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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-C* 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
I(t) :={z(a,t) | € R}

separates the plane into two open sets: the water region, which we denote by (¢), and the vacuum

region, R2\Q(t). The evolution of the fluid is described by the Euler equations,

O+ (v-V)v=—-Vp—ges in Q(t), (1.1a)
V-v=0 and V*.-v=0 in Q(t), (1.1b)
(012 —v) - (0a2)t =0 on T(t), (1.1c)
p=0 on T(¢). (1.1d)

Here v and p are the water velocity and pressure on §2(t), es 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 R?, which are often referred to as the water waves equation,
can be formulated solely in terms of the interface curve, z(«,t), and the vorticity density on the
boundary, defined through the formula

Vv =w(a,t)d(z — z(a,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 [2§].
For other variations and results on local well-posedness, see [4, 9] [16], [17], 211, [35] 37, B8], 44} [15] [54].
In all these works, the lowest regularity for the interfaces they consider is C*/2, on which the
Rayleigh—Taylor stability condition d,p < 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 [I2]. 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 [I4]) 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 [I8] [19].

In this paper we are concerned with non-smooth interfaces that may present corners (thus
preventing the interface from being C'*) 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 [I0] 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 [5I] 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



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 [I], 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 [I], 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] B].

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 9,p < 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, B0, 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 w 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-C! 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
C?\(C® Holder regularity, while those considered in [31} 50} K1) [1] are of class C3.



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 H g(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 H ’5 (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 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 Hg (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 [d] and [f] 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@ 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
Q = Q(t) governed by Euler equations. More precisely, the fluid velocity v and the pressure P
satisfy
1
v+ (v-V)v= —5VP, (2.1a)
V-v=0, V:-v=0, (2.1b)

in 2, where the fluid density ¢ > 0 is assumed to be constant. For simplicity, we take o = 1. The
interface I' = 0€) is a closed curve characterized by the condition

P|. =0, (2.2)

which corresponds to setting ¢ = 0 in the exterior domain R? \ £2. Moreover, the parametrization
of the interface
I'={z(a,t) €R? | € [~7, 7]}

satisfies the kinematic boundary condition, i.e.

(Opz — v) - (Da2)t = 0. (2.3)



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

Figure 1: Fluid domain Q when 2v > 0. The arrows specify the orientation.

Stated in terms of the parametrization (and letting 6(«,t) denote the tangent angle at the
corresponding point z(«,t) € T'), the intersection point in case of e.g. an outward cusp is charac-
terized by

0= z(, t) = z(—u, t), 0=0(a.,t) =7 — 0(—au,t), = m/2, (2.4)

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

Fr(z) = sup F(2)(a, B,t) < o0, (2.5)
(a,)€(Br (s ) X Br(—ax))®
where R
]:(Z)(O[,B,t) = { ‘Z((Xl,t)—z(ﬁ,t” @ 7& ﬂ (26)
Falad] a=4

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

w(z,t) = w(a, 1)d(z — 2(a,t)), z€R*\T,

where we slightly abuse the notation and denote both the vorticity and its amplitude by w.
Equations (2.1b|) imply the complex conjugate of the velocity is analytic in 2, hence it can be
written in terms of the boundary vorticity as

1 (" w(d,t)
v(z,t)" = — ' _dsy, z€RZ\T, 2.7
(z%) 2mi J_ oz —z2(alt) \ 27)
where we have set ds, = |24(a/, t)|da’ and we use * to denote complex conjugation. Approaching
any regular point on I' (in our setting, all points excluding the cusp/corner tip) from the inside
of ) we obtain
, T
v(a,t)" = wlat)
2z5(a, 1)
where z4(a, t) is the parametrization independent derivative of z(a,t) (i.e. zs(a,t) = dsz(a,t) =

za ()
[z (a,1)]

+ BR(z,w)",

) and BR(z,w) is the Birkhoff-Rott integral whose complex-conjugate is defined via

1 T w(a/,t)
BR = —npuo. — 1 dsy
(z,w) omi U /,T 2(a,t) — z(, 1) S

where p.v. stands for the principal value.



We will frequently identify z = (21, z2) € R? with its complex representation z = z; +i29 € C.
In particular, we will use that the real scalar product z-w of two vectors z, w € R?, can be written
as a product of two complex numbers, namely

z-w=R(z"w)

1 L

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(«, t) = (21(a, t), z2(a, t)), the assumption of full symmetry implies

z1(a,t) = z1(—a, t), zo(a,t) = —z9(—a,t), (2.8)

and
z1(as — ayt) = —z1 (e + ayt), zo(ow — o, t) = zo(aw + oy t). (2.9)

The tangent angle § = arctan (2—2) then satisfies
O(a,t) =7 — 0(—a,t), Olar — a,t) = —0(ax + o, ). (2.10)
On the other hand, the pressure must be invariant under both z <> £2z* and therefore
v(kz*t) = to(z,t)*
by the Euler equations. In particular, the vorticity must be odd with respect to both axes, i.e.

w(—a,t) = —w(a,t), wlaw —a,t) = —w(as + a,t). (2.11)

2.1 Equations in vorticity formulation

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

1
z{ = (% — gZa) — + BR(z,w)", (2.12)

Zs
where @ is a scalar function reflecting the freedom to choose the tangential component of z; and
we use the notation 9 := ﬁaa to denote the parametrization independent derivative. It will be
convenient to work with the tangent angle §. Taking a time derivative of z, = |z,|e?’, we obtain
|Za‘t Zta * Ra

s =RUEa), TS T T e s = R,
« (0%

1
Zto * Za

0, =

|2al?
Taking a Os-derivative of equation (2.12)) then implies

wby

z 5 s
| a‘t+w€:i+BR(Z’W)Son.

BR o2t
+ BR(z,w)s - 2 el s= 5

s 7

at + ()ZGG -

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

wy L (Ws N o, |zl
?-I-BR(z,w)t-zs— go( 5 + BR(z,w)s zs) = go(gos—i— | a‘>7 (2.13)

while the equation for the normal component of the pressure gradient
o:=-VP-z

reads

o= (“jt + BR(z,w); - zi) +@ (”29 + BR(z,w), - zi) (2.14)



The equation governing time evolution of ¢ is now a matter of straightforward calculation. We
have

. z . . z . z 2 whs\ 2

(7 + | “'t) — —30, (8 + | “'t) ~ (s + | a|t) —ob,+ (BR-2E 4+ 22) . (215)
|zal /¢ |24l |24l 2

At this point we fix the parametrization. We will consider the equations in the Lagrangian

parametrization, i.e. we set ¢ = 0 which means z; = v. For later use, we introduce the notation

Ps 1= % + BR(z,w)s - 25- (2.16)

_ lzalt

By the above, we have ¢, = o]
(in which case @5 is a function depending only on time). To keep analogy with that case, we use
the notation ¢, 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.

which here takes the role ¢, has in the arc-length parametrization

2.2 Weighted Sobolev spaces
Let us first introduce some notation. Given any two (non-negative) quantities f and g, we say
f<g & Fe>0: f<cg

and similarly
f~g &= 3e>0: clg<f<eg,

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 v € R. We define the weighted Lebesgue space L5 ,(I',m) to be
Lo,(T,m):={¢:T =R |m7¢ e L*I)}
endowed with the norm
63, = [ mla ot Pds..
where if not explicitly stated otherwise m is always a power weight, i.e. we have
m(z) ~|z|, ze€Tl.

If0 <v+1/2 < 1, we say that m(-)” is a Muckenhaupt weight (it then satisfies the Muckenhaupt
(Az)-condition). Frequently we will consider weighted Lebesgue spaces on the one dimensional
torus T or on a particular interval I C R instead of I', however to simplify the notation we
usually drop the space reference altogether and simply write L5 ,(m). On the other hand, we may
occasionally write £, (1) if we want to emphasize the particular interval of integration.

We introduce two families of weighted Sobolev spaces:
¢ € Hi(m) = 0l Loy(m), 0<j<k,
peLh (m) = 0P Loyirim), 0<j<k,

where 0 = ﬁ@a is the parametrization independent derivative. We will also need the subspace

HY o(m) == {¢ € Hy(m) | m(2)""¢(z) € L™},
We clearly have
£5_(m) C HE(m). (2.17)

Hardy inequalities imply these can be identified, whenever (7 — k) +1/2 > 0 (for the convenience
of the reader, we give these in the Appendix, Theorem 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:



Lemma 2.1. Let m' = O(1). Then, we have
¢ € ﬁéwﬂ(m) = ¢= O(m7(7+%)).
Proof. The claim follows by integration since
(m2(’y+1/2)¢2)/ _ (2,7 + l)m/m27¢2 + m2'y+1¢¢/ c L.
O

To define fractional Sobolev spaces, let A/2¢ := (—A)'/%¢$ be the periodic fractional Laplacian
defined (modulo a multiplicative constant factor) by

A1/2¢>(a) Np'v./ﬂ- ¢( ) j)( ) do!.

_x | sin (252)[3/2

The weighted estimate for the Riesz integral suggests
Osp € Lo a(m) = AV2p e Ly,(m)

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

O<(y=A)+1/2<1/2
and define
HEPV2(m) == {¢ € HE_ ;y(m) | AV?(mP0F¢) € La-x(m)},
endowed with the norm

161172y = NEMT oy A2 (M B)E,

Similarly, we define EkH/Q( ) to be the subspace of ﬁ’zf,yq/z(m) such that A/2(m*ok¢) €

Lo —x(m). It is not difficult to see this definition is independent of the exact value of A (see the
Appendix for similar results regarding commutators with A'/2). Finally, we introduce the periodic
Hilbert transform

Hé(a —p /gb cot )d’

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
BNT consists of exactly two connected components I't which can be parametrized as a graph,
that is

BNT =TTuTl", T*={x+tin(at): |z <20}, (2.18)
where 6 = §(t) > 0 (note the orientation is reversed on the lower branch). For the weight function,
this corresponds to setting

m(z) ~ |z,

in which case, we use the notation
x = z1(a,t), m(x) = |z|, x € Is := (—26,20).

To finish this section let us comment on the relation (2.17)), when (y — k) +1/2 < 0. Let
Igr = (0,4) and let e.g. kK = 1. Then, using integration and Hardy inequalities (cf. Lemma D
we have for e.g. the right-hand side I'* N I}

H\(I*nIf) =L TFnIH)eR, y+1/2<1

and similarly for the left-hand side I'* N I, where we have set I; := (—§,0). When I'*t are
smooth enough (corresponding to two smoothly connected cusps, i.e. v = 0), the constant must
be the same, i.e. we have

HYT*) =} (IF) @R,
However, if T'F are only piecewise smooth (corresponding to the case v > 0), then Hi(l“i) 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.



3 Singular integrals on domains with cusps

Throughout this section we assume v = 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
w € (1/2,1] be fixed and let 5 € R be such that

l—p<p+1/2<p. (3.1)
In the neighborhood of the origin, cf. , we assume
K(ot) € L3 pia(las), o "W 00s(z, )] £ 1, =012, (3:2)
together with the lower bound
||~ g, t) > 1. (3.3)

Away from the origin the parametrization of the interface is H* and satisfies the arc-chord condi-
tion . Note that the lower bound in ensures the two assumptions on the derivatives of
K are consistent, since

l—p<pB+1/2 = ml e LlLss(m),

cf. Lemma 211

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

0 € Hj, »(T,m), log |za| € H3 1 (T, m), (3.4)

In particular, we have log|z| € CO* (T) for some X' € (0,1) and therefore |z,| ~ 1. Moreover,
note that ,

ze=¢e? = z,¢€ Hj . o(m), 225 € L3 5,5(m).
where we have taken into account 6(a.) = 0 (resp. 8(—a.) = 7). When « is sufficiently close to
Q, we further assume

m(@) ()] ~ 1, m(a)|fa(a)] < 1. (3.5)
Going over to the graph parametrization in the neighborhood of +a., we have z;, = ﬁ resp.
0, = 9% = “1T3. By making § smaller we may assume k,, > 0 on I35 and therefore k, > 0 when

B
5

|
R

"

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

z (x,—k(x,t))

Figure 2: Interface near z, =0

Finally, we introduce some more notation. We append subscript £ to a point z € I' whenever
it is an element of I'* in the graph parametrization cf. (2.18)), i.e.

2y =z +ik(x,t) e IF



and we use the notation p(z,t) := 2k(x,t) when we want to emphasize some quantity depends on
the difference z; — z_ and not on any symmetry assumptions.

For a fixed z € I} := (0,6), we split o5 := (—25,20) in three intervals
Ii(z) =[-z,(1—e)x], I.(x):=(1-¢e)z,(1+e)x), I.(z):=(=26,—2]U[(1+e)x,20)

for some small & = ¢(t) > 0 and denote the corresponding parts of I'F by T (z), T () and T (z)
respectively, i.e.
I (z):={zel* :zecl,., ()}

le,r

We will frequently make use of the notation

flw) = f(u).

F(f)(2,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 z-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 3, we always mean [ from the regularity assumptions
for the interface parametrization.

Lemma 3.1. Let 0 < y+1/2 <1 such that v+ 1/2 # p. Then,
BR(z,)* : L3 (m) = Lo (m).
The same is true for the operator BR(z,-)* 2.

Proof. Tt 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

o o () ds € 2ot

2mi Jr+ur- 2+ —4q

provided f € Lo ~(I2s5). Without loss of generality we may assume 0 < z < 6. Then, we have

! 1 ! 1
‘(“ )‘5 u e I(x), <Z+ )’5 u € I(x)
Zy —Qq+ x 2+ — 4+ |u|

and therefore
Z/
| s (=) s
I (z)ur; (z) 2+ —4q

on T (z) respectively

ZI
‘ / f(@) ( J: ) dsq
I (z)Ury (z) 2+ —4q

on T (z). Both are bounded in £ ~(I5) by the corresponding Hardy inequalities cf. Appendix,
Lemma [AT4

It remains to consider ¢ = ¢+ € I'F(z). When ¢ = ¢, a short calculation yields

4 1 - (/ﬁ'(a?)—n(x)_ﬁ(u)) i (3.6)

Zy —qy T—u xT—Uu T—u 1+Z‘%Z(“)’

1 xX
S [ 1@l

- /2‘5 HOIENGOI

10



where, for fixed u and x, there exists some £ such that

L (W) = M=) 0, p e = k16) = 0.

r—Uu r—u

Since x ~ u, we conclude
Zg_ 1 —1
= O(zH™ ). 3.7
PRl (") (3.7)

In particular, the corresponding integral over I'}(z) is bounded in L, 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 ¢ = ¢_, we have
2y 1
S oa @owipw)

by Lemma [A.2] (cf. Appendix), where recall that p(u) = (g4 —g—) = 2k(u). As before, the error
term can be estimated by Hardy’s inequality and it only remains to estimate

+0(z ),

1
I@yzlw»@_m+wwoﬂwm. (3.8)

At this point, we employ the variable change h : Ry — (0, 26)
hE) =z, (&)= —p(h(s))
(cf. Appendix for details). The weight function transforms as
e~ WEPIEdE,  HEPIEO ~ RO, mE©)i=1+E  (39)
where we have set 7 := p~1(y + 1/2) + 1/2. In particular,
feLlyy(m) < fohe Ly _5(m).
As for the kernel, Lemma [A74] implies

I S W(r) N
@) tipw ™ i©) —h(r) — i (r) * [<5T>z‘

In particular, we have

/05127|I(x)|2d1’ < /O mm(f)za( N f(T)(g_lT)_Z_dT)QdE

00 _ (1+e4)€ e 2
s [Cae ([ ) e

where I.(€) := h™*(I.(z)) C {7 : |7 — €] < es&} (cf. 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 —5 + 1/2 < 0, this is not the case for the
weight m~7. However, we only integrate over a region where 7 ~ £, hence we can write

N S AR f 1 WS f (ol
e DTy A=) /a@mmk i *O(/o () ¢ )

where k € N is such that 0 < (k—4)+1/2 < 1. The error terms are bounded by Hardy inequalities
(it is not difficult to see these hold for m as well). Recall that we are excluding the case y+1/2 = p
corresponding to the limiting case —4 + 1/2 = —1 for which we don’t have this type of Hardy
inequalities. O
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In general, when f € Ly, (m) with k > 1 and 0 < y+1/2 < 1, we cannot expect BR(z, f)*zq
to map Lo —x(m) to itself. We therefore introduce the following correction:

k—1 s
BRA(e ) = BRG) + 3 et [ s fe) s
) z;z)o/) : (3.10)
- %p.v. r 2@k z(a) — z(a’)dsa/'
For later use we also introduce the notation
bi(f) = —— [ — L f(a)dsu (3.11)
2mi Jp z(a/)it!
When f € Ly 441 (m), we similarly set
= _
BRou(a ) = BRES) = 505 o [l ) dse -

Lemma [3.1] implies

Corollary 3.2. Let k > 1. Under the assumptions of Lemma[3.1], we have

f € ‘C2,’yfk:(m) = BR*k(Za f)* € £2777k(m)7
f€Loyiw(m) = BRyi(z, [)" € Loyn(m).

If the interface I is fully symmetric and f is either even or odd with respect to both azes, then
BR<Za f)* = BR*I(Za f)*

and, in particular,
BR(Z, )* : Egﬁ,l(m) — £277,1(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 € (1/2,1] and let 1 — p <~y +1/2 < 1. When f € H}(m), we have
BR(z, f)* € H}(m), BR(z, f)*zs € H(m),

where '
BR(z, f)f = 2BR(2,Dsf)*,  D,f := as(f). (3.13)
Similarly, when f € E%ﬁ(m), we have
BR_y(z, [)* € L3 (m), BR_1(z, f)*zs € E%ﬁ(m).
On the other hand, when f € L3, (m), we have

BR(Za f)* € ‘C%,'y-‘,-l(m)) BR(Za f)*zé € ‘C%,'y—i-l(m)

where now
BR(Za f): = ZSBR+1(Z,D5f)*.

Proof. Since 1 — pu < v+ 1/2, we have m*~! € L5 ,(m) and therefore

feH\m) = zD.f=f—ifbs € Lay(m).

12



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 = 2¢BR(2, D5 f)* € L3(m)

(see also Lemma[5.4] from Section [5). Similarly, we have BR(z, f)* € L2 (m), hence BR(z, f)* €
L*° and we conclude

(BR(z, )" 2s)s = BR(2, f)s zs + i0sBR(2, f)*z5s € La.(m).

The remaining statements follow from Corollary Note that

o (<a>—1<a>) et (z(a) I z(lco) | (3.14)
O

When higher order derivatives of f belong to Ly (m), we can proceed similarly. However,
when p < 1, the resulting space will depend on the values of f at the singular points (assume e.g.
that f € H2(m), then, in general, we only have D,f = O(m*~')). As we are only interested in
the fully symmetric case, with f typically odd w.r.t to both axes and therefore vanishing at +a,
for all times, we limit ourselves to the following:

Lemma 3.4. Let I' be fully symmetric and let f € H—%,O(m) be odd with respect to both azes.
Then, under the assumptions of Lemma we have

BR(z, f)* € H2 o(m), BR(z, [)* 25 € H}\ ot 5y (M)
Proof. By assumption 1 — u < v+ 1/2 and therefore
fem2o(m) = Z2DEf = (fu—ibuf)s — 20.(fs — i8.f) € Lar(m).
We can now apply Lemma to D f to conclude
BR(z,D.f)" € H(m) = BR(z,D,f)" € L.

In particular, we have BR(z, f)* and BR(z, f)% € 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). O

In the next few Lemmas, we consider what happens when we put a derivative on the kernel
of the Birkhoff-Rott integral. When I is a sufficiently regular arc-chord curve and f € L5 ,(m),
we expect BR(z, f)*izs —Hf € Eéﬁﬂ(m). This is consistent with integrating by parts when the
derivative of f is available, i.e. when f € £§ﬁ 4+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 — H f incurs
a loss of O(m#*1), i.e. the derivative belongs to Lo ,+1(m) only. In order to cancel the extra
O(m*) factor, an additional term is necessary. More precisely, we have

Lemma 3.5. Let 1 —pu <~y+1/2 <1 with v+ 1/2 # p and let

A= (oL 4 BRG im0 = 1 (4 BRG.Y) 20).

225 2Zs
where H denotes the periodic Hilbert transform. Then, we have
feLlyy(m) = AfeHiH(m).

Proof. Let us define

Rf:=2BR(z, [)"iza — H(|zalf),  Lf:= %HRf'

13



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

Rft@) = g [ 1oy~ o )8

2 ,W z(a) — z(o)  a—do

(we absorb |z,/| into the definition of f). By Lemma we know that Rf € Ly ,(m).

We first assume « € [—m, 7] is far away from the singular points, i.e. o+ a,| > € and € > 0 is
so small that T' can be parametrized as a graph on Bae () U Bae(—aw). Without loss of generality
we may assume « belongs to the ball A. := B,, _(0), i.e. that |a| < a, —e. When o/ € A/, we
have

Zo 1 0o F () (cr, )
2(a) —z(a/) a—o  F)(a,d)’

(3.15)
where
(@) — z(a)

a—ao
Since m ~ 1 on A, /s, we have z € H*(A, /) and therefore we may take one derivatives of (3.15).
In fact, the Taylor development of z gives

F(2)(a,a) =

o I \k
agF(Z)(O@O/) = Wi/)lﬁl/ a§+1Z(T) %d’r

and
. -1
L F()(0a)] 2 Fopa(a) ™

On the other hand, if o € (A/2)¢ = [~7, 7| \ Ac/2, we have

o—al>e/2 )] 2 Fl)

and we may take the required derivatives directly on the kernel (note that f € Lo, (m) C L'). In
particular, we have
Rf € H'(A.)

for any small € > 0 and therefore also

1

1 1 1
Ef(a):—,p.v./ — Rf(a')da’ + — —
i A, @—Q i J(a ) @ — @

Rf(a)da' € H'(A,)

where we replace € by €/4 and use Rf € H'(A, /4) when considering derivatives of the principal
value part of the integral and we use Rf € L5 ,(m) when estimating derivatives of the second.

Let now « € Be(a.). We first claim

Ri@ =5 [ )y ) RA@), RS € BB )

T or —z(a)

Indeed, far away from the singular points the arc-chord condition holds and |« — | is bounded
away from zero, hence the derivative of the corresponding part of the integral has the same
regularity as zqaq. When o' € Ba (), Lemma from the Appendix implies

0 F(2)(a, )

“ Bae(as) W f(O/)dO/ € H'1+1<Be(06*)).

The claim follows, since |o — &/| is bounded away from zero when o’ € Ba.(—«.). In particular,
it is not difficult to see that we have

1 1 1 . o A )
= —p.. — p.0. _ H Be(a
Bl =2p /Bm*) aa’(%p“ /B“(_m)f ) - ™ )do‘ + Hyn(Belaw))

14



where we have used that

Rf(a)
U'/B (o) ~ o 4o € Hipy(Be(an)),
2e *

cf. Appendix, Lemma (where we replace € by 2¢ and use Rf € HY(By.)).

At this point, we go over to the graph parametrization, where we set z = 21 («) resp. u = 21 ().

Since
1 Zla 0o F(z1)(a,a’)

a—ao z(a) —z(a/)  F(z1)(a,a)

and 214 € HE_H(BC(Q*)), the corresponding integral belongs to H';(Bc(a.)) by Lemma cf.
Appendix. In particular, it remains to consider the derivative of

1 20 ! 1 é 1 1 20 !
— flw) e du — f,p.v./ — / fl@) Lt —du |du, x € Is/s,
21 J 25 2+ —4- e T —u\2m J g5 4+ — q-

where f € Lo (I25) for some § > 0 small enough. Without loss of generality we only consider
x € Is/3 with & > 0. The kernel can be written as

2l B . 1
Z+—q, —3(x,u)—|—r(a:,u), s(x,u) L (iE—’LL)—‘r’Lp(U)
where 95
u — » f(ayr(u, @) di € HY , (I5). (3.16)

In fact, by Lemma [A2] we know
1
0 (, )] S $(+”(“) ) we L)

On the other hand, we have

!
%(@qu_) = 7<Z+Z_+q_)2 + z+ i - O(zt1)

and therefore,

d 2l 1
— S = el

d 2l 1
A < = I,(2). 3.17
() s 5 wer@ e
Clearly, when u € Io5\I.(2), the kernel 9,s(z,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, ,(I5/2) and therefore

)
Rf(@) = Sf(e) + H (L), LI) = — po. / L Sf)du+ HL, (I5)2),

e s§T—U

where we have set

1 2
Sf(z) := o | s f(u)s(z,u) du.
We further claim ) )
= —puo. H! (I 1
L) = e [ T Sapwdut Uy (315)

where we have set

1
Scf(x) := 27T/Ic(z) fu)s(z,u)du.

15



Indeed, it is not difficult to see that

T fu)s(z,u)du € Hi+1(15)
Ios\Ic(x)

(the interval of integration depends on x, but |s(z, (14¢)x)| = O(z~1)), hence its Hilbert transform
belongs to HY;(I5/2) by Lemma We then restrict the Hilbert transform integral to I.(z).
In fact, for u € I;(z), we have

| /I l(w)(x_lu)z&f(u)du‘ s/ 1SS (w)du,

—x

while, when u € I,.(x), we have

‘/IT(I)(QC_IU)gScf(u)du‘ < 1/; [Sef )] +ISef(—u)]

T u

Both are bounded in L9 441. In particular, (3.18) follows. At this point, we apply the variable
change

x=h(E), (&) =—p(h(¢)
cf. Appendix for details. Recall that A~ maps (0,24) to R, and that

FeLy,11((0,20) & fohely; 5(Ry,m),

where 7 = p~ (v +1/2) + 1/2 and m(€) = 1 + £ (cf. proof of Lemma . We claim

1 1 ~
Lf)oh(&) == —— S f(r)dr + £, _~(I5,5),
€nene = [ e sar + 2y 5(0)

where we use the notation I,(¢) := h~'(I,(x)) and .75/2 :=h71((0,5/2)). Indeed, we have
1 (I+e1)€
Seer)  SS@lar
0

yé«f%<mgﬁzv>_fi7)$ﬂ”d7 (e

(cf. Lemma and estimate (A.11) from the Appendix) with the right-hand side bounded in
Ls1-5(Is/2) by Hardy’s inequality. The interval of integration also depends on £, but it is not

difficult to see that terms coming from this part of the derivative also belong to Eg,l,a(z; /2) cf.
estimate following (A.11)) in the Appendix.

On the other hand, the kernel of S.f transforms as

1 U h'(7) = _ r(€,7)| dr
CEmERT Ok @) h(r) () L&ﬂi+(&)}d
where the remainder satisfies
1 1 1 1
Men S mrs renl 8o (ag et 619

for 7 € .Tc(f) uniformly for £ € Iy (cf. Lemma in the Appendix). In particular,
T | f()r(r ) dr e L’%)lfﬁ(fn).
Ic(T)

By the first estimate of (3.19), boundary terms also give correct estimates. Moreover, it is not
difficult to see its Hilbert transform over I..(£) also belongs to 5%71_,?(15/2), since we are integrating
over a set where £ ~ 7.
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In particular, it remains to show

1 1 1 1
e F)————dF € L} I
/7u<€>f( )(5—7)—@' T T § T /mr)f( )(T—T) € Lasllop2)

Since —4 is not Muckenhaupt (we have —4 4+ 1/2 < 0), we write

T # =M f('r) - LT
76<€>f( e ©" 7. m(T)F (€-71) = 47+ L21-5(05)
— f(7) 1 :
= (f)/ M(F E—7) =i d+£21 ,y( 5)s
=:G(€)

where k € N is such that 0 < (k—4) 4+ 1/2 < 1 and we have extended f by zero to the entire real
line. We have G € Ly j—5(R4,m), hence

= G(r)dr

where it is not difficult to see that

G(r) = /~ ~f<7-) ! i dr + E%,kJrlfﬁ(R*’ m),

where the Hilbert transform of the error term belongs to £, ,, 5 (1) by Lemma Since, we

also have . 165) )
T ~
e ——drefll, (I
/]R\TC(E) g —r /j;(‘r) m(,r)k (7_ _ 7_) — 2,k+1 'y( 5/2)

the claim follows (note that we only need to consider Ry \ I(¢), since by definition the inner
integral vanishes when 7 < 0). O

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

Lemma 3.6. Let 1 —pu<~v+1/2 <1 with u#~v+1/2 and let f and g be complez-valued. Then

A(f,9) = 8?( ifg +ifBR(z,9) 2 ) HR (fg + fBR(z,9)*z )
satisfies
geHY (m), feHES ((m) =  A(f,g) € Hifl (m), k=01

Proof. We have

a%(”;g n ifBR(z,g)*zs> - §Rf( - % + BR(z,9) - zj) - Sf(% + BR(2,9) - z)
(fg + fBR(z,9)"> ) - %f(% + BR(2,9) - 2) + S/ ( - % + BR(z,9) - #).
Since N
—%‘q + BR(z,9) - 2- = BR(2,Rg) - 2 — (%g + BR(z,39) - zs),
? + BR(2,9) - 25 = (? + BR(z,Rg) - z) + BR(2,3g) - 21,

17



after some rearrangement we obtain the formula

Alt.9) = =R (BRGS0) 22+ 32) + H(BRG39) 54| + R0, HBRG 39) - =

RO BRGR) 25— 1 (BRGRG) -2+ )|+ R, }(BR@ Rg)- 2+ ?)
- S(f) :(BR(Z,RG) zs + %) + H(BR(z,Rg) - ] H|BR(z,Rq) - 2
-S| BRG.99) -5~ H(BRG,30) 2+ 5| - (). (BR<Z, Sg)- 7+ ;9)

When g € L3 ,(m), the claim follows using Lemma on the terms in brackets and Lemma
from the Appendix which deals with commutators. However, the definition of Af from Lemma
differs from the above by a factor of 1/|z,], hence in order to use Lemma we write

Cx

(BR(Z,%) - Zs + \;g> + H(BR(2,Sg) - z5) = LgA(sg) + [1’

EM EX

H} BR(z,3¢) - z-

and similarly for other terms in brackets. Since 1/|2q| € Hj, | (m), the commutator clearly belongs

to H),;(m) by Lemma

Assume now g € H, (m) with f € Hg+2 (m). First note that commutators belong to H2, ()
by Lemma As for the terms in brackets, we need to take one derivative directly (we control
only two derivatives of 1/|z,]), then use Lemma [3.5] Since Dyg € L3 411(m) is not integrable, we
have

OaBR(z,9)" = 2z BR11(2,Dsg)" = Za BR(z,2Ds9)*, «€[—m, ]
z

(cf. definition (3.12))), where 1/z(«) has singularities at both £a,. When considering correspond-
ing derivatives of the Hilbert transform we therefore have to proceed as in the proof of Lemma
and consider a € [—7m, 7] \ Be(aw) U Bo(—aw) and a € B.(+a.) separately.

W.lo.g. we only consider o € B(aw). Then, as in the proof of Lemma we have

o — O a—ao

O (BR(:.9)'5) = o [ el = )0 (BR(z.0) () do 4 H] y(Biler)

S /0 : /(O/—a*)zs((a/))BR(ZaZDsg) Zordal + Hoy(Be(o))

o — Oy a— o z(a

zs(e) [T 1 . 1
= Z(a)/o p— BR(z,2D.g)*zorda’ + H  5(Be(aw)).

In the last step, we have used Lemma with ¢ := (o — ow) 2 € Hj, ([0, 7]), since

QO — Oy 1 L
%( ) ) = 2o (2(a) = 2(as) = za(@) (o — o)) € Hp ([0, 7).

In particular, the claim follows applying Lemma to A(zDsg). O
Lemma 3.7. Let 0 <y +1/2 < 1 such that p # v+ 1/2 and let

0= %(55 [0 (50 ) @)

fELoy(m) = I(f)€H(m),
f€£%,7+1(m) = I(f)eH] S41-2(m).
where A :=1—(8+1/2).

Then, we have
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Proof. The derivative of I(f) reads

20 =#( g 10 (i

) s () )
([ Ty ) =B

First note that 1 — n < /6 + 1/2 implies ‘6277+1—H(m) - £27-Y+1_)\(m). When f S [,27,y(m), we
clearly have I € Lo 41—, (m) (using 6, = O(m#~1)).

To estimate I;, assume without loss of generality z = z, € I't with ¢ = gz € I'* and let

l\z

=Jt+J +J

corresponding to integrals over I't respectively the integral over I'\ (I't UT ™).

’

Passing over to the graph parametrization, we have zs(a) — 2z (z) = sz’l and zs(a’) —
+

+qf(u) = i%. Therefore, it is not difficult to see that

ot +
= + _ZE = O(|+' ()| + |+ (v)|? - )
%(qs +1) o), qert, %R( q;“> O(R @) + W (W), qel~  (3.20)

(note that —R(2/, (¢_)*) = —1 + /(2)x’(u)) and
+
(i S+ 1> O(|K'(z) F K'(u)]), ¢qeTI*. (3.21)
q
We first consider J. We can write

ﬁm(l. Zf( )9+ (x, u)d( w1 )du)

2mi dr\zy —q+ zT—u

1 26

Com )

f( )Sg+(,u) du+ Lo y41-p(m) = T+ Iy + Lo y+1-pu(m),

1
(z —u)?
where the real and the imaginary parts of g4 (z,u) satisfy (3.20) and (3.21)-type estimates with
q € I'" respectively. Since Sgy(z,u) = ﬁ(/ﬁ’(u) — &/(z)), it is not difficult to see that we can
+

write

r—u

1 1 K" (x)
%g+(x,u) (.’E—'Ll,)2 = |er‘2 (F(H/)I+ >7
hence J5F € Lo.,11-x(m) by Lemma On the other hand, the kernel of J;~ can be written as

d( 41 ) __iF(Ree _ F(e):
de\zy —qr z—u 1+iF(k) (14+iF(k))?

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

28
] < / P (P (5)as ] + 1F()a]?) du

—25
which can be estimated as in Lemma to show it belongs to Lo 441-x(m) (note that F(k)zq
satisfies similar estimates as F(x'), does; we omit further details).
We consider J~ next. We can write

1 26 d /
J = %( ) s f(u)gf (.’L‘,u) %( Zy ) du) + L2,7+1*N(m)’

% Zy —q—

where the real and the imaginary parts of g_ (z, u) satisfy (3.20)) and (3.21]) with ¢ € T'~. We have

d zl 1
4 < = I
dx<z+—q)‘ ~ g U ),

1

d 2l 1 xk
a < 1 I,(2).
dx(z+—q)"\’u2+ w ' UF (z)
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Since g_(x,u) = O(x* + |u|"), we can use Hardy inequalities to show the corresponding integrals
are bounded in Ly y41-,(m). However, when u € I.(z), the corresponding Hardy inequality is
true only under the assumption that (y+1—pu)+1/2 > 0. We therefore use an improved estimate

lg-(z,u)| < 20K ()] + W' (2) = ' (W)] S 2" +a" Mo —ul,  ue ()

which implies
-1
AN A
S =+
~ 2 )
U U

’g(x’u)c;i“(z_s_z—;q_) u € I.(z).

The corresponding integral is now bounded in Lo 41—, (m) as long as 0 < v+ 1/2.

It remains to estimate u € I.(x). We have

d 2l 1 _
= =— +0(x77), u € Ie(z),
dx(z+ —Q—> (z —u) +ip(u))2 &™) (%)

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

7= w(g [ g (W)du) + Loy ulm)

However, we have g_(x,u) = O(z#*) and
‘ 1 ’2 < 1 p(u)
(@ —u) +ip(u) |~ p(x) (z —u)* + p(u)?’

hence when f € L5 ,(m) this part of the integral belongs to Lg ~41(m) only (cf. proof of Lemma
for details). On the other hand, if f € £5_,(m), we can write

u € I.(x),

1 2 1 o (w)
( ) = ) z
(x —u) +ip(u) (@ —u) +ip(u) ((z — u) +ip(u))

where the integral corresponding to the second kernel on the r.h.s. clearly belongs to Lo 41— ,(m).
Finally, we can integrate by parts, to obtain

JT =R ! / ' (uw)g—(z,u) ! du |+ L (m)
= — _ —————du _ .
2 Jrw T @) +ip(w) B

(terms coming from the integration limits belong to L3 41—, (m), since the kernel is O(z#~ 1)
when u = (1 + €)z; note also that d,g9- = O(u*~1)). We can further write

1 r—u
J = — "(w)Sg_(x,u) ———s——=du+ L - ,
27 J1.(x) F )3z w) (@ —u)?+p(u)? ™ T L2i-u(m)
where Sg_(z,u) = fﬁ(n'(x) +&/(u)), but this is easily seen to be bounded in Lo 41-,(m) (see
the proof of Lemma [3.1)). O

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 <y +1/2 <1, where v+ 1/2 # . Then,

D(f)(z) == (w + BR(z, f)*z'z;) + (@ — BR(z, f)*z'z’,), eI,

where fy = flr+, satisfies

fe H}/+1(m) = D(f) € ‘CQ,’Y*N(ICS)v
JeH\m) = D)= 0(m) + Loy pr(ls).
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Proof. We estimate the integral

x»—>1/f(q)( 2 - = )du, x € Iy, (3.22)
r

s Zy—q 2-—¢q

which we split as follows:

/! ! ! 1
/ flw) ( e >du + / fw) < x >du
I (z) B4 — Q4+ 22— — Q4 ' (z) R+ — ¢+ T—U

z! z >
+/ +/ f(u)( N )du-?ﬂ' I;(z).
i (z) \(C+ur-) 2+ —q Z2-—4q ; '

(The integral over ¢ € I'™ can be estimated in the same way as the one over I'" by interchanging
z, and z_). Moreover, for ¢ € I'*, we define

(3.23)

2! 2
k(z,u):= + —
() 2y —q Z—q
’ / ’ (3.24)
2l — 2l 2 zy— 2

Zy—q  zo—qzy—q

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

plx) | ple)
k < — Ii(x);
| (a:,u)| x + 72 S l(‘T)v
recall that p(x) = S(z4 — z—) = 2k(z). In particular, we have

x

()] < 2t / o

—x

and I € Lo ,(I5), provided f € Lo(m). If f is bounded, then clearly I (z) = O(z*). A
similar estimate is true for Is(z), since in this case the kernel satisfies

/
z+_1

24+ T—U

< 0o F (k) (@, u)| S 27

~

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 I'* read

/ 1
i( i S )
Zr—qy T—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 fz).

From now on, we concentrate only on the I'" contribution. Using Lemma in the Appendix
up to order k = 1, we can write

2L S ip'(z) + O(:C”l + gt p(x) >
T Zo = Qs (x —u)? + p(x)?

where we have set ¢, := u + ix(x). In particular, we have
B 2. 1 1 —ip(x) N ip ()
Z_ x—u(z—u)—ip(z) (z—u)—ip(x)

po(ar o B,

4+ T—U

(3.25)
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If f € Lo+(m), the corresponding integrals over the error terms are bounded in Lo, (I5) (cf.
the proof of Lemma [3.1). When f = O(1), the error terms contribute O(x*), since

p(z)
——————du=0(1).
| = = o
In particular, it is enough to estimate the most singular kernel

1 11 ip(x)
2 —q x—u z—u(z—u)—ip(z) (3.26)

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

ip' (z . 1 . 1 1
& :Zp/($> —|—Zp/<x)( — )
Z_ — (x Tr—u Z_ — (g« Tr—u

To estimate ([3.26)), we employ the variable change x = h(§),u = h(7) in the region
§€ls=h71(0,9)), 7EL(&)=h""(L(x)),

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

" 1 —ip(x) w— - h' (&) —ih/(7) -
/ o T — i@ M o T RE - ) () = i) )

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

h' () W (r) 1 1

1 1 1
R(E) — h() (h(E) — () +il'(©) (€ -7 (E-T) i O(Tﬁ(f) (m(T) ey 1()3>2’7)

where m(7) =1+ 7.
Assume first f € H.,,(m). Then, we have

fohe E%,lfﬁ(R+7m)v

where 5 = p~1(y + 1/2) + 1/2. It is then not difficult to see that the integrals over the error

terms belong to L21-5(I5s), provided foh € Lo _5(m) (cf. the corresponding part of the proof of
Lemma [3.1] and note that

22071 g h(g)Q(fy—p)m/(f)ld& h(f)”‘“|h’(§)\1/2 ~ m(é‘)l—’?

implies that L5 15 () corresponds to Ly —,(m) in our original variables). To estimate the main
term, we extend foh 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-%)+1/2<1,
which corresponds to 0 < v+ 1/2 < p. Otherwise, snce we are integrating over a region where

¢ ~ 7, we can correct by m(&)*~1/m(7)*! where k € N is such that 0 < (k —7) +1/2 < 1 (cf.
the proof of Lemma . Then,

1 .
/fc(f) f(T) 5 - (§ / f T) E -dt + £2 1— "/(15)

since (cf. (A.11) in the Appendix) we have

L 1£(7)] U,
‘/]R\I(g) 7) —T)(f—T)—!—idT‘s/{ m(7) §/ (1)
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which is bounded in 52’1,§(_’[:§) by Hardy inequalities.

We claim

/f T')Jr dr +in f(§) 652,14(;5)- (3.28)

Indeed we have
—3 1 1

f*T(é*T)H T e+ -7
and the real part of I is the Hilbert transform of the imaginary part. In particular, it is enough
to show

dr € Loq_+(Iy).
/f (ST —7f(§) € L2,1-5(1s)
Taking the Fourier transform of this convolutlon, we obtain modulo constant factors

—~

R o elsl
SI(s) ~ f(e* = 1) ~ Hf"(s) e -1

|s]

hence taking the inverse Fourier transform we conclude
1
SI(E) ~ /(Hf')(r) log (1 + 2)d7’7
R €-7)

which is bounded in L9 1 (L;) as required. Indeed, the corresponding integral operator is bounded
on L%(R) because its Fourler transform is a bounded function. As the kernel is o(|¢ —7]), a suitable
commutator with the weight function together with the L?(R)-boundedness result shows the claim
when £ ~ 7. For the remaining regions, proceed as in the first part of the proof of Lemma

In particular, we see that

Hw=- )

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

)+ 1) = D L)

+ L27’Y—H(I5)'

The case f € Hl(m) can be reduced to the case f € H!, (m). In fact, we may assume
f € L5, (m) (constant factors fi(0) just contribute terms of order O(z#)), in which case

1 —ip(z) . flu) 1 —ip(z) .
/zcu) f) i )du_ /zcm du+ Loy—p-1(ls)

x—u(r—u)—ip(zx u x—u(zx—u)—ip(x)

Since f(u)/u € L5, (I5), we may proceed as before.
We next consider I4(x). We have

ke £ 2 L) £ o /2‘5 @i+l

and therefore Iy € Lo, (Is) by Hardy’s inequality, whenever f € Ly, (m). If we assume f =
O(1), we can write the kernel k(z,u) as

k(z,u) = Z:) /_(2 + 0("’1(;))
ip'(x) i z il
_ pqi)+ pqi) +_+q++0( — ) (3.29)
ip(x il
N pqi_ : +O( u? )



The integral over the error term gives the correct estimate O(z*). For the remaining term, we

have 1 1
—=—+0@W
q u

and therefore

) 4 = £4(0) L on.
q
rf(z)ury (z) 94 I(z) ¥

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

Iy(z) = O(z").

Finally consider I5(x). Since by assumption |z1 — ¢| is bounded away from zero by a constant
depending on ¢, the kernel satisfies the estimate

r€(0,8), g T\ (THTUlr") = |k(z,u)| < =" (3.30)

~

and the claim follows. O

In order to isolate the lower bound for o (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 —pu < 8+1/2 < u. Then, D(f) as defined in Lemma satisfies
feHi(m) = D(f)(z)=0(m(x)").
Furthermore, one can say more for the real part: actually,

fr(a) = f-(z)

5 +S((2 = 20)bo(f) + O(m(z)* ™), Xi=1—(8+1/2)

RD(f)(z) = —p'(x)

where p(z) == Im(z4 — 2z_).
Under additional assumptions on zeros of f, the estimate for the imaginary part can be im-
proved as well. More precisely, we have

feLign(m) = SD(f)(z)=-R((z} —2)bo(f)) + O(m(x)" ).
Similarly, when
feHjom) = D(f)(x)=—i(z} —2zL)bo(f) + O(m(x)"+1),
with the real part satisfying an improved estimate

Fele) = 1) _ ) 120~ 1)

+ %<(Z/+ =2 bo(f) + (2 2y — z’,z,)bl(f)) + O(m(z) N,

RD(f)(x) = —p'(z)

In addition, if the first order derivative of f vanishes at the singular point as well, then
FeLism = SDU)) = —R((Zh = 2bo(f) + (Zhzr — 22 )bi(f)) + Olm() ).
The continuous linear functionals b;(f) have been defined in .

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 2 € (0, ), or more precisely the sum

Zle I;(z), defined as in (3.23)). Let k(z,u) denote the kernel (3.24)).
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We start with Iy (z). It is not difficult to see, that we actually have

/
il < 2o ( )

<zt u € Ij(x)
2+ — Q4+

and all the statements are straightforward, noting that
feLys(m) = [f=0m"h), k=01

We consider I(z) and I3(x) next, where we integrate over u € I.(z). The kernel in I5(z) satisfies

5}3(2+Z_£*‘q+) oz i u 0@, %(ﬁ) =O(z"™1)

(cf. proof of Lemma and we conclude as for I (z).
As for the kernel in I3(x), we start with estimate (3.25), i.e.

z2 1 1 1 ip'(x
< _ )( >+ p(z) + r(z,u),
Z.—qr xT—u Z_—q« T—u 2_ —

where ¢, := u + ik(z) and the remainder satisfies

r(z,u) =0 <x"1 L P L u§§~’”+> Fo% )

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

! —ip() =—2(if(x "(2)p(x)) arctan | —
L 10 G g = 205 + 7 @pte) axctan (.75
N (3.31)

where we have used

1 T 1
———— du = 2iarctan (| ——— |, p.. / du=20
/Ic(m) (x —u) —ip(x) (2p($)> L(z) T—U

and for the purposes of this Lemma we have set ¢ = 1/2 in the definition of I.(z) (and of I, ;(x)).
The last term in (3.31)) contributes O(z#+*+})  since

1

k—(B+1
0. F(f)(z,u)| S = )m7

(RS IC(LC), f// € £27B+(1—k)(‘[5)’ k=0,1.

When k = 0, the second term in (3.31)) can also be absorbed in the error since
feHI ) = f@p) =0+,

Similarly, we conclude

i/ (z) (u)

I.(x) Z— — G«
Since . -
arctan (T(l”)> =5+ O(zh),

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

/ F)Rr(z,u)du = O(zHTEA). (3.33)
I.(x)
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In fact, we can write Rr(z,u) as

rto) = /e 2 o (g9 (ZY (a2,

(2- = as) - =G« (x —u)? + p(z)?
(cf. Lemma from the Appendix), where the second kernel can be further rewritten as
x—u \2 (x —u)3 (x —u)?
&,;F/f%( ) = " (2)p(x) "t + O?F (k) p(2) "t
O (@)pla) s+ BEF (ol

Using #"'(z) € Hj,4(Is), we conclude

4
T—u
RF(R)pla) T = @),
|2 — gl
In particular, the corresponding integral gives correct estimates (using the appropriate assumptions
on the zeros of f). On the other hand, we have

3

xXr) — u SIJ—’U,4
= et [ A0 e

I.(z) r—u lz— — g«

(z —u)

" ()pla) [ fw

I.(z) lz— — g
hence this terms contributes O(m(z)?#**) with k = 0, 1. Finally, it is not difficult to see we have

K (x)p(x u - w = O(ghtrtA
()M)Amﬂ>mz_%yd O+,

hence (3.33)) follows.

It remains to consider the far away contributions I4(z). To show the claim for RI4(z) when
f = O(z), respectively SI4(x) when f = O(z'*?), we need second order corrections for the kernel.
We can write

k(x,u) = (2, — z'_)(1 + Z—;) + (24 — z_)f]—; + r(x,u)

1 1
= (2} —2) p + (22 — 2l 22) e +7(z,u)

where

r(x,u):i,o’(:z:)(ZJr)QZJrl_q-i—z'p(:zc)ZZIq(’br ! —%)

In particular, we have
Rr(z,u) = O(z"T2u"=3), Sr(x,u) = O(x"T2u~3)

since

R(E) =0(Z). 3(2)=0(%). w(L)=0uh o(-L,)=ow)

hence the integral over I,(z) contributes O(z*+**+#) using the appropriate assumptions on the
zeros of f. O

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

l9: D] f(x) := g(x)D(f)(x) = D(gf)(x), x€ls

satisfies
g€ Hy(m), feHy(m) = [9,D]f(x) = O(m(x)").

Moreover, we have
g€ H}o(m), feHim) = [9,D]f(x) =i(z} — 2 )bo(fg)(x) + O(m(z)"*)

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

!/ Z/

1 z —
r — 27T/Ff(u)Ag(:L‘,u)<Z_|rJrq - q)du, z € (0,0),

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

2 =2 2! -z
k(z,u) = "=+ S

T T Ty
cf. . In particular, using ¢’ = O(1), we have
Ag(z,u)k(z,u) = O(z*), we ()
and therefore Iy (z) = O(a#**) provided f € Hy, , , (m) with k = 0,1.
On the other hand, when u € I.(z), we similarly have
2l 1

24+ TU

Al ) =0t

while
21 B ip(x) o
Mgl (= - ) = Pl i s 1 0tet)
= ip(l‘)gl(l‘)m + O(I“+1m + .’L‘“)

where we have used ¢” € L5 ,(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

. 12 ]-
ip(z)g () f(x / ——du
DI | @0 =il
and using that
pk—1-8 .
\F(f)(x,u)| 5 m, ’U/EIC(I), feHﬁ+(lik)(m), k:o,l

In particular, the corresponding integrals contribute
I(z) + I3(x) = O(z"+F).

Finally, let us consider the far-away contributions to the integral, i.e. w € I.(z). When
f € Lg,3(m), the claim is straightforward since

Ag(z,u)k(xz,u) = O(z").

On the other hand, when f = O(1) and g = O(m), we have fg = O(m) and the proof of Lemmas
and imply
Li(x) = —p'(x)bo(fg)(x) + Olg(x)a* + z*1)
(in this case, there is no need to use the extra cancellation coming from Ag, as opposed to the
case f € Lo g(m)).
O
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Corollary 3.11. Let f be odd with respect to the x-axis. Then
feHy(m) = BR(2.f) 25 € Lapu(m),
f€ Hé(m) = BR(z,f) 25 = O(m") + Lo g_,—1(m)

and
fe Héﬂ(m) = BR(zf)- zj = O(m").

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
feHi(m) = BR(zf) 2z =0m") (3.34)
and similarly, when f is even with respect to both azes, we have
fe E%,g(m) = f4+2BR(z,f) zs = O(m‘”l). (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

r-axis, then BR(z, f) - z{ is even. In particular, passing to the graph parametrization and taking

into account the change of orientation on the lower branch, we see that

~zL:; T
BR(:,f) 2 = gy WDI @)

If, in addition, f is odd with respect to the y-axis, we have f € Hj (m) (as f(£au) = 0 for all
times) but also by(f) = 0. O

Remark 3.12. Let f € Héo(m) be odd with respect to to both axes. Then
BR(z, f) - 2 = S(z:2) (= f + Rbi(f)) + O(m! )

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

g + BR(z, f) - 25 = —R(2s2)(—f + Rb1(f)) + O(m' ™).

4 The local existence theorem domain with cusp
We consider the system of evolution equations

(log|za|)t = Ys + BR(z,w)s - 25,

2
Os
0, = w2 + BR(z,w)s - 22, (4.1)
% + BR(z,w); - 25 = 0,

for (log|za/|, 8, w), where w is odd and log |z, | is even with respect to both transformations a +» —«
and a, — a <> a, + « (by symmetry, we must have a, = 7/2), while 0 satisfies (2.10)).

To recover the parametrization of the interface from (6,log |z,|), we fix the constant of inte-
gration
z(au, t) =0, zi(a,t) =0 (4.2)

(as we will see these will be consistent with the regularity assumptions on the vorticity) and we
set
@ . ’
2(a,t) = / |za (o, 1)@ B da/, (4.3)
Qe

(symmetry-wise, the components satisfy (2.8)—(2.9) as required).
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Let n € (1/2,1] and let 8 € (=1/2,1/2) be such that

we(1/2,2/3] = 1—pu<pf+1/2<uy,

pe2/3,1] = 1—pu<pB+1/2<up/2 (4.4)

In both cases, we have
B+1/2<1—pu/2. (4.5)

For k > 2, we say (z(-,t),w(-,t)) belong to the Banach space Bg;yﬂ(m), if the above symmetry
assumptions are satisfied, we have z(au,t) = z2(—au,t) = 0 and

k+1/2
6(" t) € H;;j[,i(’ﬂ‘, m)’ IOg |ZQ('7 t)' € Hﬁirﬂ//2+(k,1)+1/2(’]r? m)7 (46)

respectively

k+3/2
w(-,t) € Hﬁ+(k_1)+1/270('ﬂ‘, m), (4.7)

where the weight m is a fully symmetric, non-negative function, smooth everywhere except at
a = tay, such that m(a) ~ |a £ ay| in the neighborhood of +a, and m(a) ~ 1 otherwise.
We now give additional conditions which define a particular open set Og’ u(m) C Bg} ,(m) in

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

P = % + BR(z,w)s - 2s. (4.8)
More precisely, we require
k41/2
Qas('a t) € Hﬁ7#/2+(k71)+1/2 (Tv m)v (49)

i.e. the derivatives of p, grow by a factor of O(m*/?) slower than the corresponding derivatives
of ws (respectively wfy). For later use, we recall that

Vst = —p2 4+ 02 — 50, (4.10)

We only consider curves which satisfy following version of the arc-chord condition: there exists
some small 7 > 0, such that the parametrization satisfies

1 1
l|zllF:=Fr(2)+ sup +——=+ sup — ;
" a€Br(ax) |21a(a7t)| a€Br () m(a) “|22a(04,t)‘

Izl <00 (4.11)

(where F,.(z) has been defined in (2.5))), together with higher order estimates
m?HAI0(-, ) < oo, 1<j<k-1 (4.12)

Finally, we assume the normal component of the pressure gradient o = 0,, P satisfies the Rayleigh-
Taylor condition, which in the current setting reads

m~ g (. 1) > 0, (4.13)

with o given by
w@t 1
o= + BR(z,w)t - 25 (4.14)
We are now able to make the statement of Theorem 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 (2°,w°) € Og’ﬂ(m) be such, that

0 k+3/2
W e Hﬁ—u/2+(k—1)+1/270(’]ram)a (415)

where O§7u(m) is the open subset of BZ,M(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,w) € C([O,T],Ogvﬂ(m)) N

Cl([O,T}),OZ;}(m)) solution of (A1) up to time T such that z(-,0) = 2° and w(-,0) = w°.

29



Remark 4.2. The additional assumption 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 O ,(m), which is a-priori not assured when the vorticity satisfies and
at the same time (cf. Section below for more details).

Remark 4.3. There are indeed initial data (z,w) € BE (m) that satisfy ([@.13). First, it is not
difficult to verify that the Rayleigh-Taylor condition (4.13]) holds if we initially have e.g.

ws(ax) =0, b (w) = eri/pj((aof))zdsa/ #0

(where the imaginary part of by (w) vanishes by symmetry). In fact, the corresponding solution
wy € Hgo(m) of must satisfy
Wis () — Rby (wy) = by (why) — Nby (2¢Dsw) — (Rby (w))?.
Setting b := Rby (w), we have
0 = I(252) (—wis () + Rby (wy) + b1 (why) — Rby (2, Dgw)) — 2 - 25 b% + O(m 1)

=2 (%(zsz) —z- zsl) + O(m1+“+’\)

=022 2, 3(22) + O(m!HrTA),
where A =1 — (8 + 1/2). In particular, in the neighborhood of the origin, we have

m~ Ut g > p2,

We do this calculation in more detail in Lemma [5.6] Section [§] when we consider domains with
corners; however here we use Remark and we take into account that in general wys (o) # 0.
If ws(as) # 0, a similar result can be shown using Lemma 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

J—rHI
||w”H/]31<1k_1)(m) * ”%HHg—wzﬂk—n(m) 105, ) + éljl'gk Im? 10501+ eIl

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 ¢, € H"

i (k—1)(m) where k > 2 and let w € Hz(m). Then, we have

k+1
w e H6+(k_1)(m).

Proof. The second order derivative of the vorticity ws, satisfies the equation

Wss
2

+ BR(z,wss) - 25 = F, F := BR(z,wss) - 2zs — (BR(z,w)s * 2s)s + ©ss,

where I € Hé+1(m). Indeed, @55 clearly satisfies this condition. On the other hand, we have

2mi

<BR<z,w>s-zs>s—BR(z,wss»zs=9fe( ! / (((j)) _1)%5(0/) (a)_@(a)dy

= 20 ((2D20) ) - wale) ) o) + 2. BR G0

2mi Jp zs(a)2 z(a) — z(o’)

hence we control the derivative of the first integral in L4 g1+1(m), using the L4 g(m)-norm of wg,
only (cf. Lemma [3.7). Recall also that we use the notation Dyw = 95(w/zs). To show the claim
for the second integral note that

fi=22D%w — wyy = —2wh? — iwhy, — 3ifw, € Hé_H(m),
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hence, integrating by parts, we obtain
BR(z, f)s = 2sBRy1(2, Ds f)* € L3 g+1(m)

cf. (3.12)). Finally, it is not difficult to see that we also have §;BR; - 23 € Hé_H(m). In particular,
we can solve the Neumann problem

§+BR(Z7¢)‘25:F3 FeHgy(m)

for ¢ € H é 41(m) even with respect to both axes (the solution exists by Theorem ) and by
uniqueness, we must have ¢ = ws; (cf. Proposition [6.2)).
To obtain higher order derivatives of the vorticity, we consider the following

Z1Wsss

1
5 — BR(z, z1wsss) - 2s = z1F1, Fy = —((BR(z,wss)-zs)s+Z—BR(z,zlwsss)~zs)+Fs+gpsss.
1

It is not difficult to see that Fy € Hj, ,(m) (where we must use BR,, when taking a derivative
of the first BR integral) and we can proceed as before to find ¢ = z1wsss € Héﬂ(m). But then,
we must have wgss = ¢/21 € Hé+2 (m). O

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
2zt € H§+1(m), z11 = O(m), Zop = O(mlﬂ‘) (4.16)

tivel
respectively Zt(a, t) — 2t (0/7 t)
S | o)

=0(1). (4.17)
Moreover, we have z},zs = @s — 10, where

0; € ﬁg’ﬁﬂ(m), 0; = O(m*), 05 = O(m“_l).

and
O:s = H(pss) + R, R € Hj o(m). (4.18)
Proof. We first claim
0; = O(mH). (4.19)
Indeed, it is not difficult to see that in complex notation we can write
D —if
2 = <2w + ZSBR(z,Dsw)*) = %, (4.20)

where recall that Dsw := 94( Zi) In particular, we have

3(D, D,
0, = z18< — S( 2éw) + BR(z,Dsw) - zsl) — Zos (%( w) + BR(z, Dsw) - zs).
Since
I(Dsw) i N SDsw ~
— =3 + BR(D,w) - 5 = BR(RDw) - 7 — ( + BR(SDyw) - z)

is O(m*) by Lemma (note that R(Dsw) = O(1) is odd, while (Dsw) = O(m#) is even with
respect to the z-axis and they both belong to Hj,,(m)), the estimate (4.19) follows using that
295 = O(m*).

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

Pss — 1045 24, ps — 10y _ Diw
22 22 2

+ 2, BR(z, D*w)*. (4.21)
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In particular, it is not difficult to see that in the notation of Lemma we have
R = A(22, Diw) — 20,0, — 2H (0,0,) € Hj 5 (m).

It remains to show the additional regularity for 6;, that is

iy = O(m*™1). (4.22)
First note that taking the real part of (4.21)), then using ¢s € Eiﬁ_ﬂ/zﬂ(m) together with
0 € L3 5, 1(m) and 29, = O(m*), we see that
R(D3w
( 25 ) + BR(z, D*w) - z, € £é7ﬁ—u/2+1(m)

(note that R(D2w) is odd, while $(D?w) is even with respect to both axes and they both belong
to Hé+1(m)). In particular, we can solve

R(D?
g + BR(z,0) - zs = ( QSw) + BR(z, D?w) - 2,
for ¢ € E%) B2 +1(m) odd with respect to both axes (cf. Theorem Section@). By uniqueness
and symmetry, we must also have
S(Diw)
— BR(z, D*w) - zsl = BR(z,9) - zsL € £§)57H/2+1(m),
which implies the right-hand side of (4.21]) belongs to Eé, —pu/2+1(m) and therefore by Lemma

must grow as O(m#*/2~(B+1/2))  In particular, since 3 + 1/2 satisfies ([@.5), we have ([&.22).
Finally, Lemma [3.4] and Corollary [3.11] imply

zt -z = O(m), 2 - 25 = O(mMTh).

In order to prove (4.17), it is enough to consider @ € B¢(ax) and o € B.(—a.) (the remaining
combinations are easily seen to be bounded since z;, = O(1)). There, we have

zi(@) — ze(d) = ze(@) — ze(—a) + O(a — | &) (4.23)

where symmetry with respect to the z-axis implies

2(Q) — zi(—a) = 2zt (@) = O(m(a)* ). (4.24)
In particular, we have
_ ! %
zi(a) — z¢ () _ 129¢ () +o()
z(a) —z(a’)  z(a) - z(a)
The claim now follows using Lemma in the Appendix; we omit further details. O

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

Lemma 4.6. We have
f€H;o(m) = BR(zf); — BR(z, fi)* € Hj o(m). (4.25)
When f is odd with respect to both axes, we have
[BR(z, f): — BR(z, )] czh = O(mH ). (4.26)
If, in addition, we have f € H§+1(m): then

[BR(Za f)t - BR(Za ft)]s : Zi_ = O(m#) + ‘6275—#—1(7”)‘
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Proof. We have (neglecting the time-dependence and recalling that s = ||ZZ “I‘t)

t( ) *
BR(z, f); — BR(z, = 271_2/]0 —a )) dsar + BR(z, ¢sf)

=% BR(z, D, f)* BR(z Ds(fz))" + BR(z, ¢ f)".

Using

Du(fa)=aDuf + 12 2 —povin, D=0 (L)

S S

we conclude
BR(z, )i — BR(z, ft)" = [z, BR(z,-)"]|Dsf —iBR(z, f0;)". (4.27)

We first consider the Birkhoff-Rott integral of f6,. Lemma (together with f = O(m)) implies
fo0: € ﬁ%.ﬂ(m)a [0, = O(m+**).

In particular, Lemma combined with Corollary (when f is odd with respect to both axes;
in which case f6, is even with respect to both axes) implies

R(:. 100" € Hi(m),  BR(=f6)" =O(m), "4 BR(z, f0) -2 = O(m**).

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

As for the commutator
[2t, BR(z,)"|Dsf = 2t BR(z, Ds f)* — BR(z, 2¢Ds f)* (4.28)
we first show it belongs to Hg(m) Indeed, taking the first derivative, we get

83([zt, BR(z, -)*]Dsf) = z4[2t, BR(z, )*]Dﬁf +iz4[0t, BR(z,)*|Dsf + zs[ps, BR(z,-)* ] Ds f
= 2[2t, BR(z,)*|D2 f + Hi(m).

Using (4.17) to estimate the first term, we conclude
9s([2t, BR(z,")*]Dsf) € L™.
We can take one more derivative, since

1 1
2 B _*D2 - D2 / o / 5(7>da’ sB D2 *
0., BR(:. 102 = 3 [ DR () = 200 ( Sy =) dser + 1 BR( D)
belongs to L3 g(m). Indeed the claim is straightforward, except for the first integral when e.g.
a € Be(ay) and o € Be(—aw). However, in that case, the most singular contribution to the kernel
can be estimated as in the proof of Lemma combining Lemma from the Appendix with
estimates (4.23])-(4.24)) for z;(a) — z:(a’). We omit further details.

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

R(izs[2, BR(z,)*]Ds f) = O(m**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(izszt, BR(z,-)*|Ds f) = 21.BR(2,Ds f) - 2t — 24BR(z, D, f) - 2

4.30
_BR(Z7ZItDsf) 'ZsL—"_BR(ZaZZtDSf) T Rss ( )

where R(2,Dsf) = O(m) is odd and (2 Dsf) = O(m#*1) is even w.r.t both axes. In fact, we
have z1; = O(m) resp. z2; = O(m*T1) by Lemma (as noted previously RD,f = O(1) is odd
with respect to the x-axis, but even with respect to the y-axis and vice-versa for D, f = O(mH)).
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If f e Hg +1,0(m)7 we can prove directly for each term using growth estimates on z;
and appropriate statements from Corollary The claim for the derivative follows similarly.
We omit the details and prove when f € Hj  (m). First note that the above symmetry
considerations imply terms with zy; can be written in the form required by Lemma [3.10] In
particular, we have

thBR(Za Dsf) ' ZsL - BR(Za thDsf) : ZsL = O(m#_‘—l)

and clearly also
20t BR(2, Do f) - z, = O(m* ™).
As for the remaining term in (4.30)), we can write
1 fSOé _fs Oy +Zf98
Dot — ey L4 o) = £i0)

Zs Zs

)

where 1 1
— €HEam),  Dof = Dof = filan) - € Ly p(m).

s
Since zo;/zs satisfies assumptions of Corollary a (4.29)-type estimate follows.
It remains to show -
BR(z, 20¢Ds f) - 2z, = O(m* ).
Indeed, we have
g:=zuD.f € L%,,B—,u—l(m)v Dsg € Lo —p—1(m)

and therefore

BR(:.0)" = BR-a(2.0)" = 5 [ 0(e!) (i + S + 2 )

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(.9)" = =i2() (50 [ a(0!) oy dsw) + £ ums(m)

2mi z(a/)?
where we have used that
BR_3(z,9)" € Lag—p—2(m), 0sBR_3(2,9)" = 2eBR_2(2,Dsg)* € Lo g—;—1(m)

by Corollary In particular, we have BR_3(z,g)* = O(m**!) by Lemma and the claim
follows taking the tangential component.

We can proceed similarly to prove
[2t, BR(z,)"|Dsf = O(m).

In fact, when f € H g +1,0(m), this follows from Lemma If we only control two derivatives of
f, then we can show -
[2¢, BR(z,)*]|Dsf = O(m)

as above, using one correction term less as we only have ztlf):f € Eiﬁ_l(m). We omit the
details. O

Lemma 4.7. There exists a unique wy € HE (m), odd with respect to both azes, solution of
wt + 2BR(z,w;) - zs = F, (4.31)
where the RHS is given by

F := —2[BR(z,w); — BR(z,w)] - 2. (4.32)
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Proof. We construct wy in several steps. First note that F' € Hf;,o(m) is odd with respect to both
axes and F' = F(z,w) doesn’t depend on time derivatives of w (cf. Lemma. In particular, by
Theorem below, there exists a unique wy € Lé, ﬂ(m) odd with respect to to both axes solution
of . Its derivative w;s must satisfy

Wts — 2BR(Z,th) cZg = FS — F17

where
F o= 2[(BR(Z, wt) - 25)s + BR(z,wis) - zs]. (4.33)

We claim that given w; € Ly 5(m), we have Fi € Hj,,(m). Indeed, we can write

[BR(z,wt)s + BR(z,wts)] C2g = 3‘%( L / <zs(a) + l)wts(a’)%dsa/)

27 zs(a) z(a) — 2z

0 (5 [ 20 (D) @)~ o) s

2mi | z(o)

The second integral clearly belongs to H é 41(m), since
2eDswy — wes = —twily € Hé+1_)\(m) C Hé+1(m)

where A =1 — (8 + 1/2). The same is true for the first integral by Lemma In particular (by
Theorem below) there exists ¢ € H, [13 4+1(m) even with respect to both axes, solution of

¢ —2BR(z,¢) -2, = F. (4.35)

By uniqueness, we must have w;s = ¢ and therefore w; € H§+1(m), cf. Proposition below.
However, having control over an additional derivative of w; implies F} € H é 4+1-x(m), cf. Lemma
which in turn implies w; € Hj,_,(m) by Theorem

This argument can be iterated until v := § + 1 — kX satisfies v + 1/2 < 1 for some k € N,
i.e. until we have F; € H$ (m). If v < B, then we are finished applying Theorem one more
time to conclude w; € Hj(m). Otherwise, we only have w; € HZ(m). However (y —A) +1/2 =
B+1—(k+1AN) +1/2< B+ 1/2 (and clearly also (y — p) +1/2 < 8+ 1/2) and we claim that
Fis € L3g(m). In fact, when w, € H2(m), w; = O(m) we have

Fis = §R( ! /(zs(a) —+ 1) Dswts(a,)zs(a)d%,> + L p(m)

27i zs(a) z(a) — z(a)

=5 [ (2 1) @) 2D s ) + Lag(m)

zs(a) z2(a) — 2z

hence the claim follows as in Lemma We omit the details. In particular, we conclude w; €
Hg (m) by another application of Theorem O

Lemma 4.8. The normal derivative of the pressure o satisfies
o€ £§75+1(m), o= O0(m+th), s =0(m") + Lo g—p—1(m). (4.36)

Proof. We first show the asymptotic part of (4.36]). Recall that o is given by Equation (2.14]). We
have
BR(z,w); - 2+ = BR(z,w;) - 25 + [BR(z,w); — BR(z,w)] zt (4.37)

Lemma [3.4] and Corollary applied to f = w; imply
BR(z,w;) - 2+ € Hg(m)7 BR(z,w;) - 25 = O(mM1),
while Lemma [.6] applied to f = w implies

[BR(z,w); — BR(z,w,)] - z3- € Hj(m), [BR(z,w); — BR(z,w;)] - 2+ = O(m**1).
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Moreover, their derivatives are O(m*)+Ls g_,,—1(m). In particular, all the statements from (4.36))
follow except the claim for 930.

As we do not control d3w; and 936, we need to use the ‘cancellations’ proven in Lemma
to gain control over an additional derivative of o. 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 where Hilbert transform of ¢, := (log |24|)¢ is substracted from 6;). Indeed, we have

w&t

- + BR(z,w); - 25 = BR(z,w;) - 25 + (70 + BR(z,wb;) - 2 ) + R(izs[zt, BR(2, )] Dsw)

i + BR(2,w); - 25 = ( -+ BR(z,w1) - 2 ) BR(z,w,) - 2 + R(24]20, BR(z, )| Daw)

cf. Lemma where

zt Dsw

N D,w
[z¢, BR(z,)*|Dsw = zt< 5

Zs

—|—BR(Z,Dsw)*) - ( +BR(z,ztDsw)*).

Zs
Combining all the previous Lemmas of this section, we have

wy € Hg,o(m), wb; € ﬁg’ﬁ(m), zDsw € Hgyo(m).
Note that

f

02 (TZS + BR(zj)*) = zZ (D -f

2z

D.f

+ BR(z D2)") + 6,z -

+ BR(z, D,f)")
and therefore, when f € Hg)o(m), we have

o2 (L+ bRy = 2 (2L

(2, D2f) 25) + Hp i (m).

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

az(D;‘” BR(Z,DSW)*) _ (D3

and therefore
D, D3
o (zt( d —l—zSBR(z,DSw)*)) = zfzt< ;w

cf. (3.12) for the definition of BRy;(z,w). In particular, the claim now follows from Lemma
since

(Z, Dgw)*zs) + Hé+2(m)

+ BRy1 (2, Dg’w)*zs) + Hj 1 (m)

Ogs = Ogg — (82( + BR(z,w); - zs))

= A(22, D?(w; — 6w — 2z Dyw)) —I—A(z s %t ,zD3w )—i—HéH(m)

where we use Lemma from the Appendix to estimate the Hilbert transform of a function in
Hp, o (m). O

Lemma 4.9. The time derivative of @5 satisfies
Yot € L, Qsst € Lo g_p/2(m), Pssst € Lo g—pja4+1(m).
Proof. First note that Lemmas and imply ¢s € L. On the other hand, we clearly have
Psst = —3PsPss — (00s)s + 04015 € Lo g_p/2(m)
provided ¢gs € Lo g_,,/2(m). Finally, we clearly have

Pssst = _3(;0533053 - 4@530555 - (Ugs)ss + (atets)s S EQ,ﬁ—u/Q—i—l(m)'
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In the next few Lemmas we consider second order time derivatives of z and w, with the goal
of showing that o, has zeros of the same order as o at the singular point, i.e. that o, = O(m#**1).

Lemma 4.10. We have

2t = 02t (4.38)
In particular,
2t € Hg+l(m), 2140 = O(m2*h), 201 = O(mH ).
Similarly,
Oy = 05 — 2050 (4.39)
and therefore
Oi € H§+1(m), O = O(m") + Lo g_p—1(m).

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

0
ztt = BR(z,w); + %zs + %zs = Uzj‘,

where we have used Equation (4.31). In particular, all the results on the regularity of z; follow
from the corresponding results for o and properties of 65. The same is true for 0y, since

Ztts = Ztst + Pszts = (Pst + 01t) 25 + (95 + 10¢) 25
where we have used that z;s = (s + i6:)zs. In particular,
Ou + 2050y = 2015 - 237 = 0.
O

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 wy; and regularity of oy.

Lemma 4.11. We have
[BR(z,w);, — BR(z,w);] € H;(m)

where

(f0:)
2

Lemma 4.12. There exists a unique wy € Hg(m) odd with respect to both axes, solution of

[BR(2, f)it—BR(z, fi)i]- zs = O(m), +[BR(z, f)ee = BR(z, fo)i] -z = O(m"™1). (4.40)

Wit + QBR(Z,wtt) cZs — G, (441)

where
G := —2[(BR(z,wt) - 2z5)t — BR(z,wst) - 25| + F}

and F as in (4.31).

Proof. It suffices to show that G € Hg(m) The existence of wy € Hg(m) then follows as in
Lemma Indeed, Lemma applied to f = w; € Hg(m), together with Lemmas and

implies

(BR(z,w;) - 25)t — BR(z,wy) - 25 = 0, BR(z,w;) - 2= + [BR(z,w;); — BR(z,wy)] - 2
belongs to Hg(m) On the other hand, we have

0 ([BR(z,w); — BR(z,w)] - z5) = [BR(z,w)u—BR(z,w;)d] - 2s

+ 0,[BR(z,w); — BR(z,w;)] - 22,
hence Lemma, applied to f =w € Hé (m) imply
O (BR(z,w)t - zg — BR(z,w;) zg) € Hg(m)

In particular, we have G € HE (m). O
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Lemma 4.13. We have
o1 € Hi(m), or = O(mhth). (4.42)

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

(w@t)t
2
(w@t)t wtet

= 72 + 72 + BR(Z,LL))tt . ZsL

or = + BR(z,w)y - zj‘ —0;BR(z,w); - 25

where we have used that w; + 2BR(z,w); - zs = 0. We can further write
BR(z,w) - zi‘ = BR(z,wy) - zﬁ‘ + [BR(z,wt)t — BR(z,wy)] - zj‘ + [BR(z,w)t — BR(z,wt)4] - zﬁ‘

where Corollary and Lemma [4.6] imply

w0

2

(Lemma .12 implies wy; € Héo(m)7 while w0, € L’gﬁ (m) by Lemmas and [4.7). Moreover,
Lemma [4.11 implies

BR(z,wy) - 23 = O(m"*1), +[BR(z,wi); — BR(z,w)] - 257 = O(mH*)

(wﬁt)t
2

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

+ [BR(2,w)st — BR(z,wt)¢] - 2+ = O(m*T1).

Proof of Lemma[{. 11 Equation implies
[BR(z,w){ — BR(z,wt)*]: = ([zt, BR(z,)*|Dsw): — iBR(z,wb);, (4.43)
where the time derivative of the commutator reads
([2t, BR(z,-)*|Dsw)t = |2+, BR(z,")*|Dsw + [2¢, BR(2, )" |(Dsw)t + [z, BR(z,)*](psDsw)
_ L Daw() (7’%(0‘) - Zt(o‘/))2 sy

2mi z(a) — z(o’)

Note that we can integrate by parts to get

o (AN o e ()
and o
[z, [2¢, BR(2,)*]| D3w = 1 D?w(a) (z4(0) = z1(a)) dsy (4.44)

271 z(a) — z(a)
Taking into account (Dsw); = Dswy — iDs(wb;) — Dy(psw) — s Dsw, we finally obtain
([Zta BR(Za ')*]Dsw)t = [Ztv [Zt7 BR(Zv )*]]Dgw + [Zttv BR(Zv ')*]DSW + [Ztv BR(Za )*]G

where
G = 2(p, +i6:) D, f + Dy((ps +6:) f) + Dofs € Hh(m).

It is not difficult to see that
[2tt, BR(z,-)"|Dsw € Hg(m), [2t, BR(z,)*|G € Hé(m)

both satisfying estimates as in . In fact, comparing Lemmas and we see that zy
satisfies all the properties required from z; when proving analogous claims for the commutator in
Lemma and the same is true for G and Dw (they satisfy the same symmetry properties and
we can write G as a sum of a function in Hj,(m) and a function in £ 5(m)). In particular, we
can proceed as in the proof of Lemma We omit further details.
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It remains to consider the ‘double’ commutator (4.44]). Taking a derivative, we obtain

84 [20, [20, BR(z, )*]] D2 = 2% /F D2u(a) <22’ts zi(a) = z(a’) (Zt(a) — Zt(a/))2>d8a/

zs  z(a) —z(a) z(a) — z(a)

which belongs to Hé (m).
In order to show (4.40)-type estimates for the double commutator, we write

¢, [2t, BR(z, )*]]Dgw = 2|21, BR(z,-)*|D?w — [z, BR(z,-)*|(2: D?w),

where the second commutator can be estimated as the commutator term in Lemma [£.6l As for
the first, estimate (4.17]) implies

[2:, BR(z,)*]D*w = O(1)
and it only remains to prove
R(izs[zt, BR(z,-)*|D*w) = O(m*). (4.45)
However, terms with z1; satisfy the desired estimate by Lemma [3.10} i.e. we have

21:BR(z, D?w) - 2+ — BR(2, 21:D*w) - 25 = O(m*)

S S

(since 214 is even with respect to the z-axis, while D%w € Hé+1(m) with the real part odd and the

imaginary part even with respect to both axis). On the other hand, we have 29, D?w € Eéﬁ_u(m),
hence we can write

* * 1 ZtD?w(a/)
B]%(Z7 ZQthw) = BR_l(Z, ZQthw) — % A W dsa/,

where the real part of the correction term vanishes by symmetry. Since Dg(z;D?w) has even real
and odd imaginary part with respect to both axes, we actually have

BR_1(z, 20 D*w)* € E%ﬁﬁfu(m),
and therefore, it is not difficult to see that
—29tBR(z, D?w) - z, = O(m*), BR(2,29;Dw) - z, = O(mH)

by Lemma In particular, (4.45|) follows.
Finally, we consider the second term in (4.43]). We can write

BR(z,wb;); — BR(z, (wb):)" = —iBR(z,@?w)* + [2t, BR(z,-)*] Ds(wby).

Since Dy(wb;) € Lj 5(m) with wé; even (when w is odd) it is not difficult to see the commutator
term can be estimated as the commutator term in Lemma On the other hand, we have (wf),
even with respect to both axes, with Lemmas and implying (w;); € £3 5(m), which in
turn implies that we can apply Corollary and Lemma to

(L;L:s)t + BR(z, (wby):)".

The same is true for the Birkhoff-Rott integral of w6?. O

4.2 The a priori energy estimate

To simplify the notation, we set
B =p—u/2+1. (4.46)
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The lower-order contributions to the energy read
2 ._ 2 2 2 2
B0 = 1003, oy + 1108 0l Bys gy + Ilz oy + 1205 (4.47)
with higher order contributions given by

Elﬁ(t)Q ::||\/58§+19||§7B’+(k—3/2) + ||A1/2(m/\+(k_2)3§<ﬂs)||§,/3/—/\+(k—3/2)

110502 ooy + 195 108 [2allZ g oy + sup [mEDHOE ),

a€[—m,n]

(4.48)

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

k
Ex(t)? = Ei(t) + Y _ Ej,(t)*.

=2

It generalizes the unweighted energy functional used when the interface satisfies the arc-chord
condition, i.e. when sup, ge(_x » F(2)(@, ) < oo with F(z) as defined in (cf. [9], [I1).
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 0710 € L 511 (m) as required. Also note that the norm of 9%w; can be replaced by the
norm of the corresponding 9*¢, by Lemma

Let us comment on the value of A in the definition of the fractional derivative. As discussed in
Section we require that both (8’ — A) +1/2 and (8" — \) + 1 satisfy Muckenhaupt condition,
i.e. that

-1/2< (B —=N)+1/2<0,

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

e When p € (1/2,2/3], bounds for 8 + 1/2 imply 5’ + 1/2 has values in the interval (1,4/3).
In this case 1 < A < 2.

e When p € (2/3,1], we have A < 1, since 8’ 4+ 1/2 has values in the interval (1/2,1).

We are now ready to prove:

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

a(t):= min m(a)"*Vo(a,t) >0

a€[—m,n]
and let k > 2. Then, the energy functional Ey(t) satisfies the a-priori energy estimate

%Ek(t)p < ﬁeXpC’Ek(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 6 and g, all of the remaining terms
follow from the corresponding Lemmas in Section We first show

1 /
S VIO o= [ 000,102 )ds + Rao) (4:50)
2 dt , r

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

1d

1d 3,012 _ 2(8'+1/2) ~93p (93 2(8'+1/2) (Ot 392
2dtH\/5859H275’+1/2 /Fm 0859(659)td8+/rm (J —|—<ps) ald20|ds.

40



The last two terms clearly satisfy the desired estimate, since

Z_0(1), ¢.=0(1).

o
As for (020);, successively interchanging 9; with 9, = ﬁ@a, then using Lemmaﬁ7 we obtain
(830)15 = 3§9t - (93,(90398) - 8S(<p38§9) - 4,05639 = 8§Htpss + L2,g12(m).

It remains to rewrite the Hilbert transform term. When e.g. 1 € (2/3,1], wehave 0 < §/4+1/2 < 1
and

1 1
OsHepgs = WH(%\af%) = Ho s + W[H, |2a]] O3 ¢ps. (4.51)
However, by assumption |z,| € H3, (m), hence
1 2
0s W[Ha |Z(X‘]8s Ps | € EQ,,H’-H(m) - [:2”3_;,_2(771)

by an argument similar to that of Lemma in the Appendix. When p € (1/2,2/3], we have
0< (8 —1)+1/2 < 1, hence the claim follows applying Lemma twice. We omit the details.

In particular, we have (4.50).

On the other hand, we claim

%HAl/Q(mAag%)Hg N / m28 4112 5080 0. H%puds + Ro(t)  (4.52)

with the remainder R2(t) bounded by at most the exponential of some power of the energy. Indeed,
taking the time derivative, we have

1d

§$HA1/2 (m/\az(pS) /_7T m2(6’_>\+1/2)A1/2 (m/\(asws)t)[gp (m’\(‘?f(ps)da

2
H2,L—3/—)\+1/2 =

and we first claim

(85@8)15 = _(Spss)Q - 2(,036?(,08 + 8?(—0’(95 + 9t2)

4.53
= —2<p58§<p5 + 20,0sHpss — 0820 + H},,H(m). ( )

Indeed, by assumption, the first term clearly satisfies (ps5) € H é/ (m). On the other hand, Lemma

together with (4.51)) implies

1
583(9?) = (Gts)Q + 0,5839,5 = Qtangass + Hé/+1(m).

Finally, using that o € Hg 4+1(m) by Lemma E we conclude
92(005) — 0920 = 20,0, + 05505 € Hp 1 (m). (4.54)

Some care is needed here, though. If we had asymptotic estimates 05, = O(mt~2) or oy =
O(m#*~1) (we do have corresponding asymptotic estimates for lower order derivatives) we could
prove the right-hand side of (#.54) actually belongs to Hj ut2(m). However, we only have

Oss € Lo gr1(m), 055 = O(m_(BH/?)) = 0ss0ss € Lo, gr41(m)
provided
B+1/2<1—p/2
which is indeed satisfied for all (1/2,1] (cf. (4.5))). In particular, (4.53) follows.

We claim
A2 (mA (02pa)) = AV (mPod20) + Lo gr—rt1/2(m). (4.55)
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Indeed, the part of (92p,); which belongs to H é, 4+1(m) satisfies the desired estimate by Lemma
On the other hand, by Lemma we have

Al/z(mA‘Psas?QOS) = @SA1/2(m)‘552g05) + [A1/2’ ‘Ps] (mAafsos) € ﬁ2,/3’—A+1/2(m)a

since (8’ — \) satisfies Muckenhaupt condition by construction.
As for the remaining term, when p € (2/3,1], by (4.51) and Lemma it is enough to show

A2 0, HO? 05) = 0, A2 (m HIZp,) + [AY2,0,](m*HO?p,) € Lo gr_ri1/2(m).

The commutator is bounded in L5 g/_x41/2(m) by Lemma (we have 0, = O(m*~1)), while
Lemma applied with v = 8’ implies

BS[m/\v H]af% € Lo prry1(m),

hence
AP HZ ) = HA?(m?020,) + A2 ([m*, H10205) € Lo gr—ss1/2(m)

S
by Lemma In particular, (4.55) follows.

On the other hand, when u € (1/2,2/3], we have
m O Hpgs = 6'SH(m)‘<pss) + Hé,_A_H(m)

by Lemmas and [A.7] (recall that A > 1 in this case). Since m*y,s € Hé,#\(m) with 8/ — X
Muckenhaupt by construction we can proceed as in (4.51)) to conclude

m*0sHopgs = H((m 02¢5)) + Hp_y 11 (m).
In particular, we have
A2 (mP0,0,Hpss) = 0,M?(H(m 025)) + Lo gr—xs1/2(m)
where, as in the case u € (2/3, 1], we have used Lemma

It remains to consider the term containing . We have

28 -A+L/2) (172 (mAod20) A2 (m* 020, ) do =
[ RN AN 002 e

—T

)

where we can write
AL/2 (mz(ﬁ’—Ml/z)Auz (m,\ag%)) _ mQ(ﬁ’f,\+1/2)A(m,\(f)g(ps)Jr
+ [A1/2,m2(6/_)‘+1/2)]/\1/2 (mxag%).
Since 0020 € L35 ,41(m) € L2,5(m) and Lemma [A.12] implies
m [A1/27m2(ﬁ’—/\+1/2)}A1/2 (m,\az%) c sz_ﬁ/(m),

we are left with .
m2(6/+1/2)08§’9(m_’\A(m’\afgos))da.

—T

Using A = 0, H, we can write
m N (m020,) = m A 0u[H, 0%, +m 0, (m* Hop,)
= O, HO%p, + A%Haftps + m A0 [H, m* 0%,
where by assumption and the discussion above we know
m =0 [H, m 020, € Lo gr11(m), %H@fcps € Lo g+1(m).

In particular, we have shown (4.52)). O
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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 w; equation, which renders the system well-posed regardless of the sign
of o (cf. [I7]). More precisely, we consider the following modification of the system (4.1)):

(log[zal): = @,

0= Hps + R, (4.56)
% + BR(z,w); - 25 = em2 .
Here 4 is defined via (4.8]) and we have set
0
R (z,w)s - 2 — H( + BR(2,w)s z) (4.57)

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

Pst = —gog + 9? — ol + e(ngoss)s (4.58)

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

6 eHgii(m), log |za] € H,B++1(k y(m), Hgtrl(k plm), we H(m) (4.59)

(recall that 3" has been defined in (|4.46]))).

Lemma 4.15. Let k > 2 and let (z,w) be a sufficiently reqular solution of the (¢)-system for some
€ > 0 fized. Then, there exists p € N such that the energy functional

En(t)? = ||10g|2a|||Hk+1 oy T o1, ot H%IIHW oy T lwllzz + 11215

satisfies the a priori energy estimate

dEy(t)?
dt

< C(e) exp(CEL(1)), (4.60)
where C(e) = O(e™1).

Proof. We show the claim for £ = 2. Generalizing the results of Section to solutions of
the system (4.56) is straightforward. Compared to our original system we control an additional
derivative of ¢, hence 6; belongs to Hj, ,(m) with the norm controlled in terms of F(t).

Since m?0,p, € Hg (m), the estimate for w; remains valid. The only interesting part is the
time derivative of ¢;. We have

2 dt ”89 Ps ||2,B/+1 =€ mQ(B,Jrl)afﬁasa;l(mz@ss)ds - m2(6l+1)8§¢38§ (005)d5

—T —T

+ ‘bounded terms’.

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

T
I = —¢ m2F 421940, 2ds + ‘bounded terms’.

—T

For I5 on the other hand, we have

I = 8 (m* D 930,)02(00,)ds
— i (4.61)
= [ w82 (0b,)ds + 2(8 +1) [ m2 T 930,0%(00,)ds.
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The second integral is clearly bounded in terms of Eg(t), while for the first one we have the
estimate

™ / Tr ’ 1 4 ’
m2B D9, 92(00,)ds < % w7 Dot s+ o [ m? (9200, Pds. (4.62)

—T —T —T

This concludes the proof, since the most singular terms from I; and I cancel out. O

In order to prove the local existence of solutions to the (€)-system when € > 0, we introduce
an additional d-dependent regularization such that the resulting (e, §)-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 A% 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
(e)-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 A%. Let ¢ be a positive, symmetric mollifier, i.e. a
smooth function ¢ : R — R such that

@20, o) =o(-a)  swpoC B0,  [o-1
R
and let n € C°°(T \ {£a.}) respect both symmetries and be strictly positive on T \ {£a.} with

first order zeros at ta., i.e. n(ta,) = 0 but n/(+a.) # 0. This condition ensures that n ~ m.
Then, for a sufficiently small § > 0 and « # £a,, we define

'
i@ = 5150 (55 ) (163)
We extend ¢ and 7 periodically to R and define
Bi (@) = (Gsyta) * (@) = [ o = o) o (164
The adjoint is
B (@) = [ sy = ) (@) (165)
and the convolution operator A% is defined as the composition of Bs and Bj:
A°f = B;Bsf. (4.66)

It is not difficult to see the restriction of A% to [—m, 7] respects both symmetries and A°(f)(7) =
A (f) (=)

As expected these operators have the smoothing effect away from +a,, however they also
respect growth rates as we approach +a,. Moreover, for fixed a@ # +a, the corresponding in-
terval of integration always has positive distance to £a., which makes them well-adapted for
regularization of functions that live in weighted Sobolev spaces E’g,,y(']l‘) (in particular those hav-
ing non-integrable singularities). Note that taking a derivative on ¢ results in a factor of size
O((6n)~1), which is why we need 1 ~ m. Precise technical results are presented in the Appendix

When defining the (e, §)-system, it will be convenient to introduce an additional variable ®
which basically satisfies the same evolution equation as ,, the only difference being the convolu-
tion operator applied to the o6y term. More precisely, for € > 0, we consider

(log|zal)t = @s,

ot = H(I)e + Ra
% + BR(z,w); - 2z, = em? O, (4.67)

Pst = 7(I)5QDS + 0t2 - 095 + e(mzAé((I)SS))S’
(I)St = —(I)g —+ 9)52 — A6(095) + 6(m2A6((I)ss))sa
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where R is defined by (4.57) and ¢, via (4.8]). For the initial data, we take
6(-,0) = 6°, log |za(+,0)| = log |22, D,(-,0) = ps(-,0) = ¢, w(-0)=w".  (4.68)

When § = 0, these initial data ensure ®,(-,t) = p;(+,t) and we recover solutions of the (€)-system.

Let Egﬂ(m) for k > 2, denote the Banach space of all (6,log|za], s, ®s,w) satisfying the
appropriate symmetry assumptions such that

(0,1og|zal) € H}Sii( ) X HST(;C y(m),

respectively

Let @gu be the open set of all elements of B’ﬂ“)u(m) which satisfy (4.11])—(4.12).

The results of Section readily generalize to the present case. The right-hand side of (4.67))
has values in BE’M(m) if the conditions (4.11)) on the arc-chord are satisfied. The existence of
w € Hgi(k 1)( m) follows from Lemma@ We can then show R € Hgié(m) and the same is true
for 6; given &, € H ;; +1 . 1)( m). Moreover, it is not difficult to see that higher-order asymptotic

d4 12)

estimates (of type ) must hold as well. To control k derivatives of w; we need control over
k+1 derivative of ®,. In order to show ¢ € H§’+(k72)(m)7 it is enough to control 6 € Hgi,i( ).
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 (’)k ( ). The estimates would be similar to those handling

the difference z(a) — z: (). We omit the "details.

In particular, by the abstract Picard theorem, there exists T > 0 and (zev‘s7 <p§"5, @gvé,we"s) €
cL([0, T, OE’ ,.) solutions of the corresponding initial value problem (4.67)-(4.68). These can be

extended until the solution leaves the open set @g u

Lemma 4.16. Let k > 2 and let € > 0 fized. Then, there exists T< > 0 independent of § such
that (2°, %%, ®5° w°) exist on [0,T¢] for all small enough § > 0.

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

n 2 2 2
Belt)? s= 1108 zallme 4 W00y +19ulues — +llesliy ol + 1213

satisfies estimate (4.60) uniformly for all 6 > 0 (for simplicity, we keep the same notation as in
Lemma . By integration, we then obtain an upper bound on 7 > 0 in terms of Fj(0).

Without loss of generality, take k = 2. It is enough to consider terms with 92, and 92®, (cf
the proof of Lemma [4.15)). We have

=€ m? 920,82 (m* A% (®,,))ds + ‘bounded terms’,

—T

2
2 dt ” s Psll2,
where here, and in the sequel we write 'bounded terms’ for all terms which are uniformly bounded
in 6. We denote this integral by I. Since we control two derivatives of of, 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=c¢ m2(3/+1)8§<p38§’A5(@53)ds + ‘bounded terms’

-7

'” / 1
= 6/ Bs (7712(ﬁ +1) PNE 8a¢55)8a35(a§q>ss)da + ‘bounded terms’.
- Zo

In particular, we have

7] < N/ m2’ +2)| NE 7194 B;(02®,,)|*da + ‘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 ||92®]|3 41 there are two terms Iy and Io that we
need to consider, cf. proof of Lemma [£.15] We have

I =e¢ mz<ﬁ/+1>a§¢sa§ (m?A°(®,)) ds

=c [ mPP 939,57 <

—T

Bj0aBs(®s )> ds+e [ m*P*DP30,0°KsBs(®y,)da + ‘ok’

‘ 0¢| -7

= Ill + 112 + ‘bounded’,

where we have used (B} f) = Bif + Ksf and Lemma We consider 175 first. Repeatedly
using Lemma [A717] we find

Iis=c¢ m2'+2) _—_ P 3P, K5(9,Bs(02®4))da + ‘bounded terms’

- 5‘

= e/ K; ( 26 +2)| |38§ ) 00 Bs(0?®,,)da + ‘bounded terms’,

where K} is the adjoint of Kj. In particular, absolute value of I satisfies estimate (#.69). As
for I11, we have

Li=¢ | m*P 30,0 <B58 Bs(®, )) ds

—T | 0t|

:—6/ (%Ba( 28 +2)| N 020 SS)@ Bs(0?®,,)da + J + ‘bounded terms’,

where J is the sum of different terms, all of the same order as I15, which arise as errors when we
interchange a derivative with Bs; or Bj. In particular, each of these terms satisfies estimate .
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.

Do [Ba, mQ(ﬁ/+2)/|2a|4] (82(1)38) € E2,—(B’+2)(m)a
by Lemma we conclude

T

I = —¢ m2F'+2)_—_ 7104 Bs(02®,,)|*da 4 J + ‘bounded terms’.

—T | 04|
Finally, the remaining term reads
I, =— m2(61+1)3§’<1>35'§A6(Uﬁs)ds

z/ BQB5<m2(5/+1 P |482 55)8235(09 )da + ‘bounded terms’.

Again, we have )
B [Bs, m* P /|20 2] (03 ®ss) € L2, (m)
and we can conclude the argument as in Lemma [4.15

Piecing everything together we find

us

I+ 5L+ < —¢ m2( +2)| E |00 Bs(02®,)[*da + J + ‘bounded terms’
where
B/ +2 25
1J| < N m2( )l a|4|8 o Bs(0? @) |2 da
for some n € N. In particular, choomng N > n, we conclude that I 4+ I 4+ Iy are bounded in terms
of Fy(t) and estimate (4.60) follows. O
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4.4 Existence of solutions to the original system

In the previous section, we have shown how to construct (z¢,w€) a solution of the (¢)-system to
the initial data . It remains to show these solutions actually exist on some common time
interval for all € > 0. In order to do so, we consider the natural generalization Ej, () of the energy
functional Ej(t) to the (€)-system which involves

B (07 1= ¢ (105 0ul ooy + 105 og 2allB gy ) + BE@?, k22,

with EF(t) as in .

Let us specialize to the case k = 2. To prove the estimate o; = O(m**1), we require wy; €
Hg(m) (cf. Lemma , which in turn depends on €295p, and we only control d2¢p,. 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 Fs .(¢)
which satisfies E3 ((0) < E5(0) uniformly in €, with Es (0) corresponding to the mollified initial
data and E5(0) to the original initial data. We set

4

By (1) = Ei(t)* + ) (VO VB, ().

=2

It is not difficult to see this scales correctly if we take €!/* as the mollification parameter, i.e. we
mollify using B.1/4, see Appendix and . Finally, as noted in the previous paragraph, we
also need to mollify the initial data, part of which does not belong to the family E’gﬁ(m) we used
in Lemma [A-T7] Appendix [A-4] However, it is not difficult to adapt its proof to see that B.i/s is
bounded on H,’j(m) as well. We are now ready to prove:

Lemma 4.17. Let k =2 and let (2°,w°) € B’g’#(m) be the initial data to the system of equations
{@.1) as in Theorem[{.d Let furthermore (2¢,w®) be the solution of the (e)-system (.56) with

k = 4 and mollified initial data (2%, w%<), which written out read
(361/4(92)’ Bel/“(log‘nga Bel/4(w0))'

Then, there exists a time T > 0, independent of €, such that (2¢,w®) exist on [0,T] for all small
e> 0.

Proof of Lemma[4.17. We need to show the inequality (4.49) from Lemma holds for Fs ((t).
Note that E3 (0) < E3(0) as required. Consider the time derivative of E,%,e(t) . We claim it can

be estimated in terms of E} (t)* + Ey(t)?, except for the term requiring oy = O(m#*1), for which
we need higher order Eﬁ)e(t) as noted above. Indeed, the time derivative of e||3§’<ps|\§)5,+1 can be
estimated as in the proof of Lemma The extra € removes the 1/e from the r.h.s. of (4.62).
On the other hand, to estimate the term with /o 920 we proceed as in Lemma where the
most singular term will be canceled by the corresponding term from A'/2(92¢,).

It remains to consider p
CIN ) B i
Let us consider the ‘viscosity’ term from 92¢p; first. We have
mAaS (mQ@SS) = 0 (9204 (mAﬁfgos)) + 9104 (mAaSQSOS) + ‘C%,(B’—/\)-i-l (m), (4.70)
where g; = O(m?), g/ = O(m'~1) for i = 1,2. Using that
0s(m 03 ¢ps) € Lo (51—x)41(m),
it is not difficult to adapt the proof of Lemma [A.11] to conclude

A2 (9100 (m 0205)) = g10a A2 (M 0205) € Lo (51— 2)41/2(m),

47



hence an integration by parts shows the corresponding term satifies the required estimate. Note
that we use the control over 93¢, in order to estimate derivatives of the lower order terms in
(4.70).

In particular, it remains to consider the most singular term
s
I =€ m2B =TI 2 (2520 ) A2 (D4 (9206 (M 0% p,)) ) da
—T

= [ mEE VTN 2020 )0, (INV2, gal0a (02 p,) + 020a AV (P ,) ) dar.

—T

Note that
1
0u ([N, 9210 (m*020,) ) = = 50u92 DaNV2(10204) + Lo, (321 41/2(m),

where we have used ¢4 = O(1). In particular, we have
T , 1
I :e/ m?(? _’\)+1A1/2(m’\8§gas)<§3agzaaA1/2(m>‘83<ps) + ggaiAl/Q(m/\afgas))da + 70K’

=—c m2F =N+ 0019, A2 (m? 02, |2da + ‘bounded terms’

—T

where we have repeatedly integrated by parts. Since we actually have go = m?/|z4|?, the claim
follows.

Compared to the proof of Lemma there is one more interesting term. There, we used
that 93 (06s) = 00260 4 L} 5,,(m), which relies on the control of 93¢. However, for the (¢)-system

(4.56)), the equivalent of Lemma implies
Oss = € H(af (mQ@ss» + C%,6+1(m)-

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

I

—€ m2(B =N+1p1/2 (m’\afgos)Al/Q (m)‘HSH(mQ*AE)a (m)‘ﬁggos)))da

—T

= —¢ mz('g/_’\)HGSH@a(m’\afgos)mAH(mQ_’\aa(m’\afgos))da + ‘bounded terms’.

—T

An appropriate commutator of the type considered in Lemma[AZ7]implies everything is controlled
by e||8§’<psH§’ gr41- Higher order £} _follow analogously. We omit further details. O

5 The local existence theorem domain with corner

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

As in Section {4 we consider the system of evolution equations (4.1)) for (log|za|,6,w) under
the same symmetry assumptions. The tangent angle 6 still satisfies (2.10]), that is

Ola,t) =1 —0(—a,t), Ol —a,t) = —0(aw + i, t),

however it is not continuous at +av; at a = a, it has a jump of size 2v(t) € (0, 5), i.e.
lim 0(a,t) = —v(t lim O(a,t) = v(t
Jim flent) = —v(t),  lim 0(a,t) =v(?)

and the size of the jump at @ = —av, is determined by symmetry. The length |z,| 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 (6,log |z,|) via integration with fixed integration
constant
2(a,t) =0

i.e. via f.

Let 0 < B+ % < 1. Under current symmetry assumptions, we say that (z(-,¢),w(-,t)) belong
to the Banach space Bg (m) with k > 2, if

0(-,t) € Hgi,i(m), log |z (-, )| € H§+(k71)(m)7 (5.1)
respectively
w(t) € L2, (m) (5.2)

with the weight function defined as in Section[d] As the interface is only piecewise smooth, recall
that e.g. H é(m) is embedded in the space of piecewise continuous functions only, cf. Section
For instance, by Hardy inequalities, we have

0o 1) T v(t) = / 0u(c/\ t)dsor € LEL ((m), @2 an

Note also how we assume wg (o, t) = 0 in addition to w(aw,t) = 0. As we will see in Lemma
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:
1 1

|zl 7 == Fr(2) + sup ——F——+ sup —F— <0 (5.3)
a€B,(ay) Zla(avt” a€B,(ay) ZQOé(aat”

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

infm(-)"to(-,t) > 0. (5.4)

Remark 5.1. As we will see in Lemma below, under current assumptions the opening angle
v must change with time and the Rayleigh-Taylor condition is satisfied provided certain
continuous linear functional b does not vanish. In fact, both the value of 6; at the singular points
and the lower bound in are directly proportional to b. More precisely, we have

1

b(t) := %p.v./_Trw(o/,zf)z(o/il’t)2 dse # 0 (5.5)

(i.e. b = by(w) is the second moment of w in the sense of definition )7 where by symmetry we
have Sb(t) = 0. It is not difficult to choose a set of initial (w, z) such that Rb(0) # 0. In fact, using
symmetry and an appropriate cut-off it is enough to specify the upper part of I' in the vicinity
of the singular point, i.e. I't (as defined in (2.18)) and then prescribe w on I'" N {0 < z < 24}.
Then taking e.g. w(z,0) = 2% and 2(z,0) = z + iax with constant a > 0, it is not difficult to see
the corresponding integral over say (0, ) is strictly positive.

Theorem 5.2. Let k > 2 and let (2°,w°) € Og(m), where Og (m) C Bg (m) is the open set defined
VG , the arc-chord condition (5.3) and

s s us 1 1 s
2V(t)€<0,§>7 max{?)—w,3—22y(t)}<ﬁ+2, ﬁ+§#2_%, (56)

where we have set 20(t) = n—2v(t). Then, there exists a time T > 0 and (z,w) € C([0,T], Of(m))N
Cl([O,T},(’)g_l(m)) solution of (1)) up to time T such that z(-,0) = 2° and w(-,0) = w°.

We first give some general properties of the Birkhoff-Rott integral when cusps (v = 0) are
replaced by corners (v > 0). These correspond to results of Section
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Lemma 5.3. Let 0 < f+1/2 < 1. Then, we have
BR(z,-)* : La.g(m) = L3 5(m)

and the same is true for BR(z,-)*zs. In particular, the conclusions of C’omllary remain true.
In addition, we have

f€Lypg(m) = BR(z f)iz,— Hf € ﬁ’;ﬁr(kfl)(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 € ngﬂi(kil)(m), BR(z,f) -2+ —Hf e ngﬁi(kfl)(m).

and conclusions of Lemmas 13.60] remain true.

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

Ozk(z,t) = tanb(z,t), Opki(x,t) = £tanv(t) + O(|z|), x 20,
with A =1— (8 + 1/2). By integration, we then have
k(z,t) = tanv(t)|z| + O(|z|* ™), |z| < 26.
In particular, in a sufficiently small neighborhood of the origin, we have
Ozk(z,t) ~ sign(z) tan v(t), K(z,t) ~ |x| tanv(t). (5.8)

Assume f € L4 g(m). We claim that BR(z, f)* € L3 (m). The proof is completely analogous to

the proof of Lemma Keeping the same notation, for a given z = z, € 't the only difference
is the region ¢ = q_ € '~ with u € I.(z). In fact, we have
n 1

7:5(1‘1111‘)_'_71(583“)7 S(Z,U):—,,

Zp —q- (@ — u) +ip(u)

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

s(x,u) = O(x™h), x € Is, u € I (x).

r(z,u) = O(z™ )

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

Ops(z,u) = O(x™?), Opr(z,u) = O(x™?), x€ls,uel(x),

(Lemma 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 — H f. In particular, assuming for simplicity k£ = 2, it is
not difficults to see that BR(z, f)*iz, — Hf € L} 5,,(m) (more details can be found in the first
part of the proof of Lemma up to equation ; it applies word-for-word to the present case
and can easily be generalized to higher k). In particular, the conclusions of Lemmas and
are an easy consequence of combined with Lemmas and from the Appendix. O

Lemma 5.4. Let 0 < 4+ 1/2 < 1. In general, when f € Hé(m), we only have
BR(z. f)* € £} 5, (m).
However, when f € E%ﬁ(m) we have
BR_\(z, f)* € L} 5(m), BR(z, f)* € Hj(m)
and, more generally, we have BR_,(z, f)* € Ly 5(m) provided f € Ly 5(m) where
0sBR_,,(z, f)" = zeBR_,,+1(2, Ds ), n > 1.

Similarly, when f € Ly 5., (m), we have BR(z, f)* € Ly 5,,,(m).
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Proof. Integration by parts gives

BR(z, f)* = z,BR(z, Dy f)* + zs(@) (f(—a*_) - fed) N fla7) f(_aj))

2miz(o) \ zs(—ai)  zs(ad)  zs(ar)  zs(—ai)

where we have used the notation f(ay ) :=limg . f(a) resp. f(af) = limaq. f(a) ete.
Assume e.g. that f is odd w.r.t. z-axis. Then, we have

o - - —at

(f( Q, ) _ f(a:))) + (f(Oé*) _ f( O‘*Jr))) — QZ(f(a:') —l—f(a*_))siny

zs(—as ) zs(od zs(aw ) zs(—ad

where we have used that

zo(—aF) = —e", zs(aF) = e,

In particular, the remaining term vanishes if and only if f(a) + f(ay) =0 or v = 0.

In particular, when f € Eé’ B(m), boundary terms coming from the integration limits vanish

regardless of any symmetry assumptions as f = O(m!'~(#+1/2)) The same is true when f €
Ei 511(m), since a correction (cf. equation (3.14)) is necessary when integrating by parts and
zf € Ei g(m). O

Remark 5.5. Assume w € Hg,o(m). Then, using symmetry and the proof of Lemma it is
not difficult to see that

2
BR(z,w)%, = 4ws () sin 2v 2%2’ + L2.5(m),

which without further cancellations only implies 6;s € L2 g11(m). This is why the additional
assumption ws(a) =0 (i.e. w € E;B(m)) is necessary.

The results of Section [I.1] can be summarized in the following lemma:

Lemma 5.6. Let k > 2 and let

leollgn o amy T 1Ot my + o 12alllay , my + 12117 < 00 (5.9)

2,8+(k—1 B+k—1

Then, we have z; € Hgi(lkq),o(m) and the relation (4.17) holds. More precisely, we can write

7= —2b+ L5 ) (m),
where b is the continuous linear functional defined in . In particular, we have
00 = S(22)b + L5 54 (1) (M), ps = =R+ L5 5 41y (m). (5.10)
In other words 0; and ps = (log|z4|): belong to Hng(kfl)(m) and we can write
O1s = H(pss) + R, R € HE (m). (5.11)
Moreover, there exists a unique w; € Ug’ﬁﬂkfz)(m) solution of , which further implies

o€ Hih yalm), o,
where the lower bound holds if and only if b # 0. Furthermore, we have pg € H’g+(k_1)(m) and
oy = O(m).

Proof. Let k = 2. Since w € Cg’ﬁ_‘_l(m), we use formula (3.10) to write

ZZ( = —bo(w) — Zbl(W) + BR_Q(Z,W)*,
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where complex-valued continuous linear functionals b;(w) have been defined in (3.11)). By symme-
try, we have by(w) = 0 and b := b;(w) € R, hence

z; = —zb+ Egﬁﬂ(m) (5.12)
as required. Since z{;zs = s — i6;, we have
0 = %(Zg)b + E%”@Jrl(m), Ps = —%(zg)b + E§7ﬁ+1(m)~

In particular, 6; has a jump when crossing « = t+a, whenever b # 0. On the other hand, formula
(5.11) follows as in the proof of Lemma (see also Lemma [5.3]).

To find w; € E%B (m), we need to invert
wi +2BR(z,wy) - 2z, = F, (5.13)
where recall that F = F(z,w) is given by F(z,w) = —2[(BR(z,w): — BR(z,w;)] - zs and that
BR(z,w); — BR(z,w;)" = [z, BR(z,)*]Dsw — iBR(z,wb;)*

cf. (4.27). We claim that
F = cR(252) + L3 5(m). (5.14)

Indeed, since wé, € E%jﬂ(m) we can write

—izsBR(z,wb:)" = izz5b1(wh;) + 2s BR_o(2,wb;)" 25

) (5.15)
= —22:8b1 (W) + E2,B(m)

(the first-order correction term bo(wf;) and the real part of by (wf;) vanish by symmetry since w8
is even w.r.t. both axes). As for the commutator, we have

BR(z,Dsw)* = —bo(Dsw) + BR_1(z, Dsw)™,
respectively

BR(z,z:Dsw)* = —bg(2:Dsw) — zb1 (2¢Dsw) + BR_a(2, 2 Dsw)™,

where by symmetry we have by(z;Dsw) = 0 and Sby(z:Dsw) = 0 (recall that the real part of
z1Dsw is odd, while the imaginary is even w.r.t. both axis). In particular, using (5.12) and the
fact that b = b (w) = by(Dsw), we obtain

zs[2, BR(2, )| Dyw = 2%z, |b1 (w)|* + 225b1 (2e Dsw) + L3 5(m), (5.16)
since w € L3 5, ,(m). Taking the real part of (5.15) resp. (5.16), we obtain
F
5 = R(z:2)(Sb(why) = Rby (2 Dsw)) = 2 - 25|b1(w)[? + L3 5(m).
Since
2e2 = (2 25)22 + (2 - 23)i22, 2s2" =22, —i2- 27, z-zt € L3 5(m) (5.17)
we can further write
1 ZZs 9 9
z-2s = R(zs2) + (cos2v — R(z5)) + L3 5(m). (5.18)

cos2v  cos2v
Noting that R(22) is continuous with value cos2v at o = +a,, we conclude that

C

5= by (why) — Rby (2 Dsw) — b?

cos 2v
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In particular, by Theorem below, there exists w; € L2 5_2(m) a unique solution of (5.13)).
Moreover, we must have

—Rby (wr) = (5.19)

N O

(this follows from (5.13), since BR(z,w) - zs = —R (225
derivatives of w;, we rewrite the equation (5.13)) as

~—

b1 (wi) + L2,8-2(m)). In order to construct

wr = F(z,w) — BR(z,w;) - 25

and we claim that the r.h.s. belongs to £2 , 1(m), where we can estimate the corresponding norm
in terms of Lo g_o(m)-norm of w; and . In fact, it is enough to show

Os(BR(z,wy) - 25) = —R(22by (wr)) + L2,5-1(m). (5.20)

Then, we can conclude that wys exists and belongs to L3 5_1(m) by and (5.19). The claim
basically follows from Lemma however some care is nedeed in order to isolate the
constant term. In fact, writing as usual BR(z,w;)* = —bo(ws) — 2b1(wi) + BR_2(2,w)*, then
using the definition of BR_s(z,w;)*, we can write

BR_5(z,w;)* 2z, = —i2? (BR (z7 %)* iz — H (ﬁ)> —1 <Z2H (%) — Hwt) —iHuws.

22

Taking the real part, the pure Hilbert transform term vanishes, while the terms in brackets belong
to Ei 5_1(m) by Lemmas and (cf. Appendix) respectively. In particular, we have w; €

ﬁ%,,e—1(m)'

It remains to construct wess. Unfortunately, we cannot use Lemma [5.3] directly once again.
However, as we now have w;s, we can integrate by parts to conclude that actually

Os(BR(z,w;) - zs) = BR(2,w;)s - 25 + 0sBR(z,w;) - 25, BR(z,wt)s = zsBR(z, Dgwy)*

and that we can write
Wts — QBR(Z,th) cZs = FS — F17

where

Fy :=2(0,(BR(z,wt) - 25) — BR(2,wys) - 2s)

If 0, F1 € L4,5(m), then we can proceed as in the construction of wys to show that wyss € L2, 5(m)
exists. Indeed, let Fy = I1 + I, with I, I as in (4.34]). We have

h:%(;i/i(%g%+l>%“'>Qmjﬁzw>‘aia)d%)
+i (zs(a) >wts( /)dsa’v

zs(a)
where we can put a derivative on the kernel of the first term to conclude L5 g(m) provided
wis € Lo,5-1(m). Similarly, the derivative of the second term belongs to L2 5(m). In fact, the
only problematic region is a ~ o', but there

3 (zS(a) + 1) = Q(zs(a)z5 (@) = S((2s(@) — 25(a’))25 (')

zs(a)
— 0 (o) (a — &') + O(m(a)~**D]a — )
where A = 1 — (8 + 1/2) and we are finished. As for I, we have z,Dsw; — ws = —iwils €

L} sa(m) C E%)B(m), hence 0513 € E%ﬁ(m). In particular, we have Fs — F} € ﬁ%”@(m). We omit
further details.

Once w; € L3 s(m ) has been constructed it is not difficult to see that o € HB o(m); in fact
combining equatlon ) with ( and - then taking the negative of the imaginary part
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of (5.15)) resp. (5.16]) we conclude
0 = 3(252) (Rb1(wy) + Sby(why) — Rby (2 Dsw)) — 2 - 25 b2 + L3 5(m)

1

12 x .. .1 2
=b (cos QV\S(ZSZ) z- 2z > + L3 5(m) (5.21)
— 2. gﬂ b2y ot [ Es) 2

21 os 2w oA cos 2v + L2,5(m)

In particular, we have
3(22)
=02z 2z, —52 4 O(m*A A=1- 1/2).
o=z o) oy, (5+1/2)

In order to show 930 € L3 g11(m), we can proceed as in Lemma We omit the details.

Moreover, it is a matter of straightforward calculation to show that g € Hg 4+1(m) holds
(recall that the time derivative of ¢, is given by (4.10)).

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

First note that
2y = stl € Hgﬂ’o(m), O = 05 — 2050, € H§+1(m)~

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

12 S(22)
Ztt = ’Lzb2m + £§7ﬁ(m) (523)

If we can show the following version of the auxiliary Lemma [4.11
[BR(z,w)i; — BR(z,wt);] = O(m), (5.24)
with the tangential component continuous and of the form
[BR(z,w);; — BR(z,w)7] - zs = ¢R(z52) + C%ﬂ_l(m) (5.25)
for some ¢ € R, Theorem and Lemma imply there exists wy; € Eé”@_l(m)7 a solution of
wit + 2BR(z,wyt) - 25 = G,
where
G = —=2[(BR(z,wt) - zs)t — BR(z,wst) - z5] + Fi
= 20,0 + wh? — 2[BR(z,w;): — BR(z,w)] - 25 — 2[BR(2,w); — BR(z,w;)]t - 2s (5.26)
= R(z52) + Eéﬂ_l(m)

for some (possibly different) ¢ € R (cf. proof of Lemma and the construction of w; and its
derivatives).

Once wyy € L5 5 (m) has been constructed, the estimate (5.22) follows combining the proof
of Lemma with the estimate , then using the formula (3.10) together with symmetry
assumptions on BR(z,wy)*. Note that any function that belongs to E%’B_l(m) must be O(m!*).
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 [£.11] it is not difficult to see that

BR(z,w)}f; — BR(z,wt); = z4BR(2, Dsw)* + c12" 4+ caz + Eéwg_l(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,w)fy — BR(z,wt);] - 25 = —%(zzzs)bgﬁ + cR(z7) + ‘C%,B—l(m)a
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for some ¢ € R, where we have used (5.23]). However, using (5.17) and (5.18) we see that actually

S(=2)

and we are finished. O
The lower-order contributions to the energy now read
Bt = 101%2, my + 1108 2l my + 002 oy + 120

with the higher order contributions being given by

Ej; (6)? =IVo0i 0113 ooy + A2 (mAT V00 0)
+ [|0%0s]

2
2,8—A+(k—1/2)

k
§,6+(k—1) + (|05 log |Za|||g,ﬁ+(k—1)v

and A chosen in such a way that —1/2 < (8 —X)+1/2 < 0.

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

k
Ex(t)® = E/(t)°+ ) _Ej(t)’,  k>2
=2

satisfies an a-priori energy estimate of the type (4.49)). The proof is very similar to the proof of
Lemma Note that the analog of Lemma holds as well, i.e. we can replace the norm of
0%w, by the norm of the corresponding 9¢,. The regularization of the evolution equations and
the existence of solutions follow as in Sections [£.3] and .4l We omit further details.

6 The inverse operator

In this section, we consider the invertibility properties of the singular integral operators
¢ ¢+ 2BR(z,0) - 25 (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 €. Indeed, let us introduce the
notation

S¢ :=2BR(z,¢) - zs
and let V¢ be the single-layer potential

Vo(z) = 1 / d(a)log|z — z(a)| tdse, z€R*\T.
™ Jr

It is known that V¢ is continuous when crossing the boundary, while its normal derivative exhibits
a jump. More precisely, for z € T'\ {z.} we have

(I£8)p=%0,+Vo,

where 0,,+ denotes the normal derivative of V¢ approaching I' from the interior of 2 or, re-
spectively, of its complement Q¢ with the unit normal vector chosen to be inward directed. In
particular, we have

0V — 0,V = 20.
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6.1 Domain with a cusp singularity

The invertibility properties of operators 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 are shown to be one-to-one and onto from £, ,+1(m) to a
strictly smaller subspace of £, 11(m), where the operator S is to be replaced by the correction

St1¢:=2BRi1(z,9) - zs.

To get some intuition about what the additional restrictions on the image look like see Lemma
For the necessary modifications to the conformal maps in the present setting (i.e. when € 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 £, ,(m)-functions which are even with respect to the z-axis. Here, although not
in full generality, we extend these results to H$ +x(m) where k = 0,1,2. More precisely, we have:

Theorem 6.1. Let 0 < v+ 1/2 < 1 where vy +1/2 # p. Let ¢ € R and let ¢ € L3 (m) odd
or ¢ € Hi(m) even with respect to both axes. Then, there exists a unique ¢ € L3 (m) odd
respectively ¢ € H}/(m) even with respect to both axes, solution of the interior resp. exterior
Neumann problem, that is

(I+8)6 = .

Similarly, given 9 € E%W_Fk(m) odd/even with respect to the x-axis with k = 1,2, there exists a
unique ¢ € E%7W+k(m) of the same parity, solution of (I £5)¢ = 1, where the operator S is to be
replaced by Si1, when k = 2. As long as it makes sense (i.e. fork =0,1), we assume fr ds = 0.
All the conclusions (under the corresponding assumptions) remain true if ¥ € Lo yik—1(m)

(instead of £§7W+k(m)) and if € R® La_1(m) (instead of H)(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 < v+ 1/2 < 1. Then, the operators I £ S are injective on La . (m).
Simalarly, I+ 5,1 are injective on Lo y11(m).

Sketch of the proof of Theorem[6.1l The existence (and continuity of the inverse) part is based on
the construction of suitable harmonic functions on € respectively €2°. More precisely, for say the
exterior Neumann problem, we construct u*, u¢ such that u¢ is harmonic at infinity and such that

Au® =0 in Q¢ Aul =0 in
Opu® =1 onI'\ {z.} ut = u® on I'\ {z.}

By considering complex conjugates, it is enough to solve the corresponding Dirichlet problem.
The details of the construction can be found in Propositions and below. Once u* and u°
have been constructed, we set

6= 5+ Opu)

and consider the harmonic mapping in R? \ T defined via V¢ — u® in Q° respectively V¢ — u® in
Q. This mapping can be harmonically extended to all of R? which proves that

(I—5)¢p=1.

We omit further details.
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6.1.1 Construction of harmonic functions on (2

Proposition 6.3. Let 0 < v+ 1/2 < 1. Then, for any ¢ € Eg,,ﬁ_k(m) even with respect to the
x-axis with k = 0,1, 2, there exists a harmonic extension U of ¢ to 1, i.e. a solution of

AU =0, Ul = ¢, (6.2)

such that
10nUllzy_, omy S N€llez ., m)- (6.3)

Before we prove Proposition we define diffeomorphisms which map the connected compo-
nents OF := QN RL of  to the unbounded strip-like domain G, on which we subsequently solve
the resulting elliptic problem (cf. [40]). More precisely, we construct

HI':0* - g,
where G NR2 is of class C>* for some A € (0,1) and
GNRE ={3+ij: 7 >0, |§ <1/2}.

The same can be accomplished using conformal maps (cf. [39]); first map Q to a bounded domain
via the mapping z — 2z #, 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 z~(#+Yx(z), which our current regularity assumptions (3.4)-(3.5) do not
provide (in general we do not even have C**-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 § smaller, we may
assume the interface can be parametrized as (x, £r(x)) for |z| < 45. We concentrate on the left
connected component 2~ and drop the subscript —. Let

Q5 := {(z,y) €R? : =6 <z <0, [y < rlx)}.

On Q9s, we define

iy [ ds 1y gy e Y
h (x)'_/zzsp(S)’ h (.4 p(x)

H™Y(w,y) = (W (2), hy ' (,y)), (z,y) € Qs

and we set

More on the properties of the mapping h~! and its inverse can be found in the Appendix following
definition (A.9) (where it is defined for the right connected component Q).

It is a matter of straightforward calculation to see that under diffeomorphisms the Laplace

operator transforms as
(AU)oH = div(AV(U o H)),

where

1
AoH '= ————
° [det DH-1|

is symmetric and positive definite. In fact, on 25 we have

DH™(x,y) 1 . ; DH Yo H(%,7) ! ;
z,Y) = (x ) © €r,Y) = = h'(Z) ~
pla) \ —5y 1 W@\ e 1

and therefore

DH Y DHHT




where [ is the identity matrix and the eigenvalues read

Since |X (& §)| = ¢/ (h(&))j] < Xo = 4[p'(~0)], we have
A= (Xo)uf? < (u, Au) < Ay (Xo)|ul

for any vector field u on €.

Variational solutions on G
We look for weak solutions of the elliptic equation

—div(AVu) = f ing

u=20 on 0G (6-4)

in suitable weighted Sobolev spaces. Let £g > 1 be fixed and let m be a smooth function on R
such that

(&) =1+ 7o, &< o, Wm(E) =1+, T >2%

and such that
m(zo) <m(z), M (T)]<e, VIER

where ¢ > 0 is some absolute constant independent of Zy. We set
m(z,y) := m(x), Y(z,9) € G,
where we abuse the notation and use m to denote the resulting weight function on G as well. Let
we HY(G) & @mucHY(G), vER

and let Hy7(G) denote the closure of C2°(G) in H“7(G). Then, it is not difficult to see that the
Poincare inequality holds on Hé "7(G). More precisely, we have

~ - 1,
lillrzg) S IVillzag), Vue€ Hy(G), (6.5)
where we have set @ := m”u and the constant can be controlled in terms of o := sup; j)eg lg|.

Lemma 6.4. Let v € R. Then, for suitably chosen Ty depending only on v and the coefficients
of A, the bilinear form
a:Hy ' (G)x Hy '(G) - R

a(u,v) = / AVu - Vv
g

satisfies the assumptions of the Laz-Milgram Lemma (cf. Appendiz, Lemma . In particular,
for any f € (Hy 7(G)), there exists a unique u € Hy" (G) such that

a(u,v) = (f,v), Yve Hy (G).
Moreover, for k= 0,1 we have
[ullzri2a(g) S I1flaro(9)- (6.6)
Proof. We first show that a : H»7(G) x HY~7(G) — R is continuous. Indeed, setting

u:=mu, v =1m v,
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we have, by definition %, € H'(G) and
lull gy = allgy,  vllge— = (12 g
Moreover, we have
AVu - Vv =AVa-Vo+ a110:m0zm™ a0 + m™70;m" (d - Vu)o + m ' 0zm Yaa- Vo, (6.7)
where we have set @ = (a11,a12) and we have used that A is symmetric. Since

~ 9 ~
T

s
e L™  mTomT =+ —= € L™,
m

ai; € LOO, aifnwairh*V = —72 o

the estimate (A.22) follows from Lemma [A.15]in the Appendix.

We now show that a : Hy?(G) x Hy 7(G) — R is coercive. More precisely, we only prove
estimate in Lemma | and the other one follows analogously. Let u € Hy” (G) be fixed
and let

vi=m>ue Hy ' (G).

Then ¢ = 4, the mixed terms in (6.7]) cancel out and
1
a(u,v) = a(a,a) — 72/ =5 m2 ayy|a|?
gm

Since A is symmetric and positive-definite, we know

a(t, @) > min A(Z Va2
@) 2 min M2,3) [Vl

while, by construction of the weight function, we have

1 2 ~12 1 ~2 1
- M= 0,11|U| 5 ~  ~ / u 5 ~ T~ \2 HVUH 2
/g m? m(%o)? Gn{&>70} m(%o)? Loy

where in the last step we have used the Poincare inequality on the half strip Gy := G N {Z > Zo}.
At this point, we finally determine Zg. In fact, choosing g > 1 such that

0% < 1 [
—— = < - min A(z,
m(Zo)? 2 (z,7)€0 (9)
we have 1
a(u,v) > 5(}1@1)11 A, 9) |Valegy 2 lullfa g

where in the last step we have used the Poincare inequality on G once again. In particular, estimate

(A.23) follows.

Finally 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?). O
Variational solutions of the original problem

Lemma 6.5. Lety € R and let g € Lgﬁ(ag) be even. Then, there exists an extension G € E%W (G9)
of g such that
—div(AVG) € HY(G). (6.8)

Proof. First note that it is enough to consider v = 2. Indeed, given g € ﬁ%w (0G) with v # 2, we
have g := m?~2g € L3 ,(9G). Then, assuming G e L3 ,(G) is an extension of § such that is
satisfied with v = 2, it is not difficult to see that

G :=m* G e 12377(9’)
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is the required extension of g.

So let v = 2. To simplify notation, we drop the tilde and denote coordinates by (z,y) instead
of (Z,7) and assume g = 0, when < 0. On the half-strip G N R?%, we have

—div(AVG) = 07G + (1 + X*)92G — 2X0,0,G — 0,X9,G + (9,X* — 0,X)0,G,

where recall that

hl/ ((I/‘)

W(x)

The assumptions (3.4) on the regularity of the interface imply F € £3 2 (1/24 /1) (Ry), where we
have set A :=1— (8 + 1/2). Moreover, we have

X(z,y) = F()y, F(x) =

Fl@)=0({x)™"),  F(2)=0(@)"%),  F"(z)=0(@z)""2), (6.9)

re (r) := (1 + 22)/2 and we have used that m(x) ~ () when 2 > 0. To see this, note that
) = p'(h(x)) and use properties of the mapping h given in the Appendix following definition
- We extend F' by zero to the negative real line, smooth it out in a small neighborhood of
zero and consider the operator

whe
Fa

L =082+ (1+ F(2)*y*)02 — 2F(x)y 0,0,.

as defined on the horizontal strip IT = {(z,y) : |y| < 1/2}. We consider all of the weighted
Sobolev spaces on II with respect to the weight m(x,y) := (z), e.g.

GeL3,(I) & (2)"VFGe LX), k=0,1,2.

For given g € L3 ,(R) € H*(R), we look for G' € L3 »(II) in the form of an oscillatory integral

Glz,y) == / ¢ aly; 2, €)3(€)de,

where ¢ is the Fourier transform of ¢ and a(:l:%;x,f) = 1. We split G as a sum G; + G2, where
the symbol of G; does not depend on z and has compact support with respect to the £, while the
symbol of G5 decays exponentially as |£] — oo, but is identically equal to zero in the neighborhood
of the origin.

Let x be a smooth cut-off such that x(§) = 1if [¢] < 1/8 and x(§) = 0if |{] > 1/4. We will use
the same cut-off further down for the y-variable. We start with G;. 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

—&a=0, a(x1/2&=x(&), |l<1/2
A short calculation yields
e cosh(&y)
a(y; &) == x(§) COSh(%) :

Note that modulo a cut-off this is the symbol of the Laplace operator on the strip. We claim the
corresponding oscillatory integral G; satisfies

Gy € L3 ,(10), LG, € HYA(1I). (6.10)

The first claim is straightforward. Let us consider a typical term
20, Gr() = [ ac0,0(: ()€ = [ 2™ tanh(n)alui E)cale)de
- [ <o (tanh(&y)a(y;fs)g%f)) de,

but ¢'(€) € L2(R), 855’(5) ~ x/g\’(g) € L*(R) and ¢ — tanh(&y)a(y; €) 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 L?(R) with respect to o uniformly in y and the claim follows. On the other hand, we
have

LG (z,y) = /R ¢ (F(2)yPay, — 2EF(2)y ay) §(€)dE

and we need to show that (z)?LG; € H*(II). Since (z)? = 1 + 22, it is enough to consider
P LG ) = = [ 7008 (P (@) (0:€) — 2€uP (w)e, (1:)i0) de

= =P [ 0y O (€)1 + 2igP (@) [ 02 (anh(en)a(us () de

where we have used that a,,(y;£)§(§) = a(y;f)g/];(g). By assumption, we control 852 ?({) ~

22¢”(€) € L?(R) and a(y;-) is smooth, of compact support, with derivatives uniformly bounded
with respect to y. In particular, we can absorb any additional £ coming from the derivatives of
a(y; &) in the symbol, hence the claim follows using as before.

We now pass to the construction of Ga. It will be convenient to consider G5 and the operator L
as defined on the upper half-plane H (after preforming a translation y — y+1/2). More precisely,
we construct

G € L3 ,(H), LGs € HY2(H), Gs(z,y) =0, |y| > 1/4, (6.11)
where setting
Aw,y) =1+ F(@)*(y—1/2)>, Bla,y) = —2F(x)(y - 1/2)
(for x € R and y > 0) we have
L =0 + A(z,y)0 4 B(x,y)0,0,.

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(z,0)ay, + 2i€B(x,0)a, — 2a=0,  a(0;z,&) =1-x(§), y=0,
which decays as |{] — oo. It is not difficult to see that
—sgn(§) +i 55

€
|+ FGP

has the required properties. We define

a(y;z,§) = x(y)a(y; =, )

and denote the corresponding oscillatory integrals by G'3 and G respectively. In other words we
have G3(z,y) = x(y)Gs(x,y). We first show G3 € L3 ,(H). In fact, we can say more. We actually
have (z)2G3(z,y) € H?(H) by Theorem from the Appendix. Indeed, integration by parts

gives
PGala) =) [ <02 (1‘52‘(5)@“%@@@)) .

In particular, the symbol can be multiplied by up to £2 for the estimate required by Theorem
to remain true for every fixed y. Since these are uniform when y ranges in a compact subset
of Ry, the claim follows (as taking = or y derivative may result in multiplication with a factor of
order ). Similarly, one can show (z)2VG3(x,y) € H(H) and ()?V2G3(z,y) € L*(H).

It remains to show

LG3 = x(y)LE + A(z,y) (X" (y)Gs + 2X' (v)9,Gs3) + B(z,y)X (y)0:.G5 € H"*(H).
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By the previous step (and using ) it is enough to consider

LGs = /Re”{ (Gow + F(2)*y(y — V)ayy — 20€F (@)yay + i€ay — 2F (2)(y — 1/2)aay) §(§)d€

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(y£2?/(z)) (or better in terms of
powers of y or 1/(z)). Multiplying by (z)?, integrating by parts and taking 9, or d,, the terms
which may pose problems are of the form

I(w,y) = / eEe(a)aly; . e f(€)de,  f=a"g", k=012,
R
where c¢(z) = O((x)~!) is a rational function of F(x) possibly multiplied by some polynomial in
F'(z) and F”(x) (there are also terms of order y? 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 0, derivative, there will not be an additional £, hence these can be
estimated using Theorem as before. To show that I € L?(H) whenever f € L?(R), we write

||I||%2<H>:/ /!/ S ew)aly; o, E)yé F(E)de] dady
< [ [rewr ( In y2|a<y;m,§>|2dy) €21 () Pded.
RJR 0

la(y; 2, )* = (1 — x(€))2e* =0y,

oo F(»L)
/ SPeREoug, - L1 (1 SN
0 4 (Rb(x, €)%~ 4 €l

(where we have used that [~ y2e*dy = % [ eMdy = =245 if A < 0). Collecting all the
dependent terms in c¢(z) = O({z)~!) and interchanging the integrals we can write

M < [ ([ 1t |dx)|§”| foris [ o \i@ra s 113

by Plancherel’s theorem as required.

Since

we obtain

Finally, we comment on the term with maximal number of derivatives of F'. We have a,, =
(ybss + (ybs)?)a, hence (by the previous step)

Ox <<x>2x(y)Aeiw&&mz(y;m,ﬁ)é(ﬁ)dﬁ) = <w>2x(y)y/Remgaﬁb(ﬂc,é)&(y;xaf)é(ﬁ)dé+LQ(H)
— (@) F" (@)x(u)y / e c(, €)ay; €3 (€)dé + L*(H),

where ¢(x,€) is a nice bounded function of F(z) and its derivatives up to order 2 which depends

linearly on |¢|. In particular, the absolute value of the integral is controlled by the L?-norm of g;’ .
Since (z)2+(1/2+AW " € 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 II as
Ga(2,y) = Gs(x,y +1/2) + Gs(z, —y + 1/2)

and we are finished. O

Proof of Proposztzon . Let ¢ € L2 w-&-k( ) be given. As noted above, under the action of H~!
the problem (|6.2] transforms to

div(AVu) =0 in G,

12
u=g on 0G, (6.12)
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where we have set w = U o H and g := ¢ o h. It is not difficult to see that

el . (Ts) & g=¢ohell (Ry),

where
V= A+ Q-kpT 42, F=aT(y+1/2) +1/2

(cf. the discussion following definition (A.9)) in the Appendix). The normal derivative transforms

as
1

(VU - i) o = il

(AVu) -7
and therefore is equivalent to proving
(AVu) -7 € L’éﬁ/(@g)
(note that |DHt| = O(|1/(#)])). By Lemma there exists an extension G of g such that
f = —div(AVG) € H7' ()

and by Lemma E there exists a solution v of the boundary value problem (6.4]) with the r.h.s.
f = —div(AVG) such that v € H*7'(G). The solution of ( is then given by u=v+G.

It is now not difficult to Verlfy that the estimate holds Indeed, by construction we have
VG e L;_,(0G), while v € H27'(8G) implies Vo € El’ (6@) The claim now follows using (6.9),
since

(AVu) -7 = (14 X?)uy — Xu,.

6.1.2 Construction of harmonic functions on (¢

Proposition 6.6. Let0 <y+1/2 <1 andlet ¢ € Eg,,ﬁ_k(m) where k = 0,1,2. Then there exists
a harmonic extension U of ¢ to the exterior domain Q° such that U vanishes at infinity and such
that

10Ul my S 6l - (6.13)

Let ¢ be odd with respect to the y-axis. If ¢ € H1 o(m), the normal derivative is locally near
the origin given by 0,U = ci81gn(z2)225 + L5 (m ) where ¢+ = ¢s(an). In particular, when
¢ € L3 (m), we have d,U € Ly (m).

The proof closely follows [19], where the harmonic extension of ¢ € L5 (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 Q¢ is bounded. In fact, for any a € Q\{0}, the
function z — 1/(z — a) maps Q¢ to a bounded domain which contains the origin.

We now sketch how to construct a conformal bijection from €2¢ to the horizontal strip II :=
{r+iv : 7 € R, |v| < w/2}. First, translate Q¢ so that the origin be in the interior of the bounded
component of 2, then apply the complex square root with the branch cut chosen along the negative
real axis. The singular point z(+a.) is thereby mapped to some +iyo on the imaginary axes and
the boundary of the resulting domain Q¢ satisfies the arc-chord condition and is of class C* A for
some X € (0,1). By the Riemann mapping theorem, there exists a conformal bijection f : D — Q¢
which can be extended to a homeomorphism up to the boundary. Let f : D — Q¢ denote f 2 modulo
an appropriate translation. Then we define F': II — Q¢ to be F(w) := f o (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 f (0) so that f(0) = 0 ensures the re-
sulting mapping from D to the original unbounded (fully symmetric) 2¢ respects both symmetries.
In this case, we must have f(+i) = %iyo.
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We now give estimates on the derivatives of these conformal maps. The Kellog-Warschawski
theorem implies that f € C1 (D) for some X' € (0,1) and that

IF(QI~1,  V¢eD. (6.14)
In particular, we have

[F(w)| |F'(w)]

, ~1, Vuw € 11
11— tanh®(w/2)| 11— tanh?(w/2)| v

In order to obtain estimates on the second order derivatives, we use the Schwarz integral formula
on the holomorphic map log f’. More precisely, we have

; 2m i
log /(¢) = log | //(0)] + ~— / - $arg F/(¢?)d9, V¢ € D. (6.15)
2 Jo eV —(
where arg f'(e'?) = () =9 — /2 and 5(19) is the tangent angle at f(e?’) by the Lindel6f theorem,
see e.g. [42]. It is not difficult to see that 6" belongs to L4 g(OD, m) with respect to m(¢) ~ | F 1
(when ( is near +i), hence we can take a complex derivative of the above formula and integrate

by parts to obtain

] . 27 i 5
4O L/ HE G)an, Y eD.

Q) 2mlo e =g

Thus, the angular limit of f” on O exists and belongs to Lo 3(0D,m), i.e. we have fe Hg (0D, ).

Setting g+ (1) := ¢ o F(7 £im/2), it is not difficult to see that
OfS ﬁ%,wk(r) < g+ € HE&Jrkfl (R, ),
where 4 :=1— (v +1/2) and

1 9 (W
7 = ~ |1 — tanh (*)
(r) cosh 7 ’ an 2

, w=T+iv, lv| < m/2.

Let ® denote the harmonic extension of g4 to II. Then, the Fourier transform of its normal
derivative reads (modulo constant factors in front of each term)

—

FrB(€) ~ G1(€) tanh(me/2) + 7€) (coth<7r£/2> - fg) £ 4)(6), (6.16)

where we have set g. := (¢9+ + ¢9-)/2 and ¢, := (g+ — g—)/2.
When |k —4—1] < 1, both tanh(7{/2) and coth(w&/2) — ﬂ% are Fourier multipliers for weighted

Lebesgue spaces with respect to the ‘exponential’ weight 72(7)~7*=1 (cf. [19] and references
therein for proof), hence
61,(1), 876,;1) S [:27_:/_;,%_1(]1%, ’rh)

In particular, when k = 1 or k = 2, the estimate (6.13)) follows setting U := ® o F~L.

When k& = 0, the above condition is not satisfied. However, applying the inverse Fourier
transform to (6.16]), we have (modulo constant factors)

0,9 ~ [ 7) ey 4% [ 94(7) (corh(e =) —sn(é — 7)) dr £ 0,6,

where for the symmetric part we can write

= 1 _ AG) 1 = go(r) m(§) — (7)
[m ge(T)sinh(TT) dr = m({)/oo m(7) sinh(§ — 1) dr = /Oo m(r) sinh(¢ —7) ar.

The first integral belongs to L5 _(145)(R,7) by the Fourier multiplier theorem.
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As for the second, we assume without loss of generality that £ > 0 and claim

/ g (T)ke(&,7)dT = —e~¢ tanhf/ gL(T)e"dr + Lo _(145)(R,m),

where we have set

_ L m(§) —m(r)
ke(&7) = 50 SinhE — 1)

Indeed, using the definition of M, we can write

I (" —ef)+(e77 —e9)
cosh & es~T — e=&tT

1 sinh € 4 sinh 7 e ¢t sinh & +sinh T

T coshé (e +er)eE+eT) (1+ebtT)2 cosh ¢

ke(§,7) =

The claim now follows using the corresponding Hardy inequalities for exponential weights (cf.
Theorem. In fact, choosing, in the notation of Theorem the weight functions mq (1) ~
e®™ and ma(7) ~ €47 defined on (0, c0), it is not difficult to see that condition from Theorem
holds if « < B, a < 0, while condition holdsif a < 38,8 >0. Wehave a=0=9+1
(since 1m(1) ~ e~ I7l). By the above, the kernel k. (&, 7) satisfies the estimates

ke(¢,7) = e $TTtanh & + O(e 2127, || < ¢, ke(¢,7)=0(1), || >¢

Since g.(7)el™l € Lo _5(R,1m) C L'(R), the corresponding term contributes a constant to the
normal derivative of U := ® o F~1.

The anti-symmetric part does not contribute any constants. Proceeding as above, we are led

to consider
m(§) —m(r)

kol 7) = TS (cothie ) — sgn(€ 7))
= She67) (577 + T —sa(e — 7)(e T —eET)),
which implies
Bol€,7) = O(2647), || < ko(67) = O(1), [r] > ¢

and the corresponding integrals belong to L5 _(145)(R,7) by Hardy inequalities as above.

In particular, when ¢ € ﬁ%vﬂ{ (m) is odd with respect to the y-axis, we have g. = 0 and therefore
0,® € Ly _(541)(11) as required. The same is clearly true for 9,0, as well.

Finally, let ¢ € H?/’O(m) be odd with respect to both axis. Then, locally we can write ¢ =
TFeex(2)R(2) + L3, (m), where ¢t := ¢/(+a.) and x 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 ¢ = Feix(2)R(z). We extend ¢ to Q° in an
obvious manner. Its harmonic extension is then given by U := V — cysign(z2)x(2)R(2), with V a
solution of the Poisson equation

AV =G, G = A(cysign(z2)x(2)R(2)), V’ =0

in Q¢. If 9,V ¢ E%ﬁ(m), then 0,U = cysign(z2)x(z)z2s + Eéﬁ(m). As above, we map Q€ to the
horizontal strip II. Then V =V o F satisfies the Poisson equation on II with the right hand side
G=GoF |F'| where G is a bounded, smooth, compactly supported function on II. The solution
® is given by the Green’s function on the strip, with the normal derivative at e.g. w = £ + in/2
given by

R /2 0o . _
0,0(0) = 1 [ Gluycothiw —wytw' = o= [ [ Gtr ST g,
- 2r ) r2) - sinh®(§ — 7) + cos? v
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We need to show 0,® € Ly _(541)(R, ). Since G is compactly supported, it is enough to consider
¢ large so that £ > 7. Then, we can write
1 sinh2(¢ — 1)

D) Sinh2(€ — 7) + cos? v = coth(€ — 7)(1 + O(e~26727)),  coth(é — 7) = 1 + O(e~26127)

However, since G is odd with respect to v <> —v, we have fn G = 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. Letmax{?)— x 3—2%}<B+%<1withﬂ+%7§2— T where 2U := 1w — 2v

207 20
and 2v € (0,%). Let c € R and let 1 = cOsR(2*) + La,g—2(m) odd with respect to both axis. Then
there exists a unique solution ¢ € Lo g_2(m), odd with respect to both axes, of

(I+5)p=1.

Note that by symmetry, we have [ ds =0 on each component of the boundary.

6.2.1 Construction of harmonic functions on (2

Proposition 6.8. Let 2v € (0,3). Ifmax {3 — Z£,0} < B+ 1 <1 and ¢ = cR(z?) + L} 5 5(m)

2v)

for some ¢ € R, there exists a harmonic extension U of ¢ to Qi := QN Ry such that
OnU = —c0s3(2%) + Lo 5-2(m).

Proof. Assume first ¢ = cR(2?). Since 2 is bounded, we can take U = ¢R(2?), which contributes
R(z+2) = —cdsS(2?) to the normal derivative as required.

Let now ¢ € ﬁ%”@ﬂ(m). We can write ¢ = xo+(1—x)¢ =: ¢1+ 2, where x is a smooth cut-off
identically equal to one in the neighborhood of the singular point. We construct the harmonic
extensions U of ¢1 respectively ¢ separately and we claim 9,U € L3 g_a(m).

Let Q temporarily denote the right component Q N ]Ri. It is not difficult to see that z —

2% maps Q to a bounded domain Q with C1*'-boundary T for some A € (0,1). In fact, the
corresponding tangent angle 6 is Holder continuous and €2 has a vertical tangent at the origin. By
the Riemann mapping theorem there exists a conformal bijection f D — §~2~such that f (-H)=0
and, by the Kellog-Warschawski theorem, we must have f € ¢ (D) with f’ satisfying a (6.14)-
type estimate. Let f : D — 2 denote the composition of these two mappings. Then

FOI~C+1F,  1FQI~c+1F7Y, v eDnBs(-1)

for some small § > 0. First assume that we have found a harmonic extension ® of ¢5 o f to D,
such that U := ®o f~1 ¢ Lo 5-2(2). It is not difficult to see that this implies

o0,U € £27g,2(m) & 0, ¢ £2727u5/+%(ﬁ2),

where 8’ = (8+1/2) — 3 and m(C) ~ | + 1|. However, by assumption ¢s 0 f € H*(T) and we can
define ® on D through the Poisson formula. Its normal derivative is then given by

D, ® (') = %p.v. /j %qﬁg(f(ei”))cot (792%> ds € L*(T).

However, 0,9 is actually smooth in the neighborhood of ¢ = 1, since ¢2 o f identically vanishes
there. In particular, it is bounded near ¢ = 1 and we actually have 0,® € £2,Q5,+%(T,m)

provided 0 < (24 + 1) + 1. Since

v, 1 1 1 m
— - ->0 & ->3—-—
(wﬂ+2>+2> B+2> 2v
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(where 2v < 7 is equivalent to 3 — 5~ < 1), the claim follows.

It remains to consider ¢1. Let F' be the conformal bijection from the upper half-plane H to €2
such that F'(0) = 0 (F is just the composition of f with a suitable M&bius transformation). Then,
near the origin

IFG)| ~ 2%, [F'@)~1E77  vieH, |75,
while far away o
IFGE)|~ 27 @)~ 187, vieH, [Z>>1

As above, we have ¢; 0 F' € £2 P L (R,m), where m(Z) ~ |Z| in a neighborhood of the origin

and m(&) ~ |#|~! otherwise. Let ® denote the harmonic extension of ¢, o F' given by the Poisson
kernel for the upper half-plane, then

- 1 < - 1 _

as required, since by assumption = vgr g 1 sat1sﬁes the Miickenhaupt condition.

6.2.2 Construction of harmonic functions on ¢

Proposition 6.9. Let 20 € [§,m) andlet0<5+% < 1. If3-2% <5+%and¢:

cS(2%) + L] _o(m) is odd with respect to y-axis, the normal derivative of its harmonic extension
U to the exterior domain Q° reads

OnU = cR(2%) + Lo g_a(m).

Proof. By the Riemann mapplng theorem there exists a conformal bijection f : Q¢ — Q°, with
Q¢ as in Proposition (i.e. ) 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

J(2) ~ (Fix)F, e nBs0), $220
)

for some small § > 0. Parametrizing the boundary of dQ as Z(a) = f(z(a)) where o € [—m, 7],
it is not difficult to check that the corresponding tangent angle is Holder continuous and satisfies

0(a,) = 0 resp. O(—av,) = .
Assume first that ¢ € L3 5_,(m). As before, we have

PELy g 5(m) & GofTNELympy (M),

where 8’ = (8 +1/2) — 3 and by assumption 0 < (24’ + 2) + < 1. In fact, we have

2v 3 1 1

<(ZB+35)+5<1 @ 83-2-<B+5<3-
us 2 2 2w

where by assumption 27 > m/2 and therefore 3 — g& > 1. In particular, by Proposition [6.6] there

exists a harmonic extension U of ¢ o f~1 to Q° such that 9,0 € Ly wg 1 1(m). The claim now

follows going back to the original domain.

Let now ¢ = ¢3(22) and let x be a smooth symmetric cut-off identically equal to 1 on a
sufficiently large open ball centered at the origin (so that {2 is a proper subset of this ball) and
identically equal to zero outside of some larger ball. The obvious extension G := cx(z)3(2?) to
the exterior of 2 leads to the Poisson problem

AV =-AG,  V|.=0,

with U = V 4+ G the required harmonic extension of ¢. However, by the last part of the proof of
Proposition we know that V € £} p—2(m), hence 0,U = cOsR(2%) + L2 g_2(m) as required.

O

67



Acknowledgements

This project has received funding from the European Research Council (ERC) under the European
Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation program through the grant agreements 788250
(D.C.) and 633152 (A.E.). This work is supported in part by the ICMAT-Severo Ochoa grant
CEX2019-000904-S.

Appendix A Auxiliary estimates

In the following sections, we will estimate

r—Uu

F(o)(x,u) =

Using the Taylor development of ¢, we can write

1 “ (u—71)k
k _ k+1

awF((b)('T7u) - (ZL’ _ u)k+1 /; 67 (b(T) k! dr (AQ)
provided we control a sufficient number of derivatives of ¢. Finally, note that

OuF (¢) + 0:F () = F(¢'). (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.1l. Let g, = u — ik(z). For k € N, we have the following recursive formula

5 1 k-1 . z! 1
v = Kolw,w) S Ko, u)l + K(x,mk( t ) (A1)
2+ —q— 24— Gx =0 Zy —Q4- 24 — Qs
where Ak(z,u) := k(x) — k(u) and
iK' (2 1Ak(z,u 1Ak(x,u
Ko(z,u) = £ ) E )2 K(z,u):= 7(_ )
=@ (24 —qx) et T G

For x € I5, u € I.(x), we have the estimates

k Zﬁ‘- o 1 o mlz kp—1
K(z,u) <Z+_q_ Z+_q*>_o( ()11 (A.5)

respectively,
. , , 1 p(x) )

% Kz u)| < (a+1)u< ) 0<j<k-—1 A6

| O(fE,U) (1'7’LL) ‘ ~ m(‘r) m<x) + (1' _ U)Q +p($)2 ) — J — 9 ( )
where -,

f(o(x,u) = Ko(z,u) — M
2 = G«
Proof. To see that (A.4]) holds, we have
2! 1 ik () N 2\ iAR(z,u)
By —q— 24— Qx4 T Gx By T - 2y — O
iR/ () N 1Ak(T, u) N tAk(z, u) ( zl 1 )
2y — @ (24— q)? Z+ =G« \A+ —4- 2+ — G«
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which proves the claim for & = 1. Formula (A.4) now follows by induction. To see that (A.5))
holds, let e.g. © > 0 and u € I.(z). Then = ~ u and

Ax(z,u)

r—u

K'(z) = O(a"), = O(z"), |K (z,u) = O(z").

The first line in the above calculation then implies

/ 3
ZL _ 1 < x <l
x

2y —q- 2 —q| Tz — ] T

(using that p(z) ~ x#T1) and the claim follows. It remains to show (A.6). However, note that

i@ o pla) (2 = u)?
Ko(x,u) = —— + k' (2) ———— + 10, F(k)(z,u) ———,
olew) = g RO g TR T
then use 0, F (k) (x,u) = O(z#*1). O
Lemma A.2. Let z, := x + ik(u). Then, we can write
2l 1
= +7r x,u), A.7
ER— (z,u) (A.7)
where the remainder r(x,u) satisfies
1 1 1 plu)
u)l S —— Ot (z,u)| < + 7 A8
el § oty el 8 (Gt o) 4
when u € I.(x) uniformly for x € Is.
Proof. We can proceed as in the derivation of formula (A.4) to obtain
! 1 ! 1
s = +K0(.’I,‘,U)+K(.T,U)< = - )a
2y —q- ze—q- =g ze—q-
where now
) T —u iK' (z) . T —u
(xvu) ¢ (/i) Z — q_v O(xvu) 2 — q_ ¢ (’i) (Z* _ q_)2

(cf. (A.1) for the definition of F(k)). W.l.o.g. let z > 0 and u € I.(x). Then x ~ u and
F(r)(w,u) = O(a"), 0, F(rk)(z,u) = O@"1).

A short calculation then yields

1
K (2, u)] € |z —ul' ™™,
T

~

!
om 2y 1 < 1 1 ’
T\zy—q-  ze—q- )|~ x| —um

for m = 0,1. In particular,

! /
0, K (z, u) < v 1 ) + K(a:,u)@x( ! > ~0 <12) .
2y —q- Z—qo p—q- Z—q x

It remains to consider Ky(z,u). Since

K (z) = k' (u) + F (k') (z — u), F(k) =t (u) + 0, F (k) (x — u)

we can write

iK' (u) —u i0uF(s) (v — u)?

Ko(z,u) = S — B SV
o(@,u) Ze — g (2 — q-)? Ze — - (2¢ —q-)?




and we claim that

1/1 p(u)
L Ko (x, <-4+ — ).
outiel 5 (34 =)
Indeed, the first two terms combined give
p(u
s1(o0) = = () A0

Its derivative clearly satisfies the desired estimate. As for the remaining two terms note that

rT—u ip(u) ’ A—2 2 A—2
9, - .0 F () (@, u)| < L |2F(R) ()| <
o) =ty el Se 2F (k) (@, u)| S @
where we have set A := 1—(8+1/2) (assumption x” € Hj ,(I5) implies £ = O(2*~?) by Lemma
[2.1). Using this and (A.3)) the claim follows. O

The change of variables 7 — h(1)
We implicitly define
26 u
dv dv
hit(u ::/ ——, wue(0,20), h=t(u ::/ ——, ue(=25,0). A9
+ ( ) Y ,O(V) ( ) ( ) 95 p(l/) ( ) ( )

By making 0 smaller if necessary, we may assume p(v) is strictly monotonically increasing on
(0,28) respectively decreasing on (—24,0) and therefore h;l can be inverted on their domains
of definition. For simplicity we drop the subscript + and consider h~! = h_T_l only. Its inverse
mapping h satisfies

u=h(r), W)= =p(h(r),
hence using p(u) ~ u#*1, it is not difficult to see that A=t : (0,2) — (0,00) and
Rt (u) ~u™" — (26)7", w e (0,26) & h(n)~QQ+7)7VE T eR,.
This asymptotic expansion can be differentiated three times (cf. estimate (3.2))), i.e. setting
m(r):=147, TRy,
we can write

3R(r)| ~ () TE, =01 [9ih(r)| S m(r) Ve =23, (A.10)

Note that we also have lower bounds on 92k when j = 0,1. We will typically apply h to the
Hilbert transform and the ¢ singular’ kernel from the previous section in the region

re(0,0), uel(r) <  €tely:=h71(0,0), 7el():=hn"'I.(2) z=h(E).
It is not difficult to see that there exist small e4 > 0 such that
{rilr—€<e @} CL@) C{r: Ir—¢ <esl}, VEeD. (A.11)

Let us e.g. show the existence of ;. Setting &4 := h™1((1 F €)x), we have, by definition

(1+E)JE dV
& = e N
£+ 6 [ls)w p(y) : (6)

and the claim follows using (A.10) (use that £ > A=1(6) = O(6=*), when £ € I5). Note that e
can be made arbitrarily small by making ¢ in the definition of I.(z) smaller. We then control 1
by some polynomial depending on the norm of p. The existence of e_ follows similarly.
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Lemma A.3. Let € > 0. Then, we can write

p'(r) 1
RGN
where the remainder satisfies
1 1
|7'(€,7-)| 5 ﬁl(T)7 ‘8€T(E7T)| S ﬁl(T)Q (A12)

for all |7 — &| < €é.

Proof. Indeed, we can write

W) 1 1 (W) _ 0 F(h)
WE) —h(r) €7 €+ (F(h) 1) | (A.13)

The claim follows using (A.2)) and (A.10]) to conclude
[F(R)| ~ rin(r) =, JOLE(R)| S m(r)URDTYE =12,

whenever 7 ~ €. O
Lemma A.4. Let € > 0. Then, we can write

K (1) o
(h(&) = h(r)) —ilb'(T) ~ (E—7)—

where the remainder r(&,7T) satisfies

1 1 1 1
rEN S == 0 S == (== +=—5=7) (A14)

m(7) mn(7)
for all |7 — &| < €.
Proof. Let

- R (7) _ W
K& = e The) i) B (€-m—i)+i(l— %)

~—
—_

Then, it is not difficult to see that

_ (W) 1 i(1 - F ) '
(6N = (5 Ve e Hen = nEn ).

Since £ ~ 7, we have by assumption

- 1=0(55)

cf. (A.13) and the zero order estimate is straightforward. To show the claim for O¢r1 (€, 7), we
write

'(7) '(7)
Oeri(6,7) = <;m>@—%—z<?m>lﬂa—;—m
(7) '(7) (€-7)
28’5(}1;(/1)) (g—i) —i _ag(};(h))‘ﬁr((ffﬂ —i)? +O<rh(1r)2>
R (1) —i 1
:%(th@ﬂnf*(m<ﬁ)



where in the second line, we have used the Taylor development of the function

RG]
§—g(&T) = FED

around £ = 7 up to order 2, i.e.
/ T —T 2 / T U T
s 0B e-ro ) (- 2Ee

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

’35(;((;;) S %

we conclude O¢ry(§, 7) satisfies estimate (A.14]). In order to show a similar estimate for ry(&, 7),
note that we can write

/ / . R (1)\2
7”2(577') _ h (T) (1 _ h (T)> 1 (1 F(h))

—i — — — k(&, 7).
F(h) @07 ©n-ip?
Taking the derivative and using
k(& 7)| = 0O(1), (€ —7)k(& )| =O(1), |aék(§77—)| S |k(§77—)|27
when £ ~ 7 it is not difficult to see the claim follows. O

Lemma A.5. Let ¢ > 0. Then, we can write

K (1) _ W(7) 1 1
((§) = h(r)) —ih'(€)  h(E) —h(r) (E-7)—i &E—7

where the remainder r(§,T) satisfies the estimate

(&l 5 mzf)(mif) + 1+(51— 7)2) (A.15)

for all |7 — &| < €€.

Proof. Writing

W(r) _ F(h) W(7) F(h)
RO —h) =W €  MO-hE)  E-7
then taking the difference, we have
RO (1 %
1 gg()h)z( L - 1) giT(F((fL; - 1)

r(§7) =

E-T(e—7) - i (-1 -i(E-7) - kD)

The kernel 71 (€, 7) satisfies (A.15)), since

when £ ~ 7. Indeed, we have

() - () (50 (38 ) (5 )
(10 Iy Er (=)
W& w(r)/ 2 m(r)? /)

+o((
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since

e, W E-—7) (SN
) - e 2 +0( w(r)? )
W(r) h'(1) (£ —7) ()
)T W) 2 +0( ()’ ):

cf. the proof of Lemma In particular, the claim follows since also

1 (h”(ﬁ)_h”(r))zo< 1 )

E—T\W(E)  W(r) mn(7)?
On the other hand, we can rewrite ro(€,7) as
1 (R _ i (h(&) _1)?
7"2(5,7') _ 7T(F(h) 1) . §i'r(F(h) ]‘)
(E=7) =D (€= =2 (-7 —i%5)
and the claim is then straightforward. O

A.2 Commutator estimates

Lemma A.6. Let ¢ € H!, (I55) where 0 <y +1/2 < 1. Then

5
1
x> p.v./ o(u)du € H}/H(L;/g).
s T —U
Proof. Assume without loss of generality that 0 < z < §/2. Setting 7 := x — u, we can write

ats . 40 G bz — 7 B
5'm</€ (;S(xT)dT)/E 8¢(::— )d7+(i(+?

:/IM (1—%)8T¢>(:c—7)d7+< ! _1)¢(_5)_M

T r+d x T

and similarly for the part of the integral over (—e,z — ). Letting ¢ — 0, we conclude (after a
variable change)

o, (p.v. /_2 - L - ¢(u)du) _ %p.v. /_2 - ! — g () i(;f(é)a _ q;t?)

O

Lemma A.7. Let ¢ € H;;Li([zs) with 0 < B+1/2 < 1 fork > 1 and let f € Lo(Is5) with
0<~v+1/2<1. Then
[0, H1f € H{, 5 11(Ls)

where X\ :=1— (B +1/2). The same is true, if we assume 1) = O(m*~79) for 1 < j < k+1, with
A<l If1 < A<2, then
[0, H|f € HE,_y)i(L5)

provided 0 < (y — ) +1/2 < 1.

Proof. Tt is enough to prove

)
I(z) = / F(6)(, u) f(w)du € HY, )1 (Is).

—0

Recall that, by Lemma we have

¢ € Hyy(Is) = |¢/(2)] € m(x)*™
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where XA :=1— (84 1/2). In order to estimate 0, F(¢)(z,u), we first consider the formula

O (0)(o0) = s (o) - o [ () (A.16)

(since ¢" € L2 541(Is) is not integrable). Without loss of generality, assume x > 0. We have

o.F@) @] £ 0@+ [ 160l S we i)
and therefore
) z/2 2 4 T 2
2(v=2+1) 0. F(o)(z,u) f(uw)du) dx < 2-1) U —u)|du) dx
[ a0 ([ o p@e s de s [Ca0( [ i)+ o))

which is clearly bounded by the L3 .-norm of f by Hardy’s inequality. On the other hand, we
have

pre. 5 1 (0@t (W) (e [ YD) vernw,uso

respectively
1 1 -z
0, F (¢) S <¢> - |¢> |d7+ / 6/ ( dT)
5 , u€l(x),u<O.
1 " ”” o |¢/ (—7)|
S\ ¢/ (7)|dr + | ——=dr
u z x T
In particular, we conclude
A—1
0:F(6)(w,0)] § =, we ()

and therefore

5
/ x2(77>\+1)(/
0 T

2 P [ ] N2
) )&EF(QS)(:c,u)f(u)du) dz < /0 22 (/w - d ) dz,

which is bounded by the L5 ,-norm of f by Hardy’s inequality.

It remains to consider the region where u € I (x). In this case, we use the formula
1 “ (u—1)
(93:F(¢)(SC,’LL) = (SC—U)Q/I ¢"(T) Tdr (A,l?)

If we only control the weighted L2-norm of ¢”, in both cases we have the estimate

—-1/2
/ /712

oz
0:F (@)@ w)] $ &

The corresponding integral is easily seen to be bounded in Ly —x+1(I5) by Theorem below.
If, on the other hand, we have ¢ (z) = O(2*~2), then

102 (¢)(,u)| S 272

in which case the claim follows by Hardy’s inequality.

Let us briefly comment on the case 1 < A < 2. In this case ¢" is integrable and we can use
formula (A.17) throughout. Then, it is not difficult to see that

0. F(9)(z,u)| S a*72 wel;\ L(x), 0. F (¢)(z,u)| S [u*™2, wel(x) (A1)

and, by assumption Lo (I5) € L2~/ (I5) and (v — X) +1/2 > 0.

For higher k, we proceed similarly, we use formula (A.2)) when u € I.(x) and we consider
derivatives of (A.16)) otherwise. O
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Lemma A.8. Let ¢ € Hy, (I;) with |¢'| ~ 1 and 0 < f+1/2 < 1. When f € Ly, (I5) with
0<~vy+1/2 <1, we have

RAIGICD) 1
xH[a F) (@, u) f(u)du € Hy(I5)2).

Proof. The assumption |¢'| ~ 1, implies 1/F(¢) = O(1) and the claim basically follows as in
Lemma [A77] Indeed, we have

() - ()

where, in analogy to the proof of Lemma we use (A.2) with k = 2 when u € I.(z) and

2 _ 1 ¢”($) 1 “ "y (U_T) -
P o) =~ G 4 o | 00

otherwise and we then retrace the steps of the previous Lemma, paying attention that (9, F(¢))?
satisfies the required estimates. In fact, 0, F (o) satisfies (A.18]) with A =1 — (8 + 1/2). We omit
further details. O

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 <y < 1/2, i.e. both v and v — % give rise to Muckenhaupt weights. Then

/°° (/” ﬂdu)ﬂﬂzm—wz)dm < /oo |/ (@) P[> da.

—0o0 —00 |3j - U|1/2 —oo
Lemma A.10. Assume 0 <y < 1/2. Then, we have

A2 flla oy S 1F 2 (A.19)

1
2

Proof. 1t is enough to show

5 —
T p.o. /_5 w du € £277_%(Ig/2)

for some 0 > 0 whenever f € H(Is). Since we are considering weighted Lebesgue spaces, for a
fixed 0 < x < §/2, it will be more convenient to define the principal value as

pv. / W du = lim fl@) = flu) .

=0 lu—z|>ex |.Z‘—U|3/2

Integration by parts leads to

TI@ W ) - )0 — )V d
o IR [ () - p@)ouu a2

14€)x 14e)x

_fw @ S
B (’LL - 1,)1/2 (1+e)z ~/(1+6)x |.T - U|1/2 I
where s
f(u) — f(z) _f0O)~flz) f(A+ez)— flx)
W=7 e G—2)1 Ve
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Since f’ € Lo (I5) with v Muckenhaupt, we have

1+e)a: , 1 (14e)x L 1/2
s o [T s 1 (2 [ e as)

S

NN 2 (21 0)2))

which vanishes as e — 0. We proceed analogously on [—d,z(1 — €)). In particular, we obtain

* flx) - flu) vtk / > ()]
U./awdu’ < (a7 1) | ||2’7+/6|$_51/2du

and the claim follows from Theorem [A 0 O

In the next two Lemmas, we prove some estimates on the commutators with the fractional
Laplacian.

Lemma A.11. Let 0 < v+ 1/2 <1 and let A <1. Then
fE€Layrja(ls), g=0(), ¢ =0(m™) = [A2g]f € Lsy(Is).

Proof. Assume without loss of generality that = > 0. We have the estimates

’ /Il(a;) W f(u)du} s z=3/2 /_z |f (w)|du,

z)—g(u 5 " »
’/Lm Wf(u)du‘ < / W "

Both are bounded in the desired space by Hardy inequalities. When u € I.(x) (and we assume
e.g. —1/2 <~ < 0) we have

9(x) — g(u) [f(@)lu?
p.U/ = f(u du‘ < du,
‘ I.(z) |z — U|3/2 () I.(z) |z — U|1/2

where we have used ¢'(z) = O(x=*) = O(x~ 1) since by assumption A < 1. The result now follows
from Theorem- we set f identically equal to zero on the complement of say (0, d]). In the case
0 < v < 1/2 replace z7u~"! by 27~ 1/24~1/2, O

Lemma A.12. Let 0 < v+ 1/2 < 1. Then,
fe€Lo(ls) = [AYV2,m?|fe L 1/2—~(15)

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume x > 0 and let u € I;(x) first. Then

2P — Juf?
/W) e ()

with both terms square integrable over (0,6) by Hardy’s inequality. Note that —v satisfies the
Muckenhaupt condition as well.

On the other hand, when u € I,.(z), we have

||*7 — Ju[* *1f (W) + 1 (—w)
/Ir(z) — e f(u)du' S gc’Y/I - du

|
g /5 2@+l
- u

x1/27'y

s [ 1 f ()l 2 / " ) du

—x

xl/Q—’y

Again, both are square integrable over (0,0) by Hardy’s inequality.
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Finally, when u € I.(z) (and e.g. —1/2 < v < 0, i.e. both v and v + 1/2 satisfy the
Muckenhaupt condition), we have

2y _ 2y 1
xl/Q_V‘p.v/ uf(u)du‘ < x"/ | f(u)[u" Y2 du,
I.(z)

| —uf?/? L(x) & —ul'/?

which is square integrable over (0,d) by Theorem [A.9] The same is true if 0 < v < 1/2, however
in that case we do not need the extra u~'/2 in the integral.

O

A.3 Miscellaneous

For completeness we state the general form of Hardy inequalities (see e.g. [34]):

Theorem A.13. Let —0o < a < b < oo and let my1, mo be measurable, positive functions on (a,b).
Then, we have

/ab (/: f(s)d5)2m1<$)2d$ < C/ab|f(x)2m2(x)2dx (A.20)

([ mcopas) (o) < o

Similarly, we have the dual inequality

if and only if

/ab (Lbf(s)d5)2m1(x)2dx < C/ab|f(x)2m2(x)2dx (A.21)
if and only if

ailizb (/: m1(5)2d3> (/: m2(s)_2d3> < o0.

It is then not difficult to verify that for power weights we have:

Lemma A.14. Let p > 1 and let I5 := (0,6), with § < co.

1. If v+ 1/2 < 1, then
I I—>/ )t : Lop(Ts) — Lon(I5)
0
is continuous for all 8 > v — 1.

2. Ify+1/2 >0, then

is continuous for all v < 6+ 1.

We will need the following version of the Lax-Milgram Lemma, which can be found in [33]:

Lemma A.15. Let Hy, Hy be two Hilbert spaces. Let a(u,v) be a bilinear form defined on the
Cartesian product Hy x Hy, and let there exist positive constants c1, co, c3 such that

(i) for allu € Hy and v € Hy we have

la(u,v)| < erllullm, (o] (A.22)
(i1) for all w € Hy we have
sup |a(u,v)| = eallullm,; (A.23)
lollm, <1
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(#3) for all v € Hy we have
sup |a(u,v)| > cs||vllm,- (A.24)

llwllary <1

Let f be a continuous linear functional on Hs. Then there exists precisely one element u € Hy
such that
a(u,v) = (f,v), Vv € Hy

and there is a positive constant ¢ such that
lullg, < el flla;-

We state the following result on pseudodifferential operators which can be found in e.g. [46]
Proposition 9.10]:

Theorem A.16. Let r € (0,00) and let a(z, &) € CTSY, that is
105a(-6)leray < CRle) ™, V>0, (4.25)
Then, a(z,D) : WP(R) — W*P(R) for all |s| < r and all p € (1,00), where

a(z, D)g = /R ¢*a(r, €)5(€)de

A.4 Variable-step convolution operator

To finish, we discuss some properties of the variable-step convolution operators Bs, Bj and Ad

cf.(4.63)—(4.66|) that were used in Sections and

Recall that for § > 0, we have

1 T —y
Baf(0) = s+ N0 = [ 50 (52) sy
where ¢ is (periodically extended) standard mollifier and 7 is a non-negative, periodic function
which we define as follows. We first extend oo — ||| — au| for o € [—m, 7] periodically to all of R,
then we smooth it out in a small neighborhood of nw for n € Z (in such a way that n(a) < ||a|—au|
when e.g. a € [—m,7]). In particular, n is smooth on R\ {a. + nm: n € Z} and we have n ~ m.
See [29] and references therein for a more general discussion on these type of operators.

Since R\ {a. + nm,n € Z} is a countable union of disjoint open intervals I,, and that given
x € I,, we actually integrate over a subinterval of I, it is enough to fix one, say I := (—au, ay).

Indeed, given 2 € I, the interval of integration Bsy . (x) = (z — dn(x), z + én(x)) is contained
in I and has positive distance to 91 for all sufficiently small § > 0. In particular, the integral is
well-defined for f € L}, (1) and m(z) ~ m(y) uniformly for y € By, (x).

loc

Similarly, in the case of the adjoint,

Bsg(y) = /¢5n(z)($ — y)g(x)dz,
for fixed y € I, the integral runs over [z~ (y),z*(y)] C I, where 2% (y) are the solutions of
x F on(x) = y, respectively. These are well defined for all 6 < 1/sup |/|. Tt is not difficult to see
that z%(y) — OI as y — 9I (and they have the same limit).

In the next Lemma, we give properties of Bs, Bf and A° for functions defined in weighted
Sobolev spaces Cé,y(l ) with weight given by the restriction m|;. The generalization to the periodic
setting is straightforward.

Lemma A.17. For any j >0, all v € R and all § > 0, the operator Bs : L3, ;(I) — Eg,7+j(1)
is continuous. Furthermore, it preserves growth rates near OI in the sense that, for any f €
E%,’y—i—j (I)7 .
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for all ' € R and all 7' € N, and it approzimates [ as
;i_% |Bsf — f||£;’ﬂ+j(1) =0.

If f e 6%77_‘_1(]), then
(Bsf)' = Bs(f') + Ksf,

where Ks : Lo(I) = Lo +1(I) is bounded, and one has the quantitative estimate

I1Bsf = fllzay S 621 fllcy

Analogous estimates hold for the case of higher j. Furthermore, By and As enjoy the same
properties.

(A.26)

'v+1(I

Finally, if g is a function bounded as g’ = O(m™) for some A € R, then
[97 B5]f € E%,yfx\(m)v [97 B:;]f € ﬁ%,vfk(m)'

Proof. We consider the case j = 0, that is, f € L2 (). The estimates for higher j follow from
very similar arguments.

To show that B;s(f) € L2 (m), we write

Bsf (@) < /

By (z) (®)

< m(z)> /B  fmin = DI )Py

Pon(a) (T — y)m(y) " dy / Gon(a) (@ — Y| f (W) Pm(y)> dy

By () ()

where we have used that m(xz) ~ m(y) uniformly for |y — x| < dn(x). Multiplying both sides
by m(z)?? and integrating, and then using that B}(1) < 1, we conclude that Bs is bounded
in L9 4(m). Since C,(I) is dense in Lo (I) (see e.g. [33]), we have Bs(f) = fin Lo (1) as § — 0.
Although we shall not need this fact, for f € C(I), we actually have sup |Bsf — f| — 0 as § — 0.
It is not difficult to see that Bsf are smooth in I and that taking j derivatives on ¢ leads to
factors bounded as O((6m)~7). All these facts hold for B} and As as well.

Let us now consider the commutator with a derivative and Bs (or Bj). With f € E%m+1(1)7
we write

(Bsf) (z) = 0y /qS (x + dvn(z)) dv
/q/) x + dvn(z)) (1 + dvn'(z))dv

n'(z)
/qu v) f' (z + dvn(x)) dv — ") /(%(Uqb () f (x + dvn(x)) dv
=: Bs(f') + Ks f,

where Kj is bounded in Ly (1) = L2+1(I) by the same argument as above. Similarly,

/(b v)) Oy dv

— [6(0) (4@l 0)Oy2) + glaly,))2E) do
/(,ZS v))0yxdv Jr/ (3 (gzﬁ (v) %(Byx - 1)> + d)(v)ajx) g(z(y,v))dv
(¢) + Ks(g),
gﬁ(a -1) = "(1)) vOyx. The estimate for the commutator of As with the

derivative follows directly from these results and the formula

[45,0] = [B5,0]Bs + B;[Bs, ], (A.27)
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Finally, to prove the claim for the commutator with g, we use the formula

dxl9, Bs|(f)(x) = / Drbsy(a)(x — y)(g9(x) — g() f(y)dy + g'(x) Bs(f)(x).

B (a) ()

As we are integrating over a set where m(x) ~ m(y), the claim trivially follows from the fact that

(& = )0 bsmer (@ — ) = O(1), W — O(m(a)).

The lemma is then proven.
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