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Abstract

We consider the motion of two inviscid, compressible, and electrically
conducting fluids separated by an interface across which there is no fluid
flow in the presence of surface tension. The magnetic field is supposed to
be nowhere tangential to the interface. This leads to the characteristic free
boundary problem for contact discontinuities with surface tension in three-
dimensional ideal compressible magnetohydrodynamics (MHD). We prove
the nonlinear structural stability of MHD contact discontinuities with sur-
face tension in Sobolev spaces by a modified Nash—Moser iteration scheme.
The main ingredient of our proof is deriving the resolution and tame esti-
mate of the linearized problem in usual Sobolev spaces of sufficiently large
regularity. In particular, for solving the linearized problem, we introduce a
suitable regularization that preserves the transport-type structure for the
linearized entropy and divergence of the magnetic field.
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1 Introduction

We are concerned with the evolution of a smooth interface X(¢) between
two inviscid, compressible, and electrically conducting fluids that occupy the
domains Q*(¢) and Q7 (¢) in R? at time ¢ > 0. The fluid motion is described
by the following equations of ideal compressible magnetohydrodynamics (MHD)
(see LANDAU-LIFSHITZ [18, §65]):

Op+V-(pv)=0 in QF(t), (1.1a)
o(pv) +V - (pwv@v—-H®H)+Vqg=0 in QF(t),  (1.1b)
OH -V x((wxH)=0 in OF(t),  (1.1c)
H(pE + 3| H>) + V- (v(pE+p)+H x (vx H) =0 inQF@), (1.1d)

together with the divergence constraint
V-H=0 inQ%). (1.2)

Here the density p, fluid velocity v € R3, magnetic field H € R3, and pressure
p are unknown functions of the time ¢ and spatial variable = = (x1, z2, x3). We
denote by ¢ = p+ %\H\Z the total pressure and by E = e+%]v|2 the specific total
energy, where e is the specific internal energy. The thermodynamic variables p,
p, and e are related to the specific entropy .S and the absolute temperature ¢ > 0
by the Gibbs relation

¥dS = de + pd (:))

The constitutive relations p = p(p, S) and e = e(p, S) render the system of con-
servation laws (1.1) closed. Here and below, we denote by 0, the time derivative
%, by V the spatial gradient (9y,ds,03)" with 0; := 8%1-’ and by u ® w the
tensor product of vectors u,w € R with (i, j)-entry UW; .

In the absence of surface tension, the assumption that there is no fluid flow
across the moving interface allows one to consider two distinct types of charac-
teristic discontinuities in compressible MHD [18, §71]: tangential discontinuities
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(or called current-vortex sheets) for which the magnetic field is parallel to the
interface, and contact discontinuities for which the magnetic field intersects the
interface.

Without magnetic fields, compressible current-vortex sheets are reduced
to compressible vortex sheets for the Fuler equations in gas dynamics. Sy-
ROVATSKII [32] and FEJER-MILES [14] showed by normal modes analysis that
every compressible vortex sheet in three dimensions is linearly unstable. This
linear instability is the analogue of the Kelvin—Helmholtz instability for incom-
pressible fluids; see, e.g., CHANDRASEKHAR [4, Chapter 11]. The linear and
nonlinear stability of compressible current-vortex sheets in three-dimensional
MHD was established independently by TRAKHININ [33, 34] and CHEN—WANG
[6, 7] under some stability condition. The results of [6, 7, 33, 34] indicate that
non-paralleled magnetic fields can stabilize the motion of three-dimensional com-
pressible vortex sheets.

Regarding MHD contact discontinuities, MORANDO ET AL. [22, 23] recently
obtained the local-in-time existence of solutions for two-dimensional polytropic
fluids provided the Rayleigh—Taylor sign condition on the jump of the normal
derivative of the pressure holds at each point of the discontinuity front. We
would expect that the Rayleigh—Taylor sign condition implies the existence of
MHD contact discontinuities also for the general three-dimensional case. How-
ever, it remains open to confirm this expectation rigorously. Remark here that
the approach in [22] for deriving the basic energy estimate for the linearized
problem cannot be directly applied to the three-dimensional case due to the
appearance of additional boundary terms in energy integrals (see [22, §6] for
more details).

Surface tension has been proved to suppress the instability of vortex sheets
in three dimensions by AMBROSE-MASMOUDI [3] for incompressible irrotational
flows, by CHENG ET AL. [11] and SHATAH-ZENG [29, 30] for incompressible
rotational flows, and by STEVENS [31] for compressible flows. Numerical and
experimental studies of free-interface MHD flows with surface tension have been
provided in SAMULYAK ET AL. [25] and the references therein. However, to the
best of our knowledge, there is no result currently available for the nonlinear
fluid—fluid interface problem with surface tension in ideal compressible MHD.
The purpose of this paper is to examine the stabilizing effect of surface tension
on the dynamics of free interfaces for ideal compressible conducting fluids, or
more precisely, to establish the nonlinear structural stability of MHD contact
discontinuities with surface tension in three dimensions without assuming the
fulfillment of the Rayleigh—Taylor sign condition.

For MHD contact discontinuities with surface tension, there is no flow across
the interface 3(t) and the magnetic field is nowhere tangent to ¥(¢). Let n and
V denote the unit normal vector pointing into Q2% (¢) and the normal speed of
Y(t), respectively. Taking into account the surface tension force on X(t) gives
rise to the following boundary conditions:

H* . n+#0, [pl=sM, [H]=0, [v]=0, V=v"-n onX(t), (1.3)

where s > 0 is the constant coefficient of surface tension, H is twice the mean
curvature of X(t), given any function g we denote

gt (t,x) ;== lim g(t,z +en(t,z)) for z e X(t),

e—0t
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and the bracket [-] stands for the jump of the enclosed quantity across the
interface, that is, [g](t,z) = ¢gT(t,z) — g~ (t,z) at any point x € X(t). A
derivation of the boundary conditions (1.3) can be found in Appendix A. We
remark that the second condition in (1.3) is the same as the Young-Laplace
law for the pressure discontinuity across static interfaces due to the presence of
surface tension (see LAUTRUP [17, §5.3]).

The problem (1.1)—(1.3) is a nonlinear hyperbolic problem with the free
boundary ¥(¢) being characteristic thanks to the last two conditions in (1.3). We
consider here nonisentropic fluids under the physical assumption that the sound
speed is positive, so that the equations (1.1) can become symmetric hyperbolic
for smooth solutions. It is worth mentioning that our constitutive relations are
very general and include the polytropic case studied in [22, 23] as a special
example. Moreover, we assume that the interface X (¢) has the form of a graph,
allowing us to reformulate the nonlinear problem (1.1)—(1.3) to that in a fixed
domain by a simple lift of the graph.

For the linearized problem around a certain basic state, we construct the
unique solution in the usual Sobolev space H! via the duality argument. To
this end, we show the H! a priori estimate for the linearized problem and
introduce a suitable e-regularization that admits a unique solution satisfying
a uniform-in-e energy estimate in H'. More precisely, we first deduce the L?
estimates of solutions and their tangential derivatives by making full use of the
improved spatial regularity for the interface due to surface tension. For general
hyperbolic problems with characteristic boundary, energy estimates exhibit a
loss of control of normal derivatives and it is natural to work in the anisotropic
weighted Sobolev spaces (see CHEN [10] and SECCHI [26]). Nevertheless, as in
[22, 23], we manage to compensate the missing normal derivatives through the
transport equations for the linearized entropy and divergence of the magnetic
field. But since our basic a priori estimate is closed in H! rather than in L?, the
duality argument cannot be employed directly for solving the linearized problem.
To overcome this difficulty, we introduce a carefully chosen e—regularization that
preserves the transport-type structure for the linearized entropy and divergence
of the magnetic field. Given any fixed and sufficiently small parameter ¢ > 0,
we can close the e-dependent L? a priori estimate for both the e-regularization
and its dual problem. This enables us to construct solutions of the regularized
problem in L? by the duality argument. Then we build an energy estimate in
H' uniformly in € for the regularization in order to solve the linearized problem
by passing to the limit € — 0.

For the linearized problem, we also prove the existence and uniqueness of
solutions in the Sobolev spaces H™ with m > 3 based on the resolution in
H' and a high-order a priori energy estimate. The high-order energy estimate,
which follows by using the Moser-type calculus inequalities, is a so-called tame
estimate, since the loss of derivatives from the basic state to the solution is
fized. Finally we establish the local-in-time existence of solutions to the non-
linear problem through an appropriate iteration scheme of Nash—Moser type
developed by HORMANDER [15] and COULOMBEL—SECCHI [12]. We refer to
ALINHAC-GERARD [2] and SECCHI [27] for a general description of the Nash-
Moser method.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In §2, we first introduce the
free boundary problem and an equivalent reformulation in a fixed domain for
MHD contact discontinuities with surface tension. Then we state the main result
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of this paper, namely Theorem 2.1, and present the notation and Moser-type
calculus inequalities. In §3, after linearizing the problem around a certain basic
state, we prove the existence and uniqueness of the effective linear problem in the
usual Sobolev space H'. Section 4 deals with the tame estimate for the effective
linear problem in the usual Sobolev spaces H™ with m > 3. In §5, we combine
the linear results in §§3—4 with a suitable modified Nash—Moser iteration scheme
to conclude the proof of the nonlinear stability of MHD contact discontinuities
with surface tension. Appendix A provides the jump conditions for free-interface
ideal compressible MHD with or without surface tension.

2 Nonlinear Problems and Main Result

In this section we first introduce the free boundary problem for MHD contact
discontinuities with surface tension and an equivalent reformulation in a fixed
domain. Then we state the main result of this paper, namely Theorem 2.1. We
also present the notation and Moser-type calculus inequalities for later use.

2.1 Free Boundary Problem

We assume that the interface X(¢) has the form of a graph:
Y(t):={x € R®: 2y = o(t,2')} with 2’ = (z,x3),

where the interface function ¢ is to be determined. Our main problem is to
construct MHD contact discontinuities with surface temsion, that is, smooth
solutions U* := (p*,vE, H¥ S*)T of the equations (1.1)-(1.2) in QF(t) :=
{x € R3: 21 = ¢(t,2')} satisfying the boundary conditions (1.3). Then

. _( 1 ; _ (2
n= il for N := <—D;c/<,0> with Dy := (33) , (2.1)

which implies

at(P Dz’tp
V=" U —H(p) =Dy | —2 . (2.2)
V| <\/1 + IDWIQ>

Hence the boundary conditions (1.3) become

H*-N#0  onX(t), (2.3)
[p] =sH(p), [H]=0, []=0, e=v"-N  onX(t). (2.4)

Clearly, there exist trivial contact-discontinuity solutions consisting of two con-
stant states separated by a flat surface as follows:

(2.5)

where we require that 7; = 0, H; # 0, and ST # S~ on account of the conditions
(2.3)-(2.4).

We consider very general, smooth constitutive relations p* = p*(p, S) and
et = e*(p,S) for the two fluid phases in QF(t), respectively. We suppose that
the sound speeds at := pff(p, S)1/2 are positive for all p € (ps, p*), where p,
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and p* are some positive constants with p, < p*. Then the equations (1.1) are
equivalent to the symmetric hyperbolic system

3
AF(UH)OU*S + > AF(UHOU* =0 in QF(1), (2.6)
=1

for smooth solutions U™ satisfying the hyperbolicity condition

pe < pT(pT,5F) < p", (2.7)
where
1
A(:)t(U) = dlag(ﬁ: pi7 pi7 pia 17 17 17 1)7 (28)
p—ax
V; T
. 0 0
prai f’
A;t(U) — €; 1Y ,UZ'I3 e ® H - H’LI3 0 , (2 9)
0 H®e; — H;I3 v; 13 0
0 0 0 v;

for U := (p,v,H,S)" and i = 1,2,3. Throughout this paper, we denote the
identity matrix of order m by I,, and the standard basis of R® by {e; :=
(1,0,0)", es := (0,1,0)7, e3 := (0,0,1) " }.

It follows from the last two conditions in (2.4) that

3
(atwAwi) —zNiAﬁUﬂ)
=1

S(t)
0 ~NT 0 0

| -N O3 H* . NI3;—N® H* 0
0 H* NI3—H*®N Os 0 ’
0 0 0 0

%(t)
where N; is the i—th component of the normal vector N (c¢f. (2.1)) and O,

denotes the zero matrix of order m. Taking into account the constraint (2.3),
we calculate that the boundary matrix for our problem,

(3t<PAo+(U+) — Y NiAF(UT) 0 )
0 —Oip A5 (U™) + X0, Nid7 (U7))

has six positive, six negative, and four zero eigenvalues on (). As a result,
the free boundary X(t) is characteristic, i.e., the boundary matrix is singular.
Noting that one boundary condition is necessary for determining the interface
function ¢, we know from the well-posedness theory for hyperbolic problems
that the correct number of the boundary conditions is seven. Therefore, we
have to take one of the boundary conditions (2.4) as an initial constraint rather
than as a real boundary condition. It will turn out that the identity

[H]\E(t) "N =0 (2.10)

can be regarded as a constraint on the initial data. Then the boundary condi-
tions for our problem should consist of (2.3) and

[p] = sH(p), [v]=0, [H]-7i=0, Op=v"-N onX(t), (2.11)
for ¢ = 1,2, where the vectors 71, 7 are defined by

71 := (O2p, 1,0)T, T9 1= (03¢, 0, 1)T. (2.12)
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2.2 Reformulated Problem in a Fixed Domain

Let us reformulate the free boundary problem for MHD contact discontinu-
ities with surface tension into an equivalent problem in a fixed domain. For this
purpose, we replace the unknowns U* by

Uﬁi(t,x) = U*(t,d%(t, x), 1), (2.13)
respectively, where
OE(t, 1) == day + x(Fx1)0(t, 2) (2.14)

with x € C§°(R) satisfying x = 1 on [~1,1] and |[X'|| eo(r) < 1. We will assume
without loss of generality that [|¢o || oo (r2) < 1, so that the change of variables
is admissible on sufficiently short time interval [0,7]. Here we introduce the
cut-off function y as in [20, 34-37] to avoid the assumption that the initial
perturbations have compact support.

The nonlinear stability of MHD contact discontinuities with surface tension
amounts to constructing smooth solutions Uﬁi in the half-space Q := {x € R3 :

x1 > 0} of the following initial-boundary value problem:

Ly(U%, &%) = Lo(UE, 05U =0 in Q, (2.15a)
[p] — sH(p)
[v]
BUT, U, @)= [H] -1 =0 on X, (2.15Db)
[H] - 72
8t<p — U+ N
UF, U, ¢) = Uy, Uy, #0) if t =0, (2.15¢)

where we drop the subscript “4” for notational simplicity, ¥ := {z € R?: 21 =
0} denotes the boundary, and

Li(U,®) := AT(U)0; + AL (U, )0, + AL (U)dy + AT (U)0s (2.16)
with
~ 1
AT (U, ®) = 5.0 (AT (U) — DAL (U) — 020 A5 (U) — 030AF(U)).  (2.17)
Recall that the vectors 7,7 and the matrices A(jf, e Agt are given in (2.12)
and (2.8)—(2.9), respectively. According to (2.3), we assume that

|H¥* - N|>k>0 on¥ (2.18)

for some positive constant . In the new variables, the equation (1.2) and the
jump condition (2.10) are reduced to

VP HE=0  inQ, (2.19)
[H]-N =0 on %, (2.20)
where
v .= (af, 02, 0T (2.21)
with
oF =8, — gf;al, % = 811@81, % =08, — gﬁal fori=2,3. (2.22)

As in [34, Appendix A}, we can show that the identities (2.19)—(2.20) hold for
any t > 0 provided they are satisfied at the initial time.
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2.3 Main Result
We are now ready to state the main result of this paper.

Theorem 2.1. Let m > 12 be an integer. Suppose that the initial data (2.15¢)
satisfy the requirements (2.18)—(2.20) and the hyperbolicity condition

pv < inf p*(U5) < sup p*(Uy") < p". (2.23)
Q

Suppose further that (U — U*, ) belong to H™3/2(Q) x H™2(R?) for the
constant states UT defined in (2.5) and the initial data are compatible up to
order m (see Definition 5.1). Then there is a sufficiently small T > 0, such that
the problem (2.15) has a unique solution (U1, U™, ) on the time interval [0, T
satisfying

US = U e H" (0,7 x Q),  (,Durp) € H™ ([0, T] x R?).

Remark 2.1. Since the relations 0191 > i and 019~ < —i hold in [0, T|x Q) for
T > 0 sufficiently small, we can obtain from Theorem 2.1 a corresponding result
for MHD contact discontinuities with surface tension in the original variables.

Remark 2.2. The proof of Theorem 2.1 is based on the tame energy estimate
(4.1) that exhibits a loss of two derivatives from the basic state to the solution.
It will be interesting to see whether the loss of reqularity in Theorem 2.1 can be
reduced through a direct nonlinear energy method, which has been employed by
STEVENS [31] on compressible vortex sheets with surface tension.

2.4 Notation and Moser-type Calculus Inequalities
Throughout this paper we adopt the following notation:

(i) We write the letter C' for some universal positive constant, and C(-) for
some generic positive constant depending on the quantities listed in the
parenthesis. The symbol A < B means that A < CB. Given some
parameters aq, ..., am,, we use A < B to denote the statement that

AT ey,

A <C(ay,...,am)B. The notation A ~ B means that A < B < A.

(i) The symbol €2 stands for the half-space {z € R? : 21 > 0}. The boundary
Y = {r € R® : 1 = 0} can be identified to R%2. We introduce Q; :=
(—00,t) x Q and ¥; := (—o0,t) x X. Let us denote by 9, (or dy) the

time derivative % and by 0; the space derivative 8%1,. We define V :=

(01,02,03) T and 2/ := (z9,x3).
(iii) For any a = (a1,...,0p) € N* and u = (u1,...,u,) € R", we introduce

«

al:=ai!--o), |al=a14+- 4oy, u*i=uupn

n

T (e %) Qn
Duim (<20 pen ()2
ouq Oup, ouq Ouy,

In particular, D,/ := (9,03) " and D% = 05205 for a := (g, a3) € N2.
If m > 2 is an integer, then we denote by

D7 = (95,05 105, ..., 00051 O T

the vector of all partial derivatives in x’ of order m.
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(iv) To simplify the notation, we write

B _ 9BoyB2 98
=D, ., = 0020,

D =Dy q) = (;,01,05,85) ", D*:=D, ) = 87007 952057,

Dian := Dy 01y = (04, 02,05) T, D},

tan

where 3 = (Bo, 32,3) € N? and o = (ag, a1, a9,a3) € N4 Given any
integer m > 0, we define

lallan = S IDEulZeqys Mull = 37 IDulZaqy.  (2:24)

[BI<m || <m

(v) For any integer m > 0, a generic and smooth matrix-valued function
of {(D*V,D*W, DD, %) : |a| < m}, is denoted by &, and by &, if it
vanishes at the origin. The exact forms of ¢, and ¢,, may change at each
occurrence.

The following Moser-type calculus inequalities will be frequently employed

in our calculations. We refer the reader to [9, Lemma 4.3] and the references
therein for the detailed proof.
Lemma 2.1. Let n,d,m € Np. Suppose that u = u(y) € R" and w = w(y) € R
are defined on O, where © C R? is any open set with Lipschitz boundary. Let
h € C®(R") and a, B, v € N% with |a+ 8+~ < m.

e Ifh(0) =0 and u € L*(O)N H™(O), then

V() 0y S ll o, (2.25)

o Ifu,we L>®(O)NH™(O), then

IDSuDSw|| 120y + [[uw|] g o)
S lullamoyllwll Lo 0y + llull Lo (o) Wl am oy, — (2-26)
DR (w)Dw| 120y + [h(Ww| gm oy + DD, A(u)]DJwl| 12 (o)
Sco Jullamoy lwl[ e (o) + lwll gm@ey- (2.27)

o Ifwe L®(0)NH™ YO) and u € WH*(O) N H™(O), then

DYDY, h(w)DJwl 120y Seiv 1wl im0y Wl o0y + 1wl gm-1(0y- (2-28)

Here Cy > |ul|Le(0) and C1 > ||ullyr.(0y are some constants, and [a,blc :=
a(bc) — b(ac) denotes the commutator.

3 Unique Solvability of the Linearized Problem

In this section, we perform the linearization of (2.15) and prove the well-
posedness in the Sobolev space H! for the linearized problem.
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3.1 Linearization

o

Let the basic state (U(t,z),¢(t,2")) be a given and sufficiently smooth
vector-valued function with U := (U*,U7)" and U* := (p*, 0%, HE,S*)T.
Suppose that the basic state satisfies the hyperbolicity condition

px < iélf pE(U*) < sup pt(UF) < p*  for Qp := (=00, T) x €, (3.1)
T

Qp

the “relaxed” requirement of (2.18),

|HE . N| > g >0 onYp:=(—00,T) x %, (3.2)
and the last six conditions in (2.15b) together with the constraint (2.20),

[6]=0, [H]=0, &p=0"-N  on3p, (3.3)
where N := (1, =09, —03) T. Moreover, we suppose that

IVIlms@r + 1@ Do) lasmyy < K for V= (VH V)T, (3.4)

where K > 0 is some constant and V* := U* — UF denote the perturbations
from the constant states U™ ( cf. (2.5)). It follows from the embedding theorem
and the assumption (3.4) that ||V |lyy2.00 (0, + [[(#, D)l ws.ee (m,) S K. Let us
define

S (t,x) i = +ay + U (t,x), UE(t ) = x(£x1)(t, o).

Withouot loss of generality we assume that [[3]| (s, < 3, leading to Pt > 3
and 019~ < —% in Q7. Use the properties of the cut-off function y to find

12, Do) 11m 2y ~ 112, Darp) | s (537
1@, Dar @)l .o 27y ~ 1 Dar @) [lwrmooe (2.7
for m € N and ¥ := (U+, ¥~)T. As a result, we obtain
IOV, Do) sy + IV w0y + (8, Do) sy S K- (3.5)

The linearized operators for (2.15a)(2.15b) around the basic state (U, )
are defined by

= (3.6)

)

6=0

L (U, &%) (vE oF) = %Li(f]i +OVE OF + o)

5 d 5 5
B (U, ¢)(V, ) == @B(UJ“ +OVT U™ + 0V, %+ 0)

where V := (V*, V7). Applying the “good unknown” of ALINHAC [1],

. 7+ : vt
V= (V_> with VE:=Vv* - —_9,U%, (3.7)
Vv 01 b+
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we can simplify the linearized interior operators as

Ly (U*, %) (VE,07%) = Ly (U, 5)VF — Lo (U, %)™ Zlgi
1

wi r4+ +
1¢i8ﬂHJU',¢ ) (3.9)

L (5,4 ¢

with
e (U, @)V := Li (U, @)V + Co(U, P)V, (3.10)

where Ly (U, ®) are the differential operators given in (2.16) and C4 (U, ®) are
the zero-th order operators defined by

OAT aAi aAi
Co(U, )V := ZVk(@U (U)oU aU 2.5 )
It is worth pointing out that C4(U,®) are smooth matrix-valued functions of
(U, DU, D®) with D := (9;,1,02,03)". The good unknown (3.7) is introduced
to overcome the potential difficulty arising from the presence of the first-order
terms in ¥F; cf. (3.8)-(3.9).
Using the constraint [H;] = 0, we compute (cf. [37, Section 2.1])

[p] — Dy - <on/¢ _ Daw Dapy )
V] N3
e [v]
B (U,¢)(V,v) = A , (3.11)
[H] - 7

(O + 05 Oy + 03 D)) — vt - N
where 71 := (02(,1,0) " and 75 := (95¢,0,1)T. Plug (3.7) into (3.11) to get

B'(U,¢)(V, ) = BL(U, §)(V; ), (3.12)
where
. Dytp Dprp-Dyptp
[p] — @19 — sDy - ( N NP Dw)
BL(T, )(V, ) = o o) (313)
e ’ [H] - 11 — asY
[H] - 75 — a6y
(8 + 05 Dy + 03 3)p — 0T - N + arep
with
ar == —010" - N, g := —To- (O1HT + O H™).

In light of the nonlinear analysis in [8, 12, 34-37], we neglect the last terms
in (3.9) to consider the eﬁective linear problem

L(UE o5 VE=fF inQ, (3.15a)
Béaﬁqﬁ<viw)::g on %, (3.15b)
(V,4)=0 if t <0, (3.15¢)
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where the operators L., are defined by (3.10). The well-posedness result in H!
for the effective linear problem (3.15) is stated in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let the basic state (U, $) satisfy (3.1)~(3.4). Then for all f* €
HY(Q7) and g € H3/2(ET) that vanish in the past, the problem (3.15) admits a
unique solution (V,v) € H Q) x HY(S7), such that
IVl + 1, Dartd) [ g1
< C(K 5 T) (107 ) oy + 19l gsyy) - (3:16)

for some positive constant C(K,k,T) independent of f* and g.

The rest of this section is dedicated to the proof of Theorem 3.1.

3.2 Reductions

It is more convenient to reduce the linearized problem (3.15) into the case
with homogeneous boundary conditions. More precisely, if the source term
g = (g1,...,97)" vanishes in the past and belongs to H™t1/2(Xr) for some

m € N, then we can define Vhi = (pat,v;[,Hh ,0)T € H™(Qr) by

p;_ = 9{Tgla ’U;_ = _%T(g% 07 O)Ta H;— = ERT(07 g5, gG)Ta
p[ = 07 v[; = 79%’1—'(92 +g77 g3, g4)T7 Htr = (07 07 O)T

where 97 denotes the extension operator that is continuous from H*+1/2(%y)
to H*1(Qr) and satisfies

Rrw)lsy =w,  [Rrwllgeaary S lwllgrezsyy, (3.17)

for all k = 0,...,m. Then the H™"!(Q7)-function V, := (V|1+’ Vh_)T vanishes
in the past and satisfies
{B;([Oja @)(VYH?O) =g on ETa

(3.18)
||Vh||H’v+1(QT) S ||g||H’“+1/2(ET) for k=0,...,m.

Consequently, the new unknowns Vf =VE - VujE solve the following problem
with zero boundary source term:

(U5, @5)WVE = f5 L, (U5, 69V @ (3.19a)
BL(U, $)(V,¢) =0 on %, (3.19D)
(V) =0 if ¢ <0, (3.19¢)

where the subscript “b” has been dropped to simplify the notation.
Moreover, to distinguish the noncharacteristic variables from others for the
problem (3.19), we shall introduce the vectors

+._ (. + £ A+ £  * + o4 + o4 + At o\ T
7% .—(p,v 'N,’UQ,’US,H'Tl,H'TQ,H-N,S),
where

NE = (1, —09@%, —030%) T, 7 1= (8,9F,1,0)7, #5 := (838F,0,1)7.
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Equivalently, we set
Wt .= JEIVjE with Jg = diag (1, Ji, Jf, 1), (3.20)
where

1 50T 9507

JU=1|o0 1 o |,
0 0 1
, Do dE PN 1
JH = — 14 (8930%)2  —0,0F 050  —0,0F | . (3.21)

|Ni|2 £+ £+ £4\ 2 F4
— 0 ®T03P 1+ (82@ ) —03d

We remark that the matrices Jj’t, Jf , and Jo are all invertible and smooth in
D, ¥*. Hence the problem (3.19) can be rewritten equivalently as

3
LEW* =) AFoW* + AfW* = f* in Qr, (3.22a)
1=0
Dxld} DZE/()B : Dz’d} o o
[Wi] = sD, - < — — T Dx/g0> + a1y on Xp, (3.22b)
[N INJ?
[Wi] = a;yp fori=2,...,6, on X, (3.22¢)
Wy = Bip := (9 + 05 0o + 65 B3)1b + a7t on Y, (3.22d)
(W,4) =0 ift <0, (3.22¢)

where 9y := % denotes the time derivative, W := (W*,W™)T, the terms dy,
as, ag, a7 are defined by (3.14), and
At = J]AF(UF,0%) )L,  AF = JLAFUH)JL fori=0,2,3,
Af = JILL (UF, 05y, 5= JL(fF L (UF,5)VF),  (3.23)
Gy = —N- (0T +0107),  pyr = —Oo) — Aoy for k=2,3.

It is worth pointing out that the scalars al, ...,a7 are smooth functions of
the traces (DV D /W)|ET and the matrices AT, ..., AT are smooth functions of
(V,DV,D¥, DD, %). It should be emphasized that the system (3.22a) is still
symmetric hyperbolic.

It follows from the identities (3.3) and @1do5i\gT = +1 that

0 NT 0 0
e s N O N H* - HEI; 0
AT(UE, 0% = . 0 n @ N7 on X,
0 HY*®N - HyI; O3 0
0 0 0 0
where Hf, := H* . N*. Then we obtain the decomposition
+ 4+ +
A7 = A+ AL, Ay, =0, (3.24)
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where
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 Hf Hf 0 0
0 0 0 0 —-Hf 0 0 0
J— O:t
A% = 0.0 0 0 0 H: 0 0 (3.25)
0 Hf —-HE 0 0 0 0 0
0 Hf 0 -Hf 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
According to the kernels of the matrices ATy, we use
Wi =W, ..., WHT and WE = (W wF)T (3.26)

to denote the noncharacteristic and characteristic variables, respectively. The
boundary matrix for the hyperbolic problem (3.22), diag (—A}, —A7), has six
negative eigenvalues (“incoming characteristics”) on the boundary ¥p. As dis-
cussed before, the correct number of boundary conditions is seven, just the case
n (3.22b)—-(3.22d). Moreover, for our hyperbolic problem (3.22), the boundary
is characteristic of constant multiplicity and the maximality condition is satisfied
in the sense of RAUCH [24, Definition 2 and condition (11)].

3.3 H' a priori Estimate
In this subsection, we shall deduce the a priori estimate in H' for solutions

W of the reduced problem (3.22).

3.3.1. L? estimate of W. Let us first make the L? estimate of W. Since the
matrices A(jf, . ,A:_.“,—L are all symmetric, we take the scalar product of (3.22a)
with W+ respectively and use (3.5) to get

Z/AéEWi-Wid:H— T (W)
T JQ Y

=2 | WE.(fF - AfwF) +ZZ O AFW*
+ YO

+ =0
Sk NE W) 32000 (3.27)

where K > 0 denotes the upper bound in (3.4), f := (f*,f7)", and

To(U) ==Y AFTU* - U* forany U= (U',U")" e RS (3.28)
+

Utilize the decomposition (3.24)—(3.25), the identity [HHET =0 (cf. (3.3)),
and the boundary conditions (3.22c)—(3.22d) to obtain
%(W) =-2 [WQ (W1 + ﬁ2W5 + ];OI;;WG) — ]o{N (W3W5 + W4W6)]
= —2[W1]W2+ + [(WQ, RN W(;)]éou
= —2[W1BY + &9 on O, (3.29)
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where B is the operator defined in (3.22d) and
U= (Wi, Wy Wy, Wy Wy W wit) T e R (3.30)

In all that follows, for any m € N, we employ ¢m to denote a generic and
smooth matrix-valued function of {(D*V, D%, D*D,¥) : || < m}. It follows
from (3.22b) that

oy — at{5<]szoz/J‘2 - \Dx,gé;szwp) _&lwz} + 56Dt ( V¥ >

[N [N]? Dot
|D 'WZ ‘Dx’QZDx’wQ) o o 2
+¢ + Ok {51} ( 5 T
W 2 A T NP ey
° D / D / ; D /
— 25Dy - {Bd]( |]:B\7w - TJN|3$ wa’@)} on Y. (331)

Plugging (3.29) into (3.27), we use (3.31) and |[N|? = 1+ |Dy¢|? to infer

D))
E:/Agwi-widx+/ (s‘ ﬁw —&1w2> da’
T /9 b |N3

a1 W) gy + 10U sy + 18, Dot 22y (3:32)

Note from integration by parts and the condition (3.22¢) that

1D () 225y = 2 / © DO < (D0, DY) 2,y (3.33)

t

for any o € N?, where D% := 95205° for a = (a2, 3). Then we discover

W ()72 + 1%, Dart) (D) 125,
Sk (F W)H%%Qt) + 1, Darth, B, U 172,
Applying Gronwall’s inequality to the last estimate implies
W (®)[1F2() + 1%, Do) O 25y Sk 1F 7200, + 10, U T2(ss,y- (3:34)
We emphasize that neither the estimate (3.32) nor (3.34) for W is closed.
3.3.2. L? estimate of D, W. We shall close the a priori estimate in H'. Let

¢ =0,2,3. Apply the differential operator 9y to (3.22a) and take the scalar
product of the resulting equations with 0,W¥ respectively to deduce

S [ Atowsoawtas s [ R@W) Sk 10y (539
+ t

where the operator 7y, is defined by (3.28). Similar to (3.29), taking advantage
of the boundary conditions (3.22b)—(3.22d), we obtain

To@W) = —2 [ awiloaws + / Dulerth)éodud
Ez Z:t
=T —2 ag(&lw)agw; + 8@(&1¢)&08@U
Et Et
= % + ag(élw)éo({’)ﬂ/[ on ET, (3.36)

pa
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where U is the vector given by (3.30) and

Dx’w Daﬁ’@ : Dx/Q/) ° 5
To = 25/ 8€< - . Dx/go> - D, 0yB1. (3.37)
3t |N| |N|3
For ¢ =0, 2,3, a lengthy but straightforward computation leads to
Dgi Dy >
I AP , 3.38
a=ar+at+ 3 [ (o) (o) 0
with
‘Dx’aﬂ/}P ’D:p’& : Dx/aﬁw‘Q o /
Je = 5/ ( - _ _ 4+ ¢1Dytp - Dy Opp | da
RN BE 1
2% Dy Dy o, .
= [ o (7 D) - Dydy(ire).
V| N3
Utilizing Cauchy’s inequality and (3.33) with |a| = 1 yields
D,/0
gz [ P ff S0 o) [ DauD.l
b
|Dar Oep|* /3e¢| 2
K)|(Dy, D, . .
2 5 P CUIDu, D s, (3.39)

To control the term jzb, we shall use the following classical product estimate.

Lemma 3.1. Let the nonnegative real numbers s, s1, and sa satisfy s1,89 > s

and s1 + s2 > s+ 1. Then the product mapping (u,v) — uv is continuous from
H*'(R?) x H*2(R?) to H*(R?) and satisfies

wvll s @2y S llwll msr w2y 10]] sz (m2)- (3.40)

By virtue of (3.40) with s =s; =1 and sy = g we deduce
t
T8 S 10Dt sy + [ 10 i sydr
t
Sk [(Darh, DorOp)|[ 725, +/o 1, )72 (5 1 (7, Bedir) s 2y AT

SK H(wa8f¢aDz/wny’afw)”%2(zt)7 (341)

where we have used

17, Oear) ()| a2y S €2 (D) rare(s)
S e lmz@) S léallazp) < C(K) for 0 <t <T, (3.42)

following from the trace theorem, the Moser-type calculus inequality (2.25), and
the relation (3.5). Here and below, for any m € N, we denote by ¢,, a generic and
smooth matrix-valued function of {(D*V, D%, D*D,¥) : |a| < m} vanishing
at the origin. Substitute (3.39) and (3.41) into (3.38) to obtain

Do Oy | a 2
- C(K 1, Opp, Dy O 2 .
N/ 2/ TiE ( )39“( v, 00, D 0) 125,y (3.43)
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for £ =0,2,3.
Regarding the last term in (3.36) for ¢ = 2,3, we make use of the estimates
(3.40) and (3.42) to derive

t
/ Ou(Er)eodilh] < / 100(&18)0ll 115 |9 -1 5 L
P 0

t

S [ o000 s U oy o
t

5/0 (1+ HQQHHs/Q@)) 1, ) | g1 sy 1 | 11 2y 7

Sk S AP, + IW I, for £=2,3. (3.44)
o] <2

Plugging (3.36) into (3.35) for £ = 2,3 and utilizing (3.43)—(3.44) imply

Do W (#) 172y + D2 (017253
Sk NEW) @y + Y (D88, Dwrdih)[[32(s,),  (345)

laf<2

where D7) := (95", O 105, 0:05 1 05") T for any integer m > 2.
3.3.3. L? estimate of 9;W. It follows from (3.36) that

To (W) = Jo +/

>t

618t¢6tu+/ ézd)atu, (3.46)

>t 2t

-~

i Iy

where Jy and U are defined by (3.37) and (3.30), respectively.
For the integral term Z;, we use (3.22d) to deduce

7, = / LOU; / GOU(5F D)+ 0 O3 + ). (3.47)
Et Et

~~

7o b

Passing to the volume integral and applying integration by parts imply

It = — O1(é10UWS)
Q
U U
< fposaians o (5u) (o)
/QC1 1 o AT + thQ o o
> —e|U(1)|[320) — CECUENUI} g, foralle>0,  (3.48)

and
0T, = /Z (46, D)2
= [@Duwgesttas’ ~ [ o@D
> pI

> —[U)| 72wy — U2y —C D Haf((i/%Dx'WéZ)H;(zt)' (3.49)
i=0,1



18 Y. TRAKHININ & T. WANG

In view of the product estimate (3.40) with s =0, s7 = 1, and s9 = %, for the
last term in (3.49) we obtain

Hat ((1/)7 D.Z’/¢)é2) HiQ(Zt)

t
S [, Dar0)éa o, + /0 (%, Do) o ) A7
t
SK H(atd}aDa:’atw)Hiz(zt)'f'/o H(d’aDa:’¢)”i]1(z)“81&&2“21/2(2) dr

S 1@, Dwr0) 2y + D IIDE s,

ja|<2

Substitute the last estimate into (3.49) to infer

T+ | Sic S0 1@ D3, 0, D) sy + W (B)3asy (3:50)
o <2

Let us pass the last term in (3.50) to the volume integral and get
W (|72 S €llOW ()Z2q) + € W ()72
< e|]81W(t)H2L2(Q) + C’(e)||W||%{1(Qt) for all € > 0. (3.51)

Plugging (3.46) into (3.35) with ¢ = 0, we utilize (3.43), (3.47)—(3.48), and
(3.50)—(3.51) to derive

10 (£)][72(62) + [|(Dar O3, W) () 1725y S CLNF W31 00y

+5H31W(t)||%2(9)+ Z I §/¢a3t¢7Dx’8t1/)aW)H%z(zt) (3.52)
|| <2

for all € > 0.

3.3.4. L? estimate of 9;W,.. Let us estimate the normal derivatives of the
noncharacteristic variables Wy, := (W, W,)" with Wi given in (3.26). In

light of the assumption (3.2) and the continuity of the basic state (U, ¢), we can
find a small constant 0 < § < 1, which depends on k and K, such that

[HE = % >0 in Q= (—00,T) x O, (3.53)

where Q% := {x € R® : 0 < z; < &} denotes the d-neighbourhood of the
boundary ¥. Then we can define the matrices

0 Hi Hf Hf 0 0 0 0

S 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

HE 0 0 0 -1 0 0 0

1 | g3 _
Bri—t [fs 0 000 =000y e (35)

HEl 0 0 -1 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 -1 0 0 0 0

o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Thanks to the equations (3.22a) and the decomposition (3.24)—(3.25), we get

(aWE, 0,0)"

nc’

— B* (fi —ATWE- Y AFowE - Aﬁ))alwi) in Q5. (3.55)
0=0,2,3

It follows from (3.5) and the second identity in (3.24) that

sup |Ai

. (0)(15,3;1,3:’)‘ Sk o(xy) for all 1 >0, (3.56)
(t,x")e(—o00,T) xR

where 0 = o(x1) is an increasing C*°(R)-function satisfying

1 if 0 S I S 1
_ 3.57
o) {2 if 2y > 4. (3.57)

By virtue of (3.55)—(3.56), we obtain
101 Whe ()l 208y Sk (W, DianW, 00 W, £) (1) [ 12(0) (3.58)

where Dian := (0f,02,03) . Since the weight o vanishes on the boundary %r,
we apply the operator 00 to (3.22a) and multiply the resulting equations with
0O, W= to derive

e W ()| L2y Sk 1(Fs W)l @y (3.59)

Moreover, the weight o is away from zero outside the boundary; more precisely,
o(x1) > >0 for all z; > §. Hence from the estimate (3.59) we infer

[OW (D)l 2208y S N W)l 00 (3.60)
which combined (3.58)—(3.59) gives
101 Wae ) 1720y Sk I|(W, Dean W) (D)[172(0y + I(F W)l[71 (0 (3.61)

3.3.5. L? estimate of 0;W.. It remains to control the normal derivatives of
the characteristic variables W, := (W, W )T with Wz given in (3.26).

C

Since the matrices C+(U%,#%) are smooth functions of (V,DV,D¥), the
equations for Wi = S* in (3.19a) read as (cf. (3.20) and (3.23))

(0 + W01 + 0300 + 0503)WE = f& +&W  in Qr, (3.62)
where @7 := (6% - N* — 9,0F) /9, d* satisfy
wE =0 on Xy, (3.63)

resulting from the assumption (3.3). Differentiate (3.62) with respect to z; and
use the identity (3.63) to deduce

10 (D 17200y S 1(F W) 171 - (3.64)

In order to estimate the normal derivative of W7jE =H*.N + we introduce
the linearized divergences of the magnetic fields, that is,

¢t .= v gt (3.65)



20 Y. TRAKHININ & T. WANG

where the operators V¥* and V¥~ are defined by (2.21)-(2.22). A direct com-
putation shows

10,9+
e — o jE31W7 ;;3( Y HE + 0, HE ). (3.66)

Hence it is sufficient to obtain the L? estimate of £*. For this purpose, we write
down the equations for H;E in (3.19a) as follows:

OF HF + 6% VP HF — H* V0l L HEVP ot =i f + oW
Applying the operators afi to the last equations respectively, we find

(8 + Wi 01 + 0300 + 0503)EF = &4DF + éaf + &1 DW + & W, (3.67)
which together with (3.63) leads to

1E= ) r2@) S I(F W)l @,)-
Combine the last estimate with (3.66) to deduce

1017 (01220 S (W Deaa )OIy + 1F W) 20y (368)

3.3.6. Conclusion. Taking a suitable linear combination of (3.34), (3.45),
(3.52), (3.61), (3.64), and (3.68), we choose € > 0 sufficiently small to derive

H(W,DW)(t)H%z(Q) + Z H( §f¢7Dz'3t¢,W)(t)|’%2(2)

o <2
Sk NG Wiy + D 105, 00, Dawrdrtp, W[,y (3:69)
~K 5 H(Qy) o Wy Ut Uy O, L2(3)
lor|<2
Note from the boundary condition (3.22d) that
10001l 125y Sk (WS90, Do) [l 1255, (3.70)

Substitute (3.70) into (3.69) and utilize Gronwall’s inequality to obtain
(W, DW) ()20 + D D5, DarOith, W) ()72 Sk 1 F N7

|a|<2
which combined with (3.70) implies the desired H' estimate

W) + W2,y + 1@, Dertd) g sy Sk Lm0 (3.711)
forall0<t<T.

3.4 Well-posedness of the c—Regularization

For the linearized problem (3.22), we introduce the e-regularization

LEWE =L W+ —eJ oW = f+ in Qp, (3.72a)
’1/} Dx SO D ’1/} ° o
[Wi] = 8D, ( Dy¢ ) + a1y on X, (3.72b)
N N3
(W] = a; ¢ fori=2,...,6, on X, (3.72¢)
Wb = (0p + 05 02 + 05 03)) + artp +£(03 +03)y  on I, (3.72d)

(W, ) =0 ift<0,  (3.72)
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where € > 0 denotes the small parameter, W := (W*,W™)T, the operators L*
and the scalars ai,..., a7 are given in (3.22a), (3.14), and (3.23). To derive a
uniform-in—¢ estimate in H' for solutions W of the problem (3.72), we design
the following symmetric matrices:

Jy :=diag (0, 1,0, 0, JZ,0), J_:=diag(1,1,1,1,0,0,0,0), (3.73)
where the matrix J¥ is related with Jf (cf. (3.21)) through
1+ (0301)2  —0,0t 030 0

T =gt =5 —0ytOsdt 14+ (20)? 0. (374)
0 0 1

It is important to point out that there is some ¢ > 0 depending on K, such
that if 0 < € < gg, then the boundary matrix for the problem (3.72), i.e.,

diag (eJ; — Af, eJ_ — A7),

has six negative eigenvalues on the boundary 7. As analyzed for (3.22), the
hyperbolic problem (3.72) has a correct number of boundary conditions provided
0<e<Leg.

In this subsection, we are going to deduce the e-dependent L? a priori esti-
mates for the regularized problem (3.72) and its dual problem (see §3.4.2) for
any fixed parameter € € (0,¢1) with €1 < gp small enough, which allows us to
solve the problem (3.72) in L? by the duality argument.

3.4.1. L? a priori estimate. Take the scalar product of (3.72a) with W¥ to
obtain

3 /Q AgwE W dot [TV Sk 1G9 B, (3.75)
:l: t

where we denote

TE(U) =Y (eJ+ — AHUE-U* forany U:= (U, U)T e R, (3.76)
+

As for (3.29), we get from (3.73)—(3.74) and (3.72¢)—(3.72d) that

T (W) =eY  JoW* - W* = 2Wi W5 + [(Wa, ..., We)|éUd
T

= efUyeg|” — 2(W1|Bep — 26 > [W1]0ht) + &1yU  on By, (3.77)
k=2,3

with B and ¢ given in (3.22d) and (3.30), where

Ureg = diag (1, 1, 1, 1, 1, JH) (V[Z;’+> € RS, (3.78)
7

Since the matrix J H is invertible and smooth in D, ¥t (cf. (3.21)), we have

U| + W] Sk Ueeg] Sic U]+ W5 (3.79)
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For k = 2,3, it follows from (3.72b) that

Dyt Dy Dy
—/ [Wl]a,‘;w:s/ a,3< v _ Dot ’”wa/@)-a,%Dz/w— a1
o bR |N| |N|3 o

2D p|? ; .
> [ BARUL [ 3R D 0RD + kline)oto]
P Xt

G
5 02D )| 9
> = — - C(K DY, . 3.80
25 [ R ) Y Il (350

la <2
Substituting (3.77) into (3.75), we utilize (3.31) and (3.79)—(3.80) to infer

W (D)l|720) + Dartb(B) |25y + € >, W, 0iDu) 725,
k=2,3

SK ||(f7 W)H%Q(Qt) + Hw(t)H%Q(Z) + kuHLl(Et)

11, Do) 2,y + D2 [I72(ss,) (3-81)

where U is the vector defined by (3.30).
From the boundary condition (3.72d), we employ the standard argument of
the energy method to deduce

WO 12y +& D 107N T20 Sk 191725, + 19Ws L1 (s,
k=23

Sk €| Wi 2y + Cle) )22,y (3:82)
for all € > 0, where C'(eg) — +o00 as e — 0. Use integration by parts to get
IDZDY oy S Y 10D 72wy for any o € N2 (3.83)
k=2,3

Then it follows from (3.82) and (3.83) with o = 0 that

172y + D272, Sk €ellWs |I72(s;,) + Cle) ¥l Fars,)-  (3.84)
Plugging (3.84) into (3.81), taking € > 0 small enough, and making use of (3.83)
with |a| = 1 imply
IW ()72 + 114, Dart)) ()7 2(s) + ell @, W, D29, DI) 25,
Sk 10F W) ey + CLE (0 Dart) 22 s

Apply Gronwall’s inequality and take into account the boundary conditions
(3.72b)—(3.72¢) to derive

W ()lI720) + (% Dart)) (8) 1 72(sy
+ (| (Wae, W, D20, D3 0) [ 2(s,,) < CUK, ) F 120y, (3:85)

where Wy := (Wi, ..., W5, W, ,...,W;)T and C(K, &) — 400 as ¢ — 0.

Furthermore, we apply the operator 822, for 7 = 2,3, to the boundary con-
dition (3.72d), multiply the resulting equation with 82-21/), and employ Cauchy’s
inequality to infer

1020122y + D 10707122,y < CUS ) Y WS, DY) |7, )-

k=2,3 || <2
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Taking a suitable combination of the last estimate with (3.83) and (3.85) yields

IW ()220 + 11026, DartbD20) (8) 225,
[ (Wae Wit D26, D, Do) 2y < CCK )| Flzgcy - (3:86)

Thanks to the condition (3.72d) and the inequality (3.86), we obtain the follow-
ing e-dependent L? a priori estimate for the regularized problem (3.72):

W llz2n + D I1(Wae, Wi, D3, 00) | p2(syy < C(K ) Flli2i)  (3:87)
la|<4

for all 0 <t < T, where C(K,e) — 400 as € — 0.

3.4.2. Existence of solutions. We shall construct the solutions of the regu-
larized problem (3.72) by means of the duality argument. To this end, it suffices
to show a suitable L? a priori estimate for solutions W= (/VIV/JF, W—)T of the
following dual problem of (3.72):

LEW® = f* in Qp,  (3.88a)
W\ (W] - [

eI\ W | = | 2 W] — B [W) on Yr, (3.88hb)
Wit 0

6W1_ = [Wz], EVIN/3_ = —H]t [V[N/5], SW[ = —H]J{, [Wﬁ] on X7,  (3.88¢)
8tw+82(52+w)+83(13§r )—5(8§+8§) — azw
D, W;t Dy Dy
—sD,-<IW2— A 3W2D
[N V|
W =0 ift>T, (3.8%)

> 4+ Tquar =0 on X, (388d)

where igﬁ are the formal adjoint operators of LE (cf. (3.72a)), i.e.,

3 3
LE =) Af0; +eJid — Y 0 AF +e01Js + (A7),
1=0 i=0

the matrix J# is defined by (3.74), and

= [WA] + B [Ws] + HF [We] — Wy — Wy, (3.89)
Tawal = — (Hy @5 + Hi a6) Wy — ag (W + Wy + Hf W5 + Hf Wy)
— Wyt + HE (asWs + aaWy + asWy + agW,). (3.90)

The boundary conditions (3.88b)—(3.88d) are imposed to ensure that
Z/ LiWi W —w - Liwi Z/ (eJr — AD)WE W =
Qr S

where we have used the conditions (3.72b)—(3.72¢) and (3.88e).
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Let us define Wbi(t,x) .= WH(T — t,z) and f'l;i(t,m) .= f(T —t, ). Then
the dual problem (3.88) is reduced to

3 3
AFOWE =N AFOWE + S ATWE =) 9, AFWE
=1 =1
+ eJiOWT + et JWE + (AD)TWE=F* inQp, (3.91a)

W\ (S (W] - £ (]
eI\ W | = | i1 [W] — B [W) on Yp, (3.91b)
Wi 0

6W1_ = [WQ], EWS_ = —H]J\r, [W5], SW[ = —H;{, [Wﬁ] on X, (3.91c)
Opw — Do (0f w) — B3(05 w) + (05 + 93)w + arw
D, W;" Dy@ Dy Wy
+5D/‘< xYVQ— x¢o§W2
[N [N
W=0 ift <0, (3.91c)

Dx’é) - 7:iual =0 on ZT, (391d)

where the subscript “pb” has been dropped for notational simplicity, and the
terms w, Tqua) are defined by (3.89)—(3.90).
Take the scalar product of (3.91a) with W* to obtain

g/QAgW/i Wdz — A TEW) <k || (f, W)H;(Qt), (3.92)
where 77 is defined by (3.76). Using (3.24)-(3.25) and (3.73)—(3.74) yields
TE(W) = e|Uheg|” — 2[Wa (Wi + HoWs + HaWs)]
+ 2HF [W Ws + Wy W] on L,
where
Useg == (Wo, (Wt , Wit W) JE W Wy Wy, W) T eRS. (3.93)

Thanks to (3.89) and (3.91b)(3.91¢), we compute
—TEW) = e[Ureg| + 2W5 w — 26 [Wa]| Wyt + 2[Ws] [W1]
= E‘L?reg}z + QW;w + 262?(ﬁ[;W3_ + ﬁ;W[ + ID{;\?WQ_) on Yr.
Plug the last identity into (3.92) and gloose e > 0 sufficiently small to obtain
W @)1 720) + lltheel 2,y S 1F W) o+ el (3:94)

Noting from (3.90) and (3.91c) that Tqua = &1w on X7, we multiply the bound-
ary condition (3.91d) with w to get

[[w(t )HL2 te Z ||akw||L2 (1)
k=2,3
—~ Dypw Dy Dypw .
+/W+D/'<xo - == D/QO)
SN N

Sk € Z HD;‘/wHiQ(Et) + C(ee)|| (w,ljlreg) H;(Et) for alle > 0. (3.95)
o] <2

<1 || (0, Vo) 3205,
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Substitute the estimates
IDZ w725,y S (83w, 030) 1725y, [IDwwlFags,) S 1w, D3w)|Z2es,

into (3.95) and choose € > 0 sufficiently small to derive

lw(®)F2s) + Y IDF w725, < C(K, 5)H(wﬂreg)HiQ(zt)'
lal<2

Then it follows by combining the last estimate with (3.94) and applying Gronwall’s
inequality that

7 V4 T T\ 7112
W ()][720) + W@z + Y 1U7DEw)| 725, < C(E )| ]l 120

o <2

for some positive constant C(K,e) — 400 as € — 0, where U" is the vector
given by (3.93). In view of (3.88b)—(3.88¢c) and (3.89), we deduce the following
L? estimate for the dual problem (3.88):

IWlz@o + 3 1Wae, W5 D)l 125 < U Fll ooy (3:96)
|| <2

for all 0 <t < T, where Wae 1= (Wf,...,Wg,Wf,...,Wg)T.

Having the L? estimates (3.87) and (3.96) in hand, we can prove the existence
and uniqueness of a weak solution W¢ € L?(27) to the problem (3.72) with
WE.|ey=0 € L?(X7) for any fized and sufficiently small parameter € > 0 by the
classical duality argument in CHAZARAIN-PIRIOU [5].

Then we shall consider (3.72d) as a fourth-order parabolic equation for 1)
with given source term W, ¢|;,—o € L?(3r) and zero initial data. Referring to
[5, Theorem 5.2], we can conclude that the Cauchy problem for this parabolic
equation has a unique solution ¥ € C([0,T], H*(R?)) N C([0, T], L*(R?)), im-
plying ¢° € L2((—oo,T], H*(R?)) and 9;1)° € L?*(Xr). As a matter of fact,
we have already derived the a prior: estimate for solutions ¢° of this Cauchy
problem in (3.87).

Therefore, we have constructed the unique solution (W¢,1°) € L?(Qr) x
L?((—o0,T), H*(R?)) to the regularized problem (3.72) for any fixed and suf-
ficiently small parameter ¢ > 0 with W, |,,—0 € L?(Xr) and 9pp° € L?(Xr).
Moreover, applying tangential differentiation leads to the existence and unique-
ness of solutions (W¢,9°) € H(Qr) x H'((—o0, T], H*(R?)), again for any fixed
and sufficiently small parameter € > 0.

3.5 Uniform-in-¢ Estimate and Passing to the Limit

This subsection is devoted to showing the uniform-in-¢ estimate in H! for
solutions W€ of the regularized problem (3.72), from which we can show the
existence of solutions to the linearized problem (3.22) by passing to the limit
e — 0. In the following calculations, to simplify the notation, we drop the
superscript “c” in W¢, ¢°, etc.

3.5.1. L? estimate of W. We plug (3.33) with a = 0 into (3.81) and use
(3.83) with |o| =1 to deduce

W )72 + 1@, Dartr) 0[5y + €l @ W, Do) 122,
Sk 1F W22, + 1@, Deanth, U)l[7 25,y + €llD2 725y, (3:97)
where U is given in (3.30).
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3.5.2. L? estimate of D,,W. For ¢ = 0,2, 3, applying the differential operator
0O¢ to the interior equations (3.72a), we have

S [ Atow=owtas s [ TOW) S 1M By (399

where 77 is defined by (3.76).
Similar to (3.77), we use the boundary conditions (3.72b)—(3.72d) to get

EE(BZW) = — 284[W1]8KW2+ + 85[(W2, ce, Wﬁ)]éoaeu + €’aeureg|2

D,/ D,/ - Dy . .
= —259,Dy - ( f/’ _ 2P ; ¢Dx,¢> ag<B1/1+£ § af;w)
[N [N k=2,3

— 26@(&1¢)6KW; + ae(él¢)éoagu + E|(9(Ureg|2 on Xr.

Then we obtain

TEOW) = e / |Othees|> + To + T + | Ou(erv)éodd,  (3.99)
3t 3t 3t

where Jp is defined by (3.37), and

7 =2 Z/ 0,02 < 2 Do Doy l,,@) 002Dy, (3.100)

| YK
Employ Cauchy’s inequality to infer
020y [ PO o) S 0k o] D,
k=2,3 7%t IN]? k=2,3 '
In view of the decomposition
[0e0%, €] Dartp = 83 (61Dwr9)) + [0, o] Dy O,

we utilize the Moser-type calculus inequalities (2.27)—(2.28), the embedding the-
orem, and the estimate (3.5) to derive

|90 ] Dt a5 % lexDr oy + 185 0] D@0 [
Sic (Do), 0) 132,

Hence we discover

2D
M R U ) S DD D0 sy (3.101)

3
k=23 ’N| la<2

Substituting (3.99) into (3.98) with ¢ = 2,3, we make use of (3.43)—(3.44),
(3.101), and (3.83) with |a| = 2 to deduce

Do W (6)[1 720y + D2 ()1 22(s5) + €l (Darlhreg, Darth)ll72s3,)

Sk NE W + Y 1(D%, Dadrtp, VEDE D)) 725,y (3.102)

o] <2
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3.5.3. L? estimate of 9;IW. In view of (3.99), we find

TEOW) = ¢ / Olhregl® + To + eI 4 Ty + T, (3.103)
Et Et

where the terms Jp, I§0), 7,1, and Zy are defined in (3.37), (3.100), and (3.46).
Thanks to the boundary condition (3.72d), we get

T = / QOWOU =T +T0 — Y / &1 OMpOU (3.104)
Et Et

k=2,3

Tie

with Z¢ and Z? given in (3.47). It follows from the definition (3.78) that
3
Tl < 5 [ 10hsl? + O DYt U Brgey (3105)
t

Plugging (3.103)—(3.104) into (3.98) for ¢ = 0, and utilizing (3.43), (3.101),
(3.48), (3.50)—(3.51), and (3.105) imply

10:W (D120 + (Dar O, W) () 72 (s) + €l (Olhreg, Do Orh) 122 s,

SK Z H( g/¢a8t¢,Dx’at¢7W, \ﬁDg’Dtanw7\£Di’w>H22(Zt)

laf<2

+CONF Wi, + W (@) 72q) for all e > 0. (3.106)

3.5.4. L? estimate of 0;W,.. Multiply the equations (3.72a) with B¥ respec-
tively and use the decomposition (3.24)—(3.25) to deduce

(alWi — 6(03081W$, 0, O)T

= B* (fi —ATwE- Y AfowE - A?;)alwi> in QF, (3.107)
£=0,2,3

where B are defined by (3.54). Hence for suitably small £ > 0, we get
101 Whe(®) I 200y Sk |(W, Dan W, 001 W, £)() | 22(02) (3.108)

Similar to the derivation of (3.59)—(3.60), for solutions W of the regularized
problem (3.72), we find

oW ()l L2(0) + [OW (D)l 2@\00) SK (F W)l 102
which together with (3.108) leads to
101 Wae ()1 72(0y Sk |(Ws DeanW) () 1720y + I(Fs W)ll71 00, (3.109)

provided € > 0 is sufficiently small.
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3.5.5. L? estimate of 0;W.. It follows from (3.72a) and (3.73) that the char-
acteristic variables ng = S* also satisfy the equations (3.62), which allows us
to deduce

100 ()22 S 11CF W) 2 - (3.110)

Let us estimate the normal derivative of the remaining characteristic vari-
ables Wi = H* . N#* (¢f. the transformation (3.20)). For this purpose, we
introduce the linearized divergences ¢* that are defined by (3.65) and satisfy
the identities (3.66). Remark that the equations of H]i for the regularized prob-
lem (3.72) are different from those for the linearized problem (3.22), due to the
presence of the regularized terms —eJ+0 W= in (3.72a). Nevertheless, for the
matrices J1 defined by (3.73)—(3.74), we can still show the energy estimate of
¢* for the regularized problem (3.72). More precisely, taking advantage of the
explicit form (3.73)—(3.74) and the identity

(Hi' Hy Hy)" = JE (W5 Wt wah) T,
we calculate from (3.72a) that
oF HY vt VP H —co Hf — BT VT of 4+ HIVT ot =& f + e W,
OF Hy +o~ V¥ H: —H™ -V* v, + H; VP o =& f + & W,
Applying the operators Gfi respectively to the last equations yields
(O + Wy Oy + 0y O + 03 O3 — 581)§+ =& Df + éof + 61 DW + & W, (3.111)
(O + 7 01 + 03 0y + 03 03)6~ =&Df + Eof + DWW + ¢oW. (3.112)
Use the equations (3.111)—(3.112) and the identity (3.63) to infer
1E= ) r2@) + €ll€T 20 S 1FW)E1 @),

which together with (3.66) implies

1OWZ ()72 Sk (W, DianW) ()1 7200y + I1(Fs W)l 0 - (3.113)

3.5.6. Proof of Theorem 3.1. It follows from (3.72d) that

106011255,y S (W55, D, €D ) [T, (3.114)

Using the basic estimate
D2 Diant) || 223,y < €lD3Deantil 725,y + C(€) D Dianth| 725, )

and taking a suitable linear combination of (3.97), (3.102), (3.106), (3.109)—
(3.110), and (3.113), we choose € > 0 suitably small to discover

|| <2

102y + 2 S I (Dranlhress DY Dyantd) 22
2<0|<3

S (W) o, + > 20, Dy 0, W[ T2z,
o] <2
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We apply Gronwall’s inequality to the last estimate and compute

| <2

10l 2 s, + € > |(Dtanlhreg, Dy Deant)) 17255,y Sic |1 F 110
2<]al<3

Consequently, we derive

Wz + WLz + 18, Dard) 11 (s

+\@ Z ||(Dtanureg>Dg’Dtanw)HL?(Et) SK ||fHH1(Qt) (3.115)
2<|e<3

for all 0 <t < T, where U,cg is defined by (3.78).

The uniform-in-¢ estimate (3.115) allows us to construct the unique solution
of the linearized problem (3.22) by passing to the limit ¢ — 0. As a matter
of fact, in view of (3.115), we can extract a subsequence weakly convergent to
(VV, w) € H1<QT) X Hl((—OO,T],HZ(R2)) with oW € L2(QT) and W‘sz S
L%(Xr). Since ;W and /(93 + 95)1 are uniformly bounded in L?(Q7) and
L%(3r) respectively (cf. (3.115)), the passage to the limit e — 0 in (3.72) verifies
that (W,) solves the linearized problem (3.22). Moreover, the uniqueness of
solutions follows from the a priori estimate (3.71).

Thanks to the existence and uniqueness of solutions (W,) in H'(Q7) x
H'(X7) of the reduced problem (3.22), we can show that there exists a unique
solution (V, 1) € H*(Q) x H'(27) to the effective linear problem (3.15). More-
over, the H' estimate (3.16) follows by combining the estimate (3.71) with (3.18)
and (3.20).

4 Tame Estimate

This section is dedicated to showing the following theorem, that is, the tame
a priori estimate in the usual Sobolev spaces H™ for the effective linear problem
(3.15) with m € N large enough.

Theorem 4.1. Let K > 0 and m € N with m > 3 be fized. Then there exist
constants Ty > 0 and C(K) > 0 such that if the basic state (U(t, ), 3(t, "))
satisfies (3.1)~(3.4) and (VE,$) € H™2(Qp) x H™2(Sp) for VE .= U —U*,
and the source terms f* € H™(Qr), g € H™TY2(Sy) vanish in the past, for
some 0 < T < Ty, then the problem (3.15) admits a unique solution (VF 1)) €

H™(Qr) x H™(X7) satisfying the tame estimate

(V@ D)2z + 11, D) 1m0
< COO{ U= iy + 19 /2550

IV &, Do) a(rgy (1 (@) + Nolizrraey) J (A1)

To derive the tame estimate (4.1), it is sufficient to obtain an analogous
tame estimate for solutions (W, ) of the reduced problem (3.22). We shall first
make the estimate of the normal derivatives of W through its tangential ones.
Then we will control the tangential derivatives by using the spatial regularity
enhanced by the surface tension.
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4.1 Estimate of the Normal Derivatives

The normal derivatives of solutions W to the problem (3.22) can be estimated
through the tangential ones as follows.

Proposition 4.1. If the assumptions in Theorem 4.1 are satisfied, then

WO Sx W @ Wan,m + Ma(2), (4.2)
where || - [ltan,m and || - ||lm are defined by (2.24), and

M) = (W) o,y + 1 W L0 )
V8, D) 2o s W) 2 - (4.3)
Proof. We divide the proof into two steps.

1. Estimate of the noncharacteristic variables. Let the multi-index g =
(Bo, B2, B3) € N? and the integer k > 1 satisfy |8| + k& < m. Applying the

differential operator 9~ 'Df = 8f_18tﬁ°6§28§3 to the identity (3.55) implies

tan
1D Wac ()17 28y S Z8 + I3 + 5, (4.4)
where
¢ = [|0f DG (BEF= = BEATWE) (8)][ 2 0
7} = || 9} Dy (1 Dean W) (t)HiP(Q)’
5 o= |9k lDtan(BiA?B)&lWi)(t)HiQ(m).

Since A4 are C°—functions of (V, D¥, DV, DD,¥) and B¥ are C*™—functions
of (V DLP) we use the Moser-type calculus inequality (2.27) to obtain

S 108 Dl rf + a1 0 S lers +aW [,y S Malt), (45)

where M (t) is defined by (4.3).
By virtue of the Moser-type calculus inequality (2.28), we get

7} S 108 DeanDianW ()| 2 ) + 1[0 Dty 1] DeanW ()] 12
Sic N0 W @), s + 1| 105 Dy 1] DeanW |31

Sk 08 W () an g1 + M (0): (4.6)
It follows from (3.56) and (2.28) that

§ S |1 BEAG 9D WVEWD o) + [ [0F ' Dis 1] W ()| 72

<k [lo? D, <t>HL2(m+H[8" "Dy 1) W |31

Sk (|00 DL W (1) |72 + M (8), (4.7)

where the C°°~function o = o(x;) satisfies (3.57). In particular, o(0) = 0.

Regarding the first term on the right-hand side of (4.7), we apply the op-
erator a@than to the equations (3.22a) and employ the standard argument of
the energy method to derive

oA D W ()72 Sk Ma(8). (4.8)
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Since the weight o is away from zero outside the boundary 37, we have
”81 tan (t)H%Q(Q\Qts) SK Ml(t)- (4-9)

Plug (4.5)—(4.8) into (4.4) and combine the resulting estimate with (4.9) to
infer

1D Wac()l17 20y S NOF W (D)1 s + Ma ()
Since the last estimate holds for all 3 € N3 with |3| < m — k, we derive

10T Wae(O) Fan, m—te Sk N5 W () fan, s + M (1) (4.10)
for 1 <k <m.

2. Estimate of the characteristic variables. We first consider the char-
acteristic variables W3 = S* (entropies). Let a := (ag,a1,as,a3) € N* be
any multi-index with |a| < m. Apply the operator D® := 9;° 07" 05205° to the
equations (3.62) and multiply the resulting identities by DO‘VVSi respectively to
find

or(IDewiE[*) + o (wi [powi )

+ 3 (s PWE) = (o + oo + osi ) [DOWE
k=23

= aD°WE (D fE + D) - [P, wE] Wi — Y D7, 610,05 ).
k=2,3

Integrating the last identities over ; and employing (2.27)—(2.28) yield
WO S Ma(). (4.11)

Next we recover the normal derivatives of the characteristic variables I/V7jE
from the estimate of the linearized divergences ¢* defined by (3.65). More
precisely, we apply the differential operator D with |a| < m—1 to the equations
(3.67) and multiply the resulting identities by D®¢* respectively to deduce

ID"€= Oz Sx D [1(D°¢*, D% if]are®, D% 55)0k¢™) |12,
k=2,3

+|[D(&DF + o f +&DW +&W)|[1aq,  (412)
It follows from (3.66) that
£ =W + & DW. (4.13)

Then we utilize the Moser-type calculus inequalities (2.27)—(2.28) to infer

S (D% wE)orE, [0 5 ]006%) gy + 107 (@1DW 4+ e2W) 2o,

k=2,3

< 3 (D%, &)W, (D7, JDW, [, 6] D7, DI, 6D W2,
/=2

Sk W gy + (14 10V 8, Do) By IW 13 - (4.14)
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Similarly, we have
afe o 2
D (ClDf+C2f)HL2(Qt)
Sk |[(4D*Df, &:Df, [D*,&]DF, [D“,&g]f)HiQ(Qt)
Sk I By + (L+ 10V, Do) 2in ) ) 1F By (4:15)

Plugging (4.14)—(4.15) into (4.12) and using Gronwall’s inequality imply

IO = D D)7y Sk Ma(t). (4.16)

la|<m—1
Moreover, it follows from (3.66) that
({“)1I/V7jE = &6 + & D W + & W,

Then for any multi-index 8 € N? and integer & > 1 with || + k < m, we
take advantage of the identity (4.13), the estimate (4.16), and the inequalities
(2.27)—(2.28) to get

IOF DLW ()1 720y S NEF @)y + NOF W (D, s

+ H([af_lDtﬂan’ él]m [8f_lDfan7él]DW) Hf‘{l(ﬂt)
SK |”8f_lw(t)‘”%an, m—k+1 + Ml(t)' (417)

Combining (4.10)—(4.11) and (4.17) gives

|Ha{€W(t)|”%an7 m—k <K ”|8{€71W(t)|”gan,m—k+l + Ml(t) for 1 <k <m.

Since [|ull?2, = Yit, |||8fu|||fan’mfk, we can derive (4.2) by induction. This
completes the proof. O
4.2 Estimate of the Tangential Derivatives

The following proposition concerns the estimate of the tangential derivatives.
Proposition 4.2. If the assumptions in Theorem 4.1 are satisfied, then

H|W(t)H|‘?an,m+ Z H(Dtﬁanw7D?anDivlw)(t)H%Q(Z)
18|<m

Sk el W), + Ce)Mu(t) + Cle)Ma(t)  (4.18)
for all € > 0, where || - [ltan,ms |- [lm, and Mi(t) are defined in (2.24) and (4.3),
and
Ma(t) = ([, Dart)) [3gm s,y + 1%, Darth) |70 s,
+ 1V, Do) |3 | (8, Dart) [ s, (4.19)

Proof. Let 8 = (Bo, B2, B3) € N3 satisfy |3| < m. Applying the differential
operator Dy, to the equations (3.22a) implies

tan

> /Q AFDP W*.DE W dz + g To (D2 W) = Ts, (4.20)
+ t
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where the operator Ty, is defined by (3.28), and

=2 Z/ :Dtﬂanvvi Dtﬁan (-fi - Ajltwi)

o Z Z/ Dtﬁanwi [Dtﬁanv A?:]aiwi 0 AiDtﬂanWi>
£ =0

A standard calculation with an application of (2.27)—(2.28) leads to
Z5 Sk Ma(t). (4.21)

Similar to (3.29), we can derive from the boundary conditions (3.22b)-

(3.22d) that

’E)( tan ) - = 2/ D?an[Wl]Dfanw+ / D/tBan[(W% ttt W )]CODtanu
P Yt p

:a+ﬁ+%+ﬁ+/ DP (é14)éDE U, (4.22)
p
where
D D.p-D. R . o
Ig = 25/ Dtﬂan< xod} — z QDD Sx wa/gp> . (8t + 1)382 + U;ag)Dtﬁaan/w,
ot |V ||
D.. D.o-D.
:Q::Qs/]D&n<:yﬁ— x@03x¢Df¢>
Dt [N [N

- ([DEuDar 5 02 + i 5] + DYy D (a70) )

tan

TE = 2/E Dtﬁan (601,11/1) (8t + 13;82 + {};63)Dtﬁan¢7
t

=<2 [ D (a10) (D5 502 + 57 04] + D 7))

£

By a direct computation, we obtain

g:ﬁ/ <|Dtan " [Dar: DD '1/’|2>d;p’
= N N3

+ / [Dfam C ] x’d} : Dtﬁaan/wdx/ + / CQDtan 'w Dtan ’1/}

3¢

+/E tan ’1/} < [ tan’0 /¢+ Z 8k vk tan7 ] ,¢)>

k=2,3

Then using Cauchy’s inequality, integration by parts, and the Moser-type cal-
culus inequalities (2.27)—(2.28), we discover

/’Dtan JBQM
BE
NK HDtan wa”L2(Et + H[ tan’o ]Dz”ﬁH%Il(Et)

Sk Da | Fm s,y + (1 + (V. &, D:Jc’wo)‘|%{m+2(QT)) IDar | Foe s,y (4:23)
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In view of (2.27)(2.28), we estimate the integral term Z¥ as

‘Ig| S Z H tan ClD 'w tan(cﬂz)) [ tan "’[}Ij]akw)l‘i?(z

k=2,3
< H(ClD ’¢7C2¢))HHm () + H[ tan OO]Dx’wHiz(Et) SK M2(t)’ (4'24)

where Ms(t) is defined by (4.19). Regarding the term Z§, we have

) S [ L[l P’ +2 [ [IDG D]
+ Z H tanfl/}7 at tan? ]1/}’ ak(vk [ tanva W))Hiz(zt)
k=2,3
NK HDtan HL2 +M2( ) (4.25)

Applying the Moser-type calculus inequalities (2.27)—(2.28) yields

T8 Sk 1By + (14 1078, D) B ) 1l By (4:26)

Now let us estimate the first term on the right-hand side of (4.25). If |5] <
m — 1 or B2 + B3 > 1, then

IDE ()22 / D2 IO S 6 D) By (427)

Otherwise, 82 = 83 = 0 and By = m. For this case, it follows from the boundary
condition (3.22d) and integration by parts that

107 (D) |72y S N7 Wl (D)l|72xy + 195 0ot + 05 D3b + a7 s,
S €O W (D)2 gy + € IO W (D) gy + Ma(t)
SelW @)z, + e 1HWHHm(Qt) + My(t) (4.28)
for all € > 0.

It remains to make the estimate of the last term in (4.22).
If |B] < m — 1, then using the trace theorem implies

/E tan(cldj)CODtanu‘ SK Hé“/}HHm—l(Et)||UHH’”(Qt)
<k Mi(t) + Ma(t). (4.29)

If 8 = (Bo, B2, B3) with B2 > 1 or B3 > 1, then it follows from integration by
parts and Moser-type calculus inequalities that

’/X‘) tan(clw)CODtan ‘ 5/2‘: }8]?(Dtﬁan(élw)éo)HDtBa:leku}
Sk Ma(t) + Wi q,), (4.30)

where e := (0,1,0)" and e3 := (0,0,1) .
If 8 = (m,0,0), then

/ DZ (E1)eD? U= [ oM (e)eodl U = Tr + Ts+ To.  (431)
Et Et
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with
L= [ opreearudds o= [ aoptiuoru,
by b
7, = / ([0, ex)wod 't + O (ex)er 0~ ).
¢

For the integral term Z7, we utilize the estimate (4.28) and the calculus inequal-
ity (2.28) to infer

I Z7| SN0 (9) 072wy + 107 U@ 1725
SN2y + N0 )01 s,y + 107 W () 2,
< Ma(t) + el WOIZ, + € LW [Zmq,, for all € > 0. (4.32)

Thanks to the boundary condition (3.22d), we get

Iy = / &AWL U + / GO (@Dt + 1)UL (4.33)
Et Et

~\~

I 8

Passing the boundary integral Zg to the volume one yields

I8 = — / o1 (e10]"Woro )
Q

m—1
o m—1yr7+ gm—1 ° atm u 8th2+
= — Clalat W2 Bt Udx + C2 8t U : P 8m,1W+
“ %\ e T
> —e[W®)I7, — C(e)CUE) W [mq,)- (4.34)

Apply the trace theorem and the Moser-type calculus inequalities (2.27)—(2.28)
to obtain

T8+ To| S Mo()) + IW I3 g (4.35)

We conclude the estimate (4.18) by plugging (4.21)—(4.22) into (4.20) and
using (4.23)—(4.35). The proof is thus complete. O
4.3 Proof of Theorem 4.1

Combining the estimate (4.2) with (4.18), we choose € > 0 small enough to
derive

IWEIE + 3 IDE s DEnDarth) (022 Sk Mi(t) + Ma(t),  (4.36)

|BI<m

where M (t) and M (t) are defined by (4.3) and (4.19), respectively. By virtue
of the Gronwall’s inequality, from (4.36) we obtain

W @2+ > (D5, DD ) B2 sy Sk 1 F3m e

|BI<m

(L IV Do) sy ) (1 W ey + 10, Darth) sy ) -
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Integrating the last estimate over [0,7], we use the embedding H?(Qr) <
L>®(Qr), H*(S7) < L®(X7) and take T > 0 sufficiently small to infer

W12y + 10, Darth) [ om s
Sk T{F iy + 10V 8, Do) 2z

% (I1F1 s + 1W I gag) + 106 Do) raqnyy) } - (437)

for m > 3. In view of (4.37) with m = 3, we can find a sufficiently small constant
To > 0, depending on K (cf. (3.5)), such that if 0 < T' < Tp, then

W 10y + 100 Do)y S 123y

Plugging the above estimate into (4.37) implies

IW |3 gy + 18, Dart) [ Fpm (52
Sk Nl p) + 1V Do) sz @ | Fllia e,y form >3 (4.38)

In Section 3, we have proved that for (f*, g) € H'(Qr)x H3?(Xr) vanishing
in the past, there exists a unique solution (W,%) € HY(Qr) x H(Xr) to the
reduced problem (3.22). Using the arguments in [5, Chapter 7] and the energy
estimate (4.38), one can establish the existence and uniqueness of solutions
(W,4) of the problem (3.22) in H™(Qr) x H™(Xr) for any m > 3. As a
consequence, the problem (3.15) admits a unique solution (V*, ) in H™(Qr) x
H™(X7). The tame estimate (4.1) for the problem (3.15) follows by combining
(4.38) with (3.18). The proof of Theorem 4.1 is finished.

5 Nash—Moser Iteration

This section is devoted to showing the nonlinear stability of MHD contact
discontinuities with surface tension, or equivalently, solving the nonlinear prob-
lem (2.15). Our analysis is based on a modified Nash—Moser iteration scheme.

5.1 Reducing to Zero Initial Data

To apply Theorems 3.1 and 4.1, we will reduce the nonlinear problem (2.15)
to that with zero initial data via the approximate solutions. For this purpose,
we need to impose suitable compatibility conditions on the initial data.

Take m € N with m > 3. Assume that the initial data (U, Uy, ¢o) satisfy
ﬁoi = USE —U* € H™3/2(Q) and g € H™?(R?), where U* are the constant
states defined by (2.5). We assume without loss of generality that [|¢o|[ Lo g2y <
i, and hence

3
+0,8F () > 1 >0 in® (5.1)

where &F () := 4x1 + 53[(:17) with 50i(a:) = x(£x1)po(2'). Let us define the
perturbations (U*, &%) := (U* — U*, dFF21), and

Tt . glrrt REAY2 3 .— 9lpE
U(e) = 0,U |t:0, Py = 8t<,0’t:0, @(g) =0, ’t:O for £ € N.
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It follows from (2.14) that
5?2)(‘1') = X(ixl)‘P(Z)(xl)v (ﬁ(i) @(O)a @Et)) = ((7(?:’ So(j):a 53:)
Applying Leibniz’s rule to the last condition in (2.15b) yields
Ple+1) = v |zl =0 — Z Z < ) P (0—i J-r(i)!ml:o, (5.2)

1=0 7=2,3

where (f) = ﬁ is the binomial coefficient. Under the hyperbolicity condi-
tion (2.7), we can rewrite the equations (2.15) as

(U = G(WE)  for WE = (U, VU*, Do) " € R*,

where G is a certain C°°—function vanishing at the origin. Employ the general-
ized Faa di Bruno’s formula (see [21, Theorem 2.1]) to find

wi\™
I o+ ta j: (%)
Us,y=  ». Dy tawd sz <2'> : (5.3)
&Z’EN36 ’
|oa [+l | =E
Tt ot DRE
where W(i) (U( y VUG, D2 ))

By virtue of the relations (5.2)—(5.3), we can determine the traces (7(1?) and
¢(¢) inductively in the following lemma (see [20, Lemma 4.2.1] for the proof).

Lemma 5.1. Let m > 3 be an integer. Assume that the initial data (U0 , U0 ,0)

satisfy the hyperbolicity condition (2.23), |¢ollrecr2) < 1. and (UO ,p0) €

H™3/2(Q) x H™2(R?) for Uy == U —U*. Then equations (5.2)~(5.3) deter-

mine (734:) e Hm3/2-4Q) and Q) € H™24R?) for £ =1,...,m. Moreover,

>3 (103 lmssrz-sioy + o limsa-sqan) < CMo
=0 =+

for
Mo = (T, U )| prmsarzgey + lpollmzgee). (5:4)
where C' > 0 depends only on m, ||ﬁ5:||wl,oo(g), and |[o|lyy1.00 (2)-
In light of the definition of H(y) in (2.2), we set

¢
VIFIC?

Then it follows from the first condition in (2.15b) that for () := D),

¢:=DypeR? and f(():=

¢ A\ Qi
pol= ¥ sDx,.(Dgw...wef(go))alyi!(i@!@) ) 59

OéiEN2
loey |4+ +Llog|=L
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Setting Hﬁ? = Hliagqji + H2i and HTj; = Hf@g@i + Hgi, we have

l
14
+ . algE _ § + + +
Hﬂ(f) =0y HTl |t:0 - (’L> Hl(i)azgp(é—i) + H2(€)7
1=0

L
¢
+ . algE _ + + +
HZE ) = 0{HZ|,_ = E‘O <Z> H, 0587, + Hiy).

According to the boundary conditions (2.15b), we introduce the following
terminology.

Definition 5.1. Assume that all the conditions of Lemma 5.1 are satisfied.
Then the initial data (US_,UO_,QO()) are said to be compatible up to order m if
for £ =0,...,m, the traces ﬁ(jg) and gy determined by (5.2)-(5.3) satisfy the
boundary conditions (5.5) and

[U(e)] =0, [Hn(l)] =0, [HTQ(@] =0 onX. (5.6)
We are now ready to construct the approximate solutions.

Lemma 5.2. Suppose that all the conditions of Lemma 5.1 are satisfied. Sup-
pose further that the initial data (UJ,UO_,apO) are compatible up to order m
and satisfy the constraints (2.18) and (2.20). Then there are positive constants
T1(My) and C(My) depending on My (cf. (5.4)), such that if 0 < T < T1(My),
then there exist functions U and ¢® satisfying

B(UT, U, p") =0, [HY]=0 on Xy, (5.7a)
U“i‘tzo = U inQ, <p“|t:O =y on . (5.7b)
Moreover,

OfLL(U™,0"F)|_ =0 inQ forl=0,...,m—1, (5.8a)
1@, Tl mss gy + 16 grmssrogsy) < C(Mo), (5.8b)

5
ps < inf p=(UF) < sup p=(UF) < p*, ‘8145‘”:} > — in Qp, (5.8¢)

Qr Qr 8

3

H{= — HF 00" — H{F03¢"| > 18>0 on ¥, (5.8d)

where UE := U — UF and 0°F := +a + WF with U°F = y(dx1) "
Proof. Since [|¢o || oo (r2) < i, we can take % € H™5/2(R3) to satisfy
3 —
" | oo 3y < 3’ 8fgo“‘t:0 = @ € H™? Y(R?) for £=0,...,m.
Define @°* := £y + x(d21)9?(t, 2'), so that [9,P°E[ > 2 in R x Q.

Using the compatibility conditions (5.6) and the initial constraint [Hy| = 0,
we can prove as in [23, Lemma 3] that

[H(g)] =0 onX forl=0,...,m.
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Then we apply the lifting result in [19, Theorem 2.3] to find p** € H™ (R x ()
and (3%, 09F, HE, §9%) € H™2(R x Q) such that

5% = sH(®), [0§]=[08] =0, [H]=0 onXx,
OF (", 05, 055, HO*, 5%)|

+ + 3ty
:(p(g)a%(), 3(6)’H(Z)7S(é)) inQ for{=0,...,m

Set (pa U2 7U3 7Hai Sai) (ﬁai ’U2 7U3 7Hai Sai) (p>772>773>H7 gi)
By virtue of the trace theorem, the first condition in (5.6), and the relation
(5.2), we can choose v{* = #{* € H™2(R x Q) to satisfy

U%i‘l‘l =0 — 81590(1 + 8290avg+‘331=0 + 8330avg+|961=0 € Hm+3/2(R3)’
afuw)h 0 f}fc(é) in for{=0,...,m
We have already obtained (5.7) and the second relation in (5.8c¢).

The equations (5.8a) follow directly from (5.3). Use Lemma 5.1 and the
continuity of the lifting operators to derive the inequality (5.8b). The inequal-
ity (5.8d) and the first relation in (5.8¢c) follow from (5.8b) by taking T > 0
sufficiently small. The proof of the lemma is complete. O

We call the vector-valued function (U**,U%", ¢%) constructed in Lemma 5.2
the approximate solution to the problem (2.15). Define

fot — Lo (U, 9%%) if t>0, (5.9)
"o if t<0. ‘

Utilize the Moser-type calculus and embedding inequalities to deduce

e H™Qr), N amer < 80 (1), (5.10)

where do(7) tends to zero as T — 0. In view of (5.7)—(5.9), we infer that
(UT,U~, ) is a solution of the nonlinear problem (2.15) on [0,7] x §, if
(VE V7)) = (UT, U™, ¢) = (U, U, ¢7) solves

LV, @) = f*= (", f*)" in Qr,
B(V,¢) :=BUT + VT U™ + V", 0" +¢) =0 on S, (5.11)
(Vi) =0, ift <0,

where V = (V+7 V_)T, v .= (W+,W_)T with W:t = X(:I:l’l)"l/}, and

E(V w) o L+(Ua+_|_v+7@a++g/+)_L+(Ua+,@a+)
T\ L (U 4V, 00 4 W) — L (U, 807

It follows from (5.7a) that (V1) = 0 satisfies (5.11) for ¢t < 0. Therefore, the
original problem on [0, T x £ is reformulated as a problem in 7 whose solutions
vanish in the past.
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5.2 Iteration Scheme and Inductive Hypothesis
We first list the important properties of smooth operators [1, 12, 35].

Proposition 5.3. Let T > 0 and m € N with m > 4. Denote by .7°(Qr)
the class of H*(Qr)—functions vanishing in the past. Then there exists a family
{Sp}o>1 of smoothing operators u = (u™,u~) — Spu = ((Spu)™, (Spu) ™) from
323(97*) X §3(QT) to ﬂs>3 ﬁS(QT) X c%\S(QT), such that

ISotll reagy Sm 0% ull g for j, € € [1,m], (5.12a)

[Sou — ull gecary Sm GZ*jHuHHj(QT) for1<e<j<m, (5.12b)

[ St ey forite L, (5.120
H(Qr)

where j, ¢ € N and (¢ — j)4 = max{0,¢ — j}. Moreover,
ol sy S O Ny forjl=1oom,  (5.13)

where [Spu) := (Spu)™ — (Spu)™ and [u] :=ut —u~ on L.

There is another family of smoothing operators (still denoted by Sp) acting
on functions that are defined on the boundary X and satisfy the properties
(5.12) with norms || - || sy -

Let us follow [8, 12, 35] to describe the iteration scheme for the reformulated
problem (5.11).

Assumption (A-1): Take (Vi&,40) = 0. Let (Vi ¢y) be given and vanish in
the past for k=0,... n. Set gp];t = x(£z1)¢g fork=0,...,n

We consider
Vni+1 = Vn:t + 6Vn:t7 Unt1 = PYn + 0Yn, 5W7:Lt = X(ix1)5¢n (514)

The above differences 6V,* and 1, will solve the effective linear problem

/e:l:(Uai =+ Vnﬂil/w djai + n+1/2)5vi f;t in QTa
IB%Ie(Ua + Vn+1/27 ¢+ ¢n+1/2)(5vn7 0tn) = gn on X, (5.15)
(6Vin, 61py) = 0 for t <0,

where (V;,11/2,¥n41/2) is a smooth modified state such that (U +V, 412, 9* +
Vn41/2) satisfies the constraints (3.1)—(3.4), ¥, n+1/2 = X(£21)Yp41/2, and 5V, =
(6V,F, 6V.7)T is the good unknown (cf. (3.7)) with

SUE

O (9ot 4 UE

SVE =V —
n+1/2)

al(Ua:t + Vni-|-1/2

). (5.16)

See Proposition 5.8 for the construction and estimate of (V;,41/2,%p41/2). The

source terms f,, := (f;f, f7) and g, will be specified through the accumulated
error terms at Step n.

Assumption (A-2): Set (e, €p, go) := 0 and fo := Sp, f* for 6y > 1 sufficiently
large. Let ( fx, g, ek, €x) be given and vanish in the past for k=1,...,n— 1.

Under Assumptions (A-1)-(A-2), we calculate the accumulated error terms
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at Step n by
n—1 _ n—1
Eoi=) er, Eni=) & (5.17)
k=0 k=0
Then we compute f, and g, from
n n .
> fet S0, En =80, 1" > gr+Ss,En=0, (5.18)
k=0 k=0

where Sy, are the smoothing operators defined in Proposition 5.3 with 6,, :=
((9% + n)l/ 2. Once f, and g, are specified, we can employ Theorem 3.1 to take
(6Vy,, 64, as the unique solutions of the problem (5.15). Then we get 6V and
(anil,wnﬂ) from (5.16) and (5.14) respectively.

Let us determine the error terms e, and €, via the decompositions

L(Vii1, Upi1) — L(Viy, Ty)
=L(U® + Vp,, @ + ¥,,) (6 Vi, 6%y,) +
=L'(U" + Sy, Vi, " + Sp, ¥, )(5Vn,5w )+ e, + el
=L (U + Vig1/2, D% + Vp12) (0Vi, 0W) + €, + € + €7
=L (U + Viy1)2, 9% + Wn+1/2)5Vn +e +el rel el (5.19)

and

B(Vn—i-la @/}n—l-l) - B(Vna wn)
= B,(Ua + Vi, Spa + %)(5Vn, (W’n) + &
=B'(U* + Sp, Vi, 0" + Sp,, ) 0V, 6tby) + €, + €
=BL(U" + Vyy1/2, 0" + Ur1/2) (0Vir, 60) + €], + € + €l (5.20)

where we write

- L, (U, &) (VH, ot L., (Ut &)V
L' (U,®)(V,¥) = +({f " YV , LL(U.9)V = e*@ ’ ). .
L (U, &7 )(V—,¥") L,_

Moreover, it follows from (3.9) that e = (67(14)—’—, 67(14)_)T for

oWE
D = L (U™ + V2

n ' 81 (@ Spi n+1/2’

Pt Lt ). (5.21)
n+1/2)

n+1/2

Then the description of the iteration scheme is finished by setting

eni=e, +e'+e"+e® and é,:=é +é +é. (5.22)

Next we formulate the inductive hypothesis. Let m € N with m > 12 and
& :=m —2. Suppose that the initial data (U™, U, ¢o) satisfy all the conditions
of Lemma 5.2, yielding the estimates (cf. (5.8b) and (5.10))

1T s 2y + 16" Loy < C(Mo), ) <oo(T),  (5.23)
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where M) is defined by (5.4) and do(T") tends to zero as T' — 0. Suppose further
that Assumptions (A-1)—(A-2) are satisfied. Given an integer o € (4, &) and
a real number € > 0, our inductive hypothesis reads

((2) [1(0Viy 8%) | 115 2y + 11 (0%k, Dar690) [ s () < €62 A
for all integers k € [0,n — 1] and s € [3,a];
() [I£(Ve, ) = Nl mrs () < 26651
for all integers k € [0,n — 1] and s € [3,a — 2];

() 1B(Vies i) s 0y < €057
for all integers k € [0,n — 1] and s € [4, ],

(Hn—l)

where Ay := 01 — 0. Since 6y > 1 and 0, := (63 + n)1/2, we find Ag ~ 9;1
for all kK € N.

We are going to show that hypothesis (H,,—1) implies (H,,) provided T, e > 0
are small enough and 6y > 1 is suitably large. After that, we shall prove that
(Hp) holds for T' > 0 sufficiently small.

Let us first assume that hypothesis (H,_1) is satisfied, which implies the
following consequences as in [12, Lemmas 6-7] (see also [35, Lemma 4.6]).

Lemma 5.4. If 0y is large enough, then

6(9](:70[)+ if s # «,

(5.24)
elogl, if s=aq,

| (Vie, U) [l s (20) + 100k s 2y < {
(L = So. )V, (I = So, )W)l 11 (27) + 1 = So )0kl ms(2p) S €677, (5:25)
for all integers k € [0,n] and s € [3,a], and

0591,(5_0‘)+ if s # a,

(5.26)
elogl, if s = q,

1(So, Vies S, ) | 11 (27) + IS0, Ykl s (s20) S {
for all integers k € [0,n] and s € [3,a + 3].

5.3 Estimate of the Error Terms

In this subsection we estimate the error terms ey and € defined by (5.22).
First we rewrite the quadratic error terms ej and €} given in (5.19)—(5.20) as

1
e = / L"(U® + Vi + 76V, ®“ + ¥,
0
—i—T(SWk)((de,(SWk),((SVk,(SWk))(l —7‘) dr, (5.27)
1
éﬁc :/ B//(Ua+Vk+T(SVk,<pa+LZ)k
0
—i—T(SIbk) (((SVk,éwk),((st,(swk))(l —7’) dr, (5.28)

through the second derivatives of the operators I and B:

L (0,8) ((V,0), (V,8) := L/ (U + 67, 4 00) (v, )

)

0=0

B(0.6) (V. ), (V) i= B/ (U+ 07,5+ 00) (V. )

)

0=0
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where I” and B’ are the first-derivative operators defined by (3.6). A lengthy
but straightforward computation yields the following explicit form of B”:

B (U, ) ((V, ), (V,4))

¢-¢, C¢r (¢ 30K 0
oD (\NPC FECTIRES T T ¢>

, (5.29)

[H1]0:
[H]0.

3 [H1]0s¢)
(03 02 + 05 03)

(v3 Do + v B3))

0
0
0
by + [Hl]aﬂ)
P+
Y+

where ¢ := Dy, g‘ := Dy¢p, and CN = Dzl’l/;. Omitting the detailed calcula-
tions, we apply the Moser-type calculus and embedding inequalities to derive
the following result.

Proposition 5.5. Let T > 0 and s € N with s > 3. Suppose that (~,§) €
H*(Qr) and ¢ € HX(0r) satisfy |(V.0) o) + | lssn < K for
some constant K > 0. If (V;,¥;) € H*Y(Qr) fori = 1,2, then

L (T +V, &+ @) ((Vi, %), (Va, %)) |

Hs(Qr)

Sk Z H(V;’QIDHH%QT)H(VJWgjj)}
1#]
+ || (1, 9)

Hs+1(QT)

1(V2, 2)

s s |V 2| e

where U = (UT,U7)" and @ := (x1,—x1)". If W; € H*(Xr) and +; €
H**2(Sr) fori=1,2, then

1B (T + V., &) (W1, 1), (W, 62)) || s

SORII

i#]

= {1ill sy 1]

HS(ET)ijHH?’(ET) + ‘lWiHH2(2T)HwJ" Hs+1(Sr)

O P S = o
Apply Proposition 5.5 to obtain the estimate for e and €} as follows.

Lemma 5.6. Let « > 5. If € > 0 is small enough and 6y > 1 is sufficiently
large, then

lekllars(r) + Ikl S €67 A, (5.30)
for all integers k € [0,n — 1] and s € [3,a — 2], where
Gi(s) :=max{s+3 —2a, (s+1—a); +6—2a}.
Proof. In view of (5.23), hypothesis (H,,_1), and Lemma 5.4, we get

H(ﬁa7Vka5Vkawaawkvéwk)HH4(QT) + ||(90a7wk75¢k)||H3(ET) S L,
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which allows us to apply Proposition 5.5 for estimating e} and €}, through the
identities (5.27)—(5.28). More precisely, we use (5.23), hypothesis (H,,_1), and
the trace theorem to deduce

lehll s ) S €A% (077572 + 6772 (Vies W)l irs+1(0049) »
s () S €A% (077572 + 0,72l govz(ny)) 5
for all integers k € [0,n—1] and s € [3,@—2|. Then we obtain the estimate (5.30)
by utilizing the inequalities (5.24), & > 5, and (s+2—a)y < (s+1—a)++1. O
The next lemma provides the estimate of the first substitution error terms
ey and €} defined in (5.19)—(5.20).

Lemma 5.7. Let « > 5. If € > 0 is small enough and 6y > 1 is sufficiently
large, then

~ s)—1
Iekllirsar) + 16 oy S €057 A, (5:31)
for all integers k € [0,n — 1] and s € [3,a — 2|, where
G(s) :=max{s+5—2a, (s+1—a);r +8—2a}. (5.32)

Proof. We first rewrite the terms e} and €} as
¢l = /01 L7 (U + S, Vi + 7(1 = S0, )V, B+ S5,
(I — sgk)gr/k) ((5Vk, 50), (I — So) Vi, (I — Sgk)spk)) dr,
e = /01 IBB”(U“ + So, Vie + 7(I — So, ) Vi, ¢ + So, Ui,

(- sgk)wk) ((5Vk, Syr), (I — So)V, (I — Sak)wk)) dr.

Then we utilize Proposition 5.5, (5.23), hypothesis (H,,—1), Lemma 5.4, and the
trace theorem to derive

el s () S €Ak (05472 + 0] 72%11(S0, Vi, So, W)l rs+1(0019) »
10l ars (o) S €2 A% (057472 + 0772%|S, il rsv2(ny))

for all integers k € [0,n — 1] and s € [3,& — 2]. The estimate (5.31) follows by
means of the inequalities (5.26), « > 5, and (s+2—a)y < (s+1—a)y+1. O

For the solvability of the problem (5.15), we shall require that the smooth
modified state (Vj,11/2,%n41/2) vanishes in the past and (U + V419,90 +
Vn41/2) satisfies the constraints (3.1)—(3.4). Since (V,,11/2,¥n41/2) should van-
ish in the past and (U, %) satisfies (5.8), the state (U® + V.11 /2, 9" +¥n11/2)
will satisfy (3.1)-(3.2) and (3.4) provided T' > 0 is sufficiently small. Therefore,
we may focus only on the constraints (3.3).

Proposition 5.8. Let o > 6. Then there are some functions Vi, 12 and 412
vanishing in the past, such that if €, T > 0 are small enough and 0y > 1 is
suitably large, then (U® + Vi, 112, % + Vnp1/2) satisfies (3.1)~(3.4), and

Ung1/2 = So, Un, !17511/2 = X(£21)Ynt1/2, (5.33)

150, ¥n — Yt /2ll s () S €0 @ fors=3,...,a+3, (5.34)

180, Vi = Vi1 joll s ) S €057 fors=3,...,a+2, (5.35)
where Wy, 5 = (WT;_I/Q,W;H/Q)T
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Proof. We divide the proof into four steps.

Step 1. Let us define ,,; /5 and Wfﬁrl/? by (5.33). When 3 < s < &, we obtain
from the inequality (5.25) that

156, U — g1 /2l s (200)
S (8o, — Dnllmsor) + X (E210) (I = So,)¥nll 15 (07)
ST = So.)nllms () + I = So, ) nlls (=) S €6

Then the estimate (5.34) follows by using (5.26) for a < s < a+ 3.
Step 2. For i = 2,3, we define

1
sy = il gl ).

Using (5.13) gives
1180, vnlll 57y < O Monlllmagnyy i3 <s<a+3. (5.36)
It follows from hypothesis (H,—1) that for all integers s € [4, o],

lfon)ll s (27 S Mon=-1lllzs () + [16vn-1llms(sr)
S HB(anla?/)nfl)HHS(ET) + H(SVTL71||HS+1(QT) 5 69;—0&—1.

Here we recall the definition of the boundary operator B from (5.11) and (2.15b).
Plugging the last inequality to (5.36) implies

H[SGnvn]HHS(ET) Sed, ¢ fors=3,...,a+3. (5.37)
Hence we infer

|Vint1/2 = So,Vinllas () S €0y @ fori=2,3and s=3,...,a+3. (5.38)

Step 3. Let us set
Vi niaya = (S0,010)F + X(@1) (@0 — (S, 000)  |e1=0)

where w,, is defined by

Wn, = Oy 12 + Z ((U?Jr + ”;,Fn+1/2)ai¢n+1/2 + ”;,rn+1/28i90a>

-0
i=2,3 o

It follows from (5.7a) that (v + vy, 11/2, ¢ + 4 1/2) satisfies the first and third
constraints in (3.3). By virtue of (5.7a) and (5.33), we have

~

Wnp — (‘S’Gnvl,n)+ ’ac1:0

= B(Sﬁnvna89n¢n)7|x1:0 + Oi(p" + ¢n+1/2)(vi+n 1/9 — (SGnUi,n)+) l21=0 -
n+1/

e i=2,3
Ti T2i

Utilizing the Moser-type calculus inequality (2.26), the trace theorem, (5.38),
and (5.26) yields

1 T2ill s (g S €057 fori=23ands=3,...,a+2.
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To estimate 77 in H*(X7), we decompose
7-1 = 7-111 + Sen (B (Vna 1/’71)7 ‘m:() -B (Vn—17 wn—1)7 ’J:1:0)
T
+ B(SenVn, 89n¢n)7|x1:0 - 89n (B (an ¢n)7 ‘961:0)7
Tie

where Ti4 := Sp, (B(Va1,¥n—1)lz1=0). It follows from (5.12a) and point (c)
of hypothesis (H,,_1) that

1Tiall s ) S 0572 1B (Va1 Y1) | gagnyy S €057 fors=3,...,a+2.
In view of the identity
Tio = So, (8:6¢n—1) — S, (007 ,,_1]z1=0)

+ Z SG,L (('U;L+ + U:n) |x1:(]ai(5¢nfl + 5U7;ern_1|x1:[)ai(80a + ¢n71))a
1=2,3

we use Proposition 5.3, hypothesis (H,,—1), the trace and embedding theorems,
and the Moser-type calculus inequality (2.26) to deduce

[Tl s 5y S €0, fors=3,...,a+2.

For estimating the term 7., we shall utilize the further decomposition

Tie = {0:(S0,vn) = Sa,00n } = {(S0,010) ler=0 = Sa, (vl 0) |

3 {08+ (S0,000) ) ler=00:S0,1m = So, (085 + v, ler=0diin) }
1=2,3

+ Z { 89 Uzn ‘xl:()az‘(pa —Sgn (v;’“n]m:o@igoa)}. (5.39)
1=2,3

Let us make the estimate of the commutator

Ts = (0§ + (S0, v3.0) ") o1 00580, —Sa, (0§ + 0,) s =0D3¢bn) -
T3a LED

For a4+ 1 < s < @+ 2, recalling from (5.23) that U® € H*3(Qp), we utilize
the Moser-type calculus inequality (2.26), the trace and embedding theorems,
Proposition 5.3, and Lemma 5.4 to derive

1 T3all 27y S €ll05 + 50 Vsllre+1r) + IS0, ¥nll e (s < €077

T30l o0y SO M (05T + 035 |y =003¢n| o2
SO0 (el + Un |l grat1(p) + WnHHaH(ET)) < eyt

For 3 < s < @, thanks to the triangle inequality
150l s 20y < |[((Spv3m) T
{57 + 0 a1=005(So, — Dton| o,
+[|(1 = Sp,) (V5" + 03, a1 =009 |

- v;n) ’x1=08380”¢n HHS(ET)

HS ET)
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we can employ the Moser-type calculus inequality (2.26) to infer
T3l 5y S €057 for s=3,...,a.

The other commutators in the decomposition (5.39) can be handled by following
the same approach, so we can omit the details and write down the estimate

Tl s (o) S et fors=3,...,a+2
Combining the above estimates of T4, T1p, and 71, with (5.37) gives
Hvl,n—i-l/2 - Senvl,nHHs(QT) S oy — (Sanvl,n)+”HS(ET) + H[Senvn]HHs(zT)
<efi vt fors=3,...,a+2

Step 4. We define

HY o = (Sp, Ha) [Sen all, ox(z1),

so that H®+ H,, o satisfies the second constraint in (3.3), i.e., [H*+H, 41 /5] =
[Hyt1/2] = 0 on Y. In light of (5.13), we obtain

IS0, Hlllzrs(52) < O MHnlll oo,y 3<s<a+2 (5.40)

As in the proof of (169) in [23, Lemma 6], when o > 6, we can prove that if
€, T > 0 are small enough and 6y > 1 is sufficiently large, then

H (17 —02(0" 4 Y1), —03(" + %—1)) [(Hp—1] HHS(ET) Set,

for s =3,...,a — 1. From point (c) of hypothesis (H,,_1), we derive

(e s

<ed !t fors=4,..., a.
63()0 +¢n 1) 01 ~ n

Hs(Sr)

Combine the last two estimates with point (a) of hypothesis (H,,—1) to get

H HHS (Bp) ~ H n—1 HHS (2r) + H5 1HHS L) ~ S ety (5.41)

for s =4,...,a — 1. Then it follows from (5.40)—(5.41) that

1172 = So, Hall s ) S S0, Ha s () S €057

for s = 3,...,a + 2. Setting p,, 1/ := S, pn (pressure) and S, 12 := Sp, 5
(entropy) completes the proof of the proposition. O

With Proposition 5.8 in hand we can obtain the following estimate of the
second substitution error terms e}’ and €}’ defined in (5.19)-(5.20).

Lemma 5.9. Let a > 6. If €,T > 0 are small enough and 0y > 1 is sufficiently
large, then

€8 | rrssry S 62922(8)_1Ak, ek sy S 629%(5) A, (5.42)

for all integers k € [0,n — 1] and s € [3,a — 2|, where ca(s) is defined by (5.32)
and
Ga(s) :=max{s+6 — 2, (s+1—a);r +9—2a}.
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Proof. In view of (5.29) and (5.33), we can rewrite the term €}’ as

0
e — [SQkHLk - Hl,k+1/2]a251/1k
F [So,, H1k — Hi j41/2]0300y,

Zi:273 ((Sekvi,k)+ - Uz_k+1/2)ai5¢k

Then we utilize the Moser-type calculus inequality (2.26), the embedding and
trace theorems, the estimate (5.35), and point (a) of hypothesis (H,_1) to dis-
cover

”éZ/HHS(ET) SJ HSQka o Vk+1/2HH5+1(QT) “5¢k||H3(zT)
+ [|Sp, Vi — Vk+1/2”H3(QT)H(w)kHHSH(ET) < 620]sc+472aAk

for s =3,...,a— 2. Applying Propositions 5.5 and 5.8 to the identity

e = /01 L” (U“ + 7(So, Vi = Vir1/2) + Vw12, @° + 7(S0, Uk — Yig1/2)
. /2) ((5Vk, SW), (SoVie = Vier1 /2> S0, Wk — W1 /2)) dr,
we have
e |rzs () S € Ak (0572 + 6711 (So, Vi Sa, W) L =410 )
which combined with (5.26) implies the second estimate in (5.42) for €. O

The next lemma concerns the last error term egl) = (e#”, 6%4)_)T with eﬁfﬂi

defined by (5.21). Here we omit the detailed proof, which is similar to that for
[35, Lemma 4.12] (see also [36, Lemma 4.10]).

Lemma 5.10. Let « > 6 and @ > o+ 2. If €, T > 0 are small enough and
0o > 1 is sufficiently large, then

159 ks 20y S 62924(5)_1Ak,
for all integers k € [0,n — 1] and s € [3,a — 2|, where
Ga(s) := max{s + 6 — 2, (s — a)+ + 10 — 2a}. (5.43)

As a direct corollary to Lemmas 5.6-5.10, we have the estimate for e; and
€j, defined by (5.22) as follows.

Corollary 5.11. Let « > 6 and a > a+ 2. If €,T > 0 are sufficiently small
and 0y > 1 is suitably large, then

lerll s S €05 AL, el ms e S €677 Ay, (5.44)

for all integers k € [0,n—1] and s € [3,a — 2], where c2(s) and s4(s) are defined
by (5.32) and (5.43), respectively.

Similar to [36, Lemma 4.12], we can use (5.44) to derive the following esti-
mate for the accumulated error terms FE,, and E,, defined by (5.17).
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Lemma 5.12. Let o > 7 and aa = o+ 3. If €,T > 0 are small enough and
0o > 1 is sufficiently large, then
1Enll gresi(0p) S €0n, | Enllrosisny S €.

Proof. If o > 6, then ¢4(a + 1) — 1 < 0, which together with (5.44) leads to

n—1 n—1
1Bl mrosiory S D lekllmerion SO €Ak S €6y,
k=0 k=0

provided o +1 < a —2. Since ¢(a+1) —1 < =2 for o > 7, we get from (5.44)
and o+ 1 < a — 2 that

n—1 n—1

1Bl o1 sy S D ekl o) SO €26,° < €.
k=0 k=0

The minimal possible & is a + 3. The proof is thus complete. O

5.4 Proof of Theorem 2.1

Similar to [36, Lemma 4.13], we can obtain the following result for the source
terms f,, and g, computed from (5.18).

Lemma 5.13. Leta > 7 and a = a+ 3. If €, T > 0 are small enough and
0o > 1 is sufficiently large, then for all integers s € [3, q],
llre(ar) S A (8570715 sy + 205707 + 26501

lgnllrst1(sp) S A, (02*0*1 + 9;2(s+1)71> 7

where ¢(s) and c4(s) are defined by (5.32) and (5.43), respectively.

The next lemma follows by applying the tame estimate (4.1) to the problem
(5.15) and using Proposition 5.8. We omit the proof for brevity, since it is
similar to the proof of [35, Lemma 4.17].

Lemma 5.14. Leta > 7 and a = a+3. If€,T > 0 and é”fa”Ha(QT) are

small enough, and 0y > 1 is sufficiently large, then for all integers s € [3,a],

10Vzn, %) || s (027 + (6%, Dy 800n) [ s () < €6~ A

Lemma 5.14 provides point (a) in hypothesis (H,,). The other points in (H,,)
are given in the next lemma, whose proof can be found in [35, Lemma 4.19].

Lemma 5.15. Let « > 7 and & = a+ 3. If €, T > 0 and 1| f*| goqy) are
small enough, and 0y > 1 is sufficiently large, then

IL(Va, W) = f Nl mrs 0y < 2605771 fors=3,...,a—2, (5.45)
1BV, Yol s (20 < ehs—o1 fors=4,... a. (5.46)

From Lemmas 5.14-5.15, we have obtained hypothesis (H,,) from (H,,_1),
provided that a > 7 and @ = & + 3 hold, €,7 > 0 and 1|/ f%||ra(,) are small
enough, and 6y > 1 is sufficiently large. Fixing the constants a > 7, @ = « + 3,
€ > 0, and 0y > 1, we can prove hypothesis (Hp) as in [35, Lemma 4.20].
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Lemma 5.16. If time T > 0 is small enough, then hypothesis (Hy) holds.
We are ready to conclude the proof of Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Let the initial data (U, U, ,¢o) satisfy all the as-
sumptions of Theorem 2.1. Let @« = m — 2 and o = a — 3 > 7. Then the initial
data (Uy , Uy , o) are compatible up to order m = &+ 2. In view of (5.8b) and
(5.10), we obtain (5.23) and all the requirements of Lemmas 5.14-5.16, provided
€, T > 0 are sufficiently small and 6y > 1 is large enough. Hence, for suitably
short time T, hypothesis (H,,) holds for all n € N. In particular,

> 10V, 6) |l 7+ (02 + 0%k, Dar 001 | 112 (57)) Zes 2 <
k=0

for all integers s € [3,a — 1], Hence the sequence (Vj, 1)) converges to some
limit (V%) in H¥1(Q7) x H* (7). Passing to the limit in (5.45)—(5.46) for
s = a—1=m—6, we obtain (5.11). Therefore, (U, U, ) = (UT+V T, U +
V=, p*+1) is a solution of the original problem (2.15) on the time interval [0, T].
The uniqueness of solutions to the problem (2.15) can be obtained through a
standard argument; see, for instance, [28, §13]. This completes the proof. O

A  Jump Conditions with or without Surface Tension

We assume that the surface 3(t) is smooth with a well-defined unit normal
n(t,z) and moves with the normal speed V(¢,x) at point z € X(¢) and time
t > 0. Let Q" (t) and Q (¢) denote the space domains occupied by the two
conducting fluids at time ¢, respectively. Without loss of generality we assume
that the unit normal n points into Q1 (¢). Piecewise smooth weak solutions
of the compressible MHD equations (1.1)—(1.2) must satisfy the following MHD
Rankine-Hugoniot conditions on the surface of discontinuity >(¢) (see LANDAU—
LirsHITZ [18, §70]):

Vip] +n - [pv] =0, (A.la)
V[pv] +n - [pv®@v— H® H|+nlq] =0, (A.1b)
V[H] —n x [vx H| =0, (A.1c)
—V[pE+2\H\ | +n-[wpE+p)+Hx(vxH)]=0, (A.1d)
n-[H] =0, (A.le)

where [g] := g* — g~ denotes the jump in the quantity g across 3(t) with

go(t,x) = lim g(t,x £en(t,z)) for z € X(t).

e—0t

The condition (A.la) means that the mass transfer flux j := p(v-n —V) is
continuous through ¥(t). We can rewrite (A.1) in terms of j as

(] =0, [] H 0, jlvr] = HnlH:], [Hn] =0,

[LE] = Hafor). 3 [B+ SHP] + faon - (-0 =0,

where vy, := v -n (resp. Hy := H - n) is the normal component of v (resp. H)
and v, (resp. H;) is the tangential part of v (resp. H). If there is no flow across
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the discontinuity, that is, j = 0 on X(¢), then compressible MHD permits two
distinct types of characteristic discontinuities [18, §71]: tangential discontinu-
ities (Hnl|p) = 0) and contact discontinuities (Hy|sy) # 0). For tangential
discontinuities (or called current-vortex sheets), the jump conditions (A.2) be-
come

HY* n=0, [¢J=0, V=v"-n=v"-n onX(t). (A.3)

Moreover, from (A.2), we obtain the following boundary conditions for MHD
contact discontinuities:

H* - mn#0, [p]=0, []=[H]=0, V=v"-n onXt). (A.4)

With surface tension present on the interface ¥ (¢), we must take into account
the corresponding surface force produced, so that the conditions (A.1b) and
(A.1d) have to be modified respectively into (see DELHAYE [13] or IsHi-HIBIKI
[16, Chapter 2])

—VIpvr]+n-[pv®@v—H® H| + nlg] = sHn,
—V[pE+ 3|H’] +n-[v(pE +p) + H x (v x H)] = sHV,

where s > 0 denotes the constant coefficient of surface tension and H twice
the mean curvature of ¥(¢). Hence, for any interface with surface tension, the
boundary conditions (A.2) should be replaced by

[J] =0, j[vn] + [Q] = 57'[’ j[UT] = Hn[HT]v [Hn] =0,

(B8] = Halos), 5 [E+ SIHP] + lavn — (H ) Ha] = sHY.

Considering j = 0 on X(t), we get two different possibilities of interfaces, viz.

(a) current-vortex sheets with surface tension, for which the boundary
conditions read

H* . n=0, [¢j=sH, V=v"-n=v -n onX(t). (A.5)

(b) MHD contact discontinuities with surface tension, for which the
boundary conditions read

HE* . n#0, [pl=sH, [v]=[H]=0, V=v"-n onX(t). (A6)
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