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CRITICAL LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE FULLY

NONLINEAR PESKIN PROBLEM

STEPHEN CAMERON: 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 9B
3{2
2,1

pT;R2q. 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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1. Introduction and main results

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 Γptq splits R2 into two simply
connected domains Ωptq (interior) and R2zΩptq (exterior). We shall consider the
problem when the viscosities, µi, in both fluids are equal, and we set them equal to
one for simplicity µ1 “ µ2 “ 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 t ą 0, both
the fluid velocity u and pressure p solve the equations$

&
%

∆u ` ∇p “ 0, x P R2zΓptq,
∇x ¨ u “ 0, x P R2zΓptq
u, p Ñ 0, as x Ñ 8

(1.1)

We are left to describe the time evolution of Γptq as well as the appropriate boundary
conditions for u and p at Γptq. Parametrize Γptq by the Lagrangian coordinate
θ P T “ R{p2πZq “ r´π, πs, and let Xpt, θq : T Ñ R2 denote the coordinate

position of Γ at time t. Here X “ pX1, X2qT and |X|2 def“ X2
1 ` X2

2 . Then the
evolution of X is given by

BtXpt, θq “ upt,Xpt, θqq. (1.2)

Define rrwss “ rrwsspXpθqq as the jump across the filament Γ:

rrwsspXpθqq “ lim
ΩQxÑXpθq

wpxq ´ lim
R2zΩQxÑXpθq

wpxq.

Then the final boundary conditions for u and p are given by
" rruss “ 0,

rr
``
∇u ` p∇uqT

˘
´ pI

˘
nss “ Fel |BθX|´1

.
(1.3)

Above I is the 2 ˆ 2 identity matrix and n is the outward pointing unit normal
vector on Γ:

n “
„
0 1

´1 0


xX 1, xX 1 “ X

1

|X 1|
, X 1 “ BθX “ BX

Bθ .

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

Fel “ k0B2

θX, k0 ą 0, (1.4)

where k0 is the elasticity constant of the string Γptq. The general tension force law
is given by

Fel “ Bθ
ˆ
T p|BθX|q BθX

|BθX|

˙
(1.5)

This is also called the fully nonlinear force law in [36]. Here T psq is a coefficient
modeling the elastic tension in the filament that satisfies the structure condition
T ą 0 and dT {ds ą 0. Note that (1.5) is reduced to (1.4) if we take T psq “ k0s,
hence k0 “ T p1q “ 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

∆u ` ∇p “
ż

T

Bθ
ˆ
T p|BθX|q BθX

|BθX|

˙
δpx´ Xpθqqdθ, ∇ ¨ u “ 0, (1.6)

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 θ 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):

BtXpθq “
ż

T

GpδαXpθqqBα
ˆ
T p|X 1pθ ` αq|q X

1pθ ` αq
|X 1pθ ` αq|

˙
dα. (1.7)

Here, for a generic function f : T Ñ R2, we define the standard partial difference
operator by

δαfpθq def“ fpθ ` αq ´ fpθq. (1.8)

For z P R2, then Gpzq is the Stokeslet given by

Gpzq “ G1pzq `G2pzq, G1pzq def“ ´ 1

4π
logp|z|qI, G2pzq def“ 1

4π

z b z

|z|2 . (1.9)

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

BtXpθq “ k0

ż

T

GpδαXpθqqB2

αXpθ ` αqdα,

which contains the second order derivative B2
αX inside the equation. We also define

DαXpθq def“ δαXpθq
α

. (1.10)

Then we introduce the arc-chord number

|X|˚ def“ inf
θ,αPT,α‰0

|DαXpθq|. (1.11)

The evolution equation (1.7) is then is well-defined for a sufficiently regular function
Xpt, θq that satisfies |Xptq|˚ ą 0. If the parametrization Xpt, θq 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 gλpt, θq “ λ´1gpλt, λθq
(see also §1.1). Lastly, both systems of equations can be written in the form

Btg ` p´∆q 1

2 g “ R,
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with a “remainder” term R. For the Peskin problem g “ Xpt, θq and the remainder
is R “ Rpt, θq 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 T prq “ k0r in (1.4). Lin and Tong
were able to prove local well-posedness for the boundary integral formulation (1.7)
with initial data X0 P H5{2pT;R2q 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 X0 P C1,γpT;R2q for any 0 ă γ ă 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 C8 for positive time,
and that if Xptq blows up in finite time, either a chord arc condition fails or the
C1,γ norm must blow up for any small γ ą 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 Garćıa-Júarez, 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 9F1,1 :“ tf : T Ñ
R2| ř

kPZ2

|k||f̂pkq| ă 8u. This result uses the spectral decomposition of the linearized

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,
Belinchón 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 1

0 is

in VMO using estimates on the fundamental solution of p´∆q 1

2 and interpolation
results, and they further prove global existence when X

1
0 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

BtXpt, θq ` p´∆q 1

2Xpt, θq “ Rpt, θq, (1.12)

for some remainder R. And then controlling this remainder further requires con-
trolling the derivative X

1. 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 T 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 X0, T P C1,γ . 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 Xptq remains in C1,γ even if the initial data and tension are C8.

In order to further develop the fully nonlinear case (1.5), it’s vital to understand
exactly how the addition of a nonlinear tension T changes the problem. In particu-
lar, its important to understand how this affects the evolution of the derivative X 1,
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 B2

αX “ X
2. In (1.7) we

integrate by parts against G1pzq while leaving G2pzq alone to obtain

BtXpθq “
ż

T

Bα
ˆ
T p|X 1|q

|X 1| BαpG1pδαXqq
˙
δαXpθqdα

`
ż

T

G2pδαXqBα
ˆ
T p|X 1pθ ` αq|q X

1pθ ` αq
|X 1pθ ` αq|

˙
dα

“ 1

4π

ż

T

2
´
X

1pθ ` αq ¨ δαX

|δαX|

¯2

´ |X 1pθ ` αq|2

|δαX|2
T p|X 1pθ ` αq|q

|X 1pθ ` αq| δαXpθqdα.

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 1pt, θq. Let Xpt, θq be the solution of the Peskin problem with
initial data X0 and tension T , Then X

1pt, θq solves the following equation

BtX 1pθq “
ż

T

dα

α2
KrXspθ, αqδαTpX 1pθqq, (1.13)

where T : R2 Ñ R2 is the tension map

Tpzq def“ T p|z|qẑ, z P R
2. (1.14)

Here the kernel Kpθ, αq “ KrXspθ, αq is given by

KrXspθ, αq def“ 1

4π

X
1pθ ` αq ¨ PpDαXpθqqX 1pθq

|DαXpθq|2 I

´ 1

4π

X
1pθ ` αq ¨ RpDαXpθqqX 1pθq

|DαXpθq|2 RpDαXpθqq

` 1

4π

X
1pθ ` αq ¨ pPpDαXpθqq ´ IqX 1pθq

|DαXpθq|2 PpDαXpθqq. (1.15)

Again I is the identity matrix on R2. Also the reflection matrices R and P are
defined @z P R2 by

Rpzq def“ ẑ b ẑK ` ẑK b ẑ, Ppzq def“ ẑ b ẑ ´ ẑK b ẑK, (1.16)

where ẑK P R2 is the unit vector perpendicular to ẑ. We remark that the three
matrices I, Rpzq, Ppzq are mutually orthogonal in R4 and form a basis for the 2
by 2 symmetric matrices for any fixed value of z P R2zt0u. This representation of
the equation (1.13) for the evolution of X 1pt, θq 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 KrXspθ, αq we introduce the notation

δ`
αX

1pθq def“ X
1pθ ` αq ´DαXpθq, δ´

αX
1pθq def“ X

1pθq ´DαXpθq. (1.17)
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Then it is an important observation that the kernel KrXspθ, αq from (1.15) can be
expressed as the following matrix valued function

KrXspθ, αq “ 1

4π
I ` ArXspθ, αq, (1.18)

where

4πArXspθ, αq def“ δ`
αX

1pθq ¨ PpDαXpθqqδ´
αX

1pθq
|DαXpθq|2 I

` pδ`
αX

1pθq ` δ´
αX

1pθqq ¨ PpDαXpθqqDαXpθq
|DαXpθq|2 I

´ δ`
αX

1pθq ¨ RpDαXpθqqδ´
αX

1pθq
|DαXpθq|2 RpDαXpθqq

´ pδ`
αX

1pθq ` δ´
αX

1pθqq ¨ RpDαXpθqqDαXpθq
|DαXpθq|2 RpDαXpθqq

` δ`
αX

1pθq ¨ pPpDαXpθqq ´ Iqδ´
αX

1pθq
|DαXpθq|2 PpDαXpθqq. (1.19)

This expression follows after taking into account the orthogonality in (1.16).
Then (1.13) can be written as

BtX 1pθq ´ 1

4π

ż

T

dα

α2
δαTpX 1pθqq “

ż

T

dα

α2
ArXspθ, αqδαTpX 1pθqq, (1.20)

The expression 1

4π

ş
T

dα
α2 δαTpX 1pθqq motivates our definition of rΛ in (1.40). Then,

due to the higher order cancellation of ArXspθ, αq as in (1.19), for small α the
integrand for the equation (1.13) using (1.18) is approximately

KrXspθ, αq
α2

δαTpX 1pθqq « δαTpX 1q
4πα2

.

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

BtU “ ´p´∆q 1

2TpUq.
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 λ ą 0 the rescaling
Xλpt, θq “ λ´1

Xpλt, λθq leaves the equation invariant for an arbitrary tension T
in (1.14). If the tension takes the form of a power law T prq “ r1`γ for some γ ě 0
then the Peskin problem has the additional rescaling X

rpt, θq “ rXprγ t, θq. In the
case of a simple tension T prq “ k0r, there’s a two dimensional family of rescaling
Xτ,λpt, θq “ τXpλt, λθq, where τ P R and λ ą 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 Xλpt, θq “ λ´1

Xpλt, λθq.
Here we give a list of some scaling critical spaces for the Peskin problem (1.13)

under the rescaling Xλpt, θq “ λ´1
Xpλt, λθq: the Lipshitz space 9W 1,8, the Wiener
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algebra A1, BMO1, and the homogeneous Besov spaces 9B
1` 1

p
p,r for all p, r P r1,8s.

In particular we emphasize the spaces 9B
3

2

2,r for 1 ď r ď 8 and 9H
3

2 due to their L2

structure.

In this paper we utilize the scaling critical Banach space 9B
3

2

2,1 since it has a

clearly defined L2 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 ą 0 to denote some inessential constant whose value may
change from line to line. We will write A . B if A ď CB. We also write A « B

if both A . B and B . A hold. We will use f : T Ñ R2 or C to denote a generic

smooth function throughout this paper, where f “ pf1, f2q and |f |2 def“ f2
1 ` f2

2 . We
also define the translation operator τβ applied to the θ P T variable by

τβfpθq def“ fpθ ` βq. (1.21)

We define 1A as the standard indicator function of the set A. We use the notation
δβ for the difference operator (1.8) frequently.

We will use the standard notation for the LppTq spaces as

||f ||LppTq “ ||f ||Lp

θ

def“
ˆż

T

|fpθq|pdθ
˙1{p

, 1 ď p ă 8.

In this function space, and in all the functional spaces below, we use the standard
generalization to p “ 8 as

||f ||L8pTq
def“ ess sup

θPT
|fpθq|.

We will also use the temporal spaces

||f ||Lppr0,T sq “ ||f ||Lp

T

def“
˜ż T

0

|fptq|pdt
¸1{p

, 1 ď p ă 8.

We define the Lq
TL

p
θ mixed Lebesgue space norms for 1 ď p, q ď 8 as follows:

||f ||Lq

T
L

p

θ
“ ||f ||Lq

T
pLp

θ
q

def“
ˇ̌ˇ̌

||fp¨, ¨q||LppTq

ˇ̌ˇ̌
Lqpr0,T sq

.

Next we introduce the Besov spaces as follows

||f || 9Bs
p,r

def“
ˆż

T

dβ

|β|

ˆ ||δβf ||LppTq

|β|s
˙r˙1{r

. (1.22)

Unless otherwise stated, all indicies in the rest of this section are for 0 ă s ă 1 and
p, q, r P r1,8s. When r “ 8 we use

||f || 9Bs
p,8

def“ ess sup
βPT

ˆ ||δβf ||LppTq

|β|s
˙
.

In the rest of this paper for simplicity when we write supθPT or sup0ďtďT we mean
it to be the standard essential supremum.

We will then also use the standard Sobolev spaces that can be defined as

||f || 9Hs

def“ ||f || 9Bs
2,2
, @s P R.

Technically to define 9Bs
2,2 in particular @s P 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

||f ||rLq

T
p 9Bs

p,rq
def“

˜ż

T

dβ

|β|
||δβf ||r

L
q

T
pLp

θ
q

|β|sr

¸1{r

. (1.23)

Next, motivated by [1–3], we introduce periodic Besov spaces with additional reg-
ularity on the logarithmic scale for 0 ă s ă 1 and p, r P r1,8s as

||f || 9B
s,µ
p,r

def“
ˆż

T

dβ

|β|

ˆ
µp|β|´1q

||δβf ||LppTq

|β|s
˙r˙1{r

. (1.24)

Here the log scale derivative µ is defined as follows:

Definition 1.1. We consider functions µ : r0,8q Ñ r1,8q which satisfy the fol-
lowing three assumptions:

‚ µprq is increasing and limrÑ8 µprq “ 8.
‚ There is a c0 ą 0 such that µp2rq ď c0µprq for any r ě 0.
‚ The function r ÞÑ µprq{ logp4 ` rq is decreasing on r0,8q.

Then we similarly define

||f ||rLq
T p 9B

s,µ
p,r q

def“
˜ż

T

dβ

|β|

˜
µp|β|´1q

||δβf ||Lq

T
pLp

θ
q

|β|s

¸r¸1{r

. (1.25)

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

||f ||Bµ

T

def“ ||f ||rL8
T

p 9B
1

2
,µ

2,1 q
“

ż

T

dβ

|β|3{2
µp|β|´1q||δβf ||L8

T
pL2

θ
q, (1.26)

and

||f ||Dµ

T

def“ ||rΛ 1

2 f ||rL2

T
p 9B

1

2
,µ

2,1 q
“

ż

T

dβ

|β|3{2
µp|β|´1q||rΛ 1

2 δβf ||L2

T
pL2

θ
q. (1.27)

Above the operator rΛ is a constant multiple of Λ
def“ p´∆q 1

2 and is defined precisely
in (1.40) in §1.6. Further from (1.40) we have

||rΛ 1

2 f ||2L2

θ
“

ż

T

dθ fpθq ¨ rΛfpθq “ 1

8π

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δαfpθq|2.

This can be taken as the definition of ||rΛ 1

2 f ||L2

θ
in (1.27). For the initial data we

will use the following norm:

||f ||Bµ
def“ ||f ||

9B
1

2
,µ

2,1

“
ż

T

dβ

|β|3{2
µp|β|´1q||δβf ||L2

θ
. (1.28)

Lastly we have ||f ||
L8

T
p 9B

1{2,µ
2,1 q

ď ||f ||Bµ

T
, and this inequality shows that the norm

||f ||Bµ

T
is stronger than ||f ||

L8
T p 9B

1{2,µ
2,1 q

. We will also use the standard definitions of

the Hölder spaces Ck,γ .
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1.3. Main results. Without loss of generality we can suppose initially that X
1
0

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
1
0 P 9B

1

2

2,1pT;R2q with |X0|˚ ą 0. We say

thatX : r0, T sˆT Ñ R2 is a weak solution of the Peskin problem (1.13) with tension

T and initial data X0 if X 1,TpX 1q P L2
T pL8

θ X 9H
1

2

θ q with inf0ďtďT |Xptq|˚ ą 0,

and for any function Y : r0, T s ˆ T Ñ R2 with Y
1 P L2

T pL8
θ X 9H

1

2

θ q and BtY 1 P
L2
T pL8

θ X 9H
1

2

θ q˚, we have

ż

T

dθ Y
1pT, θq ¨ X 1pT, θq ´

ż

T

dθ Y
1
0 pθq ¨ X 1

0pθq “
ż T

0

dt

ż

T

dθ BtY 1pt, θq ¨ X 1pt, θq

´ 1

2

ż T

0

dt

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
δαY

1ptq ¨ KrXptqspθ, αqδαTpX 1ptqq.

Remark 1.3. Our definition of a weak solution can be accurately paraphrased as
the weakest notion of distributional solution such that X

1 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 1
0 P 9B

1

2

2,1pT;R2q with |X0|˚ ą 0. We say

that X : r0, T s ˆ T Ñ R2 is a strong solution if X P C2pp0, T s ˆ T Ñ R2q solves
the equation (1.13) pointwise with inf0ďtďT |Xptq|˚ ą 0 and

lim
tÑ0

||X 1ptq ´ X
1
0||L8 “ 0.

Theorem 1.5. Let X0 : T Ñ R2 with X
1
0 P 9B

1

2

2,1 and |X0|˚ ą 0. Let the scalar

tension T : p0,8q Ñ p0,8q be such that T P C
1,1
loc p0,8q with T 1prq ą 0 for all

0 ă r ă 8. Then there is a time T ą 0 such that there exists a unique weak solution
X : r0, T s ˆ T Ñ R2 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

for any 0 ă β ă 1, X P C
2,β
loc pp0, T s ˆ T;R2q. Additionally, if T P C

k,γ
loc p0,8q for

some k ě 2 and 0 ă γ ă 1 then we have that X P Ck`1,γ
loc pp0, T s ˆ T;R2q.

Note that due to the structure of equation (1.13), X P C
k`1,γ
loc is the optimal

regularity for T P Ck,γ
loc . 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 X0 : T Ñ R2 such
that ||X 1

0||
9B
1

2
,µ

2,1

ď M for some µ satisfying Definition 1.1, for any M ą 0, and

|X0|˚ ą 0. Let the tension map T : R2 Ñ R2 from (1.14) be such that DT P
W 1,8pR2;R2ˆ2q satisfying the ellipticity condition DTpzq ě λI ą 0.

Then there exists a time T ą 0 depending only onM , µ, |X0|˚, λ and ||DT||W 1,8

such that there exists a strong solution, in the sense of Definition 1.4, X : r0, T s ˆ
T Ñ R2 to the Peskin problem (1.13) with tension T and initial data X0. This
solution satisfies for some universal constant c ą 0 that

ż

T

dβ

|β| 3

2

µp|β|´1q
´

||δβX 1||L8
T
L2

θ
` c

?
λ||δβp´∆q 1

4X
1||L2

T
L2

θ

¯
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ď 4

ż

T

dβ

|β| 3

2

µp|β|´1q||δβX 1
0||L2

θ
. (1.29)

Further for any small time τ ą 0 and any 0 ă β ă 1, X P C2,βprτ, T s ˆ T;R2q,
with its norm depending only on τ, β, and the previously mentioned constants.

If we additionally have that T P Ck,γpR2;R2q for some k ě 2 and 0 ă γ ă 1,
then for any small time τ ą 0, X P Ck`1,γprτ, T s ˆ T;R2q with the Ck`1,γ norm
controlled by M , µ, |X0|˚, λ, γ, ||T||Ck,γ , and τ .

Remark 1.7. Since in Theorem 1.5 and Theorem 1.6 we have thatX P C2,βprτ, T sˆ
T;R2q for any τ ą 0 and any 0 ă β ă 1 then the calculation in §2 can be reversed,
and we have that Xpt, θq solves both (1.13) and (1.7) pointwise for any t ą 0.

Theorem 1.8. (Uniqueness) Consider X0 and Y0 such that X 1
0,Y

1
0 P 9B

1

2
,µ

2,1 pT;R2q
with |X0|˚ ą 0 and |Y0|˚ ą 0. Let the tension map T : R2 Ñ R2 satisfy the same
conditions as in Theorem 1.6 and consider the corresponding solutions X,Y :
r0, T s ˆ T Ñ R

2. Choose any ωprq satisfying Definition 1.1 such that there exists

r˚ ě 1 so that ωprq
µprq is decreasing for r ě r˚ and lim

rÑ8

ωprq
µprq “ 0. For any ε ą 0,

there exists δ˚ ą 0 such that for any 0 ă δ ď δ˚ then ||X 1
0 ´ Y

1
0 ||L2

θ
ă δ implies

ż

T

dβ

|β| 3

2

ωp|β|´1q||δβpX 1 ´ Y
1q||L8

T
L2

θ
ă ε. (1.30)

In particular if ||X 1
0 ´ Y

1
0 ||L2

θ
“ 0 then the solution is unique in Bω

T .

Remark 1.9. In (1.30) we can take for example ωprq “ µprqγ for any 0 ă γ ă 1.

Remark 1.10. Note that if X
1
0,Y

1
0 P 9B

1

2

2,1, then there exists some function µ

satisfying the Definition 1.1 such that X
1
0,Y

1
0 P 9B

1

2
,µ

2,1 . To see this, note that by

Lemma 1.15 there exist functions µX , µY such X
1
0 P 9B

1

2
,µX

2,1 and Y
1
0 P 9B

1

2
,µY

2,1 . Then

taking µprq “ mintµXprq, µY prqu is sufficient.

Theorem 1.11. (Strong continuity) We consider the two strong solutions X,Y :
r0, T sˆT Ñ R2 to the Peskin problem (1.13) with initial dataX0, Y0 as in Theorem
1.6. Suppose the tension map T as in (1.14) satisfies DT P W 2,8pR2;R2ˆ2q and
the ellipticity condition DTpzq ě λI ą 0.

Then there exists a time TM ą 0 depending only on M , |X0|˚, |Y0|˚, µ, λ, and
||DT||W 2,8 such that for any 0 ă T ď TM , we have the following strong continuity
estimate

||X 1 ´ Y
1||Bν

T
` 2λ

1

2 ||X 1 ´ Y
1||Dν

T
ď 8||X 1

0 ´ Y
1
0 ||Bν .

Above ν, which is defined precisely in (5.4) also satisfies Definition 1.1 and defines
norms of Bν

T and Dν
T that are equivalent to Bµ

T and Dµ
T respectively as seen in (5.5).

Corollary 1.12. (Locally Lipschitz) Suppose the tension map T as in (1.14) sat-
isfies DT P W 2,8pR2;R2ˆ2q and the ellipticity condition DTpzq ě λI ą 0, and let
µ satisfy the assumptions of Definition 1.1. Then for anyM,ρ P p0,8q, there exists
a time T ą 0 such that for all 0 ă t ď T , the map

X0 ÝÑ Xptq,
is Lipschitz continuous from the bounded set tZ : ||Z 1|| 9B

1{2,µ
2,1

ď M, |Z|˚ ě ρu to

9B
1{2,µ
2,1 , with Lipschitz constant depending on M,ρ, µ, λ, and ||DT||W 2,8 .
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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 T prq and on the tension map Tpzq “
T p|z|qẑ 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
"

T P C1,1
loc pp0,8q; p0,8qq,

T 1prq ą 0, 0 ă r ă 8.
(1.31)

By T P Ck,γ
loc or Ck,γ

loc p0,8q for an integer k ě 0 and 0 ď γ ď 1, we mean for any

0 ă a ă b ă 8 that T P Ck,γpra, bs; p0,8qq. For qualitative higher regularity, we

also assume T P Ck,γ
loc p0,8q. Thus singularities or degeneracy at r “ 0 or as r Ñ 8

are allowable, and in particular any positive power law T prq “ Crp for p ą 0 and
C ą 0 satisfies (1.31). Note that there is no requirement that lim

rÑ8
T prq “ 8, so a

bounded function such as T prq “ arctanprq would also satisfy (1.31).
For our quantitative estimates, we work with tensions that have the following

global bounds $
&
%

T 1 P W 1,8pr0,8q; r0,8qq,
inf

0ără8
T 1prq ě λ ą 0,

T p0q “ 0,

(1.32)

For quantitative higher regularity and the strong continuity estimate, we also need
to assume T P Ck,γ

r r0,8q with T
1pkqp0q “ 0 for k ě 2. This would be implied for

example if T prq “ cr on 0 ď r ď ǫ for some c ą 0 and any small ǫ ą 0. Note that
the estimates we prove will depend on bounds for the tension map Tpzq, rather
than the scalar tension itself. The assumption that T has higher order derivatives
vanish at 0 guarantees that T P Ck,γpr0,8q; r0,8qq implies T P Ck,γpR2;R2q, with
||T||Ck,γ controlled in terms of ||T ||Ck,γ . Also note that the global lower bound
inf T 1prq ě λ ą 0 and T p0q “ 0 give us a lower bound on the derivative of the
tension map T as

DTpzq “ T 1p|z|qẑ b ẑ ` T p|z|q
|z| ẑK b ẑK ě λI, λ ą 0. (1.33)

Of course in the case of simple tension (1.4) where T prq “ k0r, it follows that
DTpzq “ k0I. For our quantitative estimates, we will typically state our assump-
tions for the tension map Tpzq in (1.14) by assuming @z P R2 that (1.33) holds and
further that "

|DTpzq| ď C1T ,
|D2Tpzq| ď C2T .

(1.34)

Here C1T and C2T 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 C3T , we additionally assume @z P R2 that

|D3Tpzq| ď C3T . (1.35)

Our quantitative estimates on higher regularity additionally depend on ||T||Ck,γ .
Lastly, we note the apparent mismatch between our qualitative (1.31) and quan-

titative (1.32) assumptions. That is, not every scalar tension T 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 T1 satisfying the quantitative assumptions (1.32),
and we use our quantitative estimates to construct a solution X : r0, T s ˆ T Ñ R

2

to the Peskin problem with tension T1. Then for any time t and any θ P T we
have 0 ă |Xptq|˚ ď |X 1pt, θq| ď ||X 1ptq||L8

θ
. Taking a “ inf0ďtďT |Xptq|˚ and

b “ ||X 1||L8
T

pL8
θ

q, we then have that Xptq is also a solution to the Peskin problem

(1.13) for any tension T2 such that T2
ˇ̌
ra,bs

“ T1
ˇ̌
ra,bs

.

Now suppose that our tension T only satisfies the qualitative assumptions (1.31).
These are still enough to guarantee that for any 0 ă a ă b ă 8, there exists a
tension T̃ such that T̃

ˇ̌
ra,bs

“ T
ˇ̌
ra,bs

, and T̃ satisfies the quantitative assumptions

(1.32). Thus, for any fixed initial data X0 with X
1
0 P 9B

1

2

2,1 Ď L8 and |X0|˚ ą 0,

we take some interval pa, bq which compactly contains t|X 1
0pθq| : θ P Tu, and then

we construct a solution X : r0, T s ˆT Ñ R2 to the Peskin problem with tension T̃ .
Taking T ą 0 small enough that t|X 1

0pt, θq| : pt, θq P r0, T s ˆ Tu Ă pa, bq, we then
have that Xptq 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 Xptq violates the arc-chord condition (1.11)
after an infinitesimal amount of time lim inf

tÑ0`
|Xptq|˚ “ 0, or (2) the L8 norm of the

solution X
1ptq blows up after an infinitesimal amount of time: lim sup

tÑ0`
||X 1ptq||L8 “

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

conditions starting from initial data with X
1
0 P 9B

1{2
2,1 Ď L8

θ and |X0| ą 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

ˇ̌
ˇ̌DpkqTpzq

ˇ̌
z“X1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď CkT p||X 1||L8

θ
, |X|´1

˚ q,

where for k P t1, 2, 3u we have CkT “ CkT p||X 1||L8
θ
, |X|´1

˚ q 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 P r1,8s, r P r1,8q, and s P p0, 1q. Given any function
f satisfying ||f || 9Bs

p,rpTq ă 8, then there exists a function µ, depending upon f ,

satisfying the assumptions of Definition 1.1 such that ||f || 9B
s,µ
p,r pTq ă 8.
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The proof builds upon the related lemma from [3, Lemma 3.8 on page 35].

Proof. Since ||f || 9Bs
p,rpTq ă 8 then after a simple change of variables we have that

||f ||r9Bs
p,rpTq

“
ż π

0

dβ

|β|1`sr
p||δβf ||rLp ` ||δ´βf ||rLpq ă 8.

We now define

hp,rpβq def“ ||δβf ||rLp ` ||δ´βf ||rLp , ωpαq def“ π´srαsr´1hp,rpπα´1q.
Then we will use the change of variables α “ πβ´1 to obtain

ż 8

1

dα ωpαq “
ż π

0

dβ

|β|1`sr
p||δβf ||rLp ` ||δ´βf ||rLpq ă 8.

By [3, Lemma 3.8 on page 35] there then exists some function ν : r1,8q Ñ r1,8q
satisfying the conditions of Definition 1.1 such that

ż 8

1

dα ωpαq νpαq “
ż π

0

dβ

|β|1`sr
νpπ|β|´1q p||δβf ||rLp ` ||δ´βf ||rLpq ă 8.

Taking µp|β|´1q “ νpπ|β|´1q1{r , we have that µ satisfies the conditions of Definition
1.1 as well, and further ||f || 9B

s,µ
p,r pTq ă 8. �

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 Λ operator. For a function f : R Ñ C the Λs “ p´∆q s
2 operator is

widely defined for any s P p0, 2q as

´Λsfpxq def“ Cspv

ż

R

pδy ` δ´yqfpxq
|y|1`s

dy, Cs
def“ 2sΓp1

2
p1 ` sqq

2π
1

2 |Γp´ s
2

q|
.

Here we use the principal value integral when it is needed, and Γ is the standard
Gamma function. Then for f : T Ñ C, identified as a periodic function on R, this
can readily be reduced to

´ Λsfpθq “ Cs

ż

T

pδα ` δ´αqfpθq
ÿ

kPZ

1

|α ` 2πk|1`s
dα. (1.36)

The above can be taken as the definition of Λs on T. Now for simplicity we define
the notation Spαq as

Spαq def“ 2 sinpα{2q. (1.37)

Then we have the following known expansion formula

1

Spαq2 “
`8ÿ

n“´8

1

pα ` 2πnq2 , 0 ă |α| ď π.

Thus for s “ 1 the Λ operator on T has the following succinct formula

´ Λfpθq “ 1

π

ż

T

fpαq ´ fpθq
Spθ ´ αq2 dα “ 1

π

ż

T

δαfpθq
Spαq2 dα, (1.38)

Notice further that we have

2

π
ď Spαq

α
ď 1, @α P T. (1.39)
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In particular in the LppTq sense then (1.38) is equivalent to the operator containing
α2 in the denominator instead of Spαq2. This discussion motivates the following
simplifed notation that we will use in the rest of this article

´ rΛfpθq def“ 1

4π

ż

T

δαfpθq
α2

dα. (1.40)

By (1.39) the operator rΛ is equivalent to Λ from (1.38) in the LppTq norms.
More generally, for s P p0, 2q we write the previous sum as

ÿ

kPZ

1

|α ` 2πk|1`s
“ 1

|α|1`s

˜
1 `

ÿ

k‰0

|α|1`s

|α ` 2πk|1`s

¸
“ 1

|α|1`s
p1 ` Upαqq .

Notice that for α P T the series Upαq converges uniformly. Also Upαq is non-negative
and is uniformly bounded for α P T. We conclude that

ÿ

kPZ

1

|α ` 2πk|1`s
« 1

|α|1`s
, @α P T.

Thus again in the LppTq sense Λs is equivalent to the operator containing 1

|α|1`s

instead of
ř

kPZ
Cs

|α`2πk|1`s in (1.36) for any s P p0, 2q.

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 ∇X1 denote
the directional derivative in the direction X

1 as in (2.2), then with (1.9) the main
idea can be seen as in

r∇X1pθ`αqG1spδαXqδαX `G2pδαXqX 1pθ ` αq “ 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 BtX 1 in (1.13).
Because Kpθ, αq is symmetric in θ, θ ` α, our equation (1.13) has divergence form
symmetry making L2 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 ||δβX 1||L2

θ
ptq where β P T is arbitrary. Taking into account (1.18) and

(1.20) with (1.40), we have that δβX
1 solves the equation

BtδβX 1 ` rΛδβTpX 1q “
ż

T

dα

α2
δβ

`
ArXspθ, αqδαTpX 1q

˘
.

When we calculate d
dt

||δβX 1||2
L2

θ

, we then get one good diffusive term ´λ||δβX 1||2
9H1{2

from the rΛδβTpX 1q (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

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαX 1pθq|2 |δαX 1pθq|q,

and ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαX 1pθq| |δβX 1pθq| |δαX 1pθq|q`1.
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If we were to bound the first term naively, we would get

C||δβX 1||29H1{2 ||X 1||qL8
θ
,

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

data. However, the norm for 9B
1

2
,µ

2,1 both controls the size of the norm 9B
1

2

2,1 and the
rate of decay for

r Ñ
ż

|α|ăr

dα
||δαf ||L2

θ

|α|3{2
.

||f || 9B
1{2,µ
2,1

µpr´1q . (1.41)

Thus splitting the integral in our error term between |α| ă η and |α| ą η for some
η sufficiently small depending on µ, ||X 1

0|| 9B
1{2,µ
2,1

, and other relevant constants, we

are able to bound this error term for any small ǫ ą 0 as

ǫ||δβX 1||29H1{2 ` Cǫ||δβX 1||2L2

θ
,

which we can handle. For the second type of error term, the story is similar except
that we are forced to bound the |δβX 1| in L8, as it has no decay as α Ñ 0. Thus
we end up with an error term of the form

ǫ||δβX 1||29H1{2 ` C||δβX 1||2L2

θ
` ǫ||δβX 1||2L8

θ
.

This L8 error term at first seems very bad, as notably the Sobolev embedding fails
in L8 and ||δβX 1||2L8

θ
is not controlled by our good diffusive piece ´λ||δβX 1||2

9H1{2
.

However, once we integrate in β against µp|β|´1q|β|´3{2 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 |Xptq|˚. In order to do this, we make use of the estimate

||Xptq|˚ ´ |X0|˚| ď ||X 1ptq ´ X
1
0||L8 .

Thus in §4 we prove continuity of the map t Ñ X
1ptq in L8

θ for small times. Our
main a priori estimate (1.29) grants us uniform bounds on the Bµ

T and Dµ
T norms.

Using our Dµ
T bound, we then control BtX 1 in L2

t,θ and use this to prove continuity of

X
1ptq in L2

θ. Continuity in time in L2

θ and our bound in Bµ
T then gives us continuity

in time in 9B
1{2
2,1 , which controls L8

θ .
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

1 and Y
1 to (1.13) we encounter a new term of the form

C2T

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαpX 1´Y

1qpθq||τβKrXspθ, αq||pX 1´Y
1qpθq||δβδαY 1pθq|. (1.42)

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 Bµ

T in (1.26). Instead we
simply bound this term by

λ

64
||δβ rΛ 1

2 pX 1 ´ Y
1q||2L2

θ
` Cλ´1C2

2T ||X 1 ´ Y
1||2L8

θ
||δβrΛ 1

2Y
1||2L2

θ
.
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The term ||δβ rΛ 1

2 pX 1 ´ Y
1q||2

L2

θ

can be controlled by the dissipation. But we also

require a small constant in front of ||X 1 ´ Y
1||2L8

θ
to close the continuity estimate.

For this reason instead of using the norm Bµ
T with µ satisfying Definition 1.1,

we need to introduce an equivalent norm as in (5.4) for a small constant ε “
εpλ, C2T , ||X 1

0||
9B
1

2
,µ

2,1

, ||Y 1
0 ||

9B
1

2
,µ

2,1

q ą 0 as

νprq def“ 1 ` εµprq.
And then ν also satisfies Definition 1.1. Then the norm of Bν

T is equivalent to the
norm of Bµ

T and we are able to close the continuity estimate in Bν
T .

We also prove continuity for X 1ptq ´Y
1ptq in L2

θ. This estimate is much simpler
than the strong continuity estimate, and only requires DT P W 1,8 rather than
DT P W 2,8. In particular, by making use of our a priori estimate in the higher
order Bµ

T and Dµ
T norms, we are able to bound a term like (1.42) directly without

changing to some equivalent norm. Continuity in L2
θ and a bound in Bµ

T then implies
that we have control over X 1 ´ Y

1 in the Bω
T norm, for any function ω satisfying

that ωprq
µprq is eventually decreasing with lim

rÑ8

ωprq
µprq “ 0.

Our higher regularity proofs are contained in §6. We begin by proving an L8
t

9H1

estimate for X 1 and then establish regularity of the remainder from (1.20):

Vpθq def“
ż

T

dα

α2
ArXspθ, αqδαTpX 1pθqq,

in terms of the regularity of X 1. 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 forX 1pθq
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

2pθq or higher
derivatives. This is not obvious because the equation (1.7) does in fact contain terms
with X

2pθq. 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 BtXpθq in (2.4). Then afterwards we will derive in (2.6) the
equation for BtX 1pθq that we have written previously in (1.13).
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To this end, with a general tension T as in (1.14), the Peskin problem (1.7) takes
the form of an equation for the parametrization

BtXpθq “
ż
GpXpηq ´ XpθqqBη

`
TpX 1qpηq

˘
dη,

where Gpzq “ G1pzq ` G2pzq is the matrix valued function from (1.9) and Tpzq is
the tension map from (1.14). In this section we will write the integral,

ş
, 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 η “ θ ` α and using (1.8), we write

BtXpθq “
ż
G1pδαXqBα

´
T p|X 1|pθ ` αqq xX 1pθ ` αq

¯
dα

`
ż
G2pδαXqBα

´
T p|X 1|pθ ` αqq xX 1pθ ` αq

¯
dα.

First we will focus on the term involving G1pzq.
We use integration by parts and X

1pθ ` αq “ BαpδαX 1pθqq to obtain
ż
G1pδαXqBα

´
T p|X 1|pθ ` αqq xX 1pθ ` αq

¯
dα

“ ´
ż

BαrG1pδαXqsT p|X 1|pθ ` αqq xX 1pθ ` αqdα

“ ´
ż

BαrG1pδαXqsT p|X 1|pθ ` αqq
|X 1|pθ ` αq BαpδαXpθqqdα

“
ż

Bα
ˆ
T p|X 1|pθ ` αqq

|X 1|pθ ` αq BαrG1pδαXqs
˙
δαXpθqdα.

We plug this calculation back into the equation to obtain

BtXpθq “
ż
GpδαXqBα

ˆ
T p|X 1|q

|X 1| X
1

˙
pθ ` αqdα

“
ż

Bα
ˆ
T p|X 1|qpθ ` αq

|X 1|pθ ` αq BαrG1pδαXqs
˙
δαXpθqdα

`
ż
G2pδαXqBα

ˆ
T p|X 1|qpθ ` αq

|X 1|pθ ` αq X
1pθ ` αq

˙
dα. (2.1)

Next let ∇u denote the directional derivative in the direction u P R2, i.e.

∇ufpzq def“ lim
ǫÑ0`

fpz ` ǫuq ´ fpzq
ǫ

. (2.2)

For the matrix valued functions G1pzq and G2pzq from (1.9) direct calculation gives

4π

$
’’’’&
’’’’%

∇uG1pzq “ ´u¨ẑ
|z| I,

∇uG2pzq “ u¨ẑK

|z| Rpzq,
∇u∇vG1pzq “ u¨Ppzqv

|z|2 I,

∇u∇vG2pzq “ ´u¨Rpzqv
|z|2 Rpzq ` u¨pPpzq´Iqv

|z|2 Ppzq,

where Rpzq and Ppzq are the reflection matrices from (1.16). Thus

Bα rG1pδαXqs “
“
∇X1pθ`αqG1

‰
pδαXq,
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and

B2

αrG1pδαXqs “
”
∇2

X1pθ`αqG1

ı
pδαXq `

“
∇X2pθ`αqG1

‰
pδαXq.

We now claim that

BtXpθq “
ż ”

∇2

X1pθ`αqG1

ı
pδαXqT p|X 1|pθ ` αqq

|X 1|pθ ` αq δαXpθqdα. (2.3)

Then (2.3) directly implies that

BtXpθq “ 1

4π

ż
X

1pθ ` αq ¨ PpδαXqX 1pθ ` αq
|δαX|2

T p|X 1|pθ ` αqq
|X 1|pθ ` αq δαXpθqdα. (2.4)

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

BtXpθq “
ż ”

∇2

X1pθ`αqG1

ı
pδαXqT p|X 1|pθ ` αqq

|X 1|pθ ` αq δαXpθqdα

`
ż

T p|X 1|q
|X 1|

`
r∇X2pθ`αqG1spδαXqδαX `G2pδαXqX2pθ ` αq

˘
dα

`
ż

Bα
ˆ
T p|X 1|q

|X 1|

˙ `
r∇X1pθ`αqG1spδαXqδαX `G2pδαXqX 1pθ ` αq

˘
dα.

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

r∇uG1pzqsz “ ´ 1

4π

u ¨ pz
|z| z “ ´u ¨ pz

4π
pz “ ´G2pzqu. (2.5)

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
Xpt, θq.

To obtain an equation for BtX 1pθq, we could of course just differentiate (2.4) in
θ. However, that equation contains X2pθq and ends up being more difficult to work
with. Luckily though, there is another form for BtX 1 which can be written in terms
of only X

1. To begin our derivation for BtX 1, we note that integrating by parts
and using (1.7) with (1.14) we have

BtXpθq “
ż
GpδαXqBαTpX 1qpθ ` αqdα

“ ´
ż

BαGpδαXqδαTpX 1qpθqdα.

Differentiating this equation with respect to θ, we see that

BtX 1pθq “ ´
ż

BθBαGpδαXqδαTpX 1qpθq ´
ż

BαGpδαXqBθδαTpX 1qpθqdα.

As BαGpδαXq is a derivative, it follows that
ż

BαGpδαXqBθTpX 1qpθqdα “ BθTpX 1qpθq
ż

BαGpδαXqdα “ 0.

Notice that the zero integral above removes a highest order derivative.
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We also have that BθTpX 1qpθ ` αq “ BαTpX 1qpθ ` αq. So we can make this
exchange and integrate by parts to obtain

ż
BαGpδαXqBθδαTpX 1qpθqdα “

ż
BαGpδαXqBαδαTpX 1qpθqdα

“ ´
ż

B2

αGpδαXqδαTpX 1qpθqdα.

Hence, we have that

BtX 1pθq “
ż

pB2

α ´ BαBθqGpδαXqδαTpX 1qpθqdα.

Its a straight forward calculation to see that

pBα ´ BθqrGpδαXqs “ rp∇X1pθ`αq ´ ∇δαX1pθqqGspδαXq “ r∇X1pθqGspδαXq,
and

Bαr∇X1pθqGpδαXqs “ r∇X1pθ`αq∇X1pθqGspδαXq.
Thus using our previous calculations of the derivatives of Gpzq, we have that the
Peskin problem for a general tension can be written as an evolution equation for
X

1pθq as

BtX 1pθq “
ż
K0rXspθ, αqδαTpX 1qpθqdα. (2.6)

Here the kernel K0rXspθ, αq is given by

K0rXspθ, αq def“ 1

4π

X
1pθ ` αq ¨ PpδαXqX 1pθq

|δαX|2 I

´ 1

4π

X
1pθ ` αq ¨ RpδαXqX 1pθq

|δαX|2 RpδαXq

` 1

4π

X
1pθ ` αq ¨ pPpδαXq ´ IqX 1pθq

|δαX|2 PpδαXq. (2.7)

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

Then further we can write |δαX|2 “ α2|DαXpθq|2 using (1.8) and (1.10). Thus
we can write that K0rXspθ, αq “ α´2KrXspθ, αq where KrXspθ, αq 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 1pt, θq
be the solution of the Peskin problem (1.13) with the general tension map T 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), X0, satisfying

||X 1
0||Bµ “ ||X 1

0||
9B
1

2
,µ

2,1

ď M, |X0|˚ “ inf
α‰θ

|DαX0pθq| ą 0. (3.1)

Here 0 ă M ă 8 is allowed to be large. We then suppose in this section that over
a short time interval T ą 0 for some fixed ρ ą 0 we have

|Xptq|˚ ě ρ, 0 ď t ď T. (3.2)
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For some C˚ ą 0 we further suppose for T ą 0 that we have

||X 1||Bµ

T
ď C˚M. (3.3)

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 : r0, T s ˆ T Ñ R2 be a weak solution to the Peskin
problem with tension T in the sense of Definition 1.2. Assume that X0, 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, C ą 0 such that the
solution X

1pt, θq satisfies the following inequality

||X 1||Bµ
T

` cλ1{2||X 1||Dµ
T

ď 2||X 1
0||Bµ ` CT 1{2U1{2||X 1||Bµ

T
.

Above U “ UrM,ρ, λ, C1T , C2T s is defined in (3.48). In particular there exists
TM “ TM pM,ρ, µ, λ, C1T , C2T q ą 0 such that if T ď TM then we have

||X 1||Bµ

T
` 2cλ1{2||X 1||Dµ

T
ď 4||X 1

0||Bµ ď 4M.

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

d

dt
||δβX 1ptq||2L2 “ 2

ż

T

dθ δβX
1pθq ¨ δβBtX 1pθq

“ 2

ż

T

ż

T

dθdα
δβX

1pθq ¨ δβ pKpθ, αqδαTpX 1qq
α2

“ ´
ż

T

ż

T

dθdα
δβδαX

1pθq ¨ δβ pKpθ, αqδαTpX 1qq
α2

.

We thus conclude that

d

dt
||δβX 1ptq||2L2 “ ´

ż

T

ż

T

dθdα
δβδαX

1pθq ¨ τβKpθ, αqδβδαTpX 1q
α2

´
ż

T

ż

T

dθdα
δβδαX

1pθq ¨ δβKpθ, αqδαTpX 1q
α2

.

(3.4)

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 δ˘
α from (1.17) and the

kernel (1.19) are bounded above by the same Besov space with the operator δα.

Lemma 3.2. Let T “ R{2πZ “ r´π, πs. Recall the operators Dα from (1.10) and
δ˘
α from (1.17). Then for any p P r1,8s we have

||δ´
α f

1||Lp

θ
ď 2||f 1||Lp

θ
, ||δ`

α f
1||Lp

θ
ď 4||f 1||Lp

θ
, ||Dαf ||Lp

θ
ď ||f 1||Lp

θ
. (3.5)

Furthermore, fix 0 ă s ă 1 and p, q P r1,8s. Then we have the uniform estimate
ˆż

T

dβ

|β|1`sq
||δ˘

β f ||q
L

p

θ

˙1{q

. ||f || 9Bs
p,q
. (3.6)

We use the standard modification of the lower bound when q “ 8.

Proof. From (1.10) we have

Dαfpθq “
ż 1

0

dτ f 1pθ ` ταq.
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Then also using (1.17) we have

δ´
α f

1pθq “ f 1pθq ´
ż 1

0

dτ f 1pθ ` ταq “ ´
ż 1

0

dτ δταf
1pθq,

and then

δ`
α f

1pθq “ δαf
1pθq ` δ´

α f
1pθq. (3.7)

Then from Minkowski’s integral inequality we have for example

||δ´
α f

1||Lp

θ
ď

ż 1

0

dτ ||δταf 1||Lp

θ
,

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
ˆż

T

dβ

|β|1`sq
||δ´

β f
1||q

L
p

θ

˙1{q

ď
ż 1

0

dτ

ˆż

T

dβ

|β|1`sq
||δτβf 1||q

L
p

θ

˙1{q

.

Now applying the change of variable α “ τβ we obtain (3.6) for δ´
β . The inequality

(3.6) for δ`
β then follows from the formula (3.7) and the triangle inequality. �

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 δα in place of δ`

α and δ´
α 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 τβ 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

δαTpX 1pθqq “
ż 1

0

ds1
d

ds1
Tps1δαX 1pθq ` X

1pθqq “ DTrX 1sδαX 1pθq, (3.8)

where letting DTpzq denote the derivative in (1.33) of the tension map Tpzq in
(1.14) we have

DTrX 1spθq def“
ż 1

0

ds1 DTpg1rX 1sps1, α, θqq, (3.9)

where

g1rX 1sps1, α, θq def“ s1ταX
1pθq ` p1 ´ s1qX 1pθq.

We therefore obtain from (1.34) that

|δαTpX 1pθqq| ď C1T |δαX 1pθq|. (3.10)

We will use this estimate on the second term in (3.4).
To study the first term in (3.4), we apply δβ to δαTpX 1pθqq to obtain

δβδαTpX 1pθqq “ τβDTrX 1spθqδβδαX 1pθq ` δβDTrX 1spθqδαX 1pθq, (3.11)

where

δβDTrX 1spθq “
ż 1

0

ds1 D2TrX 1spθqpg1rδβX 1sps1, α, θqq, (3.12)
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and

D2TrX 1spθq def“
ż 1

0

ds2 D
2Tpg2rX 1sps2, s1, α, θ, βqq,

with g2rX 1sps2, s1, α, θ, βq given by

g2rX 1sp, α, θ, βqs2, s1 def“ s2g1rτβX 1sps1, α, θq ` p1 ´ s2qg1rX 1sps1, α, θq. (3.13)

We conclude using Remark 3.3 and (1.34) that

|δβDTrX 1spθqδαX 1pθq| ď C2T |δβX 1pθq||δαX 1pθq|, (3.14)

and

|δβδαTpX 1q| ď C1T |δβδαX 1pθq| ` C2T |δβX 1pθq||δαX 1pθq|. (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 DTpzq
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

dt
||δβX 1||2L2

θ
` λ||δβ rΛ 1

2X
1||2L2

θ
ď L1 ` L2 ` L3. (3.16)

Then with (1.19) we have

L1

def“ C1T

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαX 1pθq|2|τβArXspθ, αq|,

L2

def“ C1T

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαX 1pθq||δαX 1pθq||δβArXspθ, αq|,

L3

def“ C2T

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαX 1pθq||δβX 1pθq||δαX 1pθq||τβKrXspθ, αq|.

We will estimate each of the terms above.

Remark 3.4. Note that in the simple tension case, D2T ” 0, and hence as in
(3.12) in this case L3 ” 0.

For L1 we split the kernel (1.19) as

Apθ, αq “ ASpθ, αq ` ALpθ, αq,
where for a fixed small η ą 0 to be chosen

ASpθ, αq “ Apθ, αq1|α|ăη , ALpθ, αq “ Apθ, αq1|α|ěη . (3.17)

Thus we have

LS
1

def“ C1T

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαX 1pθq|2|τβArXspθ, αq|1|α|ăη.

And we define LL
1 “ L1 ´ LS

1 . Next, from (1.19) and Remark 3.3 we have the
general estimate

|Apθ, αq| . |X|´2

˚ |δαX 1pθq|2 ` |X|´1

˚ |δαX 1pθq|. (3.18)

Then we apply Hölder’s inequality using (3.2) to obtain

LS
1 . C1T

˜ż

|α|ăη

dα

α2
||δβδαX 1||4L4

θ

¸ 1

2

˜ż

|α|ăη

dα

α2
||δαX 1||4L4

θ

¸ 1

2

1

ρ2
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` C1T ||δβ rΛ 1

2X
1||L2

θ

˜ż

|α|ăη

dα

α2
||δβδαX 1||4L4

θ

¸ 1

4

˜ż

|α|ăη

dα

α2
||δαX 1||4L4

θ

¸ 1

4

1

ρ
.

In order to deal with this error term, we need to absorb it by the elliptic term. A
priori though, C1T and ρ´1 could both be very large, and this might seem like we
need to restrict our choice of tensions in §1.4.

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

ż

|α|ăη

dα

α2
||δαX 1||p

L
p

θ

ď 1

µpη´1qp
ż

T

dα

α2
||δαX 1||p

L
p

θ

µp|α|´1qp “
||X 1||p

9B
1

p
,µ

p,p

µpη´1qp . (3.19)

Note that µpη´1q´1 can be made arbitrarily small for η ą 0 small. We next use
the following embeddings from Proposition A.5 as

||f ||
9B

1

p
p,p

. ||f ||
9B
1

2

2,p

, ||f ||
9B

1

p
,µ

p,p

. ||f ||
9B
1

2
,µ

2,p

, p ě 2. (3.20)

We remark that we will also use the following inequality frequently in the rest of
this paper, ||f || 9Bs

p,r1

. ||f || 9Bs
p,r2

which holds for any r1 ě r2 ě 1 and any s P R.

We will now use these inequalities in the form

||δβX 1||
9B
1

4

4,4

. ||δβX 1||
9B
1

2

2,4

. ||δβX 1||
9B
1

2

2,2

« ||δβ rΛ 1

2X
1||L2

θ
,

and also using (3.3) we have,

||X 1||
9B
1

4
,µ

4,4

ď C||X 1||
9B
1

2
,µ

2,4

ď CC˚M.

We therefore conclude that

LS
1 ď Cκ1C1T ||δβX 1||2

9B
1

2

2,2

, (3.21)

where we define κ1 “ κ1pηq by

κ1
def“ 1

ρ2
M2

µpη´1q2 ` 1

ρ

M

µpη´1q . (3.22)

This will be our main estimate for LS
1 . We will later choose η ą 0 small enough so

that Cκ1C1T ! λ.
Next we will estimate LL

1 containing ALpθ, αq from (3.17) and (1.19) on the
region |α| ě η. Noting that ||δαf ||Lp ď 2||f ||Lp for all p P r1,8s, we can neglect
the δα’s and apply Hölder’s inequality in θ to obtain

LL
1 . C1T

˜ż

|α|ěη

dα

α2

¸ ˜ ||δβX 1||2
L4

θ

||X 1||2
L4

θ

ρ2
`

||δβX 1||L2

θ
||δβX 1||L4

θ
||X 1||L4

θ

ρ

¸
.

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

||X 1||L4

θ
. ||X 1|| 9B0

4,2
. ||X 1||

9B
1

4

2,2

. ||X 1||
9B
1

2

2,8

.M.

For the other term we use also Lemma A.6 to obtain

||δβX 1||L4

θ
. ||δβX 1|| 9B0

4,2
. ||δβX 1||

9B
1

4

2,2

. ||δβ rΛ 1

2X
1||1{2

L2

θ

||δβX 1||1{2

L2

θ

.
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We also use that
´ş

|α|ěη
dα
α2

¯
“ η´1. Then we obtain

LL
1 .

C1TM2

ηρ2
||δβ rΛ 1

2X
1||L2

θ
||δβX 1||L2

θ
` C1TM

ηρ
||δβrΛ 1

2X
1||1{2

L2

θ

||δβX 1||3{2

L2

θ

.

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

LL
1 ď λ

8
||δβX 1||2

9B
1

2

2,2

` C||δβX 1||2L2

θ
U1, (3.23)

where

U1 “ U1rM,λ, ρ, C1T , ηs def“ C2
1TM

4

λη2ρ4
` C

4{3
1T M

4{3

λ1{3η4{3ρ4{3
. (3.24)

This is our main estimate for LL
1 .

Now we can collect the estimates for LS
1 in (3.21) and LL

1 in (3.23) to obtain

L1 ď
ˆ
λ

8
` Cκ1C1T

˙
||δβX 1||2

9B
1

2

2,2

` C||δβX 1||2L2

θ
U1. (3.25)

This is our main estimate for the term L1.
This estimate above motivates the following lemma. First, for some A ą 0, we

consider a typical term of the following form

L “ LrX 1
1,X

1
2,X

1
3s def“ A

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαX 1

1||δβX 1
2||δαX 1

3|. (3.26)

Here X
1
i are given functions for i “ 1, 2, 3. Then we have

Lemma 3.5. For any small constant 0 ă c ă 1, and for λ ą 0 from (1.33), for any
small η ą 0 we have the following uniform estimate for (3.26) as

L ď cλ||δβrΛ 1

2X
1
1||2L2

θ
` CA2

λµpη´1q2 ||δβX 1
2||2L8

θ
||X 1

3||2Bµ

` c||δβX 1
1||2L2

θ
` CA2η´2||δβX 1

2||2L2

θ
||X 1

3||2L8
θ
. (3.27)

In particular if X 1
1 “ X

1
2 then we also have

L ď cλ||δβrΛ 1

2X
1
1||2L2

θ
` CA2

λµpη´1q2 ||δβX 1
1||2L8

θ
||X 1

3||2Bµ ` C
A

η
||δβX 1

1||2L2

θ
||X 1

3||L8
θ
.

Proof of Lemma 3.5. We split this term into L “ LS ` LL where LS is restricted
to the integration domain |α| ă η and LL to the domain |α| ě η similar to (3.17).
For LS we use Hölder’s inequality to obtain

LS . ||δβX 1
2||L8

θ

˜ż

|α|ăη

dα

α2
||δαδβX 1

1||2L2

θ

¸ 1

2

˜ż

|α|ăη

dα

α2
||δαX 1

3||2L2

θ

¸1{2

.

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

LS . ||δβ rΛ 1

2X
1
1||L2

θ
||δβX 1

2||L8
θ

||X 1
3||

9B
1

2
,µ

2,2

µpη´1q .
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Next we estimate LL. Again using Hölder’s inequality we have

LL . ||δβX 1
1||L2

θ
||δβX 1

2||L2

θ
||X 1

3||L8
θ

˜ż

|α|ěη

dα

α2

¸

. η´1||δβX 1
1||L2

θ
||δβX 1

2||L2

θ
||X 1

3||L8
θ
.

We combine the estimates above and use the embedding Bµ Ă 9B
1

2
,µ

2,2 to obtain the
following general estimate

L ď CA

µpη´1q ||δβ rΛ 1

2X
1
1||L2

θ
||δβX 1

2||L8
θ

||X 1
3||Bµ

` CAη´1||δβX 1
1||L2

θ
||δβX 1

2||L2

θ
||X 1

3||L8
θ
. (3.28)

Then (3.27) follows after applying Young’s inequality. �

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

|τβKrXspθ, αq| ď C
´
1 ` ρ´1||X 1||L8

θ
` ρ´2||X 1||2L8

θ

¯
.

Now we state the following useful embedding as

||X 1||L8
θ
. ||X 1||

9B
1

2

2,1

. (3.29)

This embedding follows as in Proposition A.5. Then further using ||X 1||
9B
1

2

2,1

.

||X 1||
9B
1

2
,µ

2,1

and (3.3) we have

C
´
1 ` ρ´1||X 1||L8

θ
` ρ´2||X 1||2L8

θ

¯
ď Cp1 ` ρ´2M2q def“ W1 “ W1rX 1s. (3.30)

Thus we notice that the remaining part of L3 is in the form of (3.26) with X
1
1 “

X
1
2 “ X

1
3 “ X

1. Thus applying (3.28) we obtain

L3 ď C||δβ rΛ 1

2X
1||L2

θ
||δβX 1||L8

θ

||X 1||Bµ

µpη´1q W1rX 1sC2T

` Cη´1||δβX 1||2L2

θ
||X 1||L8

θ
W1rX 1sC2T .

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

L3 ď λ

8
||δβrΛ 1

2X
1||2L2

θ
` Cκ2C

2

2T ||δβX 1||2L8
θ

` C||δβX 1||2L2

θ
U2, (3.31)

where recalling (3.30) we have

U2 “ U2rM,ρ´1, C2T , ηs def“ η´1Mp1 ` ρ´2M2qC2T , (3.32)

and κ2 “ κ2pηq is

κ2
def“ λ´1

M2

µpη´1q2 p1 ` ρ´2M2q2. (3.33)

This will be our main estimate for L3. We will later choose η ą 0 small enough so
that under our assumptions Cκ2C2

2T ! λ.
To prove further estimates we will now state the following lemma which gives

the pointwise estimates of δβApθ, αq. The proof of Lemma 3.6 is given in §B.
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Lemma 3.6. Considering Apθ, αq from (1.19) we can split δβApθ, αq as

δβApθ, αq “ A1βpθ, αq ` A2βpθ, αq, (3.34)

where A1βpθ, αq satisfies the following uniform upper bound

|A1βpθ, αq| . |δβδ`
αX

1pθq||τβδ´
αX

1pθq| ` |δ`
αX

1pθq||δβδ´
αX

1pθq|
|X|2˚

` |δβδ`
αX

1pθq| ` |δβδ´
αX

1pθq|
|X|˚

. (3.35)

Further A2βpθ, αq satisfies the uniform upper bound

|A2βpθ, αq| . |δ`
αX

1pθq|
`
|τβδ´

αX
1pθq| ` |δ´

αX
1pθq|

˘ |δβDαXpθq|
|X|3˚

`
`
|δ`

αX
1pθq| ` |δ´

αX
1pθq|

˘ |δβDαXpθq|
|X|2˚

. (3.36)

Next we will estimate the term L2 from (3.16). For future use we will estimate
the following more general term with a constant A ą 0 as

L2rX 1
1,X

1
2,X

1
3s def“ A

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαX 1

1pθq||δβArX2spθ, αq||δαX 1
3pθq|. (3.37)

Here X1, X2 and X3 are given functions. Then in Lemma 3.6 we split the ker-
nel from (1.19) as δβArX2spθ, αq “ A1βrX2spθ, αq ` A2βrX2spθ, αq. Taking into
account Remark 3.3, from (3.35) and (3.36) we have

|A1βrX2spθ, αq| . |δβδαX 1
2pθq||δαX 1

2pθq|
|X2|2˚

` |δβδαX 1
2pθq|

|X2|˚
, (3.38)

and

|A2βrX2spθ, αq| . |δαX 1
2pθq|2|δβDαX2pθq|

|X2|3˚
` |δαX 1

2pθq||δβDαX2pθq|
|X2|2˚

. (3.39)

Now we split L2 “ L21 ` L22 according to (3.34). In particular L21 is the term
L2 with δβApθ, αq replaced by A1βpθ, αq. Now notice that L21rX 1

1,X
1
2,X

1
3s “ L21

satisfies the upper bound

L21 . A

2ÿ

j“1

ρ´j ||X 1
2||j´1

L8
θ

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαX 1

1pθq||δβX 1
2pθq||δαX 1

3pθq|.

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

L21 ď cλ||δβ rΛ 1

2X
1
1||2L2

θ
` CA2

λµpη´1q2

˜
2ÿ

j“1

ρ´j ||X 1
2||j´1

L8
θ

¸2

||δβX 1
2||2L8

θ
||X 1

3||2Bµ

` c||δβX 1
1||2L2

θ
` C||δβX 1

2||2L2

θ
||X 1

3||2L8
θ
A2η´2

˜
2ÿ

j“1

ρ´j ||X 1
2||j´1

L8
θ

¸2

. (3.40)

This is our main estimate for the term L21rX 1
1,X

1
2,X

1
3s.

Lastly we will estimate L22 “ L22rX 1
1,X

1
2,X

1
3s. For this term we have the upper

bound

|L22| . A

3ÿ

j“2

ρ´j ||X 1
2||j´1

L8
θ

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαX 1

1pθq||δβDαX2pθq||δαX 1
3pθq|.
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We can estimate this term the same way that we estimated L3 in (3.31) using
Lemma 3.5. This follows because the term |δβDαX2pθq| in L22 is treated exactly
as the term |δβX 1

2pθq| in (3.26) and (3.27). We can do that as in (3.5) because

||δβDαX2||Lp

θ
. ||δβX 1

2||Lp

θ
, p P r1,8s. (3.41)

Thus as in (3.27) we have

L22 ď cλ||δβ rΛ 1

2X
1
1||2L2

θ
` CA2

λµpη´1q2

˜
3ÿ

j“2

ρ´j ||X 1
2||j´1

L8
θ

¸2

||δβX 1
2||2L8

θ
||X 1

3||2Bµ

` c||δβX 1
1||2L2

θ
` C||δβX 1

2||2L2

θ
||X 1

3||2L8
θ
A2η´2

˜
3ÿ

j“2

ρ´j ||X 1
2||j´1

L8
θ

¸2

. (3.42)

This is our main estimate for the term L22.
Then for the term L2 “ L2rX 1

1,X
1
2,X

1
3s from (3.40) and (3.42) we have for any

small constant 0 ă c ă 1 that

L2 ď cλ||δβ rΛ 1

2X
1
1||2L2

θ
` C

A2U4rX 1
2s

λµpη´1q2 ||δβX 1
2||2L8

θ
||X 1

3||2Bµ

` c||δβX 1
1||2L2

θ
` C||δβX 1

2||2L2

θ
||X 1

3||2L8
θ
A2η´2U4rX 1

2s. (3.43)

where

U4 “ U4r||X 1
2||L8

θ
, ρ´1s def“

˜
2ÿ

j“1

ρ´j ||X 1
2||j´1

L8
θ

¸2

`
˜

3ÿ

j“2

ρ´j ||X 1
2||j´1

L8
θ

¸2

. (3.44)

The above general estimate will be used in §5.1.
Specifically for L2 “ L2rX 1,X 1,X 1s from (3.16) following a similar procedure

we obtain

L2 ď λ

4
||δβX 1||2

9B
1

2

2,2

` Cκ3C
2

1T ||δβX 1||2L8
θ

` C||δβX 1||2L2

θ
C1T U3, (3.45)

where recalling (3.3) then κ3 “ κ3rX 1spηq is

κ3
def“ M2

λµpη´1q2

˜
2ÿ

j“1

ρ´jM j´1

¸2

p1 ` ρ´2M2q, (3.46)

and

U3 “ U3rM,ρ´1, η´1s def“ Mη´1

3ÿ

j“1

ρ´jM j´1. (3.47)

This is our main estimate for the term L2. We will later choose η ą 0 small enough
so that under our assumptions Cκ3C2

1T ! λ.
Putting together our estimates for L1 (3.25), L2 (3.45) and L3 (3.31) into (3.16)

we arrive at

d

dt
||δβX 1||2L2

θ
` λ

2
||δβX 1||2

9B
1

2

2,2

ď Cκ1C1T ||δβX 1||2
9B
1

2

2,2

` C
`
C2

2T κ2 ` C2

1T κ3
˘

||δβX 1||2L8
θ

` C||δβX 1||2L2

θ
pU1 ` U2 ` C1T U3q ,

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 “ UrM,ρ, λ, C2T , C1T s def“ U1 ` U2 ` C1T U3. (3.48)

From (3.33) and (3.46) we also define

κ0
def“ C2

2T κ2 ` C2

1T κ3.

Now we can choose η ą 0 small enough so that Cκ1C1T ă λ{4. Thus we obtain

d

dt
||δβX 1||2L2

θ
` λ

4
||δβX 1||2

9B
1

2

2,2

ď Cκ0||δβX 1||2L8
θ

` CU ||δβX 1||2L2

θ
.

Further integrating in time, we get that

||δβX 1||2L2

θ
ptq ` λ

4
||δβX 1||2

L2

t p 9B
1

2

2,2q
ď ||δβX 1

0||2L2

θ
` Cκ0||δβX 1||2L2

t pL8
θ

q

` CU ||δβX 1||2L2
t pL2

θ
q.

Note that trivially, we have the bound

||δβX 1||2L2

t pL2

θ
q ď t||δβX 1||2L8

t pL2

θ
q. (3.49)

Now we take the essential supremum over 0 ď t ď T , at the cost of an extra factor
of 2 on the RHS, to obtain

||δβX 1||2L8
T

pL2

θ
q ` λ

4
||δβX 1||2

L2

T
p 9B

1

2

2,2q
ď 2||δβX 1

0||2L2

θ
` Cκ0||δβX 1||2L2

T
pL8

θ
q

` CTU ||δβX 1||2L8
T

pL2

θ
q. (3.50)

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

1?
2

p|A| ` |B|q ď pA2 `B2q1{2 ď |A| ` |B|. (3.51)

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

||δβX 1||L8
T pL2

θ
q `

ˆ
λ

4

˙1{2

||δβX 1||
L2

T
p 9B

1

2

2,2q
ď 2||δβX 1

0||L2

θ
` Cκ

1{2
0

||δβX 1||L2

T pL8
θ

q

` CT 1{2U1{2||δβX 1||L8
T pL2

θ
q.

Then further integrating the above in dβ against |β|´3{2µp|β|´1q thus gives us

||X 1||Bµ

T
`

ˆ
λ

4

˙1{2

||X 1||Dµ

T
ď 2||X 1

0||Bµ

` Cκ
1{2
0

ż

T

dβ

|β|3{2
µp|β|´1q||δβX 1||L2

T
pL8

θ
q ` CT 1{2U1{2||X 1||Bµ

T
.

To handle the term containing κ
1{2
0

we will use the following lemma.

Lemma 3.7. There exists a constant Cµ ą 0 such that

||f ||rL2

T p 9B
1

2
,µ

8,1 q
ď Cµ

ż

T

dβ

|β|3{2
µp|β|´1q||δβ rΛ 1

2 f ||L2

T pL2

θ
q “ Cµ||f ||Dµ

T
. (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 η ą 0 small enough so that`
λ
4

˘1{2 ´ Cκ
1{2
0
Cµ ě cλ1{2 ą 0 for some small positive constant c ! 1. We thus

obtain

||X 1||Bµ

T
` cλ1{2||X 1||Dµ

T
ď 2||X 1

0||Bµ ` CT 1{2U1{2||X 1||Bµ

T
.

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 1ptq solves the equation

BtX 1 ` rΛTpX 1q “ Vpθq, Vpθq def“
ż

T

dα

α2
Apθ, αqδαTpX 1pθqq. (4.1)

We suppose that we are given initial data satisfying (3.1) for equation (4.1). For
some C˚ ą 0 we will further suppose for T ą 0 that for some c ą 0 and for λ ą 0
as in (1.33) that we have

||X 1||Bµ

T
` cλ

1

2 ||X 1||Dµ

T
ď C˚M. (4.2)

Next we have the following estimate on the L2
T p 9H1q norm of a solution.

Lemma 4.1. Given a solution to (4.1) satisfying (3.2) and (4.2). For any ε ą 0,
there exists Tε “ T pε,M, µ, ρ, λq ą 0 such that

ż Tε

0

ds ||X 1psq||29H1
ď ε.

Proof. We split into |β| ă η and |β| ě η for some small η ą 0 to be chosen:

ż T

0

||X 1psq||29H1
ds .

ż T

0

ds

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dβ

β2

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαX 1ps, θq|2

.
1

µpη´1q2
ż

|β|ăη

dβ

β2
µp|β|´1q2

ż T

0

ds

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαX 1ps, θq|2

` 1

η

ż

T

dθ

ż T

0

ds

ż

T

dα
|δαX 1ps, θq|2

α2

.

||rΛ 1

2X
1||2

rL2

T
p 9B

1

2
,µ

2,2 q

µpη´1q2 `
T ||X 1||2

rL8
T

p 9B
1

2

2,2q

η
.

C2
˚M

2

µpη´1q2λ ` C2
˚M

2T

η
.

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 η ą 0 small enough so that C
C2

˚M2

µpη´1q2λ ă 1

2
ε,

and then we can choose T “ Tε small enough so that C
C2

˚M2T

η
ă 1

2
ε. �

Next, we prove the following lemma, which controls the L2pTq norm of the time

derivative of a solution by the 9H1pTq norm.
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Lemma 4.2. A solution to (4.1) satisfying (3.2) and (3.3) has the estimate

||BtX 1ptq||L2pTq ď C1||X 1ptq|| 9H1pTq,

for some constant C1 “ C1pM,ρ, C1T q ą 0 and for any time 0 ă t ă T .

Proof. We use the equation (4.1) to obtain that

||BtX 1||L2 ď ||rΛTpX 1q||L2 ` ||V ||L2 .

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

||rΛTpX 1q||L2 « ||TpX 1q|| 9H1 « ||DTpX 1qX2||L2

. C1T ||X2||L2 . C1T ||X 1|| 9H1 .

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

|Vpθq| . C1T

ż

T

dα

ˆ |δαX 1pθq|2
ρα2

` |δαX 1pθq|3
ρ2α2

˙
. (4.3)

Applying Minkowski’s inequality, we then get that

||V ||L2 . C1T

ż

T

dα

α2

`
ρ´1||δαX 1||2L4 ` ρ´2||δαX 1||3L6

˘
.

In terms of the Besov spaces the upper bound above is

||V ||L2 . C1T ρ
´1||X 1||2

9B
1{2
4,2

` C1T ρ
´2||X 1||3

9B
1{3
6,3

.

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

||X 1||2
9B
1{2
4,2

. ||X 1||2
9B
3{4
2,2

. ||X 1|| 9B
1{2
2,1

||X 1|| 9H1 ,

and

||X 1||3
9B
1{3
6,3

. ||X 1||3
9B
2{3
2,2

. ||X 1||2
9B
1{2
2,1

||X 1|| 9H1 .

Plugging in these inequalities and using (4.2) we have

||V ||L2 . C1T
`
ρ´1M ` ρ´2M2

˘
||X 1|| 9H1 .

This completes the proof. �

Corollary 4.3. Given a solution to (1.13) satisfying both (3.2) and (4.2). Then
for any ε ą 0 there exists a time Tε “ T pε,M, µ, ρ, λ, C1T q ą 0 such that

ż Tε

0

dt ||BtX 1ptq||2L2

θ
ă ε.

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 ε ą 0 there exists a time Tǫ “ T pǫ,M, µ, ρ, λ, C1T q ą 0 such that

||X 1ptq ´ X
1
0||L8

θ
ă ε,

for all 0 ă t ă Tǫ.
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Proof. We use the embedding (3.29) and (4.2), and then we have for any η ą 0:

||X 1ptq ´ X
1
0||L8

θ
.

ż

T

dβ

|β|3{2
||δβpX 1ptq ´ X

1
0q||L2

θ
.

ż

|β|ăη

`
ż

|β|ěη

.
||X 1||Bµ

T
` ||X 1

0||Bµ

µpη´1q `
||X 1ptq ´ X

1
0||L2

θ

η1{2
.

C˚M

µpη´1q `
||X 1ptq ´ X

1
0||L2

θ

η1{2
.

Now fix ε ą 0 small. Then we take η sufficiently small, and we can guarantee

||X 1ptq ´ X
1
0||L8

θ
ď ε

2
` C

||X 1ptq ´ X
1
0||L2

θ

η1{2
.

Next we apply the Minkowski and Hölder inequalities so that we can bound the
latter term as follows

||X 1ptq ´ X
1
0||L2

θ
“

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż t

0

ds BtX 1psq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
L2

θ

ď t
1

2

ˆż t

0

ds ||BtX 1psq||2L2

θ

˙ 1

2

.

Lastly we apply Corollary 4.3, and then the result then follows so long as Tǫ ą 0 is
taken sufficiently small. �

We now point out that the argument in [25, Prop 8.7 on page 337] shows that
for any two vectors X1 and X2 from (1.10) and (1.11) we have

||X1|˚ ´ |X2|˚| “
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ inf
θ‰α

|DαX1pθq| ´ inf
θ‰α

|DαX2pθq|
ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď sup
θ‰α

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ |δαX1pθq|

|α| ´ |δαX2pθq|
|α|

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď sup

θ‰α

|δαpX1 ´ X2qpθq|
|α| .

We thus conclude that

||X1|˚ ´ |X2|˚| ď ||X 1
1 ´ X

1
2||L8

θ
. (4.4)

We can now deduce from Proposition 4.4 and (4.4) that if initially |X0|˚ ą 0, then
for a solution to (1.13) satisfying (4.2) for any fixed ρ satisfying 0 ă ρ ă |X0|˚
there exists a small-time Tρ ą 0 such that (3.2) holds over 0 ď t ď Tρ.

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

1pt, θq and Y
1pt, θq, with corresponding initial data X0 and Y0 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), Z0, satisfying

||Z 1
0||Bµ “ ||Z 1

0||
9B
1

2
,µ

2,1

ď M, |Z0|˚ “ inf
α‰θ

|DαZ0pθq| ą 0. (5.1)

Here 0 ă M ă 8 is allowed to be large. Then for some C˚ ą 0 we suppose for
T ą 0 that for some c ą 0 and λ ą 0 as in (1.33) we have

||Z 1||Bµ

T
` cλ

1

2 ||Z 1||Dµ

T
ď C˚M. (5.2)
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We also prove our estimate in this section, for some ρ ą 0 that is allowed to be
small, under the following condition

|Zptq|˚ ě ρ, 0 ď t ď T. (5.3)

Given µ from Definition 1.1 we will use the equivalent semi-norm defined with ν

instead of µ where ν is given by

νprq def“ 1 ` µprq
C3 maxt1,Mu , C3 ě 1. (5.4)

We will choose C3 “ C3pλ´1, C1T q to be a possibly large constant at the end of
the proof of Proposition 5.1. Notice that ν defines equivalent norms Bν

T and Dν
T to

the norms Bµ
T and Dµ

T defined in (1.26) and (1.27) respectively. In particular, from
(5.4) we have

||f ||Bν
T

ď 2||f ||Bµ

T
, ||f ||Dν

T
ď 2||f ||Dµ

T
, (5.5)

and

||f ||Bµ

T
ď C3 maxt1,Mu||f ||Bν

T
, ||f ||Dµ

T
ď C3 maxt1,Mu||f ||Dν

T
.

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

Proposition 5.1. Let X,Y : r0, T s ˆT Ñ R
2 be two weak solutions to the Peskin

problem with tension T in the sense of Definition 1.2 with initial data X0, Y0

respectively. Assume that X0, Y0, 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 1

and Y
1 to (1.13) over 0 ď t ď T with T ą 0 we have

||X 1 ´ Y
1||Bν

T
` λ

1

2 ||X 1 ´ Y
1||Dν

T
ď 4||X 1

0 ´ Y
1
0 ||Bν ` C||X 1 ´ Y

1||Bν
T
T

1

2W ,

where W “ Wrρ,M s is defined in (5.42).
In particular, there exists TM “ TM pM,ρ, µ, λ, C1T , C2T , C3T q ą 0 such that for

any 0 ă T ď TM , we have the following estimate

||X 1 ´ Y
1||Bν

T
` 2λ

1

2 ||X 1 ´ Y
1||Dν

T
ď 8||X 1

0 ´ Y
1
0 ||Bν .

For use below we define the following notation using (1.11):

|X,Y |˚ def“ mint|X|˚, |Y |˚u. (5.6)

Then the next two lemmas will be used in the proof of Proposition 5.1.

Lemma 5.2. We have the following uniform estimate

|ArXs ´ ArY s| . |X|´1

˚

`ˇ̌
δ`
α pX 1 ´ Y

1qpθq
ˇ̌

`
ˇ̌
δ´
α pX 1 ´ Y

1qpθq
ˇ̌˘

` |X|´2

˚

`ˇ̌
δ`
α pX 1 ´ Y

1qpθq
ˇ̌ ˇ̌
δ´
αX

1pθq
ˇ̌

`
ˇ̌
δ´
α pX 1 ´ Y

1qpθq
ˇ̌ ˇ̌
δ`
αY

1pθq
ˇ̌˘

` |X,Y |´2

˚

ˇ̌
DαpX 1 ´ Y

1qpθq
ˇ̌ `ˇ̌
δ´
αY

1pθq
ˇ̌

`
ˇ̌
δ`
αY

1pθq
ˇ̌˘

` |X,Y |´3

˚

ˇ̌
DαpX 1 ´ Y

1qpθq
ˇ̌ ˇ̌
δ´
αY

1pθq
ˇ̌ ˇ̌
δ`
αY

1pθq
ˇ̌
.

We also use the decomposition in (3.34) as

δβArXs “ A1βrXs ` A2βrXs, δβArY s “ A1βrY s ` A2βrY s.
We further introduce the following notation

|δβDαX, δβDαY | def“ maxt|δβDαXpθq|, |δβDαY pθq|u. (5.7)
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Lemma 5.3. We have the uniform estimate for the difference

|A1βrXs ´ A1βrY s| .
`
|δβδ`

α pX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq| ` |δβδ´

α pX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq|

˘
|X|´1

˚

`
`
|δβδ`

α pX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq||τβδ´

αX
1pθq| ` |δβδ´

α pX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq||δ`

α Y
1pθq|

˘
|X|´2

˚

` |δβδ`
αY

1pθq||τβδ´
α pX 1 ´ Y

1qpθq||X|´2

˚ ` |δ`
α pX 1 ´ Y

1qpθq||δβδ´
αX

1pθq||X|´2

˚

`
`
|δβδ`

αY
1pθq| ` |δβδ´

αY
1pθq|

˘
|τβDαpX 1 ´ Y

1qpθq||X,Y |´2

˚

` |δβδ`
αY

1pθq||τβδ´
αY

1pθq||τβDαpX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq||X,Y |´3

˚

` |δ`
αY

1pθq||δβδ´
αY

1pθq||DαpX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq||X,Y |´3

˚ . (5.8)

And we have

|A2βrXs ´ A2βrY s| . |δ`
α pX 1´Y

1qpθq|p1`|τβδ´
αX

1pθq|`|δ´
αX

1pθq|q |δβDαXpθq|
|X|3˚

`
`
|τβδ´

α pX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq||δ`

αY
1pθq| ` |δ´

α pX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq|p1 ` |δ`

αY
1pθq|q

˘ |δβDαXpθq|
|X|3˚

` p|δ`
αY

1pθq|p1 ` |δ´
αY

1pθq| ` |τβδ´
αY

1pθq|q ` |δ´
αY

1pθq|q |δβDαpX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq|

|X,Y |3˚
` |δ`

αY
1pθq||τβδ´

αY
1pθq||τβDαpX 1 ´ Y

1qpθq| |δβDαX, δβDαY |
|X,Y |4˚

`
`
|δ`

αY
1pθq||τβδ´

αY
1pθq| ` |δ`

αY
1pθq||δ´

αY
1pθq|

˘
|DαpX 1´Y

1qpθq| |δβDαX, δβDαY |
|X,Y |4˚

`
`
|δ`

αY
1pθq| ` |δ´

αY
1pθq|

˘
|DαpX 1 ´ Y

1qpθq| |δβDαX, δβDαY |
|X,Y |4˚

. (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

BtX 1pθq ´ BtY 1pθq “
ż

T

dα
KrXspθ, αq

α2
δα

`
TpX 1pθqq ´ TpY 1pθqq

˘

`
ż

T

dα
ArXspθ, αq ´ ArY spθ, αq

α2
δαTpY 1pθqq.

We now take δβ of the equation above to obtain

BtδβpX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq “

ż

T

dα
τβKrXspθ, αq

α2
δβδα

`
TpX 1pθqq ´ TpY 1pθqq

˘

`
ż

T

dα
δβArXspθ, αq

α2
δαpTpX 1pθqq ´ TpY 1pθqqq

`
ż

T

dα
τβpArXs ´ ArY sqpθ, αq

α2
δβδαTpY 1pθqq

`
ż

T

dα
δβpArXs ´ ArY sqpθ, αq

α2
δαTpY 1pθqq.

Now we consider this expression in L2 similar to (3.4) as

d

dt
||δβX 1 ´ δβY

1||2L2



34 S. CAMERON AND R. M. STRAIN

“ ´
ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα δβδαpX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq ¨ τβKrXspθ, αq

α2
δβδαpTpX 1pθqq ´ TpY 1pθqqq

´
ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα δβδαpX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq ¨ δβArXspθ, αq

α2
δαpTpX 1pθqq ´ TpY 1pθqqq

´
ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα δβδαpX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq ¨ τβpArXs ´ ArY sqpθ, αq

α2
δβδαTpY 1pθqq

´
ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα δβδαpX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq ¨ δβpArXs ´ ArY sqpθ, αq

α2
δαTpY 1pθqq. (5.10)

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

δαpTpX 1pθqq ´ TpY 1pθqqq “ DTrX 1sδαpX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq

` pDTrX 1s ´DTrY 1sqδαY 1pθq. (5.11)

Further as in (3.9) we calculate that

DTrX 1s ´DTrY 1s “
ż 1

0

ds1 ĆD2Tps1, θ, αq pg1rX 1s ´ g1rY 1sq, (5.12)

where g1rX 1s “ g1rX 1sps1, α, θq is defined below (3.9) and

ĆD2Tps1, θ, αq def“
ż 1

0

ds2 D
2Tpf2rX 1,Y 1sps1, s2, θ, αqq. (5.13)

Here we also use the definition

f2rX 1,Y 1sps1, s2, θ, αq def“ s2ps1ταpX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq ` p1 ´ s1qpX 1 ´ Y

1qpθqq
` s1ταY

1pθq ` p1 ´ s1qY 1pθq.
Thus recalling Remark 3.3 and using (1.34) we have

|δαpTpX 1pθqq ´ TpY 1pθqqq| ď C1T |δαpX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq|

` C2T |pX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq||δαY 1pθq|.

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

δβδαpTpX 1pθqq ´ TpY 1pθqqq “ τβDTrX 1sδβδαpX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq

` τβpDTrX 1s ´DTrY 1sqδβδαY 1pθq ` δβDTrX 1sδαpX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq

` pδβDTrX 1s ´ δβDTrY 1sqδαY 1pθq.

Notice that δβDTrX 1s is calculated in (3.12) and it has the bound (3.14). We
further calculate using g1 from (3.9) and (3.12) that

δβDTrX 1s ´ δβDTrY 1s “
ż 1

0

ds1 D2TrX 1spθqg1rδβpX 1 ´ Y
1qsps1, α, θq

`
ż 1

0

ds1 pD2TrX 1s ´D2TrY 1sqg1rδβY 1sps1, α, θq, (5.14)

where

D2TrX 1s ´D2TrY 1s “
ż 1

0

ds2 D3Tpθ, α, βqg2rX 1 ´ Y
1s,
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where g2rX 1 ´ Y
1s is defined in (3.13). We further use

D3Tpθ, α, βq def“
ż 1

0

ds3 D
3Tpg3ps3, θ, α, βqq,

and with g2rX 1s defined in (3.13) we use

g3ps3, θ, α, βq def“ s3g2rX 1sps2, s1, α, θ, βq ` p1 ´ s3qg2rY 1sps2, s1, α, θ, βq.
Notice that τβDTrX 1sδβδαpX 1 ´ Y

1qpθq 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

|δβδαpTpX 1pθqq ´ TpY 1pθqqq ´ τβDTrX 1sδβδαpX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq|

ď C2T p|δβδαY 1pθq||pX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq| ` |δβX 1pθq||δαpX 1 ´ Y

1qpθq|q
` C2T |δβpX 1 ´ Y

1qpθq||δαY 1pθq| ` C3T |pX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq||δβY 1pθq||δαY 1pθq|.

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

dt
||δβpX 1 ´ Y

1q||2L2 ` λ

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαpX 1 ´ Y

1qpθq|2

ď
3ÿ

j“0

Nj `
7ÿ

j“4

Nj `
9ÿ

j“8

Nj . (5.15)

To ease the notation, when we list the terms below we will drop the pθq and pθ, αq
notation from each term. For example we will write τβArXspθ, αq “ τβArXs. Then
with (1.18) and (1.19) we have

N0

def“ C1T

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαpX 1 ´ Y

1q|2|τβArXs|,

N1

def“ C1T

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαpX 1 ´ Y

1q||δαpX 1 ´ Y
1q||δβArXs|,

N2

def“ C1T

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαpX 1 ´ Y

1q||δβδαY 1||τβpArXs ´ ArY sq|,

N3

def“ C1T

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαpX 1 ´ Y

1q||δαY 1||δβpArXs ´ ArY sq|,

N4

def“ C2T

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαpX 1 ´ Y

1q||τβKrXs||X 1 ´ Y
1||δβδαY 1|,

N5

def“ C2T

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαpX 1 ´ Y

1q||τβKrXs||δβX 1||δαpX 1 ´ Y
1q|,

N6

def“ C2T

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαpX 1 ´ Y

1q||τβKrXs||δβpX 1 ´ Y
1q||δαY 1|,

N7

def“ C2T

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαpX 1 ´ Y

1q||δβArXs||X 1 ´ Y
1||δαY 1|,

N8

def“ C2T

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαpX 1 ´ Y

1q||τβpArXs ´ ArY sq||δβY 1||δαY 1|,
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N9

def“ C3T

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαpX 1 ´ Y

1q||τβKrXs||X 1 ´ Y
1||δβY 1||δαY 1|.

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

First notice that N0 is analogous to L1 from (3.16) and (3.18). Thus similar to
(3.25) we have

N0 ď
ˆ
λ

64
` Cκ1C1T

˙
||δβ rΛ 1

2 pX 1 ´ Y
1q||2L2

θ
` C||δβpX 1 ´ Y

1q||2L2

θ
U1, (5.16)

where κ1 “ κ1pηq is given by (3.22) and U1 is defined in (3.24). Later we will be
able to choose η ą 0 small enough in so that we have Cκ1C1T ď 1

2

λ
64
. This is our

main estimate for the term N0.
Then the term N1 is exactly L2rX 1 ´ Y

1,X 1,X 1 ´ Y
1s from (3.37). Thus as in

(3.43), N1 satisfies the estimate

N1 ď λ

64
||δβrΛ 1

2 pX 1 ´ Y
1q||2L2

θ
` Cκ3C

2

1T ||δβX 1||2L8
θ

||X 1 ´ Y
1||2Bµ

` 1

64
||δβpX 1 ´ Y

1q||2L2

θ
` C||δβX 1||2L2

θ
||X 1 ´ Y

1||2L8
θ
C2

1T W2, (5.17)

where κ3 “ κ3pηq is given by (3.46) and as in (3.44) we have

W2 “ W2rM,ρ´1, η´1s def“ η´2

˜
2ÿ

j“1

ρ´jM j´1

¸2

p1 ` ρ´2M2q. (5.18)

This is our main estimate for the term N1.
Next we consider N7. After bounding |X 1 ´ Y

1| . ||X 1 ´ Y
1||L8

θ
, then as in

(3.43) with (5.2) the term N7 satisfies the bounds

N7 ď λ

64
||δβrΛ 1

2 pX 1 ´ Y
1q||2L2

θ
` Cκ3C

2

2TM
2||X 1 ´ Y

1||2L8
θ

||δβX 1||2L8
θ

` 1

64
||δβpX 1 ´ Y

1q||2L2

θ
` C||δβX 1||2L2

θ
||X 1 ´ Y

1||2L8
θ
M2C2

2T W2. (5.19)

This is our main estimate for N7.
Next, we apply the estimate (3.27) to N5 to obtain

N5 ď λ

64
||δβrΛ 1

2 pX 1 ´ Y
1q||2L2

θ
` Cκ5C

2

2T ||δβX 1||2L8
θ

||X 1 ´ Y
1||2Bµ

` 1

64
||δβpX 1 ´ Y

1q||2L2

θ
` C||δβX 1||2L2

θ
||X 1 ´ Y

1||2L8
θ
C2

2T W5. (5.20)

where recalling W1 “ W1rρ,M s “ Cp1 ` ρ´2M2q from (3.30) we define

κ5
def“ p1 ` ρ´2M2q2

λµpη´1q2 , (5.21)

and

W5

def“ η´2p1 ` ρ´2M2q2. (5.22)

Next, we apply the estimate (3.27) to N6 to obtain

N6 ď λ

64
||δβrΛ 1

2 pX 1 ´ Y
1q||2L2

θ
` Cκ6C

2

2T ||δβpX 1 ´ Y
1q||2L8

θ

` C||δβpX 1 ´ Y
1q||2L2

θ
C2TMp1 ` ρ´2M2qη´1, (5.23)
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where

κ6 “ M2

λµpη´1q2 p1 ` ρ´2M2q2. (5.24)

We also apply the estimate (3.27) to N9 to obtain

N9 ď λ

64
||δβrΛ 1

2 pX 1 ´ Y
1q||2L2

θ
` Cκ6C

2

3T ||X 1 ´ Y
1||2L8

θ
||δβY 1||2L8

θ

` 1

64
||δβpX 1 ´ Y

1q||2L2

θ

` C||δβY 1||2L2

θ
||X 1 ´ Y

1||2L8
θ
C2

3TM
2p1 ` ρ´2M2q2η´2. (5.25)

This is our main estimate for N9.
We will now estimate the terms N2 and N8. From Lemma 5.2, Remark 3.3 and

(5.3) we have

|ArXs ´ ArY s| . |δαpX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq|

`
ρ´1 ` ρ´2p|δαX 1pθq| ` |δαY 1pθq|q

˘

` |DαpX ´ Y q| |δαY 1pθq|
`
ρ´2 ` ρ´3|δαY 1pθq|

˘
. (5.26)

We thus define

W21 “ W21rρ,M s def“ ρ´1 ` ρ´2M, W22 “ ρ´1W21. (5.27)

Then for N2 using (3.5) we split it up as

N2 ď CW21C1T

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαpX 1 ´ Y

1qpθq||δβY 1pθq||δαpX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq|

` CW22C1T ||X 1 ´ Y
1||L8

θ

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαpX 1 ´ Y

1qpθq||δβY 1pθq||δαY 1pθq|

“ N21 ` N22.

Then for N21 we use (3.27) to obtain

N21 ď λ

64
||δβrΛ 1

2 pX 1 ´ Y
1q||2L2

θ
` CW2

21C
2
1T

λµpη´1q2 ||δβY 1||2L8
θ

||X 1 ´ Y
1||2Bµ

` 1

64
||δβpX 1 ´ Y

1q||2L2

θ
` C||δβY 1||2L2

θ
||X 1 ´ Y

1||2L8
θ
W2

21C
2

1T η
´2. (5.28)

And for N22 we similarly obtain

N22 ď λ

64
||δβrΛ 1

2 pX 1 ´ Y
1q||2L2

θ
` CW2

22C
2
1TM

2

λµpη´1q2 ||δβY 1||2L8
θ

||X 1 ´ Y
1||2L8

θ

` 1

64
||δβpX 1 ´ Y

1q||2L2

θ
` C||δβY 1||2L2

θ
||X 1 ´ Y

1||2L8
θ
M2W2

22C
2

1T η
´2. (5.29)

These are our main estimates for N2.
For the term N8, also using (3.5), with (5.2) and Remark 3.3 we will use the

following estimate

|ArXs ´ ArY s| ď CW8||X 1 ´ Y
1||L8

θ
,

where
W8 “ W8rρ,M s def“ ρ´1 ` ρ´2M ` ρ´3M2. (5.30)

Then for N8 we further use (3.27) to find

N8 ď λ

64
||δβrΛ 1

2 pX 1 ´ Y
1q||2L2

θ
` C

W2
8M

2C2
2T

λµpη´1q2 ||δβY 1||2L8
θ

||X 1 ´ Y
1||2L8

θ
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` 1

64
||δβpX 1 ´ Y

1q||2L2

θ
` C||δβY 1||2L2

θ
||X 1 ´ Y

1||2L8
θ
M2W2

8η
´2C2

2T . (5.31)

This is our main estimate for N8.
We will now estimate N3. To this end we use the decomposition in (3.34) as

δβArXs “ A1βrXs ` A2βrXs, δβArY s “ A1βrY s ` A2βrY s.
Then from (5.8) with Remark 3.3 and (5.3) we have the following bound

|A1βrXs ´ A1βrY s| . |δβδαpX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq|ρ´1

` |δαpX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq|

`
|δβδαY 1pθq| ` |δβδαX 1pθq|

˘
ρ´2

` |δβδαpX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq|

`
|δαY 1pθq| ` |δαX 1pθq|

˘
ρ´2

` |δβδαY 1pθq||DαpX ´ Y qpθq|
`
1 ` ρ´1|δαY 1pθq|

˘
ρ´2.

And from (5.9) we have

|A2βrXs ´ A2βrY s| . ρ´3|δαpX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq||δβDαXpθq|

` ρ´3
`
|δαY 1pθq| ` |δαX 1pθq|

˘
|δαpX 1 ´ Y

1qpθq||δβDαXpθq|
` ρ´3

`
|δαY 1pθq| ` |δαY 1pθq|2

˘
|δβDαpX ´ Y qpθq|

` ρ´4
`
|δαY 1pθq| ` |δαY 1pθq|2

˘
|DαpX ´ Y qpθq|p|δβDαXpθq| ` |δβDαY pθq|q.

We thus define W3 “ W3rρ,M s by

W3

def“ ρ´1 ` ρ´2 p1 `Mq
`
1 ` ρ´1p1 `Mq

˘
` ρ´4M p1 `Mq . (5.32)

And then we plug these estimates in, using also (3.5), to observe

N3 ď CC1T W3

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαpX 1 ´ Y

1qpθq||δαpX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq||δβZ 1pθq|

` CC1T W3

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαpX 1 ´ Y

1qpθq||δαpX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq||δβDαZpθq|

` CC1T W3

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαpX 1 ´ Y

1qpθq||δβpX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq||δαZ 1pθq|

` CC1T W3

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαpX 1 ´ Y

1qpθq||δβDαpX ´ Y qpθq||δαZ 1pθq|

` CC1T W3||X 1 ´ Y
1||L8

θ

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαpX 1 ´ Y

1qpθq||δαY 1pθq||δβZ 1pθq|

` CC1T W3||X 1 ´ Y
1||L8

θ

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαpX 1 ´ Y

1qpθq||δαY 1pθq||δβDαZpθq|

“
6ÿ

j“1

N3j .

Here we recall the notation Z
1 defined above (5.1).

Now for the term N31 we use (3.27) to get

N31 ď λ

64
||δβrΛ 1

2 pX 1 ´ Y
1q||2L2

θ
` CC2

1T W
2
3

λµpη´1q2 ||X 1 ´ Y
1||2Bµ ||δβZ 1||2L8

θ

` 1

64
||δβpX 1 ´ Y

1q||2L2

θ
` C||δβZ 1||2L2

θ
||X 1 ´ Y

1||2L8
θ
C2

1T W
2

3η
´2. (5.33)
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Then because of (3.41), in N32 we can treat |δβDαZpθq| the same as |δβZ 1pθq| in
N31. Thus N32 also satisfies (5.33).

Next for the term N33 we again use (3.27) and (5.2) to obtain

N33 ď λ

64
||δβrΛ 1

2 pX 1 ´ Y
1q||2L2

θ
` CC2

1T W
2
3

λµpη´1q2M
2||δβpX 1 ´ Y

1q||2L8
θ

` C||δβpX 1 ´ Y
1q||2L2

θ
C1T W3η

´1M. (5.34)

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

N35 ď λ

64
||δβrΛ 1

2 pX 1 ´ Y
1q||2L2

θ
` CC2

1T W
2
3

λµpη´1q2M
2||δβZ 1||2L8

θ
||X 1 ´ Y

1||2L8
θ

` 1

64
||δβpX 1 ´ Y

1q||2L2

θ
` C||δβZ 1||2L2

θ
||X 1 ´ Y

1||2L8
θ
C2

1T W
2

3η
´2M2. (5.35)

And again with (3.41) then N36 also satisfies (5.35). These are our main estimates
for N3.

The last term to estimate is N4. From (3.30) we can bound

N4 ď W1C2T ||X 1 ´ Y
1||L8

θ

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δβδαpX 1 ´ Y

1qpθq||δβδαY 1pθq|.

For the term N4 we apply Cauchy-Schwartz to obtain

N4 ď W1C2T ||X 1 ´ Y
1||L8

θ
||δβrΛ 1

2 pX 1 ´ Y
1q||L2

θ
||δβ rΛ 1

2Y
1||L2

θ
.

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 N4 is the reason why we use the equivalent
norm with (5.4). For now we apply Young’s inequality

N4 ď λ

64
||δβ rΛ 1

2 pX 1 ´ Y
1q||2L2

θ
` Cλ´1W2

1C
2

2T ||X 1 ´ Y
1||2L8

θ
||δβrΛ 1

2Y
1||2L2

θ
. (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

dt
||δβpX 1 ´ Y

1q||2L2

θ
` 3λ

4
||δβrΛ 1

2 pX 1 ´ Y
1q||2L2

θ

ď Cκ7

´
||δβX 1||2L8

θ
` ||δβY 1||2L8

θ

¯
||X 1 ´ Y

1||2Bµ ` C||BβpX 1 ´ Y
1q||2L2

θ
W9

` Cκ9||BβpX 1 ´ Y
1q||2L8

θ
` C

´
||δβX 1||2L2

θ
` ||δβY 1||2L2

θ

¯
||X 1 ´ Y

1||2L8
θ
W7

` Cκ1C1T ||δβrΛ 1

2 pX 1 ´ Y
1q||2L2

θ
` Cλ´1C2

2T W
2

1 ||δβrΛ 1

2Y
1||2L2

θ
||X 1 ´ Y

1||2L8
θ
.

Here we recall (3.22). Further recalling (3.46), (5.21), (5.24), (5.27), (5.30) and
(5.32), we define

κ7
def“ κ3C

2

1T ` κ3C
2

2TM
2 ` κ5C

2

2T ` κ6C
2

3T ` W2
21C

2
1T

λµpη´1q2 ` W2
22C

2
1TM

2

λµpη´1q2

` W2
8M

2C2
2T

λµpη´1q2 ` C2
1T W

2
3

λµpη´1q2 p1 `M2q, (5.37)
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and additionally recalling (5.18) and (5.22) we have

W7

def“ C2

1T W2 `M2C2

2T W2 ` C2

2T W5 ` C2

3TM
2p1 ` ρ´2M2q2η´2 ` W2

21C
2

1T η
´2

`M2W2

22C
2

1T η
´2 `M2W2

8η
´2C2

2T ` C2

1T W
2

3η
´2p1 `M2q. (5.38)

Above we also used the defintion

κ9
def“ κ6C

2

2T ` C2
1T W

2
3

λµpη´1q2M
2, (5.39)

and additionally recalling (3.24) we define

W9

def“ 1 ` U1 ` C2TMp1 ` ρ´2M2qη´1 ` C1T W3η
´1M. (5.40)

We now choose η ą 0 small enough so that we have Cκ1C1T ď 1

4
λ. Next we further

integrate in time over 0 ď s ď t and afterwards we take the essential supremum in
time over 0 ď t ď T to obtain

sup
0ďtďT

||δβpX 1 ´ Y
1q||2L2ptq ` λ

2
||δβ rΛ 1

2 pX 1 ´ Y
1q||2L2

T
pL2

θ
q

ď ||δβpX 1
0 ´ Y

1
0 q||2L2 ` Cκ7

´
||δβX 1||2L2

T
pL8

θ
q ` ||δβY 1||2L2

T
pL8

θ
q

¯
||X 1 ´ Y

1||2L8
T pBµq

` Cκ9||BβpX 1 ´ Y
1q||2L2

T
pL8

θ
q ` C||BβpX 1 ´ Y

1q||2L2

T
pL2

θ
qW9

` C
´

||δβX 1||2L2

T pL2

θ
q ` ||δβY 1||2L2

T pL2

θ
q

¯
||X 1 ´ Y

1||2L8
T

pL8
θ

qW7

` 1

2
T sup

0ďtďT

||BβpX 1 ´ Y
1q||2L2

θ
ptq `Cλ´1C2

2T ||δβ rΛ 1

2Y
1||2L2

T pL2

θ
q||X 1 ´ Y

1||2L8
T

pL8
θ

q.

Next we suppose that 0 ă T ď 1, and we use the inequality (3.51) to obtain

1

2
sup

0ďtďT

||δβpX 1 ´ Y
1q||L2ptq ` λ1{2

2
||δβ rΛ 1

2 pX 1 ´ Y
1q||L2

T
pL2

θ
q

ď ||δβpX 1
0 ´ Y

1
0 q||L2 ` Cκ

1{2
7

´
||δβX 1||L2

T
pL8

θ
q ` ||δβY 1||L2

T
pL8

θ
q

¯
||X 1 ´ Y

1||L8
T

pBµq

` Cκ
1{2
9

||BβpX 1 ´ Y
1q||L2

T pL8
θ

q ` C||BβpX 1 ´ Y
1q||L2

T pL2

θ
qW

1{2
9

` C
´

||δβX 1||L2

T pL2

θ
q ` ||δβY 1||L2

T pL2

θ
q

¯
||X 1 ´ Y

1||L8
T pL8

θ
qW

1{2
7

` Cλ´1{2C2T ||δβrΛ 1

2Y
1||L2

T
pL2

θ
q||X 1 ´ Y

1||L8
T

pL8
θ

q.

We further integrate the above in dβ against |β|´3{2νp|β|´1q for ν defined in (5.4)
to obtain

1

2
||X 1 ´ Y

1||Bν
T

` λ1{2

2
||X 1 ´ Y

1||Dν
T

ď ||X 1
0 ´ Y

1
0 ||Bν

` Cκ
1{2
7

ˆ
||X 1||rL2

T
p 9B

1

2
,ν

8,1 q
` ||Y 1||rL2

T
p 9B

1

2
,ν

8,1 q

˙
||X 1 ´ Y

1||Bν
T

` Cκ
1{2
9

||X 1 ´ Y
1||rL2

T
p 9B

1

2
,ν

8,1 q
` CT 1{2W

1{2
9

||X 1 ´ Y
1||Bν

T

` CT 1{2
`
||X 1||Bν

T
` ||Y 1||Bν

T

˘
||X 1 ´ Y

1||L8
T

pL8
θ

qW
1{2
7

` Cλ´1{2C2T ||Y 1||Dν
T

||X 1 ´ Y
1||L8

T
pL8

θ
q.
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We use the embedding (3.52) to see that ||f ||rL2

T
p 9B

1

2
,ν

8,1 q
ď Cν ||f ||Dν

T
. We also use the

embeddings in (3.29), Proposition A.5 and then we use Definition 1.1 to obtain

||f ||L8
T

pL8
θ

q ď C||f ||
L8

T
p 9B

1

2

2,1q
ď C||f ||Bν

T
.

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

1

2
||X 1 ´ Y

1||Bν
T

` λ1{2

2
||X 1 ´ Y

1||Dν
T

ď ||X 1
0 ´ Y

1
0 ||Bν

` Cmaxt1,MuCνκ
1{2
7

`
||X 1||Dν

T
` ||Y 1||Dν

T

˘
||X 1 ´ Y

1||Bν
T

` CCνκ
1{2
9

||X 1 ´ Y
1||Dν

T
` CT 1{2W

1{2
9

||X 1 ´ Y
1||Bν

T

` CT 1{2
`
||X 1||Bν

T
` ||Y 1||Bν

T

˘
||X 1 ´ Y

1||Bν
T
W

1{2
7

` Cλ´1{2C2T ||Y 1||Dν
T

||X 1 ´ Y
1||Bν

T
.

Now using (5.2) and (5.5) we can choose η ą 0 additionally small enough so that
κ7 ą 0 from (5.37) enforces

Cmaxt1,MuCνκ
1{2
7

`
||X 1||Dν

T
` ||Y 1||Dν

T

˘
ď 4Cmaxt1,MuCνκ

1{2
7
M ă 1

8
.

Then we can further choose η ą 0 additionally possibly smaller so that κ9 from
(5.39) enforces

CCνκ
1{2
9

ă λ1{2

4
.

Thus we obtain

3

8
||X 1 ´ Y

1||Bν
T

` λ1{2

4
||X 1 ´ Y

1||Dν
T

ď ||X 1
0 ´ Y

1
0 ||Bν

` CT 1{2W0||X 1 ´ Y
1||Bν

T
` Cλ´1{2C2T ||Y 1||Dν

T
||X 1 ´ Y

1||Bν
T
.

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

W0

def“ W
1{2
9

`MW
1{2
7
. (5.41)

Next from (5.4) and (1.27) we have that

||Y 1||Dν
T

“
ż

T

dβ

|β|3{2
||δβrΛ 1

2Y
1||L2

T
pL2

θ
q ` 1

C3 maxt1,Mu ||Y 1||Dµ

T
.

Since we can bound ||Y 1||Dµ
T

ď Cλ´1{2||Y 1
0 ||Bµ as in Proposition 3.1 and (5.2), then

we can make the second term above arbitrarily small. In particular we can choose
C3 ě 1 large enough so that

Cλ´1{2
C2T ||Y 1||Dµ

T

C3 maxt1,Mu ď Cλ´1
C2T ||Y 1

0 ||Bµ

C3 maxt1,Mu ď Cλ´1
C2T
C3

ă 1

16
.

It is important that C3 “ C3pλ, C2T q but C3 does not depend upon η. Then for the
first term above, we split into |β| ă η1 and |β| ě η1 for some small η1 ą 0. Then
similar to (3.19) using also (5.2) we have

ż

|β|ăη1

dβ

|β|3{2
||δβ rΛ 1

2Y
1||L2

T pL2

θ
q ď 1

µpη´1

1
q

||Y 1||Dµ

T
ď C

M

λ
1

2µpη´1

1
q
.

For the other part, again with (5.2), we have
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ż

|β|ěη1

dβ

|β|3{2
||δβrΛ 1

2Y
1||L2

T
pL2

θ
q ď Cη

´1{2
1

||rΛ 1

2Y
1||L2

T
pL2

θ
q

ď CT 1{2η
´1{2
1

||Y 1||
L8

T p 9B
1

2

2,2q
ď CT 1{2Mη

´1{2
1

.

Notice that 1

µpη´1

1
q
can be made arbitrarily small for η1 ą 0 chosen small enough.

Thus if we choose η1 ą 0 small enough we have

Cλ´1{2C2T
M

λ
1

2µpη´1

1
q

ă 1

16
.

Thus we obtain

||X 1 ´ Y
1||Bν

T
` λ1{2||X 1 ´ Y

1||Dν
T

ď 4||X 1
0 ´ Y

1
0 ||Bν ` C||X 1 ´ Y

1||Bν
T
T 1{2W ,

where using (5.41) we define

W
def“ W0 ` η

´1{2
1

Mλ´1{2C2T . (5.42)

The proof is complete. �

5.2. L2 continuity estimate. For some C˚ ą 0 we now suppose for T ą 0 that
for some c ą 0 and λ ą 0 as in (1.33) for some M ą 0 that we have

||Z 1||
L8

T
9H

1

2
` cλ

1

2 ||Z 1||L2

T
9H1 ď C˚M. (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 L2

θ norm of the
difference of two solutions to (1.13) is stable.

Proposition 5.4. Let X,Y : r0, T s ˆT Ñ R2 be two weak solutions to the Peskin
problem (1.13) with tension T (1.14) in the sense of Definition 1.2 with initial
data X0, Y0 respectively. Assume that X0, Y0, and T satisfy the assumptions of
Theorem 1.6, in particular we assume (1.34). Additionally assume (5.3) holds with
T ą 0. Then for two solutions X 1 and Y

1 over 0 ď t ď T we have

||pX 1 ´ Y
1qptq||L2

θ
ď C||X 1

0 ´ Y
1
0 ||L2

θ
,

where C “ CpM,ρ, λ, C1T , C2T q ą 0.

Proof. Direct calculation gives us that

d

dt
||X 1 ´ Y

1||2L2

θ
“ ´

ż

T

ż

T

dαdθ

α2
δαpX 1 ´ Y

1q ¨
`
KrXsδαTpX 1q ´ KrY sδαTpY 1q

˘

“ ´
ż

T

ż

T

dαdθ

α2
δαpX 1 ´ Y

1q ¨ KrXsδαpTpX 1q ´ TpY 1qq

´
ż

T

ż

T

dαdθ

α2
δαpX 1 ´ Y

1q ¨ pArXs ´ ArY sq δαTpY 1q “ IK ` IA.

Recalling (3.9), we use (1.18) and (5.11) to expand out IK as

IK “ ´ 1

4π

ż

T

ż

T

dαdθ

α2
δαpX 1 ´ Y

1q ¨ DTrX 1sδαpX 1 ´ Y
1q

´
ż

T

ż

T

dαdθ

α2
δαpX 1 ´ Y

1q ¨ ArXsDTrX 1sδαpX 1 ´ Y
1q

´
ż

T

ż

T

dαdθ

α2
δαpX 1 ´ Y

1q ¨ KrXspDTrX 1s ´DTrY 1sqδαY 1 “ I1K ` I2K ` I3K.
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Then from (1.33) we have I1K ď ´λ||rΛ 1

2 pX 1 ´ Y
1q||2

L2

θ

.

Next we estimate the following sample term for an integer j ě 1 using Proposition
A.5 and Lemma A.6 and Young’s inequality for any small constant c ą 0 as

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δαpX 1 ´ Y

1q|2|δαZ 1|j ď C

ż

T

dα

α2
||δαpX 1 ´ Y

1q||2L2

θ
||δαZ 1||jL8

θ

ď C||X 1 ´ Y
1||2

9B
1

4

2,4

||Z 1||j
9B

1

2j
8,2j

ď C||X 1 ´ Y
1||2

9H
1

4

||Z 1||j
9B

j`1

2j
2,2j

ď C||X 1 ´ Y
1||

9H
1

2
||X 1 ´ Y

1||L2

θ
||Z 1||j´1

9H
1

2

||Z 1|| 9H1

ď cλ||X 1 ´ Y
1||2

9H
1

2

` Cλ´1||X 1 ´ Y
1||2L2

θ
||Z 1||2pj´1q

9H
1

2

||Z 1||29H1
. (5.44)

Then for I2K we use (3.9), (1.34), (3.18), (5.3) and (5.44) to obtain

I2K ď C

ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δαpX 1 ´ Y

1q|2pρ´1|δαX 1| ` ρ´2|δαX 1|2q|DTrX 1s|

ď λ

8
||X 1 ´ Y

1||2
9H

1

2

` C
C2
1T

λ

˜
1 `

||X 1||2
9H

1

2

ρ2

¸
||X 1||2

9H1

ρ2
||X 1 ´ Y

1||2L2

θ
. (5.45)

Next we will estimate I3K. First similar to (5.44) for an integer j ě 1 we estimate
ż

T

dθ

ż

T

dα

α2
|δαpX 1 ´ Y

1q||X 1 ´ Y
1||δαZ 1|j

ď C||X 1 ´ Y
1||L2

θ

ż

T

dα

α2
||δαpX 1 ´ Y

1q||L2

θ
||δαZ 1||jL8

θ

ď C||X 1 ´ Y
1||L2

θ
||X 1 ´ Y

1||
9H

1

2
||Z 1||j

9B
1

2j
8,2j

ď C||X 1 ´ Y
1||

9H
1

2

||X 1 ´ Y
1||L2

θ
||Z 1||j´1

9H
1

2

||Z 1|| 9H1

ď cλ||X 1 ´ Y
1||2

9H
1

2

` Cλ´1||X 1 ´ Y
1||2L2

θ
||Z 1||2pj´1q

9H
1

2

||Z 1||29H1
. (5.46)

Now we use (5.12) with (3.9) and (1.34) to see that
ˇ̌
DTrX 1s ´DTrY 1s

ˇ̌
. C2T |X 1 ´ Y

1|.
Thus for I3K with (1.18), (3.18) and (5.46) we have the following bound

I3K ď CC2T

ż

T

ż

T

dαdθ

α2
|δαpX 1 ´ Y

1q||X 1 ´ Y
1|

ˆ
|δαZ 1| ` |δαZ 1|2

ρ
` |δαZ 1|3

ρ2

˙

ď C
C2
2T

λ

´
1 ` ρ´2||Z 1||2

9H
1

2

` ρ´4||Z 1||4
9H

1

2

¯
||Z 1||29H1

||X 1 ´ Y
1||2L2

θ

` λ

8
||X 1 ´ Y

1||2
9H

1

2

. (5.47)

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

IA . C1T

ż

T

ż

T

dαdθ

α2
|δαpX 1 ´ Y

1q|2
`
ρ´1|δαZ 1| ` ρ´2|δαZ 1|2

˘

`C1T ρ
´2

ż

T

ż

T

dαdθ

α2
|δαpX 1´Y

1q| |DαpX ´ Y q|
`
|δαZ 1|2 ` ρ´1|δαZ 1|3

˘
“ I1A`I2A.
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Then similar to (5.44) and (5.45) we have

I1A ď λ

8
||X 1 ´ Y

1||2
9H

1

2

` C
C2
1T

λ

˜
1 `

||Z 1||2
9H

1

2

ρ2

¸
||Z 1||2

9H1

ρ2
||X 1 ´ Y

1||2L2

θ
.

Also using (3.5) then similar to (5.46) and (5.47) we have

I2A ď C
C2
2T ρ

´4

λ

´
||Z 1||2

9H
1

2

` ρ´2||Z 1||4
9H

1

2

¯
||Z 1||29H1

||X 1 ´ Y
1||2L2

θ

` λ

8
||X 1 ´ Y

1||2
9H

1

2

.

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

J ptq def“ C2
1T

ρ2λ

˜
1 `

||Z 1ptq||2
9H

1

2

ρ2

¸
` C2

2T

λ

`
1 ` ρ´2

˘ ´
1 ` ρ´4||Z 1ptq||4

9H
1

2

¯
.

Then putting all of these bounds together, we get that

d

dt
logp||pX 1 ´ Y

1qptq||2L2

θ
q ď CJ ptq||Z 1ptq||29H1

.

We conclude that

||pX 1 ´ Y
1qptq||2L2

θ
ď exp

ˆ
C

ż t

0

ds J psq||Z 1psq||29H1

˙
||X 1

0 ´ Y
1
0 ||2L2

θ
.

Then applying (5.43) completes the proof. �

Corollary 5.5. Let X,Y : r0, T s ˆ T Ñ R2 be two weak solutions to the Peskin
problem (1.13) with tension T in the sense of Definition 1.2 with initial data X0,

Y0 respectively, satisfying all the conditions in Proposition 5.4. Let µ and ω satisfy

in Definition 1.1 and additionally suppose that there exists r˚ ě 1 such that ωprq
µprq

is decreasing for r ě r˚ and in particular

lim
rÑ8

ωprq
µprq “ 0.

For any ε ą 0, there exists δ˚ ą 0 such that for any 0 ă δ ď δ˚ then (5.2) and
||X 1

0 ´ Y
1
0 ||L2

θ
ă δ imply

||X 1 ´ Y
1||Bω

T
ă ε.

Proof. For any small η ą 0, we can bound

||X 1 ´ Y
1||Bω

T
“

ż

T

dβ

|β|3{2
ωp|β|´1q sup

0ďtďT

||δβpX 1 ´ Y
1qptq||L2

θ
ď

ż

|β|ăη

`
ż

|β|ąη

ď ωpη´1q
µpη´1q p||X 1||Bµ

T
` ||Y 1||Bµ

T
q ` ωpη´1q

η1{2
sup

0ďtďT

||pX 1 ´ Y
1qptq||L2

θ
.

Thus by our assumptions on µ, ω, X 1, and Y
1, we can take η ą 0 sufficiently small

to guarantee that
ωpη´1q
µpη´1q p||X 1||Bµ

T
` ||Y 1||Bµ

T
q ă ε

2
.

Then applying Proposition 5.4, we can take δ ą 0 sufficiently small to obtain the
result. �
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6. Higher regularity

In this section we establish the gain of higher regularity for the solutions X 1pt, θq
to the Peskin problem (1.13) satisfying (3.1), (3.2) and (4.2). In §6.1 we prove the

C
1

2

t,x estimate. Then in §6.2 we prove the C1,α
t,x estimate and the higher regularity.

6.1. C
1

2

t,x estimate for X
1pt, θq. We now prove the C

1

2

t,x estimate for solutions
X

1pt, θq 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 q P N we have the following uniform estimates:

Yq
def“

ż

T

dβ

β2

ż

T

dθ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

T

dα

α2
|δαX 1pθq|q|δβδαX 1pθq|

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

. ||X 1||2pq´1q

9H
1

2

||X 1||49H1
,

Zq
def“

ż

T

dβ

β2

ż

T

dθ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

T

dα

α2
|δαX 1pθq|q`1|δβX 1pθq|

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

. ||X 1||2q
9H

1

2

||X 1||49H1
.

Proof. Fix q P N. We apply Minkowski’s inequality in θ and α, and then we use
the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality to obtain

ż

T

dθ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

T

dα

α2
|δαX 1pθq|q|δβδαX 1pθq|

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

ď
˜ż

T

dα

α2

„ż

T

dθ|δαX 1|2q|δβδαX 1|2
 1

2

¸2

ď
ˆż

T

dα

α2
||δαX 1||qL8

θ
||δβδαX 1||L2

θ

˙2

ď ||X 1||2q
9B
1{2q
8,2q

||δβX 1||29H1{2 ,

and similarly

ż

T

dθ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

T

dα

α2
|δαX 1pθq|q`1|δβX 1pθq|

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

ď
˜ż

T

dα

α2

„ż

T

dθ|δαX 1|2pq`1q|δβX 1|2
 1

2

¸2

ď
ˆż

T

dα

α2
||δαX 1||q`1

L
2pq`1q
θ

||δβX 1||L8
θ

˙2

ď ||X 1||2pq`1q

9B
1{pq`1q
2pq`1q,q`1

||δβX 1||2L8
θ
.

Integrating against
dβ

β2
we obtain

Yq ď ||X 1||2q
9B
1{2q
8,2q

ş
T

dβ
β2 ||δβX 1||2

9H1{2
. ||X 1||2q

9B
1{2q
8,2q

||X 1||2
9H1
,

Zq ď ||X 1||2pq`1q

9B
1{pq`1q
2pq`1q,q`1

ş
T

dβ
β2 ||δβX 1||2L8

θ
. ||X 1||2pq`1q

9B
1{pq`1q
2pq`1q,q`1

||X 1||2
9B
1{2
8,2

.

Then above we will use ||X 1||2
9B
1{2
8,2

. ||X 1||2
9H1

from Proposition A.5 . Finally, since

q ě 1, applying Proposition A.5 and Lemma A.6 gives

||X 1||2q
9B
1{2q
8,2q

. ||X 1||2q
9H1{2`1{2q

. ||X 1||2pq´1q
9H1{2

||X 1||29H1
,

||X 1||2pq`1q

9B
1{pq`1q

2pq`1q,q`1

. ||X 1||2pq`1q
9H1{2`1{2pq`1q

. ||X 1||2q
9H1{2

||X 1||29H1
,

completing the estimate. �

Let X
1 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 9H1 estimate.
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Proposition 6.2. For any 0 ă t0 ă t ă T we have the following estimate

||X 1||29H1
ptq ď ||X 1||29H1

pt0q exp
ˆ
C||H||L8pt0,tq

ż t

t0

ds||X 1||2H1 psq
˙
. (6.1)

HereH “ Hpsq “ Hp||X 1psq||
9H

1

2
, ρ´1, λ´1, C1T , C2T q is a polynomial that is written

explicitly in (6.5). Thus in particular we have that

||X 1||29H1
ptq ď CpM,µ, ρ, λ, C1T , C2T q||X 1||29H1

pt0q. (6.2)

Proof. Notice that we use ||X 1||2
9H1

“
ş
T
dθ |rΛX 1pθq|2 with (1.40). Thus from (4.1)

we have

1

2

d

dt
||X 1||29H1

“ ´
ż

T

dθ rΛ 3

2X
1 ¨ rΛ 3

2TpX 1q `
ż

T

dθ rΛ 3

2X
1 ¨ rΛ 1

2V . (6.3)

To estimate the first term we split

rΛ3{2TpX 1q “ DTpX 1pθqqrΛ3{2
X

1 ` H1,

where similar to (3.8) and (3.9) we have

H1

def“ 1

4π

ż

T

dα

α5{2

ˆż 1

0

`
DTpX 1pθq ` sδαX

1pθqq ´DTpX 1pθqq
˘
ds

˙
δαX

1pθq.

Then similar to (5.13) we have
ˇ̌
DTpX 1pθq ` sδαX

1pθqq ´DTpX 1pθqq
ˇ̌
. C2T |δαX 1pθq|.

Then using Minkowski’s inequality and the Besov space embeddings in Proposition
A.5, we bound H1 in L2 as

||H1||L2

θ
. C2T

ż

T

dα

α5{2
||δαX 1||2L4

θ
. C2T ||X 1||2

9B
3{4
4,2

. C2T ||X 1||29H1
.

Recalling DTpzq ě λI from (1.33), applying Young’s inequality we thus have

´
ż

T

dθ rΛ 3

2X
1 ¨ rΛ 3

2TpX 1q ď ´λ||X 1||2
9H

3

2

` CC2T ||X 1||
9H

3

2
||X 1||29H1

ď ´λ

2
||X 1||2

9H
3

2

` Cλ´1C2

2T ||X 1||49H1
.

(6.4)

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

To estimate the second term in (6.3), it suffices to bound rΛ 1

2V from (4.1) in L2.

This is equivalent to bounding
ş
T

dβ
β2

ş
T
dθ pδβVpθqq2. Thus, we have

||rΛ 1

2V ||2L2

θ
«

ż

T

dβ

β2

ż

T

dθ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

T

dα

α2
δβrApθ, αqδαTpX 1pθqqs

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

.

ż

T

dβ

β2

ż

T

dθ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

T

dα

α2
|Apθ, αq| |δβδαTpX 1pθqq|

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

`
ż

T

dβ

β2

ż

T

dθ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

T

dα

α2
|δβApθ, αq| |τβδαTpX 1pθqq|

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

“ H2 ` H3.

We now use (3.15), (3.18), (3.2) and Lemma 6.1 to calculate that

H2 . C2

1T pρ´2Y1 ` ρ´4Y2q ` C2

2T pρ´2Z1 ` ρ´4Z2q
. pC2

1T ` C2

2T ||X 1||2
9H

1

2

qpρ´2 ` ρ´4||X 1||2
9H

1

2

q||X 1||49H1
.
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These are our main estimates for the term containing H2.
To bound the term H3, we will use (3.10) and the estimate of |δβApθ, αq| in

Lemma 3.6, (3.38) and (3.39). Then as in Lemma 6.1 we have

H3 . C2

1T pρ´2Y1 ` ρ´4Y2 ` ρ´4Z1 ` ρ´6Z2q
. C2

1T pρ´2 ` ρ´4||X 1||2
9H

1

2

` ρ´6||X 1||4
9H

1

2

q||X 1||49H1
.

Notice that above the estimates in (3.39) with |δβDαXpθq| can be treated the same
as |δβX 1pθq| in Lemma 6.1 due to (3.5).

Thus putting everything together, we have that

||rΛ 1

2V ||2L2

θ
. pC2

1T ρ
´2`C2

2T qρ´2||X 1||2
9H

1

2

p1`ρ´2||X 1||2
9H

1

2

q||X 1||49H1
`C2

1T ρ
´2||X 1||49H1

.

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

T

dθrΛ 3

2X
1 ¨ rΛ 1

2V

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď λ

4
||X 1||2

9H
3

2

` Cλ´1C2

1T ρ
´2||X 1||49H1

` Cλ´1pC2

1T ρ
´2 ` C2

2T qρ´2||X 1||2
9H

1

2

p1 ` ρ´2||X 1||2
9H

1

2

q||X 1||49H1
.

From the above estimate and (6.4) we are motivated to define H “ Hpsq by

H
def“ λ´1pC2

1T ρ
´2 ` C2

2T q
´
ρ´2||X 1psq||2

9H
1

2

p1 ` ρ´2||X 1psq||2
9H

1

2

q ` 1
¯
. (6.5)

We plug these estimates into (6.3) and apply Grönwall’s inequality to get (6.1).
Recalling (4.2) and noting that

||X 1||
L8

t
9H

1

2
. ||X 1||Bµ

T
, ||X 1||L2

t
9H1 . ||X 1||Dµ

T
,

then gives (6.2). �

Next, we prove the gain of 9H1 for small times.

Lemma 6.3. Let X
1 be a solution to the Peskin problem (1.13). Then for any

fixed ε ą 0 sufficiently small, there exists a time Tε “ Tεpε, ρ, µ,M, λq ą 0 such
that for all 0 ă t ď Tε we have

||X 1|| 9H1ptq ď εt´1{2.

Proof. For a fixed ε ą 0 by Lemma 4.1 for all t ą 0 sufficiently small we have
ż t

0

ds||X 1||29H1
psq ď ε2 log 2

4
. (6.6)

Then as ż t

t{2

ds
ε2

4s
“ ε2 log 2

4
,

there must some time t0 P rt{2, ts such that

||X 1||29H1
pt0q ď ε2

4t0
ď ε2

2t
.

Then combining the 9H1 estimate (6.1) with Lemma 4.1 gives us that

||X 1||29H1
ptq ď ε2

2t
exp

˜
C sup

t{2ďsďt

Hpsq
ż t

t{2

ds||X 1||29H1
psq

¸
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ď ε2

2t
exp

˜
C sup

t{2ďsďt

Hpsqε2
¸

ď ε2

t
,

so long as ε is sufficiently small. �

Next we will prove the C
1{2
t,θ estimate.

Lemma 6.4. Let Qt “ r t
2
, ts ˆ T for all times 0 ă t ď T˚, where 0 ă T˚ ď Tε

for some fixed ε ą 0 and Tε as in Lemma 6.3. Then there exists a finite constant
C “ Cpµ,M, ρ, λ, C1T , C2T q ą 0 such that

||X 1||
C

1{2
t,θ

pQtq
ď Ct´1{2.

Proof. Combining Proposition 6.2, Lemma 6.3 and the embedding in Proposition
A.5 gives us for any time t{2 ď s ď t that

||X 1psq||
C

1{2
θ

. ||X 1psq|| 9H1 . t´1{2. (6.7)

Thus X 1 is uniformly C1{2 in θ on the time interval rt{2, ts.
To show Hölder continuity in time, let t{2 ď s1 ă s2 ď t, and θ P T. Fixing some

α ą 0 to be determined, by the C
1{2
θ estimate above we have for i P t1, 2u that

ˇ̌
ˇ̌X 1psi, θq ´ 1

2α

ż α

´α

dβX 1psi, θ ` βq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ .

c
α

t
. (6.8)

Taking the difference of the two averages at times s1 and s2, we get that
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ 1

2α

ż α

´α

dβ
`
X

1ps2, θ ` βq ´ X
1ps1, θ ` βq

˘ ˇ̌
ˇ̌

“
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ 1

2α

ż α

´α

dβ

ż s2

s1

ds BtX 1ps, θ ` βq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌. (6.9)

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

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ 1

2α

ż α

´α

dβ

ż s2

s1

ds BtX 1ps, θ ` βq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ . 1?

α

ż s2

s1

ds ||BtX 1psq||L2

.
1?
α

ż s2

s1

ds ||X 1psq|| 9H1 .
|s2 ´ s1|?

αt
. (6.10)

Taking α “ s2 ´ s1 ą 0 and combining equations (6.8) and (6.10) then gives us

|X 1ps2, θq ´ X
1ps1, θq| . |s1 ´ s2|1{2

t1{2
.

This completes the proof. �

6.2. C1,α estimate for X
1. With Lemma 6.4, we have shown that our solution

X
1 is in C1{2 in both time t and the parametrization θ. Our next goal is to prove

that X 1 P C1,α
t,θ prτ, T s ˆ T;R2q for any fixed τ ą 0.

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

Btu` p´∆qσ{2ϕpuq “ 0.

They make similar assumptions on their scalar nonlinearity ϕ as we make on our
tension map T, and their proof transfers over to our vector valued case.
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We shall go through the argument of [41] and show that it applies. But first,
recall that X 1 solves the equation

BtX 1 ` rΛTpX 1q “ Vpt, θq,
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 Vpt, θq be as in (4.1). If X 1 P L8
t

9H1
θ X L8

t
9H

1

2

θ , then

Vpt, θq P L8
t,θ.

If X 1 P Cβ
t,θ for some

1

2
ă β ă 1, then

Vpt, θq P C2β´1

t,θ .

If X 1 P C0,1
t,θ , then V is log-Lipschitz. Finally, if X 1 P Ck,β

t,θ and T P Ck,β
r for some

k ě 1, 0 ă β ď 1 then all k-th order derivatives of V are log-Cβ.

Proof. To prove the L8 estimate, as in (4.3) we bound

|Vpt, θq| . C1T

ż

T

dα

α2

ˆ |δαX 1|2
ρ

` |δαX 1|3
ρ2

˙
. C1T

¨
˝

||X 1ptq||2
9B
1{2
8,2

ρ
`

||X 1ptq||3
9B
1{3
8,3

ρ2

˛
‚

. C1T

ˆ
1 `

||X 1||L8
t H1{2

ρ

˙ ||X 1||2
L8

t H1

ρ
.

With Proposition A.5, we just used the following embedding and interpolation

||X 1|| 9B
1{3
8,3

. ||X 1||
9H

5

6
. ||X 1||

1

3

9H
1

2

||X 1||
2

3

9H1
.

Now assume that X
1 P C

β
t,θ for some 1{2 ă β ă 1. Letting Θ “ pt, θq, and

Φ “ ps, φq, we need to bound the difference of |VpΘq ´ VpΦq|. To begin, we split A
from (1.19) into two pieces AL and AQ, where

AL
def“ pδ`

αX
1 ` δ´

αX
1q ¨ PpDαXpθqqDαXpθq

|DαXpθq|2 I

´ pδ`
αX

1 ` δ´
αX

1q ¨ RpDαXpθqqDαXpθq
|DαXpθq|2 RpDαXpθqq,

and

AQ
def“ δ`

αX
1 ¨ PpDαXpθqqδ´

αX
1

|DαXpθq|2 I ´ δ`
αX

1 ¨ RpDαXpθqqδ´
αX

1

|DαXpθq|2 RpDαXpθqq

` δ`
αX

1 ¨ pPpDαXpθqq ´ Iqδ´
αX

1

|DαXpθq|2 PpDαXpθqq.

Correspondingly, we define VL and VQ. We will focus on proving that VL is C2β´1

when X
1 is Cβ . Since X

1 P L8 X Cβ then AQ is mint|α|β , 1u smoother than AL

so that the proof for VQ follows similarly.
To show that VL is 2β ´ 1 Hölder continuous, fix any Θ ‰ Φ P r0, T s ˆ T

|VLpΘq ´ VLpΦq| . C1T
ρ

ż

T

dα
|pδ`

α ` δ´
α qpX 1pΘq ´ X

1pΦq| |δαX 1|
α2
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` C1T
ρ

ż

T

dα
|pδ`

α ` δ´
α qX 1| |δαX 1pΘq ´ δαX

1pΦq|
α2

` C1T
ρ2

ż

T

dα
|pδ`

α ` δ´
α qX 1| |δαX 1|
α2

|DαpXpΘq ´ XpΦqq|

` C2T
ρ

ż

T

dα
|pδ`

α ` δ´
α qX 1| |δαX 1|
α2

`
|X 1pΘq ´ X

1pΦq| ` |ταpX 1pΘq ´ X
1pΦq|

˘

“ C1T
ρ
I1 ` C1T

ρ
I2 ` C1T

ρ2
I3 ` C2T

ρ
I4. (6.11)

Note that above and below when we do not write the dependence on the variable
Θ or Φ it is because it will not have an effect on the following argument.

As β ą 1{2, we can easily bound
ż

T

dα
|pδ`

α ` δ´
α qX 1| |δαX 1|
α2

. ||X 1||2Cβ ` ||X 1||2L8 .

Thus

I3 ` I4 . p||X 1||2Cβ ` ||X 1||2L8q||X 1||Cβ |Θ ´ Φ|β . (6.12)

To bound I1 and I2, we split each integral into the regions where |α| ă |Θ´Φ| and
|α| ą |Θ ´ Φ|. For small α, we use the bounds

|δαX 1|, |δ˘
αX

1| . ||X 1||Cβ |α|β ,
and for large α we bound

|pδ`
α ` δ´

α qpX 1pΘq ´ X
1pΦq| |δαX 1| . ||X 1||2Cβ |Θ ´ Φ|β|α|β ,

|pδ`
α ` δ´

α qX 1| |δαX 1pΘq ´ δαX
1pΦq| . ||X 1||2Cβ |Θ ´ Φ|β |α|β .

Plugging in these bounds, we then get that

I1 ` I2 . ||X 1||2Cβ |Θ ´ Φ|2β´1. (6.13)

As 2β ´ 1 ă β, plugging in (6.12) and (6.13) into (6.11) gives us that VL P C2β´1

t,θ .

The proof for VQ follows similarly, giving the result for V .
Now suppose that X

1 is Lipschitz. Then again focusing on the VL bound, we
again are left to bound (6.11). As V is bounded, we may assume without loss of
generality that |Θ ´ Φ| ď 1. We can bound I3, I4 using the same argument as the
1{2 ă β ă 1 case to get

I3, I4 . p||X 1||2C0,1 ` ||X 1||2L8q||X 1||C0,1 |Θ ´ Φ|. (6.14)

To bound I1, I2 we now need to split our integral into 3 regions. For |α| ď |Θ´Φ|,
we again use the bounds

|δαX 1|, |δ˘
αX

1| . ||X 1||C0,1 |α|. (6.15)

For |Θ ´ Φ| ď |α| ď 1, we use the bounds

|pδ`
α ` δ´

α qpX 1pΘq ´ X
1pΦq| |δαX 1| . ||X 1||2C0,1 |Θ ´ Φ| |α|,

|pδ`
α ` δ´

α qX 1| |δαX 1pΘq ´ δαX
1pΦq| . ||X 1||2C0,1 |Θ ´ Φ| |α|. (6.16)

And for |α| ą 1, we use

|pδ`
α ` δ´

α qpX 1pΘq ´ X
1pΦq| |δαX 1| . ||X 1||C0,1 ||X 1||L8 |Θ ´ Φ|,

|pδ`
α ` δ´

α qX 1| |δαX 1pΘq ´ δαX
1pΦq| . ||X 1||C0,1 ||X 1||L8 |Θ ´ Φ|. (6.17)
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Integrating and plugging in the above bounds (6.15), (6.16) and (6.17) we then get
that

I1 ` I2 . ||X 1||C0,1p||X 1||C0,1 ` ||X 1||L8qp1 ´ log |Θ ´ Φ|qq|Θ ´ Φ|. (6.18)

Plugging (6.14), (6.18) into (6.11) gives us that V is log-Lipschitz.

Now assume that X
1 P C

k,β
t,θ and T P Ck,β

r for some k ě 1, and 0 ă β ď 1.

We claim that for every 0 ď j ď k that Bj
tBk´j

θ V is log-Cβ. The difference of

|Bj
tBk´j

θ VpΘq ´ Bj
t Bk´j

θ VpΦq| 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

J1 “
ż

T

dα
|Bj

t Bk´j
θ pδ`

α ` δ´
α qpX 1pΘq ´ X

1pΦq| |δαX 1|
α2

,

J2 “
ż

T

dα
|pδ`

α ` δ´
α qX 1|

α2

ˇ̌
ˇ̌δαDkTpX 1pΘqq ´ δαD

kTpX 1pΦqq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ |BtX 1|j |X2|k´j .

Without loss of generality, we assume |Θ´Φ| ď 1. To bound J1, we again split our
integral into 3 regions. For |α| ď |Θ ´ Φ| we use the bound

|Bj
tBk´j

θ pδ`
α ` δ´

α qpX 1pΘq ´ X
1pΦq| |δαX 1| . ||X 1||Ck,β ||X 1||C0,1 |α|1`β .

For |Θ ´ Φ| ď |α| ď 1, we use the bounds

|Bj
tBk´j

θ pδ`
α ` δ´

α qpX 1pΘq ´ X
1pΦq| |δαX 1| . ||X 1||Ck,β ||X 1||C0,1 |Θ ´ Φ|β |α|.

Finally for |α| ą 1 we use

|Bj
t Bk´j

θ pδ`
α ` δ´

α qpX 1pΘq ´ X
1pΦq| |δαX 1| . ||X 1||Ck,β ||X 1||L8 |Θ ´ Φ|β .

Plugging these in, we get that

J1 . ||X 1||Ck,β p||X 1||C0,1 ` ||X 1||L8 qp1 ´ log |Θ ´ Φ|q|Θ ´ Φ|β .
The other important integral to bound is J2. Note that

|BtX 1|j |X2|k´j ď ||X 1||kC0,1 .

To bound the rest of J2, we split the integral into the same 3 regions for α. Using
the 3 bounds

|pδ`
α ` δ´

α qX 1| |δαDkTpΘq ´ δαD
kTpΦq| . ||T||Ck,β ||X 1||2C0,1 |α|1`β ,

|pδ`
α ` δ´

α qX 1| |δαDkTpΘq ´ δαD
kTpΦq| . ||T||Ck,β ||X 1||2C0,1 |Θ ´ Φ|β|α|,

|pδ`
α ` δ´

α qX 1| |δαDkTpΘq ´ δαD
kTpΦq| . ||T||Ck,β ||X 1||C0,1 ||X 1||L8 |Θ ´ Φ|β,

for small, medium, and large α respectively. Plugging these in, we then get that

J2 . ||T||Ck,β ||X 1||k`1

C0,1p||X 1||C0,1 ` ||X 1||L8 qp1 ´ log |Θ ´ Φ|q|Θ ´ Φ|β .

All the other integrals involved in bounding |Bj
tBk´j

θ VpΘq ´ Bj
t Bk´j

θ VpΦq| can be
bounded either following similar arguments, or by using only lower order norms.
Thus all k-th order derivatives of V are log-Cβ. �

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. (Vázquez, de Pablo, Quirós and Rodŕıguez [41]) Let f, g : r0, T sˆR Ñ
R be such that "

Btg ` Λg “ Λf,
gp0, ¨q ” 0.

Fix Θ0 “ pt0, θ0q P p0, T q ˆ R. Suppose that there exist some 0 ă β, ǫ ă 1 and
r0 ą 0 such that f satisfies"

|fpΘ1q ´ fpΘ0q| ď c|Θ1 ´ Θ0|β`ǫ,

|fpΘ1q ´ fpΘ2q| ď crǫ|Θ1 ´ Θ2|β ,
for all Θ1,Θ2 P BrpΘ0q “ tΘ : |Θ ´ Θ0| ă ru and 0 ă r ď r0.

Then g satisfies

|gpΘ0 ` Φq ` gpΘ0 ´ Φq ´ 2gpΘ0q| . |Φ|β`ǫ.

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 Cβ everywhere and Cβ`ǫ at a fixed point Θ0,

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

Btg ` Λg “ Λf to Btg ` rΛg “ rΛf .
As in [41], we apply Lemma 6.6 repeatedly to steadily improve the regularity of

our solution X
1 in a bootstrapping argument.

Proposition 6.7. Let X : r0, T s ˆ T Ñ R2 be the solution to the Peskin problem

we constructed. Then for any 0 ă τ ă T , X 1 P C1,β
t,θ prτ, T sˆT;R2q for all 0 ă β ă 1.

Proof. To begin, fix some point Θ0 “ pt0, θ0q P pτ, T q ˆT. Let V Θ0 be the solution
to the equation

"
BtV Θ0 `DTpX 1pΘ0qqrΛV Θ0 “ ´VrX 1s,
V

Θ0pτ{2, ¨q “ X
1pτ{2, ¨q. (6.19)

Together Proposition 6.2 and Lemma 6.3 imply that X 1 P L8
t prτ{2, T s;H1pT;R2qq.

Thus in particular, by Lemma 6.5, V P L8prτ{2, T s ˆTq. Notice that (6.19) can be

diagonalized using V
Θ0 ¨ xX 1pΘ0q and V

Θ0 ¨ xX 1pΘ0qK. Then since V Θ0 is a solution
to the fractional heat equation with bounded initial data and bounded forcing term,
we thus have for any 0 ă β ă 1 that

V
Θ0 P Cβprτ, T s ˆ Tq, (6.20)

with the constant depending on τ, β, ||X 1||L8 , ||V ||L8 , rΛ, and C1T . Now takeUΘ0pt, θq def“
X

1pt, θq ´ V
Θ0pt, θq. Then using (4.1) we see that UΘ0 solves the system

"
BtUΘ0 `DTpX 1pΘ0qqrΛUΘ0 “ rΛFΘ0 ,

U
Θ0 pτ{2, ¨q ” 0,

where
F

Θ0pt, θq “ DTpX 1pΘ0qqX 1pt, θq ´ TpX 1pt, θqq.
Note that FΘ0 satisfies

|FΘ0pΘ1q ´ F
Θ0pΘ0q|

“ |TpX 1pΘ1qq ´ TpX 1pΘ0qq ´DTpX 1pΘ0qqpX 1pΘ1q ´ X
1pΘ0q|

ď C2T |X 1pΘ1q ´ X
1pΘ0q|2, (6.21)

and
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|FΘ0pΘ1q ´ F
Θ0pΘ2q|

“ |TpX 1pΘ1qq ´ TpX 1pΘ2qq ´DTpX 1pΘ0qqpX 1pΘ1q ´ X
1pΘ2q|

“
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˆż 1

0

dsDTpsX 1pΘ1q ` p1 ´ sqX 1pΘ2qq ´DTpX 1pΘ0qq
˙

pX 1pΘ1q ´ X
1pΘ2qq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď C2T maxt|X 1pΘ1q ´ X
1pΘ0q|, |X 1pΘ2q ´ X

1pΘ0q|u|X 1pΘ1q ´ X
1pΘ2q|. (6.22)

We will use (6.21) and (6.22) to apply the bounds in Lemma 6.6.

Let UΘ0

1
“ U

Θ0 ¨ xX 1pΘ0q and U
Θ0

2
“ U

Θ0 ¨ xX 1pΘ0qK. Then using (1.33) we see

that UΘ0

1
solves the scalar equation

"
BtUΘ0

1
` T 1p|X 1pΘ0q|qrΛUΘ0

1
“ rΛpFΘ0 ¨ xX 1pΘ0qq,

U
Θ0

1
pτ{2, ¨q ” 0,

and U
Θ0

2
solves

#
BtUΘ0

2
` T p|X1pΘ0q|q

|X1pΘ0q|
rΛUΘ0

2
“ rΛpFΘ0 ¨ xX 1pΘ0qKq,

U
Θ0

2
pτ{2, ¨q ” 0,

Note that from (1.33) and (1.34) we have

λ ď T 1p|X 1pΘ0q|q, T p|X 1pΘ0q|q
|X 1pΘ0q| ď C1T .

As FΘ0 satisfies (6.21), (6.22) and X
1 P C1{2

t,θ by Lemma 6.4, after rescaling in time

we can apply Lemma 6.6 to U
Θ0

i with β “ ǫ “ 1{2 to get

|UΘ0 pΘ0 ` Φq ` U
Θ0 pΘ0 ´ Φq ´ U

Θ0pΘ0q| . |Φ|,
where the constant depends on ||X 1||C1{2 , λ, C1T , and C2T . In particular, we have
that UΘ0 is Cβ at Θ0 for any β ă 1. As X

1 “ U
Θ0 ` V

Θ0 , we thus have for any
β ă 1 that

|X 1pΘ0 ` Φq ´ X
1pΘ0q| . |Φ|β .

Since Θ0 P rτ, T s ˆ T was arbitrary, we thus have that X 1 P Cβprτ, T s ˆ T;R2q for
all 0 ă β ă 1.

But now as X 1 P Cβ for all β ă 1, by Lemma 6.5 we have that V is Cβ for all
β ă 1 as well. Thus as V

Θ0 solves (6.19) with a Cβ forcing term, we must have
V

Θ0 P C1,βprτ, T s ˆ Tq for any β ă 1.

As FΘ0 satisfies (6.21), (6.22) and X
1 P Cβ

t,θ, after rescaling in time we can again

apply Lemma 6.6 to U
Θ0

i with for any ǫ “ β ă 1 to get

|UΘ0 pΘ0 ` Φq ` U
Θ0 pΘ0 ´ Φq ´ U

Θ0pΘ0q| . |Φ|2β .
Since X 1 “ U

Θ0 `V
Θ0 and Θ0 P rτ, T s ˆT and β ă 1 were arbitrary, we thus have

that X 1 P C1,βprτ, T s ˆ Tq for all β ă 1. �

Proposition 6.8. Assume that T P Ck,γpr0,8qq for some k ě 2, and 0 ă γ ă 1.
Then for any τ ą 0, X 1 P Ck,γprτ, T s ˆ T;R2q.
Proof. If k “ 2, we will show X

1 P C2,γ . Else, we will show that X 1 P C2,β for all
β ă 1 and then proceed by induction on k.

So to begin, we will prove that X
2 P C1,γ . Differentiating our equation for X

1

(4.1), we get that

BtX2 ` rΛpDTpX 1qX2q “ V 1. (6.23)
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Fix some point Θ0 P rτ, T q ˆ T. Then we can rewrite (6.23) as

BtX2 `DTpX 1pΘ0qqrΛX2 “ V 1 ´ X
2pΘ0qrΛDTpX 1q

´ rΛ
“
pDTpX 1q ´DTpX 1pΘ0qqpX2 ´ X

2pΘ0qq
‰
. (6.24)

As in the proof of Proposition 6.7 again take V
Θ0 to be the solution to

"
BtV Θ0 `DTpX 1pΘ0qqrΛV Θ0 “ V 1rX 1s ´ X

2pΘ0qrΛDTpX 1q,
V

Θ0pτ{2, ¨q “ X
2pτ{2, ¨q. (6.25)

By Proposition 6.7 and Lemma 6.5 we have that V 1 P Cβ for all β ă 1. If k ą 2,

then rΛDTpX 1q is Cβ for all β ă 1, and if k “ 2 then rΛDTpX 1q is Cγ . Thus
V

Θ0 P C1,βprτ, T s ˆ Tq for all β ă 1 if k ą 2 and V
Θ0 P C1,γprτ, T s ˆ Tq if k “ 2.

Taking U
Θ0 “ X

2 ´ V
Θ0 , subtracting (6.25) from (6.24) gives us that UΘ0 solves

"
BtUΘ0 `DTpX 1pΘ0qqrΛUΘ0 “ rΛFΘ0 ,

U
Θ0 pτ{2, ¨q ” 0,

where

F
Θ0pΘq “ pDTpX 1pΘqq ´DTpX 1pΘ0qqqpX2pΘq ´ X

2pΘ0qq
“ Op|X2pΘq ´ X

2pΘ0q|2q “ Op|Θ ´ Θ0|2βq,
for all β ă 1. Using Lemma 6.6 and following the same argument as in Proposition
6.7, we then get that UΘ0 is C2β at Θ0. If k “ 2, then we get that X2 “ U

Θ0 `V
Θ0

is C1,γ . And if k ě 2, then X
2 is C1,β for all β ă 1. A symmetric argument works

for BtX 1, so we get that X 1 P C2,β for all β ă 1 if k ą 2, and X
1 P C2,γ if k “ 2.

We now proceed by induction. Suppose that we have proven that X 1 P Cj,β for

all β ă 1 for some j ă k. Let Bj “ Bl
tBj´l

θ for some 0 ď l ď j be some j-th order
derivative. Then for any Θ0 P rτ, T sˆT, similar to (6.24) we can write the equation
for Bj

X
1 as

BtpBj
X

1q `DTpX 1pΘ0qqrΛBj
X

1 “ BjV ´ rΛpBjTpX 1q ´DTpX 1qBj
X

1q
´ Bj

X
1pΘ0qrΛDTpX 1q ´ rΛ

“
pDTpX 1q ´DTpX 1pΘ0qqpBj

X
1 ´ Bj

X
1pΘ0q

‰
.

Then Lemma 6.5 BjV is Cβ for all β ă 1. Since k ą 2, rΛDTpX 1q is also Cβ for all

β ă 1. Finally, rΛpBjTpX 1q ´DTpX 1qBj
X

1q is either Cβ for all β ă 1 if k ą j ` 1,
or its Cγ if k “ j ` 1.

Thus by defining V
Θ0 ,UΘ0 ,and F

Θ0 analogously, we can follow the same proof
scheme as in Proposition 6.7 and get that Bj

X
1 is C1,β for all β ă 1 if k ą j ` 1

or Bj
X

1 is C1,γ if k “ j ` 1. Thus by induction, we have that X
1 P Ck,γ if

T P Ck,γ . �

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 T : r0,8q Ñ r0,8q satisfies T psq P h1,γp0,8q, for any fixed 0 ă γ ă 1,
is such that both T psq ą 0 and T 1psq ą 0. Consider the fully nonlinear Pe-
skin problem (1.7) and (1.9) with initial data X0 P h1,γpTq with |X0|˚ ą 0.
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(a) Then there exists T ą 0 such that (1.7) and (1.9) has a unique solution
Xptq P Cpr0, T s;h1,γpTqq X C1pr0, T s;h0,γpTqq. (b) There exists some ε ą 0 such
that if Y0 P h1,γpTq with ||X0 ´Y0||h1,γ ă ε then (1.7) and (1.9) has a unique solu-
tion Y pt;Y0q P Cpr0, T s;h1,γpTqq X C1pr0, T s;h0,γpTqq corresponding to the initial
data Y0 where T ą 0 is the same as in statement (a).

In Theorem 7.1 recall that the little Hölder spaces h1,γ are the completion of C8

in the C1,γ norm and that C1,α Ă h1,γ whenever α ą γ ą 0. We refer to [27, 36]
and the references therin for further discussion of the little Hölder spaces.

Now let X 1
0 P 9B

1

2

2,1pT;R2q with |X0|˚ ą 0. We choose ρ such that X0 satisfies

|X0|˚ ě 3ρ ą 0.

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

||X 1
0||

9B
1

2
,µ

2,1

ď M ă 8.

Let the scalar tension T : r0,8q Ñ r0,8q satisfy the strong bounds (1.32), (1.33)
and (1.34).

Next we define the following approximations

X0,npαq “
ÿ

|k|ďn

xX0pkqeikα, n ě 1.

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

FTpfqpkq “ pfpkq def“ 1

2π

ż

T

fpαqe´ikαdα.

Then X0,npαq is smooth, ||X 1
0,n||

9B
1

2
,µ

2,1

ď ||X 1
0||

9B
1

2
,µ

2,1

ď M for all n, and we have

X
1
0,n Ñ X

1
0 as n Ñ 8 in 9B

1

2

2,1 X 9B
1

2
,µ

2,1 .

Since 9B
1

2

2,1 controls the L8 norm as in Lemma A.8, we have

||f ||L8 .

ż

T

||δβf ||L2

θ

|β|3{2
dβ « ||f ||

9B
1

2

2,1

. (7.1)

Using this estimate and (4.4) then as n Ñ 8 we also have

||X0|˚ ´ |X0,n|˚| . ||X 1
0 ´ X

1
0,n||

9B
1

2

2,1

Ñ 0.

We conclude in particular that |X0,n|˚ ě |X0|˚ ` op1q. Therefore, for any small
ε ą 0 there is 1 ď Nε ă 8 such that |X0,n|˚ ě |X0|˚ ´ ε ą 0 for all n ě Nε. Since
we will be taking the limit as n Ñ 8, without loss of generality we can take Nε “ 1
by throwing away the first Nε terms in the sequence and relabelling. Specifically
we choose ε “ ρ and then we have

|X0,n|˚ ě 2ρ ą 0

uniformly. We also have X0,n P h1,γpTq for all n ě 1 and any 0 ă γ ă 1.
Then using the result in [36], as stated above in Theorem 7.1, we have that there

exists a unique solution

Xnpt, θq P Cpr0, Tmaxs;h1, 12 pTqq X C1pr0, Tmaxs;h0, 12 pTqq
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to the fully nonlinear Peskin problem (1.7) and (1.9) with tension T for some
time Tmax ą 0. Notice that over 0 ă t ă Tmax the solution to (1.7) and (1.9) in

Cpr0, Tmaxs;h1, 12 pTqq X C1pr0, Tmaxs;h0, 12 pTqq 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 ă 8 then either

lim inf
tÑTmax

|Xnptq|˚ “ 0,

or
lim sup
tÑTmax

||X 1
n||

C
1{2
θ

ptq “ 8.

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 T satisfies (1.32) and (1.34) then our previous a
priori estimates apply. Next let T ˚

M be defined by

T ˚
M “ inf

!
T ą 0 : ||X 1

n||Bµ

T
` 2cλ1{2||X 1

n||Dµ

T
ą 5M

)
, (7.2)

where c and λ1{2 are the constants in Proposition 3.1. We further define T ˚
ρ by

T ˚
ρ “ inf tt ą 0 : |Xnptq|˚ ă ρu . (7.3)

We then take the time T ˚ to be the minimum of the two

T ˚ “ mintT ˚
M , T

˚
ρ u. (7.4)

Since under our assumptions the norms ||X 1
n||Bµ

T
and ||X 1

n||Dµ

T
are continuous in

T ą 0 then we have T ˚ ą 0. We will estimate this time T ˚ from below in terms of
M , µ and ρ. We will show that T ˚ can be taken independent of n and Tmax ě T ˚.

We then estimate X
1
nptq on the time interval r0, T ˚s. We shall first consider

the case that T ˚
M ď T ˚

ρ , and get a lower bound on T ˚
M using Proposition 3.1. For

0 ď t ď T ˚ under (7.2), (7.3) and (7.4) we have that

||X 1
nptq||

9B
1

2
,µ

2,1

ď 5M, (7.5)

and
|Xnptq|˚ ě ρ ą 0. (7.6)

Then for U “ UrM,ρ, λ, C2T , C1T s as defined in (3.48) with (3.24), (3.32) and (3.47),
we obtain from Proposition 3.1 for 0 ă TM sufficiently small that

CT
1{2
M U1{2rM,ρ, λ, C2T , C1T s ď 1

2
.

Thus we can plug this back into Proposition 3.1 to obtain

1

2
||X 1

n||Bµ

T
` cλ1{2||X 1

n||Dµ

T
ď 2||X 1

0||Bµ

T
ď 2M,

which holds for all T P r0, TM s. Thus T ˚
M ě TM ą 0 uniformly in n.

Next, suppose that T ˚
M ě T ˚

ρ . Let T
˚ be as defined in (7.4), then we have (7.5)

and (7.6) over 0 ď t ď T ˚, and we also have (7.1). Thus for a fixed η ą 0 to be
chosen sufficiently small, then breaking up the integral on the right-hand side of
(7.1) into |β| ă η and |β| ą η, we get in general that

ż

T

||δβf ||L2

|β|3{2
dβ “

ż

|β|ăη

||δβf ||L2

|β|3{2
dβ `

ż

|β|ąη

||δβf ||L2

|β|3{2
dβ

ď 1

µpη´1q

ż

T

||δβf ||L2

|β|3{2
µp|β|´1qdβ ` 4

η1{2
||f ||L2 .
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Since µpη´1q´1 Ñ 0 as η Ñ 0, then under (7.5) for any ε ą 0, we can choose
η “ ηpµ,M, εq ą 0 such that

||X 1
nptq ´ X

1
0,n||L8 ď ε

2
` C

η1{2
||X 1

nptq ´ X
1
0,n||L2 ,

for some universal constant C ą 0. Thus, it remains to control the continuity of
X

1
nptq in L2. Then from Corollary 4.3 over 0 ď t ď Tρ uniformly in n we have

||X 1
nptq ´ X

1
0,n||L2 “

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż t

0

BtX 1
npsqds

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
L2

ď
ż t

0

||BtX 1
npsq||L2ds ď C2T

1{2
ρ .

Then by taking Tρ sufficiently small for some time Tρ “ Tρpµ,M, ρ, εq ą 0 and
using using (4.4) we can guarantee that

||Xnptq|˚ ´ |X0,n|˚| ď ||X 1
nptq ´ X

1
0,n||L8 ď ε, 0 ď t ď Tρ. (7.7)

In particular, taking ε “ ρ we can guarantee that (7.6) holds over 0 ď t ď Tρ
uniformly in n. Thus T ˚

ρ ě Tρ ą 0 uniformly in n.
In particular then (7.6) and (7.3) imply that Tmax ą T ˚

ρ . Next we consider
T ˚
M ą 0 defined in (7.2). By Lemma 6.3 we have for any small t0 ą 0 that

||X 1
npt0q|| 9H1 ă 8 uniformly in n. Then by (6.2) for any t0 ă t ă T ˚

M we have
||X 1

nptq|| 9H1 . ||X 1
npt0q|| 9H1 . Further from Proposition A.3 and then Proposition

A.5 we have

||X 1
nptq||

9C
1

2

θ

« ||X 1
nptq||

9B
1

2
8,8

. ||X 1
nptq|| 9B1

2,8
. ||X 1

nptq|| 9H1 . ||X 1
npt0q|| 9H1 .

Then using (7.1) and (7.2) we have ||X 1
nptq||L8

θ
ď C||X 1

nptq||
9B
1

2

2,1

ď 5CM uniformly

in n over 0 ă t ă T ˚
M . We conclude that Tmax ě T ˚

M . Thus Tmax ě T ˚ ą 0
uniformly in n.

Thus our sequence of solutionsXnptq are all defined uniformly in n on the interval
r0, T ˚s. They also satisfy the uniform bounds

||X 1
n||Bµ

T
` cλ1{2||X 1

n||Dµ

T
ď 5CM,

inf0ătăT |Xnptq|˚ ě ρ,

||Xn||
C

2,β

t,θ
prτ,T sˆTq ď CpM,µ, λ, C1T , C2T , τ, βq, @0 ă β ă 1,

(7.8)

where the last bounds follow by Proposition 6.7. After passing to a subsequence, we

then have that the sequence converges strongly in L8
t

9B
3{2
2,1 XL2

tH
2

θ XC2,β
loc pp0, T sˆTq

to a limit Xptq satisfying the same bounds in (7.8). Thus Xptq will be a strong
solution to the Peskin problem with tension T and initial data X0 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 ν in (5.4) we have

||X 1
n ´ X

1
m||Bν

T
` 2λ

1

2 ||X 1
n ´ X

1
m||Dν

T
ď 8||X 1

0,n ´ X
1
0,m||Bν .

From (5.5) we have ||X 1
0,n ´ X

1
0,m||Bν ď 2||X 1

0,n ´ X
1
0,m||Bµ Ñ 0 as m,n Ñ 8.

Therefore tX 1
nptqu is a Cauchy sequence in Bν

T X Dν
T over 0 ă t ă T “ T ˚. Since

X
1
0,n Ñ X

1
0 in Bµ as n Ñ 8 then X

1
nptq Ñ X

1ptq in Bν
T XDν

T over 0 ă t ă T “ T ˚.

Then the limit X : r0, T ˚s Ñ R2 is a solution to the Peskin problem (1.13) for
tension T with initial data X0. Now Theorem 1.11 follows from Proposition 5.1.
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Lastly, suppose that our scalar tension T only satisfies the weaker qualitative
assumptions (1.31). We again assume that X0 satisfies ||X 1

0||
9B
1

2
,µ

2,1

ď M and

|X0|˚ ě 3ρ ą 0. Let T̃ : r0,8q Ñ r0,8q be such that

T̃ prq “ T prq, ρ ď r ď ||X 1
0||L8 ` ρ, (7.9)

and T̃ satisfies the stronger assumptions (1.32), (1.33) and (1.34). Then by the
above argument, there exists a strong solution X : r0, T s ˆ T Ñ R2 to the Peskin

problem with tension T̃ and initial data X0.

We claim that Xptq 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

||X 1ptq ´ X
1
0||L8 ď ρ, 0 ď t ď T. (7.10)

We conclude that ρ ď |Xptq|˚ ď infθ |X 1pt, θq| ď ||X 1ptq||L8
θ

ď ||X 1
0||L8

θ
` ρ over

0 ď t ď T . Thus combining (7.9) and (7.10) we obtain

BtXpt, θq “
ż

T

dα
X

1pθ ` αqPpDαXqX 1pθ ` αq
|δαX|2

T̃ p|X 1|qpθ ` αq
|X 1pθ ` αq| δαXpθq

“
ż

T

dα
X

1pθ ` αqPpDαXqX 1pθ ` αq
|δαX|2

T p|X 1|qpθ ` αq
|X 1pθ ` αq| δαXpθq.

We conclude that Xpt, θq is a solution to the Peskin problem (1.13) for our original
tension T on the time interval r0, T s. The gain of higher regularity in Theorem 1.5
follows from Proposition 6.8. We thus conclude that Theorem 1.5 holds.

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
Td “ r´π, πsd for d ě 1 since all the results are the same in any dimension. To this
end we quickly build the Littlewood-Paley operators on Td. We refer to [4, Section
2.3] regarding the theory of Besov spaces using Littlewood-Paley operators in Rd.
The theory of Besov spaces on Td 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 Td using the Littlewood-Paley operators in this appendix. This approach
allows us to develop the embeddings of the spaces 9Bs,µ

p,r pTdq in (1.24) and to develop

the equivalences of 9Bs,µ
p,r pTdq in Proposition A.3. Although the proofs are known,

this appendix is included because we could not find any reference for these estimates
of 9Bs,µ

p,r pTdq.
To this end, we choose φ P C8

c pRdq with 0 ď φ ď 1 such that φpxq “ φp|x|q and
φpxq “ 1 for |x| ă 3

2
and φpxq “ 0 for |x| ě 8

3
, and φp|x|q is non-increasing for

|x| ě 0. Then define

ϕpxq def“ φpxq ´ φp2xq,
so that ϕpxq ě 0 and ϕpxq “ 0 for |x| ă 3

4
and ϕpxq “ 0 for |x| ě 8

3
. Further define

ϕjpxq def“ ϕp2´jxq, j P Z.

Then we have for x ‰ 0 that
mÿ

j“m1

ϕjpxq “ φp2´mxq ´ φp2´m1`1xq Ñ 1 as m Ñ 8,m1 Ñ ´8.
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In this sense it holds that
8ÿ

j“´8

ϕjpxq “ 1, px ‰ 0q. (A.1)

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

fpαq “
ÿ

kPZd

pfpkqeik¨α, k ¨ α “ k1α1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ kdαd.

where the Fourier transform on Td is defined by

FTdpfqpkq “ pfpkq def“ 1

p2πqd
ż

Td

fpαqe´ik¨αdα, k P Z
d.

Note that in the remainder of this section our function f will always have mean
zero, which means that

FTdpfqp0q “ 1

p2πqd
ż

Td

fpαqdα “ 0.

Then we define the Littlewood-Paley projections on Td by

∆jfpαq “
ÿ

kPZd

ϕjpkq pfpkqeik¨α, j P Z,

where the sum above clearly only contains a finite number of terms. In particular
we define the following sets

Ej
def“ tk P Z

d : 3 ¨ 2j´2 ď |k| ă 2j`3{3u.
Then

∆jfpαq “
ÿ

kPEj

ϕjpkq pfpkqeik¨α, j P Z.

We further have from (A.1) that

fpαq “
8ÿ

j“´8

∆jfpαq.

We point out that the sum above terminates for sufficiently negative j. In particular

ϕjpkq ‰ 0 if and only if |k| ă 2j`3{3. Since pfp0q “ 0 then ∆jf “ 0 whenever
2j`3{3 ă 1. Thus there exists a uniform fixed value j˚ P Z such that

fpαq “
8ÿ

j“j˚

∆jfpαq. (A.2)

Further notice that if ϕjpkqϕj1 pkq ‰ 0 for j1 ě j from the support condition this

implies that 2j
1
3

4
ď 4

3
2j`1, which further implies 0 ď j1 ´ j ď 1. This combined

with (A.1) further implies that

∆jfpαq “
ÿ

|j´j1|ď1

∆j∆j1fpαq. (A.3)

This will be useful in several places below.
Next define

hjpαq def“
ÿ

kPZd

ϕjpkqeik¨α.
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Then we have that ∆jfpαq “ phj ˚ fqpαq. For a Schwartz function ψ : Rd Ñ C the
Poisson summation formula grants

ÿ

kPZd

eik¨βψpkq “ p2πqd
ÿ

mPZd

F´1

Rd pψqpβ ` 2πmq, @β P T
d,

where the inverse Fourier transform on Rd is given by

F´1

Rd pfqpxq “ 1

p2πq d
2

ż

Rd

fpαqeix¨αdα.

Therefore we are able to write

hjpαq “
ÿ

kPZd

ϕjpkqeik¨α “ p2πqd
ÿ

mPZd

F´1

Rd pϕjqpα ` 2πmq.

In particular we will denote φ
def“ F´1

Rd pϕq to conclude that

hjpαq “ p2πqd 2dj
ÿ

mPZd

φp2jα ` 2π2jmq. (A.4)

Since φ “ F´1

Rd pϕq is a Schwartz function on Rd then the sum converges aboslutely

and hj is a periodic function on Td. If we use the form (A.4) for the function hj
then the proofs of the Besov space inequalities on R

d translate to T
d.

Lemma A.1. With (A.4), for any M ě 0 we have the following uniform estimate
ż

Td

dα |2jα|M |hjpαq| ď p2πqd
ż

Rd

dα |α|M |φpαq| ă 8. (A.5)

We also have for any M ě 0 the following uniform estimate for all α P Td:

|α|M |hjpαq| . 2dj2´jM . (A.6)

Further these bounds imply that for any p P p1,8q we have
ˆż

Td

dα p|2jα|M |hjpαq|qp
˙ 1

p

. 2djp1´ 1

p q. (A.7)

Proof. We split (A.4) as hjpαq “ g1pαq ` g2pαq, where

g1pαq def“ p2πqd2dj
ÿ

m:2j |α`2πm|ď1

φp2jα ` 2π2jmq,

and

g2pαq def“ p2πqd2dj
ÿ

m:2j |α`2πm|ą1

φp2jα ` 2π2jmq.

For g1pαq, since 2j|α ` 2πm| ď 1, notice that we have

|m| ď 1

2π
|α ` 2πm| ` |α|

2π
ď 1

2π
2´j ` 1

2
ď 1

2π
2´j˚ ` 1

2
. 1.

Since |φpαq| . 1 we have that |g1pαq| . 2dj.
For g2pαq, since 2j |α ` 2πm| ą 1, we use that φ is Schwartz on Rd so that

|φpαq| ď CN |α|´N , @|α| ě 1, @N ě d ` 1. (A.8)

In particular

|g2pαq| ď 2djCN

ÿ

m:2j |α`2πm|ą1

|2jpα ` 2πmq|´N .
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Here we have the following uniform in j bound
ÿ

m:2j |α`2πm|ą1

|2jpα ` 2πmq|´N . 1. (A.9)

We conclude that |g2pαq| . 2dj. This establishes (A.6) for M “ 0.
We now prove (A.6) for M ą 0. To this end, for α P Td using (1.37) we define

|Spαq|2 def“
dÿ

i“1

Spαiq2.

Then we have |Spαq| « |α| uniformly for all α P Td. Further, from (1.37) we have
that |Spαq| “ |Spα ` 2πmq| for any m P Zd and any α P Td. Thus from (A.4) for
any α P T

d we have

|α|M |hjpαq| . |Spαq|M |hjpαq| . 2dj
ÿ

mPZd

|Spα ` 2πmq|M
ˇ̌
φp2jα ` 2π2jmq

ˇ̌
.

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

|Spα ` 2πmq|
|α ` 2πm| . 1, @α P T

d @m P Z
d.

We thus conclude that

|α|M |hjpαq| . 2dj
ÿ

mPZd

|α ` 2πm|M
ˇ̌
φp2jα ` 2π2jmq

ˇ̌
. (A.10)

We will split this sum into 2j |α` 2πm| ď 1 and 2j|α` 2πm| ą 1 as previously. On
the region 2j|α ` 2πm| ď 1, as before independent of j we have

ÿ

m:2j |α`2πm|ď1

|α ` 2πm|M
ˇ̌
φp2jα ` 2π2jmq

ˇ̌
. 1.

This follows exactly as in the proof of (A.6) for M “ 0. Next on the region
2j|α ` 2πm| ą 1, we use the estimate (A.8) with N replaced by N `M to obtain

ÿ

m:2j |α`2πm|ą1

|α ` 2πm|M
ˇ̌
φp2jα ` 2π2jmq

ˇ̌

. CN`M

ÿ

m:2j |α`2πm|ą1

|α ` 2πm|M
ˇ̌
2jpα ` 2πmq

ˇ̌´N´M

. 2´jM
ÿ

m:2j|α`2πm|ą1

ˇ̌
2jpα ` 2πmq

ˇ̌´N
. 2´jM .

The last uniform inequality follows as in (A.9). Collecting these estimates we obtain
(A.6) for M ą 0. We will now prove (A.5). Since hj is 2π periodic, from (A.4)

ż

Td

dα |hjpαq| “ p2πqd2dj
ÿ

mPZd

ż

Td

dα
ˇ̌
φp2jα ` 2π2jmq

ˇ̌

ď p2πqd
ÿ

mPZd

ż

2jTd

dα
ˇ̌
φpα ` 2π2jmq

ˇ̌
“ p2πqd

ż

Rd

dα |φpαq| .

This yields (A.5) forM “ 0. ForM ą 0 we use (A.10) and then the proof is exactly
the same. Lastly, to prove (A.7) for M “ 0 for any 1 ă p ă 8 we interpolate as

||hj ||Lp . ||hj ||
1

p

L1 ||hj ||1´ 1

p

L8 .
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Then (A.7) follows from (A.5) and (A.6). The proof of (A.7) for M ą 0 is exactly
the same. �

Lemma A.2. We have the following Bernstein inequalities

||∆jf ||Lq . 2jp 1

p
´ 1

q qd||∆jf ||Lp , q ě p ě 1. (A.11)

For any 0 ă m ď 1 we have that

2jm||∆jf ||Lp . ||Λm∆jf ||Lp . 2jm||∆jf ||Lp , p ě 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 Td. Next, we recall the Besov spaces given in (1.22), (1.24), (1.23)
and (1.25). Then for 0 ă s ă 1 and p, q, r P r1,8s and µ satisfying Definition 1.1
we more generally define the semi-norm representation of the Besov spaces over Td

by

||f || 9Bs
p,rpTdq

def“
ˆż

Td

dβ

|β|d
ˆ ||δβf ||LppTdq

|β|s
˙r˙1{r

, (A.13)

||f ||rLq

T
p 9Bs

p,rpTdqq
def“

˜ż

Td

dβ

|β|d

˜
||δβf ||Lq

T
pLppTdqq

|β|s

¸r¸1{r

, (A.14)

||f || 9B
s,µ
p,r pTdq

def“
ˆż

Td

dβ

|β|d
ˆ
µp|β|´1q

||δβf ||LppTdq

|β|s
˙r˙1{r

, (A.15)

||f ||rLq

T
p 9B

s,µ
p,r pTdqq

def“
˜ż

Td

dβ

|β|d

˜
µp|β|´1q

||δβf ||Lq

T
pLppTdqq

|β|s

¸r¸1{r

. (A.16)

For all the spaces above we use the standard modification when r “ 8. We can
equivalently write these semi-norms using the Littlewood-Paley operators as follows.
We define the ℓr “ ℓrpZq spaces with the norm

||aj ||ℓr def“
˜ÿ

jPZ

|aj |r
¸1{r

, 1 ď r ă 8, ||aj ||ℓ8
def“ sup

jPZ
|aj |.

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

Proposition A.3. We consider any 0 ă s ă 1 and p, r P r1,8s and µ satisfying
Definition 1.1. Then we have for (A.13) and (A.15) that

||f || 9Bs
p,rpTdq « ||2js||∆jf ||Lp

θ
||ℓr , ||f || 9B

s,µ
p,r pTdq « ||2jsµp2jq||∆jf ||Lp

θ
||ℓr .

If also q P r1,8s then for (A.16) we have

||f ||rLq

T
p 9B

s,µ
p,r pTdqq « ||2jsµp2jq||∆jf ||Lq

T pLp

θ
q||ℓr , (A.17)

and for (A.14) we have ||f ||rLq

T
p 9Bs

p,rpTdqq « ||2js||∆jf ||Lq
T pLp

θ
q||ℓr .

Remark A.4. These equivalences motivate the standard definition of these Besov
spaces for all s P R, for all p, r P r1,8s and for any µ satisfying Definition 1.1 as

||f || 9Bs
p,rpTdq

def“ ||2js||∆jf ||Lp

θ
||ℓr , ||f || 9B

s,µ
p,r pTdq

def“ ||2jsµp2jq||∆jf ||Lp

θ
||ℓr .

And if also q P r1,8s then we similarly can define

||f ||rLq

T
p 9Bs

p,rpTdqq
def“ ||2js||∆jf ||Lq

T
pLp

θ
q||ℓr ,
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and ||f ||rLq

T p 9B
s,µ
p,r pTdqq

def“ ||2jsµp2jq||∆jf ||Lq

T
pLp

θ
q||ℓr .

Proof of Proposition A.3. We only show the proof of the equivalence of (A.16) as
in (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

||f ||rP
def“ ||2jsµp2jq||∆jf ||Lq

T
pLp

θ
q||rℓr .

For brevity we write the LHS of (A.17) as ||f ||Q def“ ||f ||rLq

T
p 9B

s,µ
p,r pTdqq from (A.16).

Then, from (A.3), we that ∆j “ ř
|j´j1 |ď1

∆j∆j1 . Next we use (A.4) to obtain

δβ∆jfpθq “
ÿ

|j´j1|ď1

pδβhj ˚ ∆j1fq pθq,

where we expand δβhjpαq “
ş1
0
ds 2jβ ¨ p∇hqjpα ` sβq. Then as in (A.4) we have

p∇hqjpαq “ p2πqd2dj
ÿ

mPZd

p∇φqp2jα ` 2π2jmq.

Notice that for any y P Rd, exactly the same as (A.5), we haveż

Td

dα |p∇hqjpα ` yq| .
ż

Rd

dα |∇φpαq| . 1.

We conclude from (A.5) and the above that

||δβhj||L1

θ
. mint1, 2j|β|u. (A.18)

Thus using Young’s inequality we have

||δβ∆jf ||Lq

T pLp

θ
q . mint1, 2j|β|u

ÿ

|j´j1 |ď1

||∆j1f ||Lq

T pLp

θ
q.

Thus we have

||δβ∆jf ||Lq

T
pLp

θ
q . cr,j2

´sjµp2jq´1 mint1, 2j|β|u||f ||P ,
where above and in the rest of the proof cr,j ě 0 is an element of the unit sphere
of ℓrpZq (which could be a different element on different lines). In this case

cr,j “
ř

|j´j1|ď1
2sj

1

µp2j1 q||∆j1f ||Lq

T pLp

θ
q

3||f ||P
.

Thus we have that

||δβf ||Lq

T
pLp

θ
q ď

8ÿ

j“´8

||δβ∆jf ||Lq

T
pLp

θ
q

. ||f ||P
˜

|β|
ÿ

jďj0

cr,j2
jp1´sqµp2jq´1 `

ÿ

jąj0

cr,j2
´sjµp2jq´1

¸
. (A.19)

Here j0 “ j0p|β|q satisfies that 1

2

1

|β| ă 2j0 ď 1

|β| .

We first suppose that 1 ď r ă 8. Then we conclude that

||f ||rQ ď C2r||f ||rP pI1 ` I2q , (A.20)

where as in (A.16) we have

I1
def“

ż

Td

dβ

|β|dµp|β|´1qr|β|rp1´sq

˜ ÿ

jďj0

cr,j2
jp1´sqµp2jq´1

¸r

,
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and

I2
def“

ż

Td

dβ

|β|dµp|β|´1qr|β|´rs

˜ ÿ

jąj0

cr,j2
´sjµp2jq´1

¸r

.

We use Hölder’s inequality, and 2´sj0 . |β|s, as
˜ ÿ

jąj0

cr,j2
´sjµp2jq´1

¸r

.

˜ ÿ

jąj0

2´sj

¸r´1 ÿ

jąj0

crr,j2
´sjµp2jq´r

. |β|spr´1q
ÿ

jąj0

crr,j2
´sjµp2jq´r. (A.21)

Then for I2 by Fubini’s theorem we have the estimate

I2 .
8ÿ

j“´8

crr,j2
´sjµp2jq´r

ż

Td

dβ

|β|dµp|β|´1qr|β|´s
12j |β|ą1 .

8ÿ

j“´8

crr,j . 1.

Above we used that µ is increasing from Definition 1.1.
Next for I1, we use Hölder’s inequality similar to (A.21) to get

˜ ÿ

jďj0

cr,j2
jp1´sqµp2jq´1

¸r

. |β|´p1´sqpr´1q
ÿ

jďj0

crr,j2
p1´sqjµp2jq´r.

Then also by Fubini’s theorem, we have

I1 .

8ÿ

j“´8

crr,j2
p1´sqjµp2jq´r

ż

Td

dβ

|β|dµp|β|´1qr|β|1´s
12j|β|ď1.

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 2p1´sqj{2µp2jq´r will be effectively eventually increasing.
In particular we split

2p1´sqj{2µp2jq´r “ pπ1p2jqπ2p2jqπ3p2jqq´1, (A.22)

where for cs
def“ exp

´
3r
1´s

¯
we have

π1pτq def“ µpτqr
plogp4 ` τqqr , π2pτq def“ plogp4 ` τqqr

plogpcs ` τqqr , π3pτq def“ τ´p1´sq{2plogpcs ` τqqr .

Then, by Definition 1.1, π1pτq is decreasing for τ P r0,8q. Further π2pτq is clearly
uniformly bounded from above and below. And we will see that π3pτq is decreasing
for τ P r0,8q. In particular

d

dτ
π3pτq “ τ´p1´sq{2

ˆ
r

cs ` τ
´ p1 ´ sq

2τ
logpcs ` τq

˙
plogpcs ` τqqr´1

“ τ´p1´sq{2 p1 ´ sq logpcs ` τq
2τ

ˆ
2τr

p1 ´ sqpcs ` τq logpcs ` τq ´ 1

˙
ă 0.

The above holds for all τ P r0,8q, so that π3pτq is decreasing, because

2τr

p1 ´ sqpcs ` τq logpcs ` τq ă 2r

p1 ´ sq logpe3r{p1´sq ` τq ď 2

3
ă 1.

Note that this is also true with a better constant than cs, which was chosen for
clarity of the exposition. We conclude that
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2p1´sqjµp2jq´r

ż

Td

dβ

|β|dµp|β|´1qr|β|1´s
12j |β|ď1

. 2p1´sqj{2π2p2jq´1

ż

Td

dβ

|β|d |β|p1´sq{2π2p|β|´1q12j |β|ď1 . 1.

Therefore we have that I1 .
ř8

j“´8 crr,j . 1. Thus we conclude that ||f ||Q . ||f ||P .
This proves the upper bound in (A.17) for 1 ď r ă 8. If r “ 8 we use cr,j . 1 in
(A.19) then following the same argument we obtain ||f ||Q . ||f ||P .

We will now prove the opposite inequality. Using that the mean value of hjpβq
from (A.4) is zero we have

∆jfpθq “
ż

Td

dβ hjpβq τβfpθq “
ż

Td

dβ hjpβq δβfpθq.

Then if r “ 8 we have

2jsµp2jq||∆jf ||Lq

T
pLp

θ
q . ||f ||Q

ż

Td

dβ
µp2jq
µp|β|´1q |2jβ|s|hjpβq|.

Then splitting into 2j|β| ď 1 and 2j |β| ą 1 we can prove that µp2jq
µp|β|´1q . 1 as in

Definition 1.1 and (A.22). Then when r “ 8, ||f ||P . ||f ||Q follows from (A.5).
If 1 ď r ă 8, then we have ||f ||rP ď 2rpΣr

1 ` Σr
2q where

Σr
1

def“
ÿ

jPZ

2jsrµp2jqr
˜ż

2j |β|ď1

dβ |hjpβq| ||δβf ||Lq

T
pLp

θ
q

¸r

,

and

Σr
2

def“
ÿ

jPZ

2jsrµp2jqr
˜ż

2j |β|ą1

dβ |hjpβq| ||δβf ||Lq

T
pLp

θ
q

¸r

.

For Σr
1 we use Hölder’s inequality and (A.7) as

˜ż

2j |β|ď1

dβ |hjpβq| ||δβf ||Lq
T pLp

θ
q

¸r

.

˜ż

2j |β|ď1

dβ |hjpβq|r
1

¸r´1 ż

2j |β|ď1

dβ ||δβf ||rLq
T pLp

θ
q

. 2dj
ż

2j |β|ď1

dβ ||δβf ||rLq
T pLp

θ
q.

We plug this in and use Fubini’s theorem to obtain

Σr
1 .

ż

Td

dβ

˜ÿ

jPZ

2jpsr`dqµp2jqr12j |β|ď1

¸
||δβf ||rLq

T
pLp

θ
q . ||f ||rQ.

The last inequality follows since µpτq is increasing from Definition 1.1.
Lastly we consider the term Σr

2. We again use Hölder’s inequality as
˜ż

2j |β|ą1

dβ |hjpβq| ||δβf ||Lq

T pLp

θ
q

¸r

“ 2´jpd`1qr

˜ż

2j |β|ą1

dβ

|β|d |2jβ|d`1 |hjpβq|
||δβf ||Lq

T pLp

θ
q

|β|

¸r
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. 2´jr

ż

2j |β|ą1

dβ

|β|d
||δβf ||r

L
q

T
pLp

θ
q

|β|r .

Above from (A.7) we used that
˜ż

2j |β|ą1

dβ

|β|d |2jβ|pd`1qr1 |hjpβq|r
1

¸ r

r1

. 2jd2jdpr´1q.

We thus conclude that

Σr
2 .

ż

Td

dβ

|β|d

˜ÿ

jPZ

2´jrp1´sqµp2jqr12j |β|ą1

¸ ||δβf ||r
L

q

T
pLp

θ
q

|β|r . ||f ||rQ.

Above we just used the following uniform inequalityÿ

jPZ

2´jrp1´sqµp2jqr12j |β|ą1 . |β|rp1´sqµp|β|´1qr,

which is again a consequence of (A.22). This completes the proof. �

We also refer the reader to the analogous proofs of Proposition A.3 of these
equivalences (without the factor µ and without the argument in (A.22)) in the
whole space case from [4, Theorem 2.36 on page 74].

Proposition A.5. For s1 P R, 1 ď p1 ď p2 ď 8, 1 ď r1 ď r2 ď 8, any µ satisfying
Definition 1.1 and s2 “ s1 ` dp 1

p1
´ 1

p2
q, we have the uniform estimates

||f || 9B
s1
p2,r2

pTdq . ||f || 9B
s2
p1,r1

pTdq, ||f || 9B
s1,µ
p2,r2

pTdq . ||f || 9B
s2,µ
p1,r1

pTdq.

Additonally for any 1 ď q ď 8 we have

||f ||rLq

T
p 9B

s1
p2,r2

pTdqq . ||f ||rLq

T
p 9B

s2
p1,r1

pTdqq, ||f ||rLq

T
p 9B

s1,µ
p2,r2

pTdqq . ||f ||rLq

T
p 9B

s2,µ
p1,r1

pTdqq.

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 s1 ă s2 are real numbers and θ P p0, 1q, then for any 1 ď p ď 8
we have

||f || 9B
θs1`p1´θqs2
p,1

.
1

s2 ´ s1

ˆ
1

θ
` 1

1 ´ θ

˙
||f ||θ9Bs1

p,8
||f ||1´θ

9B
s2
p,8

Additionally for any 1 ď r ď 8 we have ||f || 9B
θs1`p1´θqs2
p,r

ď ||f ||θ
9B
s1
p,r

||f ||1´θ
9B
s2
p,r

.

The above is proven in [4, Proposition 2.22 on page 65].

Lemma A.7. If s1 ă s2 are real numbers, then for any 1 ď p ď 8 we have

||f || 9B
s1
p,1

. ||f || 9B
s2
p,8

The proof of Lemma A.7 follows directly from the property (A.2).

Lemma A.8. For any pp, qq P r1,8s2 such that p ď q the space 9B
d
p

´ d
q

p,1 pTdq is

continuously embedded in LqpTdq. In particular,

||f ||LppTdq . ||f ||
9B
d
p

´ d
q

p,1 pTdq
.

In addition if p ă 8 then 9B
d
p

p,1pTdq 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 θ. In particular we write δ`

αX
1pθq “ δ`

αX
1, δ´

αX
1pθq “ δ´

αX
1,

δ`
αY

1pθq “ δ`
αY

1, δ´
αY

1pθq “ δ´
αY

1, DαXpθq “ DαX, DαY pθq “ DαY , δ`
α pX 1 ´

Y
1qpθq “ δ`

α pX 1 ´ Y
1q, and δ´

α pX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq “ δ´

α pX 1 ´ Y
1q etc.

First we will give the proof of Lemma 3.6.

Proof of Lemma 3.6. Considering Apθ, αq from (1.19), for (3.34) we can write

4πA1βpθ, αq def“ 4πA1β1 ` 4πA1β2 ` 4πA1β3 ` 4πA1β4, (B.1)

where

4πA1β1
def“ δβδ

`
αX

1 ¨ τβ
PpDαXq
|DαX|2 τβδ

´
αX

1I ` δ`
αX

1 ¨ PpDαXq
|DαX|2 δβδ

´
αX

1I,

4πA1β2
def“ pδβδ`

αX
1 ` δβδ

´
αX

1q ¨ τβ
PpDαXqDαX

|DαX|2 I

´ pδβδ`
αX

1 ` δβδ
´
αX

1q ¨ τβ
RpDαXqDαX

|DαX|2 τβRpDαXq,

4πA1β3
def“ ´δβδ`

αX
1 ¨ τβ

RpDαXq
|DαX|2 τβδ

´
αX

1τβRpDαXq

´ δ`
αX

1 ¨ RpDαXq
|DαX|2 δβδ

´
αX

1τβRpDαXq,

4πA1β4
def“ δβδ

`
αX

1 ¨ τβ
pPpDαXq ´ Iq

|DαX|2 τβδ
´
αX

1τβPpDαXq

` δ`
αX

1 ¨ pPpDαXq ´ Iq
|DαX|2 δβδ

´
αX

1τβPpDαXq.

Then for A2β we also further split

4πA2βpθ, αq def“ 4πA2β1 ` 4πA2β2 ` 4πA2β3 ` 4πA2β4, (B.2)

where

4πA2β1
def“ δ`

αX
1 ¨ δβ

ˆ
PpDαXq
|DαX|2

˙
τβδ

´
αX

1I,

4πA2β2
def“ ´δ`

αX
1 ¨ δβ

ˆ
RpDαXq
|DαX|2

˙
τβδ

´
αX

1τβRpDαXq

´ δ`
αX

1 ¨ RpDαXq
|DαX|2 δ

´
αX

1δβRpDαXq,

4πA2β3
def“ pδ`

αX
1 ` δ´

αX
1q ¨ δβ

ˆ
PpDαXqDαX

|DαX|2
˙
I

´ pδ`
αX

1 ` δ´
αX

1q ¨ δβ
ˆ
RpDαXqDαX

|DαX|2 RpDαXq
˙
,



68 S. CAMERON AND R. M. STRAIN

4πA2β4
def“ δ`

αX
1 ¨ δβ

ˆ pPpDαXq ´ Iq
|DαX|2

˙
τβδ

´
αX

1τβPpDαXq

` δ`
αX

1 ¨ pPpDαXq ´ Iq
|DαX|2 δ´

αX
1δβPpDαXq.

Then the bound (3.35) for A1βpθ, αq follows directly from (B.1). And the bound for
term A2βpθ, αq in(3.36) similarly follows from (B.2). This completes the proof. �

Next we give the proof of Lemma 5.2.

Proof of Lemma 5.2. We recall (1.19) and then we split

4πArXs ´ 4πArY s “ 4πA1 ` 4πA2.

Here we are splitting so that A1 contains all the X´Y differences on the terms such
as δ˘

α pX 1 ´ Y
1qpθq, and A2 contains the terms that have differences on DαpX 1 ´

Y
1qpθq. Thus for A1 we further split

A1 “ A11 ` A12 ` A13 ` A14,

where

4πA11 “ δ`
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q ¨ PpDαXq
|DαX|2 δ

´
αX

1I ` δ`
αY

1 ¨ PpDαXq
|DαX|2 δ

´
α pX 1 ´ Y

1qI,

4πA12 “ pδ`
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q ` δ´
α pX 1 ´ Y

1qq ¨ PpDαXqDαX

|DαX|2 I

´ pδ`
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q ` δ´
α pX 1 ´ Y

1qq ¨ RpDαXqDαX

|DαX|2 RpDαXq,

4πA13 “ ´δ`
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q ¨ RpDαXq
|DαX|2 δ

´
αX

1RpDαXq

´ δ`
αY

1 ¨ RpDαXq
|DαX|2 δ

´
α pX 1 ´ Y

1qRpDαXq,

4πA14 “ δ`
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q ¨ pPpDαXq ´ Iq
|DαX|2 δ´

αX
1PpDαXq

` δ`
αY

1 ¨ pPpDαXq ´ Iq
|DαX|2 δ´

α pX 1 ´ Y
1qPpDαXq.

Therefore we observe that A1 satisfies the following uniform estimate

|A1| . |X|´2

˚

`ˇ̌
δ`
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q
ˇ̌ ˇ̌
δ´
αX

1
ˇ̌

`
ˇ̌
δ´
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q
ˇ̌ ˇ̌
δ`
αY

1
ˇ̌˘

` |X|´1

˚

`ˇ̌
δ`
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q
ˇ̌

`
ˇ̌
δ´
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q
ˇ̌˘
.

And then for A2 we also split

A2 “ A21 ` A22 ` A23 ` A24,

where

4πA21 “ δ`
αY

1 ¨
ˆ
PpDαXq
|DαX|2 ´ PpDαY q

|DαY |2
˙
δ´
αY

1I

` pδ`
αY

1 ` δ´
αY

1q ¨
ˆ
PpDαXqDαX

|DαX|2 ´ PpDαY qDαY

|DαY |2
˙
I,
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4πA22 “ ´δ`
αY

1 ¨
ˆ
RpDαXq
|DαX|2 ´ RpDαY q

|DαY |2
˙
δ´
αY

1RpDαXq

´ δ`
αY

1 ¨ RpDαY q
|DαY |2 δ

´
αY

1 pRpDαXq ´ RpDαY qq ,

4πA23 “ ´pδ`
αY

1 ` δ´
αY

1q ¨
ˆ
RpDαXqDαX

|DαX|2 ´ RpDαY qDαY

|DαY |2
˙
RpDαXq

´ pδ`
αY

1 ` δ´
αY

1q ¨ RpDαY qDαY

|DαY |2 pRpDαXq ´ RpDαY qq ,

4πA24 “ δ`
αY

1 ¨
ˆ pPpDαXq ´ Iq

|DαX|2 ´ pPpDαY q ´ Iq
|DαY |2

˙
δ´
αY

1PpDαXq

` δ`
αY

1 ¨ pPpDαY q ´ Iq
|DαY |2 δ´

αY
1 pPpDαXq ´ PpDαY qq .

Thus by inspection we have the following uniform estimate for A2 as

|A2| . |X,Y |´3

˚

ˇ̌
DαpX 1 ´ Y

1q
ˇ̌ ˇ̌
δ´
αY

1
ˇ̌ ˇ̌
δ`
αY

1
ˇ̌

` |X,Y |´2

˚

ˇ̌
DαpX 1 ´ Y

1q
ˇ̌ `ˇ̌
δ´
αY

1
ˇ̌
`

ˇ̌
δ`
αY

1
ˇ̌˘
.

This completes the proof. �

We lastly give the proof of Lemma 5.3.

Proof of Lemma 5.3. Then as in (B.1) and (B.2) we decompose the termsAjβirXs´
AjβirY s for j P t1, 2u and for i P t1, 2, 3, 4u individually as

AjβirXs ´ AjβirY s def“ Ajβi1rX,Y s ` Ajβi2rX,Y s,
where

4πA1β11rX,Y s “ δβδ
`
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q ¨ τβ
PpDαXq
|DαX|2 τβδ

´
αX

1I

` δβδ
`
αY

1 ¨ τβ
PpDαXq
|DαX|2 τβδ

´
α pX 1 ´ Y

1qI

` δ`
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q ¨ PpDαXq
|DαX|2 δβδ

´
αX

1I

` δ`
αY

1 ¨ PpDαXq
|DαX|2 δβδ

´
α pX 1 ´ Y

1qI,

4πA1β12rX,Y s “ δ`
αY

1 ¨
ˆ
PpDαXq
|DαX|2 ´ PpDαY q

|DαY |2
˙
δβδ

´
αY

1I,

` δβδ
`
αY

1 ¨ τβ
ˆ
PpDαXq
|DαX|2 ´ PpDαY q

|DαY |2
˙
τβδ

´
αY

1I,

4πA1β21rX,Y s “ pδβδ`
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q ` δβδ
´
α pX 1 ´ Y

1qq ¨ τβ
PpDαXqDαX

|DαX|2 I

´ pδβδ`
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q ` δβδ
´
α pX 1 ´ Y

1qq ¨ τβ
RpDαXqDαX

|DαX|2 τβRpDαXq,
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4πA1β22rX,Y s

“ pδβδ`
αY

1 ` δβδ
´
αY

1q ¨ τβ
ˆ
PpDαXqDαX

|DαX|2 ´ PpDαY qDαY

|DαY |2
˙
I

´ pδβδ`
αY

1 ` δβδ
´
αY

1q ¨ τβ
RpDαXqDαX

|DαX|2 τβRpDαXq

` pδβδ`
αY

1 ` δβδ
´
αY

1q ¨ τβ
RpDαY qDαY

|DαY |2 τβRpDαY q,

4πA1β31rX,Y s “ ´δβδ`
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q ¨ τβ
RpDαXq
|DαX|2 τβδ

´
αX

1τβRpDαXq

´ δβδ
`
αY

1 ¨ τβ
RpDαXq
|DαX|2 τβδ

´
α pX 1 ´ Y

1qτβRpDαXq

´ δ`
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q ¨ RpDαXq
|DαX|2 δβδ

´
αX

1τβRpDαXq

´ δ`
αY

1 ¨ RpDαXq
|DαX|2 δβδ

´
α pX 1 ´ Y

1qτβRpDαXq,

4πA1β32rX,Y s “ ´δβδ`
αY

1 ¨ τβ
ˆ
RpDαXq
|DαX|2 ´ RpDαY q

|DαY |2
˙
τβδ

´
αY

1τβRpDαXq

´ δβδ
`
αY

1 ¨ τβ
RpDαY q
|DαY |2 τβδ

´
αY

1τβ pRpDαXq ´ RpDαY qq

´ δ`
αY

1 ¨
ˆ
RpDαXq
|DαX|2 ´ RpDαY q

|DαY |2
˙
δβδ

´
αY

1τβRpDαXq

´ δ`
αY

1 ¨ RpDαXq
|DαX|2 δβδ

´
αY

1τβ pRpDαXq ´ RpDαY qq ,

4πA1β41rX,Y s “ δβδ
`
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q ¨ τβ
pPpDαXq ´ Iq

|DαX|2 τβδ
´
αX

1τβPpDαXq

` δβδ
`
αY

1 ¨ τβ
pPpDαXq ´ Iq

|DαX|2 τβδ
´
α pX 1 ´ Y

1qτβPpDαXq

` δ`
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q ¨ pPpDαXq ´ Iq
|DαX|2 δβδ

´
αX

1τβPpDαXq

` δ`
αY

1 ¨ pPpDαXq ´ Iq
|DαX|2 δβδ

´
α pX 1 ´ Y

1qτβPpDαXq,

4πA1β42rX,Y s

“ δβδ
`
αY

1 ¨ τβ
ˆ pPpDαXq ´ Iq

|DαX|2 ´ pPpDαY q ´ Iq
|DαY |2

˙
τβδ

´
αY

1τβPpDαXq

` δβδ
`
αY

1 ¨ τβ
pPpDαY q ´ Iq

|DαY |2 τβδ
´
αY

1τβ pPpDαXq ´ PpDαY qq

` δ`
αY

1 ¨
ˆ pPpDαXq ´ Iq

|DαX|2 ´ pPpDαY q ´ Iq
|DαY |2

˙
δβδ

´
αY

1τβPpDαXq
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` δ`
αY

1 ¨ pPpDαXq ´ Iq
|DαX|2 δβδ

´
αY

1τβ pPpDαXq ´ PpDαY qq .

Therefore by inspection of each term we have

|A1β11rX,Y s| ` |A1β31rX,Y s| ` |A1β41rX,Y s|
. |δβδ`

α pX 1 ´ Y
1q||τβδ´

αX
1||X|´2

˚

` |δβδ`
αY

1||τβδ´
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q||X|´2

˚ ` |δ`
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q||δβδ´
αX

1||X|´2

˚

` |δ`
αY

1||δβδ´
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q||X|´2

˚ , (B.3)

|A1β12rX,Y s| ` |A1β32rX,Y s| ` |A1β42rX,Y s|
. |δβδ`

αY
1||τβδ´

αY
1||τβDαpX 1 ´ Y

1q||X,Y |´3

˚

` |δ`
αY

1||δβδ´
αY

1||DαpX 1 ´ Y
1q||X,Y |´3

˚ , (B.4)

|A1β21rX,Y s| .
`
|δβδ`

α pX 1 ´ Y
1q| ` |δβδ´

α pX 1 ´ Y
1q|

˘
|X|´1

˚ , (B.5)

|A1β22rX,Y s| .
`
|δβδ`

αY
1| ` |δβδ´

αY
1|

˘
|τβDαpX 1 ´ Y

1q||X,Y |´2

˚ . (B.6)

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 A2βirXs ´ A2βirY s. We obtain

4πA2β11rX,Y s “ δ`
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q ¨ δβ
PpDαXq
|DαX|2 τβδ

´
αX

1I

` δ`
αY

1 ¨ δβ
PpDαXq
|DαX|2 τβδ

´
α pX 1 ´ Y

1qI,

4πA2β12rX,Y s “ δ`
αY

1 ¨ δβ
ˆ
PpDαXq
|DαX|2 ´ PpDαY q

|DαY |2
˙
τβδ

´
αY

1I,

4πA2β21rX,Y s “ ´δ`
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q ¨ δβ
RpDαXq
|DαX|2 τβδ

´
αX

1τβRpDαXq

´ δ`
αY

1 ¨ δβ
RpDαXq
|DαX|2 τβδ

´
α pX 1 ´ Y

1qτβRpDαXq

´ δ`
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q ¨ RpDαXq
|DαX|2 δ

´
αX

1δβRpDαXq

´ δ`
αY

1 ¨ RpDαXq
|DαX|2 δ

´
α pX 1 ´ Y

1qδβRpDαXq,

4πA2β22rX,Y s “ ´δ`
αY

1 ¨ δβ
ˆ
RpDαXq
|DαX|2 ´ RpDαY q

|DαY |2
˙
τβδ

´
αY

1τβRpDαXq

´ δ`
αY

1 ¨ δβ
RpDαY q
|DαY |2 τβδ

´
αY

1τβ pRpDαXq ´ RpDαY qq

´ δ`
αY

1 ¨
ˆ
RpDαXq
|DαX|2 ´ RpDαY q

|DαY |2
˙
δ´
αY

1δβRpDαXq

´ δ`
αY

1 ¨ RpDαXq
|DαX|2 δ

´
αY

1δβ pRpDαXq ´ RpDαY qq ,

4πA2β31rX,Y s “ pδ`
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q ` δ´
α pX 1 ´ Y

1qq ¨ δβ
PpDαXqDαX

|DαX|2 I
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´ pδ`
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q ` δ´
α pX 1 ´ Y

1qq ¨ δβ
ˆ
RpDαXqDαX

|DαX|2 RpDαXq
˙
,

4πA2β32rX,Y s “ pδ`
αY

1 ` δ´
αY

1q ¨ δβ
ˆ
PpDαXqDαX

|DαX|2 ´ PpDαY qDαY

|DαY |2
˙
I

´ pδ`
αY

1 ` δ´
αY

1q ¨ δβ
ˆ
RpDαXqDαX

|DαX|2 RpDαXq
˙

` pδ`
αY

1 ` δ´
αY

1q ¨ δβ
ˆ
RpDαY qDαY

|DαY |2 RpDαY q
˙
,

4πA2β41rX,Y s “ δ`
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q ¨ δβ
pPpDαXq ´ Iq

|DαX|2 τβδ
´
αX

1τβPpDαXq

` δ`
αY

1 ¨ δβ
pPpDαXq ´ Iq

|DαX|2 τβδ
´
α pX 1 ´ Y

1qτβPpDαXq

` δ`
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q ¨ pPpDαXq ´ Iq
|DαX|2 δ´

αX
1δβPpDαXq

` δ`
αY

1 ¨ pPpDαXq ´ Iq
|DαX|2 δ´

α pX 1 ´ Y
1qδβPpDαXq,

4πA2β42rX,Y s

“ δ`
αY

1 ¨ δβ
ˆ pPpDαXq ´ Iq

|DαX|2 ´ pPpDαY q ´ Iq
|DαY |2

˙
τβδ

´
αY

1τβPpDαXq

` δ`
αY

1 ¨ δβ
pPpDαY q ´ Iq

|DαY |2 τβδ
´
αY

1τβ pPpDαXq ´ PpDαY qq

` δ`
αY

1 ¨
ˆ pPpDαXq ´ Iq

|DαX|2 ´ pPpDαY q ´ Iq
|DαY |2

˙
δ´
αY

1δβPpDαXq

` δ`
αY

1 ¨ pPpDαXq ´ Iq
|DαX|2 δ´

αY
1δβ pPpDαXq ´ PpDαY qq .

Therefore by inspection of each term we have

|A2β11rX,Y s| ` |A2β21rX,Y s| ` |A2β41rX,Y s|

. |δ`
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q||τβδ´
αX

1| |δβDαX|
|X|3˚

`
`
|δ`

αY
1||τβδ´

α pX 1 ´ Y
1q| ` |δ`

α pX 1 ´ Y
1q||δ´

αX
1|

˘ |δβDαX|
|X|3˚

` |δ`
αY

1||δ´
α pX 1 ´ Y

1q| |δβDαX|
|X|3˚

, (B.7)

|A2β12rX,Y s| ` |A2β22rX,Y s| ` |A2β42rX,Y s|

. |δ`
αY

1||τβδ´
αY

1| |δβDαpX 1 ´ Y
1q|

|X,Y |3˚
` |δ`

αY
1||τβδ´

αY
1||DαpX 1 ´ Y

1q| |δβDαX, δβDαY |
|X,Y |4˚
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` |δ`
αY

1||τβδ´
αY

1||τβDαpX 1 ´ Y
1q| |δβDαX, δβDαY |

|X,Y |4˚
` |δ`

αY
1||δ´

αY
1| |δβDαpX 1 ´ Y

1q|
|X,Y |3˚

` |δ`
αY

1||δ´
αY

1||DαpX 1 ´ Y
1q| |δβDαX, δβDαY |

|X,Y |4˚
, (B.8)

|A2β31rX,Y s| .
`
|δ`

α pX 1 ´ Y
1q| ` |δ´

α pX 1 ´ Y
1q|

˘ |δβDαX|
|X|3˚

, (B.9)

|A2β32rX,Y s| .
`
|δ`

αY
1| ` |δ´

αY
1|

˘ |δβDαpX 1 ´ Y
1q|

|X,Y |3˚
`

`
|δ`

αY
1| ` |δ´

αY
1|

˘
|DαpX 1 ´ Y

1q| |δβDαX, δβDαY |
|X,Y |4˚

. (B.10)

Then (5.9) again follows from collecting the estimates in (B.7), (B.8), (B.9) and
(B.10). �
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[30] Huy Q. Nguyen and Benôıt Pausader, A paradifferential approach for well-posedness of the

Muskat problem, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 237 (2020), no. 1, 35–100, arXiv:1907.03304,
doi:10.1007/s00205-020-01494-7.

[31] Charles S. Peskin, Flow patterns around heart valves: a digital computer method for solving

the equations of motion, Ph.D. thesis, Yeshiva University, 1972.
[32] , Flow patterns around heart valves: A numerical method, Journal of Computational

Physics 10 (1972), no. 2, 252 – 271, doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9991(72)90065-4.
[33] , The immersed boundary method, Acta Numer. 11 (2002), 479–517,

doi:10.1017/S0962492902000077.
[34] Constantine Pozrikidis, Boundary integral and singularity methods for linearized viscous flow,

Cambridge Texts in Applied Mathematics, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1992,
doi:10.1017/CBO9780511624124.

[35] Thomas Richter, Fluid-structure interactions: models, analysis and finite elements, vol. 118,

Springer, 2017.
[36] Analise Rodenberg, 2d peskin problems of an immersed elastic filament in stokes flow, Ph.D.

thesis, University of Minnesota, 2018.

http://arxiv.org/abs/1007.3744
http://dx.doi.org/10.4171/JEMS/360
http://dx.doi.org/10.4007/annals.2011.173.1.10
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00220-008-0587-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2010.07.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cpa.21669
http://arxiv.org/abs/2001.10473
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00220-021-03980-9
http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.02294
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.03360
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0893-9659(00)00127-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/1.9780898717464
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cpa.21764
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.fluid.37.061903.175743
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cpa.21802
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.11552
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2020.107344
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.14535
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.03304
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00205-020-01494-7
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9991(72)90065-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0962492902000077
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511624124


CRITICAL LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE PESKIN PROBLEM 75

[37] Tariel A. Sanikidze and Anatoli F. Tedeev, On the temporal decay estimates for the

degenerate parabolic system, Commun. Pure Appl. Anal. 12 (2013), no. 4, 1755–1768,
doi:10.3934/cpaa.2013.12.1755.

[38] Hans-Jürgen Schmeisser and Hans Triebel, Topics in Fourier analysis and function spaces,
A Wiley-Interscience Publication, John Wiley & Sons, Ltd., Chichester, 1987.

[39] Jiajun Tong, Regularized Stokes immersed boundary problems in two dimensions: well-

posedness, singular limit, and error estimates, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 74 (2021), no. 2,
366–449, arXiv:1904.09528, doi:10.1002/cpa.21968.

[40] G. Tryggvason, B. Bunner, A. Esmaeeli, D. Juric, N. Al-Rawahi, W. Tauber, J. Han, S. Nas,
and Y.-J. Jan, A front-tracking method for the computations of multiphase flow, Journal of
Computational Physics 169 (2001), no. 2, 708 – 759, doi:10.1006/jcph.2001.6726.

[41] Juan Luis Vázquez, Arturo de Pablo, Fernando Quirós, and Ana Rodŕıguez, Classical solu-
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