σ,N, ι,K,M), and

VT =

∥∇xv∥
L1([0,T ];H

N
2 (U)∩L∞(U))

if σ < 1 + N
2 ,

∥∇xv∥L1([0,T ];Hσ−1(U)) if σ > 1 + N
2 .

(2.30)

Moreover, h is the unique solution in C([0, T ];H1(U)).

Proof. Let C be the Sobolev extension operator for U , as given in Theorem B.2. Let ṽ = Cv, F̃ = CF ,
h̃0 = Ch0, and k be the solution of the transport problem

∂tk + ṽ · ∇k = F̃ , k|t=0 = h̃0, (x, t) ∈ RN × (0, T ). (2.31)

By virtue of [BCD11, Theorem 3.19] on the solvability of transport equations on RN , (2.31) has a
unique solution k ∈ C([0, T ];Hσ(RN )) which satisfies

∥k∥L∞([0,T ];Hσ(RN )) ≤
(
∥h̃0∥Hσ(RN ) + ∥F̃∥L1([0,T ];Hσ(RN ))

)
exp(MṼT )), (2.32)

where M depends only on (σ,N), and ṼT is defined as in (2.30) but for ṽ in place of v and RN in place
of U . Then, h := k|U is a solution of (2.28). Moreover, it follows from (2.32) and the continuity of C
that h satisfies (2.29) for a new M = M(σ,N, ι,K,M). Note that σ ≥ 0 suffices for the above proof.
To prove the uniqueness, assume that h1 and h2 are solutions of (2.28) in C([0, T ];H1(U)). Then,
f := h1 − h2 satisfies

∂tf + v · ∇f = 0 in U × (0, T ), f |t=0 = 0.

Since v is tangent to ∂U and f ∈ C([0, T ];H1(U)), we can justify the following identity obtained
using integrations by parts:

1
2
d

dt

∫
U

|f |2dx = −1
2

∫
U

div v|f |2dx.

Since ∇v ∈ L1([0, T ];L∞(U)), Grönwall’s lemma implies that f = 0, and thus h1 = h2. □
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2.4. Compositions and inverses of Sobolev diffeomorphisms. The following propositions
concerning diffeomorphisms in RN with Sobolev regularity will be applied frequently in order to
convert regularity estimates from the fluid domain Ωf to its flattened version and vice-versa. These
independent results will be proven in Appendix D.

Proposition 2.9. Let N ⩾ 2, σ ⩾ 0, and U ⊂ RN be a minimally smooth domain. Assume that
φ = id +ψ : U → Ω is a Lipschitz diffeomorphism such that | det ∇φ| ≥ c0 > 0 and ψ ∈ Hσ(U).
Then for any F ∈ Hσ(Ω,R) with ∇F ∈ L∞(U), there holds

∥F ◦ φ∥Hσ(U) ≤ C
(
∥∇φ∥L∞(U)

) (
∥F∥Hσ(Ω) + ∥∇F∥L∞(Ω)∥ψ∥Hσ(U)

)
, (2.33)

where C : R+ → R+ is non-decreasing and depends only on (N, σ, c0, ι,K,M).

Proposition 2.10. Let N ⩾ 2, σ ⩾ 1 and Ω, U ⊂ RN be minimally smooth domains. Let
φ = id +ψ : U → Ω be a Lipschitz diffeomorphism such that | det ∇φ| ≥ c0 > 0 and ψ ∈ Hσ(U).
Then there holds

∥φ−1 − id ∥Hσ(Ω) ≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U))∥ψ∥Hσ(U), (2.34)
where C : R+ → R+ is non-decreasing and depends only on (N, σ, c0, ι,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 Ω ⊂ RN be C∞ bounded domain, N ≥ 2. We denote by ν the unit exterior
normal to ∂Ω. Let s > N

2 , A = (Ajk)1≤j,k≤N ∈ RN×N , and a = (ajk)1≤j,k≤N a matrix with Hs(Ω)
coefficients. We assume that A is positive definite, i.e. there exists λ > 0 such that

Ajkξjξk ⩾ λ|ξ|2 ∀ξ ∈ RN .

Then there exists ε0 = ε0(λ, sup1≤i,j≤N |Aij |, s,Ω) > 0 such that for ∥a∥L∞(Ω) ≤ ε0 the following
holds. For all (F, g) ∈ Hs−1(Ω) ×Hs− 1

2 (∂Ω) satisfying
∫

Ω F +
∫

∂Ω g = 0, the elliptic problem{
− div((A+ a)∇ψ) = F in Ω
((A+ a)∇ψ) · ν = g on ∂Ω,

(2.35)

has a unique solution with mean zero which satisfies

∥ψ∥Hs+1(Ω) ≤ C(λ, sup
1≤i,j≤N

|Aij |, ∥a∥Hs , s,Ω)
(

∥F∥Hs−1(Ω) + ∥g∥
Hs− 1

2 (∂Ω)

)
. (2.36)

Proof. 1. Let F̃ ∈ Hk−1(Ω) and g̃ ∈ Hk− 1
2 (∂Ω) with integer k ≥ 1 such that

∫
Ω F̃ +

∫
∂Ω g̃ = 0. Since

A is a positive constant matrix, by the classical regularity for the Neumann problem, the unique
mean-zero weak solution to {

− div(A∇ψ) = F̃ in Ω
(A∇ψ) · ν = g̃ on ∂Ω

(2.37)

satisfies
∥ψ∥Hk+1(Ω) ≤ C(λ, sup

1≤i,j≤N
|Aij |, k,Ω)

(
∥F̃∥Hk−1(Ω) + ∥g̃∥

Hk− 1
2 (∂Ω)

)
.
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Then linear interpolation yields

∥ψ∥Hs+1(Ω) ≤ C(λ, sup
1≤i,j≤N

|Aij |, s,Ω)
(

∥F̃∥Hs−1(Ω) + ∥g̃∥
Hs− 1

2 (∂Ω)

)
, s ≥ 1. (2.38)

Let us detail this interpolation procedure. Consider s + 1 = (1 − θ)k + θ(k + 1) for θ ∈ (0, 1)
and N ∋ k ≥ 2. Then the real interpolation space (Hk(Ω), Hk+1(Ω))θ,2 is Hs+1(Ω), and simiarly
(Hk−2(Ω) ×Hk− 3

2 (∂Ω), Hk−1(Ω) ×Hk− 1
2 (∂Ω))θ,2 = Hs−1(Ω) ×Hs− 1

2 (∂Ω). In order to view (2.38)
as a continuity bound of the linear operator Ψ : (F̃ , g̃) 7→ ψ between Sobolev spaces, note that
since a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of ψ is that

∫
Ω F̃ +

∫
∂Ω g̃ = 0, and that

uniqueness for ψ holds provided we impose
∫

Ω ψ = 0. We obtain that the operator Ψ is a well-defined
continuous operator

(Hℓ(Ω) ×Hℓ+ 1
2 (∂Ω)) ∩ E → Hℓ+2(Ω) ∩ F ,

for ℓ ∈ {k − 2, k − 1}, where we have introduced the subspace E = ker(T1 − id) with T1(F̃ , g̃) =
(F̃ − |Ω|−1(

∫
Ω F̃ +

∫
∂Ω g̃), g̃) and similarly F = ker(T2 − id) with T2(F̃ ) = F̃ − |Ω|−1 ∫

Ω F̃ . Note that
T 2

j = Tj . It follows that Ψ is continuous(
(Hk−2(Ω) ×Hk− 3

2 (∂Ω)) ∩ E , (Hk−1(Ω) ×Hk− 1
2 (∂Ω)) ∩ E

)
θ,2

→
(
Hk(Ω) ∩ F , Hk+1 ∩ F

)
θ,2
,

and (2.38) follows from statements of the form (X0 ∩ F , X1 ∩ F)θ,2 = (X0, X1)θ,2 ∩ F which are
stated in Lemma C.4.
2. Suppose that s > N

2 and (F, g) ∈ Hs−1(Ω) × Hs− 1
2 (∂Ω) satisfy

∫
Ω F +

∫
∂Ω g = 0. We consider

∥a∥L∞(Ω) ≤ ε1 small enough so that A+a ≥ λ
2 IN . By the density of C∞(Ω̄) in Hs(Ω), we can choose

sequences {an}n≥1, {Fn}n≥1 and {gn}n≥1 of smooth functions such that an → a in Hs(Ω), Fn → F

in Hs−1(Ω) and gn → g in Hs− 1
2 (∂Ω). Set mn = 1

|∂Ω| (
∫

Ω Fn +
∫

∂Ω gn).

For each n, let ψn be the smooth solution to the Neumann problem{
− div((A+ an)∇ψ) = Fn in Ω
((A+ an)∇ψ) · ν = gn −mn on ∂Ω.

(2.39)

Clearly ψn = Ψ(F̃n, g̃n) with

F̃n = Fn + div(an∇ψn), g̃n = gn −mn − an∇ψn · ν.

Hence, the estimate (2.38) for Ψ gives

∥ψn∥Hs+1(Ω) ≤ C(λ, sup
1≤i,j≤N

|Aij |, s,Ω)
(

∥F̃n∥Hs−1(Ω) + ∥g̃n∥
Hs− 1

2 (∂Ω)

)
.

Since s > N
2 and ν is smooth, invoking the trace inequality yields

∥ψn∥Hs+1(Ω) ≤ C
(
mn + ∥gn∥

Hs− 1
2 (∂Ω)

+ ∥Fn∥Hs−1(Ω) + ∥an∇ψn∥Hs(Ω)
)

≤ C
(
mn + ∥gn∥

Hs− 1
2 (∂Ω)

+ ∥Fn∥Hs−1(Ω) + ∥a∥L∞(Ω)∥∇ψn∥Hs(Ω) + ∥a∥Hs(Ω)∥∇ψn∥L∞,(Ω)
)

(2.40)
where C = C(λ, sup1≤i,j≤N |Aij |, s,Ω). Since s > N

2 , for some δ > 0 small enough there holds

∥∇ψn∥L∞(Ω) ≲ ∥∇ψn∥Hs−δ(Ω) ≤ η∥∇ψn∥Hs(Ω) + Cη∥∇ψn∥L2(Ω), (2.41)
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for all η > 0, where Cη depends only on (η, δ, s, d). It follows from (2.40) and (2.41) that if
∥a∥L∞(Ω) ≤ ε0 := min(ε1,

1
2C ) then

∥ψn∥Hs+1(Ω) ≤ C
(
mn + ∥Fn∥Hs−1(Ω) + ∥gn∥

Hs− 1
2 (∂Ω)

+ ∥∇ψn∥L2(Ω)
)
,

where C = C(λ, sup1≤i,j≤N |Aij |, s,Ω, ∥a∥Hs(Ω)) can be larger than the previous C if needed. Com-
bining this with the variational estimate

∥ψn∥H1(Ω) ≤ C(Ω)(∥Fn∥L2(Ω) + ∥gn −mn∥
H− 1

2 (∂Ω)
),

we obtain
∥ψn∥Hs+1(Ω) ≤ C

(
∥Fn∥Hs−1(Ω) + ∥gn∥

Hs− 1
2 (∂Ω)

)
. (2.42)

Thus the sequence {ψn} is bounded in Hs+1(Ω). Since Ω is bounded, upon extracting a subsequence
we can assume that ψn converges to some ψ∗ weakly in Hs+1(Ω) and strongly in Hs(Ω). The strong
convergence in Hs implies that mn → 0 and allows us to pass to the limit in the weak formulation of
(2.39), proving that ψ∗ is a weak solution of (2.35). By uniqueness of weak solutions, we conclude
that ψ = ψ∗ ∈ Hs+1(Ω). 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 Hs+1(Ω). □

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
x∈Rd

(f(x) − b(x)) ≥ d > 0, (3.1)

where
b(x) = −H + b0(x), H > 0. (3.2)

This section is devoted to the following independent result.

Theorem 3.1. Let d ⩾ 1 and s, r ∈ R such that s > 1 + d
2 , r ≥ s − 1

2 and ⌊r⌋ ≤ s. The following
estimates hold provided their right-hand sides are finite:

∥G[f ]h∥Hr(Ωf ) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
(
∥h∥

Hr+ 1
2

+ ∥f∥
Hr+ 1

2
∥h∥Hs

)
, (3.3)

∥S[f ]k∥Hr(Ωf ) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
(
∥k∥Hr + ∥f∥

Hr+ 1
2

(
∥k∥

Hs− 1
2

+ ∥∇k∥L∞

))
, (3.4)

where C : R+ → R+ is a non-decreasing function, depending only on (d, s, r) and in the finite-depth
case also on d and ∥b0∥Hs . In the latter case ∥f∥

Hr+ 1
2

should also be replaced with ∥f∥
Hr+ 1

2
+

∥b0∥
Hr+ 1

2
.

Using Theorem 3.1 and the embedding Hs(Ωf ) ↪→ W 1,∞(Ωf ) when s > 3
2 + d

2 , we obtain the following
estimates for the fluid velocity.

Corollary 3.2. For s > 3
2 + d

2 and u given by (1.24), we have

∥u∥Hs ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
(
∥f∥

Hs+ 1
2

+ (1 + ∥f∥
Hs+ 1

2
)∥g∥Hs

)
, (3.5)

∥u∥
Hs− 1

2
≤ C(∥f∥Hs) (∥f∥Hs + ∥g∥Hs) . (3.6)
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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

J =
{

(−∞, 0) for infinite depth,
(−1, 0) for finite depth.

(3.7)

We straighten the fluid domain Ωf using the change of variables

Ff : Rd × J → Ωf , Ff (x, z) = (x, ϱ(x, z)), (3.8)
where

ϱ(x, z) =
{
z + eδz⟨Dx⟩f(x) for infinite depth,
(z + 1)eδz⟨Dx⟩f(x) − ze−δ(z+1)⟨Dx⟩b0(x) + zH for finite depth

(3.9)

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

Lemma 3.3. (i) Let s > 1 + d
2 , and f, b0 ∈ Hs(Rd). There exists a constant K > 0 depending

only on (d, s) such that for

δ ≤
{

(K∥f∥Hs + 1)−1 for infinite depth,
d
(
K∥f∥Hs +K∥b0∥Hs + 1

)−1 for finite depth,
(3.10)

Ff is a Lipschitz diffeomorphism, and{
∂zϱ ≥ 1

2 for infinite depth,
∂zϱ ⩾ d

2 for finite depth.
(3.11)

(ii) For any σ ∈ R, there exists C = C(d, σ, δ) > 0 such that
∥(∂zϱ− 1,∇xϱ)∥Xσ(J) ≤ C∥f∥Hσ+1 for infinite depth, (3.12)

∥(∂zϱ−H,∇xϱ)∥Xσ(J) ≤ C∥f∥Hσ+1 + C∥b0∥Hσ+1 for finite depth. (3.13)
For any σ ∈ R and j ≥ 2, there exists C = C(d, σ, j, δ) > 0 such that

∥∇j
x,zϱ∥Xσ(J) ≤ C∥f∥Hσ+j+1 for infinite depth, (3.14)

∥∇j
x,zϱ∥Xσ(J) ≤ C∥f∥Hσ+j+1 + C∥b0∥Hσ+1 for finite depth. (3.15)

(iii) For any σ ≥ 0, there exists C = C(d, σ, δ) > 0 such that
∥ϱ− z∥Hσ(Rd×J) ≤ C∥f∥

Hσ− 1
2

for infinite depth, (3.16)
∥ϱ−Hz∥Hσ(Rd×J) ≤ C∥f∥

Hσ− 1
2

+ C∥b0∥
Hσ− 1

2
for finite depth. (3.17)

Proof. (i) In the infinite-depth case, we have

∂zϱ(x, z) = 1 + δeδz⟨Dx⟩⟨Dx⟩f(x). (3.18)
For some constant C = C(d, s) > 0 independent of δ ∈ (0, 1) we have

∥eδz⟨Dx⟩⟨Dx⟩f∥L∞(J ;Hs−1) + ∥eδz⟨Dx⟩∇f∥L∞(J ;Hs−1) ≤ C∥f∥Hs .

Then the Sobolev embedding Hs−1(Rd) ⊂ L∞(Rd) yields

∥eδz⟨Dx⟩⟨Dx⟩f∥L∞(Rd×J) ≤ K

2 ∥f∥Hs ,
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where K = K(d, s). Therefore, if δ ≤ (K∥f∥Hs +1)−1 then ∥∂zϱ−1∥L∞(Rd×J) ≤ 1
2 and thus ∂zϱ ≥ 1

2 .
In the finite depth case, we have

∂zϱ(x, z) = δ(z + 1)eδz⟨Dx⟩⟨Dx⟩f(x) + δze−δ(z+1)⟨Dx⟩⟨Dx⟩b0(x)

+ eδz⟨Dx⟩f(x) − e−δ(z+1)⟨Dx⟩b0(x) +H

= δ(z + 1)eδz⟨Dx⟩⟨Dx⟩f(x) + δze−δ(z+1)⟨Dx⟩⟨Dx⟩b0(x) +
(
eδz⟨Dx⟩f(x) − f(x)

)
−
(
e−δ(z+1)⟨Dx⟩b0(x) − b0(x)

)
+ f(x) − b0(x) +H.

(3.19)

Using the mean-value theorem, we obtain

∂zϱ(x, z) = δ(z + 1)eδz⟨Dx⟩⟨Dx⟩f(x) + δze−δ(z+1)⟨∇x⟩⟨Dx⟩b0(x) + δz

∫ 1

0
eδτz⟨Dx⟩⟨Dx⟩f(x)dτ

+ δ(z + 1)
∫ 1

0
e−δτ(z+1)⟨Dx⟩⟨Dx⟩b0(x)dτ + f(x) − b(x).

Since f − b ≥ d, for δ ∈ (0, 1) it follows that

∂zϱ ≥ d − δ
K

2
(
∥f∥Hs + ∥b0∥Hs

)
, K = K(d, s).

Choosing δ ≤ d
(
K∥f∥Hs +K∥b0∥Hs + 1

)−1, we obtain (3.11). It follows that Ff is a Lipschitz local
diffeomorphism. Moreover, (3.11) shows that Ff is one to one, therefore a global diffeomorphism on
its image. The claim follows as ρ(x, z) −→

z→−∞
−∞ in the infinite depth case, and ρ(x,−1) = b(x) in

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

∥eδz⟨Dx⟩h∥Xσ(J) ≤ C(d, σ, δ)∥h∥Hσ , σ ∈ R. (3.20)

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

∥eδz⟨Dx⟩h∥Hσ(Rd×J) ≤ C(d, σ, δ)∥h∥
Hσ− 1

2 (Rd)
, σ ≥ 0. (3.21)

Clearly (3.21) holds for σ = 0, and by interpolation it suffices to prove it for σ ∈ N. For any
0 ≤ j ≤ σ, we have ∂j

z∇σ−j
x eδz⟨Dx⟩h = δjeδz⟨Dx⟩⟨Dx⟩j∇σ−j

x h, whence

∥∂j
z∇σ−j

x eδz⟨Dx⟩h∥L2(Rd×J) ≲ ∥⟨Dx⟩j∇σ−j
x h∥

H− 1
2
≲ ∥h∥

Hσ− 1
2
. □

We have the following chain rule

(∇x,yg) ◦ Ff = ∇x,z(g ◦ Ff )(∇Ff )−1 = ∇x,z(g ◦ Ff )
[

Id 0d×1
−∇xϱ

∂zϱ
1

∂zϱ

]
, (3.22)

where ∇xϱ is a row matrix. Consequently

∂zϱ(x, z)(∆x,yg) ◦ Ff (x, z) = divx,z(A∇v)(x, z)

with

A =
[
∂zϱId −∇xϱ

T

−∇xϱ
1+|∇xϱ|2|

∂zϱ

]
. (3.23)
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Let ϕ be either the solution ϕ(1) to (1.18) or ϕ(2) to (1.20), and set
v(x, z) = (ϕ ◦ Ff )(x, z). (3.24)

Then v satisfies

divx,z(A∇v) =
{

0 for (1.18),
−∂zϱ(∂yk) ◦ Ff for (1.20).

(3.25)

For sufficiently smooth solutions, we can expand (3.25) and deduce that v satisfies{
(∂2

z + α∆x + β · ∇∂z − γ∂z)v = F0, (x, z) ∈ Rd × I,

v(x, 0) = ζ(x), x ∈ Rd ,
(3.26)

where
α = (∂zϱ)2

1 + |∇xϱ|2
, β = −2 ∂zϱ∇xϱ

1 + |∇xϱ|2
, γ = 1

∂zϱ

(
∂2

zϱ+ α∆xϱ+ β · ∇x∂zϱ
)
.

and

(ζ, F0) =

(h, 0) for (1.18),(
0,− (∂zϱ)2

1+|∇xϱ|2 (∂yk) ◦ Ff

)
for (1.20).

(3.27)

Estimates for the coefficients (α, β, γ) in Xσ are given in the next lemma.

Lemma 3.4. Let s > d
2 + 1 and σ ⩾ 0. In the infinite-depth case there holds

∥α− 1∥Xσ(J) + ∥β∥Xσ(J) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥f∥Hσ+1 , (3.28)
∥γ∥

Xσ− 1
2 (J)

≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥f∥
Hσ+ 3

2
, (3.29)

and in the finite-depth case there holds
∥α−H2∥Xσ(J) + ∥β∥Xσ(J) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs) (∥f∥Hσ+1 + ∥b0∥Hσ+1) , (3.30)

∥γ∥
Xσ− 1

2 (J)
≤ C(∥f∥Hs)

(
∥f∥

Hσ+ 3
2

+ ∥b0∥
Hσ+ 3

2

)
, (3.31)

where C : R+ → R+ is a non-decreasing function, only depending on (d, s, σ), and also d and ∥b0∥Hs

in the finite-depth case.

Proof. We will only provide the proof for the infinite-depth case. We have α− 1 = G(∇̃ϱ), where
∇̃ϱ = (∇xϱ, ∂zϱ− 1) and G is some smooth function satisfying G(0) = 0. Then Theorem A.3 implies

∥α− 1∥Xσ(J) ≤ C(∥∇̃ϱ∥L∞(J×Rd))∥∇̃ϱ∥Xσ(J), (3.32)

and it suffices to use (3.12) and the Sobolev embedding Hs−1(Rd) ↪→ L∞(Rd) for s > 1 + d
2 . The

estimate for β can be proven along the same lines.
As for γ, we use (A.3) and (A.4) to have

∥γ∥
Xσ− 1

2 (J)
≲
(
∥ α

∂zϱ
− 1∥L∞(J ;Hs−1) + 1 + ∥ β

∂zϱ
∥L∞(J ;Hs−1)

)
∥∇2

x,zϱ∥
Xσ− 1

2 (J)

+
(
∥ α

∂zϱ
− 1∥

Xσ+ 1
2 (J)

+ ∥ β

∂zϱ
∥

Xσ+ 1
2 (J)

)
∥∇2

x,zϱ∥L∞(J ;Hs−2),

where we have used that (s − 1) + (σ − 1
2) ≥ s − 3

2 > 0. Then we conclude using the estimates

∥ α

∂zϱ
− 1∥L∞(J ;Hs−1) + ∥ β

∂zϱ
∥L∞(J ;Hs−1) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs), ∥∇2

x,zϱ∥
Xσ− 1

2 (J)
≲ ∥f∥

Hσ+ 3
2
,
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∥ α

∂zϱ
− 1∥

Xσ+ 1
2 (J)

+ ∥ β

∂zϱ
∥

Xσ+ 1
2 (J)

≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥f∥
Hσ+ 3

2
,

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

Next, we provide estimates for z-derivatives of (α, β, γ).

Lemma 3.5. Let s > 1 + d
2 .

(i) Consider j ∈ N and σ ≥ 0. In the infinite-depth case, we have

∥∂j
z(α− 1)∥Hσ(Rd×J) + ∥∂j

zβ∥Hσ(Rd×J) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥f∥
Hσ+j+ 1

2
, (3.33)

∥∂j
zγ∥Hσ(Rd×J) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥f∥

Hσ+j+ 3
2
, (3.34)

and if moreover j ≤ s then

∥∂j
z(α− 1)∥L∞(J,Hσ) + ∥∂j

zβ∥L∞(J,Hσ) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥f∥Hσ+j+1 , (3.35)

Here C : R+ → R+ is non-decreasing and depends only on (d, s, σ, j). In the finite-depth case, C
also depends on d and ∥b∥Hs , α− 1 should be replaced with α−H2, and the ∥f∥Hσ+ν norms on the
right-hand sides should be replaced with ∥f∥Hσ+ν + ∥b0∥Hσ+ν .
(ii) If j ∈ N and σ ∈ R satisfy

σ + 1 ≥ 0, σ + s − 1 > 0, and j ≤ s − 1, (3.36)

then for q ∈ {2,∞} we have

∥∂j
zγ∥Lq(J ;Hσ) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)(∥f∥

H
σ+j+2− 1

q
+ a), (3.37)

where a = 0 in the infinite-depth case and a = ∥b0∥
H

σ+j+2− 1
q

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 α− 1 and β have the same regularity, we will only provide the proof for α− 1.
1. We write as in the proof of Lemma 3.4 that α− 1 = G(∇̃ϱ), where ∇̃ϱ = (∇xϱ, ∂zϱ− 1) and G

is a smooth function satisfying G(0) = 0. Since σ ≥ 0, Theorem A.3 implies

∥∂j
z(α− 1)∥Hσ

x,z
≤ ∥G(∇̃ϱ)∥

Hσ+j
x,z

≤ C(∥∇̃ϱ∥L∞
x,z

)∥∇̃ϱ∥
Hσ+j

x,z
.

Then we use (3.12) together with the Sobolev embedding Hs−1(Rd) ↪→ L∞(Rd), and (3.16) to deduce

∥∇̃ϱ∥L∞
x,z

≲ ∥f∥Hs , ∥∇̃ϱ∥Hσ
x,z

≲ ∥f∥
Hσ+j+ 1

2
.

It follows that
∥∂j

z(α− 1)∥Hσ
x,z

≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥f∥
Hσ+j+ 1

2

as claimed in (3.33).
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2. We turn to the proof of (3.34). From the definition of γ, it suffices to estimate the typical term
∂j

z

(
( α

∂zϱ − 1)∆xϱ
)
. The product rule in Theorem B.3 gives

∥∂j
z

( α
∂zϱ

− 1)∆xϱ
)
∥Hσ

x,z
≤ ∥( α

∂zϱ
− 1)∆xϱ∥

Hσ+j
x,z

≲ ∥( α

∂zϱ
− 1)∥L∞∥∆xϱ∥

Hσ+j
x,z

+ ∥∆xϱ∥Lp∥ α

∂zϱ
− 1∥

W σ+j,p′
x,z

,

where 1
p + 1

p′ = 1
2 and p′ < ∞. Combining the estimates (3.12), (3.28), and (3.16), we deduce

∥( α

∂zϱ
− 1)∥L∞ ≤ ∥( α

∂zϱ
− 1)∥L∞

z Hs−1 ≤ C(∥f∥Hs), ∥∆xϱ∥
Hσ+j

x,z
≲ ∥f∥

Hσ+j+ 3
2
.

We choose 
1
p = 1

2 − s− 3
2

d+1 if s − 3
2 <

d+1
2 ,

p = ∞ if s − 3
2 >

d+1
2 ,

2 ≪ p < ∞ if s − 3
2 = d+1

2 .

Then, since s > 1 + d
2 ≥ 3

2 > 0, we have Hs− 3
2

x,z ↪→ Lp
x,z, H

σ+j+ d+1
p

x,z ↪→ W σ+j,p′
x,z , and d+1

p < 1 in all
cases. Hence, invoking (3.16) and (3.28) yields

∥∆xϱ∥Lp∥ α

∂zϱ
− 1∥

W σ+j,p′
x,z

≲ ∥∆xϱ∥
H

s− 3
2

x,z

∥ α

∂zϱ
− 1∥

Hσ+j+1
x,z

≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥f∥
Hσ+j+ 3

2
.

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 σ ≥ 0 there holds

∥∂j
zG(∇ϱ)∥L∞

z Hσ ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥f∥Hσ+j+1 .

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

∂j
zG(∇ϱ) = ∂j−1

z

(
∂z∇ϱG′(∇ϱ)

)
= G′(0)∂j

z∇ϱ+
j−1∑
k=0

ck,j∂
k+1
z ∇ϱ∂j−1−k

z (G′(∇ϱ) −G′(0)),

Let us write H = G′ −G′(0), which is a smooth function satisfying H(0) = 0. Since j ≥ 1, (3.14)
implies

∥∂j
z∇ϱ∥L∞

z Hσ ≲ ∥f∥Hσ+j+1 .

To estimate ∂k+1
z ∇ϱ∂j−1−k

z H(∇ϱ) for k ∈ {0, . . . , j − 1}, we use (A.3) and (A.4):

∥∂k+1
z ∇ϱ∂j−1−k

z H(∇ϱ)∥L∞
z Hσ ≲ ∥∂k+1

z ∇ϱ∥L∞
z Hs−k−2∥∂j−1−k

z H(∇ϱ)∥L∞
z Hσ+k+1

+ ∥∂k+1
z ∇ϱ∥L∞

z Hσ+j−1−k∥∂j−1−k
z H(∇ϱ)∥L∞

z Hs−j+k .

This application is justified because

σ ≤ σ + k + 1, σ ≤ σ + j − 1 − k, and s > 1 + d

2 .

By (3.14),
∥∂k+1

z ∇ϱ∥L∞
z Hs−k−2 ≲ ∥f∥Hs , ∥∂k+1

z ∇ϱ∥L∞
z Hσ+j−1−k ≲ ∥f∥Hσ+j+1 .
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Since j − 1 − k ≤ j − 1, σ + k + 1 ≥ 0, and s − j + k ≥ s − j ≥ 0, the induction hypothesis implies

∥∂j−1−k
z H(∇ϱ)∥L∞

z Hσ+k+1 ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥f∥Hσ+j+1 , ∥∂j−1−k
z H(∇ϱ)∥L∞

z Hs−j+k ≤ C(∥f∥Hs).

Combining the above estimates yields (3.35).
(ii) For the proof of (3.37), from the definition of γ we have

∥∂jγ∥Lq(J ;Hσ) ≤ ∥∂j
z∇2

x,zϱ∥Lq(J ;Hσ) +
∥∥∥∥∂j

z

(
( α

∂zϱ
− 1)∆xϱ

)∥∥∥∥
Lq(J ;Hσ)

+
∥∥∥∥∂j

z

(
β

∂zϱ
· ∇x∂zϱ

)∥∥∥∥
Lq(J ;Hσ)

+
∥∥∥∥∂j

z

(
( 1
∂zϱ

− 1)∂2
zϱ

)∥∥∥∥
Lq(J ;Hσ)

. (3.38)

Consider q ∈ {2,∞}. It follows from Lemma 3.3 (ii) that ∥∂j
z∇2

x,zϱ∥Lq(J ;Hσ) ≲ ∥f∥
H

σ+j+2− 1
q
. Since

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 α-term∥∥∥∥∂k

z ( α

∂zϱ
− 1)∂j−k

z ∆xϱ

∥∥∥∥
Lq(J ;Hσ)

, k ∈ {0, . . . , j}.

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

∥∂k
z ( α

∂zϱ
− 1)∂j−k

z ∆xϱ∥Lq
zHσ ≲ ∥∂k

z ( α

∂zϱ
− 1)∥L∞

z H−k+s−1∥∂j−k
z ∆xϱ∥Lq

zHσ+k

+ ∥∂k
z ( α

∂zϱ
− 1)∥Lq

zHσ+j−k+1∥∂j−k
z ∆xϱ∥L∞

z Hk−j+s−2

The preceding applications are justified because

σ ≤ σ + k, σ ≤ σ + j − k + 1, and (−k + s − 1) + (σ + k) = σ + s − 1 > 0

by means of (3.36). Since −k + s − 1 ≥ s − 1 − j ≥ 0 and σ + j − k + 1 ≥ σ + 1 ≥ 0 by (3.36), it
follows from (3.35) that

∥∂k
z ( α

∂zϱ
− 1)∥L∞

z H−k+s−1 ≤ C(∥f∥Hs), ∥∂k
z ( α

∂zϱ
− 1)∥Lq

zHσ+j−k+1 ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥f∥
H

σ+j+2− 1
q
.

On the other hand, by Lemma 3.3 (ii),

∥∂j−k
z ∆xϱ∥Lq

zHσ+k ≲ ∥f∥
H

σ+j+2− 1
q
, ∥∂j−k

z ∆xϱ∥L∞
z Hk−j+s−2 ≲ ∥f∥Hs .

Putting the above estimates together we conclude the proof of (3.37). □

Finally, the forcing term F0 in (3.26) is controlled by means of following lemma.

Lemma 3.7. Let s > 1 + d
2 and σ ≥ 1. Then we have

∥F0∥Hσ−1(Rd×J) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
(
∥f∥

Hσ+ 1
2
(∥k∥

Hs− 1
2

+ ∥∇k∥L∞) + ∥k∥Hσ

)
, (3.39)

where C : R+ → R+ is non-decreasing and depends only on (d, s, σ) in the infinite depth and also
depends on d and ∥b0∥Hs . Also, occurences of ∥f∥Ha should be replaced with ∥f∥Ha + ∥b0∥Ha.
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Proof. We only consider the infinite-depth case. We have F0 = G(∇̃ϱ)∂z(k ◦ Ff ) + ∂z(k ◦ Ff ), where
G is a smooth function of ∇̃ϱ with G(0) = 0. Proposition 2.9 implies

∥∂z(k ◦ Ff )∥Hσ−1 ≤ ∥k ◦ Ff ∥Hσ ≤ C(∥f∥Hs) (∥k∥Hσ + ∥∇k∥L∞∥Ff − id ∥Hσ )

≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
(
∥k∥Hσ + ∥∇k∥L∞∥f∥

Hσ− 1
2

)
.

(3.40)

To control the product G(∇̃ϱ)∂z(k ◦ Ff ), we shall appeal to the following product rule

∥uv∥Hσ−1
x,z

≲ ∥u∥Hσ
x,z

∥v∥
H

s− 3
2

x,z

+ ∥u∥
H

s− 1
2

x,z

∥v∥Hσ−1
x,z

(3.41)

for σ ≥ 1 and s > 1 + d
2 . In the whole space Rd ×R, (3.41) is a consequence of (A.3) and (A.4). For

the domain Rd × J , (3.41) follows by applying the extension Theorem B.2. It follows from (3.41)
that

∥G(∇̃ϱ)∂z(k ◦ Ff )∥Hσ−1 ≲ ∥G(∇̃ϱ)∥Hσ ∥∂z(k ◦ Ff )∥
Hs− 3

2
+ ∥G(∇̃ϱ)∥

Hs− 1
2
∥∂z(k ◦ Ff )∥Hσ−1

≲ ∥G(∇̃ϱ)∥Hσ ∥k ◦ Ff ∥
Hs− 1

2
+ ∥G(∇̃ϱ)∥

Hs− 1
2
∥k ◦ Ff ∥Hσ .

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

3.2. Estimates for ∇x,zv in Xσ. We first recall the following result from [ABZ14].

Proposition 3.8. [ABZ14, Proposition 3.16] Let s > 1 + d
2 and σ ∈ [−1

2 , s − 1]. Fix any z1 < z0 in
J . If f ∈ Hσ+1(Rd) and F0 ∈ Y σ(I), then ∇x,zv ∈ Xσ(I) and there exists a non-decreasing function
C : R+ → R+ which depends on (d, s, σ) and z0 − z1 such that

∥∇x,zv∥Xσ([z0,0]) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
(

∥∇ζ∥Hσ + ∥F0∥Y σ([z1,0]) + ∥∇x,zv∥
X− 1

2 ([z1,0])

)
. (3.42)

In the infinite depth case, there holds

∥∇x,zv∥Xσ(J) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
(

∥∇ζ∥Hσ + ∥F0∥Y σ(J) + ∥∇x,zv∥
X− 1

2 (J)

)
. (3.43)

Remark 3.9. The stated estimate (3.42) is slight stronger than the one in [ABZ14, Proposition
3.16] in that it only requires ∥∇ζ∥Hσ in place of ∥ζ∥Hσ+1 and that the constant C only depends on
z0 − z1 in place of z0 and z1. 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 z0 = −n, z1 = −n− 1 and letting n → ∞.

The estimates (3.3) and (3.4) in Theorem 3.1 requires in particular that ∇x,zv ∈ Xσ for σ ≥ s − 1.
To this end, we first generalize Proposition 3.8 to σ ≥ s − 1.

Proposition 3.10. Let s > 1 + d
2 and σ ⩾ −1

2 . Fix any z1 < z0 in J . If f ∈ Hσ+1(Rd) and
F0 ∈ Y σ(I), then ∇x,zv ∈ Xσ(I) and there exists a non-decreasing function C : R+ → R+ which
depends on (d, s, σ) and z0 − z1 such that

∥∇x,zv∥Xσ([z0,0]) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
(
∥∇ζ∥Hσ + ∥f∥Hσ+1∥∇ζ∥Hs−1

+ ∥F0∥Y σ([z1,0]) + ∥∇x,zv∥
X− 1

2 ([z1,0])

)
. (3.44)
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In the infinite depth case, there holds

∥∇x,zv∥Xσ(J) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
(

∥∇ζ∥Hσ + ∥f∥Hσ+1∥∇ζ∥Hs−1 + ∥F0∥Y σ(J) + ∥∇x,zv∥
X− 1

2 (J)

)
. (3.45)

In the finite-depth case, C also depends on d and ∥b0∥Hs , and ∥f∥Hσ+1 is replaced with ∥f∥Hσ+1 +
∥b0∥Hσ+1.

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∥Hσ+1 of f . On the other hand, Proposition 3.8 implies that for σ > 1 + d

2 ,

∥∇x,zv∥Xσ([z0,0]) ≤ C(∥f∥Hσ+1)
(

∥ζ∥Hσ+1 + ∥F0∥Y σ([z1,0]) + ∥∇x,zv∥
X− 1

2 ([z1,0])

)
, (3.46)

which is nonlinear with respect to ∥f∥Hσ+1 , therefore would not yield a closed a priori estimate for
f ∈ L∞

T H
s ∩ L2

TH
s+ 1

2 .
The proof of Proposition 3.10 is given in the Section 3.3. The idea is to use an induction argument
on σ, where the base case σ = s − 1 is provided by Proposition 3.8.
Using Proposition 3.10 we deduce the following tame estimates for quantities defined as traces on
the free boundary Σf . In particular, the estimate (3.48) for the Dirichlet-Neumann operator G[f ]h
generalizes the known estimate (2.4).

Corollary 3.11. Let s > 1 + d
2 and σ ≥ s − 1. We have

∥G[f ]h|Σf
∥Hσ ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)

(
∥h∥Hσ+1 + (∥f∥Hσ+1 + a)∥h∥Hs

)
, (3.47)

∥G[f ]h∥Hσ ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
(
∥h∥Hσ+1 + (∥f∥Hσ+1 + a)∥h∥Hs

)
, (3.48)

and
∥S[f ]k|Σf

∥Hσ ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
(
∥k ◦ Ff ∥

Hσ+ 1
2

+ (∥f∥Hσ+1 + a)∥k ◦ Ff ∥Hs

)
, (3.49)

where a = 0 for infinite depth and a = ∥b0∥Hσ+1 for finite depth.

Proof. 1. For the proof of (3.47) we first apply the estimate (3.44) with v = ϕ(1) ◦ Ff , ζ = h, and
F0 = 0 and invoke (2.15) to obtain

∥∇x,zv|z=0∥Hσ ≤ C(∥f∥Hs) (∥h∥Hσ+1 + ∥f∥Hσ+1∥h∥Hs) . (3.50)

On the other hand, we have

G[f ]h|Σf
= ∇x,yϕ

(1)|Σf
= ∇x,zv|z=0(∇Ff )−1|z=0 = ∂zϱ|z=0∇x,zv|z=0A,

where (∇Ff )−1 is given by (3.22). Since σ ≥ s − 1, Hσ(Rd) is an algebra. Combining Theorem A.3
(i) with the estimates (3.12) and (3.13), we find

∥(∇Ff )−1 − Ĩd+1∥Xσ(J) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)(∥f∥Hσ+1 + a), (3.51)

where Ĩd+1 = Id+1 in the infinite-depth case and

Ĩd+1 =
[
Id 0d×1

01×d
1
H

]
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in the finite-depth case. Then, using the tame product estimate (A.7) together with the embedding
Hs−1(Rd) ⊂ L∞(Rd), we deduce from the above estimates that

∥G[f ]h|Σf
∥Hσ

x
≲
(
∥(∇Ff )−1|z=0 − Ĩd+1∥Hs−1

x
+ 1

)
∥∇x,zv|z=0∥Hσ

x

+ ∥(∇Ff )−1|z=0 − Ĩd+1∥Hσ
x
∥∇x,zv|z=0∥Hs−1

x

≤ C(∥f∥Hs) (∥h∥Hσ+1 + ∥f∥Hσ+1∥h∥Hs) + C(∥f∥Hs)(∥f∥Hσ+1 + a)∥h∥Hs

≤ C(∥f∥Hs) (∥h∥Hσ+1 + (∥f∥Hσ+1 + a)∥h∥Hs) .

(3.52)

This concludes the proof of (3.47). Then, since G[f ]h = N · G[f ]h|Σf
, (3.48) follows from (3.47) and

the tame product estimate

∥N · G[f ]h|Σf
∥Hσ

x
≲ ∥G[f ]h|Σf

∥Hσ (∥N − ey∥Hs−1 + 1) + ∥G[f ]h|Σf
∥Hs−1∥N − ey∥Hσ .

2. For the proof of (3.49), we apply the estimate (3.44) with v = ϕ(2) ◦ Ff , ζ = 0 and invoking
(2.17) to have

∥∇x,zv|z=0∥Hσ
x

≤ C(∥f∥Hs)(∥F0∥Y σ([z1,0]) + ∥k∥L2(Ωf )), z1 ∈ J,

where

F0 = − (∂zϱ)2

1 + |∇xϱ|2
(∂yk) ◦ Ff = − ∂zϱ

1 + |∇xϱ|2
∂z(k ◦ Ff ).

Similarly to (3.51) we have∥∥∥∥ ∂zϱ

1 + |∇xϱ|2
−m

∥∥∥∥
Xσ(J)

≤ C(∥f∥Hs)(∥f∥Hσ+1 + a),

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

∥F0∥Y σ([z1,0]) ≤ ∥F0∥
L2([z1,0];Hσ− 1

2 )

≲

(∥∥∥∥ ∂zϱ

1 + |∇xϱ|2
−m

∥∥∥∥
L∞

z Hs−1
x

+m

)
∥∂z(k ◦ Ff )∥

L2
zHσ− 1

2

+
∥∥∥∥ ∂zϱ

1 + |∇xϱ|2
−m

∥∥∥∥
L∞

z H
σ− 1

2
x

∥∂z(k ◦ Ff )∥L2
zHs−1

≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
(

∥k ◦ Ff ∥
H

σ+ 1
2

x,z

+ (∥f∥
Hσ+ 1

2
+ a)∥k ◦ Ff ∥Hs

x,z

)
.

Noting additionally that
∥k∥L2(Ωf ) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥k ◦ Ff ∥L2(Rd×J),

we obtain

∥∇x,zv|z=0∥Hσ
x

≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
(

∥k ◦ Ff ∥
H

σ+ 1
2

x,z

+ (∥f∥
Hσ+ 1

2
+ a)∥k ◦ Ff ∥Hs

x,z

)
. (3.53)
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Since S[f ]k|Σf
= ∇x,zv|z=0(∇Ff )−1|z=0, we deduce from the above estimates that

∥S[f ]k|Σf
∥Hσ

x
≲
(
∥(∇Ff )−1|z=0 − Ĩd+1∥Hs−1

x
+ 1

)
∥∇x,zv|z=0∥Hσ

x

+ ∥(∇Ff )−1|z=0 − Ĩd+1∥Hσ
x
∥∇x,zv|z=0∥Hs−1

x

≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
(

∥k ◦ Ff ∥
H

σ+ 1
2

x,z

+ (∥f∥Hσ+1 + a)∥k ◦ Ff ∥Hs
x,z

)
.

The proof of (3.49) is complete. □

Corollary 3.12. For s > 1 + d
2 , u given by (1.24) and N = (−∇f, 1), the estimates

∥u ·N |Σf
∥Hs−1 ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)(∥f∥Hs + ∥g̃∥Hs), (3.54)

∥u ·N |Σf
∥

Hs− 1
2

≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
(
∥f∥

Hs+ 1
2

+ ∥g̃∥Hs + ∥f∥
Hs+ 1

2
∥g̃∥Hs

)
(3.55)

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

Proof. We recall from (1.24) that u = −G[f ]Γ(f) − S[f ]g − gey. Since g|Σf
= g̃(·, 0), the trace

theorem for Rd × J yields ∥g|Σf
∥Hσ ≲ ∥g̃∥

Hσ+ 1
2
.

For the proof of (3.54), we apply (3.47) and (3.49) with σ = s − 1 to have
∥u|Σf

∥Hs−1 ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)(∥f∥Hs + ∥g̃∥Hs).

Since Hs−1(Rd) is an algebra and ∥N − ey∥Hs−1 ≤ C(∥f∥Hs), the preceding estimate yields (3.54).
As for the proof of (3.55), we apply (3.47) and (3.49) with σ = s − 1

2 to have

∥u|Σf
∥

Hs− 1
2

≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
(
∥f∥

Hs+ 1
2

+ ∥g̃∥Hs + ∥f∥
Hs+ 1

2
∥g̃∥Hs

)
.

To conclude we use the preceding inequality, (3.54), and the tame product estimate
∥u ·N |Σf

∥
Hs− 1

2
≲ ∥u|Σf

∥
Hs− 1

2
(∥N − ey∥Hs−1 + 1) + ∥u|Σf

∥Hs−1∥N − ey∥
Hs− 1

2
. □

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 α∆xv,
β · ∇∂zv and then factoring the equation (3.26) into the product of a forward and a backward
parabolic paradifferential operators. Precisely, we have

F0 = (∂2
z + α∆x + β · ∇x∂z − γ∂z)v

= (∂2
z + Tα∆x + Tβ · ∇x∂z)v + F1

(3.56)

where
F1 = (α− Tα)∆xv + (β − Tβ) · ∇x∂zv − γ∂zv. (3.57)

Then, we consider the symbols

a(z) = a(z;x, ξ) := 1
2

(
−iβ · ξ −

√
4α|ξ|2 − (β · ξ)2

)
and

A(z) = A(z;x, ξ) := 1
2

(
−iβ · ξ +

√
4α|ξ|2 − (β · ξ)2

)
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which satisfy aA = −α|ξ|2 and a+A = −iβ · ξ. We have
(∂2

z + Tα∆x + Tβ · ∇x∂z)v = (∂z − Ta(z))(∂z − TA(z))v + F2,

where
F2 = (Tα∆x − Ta(z)TA(z))v + T∂zA(z)v. (3.58)

It follows that
(∂z − Ta(z))(∂z − TA(z))v = F0 − F1 − F2. (3.59)

In the following, we fix
ε < min{1

2 , s − 1 − d

2} (3.60)

and σ ≥ s − 1 > d
2 .

Lemma 3.13. For any interval J0 ⊂ J , we have

∥F1∥Y σ+ε(J0) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
(
∥∂zv∥Xσ(J0) + ∥f∥Hσ+1+ε∥∇x,zv∥Xs−1(J0)

)
. (3.61)

Proof. Using Bony’s decomposition we write (α− Tα)∆xv = T∆xvα+R(∆xv, α). Applying (A.2),
(A.5), Sobolev’s embedding, and Lemma 3.4, we obtain

∥T∆xvα+R(∆xv, α)∥L1(J0,Hσ+ε) ≲ ∥α∥
L2(J0,Hσ+ 1

2 )
∥∆xv∥

L2(J0,C
− 1

2 +ε
∗ )

≲ ∥α∥Xσ(J0)∥∆xv∥
L2(J0,H

d
2 − 1

2 +ε)

≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥f∥Hσ+1∥∇xv∥
X

d
2 +ε(J0)

.

The same argument yields
∥(β − Tβ) · ∇x∂zv∥L̃1(J0,Hσ+ε) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥f∥Hσ+1∥∂zv∥

X
d
2 +ε(J0)

.

Next, we write γ∂zv = Tγ∂zv + (T∂zvγ +R(∂zv, γ)) and apply (A.2), (A.5), Sobolev’s embedding,
and Lemma 3.4 to have

∥Tγ∂zv∥
L2(J0,Hσ+ε− 1

2 )
≲ ∥γ∥L∞(J0,C−1+ε

∗ )∥∂zv∥
L2(J0,Hσ+ 1

2 )

≲ ∥γ∥
L∞(J0,H−1+ε+ d

2 )
∥∂zv∥Xσ(J0)

≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥f∥
H

d
2 +1+ε∥∂zv∥Xσ(J0)

and
∥T∂zvγ +R(∂zv, γ)∥

L2(I,Hσ+ε− 1
2 )

≲ ∥γ∥
L2(J0,Hσ+ε− 1

2 )
∥∂zv∥L∞(J0,L∞)

≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥f∥Hσ+1+ε∥∂zv∥Xs−1(J0).

The preceding applications of Lemma 3.4 are justified because −1 + ε+ d
2 > −1

2 and σ − 1 + ε >
d
2 − 1 ≥ −1

2 . Finally, noting that d
2 + ε < s − 1, we conclude the proof. □

It will be important later that in (3.61) the highest norm ∥∇f∥Hσ+ε of f is multiplied by the low
norm ∥∇x,zv∥Xs−1 of v.

Lemma 3.14. For any interval J0 ⊂ J , we have
∥F2∥

L2(J0,Hσ− 1
2 +ε)

≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥∇xv∥Xσ(J0). (3.62)
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Proof. In view of the embedding Hs−1 ⊂ Cε
∗ and the fact that

∥α1∥L∞(J,Hs−1) + ∥β∥L∞(J,Hs−1) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs),

we deduce
sup
z∈J

M1
ε (A(z)) + sup

z∈J
M1

ε (a(z)) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs). (3.63)

Since a(z)A(z) = −α|ξ|2, symbolic calculus in Theorem A.10 implies that Tα∆x − Ta(z)TA(z) is an
operator of order 2 − ε (uniformly in z). Similarly, since ∂zα and ∂zβ belong to L∞(J,Hs−2) ⊂
L∞(J,Cε−1

∗ ), we have ∂zA(z) ∈ Γ1
ε−1([−1, 0] × Rd), and thus T∂zA(z) is also an operator of order

2 − ε (uniformly in z) by virtue of Proposition A.12. Therefore there holds

∥F2∥
L2(J0,Hσ− 1

2 +ε)
≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥v∥

L2(J0,Hσ+ 3
2 )
.

The preceding estimate can be improven to

∥F2∥
L2(J0,Hσ− 1

2 +ε)
≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥∇xv∥

L2(J0,Hσ+ 1
2 )

≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥∇xv∥Xσ(J0)

because Tp = TpΨ(D) where Ψ vanishes in a small neighborhood of 0, hence v can be replaced by
Ψ(D)v in F2. □

Next, we fix s > 1 + d
2 and z1 < z0 in J , and prove by induction on σ ≥ s − 1 that

Hσ : ∥∇x,zv∥Xσ([z0,0]) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
(
∥∇ζ∥Hσ + ∥F0∥Y σ([z1,0])

)
+ C(∥f∥Hs)∥f∥Hσ+1

(
∥∇ζ∥Hs−1 + ∥F0∥Y s−1([z1,0]) + ∥∇x,zv∥

X− 1
2 ([z1,0])

)
with C depending only on (s, σ, z0 − z1).
The based case σ = s − 1 is proven in [ABZ14, Proposition 3.16], i.e. we have

Hs−1 : ∥∇x,zv∥Xs−1([z0,0]) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
(

∥∇ζ∥Hs−1 + ∥F0∥Y s−1([z1,0]) + ∥∇x,zv∥
X− 1

2 ([z1,0])

)
(3.64)

for all z1 < z0 in J .
Assuming Hσ, we proceed to prove that Hσ+ε holds true. To this end, we fix a cutoff satisfying

χ(z) = 1 on [z0,∞) and χ(z) = 0 on (−∞, z1].

Then function w = χ(z)(∂z − TA)v satisfies

∂zw − Taw = F̃ := χ(z)(F0 − F1 − F2) + χ′(z)(∂z − TA)v, w(z1) = 0. (3.65)

Note that

ℜA(z) = ℜ(−a(z)) = 1
2

√
4α|ξ|2 − (β · ξ)2

≥ 1
2

√
4α− |β|2|ξ| = ∂zϱ

1 + |∇xϱ|2
≥ c

1 + C∥∇f∥Hs−1
,

where c = 1/2 for infinite depth and c = d/2 for finite depth. We apply Proposition 2.5 to
the backward parabolic paradifferential equation (∂z − TA)∇xv = ∇xw on (z0, 0) with final data
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∇xv|z=0 = ∇ζ:

∥∇xv∥Xσ+ε([z0,0]) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
(
∥∇ζ∥Hσ+ε + ∥∇xw∥Y σ+ε([z0,0]) + ∥∇xv∥L2([z0,0],Hσ+ε)

)
≤ C(∥f∥Hs)

(
∥∇ζ∥Hσ+ε + ∥w∥Xσ+ε([z0,0]) + ∥∇xv∥

Xσ+ε− 1
2 ([z0,0])

)
.

Since ∂zv = TAv + w on [z0, 0], the preceding estimate implies

∥∇x,zv∥Xσ+ε([z0,0]) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
(

∥∇ζ∥Hσ+ε + ∥w∥Xσ+ε([z0,0]) + ∥∇xv∥
Xσ+ε− 1

2 ([z0,0])

)
. (3.66)

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

∥w∥Xσ+ε([z1,0]) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
(
∥F̃∥Y σ+ε([z1,0]) + ∥w∥L2([z1,0],Hσ+ε)

)
. (3.67)

By the definition of w, we have
∥w∥L2([z1,0],Hσ+ε) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥∇x,zv∥L2([z1,0],Hσ+ε) ≤ C(∥∇f∥Hs−1)∥∇x,zv∥

Xσ− 1
2 +ε([z1,0])

. (3.68)

Since
∥χ′(z)(∂z − TA)v∥

L2([z1,0],Hσ+ 1
2 )

≤ ∥χ′∥L∞C(∥f∥Hs)∥∇x,zv∥
L2([z1,0],Hσ+ 1

2 )
,

it follows from Lemmas 3.13 and 3.14 that
∥F̃∥Y σ+ε([z1,0]) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)

{
∥f∥Hσ+1+ε∥∇x,zv∥Xs−1([z1,0])

+(1 + ∥χ′∥L∞)∥∇x,zv∥Xσ([z1,0]) + ∥F0∥Y σ([z1,0])
}
.

(3.69)

As we have remarked after the proof of Lemma 3.13, the highest norm ∥f∥Hσ+1+ε of f is multiplied
by the low norm ∥∇x,zv∥Xs−1 of v. Since ε < 1/2, a combination of (3.67), (3.68) and (3.69) yields

∥w∥Xσ+ε([z1,0]) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
{

∥f∥Hσ+1+ε∥∇x,zv∥Xs−1([z1,0])

+(1 + ∥χ′∥L∞)∥∇x,zv∥Xσ([z1,0]) + ∥F0∥Y σ+ε([z1,0])
}
.

Then, it follows from (3.66) that

∥∇x,zv∥Xσ+ε([z0,0]) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
{

∥∇ζ∥Hσ+ε + ∥f∥Hσ+1+ε∥∇x,zv∥Xs−1([z1,0])

+(1 + ∥χ′∥L∞)∥∇x,zv∥Xσ([z1,0]) + ∥F0∥Y σ+ε([z1,0])
}

where ∥χ′∥L∞ ≲ (z0 − z1)−1. Finally, using the induction hypothesis Hσ and the base property Hs−1,
we deduce Hσ+ε. This finishes the proof of (3.44). In the infinite depth, we choose z1 = z0 − 1 and
then let z0 → −∞ to obtain (3.45).

3.4. Proof of Theorem 3.1. We start with the following X− 1
2 estimate.

Lemma 3.15. With (ζ, F0) given by (3.27) and s > 1 + d
2 , we have

∥∇x,zv∥
X− 1

2 (J)
≤

C(∥f∥Hs)∥h∥
H

1
2 (Rd)

for (1.18),

C(∥f∥Hs)∥k∥H1(J×Rd) for (1.20),
(3.70)

where C : R+ → R+ is non-decreasing and depends only on (d, s), and also on d and ∥b0∥Hs in the
finite-depth case.



32 MICKAËL LATOCCA & HUY Q. NGUYEN

Proof. We provide the proof for the infinite-depth case. We recall from [NP20, Lemma 3.11] that

∥∇x,zv∥
X− 1

2 (J)
≤ C(∥f∥Hs)

(
∥∇x,zv∥L2

x,z(R×J) + ∥ divx,z(A∇v)∥L2(J ;H−1(Rd)

)
.

From the formula
∇x,zv = (∇xϕ ◦ Ff + ∇xϱ∂yϕ ◦ Ff , ∂zϱ∂yϕ ◦ Ff )

we deduce that ∥∇x,zv∥L2
x,z

≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥∇x,yϕ∥L2
x,y

. 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

∥∇x,zv∥L2
x,z

≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥k∥L2 ,

and then deduce from the formula (3.25) that

∥ divx,z(A∇v)∥L2
zH−1

x
≤ ∥ divx,z(A∇v)∥L2

x,z
≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥∂yk∥L2

x,z
. □

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 ∈ R such that s > 1 + d
2 , r ≥ s − 1

2 and ⌊r⌋ ≤ s. Set
a = 0 in the infinite-depth case and a = ∥b0∥

Hr+ 1
2

in the finite-depth case. The following estimate
holds provided the right-hand side is finite:

∥∇v∥Hr(Rd×J) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
(
∥k∥Hr(Ωf ) + ∥ζ∥

Hr+ 1
2

+(∥f∥
Hr+ 1

2
+ a)

(
∥ζ∥Hs + ∥k∥

Hs− 1
2 (Ωf )

+ ∥∇k∥L∞(Ωf )

))
,

(3.71)

where C : R+ → R+ is non-decreasing and depends only on (d, s, r), and also on d and ∥b0∥Hs in the
finite-depth case.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Let (m, a) = (1, 0) for infinite-depth and (m, a) = (H, ∥b∥
Hr+ 1

2
) in finite-

depth. Again, we only detail the infinite-depth case. In the following, implicit constants only depend
on on ∥f∥Hs (and also ∥b0∥

Hs+ 1
2

in the finite-depth case).

Let ϕ ∈ {ϕ(1), ϕ(2)} so that v = ϕ ◦ Ff : Rd × J → R satisfies (3.26) where (ζ, F0) is given by (3.27).
An application of Proposition 2.9 followed by an application of Proposition 2.10 yield

∥∇ϕ∥Hr(Ωf ) ≤ ∥ϕ∥Hr+1(Ωf ) ≲ ∥v∥Hr+1 + ∥∇v∥L∞∥F−1
f −m id ∥Hr+1

≲ ∥∇v∥Hr + ∥∇v∥L∞(∥f∥
Hr+ 1

2
+ a) + ∥∇v∥

X− 1
2 (J)

,

where in the last line we have used ∥v∥Hr+1 ≲ ∥∇v∥Hr + ∥v∥L2 ≲ ∥∇v∥Hr + ∥∇v∥
X− 1

2 (J)
.

Since s − 1 > d
2 , Sobolev’s embedding and Proposition 3.10 applied with σ = s − 1 yield

∥∇v∥L∞ ≲ ∥∇v∥Xs−1 ≲ ∥ζ∥Hs + ∥F0∥Y s−1(Rd×J) + ∥∇x,zv∥
X− 1

2 (J)
.

Lemma 3.15 allows us to estimate ∥∇v∥
X− 1

2 (Rd×J)
, so that

∥∇v∥L∞(J) ≲ ∥ζ∥Hs + ∥F0∥Y s−1(J) . (3.72)
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We recall that from (3.27), if ϕ = ϕ(2) then F0 = ∂zϱ
1+|∇xϱ|2∂z(k ◦ Ff ). Applying Lemma 3.7 with

σ := s − 1
2 gives

∥F0∥Y s−1(Rd×J) ≲ ∥F0∥
L2(J,Hs− 3

2 )
≲ ∥k∥

Hs− 1
2

+ ∥∇k∥L∞∥f∥Hs−1 ,

from which it follows that
∥∇v∥L∞(J) ≲ ∥ζ∥Hs + ∥k∥

Hs− 1
2

+ ∥∇k∥L∞ . (3.73)

Combining the above estimates, we find
∥∇ϕ(1)∥Hr(Ωf ) ≲ ∥∇v∥Hr + ∥ζ∥Hs(∥f∥

Hr+ 1
2

+ a), (3.74)

∥∇ϕ(2)∥Hr(Ωf ) ≲ ∥∇v∥Hr +
(
∥k∥

Hs− 1
2

+ ∥∇k∥L∞

)
(∥f∥

Hr+ 1
2

+ a). (3.75)

Therefore, Theorem 3.1 follows from Proposition 3.16. □

The remainder of this section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 3.16. To this end, we will assume
that ∇x,zv ∈ Hr(Rd × 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 ∇x,zv in Hr(I × Rd), I = (−z0, 0) ⊂ J ,
with the constant C(∥f∥Hs) independent of z0 ∈ J . In the infinite-depth case, this will yield (3.71)
for J = (−∞, 0) by letting z0 → −∞. For the finite-depth case, we will establish near-bottom
estimates to complete the proof of (3.71).
Let r ≥ s − 1

2 such that ⌊r⌋ ≤ s. We write r = k + µ with k = ⌊r⌋ ≤ s and µ ∈ [0, 1). We are going
to prove using induction on ℓ ∈ {0, . . . , k + 1} that

∥∂ℓ
z∇k+1−ℓ

x v∥Hµ
x,z

≲ ∥k∥Hr + ∥ζ∥
Hr+ 1

2
+ (∥f∥

Hr+ 1
2

+ a)
(
∥ζ∥Hs + ∥k∥

Hs− 1
2

+ ∥∇k∥L∞

)
=: Ξ. (Pℓ)

The desired estimate (3.71) for ∥∇x,zv∥Hr(I×R) then follows (Pℓ) and Lemma 3.15. When r = s − 1
2 ,

(3.71) reads
∥∇x,zv∥

Hs− 1
2
≲ ∥ζ∥Hs + ∥k∥

Hs− 1
2

+ ∥∇k∥L∞ . (3.76)
Since the method that we will present for the proof of (Pℓ) also yields (3.76), we will assume (3.76)
and use it to deduce (Pℓ). The implicit constants in (Pℓ) and (3.76) are of the form C(∥f∥Hs), which
will be neglected in the following estimates.

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

∥∇k+1
x v∥Hµ

z,x
≲ ∥∇k+1

x v∥L2
zHµ

x
+ ∥∂z∇k+1

x v∥
L2Hµ−1

x
≲ ∥∇x,zv∥

L2
zHk+µ

x
≤ ∥∇x,zv∥

Xk+µ− 1
2
,

where k + µ− 1
2 = r − 1

2 . We apply Proposition 3.10 with σ = r − 1
2 ⩾ s − 1 to obtain

∥∇x,zv∥
Xr− 1

2
≲ ∥ζ∥

Hr+ 1
2

+ ∥f∥
Hr+ 1

2
∥ζ∥Hs + ∥F0∥

Y r− 1
2

+ ∥∇x,zv∥
X− 1

2
. (3.77)

By Lemma 3.15,
∥∇x,zv∥

X− 1
2
≲ ∥ζ∥

H
1
2

+ ∥k∥H1 .

On the other hand, Lemma 3.7 applied with σ = r ≥ s − 1
2 > 1 gives

∥F0∥
Y r− 1

2
≤ ∥F0∥L2

zHr−1
x

≲ ∥f∥
Hr+ 1

2
(∥k∥

Hs− 1
2

+ ∥∇k∥L∞) + ∥k∥Hr . (3.78)
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Inserting the above estimates into (3.77) yields
∥∇x,zv∥

Xr− 1
2
≲ Ξ (3.79)

which implies (P0).

Case ℓ = 1. We use again Lemma C.2 which yields

∥∂z∇k
xv∥Hµ

z,x
≲ ∥∂z∇k

xv∥L2
zHµ

x
+ ∥∂2

z ∇k
xv∥

L2
zHµ−1

x
≲ ∥∂zv∥L2

zHr
x

+ ∥∂2
zv∥

L2
zHk+µ−1

x
.

The term ∥∂zv∥L2
zHr

x
is controlled by (3.79). As for ∥∂2

zv∥
L2

zHk+µ−1
x

, we use (3.26) to replace

∂2
zv = −α∆xv − β · ∇x∂zv + γ∂zv + F0. (3.80)

∥F0∥
L2

zHk+µ−1
x

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

∥u1u2∥L2
zHσ

x
≲ ∥u1∥L∞

z L∞
x

∥u2∥L2
zHσ

x
+ ∥u2∥L2

zC−t
∗

∥u1∥L∞
z Hσ+t

x
, σ, t > 0, (3.81)

which follows from Bony’s decomposition, (A.1), (A.2) and (A.5).
For α∆xv = (α−m)∆xv +m∆xv we apply (3.81) with t = 1

2 to u1 = α−m and u2 = ∆xv to have
∥α∆xv∥

L2
zHk+µ−1

x
≲ ∥α−m∥L∞

z L∞
x

∥∆xv∥
L2

zHk+µ−1
x

+ ∥∆xv∥
L2

zC
− 1

2
∗

∥α−m∥
L∞

z H
k+µ− 1

2
x

+ ∥∆xv∥
L2

zHk+µ−1
x

≲ ∥∇xv∥
L2

zHk+µ
x

+ ∥∇xv∥
L2

zH
s− 1

2
x

(∥f∥
Hk+µ+ 1

2
+ a)

≲ ∥∇xv∥
Xr− 1

2
+ ∥∇xv∥Xs−1(∥f∥

Hr+ 1
2

+ a),

where we have used Lemma 3.4 and the embedding Hs− 1
2 (Rd) ↪→ C

1
2∗ (Rd) for s > 1 + d

2 . Here a = 0
for infinite depth, and a = ∥b0∥

Hr+ 1
2

for finite depth.

Since β has the same regularity as α−m, we also have
∥β · ∇x∂zv∥

L2
zHk+µ−1

x
≲ ∥∇xv∥

Xr− 1
2

+ ∥∇xv∥Xs−1
x

(∥f∥
Hr+ 1

2
+ a).

As for γ∂zv, we first apply (3.81) with σ = k + µ− 1 ≥ 1 + µ > 0 and t = 1 to u1 = ∂zv and u2 = γ,
and then apply Lemma 3.4 to estimate γ. We obtain

∥γ∂zv∥
L2

zHk+µ−1
x

≲ ∥∂zv∥L∞
z L∞

x
∥γ∥

L2
zHk+µ−1

x
+ ∥γ∥L∞

z C−1
∗

∥∂zv∥
L2

zHk+µ
x

(3.82)
≲ ∥∂zv∥Xs−1∥γ∥

Xr− 1
2

+ ∥γ∥Xs−2∥∂zv∥
Xr− 1

2

≲ ∥∂zv∥Xs−1(∥f∥
Hr+ 1

2
+ a) + ∥∂zv∥

Xr− 1
2
. (3.83)

The estimate (3.79) with r = s − 1
2 gives

∥∇x,zv∥Xs−1 ≲ ∥ζ∥Hs + ∥k∥
Hs− 1

2
+ ∥∇k∥L∞ . (3.84)

Therefore, putting the above estimates together and apply (3.79) again, we obtain (P1).

Case ℓ ∈ {2, . . . , k + 1}. In order to prove (Pℓ) for ℓ ∈ {2, . . . , k + 1}, we claim that

∀ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , k}, ∥∂ℓ
z∇k+1−ℓ

x v∥Hµ
x,z

≤ Ξ +Aℓ, Aℓ :=
ℓ∑

j=1
∥∂j

zv∥L2
x,z

(3.85)



WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE FREE BOUNDARY INCOMPRESSIBLE POROUS MEDIA EQUATION 35

and
∥∂k+1

z v∥Hµ
x,z

≤ Ξ +Ak + ∥∇x,zv∥
Hk+µ−1

x,z
. (3.86)

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

∥∇k+1
x,z v∥Hµ

x,z
≲ Ξ +Ak + ∥∇x,zv∥

Hk+µ−1
x,z

≲ Ξ + ∥∂zv∥Hk−1
x,z

+ ∥∇x,zv∥
Hk+µ−1

x,z
≲ Ξ + ∥∇x,zv∥

Hk+µ−1
x,z

,

whence
∥∇x,zv∥

Hk+µ
x,z

≲ Ξ + ∥∇x,zv∥
Hk−1+µ

x,z
+ ∥∇x,zv∥L2

x,z
.

By interpolating ∥∇x,zv∥Hk+µ−1 between ∥∇x,zv∥L2 and ∥∇x,zv∥Hk+µ , we obtain

∥∇x,zv∥
Hk+µ

x,z
≲ Ξ + ∥∇x,zv∥L2

x,z
≲ Ξ + ∥∇x,zv∥

X− 1
2
.

Invoking Lemma 3.7, we conclude that ∥∇x,zv∥
Hk+µ

x,z
≲ Ξ which implies (Pℓ) for ℓ ∈ {0, . . . , k + 1}.

For the proof of (3.85) and (3.86), we will assume µ ∈ (0, 1). The case µ = 0 can be treated
analogously except that Lemma C.2 is not invoked.

Proof of (3.85). We proceed by induction on ℓ. The case ℓ = 1 has been obtained above. Assuming
that k ≥ 2 and that (3.85) holds for all ℓ′ ≤ ℓ for some ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1}, we need to prove that

∥∂ℓ+1
z ∇k−ℓ

x v∥Hµ
x,z

≲ Ξ +Aℓ+1. (3.87)

An application of Lemma C.2 yields

∥∂ℓ+1
z ∇k−ℓv∥Hµ ≲ ∥∂ℓ+1

z ∇k−ℓ
x v∥L2

zHµ
x

+ ∥∂ℓ+2
z ∇k−ℓ

x v∥L2Hµ−1 . (3.88)

By writing ∂ℓ+1
z v = ∂ℓ−1

z ∂2
zv and ∂ℓ+2

z v = ∂ℓ
z∂

2
zv we can use (3.26) to replace

∂2
zv = F0 − (α∆v + β · ∇x∂zv + γ∂zv),

which contains at most one z-derivative of v. Hence, ∂ℓ+1
z ∇k−ℓ

x contains at most ℓ derivatives in
z while ∂ℓ+1

z ∇k−ℓ
x v can contain up to ℓ+ 1 derivatives in z. Using the method for controlling the

second term that we present below, one obtains

∥∂ℓ+1
z ∇k−ℓ

x v∥L2
zHµ

x
≲ Ξ +Aℓ. (3.89)

Let us now move to controlling ∥∂ℓ+2
z ∇k−ℓ

x v∥
L2

zHµ−1
x

:

∥∂ℓ+2
z ∇k−ℓ

x v∥
L2

zHµ−1
x

≤ ∥∂ℓ
z∇k−ℓ

x F0∥
L2

zHµ−1
x

+m2∥∂ℓ
z∇k−ℓ

x ∆xv∥
L2

zHµ−1
x

+ ∥∂ℓ
z∇k−ℓ

x ((α−m2)∆xv)∥
L2

zHµ−1
x

+ ∥∂ℓ
z∇k−ℓ

x (β · ∇x∂zv)∥L2
zHµ−1

+ ∥∂ℓ
z∇k−ℓ

x (γ∂zv)∥L2Hµ−1 .

Since k − ℓ ≥ 1, an application of Lemma 3.7 with σ = r ≥ s − 1
2 > 1 gives

∥∂ℓ
z∇k−ℓ

x F0∥
L2

zHµ−1
x

≲ ∥∂ℓ
zF0∥

L2
zHk−ℓ+µ−1

x
≲ ∥F0∥Hr−1 ≲ Ξ.

By the induction hypothesis,

∥∂ℓ
z∇k−ℓ

x ∆xv∥
L2

zHµ−1
x

≲ ∥∂ℓ
z∇k+1−ℓ

x v∥L2
zHµ

x
≲ ∥∂ℓ

z∇k+1−ℓ
x v∥Hµ

x,z
≲ Ξ +Aℓ.
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Combining Leibniz’s rule with a product rule (3.81) yields
∥∂ℓ

z∇k−ℓ
x ((α−m2)∆xv)∥L2

zHµ−1 ≲ ∥∂ℓ
z((α−m2)∆xv)∥L2

zHk+µ−ℓ−1

≲
∑

0≤j≤ℓ

∥∂j
z(α−m2)∥

L∞
z C−j

∗
∥∂ℓ−j

z ∆xv∥L2
zHk+µ+j−ℓ−1

+
∑

0≤j≤ℓ

∥∂j
z(α−m2)∥

L∞
z Hk+µ−j− 1

2
∥∂ℓ−j

z ∆xv∥
L2

zC
j−ℓ− 1

2
∗

The preceding application of (3.81) is justified since k + µ− ℓ− 1 ≥ µ > 0 and j − ℓ− 1
2 < 0. Since

s > 1 + d
2 and j ≤ k − 1 ≤ ⌊r⌋ − 1 ≤ s − 1, Sobolev’s embedding and the estimate (3.35) imply

∥∂j
z(α−m2)∥

L∞
z C−j

∗
≲ ∥∂j

z(α−m2)∥L∞Hs−1−j ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)

and
∥∂j

z(α−m2)∥
L∞

z Hk+µ−j− 1
2
≲ ∥f∥

Hk+µ+ 1
2

+ a.

Regarding Bj := ∥∂ℓ−j
z ∆xv∥

L2
zHk+µ+j−ℓ−1

x
, when j = ℓ we have

Bℓ = ∥∆xv∥
L2

zHk+µ−1
x

≲ ∥∇xv∥
L2

zHk+µ
x

≤ Ξ

in view of (3.79). For 0 ≤ j ≤ ℓ− 1, we have
Bj ≲ ∥∂ℓ−j

z v∥
L2

zHk+µ−ℓ+1+j
x

≲ ∥∂ℓ−j
z v∥L2

x,z
+ ∥∂ℓ−j

z ∇k−ℓ+1+j
x v∥L2

zHµ
x
≲ Ξ +Aℓ

by the induction hypothesis.
Since s > 1 + d

2 and r ≥ s − 1
2 , it follows from Sobolev’s embedding and (3.76) that

∥∂ℓ−j
z ∆xv∥

L2
zC

j−ℓ− 1
2

∗
≲ ∥∂ℓ−j

z ∆xv∥
L2

zHs− 3
2 +j−ℓ ≲ ∥∇xv∥

H
s− 1

2
x,z

≲ ∥ζ∥Hs + ∥k∥
Hs− 1

2
+ ∥∇k∥L∞ .

Putting the above estimates together, we find
∥∂ℓ

z∇k−ℓ
x ((α−m2)∆xv)∥

L2
zHµ−1

x
≲ Ξ +Aℓ.

The term ∥∂ℓ
z∇k−ℓ

x (β · ∇x∂xv)∥
L2

zHµ−1
x

can be treated similarly since β and α−m2 have the same
regularity. We only note that Bj needs to be replaced with

B′
j := ∥∂ℓ−j

z ∇x∂zv∥
L2

zHk+µ−ℓ−1+j
x

≤ ∥∂ℓ−j+1
z v∥

L2
zHk+µ−ℓ+j

x

which has ℓ+ 1 derivatives in z when j = 0. However, in that case we have
∥∂ℓ−j+1

z v∥
L2

zHk+µ−ℓ
x

= ∥∂ℓ+1
z v∥

L2
zHk+µ−ℓ

x
≲ ∥∂ℓ+1

z v∥L2
x,z

+ ∥∂ℓ+1
z ∇k−ℓ

x v∥L2
zHµ

x
≲ Aℓ+1 + Ξ,

where we have used (3.89).
As for the γ-term, we need to estimate ∥∂j

zγ∂
ℓ−j+1
z v∥L2

zHk+µ−ℓ−1 for all j ∈ {0, . . . , ℓ}. We first
consider the case j ≤ ℓ− 1. Then we have 1

2 − ℓ+ j ≤ −1
2 < 0, so that the product rule (3.81) gives

∥∂j
zγ∂

ℓ−j+1
z v∥L2

zHk+µ−ℓ−1 ≲ ∥∂j
zγ∥

L∞
z C−1−j

∗
∥∂ℓ−j+1

z v∥L2
zHk+µ−ℓ+j + ∥∂j

zγ∥
L∞

z Hk+µ−j− 3
2
∥∂ℓ−j+1

z v∥
L2

zC
1
2 −ℓ+j

∗

≲ ∥∂j
zγ∥L∞

z Hs−2−j ∥∂ℓ−j+1
z v∥L2

zHk+µ−ℓ+j + ∥∂j
zγ∥

L∞
z Hk+µ− 3

2
∥∂ℓ−j+1

z v∥
L2

zHs− 1
2 −ℓ .

We have k + µ− 3
2 = r − 3

2 ≥ s − 2 ≥ −1
2 , so that the estimates (3.29) and (3.31) for γ imply

∥γ∥
L∞

z Hk+µ− 3
2
≲ ∥f∥

Hr+ 1
2

+ a.
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Since
s − 2 − j ≥ s − 2 − (ℓ− 1) ≥ s − 2 − (k − 2) = s − ⌊r⌋ ≥ 0,

the estimate (3.34) for γ is applicable, which yields

∥∂j
zγ∥L∞

z Hs−2−j ≤ C(∥f∥Hs).

On the other hand, since s − 1
2 − ℓ ≥ 1

2 > 0, we have that ∥∂ℓ−j+1
z v∥

L2
zHs− 1

2 −ℓ ≤ ∥∂zv∥
H

s− 1
2

x,z

is

controlled by the (3.76). Lastly, we have

∥∂ℓ−j+1
z v∥L2

zHk+µ−ℓ+j ≲ ∥∂ℓ−j+1
z v∥L2

x,z
+ ∥∂ℓ−j+1

z ∇k−ℓ+j
x v∥L2

zHµ ≲ Aℓ+1 + Ξ.

The above estimates imply

∥∂j
zγ∂

ℓ−j+1
z v∥L2

zHk+µ−ℓ−1 ≲ Ξ +Aℓ+1

for all 0 ≤ j ≤ ℓ− 1. Regarding the remaining case j = ℓ, we use the following substitute for product
rule (3.81):

∥∂ℓ
zγ∂zv∥L2

zHk+µ−ℓ−1 ≲ ∥∂ℓ
zγ∥

L2
zC

−ℓ− 1
2

∗
∥∂zv∥

L∞
z Hk+µ− 1

2
+ ∥∂ℓ

zγ∥L2
zHk+µ−ℓ−1∥∂zv∥L∞

x,z

≲ ∥∂ℓ
zγ∥

L2
zHs−ℓ− 3

2
∥∂zv∥

L∞
z Hk+µ− 1

2
+ ∥∂ℓ

zγ∥L2
zHk+µ−ℓ−1∥∂zv∥Xs−1 .

Using Lemma C.1 yields

∥∂zv∥
L∞

z Hk+µ− 1
2
≲ ∥∂zv∥L2

zHk+µ + ∥∂2
zv∥L2

zHk+µ−1 ≤ Ξ

by virtue of the estimates obtained in the case ℓ = 1. Also, applying (3.37) with (j, σ) = (ℓ, s− ℓ− 3
2)

yields ∥∂ℓ
zγ∥

L2
zHs−ℓ− 3

2
≤ C(∥f∥Hs). We note that the conditions in (3.36) are satisfied because

(s − ℓ− 3
2) + 1 ≥ s − (⌊r⌋ − 1) − 1

2 ≥ 1
2 > 0,

(s − ℓ− 3
2) + (s − 1) ≥ −1

2 + s − 1 > 0, ℓ ≤ ⌊r⌋ − 1 ≤ s − 1.

Since k + µ− ℓ− 1 ≥ 0, (3.34) implies

∥∂ℓ
zγ∥L2

zHk+µ−ℓ−1 ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)(∥f∥
Hk+µ+ 1

2
+ a).

Finally, ∥∂zv∥Xs−1 is controlled by means of (3.84).
The proof of (3.85) is now complete. □

Proof of (3.86). We start by using (3.26) to replace ∂2
zv, which gives

∥∂k+1
z v∥Hµ ≤ ∥∂k−1

z F0∥Hµ +m2∥∂k−1
z ∆xv∥Hµ + ∥∂k−1

z ((α−m2)∆xv)∥Hµ

+ ∥∂k−1
z (β · ∇x∂xv)∥Hµ + ∥∂k−1

z (γ∂zv)∥Hµ ,

where ∥∂k−1
z F0∥Hµ ≲ Ξ in view of Lemma 3.7. An application of (3.85) with ℓ = k − 1 yields

∥∂k−1
z ∆xv∥Hµ ≲ Ξ +Ak−1.
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For the α-term, we need to estimate

∥∂j
z(α1 −m2)∂k−1−j

z ∆xv∥Hµ ≲ ∥∂j
z(α1 −m2)∥Lpj ∥∂k−1−j

z ∆xv∥
W

µ,p′
j

+ ∥∂j
z(α1 −m2)∥W µ,qj ∥∂k−1−j

z ∆xv∥
L

q′
j

with j ∈ {0, . . . , k − 1}, 1
pj

+ 1
p′

j
= 1

qj
+ 1

q′
j

= 1
2 , and p′

j , qj < ∞. We will only explain how to choose
(pj , p

′
j), the choice of (qj , q

′
j) being analogous. We note that 0 ≤ j ≤ k − 1 ≤ ⌊r⌋ − 1 ≤ s − 1.

Case j = 0. We choose pj = ∞, so that a combination of Sobolev’s embedding and (3.33) yields

∥α1 −m2∥L∞ ≲ ∥α1 −m2∥
H

d+1
2 +ε

≲ ∥α1 −m2∥
Hs− 1

2
≤ C(∥f∥Hs).

Moreover, we have proven that ∥∂k−1
z ∆xv∥Hµ ≲ Ξ +Ak−1.

Case 1 ≤ j ≤ s − 1. In this case, we have s − 1
2 − j ≥ 1

2 > 0, so we can choose
1
pj

= 1
2 − s− 1

2 −j

d+1 if s − 1
2 − j < d+1

2 ,

pj = ∞ if s − 1
2 − j > d+1

2 ,

2 ≪ pj < ∞ if s − 1
2 − j = d+1

2 ,

in such a way that Sobolev’s embedding together with (3.33) imply

∥∂j
z(α−m2)∥Lpj ≲ ∥∂j

z(α−m2)∥
Hs− 1

2 −j ≤ C(∥f∥Hs).

Since s > 1 + d
2 and j ≥ 1, we have Hµ+j ↪→ Wµ,p′

j , whence

∥∂k−1−j
z ∆xv∥

W
µ,p′

j
≲ ∥∂k−1−j

z ∆xv∥Hµ+j ≲ ∥∂k−1−j
z ∆xv∥Hµ

x,z
+ ∥∇j+1

x,z ∂
k−1−j
z ∇xv∥Hµ .

Since ∇j+1
x,z ∂

k−1−j
z ∇xv contains a total of k + 1 derivatives with at most k derivatives in z, (3.85)

gives
∥∇j+1

x,z ∂
k−1−j
z ∇xv∥Hµ

x,z
≲ Ξ +Ak.

On the other hand, we have ∥∂k−1−j
z ∆xv∥Hµ

x,z
≲ ∥∇xv∥Hk+µ−1 since j ≥ 1. Thus we obtain

∥∂k−1
z ((α−m2)∆xv)∥Hµ ≲ Ξ +Ak + ∥∇xv∥Hk+µ−1 .

The term ∥∂k−1
z (β · ∇x∂xv)∥Hµ can be treated similarly except that we now have

∥∂k−1−j
z ∇x∂zv∥

W
µ,p′

j
≲ ∥∂k−1−j

z ∇x∂zv∥
Hµ+j

x,z
≲ ∥∂k−1−j

z ∂zv∥
Hµ+j+1

x,z

≲ ∥∂k−1−j
z ∂zv∥Hµ

x,z
+ ∥∇j+1

x,z ∂
k−1−j
z ∂zv∥Hµ

x,z

≲ ∥∂zv∥Hk+µ−1 + Ξ +Ak.

Hence,
∥∂k−1

z (β · ∇x∂xv)∥Hµ ≲ Ξ +Ak + ∥∇xv∥Hk+µ−1 .

For the γ term, we need to control for any j ∈ {0, . . . , k − 1} the quantities ∥∂j
zγ1∥Lpj and

∥∂k−1−j
z ∂zv∥

W
µ,p′

j
where 1

pj
+ 1

p′
j

= 1
2 and p′

j ̸= ∞.
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Case 0 ≤ j ≤ s − 2. In this case, we have s − 3
2 − j ≥ 1

2 > 0, so we can choose
1
pj

= 1
2 − s− 3

2 −j

d+1 if s − 3
2 − j < d+1

2 ,

pj = ∞ if s − 3
2 − j > d+1

2 ,

2 ≪ pj < ∞ if s − 3
2 − j = d+1

2 ,

in order to ensure that Hs− 3
2 −j ↪→ Lpj and Hµ+j+1−ε ↪→ Wµ,p′

j for some ε > 0. It follows that
∥∂j

zγ∥Lpj ≤ C(∥f∥Hs) thanks to (3.37), which is applicable because s − 3
2 − j ≥ 0. Hence, for all

ν ∈ (0, 1),

∥∂k−1−j
z ∂zv∥

W
µ,p′

j
≲ ∥∂k−1−j

z ∂zv∥Hµ+j+1−ε

≤ C(ν)∥∂k−j
z v∥Hµ + ν∥∂k−j

z v∥Hµ+j+1

≤ C(ν)∥∂k−j
z v∥Hµ + ν

j∑
m=0

∥∂k−j+m
z ∇j+1−m

x v∥Hµ + ν∥∂k+1
z v∥Hµ

x,z
,

where
j∑

m=0
∥∂k−j+m

z ∇j+1−m
x v∥Hµ ≲ Ξ +Ak

by (3.85). Therefore, we arrive at

∥∂k−1−j
z ∂zv∥

W
µ,p′

j
≤ C(∥f∥Hs , ν)

(
Ξ +Ak + ∥∇x,zv∥Hk+µ−1

)
+ ν∥∂k+1

z v∥Hµ
x,z

∀ν ∈ (0, 1).

Case j = k − 1. This case is the only one possibly not covered by the previous case. Since µ ∈ (0, 1),
we choose 1

pj
= 1

2 − µ
d+1 , so that Sobolev’s embedding and (3.34) yield

∥∂k−1
z γ∥Lpj ≲ ∥∂k−1

z γ∥Hµ ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)(∥f∥
Hk+µ+ 1

2
+ a).

We also have Hµ+ d+1
2 −µ ↪→ Wµ,p′

j , so that

∥∂zv∥
W

µ,p′
j
≲ ∥∂zv∥

Hs− 1
2

which is controlled by (3.84).
From the above two cases, we deduce

∥∂k+1
z v∥Hµ

x,z
≤ C(∥f∥Hs , ν)

(
Ξ +Ak + ∥∇x,zv∥Hk+µ−1

)
+ ε∥∂k+1

z v∥Hµ
x,z

∀ν ∈ (0, 1).

This implies
∥∂k+1

z v∥Hµ
x,z

≲ Ξ +Ak + ∥∇x,zv∥Hk+µ−1 ,

thereby finishing the proof of (3.86). □
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3.4.2. The finite-depth case. In the preceding subsection, we have proven the estimate (3.71) for
∥∇v∥Hr on Rd × (z0, 0) for any z0 ∈ (−1, 0). It remains to establish (3.71) in an open neighborhood
Ωb be of {y = b(x)}. We recall that b = −H + b0, where b0 ∈ Hr+ 1

2 (Rd) with

r ≥ s − 1
2 >

d+ 1
2 .

We make the following change variables near {y = b(x)}:

(x, y) = Fb(x, z) = (x, ϱb(x, z)) := (x, (z − 1)H + e−δz⟨Dx⟩b0(x)), (x, z) ∈ Rd × [0, δ̃]

for small positive constants δ and δ̃. Since

|∂zϱb −H| = δ|e−δz⟨Dx⟩⟨Dx⟩b0(x)| ≤ δK∥b0∥
Hr+ 1

2
, K = K(d, r),

we choose
δ ≤ H

2(1 +K∥b0∥
Hr+ 1

2
) ,

so that H
2 < ∂zϱb <

3H
2 . Hence, Fb is injective and

0 < ϱb(x, δ̃) − ϱb(x, 0) ≤ δ̃
3H
2 . (3.90)

Then we choose δ̃ < 2d
3H to ensure ϱb(x, δ̃) < f(x), i.e. Fb(Rd × (0, δ̃)) ⊂ Ωf . The above change

of variables Fb is of the same form as Ff defined by (3.8)–(3.9). In particular, the function
w ∈ {w(1), w(2)}, w(j) = ϕ(j) ◦ Fb, satisfies

div(A∇x,zw) = F and ∂2
zw + α∂2

x + β · ∇x∂zw + γ∂zw = F0,

where
F = −(∂zϱ)∂yk ◦ Fb = −∂z(k ◦ Fb), F0 = − (∂zϱb)2

1 + |∇xϱb|2
∂yk ◦ Fb

and

A =
[

∂zϱbId −∇xϱb

−(∇xϱb)T 1+|∇xϱb|2
∂zϱb

]
. (3.91)

For b0 ∈ Hr+ 1
2 (Rd) with r ≥ s − 1

2 >
1+d

2 , we have

∥A − A0∥Hr
x,z

≤ C(∥b0∥
Hr+ 1

2
), A0 :=

[
HId 0

0 1
H

]
. (3.92)

The function w satisfies the boundary condition
(A∇w)(x, 0) · ed+1 = −∇x,yϕ|y=b(x) · (∇xb,−1) = k(x, b(x)) =: g(x).

In the following, we will use the bound ∥A∥L∞(Rd×[0,1]) ≤ C1 = C1(H, ∥b0∥Hs), which follows from
(3.92). Let ε0 be the constant in Proposition 2.11 associated with the domain V0 := B(0, 1) × [0, 1] ⊂
Rd+1 and the positive constant matrix A = A0. Let us also fix

0 < ν < min{1, s − d+ 1
2 } and 0 < η < min{ δ̃2 , 1}.

Then we consider the domains
Cn,η := B(ηn, η) × (0, η) ⊂ C ′

n,η := B(ηn, 2η) × (0, 2η), n ∈ Zd, (3.93)
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Figure 2. The domains Ui

the matrices An,η := A(ηn, η
2 ) and an,η(x, z) := A(x, z) −An,η(x, z). We can check that

∀(x, z) ∈ C ′
n,η, |an,η(x, z)| ≤ |(x, z) − (rn, η2)|ν [A]Cν(Rd) ≤ ηνC2, C2 = C2(H, ∥b0∥Hs). (3.94)

Now, we further impose that η < (ε0/C2)
1
ν , so that

∥an,η∥L∞(C′
n,η) < ε0. (3.95)

Next, we fix a sequence of nested domains Cn,η ≡ U1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Up ⊂ C ′
n,η as depicted on Figure 2. We

choose the domains Ui in order that the non-flat boundary ∂Ui+1 \ {z = 0} is at positive distance
from ∂Ui \ {z = 0}. This way, we can fix a smooth cuttof χi such that χi ≡ 1 in Ui and vanishes on
∂Ui+1 \ {z = 0}. We consider the function u = χ1w −

∫
C′

n,η
χ1w which has mean zero on C ′

n,η and
satisfies the equation

div((An,η + an,η)∇u) = χ1F − ∇χ1 · (A∇w) − div(wA∇χ1) =: F1 in U2. (3.96)
Moreover, u satisfies the Neumann condition

(An,η + an,η)∇u · ν|∂U2 = χ1|∂U2∩{z=0}g − wA∇χ1 · ed+1 =: g1, (3.97)

as indeed χ1 ≡ 0 in a neighborhood of ∂U2 \ {z = 0}. Since r > 1+d
2 , we can apply the product rule

in Corollary B.4 together with (3.92) to have
∥ div(wA∇χ1)∥Hr−1(U2) ≤ ∥wA∇χ1∥Hr(U2) ≤ C(χ1)∥wA∇χ1∥Hr(U2)

≤ C(∥∇χ1∥Hr(U2), H)∥w∥Hr(U2)(∥A − A0∥Hr(U2) + 1)
≤ C(∥∇χ1∥Hr(U2), H, ∥b0∥

Hr+ 1
2
)∥w∥Hr(U2).

An analogous argument yields
∥∇χ1 · (A∇w)∥Hr−1(U2) ≤ C(∥∇χ1∥Hr(U2), H, ∥b0∥

Hr+ 1
2
)∥w∥Hr(U2).

Using the change of variables (x, z) 7→ (x− nη, z), we find that ∥∇χ1∥Hr(C′
n,η) ≤ C(η) independent

of n. Thus we obtain
∥F1∥Hr−1(U2) + ∥g1∥

Hr− 1
2 (∂U2)

≤ C(H, ∥b0∥
Hr+ 1

2
)
(
∥F∥Hr−1(U2) + ∥g∥

Hr− 1
2 (∂U2∩{z=0})

+ ∥w∥Hr(U2)
)
,

(3.98)
where C is independent of n. We note that U2 can be replaced by C ′

n,η in (3.96), (3.97), and (3.98)
due to the support of χ1. In order to apply Proposition 2.11 to u on C ′

n,η, it remains to verifies the
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smallness condition on ∥a∥L∞(C′
n,η). However, since this smallness condition depends on the domain

C ′
n,η, in order to obtain it from (3.94) in a noncircular and uniform-in-n manner, we perform the

following rescaling. The rescaled functions

Ã(x, z) = A(η(x+ n), 2ηz), ũ(x, z) = u(η(x+ n), 2ηz),
F̃1(x, z) = η2F1(η(x+ n), 2ηz), g̃1(x) = η2g1(η(x+ n))

satisfy

div(Ã∇ũ) = F̃1 in V0 = B(0, 1) × (0, 1),
Ã∇ũ · ν = g̃1 on ∂V0.

Since ∥ã∥L∞(B(0,1)×[0,1]) = ∥a∥L∞(C′
n,r) < ε0 in view of (3.95), we can apply Proposition 2.11 to have

∥ũ∥Hr+1(V0) ≤ C3
(
∥F̃1∥Hr−1(V0) + ∥g̃1∥

Hr− 1
2 (∂V0)

)
,

where C3 = C3(H, ∥b0∥
Hr+ 1

2
) is independent of n ∈ Z. By undoing the rescaling and using (3.98),

we obtain

∥u∥Hr+1(C′
n,η) ≤ C3

(
∥F1∥Hr−1(C′

n,η) + ∥g1∥
Hr− 1

2 (∂C′
n,η)

)
≤ C4

(
∥F∥Hr−1(U2) + ∥g∥

Hr− 1
2 (∂U2∩{z=0})

+ ∥w∥Hr(U2)
)
, C4 = C4(H, ∥b0∥

Hr+ 1
2
).

We recall that u = χ1w −
∫

C′
n,η
χ1w. Holder’s inequality gives∣∣∣∣∣

∫
C′

n,η

χ1w

∣∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∫

U2
χ1w

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∥w∥L2(U2)η
d+1

2 ≤ ∥w∥L2(U2).

Since χ1 = 1 on U1, we deduce that

∥w∥Hr+1(U1) ≤ C5
(
∥F∥Hr−1(U2)+∥g∥

Hr− 1
2 (∂U2∩{z=0})

+∥w∥Hr(U2)
)
, C5 = C5(H, ∥b0∥

Hr+ 1
2
). (3.99)

Choosing p = ⌈r⌉ + 1 and iterating the preceding inequality through the Uj , we obtain

∥w∥Hr+1(U1) ≤ C6
(
∥F∥Hr−1(Up) + ∥g∥

Hr− 1
2 (∂Up∩{z=0})

+ ∥w∥H1(Up)
)
, C6 = C6(H, ∥b0∥

Hr+ 1
2
).

(3.100)
Since U1 = Cn,η, Up ⊂ C ′

n,η, and

Rd × (0, η) ⊂
⋃

n∈Zd

Cn,η and ∀n ∈ Zd, #{m ∈ Zd : C ′
m,η ∩ C ′

n,η ̸= ∅} ≤ 7d,

it follows from (3.100) that

∥w∥Hr+1(Rd×(0,η)) ≤ C7
(
∥F∥Hr−1(Rd×(0,2η)) + ∥g∥

Hr− 1
2 (Rd)

+ ∥w∥H1(Rd×(0,2η))

)
, (3.101)

where C7 = C7(H, ∥b0∥
Hr+ 1

2
). Combining the trace inequality, Proposition 2.9 and the fact that

r > d+1
2 , we find

∥F∥Hr−1(Rd×(0,2η)) + ∥g∥
Hr− 1

2 (Rd×(0,2η))
≤ ∥k ◦ Fb∥Hr(Rd×(0,2η)) ≤ C(H, ∥b0∥

Hr+ 1
2
)∥k∥Hr(Ωf ).

(3.102)
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Next, we recall from Lemma 2.3 that in the finite-depth case, we have
∥ϕ(1)∥H1(Ωf ) ≤ C(∥∇f∥L∞ , ∥∇b∥L∞)∥f∥

H
1
2
,

∥ϕ(2)∥H1(Ωf ) ≤ (1 + ∥f − b∥L∞) ∥k∥L2(Ωf ).
(3.103)

Since r ≥ s − 1
2 >

d+1
2 , we have ∇x,zϱb ∈ L∞(Rd × (0, δ̃)), and hence (3.103) implies

∥w(1)∥H1(Rd×(0,δ̃)) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs , ∥b0∥Hs)∥f∥
H

1
2
,

∥w(2)∥H1(Rd×(0,δ̃)) ≤ C(∥f∥Hs , ∥b0∥Hs)∥k∥L2(Ωf ).
(3.104)

It follows from (3.101), (3.102), and (3.104) that

∥w∥Hr+1(Rd×(0,η)) ≤ C(H, ∥b0∥
Hr+ 1

2
, ∥f∥Hs)

(
∥ζ∥

H
1
2

+ ∥k∥Hr(Ωf )
)
, (3.105)

Next, we transfer the regularity of w to the regularity of u = ϕ ◦ Ff , where ϕ ∈ {ϕ(1), ϕ(2)} and
Ff (x, z) = (x, ϱ(x, z)), z ∈ [−1, 0]. For sufficiently small µ > 0 we have ϱ(x,−1 + µ) < ϱb(x, η) for
all x ∈ Rd, so that

F(Rd × (−1,−1 + µ)) ⊂ Fb(Rd × (0, η))
and u = ϕ ◦ Ff = w ◦ F−1

b ◦ Ff on Rd × (−1,−1 + µ). Then, we can apply Proposition 2.9,
Proposition 2.10, and (3.105) to deduce

∥u∥Hr+1(Rd×(−1,−1+µ)) ≤ C(∥b0∥
Hr+ 1

2
, ∥f∥Hs)

(
∥w∥Hr+1(Rd×(0,η))

+ ∥w∥
Hs+ 1

2 (Rd×(0,η))
(∥f∥

Hr+ 1
2

+ ∥b0∥
Hr+ 1

2
)
)

≤ C(∥b0∥
Hr+ 1

2
, ∥f∥Hs)

(
∥k∥Hr(Ωf ) + ∥ζ∥

H
1
2

+ (∥k∥
Hs− 1

2 (Ωf )
+ ∥ζ∥

H
1
2
)(∥f∥

Hr+ 1
2

+ ∥b0∥
Hr+ 1

2
)
)

(3.106)

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

4. A priori estimates

In this section, we suppose that (f, g) is a solution of (1.25)-(1.26) such that

f ∈ L∞([0, T ], Hs(Rd)) ∩ L2([0, T ], Hs+ 1
2 (Rd)), g ∈ L∞([0, T ], Hs(Ωf(·)) (4.1)

with s > 3
2 + d

2 . Our goal is to establish a priori estimates for f and g̃ = g ◦ Ff , where Ff (x, z) =
(x, ϱ(x, z)) as in (3.8)-(3.9). As a consequence of Proposition 2.9 and Lemma 3.3, we have

∥h ◦ Ff ∥Hs(Rd×J) ≤ C(∥f∥
Hs− 1

2
)∥h∥Hs(Ωf ). (4.2)

On the other hand, combining Proposition 2.9, Lemma 3.3, and Proposition 2.10, we obtain
∥h∥Hs(Ωf ) ≤ C(∥f∥

Hs− 1
2
)∥h ◦ Ff ∥Hs(Rd×J). (4.3)

Therefore, ∥g̃∥Hs(Rd×J) and ∥g∥Hs(Ωf ) are comparable up to multiplicative constants depending only
on ∥f∥

Hs− 1
2
, and we have

g̃ ∈ L∞([0, T ];Hs(Rd × J)). (4.4)
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4.1. Estimates for g. Since g(x, y, t) solves (1.26) in Ωf , using the chain rule we find that g̃(x, z, t)
satisfies {

∂tg̃ + u · ∇x,z g̃ + γ′(ϱ)uy ◦ Ff = 0, (x, z) ∈ Rd × J,

g̃|t=0 = g̃0 := g0 ◦ Ff0 ,
(4.5)

where u = (ux, uy) and

u =
(
ux ◦ Ff ,

1
∂zϱ

(uy ◦ Ff − ∇xϱ · ux ◦ Ff − ∂tϱ)
)

=: (ux, uz). (4.6)

Using (1.24), we can rewrite uz in terms of G and S as

uz = 1
∂zϱ

{
− (−∇xϱ, 1) ·

(
G[f ]Γ(f) + S[f ]g

)
◦ Ff − g ◦ Ff − ∂tρ

}
. (4.7)

We have

uz(·, 0) = 1
∂zϱ

|z=0
(
uy|Σf

− ux|Σf
· ∇xf − ∂tf

)
= 0

in view of (1.9). Moreover, in the finite depth case, we have J = (−1, 0) and

uz(·,−1) = 1
∂zϱ

|z=−1 (uy|Σb
− ux|Σb

· ∇xb) = 0

by virtue of (1.10) and because ∂tf |z=−1 = 0. Therefore, u is tangent to the boundary of Rd × J :

uz = 0 on ∂(Rd × 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

∥u∥Hs ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
(
∥f∥

Hs+ 1
2

+ (1 + ∥f∥
Hs+ 1

2
)∥g̃∥Hs + ∥∂tf∥

Hs− 1
2

)
, (4.9)

∥u∥
Hs− 1

2
≤ C(∥f∥Hs) (∥f∥Hs + ∥g̃∥Hs + ∥∂tf∥Hs−1) . (4.10)

Consequently, if f satisfies (1.25) then

∥u∥Hs ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
(
∥f∥

Hs+ 1
2

+ (1 + ∥f∥
Hs+ 1

2
)∥g̃∥Hs

)
, (4.11)

∥u∥
Hs− 1

2
≤ C(∥f∥Hs) (∥f∥Hs + ∥g̃∥Hs) (4.12)

for almost every t ∈ [0, T ].

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

∥u ◦ Ff ∥Hs ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
(
∥f∥

Hs+ 1
2

+ (1 + ∥f∥
Hs+ 1

2
)∥g̃∥Hs

)
, (4.13)

∥u ◦ Ff ∥
Hs− 1

2
≤ C(∥f∥Hs) (∥f∥Hs + ∥g̃∥Hs) . (4.14)

These gives the desired estimates for ux.



WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE FREE BOUNDARY INCOMPRESSIBLE POROUS MEDIA EQUATION 45

Next, we recall from (3.16) and (3.17) that ∥(∇xϱ, ∂zϱ−m)∥Hσ ≲ ∥f∥
Hσ+ 1

2
+a for suitable constants

m and a. Then, using the tame product rule (A.7) and Sobolev emebddding yields

∥ 1
∂zϱ

(uy ◦ Ff − ∇xϱ · ux ◦ Ff )∥Hs ≤
(
∥f∥

Hs+ 1
2

+ (1 + ∥f∥
Hs+ 1

2
)∥g̃∥Hs

)
, (4.15)

∥ 1
∂zϱ

(uy ◦ Ff − ∇xϱ · ux ◦ Ff )∥
Hs− 1

2
≤ C(∥f∥Hs) (∥f∥Hs + ∥g̃∥Hs) . (4.16)

From this and the estimate ∥∂tϱ∥Hσ ≲ ∥∂tf∥
Hσ− 1

2
, we obtain (4.9) and (4.10).

Finally, if f satisfies (1.25) then ∂tf = u ·N |Σf
and (4.11) and (4.12) follow from (4.9), (4.10), and

Corollary 3.12. □

Adopting the notation Lp
TX = Lp([0, T ], X), we deduce from (4.11) and (4.12) that

∥u∥L1
T Hs ≤ C(∥f∥L∞

T Hs)
(
T

1
2 ∥f∥

L2
T Hs+ 1

2
+ T

1
2 ∥f∥

L2
T Hs+ 1

2
∥g̃∥L∞

T Hs + T∥g̃∥L∞
T Hs

)
, (4.17)

∥u∥
L∞

T Hs− 1
2

≤ C(∥f∥L∞
T Hs)

(
∥f∥L∞

T Hs + ∥g̃∥L∞
T Hs

)
. (4.18)

Next, we estimate the forcing term γ′(ϱ)uy ◦ Ff in (4.5). At this point we use the condition (1.27)
for γ with h = ϱ − az, where a = 1 for infinite depth and a = H for finite depth. In conjunction
with (3.16) and (3.17), this yields

∥γ′(ϱ)∥Hs ≤ Cγ(∥f∥
Hs− 1

2
). (4.19)

Combining this with (4.13) gives

∥γ′(ϱ)uy ◦ Ff ∥Hs ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
(
∥f∥

Hs+ 1
2

+ (1 + ∥f∥
Hs+ 1

2
)∥g̃∥Hs

)
. (4.20)

In view of (4.8), (4.17), (4.18), (4.20), and the assumption s > 1 + d+1
2 , we can apply Theorem 2.8

to deduce that g̃ is the unique solution of (4.5) and satisfies

∥g̃∥L∞
T Hs ≤

{
M∥g̃0∥Hs + C(∥f∥L∞

T Hs)
(
T

1
2 ∥f∥

L2
T Hs+ 1

2
+ T

1
2 ∥f∥

L2
T Hs+ 1

2
∥g̃∥L∞

T Hs + T∥g̃∥L∞
T Hs

)}
· exp

(
C(∥f∥L∞

T Hs)
(
T

1
2 ∥f∥

L2
T Hs+ 1

2
+ T

1
2 ∥f∥

L2
T Hs+ 1

2
∥g̃∥L∞

T Hs + T∥g̃∥L∞
T Hs

))
,

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

4.2. Estimates for f . We recall the equation (1.25) for f :

∂tf = −G[f ]Γ(f) − (N · S[f ]g + g)|Σf(t) . (4.22)

Using Theorem 2.1 (ii) to paralinearize G[f ]Γ(f), we find

G[f ]Γ(f) = Tλ[f ](Γ(f) − TBf) − TV · ∇f +R[f ]Γ(f).

Here, λ[f ] is given by (2.6),

V = γ(f)∇f −B∇f, B = γ(f)|∇f |2 +G[f ]Γ(f)
1 + |∇f |2

, (4.23)
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and the remainder R[f ]Γ(f) satisfies
∥R[f ]Γ(f)∥

Hs− 1
2

≤ C(∥f∥Hs)(1 + ∥f∥
Hs+ 1

2 −δ )∥Γ(f)∥Hs

≤ C(∥f∥Hs)(1 + ∥f∥
Hs+ 1

2 −δ )∥f∥Hs ,
(4.24)

where
δ ∈ (0, 1

2], δ < s − d

2 − 1. (4.25)

Applying Theorem A.5, we paralinearize the nonlinear term Γ(f) as Γ(f) = Tγ(f)f +R1, where

∥R1∥Hs+1+δ ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥f∥Hs . (4.26)

Thus we obtain
G[f ]Γ(f) = Tλ[f ](Tγ(f)f − TBf) − TV · ∇f +R[f ]Γ(f) + Tλ[f ]R1

= Tλ[f ](γ(f)−B)f − TV · ∇f +R[f ]Γ(f) + Tλ[f ]R1

+ [Tλ[f ]Tγ(f)−B − Tλ[f ](γ(f)−B)]f.
(4.27)

Applying Theorem 2.1 (i) with σ = s gives

∥(V,B)∥Hs−1 ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥f∥Hs . (4.28)

Therefore, λ[f ] ∈ Γ1
1 and γ(f) −B ∈ Γ0

1 with seminorms bounded by C(∥f∥Hs). Then, by virtue of
Theorem A.10 (i) and (4.26), we have

∥Tλ[f ]R1∥Hs+δ ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥f∥Hs . (4.29)

On the other hand, Theorem A.10 (ii) implies that Tλ[f ]Tγ(f)−B − Tλ[f ](γ(f)−B) is of order 0 and

∥[Tλ[f ]Tγ(f)−B − Tλ[f ](γ(f)−B)]f∥Hs ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥f∥Hs . (4.30)

In view of (4.27), (4.24), (4.26), (4.29), and (4.30), we deduce

G[f ]Γ(f) = Tλ[f ](γ(f)−B)f − TV · ∇f +R2, (4.31)

where

∥R2∥
Hs− 1

2
≤ C(∥f∥Hs)(1 + ∥f∥

Hs+ 1
2 −δ )∥f∥Hs . (4.32)

Thus (4.22) rewrites

∂tf = −Tλ[f ](γ(f)−B)f + TV · ∇f −R2 − (N · S[f ]g + g)|Σf(t) . (4.33)

In the preceding equation, TV · ∇ is a transport operator and and −R2 − (N · S[f ]g + g)|Σf(t) will

be treated as a forcing term in L2
tH

s− 1
2

x . Then, we can close the L∞
t H

s
x ∩ L2

tH
s+ 1

2
x a priori estimate

for f provided Tλ[f ](γ(f)−B) is an elliptic operator, i.e. γ(f) −B > 0. Since λ[f ] is an elliptic symbol
and

γ(f) −B = γ(f) −G[f ]Γ(f)
1 + |∇f |2

, (4.34)

λ[f ](γ(f) −B) is elliptic if and only if

inf
x∈Rd

T (f)(x) ≡ inf
x∈Rd

(
γ(f)(x) −G[f ]Γ(f)(x)

)
> 0. (4.35)

The following lemma provides sufficient conditions for (4.35).
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Lemma 4.2. Assume that inf γ > 0 and γ′ ≥ 0. If f ∈ Hσ(Rd) with σ > 1 + d
2 , then for all x ∈ Rd

there holds:
T (f)(x) = γ(f(x)) −G[f ]Γ(f)(x) > 0. (4.36)

Proof. Let ϕ be the solution of the problem
∆x,yϕ = 0 in Ωf , ϕ|y=f(x) = Γ(f) (4.37)

supplemented with the condition lim(x,y)→∞ ∇x,yϕ = 0 for infinite depth and ∂νϕ|y=b(x) = 0 for
finite depth. Then w := ϕ− Γ(y) satisfies

∆x,yw = −γ′(y) ≤ 0 in Ωf , w|y=f(x) = 0 (4.38)

and ∂νw|y=b(x) = (1 + |∇b|2)− 1
2γ(b(x)) > 0 for finite depth, while for infinite depth we have

lim
(x,y)→∞

w(x, y) = − lim
(x,y)→∞

Γ(y) = ∞

since Γ(y) ≤ (inf γ)y for y < 0. Since w is supperharmonic, minw is thus attained on the
top boundary {y = f(x)} on which w is identically zero. Using Hopf’s lemma, we deduce that
∂Nw(x, f(x)) < 0 for all x ∈ Rd, whence for all x ∈ Rd,

G[f ]Γ(f)(x) = ∂Nϕ(x, f(x)) < γ(f(x)). □

Fore general γ, in order to obtain (4.35) for f(t), t ∈ [0, T ], we assume that it holds initially, i.e.
γ(f0) −G[f0]Γ(f0) ≥ 2a > 0, (4.39)

and propagate it using the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3. Assume that f ∈ C([0, T ];Hs− 1
2 ). There exists C : R+ → R+ depending only on

(s, d, γ, d) such that for all t ∈ [0, T ], there holds
∥T (f(t)) − T (f0)∥

Hs− 3
2

≤ t
1
2C
(
∥f∥

L∞([0,t];Hs)∩C([0,t];Hs− 1
2 )

) {
∥f∥

L2([0,t],Hs+ 1
2 )

(
1 + ∥g̃∥L∞([0,t];Hs)

)
+ t

1
2 ∥g̃∥L∞([0,t];Hs)

}
.

(4.40)

Proof. We first apply Theorem 2.1 (i) and Theorem 2.2 (ii) with σ = s − 1
2 to have

∥T (f(t)) − T (f0)∥
Hs− 3

2
≤ C

(
∥(f(t), f0)∥

Hs− 1
2

)
∥f(t) − f(0)∥

Hs− 1
2

≤ C
(
∥(f(t), f0)∥

Hs− 1
2

)
t

1
2 ∥∂tf∥

L2([0,t];Hs− 1
2 )
.

(4.41)

Since ∂tf = u ·N |Σf
, the estimate (3.55) implies

∥∂tf∥
L2([0,t];Hs− 1

2 )

≤ C(∥f∥L∞([0,t];Hs))
{

∥f∥
L2([0,t];Hs+ 1

2 )

(
1 + ∥g̃∥L∞([0,t];Hs)

)
+ t

1
2 ∥g̃∥L∞([0,t];Hs)

}
.

(4.42)

Therefore, (4.40) follows from (4.41) and (4.42). □

Note that so far s > 1 + d
2 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
2 + d

2 . Assume that (f, g) is a solution of (1.25)-(1.26) on [0, T ] such
that

(f, g) ∈
(
L∞([0, T ], Hs) ∩ L2([0, T ], Hs+ 1

2 )
)

× L∞([0, T ], Hs(Ωf(·))
and

inf
(x,t)∈Rd×[0,T ]

T (f(t))(x) ≥ a > 0. (4.43)

In the finite depth case we assume additionally that
inf

x∈Rd
(f(x) − b(x)) ≥ d > 0. (4.44)

Suppose that
∥f∥L∞

T Hs ≤ Bf , ∥g̃∥L∞
T Hs ≤ Bg. (4.45)

There exist functions C0, C1 : (R+)2 → R+ and F0, F : (R+)3 → R+, depending only on (s, d, b, γ)
and non-decreasing in each variable, such that if

C0(Bf , d)Bg ≤ 1
4F0(Bf , a, d) (4.46)

then
∥f∥

L∞
T Hs∩L2

T Hs+ 1
2

≤ F
(
∥f0∥Hs + T

1
2 F

(
∥f∥L∞

T Hs + ∥g̃∥L∞
T Hs , a, d

)
, a, d

)
(4.47)

and, for T ≤ 1,

∥g̃∥L∞
T Hs ≤ M∥g̃0∥Hs exp

(
C1(∥f∥L∞

T Hs , d)T
1
2 AT

)
+ C1(∥f∥L∞

T Hs , d)T
1
2 AT exp

(
C1(∥f∥L∞

T Hs , d)T
1
2 AT

)
,

(4.48)

where
AT := ∥f∥

L2
T Hs+ 1

2
+ ∥g̃∥L∞

T Hs + ∥f∥
L2

T Hs+ 1
2
∥g̃∥L∞

T Hs (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
a = λ[f ](γ(f) −B), U = −V, F = −R2 − (N · S[f ]g + g)|Σf(t) ,

where a = λ[f ]T (f) ≥ Ca|ξ| by (2.9) and the assumption (4.43). We recall that
∥V ∥L∞

T W δ,∞ ≲ ∥V ∥L∞
T Hs−1 ≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥f∥Hs , ∥a∥L∞

T Γ1
δ

≤ C(∥f∥L∞
T Hs , d), (4.50)

where δ is as in (4.25). Clearly
∥g|Σf

∥
H

s− 1
2

x

= ∥g̃|z=0∥
H

s− 1
2

x

≲ ∥g̃∥Hs .

by the trace inequality for Rd × J . On the other hand, using the tame product estimate and the
trace inequality again, we find
∥N · (S[f ]g)|Σf

∥
Hs− 1

2
≲ (∥N − 1∥

Hs− 1
2

+ 1)∥(S[f ]g)|Σf
∥Hs−1

x
+ (∥N − 1∥Hs−1 + 1)∥(S[f ]g)|Σf

∥
H

s− 1
2

x

≤ C(∥f∥Hs)
(

∥f∥
Hs+ 1

2
∥(S[f ]g)|Σf

∥Hs−1
x

+ ∥(S[f ]g)|Σf
∥

H
s− 1

2
x

)
.

Then we apply the estimate (3.49) for S[f ]g with σ = s − 1 and σ = s − 1
2 to obtain

∥N · (S[f ]g)|Σf
∥

Hs− 1
2

≤ C(∥f∥Hs)(1 + ∥f∥
Hs+ 1

2
)∥g̃∥Hs .
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Combining this with the estimate (4.32) for R2 yields

∥F∥
Hs− 1

2
≤ C0(∥f∥Hs , d)

{
(1 + ∥f∥

Hs+ 1
2 −δ )∥f∥Hs + (1 + ∥f∥

Hs+ 1
2
)∥g̃∥Hs

}
. (4.51)

Therefore, applying Lemma 2.7 gives
1
2
d

dt
∥f(t)∥2

Hs ≤ − 1
F0(∥f∥L∞

T Hs , a, d)∥f(t)∥2
Hs+ 1

2

+ F0(∥f∥L∞
T Hs , a, d)∥f(t)∥2

Hs + ∥F (t)∥
Hs− 1

2
∥f(t)∥

Hs+ 1
2
,

(4.52)

for some increasing function F0 : (R+)3 → R+. It follows from (4.51) that

∥f(t)∥
Hs+ 1

2
∥F (t)∥

Hs− 1
2

≤ C0(∥f(t)∥Hs , d)
{

∥f(t)∥
Hs+ 1

2
∥f(t)∥

Hs+ 1
2 −δ + ∥f(t)∥

Hs+ 1
2
∥f(t)∥Hs

+∥f(t)∥2
Hs+ 1

2
∥g̃(t)∥Hs + ∥f(t)∥

Hs+ 1
2
∥g̃(t)∥Hs

}
.

(4.53)

Since
∥f∥

Hs+ 1
2
∥f∥

Hs+ 1
2 −δ ≲ ∥f∥1+θ

Hs+ 1
2
∥f∥1−θ

Hs

for some θ ∈ (0, 1), we can apply Young’s inequality to deduce from (4.53) that

∥f(t)∥
Hs+ 1

2
∥F (t)∥

Hs− 1
2

≤ 1
4F0(∥f∥L∞

T Hs , a, d)∥f(t)∥2
Hs+ 1

2
+ C0(∥f∥L∞

T Hs , d)∥f(t)∥2
Hs+ 1

2
∥g̃(t)∥Hs

+ F1(∥f∥L∞
T Hs , a, d)

(
∥f(t)∥2

Hs + ∥g̃(t)∥2
Hs

)
.

(4.54)
Under the assumption (4.46), we have

C0(∥f∥L∞
T Hs , d)∥f(t)∥2

Hs+ 1
2
∥g̃(t)∥Hs ≤ 1

4F0(∥f∥L∞
T Hs , a, d)∥f(t)∥2

Hs+ 1
2
. (4.55)

Thus it follows from (4.52), (4.54) and (4.55) that
1
2
d

dt
∥f(t)∥2

Hs ≤ − 1
2F0(∥f∥L∞

T Hs , a, d)∥f(t)∥2
Hs+ 1

2

+ F2(∥f∥L∞
T Hs , a, d)

(
∥f(t)∥2

Hs + ∥g̃(t)∥2
Hs

)
.

(4.56)

We first discard the first term on the right-hand side and apply Grönwall’s lemma to have

∥f∥2
L∞

T Hs ≤
(
∥f0∥2

Hs + 2F2T∥g̃∥2
L∞

T Hs

)
exp(2TF2). (4.57)

Then, we return to (4.56), integrate both sides, and use (4.57) to obtain

∥f∥2
L2

T Hs+ 1
2

≤ F0(∥f∥L∞
T Hs , a, d)

(
∥f0∥2

Hs + 2F2T∥g̃∥2
L∞

T Hs

)
(1 + 2TF2 exp(2TF2)) . (4.58)

We bound ∥f∥L∞
T Hs in F0(∥f∥L∞

T Hs , a, d) by (4.57), so that for some F : (R+)3 → R+,

∥f∥
L2

T Hs+ 1
2

≤ F
(
∥f0∥Hs + T

1
2 F

(
∥f∥L∞

T Hs + ∥g̃∥L∞
T Hs , a, d

)
, a, d

)
. (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). □
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Remark 4.5. In Section 6.1 we will need the following variant of (4.47). Suppose that

f ∈ L∞([0, T ];Hs) ∩ L2([0, T ];Hs+ 1
2 + µ

2 )

for some µ > 0, s > 1 + d
2 , and f satisfies (4.43) and (4.44) on [0, T ] and for all (x, t) ∈ Rd × (0, T ),

∂tf +G[f ]Γ(f) = R− ν|D|1+µf, ν ≥ 0. (4.60)
Then there exists F : (R+)3 → R+ depending only on (s, d, b, γ) (but not ν) and non-decreasing in
each variable, such that for T ≤ 1 we have

∥f∥L∞
T Hs + 1

F(∥f∥L∞
T Hs , a, d)∥f∥

L2
T Hs+ 1

2

≤ exp
(
TF(∥f∥L∞

T Hs , a, d)
)(

∥f0∥Hs + F(∥f∥L∞
T Hs , a, d)∥R∥

L2
T Hs− 1

2

)
.

(4.61)

We note that (4.61) is uniform in ν because −ν|D|1+µ produces the good term −ν∥|D|
1
2 + µ

2 f∥2
Hs ≤ 0

in the Hs 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 f1, f2 ∈ Hs(Rd) and k1, k2 ∈ Hs(Ωfi
), where fi satisfy

inf
x∈Rd

(fi(x) − b(x)) ≥ d > 0

in the finite-depth case. Let vi be either v(1)
i := ϕ

(1)
i ◦Ffi

or v(2)
i := ϕ

(2)
i ◦Ffi

, where ϕ(1)
i solves (1.18)

with data hi ∈ Hs(Rd) and ϕ(2)
i solves (1.20) in Ωfi

with data ki ∈ Hs(Ωfi
). Set v(j) := v

(j)
1 − v

(j)
2 .

(i) If s > 1 + d
2 , then

∥∇x,zv
(1)∥Hs−1 ≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥h1 − h2∥

Hs− 1
2

+ C(∥(f1, f2, h1, h2)∥Hs)∥f1 − f2∥
Hs− 1

2
. (5.1)

(ii) If s > 3
2 + d

2 , then

∥∇x,zv
(2)∥Hs−1 ≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥k2 ◦ Ff2 − k1 ◦ Ff1∥Hs−1

+ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥f1 − f2∥
Hs− 1

2
∥(k1, k2)∥Hs . (5.2)

In both (5.1) and (5.2), C is a non-decreasing function which depends only on (d, s), and also on d
and ∥b0∥Hs in the finite-depth case.

The proof of Proposition 5.1 is postponed to Section 5.3.
Suppose now that (f1, g1) and (f2, g2) are solutions of (1.25)-(1.26) with the regularity (4.1), i.e.

fi ∈ L∞([0, T ], Hs(Rd)) ∩ L2([0, T ], Hs+ 1
2 (Rd)), gi ∈ L∞([0, T ], Hs(Ωfi(·)), (5.3)

where s > 3
2 + d

2 unless stated otherwise. We denote g̃j := gj ◦Ffj
. Our goal in the next two sections

is to establish contraction estimates for
f := f1 − f2 and g̃ := g̃1 − g̃2 (5.4)
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in L∞
t H

s−1 ∩ L2
tH

s− 1
2 and g̃ in L∞

t H
s−1 respectively.

5.1. Estimates for f . We recall from (1.25) that for each i ∈ {1, 2} we have

∂tfi +G[fi]Γ(fi) + (Ni · S[fi]gi + gi)|Σfi
= 0,

so that f := f1 − f2 satisfies the equation

∂tf + (G[f1]Γ(f1) −G[f2]Γ(f2)) = (N2 · S[f2]g2 + g2)|Σf2
− (N1 · S[f1]g1 + g1)|Σf1︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:R0

, (5.5)

with initial data f(0) = f0 := f0,1 − f0,2. We write R0 = R0(f1, f2, g1, g2) whenever there is a need
to recall the dependence of R0.
As in Section 4, we start with the paralinearization of

G[f1]Γ(f1) −G[f2]Γ(f2) = (G[f1]Γ(f1) −G[f2]Γ(f1)) +G[f2](Γ(f1) − Γ(f2)).

By Theorem Theorem 2.2 (i), we have

G[f1]Γ(f1) −G[f2]Γ(f1) = −Tλ[f2]B2,1(f1 − f2) − TV2,1 · ∇(f1 − f2) +R♯(f1, f2)Γ(f1),

where
B2,i = ∇f2 · Γ(fi) +G[f2]Γ(fi)

1 + |∇f2|2
, V2,i = ∇(Γ(fi)) −B2,i∇f2. (5.6)

On the other hand, Theorem 2.1 (ii) gives

G[f2](Γ(f1)−Γ(f2)) = Tλ[f2](Γ(f1)−Γ(f2))−Tλ[f2]TB2,1−B2,2f2−TV2,1−V2,2 ·∇f2+R[f2](Γ(f1)−Γ(f2)).

Then, introducing the remainders

Rγ(fi) := Γ(fi) − Tγ(fi)fi, (5.7)

we obtain

G[f1]Γ(f1) −G[f2]Γ(f2) = −Tλ[f2]B2,1f + Tλ[f2](Tγ(f1)f1 − Tγ(f2)f2) − Tλ[f2]TB2,1−B2,2f2

− TV2,1−V2,2 · ∇f2 − TV2,1 · ∇f
+R♯(f1, f2)Γ(f1) + Tλ[f2](Rγ(f1) −Rγ(f2)) +R[f2](Γ(f1) − Γ(f2)).

Rewriting with commutators, we have

G[f1]Γ(f1) −G[f2]Γ(f2) = Tλ[f2](γ(f2)−B2)f − TV2 · ∇f −R′, (5.8)

where V2 := V2,2, B2 := B2,2 and

R′ = −R♯(f1, f2)Γ(f1) −R[f2](Γ(f1) − Γ(f2)) − Tλ[f2](Rγ(f1) −Rγ(f2))
− Tλ[f2]Tγ(f1)−γ(f2)f1 − (Tλ[f2]Tγ(f2) − Tλ[f2]γ(f2))f
+ Tλ[f2]TB2,1−B2,2f2 + TV2,1−V2,2 · ∇f1 + Tλ[f2](B2,1−B2,2)f.

(5.9)

Therefore, f satisfies

∂tf + Tλ[f2](γ(f2)−B2)f − TV2 · ∇f = R♯, R♯ := R0 +R′. (5.10)

Our next task is to estimate R♯ in Hs− 3
2 . We first consider R′, for which s > 1 + d

2 suffices.
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Lemma 5.2. Let s > 1 + d
2 and fix δ as in (4.25). We have

∥R′∥
Hs− 3

2
≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)

{
∥f1 − f2∥

Hs− 1
2 −δ +

(
1 + ∥(f1, f2)∥

Hs+ 1
2 −δ

)
∥f∥Hs−1

}
, (5.11)

where C : R+ → R+ is a non-decreasing function which depends only on (d, s), and also on d and
∥b0∥Hs in the finite-depth case.

Proof. First, applying (2.8) and (2.11) with σ = s − 1
2 gives

∥R[f2](Γ(f2) − Γ(f1))∥
Hs− 3

2
≤ C(∥f2∥Hs)(1 + ∥f2∥

Hs+ 1
2 −δ )∥Γ(f2) − Γ(f1)∥Hs−1

≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)(1 + ∥f2∥
Hs+ 1

2 −δ )∥f1 − f2∥Hs−1

and
∥R♯(f1, f2)Γ(f1)∥

Hs− 3
2

≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥f1 − f2∥
Hs− 1

2 −δ ∥Γ(f1)∥Hs

≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥f1 − f2∥
Hs− 1

2 −δ .

Next, we have the following estimates
M1

0 (λ[fi]) + ∥γ(fi)∥L∞ ≤ C(∥fi∥Hs),
∥γ(f1) − γ(f2)∥Hs−1 ≲ ∥f1 − f2∥Hs−1 ,

∥V2,i∥Hs−1 + ∥B2,i∥Hs−1 ≤ C(∥fi∥Hs),
∥V2,1 − V2,2∥Hs−2 + ∥B2,1 −B2,2∥Hs−2 ≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥f1 − f2∥Hs−1 .

Note also that the embedding Hs−1−δ(Rd) ⊂ L∞(Rd) holds for s > 1 + d
2 + δ. Then, using

Theorem A.10 (i) and (ii) yields
∥Tλ[f2]Tγ(f1)−γ(f2)f1∥

Hs− 3
2

≤ C(∥f2∥Hs)∥γ(f1) − γ(f2)∥L∞∥f1∥
Hs− 1

2

≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥f1 − f2∥Hs−1

and Tλ[f2]Tγ(f2) − Tλ[f2]γ(f2) is of order 0 so that
∥(Tλ[f2]Tγ(f2) − Tλ[f2]γ(f2))f∥

Hs− 3
2

≤ C(∥f2∥Hs)∥f∥
Hs− 3

2
.

Now. combining Theorem A.10 (i) and the paraproduct estimate (A.3) yields
∥Tλ[f2]TB2,1−B2,2f2∥

Hs− 3
2

≤ C(∥f2∥Hs)∥TB2,1−B2,2f2∥
Hs− 1

2
≤ C(∥f2∥Hs)∥B2,1 −B2,2∥Hs−2∥f2∥

Hs+ 1
2 −δ

≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥f1 − f2∥Hs−1∥f2∥
Hs+ 1

2 −δ

and
∥TV2,1−V2,2 · ∇f1∥

Hs− 3
2
≲ ∥V2,1 − V2,2∥Hs−2∥∇f1∥

Hs− 1
2 −δ

≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥f1 − f2∥Hs−1∥f2∥
Hs+ 1

2 −δ .

As for Tλ[f2](B2,1−B2,2)f we first write

Tλ[f2](B2,1−B2,2)f =
(
Tλ[f2](B2,1−B2,2)f − Tλ[f2]TB2,1−B2,2f

)
+ Tλ[f2]TB2,1−B2,2f =: I + II.

Since ∥B2,1 −B2,2∥M0
δ

≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥f1 − f2∥Hs , by Theorem A.10 (ii), the operator in I is of
order 1 − δ and

∥I∥
Hs− 3

2
≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥f1 − f2∥Hs∥f1 − f2∥

Hs− 1
2 −δ .

Using interpolation of Sobolev norms, we infer
∥I∥

Hs− 3
2

≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥f1 − f2∥Hs−1∥f1 − f2∥
Hs+ 1

2 −δ .
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On the other hand, combining Theorem A.10 (i) with (A.3) gives

∥II∥
Hs− 3

2
≤ C(∥f2∥Hs)∥TB2,1−B2,2f∥

Hs− 1
2

≤ C(∥f2∥Hs)∥B2,1 −B2,2∥Hs−2∥f∥
Hs+ 1

2 −δ

≤ C(∥f2∥Hs)∥f1 − f2∥Hs−1(∥f1∥
Hs+ 1

2 −δ + ∥f2∥
Hs+ 1

2 −δ ).

It follows that

∥Tλ[f2](B2,1−B2,2)f∥
Hs− 3

2
≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)(1 + ∥(f1, f2)∥

Hs+ 1
2 −δ )∥f1 − f2∥Hs−1 .

As for the last term Tλ[f2](Rγ(f1) −Rγ(f2)), we first use Theorem A.10 (i) to have

∥Tλ[f2](Rγ(f1) −Rγ(f2))∥
Hs− 3

2
≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥Rγ(f1) −Rγ(f2)∥

Hs− 1
2
.

Then, we apply (A.15) with s0 = s − 1
2 , s1 = s − 1 > d

2 , s2 = s + 1
2 − δ, which satisfy (A.14). This

yields
∥Rγ(f1) −Rγ(f2)∥

Hs− 1
2

≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)(1 + ∥(f1, f2)∥
Hs+ 1

2 −δ )∥f1 − f2∥Hs−1

which completes the control of the last term.
Putting together the above estimates, we conclude the proof of (5.11). □

The Hs− 3
2 estimate for R0 is given in the next lemma. We recall (5.5) for the definition of R0.

Lemma 5.3. For s > 3
2 + d

2 , there holds

∥R0(f1, f2, g1, g2)∥
Hs− 3

2
≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)

{
∥g̃∥Hs−1 + ∥f∥

Hs− 1
2
(∥g̃1∥Hs−1 + ∥g̃2∥Hs−1)

}
, (5.12)

where C : R+ → R+ is a non-decreasing function only depending on (d, s), and also d and ∥b0∥Hs in
the finite-depth case.

Proof. Since gi|Σfi
(x) = g̃i|z=0, the trace theorem for Rd × J gives

∥g2|Σf2
− g1|Σf1

∥
Hs− 3

2
= ∥g̃2|z=0 − g̃1|z=0∥

Hs− 3
2
≲ ∥g̃∥Hs−1 .

By the tame product estimate (A.7) and the embedding Hs−1(Rd) ⊂ L∞(Rd), we have
∥N2 · (S[f2]g2) |Σf2

−N1 · (S[f1]g1) |Σf1
∥

Hs− 3
2

≲ ∥N2 −N1∥
Hs− 3

2
∥ (S[f1]g1) |Σf1

∥Hs−1 + (1 + ∥N2 − ey∥L∞∥) (S[f2]g2) |Σf2
− (S[f1]g1) |Σf1

∥
Hs− 3

2

=: I + II,
(5.13)

where
∥N2 −N1∥

Hs− 3
2

≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥f∥
Hs− 1

2
, ∥N2 − ey∥L∞ ≤ C(∥f2∥Hs).

Using the estimate (3.49) with σ = s − 1, we obtain

I ≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥f∥
Hs− 1

2
∥g̃1∥Hs .

For II we first recall that S[fi]gi|Σfi
= ∇x,zv

(2)
i |z=0(∇Ffi

)−1|z=0, where (∇Ffi
)−1 is given in terms

of ∇x,zϱi as in (3.22). Then, with v(2) = v
(2)
1 − v

(2)
2 we have

II ≲ ∥∇x,zv
(2)|z=0∥

Hs− 3
2
∥(∇Ff1)−1|z=0∥L∞+∥∇x,zv

(2)
2 |z=0∥Hs−1∥(∇Ff1)−1|z=0−(∇Ff2)−1|z=0∥

Hs− 3
2
.
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It is readily seen that

∥(∇Ffi
)−1|z=0∥L∞ ≤ C(∥fi∥Hs),

∥(∇Ff1)−1|z=0 − (∇Ff2)−1|z=0∥
Hs− 3

2
≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥f∥

Hs− 1
2
.

The estimate (3.53) implies

∥∇x,zv
(2)
2 |z=0∥Hs−1 ≤ C(∥f2∥Hs)∥g̃2∥Hs .

We also have by the trace theorem for Rd × J ,

∥(∇Ff1)−1|z=0 − (∇Ff2)−1|z=0∥
Hs− 3

2
≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥f∥

Hs− 1
2
.

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

II ≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)
{

∥g̃∥Hs−1 + ∥f∥
Hs− 1

2
(∥g̃1∥Hs−1 + ∥g̃2∥Hs−1)

}
, (5.14)

thereby concluding the proof of (5.12). □

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

Proposition 5.4. Let s > 3
2 + d

2 and consider f1, f2 ∈ L∞([0, T ], Hs) ∩L2([0, T ], Hs+ 1
2 ) solutions to

(1.25) on the time interval [0, T ], T ≤ 1, with initial conditions f0,1 and f0,2. Assume furthermore
that (4.43) holds for f1 and f2 and that in the finite-depth case, (4.44) holds for f1 and f2. Assume
also that

∥(f1, f2)∥L∞
T Hs ≤ Bf and ∥(g̃1, g̃2)∥L∞

T Hs ≤ Bg.

Then, there exist C0 : R2
+ → R+ and F0,F : R3

+ → R+ depending only on (s, d, b, γ) and non-
decreasing in each variable and such that if

C0(Bf , d)Bg ≤ 1
4F0(Bf , a, d) , (5.15)

then

∥f∥
L∞

T Hs−1∩L2
T Hs− 1

2
≤ F

(
∥(f1, f2)∥

L∞
T Hs∩L2

T Hs+ 1
2
, a, d

)(
∥f0∥Hs−1 + T

1
2 ∥g̃∥L∞

T Hs−1

)
, (5.16)

where f0 := f0,1 − f0,2. Here, C0, F0, 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

a = λ[f2](γ(f2) −B2) ≡ λ[f2]T (f2), U = −V2, F = R♯ := R0 +R′,

where a ≥ Ca|ξ| by (2.9) and the assumption (4.43). Recalling the norm bounds in (4.50) for V2
and a, we can apply Lemma 2.7 to have

1
2
d

dt
∥f(t)∥2

Hs−1 ≤ − 1
F0(∥f2∥L∞

T Hs , a, d)∥f(t)∥2
Hs− 1

2

+ F0(∥f2∥L∞
T Hs , a, d)∥f(t)∥2

Hs−1 + ∥R♯(t)∥
Hs− 3

2
∥f(t)∥

Hs− 1
2
. (5.17)
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By virtue of (5.11) and (5.12), there holds

∥R♯∥
Hs− 3

2
≤ C0(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs , d)

{
∥f∥

Hs− 1
2 −δ + (1 + ∥(f1, f2)∥

Hs+ 1
2 −δ )∥f∥Hs−1

+∥g̃∥Hs−1 + ∥f∥
Hs− 1

2
∥(g̃1, g̃2)∥Hs

}
.

By interpolation, we have

∥f∥
Hs− 1

2 −δ ∥f∥
Hs− 1

2
≤ ∥f∥1+θ

Hs− 1
2
∥f∥1−θ

Hs−1 (5.18)

for some θ ∈ (0, 1). Thus, we obtain after applying Young’s inequality that

∥R♯(t)∥
Hs− 3

2
∥f(t)∥

Hs− 1
2

≤ 1
4F0(∥(f1, f2)∥L∞

T Hs , a, d)∥f∥2
Hs− 1

2

+ F1(∥(f1, f2)∥L∞
T Hs , a, d)

{
(1 + ∥(f1, f2)∥2

Hs+ 1
2 −δ

)∥f∥2
Hs−1 + ∥g̃∥2

Hs−1

}
+ C0(∥(f1, f2)∥L∞

T Hs , d)∥f∥2
Hs− 1

2
∥(g̃1, g̃2)∥Hs , t ≤ T.

In view of the condition (5.15), it follows that
1
2
d

dt
∥f(t)∥2

Hs−1 ≤ − 1
2F0(∥f2∥L∞

T Hs , a, d)∥f(t)∥2
Hs− 1

2

+ F2(∥(f1, f2)∥L∞
T Hs , a, d)

{
(1 + ∥(f1, f2)∥2

Hs+ 1
2 −δ

)∥f∥2
Hs−1 + ∥g̃∥2

Hs−1

}
. (5.19)

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

∥f∥2
L∞

T Hs−1 ≤
(
∥f0∥2

Hs−1 + 2F2T∥g̃∥2
L∞

T Hs−1
)

exp
((
T + ∥(f1, f2)∥2

L2
T Hs+ 1

2 −δ

)
F2

)
, (5.20)

where F2 = F2(∥(f1, f2)∥L∞
T Hs , a, d). Returning to (5.19) and integrating in time, we find

∥f∥2
L2

T Hs− 1
2

≤ F0∥f0∥2
Hs−1 + 2F0F2

{(
T + ∥(f1, f2)∥2

L2
T Hs+ 1

2 −δ

)
∥f∥2

L∞
T Hs−1 + T∥g̃∥2

L∞
T Hs−1

}
(5.21)

For T ≤ 1, combining (5.20) and (5.20) yields (5.16). □

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

∂tf + Tλ[f2](γ(f2)−B2)f − TV2 · ∇f = F,

With similar estimates, we obtain

∥f∥L∞
T Hs−1 + 1

F(∥(f1, f2)∥L∞
T Hs , a, d)∥f∥

L2
T Hs+ 1

2
≤ ∥f0∥Hs−1 exp

(
TF(∥(f1, f2)∥L∞

T Hs , a, d)
)

+ F(∥(f1, f2)∥L∞
T Hs , a, d)∥F∥

L2
T Hs− 3

2
exp

(
TF(∥(f1, f2)∥L∞

T Hs , a, d)
)

(5.22)

5.2. Estimates for g. We recall from (1.26) that gi satisfies

∂tgi + ui · ∇x,ygi + γ′(y)ui,y = 0, ui = (ui,x, ui,y).

Then, as in (4.5) and (4.6), g̃i = gi ◦ Ffi
satisfies

∂tg̃i + ui(x, z, t) · ∇x,z g̃i + γ′(ϱi)ui,y ◦ Ffi
= 0, (x, z) ∈ Rd × J, (5.23)
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where

ui =
[

ui,x ◦ Ffi
1

∂zϱi
(ui,y ◦ Ffi

− ∇xϱi · ui,x ◦ Ffi
− ∂tϱi)

]
. (5.24)

We also recall that ui can be expressed in terms of G[fi] and S[fi] as in (1.24). Setting u = u1 − u2,
we find that g̃ = g̃1 − g̃2 satisfies

∂tg̃ + u1 · ∇x,z g̃ = F̃ ,

g̃|t=0 = g̃0 := g0,1 ◦ F0,1 − g0,2 ◦ F0,2,
(5.25)

where
F̃ := γ′(ϱ2)u2,y ◦ Ff2 − γ′(ϱ1)u1,y ◦ Ff1 − u · ∇x,z g̃2. (5.26)

We recall from (4.8) that the ũi are tangential to ∂(Rd × J). Thus, applying Theorem 2.8 with
σ = s − 1 ≥ 1 gives

∥g̃∥L∞([0,T ];Hs−1) ≤ M
(
∥g̃0∥Hs−1 + ∥F̃∥L1([0,T ];Hs−1)

)
exp(MVT )),

where M = M(d, s) and

VT =

∥∇xu1∥
L1([0,T ];H

d+1
2 ∩L∞)

if s < 2 + d+1
2 ,

∥∇xu1∥L1([0,T ];Hs−2) if s > 2 + d+1
2 .

(5.27)

Since Hs−1(Rd × J) ⊂ H
d+1

2 ∩ L∞ for s > 3
2 + d

2 , it follows that

∥g̃∥L∞([0,T ];Hs−1) ≤ M
(
∥g̃0∥Hs−1 + ∥F̃∥L1([0,T ];Hs−1)

)
exp

(
M∥∇xu1∥L1([0,T ];Hs−1)

)
(5.28)

for all s ∈ (d
2 + 3

2 ,∞) \ {5
2 + d

2}. For s = 5
2 + d

2 we fix s′ ∈ (3
2 + d

2 , s) and obtain (5.28) with s replaced
by s′. Thus we only consider s ̸= 5

2 + d
2 in the following.

We recall from (4.17) that

∥u1∥L1
T Hs ≤ C(∥f1∥L∞

T Hs)
(
T

1
2 ∥f1∥

L2
T Hs+ 1

2
+ T

1
2 ∥f1∥

L2
T Hs+ 1

2
∥g̃1∥L∞

T Hs + T∥g̃1∥L∞
T Hs

)
. (5.29)

Our next task is to estimate ∥F̃∥L1
T Hs−1 .

Lemma 5.6. F̃ , given by (5.26), satisfies

∥F̃∥Hs−1 ≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)
{

∥g̃∥Hs−1 + ∥f∥
Hs− 1

2

(
1 + ∥g̃1∥Hs + ∥g̃2∥Hs

)}
. (5.30)

Consequently

∥F̃∥L1
T Hs−1 ≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥L∞

T Hs)
{
T∥g̃∥L∞

T Hs−1 + T
1
2 ∥f∥

L2
T Hs− 1

2

(
1 + ∥g̃1∥L∞

T Hs + ∥g̃2∥L∞
T Hs

)}
.

(5.31)

Proof. We start by writing

γ′(ϱ1)u1,y ◦ Ff1 − γ′(ϱ2)u2,y ◦ Ff2 = (γ′(ϱ1) − γ′(ϱ2))u1,y ◦ Ff1 + γ′(ϱ2)(u1,y ◦ Ff1 − u2,y ◦ Ff2).
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Applying Proposition E.1 on multiplier properties of γ′, we obtain

∥F̃∥Hs−1 ≲ C(∥ϱ1 −m, ϱ2 −m)∥Hs−1)∥(ϱ1 −m) − (ϱ2 −m)∥Hs−1∥u1,y ◦ Ff1∥Hs−1

+ C(∥ϱ2 −m∥Hs−1)∥u1,y ◦ Ff1 − u2,y ◦ Ff2∥Hs−1 + ∥u∥Hs−1∥∇g̃2∥Hs−1

≲ C(∥(f1, f2)∥
Hs− 3

2
)∥f1 − f2∥

Hs− 3
2
∥u1,y ◦ Ff1∥Hs−1

+ C(∥f2∥
Hs− 3

2
)∥u1,y ◦ Ff1 − u2,y ◦ Ff2∥Hs−1 + ∥u∥Hs−1∥∇g̃2∥Hs−1 ,

(5.32)

where we have used the embedding Hs−1(Rd × J) ⊂ L∞(Rd × J). Recalling the definition (1.24)
and the notation in Proposition 5.1, we have ui,y = −∂yϕ

(1)
i − ∂yϕ

(2)
i − gi and

ui,y ◦ Ffi
= − 1

∂zϱi
∂zv

(1)
i − 1

∂zϱi
∂zv

(2)
i − g̃i.

Consequently

u1,y ◦ Ff1 − u2,y ◦ Ff2 = − 1
∂zϱ1

(∂zv
(1) + ∂zv

(2)) +
( 1
∂zϱ2

− 1
∂zϱ1

)
(∂zv

(1)
2 + ∂zv

(2)
2 ) − g̃,

where v(j) = v
(j)
1 − v

(j)
2 . From this we deduce

∥u1,y ◦ Ff1 − u2,y ◦ Ff2∥Hs−1 ≤ C(∥f1∥
Hs− 1

2
)(∥∂zv

(1)∥Hs−1 + ∥∂zv
(2)∥Hs−1) + ∥g̃∥Hs−1

+ C(∥(f1, f2)∥
Hs− 1

2
)∥f∥

Hs− 1
2
(∥∂zv

(1)
2 ∥Hs−1 + ∥∂zv

(2)
2 ∥Hs−1).

(5.33)

By virtue of the estimate (3.71) with r = s − 1 and (ζ, k) = (Γ(f2), 0) or (ζ, k) = (0, g2), we obtain

∥∇v(1)
2 ∥Hs−1 ≤ C(∥f2∥Hs)∥f2∥

Hs− 1
2
, ∥∇v(2)

2 ∥Hs−1 ≤ C(∥f2∥Hs)∥g̃2∥Hs−1 , (5.34)

On the other hand, the estimates (5.1) and (5.2) give

∥∇x,zv
(1)∥Hs−1 ≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥f∥

Hs− 1
2
,

∥∇x,zv
(2)∥Hs−1 ≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)

{
∥g̃∥Hs−1 + ∥f∥

Hs− 1
2

(
∥g̃1∥Hs + ∥g̃2∥Hs

)}
.

(5.35)

Combining (5.33), (5.34), and (5.35) yields

∥u1,y ◦ Ff1 − u2,y ◦ Ff2∥Hs−1 ≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)
{

∥g̃∥Hs−1 + ∥f∥
Hs− 1

2

(
1 + ∥g̃1∥Hs + ∥g̃2∥Hs

)}
.

(5.36)
Therefore, it remains to show that ∥u∥Hs−1 is bounded by the right-hand side of (5.30). In view of
(5.24) and estimate similar as above, we have

∥u∥Hs−1 ≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)
{

∥f∥
Hs− 1

2

(
∥u1 ◦ Ff1∥Hs−1 + ∥u2 ◦ Ff1∥Hs−1 + ∥∂tϱ1∥Hs−1 + ∥∂tϱ2∥Hs−1

)
+∥u1 ◦ Ff1 − u2 ◦ Ff2∥Hs−1 + ∥∂tϱ1 − ∂tϱ2∥Hs−1} .

(5.37)
The term ∥u1 ◦ Ff1 − u2 ◦ Ff2∥Hs−1 can be estimated using (5.36). We recall from (4.14) that

∥ui ◦ Ffi
∥

Hs− 1
2

≤ C(∥fi∥Hs)(∥fi∥Hs + ∥g̃i∥Hs).

Using the equation satisfied by fi, (3.54) and Theorem 2.1 (i) with σ = s − 1
2 provides us with

∥∂tϱi∥Hs−1 ≲ ∥∂tfi∥
Hs− 3

2
≤ C(∥fi∥Hs)(∥fi∥Hs + ∥g̃i∥Hs).
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Finally, since f = f1 − f2 solves (5.5) for ∂tf , we find

∥∂tϱ1 − ∂tϱ2∥Hs−1 ≲ ∥∂tf∥
Hs− 3

2
≲ ∥G[f1]Γ(f1) −G[f2]Γ(f2)∥

Hs− 3
2

+ ∥R0∥
Hs− 3

2
.

Then, invoking Theorem 2.2 (ii) with σ = s − 1
2 and Lemma 5.3, we can bound ∥∂tϱ1 − ∂tϱ2∥Hs−1 by

the right-hand side of (5.30). Plugging the above estimates in (5.37), we conclude that ∥u∥Hs−1 is
also controlled by the right-hand side of (5.30) as claimed and this completes the proof of (5.30). □

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 > d
2 + 3

2 . 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 = f1, f2 in the finite-depth case.
If s ̸= 5

2 + d
2 , then there exists a function C : R2

+ → R+ only depending on (s, d, b, γ), non-decreasing
in each variable such that for T ≤ 1, there holds

∥g̃∥L∞
T Hs−1 ≤ M

(
∥g̃0∥Hs−1 + T

1
2C
(
∥(f1, f2)∥L∞

T Hs + ∥(g̃1, g̃2)∥L∞
T Hs , d

) (
∥g̃∥L∞

T Hs−1 + ∥f∥
L2

T Hs− 1
2

))
· exp

(
T

1
2C(∥f1∥L∞

T Hs , d)
(
∥f1∥

L2
T Hs+ 1

2
+ ∥g̃1∥L∞

T Hs + ∥f1∥
L2

T Hs+ 1
2
∥g̃1∥L∞

T Hs

))
,

(5.38)
where we recall that f = f1 − f2, g̃ = g̃1 − g̃2, and g̃0 = g̃0,1 − g̃0,2. If s = 5

2 + d
2 , then (5.38) holds

with s replaced by any s′ ∈ (3
2 + d

2 ,
5
2 + d

2).

5.3. Proof of Proposition 5.1. We will prove (5.1) and (5.2) at once. To this end, we will
understand that vi = ϕ ◦ Ffi

, i ∈ {1, 2} where ϕi solves

∆x,yϕi = −∂yki in Ωfi
, ϕ(2)|Σf

= hi,{
lim(x,y)→∞ ∇x,yϕi = 0 for infinite depth,
∂νϕi|y=b(x) = −νyki|y=b(x) for finite depth.

This means that v(1)
i corresponds to ki = 0 and v(2)

i corresponds to hi = 0. The condition s > 1 + d
2

is assumed throughout, while the stronger condition s > 3
2 + d

2 is only needed when ki ̸= 0.
We start by recalling from (3.26) that for i ∈ {1, 2}, the function vi satisfies

(∂2
z + αi∆x + βi · ∇x∂z − γi∂z)vi = F0,i,

where F0,i is given by (3.27), and vi(x, 0) = ζi(x). In this notation, we only need the stronger
condition s > 3

2 + d
2 when F0,i ̸= 0. Then v = v1 − v2 satisfies

(∂2
z + α1∆x + β1 · ∇x∂z − γ1∂z)v = F0, v(x, 0) = ζ(x) := ζ1(x) − ζ2(x), (5.39)

where
F0 := (F0,1 − F0,2) − (α1 − α2)∆xv2 − (β1 − β2) · ∇x∂zv2 + (γ1 − γ2)∂zv2. (5.40)

We assume that fi ∈ Hs(Rd) and ki ∈ Hs(Ωfi
). We have ∇x,zvi ∈ Hs− 1

2 (Rd × J) by virtue of
Proposition 3.16. Our goal is to prove the contraction estimate for ∇x,zv1 − ∇x,zv2 in the lower
norm Hs− 3

2 (Rd × J).
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5.3.1. Estimates of ∥∇x,zv∥
Xs− 3

2
. We fix arbitrary numbers z1 < z0 in J . Applying Proposition 3.8

to v solving (5.39) with data (ζ, F0), we obtain

∥∇x,zv∥
Xs− 3

2 ([z0,0])
≤ C(∥f1∥Hs)

(
∥ζ∥

Hs− 1
2

+ ∥F0∥
Y s− 3

2 ([z1,0])
+ ∥∇x,zv∥

X− 1
2 ([z1,0])

)
, (5.41)

where C on (z0, z1) is only through z1 − z0. In the infinite-depth case, we can fix z1 − z0 = 1 and
let z0 tend to −∞ to obtain the estimate for ∇x,zv in Xs− 3

2 ((−∞, 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 ∥∇x,zv∥

X− 1
2 (J)

in (5.41) is given in the next lemma.

Lemma 5.8. For s > 1 + d
2 , there holds

∥∇x,zv
(1)∥

X− 1
2 (J)

≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)
(
∥h1 − h2∥

H
1
2

+ (∥h1∥Hs + ∥h2∥Hs)∥f1 − f2∥
H

1
2

)
, (5.42)

and

∥∇x,zv
(2)∥

X− 1
2 (J)

≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)
{

(∥k1∥Hs + ∥k2∥Hs)∥f1 − f2∥
H

1
2

+∥k̃1 − k̃2∥L2 + ∥∂zk̃1 − ∂zk̃2∥
L2

zH
− 1

2
x

}
. (5.43)

In both cases, C : R+ → R+ is a non-decreasing function only depending on (d, s), and also on d and
∥b0∥Hs in the finite-depth case. In the finite-depth case, ∥v(i)∥L2(Rd×J), i ∈ {1, 2} is also bounded by
(5.42) and (5.43).

Proof. Let us start with (5.42). Denoting v(1)
i = v

(1)
i (hi) to stress the linear dependence of v(1)

i on
hi, we write

v(1) = v
(1)
1 − v

(1)
2 = v

(1)
1 (h1 − h2) + v

(1)
1 (h2) − v

(1)
2 (h2). (5.44)

By Lemma 3.15, we have

∥v(1)
1 (h1 − h2)∥

X− 1
2 (J)

≤ C(∥f1∥Hs)∥h1 − h2∥
H

1
2
.

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

∥v(1)
1 (h2) − v

(1)
2 (h2)∥

X− 1
2 (J)

≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥h2∥Hs)∥f1 − f2∥
H

1
2
.

In order to prove (5.43) we denote k̃i = ki ◦ Ffi
and write v(2)

i = v
(2)
i (k̃i) to emphasize the linear

dependence on ki in the relation divx,z(Ai∇x,zv
(2)
i ) = − ∂zϱi

1+|∇xϱi|2∂zk̃i. Then

v(2) = v
(2)
1 − v

(2)
2 = v

(2)
1 (k̃1 − k̃2) + v

(2)
1 (k̃2) − v

(2)
2 (k̃2).

The estimate of v(2)
1 (F0,1 − F0,2) follows from Lemma 3.15:

∥v(2)
1 (F0,1 − F0,2)∥

X− 1
2 (J)

≤ C(∥f1∥Hs)
(
∥k̃1 − k̃2∥L2 + ∥ ∂zϱ1

1 + |∇xϱ1|2
(∂zk̃1 − ∂zk̃2)∥L2

zH−1
x

)
≤ C(∥f1∥Hs)

(
∥k̃1 − k̃2∥L2 + ∥∂zk̃1 − ∂zk̃2∥

L2
zH

− 1
2

x

)
,
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where we have used (A.8) with (s0, s1, s2) = (−1, s − 1,−1
2). Finally, the estimate of v(2)

1 (F0,2) −
v

(2)
2 (F0,2) 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∥L2 is controlled by ∥∇x,zv∥L2 via Poincaré’s inequality. □

To prepare for the estimation of F0, we recall the following.

Lemma 5.9. [NP20, Lemma 3.28] Let s > 1 + d
2 and σ ∈ [−1

2 , s − 1], then there holds
∥α1 − α2∥Xσ(J) + ∥β1 − β2∥Xσ(J) ≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥f1 − f2∥Hσ+1 (5.45)

and
∥γ1 − γ2∥Y σ(J) ≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥f1 − f2∥Hσ+1 , (5.46)

where C : R+ → R+ is a non-decreasing function depending only on (d, s) and also on d and ∥b0∥Hs

in the finite-depth case.

Let us proceed with the estimation of ∥F0∥
Y s− 3

2 ([z1,0])
, where F0 is given by (5.40). We first apply

Proposition 3.8 to v2 to have

∥∇x,zv2∥Xs−1([z1,0]) ≤ C(∥f2∥Hs)
(

∥ζ2∥Hs + ∥F0,2∥Y s−1(J) + ∥∇x,zv2∥
X− 1

2 (J)

)
. (5.47)

Using (5.47), Lemma 5.9, and (A.10) with s0 = s1 = s − 3
2 and s2 = s − 1, we obtain

∥(γ1 − γ2)∂zv2∥
Y s− 3

2 ([z1,0])
≲ ∥γ1 − γ2∥

Y s− 3
2 ([z1,0])

∥∂zv2∥Xs−1([z1,0])

≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥f1 − f2∥
Hs− 1

2

(
∥ζ2∥Hs + ∥F0,2∥Y s−1(J) + ∥∇x,zv2∥

X− 1
2 (J)

)
. (5.48)

On the other hand, by (5.47), Lemma 5.9, and (A.9) with s0 = s1 = s − 3
2 and s2 = s − 2, we have

∥(α1 − α2)∆xv2∥
Y s− 3

2 ([z1,0])
≲ ∥α1 − α2∥

Xs− 3
2 ([z1,0])

∥∆xv2∥Xs−1([z1,0])

≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥f1 − f2∥
Hs− 1

2
∥∇x,zv2∥Xs−1 .

The same argument yields
∥(β1 − β2) · ∇x∂zv2∥

Y s− 3
2 ([z1,0])

≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥f1 − f2∥
Hs− 1

2
∥∇x,zv2∥Xs−1 .

Hence, ∥(α1 − α2)∆xv2∥
Y s− 3

2
and ∥(β1 − β2) · ∇x∂zv2∥

Y s− 3
2

are also bounded by (5.48). We note
that s > 1 + d

2 suffices for the above estimates.

Next, we assume s > 3
2 + d

2 to estimate quantities involving ki. Since ∂zϱi∂yki ◦ Ffi
= ∂z(ki ◦ Ffi

)
with m = 1 in infinite depth and m = H in finite depth, we have

F0,1 − F0,2 =
(
m+

(
∂zϱ2

1 + |∇xϱ2|2
−m

))
∂z(k2 ◦ Ff2 − k1 ◦ Ff1)

+
(

∂zϱ2
1 + |∇xϱ2|2

− ∂zϱ1
1 + |∇xϱ1|2

)
∂z(k1 ◦ Ff1) =: A+B.

Set Gj := ∂zϱj

1+|∇xϱj |2 −m. We have

∥Gj∥Xs−1(J) ≤ C(∥fj∥Hs), ∥G1 −G2∥
Xs− 3

2 (J)
≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥f1 − f2∥

Hs− 1
2
.
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Combining these with the product rule (A.8), we deduce
∥A∥L2

zHs−2
x

≲ (1 + ∥G2∥L∞
z Hs

x
)∥∂z(k2 ◦ Ff2 − k1 ◦ Ff1)∥L2

zHs−2
x

≤ C(∥f2∥Hs)∥k2 ◦ Ff2 − k1 ◦ Ff1∥Hs−1

and
∥B∥L2

zHs−2
x

≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥f1 − f2∥
Hs− 1

2
∥∂z(k1 ◦ Ff1)∥

L2
zH

s− 3
2

x

.

Using Proposition 2.9 and the condition s > 1 + 1+d
2 gives

∥∂z(k1 ◦ Ff1)∥
L2

zH
s− 3

2
x

≲ ∥k1 ◦ Ff1∥
Hs− 1

2

≤ C(∥f1∥Hs)(∥k1∥
Hs− 1

2
+ ∥∇k1∥L∞) ≤ C(∥f1∥Hs)∥k1∥Hs .

We have proven that

∥F0,1 − F0,2∥L2
zHs−2

x
≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)

(
∥k2 ◦ Ff2 − k1 ◦ Ff1∥Hs−1 + ∥f1 − f2∥

Hs− 1
2
∥k1∥Hs

)
.

(5.49)
It remains to estimate ∥F0,2∥Y s−1(J) + ∥∇x,zv2∥

X− 1
2 (J)

in (5.48).

Another application of Proposition 2.9 and the condition s > 3
2 + d

2 gives

∥F0,2∥Y s−1 ≤ ∥F0,2∥
L2

zH
s− 3

2
x

≤ C(∥f2∥Hs)∥k2 ◦ Ff2∥
Hs− 1

2
≤ C(∥f2∥Hs)∥k2∥Hs .

It follows from Lemma 5.8 that

∥∇x,zv∥
X− 1

2 (J)
≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)

{
∥h1 − h2∥

H
1
2

+ ∥k2 ◦ Ff2 − k1 ◦ Ff1∥Hs−1

+
(
∥(h1, h2)∥Hs + ∥(k1, k2)∥Hs

)
∥f1 − f2∥

Hs− 1
2

}
, (5.50)

where the condition s > 3
2 + d

2 ≥ 2 is only needed when ki ̸= 0.
Gathering the above estimates yields

∥F0∥
Y s− 3

2
≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs) {∥k2 ◦ Ff2 − k1 ◦ Ff1∥Hs−1

+∥f1 − f2∥
Hs− 1

2

(
∥(h1, h2)∥Hs + ∥(k1, k2)∥Hs

)}
. (5.51)

In view of (5.41), (5.50), and (5.51), we obtain

∥∇x,zv∥
Xs− 3

2 ([z0,0])
≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)

{
∥h1 − h2∥

Hs− 1
2

+ ∥k2 ◦ Ff2 − k1 ◦ Ff1∥Hs−1

+
(
∥(h1, h2)∥Hs + ∥(k1, k2)∥Hs

)
∥f1 − f2∥

Hs− 1
2

}
=: Ξ. (5.52)

Our next task is to upgrade (5.52) to an estimate for ∇x,zv in Hs−1(Rd × (z0, 0)).

5.3.2. Estimates of ∥∇x,zv∥Hs−1(Rd×(z0,0)). We write s − 1 = k + µ with k ≥ 0 and µ ∈ [0, 1), and
claim that

∀ℓ ∈ {0, . . . , k + 1}, ∥∂ℓ
z∇k+1−ℓ

x v∥Hµ
x,z(Rd×(z0,0)) ≤ Ξ. (5.53)
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Case ℓ = 0. By virtue of the interpolation Lemma C.2,

∥∇k+1
x v∥Hµ

x,z
≲ ∥∇k+1

x v∥L2
zHµ

x
+ ∥∂z∇k+1

x v∥
L2

zHµ−1
x

.

Since both terms on the right-hand side are controlled by ∥∇x,zv∥
Xs− 3

2 ([z0,0])
, (5.53) follows from

(5.52).

Case ℓ = 1. Another application of Lemma C.2 gives

∥∂z∇k
xv∥Hµ

x,z
≲ ∥∂z∇k

xv∥L2
zHµ

x
+ ∥∂2

z ∇k
xv∥

L2
zHµ−1

x
.

The term ∥∂z∇k
xv∥L2

zHµ is controlled using (5.52). As for ∥∂2
z ∇kv∥L2

zHµ−1 , we use the equation (5.39)
for ∂2

zv, the product rule (A.8), the condition s > 1 + d
2 , and Lemma 3.4 to have

∥∂2
z ∇k

xv∥
L2

zHµ−1
x

≤ ∥∂2
zv∥

L2
zHk+µ−1

x
= ∥∂2

zv∥L2
zHs−2

x

≲ ∥∆xv∥L2
zHs−2

x
+ ∥(α2 −m2)∆xv∥L2

zHs−2
x

+ ∥β2 · ∇x∂zv∥L2
zHs−2

x

+ ∥γ2∂zv∥L2
zHs−2

x
+ ∥F0∥L2

zHs−2
x

≲ C(∥f2∥Hs)∥∇x,zv∥L2
zHs−1

x
+ ∥F0∥L2

zHs−2
x

≲ C(∥f2∥Hs)∥∇x,zv∥
X

s− 3
2

x

+ ∥F0∥
Y s− 3

2
.

Invoking (5.51) and (5.52), we conclude the proof of (5.53) for ℓ = 1.

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

∀ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , k}, ∥∂ℓ
z∇k+1−ℓ

x v∥Hµ
x,z

≲ Ξ +Aℓ, Aℓ :=
ℓ∑

j=1
∥∂j

zv∥L2
x,z

(5.54)

and
∥∂k+1

z v∥Hµ
x,z

≲ Ξ +Ak + ∥∇x,zv∥Hs−2
x,z
. (5.55)

Assume temporarily that (5.54) and (5.55) hold. In conjunction with the case ℓ = 0, they imply

∥∇k+1
x,z v∥Hµ

x,z
≲ Ξ +Ak + ∥∇x,zv∥Hs−2

x,z
≲ Ξ + ∥∂zv∥Hk−1

x,z
+ ∥∇x,zv∥Hs−2

x,z
≲ Ξ + ∥∇x,zv∥

Hk−1+µ
x,z

since s − 2 = k − 1 + µ. It follows that
∥∇x,zv∥

Hk+µ
x,z

≲ Ξ + ∥∇x,zv∥
Hk−1+µ

x,z
+ ∥∇x,zv∥L2

x,z
.

By interpolating ∥∇x,zv∥Hk−1+µ between ∥∇x,zv∥L2 and ∥∇x,zv∥Hk+µ , we obtain
∥∇x,zv∥

Hk+µ
x,z

≲ Ξ + ∥∇x,zv∥L2
x,z

≲ Ξ + ∥∇x,zv∥
X− 1

2
.

Recalling Lemma 5.8, we conclude that ∥∇x,zv∥
Hk+µ

x,z
≲ Ξ which implies (5.53) for ℓ ∈ {0, . . . , k+ 1}.

Proof of (5.54). We proceed by induction on ℓ. 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 ℓ = 1 has been obtained above. Assuming
that k ≥ 2 and that (5.54) holds for some ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1}, we need to prove

∥∂ℓ+1
z ∇k−ℓ

x v∥Hµ
x,z

≲ Ξ +Aℓ+1. (5.56)
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We also assume µ ∈ (0, 1). The case µ = 0 can be treated analogously except that Lemma C.2 is not
invoked.
By Lemma C.2,

∥∂ℓ+1
z ∇k−ℓ

x v∥Hµ ≲ ∥∂ℓ+1
z ∇k−ℓ

x v∥L2
zHµ

x
+ ∥∂ℓ+2

z ∇k−ℓ
x v∥

L2
zHµ−1

x
. (5.57)

We write ∂ℓ+1
z = ∂ℓ−1

z ∂2
zv, ∂ℓ+2

z ∇k−ℓ
x v = ∂ℓ

z∂
2
zv and use equation (5.39) to substitute

∂2
zv = F0 − (α1∆x + β1 · ∇x∂z − γ1∂z)v,

which contains at most one z-derivative of v. Hence, ∂ℓ+1
z ∇k−ℓ

x v contains at most ℓ derivatives in z
while ∂ℓ+2

z ∇k−ℓ
x v contains at most ℓ+ 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

∥∂ℓ+1
z ∇k−ℓ

x v∥L2
zHµ

x
≲ Ξ +Aℓ. (5.58)

This will be utilized in controlling the second term ∥∂ℓ+2
z ∇k−ℓ

x v∥
L2

zHµ−1
x

. We have

∥∂ℓ+2
z ∇k−ℓ

x v∥
Hµ−1

x,z
≤ ∥∂ℓ

z∇k−ℓ
x F0∥

L2
zHµ−1

x
+m2∥∂ℓ

z∇k−ℓ
x ∆xv∥

L2
zHµ−1

x

+ ∥∂ℓ
z∇k−ℓ

x ((α1 −m2)∆xv)∥
L2

zHµ−1
x

+ ∥∂ℓ
z∇k−ℓ

x (β1 · ∇x∂zv)∥
L2

zHµ−1
x

+ ∥∂ℓ
z∇k−ℓ

x (γ1∂zv)∥
L2

zHµ−1
x

.

The control of F0 follows from the following, whose proof is postponed to the end of this section.

Lemma 5.10. If s > 1 + d
2 and s ≥ 2, then

∥F0∥Hs−2 ≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs) {∥k1 ◦ Ff1 − k2 ◦ Ff2∥Hs−1

+∥f1 − f2∥
Hs− 1

2
(∥(k1, k2)∥Hs + ∥(h1, h2)∥Hs)

}
,

(5.59)

where we assume furthermore that s > 3
2 + d

2 when ki ̸= 0.

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

∥∂ℓ
z∇k−ℓ

x F0∥
L2

zHµ−1
x

≲ ∥∂ℓ
zF0∥

L2
zHk−ℓ+µ−1

x
≲ ∥F0∥Hs−2 ≲ Ξ,

where we have used that k − ℓ ≥ 1. On the other hand, the induction hypothesis implies

∥∂ℓ
z∇k−ℓ

x ∆xv∥
L2

zHµ−1
x

≲ ∥∂ℓ
z∇k+1−ℓ

x v∥L2
zHµ

x
≲ ∥∂ℓ

z∇k+1−ℓ
x v∥Hµ

x,z
≲ Ξ +Aℓ.

Combining Leibniz’s rule with the product rule in Theorem B.3 yields

∥∂ℓ
z∇k−ℓ

x ((α1 −m2)∆xv)∥L2
zHµ−1 ≲ ∥∂ℓ

z((α1 −m2)∆xv)∥
L2

zHk+µ−ℓ−1
x

≲
∑

0≤j≤ℓ

∥∂j
z(α1 −m2)∥

L∞
z L

pj
x

∥∂ℓ−j
z ∆xv∥

L2
zW

k+µ−ℓ−1,p′
j

x

+
∑

0≤j≤ℓ

∥∂j
z(α1 −m2)∥

L∞
z W

k+µ−ℓ−1,qj
x

∥∂ℓ−j
z ∆xv∥

L2
zL

q′
j

x

with 1
pj

+ 1
p′

j
= 1

qj
+ 1

q′
j

= 1
2 and p′

j , qj ̸= ∞.



64 MICKAËL LATOCCA & HUY Q. NGUYEN

Note that s − 1 − j ≥ 1 for j ≤ ℓ ≤ k − 1. We choose
1
pj

= 1
2 − s−1−j

d if s − 1 − j < d
2 ,

pj = ∞ if s − 1 − j = d
2 ,

2 ≪ pj < ∞ if s − 1 − j = d
2 ,

so that Hs−1−j
x ↪→ L

pj
x . Then, since s > 1 + d

2 , we have Hk+µ−ℓ−1+j
x ↪→ W

k+µ−ℓ−1,p′
j

x in all cases.
Consequently

∥∂j
z(α1 −m2)∥

L∞
z L

pj
x

≲ ∥∂j
z(α1 −m2)∥

L∞
z Hs−j−1

x
≤ C(∥f1∥Hs)

by (3.35), and
∥∂ℓ−j

z ∆xv∥
L2

zW
k+µ−ℓ−1,p′

j
x

≲ ∥∂ℓ−j
z ∆xv∥

L2
zHk+µ−ℓ−1+j

x
=: Bj .

When j = ℓ,

Bℓ = ∥∆xv∥
L2

zHk+µ−1
x

≲ ∥∇xv∥
L2

zHk+µ
x

= ∥∇xv∥L2
zHs−1

x
≤ ∥∇xv∥

Xs− 3
2

≤ Ξ

in view of (5.52). For 0 ≤ j ≤ k − 1, we have

Bj ≲ ∥∂ℓ−j
z v∥

L2
zHk+µ−ℓ+1+j

x
≲ ∥∂ℓ−j

z v∥L2
x,z

+ ∥∂ℓ−j
z ∇k−ℓ+1+j

x v∥L2
zHµ

x
≲ Ξ +Aℓ

by the induction hypothesis. The pair (qj , q
′
j) can be chosen using an analogous argument. We omit

further details. Thus
∥∂ℓ

z∇k−ℓ
x ((α1 −m2)∆xv)∥

L2
zHµ−1

x
≲ Ξ +Aℓ.

The term ∥∂ℓ
z∇k−ℓ

x (β1 · ∇x∂xv)∥
L2

zHµ−1
x

can be treated similarly since β1 and α1 −m2 have the same
regularity. We only note that Bj needs to be replaced with

B′
j := ∥∂ℓ−j

z ∇x∂zv∥
L2

zHk+µ−ℓ−1+j
x

≤ ∥∂ℓ−j+1
z v∥

L2
zHk+µ−ℓ+j

x

which has ℓ+ 1 derivatives in z when j = 0. But when j = 0, we have

∥∂ℓ−j+1
z v∥

L2
zHk+µ−ℓ

x
= ∥∂ℓ+1

z v∥
L2

zHk+µ−ℓ
x

≲ ∥∂ℓ+1
z v∥L2

x,z
+ ∥∂ℓ+1

z ∇k−ℓ
x v∥L2

zHµ
x
≲ Aℓ+1 + Ξ

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

∥∂j
zγ1∥L∞Lpj and ∥∂ℓ−j+1

z v∥
L2

zW
k+µ−ℓ−1,p′

j

for j ∈ {0, . . . , ℓ}, where 1
pj

+ 1
p′

j
= 1

2 and p′
j ̸= ∞. We recall that s − 2 − j ≥ µ > 0. Note that if we

had included ℓ = k + 1 in (5.54), then when j = ℓ = k in the induction hypothesis we would have
had s − 2 − j = µ− 1 < 0. We choose

1
pj

= 1
2 − s−2−j

d if s − 2 − j < d
2 ,

pj = ∞ if s − 2 − j = d
2 ,

2 ≪ pj < ∞ if s − 2 − j = d
2 ,

so that Hs−2−j
x ↪→ L

pj
x and Hk+µ−ℓ+j

x ↪→ W
k+µ−ℓ−1,p′

j
x for s > 1 + d

2 . Then we have

∥∂j
zγ1∥

L∞
z L

pj
x

≲ ∥∂j
zγ1∥

L∞
z Hs−2−j

x
≤ C(∥f1∥Hs)
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thanks to (3.37), and, since 1 ≤ ℓ− j + 1 ≤ ℓ+ 1,

∥∂ℓ−j+1
z v∥

L2
zW

k+µ−ℓ−1,p′
j

x

≲ ∥∂ℓ−j+1
z v∥

L2
zHk+µ−ℓ+j

x
.

When j ≥ 1, the induction hypothesis gives

∥∂ℓ−j+1
z v∥

L2
zHk+µ−ℓ+j

x
≲ ∥∂ℓ−j+1

z v∥L2
x,z

+ ∥∂ℓ−j+1
z ∇k−ℓ+j

x v∥L2
zHµ

x
≲ Ξ +Aℓ.

When j = 0, we use (5.58) to obtain

∥∂ℓ−j+1
z v∥

L2
zHk+µ−ℓ+j

x
= ∥∂ℓ+1

z v∥
L2

zHk+µ−ℓ
x

≲ ∥∂ℓ+1
z v∥L2

x,z
+ ∥∂ℓ+1

z ∇k−ℓ
x v∥L2

zHµ
x
≲ Aℓ+1 + Ξ.

Thus
∥∂ℓ

z∇k−ℓ
x (γ1∂zv)∥

L2
zHµ−1

x
≲ Ξ +Aℓ+1.

The proof of (5.54) is complete. □

Proof of (5.55). We first use (5.39) for ∂2
zv to have

∥∂k+1
z v∥Hµ ≤ ∥∂k−1

z F0∥Hµ +m2∥∂k−1
z ∆xv∥Hµ + ∥∂k−1

z ((α2 −m2)∆xv)∥Hµ

+ ∥∂k−1
z (β2 · ∇x∂xv)∥Hµ + ∥∂k−1

z (γ2∂zv)∥Hµ ,

where ∥∂k−1
z F0∥Hµ ≲ Ξ in view of (5.59). By (5.54) with ℓ = k − 1,

∥∂k−1
z ∆xv∥Hµ ≲ Ξ +Ak−1.

As for the α-term, we need to estimate

∥∂j
z(α1 −m2)∂k−1−j

z ∆xv∥Hµ ≲ ∥∂j
z(α1 −m2)∥Lpj ∥∂k−1−j

z ∆xv∥
W

µ,p′
j

+ ∥∂j
z(α1 −m2)∥W µ,qj ∥∂k−1−j

z ∆xv∥
L

q′
j

for j ∈ {0, . . . , k− 1}, where 1
pj

+ 1
p′

j
= 1

qj
+ 1

q′
j

= 1
2 and p′

j , qj ̸= ∞. Note that s − 1
2 − j ≥ 3

2 + µ > 0.
We choose 

1
pj

= 1
2 − s− 1

2 −j

d if s − 1
2 − j < d+1

2 ,

pj = ∞ if s − 1
2 − j = d+1

2 ,

2 ≪ pj < ∞ if s − 1
2 − j = d+1

2 ,

so that Hs− 1
2 −j

x,z ↪→ L
pj
x,z and Hµ+j

x,z ↪→ W
µ,p′

j
x,z for s > 1 + d

2 . Hence, we have

∥∂j
z(α1 −m2)∥

L
pj
x,z

≲ ∥∂j
z(α1 −m2)∥

H
s− 1

2 −j
x,z

≤ C(∥f1∥Hs)

by (3.33), and

∥∂k−1−j
z ∆xv∥

W
µ,p′

j
x,z

≲ ∥∂k−1−j
z ∆xv∥

Hµ+j
x,z

≲ ∥∂k−1−j
z ∇xv∥

Hµ+j+1
x,z

≲ ∥∂k−1−j
z ∇xv∥Hµ

x,z
+ ∥∇j+1

x,z ∂
k−1−j
z ∇xv∥Hµ

x,z
.

Since ∇j+1
x,z ∂

k−1−j
z ∇xv contains a total of k+ 1 derivatives with at most k z-derivatives, using (5.54)

with ℓ ≤ k − 1 gives
∥∇j+1

x,z ∂
k−1−j
z ∇xv∥Hµ

x,z
≲ Ξ +Ak.
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On the other hand, ∥∂k−1−j
z ∇xv∥Hµ

x,z
≲ ∥∇xv∥Hs−2 since k − 1 − j + µ ≤ s − 2. Thus we obtain

∥∂k−1
z ((α1 −m2)∆xv)∥Hµ ≲ Ξ +Ak + ∥∇xv∥Hs−2 .

The β-term can be treated similarly except that we now have

∥∂k−1−j
z ∇x∂zv∥

W
µ,p′

j
≲ ∥∂k−1−j

z ∇x∂zv∥
Hµ+j

x,z
≲ ∥∂k−1−j

z ∂zv∥
Hµ+j+1

x,z

≲ ∥∂k−1−j
z ∂zv∥Hµ

x,z
+ ∥∇j+1

x,z ∂
k−1−j
z ∂zv∥Hµ

x,z

≲ ∥∂zv∥Hs−2 + Ξ +Ak.

Hence,
∥∂k−1

z (β1 · ∇x∂xv)∥Hµ ≲ Ξ +Ak + ∥∇xv∥Hs−2 .

For the γ term, we need to control for any j ∈ {0, . . . , k − 1} the quantities ∥∂j
zγ1∥Lpj and

∥∂k−1−j
z ∂zv∥

W
µ,p′

j
where 1

pj
+ 1

p′
j

= 1
2 and p′

j ̸= ∞. We recall that s − 3
2 − j ≥ 1

2 + µ > 0.
We choose 

1
pj

= 1
2 − s− 3

2 −j

d+1 if s − 3
2 − j < d+1

2 ,

pj = ∞ if s − 3
2 − j = d+1

2 ,

2 ≪ pj < ∞ if s − 3
2 − j = d+1

2 ,

so that Hs− 3
2 −j ↪→ Lpj and Hµ+1+j−ε ↪→ Wµ,p′

j for any 0 < ε < min{s − (1 + d
2 ), 1

2}. It follows that
∥∂j

zγ1∥Lpj ≤ C(∥f1∥Hs) thanks to (3.37), and for any ν > 0,

∥∂k−1−j
z ∂zv∥

W
µ,p′

j
≲ ∥∂k−1−j

z ∂zv∥Hµ+j+1−ε ≤ C(ν)∥∂k−1−j
z ∂zv∥Hµ + ν∥∂k−1−j

z ∂zv∥Hµ+j+1

≤ C(ν)∥∂k−j−1
z ∂zv∥Hµ + ν∥∇j+1

x,z ∂
k−j
z v∥Hµ

≲ ∥∂zv∥Hs−2 + Ξ +Ak + ν∥∂k
z v∥Hµ .

Gathering the above estimates leads to

∥∂k
z v∥Hµ ≲ ∥∇x,zv∥Hs−2 + Ξ +Ak + ν∥∂k

z v∥Hµ ∀ν > 0.

This in turn implies the desired estimate (5.55). □

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 Rd × (−1,−1 + η) for some small η > 0 that
depends only on ∥b0∥

Hs+ 1
2

and ∥fi∥Hs , i ∈ {1, 2}. We have

div(Ai∇x,zv
(j)
i ) = −∂z(ki ◦ Ffi

(x, z)) =: F (j)
i (x, z), (x, z) ∈ Rd × (−1, 0),

Aj∇x,zv
(j)
i (x, 0) · ed+1 = ki(x, b(x)) =: g(j)

i (x), x ∈ Rd,

where Ai is given by (3.91) with ϱi in place of ϱb, and ki = 0 if j = 1. Hence, v(j) = v
(j)
1 − v

(j)
2

satisfies

div(A1∇x,zv
(j)) = F

(j)
1 − F

(j)
2 + div((A2 − A1)∇x,zv

(j)
2 ) =: F (j),

A1∇x,zv
(j)(x, 0) · ed+1 = g

(j)
1 (x) − g

(j)
2 (x) + (A2 − A1)∇x,zv

(j)
2 (x, 0) · ed+1 =: g(j)(x).
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We have ∥Ai − A0∥
Hs− 1

2 (Rd×(−1,0))
≤ C(∥b0∥Hs , ∥fi∥Hs), where A0 is given by (3.92). For s > 1 + d

2

and 0 < ν < min{1, s − 1 − d
2}, since Hs− 1

2
x,z ⊂ Cν

x,z, we can choose η sufficiently small so that (3.94)
holds with A = Aj .
The argument leading to (3.101) yields

∥v(j)∥Hs(Rd×(−1,−1+η)) ≤ C(∥b0∥Hs , ∥f1∥Hs)
(
∥F (j)∥Hs−2(Rd×(−1,−1+2η))

+ ∥g(j)∥
Hs− 3

2 (Rd)
+ ∥w∥H1(Rd×(−1,−1+2η))

)
.

Since s − 1
2 >

d+1
2 , the product rule in Corollary B.4 implies

∥F (j)∥Hs−2 ≤ ∥F (j)
1 − F

(j)
2 ∥Hs−2 + ∥(A2 − A1)∇x,zv

(j)
2 ∥Hs−1

≲ ∥F (j)
1 − F

(j)
2 ∥Hs−2 + ∥A2 − A1∥Hs−1∥∇x,zv

(i)
2 ∥

Hs− 1
2
,

where
∥F (2)

1 − F
(2)
2 ∥Hs−2 ≤ ∥k1 ◦ Ff1 − k2 ◦ Ff2∥Hs−1 .

On the other hand, it follows from Lemma 5.11 that
∥A2 − A1∥Hs−1 ≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs , ∥b0∥

Hs+ 1
2
)∥f1 − f2∥

Hs− 1
2
.

Using Proposition 3.16 with r = s − 1
2 , we find

∥∇x,zv
(j)
2 ∥

Hs− 1
2

≤ C(∥f2∥Hs , ∥b0∥Hs)(∥h2∥Hs + ∥k2∥
Hs− 1

2
+ ∥∇k2∥L∞). (5.60)

When ki ̸= 0, we use the assumption that s > 3
2 + d

2 to bound ∥∇k2∥L∞ ≲ ∥k2∥Hs .

Thus ∥F (i)∥Hs−2 is controlled by the right-hand side of (5.1)–(5.2). Since g(2)
1 − g

(2)
2 = (k1 ◦ Ff1 −

k2 ◦ Ff2)|z=−1, the trace inequality implies

∥g(j)∥
H

s− 3
2

x

≤ C∥k1 ◦ Ff1 − k2 ◦ Ff2∥Hs−1
x,z
.

Finally, owing to Lemma 5.8, ∥v(j)∥H1 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 + d
2 satisfying s ≥ 2. Then we have

∥α1 − α2∥Hs−1
x,z

+ ∥β1 − β2∥Hs−1
x,z

+ ∥γ1 − γ2∥Hs−2
x,z

≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥f1 − f2∥
Hs− 1

2
,

where C : R+ → R+ is a non-decreasing function and depends only on (d, s), and also on d and
∥b0∥Hs in the finite-depth case.

Proof. We only consider the infinite-depth case. We recall that αi − 1 = (∂zϱ)2

1+|∇xϱ|2 − 1 = G(∇̃ϱi) for
some smooth function G of ∇̃ϱ = (∇xϱ, ∂zϱ− 1). Since s − 2 ≥ 0, applying Theorem A.3 (ii) gives

∥α1 − α2∥Hs−2 ≤ C(∥(∇ϱ1,∇ϱ2)∥L∞)∥∇ϱ1 − ∇ϱ2∥Hs−1

≤ C(∥f1∥Hs , ∥f2∥Hs)∥f1 − f2∥
Hs− 1

2
,

where we have used Lemma 3.3 (ii) – (iii) together with the condition s > 1 + d
2 .
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The control of ∥β1 − β2∥Hs−1
x,z

can be obtained along the same lines. Regarding γ, let us estimate the
typical term α

∂zϱ∆xϱ. For s > 1 + d
2 and s ≥ 2, the product rule in Corollary B.4 is applicable with

(s0, s1, s2) = (s − 2, s − 1
2 , s − 2), yielding

∥ α

∂zϱ
∆xϱ∥Hs−2 ≲

(
∥ α

∂zϱ
− 1∥

Hs− 1
2

+ 1
)
∥∆xϱ∥Hs−2 .

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

For the proof of Lemma 5.10, we assume that s > 1 + d
2 and s ≥ 2. When ki ̸= 0, we assume

furthermore that s > 3
2 + d

2 . We recall from (5.40) that

F0 = (F0,1 − F0,2) − (α1 − α2)∆xv2 − (β1 − β2) · ∇x∂zv2 + (γ1 − γ2)∂zv2.

To fix idea we shall only consider the infinite-depth case. For s > 1 + d
2 = 1

2 + d+1
2 satisfying

s ≥ 2, the product rule in Corollary B.4 can be applied with (s0, s1, s2) = (s − 2, s − 1, s − 3
2) and

(s0, s1, s2) = (s − 2, s − 2, s − 1
2), yielding

∥(α1 − α2)∆xv2∥Hs−2 ≲ ∥α1 − α2∥Hs−1∥∆xv2∥
Hs− 3

2
,

∥(β1 − β2) · ∇x∂zv2∥Hs−2 ≲ ∥β1 − β2∥Hs−1∥∇x∂zv2∥
Hs− 3

2
,

∥(γ1 − γ2)∂zv2∥Hs−2 ≲ ∥γ1 − γ2∥Hs−2∥∂zv2∥
Hs− 1

2
.

In conjunction with the estimate (5.60) and Lemma 5.11, it follows that

∥(α1 − α2)∆xv2 − (β1 − β2) · ∇x∂zv2 + (γ1 − γ2)∂zv2∥Hs−2

≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)∥f1 − f2∥
Hs− 1

2
(∥h2∥Hs + ∥k2∥

Hs− 1
2

+ ∥∇k2∥L∞). (5.61)

When ki ̸= 0, we write

F0,1 − F0,2 = (1 +G(∇ϱ2))∂z(k2 ◦ Ff2 − k1 ◦ Ff1) − (G(∇ϱ2) −G(∇ϱ1))∂z(k1 ◦ Ff1),

where G(∇ϱ) = ∂zϱ
1+|∇xϱ|2 − 1 is a smooth function of ∇̃ϱ = (∇xϱ, ∂zϱ− 1). For s > 1 + d

2 satisfying
s ≥ 2, we can apply the product rule in Corollary B.4 with (s0, s1, s2) = (s − 2, s − 1

2 , s − 2) and
(s0, s1, s2) = (s − 2, s − 1, s − 3

2) to obtain

∥F0,1 − F0,2∥Hs−2 ≲ ∥1 +G(∇ϱ2)∥
Hs− 1

2
∥∂z(k2 ◦ Ff2 − k1 ◦ Ff1)∥Hs−2

+ ∥G(∇ϱ2) −G(∇ϱ1)∥Hs−1∥∂z(k1 ◦ Ff1)∥
Hs− 3

2

≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Hs)
(
∥k2 ◦ Ff2 − k1 ◦ Ff1∥Hs−1 + ∥f1 − f2∥

Hs− 1
2
∥k1 ◦ Ff1∥

Hs− 1
2

)
.

By virtue of Proposition 2.9,

∥k1 ◦ Ff1∥
Hs− 1

2
≤ C(∥f1∥Hs)(∥k1∥

Hs− 1
2

+ ∥∇k1∥L∞).

When ki ̸= 0, we use the stronger assumption that s > 3
2 + d

2 to bound ∥∇ki∥L∞ ≲ ∥ki∥Hs . 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
2 + d

2 . We recall the estimates (4.2) and (4.3) for
compositions with Ff and F−1

f , 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 Ωf . 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 g̃(t) : Rd × J → R and define
g(t) := g̃(t) ◦ F−1

f(t). We recall from (4.5) that g̃ satisfies

∂tg̃ + u · ∇x,z g̃ + γ′(ϱ)uy ◦ Ff = 0, in Rd × J,

where u = u(f, g) is given by (4.6) in terms of u ◦ Ff , ∇x,zϱ and ∂tϱ. The usual strategy is to
linearize the preceding equation at step n using the approximate solution at step n− 1, namely to
construct g̃n solving the linear transport equation

∂tg̃n + un−1 · ∇g̃n + γ′(ϱn−1)un−1,y ◦ Ffn−1 = 0 in Rd × J. (6.1)

If we simply choose un = u(fn−1, gn−1), then un is not tangent to Rd × ∂J unless fn−1 solves the
exact nonlinear equation (1.25), i.e.,

∂tfn−1 = −G[fn−1]Γ(fn−1) −
(
Nn−1 · S[fn−1]gn−1 + gn−1

)
|Σfn−1(t) . (6.2)

However, this would produce a coupled system for fn−1 and g̃n−1, whose solvability is not simple.
We will make a different choice of un in (6.1) such that on one hand it is tangent to Rd × ∂J , and
on the other hand it decouples the equations for fn and g̃n so as to facilitate their solvability. The
un is given by (6.14) in consistence with the nonlinear fn-equation given by (6.10) and (6.12). fn

will then be solved using a fractional regularization ν|D|1+ν for small ν > 0.

6.1. Approximate solutions and uniform estimates. Let R > 0 and (f0, g0) ∈ Hs(Rd)×Hs(Ωf0)
such that

∥f0∥Hs ≤ R, ∥g0 ◦ Ff0∥Hs ≤ ε = ε(R) ≪ 1, (6.3)
inf

x∈Rd
(γ(f0) −G[f0]Γ(f0)) (x) ⩾ 2a > 0, (6.4)

inf
x∈Rd

(f0(x) − b(x)) ⩾ 2d > 0 in the finite-depth case, (6.5)

where ε = ε(R) will be chosen later. By virtue of (4.2), ∥g0 ◦Ff0∥Hs can be arbitrarily small provided
∥g0∥Hs(Ωf0 ) is sufficiently small. We impose firther that ε(R) is chosen such that

C0(2R, d)2ε(R) ≤ 1
4F0(2R, a, d) , (6.6)

where C0,F0 are the functions appearing in (5.15).

We shall construct a local-in-time solution (f, g) ∈ (L∞
T H

s ∩ L2
TH

s+ 1
2 ) × L∞

T H
s to (1.25) and (1.26)

with initial data (f0, g0) via the following iterative scheme. We choose

(f1, g̃1) ∈ Hs+1(Rd) ×Hs+1(Rd+1) (6.7)
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such that
∥f1 − f0∥Hs(Rd) + ∥g̃1 − g0 ◦ F0∥Hs(Rd×J) < δ, (6.8)

where δ is small enough so that

∥f1∥Hs ≤ 3
2R, ∥g̃1∥Hs ≤ 3

2Mε,

inf
x∈Rd

(γ(f1) −G[f1]Γ(f1)) (x) ⩾ 3
2a > 0,

inf
x∈Rd

(f1(x) − b(x)) ⩾ 3
2d > 0 in the finite-depth case.

(6.9)

For n ≥ 2, we let (fn, g̃n) solve

{
∂tfn +G[fn]Γ(fn) = Rn−1 in Rd × (0,∞),
fn|t=0 = f0,

(6.10)

and {
∂tg̃n + un−1 · ∇g̃n + γ′(ϱn−1)un−1,y ◦ Ffn−1 = 0 in (Rd × J) × (0,∞),
g̃n|t=0 = g̃0 := g0 ◦ Ff0 ,

(6.11)

where Nn := (−∇xfn, 1),

Rn−1 := −(Nn−1 · S[fn−1]gn−1 + gn−1)|Σfn−1
, (6.12)

and gm := g̃m ◦ F−1
fm

. In (6.11) we have introduced um = (um,x, um,y) and um = (um,x, um,z) which
are defined by

um := −G[fm]Γ(fm) − S[fm]gm − gmey, (6.13)
um,x = um,x ◦ Ffm ,

um,z = 1
∂zϱm

{
− (−∇xϱm, 1) · (G[fm]Γ(fm)) ◦ Ffm

− (−∇xϱm−1, 1) · (S[fm−1]gm−1) ◦ Ffm−1 − gm−1 ◦ Fm−1 − ∂tϱm

}
.

(6.14)

Observe that (6.10) is a nonlinear equation for fn, while (6.11) is a linear equation for g̃n. For the
actual problem (1.25)-(1.26), we have defined u in terms of u via (4.6). On the other hand, for the
approximate problems, um,y and um are independently defined as in (6.13) and (6.14), where (6.13)
is precisely the original relation (1.24). The formula of um,z was designed so as to satisfy

um,z = 0 on Rd × ∂J. (6.15)

In order to see (6.15), we recall that ϱm(x, 0) = fm(x), G[fm]Γ(fm) = ∇x,yϕ
(1), and S[fm−1]gm−1 =

∇x,yϕ
(2), where ϕ(1) solves (1.18) with (f, h) = (fm,Γ(fm)), and ϕ(2) solves (1.20) with (f, k) =

(fm−1, gm−1). At z = 0 we have

um,z|z=0 = 1
∂zϱm

|z=0
{

−G[fm]Γ(fm) − (Nm−1 · S[fm−1]gm−1 + gm−1)|Σfm−1
− ∂tfm

}
= 0

in view of (6.12) and (6.10). In the finite depth case, we have ρm(x,−1) = b(x), ∂tρm(x,−1) = 0,
and the Neumann conditions in (1.18) and (1.20) imply that um,z|z=−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 > d
2 + 3

2 and R > 0. There exist ε = ε(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 (f0, g0) satisfy (6.3), (6.4)
and (6.5) in the finite-depth case, then for n ≥ 2 there exists a solution (fn, g̃n) to (6.10)-(6.11) in
the space

Zs
T∗ :=

(
C([0, T∗], Hs) ∩ L2([0, T∗], Hs+ 1

2 )
)

× C([0, T∗], Hs), (6.16)
and we have for all n ≥ 1 that

∥fn∥L∞
T∗ Hs ≤ 2R (In)

∥fn∥
L2

T∗ Hs+ 1
2

≤ L (IIn)

∥g̃n∥L∞
T∗ Hs ≤ 2Mε (IIIn)
inf

(x,t)∈Rd×[0,T∗]
(fn(x, t) − b(x)) ≥ d in the finite-depth case, (IVn)

inf
(x,t)∈Rd×[0,T∗]

T (fn(t))(x) ≥ a (Vn)

∥fn − fn−1∥
L∞

T∗ Hs−1∩L2
T∗ Hs− 1

2
≤ 2−n (VIn)

∥g̃n − g̃n−1∥L∞
T∗ Hs−1 ≤ 2−n, (VIIn)

where C0,F0 are the functions appearing in Proposition 4.4, M = M(s, d), and with the exception that
(IIn) is valid for n ≥ 2.

It follows from (IIIn), (In), and (4.2) that
∥gn∥L∞

T∗ Hs ≤ C(∥fn∥L∞
T∗ Hs)∥g̃n∥L∞

T∗ Hs ≤ 2C(2R)Mε(R). (6.17)

The proof of Proposition 6.1 proceeds by induction, and we shall construct ε(R), T (R) and L(R) in
the proof. We may diminish T (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

2 + d
2 ,∞) \ {5

2 + d
2}, so that we can apply the transport estimate (5.28) to ∥g̃n − g̃n−1∥Hs−1 .

For s = 5
2 + d

2 , one only need to replace s by any s′ ∈ (3
2 + d

2 , s) to obtain the contractions estimates
for ∥fn − fn−1∥

L∞
T∗ Hs′−1∩L2

T∗ Hs′− 1
2

and ∥g̃n − g̃n−1∥L∞
T∗ Hs′−1 , from which (VIn) and (VIIn) follow by

interpolation with (In) and (IIIn).
From (6.8) we obtain (In), (IIIn), (IVn), and (Vn) for n = 1. Moreover, we can choose δ smaller in
(6.8) if necessary to have (VIn) and (VIIn) for n = 1.
Assume that for some n ⩾ 2 and all 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, the couple (fi, g̃i) has been constructed on [0, T∗]
independent of n such that (Ii) – (VIIi) hold. We proceed to prove that (fn, g̃n) exists and satisfies
(In) – (VIIn) . We always consider T∗ ≤ 1 and ε ∈ (0, 1] in what follows.
Step 1. We first prove the existence and estimate for g̃n.

Lemma 6.2. Let n ≥ 2. Assume that (fn−1, g̃n−1) ∈ Zs
T , T ∈ (0, 1], and fn−1 satisfies (IVn−1) in

the finite-depth case. Then (6.11) has a unique solution g̃n ∈ C([0, T ];Hs(Rd × J)). Moreover, g̃n
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satisfies

∥g̃n∥L∞
T Hs ≤

(
M∥g̃0∥Hs + C(∥fn−1∥L∞

T Hs)T
1
2 AT,n−1

)
exp

(
T

1
2C(∥fn−1∥L∞

T Hs)AT,n−1
)
, (6.18)

where M = M(s, d), C : R+ → R+ depends only on (s, d, b, γ, d), and

AT,n−1 := ∥fn−1∥
L2

T Hs+ 1
2

+ ∥g̃n−1∥L∞
T Hs + ∥fn−1∥

L2
T Hs+ 1

2
∥g̃n−1∥L∞

T Hs . (6.19)

Proof. We recall from (6.15) that un is tangent to Rd × ∂J . Therefore, by appealing to Theorem 2.8
with U = Rd × 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 g̃n and the desired estimate. □

We recall that f1 = f1(x) ∈ Hs+1 ⊂ Zs
1. Then we can use the induction hypothesis and apply

Lemma 6.2 n− 1 times with T = T∗ to deduce that g̃n exists and satisfies (6.18). In other words,

∥g̃n∥L∞
T∗ Hs ≤

(
Mε+ C(2R)T

1
2∗ B
)

exp
(
C(2R)T

1
2∗ B
)
,

where
AT∗,n−1 ≤ L+ 2Mε+ L2Mε ≤ B := L+ 2M + 2ML. (6.20)

Therefore, choosing

T
1
2∗ ≤ T

1
2

∗,1 := min
{

ln 3
2

C(2R)B ,
Mε

3C(2R)B

}
, (6.21)

we obtain ∥g̃n∥L∞
T∗ Hs ≤ 2Mε, thereby proving (IIIn).

In Steps 2, 3, and 4 below, we will solve (6.10) using the fractional regularization{
∂tfn,ν +G[fn,ν ]Γ(fn,ν) + ν|D|1+µfn,ν = Rn−1 in (Rd × J) × (0, Tn,ν),
fn,ν |t=0 = f0,

(6.22)

where µ ∈ (0, 1
2) is a small fixed number. We impose that

Mε ≤ R. (6.23)

Step 2. We first construct fn,ν on a time interval depending on n and ν:

Lemma 6.3. There exists T ∈ (0, T∗] such that (6.22) admits a unique solution fn,ν in the space

V s
T :=

{
f ∈ C([0, T ], Hs) ∩ L2([0, T ], Hs+ 1

2 + µ
2 ) : inf

(x,t)∈Rd×[0,T ]
(f(x, t) − b(x)) ≥ d

}
. (6.24)

Let T ∗
n,ν be the maximal existence time of fn,ν in V s

T . If T ∗
n,ν < T ∗, then either

lim sup
t→T ∗

n,ν

∥fn,ν(t)∥Hs = ∞ or (6.25)

inf
(x,t)∈Rd×[0,T ∗

n,ν)
(fn,ν(x, t) − b(x)) = d. (6.26)
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Proof. We first solve (6.22) for fn,ν by a fixed-point argument in the complete metric space V s
T

endowed with the norm ∥f∥V s
T

:= ∥f∥L∞
T Hs + ν

1
2 ∥f∥

L2
T Hs+ 1

2 + µ
2

, where T ≤ T∗. To that end, we
rewrite (6.22) in the integral form

fn,ν(t) = e−νt|D|1+µ
f0 +

∫ t

0
e−ν(t−t′)|D|1+µ

Fn−1(fn,ν)(t′) dt′ =: Φn−1(fn,ν)(t),

where Fn−1(f) = −G[f ]Γ(f) +Rn−1 and ∥f0∥Hs ≤ R. One can verify that for all f ∈ V s
T , we have

Φn−1(f) ∈ C([0, T ];Hs). We will prove that Φn−1 maps the ball B(0, 2R) of Zs+ 1
2 + µ

2
T into itself for

some T = Tn,ν sufficiently small. The contraction of Φn−1 on B(0, 2R) can be proven analogously.

Standard energy estimates on the fractional heat kernel e−νt|D|1+µ give

∥Φn−1(f)∥V s
T

≤ ∥f(0)∥Hs + ν− 1
2 ∥Fn−1∥

L2
T Hs− 1

2 − µ
2
. (6.27)

We now estimate Fn−1 for n ≥ 2. First, since s − 1
2 − µ

2 ≥ s − 1, we can use (3.48) to have
∥G[f ]Γ(f)∥

Hs− 1
2 − µ

2
≤ C(∥f∥Hs)∥f∥

Hs+ 1
2 − µ

2
, (6.28)

where C depends on d. On the other hand, the trace theorem for Rd × J implies
∥gn−1|Σfn−1

∥
Hs− 1

2 − µ
2

= ∥g̃n−1|z=0∥
Hs− 1

2 − µ
2

≤ C(∥fn−1∥Hs)∥g̃n−1∥Hs . (6.29)

Next, using the tame product estimate and the Sobolev embedding Hs−1(Rd) ↪→ L∞, we obtain
∥Nn−1 · S[fn−1]gn−1|Σfn−1

∥
Hs− 1

2 − µ
2

≲ (∥Nn−1 − ey∥Hs−1 + 1) ∥S[fn−1]gn−1|Σfn−1
∥

Hs− 1
2 − µ

2
+ ∥Nn−1 − ey∥

Hs− 1
2 − µ

2
∥S[fn−1]gn−1|Σfn−1

∥Hs−1

≤ C(∥fn−1∥Hs)
{

∥S[fn−1]gn−1|Σfn−1
∥

Hs− 1
2 − µ

2
+ ∥fn−1∥

Hs+ 1
2 − µ

2
∥S[fn−1]gn−1|Σfn−1

∥Hs−1

}
.

It follows from (3.49) with σ = s − 1 that
∥S[fn−1]gn−1|Σfn−1

∥Hs−1 ≤ C(∥fn−1∥Hs)∥g̃n−1∥Hs , (6.30)

and from (3.49) with σ = s − 1
2 − µ

2 that
∥S[fn−1]gn−1|Σfn−1

∥
Hs− 1

2 − µ
2

≤ C(∥fn−1∥Hs)∥g̃n−1∥Hs(1 + ∥fn−1∥
Hs+ 1

2 − µ
2

).

Consequently, we obtain
∥Nn−1 · S[fn−1]gn−1|Σfn−1

∥
Hs− 1

2 − µ
2

≤ C(∥fn−1∥Hs)∥g̃n−1∥Hs(1 + ∥fn−1∥
Hs+ 1

2 − µ
2

). (6.31)

Combining (6.29) and (6.31), we find
∥Rn−1∥

Hs− 1
2 − µ

2
≤ C(∥fn−1∥Hs)∥g̃n−1∥Hs(1 + ∥fn−1∥

Hs+ 1
2 − µ

2
). (6.32)

By interpolation of Hs+ 1
2 − µ

2 between Hs and Hs+ 1
2 , there holds

∥h∥
L2

T Hs+ 1
2 − µ

2
≤ ∥h∥µ

L∞
T HsT

µ
2 ∥h∥1−µ

L2
T Hs+ 1

2
.

Consequently, in view of (6.28) and (6.32), we deduce

∥Fn−1∥
L2

T Hs− 1
2 − µ

2
≤ C(∥f∥L∞

T Hs)T
µ
2 ∥f∥1−µ

L2
T Hs+ 1

2

+ C(∥fn−1∥L∞
T Hs)∥g̃n−1∥L∞

T Hs(T
1
2 + T

µ
2 ∥fn−1∥1−µ

L2
T Hs+ 1

2
).

(6.33)
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Using this, the induction hypothesis, and (6.23), it follows from (6.27) that

∥Φn−1(f)∥V s
T

≤ R+ ν−(1− µ
2 )
{
C(2R)Tµ(2R)1−µ + C(2R)2R(T

1
2 + TµL)

}
(6.34)

for f ∈ B(0, 2R) ⊂ V s
T . Thus, for some Tν,1 = Tν,1(ν,R, L, d) > 0, ∥Φn−1(f)∥V s

T
≤ 2R whenever

f ∈ B(0, 2R) ⊂ V s
T and T ≤ Tν,1.

Next, for µ sufficiently small and t ≤ T , we have
∥(Φn−1(f)(t) − b) − (f0 − b)∥L∞ ≤ C∥Φn−1(f)(t) − f0∥Hs−1−µ

≤ C∥e−νt|D|1+µ
f0 − f0∥Hs−1−µ + tC∥Fn−1∥L∞

T Hs−1

≤ Cνt∥f0∥Hs + tC∥Fn−1∥L∞
T Hs−1

The estimate (6.30), the trace inequality, and Theorem 2.1 (i) imply
∥Fn−1(f)∥L∞

T Hs−1 ≤ C(∥f∥L∞
T Hs)∥f∥L∞

T Hs + C(∥fn−1∥L∞
T Hs)∥g̃n−1∥L∞

T Hs

≤ C(∥f∥L∞
T Hs)∥f∥L∞

T Hs + C(2R)2R,
where we have used the induction hypothesis and (6.23). Therefore, since f0 − b ≥ 2d, for f ∈
B(0, 2R) ⊂ V s

T we have
Φn−1(f)(x, t) − b(x) ≥ 2d − CνTR− TC(2R)4R ≥ d

provided t ≤ T ≤ Tν,2 = Tν,2(ν,R, d) > 0.
We have proven that Φn−1 maps the ball B(0, 2R) ⊂ V s

T into itself if T ≤ min{Tν,1, Tν,2}. Moreover,
Φn−1 is a contraction if T is small enough. The Banach fixed point theorem implies that (6.22) has
a unique solution fn,ν ∈ V s

T , where T depends on (ν,R, L, ∥f0∥Hs). Therefore, if T ∗
n,ν ≤ T∗ is the

maximal existence time, then T ∗
n,ν < T∗ if and only if either (6.25) or (6.26) holds. □

Step 3. Our next task is to prove that T ∗
n,ν = T∗. By virtue of the continuation criteria (6.25) and

(6.26) in Lemma 6.3, it suffices to prove that
sup

t∈[0,T ∗
n,ν)

∥fn,ν(t)∥Hs < ∞ and (6.35)

inf
(x,t)∈Rd×[0,T ∗

n,ν)
(fn,ν(x, t) − b(x)) > d. (6.36)

Note that in the following we use that fn,ν ∈ C0([0, T ∗
n,ν), Hs). From the definition of T ∗

n,ν we have

inf
(x,t)∈Rd×[0,T ∗

n)
(fn,ν(x, t) − b(x)) ≥ d. (6.37)

Lemma 6.4. For all t < T ∗
n,ν , we have

inf
x∈Rd

T (fn,ν(t))(x) ≥ 2a

− t
1
3C(∥fn,ν∥C([0,t];Hs))

(
∥fn,ν∥L∞([0,t];Hs) + C(∥fn−1∥L∞([0,t];Hs))∥g̃n−1∥L∞([0,t];Hs)

) 1
3

(6.38)

and
inf

x∈Rd
(fn,ν(x, t) − b(x)) ≥ 2d

− tCs

(
C(∥fn,ν∥L∞([0,t];Hs))∥fn,ν∥L∞([0,t];Hs) + C(∥fn−1∥L∞([0,t];Hs))∥g̃n−1∥L∞([0,t];Hs)

)
,

(6.39)
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where Cs depends only on (s, d).

Proof. We fix t < T ∗
n,ν . Since s > 3

2 + d
2 ≥ 2, we can apply Theorem 2.2 (ii) with σ = s − 3

2 >
1
2 to

have
∥T (fn,ν(t)) − T (f0)∥

Hs− 5
2

≤ C(∥fn,ν(t)∥Hs , ∥f0∥Hs)∥fn,ν(t) − f0∥
Hs− 3

2

≤ C(∥fn,ν∥C([0,t];Hs))t∥∂tfn,ν∥
L∞([0,t];Hs− 3

2 )
.

On the other hand, Theorem 2.1 (i) again implies
∥T (fn,ν(t)) − T (f0)∥Hs−1 ≤ ∥T (fn,ν(t))∥Hs−1 + ∥T (f0)∥Hs−1 ≤ C(∥fn,ν(t)∥Hs , ∥f0∥Hs).

By interpolation, the two preceding estimates yield

∥T (fn,ν(t)) − T (f0)∥
Hs− 3

2
≤ C(∥fn,ν∥C([0,t];Hs))t

1
3 ∥∂tfn,ν∥

1
3

L∞([0,t];Hs− 3
2 )
.

Since Hs− 3
2 (Rd) ⊂ L∞(Rd), it follows that

∀x ∈ Rd, T (fn,ν(t))(x) ≥ 2a − t
1
3C(∥fn,ν∥C([0,t];Hs))∥∂tfn,ν∥

1
3

L∞([0,t];Hs− 3
2 )
. (6.40)

We recall from (6.10) that ∂tfn,ν = −G[fn,ν ]Γ(fn,ν) +Rn−1 − ν|D|1+µfn,ν . Using Theorem 2.1 (i),
the estimate (3.49), and the trace inequality for Rd × J , we obtain

∥∂tfn,ν∥
L∞([0,t];Hs− 3

2 )
≤ ∥G[fn,ν ]Γ(fn,ν)∥L∞([0,t];Hs−1) + ∥Rn−1∥L∞([0,t];Hs−1)

+ ν∥|D|1+µfn,ν∥
L∞([0,t];Hs− 3

2 )

≤ C(∥fn,ν∥L∞([0,t];Hs))∥fn,ν∥L∞([0,t];Hs) + C(∥fn−1∥L∞([0,t];Hs))∥g̃n−1∥L∞([0,t];Hs).
(6.41)

Combining (6.40) and (6.41) yields (6.38).
Since

inf
x∈Rd

(fn,ν(x, t) − b(x)) ≥ inf
x∈Rd

(f0(x) − b(x)) − tCs∥∂tfn,ν∥
L∞([0,t];Hs− 3

2 )

for some constant Cs = Cs(s, d) > 0, (6.39) follows from (6.41). □

Now we consider any T < T ∗
n,ν such that

inf
(x,t)∈Rd×[0,T ]

T (fn,ν(t))(x) ≥ a. (6.42)

The estimate (6.38) implies that (6.42) holds at least for small T . In view of (6.37) and (6.42), we
can use Remark 4.5 and deduce from the estimate (4.61) that

∥fn,ν∥CT Hs + 1
C(∥fn,ν∥CT Hs)∥fn,ν∥

L2
T Hs+ 1

2

≤ exp(TC(∥fn,ν∥CT Hs))
(

∥f0∥Hs + C(∥fn,ν∥CT Hs)∥Rn−1∥
L2

T Hs− 1
2

)
,

(6.43)

where CTH
s ≡ C([0, T ];Hs). Using (3.49), the induction hypothesis, and the fact that T ∗ ≤ 1 , we

have
∥Rn−1∥

L2
T Hs− 1

2
≤ C(∥fn−1∥L∞

T Hs)(1 + ∥fn−1∥
L2

T Hs+ 1
2
)∥g̃n−1∥L∞

T Hs

≤ 2C(2R)(1 + L(R))Mε.
(6.44)



76 MICKAËL LATOCCA & HUY Q. NGUYEN

Consequently, by increasing C and imposing that

Mε ≤ R

4C2(2R)(1 + L(R)) , (6.45)

we obtain from (6.43), (6.44), and (6.38) that for any T < T ∗
n,ν satisfying (6.42) we have

∥fn,ν∥CT Hs ≤ R exp(TC(∥fn,ν∥CT Hs))
(

1 + C(∥fn,ν∥CT Hs)
2C(2R)

)
, (6.46)

∥fn,ν∥
L2

T Hs+ 1
2

≤ RC(∥fn,ν∥CT Hs) exp(TC(∥fn,ν∥CT Hs))
(

1 + C(∥fn,ν∥CT Hs)
2C(2R)

)
, (6.47)

inf
(x,t)∈Rd×[0,T ]

T (fn,ν(t))(x) ≥ 2a

− T
1
3C(∥fn,ν∥CT Hs)

(
R exp(TC(∥fn,ν∥CT Hs))

(
1 + C(∥fn,ν∥CT Hs)

2C(2R)

)
+ 2C(2R)Mε

) 1
3
,

(6.48)

and

inf
(x,t)∈∈Rd×[0,T ]

(fn,ν(x, t) − b(x)) ≥ 2d − T
(
C(∥fn,ν∥L∞([0,T ];Hs))∥fn,ν∥L∞([0,T ];Hs) + C(2R)2Mε

)
.

(6.49)
Set

T ′
n,ν = sup

{
T ∈ (0, T ∗

n,ν) : ∥fn,ν∥CT Hs ≤ 2R, inf
(x,t)∈Rd×[0,T ]

T (fn,ν(t))(x) ≥ a,

inf
(x,t)∈Rd×[0,T ]

(fn,ν(x, t) − b(x)) ≥ 3
2d
}
> 0.

There are two cases:
Case 1: T ′

n,ν = T ∗
n,ν . Then the blowup criteria (6.25) and (6.26) imply that T ∗

n,ν = T∗.
Case 2: T ′

n,ν < T ∗
n,ν . Then (6.46), (6.47), and (6.48) hold with T = T ′

n,ν and one of the following
possibilities must occur.

Possibility 1: ∥fn,ν∥CT ′
n,ν

Hs = 2R . Then (6.46) with T = T ′
n,ν implies

2R = ∥fn,ν∥CT ′
n,ν

Hs ≤ R exp(T ′
n,νC(2R))3

2 .

Consequently

T ′
n,ν ≥ T∗,2 := 1

C(2R) ln 4
3 . (6.50)

Possibility 2: inf(x,t)∈Rd×[0,T ] T (fn,ν(t))(x) = a. Then (6.48) with T = T ′
n,ν < T ∗

n,ν < 1 implies

a ≥ 2a − (T ′
n,ν)

1
3C(2R)R

(
exp(C(2R))3

2 + 2C(2R)
) 1

3
,

and hence

T ′
n,ν ≥ T∗,3 := a3

C3(2R)R3
(

3
2 exp(C(2R)) + 2C(2R)

) . (6.51)
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Possibility 3: inf(x,t)∈Rd×[0,T ](fn,ν(x, t) − b(x)) = 3
2d. Then using (6.49) with T = T ′

n,ν , we deduce

T ′
n,ν ≥ T∗,4 := d

8RC(2R) . (6.52)

Therefore, by choosing
T∗ < min{T∗,2, T∗,3, T∗,4}, (6.53)

we always have T ′
n,ν = T∗. In particular, the definition of T ′

n,ν implies that

∥fn,ν∥L∞
T∗ Hs ≤ 2R, (In,ν)

inf
(x,t)∈Rd×[0,T∗]

(fn,ν(x, t) − b(x)) ≥ d, (IVn,ν)

inf
(x,t)∈Rd×[0,T∗]

T (fn,ν(t))(x) ≥ a (Vn,ν)

hold. Then, inserting (In,ν) in (6.47), we obtain

∥fn,ν∥
L2

T∗ Hs+ 1
2

≤ L = L(R) (IIn,ν)

for
L(R) ≥ 3

2RC(2R) exp(C(2R)). (6.54)

Step 4. Fix n ≥ 2. Our goal in this step we pass to the limit ν → 0 in fn,ν to obtain fn. Set
fn,m = fn,νm − fn,νm−1 , where νm = 1

m for m ≥ 2. From (6.22) we have

∂tfn,m +G[fn,νm ]Γ(fn,νm) −G[fn,νm−1 ]Γ(fn,νm−1) = −νm|D|1+µfn,m + (νm − νm−1)|D|1+µfn,νm−1

on (0, T∗). Using the paralinearization (5.8) for G[fn,νm ]Γ(fn,νm) −G[fn,νm−1 ]Γ(fn,νm−1), we find

∂tf̄n,m+Tλ[fn,νm−1 ](γ(fn,νm−1 )−Bn,νm−1 )f̄n,m−TVn,νm−1
·∇f̄n,m+νm|D|1+µfn,m = R′

n,m+Fn,m, (6.55)

where
Fn,m = (νm − νm−1)|D|1+µfn,νm−1 (6.56)

and R′
n,m is given by (5.9) with (f1, f2) replaced by (fn,νm , fn,νm−1). Thus combining Lemma 5.2

with (In,ν) and (IIn,ν) we find

∥R′
n,m∥

Hs− 3
2

≤ C(∥(fn,νm , fn,νm−1)∥Hs)
{

∥fn,m∥
Hs− 1

2 −δ

+
(
1 + ∥(fn,νm , fn,νm−1)∥

Hs+ 1
2 −δ

)
∥fn,m∥Hs−1

}
, (6.57)

and also

∥Fn,m∥
Hs− 3

2
≤ |νm − νm−1|∥fn,νm−1∥

Hs− 1
2 +µ ≤ |νm − νm−1|∥fn,νm−1∥

Hs+ 1
2
. (6.58)

By virtue of (Vn,νm−1), we have γ(fn,νm−1) −Bn,νm−1 ≥ a, so that λ[fn,νm−1 ](γ(fn,νm−1) −Bn,νm−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 −νm|D|1+µfn,m. Since

(−νm|D|1+µfn,m, fn,m)Hs−1 ≤ 0,



78 MICKAËL LATOCCA & HUY Q. NGUYEN

the Hs−1 energy estimate as in Lemma 2.7 gives
1
2
d

dt
∥fn,m(t)∥2

Hs−1 ≤ − 1
F0(∥fn,νm−1∥L∞

T Hs , a, d)∥fn,m(t)∥2
Hs− 1

2
+ F0(∥fn,νm−1∥L∞

T Hs , a, d)∥fn,m(t)∥2
Hs−1

+
(
∥R′

n,m(t)∥
Hs− 3

2
+ ∥Fn,m(t)∥

Hs− 3
2

)
∥fn,m(t)∥

Hs− 1
2
, t ≤ T ≤ T∗. (6.59)

By Young’s inequality, we have

∥Fn,m(t)∥
Hs− 3

2
∥fn,m(t)∥

Hs− 1
2

≤ 1
4F0(∥fn,νm−1∥L∞

T Hs , a, d)∥fn,m(t)∥2
Hs− 1

2

+ F0(∥fn,νm−1∥L∞
T Hs , a, d)∥Fn,m(t)∥2

Hs− 3
2
.

On the other hand, using the interpolation inequality (5.18), Young’s inequality, and (6.57), we find

∥R′
n,m(t)∥

Hs− 3
2
∥fn,m(t)∥

Hs− 1
2

≤ 1
4F0(∥fn,νm−1∥L∞

T Hs , a, d)∥fn,m(t)∥2
Hs− 1

2

+ F1(∥(fn,νm , fn,νm−1)∥L∞
T Hs , a, d)

(
1 + ∥(fn,νm , fn,νm−1)∥2

Hs+ 1
2 −δ

)
∥fn,m∥2

Hs−1 .

Plugging the two preceding estimates in (6.59) yields
1
2
d

dt
∥fn,m(t)∥2

Hs−1 ≤ − 1
2F0(∥fn,νm−1∥L∞

T Hs , a, d)∥fn,m(t)∥2
Hs− 1

2

+ F2(∥(fn,νm , fn,νm−1)∥L∞
T Hs , a, d)

(
1 + ∥(fn,νm , fn,νm−1)∥2

Hs+ 1
2 −δ

)
∥fn,m∥2

Hs−1

+ F0(∥fn,νm−1∥L∞
T Hs), a, d∥Fn,m(t)∥2

Hs− 3
2
, t ≤ T ≤ T∗. (6.60)

Since fn,m(0) = 0, Grönwall’s lemma implies

∥fn,m∥
L∞

T Hs−1∩L2
T Hs− 1

2
≤ ∥Fn,m∥

L2
T Hs− 3

2
F3

(
∥(fn,νm , fn,νm−1)∥

L∞
T Hs∩L2

T Hs+ 1
2
, a, d

)
, T ≤ T∗.

(6.61)
Invoking the estimate (6.58) and the bounds (In,ν), (IIn,ν) we find

∥fn,m∥
L∞

T Hs−1∩L2
T Hs− 1

2
≤ L|νm − νm−1|F3(4R+ 2L, a, d), T ≤ T∗.

Therefore, (fn,νm)m≥0 is a Cauchy sequence in CT∗H
s−1 ∩ L2

T∗H
s− 1

2 , thereby converging to some fn

in CT∗H
s−1 ∩ L2

T∗H
s− 1

2 as m → ∞.
In view of the uniform bounds (In,ν) and (IIn,ν) and up to extracting a subsequence νm → 0, we
may also assume that fn,νm

∗
⇀

m→∞
fn weakly in L∞

T∗H
s ∩ L2

T∗H
s+ 1

2 . In particular, fn satisfies (In)
and (IIn) by lower semi-continuity of the weak limits. We claim that fn solves (6.10). In order to
see this, it suffices to explain how to pass to the limit in the nonlinear term G[fn,ν ]Γ(fn,νm). This
follows from the convergence fn,νm −→

m→∞
fn in L∞

T ∗Hs−1 and the estimate

∥G[fn,νm ]Γ(fn,νm) −G[fn]Γ(fn)∥L∞
T∗ Hs−1 ≤ ∥G[fn](Γ(fn,νm) − Γ(fn))∥L∞

T∗ Hs−1

+ ∥(G[fn,νm ] −G[fn])Γ(fn,νm)∥L∞
T∗ Hs−1

≤ C(∥fn,νm , fn∥L∞
T∗ Hs)∥fn,νm − fn∥L∞

T∗ Hs .
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The preceding estimate also allows one to pass to the limit m → ∞ in (Vn,ν), so that fn satisfies
(Vn). Moreover, the above strong convergence of fn,νm to fn implies pointwise convergence, and
hence (IVn) follows from (IVn,ν).
Step 5: Proof of (VIn).
Set fn = fn − fn−1 for n ≥ 2. From (6.10) we have

∂tfn +G[fn]Γ(fn) −G[fn−1]Γ(fn−1) = Rn−1 −Rn−2

Using the paralinearization (5.8) for G[fn]Γ(fn) −G[fn−1]Γ(fn−1), we find

∂tf̄n + Tλ[fn−1](γ(fn−1)−Bn−1)f̄n − TVn−1 · ∇f̄n = R′
n + Fn, (6.62)

where
Fn = Rn−1 −Rn−2 (6.63)

and R′
n is given by (5.9) with (f1, f2) replaced by (fn, fn−1). Thus combining Lemma 5.2 with

(In)-(IIIn) obtained in the previous steps, we find

∥R′
n∥

Hs− 3
2

≤ C(∥(fn, fn−1)∥Hs)
{

∥fn∥
Hs− 1

2 −δ +
(
1 + ∥(fn, fn−1)∥

Hs+ 1
2 −δ

)
∥fn∥Hs−1

}
. (6.64)

When n = 2, we have F2 = R1 and (3.49) (with σ = s − 1) gives

∥F2∥Hs−1 ≤ C(∥f1∥Hs)(∥f1∥Hs+1 + ∥g̃1∥Hs). (6.65)

On other other hand, for n ≥ 3, we have

Rn−1 −Rn−2 = R0(fn−1, fn−2, gn−1, gn−2)

as given in (5.5). Thus, applying Lemma 5.3 yields

∥Fn∥
Hs− 3

2
≤ C(∥(fn−1, fn−2)∥Hs)

{
∥gn−1∥Hs−1 + ∥fn−1∥

Hs− 1
2
(∥g̃n−1∥Hs−1 + ∥g̃n−2∥Hs−1)

}
, (6.66)

where gn−1 := g̃n−1−g̃n−2. By virtue of (Vn−1), we have γ(fn−1)−Bn−1 ≥ a, so that λ[fn−1](γ(fn−1)−
Bn−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 Hs−1 energy estimate as in Lemma 2.7 gives

1
2
d

dt
∥fn(t)∥2

Hs−1 ≤ − 1
F0(∥fn−1∥L∞

T Hs , a, d)∥fn(t)∥2
Hs− 1

2
+ F0(∥fn−1∥L∞

T Hs , a, d)∥fn(t)∥2
Hs−1+

+
(
∥R′

n(t)∥
Hs− 3

2
+ ∥Fn(t)∥

Hs− 3
2

)
∥fn(t)∥

Hs− 1
2
, t ≤ T ≤ T∗. (6.67)

By Young’s inequality, we have

∥Fn(t)∥
Hs− 3

2
∥fn(t)∥

Hs− 1
2

≤ 1
4F0(∥fn−1∥L∞

T Hs , a, d)∥fn(t)∥2
Hs− 1

2
+F0(∥fn−1∥L∞

T Hs), a, d∥Fn(t)∥2
Hs− 3

2
.

On the other hand, using the interpolation inequality (5.18), Young’s inequality, and (6.64), we find

∥R′
n(t)∥

Hs− 3
2
∥fn(t)∥

Hs− 1
2

≤ 1
4F0(∥fn−1∥L∞

T Hs , a, d)∥fn(t)∥2
Hs− 1

2

+ F1(∥(fn, fn−1)∥L∞
T Hs , a, d)

(
1 + ∥(fn, fn−1)∥2

Hs+ 1
2 −δ

)
∥fn∥2

Hs−1 .
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Plugging the two preceding estimates in (6.67) yields

1
2
d

dt
∥fn(t)∥2

Hs−1 ≤ − 1
2F0(∥fn−1∥L∞

T Hs , a, d)∥fn(t)∥2
Hs− 1

2

+ F2(∥(fn, fn−1)∥L∞
T Hs , a, d)

(
1 + ∥(fn, fn−1)∥2

Hs+ 1
2 −δ

)
∥fn∥2

Hs−1

+ F0(∥fn−1∥L∞
T Hs), a, d∥Fn(t)∥2

Hs− 3
2
, t ≤ T ≤ T∗. (6.68)

Since fn(0) = 0, Grönwall’s lemma implies

∥fn∥
L∞

T Hs−1∩L2
T Hs− 1

2
≤ ∥Fn∥

L2
T Hs− 3

2
F3

(
∥(fn, fn−1)∥

L∞
T Hs∩L2

T Hs+ 1
2
, a, d

)
, T ≤ T∗. (6.69)

Invoking the estimate (6.66) and the induction hypothesis, we deduce

∥fn∥
L∞

T Hs−1∩L2
T Hs− 1

2

≤
{
T

1
2 ∥gn−1∥Hs−1 + ∥fn−1∥

L2
T Hs− 1

2

(
∥g̃n−1∥L∞

T Hs−1 + ∥g̃n−2∥L∞
T Hs−1

)}
× F4

(
∥(fn, fn−1)∥

L∞
T Hs∩L2

T Hs+ 1
2

+ ∥fn−2∥L∞
T Hs , a, d

)
≤
{
T

1
2 2−(n−1) + 2−(n−1)4Mε

}
F4(6R+ 2L, a, d), T ≤ T∗.

(6.70)

Therefore, choosing

T
1
2∗ ≤ 1

8F4(6R+ 2L, a, d) , (6.71)

4Mε ≤ 1
8F4(6R+ 2L, a, d) , (6.72)

L ≤ 1
4F4(6R+ 2L, a, d) , (6.73)

we obtain ∥fn∥
L∞

T∗ Hs−1∩L2
T∗ Hs− 1

2
≤ 2−n, thereby proving (VIn).

Step 6: Proof of (VIn).
It follows from (6.11) that ḡn := g̃n − g̃n−1 satisfies

∂tḡn + un−1 · ∇ḡn = F̃n,

where F̃n is defined by (5.26) with subscripts i replaced with n− i, and um is given by (6.14). Since
s > 3

2 + d
2 , in the same spirit as (4.9) we obtain

∥un−1∥Hs ≤ C(∥(fn−1, fn−2)∥Hs)
{

∥(fn−1, fn−2)∥
Hs+ 1

2

+(1 + ∥(fn−1, fn−2)∥
Hs+ 1

2
)∥(g̃n−1, g̃n−2)∥Hs + ∥∂tfn−1∥

Hs− 1
2

}
.

It follows from the fn-equation (6.10), (In) and (6.44) that

∥∂tfn−1∥
Hs− 1

2
≤ ∥G[fn−1]Γ(fn−1)∥

Hs− 1
2

+ ∥Rn−2∥
Hs− 1

2
≤ C(2R)L+ 2C(2R)(1 + L)Mε,
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where we have bounded ∥G[fn−1]Γ(fn−1)∥
Hs− 1

2
with the estimate (3.48). Combining the two

preceding estimates with the induction hypothesis yields
∥un−1∥L1

T Hs ≤ C(4R)(3L+ (1 + 2L)6M), T ≤ T∗ ≤ 1, (6.74)

for a larger C. Next, applying (5.31) and the induction hypothesis on ∥gn−1∥L∞
T Hs−1 , we find

∥F̃n∥L1
T Hs−1 ≤ C(∥(fn−1, fn−2)∥L∞

T Hs)
{
T∥gn−1∥L∞

T Hs−1

+T
1
2 ∥fn−1∥

L2
T Hs− 1

2

(
1 + ∥g̃n−1∥L∞

T Hs + ∥g̃n−2∥L∞
T Hs

)}
≤ C(4R)

{
T

1
2 2−(n−1) + T

1
2 2−(n−1)(1 + 4M)

}
, T ≤ T∗ ≤ 1.

(6.75)

Combining (6.74), (6.75) and gn|t=0 = 0 in (5.28) yields

∥gn∥L∞
T Hs−1 ≤ MC(4R)

{
T

1
2 2−(n−1) + T

1
2 2−(n−1)(1 + 4M)

}
exp

(
C(4R)

(
3L+ (1 + 2L)6M

))
.

We can conclude that (VIIn) holds provided

T∗ ≤

 1
8MC(4R)(1 + 2M) exp

(
C(4R)

(
3L+ (1 + 2L)6M

))


2

.

6.2. Passing to the limit. From (In), (IIn) and (IIIn) we infer that (fn, g̃n)n⩾1 is bounded in
(L∞

T H
s ∩ L2

TH
s+ 1

2 ) × L∞
T H

s. Therefore up to extracting along a subsequence, we can assume that

(fn, g̃n) ∗
⇀ (f, g̃) ∈ (L∞

T H
s ∩ L2

TH
s+ 1

2 ) × L∞
T H

s. (6.76)
In particular, f and g̃ inherit the bounds (In), (IIn), and (IIIn). By virtue of (VIn) and (VIIn), we
also have

(fn, g̃n) → (f, g̃) in
(
C([0, T ];Hs−1) ∩ L2

TH
s− 1

2
)

× C([0, T ];Hs−1). (6.77)
Interpolation with the uniform bounds (In), (IIn) and (IIIn) yield the convergence

(fn, g̃n) → (f, g̃) in
(
C([0, T ];Hs−ε) ∩ L2

TH
s+ 1

2 −ε
)

× C([0, T ];Hs−ε) ∀ε ∈ (0, 1]. (6.78)

In particular, fn → f uniformly on Rd × [0, T ], and hence f satisfies (IVn).
Next, we pass to the limit in (6.10)-(6.11) to show that (f, g) solves (1.25)-(1.26), where g := F−1

f g̃.
Since (6.76) implies that (∂tfn, ∂tg̃n) → (∂tf, ∂tg̃) 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

∥G[fn]Γ(fn) −G[f ]Γ(f)∥L∞
T Hs−1−ε ≤ C(∥f, fn∥L∞

T Hs)∥fn − f∥L∞
T Hs−ε ,

which tends to zero thanks to (In) and (6.78). In particular, G[fn]Γ(fn) → G[f ]Γ(f) uniformly on
Rd × [0, T ], and hence f satisfies (Vn). Next, we pass to the limit in Rn−1. Clearly gn−1|Σfn−1

=

g̃n−1|z=0 → g̃|z=0 in L∞
t H

s− 1
2 −ε

x by the trace theorem. We use the estimate (5.2) in Proposition 5.1
for the difference v

(2)
n − v(2), where v

(2)
n is associated to (gn, fn) and v(2) to (g, f), and where

k1 ◦ Ffn = g̃n, k2 ◦ Ff = g̃. We obtain

∥∇x,z(v(2)
n − v(2))∥Hs−1 ≤ C(∥(fn, f, gn, g)∥Hs)

(
∥g̃n − g̃∥Hs−1 + ∥fn − f∥

Hs− 1
2

)
,
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Combining this with (6.78) gives ∥∇x,z(v(2)
n − v(2))∥L∞

T Hs−1 → 0. Note that

(S[fn]gn)|Σfn
= ∇x,zv

(2)
n |z=0(∇Ffn)−1|z=0.

Since (∇Ffn)−1|z=0 − (∇Ff )−1|z=0 → 0 and Nn −N → 0 in L∞
T H

s−1−ε, ∇x,zv
(2)
n |z=0 → ∇x,zv

(2)|z=0

in L∞
T H

s− 3
2 , and that Hs− 3

2 (Rd) is an algebra for s > 3
2 + d

2 , it follows that Nn · (S[fn]gn)|Σfn
→

N · (S[f ]g)|Σf
in L∞

T H
s− 3

2 . Thus f satsfies (1.25). Moreover, we have shown the strong convergence

∂tfn → ∂tf in L∞
T H

s− 3
2 (Rd). (6.79)

Next, we pass to the limit in (6.11). We have
un−1 ◦ Ffn−1 = − (G[fn−1]Γ(fn−1) − S[fn−1]gn−1) ◦ Ffn−1 − g̃n−1ey

= −∇v(1)
n−1(∇Ffn−1)−1 − ∇v(2)

n−1(∇Ffn−1)−1 − g̃n−1ey,

where v(j)
n is associated to (gn, fn) and v(j) to (g, f) as in Proposition 5.1. Applying Proposition 5.1

and the fact that Hs−1(Rd × J) is an algebra, we deduce that un−1 ◦ Ffn−1 → u ◦ Ff in L∞
T H

s−1.
Then invoking (1.28) yields

γ′(ϱn−1)un−1,y ◦ Ffn−1 → γ′(ϱ)uy ◦ Ff in L∞
T H

s−1.

We recall (4.6) and (6.14) for the definitions of u and um. By Proposition 5.1 and the convergence
∂tϱn−1 → ∂tϱ in L∞

T H
s−1, which follows from (6.79), we find
un−1,x = un−1,x ◦ Ffn−1 → ux ◦ Ff = ux in L∞

T H
s−1

and

un−1,z = 1
∂zϱn−1

{
− (−∇xϱn−1, 1) · G[f ]Γ(fn−1) ◦ Ffn−1 − (−∇xϱn−2, 1) · S[fn−2]gn−2 ◦ Fn−2

− gn−2 ◦ Ffn−2 − ∂tϱn−1)
}

→ 1
∂zϱ

{
− (−∇xϱ, 1) ·

(
G[f ]Γ(f) + S[f ]g

)
◦ Ff − g ◦ Ff − ∂tρ

}
= uz in L∞

T H
s−1.

Here u = (ux, uz) is given by (4.6) and (4.7). Thus un−1 → u in L∞
T H

s−1. But (6.78) implies that
∇g̃n → ∇g̃ in L∞

T H
s−1−ε. Choosing 0 < ε < s − 3

2 − d
2 so that Hs−1−ε(Rd × J) is an algebra, we

obtain that un−1 · ∇g̃n → u · ∇g̃ in L∞
T H

s−1−ε. Therefore, g̃ satisfies (4.5). Finally, by undoing the
change of variables Ff , 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, g̃) ∈ C([0, T ], Hs(Rd)) × C([0, T ];Hs(Rd × J)). The continuity
of f follows from Lemma C.1: since we have already proven that f belongs to L∞([0, T ], Hs) ∩
L2([0, T ], Hs+ 1

2 ), it remains to check that

∂tf = −G[f ]f − (N · S[f ]g + g)|Σ[f(t)] ∈ L2
TH

s− 1
2 .

That G[f ]f ∈ L2
TH

s− 1
2 is a direct consequence of (3.48). Then, as g ∈ L∞

T H
s, (3.49) and product

estimates in Sobolev spaces imply that N · S[f ]g|Σf
∈ L2

TH
s− 1

2 . As for the continuity of g̃, we recall
from (6.78) that g̃ is a L∞([0, T ];Hs) ∩ C([0, T ];H1) solution to the transport problem (4.5). We
also recall from (4.17) and (4.18) that u ∈ L1([0, T ];Hs) ∩ L∞([0, T ];Hs− 1

2 ), and from (4.20) that
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γ′(ϱ)uy ◦ Ff ∈ L2([0, T ];Hs). Therefore, the existence and uniqueness statements in Theorem 2.8
together imply that g̃ ∈ C([0, T ];Hs).
Uniqueness and stability in lower norms follow from estimates provided in Section 5.1: let f0,1 and f0,2
be Hs(Rd) functions satisfying (1.30) and (1.31), and let R = max{∥f0,1∥Hs , ∥f0,2∥Hs}. Let ε(R) be
the constant given in Proposition 6.1 and consider g0,i ∈ Hs(Rd × J) with ∥g̃0,1∥Hs , ∥g̃0,2∥Hs ≤ ε(R).
Let (f1, g̃1) and (f2, g̃2) be the corresponding solutions to (1.25)-(1.26) constructed in the previous
subsection. Because ε(R) has been chosen such that (6.6) holds, it follows that (f, g̃) satisfy (5.15)
and therefore Proposition 5.4 yields

∥f1 − f2∥Xs−1
T

≤ C(∥(f1, f2)∥Xs
T

)
(
∥f0,1 − f0,2∥Hs−1 + T

1
2 ∥g̃1 − g̃2∥L∞

T Hs−1

)
,

where Xs−1
T = L∞

T H
s ∩ L2

TH
s− 1

2 . Simiarly Proposition 5.7 yields

∥g̃1 − g̃2∥L∞
T Hs−1 ≤ M

{
∥g̃0,1 − g̃0,2∥Hs−1

+ T
1
2C
(
∥f1, f2∥Xs

T
, ∥(g̃1, g̃2)∥L∞

T Hs

)(
∥g̃1 − g̃2∥L∞

T Hs−1 + ∥f1 − f2∥
L2

T Hs− 1
2

)}
· exp

(
T

1
2C(∥f1, f2∥Xs

T
, ∥(g̃1, g̃2)∥L∞

T Hs)
)
,

provided s ̸= 5
2 + d

2 .
Adding the two preceding estimates and choosing of T = T (R) small enough such that

(1 + M)T
1
2C
(
∥f1, f2∥Xs

T
, ∥(g̃1, g̃2)∥L∞

T Hs

)
exp

(
T

1
2C(∥f1, f2∥Xs

T
, ∥(g̃1, g̃2)∥L∞

T Hs)
)

≤ 1
2 ,

we obtain

∥f1 − f2∥Xs−1
T

+ ∥g̃1 − g̃2∥L∞
T Hs−1 ≤ 1

2∥f1 − f2∥Xs−1
T

+ 1
2∥g̃1 − g̃2∥L∞

T Hs−1

+ 1
2(∥f0,1 − f0,2∥Hs−1 + ∥g̃0,1 − g̃0,2∥Hs−1).

It follows that
∥f1 − f2∥Xs−1

T
+ ∥g̃1 − g̃2∥L∞

T Hs−1 ≤ ∥f0,1 − f0,2∥Hs−1 + ∥g̃0,1 − g̃0,2∥Hs−1

which proves both the uniquness and the Lipschitz coninuity of the flow map Hs×Hs → Hs−1 ×Hs−1

on B(0, R) ×B(0, ε(R)). As the flow is also bounded on B(0, R) ×B(0, ε(R)) as a map Hs ×Hs →
Hs × Hs, interpolation implies that it is also continuous as a map Hs × Hs → Hs′ × Hs′ for any
s′ < s.

Appendix A. Tools in paradifferential calculus

We first recall the Bony decomposition
au = Tau+ Tua+R(a, u),

where Tau denotes the usual paraproduct. See [BCD11, Chapter 2].
Useful product and paraproduct rules are gathered in the following theorem.

Theorem A.1. [BCD11, Section 2.8.1] Let s0, s1, s2 ∈ R and consider functions a, u, u1, u2 on Rd.



84 MICKAËL LATOCCA & HUY Q. NGUYEN

(1) For any s ∈ R,
∥Tau∥Hs ≤ C∥a∥L∞∥u∥Hs . (A.1)

(2) If s ∈ R and µ > 0 then

∥Tau∥Hs−µ ≤ C∥a∥C−µ
∗

∥u∥Hs . (A.2)

(3) If s0 ≤ s2 and s0 < s1 + s2 − d
2 , then

∥Tau∥Hs0 ≤ C∥a∥Hs1 ∥u∥Hs2 . (A.3)

(4) If s1 + s2 > 0 then

∥R(a, u)∥
Hs1+s2− d

2
≤ C∥a∥Hs1 ∥u∥Hs2 , (A.4)

∥R(a, u)∥Hs1+s2 ≤ C∥a∥C
s1
∗

∥u∥Hs2 . (A.5)

(5) If s1 + s2 > 0, s0 ≤ s1 and s0 < s1 + s2 − d
2 then

∥au− Tau∥Hs0 ≤ C∥a∥Hs1 ∥u∥Hs2 . (A.6)

(6) If s > 0 then
∥u1u2∥Hs ≤ C∥u1∥L∞∥u2∥Hs + C∥u1∥Hs∥u2∥L∞ . (A.7)

(7) If s1 + s2 > 0, s0 ≤ s1, s0 ≤ s2 and s0 < s1 + s2 − d
2 then

∥u1u2∥Hs0 ≤ C∥u1∥Hs1 ∥u2∥Hs2 . (A.8)

In Section 3 we use the following product estimates in the spaces Xs and Y s defined in (2.20).

Lemma A.2. [NP20, Lemma 3.10] Let s0, s1, s2 ∈ R and J ⊂ R.

(i) If s0 ≤ min{s1 + 1, s2 + 1} and s1 + s2 + 1 > max{s0 + d
2 , 0}, then

∥u1u2∥Y s0 (J) ≲ ∥u1∥Xs1 (J)∥u2∥Xs2 (J). (A.9)

(ii) If s0 ≤ min{s1, s2} and s1 + s2 > max{s0 + d
2 , 0}, then

∥u1u2∥Y s0 (J) ≲ ∥u1∥Y s1 (J)∥u2∥Xs2 (J). (A.10)

We have the following estimates for the left composition of a Sobolev function by a smooth function.

Theorem A.3. [BCD11, Theorem 2.89] Let U ⊂ RN be a minimally smooth domain, and let
F ∈ C∞(RK ;R). For any s ≥ 0, there exists a non-decreasing function F : R+ → R+ such that the
following assertions hold.

(i) For any u ∈ Hs(U ;RK) ∩ L∞(U ;RK), there holds

∥F (u) − F (0)∥Hs(U) ≤ F(∥u∥L∞(U))∥u∥Hs(U). (A.11)

(ii) For any u, v ∈ L∞(U ;RK) ∩Hs(U ;RK), there holds

∥F (u) − F (v)∥Hs(U) ≤ F(∥(u, v)∥L∞(U))
(
∥(u, v)∥Hs(U)∥u− v∥L∞(U) + ∥(u, v)∥L∞(U)∥u− v∥Hs(U)

)
+ |F ′(0)|∥u− v∥Hs(U).

(A.12)
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Remark A.4. The estimate (A.11) for U = RN is classical and can be found in Theorem 2.89,
[BCD11]. For a minimally smooth domain U , (A.11) follows from the case U = RN 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) =
∫ 1

0

(
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 ∈ Hs(Rd) with
µ = s − d

2 > 0, then
∥F (u) − TF ′(u)u∥Hs+µ ≤ C(∥u∥L∞)∥u∥Cµ

∗
∥u∥Hs . (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 s0, s1, s2 ∈ R satisfying

s0 ≤ s2, 0 ≤ s1 ≤ s2, s2 >
d

2 , and s0 < s1 + s2 − d

2 . (A.14)

Then there exist C : R+ → R+ and C ′ > 0 such that the inequality

∥(F (u) − TF ′(u)u) − (F (v) − TF ′(v)v)∥Hs0 ≤ C ′|F ′(0)|∥u− v∥Hs1 +C ′|F ′′(0)|∥u− v∥Hs1 ∥u− v∥Hs2

+
(
C(∥(u, v)∥L∞∩Hs1 ) + |F ′′(0)|

)
∥u− v∥Hs1 ∩L∞(∥u∥Hs2 + ∥v∥Hs2 ) (A.15)

holds for all u, v ∈ Hs2.

Proof. We denote
AF = (F (u) − TF ′(u)u) − (F (v) − TF ′(v)v).

If we set F̃ (x) = F (x) − F ′(0)x then
AF = AF̃ + F ′(0)(u− v) − TF ′(0)(u− v) = AF̃ + F ′(0)(1 − Ψ(D))(u− v),

where Ψ is given by (A.19). We have
∥F ′(0)(1 − Ψ(D))(u− v)∥Hs0 ≤ C ′|F ′(0)|∥u− v∥Hs1 .

Note that F̃ ′(0) = 0 and F̃ ′′ = F ′′. Thus, to prove (A.15) we can assume F ′(0) = 0 in what follows.
Using the mean value theorem, we have

AF = (F (u) − TF ′(u)u) − (F (v) − TF ′(v)v) = (F (u) − F (v)) − TF ′(u)−F ′(v)u− TF ′(v)(u− v)
= w(u− v) − TF ′(u)−F ′(v)u− TF ′(v)(u− v),

where w =
∫ 1

0 F
′(v + τ(u− v))dτ . By paralinearizing the product w(u− v) and using the fact that

w − F ′(v) =
(
w̃ + 1

2F
′′(0)

)
(u− v), w̃ =

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

(
F ′′(u+ τ ′τ(u− v)) − F ′′(0)

)
τdτ ′dτ,

we obtain
AF = Tu−vw +R(u− v, w) − TF ′(u)−F ′(v)u+ T(w̃+ 1

2 F ′′(0))(u−v)(u− v). (A.16)
We now show that each term in AF is controlled by the right-hand side of (A.15).
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Since s2 ≥ 0 and F ′(0) = 0, it follows from Theorem A.3 that

∥w∥Hs2 ≤ C(∥(u, v)∥L∞)(∥u∥Hs2 + ∥v∥Hs2 ).

Under the conditions in (A.14), we have s0 ≤ s2, s0 < s1 + s2 − d
2 , s1 + s2 > 0. Thus we can apply

(A.3), (A.4), and (A.11) to have
∥Tu−vw∥Hs0 + ∥R(u− v, w)∥Hs0 ≲ ∥u− v∥Hs1 ∥w∥Hs2

≤ C(∥(u, v)∥L∞)∥u− v∥Hs1 (∥u∥Hs2 + ∥v∥Hs2 ).

On the other hand, combining (A.3) and (A.12) (for s1 ≥ 0) yields

∥TF ′(u)−F ′(v)u∥Hs0 ≲ ∥F ′(u) − F ′(v)∥Hs1 ∥u∥Hs2

≤ C(∥(u, v)∥L∞∩Hs1 )∥u− v∥L∞∩Hs1 ∥u∥Hs2 + |F ′′(0)|∥u− v∥Hs1 ∥u∥Hs2 .

As for the last term, we first apply (A.3) to have

∥T(w̃+ 1
2 F ′′(0))(u−v)(u− v)∥Hs0 ≲ ∥(w̃ + 1

2F
′′(0))(u− v)∥Hs1 ∥u− v∥Hs2 .

Since s1 + s2 > 0, s1 ≤ s2, and s2 >
d
2 , (A.8) implies

∥w̃(u− v)∥Hs1 ≲ ∥w̃∥Hs2 ∥u− v∥Hs1 .

Invoking (A.11) again, we have

∥w̃∥Hs2 ≤ C(∥(u, v)∥L∞)(∥u∥Hs2 + ∥v∥Hs2 ),

thereby deducing

∥T(w̃+ 1
2 F ′′(0))(u−v)(u− v)∥Hs0 ≤ C(∥(u, v)∥L∞)∥u− v∥Hs1 (∥u∥Hs2 + ∥v∥Hs2 )

+ C ′|F ′′(0)|∥u− v∥Hs1 ∥u− v∥Hs2 .

Combining the above estimates, we arrive at (A.15). □

Next, we review basic facts about Bony’s paradifferential calculus (see e.g. [Bon81, Hör97, Mét08,
ABZ14]).

Definition A.7. (1) (Symbols) Given ϱ ∈ [0,∞) and m ∈ R, Γm
ϱ (Rd) denotes the space of locally

bounded functions a(x, ξ) on Rd × (Rd \ 0), which are C∞ with respect to ξ for ξ ̸= 0 and such
that, for all α ∈ Nd and all ξ ̸= 0, the function x 7→ ∂α

ξ a(x, ξ) belongs to W ϱ,∞(Rd) and there
exists a constant Cα such that for all |ξ| ≥ 1

2 there holds

∥∂α
ξ a(·, ξ)∥W ϱ,∞(Rd) ≤ Cα(1 + |ξ|)m−|α|.

Let a ∈ Γm
ϱ (Rd), we define the semi-norm

Mm
ϱ (a) = sup

|α|≤2(d+2)+ϱ
sup

|ξ|≥ 1
2

∥(1 + |ξ|)|α|−m∂α
ξ a(·, ξ)∥W ϱ,∞(Rd). (A.17)

(2) (Paradifferential operators) Given a symbol a, we define the paradifferential operator Ta by

T̂au(ξ) = (2π)−d
∫
χ(ξ − η, η)â(ξ − η, η)Ψ(η)û(η) dη, (A.18)
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where â(θ, ξ) =
∫
e−ix·θa(x, ξ) dx is the Fourier transform of a with respect to the first variable;

χ and Ψ are two fixed C∞ functions such that:

Ψ(η) = 0 for |η| ≤ 1
5 , Ψ(η) = 1 for |η| ≥ 1

4 , (A.19)

and χ(θ, η) satisfies, for 0 < ε1 < ε2 small enough,

χ(θ, η) = 1 if |θ| ≤ ε1|η|, χ(θ, η) = 0 if |θ| ≥ ε2|η|,

and such that
∀(θ, η), |∂α

θ ∂
β
ηχ(θ, η)| ≤ Cα,β(1 + |η|)−|α|−|β|.

Remark A.8. The cut-off χ can be appropriately chosen so that when a = a(x), the paradifferential
operator Tau becomes the usual paraproduct.

Definition A.9. Let m ∈ R. An operator T is said to be of order m if, for all µ ∈ R, it is bounded
from Hµ to Hµ−m.

Symbolic calculus for paradifferential operators is summarized in the following theorem.

Theorem A.10 (Symbolic calculus). Let m ∈ R and ϱ ∈ [0, 1].

(i) If a ∈ Γm
0 (Rd), then Ta is of order m. Moreover, for all µ ∈ R there exists a constant K such

that
∥Ta∥Hµ→Hµ−m ≤ KMm

0 (a). (A.20)

(ii) If a ∈ Γm
ϱ (Rd), b ∈ Γm′

ϱ (Rd) then TaTb − Tab is of order m+m′ − ϱ. Moreover, for all µ ∈ R
there exists a constant K such that

∥TaTb − Tab∥Hµ→Hµ−m−m′+ϱ ≤ K(Mm
ϱ (a)Mm′

0 (b) +Mm
0 (a)Mm′

ϱ (b)). (A.21)

(iii) Let a ∈ Γm
ϱ (Rd). Denote by (Ta)∗ the adjoint operator of Ta and by a the complex conjugate

of a. Then (Ta)∗ −Ta is of order m−ϱ. Moreover, for all µ there exists a constant K such that

∥(Ta)∗ − Ta∥Hµ→Hµ−m+ϱ ≤ KMm
ϱ (a). (A.22)

Remark A.11. In the definition (A.18) of paradifferential operators, the cut-off Ψ removes the low
frequency part of u. In particular, when a ∈ Γm

0 we have

∥Tau∥Hσ ≤ CMm
0 (a)∥∇u∥Hσ+m−1 .

To handle symbols of negative Zygmund regularity, we use

Proposition A.12 ([ABZ14, Proposition 2.12]). Let m ∈ R and ϱ < 0. We denote by Γ̇m
ϱ (Rd) the

class of symbols a(x, ξ) that are homogeneous of order m in ξ, smooth in ξ ∈ Rd \ {0} and such that

Mm
ϱ (a) = sup

|α|≤2(d+2)+ϱ
sup

|ξ|≥ 1
2

∥|ξ||α|−m∂α
ξ a(·, ξ)∥Cϱ

∗ (Rd) < ∞.

If a ∈ Γ̇m
ϱ then the operator Ta defined by (A.18) is of order m− ϱ.
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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 ⊂ RN is called a special Lipschitz domain with constant M > 0
there exists a Lipschitz function φ : RN−1 → R with Lipschitz constant bounded by M such that,
upon relabeling and reorienting the coordinate axes,

U = {x = (x′, xN ) ∈ RN−1 × R : xN < φi(x′)}.
(ii) An open set U ⊂ RN is called a minimally smooth with constants (ι,K,M) if there exists an
ι > 0, an integer K, a real number M > 0, and a family {Vi}∞

i=1 of open subsets of RN such that:

• ∂U ⊂ ∪∞
i=1Vi.

• If x ∈ ∂U , then B(x, ι) ⊂ Vi for some i.
• No point of RN is contained in more than K of the Vi’s.
• For each i there exists a special Lipschitz domain Wi with constant M such that U ∩ Vi =
Wi ∩ Vi.

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) ∈
Rd × R : y < f(x)} or the strip {(x, y) ∈ Rd × R : b(x) < y < f(x)}, where b and f are Lipschitz
functions such that h := infx∈Rd(η(x′) − b(x′)) > 0. In the former case, we can choose (ι,K,M) =
(1, 1, ∥∇f∥L∞(Rd)). In the latter case, one can take (ι,K,M) =

(
h
4 , 2,max{∥∇b∥L∞ , ∥∇f∥L∞}

)
.

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 ⊂ RN be a
minimally smooth domain with contants (ι,K,M). There exists an operator C mapping functions on
U to functions on RN , such that C(u)|U = u and C is continuous from W σ,p(U) to W σ,p(RN ) for all
(σ, p) ∈ [0,∞) × [1,∞].

In [Ste70], Theorem B.2 is proven for σ ∈ N. The case σ /∈ 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 ⊂ RN be a minimally smooth domain.
Let s ⩾ 0, p1, q1 ∈ (1,∞], and p, p2, q2 ∈ (1,∞) such that 1

p = 1
p1

+ 1
p2

= 1
q1

+ 1
q2

. If
s ∈ N, or p = 2, or q1 = q2 = ∞,

then there exists C : R+ → R+ such that for any u ∈ W s,p2(U) and v ∈ W s,q2(U), there holds

∥uv∥W s,p(U) ≤ C(s, p1, p2, q1, q2, N, ι,K,M)
(
∥u∥Lp1 (U)∥v∥W s,p2 (U) + ∥v∥Lq1 (U)∥u∥W s,q2 (U)

)
. (B.1)

Proof. By virtue of Theorem B.2, it suffices to consider the case U = RN . Let s ⩾ 0, p1, q1 ∈ (1,∞],
and p, p2, q2 ∈ (1,∞) such that 1

p = 1
p1

+ 1
p2

= 1
q1

+ 1
q2

. We recall from [Tay00, Chapter 2, Proposition
1.1] that

∥uv∥Hs,p(RN ) ≤ C
(
∥u∥Lp1 (RN ))∥v∥Hs,p2 (RN ) + ∥v∥Lq1 (RN ))∥u∥Hs,q2 (RN )

)
, (B.2)

where
∥u∥Hs,p(RN ) := ∥∥{2sj∆ju}∥ℓ2∥Lp(RN ),



WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE FREE BOUNDARY INCOMPRESSIBLE POROUS MEDIA EQUATION 89

u =
∑∞

j=−1 ∆ju being a Littlewood–Paley decomposition of u.

If s ∈ N, then Hs,p(RN ) = W s,p(RN ) for all p ∈ (1,∞), and hence (B.1) follows from (B.2). See
[Tri83, Section 2.5.6].
Next, we consider s /∈ N, so that ∥u∥W s,r(RN ) is equivalent to

∥u∥Bs
r,r(RN ) := ∥∥{2sj∆ju}∥ℓr ∥Lr(RN ).

Consequently, if r ≥ 2, then
∥u∥Hs,r(RN ) ≲ ∥u∥Bs

r,r(RN ) ≲ ∥u∥W s,r(RN ).

Thus, when p = 2, (B.1) again follows from (B.2). Finally, the case p1 = q1 = ∞ is proven in
[BCD11, Corollary 2.86]. □

By combining the product rule (A.8) with Theorem B.2, we obtain the following.

Corollary B.4. Let U ⊂ RN be a minimally smooth domain. Consider s0, s1, s2 nonnegative
numbers satisfying s1 + s2 > 0, s0 ≤ min{s1, s2}, and s0 < s1 + s2 − N

2 . There exists C : R+ → R+
such that

∀(u, v) ∈ Hs1(U) ×Hs2(U), ∥uv∥Hs0 (U) ≤ C(s0, s1, s2, N, ι,K,M)∥u∥Hs1 (U)∥v∥Hs2 (U). (B.3)

Finally, we will also need the following Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities for minimally smooth
domains.

Theorem B.5 (Gagliardo–Nirenberg). Let U ⊂ RN be a minimally smooth domain with constants
(K,M). Let σ > s > 0 and p, r ∈ (1,∞) such that there exists θ ∈ (0, 1) satisfying

1
p

= θ

r
and s = θσ. (B.4)

Then, for any u ∈ L∞(U) ∩W σ,r(U) there holds

∥u∥W s,p(U) ≤ C(s, σ, p, r,N, ι,K,M)∥u∥1−θ
L∞(U)∥u∥θ

W σ,r(U). (B.5)

Proof. By virtue of the extension operator in Theorem B.2, it suffices to consider the case U = Rd,
which is the content of [BM18]. □

Another consequence of the existence of a continuous extension operator on W s,p(Ω) for minimally
smooth domains Ω is the equivalent norm characterization given by (2.2). More precisely, we have

Proposition B.6. Let Ω ⊂ RN be a minimally smooth domain with constants (ι,K,M). Let
s = m + µ with m ∈ N and µ ∈ (0, 1), and let p ∈ [1,∞]. Then the norm ∥ · ∥[W s,p(Ω)] on
W s,p(Ω) =

(
Wm,p(Ω),Wm+1,p(Ω)

)
µ,p is equivalent to the norm given by

∥u∥W s,p(Ω) = ∥u∥W m,p(Ω) +
∑

|α|=m

|∂αu|W µ,p(Ω), (B.6)

where

|v|W µ,p(Ω) :=


(∫∫

Ω×Ω
|v(x)−v(y)|p
|x−y|pµ+N dxdy

) 1
p if p < ∞,

essupx,y∈Ω,x ̸=y
|v(x)−v(y)

|x−y|µ if p = ∞.
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When Ω is RN 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 Ω ⊂ RN be a minimally smooth domain, and let s ≥ 0 and p ∈ [1,∞]. Then
the norm ∥ · ∥[W s,p(Ω)] is equivalent to the norm given by

inf
{

∥U∥W s,p(RN ) : U ∈ W s,p(RN ), U |Ω = u
}
. (B.7)

Proof. Write s = m+ µ for some integer m and µ ∈ [0, 1). We follow the proof in [Tar07, Chapter
34]. Since the restriction operator U 7→ U |Ω is continuous as a map Wm,p(RN ) → Wm,p(Ω) and
Wm+1,p(RN ) → Wm+1,p(Ω), it is then continuous

W s,p(RN ) = (Wm,p(RN ),Wm+1,p(RN ))µ,p −→ (Wm,p(Ω),Wm+1,p(Ω))µ,p = W s,p(Ω).
Consequently the norm [W s,p(Ω)] is controlled by the norm (B.7). The reverse inequality can be
proven similarly with the use of the continuous extension operator C : W s,p(Ω) → W s,p(RN ) since Ω
is minimally smooth. □

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 < ∞; the case p = ∞ can be
obtained by obvious modifications. In the following we write C for any constant which depends
only on the parameters (N, ι,K,M, p, µ). We recall that in the case Ω = RN 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 Ω with constant (ι,K,M), open sets {Vi}
and special Lipschitz domains {Wi} as in Definition B.1. For simplicity we shall consider the case
s = µ ∈ (0, 1), i.e.

∥u∥[W µ,p(Ω)] ∼ ∥u∥Lp(Ω) + |u|W µ,p(Ω) =: ∥u∥W µ,p(Ω).

We have
∥u∥W µ,p(Ω) = ∥Cf∥W µ,p(Ω) ≤ ∥Cf∥W µ,p(RN ) ≤ C∥Cf∥[W µ,p(RN )] ≤ C∥f∥[W µ,p(Ω)],

where we have used the norm equivalence on Wµ,p(RN ) and the continuity of the extension operator
C. For the converse we will utilize the precise definition of the extension operator C in [Ste70,
Chapter VI.3.3.1]: there exist smooth functions {λj}j∈N and Λ± taking values in [0, 1] such that

• ∀j ∈ N, supp(λj) ⊂ Vj ;
• supp(Λ−) ⊂ Ω?, supp(Λ+) ⊂ {x ∈ RN : dist(x, ∂Ω) < ι}, Λ+ + Λ− = 1 on Ω;
• ∀x ∈ supp(Λ+), ∃j ∈ N, λj(x) = 1;
• ∀m ∈ N, ∃Cm > 0, supj∈N ∥λj∥W m,∞ ≤ Cm;
• No point in RN is contained in more than K of the suppλi’s.

Then the extension U ∈ Wµ,p(RN ) of u ∈ Wµ,p(Ω) is given by

U(x) := Λ+(x)
∑

i∈N λi(x)Ci(λiu)(x)∑
j∈N λ

2
j (x)

+ Λ−(x)u(x), (B.8)

where Ci : Wµ,p(Wi) → Wµ,p(R) are the continuous extension operators from Theorem B.2 in the
case of special Lipschitz domains Wi; the norms of Ci are uniformly bounded. Here the product λiu
is defined on Ω ∩ Vi = Wi ∩ Vi ⊂ Wi.
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Let us make an important observation: if ϕ ∈ W 1,∞(RN ) and v ∈ Wµ,p(RN ), then
∥ϕv∥W µ,p(RN ) ≤ C∥ϕ∥W 1,∞∥v∥W µ,p(RN ).

To see this, fix (x, y) ∈ RN × RN and observe

|ϕ(x)v(x) − ϕ(y)v(y)|p ≤ C|ϕ(x) − ϕ(y)|p|v(y)|p + C|ϕ(x)|p|(v(x) − v(y))|p

≤ C∥ϕ∥p
W 1,∞(RN ) (min{1, |x− y|p}|v(y)|p + |v(x) − v(y)|p) .

The claim then follows from the fact that the function z 7→ min{1,|z|p}
|z|N+pµ is integrable on RN . Moreover,

if supp(ϕ) ⊂ Ω, then |ϕv|W µ,p(RN ) ≤ C∥ϕ∥W 1,∞∥v∥W µ,p(Ω). To see this it suffices to observe that if
x /∈ supp(ϕ) and y ∈ supp(ϕ) then

|ϕ(x)v(x) − ϕ(y)v(y)| = |ϕ(y)v(y)| = |ϕ(x) − ϕ(y)||v(y)| ≤ 2∥ϕ∥W 1,∞(RN ) min{1, |x− y|}|v(y)|.

We are now ready for the proof. Applying Proposition B.7 with the extension U given by (B.8), we
have

∥u∥p
[W µ,p(Ω)] ≤ ∥U∥p

[W µ,p(Ω)] ≤ C

∥∥∥∥∥Λ+(x)
∑

i∈N λi(x)Ci(λiu)(x)∑
j∈N Λ2

j (x)
+ Λ−(x)u(x)

∥∥∥∥∥
p

W µ,p(RN )
,

Since and Λ− ∈ W 1,∞(RN ) and supp(Λ−) ⊂ Ω, we infer

∥u∥p
[W µ,p(Ω)] ≤ C

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
i∈N

θiCi(λiu)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
p

W µ,p(RN )

+ C∥u∥W µ,p(Ω), (B.9)

where θi(x) = Λ+(x)λi(x)∑
j∈N λ2

j (x) . We claim that∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
i∈N

θiCi(λiu)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
p

W µ,p(RN )

≤ C
∑
i∈N

∥Ci(λiu)∥p
W µ,p(RN ) + C∥u∥p

Lp(Ω). (B.10)

The control of the Lp norm is a consequence of the fact that no point in RN is contained in more
than K of the supp θi’s. To estimate the seminorm we write∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
i∈N

θi(x)Ci(λiu)(x) − θi(y)Ci(λiu)(y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
p

≤ C

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
i∈N

(θi(x) − θi(y))Ci(λiu)(y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
p

+ C

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
i∈N

θi(x)(Ci(λiu)(x) − Ci(λiu)(y))

∣∣∣∣∣∣
p

.

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 ∥θi∥W 1,∞(RN ), we obtain∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑
i∈N

θi(x)Ci(λiu)(x) − θi(y)Ci(λiu)(y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
p

≤ C
∑
i∈N

min{1, |x− y|p}|Ci(λif)(y)|p+

+C
∑
i∈N

|Ci(λiu)(x) − Ci(λiu)(y)|p.
(B.11)
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After integration we conclude the proof of (B.10).
For the special Lipschitz domain Wi, Ci is defined by reflection and it was proven [Tar07, Lemma
36.1] that

∥Ci(λiu)∥W µ,p(RN ) ≤ C∥λiu∥W µ,p(Ω). (B.12)
It follows from (B.9), (B.10), and (B.12) that

∥u∥p
[W µ,p(Ω)] ≤ C∥u∥p

Lp(Ω) + C
∑
i∈N

∥λiu∥p
W µ,p(Ω)

≤ C∥u∥p
Lp(Ω) + C

∫∫
Ω×Ω

∑
i∈N

|λi(x)u(x) − λi(y)u(y)|p dxdy
|x− y|N+pµ

.

Then arguing as in the proof of (B.11) we conclude that ∥u∥p
[W µ,p(Ω)] ≤ C∥u∥p

W µ,p(Ω). □

Appendix C. Interpolation results

C.1. Interpolation inequalities. First, we recall the following lemma.

Lemma C.1 (Théorème 3.1, [LM68]). Let I be an open interval and s ∈ R. If u(x, z) : Rd × I → R
satisfies u ∈ L2

z(I;Hs+ 1
2 (Rd)) and ∂zu ∈ L2

z(I;Hs− 1
2 (Rd)), then u ∈ C(I;Hs(Rd)) and there exists

an absolute constant C > 0 such that

∥u∥C(I;Hs) ≤ C

(
∥u∥

L2(I;Hs+ 1
2 )

+ ∥∂zu∥
L2(I;Hs− 1

2 )

)
. (C.1)

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 = (−∞, 0) or J = (−1, 0). Let µ ∈ [0, 1) and ψ(x, z) ∈ Hµ(Rd ×J).
Then there exists C(µ, d) > 0 such that

∥ψ∥Hµ(Rd×J) ≤ C(d, µ)
(
∥ψ∥L2(J ;Hµ(Rd)) + ∥∂zψ∥L2(J ;Hµ−1(Rd))

)
. (C.2)

Proof. If ψ ∈ Hµ(Rd × R), by using the Fourier transform ψ̂(ξ, η), (C.2) follows from the following
inequality: that for any η ∈ R and ξ ∈ Rd,

(1 + η2 + |ξ|2)µ ≲ (1 + |ξ|2)µ + |η|2(1 + |ξ|2)µ−1, µ ∈ (0, 1]. (C.3)
The left-hand side of (C.3) is indeed controlled by the first term on the right-hand side when
η2 ≤ 1 + |ξ|2 and by the second term otherwise.
For the half-space Rd × R−, we extend ψ to ψ̃ : Rd × R → R by even reflection. By using the
double-integral characterization of Hµ given by (2.2), it can be checked that

∥w̃∥Hµ(Rd×R) ≤ 3∥w∥Hµ(Rd×R−).

Moreover, we have ∥∂zw̃∥L2(R,Rd) ≤ 2∥w∥L2(R−;Hµ−1). The inequality (C.2) for the half-space then
follows from that for the whole space.
Next, we consider the strip Rd × (−1, 0). We extend w to w̃ : R × (−2, 0) → R defined by

w̃(x, z) =
{
w(x, z) if z ∈ (−1, 0),
w(x,−z − 2) if z ∈ (−2, 0).
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It can be checked that

∥w̃∥Hµ(Rd×(−2,0)) ≲ ∥w∥Hµ(Rd×(−1,0)), ∥∂zw̃∥L2((−2,0),Rd) ≲ ∥w∥L2((−1,0);Hµ−1).

Let χ(z) be a cut-off function satisfying χ ≡ 1 on (−3
2 ,

1
2). The preceding inequalities hold for w̃χ(z)

in place of w̃ with Rd × (−2, 0) replaced by Rd × R−. Thus we can conclude by using the half-space
case and the fact that w ≡ w̃χ(z) on Rd × (−1, 0). □

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 X0, X1, Y0, Y1 be Banach
spaces and T : X0 +X1 7→ Y0 +Y1 be a linear operator bounded as a map Xi → Yi with norm Ci. Let
θ ∈ (0, 1) and let Xθ = (X0, X1)θ,q, the interpolation space by the real method, or Xθ = [X0, X1]θ,
the interpolation space by the complex method, and similarly for Yθ. Then T : Xθ → Yθ is continuous
and ∥T∥Xθ→Yθ

≲ C1−θ
0 Cθ

1 .

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 (X0, X1) be an interpolation couple of Banach spaces. Let θ ∈ (0, 1) and let Xθ

denote the real interpolation space (X0, X1)θ,2. Let us also assume that there exists a linear map
T : X0 +X1 → X0 +X1 such that T 2 = T on X0 +X1 and T acts continuously as maps X0 → X0
and X1 → X1. Let F = ker(T − id). Then (X0 ∩ F,X1 ∩ F )θ,2 = Xθ ∩ F .

Proof. Let us show the equivalence of the interpolation norms ∥ · ∥θ,F on (X0 ∩ F,X1 ∩ F )θ,2 and
∥ · ∥θ on Xθ ∩F . Let u ∈ (X0 ∩F,X1 ∩F )θ,2, and recall that by definition of the interpolation norm
we have

∥u∥2
θ =

∫ ∞

0
t−(2θ+1)K(t, u)2 dt,

where

K(t, u) := inf{∥u0∥X0 + t∥u1∥X1 , u = u0 + u1, (u0, u1) ∈ X0 ×X1}
≤ inf{∥u0∥X0 + t∥u1∥X1 , u = u0 + u1, (u0, u1) ∈ (X0 ∩ F ) × (X1 ∩ F )}
=: KF (t, u)

so that (X0 ∩ F,X1 ∩ F )θ,2 ↪→ Xθ ∩ F .
Conversely, let u ∈ Xθ ∩ F and for all t > 0 choose some u0(t) ∈ X0 and u1(t) ∈ X1 such that
u = u0(t) + u1(t) and ∥u0(t)∥X0 + t∥u1(t)∥X1 ≤ 2K(t, u), which is possible by definition of K. Since
u ∈ F there holds u = T (u) = T (u0(t))+T (u1(t)) with ∥T (ui(t))∥Xi ≤ C∥ui(t)∥Xi . Since T 2 = T on
X0 ∪X1, Tv ∈ F for all v ∈ X0 ∪X1. It follows that u = T (u0(t)) + T (u1(t)) ∈ (X0 ∩F ) + (X1 ∩F )
and

KF (t, u) ≤ ∥T (u0(t))∥X0 + t∥T (u1(t))∥X1 ≤ C(∥u0(t)∥X0 + t∥u1(t)∥X1) ≤ 2CK(t, u),

from which the converse embedding follows. □
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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 Faà di Bruno
formula.
Let α ∈ NN . We say that (k, β, γ) ∈ D(α) if there exists γ1, . . . , γk ∈ NN and β1, . . . βk ∈ NN such
that α = |β1|γ1 + · · · |βk|γk and that all the γi are distincs. We write β = β1 + · · · + βk.
The Faà di Bruno formula that we shall use reads as follows.

Lemma D.1 ([Ma09]). Let N ⩾ 1, and let also φ : RN → RN and F : RN → R be two functions
being n times differentiable. Then for any multi-index α = (α1, . . . , αN ) such that |α| ≤ n there holds

∂α(F ◦ φ) = α!
∑

(k,β,γ)∈D(α)
∂βF ◦ φ

k∏
j=1

1
βj !

(
1
γj !∂

γjφ

)βj

, (D.1)

where we recall that
∏k

j=1
1

βj !

(
1

γj !∂
γjφ

)βj is a shorthand for

k∏
j=1

N∏
i=1

1
βj,i!

(
1

γj,1! · · · γj,N !
∂γj,1+···+γj,Nφi

∂xγj,1 · · · ∂xγj,N

)βj,i

.

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 φ. Also, we can discard
the constant appearing in the formula so that we will abusively write (D.1) as

∂n(F ◦ φ) =
∑

β1+2β2+···+nβn=n

cn,β

(
∂β1+···+βnF ◦ φ

) n∏
j=1

(∂jφ)βj . (D.2)

Note that in order to obtain (D.2) we regrouped derivatives on φ by their number. The notation
(∂jφ)βj therefore stands for any possible product of βj derivatives of order j of the vector-valued
function φ, for example ∂1φ2∂2φ1 is a (∂1φ)2 term, therefore the βj (which are multi-indicies) can
be taken as integers as we regroup all (∂jφ)βj terms (this changes the constants cn,β , which are not
of importance in our analysis). The summation condition on the βj ∈ N is therefore

∑n
j=1 jβj = n.

D.1. Proof of Proposition 2.9. We split the proof between integer and non-integer cases.

Step 1: Integer σ = n ⩾ 0. For n = 0, we make the change of variables y = φ(x) and use the fact
that | det(∇φ−1)| = | det ∇φ|−1 ≤ c−1

0 to have

∀p ∈ [1,∞), ∥F ◦ φ∥p
Lp(U) =

∫
U

|F (φ(x))|p dx

=
∫

Ω
|F (y)|p| det(∇φ−1)(y)| dy ≤ c−1

0 ∥F∥p
Lp(Ω).

(D.3)
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For n ≥ 1, we shall estimate the derivative ∂n(F ◦ φ) in L2(U). We use the Faà-di Bruno formula
(D.2), Hölder’s inequality, and (D.3) to have

∥∂n(F ◦ φ)∥L2(U) ≲
∑

β1+2β2+···+nβn=n
β1+···+βn=β

∥∥∥∥∥∥(∂βF ◦ φ)
n∏

j=1
(∂jφ)βj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L2(U)

≲
∑

β1+2β2+···+nβn=n
β1+···+βn=β

∥∂βF ◦ φ∥Lp(U)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
n∏

j=1
(∂jφ)βj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Lq(U)

≤ C
∑

β1+2β2+···+nβn=n
β1+···+βn=β

∥∂βF∥Lp(Ω)

n∏
j=1

∥∂jφ∥βj

Lqj βj (U)
,

where the to-be-chosen exponents p, q, and qj satisfy
1
p

+ 1
q

= 1
p

+
n∑

j=1

1
qj

= 1
2 ,

and C depends only on (c0,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 q1 = ∞.
For j ≥ 2, we choose 1

qjβj
= θj

2 = j−1
2(n−1) and note that ∂jφ = ∂jψ, so that

∥∂jφ∥
Lqj βj (U) = ∥∂jψ∥

Lqj βj (U) ≲ ∥∂ψ∥θj

Hn−1(U)∥∇ψ∥1−θj

L∞(U) ≲ ∥ψ∥θj

Hn(U)(1 + ∥∇φ∥L∞(U))1−θj .

This implies
n∏

j=2
∥∂jφ∥βj

Lqj βj (U)
≤ C(∥∇φ∥L∞(U))∥ψ∥ν

Hn(Ω),

where
ν =

n∑
j=2

θjβj =
n∑

j=2

θj(j − 1)
(n− 1) = (n− β1) − (β − β1)

n− 1 = n− β

n− 1 ∈ [0, 1].

On the other hand, we have
1
p

= 1
2 −

n∑
j=1

1
qj

= 1
2 −

n∑
j=2

θjβj

2 = 1 − ν

2 = β − 1
2(n− 1) .

Using Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality again gives
∥∂βF∥Lp(Ω) ≲ ∥∇F∥1−θ0

L∞(Ω)∥F∥θ0
Hn(Ω) ,

where 1
p

= θ0
2 = β − 1

2(n− 1) , so θ0 = 2
p = 1 − ν.

Putting the above estimates together, we find

∥∂βF∥Lp(Ω)

n∏
j=1

∥∂jφ∥βj

Lqj βj (U)
= ∥∂βF∥Lp(Ω)∥∂φ∥β1

L∞

n∏
j=2

∥∂jφ∥βj

Lqj βj (U)

≤ C(∥∇φ∥L∞(U))∥F∥1−ν
Hn(Ω)(∥∇F∥L∞(Ω)∥ψ∥Hn(U))ν .

The desired estimate (2.33) then follows by applying Young’s inequality.
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Step 2: Non-integer σ. We write σ = n+ µ with n = ⌊σ⌋ ⩾ 0 and µ ∈ (0, 1).
We first consider the case n = 0. Using the change of variables x̃ = φ(x), ỹ = φ(y) as in (D.3), we
find

|F ◦ φ|2Hµ =
∫

U

∫
U

|F (φ(x)) − F (φ(y))|2

|x− y|N+2µ
dxdy

≤ c−1
0

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

|F (x̃) − F (ỹ)|2

|φ−1(x̃) − φ−1(ỹ)|N+2µ
dx̃dỹ

= c−1
0

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

|F (x̃) − F (ỹ)|2

|x̃− ỹ|N+2µ

|x̃− ỹ|N+2µ

|φ−1(x̃) − φ−1(ỹ)|N+2µ
dx̃dỹ

≤ c−1
0 ∥∇φ∥N+2µ

L∞(U)

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

|F (x̃) − F (ỹ)|2

|x̃− ỹ|N+2µ
dx̃dỹ.

This and (D.3) imply
∥F ◦ φ∥Hσ(U) ≲ (1 + ∥∇φ∥

N
2 +µ

L∞ )∥F∥Hσ(Ω). (D.4)
Next, we consider n ⩾ 1. Since

∥F ◦ φ∥Hσ(U) ≲ ∥F ◦ φ∥L2(U) + ∥∂n(F ◦ φ)∥Hµ(U),

it remains to estimate ∥∂n(F ◦ φ)∥Hµ(U). In order to do so we use again (D.2). Note however that
since ϕ = id +ψ and ψ ∈ L2, ∂φ does not belong to any Lp(U) with p ∈ [1,∞) if U is unbounded. To
address this, assuming N = 1 for notational simplicity, we substitute ∂φ = 1 + ∂ψ in (D.2) to have

∂n(F ◦ φ) =
∑

β1+2β2+···+nβn=n
β1+···+βn=β

0≤k≤β1

cj,k(∂βF ◦ φ)(∂ψ)k
n∏

j=2
(∂jφ)βj

and Theorem B.3 for product estimates in Sobolev spaces:

∥∂n(F ◦ φ)∥Hµ(U) ≲
∑

β1+2β2+···+nβn=n
β1+···+βn=β

0≤k≤β1

∥∥∥∥∥∥(∂βF ◦ φ)(∂ψ)k
n∏

j=2
(∂jφ)βj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Hµ(U)

≲
∑

β1+2β2+···+nβn=n
β1+···+βn=β

0≤k≤β1

∥∂βF∥Lp(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥∥(∂ψ)k
n∏

j=2
(∂jφ)βj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
W µ,q(U)

+
∑

β1+2β2+···+nβn=n
β1+···+βn=β

0≤k≤β1

∥∂βF ◦ φ∥W µ,p̃(U)

∥∥∥∥∥∥(∂ψ)k
n∏

j=2
(∂jφ)βj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Lq̃(U)

=: I + II,

where 1
p + 1

q = 1
p̃ + 1

q̃ = 1
2 and q, p̃ ∈ (1,∞), all to be chosen. Note that we have used (D.3) to have

∥∂βF ◦ φ∥Lp(Ω) ≲ ∥∂βF∥Lp(Ω).

Next, for p̃ ∈ (1,∞) we claim that for any µ ∈ (0, 1) and G ∈ Wµ,p̃(Ω) there holds
∥G ◦ φ∥W µ,p̃(U) ≤ C(∥∇φ∥L∞(U))∥G∥W µ,p̃(Ω) . (D.5)
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Remark that indeed (D.5) holds for µ ∈ {0, 1} by direct computations, therefore the linear operator Φ :
G 7→ G◦φ is continuous W 0,p̃(U) → W 0,p̃(Ω) and W 1,p̃(Ω) → W 1,p̃(U) with constant C(∥∇φ∥L∞(U)).
Therefore using Lemma C.3, Φ is continuous on [W 0,p̃,W 1,p̃]µ = Wµ,p̃, by complex interpolation
(see [Lun09, BL76]).
Using (D.5) we bound

∥∂βF ◦ φ∥W µ,p̃(U)

∥∥∥∥∥∥(∂ψ)k
n∏

j=2
(∂jφ)βj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Lq̃(U)

≤ C(∥∇φ∥L∞(U))∥∂βF∥W µ,p̃(Ω)∥∂ψ∥k
L∞

n∏
j=2

∥∂jφ∥βj

Lq̃j βj (U)
,

where 1
p̃

+ 1
q̃

= 1
p̃

+
n∑

j=1

1
q̃j

= 1
2 . Clearly ∥∂ψ∥L∞ ≲ 1 + ∥∇φ∥L∞ . For j ≥ 2 and 1

q̃jβj
= θj

2 = j−1
2(σ−1) ,

Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality yields

∥∂jφ∥
Lq̃j βj (U) = ∥∂jψ∥

Lq̃j βj (U) = ∥∂j−1∂ψ∥
Lq̃j βj (U) ≲ ∥ψ∥θj

Hσ(U)(1 + ∥∇φ∥L∞(U))1−θj .

Since
1
p̃

= 1
2 −

n∑
j=2

1
q̃j

= β + µ− 1
2(σ − 1) ,

Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality again yields

∥∂βF∥W µ,p̃(Ω) ≲ ∥∇F∥1−θ0
L∞(Ω)∥F∥θ0

Hσ(Ω),

where θ0 = β+µ−1
σ−1 = 2

p̃ . It follows that

II ≤ C(∥∇φ∥L∞(U))∥F∥θ0
Hσ(Ω)(∥∇F∥L∞(Ω)∥ψ∥Hσ(U))1−θ0 ,

since
∑n

j=2 θjβj = 1 − θ0. Therefore, II is bounded by the right-hand side of (2.33) after an
application of Young’s inequality.
Next, we estimate I. Since ∂jφ = ∂jψ for j ≥ 2, we have

I = ∥∂βF∥Lp(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
n∏

j=1
(∂jψ)γj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
W µ,q(U)

,

where γj = βj for j ≥ 2, and γ1 = k ∈ {0, . . . , β1}. We first use Sobolev product estimates and
Hölder’s inequality to obtain

I ≲ ∥∂βF∥Lp(Ω)
∑

i∈{1,...,n}:γi≥1
∥∂iψ∥W µ,q̃iai

∏
j ̸=i

∥∂jψ∥γj

Lqj γj ,

where

ai =
{

∥∂iψ∥γi−1
Lq̄i(γi−1) if γi ≥ 2,

1 if γi = 1,
q̃i ∈ (1,∞), and 

1
p + 1

q̄i
+ 1

q̃i
+
∑

j ̸=i
1
qj

= 1
2 if γi ≥ 2,

1
p + 1

q̃i
+
∑

j ̸=i
1
qj

= 1
2 if γi = 1.
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By Theorem B.5,

∥∂iψ∥W µ,q̃i ≲ ∥∇ψ∥1−θ̃i
L∞ ∥ψ∥θ̃i

Hσ ,
1
q̃i

= θ̃i

2 = i+ µ− 1
2(σ − 1) ,

∥∂jψ∥Lqj γj ≲ ∥∇ψ∥1−θj

L∞ ∥ψ∥θj

Hσ ,
1
qjγj

= θj

2 = j − 1
2(σ − 1) ,

∥∂iψ∥Lq̄i(γi−1) ≲ ∥∇ψ∥1−θ̄i
L∞ ∥ψ∥θ̄i

Hσ ,
1

q̄i(γi − 1) = θ̄i

2 = i− 1
2(σ − 1)

Case γ1 = k = β1. Then we have γj = βj for all j. Fix any i such that βi ≥ 1. We have

νi := θ̃i +
∑
j ̸=i

θjγj = (n− iβi) − (β − βi) + i+ µ− 1
σ − 1 = σ − 1 + i(1 − βi) − (β − βi)

σ − 1 ≤ 1 (D.6)

since β ≥ βi ≥ 1.
We first consider the case βi = 1, i.e. γi = 1. Then ai = 1 and

1
p

= 1
2 −

 1
q̃i

+
∑
j ̸=i

1
qj

 = 1
2 − 1

2

θ̃i +
∑
j ̸=i

θjγj

 = 1 − νi

2 .

Using Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality again gives
∥∂βF∥Lp(Ω) ≲ ∥∇F∥1−θ0

L∞(Ω)∥F∥θ0
Hr(Ω) , (D.7)

where 1
p

= θ0
2 = β − 1

2(r − 1) , so θ0 = 2
p = 1 − νi. It follows that

∥∂βF∥Lp(Ω)∥∂iψ∥W µ,q̃iai

∏
j ̸=i

∥∂jψ∥γj

Lqj γj ≲ ∥F∥1−νi

Hr(Ω)

(
∥∇F∥L∞(Ω)∥ψ∥Hσ

)νi

which is controlled by the right-hand side of (2.33) via Young’s inequality provided r ≤ σ. Indeed,
since βi = 1, we have νi = σ−1−(β−1)

σ−1 and
1

r − 1 − 1
σ − 1 = 2

p(β − 1) − 1
σ − 1 = 1 − νi

β − 1 − 1
σ − 1 = (1 − νi)(σ − 1) − (β − 1)

(β − 1)(σ − 1) = 0,

whence r = σ.
Next, we consider the case βi ≥ 2. Then the power of ∥ψ∥Hσ will be

ν̃i := νi + θ̄i(γi − 1) = νi + θi(β̄i − 1) = σ − 1 − (β − 1)
σ − 1 ≤ 1,

where νi is given by (D.6). Hence,

1
p

= 1
2 −

 1
q̄i

+ 1
q̃i

+
∑
j ̸=i

1
qj

 = 1 − νi

2 − 1
q̄i

= 1 − νi

2 − θ̄i(γi − 1)
2 = 1 − ν̃i

2

and (D.7) holds with r replaced by r̃, where 1
p

= θ0
2 = β − 1

2(r̃ − 1) , so θ0 = 2
p = 1 − ν̃i. Consequently,

as in the case βi = 1 above, it suffices to check if r̃ ≤ σ. Indeed, a direct calculation reveals that
r̃ = σ.
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We have proven that I is controllable when γ1 = k = β1.

Case γ1 = k < β1. In this case the exponent νi in (D.6) decreases, and so are ν̃i and p in view of the
relations between these exponents, which were established in Case 1. As the exponent p in ∥∂βF∥Lp

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 σ = n ⩾ 0. By the change of variables x = φ(y) we obtain

∥φ−1 − id ∥2
L2(Ω) =

∫
U

|y − φ(y)|2| det ∇φ(y)|dy ≤ C(∥∇φ∥L∞(U))∥ψ∥2
L2(U).

Differentiating φ ◦ φ−1 = id gives ∇φ−1 = (∇φ ◦ φ−1)−1 which combined with the cofactor formula
yields

∇φ−1 = 1
det((∇φ) ◦ φ−1) Cof((∇φ) ◦ φ−1)T .

Since | det ∇φ| ≥ c0 and ∇φ ∈ L∞, it follows that

∥∇φ−1∥L∞(Ω) ≤ CN

c0
∥∇φ∥N

L∞(U) ≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U)). (D.8)

This basic estimate will be used through the proof.
Differentiating the identity φ−1 + ψ ◦ φ−1 = id gives

∇φ−1 − IN = −(∇ψ ◦ φ−1)∇φ−1. (D.9)
Then invoking (D.8) and the change of variables x 7→ φ(x) using | det ∇φ| ≥ c0, we obtain

∥∇φ−1 − IN ∥L2(Ω) ≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U))∥∇ψ∥L2(U).

This yields the desired H1 estimate. Next, we claim that for all n ≥ 1,

∂n(φ−1 − id) = 1
(∂φ ◦ φ−1)2n−1

∑
β1+2β2+···+nβn=2n−1

β1+···+βn=n
β′

1+β′′
1 =β1

cβ,n(∂φ ◦ φ−1)β′
1(∂ψ ◦ φ−1)β′′

1

n∏
j=2

(∂jψ ◦ φ−1)βj ,

(D.10)
where β = (β′

1, β
′′
1 , β2, . . . , βn). (D.10) is true for n = 1 in view of (D.9) and the formula ∂φ−1 =

1
∂φ◦φ−1 . Assume that (D.10) is true for some n ≥ 1. We use the product rule to differentiate (D.10).
Since

∂
1

(∂φ ◦ φ−1)m
= −m ∂(∂φ ◦ φ−1)

(∂φ ◦ φ−1)m+1 = −m ∂2ψ ◦ φ−1

(∂φ ◦ φ−1)m+2 ,

differentiating 1
(∂φ◦φ−1)2n−1 increases the power of its denominator by 2, the sum of βj by 1 and the

sum of jβj by 2 due to the new term ∂2ψ ◦ φ−1. On the other hand, if m ≥ 1 then for u ∈ {φ,ψ},

∂(∂ju ◦ φ−1)m = m
(∂ju ◦ φ−1)m−1(∂j+1ψ ◦ φ−1)

∂φ ◦ φ−1 = m
(∂φ ◦ φ−1)(∂ju ◦ φ−1)m−1(∂j+1ψ ◦ φ−1)

(∂φ ◦ φ−1)2 .
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This increases the power of the denominator in 1
(∂φ◦φ−1)2n−1 by 2, the sum of βj by 1 (due to ∂φ◦φ−1

in the numerator) and the sum jβj 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(φ−1 − id) =
∑

β1+2β2+···+nβn=2n−1
β1+···+βn=n

β′
1+β′′

1 =β1

cβ,n(∇φ◦φ−1)−(2n−1)(∂φ◦φ−1)β′
1(∂ψ ◦φ−1)β′′

1

n∏
j=2

(∂jψ ◦φ−1)βj ,

(D.11)
where:

• ∂n(φ−1 − id) should be understood as any possible ∂n1
1 · · · ∂nN

N (φ−1 − id)k for some 1 ≤ k ≤ N
and n1 + . . . nN = n;

• (∂jψ ◦ φ−1)k should be understood as the product of k terms of the form ∂j1
1 · · · ∂jN

N ψℓ ◦ φ−1

for some ℓ ≤ N and j1 + · · · + jN = j;
• (∂φ ◦ φ−1) should be understood as (∇φ ◦ φ−1)ik, i.e. a matrix element of the gradient.
• (∇φ ◦ φ−1)−(2n−1) should be understood as

∏2n−1
p=1 [(∇φ ◦ φ−1)−1]ipkp

Next, we expand

(∇φ ◦ φ−1)β′
1

ij = (∇φ ◦ φ−1
ij − δij + δij)β′

1 =
∑

0≤k≤β′
1

c′
k,β′

1
((∇φ ◦ φ−1)ij − δij)k

and relabel k as β′
1. Similarly we can write

(∇φ ◦ φ−1)−(2n+1) = ((∇φ ◦ φ−1)−1 − IN + IN )2n+1 =
∑

0≤k≤2n+1
((∇φ ◦ φ−1)−1 − IN )k.

Combining these remarks we arrive at our final formula:

∂n(φ−1 − id) =
∑

β1+2β2+···+nβn=2n−1
β1+···+βn=n

β′
1+β′′

1 ≤β1
0≤k≤2n+1

cβ,n,k((∇φ ◦ φ−1)−1 − IN )k(∇φ ◦ φ−1 − IN )β′
1(∂ψ ◦ φ−1)β′′

1

×
n∏

j=2
(∂jψ ◦ φ−1)βj . (D.12)

Consider n ≥ 2. Applying Hölder’s inequality to (D.12) yields

∥∂n(φ−1 − id)∥L2(Ω) ≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U))
∑

β1+2β2+···+nβn=2n−1
β1+···+βn=n

∥∥∥∥∥∥
n∏

j=2
(∂jψ ◦ φ−1)βj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L2(Ω)

≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U))
∑

β1+2β2+···+nβn=2n−1
β1+···+βn=n

∥∥∥∥∥∥
n∏

j=2
(∂jψ ◦ φ−1)βj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Lβj qj (Ω)

,

where
∑n

j=2
1
qj

= 1
2 .



WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE FREE BOUNDARY INCOMPRESSIBLE POROUS MEDIA EQUATION 101

For j ≥ 2 we write ∂jψ = ∂j−1(∂ψ) and apply Theorem B.5 to ∂ψ to have

∥∂jψ∥
Lqj βj (U) ≲ ∥∇ψ∥1−θj

L∞(U)∥ψ∥θj

Hn(U),

where 1
qjβj

= θj

2 = j−1
2(n−1) , which sets the choice of qj . We check that

n∑
j=2

1
qj

=
n∑

j=2

(j − 1)βj

2(n− 1) = 1
2(n− 1)

 n∑
j=1

jβj −
n∑

j=1
βj

 = (2n− 1) − n

2(n− 1) = 1
2 .

Combining the above estimates, we deduce

∥∂n(φ−1 − id)∥L2(Ω) ≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U))
∑

β1+2β2+···+nβn=2n−1
β1+···+βn=n

∥ψ∥θ(β)
Hn(U),

where
θ(β) =

n∑
j=2

βjθj = 2
n∑

j=2

1
qj

= 1,

which yields the desired Hn estimate.

Step 2: Non-integer σ > 0. Let n = ⌊σ⌋ ⩾ 0 and µ = σ − n ∈ (0, 1). We use the following estimates.

Lemma D.2. Let ψ and φ as in Proposition 2.10. Let µ ∈ (0, 1) and q ∈ (1,∞) and i ≥ 0 be an
integer. Then the following estimates hold:∥∥∥(∇φ ◦ φ−1)−1 − IN

∥∥∥
W µ,q(Ω)

≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U))∥∇ψ∥W µ,q(U) (D.13)

and
∥G ◦ φ−1∥W µ,q(Ω) ≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U))∥G∥W µ,q(U) (D.14)

for G ∈ Wµ,q(U).

Proof. To prove (D.14), we note that it holds with µ = 0 and µ = 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 = (∇φ ◦ φ−1)−1 − IN ≡ ∇φ−1 − IN and use the following
two expressions for w:

w = (∇ψ ◦ φ−1 + IN )−1 − IN (D.15)
= −∇ψ ◦ φ−1∇φ−1. (D.16)

Let us recall the equivalent norm (2.2) of Wµ,q(Ω):

∥u∥W µ,q(Ω) = ∥u∥Lq(Ω) + |u|W µ,q(Ω), |u|W µ,q(Ω) =
(∫∫

x∈Ω×Ω

|u(x′) − u(x)|q

|x− x′|N+qµ
dx′dx

) 1
q

. (D.17)

Let wij denote the (i, j)-entry of w. Since (D.16) and (D.8) imply
∥wij∥Lq ≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U))∥∇ψ∥Lq ≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U))∥∇ψ∥W µ,q ,

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−1 −B−1 = A−1(B −A)B−1, and therefore using (D.15) we can write

wij(x)−wij(x′) =
∑

1≤k,ℓ≤N

(∇ψ◦φ−1(x)+IN )−1
ik (∇ψ◦φ−1(x′)−∇ψ◦φ−1(x))kℓ(∇ψ◦φ−1(x′)+IN )−1

ℓj .
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Since ∥(∇ψ ◦ φ−1 + IN )−1∥L∞(Ω) ≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U)), it follows that

|wij(x) − wij(x′)|q ≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U))
∑

1≤k,ℓ≤N

|(∇ψ ◦ φ−1(x) − ∇ψ ◦ φ−1(x′))kℓ|q, (D.18)

whence
|wij(x′)|W µ,q(Ω) ≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U))

∑
1≤k,ℓ≤N

|(∇ψ ◦ φ−1)kℓ|W µ,q(Ω).

Finally, applying (D.14) with G = ∇ψ yields (D.13). □

Now we return to the proof of (2.34) for σ = n+ µ. The case n = 0 follows from (D.14):
∥φ−1 − id ∥Hµ = ∥ − ψ ◦ φ−1∥Hµ ≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U))∥ψ∥Hµ(U).

The case n = 1 is a consequence of (D.13) with q = 2.
Now we can assume n ≥ 2. Since the L∞ norms of (∇φ ◦ φ−1)−1 − IN , ∇φ ◦ φ−1, and ∂ψ ◦ φ−1 are
bounded by C(∥∇ψ∥L∞), applying the product rule in Sobolev spaces given by Theorem B.3 to
(D.12), we obtain

∥∂n(φ−1 − id)∥Hµ(Ω) ≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞)
∑

β1+2β2+···+nβn=2n−1
β1+···+βn=n

A(β)

+ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞)
∑

β1+2β2+···+nβn=2n−1
β1+···+βn=n

β′
1≥1

B′(β) + C(∥∇ψ∥L∞)
∑

β1+2β2+···+nβn=2n−1
β1+···+βn=n

β′′
1 ≥1

B′′(β)

+ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞)
n∑

i=2

∑
β1+2β2+···+nβn=2n−1

β1+···+βn=n
βi≥1

Bi(β),

where the terms A(β), C ′(β), C ′′(β) and Ci(β) are defined by

A(β) =
∥∥∥(∇φ ◦ φ−1)−1 − IN

∥∥∥
W µ,q1 (Ω)

n∏
j=2

∥∂jψ ◦ φ−1∥βj

Lqj βj (Ω)
.

B′(β) =
∥∥∥(∇φ ◦ φ−1 − IN )β′

1
∥∥∥

W µ,q1 (Ω)

n∏
j=2

∥∂jψ ◦ φ−1∥βj

Lqj βj (Ω)
,

B′′(β) =
∥∥∥(∂ψ ◦ φ−1)β′′

1
∥∥∥

W µ,q1 (Ω)

n∏
j=2

∥∂jψ ◦ φ−1∥βj

Lqj βj (Ω)
,

Ci(β) = ∥(∂iψ ◦ φ−1)βi∥
W

µ,q′
i

∏
2≤j≤n

j ̸=i

∥∂jψ ◦ φ−1∥βj

Lq̃j βj (Ω)
,

with
n∑

j=1

1
qj

= 1
q̃i

+
∑

1≤j≤n
j ̸=i

1
q̃j

= 1
2 , and q1, q̃i ∈ [2,∞) to be chosen later. We interpolate using

Theorem B.5 on ∂ψ, which yields for any j ≥ 2,

∥∂jψ ◦ φ−1∥
Lqj βj (Ω) ≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞)∥∂jψ∥

Lqj βj (U) ≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞)∥ψ∥θj

Hσ(Ω) (D.19)
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with 1
βjqj

= θj

2 = j−1
2(σ−1) . It follows that

n∑
j=2

1
qj

=
n∑

j=2

(j − 1)βj

2(σ − 1) = n− 1
2(σ − 1) ,

n∑
j=2

βjθj = 2
n∑

j=2

1
qj

= 2
(1

2 − 1
q1

)
= 1 − 2

q1
,

and hence 1
q1

= µ
2(σ−1) . Applying Theorem B.5 again yields

∥∇ψ∥W µ,q1 ≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U))∥∇ψ∥θ
Hσ−1 ,

1
q1

= θ

2 = µ

2(σ − 1) . (D.20)

Combining (D.19), (D.13), and (D.20), we deduce

A(β) ≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U))∥∇ψ∥W µ,q1 ∥ψ∥
1− 2

q1
Hσ(U) ≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U))∥ψ∥Hσ(U). (D.21)

We now move to estimating B′′(β). In view of (D.14) and by interpolation using Theorem B.5 on
∂ψ, it holds

∥∂ψ ◦ φ−1∥W µ,q1 (Ω) ≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞)∥∂ψ∥W µ,q1 (U) ≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞)∥ψ∥θ1
Hσ(U), (D.22)

with 1
q1

= θ1
2 = µ

2(σ−1) so that in case β′′
1 = 1 we obtain

B′′(β) ≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U))∥ψ∥Hσ(U). (D.23)

Let us now assume that β′′
1 ≥ 2. The product estimate (B.1) with p1 = q1 = ∞ yields

∥(∂ψ ◦ φ−1)β1∥W µ,q1 (Ω) ≲ ∥∂ψ ◦ φ−1∥W µ,q1 (Ω)∥∂ψ ◦ φ−1∥β1−1
L∞(Ω)

Using change of variables, estimate (D.14) and Theorem B.5 on ∂ψ, we get

∥(∂ψ ◦ φ−1)β1∥W µ,q1 (Ω) ≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U))∥∂ψ∥
W

µ,q′
1 (U)

≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U))∥ψ∥θ1
Hσ(U),

where 1
q1

= θ1
2 = µ

2(σ−1) . It follows that B′′(β) is controlled by the right-hand side of (D.23).

The term B′(β) is estimated similarly, the only difference being that instead of (D.22) we use∥∥∥∇φ ◦ φ−1 − IN

∥∥∥
W µ,q1 (Ω)

≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U))∥∇φ− IN ∥W µ,q1 (U)

≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U))∥∇ψ∥W µ,q1 (U)

≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U))∥ψ∥θ1
Hσ ,

which follows from (D.14), ∇φ = ∇ψ + IN and interpolation. Therefore, we arrive at
B′(β) ≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U))∥ψ∥Hσ(U). (D.24)

We turn to estimating Ci(β). First, we choose 1
q̃j

= 1
qj

= θj

2 = j−1
2(σ−1) , so that interpolating using

Theorem B.5 we have ∏
2≤j≤n

j ̸=i

∥∂jψ ◦ φ−1∥βj

Lq̃j βj (Ω)
≤ ∥ψ∥θ

Hσ(U),

where
θ =

∑
2≤j≤n

j ̸=i

βjθj =
∑

2≤j≤n
j ̸=i

βj
j − 1
σ − 1 = n− 1

σ − 1 − βi(i− 1)
σ − 1 .
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In case βi = 1 an application of (D.14) and interpolation on ∂ψ using Theorem B.5 gives

∥∂iψ ◦ φ−1∥W µ,q̃i (Ω) ≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U))∥∂iψ∥W µ,q̃i (U) ≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U))∥ψ∥θ̃i
Hσ ,

where 1
q̃i

= θ̃i
2 = µ+i−1

2(σ−1) . Observe that θ̃i = 1−θ and that 1
q̃i

+
∑

j ̸=i
1
q̃j

= 1
2 . Finally we have obtained

that
Ci(β) ≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U))∥ψ∥Hσ(U). (D.25)

In the case β′
i ≥ 2, observe that we have 1

q̃i
= µ+βi(i−1)

2(σ−1) . We use the product estimate of Theorem B.3,
(D.14) and interpolation inequalities of Theorem B.5:

∥(∂iψ ◦ φ−1)βi∥W µ,q̃i (Ω) ≤ ∥∂iψ ◦ φ−1∥βi−1
L(βi−1)q̂i (U)∥∂

iψ ◦ φ−1∥W µ,q̄i (Ω)

≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U))∥∂iψ∥βi−1
L(βi−1)q̂i (U)∥∂

iψ∥W µ,q̄i (U)

≤ C(∥∇ψ∥L∞(U))∥ψ∥(βi−1)θ̂i

Hσ(U) ∥ψ∥θ̄i

Hσ(U),

with 1
(βi−1)q̂i

= θ̂i
2 = i−1

2(σ−1) and 1
q̄i

= θ̄i
2 = µ+i−1

2(σ−1) . Observe that such a choice of (q̂i, q̄i) is justified
since 1

q̂i
+ 1

q̄i
= µ+βi(i−1)

2(σ−1) = 1
q̃i

. This is enough to control Ci(β) by the right-hand side of (D.25) as
θ + θ̄i + (βi − 1)θ̂i = 1.
Gathering (D.21), (D.23), (D.24) and (D.25) we obtain the claimed estimate, which ends the proof.

Appendix E. Sufficient conditions for G

Proposition E.1. Let F : R → R, and let J = (−1, 0) in the finite depth case or J = (−∞, 0) in
the infinite depth case. Then for all a > 0 and σ ≥ 0, there exists a function CF,a,σ(·) : R+ → R+
such that the following assertions hold.

(i) If F ∈ C
⌈σ⌉
b (R), then for all h, v ∈ Hσ(Rd × J), there holds

∥F (h(x, z) + az)v∥Hσ
x,z(Rd×J) ≤ CF,a,σ(∥h∥L∞∩Hσ )∥v∥L∞∩Hσ(Rd×J). (E.1)

(ii) If F ′ ∈ C
⌈σ⌉
b (R), then for all h1, h2, w ∈ Hσ(Rd × J), there holds

∥(F (h1 + az) − F (h2 + az))w∥Hσ
x,z(Rd×J) ≤ CF,a,σ(∥(h1, h2)∥L∞∩Hσ )∥(h1 − h2)w∥L∞∩Hσ . (E.2)

Proof. We first note that (ii) is a consequence of (i) since we can write

(F (h1 + az) − F (h2 + az))w =
∫ 1

0
F ′(az + (1 − τ)h2 + τh1) dτ(h1 − h2)w.

Then (E.2) follows by applying (E.1) with F replaced by F ′, h = (1 − τ)h2 + τh1, and v = (h1 − h2).
Without loss of generality, we shall prove (i) for a = 1.
We start by assuming that σ = n is an integer, so that it reduces to estimating the terms

Am = ∥∂m(F (h+ z))∂n−mv∥L2 , 0 ≤ m ≤ n,
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where we recall that ∂ℓ denotes any partial derivative of order ℓ in (x, z). Clearly A0 ≤ ∥F∥L∞∥v∥Hσ .
Now consider 1 ≤ m ≤ n. Using the Faà di Bruno formula (D.2), we further reduce the task to
estimating the terms

Am,β =

∥∥∥∥∥∥F (β)(h+ z)∂n−mv
m∏

j=1
(∂j(h+ z))βj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L2

, (E.3)

where β1 + · · · + βm = β and β1 + 2β2 + · · · +mβm = m. Note that ∂j(h+ z) = ∂zh+ 1 if j = 1 and
∂ = ∂z, and ∂j(h+ z) = ∂jh otherwise. Hence,

Am,β =


∥∥∥F (β)(h+ z)∂n−mv(∂zh+ 1)β1

∏m
j=2(∂jh)βj

∥∥∥
L2

if ∂1(h+ z) ≡ ∂z(h+ z),∥∥∥F (β)(h+ z)∂n−mv
∏m

j=1(∂jh)βj

∥∥∥
L2

otherwise.

As |∂zh+ 1|β1 ≲ |∂zh|β1 + 1 and F (β) is bounded for β ≤ n, we use Hölder’s inequality with
m∑

j=1

1
qj

+ 1
q

=
m∑

j=2

1
qj

+ 1
q̃

= 1
2 ,

where q, q̃, qj will be chosen later, to have

Am,β ≤ ∥F (β)∥L∞

m∏
j=1

∥∂jh∥βj

Lqj βj
∥∂n−mv∥Lq + ∥F (β)∥L∞

m∏
j=2

∥∂jh∥βj

Lqj βj
∥∂n−mv∥Lq̃ .

Then, we use the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality from Theorem B.5 (with (r, σ) = (2, n)) to bound

Am,β ≤ ∥F (β)∥L∞

m∏
j=1

∥h∥βj(1−θj)
L∞ ∥h∥βjθj

Hn ∥v∥1−θ
L∞ ∥v∥θ

Hn

+ ∥F (β)∥L∞

m∏
j=2

∥h∥βj(1−θj)
L∞ ∥h∥βjθj

Hn ∥v∥1−θ̃
L∞ ∥v∥θ̃

H
n n−m

n−m+β1
,

(E.4)

where we have chosen 1
q = θ

2 = n−m
2n , 1

qjβj
= θj

2 = j
2n , and 1

q̃ = θ̃
2 = n−m+β1

2n . We check that

m∑
j=1

1
qj

+ 1
q

=
m∑

j=1

jβj

2n + 1
2 − m

2n = 1
2 =

m∑
j=2

1
qj

+ 1
q̃
.

The right-hand side of (E.4) is now controlled by that of (E.1) since n n−m
n−m+β1

≤ n.

For the non-integer case σ = n+ µ, µ ∈ (0, 1), it suffices to bounded ∥∂n(F (h+ z)v)∥Hµ . This in
turn reduces to bounding the terms

Am,β =

∥∥∥∥∥∥F (β)(h+ z)∂n−mv
m∏

j=1
(∂jh)βj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Hµ

,

where j, β, and the βj are as in (E.3). Note that the terms F (β)(h+ z)∂n−mv(∂zh+ 1)
∏m

j=2(∂jh)βj ,
appearing when ∂(h+ z) ≡ ∂z(h+ z), can be controlled be similarly, therefore omitted. Denoting
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w = F (β)(h+ z)∂n−mv, the product estimate (B.1) yields

Am,β ≲

∥∥∥∥∥∥
m∏

j=1
(∂jh)βj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Lq′

∥w∥W µ,q +

∥∥∥∥∥∥
m∏

j=1
(∂jh)βj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
W µ,p′

∥w∥Lp

≲
m∏

j=1
∥∂jh∥βj

Lqj βj
∥w∥W µ,q

+ ∥w∥Lp

∑
i∈{1,...,m}: βi≥1

∥∂ih∥W µ,p̄iai

∏
j ̸=i

∥∂jh∥βj

Lpj βj
=: I + II,

(E.5)

where

ai =
{

1 if βi = 1,
∥∂ih∥βi−1

Lp̃i(βi−1) if βi ≥ 2,

1
q

+ 1
q′ = 1

q
+

m∑
j=1

1
qj

= 1
2 , q ∈ (1,∞),

and 
1
p̄i

+ 1
p̃i

+
∑

j ̸=i
1
pj

+ 1
p = 1

2 , p̄i ∈ (1,∞) if βi ≥ 2,
1
p̄i

+
∑

j ̸=i
1
pj

+ 1
p = 1

2 , p̄i ∈ (1,∞) if βi = 1.
Regarding II, we appeal to Theorem B.5 and bound

∥∂ih∥W µ,p̄i ≤ ∥h∥1−η̄i
L∞ ∥h∥η̄i

Hσ with 1
p̄i

= η̄i

2 = i+ µ

2σ ,

∥∂ih∥Lp̃i(βi−1) ≤ ∥h∥1−η̃i
L∞ ∥h∥η̃i

Hσ with 1
p̃i(βi − 1) = η̃i

2 = i

2σ if βi ≥ 2,

∥∂jh∥
Lpj βj ≤ ∥h∥1−ηj

L∞ ∥h∥ηj

Hσ with 1
pjβj

= ηj

2 = j

2σ .

We have 1
p̄i

+ 1
p̃i

+
∑

j ̸=i
1
pj

= m+µ
2σ if βi ≥ 2, and 1

p̄i
+
∑

j ̸=i
1
pj

= m+µ
2σ if βi = 1. Consequently,

1
p = n−m

2σ for βi ≥ 1, and hence

∥w∥Lp ≤ ∥F (β)∥L∞∥∂n−mv∥Lp ≤ ∥F (β)∥L∞∥v∥1−η
L∞ ∥v∥η

Hσ ,

where 1
p = n−m

2σ = η
2 . Thus II is bounded by the right-hand side of (E.1).

As for I, we apply Theorem B.5 again to have

∥∂jh∥
Lqj βj ≤ ∥h∥1−θj

L∞ ∥h∥θj

Hσ ,

where 1
qjβj

= θj

2 = j
2σ . Then we have

∑m
j=1

1
qj

= m
2σ and 1

q = σ−m
2σ . Hence,

I ≤ C(∥h∥L∞∩Hσ )∥w∥W µ,q . (E.6)
We recall from (2.2) that

∥w∥W µ,q = ∥w∥Lq + ∥E[w]∥Lq , (E.7)
where N = d+ 1 and

E[w](x, z) :=
∫

z′∈J

∫
x′∈Rd

|w(x, z) − w(x′, z′)|q

(|x− x′|2 + |z − z′|2)N/2+qµ/2 dx′dz′.
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Let (x, z) ∈ Rd × J and (x′, z′) ∈ Rd × J . We have

|w(x′, z′) − w(x, z)| ≲ |F (β)(h(x′, z′) + z′)||∂n−mv(x, z) − ∂n−mv(x′, z′)|

+ |∂n−mv(x, z)||F (β)(h(x, z) + z) − F (β)(h(x′, z′) + z)|

+ |∂n−mv(x, z)||F (β)(h(x′, z′) + z) − F (β)(h(x′, z′) + z′)|. (E.8)

In the first line of (E.8), we bound |F (β)(h(x′, z′) + z′)| ≤ ∥F (β)∥L∞ . In the second line, since F (β+1)

is bounded for β + 1 ≤ n+ 1 ≤ ⌈σ⌉, we can use the Lipschitz continuity of F (β) to have

|F (β)(h(x, z) + z) − F (β)(h(x′, z′) + z)| ≤ ∥F (β+1)∥L∞ |h(x, z) − h(x, z′)|.

In the last line, we combine the Lipschitz continuity and the boundedness of F (β) to obtain

|F (β)(h(x′, z′) + z) − F (β)(h(x′, z′) + z′)| ≲ (∥F (β)∥L∞ + ∥F (β+1)∥L∞) |z − z′|
1 + |z − z′|

.

It follows that

E[w](x, z) ≲ E[∂n−mv](x, z) + |∂n−mv(x, z)|qE[h](x, z)

+ |∂n−mv(x, z)|q
∫

(x′,z′)∈Rd×J

|z − z′|q

(1 + |z − z′|q)(|x− x′|2 + |z − z′|2)N/2+qµ/2 dz′dx′

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I

.

To bound I we make the changes of variables (x′, z′) 7→ (x′ − x, z′ − z) and x′ 7→ |z′|y, so that

I =
∫

(x′,z′)∈Rd×(J−z)

|z′|q

(1 + |z′|q)(|x′|2 + |z′|2)N/2+qµ/2 dz′dx′

=
∫

z′∈J−z

|z′|q−N−qµ

(1 + |z′|)q

∫
x′∈Rd

dx′

(1 + |x′|2
|z′|2 )N/2+qµ/2

dz′

≤
∫

z′∈R

|z′|q−N−qµ+d

(1 + |z′|)q

∫
y∈Rd

dy
(1 + |y|2)N/2+qµ/2 dz′.

(E.9)

The y-integral converges because N + 2µ > d = N − 1. The integral in z′ converges since
|z′|q−N−qµ+d

(1+|z′|)q ∼
|z′|→0

|z′|q(1−µ)−1 and |z′|q−N−qµ+d

(1+|z′|)q ∼
|z′|→∞

|z′|−1−qµ. Therefore, I is bounded by a constant

depending only on (d, µ). It follows that

E[w](x, z) ≲ E[∂n−mv](x, z) + |∂n−mv(x, z)|qE[h](x, z) + |∂n−mv(x, z)|q.

Taking 1/q-th power and then taking the Lq norm in (x, z) and applying Hölder inequality to the
second term, we obtain

∥w∥W µ,q ≲ ∥∂n−mv∥W µ,q + ∥∂n−mv∥Lr1 ∥(E[h])
1
q ∥Lr2 + ∥∂n−mv∥Lq

≲ ∥∂n−mv∥W µ,q + ∥∂n−mv∥Lr1 ∥h∥W µ,r2 + ∥∂n−mv∥Lq ,
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where r1 = 2σ
n−m and r2 = 2σ

µ , so that 1
q = 1

r1
+ 1

r2
. Applying Theorem B.5 gives

∥∂n−mv∥Lr1 ≲ ∥v∥1−s0
L∞ ∥v∥s0

Hσ ,
1
r1

= s0
2 = n−m

2σ ,

∥h∥W µ,r2 ≲ ∥h∥1−s1
L∞ ∥h∥s1

Hσ ,
1
r2

= s1
2 = µ

2σ ,

∥∂n−mv∥W µ,q ≲ ∥v∥1−s2
L∞ ∥v∥s2

Hσ ,
1
q

= s2
2 = n−m+ µ

2σ ≡ σ −m

2σ ,

∥∂n−mv∥Lq ≲ ∥v∥1−s3
L∞ ∥v∥s3

Hr ,
1
q

= s3
2 = n−m

2r , r = σ(n−m)
σ −m

< σ.

The above estimates yield
∥w∥W µ,q ≲ (1 + ∥h∥L∞∩Hσ )∥v∥L∞∩Hσ

which in conjunction with (E.6) shows that I is controlled by the right-hand side of (E.1). □
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