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Abstract

We prove that free boundary incompressible Euler equations are locally well posed in a
class of solutions in which the interfaces can exhibit corners and cusps. Contrary to what
happens in all the previously known non-C1 water waves, the angle of these crests can change
in time.
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1 Introduction

Consider the motion of an inviscid incompressible irrotational fluid in the plane with a free bound-
ary. A time-dependent interface

Γ(t) := {z(α, t) |α ∈ R}

separates the plane into two open sets: the water region, which we denote by Ω(t), and the vacuum
region, R2\Ω(t). The evolution of the fluid is described by the Euler equations,

∂tv + (v · ∇)v = −∇p− ge2 in Ω(t), (1.1a)

∇ · v = 0 and ∇⊥ · v = 0 in Ω(t), (1.1b)

(∂tz − v) · (∂αz)⊥ = 0 on Γ(t), (1.1c)

p = 0 on Γ(t). (1.1d)

Here v and p are the water velocity and pressure on Ω(t), e2 is the second vector of a Cartesian
basis and g is the acceleration due to gravity. We are disregarding the capillarity effects. It is
standard that this system of PDEs on R2, which are often referred to as the water waves equation,
can be formulated solely in terms of the interface curve, z(α, t), and the vorticity density on the
boundary, defined through the formula

∇⊥ · v =: ω(α, t) δ(x− z(α, t)) .

It is well known that the water waves system is locally well posed on Sobolev spaces when the
initial fluid configuration is sufficiently smooth and the interface does not self-intersect. The first
local existence results for the free boundary incompressible Euler equations are due to Nalimov [41],
Yosihara [53] and Craig [24] for near equilibrium initial data, and to Wu [47, 48] for general initial
data in Sobolev spaces. Local wellposedness for initial data in low regularity Sobolev spaces was
proven by Alazard, Burq and Zuily [6, 7] and subsequently refined by Hunter, Ifrim and Tataru [28].
For other variations and results on local well-posedness, see [4, 9, 16, 17, 21, 35, 37, 38, 44, 15, 54].
In all these works, the lowest regularity for the interfaces they consider is C3/2, on which the
Rayleigh–Taylor stability condition ∂np < 0 is assumed to hold.

When the initial configuration is a suitably small perturbation of the stationary flat interface,
the system is in fact globally well posed [30, 5, 25, 49, 27]. If the initial datum is not small, the
equations can develop splash singularities in finite time [12]. The two essential features of this
scenario of singularity formation (which remains valid in the case of rotational fluids [20] and in
the presence of viscosity [13, 22] or surface tension [14]) are that the velocity and the interface
remain smooth up to the singular time, and that the self-intersecting interface does not pinch the
water region [26, 23]. Stationary splash singularities that do pinch the water region have been
constructed in [18, 19].

In this paper we are concerned with non-smooth interfaces that may present corners (thus
preventing the interface from being C1) or cusps. The study of this kind of solutions hearkens back
at least to Stokes, who formally constructed traveling wave solutions which featured sharp crests
with a 120◦ corner. In the 1980s, Amick, Fraenkel and Toland [10] managed to rigorously establish
the existence of these solutions, and some 30 years later, under suitable technical conditions
Kobayashi [32] showed that these are in fact the only non-smooth traveling waves.

In a major recent work, Wu [51] builds upon a priori energy estimates for the water waves
system previously derived with Kinsey [50, 31] to establish a local existence result for a class of
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non-smooth initial data which allows for interfaces featuring sharp crests (with any acute angle) or
cusps. This class includes the self-similar solutions with angled crests she had previously obtained
in [52]. Further study of the class of singular solutions constructed by Wu was carried out by
Agrawal [1], who showed that these singularities are “rigid”. More precisely, for this class of
solutions, an initial interface with an angled crest remains angled crested and the angle does not
change or tilt. There are related rigidity results for cusped interfaces as well [1], and the effect
of surface tension (which, in particular, makes it impossible to construct interfaces with angled
crests in the energy class) has been studied in detail in [2, 3].

Our objective in this paper is to prove a local wellposedness result for a wide class of initial data
which allows for corners and cusps and where these rigidity effects do not appear. We will work
in the context of the 2D free boundary Euler equations, disregarding the gravity and capillarity
effects. Physically, the motivation is that, while one does expect to have sharp crests for which
the angle does not change, the direct observation of angled crested waves in the ocean strongly
suggests that there should also be other fluid configurations where the angle changes in time. As
we will see later on, our main result rigorously establishes this fact. From a mathematical point
of view, one should observe that the aforementioned rigidity results lay bare that a substantially
different approach to non-smooth water waves is required in order to prove this result.

To make this precise, it is convenient to start by explaining the problems that one must
overcome to prove a local wellposedness result for interfaces with sharp crests or low-regularity
cusps. A first issue is to understand what scales of weighted Sobolev spaces can provide a good
functional framework for this problem (and, actually, if such weighted Sobolev spaces exist at
all, which is not obvious a priori). Once a choice of weighted spaces has been made, one must
construct an energy adapted to these spaces and show that one can close the energy estimates.
This presents two major difficulties. On the one hand, the non-smooth weights appearing in the
energy become more and more singular as one integrates by parts in the various integrals that
appear in the estimates, so there is no way to close the estimates without a number of highly
nontrivial cancellations. On the other hand, the Rayleigh–Taylor condition fails at an angle point,
so one can only impose a degenerate stability condition of the form ∂np ≤ 0. To circumvent these
difficulties, one needs to start from a genuinely new basic idea and carry out the rather demanding
technical work necessary to implement it.

The basic idea underlying the approach to the motion of angle crested interfaces developed
in [31, 50, 51] is to map the singular interface conformally to the half-space and control the
regularity of the interface through weighted norms of the conformal map. While the local behavior
of a conformal map from a wedge to the half-space then gives a hint about the kind of weights
one might use to define the energy in this case, it is far from obvious, a priori, that one can close
the resulting energy estimates, and doing so is in fact a technical tour de force.

In contrast, the basic idea in our approach is to identify and control a class of singular solutions
where the vorticity density ω and a certain number of its derivatives vanish at the singular point,
at all small enough times. The observation behind this philosophy is that sufficiently smooth
solutions to the equations do feature all these zeros under suitable symmetry assumptions. In
order to show that these zeros exist and are preserved by the evolution for a certain class of
symmetric initial data with non-C1 interfaces, and to effectively use them to control the singular
weights that appear in the energy estimates, we carry out our analysis directly in the water
region, which is not smooth. The reason for which the singular interfaces appearing in this class
of solutions are not rigid is therefore that we are not making any assumptions about the existence
of a conformal map from the water region to the half-space for which certain weighted norms
remain bounded.

From a technical standpoint, a drawback of this approach is that we can only employ real-
variable methods in all our key estimates. An upside of this is that, as we are not using conformal
maps in an essential way, these ideas should carry over to three-dimensional problems and to the
two-fluid case. We will explore these and other directions in forthcoming contributions; the gravity
water waves problem will be considered too. Also, a technical point reflecting the differences in
both approaches is that the cusped interfaces that appear in our class of solutions can be of
C2,α\C3 Hölder regularity, while those considered in [31, 50, 51, 1] are of class C3,α.
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In order to construct a suitable functional framework which allows for interfaces with angled
crests and where one can close the energy estimates for the free boundary Euler system, we have
built upon the work of Maz’ya and Soloviev about boundary value problems for the Laplacian on
domains with cusps [39]. To avoid getting bogged down in technicalities at this stage, let us just
say that we consider scales of Sobolev spaces Hk

β (m) which involve power weights that vanish at
the tip of cusp or corner, and that the strength of the weight depends on the geometry of the
interface at the singular point. Both the position of the zero of the weight and its strength remain
constant during the evolution of the fluid.

Let us now pass to state our main result, which ensures that the free boundary Euler equations
are well posed within a class of initial data including interfaces with angled crests (whose angle
changes in time) and with cusps. In terms of the aforementioned weighted Sobolev spaces Hk

β (m),
whose definition we prefer until later, this local existence result can be informally stated as follows.
Precise statements of this result in the case of interfaces that exhibit cusps or corners are presented
below as Theorems 5.2 and 4.1, respectively.

Theorem 1.1. The 2D free boundary Euler equations, given by the system (1.1) with g = 0, are
locally well-posed in a suitable scale of weighted Sobolev spaces Hk

β (m) that allows for interfaces
with corners and cusps, provided that a suitable analog of the Rayleigh–Taylor stability condition
holds.

Remark 1.2. In Remark 5.1 we obtain an explicit formula for the rate of change for the angle of
the corner which shows, in particular, that the angle does indeed change for typical initial data
with an angled crest.

The paper is organized as follows. Firstly, in Section 2 we write the water waves problem as
a system of equations for the interface curve and the vorticity density. In Section 3 we present
some estimates for singular integral operators on weighted Lebesgue spaces that will be of use
throughout the paper. We focus on cusped interfaces, as the estimates are more complicated in
that case. Sections 4 and 5 are respectively devoted to deriving the essential a priori estimates
for the water waves system with non-smooth interfaces in the Lagrangian parametrization and
to proving our local wellposedness theorem. The proofs of several key results for boundary value
problems on domains with outer cusps (and corners), in the style of Maz’ya and Soloviev’s results
on singular integral operators in domains with cusps [39], are presented in Section 6. To streamline
the presentation, the proofs of several important technical lemmas are relegated to an Appendix.

2 Preliminaries

We consider the incompressible irrotational fluid flow in a fully symmetric bounded planar domain
Ω = Ω(t) governed by Euler equations. More precisely, the fluid velocity v and the pressure P
satisfy

∂tv + (v · ∇)v = −1

ϱ
∇P, (2.1a)

∇ · v = 0, ∇⊥ · v = 0, (2.1b)

in Ω, where the fluid density ϱ > 0 is assumed to be constant. For simplicity, we take ϱ ≡ 1. The
interface Γ = ∂Ω is a closed curve characterized by the condition

P
∣∣
Γ
= 0, (2.2)

which corresponds to setting ϱ ≡ 0 in the exterior domain R2 \Ω. Moreover, the parametrization
of the interface

Γ = {z(α, t) ∈ R2 |α ∈ [−π, π]}

satisfies the kinematic boundary condition, i.e.

(∂tz − v) · (∂αz)⊥ = 0. (2.3)
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For all times t ≥ 0, the domain Ω is assumed to be a union of two simply connected, disjoint,
bounded domains each with a curvilinear corner of opening 2ν > 0 or an outward cusp (corre-
sponding to 2ν = 0), connected through a common tip situated at the origin. We assume Ω is
symmetric with respect to both axes, which implies the intersection point remains at the origin
for all times.

Figure 1: Fluid domain Ω when 2ν > 0. The arrows specify the orientation.

Stated in terms of the parametrization (and letting θ(α, t) denote the tangent angle at the
corresponding point z(α, t) ∈ Γ), the intersection point in case of e.g. an outward cusp is charac-
terized by

0 = z(α∗, t) = z(−α∗, t), 0 = θ(α∗, t) = π − θ(−α∗, t), α∗ = π/2, (2.4)

but Γ is otherwise an arc-chord curve; i.e for any small r > 0, we have

Fr(z) := sup
(α,β)∈(Br(α∗)×Br(−α∗))c

F(z)(α, β, t) <∞, (2.5)

where

F(z)(α, β, t) :=

{
|eiα−eiβ |

|z(α,t)−z(β,t)| α ̸= β
1

|zα(α,t)| α = β.
(2.6)

We consider the equations in the vorticity formulation. By assumption, the flow in R2 \ Γ is
irrotational and we may assume the vorticity is a measure supported on Γ, i.e.

ω(z, t) = ω(α, t)δ(z − z(α, t)), z ∈ R2 \ Γ,

where we slightly abuse the notation and denote both the vorticity and its amplitude by ω.
Equations (2.1b) imply the complex conjugate of the velocity is analytic in Ω, hence it can be
written in terms of the boundary vorticity as

v(z, t)∗ =
1

2πi

∫ π

−π

ω(α′, t)

z − z(α′, t)
dsα′ , z ∈ R2 \ Γ, (2.7)

where we have set dsα′ = |zα(α′, t)|dα′ and we use ∗ to denote complex conjugation. Approaching
any regular point on Γ (in our setting, all points excluding the cusp/corner tip) from the inside
of Ω we obtain

v(α, t)∗ =
ω(α, t)

2zs(α, t)
+BR(z, ω)∗,

where zs(α, t) is the parametrization independent derivative of z(α, t) (i.e. zs(α, t) ≡ ∂sz(α, t) =
zα(α,t)
|zα(α,t)| ) and BR(z, ω) is the Birkhoff-Rott integral whose complex-conjugate is defined via

BR(z, ω)∗ =
1

2πi
p.v.

∫ π

−π

ω(α′, t)

z(α, t)− z(α′, t)
dsα′

where p.v. stands for the principal value.
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We will frequently identify z = (z1, z2) ∈ R2 with its complex representation z = z1 + iz2 ∈ C.
In particular, we will use that the real scalar product z ·w of two vectors z, w ∈ R2, can be written
as a product of two complex numbers, namely

z · w = ℜ (z∗w)

Moreover, in complex notation we have z⊥ = iz, where z⊥ is vector perpendicular to z.

Let us finish with some symmetry considerations. In terms of the parametrization of the
interface z(α, t) = (z1(α, t), z2(α, t)), the assumption of full symmetry implies

z1(α, t) = z1(−α, t), z2(α, t) = −z2(−α, t), (2.8)

and
z1(α∗ − α, t) = −z1(α∗ + α, t), z2(α∗ − α, t) = z2(α∗ + α, t). (2.9)

The tangent angle θ = arctan
(
z2α
z1α

)
then satisfies

θ(α, t) = π − θ(−α, t), θ(α∗ − α, t) = −θ(α∗ + α, t). (2.10)

On the other hand, the pressure must be invariant under both z ↔ ±z∗ and therefore

v(±z∗, t) = ±v(z, t)∗

by the Euler equations. In particular, the vorticity must be odd with respect to both axes, i.e.

ω(−α, t) = −ω(α, t), ω(α∗ − α, t) = −ω(α∗ + α, t). (2.11)

2.1 Equations in vorticity formulation

We now briefly state the relevant equations reformulated in terms of boundary vorticity ω and
parametrization of the interface z. Equation (2.3) gives

z∗t =
(ω
2
− φ̃

) 1

zs
+BR(z, ω)∗, (2.12)

where φ̃ is a scalar function reflecting the freedom to choose the tangential component of zt and
we use the notation ∂s :=

1
|zα|∂α to denote the parametrization independent derivative. It will be

convenient to work with the tangent angle θ. Taking a time derivative of zα = |zα|eiθ, we obtain

θt =
ztα · z⊥α
|zα|2

= zts · z⊥s = ℜ(iz∗tszs),
|zα|t
|zα|

=
ztα · zα
|zα|2

= zts · zs = ℜ(z∗tszs).

Taking a ∂s-derivative of equation (2.12) then implies

θt + φ̃θs =
ωθs
2

+BR(z, ω)s · z⊥s ,
|zα|t
|zα|

+ φ̃s =
ωs

2
+BR(z, ω)s · zs.

Since the pressure is constant on the interface, the tangential component of the pressure gradient
(2.1a) must be identically equal to zero, which combined with (2.12) implies

ωt

2
+BR(z, ω)t · zs = −φ̃

(ωs

2
+BR(z, ω)s · zs

)
= −φ̃

(
φ̃s +

|zα|t
|zα|

)
, (2.13)

while the equation for the normal component of the pressure gradient

σ := −∇P · z⊥s ,

reads

σ =

(
ωθt
2

+BR(z, ω)t · z⊥s
)
+ φ̃

(
ωθs
2

+BR(z, ω)s · z⊥s
)

(2.14)
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The equation governing time evolution of φ̃ is now a matter of straightforward calculation. We
have(

φ̃s +
|zα|t
|zα|

)
t
= −φ̃∂s

(
φ̃s +

|zα|t
|zα|

)
−
(
φ̃s +

|zα|t
|zα|

)2
− σθs +

(
BRs · z⊥s +

ωθs
2

)2
. (2.15)

At this point we fix the parametrization. We will consider the equations in the Lagrangian
parametrization, i.e. we set φ̃ ≡ 0 which means zt = v. For later use, we introduce the notation

φs :=
ωs

2
+BR(z, ω)s · zs. (2.16)

By the above, we have φs =
|zα|t
|zα| which here takes the role φ̃s has in the arc-length parametrization

(in which case φs is a function depending only on time). To keep analogy with that case, we use
the notation φs although strictly speaking it is not a (parametrization-independent) derivative
of any meaningful quantity. Except in this case subscript s will always mean parametrization
independent derivative.

2.2 Weighted Sobolev spaces

Let us first introduce some notation. Given any two (non-negative) quantities f and g, we say

f ≲ g :⇔ ∃c > 0 : f ≤ cg

and similarly
f ∼ g :⇔ ∃c > 0 : c−1g ≤ f ≤ cg,

where c is either some absolute constant or can be controlled by some power of the energy. We
will sometimes use the big-O notation, that is, we will write f = O(g) if and only if |f | ≲ |g|.

Let γ ∈ R. We define the weighted Lebesgue space L2,γ(Γ,m) to be

L2,γ(Γ,m) := {ϕ : Γ → R | mγϕ ∈ L2(Γ)}

endowed with the norm

∥ϕ∥22,γ :=

∫
Γ

m(z)2γ |ϕ(z)|2dsz,

where if not explicitly stated otherwise m is always a power weight, i.e. we have

m(z) ∼ |z|, z ∈ Γ.

If 0 < γ+1/2 < 1, we say that m(·)γ is a Muckenhaupt weight (it then satisfies the Muckenhaupt
(A2)-condition). Frequently we will consider weighted Lebesgue spaces on the one dimensional
torus T or on a particular interval I ⊆ R instead of Γ, however to simplify the notation we
usually drop the space reference altogether and simply write L2,γ(m). On the other hand, we may
occasionally write L2,γ(I) if we want to emphasize the particular interval of integration.

We introduce two families of weighted Sobolev spaces:

ϕ ∈ Hk
γ (m) :⇔ ∂jsϕ ∈ L2,γ(m), 0 ≤ j ≤ k,

ϕ ∈ Lk
2,γ(m) :⇔ ∂jsϕ ∈ L2,γ+(j−k)(m), 0 ≤ j ≤ k,

where ∂s =
1

|zα|∂α is the parametrization independent derivative. We will also need the subspace

Hk
γ,0(m) := {ϕ ∈ Hk

γ (m) | m(z)−1ϕ(z) ∈ L∞}.

We clearly have
Lk
2,γ(m) ⊆ Hk

γ (m). (2.17)

Hardy inequalities imply these can be identified, whenever (γ − k) + 1/2 > 0 (for the convenience
of the reader, we give these in the Appendix, Theorem A.13 and Lemma A.14). The inclusion is
proper otherwise. We give more details at the end of this section.

We will frequently use the following:
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Lemma 2.1. Let m′ = O(1). Then, we have

ϕ ∈ L1
2,γ+1(m) ⇒ ϕ = O

(
m−(γ+ 1

2 )
)
.

Proof. The claim follows by integration since

(m2(γ+1/2)ϕ2)′ = (2γ + 1)m′m2γϕ2 +m2γ+1ϕϕ′ ∈ L1.

To define fractional Sobolev spaces, let Λ1/2ϕ := (−∆)1/4ϕ be the periodic fractional Laplacian
defined (modulo a multiplicative constant factor) by

Λ1/2ϕ (α) ∼ p.v.

∫ π

−π

ϕ(α)− ϕ(α′)

| sin
(
α−α′

2

)
|3/2

dα′.

The weighted estimate for the Riesz integral suggests

∂sϕ ∈ L2,γ+ 1
2
(m) ⇒ Λ1/2ϕ ∈ L2,γ(m)

whenever 0 < γ + 1/2 < 1/2 (we prove this in the Appendix, Lemma A.10). When γ does not
satisfy this condition, we introduce a parameter λ ∈ R such that

0 < (γ − λ) + 1/2 < 1/2

and define
Hk+1/2

γ (m) := {ϕ ∈ Hk
γ−1/2(m) | Λ1/2(mλ∂ksϕ) ∈ L2,γ−λ(m)},

endowed with the norm

∥ϕ∥2
H

k+1/2
γ (m)

:= ∥ϕ∥2Hk
γ−1/2

(m) + ∥Λ1/2(mλϕ)∥22,γ−λ.

Similarly, we define Lk+1/2
2,γ (m) to be the subspace of Lk

2,γ−1/2(m) such that Λ1/2(mλ∂ksϕ) ∈
L2,γ−λ(m). It is not difficult to see this definition is independent of the exact value of λ (see the
Appendix for similar results regarding commutators with Λ1/2). Finally, we introduce the periodic
Hilbert transform

Hϕ(α) =
1

2π
p.v.

∫ π

−π

ϕ(α′) cot
(α− α′

2

)
dα′.

When doing estimates on the singular integrals, it will be convenient to work in the graph
parametrization. More precisely, we assume there exists a neighborhood B of the origin such that
B ∩ Γ consists of exactly two connected components Γ± which can be parametrized as a graph,
that is

B ∩ Γ = Γ+ ∪ Γ−, Γ± =
{
x± iκ(x, t) : |x| < 2δ

}
, (2.18)

where δ = δ(t) > 0 (note the orientation is reversed on the lower branch). For the weight function,
this corresponds to setting

m(z) ∼ |z1|,
in which case, we use the notation

x = z1(α, t), m(x) = |x|, x ∈ I2δ := (−2δ, 2δ).

To finish this section let us comment on the relation (2.17), when (γ − k) + 1/2 < 0. Let
I+δ = (0, δ) and let e.g. k = 1. Then, using integration and Hardy inequalities (cf. Lemma A.14)
we have for e.g. the right-hand side Γ± ∩ I+δ

H1
γ(Γ

± ∩ I+δ ) = L1
2,γ(Γ

± ∩ I+δ )⊕ R, γ + 1/2 < 1

and similarly for the left-hand side Γ± ∩ I−δ , where we have set I−δ := (−δ, 0). When Γ± are
smooth enough (corresponding to two smoothly connected cusps, i.e. ν = 0), the constant must
be the same, i.e. we have

H1
γ(Γ

±) = L1
2,γ(Γ

±)⊕ R.
However, if Γ± are only piecewise smooth (corresponding to the case ν > 0), then H1

γ(Γ
±) is

embedded in the space of piecewise continuous functions only, allowing for jumps when crossing
the singular point. The generalization to higher k is straightforward.
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3 Singular integrals on domains with cusps

Throughout this section we assume ν = 0. At this point, let us discuss the regularity assumptions
on the parametrization of the interface, which are assumed to hold throughout this section. Let
µ ∈ (1/2, 1] be fixed and let β ∈ R be such that

1− µ < β + 1/2 < µ. (3.1)

In the neighborhood of the origin, cf. (2.18), we assume

κ(·, t) ∈ L4
2,β+2(I2δ), |x|j−(1+µ)|∂jxκ(x, t)| ≲ 1, j = 0, 1, 2, (3.2)

together with the lower bound
|x|−(1+µ)κ(x, t) ≳ 1. (3.3)

Away from the origin the parametrization of the interface is H4 and satisfies the arc-chord condi-
tion (2.5). Note that the lower bound in (3.1) ensures the two assumptions on the derivatives of
κ are consistent, since

1− µ < β + 1/2 ⇒ mµ−1 ∈ L2,β(m),

cf. Lemma 2.1.

In view of the energy estimates in Section 4, we give conditions on the tangent angle θ and
the length |zα| of the tangent vector, which imply the above assumptions

θ ∈ H3
β+2(T,m), log |zα| ∈ H2

β+1(T,m), (3.4)

In particular, we have log |zα| ∈ C0,λ′
(T) for some λ′ ∈ (0, 1) and therefore |zα| ∼ 1. Moreover,

note that
zs = eiθ ⇒ z1s ∈ H3

β+2(m), z2s ∈ L3
2,β+2(m).

where we have taken into account θ(α∗) = 0 (resp. θ(−α∗) = π). When α is sufficiently close to
α∗, we further assume

m(α)−µ|θ(α)| ∼ 1, m(α)1−µ|θα(α)| ≲ 1. (3.5)

Going over to the graph parametrization in the neighborhood of ±α∗, we have z1s = 1
|zx| resp.

θs =
θx
|zx| =

κxx

|zx|3 . By making δ smaller we may assume κxx > 0 on I2δ and therefore κx > 0 when

x > 0 (recall that x = 0 is a local minimum for the upper branch).

Figure 2: Interface near z∗ = 0

Finally, we introduce some more notation. We append subscript ± to a point z ∈ Γ whenever
it is an element of Γ± in the graph parametrization cf. (2.18), i.e.

z± = x± iκ(x, t) ∈ Γ±

9



and we use the notation ρ(x, t) := 2κ(x, t) when we want to emphasize some quantity depends on
the difference z+ − z− and not on any symmetry assumptions.

For a fixed x ∈ I+δ := (0, δ), we split I2δ := (−2δ, 2δ) in three intervals

Il(x) := [−x, (1− ε)x], Ic(x) := ((1− ε)x, (1 + ε)x), Ir(x) := (−2δ,−x] ∪ [(1 + ε)x, 2δ)

for some small ε = ε(t) > 0 and denote the corresponding parts of Γ± by Γ±
l (x), Γ

±
c (x) and Γ±

r (x)
respectively, i.e.

Γ±
l,c,r(x) := { z ∈ Γ± : x ∈ Il,c,r(x)}.

We will frequently make use of the notation

F (f)(x, u) :=
f(x)− f(u)

x− u
.

3.1 Regularity properties of the Birkhoff-Rott integral

Most of the results of this section hold regardless of any symmetry assumptions. When they do
depend on symmetry, it is stated explicitly. However, for simplicity, we work under the assumption
that the interface is symmetric with respect to the x-axis, although it is mostly used for notational
convenience only. In particular, the proofs work in the general case as is. We drop the time
dependence throughout this section. Whenever we say a quantity belongs to some weighted
Sobolev space depending on parameter β, we always mean β from the regularity assumptions
(3.4) for the interface parametrization.

Lemma 3.1. Let 0 < γ + 1/2 < 1 such that γ + 1/2 ̸= µ. Then,

BR(z, ·)∗ : L2,γ(m) → L2,γ(m).

The same is true for the operator BR(z, ·)∗zα.

Proof. It is enough to prove the claim in a neighborhood of the origin where the interface can
be parametrized as a graph (we will do the remaining regions in some detail when we consider
derivatives in Lemma 3.5). Let without loss of generality z = z+. We show that

x 7→ 1

2πi

∫
Γ+∪Γ−

f(q)

(
z′+

z+ − q

)
dsq ∈ L2,γ(Iδ)

provided f ∈ L2,γ(I2δ). Without loss of generality we may assume 0 < x < δ. Then, we have∣∣∣∣( z′+
z+ − q±

)∣∣∣∣ ≲ 1

x
, u ∈ Il(x),

∣∣∣∣( z′+
z+ − q±

)∣∣∣∣ ≲ 1

|u|
, u ∈ Ir(x)

and therefore ∣∣∣∣ ∫
Γ+
l (x)∪Γ−

l (x)

f(q)

(
z′+

z+ − q

)
dsq

∣∣∣∣ ≲ 1

x

∫ x

0

|f(u)|+ |f(−u)| du

on Γ±
l (x) respectively∣∣∣∣ ∫

Γ+
r (x)∪Γ−

r (x)

f(q)

(
z′+

z+ − q

)
dsq

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ∫ 2δ

x

|f(u)|+ |f(−u)|
u

du

on Γ±
r (x). Both are bounded in L2,γ(Iδ) by the corresponding Hardy inequalities cf. Appendix,

Lemma A.14.

It remains to consider q = q± ∈ Γ±
c (x). When q = q+, a short calculation yields

z′+
z+ − q+

=
1

x− u
+

1

x− u

(
κ′(x)− κ(x)− κ(u)

x− u

)
i

1 + iκ(x)−κ(u)
x−u

, (3.6)
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where, for fixed u and x, there exists some ξ such that

1

x− u

(
κ′(x)− κ(x)− κ(u)

x− u

)
= ∂xF (κ)(x, u) = κ′′(ξ) = O(ξµ−1).

Since x ∼ u, we conclude
z′+

z+ − q+
=

1

x− u
+O(xµ−1). (3.7)

In particular, the corresponding integral over Γ+
c (x) is bounded in L2,γ as required; the error

term can be estimated by Hardy’s inequality and the Hilbert transform is bounded on weighted
Lebesgue spaces whose weight satisfies Muckenhaupt condition.

On the other hand, when q = q−, we have

z′+
z+ − q−

=
1

(x− u) + iρ(u)
+O(x−1),

by Lemma A.2 (cf. Appendix), where recall that ρ(u) = ℑ(q+− q−) = 2κ(u). As before, the error
term can be estimated by Hardy’s inequality and it only remains to estimate

I(x) :=

∫
Ic(x)

1

(x− u) + iρ(u)
f(u)du. (3.8)

At this point, we employ the variable change h : R+ → (0, 2δ)

h(ξ) = x, h′(ξ) = −ρ(h(ξ))

(cf. Appendix for details). The weight function transforms as

x2γdx ⇝ h(ξ)2γ |h′(ξ)| dξ, h(ξ)2γ |h′(ξ)| ∼ m̃(ξ)−2γ̃ , m̃(ξ) := 1 + ξ, (3.9)

where we have set γ̃ := µ−1(γ + 1/2) + 1/2. In particular,

f ∈ L2,γ(m) ⇔ f ◦ h ∈ L2,−γ̃(m̃).

As for the kernel, Lemma A.4 implies

1

(x− u) + iρ(u)
du⇝

h′(τ)

(h(ξ)− h(τ))− ih′(τ)
dτ =

[
1

(ξ − τ)− i
+O(m̃(τ)−1)

]
dτ.

In particular, we have∫ δ

0

x2γ |I(x)|2 dx ≲
∫ ∞

0

m̃(ξ)−2γ̃

(∫
Ĩc(ξ)

f(τ)
1

(ξ − τ)− i
dτ

)2

dξ

+

∫ ∞

0

m̃(ξ)−2γ̃
(∫ (1+ε̃+)ξ

0

|f(τ)|
m̃(τ)

dτ
)2
dξ,

where Ĩc(ξ) := h−1(Ic(x)) ⊆ {τ : |τ − ξ| < ε+ξ} (cf. (A.11) in the Appendix). The kernel of the
main term is bounded on any weighted Lebesgue space whose weight satisfies the Muckenhaupt
condition by the Fourier multiplier theorem. Since −γ̃ + 1/2 < 0, this is not the case for the
weight m̃−γ̃ . However, we only integrate over a region where τ ∼ ξ, hence we can write∫

Ĩc(ξ)

f(τ)
1

(ξ − τ)− i
dτ = m̃(ξ)k

∫
Ĩc(ξ)

f(τ)

m̃(τ)k
1

(ξ − τ)− i
dτ +O

(∫ (1+ε+)ξ

0

|f(τ)|
m̃(τ)

dτ

)
,

where k ∈ N is such that 0 < (k− γ̃)+1/2 < 1. The error terms are bounded by Hardy inequalities
(it is not difficult to see these hold for m̃ as well). Recall that we are excluding the case γ+1/2 = µ
corresponding to the limiting case −γ̃ + 1/2 = −1 for which we don’t have this type of Hardy
inequalities.
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In general, when f ∈ L2,γ−k(m) with k ≥ 1 and 0 < γ+1/2 < 1, we cannot expect BR(z, f)∗zα
to map L2,γ−k(m) to itself. We therefore introduce the following correction:

BR−k(z, f)
∗ := BR(z, f)∗ +

k−1∑
i=0

z(α)i

2πi

∫
Γ

1

z(α′)i+1
f(α′)dsα′

=
z(α)k

2πi
p.v.

∫
Γ

f(α′)

z(α′)k
1

z(α)− z(α′)
dsα′ .

(3.10)

For later use we also introduce the notation

bi(f) :=
1

2πi

∫
Γ

1

z(α′)i+1
f(α′)dsα′ . (3.11)

When f ∈ L2,γ+k(m), we similarly set

BR+k(z, f)
∗ := BR(z, f)∗ − 1

2πi

k−1∑
i=0

1

z(α)i+1

∫
Γ

z(α′)if(α′) dsα′

=
1

2πiz(α)k
p.v.

∫
Γ

z(α′)kf(α′)
1

z(α)− z(α′)
dsα′ .

(3.12)

Lemma 3.1 implies

Corollary 3.2. Let k ≥ 1. Under the assumptions of Lemma 3.1, we have

f ∈ L2,γ−k(m) ⇒ BR−k(z, f)
∗ ∈ L2,γ−k(m),

f ∈ L2,γ+k(m) ⇒ BR+k(z, f)
∗ ∈ L2,γ+k(m).

If the interface Γ is fully symmetric and f is either even or odd with respect to both axes, then

BR(z, f)∗ = BR−1(z, f)
∗

and, in particular,
BR(z, ·)∗ : L2,γ−1(m) → L2,γ−1(m).

We now give a few results on the derivatives of the Birkhoff-Rott integral BR(z, f)∗ when f
belongs to certain weighted Sobolev space. We have

Lemma 3.3. Let µ ∈ (1/2, 1] and let 1− µ < γ + 1/2 < 1. When f ∈ H1
γ(m), we have

BR(z, f)∗ ∈ H1
γ(m), BR(z, f)∗zs ∈ H1

γ(m),

where

BR(z, f)∗s = zsBR(z,Dsf)
∗, Dsf := ∂s

( f
zs

)
. (3.13)

Similarly, when f ∈ L1
2,γ(m), we have

BR−1(z, f)
∗ ∈ L1

2,γ(m), BR−1(z, f)
∗zs ∈ L1

2,γ(m).

On the other hand, when f ∈ L1
2,γ+1(m), we have

BR(z, f)∗ ∈ L1
2,γ+1(m), BR(z, f)∗zs ∈ L1

2,γ+1(m)

where now
BR(z, f)∗s = zsBR+1(z,Dsf)

∗.

Proof. Since 1− µ < γ + 1/2, we have mµ−1 ∈ L2,γ(m) and therefore

f ∈ H1
γ(m) ⇒ zsDsf = fs − ifθs ∈ L2,γ(m).
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Since we have two ’smoothly’ connected cusps and the interface is regular away from the origin,
integration by parts and Lemma 3.1 yield

BR(z, f)∗s = zsBR(z,Dsf)
∗ ∈ L2,γ(m)

(see also Lemma 5.4 from Section 5). Similarly, we have BR(z, f)∗ ∈ L2,γ(m), hence BR(z, f)∗ ∈
L∞ and we conclude

(BR(z, f)∗zs)s = BR(z, f)∗s zs + iθsBR(z, f)
∗zs ∈ L2,γ(m).

The remaining statements follow from Corollary 3.2. Note that

∂s

(
1

z(α)− z(α′)

)
= − zs(α)

zs(α′)
∂s′

(
1

z(α)− z(α′)
− 1

z(α)

)
. (3.14)

When higher order derivatives of f belong to L2,γ(m), we can proceed similarly. However,
when µ < 1, the resulting space will depend on the values of f at the singular points (assume e.g.
that f ∈ H2

γ(m), then, in general, we only have Dsf = O(mµ−1)). As we are only interested in
the fully symmetric case, with f typically odd w.r.t to both axes and therefore vanishing at ±α∗
for all times, we limit ourselves to the following:

Lemma 3.4. Let Γ be fully symmetric and let f ∈ H2
γ,0(m) be odd with respect to both axes.

Then, under the assumptions of Lemma 3.3, we have

BR(z, f)∗ ∈ H2
γ,0(m), BR(z, f)∗zs ∈ H2

max{γ,β}(m).

Proof. By assumption 1− µ < γ + 1/2 and therefore

f ∈ H2
γ,0(m) ⇒ z2sD

2
sf = (fs − iθsf)s − 2iθs(fs − iθsf) ∈ L2,γ(m).

We can now apply Lemma 3.3 to Dsf to conclude

BR(z,Dsf)
∗ ∈ H1

γ(m) ⇒ BR(z,Dsf)
∗ ∈ L∞.

In particular, we have BR(z, f)∗ and BR(z, f)∗s ∈ L∞ and since the interface is fully symmetric
and f is odd w.r.t to both axes we must have BR(z, f)∗ = O(m) by integration (the constant of
integration vanishes by symmetry).

In the next few Lemmas, we consider what happens when we put a derivative on the kernel
of the Birkhoff-Rott integral. When Γ is a sufficiently regular arc-chord curve and f ∈ L2,γ(m),
we expect BR(z, f)∗izs −Hf ∈ L1

2,γ+1(m). This is consistent with integrating by parts when the
derivative of f is available, i.e. when f ∈ L1

2,γ+1(m). However, when the interface has a cusp
singularity this is no longer true, as putting a derivative on the kernel of BR(z, f)∗izs−Hf incurs
a loss of O(mµ+1), i.e. the derivative belongs to L2,γ+µ+1(m) only. In order to cancel the extra
O(mµ) factor, an additional term is necessary. More precisely, we have

Lemma 3.5. Let 1− µ < γ + 1/2 < 1 with γ + 1/2 ̸= µ and let

Af :=

(
f

2zs
+BR(z, f)∗

)
izα −H

((
f

2zs
+BR(z, f)∗

)
zα

)
,

where H denotes the periodic Hilbert transform. Then, we have

f ∈ L2,γ(m) ⇒ Af ∈ H1
γ+1(m).

Proof. Let us define

Rf := 2BR(z, f)∗izα −H(|zα|f), Lf :=
1

i
HRf.
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We then have 2Af = (R−L)f . It is enough to consider

Rf(α) = 1

2π
p.v.

∫ π

−π

f(α′)

(
zα

z(α)− z(α′)
− 1

α− α′

)
dα′

(we absorb |zα′ | into the definition of f). By Lemma 3.1, we know that Rf ∈ L2,γ(m).

We first assume α ∈ [−π, π] is far away from the singular points, i.e. |α± α∗| > ϵ and ϵ > 0 is
so small that Γ can be parametrized as a graph on B2ϵ(α∗)∪B2ϵ(−α∗). Without loss of generality
we may assume α belongs to the ball Aϵ := Bα∗−ϵ(0), i.e. that |α| < α∗ − ϵ. When α′ ∈ Aϵ/2, we
have

zα
z(α)− z(α′)

− 1

α− α′ =
∂αF (z)(α, α

′)

F (z)(α, α′)
, (3.15)

where

F (z)(α, α′) :=
z(α)− z(α′)

α− α′ .

Since m ∼ 1 on Aϵ/2, we have z ∈ H3(Aϵ/2) and therefore we may take one derivatives of (3.15).
In fact, the Taylor development of z gives

∂kαF (z)(α, α
′) =

1

(α− α′)k+1

∫ α′

α

∂k+1
α z(τ)

(α′ − τ)k

k!
dτ

and
inf

Aϵ×Aϵ/2

|F (z)(α, α′)| ≥ Fϵ/2(z)
−1.

On the other hand, if α′ ∈ (Aϵ/2)
c = [−π, π] \Aϵ/2, we have

|α− α′| > ϵ/2, inf
Aϵ×(Aϵ/2)c

|F (z)(α, α′)| ≥ Fϵ/2(z)
−1

and we may take the required derivatives directly on the kernel (note that f ∈ L2,γ(m) ⊆ L1). In
particular, we have

Rf ∈ H1(Aϵ)

for any small ϵ > 0 and therefore also

Lf(α) = 1

πi
p.v.

∫
Aϵ/2

1

α− α′ Rf(α
′) dα′ +

1

πi

∫
(Aϵ/2)c

1

α− α′ Rf(α
′) dα′ ∈ H1(Aϵ)

where we replace ϵ by ϵ/4 and use Rf ∈ H1(Aϵ/4) when considering derivatives of the principal
value part of the integral and we use Rf ∈ L2,γ(m) when estimating derivatives of the second.

Let now α ∈ Bϵ(α∗). We first claim

Rf(α) = 1

2π

∫
B2ϵ(−α∗)

f(α)

(
zα

z(α)− z(α′)

)
dα′ + R̃f(α), R̃f ∈ H1

γ+1(Bϵ(α∗)).

Indeed, far away from the singular points the arc-chord condition holds and |α − α′| is bounded
away from zero, hence the derivative of the corresponding part of the integral has the same
regularity as zαα. When α′ ∈ B2ϵ(α∗), Lemma A.8 from the Appendix implies

α 7→
∫
B2ϵ(α∗)

∂αF (z)(α, α
′)

F (z)(α, α′)
f(α′)dα′ ∈ H1

γ+1(Bϵ(α∗)).

The claim follows, since |α − α′| is bounded away from zero when α′ ∈ B2ϵ(−α∗). In particular,
it is not difficult to see that we have

Lf(α) = 1

πi
p.v.

∫
B2ϵ(α∗)

1

α− α′

(
1

2π
p.v.

∫
B4ϵ(−α∗)

f(α′′)
zα′

z(α′)− z(α′′)
dα′′

)
dα′ +H1

γ+1(Bϵ(α∗))
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where we have used that

p.v.

∫
B2ϵ(α∗)

R̃f(α′)

α− α′ dα
′ ∈ H1

γ+1(Bϵ(α∗)),

cf. Appendix, Lemma A.6 (where we replace ϵ by 2ϵ and use R̃f ∈ H1(B4ϵ)).

At this point, we go over to the graph parametrization, where we set x = z1(α) resp. u = z1(α
′).

Since
1

α− α′ −
z1α

z1(α)− z1(α′)
=
∂αF (z1)(α, α

′)

F (z1)(α, α′)

and z1α ∈ H2
β+1(Bϵ(α∗)), the corresponding integral belongs to H1

γ+1(Bϵ(α∗)) by Lemma A.8 cf.
Appendix. In particular, it remains to consider the derivative of

1

2π

∫ 2δ

−2δ

f(u)
z′+

z+ − q−
du− 1

πi
p.v.

∫ δ

−δ

1

x− u

(
1

2π

∫ 2δ

−2δ

f(ũ)
q′+

q+ − q̃−
dũ

)
du, x ∈ Iδ/2,

where f ∈ L2,γ(I2δ) for some δ > 0 small enough. Without loss of generality we only consider
x ∈ Iδ/2 with x > 0. The kernel can be written as

z′+
z+ − q−

= s(x, u) + r(x, u), s(x, u) :=
1

(x− u) + iρ(u)

where

u →
∫ 2δ

−2δ

f(ũ)r(u, ũ) dũ ∈ H1
γ+1(Iδ). (3.16)

In fact, by Lemma A.2, we know

|∂xr(x, u)| ≲
1

x

(
1

x
+

ρ(u)

(x− u)2 + ρ(u)2

)
, u ∈ Ic(x).

On the other hand, we have

d

dx

( z′+
z+ − q−

)
= −

( z′+
z+ − q−

)2
+

1

z+ − q−
O(xµ−1)

and therefore,∣∣∣∣ ddx( z′+
z+ − q−

)∣∣∣∣ ≲ 1

x2
, u ∈ Il(x),

∣∣∣∣ ddx( z′+
z+ − q−

)∣∣∣∣ ≲ 1

u2
, u ∈ Ir(x). (3.17)

Clearly, when u ∈ I2δ \Ic(x), the kernel ∂xs(x, u) also satisfies these estimates, hence (3.16) follows
as in the proof of Lemma 3.1, we omit the details. Moreover, by Lemma A.6 its Hilbert transform
belongs to H1

γ+1(Iδ/2) and therefore

Rf(x) = Sf(x) +H1
γ+1(Iδ/2), Lf(x) = 1

πi
p.v.

∫ δ

−δ

1

x− u
Sf(u)du+H1

γ+1(Iδ/2),

where we have set

Sf(x) := 1

2π

∫ 2δ

−2δ

f(u)s(x, u) du.

We further claim

Lf(x) = 1

πi
p.v.

∫
Ic(x)

1

x− u
Scf(u)du+H1

γ+1(Iδ/2) (3.18)

where we have set

Scf(x) :=
1

2π

∫
Ic(x)

f(u)s(x, u)du.
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Indeed, it is not difficult to see that

x 7→
∫
I2δ\Ic(x)

f(u)s(x, u)du ∈ H1
γ+1(Iδ)

(the interval of integration depends on x, but |s(x, (1±ε)x)| = O(x−1)), hence its Hilbert transform
belongs to H1

γ+1(Iδ/2) by Lemma A.6. We then restrict the Hilbert transform integral to Ic(x).
In fact, for u ∈ Il(x), we have∣∣∣ ∫

Il(x)

1

(x− u)2
Scf(u)du

∣∣∣ ≲ 1

x2

∫ x

−x

|Scf(u)|du,

while, when u ∈ Ir(x), we have∣∣∣ ∫
Ir(x)

1

(x− u)2
Scf(u)du

∣∣∣ ≲ 1

x

∫ δ

x

|Scf(u)|+ |Scf(−u)|
u

du.

Both are bounded in L2,γ+1. In particular, (3.18) follows. At this point, we apply the variable
change

x = h(ξ), h′(ξ) = −ρ(h(ξ))

cf. Appendix for details. Recall that h−1 maps (0, 2δ) to R+ and that

f ∈ L1
2,γ+1((0, 2δ)) ⇔ f ◦ h ∈ L1

2,1−γ̃(R+, m̃),

where γ̃ = µ−1(γ + 1/2) + 1/2 and m̃(ξ) = 1 + ξ (cf. proof of Lemma 3.1). We claim

(Lf) ◦ h(ξ) = 1

πi

∫
Ĩc(ξ)

1

ξ − τ
Scf(τ)dτ + L1

2,1−γ̃(Ĩδ/2),

where we use the notation Ĩc(ξ) := h−1(Ic(x)) and Ĩδ/2 := h−1((0, δ/2)). Indeed, we have∣∣∣∣ ∫
Ĩc(ξ)

∂ξ

(
h′(τ)

h(ξ)− h(τ)
− 1

ξ − τ

)
Scf(τ) dτ

∣∣∣∣ ≲ 1

m̃(ξ)2

∫ (1+ε+)ξ

0

|Scf(τ)| dτ

(cf. Lemma A.3 and estimate (A.11) from the Appendix) with the right-hand side bounded in

L2,1−γ̃(Ĩδ/2) by Hardy’s inequality. The interval of integration also depends on ξ, but it is not

difficult to see that terms coming from this part of the derivative also belong to L2,1−γ̃(Ĩδ/2) cf.
estimate following (A.11) in the Appendix.

On the other hand, the kernel of Scf transforms as

1

(x− u) + iρ(u)
du ⇝

h′(τ)

(h(ξ)− h(τ))− ih′(τ)
dτ =

[
1

(ξ − τ)− i
+ r(ξ, τ)

]
dτ

where the remainder satisfies

|r(ξ, τ)| ≲ 1

m̃(τ)
, |∂ξr(ξ, τ)| ≲

∣∣∣∣ 1

m̃(τ)

(
1

m̃(τ)
+

1

(ξ − τ)2 + 1

)∣∣∣∣ (3.19)

for τ ∈ Ĩc(ξ) uniformly for ξ ∈ Ĩδ (cf. Lemma A.4 in the Appendix). In particular,

τ 7→
∫
Ĩc(τ)

f(τ ′)r(τ, τ ′) dτ ′ ∈ L1
2,1−γ̃(m̃).

By the first estimate of (3.19), boundary terms also give correct estimates. Moreover, it is not

difficult to see its Hilbert transform over Ĩc(ξ) also belongs to L1
2,1−γ̃(Ĩδ/2), since we are integrating

over a set where ξ ∼ τ .
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In particular, it remains to show∫
Ĩc(ξ)

f(τ)
1

(ξ − τ)− i
dτ − 1

πi

∫
Ĩc(ξ)

1

ξ − τ

∫
Ĩc(τ)

f(τ̃)
1

(τ − τ̃)− i
dτ̃ ∈ L1

2,1−γ̃(Ĩδ/2).

Since −γ̃ is not Muckenhaupt (we have −γ̃ + 1/2 < 0), we write∫
Ĩc(ξ)

f(τ)
1

(ξ − τ)− i
dτ = m̃(ξ)k

∫
Ĩc(ξ)

f(τ)

m̃(τ)k
1

(ξ − τ)− i
dτ + L1

2,1−γ̃(Ĩδ)

= m̃(ξ)k
∫
R

f(τ)

m̃(τ)k
1

(ξ − τ)− i
dτ︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:G(ξ)

+L1
2,1−γ̃(Ĩδ),

where k ∈ N is such that 0 < (k− γ̃) + 1/2 < 1 and we have extended f by zero to the entire real
line. We have G ∈ L2,k−γ̃(R+, m̃), hence

G(ξ) =
1

πi
p.v.

∫
R

1

ξ − τ
G(τ)dτ,

where it is not difficult to see that

G(τ) =

∫
Ĩc(τ)

f(τ̃)

m̃(τ̃)k
1

(τ − τ̃)− i
dτ̃ + L1

2,k+1−γ̃(R+, m̃),

where the Hilbert transform of the error term belongs to L1
2,k+1−γ̃(m̃) by Lemma A.6. Since, we

also have ∫
R\Ĩc(ξ)

1

ξ − τ

∫
Ĩc(τ)

f(τ̃)

m̃(τ̃)k
1

(τ − τ̃)− i
dτ̃ ∈ L1

2,k+1−γ̃(Ĩδ/2)

the claim follows (note that we only need to consider R+ \ Ĩc(ξ), since by definition the inner
integral vanishes when τ < 0).

We now give an extension of Lemma 3.5, needed for the next section:

Lemma 3.6. Let 1− µ < γ +1/2 < 1 with µ ̸= γ +1/2 and let f and g be complex-valued. Then

A(f, g) := ℜ
(
ifg

2
+ ifBR(z, g)∗zs

)
−Hℜ

(
fg

2
+ fBR(z, g)∗zs

)
satisfies

g ∈ Hk
γ+k(m), f ∈ Hk+2

β+1+k(m) ⇒ A(f, g) ∈ Hk+1
γ+1+k(m), k = 0, 1.

Proof. We have

ℜ
(
ifg

2
+ ifBR(z, g)∗zs

)
= ℜf

(
− ℑg

2
+BR(z, g) · z⊥s

)
−ℑf

(ℜg
2

+BR(z, g) · zs
)

ℜ
(
fg

2
+ fBR(z, g)∗zs

)
= ℜf

(ℜg
2

+BR(z, g) · zs
)
+ ℑf

(
− ℑg

2
+BR(z, g) · z⊥s

)
.

Since

−ℑg
2

+BR(z, g) · z⊥s = BR(z,ℜg) · z⊥s −
(ℑg

2
+BR(z,ℑg) · zs

)
,

ℜg
2

+BR(z, g) · zs =
(ℜg

2
+BR(z,ℜg) · zs

)
+BR(z,ℑg) · z⊥s ,
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after some rearrangement we obtain the formula

A(f, g) = −ℜ(f)
[(
BR(z,ℑg) · zs +

ℑg
2

)
+H

(
BR(z,ℑg) · z⊥s

)]
+ [ℜ(f), H]BR(z,ℑg) · z⊥s

+ ℜ(f)
[
BR(z,ℜg) · z⊥s −H

(
BR(z,ℜg) · zs +

ℜg
2

)]
+ [ℜ(f), H]

(
BR(z,ℜg) · zs +

ℜg
2

)
−ℑ(f)

[(
BR(z,ℜg) · zs +

ℜg
2

)
+H

(
BR(z,ℜg) · z⊥s

)]
+ [ℑ(f), H]BR(z,ℜg) · z⊥s

−ℑ(f)
[
BR(z,ℑg) · z⊥s −H

(
BR(z,ℑg) · zs +

ℑg
2

)]
− [ℑ(f), H]

(
BR(z,ℑg) · zs +

ℑg
2

)
.

When g ∈ L2,γ(m), the claim follows using Lemma 3.5 on the terms in brackets and Lemma A.7
from the Appendix which deals with commutators. However, the definition of Af from Lemma
3.5 differs from the above by a factor of 1/|zα|, hence in order to use Lemma 3.5, we write(

BR(z,ℑg) · zs +
ℑg
2

)
+H

(
BR(z,ℑg) · z⊥s

)
=

1

|zα|
ℑA(ℑg) +

[
1

|zα|
, H

]
BR(z,ℑg) · z⊥α

and similarly for other terms in brackets. Since 1/|zα| ∈ H2
β+1(m), the commutator clearly belongs

to H1
γ+1(m) by Lemma A.7.

Assume now g ∈ H1
γ+1(m) with f ∈ H3

β+2(m). First note that commutators belong toH2
γ+2(m)

by Lemma A.7. As for the terms in brackets, we need to take one derivative directly (we control
only two derivatives of 1/|zα|), then use Lemma 3.5. Since Dsg ∈ L2,γ+1(m) is not integrable, we
have

∂αBR(z, g)
∗ = zαBR+1(z,Dsg)

∗ =
zα
z
BR(z, zDsg)

∗, α ∈ [−π, π]

(cf. definition (3.12)), where 1/z(α) has singularities at both ±α∗. When considering correspond-
ing derivatives of the Hilbert transform we therefore have to proceed as in the proof of Lemma
3.5 and consider α ∈ [−π, π] \Bϵ(α∗) ∪Bϵ(−α∗) and α ∈ Bϵ(±α∗) separately.

W.lo.g. we only consider α ∈ Bϵ(α∗). Then, as in the proof of Lemma A.6, we have

∂αH(BR(z, g)∗zs) =
1

α− α∗

∫ π

0

1

α− α′ (α
′ − α∗)∂α′(BR(z, g)∗zs(α

′)) dα′ +H1
γ+2(Bϵ(α∗))

=
1

α− α∗

∫ π

0

1

α− α′ (α
′ − α∗)

zs(α
′)

z(α′)
BR(z, zDsg)

∗zα′dα′ +H1
γ+2(Bϵ(α∗))

=
zs(α)

z(α)

∫ π

0

1

α− α′ BR(z, zDsg)
∗zα′dα′ +H1

γ+2(Bϵ(α∗)).

In the last step, we have used Lemma A.7 with ϕ := (α− α∗)
zs
z ∈ H2

β+1([0, π]), since

∂α

(α− α∗

z(α)

)
=

1

z(α)2
(z(α)− z(α∗)− zα(α)(α− α∗)) ∈ H1

β+1([0, π]).

In particular, the claim follows applying Lemma 3.5 to A(zDsg).

Lemma 3.7. Let 0 < γ + 1/2 < 1 such that µ ̸= γ + 1/2 and let

I(f) := ℜ
(

1

2πi

∫
Γ

f(α′)

(
zs(α)

zs(α′)
+ 1

)
zs(α)

z(α)− z(α′)
dsα′

)
Then, we have

f ∈ L2,γ(m) ⇒ I(f) ∈ H1
γ+1(m),

f ∈ L1
2,γ+1(m) ⇒ I(f) ∈ H1

γ+1−λ(m).

where λ := 1− (β + 1/2).
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Proof. The derivative of I(f) reads

∂sI(f) = ℜ
(

1

2πi

∫
Γ

f(α′)

(
zs(α)

zs(α′)
+ 1

)
d

dsα

( zs(α)

z(α)− z(α′)

)
dsα′

)
+

+
θs
2π

ℜ
(∫

Γ

f(α′)
zs(α)

zs(α′)

zs(α)

z(α)− z(α′)
dsα′

)
=: I1 + I2.

First note that 1 − µ < β + 1/2 implies L2,γ+1−µ(m) ⊆ L2,γ+1−λ(m). When f ∈ L2,γ(m), we
clearly have I2 ∈ L2,γ+1−µ(m) (using θs = O(mµ−1)).

To estimate I1, assume without loss of generality z = z+ ∈ Γ+ with q = q± ∈ Γ± and let

I1 = J+ + J− + J

corresponding to integrals over Γ± respectively the integral over Γ \ (Γ+ ∪ Γ−).

Passing over to the graph parametrization, we have zs(α) → z+s (x) :=
z′
+

|z′
+| and zs(α

′) →

±q±s (u) := ± q′±
|q′±| . Therefore, it is not difficult to see that

ℜ
(
z+s
q+s

+ 1

)
= O(1), q ∈ Γ+, ℜ

(
−z

+
s

q−s
+ 1

)
= O(|κ′(x)|2 + |κ′(u)|2), q ∈ Γ− (3.20)

(note that −ℜ(z′+(q′−)∗) = −1 + κ′(x)κ′(u)) and

ℑ
(
±z

+
s

q±s
+ 1

)
= O(|κ′(x)∓ κ′(u)|), q ∈ Γ±. (3.21)

We first consider J+. We can write

J+ = ℜ
(

1

2πi

∫ 2δ

−2δ

f(u)g+(x, u)
d

dx

( z′+
z+ − q+

− 1

x− u

)
du

)
− 1

2π

∫ 2δ

−2δ

f(u)ℑg+(x, u)
1

(x− u)2
du+ L2,γ+1−µ(m) =: J+

1 + J+
2 + L2,γ+1−µ(m),

where the real and the imaginary parts of g+(x, u) satisfy (3.20) and (3.21)-type estimates with
q ∈ Γ+ respectively. Since ℑg+(x, u) = 1

|z′
+|2 (κ

′(u) − κ′(x)), it is not difficult to see that we can

write

ℑg+(x, u)
1

(x− u)2
=

1

|z′+|2
(
F (κ′)x +

κ′′(x)

x− u

)
,

hence J+
2 ∈ L2,γ+1−λ(m) by Lemma A.7. On the other hand, the kernel of J+

1 can be written as

d

dx

(
z′+

z+ − q+
− 1

x− u

)
= − iF (κ)xx

1 + iF (κ)
− F (κ)2x

(1 + iF (κ))2

cf. (3.6), hence using g+ = O(1), we conclude

|J+
1 | ≲

∫ 2δ

−2δ

|f(u)|
(
|F (κ)xx|+ |F (κ)x|2

)
du

which can be estimated as in Lemma A.7 to show it belongs to L2,γ+1−λ(m) (note that F (κ)xx
satisfies similar estimates as F (κ′)x does; we omit further details).

We consider J− next. We can write

J− = ℜ
(

1

2πi

∫ 2δ

−2δ

f(u)g−(x, u)
d

dx

( z′+
z+ − q−

)
du

)
+ L2,γ+1−µ(m),

where the real and the imaginary parts of g−(x, u) satisfy (3.20) and (3.21) with q ∈ Γ−. We have∣∣∣∣ ddx( z′+
z+ − q−

)∣∣∣∣ ≲ 1

x2
, u ∈ Il(x),

∣∣∣∣ ddx( z′+
z+ − q−

)∣∣∣∣ ≲ 1

u2
+
xµ−1

u
, u ∈ Ir(x).
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Since g−(x, u) = O(xµ + |u|µ), we can use Hardy inequalities to show the corresponding integrals
are bounded in L2,γ+1−µ(m). However, when u ∈ Ir(x), the corresponding Hardy inequality is
true only under the assumption that (γ+1−µ)+1/2 > 0. We therefore use an improved estimate

|g−(x, u)| ≲ 2|κ′(x)|+ |κ′(x)− κ′(u)| ≲ xµ + xµ−1|x− u|, u ∈ Ir(x),

which implies ∣∣∣∣g−(x, u) ddx( z′+
z+ − q−

)∣∣∣∣ ≲ xµ

u2
+
xµ−1

u
, u ∈ Ir(x).

The corresponding integral is now bounded in L2,γ+1−µ(m) as long as 0 < γ + 1/2.

It remains to estimate u ∈ Ic(x). We have

d

dx

( z′+
z+ − q−

)
= − 1(

(x− u) + iρ(u)
)2 +O(x−2), u ∈ Ic(x),

(cf. Appendix, Lemma A.2) and therefore

J− = −ℜ
(

1

2πi

∫
Ic(x)

f(u)g−(x, u)

(
1

(x− u) + iρ(u)

)2

du

)
+ L2,γ+1−µ(m).

However, we have g−(x, u) = O(xµ) and∣∣∣ 1

(x− u) + iρ(u)

∣∣∣2 ≲ 1

ρ(x)

ρ(u)

(x− u)2 + ρ(u)2
, u ∈ Ic(x),

hence when f ∈ L2,γ(m) this part of the integral belongs to L2,γ+1(m) only (cf. proof of Lemma
3.1 for details). On the other hand, if f ∈ L1

2,γ+1(m), we can write( 1

(x− u) + iρ(u)

)2
= ∂u

( 1

(x− u) + iρ(u)

)
− ρ′(u)(

(x− u) + iρ(u)
)2

where the integral corresponding to the second kernel on the r.h.s. clearly belongs to L2,γ+1−µ(m).
Finally, we can integrate by parts, to obtain

J− = ℜ
(

1

2πi

∫
Ic(x)

f ′(u)g−(x, u)
1

(x− u) + iρ(u)
du

)
+ L2,γ+1−µ(m).

(terms coming from the integration limits belong to L2,γ+1−µ(m), since the kernel is O(xµ−1)
when u = (1± ϵ)x; note also that ∂ug− = O(uµ−1)). We can further write

J− =
1

2π

∫
Ic(x)

f ′(u)ℑg−(x, u)
x− u

(x− u)2 + ρ(u)2
du+ L2,γ+1−µ(m),

where ℑg−(x, u) = − 1
|z′

+| (κ
′(x)+κ′(u)), but this is easily seen to be bounded in L2,γ+1−µ(m) (see

the proof of Lemma 3.1).

We finish this section with a series of Lemmas which identify certain cancellations in the
Birkhoff-Rott integral. We also give growth estimates valid near the singular point, provided we
control a sufficient number of derivatives of f . These results remain true without any assumptions
on the symmetry of the interface.

Lemma 3.8. Let 0 < γ + 1/2 < 1, where γ + 1/2 ̸= µ. Then,

D(f)(x) :=
( if+(x)

2
+BR(z, f)∗iz′+

)
+
( if−(x)

2
−BR(z, f)∗iz′−

)
, x ∈ Iδ,

where f± = f |Γ± , satisfies

f ∈ H1
γ+1(m) ⇒ D(f) ∈ L2,γ−µ(Iδ),

f ∈ H1
γ(m) ⇒ D(f) = O(mµ) + L2,γ−µ−1(Iδ).
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Proof. We estimate the integral

x 7→ 1

2π

∫
Γ

f(q)

(
z′+

z+ − q
−

z′−
z− − q

)
du, x ∈ Iδ, (3.22)

which we split as follows:∫
Γ+
l (x)

f(u)

(
z′+

z+ − q+
−

z′−
z− − q+

)
du±

∫
Γ+
c (x)

f(u)

(
z′±

z± − q+
− 1

x− u

)
du

+

∫
Γ+
r (x)

+

∫
Γ\(Γ+∪Γ−)

f(u)

(
z′+

z+ − q
−

z′−
z− − q

)
du = 2π

5∑
i=1

Ii(x).

(3.23)

(The integral over q ∈ Γ− can be estimated in the same way as the one over Γ+ by interchanging
z+ and z−). Moreover, for q ∈ Γ±, we define

k(x, u) : =
z′+

z+ − q
−

z′−
z− − q

=
z′+ − z′−
z+ − q

−
z′−

z− − q

z+ − z−
z+ − q

.

(3.24)

Assume without loss of generality x > 0. The kernel of I1(x) satisfies the estimate

|k(x, u)| ≲ ρ′(x)

x
+
ρ(x)

x2
, u ∈ Il(x);

recall that ρ(x) = ℑ(z+ − z−) = 2κ(x). In particular, we have

|I1(x)| ≲ xµ−1

∫ x

−x

|f(u)|du

and I1 ∈ L2,γ−µ(Iδ), provided f ∈ L2,γ(m). If f is bounded, then clearly I1(x) = O(xµ). A
similar estimate is true for I2(x), since in this case the kernel satisfies∣∣∣∣ z′+

z+ − q+
− 1

x− u

∣∣∣∣ ≲ |∂xF (κ)(x, u)| ≲ xµ−1

cf. estimate (3.6).

We consider I3(x) next. In order to track the sign of the correction further down, we briefly
note that the corresponding contributions over Γ± read

±
(

z′±
z± − q∓

− 1

x− u

)
.

Under our symmetry assumptions these kernels are (up to the negative sign) complex conjugates,
hence the imaginary parts of the most singular kernels coincide, while real parts have opposite
signs (the integral go over f∓).

From now on, we concentrate only on the Γ+ contribution. Using Lemma A.1 in the Appendix
up to order k = 1, we can write

z′−
z− − q+

− 1

z− − q∗
= − iρ′(x)

z− − q∗
+O

(
xµ−1 + xµ

ρ(x)

(x− u)2 + ρ(x)2

)
where we have set q∗ := u+ iκ(x). In particular, we have

−
(

z′−
z− − q+

− 1

x− u

)
=

1

x− u

−iρ(x)
(x− u)− iρ(x)

+
iρ′(x)

(x− u)− iρ(x)

+O

(
xµ−1 + xµ

ρ(x)

(x− u)2 + ρ(x)2

)
.

(3.25)
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If f ∈ L2,γ(m), the corresponding integrals over the error terms are bounded in L2,γ−µ(Iδ) (cf.
the proof of Lemma 3.1). When f = O(1), the error terms contribute O(xµ), since∫

ρ(x)

(x− u)2 + ρ(x)2
du = O(1).

In particular, it is enough to estimate the most singular kernel

1

z− − q∗
− 1

x− u
=

1

x− u

iρ(x)

(x− u)− iρ(x)
(3.26)

since the remaining kernel in (3.25) can be written as

iρ′(x)

z− − q∗
= iρ′(x)

1

x− u
+ iρ′(x)

( 1

z− − q∗
− 1

x− u

)
.

To estimate (3.26), we employ the variable change x = h(ξ), u = h(τ) in the region

ξ ∈ Ĩδ = h−1((0, δ)), τ ∈ Ĩc(ξ) = h−1(Ic(x)),

(cf. Appendix for the definition and properties of h) which yields∫
Ic(x)

f(u)
1

x− u

−iρ(x)
(x− u)− iρ(x)

du =

∫
Ĩc(ξ)

f(τ)
h′(ξ)

h(ξ)− h(τ)

−ih′(τ)
(h(ξ)− h(τ)) + ih′(ξ)

dτ

(note the extra minus sign due to h′ < 0). Lemma A.5 together with (A.11) from the Appendix
imply the transformed kernel can be written as

h′(ξ)

h(ξ)− h(τ)

h′(τ)

(h(ξ)− h(τ)) + ih′(ξ)
=

1

(ξ − τ)

1

(ξ − τ) + i
+O

(
1

m̃(ξ)

( 1

m̃(τ)
+

1

(ξ − τ)2 + 1

))
,

(3.27)
where m̃(τ) = 1 + τ .

Assume first f ∈ H1
γ+1(m). Then, we have

f ◦ h ∈ L1
2,1−γ̃(R+, m̃),

where γ̃ = µ−1(γ + 1/2) + 1/2. It is then not difficult to see that the integrals over the error

terms belong to L2,1−γ̃(Ĩδ), provided f ◦ h ∈ L2,−γ̃(m̃) (cf. the corresponding part of the proof of
Lemma 3.1 and note that

x2(γ−µ)dx ⇝ h(ξ)2(γ−µ)|h′(ξ)|dξ, h(ξ)γ−µ|h′(ξ)|1/2 ∼ m̃(ξ)1−γ̃

implies that L2,1−γ̃(m̃) corresponds to L2,γ−µ(m) in our original variables). To estimate the main
term, we extend f ◦h by zero to R, which to simplify the notation, we also denote by f . Moreover,
we may assume without loss of generality that

0 < (1− γ̃) + 1/2 < 1,

which corresponds to 0 < γ + 1/2 < µ. Otherwise, snce we are integrating over a region where
ξ ∼ τ , we can correct by m̃(ξ)k−1/m̃(τ)k−1 where k ∈ N is such that 0 < (k − γ̃) + 1/2 < 1 (cf.
the proof of Lemma 3.1). Then,∫

Ĩc(ξ)

f(τ)
1

ξ − τ

−i
(ξ − τ) + i

dτ =

∫
R
f(τ)

1

ξ − τ

−i
(ξ − τ) + i

dτ + L2,1−γ̃(Ĩδ),

since (cf. (A.11) in the Appendix) we have∣∣∣ ∫
R\Ĩc(ξ)

f(τ)
1

(ξ − τ)

1

(ξ − τ) + i
dτ
∣∣∣ ≲ ∫ ∞

ξ

|f(τ)|
m̃(τ)

dτ

τ
+

1

ξ

∫ ξ

0

|f(τ)|
m̃(τ)

dτ
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which is bounded in L2,1−γ̃(Ĩδ) by Hardy inequalities.

We claim

I(ξ) :=

∫
R
f(τ)

1

ξ − τ

−i
(ξ − τ) + i

dτ + iπf(ξ) ∈ L2,1−γ̃(Ĩδ). (3.28)

Indeed we have
1

ξ − τ

−i
(ξ − τ) + i

=
1

(ξ − τ) + i
− 1

ξ − τ
.

and the real part of I is the Hilbert transform of the imaginary part. In particular, it is enough
to show

−ℑI(ξ) =
∫
R
f(τ)

1

(ξ − τ)2 + 1
dτ − πf(ξ) ∈ L2,1−γ̃(Ĩδ).

Taking the Fourier transform of this convolution, we obtain modulo constant factors

ℑ̂I(s) ∼ f̂
(
e−|s| − 1

)
∼ Ĥf ′(s)

e−|s| − 1

|s|
,

hence taking the inverse Fourier transform we conclude

ℑI(ξ) ∼
∫
R
(Hf ′)(τ) log

(
1 +

1

(ξ − τ)2

)
dτ,

which is bounded in L2,1−γ̃(Ĩδ) as required. Indeed, the corresponding integral operator is bounded
on L2(R) because its Fourier transform is a bounded function. As the kernel is o(|ξ−τ |), a suitable
commutator with the weight function together with the L2(R)-boundedness result shows the claim
when ξ ∼ τ . For the remaining regions, proceed as in the first part of the proof of Lemma 3.1.

In particular, we see that

I+3 (x) = − if+(x)
2

+ L2,γ−µ(Iδ)

where we have taken into account the normalization and we have used subscript + to emphasize
that we are integrating over Γ+(x). As the corresponding part of the integral over Γ−(x) satisfies
an analogous estimate with if+(x)/2 replaced by if−(x)/2, we conclude

I+3 (x) + I−3 (x) = − i(f+(x) + f−(x))

2
+ L2,γ−µ(Iδ).

The case f ∈ H1
γ(m) can be reduced to the case f ∈ H1

γ+1(m). In fact, we may assume
f ∈ L1

2,γ(m) (constant factors f±(0) just contribute terms of order O(xµ)), in which case∫
Ic(x)

f(u)
1

x− u

−iρ(x)
(x− u)− iρ(x)

du = x

∫
Ic(x)

f(u)

u

1

x− u

−iρ(x)
(x− u)− iρ(x)

du+ L2,γ−µ−1(Iδ)

Since f(u)/u ∈ L1
2,γ+1(Iδ), we may proceed as before.

We next consider I4(x). We have

|k(x, u)| ≲ xµ

u
, |I4(x)| ≲ xµ

∫ 2δ

x

|f(u)|+ |f(−u)|
u

du

and therefore I4 ∈ L2,γ−µ(Iδ) by Hardy’s inequality, whenever f ∈ L2,γ(m). If we assume f =
O(1), we can write the kernel k(x, u) as

k(x, u) =
iρ′(x)

z+ − q+
+O

(ρ(x)
u2

)
= − iρ

′(x)

q+
+
iρ′(x)

q+

z+
z+ − q+

+O
(xµ+1

u2

)
= − iρ

′(x)

q+
+O

(xµ+1

u2

)
.

(3.29)
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The integral over the error term gives the correct estimate O(xµ). For the remaining term, we
have

1

q
=

1

u
+O(uµ−1)

and therefore ∫
Γ+
r (x)∪Γ−

r (x)

f(q)

q
dsq = f±(0)

∫
Ir(x)

du

u
+O(1).

However, the remaining integral is also bounded since the log contributions containing x cancel
out (the cusps are ’smoothly’ connected). In particular, we have shown that

I4(x) = O(xµ).

Finally consider I5(x). Since by assumption |z± − q| is bounded away from zero by a constant
depending on δ, the kernel satisfies the estimate

x ∈ (0, δ), q ∈ Γ \ (Γ+ ∪ Γ−) ⇒ |k(x, u)| ≲ xµ (3.30)

and the claim follows.

In order to isolate the lower bound for σ (and also for the upper bound), we now give precise
estimates on the real and the imaginary parts of D(f) when we control two derivatives of f .

Lemma 3.9. Let 1− µ < β + 1/2 < µ. Then, D(f) as defined in Lemma 3.8 satisfies

f ∈ H2
β+1(m) ⇒ D(f)(x) = O(m(x)µ).

Furthermore, one can say more for the real part: actually,

ℜD(f)(x) = −ρ′(x)f+(x)− f−(x)

2
+ ℑ((z′+ − z′−)b0(f)) +O(m(x)µ+λ), λ := 1− (β + 1/2)

where ρ(x) := Im(z+ − z−).

Under additional assumptions on zeros of f , the estimate for the imaginary part can be im-
proved as well. More precisely, we have

f ∈ L2
2,β+1(m) ⇒ ℑD(f)(x) = −ℜ((z′+ − z′−)b0(f)) +O(m(x)µ+λ).

Similarly, when

f ∈ H2
β,0(m) ⇒ D(f)(x) = −i(z′+ − z′−)b0(f) +O(m(x)µ+1),

with the real part satisfying an improved estimate

ℜD(f)(x) = −ρ′(x)f+(x)− f−(x)

2
− ρ(x)

f ′+(x)− f ′−(x)

2

+ ℑ
(
(z′+ − z′−)b0(f) + (z′+z+ − z′−z−)b1(f)

)
+O(m(x)1+µ+λ).

In addition, if the first order derivative of f vanishes at the singular point as well, then

f ∈ L2
2,β(m) ⇒ ℑD(f)(x) = −ℜ

(
(z′+ − z′−)b0(f) + (z′+z+ − z′−z−)b1(f)

)
+O(m(x)1+µ+λ).

The continuous linear functionals bi(f) have been defined in (3.11).

Proof. Keeping the same notation, we retrace our steps in Lemma 3.8 and comment on the various
integrals under current assumptions on f . Moreover, we refine the estimates on the real part of
the kernel. In particular, we consider the integral (3.22) with x ∈ (0, δ), or more precisely the sum∑5

i=1 Ii(x), defined as in (3.23). Let k(x, u) denote the kernel (3.24).
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We start with I1(x). It is not difficult to see, that we actually have

|ℜk(x, u)| ≲ x2µ−1,

∣∣∣∣ℑ( z′±
z± − q+

)∣∣∣∣ ≲ xµ−1, u ∈ Il(x)

and all the statements are straightforward, noting that

f ∈ L1
2,β−k(m) ⇒ f = O(mλ+k), k = 0, 1.

We consider I2(x) and I3(x) next, where we integrate over u ∈ Ic(x). The kernel in I2(x) satisfies

ℜ
( z′+
z+ − q+

)
− 1

x− u
= O(x2µ−1), ℑ

( z′+
z+ − q+

)
= O(xµ−1)

(cf. proof of Lemma 3.1) and we conclude as for I1(x).

As for the kernel in I3(x), we start with estimate (3.25), i.e.

−
(

z′−
z− − q+

− 1

x− u

)
= −

(
1

z− − q∗
− 1

x− u

)
+

iρ′(x)

z− − q∗
+ r(x, u),

where q∗ := u+ iκ(x) and the remainder satisfies

r(x, u) = O

(
xµ−1 + xµ

ρ(x)

(x− u)2 + ρ(x)2

)
.

In order to show the required statements on ℜD(f), this estimate needs to be refined. In fact,
further down we show that ℜr(x, u) actually contributes O(xµ+λ+k) and therefore all non-integral
terms in the statement of the Lemma come from the first two kernels. The main term gives∫

Ic(x)

f(u)
1

x− u

−iρ(x)
(x− u)− iρ(x)

du =− 2(if(x) + f ′(x)ρ(x)) arctan
( x

2ρ(x)

)
− iρ(x)

∫
Ic(x)

∂xF (f)(x, u)
x− u

(x− u)− iρ(x)
du,

(3.31)

where we have used∫
Ic(x)

1

(x− u)− iρ(x)
du = 2i arctan

( x

2ρ(x)

)
, p.v.

∫
Ic(x)

1

x− u
du = 0

and for the purposes of this Lemma we have set ε = 1/2 in the definition of Ic(x) (and of Ir,l(x)).
The last term in (3.31) contributes O(xµ+k+λ), since

|∂xF (f)(x, u)| ≲ xk−(β+1) 1

|x− u|1/2
, u ∈ Ic(x), f ′′ ∈ L2,β+(1−k)(Iδ), k = 0, 1.

When k = 0, the second term in (3.31) can also be absorbed in the error since

f ∈ H2
β+1(Iδ) ⇒ f ′(x)ρ(x) = O(xµ+λ).

Similarly, we conclude

iρ′(x)

∫
Ic(x)

f(u)
1

z− − q∗
du = −2f(x)ρ′(x) arctan

( x

2ρ(x)

)
+O(xµ+k+λ). (3.32)

Since
arctan

( x

2ρ(x)

)
=
π

2
+O(xµ),

the claim for ℜD(f) follows from (3.31) and (3.32), if we can show∫
Ic(x)

f(u)ℜr(x, u)du = O(xµ+k+λ). (3.33)
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In fact, we can write ℜr(x, u) as

ℜr(x, u) = κ′(x)ℜ ρ(x)

(z− − q∗)2
− ∂xF (κ)ℑ

( x− u

z− − q∗

)2
+O

(
x2µ−1 + x2µ

ρ(x)

(x− u)2 + ρ(x)2

)
,

(cf. Lemma A.1 from the Appendix), where the second kernel can be further rewritten as

∂xF (κ)ℑ
( x− u

z− − q∗

)2
= −κ′′(x)ρ(x) (x− u)3

|z− − q∗|4
+ ∂2xF (κ)ρ(x)

(x− u)4

|z− − q∗|4
.

Using κ′′′(x) ∈ H1
β+2(Iδ), we conclude

∂2xF (κ)ρ(x)
(x− u)4

|z− − q∗|4
= O

(
xµ+λ−1

)
.

In particular, the corresponding integral gives correct estimates (using the appropriate assumptions
on the zeros of f). On the other hand, we have

−κ′′(x)ρ(x)
∫
Ic(x)

f(u)
(x− u)3

|z− − q∗|4
du = κ′′(x)ρ(x)

∫
Ic(x)

f(x)− f(u)

x− u

(x− u)4

|z− − q∗|4
du,

hence this terms contributes O(m(x)2µ+k) with k = 0, 1. Finally, it is not difficult to see we have

κ′(x)ρ(x)

∫
Ic(x)

f(u)ℜ 1

(z− − q∗)2
du = O(xµ+k+λ),

hence (3.33) follows.

It remains to consider the far away contributions I4(x). To show the claim for ℜI4(x) when
f = O(x), respectively ℑI4(x) when f = O(x1+λ), we need second order corrections for the kernel.
We can write

k(x, u) = (z′+ − z′−)
(1
q
+
z+
q2

)
+ (z+ − z−)

z′−
q2

+ r(x, u)

= (z′+ − z′−)
1

q
+ (z′+z+ − z′−z−)

1

q2
+ r(x, u)

where

r(x, u) = iρ′(x)
(z+
q

)2 1

z+ − q
+ iρ(x)

z′−
z− − q

(z+
q

1

z+ − q
− z−
q2

)
.

In particular, we have

ℜr(x, u) = O(xµ+2uµ−3), ℑr(x, u) = O(xµ+2u−3)

since

ℜ
(z
q

)k
= O

(xk
uk

)
, ℑ

(zk
qk

)
= O

(xkuµ
uk

)
, ℜ

( 1

z − q

)
= O(u−1), ℑ

( 1

z − q

)
= O(uµ−1)

hence the integral over Ir(x) contributes O(xk+λ+µ) using the appropriate assumptions on the
zeros of f .

Lemma 3.10. Let 0 < γ+1/2 < 1 and let Df be defined as in Lemma 3.8. Then, the commutator

[g,D]f(x) := g(x)D(f)(x)−D(gf)(x), x ∈ Iδ

satisfies
g ∈ H2

γ(m), f ∈ H1
β+1(m) ⇒ [g,D]f(x) = O(m(x)µ).

Moreover, we have

g ∈ H2
γ,0(m), f ∈ H1

β(m) ⇒ [g,D]f(x) = i(z′+ − z′−)b0(fg)(x) +O(m(x)µ+1)

with b0(fg) as defined in (3.11).
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Proof. It is enough to show the required estimate for the integral

x→ 1

2π

∫
Γ

f(u)∆g(x, u)

(
z′+

z+ − q
−

z′−
z− − q

)
du, x ∈ (0, δ),

where we have set ∆g(x, u) := g(x)− g(u). We divide the integral as in Lemma 3.8 and, keeping
the same notation for the various parts, we quickly indicate the necessary changes. Recall that

k(x, u) =
z′+ − z′−
z+ − q+

+
z′−

z− − q+

z+ − z−
z+ − q+

,

cf. (3.24). In particular, using g′ = O(1), we have

∆g(x, u)k(x, u) = O(xµ), u ∈ Il(x)

and therefore I1(x) = O(xµ+k) provided f ∈ H1
β+(1−k)(m) with k = 0, 1.

On the other hand, when u ∈ Ic(x), we similarly have

∆g(x, u)

(
z′+

z+ − q+
− 1

x− u

)
= O(xµ),

while

∆g(x, u)

(
z′−

z− − q+
− 1

x− u

)
= F (g)

iρ(x)

(x− u)− iρ(x)
+O(xµ)

= iρ(x)g′(x)
1

(x− u)− iρ(x)
+O

(
xµ+1 x−γ

|x− u|1/2
+ xµ

)
where we have used g′′ ∈ L2,γ(m) in order to arrive to the weakly singular kernel in the error term
(cf. formula (A.2) in the Appendix). The corresponding integrals over the error terms satisfy
correct estimates and the same is true for the remaining term subtracting

iρ(x)g′(x)f(x)

∫
Ic(x)

1

(x− u)− iρ(x)
du

and using that

|F (f)(x, u)| ≲ xk−1−β

|x− u|1/2
, u ∈ Ic(x), f ∈ H1

β+(1−k)(m), k = 0, 1.

In particular, the corresponding integrals contribute

I2(x) + I3(x) = O(xµ+k).

Finally, let us consider the far-away contributions to the integral, i.e. u ∈ Ir(x). When
f ∈ L2,β(m), the claim is straightforward since

∆g(x, u)k(x, u) = O(xµ).

On the other hand, when f = O(1) and g = O(m), we have fg = O(m) and the proof of Lemmas
3.8 and 3.9 imply

I4(x) = −ρ′(x)b0(fg)(x) +O(g(x)xµ + xµ+1)

(in this case, there is no need to use the extra cancellation coming from ∆g, as opposed to the
case f ∈ L2,β(m)).
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Corollary 3.11. Let f be odd with respect to the x-axis. Then

f ∈ H1
β+1(m) ⇒ BR(z, f) · z⊥s ∈ L2,β−µ(m),

f ∈ H1
β(m) ⇒ BR(z, f) · z⊥s = O(mµ) + L2,β−µ−1(m)

and
f ∈ H2

β+1(m) ⇒ BR(z, f) · z⊥s = O(mµ).

When f is even with respect to the x-axis, analogous statements are true for f + 2BR(z, f) · zs.
Moreover, when f is odd with respect to both axis, we have

f ∈ H2
β(m) ⇒ BR(z, f) · z⊥s = O(mµ+1) (3.34)

and similarly, when f is even with respect to both axes, we have

f ∈ L2
2,β(m) ⇒ f + 2BR(z, f) · zs = O(mµ+1). (3.35)

Proof. The claim follows from Lemmas 3.8 and 3.9. In fact, if f is e.g. odd with respect to the
x-axis, then BR(z, f) · z⊥s is even. In particular, passing to the graph parametrization and taking
into account the change of orientation on the lower branch, we see that

BR(z, f) · z⊥s =
1

2|z′(x)|
ℜDf(x).

If, in addition, f is odd with respect to the y-axis, we have f ∈ H2
β,0(m) (as f(±α∗) = 0 for all

times) but also b0(f) = 0.

Remark 3.12. Let f ∈ H2
β,0(m) be odd with respect to to both axes. Then

BR(z, f) · z⊥s = ℑ(zsz)(−f + ℜb1(f)) +O(m1+µ+λ)

by Lemma 3.9. Moreover, it is not difficult to see that we also have

f

2
+BR(z, f) · zs = −ℜ(zsz)(−f + ℜb1(f)) +O(m1+µ).

4 The local existence theorem domain with cusp

We consider the system of evolution equations

(log |zα|)t =
ωs

2
+BR(z, ω)s · zs,

θt =
ωθs
2

+BR(z, ω)s · z⊥s ,
ωt

2
+BR(z, ω)t · zs = 0,

(4.1)

for (log |zα|, θ, ω), where ω is odd and log |zα| is even with respect to both transformations α↔ −α
and α∗ − α↔ α∗ + α (by symmetry, we must have α∗ = π/2), while θ satisfies (2.10).

To recover the parametrization of the interface from (θ, log |zα|), we fix the constant of inte-
gration

z(α∗, t) = 0, zt(α∗, t) = 0 (4.2)

(as we will see these will be consistent with the regularity assumptions on the vorticity) and we
set

z(α, t) :=

∫ α

α∗

|zα(α′, t)|eiθ(α
′,t)dα′. (4.3)

(symmetry-wise, the components satisfy (2.8)–(2.9) as required).
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Let µ ∈ (1/2, 1] and let β ∈ (−1/2, 1/2) be such that

µ ∈ (1/2, 2/3] ⇒ 1− µ < β + 1/2 < µ,

µ ∈ (2/3, 1] ⇒ 1− µ < β + 1/2 < µ/2.
(4.4)

In both cases, we have
β + 1/2 < 1− µ/2. (4.5)

For k ≥ 2, we say (z(·, t), ω(·, t)) belong to the Banach space Bk
β,µ(m), if the above symmetry

assumptions are satisfied, we have z(α∗, t) = z(−α∗, t) = 0 and

θ(·, t) ∈ Hk+1
β+k(T,m), log |zα(·, t)| ∈ H

k+1/2
β−µ/2+(k−1)+1/2(T,m), (4.6)

respectively

ω(·, t) ∈ H
k+3/2
β+(k−1)+1/2,0(T,m), (4.7)

where the weight m is a fully symmetric, non-negative function, smooth everywhere except at
α = ±α∗, such that m(α) ∼ |α± α∗| in the neighborhood of ±α∗ and m(α) ∼ 1 otherwise.

We now give additional conditions which define a particular open set Ok
β,µ(m) ⊆ Bk

β,µ(m) in
which we will construct the solutions of the system (4.1). First, we assume additional regularity
on

φs =
ωs

2
+BR(z, ω)s · zs. (4.8)

More precisely, we require

φs(·, t) ∈ H
k+1/2
β−µ/2+(k−1)+1/2(T,m), (4.9)

i.e. the derivatives of φs grow by a factor of O(mµ/2) slower than the corresponding derivatives
of ωs (respectively ωθs). For later use, we recall that

φst = −φ2
s + θ2t − σθs. (4.10)

We only consider curves which satisfy following version of the arc-chord condition: there exists
some small r > 0, such that the parametrization satisfies

∥z∥F := Fr(z) + sup
α∈Br(α∗)

1

|z1α(α, t)|
+ sup

α∈Br(α∗)

1

m(α)−µ|z2α(α, t)|
, ∥z∥F <∞ (4.11)

(where Fr(z) has been defined in (2.5)), together with higher order estimates

mj−µ∂jsθ(·, t) <∞, 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 1. (4.12)

Finally, we assume the normal component of the pressure gradient σ = ∂nP satisfies the Rayleigh-
Taylor condition, which in the current setting reads

m−(µ+1)σ(·, t) > 0, (4.13)

with σ given by

σ =
ωθt
2

+BR(z, ω)t · z⊥s . (4.14)

We are now able to make the statement of Theorem 1.1 precise; however as we are only
interested in showing there exist some solutions of Euler equations that exhibit cusp singularities,
we opt to restrict the class of initial data for which we show local existence. More precisely, we
have

Theorem 4.1. Let k ≥ 2 and let (z0, ω0) ∈ Ok
β,µ(m) be such, that

ω0 ∈ H
k+3/2
β−µ/2+(k−1)+1/2,0(T,m), (4.15)

where Ok
β,µ(m) is the open subset of Bk

β,µ(m) defined via (4.9), (4.11), (4.12) and the Rayleigh-

Taylor condition (4.13). Then, there exists a time T > 0 and (z, ω) ∈ C([0, T ],Ok
β,µ(m)) ∩

C1([0, T ]),Ok−1
β,µ (m)) solution of (4.1) up to time T such that z(·, 0) = z0 and ω(·, 0) = ω0.

29



Remark 4.2. The additional assumption (4.15) on the regularity of the vorticity is chosen for
convenience in the regularization part of the proof. In fact, in that case mollified initial data
clearly also belong to Ok

β,µ(m), which is a-priori not assured when the vorticity satisfies (4.7) and
(4.9) at the same time (cf. Section 4.4 below for more details).

Remark 4.3. There are indeed initial data (z, ω) ∈ Bk
β,µ(m) that satisfy (4.13). First, it is not

difficult to verify that the Rayleigh-Taylor condition (4.13) holds if we initially have e.g.

ωs(α∗) = 0, b1(ω) =
1

2πi

∫
Γ

ω(α′)

z(α′)2
dsα′ ̸= 0

(where the imaginary part of b1(ω) vanishes by symmetry). In fact, the corresponding solution
ωt ∈ H2

β,0(m) of (4.31) must satisfy

ωts(α∗)−ℜb1(ωt) = ℑb1(ωθt)−ℜb1(ztDsω)− (ℜb1(ω))2.

Setting b := ℜb1(ω), we have

σ = ℑ(zsz) (−ωts(α∗) + ℜb1(ωt) + ℑb1(ωθt)−ℜb1(ztDsω))− z · z⊥s b2 +O(m1+µ+λ)

= b2
(
ℑ(zsz)− z · z⊥s

)
+O(m1+µ+λ)

= b2 z · zs ℑ(z2s) +O(m1+µ+λ).

where λ = 1− (β + 1/2). In particular, in the neighborhood of the origin, we have

m−(1+µ)σ ≳ b2.

We do this calculation in more detail in Lemma 5.6, Section 5 when we consider domains with
corners; however here we use Remark 3.12 and we take into account that in general ωts(α∗) ̸= 0.
If ωs(α∗) ̸= 0, a similar result can be shown using Lemma 3.9. We omit the details.

We first show that (time derivatives of) various quantities needed for the energy estimates
belong to correct weighted Sobolev spaces with corresponding norms controlled by some power of

∥ω∥Hk+1
β+(k−1)

(m) + ∥φs∥Hk
β−µ/2+(k−1)

(m) + ∥θs∥Hk
β+k(m) + sup

1≤j<k
|mj−µ∂jsθ|+ ∥z∥F

We then define the full energy functional and prove the corresponding a-priori energy estimate.

4.1 Preliminary estimates in the Lagrangian parametrization

Lemma 4.4. Let φs ∈ Hk
β+(k−1)(m) where k ≥ 2 and let ω ∈ H2

β(m). Then, we have

ω ∈ Hk+1
β+(k−1)(m).

Proof. The second order derivative of the vorticity ωss satisfies the equation

ωss

2
+BR(z, ωss) · zs = F, F := BR(z, ωss) · zs − (BR(z, ω)s · zs)s + φss,

where F ∈ H1
β+1(m). Indeed, φss clearly satisfies this condition. On the other hand, we have

(BR(z, ω)s · zs)s −BR(z, ωss) · zs = ℜ
(

1

2πi

∫
Γ

(
zs(α)

2

zs(α′)2
− 1

)
ωss(α

′)
zs(α)

z(α)− z(α′)
dsα′

)
+

+ ℜ
(

1

2πi

∫
Γ

zs(α)
2

zs(α′)2

(
(z2sD

2
sω)(α

′)− ωss(α
′)
) zs(α)

z(α)− z(α′)
dsα′

)
+ 2θsBR(z, ω)s · z⊥s

hence we control the derivative of the first integral in L2,β+1(m), using the L2,β(m)-norm of ωss

only (cf. Lemma 3.7). Recall also that we use the notation Dsω = ∂s(ω/zs). To show the claim
for the second integral note that

f := z2sD
2
sω − ωss = −2ωθ2s − iωθss − 3iθsωs ∈ H1

β+1(m),
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hence, integrating by parts, we obtain

BR(z, f)∗s = zsBR+1(z,Dsf)
∗ ∈ L2,β+1(m)

cf. (3.12). Finally, it is not difficult to see that we also have θsBRs ·z⊥s ∈ H1
β+1(m). In particular,

we can solve the Neumann problem

ϕ

2
+BR(z, ϕ) · zs = F, F ∈ H1

β+1(m)

for ϕ ∈ H1
β+1(m) even with respect to both axes (the solution exists by Theorem 6.1) and by

uniqueness, we must have ϕ ≡ ωss (cf. Proposition 6.2).

To obtain higher order derivatives of the vorticity, we consider the following

z1ωsss

2
−BR(z, z1ωsss) ·zs = z1F1, F1 = −((BR(z, ωss) ·zs)s+

1

z1
BR(z, z1ωsss) ·zs)+Fs+φsss.

It is not difficult to see that F1 ∈ H1
β+2(m) (where we must use BR+1 when taking a derivative

of the first BR integral) and we can proceed as before to find ϕ ≡ z1ωsss ∈ H1
β+1(m). But then,

we must have ωsss = ϕ/z1 ∈ H1
β+2(m).

For convenience, we state and prove all the remaining results for k = 2, the generalization to
higher k being straightforward.

Lemma 4.5. The time derivative of the parametrization satisfies

zt ∈ H3
β+1(m), z1t = O(m), z2t = O(m1+µ) (4.16)

respectively

sup
α,α′

∣∣∣∣zt(α, t)− zt(α
′, t)

z(α, t)− z(α′, t)

∣∣∣∣ = O(1). (4.17)

Moreover, we have z∗tszs = φs − iθt, where

θt ∈ L2
2,β+1(m), θt = O(mµ), θts = O(mµ−1).

and
θts = H(φss) +R, R ∈ H2

β+2(m). (4.18)

Proof. We first claim
θt = O(mµ). (4.19)

Indeed, it is not difficult to see that in complex notation we can write

z∗ts =

(
Dsω

2
+ zsBR(z,Dsω)

∗
)

=
φs − iθt
zs

, (4.20)

where recall that Dsω := ∂s(
ω
zs
). In particular, we have

θt = z1s

(
− ℑ(Dsω)

2
+BR(z,Dsω) · z⊥s

)
− z2s

(ℜ(Dsω)

2
+BR(z,Dsω) · zs

)
.

Since

−ℑ(Dsω)

2
+BR(Dsω) · z⊥s = BR(ℜDsω) · z⊥s −

(ℑDsω

2
+BR(ℑDsω) · zs

)
is O(mµ) by Lemma 3.11 (note that ℜ(Dsω) = O(1) is odd, while ℑ(Dsω) = O(mµ) is even with
respect to the x-axis and they both belong to H2

β+1(m)), the estimate (4.19) follows using that
z2s = O(mµ).

In order to show (4.18), we take a Ds derivative of (4.20), which yields

φss − iθts
z2s

− 2iθs
φs − iθt
z2s

=
D2

sω

2
+ zsBR(z,D

2
sω)

∗. (4.21)
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In particular, it is not difficult to see that in the notation of Lemma 3.6 we have

R := A(z2s , D
2
sω)− 2θsφs − 2H(θsθt) ∈ H2

β+2(m).

It remains to show the additional regularity for θts, that is

θts = O(mµ−1). (4.22)

First note that taking the real part of (4.21), then using φss ∈ L1
2,β−µ/2+1(m) together with

θt ∈ L2
2,β+1(m) and z2s = O(mµ), we see that

ℜ(D2
sω)

2
+BR(z,D2

sω) · zs ∈ L1
2,β−µ/2+1(m)

(note that ℜ(D2
sω) is odd, while ℑ(D2

sω) is even with respect to both axes and they both belong
to H1

β+1(m)). In particular, we can solve

ϕ

2
+BR(z, ϕ) · zs =

ℜ(D2
sω)

2
+BR(z,D2

sω) · zs

for ϕ ∈ L1
2,β−µ/2+1(m) odd with respect to both axes (cf. Theorem 6.1, Section 6). By uniqueness

and symmetry, we must also have

ℑ(D2
sω)

2
−BR(z,D2

sω) · z⊥s = BR(z, ϕ) · z⊥s ∈ L1
2,β−µ/2+1(m),

which implies the right-hand side of (4.21) belongs to L1
2,β−µ/2+1(m) and therefore by Lemma 2.1

must grow as O(mµ/2−(β+1/2)). In particular, since β + 1/2 satisfies (4.5), we have (4.22).

Finally, Lemma 3.4 and Corollary 3.11 imply

zt · zs = O(m), zt · z⊥s = O(mµ+1).

In order to prove (4.17), it is enough to consider α ∈ Bϵ(α∗) and α′ ∈ Bϵ(−α∗) (the remaining
combinations are easily seen to be bounded since ztα = O(1)). There, we have

zt(α)− zt(α
′) = zt(α)− zt(−α) +O(α− |α′|) (4.23)

where symmetry with respect to the x-axis implies

zt(α)− zt(−α) = 2iz2t(α) = O(m(α)µ+1). (4.24)

In particular, we have
zt(α)− zt(α

′)

z(α)− z(α′)
=

2iz2t(α)

z(α)− z(α′)
+O(1)

The claim now follows using Lemma A.2 in the Appendix; we omit further details.

We now give an auxiliary Lemma, which we will be used to estimate σ and for the existence
of ωt.

Lemma 4.6. We have

f ∈ H2
β,0(m) ⇒ BR(z, f)∗t −BR(z, ft)

∗ ∈ H2
β,0(m). (4.25)

When f is odd with respect to both axes, we have[
BR(z, f)t −BR(z, ft)

]
· z⊥s = O(mµ+1). (4.26)

If, in addition, we have f ∈ H3
β+1(m), then

[BR(z, f)t −BR(z, ft)]s · z⊥s = O(mµ) + L2,β−µ−1(m).
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Proof. We have (neglecting the time-dependence and recalling that φs =
|zα|t
|zα| )

BR(z, f)∗t −BR(z, ft)
∗ =− 1

2πi

∫
f(α′)

zt(α)− zt(α
′)

(z(α)− z(α′))2
dsα′ +BR(z, φsf)

∗

=ztBR(z,Dsf)
∗ −BR

(
z,Ds(fzt)

)∗
+BR(z, φsf)

∗.

Using

Ds(fzt) = ztDsf + f
zts
zs
,

zts
zs

= φs + iθt, Dsf = ∂s

(
f

zs

)
we conclude

BR(z, f)∗t −BR(z, ft)
∗ = [zt, BR(z, ·)∗]Dsf − iBR(z, fθt)

∗. (4.27)

We first consider the Birkhoff-Rott integral of fθt. Lemma 4.5 (together with f = O(m)) implies

fθt ∈ L2
2,β(m), fθt = O(mµ+1).

In particular, Lemma 3.4 combined with Corollary 3.11 (when f is odd with respect to both axes;
in which case fθt is even with respect to both axes) implies

BR(z, fθt)
∗ ∈ H2

β(m), BR(z, fθt)
∗ = O(m),

fθt
2

+BR(z, fθt) · zs = O(mµ+1).

The claim for the derivative follows from the appropriate estimates in Corollary 3.11 (cf. proof of
Lemma 4.5). The details are standard.

As for the commutator

[zt, BR(z, ·)∗]Dsf = ztBR(z,Dsf)
∗ −BR(z, ztDsf)

∗ (4.28)

we first show it belongs to H2
β(m). Indeed, taking the first derivative, we get

∂s
(
[zt, BR(z, ·)∗]Dsf

)
= zs[zt, BR(z, ·)∗]D2

sf + izs[θt, BR(z, ·)∗]Dsf + zs[φs, BR(z, ·)∗]Dsf

= zs[zt, BR(z, ·)∗]D2
sf +H1

β(m).

Using (4.17) to estimate the first term, we conclude

∂s
(
[zt, BR(z, ·)∗]Dsf

)
∈ L∞.

We can take one more derivative, since

∂s[zt, BR(z, ·)∗]D2
sf =

1

2πi

∫
Γ

D2
sf(α

′)(zt(α)− zt(α
′))∂s

( 1

z(α)− z(α′)

)
dsα′ + ztsBR(z,D

2
sf)

∗

belongs to L2,β(m). Indeed the claim is straightforward, except for the first integral when e.g.
α ∈ Bϵ(α∗) and α

′ ∈ Bϵ(−α∗). However, in that case, the most singular contribution to the kernel
can be estimated as in the proof of Lemma 3.1, combining Lemma A.2 from the Appendix with
estimates (4.23)-(4.24) for zt(α)− zt(α

′). We omit further details.

We now show the required asymptotic estimate for the normal component of the commutator,
i.e. we show

ℜ
(
izs[zt, BR(z, ·)∗]Dsf

)
= O(mµ+1) (4.29)

under the assumption that f is odd with respect to both axes. For later use, we write out the
normal component of the commutator

ℜ
(
izs[zt, BR(z, ·)∗]Dsf

)
= z1tBR(z,Dsf) · z⊥s − z2tBR(z,Dsf) · zs

−BR(z, z1tDsf) · z⊥s +BR(z, z2tDsf) · zs,
(4.30)

where ℜ(ztDsf) = O(m) is odd and ℑ(ztDsf) = O(mµ+1) is even w.r.t both axes. In fact, we
have z1t = O(m) resp. z2t = O(mµ+1) by Lemma 4.5 (as noted previously ℜDsf = O(1) is odd
with respect to the x-axis, but even with respect to the y-axis and vice-versa for ℑDsf = O(mµ)).
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If f ∈ H3
β+1,0(m), we can prove (4.29) directly for each term using growth estimates on zt

and appropriate statements from Corollary 3.11. The claim for the derivative follows similarly.
We omit the details and prove (4.29) when f ∈ H2

β,0(m). First note that the above symmetry
considerations imply terms with z1t can be written in the form required by Lemma 3.10. In
particular, we have

z1tBR(z,Dsf) · z⊥s −BR(z, z1tDsf) · z⊥s = O(mµ+1)

and clearly also
z2tBR(z,Dsf) · zs = O(mµ+1).

As for the remaining term in (4.30), we can write

Dsf = fs(α∗)
1

zs
+

(fs(α)− fs(α∗)) + ifθs
zs

,

where
1

zs
∈ H2

β+1(m), D̃sf := Dsf − fs(α∗)
1

zs
∈ L1

2,β(m).

Since z2t/zs satisfies assumptions of Corollary 3.11, a (4.29)-type estimate follows.

It remains to show
BR(z, z2tD̃sf) · zs = O(mµ+1).

Indeed, we have

g := z2tD̃sf ∈ L1
2,β−µ−1(m), Dsg ∈ L2,β−µ−1(m)

and therefore

BR(z, g)∗ = BR−3(z, g)
∗ − 1

2πi

∫
Γ

g(α′)
( 1

z(α′)
+

z(α)

z(α′)2
+
z(α)2

z(α′)3

)
dsα′ ,

where only the imaginary part of the second correction integral is non-zero (all the others vanish
by symmetry, since real/imaginary parts of g are even/odd with respect to both axes). More
precisely, we have

BR(z, g)∗ = −iz(α)ℑ
( 1

2πi

∫
Γ

g(α′)
1

z(α′)2
dsα′

)
+ L1

2,β−µ−1(m),

where we have used that

BR−3(z, g)
∗ ∈ L2,β−µ−2(m), ∂sBR−3(z, g)

∗ = zsBR−2(z,Dsg)
∗ ∈ L2,β−µ−1(m)

by Corollary 3.2. In particular, we have BR−3(z, g)
∗ = O(mµ+1) by Lemma 2.1, and the claim

follows taking the tangential component.

We can proceed similarly to prove

[zt, BR(z, ·)∗]Dsf = O(m).

In fact, when f ∈ H3
β+1,0(m), this follows from Lemma 3.4. If we only control two derivatives of

f , then we can show

[zt, BR(z, ·)∗]D̃sf = O(m)

as above, using one correction term less as we only have ztD̃sf ∈ L1
2,β−1(m). We omit the

details.

Lemma 4.7. There exists a unique ωt ∈ H2
β(m), odd with respect to both axes, solution of

ωt + 2BR(z, ωt) · zs = F, (4.31)

where the RHS is given by

F := −2
[
BR(z, ω)t −BR(z, ωt)

]
· zs. (4.32)
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Proof. We construct ωt in several steps. First note that F ∈ H2
β,0(m) is odd with respect to both

axes and F ≡ F (z, ω) doesn’t depend on time derivatives of ω (cf. Lemma 4.6). In particular, by
Theorem 6.1 below, there exists a unique ωt ∈ L1

2,β(m) odd with respect to to both axes solution
of (4.31). Its derivative ωts must satisfy

ωts − 2BR(z, ωts) · zs = Fs − F1,

where
F1 := 2

[
(BR(z, ωt) · zs)s +BR(z, ωts) · zs

]
. (4.33)

We claim that given ωt ∈ L1
2,β(m), we have F1 ∈ H1

β+1(m). Indeed, we can write

[
BR(z, ωt)s +BR(z, ωts)

]
· zs = ℜ

(
1

2πi

∫ ( zs(α)
zs(α′)

+ 1
)
ωts(α

′)
zs(α)

z(α)− z(α′)
dsα′

)
+ ℜ

(
1

2πi

∫
zs(α)

zs(α′)

(
(zsDsωt)(α

′)− ωts(α
′)
) zs(α)

z(α)− z(α′)
dsα′

)
.

(4.34)
The second integral clearly belongs to H1

β+1(m), since

zsDsωt − ωts = −iωtθs ∈ H1
β+1−λ(m) ⊆ H1

β+1(m)

where λ = 1− (β + 1/2). The same is true for the first integral by Lemma 3.7. In particular (by
Theorem 6.1 below) there exists ϕ ∈ H1

β+1(m) even with respect to both axes, solution of

ϕ− 2BR(z, ϕ) · zs = F̃ . (4.35)

By uniqueness, we must have ωts = ϕ and therefore ωt ∈ H2
β+1(m), cf. Proposition 6.2 below.

However, having control over an additional derivative of ωt implies F1 ∈ H1
β+1−λ(m), cf. Lemma

3.7, which in turn implies ωt ∈ H2
β+1−λ(m) by Theorem 6.1.

This argument can be iterated until γ := β + 1 − kλ satisfies γ + 1/2 < 1 for some k ∈ N,
i.e. until we have F1 ∈ H1

γ(m). If γ ≤ β, then we are finished applying Theorem 6.1 one more
time to conclude ωt ∈ H2

β(m). Otherwise, we only have ωt ∈ H2
γ(m). However (γ − λ) + 1/2 =

(β + 1− (k + 1)λ) + 1/2 < β + 1/2 (and clearly also (γ − µ) + 1/2 < β + 1/2) and we claim that
F1s ∈ L2,β(m). In fact, when ωt ∈ H2

γ(m), ωt = O(m) we have

F1s = ℜ
(

1

2πi

∫ ( zs(α)
zs(α′)

+ 1
)
Dsωts(α

′)
zs(α)

z(α)− z(α′)
dsα′

)
+ L2,β(m)

= ℜ
(

1

2πi

∫ ( zs(α)
zs(α′)

+ 1
)
(z1sωtss)(α

′)
zs(α)

z(α)− z(α′)
dsα′

)
+ L2,β(m).

hence the claim follows as in Lemma 3.7. We omit the details. In particular, we conclude ωt ∈
H2

β(m) by another application of Theorem 6.1.

Lemma 4.8. The normal derivative of the pressure σ satisfies

σ ∈ L3
2,β+1(m), σ = O(mµ+1), σs = O(mµ) + L2,β−µ−1(m). (4.36)

Proof. We first show the asymptotic part of (4.36). Recall that σ is given by Equation (2.14). We
have

BR(z, ω)t · z⊥s = BR(z, ωt) · z⊥s +
[
BR(z, ω)t −BR(z, ωt)

]
· z⊥s . (4.37)

Lemma 3.4 and Corollary 3.11 applied to f = ωt imply

BR(z, ωt) · z⊥s ∈ H2
β(m), BR(z, ωt) · z⊥s = O(mµ+1),

while Lemma 4.6 applied to f = ω implies

[BR(z, ω)t −BR(z, ωt)] · z⊥s ∈ H2
β(m), [BR(z, ω)t −BR(z, ωt)] · z⊥s = O(mµ+1).
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Moreover, their derivatives are O(mµ)+L2,β−µ−1(m). In particular, all the statements from (4.36)
follow except the claim for ∂3sσ.

As we do not control ∂3sωt and ∂3sθt, we need to use the ‘cancellations’ proven in Lemma 3.5
to gain control over an additional derivative of σ. More precisely, from (2.14) we subtract the
Hilbert transform of (2.13) corresponding to the tangential derivative of the pressure (cf. proof of
Lemma 4.5, where Hilbert transform of φs := (log |zα|)t is substracted from θt). Indeed, we have

ωθt
2

+BR(z, ω)t · z⊥s = BR(z, ωt) · z⊥s +
(ωθt

2
+BR(z, ωθt) · zs

)
+ ℜ

(
izs[zt, BR(z, ·)∗]Dsω

)
ωt

2
+BR(z, ω)t · zs =

(ωt

2
+BR(z, ωt) · zs

)
−BR(z, ωθt) · z⊥s + ℜ

(
zs[zt, BR(z, ·)∗]Dsω

)
cf. Lemma 4.6, where

[zt, BR(z, ·)∗]Dsω = zt

(Dsω

2zs
+BR(z,Dsω)

∗
)
−
(ztDsω

2zs
+BR(z, ztDsω)

∗
)
.

Combining all the previous Lemmas of this section, we have

ωt ∈ H2
β,0(m), ωθt ∈ L2

2,β(m), ztDsω ∈ H2
β,0(m).

Note that

∂2s

( f

2zs
+BR(z, f)∗

)
= z2s

(D2
sf

2zs
+BR(z,D2

sf)
∗
)
+ iθszs

(Dsf

2zs
+BR(z,Dsf)

∗
)

and therefore, when f ∈ H2
β,0(m), we have

∂2s

(f
2
+BR(z, f)∗zs

)
= z2s

(D2
sf

2
+BR(z,D2

sf)
∗zs

)
+H1

β+1(m).

Some care is needed when considering the first term of the commutator with zt. First note

∂2s

(Dsω

2
+ zsBR(z,Dsω)

∗
)
= z2s

(D3
sω

2
+BR+1(z,D

3
sω)

∗zs

)
+H1

β+2(m)

and therefore

∂2s

(
zt

(Dsω

2
+ zsBR(z,Dsω)

∗
))

= z2szt

(D3
sω

2
+BR+1(z,D

3
sω)

∗zs

)
+H1

β+1(m)

cf. (3.12) for the definition of BR+1(z, ω). In particular, the claim now follows from Lemma 3.6
since

σss = σss −H
(
∂2s

(ωt

2
+BR(z, ω)t · zs

))
= A

(
z2s , D

2
s(ωt − iθtω − ztDsω)

)
+A

(z2szt
z
, zD3

sω
)
+H1

β+1(m)

where we use Lemma A.6 from the Appendix to estimate the Hilbert transform of a function in
H1

β+1(m).

Lemma 4.9. The time derivative of φs satisfies

φst ∈ L∞, φsst ∈ L2,β−µ/2(m), φssst ∈ L2,β−µ/2+1(m).

Proof. First note that Lemmas 4.5 and 4.8 imply φst ∈ L∞. On the other hand, we clearly have

φsst = −3φsφss − (σθs)s + θtθts ∈ L2,β−µ/2(m)

provided φss ∈ L2,β−µ/2(m). Finally, we clearly have

φssst = −3φssφss − 4φsφsss − (σθs)ss + (θtθts)s ∈ L2,β−µ/2+1(m).
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In the next few Lemmas we consider second order time derivatives of z and ω, with the goal
of showing that σt has zeros of the same order as σ at the singular point, i.e. that σt = O(mµ+1).

Lemma 4.10. We have
ztt = σz⊥s . (4.38)

In particular,
ztt ∈ H3

β+1(m), z1tt = O(m2µ+1), z2tt = O(mµ+1).

Similarly,
θtt = σs − 2φsθt (4.39)

and therefore
θtt ∈ H2

β+1(m), θtt = O(mµ) + L2,β−µ−1(m).

Proof. Taking a time derivative of the zt equation, we see that

ztt = BR(z, ω)t +
ωt

2
zs +

ωθt
2
z⊥s = σz⊥s ,

where we have used Equation (4.31). In particular, all the results on the regularity of ztt follow
from the corresponding results for σ and properties of θs. The same is true for θtt, since

ztts = ztst + φszts = (φst + iθtt)zs + (φs + iθt)
2zs

where we have used that zts = (φs + iθt)zs. In particular,

θtt + 2φsθt = ztts · z⊥s = σs.

We now state an auxiliary Lemma, whose proof is postponed to the end of the present section,
then give its consequences for the construction of ωtt and regularity of σt.

Lemma 4.11. We have
[BR(z, ω)∗tt −BR(z, ωt)

∗
t ] ∈ H2

β(m).

where

[BR(z, f)tt−BR(z, ft)t] ·zs = O(m),
(fθt)t

2
+[BR(z, f)tt−BR(z, ft)t] ·z⊥s = O(mµ+1). (4.40)

Lemma 4.12. There exists a unique ωtt ∈ H2
β(m) odd with respect to both axes, solution of

ωtt + 2BR(z, ωtt) · zs = G, (4.41)

where
G := −2[(BR(z, ωt) · zs)t −BR(z, ωtt) · zs] + Ft

and F as in (4.31).

Proof. It suffices to show that G ∈ H2
β(m). The existence of ωtt ∈ H2

β(m) then follows as in

Lemma 4.7. Indeed, Lemma 4.6 applied to f = ωt ∈ H2
β(m), together with Lemmas 3.11 and 4.5

implies

(BR(z, ωt) · zs)t −BR(z, ωtt) · zs = θtBR(z, ωt) · z⊥s + [BR(z, ωt)t −BR(z, ωt)] · zs

belongs to H2
β(m). On the other hand, we have

∂t
(
[BR(z, ω)t −BR(z, ωt)] · zs

)
= [BR(z, ω)tt−BR(z, ωt)t] · zs

+ θt[BR(z, ω)t −BR(z, ωt)] · z⊥s ,

hence Lemma 4.11 applied to f = ω ∈ H2
β(m) imply

∂t
(
BR(z, ω)t · zs −BR(z, ωt) · zs

)
∈ H2

β(m).

In particular, we have G ∈ H2
β(m).
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Lemma 4.13. We have
σt ∈ H2

β(m), σt = O(mµ+1). (4.42)

Proof. Taking a time derivative of (2.14) we obtain

σt =
(ωθt)t

2
+BR(z, ω)tt · z⊥s − θtBR(z, ω)t · zs

=
(ωθt)t

2
+
ωtθt
2

+BR(z, ω)tt · z⊥s

where we have used that ωt + 2BR(z, ω)t · zs = 0. We can further write

BR(z, ω)tt · z⊥s = BR(z, ωtt) · z⊥s + [BR(z, ωt)t −BR(z, ωtt)] · z⊥s + [BR(z, ω)tt −BR(z, ωt)t] · z⊥s

where Corollary 3.11 and Lemma 4.6 imply

BR(z, ωtt) · z⊥s = O(mµ+1),
ωtθt
2

+ [BR(z, ωt)t −BR(z, ωtt)] · z⊥s = O(mµ+1)

(Lemma 4.12 implies ωtt ∈ H2
β,0(m), while ωtθt ∈ L2

2,β(m) by Lemmas 4.5 and 4.7). Moreover,
Lemma 4.11 implies

(ωθt)t
2

+ [BR(z, ω)tt −BR(z, ωt)t] · z⊥s = O(mµ+1).

In particular, (4.42) follows. The statement for the derivatives follows from the same Lemmas.

Proof of Lemma 4.11. Equation (4.27) implies

[BR(z, ω)∗t −BR(z, ωt)
∗]t = ([zt, BR(z, ·)∗]Dsω)t − iBR(z, ωθt)

∗
t , (4.43)

where the time derivative of the commutator reads

([zt, BR(z, ·)∗]Dsω)t = [ztt, BR(z, ·)∗]Dsω + [zt, BR(z, ·)∗](Dsω)t + [zt, BR(z, ·)∗](φsDsω)

− 1

2πi

∫
Dsω(α

′)
(zt(α)− zt(α

′)

z(α)− z(α′)

)2
dsα′ .

Note that we can integrate by parts to get

1

2πi

∫
Dsω(α

′)
(zt(α)− zt(α

′)

z(α)− z(α′)

)2
dsα′ = −

[
zt, [zt, BR(z, ·)∗]

]
D2

sω + 2[zt, BR(z, ·)∗]
(zts
zs
Dsω

)
and [

zt, [zt, BR(z, ·)∗]
]
D2

sω =
1

2πi

∫
D2

sω(α
′)
(zt(α)− zt(α

′))2

z(α)− z(α′)
dsα′ (4.44)

Taking into account (Dsω)t = Dsωt − iDs(ωθt)−Ds(φsω)− φsDsω, we finally obtain

([zt, BR(z, ·)∗]Dsω)t = [zt, [zt, BR(z, ·)∗]]D2
sω + [ztt, BR(z, ·)∗]Dsω + [zt, BR(z, ·)∗]G

where
G := 2(φs + iθt)Dsf +Ds((φs + iθt)f) +Dsft ∈ H1

β(m).

It is not difficult to see that

[ztt, BR(z, ·)∗]Dsω ∈ H2
β(m), [zt, BR(z, ·)∗]G ∈ H2

β(m)

both satisfying estimates as in (4.40). In fact, comparing Lemmas 4.5 and 4.10 we see that ztt
satisfies all the properties required from zt when proving analogous claims for the commutator in
Lemma 4.6 and the same is true for G and Dsω (they satisfy the same symmetry properties and
we can write G as a sum of a function in H2

β+1(m) and a function in L1
2,β(m)). In particular, we

can proceed as in the proof of Lemma 4.6. We omit further details.
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It remains to consider the ‘double’ commutator (4.44). Taking a derivative, we obtain

∂s
[
zt, [zt, BR(z, ·)∗]

]
D2

sω =
zs
2πi

∫
Γ

D2
sω(α

′)

(
2zts
zs

zt(α)− zt(α
′)

z(α)− z(α′)
−
(zt(α)− zt(α

′)

z(α)− z(α′)

)2)
dsα′

which belongs to H1
β(m).

In order to show (4.40)-type estimates for the double commutator, we write[
zt, [zt, BR(z, ·)∗]

]
D2

sω = zt[zt, BR(z, ·)∗]D2
sω − [zt, BR(z, ·)∗](ztD2

sω),

where the second commutator can be estimated as the commutator term in Lemma 4.6. As for
the first, estimate (4.17) implies

[zt, BR(z, ·)∗]D2
sω = O(1)

and it only remains to prove

ℜ(izs[zt, BR(z, ·)∗]D2
sω) = O(mµ). (4.45)

However, terms with z1t satisfy the desired estimate by Lemma 3.10, i.e. we have

z1tBR(z,D
2
sω) · z⊥s −BR(z, z1tD

2
sω) · z⊥s = O(mµ)

(since z1t is even with respect to the x-axis, while D2
sω ∈ H1

β+1(m) with the real part odd and the

imaginary part even with respect to both axis). On the other hand, we have z2tD
2
sω ∈ L1

2,β−µ(m),
hence we can write

BR(z, z2tD
2
sω)

∗ = BR−1(z, z2tD
2
sω)

∗ − 1

2πi

∫
Γ

ztD
2
sω(α

′)

z(α′)
dsα′ ,

where the real part of the correction term vanishes by symmetry. Since Ds(ztD
2
sω) has even real

and odd imaginary part with respect to both axes, we actually have

BR−1(z, z2tD
2
sω)

∗ ∈ L1
2,β−µ(m),

and therefore, it is not difficult to see that

−z2tBR(z,D2
sω) · zs = O(mµ), BR(z, z2tD

2
sω) · zs = O(mµ)

by Lemma 2.1. In particular, (4.45) follows.

Finally, we consider the second term in (4.43). We can write

BR(z, ωθt)
∗
t −BR(z, (ωθt)t)

∗ = −iBR(z, θ2tω)∗ + [zt, BR(z, ·)∗]Ds(ωθt).

Since Ds(ωθt) ∈ L1
2,β(m) with ωθt even (when ω is odd) it is not difficult to see the commutator

term can be estimated as the commutator term in Lemma 4.6. On the other hand, we have (ωθt)t
even with respect to both axes, with Lemmas 4.5 and 4.10 implying (ωθt)t ∈ L2

2,β(m), which in
turn implies that we can apply Corollary 3.11 and Lemma 3.4 to

(ωθt)t
2zs

+BR(z, (ωθt)t)
∗.

The same is true for the Birkhoff-Rott integral of ωθ2t .

4.2 The a priori energy estimate

To simplify the notation, we set
β′ := β − µ/2 + 1. (4.46)
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The lower-order contributions to the energy read

El(t)
2 := ∥θ∥2H2

β+1(m) + ∥ log |zα|∥2H1
β′ (m) + ∥ω∥2H2

β(m) + ∥z∥2F , (4.47)

with higher order contributions given by

Ek
h(t)

2 :=∥
√
σ∂k+1

s θ∥22,β′+(k−3/2) + ∥Λ1/2(mλ+(k−2)∂ksφs)∥22,β′−λ+(k−3/2)

+ ∥∂ksφs∥22,β′+(k−2) + ∥∂ks log |zα|∥22,β′+(k−2) + sup
α∈[−π,π]

|m(k−1)−µ∂k−1
s θ|, (4.48)

For k ≥ 2, the energy functional is defined to be

Ek(t)
2 = El(t)

2 +

k∑
i=2

Ei
h(t)

2.

It generalizes the unweighted energy functional used when the interface satisfies the arc-chord
condition, i.e. when supα,β∈[−π,π] F(z)(α, β) < ∞ with F(z) as defined in (2.6) (cf. [9], [17]).
Note that we consider the interface with respect to the Lagrangian parametrization as opposed to
the arc-length parametrization used there. When the Rayleigh-Taylor condition (4.13) is satisfied
we have ∂k+1

s θ ∈ L2,β+k(m) as required. Also note that the norm of ∂ksωs can be replaced by the
norm of the corresponding ∂ksφs by Lemma 4.4.

Let us comment on the value of λ in the definition of the fractional derivative. As discussed in
Section 2.2, we require that both (β′ − λ) + 1/2 and (β′ − λ) + 1 satisfy Muckenhaupt condition,
i.e. that

−1/2 < (β′ − λ) + 1/2 < 0,

Depending on the value of µ, we distinguish between two cases:

• When µ ∈ (1/2, 2/3], bounds for β + 1/2 imply β′ + 1/2 has values in the interval (1, 4/3).
In this case 1 < λ < 2.

• When µ ∈ (2/3, 1], we have λ < 1, since β′ + 1/2 has values in the interval (1/2, 1).

We are now ready to prove:

Lemma 4.14. Let (z, ω) be a sufficiently regular solution of (4.1) so that

a(t) := min
α∈[−π,π]

m(α)−(µ+1)σ(α, t) > 0

and let k ≥ 2. Then, the energy functional Ek(t) satisfies the a-priori energy estimate

d

dt
Ek(t)

p ≲
1

a(t)
expCEk(t)

p (4.49)

for some p ∈ N and some constant C > 0.

Proof. We prove the claim for k = 2; the proof for higher k is completely analogous. We only need
to consider time derivatives of the highest order terms in θ and φs, all of the remaining terms
follow from the corresponding Lemmas in Section 4.1. We first show

1

2

d

dt

∥∥√σ∂3sθ∥∥22,β′+1/2
=

∫
Γ

m2(β′+1/2)σ∂3sθ ∂sH(∂2sφs)ds+R1(t), (4.50)

with the remainder R1(t) bounded by (at most) the exponential of some power of the energy.
Indeed, we have

1

2

d

dt

∥∥√σ∂3sθ∥∥22,β′+1/2
=

∫
Γ

m2(β′+1/2)σ∂3sθ (∂
3
sθ)t ds+

∫
Γ

m2(β′+1/2)
(σt
σ

+ φs

)
σ|∂3sθ|2ds.
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The last two terms clearly satisfy the desired estimate, since

σt
σ

= O(1), φs = O(1).

As for (∂3sθ)t, successively interchanging ∂t with ∂s =
1

|zα|∂α, then using Lemma 4.5, we obtain

(∂3sθ)t = ∂3sθt − ∂2s (φsθs)− ∂s(φs∂
2
sθ)− φs∂

3
sθ = ∂2sHφss + L2,β+2(m).

It remains to rewrite the Hilbert transform term. When e.g. µ ∈ (2/3, 1], we have 0 < β′+1/2 < 1
and

∂sHφss =
1

|zα|
H(|zα|∂2sφs) = H∂2sφs +

1

|zα|
[H, |zα|] ∂2sφs. (4.51)

However, by assumption |zα| ∈ H2
β′(m), hence

∂s

(
1

|zα|
[H, |zα|]∂2sφs

)
∈ L2,β′+1(m) ⊆ L2,β+2(m)

by an argument similar to that of Lemma A.7 in the Appendix. When µ ∈ (1/2, 2/3], we have
0 < (β′ − 1) + 1/2 < 1, hence the claim follows applying Lemma A.6 twice. We omit the details.
In particular, we have (4.50).

On the other hand, we claim

d

dt

∥∥Λ1/2
(
mλ∂2sφs

)∥∥2
2,β′−λ+1/2

= −
∫
m2(β′+1/2)σ∂3sθ ∂sH∂

2
sφsds+R2(t) (4.52)

with the remainderR2(t) bounded by at most the exponential of some power of the energy. Indeed,
taking the time derivative, we have

1

2

d

dt

∥∥Λ1/2
(
mλ∂2sφs

)∥∥2
2,β′−λ+1/2

=

∫ π

−π

m2(β′−λ+1/2)Λ1/2
(
mλ(∂2sφs)t

)
Λ1/2

(
mλ∂2sφs

)
dα

and we first claim

(∂2sφs)t = −(φss)
2 − 2φs∂

2
sφs + ∂2s (−σθs + θ2t )

= −2φs∂
2
sφs + 2θt∂sHφss − σ∂3sθ +H1

β′+1(m).
(4.53)

Indeed, by assumption, the first term clearly satisfies (φss)
2 ∈ H1

β′(m). On the other hand, Lemma
4.5 together with (4.51) implies

1

2
∂2s (θ

2
t ) = (θts)

2 + θt∂
2
sθt = θt∂sHφss +H1

β′+1(m).

Finally, using that σ ∈ H3
β+1(m) by Lemma 4.8, we conclude

∂2s (σθs)− σ∂3sθ = 2σsθss + σssθs ∈ H1
β′+1(m). (4.54)

Some care is needed here, though. If we had asymptotic estimates θss = O(mµ−2) or σss =
O(mµ−1) (we do have corresponding asymptotic estimates for lower order derivatives) we could
prove the right-hand side of (4.54) actually belongs to H1

β−µ+2(m). However, we only have

θss ∈ L2,β+1(m), σss = O(m−(β+1/2)) ⇒ σssθss ∈ L2,β′+1(m)

provided
β + 1/2 ≤ 1− µ/2

which is indeed satisfied for all (1/2, 1] (cf. (4.5)). In particular, (4.53) follows.

We claim
Λ1/2(mλ(∂2sφs)t) = Λ1/2(mλσ∂3sθ) + L2,β′−λ+1/2(m). (4.55)
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Indeed, the part of (∂2sφs)t which belongs to H1
β′+1(m) satisfies the desired estimate by Lemma

A.10. On the other hand, by Lemma A.11, we have

Λ1/2(mλφs∂
2
sφs) = φsΛ

1/2(mλ∂2sφs) +
[
Λ1/2, φs

](
mλ∂2sφs

)
∈ L2,β′−λ+1/2(m),

since (β′ − λ) satisfies Muckenhaupt condition by construction.

As for the remaining term, when µ ∈ (2/3, 1], by (4.51) and Lemma A.10 it is enough to show

Λ1/2(mλθtH∂
2
sφs) = θt Λ

1/2(mλH∂2sφs) +
[
Λ1/2, θt

]
(mλH∂2sφs) ∈ L2,β′−λ+1/2(m).

The commutator is bounded in L2,β′−λ+1/2(m) by Lemma A.11 (we have θts = O(mµ−1)), while
Lemma A.7 applied with γ = β′ implies

∂s[m
λ, H]∂2sφs ∈ L2,β′−λ+1(m),

hence
Λ1/2(mλH∂2sφs) = HΛ1/2(mλ∂2sφs) + Λ1/2([mλ, H]∂2sφs) ∈ L2,β′−λ+1/2(m)

by Lemma A.10. In particular, (4.55) follows.

On the other hand, when µ ∈ (1/2, 2/3], we have

mλ∂sHφss = ∂sH(mλφss) +H1
β′−λ+1(m)

by Lemmas A.6 and A.7 (recall that λ > 1 in this case). Since mλφss ∈ H1
β′−λ(m) with β′ − λ

Muckenhaupt by construction we can proceed as in (4.51) to conclude

mλ∂sHφss = H((mλ∂2sφs)) +H1
β′−λ+1(m).

In particular, we have

Λ1/2(mλθt∂sHφss) = θtΛ
1/2(H(mλ∂2sφs)) + L2,β′−λ+1/2(m)

where, as in the case µ ∈ (2/3, 1], we have used Lemma A.10.

It remains to consider the term containing σ. We have∫ π

−π

m2(β′−λ+1/2)Λ1/2
(
mλσ∂3sθ

)
Λ1/2

(
mλ∂2sφs

)
dα =

=

∫ π

−π

mλσ∂3sθΛ
1/2
(
m2(β′−λ+1/2)Λ1/2

(
mλ∂2sφs

))
dα,

where we can write

Λ1/2
(
m2(β′−λ+1/2)Λ1/2

(
mλ∂2sφs

))
= m2(β′−λ+1/2)Λ

(
mλ∂2sφs

)
+

+
[
Λ1/2,m2(β′−λ+1/2)

]
Λ1/2

(
mλ∂2sφs

)
.

Since σ∂3sθ ∈ L2,β−µ+1(m) ⊆ L2,β′(m) and Lemma A.12 implies

mλ
[
Λ1/2,m2(β′−λ+1/2)

]
Λ1/2

(
mλ∂2sφs

)
∈ L2,−β′(m),

we are left with ∫ π

−π

m2(β′+1/2)σ∂3sθ(m
−λΛ

(
mλ∂2sφs

))
dα.

Using Λ = ∂αH, we can write

m−λΛ
(
mλ∂2sφs

)
= m−λ∂α[H,m

λ]∂2sφs +m−λ∂α(m
λH∂2sφs)

= ∂αH∂
2
sφs + λ

mα

m
H∂2sφs +m−λ∂α[H,m

λ]∂2sφs,

where by assumption and the discussion above we know

m−λ∂α[H,m
λ]∂2sφs ∈ L2,β′+1(m),

1

m
H∂2sφs ∈ L2,β′+1(m).

In particular, we have shown (4.52).
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4.3 Regularization of the evolution equations

In this section, we show existence of solutions to the regularized evolution equations. We first add
a ’viscosity’-term to the ωt equation, which renders the system well-posed regardless of the sign
of σ (cf. [17]). More precisely, we consider the following modification of the system (4.1):

(log |zα|)t = φs,

θt = Hφs +R,
ωt

2
+BR(z, ω)t · zs = ϵm2φss.

(4.56)

Here φs is defined via (4.8) and we have set

R :=
ωθs
2

+BR(z, ω)s · z⊥s −H
(ωs

2
+BR(z, ω)s · zs

)
. (4.57)

It will be convenient to append the (corresponding) evolution equation for φs, i.e.

φst = −φ2
s + θ2t − σθs + ϵ(m2φss)s (4.58)

to the system of equations (4.56). We call (4.56) together with (4.58) the (ϵ)-system. We assume
the solutions satisfy (4.11)–(4.12), and we require an additional half-derivative on φs (and therefore
on log |zα|), i.e.

θ ∈ Hk+1
β+k(m), log |zα| ∈ Hk+1

β′+(k−1)(m), φs ∈ Hk+1
β′+(k−1)(m), ω ∈ H2

β(m) (4.59)

(recall that β′ has been defined in (4.46)).

Lemma 4.15. Let k ≥ 2 and let (z, ω) be a sufficiently regular solution of the (ϵ)-system for some
ϵ > 0 fixed. Then, there exists p ∈ N such that the energy functional

Ẽk(t)
2 := ∥ log |zα|∥2Hk+1

β′+(k−1)

+ ∥θ∥2
Hk+1

β+k

+ ∥φs∥2Hk+1

β′+(k−1)

+ ∥ω∥2H2
β
+ ∥z∥2F

satisfies the a priori energy estimate

dẼk(t)
p

dt
≤ C(ϵ) exp(CẼp

k(t)), (4.60)

where C(ϵ) = O(ϵ−1).

Proof. We show the claim for k = 2. Generalizing the results of Section 4.1 to solutions of
the system (4.56) is straightforward. Compared to our original system we control an additional
derivative of φs, hence θt belongs to H

3
β+2(m) with the norm controlled in terms of Ẽ2(t).

Since m2∂sφs ∈ H2
β(m), the estimate for ωt remains valid. The only interesting part is the

time derivative of φs. We have

1

2

d

dt
∥∂3sφs∥22,β′+1 = ϵ

∫ π

−π

m2(β′+1)∂3sφs∂
4
s (m

2φss)ds−
∫ π

−π

m2(β′+1)∂3sφs∂
3
s (σθs)ds

+ ‘bounded terms’.

We denote the integrals on the r.h.s. of the above equation by I1 and I2 respectively. For I1, it is
not difficult to see that integration by parts yields

I1 = −ϵ
∫ π

−π

m2(β′+2)|∂4sφs|2ds+ ‘bounded terms’.

For I2 on the other hand, we have

I2 =

∫ π

−π

∂s(m
2(β′+1)∂3sφs)∂

2
s (σθs)ds

=

∫ π

−π

m2(β′+1)∂4sφs∂
2
s (σθs)ds+ 2(β′ + 1)

∫ π

−π

m2(β′+1)m′∂3sφs∂
2
s (σθs)ds.

(4.61)
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The second integral is clearly bounded in terms of Ẽ2(t), while for the first one we have the
estimate∫ π

−π

m2(β′+1)∂4sφs∂
2
s (σθs)ds ≤ ϵ

2

∫ π

−π

m2(β′+2)|∂4sφs|2ds+
1

2ϵ

∫ π

−π

m2β′
|∂2s (σθs)|2ds. (4.62)

This concludes the proof, since the most singular terms from I1 and I2 cancel out.

In order to prove the local existence of solutions to the (ϵ)-system when ϵ > 0, we introduce
an additional δ-dependent regularization such that the resulting (ϵ, δ)-system can be written as
an ODE on an open set of a suitable Banach space. This is accomplished applying a variable-step
convolution operator Aδ to the highest order derivative terms. Then, we can use the abstract
Picard theorem to find a sequence of solutions whose subsequence converges to a solution of the
(ϵ)-system by compactness. The argument is standard, we therefore omit most of the details and
only indicate the differences due to weights (the interpolation inequalities are to be replaced by
their weighted counterparts, cf. [43]).

We first specify the convolution operator Aδ. Let ϕ be a positive, symmetric mollifier, i.e. a
smooth function ϕ : R → R such that

ϕ(α) ≥ 0, ϕ(α) = ϕ(−α), suppϕ ⊆ B1(0),

∫
R
ϕ = 1,

and let η ∈ C∞(T \ {±α∗}) respect both symmetries and be strictly positive on T \ {±α∗} with
first order zeros at ±α∗, i.e. η(±α∗) = 0 but η′(±α∗) ̸= 0. This condition ensures that η ∼ m.
Then, for a sufficiently small δ > 0 and α ̸= ±α∗, we define

ϕδη(α)(α
′) :=

1

δη(α)
ϕ

(
α′

δη(α)

)
. (4.63)

We extend ϕ and η periodically to R and define

Bδf(α) := (ϕδη(α) ∗ f)(α) :=
∫
R
ϕδη(α)(α− α′)f(α′)dα′. (4.64)

The adjoint is

B∗
δf(α

′) :=

∫
R
ϕδη(α)(α− α′)f(α′)dα′, (4.65)

and the convolution operator Aδ is defined as the composition of Bδ and B∗
δ :

Aδf := B∗
δBδf. (4.66)

It is not difficult to see the restriction of Aδ to [−π, π] respects both symmetries and Aδ(f)(π) =
Aδ(f)(−π).

As expected these operators have the smoothing effect away from ±α∗, however they also
respect growth rates as we approach ±α∗. Moreover, for fixed α ̸= ±α∗, the corresponding in-
terval of integration always has positive distance to ±α∗, which makes them well-adapted for
regularization of functions that live in weighted Sobolev spaces Lk

2,γ(T) (in particular those hav-
ing non-integrable singularities). Note that taking a derivative on ϕ results in a factor of size
O((δη)−1), which is why we need η ∼ m. Precise technical results are presented in the Appendix
A.4.

When defining the (ϵ, δ)-system, it will be convenient to introduce an additional variable Φs

which basically satisfies the same evolution equation as φs, the only difference being the convolu-
tion operator applied to the σθs term. More precisely, for ϵ > 0, we consider

(log |zα|)t = Φs,

θt = HΦs +R,
ωt

2
+BR(z, ω)t · zs = ϵm2 Φss,

φst = −Φsφs + θ2t − σθs + ϵ(m2Aδ(Φss))s,

Φst = −Φ2
s + θ2t −Aδ(σθs) + ϵ(m2Aδ(Φss))s,

(4.67)
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where R is defined by (4.57) and φs via (4.8). For the initial data, we take

θ(·, 0) = θ0, log |zα(·, 0)| = log |z0α|, Φs(·, 0) = φs(·, 0) = φ0
s, ω(·, 0) = ω0. (4.68)

When δ = 0, these initial data ensure Φs(·, t) = φs(·, t) and we recover solutions of the (ϵ)-system.

Let B̃k
β,µ(m) for k ≥ 2, denote the Banach space of all (θ, log |zα|, φs,Φs, ω) satisfying the

appropriate symmetry assumptions such that

(θ, log |zα|) ∈ Hk+1
β+k(m)×Hk+1

β′+(k−1)(m),

respectively
(φs,Φs) ∈ Hk

β′+(k−2)(m)×Hk+1
β′+(k−1)(m), ω ∈ H2

β(m).

Let Õk
β,µ be the open set of all elements of B̃k

β,µ(m) which satisfy (4.11)–(4.12).

The results of Section 4.1 readily generalize to the present case. The right-hand side of (4.67)

has values in B̃k
β,µ(m) if the conditions (4.11) on the arc-chord are satisfied. The existence of

ω ∈ Hk+1
β+(k−1)(m) follows from Lemma 4.4. We can then show R ∈ Hk+1

β+k(m) and the same is true

for θt given Φs ∈ Hk+1
β′+(k−1)(m). Moreover, it is not difficult to see that higher-order asymptotic

estimates (of type (4.12)) must hold as well. To control k derivatives of ωt we need control over
k+1 derivative of Φs. In order to show φst ∈ Hk

β′+(k−2)(m), it is enough to control θ ∈ Hk+1
β+k(m).

In particular, there is no need for a convolution operator on the corresponding term. Finally, the
r.h.s. of (4.67) is actually Lipschitz on Õk

β,µ(m). The estimates would be similar to those handling
the difference zt(α)− zt(α

′). We omit the details.

In particular, by the abstract Picard theorem, there exists T ϵ,δ > 0 and (zϵ,δ, φϵ,δ
s ,Φϵ,δ

s , ωϵ,δ) ∈
C1([0, T ϵ,δ], Õk

β,µ) solutions of the corresponding initial value problem (4.67)-(4.68). These can be

extended until the solution leaves the open set Õk
β,µ.

Lemma 4.16. Let k ≥ 2 and let ϵ > 0 fixed. Then, there exists T ϵ > 0 independent of δ such
that (zϵ,δ, φϵ,δ

s ,Φϵ,δ
s , ωϵ,δ) exist on [0, T ϵ] for all small enough δ > 0.

Proof. We claim the time derivative of the extended energy functional

Ẽk(t)
2 := ∥ log |zα|∥2Hk+1

β′+(k−1)

+ ∥θ∥2
Hk+1

β+k

+ ∥Φs∥2Hk+1

β′+(k−1)

+ ∥φs∥2Hk
β′+(k−2)

+ ∥ω∥2H2
β
+ ∥z∥2F

satisfies estimate (4.60) uniformly for all δ > 0 (for simplicity, we keep the same notation as in
Lemma 4.15). By integration, we then obtain an upper bound on T ϵ > 0 in terms of Ẽk(0).

Without loss of generality, take k = 2. It is enough to consider terms with ∂2sφs and ∂3sΦs (cf.
the proof of Lemma 4.15). We have

1

2

d

dt
∥∂2sφs∥22,β′ = ϵ

∫ π

−π

m2β′
∂2sφs∂

3
s (m

2Aδ(Φss))ds+ ‘bounded terms’,

where here, and in the sequel we write ’bounded terms’ for all terms which are uniformly bounded
in δ. We denote this integral by I. Since we control two derivatives of σθs, there is no need to
single out the corresponding integral, cf. (4.61). We concentrate on the most singular contribution
to I. Using the results of Lemma A.17 it is not difficult to see that

I = ϵ

∫ π

−π

m2(β′+1)∂2sφs∂
3
sA

δ(Φss)ds+ ‘bounded terms’

= ϵ

∫ π

−π

Bδ

(
m2(β′+1) 1

|zα|3
∂αφss

)
∂αBδ(∂

2
αΦss)dα+ ‘bounded terms’.

In particular, we have

|I| ≤ ϵ

N

∫ π

−π

m2(β′+2) 1

|zα|4
|∂αBδ(∂

2
αΦss)|2dα+ ‘bounded terms’, (4.69)
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where N ∈ N is a sufficiently high number to be determined later.

When estimating the time derivative of ∥∂3sΦs∥22,β′+1 there are two terms I1 and I2 that we
need to consider, cf. proof of Lemma 4.15. We have

I1 = ϵ

∫ π

−π

m2(β′+1)∂3sΦs∂
4
s

(
m2Aδ(Φss)

)
ds

= ϵ

∫ π

−π

m2(β′+2)∂3sΦs∂
3
s

(
1

|zα|
B∗

δ∂αBδ(Φss)

)
ds+ ϵ

∫ π

−π

m2(β′+2)∂3sΦs∂
3
sK̃δBδ(Φss)dα+ ‘ok’

= I11 + I12 + ‘bounded’,

where we have used (B∗
δf)

′ = B∗
δf

′ + K̃δf and Lemma A.17. We consider I12 first. Repeatedly
using Lemma A.17 we find

I12 = ϵ

∫ π

−π

m2(β′+2) 1

|zs|3
∂3sΦsK̃δ(∂αBδ(∂

2
αΦss))dα+ ‘bounded terms’

= ϵ

∫ π

−π

K̃∗
δ

(
m2(β′+2) 1

|zs|3
∂3sΦs

)
∂αBδ(∂

2
αΦss)dα+ ‘bounded terms’,

where K̃∗
δ is the adjoint of K̃δ. In particular, absolute value of I12 satisfies estimate (4.69). As

for I11, we have

I11 = ϵ

∫ π

−π

m2(β′+2)∂3sΦs∂
3
s

(
1

|zα|
B∗

δ∂αBδ(Φss)

)
ds

= −ϵ
∫ π

−π

∂αBδ

(
m2(β′+2) 1

|zα|4
∂2αΦss

)
∂αBδ(∂

2
αΦss)dα+ J + ‘bounded terms’,

where J is the sum of different terms, all of the same order as I12, which arise as errors when we
interchange a derivative with Bδ or B∗

δ . In particular, each of these terms satisfies estimate (4.69).
In the remainder of the proof, we always group all such terms under the name J , however their
number might change from line to line. Using that we control an additional derivative whenever
we have a commutator with any of these convolution operators, e.g.

∂α
[
Bδ, m

2(β′+2)/|zα|4
]
(∂2αΦss) ∈ L2,−(β′+2)(m),

by Lemma A.17, we conclude

I1 = −ϵ
∫ π

−π

m2(β′+2) 1

|zα|4
|∂αBδ(∂

2
αΦss)|2dα+ J + ‘bounded terms’.

Finally, the remaining term reads

I2 =−
∫ π

−π

m2(β′+1)∂3sΦs∂
3
sA

δ(σθs)ds

=

∫ π

−π

∂αBδ

(
m2(β′+1) 1

|zα|4
∂2αΦss

)
∂2αBδ(σθs)dα+ ‘bounded terms’.

Again, we have
∂α
[
Bδ, m

2(β′+1)/|zα|2
]
(∂2αΦss) ∈ L2,−β′(m)

and we can conclude the argument as in Lemma 4.15.

Piecing everything together we find

I + I1 + I2 ≤ −ϵ
∫ π

−π

m2(β′+2) 1

|zα|4
|∂αBδ(∂

2
αΦss)|2dα+ J + ‘bounded terms’

where

|J | ≤ nϵ

N

∫ π

−π

m2(β′+2) 1

|zα|4
|∂αBδ(∂

2
αΦss)|2dα

for some n ∈ N. In particular, choosing N ≥ n, we conclude that I+ I1+ I2 are bounded in terms
of Ẽ2(t) and estimate (4.60) follows.

46



4.4 Existence of solutions to the original system

In the previous section, we have shown how to construct (zϵ, ωϵ) a solution of the (ϵ)-system to
the initial data (4.59). It remains to show these solutions actually exist on some common time
interval for all ϵ ≥ 0. In order to do so, we consider the natural generalization Ek,ϵ(t) of the energy
functional Ek(t) to the (ϵ)-system which involves

Ek
h,ϵ(t)

2 := ϵ
(
∥∂k+1

s φs∥22,β′+(k−1) + ∥∂k+1
s log |zα|∥22,β′+(k−1)

)
+ Ek

h(t)
2, k ≥ 2,

with Ek
h(t) as in (4.48).

Let us specialize to the case k = 2. To prove the estimate σt = O(mµ+1), we require ωtt ∈
H2

β(m) (cf. Lemma 4.13), which in turn depends on ϵ2∂5sφs and we only control ∂3sφs. We
therefore mollify the original initial data, solve the corresponding initial value problem for a
sufficiently high k, then prove an a-priori estimate for a higher order energy functional E2,ϵ(t)
which satisfies E2,ϵ(0) ≲ E2(0) uniformly in ϵ, with E2,ϵ(0) corresponding to the mollified initial
data and E2(0) to the original initial data. We set

E2,ϵ(t)
2 = El(t)

2 +

4∑
i=2

(
√
ϵ)(i−2)Ei

h,ϵ(t)
2.

It is not difficult to see this scales correctly if we take ϵ1/4 as the mollification parameter, i.e. we
mollify using Bϵ1/4 , see Appendix A.4 and (4.64). Finally, as noted in the previous paragraph, we
also need to mollify the initial data, part of which does not belong to the family Lk

2,γ(m) we used
in Lemma A.17, Appendix A.4. However, it is not difficult to adapt its proof to see that Bϵ1/4 is
bounded on Hk

γ (m) as well. We are now ready to prove:

Lemma 4.17. Let k = 2 and let (z0, ω0) ∈ Bk
β,µ(m) be the initial data to the system of equations

(4.1) as in Theorem 4.1. Let furthermore (zϵ, ωϵ) be the solution of the (ϵ)-system (4.56) with
k = 4 and mollified initial data (z0,ϵ, ω0,ϵ), which written out read

(Bϵ1/4(θ
0
s), Bϵ1/4(log |z0α|), Bϵ1/4(ω

0)).

Then, there exists a time T > 0, independent of ϵ, such that (zϵ, ωϵ) exist on [0, T ] for all small
ϵ > 0.

Proof of Lemma 4.17. We need to show the inequality (4.49) from Lemma 4.14 holds for E2,ϵ(t).
Note that E2,ϵ(0) ≲ E2(0) as required. Consider the time derivative of E2

h,ϵ(t)
2. We claim it can

be estimated in terms of E2
h,ϵ(t)

2 +El(t)
2, except for the term requiring σt = O(mµ+1), for which

we need higher order Ei
h,ϵ(t) as noted above. Indeed, the time derivative of ϵ∥∂3sφs∥22,β′+1 can be

estimated as in the proof of Lemma 4.15. The extra ϵ removes the 1/ϵ from the r.h.s. of (4.62).
On the other hand, to estimate the term with

√
σ ∂3sθ we proceed as in Lemma 4.14, where the

most singular term will be canceled by the corresponding term from Λ1/2(∂2sφs).

It remains to consider
d

dt
∥Λ1/2(mλ∂2sφs)∥22,β′−λ+1/2.

Let us consider the ‘viscosity’ term from ∂2sφst first. We have

mλ∂3s (m
2φss) = ∂α(g2∂α(m

λ∂2sφs)) + g1∂α(m
λ∂2sφs) + L1

2,(β′−λ)+1(m), (4.70)

where gi = O(mi), g′i = O(mi−1) for i = 1, 2. Using that

∂s(m
λ∂2sφs) ∈ L2,(β′−λ)+1(m),

it is not difficult to adapt the proof of Lemma A.11 to conclude

Λ1/2
(
g1∂α(m

λ∂2sφs)
)
= g1∂αΛ

1/2(mλ∂2sφs) ∈ L2,(β′−λ)+1/2(m),
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hence an integration by parts shows the corresponding term satifies the required estimate. Note
that we use the control over ∂3sφs in order to estimate derivatives of the lower order terms in
(4.70).

In particular, it remains to consider the most singular term

I1 = ϵ

∫ π

−π

m2(β′−λ)+1Λ1/2(mλ∂2sφs)Λ
1/2(∂α(g2∂α(m

λ∂2sφs)))dα

= ϵ

∫ π

−π

m2(β′−λ)+1Λ1/2(mλ∂2sφs)∂α

(
[Λ1/2, g2]∂α(m

λ∂2sφs) + g2∂αΛ
1/2(mλ∂2sφs)

)
dα.

Note that

∂α

(
[Λ1/2, g2]∂α(m

λ∂2sφs)
)
= −1

2
∂αg2 ∂αΛ

1/2(mλ∂2sφs) + L2,(β′−λ)+1/2(m),

where we have used g′′2 = O(1). In particular, we have

I1 = ϵ

∫ π

−π

m2(β′−λ)+1Λ1/2(mλ∂2sφs)
(1
2
∂αg2∂αΛ

1/2(mλ∂2sφs) + g2∂
2
αΛ

1/2(mλ∂2sφs)
)
dα+ ’ok’

=− ϵ

∫ π

−π

m2(β′−λ)+1g2|∂αΛ1/2(mλ∂2sφs)|2dα+ ‘bounded terms’

where we have repeatedly integrated by parts. Since we actually have g2 = m2/|zα|2, the claim
follows.

Compared to the proof of Lemma 4.14, there is one more interesting term. There, we used
that ∂2s (σθs) = σ∂3sθ+L1

2,β+1(m), which relies on the control of ∂3sσ. However, for the (ϵ)-system
(4.56), the equivalent of Lemma 4.8 implies

σss = ϵH(∂2s (m
2φss)) + L1

2,β+1(m).

We can further rewrite this as in (4.70), which amounts to estimating

I2 = −ϵ
∫ π

−π

m2(β′−λ)+1Λ1/2(mλ∂2sφs)Λ
1/2
(
mλθsH(m2−λ∂α(m

λ∂2sφs))
)
dα

= −ϵ
∫ π

−π

m2(β′−λ)+1θsH∂α(m
λ∂2sφs)m

λH(m2−λ∂α(m
λ∂2sφs))dα+ ‘bounded terms’.

An appropriate commutator of the type considered in Lemma A.7 implies everything is controlled
by ϵ∥∂3sφs∥22,β′+1. Higher order Ei

h,ϵ follow analogously. We omit further details.

5 The local existence theorem domain with corner

In this section, we indicate how to modify the argument in Sections 3 and 4 in order to prove
the local existence theorem when outward cusps are replaced by corners of opening 2ν > 0. As it
turns out, the estimates simplify considerably.

As in Section 4, we consider the system of evolution equations (4.1) for (log |zα|, θ, ω) under
the same symmetry assumptions. The tangent angle θ still satisfies (2.10), that is

θ(α, t) = π − θ(−α, t), θ(α∗ − α, t) = −θ(α∗ + α, t),

however it is not continuous at ±α∗; at α = α∗ it has a jump of size 2ν(t) ∈ (0, π2 ), i.e.

lim
α↗α∗

θ(α, t) = −ν(t), lim
α↘α∗

θ(α, t) = ν(t)

and the size of the jump at α = −α∗ is determined by symmetry. The length |zα| of the tangent
vector is well-behaved throughout (it is even w.r.t. both axis and therefore continuous). Again, we

48



recover the parametrization of the interface from (θ, log |zα|) via integration with fixed integration
constant

z(α∗, t) = 0

i.e. via (4.2)–(4.3).

Let 0 < β + 1
2 < 1. Under current symmetry assumptions, we say that (z(·, t), ω(·, t)) belong

to the Banach space Bk
β(m) with k ≥ 2, if

θ(·, t) ∈ Hk+1
β+k(m), log |zα(·, t)| ∈ Hk

β+(k−1)(m), (5.1)

respectively

ω(·, t) ∈ Lk+3/2
β+k−1/2(m) (5.2)

with the weight function defined as in Section 4. As the interface is only piecewise smooth, recall
that e.g. H1

β(m) is embedded in the space of piecewise continuous functions only, cf. Section 2.2.
For instance, by Hardy inequalities, we have

θ(α, t)∓ ν(t) =

∫ α

α∗

θs(α
′, t)dsα′ ∈ Lk+1

2,β+k(m), α ≷ α∗.

Note also how we assume ωs(α∗, t) = 0 in addition to ω(α∗, t) = 0. As we will see in Lemma 5.4
further down, this assumption is important when taking derivatives of the Birkhoff-Rott integral
in this setting.

The parametrization is assumed to satisfy the following version of the arc-chord condition:

∥z∥F := Fr(z) + sup
α∈Br(α∗)

1

|z1α(α, t)|
+ sup

α∈Br(α∗)

1

|z2α(α, t)|
<∞ (5.3)

for some small r > 0, with Fr(z) as in (2.5). We also assume that the normal component of the
pressure gradient σ = ∂nP satisfies the following version of the Rayleigh-Taylor condition:

infm(·)−1σ(·, t) > 0. (5.4)

Remark 5.1. As we will see in Lemma 5.6 below, under current assumptions the opening angle
ν must change with time and the Rayleigh-Taylor condition (5.4) is satisfied provided certain
continuous linear functional b does not vanish. In fact, both the value of θt at the singular points
and the lower bound in (5.4) are directly proportional to b. More precisely, we have

b(t) :=
1

2πi
p.v.

∫ π

−π

ω(α′, t)
1

z(α′, t)2
dsα′ ̸= 0 (5.5)

(i.e. b ≡ b1(ω) is the second moment of ω in the sense of definition (3.11)), where by symmetry we
have ℑb(t) = 0. It is not difficult to choose a set of initial (ω, z) such that ℜb(0) ̸= 0. In fact, using
symmetry and an appropriate cut-off it is enough to specify the upper part of Γ in the vicinity
of the singular point, i.e. Γ+ (as defined in (2.18)) and then prescribe ω on Γ+ ∩ {0 < x < 2δ}.
Then taking e.g. ω(x, 0) = x2 and z(x, 0) = x+ iax with constant a > 0, it is not difficult to see
the corresponding integral over say (0, δ) is strictly positive.

Theorem 5.2. Let k ≥ 2 and let (z0, ω0) ∈ Ok
β(m), where Ok

β(m) ⊆ Bk
β(m) is the open set defined

via (5.5), the arc-chord condition (5.3) and

2ν(t) ∈
(
0,
π

2

)
, max

{
3− π

2ν(t)
, 3− 2

π

2ν(t)

}
< β +

1

2
, β +

1

2
̸= 2− π

2ν(t)
, (5.6)

where we have set 2ν(t) = π−2ν(t). Then, there exists a time T > 0 and (z, ω) ∈ C([0, T ],Ok
β(m))∩

C1([0, T ],Ok−1
β (m)) solution of (4.1) up to time T such that z(·, 0) = z0 and ω(·, 0) = ω0.

We first give some general properties of the Birkhoff-Rott integral when cusps (ν = 0) are
replaced by corners (ν > 0). These correspond to results of Section 3.1.
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Lemma 5.3. Let 0 < β + 1/2 < 1. Then, we have

BR(z, ·)∗ : L2,β(m) → L2,β(m)

and the same is true for BR(z, ·)∗zs. In particular, the conclusions of Corollary 3.2 remain true.
In addition, we have

f ∈ L2,β(m) ⇒ BR(z, f)∗izs −Hf ∈ Lk−1
2,β+(k−1)(m), (5.7)

where k ≥ 2 is as in the regularity assumptions (5.1) for the parametrization of the interface. In
other words, we have

BR(z, f) · zs ∈ Lk−1
2,β+(k−1)(m), BR(z, f) · z⊥s −Hf ∈ Lk−1

2,β+(k−1)(m).

and conclusions of Lemmas 3.5–3.6 remain true.

Proof. As before, we pass to the graph parametrization x ± iκ(x, t) in the neighborhood of the
origin, where now

∂xκ(x, t) = tan θ(x, t), ∂xκ(x, t) = ± tan ν(t) +O(|x|λ), x ≷ 0,

with λ = 1− (β + 1/2). By integration, we then have

κ(x, t) = tan ν(t)|x|+O(|x|1+λ), |x| < 2δ.

In particular, in a sufficiently small neighborhood of the origin, we have

∂xκ(x, t) ∼ sign(x) tan ν(t), κ(x, t) ∼ |x| tan ν(t). (5.8)

Assume f ∈ L2,β(m). We claim that BR(z, f)∗ ∈ L2,β(m). The proof is completely analogous to
the proof of Lemma 3.1. Keeping the same notation, for a given z = z+ ∈ Γ+ the only difference
is the region q = q− ∈ Γ− with u ∈ Ic(x). In fact, we have

z′+
z+ − q−

= s(x, u) + r(x, u), s(x, u) =
1

(x− u) + iρ(u)
, r(x, u) = O(x−1)

(cf. (3.8) and recall the notation ρ(x) = 2κ(x, t)). However, using (5.8), we see that

s(x, u) = O(x−1), x ∈ Iδ, u ∈ Ic(x).

In particular, the corresponding integral is bounded in L2,β(m) by Hardy’s inequality. Moreover,
we now have

∂xs(x, u) = O(x−2), ∂xr(x, u) = O(x−2), x ∈ Iδ, u ∈ Ic(x),

(Lemma A.2 can be easily adapted to the present case) and we therefore lose O(m) when we put
a derivative on the kernel of BR(z, f)∗izs−Hf . In particular, assuming for simplicity k = 2, it is
not difficults to see that BR(z, f)∗izs −Hf ∈ L1

2,β+1(m) (more details can be found in the first
part of the proof of Lemma 3.5 up to equation (3.17); it applies word-for-word to the present case
and can easily be generalized to higher k). In particular, the conclusions of Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6
are an easy consequence of (5.7) combined with Lemmas A.6 and A.7 from the Appendix.

Lemma 5.4. Let 0 < β + 1/2 < 1. In general, when f ∈ H1
β(m), we only have

BR(z, f)∗ ∈ L1
2,β+1(m).

However, when f ∈ L1
2,β(m) we have

BR−1(z, f)
∗ ∈ L1

2,β(m), BR(z, f)∗ ∈ H1
β(m)

and, more generally, we have BR−n(z, f)
∗ ∈ Ln

2,β(m) provided f ∈ Ln
2,β(m) where

∂sBR−n(z, f)
∗ = zsBR−n+1(z,Dsf)

∗, n ≥ 1.

Similarly, when f ∈ Ln
2,β+n(m), we have BR(z, f)∗ ∈ Ln

2,β+n(m).
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Proof. Integration by parts gives

BR(z, f)∗s = zsBR(z,Dsf)
∗ +

zs(α)

2πiz(α)

(
f(−α−

∗ )

zs(−α−
∗ )

− f(α+
∗ )

zs(α
+
∗ )

+
f(α−

∗ )

zs(α
−
∗ )

− f(−α+
∗ )

zs(−α+
∗ )

)
,

where we have used the notation f(α−
∗ ) := limα↗α∗ f(α) resp. f(α

+
∗ ) := limα↘α∗ f(α) etc.

Assume e.g. that f is odd w.r.t. x-axis. Then, we have( f(−α−
∗ )

zs(−α−
∗ )

− f(α+
∗ )

zs(α
+
∗ )

)
+
( f(α−

∗ )

zs(α
−
∗ )

− f(−α+
∗ )

zs(−α+
∗ )

)
= 2i(f(α+

∗ ) + f(α−
∗ )) sin ν

where we have used that
zs(−α±

∗ ) = −e±iν , zs(α
±
∗ ) = e±iν .

In particular, the remaining term vanishes if and only if f(α+
∗ ) + f(α−

∗ ) = 0 or ν = 0.

In particular, when f ∈ L1
2,β(m), boundary terms coming from the integration limits vanish

regardless of any symmetry assumptions as f = O(m1−(β+1/2)). The same is true when f ∈
L1
2,β+1(m), since a correction (cf. equation (3.14)) is necessary when integrating by parts and

zf ∈ L1
2,β(m).

Remark 5.5. Assume ω ∈ H2
β,0(m). Then, using symmetry and the proof of Lemma 5.4, it is

not difficult to see that

BR(z, ω)∗ss = 4ωs(α∗) sin 2ν
z2s
2πz

+ L2,β(m),

which without further cancellations only implies θts ∈ L2,β+1(m). This is why the additional
assumption ωs(α∗) = 0 (i.e. ω ∈ L2

2,β(m)) is necessary.

The results of Section 4.1 can be summarized in the following lemma:

Lemma 5.6. Let k ≥ 2 and let

∥ω∥Lk+1
2,β+(k−1)

(m) + ∥θ∥Hk+1
β+k(m) + ∥ log |zα|∥Hk

β+k−1(m) + ∥z∥F <∞ (5.9)

Then, we have zt ∈ Hk+1
β+(k−1),0(m) and the relation (4.17) holds. More precisely, we can write

z∗t = −zb+ Lk+1
2,β+(k−1)(m),

where b is the continuous linear functional defined in (5.5). In particular, we have

θt = ℑ(z2s)b+ Lk
2,β+(k−1)(m), φs = −ℜ(z2s)b+ Lk

2,β+(k−1)(m). (5.10)

In other words θt and φs = (log |zα|)t belong to Hk
β+(k−1)(m) and we can write

θts = H(φss) +R, R ∈ Hk
β+k(m). (5.11)

Moreover, there exists a unique ωt ∈ Lk
2,β+(k−2)(m) solution of (4.31), which further implies

σ ∈ Hk+1
β+(k−1),0(m), σ ∼ m,

where the lower bound holds if and only if b ̸= 0. Furthermore, we have φst ∈ Hk
β+(k−1)(m) and

σt = O(m).

Proof. Let k = 2. Since ω ∈ L3
2,β+1(m), we use formula (3.10) to write

z∗t = −b0(ω)− zb1(ω) +BR−2(z, ω)
∗,
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where complex-valued continuous linear functionals bi(ω) have been defined in (3.11). By symme-
try, we have b0(ω) = 0 and b := b1(ω) ∈ R, hence

z∗t = −zb+ L3
2,β+1(m) (5.12)

as required. Since z∗tszs = φs − iθt, we have

θt = ℑ(z2s)b+ L2
2,β+1(m), φs = −ℜ(z2s)b+ L2

2,β+1(m).

In particular, θt has a jump when crossing α = ±α∗ whenever b ̸= 0. On the other hand, formula
(5.11) follows as in the proof of Lemma 4.5 (see also Lemma 5.3).

To find ωt ∈ L2
2,β(m), we need to invert

ωt + 2BR(z, ωt) · zs = F, (5.13)

where recall that F ≡ F (z, ω) is given by F (z, ω) = −2[(BR(z, ω)t −BR(z, ωt)] · zs and that

BR(z, ω)∗t −BR(z, ωt)
∗ = [zt, BR(z, ·)∗]Dsω − iBR(z, ωθt)

∗

cf. (4.27). We claim that
F = cℜ(zsz) + L2

2,β(m). (5.14)

Indeed, since ωθt ∈ L2
2,β(m) we can write

−izsBR(z, ωθt)∗ = izzsb1(ωθt) + zsBR−2(z, ωθt)
∗zs

= −zzsℑb1(ωθt) + L2
2,β(m)

(5.15)

(the first-order correction term b0(ωθt) and the real part of b1(ωθt) vanish by symmetry since ωθt
is even w.r.t. both axes). As for the commutator, we have

BR(z,Dsω)
∗ = −b0(Dsω) +BR−1(z,Dsω)

∗,

respectively

BR(z, ztDsω)
∗ = −b0(ztDsω)− zb1(ztDsω) +BR−2(z, ztDsω)

∗,

where by symmetry we have b0(ztDsω) = 0 and ℑb1(ztDsω) = 0 (recall that the real part of
ztDsω is odd, while the imaginary is even w.r.t. both axis). In particular, using (5.12) and the
fact that b = b1(ω) = b0(Dsω), we obtain

zs[zt, BR(z, ·)∗]Dsω = z∗zs|b1(ω)|2 + zzsb1(ztDsω) + L2
2,β(m), (5.16)

since ω ∈ L3
2,β+1(m). Taking the real part of (5.15) resp. (5.16), we obtain

F

2
= ℜ(zsz)(ℑb1(ωθt)−ℜb1(ztDsω))− z · zs|b1(ω)|2 + L2

2,β(m).

Since

zsz = (z · zs)z2s + (z · z⊥s )iz2s , zsz
∗ = z · zs − iz · z⊥s , z · z⊥s ∈ L2

2,β(m) (5.17)

we can further write

z · zs = ℜ(zsz)
1

cos 2ν
+

z · zs
cos 2ν

(cos 2ν −ℜ(z2s)) + L2
2,β(m). (5.18)

Noting that ℜ(z2s) is continuous with value cos 2ν at α = ±α∗, we conclude that

c

2
= ℑb1(ωθt)−ℜb1(ztDsω)−

1

cos 2ν
b2
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In particular, by Theorem 6.7 below, there exists ωt ∈ L2,β−2(m) a unique solution of (5.13).
Moreover, we must have

−ℜb1(ωt) =
c

2
(5.19)

(this follows from (5.13), since BR(z, ωt) ·zs = −ℜ(zzs)b1(ωt)+L2,β−2(m)). In order to construct
derivatives of ωt, we rewrite the equation (5.13) as

ωt = F (z, ω)−BR(z, ωt) · zs

and we claim that the r.h.s. belongs to L1
2,β−1(m), where we can estimate the corresponding norm

in terms of L2,β−2(m)-norm of ωt and (5.9). In fact, it is enough to show

∂s(BR(z, ωt) · zs) = −ℜ(z2sb1(ωt)) + L2,β−1(m). (5.20)

Then, we can conclude that ωts exists and belongs to L2,β−1(m) by (5.14) and (5.19). The claim
(5.20) basically follows from Lemma 5.3, however some care is nedeed in order to isolate the
constant term. In fact, writing as usual BR(z, ωt)

∗ = −b0(ωt) − zb1(ωt) + BR−2(z, ωt)
∗, then

using the definition of BR−2(z, ωt)
∗, we can write

BR−2(z, ωt)
∗zs = −iz2

(
BR

(
z,
ωt

z2

)∗
izs −H

(ωt

z2

))
− i
(
z2H

(ωt

z2

)
−Hωt

)
− iHωt.

Taking the real part, the pure Hilbert transform term vanishes, while the terms in brackets belong
to L1

2,β−1(m) by Lemmas 5.3 and A.7 (cf. Appendix) respectively. In particular, we have ωt ∈
L1
2,β−1(m).

It remains to construct ωtss. Unfortunately, we cannot use Lemma 5.3 directly once again.
However, as we now have ωts, we can integrate by parts to conclude that actually

∂s(BR(z, ωt) · zs) = BR(z, ωt)s · zs + θsBR(z, ωt) · z⊥s , BR(z, ωt)
∗
s = zsBR(z,Dsωt)

∗

and that we can write
ωts − 2BR(z, ωts) · zs = Fs − F1,

where
F1 := 2(∂s(BR(z, ωt) · zs)−BR(z, ωts) · zs)

If ∂sF1 ∈ L2,β(m), then we can proceed as in the construction of ωts to show that ωtss ∈ L2,β(m)
exists. Indeed, let F1 = I1 + I2, with I1, I2 as in (4.34). We have

I1 =ℜ
(

1

2πi

∫ π

−π

(
zs(α)

zs(α′)
+ 1

)
ωts(α

′)

(
zs(α)

z(α)− z(α′)
− 1

α− α′

)
dsα′

)
+

1

2π

∫ π

−π

ℑ
(
zs(α)

zs(α′)
+ 1

)
ωts(α

′)

α− α′ dsα′ ,

where we can put a derivative on the kernel of the first term to conclude L2,β(m) provided
ωts ∈ L2,β−1(m). Similarly, the derivative of the second term belongs to L2,β(m). In fact, the
only problematic region is α ∼ α′, but there

ℑ
(
zs(α)

zs(α′)
+ 1

)
= ℑ(zs(α)z∗s (α′)) = ℑ((zs(α)− zs(α

′))z∗s (α
′))

= θα(α
′)(α− α′) +O(m(α)−(λ+2)|α− α′|2)

where λ = 1 − (β + 1/2) and we are finished. As for I2, we have zsDsωt − ωts = −iωtθs ∈
L1
2,β−λ(m) ⊆ L1

2,β(m), hence ∂sI2 ∈ L1
2,β(m). In particular, we have Fs −F1 ∈ L1

2,β(m). We omit
further details.

Once ωt ∈ L2
2,β(m) has been constructed, it is not difficult to see that σ ∈ H2

β,0(m); in fact
combining equation (2.14) with (4.27) and (4.37), then taking the negative of the imaginary part
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of (5.15) resp. (5.16) we conclude

σ = ℑ(zsz) (ℜb1(ωt) + ℑb1(ωθt)−ℜb1(ztDsω))− z · z⊥s b2 + L2
2,β(m)

= b2
(

1

cos 2ν
ℑ(zsz)− z · z⊥s

)
+ L2

2,β(m)

= b2 z · zs
ℑ(z2s)
cos 2ν

+ b2z · z⊥s
(
ℜ(z2s)
cos 2ν

− 1

)
+ L2

2,β(m)

(5.21)

In particular, we have

σ = b2 z · zs
ℑ(z2s)
cos 2ν

+O(m1+λ), λ = 1− (β + 1/2).

In order to show ∂3sσ ∈ L2,β+1(m), we can proceed as in Lemma 4.8. We omit the details.

Moreover, it is a matter of straightforward calculation to show that φst ∈ H2
β+1(m) holds

(recall that the time derivative of φs is given by (4.10)).

It remains to show that
σt = O(m). (5.22)

First note that
ztt = σz⊥s ∈ H3

β+1,0(m), θtt = σs − 2φsθt ∈ H2
β+1(m).

(cf. proof of Lemma 4.10 for the details on the derivation of the formulas). In these formulas,
using the equation for σ, it is not difficult to see that we can write

ztt = izb2
ℑ(z2s)
cos 2ν

+ L2
2,β(m). (5.23)

If we can show the following version of the auxiliary Lemma 4.11

[BR(z, ω)∗tt −BR(z, ωt)
∗
t ] = O(m), (5.24)

with the tangential component continuous and of the form

[BR(z, ω)∗tt −BR(z, ωt)
∗
t ] · zs = cℜ(zsz) + L1

2,β−1(m) (5.25)

for some c ∈ R, Theorem 6.7 and Lemma 5.3 imply there exists ωtt ∈ L1
2,β−1(m), a solution of

ωtt + 2BR(z, ωtt) · zs = G,

where

G = −2[(BR(z, ωt) · zs)t −BR(z, ωtt) · zs] + Ft

= −2θtσ + ωθ2t − 2[BR(z, ωt)t −BR(z, ωtt)] · zs − 2[BR(z, ω)t −BR(z, ωt)]t · zs
= cℜ(zsz) + L1

2,β−1(m)

(5.26)

for some (possibly different) c ∈ R (cf. proof of Lemma 4.12 and the construction of ωt and its
derivatives).

Once ωtt ∈ L1
2,β−1(m) has been constructed, the estimate (5.22) follows combining the proof

of Lemma 4.13 with the estimate (5.24), then using the formula (3.10) together with symmetry
assumptions on BR(z, ωtt)

∗. Note that any function that belongs to L1
2,β−1(m) must be O(m1+λ).

We omit further details.

Finally, let us give some details on (5.24) and (5.25). Writing the left hand-side of (5.24) as
in the proof of Lemma 4.11, it is not difficult to see that

BR(z, ω)∗tt −BR(z, ωt)
∗
t = zttBR(z,Dsω)

∗ + c1z
∗ + c2z + L1

2,β−1(m).

In particular, the estimate (5.24) is straightforward. As for the estimate (5.25), we proceed as in
the proof of (5.14) to conclude

[BR(z, ω)∗tt −BR(z, ωt)
∗
t ] · zs = −ℜ(izzs)b3

ℑ(z2s)
cos 2ν

+ cℜ(z2s) + L1
2,β−1(m),
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for some c ∈ R, where we have used (5.23). However, using (5.17) and (5.18) we see that actually

−ℜ(izzs)
ℑ(z2s)
cos 2ν

= ℜ(zsz)(tan 2ν)2 + L1
2,β−1(m)

and we are finished.

The lower-order contributions to the energy now read

El(t)
2 := ∥θ∥2H2

β+1(m) + ∥ log |zα|∥2H1
β(m) + ∥ω∥2L2

2,β(m) + ∥z∥2F ,

with the higher order contributions being given by

Ek
h(t)

2 :=∥
√
σ∂k+1

s θ∥22,β+(k−1/2) + ∥Λ1/2(mλ+(k−1)∂ksφs)∥22,β−λ+(k−1/2)

+ ∥∂ksφs∥22,β+(k−1) + ∥∂ks log |zα|∥22,β+(k−1),

and λ chosen in such a way that −1/2 < (β − λ) + 1/2 < 0.

Given a sufficiently regular solution (z, ω) of (4.1) such that (5.6) is satisfied, the energy
functional defined as

Ek(t)
2 = El(t)

2 +

k∑
i=2

Ei
h(t)

2, k ≥ 2.

satisfies an a-priori energy estimate of the type (4.49). The proof is very similar to the proof of
Lemma 4.14. Note that the analog of Lemma 4.4 holds as well, i.e. we can replace the norm of
∂ksωs by the norm of the corresponding ∂ksφs. The regularization of the evolution equations and
the existence of solutions follow as in Sections 4.3 and 4.4. We omit further details.

6 The inverse operator

In this section, we consider the invertibility properties of the singular integral operators

ϕ 7→ ϕ± 2BR(z, ϕ) · zs (6.1)

in various weighted Sobolev spaces when the interface has cusps or corners. These correspond
to solving the interior respectively exterior Neumann problem in Ω. Indeed, let us introduce the
notation

Sϕ := 2BR(z, ϕ) · zs
and let V ϕ be the single-layer potential

V ϕ(z) :=
1

π

∫
Γ

ϕ(α) log |z − z(α)|−1dsα, z ∈ R2 \ Γ.

It is known that V ϕ is continuous when crossing the boundary, while its normal derivative exhibits
a jump. More precisely, for z ∈ Γ \ {z∗} we have

(I ± S)ϕ = ±∂n±V ϕ,

where ∂n± denotes the normal derivative of V ϕ approaching Γ from the interior of Ω or, re-
spectively, of its complement Ωc, with the unit normal vector chosen to be inward directed. In
particular, we have

∂n+V ϕ− ∂n−V ϕ = 2ϕ.
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6.1 Domain with a cusp singularity

The invertibility properties of operators (6.1) associated to a bounded, connected domain with
exterior (or interior) cusp can be found in [39]. No symmetry assumptions are made and, using
conformal maps, the operators (6.1) are shown to be one-to-one and onto from Lp,γ+1(m) to a
strictly smaller subspace of Lp,γ+1(m), where the operator S is to be replaced by the correction

S+1ϕ := 2BR+1(z, ϕ) · zs.

To get some intuition about what the additional restrictions on the image look like see Lemma
3.8. For the necessary modifications to the conformal maps in the present setting (i.e. when Ω is
a union of two domains each with an outward cusp smoothly connected through the common tip)
see [19], where the operator, corresponding to the exterior Neumann problem here, is inverted on
the subspace of Lp,γ(m)-functions which are even with respect to the x-axis. Here, although not
in full generality, we extend these results to H1

γ+k(m) where k = 0, 1, 2. More precisely, we have:

Theorem 6.1. Let 0 < γ + 1/2 < 1 where γ + 1/2 ̸= µ. Let c ∈ R and let ψ ∈ L1
2,γ(m) odd

or ψ ∈ H1
γ(m) even with respect to both axes. Then, there exists a unique ϕ ∈ L1

2,γ(m) odd
respectively ϕ ∈ H1

γ(m) even with respect to both axes, solution of the interior resp. exterior
Neumann problem, that is

(I ± S)ϕ = ψ.

Similarly, given ψ ∈ L1
2,γ+k(m) odd/even with respect to the x-axis with k = 1, 2, there exists a

unique ϕ ∈ L1
2,γ+k(m) of the same parity, solution of (I ± S)ϕ = ψ, where the operator S is to be

replaced by S+1, when k = 2. As long as it makes sense (i.e. for k = 0, 1), we assume
∫
Γ
ψds = 0.

All the conclusions (under the corresponding assumptions) remain true if ψ ∈ L2,γ+k−1(m)
(instead of L1

2,γ+k(m)) and if ψ ∈ R⊕ L2,γ−1(m) (instead of H1
γ(m)).

For brevity, we omit most of the details of the proof and refer the reader to [39] (see also
[19]) instead. The uniqueness part is a consequence of the following Proposition, which we state
without proof:

Proposition 6.2. Let 0 < γ + 1/2 < 1. Then, the operators I ± S are injective on L2,γ(m).
Similarly, I ± S+1 are injective on L2,γ+1(m).

Sketch of the proof of Theorem 6.1. The existence (and continuity of the inverse) part is based on
the construction of suitable harmonic functions on Ω respectively Ωc. More precisely, for say the
exterior Neumann problem, we construct ui, ue such that ue is harmonic at infinity and such that{

∆ue = 0 in Ωc

∂nu
e = ψ on Γ \ {z∗}

{
∆ui = 0 in Ω

ui = ue on Γ \ {z∗}

By considering complex conjugates, it is enough to solve the corresponding Dirichlet problem.
The details of the construction can be found in Propositions 6.3 and 6.6 below. Once ui and ue

have been constructed, we set

ϕ :=
1

2
(ψ + ∂nu

i)

and consider the harmonic mapping in R2 \ Γ defined via V ϕ− ue in Ωc respectively V ϕ− ui in
Ω. This mapping can be harmonically extended to all of R2 which proves that

(I − S)ϕ = ψ.

We omit further details.
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6.1.1 Construction of harmonic functions on Ω

Proposition 6.3. Let 0 < γ + 1/2 < 1. Then, for any ϕ ∈ L2
2,γ+k(m) even with respect to the

x-axis with k = 0, 1, 2, there exists a harmonic extension U of ϕ to Ω, i.e. a solution of

∆U = 0, U
∣∣
Γ
= ϕ, (6.2)

such that
∥∂nU∥L1

2,γ+k(m) ≲ ∥ϕ∥L2
2,γ+k(m). (6.3)

Before we prove Proposition 6.3, we define diffeomorphisms which map the connected compo-
nents Ω± := Ω ∩ R2

± of Ω to the unbounded strip-like domain G, on which we subsequently solve
the resulting elliptic problem (cf. [40]). More precisely, we construct

H−1
± : Ω± → G,

where G ∩ R2
− is of class C3,λ for some λ ∈ (0, 1) and

G ∩ R2
+ = {x̃+ iỹ : x̃ > 0, |ỹ| < 1/2}.

The same can be accomplished using conformal maps (cf. [39]); first map Ω to a bounded domain
via the mapping z → z−µ, then go over to G (basically) via an exponential map. However, these
are too rigid for our purposes. Higher order boundary regularity requires control over a sufficient
number of derivatives of x−(µ+1)κ(x), which our current regularity assumptions (3.4)-(3.5) do not
provide (in general we do not even have C1,λ-boundary; to see how exactly these conditions come
into play, cf. [19]).

Here, we will only provide details on the construction of H± in the neighborhood of the cusp.
For further details on the construction see e.g. [40]. So, by possibly making δ smaller, we may
assume the interface can be parametrized as (x,±κ(x)) for |x| < 4δ. We concentrate on the left
connected component Ω− and drop the subscript −. Let

Ωδ := {(x, y) ∈ R2 : −δ < x < 0, |y| < κ(x)}.

On Ω2δ, we define

h−1(x) :=

∫ x

−2δ

ds

ρ(s)
, h−1

2 (x, y) :=
y

ρ(x)

and we set
H−1(x, y) := (h−1(x), h−1

2 (x, y)), (x, y) ∈ Ωδ.

More on the properties of the mapping h−1 and its inverse can be found in the Appendix following
definition (A.9) (where it is defined for the right connected component Ω+).

It is a matter of straightforward calculation to see that under diffeomorphisms the Laplace
operator transforms as

(∆U) ◦H ⇒ div(A∇(U ◦H)),

where

A ◦H−1 =
1

|detDH−1|
DH−1(DH−1)T

is symmetric and positive definite. In fact, on Ωδ we have

DH−1(x, y) =
1

ρ(x)

(
1 0

−ρ′(x)
ρ(x) y 1

)
, DH−1 ◦H(x̃, ỹ) =

1

h′(x̃)

(
1 0

−h′′(x̃)
h′(x̃) ỹ 1

)

and therefore

A(x̃, ỹ) = I +
h′′(x̃)

h′(x̃)
ỹ

(
0 −1

−1 h′′(x̃)
h′(x̃) ỹ

)
,
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where I is the identity matrix and the eigenvalues read

λ±(X(x̃, ỹ)) =

(
X(x̃, ỹ)

2
±
√
X(x̃, ỹ)2

4
+ 1

)2

, X(x̃, ỹ) :=
h′′(x̃)

h′(x̃)
ỹ.

Since |X(x̃, ỹ)| = |ρ′(h(x̃))ỹ| ≤ X0 := 1
2 |ρ

′(−δ)|, we have

λ−(X0)|u|2 ≤ ⟨u,Au⟩ ≤ λ+(X0)|u|2

for any vector field u on Ωδ.

Variational solutions on G

We look for weak solutions of the elliptic equation

−div(A∇u) = f in G
u = 0 on ∂G

(6.4)

in suitable weighted Sobolev spaces. Let x̃0 ≥ 1 be fixed and let m̃ be a smooth function on R
such that

m̃(x̃) = 1 + x̃0, x̃ ≤ x̃0, m̃(x̃) = 1 + x̃, x̃ ≥ 2x̃0

and such that
m̃(x̃0) ≤ m̃(x̃), |m̃′(x̃)| ≤ c, ∀x̃ ∈ R

where c > 0 is some absolute constant independent of x̃0. We set

m̃(x̃, ỹ) := m̃(x̃), ∀(x̃, ỹ) ∈ G,

where we abuse the notation and use m̃ to denote the resulting weight function on G as well. Let

u ∈ H1,γ(G) :⇔ m̃γu ∈ H1(G), γ ∈ R

and let H1,γ
0 (G) denote the closure of C∞

c (G) in H1,γ(G). Then, it is not difficult to see that the
Poincare inequality holds on H1,γ

0 (G). More precisely, we have

∥ũ∥L2(G) ≲ ∥∇ũ∥L2(G), ∀u ∈ H1,γ
0 (G), (6.5)

where we have set ũ := m̃γu and the constant can be controlled in terms of ỹ0 := sup(x̃,ỹ)∈G |ỹ|.

Lemma 6.4. Let γ ∈ R. Then, for suitably chosen x̃0 depending only on γ and the coefficients
of A, the bilinear form

a : H1,γ
0 (G)×H1,−γ

0 (G) → R

a(u, v) :=

∫
G
A∇u · ∇v

satisfies the assumptions of the Lax-Milgram Lemma (cf. Appendix, Lemma A.15). In particular,
for any f ∈ (H1,−γ

0 (G))′, there exists a unique u ∈ H1,γ
0 (G) such that

a(u, v) = ⟨f, v⟩, ∀v ∈ H1,−γ
0 (G).

Moreover, for k = 0, 1 we have

∥u∥Hk+2,γ(G) ≲ ∥f∥Hk,γ(G). (6.6)

Proof. We first show that a : H1,γ(G)×H1,−γ(G) → R is continuous. Indeed, setting

ũ := m̃γu, ṽ = m̃−γv,
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we have, by definition ũ, ṽ ∈ H1(G) and

∥u∥H1,γ = ∥ũ∥H1 , ∥v∥H1,−γ = ∥ṽ∥H1 .

Moreover, we have

A∇u · ∇v = A∇ũ · ∇ṽ + a11∂x̃m̃
γ∂x̃m̃

−γ ũṽ + m̃−γ∂x̃m̃
γ (⃗a · ∇ũ)ṽ + m̃γ∂x̃m̃

−γ ũ a⃗ · ∇ṽ, (6.7)

where we have set a⃗ = (a11, a12) and we have used that A is symmetric. Since

aij ∈ L∞, ∂x̃m̃
γ∂x̃m̃

−γ = −γ2 m̃
2
x̃

m̃2
∈ L∞ m̃∓γ∂x̃m̃

±γ = ± γ
m̃x̃

m̃
∈ L∞,

the estimate (A.22) follows from Lemma A.15 in the Appendix.

We now show that a : H1,γ
0 (G) × H1,−γ

0 (G) → R is coercive. More precisely, we only prove
estimate (A.23) in Lemma A.15, and the other one follows analogously. Let u ∈ H1,γ

0 (G) be fixed
and let

v := m̃2γu ∈ H1,−γ
0 (G).

Then ṽ = ũ, the mixed terms in (6.7) cancel out and

a(u, v) = a(ũ, ũ)− γ2
∫
G

1

m̃2
m̃2

x̃ a11|ũ|2.

Since A is symmetric and positive-definite, we know

a(ũ, ũ) ≥ min
(x̃,ỹ)∈G

λ(x̃, ỹ) ∥∇ũ∥2L2(G)

while, by construction of the weight function, we have∫
G

1

m̃2
m̃2

x̃ a11|ũ|2 ≲
1

m̃(x̃0)2

∫
G∩{x̃>x̃0}

ũ2 ≲
1

m̃(x̃0)2
∥∇ũ∥2L2(G),

where in the last step we have used the Poincare inequality on the half strip G0 := G ∩ {x̃ > x̃0}.
At this point, we finally determine x̃0. In fact, choosing x̃0 ≥ 1 such that

γ2

m̃(x̃0)2
≲

1

2
min

(x̃,ỹ)∈G
λ(x̃, ỹ),

we have

a(u, v) ≥ 1

2
min

(x̃,ỹ)∈G
λ(x̃, ỹ) ∥∇ũ∥2L2(G) ≳ ∥u∥2H1,γ(G)

where in the last step we have used the Poincare inequality on G once again. In particular, estimate
(A.23) follows.

Finally (6.6) follows by standard elliptic estimates. The coefficients of A are two times contin-
uously differentiable up to the boundary of G (which is of class C3,λ).

Variational solutions of the original problem

Lemma 6.5. Let γ ∈ R and let g ∈ L2
2,γ(∂G) be even. Then, there exists an extension G ∈ L2

2,γ(G)
of g such that

−div(A∇G) ∈ H1,γ(G). (6.8)

Proof. First note that it is enough to consider γ = 2. Indeed, given g ∈ L2
2,γ(∂G) with γ ̸= 2, we

have g̃ := m̃γ−2g ∈ L2
2,2(∂G). Then, assuming G̃ ∈ L2

2,2(G) is an extension of g̃ such that (6.8) is
satisfied with γ = 2, it is not difficult to see that

G := m̃2−γG̃ ∈ L2
2,γ(G)
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is the required extension of g.

So let γ = 2. To simplify notation, we drop the tilde and denote coordinates by (x, y) instead
of (x̃, ỹ) and assume g ≡ 0, when x < 0. On the half-strip G ∩ R2

+, we have

−div(A∇G) = ∂2xG+ (1 +X2)∂2yG− 2X∂x∂yG− ∂yX∂xG+ (∂yX
2 − ∂xX)∂yG,

where recall that

X(x, y) = F (x)y, F (x) :=
h′′(x)

h′(x)
.

The assumptions (3.4) on the regularity of the interface imply F ∈ L3
2,2+(1/2+λ/µ)(R+), where we

have set λ := 1− (β + 1/2). Moreover, we have

F (x) = O(⟨x⟩−1), F ′(x) = O(⟨x⟩−2), F ′′(x) = O(⟨x⟩−λ/µ−2), (6.9)

where ⟨x⟩ := (1 + x2)1/2 and we have used that m̃(x) ∼ ⟨x⟩ when x > 0. To see this, note that
F (x) = ρ′(h(x)) and use properties of the mapping h given in the Appendix following definition
(A.9). We extend F by zero to the negative real line, smooth it out in a small neighborhood of
zero and consider the operator

L = ∂2x + (1 + F (x)2y2)∂2y − 2F (x)y ∂x∂y.

as defined on the horizontal strip Π = {(x, y) : |y| < 1/2}. We consider all of the weighted
Sobolev spaces on Π with respect to the weight m(x, y) := ⟨x⟩, e.g.

G ∈ L2
2,2(Π) :⇔ ⟨x⟩k∇kG ∈ L2(Π), k = 0, 1, 2.

For given g ∈ L2
2,2(R) ⊆ H2(R), we look for G ∈ L2

2,2(Π) in the form of an oscillatory integral

G(x, y) :=

∫
R
eixξa(y;x, ξ)ĝ(ξ)dξ,

where ĝ is the Fourier transform of g and a(± 1
2 ;x, ξ) = 1. We split G as a sum G1 + G2, where

the symbol of G1 does not depend on x and has compact support with respect to the ξ, while the
symbol of G2 decays exponentially as |ξ| → ∞, but is identically equal to zero in the neighborhood
of the origin.

Let χ be a smooth cut-off such that χ(ξ) = 1 if |ξ| ≤ 1/8 and χ(ξ) = 0 if |ξ| ≥ 1/4. We will use
the same cut-off further down for the y-variable. We start with G1. We freeze the coefficients of L
at y = 0, then apply the Fourier transform with respect to the x and solve the resulting ordinary
differential equation

ayy − ξ2a = 0, a(±1/2; ξ) = χ(ξ), |y| ≤ 1/2.

A short calculation yields

a(y; ξ) := χ(ξ)
cosh(ξy)

cosh( ξ2 )
.

Note that modulo a cut-off this is the symbol of the Laplace operator on the strip. We claim the
corresponding oscillatory integral G1 satisfies

G1 ∈ L2
2,2(Π), LG1 ∈ H1,2(Π). (6.10)

The first claim is straightforward. Let us consider a typical term

x∂yG1(x, y) =

∫
R
xeixξ∂ya(y; ξ)ĝ(ξ)dξ =

∫
R
xeixξ tanh(ξy)a(y; ξ)ξĝ(ξ)dξ

=

∫
R
eixξ∂ξ

(
tanh(ξy)a(y; ξ)ĝ′(ξ)

)
dξ,

but ĝ′(ξ) ∈ L2(R), ∂ξ ĝ′(ξ) ∼ x̂g′(ξ) ∈ L2(R) and ξ 7→ tanh(ξy)a(y; ξ) is a compactly supported,
smooth function, with derivatives uniformly bounded in y, for all |y| ≤ 1/2. In particular, it
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belongs to L2(R) with respect to x uniformly in y and the claim follows. On the other hand, we
have

LG1(x, y) =

∫
R
eixξ

(
F (x)2y2ayy − 2iξF (x)y ay

)
ĝ(ξ)dξ

and we need to show that ⟨x⟩2LG1 ∈ H1(Π). Since ⟨x⟩2 = 1 + x2, it is enough to consider

x2LG1(x, y) = −
∫
R
eixξ∂2ξ

(
(y2F (x)2ayy(y; ξ)− 2iξyF (x)ay(y; ξ))ĝ(ξ)

)
dξ

= −y2F (x)2
∫
R
eixξ∂2ξ (a(y; ξ)ĝ

′′(ξ))dξ + 2iyF (x)

∫
R
eixξ∂2ξ

(
tanh(ξy)a(y; ξ)ĝ′′(ξ)

)
dξ

where we have used that ayy(y; ξ)ĝ(ξ) = a(y; ξ)ĝ′′(ξ). By assumption, we control ∂2ξ ĝ
′′(ξ) ∼

x̂2g′′(ξ) ∈ L2(R) and a(y; ·) is smooth, of compact support, with derivatives uniformly bounded
with respect to y. In particular, we can absorb any additional ξ coming from the derivatives of
a(y; ξ) in the symbol, hence the claim follows using (6.9) as before.

We now pass to the construction of G2. It will be convenient to consider G2 and the operator L
as defined on the upper half-plane H (after preforming a translation y → y+1/2). More precisely,
we construct

G3 ∈ L2
2,2(H), LG3 ∈ H1,2(H), G3(x, y) = 0, |y| ≥ 1/4, (6.11)

where setting

A(x, y) := 1 + F (x)2(y − 1/2)2, B(x, y) := −2F (x)(y − 1/2)

(for x ∈ R and y ≥ 0) we have

L = ∂2x +A(x, y)∂2y +B(x, y)∂x∂y.

To determine the symbol of G3, we again freeze the coefficients at y = 0, apply the Fourier
transform with respect to x and look for a solution of

A(x, 0)ãyy + 2iξB(x, 0)ãy − ξ2ã = 0, ã(0;x, ξ) = 1− χ(ξ), y ≥ 0,

which decays as |ξ| → ∞. It is not difficult to see that

ã(y;x, ξ) := (1− χ(ξ)) exp(b(x, ξ)y), b(x, ξ) :=
−sgn(ξ) + iF (x)

2

1 + F (x)2

4

ξ

has the required properties. We define

a(y;x, ξ) := χ(y)ã(y;x, ξ)

and denote the corresponding oscillatory integrals by G3 and G̃3 respectively. In other words we
have G3(x, y) = χ(y)G̃3(x, y). We first show G3 ∈ L2

2,2(H). In fact, we can say more. We actually
have ⟨x⟩2G3(x, y) ∈ H2(H) by Theorem A.16 from the Appendix. Indeed, integration by parts
gives

x2G3(x, y) = χ(y)

∫
R
eixξ ∂2ξ

(
1− χ(ξ)

ξ2
eb(x,ξ)y ĝ′′(ξ)

)
dξ.

In particular, the symbol can be multiplied by up to ξ2 for the estimate (A.25) required by Theorem
A.16 to remain true for every fixed y. Since these are uniform when y ranges in a compact subset
of R+, the claim follows (as taking x or y derivative may result in multiplication with a factor of
order ξ). Similarly, one can show ⟨x⟩2∇G3(x, y) ∈ H1(H) and ⟨x⟩2∇2G3(x, y) ∈ L2(H).

It remains to show

LG3 = χ(y)LẼ +A(x, y)(χ′′(y)G̃3 + 2χ′(y)∂yG̃3) +B(x, y)χ′(y)∂xG̃3 ∈ H1,2(H).
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By the previous step (and using (6.9)) it is enough to consider

LG̃3 =

∫
R
eixξ

(
ãxx + F (x)2y(y − 1)ãyy − 2iξF (x)yãy + iξãx − 2F (x)(y − 1/2)ãxy

)
ĝ(ξ)dξ

on a neighborhood of y = 0. Except for the first term which contains second order derivatives of
F , all of the remaining terms are similar, they are of the form O(yξ2/⟨x⟩) (or better in terms of
powers of y or 1/⟨x⟩). Multiplying by ⟨x⟩2, integrating by parts and taking ∂x or ∂y, the terms
which may pose problems are of the form

I(x, y) =

∫
R
eixξc(x)ã(y;x, ξ)yξ f̂(ξ)dξ, f = xkg′′, k = 0, 1, 2,

where c(x) = O(⟨x⟩−1) is a rational function of F (x) possibly multiplied by some polynomial in
F ′(x) and F ′′(x) (there are also terms of order y2 or y3, but as we will see in a moment these
actually behave even better). There are also terms not multiplied by any power of y, but as
these appear after taking the ∂y derivative, there will not be an additional ξ, hence these can be
estimated using Theorem A.16 as before. To show that I ∈ L2(H) whenever f ∈ L2(R), we write

∥I∥2L2(H) =

∫ ∞

0

∫
R

∣∣∣ ∫
R
eixξc(x)ã(y;x, ξ)yξ f̂(ξ)dξ

∣∣∣2dxdy
≤
∫
R

∫
R
|c(x)|2

(∫ ∞

0

y2|ã(y;x, ξ)|2dy
)
|ξ|2|f̂(ξ)|2dξdx.

Since
|ã(y;x, ξ)|2 = (1− χ(ξ))2e2ℜb(x,ξ)y,

we obtain ∫ ∞

0

y2e2ℜb(x,ξ)ydy = −1

4

1

(ℜb(x, ξ))3
=

1

4

(
1 + F (x)2

4

|ξ|

)3

(where we have used that
∫∞
0
y2eλydy = d2

dλ2

∫∞
0
eλydy = −2 1

λ3 if λ < 0). Collecting all the x
dependent terms in c(x) = O(⟨x⟩−1) and interchanging the integrals we can write

∥I∥2L2(H) ≤
∫
R

(∫
R
|c(x)|2dx

)
1− χ(ξ)2

|ξ|
|f̂(ξ)|2dξ ≲

∫
R

1

⟨ξ⟩
|f̂(ξ)|2dξ ≲ ∥f∥22

by Plancherel’s theorem as required.

Finally, we comment on the term with maximal number of derivatives of F . We have axx =
(ybxx + (ybx)

2)a, hence (by the previous step)

∂x

(
⟨x⟩2χ(y)

∫
R
eixξãxx(y;x, ξ)ĝ(ξ)dξ

)
= ⟨x⟩2χ(y)y

∫
R
eixξ∂3xb(x, ξ)ã(y;x, ξ)ĝ(ξ)dξ + L2(H)

= ⟨x⟩2F ′′′(x)χ(y)y

∫
R
eixξc(x, ξ)ã(y;x, ξ)ĝ(ξ)dξ + L2(H),

where c(x, ξ) is a nice bounded function of F (x) and its derivatives up to order 2 which depends

linearly on |ξ|. In particular, the absolute value of the integral is controlled by the L2-norm of ĝ′.
Since ⟨x⟩2+(1/2+λ/µ)F ′′′ ∈ L2(R) cf. discussion preceding (6.9), we are finished.

Once we have G3 on the upper half-plane H, we obtain G2 on the horizontal strip Π as

G2(x, y) = G3(x, y + 1/2) +G3(x,−y + 1/2)

and we are finished.

Proof of Proposition (6.3). Let ϕ ∈ L2
2,γ+k(Γ) be given. As noted above, under the action of H−1

the problem (6.2) transforms to

div(A∇u) = 0 in G,
u = g on ∂G,

(6.12)
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where we have set u = U ◦H and g := ϕ ◦ h. It is not difficult to see that

ϕ ∈ L2
2,γ+k(Γ±) ⇔ g := ϕ ◦ h ∈ L2

2,γ′(R+),

where
γ′ := −γ̃ + (2− k)µ−1 + 2, γ̃ = µ−1(γ + 1/2) + 1/2

(cf. the discussion following definition (A.9) in the Appendix). The normal derivative transforms
as

(∇U · n⃗) ◦ h =
1

|DHt⃗|
(A∇u) · n⃗,

and therefore (6.3) is equivalent to proving

(A∇u) · n⃗ ∈ L1
2,γ′(∂G)

(note that |DHt⃗ | = O(|h′(x̃)|)). By Lemma 6.5, there exists an extension G of g such that

f = −div(A∇G) ∈ H1,γ′
(G)

and by Lemma 6.4 there exists a solution v of the boundary value problem (6.4) with the r.h.s.
f = −div(A∇G) such that v ∈ H3,γ′

(G). The solution of (6.12) is then given by u = v +G.

It is now not difficult to verify that the estimate (6.3) holds. Indeed, by construction we have
∇G ∈ L1

2,γ′(∂G), while v ∈ H2,γ′
(∂G) implies ∇v ∈ L1

2,γ′(∂G). The claim now follows using (6.9),
since

(A∇u) · n⃗ = (1 +X2)uy −Xux.

6.1.2 Construction of harmonic functions on Ωc

Proposition 6.6. Let 0 < γ+1/2 < 1 and let ϕ ∈ L2
2,γ+k(m) where k = 0, 1, 2. Then there exists

a harmonic extension U of ϕ to the exterior domain Ωc such that U vanishes at infinity and such
that

∥∂nU∥H1
γ+k(m) ≲ ∥ϕ∥L2

2,γ+k(m). (6.13)

Let ϕ be odd with respect to the y-axis. If ϕ ∈ H1
γ,0(m), the normal derivative is locally near

the origin given by ∂nU = c±sign(z2)z2s + L1
2,γ(m) where c± = ϕs(±α∗). In particular, when

ϕ ∈ L2
2,γ(m), we have ∂nU ∈ L1

2,γ(m).

The proof closely follows [19], where the harmonic extension of ϕ ∈ L1
2,γ(m) is constructed

using conformal maps. We therefore leave some of the details out and only indicate the necessary
changes due to the extra derivative.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume Ωc is bounded. In fact, for any a ∈ Ω\{0}, the
function z 7→ 1/(z − a) maps Ωc to a bounded domain which contains the origin.

We now sketch how to construct a conformal bijection from Ωc to the horizontal strip Π :=
{τ+iν : τ ∈ R, |ν| < π/2}. First, translate Ωc so that the origin be in the interior of the bounded
component of Ω, then apply the complex square root with the branch cut chosen along the negative
real axis. The singular point z(±α∗) is thereby mapped to some ±iy0 on the imaginary axes and
the boundary of the resulting domain Ω̃c satisfies the arc-chord condition and is of class C1,λ′

for
some λ′ ∈ (0, 1). By the Riemann mapping theorem, there exists a conformal bijection f̃ : D → Ω̃c

which can be extended to a homeomorphism up to the boundary. Let f : D → Ωc denote f̃2 modulo
an appropriate translation. Then we define F : Π → Ωc to be F (w) := f ◦ (i tanh(w/2)).

This construction does not respect symmetry with respect to the y-axis. However, by the
uniqueness part of the Riemann mapping theorem, choosing f̃(0) so that f(0) = 0 ensures the re-
sulting mapping from D to the original unbounded (fully symmetric) Ωc respects both symmetries.
In this case, we must have f̃(±i) = ±iy0.
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We now give estimates on the derivatives of these conformal maps. The Kellog-Warschawski
theorem implies that f̃ ∈ C1,λ′

(D) for some λ′ ∈ (0, 1) and that

|f̃ ′(ζ)| ∼ 1, ∀ζ ∈ D. (6.14)

In particular, we have

|F ′(w)|
|1− tanh2(w/2)|

∼ 1,
|F (w)|

|1− tanh2(w/2)|
∼ 1, ∀w ∈ Π.

In order to obtain estimates on the second order derivatives, we use the Schwarz integral formula
on the holomorphic map log f̃ ′. More precisely, we have

log f̃ ′(ζ) = log |f̃ ′(0)|+ i

2π

∫ 2π

0

eiϑ + ζ

eiϑ − ζ
arg f̃ ′(eiϑ)dϑ, ∀ζ ∈ D. (6.15)

where arg f̃ ′(eiϑ) = θ̃(ϑ)−ϑ−π/2 and θ̃(ϑ) is the tangent angle at f̃(eiϑ) by the Lindelöf theorem,
see e.g. [42]. It is not difficult to see that θ̃′ belongs to L2,β(∂D, m̃) with respect to m̃(ζ) ∼ |ζ ∓ i|
(when ζ is near ±i), hence we can take a complex derivative of the above formula and integrate
by parts to obtain

ζ
f̃ ′′(ζ)

f̃ ′(ζ)
=

i

2π

∫ 2π

0

eiϑ + ζ

eiϑ − ζ
θ̃′(ϑ)dϑ, ∀ζ ∈ D.

Thus, the angular limit of f̃ ′′ on ∂D exists and belongs to L2,β(∂D, m̃), i.e. we have f̃ ∈ H2
β(∂D, m̃).

Setting g±(τ) := ϕ ◦ F (τ ± iπ/2), it is not difficult to see that

ϕ ∈ L2
2,γ+k(Γ) ⇔ g± ∈ H2

−γ̃+k−1 (R, m̂),

where γ̂ := 1− (γ + 1/2) and

m̂(τ) :=
1

cosh τ
∼
∣∣∣1− tanh2

(w
2

)∣∣∣ , w = τ + iν, |ν| ≤ π/2.

Let Φ denote the harmonic extension of g± to Π. Then, the Fourier transform of its normal
derivative reads (modulo constant factors in front of each term)

∂̂νΦ(ξ) ∼ ĝ′e(ξ) tanh(πξ/2)± ĝ′o(ξ)

(
coth(πξ/2)− 2

πξ

)
± ĝo(ξ), (6.16)

where we have set ge := (g+ + g−)/2 and go := (g+ − g−)/2.

When |k− γ̃−1| < 1, both tanh(πξ/2) and coth(πξ/2)− 2
πξ are Fourier multipliers for weighted

Lebesgue spaces with respect to the ‘exponential’ weight m̂(τ)−γ̃+k−1 (cf. [19] and references
therein for proof), hence

∂νΦ, ∂τ∂νΦ ∈ L2,−γ̃+k−1(R, m̂).

In particular, when k = 1 or k = 2, the estimate (6.13) follows setting U := Φ ◦ F−1.

When k = 0, the above condition is not satisfied. However, applying the inverse Fourier
transform to (6.16), we have (modulo constant factors)

∂νΦ(ξ) ∼
∫
R
g′e(τ)

1

sinh(ξ − τ)
dτ ±

∫
R
g′o(τ) (coth(ξ − τ)− sgn(ξ − τ)) dτ ± go(ξ),

where for the symmetric part we can write∫ ∞

−∞
g′e(τ)

1

sinh(ξ − τ)
dτ = m̂(ξ)

∫ ∞

−∞

g′e(τ)

m̂(τ)

1

sinh(ξ − τ)
dτ −

∫ ∞

−∞

g′e(τ)

m̂(τ)

m̂(ξ)− m̂(τ)

sinh(ξ − τ)
dτ.

The first integral belongs to L2,−(1+γ̃)(R, m̂) by the Fourier multiplier theorem.
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As for the second, we assume without loss of generality that ξ > 0 and claim∫ ∞

−∞
g′e(τ)ke(ξ, τ) dτ = −e−ξ tanh ξ

∫ ∞

−∞
g′e(τ)e

τdτ + L2,−(1+γ̃)(R, m̂),

where we have set

ke(ξ, τ) :=
1

m̂(τ)

m̂(ξ)− m̂(τ)

sinh(ξ − τ)
.

Indeed, using the definition of m̂, we can write

ke(ξ, τ) =
1

cosh ξ

(eτ − eξ) + (e−τ − e−ξ)

eξ−τ − e−ξ+τ

= − 1

cosh ξ

sinh ξ + sinh τ

(eξ + eτ )(e−ξ + e−τ )
= − e−ξ+τ

(1 + e−ξ+τ )2
sinh ξ + sinh τ

cosh ξ
.

The claim now follows using the corresponding Hardy inequalities for exponential weights (cf.
Theorem A.13). In fact, choosing, in the notation of Theorem A.13, the weight functions m1(τ) ∼
eατ andm2(τ) ∼ eβτ defined on (0,∞), it is not difficult to see that condition (A.20) from Theorem
A.13 holds if α ≤ β, α < 0, while condition (A.21) holds if α ≤ β, β > 0. We have α = β = γ̃ + 1
(since m̂(τ) ∼ e−|τ |). By the above, the kernel ke(ξ, τ) satisfies the estimates

ke(ξ, τ) = e−ξ+τ tanh ξ +O(e−2ξ+2τ ), |τ | < ξ, ke(ξ, τ) = O(1), |τ | > ξ.

Since g′e(τ)e
|τ | ∈ L2,−γ̃(R, m̂) ⊆ L1(R), the corresponding term contributes a constant to the

normal derivative of U := Φ ◦ F−1.

The anti-symmetric part does not contribute any constants. Proceeding as above, we are led
to consider

ko(ξ, τ) :=
m̂(ξ)− m̂(τ)

m̂(τ)
(coth(ξ − τ)− sgn(ξ − τ))

=
1

2
ke(ξ, τ)

(
eξ−τ + e−ξ+τ − sgn(ξ − τ)(eξ−τ − e−ξ+τ )

)
,

which implies

ko(ξ, τ) = O(e−2ξ+2τ ), |τ | < ξ, ko(ξ, τ) = O(1), |τ | > ξ

and the corresponding integrals belong to L2,−(1+γ̃)(R, m̂) by Hardy inequalities as above.

In particular, when ϕ ∈ L2
2,γ(m) is odd with respect to the y-axis, we have ge = 0 and therefore

∂νΦ ∈ L2,−(γ̃+1)(m̂) as required. The same is clearly true for ∂τ∂νΦ as well.

Finally, let ϕ ∈ H2
γ,0(m) be odd with respect to both axis. Then, locally we can write ϕ =

∓c±χ(z)ℜ(z) + L2
2,γ(m), where c± := ϕ′(±α∗) and χ is a smooth, symmetric cut-off identically

equal to 1 on an open ball centered at the origin and identically equal to zero outside a larger
ball. By the previous step, it is enough to consider ϕ = ∓c±χ(z)ℜ(z). We extend ϕ to Ωc in an
obvious manner. Its harmonic extension is then given by U := V − c±sign(z2)χ(z)ℜ(z), with V a
solution of the Poisson equation

∆V = G, G = ∆(c±sign(z2)χ(z)ℜ(z)), V
∣∣
Γ
= 0

in Ωc. If ∂nV ∈ L1
2,γ(m), then ∂nU = c±sign(z2)χ(z)z2s + L1

2,γ(m). As above, we map Ωc to the

horizontal strip Π. Then Ṽ = V ◦ F satisfies the Poisson equation on Π with the right hand side
G̃ = G ◦ F |F ′| where G̃ is a bounded, smooth, compactly supported function on Π. The solution
Φ is given by the Green’s function on the strip, with the normal derivative at e.g. w = ξ + iπ/2
given by

∂nΦ(w) =
1

π

∫
Π

G̃(w′) coth(w − w′)dw′ =
1

2π

∫ π/2

−π/2

∫ ∞

−∞
G̃(τ, ν)

sinh 2(ξ − τ)

sinh2(ξ − τ) + cos2 ν
dτdν.
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We need to show ∂nΦ ∈ L2,−(γ̃+1)(R, m̂). Since G̃ is compactly supported, it is enough to consider
ξ large so that ξ ≫ τ . Then, we can write

1

2

sinh 2(ξ − τ)

sinh2(ξ − τ) + cos2 ν
= coth(ξ − τ)(1 +O(e−2ξ+2τ )), coth(ξ − τ) = 1 +O(e−2ξ+2τ )

However, since G̃ is odd with respect to ν ↔ −ν, we have
∫
Π
G̃ = 0 and the claim follows.

6.2 Domain with a corner singularity

Next we consider the case when our domain exhibits an angled crest:

Theorem 6.7. Let max
{
3− π

2ν , 3− 2 π
2ν

}
< β + 1

2 < 1 with β + 1
2 ̸= 2− π

2ν , where 2ν := π − 2ν
and 2ν ∈ (0, π2 ). Let c ∈ R and let ψ = c∂sℜ(z2) +L2,β−2(m) odd with respect to both axis. Then
there exists a unique solution ϕ ∈ L2,β−2(m), odd with respect to both axes, of

(I + S)ϕ = ψ.

Note that by symmetry, we have
∫
ψ ds = 0 on each component of the boundary.

6.2.1 Construction of harmonic functions on Ω

Proposition 6.8. Let 2ν ∈ (0, π2 ). If max
{
3− π

2ν , 0
}
< β + 1

2 < 1 and ϕ = cℜ(z2) + L1
2,β−2(m)

for some c ∈ R, there exists a harmonic extension U of ϕ to Ω± := Ω ∩ R± such that

∂nU = −c∂sℑ(z2) + L2,β−2(m).

Proof. Assume first ϕ = cℜ(z2). Since Ω is bounded, we can take U = cℜ(z2), which contributes
cℜ(z⊥s z) = −c∂sℑ(z2) to the normal derivative as required.

Let now ϕ ∈ L1
2,β−2(m). We can write ϕ = χϕ+(1−χ)ϕ =: ϕ1+ϕ2, where χ is a smooth cut-off

identically equal to one in the neighborhood of the singular point. We construct the harmonic
extensions U of ϕ1 respectively ϕ2 separately and we claim ∂nU ∈ L2,β−2(m).

Let Ω temporarily denote the right component Ω ∩ R2
+. It is not difficult to see that z →

z
π
2ν maps Ω to a bounded domain Ω̃ with C1,λ′

-boundary Γ̃ for some λ′ ∈ (0, 1). In fact, the
corresponding tangent angle θ̃ is Holder continuous and Ω̃ has a vertical tangent at the origin. By
the Riemann mapping theorem there exists a conformal bijection f̃ : D → Ω̃ such that f̃(−1) = 0
and, by the Kellog-Warschawski theorem, we must have f̃ ∈ C1,λ′

(D) with f̃ ′ satisfying a (6.14)-
type estimate. Let f : D → Ω denote the composition of these two mappings. Then

|f(ζ)| ∼ |ζ + 1| 2νπ , |f ′(ζ)| ∼ |ζ + 1| 2νπ −1, ∀ζ ∈ D ∩Bδ(−1)

for some small δ > 0. First assume that we have found a harmonic extension Φ of ϕ2 ◦ f to D,
such that U := Φ ◦ f−1 ∈ L2,β−2(Ω). It is not difficult to see that this implies

∂nU ∈ L2,β−2(m) ⇔ ∂nΦ ∈ L2, 2νπ β′+ 1
2
(m̃),

where β′ = (β+1/2)− 3 and m̃(ζ) ∼ |ζ +1|. However, by assumption ϕ2 ◦ f ∈ H1(T) and we can
define Φ on D through the Poisson formula. Its normal derivative is then given by

∂nΦ(e
iϑ) =

1

2π
p.v.

∫ π

−π

d

dκ
ϕ2(f(e

iκ)) cot

(
ϑ− κ

2

)
dκ ∈ L2(T).

However, ∂nΦ is actually smooth in the neighborhood of ζ = 1, since ϕ2 ◦ f identically vanishes
there. In particular, it is bounded near ζ = 1 and we actually have ∂nΦ ∈ L2, 2νπ β′+ 1

2
(T, m̃)

provided 0 <
(
2ν
π β

′ + 1
2

)
+ 1

2 . Since(
2ν

π
β′ +

1

2

)
+

1

2
> 0 ⇔ β +

1

2
> 3− π

2ν
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(where 2ν < π
2 is equivalent to 3− π

2ν < 1), the claim follows.

It remains to consider ϕ1. Let F be the conformal bijection from the upper half-plane H to Ω
such that F (0) = 0 (F is just the composition of f with a suitable Möbius transformation). Then,
near the origin

|F (z̃)| ∼ |z̃| 2νπ , |F ′(z̃)| ∼ |z̃| 2νπ −1, ∀z̃ ∈ H, |z̃| ≲ 1,

while far away
|F (z̃)| ∼ |z̃|−1, |F ′(z̃)| ∼ |z̃|−2, ∀z̃ ∈ H, |z̃| >> 1

As above, we have ϕ1 ◦ F ∈ L1
2, 2νπ β′+ 1

2

(R, m̃), where m̃(x̃) ∼ |x̃| in a neighborhood of the origin

and m̃(x̃) ∼ |x̃|−1 otherwise. Let Φ denote the harmonic extension of ϕ1 ◦F given by the Poisson
kernel for the upper half-plane, then

∂nΦ(x̃) =
1

π
p.v.

∫ ∞

−∞
ϕ̃′(t)

1

x̃− t
dt ∈ L2, 2νπ β′+ 1

2
(R, m̃)

as required, since by assumption 2ν
π β

′ + 1
2 satisfies the Mückenhaupt condition.

6.2.2 Construction of harmonic functions on Ωc

Proposition 6.9. Let 2ν ∈ [π2 , π) and let 0 < β + 1
2 < 1. If 3 − 2 π

2ν < β + 1
2 and ϕ =

cℑ(z2) +L1
2,β−2(m) is odd with respect to y-axis, the normal derivative of its harmonic extension

U to the exterior domain Ωc reads

∂nU = cℜ(z2) + L2,β−2(m).

Proof. By the Riemann mapping theorem there exists a conformal bijection f : Ωc → Ω̃c, with
Ω̃c as in Proposition 6.6 (i.e. Ω̃ has two connected components, each with an outward cusp and
a common tip situated at the origin). By the Kellog-Warschawski theorem (and assuming that
f(0) = 0), we must have

f(z) ∼ (∓iz) π
2ν , z ∈ Ωc ∩Bδ(0), ℑz ≷ 0

for some small δ > 0. Parametrizing the boundary of ∂Ω̃ as z̃(α) = f(z(α)) where α ∈ [−π, π],
it is not difficult to check that the corresponding tangent angle is Holder continuous and satisfies
θ̃(α∗) = 0 resp. θ(−α∗) = π.

Assume first that ϕ ∈ L1
2,β−2(m). As before, we have

ϕ ∈ L1
2,β−2(m) ⇔ ϕ ◦ f−1 ∈ L1

2, 2νπ β′+ 1
2
(m),

where β′ = (β + 1/2)− 3 and by assumption 0 <
(
2ν
π β

′ + 3
2

)
+ 1

2 < 1. In fact, we have

0 <

(
2ν

π
β′ +

3

2

)
+

1

2
< 1 ⇔ 3− 2

π

2ν
< β +

1

2
< 3− π

2ν
,

where by assumption 2ν ≥ π/2 and therefore 3− π
2ν ≥ 1. In particular, by Proposition 6.6, there

exists a harmonic extension Ũ of ϕ ◦ f−1 to Ω̃c such that ∂nŨ ∈ L2, 2νπ β′+ 1
2
(m). The claim now

follows going back to the original domain.

Let now ϕ = cℑ(z2) and let χ be a smooth symmetric cut-off identically equal to 1 on a
sufficiently large open ball centered at the origin (so that Ω is a proper subset of this ball) and
identically equal to zero outside of some larger ball. The obvious extension G := cχ(z)ℑ(z2) to
the exterior of Ω leads to the Poisson problem

∆V = −∆G, V
∣∣
Γ
= 0,

with U = V +G the required harmonic extension of ϕ. However, by the last part of the proof of
Proposition 6.6, we know that V ∈ L1

2,β−2(m), hence ∂nU = c∂sℜ(z2) + L2,β−2(m) as required.
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Appendix A Auxiliary estimates

In the following sections, we will estimate

F (ϕ)(x, u) :=
ϕ(x)− ϕ(u)

x− u
. (A.1)

Using the Taylor development of ϕ, we can write

∂kxF (ϕ)(x, u) =
1

(x− u)k+1

∫ u

x

∂k+1
τ ϕ(τ)

(u− τ)k

k!
dτ (A.2)

provided we control a sufficient number of derivatives of ϕ. Finally, note that

∂uF (ϕ) + ∂xF (ϕ) = F (ϕ′). (A.3)

A.1 The kernel on the singular set

Here, we study the additional ’singular’ kernel which appears in the Birkhoff-Rott integral as a
consequence of the failure of the arc-chord condition at the cusp tip. More precisely, we isolate the
most singular part and give estimates on the error terms. Then we describe the variable change
taking the cusp tip to infinity (separately for each cusp) and give estimates on the remaining
kernel and its derivatives.

Lemma A.1. Let q∗ = u− iκ(x). For k ∈ N, we have the following recursive formula

z′+
z+ − q−

− 1

z+ − q∗
= K0(x, u)

k−1∑
j=0

K(x, u)j +K(x, u)k
(

z′+
z+ − q−

− 1

z+ − q∗

)
, (A.4)

where ∆κ(x, u) := κ(x)− κ(u) and

K0(x, u) :=
iκ′(x)

z+ − q∗
+
i∆κ(x, u)

(z+ − q∗)2
K(x, u) :=

i∆κ(x, u)

z+ − q∗
.

For x ∈ Iδ, u ∈ Ic(x), we have the estimates

K(x, u)k
(

z′+
z+ − q−

− 1

z+ − q∗

)
= O

(
m(x)kµ−1

)
(A.5)

respectively,∣∣K̃0(x, u)K(x, u)j
∣∣ ≲ m(x)(j+1)µ

( 1

m(x)
+

ρ(x)

(x− u)2 + ρ(x)2

)
, 0 ≤ j ≤ k − 1, (A.6)

where

K̃0(x, u) := K0(x, u)−
iρ′(x)

z+ − q∗
.

Proof. To see that (A.4) holds, we have

z′+
z+ − q−

− 1

z+ − q∗
=

iκ′(x)

z+ − q∗
+

z′+
z+ − q−

i∆κ(x, u)

z+ − q∗

=
iκ′(x)

z+ − q∗
+
i∆κ(x, u)

(z+ − q∗)2
+
i∆κ(x, u)

z+ − q∗

(
z′+

z+ − q−
− 1

z+ − q∗

)
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which proves the claim for k = 1. Formula (A.4) now follows by induction. To see that (A.5)
holds, let e.g. x > 0 and u ∈ Ic(x). Then x ∼ u and

κ′(x) = O(xµ),
∆κ(x, u)

x− u
= O(xµ), |K(x, u)|j = O(xjµ).

The first line in the above calculation then implies∣∣∣∣ z′+
z+ − q−

− 1

z+ − q∗

∣∣∣∣ ≲ xµ

|z+ − q∗|
≲

1

x

(using that ρ(x) ∼ xµ+1) and the claim follows. It remains to show (A.6). However, note that

K0(x, u) =
iρ′(x)

z+ − q∗
+ κ′(x)

ρ(x)

(z+ − q∗)2
+ i∂xF (κ)(x, u)

(x− u)2

(z+ − q∗)2
,

then use ∂xF (κ)(x, u) = O(xµ−1).

Lemma A.2. Let z∗ := x+ iκ(u). Then, we can write

z′+
z+ − q−

=
1

z∗ − q−
+ r(x, u), (A.7)

where the remainder r(x, u) satisfies

|r(x, u)| ≲ 1

m(x)
, |∂xr(x, u)| ≲

1

m(x)

(
1

m(x)
+

ρ(u)

(x− u)2 + ρ(u)2

)
, (A.8)

when u ∈ Ic(x) uniformly for x ∈ Iδ.

Proof. We can proceed as in the derivation of formula (A.4) to obtain

z′+
z+ − q−

=
1

z∗ − q−
+K0(x, u) +K(x, u)

(
z′+

z+ − q−
− 1

z∗ − q−

)
,

where now

K(x, u) = −iF (κ) x− u

z∗ − q−
, K0(x, u) =

iκ′(x)

z∗ − q−
− iF (κ)

x− u

(z∗ − q−)2

(cf. (A.1) for the definition of F (κ)). W.l.o.g. let x > 0 and u ∈ Ic(x). Then x ∼ u and

F (κ)(x, u) = O(xµ), ∂xF (κ)(x, u) = O(xµ−1).

A short calculation then yields

|∂mx K(x, u)| ≲ 1

x
|x− u|1−m,

∣∣∣∣∂mx ( z′+
z+ − q−

− 1

z∗ − q−

)∣∣∣∣ ≲ 1

x

1

|x− u|m
,

for m = 0, 1. In particular,

∂xK(x, u)

(
z′+

z+ − q−
− 1

z∗ − q−

)
+K(x, u)∂x

(
z′+

z+ − q−
− 1

z∗ − q−

)
= O

(
1

x2

)
.

It remains to consider K0(x, u). Since

κ′(x) = κ′(u) + F (κ′)(x− u), F (κ) = κ′(u) + ∂uF (κ)(x− u)

we can write

K0(x, u) =
iκ′(u)

z∗ − q−
− iκ′(u)

x− u

(z∗ − q−)2
+ iF (κ′)

x− u

z∗ − q−
− i∂uF (κ)

(x− u)2

(z∗ − q−)2
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and we claim that

|∂xK0(x, u)| ≲
1

x

(
1

x
+

ρ(u)

(x− u)2 + ρ(u)2

)
.

Indeed, the first two terms combined give

s1(x, u) := −κ′(u) ρ(u)

(z∗ − q−)2
.

Its derivative clearly satisfies the desired estimate. As for the remaining two terms note that

∂x

( x− u

z∗ − q−

)
=

iρ(u)

(z∗ − q−)2
, |∂xF (κ′)(x, u)| ≲ xλ−2, |∂2xF (κ)(x, u)| ≲ xλ−2

where we have set λ := 1−(β+1/2) (assumption κ′′ ∈ H2
β+2(Iδ) implies κ′′′ = O(xλ−2) by Lemma

2.1). Using this and (A.3) the claim follows.

The change of variables τ 7→ h(τ)

We implicitly define

h−1
+ (u) :=

∫ 2δ

u

dν

ρ(ν)
, u ∈ (0, 2δ), h−1

− (u) :=

∫ u

−2δ

dν

ρ(ν)
, u ∈ (−2δ, 0). (A.9)

By making δ smaller if necessary, we may assume ρ(ν) is strictly monotonically increasing on
(0, 2δ) respectively decreasing on (−2δ, 0) and therefore h−1

± can be inverted on their domains

of definition. For simplicity we drop the subscript ± and consider h−1 ≡ h−1
+ only. Its inverse

mapping h satisfies
u = h(τ), h′(τ) = −ρ(h(τ)),

hence using ρ(u) ∼ uµ+1, it is not difficult to see that h−1 : (0, 2δ) → (0,∞) and

h−1(u) ∼ u−µ − (2δ)−µ, u ∈ (0, 2δ) ⇔ h(τ) ∼ (1 + τ)−1/µ, τ ∈ R+.

This asymptotic expansion can be differentiated three times (cf. estimate (3.2)), i.e. setting

m̃(τ) := 1 + τ, τ ∈ R+,

we can write

|∂jτh(τ)| ∼ m̃(τ)−j−1/µ, j = 0, 1 |∂jτh(τ)| ≲ m̃(τ)−j−1/µ j = 2, 3. (A.10)

Note that we also have lower bounds on ∂jτh when j = 0, 1. We will typically apply h to the
Hilbert transform and the ‘ singular’ kernel from the previous section in the region

x ∈ (0, δ), u ∈ Ic(x) ⇔ ξ ∈ Ĩδ := h−1((0, δ)), τ ∈ Ĩc(ξ) := h−1(Ic(x)) x = h(ξ).

It is not difficult to see that there exist small ε± > 0 such that

{τ : |τ − ξ| < ε−ξ} ⊆ Ĩc(ξ) ⊆ {τ : |τ − ξ| < ε+ξ}, ∀ξ ∈ Ĩδ. (A.11)

Let us e.g. show the existence of ε+. Setting ξ± := h−1((1∓ ε)x), we have, by definition

ξ+ − ξ− =

∫ (1+ε)x

(1−ε)x

dν

ρ(ν)
∼ εh(ξ)−µ

and the claim follows using (A.10) (use that ξ > h−1(δ) = O(δ−µ), when ξ ∈ Ĩδ). Note that ε+
can be made arbitrarily small by making ε in the definition of Ic(x) smaller. We then control ε−1

by some polynomial depending on the norm of ρ. The existence of ε− follows similarly.
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Lemma A.3. Let ϵ > 0. Then, we can write

h′(τ)

h(ξ)− h(τ)
=

1

ξ − τ
+ r(ξ, τ),

where the remainder satisfies

|r(ξ, τ)| ≲ 1

m̃(τ)
, |∂ξr(ξ, τ)| ≲

1

m̃(τ)2
. (A.12)

for all |τ − ξ| < ϵ ξ.

Proof. Indeed, we can write

h′(τ)

h(ξ)− h(τ)
− 1

ξ − τ
=

1

ξ − τ

(
h′(τ)

F (h)
− 1

)
= −∂τF (h)

F (h)
. (A.13)

The claim follows using (A.2) and (A.10) to conclude

|F (h)| ∼ m̃(τ)−1/µ, |∂jτF (h)| ≲ m̃(τ)−(j+1)−1/µ, j = 1, 2,

whenever τ ∼ ξ.

Lemma A.4. Let ϵ > 0. Then, we can write

h′(τ)

(h(ξ)− h(τ))− ih′(τ)
=

1

(ξ − τ)− i
+ r(ξ, τ),

where the remainder r(ξ, τ) satisfies

|r(ξ, τ)| ≲ 1

m̃(τ)
, |∂ξr(ξ, τ)| ≲

1

m̃(τ)

( 1

m̃(τ)
+

1

(ξ − τ)2 + 1

)
(A.14)

for all |τ − ξ| < ϵ ξ.

Proof. Let

k(ξ, τ) :=
h′(τ)

(h(ξ)− h(τ))− ih′(τ)
=
h′(τ)

F (h)

1(
(ξ − τ)− i

)
+ i
(
1− h′(τ)

F (h)

) .
Then, it is not difficult to see that

r(ξ, τ) =
(h′(τ)
F (h)

− 1
) 1

(ξ − τ)− i
−
i
(
1− h′(τ)

F (h)

)
(ξ − τ)− i

k(ξ, τ) =: r1(ξ, τ) + r2(ξ, τ).

Since ξ ∼ τ , we have by assumption

h′(τ)

F (h)
− 1 = O

(ξ − τ

m̃(τ)

)
cf. (A.13) and the zero order estimate is straightforward. To show the claim for ∂ξr1(ξ, τ), we
write

∂ξr1(ξ, τ) = ∂ξ

(h′(τ)
F (h)

) 1

(ξ − τ)− i
−
(h′(τ)
F (h)

− 1
) 1

((ξ − τ)− i)2

= ∂ξ

(h′(τ)
F (h)

) 1

(ξ − τ)− i
− ∂ξ

(h′(τ)
F (h)

)∣∣∣
ξ=τ

(ξ − τ)

((ξ − τ)− i)2
+O

( 1

m̃(τ)2

)
= ∂ξ

(h′(τ)
F (h)

) −i
((ξ − τ)− i)2

+O
( 1

m̃(τ)2

)
,
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where in the second line, we have used the Taylor development of the function

ξ → g(ξ; τ) :=
h′(τ)

F (h)(ξ, τ)

around ξ = τ up to order 2, i.e.

g(ξ; τ) = 1 + ∂ξ

(h′(τ)
F (h)

)∣∣∣
ξ=τ

(ξ − τ) +O
( (ξ − τ)2

m̃(τ)2

)
, ∂ξ

(h′(τ)
F (h)

)∣∣∣
ξ=τ

= −1

2

h′′(τ)

h′(τ)
.

This relation can be differentiated (using up to three derivatives of h), which is used to pass to
the third line. Since we also have ∣∣∣∂ξ(h′(τ)

F (h)

)∣∣∣ ≲ 1

m̃(τ)
,

we conclude ∂ξr1(ξ, τ) satisfies estimate (A.14). In order to show a similar estimate for r2(ξ, τ),
note that we can write

r2(ξ, τ) = −ih
′(τ)

F (h)

(
1− h′(τ)

F (h)

)
1

((ξ − τ)− i)2
−

(
1− h′(τ)

F (h)

)2
((ξ − τ)− i)2

k(ξ, τ).

Taking the derivative and using

|k(ξ, τ)| = O(1), |(ξ − τ)k(ξ, τ)| = O(1), |∂jξk(ξ, τ)| ≲ |k(ξ, τ)|2,

when ξ ∼ τ it is not difficult to see the claim follows.

Lemma A.5. Let ϵ > 0. Then, we can write

h′(τ)

(h(ξ)− h(τ))− ih′(ξ)
− h′(τ)

h(ξ)− h(τ)
=

1

(ξ − τ)− i
− 1

ξ − τ
+ r(ξ, τ),

where the remainder r(ξ, τ) satisfies the estimate

|r(ξ, τ)| ≲ 1

m̃(τ)

( 1

m̃(τ)
+

1

1 + (ξ − τ)2

)
(A.15)

for all |τ − ξ| < ϵ ξ.

Proof. Writing

h′(τ)

(h(ξ)− h(τ))− ih′(ξ)
=

h′(τ)
F (h)

(ξ − τ)− ih
′(τ)

F (h)

,
h′(τ)

h(ξ)− h(τ)
=

h′(τ)
F (h)

ξ − τ
,

then taking the difference, we have

r(ξ, τ) =
1

ξ − τ

i
(h′(ξ)h′(τ)

F (h)2 − 1
)

(ξ − τ)− ih
′(ξ)

F (h)

+

1
ξ−τ

(h′(ξ)
F (h) − 1

)
((ξ − τ)− i)

(
(ξ − τ)− ih

′(ξ)
F (h)

) =: r1(ξ, τ) + r2(ξ, τ).

The kernel r1(ξ, τ) satisfies (A.15), since

h′(ξ)h′(τ)

F (h)2
− 1 = O

( (ξ − τ)2

m̃(τ)2

)
,

when ξ ∼ τ . Indeed, we have(h′(ξ)h′(τ)
F (h)2

− 1
)
=
(h′(ξ)
F (h)

− 1
)
+
(h′(τ)
F (h)

− 1
)
+

(
h′(ξ)

F (h)
− 1

)(
h′(τ)

F (h)
− 1

)
=
(h′′(ξ)
h′(ξ)

− h′′(τ)

h′(τ)

)ξ − τ

2
+O

( (ξ − τ)2)

m̃(τ)2

)
,
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since
h′(ξ)

F (h)
= 1 +

h′′(ξ)

h′(ξ)

(ξ − τ)

2
+O

( (ξ − τ)2)

m̃(τ)2

)
,

h′(τ)

F (h)
= 1− h′′(τ)

h′(τ)

(ξ − τ)

2
+O

( (ξ − τ)2)

m̃(τ)2

)
,

cf. the proof of Lemma A.4. In particular, the claim follows since also

1

ξ − τ

(h′′(ξ)
h′(ξ)

− h′′(τ)

h′(τ)

)
= O

( 1

m̃(τ)2

)
.

On the other hand, we can rewrite r2(ξ, τ) as

r2(ξ, τ) =

1
ξ−τ

(h′(ξ)
F (h) − 1

)
((ξ − τ)− i)2

−
i

ξ−τ

(h′(ξ)
F (h) − 1

)2
((ξ − τ)− i)2

(
(ξ − τ)− ih

′(ξ)
F (h)

)
and the claim is then straightforward.

A.2 Commutator estimates

Lemma A.6. Let ϕ ∈ H1
γ+1(I2δ) where 0 < γ + 1/2 < 1. Then

x 7→ p.v.

∫ δ

−δ

1

x− u
ϕ(u) du ∈ H1

γ+1(Iδ/2).

Proof. Assume without loss of generality that 0 < x < δ/2. Setting τ := x− u, we can write

∂x

(∫ x+δ

ϵ

ϕ(x− τ)

τ
dτ
)
= −

∫ x+δ

ϵ

∂τϕ(x− τ)

τ
dτ +

ϕ(−δ)
x+ δ

=

∫ x+δ

ϵ

( 1
x
− 1

τ

)
∂τϕ(x− τ)dτ +

( 1

x+ δ
− 1

x

)
ϕ(−δ)− ϕ(x− ϵ)

x

and similarly for the part of the integral over (−ϵ, x − δ). Letting ϵ → 0, we conclude (after a
variable change)

∂x

(
p.v.

∫ δ

−δ

1

x− u
ϕ(u)du

)
=

1

x
p.v.

∫ δ

−δ

1

x− u
uϕ′(u)du− δ

x

(
ϕ(δ)

x− δ
− ϕ(−δ)
x+ δ

)
.

Lemma A.7. Let ϕ ∈ Hk+1
β+k(Iδ) with 0 < β + 1/2 < 1 for k ≥ 1 and let f ∈ L2,γ(Iδ) with

0 < γ + 1/2 < 1. Then
[ϕ,H]f ∈ Hk

(γ−λ)+k(Iδ)

where λ := 1− (β+1/2). The same is true, if we assume ϕ(j) = O(mλ−j) for 1 ≤ j ≤ k+1, with
λ < 1. If 1 < λ < 2, then

[ϕ,H]f ∈ Hk
(γ−λ)+k(Iδ)

provided 0 < (γ − λ) + 1/2 < 1.

Proof. It is enough to prove

I(x) :=

∫ δ

−δ

F (ϕ)(x, u)f(u)du ∈ H1
(γ−λ)+1(Iδ).

Recall that, by Lemma 2.1, we have

ϕ′ ∈ H1
β+1(Iδ) ⇒ |ϕ′(x)| ≲ m(x)λ−1
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where λ := 1− (β + 1/2). In order to estimate ∂xF (ϕ)(x, u), we first consider the formula

∂xF (ϕ)(x, u) =
1

(x− u)
ϕ′(x)− 1

(x− u)2

∫ u

x

ϕ′(τ) dτ (A.16)

(since ϕ′′ ∈ L2,β+1(Iδ) is not integrable). Without loss of generality, assume x > 0. We have

|∂xF (ϕ)(x, u)| ≲
1

x2
|ϕ′(x)|+ 1

x

∫ x

−x

|ϕ′(τ)|dτ ≲ xλ−2, u ∈ Il(x),

and therefore∫ δ

0

x2(γ−λ+1)
(∫ x/2

−x

∂xF (ϕ)(x, u)f(u)du
)2
dx ≲

∫ δ

0

x2(γ−1)
(∫ x

0

|f(u)|+ |f(−u)| du
)2
dx

which is clearly bounded by the L2,γ-norm of f by Hardy’s inequality. On the other hand, we
have

|∂xF (ϕ)(x, u)| ≲
1

u

(
|ϕ′(x)|+1

u

∫ u

x

|ϕ′(τ)|dτ
)
≲

1

u

(
|ϕ′(x)|+

∫ δ

x

|ϕ′(τ)|
τ

dτ

)
, u ∈ Ir(x), u > 0,

respectively

|∂xF (ϕ)(x, u)| ≲
1

u

(
|ϕ′(x)|+ 1

x

∫ x

−x

|ϕ′(τ)|dτ + 1

|u|

∫ −x

u

|ϕ′(τ)|dτ
)

≲
1

u

(
|ϕ′′(x)|+ 1

x

∫ x

−x

|ϕ′(τ)|dτ +
∫ δ

x

|ϕ′(−τ)|
τ

dτ

), u ∈ Ir(x), u < 0.

In particular, we conclude

|∂xF (ϕ)(x, u)| ≲
xλ−1

u
, u ∈ Ir(x)

and therefore∫ δ

0

x2(γ−λ+1)
(∫

Ir(x)

∂xF (ϕ)(x, u)f(u)du
)2
dx ≲

∫ δ

0

x2γ
(∫ δ

x

|f(u)|+ |f(−u)|
u

du
)2
dx,

which is bounded by the L2,γ-norm of f by Hardy’s inequality.

It remains to consider the region where u ∈ Ic(x). In this case, we use the formula

∂xF (ϕ)(x, u) =
1

(x− u)2

∫ u

x

ϕ′′(τ)
(u− τ)

2
dτ. (A.17)

If we only control the weighted L2-norm of ϕ′′, in both cases we have the estimate

|∂xF (ϕ)(x, u)| ≲ xλ−1 x−1/2

|x− u|1/2
∥ϕ′′∥22,β+1.

The corresponding integral is easily seen to be bounded in L2,γ−λ+1(Iδ) by Theorem A.9 below.
If, on the other hand, we have ϕ′′(x) = O(xλ−2), then

|∂xF (ϕ)(x, u)| ≲ xλ−2

in which case the claim follows by Hardy’s inequality.

Let us briefly comment on the case 1 < λ < 2. In this case ϕ′′ is integrable and we can use
formula (A.17) throughout. Then, it is not difficult to see that

|∂xF (ϕ)(x, u)| ≲ xλ−2, u ∈ Iδ \ Ir(x), |∂xF (ϕ)(x, u)| ≲ |u|λ−2, u ∈ Ir(x) (A.18)

and, by assumption L2,γ(Iδ) ⊆ L2,γ′(Iδ) and (γ′ − λ) + 1/2 > 0.

For higher k, we proceed similarly, we use formula (A.2) when u ∈ Ic(x) and we consider
derivatives of (A.16) otherwise.
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Lemma A.8. Let ϕ′′ ∈ H1
β+1(Iδ) with |ϕ′| ∼ 1 and 0 < β + 1/2 < 1. When f ∈ L2,γ(Iδ) with

0 < γ + 1/2 < 1, we have

x 7→
∫ δ

−δ

∂xF (ϕ)(x, u)

F (ϕ)(x, u)
f(u)du ∈ H1

γ+1(Iδ/2).

Proof. The assumption |ϕ′| ∼ 1, implies 1/F (ϕ) = O(1) and the claim basically follows as in
Lemma A.7. Indeed, we have

∂x

(
∂xF (ϕ)

F (ϕ)

)
=
∂2xF (ϕ)

F (ϕ)
−
(
∂xF (ϕ)

F (ϕ)

)2

where, in analogy to the proof of Lemma A.7, we use (A.2) with k = 2 when u ∈ Ic(x) and

∂2xF (ϕ)(x, u) = − 1

(u− x)

ϕ′′(x)

2
+

1

(u− x)3

∫ u

x

ϕ′′(τ)
(u− τ)

2
dτ

otherwise and we then retrace the steps of the previous Lemma, paying attention that (∂xF (ϕ))
2

satisfies the required estimates. In fact, ∂xF (ϕ) satisfies (A.18) with λ = 1− (β + 1/2). We omit
further details.

Estimates involving the fractional Laplacian

We first state a classical result on the boundedness of the Riesz potential on weighted Lebesgue
spaces with power weights, the proof of which can be found in [45]:

Theorem A.9. Let 0 < γ < 1/2, i.e. both γ and γ − 1
2 give rise to Muckenhaupt weights. Then∫ ∞

−∞

(∫ ∞

−∞

f(u)

|x− u|1/2
du
)2

|x|2(γ−1/2)dx ≲
∫ ∞

−∞
|f(x)|2|x|2γdx.

Lemma A.10. Assume 0 < γ < 1/2. Then, we have

∥Λ1/2f∥2,γ− 1
2
≲ ∥f ′∥2,γ . (A.19)

Proof. It is enough to show

x 7→ p.v.

∫ δ

−δ

f(x)− f(u)

|x− u|3/2
du ∈ L2,γ− 1

2
(Iδ/2)

for some δ > 0 whenever f ∈ H1
γ(Iδ). Since we are considering weighted Lebesgue spaces, for a

fixed 0 < x < δ/2, it will be more convenient to define the principal value as

p.v.

∫
f(x)− f(u)

|x− u|3/2
du = lim

ϵ→0

∫
|u−x|>ϵx

f(x)− f(u)

|x− u|3/2
du.

Integration by parts leads to

2

∫ δ

(1+ϵ)x

f(x)− f(u)

|x− u|3/2
du =

∫ δ

(1+ϵ)x

(
f(u)− f(x)

)
∂u(u− x)−1/2 du

=
f(u)− f(x)

(u− x)1/2

∣∣∣∣δ
(1+ϵ)x

−
∫ δ

(1+ϵ)x

f ′(u)

|x− u|1/2
du

where
f(u)− f(x)

(u− x)1/2

∣∣∣∣δ
(1+ϵ)x

=
f(δ)− f(x)

(δ − x)1/2
− f((1 + ϵ)x)− f(x)√

ϵx
.
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Since f ′ ∈ L2,γ(Iδ) with γ Muckenhaupt, we have∣∣∣∣f((1 + ϵ)x)− f(x)√
ϵx

∣∣∣∣ ≲ 1√
ϵx

∫ (1+ϵ)x

x

|f ′(s)|ds ≲ ∥f ′∥2,γ
(
1

ϵ

∫ (1+ϵ)x

x

m(s)−2γds

)1/2

≲ x−γ∥f ′∥L2,γ((x,(1+ϵ)x))

which vanishes as ϵ→ 0. We proceed analogously on [−δ, x(1− ϵ)). In particular, we obtain∣∣∣∣p.v.∫ δ

−δ

f(x)− f(u)

|x− u|3/2
du

∣∣∣∣ ≲ (x−γ+ 1
2 + 1

)
∥f ′∥2,γ +

∫ δ

−δ

|f ′(u)|
|x− u|1/2

du

and the claim follows from Theorem A.9.

In the next two Lemmas, we prove some estimates on the commutators with the fractional
Laplacian.

Lemma A.11. Let 0 < γ + 1/2 < 1 and let λ ≤ 1. Then

f ∈ L2,γ−1/2(I2δ), g = O(1), g′ = O(m−λ) ⇒ [Λ1/2, g]f ∈ L2,γ(Iδ).

Proof. Assume without loss of generality that x > 0. We have the estimates∣∣∣ ∫
Il(x)

g(x)− g(u)

|x− u|3/2
f(u)du

∣∣∣ ≲ x−3/2

∫ x

−x

|f(u)|du,

∣∣∣ ∫
Ir(x)

g(x)− g(u)

|x− u|3/2
f(u)du

∣∣∣ ≲ ∫ δ

x

|f(u)|+ |f(−u)|
u3/2

du.

Both are bounded in the desired space by Hardy inequalities. When u ∈ Ic(x) (and we assume
e.g. −1/2 < γ < 0) we have∣∣∣ p.v ∫

Ic(x)

g(x)− g(u)

|x− u|3/2
f(u)du

∣∣∣ ≲ ∫
Ic(x)

|f(u)|u−1

|x− u|1/2
du,

where we have used g′(x) = O(x−λ) = O(x−1) since by assumption λ ≤ 1. The result now follows
from Theorem A.9 (we set f identically equal to zero on the complement of say (0, δ]). In the case
0 < γ < 1/2 replace xγu−1 by xγ−1/2u−1/2.

Lemma A.12. Let 0 < γ + 1/2 < 1. Then,

f ∈ L2,γ(I2δ) ⇒ [Λ1/2,m2γ ]f ∈ L2,1/2−γ(Iδ)

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume x > 0 and let u ∈ Il(x) first. Then

x1/2−γ

∣∣∣∣ ∫
Il(x)

|x|2γ − |u|2γ

|x− u|3/2
f(u)du

∣∣∣∣ ≲ xγ−1

∫ x

−x

|f(u)|du+ x−γ−1

∫ x

−x

|u|2γ |f(u)|du

with both terms square integrable over (0, δ) by Hardy’s inequality. Note that −γ satisfies the
Muckenhaupt condition as well.

On the other hand, when u ∈ Ir(x), we have

x1/2−γ

∣∣∣∣ ∫
Ir(x)

|x|2γ − |u|2γ

|x− u|3/2
f(u)du

∣∣∣∣ ≲ xγ
∫ δ

x

|f(u)|+ |f(−u)|
u

du

+ x−γ

∫ δ

x

u2γ
|f(u)|+ |f(−u)|

u
du.

Again, both are square integrable over (0, δ) by Hardy’s inequality.
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Finally, when u ∈ Ic(x) (and e.g. −1/2 < γ < 0, i.e. both γ and γ + 1/2 satisfy the
Muckenhaupt condition), we have

x1/2−γ
∣∣∣ p.v ∫

Ic(x)

|x|2γ − |u|2γ

|x− u|3/2
f(u)du

∣∣∣ ≲ xγ
∫
Ic(x)

1

|x− u|1/2
|f(u)|u−1/2du,

which is square integrable over (0, δ) by Theorem A.9. The same is true if 0 < γ < 1/2, however
in that case we do not need the extra u−1/2 in the integral.

A.3 Miscellaneous

For completeness we state the general form of Hardy inequalities (see e.g. [34]):

Theorem A.13. Let −∞ ≤ a < b ≤ ∞ and let m1,m2 be measurable, positive functions on (a, b).
Then, we have ∫ b

a

(∫ x

a

f(s)ds
)2
m1(x)

2dx ≤ C

∫ b

a

|f(x)|2m2(x)
2dx (A.20)

if and only if

sup
a<x<b

(∫ b

x

m1(s)
2ds
)(∫ x

a

m2(s)
−2ds

)
< ∞.

Similarly, we have the dual inequality∫ b

a

(∫ b

x

f(s)ds
)2
m1(x)

2dx ≤ C

∫ b

a

|f(x)|2m2(x)
2dx (A.21)

if and only if

sup
a<x<b

(∫ x

a

m1(s)
2ds
)(∫ b

x

m2(s)
−2ds

)
< ∞.

It is then not difficult to verify that for power weights we have:

Lemma A.14. Let p > 1 and let Iδ := (0, δ), with δ <∞.

1. If γ + 1/2 < 1, then

f 7→
∫ x

0

f(t)dt : L2,β(Iδ) −→ L2,γ(Iδ)

is continuous for all β ≥ γ − 1.

2. If γ + 1/2 > 0, then

f 7→
∫ δ

x

f(t)dt : L2,γ(Iδ) −→ L2,β(Iδ)

is continuous for all γ ≤ β + 1.

We will need the following version of the Lax-Milgram Lemma, which can be found in [33]:

Lemma A.15. Let H1, H2 be two Hilbert spaces. Let a(u, v) be a bilinear form defined on the
Cartesian product H1 ×H2, and let there exist positive constants c1, c2, c3 such that

(i) for all u ∈ H1 and v ∈ H2 we have

|a(u, v)| ≤ c1∥u∥H1∥v∥H2 ; (A.22)

(ii) for all u ∈ H1 we have
sup

∥v∥H2
≤1

|a(u, v)| ≥ c2∥u∥H1
; (A.23)
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(iii) for all v ∈ H2 we have
sup

∥u∥H1
≤1

|a(u, v)| ≥ c3∥v∥H2
. (A.24)

Let f be a continuous linear functional on H2. Then there exists precisely one element u ∈ H1

such that
a(u, v) = ⟨f, v⟩, ∀v ∈ H2

and there is a positive constant c such that

∥u∥H1
≤ c∥f∥H∗

2
.

We state the following result on pseudodifferential operators which can be found in e.g. [46,
Proposition 9.10]:

Theorem A.16. Let r ∈ (0,∞) and let a(x, ξ) ∈ CrS0, that is

∥∂kξ a(·, ξ)∥Cr(R) ≤ Ck⟨ξ⟩−k, ∀k ≥ 0. (A.25)

Then, a(x,D) :W s,p(R) →W s,p(R) for all |s| < r and all p ∈ (1,∞), where

a(x,D)g =

∫
R
eixξa(x, ξ)ĝ(ξ)dξ

A.4 Variable-step convolution operator

To finish, we discuss some properties of the variable-step convolution operators Bδ, B
∗
δ and Aδ

cf.(4.63)–(4.66) that were used in Sections 4.3 and 4.4.

Recall that for δ > 0, we have

Bδf(x) := (ϕδη(x) ∗ f)(x) :=
∫
R

1

δη(x)
ϕ

(
x− y

δη(x)

)
f(y)dy

where ϕ is (periodically extended) standard mollifier and η is a non-negative, periodic function
which we define as follows. We first extend α→ ||α| − α∗| for α ∈ [−π, π] periodically to all of R,
then we smooth it out in a small neighborhood of nπ for n ∈ Z (in such a way that η(α) ≤ ||α|−α∗|
when e.g. α ∈ [−π, π]). In particular, η is smooth on R \ {α∗ + nπ : n ∈ Z} and we have η ∼ m.
See [29] and references therein for a more general discussion on these type of operators.

Since R \ {α∗ + nπ, n ∈ Z} is a countable union of disjoint open intervals In and that given
x ∈ In we actually integrate over a subinterval of In, it is enough to fix one, say I := (−α∗, α∗).

Indeed, given x ∈ I, the interval of integration Bδη(x)(x) = (x− δη(x), x+ δη(x)) is contained
in I and has positive distance to ∂I for all sufficiently small δ > 0. In particular, the integral is
well-defined for f ∈ L1

loc(I) and m(x) ∼ m(y) uniformly for y ∈ Bδη(x)(x).

Similarly, in the case of the adjoint,

B∗
δ g(y) :=

∫
ϕδη(x)(x− y)g(x)dx,

for fixed y ∈ I, the integral runs over [x−(y), x+(y)] ⊆ I, where x±(y) are the solutions of
x∓ δη(x) = y, respectively. These are well defined for all δ < 1/ sup |η′|. It is not difficult to see
that x±(y) → ∂I as y → ∂I (and they have the same limit).

In the next Lemma, we give properties of Bδ, B
∗
δ and Aδ for functions defined in weighted

Sobolev spaces Lk
2,γ(I) with weight given by the restrictionm|I . The generalization to the periodic

setting is straightforward.

Lemma A.17. For any j ≥ 0, all γ ∈ R and all δ > 0, the operator Bδ : Lj
2,γ+j(I) → Lj

2,γ+j(I)
is continuous. Furthermore, it preserves growth rates near ∂I in the sense that, for any f ∈
Lj
2,γ+j(I),

Bδf ∈ C∞(I) ∩ Lj′

2,γ′+j′(I)
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for all γ′ ∈ R and all j′ ∈ N, and it approximates f as

lim
δ→0

∥Bδf − f∥Lj
2,γ+j(I)

= 0.

If f ∈ L1
2,γ+1(I), then

(Bδf)
′ = Bδ(f

′) +Kδf,

where Kδ : L2,γ(I) → L2,γ+1(I) is bounded, and one has the quantitative estimate

∥Bδf − f∥L2,γ(I) ≲ δ1/2 ∥f∥L1
2,γ+1(I)

. (A.26)

Analogous estimates hold for the case of higher j. Furthermore, B∗
δ and Aδ enjoy the same

properties.

Finally, if g is a function bounded as g′ = O(mλ) for some λ ∈ R, then

[g, Bδ]f ∈ L1
2,γ−λ(m), [g, B∗

δ ]f ∈ L1
2,γ−λ(m).

Proof. We consider the case j = 0, that is, f ∈ L2,γ(I). The estimates for higher j follow from
very similar arguments.

To show that Bδ(f) ∈ L2,γ(m), we write

|Bδf(x)|2 ≲
∫
Bδη(x)(x)

ϕδη(x)(x− y)m(y)−2γdy

∫
Bδη(x)(x)

ϕδη(x)(x− y)|f(y)|2m(y)2γdy

≲ m(x)−2γ

∫
Bδ(x)

ϕδη(x)(x− y)|f(y)|2m(y)2γdy,

where we have used that m(x) ∼ m(y) uniformly for |y − x| ≤ δη(x). Multiplying both sides
by m(x)2γ and integrating, and then using that B∗

δ (1) ≲ 1, we conclude that Bδ is bounded
in L2,γ(m). Since Cc(I) is dense in L2,γ(I) (see e.g. [33]), we have Bδ(f) → f in L2,γ(I) as δ → 0.
Although we shall not need this fact, for f ∈ C(I), we actually have sup |Bδf − f | → 0 as δ → 0.
It is not difficult to see that Bδf are smooth in I and that taking j derivatives on ϕ leads to
factors bounded as O((δm)−j). All these facts hold for B∗

δ and Aδ as well.

Let us now consider the commutator with a derivative and Bδ (or B∗
δ ). With f ∈ L1

2,γ+1(I),
we write

(Bδf)
′(x) = ∂x

∫
ϕ (v) f (x+ δvη(x)) dv

=

∫
ϕ (v) f ′ (x+ δvη(x)) (1 + δvη′(x))dv

=

∫
ϕ (v) f ′ (x+ δvη(x)) dv − η′(x)

η(x)

∫
∂v(vϕ (v))f (x+ δvη(x)) dv

=: Bδ(f
′) +Kδf,

where Kδ is bounded in L2,γ(I) → L2,γ+1(I) by the same argument as above. Similarly,

B∗
δ (g)

′(y) =

∫
ϕ (v) g (x(y, v)) ∂yx dv

=

∫
ϕ (v)

(
g′(x(y, v))(∂yx)

2 + g(x(y, v))∂2yx
)
dv

=

∫
ϕ (v) g′(x(y, v))∂yxdv +

∫ (
∂v

(
ϕ (v)

∂yx

∂vx
(∂yx− 1)

)
+ ϕ(v)∂2yx

)
g(x(y, v))dv

=: B∗
δ (g

′) + K̃δ(g),

where note that
∂yx
∂vx

(∂yx − 1) = η′(x)
η(x) v∂yx. The estimate for the commutator of Aδ with the

derivative follows directly from these results and the formula

[Aδ, ∂] = [B∗
δ , ∂]Bδ +B∗

δ [Bδ, ∂]. (A.27)
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Finally, to prove the claim for the commutator with g, we use the formula

∂x[g, Bδ](f)(x) =

∫
Bδη(x)(x)

∂xϕδη(x)(x− y)(g(x)− g(y))f(y)dy + g′(x)Bδ(f)(x).

As we are integrating over a set where m(x) ∼ m(y), the claim trivially follows from the fact that

(x− y)∂xϕδη(x)(x− y) = O(1),
|g(x)− g(y)|

|x− y|
= O(m(x)λ).

The lemma is then proven.
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