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CRITICAL LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE FULLY
NONLINEAR PESKIN PROBLEM

STEPHEN CAMERONT AND ROBERT M. STRAIN*

ABSTRACT. We study the problem where a one-dimensional elastic string is
immersed in a two-dimensional steady Stokes fluid. This is known as the Stokes
immersed boundary problem and also as the Peskin problem. We consider the
case with equal viscosities and with a fully non-linear tension law; this model
has been called the fully nonlinear Peskin problem. In this case we prove local
in time well-posedness for arbitrary initial data in the scaling critical Besov
space BS’/IQ (T; Rz). ‘We additionally prove the optimal higher order smoothing
effects for the solution. To prove this result we derive a new formulation of the
boundary integral equation that describes the parametrization of the string,
and we crucially utilize a new cancellation structure.
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The immersed boundary method, as formulated by Peskin in [31,32], has become
a useful and effective method to computationally solve fluid-structure interaction
(FSI) problems [33]. This method has developed numerous applications in different
fields of science [26,34]. And the scientific computing of FSI problems has remained

an active area of research [5,23,33,35,40].
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The Peskin problem, considered in this paper, describes the time evolution of
an elastic simple closed string immersed in a 2D incompressible Stokes flow. The
string exerts a singular force which generates the flow, and then the configuration
of the string evolves over time according to the local fluid velocity. This model is
probably among the simplest FSI problems and it has been used extensively as a
test problem in the development of numerical algorithms in addition to being used
in physical modeling. We assume that the string I'(#) splits R? into two simply
connected domains Q(t) (interior) and R*\Q(¢) (exterior). We shall consider the
problem when the viscosities, u;, in both fluids are equal, and we set them equal to
one for simplicity 1 = ps = 1. Then there are several formulations of this problem,
all of which are equivalent assuming we have a sufficiently smooth solution.

The first formulation is at the level of the fluid; for each fixed time ¢ > 0, both
the fluid velocity u and pressure p solve the equations

Au+Vp=0, zeRAI(),

Ve-u=0, e R2\I'() (1.1)

u,p — 0, as r —
We are left to describe the time evolution of I'(¢) as well as the appropriate boundary
conditions for w and p at T'(¢). Parametrize T'(¢) by the Lagrangian coordinate
e T =R/2rZ) = [-7,7], and let X(¢,0) : T — R? denote the coordinate
position of I' at time ¢. Here X = (X1, X5)7 and |X|2 %' X2 + X2. Then the
evolution of X is given by

0: X (t,0) = u(t, X (t,0)). (1.2)
Define [Jw] = [w](X(8)) as the jump across the filament I':

[l (X(6) =l w(z)-

lim w(x).
X(6) R2\Q32— X (0)

Then the final boundary conditions for w and p are given by

[u] = o0,
{ [(Vu+ (Vu)T) - pT) n]) = Fu|oeX| " (13)

Above 7 is the 2 x 2 identity matrix and m is the outward pointing unit normal

vector on I

/
nz[o I]X’, x - X ,X’=89X=8—X.

-1 0 | X 06
Since we will frequently be working with the parameterization X at fixed times, we
will often omit the time variable and denote derivatives in 6 of X as X’. Lastly we
denote Fy as the elastic force exerted by the string I'. In the case that the elastic
string obey’s Hooke’s law, we have a simple tension given by:

Fy=kot}X, ko>0, (1.4)

where kg is the elasticity constant of the string I'(¢). The general tension force law
is given by
0p X
R = a0 (000X 55 ) (1.5
This is also called the fully nonlinear force law in [36]. Here 7 (s) is a coefficient
modeling the elastic tension in the filament that satisfies the structure condition
T > 0 and d7 /ds > 0. Note that (1.5) is reduced to (1.4) if we take T (s) = kos,

hence ko = T (1) = dT /ds.
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The set of equations (1.1)-(1.2)-(1.3) above was first proposed as a simplified
model to study blood flow through heart valves [31,32]. A second equivalent for-
mulation of (1.1)-(1.2)-(1.3) is the following immersed boundary formulation

09 X
Au+ Vp = J 0O <’T(|09X|)—> o(x — X (0))do, V-u=0, (1.6)

T |09 X|
which is very useful for numerical analysis. Then (1.6) combined with (1.2) allows
us to discretize the fluid domain in x and the elastic string in 6 independently
of each other, with all communication between the two domains coming from the
singular forcing of the fluid in (1.6), and the time evolution of the string in (1.2).
This became the basis for the immersed boundary method, which has been applied

to numerous problems and is of great use in applications [34].

The third formulation which we will primarily be using is the following boundary

integral formulation for the general force law (1.5):

8, X (0) = J

T

G (02X (0))0q <T(|X’(0 + a)|)%) da. (1.7)

Here, for a generic function f : T — R?, we define the standard partial difference
operator by

00 f(6) = £ (8 + ) — f(0). (1.8)
For z € R?, then G(z) is the Stokeslet given by
aef 1 202
1 EW

Notice that in the simple tension case (1.4) the equation (1.7) takes the form

G(z) = G1(2) + G2(2), Gi(2) C‘:effﬁlongnz, Ga(2) (1.9)

8, X (0) = ko L G(0.X(0))02X (0 + a)da,

which contains the second order derivative 02 X inside the equation. We also define

of 00X (0
Dox (0) 2 22X O) (1.10)
o
Then we introduce the arc-chord number
def .
| X |« = 07a61%1)fa#0|DaX(9)|. (1.11)

The evolution equation (1.7) is then is well-defined for a sufficiently regular function
X (t,0) that satisfies | X (t)|« > 0. If the parametrization X (¢,0) is sufficiently
regular, it has been proven that all three formulations (1.1)-(1.2)-(1.3), (1.2)-(1.6),
and (1.7) are equivalent [22]. Considering the importance of the Peskin problem in
applications, establishing the existence of smooth solutions is vitally important in
order to guarantee that various numerical methods based on different formulations
of the problem all approximate the same solution.

The Peskin problem has several known similarities with the Muskat problem.
The Muskat problem is also a free boundary problem that can be written in a bound-
ary integral formulation [16]. Also, both systems satisfy an energy balance law
[13,14,27]. Further both equations have the invariant scaling g (¢, 8) = A\~ tg(\t, \0)
(see also §1.1). Lastly, both systems of equations can be written in the form

Qg+ (~A)2g =),
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with a “remainder” term QR. For the Peskin problem g = X (¢, ) and the remainder
is R = R(t,0) as in (1.12) below. Recently there has been a large amount of
research work studying the local- and global-in-time well-posedness for the Muskat
problem [1-3,7,8,12-15,18,19,28-30] and break-down [9]. This work was motivated
by recent results on scaling critical local-in-time well-posedness for the Muskat
problem in [1-3], as well as recent analytical work on the Peskin problem in [24,27].

Analytical study of the Peskin problem began very recently, with all but one
paper focussing on the case of simple tension 7 (r) = kor in (1.4). Lin and Tong
were able to prove local well-posedness for the boundary integral formulation (1.7)
with initial data X, € H°?(T;R?) using energy methods and the Schauder fixed
point theorem [24]. At the same time Mori, Rodenberg, and Spirn proved local
well-posedness for initial data X € C17(T;R?) for any 0 < v < 1 using semigroup
theory [27]. In particular the result of [27] is barely subcritical, but the semi-
group approach used in the proof makes a scaling critical result difficult. The only
equilibrium states are uniformly parametrized circles [27], and both groups were
able to prove global well-posedness and exponential convergence to equilibrium for
initial data sufficiently close to a circle [24,27]. Additionally, [27] was able to prove
that solutions to the Peskin problem immediately become C® for positive time,
and that if X (¢) blows up in finite time, either a chord arc condition fails or the
C1 norm must blow up for any small v > 0. Tong [39] then further established the
global well-posedness of the regularized Peskin problem and proved convergence as
the regularization parameter diminishes.

Regarding scaling critical initial data for (1.7), recently Garcia-Jiarez, Mori,
and Strain were able to prove global well-posedness if the initial data is sufficiently
close to a uniformly parametrized circle in the Wiener algebra F&! := {f : T —
R2| S |k||f(k)| < oo}. This result uses the spectral decomposition of the linearized

kez?

operator [21], and it holds even in the case that the interior and exterior fluids have
different viscosities—it is the first analytical result in that case. Recently, Gancedo,
Belinchén and Scrobogna [20] studied a toy model of the Peskin problem and proved
global existence and uniqueness in the critical Lipschitz space. Then more recently,
Chen and Nguyen were able to prove local well-posedness for (1.7) whenever X|) is
in VMO using estimates on the fundamental solution of (—A)% and interpolation
results, and they further prove global existence when XJ) is in BMO for initial data
that is close to equilibrium [11].

The previously mentioned results in a sense rely on rewriting (1.7) with (1.4) as

X (t,0) + (—A)2 X (t,0) = R(L,0), (1.12)

for some remainder R. And then controlling this remainder further requires con-
trolling the derivative X’. These results then make use of properties that are
particular to the fractional heat equation such as the fundamental solution, the
semigroup property, and the spectral decomposition. Once we consider a general
tension 7 as in (1.5) though, we lose access to the full power of these properties, and
major alterations to the approach are needed. The only paper before which that
has dealt with a general tension is Rodenberg’s thesis [36]. By localizing around the
initial data, Rodenberg was able to apply the semigroup method from [27] again
and prove local existence when X, 7 € C*7. However, the result is weakened be-
cause the approach to localizing the intial data and thereby patching the semigroup
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method in [36] didn’t allow to also prove the smoothing effects, only guaranteeing
that the solution X (t) remains in C*7 even if the initial data and tension are C*®.

In order to further develop the fully nonlinear case (1.5), it’s vital to understand
exactly how the addition of a nonlinear tension 7 changes the problem. In particu-
lar, its important to understand how this affects the evolution of the derivative X’,
as the regularity of and behavior of the remainder R in (1.12) has been controlled
by that. In this article, we propose a new representation of the boundary integral
equation for the problem. We write the equation (1.7) in the following equivalent
formulation that will cancel out the terms featuring an 02X = X”. In (1.7) we
integrate by parts against G1(z) while leaving G2(z) alone to obtain

0, X (0) =J

T

+LG2(5QX)5,1 (T(lX’(9+a)l)

2 (T('X/')aawl(&aX))) 5..X (6)da

| X7
X'(0 + ) )
X0+ a)]

2
5aX
12X BF) - IX6 P (x4 a)
a7 Jp |04 X |? | X7 (0 + )|
The calculation is performed in full detail in §2.
This property of the cancellation of the highest order derivatives is also satisfied

by the equation for X’(t, ). Let X (¢, 6) be the solution of the Peskin problem with
initial data Xy and tension 7, Then X'(¢,6) solves the following equation

0o X (0)dar.

2.X(6) — J i—‘j K[X](0, )5, T(X'(6)), (1.13)

where T : R? — R? is the tension map
T(z) €' 7(z))2, zeR2 (1.14)
Here the kernel (6, o) = K[X](0, «) is given by

aet 1 X'(0+a) P(DaX(0))X'(0)
T 4r D, X (0)]2
1 X'(0+a) R(D,X(0)X'(0)
4rm |D. X (6)2
1 X'(0+a) (P(DuX(9)) —1T)X'(0)
ar |Do X (6)2
Again 7 is the identity matrix on R2. Also the reflection matrices R and P are
defined Vz € R? by
def def

R(z) S 2@5" +4°®%, Ph)<Li@2-2 @2, (1.16)

where 21 € R? is the unit vector perpendicular to 2. We remark that the three
matrices Z, R(z), P(z) are mutually orthogonal in R* and form a basis for the 2
by 2 symmetric matrices for any fixed value of z € R?\{0}. This representation of
the equation (1.13) for the evolution of X'(t,0) is fundamental to the analysis in
the remainder of this article. Equation (1.13) is derived in §2.

Now, recalling (1.10), to further expand out the additional cancellation in the
kernel K[X](6, «) we introduce the notation

SEX'(0) € X' (0+a) — Do X(0), 6,X'(0) L X'(0)— Do X().  (1.17)

K[X](0, ) 7

R(DaX(0))

P(D.X(0)). (1.15)
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Then it is an important observation that the kernel X[ X](6, ) from (1.15) can be
expressed as the following matrix valued function

K[X](6,0) = %z +A[X](0, ), (1.18)

where
aer 0 X' () - P(Da X (
A A[X](0, ) DX 0)
L Ba X'(0) + 64 X'(6)) - P(Da X (0)) Do X ()

[Da X (0)[?
03 X'(0) - R(DaX(0))05 X'(0)
|Da X (0)[2
(06X X'(0) +0,X'(0)) R(DaX(0))Da X (0)
- |Da X (0)[2
Ia X'(0) - (P(Da X (0)) —T)0, X" (6)
[Da X (0)[?
This expression follows after taking into account the orthogonality in (1.16).
Then (1.13) can be written as

OX'(0) - - | 55 8. TX0) = [ 55 AIXN6.0TX6). (120)

The expression = . 9% da 5, T(X'(f)) motivates our definition of A in (1.40). Then,
due to the higher order cancellatlon of A[X](0,«) as in (1.19), for small a the
integrand for the equation (1.13) using (1.18) is approximately

K[Xige,a)éaT(X,(e)) 8 T(X)

4ra?

03, X'(0)

| 2

T

R(DaX(0))

R(DaX(0))

+

P(DaX(0)). (1.19)

Thus a basic model equation for the general tension equation (1.13) would be a
vector version of the fractional porous medium equation:

oU = —(—A)2T(U).

To the best of our knowledge, this equation has not been studied before, though
both the scalar fractional version [6,17,41] and local vector valued [37,42,43] have
been studied. Then the positivity and monotonicity assumptions that we will make
on the tension T are both physically motivated, as well as the same assumptions
that typically appear on the porous media equation in order to ensure “ellipticity”
for the problem such as in [41].

1.1. Scaling. For the Peskin problem (1.13) in general for any A > 0 the rescaling
X\(t,0) = AL X (A, A0) leaves the equation invariant for an arbitrary tension 7°
n (1.14). If the tension takes the form of a power law T (r) = r**7 for some v > 0
then the Peskin problem has the additional rescaling X" (¢,6) = r X (r7t,6). In the
case of a simple tension T (r) = kor, there’s a two dimensional family of rescaling
X a(t,0) = X (A, \0), where 7 € R and A > 0 are independent of each other.
To ensure that the arc-chord condition (1.11) also remains invariant then we are
limited to the rescaling X (t,0) = A"1 X (¢, \9).

Here we give a list of some scaling critical spaces for the Peskin problem (1.13)
under the rescaling X (t,0) = A"1 X (\t, \d): the Lipshitz space W% the Wiener
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141
algebra A', BMO', and the homogeneous Besov spaces B:;P for all p,r € [1, o0].

In particular we emphasize the spaces BQ%T for 1 <r <ooand H? due to their L?
structure. .

In this paper we utilize the scaling critical Banach space Bj; since it has a
clearly defined L? based structure, and then hopefully it might be useful also in the
further development and study of numerical methods.

1.2. Notation. We use C' > 0 to denote some inessential constant whose value may
change from line to line. We will write A < B if A < CB. We also write A ~ B
if both A < B and B < A hold. We will use f : T — R? or C to denote a generic

smooth function throughout this paper, where f = (f1, f2) and | f|? &of fE+f32. We
also define the translation operator 74 applied to the 6 € T variable by

5 f(0) < f(0 + B). (1.21)

We define 1 4 as the standard indicator function of the set A. We use the notation
s for the difference operator (1.8) frequently.
We will use the standard notation for the LP(T) spaces as

1/p
||f||Lp(1r)=||f||L’gd=Cf(L|f(9)|pd9) D l<p<o

In this function space, and in all the functional spaces below, we use the standard
generalization to p = o as

[1£1| v ) = esssup | £(6)].
6eT

We will also use the temporal spaces
1/p

T
[flLe o) = I fllz2 = (L |f(f)|pdt> ; l<sp<oo.

We define the L7 LY mixed Lebesgue space norms for 1 < p, ¢ < oo as follows:

def

171z = 1Az N an| oo

Next we introduce the Besov spaces as follows

Caet ([ 4B ||5ﬂf||Lp(1r)>T>l/T
”f"Bzw‘Um( B ' (1-22)

Unless otherwise stated, all indicies in the rest of this section are for 0 < s < 1 and
p,q,7 € [1,00]. When r = o0 we use

6 fllLe
1f11 s 4 esssup (M) .
P,0 Be']l‘ |ﬂ|

In the rest of this paper for simplicity when we write supgey or supg<;<7 We mean
it to be the standard essential supremum.
We will then also use the standard Sobolev spaces that can be defined as

def
1l N fllpy,, VseR

Technically to define B;Q in particular Vs € R we use the definition in Remark A.4.
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We will also use the Chemin-Lerner [10] mixed regularity spaces as described for
example in [4, Definition 2.67 on page 98] that are defined as

m dcf< a 19115 o \ " )
L4 (B3.) 18 18" ' '

Next, motivated by [1-3], we introduce periodic Besov spaces with additional reg-
ularity on the logarithmic scale for 0 < s < 1 and p,r € [1,00] as

def d 5 P T
Itz ([ 5 (s 2y ) (1.24)

Here the log scale derivative u is defined as follows:

Definition 1.1. We consider functions p: [0,00) — [1,00) which satisfy the fol-
lowing three assumptions:

e 1(r) is increasing and lim,_, pu(r) = 0.
e There is a ¢y > 0 such that p(2r) < cou(r) for any r = 0.
e The function r — pu(r)/log(4 + r) is decreasing on [0, o).

Then we similarly define

rN 1/7
. d o fllre e
|W@wmdfjﬁ(amwl%%#i>>. (1.25)

We introduce streamlined notation for the main norms used in the paper

def dﬂ —
1A 1lss =111, -0 Llﬂlmu(lﬂl 08 fllLe(z2), (1.26)
and
def — 11
1£1lps < [|Az Al L33 J B (1B IIA= 85 f1] L2 (£2)- (1.27)

Above the operator A is a constant multiple of A = = (— A)% and is defined precisely
in (1.40) in §1.6. Further from (1.40) we have

IREFIE = [ a0 1050 = o= [ a0 [ 55 1harO)F

This can be taken as the definition of ||/~\%f||L§ in (1.27). For the initial data we
will use the following norm:

17l 151, f

|ﬁ|3/2“ (181~ 1)||55f||L2 (1.28)

Lastly we have [[f[[ . 12y < ||f||B;, and this inequality shows that the norm
T 2,1
||f||5; is stronger than ||f||Lx(Bl/2,u). We will also use the standard definitions of
T 2,1
the Holder spaces CF7.
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1.3. Main results. Without loss of generality we can suppose initially that X
has mean zero since the equation (1.7) and the equation (1.13) both annihilate
constants. Therefore, this mean zero property will be preserved by the solution.
Next we give definitions of our notions of solution.

Definition 1.2. (Weak solution) Let X € Bél(T;R2) with [ Xo|« > 0. We say
that X : [0, T]xT — R? is a weak solution of the Peskin problem (1.13) with tension
T and initial data X, if X', T(X’) € L2(LZ n H2) with infoci<r | X ()]s > 0,
and for any function Y : [0,7] x T — R? with Y’ € LZ(L¥ n HQ%) and 0;Y’ €
L2(Ly N HG%)*, we have

Ld@ Y'(T,0) X'(T,0) — J 9 Y (6 J dtJ o 0,Y'(t,0) - X'(t,0)

1 f it J a0 f B 5.Y'(8) - KIX (0)](6, 0)5. T(X' (1)).

Remark 1.3. Our definition of a weak solution can be accurately paraphrased as
the weakest notion of distributional solution such that X’ is a valid test function
for itself. This is chosen in order to justify the calculations of our main a priori
estimate in §3.

Definition 1.4. (Strong solution) Let X{, € 32%71(']1‘;}1@) with |Xo|x > 0. We say
that X : [0,7] x T — R? is a strong solution if X € C?((0,T] x T — R?) solves
the equation (1.13) pointwise with info<;<7 | X (¢)]+ > 0 and

lm | (8) = X 1= = 0.

Theorem 1.5. Let X, : T — R? with X{ € 32%1 and | Xo|« > 0. Let the scalar
tension 7 : (0,00) — (0,0) be such that T € o '1(0,00) with 77(r) > 0 for all

0 < 7 < o0. Then there is a time T > 0 such that thlg(rje exists a unique weak solution
X :[0,T] x T — R? to the Peskin problem in the sense of Definition 1.2, which is
also a strong solution to the Peskin problem (1.13) as in Definition 1.4. Furthermore
forany 0 < 8 < 1, X € C>P((0,T] x T;R?). Additionally, if T € C7(0, ) for

loc loc

some k =2 and 0 <y < 1 then we have that X € CFP17((0, 7] x T; R2).

loc

Note that due to the structure of equation (1.13), X € C{ZZLV is the optimal

regularity for T € Clkoz We prove Theorem 1.5 by first establishing a quantitative
version under more restrictive assumptions on the tension.

Theorem 1.6. (Quantitative existence) Consider initial data X : T — R? such

that ||X6||B% < M for some p satisfying Definition 1.1, for any M > 0, and
2,1

| Xol+ > 0. Let the tension map T : R?> — R? from (1.14) be such that DT €

WL(R?; R?*2) satisfying the ellipticity condition DT(z) = A\Z > 0.

Then there exists a time 7' > 0 depending only on M, u, | Xo|«, A and || DT||yw1.
such that there exists a strong solution, in the sense of Definition 1.4, X : [0,T] x
T — R? to the Peskin problem (1.13) with tension T and initial data Xo. This
solution satisfies for some universal constant ¢ > 0 that

(1817 (116X 1z 23 + VA5 (—A)F X113 13)

s

Iﬂl
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dp
7|82
Further for any small time 7 > 0 and any 0 < 8 < 1, X € C%8([r,T] x T;R?),
with its norm depending only on 7, 3, and the previously mentioned constants.

If we additionally have that T e C*7(R?;R?) for some k > 2 and 0 < v < 1,
then for any small time 7 > 0, X € C**17([7,T] x T;R?) with the C**1¥ norm
controlled by M, u, | Xol«, A, v, ||T||cr.~, and 7.

Remark 1.7. Since in Theorem 1.5 and Theorem 1.6 we have that X € C%#([r, T] x
T;R?) for any 7 > 0 and any 0 < 3 < 1 then the calculation in §2 can be reversed,
and we have that X (¢, 0) solves both (1.13) and (1.7) pointwise for any ¢ > 0.

p(BI 76 X5l 2. (1.29)

~x

Theorem 1.8. (Uniqueness) Consider X, and Yj such that X{, Y] € Béf(T; R?)
with [Xp|x > 0 and |Yp|x > 0. Let the tension map T : R? — R? satisfy the same
conditions as in Theorem 1.6 and consider the corresponding solutions X,Y :
[0,7] x T — R?. Choose any w(r) satisfying Definition 1.1 such that there exists
re = 1 so that 27 ig decreasing for r > r, and lim w(r)

u(r) r—o0 L7

there exists dx > 0 such that for any 0 < § < 0« then || X{ — Y{[|z2 < ¢ implies

= 0. For any ¢ > 0,

d
j B (B NI6(X = ¥z < e (1.30)
T |82

In particular if || X — Y{||zz = O then the solution is unique in Bf.

Remark 1.9. In (1.30) we can take for example w(r) = p(r)" for any 0 < v < 1.

1

Remark 1.10. Note that if X, Yy € B3, then there exists some function p
1

satisfying the Definition 1.1 such that X{, Yy € 3227’1“. To see this, note that by

.1 .1
Lemma 1.15 there exist functions ux, iy such X{ € B2{"* and Y € BZ{"". Then
taking p(r) = min{ux (r), uy (r)} is sufficient.

Theorem 1.11. (Strong continuity) We consider the two strong solutions X,Y :
[0, T] x T — R? to the Peskin problem (1.13) with initial data Xy, Yy as in Theorem
1.6. Suppose the tension map T as in (1.14) satisfies DT € W% (R?;R?*2) and
the ellipticity condition DT (z) = AZ > 0.

Then there exists a time Ty > 0 depending only on M, | Xol«, |Yo|«, p, A, and
[|DT||wz2» such that for any 0 < T' < Ty, we have the following strong continuity
estimate

[1X" = Y|y + 223X’ = Y[py < 8]|X — ¥ |5
Above v, which is defined precisely in (5.4) also satisfies Definition 1.1 and defines
norms of BY. and DY, that are equivalent to B, and DY respectively as seen in (5.5).

Corollary 1.12. (Locally Lipschitz) Suppose the tension map T as in (1.14) sat-
isfies DT € W2%(R?; R?*2) and the ellipticity condition DT(z) = A\Z > 0, and let
 satisfy the assumptions of Definition 1.1. Then for any M, p € (0, 0), there exists
a time T > 0 such that for all 0 < ¢t < T, the map

Xy — X (t),
is Lipschitz continuous from the bounded set {Z : [|Z’|| 512 < M,|Z|x = p} to
2,1

321/12“, with Lipschitz constant depending on M, p, i, A, and || DT||y2..
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Corollary 1.12 follows directly from Theorem 1.11.

1.4. Discussion of the assumptions on the tension. In this subsection we will
discuss our assumptions on the scalar tension 7 (r) and on the tension map T(z) =
T(]z])2 in (1.14). We separate our assumptions on the tension into two groups: the
assumptions needed for the qualitative Theorem 1.5 versus the assumptions used
to prove the quantitative bounds in Theorems 1.6, 1.8, and 1.11.

Our qualitative assumptions in Theorem 1.5 are very weak, only requiring

{Tecuuawﬁ@dm7

loc

T'(r) >0, 0<r<oo0. (1.31)

By T € Clkoz or C{Z’J(O,oo) for an integer k > 0 and 0 < v < 1, we mean for any
0 <a<b< o that T e C*7([a,b];(0,00)). For qualitative higher regularity, we
also assume 7T € Cllzg (0, 00). Thus singularities or degeneracy at r = 0 or as r — o0
are allowable, and in particular any positive power law T (r) = CrP for p > 0 and

C > 0 satisfies (1.31). Note that there is no requirement that lim 7(r) = o, so a
7—00

bounded function such as T (r) = arctan(r) would also satisfy (1.31).
For our quantitative estimates, we work with tensions that have the following
global bounds
T e ([0, ) [0,0)),

onf T'(r) = A>0, (1.32)
7(0) =0,

For quantitative higher regularity and the strong continuity estimate, we also need
to assume 7 € CF7[0,00) with 7'®)(0) = 0 for k > 2. This would be implied for
example if T(r) = cr on 0 < r < € for some ¢ > 0 and any small € > 0. Note that
the estimates we prove will depend on bounds for the tension map T(z), rather
than the scalar tension itself. The assumption that 7 has higher order derivatives
vanish at 0 guarantees that 7 € C*7([0, 0); [0, 00)) implies T € C*7(R?; R?), with
[|T||cr~ controlled in terms of ||7||cwr.~. Also note that the global lower bound
inf7’(r) = A > 0 and 7(0) = 0 give us a lower bound on the derivative of the
tension map T as

D)

DT(2)=T'(z])2® 2% + 2]

Feit=A, A>0. (1.33)

Of course in the case of simple tension (1.4) where 7 (r) = kor, it follows that
DT(z) = koZ. For our quantitative estimates, we will typically state our assump-
tions for the tension map T(z) in (1.14) by assuming Vz € R? that (1.33) holds and
further that
{lDT@N<Cny
|D2T(2)| < Car.
Here C17 and Co7 are any fixed positive finite constants that are allowed to be
large. For our strong continuity estimate in Theorem 1.11, for a fixed positive
finite constant Cs7, we additionally assume Vz € R? that

|D3T(2)| < Car. (1.35)

(1.34)

Our quantitative estimates on higher regularity additionally depend on ||T||ck,~ -
Lastly, we note the apparent mismatch between our qualitative (1.31) and quan-
titative (1.32) assumptions. That is, not every scalar tension 7 satisfying the
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qualitative assumptions will also satisfy the quantitative version. In particular, all
positive power laws satisfy the former, but only the linear case satisfies the latter.

We are able to deal with these different assumptions for the following reason.
Suppose that we have a tension 77 satisfying the quantitative assumptions (1.32),
and we use our quantitative estimates to construct a solution X : [0,7] x T — R?
to the Peskin problem with tension 7;. Then for any time ¢ and any 6 € T we
have 0 < [X(¢)[« < [X'(t,0)] < [|X'(?)||Ly. Taking a = infogi<7 [ X (¢)[+« and
b=|[X"l|z% ), we then have that X (¢) is also a solution to the Peskin problem
(1.13) for any tension T3 such that 75’[(1717] = ﬂ‘[a)b].

Now suppose that our tension 7 only satisfies the qualitative assumptions (1.31).
These are still enough to guarantee that for any 0 < a < b < o0, there exists a
tension 7 such that 7~'|[a7b] = T|[a7b], and T satisfies the quantitative assumptions

(1.32). Thus, for any fixed initial data Xy with X € 32%1 < L* and | X[« > 0,
we take some interval (a,b) which compactly contains {|X((6)| : 6 € T}, and then
we construct a solution X : [0,7] x T — R? to the Peskin problem with tension T.
Taking T > 0 small enough that {|X{(¢,0)|: (t,0) € [0,T] x T} < (a,b), we then
have that X (t) is also a solution to the Peskin problem with our original tension
T. We go through this argument again in more detail in the proof of our main
theorem in §7.

Remark 1.13. We note that the trick explained above and in the proof of our main
theorem in §7 always works for the kinds of solutions we consider with Definitions
1.2 and 1.4. For the assumptions needed in order to apply this trick (to replace
one tension with another) to fail, the solution would have to satisfy one of two
conditions. Either (1) the solution X (t) violates the arc-chord condition (1.11)
after an infinitesimal amount of time 1%13 Oirjf | X (t)]« = 0, or (2) the L* norm of the

solution X' (t) blows up after an infinitesimal amount of time: limsup || X' (¢)||z> =
t—0+

0. It’s not clear whether a notion of solution which obey’s either of these two

conditions starting from initial data with X € Bé/lz c Ly and |Xo| > 0 would
represent a physical solution.

Remark 1.14. At the same time we remark that Theorem’s 1.6, 1.8 and 1.11 also
hold if instead we replaced (1.34) and (1.35) with

< Crr ([1X [z I X,

‘DUC)T(Z)L—X’

where for k € {1, 2,3} we have Cr7 = Ci7 (|| X’|| L%, X |3 ') are any increasing func-
tions of both variables. Then under these conditions the proofs of those theorems
in this paper continue to hold without any essential modifications. And further
the solutions constructed under the assumptions in this remark would prevent the
occurrence of (1) or (2) in the previous Remark 1.13.

1.5. A de la Valle-Poisson lemma. Motivated by the work in [1-3], we now
prove the following de la Valle-Poisson type lemma.

Lemma 1.15. Fix any p € [1,00], r € [1,00), and s € (0,1). Given any function
f satisfying || f|| 5. (1) < ©, then there exists a function y, depending upon f,
p,T

satisfying the assumptions of Definition 1.1 such that ||f||B§":(T) < o0.
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The proof builds upon the related lemma from [3, Lemma 3.8 on page 35].

Proof. Since || f||zs (p) < o0 then after a simple change of variables we have that
P,

/]

, 48
- j gt (198155 + 11057 ) < 0.
We now define

ef T T ef sy sr— —
hpr (B) 1185 fWIzo + 6=, wla) € 770" hy p(ma™?).

Then we will use the change of variables a = 73! to obtain

o0 T d
j dor wo(a) = f S TP R TTF T s

1 0 |ﬁ|1+sr

By [3, Lemma 3.8 on page 35] there then exists some function v : [1,00) — [1,00)
satisfying the conditions of Definition 1.1 such that

| dawte) via) = [ Eutw Bl U8l + 10-71150) < o0

1 o BIMFer
Taking u(|3|7") = v(7|B|~1)Y/", we have that u satisfies the conditions of Definition
1.1 as well, and further [|f||zsn ) < 0. O

We point out that using this Lemma 1.15 then Theorem 1.5 follows immediately
from Theorem’s 1.6 and 1.8.

1.6. The A operator. For a function f : R — C the A®* = (—A)2 operator is
widely defined for any s € (0,2) as

def C J 6 + 5_y ) Y d:ef 2SI‘(%(1 + S))
s ’ s 1 s ’
[yl 2m2|[(=3)|
Here we use the principal value integral when it is needed, and T is the standard

Gamma function. Then for f : T — C, identified as a periodic function on R, this
can readily be reduced to

— A f(0) = Cs L(c&ﬁé 0)>, |a+27rk|1+5d (1.36)

keZ

_AS

The above can be taken as the definition of A* on T. Now for simplicity we define
the notation S(«) as

S(a) & 2sin(0/2). (1.37)
Then we have the following known expansion formula
1 & 1

S(a)? - ;oo (a + 27n)2’

O<lal <7
Thus for s = 1 the A operator on T has the following succinct formula

. [0 =1®) L[ 5u10),
AF(O f = WL o (1.38)

Notice further that we have

3 [

<S@ 1, VaeT. (1.39)
[0
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In particular in the LP(T) sense then (1.38) is equivalent to the operator containing
a? in the denominator instead of S(a)?. This discussion motivates the following
simplifed notation that we will use in the rest of this article

J % (6 ) do. (1.40)

o?

~ of 1
—Ar0)= -

By (1.39) the operator A is equivalent to A from (1.38) in the LP(T) norms.

More generally, for s € (0,2) we write the previous sum as

|a|l+s

1
= 1 )
Z |a+27rk|1+s |a|1+s ( + Z |a+2ﬁk|1+s> |a|1+5( + Wa))

k#0

Notice that for « € T the series $l(«) converges uniformly. Also $(«) is non-negative
and is uniformly bounded for o € T. We conclude that

1

VaeT.
Z |a+2ﬂ-]€|l+s lofts OF

Thus again in the LP(T) sense A® is equivalent to the operator containing W

instead of >}, _, ﬁ in (1.36) for any s € (0, 2).

1.7. Overview of the proof. One very important point in the proof is the deriva-
tion of the equation (1.13) with the kernel (1.18). It is crucial that the equation
(1.13) cancels the second order derivatives that are present in (1.7). Let V.x/ denote
the directional derivative in the direction X’ as in (2.2), then with (1.9) the main
idea can be seen as in

[VX/(0+Q)G1](6QX)5O¢X + Gg(éaX)X,(e + a) = 0.

Fortunately this type of cancellation is preserved when we take higher order deriva-
tives of the equation (1.7). This more general cancellation structure is observed via
a sequence of integrations by parts performed in §2.

Then the heart of our argument is the initial a priori estimate (1.29). In order to
prove this, we make use of our new formulation of the equation for 9, X’ in (1.13).
Because K(0, «) is symmetric in 0,6 + a, our equation (1.13) has divergence form
symmetry making L? based energy estimates a useful choice. By making use of
Besov spaces, we're interested then in keeping careful track of the time evolution of
differences |[65X"||2(t) where 8 € T is arbitrary. Taking into account (1.18) and
(1.20) with (1.40), we have that d3 X’ solves the equation

0105 X' + ASsT(X') = L i—i‘éﬁ (A[X](0, )6, T(X")) .

When we calculate <||65X| |%2, we then get one good diffusive term —\| |55X’||Hl/2
from the AdgT(X’) (along with additional error terms if our tension isn’t simple).
We treat the remaining terms as error, and then we are left to bound integrals (for

q = 1,2) of the form

d
|Lae [ 55 s X O)F X 01,
T T &
and J
| a0 | 55 s @) 155X 0)1 X 0
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If we were to bound the first term naively, we would get
2
O1165 X |21 X4
which would make it impossible to close the estimate, as this is of the same order

as our good diffusive term but with a possibly large coefficient in front for large

.1 .1
data. However, the norm for 3227’1” both controls the size of the norm B3 ; and the
rate of decay for

Bouflag _ 11y
e PR Tar )

Thus splitting the integral in our error term between |a| < 7 and |a| > n for some
n sufficiently small depending on p, |[X{||z1/2.., and other relevant constants, we
2,1

r —

(1.41)

are able to bound this error term for any small € > 0 as
6||5L‘3‘Xrl||§lp/2 + OE||5ﬁX/||%§7

which we can handle. For the second type of error term, the story is similar except
that we are forced to bound the |03 X’| in L®, as it has no decay as a — 0. Thus
we end up with an error term of the form

ellopX[[F2 + Cllos X' |I75 + €ll0p X[ 75

This L* error term at first seems very bad, as notably the Sobolev embedding fails
in L* and ||55X/||%;@ is not controlled by our good diffusive piece f/\||55X’||i11/2.
However, once we integrate in 3 against u(|8]~1)|3|~%? the Sobolev embedding is
again true, and we can control this error term at the end of the estimate.

It is also vitally important to get a positive bound from below on the arc-chord

condition | X (). In order to do this, we make use of the estimate
X ()]s — [ Xol«| < [[X"(t) = X[ e

Thus in §4 we prove continuity of the map t — X'(¢) in Ly for small times. Our
main a priori estimate (1.29) grants us uniform bounds on the B and D} norms.
Using our D4, bound, we then control 9; X’ in Lfﬂ and use this to prove continuity of
X'(t) in L. Continuity in time in L and our bound in B then gives us continuity
in time in B21/12, which controls L.

The strong continuity estimate given in Theorem 1.11 is for the most part similar
to our main a priori estimate (1.29). However to obtain this estimate requires
subtracting two solutions to the equation (1.13) which in turn requires using the
higher order bound (1.35). Additionally when taking the difference of two solutions
X’ and Y’ to (1.13) we encounter a new term of the form

Cor || a0 [ 551650 (X =¥ )OI maKIX](0. )| (X' =¥)(0)[358, Y O)] (142

The structure of this term does not have the ability to obtain extra smallness using
the rate of decay in (1.41) in the energy estimate. This major difficulty prevents
closing the strong continuity estimate in the norm of B in (1.26). Instead we
simply bound this term by

A Y1 -
710882 (X7 =YLz + OXTCo7 || X7 = Y|IL

e o[PS
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The term ||5ﬁ1~\%(X’ —Y")[|2, can be controlled by the dissipation. But we also
6
require a small constant in front of || X’ — Y’||%go to close the continuity estimate.

For this reason instead of using the norm Bf with p satisfying Definition 1.1,
we need to introduce an equivalent norm as in (5.4) for a small constant ¢ =
e(\, Car, || X011 . Y/||.1,)>0as

O Cor 1l 1 3.0)

PR
1

v(r) €1 + eu(r).

And then v also satisfies Definition 1.1. Then the norm of B is equivalent to the
norm of BY. and we are able to close the continuity estimate in 5.

We also prove continuity for X’(t) — Y’(t) in L3. This estimate is much simpler
than the strong continuity estimate, and only requires DT € W1 rather than
DT € W2, In particular, by making use of our a priori estimate in the higher
order B and DY norms, we are able to bound a term like (1.42) directly without
changing to some equivalent norm. Continuity in L3 and a bound in Bf then implies
that we have control over X’ — Y” in the B4 norm, for any function w satisfying
that < is eventually decreasing with lim w(r) =0.

uir) r—o0 pi(r)

Our higher regularity proofs are contained in §6. We begin by proving an L§°H .

estimate for X’ and then establish regularity of the remainder from (1.20):

V(o) = | 55 AXI(0.0)6, T(X'(0)),

in terms of the regularity of X'. Following the proof in [41] for the scalar fractional
porous medium equation, we then establish higher regularity for the fully nonlinear
Peskin problem with a bootstrapping argument.

1.8. Outline. In the next §2 we will derive the equation (1.13) that we will study
in the rest of this work. Then in §3 we will prove our main a priori estimate. After
that in §4 we will explain a priori how we control the arc-chord condition (1.11)
along the time evolution of (1.13). And then in §5 we prove the a priori continuity
estimates for solutions to (1.13) that enable us to establish the strong continuity
and uniqueness. Next in §6 we prove the higher order smoothing effects. Finally
in §7 we collect the previous results to explain the proof of our main theorems.
Afterwards in §A we explain some of the inequalities that we use in the previous
sections of this text using the Littlewood-Paley decomposition on the torus. Lastly
in §B we give the difference estimates for the kernel (1.18) and (1.19) of the equation
(1.13).

2. DERIVATION OF THE GENERAL TENSION EQUATION

In this section we will derive our alternative formulation of the equation for X'(6)
as in (1.13) with (1.14) and (1.15). It is important for our main theorems in this
paper that the equation (1.13) does not contain any terms with X" () or higher
derivatives. This is not obvious because the equation (1.7) does in fact contain terms
with X”(6). Then in this section we explain the cancellation necessary to show that
the higher derivative terms do not occur. We will first derive an alternative form
of the equation for ;X (0) in (2.4). Then afterwards we will derive in (2.6) the
equation for 0;X’(0) that we have written previously in (1.13).
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To this end, with a general tension 7 as in (1.14), the Peskin problem (1.7) takes
the form of an equation for the parametrization

0X(6) = [ GX ()~ X(0)0, (TX) ) dn
where G(z) = G1(z) + Ga(z) is the matrix valued function from (1.9) and T(z) is
the tension map from (1.14). In this section we will write the integral, {, without a
domain such as T to emphasize that our calculations in this section are independent

of the parametrization.
Next making the change of variables n = 6 + a and using (1.8), we write

0 X Jala X)2n (TUX'|(0 + ) X760 +a)) do

fcg (50 X)20 (T(X'|(0 + ) X0+ ) ) dor

First we will focus on the term involving G1(z).
We use integration by parts and X'(6 + o) = 0o (6 X' (0)) to obtain

fcl (50 X2 (T(X'(0 + 0) X0 + ) da

- f 2ulG1 (G X)T(IX|(0 + ) X (0 + a)da

- [auteaaxn T D, 6, x (6o
(1 X'1(6 + a))
Ja ( T ra) e [Gl(daX)]> 5u X (0)da

We plug this calculation back into the equation to obtain

0, X () = JG(éaX)aa <T|(§(| D X> (0 + a)do

fa ( ||)§9i+)a)a [G1(5aX)]) 5..X (0)do

+ fcg(aaX)aa (%x(e + a)) da. (2.1)

Next let V,, denote the directional derivative in the direction u € R?, i.e

Vof(2) % lim M (2.2)

e—0+ €
For the matrix valued functions G1(z) and Gz(z) from (1.9) direct calculation gives

VuGi(z) =T,

z

ViGa(s) =" R(2),

A vuval (Z) _w "72? )U ,
VuViGalz) = —LEER(z) + L Dup(y),

where R(z) and P(z) are the reflection matrices from (1.16). Thus
aa [Gl (504X)] = [VX/(0+0¢)G1] (5aX)a
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and
2110 X)] = [ Va1 G | (5aX) + [Vicro4)G1] (8 X).

We now claim that

TX'(0 + o))
0 X (0) = J [V_QX"((-)Jra)Gl] (5aX)W6aX(9)da' (2.3)

Then (2.3) directly implies that

1 f X'(0+ ) PO.X)X'(0 + ) T(IX'|(0 + a))
0o X2 [ X'[(0 +a)

8,X(0) = 5o X (0)da. (2.4)

Then (2.4) will be our main expression for the Peskin equation for X (0).
Now (2.1) and the previous calculations imply that

8,X(0) = f [V?;mm)Gl] (6aX)WJQX(6‘)da

T(X')
| X7

Ja < |X/ > ([VX/(9+Q)G1](5QX)6QX + GQ((SQX)X/(H + Oé)) dov.

vX”(eJra)Gl](&aX)éaX + Go (6QX)X”(6‘ + Oé)) do

Now to prove the claim (2.3), with (1.9) we use

1lu-z u-z 2

This exact calculation (2.5) is crucial to cancel the second two terms above, and in
particular to cancel the second order derivatives. Using this cancellation, since the
last two terms in the equation above are zero, then we obtain the claim in (2.3).
And the equation (2.4) is our alternative representation of the Peskin equation for
X(t,0).

To obtain an equation for 0; X'(6), we could of course just differentiate (2.4) in
6. However, that equation contains X”(6) and ends up being more difficult to work
with. Luckily though, there is another form for d; X’ which can be written in terms
of only X’. To begin our derivation for d;X’, we note that integrating by parts
and using (1.7) with (1.14) we have

2, X (0) = f G602 X)2aT(X")(0 + 0)da
__ JaaG(éaX)éaT(X’)(G)da.
Differentiating this equation with respect to 6, we see that
0 X f{?g& G(0,X)0,T(X")(0) — J(?QG@QX)&MQT(X’)(@)CZQ.
As 0,G(0,X) is a derivative, it follows that
J&aG(éaX)agT(X’)(H)da _ T(X Ja G(5..X)do

Notice that the zero integral above removes a highest order derivative.
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We also have that dpT(X')(0 + o) = 0,T(X')(0 + ). So we can make this
exchange and integrate by parts to obtain

f 200G (650X )00, T(X)(0)der — JaaG(éaX)aaéaT(X’)(e)da

=— J 02G(6.X)0aT(X")(6)dov.
Hence, we have that
2.X'(0) — J(ag — 0009)C (00 X )5 T(X")(0)da.
Its a straight forward calculation to see that
(0o = 00)[G(0aX)] = [(Vx/(6+a) = Vi, x(0)) G100 X) = [V x1(9) G](60 X)),
and

0alVx(9)G(6aX)] = [Vx/(9+0)Vx1(6)G](60X).

Thus using our previous calculations of the derivatives of G(z), we have that the
Peskin problem for a general tension can be written as an evolution equation for

X'(6) as
8,X'(0) = f Ko[X](0, 2)0. T(X')(6)da. (2.6)
Here the kernel Ko[X](6, a) is given by
wr 1 X0+ 0) PE.X)X'(0)

’Co[X](o,OZ) = A |50¢X|2 1
1 X'(0+a) R(6,X)X'(6)
1 X'(0+a) (P(6.X) —I)X'(0)
= Sxr P.X). (2.7)

Note that nothing we have done so far has implied periodicity of the solution X (6),
and that these forms of the equations work for any parametrization.

Then further we can write |5, X |? = a?|D,X (6)|? using (1.8) and (1.10). Thus
we can write that Ko[X](0,a) = o 2K[X](0,a) where K[X](0, ) is given by
(1.15). This establishes equation (1.13) from (2.6) and (2.7).

3. MAIN ESTIMATE

In this section we will prove our main a priori estimate for the Peskin problem
(1.13) with a general tension (1.14) in Proposition 3.1. To this end we let X'(¢,0)
be the solution of the Peskin problem (1.13) with the general tension map 7 given
in (1.14) satisfying the assumptions from §1.4 and the kernel given by (1.18) with
(1.19). We consider intitial data for (1.13), X, satisfying

1X0llBe = I X0ll .30 <M, [Xols = inf [DaXo(6)] > 0. (3.1)
B2,1 a#6
Here 0 < M < o0 is allowed to be large. We then suppose in this section that over
a short time interval T' > 0 for some fixed p > 0 we have

I X(t)|«=p, 0<t<T. (3.2)
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For some Cy > 0 we further suppose for 7' > 0 that we have
175 < CuM. (33)

We recall the notation (1.26), (1.27), and (1.28). Then the main result in this
section is the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Let X : [0,7] x T — R? be a weak solution to the Peskin
problem with tension 7 in the sense of Definition 1.2. Assume that Xy, and T
satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 1.6 including (3.1). Additionally, assume that
(3.2) and (3.3) hold. Then there are uniform constants ¢,C > 0 such that the
solution X'(t, ) satisfies the following inequality

1X [l + A1 X || < 21| Xl n + CTV*UM?|| X || g
Above U = U[M, p,\,C17,Car] is defined in (3.48). In particular there exists
Trr = Ta (M, p, iy A, Ci7,Cag) > 0 such that if T < Thy then we have

1X sy + 26N Xy < 4] X 15+ < AM.

In the rest of this section, we will prove Proposition 3.1. To that end, we first
fix some arbitrary |3] > 0. Then direct calculation using (1.13) gives

%II%X’(UII% = 2J d9 55X () - 550, X' (0)
_ de‘)d 55 X'(6) - 65 (K(0, )30 T(X"))

a?

o [ [ 2 X0 0 K003 TUX)

We thus conclude that
L 0s X (0)]12: - JJd@d 9500 X"(0) - Tﬂ’C(9 )30 T(X')

(3.4)

ffded 5300 X" (0) - ch 0)8a T(X")

We will deal with these two integrals on the right side in order.

We next study the differences of the tension map. First we give the following
useful lemma which tells us in particular that the operators 6+ from (1.17) and the
kernel (1.19) are bounded above by the same Besov space with the operator d.

Lemma 3.2. Let T = R/27Z = [—7, 7]. Recall the operators D, from (1.10) and
6% from (1.17). Then for any p € [1, 0] we have

0a 'l < 201 ez, 110 f ey < 4f ez, [1Dafller <If ez (3.5)

Furthermore, fix 0 < s < 1 and p,q € [1,0]. Then we have the uniform estimate

1/q
(J |ﬂ|1+sq|| ﬁf” ) S ||f||3§,q- (3.6)

We use the standard modification of the lower bound when ¢ =

Proof. From (1.10) we have

1
D, f(9) =f dr f'(0 + Ta).

0
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Then also using (1.17) we have

521'0) = 1'(6) - f dr f(6+ ) = f a7 6,0 1'(6),

and then
S5 '(0) = 0 f'(0) + 05 f/(0). (3.7)

Then from Minkowski’s integral inequality we have for example

1
67 /'l < f ar 16715

Thus the inequalities in (3.5) follow from Minkowski’s inequality, translation in-
variance, and the triangle inequality.
It remains to prove (3.6). We use Minkowski’s integral inequality twice as

1/q
(o) < o (] cioon)”

Now applying the change of variable & = 7 we obtain (3.6) for 55. The inequality
(3.6) for 6; then follows from the formula (3.7) and the triangle inequality. O

Remark 3.3. In the rest of this article, when we use the estimates of (1.19) in
Lemma 3.6, Lemma 5.2 and Lemma 5.3 that are proven in §B, we will only write the
upper bounds with d, in place of 67 and §; from (1.17). We use this simplification
to ease the notation, but more importantly because these operators have no effect
on our final estimates due to Lemma 3.2 and the inequality in (3.6). We will also
ignore the translation operator 75 from (1.21) when we use the estimates of (1.19)
as in (3.18), which is justified because all of the functional spaces that we are using
in this article are translation invariant.

Now to begin studying the differences of the tension map in (3.4) we write

5. T(X'(9)) = f dsldiT(slaaX'(o) + X'(0) = DT[X']6.X"(6),  (3.8)

0 51
where letting DT(z) denote the derivative in (1.33) of the tension map T(z) in
(1.14) we have
DEXN0) 2 [ sy DT(u[X)(51.0.0) (3.9
0
where
G [ X (s1,0,0) = 517 X(0) + (1 — 51) X' (9).
We therefore obtain from (1.34) that
00 T(X"(0))] < Ci7100X"(0)]. (3.10)

We will use this estimate on the second term in (3.4).
To study the first term in (3.4), we apply ds to 0, T(X'()) to obtain

350aT(X'(0)) = 7sDT[X'](0)000 X" (0) + 65 DT[X'](0)0a X" (0),  (3.11)

where
1

SDTXN0) - | dss PIXNO @5 X s1.000). (12)
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and
DPTLXN0) = [ dss DTl X Y2,51,000,),
with ga[ X”](s2, s1, @, 6, 8) given by
92[X"](; @, 0, B)s2, 51 = s201[75X (51,0, 0) + (1 — 52)91[ X "] (51, 0,0).  (3.13)
We conclude using Remark 3.3 and (1.34) that
05 DT[X'](0)0a X" (0)] < Co71d5 X" (0)]|0a X" (6)], (3.14)

and
1030 T(X")| < C17(050a X" (0)| + Car|ds X' (0)]|6a X" (0)|. (3.15)
We will use this estimate on the first term in (3.4). Also notice that we have
the matrix inequality in (1.33) for DT, since the pointwise lowerbound for DT(z)
automatically applies to DT from (3.9).
Plugging all of this into (3.4), and using (1.18) with (1.19), (1.40) and the bounds
from (1.33) we obtain

d ~
—1105X"I[7; + N[G5R2 X |[72 < L4+ Lo+ Ls. (3.16)
Then with (1.19) we have

o do
£ e [ o | 55 1658, X O)PImsAX]0,00).
def do / ’
£ Cor [ a0 [ 2 1656, X7 (0)]150 X (0) 155 ALX (0,0,
T T

o do
L0 Car [ 48 [ 55 1628, X0)]105X/(0)]3 X' 0) 72K X) 6.1
T T
We will estimate each of the terms above.

Remark 3.4. Note that in the simple tension case, D?>T = 0, and hence as in
(3.12) in this case L3 = 0.

For £; we split the kernel (1.19) as
A, a) = A%(0,a) + A (0. a),
where for a fixed small n > 0 to be chosen
A%(0,0) = A0, )L jg<y, A0, 0) = A0, )05, (3.17)

Thus we have
rs defclTJ d@J — 056X ( |2|T5«4[X](9,Oé)|]l\oz\<n.

And we define £ = £; — £7. Next, from (1.19) and Remark 3.3 we have the
general estimate

JA0, 0)] S 1X %[00 X" (O)] + | X | 60 X" (6)]- (3.18)
Then we apply Holder’s inequality using (3.2) to obtain

1
2

1

do 2 do 1

sar( | Siesxiy) (| Swax) o
1 < ) W N L)
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~ (0% (0
+ClT 1) A%X’ 2 f m—_ 6aX’ 4 J — 5QX’ 4 —.
|| B ||L9 o< 2|| B ||L§ ol <n 2|| ||L‘9L P

In order to deal with this error term, we need to absorb it by the elliptic term. A
priori though, C;7 and p~! could both be very large, and this might seem like we
need to restrict our choice of tensions in §1.4.

However, the function p from Definition 1.1 allows us to control the decay rate
of the integral on the right hand side. Specifically, for any p > 1 we have

1XP L,
Bip
(=P
Note that u(n=!)~! can be made arbitrarily small for n > 0 small. We next use
the following embeddings from Proposition A.5 as

WAL s SUALy s I 2. SHA
B By, B

1

do do B
fm 20Xy < o | S8 ol = (3.19)

1 L i P2 2. (3.20)

PP P, 2.p

We remark that we will also use the following inequality frequently in the rest of

this paper, ||f] SIfllge  which holds for any r; > r > 1 and any s € R.
p,r2

Bs,
We will now uselthese inequalities in the form
’ ’ ’ ~ XLy
105X IIBZ < lopX HBZ < lopX ”32%2 ~ [[0pA2 X |13,

and also using (3.3) we have,

||‘(,|| <C”*X/”l éCC*M
B B2H
2,

o
4, 4

We therefore conclude that
L7 < OmClT||65X’||QB% : (3.21)
2,2

where we define k1 = k1(n) by

dat 1 M 2 N 1 M

P> ()% pun=t)
This will be our main estimate for £7. We will later choose 7 > 0 small enough so
that Ck1Ci7 < A,

Next we will estimate £ containing A% (6, ) from (3.17) and (1.19) on the
region || = 1. Noting that |[0q f||zr < 2||f]|ze for all p € [1, 0], we can neglect
the d,’s and apply Holder’s inequality in 6 to obtain

. da\ (155X B IX N30 1165 X1 2165 X o1 X
‘Cl ~ ClT ? B + .
la|=n p p

K1 (3.22)

Next from Proposition A.5, Lemma A.7, and (3.3) we use the following inequalities

/ " . / /

1711z S 1 lgg, SIX'N 3 SIX'Ny S M
For the other term we use also Lemma A.6 to obtain

i 1/2 1/2

165X 11 < 165X Nl g, S 105 X"I] 3 < I15R= X711 2105 X115

1
1
2,2
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We also use that (S\a\>n do‘) =n~!. Then we obtain

ClTM ClT

18582 X||}/51105. X 1175

16582 X|| 131165 X || 2 +

1~

Using Young’s inequality, we can separate out the higher order terms and get

A
Ly < S0 X[y + CllosX|[7500, (3.23)

1
B22 2
where

4/3 5 ra/3
B @t CipM* CI M
Z/{l = ul [M7)\7p7617777] - An2p4 )\1/3774/3/)4/3'

(3.24)

This is our main estimate for £L.
Now we can collect the estimates for £7 in (3.21) and £ in (3.23) to obtain

A
L < (g n cfﬂcw) 18:X1, +Cll6s X |34, (3.25)

2,2

This is our main estimate for the term L;.
This estimate above motivates the following lemma. First, for some A > 0, we
consider a typical term of the following form

L= L[X}, X}, X5 dcfAf dHJ — 16560 X1]165X5160 X3 (3.26)

Here X/ are given functions for ¢ = 1,2,3. Then we have

Lemma 3.5. For any small constant 0 < ¢ < 1, and for A > 0 from (1.33), for any
small 7 > 0 we have the following uniform estimate for (3.26) as

C A2
Ap(n=t)?
+ 10 X172 + CAPn 2|0 X517 |1 X5l 2. (3.27)

< eM[8gh2 X117, + 1185 X575 11 X511

In particular if X7 = X/ then we also have
CA?
Au(n=t)?

Proof of Lemma 3.5. We split this term into £ = £% + L¥ where £ is restricted
to the integration domain || < 1 and £” to the domain |a| > 7 similar to (3.17).

For £° we use Holder’s inequality to obtain
J J 1/2
£5 <1165 X5 | e 16085 X712 J e E N AT .
< 1185 X511 (f lloedsXili; ) (] Els sl

We further use the embeddings (3.19) and (3.20) to obtain
X514

2
BQZ

~1 A
L < e|dpA> X1 ||7; + 168 X1 11701 X513 + CgH(SBXi”ig”XéHLg“

1
2

£% < 116582 X1 || 21105 X3 | p
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Next we estimate £F. Again using Holder’s inequality we have
L < / / / do
L5 S 105 X1 231105 X 2] X[l z —
| =n @
< 0 16a X1 || 21168 X512 || X5 | e -
1
We combine the estimates above and use the embedding B* < B221’2“ to obtain the
following general estimate

CA

XLy / ’
L< m”éﬂAzXlHLg||6,3X2||L§O||X3||B“
+ CAy |05 X1 L2 105 X5 o 1 X3 - (3.28)
Then (3.27) follows after applying Young’s inequality. O

Next, we turn our attention towards bounding the term L3 in (3.16). Recalling
(1.18), (3.2) and (3.18), we can bound |73K[X]| in general as

KX, )] < C (1+p X Mg + 21X 113 ) -

Now we state the following useful embedding as

1 X ||z < ||X/||B (3.29)

1
2
2,
This embedding follows as in Proposition A.5. Then further using ||X/||B% <
||X/||B and (3.3) we have

2,1
Son
2,1

C (14 p X Nl + 721X N ) < O+ p72M2) Em = WX (3:30)

Thus we notice that the remaining part of L3 is in the form of (3.26) with X{ =
X/} = X} = X'. Thus applying (3.28) we obtain

(1 X" [ 5

e /
L3 < CllogA> X ||L§||5ﬁX ||L§W

Wi [ X'|Cor
+ O 10 X || 25 |1X | g Wi [ X ]Car

We further apply Young’s inequality to the first term above, and use (3.3), to obtain

A ~

L < FI0REXI; + CraCrlloa X |y + Cloa X Bte, (331)

where recalling (3.30) we have
Z/{Q = Z/{Q [Mu p717 C2T7 77] d:ef 7771M(1 + p72M2)CQT7 (332)

and kg = Ka(n) is
2
def \ —1 —2 2 72\2

Ko = A 1+p M=)~ 3.33
’ u(nfl)Q( ) (333

This will be our main estimate for £3. We will later choose > 0 small enough so
that under our assumptions CkoCar < .

To prove further estimates we will now state the following lemma which gives
the pointwise estimates of dg.A(f, ). The proof of Lemma 3.6 is given in §B.
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Lemma 3.6. Considering A(¢, ) from (1.19) we can split d3.A(0, o) as
I A0, ) = A15(0, ) + Aap(0, ), (3.34)
where A;5(0, ) satisfies the following uniform upper bound

10800 X" (0)]|7804 X" (0)] + 64 X" (0)|0504 X" (0)]

<
546+ X'(0)] + |555= X" (0)
Further A35(0, ) satisfies the uniform upper bound
D, X (0
[As(6,0)] £ 35X0) (17502 X 0)] + 157 0)) 22O
*
T (5 x7(0)) + |5 x ' (0))) 2P X O (5 56

| X3
Next we will estimate the term Lo from (3.16). For future use we will estimate
the following more general term with a constant A > 0 as

o d
LalX1 X5, %50 A [ 0 [ 251330, X00) 85 ALXGI0. ) 8. X5 O)]. (337
T T

Here X, X5 and X3 are given functions. Then in Lemma 3.6 we split the ker-

nel from (1.19) as 0gA[X2](0, ) = A1[X2](0, ) + A25[X2](0, ). Taking into

account Remark 3.3, from (3.35) and (3.36) we have

19800 X5(O)[10aX5(0)] 959 X5(0)]
| X3 | Xols 7

[A1p[X2](0, )] < (3.38)

and
00 X5(0)[*105 DaX2(0)] 00 X5(0)]|05DaX2(0)]
<
|A2ﬁ[X2](9,0[)| ~ |X2|§1< + |X2|>2g .
Now we split Lo = L21 + La2 according to (3.34). In particular Lo is the term
Lo with §3.A(0, ) replaced by A15(0, o). Now notice that Lo1[ X1, X5, X5] = Lo
satisfies the upper bound

2
Lo S A Z P_J||X§||JL_301 J

j=1 T

(3.39)

da
i JT@|565axg(e)||6ﬂX;<9)|I6aX§,<9)|-

Therefore as in (3.26) we have from (3.27) the estimate

X533

~1 o2 CA? 2 i =1 ’ 2
L < eMpA2 X |l7s + 55 DXl | 16s X2
o A2\ A ¢

9 2
+cll6s X117 + Cllos X517 11 X5 |7 A0 2 (Z pJIIXélligol> . (3.40)
j=1

This is our main estimate for the term Lo [ X1, X5, X4].
Lastly we will estimate Lo2 = Lo2[ X1, X%, X4]. For this term we have the upper
bound

3
Ll S 4% X |

do
8 | 51626, (6)]53 D Xa(6)]52X50)|.
=2 T T &



CRITICAL LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE PESKIN PROBLEM 27

We can estimate this term the same way that we estimated L3 in (3.31) using
Lemma 3.5. This follows because the term [0gDqX2(0)| in Lo2 is treated exactly
as the term |93 X5(6)| in (3.26) and (3.27). We can do that as in (3.5) because

108 DaXollry < 1165 XollLy,  pe[1,00]. (3.41)
Thus as in (3.27) we have

2
Y1 C A2 3 .
L < cN|6AT X |75 + (12 (Z p J||X§||JLgol> 165 X517 [1 X550
j=2

3 2
+ |05 X1 + Cllos X131 X535 A% 2 (2 p‘]l|Xélli§> - (3.42)

=2
This is our main estimate for the term Los.
Then for the term Lo = Lo[ X7, X5, X4] from (3.40) and (3.42) we have for any
small constant 0 < ¢ < 1 that
AUy X5]
Ap(n=1)?
|05 X112 + ClI6a X523 X513 A% 2Us[X5). (3.43)

Y1
Lo < eA|ldsAz X{|[72 + C 105 X512z 1 X550

where

2 2 3 2
Us = Ua[|| X5z, 7] (Z pﬂ||X§||JLg3> +<Z pﬂ||X5||i;£) . (3.44)
Jj=2

=1

The above general estimate will be used in §5.1.
Specifically for Lo = Lo5[ X', X', X'] from (3.16) following a similar procedure
we obtain

A
Ls < Z”(SﬁX/HQB% + CrisCirl|0s X[z + Cllos X | |25 Crrlhs, (3.45)
3,2
where recalling (3.3) then k3 = k3[X’](n) is
wo M2 (&Y
Ky & ———— pIMITH) (14 p2M?), 3.46
o s (2 (s oy (3.0
and
3 . .
Us = Us[M,p~" i ] = My . p /M7 (3.47)
j=1

This is our main estimate for the term L. We will later choose n > 0 small enough

so that under our assumptions Crk3Cir < A.
Putting together our estimates for £1 (3.25), £2 (3.45) and L3 (3.31) into (3.16)
we arrive at

d A
— 165 X122 + Z||6s X2 <C 5 X'|)?
108X M2 + 51105 ||B§2 #1C17[05 ||E.;2§112

+C (Corhz + Cirrs) 105X |1 + Clos X' |[72 (U + Us + Crrls)
where we recall (3.22), (3.33), (3.46), (3.24), (3.32) and (3.47) respectively.
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For convenience from (3.24), (3.30), (3.32) and (3.47) we now define U by
U =U[M, p,\,Cor,C17] LUy +Us + Cils. (3.48)
From (3.33) and (3.46) we also define
Ko & Carra + Cirka.
Now we can choose 17 > 0 small enough so that Ck1C17 < A/4. Thus we obtain
GBS 12 + JUBsXIy < Orollgn X' + CLlIss X3,

Further integrating in time, we get that

A
165X [[72 (1) + Z||5BX/||2L : <165 Xll72 + Crollos X7 (1r)

253,
+ CUII6s X212
Note that trivially, we have the bound
185X 1320, < 16X I 3 (3.49)

Now we take the essential supremum over 0 < ¢ < 7', at the cost of an extra factor
of 2 on the RHS, to obtain

A
185X 0 + UKW, g < 205G + CrolliaX 1y )

2
2,2

+CTZ/{||5gX’||%%(L§). (3.50)

Next, note that for any constants A and B we have
1
V2

So taking the previous inequality and raising it to the 1/2 power, we obtain

(JA] + |B|) < (A% + B*)Y2 < |A| + |B|. (3.51)

A 1/2 s
185X gp + (5) 18X, s < 2005Xals3 + O 105X o
+ T2 U (65X L2 12)-

Then further integrating the above in d3 against |3]~%/2u(|8]~") thus gives us

A\ 2
X0+ (3) 1 log < 21X s
w0l [ (816X s 1y + CTY2U2 X
Ko 1r|5|3/2'u BANLL(LY) By

/2

To handle the term containing /@é we will use the following lemma.

Lemma 3.7. There exists a constant C}, > 0 such that

dg e a1
1 < —_— Az 272y = TR .52
”f”E?T(szf) Cu i |B|3/2u(|ﬂ| MosA? fllpz. 2y = Cullfllps (3.52)
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The proof of Lemma 3.7 is a direct combination of Proposition A.5 with (A.12).
Then after using Lemma 3.7 we can further choose n > 0 small enough so that

(%)1/2 - Cné/QCM > cA/2 > 0 for some small positive constant ¢ « 1. We thus
obtain

1X|lgs + A2 X oz < 201X |50 + CT U2 X | g1
This completes the proof of Proposition 3.1.

4. CONTROL OF THE ARC-CHORD CONDITION

In this section we will establish the a priori control over the arc-chord condition
defined with (1.11) for a solution to the Peskin problem (1.13) with a general tension
(1.14) satisfying the a priori estimates (4.2). Recall from (1.20) with (1.19) and
(1.40) that X'(¢) solves the equation

X'+ AT(X') = V(), V()< d—fjA(o,a)aaT(X'(e)). (4.1)
T &

We suppose that we are given initial data satisfying (3.1) for equation (4.1). For
some Cy > 0 we will further suppose for T' > 0 that for some ¢ > 0 and for A > 0
as in (1.33) that we have

1X || + A2 || X[ pp < Co M. (4.2)
Next we have the following estimate on the L2.(H') norm of a solution.

Lemma 4.1. Given a solution to (4.1) satisfying (3.2) and (4.2). For any € > 0,
there exists T. = T'(e, M, i, p, A) > 0 such that

Te
| s X <
0

Proof. We split into || < n and |B| = n for some small > 0 to be chosen:

J 1X" (s ds<J Jd@ﬁr ‘;‘|5ﬁ5ax'(s,9)|2
<t s [ o Bt

/
_Jdgj dSJdaw
0

1A X’||2 L TIIX’||2 1
L2.(B2)") 783, . CiM?  CIMPT
p(n=")? U T op(nTh)?A U
Above we use the spaces from (1.23) with (1.24) as in (1.26) and (1.27), and the last
line follows from (4.2). We can choose 1 > 0 small enough so that C Oyl

Y o p(n=1)2x
C2M*T
& < %5. ([l

1
< 3§,

and then we can choose T' = T, small enough so that C

Next, we prove the following lemma, which controls the L?(T) norm of the time
derivative of a solution by the H'(T) norm.
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Lemma 4.2. A solution to (4.1) satisfying (3.2) and (3.3) has the estimate
10: X" ()| L2m) < CLlIX )| 71 (1)
for some constant C; = C1(M, p,C17) > 0 and for any time 0 < ¢ < T.
Proof. We use the equation (4.1) to obtain that
10:X" |12 < [IAT(X)| 2 + [V 2

We will therefore estimate each of the two terms in the upper bound. For the first
term, we have from (1.34) that

IAT(X")|[z2 ~ IT(X) g ~ IDT(X) X"|| 2
S Curl| X e S Curl 1 X |-
For the term ||V||L2, by the structure of A from (3.18) with (3.2) and (3.10), it is
straightforward to get that

V() < Cir f

(4.3)

L (X 0P | 5 X'O)
da ( + ).

pa 0202
Applying Minkowski’s inequality, we then get that

da , _ _
Vil S0 [ 55 (7 16, X 1 + 7216, ).

In terms of the Besov spaces the upper bound above is
IVIlz2 < ClTp_1||X’||2Bi/22 + ClTp_2||X/||3]"3é/§'

From Proposition A.5 and Lemma A.6, we have the embedding inequalities

12 S X e S X gy 1
and

180 S 1K N0 S 1K 1
Plugging in these inequalities and using (4.2) we have

(Vllee SCir (07 M+ p2M?) [|X || 1.

This completes the proof. (I

Corollary 4.3. Given a solution to (1.13) satisfying both (3.2) and (4.2). Then
for any € > 0 there exists a time T, = T'(e, M, u, p, A\,C17) > 0 such that

Te
L dt |0 X" (1)][25 < e.

The proof of Corollary 4.3 follows from Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.1.

Proposition 4.4. Given a solution to (1.13) satisfying both (3.2) and (4.2). Then
for any small € > 0 there exists a time T, = T'(¢, M, i, p, A,C17) > 0 such that

IX'(t) — Xolley <e,
forall 0 <t < T..
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Proof. We use the embedding (3.29) and (4.2), and then we have for any n > 0:

dg
I1X'(t) — X5 < ———wmxw—xmmsf +f
|82 "~ Disl<n Jig1=n

< XNy + 11 Xpllse [1X7(8) — Xolleg _ CoM | [IX'(8) — Xl

~ p(n) URS ~ p(nh) URS
Now fix € > 0 small. Then we take n sufficiently small, and we can guarantee
, , e JX(t) = Xollr
X' (t) — Xollry < 5T CTB

Next we apply the Minkowski and Holder inequalities so that we can bound the

latter term as follows
t
<o ([ as nexn; )
L2 0 ’

Lastly we apply Corollary 4.3, and then the result then follows so long as T, > 0 is
taken sufficiently small. O

1
2

t
X0~ Xillzg = | [ as ax'0)

We now point out that the argument in [25, Prop 8.7 on page 337] shows that
for any two vectors X; and X5 from (1.10) and (1.11) we have

1 X ls = [ Xofs| =

inf | Do X1(0)| — inf |D,X2(0
T 1D, X4(6)] - juf 1D, X2(0)]

0, X1(0 0aX2(0 00 (X1 — X2)(0
B0 _ o0, o0
O£ o] o] O+ o]
We thus conclude that
[ X1 ] — [ Xol«| < 1 X] — Xo|g- (4.4)

We can now deduce from Proposition 4.4 and (4.4) that if initially | Xg|s > 0, then
for a solution to (1.13) satisfying (4.2) for any fixed p satisfying 0 < p < | Xol«
there exists a small-time T}, > 0 such that (3.2) holds over 0 <t < T,.

5. STRONG CONTINUITY ESTIMATE

In this section we will prove two a priori continuity estimates that will imply the
uniqueness of solutions. In §5.1 we will prove the estimate that will establish the
strong continuity result in Theorem 1.11. Then §5.2 we prove the estimates that
will give the uniqueness in Theorem 1.8.

5.1. Strong continuity estimate. We consider two different solutions to (1.13),
X'(t,0) and Y”(t,0), with corresponding initial data Xy and Yy respectively. In
this section we will sometimes use the notation Z to denote either X or Y. When
we use Z in the estimates below it will not matter whether it is X or Y. We
consider initial data for (1.13), Zy, satisfying

WZgllse = 11Zg]] .3 <M, |Zols = inf [DaZo(0)] > 0. (5.1)
B2,1 a6

Here 0 < M < oo is allowed to be large. Then for some C, > 0 we suppose for
T > 0 that for some ¢ > 0 and A > 0 as in (1.33) we have

12" |3 + cAZ]| Z'||pr. < CyM. (5.2)
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We also prove our estimate in this section, for some p > 0 that is allowed to be
small, under the following condition

[ Z(t)]s =p, 0<t<T. (5.3)

Given p from Definition 1.1 we will use the equivalent semi-norm defined with v
instead of p where v is given by

def p(r)
v(r) = 1+ Cs max{1, M}’

We will choose C3 = C3(A™1,C17) to be a possibly large constant at the end of
the proof of Proposition 5.1. Notice that v defines equivalent norms BY. and D to
the norms BY. and DY, defined in (1.26) and (1.27) respectively. In particular, from
(5.4) we have

Cs > 1. (5.4)

sy < 2[[fllses | flloy < 2(|fllp, (5.5)
and
[ fllz < C3max{1l, M}||fllgy, |[|fl|lpx < Csmax{l, M}||f||py.

Then with this equivalent norm we will prove the following continuity estimate.

Proposition 5.1. Let X,Y : [0,T] x T — R? be two weak solutions to the Peskin
problem with tension 7 in the sense of Definition 1.2 with initial data X, Yp
respectively. Assume that X, Yy, and T satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 1.11
including (5.1). Additionally, assume that (5.2) and (5.3) hold. For the tension
map (1.14) we assume that (1.34) and (1.35) hold. Then for the two solutions X'
and Y’ to (1.13) over 0 < ¢t < T with T > 0 we have

X" = Y|y + A2[| X = Y||py < 4|1 X6 = Yg|lse + Cl|1 X' = Y| |5, T2 W,

where W = W|p, M] is defined in (5.42).
In particular, there exists Thy = Tas (M, p, 1, X, C17, C27,C37) > 0 such that for
any 0 < T < Ty, we have the following estimate

[1X = Y|y + 223X = Y| py. < 81X — ¥+
For use below we define the following notation using (1.11):
X, Y |s < min{| X o, [V ]} (56)
Then the next two lemmas will be used in the proof of Proposition 5.1.
Lemma 5.2. We have the following uniform estimate
AX] =AY ]| S X5 (|63 (X7 = Y)(O)] + |05 (X" = Y")(9)])
+ X122 (|65 (X =Y (0)] |65 X' (8)| + |6, (X = Y')(0)|[65Y(0)])
+ X, Y2 [Da(X = Y)(0)| (|65Y7(0)] + [61Y(0)])
+ X, Y2 [Da(X = Y')(0)||0,Y(6)] |55 Y (6)] .-
We also use the decomposition in (3.34) as
O A[X] = Aip[X] + Az X, GpA[Y] = Aip[Y] + Azp[Y].
We further introduce the following notation

105D X, 05D0Y | < max{|05DaX (0)],[65DaY (6)]}. (5.7)
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Lemma 5.3. We have the uniform estimate for the difference

|A[X] = Aip[Y]] S (10505 (X" = Y')(O)] + 655, (X' = Y")(0)]) X[}
+ (10505 (X" = Y")(0)||750, X' ()] + 1050, (X = Y)O)6LY'(0)]) 1X],?
+ 10505 Y (0)]|750, (X' = Y')(O)[|X[.2 + |64 (X = Y")(0)||650, X' (0)]| X |2
+ (10565 Y'(0)] + [050,Y'(0)]) |75 Da (X" = Y')(O)]| X, Y |
+ 1050 Y ()76, Y (0) |75 Do (X' — Y')(0)|| X, Y[,
+165Y(0)|636, Y ()| Da( X' = Y')(O)| X, Y [%. (5.8)
And we have
|0gD0 X (6)]
| X3
105D X (0)|
| X3
)|5/3Da(X/ —Y")(9)
| X, Y3
D.X,03D.Y|
| X, Y[}

[ Azs[X] = A2s[Y]] < [0 (X'=Y")(0)[(1+]750, X' (0)|+05 X'(0)])

+ (I7805 (X" = ¥7)(0)[102 Y ()] + |05 (X" = Y')(0)|(1 + 5, Y(9)]))

+ (1Y (O)[ (1 + [0, Y (0)] + 750, Y (0)]) + |0, Y (0)]

+ 165 Y (0)|l750, Y (0)] |75 Da( X" = Y')(0)] :

0 X, 05D, Y|

1 X, Y3

Do X,63D,Y |
X, Y3

+(05 Y7 (0)l|750, Y (0)] + 164 Y (9)]105, Y (0)]) [ Do (X' =Y")(0)] %D

55V (0)] + 52 ¥ (0)]) |Da( X — Y7)(0)] 22 (5.9)

The proofs of Lemmas 5.2 and 5.3 are contained in §B.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. For now we consider (1.13), and we take the difference of
two solutions as

20X (0) — 6,Y"(6) — f ao™ME0:0) 5 op 9y — (v (0))
T «
+ daA[X] (95 OL) B A[Y] (97 a) 5QT(Y/(9))

T a?

We now take d of the equation above to obtain

2d5(X’ —Y")(6) = f da@

T

+ [ a2 ooy - v o)

dp0a (T(X'(0)) — T(Y'(0)))

[ AT A D00
+ J;rdagﬁ(A[X] 7a"24[Y])(97 a) 5QT(Y/(9))

Now we consider this expression in L? similar to (3.4) as

d
106X = 05Y" |72
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%gﬁgamx(e» ~T(Y'(0)))

]
MMT(X'(@)) ~T(Y'(6)))

- L do L dov 5504 (X" —Y')(0) -
_ Lda L da 40,(X — Y")(0) -

- L do L da 5504(X' —Y')(0) - 2 (ALX] = AY]) . ) 550 T(Y'(0))

a2

5 (A[X] — A[Y])(0, )

2

5. T(Y'(0)). (5.10)

- L do L da 66 (X' —Y')(0) -

To prove our estimate, we will first expand out each of the terms above.
To this end we recall (3.8) and (3.11). As in (3.8) we expand out

(%

3a(T(X'(0)) = T(Y'(F))) = DT[X']0a(X" = ¥")(0)
+ (DT[X'] = DT[Y'])6.Y'(#). (5.11)
Further as in (3.9) we calculate that

1 —~——
DT[X'] - DT[Y'] - f ds; DT(s1,0,a) (u[X'] - g1 [Y"]), (5.12)
0
where ¢1[X’] = g1[X'](s1, @, 0) is defined below (3.9) and

1
D2T(s1,0, ) dzeff dsg D*T(f2[ X', Y"](s1, 52,0, ). (5.13)
0

Here we also use the definition
F[ XY (51,82,0,0) = s2(s17a (X = Y')(0) + (1= 51)(X = Y')(6))
+ SlTaY/(o) + (1 — sl)Y’(H)
Thus recalling Remark 3.3 and using (1.34) we have
100 (T(X'(0)) — T(Y'(0)))] < Ci7|6a(X —Y")(0)]
+ Cor (X" = Y')(0)]16.Y(0)].

We will use this estimate for the second term in (5.10).
For the first term in (5.10), we expand (3.11) out as

3500 (T(X'(0)) = T(Y'(0))) = s DT[X']d0a (X" — Y')(0)
+75(DT[X'] = DT[Y"])030aY"(0) + 65 DT[X']da (X" — Y")(0)
+ (4 DT(X'] - 55 DY ])6a Y (6).
Notice that d3DT[X'] is calculated in (3.12) and it has the bound (3.14). We
further calculate using g1 from (3.9) and (3.12) that

_ =

55DT(X'] - 5, DT[Y"] = f ds; DPT[X)(0)g1[55(X" — ¥")] (51, 0,0)

+Ldsl (D2T[X'] — DTT[Y")1[65Y"|(s1,0,0), (5.14)

where
1

D2T[X'] — D2T[Y'] = f dsy D3T(0, a, B)g2[ X' — Y],
0
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where go[ X’ — Y] is defined in (3.13). We further use

1
DBT(H « B) dCfJ d53 DBT(g3(S37 97 avﬂ))v
0
and with go[X’] defined in (3.13) we use

93(53797avﬂ) d:Cf 5392[X/](525 Slvavovﬂ) + (1 - 83)92[Y,](827517a7975)'

Notice that 75 DT[X']|650, (X’ — Y')(0) with (3.9) will give rise to the crucial
elliptic term in (5.10) using (1.33). Putting all of this together including Remark
(3.3) using (3.14), (1.34) and (1.35) we conclude the following bound

10300 (T(X"(6)) — T(Y'(6))) — TﬂDT[ 10500 (X" = Y")(0)]
< Cor (1630 Y (O)|[(X" = Y')(0)] + |05 X" ()]0 (X" — Y")(0)])
+Carlop(X" = Y')(0)[16a Y (0)] + Car| (X" = Y")(0) 135" (0)[|6a Y (9)]-
We will use this to estimate the first term in (5.10). To bound the third term in
(5.10), we recall (3.11) and (3.15). Lastly, to bound fourth term in (5.10) we recall
(3.8) and (3.10).

Plugging all of these calculations into (5.10), and using (1.18) with (1.19) and
(1.33) and Remark (3.3) we obtain

d da
GIsX =Yz [ a8 [ 53 1650, (X = YO

ZN+ZN+ZN (5.15)

To ease the notation, when we list the terms below we will drop the (f) and (6, )
notation from each term. For example we will write 73 A[X](0, a) = 73 A[X]. Then
with (1.18) and (1.19) we have

No f 6 j 8504(X" — ¥)rs ALX ],

N e [ an | 55 1658,(X =YX = Y155 ALX].
Ny f 0 f O 1350a(X = Y')[[6300Y[I75 (A[X] — A[Y])]
Ny e f a6 j 5360 (X = V)02 155 (A[X] — A[Y])],
difczTJ dHJ D0 56 (X — Y| K[X]1X = Y ||556. Y|,
Ns ¥ Cyr f a0 j 5360 (X = Yl K[X 65X 160 (X' — Y,
No < Cor f a0 j 10502 (X = Y")|IrsK[X (135 (X — Y)Y,
Ny Cyr f a6 j 0504(X" = Y'Y |56 ALX]| X = Y7 ||5, Y],

N Car [ a0 | 55 1558,(X" =¥ )limp (ALX] — ADYD 165115, Y.
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7o Cor [ a8 [ 55 18560(X = Y lImsKIXIIX = Y155 16,V

We will estimate each of the terms above individually. In the all of the following
estimates we will use a small > 0 to be chosen at the end of the proof.

First notice that Ap is analogous to £; from (3.16) and (3.18). Thus similar to
(3.25) we have

A ~1

where k1 = £1(n) is given by (3.22) and U is defined in (3.24). Later we will be
able to choose n > 0 small enough in so that we have Ck1C11 < ﬁ. This is our
main estimate for the term Nj.

Then the term N is exactly Lo[ X' —Y’, X', X' — Y] from (3.37). Thus as in
(3.43), N satisfies the estimate

1
2

Tl
M < —||5ﬁA2( "= YL + CrsCirllos X || Lo [ X" — Y[

+ a||5ﬁ(X' =YLz + Cllop X" |25 11X = Y'[[LoCir W2, (5.17)
where k3 = k3(n) is given by (3.46) and as in (3.44) we have
5 2
Wa = Wa[M, p~t 1] = 2 (Z ij“) (1+p2M?). (5.18)

Jj=1

This is our main estimate for the term N;.
Next we consider N7. After bounding | X' — Y| < [| X’ — Y'||rz, then as in
(3.43) with (5.2) the term N7 satisfies the bounds

A ~1
N7 < aH%AZ(X' = Y)I7; + CrsCorM?|| X" = Y| |7 ]105 X[ 15

1
b 35X Y2 + Ol X 21X~ Y| MPCWa. (5.19)
This is our main estimate for N7.
Next, we apply the estimate (3.27) to N5 to obtain
Ns < —||5ﬁ Ax(x! = Y)|[72 + CrsCirllds X || 1] X" — Y||35
85X~ Y2, + CllasX |3l X — Y3, (5.20)
where recalling Wi = Wi [p, M] = C(1 + p~2M?) from (3.30) we define

s (14 p~2M?2)2

Ap(n=1)? (21

K5

and
Ws €721+ p2M?)2, (5.22)
Next, we apply the estimate (3.27) to Mg to obtain
Tl
N < —||5ﬁA2( "= Y72 + CreCarllds(X’ = Y7)|Ls
+Cll0g(X" = Y')|[72Car M (1 + p7 M)y ~", (5.23)
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where )

Au(n=1)?
We also apply the estimate (3.27) to Ny to obtain

Re =

(1+p2M?)% (5.24)

No < _||5B K2 (X' = Y")|I7 + COreCirll X' = Y|I74

1 / N2
+ o los(X Y|,
+ CllopY|[2:[1X = Y'|I30CEr M (1 + p~2M2)20 2. (5.25)

This is our main estimate for Ny.
We will now estimate the terms N5 and Ng. From Lemma 5.2, Remark 3.3 and
(5.3) we have

JA[X] = AIY]] S 10a(X" = Y)(O)] (p71 + p 72 (160X (0)] + 162 Y7(0)]))
DX V) 5Y'0) (52 + p 5 Y O)]) . (5.26)
We thus define
War = War[p, M] < p=2 + p2M, Way = p~ " Whay. (5.27)
Then for N using (3.5) we split it up as

OW21617'J d9J —5 10800 (X" = Y")(0)[165Y"(0)]|0a (X" = Y")(0)]

do
Ol |1X = Vo [ a0 [ & 530X = Y@ 15" @)15.Y"0)
T Jr
= Noyp + Noa.
Then for Ny we use (3.27) to obtain

CW21617'
Ap(n=1)?
+ aII%(X’ =Y)|[72 + CllosY | 7211 X" = Y'|[Lo Wi Cin ™2, (5.28)

1
Nar < —||5/3A2( Y')I[7; + 166Y"[|Z [1 X" — Y[

And for Nas we similarly obtain

CW2,C2 M?
Ap(n1)?

b LXK Y2 + ClasY 2K — Y3 APWECH 2. (5.29)

1
Nag < —||55 2(X =YL + 166Y (|7 11X = Y[

These are our main estimates for Ns.
For the term Njs, also using (3.5), with (5.2) and Remark 3.3 we will use the
following estimate

[A[X] = A[Y]| < OWs||I X" = Y|,

where
Wy = Ws[p, M| = def p L4 pTEM + p 3 ME (5.30)
Then for Mg we further use (3.27) to find
W3IM?C3

N < IR = Y|, + 02 Y

Au(n 1)?
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1
165X = Y| + ClloaY |1 X — Y3, MPWEn>Clr. (5.31)

This is our main estimate for Nfg.
We will now estimate A3. To this end we use the decomposition in (3.34) as

S ALX] = Aip[X] + Agp[ X, 3o A[Y] = Aip[Y] + Azp[Y].
Then from (5.8) with Remark 3.3 and (5.3) we have the following bound
[A1s[X] = Ag[Y]] < [8p0a(X" = Y')(0)]p™
+10a(X" = Y")(O)] (16800 Y (0)] + 050 X"(0)]) p~
+1050a(X" = Y")(O)] (|6 (0)] + |6 X"(0)]) p~2
£ 1638, Y (O)]|Da(X — V)(O)] (1+ p~ 18,7 (8)])
And from (5.9) we have
[A2p[X] = Azs[ Y] S p~*10a (X" = Y')(0)]165 D0 X (0))]
+ 977 (18aY7(0)] + 10 X" (0)]) 00 (X" = Y')(0)]105 Do X ()]
+p7° (18Y7(0)] + [0 Y (0)7) 05 Da(X = Y)(0)]
+ 7 (10Y(0)] + [0 Y (0)) [Da(X = Y)(0)|(165 Do X (0)| + 155 DaY ().
We thus define W5 = Ws[p, M] by
Wy € o 4 p 2 (1+ M) (1+p7 YA+ M) +p*M (1 + M). (5.32)

And then we plug these estimates in, using also (3.5), to observe
< CCrWy f a6 f T 556 (XT = Y)(0) 150 (X — Y')(0)]1652/(6)]
T OC Wy f a6 j 556 (X! = Y')(0) 160 (X = Y')(0)][65 D Z(0)
e Wy j a6 f 00 5500 (X = Y)(O)]|55(X — Y')(0)02Z'(6)]
+CCrWi [ d8 [ 55 1558, (X" = Y)O)85DalX = Y )O)15. 2'(0)
d
+CCaWl|X = Ylup [ db | 55 1550 (X" = Y)O)6.YO)]1552'(0)
T T
d
CCWIX = ¥l | a8 [ 55 1656u(X" = Y)(0)]5.Y(0)]52Da 2 0)
T T
6
— Z N-
j=1

Here we recall the notation Z’ defined above (5.1).
Now for the term A3 we use (3.27) to get

CCirWi
Ap(n=1)?
+a||5B(X/_Y/)||%g+C||5/3Z/||ig||X/ Y'|[2oCirWin T2 (5.33)

Tl
Nar < —||55A2( =Yg+ S [1X =Y |[5ullos 2" |I7



CRITICAL LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE PESKIN PROBLEM 39

Then because of (3.41), in N3o we can treat [0gDqZ(0)| the same as [6gZ' ()] in
N31. Thus N3z also satisfies (5.33).
Next for the term N33 we again use (3.27) and (5.2) to obtain

cciwsg -, p N2
——=M*||6p(X' =Y o
/\M(W71)2 || B( )||L9

+ C|65(X — Y/)||§gclTW3n—1M. (5.34)

Then again because of (3.41) N34 also satisfies (5.34).
For the term N35 we use (3.27) to obtain

2 2
S
Au(n=1)

+ alléﬂ(X’ =YLz + CllosZ'|| ]| X" = Y'|[1CorWn 2 M. (5.35)

N33\—||6ﬂ R (X' =Y} +

1
Nos < o2 |I55 2(X -Y)|l7; + 1682|751 X" = Y[ 75

And again with (3.41) then N3¢ also satisfies (5.35). These are our main estimates
for Ns.
The last term to estimate is AV;. From (3.30) we can bound

da
Nu < WiCkr |1X = Yllig [ 0 [ 55 18200(X = Y)(@)]15:0.Y6)]
T T

For the term A we apply Cauchy-Schwartz to obtain
Ni S WiCr|IX" = Y|z 16585 (X" = Y')]l 13116582 Y| 2.

Notice that this term does not have the same opportunity to achieve an extra
smallness using the regularity from Definition 1.1 similar to the other terms, as in
(3.27). Thus the presence of the term Ny is the reason why we use the equivalent
norm with (5.4). For now we apply Young’s inequality

1 , 1

N < IRE (X~ YOI, + OA WG X — Y1 86X Y13, (5.36)
This completes our individual estimates for all of the terms in (5.15).

Next we collect all the estimates above in (5.16), (5.17), (5.19), (5.20), (5.23),
(5.25), (5.28), (5.29), (5.31), (5.33), (5.34), (5.35) and (5.36) and put them into
(5.15) to obtain

d

Z10s(X" =YL + 2 ||5ﬁA (X' =Yl

< Crr (165X + ||6BY 5 ) 11X =Yl + Cllos(X = Y)][33 W0
+ Orgllos(X! = Y35 +C (18512 + 1513 ) 11X — ¥|[3 s
+ CriCirl|sR2 (X! = Y')|[72 + CAT'CorWR|05A2 Y |71 X" = Y7
Here we recall (3.22). Further recalling (3.46), (5.21), (5.24), (5.27), (5.30) and
(5.32), we define
Wi Clr | WiCirM
Ap(n=1)?  Au(n~1)?

WEMPC3r  CirWV3 2
1+M 5.37
Au(n=1)2 " Au(n=1)? 3 ) (5:37)

K7 def I<636127- + :‘<636227—M2 + I<L56227- + f‘&ﬁngT +
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and additionally recalling (5.18) and (5.22) we have

Wr € CL Wy + M2C2Ws + CapWs + C3r M2 (1 + p 2 M?)2)™2 + W3 Cln 2
+ MPWiHCirn ™2 + MPWin~*Cir + CirWin ™2 (1 + M?). (5.38)

Above we also used the defintion

def C%ng
= r6C3 — 5.39
and additionally recalling (3.24) we define
Wo €1+ Uy + Cor M(1+ p2M>)n~" + CorWsan™ ' M. (5.40)

We now choose i > 0 small enough so that we have Ck1C17 < i)\. Next we further
integrate in time over 0 < s < t and afterwards we take the essential supremum in
time over 0 < ¢t < T to obtain

l
sup [|0p(X" = Y")|[Za() + —||56 *(X' =Y )Lz.12)
0<t<T

< [185(X5 — ¥3) |32 + Chir (||6ﬂX'||%2T<Lgo> +165Y "I 1)) 11X = Y13 50,
+ Crgll0p(X" = Y )2 10 + ClIO(X" = Y")] 25 12 Wo
+C (116512 12) + 11657125, ) 11X = Y13 1) Wr

+ T sup [105(X’ = Y")|[72(t) + CAT C37l10A2 Y |72 (1) [|X = Y71

o<t<T
Next we suppose that 0 < T < 1, and we use the inequality (3.51) to obtain
1 , )\1/2 5 /
5 sup |05(X" = Y7)]|2(t )+—||5BA2( Yz (z2)
o<t<T
1/2
< [105(X5 — Y)|[z2 + Cri/ <||55X'||L2T(L30) + ||55Y/||L2T(Lg°)) X" =Y g0
1/2 1/2
+ Oy *05(X" = Yz rg) + Cllos(X" = YOIz Ws'
+C (165X 13 (23) + 195 3. 23) ) 1 X" = ¥l ey Wy
+ CAV2Cor||65R2 Y ez 21X = Y| Lz Lep)-

We further integrate the above in df against |8|~%2v(||~") for v defined in (5.4)
to obtain

1 ! ! >\12 ! ! ! !
L= ¥y + 21X~ Yy < (1 — Yl
+0n”2(||X'||~ L YL )||X/ Yl
LZ.(BZ)) T(oo1) T

T( 001)

+ Cry?| X = Y|, + CT2W || X — Y|

1/2
+CTY2 (|IX|lsy + 1Y l55) 1X = Y ||z ney W'
+ CNT2Cor || py [| X! = Y| Lz (1)
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We use the embedding (3.52) to see that ||f||~ . < Gyl fl|py. We also use the

B2 i\
embeddings in (3.29), Proposition A.5 and then we use Definition 1.1 to obtain
ooy < C <C v,
Iz <O 4 <INl

The last inequality above follows simply because v = 1 in (5.4). Thus we have

1 ’ ’ A2 ’ ’ ’ ’
X" =¥y + —=[1X" = Yoy < [[Xo — ¥5lls

1/2
+ Cmax{1, M}Cory” (| X" |lpz + 1Yl ) [| X" — Y| 5
+ OOk |1 X =Y |lpy + CTYV2W |1 X" — Y|,
1/2 1/2
+ CTY2 (|1 X |y, + 1Y) | X = Y||35 Wy
+ CAT2Cor||[Y||py || X — Y|y,

Now using (5.2) and (5.5) we can choose n > 0 additionally small enough so that
k7 > 0 from (5.37) enforces

1
C max{1, M}C, /@1/2 ([1X'[|py, + [[Y']|pyz) < 4C max{1, M}C, Iil/zM <3

Then we can further choose > 0 additionally possibly smaller so that xg from
(5.39) enforces

)\1/2

CCry* < 2—.

Thus we obtain

3 ! ! )\1 2 Vi i Vi !
gIIX Y'||sy, +—|IX Y'||lpy. < [| X0 — Y58~
+ OT1/2W0||X' —Y'||gy + CA Y2 Cor || ||py || X — Y|

where recalling (5.40), (5.38), (5.2) and (5.5) we define

dcf

Wo L W2+ Mwl2, (5.41)
Next from (5.4) and (1.27) we have that
A3~ 1
——||6gA2Y”’ —
T |ﬁ|3/2 || pi2 ||L%(L§) + C3 max{l,M}

Since we can bound ||Y”||ps < CA12||Y{||s~ as in Proposition 3.1 and (5.2), then
we can make the second term above arbitrarily small. In particular we can choose
C3 = 1 large enough so that

1Y |lpy = Yl ps.

OA-1/2 Cor[|[Y'|[pse <Cx? Cor||Yy|5n C)\_lc2T <L 1
C3 max{l, M} Czmax{l, M} ~ Cy 16

It is important that C3 = C5(\,Ca7) but C5 does not depend upon 7. Then for the
first term above, we split into || < m; and || = 1 for some small ; > 0. Then
similar to (3.19) using also (5.2) we have

dg 1 M
[|0 A 2Y’ |12 < —7||Y/|| w < C———-.
f lem 1BP2° ATl R A C

For the other part, again with (5.2), we have
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712
. RlssRY s < o IR
=11

<orV Py, < er P
LT(Bz,2)

Notice that —L
w(ng )

Thus if we choose 71 > 0 small enough we have

M 1
C/\_1/2C277 < —.

/\Q,U(?h ) 16

can be made arbitrarily small for 77; > 0 chosen small enough.

Thus we obtain
X" = Y'||gy + N2 X = Y|lpy, < 4]|X( — Y |lse + C|| X" = Y|, T°W,

where using (5.41) we define
def

W W + ny EMATY2C, (5.42)
The proof is complete. (|

5.2. L? continuity estimate. For some C, > 0 we now suppose for T > 0 that
for some ¢ > 0 and A > 0 as in (1.33) for some M > 0 that we have

12/ g3+ X2 < Cu. (5.43)

Notice that this condition is implied by (5.2). Then in this subsection we will prove
in the following proposition that as long as (5.43) holds then the Lg norm of the
difference of two solutions to (1.13) is stable.

Proposition 5.4. Let X,Y :[0,7] x T — R? be two weak solutions to the Peskin
problem (1.13) with tension 7 (1.14) in the sense of Definition 1.2 with initial
data X, Yy respectively. Assume that X, Yy, and T satisfy the assumptions of
Theorem 1.6, in particular we assume (1.34). Additionally assume (5.3) holds with
T > 0. Then for two solutions X’ and Y’ over 0 < t < T we have

(X" =Y")(®)l|zz < ClI X — Y|z,
where C = C(M, p, \,C17,Ca1) > 0.

Proof. Direct calculation gives us that

%HX/ — Y’||2Lz = —J J @@(X’ —Y') - (K[X]0.T(X) — K[Y]6.T(Y"))
dad@

3o(X'—Y") K[X]6a(T(X') = T(Y"))

dad9

Y’) : (A[X] - A[Y]) 5aT(Y’) =Ix+14.

Recalling (3.9), we use ( 1 18) and (5.11) to expand out Ik as

f f dodb 5 (X' ¥y DT[X"16.(X' —Y")

dada 5. (X' —Y") - A[X|DT[X']6o(X' - Y")

- L L %%(X '—Y')-K[X](DT[X'] - DT[Y')0.Y’ = It + I} + I}.
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Then from (1.33) we have I} < —\|[|A2 (X’ —Y")|]2,
6
Next we estimate the following sample term for an integer 7 > 1 using Proposition
A.5 and Lemma A.6 and Young’s inequality for any small constant ¢ > 0 as

J def 2 a(XT Y2180 2] < CJ (X = Y1218, 2"l
T Jra T 9 9

<CIX' -Y'|]?

1
1
B,

1z, <ClIX = YI2LZ1 .
J 27
0,25 2,2j

< C”X/_Y,HH%”X/_Y,||L2||Z,||j-_11||Z,||Hl
SANIX Y|P, + CATHIX - Y[, IIZ/II N2 (5.44)

Then for I we use (3.9), (1.34), (3.18), (5.3) and (5.44) to obtain

< db | S310aX ~ YR8 X + 215X )DT(X)
T T

/112 ’
A / "2 CIQT ||X ||H% ||X ||H1 ’ 12
< gIX =YLy +O== (1 + e p X" = Y'|[75. (5.45)

Next we will estimate [. First similar to (5.44) for an integer j > 1 we estimate
! / / 117
Jd@f 2|5 Y X" =Y'||6aZ')

da ;
< CIX = ¥y | G500 = ¥)lu5118. 21

< COX" =Yz IX" = Y'|| .4 1127 5
0,2
< CIX" = Y| 3 [1X = Y2121 12
<X =Y'I2 4 + ONHIX = Y1311 21 ey N2z (5.46)
Now we use (5.12) with (3.9) and (1.34) to see that
DT(X'] — DTY]| S Corl X' — Y.
Thus for I with (1.18), (3.18) and (5.46) we have the following bound

712 713
I,CéCCQTJJ dodd s (X~ ¥ IX — V| <|5QZ,|+|6QZ| +|56€|>
TJr @ P P

C3 _ _
<O (14720121 + p7 12 1% ) 1213 I X7 = Y
A / 1112
+ X =YL (5.47)

These are all of our estimates for Ix.
To estimate I4 we use the bounds in (3.10) and (5.26) to see that

Ia 3 Cle f da—;wwa(X/ —Y')? (p'0aZ'| + p2|6a2" %)
dad9

+cmr2 '—Y')||Da(X = Y)| (16a2Z')* + p "6 2Z')?) = I4+I5.
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Then similar to (5.44) and (5.45) we have

2
A c2 NZ'11% .\ |12
1 n I N2 17 Hz2 H! A VTP
Iy < 8||X Y||H%+O—)\ <1+ p p X" = Y'[[75.

Also using (3.5) then similar to (5.46) and (5.47) we have
2 Corp”* 2 2 4 2 2
!/ — !/ !/ ! /
< 02— (11211, + o721 2114, ) 12131 X — Y12,

A / 1012
+ g||X -Y ||H%.

These are our main estimates for I 4.
Now from all of the bounds above we define

’ 2
wC [ NEOEN
O Rl e oI (R | (RY EACTF PO R

Then putting all of these bounds together, we get that
d
—log([(X =Y ®)llz3) < CTWIZ' D]
We conclude that

t
1= Y01 <o (C [ ds TONZ OB ) 1K - K.
Then applying (5.43) completes the proof. O

Corollary 5.5. Let X,Y :[0,T] x T — R? be two weak solutions to the Peskin
problem (1.13) with tension 7 in the sense of Definition 1.2 with initial data X,
Y| respectively, satisfying all the conditions in Proposition 5.4. Let p and w satisfy

in Definition 1.1 and additionally suppose that there exists r4 = 1 such that l“:g:;

is decreasing for r > r, and in particular
w(r
lim (r)
= p(r)

For any £ > 0, there exists d; > 0 such that for any 0 < § < d, then (5.2) and
[1X0 = ¥gllzz < & imply

=0.

X" — Y/||B;i <E€.

Proof. For any small n > 0, we can bound

g
1= ¥l = [ (817 sup 80X = Y0l < |+
T B3R ozt<r " dpien it
W) ix : w(n ') 'y
< X v+ ||Y w )+ ——= X' -YN( .
1 gy + 1Y)+ 22 sup (X7 =Y )0

Thus by our assumptions on u, w, X', and Y’, we can take n > 0 sufficiently small
to guarantee that
wn ) 1 / £
W(HX e + 1Y) < 5
Then applying Proposition 5.4, we can take § > 0 sufficiently small to obtain the
result. O
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6. HIGHER REGULARITY

In this section we establish the gain of higher regularity for the solutions X' (¢, )
to the Peskin problem (1.13) satisfying (3.1), (3.2) and (4.2). In §6.1 we prove the

1
Cy, estimate. Then in §6.2 we prove the C’t . estimate and the higher regularity.

1 1
6.1. C72, estimate for X'(t,0). We now prove the C?, estimate for solutions
X'(t,0) to the Peskin problem (1.13). We first prove in Lemma 6.1 a general
estimate of some quantities that will come up repeatedly in subsequent estimates.

Lemma 6.1. For any g € N we have the following uniform estimates:

yq‘“f Tﬁ2 d9U 16, X7 (0)]%656.. X" (0 >| SIXP VXN

2

2% [ 5[ a0 [ @ asx @) < 1K1 1K1

Proof. Fix g € N. We apply Minkowski’s inequality in 6 and «, and then we use
the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality to obtain

2 2
Jd@ < (J do U 4016 X [27]5,36. X|2] )
T T o2

da 2
< ([ 250012 1850 X1 ) < 112y 155X
T o

2 d 2
< (J ‘;‘U )5, X' 2a+D) |5X|2] )
T &

2
2(g+1
< ([ Sz 10X s ) < UKD, 189X

2 (g+1),q+1

da
| 518X 0)1158.X"(0)

and similarly

Jd@
T

da
| S x @) 15:x(0)

d
Integrating against —g we obtain

B

< 1X'|1% B2 §r G105 X122 S NIXII 1/2q||X’||H1,

1/(q+1) 1/(q+1)
2(q+1),q 2(q+1) q+1

2 1 2 1
||X'||<q+> Se B X N S IXTGD X,

Then above we will use ||X ||2 TR < |1X! ||2 from Proposition A.5 . Finally, since

> 1, applying Proposition A. 5 and Lemma A.6 gives

2(g—1
S 1X 12X 2

||X || ;{2qq ~ ||X ||H1/2+1/2q H1/2 H1
(q+1) 2(q+1
U S UK D e, S 1K
q q
completing the estimate. ([l

Let X’ be a smooth solution of (1.13) with (1.18) and (1.19), we will use the
equation in the form (4.1). Next we prove the H! estimate.
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Proposition 6.2. For any 0 < tg <t < T we have the following estimate

t
X715 (8) < 1IX[[7. (fo) exp <C||H||L°C(to,t)£ dsIIX’II?p(s)) - (6.1)
0
Here H = H(s) = (||X’(s)||H% ,p~ 1, A7 Ci7, Ca7) is a polynomial that is written
explicitly in (6.5). Thus in particular we have that
1X|[7: (8) < C(M, 1, p, A, Car, Cor)[| X35, (fo). (6.2)

Proof. Notice that we use ||X/||§I1 = a0 |AX'(0)|? with (1.40). Thus from (4.1)

we have
2dt|| 1% =—J do A2 X' A3T(X') + fde ARX' Ry, (6.3)
T T
To estimate the first term we split
A3PT(X') = DT(X'(0))A*2 X + H;,

where similar to (3.8) and (3.9) we have
def 1 da

] 5 (L (DT(X'(8) + 56, X(8)) — DT(X'(6))) ds) 5.X"(0).

Then similar to (5.13) we have
|IDT(X'(0) + 56, X'(0)) — DT(X'(0))| < Cor|6aX"(0)].

Then using Minkowski’s inequality and the Besov space embeddings in Proposition
A5, we bound H; in L? as

[Hallzz SCzTJ 5/2||5 X'||7s < Corl| X ||23/4 S Cor 1 X34
Recalling DT (z) = AI from (1.33), applying Young’s inequality we thus have

e N3
- [ a0 RExTRETOX) < NIXIE 5 + COarlIXI, 41X o
X ' .
~3IX1E 5 + OXICIX I,

This is our main estimate for the first term in (6.3).

To estimate the second term in (6.3), it suffices to bound A2V from (4.1) in L2.
This is equivalent to bounding §. g—ij §d0 (35V(0))>. Thus, we have
2

g

IR#vE, ~ | BQ ) [ S3051400.0)5, (X" 0))]

2

1r52 dﬁ‘f 2|At9 a)| 1650, T(X'(6))]

2
T ﬁ2 dﬂ‘f 2|5ﬁA (0,0)| |70, T(X'(0))]| = Ha + Hs.
We now use (3.15), (3.18), (3.2) and Lemma 6.1 to calculate that

Ho SCor(p Vi +p " d2) + Cor(p 221 + p* 22)
S (CE + CEIIXINE )0 + o IX N IX -
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These are our main estimates for the term containing Ha.
To bound the term Hs3, we will use (3.10) and the estimate of [0g.A(f, )| in
Lemma 3.6, (3.38) and (3.39). Then as in Lemma 6.1 we have

Hy SCor(p D+ p Vot p ' 214+ p °22)
SCir(o7 + o7 IXIIE , + o IIXCIL DIX -
Notice that above the estimates in (3.39) with |05D,X ()| can be treated the same

as |03 X’(0)| in Lemma 6.1 due to (3.5).
Thus putting everything together, we have that

182VI[: S Cro2+C3r)p  [IXI12 4 (Lo 21X 12 DIX |1 +Corp ™ 1 X0

1
2

Thus for the second term in (6.3) after applying Young’s inequality we have

~ ~ A
[[anhixr - Riv] < JIx1 + ox et X,

+ ONHCrp ™ + Cop)p 2 IIXVIE (L p 21X DIIX

1
2
From the above estimate and (6.4) we are motivated to define H = H(s) by

MO + ) (P IX ) (L 02X @I ) 1) (65)

1%,
H?2
We plug these estimates into (6.3) and apply Gronwall’s inequality to get (6.1).
Recalling (4.2) and noting that
17| SIUXNses X Nz S X D

LEHE ~

then gives (6.2). O
Next, we prove the gain of H?* for small times.

Lemma 6.3. Let X’ be a solution to the Peskin problem (1.13). Then for any
fixed e > 0 sufficiently small, there exists a time T, = T.(e, p, u, M,\) > 0 such
that for all 0 < ¢ < T. we have

X[l (1) < et~V

Proof. For a fixed € > 0 by Lemma 4.1 for all ¢ > 0 sufficiently small we have

¢ £?log 2
Lds||X'||gl(s)< T (6.6)

Then as
Jt dsi _ 5210g2,
t/2 4s 4
there must some time ¢ € [t/2,¢] such that

g2 g2

X', () < — < —.
X o) < - < 5

Then combining the H? estimate (6.1) with Lemma 4.1 gives us that

52 t
X1 (1) < 3 e (c sup 1) | /stnx'ni,l(s))
t

t/2<s<t
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2t t/2<s<t

2
< E—exp (C sup 7—[(5)52> <

so long as ¢ is sufficiently small. ([
Next we will prove the Ctl /92 estimate.

Lemma 6.4. Let Q; = [%,t] x T for all times 0 < ¢t < Ty, where 0 < Ty < T,
for some fixed € > 0 and 7. as in Lemma 6.3. Then there exists a finite constant
C =C(u, M, p,\,C17,Cor) > 0 such that

X | g, < CEM2

(Q¢)
Proof. Combining Proposition 6.2, Lemma 6.3 and the embedding in Proposition
A5 gives us for any time ¢/2 < s < ¢ that

1X ()l e S 11X ()l S 2712 (6.7)

Thus X’ is uniformly C'/? in 6 on the time interval [t/2,].
To show Holder continuity in time, let t/2 < s1 < s9 < t, and 0 € T. Fixing some

a > 0 to be determined, by the 05/2 estimate above we have for i € {1,2} that
1 @
X/(s1,0) — —J dBX (1,0 + )

0]
< —. 6.8
=l N\ﬂ (6.8)

Taking the difference of the two averages at times s; and sz, we get that

LJQ dg (X/(Sg,e +ﬁ) —X,(Sl,e"rﬁ)) ’

20 J_ o,

1 e 82
- ‘%fa dﬁLl ds 6tX’(S,9+B)’- (6.9)

Applying Cauchy-Schwartz in the df integral to equation (6.9), using Lemma 4.2
and (6.7) we get that

S2

1 [ 52 1
‘% | as J ds 0, X (5,0 + /3)‘ S 75 ) @ lex @

1 82 |82 - 81|
< — ds || X’ S ——. (6.10
S 7 |, de X @ 5 2 610
Taking o = s3 — $1 > 0 and combining equations (6.8) and (6.10) then gives us

|81 752|1/2

t1/2
This completes the proof. (I

| X"(s2,0) — X'(s1,0)] <

6.2. C1> estimate for X’. With Lemma 6.4, we have shown that our solution
X'’ is in CY? in both time ¢ and the parametrization . Our next goal is to prove
that X' € Ctlﬁ’ea([T, T] x T;R?) for any fixed 7 > 0.

Our proof follows from the paper [41], where the authors prove regularity esti-
mates for the (scalar) fractional porous medium equation

Ou + (—A)72p(u) = 0.

They make similar assumptions on their scalar nonlinearity ¢ as we make on our
tension map T, and their proof transfers over to our vector valued case.



CRITICAL LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE PESKIN PROBLEM 49

We shall go through the argument of [41] and show that it applies. But first,
recall that X’ solves the equation

X'+ AT(X') = V(t,0),

where V is defined in (4.1). Thus we are dealing with a fractional porous media
equation with an additional forcing term, so we shall need some estimates on V.

Lemma 6.5. Let V(t,6) be as in (4.1). If X' € LPH} n L;?OHG%, then
V(t,0) e Lf‘fe.
1
If X' e 059 for some 3 < B <1, then
V(t,0) e Cly

If X' e Cg’el, then V is log-Lipschitz. Finally, if X’ € Ck(f and T € C*8 for some
k>1,0 < B <1 then all k-th order derivatives of V are log-C?.

Proof. To prove the L estimate, as in (4.3) we bound

X'()]1%, X" (013,
d 5QX, 2 5aX, 3 || 1/2 1/3
|V(t,9)|§crrf—(;(| iy 2')5017 e
T P P p p
N oo X7
<Cir (1+ 11X g H1/2) | ||L i
p p

With Proposition A.5, we Just used the following embedding and interpolation
1X g SNX N2 5 IIX’II“‘ 1 IIX’II

Now assume that X’ € 059 for some 1/2 < 8 < 1. Letting © = (¢,0), and
® = (s,¢), we need to bound the difference of [V(©) — V(®)|. To begin, we split A
from (1.19) into two pieces Az and Ag, where

(0r X'+ 0,X")-P(DaX(0))Da X (0)

A, & D.X0)P T
(51X 405 X)) - R(DaX(0)Da X (6)
and
wor 02X P(DaX(0)d; X' 61X - R(DaX(6)5; X'
A D.xOP Doxep X
X (PDLX(0) ~ DS X )

[Da X (0)]?
Correspondingly, we define V;, and Vg. We will focus on proving that Vy, is C2/~!
when X’ is 8. Since X’ € L® n C? then Ag is min{|a|?, 1} smoother than Ay,

so that the proof for Vg follows similarly.
To show that Vy, is 25 — 1 Holder continuous, fix any © # ® € [0,T] x T

(04 +0,)(X"(0) = X"(®)] |00 X"

2

Cir
VL(0) — V(@) < 7[ da

T «
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+ N / _ /
+ CI_TJ dal(éa +6a)X | |6a)2( (9) 50¢X ((I))l
p o Jr o
Cir [ 164 +65)X] 8a X )
+SF [ ao 5 [Da(X(6) - X (®))
4 -\ X/ aX/
+ & [ galle 0BT 1x0(0) - x/@)] + mx0) - X' (@)

=—nh+—DLb+—Is+—1,. (611)
P P P P

Note that above and below when we do not write the dependence on the variable
© or ® it is because it will not have an effect on the following argument.
As 8 > 1/2, we can easily bound

(655 + 62)X] 62X
Lda ) <X s + 11X

(e

Thus

I+ I S (1X 112 + 1 X112 11X | ca]© — @7 (6.12)
To bound I; and I, we split each integral into the regions where || < |© — ®| and
|a| > |© — ®|. For small a, we use the bounds

160 X1, 105 X' S 11X [|os e,
and for large o we bound
(65 +6,)(X'(©) = X'(®)] 16 X'| S [|1X'[[E510 — @[l
(62 +02) X' 18aX"(0) = 6u.X'(®)] S [|1X"||2010 — @7 |a)”.
Plugging in these bounds, we then get that
Lo+ I S{IX[Es |0 = o7 (6.13)
As 28 — 1 < f3, plugging in (6.12) and (6.13) into (6.11) gives us that Vy, € Cig_l.
The proof for Vg follows similarly, giving the result for V.
Now suppose that X’ is Lipschitz. Then again focusing on the V;, bound, we
again are left to bound (6.11). As V is bounded, we may assume without loss of

generality that |© — ®| < 1. We can bound I3, I; using the same argument as the
1/2 < B < 1 case to get

I3, It S (X [0 + 11X |70)[1 X [l o1 [© — @], (6.14)

To bound Iy, I> we now need to split our integral into 3 regions. For |a| < |0 — |,
we again use the bounds

160 X1, [0 X' S [1 X[l o |a. (6.15)
For |© — ®| < || < 1, we use the bounds
(65 +02)(X'(©) = X'(®)] [0 X"| S| X"[[201]© — @] |a],
(0 +02)X"] [0aX"(0) = 0o X" (®)] < [|X][Z01]0 — @] o] (6.16)
And for |a| > 1, we use
(65 + 0 )(X'(©) = X'(D)] [0 X'| < || X" [|coa || X"[[L]© — ],
(0 +02) X "] |00 X" (©) = 0 X' (@) S |IX[loa [| X6 — @]. (6.17)
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Integrating and plugging in the above bounds (6.15), (6.16) and (6.17) we then get
that

L+ I SIX coa (|| X [cor + | X|| L) (1 — log |© — @]))|© — @|.  (6.18)
Plugging (6.14), (6.18) into (6.11) gives us that V is log-Lipschitz.
Now assume that X’ € Cf)’f and 7 € CKP for some k > 1, and 0 < 8 < 1.
We claim that for every 0 < j < k that ¢/ 0gfj V is log-C?. The difference of
|0g@gij]/(®) — 8{0§7j]/(<1>)| can be bounded by the sum of a number of integrals.

They can all be bounded similarly as above but for clarity we will directly show
how to bound the two most difficult integrals, namely

JAk—J s+ — ! _ / /
I Pl R A IURE {0 )
T

e
Ty = L do |0+ 92) X ’;‘i;)X" 5o DFT(X'(0)) — 2 DVT(X(®))| 0, X" X" [+,
Without loss of generality, we assume |© — ®| < 1. To bound J;, we again split our

integral into 3 regions. For |a| < |© — ®| we use the bound
1010577 (5% +8,)(X'(©) = X'(®)] 160X S 11X llctos |1 X[ cou o] 7.
For |© — ®| < || < 1, we use the bounds
100577 (5% +8,)(X'(©) = X'(®)] 160X S 11X l|ct.s]| X | 010 — B
Finally for |a| > 1 we use
1010577 (63 +6,)(X"(©) = X'(®)] 16 X"| S [1X llews || X[ ]© — @7
Plugging these in, we get that
Ji SIX llews(I1X oo +[|X]|L) (1~ log|© — @|)[© — @|°.
The other important integral to bound is J2. Note that
|0: X1 X7 < 1 X[
To bound the rest of Jo, we split the integral into the same 3 regions for a. Using
the 3 bounds
(84 +05) X[ 160 D*T(O) = 8o DM T(®)] < [IT|cros || X ||Zor [+,
(64 +05) X[ [0 D T(O) = 8o D T(®)] S || T| sl | X' |20 0 — @7l
(64 +02)X"| [0 D" T(©) = 6o D*T(®)| < [|Tl|cs | X[ 0ot || X || ]© — @7,
for small, medium, and large « respectively. Plugging these in, we then get that

J2 STl oms || X NEES (11X [eor + [ X ||z=) (1~ log|© — @])|© — |7

All the other integrals involved in bounding |6f6§_jV(®) - 3{65_jV(<I>)| can be
bounded either following similar arguments, or by using only lower order norms.
Thus all k-th order derivatives of V are log-C?. (]

With the regularity estimates for V, we can now slightly modify [41]’s proof
of regularity for the scalar fractional porous medium equation. The crux of their
argument is an a priori estimate for solutions to the fractional heat equation.
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Lemma 6.6. (Vdzquez, de Pablo, Quirés and Rodriguez [41]) Let f,g : [0,T]xR —

R be such that
{ 0rg + Ag = Af,
g(0,-) = 0.

Fix ©¢ = (to,00) € (0,T) x R. Suppose that there exist some 0 < f,¢ < 1 and
ro > 0 such that f satisfies

{ [£(©1) = f(©0)| < ¢|01 — O],

|f(©1) = f(©2)] < crf|01 — 07,
for all ©1,02 € B,.(0g) ={0:]0 — 0| <r}and 0 <r < ry.
Then g satisfies

1960 + @) + g(©g — @) — 29(O0)| < |@|°F<.

Note that Lemma 6.6 above is a collection of Lemmas 4.1, 5.1, and 5.3 from [41].
Lemma 6.6 effectively says that if f is C? everywhere and C?*¢ at a fixed point Oy,
then so is the solution g. We also remark that Lemma 6.6 generalizes automatically
from R to T. Also as in §1.6 then Lemma 6.6 generalizes automatically from
0ig+ Ag = Af to 0rg + Ag = Af.

As in [41], we apply Lemma 6.6 repeatedly to steadily improve the regularity of
our solution X’ in a bootstrapping argument.

Proposition 6.7. Let X : [0,T] x T — R? be the solution to the Peskin problem
we constructed. Then forany 0 <7 < T, X' € 01517’05([7', T]xT;R?) forall0 < 3 < 1.

Proof. To begin, fix some point Oy = (tg,0) € (7,T) x T. Let V0 be the solution
to the equation

{ VO + DT(X'(69))AV®E = —V[X], (6.19)

VO (r/2,) = X'(1/2,").
Together Proposition 6.2 and Lemma 6.3 imply that X’ € L{¥([7/2,T]; H'(T; R?)).
Thus in particular, by Lemma 6.5, V € L®([r/2,T] x T). Notice that (6.19) can be
diagonalized using V' ©° -5(\’(@0) and Vo ~)/(\’(®0)J-. Then since V0 is a solution
to the fractional heat equation with bounded initial data and bounded forcing term,
we thus have for any 0 < 8 < 1 that

VO e CP([r,T] x T), (6.20)

with the constant depending on 7, 8, || X|| =, ||V||1=, A, and C7. Now take U®0(t, §) <’
X'(t,0) — VO (t,0). Then using (4.1) we see that U®° solves the system

o U® + DT(X'(00))AU®® = AF©o,

U®0 (7/27 ) = Oa

where
F®(t,0) = DT(X'(00))X'(t,0) — T(X'(t,0)).
Note that F©° satisfies
[F°(01) — F(6y)|
= |T(X'(81)) — T(X'(O0)) — DT(X'(60))(X'(©1) — X'(O0)|
< Cor|X'(01) = X'(©9)?, (6:21)

and
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[FO(61) — FO°(6)|
= |T(X'(61)) = T(X'(02)) — DT(X'(80))(X"(©1) — X'(02)]

1
L dsDT(sX'(01) + (1 — 5)X'(03)) — DT(X/(GO))) (X'(61) — X'(05))

< Cor max{| X'(©1) — X'(6)|, | X'(02) — X'(00)[}|X'(01) — X'(62)]. (6:22)
We will use (6.21) and (6.22) to apply the bounds in Lemma 6.6.

Let UP" = U®o ~5(\’(@0) and UY° = U®0 ~)/£>’(®0)J-. Then using (1.33) we see
that UP° solves the scalar equation

{ o U + T'<|X'<®o>|>AU@0 = A(F®° - X'(6)),
U (7/2,) =

and UL* solves

{ QU + 77‘@;?(@03‘)‘ AUS® = A(FO - X'(0)1),
U (r/2,-) =
Note that from (1.33) and (1.34) we have

T(X"(©0)])

AT (|X'(©0)]), <Cir

|X"(©0)]
As F®o satisfies (6.21), (6.22) and X' € 01517/02 by Lemma 6.4, after rescaling in time
we can apply Lemma 6.6 to U with 8 = € = 1/2 to get

U (00 + @) + U™ (g — ) — U™ (6))| 5 |2,

where the constant depends on || X’||c1/2, A,C17, and Ca7. In particular, we have
that U®0 is CP at ©¢ for any B < 1. As X' = U®0 4+ V0 we thus have for any
B < 1 that
| X'(00 + @) — X'(69)| < [@]”.

Since Qg € [7,T] x T was arbitrary, we thus have that X’ e C#([r,T] x T;R?) for
al0< g < 1.

But now as X’ € C? for all # < 1, by Lemma 6.5 we have that V is C? for all
B < 1 as well. Thus as V©° solves (6.19) with a C# forcing term, we must have
V@ e CLA([7,T] x T) for any 8 < 1.

As F©o satisfies (6.21), (6.22) and X' € Cﬁe, after rescaling in time we can again
apply Lemma 6.6 to Ui@‘) with for any e = 8 < 1 to get

U (09 + @) + U (0 — &) —U™(0)| < |@*.

Since X’ = U®° + V0 and Qg € [1,T] x T and 3 < 1 were arbitrary, we thus have
that X’ e CLA([r,T] x T) for all 3 < 1. O

Proposition 6.8. Assume that 7 € C*7([0,00)) for some k > 2, and 0 < v < 1.
Then for any 7 > 0, X’ € C*7([r,T] x T;R?).

Proof. If k = 2, we will show X’ € C?"7. Else, we will show that X’ e C># for all
B < 1 and then proceed by induction on k.

So to begin, we will prove that X” e C'7. Differentiating our equation for X’
(4.1), we get that

X" + A(DT(X)X") =V (6.23)
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Fix some point Og € [1,T) x T. Then we can rewrite (6.23) as

~

X" + DT(X'(00))AX" =V — X" (0©)ADT(X')
—~ A[(DT(X') — DT(X"(00))(X" — X"(00))]. (6.24)
As in the proof of Proposition 6.7 again take V'©° to be the solution to

{ 8,V + DT(X'(09))AV® = V'[X'] — X"(00)ADT(X"),
VO (r/2,) = X"(1/2,).

By Proposition 6.7 and Lemma 6.5 we have that V' € C? for all 8 < 1. If k > 2,
then ADT(X') is C? for all B < 1, and if k = 2 then ADT(X’) is C7. Thus
VO e OLB([1,T] x T) for all B < 1if k > 2 and V© e C([7,T] x T) if k = 2.
Taking U® = X" — V©0 subtracting (6.25) from (6.24) gives us that U®° solves

~

o,U®0 + DT(X'(0,))AU® = AF®o,
U®0 (7/27 ) = Oa

(6.25)

where

F®(0) = (DT(X'(©)) — DT(X'(0)))(X"(©) — X"(0))

= O(|X"(©) = X"(89)*) = O(|© — 60*"),

for all 5 < 1. Using Lemma 6.6 and following the same argument as in Proposition
6.7, we then get that U®° is C?P at ©q. If k = 2, then we get that X” = U®0 4V ©0
is C7. And if k > 2, then X” is C*P for all § < 1. A symmetric argument works
for 0, X', so we get that X’ € C*P forall B < 1if k > 2, and X' € C?>7 if k = 2.

We now proceed by induction. Suppose that we have proven that X "e C9P for
all B < 1 for some j < k. Let ¢/ = 81{6‘;4 for some 0 < [ < j be some j-th order

derivative. Then for any ©¢ € [, T] x T, similar to (6.24) we can write the equation
for &7 X" as

(P X") + DT(X'(00)) A’ X' = 07V — (¢ T(X') — DT(X")¢? X')
— ¥ X'(09)ADT(X") — A[(DT(X') — DT(X'(80)) (&' X' — & X'(0y)] .

Then Lemma 6.5 37V is C? for all 8 < 1. Since k > 2, ADT(X) is also C? for all
B < 1. Finally, A(¢?T(X') — DT(X')¢ X") is either C# for all 8 < 1if k > j + 1,
orits C7 if k =75+ 1.

Thus by defining V0, U®0 and F®° analogously, we can follow the same proof
scheme as in Proposition 6.7 and get that 07 X’ is C18 for all f < 1if k > j + 1
or X" is O if k = j 4+ 1. Thus by induction, we have that X’ € C*7 if
T eCkn. O

7. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

In this section we will collect the previous a priori estimates to explain the proofs
of our main theorems from §1.3. We will use an approximation argument starting
with the existence and uniqueness theorem for general tension from [36]:

Theorem 7.1. [36, Theorem 1.2.9 on page 17]. From (1.14) we suppose the
tension 7 : [0,00) — [0, 00) satisfies T (s) € h'7(0,00), for any fixed 0 < v < 1,
is such that both 7(s) > 0 and 7'(s) > 0. Consider the fully nonlinear Pe-
skin problem (1.7) and (1.9) with initial data Xy € hMY(T) with |Xols > 0.
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(a) Then there exists T > 0 such that (1.7) and (1.9) has a unique solution
X (t) € C([0,T]; A+ (T)) n CL([0,T]; h%7(T)). (b) There exists some ¢ > 0 such
that if Yy € h17(T) with || Xo — Yo||s1.+ < & then (1.7) and (1.9) has a unique solu-
tion Y (t; Yp) € C([0,T]; h*(T)) n C1([0,T]; h°(T)) corresponding to the initial
data Yp where T > 0 is the same as in statement (a).

In Theorem 7.1 recall that the little Hélder spaces h'” are the completion of C®

in the C1'Y norm and that C1* < ' whenever a > v > 0. We refer to [27, 36]
and the references therin for further discussion of the little Holder spaces.

Now let X € Bil(T;Rz) with | Xo|4« > 0. We choose p such that Xy satisfies
| Xo|x = 3p > 0.

Then by Lemma 1.15 there is some function p satisfying the conditions of Definition
1.1 and a constant M > 0 such that

101130 < M < 0.

2,1

Let the scalar tension 7 : [0,00) — [0, 00) satisfy the strong bounds (1.32), (1.33)

and (1.34).
Next we define the following approximations
Xo n Z Xo zka, n>=1.
|kl<n

Above, for k € Z, we define the standard Fourier transform on T as

Fo(F)(k) = F(k) < 2 f Fla)e*da.

Then X, (a) is smooth, || X7, || < ||X0|| < M for all n, and we have

1 1
SRl SRl
B21 B2

XOnﬂXoaanOOmBleBz’“.

1
Since Bj, controls the L® norm as in Lemma A.8, we have

16511
g8~ Il

Using this estimate and (4.4) then as n — o0 we also have

[1Xols = [ Xonls| S 11X — X0,

fllz= S

1.
B2
2

1 — 0.

2

2 1

We conclude in particular that |Xo,|s = |Xo|s« + 0(1). Therefore, for any small
€ > 0 there is 1 < N, < oo such that | Xo |« = |Xo|+ —e > 0 for all n = N.. Since
we will be taking the limit as n — oo, without loss of generality we can take N, = 1
by throwing away the first N. terms in the sequence and relabelling. Specifically
we choose € = p and then we have

|X0n|* =2p>0

uniformly. We also have X, € h'"7(T) for all n > 1 and any 0 < 7 < 1.
Then using the result in [36], as stated above in Theorem 7.1, we have that there
exists a unique solution

X, (t,0) € C([0, Tmax]; 252 (T)) A C([0, Tomax]; h%2 (T))
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to the fully nonlinear Peskin problem (1.7) and (1.9) with tension 7 for some
time Tinax > 0. Notice that over 0 < t < Tyax the solution to (1.7) and (1.9) in
C([0, Trmax]; 22 (T)) A CL([0, Tmax]; A% (T)) has enough regularity to be a weak
solution the equation (1.13) with kernel (1.18) in the sense of Definition 1.2. If
Tmax < o0 then either

liminf | X, (¢)]« = 0,

t—Tmax

or
limsup || X, ||Cl/2( ) = .

t—Tomax
We will show that our estimates imply that this can not happen over a uniform
time interval that is independent of n.

To this end, since the tension 7 satisfies (1.32) and (1.34) then our previous a
priori estimates apply. Next let T}, be defined by

T# = inf {T >0 [|1X0|lsn + 2eAY2]| X0 |y > 5M}, (7.2)
where ¢ and \/2 are the constants in Proposition 3.1. We further define T7 by
=inf{t >0:|X,(t)|« <p}. (7.3)
We then take the time T* to be the minimum of the two
T* — min{T}, T}. (7.4)

Since under our assumptions the norms || X7 ||z and || X7 [[ps are continuous in
T > 0 then we have T* > 0. We will estimate this time T* from below in terms of
M, p and p. We will show that T* can be taken independent of n and Ty, = T*.

We then estimate X/ (t) on the time interval [0,7*]. We shall first consider
the case that T}, < T, and get a lower bound on T}; using Proposition 3.1. For
0<t<T* under (7. 2) (7.3) and (7.4) we have that

i
X403, <5 (7.5)

and

X0 (D) = p > 0. (7.6)
Then for U = U[M, p, \,Ca7,C17] as defined in (3.48) with (3.24), (3.32) and (3.47),
we obtain from Proposition 3.1 for 0 < T} sufficiently small that

OTI%/;Qul/Q [M7 P )\; CQTv ClT] < =
Thus we can plug this back into Proposition 3.1 to obtain
1
51Xl + N2 1X oy < 21X |y, < 20,

which holds for all T € [0, Tas]. Thus T = Ths > 0 uniformly in n.

Next, suppose that T} > T}. Let T™ be as defined in (7.4), then we have (7.5)
and (7.6) over 0 < ¢t < T%*, and we also have (7.1). Thus for a fixed n > 0 to be
chosen sufficiently small, then breaking up the integral on the right-hand side of
(7.1) into |B] < n and |B| > n, we get in general that

1951l 185712, s 112
1P P Jm EECs *fm EEC

1 1) 2
s [ U 81 ds + 1l

S
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Since pu(n~!)™! — 0 as n — 0, then under (7.5) for any € > 0, we can choose
n = n(u, M,e) > 0 such that

3

1X5() = Xollze < 5 + 1/2|

|1 X7, (1) = Xo,0l22,

for some universal constant C' > 0. Thus, it remains to control the continuity of
X,(t) in L?. Then from Corollary 4.3 over 0 < ¢ < T}, uniformly in n we have

1X(1) — bl = Hjax

J ||0t ||L2d8 OQTpl/2.

Then by taking 7, sufficiently small for some time 7, = T,(u, M,p,e) > 0 and
using using (4.4) we can guarantee that

[1 X0 ()]s — [ Xonlel <[1X5,(8) — X0/l <&, 0<t<T,. (7.7)

In particular, taking e = p we can guarantee that (7.6) holds over 0 < ¢t < T,
uniformly in n. Thus 7,7 > T, > 0 uniformly in n.

In particular then (7.6) and (7.3) imply that Tmax > 7. Next we consider
T > 0 defined in (7.2). By Lemma 6.3 we have for any small t; > 0 that
|| X, (to)|| 1 < oo uniformly in n. Then by (6.2) for any to < t < T}, we have
| X, (O S 11X (t0)|| 1. Further from Proposition A.3 and then Proposition
A.5 we have

XN ~ X0y SHXLOllgy S 1X Ol g S X5 o)l
; ,

1
2
0,00

Then using (7.1) and (7.2) we have || X7, (¢)||ry < C||X,’z(t)||3% < 5C'M uniformly
2

,1
innover 0 <t < Ty . We conclude that Tinax = T};. Thus Tnax = T% > 0
uniformly in n.
Thus our sequence of solutions X, (t) are all defined uniformly in n on the interval
[0, T*]. They also satisfy the uniform bounds

1 X + AV2(| X |lps < BCM,

infoctar |Xn(t)|* = p, (7.8)
||Xn||Ct2’9B([7-7T]><'[F) < O(M,ILL, AvclTaCQTvTv B)v V0 < ﬂ < 17

where the last bounds follow by Proposition 6.7. After passing to a subsequence, we
then have that the sequence converges strongly in LOOBQ/2 NL?HZ N Cfof((o T]xT)
to a limit X (¢) satisfying the same bounds in (7.8). Thus X (¢) will be a strong
solution to the Peskin problem with tension 7 and initial data X in the sense of
Definition 1.4. Thus Theorem 1.6 follows, and the higher regularity in Theorem 1.6
is a consequence of Proposition 6.8. Theorem 1.8 is then a direct consequence of
Corollary 5.5.

Alternatively, for a tension T satisfying also (1.35), then by Proposition 5.1 using
the equivalent weight v in (5.4) we have

1
15, = Xullsy +2X2[|X5, = X [lpy, < 81X0 ,, — X0 llse-

From (5.5) we have || X{,, — X{,,lls» < 2|[X(,, — X{,,ll50 — 0 as m,n — .
Therefore { X, (t)} is a Cauchy sequence in B n D% over 0 < t < T = T*. Since
Xy, — Xg in B* asn — oo then X7, (t) — X'(t) in Bf.nDfover 0 <t <T =T*.
Then the limit X : [0,7%] — R? is a solution to the Peskin problem (1.13) for
tension 7 with initial data Xy. Now Theorem 1.11 follows from Proposition 5.1.
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Lastly, suppose that our scalar tension 7 only satisfies the weaker qualitative
assumptions (1.31). We again assume that X, satisfies ||X0|| < M and

2 l
| X0l =3p > 0. Let T : [0,00) — [0,0) be such that
Tr)=T(), p<r<|Xglle +p, (7.9)
and T satisfies the stronger assumptions (1.32), (1.33) and (1.34). Then by the
above argument, there exists a strong solution X : [0,7] x T — R? to the Peskin
problem with tension 7 and initial data Xj.
We claim that X (¢) is also a solution over [0,T] to the Peskin problem with our
original tension T as well. To see this, notice that (7.7) implies that
1 X' (t) — X{lz=e < ps 0<t<T. (7.10)

We conclude that p < |X ()] < infg |X'(t,0)] < [|X'(t)||lzr < || X[z + p over
0 <t <T. Thus combining (7.9) and (7.10) we obtain

X

J X”0+®PQMXLWW+%O%vaw+a%mxw)

|00 X |2 | X7 (0 + o)

_ J daX/ 0+ a)P(DX)X'(0+a) T(IX'N(O + )
|00 X |2 | X7 (0 + )

We conclude that X (¢, 6) is a solution to the Peskin problem (1.13) for our original

tension 7 on the time interval [0, T]. The gain of higher regularity in Theorem 1.5
follows from Proposition 6.8. We thus conclude that Theorem 1.5 holds.

5..X (6).

APPENDIX A. LITTLEWOOD-PALEY DECOMPOSITION ON THE TORUS

In this appendix we will state and prove some important Besov space embedding
inequalities in the torus that are used in the main text. Then we will work on
T = [—n,7]¢ for d > 1 since all the results are the same in any dimension. To this
end we quickly build the Littlewood-Paley operators on T¢. We refer to [4, Section
2.3] regarding the theory of Besov spaces using Littlewood-Paley operators in R
The theory of Besov spaces on T? is essentially the same, and it has been developed
in [38, Chapter 3.5]. We will explain the main embedding inequalities for Besov
spaces in T¢ using the Littlewood-Paley operators in this appendix. This approach
allows us to develop the embeddings of the spaces BS’“(Td) in (1.24) and to develop
the equivalences of BS “(Td) in Proposition A.3. Although the proofs are known,
this appendix is 1ncluded because we could not find any reference for these estimates
of B;:‘T‘(Td).

To this end, we choose ¢ € C(R?) with 0 < ¢ < 1 such that ¢(z) = ¢(|z|) and
é(z) = 1 for |z| < 2 and ¢(z) = 0 for |z| > 8, and ¢(|z|) is non-increasing for

2 3
|z| = 0. Then define

pla) = 6(z) - 9(22),
so that ¢(z) = 0 and ¢(z) = 0 for |z| < 3 and ¢(z) = 0 for |z| > §. Further define

w()@w@J),jeZ
Then we have for x # 0 that
pj(z) = d(27"x) - ¢(27m/+151?) —1 as m — oo,m — —ow.

j=m/
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In this sense it holds that
0

Z pi(x) =1, (z#0). (A1)

j=—00

These will be the building blocks of the Littlewood-Paley decomposition on T¢.
For a function f: T¢ — C we have the Fourier series representation

fla) = Z FR)e™ ko =kiog + - kqaq.
keZd
where the Fourier transform on T¢ is defined by
Ny def 1 —ik-a d
Fealf)0) = F0) ™ s | pl@)e oo, kezt
Note that in the remainder of this section our function f will always have mean
zero, which means that
1
F 0) = — da = 0.
w(1)0) = 7 | fla)da
Then we define the Littlewood-Paley projections on T¢ by
Ajf(@) = 3 (k) f(R)e*e, jei,
keZd
where the sum above clearly only contains a finite number of terms. In particular
we define the following sets
B ¥ kezd: 32772 < |k < 2773/3}.
Then

~

Ajf(e) = ) gi(k)f(k)e*e, jel.

kEEj
We further have from (A.1) that

fla)y="3] Ajf(a).

j=—0
We point out that the sum above terminates for sufficiently negative j. In particular
¢j(k) # 0 if and only if |k| < 2973/3. Since f(0) = 0 then A, f = 0 whenever
2773/3 < 1. Thus there exists a uniform fixed value jy € Z such that

[e¢]
fla)= 2] Ajf(a). (A.2)
J=J%
Further notice that if ¢;(k)e, (k) # 0 for j* > j from the support condition this
implies that 2j/% < %2j+1, which further implies 0 < 5/ — 7 < 1. This combined
with (A.1) further implies that

Ajfla)= >, AjAsf(a). (A.3)
li—3"1<1
This will be useful in several places below.

Next define
def ik-o
hi(a) = @i (k)et*.
keZd
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Then we have that A; f(a) = (hj * f)(c). For a Schwartz function 1 : R — C the
Poisson summation formula grants

e Pyk) = 2m)?* Y Fod ()(B +27m), VB e T,
kezd meZ?

where the inverse Fourier transform on R¢ is given by

el (@) = — | fla)e=do.

Therefore we are able to write

hie) = 3 (ke = @m® Y Frl)(a + 2mm).

kezZd meZd
In particular we will denote ¢ &' Fra ! (¢) to conclude that
hj(a) = (2m)* 29 3 p(20a + 2727m). (A.4)
mezd

Since ¢ = ]-"Hgdl () is a Schwartz function on R? then the sum converges aboslutely
and h; is a periodic function on T¢. If we use the form (A.4) for the function h;
then the proofs of the Besov space inequalities on R? translate to T<.

Lemma A.1. With (A.4), for any M > 0 we have the following uniform estimate
J da |27a|M |h;(a)| < (27T)df do |a|M |¢(a)| < . (A.5)
Td
We also have for any M > 0 the following uniform estimate for all o € T:
oM R ()] < 292774 (A.6)
Further these bounds imply that for any p € (1, 00) we have

([, da G20 )

Proof. We split (A.4) as h;() = g1(a) + g2(a), where
g1(a) & (27)%2% > d(2a + 2127 m),

m:27 ja+2rm|<1

=

< 2di(1-3), (A7)

and
g2 (@) & (2m)d2% D B2 o + 2729m).
m:27 |a+27rm|>1
For g1(a), since 2j|04 + 2mm| < 1, notice that we have
| | 11 1
2 Lop e Loy 1oy
Im| < |a +2mm| + — <o '+ 5 <5 +35 3
Since |¢(a)| < 1 we have that |gl( | <29,
For go(a), since 27|a + 2mm| > 1, we use that ¢ is Schwartz on R? so that
lp(a)] < Cnla|™, V]a| =1, VYN =d+1. (A.8)
In particular

lg2()] < 29Cy > 127 (v + 27m)| V.

m:27 |a+2mm|>1
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Here we have the following uniform in j bound
> 127 (o + 2om)| 7N < 1. (A.9)
m:27 |a+2mm|>1

We conclude that |go(a)| < 2%9. This establishes (A.6) for M = 0.
We now prove (A.6) for M > 0. To this end, for o € T? using (1.37) we define

d
[S(a)? =D S(on)?.
1=1

Then we have |S()| ~ |a| uniformly for all o € T¢. Further, from (1.37) we have
that |S(a)| = |S(a + 2mm)| for any m € Z? and any a € T¢. Thus from (A.4) for
any a € T? we have
o™ hy(e)] S [S(@)[M [hj ()] 2 3 [S(a + 2mm)[M [¢(2a + 2127m)|.
meZd

Notice from (1.37) and (1.39) that we have the global uniform bound

[Slat2mm)l ) yyed vmezd,
| + 27m)|
We thus conclude that
o™ k()] S2Y9 7 Ja+ 2mm|M |$(27a + 2727m))|. (A.10)
meZd

We will split this sum into 27|« + 27m| < 1 and 27|« + 2mm| > 1 as previously. On
the region 27|a + 2rm| < 1, as before independent of j we have

> |+ 2mm|M (27 a + 2729m)| < 1.
m:27 |a+27m|<1

This follows exactly as in the proof of (A.6) for M = 0. Next on the region
27|a + 2mm| > 1, we use the estimate (A.8) with N replaced by N + M to obtain

> la + 2mm[M | (27 a + 2m27m)|
m:27 |a+27rm|>1
< Onyim Z |a+27rm|M|2j(a+27rm)|7N7M
m:27 |a+2mm|>1
S M N (et 2am)| Y S 27N,

m:27 |a+2mm|>1

The last uniform inequality follows as in (A.9). Collecting these estimates we obtain
(A.6) for M > 0. We will now prove (A.5). Since h; is 27 periodic, from (A.4)

Ld da |hy(a)] = (2myi2 S

meZd

< (2m)? Z Lde da |¢(a +2727m)| = (27r)dJRd da |p(a)].

meZd

f do (27 o + 2727 m)|
Td

This yields (A.5) for M = 0. For M > 0 we use (A.10) and then the proof is exactly
the same. Lastly, to prove (A.7) for M = 0 for any 1 < p < oo we interpolate as

1 1—1
1hsllze S 15111 "
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Then (A.7) follows from (A.5) and (A.6). The proof of (A.7) for M > 0 is exactly
the same. g

Lemma A.2. We have the following Bernstein inequalities

(1 1
14, fllee S 226G DA flls, g=p=1. (A.11)
For any 0 < m < 1 we have that
27| A, f 1o S A Fllee S 2714, fllees p > 1. (A.12)

The proof of Lemma A.2 is in [4, Lemma 2.1 on page 52], if we use (A.4) and
Lemma A.1 in T¢. Next, we recall the Besov spaces given in (1.22), (1.24), (1.23)
and (1.25). Then for 0 < s < 1 and p,q,r € [1,00] and p satisfying Definition 1.1
we more generally define the semi-norm representation of the Besov spaces over T%

by
1/r

o d 1) p(Td "
||f||B;,T('ﬂ‘d) Lef (J;rd ﬁ (Hﬂ];g%) ) , (A.13)

r\ 1/r
def ag ||6,8f||LqT(LP(11‘d))
111z (5, vy = (Ld 131 (T : (A.14)

. d 5 . ry 1/r
gz ([ o (u(lﬁl‘WW%) ) . e

r\ 1/r
e ds i 08 f1lLe Le(ra
11122 Ban(rayy = ( f R (mm 1)% . (A16)

For all the spaces above we use the standard modification when r = 0. We can
equivalently write these semi-norms using the Littlewood-Paley operators as follows.
We define the ¢" = ¢"(Z) spaces with the norm

1/r
||aj||er“‘=ef(2|aj|’“> , 1<r<w, |l

JEZ

def
o = sup |a,].
jez

Then we have the following equivalent representations of these Besov spaces.

Proposition A.3. We consider any 0 < s < 1 and p,r € [1,00] and p satisfying
Definition 1.1. Then we have for (A.13) and (A.15) that

U5y cray = 271D fllepllers  WFl g ray = 1127202718 fllpz ller-
p,r( ) P, ( )
If also g € [1, 00] then for (A.16) we have
1 g g cray ~ 112721 @AG Fll g cooyller, (A.17)

and for (A.14) we have ||f||EqT(B§,T(Td)) ~ ||2js||Ajf||LgF(Ls)||gr.

Remark A.4. These equivalences motivate the standard definition of these Besov
spaces for all s € R, for all p,r € [1,00] and for any u satisfying Definition 1.1 as

def is def is .
s, o U8 Allgllers 1170330 cony 2RI gl

And if also g € [1, 0] then we similarly can define

def is
1 0zg i crayy < 12701 Fllzsg ol
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def

and || fllza g erayy = 127202018 Il Lo enller-

Proof of Proposition A.3. We only show the proof of the equivalence of (A.16) a
n (A.17). The proofs of the other equivalences are exactly the same, or easier. In
this proof we will write the semi-norm on the RHS in (A.17) as

1115 127121 A5 £ || o -

For brevity we write the LHS of (A.17) as ||f||o %' ||f||i‘;(3;*¢(1rd)) from (A.16).
Then, from (A.3), we that Aj =3}, . o A;jA;. Next we use (A.4) to obtain

050 f(0) = Y, (5shy= Ay f)(6),

li—J'I<1
where we expand dgh;(a So ds 273 - (Vh);(a+ sB). Then as in (A.4) we have
(Vh)j(a) = (2m) dod Z (V(b)(?joe + 27T2jm).
mezZd

Notice that for any y € R?, exactly the same as (A.5), we have

f da |[(Vh);(a+ )| < f do [V(a)| S 1.
Td d

We conclude from (A.5) and the above that
1050511 < min{1,27|6[}. (A.18)
Thus using Young’s inequality we have
1658 fllg.ezy S minfL, 27181} Y0 1Ay fllLgwn)-
li—7"I<1
Thus we have
1088, fllez. sy S eny2” u(27) ™ min{1, 27|81} |£][,

where above and in the rest of the proof ¢, ; = 0 is an element of the unit sphere
of £"(Z) (which could be a different element on different lines). In this case

i< 27 @)1 Ag fll e ey

Cr,
! 3 fll»
Thus we have that

o]

1681l Lazey < D) 11084 fllLa(es)

j=—o

Sflle (IBI D e 200 Y 27 p(2)” ) (A.19)

Ji<jo J>Jo

Here jo = jo(|8|) satisfies that é\ﬁ\ < 27 Iﬁl

We first suppose that 1 < r < c0. Then we conclude that
Fllg < C2(|f11p (I + I2) (A.20)

where as in (A.16) we have

I dch |B|d (|ﬁ| 1 |B|T(1 s) (Z cr ]2](1 s) ) > ,

J<jo
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and

Ig dcff |ﬂ|d (|B| 1 |ﬁ|—rs (Z Cr] —SJ (2]) ) .

J>Jo

We use Hélder’s inequality, and 2757 < |3]%, as

T r—1
(S eer) s (529) " s amr
J>Jjo J>Jjo J>jo

SIBErTY Y e w(2)7". (A.21)
J>jo
Then for I5 by Fubini’s theorem we have the estimate
[e¢]

LS Z e 27 )_f TR ETRES DICASEE

j=—© j=—0

Above we used that p is increasing from Definition 1.1.
Next for I1, we use Holder’s inequality similar to (A.21) to get

<2qﬂmﬂmw*)smrmwﬁnzdpwmmw*
Jj<jo J<jo

Then also by Fubini’s theorem, we have

o0

X 2 [ e e

j=—w0

To estimate this term we will use a decomposition that is similar to the one from [3,
Equation (18) on Page 10]. The intuition of the decomposition is that under our
assumptions a term like 2(1=%)7/2,(27)~" will be effectively eventually increasing.
In particular we split

2017992 4(29) 77 = (1 (27)ma (27)m3(27)) 7, (A.22)
where for ¢, & exp (13_TS) we have
m(r) & M (r) & (og(4+7))" m3(r) (=92 (og(c, + 7))".

(log(4 + 7))’ (log(cs + 7))’

Then, by Definition 1.1, 71 (7) is decreasing for 7 € [0, 00). Further m3(7) is clearly
uniformly bounded from above and below. And we will see that 73(7) is decreasing
for 7 € [0,00). In particular

ﬂwd)—fﬂ*W<—L——G_$bﬂ%+ﬂ)®ﬂ@+ﬂY*

dr cs+ T 2T
_ (2 (L 8)log(es +7) 27" ~1) <o
27 (1 —s)(cs +7)log(es + 1)
The above holds for all 7 € [0, o0), so that m3(7) is decreasing, because
2Tr 2r 2

<-<1
(1 —s)(cs +7)log(cs + 7) = (1—s)log(e3r/(=%) + 1) ~ 3 <

Note that this is also true with a better constant than cg, which was chosen for
clarity of the exposition. We conclude that
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o d
20179y (27) 7" ﬁrd ﬁu(lﬁl_l)Tlﬁll_sﬂzjlﬂK1

< 2070/, (7)1 f |B|d|ﬂ|1 2y (18 s jprer S 1

Therefore we have that I; < Z _» Cr; S 1. Thus we conclude that || f[|lo < [|f]|»-
This proves the upper bound in (A.17) for 1 <r <oo. If r = 0 we use ¢, ; S 1in
(A.19) then following the same argument we obtain ||f||g < || f]|»-

We will now prove the opposite inequality. Using that the mean value of h;(3)
from (A.4) is zero we have

8,50 = [ a8 1s(5) 7 0(0) = | 45 1y(3) 331 (0)
Then if r = o0 we have

. . 27
235 (@)1 fl] oz < 11l f CON

w(16171)

Then splitting into 27|3] < 1 and 27|8| > 1 we can prove that % < 1asin
Definition 1.1 and (A.22). Then when r = oo, ||f||p < || f]|e follows from (A.5).
If 1 <r < oo, then we have ||f||p < 27(X] + X5) where

S Y 2y ( | s ) ||6ﬂf||LqT<Lg>> ,
2718]<1

JEZ

127B1° | (B)-

and

55 3 2y ( | s ) ||6ﬂf||LqT<Lg>> .
29|8]>1

JEZ
For X7 we use Holder’s inequality and (A.7) as

( j 4B hy(B) ||5ﬁf||L;<Lg>)
27|8]<1

r—1
< (J d |h;(8)|" ) f dB 1108/l (y)
27|8|<1 27|BI<1

< 2% J dB 105 f|5a 1ry-
2 B 11681 e Lz
We plug this in and use Fubini’s theorem to obtain
S| s (2 2ﬂ‘<sr+d>u<2j>rnmgl> 105 1lzgez) S 11V
JEZ

The last inequality follows since p(7) is increasing from Definition 1.1.
Lastly we consider the term 5. We again use Holder’s inequality as

( j 4B hy(B) ||5ﬁf||LqT<Lg>)
2718|>1

—j(d+1)r dg 168 fl|Le.(zn) '
=g (S0 gl hy(e)] T
21181>1 18I 18
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- Tﬁf s ||5ﬂf||EqT(L§)-
2i1g1>1 1B]% 18I
Above from (A.7) we used that

<L 11>1 |ﬂ| 2281 Ihy (B ) < gidgjd(r—1)
718]>

We thus conclude that
dg a1 . ||6ﬂf||2q (L?)
ETSJ— 2JT(1 s) 29" 1., T 95 T
2 pa |ﬁ|d (;e% w(27) 1, 18]>1 7|ﬁ|T ||f||Q
Above we just used the following uniform inequality
D727 1(20) g oy S 1B (817"
JEZ
which is again a consequence of (A.22). This completes the proof. O
We also refer the reader to the analogous proofs of Proposition A.3 of these

equivalences (without the factor p and without the argument in (A.22)) in the
whole space case from [4, Theorem 2.36 on page 74].

Proposition A.5. Fors; e R, 1 < p; < ps < 0,1 < rp <rg < o0, any p satisfying

Definition 1.1 and sy = s1 + d(ﬁ - p%) we have the uniform estimates
||f||B;; g (T4) ~ ||f||B;§ rp (T9)) ||f||B;; iy (Td) ~S ||f||Bp§ (T
Additonally for any 1 < ¢ < o0 we have
||f||Lq P2 - (Td)) ~ ||f||Lq Pl - (Td))» ||f||E‘IT(B;;:ﬂ2('ﬂ*d)) ~ ||f||Lq ;f ﬂl (Td))"

The proof is the standard, see [4, Proposition 2.20 on page 64]. Next we state a
lemma about interpolation in Besov spaces.

Lemma A.6. If s; < s2 are real numbers and 0 € (0,1), then for any 1 < p < o
we have

1 1 1 _
||f||3951+(179)52 < o (5 + 1— ) ||f||?9;1x||f| 119;2930

S1
Additionally for any 1 < < oo we have ||f|| 001 +01=0)s3 < [1F11%eq [1£] gsf .
p,T p,T
The above is proven in [4, Proposition 2.22 on page 65].

Lemma A.7. If s; < s2 are real numbers, then for any 1 < p < o0 we have
A1l
The proof of Lemma A.7 follows directly from the property (A.2).

—d
q

. d
Lemma A.8. For any (p,q) € [1,]? such that p < ¢ the space B},
continuously embedded in L(T). In particular,

Al Lo ey S AT

(T?) is
d_d .
By, *(T?)

. d
In addition if p < oo then B L(T?%) is continuously embedded in the space of
continuous functions.

This is proven in [4, Proposition 2.39 on page 79] using (A.4).
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APPENDIX B. ESTIMATES ON THE DIFFERENCES OF THE KERNELS

The purpose of this appendix is to prove the pointwise bounds that are stated
in Lemma’s 3.6, 5.2 and 5.3. To ease the notation in this appendix we will drop
the dependencies on 6. In particular we write % X'(9) = 67 X', 67 X'(9) = 6, X',
YY'(0) =6Y",0,Y'(0) =0Y', Do X(0) = Do X, DY () = D, Y, 63 (X' —
Y)(0)=6(X'-Y'),and 6 (X' = Y")(0) =6, (X' —Y') etc.

First we will give the proof of Lemma 3.6.

Proof of Lemma 8.6. Considering A(f, «) from (1.19), for (3.34) we can write

ArAip(0, o) & drAigy + AT Arpe + AT Aigs + AT Al pa, (B.1)
where
e P(D.X) P(DoX) .
4 a6t X et - X' T + 6T X 55 X T
7T"4151 B 8 |DaX|2 T80 + 04 |DQX|2 B9« )
o _ P(DyX)D,X
4 L5507 X + 6567 X - 75— 0 /et 7
mA182 ( B + 080, ) T8 |DaX|2
_ R(DoX)Do X
— (6807 X'+ 656 X')  1p—F "2 3R(D X
(Ba + 080, ) 8 |DaX|2 8 ( )7
def R(DQ-X) —
ArAips = —0p05 X' - TﬁWTﬁda X'15R(DaX)
R(DoX) . _
— 6P X L5560 X 1 R(Do X
o DX 00 X7 ( ),
def (P(DoX)—-1I)
47TA154 = 5#}5;Xl . TﬁWTﬁ(SQ X/TﬁP(DaX)
P(DoX)-1I) . _
5+X’-(—(5 - X’ D, X).
+ 04 D.XE 7P ( )
Then for Ass we also further split
47TA2,3(9, ) def 47TA2,31 + 47T.,4252 + 47T.,4253 + 47TA2,34, (B.Q)
where ( )
P(DX
4 LorX 05 | 2L ) 730, X'T
T A281 o 8 ( DL X2 >T3 - ;

R(DoX)

Am sy < 61 X" - 0 <W

> Tﬁ5;X'TgR(DaX)

R(Do X)

_stx . MPad)
“ [Da X |?

35 X'85R(DaX),
AmAzps = (04 X' +0,X') 65 (—Pu') BX))(%X ) I
R(DaX)DaX

— (6t X' -XN.
(0 X'+ 0, X") 53( DXP

R(DQX)) ,
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AmAgps 05 X" 85 (%) 7505 X'75P (Do X)
+ /_(,P(DQX)*I) — v/
105X TDXE 57 X'05P (Do X).

Then the bound (3.35) for A;3(6, @) follows directly from (B.1). And the bound for
term Agg(0, o) in(3.36) similarly follows from (B.2). This completes the proof. O

Next we give the proof of Lemma 5.2.

Proof of Lemma 5.2. We recall (1.19) and then we split
ArA[X] — Ar A[Y ] = 4n Ay + A As.

Here we are splitting so that A; contains all the X —Y differences on the terms such
as 62(X’' —Y’)(#), and Ay contains the terms that have differences on D, (X’ —
Y”’)(0). Thus for A; we further split

Ay = A + Arp + Aiz + Ay,

where
dr Ay = 55 (X —Y) - %%X’I Loty %%(X’ YT,
Uiy = (55 (X'~ Y') + 0= (X' —Y")) - %z
SO Y (X - ) HE e R R (D, X),
drArs = —5HX —Y). %gxwwam
Sy’ %sg(x’ ~Y)R(D.X),
Ay = 65 (X —Y).- WJQX’P(DQX)
+6Y"- %%(x” —Y')P(D.X).

Therefore we observe that A4; satisfies the following uniform estimate
A S IX2 (0 (X7 = YI)] [0, X[ + |05 (X = Y7)[[55Y])
X (00X =Y + 6, (X =Y.
And then for Ay we also split
Az = A21 + Az + Aaz + Ay,
where

P(D.X) P(D.Y)
Do X[> [DuY|?

47 Ay = 5;FY/ . < > 5;Y’I

Y 4 8oY) (P(DQX)DQX - P(DQY)DQY) I

|Da X2 [DaY |2
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R(DoX) R(D,Y)
Do X2 [DaYP
R(D,Y)
DY |?

AT Agy = —61Y" - < > 5-Y'R(Do X)

*5;}” ! 5;Y/ (R(DQX) *R(DQY)),
R(DoaX)DaX R(DoaY)DoY
|Da X |? [DaY|?
R(D,Y)D,Y
DY |2

Aoy = —(06LY' +6,Y")- ( ) R(DoX)

—(03Y' +0,Y") - (R(DaX) = R(DaY)),

/ (P(DQX) _I) (P(Day) _I) —v/
dm Aoy = 5 - ( s - ) S-Y'P(DuX)
Loty PLY) =) oyt ppLX) — P(DLY)) .

DY |?
Thus by inspection we have the followir|1g uni|form estimate for Ay as
o] S X, Y[ [Da(X' = Y)| |05 Y| |53 Y|
+X, Y2 [Da(X = Y)] (|0, + |55Y7]) .
This completes the proof. ([l
We lastly give the proof of Lemma 5.3.

Proof of Lemma 5.3. Then asin (B.1) and (B.2) we decompose the terms A;g; [ X]—
A;pi[Y] for j € {1,2} and for i € {1,2, 3,4} individually as

Ajgil X] = Ajai Y] = Ajpin[X, Y] + Ajpie X, Y],

where
Ar A1 [ X, Y] = 050, (X' = Y) 'W%TB&;X’I
+ 555;}// . Tﬁ%ﬁgéa()(/ — Y/)I
+65(X'-Y")- %%%X’I
P(DoX) .
+ ! . &3 / _ !
+0lY DX 8536, (X' —Y')I,

P(DaX) P(D.Y) _
_ Sty . _ /
47TA1512[X, Y]|=6]Y < |Da |2 | - |2 030, Y'T,

P(DoaX) P(DLY) _
+ 5/55;}//-75 < D X? — DY 30, Y'T,

U Ay [X, Y] = (3565 (X7 — Y') + 6505 (X' — Y)) - Tﬁ%z
(B0 (X~ YY) 1 8305 (X! — X))y RDeKID Xy )

[Da X2
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471'./41522 [X, Y]

= (005 Y" + 0405 Y") - s (”DQX JDaX _ P(DQY>DQY>

Do X |2 [DaY|?
R(DoX)Do X

— (003 Y" + 050, Y") - 75 Do X|?

TﬁR(DaX)

R(DoY)D,Y

+ (5/55;Y’ + 5/55;Y,) T8 DY

TﬁR(DQY)a

_R(DaX)
YD XP
R(DQX)
DL XP
R(DoX)
Do X2
R(DoX)
Do X]?

47TA1531[X, Y] = 7555; (X/ — Y/) Tgé;X’TﬁR(DQX)

- 6[35;}// T80, (X/ - Y/)TBR(DQX)
— 5;(X/ — Y/) . 5/55;X/T[5R(DQX)

-5y’ 8505 (X' = Y')13R(D0 X),

R(DaX) R(D.Y)
Do X2 [DoY?

A Aip32[ X, Y] = *555Q+Y/ - T8 ( > Tﬁ(S;Y/TﬁR(DQX)

56TY s 7@%‘/"}2) 7557Y 15 (R(DaX) — R(DaY))
—0rY’- (TL(DS;(? - Téf;ﬁ;)) 630, Y'75R(Do X))
sty %@,%Y'm (R(DuX) — R(D.Y)),
U Ay X, Y] = 5555 (X' — Y) .75%7[5%)&579(1)&)()
LSSty 75%@;()« —Y')ryP(DaX)
LS (X YY) %%gx%ﬁpwam
+5Y"- %@;%(X’ —Y')3P (Do X),
4 Aypua[ X, Y]
= 0p07Y" 75 <(P(|1355§()|2 D _ (P(%;;)PI)) 7505 Y'75P (Do X)
oY Tﬂ—(P%;;)P D 362¥ 75 (P(DaX) — P(DLY)

+vy7 (P(DQX) 71) _ (P(Day) 71) —v/
+5aY ( |DaX|2 |DaY|2 555QY TﬁP(DaX)
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(P(DaX) —1I)
| D, X |?
Therefore by inspection of each term we have

|A1g11[ X, Y] + |A1pai [ X, Y ]| + A [ X, Y|
S 10505 (X' = Y")||750, X[ X|;°
+ 10505 Y |50, (X' = Y')|X[2 + |65 (X' — Y7)|[6505 X'|| X |
+ 165 Y 1650, (X' = Y')||X[2, (B.3)

+orY’ 5302 Y" 75 (P(DaX) — P(DLY)).

|A1p12[ X, Y| + |A1p32[ X, Y| 4 |A1p2[ X, Y]]
S 1661 Y |70, Y |75 Do (X' — Y)|| X, Y[
+[05Y|656, Y| | Doy (X/ -Y)||X, Y% (B4)
|Arp21 [ X, Y]] S (16505 (X' = Y')| + 1050, (X )|) X[, (B.5)
|A1poa[ X, Y| < (10505 Y + 1050, Y]) |TBDa(X'— NNIX, Y2 (B6)

Then (5.8) follows from collecting the estimates in (B.3), (B.4), (B.5) and (B.6).
Next we consider the differences of the form Agg;[X] — A2s;[Y]. We obtain

P(DaX)

47TA2511[X,Y]=5;( Y,) 5ﬁ7|D X|2 55 X/I
P(DoX)
+ /. o I !
+61Y 557|DQX|2 736, (X' —Y')I,

P(DuX) PD.Y)\
|DaX|2 — |DaY|2 Tg5aY’I,

47T.A2L-312[X, Y] = 5;Y’ . 5ﬁ (

imdypn[X.Y] = <65(X = Y") by éD X‘TQ) 1367 X 74R(Do X)
sty 5ﬁ%maa(x' YY) ryR(DLX)
X YY) %gxagn(pam
5y %sg(x’ —Y')35R(Du X),

R(DaX) R(DoY)
Do X? [DaY|?

AT Aopoa X, Y] = =65 - b < ) 780, Y'73R(Do X)

~ 6By 1()DY1|2) 156=Y 75 (R(DaX) — R(DWY))
17 (xp oy ) Y R
sty %%Y@; (R(DaX) — R(DLY)),
b Ao [X, Y] = (07 (X! — V') + 6=(X — Y7)) - 05 L PaX)DaX 1

[Da X2
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R(DoX)Do X

- =Y - 6 (KOS

R(DaX>) ,

Do X |2 [DoY |2
R(DoX)Do X

_(STY 4+ 6°Y) -
(0aY' +6,Y) 6/3( Do X2

R(DQX))

R(DoY)D,Y

+v/ AW
+ (Y +46,Y") 65< DY

R(DQY)) )

P(DQX) _I)

47TA2,341 [X7 Y] = 5;(X, - Y,) ’ 55( |D X|2 T56;X/TBP(DQX)

(P(D.X) 1)
Do XP
(P(DaX) ~ 1)
DX

(P(DQX) _I) — ! /
W% (X' =Y")ésP(DaX),

+ 5;FY/ -0 T80, (X/ — Y/)T,@'P(DQX)

+6H (X' -Y')- 0, X'05P(DoX)

+67Y"-

AT A2p42[ X, Y]
p P(D.X)-1 P(D.Y)—-1)
=0'Y 05 (( (|DQX|2 ) _ ( (|Day*)|2
(P(DY) — 1)
DY 2
(P(DaX)=T) _ (P(DY)=T)
[Da X |? [DaY[?
(P(DaX) — 1)
[Da X |?

Therefore by inspection of each term we have

) TB(S;Y/TB'P(DQX)

+0IY -85 7305 Y 15 (P(DoX) — P(DLY))

+orY’ ( ) 5.Y'55P (Do X)

+OrY’ 5-Y 55 (P(DoX) — P(D.Y)).

|A2511[ X, Y[ + [A2p21 [ X, Y| + [A2p1 [ X, Y]

D, X
< 155 (X — ¥y x| 22X
XE
_ _ 03D, X
T (55Y lrab (X — )| + 165 (X — ¥7)||55 X7)) %
*
|05 Do X|

+ 105 Y'[|d5 (X" = Y)] (B.7)

(X137
| A2p12[ X, Y[ + [A2p22[ X, Y| + [A2p42[ X, Y|
(X' =Y
| X, Y[}
X, 55DQY|
| X, Y5

D
< 55| rso v 2

Y a0 Y| Da(X — )| 22D



Th

(B.

[1]
2]

3]

[4

[5]

[6]

[7]
(8]

[9]

(10]

(11]

(12]

13]

CRITICAL LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE PESKIN PROBLEM 73

056D0 X, 35D,Y |
X, Y%
05 Da (X" — Y7)|
X, YL

+ 105 Y |70 Y|l Da (X" = Y))|

+ 105 Y[16, Y|

165D X, 65D, Y |

Y5 Y| Do (X - Y’ B.

X e e e TR
dsDa X
[Azp31 [ X, Y]] S (100 (X" = Y7)| + |05 (X" = Y7)]) % (B.9)
*
o o [8aDa (X Y]
|A2632[X7Y]| 5 (|6a Y/| + |6a Y,|) |X,Y|i
35DuX, 05D, Y |

Fy| 4 6= Y)) (Do (X — vy 128 Pe X 95 Da B.1
(7Y + 15, ¥]) DX = )PPl 2e X a0y
en (5.9) again follows from collecting the estimates in (B.7), (B.8), (B.9) and
10). O
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