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GAIN OF REGULARITY FOR
WATER WAVES WITH SURFACE TENSION

VERA MIKYOUNG HUR

ABSTRACT. Regularizing effects of surface tension are studied for interfacial
waves between a two-dimensional, infinitely-deep and irrotational flow of water
and vacuum. The water wave problem under the influence of surface tension is
formulated as a system of second-order in time nonlinear dispersive equations.
The main result states that if the curvature of the initial fluid surface is in
the Sobolev space of order k + 7/2 and if its derivatives decay faster than a
polynomial of degree k + 1 does then the curvature of the fluid surface corre-
sponding to the solution of the problem instantaneously gains k/2 derivatives
of smoothness compared to the initial state. The proof uses energy estimates
under invariant vector fields of the associated linear operator.

1. INTRODUCTION

Recently in [CHS09], [CHS10] and [ABZ11] regularizing effects due to surface
tension were put into perspective for wave motions at the interface separating in two
spatial dimensions an infinitely-deep irrotational flow of an incompressible inviscid
fluid from vacuum. In particular the solution of the water wave problem under the
influence of surface tension, localized in space as well as in time, was shown to gain
a 1/4 derivative of smoothness compared to the initial data. Here we take matters
further and demonstrate gain of high regularities. Specifically, if the curvature of
the initial fluid surface is contained in the Sobolev space of order k 4 7/2 and if its
derivatives decay faster than a=*~! does as |a| — oo, where a € R parametrizes
the curve, if the initial velocity of a fluid particle at the surface is likewise, then
the curvature of the fluid surface corresponding to the solution of the problem at
subsequent times will acquire k/2 derivatives of smoothness compared to the initial
state.

Enlightening a genuine improvement in the propagation of surface water waves,
the result is far more physically significant than the gain of a fractional derivative
which the local smoothing effect in [CHS10] or [ABZ11] offers. Furthermore the
instantaneous smoothing effect — the solution at any time after evolution becomes
smoother than the initial data — imparts an acute understanding of wave motions
at the surface of water. In the local smoothing effect, in stark contrast, integration
in time regularizes the solution.

Formulation. The present account is based upon the formulation of the water
wave problem under the influence of surface tension as the system

(1.1) (01 + q0u )’k — %’Hﬁgﬁ + gHOuk — 260% Kk = R™(k,u),

1
(1.2) (0 + q0a)*u — ﬁHaiu + gHOu — 260%u = R"(k,u).
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Here ¢t € R denotes the temporal variable and a € R is the arclength parametriza-
tion of the fluid surface, which serves as the spatial variable; k = k(«, t) measures
the curvature of the fluid surface, while ¢ = g(«, t) pertains to the velocity of a fluid
particle at the surface and u = q,. Throughout we represent partial differentiation
either using the symbol 0 or by a subscript. The Hilbert transform is given as

Hf(a):%PV/_w%dﬁ (a € R),

where PV stands for the Cauchy principal value; alternatively ﬂ?@ ) = —isgn(§)f (&)
defines the operator in the Fourier space. Moreover we is inversely proportional to
surface tension and g describes gravitational acceleration. Lastly R" and R" are
made up of “smooth” remainders in the Sobolev space setting. Details are discussed
in Section 2.1 and Section 3.1, Section 3.3.

Observe that (1.1) and (1.2) are dispersive, characterized by the operator 97 —
L3103 + gHO,. The dispersion relation (see [CHS10], for instance)

2We
a3 g% &
(1.3) c(§) = (2W6 + E) il

in particular suggests a regularizing effect under the influence of surface tension,
i.e. we < 0o, where ¢(§) denotes the phase velocity of simple harmonic oscillations
with the frequency &. Colloquially speaking, high frequency waves propagate faster
than low frequency waves, broadening out the wave profile.

But (1.1) and (1.2) are severely nonlinear, though. Notably their left sides con-
tain qhat, ¢?Faa and qUat, (> Uae Whereas the local smoothing effect (see [CHS10]
and references therein) for the equation

1

02k — m?—[@im + gHOuk = R(a,t),

where we < 00, controls merely up to 7/4 spatial derivatives in the inhomogeneity
in the L?-space setting. The energy method, to compare, handles maximally 3/2
derivatives.

Local smoothing revisited. The proofin [CHS10] or [ABZ11] of the local smooth-
ing effect for the water wave problem with surface tension is rooted in Kato’s method
of positive commutators (see [Kat83], for instance). Specifically, if x solves (1.1)!
then (see [CHS10], for instance)

d oo
(1) @) PO s + 5 [ (a) 4 (0 MOk s — 0 HOK ) do

— 00

< C(||K||H§+3/47 H"ﬁ./t||H§73/4)

for K > 1 asufficiently large' integer and for p > 1/2 a real, where (o) = (1+a?)!/?
is to describe weighted Sobolev spaces. Here and in the sequel C(f1, f2,...) means
a positive but polynomial expression in its arguments. Integrated over an interval
of time, (1.4) implies that

(1.5) () ™20 k2 2 < C IR ] gracsssa(0), [[mel rrie—s/4.(0)).

t,loc

iEquaution (1.1) solo embodies the problem; see Section 3.1.
"Differentiated many times, (1.1) becomes nearly linear whereupon the computation is made.
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To interpret, the solution gains a 1/4 derivative of smoothness relative to the initial
data at the expense of a 1/2 power of «. Indeed

(1.6) /((a)ﬁ’“ﬂafﬁ (a) TP 20K g, — ()P TL/29K g, <a>7p+1/27-[8§f<a) fet

at each time is bounded by Sobolev norms of the initial data via the energy method.
Does the increase by k/2 powers in spatial weight then give rise to k/4 many more
derivatives of smoothness?

Perhaps one attempts to use induction in the preceding argument to attain high
regularities. It necessitates that (1.6) be nonnegative', which incidentally is more
singular than a time integral of the right side of (1.4). But the Hilbert transform
does not commute with functions as a rule of thumb. Hence even the principal part
of (1.6) is unlikely to carry a sign.

For a broad class of Korteweg-de Vries type!V partial differential equations, al-
lowedly fully nonlinear, on the other hand, an appropriate weight, possibly nonlin-
ear, may control singular L°°-in time contributions in the course of the method of
positive commutators. As a matter of fact the solution was shown in [CKS92], for
instance, to become infinitely smooth if the initial datum asymptotically vanishes
faster than polynomially and if in addition it possesses a minimal regularity, namely
the infinite gain of regularity.

Method of invariant vector fields. Instead we exploit invariant vector fields of
the associated linear operator to understand regularizing effects for the problem.
To illustrate, let’s put forward the linear equation

(1.7) Ok —HOZKk =0
of (1.1) (and (1.2)) after normalization of parameters. It is readily verified that
(1.8) (A2 0an]|2(8) + [|0erl|F=(t) = A 20arl|F2 (0) + [ 3sk]|72(0),

where A = (—92)/2, or equivalently A = Hd,, is to represent fractional derivatives.
Moreover (1.7) is invariant under

(1.9) K= (%t@t + %Oéaa)li =: K.

A straightforward calculation then reveals that
2

(t)

L o1/2 L 12 R 1
(1.10) H§tA Kat-i-gOéA maa—i—EA Ka L

1 1
o)+ 3t = g = G
= |AY20,Tan | (1) + T2 3 (1

= |AY20, s[5 (0) + 4T ar| 22 0)

2

(0).

L2

1 1 2 1 1
= || GeA 2 hac+ gAML () + [ 5m0 — G

That is to say, the solution at any time ¢t # 0 gains a 1/2 derivative of smoothness
relative to the initial data at the expense of one power of . Note that 9y ~ A'/29,
(see (1.7)). Taking I'f in (1.10), & > 1 an integer, furthermore, leads to that the
solution acquires k/2 derivatives of smoothness at the expense of k powers of a,

1iiT¢ amounts to the method of positive commutators.
WThe Airy operator 9; + 82 dominates the linear part.
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explaining the gain of high regularities due to the effects of surface tension in the
linear motions of water waves.

The present purpose is to make rigorous that the gain of high regularities for
(1.7) carries over to the system of water waves under the influence of surface tension,
which is severely nonlinear. The main result (see Theorem 3.2) states at heart that
if k solves (1.1) then

(111)  t¥]|(a) ™" AR 2200+ 5 | a (1)

k k
K K
<C(/;J||<aaa> m||HM+7/2<o>7WZ:O||<aaa> il g 2(0))

at any time ¢ within the interval of existence for £ > 1 an integer.

Reinforcing the argument leading to (1.10) and the discussion following it, the
proof relies upon energy estimates for the system (1.1)-(1.2) under 9, as well as T's.
Energy expressions are “nonlinear”, however, to overcome the strength of the non-
linearity versus the weakness of dispersion (see Remark 4.2).

The present strategy seems not to promote (1.11) to infinite gain of regularity, as
opposed to in [CKS92], for instance, for Korteweg-de Vries type partial differential
equations, although it is desirable in particular in link" with “breaking” of surface
water waves. Indeed weights enter initial data in the form of ad, and its powers,
instructing that one cannot separate them from smoothness.

Remarks upon gravity waves. In the gravity wave setting, where we = oo and
g > 0 in the system (1.1)-(1.2), no regularizing effects are expected. The associated
linear equation

(1.12) 02k +HOuk =0

after normalization of parameters enjoys conservation of [|AY/2x||2,(¢) + |0k 22 (t),
obviously, analogously to (1.8) in the case of we < co. Moreover (1.12) is invariant
under £ — (3t0; +ads)k =: Dgk. But [|[AYV2D k|2, (t) + (|0, g2 (t) at any time ¢
remains merely as smooth as at t = 0, irrelevant to improvements in the solution.
Note that d; ~ HA'/2. To the contrary, 9, ~ A2, in the capillary wave setting,
ie. we < 0o (see (1.7)). In other words, gain of regularities for water waves is an
attribute of the effects of surface tension.

The water wave problem under the influence of gravity is dispersive, nevertheless,
in the sense that waves with different frequencies propagate at different velocities
in the linear dynamics (see (1.3)). In particular the method of stationary phase
applies to (1.12) to yield that the amplitude of the solution decays in time like ¢ /2
as t — oo. Recently in [Wu09] dispersive estimates plus a profound understanding
of the nonlinearity shed light toward global existence for small data.

Formulating the problem as a system of second-order in time nonlinear dispersive
equations and establishing energy estimates under invariant vector fields of the
associated linear operator, the proof in [Wu09] is related to ours. Accordingly the
present treatment is potentially useful in studies of the long-time dynamics of water
waves under the influence of surface tension.

VIf the water wave problem with surface tension were to enjoy infinite gain of regularity then
one might be able to cook up smooth initial data which would develop an H* singularity in finite
time, since the problem is time reversible.
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2. FORMULATION AND PRELIMINARIES

A concise account is given of the approach taken in [Amb03], [AM05] and [CHS10)]
to formulate the water wave problem under the influence of surface tension. Various
operators and commutators are discussed. Preliminary estimates of nonlinearities
are established.

Throughout, the two-dimensional space is identified with the complex plane and
z-w = Re (2w) expresses the inner product on R? (or C), where z denotes the com-
plex conjugate of z.

2.1. Formulations. The water wave problem under the influence of surface tension
in the simplest form concerns wave motions at the interface separating in two spatial
dimensions an infinitely-deep irrotational flow of an incompressible inviscid fluid
from vacuum, and subject to the Laplace-Young jump condition"! for the pressure.
The effects of gravity are neglected. The fluid surface is assumed to be asymptoti-
cally flat and the flow in the far field to be nearly at rest.

Let the parametric curve z(a,t), @ € R, in the complex plane represent the fluid
surface at time ¢ and let the Birkhoff-Rott integral

o0
(2.1) W(a,t) = L,PV/ M
2mi Coo 2l t) = 2(B, 1)
pertain to the curve’s velocity, where v denotes the vortex sheet strength'. We
take Birkhoff’s approach to vortex sheets but in the presence of the effects of surface
tension (see [Amb03] and references therein) to formulate the problem.
Let’s write the evolution equation of z as

dg (v €R)

f= UL e gl Fe
|2l |2al

| 2o

Namely, U+ denotes the normal velocity of the fluid surface and Ul is its tangential
velocity. Introducing
Sa = |2o] and 0 = arg(z,)

we make a straightforward calculation to obtain that

St = Ul —UY0, and 6, = —(ULr+Ulg,).

1
Sa
To interpret, s measures the curve’s arclength and 6 is the tangent angle that the
curve forms with the horizontal. In studies of surface water waves, the Biot-Savart
law dictates that U+ = W - &2 whereas Ul merely reparametrizes the fluid surface

[zal
(see [AMO5, Section 2.1] and references therein). Therefore we may choose Ull to
be anything we wish. Following [CHS10] we require that s, = 1 everywhere on R
at each time. Accordingly

(2.2) za=e% and Ul =87 (0, W -izy).

If the fluid surface is initially parametrized so that |z,| = 1 everywhere on R then
it will remain likewise at subsequent times. To recapitulate,

(2.3) 0, = (W -izo)a + U6,

ViThe jump of the pressure across the fluid surface is proportional to its curvature.
VUThe vorticity is null in the bulk of the fluid, but it is concentrated at the fluid surface,
though. The vortex sheet strength measures the amplitude of the vorticity at the fluid surface.
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serves as the equation of motion for the fluid surface, where z, and Ul are specified
upon solving equations in (2.2).

Bernoulli’s equation for potential flows and the Laplace-Young jump condition
for the pressure moreover yield that

1 1
(24) Tt = ;90@ + ((UH _W'Za)’y)oz - 2Wt ‘Za T 577& +2(U” _W'Zoz)wa *Zas

where ﬁ € (0,00) is a dimensionless parameter representing surface tension. De-
tails are discussed in [AMO05, Appendix B] and [CHS10, Section 2.1], for instance.

To summarize, the water wave problem under the influence of surface tension
is formulated as the system consisting of equations (2.3), (2.4) and supplemented

with equations in (2.2). In what follows ﬁ = 2 to simplify the exposition.

As in [CHS10] and [AMO05] we promptly revise (2.3) and (2.4) through better
understanding W and Ull - W - z,.

Specifically we approximate the Birkhoff-Rott integral (see (2.1)) by the Hilbert
transform and write

(2.5) W= %H(Zl) + W,
where
1 o 1 1
o wien -5 [ (or—ms - mmaas) 00

Then
1 1
(2.7) W, iz = 57—[7& +m-iz, and Wy -z, = —57{(79&) +m- zq,

where
m =z (22 252+ S ] (- 222)
(2.8) o zaW(Za 2%) 5P (e - ),
A full calculation leading to (2.7) and (2.8) is found in [Amb03, Section 2.2], albeit
in the periodic wave setting. The idea is to differentiate W ~ $H(iv2z4) (see (2.5))
to learn that W, ~ %H(Wa)iza - %7—[(76‘&)2&.
To proceed, let

1
(2.9) ¢=57- (U= W - z,)
measure the difference between the Lagrangian tangential velocity W -z, + %’y of a

fluid particle at the surface and the curve’s tangential velocity Ul (see [AMO05, Sec-
tion 2.3] and [CHS10, Section 2.2], for instance). A lengthy yet explicit calculation
then reveals that

1
(2.10) k:=0, and wu:=q,= 5’}&1 + Wy, - 2a,

thanks to equations in (2.2), satisfy that
(2.11) (0 4+ qOu)k = HOqu +uk + 7% and  (0; + qOu)u = 02k — pr + 1%,
where

(2.12) r=—Hm-z,)+m-iz, and 7= —u’+ (Hu+1r")?

1
(2.13) p= (0 + q00)W -iz, + 57(&5 + q04)0.
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Note that x measures the curvature of the fluid surface. Moreover
(2.14) (01 4+ q0a)0 = Hu + r"=.

A thorough derivation of equations in (2.11), (2.12), (2.13) and (2.14) in the periodic
wave setting is found in [AMO5, Section 2.4]. We pause to remark that —p defines
the outward normal derivative of the pressure at the fluid surface. In the absence of
the effects of surface tension, p(«, 0) > p > 0 pointwise in o € R for some constant p,
namely Taylor’s sign condition, ensures well-posedness of the associated initial value
problem.

The system formed by equations in (2.11) and supplemented with equations in
(2.12), (2.13), (2.9) is equivalent to the vortex sheet formulation (2.3)-(2.4), (2.2)
of the water wave problem under the influence of surface tension. Indeed, if the
fluid surface is determined upon integrating the former equation in (2.2) such that
z(a,t) — a — 0 as |a| — oo at each time ¢ then the mapping ¢ — ~ is one-to-one.
We refer the reader to [AMO5, Section 2.3] and references therein.

Moreover an explicit calculation manifests that the system (2.11), (2.12), (2.13),
(2.9) enjoys the scaling symmetry under

(2.15) k(o t) = Ae(Aa, AX2t)  and  u(a,t) = A3 2u(ha, A/?t)
and correspondingly z(a,t) = A" k(Aa, A3/2t) and y(a, t) = A2y (\a, A3/2t) for
any A > 0.

2.2. Assorted properties of operators. Gathered in this subsection are prop-
erties of various operators and commutators, which will be used throughout.

viii

The operator §7 — HO3 remains invariant under the vector fields
1 1
Fl = 8a and FQ = §t8t + gaaa

in the sense that [07 — HO3,T'1] = 0 and [07 — HO3, 2] = 07 — HO3. By the way
the linear system
Otk = HOpu and  Oyu = 82&
associated with (2.11) becomes
02k —HOPk =0 and 0Pu— HI2u=0

after differentiation in time. Since

1 1 _ 1,_
[6017F2] = gaou [ahFQ] = §6t7 [8alur2] = _gaal
it follows that
j 1yJ j 1\7 Ja—1 _ -1 1\J
(216) 0ul% = (Ta+5) 0 0% = (To+5) 0 1307 = 07" (a4 5)
respectively, for j > 0 an integer. In general
J
(2.17) [A7,B] =Y A7"™[A,BJA™"" for j > 1 an integer.
m=1

viliTye operator is invariant under 9; and %a@t + %t?—[@g as well. The former unfortunately
does not induce gain of regularities whereas the latter is equivalent to I's for the present purpose;
see the discussion in Section 1 following (1.7) and (1.12).
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Moreover

[80ca O + qaa] =ud, and [815; O + qaa] = Qtaom
(2.18) 1 3

(T2, 01+ g0a] = (T2 + 54) 0 — 5 (0% + 400).
If

kit =rv [ T K@B0fB.0)d8 (acR),

where K is continuously differentiable except along the diagonal a = 8, then
00, K)f(0,0) = [0+ 05)K 0 550)(5.1) 5,

(2:19) (00 K1f () = [ 0K (0, 5i0)1(5.,0) dB,
oK) t) = [ (5101 + 500 + 3605 Ko 550)1(5.1) d + K (as).

The proof of (2.16) through (2.19) is straightforward. Hence we omit the detail.

In various proofs in the text we shall deal with integral operators of the form

2200) Ki(A)f(at) =PV [ AQuo)a5:0) [] @awa i) L2 ag
or "
(2.20b) Ka(A,a)f(at) = / A(Qao) (e, ;1) [[ (Qan)(a, Bit) D5 £(B,1) dB,
- n’'=1
where
(2.21) (Qa)(a, B;t) == MZ(W) = /1 ao(oa+ (1 —0)B,t) do
a— 0
is shorthand for the divided difference. Examples include
@2 Wi =5 [ oa@)as00s( L) 60 as
' A T RO )W
(see (2.6)) and
(223) (Hoa0af(a.) = == [ (Qala5i0005(5.) 5.

We promptly explore their boundedness, where t is fixed and suppressed to simplify
the exposition.

Lemma 2.1. If A is smooth in the range of Qag then

(2.24) [IK1(A;a)fllz2, [1K2(A, a) fllz> < Cillasallp llazallze - - [lanalloe | fll L=

forr =1 or 2, where r* in the range [1, 0] is defined such that 1/r+1/r* =1 and
Cy > 0 a constant depends upon A as well as ||agal| Lo -

If in particular A(z) = % for d > 1 an integer and if 1?&% [(Qao)(a, B)] =2 Q>0
for some constant Q) then

C
(2.25) [[K1(A,a)fllz2, [[K2(A, a) fllz> < Q—Zl\aml\u* lazallze - [lanallzoe [ £ Lo

forr =1 or 2, where Co > 0 a constant is independent of A, ag,...,a, and f.
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If r =1 then r* = co and (3 — r)* = 2; in the case of r = 2, correspondingly,
r* = 2 while (3 —r)* = co. Here and in the sequel Cy, C1, Cs, ... mean positive but
generic constants unless otherwise specified.

Proof. In the case of r = 1, a celebrated result of Coifman, McIntosh and Meyer
bears out (2.24), and further (2.25) through keeping track of how C} depends upon
A and ag. We refer the reader to [Wu09, Proposition 3.2 and Proposition 3.3] and
references therein. In the case of r = 2, the proof based upon the T(b) theorem is
found in [Wu09, Proposition 3.2 and Proposition 3.3], for instance. (]

Lemma 2.2. For ji, jo, k1, ko > 0 integers and for 1 < r < oo a real
(2.26) 102 O TELT52Qal o, < Col| 0% H2T5 2 aq | 1r,
where 'y, = %t@t + %a@a and I'yg = %tat + %ﬁ@@ to emphasize the spatial variable.

Proof. If 1 < r < oo then we split the interval of integration on the right side of
1
021 O T5L T2 Qala, B) = / o TR(1 — g)zthegntiephithe (5o 4 (1 - 0)B) do
0

(see (2.21)), using the change of variables a — oo+ (1 — o) for o € [0,1/2] and
B oa+ (1 —o0)p for o € [1/2,1], and we integrate the r-th power over both «
and 8. The proof in the case of r = oo is trivial. O

Remark 2.3 (Ramification of (2.25)). An integral operator either in (2.20a) or in
(2.20b), where 97! 8%2F§;F§%Qan/ substitutes Qa, for ji, ja, k1, ko > 0 integers
and for n’ an index, yet which fulfills hypotheses of Lemma 2.1, satisfies (2.25) (or
(2.24)), but for which || t2Tk 24, ||~ is in place of ||ana |z, 7 = 2 or co.

Utilizing (2.26) in the argument leading to (2.25) (or (2.24)), the proof is straight-
forward. Hence we omit the detail.

In particular
(2.27) 18, [#, a)0f fll 2 < Colloi  all < fllz2 for j+k =1,
j =2 0and k > 0 integers.
Concluding the subsection we discuss properties of A = (—92)'/2, or equivalently

A = HJ,, in the real-valued function setting, which will be relevant in Section 4 to
energy estimates.

Defined via the Fourier transform as X} (&) = |€]£(€), it is self-adjoint, its frac-
tional powers, too, and it is linked with half-integer Sobolev spaces. Specifically

£ 12 = / (F2 + FAS) da.

To compare, [(Hf1)fz = — [ fi(Hf2) and ||Hf||z2 = || f|lL2. Moreover the com-
mutator of a fractional power of A is “smoothing”.

Lemma 2.4. It follows that

o0

(2.28) / afAf da < C0||a||Hz||f||i,1/2 and / afoNf da < COHaaaHLoonH%g.

— 00 — 00
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Proof. Note that A'/? is self-adjoint, and we calculate
/afAf da = /a(A1/2f)2 da+/(A1/2[A1/2,a]f)f da.

The first term on the right side is bounded by ||a||Le||A*2f||2,, obviously, while
we claim that the second term on the right side is bounded by ||Aal| < f]|3:,> up
to multiplication by a constant. Indeed, since

1

(AYVPAY2, ) )N = 5 / "0 — ol )il — ) f )

in the Fourier space and since [£|Y/2|[¢|Y/2 — |n|*/?| < Cylé — n| for all £,1 € R by
brutal force (see the proof of [Yos82, Lemma 2.14], for instance), Young’s inequality
and the Parseval theorem yield that'®

IAY2[AY2, ] f12 < Colll€lall |1 1l 2

Holder’s inequality then proves the claim. The first inequality in (2.28) follows by
a Sobolev inequality.
Note that the adjoint of H is —7H, on the other hand, and we calculate

[atuss do == [aGtsa)soda~ [(Hoalf)so da =3 [(alf)at do

The second inequality in (2.28) then follows by (2.27) and by Holder’s inequality.
O

2.3. Estimates of r”, r* and p. Let the plane curve z(a,t), a € R, describe the
fluid surface at time ¢ corresponding to a solution of the system (2.3)-(2.4), (2.2)
for the water wave problem with surface tension, over the interval of time [0, T for
some 7' > 0. Throughout the subsection we assume that

f z(a,t) — z(B,t)

(2.29) inf =

ZQ>0
at each ¢ € [0, T] for some constant ). To interpret, the curve lacks self-intersections
during the evolution over [0, T']. Similar qualifications were used in [CHS10], [Wu09]
among others in studies of surface water waves and in [GHS07], for instance, ac-
counting for vortex patches.

This subsection concerns preliminary estimates of 7, r* and p (see (2.12) and
(2.13), respectively) as well as their derivatives under 9, or I's, where t € [0,T] is
fixed and suppressed to simplify the exposition.

Recall the notation that Cy means a positive generic constant and C(f1, fa,...)
is a positive but polynomial expression in its arguments; Cy and C(f1, f2,...) which
appear in different places in the text need not be the same.

Lemma 2.5 (Estimates of 7). For j > 0 an inleger

(2.30) 175 25 SC Ul prmox-1.0) (1 + [[ull e + 7]l 22);

XThe commutator of A1/2 therefore is “smoothing”; compare it to (2.27).
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for 7 >0 and k > 1 integers

k—¢ k
(2.31) (1890512 gc( ST N ITE wll s e, S ||r§’9|\L2)

£=0,1k'=0 k=0

(1+ Z I8l + Z IT5 2 ).

Colloquially speaking, 7" is smoother than x in the Sobolev space setting. With-
out depending upon 6 explicitly, (2.30) refines the result in [CHS10, Proposition 2.1].

Proof. In view of the former equation in (2.12) and those in (2.8), the proof involves
understanding the smoothness of YW and the commutator of the Hilbert transform
as well as their derivatives under d,, or I's. It is readily verified from (2.22), (2.23)
and from formulae in (2.19) that

02 WIf(0t) =i./ () em00s (L) 6.0 a5

27 Qz
(232) [0 WIT(on) = ke = [ (&) ssos(L) 6.0 a5
Lo Wf(0t) =g [ (S52) 8105 (L) (3u1) a5+ Wit
and
(233 [O[al) =Pl [P [H.al] = [H.Ta] + 5[H,a].

Moreover the former equation in (2.2) implies upon applications of the composition
inequality (see Lemma A.2 and references therein) that

lzal =1, |\aﬂ‘za||L2<co||n||;H,l for j > 1 an integer,

2.34 )
(2:34) 1091 20 || 12 < OOZHrgeHJ*’“ for j >0 and k > 1 integers.

We manipulate among (2.17) the first formula in (2.32) and integration by parts
to show that W £ and 87 [H, = L1f, i > 1 an integer, are both made up of integral

operators either in (2.20a) or in (2 20b), where A(x) = 7 for d > 1 an integer and
an = z for all indices, allowing that 8j1832 Qz substitutes Qz, where ji, jo > 0 are

integers such that j; +j2 < j, and allowmg that =~ is in place of f. We then handle
each of the resulting integral operators by means of (2.25), or its ramification in
Remark 2.3, along with (2.26) and the first two estimates in (2.34) to obtain that

(2.35) NOEW fll 2, 102 1H, 1 f |2 < Collwlga[1f -

Moreover ||y, — 2222 HHl < Co(l—i— Il z22) |7]| 22 by brutal force. For j = 0 Young’s
inequality ensures that H [H, = 1] Lo HL2 < COHQ 22 HL2 17l 2 H T HLQ, otherwise
(2.25) applies to integral operators on the right side of (2.8) in like manner, whence

(2.36) lm - iza|l 2, m - zallzz < Co(1+ 6l 7)) 22
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by (2.26) and the first two estimates in (2.34). Collectively it follows after repeated
use of the first two estimates in (2.34) and product inequalities (see Lemma A.3
and references therein) that

(2.37) I - iza| g s [m- zall g |77 s < O8] gmaxi-20) V[

for 7 > 0 an integer.
In order to promote (2.37) to (2.30), since

(2.38) Yo = 2u+ H(yK) — 2m - 2,

by the latter equation in (2.10) and by the former in (2.7) we infer from (2.36),
(2.37) and from product inequalities (see Lemma A.3), Young’s inequality with e
(see Lemma A.1 and references therein) that ||v||gz < C(||&||g1) + 4wl g + 7] L2
Incidentally an induction argument leads to that

(2.39) IV rs < CUlKN Frmaxi-10 ) (1 + lull zi-r + (7]l L2)
for 7 > 1 an integer.

The proof of (2.31) proceeds similarly. For j > 1 and k& > 1 integers we exploit
(2.17), the first and the third formulae in (2 32), the second in (2.33) and integration
by parts to write 9JT5W f and 97 Fk[ =y L]1f both as sums of integral operators in
(2.20a) or (2.20b), where A(z) = =5 for d > 1 an integer and a,, = z for all indices,
allowing that 8J18J2Fk1 FkﬂQz replaces Qz, where j1, jo, k1, ko > 0 are integers
such that j; + jo < j and ky + ko < k (recall the notation that T'a, = %t@t + %a@a
and T'yp = %tat + %B@g), and possibly that either I"g/f or I"g/ (%) is in lieu of f
for 0 < k' < k an integer. It then follows by virtue of (2.25), or the ramification in
Remark 2.3, and by (2.26) and estimates in (2.34) that

(240) |OILEW S |2, [O3T5H, 1S 12
k—4 k k
Co(( D2 SIS o) (Do I o ) (D2 Irs flm ).
£=0,1k’=0 k’=0 k=0

Moreover

k k k
! YZaa ’ !
S o8 (e = =) |, < o1+ D0 I i) (3 108 vile)
k’=0 k'=0 k’=0

for k > 1 an integer, using the first formula in (2.16), *to interchange 0, and I'y up
to a sum of smooth remainders, and using estimates in (2.34). For j = 0 we appeal
0 (2.25), Young’s inequality and the last formulae in (2.32) and in (2.33) to deal
with integral operators on the right side of (2.8) and their derivatives under T's;
(2.26), estimates in (2.34) and product inequalities (see Lemma A.3) then yield that

k
(241)  IT5(m - iza)] 2, 15 (m - 20)]l 12 < € (an’“onm)(an’mz)
k'=0

*Throughout we tacitly exercise the first two formulae in (2.16) to swap o or 9y with I's up
to a sum of smooth remainders whenever it is convenient to do so.
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for £ > 1 an integer. Together it follows after numerous applications of estimates
in (2.34) and product inequalities (see Lemma A.3) that

(242) 9215 (m - 2a)| 2, 0415 (m - iza )| 2, [|O4T57" | 2

< C( Z § ||1"2l9|\Hmax<j,2)+e)( i ||Fl2€l’7||H2)
k'=0

£=0,1k'=0

for 7 > 0 and k£ > 1 a integers.

It remains to relate high Sobolev norms of 6, v and their derivatives under I's to
Sobolev norms of k, u and the L?-norms of 6, -y, as well as their derivatives under
T'. In view of (2.38) we infer from (2.41), (2.42) and from product inequalities (see
Lemma A.3), Young’s inequality with € (see Lemma A.1) that

k—¢ k k
(243) [T5vallms < C( D0 30T Ol oo mnse ) (14 D0 T8 wlls + 3 IT5 22 )
£=0,1 k'=0 k’=0 k’=0

for j > 0 and k > 1 integers. The proof closely resembles that of (2.39). Hence we
omit the detail. Moreover the first formula in (2.16) manifests that

k—1
(2.44)  |03T50)| 2 < |09 ' TSkl g2 + Co Y T8 Kllgs—1 for j,k > 1 integers.
k'=0
At last, (2.43) and (2.44) upgrade (2.42) to (2.31). O

Corollary 2.6 (Estimates of r*). For j > 0 an integer
(2.45) 17\l 15 SC ([l rmaxi—1.00, [ull gmaxiion s 171 22);

for 7 >0 and k > 1 integers

k—2t k
(2.46) ||ag¢F12€T‘UHL2 <C( Z Z ||1—‘12C l“l‘/HHU}&X(j*l,l)«#E, Z HFI; UHHnlax(j,l),Mk;>,

£=0,1k'=0 k'=0
where
k k
(2.47) M= 0502+ > IT5 |l e
k'=0 k'=0

Colloquially speaking, " is smoother than s or u, in the Sobolev space setting.

Proof. Upon inspection of the latter equation in (2.12), obviously, (2.45) and (2.46)
follow from (2.30) and (2.31), respectively. O

Turning the attention to p, since
1 1
(2.48) p=Wy iz +a(5Hra +miza) + 57 (Hu+ %)

by the latter equation in (2.7) and by (2.14) (see (2.12)) we shall make an effort to
understand the smoothness of W, and ¢ as well as their derivatives under 9, or I's.
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Estimates of q. We shall discuss I'5q, k¥ > 0 an integer, in the L*-space setting.
For, Ul on the right side of (2.9) involves anti-differentiation (see the latter equation
in (2.2)) and hence it seems unwieldy in the L?-space setting. Nevertheless we easily
compute from the latter equation in (2.2) and from the last formula in (2.16) that

do

3

<co(yzkj_0|r§/n||p) (éw’;/(wwzamz).

By the way ¢ enters equations in (2.11), (2.12) and (2.13) merely as the “velocity” of

the convective derivative 0y +q0,. Accordingly one may dump it and its derivatives

under the L°°-norm in the usual manner in the course of the energy method.
Moreover an explicit calculation against the inner product formula reveals that

Wiz, = %7—[7+Re (izaWW—i—%a {H, ZL}W) and W-z, = Re (zaWW—i-% {7—[, i} 7)
(see (2.5)). We then run the argument in the proof of Lemma 2.5 leading to (2.35)
and (2.40) to bound the L2-norm of 94T5[H, %]7, j = 0 and k > 0 integers, by
Sobolev norms of «, u and the L?-norms of €, v, as well as their derivatives under I's.
Collectively it follows by virtue of (2.35), (2.40), (2.39), (2.43), (2.34), (2.44) and
by product inequalities (see Lemma A.3) that

> 1
@49) 50 < [ [T+ ) OaW i)

(2.50) W -izallgs, [W - zal g5 < CUIEl masi—10 ) (1 + [[ull frosso-1.0 + 7] 22)

for 7 > 0 an integer and

(251) [|OAT5(W - iza)llz2, [|0AT5 (W - 20)|| 2

k—¢ k
<O TIPS Kllpmasiroree, > IT50)122)
k’=0

0=0,1k'=0
k k
’ !
(14 3 I wll o + D0 TS )22)
k’=0 k=0

for 7 > 0, k > 1 integers. The proof closely resembles those of Lemma 2.5. Hence
we omit the detail.

Upon inspection of (2.9) we consequently deduce from (2.43), (2.49), (2.50), (2.51)
and from a Sobolev inequality that

(252)  lalle <Cllm) (@ + llullzz + 17lz2),
k k k k
(253)  Tsalle <C( D ISl D2 T8 022) (1+ D I8 wllz + D 105 )22
k'=0 k’=0 k'=0 k'=0

for k > 1 an integer. Moreover the latter equation in (2.10) and the first formula
in (2.16) manifest that

k
(2.54) [|@2Tkq||L> <Co Z IT5 w|| 751 for j > 1 and k > 0 integers.
k'=0



REGULARITY OF WATER WAVES 15

For future reference, note in view of the former equation in (2.11) that
(2.55)  ullgser <4llsillgs + CUlRl g+ ) (X + [Jullpz + l1vlz2)
for 7 > 0 an integer and

k k k
(2:56) 94T uallzs <4 > I8 kllms +C( D2 IS wllmr, 3 IS 01122 )

k=0 k=0 k'=0

k k
K K
(1 Y IS e+ > TS 2
k’=0 k’=0

for j > 0, k > 0 integers. It makes rigorous that u, has the same regularity as ry,
Ko (see the former equation in (2.11)). Combining (2.52)-(2.54), (2.30), (2.31) and
product inequalities (see Lemma A.3), Young’s inequality with e (see Lemma A.1),
the proof is very similar to that of (2.39) and (2.43). Hence we leave out the detail.

Estimates of W,. Differentiating (2.5) in time we arrange the result as

(2.57) W, =T+ Ty + B,

where

em) () e a1 () eow(2)
(2.59) Bf(a,t) = % /_Z (%)(a,ﬁ;t)aﬁ (%)(ﬁi) dg.

Details are discussed in [Amb03, Section 6] and in the proof of [CHS10, Lemma 2.4],
for instance.

Since Z:t = if; (see the former equation in (2.2)) it follows by virtue of (2.35),
(2.40), (2.39), (2.43), (2.34), (2.44) and by product inequalities (see Lemma A.3) that

(2.60) T2l s SCUIEl mrmax -1, [0l grmaxi=v.0, [0l prmaxci.n s 1y 22)

for 7 > 0 an integer and

k—~

(2.61)  [|0ITET,]| go( 3 ITE wll a1 e,
£=0,1k'=0

k

k
Z Hrg,u”Hmax(jfl,O), Z ||].—‘]2€l9t||Hmax(j,1),Mk;)
k’'=0 k'=0

for j >0, k > 1 integers, where M}, is in (2.47).
Moreover it is readily verified from (2.59) and from formulae in (2.19) that

00,81 (00) =5 [ (L2t — L0200 (L) (5.0) 0,

T omi %

Qxz (Q2)?
(2.62) [0, B]f(a, 1) :ﬁ / (%’Zj - ((%Zt))j )(a,ﬁ;t)aﬂ(i)(ﬁ,t) dg,
2800 =5 [ (G5t - ) oy (L) 0.0 a9

+ Bf(a,t).
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We then run the argument leading to (2.35) and (2.40) mutatis mutandis to bound
the L2-norm of &JT'5B~, j > 0 and k > 0 integers, by the right side of either (2.60)
or (2.61), but where Qz; is in lieu of 8;. The proof relies upon (2.26), (2.34), (2.44),
(2.39), (2.43) and upon product inequalities (see Lemma A.3). Tt is straightforward.
Hence we omit the detail.

To proceed, (2.14) trades Sobolev norms of 6; and its derivatives under I's with
those of k, u, r, and ¢ in the L>°-space setting. Lemma 2.5 and (2.52)-(2.54) further
render them in terms of Sobolev norms of x, u and the L?-norms of 4, v, as well
as their derivatives under T'y. The L2-norm of 92T'5Qz;, j > 0 and k > 0 integers,
is bounded likewise by virtue of (2.26), the former equation in (2.2), estimates in
(2.34) and by product inequalities (see Lemma A.3). To recapitulate,

(2.63) 16ell 3+ [| Qe[ s <C(

| ]| ppmaxiny s [|w]] gremaxcia s |7 22)

for j > 0 an integer and

k k
(2.64) ||09T50,| 12, 0275 Q2| 2 <c( D TS &l gmaxins Y TS u||me<j,1),Mk)
k’=0 k'=0

for j >0, k > 1 integers, where M}, is in (2.47).
Upon reinforcing (2.60) and (2.61) with (2.63) and (2.64), respectively, therefore

(2.65) T2l 55 1By 5 SC|5 s s ([l grmascin s 171l 22)

for j > 0 an integer and

k k
(266) [ 92TE D] g, 47587 2 <C( S ITK Al s, 3 T8 wll e, M)
k'=0 k'=0
for 7 > 0, k > 1 integers.

Lemma 2.7 (Estimates of ;). For j > 0 an integer
(2.67) [vellzrs SCUIKN Eras, 1l gmaxan, (171 22);

for 7 >0 and k > 1 integers

k k
(268)  IT5ulls <O( 30 ITE wllwir, 37 T wl s, M)
k'=0 k’=0

where My, is in (2.47).

Proof. Notice that (2.4) is an integral equation for ;. Indeed we calculate Wy - z,
using (2.57) and (2.58), (2.59) to rewrite it as

(2.69) (1+42T)% = 2000 + (U =W - 20)70 — YWa4 - 24
1
—H(v0:) —2b -z, — 37 %a + 2(U” — W 2,)Wy, - 24,
where

(2.70) Jf = Re (%O‘Wf + [, i] 7) and b= W(ire,) + %[H i] (v6:) + By.

Details are discussed in [Amb03, Section 6] and in the proof of [CHS10, Lemma 2.4],
for instance.
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We then employ various results and arguments previously worked out and we
make repeated use of product inequalities (see Lemma A.3) to bound the L?-norm of
OITE(14+27)7:, 7 = 0and k > 0 integers, by the right side of either (2.67) or (2.68).
The proof relies upon (2.35), (2.40), (2.34), (2.44), (2.39), (2.43), (2.50), (2.51),
(2.52)-(2.54), (2.63), (2.64), (2.65), (2.66) and upon the argument leading to (2.35)
and (2.40) (or (2.50) and (2.51)). It is straightforward. Hence we omit the detail.

The argument leading to (2.50) and (2.51) moreover furnishes that

17 <Cla— il for 2 0. iteger

|35 Tyl oe < (S0 S0 g e Z TS ollz=) ( Z IS )

£=0,1k"=0

for j > 0 and k > 1 integers.

Since &I Ty, = OITE(1 +27)y; — 20415 T, therefore, (2.67) and (2.68) follow
collectively after a routine application of Young’s inequality with e (see Lemma A.1).
The proof is similar to that of (2.39) and (2.43). Hence we leave out the detail. In-
stead we refer the reader to [Amb03, Section 6] or the proof of [CHS10, Lemma 2.4],
for instance, for some detail relevant to (2.67). O

Upon inspection of the former equation in (2.58) we consequently deduce from
(2.35), (2.40), (2.34), (2.44), (2.67), (2.68) and from product inequalities (see Lem-
ma A.3) that the L2-norm of 32I'5Ty, j > 0 and k > 0 integers, is bounded by the
right side of either (2.67) or (2.68). Together with (2.65) and (2.66), it implies that

(2.71) Wil <Ol g+, [ull frmsso. s [17]22)

for j > 0 an integer and

k k
(2.72) [04T5W || 2 §O( > TS Kllen, > IITS u|\Hmax<Jx1>,Mk)
k'=0 k'=0

for j >0, k > 1 integers, where M}, is in (2.47).
At last, the right side of (2.48) as well as its derivatives under 9, or I'; may be
termwise handled by virtue of (2.34), (2.44), (2.39), (2.43), (2.30), (2.31), (2.52)-

(2.54), (2.71), (2.72) and by product inequalities (see Lemma A.3). We summarize
the conclusion.

Lemma 2.8 (Estimates of p). For j >0 an integer
(2.73) Dl <Cl6ll s [l gmaxc, 1] £2);
for 7 =20 and k > 1 integers

k k
(74)  10808plee <C( 3 IS wllier, D IS ull s, M ),

k=0 k=0
where My, is in (2.47).
As a matter of fact p has the same regularity as k,, in the Sobolev space setting;

Lemma 3.1 will elaborate it. Moreover (2.73) does not depend upon 6 explicitly,
refining the result in [CHS10, Proposition 2.1].
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3. REFORMULATION AND THE MAIN RESULT

The water wave problem under the influence of surface tension is reformulated
as a system of second-order in time nonlinear dispersive equations. The main result
is stated. Estimates of smooth nonlinearities are established.

3.1. Reformulation. Investigating regularizing effects encompassed by surface ten-
sion in the propagation of water waves we revamp equations in (2.11) so that their
linear part is distinguished by the operator 97 — Hd3. For, the linear system

Ok = HOpu and Ou = 82/1

associated with (2.11) is not invariant under s +— I'sx and u +— T'su although the
system
02k —HOPk =0 and 0Pu—HO2u=0

is (see the discussion at the beginning of Section 2.2). As a matter of fact the latter
equations were used in Section 1 to explain the gain of high regularities due to the
effects of surface tension in the linear motions of water waves.

Specifically we differentiate both equations in (2.11) in time, or better yet under
0t + q0,,, and make an explicit calculation to obtain that

(3.1) (0r + @04 )’k — HO2k = G® and (0 + q0a)*u — HOPu = G,
where

(3.2) G" = — [H,quae — H(vua) + H(—pk +1%)0 + (0r + ¢0a) (ur +1%),
(3.3) G" =Ko + Kalla — UKaa + Thoo + (0t + @0 ) (—pK + 7).

Equations in (3.1) give a prominence to dispersion, characterized by the operator
02 —HO2, but they are severely™ nonlinear, though. Notably the left sides contain
qRat, qzﬂaa and qUat, q2uo¢a-

We promptly look into the smoothness of the right sides of equations in (3.1).
As we shall elucidate in the forthcoming section, nonlinearities on the left sides,
despite high numbers of derivatives, accommodate the energy method.

Thanks to (2.27) the first term on the right side of (3.2) is regarded smoother
than wu,, and in turn x; in view of the former equation in (2.11). Indeed (2.30)
implies that »* is smoother than . Since r* seems to have the same regularity as
u by (2.45) and since p seems to have the same regularity as ko by (2.73) we argue
in view of the former equation in (2.11) that —H(pka), Hre and (9, 4 ¢0)rE enjoy
the same regularity as k; or k.. Therefore the right side of (3.2) minus —H(pak)
and u:k is expected smoother than Ko Or Koo

Similarly (2.30), (2.45), (2.73) and the latter equation in (2.11) suggest that the
right side of (3.3) but for kKune and —pyk is smoother than ue; or Uge-

To the contrary, (2.73) and the latter equation in (2.11) instruct that —H(par)
and uzk on the right side of (3.2) have the same regularity as kaqo. Correspondingly
—pek on the right side of (3.3) seems to possess the same regularity as kat, and
in turn w,, in view of the former equation in (2.11). To aggravate, p involves the

XiTechniques of oscillatory integral operators (see [CHS10, Section 1.3] and references therein)
bear out that a solution of 92k — HO3k = G(a,t) gains maximally 7/4 spatial derivatives of
smoothness over the inhomogeneity in the L2-space setting; the energy method, to compare,
controls up to 3/2 derivatives. They are not sufficient to control nonlinearities containing more
than 7/4 spatial derivatives, e.g. grat and qznaa.
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Birkhoff-Rott integral in the principal part (see the proof of Lemma 2.8) and hence
it may be unwieldy under integration by parts.

A critically important observation that was made in [AMO05], [CHS10] and which
we shall describe, nevertheless, relates p,, to the Hilbert transform of k., ensuring
that the most singular contributions of G* as well as G* are differential.

As in Section 2.3 let z(-,t) : R — C represent the fluid surface at time ¢ corre-
sponding to a solution of the system (2.3)-(2.4), (2.2) for the water wave problem
with surface tension, over the interval of time [0, 7] for some T > 0. The working
assumption in the lemma below is that (2.29) holds during the time interval [0, 7]
for some constant ). Various estimates in the previous subsection are then at our
command. Moreover ¢ € [0,7] is fixed and ignored in the lemma for the sake of
exposition.

Lemma 3.1 (Estimates of p,). Upon writing
(34) Pa = HEqa +17,
(3.5) 7211 s SCUIKll i ull gien, [1v]] £2)

for 7 =0 an integer and

k k
(3.6) 10757712 <O (D2 IS wllswr, S T8 wlgser, My, )
k’'=0 k'=0

for j =0, k> 1 an integer, where My, is in (2.47).
Colloquially speaking, po, = Hraa plus smooth remainders.
Proof. After differentiation of (2.13) with respect to «, a rather lengthy yet explicit
calculation reveals that
3.7) rP=H(—pr+r") — %79(1,5 —HV 2o+ O Wq iza + q(Wo - 20)a)
+qg(m-izg)a + @0 Wq - 2o + R,
where

(3.8) v :% [H, i]%‘t - %H(%;:‘“) + Wy + Ta + BY)a,

(3.9) R=—10,(0: + q0a)W - 2o, + UW,, - iz,

1 1 1
+ E”YQ(HU +r7) + EW(HU +uk+15) + §7u0a.

Indeed

Pa = Wat “1Zq t+ qwaa “12q + Rv
where W, ~ %H(Wat)iza - %H(v@at)za and W, ~ %H(%m)iza - %H(v@aa)za by
the same kind of argument following (2.7) and (2.8); moreover 3 (9 +¢9a)Va = Kaa
by the latter equations in (2.10) and in (2.11). Details are discussed in [AMO05, Sec-
tion 2.6], for instance, albeit in the periodic wave setting.

We then employ various results and arguments worked out in the previous sub-
section and we make repeated use of product inequalities (see Lemma A.3) to
bound the L?-norms of the right side of (3.7) (and (3.8), (3.9)) as well as deriva-
tives under 9, or I'y by the right side of either (3.5) or (3.6). The proof relies upon
(2.30), (2.31), (2.34), (2.44), (2.39), (2.43), (2.50), (2.51), (2.52)-(2.54), (2.65),
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(2.66), (2.67), (2.68), (2.71), (2.72), (2.73), (2.74) and upon the argument leading
to (2.35) and (2.40) (or (2.50) and (2.51)). It is straightforward. Hence we omit
the detail. Instead we refer the reader to the proof of [AMO05, Proposition 2.4]
or [CHS10, Lemma 2.4], for instance, for some detail relevant to (3.5). O

To recapitulate, the principal parts of —H(kp,) and ku; on the right side of
(3.2) are Kkqq thanks to Lemma 3.1 and the latter equation in (2.11), respectively,
and kPt = Klaaa Plus smooth remainders in like manner. We then differentiate
the latter equation in (3.1) in the spatial variable and make another explicit, albeit
lengthy, calculation to ultimately obtain that

(3.10) (01 + q00)*k — M3k — 260%k = R*(r,u;0,7),

(3.11) (O + q0u )t — HOZ e — 2602 U0 = R™(k,u;0,7),

where

(3.12) R" =H[H, Klkaa — [H, @luaa — H(uta) + H(—KrP — pro +17)

+ Ii(—p/ﬁ + Tu) + u(at + qaa)'% + (815 + qaa)rg
and RY = (R™1), + R"2,

(3.13) R =kqtq — Ukan + Tne + (0 + q0a)k + (01 + g0 )r™,
(3.14) R"? = — (0; + q0a) (utie) — u(0r 4 q0a e, — g,

+ k[H, ¢lkaa — KH(Kiga + Kalla — Ukaa + Tho)

— 60y + q0a)1" — Ko (01 + q0a)p — Kupa.

The system (3.10)-(3.11), (3.12), (3.13), (3.14) is equivalent to the system (3.1),
(3.2), (3.3), obviously, provided that it is supplemented with (3.4), and in turn the
system (2.11). To see it let’s break down both equations in (3.1) into first-order in
time equations and write

(3.15) (0r + q0u)k = ¢ and  (0; + q0a)p = HO2 K + G*,
(3.16) (O +qOu)u=v and (0 + qlu)v = HOu+ G".

Comparing the former equations in (3.15) and (3.16) to those in (2.11) dictates that
@ = Hug +ur+ri and v = kg +pr+71*. It is then straightforward to verify that
the latter equations agree with the others in (2.11) up to constants of integration,
which by the way are null if the corresponding fluid surface is asymptotically flat
in an appropriate sense.

To summarize, the water wave problem under the influence of surface tension is
reformulated as the system of equations (3.10) and (3.11), where R" and R" are
specified *Hin terms of &, u, §, v upon solving (3.12) and (3.13), (3.14), respectively,
with the assistance of equations in (2.12), (2.13), (2.9) (see Section 2.1) and (3.4),
(3.7)-(3.9), and where ¢ is defined by (2.9) in like manner. It serves as the basis to
demonstrate the gain of high regularities for the problem.

Note that (3.10) and (3.11) give a prominence to dispersion, inherited from (3.1).
Furthermore their right sides contain less numbers of derivatives than nonlinearities
on the left sides. Proposition 3.4 will elaborate it.

xiiGince 6 is recovered from k by quadrature and since ¢ — ~ is one-to-one (see Section 2.1 and
references therein), R® and R" may be thought of depending merely upon « and u. But we do
not explicitly practice it, though.
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Perhaps one learns from the preceding proofs of equivalence that (3.11) (and
(3.13), (3.14)), or its quadrature form, solo is equivalent to the system (2.3)-(2.4),
(2.2), provided that it is supplemented with equations in (2.12), (2.13), (2.9) and
(3.4), and that in addition it is coupled with the latter equation in (2.11). Indeed
k may be determined upon solving the latter equation in (2.11) via elliptic PDE
methods. In particular the water wave problem with surface tension was formulated
in [CHS10] as a second-order in time nonlinear dispersive equation for ¢; it was then
used to demonstrate the local smoothing effect and Strichartz estimates.

The problem may alternatively be formulated as (3.10) (and (3.12)), for x, where
u is determined upon solving the latter equation in (2.11) via the method of char-
acteristics, for instance.

3.2. Statement of the main result. Let’s prepare the initial data for the vortex
sheet formulation (2.3)-(2.4), (2.2) of the water wave problem with surface tension,
as well as the reformulation (3.10)-(3.11), (3.12), (3.13), (3.14) of the problem.

Let the parametric curve zo(«), @ € R, in the complex plane represent the initial
fluid surface such that zo(a) —a — 0 as |a| — oo and |zpa| = 1 everywhere on R.
That is to say, the curve is asymptotically flat and parametrized by arclength. We
assume that

f zo(a) — 20(B3)
a#p a—pf

and ||z0a||c1 < & for some constant Q. To interpret, z lacks self-intersections and
cusps. Accordingly it separates the plane into two simply-connected, unbounded
C? regions. Let 6y = arg(zoq) and let vy : R — R denote the initial vortex sheet
strength.

Suppose that z(«,t), a € R, describes the fluid surface at time ¢ corresponding
to the solution of the system (2.3)-(2.4), (2.2), subject to the initial conditions

0(-,0) =60y and ~(-,0) = 5o.

Indeed z is determined upon integrating the former equation in (2.2) and requiring
that z(a,t) — a — 0 as |a| — oo at each time t. Obviously |z,| = 1 everywhere on
R at each time. Concerning regular*i solutions, furthermore, (2.29) holds during
an interval of time, say [0, 7], possibly after replacing @ by €@ for any fixed but
small € > 0. Therefore z at each time during the evolution over [0,Tg] separates
the plane into two simply-connected, unbounded C? regions.

To proceed, let

(3.17) >Q>0

1
(318) ko = oo and wup= 5’70 + Wi - 20a,

where Wy denotes the Birkhoff-Rott integral (see (2.1)) of vy along the curve zo.
They form an initial data pair for the system (2.11), (2.12), (2.13), (2.9) (see (2.10)),
and vice versa any initial data for the water wave problem with surface tension may
be recast in terms of kg and wug, as deliberated in Section 2.1. Moreover, let

(3.19) K1 = Huoa — Qokoa + Uoko + 70, and U1 = Koaa — Goloa — Poko + T4,

where 7§, 75 and pg, qo are specified upon evaluating the right sides of equations
in (2.12) and (2.13), (2.9), respectively, at 6y, 70 and ug. Together with xo and

X1, c Hk

1o (R) at each time for some k > 3 suffices; see Theorem 3.2.
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up, they make an initial data quadruple for the system (3.10)-(3.11), (3.12), (3.13),
(3.14). In light of equations in (2.11), indeed, k1 = K¢(+,0) and uy = u(-,0).

If (0dy)¥ 0y € HFF+E+T/2(R) and (ady)* vo € HF ¥ +E+3/2(R) for k, K > 0
integers and for all 0 < k&’ < k integers then

(@0) ko, (aBa)F 1) € HF—F +HE+5/2(R) . Frh=—K+K+3/2(R)

and ((00)¥ k1, (00)F uy) € HFF+HEFLR) x HFF+E(R) for all 0 < k¥ < k
integers by virtue of (2.50), (2.51) and (2.30), (2.31), (2.45), (2.46), (2.73), (2.74),
(2.52)-(2.54).

The main result of the article concerns gain of high regularities for the system
(3.10)-(3.11), (3.12), (3.13), (3.14) of water waves under the influence of surface ten-
sion.

Theorem 3.2 (The main result). Assume that zo : R — C such that zo(at) —a — 0
as la] = oo and |z0a| = 1 everywhere on R satisfies (3.17) for some constant Q.
Assume that 0y = arg(z0a) satisfies (ady)* 0y € H¥FT9/2(R) for k > 0 an integer
and for all 0 < k' < k integers. Assume in addition that vo : R — R satisfies
(ada)¥' vo € HF"F'+5/2(R) for all 0 < k' <k integers.

Then the initial value problem consisting of equations (3.10) and (3.11), sup-
plemented with equations in (3.12), (3.13), (3.14) ((2.12), (2.13), (2.9) and (3.7)-
(3.9)), subject to the initial conditions

k(,0) = Ko, ki(-,0) =k1 and u(-,0) = ug, u(-,0) = uy,

where Ko, ug, k1,u1 are in (3.18) and (3.19), respectively, supports the unique so-
lution quadruple

(K, #¢) € C([0,T); H*HT2(R)x H*F2(R)), (u,us) € C([0, T); H¥®/2(R)x H*(R))
satisfying
k
(320) 37 (1T sllgosrsra(8) + T8 mll oot
k’'=0
105l g2 () + 175 el a0 (1)) < C (8, @)
at each t € [0, T], where T > 0 depends upon @ as well as

k

(3.21) @ =Y ([(@da)* Kol grrr 7o + [[(@00)* 81|l gprrrro + [ (08a)* ol 2
k’=0

+ 1[(@da)¥ ol gri-srss/2 + [[(@a)* wr ]| ge-irir + [[(@da)* 70l 22);

Iy = %tat + %a@a and C(f1, fa2,...) is a positive but polynomial expression in its ar-
guments. Furthermore

(3.22) R () TRARZRL 2R3 )| 12 (8) < O(t, ®1)  at each t € [0, T,
where (o) = (1+a?)Y/? and A = (=02)'/?; k; and u,u; obey analogous inequalities.

Remark 3.3 (Decay rates of initial data). If (ad,)* f € HF¥ ¥ +5(R) for k, K > 0
integers and for all 0 < &’ < k integers and if in addition f as well as its derivatives
decay algebraically then, necessarily, ¥ 5 f(a) — 0 faster than |o|™* ~1/2 does
as |a| = oo for all 0 < &/ < k and all 0 < K’ < K integers.
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Theorem 3.2 quantifies gain of regularity in solution versus localization of initial
data for the water wave problem under the influence of surface tension. In light of
Remark 3.3, in particular, if the curvature of the initial fluid surface is contained in
HF*7/2(R) and if its derivatives decay faster than o= %=1 does as |a| — oo, if the
initial velocity of a fluid particle at the surface is likewise, then the curvature of the
fluid surface corresponding to the solution of the problem at any time ¢ # 0 within
the interval of existence gains k/2 derivatives of smoothness compared to the initial
state. In brief the solution acquires k/2 derivatives of smoothness relative to the
initial data at the expense of k powers of a.

If in addition the curvature of the initial fluid surface is in H**+7/2+(R—{0}) then
such H**7/2 singularity at the origin disappears instantaneously in the solution up
to order k + 7/2+ k/2.

Bearing directly upon that the governing equations of the problem are disper-
sive, Theorem 3.2 contrasts against existence theories in [Yos83], [Amb03], [AMO05],
[CS07], [SZ11] among others via the energy method, which merely deliver that the
solution remains as smooth as the initial data (see Theorem 4.3, for instance).

Enlightening a genuine improvement in the propagation of surface water waves,
furthermore, Theorem 3.2 is far more physically significant than the gain of a frac-
tional derivative which the local smoothing effect (see (1.5)) in [CHS10] or [ABZ11]
offers. Besides it illustrates that the solution at any time after evolution becomes
smoother than the initial data, namely the instantaneous smoothing effect; in the
local smoothing effect, integration in time regularizes the solution.

The present approach works in three spatial dimensions as well, which is under
scrutiny. The proof in [CHS10] or [ABZ11], on the other hand, is unlikely to extend
to higher dimensions.

Either in allowance for the effects of gravity or in case the flow depth is finite, one
may regardless take the approach in Section 2.1 and Section 3.1 to formulate the
water wave problem with surface tension as the system (1.1)-(1.2), but the symbol
of the Hilbert transform is —i tanh(d¢) in the finite-depth case, where d denotes the
mean fluid depth (see [Yos82], [Yos83] or [ABZ11], for instance); to compare, the
symbol of the Hilbert transform is —isgn(¢) in the infinite-depth case. In a more
comprehensive description of the problem, therefore, the governing equations may
lose the scaling symmetry (see (2.15)) of the capillary wave problem, i.e. we < o0
and ¢ = 0 in (1.1)-(1.2). Incidentally a broad class of interfacial fluids problems
was formulated in [SZ11], for instance, as a second-order in time equation for the
interface curvature, analogously to (3.10) (and (3.12)).

Theorem 3.2 is valid, nevertheless, at least for small* data because the added
parameters merely behave like “smooth” remainders. Specifically the third terms
on the left sides of (1.1) and (1.2) due to the effects of gravity enjoy the same
regularity as nonlinearities on the right sides; moreover itanh(d€) ~ isgn(§) for
high frequencies™".

To conclude, surface tension acts to regularize slight disturbances of water waves
from the quiescent state.

XiY§mallness of the interface curvature must be imposed, unless proven, so that “nonlinear”
energy expressions for the problem be equivalent to Sobolev norms of the solution. In the present
setting, scaling arguments guarantee it; see the discussion in Section 4.1.

*VLow frequencies of the solution may be handled via the energy method; see [CHS10], for
instance.
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Theorem 3.2 necessitates that the curvature of the fluid surface be in H7/2(R) or
smoother and correspondingly the fluid surface in the H''/2% class locally in space.

It is unlikely to be optimal. But we do not intend to achieve the lowest exponent,
though.

The present strategy seems not to promote (3.22) to the infinite gain of regularity.
For, weights enter initial data in the form of ad, and its powers. Hence one cannot
separate them from smoothness. For a broad class of Korteweg-de Vries type partial
differential equations, allowedly fully nonlinear, on the other hand, the solution was
shown in [CKS92], for instance, to become infinitely smooth if the initial datum
asymptotically vanishes faster than polynomially and if in addition it possesses a
minimal regularity.

Since the water wave problem is time reversible, Theorem 3.2 may be used to
explain singularity formation in finite time. In particular one might be able to cook
up the curvature of the initial fluid surface in the H® class, for instance, with weight
which would continuously evolve in H%/?(R) but depart the weighted H® class in
finite time. In other words, the curvature of the fluid surface would develop an H®
singularity in finite time. The regularity condition of Theorem 3.2, however, is too
demanding to describe a blowup scenario physically realistic.

3.3. Estimates of R" and R“. As in Section 2.3 and Lemma 3.1 let the plane
curve z(a, t), a € R, describe the fluid surface at time ¢ corresponding to a solution
of the system (2.3)-(2.4), (2.2) for the water wave problem with surface tension,
over the interval of time [0,7] for some T" > 0. Throughout the subsection we
assume that (2.29) holds during the time interval [0, 7] for some constant Q. It
offers recourse to various estimates previously worked out.

This subsection concerns routine estimates of R" and R* (see (3.12) and (3.13),
(3.14), respectively) as well as their derivatives under d,, or 'z, where t € [0,T] is
fixed and suppressed to simplify the exposition.

Recall that Cy means a positive generic constant and C(f1, f2,...) is a positive
but polynomial expression in its arguments; C(f1, fz,...) which appears in different
places in the text needs not be the same.

Proposition 3.4 (Estimates of R and R*). For j > 0 an inleger

(3.23) R s SC(||E]| grmaxti+1.9) 5 [| Kt || grmaxciony s [wl| 2, [[7]] 2),

(3.24) R\ s SC(|6|| grits (| 5ell i |l goez, |well goers |v] 22)-

For j >0 and k > 1 integers

k k k
(3.25) [|02TER|| 2 <c( S TS &l gmaxsra, > ITS fll grmaxci, Y [T u||Lz,Mk>,
k’=0 k’=0 k’=0
k k
(3.26) [|OAT5 R L2 <C( > TS Kllgies, > TS well e,
k’=0 k'=0

k k
> S ullgova, 3 I8 wellons, M),
k'=0 k'=0

where My, is in (2.47).
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Colloquially speaking, R* and R“ behave like k¢, Ko and tnt, Uaa (Kats Faao),
respectively, in the Sobolev space setting. Moreover (3.23) and (3.25) do not depend
upon high Sobolev norms of u or u; explicitly, as well as their derivatives under I's.

The proof of Proposition 3.4 involves understanding the smoothness of various
nonlinearities and their derivatives. Rewriting (3.12) as

R" = [Ha K]Hﬁaa - [Ha q]uaa + Tgt + R
we deduce from (2.30), (2.31), (2.45), (2.46), (2.52)-(2.54), (2.73), (2.74) and (3.5),
(3.6) and from product inequalities (see Lemma A.3) that
(3.27) IR N s SC(lsllgsers el s [[ull e, 1yl 22)

for j > 0 an integer and

k k k
(328) 4TS R [l <O 30 1T wlser, S I0K wallios, 3 T ll e, M)
k=0 k=0 k=0
for 7 > 0, k > 1 integers. The proof is straightforward. Hence we omit the detail.

Moreover (2.27), or its ramification in Remark 2.3, and a Sobolev inequality mani-
fest that

(3:29) [|9AT5[H, K]Hkaall L2, 10475 (M, qluaa]| 2

k k
< C( Z ||].—‘]2€/KJ||Hmax(j+l,2)7 Z ||].—‘]2CIUHHmax(j,2))
k'=0 k'=0

for 7 > 0 and k£ > 0 integers.

Upon inspection of (3.13) and (3.14), similarly, various accomplishments in pre-
vious subsections yield after repeated use of product inequalities (see Lemma A.3)
that R* = 1Y%, — kapt — k1l + R“", where

(3.30) R (| s SC(|| &l ri+s, [|5ell goes [l gove, Jwell o, |v] 22)

for j > 0 an integer and

k—¢ k
(3:31) 0TER 2 <C( 30 S0 I wllgrvase, 31T sl o,
£=0,1 k'=0 k=0

k k
ST wllisea, Yo 105 willer, M)

k=0 k=0
for 7 > 0, k > 1 integers. The proof, too, is straightforward.

It remains to understand the smoothness of rf*, 7§, p; and r! as well as their
derivatives under 9, or I's.

Lemma 3.5 (Estimates of 7", r#*, p; and r{). For j > 0 an integer

(3:32)  [Irfllas < Ol gmaxo s, [[ull gmaxi. s [17]]22),

/

(3:33) I llms < ClEllgmaxe.a, lull maxi 2, [ludl s, 1] 22),
(3:34)  pellms < CUIEl pmaxirzs s [15ell o, 1ol s uell s, [171]22),
(3:35)  Nrllms < CUl6l grmostivz s 1l oers el st s el e, 7] 22)-
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For j >0 and k > 1 integers

(3.36)  [|0iTkrr| L2 < c( > Z [ F——— Z 5 || promascs, 2),Mk)
0=0,1k'=

(3.37) (|09 rY|| 2 < (Z Z (Ix P——

{=0,1k"'=

k
/ /
S I s 3 0% will s, Mo ).

k’=0 k=0

k k
(3:38) [05T5pill e < (30 1T Kllsrmssszor, 3 ITE el
k k

k k
DTS ull e, Y ||F§/Ut||Hj,Mk),

k’=0 k=0

k k
(3.39) 94157 | 12 < C( > T Kll gmaxciszar, Y TS el e,
k

k k
Z |‘F§/U||Hmax(j+l,2)7 Z ||F§/UtHH]‘+1,M]€>,

k=0 k’=0
where My, is in (2.47).

Proof of Proposition 3.4. Once results of Lemma 3.5 are at the ready, (3.23) and
(3.25) follow from (3.27), (3.28), (3.29) and (3.32), (3.36) and from (2.55), (2.56);
(3.24) and (3.26) follow from (3.30), (3.31) and (3.33), (3.37), (3.34), (3.38), (3.35),
(3.39). O

Proof of Lemma 3.5. The proof of (3.32) and (3.36) entails computing the time
derivatives of W and the commutator of the Hilbert transform. Indeed we differ-
entiate the former equation in (2.12) and write in light of the former in (2.2) that

(3.40) ri=—H(m: - zo) — OH(M - i2o) + My - izq — Oim - 24,
where m is in (2.8). Moreover
(3.41) OWf=Wh+I[0,W]f and O[H,alf =[H,alfe+ [H, alf.

We manipulate among (3.41), (2.17), the first two formulae in (2.32) and inte-
gration by parts, as in the proof of (2.35), to show that 820,V f and 99,0;{[H, %[,
j = 1 an integer, are both made up of integral operators either in (2.20a) or in
(2.20b), where A(z) = - for d > 1 an integer and a, = z for all indices, allowing
that 8318]2622 or (’“)318]2 ta substitutes Qz, where ji, jo > 0 are integers such that
71+ J2 < j, and allowmg that % or (%)t is in place of f. We then handle each
of the resulting integral operators by means of (2.25), or its ramification in Re-
mark 2.3, along with (2.26), the first two estimates in (2.34), and (2.63) to obtain
that

(3.42) 0200V fll2, 1020 [H. 251 fllzz < CUlKl as lull s v z2) LF s+ 1L Fell o )-
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Moreover ||0f (Yo — %) ||H1 < C(||&llgs, Jullgz2, ||7v]l L2) for £ =0 or 1 using (2.39),
(2.67), the first two estimates in (2.34), and (2.63). For j = 0 we resort to Young’s
inequality and the first formula in (2.33) to deal with the L?-norm of 9;[H, =] ey
otherwise we apply (2.25) and the second formula in (2.32) to the time derivatives
of integral operators on the right side of (2.8) in like manner.

Upon inspection of (3.40), therefore, (3.32) follows collectively and from (2.37)
after repeated use of the first two estimates in (2.34), (2.63) and product inequalities
(see Lemma A.3). The proof closely resembles that of (2.30). Hence we omit the
detail. Instead refer to [CHS10, Appendix B], for instance, for some detail.

Similarly we exploit (3.41), (2.17), formulae in (2.32) and in (2.33), and integra-
tion by parts, as in the proof of (2.40), to write d,T50,W f and 03T50,[H, ] f,
j = 1and k > 1 integers, both as sums of integral operators in (2.20a) or (2.2(6b),
where A(z) = m—ld for d > 1 an integer and a,, = z for all indices, allowing that
071972 1—\15(111—\12«%@2 or 91 8&21"]2“31"]2%@2,5 replaces Qz, where j1, jo, k1, ks = 0 are inte-
gers such that j1+jo < j and k;+ko < k (recall the notation that 'y, = %tat—l—%aaa
and T'yp = 110, + 1803), and possibly that F’g,(%) or T (L), is in lieu of f for

0 < k¥ < k an integer. It then follows by virtue of (2.25), or the ramification in
Remark 2.3, and by (2.26), estimates in (2.34), and (2.44), (2.64) that

(343)  [|0AT50W I z2, |02T50:[H. 5] f | 2

k—¢ . k .
< C( Z Z HF2 I<J||Hmax(j,1)+z, Z HF2 u”Hmax(j,l),M]g)
£=0,1k'=0 k'=0

k k
(S P+ 2T Al ).
k'=0 k’=0

where My, is in (2.47). Moreover

k & )
’ ’72 , ,
3 [t (o = 222, < (X0 Nt e, 3 1% e )

for k > 1 an integer and for £ = 0 or 1 using the first two formulae in (2.16), to
interchange either 0, or 0y with I's up to a sum of smooth remainders, and using
(2.43), (2.68), (2.44), (2.64). For j = 0 we appeal to (2.25), Young’s inequality and
the second formula in (2.32), the first in (2.33) to deal with the time derivatives of
integral operators on the right side of (2.8) and their derivatives under T's.

Consequently (3.36) follows together and from (2.42) after numerous applications
of (2.34), (2.64) and product inequalities (see Lemma A.3). The proof closely
resembles that of (3.32) or (2.31). Hence we leave out the detail.

Estimates of 7). Upon inspection of the time derivative of the latter equation
in (2.12), obviously, (3.33) and (3.37) follow from (2.30), (3.32) and from (2.31),
(3.36), respectively.

Estimates of p;. Examining termwise the time derivative of the right side of (2.48)
(and (2.57), (2.58), (2.59)) as well as its derivatives under 9, or I's by means of
various results and arguments worked out in previous subsections and by (3.32),
(3.36) we learn that we have yet to understand the smoothness of ¢, 0, and Qzy,
¢ as well as their derivatives under d, or I's.
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We shall discuss I'Sq;, k > 0 an integer, in the L>°-space setting, as in the proof

of (2.52) and (2.53). For, UtH on the right side of the time derivative of (2.9) seems
unwieldy in the L2-space setting (see the latter equation in (2.2)) although

(3.44) |50 |1~ < /

— 0o

o0

‘ (FQ + %)kat(oaw “12q)| da

k k
<C( 2 IS w2 IS wlas, M),
k’=0 k'=0

where My, is in (2.47). The first inequality utilizes the latter equation in (2.2) and
the last formula in (2.16), while the second inequality relies upon the first and the
third estimates in (2.34), (2.64) and (2.51), (2.72). Upon inspection of the time
derivative of (2.9) we then deduce from (2.34), (2.64), (2.43), (2.68), (2.49), (3.44),
(2.71), (2.72) and from product inequalities (Lemma A.3), a Sobolev inequality that

k k
(3.45)  ||IT%q||z~ gc( ST Rl > ||r2’u|\H1,Mk) for k > 0 an integer,
k'=0 k’=0

where M, is in (2.47). The proof closely resembles that of (2.52) and (2.53). Hence
we omit the detail. Moreover the latter equation in (2.10) and the first formula in
(2.16) manifest that

k
(3.46) [|02T5q4]| 1> <Co Z IT5 wi|lgrs—2 for j =1 and k > 0 integers.
k/=0

To proceed, (2.14) trades Sobolev norms of 6;; and its derivatives under I'y with
those of k, k¢, ut, rf and ¢, ¢ in the L°°-space setting. Further (3.32), (3.36)
and (2.52)-(2.54), (3.45), (3.46) render them in terms of Sobolev norms of k, k¢,
u, u; and the L2-norms of 6, v, as well as their derivatives under I'y. The L2-
norm of 4T5Qzy, j > 0 and k > 0 integers, is bounded likewise by virtue of the
former equation in (2.2), (2.26), (2.63), (2.64) and by the composition inequality
(see Lemma A.2), product inequalities (see Lemma A.3). Therefore

B47)  NOuill a3, 1Qz1el s < CUIKI prmaxon s [ s 1wl rmas 2 e[ 7135 (|1 22)

for j > 0 an integer and

k k
(3:48) 94T50ut | L2, |OAT5 Q1| 2 <C( D TS &l ey > TS Al s
k'=0 k'=0

k k
7 T8 wll sy D 108 well s, M)
k'=0 k'=0

for j > 0, k > 1 integers, where My, is in (2.47). The proof is similar to that of
(2.63) and (2.64). Hence we omit the detail.

In view of the latter equation in (2.58) we consequently infer from (2.39), (2.43),
(2.67), (2.68), (2.34), (2.44), (2.63), (2.64) and (3.42), (3.43), (3.47), (3.48) and
from product inequalities (see Lemma A.3) that the L?-norm of dJT5Ty, j > 0
and k > 0 integers, is bounded by the right side of either (3.47) or (3.48). In view
of (2.59) and formulae in (2.62), moreover, we run the argument leading to (3.42)
and (3.43) to bound likewise the L?-norm of d2T50,B7, j > 0 and k > 0 integers.
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The proof relies upon (2.39), (2.43), (2.67), (2.68), (2.34), (2.44), (2.63), (2.64) and
(3.47), (3.48) and upon product inequalities (see Lemma A.3). Tt is straightforward.
Hence we leave out the detail.

Differentiating (2.69) in time we arrange the result as

o
2

+ O (29aa + (U” W z2o)Ya — YWa -« 20

(1+2T )y = _Re(za[ata Wiy + {%v (i)t} Yotz Wt 3 [H’ zi}%)

27 o

1
— H(v0:) —2b -z — 37 %a +2(U —W . 2, )W, - za),

where J and b are in (2.70). We then employ various results and arguments previ-
ously worked out and we make repeated use of product inequalities (see Lemma A.3)
to bound the L2%mnorm of dIT5(1 +27)yu, 7 = 0 and k > 0 integers, by Sobolev
norms of x, k¢, u, u; and the L?-norms of 6, ~, as well as their derivatives under I'y.
The proof relies upon (2.35), (2.40), (2.34), (2.44), (2.39), (2.43), (2.50), (2.51),
(2.52)-(2.54), (2.63), (2.64), (2.65), (2.66), (2.67), (2.68), (2.71), (2.72) and (3.42),
(3.43), (3.45), (3.46), (3.47), (3.48) and upon the arguments leading to (2.50), (2.51)
and (3.42), (3.43). It is straightforward. Hence we omit the detail.
The argument leading to (2.50) and (2.51) moreover furnishes that

| Tveell i <C|E| gi-1)||veel| g for j = 0 an integer,

k—¢ k k
10375 T veellze <C( D0 30 ITE Kllppmessrees 30 ITE 022 ) (D205 el )
k'=0

£=0,1 k=0 k=0
for 7 > 0, k > 1 integers.
Since 45 = OITE(1 + 2T )yie — 20515 T yu, therefore, it follows collectively
after an application of Young’s inequality with e (see Lemma A.1) that

(3.49) Vel s SC(|| K| grmaxir2.s) , | Eell moeas |wll gmaxc1.2), ||well m23, |7]22)

for 7 > 0 an integer and

k k
(8:50)  OATSvutll 2 <C( D ITE Kl D TS kellmso
k’=0 k'=0

k k
S Il gacrnzr, D T w5, M)
k=0 k’=0

for j > 0,k > 1 integers, where M, is in (2.47). The proof is similar to that of
Lemma 2.7. Hence we leave out the detail. Instead we refer the reader to [CHS10,
Appendix B], for instance, for some detail relevant to (3.49).

In view of the former equation in (2.58) and (2.57) we consequently infer from
(2.34), (2.44), (2.63), (2.64), (2.67), (2.68) and (3.42), (3.43), (3.47), (3.48), (3.49),
(3.50) and from product inequalities (see Lemma A.3) that the L?-norms of 97 5T,
and 9JT5Wy;, 7 > 0 and k > 0 integers, are bounded by the right side of either
(3.49) or (3.50).

In view of (2.48), furthermore, (3.34) and (3.38) follow from (2.30), (2.31), (2.34),
(2.44), (2.39), (2.43), (2.52)-(2.54), (2.63), (2.64), (2.71), (2.72), (2.67), (2.68) and
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from (3.32), (3.36), (3.45), (3.46), (3.47), (3.48), (3.49), (3.50) after repeated use
ofs product inequalities (see Lemma A.3).

Estimates of r¥'. We employ various results and arguments previously worked out
and we make repeated use of the product inequalities (see Lemma A.3) to bound
the L2-norms of the time derivative of the right side of (3.7) (and (3.8), (3.9)) as
well as derivatives under 9, or I'y by the right side of either (3.35) or (3.39). The
proof relies upon (2.30), (2.31), (2.35), (2.40), (2.34), (2.44), (2.39), (2.43), (2.50),
(2.51), (2.52)-(2.54), (2.63), (2.64), (2.65), (2.66), (2.67), (2.68), (2.71), (2.72),
(2.73), (2.74) and (3.32), (3.36), (3.45), (3.46), (3.47), (3.48), (3.49), (3.50), (3.34),
(3.38) and upon the arguments leading to (2.50), (2.51) and (3.42), (3.43). It is
straightforward. Hence we omit the detail. O

Concluding the subsection we discuss unrefined estimates of nonlinearities.

Corollary 3.6 (Estimates of G* and G*). Upon writing
(3.51) 02k —HOPk = G™1  and OPu— HOPu = G,

k k k
(3.52) 0315 2 <C( 30 T8 sll grmsszor, 3 I mell o, 3 75l o, M),
k’=0 k'=0 k’'=0

(3.53) ||oiTEG™1|

k k
/ ’
12 <C( Y2 IS Wl pnscrsns 3 I8 kel
k’=0 k'=0

k k
’ /
ST ullisess D2 175 will s, M)
/I — k' =

k'=0 0
for j =0 and k > 0 integers, where My, is in (2.47).

Colloquially speaking, G"? and G"? behave like Kot, Koo and Uqt, Uaa, rESpec-
tively.

Proof. An explicit calculation reveals that
G = G" - 01(qka) — @00 (0 + q0a )k and G = G" — 0i(qua) — q0a(0; + q0a ) u,

where G and G" are in (3.2) and (3.3), respectively. Therefore (3.52) follows from
(2.30), (2.31), (2.45), (2.46), (2.52)-(2.54), (2.73), (2.74) and (3.29), (3.32), (3.36)
after repeated use of product inequalities (see Lemma A.3); (3.53) follows from
(2.30), (2.31), (2.45), (2.46), (2.52)-(2.54), (2.73), (2.74) and (3.33), (3.37), (3.34),
(3.38) in like manner. O
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4. GAIN OF REGULARITY

Gain of regularities is demonstrated for water waves under the influence of surface
tension. Energy estimates are set out for the system (3.10)-(3.11), (3.12), (3.13),
(3.14) under 9, as well as I's. Estimates of weighted Sobolev norms are established.

4.1. Energy estimates under 0,. This subsection concerns preliminary energy
estimates for (3.10) (and (3.12)) and the system (3.10)-(3.11), (3.12), (3.13), (3.14),
which are equivalent to the vortex sheet formulation (2.3)-(2.4), (2.2) of the water
wave problem with surface tension, as deliberated in Section 2.1 and Section 3.1.
Drawing upon a well-posedness proof, the result is of independent interest.

Let the plane curve z(a,t), a € R, describe the fluid surface at time ¢ corre-
sponding to a solution of the system (2.3)-(2.4), (2.2) over the interval of time
[0,T] for some T' > 0. In the proposition below we assume that (2.29) holds during
the time interval [0, T for some constant Q. It offers recourse to various estimates
in Section 2.3 and Lemma 3.1, Section 3.3.

Recall that Cy, Cq, Ca, ... mean positive constants and C(f1, f2,...) is a positive
but polynomial expression in its arguments; Cy, C1,Cs, ... and C(f1, f2,...) which
appear in different places in the text need not be the same. Recall that A = H0,
and [[f]|3. = [(f* + FAS).

Following [CHS10] let’s write (3.10) as the system of first-order in time equations
(4.1) k= —qlar and O = HO2k + 2602k — qOatp + R*(k,us0,7),

where (3.23) implies in light of (2.52), (2.54) and (2.55) that

(4.2)  [[B[gs (1) < CUI6] pmaxiivro (8), 0]l gmaxion (8), [Jull L2 (@), [|7]] 22 (2))
at each t € [0,T] for 7 > 0 an integer. Indeed
(4.3) el s (8) <llpll s (8) + llgral| s (£)

<llepllas (8) + Colllgl e (8) + llwll s () 16| a1 (2)
SOl s+ (@), lpllas (8); l[ull L2 (@), [17]] 22 (2))

and vice versa [|9 s () < C([&ll s (), |l g (8), [l 2(8), [|7]| 22 (£)). The first
inequality in (4.3) utilizes the former equation in (4.1). The second inequality relies
upon (2.52), (2.54) and product inequalities (see Lemma A.3). The last inequality
relies upon (2.55) and Young’s inequality with € (see Lemma A.1).

Let’s define the energy norm for (4.1) (and (3.12)) of order k, k > 0 an integer, as

k
(4.4) EX8) =) €f() + l[ullZ2() + I12:(t),
=0
where €f(t) = [|5]|2:(t) + [l¢[|22(t) and
(4.5) el(t) = %/ (0L AL K + (029)% 4 26(00 1 K)?) (o, t) da

for j > 1 an integer. An explicit calculation reveals that the system (4.1), (3.12)
enjoys the scaling symmetry under

k(a,t) = Me(ha, A1), oo, t) = X 2p(Aa, N3/ %t)

and correspondingly z(a,t) — A~ z(Aa, \3/2t), v(a, t) = A/2y(Aa, A3/2t) for any
A > 0 (see (2.15)). Therefore we may assume that k| e (¢) is sufficiently small
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during the time interval [0,7] so that EY(¢) is nonnegative and accordingly it is
equivalent 0 |82,/ (t) + [lpl12p. () + [ul22(8) + 7113 (£) at each t € [0, for
k > 1 an integer. In light of (4.3), furthermore,

(4.6) 5l g2 (&) + Nl e (8) + Hlull 2 (8) + [l 22 (8) < C(ER(1)),
(4.7) ER(t) < CUl16ll pwssrz (@), el e (8), lull L2 (), 7] 22 (8))

ateacht € [0,T] for k > 1 an integer. That is to say, EY(t) amounts to ||| gx+s/2 (t)+
[5¢]| = (). In a more comprehensive description of the problem, e.g. in allowance
for the effects of gravity, incidentally, the scaling symmetry may be lost and small-
ness of the interface curvature must be imposed (see the discussion in Section 3.2).

Proposition 4.1 (Energy estimates under d,,). If k € H*3/2(R), o € H*(R) and
u € L3(R),y € L?(R), k > 2 an integer, solve the system consisting of equations in
(4.1) and supplemented with (3.12) over the interval of time [0,T] then

(4.8) EY(t) < _Cig log (exp(—C2E}(0)) — C1Cat)

at each t € [0,T.], where T\ in the range (0,T] depends upon E}(0). Furthermore

(4.9) %l prsar= (@) + [[wel [ e () < O, (18] prieasz (0), [l e (0), [l £2(0), [|7]]22(0))
at each t € [0,T.].

Remark 4.2 (Energy expressions are “nonlinear”). In view of the linear part of
(3.10), perhaps one takes

(4.10) % / (D9 RADI ks + (Dk0)%) () dar

— 00

for e]Q, instead of (4.5). But the multi-derivative nonlinearities @ kaa and 2Kk qq ON
the left side of (3.10) are unwieldy in the course of the associated energy method.
Notably, differentiating (4.10) in time and substituting x4 by (3.10) one arrives at
an expression containing

—/q28i+2/£8i/£t da+/2n8§¢+258§m dov,

which cannot be controlled by (4.10).

To overcome the setback and attain energy estimates we introduce extra terms
into (4.10), possibly cubic or higher order but smoother than A'Y/207+ 1k and 97k,
which offset the awkward nonlinearities, e.g. —4 fq I k) da+ [ k(091 K)? da.
Energy expressions therefore become ° nonhnear

Proof of Proposition 4.1. For j > 1 an integer we differentiate (4.5) in time and
split the integral as

(4.11) Eej _/aJ“n NGk da+/ 9 da

/ (09 K)? da—|—2/m9j+1n Ik da = IV + I3 + I + 1.
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We then use the former equation in (4.1) to obtain after integration by parts that
(4.12) 19 :/8(3;1(90 — ko) NI R do
= / DT OHITk do — /q3i+2li7-[8i+2n da
-(G+1) /u@i“ﬁA@i"’ln da + (lower order terms),

where (lower order terms) collects those which may be bounded by virtue of (2.55)
and (4.3) by C(||kl| gi+1, llellmi, lullzz, [|v]|z2). Similarly the latter equation in (4.1)
yields after integration by parts that

(4.13) 19 :/8&(7—[&0[&& + 2KKaa — @Pa + R0 da
:/H@iﬁﬁ o da + 2/&6&”& I Ky da — /(ﬁq)a(agflﬁ)? do
1

— (5 - 5) /u(@&gpf do + /(%;R“ 92 ¢ do + (lower order terms),
where (lower order terms) is bounded by C(||&|| gmaxi+1.3), |[|@ll g, [ L2, |7] £2) in
the routine manner. Note that the second and the third terms on the right side
utilizes the former equation in (4.1).

The first term on the right side of (4.12) and the first term on the right side of
(4.13) cancel each other when added together after integration by parts. The second
term on the right side of (4.13) and the last term on the right side of (4.11) cancel
each other in like manner. The second and the third terms on the right side of (4.12)
are bounded by Col|ul| z2]|0% ' k|3;1,2 by virtue of inequalities in (2.28). The third
term on the right side of (4.13) is bounded by (||q||ze + [[ullg2)||5] 52|04 £ ]|7 2,
obviously, and the fourth term on the right side of (4.13) is by (j—3)|ul L= [|0%.¢]|2..
Moreover (4.2) manifests that the fifth term on the right side of (4.13) is governed
by C(|J6ll gmestrors [0l sl 22, [7llz2) 93 llz2. The third term on the right
side of (4.11) is bounded by ||r¢|| £ |04 k|| 5. To recapitulate,

d
414)  —ef <C(l8llmz, lwell e, Nl zz, 171 22) (16 sz + i)
dt

+ Cllsll masra s @l ass lullzz, Iyl (1 + (1@l as)
SOl rmax+a/2.9), ([0l s [JullL2; 7] 22)

for j > 1 an integer. The first inequality utilizes (2.52) and the second inequality
relies upon (2.55) and (4.3).

It remains to compute temporal growths of e} and |[uf?., ||7[|3.. We invoke
equations in (4.1) to obtain after integration by parts that

d
(4.15) Ellﬁlliz’ =2 /(w — gra)k dor < (2@l + lJullze< |5 22) || 5]l L2
SC(llsllars lellp2 ullz2 [171z2),

d K
(4.16) al\wl\%z =2 /(Hﬁaaa — qpa + G")p da < C([|&llms, [ellar [ullz2, 1v]z2)-
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The latter inequalities utilize (2.55) and (4.2). Correspondingly the latter equation
in (2.11) yield by virtue of (2.45), (2.73), (2.55) and integration by parts that

4
dt
Moreover (2.67) and (2.55) imply that

(417) —|lul[Z. = 2/(ﬁaa—qua+pﬁ+7““)u da < C(|[&lla2; 1@l [[ull 2, 171l z2)-

d
(4.18) e < vl llle < Cllslas llell e, lullzz, 1llz2)-

Adding (4.14) through (4.18),
d
(4.19) Bl S C(llRll pmaxcerarzn, 1l e, llull 2, [17]122) < Crexp(CaER)
for k > 1 an integer for some constants Cy,Cy > 0. Therefore (4.8) follows since
0
(4.19) supports a solution until the time T}, = W. Moreover (4.9) follows

in light of (4.6) and (4.7). O

We may repeat the preceding argument for (3.11) (and (3.13), (3.14)) mutatis
mutandis to obtain that

(4.20)  [Jull gress/= () + 11 + qOa)uall e (t) + [Juell L2 (2)
S O NI6ll mrser2(0); el w2 (0), ull graess/2(0), [[we]l gx+1(0), [|v1l 22 (0))

at each t in an interval of time, say [0, T%] abusing the notation, for k > 0 an integer,
where T, € (0,7] depends upon Sobolev norms of &, k;, u, u; and the L2-norm of
v at t = 0. The proof is nearly identical to that of (4.9). Hence we omit the detail.
Instead we refer the reader to the proof of [CHS10, Proposition 6.1], for instance,
for some detail.

Concluding the subsection we address well-posedness of the initial value problem
associated with the system (3.10)-(3.11), (3.12), (3.13), (3.14).

Theorem 4.3 (Local well-posedness). Assume that a plane curve zo(a), o € R,
such that zo(a) —a — 0 as |a] — o0 and |z0| = 1 everywhere on R, satisfies (3.17)
for some constant Q. Assume that 0y = arg(zoa) € HFT9/2(R) and vy € H*5/2(R)
for k>0 an integer.

Then the initial value problem consisting of equations (3.10) and (3.11), supple-
mented with equations (3.12), (3.13), (3.14) (and (2.12), (2.13), (2.9), (3.7)-(3.8)),
and subject to the initial conditions

k(+,0) = ko, kt(-,0) =k1 and u(-,0) = ug, ue(-,0) = uy,

where Ko, ug, k1,u1 are in (3.18) and (3.19), respectively, supports the unique so-
lution quadruple

(1, k) € CO([0, To]; HFHT2(R)x HFF2(R)), (u,uy) € CO([0, T.]; HF*5/2(R)x H* 1 (R))
satisfying
(4.21) |6l grerre (8) + mel mgoee () + lull grrss2 (8) + lluel e (£)

< O, ||koll a2, [l awre, [[woll s 2, luall e |70l 22)

at each t € [0,Ty], where Ty > 0 depends upon @Q as well as Sobolev norms of ko, K1,
ug, w1 and the L?-norm of o.
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Moreover (2.29) holds throughout the time interval [0, Ty] (possibly after replacing
Q by €Q for any fixed but small € > 0), where z(a,t), o € R, describes the fluid
surface at time t corresponding to the solution of the problem.

Solving “mollified” equations via Picard’s iteration, for instance, and taking the
limit with the help of (4.9) and (4.20), the proof is based upon the energy method.
Details are discussed in [CHS10, Section 6] or [Amb03, Section 5], for instance.

Alternative proofs of local in time well-posedness are found in [Yos83], [Amb03],
[AMO5], [CSO07], [SZ11], [CHS10], [ABZ11] among others for the water wave problem
with surface tension and in [Wu97], [Wu99], [Lan05], [CL00], [Lin05], for instance,
for a broad class of interfacial fluids problems permitting gravity, higher dimensions,
vorticity, compressibility, uneven bottom, etc.

4.2. Energy estimates under 0, and I';. This subsection concerns energy esti-
mates for the system (3.10)-(3.11), (3.12), (3.13), (3.14) under 9, as well as 'z, and
the proof of Theorem 3.2.

Let the parametric curve zo(«), @ € R, in the complex plane represent the initial
fluid surface such that zp(a) — o — 0 as |a| — 00, |z0a| = 1 everywhere on R and
that (3.17) holds for some constant Q). Let 6y = arg(zpo) and let 7o : R — R denote
the initial vortex sheet strength, satisfying

(ada)* 0y € HFO2F(R)  and  (ady)¥ 7o € H¥/27F (R)
for k > 0 an integer and for all 0 < k¥’ < k integers. Then
((Oéaa)kllio, (aaa)k'uo) c Hk+7/2—k/ (R) x Hk+5/2—k' (R),
((ada)* k1, (a0a)* uy) € H¥27F(R) x HF1-F (R)

for all 0 < k' < k integer, where kg, ug, k1, u1 are in (3.18) and (3.19), respectively
(see the discussion in Section 3.2). In particular (ko,ug) € H*7/2(R) x H*+5/2(R)
and (k1,u1) € HFP2(R) x HFTL(R). In light of Theorem 4.3, therefore, the system
(3.10)-(3.11), (3.12), (3.13), (3.14), subject to the initial conditions

k(-,0) = ko, ke(,0) =r1 and  u(-,0) = ug, u(-,0) = uq,
supports the unique solution quadruple
(. ke) € CO([0, T); H* 3 (R)x HFF2(R)), (u,ue) € CO([0, To]; HM 2 (R)x H*(R)),

where T, > 0 is as in the proof of Theorem 4.3. Moreover (2.29) holds throughout
the time interval [0, T.], possibly after replacing @ by e@ for any fixed but small
e > 0, where z(a,t), « € R, describes the fluid surface at time ¢ corresponding
to the solution of the problem. It offers recourse to various estimates previously
worked out during the time interval [0, 7%].

Recall that Cp, Cy, Cs, ... mean positive constants and C(f1, fo,...) is a positive
but polynomial expression in its arguments; Cy, C1,Cs, ... and C(f1, f2,...) which
appear in different places in the text need not be the same. Recall that A = H0,
and | fI2,, = [(f2 + FAS).

Throughout the subsection we tacitly exercise the first two formulae in (2.16) to
interchange either 0, or d; with I's up to a sum of smooth remainders whenever it
is convenient to do so.
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Recall from Section 2.2 the notation
1 1
Fl = 8a and FQ = 5158,5 + goﬁa.

For j = (j1,j2) a multi-index, j; > 0 and jo > 0 integers, let
RIS A
At times we write IV, j > 0 an integer, for a j-product of I', where I' = Ty or I's.
Taking TV of (3.10), j > 0 an integer, we make an explicit calculation to write
(4.22) (94q0a)’T! K —HOIT! k260717 k = (T R*+ FJ)(k, u3 0,7) =: R (k,u30,7),
where R* is in (3.12) and
(4.23) FF = [(8; + q0a)? V|5 — 2[k02, 1] k.
Note that [HO3,T1] = [HO3,Ts] = 0. Taking IV of (3.11), similarly,
(4.24) (01 + q00)* Ty — HOZTIuy — 26021 Uy = R} (K, u;0,7),

where R;* =TYR" + F, R* is in (3.13), (3.14) and F}' = [(0; + 70)%, T ug —
2[k02, T Uy
Proposition 3.4 states in the present notation that

(4.25) TR |m2(6) < C( 3 1T ks (1),

3" 1<d
S sl (0), 3 I ulla0), M (1),
157 1<3 15" 1<3
(126) PR ga(t) < OS2 N0 sllws (), 3 I el ()
7" 1<d l5'1<d
> e (), Y T el (8), (1))
15 1<3 15 |<i

at each ¢ € [0,T,] for j > 0 an integer, where M; is in (2.47).

Lemma 4.4 (Estimates of /' and F}'). For j > 0 an integer

(427) Nl () < (D0 10 ks (), D N0 ks (2)

l5'1<d l31<d

> w0, 3 T el (8), M5 (1)),

l31<d l5'1<d

(4.28) [1F7 =) < (D2 I k=), Y T sallna (1)

l7'1<d 3" 1<

> e (), 0 T el (8), M5(1))

l7'1<3 3" 1<3

at each t € [0, T.], where M; is in (2.47).
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Proof. Let t € [0,T] be fixed and suppressed for the sake of exposition.
We may calculate from (2.17) and from the first formula in (2.16) that

J
Fr = Z DI=™(8, + q0a)?, TIT™ 1k

m=1

! j—m m— ! m 2\ j-m m—
—2 3 e, TID %M—zn;(j)(g)” I o =t F) + By,

m=1

where the first and the third formulae in (2.18) manifest that
[0 +9a)*, T1] = = (£10)a (9 + q0a) — (9 + q0a) (T'10)a,

(0 + 007, Ta] = — (o + 30)0u (00 + 400) — (3 + 00) (P20 + 3) 0
+3(0 + q0a)?.
A straightforward calculation then reveals that F} is made up of
(07 q)T%2 (0 + qda)k, (T R)T72(0; + qda)g and  (I71q)(T72q)(IV* k),

where j1, jo, j3 are integers such that 0 < j1,j2 < j and 1 < j3 < j. Indeed we
exercise (2.17) and the first and third formulae in (2.18) to interchange 9 + ¢,
and I'. Consequently we infer from (2.52)-(2.54) and (3.45), (3.46) and from the
first formula in (2.16), to interchange 9, and I's up to a sum of smooth remainders,
and product inequalities (see Lemma A.3) that

1F e <O 30 I Rl 2 Il D2 0wl M)

3" 1<3 l31<d 3" 1<d
TIPS SN )
l3"1<3d 3" 1<
Moreover
./ -/
1Bl < Co(1+ 32 T wllwe ) (D2 1T wlls).
3" 1<d 3" 1<d

Therefore (4.27) follows. The proof of (4.28) is nearly identical. Hence we omit the
detail. g

Corollary 4.5 (Estimates of Rf and RY). For j > 0 an integer

(4.29) 1Rl () < (D2 M0 wllars (0, D N0 kel 0),

l3"1<3d l371<3d
S w0, 0 T el (8), M5 (2)),
3" 1<3 3" 1<3
(4.30) R} l=() < C( 30 I wllas(0), 32 T kel (1),
3" 1<3 3" 1<3
S ulla (), D I willa (6), M (1))
15'1<4 15 1<3

at each t € [0, T.], where M; is in (2.47).
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Taking I'V of equations in (3.1), j > 0 an integer, incidentally
(4.31) 1902k — HO3T s =TIG™Y  and TY02u — HO3TIu =TIG™1,
where Corollary 3.6 states that

(4.32) G g= () < (D0 I ks (1)

3" 1<d
S kel (0, 0 Tl (1), M5 (1)),
l371<3d 13" 1<J
(4.33) IVG ) pa(t) < C( DI kllas (1), D2 I sall g (1)
3" 1<J 3" 1<J
> I w0, 3 T el (8), M5 (1)),
3" 1< l3"1<d

at each ¢ € [0,T,], where M; is in (2.47).

We promotly set forth energy estimates for the system (3.10)-(3.11), (3.12), (3.13),
(3.14) under 9, as well as T's, and the proof of (3.20).

As in the previous subsection we may write (4.22) and (4.24) both as systems of
first-order in time equations as

(4.34) (0 + q0a)V K = ¢;, (01 + qOa)p; = HOZTY ki + 260,17 ki + R,
(4.35)  (0¢ + q0u) T Uy = vj, (01 + q0a)v; = HOZT Uy + 26021y + R
Let’s define the energy norm for (4.34)-(4.35) of order k, k > 0 an integer, as

k k

(4.36) Ep(t) = Y (e5() + Z (78 1132(6) + T ke 132 (1)
|7]=0 |=0
TPl 3 (8) + D uell2(8)) + M (D),

where

1 [ . . )
(4.37) el =3 /_ (3T kADZT ks + (025)* + 26(021VK)?) (a, t) da,
(4.38) ey :% /7 (0aT7ua AT uq + vjz + 26(0aT7uq)?) (a, t) dov

and My, is in (2.47). The former equations in (4.34) and (4.35) suggest that Fj(t)
amounts to Z (Hl—‘k/ﬁHHs () + IIT% ke |z (£) + 0% wll a2 (8) 4 0% we | g (). In

|k |<k

fact
(4.39) el () < Y leillm=® + Y ladal™ sl ()

3" 1<d LN

<O I kil (), 32 Mgl (), a2 (0), Iy lz2(1))

3" 1<J 3" 1<
and vice versa | 2 (1) < C( D2 107 llars (1), D2 I sall s (8), Nl 2 0), 122 (8)
l3'1<d l3'1<d

at each t € [0,T] for 7 > 0 an integer. The first inequality in (4.39) utilizes the
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former equation in (4.34) and the second formula in (2.16), to interchange 0, and
I'Y up to a sum of smooth remainders. The second inequality relies upon (2.52),
(2.55) and Young’s inequality with € (see Lemma A.1). Similarly

(4.40) |17y 121 (2) <C( oIl (@), Y lloslle=(@),

3" 1<3 l31<d

ST wallga (), Il (4, 1122
3" 1<

lesllaa(t) < C( 32 I wllar @), 3 N0 wellaa (8) sl (8), 11122
3" 1<3 l31<d

at each t € [0, 7] for j > 0 an integer.

Thanks to the scaling symmetry*"! (see (2.15)), furthermore, we may assume
that |||/ (t) is sufficiently small throughout the time interval [0, T%] so that the
third integrals on the right sides of (4.37) and (4.38) are nonnegative. Accordingly

(441) 3 (IT¥ Rl gera(t) + T L= 1)
k| <k

Tl g2 (1) + T el 2 (1)) < CUER(0),

(442) Bu(t) <C( D T klgmra(0), D2 1T wella= (1),

|k’ | <k k| <k

ST ullgera(0), 3 1T el (), M)

Ik <k |k |<k
at each ¢ € [0,T,] for k£ > 1 an integer.
We differentiate (4.37) in time and split the integral, as in (4.11), as

d . .
(4.43) Ee}‘ :/agatl“ﬂmaf;rﬂm da—i—/@iatcpj D2¢; da

+ /Ht(ﬁifjli)Q do + 2//@828tFj/£8§an do = I7 + 15 + I3 + If.
We then use the former equation in (4.34) to obtain after integration by parts that

. = 0 — 0Tk 'k da
4.44) I 92 (pj — qOTIK)NIET ks d
= / 30O K dov — / qOATIKHOAT K da
-3 / ud2T7 kAO2TY ki da + (lower order terms),

where (lower order terms) collects those which may be bounded by virtue of (2.56)
and (4.39) by C( > T kllga Y leyllmz, Y IT7 ul|z2, M;). Similarly the

l31<d l5'1<d 7' 1<d

XViAn explicit calculation manifests that the (4.34), (4.35) remains invariant under (2.15) and
Pj (a7 t) = >‘5/2§0j ()\Cl{, >‘3/2t)7 Pj (Cl{, t) = )‘450j ()\Cl{, >‘3/2t)7
and z(a, t) = A1 z(ha, A3/21), y(a, t) = A2y (ha, A3/2t) for any A > 0.
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latter equation in (4.1) yields after integration by parts that
(4.45) I = / 2 (HOIT ki + 26071 ki — qOap; + RY)D2p; dox
/7{35an 2, do+ 2//{3§an 02k dov — /(nq)a(ﬁian)2 do
/ 20,)? da + /82 Ry 02¢; da + (lower order terms),

where (lower order terms) is bounded by C'( Z 107" k| =, Z s Nl a2, lull 2, [ £2)
3" 1<d 3" 1<

in the routine manner. Note that the second and the third terms on the right side

relies upon the former equation in (4.1).

The first term on the right side of (4.44) and the first term on the right side
of (4.45) cancel each other when added together after integration by parts. The
second term on the right side of (4.45) and the last term on the right side of
(4.43) cancel each other in like manner. The second and the third terms on the
right side of (4.44) are bounded by Co||ul| z2[|03T7k||3;,,» by virtue of inequalities
n (2.28). The third term on the right side of (4.13) is bounded by (||g| L= +
|l zr) ||| 2 ]| 0217 k||2 5, obviously, and the fourth term on the right side of (4.13)
is bounded by 2||ul|Le||02¢;]|?2. Moreover (4.29) manifests with the assistance
of (4.39) and (4.40) that the fifth term on the right side of (4.13) is governed by
O bl S Nl 30 N0 ulliz, S oy llze M) 9205125, The

3" 1<d 3" 1<d 3" 1<d 3" 1<J
third term on the right side of (4.11) is bounded by | k|| |03T7k|/2.. To reca-
pitulate,

d | ‘
(4.46) — e SC(I6ll gz, kel e, lullmrz, 11]2) 1OGT Kl /2 + 102951172)

dt
+C( Z ||FJ K/HH37 Z ||SDJIHH27 Z ||FJ UHH27 Z ij,HL27Mj)

l31<3 l771<5 l31<3 l771<5
3 -/
<o( I ke X lslies 1T alles 3 osle, )
l31<3 l771<5 l771<5 l7/1<g

for j > 0 an integer. The first inequality utilizes (2.52) and the second inequality
relies upon (4.39).

We then repeat the argument for (4.35) mutatis mutandis to obtain that
(@47) Ser <o SN sl Y lopllae, o I ule, 3 lgelee, M)
l7'1<J l5'1<J l5'1<d l3'1<d

for j > 0 an integer. The proof is nearly identical to that of (4.46). Hence we omit
the detail.

It remains to compute temporal growths of |19 (|3 o+ [T ul|3 2, [T k4|7 2, [T w3
as well as M. It is readily seen from the second formula in (2.16) that

d ) ) , y
(4.48) (I k2 + [Toully2) < Co Y- (I kelle + T w12
l3"1<3d
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for j > 0 an integer. We then use the second formula in(2.16) and (4.31), (4.32), (4.33)
to obtain that

d . . y
(449)  ZlTkellfe <Colll kel (Y 1TV 03x)12)

[7'1<d
<O( S I Rl Y eyl 3 00 ull g2, 01,
[7/1<3 [7/1<3 [7/1<3
d . "
@50 Siuld <o( Il Y llerlee

[5/1<3 [5/1<3
S0 gz, Y oy lse, M5 )
151<3 151<3

for j > 0 an integer. Lastly (2.63), (2.64), (2.67), (2.68) imply that

d J J

(451) =My < Co > (IT80lle2 + Tl ) < (D Ik, Z ITulln, M)
j'=0 j'=0

for 7 > 0 an integer.

Adding (4.46) through (4.51),
d Y y
(52) S <O( X0 Il 3 sl 3 N0 wllgora, 3 el M)

[7/1<3 [5/1<3 [51<3 [51<3
<Crexp(CaEy)

for k£ > 0 an integer for some constants C7,Cy > 0. Therefore
1
Er(t) < G log(exp(—C1E(0)) — C1Cat)
since (4.52) supports a solution until time 7' = W. Moreover (3.20)
follows in light of (4.41) and (4.42).
In order to promote (3.20) to (3.22) we claim that
(4.53) ]| (a) RO AMRITIRI 2] o (k) < C(t, B,)

at each ¢ € [0,T] for all 0 < k' < k integers, where @y, is in (3.21).
In the case of k' = k note from (3.20) that
J
> (193087 A0 H sl 1 (1) + 05T 005 M k| 12(1)) < O(t, @)
77=0

at each ¢ € [0,7] for all 0 < j < k integers, £ = 0 or 1. Indeed [A%/2 Ty] = aA?/?
and the Hilbert transform commutes with J, as well as I's. Accordingly

(4.54) (@)~ (10 AY2ZH K| 12 (8) + [ (@) " (¢0) 0,02 H k]| 2 (2)

J
<Co Y (Ia) ™ (ada) T3 AY202H k]| 2 (¢)

3'=0

+[[(e) " (ada) T 8,02 H k| 12 (1)) < C(t, )
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for all 0 < j < k integers for £ = 0 or 1. The first inequality follows upon expansion
of I‘J . The clalrn then follows since
k
t¥]1(e) TFOFAP k]| 2 (1) < Co D @) T (t0:) A 202 k|l 12 (8).
j=0

In the case of j =k — 1 we use (3.51) to compute
t*({e) O T HOG k12 (8) <t[|() R OF T D2k 12 (2)
+ @) TF Oy TR G| L2 (1) = Ny + N,

where N7 < i F(t0,)7 0,0> H k|| L2 (t) < C(t, ®y) by the latter term on the
left side of (4.54):. Moreover
Mo <Cot 3" )10, 026 s 1)
j=0
<Cotz (@) ~F (B I TE 702G 9| 1 (£) < C(t, By)

by virtue of (3.52) and (3.20). The claim then follows inductively. In the case of
j =0 in particular it reduces to (3.22).

APPENDIX A. ASSORTED SOBOLEV ESTIMATES

Gathered in this section are various Sobolev estimates, used throughout the
exposition.

Recall the notation that Cy means a positive generic constant and C(f1, fa,...)
is a positive but polynomial expression in its arguments.

Lemma A.1 (Young’s inequality with €). For e > 0 and for 0 < r; < ro

£z < ellf N7 + COIf Iz

The proof utilizes Holder’s inequality in the Fourier space and Young’s inequality.
We refer the reader to [GHS07, Lemma 5.1] and references therein.

Lemma A.2 (The composition inequality). If AY) is in the C° class, j > 1 an
integer, then

104(Ae Dller < Co max (A9 g, 717" 194112

1<)
for r € [0,00] a real.
Lemma A.3 (Product inequalities). It follows that
10275 (f)llzz < Colllf Il 045 gllzz + 1OAT5 f Il 2 llgll o)
for k > 0 an integer. Moreover

ITS(F)lls < Colll Fllee T8 gl s + 175 £l a5 gl <)

for j > 0 a half integer.
See [GHS07, Lemma 5.2], for instance.

Lemma A.4 (A Sobolev inequality). It follows that || f||r= < Collf]l a1 -
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