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ON THE GRAD-RUBIN BOUNDARY VALUE PROBLEM FOR THE
TWO-DIMENSIONAL MAGNETO-HYDROSTATIC EQUATIONS
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ABSTRACT. In this work, we study the solvability of a boundary value problem for the
magneto-hydrostatic equations originally proposed by Grad and Rubin in [16]. The proof
relies on a fixed point argument which combines the so-called current transport method
together with Holder estimates for a class of non-convolution singular integral operators.
The same method allows to solve an analogous boundary value problem for the steady
incompressible Euler equations.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND PRIOR RESULTS

In this paper we consider some boundary value problem for the two dimensional magneto-
hydrostatic equation (MHS) given by

jxB =Vp, in{
VxB =j inQ (1.1)
v-B =0, inQ

where B denotes the magnetic field, j = V x B the current density and p the fluid pressure
on a suitable two dimensional manifold 2. The MHS equations are a particular case of
the ideal steady magneto-hydrodynamics equations with trivial fluid flow v = 0. Magneto-
hydrostatics is relevant in a wide variety of problems in astrophysical plasmas describing
coronal field structures and stellar winds as well as in the study of plasma confinement
fusion, (cf. [14, 15, 22]). Using the vector identity j x B = (V x B) x B = B-VB - 3v(|B[)
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and defining the magnetic pressure or total pressure p,, = p + % |B|2, equations (1.1) recast
into

(1.2)

B-VB =Vp,, inQ
vV-B =0, inQ.

Using the appropriate identification of variables, equations (1.2) are equivalent to the well-
known equations of steady incompressible Euler equations, namely,

{U-VU =-Vp, in (1.3)

Vv =0, in

where v : Q - R? is the velocity fluid vector field and p : Q - R denotes the fluid pressure.
Indeed, a quick inspections shows that (1.2) is equivalent to (1.3) using the transformations
of variables v < B and —p < p,,.

In this paper we are interested in studying some specific boundary value problems for (1.1)
where information about the magnetic field B is given in different parts of the boundaries.
Hereafter we will describe in detail the boundary value conditions into consideration for the
case of the MHS equations (1.1). Since from the mathematical point of view systems (1.2) and
(1.3) are identical, a similar analysis and results can be shown for the steady Euler equations
(1.3). Nevertheless a specific boundary value problem for one of the equations might not be
physically relevant for the other and vice-versa.

Let Q be a two dimensional orientable manifold with smooth boundary 9. We will
denote by n the outer normal to the boundary and assume that the normal component of
the magnetic field B - n is given. We now decompose the boundary 92 = 92, U 9Q)_ where

00 ={xed:(n-B)(x) >0} and IN_={xedN: (n-B)(x) <0}.

The boundary problem which we treat in this paper consists in prescribing in addition
to the normal component B -n on 0f2, the tangential component B -7 in one part of the
boundary, namely on 0{2_. Here and in the following we denote by 7 a unit vector tangent
to the boundary. This boundary value problem was introduced in the seminal paper of Grad
and Rubin [16]. To the best of our knowledge, the well-posedness of this boundary value
problem remains open even in the two-dimensional case. Furthermore, in [16] the authors
also suggested different boundary value problems for the MHS equations in two dimensional
and three dimensional cases. A relevant feature of the solutions constructed in this article is
that the current j is different from zero for generic choices of the boundary values. For the
construction of zero current density solutions, i.e. j =0, it is well-known that system (1.1)
reduces to the study of the Laplace equation where the theory of harmonic functions can be
applied to study the existence of solutions.

In this work, we will restrict ourselves to a very particular geometric setting, namely we
will assume that

Q=S'x[0,L], (1.4)

with L > 0. The reason to choose this manifold is the following: for 2 asin (1.4) we can choose
the values of B-n in such a way that 02, n9€)_ = @& and in particular we can guarantee that
B-n #0 at all points € 9. As it has been discussed in [2] at the points of the set 9, N9Q_
some singular behaviour for B arise for generic domains €. In order to avoid the technical
difficulties that should be considered in that situation, we will just work on the particular
manifold (1.4).

It is worth to notice that several boundary value problems for the steady Euler or MHS
equations have been considered in the literature [1, 2, 7, 20, 25, 26]. We refer the interested
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reader to [2] for a thorough description of the currently available results considering the well-
posedness of the different boundary value problems for the steady Euler or MHS equations.

In order to solve boundary value problems for both equations, two main methods have been
considered in the literature: the Grad-Shafranov method [17, 24] and the vorticity transport
method introduced by Alber [1]. The former is restricted to two dimensional settings or
to problems with particular symmetries, for instance axisymmetric or toroidal symmetries.
The main idea behind the Grad-Shafranov method relies on reducing the steady Fuler or the
MHS equations to an elliptic equation where large number of techniques are available. See
for instance, [9, 10, 11, 18] for ideas closely related to the Grad-Shafranov approach that have
been recently applied to derive properties solutions of the steady Euler equation and MHS
equation.

A different approach to obtain solutions with non-vanishing vorticity (since it was originally
applied for the steady Euler equation) was introduced by Alber [1]. Roughly speaking, he
constructed solutions where the velocity field v can be split into v = vy + V where vy is an
irrotational solution to (1.3) and V' a small perturbation. The boundary value problem for
the Euler equations is reduced to a fixed point problem for a function V' combining the fact
that the vorticity satisfies a suitable transport equation and that the velocity can be recovered
from the vorticity using the Biot-Savart law. This idea will be discussed later in more detail.
In particular, we will explain why Alber’s method cannot be directly applied to solve the
boundary value problem we are interested in and more importantly what are the new key
tools we implement to address the problem.

1.1. Notation. We will use the following notation throughout the manuscript.

e We recall that we are working on a manifold with boundary Q = S! x [0, L] with
L > 0. The boundary of the manifold 2, will be denoted by 92 = 02, U 92— where
00, =S!x {L} and 99_ = S x {0}. We will use several operators that will be defined
in 9Q_. In those cases it will be convenient to identify 9Q_ with S' and then to
consider that the operators are acting of spaces of functions with domain S' instead
of 9Q2_. Notice that these spaces of functions are isomorphic.

e Let us denote by n the outer normal to OS2 in the points of 02, the inner normal
to 0N in the points of 9€2_ and by 7 the tangential vector.

e In order to simplify the exposition, we will also use the bold notation « € 2 to denote
a pair x = (z,y) € Q.

e Let Cp(2) be the set of bounded continuous functions on 2. For any bounded con-
tinuous function and 0 < a < 1 we call f uniformly Holder continuous with exponent
« in € if the quantity

- [1(z) - f(y)|
o= o s el

is finite. However, this is just a semi-norm and hence in order to work with Banach
spaces we define the space of Holder continuous functions as

C() ={f € Co(Q) : [ fllga(qry < oo}
equipped with the norm

| flceqqy = Sug [f(@)]+ [flog-

Similarly, for any non-negative integer k& we define the Holder spaces C**(Q) as

C(Q) = {f € CY(Q) : | f | ohaqy < 00},
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equipped with the norm

Hchk«x(Q) = maxsu1_3|86f(:c)‘ + Z [65]”]&9.
Bl<k geqa Bl=k ’

where 8 = (p1,52) € Ng and Ny = {0,1,2,...}. Notice that in the definitions above
the Holder regularity holds up to the boundary, i.e in Q. We omit in the functional
spaces whether we are working with scalars or vectors fields, this is C**(Q,R) or
Ch(Q,R?) and instead just write C*(Q). The specific type of functional space
(scalar or vector) will be clear from the context. Moreover, we will denote Holder
spaces on the boundary of the manifold, namely on 99, €, and 9Q, by C*(9Q),
Ck2(90Q,) and C**(9Q_) respectively.

Let M >0 and let X be Banach space. Then we define by Bj/(X) the closed ball in
X () with radius M, i.e.

Bu(X) ={feX:[flx <M}

We identify the functions f € C**(S),k = 0,1,2..., a € (0,1) with the subspace of
Ck(R) such that f(z +27) = f(z). Moreover, we will also identify S' with any
interval [a,b] where b—a = 2.

For a sufficiently smooth 2m-periodic function in the x variable f, we define the
Fourier coefficients of f in the first variable by

— 1 2 .
flny) = —f f(,y)e™™ da.
2m Jo
n=o0o - .
Then we have the Fourier series representation, f(z,y) = Y. f(n,y)e™".
n=—o0o

Throughout the manuscript we will denote with C' a positive generic constant that
depends only on fixed parameters. More precisely, they will depend on the the
parameter L and the Holder exponent «. Note also that this constant might differ
from line to line.

We will also use the brackets [ . ], in order to denote the dependence of an operator
on the bracketed function, namely T [ f] denotes that the operator T' depends in a
certain way on the function f.

Let E and F' be Banach spaces. We say that T is a bounded operator from F to F
if there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that |Tu|p < ¢||ul| g, Vu € E. The norm of the
bounded operator T is defined and denoted as

T -
T :Sllp :
1Tleqe.ry =5 pr

Moreover, if E = F', we just write L(E) instead of L(E, E).

1.2. Main result. The main result in this article deals with the well-posedness of a boundary
value problem for the MHS equations suggested by Grad-Rubin in [16]. Specifically we
prescribe the normal component B -n on 0f2 and the tangential component B -7 in one part
of the boundary, namely on 0€)_. In particular, our result reads as follows

Theorem 1.1. Let Q = {(z,y) € S x [0,L]}, with L > 0 and « € (0,1). There exists
M = M(a, L) >0 sufficiently small such that for f € C>*(0Q) and g € C>*(9_) satisfying

HQH(JM(@Q_) + HfHC?»a(aQ) <M, (1.5)
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and

de= [ fd 1.6
fo fde= [ f e (16)
there exists a unique (B,p) € C%%() x C>*(Q) with B = (By, By) to (1.1) with

[B=(0.1)|c2a) <M

such that
B-n=1+f ondQ and B-17=g on 0f)_. (1.7)

Remark 1.2. Notice that the solutions (B, p) are obtained as small perturbations around the
particular vertical constant magnetic field By = (0,1). The constant magnetic fields of the
form By = (0,a) for a > 0 can be reduced by a re-scaling argument to the unitary magnetic
field By = (0,1). On the other hand, it is not a priori clear if it is possible to perturb around
more general non-constant magnetic fields.

Remark 1.3. A question that could be interesting to explore is whether one can generalize
Theorem 1.1 to more general domains Q = {(z1,22) : y1(z1) < 22 < y2(x1)} where 7; are
smooth functions satisfying the periodicity condition v;(x1 + 2m) = vj(21) for j =1,2. In the
proof of Theorem 1.1, several computations which can be made in a explicit manner in the
case of the domain Q = S! x [0, L], will become more involved for more general domains.

Remark 1.4. In the three dimensional setting Q = S'xS'x[0, L], we believe that the same ideas
developed in this paper can be carried out, although the computations are more involved.
In particular, we will need to derive Holder estimates for non-convolution singular integral
operators that in the three dimensional case are more delicate.

Notice that using the change of variables B <> v and p,, <> —p the following result can be
obtained for the steady Euler equations

Theorem 1.5. Let Q = {(z,y) € S! x [0,L]}, with L > 0 and a € (0,1). There exists
M = M(a,L) >0 sufficiently small such that for f € C>*(0Q) and g e C>*(9Q_) satisfying

l9llc2aaay + 1 floze@a) < M,

fm_fd:c:famfdx,

there exists a unique (v,p) € C>*(Q) x C**(Q) with v = (v1,v2) to (1.3) with
|v=(0, )] oy <M

and

such that
v-n=1+f ondQ and v-7=g on OS)_.

1.3. Strategy behind the proof and novelties. The strategy of the proof is based on
two ingredients, namely the transport equation for the current and the div-curl problem that
recovers the magnetic field in terms of the current. Suppose that we have a magnetic field
with the form (Bj, By) = (0,1)+b where b is a small perturbation of the vertical base magnetic
field.

For magnetic fields for which the magnetic vector is contained always in a given plane,
the current j is a vector in the direction of the normal to the plane. However, in these two
dimensional settings it is more convenient to assume that the current is a scalar quantity and
therefore we will use the notation j =V x B = -0, By + 0, Bo.
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It is well-known that if B solves (1.1), the current density j solves the following transport
equation
B-vj=((0,1)+b)-Vvj=0, in Q. (1.8)
On the other hand, assuming that we have a current j we can recover the corresponding
magnetic field B solving the following system of equations

{VXB:be:j, in

div B=div b=0, in Q (1.9)

The equations (1.8)-(1.9) must be solved under suitable boundary value conditions. It turns
out that given the function j we can obtain a unique solution B to (1.9) if we prescribe the
normal component of the magnetic field on the two connected components of the boundary
of

B-n=f, on 00 (1.10)
as well as the horizontal flux for the magnetic field
L
f Bi(0,y) dy = J. (1.11)
0

We will see later, that the value of J has to be chosen in a very specific way to obtain a
uni-valued pressure p on €.

On the other hand, if we assume that b is sufficiently small (in a sense to be precise later),
the current j is uniquely determined in §2 if we prescribe it in any of the two connected
components of 9Q2. For instance, if

j(x,0) = jo(x), on 00 (1.12)

is given, we can obtain j in 2 just by using the method of characteristics. Notice however
that the boundary conditions for the problem (1.1)-(1.7) do not allow to compute the value
of jo in (1.12).
On the other hand, we have an additional boundary condition that yields the tangential
component of the magnetic field
B-t=gon 00._. (1.13)
The structure of the problem suggests to use a fixed point argument in order to construct
the solution. More precisely, given a vector field B defined in 2 as a well as a function
Jo on 0Q_ we can solve (1.8) with the boundary condition (1.12) to construct a current
field j[B;jo]() defined in Q . Using this current function we can solve (1.9) with boundary
conditions (1.10) and (1.11) to find a new vector field B[B;7jo](-) in Q. Notice that the
new vector field B does not satisfy in general the boundary condition (1.13). However, this
equation can be reformulated as

B[B;jo]-T=g on 0, (1.14)
that turns out to be an integral equation for the function jo on 02_. We can prove that this
integral equation can be solved by means a fixed point argument using regularity estimates for
non-convolution singular integral operators in Holder spaces. The solution of this equation
yields an operator B — jo[B]. Notice that this operator depends also on the boundary
value conditions f, g, but we will not write this dependence explicitly. We can now define an
operator B - I'[B] = B[B, jo[B]]. A fixed point argument for the operator T'(-) solves the
problem (1.8), (1.9), (1.10), (1.11) and (1.13). Using now the fact that Vx (jxB)=B-Vj =0
one can show, arguing as in [2], that there exists a pressure function p such that (B,p)
satisfies (1.1) and (1.7).
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It is worth to notice that there are several important differences regarding the problem
treated here and previous works [1, 2, 7, 20, 25, 26]. For a more detailed description of the
different boundary value problems mentioned previously, we refer the reader to [2]. In the
case treated by Alber [1] for the steady incompressible Euler equation, the vorticity wq (or
current jo in our case) on J€2_ can be readily obtained from the boundary values given in the
problem, so roughly speaking wqy (or jo) on 9€_ is already prescribed. On the other hand,
this is not the case for the boundary value type problems solved in [2] where the vorticity
wo (or current jp in our case) is not fully prescribed by the boundary values. Instead in
those cases, wg (or jo) is part of the solution. Nevertheless, it can be obtained by means
of the fixed point argument. More precisely, the value of wy (or jy) can be computed using
the Euler equation (1.3) and is given in terms of v (or B), its derivative and the boundary
value conditions. Using the characteristics one can solve the transport equation (1.8) to
construct wlv;wp](-) (or j[B;jo](-)) and then equation (1.9) to construct the new velocity
field Bv;wo](+) or magnetic field B[B;jo](-). The crucial point is that the new velocity field
or magnetic field already satisfies the required boundary value conditions, since wy or jg has
been chosen in terms of the boundary conditions and v or B in a precise way.

To deal with the boundary value conditions imposed in (1.7), we have to use a more so-
phisticated argument to compute the value of jy on 9€2_. As we have explained above, this
reduces to study an integral equation containing singular integral operators. To show the
existence and uniqueness of the integral equation, we derive some general results providing
Hoélder estimates for a class of non-convolution singular integral operators which are of inde-
pendent interest (cf. Section 4). The use of Holder spaces instead of Sobolev spaces (as in
[1] for instance) is an important detail. Indeed, the value jy at the boundary 9€)_ depends
on the value of B (and the boundary data) and therefore, if the estimates for B are given
in terms of Sobolev spaces, we obtain less regularity for jo due to the classical regularity
trace theorem. Once jj is obtained we can compute j along 2 using the transport equation
(1.8) which does not improve the regularity due its hyperbolic character. Therefore, the new
function B computed via the div-curl problem (1.9) has a loss of regularity which prevents
to close a fixed point argument. This obstructions can be avoided by making use of Holder
spaces.

1.4. Plan of the paper. In Section 2 we illustrate the main formal idea used to construct
the solution of (1.1), (1.7) by means of the study of a suitable linearized problem which can
be explicitly solved by using Fourier series. In Section 3 it is seen how to reformulate the full
non-linear boundary value problem (1.1), (1.7) as a fix point problem for a suitable operator.
The precise definitions of the operators needed to reformulate the problem are postponed
until Section 7 since the proof that the operators are well-defined required several estimates
showed in Sections 4 - Section 6. In Section 3 (more precisely in Subsection 3.3) we derive
an integral equation for the current j, which is a consequence of the equations (1.1) and
the boundary values (1.7). This integral equation plays a crucial role in the proof of the
result proved in this paper. In Section 4 we derive some general lemmas showing C1'® and
C® Hoélder estimates for non-convolution singular integral operators. These operators are a
suitable class of perturbations of convolution operators. In Section 5 we will provide the C*
and C1“ Holder estimates for the operators contained in the integral integral equation for
jo- In Section 6 we show the existence and uniqueness of solutions to the integral equation
for jo by using the previous derived estimates. In Section 7, as indicated above, we provide
the precise definitions of the operators required to reformulate the original boundary value
problem (1.1),(1.7) as a fixed point problem for a suitable operator. Moreover, we also show
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that the operator has a fixed point on a suitable functional space. To conclude the article,
in Section 8 we prove Theorem 1.1 as a direct application of the fixed point theorem showed
in the previous section.

2. THE LINEARIZED PROBLEM

In this section, we will describe the formal idea behind the method to construct solutions
(B,p) to (1.1) satisfying the boundary value conditions (1.7). As we have mentioned in the
introduction, the proof is based on defining an adequate operator I' on a subspace of C*%(2)
which has a fixed point b such that B = (0,1) + b is a solution to (1.1) and (1.7). We define
the operator ' : By (C%%(Q)) - C*%(Q) in two steps. First, given b € By (C*%(Q2)) we
define j € C1*(Q) solving the following the transport type problem

{ ((0,1) +b)-Vj =0, in Q

J = jo, on 99 1)

where jg is a priori an unknown quantity. As a second step, we define W € C%(Q) as the
unique solution to the div-curl problem

VxW=j in Q
div W =0, in
W-n=f, on o2 (2.2)

W.T=g, on 0Q2_
JEwio,y) dy = J.

Thus we define I'(b, J) = W. We remark that J is a degree of freedom of the problem, since
there exists non trivial solutions (W, J) of the homogeneous problem (2.2) with f =g =10
given by
2Jy ) 2J
WZ(F,O) andj:—ﬁ. (23)
This degree of freedom will be used later to obtain a uni-valued function pressure p in 2.
We are interested in obtaining solutions of the form B = (0,1) + b where b = (b1,b2) is a

small perturbation, i.e. Hb”CQ,a(Q) < M with M < My and M, sufficiently small. Therefore, in

the lowest order (dropping the small nonlinear terms of order M?), the transport equation
(2.1) reduces to

Oyj(x,y) =0, in Q (2.4)
and hence j(x,y) = jo(z). Then, with this approximation, the div-curl problem (2.2) becomes

VxW =jo(z), in Q

div W =0, in

W-n=f, onoQ (2.5)
W.r=g, on 002_

JEwn(0,y) dy = J.

Notice that (2.5) is a non-homogeneous linear problem for W. To solve (2.5), we examine
the following auxiliary problem (cf. [2, §3.1.1]), namely

Ay Zjo(.%'), in 2
Y(z,L)=-J+h*(x), veR
(x,0) =h (x), zeR
Oy(x,0) =—g, zeR

(2.6)
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where
W @)= [TUEn -y de, W@ = [(f(€0)-A4) dg (2.7
and

Azfamde:fmide. (2.8)

For a sufﬁciently smooth stream function 1, the function W = (0, A) + V*1, where V*¢ =
(—a—y, ﬁ) solves (2.5). However, for any fixed jo(z) the problem (2.6) is over-determined.
This fact will be used in order to obtain the a priori unknown function jo(x).

In order to obtain a complete linearized version of the problem (1.1) satisfying boundary
conditions (1.7), it remains to add a condition that guarantees that the pressure is a uni-
valued function on 2. Indeed, a linearized version of (1.1) with B = (0,1) + b (with b small)

is given by
-j(z,y) = 0up, 0=0yp. (2.9)

A necessary condition for the solvability of this problem is that 0,j(z,y) = 0 and hence
j(z,y) = jo(x), similar as the condition derived in (2.4). Therefore, (2.9) reduces to

—jo(2) = 9zp,  0=0yp. (2.10)

Then, we can obtain a solution to (2.10) given by

p(x,y) = fowjo(x) dx (2.11)

where the integral on the right hand side is the line integration computed along any contour
connecting 0 = (0,0) and x € 2. Notice that a necessary and sufficient condition to ensure
that p(x,y) is a uni-valued function in 2 is that

/02” jo(x) dz = 0. (2.12)

To this end, we apply the Fourier transform in the z variable to equation (2.6). This trans-
forms the PDE (2.6) into the following second-order non-homogeneous ODEs with constant
coefficients

-0 (n,y) + 0y, d(n,y) = jo(n), (n,y) €Zx(0,L)
(n L)= —Jbon + h*(n), neZ
¥(n,0)=h=(n), neZ
9y (n,0) = -g(n), neZ
Above, h*(n),h=(n) are the Fourier coefficients associated with the function h*,h~ respec-
tively, and §(n) the Fourier coefficients of the function g.
After a straightforward calculation using variation of parameters method we find that

~ Y -, ysinh(jn|y) —/ | sinh(|n|(L-y))

v(n,y) = =J T 0on+ R (n ™) Gh (il L) nh(jn| L) +he(n) sinh(|n| L)

sinh(|n| (L - y)) — sinh(|n| L) + sinh(|n|y)
n|? sinh(|n| L)

(2.13)

+Jo(n)

: (2.14)

for n € N. In the case n = 0, the functions multiplying 2% (n), 2~ (n) and jo(n) must be under-
stood as the limit when n tends to zero. More precisely, for n = 0, we use the replacements

sinh(|n|y) Y sinh(|n| (L -y)) - L-y

sinh(|n| L) L’ sinh(|n| L) 2 7
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and

sinh(|n| (L - y)) - sinh(|n| L) + sinh(|n|y) L%y ( Yy 1)
> - - .
In|? sinh(|n| L) 2 \L
This convention of understanding several combinations of trigonometric hyperbolic functions
when n = 0 as the limit when n _tends to zero will be used throughout the paper. Imposing
the last boundary condition dy1(n,0) = =g(n) in (2.13), we find that
sinh(|n (L -y)) | ~

+h(n) sinh(|n| L) +Jo(n)

sinh(|n|y)
sinh(|n| L)

1 -cosh(|n|L)
In|sinh(|n|L)

— J —
Oy1(n,0) = _Zéo’n +h*(n) -g(n).

Taking the inverse Fourier transform in the first variable we obtain

n=® 1-cosh(|n| L)

I 1 in(a-1) ; __
00(r,0) = =T+ 2@+ o [ 5 L m e e o) dn = —g(e)  (215)

with

_ 1SS T |n| 7= |n| inT
Z(x)‘%n;oo(h ") Snl ) " (n)tanh(|n|L))e ' (2.16)

Using the symmetry in n and denoting the kernel

"X cosh(nl) -1
@)= X (D)

n=—oo

e (2.17)

and
g(z) =-g(z) - Z(2), (2.18)

we have that (2.15) can be expressed as the following convolution equation for jg,

T () === [, 64 = no(nd =) + 7. (2.19)

Notice that the function § depends only on the boundary values g and f. Using the fact
that the Fourier coefficients in (2.17) are different than zero, we can use standard Fourier
techniques to invert the operator yielding

— 2.
L GF(@=n)g(n) dn+

jo@) = (TH) () = — o= =

2.20
2w Js ( )

where the kernel function ?L(x) can be explicitly computed as

o~ " msinh(nL)
L _ inx
G*(x) n;w cosh(nL) - 1°
The value of J that until now is undetermined is obtained by means of the previous derived
formula (2.12). Using (2.20) we find that

7= [ gman = -L50) - B (0) - (0)) (221)

Once we have obtained the value of jo and J, we can use formula (2.14) which combined
with Fourier inverse formula yields ¢ (z,y) and hence W since W = (0, A) + V*.

In the following sections we will show how to solve the full non-linear problem (2.1), (2.2)
and (1.7) by using a perturbative argument with respect to the linear problem.
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3. THE NON-LINEAR PROBLEM: AN INTEGRAL EQUATION FOR THE CURRENT

In this section we will derive an integral equation for the current j on 9€)_, namely jo =
j(2,0), x € ST, As expected, this integral equation will be a perturbation of equation (2.20)
that we have obtained for the linearized problem. The solution of this equation will give
jo(z) in terms of the perturbation magnetic field b and the boundary values f and g. In the
following subsection, using a formal argument that assumes the convergence of some Fourier
series, we show how to arrive to an integral equation for jo(z). We will not consider in
detail the convergence of the Fourier series and the precise definitions of the operators that
appeared in this section will be given later (cf. Subsection 3.3).

3.1. The formal argument using Fourier series. Proceeding as in the Section 2, we
define the operator I': By (C%%(Q)) - C*%(Q) using two building blocks: a transport type
problem and a div-curl problem. Given b e By (C*%(Q2)) we define j € C1¥(Q) as the solution
to the transport type problem

(3.1)

((0,1)+b)-vj=0, in Q
J =Jjo, on 0Q2_

where jg is a priori an unknown quantity. As a second step, we define W € C%(Q) as the
unique solution to the following div-curl problem

VxW=j in Q
div W =0, in
W-n=f, on 09 (3.2)

W.T=g, on 0Q2_
JEwio.y) dy = J.

Then, we define I'(b) = W. By the theory of transport equations (cf. [2, Proposition 3.8)), it
is well-known that system (3.1) can be solved by using the integral curves of the vector field
B =(0,1) + b. More precisely, the explicit solution to (3.1) is given

](Cﬂ,y) :]O(X_l(x’y)) (33)

where X ! is the inverse of the mapping ¢ - X (¢,y) solving the ordinary differential equation

_ b (X(&w),
{ 0y X (£,y) = T & (34)
X(¢£,0)=¢.

Arguing as in (2.6) in Section 2 using the stream function v, the div-curl problem (3.2)
becomes
A = jo(X 7 (z,9)), in O
Y(z,L)=-J+h*(x), veR
P(z,0)=h™(x), zeR
Oy(x,0) = —g(x), zeR

where we recall that h*(x),h”(x) and A are given in (2.7) and (2.8) respectively. To solve
(3.5) we do not use variation of parameters but compute directly the fundamental solution
®(xz,y,y0) solving the problem

{ AD(x,y,y0) = 0(x)d(y - yo), in (3.6)

(3.5)

® =0, on 0.
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Using Fourier transform and imposing the continuity jump conditions we infer that
"% sinh(n(L - yp)) sinh(ny)

7/77/$ f < ’
o( y=] 2Tne nsinh(nl) Or Y < Yo .
Z,Y,Y0) = 1 "X sinh(n(L - y)) sinh(ny) T for > :
21, nsinh(nL) Y > Yo-

Moreover, the normal derivative at y = 0 is given by

1 "L Slnh(n(L yO)) zna:
0y®(,0,40) = o Z sinh(nL) ‘

Computing an homogeneous solution and imposing the boundary value conditions
z/)(x,L) =-J+ h+($)a z/)(x,O) = h_(x) and 8y7/)(33,0) = _g(x),

we conclude (similarly as in Section 2) that

OO

00w 0) =3+ 2(0)= - [ |5 SEETINne-0 1y e ) d 59

where Z(z) is defined in (2.16). Therefore we have that for § as in (2.18) we can write (3.8)
as the following integral equation for 7

n=o0o

%) =5 [ f, Y I 0ol 6 ) de = T0) + 7

(3.9)
Notice that the operator in (3.9) reduces to (2.19) in the particular case where X 1(¢&,y9) = &,
which corresponds to the linearized case considered in Section 2. From now on, in integral
expressions like (3.9) which results in functions depending only on x we replace the integration
variable yg for y for the sake of simplicity. We rewrite the operator equation (3.9) into a more
convenient form. To that purpose, we define

O(&y) = X(&y) - ¢ (3.10)
and plugging (3.10) in (3.9) we infer that the operator 7V can be expressed as

T <=5 [y f, Y LI e coe ) di (3

Using the following changes of variables
dn

X&) =¢+0(Ey) =, dE= : 3.12
() =e+0ley) (1 + 260X (1.5).1)) 12
we obtain
NL 1 f f & Slnh(n(L y)) zn(x X(ny)) 1
1 d
T (@) 27 Jo s, Z sinh(nL) Jo(m) (1+0:0(X(n,v),y)) g
(3.13)
Defining, A(n,y) = X (n,y) —n we notice that the operator (3.13) can be written as
1 .
T o) = =5 | 6" (@ =n.m)jo(n) dn. (3.14)
where
GM () = Y an(n)e™ (3.15)

n=—0o
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with
L sinh(n(L -y e~ mA(Y)
an(n)=\/‘ ‘ﬂ (L-y)) (3.16)
sinh(nL)  (1+0:0(X(n,y), yD
Thus the integral equation (3.9) for jy becomes
1 ) _ J
T o(x) = o= |, 9" (@ =n.n)jo(n) dn=3(x) + T (3.17)

3.2. Decomposing the operator 7V~ In this subsection, we will decompose the operator
TNL defined in (3.14)-(3.16) into several operators which are more tractable and easier to
estimate. In particular, we will split the operator into one main term which is a convolution
operator and several remainder terms which are perturbations of convolution operators.

To that purpose we first notice that the coefficients in (3.16) can be written as

an () = /L sinh(n(L - y))dy . fOL sinh(n(L -vy)) [ e—inA(n,y) 1

sinh(nL) sinh(nL) 1+0:0(X(n,v),y)) -
=y + a5 ().
The first term can be easily integrated since it does not depend on 7, giving
1| cosh(nL)-1
0
=—|— 3.18
0 [ sinh(nL) ] (3-18)

and the second term is split as

_ (Esinh(n(L -y)) e~inhny) _q Lsinh(n(L-y)) | 0:0(X(n,v),y))
ay(n) = / sinh(nL) [1+5£@(X(777y)7y))]d _fo sinh(nL) 1+0:0(X(n,9),v))
= ap (1) + ay ().
Moreover, we have that
Slnh(n(L_y)) e~ Inly
—mmiD) " ° Iy — M (n,y) (3.19)

where
6_2|n|L(6‘n‘y — e_|n‘y)

(1 _ 672\n|L)

M(n,y) = (3.20)

By means of this computation, we find that

. ) Le"”' e~inA(ny) _ 1 ]
o= [ et R 420

where

e~inA(ny) _ 1 ] (3.22)

L
Rﬂm:A-MWﬂ%1HMXXMwMM

Similarly, we have that

CE &Mmew»]
= [ e [1+ Tt |+ () (3.23)

where

_ [t 0e0(X (1), ))
= ) 0 | 20
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Therefore, collecting the expressions (3.18)-(3.24)

an(n) = ay, +az(n) +a)(n) + Ra(n) + Ry (n)

and using the definition of GV*(x,7) given in (3.15) we can rewrite GV*(x,7) as

n=00o n=00

G (,m) = Y (ap +ap(m)e™ = Y (ay +ap(n) +a)(n) + Ra(n) + Ry (n)) €™

n=-—o0o0 n=—o00
4
=Go (@) + 3G (aym)
i=1
where the main term is given by

6= Y, = [—C":iﬂig 1] eine, (3.25)

n=—00
and the remainder terms

n=co I e-inA(ny) _ 1
gNL 2,1m) = eznmf e—|ny[ :|dy,
Pl 2 g et )

_ & inx L —|n|y 3£@(X(77=y)=y)) :|
e L [1+359(X(n,y),y)) w

n=oo L “mA(ny) _ 1
NL _ inT M €
Gs' " (x,m) n;m e fo (n,y) [1 +0:0(X (n,v),v)) v

S e [ 90X (1.).9))
ot & e e | G |

Using this decomposition we write the operator 7™V in (3.14) as

[ee]

TV jo (@) = T8 Ejo () + i’fﬁ“ jo() (3.26)

where _
T () = 5= [ G = n)io(n) dn (3.27)
T o) = 5= [ ¥ mio(n)dn, fori=1,...4 (3.28)

Remark 3.1. Notice that the main term géV L(x) does not depend on 7 and coincides with
the linearized kernel G¥(x) in (2.17). Therefore, 75" % is a convolution operator that can be
inverted using Fourier series.

We can formally rewrite the integral equation (3.17) for jp in the form a second order
Fredholm integral equation. Indeed, using the fact that the operator 76N L'is a convolution
that can be inverted using Fourier series, we can write equation (3.17) as

2J

= (3.29)

4
Jo(x) + ;Tijo(w) =G(z) +

where

To= [TV TN, fori=1,...,4 and G=[TV ]G, (3.30)
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with § defined in (2.18). We now argue as in the case of the linearized problem and explain
how to choose J in order to obtain a uni-valued pressure function p on 2. To this end, we
use equation (3.1) to construct the pressure p by means of the following identity

p(@)= [ 7[5 xB)-dy (3:31)

where the integral on the right hand side is the line integration computed along any curve
connecting 0 = (0,0) and x € Q. The function p given by (3.31) is uni-valued in 2 if and only
if
! 2m
f [j x B]i(x,0) dz =0, (3.32)
0
where (j x B); denotes the first component of the vector j x B. Moreover, we notice that

(4 x B)1(2,0) = —jo(z)(1 + ba(x,0)) = —jo(x)(1 + f~(x)) where f~ = flgpo_. Then, (3.32) is
equivalent to

27
fo Jo(@)(1+ [ (x)) dz =0, (3.33)
Using (3.29) we find that
1 2m 2J 1 2m 1 4 2
— [ ie@dr=T5+ 5= [T 6@z - =3 [T Tijo(a) da. 3.34
5y o= T 5o [T 6@ o3 [ T dee (334
Combining (3.33) and (3.34) we obtain that
2] 1 2r 1 4 2m 1 2m
S [ G@dr s =3 [T Tijo(w) dw du- [ o) f (@) d 3.35
g fo S-S [T e drde- o [T @) de @39

Plugging (3.35) into (3.29) and denoting by (h) = % 027T h(z) dxr we have that

4
Jo(x) =~ ;(Tijo(ﬁ'?) —(Tijo)) + G(z) = (G) = (jo ™) (3.36)

The problem (3.36) is a fixed point type of equation which will be shown to be equivalent to
the solution (B,p). Indeed, after solving equation (3.36), we can obtain the value of j(x,y)
in  using the transport type problem (3.1) and recover the new magnetic field W using the
div-curl system (3.2).

3.3. A rigorous formulation of the problem. The previous computations in Subsections
3.1 and 3.2 are purely formal, since we did not consider in a rigorous manner the convergence
of the Fourier series. In this subsection, we will give a precise meaning of the integral equation
(3.36) for jo. To this end, we first give a detailed definition of the operators Tq,..., T4 in
(3.30). We defined the operators T; and Ty as

) 1 . .

Tujo(w) = —5= lim [ @1 =)o) do, (3:37)

) 1 . .

Tojo(w) = —5= lim [ @ac(@=nm)jo(n) do, (3.38)

where

Gr(am) = S L) i, f Loy [ ™ -1 (3.39)
e\ T, = T N € e ’ :
LA & (eosh(nD) - 1) Je 1+ 0:0(X(m,9).9) | “

"=  mnsinh(nl) emx[Le—nh/[ 9:0(X(n,9),y)) ]dy. (3.40)

62,6(55’77) :n;wm 1+8§@(X(77,y),y))
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On the other hand, the operators T3, T4 are given by

. 1 .
Tsjo(z) = 3 o &3(z = n,m)jo(n) dn, (3.41)
‘ 1 .
Tajo(2) =~ | Galx=n,m)jo(n) dn. (3.42)
where
"®  msinh(nl) L e~ mAmY) _ 1
Oa(en)= 3 o mE e [Tar(n,y) b, (34
o) -1 Jo [+ 0:6(X(1.9).1))
"=®  nsinh(nL) L 90X (n.y).v))
Gy(z,n) = —_— "™ / M(n,y) [ dy, (3.44)
n;oo (cosh(nL) - 1) 1+0:0(X(n,9),y))
with M (n,y) as in (3.20). The operators T; for ¢ = 1,...,4 will act on functions jy on some
suitable Holder spaces. The fact that the operators T; for ¢ =1,...,4 in this spaces are well-

defined operators will be shown in Section 4. For instance the reason why operators Ts, T4 are
well defined acting on Holder functions jg readily follows from the fact that &3(x,n), &4(z,n)
are C* in x due with the exponential decay of the function M (n,y) as |n| - co. To deal
with operators T1, To some refined estimates for perturbations of non-convolution singular
integral operators will be required.

We now define in a precise manner the operator 7'0N Lin (3.27). On the one hand notice
that

1 cosh(nL)-1 1 1 cosh(nL)-1

== +Qn forn#0, and —————"7— = 3.45
] sinh(nL)  Jp T @nforn# 0 and ey - o (3.45)
where
1 {cosh(nL) -1 L
n=—|—m—- , T 0, and Qo = —.
Q - ( sinh(nL) sgn(n)) or n# 0, and Qo 5
We recall that the periodic Hilbert transform denoted by H is given in Fourier side as
HJ(n) = —isgn(n)f(n),n e N (3.46)
and define the linear operator 9;' : L2(S') — H'(S') by means of
T 1 2m ) 2
oty - |y 0@ dem g [T e de it [T () de=o, 7)
0, if ¥(z) = 1.
Then it is natural to define 7'" in (3.27) as
T ) = -HO v (@) + [ QG -n)v(n) d, (3.48)
where

1 mn=%° )
Q@)= 5= % Que™.

On the other hand, notice that the derivative operator d, is the inverse of 9;!, i.e. 9,00, =
Z, where Z denotes the identity operator. Hence, we find that the inverse operator (76N Lyt
is given by

(T () = Howw(a) - [ Qla=m)v() dn, (3.49)

where
1 n=oo

@(:C) =5 Z @’nez’nx

2
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and

~ sinh(nL) ~ 2
n= - , f > = f =Y
Q (ncosh(nL) 1 |n|) orn+0, Qo 7 forn 0

Thus, we have that (7VE) ™ o (TN = (TME) o (TNVE) ™! = Z. The easiest way to check this
identity is to use the Fourier expression for 7¢' " on the left hand side in (3.45). With these
definitions at hand we have that the function G(z) in (3.30) is given by

G() = (T G(a) = HOLG() - [ @ —n)F(n) di (3.50)

where
g(x) = —g(z) - Z(z)
where Z is defined in (2.16). Roughly, speaking the function § and hence G take into account
the given boundary value conditions f on 052, g on 9€)_ satisfied by the magnetic fields.
To conclude, we will define the operators given in (3.28) for i =1,...,4 as
T () = T3 T () (3.51)

where TV is given by (3.48) and T; are given as (3.37), (3.38), (3.41) and (3.42).

Remark 3.2. The fact that the operators 7;VL for i = 1,...,4 can be written as in (3.28)
acting on spaces of Holder functions will be proved at the end of the paper, cf. Corollary 8.1
in Subsection 8.1.

4. HOLDER ESTIMATES FOR NON-CONVOLUTION SINGULAR INTEGRAL OPERATORS

In order to show the existence and uniqueness of solutions of equation (3.36), we will
need to derive bounds for the operators Ti,..., T4 in the functional spaces C® and C®. To
that purpose, we will first derive in this section some general lemmas showing CY'® and C'®
Holder estimates for non-convolution singular integral operators. These operators differ from
convolutions because they contain a function A : @ — S'. Estimates for these operators in
Holder norms will be shown assuming a suitable smallness condition on A which will be used
repeatedly in the rest of the paper. More precisely, the assumptions reads

Assumption 4.1. Let us assume that the function A : Q - S! has C>%(Q) regularity and
satisfies that A(n,0) = 0. Moreover, there exists dg € (0, %) such that

[Algz.a(qy < do-
Let us start with the following calculus lemma that will be used throughout this section.

Lemma 4.2. Then there exists a numerical constant cg > 0 such that for any A satisfying
Assumption 4.1 the following inequality holds

‘1 - ei(”")*yfm(”’y)‘ > min{ﬁ\/ (z-n)2+y?c0} (4.1)

forze[-n,w], nelz—mx+7] and ye[0,L].

Proof. Denoting by z =i(x —n) —y —iA(n,y), we have that for |z| < %
1
le* = 1] > 3 |z|, for z € C. (4.2)
Indeed, a straightforward calculation shows that
Ve 1

le* —z—-1| =

foz(eﬁ—l) dé

<Y1z, for 2| < =
2 2
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and hence

|eZ-1|z|z|-foz(ef-1)dgz(1-§)|z|, for || <

Therefore, (4.2) follows. Furthermore,

li(z =) —y—iA(n,y)| =/ (z-n)2 = 2A(z — 1) + y2 + A2 (4.4)

Since by assumption A(n,0) =0 and [A]ci(q) < 1 we find that

. (4.3)

DO | —

1
[A(n,y)l < Sy, for 0<y< L. (4.5)

Applying Young’s inequality in (4.4) yields

li(z —n) —y—iA(n,y)| > \/(w -n)? - %(w -n)? - %y2 +y2, (4.6)

and hence
iz —n) —y— iA(n,y)| 2 %\/m myn R (4.7)

for z € [-m,7],n € [z —m x+7] and y € [0, L]. On the other hand for |2| > £ one can readily
check that for [A[c1 gy < do we have that

1
rr}in|1 -€e’|=cp, for A={zeC:|z] > §,|Im(z)| <m} (4.8)

where the constant ¢y is independent of A. Combining (4.3), (4.7) and (4.8) we conclude that
estimate (4.1) follows. O

Remark 4.3. Notice that in Assumption 4.1 we imposed that A € C*%(Q), however the proof
of Lemma 4.2 can be shown only assuming A € C'(2). However, later in the application

we will use this stronger regularity assumption and therefore we prefer to already state the
calculus lemma for A € C*%(Q).

4.1. C“ Holder estimates. In this subsection, we provide a C“ Hoélder estimates for a type
of non-convolution singular integral operators.

Proposition 4.4 (C* estimate). Let H(n,y) € C*(2) and let Assumption 4.1 hold. Then
for any x € S* the following limit exists

1iI(I]1+ Ec(z) =E2(2), (4.9)
where
L
@)= [ dy [ dy 0.AGymH(0y), €>0 (4.10)
with
ei(x_n)_yy
Alw,y.m) = ( (1 - eile=m-y)(1 - eilz-m-y=iA(n.y)) ) ' (4.11)

Moreover, we have that
IElcasy < ClH] gaq) (4.12)
with C > 0.
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Proof of Proposition 4.4. In order to check that the left hand side in (4.9) exists, we first
notice that

a:vA(xayan) = _817/1(5'3,%77) _R('Iayan) (413)
where () @-n)-y-iA ()
. et@=n —yanA(n,y)ez T—n)-y—ri(n,Y
R(@,y.n) =iy (1 - eil@=m-vy)(1 - eile-n)-y=iA(ny) )2’ (4.14)
Therefore, using the fact that [ dn 8,(...) = 0 we can rewrite (4.9) as
Ee(z) =E1(z) + Ea (),
where
L
Ere@) == [ dy [ dn 0,AG.ym) (H(ny) - H(z.0)). (4.15)
L
E2,e(x) == l dy ./Sl d77 R(x’y,n)H(nay) (416)

Expanding the derivative in (4.15) and manipulating the corresponding expression, we have
that

4
El,e(x) = Z Ij,e (417)
j=1
where .
I = /6 dy fsl dn ij(z,n,y), for j=1,...,4 (4.18)
where
iyet@=m-y

ie(@,my) = (1 - eile=m=v) (1 - eile=m-y=iA(ny)) (H(n,y) = H(z,0)),

iy(ei<x_n)_y)2
(1 - eilz=m=y)2(1 - eilz=n)-y=iA(n.y))

i2,e(3€,777y) = (H(W7y)—H($=0))7

. Z‘yei(xfn)fyei(mfn)fyfi/\(nvy)
23,6(1’" m, y) = (1 _ ei(ﬂﬁ‘”)‘y)(l _ ei(z—n)—y—iA(n,y) )2 (H(U, y) - H(:U, 0)) )

jyet(@=m=y gi(@=n)-y=id(n.y) g A (n, y)
, _ iye € WA,y ~
el nY) = TGy (1 - gtz L) - H @, 0)).

Identifying S! with I, = [x — 7,z + 7] for 2 € [-m, 7] and using the bound (4.1) as well as the
Holder regularity for H we obtain

: y(lz —nl" +y*)
il <OVl gugy =y (1.19)
L y(z —nl" +y")
sl +lisl < C 1 Hl ooy > (4.20)
((z=n)*+y?)
where C' > 0 is independent on e. Therefore, using the dominated convergence it follows
li%l I; . exists, for j =1,...,3. On the other hand, we can combine I and Zy . as
e—>0*
I4,e + S22 = / dy Al d?’] 24,6(5'3,77,y), (421)
€
where

iye!@=m-y gilz=m)-y=iA(n.y) A (n,y)

(1 - ei(x—n)—y)(l _ ei(a—n)-y-iA(n,y) )2 . (422)

i476(x’ , y) = _H(CE’ 0)
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Hence using again (4.1) and Assumption 4.1, we have that

2
. Y
|Z4,e| <C HHHL‘”(Q) ((.%' _77)2 +y2)3/2.

(4.23)

Similarly using dominated convergence it follows that the limit limeo+ (I4,c + Z2) exists.
Therefore, the limit on the left hand side of (4.9) exists and the function Z(x) is well-defined.
Moreover, we have the pointwise bounds

|Ze(2)| < C|H|caqqy, forze St e>0, (4.24)
|2(2)| < CH|gaqqy, forze st. (4.25)

We now proceed with the a-Holder semi-norm. More precisely, we will show that
|2(x1) - E(x2)| < Oy — 22|* |H gy, for zi,2z € st.

Due to the translation invariance of the estimate it suffices to check, without loss of generality,
that the bound holds for zo = 0 and z; = x, namely

E(2) -2(0)| < Cla[*|H| ga(qy, for zeS'. (4.26)
To that purpose, by means of equation (4.15)-(4.16), we compute the difference
20)-20) = [210)-2,0) |+ [2200) - 200 |-

where

ei(@-n)-y
ne==[Fan fafon(; v J 1) - G 0)

1- ei(:v*n)*y)(1 - ei(rfn)fyfi/\(nvy))

e—in—yy
—@7( )(H(n,y)—H(O,O))]

(1 - e my)(1 - e-in-y=il(ny))
L ei<x‘")‘yy6nA(77, y)ei($—n)—y—iA(n7y)
Joe=- fg dy _/Sl dn[ (1- ei(x—n)—y)(1 - ei($—n)—y—iA(n7y))2 H(n,y)
B e’i"’yyanA(n, y)efinfyfi/\(my)
(1-emv)(1- e~ in-y=iA(n,y) )2

H(n,y)]-

Notice that the functions J; . and Jz . depend on z, but do not write it explicitly for the
sake of simplicity. Moreover, recall that using the arguments above we have that the limits
lim¢_o+ J1,e and lim_o+ Jo . exist. Expanding the derivative we can split the integral in the
following manner

J1e+J2e = J11,e + J12,e + J13,e + J14,e
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where
Jll,e = l dy Al d77 (1 _ ei@c_n)_y)(l _ ei(w—n)—y—i/\(my)) (H(U, y) - H(:U, 0))
iye Y
- (1 — e_m_y)(l _ e_m_y_i/\(my)) (H(na y) - H(Oa 0)) :|
L Z'y(ei(:vfn)fy)2
J12,e - l dy Al dn|: (1 — ei<x_77)_y)2(1 — ei(ar—n)—y—i/\(my)) (H(Th y) - H(l’, 0))
iy(e”Y)?
- (1 — e,m,y)z(l — efinfyfil\(n,y)) (H(% y) - H(07 O))
L Z'yei(x—n)—yei(x—n)—y—i/\(n,y)
J13,e = l dy ‘[gl d77|: (1 _ ei(xfn)fy)(l _ eiz—n)-y=iA(n,y) )2 (H(% y) - H(xa 0))
iye Y e~ im-y=iA(ny)
- (1 — e,m,y)(l _ efinfyfi/\(n,y) )2 (H(% y) - H(07 O))
L Z'yei(ﬂﬁ—n)—yei(x—n)—y—i/\(n,y)5nA(n’ Y)
Jae = - fe dy fgl dn[ (1 - eie=m-y)(1 — eilz=n)-y=iA(1.y) )2 H(z,0)

iye Y e~ in=y=iA(n.y) A (1,y)
- (1-emy)(1 - e~in-y=ih(n.y) )2

H0.0)|

Notice that in Ji4, we have combined one of the terms resulting in J;  with J ¢ in the same
way that we combined the term Iy + Za . in (4.21).
We divide the region of integration {(n,y)) € S* x [¢, L]} into sets of the form

RG < ={(n,y) e Q:max{ly|,|n|} <2|z| and e<y < L},
RG . ={(n,y) € Q:max{|y|,|n|} >2|z| and e <y < L},

for € > 0 and estimate each integral in the different sets. For the sake of simplicity we will
write R?z .=Rg<and R?z . = Ro . Therefore, we have

Jipe = / dydn[ ... ] +f dydn[ ... ] = Jigr.e + Jikoe
RG < RG
for k=1,...,4. Using Lemma 4.2 to estimate the denominators in the integrals we obtain

[y(e—nl"+y)  y(ul” +y*)
| (@-n)?+y? n* +y?

rined € ClHl oy [, dy dn <ttt

(4.28)

[ y(e—n+y*)  y(nl* +y*) a
[J121,e| + [ V1316l < C | H| o () /RQ . dy dn ()2 + g2 + 0 + ) <CH | gagoy |2l
(4.29)

y? y?

il €€ Wl Vg f, o o] ‘ ]
() L= Jp, . ((x_n)2+y2)3/2 (772+3/2)3/2
< C|H ey o] € € 1 g ol (4.30
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In the region R, . = {max{Jy|,|n[} > 2|z| and € < y < L}, we rewrite the term Jij2, for
k=1,...,4 in the following way

J B f d Zyel($ 77) Yy _ iye 2
1n2e= [ 4Y dn (1- Z(xfn)fy)(l _ ei(mfn)fyfi/\(n,y)) (1 -eny)(1 - ei(—n)fyfm(n,y))
x (H(U,y) - H(CE, 0))

ye Y B
- /I;EP dy dn (1 - e my)(1 - ein-y=il(ny)) (H(z,0) = H(0,0)) = Ky + Ko,
S B f p Z'y(ei(:t*n)fy)2 B iy(e Y2
122 = [ 4Y dn (1 - eilz=m=y)2(1 - eilz=m)-y=iA(ny) ) (1 — e~in-¥)2(1 — e=in-y=iA(n,y))

x (H(n,y) - H(z,0))
~ iy(eY)?
/5» dy dn (1-emv)2(1 - e—in—y—i/\(nvy))
iyet(@=m =y gilz=n)=y=iA(n,y) iye” Y e~ in=y=ir(n.y)
(1- ei(:v*n)*y)(1 — ei(@—n)-y—iA(ny) )2 B (1-emv)(1- efinfyﬂ‘/\(n,y))2
x (H(U,y) - H(CE, 0))

iye” Y t=m-y=i(ny)
- / dy dn 4 . =
5. (1 - e my)(1 - e~in-y=ih(ny))2

(H(m,O) - H(an)) = K3,e + K4,ea

(H(.%'70) - H(an)) = K5,E + K6757

J i _[ zyel(:” m-y oi@-n)-y=iA(ny) § A (1, y) iyefinfyefinfyfi/\(n,y)577/\(777y)
142, (1 ei(z=m=v)(1 = eilz=m-y=ih(n.v))2 ~ (1 - e=in-v)(1 — e=in-y=iA(1.9))2
x H(z,0)

iye Y e~ in=y=iA(n,y) A (n,y) )
B / W ) (1= e v-intna y2 (H(x,0) = H(0,0)) = Krc + Ks.e.
The integrands of the terms K ¢, K3 ¢, K5 and K7, can be bounded in the region R, . using
the mean value theorem as well as Lemma 4.2 and the Holder regularity of H. Thus

y(lz —n* +y*) a
KegCHafddx < Hl oo 4.31
|K el | H ] (Q) Ro y dn| l((x—n)2+y2)3/2 IH] o (Q)l | ( )
y(lz —nl" +y*)
K| + Kol < C | Hl gy [, dy dnlal < [H oy lof* (432)
SN (z-n)2+42)° @)
2
Y a
Kr<C|A Hlpmgay [ dy dyle < C|H| oo |21*
|K7.el < ClA] 20y [HI Lo (o) o n| I((I_n)sz)2 [ H | oo ) ]
(4.33)
Furthermore, a direct computation using Lemma 4.2 shows that
Y a
Ko € C 1 Hlonqoy ol [, dy s <OV Hl ey b (4:34)

Similarly, using the fact that d,A(n,0) =0 (cf. Assumption 4.1) we have that

IOn A, )| <y [Al 2oy »
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and hence

y2

Kl < Clel* lcxoy ooy f @ e < Ol [Hlcoy - (435)
To conclude the proof of the C* bound (4.12), it only remains to estimate the more singular
terms, namely K4, and Kg.. In these terms we can not just estimate the integrands by the
absolute value because this will result on the onset of a logarithmically divergent term. To
that purpose, we further simplify the integrand until arriving to an expression in which the
integral of the most singular term in the y variable can be explicitly computed. First, we
decompose

A(n,y) =yA(n) + [A(n,y) - A(n)y] (4.36)
where A(n) = 9,A(n,0). Notice that
[A(n,y) - An)yl < Cy*. (4.37)
Using this decomposition, K4 . can be written as
o ~ iy(e”Y)?
Kyc == (H(x,0) - H(0,0)) ﬁ% U )y G (4.38)
iy(e”Y)?

= - (H(m‘, 0) — H(0,0)) ﬁ§> dy d77(1 _ e*m’y)2(1 — e—in-y—iA(n)y (1 + rl(n,y)))

where the remainder term 71(n,y) can be bounded using (4.37) by |r1(n,y)| < Cy?. Using
Taylor expansion we obtain that

iy(e™™MY)?
K== (H(x,0)-H(0,0)) fRe dy dn (1- einy§/2((1 - e)inyiA(n)y) (L+72(m,9))

OO [ vl [ a9 - K K

where the new remainder r9(n,y) is bounded by |7°2(77,y)| < Cly|. The integrand in Ky, is
integrable and can be bounded by using Lemma 4.2 for A(n,y) = yA(n) as

2

@ Yy
Kol < Clal [Hlcogay [, dy It SOl ooy (439
> 77

To most delicate term is K41 .. Using again Taylor expansion we find that
iy
Kire= = (H(,0) = H(0,0)) [ dy dn— Y (14 3(1,1)
R, (=in—y)*(=in -y —iA(n)y)

= Ka1e + Ka12,6 (4.40)

with |r3(7,y)| < C(n~y)?. Then
[Kaiz.el < Cla* [Hl ga gy - (4.41)
To estimate the remaining term Kjyi1,, we recall that A(n) = d,A(n,0) and that by As-
sumption 4.1, it follows that |Ac2.a(qy < do for 6o € (0, %) Hence we can write A(n) =
A(0) + [A(n) — A(0)] where
[A(n) = A0)| < don|” - (4.42)
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Therefore,

1y
Kui,e =—-(H(x,0) - H(0,0)) / dy dn— , , + K112,
R, . (=in - y)*(=in -y - iA(0)y)

with |Ky112.] < C'|z|” |H| ¢o(q2)- Doing the rescaling variables n = y¢ and recalling that
R ={(n,y) € Q: max{y,[n[} >2|z| and e <y <L},
we infer that the above integral can be expressed as

[ aya [ «
s (=in—y)?(—in -y —iA(0)y) Je S(zy) (1€ +1)2(i¢ + 1 +1A(0))

with
|€U|

E(z,y) = {¢ e R:max{1,|(|} > —, [¢| < } (4.43)

In order to estimate this integral, we consider two different cases, the case for L > y > 2|z|
and € <y < 2|z|, namely

/‘L @ dC B [L @ N fo @
ey Jmax{rlep2 (iC+1)2(iIC+1+iA0)  J2e] y Is@y) T Je oy IS@y)

= L1 + L2. (444)

In the case of the integral Lj, this is for L > y > 2|z|, the domain of integration ¥ reduces
to X(z,y) ={CeR: || < %} Therefore we can extend the domain of integration of ¢ to

the whole space R just adding a remainder term that can be estimated by C |y| for small y.

This follows from the fact that the integrand in ¢ can be estimated by ‘c[ for || > 1. Thus,

we have that

Ld d
f & s (4.45)
20| y JR (iC+1)2(iC+1+ ZA(O))
with |L1s| £ C. To deal with the first integral in (4.45) we use contour integrating using
residues yields
Ldy g
Lu-= | -0 4.46
BT ol y SR (iC+ 1)2(iC + 1+ iA(0)) (4.46)

using the fact that the only poles are in { = —i,{ = —i+ A(0) and A(0) € R. We now estimate

|$| > 1 and therefore

{max{r, el > 2 « {11 > 221,

Hence applying Fubini’s theorem we obtain

Lo < / 2| dy
0 <‘>2‘z‘

Lo. Since € <y < 2|z|, we have that

1 ¢ 2lal dy
(ZC+1)2(ZC+1+’LA(O))‘ de < fIC|>1 (1+|C|3) [M Y

I¢l

d¢
“C Jo a1 oD
<C. (4.47)

Combining (4.45)-(4.47) we have shown that
[Kan.el < Clal* [H| gaq) (4.48)
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as desired. Collecting (4.39), (4.41) and (4.48) we find that
[Kael < Clal™ [H | go g - (4.49)
We can estimate the term K¢ in a similar manner. We recall that

iye Y emin-y=iA(n.y)

Kge=—-(H(z,0)-H(0,0)) .

Q,>

dy i (1 -ey)(1 - e~in-y=iA(ny) )2’

Indeed, using again the decomposition (4.36) and the estimate (4.37) we find that

Koo == (H0) - HO.0)) [ Ay s ey (L ()
=—(H(z,0) - H(0,0)) ([Re dy dn[...]+ /Re dy dn[...]rg,(n,y)) = Ke1,e + Keo,e

with |r5(n,y)| < C'ly|. Therefore, K2 can be easily bounded using Lemma 4.2 for A(n,y) =

yA(n) by

y2

— 7 <
(2 +y2)*?

To deal with K¢, we argue as in the estimate of K411 .. Then

(Kool < Clef* | Hlougay [, dy dn Clal" |Hl e (4:50)

iy
(=in—y)(=in -y —iA(0)y)?
where [Ke12,c| < C|2|" | H | ca(q). To estimate the remaining term, we perform the change of
variables n = y( and readily check that the resulting integral

Keve = - (H(z,0) - H(0,0)) /R dydy f Koo (451)
Q,>

Kou.e == (H(@,0) = H(0,0)) J, ~dydn (—=in - y)(—ini% y—1A(0)y)?

d¢
S(z,y) (i€ +1)(i¢ +1+3A(0))2

where X (x,y) is defined in (4.43) can be bounded similarly as we estimated integral (4.44),
namely,

- _(H(x,0) - H(0,0)) ff%’y

[Ko11,el < Ol |H | o) - (4.52)
Hence, combining (4.50), (4.51) and (4.52) we conclude
[ Kool < Cla|™ [ H go (g - (4.53)

Therefore, by means of (4.9) and (4.27) and collecting estimates (4.28)-(4.30), (4.31)-(4.33),
(4.34),(4.35) and bounds (4.49), (4.53) we have shown that

[E) ~Z(0)] < limn [E1(2) = Z1(0)] + lim [E5,0(2) ~ F2(0)] £ Claf” | H gy (459)

which shows the desired a-Hélder semi-norm estimate. The later estimate combined with the
pointwise bound (4.25) yields the estimate for the C*(S!) norm. This concludes the proof of
the proposition. O
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4.2. CY® Hélder estimate. We now derived the following Hélder estimates for the deriva-
tive of Z.

Proposition 4.5 (Ch% estimate). Let H(n,y) € C1*(Q) and suppose that Assumption 4.1
holds. For every x € S, define the function Z(z) as in (4.9). Then we have that

IElcrasty £ ClH| 100 (4.55)
with C > 0.

Proof of Proposition 4.5. By Proposition 4.4, it is clear that the function Z(x) defined in
(4.9) exists and it is well defined. Moreover, we also showed in the previous lemma that the
pointwise bound

E@)| <C|H| ga(qy, for zeS! (4.56)

holds. We will see at the end of the proof that estimate (4.55) would be a consequence of
(4.56) and the following bound

1022 (1) = 022 (w2)] < C'lz1 — 20| |H craqy, for z1,22 € ste>0

where Z, is defined in (4.10). As before, due to the translation invariance of the estimate it
suffices to check without loss of generality that the bound holds for x9 = 0 and x; = x, namely

0.2(x) - %20 < Clal* | Hono (4.57)
To that purpose, using the definition of A(x,y,n) in (4.11) we have that
0r A(x,y,m) = =00, A(x,y,1) - 0 R(x,y,m) (4.58)

where R(z,y,n) is given in (4.14). Therefore, recalling the definitions (4.10), (4.15),(4.16),
using (4.58) and integrating by parts we obtain

0pEe(x) = 0551 e(x) + 0322.(x)

where
L
0:Z1c(@) = [dy [ dn 0uA(,y,mO,H(y) (4.59)

L
0:Zac(a) == [ dy [ dn 0.R(,y.m) H(y). (4.60)

Notice that the term (4.59) has exactly the same form as (4.10) with 9,H (n,y) replaced by
H(n,y). As a consequence, mimicking the estimate (4.24) in Lemma 4.4 we have that

10:E1,e(2) < C[H| craqy , for z e s! and € > 0. (4.61)

Moreover, arguing as in the proof of the previous lemma using dominated convergence it
follows that

P—I}Ol 8$E175 = Ql(m) (462)
exists. A direct application of estimate (4.12) with H(n,y) replaced by 0, H (n,y) yields
Q1(2) = Q1(0)| < Clal|™ [ H | g1 (g » for z €S, (4.63)

We next show that limit in (4.60) as € tends to zero exists. To that purpose we write

am,R’(x’ Y, 77) = _anRO + Rl + R2 + RB (464)
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where
108 (@=1) =y i(z-n)-y—iA(n,y)
B iye e
Ro = &,A(n, v) (1- ei($—n)—y)(1 — ei(z-n)-y-iA(n,y) )2’ (4.65)
10108 (@=1) =y Li(z-1)-y—iA(n,y)
2 1ye e
Ri= 8”A(n’ v) (1 - eilz=m=y)(1 - eile=m-y=iA(ny))2’ (4.66)
108 (@=1) =y oi(z-n)-y—=iA(n,y)
B 9 iye e
R = (9A(1,y)) (1 - eile=m=y)(1 - eilz-m-y=iA(ny))2’ (4.67)
i(z=1)~y ( pi(z-1)-y=iA(n,y) )2
_ ye (e )
R = 0yA(n,y) (1- ei(r*n)*y)(1 — ei(@-n)-y=iA(n,y) )3' (4.68)
Plugging (4.64) in (4.60), we infer that
8355275(.%') = 835E20,e(x) + al“EQLE(x) + axEQQ,e(x) + 8$E23,e(1') (4'69)

with
_ L
amzzo,e(w):fE dyfgl dn Ro(z,y,n) (9, H(1,y) = Oy H (x,0))

L
a:vE2j,e(x) == l dy -/Sl d77 R](xayan)H(n’y)’ for j = 1’253’

where in the first term we have applied integration by parts. Identifying S! with the symmetric
interval I, = [z — 7,z + 7] for x € [-7, 7], using bound (4.1) and the Hélder regularity for H
we obtain

y*(la =" +y*)
0Z04(2)] 5 C A eagoy W lereqoy [ v f] and- iU < € i ene o

l+a

Y

102521,¢(2)] < C A c2.0 () HHHLw(Q)f dyf dn((x )2 +y2)32 <ClH] o)
3
Y

102Z02,6(2)] < C|A[Z2g) ||H||L°°(Q)/ dy/ dn - n)?+ g2)3 <CH] g

for z € S'. Similarly arguing as in the proof of Lemma 4.4, by dominated convergence we
have that the limits

lilr(r]l+ 0xZ9j.(x) = Qo5(x), for j=0,1,2 (4.70)

exist. The most singular term in (4.69) is 0;Z23 . This term can be written as

L L
OZnc(@) == [ dy [ dnRa(w,ym) (H(ny) - H(2,0)) = H(@,0) [ dy [ dnRa(z.y.n)
= 15231,e($)+8x5232,e(55)- (471)

Identifying again S' with the interval I, = [z — 7,z + 7] for = € [-7, 7], using the bound (4.1)
and the Holder regularity for H we obtain

Y2l " + )
10:E231.¢ (2)] < C Al ooy [H oo [ dy [, dn e s g <CMHlcey» for ™
(4.72)

Using the decomposition

OnA(n,y) = y0,,A(n,0) + [0yA(n,y) - y0;, A(n,0)] (4.73)
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we infer that
L 2,i(z-n)~y ( Li(z-1n)-y-iA(n,y) )2
— _ 2 ye (6 )
8x-23275(x) - H(.%', O) l dy él d77 aynA(na 0) (1 — ei(xfn)fy)(l — ei(mfn)fyfi/\(n,y))?»
e@=m)=y (gi(z=m-y=iA(n.y) )2
(1 - ei@z=m-y)(1 - eilz=n)-y=iA(ny) )3

+ H(x,0) fﬁLdy fgl dn y[0,A(n,y) - yd,,A(n,0)]
=N+ No.
Using that
[0 A1, y) =505, A(1,0)]] < Clyl"** | A 2y < C Iyl (4.74)
identifying once again S! with I, = [z — 7,z + 7] for = € [-7, 7] and invoking Lemma 4.2 we

find that

+a

L 2
Y
NESCHmfd/d <C|H|;e - 4.75
| 27| H HL . Yy I, 77((:6_77)2+y2)2 H HL ( )

On the other hand, using Taylor’s expansion and decomposition (4.36), we have that
L 20,A(n)
Y- OpnAaln
Ni(z) :H(x,O)/ dy | dn— , ,
‘ ¢ L (i(z —n) —y)(i(z -n) -y —iyA(n))?
with A(n) = 9,A(n,0). The remainder Nja . has an integrable singularity and can be easily
estimated using (4.37), namely

N9 (2)| < C|H| o , for x €S (4.77)
To estimate the first term on the right hand side of (4.76) we further use the decomposition
Oy A(n) = 0, A(z) + [0,A(n) — 0, A(x)], where |0,A(n) - 0,A(z)| < do |z —n|“, (4.78)

to write

+ N1275(.%') (476)

2

L y
Niie(z) = H(x,0)0,A(x) _/E dy . dn (=)~ =) 7 A (4.79)

+ Nii2,e(z)

where |Nyj2.| < C|H|| o . After the change of variables (x —n) = —y( we find that the first
term on the right hand side in (4.79) is given by

_ Ldy ry dg
Nu(e) = H@ 02,4 [ [ e yae s rray (4.80)

Extending the value ¢ to the whole space R we have that
dg

_ Ldy
Nive = H(2,0)0,A(z) f y fR (CT (e + 1Ay Ve

where the remaining term |Njq1 | < C. Since the only poles are in { = —i,{ = —i + A(x) and
A(x) € R, computing the integral using residues yields

(4.81)

Ld d
/ _yf , A =0. (4.82)
e y JRGEC+1)(IC+1+iA(x))3
Hence, we have that bounds (4.75),(4.77),(4.79) and (4.82) yield
|0:8232,¢(2)| < IN1c + Noo| < C [ H| oy » for z €S (4.83)

Therefore, collecting the previous estimates (4.72) and (4.83) we have shown that

|02E23,c()] = 102Z031, () + 0xZ232. ()| < C | H | p1,0 () » for z € S,
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Application of dominated convergence as well as the fact that in the previous estimates the
integrands where estimated by an integrable function independent of € shows that the

lli% 8$E2376(1') = Qgg(.%') (484)
exists. Therefore, recalling that
3
6156(56) = &BELE(x) + 6132,6(33) = 615176(33) + Z 83352]'76(56)
=0
and definitions (4.62), (4.70) and (4.84) we infer that
3

Pi% 0Ze(z) = Q1(x) + > Q2j(x) = Q(z). (4.85)

J=0

By the fundamental theorem of calculus, one can readily see that
x
E.(z) - E.(0) = /0 8y E(€) dE, for e > 0. (4.86)

We remark that in Lemma 4.4 we already showed that lim,_o Zc(z) = Z(z) for z € S' we have
by uniqueness that

li_r)%BxEE(x) = Q(x) = 0,E(x). (4.87)
Noticing that we proved in (4.63) the Holder semi-norm bound
|0:Z1,6(7) = 0:Z1,6(0)| < Cla|* [ H | gra gy » for z € st,
and recalling that 0,Z = 0,51 ¢ + 0,E2 it remains to prove that
|0:Z2,6(7) = 0:Z2,6(0) < C2[* [ H | g1,y » for z € st. (4.88)

Indeed, combining the last two estimates we conclude the C'1® semi-norm estimate (4.57). To
that purpose, recalling (4.64)-(4.68) and the decomposition (4.69) we compute the difference

3
axEQ,e(x) - axEQ,e(O) = Z (8$E2j,€(x) - 8J:E2j,e(0)) = MO,e + Ml,e + M2,e + M3,Ea
7=0

where

Moc== [“ay [ dn [Ro.:0) (@ H(1.9) - 0,(2,0)) ~Ro(0, 1) (94 (1.9) - 0, H(0,0)) |

L

Ml,e = _-/e dy Ll d77
L

M2,e == -/e dy Ll d77

L
M3,€ = _-/e dy Ll d77 R3(x’y,77) _RB(O,%U)]H(Uay)

with R; for j =0,...,3 defined as in (4.65)-(4.68).
We divide as in the previous proposition, the region of integration {(n,y) € S! x [¢, L]} into
sets of the form

Ri(z,y,m) - R1(0,y,m) |H(n,y),

Ra(z,y,m) - R1(0,y,m) |H(n,y),

[
[
[
[

Ry <= {(n,y) € @:max{ly|, [n[} < 2[z| and e<y < L},

g 4.89
R, = {(m,y) € 2 max{ly]. |nf} > 2|| and e <y < L}, (4.89)
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for € > 0 and estimate each integral in the different sets. For the sake of simplicity we will
write R% .=Rg<and R% . = Rq . Therefore, we have

M;M:Le dyd77[...]+£%e dydn[...]:Mm,ewLMklE, for k=0,...,2. (4.90)
Q,< Q,>

Notice that we did not include above the most singular term, namely Mj.. We will prove
the required estimates for that quantity later on. Let us now show how to bound the other
integral quantities My to Mz in the different regions of integration RG . and R, ..

In the inner region Ry, _, using the Holder regularity for H we readily see that

(lz—n*+y*)  y (" + y“)]

Mo <€ Wl oy f, o ]

((@-m2+y2)** (2 +y2)*
<CH|crao |2, (4.91)
y1+a y1+a
il C Wy [l o i : ]
@D Jra T (@) (g
< CH] ey 2l (4.92)
2 y? y?
M| < C Aoy | H] e dy dn[ ; ]
OO I T () ()
< C | H ey |2l (4.93)

In the outer region R, | = {max{|y[,[n|} > 2|z and e <y < L}, we can estimate Mg, Moo
by applying the mean value theorem and using Lemma 4.2 as

1+ 3

Y Y
ME+MESC'xA,aHm/dd +
[ Mig,e| + | Moz, || |A] o2 () IH| () Ro. Y U[((x_n)2+y2)2 ((a:—n)2+y2)2]

< Claf® |H| ooy (4.94)

To estimate the term Mpz ., we rewrite it by adding and subtracting as

M02,5=—fR€ dydn (Ro(z,y,m) = Ro(0,y,m)) (0yH (n,y) - Oy H (x,0))

Q,>

= (OpH (2,0) - 0,H(0,0)) /Re dydn Ro(0,y,n) = Moz1,e + Moza,e.-
Q,>

Recalling the definition of Ry in (4.65), using Lemma 4.2 and applying the mean value
theorem we find that

(Moo < Clal [M ey 1 lonoy [, v dn

<Clal™ Al 2oy [H lgraay -

y: ((z =)™ +y*)
((z-n)2+y2)°

Moreover, similarly we obtain

y2

|Moas.e| < C l2|” |All ey | H |l oo [ dy dn
ox@) et @) Jpo | (2 +y

2)3/2
<Ozl HAHC2(Q) HHHCLG(Q) .

Hence, we have that
Mozl < Clal® | Hl gr oy (4.95)
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Collecting estimates (4.91)-(4.95) we obtain that

[Mo,c + My e+ M| < Claf* [ H gra oy - (4.96)
Let us deal with the most singular term M3, given by
L
M3,6 = _l dy Al d77 [R3(Cﬂ,y,77) _R?;(O,y,n)]H(U,y), (497)
with R3 as in (4.68). We claim that the following estimate holds
| Mo < Cla|™ [Hl g1y - (4.98)

Defining the auxiliary function

H(n,y) =0y (W) H(n,y) and Ra(z,y,m)0pA(n,y) = Ra(x,y,n) (4.99)
we have that
M=~ [y [ dn y[Roe.0m) - R0, (Hn,y) - H(0,0)

~ L ~ ~
+ H(Oa 0) ./e dy Al d77 y[R3(xayan) - R3(0,y,77)] = M4,e + M5,6- (4100)

We first bound My .. Rewriting the term we obtain
L - _ ~
My, =- f dy fgl dn yRs(z,y,m)(H(n,y) - H(z,0))
L - _ -
+ f dy fgl dn yRs(w,y,n) (H(z,0) - H(0,0))

L ~ ~ ~
—f dyfsl dn yR3(0,y,m) (H(n.y) — H(0,0)) = May e + Mag e + Mz (4.101)

Using the decomposition of the regions of integration in (4 89) we find that

My e = / dydn [ dydﬁ = My1,e + Marope,
Myz = / dydn [ dydﬁ = Muy3z1,e + Mygo .
Similarly as before, using the bound (4.1) we have that
= vl —nl"+y*) _
Mar1,e| < C | L L ey <O B g gy 21 (4.102)
= y2 (Il +y*) a
|M43175| < C HHHCQ(Q) /};Q dy T]ﬁ < C HHHCQ(Q) |I'| . (4103)

On the exterior region R, . given in (4.89), we obtain after rearranging terms by adding and
substracting H(0,0) that

M412,e + M432,e = -/RE dyd?? yﬁ?)(xayan)(ﬁ(xa 0) - FI(O’O)) (4104)
Q,>
—fRe dydn y (Rs(z,y,m) - Rs(0,y,m)) (H(n,y) - H(0,0)). (4.105)
Q,>

= Mg+ Mq, (4.106)
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The later integral can be estimated using Lemma 4.2 and the mean value theorem as

2 « o _
Mo < C I 2y | H | o e fRQ dy dnla] YD) e || (4.107)

(= m)?+y2)*?
On the other hand, to bound Mg ¢, we follow the same ideas as we did to estimate the term
K4 or K¢, in Lemma 4.4. Using the decomposition (4.36) and bound (4.37), we can write

(DN

et @)=y (gi@=m=y=iA(n.y) )2
(1= @) (1= D407 (14 74(1,9))))?

~ ~ ) e (@=m=y (i (z=m-y=iA(n,y) )2
= (H(=,0) - H(0,0)) fR;2 N dydn y (1 - eile=m=y)(1 - eilz-m-y-iA(n)y)3 (L+72(n.y))

:(g(%o)_ﬁ(o,o))(ﬁe dy dn[---]+ﬁze

Q,>

Mo = (H(x,0)~H(0,0)) [ dydyy’
Q,>

dy dn] ... ]7”2(77,2/)) = Me1,e + Meo,c

where the remainder term 71(n,y) can be bounded |r1(n,y)| < Cy? and remainder ro(n,y)
is bounded by |r2(n,y)| < Cly|. The integrand in Msy  is integrable and can be bounded by
means of Lemma 4.2 as

3
~ y a ~
Mo < Clz|* | H| .. f dy d <Clel*|H .. 4108
Moo | < Olel® [Hlcogey fr, @ dni— ooy <Ot H oy (4.108)
The most involved term is Mg . To deal with it, we argue as in the estimate of Ky, in
(4.40) or Ke1 . in (4.51). Using Taylor expansion, recalling decomposition and the bound
(4.42) we infer that

2

=~ =~ y
Moy = (H(,0) = H(0,0)) [ dy di- . . + Mera
Rg . (i(z =n) —y)(=i(z —n) —y - iA(0)y)?
(4.109)
with |Mgia.e| < C|z|* HHHCQ(Q) . Performing the change of variables « —n = y( we have that
2
=~ = y
M1« = (F(z,0) - F(0,0)) / dy di— , , (4.110)
R, (i(z =) —y)(~i(z —n) -y —iA(0)y)?
2 2 L dy dg
- _(F(x,0) - F(0,0 f @ r , , , 4111
(H@0)=HO.0) J =7 J5,) GerDGC + 1+ iA0))? (4.111)

where the domain integration ¥ is given by

p> 2 e my
Yy

i(m,y):{CeR:max{l,‘C—g ”

We recall that the integration domain 3 is just a shifted version of the integration domain ¥
defined in (4.43). Therefore, similarly as we estimated integral (4.44), we have that

[Mei1,e| < Clal* | H] o g - (4.112)
and hence, collecting estimates (4.108), (4.109), (4.112) we find that
M el < Cla]® | H] (o g - (4.113)

To end the bound for My, we are left to estimate Myz . in (4.101). Identifying S! with
I, =[xz -mx+m] for x € [-7, 7] and using Taylor’s expansion and decomposition (4.36) we
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obtain that

y2

M G )@ 1)y iAW)

+ Myoo e
(4.114)

Mys, = (H(2,0) - H(0,0)) fELdy

where the term My . has an integrable singularity and can be estimated using (4.37), namely

|My2.c| < C'lx|* Hﬁ”ca(g) . (4.115)
We further decompose the function A(n) by
A(n) = A(z) + [A(n) - A(x)], where |A(n) - A(x)| < do |z —n[*,
to write
~ ~ L Y2
Mame= (R0 =FO.0) [ J, b o0 =yt e

with [Myggo (| < C'|2|* HFIHCQ After a change of variable (x —n) = y¢ we find that

Q)
2

(Fi( o)—ﬁ(OO))/Ld d y
x’ e LT G = m) =) @ —n) -y - igA(@))?

N _ L 7 ¢
:(H(m,O)—H(0,0))/e dyf% GC+1)(iC + 1 +iA(x))3

Estimating the integral as in (4.80) by extending the value ¢ to the whole space R and contour
integrating via residues yields that

|Mygo,e| < C'la|* Hﬁ”ca(ﬂ) (4.116)
and hence estimates (4.114), (4.115) and (4.116) shows that
Mz, < Clal* | H| gy - (4.117)

Thus, combining bounds (4.101), (4.102), (4.107), (4.113) and (4.117) we conclude that

| My < Cla|™ |H| . (4.118)

@

We provide now the estimate for Ms . in (4.100). Using the change of variables 77 = -z and
recalling the definition of R3 in (4.68) we find that

H(O 0)/ dy/ 77 y (e in- y)B[ (eiz‘A(nfm,y))z B (eiiA(n,%/))Q

“m-y)t(1 - e~ in-y—iA(n+z,y) 3B (1- e—m—y—lf\(nvy))?’

B y (6 in— y)3 (e zA(n+J:,y))2 (e—iA(n,y))Q
H(O 0)/ dy/ 77 —in— y)[ (1 - e~in-y=il(n+a,y))3 ]

- y) ﬂ‘A(n,y) 2 1 1
* H(O 0) / dy/ 77 e—in- y)( ) [(1 — efinfyfi/\(mr,y))fi B (1- efinfyfi/\(n,y))?)]
= Ms1,c + Msa ¢
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where by abusing of notation we wrote 7 instead of 7. Identifying S! with I, = [z — 7,2 + 7]
for x € [-m, 7], using bound (4.1) and Taylor expansion we have that

77 L 3 Aln+z,y) - A(n,
IMsl,ElsCHHHLw(Q)fE dyflz (|n|29+y2)4| (n y; (n,9)]

L 3
~ y a ~
< ClM oy | Bl ey [y [ ol s < Clal® | H] ey, (4119)
OTL=@) Jo I (g + y2)? L= (@)
where in the second inequality we used Assumption 4.1 to bound

A(n+z,y) = A(n,y)l

<Clal[Alg2aqy - (4.120)

To get the desired bound for Mso . let us first rewrite the term in brackets inside the
integral. To that purpose, denoting by @ = e~ "¥=*A(1¥) we have that
1 1 1 1
(1 - e-imy=ih(n+am))3 (1 -D)3 B (1-De-iAnray)-Anw))3 — (1-D)3

1 1
) (1 - ©)3|: 1 'D(e‘i(A(ﬂ*’x,y)—A(n,y))71) 3 1] (4121)
( - 1-2) )

Therefore, plugging (4.121) into M5 and recalling that © = e~M=y=iMnY) we have that

_ L Y2 (e )3 (e~ Mnw))2 R
Ma.c = H(0,0) /e dy fSl d (1-e M v)(1 - eny=il(ny))3 (1Y) (4.122)
where 1
31(7% y) = -1

1 e—in—y—i/\(n,y)(e—i(/\(nm,y)—/\(n,y))fl) 3
( - (1—e~1-y=iA(n,9)) )

Next, we claim that the function J,(n,y) is C* Holder is the variables (n,y) € €, this is
132, 9) | ca(qy < Clz[*. (4.123)

Indeed, to show the pointwise L (£2) bound we readily check by applying Taylor’s expansion,
Assumption 4.1 and bound (4.120) that

‘|3x(777y)HL°°(Q) < Claf HAHCM(Q) < Clazf. (4.124)
To show the a—Holder semi-norm bound, we have prove that
3 (m1591) = Ja(n2,92)| < Clal™ (ly1 = yol + Im = ma))™, for m1,m2 €S, y1, 42 € [6, L], (4.125)

By computing the difference and using the notation
e~ —y1=iA () (o=i(AGm+zy)-Alm,y1) _ 1)

Ne(ni,y1) =

)

(1 — emim=y1=iA(n1,91))
e~ M2=y2=iA(m2,y2) (=i (A(n2+2,y2)-A12,42)) _ 1)

9%(02, yz) = (1 _ efinzfyzfi/\(n%w))

we have that
1 1

i ‘(1 ~ R (m,y1))? (1= M (g2, 10))°

/‘ﬂx(nhyl) 3 dg‘<c|¢n( ) = M ( ). (4.127)
No(mys) (L— )i = el (12, 92)|- .

32 (15 91) = T (02, 92)| (4.126)
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Moreover, further manipulations show that

9% (11, 91) = N (12, 92)| = T1 + Tg (4.128)
where
Ty = |e-tm—y1=iA(m1,y1) (eii(A(mm’yl)iA(m7y1)) -1) Y1 B Y2
1 Y1 (1 —emtm-y=ih(my1)) (1 - e-m2-y2-iA(n2,92))
—i(A -A —i(A -A
Jg = |:e_i771—y1—iA(T717y1) (e )M - D _ omim2=y2=iA(n2,y2) (e {A(m +2y2)-Alm.02)) — 1):”

Y1 Y2

Y2

% (1- e—in2—y2—i/\(n2yy2))

Let us first bound J;. Using Taylor’s expansion, (4.120) and Assumption 4.1 we have that

Y1 _ Y2
(1 - emim-y1=ih(n,y1)) (1 - e~im2-y2-iA(n2,92))

J1 < Cla| Al czeq <Clal(lyr = y2l + |m —m2l) -

(4.129)

To bound Js, we further split it as Jo = Jo1 + Joo where

321 — (efz'm—yrz'A(m,yl) _ e*ingfyg—i[\(n%yQ)) (efi(A(nlJr:B,yl)*A(nl7y1)) — 1) ( Yo )
Y1 1 = e~im2-y2-iA(n2,y2) ||’
5 (e_i<A(771+x7y1)—A(?717y1)) -1) B (e—i(A(n2+m,y2)—A(n2,yg)) -1) e—in2—y2—iA(n27y2)y2
2" Y1 Y2 1 — e~im2—y2-iA(n2,y2) |-
Similarly as before, Taylor’s expansion, (4.120) and Assumption 4.1 yields

Jo1 < Cla ‘efim “y1=iA(m Y1) _ o=ime-y2-iA(12,y2)

<Cla|(lyr —yal + m —n2l) . (4.130)
To bound Ja we first notice that by Lemma 4.2 we have that

—i(A(m+z,y1)-Almyn)) _ —i(A(nz+z,y2)-Aln2,y2)) _
Jap < C ((e ) _(e ))‘ (4.131)
Y1 Y2
On the other hand, denoting by
Aln+x,y) - A(n, e W1
() = SO =20 g e ) -

we have that
e~ A (m+z,y1)-Alm,y1)) _q e~ i(A(n2+z,y2)-Aln2,y2)) _q
( ) _( )

(&2,2) | 09 09
ae \S d . \S d
n Y2 f(ﬁhyl) [65 (&y) dE+ dy (&) dy

where the right hand side is the line integral connecting the point (&1,y1) with (£2,y2) where
&1=L:(m,y1) and & = £,(n2,y2). The contour of integration consists in a horizontal segment
connecting (&1,y1) with (£2,y1) plus a vertical segment connecting this point with (&2,¥s2).
After a direct computation using Taylor’s expansion, we can check that

09 09

—|<C —\|<C
%1 C |5,° €l
and hence
(&2,52) [ 09 o9
f [—(£,y) dé+—(&,y) dy] < C(1€:(m2,91) = La(n1, 1) + 1€ (02, y2)| [y1 = v2)
(ery1) | O¢ dy

= J221 + J222. (4.132)
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Using estimate (4.120) and Assumpion 4.1 we can readily check that
J222 < C'lz||y1 = w2l (4.133)

we have that

To bound Jg91 we proceed as follows. First, notice that for W(n,y) = @

Lo(ny1) = Loz yn) = [Wm +z,91) =W, y1) | = [W(ne +2,01) - W (2, 1) |
= [W(m +x yl) -W(m,m)]- [W(nz +x,91) = W(n,y1)]

fn” (g Y1) dé - [ (s y1) de

After changing variables in the second 1ntegral we infer that

atmn) - £me) = [ G ) de [ G- ) de| -

Recalling that W(n,y) = W and using Assumption 4.1, we have that W e Ch%(Q).
Therefore, we find that

< C [ " =l de < Cladlme - ml”

and hence
1€2(m,y1) = La(n2,y1)| < Clal 2 —m[*. (4.134)
Collecting the estimates (4.133), (4.134) we obtain that

(et Am+2y1)=Aln.y1)) _ 1) (et (Amzr@,y2)=Alnz.v2)) _ 1) ‘ (527y2)

09 09
|Gt des S

< Clzf[n2 —ml*,
which combined with (4.131) yields the desired estimate for Ja3, namely,

n Y2 (&1,91)

Joo < Clz| 2 = m|* (4.135)
Therefore, recalling that Jo = J91 + J22 and bounds (4.130), (4.135) we find that
Jo < Clz| (lyr = y2l + In2 = m|") . (4.136)

The later estimate and (4.129) provide the a-Holder semi-norm bound (4.125) since

192 (m1,91) = Jz(n2, y2)| < C N (m,y1) — Na(n2, y2)| = T1 + T2
<Cla| (lyr =yl + In2 = m|*),

proving bound (4.123) and concluding the claim.
Hence using the fact that the function J.(n,y) is C* Hoélder and satisfies bound (4.123)
we can bound the term Msy  as follows. Adding and subtracting J,(0,0) we have that

_ L Y2 (e7 V)3 (e ihnw) )2

Mo = H(O.0) [y [ dn ot e (ey) = 32(0,0))
y2(e7MY)3(em M My) )2
e~=y)(1 - e~ in-y—iA(n,y) )3

~ L
+ F1(0,0)3.(0,0) f dy [ dn = Mspr + Mg,
€ St (1

Identifying S' with the symmetric interval I, = [z —7,z +7] for x € [-m, 7], using bound (4.1)
and the a-Holder bound (4.123) for J.(n,y) we obtain

|Msa1.| < C ] HHHL«»(Q)/ dy/ %SCW‘ 18] ey (4.137)
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To deal with the second integral Msao ., we notice that we can mimick the ideas that we
used to bound the singular term K4, in (4.38) which relies on using the decomposition
A(n,y) =yA(n) + [A(n,y) — A(n)y] and bound (4.37). The main diference is that, for Msaa ,
the |x|* power is obtained using the fact that |J,(0,0)| < C|z|*. Combining those elements,
and closely following the arguments to estimate K4 . one can find that

|M522,€| <C |x|a HHHLOO(Q) . (4138)
Therefore, since Msa . = Ms21,c + M52 we conclude that
[Msa.e| < Clal® [H| e g - (4.139)
Estimate (4.119) and (4.139) shows that
|M5,e| < |M51,e + M52,e| <C |x|a HFIHLW(Q) . (4140)

Collecting the previous estimates (4.118) and (4.140), and recalling that M3z . = Mg+ Ms .
we infer that

My ] < Clal® | g (4.141)
Moreover, using the definition of H in (4.99) and Assumption 4.1 we infer that
1] gy < 1Al o2y 1H Doy < C 1H [ gagey (4.142)

and hence (4.141) and (4.142) yield
[M3| < Cla* [H ooy »

proving claim (4.98).
Hence, by means of estimates (4.96) and (4.98) we conclude that

|0:Z2,(2) = 03E2,6(0)] = [Mo,e + Mi,c + Mo e + Mz | < Cl2|” | H| cra(qy » for z e St (4.143)
Recalling that
0pEe(x) = 0551 e(x) + 0322.(x)
and bounds (4.63), (4.143) we find that
|0:Ze(2) = 0:Ec(0) < Cla|* [H cra(qy > for € st (4.144)

which shows the desired C1® semi-norm bound in (4.57).

To conclude the proof of the proposition, we claim that the C1'® semi-norm bound (4.144)
and the L pointwise bound (4.56) implies the C*® Holder norm (4.55). This is, we have to
show that we can control the L* norm of 9,Z.. Indeed, by means of the identity

Ee(x1) =Ec(m) + 0:Z(z2) (21 — 22) — f i (8,Z2(x) — 0,2 (x2)) d, for 1,29 € S' (4.145)
z1
and using the C1** semi-norm bound (4.144) and the L* pointwise bound (4.56)
- L= = = ¢ a
0,5 (2)] € 525 1 +10:2c() - 0.Ee(2)] € = |l gy + COM Hl ey (4146)

since |r1 — 29| < 27. Therefore, estimate (4.146) and the previous C*® semi-norm bound
(4.144) implies the desired C'%* Hélder norm estimate (4.55). O
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4.3. C* and C"* estimates for simplified singular integral operators. We provide a
similar type of estimate for a simplified operator that do not have the dependence on the
function A (and hence is of convolution type) which reads

Proposition 4.6. Let H(n,y) € C**(Q) and let Assumption 4.1 hold. Then for any x € St
the following limit exists

lim, E(z) = (), (4.147)
where

E(z) = f dyf dn Oy ( oy )H(n,y), e>0. (4.148)

et(@-n)-y
Moreover, we have that

<CH|gagqy (4.149)
<ClH|praq) - (4.150)

1E] sy
1E] s
with C > 0.

Proof of Proposition 4.6. The proof follows closely the ideas of Proposition 4.4 and Proposi-
tion 4.5 and the estimates can be shown mimicking the arguments used there. For the sake
of completeness, we include the computations to derive bound (4.149), being the C1*® bound
(4.150) analogous. To show that the left hand side of (4.147) exists, we first notice that

e’i$—y ei$_y
Or (1_ez(—rn>y) :_3’7(1_6i(—mn)@,)- (4.151)

Using the fact that [q: dn 9,(...) =0, we rewrite (4.148) as

=.(2) :-f ay [ dn o, ( e y)(H(n,y)—H(az,O)). (4.152)

Expanding the derivative and using Lemma 4.2 (for the trivial case of A = 0), where for
x € [-m, 7] we identify n e S! with the symmetric interval I, = [z — 7,2 + 7] we find that

= L oz a
‘E€($)| < C HHHCQ(Q) eliI(I]E' -/E dy dn(lx 77| )

——————5 <C|H|pa 4.153
(1’ 77)2+y2 H ”C Q) - ( )

Since we are estimating the integrands of (4.152) by integrable functions that are independent
on € it follows from Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem that lim, o+ Z(z) exists.
Therefore, the limit on the left hand side of (4.147) exists and the function = is well-defined.

To obtain the Hélder estimate, we compute the difference Z.(z) - Z.(0) and divide the
region of integration in the integrals jEL dy [s1 dn(...) into sets of the form

RG < ={(n,y) e Q:max{ly|,|n|} <2|z| and e<y < L},
RG . ={(n,y) € Q:max{|y|,|n|} >2|z| and e <y < L},
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as

= = jet@-m-y
Ee(x) -Z(0) = fRE,S dy dn[(m)( (n,y) - H(z,0))
_(%)(I{(n,y)—ﬂ'(o,on]

iet@—m-y
oo vl (g G - G 0)

Q,<

- (%) (H(n,y) = H(0,0)) = Dy« + Dy.

In the inner region, we have that using Lemma 4.2 (again in the trivial case of A =0)

(Jz-n"+y*) (0" +y*)
|D1.e| < C|H| g /Rggdy dn[ (z-1)2 + 42 + n2 + 42

<C|H|caqylzl™ (4.154)

In the outer region we rewrite the term Dj . as follows

iet(@—m)-y je~ -y
e [ v (2 e () | o - 00

iet(@-m)-y
~ (H(z,0) - H(0,0)) Lem dy dn (m) = Doy e+ Doge.

The first integral Do; . can be bounded using the mean value theorem as

n|* + Jyl* o
Dol Clal ey [, ] ((m('_L)ZLLZ))g/Q]sC|x| oy (4155)

To deal with Do, we make the following change of variables 77 = x — 7 to find that
, . _rL oY 2| -y
D22,6:_Z(H(x70)_H(O’0))ElL%£ [ dnfl ldy(l_eiﬁ_y)Q +[% 77[ (1 6”7 y)2
ey
/|a:| 77/ (1 (1 -eiv)2
e g 2zl (el e’
dn( W _ oL em_62|an|) [% dn(ei'ﬁ_eL_ei'ﬁ_ee)
1 iy i
2 (& (&
+ dn| — - —=
./2|m| g ( el — el il — g€ :|

o2l _ =
= (H(z,0)- H(0,0)) 511%1+ ([log(—)]~
e

e

NI o=

= =i (H(x,0) - H(0,0)) lim [ f

NI= ol

Therefore we have that

|Da2.e| < Clal™ [ H g ) (4.156)
which together with (4.155) yields

|Da.e| < Cla|* [H g )



40 DIEGO ALONSO-ORAN AND JUAN J. L. VELAZQUEZ

Combining estimates (4.154)-(4.157) we infer that

[E(2) ~Z(0)] < limy [Dy.c + Da | < Clal® | H o o) (4.158)
which shows the desired C* semi-norm bound (4.149). O

To conclude this subsection, let us state the following result which will be needed later to
show the contracting estimates in Subsection 5.1.

Proposition 4.7 (Difference C® estimate). Let H(n,y) € C(2) and let A*,A? satisfy As-
sumption 4.1. Then for any x € S' the following limit exists

limy 2d(z) = 2%x), (4.159)
where
4 i Ld P ei(:rfn)fyy =
=e(x) =l . yfgl 1 9o\ [ e i Gy (1 = efam-s-in Gy ) 1 (10)s € 0.
(4.160)
Moreover, we have that
=d
H: Hca(gl) <C HHHCO‘(Q) (4'161)

with C > 0.

Proof of Proposition 4.7. This result can be proved by a means an elementary adaption of
the Proposition 4.4. Notice that the only difference between this result and Proposition 4.4
is that instead of a single function A appearing as a perturbation in the denominator we have
two different functions A, A? affecting the denominator in (4.160). Actually, Proposition 4.4
is a particular case in which we take A! =0 and A? = A. The proof of this Proposition 4.7
can be showed around similar lines of Proposition 4.4 just estimating the corrective terms
due to A', A? as it was made in the proof of Proposition 4.4. We will not provide the details
here. O

5. THE A PRIORI ESTIMATES FOR THE OPERATORS Tq,...,T4.

In this section, we will provide the C® and C%* Holder estimates for the operators
Tq,...,T4 and the function G. The key point towards the estimates relies on the C“ and
C1® Holder bounds showed in the previous Section 4.

In order to do so, let us introduce the following new assumption:

Assumption 5.1. We assume that the function 9 : Q — S! belongs to C1*(Q) and also that
there exists d1 € (0, %) such that

[Pl cragay < 61

Remark 5.2. The new function 9(n,y) will play the role of the function 0:©(X(n,v),y)) in
the operators Tq,...,T4. However, using this notation reduces the length of the formulas.

Remark 5.3. In the following we will define the operators T1,..., T4 by means of certain
integral expressions which represent operators from C® to C and from C'1® to C%%. For the
sake of simplicity, we will use the same symbol to denote these operators, in spite of the fact
that they act in different spaces. The space on which they act will be clear in each particular
case from the context.
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Proposition 5.4 (Estimates Ty). Let Assumption 4.1 and Assumption 5.1 hold. Then for
jo € CH(SY) we define the opemtor Ty as follows

TiA 9Ljo(e) =~ Tim [ 1o =nnijo(n) dn, for z <8, (5.1
where
"®  msinh(nl) fL il e—inA(ny) _ 1

(zyy) = S SRE)  ine (] p—————" P 5.2
B1.c(x,m) n;oo (cosh(nL) _l)e ) e T+ 901.9) Yy (5.2)

The limit in (5.1) exists, moreover we have that
IT1[A, 9]l £ sty £ Clo, (5.3)
IT1[A, 9] Hz;(cl,a(gl)) < Cdp. (5.4)

Proof. To show that the right hand side of (5.1) exists, let us split the function &, ((x,n) for
n >0 and n < 0. We will use the notation &7, for n > 0 and &7, otherwise. Therefore, for
n >0 we have that

+ [y inx L -n efinA(n,y) -1 +
1e(zom) = n; ne /E e T 00) dy + &1y (,m) (5.5)

where

N nese nsinh(nL) ina /L oy e~imAmy) _ 1
= TN aN — | dy. 56
&1 (2,1) nZ::l ((cosh(nL) D nje e T 9019) y (5.6)

On the one hand, calculating explicitly the summation via geometric series, we have that the
first term in (5.5) denoted by &7, . is given by

. 1 rL 5 etz—y—iA(n,y) ey 1 d
G1y,c(2,m) = i _/6 P\ 1= eiey-iA(ny) 1 —eiry | 1+ I(n,y) ’

L (o~iAMny) _ iz-y
1 / G Do, R — L4y
7 Je Yy (1 -e@y)(1 - ete=y=iAmy)) | 1+ 9(n,y)

1 /L (e™Mmy) _ 1) 1
= - F(x,n,y dy 5.7
iJe © ) y 1+9(n,y) 57

with

- ) 8 ei:vfyy
(33,77,31) - Y (1 _ em_y)(l _ eia:—y—i/\(my)) ’

Therefore, by means of (5.7), we have that the operator T; for n > 0 given in (5.1) can be
written after changing the order of integration as

THA OLin(a) =t [y [ o F Gl ) N
=——1lim x -
LU VLIRE) =75 586 Jo Y Ja @ Y 1+ 0(n,y)"""
1 . . . )
- ~—lim 6-{2,6(:6 _77’77)]0(77) d77 = T-{—l [Aa"g]](](x) +TI2 [A’ﬁ]JO(:ﬂ) (58)

27 e~0 JSt

assuming that the limits exist. To show that the limit of the second integral T75j0(z) exists,
we notice that the function &75(z,7n) given in (5.6) is a smooth function in z and decays
exponentially in n. Therefore, using the bound

‘e_mA(nvy) _ 1| <Cnl[A] gy
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we find that

‘6126(33 77)‘<CH ‘AHLDO(Q) <C, forxeSl,neSl.

1+9 HL =(Q)
Since the estimate is independent of € using the Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem,
we can ensure that the limit exists and that the operator Ti,[A,¥]jo(x) is well defined.
Moreover, we also have the pointwise bound

THIA9lio(@)] < C |

ol HAHLw(Q) ol oo sty < Co Lol oo (g1 » for z €S (5.9)

On the other hand, to ensure that Tlljo(x) in (5.8) is well defined we make use of Proposition

4.4 where A

(e y) _ 1) 1 ,

H(n,y) = Jo(n)- 5.10
(:) y L+9(n,y) ) (510

It is straightforward to check that choosing H (7, y) as in (5.10), we have that H(n,y) € C*(Q)
since

Hle(@) < €| 15y llereco Lillengen < oo il

where in the last inequality we have used Assumption 4.1. To show the C® and C'® semi-
norm estimate (5.3) and (5.4), we check that using estimate

‘eiml - ei"m| <Cln|*|zy - 22|*, for a € (0,1) and z1, x5 € S! (5.11)
we find that
B o1, - Sl 2] O g | Aoyl = al®
N e o] ML PRI E
Thus
T Dl emncoen <€ 5] o g Mm@ €O (12
T2l Mmoo <[] - o Mm@ <O (613

Similarly, as before a direct application of Proposition 4.4 and Proposition 4.5 with H(n,y)
as in (5.10) yields

IT71[A, 950 lzcagstyy £C Hch . IA] c1a gy < Co, (5.14)
IT1[A, Njol g(crasryy <€ H T+ 0llere I1A] 2.0 () < Clo, (5.15)
since
ey < €[5 . g Pleren il cegery < o Lol
1) < C |35 gy P2 lillrageny < Clo lilcnen

Since the estimates for n < 0 follow identically, we omit a detailed proof here. O
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Proposition 5.5 (Estimates Ty). Let Assumption 5.1 hold. Then for jo € C1*(SY) we define
the operator To as follows

Ta[dljo(w) = ~5= lim [ @ac(@—n.m)jo(n) dn, (5.16)
where
"®  msinh(nl) L _ ¥(n,y)

Gy (2,7) = —“”[ nly | 1Y) | g 5.17
2e(xm) n;w (cosh(nL) - 1)e e € [1 +9(n,y) Y (5.17)

The limit (5.16) exists and in addition the following estimates hold
IT2[9]] z(casryy < Cén, (5.18)
HTQ['&] HE(CLO‘(Sl)) <Céy. (5.19)

Proof. The proof follows the same lines of Proposition 5.4. We first, show that the right hand
side of (5.16) exists, and afterwards we provide the Holder bounds (5.18) and (5.19). To that
purpose, we split ; (x,n) for n >0 and n < 0 and just show the estimates for n > 0, being
the case for n < 0 identical. Therefore, for n > 0 we have that

& L J(n,y)
&5 (x,m) = nemx/ e " [7’ dy + &5, (z,n 5.20
2, ( ) 7; . 1 +19(7/],y) 22, ( ) ( )

where

+ _ KS) nsmh(nL) nx L -n 79(7%?/)
62275('%'777) - nZ::l (m —n) (& [ e [m] dy (521)

Computing the sum in the first term in (5.20) we obtain

Bare(wm) = % fEL % (1 - ;x_y) [1 fgfi)y) ] . (522

and changing the order of integration the operator To[?]jp in (5.16) can be written for n > 0

ei(mf )-
T5[09 ]]0(:6)——2—11111 dy/ dn Oy ( '77 ’ )[ UUY) ]J'o(ﬁ)

i =0 1-e@n=y [ 1+9(n,y)
1 . .
o P_{% 622 6(35 n,1)jo(n) dn := T21[79]]0 + T§2 [9]J0-

As before, the remainder smoothing term &3,(x,n) (5.21) is a smooth function in x and in
particular

<06y, for zeS' nesh (5.23)

‘95226(5'3 77)| < CH
L=(Q)

1+9

Hence, since estimate (5.23) is independent of €, Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem
shows that the limit exists and that the associated operator T3,[9]jo is well-defined. Choosing

J(n,y)

H(n,y) = m]ﬁ(ﬁ),

(5.24)
and noticing that

Hlony <C | liol sty < C81 Lol agery (5.25)

1+19Hc ()
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we can apply Lemma 4.6 to obtain that T3,[9]jo is well defined. We are left to show the C¢
and C1* semi-norm estimates (5.18)-(5.19). Making use of the bound

‘emzl - eim2| <Cln|* |zy - x2|*, for a€ (0,1) and 1,z € S*.

we infer that for &3, defined in (5.21)

05, (o) - 85 (] < € |5 el
‘8 &3, 5(331,77) 0:®3 5($2,77)‘ CH 1+ 0l 0 |21 — 2o|*
holds. Thus, due to Assumption 5.1 we obtain
I T30 £z 1y.cnstyy < C H 1 f 7,2 <O (5.26)
IT52 (9]l 21 (s1),cra(sty) €€ H 1 fﬁ (@) < Coy. (5.27)

To deal with the most singular operator Tg;[¢] we make use of Proposition 4.6. Indeed,
applying estimates (4.149) and (4.150) to the function H(7n,y) as in (5.24) we find that

T [0 o <C —‘ < Coy, 5.28
IT3:[ ]”L(C’ (sh)) 1+ 9l ca) 1 ( )
Y
T3, [0 o <C H ‘ <Oy, 5.29
I T2 [ ]”ﬁ(CL (sty) 1+ 9l oraco 1 ( )
since
ooy < € |5 oy Holowon < Corlliolonge.
v <€ | 5 | gy Holoren < Ot Lileragen.
Therefore, using (5.26) and (5.28) we conclude that
ITZ (9 (casry) < Cor, (5.30)
and similarly invoking (5.27) and (5.29) we find that
1T3[90 2o (sty) < Cor (5.31)
O

Proposition 5.6 (Estimates T3 and Ty4). Let Assumption 4.1 and Assumption 5.1 hold.
Then for jo € C1(SY) we define the operators T3 and T4 as follows

To[A,9ljo(@) = = [ ®s(w=n.0)io(n) . (5.32)
TN 9Lio(w) = =5 [ S n.m)io(n) di. (5.33)

with
R G E U
®4(z,7) ::i %eim[gLM(n,y)%dy, (5.35)
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and
672nL (eny _ efny)
M = .
(n.9) = 1 (5.36)
Then we have that
I Ts[A, ]Hz;(ca(sl) Le(S1)) = < C'dp, (5.37)
ITa[A O] £(ca(sty Lo sty < C1, (5.38)
and
ITs[A O]l gcrmsty, L (sty) < C, (5.39)
ITa[A 9] 21 sy, Loes1y) < C (5.40)

Remark 5.7. As we can see from the estimates the operators, T3 and T4 are smoothing
operators that transform functions from L*(S!) to functions in C1*(S'). Moreover, the
series in &3 and &4 are uniformly convergent and therefore we do not need to define the
operators Tg and T4 in (5.32), (5.33) as a limit since the integrals are well defined.

Proof. Notice that M (n,y) defined in (5.36) is a smooth function in y and decays exponential
in n. Therefore, the simple bounds

|M(n,y)| < Ce—nL’ ‘efmA(n,y) — 1| <C |n| HAHLW(Q) s
yield
, for x € Sl,n esh.

9
Ba(a) < C Il ooy |15 and [@ateml <55

1+ 9 L)

Moreover using that |ei”ml - emm‘ < Cn|*|z1 — 22| for a € (0,1) and w1, x5 € S' we have that
for n e St

8 (a1,) - Bao2. )] < C 1Al =gy | I

1+79H

|.%'1 - .%'2|a <Cé |.%'1 - .%'2|a,

L>(Q)

|B4(x1,m) = Gya(2,7)| <C”1+19

|71 — 2o|” < Cdg |21 — 22|,

0,85 (21,) - 0u8a(2,)| € CIA | oy |15
L=(Q)

1+9

|.%'1 - .%'2|a <Cé |.%'1 - .%'2|a

10.:84(1,1) - OB a9, 1m)]| < CH
L>=(Q)

1+9

Therefore using the above pointwise estimates we conclude that the Holder semi-norm of Tg,
T, defined in (5.32)-(5.33) is bounded as

Tl 9 £gum oty ey < o
ITalA O 2o 51y, 00 (s1y) < C1s
IT3[A, 9] ||L(L°°(Sl)7cl,a(gl)) < Cy,
ITolA 9] £ crgenyy < 1,

concluding the proof. O
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5.1. Estimates for the differences of T;. In this subsection, we will derive estimates for
the difference operators. This will be needed in order to show the contraction estimate in the
general fixed point argument (see Section 7) in the lower order Holder space C“. The proof
follows the same lines as in the previous subsection but some extra computations are needed
in order to get the desired contraction type estimate. More precisely, our first result reads

Proposition 5.8. Let A',A? satisfy Assumption 4.1 and 9*,9% satisfy Assumption 5.1. Let
jo € C*(SY) and define

Tjo(w) = (Ti[AY,9'] - T1[A%,9%]) jo (=), (5.41)
where T1[-,-] is given in (5.1). Then we have that
HTclle;(ca(sl)) <C (HAl - A7 Hcl,a(g) + H792 B 791“@(9)) : (5.42)

Proof. Let us first introduce some notation. We define by 6‘1176 the difference function

(’561{6(5'3’77) = 05176[/\1,191](:6,?7) - 05176[1\2,192](:6,?7) (5.43)

where & [-,-] is given in (5.2). Following the lines of Proposition 5.4, we split the function
(5.2) for n > 0 and n < 0. Similarly as in the previous propositions, we will use the notation
6?’: for n >0 and 6?’; otherwise.Then, for n > 0 we find that

n=co L n=oo i h(’I’LL) ) L
d,+ _ nx ny|n d n s _ nx / ny|n d
& (z,m) Z ne fg e L™ (n, y)dy + nZ::l ((cosh(nL)—l) nfe™ | e L (n,y)dy

= 6‘1112(96 n) + 8% (,n) (5.44)
with

—inA'(ny) _ 1 o-inA%(ny) _ 1
€ ° ] (5.45)

L" - -
09) [ L+d'(ny)  1+9%(n.y)
It will be convenient to decompose L™(n,y) as follows

1 ZinAl a2 a2 1 1
L" - = (einA(my) _ minA(ny) nA=(ny) _q -
(n.9) L+ 9 (n,y) (6 ‘ )+(e ) L+9(n,y)  1+9%(n,y)
S LT LD (5.46)

Plugging the decomposition L™ = L} + L into (5.44) and calculating the sum in n for the first
term (’561[175(3:,77) we obtain

L iz—y—iA" (1,y) ir—-y—iA*(n,y) 1
11 E(x 77) [ 8&‘ 1- eix—y—i/\l(my) - 1— eim—y—iAQ(n,y) 1 +791(77,y) dy

1 L eie=y=iA*(1,y) 1Y 1 1
+ = / Oy - — - - X - dy
i Je 1 - etw-y=ih2(ny) 1 - eir-y 1+9(n,y) 1+9%(n,y)

111 5(95 n) + 6112 s(x n)-

Denoting by

FI(CUJ?,?/) = 8;13 . X yezxiy - X )
(1 _ ezrfyle\l(nvy)) (1 - ez:vfyf@AQ(n,y))

1Ty
F2(:6,77,y):0x(( U : )

1 - efe—y=if2 () ) (1 - eir~y)
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we obtain that

Fo(z,n,y)dy.

111e($ n) = / 4 (Z y)F (z,n,y)dy and (’51126(33 n) = _-/e |—2(7y7,y)

Therefore, recalling the definition of the operator T‘li in (5.41) and the previous computations
we find, after changing the order of integration that

1 ]O(x) T11 Jo(z) + T12 Jo(z) + T13 Jo(x)

where

1 L
T11 jo(x) = “5 lim dy o dn

T €0

%a(m—n,n,ym(n), (5.47)

1 L3(n,9) 4
Ty do(x) = —2 —lim | “ay o M= Fal@=n.n.y)jo(n), (5.48)
. d, .
T jo(z) = __77 lim [ &5 (x = m,m)jo(n) di. (5.49)

We start estimating the third term T¢5j0(2). Notice that the function (’5%276 in (5.44) is a
smooth function in x due to the exponential decay in n of the terms that define the function
(5.44). Furthermore, we also have that the functions L}(n,y),L5(n,y) defined in (5.46) are
bounded by

L)1 < € ] g A =80y o () €9, (5.50)
L (ny) SCH(Hﬂz)‘(fim) o I e or (e (3
and thus
|®12e(x 77)| (Hl +1191 AT _A2HL°°(Q) * H 192_191 1 HA2HL°°(Q))
L=(Q) (L +92) (1 +9Y) || oo )
<O|A" =22 o +[0% =0 oy » for €S pesh. (5.52)

Since the estimate (5.52) is independent of €, Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem
shows that the limit exists and that the associated operator T{jy in (5.49) is well-defined.
Moreover, we have the pointwise estimate

|T 13 Jo(w)‘ S C(HAl A2HL°°(Q) o U q91HL'>°(Q)) ljoll ey, € s. (5.53)

The C* semi-norm estimate for Tcllg Jjo follows directly by using estimate (5.11) which com-
bined with (5.53) shows

H d,+

C(]]a* -2 T [9? -t (5.54)

L(L>(S1), CQ(SI)) HL‘)"(Q) HL°°(Q)) ’
To deal with T‘li’f Jo in (5.47) and T‘li’; Jjo in (5.48), we can invoke Proposition 4.7 and Propo-
sition 4.4, respectively. Notice that a consequence of the before mentioned lemmas is that

the limits of the integrals (5.47) and (5.48) are well-defined.
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To that purpose, we first notice using the expression (5.46) that
Li(n,y) e @w) (1 - e‘(iAQ(”’y)‘iAl("vy))) Ny 1
= = Z
y L+91(n,y) y L+9(n,y) Jo

B(,y)e**P ) ds
(5.55)

since by Assumption 4.1 we can write A%(n,y) - AY(n,y) = yB(n,y) for B(n,y) € CH(Q).
Thus, choosing

1
H(n.y) - #Jh(ﬁ) e C°(Q)

we apply estimate (4.161) in Proposition 4.7 combined with (5.55) to obtain that

d,+ 1 2
|7 ccey <O = leiaig - (5.56)
On the other hand, proceeding in a similar way and choosing
L3(n,y) .
H(n,y) = 2Tjo(n) € C(Q)
we use Lemma 4.4 to show that
d,+ 2 91
|75 ccey SO =2y (5.57)
Collecting bounds (5.54)-(5.57) we deduce estimate (5.42) for n > 0. Repeating the same
arguments for n < 0 concludes the proof. O
Proposition 5.9. Let 91,92 satisfy Assumption 5.1. Let jo € C%(S") and define
Todo(x) = (T2[0'] - Ta[9%]) jo(2), (5.58)
where To[-] is given in (5.16). Then we have that
d 2 gl
IT2lzicaqeryy < €1 =9 caay - (5.59)

Proof. Following the same notation as in the last proposition and the arguments of the proof
of Proposition 5.5, we introduce the difference function Qﬁg .

&9 (2,17) = By [0 ](2,1) - Go.[9*](x,n). (5.60)

where &3 [-] is given in (5.17). The using the same notation by means of the superscripts +
as before, we find that for n > 0 we have that

e L _ "°( nsinh(nL) ; L _
®d,+ , = mx/ ny | Ly)d _ mx/ ny | y)d
5 (z,m) n§=1ﬁ ne e "Ls(n,y)dy + ) ) ") e 3(n,y)dy

€ n=1
d, d,
= 8% (2, ) + B (,1) (5.61)
with

Lan.y) - (@ (n.9) - (n.1)) +192(?7,y)( ! ! )

1L+91(n,y) 1+9(n,y)  1+92(n,y)

Therefore, calculating the sum in 7 in (’5%176(3:,77) we find that

d,+ 1 L ey
(’521,6(5'%77)=;f5 o 1= gim—y Ls(n,y)dy
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and thus
2 JO(x) T21 30(55) + T22 JO(x)
where
d,+ . 1 .
T4 o) - E A R =) [T O
TS jo(z) = ——W lim J @ 5 (z=n,m)jo(n) dn. (5.63)

Since the function @2’2 is smooth in z since the series that defines it decays exponentially in
n, we infer using the expression on Lg(n,y) that

|e522 (z, n)\ <C|L3] gy <C 0" -9 for z € S',neSt. (5.64)

PCE
Since estimate is independent of €, Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem shows that

the limit exists and that the associated operator Tg’; Jjo in (5.63) is well-defined. Moreover,
we have the pointwise estimate

T35 o (@)| < C 0" =] e ldoll oy, @ €S (5.65)
The Holder semi-norm estimate follows in a similar way as in (5.11). Therefore,
d,+ 2 1
H L(L>=(SY), ca(sl)) Hﬁ - HC“(ﬂ) ' (5.66)

To estimate the remainder operator T%,jo we apply Proposition 4.6 with H(n,y) = Lsjo(n) €
C*(Q) and hence

d,+ 2 1
H 21 |l gcagsry C* =0 a - (5.67)
By means of (5.66)-(5.67) we deduce that (5.59) concluding the proof. 0

Proposition 5.10. Let A', A? satisfy Assumption 4.1 and let 91, 9% satisfy Assumption 5.1.
Let jo € CY(SY) and define

ngo(m') = (T3|:A1701] - TZ[A27192])j0(m)7 (568)
Thjo() = (Tal9'] = Ta[9%]) jo(2), (5.69)

where T3[-,-] and Ty4[-] are given in (5.32)-(5.33). Then we have that
T2 e oy < € (1A = 02y + 192 = 9] o) (5.70)
HTZHE(L%(Q»O@(SI)) <C|9”- 791”0a<9) (5.71)

Proof. The proof follows simply by combining the bounds derived in Proposition 5.8, Propo-
sition 5.9 and Proposition 5.6. U

5.2. Estimates for G. In this subsection, we provide the C1'® Hélder estimate for the term
G defined in (3.50). To that purpose, let us start with the following lemma:

Lemma 5.11. Let f € C>*(9Q) and define the functions
W)= =T+ [C(FEL)-A) ds W)= [T(F(60)-A) de, forweSh,
Denote by h*(n),h=(n) the Fourier coefficients of h*,h™ respectively. We define

— 1S ¥ |n| 7= |n| inx
z (x)‘%n;w(h ) by " (n)tanh(|n|L))e ' (5:72)
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Then the function Z € C*>*(S'). Moreover, we have that
|Z]c2asty <Clflc2aty -

Proof. Adding and subtracting |n|h~(n)e™® in (5.72) we obtain that

1 n=o0o

Z(r)=— Z (|n|ﬁ?(n)emm + Wi (n)h*(n)e™® + WQ(TL)F(TL)G”W)

where |W;(n)| < Ce L™ for i = 1,2. Therefore, recalling that
1 n=oco - i
Oy Hh™ () = HOzh™ (z) = o > In|h~(n)e™®

where H is the periodic Hilbert transform we arrive at

12l csty < C (IHOA Iomageny + 10 |mony + 15 | ooty

<C(IHR | ganry + 107 I pmsn))

(5.73)

(5.74)

Moreover, using the fact that the Hilbert transform is a bounded operator in the class of

Holder spaces (cf. [21]) namely
I#] z¢ca.a(sty) < C,

and that 9,h~(x) = (f(x,L) - A) e C%*(S!) we obtain

12l 2agsty < C (1A lcnagsr) + 10 I msry) € C 1 floragery -

O

Lemma 5.12. Let g € C%%(0Q.) and define §(x) = g(x) — Z(x) where Z(x) is given in

(5.72). Then for x € St we define

—° | msinh(n <
G(m)——— /Sl Z [C%h(né)ml] e =g (n)dn.

Moreover, we have that
[Glray < C (Iflcras) * l9lczasn)) -
Proof. Recalling (3.50), we have that
G(x) = HO,5(x) - [ Qw=m)F(n) dn,
where ~ e
A@) -5 %, G

and
0, -2 (n sinh(nL)
n\ cosh(nl)-1

Therefore, using the fact

—|n|),forn¢0, QO— for n = 0.

H%H[;(Cl,a(gl)) <C, |@n| < efnL
and (5.11) we infer that

Glleragty € C (MOl ooy + Tl 1st)) € Cllczagsry

(5.75)

(5.76)

(5.77)
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To conclude, we recall that §(z) = g(z) - Z(z) and thus by means of Lemma 5.11 we obtain
that

|Gllera(sty £C T2y <C (Hf”CQ’Q(Sl) + ||9||c27a(sl)) - (5.78)
U

6. EXISTENCE OF SOLUTIONS TO THE INTEGRAL EQUATION FOR jo

In this section we are interested in studying the existence of a solution jo € C1*(9€2_) to
the integral equation (3.36) given by

4
Jo(w) =~ ;(Tz‘jo(@ =(Tijo)) = (Jof7) + G(z) - (G) (6.1)

To that purpose, let us first introduce the following notation. Given jo € C1*(9€_) we define
the operator
T : By, (C*(9)) x B, (CH(Q)) - L(CH(90-))

such that for (A, ) € Bs,(C**(Q)) x Bs, (C1%(£2)) we have that

4
YA, 9](Go) = = X, (Til A, 9]0 — (Ti[ A, 9]50)) = (£ o) (6.2)

i=1
where T; are defined in (3.37),(3.38),(3.41) and (3.42).

Remark 6.1. More precisely, the operators T;[A, ] as stated in (3.37),(3.38),(3.41) and (3.42)
are written for the particular case where ¥(n,y) = 0:0(X(n,y),y)). However, we will show
the existence of solutions for a more general class of integral equations, namely for general
functions A and ¢ which satisfied certain regularity and smallness assumptions. We will later
check that for the particular case where ¥(n,y) = 0:0(X(n,y),y)) the required assumptions
are satisfied (cf. Section 7).

Remark 6.2. In a similar manner as we did for the operators Tq,..., T4, we now define an
operator Y acting either in C® or in C'%®. We will not use different symbols for operators
acting in different spaces for the sake of simplicity, (cf. Remark 5.3).

In the first place, we have the following two lemmas

Lemma 6.3. Let My < min{dg, o1} where dg,01 are defined in Assumption 4.1 and Assump-
tion 5.1, respectively. Let M < My and

|Alc2a () + 19l oragay + 1 lo2agon.y < M. (6.3)
Then we have that .
HT[Aaﬂ]Hg(cl,a(aQ,)) <CM. (6.4)

Furthermore, the operator Y[A,9] is Lipschitz in C(02.), i.e. for any A',A® and 9',9?
satisfying (6.3) we have that

|T[AY, 9] - T[A?, 92 |AT - A2 + |9 - 9! (6.5)

e @)

Proof. The proof of (6.4) is a consequence of the estimates (5.4), (5.19), (5.39) and (5.40),

as well as the fact that those estimates are preserved for the averaging operators (-). Notice

that the derivatives of the averaging operators are zero since they are just constant functions.
Indeed, applying those bounds we readily check that

IT[A, 9] £goraqony) < CM (6.6)

]HL(CQ(BQ_)) S C( HCl’a(ﬂ)
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for M < My. To show estimate (6.5), we invoke bounds (5.42), (5.59), (5.70) and (5.71) to
obtain

4
[ TIAT 9] - T[A%, 97 Hg(ca(aﬂ )~ ;H Ti[A%,0%] Hg(ca(an_))

+ZH( i[A1,91]()) = Ti[A2,92]()) | 20 o0y

gc(HAl—M + |92 -t

Hcl,a(g) Hca(ﬂ))

where the action of the operators (T;[Ag,¥¢](-)) for i = 1,...,4 and ¢ = 1,2 acting on the
function jo is given by (T;[Ag,U¢]jo). We also use the fact that the terms (f7jo) cancel
out. O

Lemma 6.4. There erxists My < min{dg, 01} such that for any M < My and A, 9, f~ satisfying
(6.3) the operator (1 - ) is invertible in C1*(0Q_). More precisely, there exists an operator
I[A, 9] = (1= Y[A,9]) " such that

IT: B7(C*%()) x By(C*(Q)) —» L (Ch*(09-)).

Moreover, the operator TI[A, 9] is Lipschitz in CY(02.), i.e. for any A',A% and 9',9?
satisfying (6.3) we have that

|TITAT, 9] - TI[A? C (At -a2

PN c(onony <€ +[o* -0t

(6.7)

Hcl,a(g) Hca(ﬂ)) ’

Proof. Under the hypothesis of Lemma 6.3 we have shown that |Y[A,d]]z(c1.a(90_y) < CcM

for some M sufficiently small. Therefore, the existence of (I - T)fl follows from the classical
Neumann series (cf. [23]). Indeed, we have that

(A0 = (=T[40 = 551" [A. 9] (65)
where n = 0, Y°[A,9] = T is the identity operator. Moreover, for Y[A,9] € £(C*(99-))
and using estimate (6.4) we find that

<1 (6.9)

ccreeay) 1-CM

[A, 7]

ITIA, O] £ cre a0y = 2,

Denoting by A7 = Y?[A, 9], A% = T"[A%,9?] we can find that
AT — AT =AML (A - Ag) + AT (A - Ag) Ag+ ...+ A(A; - Ay) AT, (6.10)

Thus, combining (6.8) and (6.10) we find that

A, 9]~ T[A%,0%] = 3" (<1)" A7 - 3" (-1)" 4
n=0 n=0

= S (D) AT (AL - Ag) + AT (A - Ao) Ao+ ..+ A (A - Ag) A
n=0
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and hence by means of bounds (6.4)-(6.5)we infer that if My is sufficiently small that
HH[Alaﬂl] - H[A2’192]HL(CQ(BQ_)) < HAl - AQHﬁ(Ca(aﬁ_)) Z n(CM)n_l
n=0

<C AL 9 T =T A% 0 p e gon )

<C(]a - a2 + 90?0t

Hcl’a(n) Hca(ﬂ)) '

O

Combining both lemmas we can provide the existence of solutions to the integral equation
(6.1) which reads

Proposition 6.5. Let the hypothesis of Lemma 6.3 hold. Let also f € C>%(Q), g e C*>*(09_)
and G given as in (3.50). Then there exists a solution jo € C1*(90_) to (6.1) given by

jo=T[A, 0] (G- (G)). (6.11)
Furthermore,
liolcreon.y < C (1flczaay * 9l caaon.y) - (6.12)

Proof. The fact that jy as given in (6.11) solves (6.1) is a consequence of the definition of the
operator II[A,¥] in Lemma 6.4. On the other hand, we notice by means of Lemma 5.12 and
estimate (5.76) yields

1G= (& cray < C (I flozast) *+ 19lczag) (6.13)

where G is as in (3.50). This estimate as well as the fact that IT : Bg7(C**(2))xB7(Ch*(22)) -
L(Ch(00-))

loleraqon.y < C (Iflozaqy + I9lczagon.y ) (6.14)
U

7. THE FIXED POINT ARGUMENT

In this section we will provide the fixed point argument, this is, we will define an adequate
operator I' on a subspace of C*%(Q) which has a fixed point b such that B = (0,1) +b is a
solution to (1.1) and (1.7).

We define the operator T' : By (C%%(R2)) - C*%(Q) using several intermediate building
blocks. Given b € By (C**(Q)) we define the flow map associated with the vector field
B = (0,1) + b as the mapping X[b] : By (C?%(Q)) - C%%(92) which satisfies the ordinary
differential equation

0, X[b)(¢.y) = (aEXEn (7.1)
X[b](£,0) = €.

Moreover, we denote by X [b]7(£,y) the inverse function of X [b] in the first variable, namely
X[b](X[b]71(&,y),y) = €. Then we define A : By (C%%(Q)) - C>%(Q) as

A[b](n,y) = X[bl(n,y) —n (7.2)

Actually, in Lemma 7.2 we will show the stronger result Im(A) ¢ Boa(C#%(R2)) for C > 0.
We define also the function © : By (C**(Q)) - C?%(Q) as

O[b)(&,y) = X[b] (&, 9) - & (7.3)
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Finally 9[b] : Byr(C**(Q)) - C1(Q) is given by

0[b](n,y) = 9eO[b](X[b](n,9),y)- (7.4)
Notice that combining (7.3)-(7.4) we can write
I[0)(n,y) = X [} (X[b](n,9),9)) - 1. (7.5)

Moreover, arguing as in Lemma 7.2 we prove that Im() ¢ Boay (CHY(Q)).
Therefore, we now introduce the following operator

U[b] - By (C*(2)) » Bom (C*(Q)) x Bem (CH(92))

defined by W[b] = (A[b],9[b]) and choose M = CM < My. Next, notice that the function
jo € CH(9€_) given by (6.11) solving the integral equation (6.2) can be expressed as the
following composition of operators

jo = H[W[b]](G - (G)). (7.6)
The condition M = CM < M, must be satisfied so that Proposition 6.5 can be applied. To

conclude the construction, we use two additional building blocks. First, for b e B (C%%(Q2))
and jo = H[U[b]](G - (G)), we define

J=Tlb.jo] : Bar(C22()) x C1o(Q) - Ch()
where j is the unique solution to the transport type problem

T[b,jo]:{ ((0,1) +b)-vj =0, in Q

j =jo, on 09)_.
To conclude, the new velocity field W € C%(9) is recovered by means of the div-curl problem
(also known as Biot-Savart operator) given by

W = By[j, f,J]: C*(92) x C**(99) x R - C>*(£2)

where W is the unique solution to

(7.7)

VxW =73 in Q
) div W =0, in
Balj. £, 1] W-n=f, on 02 (7.8)

Jo Wi (0,y) dy = J.

where J = J[f,g,b] is given by

2.J 1 2r 1 4 2 1 2

A Gd—/Ti' dd——/' “(z) d 7.9

Fr= g fy S > [T o) de de o [T @ @) de (79)
(cf. (3.35)) with jo = II[¥[b]](G — (G)). Then, we define I'(b) = W. In particular, the full
operator can be expressed as the following composition of operators

W =T(b) = Bs[T[b, II[¥[b]](G - (G)], £, J[f, 9, b]]. (7.10)
The precise statement of the theorem reads as follows:

Theorem 7.1. Let f € C*%(Q) satisfying (1.6) and g € C>*(0Q_). There exist eg > 0, M =
Mo(L,«) sufficiently small such that if

I fllc2a(0)y + 19l c2a(aa.y < €M, for M < Mo, (7.11)

then T'(By (C%%(Q))) € By (C%%(Q)). Furthermore, the operator T' has a unique fized point
in By (C*%(R)).
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7.1. Preliminary estimates: ODE, transport problem and div-curl problem. Before
showing the proof of Theorem 7.1, let us first show several Lemmas that will be needed to
provide the proof of Theorem 7.1. The first result summarizes general Holder estimates for

A[b] and 9[b].

Lemma 7.2. Let My be sufficiently small and let b e By (C%*(Q)) with M < My. Then, for
A[b],9[b] given in (7.2) and (7.5), we have that A[b] € C**(2) 9¥[b] € CL*(Q) and

|A[]l 2.y <CM, (7.12)
|9[6]] 1.y < CM. (7.13)

Moreover, the operator A[b] and 9[b] are Lipschitz in C1*(Q) and C*(Y) respectively. This
is for any b',b? € By (C%%(Q))

HA[bl] - A[bQ]HCI,a(Q) <C Hbl - bQHCLQ(Q) ’ (
[906"] = 910" o ) < C 107 - 87

7.14)

| e ey - (7.15)
Proof. The proof of Lemma 7.2 is the standard argument used to compute the dependence
of the solutions for an ODE in their parameters. More precisely, the main idea of the proof is
to control incremental quotients of the form w for h > 0, as well as terms quotients
lf(x)-f (W)
BT
Lemma 7.2 but estimating only the C** Holder norm have been shown in [2, Lemma 3.7].

Moreover, the proof of (7.14), (7.15) is obtained computing the differences of the solutions of
the differential equations which define A, ¥ (cf. (7.2), (7.5) and (7.1)) with b =b! and b = b°.
O

of the form using Gronwall type arguments. A bound similar to (7.12), (7.13) in

The next results deals with Holder estimates for solutions to the hyperbolic transport type
problem (7.7). For a proof of this result we refer the reader to [2, Proposition 3.8], where a
more general result is shown.

Proposition 7.3. Let My be sufficiently small. Then for every M < Mgy, b e By (C*%(Q))
and jo € CH (9., there exists a unique j € C1(Q) solving

(Bo+b)-Vj=0inQ,

j=27jo on O0_. (7.16)

i) |
Moreover, there exists a constant C' = C(a, L) >0 such that the following estimate holds

lilcray < Cliolleraaa.y - (7.17)

Furthermore, let ji,jo € CY(Q) be two different solutions to (7.16) with b given by b',b? €
B (C%%()) respectively. Then

13" =31 oy < € (196 = 88l oy * 198l ooy [V = V2] coqay) (7.18)
where C' = C(a, L) > 0.

To conclude let us also recall the following result regarding Holder estimate for the div-curl
problem, cf. [2, Proposition 3.11] for a detailed proof.
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Proposition 7.4. For every J € R, j € CY%(Q) and f € C?**(0Q) satisfying (1.6), there
exists a unique solution W e C*%(Q) solving

VxW=34, in§

. | divW =0, inQ

Bsls £,71: Wen=f ondQ
JoW -ndS=J.

(7.19)

where the curve C = {(0,y),y € [0,L]}. Moreover, the solution satisfies the inequality

[Wlezagay < C (Il cray + 1 flezagony + 1), (7.20)
where C'=C(L,a) > 0.

7.2. Proof of Theorem 7.1. First, we show that the operator I' maps b € By (C*%(Q))
into itself and second, that the operator I' is a contraction mapping in the lower order norm
C1(Q). By combining both ingredients, we can invoke Banach fixed point theorem to infer
that the operator I' has a unique fixed point in By (C*%(Q)). Let us start with the former
assertion. By means of (7.10) we find that for b € By (C*%(Q))

D) c2.a 0y = | BT, IE[B]NGE = (G)], £, I 2o e
<C (1700, IR []N(G ~ (G| .y + [ oy + 1)
< C (IT@ ]G = (G)]l oty + | Fllzaqany *+ 1)

where in the first inequality we have used (7.20) in Proposition 7.4 and in the latter we invoked
(7.18) in Proposition 7.3. On the other hand, recall that by definition ¥[b] = (A[b],J[b]).
Hence, combining inequalities (7.12)-(7.13) in Lemma 7.2 and estimate (6.12) in Proposition
6.5 we have that

LW [BIN(G ~ (G)l ey < C (IF ez + 9l coqon ) ) -

Moreover, we can show using the expression of J given in (7.9) and the previous estimates
(5.4), (5.19), (5.39), (5.40) and (6.12) that

71 C (I lo2e@y + 9l czean ) (7.21)
Thus, we readily check that
IT®) 20y < C (I lc2aa + 19l c2oon.)) < CeoM (7.22)

where in the second inequality we have used the smallness assumption (7.11). Choosing
€ = %, we obtain that T'(By(C*%(Q))) ¢ By (C%%(Q)).

We now claim that the By (C%%(€Q)) endowed with the topology C'% is a complete metric
space which we will denote by (Bar(C**(2)), || 1. ). In order to show this it is sufficient
to check that By (C*%(Q)) is a closed subset of C1%(Q), (cf. [2, Proof of Lemma 3.12]).

Moreover, we also claim that

L (Bu(C* (), [ cre) = (Bar(C*(Q)), |l cre)

is a contraction mapping. To this end, we have to show that for b',b? € By (C?*%(Q)), we

need to estimate the difference HI‘(bl) -T'(b?) HCLQ(Q)' To that purpose, using the expression
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of the full operator given in (7.10) and noticing that the Biot-Savart operator defined in (7.8)
is a linear operator, we obtain by means of Proposition 7.4 that

[P = DO 1.0 = |BSLTT0 TR [D1(G ~ (GD)], £, 1] = BT TG ~ (D], £, 7] e

<C (70! IR 1(6 - (6)) - TI0* TP (B ]G = () 1.0 gy ) + [T = 7]
(7.23)

where J* is given by (7.9) with jo = II[¥[6*]](G - (G)) for £ = 1,2. To deal with the transport
type operator T given in (7.7), we invoke inequality (7.18) in Proposition 7.3 to find that

|7 [6" T b 11(G ~ (G)) = T[%, I[P [6*]1(G = {G)) | e

[HH W16 = (6)) =TI TTIG = (6D ooy

+ [IE[BII(6 = (G .oy 01 = B2l ]

On other hand by means of (6.7) in Lemma 6.4 and recalling that W[b'] = (A[b'],9[b']) we
arrive at

[T [611(G - {G)) - T [6*11(G = (G e o
<CO([A = A oy + 19”9 pagey) 16 = (GD lemaay  (7:24)
and

hndes <C.

]] "E(Cl,a(ag_))
Hence, combining both estimates with the fact that

[Gllra(sty + (G craqsy < C(Hchw(SI) + ||9||c27a(sl)) <CeM
and using (7.11) we find that

[T TG - (6)) = T(H TR [B])(G = {6))] 1 g < CEOM[ A~ 4] e

|
(7.25)

On the other hand using equation (7.9) and noticing that the first term on the right hand
side of (7.9) cancels out we infer that

e S [T ) - T )] de
Tiz1
vom [T - @) @) de
2w Jo Jo Jo
< CeoM[ |AL - AQHCLa(Q) + |0* - 191"0&(9) + b1 = b2 o1.0 ()

where we have argued as in the derivation of (7.25) and using that j§ = I[W[b*]](G - (G))
with £=1,2.
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Combining the later estimate with (7.23), (7.25) and making use of the estimates (7.14)-
(7.15) in Lemma 7.2 we conclude

ety - P(bz)ch(m < CeoM [|b1 = b2 cra oy < B01 = b2 ey (7.26)
where [ is strictly less than one for ¢ = ﬁ Therefore,

L (Bu(C** (), [ cr.a) = (Bar(C**()), |l cre)

is a contraction mapping for M < My. Invoking Banach fixed point theorem we find that I'
admits a unique fixed point b € By (C*%(2)) and thus I'(b) = b, which concludes the proof.

8. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

Take €y > 0 and My = My(L,«) be the constants defined in Theorem 7.1. Let also M < M.
Then, Theorem 7.1 implies that I' has a unique fixed point b € By (C%%(Q)). We claim that
if b e By (C**(Q)) is a fixed point operator of ' then B = (0,1) +b is the velocity field which
is a solution (B,p) € C**(Q) x C**(Q) to (1.1) satisfying the boundary conditions

B-n=1+fon 0, B-7=gon JdQ_.

On the one hand, assuming that b € By (C*%(Q)) is a fixed point operator of T' it is straight-
forward to check by construction (see that b solves (7.8)) that

V-B=V-b=0,inQ, B-n=1+b-n=1+f, on 0L
On the other hand, since b is a fixed point of of I' we find that
VxB=Vxb=VxI'(b)=j

where in the last equality we have use the first equation in (7.8) where j solves the transport
system (7.7). Thus,
OZ(B.v)j:vx[ij], in

and jo as in (7.6). Then we can define a uni-valued function p in © given by means of

p@)= [ [ixB)w) dy (8.1

where the integral on the right hand side is the line integration computed along any curve
connecting 0 = (0,0) and @ € Q. In order to check that p is a uni-valued function on €, we
only need to show that (3.32) holds or equivalently that (3.33) is satisfied. However, this
follows because J has been chosen as in (7.9) (cf. (3.35)).

Finally, since B € C>%(Q) and j € C1%(Q) it follows from (8.1) that p e C?%(Q) and

jxB=Vp, in
holds. Therefore, (B,p) € C*%(2) x C*%(£2) solves (1.1).

8.1. Checking the tangential boundary value condition. To conclude the proof of
Theorem 1.1, it is only left to show that B-7 =g, on 9€2_. To that purpose, let us first show
some consequences of the a priori estimates in Section 4.

Corollary 8.1. Let jo € CY*(9Q_). Then, fori=1,...,4 the operators
TN jo(2) = T ETijo () : CH(09-) - C**(99-) (8.2)

are well defined operators. Furthermore, they can be expressed as the perturbation of convo-
lution operators given in (3.28).
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Proof. By means of Proposition 5.4, Proposition 5.5 and Proposition 5.6 we have that for
jo € CH*(9€_) the operators T;jy are well defined and T;jo € CL*(9.), i =1,...,4. On the
other hand, for jo € C1%(9Q.), the operator 75" “jy given as in (3.48) is well defined and
TN jo e C2*(9Q-). Thus combining both facts yields that

TNE = 7 NET ol (00) - CP(090.), i=1,...,4.

We now show that we can express 7, Zjo(z) as the convolution operators given in (3.28),

for i = 1,...,4. We will just provide the proof for i = 1, since the cases i = 2,3,4 are very
similar. Recalling that the T; is understood as the limit operator (3.37)
. 1. . . .
Tujo(w) = —5= lim [ @1c(@—nm)jo(n) dy= lim T jo(w) (83)
27 e~0* Js! e—0*

we have that
75 " Tajo=T5" " lim T cjo(x).

By means of Proposition 5.4, we have shown the uniform estimate
HTLEjO HCl,a(aQ_) < C7 and Eli%l Tl,st(x) = leo(.%') (84)

Therefore, by the Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem and the fact that ’TON L has an
integrable kernel, we conclude that

T Jim Ty cjo(x) = elir(%(%NLTl,ejo)(m) (8.5)
Using the formal Fourier computations in Section 3.2, we have that for ¢ > 0

T Taco(@) = [ GG = nmwo(n)d

where

n=oo L
GV E(x,m) = e f e""'y[ dy. 8.6
" n;oo ¢ 1+9:0(X(n,9),y) (50
Computing the summation in n, in a similar fashion in (5.7) we find that
(91 ()] < Clog(fz] + €) < Clog(Jz])

and hence by Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem we conclude that

lim | G (@ =m,mwo(n)dn = | Tim G (w =0, m)wo (n)dn. (8.7)

e—~0*

Moreover lim_,+ Q{YEL(QJ, n) - GNL(x,n), Ve #0. Therefore, combining the previous compu-
tations we obtain that

T wo(a) = TV Trwo(e) = [ G (a =m.nio(n) dn (538)

which shows the desired asserted expression as in (3.28). O
The following lemma gives the tangential velocity in terms of the Biot-Savart system (7.19).

Lemma 8.2. Let b e C*%(Q), X1 € C*%(Q), f e C**(0N) and jo € CL*(0Q_) satisfy the
following system
Vxb=jo(X(2,y)), inQ
divb=0, in Q
b-n=f, on o

S 61(0,y) dy = J.

(8.9)

with J as in (7.9) (cf. (3.35)).
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Then, we have that
J L NL ISPy
(b-7)(x,0) = o +Z(x) + %76 jo(z) + o 27; Jo(x)
i=1
with

N ey — L ey L) e
205 % (PO aios T o)

Proof. Arguing as in Subsection 3.1, we have that since b solves (8.9) there exists a stream
function v such that
A = jo(X M (z,y)), in ©
w(z, L) =—J+f (f(€.L)-A) d€, zeR (8.10)
U(0) = [T(fE0)-A) e weR

for A= [, o, J dS = Joq_ [ dS. Moreover, using the fundamental solution ®(x,y) solving the
problem

® =0, on 0.
we can readily check (cf. Subsection 3.1) that the normal derivative at y = 0 is given by
1 "X sinh(n(L - ;
) <I>(x 0 yO) - Sin (TL( yO))eznm
21 5=,  sinh(nlL)
Computing an homogeneous solution and imposing the boundary value conditions using
Fourier techniques as in (2.14) in Section 2 we conclude that
sinh(n(L - yg
L —00)) inte-9 o (1 (6, yo)) d (8.12)

9y (,0) = __+Z(x)__ / Yo f —~o  sinh(nL)

where Z(z) as in (2.16). Since f € C2’°‘(BQ), it is straightforward to check that boundary
condition term Z(xz) is well defined. On the other hand, invoking Corollary 8.1 we have that
for jo € CH*(9€_) the operators

TN jo(x) = T Tijo(x) : CH(00-) » C**(09-)

are well defined operators and can be expressed as the convolution operators given in (3.28).
Hence, by recalling the definition (3.26) we infer that

{ A®(z,y) = 0(z)d(y - yo), in Q, (8.11)

00

4
TV jo(w) = T Fjo(x) + D TN o (2)

i=1
it admit the representation formula

1
TN jo(z) = 5 s gNL(CU -n,1)jo(n) dn,

where
K inz _ Lsinh(n(L -y)) - A(n,9)
G @m = ¥ en(me™ an(n) = /o sinh(nL) (1 +656(X(n Y), y))

where A(n,y) = X(1,y) —n € C*¥(Q) and X7 1(¢&,y) = £+ O(&,y) = n. Unraveling notation
(cf. computations (3.8)-(3.17)), it is easy to check that

n=00o

TNLJO(:U)——— f ayo |, P Sln};l(:}ffn];im)) @0 jo(X (€ o)) dE (8.13)




BOUNDARY VALUE PROBLEM FOR TWO-DIMENSIONAL STEADY FLUIDS 61

is a well defined operator. Therefore, combining (8.12)-(8.13) and noticing that _g_¢ =b-T
Y

on Jf)_ provides our claim.
Corollary 8.3. We have that B-7 =g on 02_.

Proof. Applying Lemma 8.2 and noticing that by construction jy(z) solves

. 1 ‘ ~J
T jo(2) =~ | G"" (@ ~nmjo(n) dy=F++ (8.14)
2m Jst L
where §(z) = —g(z) - Z(x) we conclude that B-7=b-7 =g on 0f)_. O
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