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GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE 3D MUSKAT PROBLEM
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IN THE CRITICAL SOBOLEV SPACE

FRANCISCO GANCEDO AND OMAR LAZAR

ABSTRACT. We prove that the 3D stable Muskat problem is globally well-posed in
the critical Sobolev space H*NW*° provided that the semi-norm || fo| ;72 is small
enough. Consequently, this allows the Lipschitz semi-norm to be arbitrarily large.
The proof is based on a new formulation of the 3D Muskat problem that allows
to capture the hidden oscillatory nature of the problem. The latter formulation
allows to prove the H? a priori estimates. In the literature, all the known global
existence results for the 3D Muskat problem are for small slopes (less than 1).
This is the first arbitrary large slope theorem for the 3D stable Muskat problem.
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In this article, we study the 3D Muskat problem which models the dynamics
of two incompressible and immiscible fluids with different densities and viscosities
separated by a porous media (see [19]). This problem, initiated by Morris Muskat
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in the early '30, has appeared in the first time in the study of science of geophysics
mainly for petroleum engineering applications ([50]). His main contributions has
been to introduce a mathematical concepts to the knowledge of flow of oil and gas
in sands. Since then, many other applications such as in civil engineering or in
modern biology have been studied (see e.g. [35]). Since the fluids are immiscible
and separated by a porous media, they therefore lie in two different time dependent
domains. Set Q;(t) and Qa(t) these two different fluid regions. We assume that p;
is the density of the fluid in the moving region €;(¢) and that the two fluids have
the same viscosity (see e.g. [11] for the viscosity jump case). The velocity v; in the
fluid domain Q;(t) for i = 1,2, is given by the following so-called Darcy’s [31] law
as follows

Vv = 0. (1.2)

et
K

Where g is the gravity, « is the permeability of the porous media, y is the viscosity.
Since g, k and p are fixed constants, without loss for generality, we may assume that
there are all equal to 1 for simplicity. The second identity means that the two fluids
are incompressible. Recall that F; is the pressure on the different fluid domains, while
on the interface 9 (t) = 0€2(t) the pressure are equal that is P; = P». Lastly,
since the density p; is transported by the flow, it obeys the following equation

O¢pi +v; - Vp; =0. (1.3)

The coupling of equations (1.1), (1.2), (1.3) is the incompressible porous media
equation ([19]). Note that all those physical quantities namely v;, p;, P; are functions
of (z,t) € R3 x [0,00). In particular, since the two fluids have different densities, p;
is a step function, that is

p(x,t) = pr1lo, ) (%) + p2la, ) (z).

This problem is analogous to the so-called Hele-Shaw equation [37, 38]. We refer to
[53, 43, 40, 21] for a complete picture of this analogy and to [2, 3] for some recent
mathematical developments on this equation and related models.
Since p; # p2, we may assume that p; < po. In that case, the word ”stable” Muskat
problem means that 5(¢) corresponds to the heavier fluid domain which lies below
Qi (t) which is the lighter fluid domain. This physical structure is preserved for
any time as long as the interface is a graph of a regular enough function and this
is the case as long as the Raleygh-Taylor condition is satisfied (see [53]). Indeed,
a common assumption when studying the moving fluid domains is to parametrize
the interface as being the graph of a sufficiently regular function. In this case the
Rayleigh-Taylor simplifies to po — p1 > 0. By using classical tools from potential
theory, it was shown in [22] that the interface obeys a nice contour equation which
is both nonlocal (unlike its Eulerian version) and nonlinear. This formulation gives
a closed equation which is fully determined only by the dynamics of the interface
itself. The dynamics of this moving interface is a function f which depends of the
position z € R? and time ¢ > 0, This gives rise to an evolution equation which is
called the Muskat problem. We shall further assume that we are dealing with an
interface which is flat at infinity and that there is no surface tension.

In this paper we shall focus on the 3D case. The 3D Muskat problem reads as
follows

filt,z) = 2£P.V./V$Ayf Y () e R X [0,T]
T

(My) - ly[? (1+ A2f)3/2
£(0,2) = folz),
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where p = ps — p1 > 0 and the operator A, f(x,t) = W Note that the
p.v. is mainly needed when y approaches 0, some models have been studied taking
into account this fact (see e.g. [14]). Local existence for this equation in subcritical
spaces either in 2D or 3D has been studied in several articles. Local existence in
the Sobolev space in H*, k > 3 and illposedness results in the unstable regime have
been shown in [22]. In [14], Chang, Granero-Bellinchén and Shkoller proved local
well-posedness in H? provided the norm H?/2t¢ ¢ ¢ (0,1/2) is small enough. In
[19], Constantin, Gancedo, Schydkoy and Vicol were able to prove that the Muskat
problem is locally-well posed in W2p ,p > 1. They also proved a regularity criteria
in terms of the uniform continuity of the bounded slope (see also [13] where a very
weak regularity criteria is proved). The later result has been recently extended in
[1] to the 3D case and to the wider class of subcritical Sobolev spaces W*P where
s € (14+1/p,2) and p € (1,00). In [17], Matioc proved local-wellposedness in the
subcritical Sobolev space H*/?%¢, e € (0,1/2). By using a purely paradifferential
approach, Nguyen and Pausader [39] were able to prove that the Muskat problem
is locally-well posed in H®, s > 1+ d/2 regardless of the characteristic of the fluids.
In the 2D case, the homogeneous version of the result in [39] has been obtained by
Alazard and the second author [41] using a paralinearization formula of the Muskat
equation [4]. The latter allows to identify the most important terms in the study of
the Cauchy problem.

Similarly, up to an integration by parts (see [22]), the 3D Muskat problem may
be written as

_ P Vi) y—(f(z,t) - flz -y, 1)) dy
(M) - fit,x) = 27TP.V./ TESNTE PER

f(0,2) = fo(x).

The latter formulation is well adapted when dealing with the Cauchy problem for
the Muskat equation with data in the Lipschitz class. Indeed, it has been used for
instance the recent work by Cameron in [9] to prove global regularity for small slopes
for the 3D Muskat problem. Besides being a physically relevant quantity when deal-
ing with the geometry of the moving interface, the Lipschitz semi-norm is also a
fundamental quantity in the Muskat problem (see the survey [43, 40]).

Importantly, the Muskat equation has a scaling. Namely, if f is a solution to
3D Muskat problem with initial data fy so does the whole family A~! f (A, \t) with
initial data A~! fo(\z), where A > 0. Recall that a space is called critical if its norm
(or semi-norm) is left invariant by the scaling of the equation. In the case of the 3D
Muskat problem, it is not difficult to observe that the Lipschitz space, the Wiener
space studied in [17], the homogeneous Sobolev space H? or the homogeneous Besov
space Bo_ol,oo are examples of critical spaces for the 3D Muskat problem. To get a first
idea of the structure of the equation a classical idea consists in linearizing around
the trivial solution. By doing so, one may check that the equation reduces to

Ouf(x,t) = L-Af

where in 2D,

PV [ f(x,t)— flz—y,t
Af(a,py = B [HROZLEZ0l) g,
m vl
This linearization shows that one needs p > 0 in order to ensure existence of a
local solution to the "half” heat equation.
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The Cauchy problem for equation M in the critical setting is delicate, even if
one assumes smallness of the initial data. Indeed, the Muskat problem is not a fully
parabolic PDE since regular enough solutions may blow-up as it has been show by
Castro, Cérdoba, Gancedo and Fefferman in [10] and Castro, Cérdoba, Fefferman,
Gancedo and Lépez-Ferndndez in [13]). Indeed, they proved that there exists a class
of smooth initial data which fails to be C* regular after sometimes and after a later
time becomes a non-graph (see also [34]). The instablity of the Cauchy problem
associated to regular enough initial data is also very well described in a series of
papers by Cérdoba, Gémez-Serrano and Zlatos ([25, 26]). They were able to show
some special dynamical scenarios are possible e.g. solutions passing from stable
regime to unstable regime and finally go back to stable regime. Another kind of
singularity are the so-called splash singularity (the curve self intersect in a point) or
splat singularity (the curve self intersect in set a of Lebesgue measure > 0) while its
regularity is preserved. For the Muskat problem, both splash [12] and splat singular-
ities [24, 28] have been ruled out. In the one phase Muskat problem problem splash
singularities are possible as it was shown by Castro, Cérdoba, Fefferman, Gancedo
and Lopez-Fernédndez in [13]). These kind of singularities have been shown to exist
or ruled out for water waves and related fluid equations (see [12, 15, 29, 30, 42]).
Note that the Muskat can be seen as the ”parabolic” version of the water-waves
equations (see e.g. [13]).

All the singularity results known require initial data which are sufficiently regular
and with sufficiently high slope. Global existence results for very small slopes have
been obtained by Constantin and Pugh [28] or Escher-Matioc [36] they were able to
ruled out turnover scenario. Actually, if one assumes that the initial data is suffi-
ciently small in the critical Lipschitz space Wl’oo, then the Muskat problem turns
out to be more stable. More precisely, there is a maximum principle for the slope
([23]) in the sense that, if the Lipschitz semi-norm is initially smaller than 1 so do
the solutions for all time. In [18], Constantin, Cérdoba, Gancedo, and Rodriguez-
Piazza and Strain were able to prove that if the initial data is at least H® (to ensure
local existence [22]) and if the initial data is smaller than 1/3 in the Lipschitz class,
then the 3D Muskat problem is globally well-posed. We refer also to [16] where
decay estimates are obtained. Recently, Cameron [9] was able to construct global
unique solution for initial data ||V, fo||re < % He was able to improve the bound

obtained in [18]. The unique solution can be unbounded provided that it grows
sublinearly. However, unlike his result in the 2D case ([8]), the main results in the
3D case deals with small slopes only.

While arbitrary large slope results have been shown to exist globally for the 2D
Muskat problem in :

- Deng, Lei, and Lin [32] (under a monotonicity assumption)
- Cameron (8] (under the condition that sup fj(z) x sup —fi(y) < 1)
- Cérdoba and the second author [27] (small data in the critical H%/? space),

no large solutions in Lipschitz are known to exist for the 3D Muskat problem. In
terms of the geometry of the interface, the condition of very small slopes (< 1) is
quite restrictive.

The aim of this article is to show that the 3D Muskat problem is globally well-
posed for any large initial data in Lipschitz. Indeed, we shall only assume smallness
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in the critical H? semi-norm. So the slope can be arbitrarily large, this is the first
result of large slope solutions for the 3D Muskat problem.

Besides being mathematically challenging to prove global results without any
smallness assumption on the Lipschitz semi-norm, it is also physically relevant since
it would show that the interface can be be highly oscillating in an arbitrarily short
time. This is obviously impossible to observe if the slope is small. Also, allowing the
slope to be arbitrarily large shows that there exist solutions which can be arbitrarily
close to the turnover phenomena observed by Castro, Cérdoba, Fefferman, Gancedo
and Lépez-Fernandez in [13]) but without never reaching it.

When dealing with the Cauchy problem for data in the critical H? space, both
aforementioned formulations give rise to severe difficulties to close the a priori es-
timates for the most singular terms. This motivate the introduction of a new for-
mulation to treat the Cauchy problem (1.4) for initial data in H2. The idea behind
this new formulation in terms of oscillatory integral was pioneered in an article by
Cérdoba and the second author [27] were they studied the Cauchy problem for 2D
Muskat equation with regular enough data and small H3/2 semi-norm. The 3D case
(2D interface) is not only more nonlinear than the 2D case (1D interface) but also
more technical because of the fact that one has to deal with directional derivatives.
The fact that the rational function in A, f appearing in the Muskat equation cannot
be seen as the restriction of the Fourier transform of some well chosen L' function
(in the same spirit as [27]) generates some technical difficulties.

2. MAIN RESULT

Theorem 2.1. Let F(z) = C(1+22)73/2, where C > 0 is a fized constant. For
any initial data fo € H?> N WY with || foll 72 < F(| follyirree) small enough, then,
there exists a unique global solution f to the 3D Muskat problem such that f €
L>([0,T], H> n W) 0 L2([0, T); H/?) for all T > 0.

Remark 1. This theorem allows the interface to be arbitrarily large in W which
is the first result of this kind in the 3D case. Note that the smallness is only assumed
on the critical H? Sobolev semi-norm. Besides, this theorem is fully dealing with
the critical setting in the sense that both the initial data and the smallness lie in
critical spaces.

Remark 2. The proof of the a priori estimates in H? is based on a series of decom-
position of the terms together with estimates on homogeneous Besov spaces. This
H? control shows that there is a regularizing effect of order L2H?/2. The control
of the slope by means of the L2H?/2 semi-norm is obtained thanks to a combina-
tion of the study of the evolution of the extrema (justified thanks to Rademacher’s
theorem) together with Besov estimates.

Remark 3. When performing H? a priori estimates, the dissipation one hope for
is of fractional order. This amount to take fractional derivatives into the nonlinear
term. One would need to use multilinear estimates of singular integral operators
together with estimates of composition functions ([7]). This may lead to tedious
computations. However, the strategy to get the H? a priori estimates presented in
this paper avoid this difficulty.

The plan of the paper is the following, in the next section we shall introduce a
new formulation of the 3D Muskat problem in terms of oscillatory integrals. In the
second section, we shall give the definition of the functional spaces together with
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notations of some operators that will be used throughout the article. The third
section, which is the central part of the article, is devoted to the proof of the H2
a priori estimates. The fourth section contains the Sobolev energy inequality. The
fifth and last section is the control of the slope together with a boostrap argument
to close the estimates with respect to critical quantities only.

3. A NEW FORMULATION OF THE 3D MUSKAT PROBLEM

Let us recall that the Muskat equation in R® in the stable case and when the
interface is parametrized as a graph is given by the following 2D equation

_r y
filt,x) = 27TP.v./vggAyf.w|2 (15 A2 dy
f(o’x) = fo(x)

In this section we shall prove the following Proposition which gives an equivalent
formulation of the 3D Muskat in terms of oscillatory integrals.

(My) -

Proposition 3.1. Consider the following Cauchy problem
Y <
fi(t,x) = %P.V./VJCAyf.—2 cos(arctan(Ayf))/O e Fcos(kA, f) dk dy,

(May) |y
f(0,2) = fo(x).

Then,
(My) <= (Ma2).
1

Proof of Proposition 3.1 It suffices to remember that cos(arctan(z)) = irwst

The end of the proof follows from the new formulation introduced in the recent
article [27]. O

4. FUNCTIONAL SETTING AND NOTATIONS

As usually, for s > 0, H® denotes the homogeneous Sobolev space endowed with

the semi-norm
1 lle = 1A 22

The definition of the homogeneous Besov spaces that we shall use have been
introduced by Oleg Vladimirovich Besov in [6]. Let (p,q,s) € [1,00]? x R?, a tem-
pered distribution f (we assume that its Fourier transform is locally integrable near
0) belongs to the homogeneous Besov space B;7q(R2) if and only if the following
semi-norm is finite

115, = ‘ 011(5)00f + Lnar&)y + 3,0l
Bpa

lyl®

< 00,
La(R,|y|~2dy)

where 3,f(z) = f(¥) — f(x —y) and 8,f(x) = f(z) — f(z+1).

We have the following embedding between homogeneous Besov spaces will be used
(see e.g. [5], [46], [51]). We have for all (p1,p2,7) € [1,00]?

B3 (R) — B2 (R),

p1,7 p2,T

where s + p% = 89+ pil and p; < pa. We also have for all (p1,s1) € [2,00] X R,
Byt (R) = Byt (R),

for all (r1,72) € ]1,00] such that r1 < ry.

Throughout the article, we shall use the following notations:
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o A, fa,) = Lt=tleno

L 5yf(x’t) :f(x,t)—f(x—y,t)

Sy

( ) f(xt) flz+y,t)

o Syf(wt) = Lttt
o s,f(x,t) =2f(x,t) — f(z —y,t) — f(z+y,1t)

° Dyf(x’t) _ f(a:+y7t)|;‘f(x_y’t)
o d,f(x,t) = f(x+y,t)— flz—y,t)

The notation V; will denote the gradient vector with respect to the variable
i € R%2. The operator A will always mean the classical Laplacian with respect to .

As well, A < B means that there exists a fixed constant C' > 0 such that A < C'B.

5. A priori ESTIMATES IN H?

We shall use an energy method. That is, we shall do H? a priori estimates which
allows us to get enough compactness to pass to the limit in a regularized equation.
Without loss of generality we may assume that p = 27. Introduce the following
regularized Muskat equation.

O fe(t,x) /V Ayf6 ‘ cos(arctan(A, fe)) /OOO e *cos(kA, f.) dk dy

fe(0,2) = fo(x) * pe(x). + eAf..

If the regularized initial data f.(0,z) € H°(R?), the existence of a local solution
is ensured by the classical local theory (see e.g. Duchon and Robert [33]). The aim
will be to prove that the associated solution will converge (as € goes to 0) in some
Banach spaces (assuming that the solution is further L? for the sake of simplicity).
The strong compactness in (L?L?);,. will be obtained in the usual way thanks to the
Rellich compactness theorem (see e.g. [15]). To avoid redundancy, the details will
be omitted since the arguments are classical. One may prove uniqueness by using
the same technics to estimate the difference of two solutions and we shall omit the
details. In the sequel we assume that the solution is from this regularized equation
but we will omit to write the parameter e.

(M) :

By taking the Laplacian of the Muskat equation and multiplying by A f and finally
integrating in the space variable, one finds

%&g”f“fw = /AfA (/ VmAyf.ﬁ cos(arctan(Ayf))/o e % cos(kA, f)dk dy> dx

Then, by using classical formulas for the differential operator A, we find

%&g”f“fqg = /Af /VxAyAf.ﬁ Cos(arctan(Ayf))/O e " cos(kA, f) dk dy da
+ Q/Af /AyAfﬁ.Vm <cos(arctan(Ayf)) /00 e " cos(kA, f) dk> dy dz
0
+ /Af /Ayvxf.ﬁA <cos(arctan(Ayf)) /000 e % cos(kA, f) dk) dy dx
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hence, we obtain

%@Hf”fqg = /Af /VxAyAf.ﬁ Cos(arctan(Ayf))/O e Fcos(kA, f) dk dy dx

=8 (most singular term)

+ 2 / Af / AyAfﬁ.Vx (cos(arctan(A, f))) /0 " ek cos(kA, f) dk dy da

+ 2 / Af / AyAfﬁ.cos(arctan(Ay )V ( /O Tk cos(kA, f) dk> dy dz

4 / Af / ALY, f.ﬁA(cos(arctan(Ay ) /O " e F cos(kA, f) dk dy da

b2 / Af / AV, f.ﬁvw (cos(arctan(A, 1)) Vs ( /0 ~ ek cos(kA, f) dk) dy dz
+ / Af / AV, f.%cos(arctan@y A ( /0 e cos(kA, f)) dk dy da

Our aim will be to control ;| f||%

H?’
the H? is sufficiently small and the Lipschitz semi-norm does not blow-up. This,
combining with the control of the Lipschitz semi-norm will give the main result by

using a bootstrap argument.

we shall actually prove that 10| in,2 < 0if

5
6. ESTIMATES OF THE LESS SINGULAR TERM: 7T = 27;
i=1
6.1. Estimate of 7;. We start by estimating 77, that is

i = Q/Af /AyAfﬁ.Vm (cos(arctan(Ayf)))/Ooo e " cos(kA, f) dk dy dx

S 2 1871 [ 18,A717 19 (cos(arctan(a, )] dy e

Then, since an easy compution gives |V, (cos(arctan(A, f)))| < VA, f| one finds

1
s [IA0 [ 18I 900, dy o (6.1)
HA(SZ/JCHL2 Hvx‘snyLo"
< .
~ HfHH2 ’y‘g/g ‘y’3/2 dy

SR VPPN PN P

S N2 1 f 1 e

6.2. Estimate of 75. Recall that

T2

Q/Af /AyAf#.cos(arctan(Ayf))Vx (/OOO e % cos(kA, f) dk> dy dz

1
S /|Af| /|AyAf|W|Vmcos(szyf) dk| dy dx
Using that |V cos(kAy f)| S [VaAyf], one finds
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1
JIAR [ 1A 981 dy do
which is the same estimate as (6.1), so we conclude as in the estimate of 73 that is

To S W 1521 fll 2
6.3. Estimate of 73. We have
/Af /Ayvxf.#A (Cos(arctan(Ayf)))/ e ¥ cos(kA, f) dk dy dx
Y 0

So that,

< [1ar [0 a ostarctan(8, )] dy do

Then, an easy estimate on A (cos(arctan(A,f))) gives
ANV, AV,
ns [1an [Bhaaayacs [iar [Brela,e.p iy a

Using the same step as (6.1) one may estimate the first term in the right hand side
as T1. For the second term, we observe that

V26, f1I3 6
ly|*

AT (62

AV;,;
[1a1 BNV IIA Gt dyde < Il dy

‘ ’ ~

N

then, using that H7/3 < 35/3 we find

Avm
/ Af) / BoVel | A L 12 dy dr <1l 1 s

and finally, using that H™/3 = [H 2 {5/ 2} we finally find that

12
373

ANV f
Jias (12wt ay a5 1010
Hence,

Ts S 13 1 £ 1%
6.4. Estimate of 7;. We have
Ti = Q/Af /Ayvmf.%vm (cos(arctan(Ay f))) .V (/ e * cos(kA, f) dk> dy dz
Y 0
Therefore,

Ts < / |Af] /|Ayvxf|ﬁ |V (cos(arctan(Ay f)))| ‘Vx </000 ek cos(kAy f) dk‘)‘ dy dx

Using that
|V (cos(arctan(Ay f)))] S |Ay Vi fl,
and that

‘vx (/ e *cos(kA, f) dk)‘ <A,V f],
0
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one finds,

V20,2
i <17l / Sy S e 1

This is the same estimate as (6.2), hence following exactly the same step as the
control of T we finally find that

Ta S 12l £ 12
6.5. Estimate of 75. We write

Ts = /Af /Ayvggf.% cos(arctan(Ay f))A </000 e % cos(kA, f) dk:) dy dx
/yAf! 124Vafl| o </OO e cos(kA, f) dk:)‘ dy da
0

vl
Using the fact that [A ([;° e " cos(kAy f) dk) | S 1A, Vaf? + |AyAf| we find

N

IVa8,f e . [ Iuy e 148, fllso
< ) x0y y
T Wl ([ s [ S

Hence, following the same step as (6.1) and (6.2) one finds that

T S 1B (12 + 111%2)

We have therefore obtain that all the less singular terms 7; for any ¢ = 1,...,5 are
controlled as follows

5

2 2
ST S B (112 + 112) (6.3)
i=1
This ends the estimates of the less singular term. In the next section, we shall
estimate the more singular term. The analysis of the singular term requires much

more effort, the first part consist in symmetrizing in a tricky way.

7. SYMMETRIZATION AND USEFUL IDENTITIES

Throughout the article, we shall need to use some identities involving second finite
differences. We collect all those identities in the following lemma

Lemma 7.1. Set K, f := HAQ and K, f = 1A The following equalities hold.
- 1
V, {arctan(A, f) + arctan(A, f)} = —55% SyfDyfKyfKy,fVyD,f
1
+ 5 (Eyf + Ky f) VySyf (7.1)
analogously,
_ 1 _
Vy {arctan(Ayf) — arctan(Ayf)} = —iSnynynyynySyf

+ %(Kyf + Ky f)VyD,f (7.2)
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Proof of Lemma 7.1 Set A(z) := V, {arctan(A,f) + arctan(A, f)}. One may
write that,

VyAyf o VyAyf + vyAyf vyAyf
L+ A2f 1+A2f " 14+ A2f 1+ A2f
=0
(Ayf + Ayf)(Ayf B Ayf) vySyf
(14 A2f)(1+ AZf) 1+ AZf
Snyyf + VySyf
(I+A2F)(1+AZf) 1+ AZf

Alz) =

= vyAyf

= _vyAyf

On the other hand,

VyAyf | VyAyf _ VyAyf Vyéyf
L+AZf 1+ AZf 14+ ALf L+ AZf
=0
VySy f ~ 1 1

= A — —
1+A§f+Vy 2 L+ A2f 14+ ALf

vySyf A Snyyf (74)

- 1+A§f+VyAyf(1+A§f)(1+Agf)'

Therefore, by combining (7.3) and (7.4) one gets (7.1). Analogously, set B(z) :=
V, {arctan(A, f) — arctan(A, f) }, then we write that

VyAy f _ VyAy f + VyAyf _ VyAyf

Alz) =

B(z) = — = =
L+AZf 14+ AZf 14+ A2fF 1+ ALf
=0
1 1 VA, f =V, A, f
_ VyAyf< - _ ) y=y I
L+AZf 1+ AZf L+ A%f

(Ayf+ Ayf)(Ayf__ Ayf) | VyAyf __vyAyf
(1+A§f)(1+A§f) 1+A§f

SyfDyf _ Vyl?yf

(1+A§f)(1 +A§f) 1+A§f

On the other hand we may write that

VyAyf VyAyf 4 VyA f _ Vyéyf

L+AZf 1T+AZf  1+AZf 14+ ALf

=0

VoA, f = VA, f - 1 1
= A — =
VeI \ Ty Ay T T Ay

_ x SyfDyf
= Tray VA TTR A (7.6)

Hence, combining (7.5) and (7.6) we get (7.2).

= —V,Ayf

= VA (7.5)

B(z)

O
We shall need to compute gradients with respect to y of the operators Sy and D,.
The following lemma collects the main identities that we shall use.
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Lemma 7.2. We have

=2 1 x+ (r— x—(r— - T a
Dyf—|y|.</O V(f(z+ (r—1)y) + f@— (r — Ly) 2f>d)+2Vf. (7.7)

|yl
Moreover,
1 1 Y
y.VyDyf = — [ yse_1yVaf dr+ = Vas,f (7.8)
lyl Jo |yl
Y
y.-VySyf y |5yf( z) + ly |V 5yf— mvxéyf (7.9)

Proof of Lemma 7.2 In order to prove (7.7), we first recall that since we have
D,f = ‘—;(f(x +y) — f(z — y)) one may readily check that

D,f = / (Vix+(r—-Dy)y+Vfil@—(r—-1y.y—2Viy) dr + 2V f. -

|y

Iyl
The proof of (7.7) is obtained as follows. First, we write that

V,Dyf = Vy|—;|(f(w+y)—f(x—y))+ﬁvy(f(w+y)—f(x—y))

Eﬂvmﬂw by 4 Vaf(e—y)

1 1
= Vy (m) /0 Vi@+r—-Dy)y+Vflx—(r—1y)y—2Vf(x).ydr

Vof(x+y)+ Vef(x—y) 2
vl TV <| |>(f”)

and recalling that s, denotes the second finite difference

- Vyﬁ(f(:wy) eyt

Using that Vyﬁ.y m
operator, we immediately find that

1
(Vi +(r—=Dy)y) + (VI —(r—1y)y) —2Vf(z)y dr

mf(x + y) + vmf(x - y) B 2vmf(x) y
|yl '

1
y.VyDy f | A

Vs
= |y|/y57’1 :der+y ||yf7

which is the desired identity (7.8). Let us prove (7.9). We observe that

V,S,f = —vyﬁf@c Fy)t e —y) - 2f () - ﬁvyf(:v Lyt ﬁvyf(:v _y)
1 1 1
= —Vym(f(w +y)+ flx—y) —2f(x)) — mvxf(:v +y)+ mvmf(w - )
- —vyﬁf(x L)+ fa—y) —2/(x)) - ﬁvxmx Ly)— f(@))

1
1

1 1 -
== Syfvym + Vx6yf — m

[y]
1
= sufVup = VaDyf.

Va0y f
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Hence,
1
VySyf = Syfvym — V$Dyf (710)
Therefore,

1 Yo s Y
y.VySyf msyf(x) + mvx(;yf — mvx(syf

Which is the wanted identity (7.9). This ends the proof of Lemma 7.1.
O
Finally, we state an easy lemma that will be systematically used throughout the
article.

Lemma 7.3. Let r > 0, we have

x 1
— < — 7.11
V| < o -y
Proof of Lemma 7.3 A direct computation leads to the estimate. O

3
8. ESTIMATES OF THE MOST SINGULAR TERM : S = Z S;
i=1
8.1. Algebraic decomposition of the most singular term : S. Set D, f :=
Ayf—Ayfand Syf :=A,f+ A, f. We shall prove the following Lemma
Lemma 8.1. (symmetrization of the singular term) We have the following decom-
position
Y

1 1 _
S = §/V$ADyf.W sin(i(arctan(Ayf)—i—arctan(Ayf))) X

_ o0 k k
sin(%(arctan(Ayf) —arctan(Ay f))) /0 ek sin(§Syf) sin(gDyf) dk dy

+ /VxAAyf.ﬁ sin(%(arctan(Ayf) + arctan(A, f))) x

sin(l(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f))) /00 ek COS(ESyf) COS(EDyf) dk dy
2 o 2 2

_ 1 _
+ /VwAAyf.ﬁ cos(i(arctan(Ayf + arctan(A, f)) x

cos(%(arctan(ﬁyf) —arctan(Ay f))) /000 ek sin(gSyf) sin(gDyf) dk dy

1 1 _
+ 3 /VwADyf.ﬁ cos(i(arctan(Ayf) + arctan(A, f))) x

cos(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(Ayf))) /000 e_k(cos(EDyf)(cos(gSyf) dk dy

2
4
- ys
i=1
Proof of Lemma 8.1 We have that

S = /(AVmAyf - AVxAyf).i cos(arctan(A, f)) /OO e ¥ cos(kA, f) dk dy
ly[? 0

/VxAAyf.# cos(arctan(A, f)) /0 e *cos(kA, f) dk dy



14 FRANCISCO GANCEDO AND OMAR LAZAR

Then, by doing a change of variable (y — —y), one may symmetrize and find

S = /(AVmAyf - AVmAyf).# cos(arctan(Ay f))

X /OO e Fcos(kA, f) dk dy
0
- /VmAAyf.ﬁ (cos(arctan(A, f)) — cos(arctan(A, f)))
X /OO e Fcos(kA, f) dk dy
0

- /VmAAyf.ﬁ cos(arctan(Ayf))/o e % cos(kA, f) dk dy

Hence find that

S = /(AVxAyf - AVJCAyf).i2 cos(arctan(Ay f)) /00 e *cos(kA, f) dk dy
[y 0

— /VxAAyf.ﬁ (cos(arctan(A, f)) — cos(arctan(A, f)))
X /0 e Fcos(kA, f) dk dy

— /VxAAyf.ﬁ cos(arctan(A, f)) /00 e *(cos(kA, f) — cos(kA, f)) dk dy
0

- /VxAAyf.ﬁ Cos(arctan(Ayf))/O e ¥ cos(kA, f) dk dy

Noticing that the last term is nothing but —S(¢) one finds

1 . ” -
S = 5/(VJCAAyf—VJCAAyf).ﬁ cos(arctan(Ayf))/O e kCOS(kAyf) dk dy

- % /VmAAyf.& cos(arctan(Ayf))/O e " (cos(kA, f) — cos(kA, f)) dk dy

- %/VmAAyf.&(cos(arctan(Ayf)) — cos(arctan(A, f))) x

/ e *cos(kA, f) dk dy
0
= O1+05+ 0s.
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Then, one observes that,

S = ! /(V AA,f =V AA, f).755 cos(arctan(A, f)) /OO e *cos(kA, f) dk dy
2 ly ! 0
-5 /VmAAyf.# (cos(arctan(A, f)) + cos(arctan(A, f))) x
/OO e F(cos(kA, f) — cos(kA, f)) dk dy
0
—|—% /Vm(AAyf - AAyf).ﬁ cos(arctan(Ay, f))
/OO e *(cos(kA, f) — cos(kA, f)) dk dy
0

/V AA,f. W cos(arctan(A, f)) /OOO e F(cos(kA, f) — cos(kA, f)) dk dy
——0,

—= /V (AA,f — AA,f). T(cos(arctan(ﬁyf)) — cos(arctan(Ay f)))

X /0 “Fcos(kA, f) dk dy
_% /VmAAyf.&(cos(arctan(Ayf)) — cos(arctan(Ay f)))
X /OOO e F(cos(kA, f + cos(kA, f) dk dy

+ % / VxAAyf.#(Cos(arctan(Ayf)) - cos(arctan(Ayf)))/O e % cos(kA, f) dk dy

——0O,
Therefore,
1 o
S = 3 /(V AN, f — VAN f). " ’2 cos(arctan(A yf))/ e Fcos(kA, f) dk dy dx
0

- /Af/VxAAyf.ﬁ (cos(arctan(Ay f)) + cos(arctan(A, f)))
X /000 e *(cos(kA, f) — cos(kA, f)) dk dy

+ %/Vw(AAyf — AAyf).ﬁ cos(arctan(Ay f))
X /000 e *(cos(kA, f) — cos(kA, f)) dk dy

_ E/Af/vx(AAyf — AAyf).%(cos(arctan(Ayf)) — cos(arctan(Ay f)))
X /000 e F(cos(kA, f) dk dy

— i /AVmAyf.ﬁ(cos(arctan(Ayf)) — cos(arctan(A, f)))

X

/ e F(cos(kA, f + cos(kA, f) dk dy.
0
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Then, by noticing that the third and fourth terms cancel out, one finds that

S = /V AA,f — VAA, f). %5 cos(arctan(A yf))/oo e % cos(kA, f) dk dy
0

yl? !
- / VxAAyf.W (cos(arctan(Ay f)) + cos(arctan(A, f)))

X

/OO e F(cos(kA, f) — cos(kA, f)) dk dy
0
1 _
-3 / AVxAyf.ﬁ(Cos(arctan(Ayf)) — cos(arctan(Ay f)))

X / e F(cos(kA, f + cos(kA, f) dk dy.
0
Then, one observes that the first term, namely

1 [ee]
L= 3 /(V AN, f — VAN, f). Wcos(arctan( yf))/o e Fcos(kA, f) dk dy,

may be rewritten as

L = ! /(V AN, f =V AAyf) cos(arctan( vf)) /OO e *cos(kA,f) dk dy.
2 0

The idea is to try to symmetrize the latter integral. To this end, one writes

1

L = 2/(V AN, f =V, AAyf)‘ P(cos(arctan( »f)) — cos(arctan(A, f)))

X / e *cos(kA,f) dk dy
0

1

+ 2/(V AN, f — VAN f). " ’2 cos(arctan(A, f))

X /000 e *(cos(kA, f) + cos(kA, f)) dk dy

1

-3 /(V AN, f — VAN f). " ’2 cos(arctan(A, f)) /000 e Fcos(kA, f) dk dy.

Noticing that the last integral is equal to —L one may symmetrize and find that

b ;/(v ALy S = VBAf). ly ‘Q(Cos(arctan( »f)) — cos(arctan(A, f)))

X

/OO e F(cos(kA, f) — cos(kA, f)) dk dy
0

1

+ 3 /(V AN, f — VAN, f). " ‘2 (cos(arctan(Ay f)) + cos(arctan(A, f)))

X

/OO e F(cos(kA, f) 4 cos(kA, f)) dk dy
0
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Hence,
S = ;/(V AN, f — VAN, f). " |2(cos(arctan( v f)) — cos(arctan(A, f)))
X /OO e F(cos(kA, f) — cos(kA, f)) dk dy
0
+ ;/(V AN, f — VAN, f). " |2 (cos(arctan (A f)) + cos(arctan(Ay f)))
X

/OOO e F(cos(kA, f) + cos(kA, f)) dk dy
1 - Y ] -

- / VmAAyf.W (cos(arctan(A, f)) + cos(arctan(A f))) x
/0 e F(cos(kA, f) — cos(kA, f)) dk dy

- i/VxAAyf.ﬁ(cos(arctan(Ayf)) — cos(arctan(A, f))) x

/OO e F(cos(kA, f) + cos(kA, f)) dk dy
0

Finally, by denoting D, f = A, f — A, f and S, f = Ay f + A, f along with the use
of trigonometry identities, we obtain the desired decompostion

s = / v ADyfWsm(;(arctan(Ayf)+arctan(Ayf)))><
sin(%(arctanmyf)—arctan(Ayf))) /O we*ksin(;"’ yf)sm(k D, f) dk dy
+ / V.AA, f.ﬁ cos(%(arctan(ﬁy f) + arctan(A, f)) x
cos(%(arctan(ﬁyf)—arctan(Ayf)) /0 h e*’fsm(g yf)sm(k D, f) dk dy
+ / V.AA, f.ﬁsin(%(arctan(Ay f) + arctan(&, £))) x
sin(%(arctan(Ayf)—arctan(Ayf))) /O me*kcos(’; yf)cos(k D, f) dk dy
v 3 / V.AD, f.ﬁcos(%(arctan(Ayf)—i—arctan(ﬁyf))) /0 ek

COS(%(arctan(Ayf)—arctan(ﬁyf)))(cos( (D yf))(cos( (Syf)) dk dy

I
'M“;

oi(t)

i=1

Now, set S; := (Af, ;)

8.2. Estimate of §;. To estimate &1 one first needs to integrate by parts

/ ap [TABALZBAD (L arctan(8,.) + anctan(B,)

sm(2(arctan( ,f) —arctan(A, f))) /000 e sm(kS 1) sm(k D, f) dk dy dx.
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In order to make appear the more favorable second finite order differences it
suffice to observe for instance that Vo (o, f — 0,f) = =V (6, f + 0, f). Hence, we
may integrate by parts (in y) and we find that

S = 3 / Af / AsyfVy. <ﬁsin<§<manmyf) + arctan(A, f)) 8.1)

sin(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(Ay f))) /000 e sm(kS f) sm(k D, f) dk dy dx)

Then, by using the identities (7.1) and (7.2) we find that

1 _
S = /Af/Asyf< T ’3> sin(= (arctan(Ayf)—|—arctan(Ayf)))
o .k k
sm(2(arctan( yf) — arctan(A yf)))/o ek sm(2 Syf) Sln( Dy f) dk dy dx
A _ _
+ é/Af/ ’ys—‘ygfsnynynyyf y.VyDyfcos(%(arctan(Ayf) + arctan(Ay f)))

sin(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f))) /00 ek sin(g Syf) sm(l€ Dy f) dk dy dx
0

- 3 / Af / A’;‘%f (Ko + Ky ) VS, f cos( (arctan(4, ) + arctan(&, 1))
sin( (arctan(A, ) — aretan(&, /) /O h e_ksin(]; S, f) sm(k D, f) dk dy da
+ogfarf %sy FDYTR,FRyf 39,5, sin( arctan(A, ) + arctan(&, 1))
COS(%(arctan(Ay f) — arctan(&, 1)) /O - e*’fsm(’; S, /) sm(l€ D,f) dk dy da

_ / Af / A’S‘ygf of + Ky f) 5.9, D, f sin(f (arctan(A, ) + arctan(A, 1))
cos( (arctan (A yf)—arctan( A, f)) /0 we*’fsin(’; yf)sm(’€ D, f) dk dy da
© e [T

cos(Q(arctan( ,f) —arctan(A, f))) /000 ke " cos(]; Syf) sm(k Dy f) dk dy dx

sin( arctan(Ayf) + arctan(Ay f)))y.Vy Sy, f

+ i /Af/ A|S|ygf sin(%(arctan(Ayf) + arctan(A, f)))
sin(%(arctan(Ayf) —arctan(A, f)))y.VyD, f /OO ke " sin(gsyf) cos(gDyf)
0
dk dy dx

7
= 28172‘
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8.2.1. Estimate of S; ;. We have
/Af/ (Asyf) < ‘3> sin(%(arctan(Ayf) + arctan(A, f)))

sm(2(arctan( o) — arctan(A, f))) /Ooe Sln(kS f)sm(k Dy f) dk dy dx.
0

Since ‘V el

< o then we find that,
I'(2) [Asy fllL sy Sl
4

S11 < Hf”H2 ‘y’3/2 ’y‘g,/z

dy

1
< Sl A gy 151 g
Then, since H?/2 — Bg’éé one finds
St S I s £ 1 g2

8.2.2. Estimate of S; 5. We have

A _
3172 = %/Af/ S|yy|3fsnyyf Knyyf y.VyDyf
X cos(%(arctan(Ayf) + arctan(Ayf)))
sin(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(Ayf)))

o0 k k
X / ek sin(2 Syf) Sln( Dy f) dk dy dx
0

It not really difficult to observe that

A
/| f|/ A G D118, D, KyfRyf| dyde (83)

From the inequality ‘mi_(liib?) < 2 valid for any (a,b) € R? one gets that
SyfDyf _ <9

(I+AZNA+ATS)|
Which means that

10Dy Ky K] <2 (8.4)
Therefore,

Sy A
Si2 §/|Af|/ | iy |3f| y.VyD, f| dy dx (8.5)

Then, using equality (7.8) and a classical scaling argument

S, A
N INI / / ” oSl {Q”LQ 1y Vaf o dy dr

S, A
+ sl | | Pl ‘J;HLQHV:BSnyLoo dy d
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Hence,

1/2
Isy AFIZN2 [ 1861y Vaf dyl2e
Siz S |AflLe / (/ y,y‘g / Sy

A 1/2 Vx 200 1/2

lyl?
So that one finally finds

Stz S gl A gl Vafll /e
11552111 72

N

8.2.3. Estimate of S; 3. We have

81,3 = __/ f/ ‘ yf+Ryf) y-vySyf
X (:os(2 (arctan(A, f) + arctan(A, f))) sin(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f)))

x/ooe sm(kS f)sm(k Dyf) dk dy dx
0

Using that,

[ Fsings,psin(g D) dk| < S,

as well as the following bound
Ky f + Kyf] <2 (8.6)

one has

A
S < / f|/|5y 15,5, 1] dy de.

Now, we use the identity (7.9) that is

Y

y —
Y v.6,f—2Lv.06,f
yl Yyl Y

y.VySyf = y ‘Syf( r) +

So that,
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s s [1as [ 20,5, dy aa (5.7)

[1a f\/‘Sy (59 f| dy da

i [ '| L (V28,114 19:0,11) o da
A 9
11 [ ] fyfi"L syl dy

Asy fll12 -
# 10 A2 198, 4+ 1928, 1)

sy A2
11 [ B0 s o

|85y /13 Vadyf |}
+HfHHz< R ” ,;J'L d

A syfll2e

|y[?
— /2
IIA 12 Vody 20\
+HfHH2</ |y|3 2 gy [ | |yy|§”L dy

1/2
85,1 [ IV, 1
w Il ([ o [epllis g

N

N

N

1/2

N

S Ufllge (18F iUy + 1AT Lo 9 g,
By using classical Besov embeddings, one finally finds that

Si13 S Hf”?.]S/QHf”HQ

8.2.4. Estimate of S; 4. We have using the identity (7.8) together with the bound
(8.4) that

A _ _
Sy = %/Af/ |;|y3f5nynynyyf y.VySyfcos(%(arctan(Ayf)—|—arctan(Ayf)))

Sin(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f))) /OO e Sln(kS f) Sln(k Dy f) dk dy dx
0

A

< /| f|/'5y 5,501 18y Dy FEy TRy f| dy da
A

< /r fr/’Sy M 1y5,5, 1] dy de.

One observes that this last estimate is exactly the same as (8.7)

Stz S s I f g
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8.2.5. Estimate of S; 5. We have

S5 = _—/ f/ASyf yf+Kyf)yV Dyfsm(l(arctan( Ay f) + arctan(A yf)))
cos(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(ﬁyf))) /Ooe sm(kS 1) sm(k Dy f) dk dy dx
0
A
< /|Af| %NyDyﬂ dy dz.

One notices that this last estimate is exactly the same as (8.7). Therefore, one
directly infers that

S15 S Hf”?{S/QHf”HQ

8.2.6. Estimate of S; . Recall that

Si6 = / f/ Sfﬁ,’f sin( arctan(Ayf) + arctan(A, f))) sin(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f)))

k
y.VySyf/ ke " COS(ESyf) Sin(EDyf) dk dy dx
0
Sy A
s [ias [ Bl s ap ao

Then, it suffice to notice that this term may be estimated by means of (8.5), so that

St6 S 13/ 11£ 1 72

8.2.7. Estimate of S; 7.

1 A 1 _
Siz = Z/Af/ Sf ‘3‘}0 sin(i(arctan(Ayf) + arctan(A, f)))
Y
1 - o k k
sin(i(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(Ayf)))y.VyDyf/O ke ® sin(§Syf) cos(iDyf) dk dy dz
syAf
< Jiar [ 2,0, dy as
Then, the analysis done for (8.5) allows one to get the same control as S 4, that is

St S M sl Fll e

Finally, collecting all the estimates we have obtained that
7
=D 51 S I s (8.8)
i=1

8.3. Estimate of S;. Recall that

/Af/VxAyf.ﬁ sin(%(arctan(Ayf) + arctan(A, f))) x

sin(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f))) /000 e cos(kS 1) cos(k Dyf) dk dy dx
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This term is too singular, we cannot estimate it directly. The idea is to try to
balance the regularity. More precisely, we write that

/Af / Vfo.ﬁ sin(%(arctan(Ayf) + arctan(A, f)))
X sm( ! (arctan(A, f) — arctan(A, f))) /000 ek cos(]; Syf) cos(k D, f) dk dy
/Af/v Af(x ’ P sm(;(arctan(Ayf) + arctan(A, f))) x

s1n(2(arctan( vf) —arctan(Ayf)))/Oooe cos(kS f) cos(k Dyf) dk dy.

Using that AfV,Af = 3V, (Af)?, we may integrate by parts in = and get that
/Af/Af’ e (sm( (arctan(A, f) + arctan(A, f)))
51n(2(arctan( ,f) — arctan(A, ) x /0 T cos(k S, f) cos(k D,f) dk dy>
/ Af / V. Af(z Wsm(;(mtan(Ay £) + arctan(A, ))) x

51n(2(arctan( vf) —arctan(Ayf)))/ooe cos(kS f) cos(k Dy f) dk dy
0

Then we come back to the more favorable finite difference, that is, we write that

Sy = ——/Af/A5yf| ES (sm( (arctan(A, f) + arctan(A, f))) x
sm(2(arctan( yf) —arctan(A yf)))/oooe cos(kS f) cos(k Dyf) dk dy)
__/Af/Af r—y —3 (sin(%(arctan(Ayf)—i—arctan(Ayf))) X
51n(2(arctan( yf) —arctan(A yf)))/oooe cos(kS f) cos(k D, f) dk dy>

1 _
/Af/v Af(x—y W81n(2(arctan(Ayf)—i—arctan(Ayf))) X

51n(2(arctan( yf) —arctan(A yf)))/ooe cos(kS f) cos(k Dy f) dk dy
0
= 81 +822+ Sa23.

8.3.1. Estimate of Sy ;. In order to control Sy 1, one observes that, by setting
1 B 0o
T(f) =V, <sin(§(arctan(Ayf) + arctan(Ayf)))/O e cos( Syf)

Sin(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f))) Cos( k D, f) dk dy> (8.9)

one may easily notice that,

<‘vx<f<m> flaty))

()| < y \ R(f (8.10)
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where the operator R(f) is uniformly bounded by a fixed constant.

Now, set 65 f := f(z) — f(z £ y), then

1A £ 2 IV £ll14
<

< S|IAF] - .

S Ul A1 a9 51 50

S 12 1 1 s

where we used the Sobolev embedding H/2 < L* and the fact that H* < Bl/ 2

8.3.2. Estimate of Sz 5. Recall that

= ——/Af/Af r—y ig Vi <s1n (arctan(A, f) + arctan(A, f))) x
k k
sm(2(arctan( yf) —arctan(A, f))) e Cos( Syf) cos( D, f) dk dy
0
1 _
= —= /Af/Af 3 Sln(g(arctan(Ayf) + arctan(A, f))) x
o k k
Va 51n(2(arctan( yf) —arctan(A yf)))/ e Cos( Syf) cos( Dy f) dk dy
0
1 _
_Z /Af/Af r—y)—= (sin(i(arctan(Ayf) + arctan(Ayf)))>
o k k
sm(2(arctan( o f) —arctan(A, f))) e cos( Sy f) cos( D, f) dk dy
0
= 82921+ 8220.
e Estimate of Sy 91
To estimate the term Sa 21, it is not difficult to see that an estimate of the kind
(8.10) does not work anymore. One needs to find a slightly more refined inequality.
More precisely, we shall use the following Lemma.

Lemma 8.2. The following inequality holds

1Ss04] < / Af] / rAng— y)| 'vx (f(x) -

|y|f(””iy)) 1S, f| dv dy.  (8.11)

Proof of Lemma 8.2 Using twice the mean value theorem for instance, we have
that |sin(%(arctan(Ayf) + arctan(Ayf)))‘ <|Sy f| then if the derivative hits on one
of the terms

Sin(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f))) /OO ek Cos(kS f) cos(k D, f) dk dy,
0

it will be easily controlled by ‘W‘ which proves that (8.11) holds.
]
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Using Lemma 8.11 along with Sobolev embedding, we may estimate Sz as
follows

V. - + 4 oo
R Y e e T

S S lgeral sVl ol Pl
S PRI PS A PATE
S N1 (812

e Estimate of So 29

We now estimate the more delicate term Ss 2 2, namely
1 _
S2292 = —= / Af/Af ‘ ’3 <sin(§(arctan(Ayf) + arctan(Ayf)))>
00 i k k
s1n(2(arctan( o) —arctan(A, f))) e cos( Syf) cos( Dyf) dk dy.
0

To do so, we shall use the fact that

_ VA V. A
Vgg(sin(%(arctan(Ayf)—i—arctan(Ayf)))) = %<1+Ay2j; 1+Aygj;>

X cos(%(arctan(Ayf) + arctan(A, f))),

together with the fact that

VaAyf VoA, f VaSyf Syf Dy f
_ Yl _ —V.D,f ~ . (8.13)
L+AZf 14+AZf 1+ ALf Y (1+AZA)((1+AZf))
———
delicate easy
Hence, this decomposition gives rise to two terms, that are
Syf Dyf
S = — [ A A V.D LR T
e /)f/ e DA+ A7)
sm( (arctan(A, f) — arctan(A yf)))/ e cos(kS f) cos(k D, f) dk dy.

B /Af/Af y|3 1V+SAfo

sm(2(arctan( yf) — arctan(A yf)))/oooe cos(kS f)cos(k D, f) dk dy.
= 82221+ 82222

14y 14y

The analysis of the first term of this last equality can be done by means of the

Lemma 8.2. Indeed, since (HAQ%)&{LA%)) < 1 and since we have that |V,D, f| <
Y Y
W‘. We find that it is estimated as S32,1, that is we have

Saa0i| < /‘Af‘/\Af%;y)\ ‘Vx(f(w)—f(wiy)) 1S, f| dz dy

144y ’y‘
S s 21112



26 FRANCISCO GANCEDO AND OMAR LAZAR

1V fﬁ%? in equation (8.13) is more delicate. The full

The part involving the term

term corresponds to Sz 229. One shall us another strategy since there is an obvious
lack of regularity. The idea is to try to balance the derivatives. Since the rational
function in A, f is not regular enough, one has to make appear oscillatory terms in
order to avoid regulary issues. More precisely, we have the following Lemma.

Lemma 8.3. The term Sz222 may be rewritten as follows,

82222 = /Af/ Af(z—vy Af(x—i—y))‘ &l VaSyf
><s1n(2(arctan( o f) —arctan(A, f))) /000 e*'ysin(%Syf)
sm( Dy f) /Ooe cos(kS 1) cos(k Dy f) dy dk dy dx
- /Af/Af x—i—y -V S fsm(;(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f))) x

/Ooe_ycos(fy yf)cos( yf)/ooe_kcos(k yf)cos(k Dy f) dvy dk dy dx
. 2 2

Proof of Lemma 8.3 One starts by writing that

Son22 = ——/Af/Afm— Af(ery))‘ e VS, f
sin( (arctan(A, /) — arctan(&, 1)) /O " e cos(vA, f)
/OO ek cos(]; Sy, f) cos(k D, f) dy dk dy dx
——/Af/Af vV Syfsm(l(arctan(Ayf) _ arctan(A, f))
[T ”(COS(VAyf)JrCOS('VAyf))
x/oooe_kcos(]; yf)cos(k D, f) dvy dk dy dx
+% / Af / A f(x+y)W.VxSy fsin(g(arctan(Ay f) — arctan(&, 1))

/ e_“/cos(wAyf)/ooe cos(kS f)cos(k Dyf) dv dk dy dx
0 0

By doing the change of variable y — —y, one observes that the last term is equal to
—R and that the two first terms may be symmetrized. More precisely, we find that



GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE 3D MUSKAT PROBLEM IN THE CRITICAL SOBOLEV SPACE7

Sonoo = ——/Af/ (Af(z —y) Af(x+y)), e V.S, f
csin( arctan(, ) — arctan(3,1) [ eon(r, ) — cosr3,5)
/Oooe cos(kS f)cos(k D, f) dy dk dy da
1] ar [@are—n+arer s Vs,
 sin( (arctan(A, /) — arctan(A, 1)) /O e (cos(vAL ) + cos(vA, f))

/ e_kcos(kS f)cos(k Dy f) dvy dk dy dx
0

By using classical trigonometry formula and the fact that

A(f(z—y) = fle+y) = —Vy.Vasy f

and

A(f(x—y)+ flx+y) = Vyu.Vo(f(x) = flz—y)+ fx+y) - f(z)
v,.V

one may write that,

S29922 = —i/Af/(Vy.vgcsyf)%.vwgyfsin(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f)))
/0 e 75111(2 yf)sm( yf)/ efkcos(2 yf)cos( Dy f) dvy dk dy dx
- %/Af/(vy.vxdyf)W.Vchyfsin(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f)))

/ooe“’cos( Sf)cos( yf)/ooekcos(g yf)cos(k Dy f) dv dk dy dx
0

Hence, one finds

Sapz2 = —i/Af/((Vy.Vm(syf%—Myf)&.Vmsyf
X sin(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f)))
/OO e sin(7 Syf) Sln( Dy f) /00 ek cos(k Syf) COb(k Dy f) dvy dk dy dx
o 2 2

]
By integrating by parts (with respect to y), one finds
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82222 = i/Af/vx(Syf“'Qdyf)-vy (ﬁ) VaSyf
X /00 e sin(zsyf) Sin(szf) sin(l(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f)))
0 ) 2 )
X /Ooe cos(kS f) cos(k Dy f) dv dk dy dx
0
+ i/Af/vx(syf+2dyf).WV$.VySyf
X /00 eV sin(zSyf) sin(szf) sin(l(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f)))
0 ) 2 )
/Ooe cos(kS 1) cos(k Dy f) dv dk dy dx
0
+ é/Af/Vx(snyrzdyf).Wvggsyf
X /OOO ve TV, Sy f cos(zSyf) sin(%Dyf) sin(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f)))
X /Ooe cos(kS 1) cos(k Dyf) dy dk dy dx
0
+ é/Af/vx(snyrzdyf).Wvggsyf/o ve IV, D, f
X sin(zSyf) cos(%Dyf) sin(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f)))
/Ooe cos(kS 1) cos(k Dy f) dv dk dy dx
- /Af/v (syf +2dyf). " ’3V Sf/ e q/5111 yf)sm( Dyf)
Vy(arctan(A, f) — arctan(A yf))cos(%(arctan( o f) —arctan(A, f)))
/Ooe cos(kS 1) cos(k D, f) dv dk dy dx
0
- %/Af/vx(syfmdyf) |y|3v S, f. VS, f
X/OO e 7 sin(zs f) sin(— Dy f) sin(l(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f)))
0 2 2
X /OO ke™k Sln( Syf) cos(k Dyf) dv dk dy dx
0
_ é/Af/vx(syf+2dyf).WVmSyf.VyDyf
X /OO e 7 sin(zs f) sin(lDyf) sin(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f)))
0

/ k:eikcos( S, f)sm(k Dy f) dvy dk dy dx
0

7
= E 852222,
i
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One can now start estimating Ss 29294, 1 =1,..., 7.

YLy Ly Ly

e FEstimate of So22.91

YLy Ly Ly

Using Lemma 7.3 together with the fact that H>/2 — BiQ, one finds
_ 1 y Y el
8272727271 = Z Af Vx(syf + Qdyf).Vy ‘y’?) szyf e sm(§Syf) Sln(iDyf)
0

sin(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f))) /OO ek cos(]; Syf) cos(k Dy f) dy dk dy dx
0

V6%l [ Vs g2

< Y xSyt I|IL

S lasls [ Al

< W7l s 17 v

S IRl (5.14)

o FEstimate of S2222

Using identity (7.10), one finds

822222 = i/Af/Vx(syf‘f‘Qdyf)-&vx-vySyf
< [ e a8, D, s oretan( A, ) — avctan(Ay.)
; 2 2 2

x/ e cos(kS f)cos(k Dy f) dvy dk dy dx
0

Then, we write that

8222922 = /Af/v (sy.f +2dy f). ly |3 (V <|;|>Syf>

X /0 e Sin(§Syf) Sin(gDyf) sin(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f)))
X /Ooe cos(kS f)cos(k Dy f) dvy dk dy dx
0
1
— Z/Af/Vx(syf—i-Qdyf).va-(vayf)
% /0 e Sin(%Syf) sin(%Dyf) sin(% (arctan(A, f) — arctan(A, f)))
></ e~ cos(kS f)cos(k Dy f) dvy dk dy dx
0

= 852229221+ 82222222

One observes that the estimate of Sz29991 is similar to Sa2221 (see (8.14)).
Indeed, we have that

IVady il [|Vasy flz2
< . e
S222221 S A flr: ly[*/? ly[5/?

hence,

8222221 S 135 1 f 1l 2 (8.15)

YLy Ly Ly Ly
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As for 8229922, using Sobolev embedding and that H! Bi/;, we find

IV e0E fll s [|AS, £l 2
8292929222 S HAf”Ul/ ‘y’yg/Q H ‘yTg/!L dy
< AT g2 1
S s I 1 e (8.16)

Hence combining (8.15) and (8.16), one finds

S22222 S 152 1f e

e Estimate of S32223

We split this term using identity (7.10), we find that

822223 = %/Af/vx(syf + Qdyf)-&vmsyf/o ve Ty Sy f
X Cos(zSyf) sin(szf) sin(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f)))

></ e cos(kS f)cos(k D, f) dvy dk dy dx
0

So that,

Ssnn23 = /Af/v (suf + 24y )7 \3V A (, ‘>
« /0 " e cos( 18, ) sin(1D, f) sin(L (axctan(A, ) ~ axctan(A, )
/OOO ek Cos(]; S, f) Cos(k D, f) dy dk dy dx
- %/Af/vx(syf+2dyf) » |3v Sy Va Dyf/ 7677 cos(3,1)

X sin(szf) sin(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f)))

2
o0 k k
x/ e Cos( Sf)cos( Dyf) dvy dk dy dx
0

= 8222231+ 32,2,2,2,3,2



GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE 3D MUSKAT PROBLEM IN THE CRITICAL SOBOLEV SPACE1

For term S39292931, it suffices to use that H+1/2 <y Bk4 and for n = 3/2 and

)

1Ly

1n = 2, hence
1 [e.e]
Sasaan = g [AF [Vulssf + 24,0 25V.8,05,0%, () [T )
1 _
x e T COS(—Syf) sin(—Dyf) sin(§(arctan(Ayf) —arctan(Ay, f)))
o0 k
></ e cos(kS 1) cos( Dyf) dy dk dy dx
IV Ff\lm [Vasyfllcs llsyf e
< xSy y
1/4
Va8 fll74 [Vasyfll7a
SN PATS ( [ ay [ e
S W M I gz 1 W vz 1 2,
S I s 1%
82922232 is estimated as follows, using that B5/3 «— H3 = [H5/?, HQ]% 1, one
finds that
1
82,2,2,2,32 = _g/Af/Vx(syf"i_Qdyf)-ﬁvJ:Syf vaﬁDyf (8'19)

X

IZANR A

N

/00 ~e 7 cos(%Syf) sin(%Dyf) sin(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(Ay f)))
0
/Ooe cos(kS 1) cos(k Dy f) dv dk dy dx
0
195 Ve lIZs
Afll,. [ 242 TLY )
A Sl [ ay (8.20
1901
1115211122

Hence, combining (8.17) and (8.19), we find that

8222238 S 1152 1 £ 1172

e Estimate of S2222.4
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Using the identity (7.8), we may decompose S22 4 as follows

1 o
8272727274 = g / Af / Vx(syf + Qdyf)ﬁvgﬁyf/o ~ye (821)
VyD, f sin(%Syf) cos(%Dyf) sin(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f)))

o k k
/ ek COS(2 Syf) cos( yf) dry dk dy dx

- /Af/v (5yf + 2dy f)—Vu Sy f— (8.22)
ly | vl
sm(2 (arctan(A, f) — arctan(A, f)))
/Ooe_kcos(]; yf)cos(k yf) dr dv dk dy dz
- /Af/v (syf +2d, f)| E Ve Sf| |Vmsyf (8.23)

/ ~e ¥ sm(fQy yf)cos(;l yf)sin(%(arctan(Ayf)—arctan(Ayf)))
0

& k k
/ ek cos(2 Syf) Cos( Dy f) dv dk dy dx
0
= 5222241+ 5222242 (8.24)

In order to estimate Sz 292941 one uses an easy scaling argument for the integral in
r, so that

822920241 = /Af/v syf+2dyf)| E \% Syf (8.25)

[l

/ / y.S(T,l)ymeweJY sin(ESyf) cos(iDyf)
0 JO

Sin(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f)))

/ e cos(kS f)cos(k Dy f) dr dvy dk dy dx

165 VIl s
< HfHHz/ W (8.26)
< . 3
N \If\lgallfllBgfgg
S I 02l 1 e

where we used again that B5/3 — H'3 = [H?, Hz]

w\w
w\»—‘

The estimate of 8229942 is relatively easy, indeed, it suffices to observes that is
it as regular as Sz222.4,1. More precisely, we have that

I8y Vaf 74 15y Vas oo
8222242 S ”Af”B/ y|y|5/2 = y|y|3/2 dy

165V 2 f113
S O NAfze y‘TZLLG dy
S s 2 115
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o Estimate of Sy 9995

YLy Ly Ly

Recall that,

82,2,2,2,5 = _% / Af / va&(syf + Qdyf)%vxsyf
/000 eV sin( Syf) sm( D, f)Vy(arctan(A, f) — arctan(A, f))
cos(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f)))

/ e cos(kS f)cos(k D, f) dvy dk dy dx
0

Using formula (7.2), we may decompose Sz 2225 as follows

Spnazs = / AF [ Valoyf +24,1). V5,1 /
sin( Syf) sm( Dy f) nynynyyfvySyf
cos(% (arctan(A, f) — arctan(A, f)))
/Ooe cos(kS f) cos(k Dy f) dv dk dy dx
0
1
_g/Af/Vx(syf+2dyf) 5 ‘3v S, f
/O e sin(28,f) sin(F Dy f) (Kyf + Ky f) Vy Dy f
cos(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f)))

/ e cos(kS f)cos(k Dyf) dv dk dy dx
0

= 8222251 +85222252

By means of inequality (8.4), one may write that

|5:|:fo| S vxf
8222251 S / ]Af!/ |y 72 | |y 5 ‘\y.VySyf\ dy dx (8.27)
Then, using the formula (7.9) one immediately finds that
’fsivxf‘ syVaf
8222251 S /|Af| iyy|3/2 | |yy|5/2 ||5yf(~"3)| dy dx (8.28)
|(5;:fo| |5yvxf| +

HV 5ifHL4 [Vasyfllra sy fllre
< Y Y
S Af]re (/ |y|3/2 |y|5/2 dy

65V
/” " |4fH ) (8.29)

To control (8.28) one may follow the same steps as (8.17) and (8.25) and therefore
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8222251 S N1l F 115 (8.30)
As for 8299952, using that |K, f + K »f| <2, we may write that

1Ly

S x
8222251 /|Af|/| y| |4f| |y.VyDy f| dy dz.

Using formula (7.8), one finds

05V f] |5,V f| [
S222251 S /|Af|/ y‘y’ |y‘y’3f| i (|5(r_1)nyf|+|Vx8yf|)d7“ dy dx

SEVLfII3
SOIAflz: %dy,

where in the last inequality we used the same steps as (8.25) hence, we have

822225 S s llf 1%

e Estimate of S222956

Using identity (7.9), one finds that,

822226 = —é/Af/Vm(Syf+2dyf)-%vm5yf-vysyf
| e sns,psind o,
0 2
sin(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f)))

o k k
/ ke F sin(= 5 Syf) cos( Dy f) dv dk dy dx
0

|6iv$f| S $f

Therefore, following the same steps as (8.27), hence we obtain the same control as
(8.30), that is

S22226 S %513

It remains to estimate the last term, that is, Ry 7, that is,
1
822227 = ~3 / Af/vx(syf + Qdyf)-ﬁvxsyf-vyljyf
A ol - X
e sm(§Syf) s1n(§Dyf) sm(§ (arctan(A, f) — arctan(A, f)))
0

o k k
/0 ke * cos(2 Syf) sm( Dy f) dvy dk dy dx.

Up to some bounded harmless terms, S22 2 2 7 is analogous to Sz 222 4 (see (8.21))

14y

and therefore we may directly conclude that

8272727277 f‘g HfH?’-I5/2Hf”§—IQ
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Finally, we have obtained that
S2222 S I 21 F11%2

8.3.3. Estimate of S 3. It remains to estimate S3 3, we have

/Af / V. Af(z W Sln(;(arctan(Ayf) + arctan(A, f)))

0 k k
81n(2(arctan( yf) —arctan(A yf)))/ e Cos( Syf) cos( Dy f) dk dy
0

Unlike Sp 1 and Sy o there are no derivative in x in the oscillatory terms, so it
cannot be treated in the same way as these terms. It is rather clear that the term
VA f(x—y) is quite problematic. We would need a term of the kind f(z—y)—f(z) =
—0y f in stead of f(x —y). By using the fact that AV, f(z —y) = —AV,0,f, one
may integrate by parts in y and obtain a kind of regularization of this term. More
precisely, we have that by integrating by parts in y

So3 = —/Af/A(Syf Vy. <& sin(%(arctam(Ayf)—i—arctan(Ayf)))

sin(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f))) /000 e cos(kS 1) cos(k D, f) dk dy>

This term may be controlled exactly the same way as S in (8.1). Indeed, the
operator s, in As, f may be replaced by Ad, f. This is because of the fact that even
if we would like to use the maximal regularity of As,f the operator s, would not
be helpful. Recall that H*? is the maximale regularity one can afford. Hence, if
we replace As, f by Ad,f it will give the same outcome. Moreover, the action of
the differential operator V,. when one integrates by parts will give rise to the same
terms up to some harmless bounded functions (essentially trigonometric functions
and Gamma functions evaluated in special values). Therefore, we have the same
control as (8.8) namely

823 S 1 Pyosa 1 2 (8.31)

8.4. Estimate of S3. The estimate of S3 is analogous to Ss. Indeed, recall that we
have

/ VAN, f. W Cos(;(arctan(ﬁyf + arctan(A, f)) x

COS(%(aI‘CtaH(Ayf —arctan(Ay f)) /OO e~ sm(kS f) sm(k Dy f) dk dy.
0

If we do the change of variable y < —y, then

S3 = /VxAAyf.& cos(%(arctan(ﬁyf + arctan(Ay, f)) x

COS(%(aI‘CtaH(Ayf - arctan(Ayf))/ e sm(kS f) sm(k Dy f) dk dy.
0
Recall also that S3 is

Sy = /VmAAyf,ﬁ sin(%(arctam(Ayf) + arctan(A, f))) x

sin(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(Ay f))) /OOO e cos(kS 1) cos(k D, f) dk dy.
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It is clear that they are equal up to interchanging the role of the sine and cosine
functions. The role played by the oscillatory terms (that is all terms involving cosine
and sine) in the estimate of S was not important since we finally estimated these
terms by 1. Also, one notice that importantly, S3 and So have the same symmetry
properties, that is, they are left invariant by the transformation y — —y. Hence we
may directly follow the same steps as the control of Sy for the term S3. We deduce
that,

83 S 1 ae (12 + 112 (8.32)

Finally, we have proved that

4

1 1
ZS@' N —§Wﬂf” s+ 1 F %5/ <\|f\|f{2 + HfH?p) , (8.33)
=1

8.5. Estimate of S4. Recall that,

S, = %/VxADyf.& cos(%(arctan(Ayf) + arctan(A, f))) x

cos(%(arctam(Ayf) — arctan(Ayf))) /000 e k(cos( (D yf))(cos( (Syf)) dk dy.

In order to linearize we use the fact that cos(xz) — 1 = —2sin?(z/2) twice, hence we
may write

1 _
S, = /V AD,f. W COS(Q(aI‘CtaD(Ayf) + arctan(A, f))) x

cos( (arctan (A, /) — (arctan(A, £))) /0 " e Heos(E (D, 1) dk dy
- / V.AD, f.ﬁcos(%(arctan(Ay f) + arctan(A, )))

cos( (arctan(4, ) — arctan(&, 1)) /0 e eos(S (D, ) sin(E (s, ) di dy
_ / V.AD, f.ﬁsinQ(i(arc‘can(Ay f) + arctan(A, f))

cos( (arctan (A, f) — arctan(A, f))) x /0 " e Heos(S (D, 1) dk dy
- / V,AD,]. Wcos(;(arctanmy 1) + arctan(A, f))) x

cos(%(arctam(Ayf) — arctan(A, f))) /000 ek Cos(g(Dyf) sin2(§(5yf) dk dy

+ %/VxADyf.% cos(%(arctam(Ayf) - arctan(Ayf)))/ e k(cos( (Dyf)) dk dy
Y 0
= 841+ 842+ 843
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8.5.1. Estimate of S, ;. By integrating by parts, we find

- / Af / A’;‘%f sinQ(%(arctan(Ay £) + arctan(&, £))) x
cos(5 (arctan(A, /) — arctan(A, 1)) /O T k(cos( (D, f)) di dy dz
- / Af / A|S|y3f ,(arctan(A, f) + arctan(A, f))
 sin( (arctan(A, ) + arctan(&, 1))

cos(%(arctam(Ayf) — arctan(A, f))) /000 e k(cos( (Dyf)) dk dy dx

A _
+ / f/ ’S‘ygf sin? arctan( yf) +arctan(A, f)))
xy.Vy(arctan(A yf) + arctan(A, f)) x

sin((arctan(A, f) — arctan(A, f))) /000 e k(cos( (Dyf)) dk dy dx

A _
+ % /Af/ ’;‘ny Sin2(i(arctan(Ayf) + arctan(A, f)))

X cos(%(arctan(Ayf) —arctan(Ay £)))y.Vy(Dy f)

X/ ke~ Sln( (Dyf)) dk dy dx
0
= S411+Ss12+ 34,1,3 +S41.4.

In order to estimate Sy 1.1 we use the embedding H5/2 < Boé 2

hence we get that

| Asy fllz2 [Isy fll L
Siinp S ISl
" ly[? ly|
1 2= NAF gy 11 a2
S B2 I 1 2

The estimate of Sj12 is not difficult since, it suffices for instance to use the
formula (7.1) we get that,

dy

1A\

A
Si12 /\Af\/ |5y f‘yyv Dyf||S,fDyf K fK,f| dy da.

Using the same step as (8.2) we finally find that

Sz S g If e

It is not difficult to check that as well for ¢ = 2, 3,4 we have

Sani S I s sl f |2

8.5.2. Estimate of S;2. Recall that,
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Sio = —/VwADyf.ﬁ cos(%(arctan(Ayf) + arctan(A, f))) x

cos(%(arctan(Ayf) — arctan(A, f))) /000 ek cos(g(Dyf) siHQ(E(Syf) dk dy

So that by integration by parts, it is easy to estimate

Siz S I el 1l 72

8.5.3. Estimate of S; 3. Recall that

= — rctan i Tk i
Su3 / f/‘ E cos((arcta (!y\ Vf(x)))/o e cos(k‘y’ Vf(x)) dk dy dx

This term is absolutely fundamental since it plays a central role in the analysis of the
Cauchy problem in the critical Sobolev space. Indeed, it contains the competition
between the elliptic term and the diffusion. Of course, to see this competition one
has to go through the term via the actions of ”symmetrization” operators giving
rise to sub-principal terms and the wanted ellipticity versus dissipative term. More
precisely, one start by noticing that

= COS arc an i X — COS((arctan i xTr —
S = -3 [ar [ ( tan( .9 4() ~ cos{anctan( 2V @ =)
x/ e kcos( Tl Vf(x)) dk dy dx
0
! 5yf i X COS((arctan i Xr —
— 5 [ 81 [ 25 (costarctan (91 (0) + costfaretan( L. £~ )

x/ ek Cos(k:%.v!f(x)) dk dy dx
0 Y

Then, we write

Sis = / Af / o <cos arctan(gy‘.Vf(x)))—cos((arctan(%.Vf(m—y))))

x/ e F cos(k
0

!
Yy
- f/’ B (COS ((arctan( ‘Vf( )))+cos((arctan(m.Vf(x—y)))>

/O - <cos( kL Vi ))—cos(k—.Vf(:c—y))) dk dy da

lyl’ ||
—‘}; (CO& ((arctan( Vf( ))) + cos((arctan(

Vf(x)) dk dy dx

Yy
LVfa- y>>>)

Vf(x - y))> dk dy dz

1
4 [yl

—k A x COs(Kk—
/Oe <cos(k|y|.Vf( )+ (k|y|

We obtain that
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2
Suz = —é/ |A|(;y|3f| <cos((arctan(%.Vf(x)))—i—cos((arctan(|z—|

h = x)) + cos(k-L x— x
/ e (cos(k| |Vf( ) + (k|y|Vf( y))> dk dy d

|AS, f|? 1 1
- —[a
/ f/ R ( + (L V(e \/1+ Y y))2>

1 1
( T EVI@P T+ (E V- >>2> o dy

o AG, 2
= 8/“ v

Via— )

3
(e e
(\yl flx—y)?)*? 1+ (Wy‘.Vf(x))Q)?:/Q

- L |A6 f|2

1 1
x <_4 +d- (BN ) 14 (15.V f(2))?)3/?

1 1
G e np VTP ) v

Iy\

— 5By far [1BY ’
1

: (4 Ty <m.w<x SO 1 (B V@)

1 1
T G T G VTGP ) v

1
< HfHH5/2 +3 HfHH5/2( (1 —|—K2)3/2)

Hence, one finally finds

1
S43< —2

QWWHW (8.34)

where, K(t) = sup |V f|re(t).
r€R?

Remark 4. It is crucial to note that estimate (8.34) above shows the parabolic
character of the Muskat problem whenever the slope does not blow-up. Indeed,
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when K (t) — 400 the regularizing effect disappear (as it was also observed in the
2D case [27]).

9. SOBOLEV ENERGY INEQUALITY

From the Section 6 (less singular terms) and from Section 8 (most singular terms)
we have proved respectively inequality (6.3) and inequality (8.33) (see in particular
(8.34)). Hence, combining all these estimates lead to

1 2 1 2 2 2 2
20 + s e W S 10 e (1715 + 11) - (00
Integrating in time s € [0, 7], and multiplying by 2 one finds

1 T T
2 2 2 2 2
D+ ez M ds S 100l + [ 1515 (1610 + 1115 )

where K = sup sup |V, f(z,1)].
t>0 zeR?

10. SLOPE CONTROL AND UNIFORM BOUND USING CONTROL OF SLOPE

In this section we show how to control ||V f|| e in terms of critical Sobolev norms.
Recall that the Muskat problem can be written as follows

Vi) y— ~ fla— d
Ot x) = P.V./ flz) -y (|fy(|9§) flz—y)) i A%f)fﬂﬂ (10.1)
By taking one derivative in equation (10.1) one finds
' o Y dy B (0;f(z) — 9 f(x —y))dy
ouhe) <Sou1t0)- PV, | s~ P [ S e

Ayajf(x)

- 3P.V./ V@) g — Ayf(z) Ayfle)  dy
[y (1+ AZf ()2 [yl
Set M(t) = sup 0;f(x,t). Since we are considering a regular solution e.g. f(t,.) €
zER?
C?, we have that M(t) = sup 9;f(x,t) = 0;f(x¢,t) and that M'(t) = 9; fi(xs,t) are
z€R2
differentiable almost every time ¢ (thanks to Rademacher’s theorem). By evaluating
the above evolution equation at x = x; one finds that the first term on the right is
zero and the second has a sign. Omitting to write the p.v for simplicity, we find

/ V@) = A f () Ayf(z)  dy
W < -3 f m A+ A7)

Ay0; f(xr)

IV £ () = Ay @ll (0,6, ()| 1

< Yy )Y d

</ ] wr
IVF@e) = D f @R " 108, f @\

s ([T e) ([ e)

Hence,
M'(t) < ‘|vf‘|23¥?2 S 152

Analogously, the same holds for the evolution of the minimum m(t), so that by
integrating in time

t
IV FlIZoe (8) < IV follZos +/O 11152 (5)ds. (10.2)
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From the Sobolev energy inequality of the previous section, we have
1152
A+ IVI7)

where C' > 0 is a fixed constant. Since (1 + x2 + D(t))™%/2 < (1 + 2?)73/2 for any
D(t) > 0, then from inequality (10.2) we obtain that

1F1125/2

1+ IV ol + D(t)

DU 1% (1) + 573 < O ara (1720 + 112 )

Ol + 75 < CI e (1712 (8) + 113 (8)) - (103)

where .
MﬂzéHﬂ@m@M& with D(0) = 0.

We consider the smallness conditions (to get control of the L?H®/? semi-norm) for
[ foll 72 given by

1
2+ IV foll 20 )32

C(llfoll 72 + I foll) < (10.4)

together with
1 foll%2 (2 + 1V foll )/
1= C(llfoll g2 + 1foll )2 + IV foll 7 )%
Therefore, after a short amount of time

8,5HfH§~{2 <0, together with D(t) < 1.

<L (10.5)

By integrating in time,
1
2 o . 2 < 2
1910 + (G ey — € (Mollie + Mol ) )00 < 1l

so that bootstrapping the argument, we are able to find above identity for all time
t > 0, so that

1£1%:(8) < lfoll%.,  together with D) < 1.

H2>
Assuming that there exists a first time ¢* such that D(t*) = 1, gives a contradiction.
O
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