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Abstract

This study deals with asymptotic models for the propagation of one-dimensional internal
waves at the interface between two layers of immiscible fluids of different densities, under the
rigid lid assumption and with a flat bottom. We present a new Green-Naghdi type model in
the Camassa-Holm (or medium amplitude) regime. This model is fully justified, in the sense
that it is consistent, well-posed, and that its solutions remain close to exact solutions of the full
Euler system with corresponding initial data. Moreover, our system allows to fully justify any
well-posed and consistent lower order model; and in particular the so-called Constantin-Lannes
approximation, which extends the classical Korteweg-de Vries equation in the Camassa-Holm
regime.

1 Introduction

1.1 Presentation of the problem

In the present paper, we study the propagation of internal waves in a two-fluid system, which
consists in two layers of immiscible fluids of different densities, under the only influence of gravity.
The domain of the two layers is infinite in the horizontal space variable (assumed to be of dimension
d = 1) and delimited above by a flat, rigid lid, a below by a flat bottom. Moreover, we assume that
the fluids are homogeneous, ideal, incompressible and irrotational. We let the reader refer to [23],
and references therein, for a good overview of the ins and outs concerning density-stratified fluids
in oceanography, and the relevance of our setup as a model for such system.

The governing equations describing the evolution of the flow under the aforementioned configu-
ration may be reduced to a system of two evolution equations located at the interface between the
two layers (following a strategy initiated in the water-wave configuration in [15/[40], and achieved in
the bi-fluidic case in [7]), named full Fuler system. However, the study of this system is extremely
challenging. In particular, the well-posedness of the Cauchy problem has been answered satisfac-
torily (that is, with an existence of solutions on a time scale consistent with physical observations)
only recently; see [29].

Under these circumstances, a great deal of interests has been drawn to asymptotic models, in
order to predict accurately the main behavior of the system, provided some parameters describing
the domain and nature of the flow are small. Parameters of interests include
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where a is the maximal vertical deformation of the interface with respect to its rest position; A is a
characteristic horizontal length; d; (resp. ds) is the depth of the upper (resp. lower) layer; and p;
(resp. p2) is the density of the upper (resp. lower) layer, g the gravitational acceleration and o the
interfacial tension coefficient. Mathematically speaking, 1 and € measure respectively the amount
of dispersion and nonlinearity which will contribute to the evolution of internal waves, and Bo~!
(the Bond number) expresses the ratio of surface tension forces to gravitational forces. It would be
quite tedious to make an attempt at acknowledging every work on this aspect, but let us introduce
some earlier results directly related to the present paper.

Shallow water (4 < 1) asymptotic models for uni-dimensional internal waves have been de-
rived and studied in the pioneer works of [311|32,/34]. More recently, Choi and Camassa developed
models with weakly (e = O(u)) and strongly (e ~ 1) nonlinear terms, respectively in [10,/11] with
horizontal dimension d = 2. They obtain bi-fluidic extensions of the classical shallow water (or
Saint-Venant [16]), Boussinesq [8,/9] and Green-Naghdi [21}/37] models. Similar systems have been
derived in [35] (with the additional assumption of v ~ 1) and in [14] (using a different approach, i.e.
making use of the Hamiltonian structure of the full Euler equations). However, the aforementioned
results are limited to the formal level. Let us mention now the work of Bona, Lannes and Saut [7]
who, following a strategy initiated in [4L/5] in the water-wave setting (one layer of fluid, with free
surface), derived a large class of models for different regimes, under the rigid-lid assumption, ne-
glecting surface tension effects and with flat bottom (see also [2] where a topography and surface
tension is added to the system, and [17] where the rigid-lid assumption is removed). The models
derived in these papers are systematically justified by a consistency result: roughly speaking, suffi-
ciently smooth solutions of the full Euler system satisfy the equations of the asymptotic model, up
to a small remainder.

Yet the consistency is only one of the properties that an asymptotic model shall satisfy, for its
validity to be ascertained. Indeed, it leaves two important questions unanswered: for a large class
of initial data (typically bounded in suitable Sobolev spaces)

1. (well-posedness) do the full Euler system, as well as the asymptotic model, define a unique
solution on a relevant time scale?

2. (convergence) is the difference between these two solutions small over the relevant time scale?

As mentioned earlier, Lannes has recently proved [29] that the Cauchy problem for bi-fluidic full
Euler system is well-posed in Sobolev spaces, in the presence of a small amount of surface tension.
Thus the full justification of a consistent system of equation as an asymptotic model, in the sense
described above, follows from its well-posedness and a stability result; see |27, Appendix C] for a
detailed discussion and state of the art in the water-wave setting.

A striking discrepancy between the water-wave and the bi-fluidic setting is that in the latter,
large amplitude internal waves are known to generate Kelvin-Helmholtz instabilities, so that sur-
face tension is necessary in order to regularize the flow. A crucial contribution of [29] consists
in asserting that “the Kelvin-Helmholtz instabilities appear above a frequency threshold for which
surface tension is relevant, while the main (observable) part of the wave involves low frequencies
located below this frequency threshold”. It is therefore expected that the surface tension does not
play an essential role in the dominant evolution of the flow, especially in the shallow water regime.
This intuition is confirmed by the fact that well-posedness and stability results have been proved
for the bi-fluidic shallow-water system [22], and a class of Boussinesg-type systems [18], without
surface tension and under reasonable assumptions on the flow (typically, the shear velocity must
be sufficiently small). However, the original bi-fluidic Green-Naghdi model is known to be uncon-
ditionally ill-posed [30], which has led to various propositions in order to overcome this difficulty;
see [3,[13] and references therein. Let us recall here that Green-Naghdi models consist in higher
order extensions of the shallow water equation, thus are consistent with precision O(u?) instead
of O(u), and allow strong nonlinearities (whereas Boussinesq models are limited to the long wave
regime: € = O(u)). Finally, we mention the work of Xu [39], which studies and rigorously justifies
the so-called intermediate long wave system, obtained in a regime similar to ours: e ~ /u, but
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In this work, we present a new Green-Naghdi type model in the Camassa-Holm (or medium
amplitude) regime, e = O(\/p), for the propagation of internal waves. More precisely, the regime
of validity of our model is, with fixed pmax, M, o1 Omax < 0O:

0 < M < Hmax;, 0 <e< mln(M\/ﬁ,l), 6min < o < 5maxa 0 < 7 < 1.

Our model is fully justified: we prove that the full Euler system is consistent with our model, and
that our system is well-posed (in the sense of Hadamard) in Sobolev spaces, and stable with respect
to perturbations of the equations. These results hold identically without or with (small) surface
tension.

Let us emphasize that in addition to its relevance as an asymptotic model, our system offers
an important tool for the justification of other models. Indeed, it suffices to check that a given
approximate solution solves our system up to a small remainder, to ensure that it is truly close to
the solution of our new model, and therefore to the corresponding solution of the full Euler system.

Such strategy has been used in particular in [6] in order to rigorously justify the historical
Korteweg-de Vries equation as a model for the propagation of surface wave in the long wave regime
(with a Boussinesq model as the intermediary system); and this result has been extended to the
bi-fluidic case in [18]. Higher order models in the Camassa-Holm regime have been introduced and
justified in the sense of consistency in [12] in the water-wave case, and in |19] in the bi-fluidic case.
We are therefore able to fully justify the latter model, in the sense described above.

1.2 Organization of the paper

The paper is organized as follows.

Section 2: The full Euler system.

Section 3: Main results.

Section 4: Construction of our model.

Section 5: Preliminary results.

Section 6: Linear analysis.

Section 7: Proof of existence, stability and convergence.
Section 8: Full justification of asymptotic models.

Appendiz A: Product and commutator estimates in Sobolev spaces.

We start by introducing in Section 2 the non-dimensionalized full Euler system, describing the
evolution of the two-fluid system we consider.

In Section 3, we present our new model, and we announce the main results of this paper.

This asymptotic model is precisely derived and motivated in Section 4.

Sections 5 and 6 contain the necessary ingredients for the proof of our results, which are completed
in Section 7.

In Section 8, we explain how our system allows us to justify any well-posed and consistent lower
order model.

Finally the title of Appendix A is self-explanatory.

We conclude this section with an inventory of the notations used throughout the present paper.

Notations In the following, Cy denotes any nonnegative constant whose exact expression is of no
importance. The notation a < b means that a < Cy b.

We denote by C(A, A\2,...) a nonnegative constant depending on the parameters A\, Ag,...and
whose dependence on the A; is always assumed to be nondecreasing.

We use the condensed notation
As = Bs + <Cs>

§>s7
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to express that A; = B, if s <sand As = B; + Cs if s > s.
Let p be any constant with 1 < p < co and denote L? = LP(R) the space of all Lebesgue-measurable
functions f with the standard norm

|flee = (/R|f(x)\pdx)1/p < 00.

The real inner product of any functions f; and fo in the Hilbert space L?(R) is denoted by

(fl’f2):/Rf1(x)f2(x)dx.

The space L>° = L°(R) consists of all essentially bounded, Lebesgue-measurable functions f with
the norm
| Lo = esssup |f(z)| < oco.

We denote by WH(R) = {f, s.t. f,0,f € L°(R)} endowed with its canonical norm.
For any real constant s > 0, H® = H*(R) denotes the Sobolev space of all tempered distributions
f with the norm | f|zs = |A®f|z2 < 0o, where A is the pseudo-differential operator A = (1 —92)'/2.
For a given i > 0, we denote by H;t!(R) the space H*™'(R) endowed with the norm

F |

2 2
et =1 e+ 1l e -

For any functions v = u(t,z) and v(t,z) defined on [0,7) x R with T" > 0, we denote the inner
product, the LP-norm and especially the L?-norm, as well as the Sobolev norm, with respect to the
spatial variable z, by (u,v) = (u(t,-),v(t,-)), |ulpe = |u(t,)|rr, |u|rz = Ju(t, )|r2 , and |u|g= =
|u(t, )| m=, respectively.

We denote L*>([0,T"); H*(R)) the space of functions such that u(t,-) is controlled in H?®, uniformly
for t € [0,T):

= esssup |u(t, )|gs < o0.

HUHL"“([O,T);HS(R)) te[0,T)

Finally, C*(R) denote the space of k-times continuously differentiable functions.

For any closed operator T' defined on a Banach space X of functions, the commutator [T, f] is
defined by [T, flg = T(fg) — fT(g) with f, g and fg belonging to the domain of 7. The same
notation is used for f an operator mapping the domain of T into itself.

2 The full Euler system

We recall that the system we study consists in two layers of immiscible, homogeneous, ideal, in-
compressible fluids only under the influence of gravity (see Figure [1). We restrict ourselves to
the two-dimensional case, i.e. the horizontal dimension d = 1. The derivation of the governing
equations of such a system is not new. We briefly recall it below, and refer to [2,[7,|19] for more
details.

We assume that the interface is given as the graph of a function ((¢,z) which expresses the
deviation from its rest position (z,0) at the spatial coordinate = and at time ¢. The bottom and
surface are assumed to be rigid and flat. Therefore, at each time ¢ > 0, the domains of the upper
and lower fluid (denoted, respectively, Q} and %), are given by

O = {(z,2) eRxR, ((t,x) < z < dy },
Q= {(z,2) eERxR, —dy < z < ((t,2) }.

We assume that the two domains are strictly connected, that is there exists h > 0 such that
dy —C(t,z) >h >0, and dy+((t,x)>h>0.

We denote by (p1,v1) and (p2, ve) the mass density and velocity fields of, respectively, the upper
and the lower fluid. The two fluids are assumed to be homogeneous and incompressible, so that the
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di
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Figure 1: Sketch of the domain and governing equations

mass densities p1, p2 are constant, and the velocity fields v, vy are divergence free. As we assume
the flows to be irrotational, one can express the velocity field as gradients of a potential: v, = V¢;
(i = 1,2), and the velocity potentials satisfy Laplace’s equation

B¢ + 029 = 0.

The fluids being ideal, they satisfy the Euler equations. Integrating the momentum equation
yields the so-called Bernoulli equation, written in terms of the velocity potentials:

1 P
O i + ilvx,z@l? = e in Q (i

(3

1,2),

where P denotes the pressure inside the fluids.

From the assumption that no fluid particle crosses the surface, the bottom or the interface, one
deduces kinematic boundary conditions, and the set of equations is closed by the continuity of the
stress tensor at the interface, which reads

[P(t,z)] = lim

e—0

Uk;({(t,x)),

(P(t,x,((t,x)—i—e) - P(t,x,C(t,x)—s))

where k(C) = —(%(ﬁ

(or interfacial) tension coefficient.
Altogether, the governing equations of our problem are given by the following

6;,;() denotes the mean curvature of the interface and o the surface

D2pi + 024 = 0 in Qf, i=1,2,
8t¢z+%|vx,z¢z|2:_£_gz in 927 i:1727
(2.1) 0,01 = 0 on Ty ={(z,2),z =d1 },
. (9tC =V 1+ |8m<|2an¢1 =V 1+ |am<|28n¢2 onl' = (.’E, Z)v z = C(ta (E)},
0.2 = 0 on Ty ={(z,2),2 = —da},
[Pt z)] = ok(C) onT,

where n denotes the unit upward normal vector at the interface.

The next step consists in nondimensionalizing the system. Thanks to an appropriate scaling, the
two-layer full Euler system (2.1) can be written in dimensionless form. The study of the linearized
system (see for example), which can be solved explicitly, leads to a well-adapted rescaling.

Let a be the maximum amplitude of the deformation of the interface. We denote by A a
characteristic horizontal length, say the wavelength of the interface. Then the typical velocity of
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small propagating internal waves (or wave celerity) is given by

(p2 - Pl)dldz

o = )
0 p2di + pida

Consequently, we introduce the dimensionless Variablesﬂ

. z - x 7 o,
zZ = — = - = —
dy’ A A
the dimensionless unknowns
7o~ C(t,l’) T /7 ~ ~ dl .
t = i, T, = —¢ilt,x, = 132 ’
(Ga) = S22, 4dan = Jhalta) (=12
as well as five dimensionless parameters
d? d — p1)d?
—&, ezﬂ, L= 65—1, b0:7g('02 /)1)1.
P2 dy A2 dy o

Remark 2.1. We use here bo = uBo instead of the classical Bond number, Bo, which measures
the ratio of gravity forces over capillary forces. As we assume later on that bo is bounded from
below, this amounts to the assumption Bo™ " = O(u).

We conclude by remarking that the system can be reduced into two evolution equations coupling
Zakharov’s canonical variables [15,/40], namely (withdrawing the tildes for the sake of readability)
the deformation of the free interface from its rest position, ¢, and the trace of the dimensionless
upper potential at the interface, ¥, defined as follows:

¢ = ¢1(t7 z, C(ta (E))
Indeed, ¢; and ¢ are uniquely deduced from (¢, %) as solutions of the following Laplace’s problems:

(po2 + 02) ¢1=0 in Y ={(z,2) eR?, &(z) <z<1},

(2.2) 0.01 =0 on Iy = {(z,2) € R?, z =1},
o1 =1 onT' = {(z,2) € R?, z=e(},
(pd2 + 02) ¢2=0 inQ={(r,2)eR? —} <z<e}
(23) an¢2 = an(bl on F,
az(b2:0 on FbE{<x’z) ERQ’ Z:—%}

More precisely, we define the so-called Dirichlet-Neumann operators.

Definition 2.2 (Dirichlet-Neumann operators). Let ¢ € Ho+1(R), tg > 1/2, such that there exists
h>0withhy = 1—e(>h>0andhy = ++€e(>h>0, and let ¢ € L} (R), 0,0 € H'/?(R).
Then we define

G = G“[GCW) = V1+ /1|€8x<|2(8n¢1) |z:e(j = —11€(0,()(0201) |z:e(j +(0:¢1) ‘z:eC )
Hi = Hmé[edql) = 0Oy (¢2 |e=ec ) = (0262) |2=e¢c +€(020)(0202) 2= »

where ¢1 and ¢o are uniquely defined (up to a constant for ¢o) as the solutions in H*(R) of the

Laplace’s problems ([2.2)—(2.3)).

1We choose d; as the reference vertical length. This choice is harmless as we assume in the following that the two
layers of fluid have comparable depth: the depth ratio 6 do not approach zero or infinity.

2Such assumption is very natural in the context of internal gravity waves in the ocean. For example, using the
values of the experiment of Koop and Butler [26] and a typical surface tension coefficient o = 0.005N.m ™! as in [29],
one has

o 0.005

~ ~ —4
e — S A 18T x 1074
9(p2 — p1)d? 9.81(1 563 — 998) x 0.06948

bo~ ! =
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The existence and uniqueness of a solution to (2.2)—(2.3)), and therefore the well-posedness of
the Dirichlet-Neumann operators follow from classical arguments detailed, for example, in [27].

Using the above definition, and after straightforward computations, one can rewrite the nondi-
mensionalized version of (2.1]) as a simple system of two coupled evolution equations, namely

¢ — arp = o,
1

(2.4) o, (H%% - yaxw) + (7 +6)d.C + gam (IH""W)I2 - vlamlz)

— 6
nedz N bo eI ’

where we denote

(LG + (0, HM)* — (LG + €(0,0) (0:0))°
201+ pled, () '

We will refer to (2.4) as the full Fuler system, and solutions of this system will be exact solutions
of our problem.

NI =

3 Main results

We now present our new Green-Naghdi type model, that we fully justify as an asymptotic model for
the full Euler system , for a set of dimensionless parameters limited to the so-called Camassa-
Holm regime, that we describe precisely below.

Let us introduce first the so-called shallow water regime for two layers of comparable depths:

(3].) PSW = {(/J,G,(S,'Y,bo): 0 < 1% < Hmax, 0 <e< ]-7 d€ (5min75max)v

0 < 7 < 1, bogy <bo< oo |,

with given 0 < pmax, 5m11n, Omaxs bomln < 0o. The two additional key restrictions for the validity of
our model define the Camassa-Holm regime:

1476 1
.2 = 4,7, b : < M d = — >
(3 ) 7DCH {(luvev s O) € 7)SVV € = \//7’ an v 3(5(’Y+(S) bo = o }a

with given 0 < M, v, ! < 00. We denote for convenience
_ - -1 _ —1
Mgw = max {Mmax,(Smm,émax,bomin }, Mcy = max {MSW7 M, v, }

Our new system is:

hihy
0 Op | ————— = 0,
ot <h1 +7h2v)

(3.3)
T[eC] (0:0 + €sv0,0) + (v + §)q1(eC)DxC

+501(eQ)s (eirie ol — sJoP) = —pe 302 ((0:0)2),

where hy =1 — €( (resp. he = 6 + €¢) denotes the depth of the upper (resp. lower) fluid, and o is
the shear mean velocitif’] defined by

1 . hihe

3% is equivalently defined as v = 4o — 41 where @1, 42 are the mean velocities integrated across the vertical layer

in each fluid: @ (¢,z) = ﬁ fe((t 2) 0z81(t, 2, 2) dz and Us(t, x) = feC(t ) Ozpa2(t,x, z) dz.

hz(t z)
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The operator ¥ is as follows:

(3.5) TV = a(eQV — wde(aa(e00:V),

with ¢;(X) = 14 & X (i = 1,2) and v, k1, ka,< are constants displayed in (4.8), (4.9) and (4.12]),
later on.

This model is fully justified by the following results:

Theorem 3.1 (Consistency). For p = (u,¢€,d,7,bo) € Psw, let UP = (¢, 9P) be a family of
solutions of the full Euler system (2.4) such that there exists Co, T > 0 with

< 007

+lae| petometd <

+[|0z4" | 112047

HcpH[,oo([o’T);HsJr L ([0,T); HS+2) Loo([0,T);H® +5

for any s > so +1/2, so > 1/2, and uniformly with respect to p € Psw. Moreover, assume

(H1) Jhor > 0 such that hy = 1—e(P> hgy > 0, hy = % +eC®> hoy > 0.

Define v° as in . Then (CP,vP) satisfies , up to a remainder R, bounded by
||RHL°°([0,T);HS) < (4 + pe) Oy,

with Cp = C(Msw, hall, Co), uniformly with respect to the parameters p € Psw.

For parameters in the Camassa-Holm regime (3.2), our system is well-posed (in the sense of
Hadamard) in the energy space X* = H*(R) x H*t!(R), endowed with the norm

= (¢v)" € X (U = [Cl3e + [v]3e + ulduv[Fs,
provided the following ellipticity condition (for the operator ¥) holds:

(H2) Jhg2 > 0 such that inﬂf{(l +€ekal) > hoa > 0; infR(l +ek1C) > hga > 0.
xre fAS

Theorem 3.2 (Existence and uniqueness). Let p = (u,€,8,7,bo) € Pen and s > so+1, s9 > 1/2,
and assume Uy = (CO,UO)T € X°® satisfies ,. Then there exists a mazimal time Tiax > 0,
uniformly bounded from below with respect to p € Pcu, such that the system of equations (3.3)
admits a unique solution U = ((,v)T € C°([0, Timax); X*) N CH([0, Timax); X*~1) with the initial
value (¢, v)[i=0 = (Co,v0) and preserving the conditions (HI),([H2) (with different lower bounds)
for any t € [0, Tinax)-

Moreover, there exists T, Co, A = C(MCH,hall,hazl, U0|XS), independent of p € Pcu, such
that Tmax > T/€ and one has the energy estimate
T . . ext
Vost<—. U@y + [0 )] 5. < Coe

If Thax < 00, one has
|U(t,)|xs —> 00 as t — Tmax,

or one of the two conditions (H1|),(H2|) ceases to be true ast — Tax-

Theorem 3.3 (Stability). Let (u,€,d,7,bo) € Pcu and s > so+1 with so > 1/2, and assume Up 1 =
(Co1,v01)" € X° and Ups = (Co2,v02) " € X5+ satisfies (HI . Denote U; the solution
to (3-3) with Uj |t=o = Uo,j.Then there exists T~',\,Co = C’(MCH,h01  hoo s |Uo 1|Xs, Uo,2|xs+1)
such that

T
vt € [0, z], |(Ur — Uz)( . < CoeM|Uro — Uaol .-

to)lx

Finally, the following “convergence result” states that the solutions of our system approach the
solutions of the full Euler system, with the accuracy predicted by Theorem
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Theorem 3.4 (Convergence). Let p = (u,€,0,7v,bo) € Peu and s > sg + 1 with s > 1/2, and
U= (¢°¢°) T € H**N N sufficiently large, satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem 5 in [QQEL as well
as (H1)),(H2). Then there exists C,T > 0, independent of p, such that

e There exists a unique solution U = (¢,v) " to the full Euler system , defined on [0, T
and with initial data (C°,4°)" (provided by Theorem 5 in [29]);

e There erists a unique solution Uy, = (Cayvq) " to our new model (3.3), defined on [0,T] and
with initial data (C°,v°) T (provided by Theorem ;

o With v = v[(, ], defined as in (3.4),0ne has

VE0,T] [(60) ~ (Cart)| e oy < C .

Remark 3.5. The above proposition is valid for time interval t € [0,T/e] with T bounded from
below, independently of p € Pcu, provided that a stronger criterion is satisfied by the initial data;
see criterion (5.5) and Theorem 6 in [29].

Remark 3.6. We would like to emphasize here that, contrarily to the full Fuler system, our model is
well-posed even in the absence of surface tension (the only modification consists in setting bot=0
in the constants v, k1, ka,s). Thus the subtle regularizing effect of surface tension highlighted by
Lannes in [29] does not play a role in our model.

We conclude this section by asserting that our new model allows to fully justify any well-posed
asymptotic model, consistent with our model (3.3)) in the Camassa-Holm regime.

Proposition 3.7. Consider (S) a system of equations such that
e The Cauchy problem for (S) is well-posed in X", r sufficiently large.

o For U= (¢°,0"T € H*TN | N sufficiently large, the solutions of (S) satisfy our model (3.3)),
up to a remainder R of size O(v) in L>=([0,T]; H* x H®).

Then under the assumptions of Theorem[3.4, the difference between the solution of the full Euler
system (2.4), U = ((,¥) ", and the solution of the asymptotic model (S) with corresponding initial
data, U, = ((a,va) ', is estimated as follows:

‘(Ca@[C’w]) - (Cavva)|Lgo([07t];Xs) < C(L + Mz)t.

—

_‘

This procedure of full justification is precisely described in section[8] and applied to the so-called
Constantin-Lannes decoupled approximation model.

4 Construction of the model

This section is dedicated to the construction of the model we study. The key ingredient for construct-
ing shallow water asymptotic models lies in the expansion of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operators,
with respect to the shallowness parameter, y; see Proposition[4.1] below. Thanks to such an expan-
sion, one is able to obtain the so-called Green-Naghdi model (for internal waves), displayed in .
This model has been introduced by one of the author in [19], and generalized in [20]. It is justified
by a consistency result recalled in Proposition [£.2} roughly speaking, any solution of the full Euler
system satisfies the Green-Naghdi asymptotic model up to a small remainder, of size O(u?).

In a second step, we use the additional assumption of the Camassa-Holm regime, € = O(/1).
Simplified models, with the same order of precision may then be deduced. We use several trans-
formations which allow to obtain a well-prepared model: system , presented in the previous
section . The justification of this model, in the sense of consistency, is stated in Theorem
The stronger results (well-posedness, stability, convergence) described in Section [3| are proved in
subsequent sections.

4in particular, it satisfies a stability criterion, which in the shallow water configuration (¢ < 1), can be roughly
7 (5+0)?
(147

4
expressed as T = - bo is sufficiently small ; see section 5.1.3 of |29].
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4.1 The Green-Naghdi model
The following Proposition is given in [19] (see also [20]), extending the result of [7].

Proposition 4.1 (Expansion of the Dirichlet-Neumann operators). Let s > so + 1/2, sg > 1/2.
Let v be such that 9,0 € H¥T/2(R), and ¢ € H9/2(R). Let hy = 1 —€C and hy = 1/ + € such
that there exists h > 0 with hy,ho > h > 0. Then

1
(4.1) ’*G'u’(/) — 8w(h18,;1p)]m < ,uC’l,
(4.2) ]wa — 0u(md.v) — g Loz (n3o2) W)y < 12 Ch,
(4.3) |H“%+h—; |, < o Co,
(4.4) |H”"51p+— b — “ 2 <h3 ( 1) — h§8§¢)|Hs < 1 Oy,

with C; = C’(%, Lmax, ﬁ, Omax, |<’HS+3/2+_7, |8x1/)|Hs+5/2+].). The estimates are uniform with respect
to the parameters € € [0,1], 1 € [0, ttmax), 0 € (Omins Omax)-

Plugging these expansions into the full Euler system , and withdrawing O(u?) terms, imme-
diately yields an asymptotic Green-Naghdi model. This model is presented in [19] and justified in
the sense of consistency. However, such a Green-Naghdi model is only one of the variety of models
which satisfy such a property. In the following, we decide to introduce an equivalent model, using
as unknown (instead of ¥, the trace of the upper velocity potential at the interface) the shear mean
velocity, defined by

(45) V= U — "}/ﬂl,

where 1, 4o are the mean velocities integrated across the vertical layer in each fluid:

_ 1 ! B 1 e¢(t,z)
i (t,x) = D) /Ec(m) 0:01(t,x,2) dz, and Us(t,x) = hQ(t,fE)/_% Opta(t, x, 2) dz.

Equivalently (as shown in [19]), one has
1 hihy
—amtp = <0, ().
w v hyi + vha

Such a choice has been used in [10l[11] for example, and present at least two benefits. First, the
equation describing the evolution of the deformation of the interface is an exact equation, and not
a O(u?) approximation. Indeed, one has immediately from the full Euler system (2.4):

= oot

What is more, the system obtained using mean velocities have a nicer behavior with respect to its
linear well-posedness, thus one can expect nonlinear well-posedness only for the latter.

Altogether, several technical but straightforward computations yield the following Green-Naghdi
model

¢ + 0y (hlh—il—ihjhg) -0,

_ = . € ht —vh3 | o —
8t <U + ,UzQ[hth]U) + (’y+5)8$§ + iax<m|’l)| ) = /Lea ( [hl,hg] )
7+5

+ut——03¢ ,
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where we define:

3 hl V 3 h2 V
3h1h2 (hla (hza“’(h1+7h2)) + 'VhQBx(h1az(h1+,yh2)>>7

_ 1 VN _ha VY
Rl holV = 2<(h281(h1+vh2)) 7<h1@m(h1+7h2)) )

LV (Mg sg (Vg ey sy 2V
+ 3 hy + vhs (hga (h O (hl +’7h2)) fyhlaz<hlam(h1 —l-’th))).

This model has been derived in [19] and justified in the sense of consistency, as follows.

@[h’17 h2]V

Proposition 4.2. For p = (u,€,d,7,bo) € Psw, let UP = ((P,9P) be a family of solutions of the
full Euler system (2.4) such that such that there exists Co, T > 0 with

||<p||Loo([07T); +Hat<pHLoo(0T )+HaxprLoo([o,T);HS‘*'%)+||8taw¢pHLoo([oj);HS*'%) < OO’

for given s > sg + 1/2, sg > 1/2, uniformly with respect to p € Psw. Moreover, assume that there
exists hor > 0 such that
1
hlEl—GCth01>O, hQEg+6CPZh01>O.
Define ©° as in (4.5)) or, equivalently, by

1 hihy
Lonr e - p
LGy 8I(h1+vhgv )

Then (¢,v) satisfies (4.6]), up to a remainder R, bounded by

1] Cup?

Lo(0.T)H?) =
with Cy = C(Msw, hall, Co), uniformly with respect to the parameters p € Pswy .

Remark 4.3. In [19], the author works with bo~" = 0. However, it is clear that the results are
still valid with the surface tension term, using

—p O (k(ey/BCQ)) g pre? 2
_PZE\PANVIE™) 2 < 2=
bo €/ boé’”C o bo Clue, |C|HS+2)

where we used Lemma[AZ} Of course, one could have simply kept the surface tension term un-
changed at this point, as in [20]. The smallness of surface tension, expressed by bo™ < bor:nln, 18
useful in the derivation of our new model, in the following subsection.

4.2 Our new model

As announced in the introduction, the present work is limited to the so-called Camassa-Holm regime,
that is using additional assumption € = O(,/x). In this section, we manipulate the Green-Naghdi
system , systematically withdrawing O(u?, ue?) terms, in order to recover our model presented
in . In particular, one can check that the following approximations formally hold:

Qs bl = w20~ 2 ((8 - )02 + (0 20)0u(¢00) — BCO2T) + O(E),
Rlh1,ho]v = a(é(am@)2+;z‘;8§@> + O(e).

with

(4.7) yo it 1oy g g U9 —)

36(y+4)’ (v+6)? 5(y+9)3
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Plugging these expansions into system yields a simplified model, with the same order of
precision of the original model (that is O(y?)) in the Camassa-Holm regime. However, we will use
several additional transformations, in order to produce an equivalent model (again, in the sense of
consistency), which possess a structure similar to symmetrizable quasilinear systems, and allows
the study of the subsequent sections.

The first step is to introduce the following symmetric operator,

TV = au(e)V — pde ()0 V),
where ¢;(e¢) =1+ k;eC (i = 1,2) and v, k1, k2 are constants to be determined, so as to write

q1(€) 0 (17 + pQlh, hg]’U) - (ec)u%;éagg = T[eC]0:v + higher order terms.
More precisely, one can check
et — a1(eQ)du (v + QI halv) + q1(6C)/ﬂT50§C
= — 20,0 + pvd20, + Mwagg — pievrad, (gawat@) + pevkiCO20,0

583C

+ e (€)1 20 ((8=a)0d2¢ + (a+28)0.(C0x0) — BCO20) + pera¢ T

The first order (O(u)) terms may be canceled with a proper choice of v, making use of the fact that
the second equation of system (4.6)) yields

€ 62 —
05 = —(y +8)0,C — 5agg(((”fg2 [92) + O(e2, ).

Indeed, it follows that
7 +4

-1 _ e 02—+
30 _ “ho24- 3
Tho ¢ = boawatv 2bo (5 + )2 & (l |> O, ),

thus one defines

1++6 1

1
4. = v— — —_
(48) T ET 36(y+4d) bo’

and one has

Tl - ql(eoat(v £ uQlh, o)+ (Qu 0

= —Hgpo e 8- (| |) — UEVK2O (C@ 817) + pevkiCO? 81}+um( 33§
(5_’_7)2 x 2Ux x Ut 1 t 1

+ue

£20((8~ @02 + (a+28)04(COu0) — 6CO20) + Ouﬁ, )

Use again that (4.6) yields 00 = —(y + )9,¢ + O(e, ) and 9:¢ = 7;:563617 + O(e, p), one obtains

Te)9 — ()0 (5 + pQlhn, hal5) + ar(C)n 22
o
= pe(v—ké)(yngé‘x(gcﬁ() — gm@@zC)—i—uemV‘; Co3¢
5 2
el T (5 - )(0.0020) + (a+ 28)9.(320) — 5oi)

- ue% ((8=a)odiv + (a+28)0.((0.0)) — B0.0)(920))

1 52—7 3(1=12 2 2
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It becomes clear, now, that one can adjust k1, ko € R so that all terms involving ¢ and its derivatives
are withdrawn. More specifically, we setﬂ

w-pom = 1206 -a), - = (405

and one obtains consequently

(4.9)

(4.10) T[] — qu(eC)ds (a + u@[hl,hg]T;) +q1(eg)ﬂb—”a§g

-1 8-~ 1 3 & 1
= — 2 (B—a)udD
’“( bo 5172 3% a)}0;0 + {2b0 5+7)
However, one of the remaining terms in , as well as in 0, ( [h1, holD ), involves three
derivatives on ©. In order to deal with these terms, we introduce T[eC](esvd,T) where, again, ¢ € R
is to be determined. More precisely, one has

0t 2 8)}0u((0:5))) + O, ).

T[eC)(es7,T) + preqi(eC)d ( [, ha)o )
= €q1(€0)00,0 — pevsd, (qg(eC)aw(TJ@x@)) —l—ueql(eg)aaw(%(@x@f—l—%176%17).

This yields

(4.11)  [e¢)(ec0,) + preqa (€€)D, (ﬁ[hl, hg]@)

= €6q1(€C)8, + Dy ((% — 1¢)(8,0)2 + (% - yg)@agf;) + O, ue?).
Combining (4.10]) with (4.11]), one can check that if we set
1 2a — 8 1 62—+
4.12 - Y = = - -
(4.12) (2= o) 3 T

then the following approximation holds (withdrawing O(u?, pue?) terms):

T[eC] (00 + €0v0,0) — q1(€€)0; (17 + uQlhy, hz]@) + CI1(€C)MT33C + peqi (e€)0 ( [h1, he]D )
= e5q1(€Q)00, 0 — ,ue%@ ((020)%) + O(1®, pe®).

When plugging this estimate in (4.6]), and after multiplying the second equation by ¢ (eC), we
obtain the following system of equations:

hihy
0 Op | ————— = 0,
Wt <h1 +7h2v>

(4.13)
TeC] (0:v + €s00,0) + (v + §)q1(€€)DxC

¢ h2—~h2 _ _
+5q1(e€) 0, (WMQ _ glv|2) = _Meg@igp@((aﬁy)’
where we recall that

(1.14) TV = @V — s (ga(C)dV ).

with ¢;(X) =14 x; X (¢ =1,2) and v, k1, ke, s are defined by (4.8]),(4.9) and (4.12)).

System (4.13)) has been introduced in Section |3} and is the system studied in the present work.
We reproduce and prove below Theorem which asserts the validity of (4.13) as an asymptotic
model for the full Euler system in the sense of consistency.

50f course, the definition of k1,k2 in (4.9) and ¢ in (#.12) forbids the particular value bo !l =v = dél(tyifé)
Thus in order to be completely rigorous, one should exclude a small neighborhood around this value as for the
set parameters for which Theorem (Theorem [3.1) holds true. This restriction is automatically satisfied in the

Camassa-Holm regime used thereafter; see (3.2)
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Theorem 4.4. For (u,€,0,7,bo) =p € Psw, let UP = (¢P,9P) be a family of solutions of the full
Euler system (2.4) such that such that there exists Co, T > 0 with

 +lac ; +Hlo.w] 2 100 oy, < Co

for any s > so +1/2, sg > 1/2, and uniformly with respect to p € Psw. Moreover, assume that
there exists hg1 > 0 such that

1
h151—6<p2h01>07 thS+GCPZh01>O.

Define v* as in (4.5)) or, equivalently, by

1 hihs  _

—G"'eCPlYP = ,396(71)13).

H e hi +~ha
Then (¢, ) satisfies (4.13), up to a remainder R, bounded by

2 2
||RHL°°([0,T);HS) < (W7 A+ pe) O,

with Cy = C(Msw, ho_ll, Co), uniformly with respect to the parameters p € Psw.

Proof. Let U = (¢, 1) satisfy the hypotheses of the Proposition (withdrawing the explicit depen-
dence with respect to parameters p for the sake of readability). As a consequence of Proposition
we know that (¢, v) satisfies (4.6)), up to a remainder Ry, bounded by

’|R0|‘LW([07T);H5) < MQ Cl,

with Oy = C(Mcn, hoy', Co), uniformly with respect to (u,€,d,7,bo) € Psw. The proof now
consists in checking that all terms neglected in the above calculations can be rigorously estimated
in the same way.

The formal expansions can easily be checked. When turning to control the remainder terms
in H® norm we make great use of classical product estimates in H*(R), s > so + 1/2, recalled
in Lemma A technical issue appears when such products involve terms as h%’ since h% is
controlled m L* (thanks to the non-vanishing depth condition), but not in H?® (as it does not
decay at infinity). We detail in Lemmata and how such difficulty can be treated.

For the sake of brevity, we do not develop each estimate, but rather provide the precise bound
on the various remainder terms. One has

104 (Qlhn, ha] V)7 — [ — 20200 — €1 . 6@ ((B = a)o03¢ + (a +28)0:(¢0:0) — BCOZ0) || .

< EC(s+3),
with C(s + 3) = C’(MCH, Rt |l penas |96 syevs [P pyesas |@|Hs+2>, and
1 1
|02 (R[h1, ho]0) — s [a(g(agﬁ@)2 + gﬁaiz’))]{m < eC(s+3).
Then, since ({, ) satisfies (4.6)), up to the remainder Ry, one has
‘8{(}‘" 7+58C‘H5+‘6tC+ 81}’Hs < eC(s+3) +’RO|H5-
It follows that ( - is valid up to a remalnder Rl, bounded by
Rl < (0% + ue®)C(s +3) + ple + p)| Ro ..
Finally, (¢, v) satisfies (4.6]), up to the remainder Ry + R1, and
’RO + Rl’Hs S N2C(M0Ha ho_lla OO)a
where we use that
|@|H5+3 + ‘8t®’Hs+2 < C’(]\4CH7 halla CO)
The estimate on v follows directly from the identity 8x<hfj_}fﬁw T)) = —iG“’ew = 0¢¢. The esti-

mate on 0,0 can be proved, for example, following [17, Prop. 2.12]. This concludes the proof of
Theorem (4.4 O
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5 Preliminary results

In this section, we study the operator ¥[eC], defined in (4.14)) and recalled below:
(5.1) TeClV = (1 + €51Q)V — w0y (1 + €k2()0, V) .

with v, k1, ko are constants. In our setting, v, k1, k2 depend on the parameters -, §, bo; but in what
follows, we use only that the restrictions of the Camassa-Holm regime ensures that v > 0 is bounded
from below (by hypothesis):

14++6 1

= — —— 2>
v 36(y+4d) bo = >0,

and v+ |k1|+|k2| is bounded from above, uniformly with respect to (i, €, 4,7, bo) € Pcu (see (3.2))).

When no confusion is possible, we write simply ¥ = T[eC]. In the following, we seek sufficient
conditions to ensure the strong ellipticity of the operator ¥ which will yield to the well-posedness
and continuity of the inverse T~1.

As a matter of fact, this condition, namely (and similarly the classical non-zero depth con-
dition, ) simply consists in assuming that the deformation of the interface is not too large. For
fixed ( € L*°, the restriction reduces to an estimate on emaX|C‘Lm, with €max = min(M/Jimax, 1),
and — hold uniformly with respect to (u,€,d,~,bo) € Pcn; see Lemma below.

Let us shortly detail the argument. Recall the non-zero depth condition

(H1) 3 hg1 > 0, such that  min (inf Ay, inf hy) > hoy,
zER z€R

where hy =1 — e and hy = % + € are the depth of, respectively, the upper and the lower layer of
fluid. Tt is straightforward to check that, since for all (u,€,d,7,bo) € Pcp, the following condition
)

is sufficient to define hg; > 0 such that (HIJ) is valid, independently of (u, €, d,v,bo) € Poy. Briefly,

since € S €max, inf:cE]R hl Z 1- €|C|Loo Z 1- Emax|C|Looa insz]R h2 Z % - €|C|Loo 2 % - 6max|C|L<x>'
Note that conversely, for (H1|) to be satisfied for any (e, u, 9,7, bo) € Pcn, then one needs

6min

emaX’dLoo < min(1,

€max|¢] o < max(l,

Indeed, one has for € = €pax, €max( = 1 —h1 < 1 — hgp and —€pax( = % —hy < % — ho1-
In the same way, we introduce the condition

(H2) 3 hgz > 0, such that in%(l +eraC) > hoa > 0 inﬂf{(l +€r1C) > hga > 0.
rE rE
As above, such a condition is a consequence of a simple smallness assumption on e|§ ’ - More
precisely, one has the following result.
Lemma 5.1. Let ( € L™ and €max = min(M \/limax, 1) be such that there exists ho > 0 with
max(|m|, |"<52|; 1,5max)€max’C|Loo S 1-— hO < 1.

Then there exists ho1, hoa > 0 such that (H1))-(H2) hold for any (u,¢€,0,7,bo) € Pch.

In what follows, we will always assume that (H1) and (H2) are satisfied. It is a consequence of
our work that such assumption may be imposed only on the initial data, and then is automatically
satisfied over the relevant time scale.

Before asserting the strong ellipticity of the operator T, let us first recall the quantity | - | HL
which is defined as
Vv € H'(R), |U|§Ii = |v|3: + p| 0w |3s,

and is equivalent to the H'(R)-norm but not uniformly with respect to u. We define by H},(R) the
space H'(R) endowed with this norm.
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Lemma 5.2. Let (u,€,0,7,bo) € Peu and ¢ € L*(R) such that (H2) is satisfied. Then the
operator

Tle(] - H,(R) — (H,(R))*

is uniformly continuous and coercive. More precisely, there exists co > 0 such that
(5.2) (Tu,v) < colulmr|vlmy;

1
(5.3) (Tu,u) > —|ul?s

Co “
with co = C(Mcw, hgy > €[¢] ,o0)-

Moreover, the following estimates hold:

(i) Let so > % and s > 0. If ( € H*(R) N H*(R) and u € H*T'(R) and v € H'(R), then:

(5.4)  [(AS[elu,v)| < Co (1 €l¢] gl s + (elC .

u|Hﬁ°+1>s>so> |U|H‘1L ’
(i) Let so > 1 and s > 0. If ¢ € HF' N H*(R), u € H*(R) and v € H'(R), then:
(5.5) |([AS’(I[€CH“’U>‘ < e Co (’C’HSoH’“‘Hﬁ + <‘C|Hs’“‘H;°“>s>so+1) ‘U’H}L )

where Co = C(Mcw, hpy )-
Proof. Let us define the bilinear form

a(u,v) = (Tu, v)=(Q+esiQu, v)+vu( (14 exal)dpu, v ),
where ( -, - ) denotes the L?-based inner product. It is straightforward to check that

|a(u,v)‘ <sup]|l +en1§\( U, v ) + pvsup |1 —|—e;~e2C|( Ozu , Opv ),
zER zER

so that (5.2)) is now straightforward, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.
The H,;(R)-coercivity of a(-,-), inequality (5.3), is a consequence of conditions (H2):
a(u,u) = (Tu, u ) = /(1 + er1 ) |ul* do + VM/(I + ero)|ug|? dz
R R

> hog min(1, Vo)‘uﬁ{b.

Let us now prove the higher-order estimates of the Lemma, starting with the product estimates.
One has

(A°Tu, v)=(A{Q+esQu}, v) +vp( A{(1+ eral)dpu} , Opv ).

Estimate (5.4)) is now a straightforward consequence of Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and Lemma
As for the commutator estimates, one uses

( [A°, Flu, v ) = em( [A° Clu, v ) + Vueng( [A®,(]0zu , Oyv )
Estimates (.5 follow, using again Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and Lemma O
The following lemma offers an important invertibility result on ¥.

Lemma 5.3. Let (p,¢,6,7v,bo) € Pcu and ¢ € L®(R) such that (H2) is satisfied. Then the

operator

Tle¢] : H*(R) — L*(R)

is one-to-one and onto. Moreover, one has the following estimates:
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(i) (Zle¢])™" : L? — HL(R) is continuous. More precisely, one has

[ L2y~ HL(R) < co,

with ¢ = C(Mcm, h521, €

C‘Loo)

(ii) Additionally, if ¢ € H*°TH(R) with so > %, then one has for any 0 < s < 59+ 1,

I iy i) < Csotr

(i) If ¢ € H*(R) with s > so + 1, so > 3, then one has
—1
P e gy ey <0

where ¢z = C(Mcm, ho_217 €|C|ms), thus uniform with respect to (u,€,d,7y,bo) € Pon.

Proof. To show the invertibility of ¥ we use the Lax-Milgram theorem. From the previous Lemma,
we know that the bilinear form:

a(u,v) = ( Tu , v ) = ( (I+es1Qu, v ) —|—w/( (14 €kal)0pu , Oyv )

is continuous and uniformly coercive on H}(R). For any p > 0, the dual of H,(R) is H(R), of
whom L?(R) is a subspace, and one has (f, g) < ’f‘Hl ‘Q‘LW independently of p > 0. Therefore,
i

using Lax-Milgram lemma, for all f € L*(R), there exists a unique u € H(R) such that, for all
veH ﬁ(R)
a(u,v) = (f,v);

equivalently, there is a unique variational solution to the equation

(5.6) Tu=f.

We then get from the definition of ¥ that

(5.7) v (14 eroC) 02u = (1 + er1)u — pevkn(0:C) (0pu) — f.

Now, using condition (H2]), and since u € H*(R), ¢ € L*(R) and f € L?(R), we deduce that
0?u € L*(R), and thus u € H%(R). We proved that T[e(] : H*(R) — L?(R) is one-to-one and
onto.

Let us now turn to the proof of estimates in (i) — (¢44).
We start from the equality a(u,u) = (f,u). Using elliptic inequality (5.3) and Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality, one has

1
ey < atww) = (fw) < |flpaluls < g lulgy.

Dividing by ¢;* |u|H1 yields the estimate in (7).
Let us now assume that f € H*(R), for s > 0. We apply A® to equation (5.6) and we write it
under the form:
T(A°u) = A°f — [A°, Fu.
Proceeding as above, we use the L? inner product with A%u, and deduce

1 s, 12
am U‘H}i

IN

a(Au, N°u) = (TASu, Asu) = (Asff [A®, Fu , Asu)

(5.8)

IN

A F] A%, + (A% Flu, A%u)).

The result is now a consequence of (5.5)).
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— If0<s<sg+1, one has

1
il < (Ll + € Colln ol o

thus

ulger < co ([Flge + € Colclprapnafulyy, )-

The estimate of (iz) for 0 < s < 1 follows, using estimate (i) and |As_1u|H1 < }u|H1. The result

for greater values of s, 1 < s < 59 + 1, follows by continuous induction.

— If s > sg + 1, then plugging (5.5 into (5.8]) yields

1
%|u‘ilj+1 < flgelulye + €Co (|§|Hso+1|u|H; +1¢] e U|H20+1)|U|H§“’

thus

u’H?“))'

As above, the result follows by continuous induction on s. O

uligzer < eo (1o + € Co (¢l eyl gy + 1€

Finally, let us introduce the following technical estimate, which is used several times in the
subsequent sections.

Corollary 5.4. Let (u,€,0,7,bo) € Peu and ¢ € H*(R) with s > sg+ 1, sg > %, such that (H2)
is satisfied. Assume moreover that u € H*~1(R) and that v € H*(R). Then one has

|( [AS,‘Zfl[e(]]u, TleClv )| = |( [AS,Z[ECHSil[GC]U, v )|

(5.9) e C(Mcu, hy', €] 70)

IN

s o]
Proof. The first identity can be obtained through simple calculation: using that T[e(] is symmetric,

([A%, 27 [ecTw, Tleclv) = (e} A%, T el u,v)
= (TN T [eclu — A%, v)
= (= [0 S T e, ).

The estimate is now a direct application of (5.5) and Lemma From point (7) and (iii) of
Lemma one has
|371[6C]U|HIi < C’u|H5,1,

with C = C(Mcs, h521> e|C|HS_1 , 6|<|H$0+1)' Now apply commutator estimate (|5.5)), and one obtains
straightforwardly our desired estimate. O

6 Linear analysis

Let us recall the system (4.13)) introduced in section

hihy
0 Oy | ———=—— = 0,
¢+ <h1 F v)

(6.1)
TleC] (040 + €cv0,0) + (’yQ-i- 5);11 (€€)0:C
+501(e000s (i |12 = o[o]?) = —pel (e 02 ((9:9)%),

with hy =1—€e(,he=1/6+€e( ¢;(X) =1+ kX (i =1,2), Ky, ¢ defined in(4.9),(4.12), and

TeClV = q1(eQ)V — puvd, (g2(€€)0, V) .
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In order to ease the reading, we define the function

. (1-X)(5~ +X)
JiX= 1 - X4+~ +X)

One can easily check that

hihy / ht —~vh3
) = ———, and ) = —5.
J(e) hi + vha fie) (h1 + vha)?
Additionally, let us denote
21—y 1, h? —~h3

and  g3(eC) = 5((

H7§(5+7)2 hy +7h2)27g)’

so that one can rewrite (here and in the following, we omit the bar on v for the sake of readability)

01+ F(eQ)Dsv + €:C ' (eChv = 0,
(6.2)
T (0 + 560:(0%)) + (7 + Dar(€Q)uC + a1 (€Q)0u(s(eC)e?) + pends((90)?) = 0.

The equations can be written after applying T~! to the second equation in (6.2) as
(6.3) U + Ap|U0,U + A1[UJO,U = 0,
with

(el 1) _ 0 ’
(64) Ao[U] = <§_1(Q0(6<)) 63—1(9[64'7“]_)) ’ AI[U] - <62‘I—1(Q1(6C,U)~) 6§’U> )

where Qo(e(), Q1(eC, v) are defined as

(6.5) Qo(eC) = (Y +0)ar(eC),  Qu(e¢,v) = qr(e)gs(e)v?
and the operator Q[eC, v] defined by
(6.6) Qle¢,v]f = 2q1(eQ)gs(eQ)vf + ks (fOLv).

Following the classical theory of hyperbolic systems, the well-posedness of the initial value
problem of the above system will rely on a precise study of the properties, and in particular energy
estimates, for the linearized system around some reference state U = ((, v) '

(6.7) { 8:U + Ao[U]0.U + A1 [U)0,U = 0;

U,_, = Up.

In the following subsection, we construct the natural energy space for our problem. Energy esti-
mates are then proved in section Finally, we state the well-posedness of the linear system
in section

6.1 Energy space
Let us first remark that by construction, one has a pseudo-symmetrizer of the system, given by
Qo (eC) Qo(€C) 4
68 sw=(79 O ), sl = (Teg M Qi) .
0 Tl Qo(eC) eQleC, ]

Notice that S[U] is symmetric, as T[e(] is symmetric, and one can easily check that S[U]Aq[U]

is symmetric as well. On the contrary, the operator

0 0
SlUlAU] = (62Q1<e<,v> ecT[ed(v))
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represents the defect of symmetry. However, T[e(](v-) has the desired following property:

(T (@0aV), V) = (1 (eQ)v0:V + p10:(q2(€0)02(v0=V)) , V')

— —%( A (@1 (€Qu)V , V') — u( g2(€€)0, (00, V) , 0,V)

(6.9) - -

Therefore, the inner product (T[EQ] (w0 V), V) is controlled by ‘V’ip, which is bounded in our
= 7

energy space, as defined below. In the same way, one can control the contribution of 62Q1(6§ ,0),
using the smallness of € through the assumption of the Camassa-Holm regime € = O(/jz).

Remark 6.1. In the analysis below, the only place where the smallness assumption of the Camassa-
Holm regime, € = O(\/), is used (apart from the simplifications it offers when constructing sys-
tem (6.1)), stands in the estimation of the contribution of €2Q1(eC,v). As a matter of fact, this
assumption is actually not required: one could replace Qo(eC) by Qo(eC) +€>Q1(eC,v) in the pseudo-
symmetrizer S[U], thus canceling out the €2Q1(eC,v) term. Note however that the energy would then
be slightly different than the one defined below, and that in order for Lemmal6.3 to hold, one should
add an additional smallness assumption on ev, in order to ensure Qo(eC) + €2Q1(eC,v) > hoz > 0.

Let us now define our energy space.

Definition 6.2. For given s > 0 and p, T > 0, we denote by X* the vector space H*(R) x H*T!(R)
endowed with the norm

VU =(Cv) e X, UK. = [Cfe + [vff + plosoly.,

while X5 stands for the space of U = (¢, v) such that U € C°([0, £]; X*) and 8,¢ € L*°([0, L] x R),
endowed with the canonical norm

[Ullxs = sup |U(t,-)|x= + esssup [0i((¢, z)|.
te[0,T/¢€] te[0,T/€],zeR

A natural energy for the initial value problem ([6.7) is given by

s 2 s s o s Qo(ﬁg) s S,U % SU
(6.10) E5(U)? = (AU, S[UJA®U) = (A*C, D )+ (A ot )

The link between E*(U) and the X°-norm is investigated in the following Lemma.

Lemma 6.3. Let p = (u,¢€,0,7,bo) € Pcnu, s > 0 and ¢ € L=(R), satisfying (H1) and (H2). Then
E*(U) is equivalent to the | - |xs-norm uniformly with respect to p € Pcu. More precisely, there
exists co = C(Mcm, hyi', hos ) > 0 such that

1 S S
%E U) < |U]|g. < coBE*(U).

Proof. This is a straightforward application of Lemma and that for Qo(eC), f(e¢) > 0,

.. Qo(eQ) . ) 1 Qo(€C)
610 inf T > (it QO sup f(e0) >

where we recall that if (HI) is satisfied, then hy =1 —e( and hy = % + €¢ satisfy

< (sup Qo (eQ)) (nf f(e)) ™,

zER -

z€R zeR

inf hthOL sup|h1| §1+1/5, inf h22h01a sup|h2}§1+1/5
czeR— x€R rzeR— zER

O

We conclude this section by proving some general estimates concerning our new operators, which
will be useful in the following subsection.
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Lemma 6.4. Let (u,¢,6,7v,bo) = p € Pcu, and let U = (Cy,u)" such that ¢, € L satis-
fies (H1),([2)). Then for any V,W € X°, one has

(6.12) | (sow . w )| < € WV]wW

with C = C(Mcn, hoy's hoy > €[Cul o)
Moreover, if ¢, € H*,V € X571 with s > 89+ 1, so > 1/2, then one has

(6.13) ‘( (A, STV, W )‘
(6.14) ‘( (A%, S~Y U]V, S[UIW )‘
with C = C(Mcu, hot'» hog € Cu

Proof. Let U = (Cu,u)" € X*, V = ((,v)" € X5, W = ((u,w)" € X° Then by definition of S[]
in , one has

IN

C [V]xersWlxo

IN

C V]omrmet W lxo

|12:)

(swv . w) = (9, ¢, )+ (sleco, w).

The first term is straightforwardly estimated by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality:

|( Qo(€Cu) Qo GCu
f(eCu)

and Qo(iz@s) is uniformly bounded since (,, satisfies (H1)).

The second term is estimated by Lemma [5.2](5.2).

3 e ol |G e

G G ) = 15

[(Tleulv s w )| < colvlmy ]y < colVIxo W]xo.

Estimate (6.12]) is proved.

Now, let us decompose

( [A®, S[U]]V W) - ( A, QO(GC")]CU Cu ) +( [A*, TleCu]]v s w )

f(€Cu)
By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma [A72] one has
Qo(€Cu) Qo(€Cu)
v w — 'A'S v 2 w 2
(I e 16 s G )l = 1A e 10l alol,
<0 e 6ol
< O |<u|Hs <U|HS*1|<U’|L2’

where we used Lemma and continuous Sobolev embedding for the last inequality.
The second term is estimated using Lemma (5.5):

\( (A, FeC]v , w )| < O(e|Cal )|V | ot [W] x0.
Estimate is proved.

Finally, one has

A sV, s ) < (([as 2 e, Dol - Y L as s e ]v s Slecaw ).
(s gy, s ) < (4 gess)e ey ) + ([T o, Sl )
The first term is estimated exactly as above, noticing that both f(e¢,) and Qo(e(,) are bounded
from above and below since (H1) and (H2) are satisfied.

The second term is estimated using Corollary (5.9). Estimate (6.14)) follows, and the Lemma
is proved. O
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6.2 Energy estimates

Our aim is to establish a priori energy estimates concerning our linear system. In order to be
able to use the linear analysis to both the well-posedness and stability of the nonlinear system, we
consider the following modified system

(6.15) { oU + Ag[UJ0,U + A [U]O,U = F;

Uj,_, = Uo.
where we added a right-hand-side F', whose properties will be precised in the following Lemmas.

We begin by asserting a basic X° energy estimate, that we extend to X*® space (s > 3/2) later
on.

Lemma 6.5 (X° energy estimate). Set (u,€,8,7,bo) € Pcu. Let T > 0 and U € L>([0,T/¢]; X°)
and U,0,U € L*([0,T/e] x R) such that 0, € L>([0,T/e] x R) and ¢ satisfies (HI),(H2), and
U,U satisfy system (6.15)), with a right hand side, F', such that

(F,S[UIU) < Cp €|U|Xo + f(t) |U‘XU’

with Cr a constant and f a positive integrable function on [0,T/€].

Then there exists A = HatCHLOO ([0,T /€] xR)’ ||U||L°°([OT/ XR)’Ha UHLOO(OT/e]XR)’OF) such
that
t
(6.16) vt € [0, %}, EY(U)(t) < eMEY(Up) + / e p (Y dt!
0
The constant A is independent of (u, €, 0,7,bo) € Pcu, but depends on My, hall, hgzl.
Proof. Let us take the inner product of (6.15]) by S[U]U
(0.U,S[UIU) + (Ao[U]o.U, S[UIU) + (A1[U]0.U,S[UIU) = (F,S[UIU) ,
From the symmetry property of S[U], and using the definition of E*(U), one deduces
1d 1
(6.17) 5 E(U) = 5(U, [0, SUIU) = (S[U]A[U]0:U, U) — (S[U]A: [U0,U, U) + (F, S[UIU).
Let us first estimate (S[U]Ao[U]0,U,U). Let us recall that
Qo(e¢
Sl = ( T (e Q) )
Qo(eC) eQleC, v
so that
1 Qo(eC) ,
(SWIAIU.U) = =5 (60 (e F(0n)6) = (6:2:(Q0le)v) + e(Rled.elorv.v)
=A1 + Ay + A3

The estimates concerning A; and A, are straightforward. Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
there exists C' = C(HQHLW + ||3EQ||LQC) such that

]+ 45| < C(l¢]5a + [o]2) < €ClU[S
As for As, one has (recalling the definition of Q in (6.6))):
(Q[e¢, v]0,v,v) = —(9x(q1(eQ)gs(eQ)v)v,v) — pr((9:2)(04v), zv)

Those two terms are controlled, again thanks to Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, so that

[(2leg, 210a0,0)| < CU| e + 01| )lel gy < CUT o + 10T ) o
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Altogether, we proved

(6.18) |(S[UJA0[U)0,U,U)| < eC(||U]| ;e +]|02U]| ) yU\XO

Let us now estimate (S[U]A1[U]9,U,U). One has

(S[UAL[U]0.U,U) = (€Qu(e€, v)0uC,v) + e (F[eC] (0Drv), v)
= A4 + A5.
In order to control the term A4, we write
(€Q1(e¢,0)0:¢,v) = € (q1(e)g(eQ)v*0:C,v) = —€*(0a(q1(e€)g5(eC)v*0), ()
—€(02(q1 (eQ) g5 (e0)?)v, ¢) — € (q1(eQ) g (e€)v* Dy v, C).
Since p € Pcy, as defined in , one has € < M./, and therefore

] < eC(U]] o +[10:L]] ) [0 o

(where we used, once again, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.)
In order to control As one makes use of the identity given in 7 applied to V = v, and deduce
easily
45| < cC([U]] o + [[0:U ] ) E*(U)*.

Altogether, one has

(6.19) (SWIAL)2:U.U)| < O[] o + (0L 1)U 5o

The last term to estimate is (U, [0;, S[U]]U).
One has

Qo(€C)
i)
= (v (21 (e0)o) + (v, 0. ((9102(e))(@:v)) ) + (.1 (

= €K1 (117 (8t§)v> LLER (8 v, (0¢) 0z v))

QO F(0) — Qo(e))f'(€0)
+efe (02

From Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and since ¢ satisfies (HI)), one deduces

(U, [0, SWIU) = (v, 01, o) + (¢, [0 52 22]0)

Qo(€C)
f(eQ)

))

(9:€)¢)

1
(620) | 2( [at’ ] ) | < EC ||at§||L°° [OT/G]XR)’||§||L°°([O,T/€]XR))|U|2XO'

One can now conclude with the proof of the energy estimate. Plugging (6.18]), (6.19)) and ([6.20))
into (6.17)), invoking Lemma and making use of the assumption of the Lemma on F', yields

SLENUP < e GE'U) + FE'(D),

where Co = HatCHLOO ([0,T/€]xR)> ||U||L°°([0 T /€] xR)’ = UHLoo 0.7/e)xr) CF)- Consequently

%EO(U) < CoeE(U) + f(b).
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Making use of the usual trick, we compute for any A € R,

d
Moy (e MEY(U)) = —eAE°(U) + ﬁEO(U).
Thanks to the above inequality, one can choose A = Cj, so that for all ¢ € [0, ] one deduces
d —eAt 770 —€eAt
Sl NEW) < FlH)e .

Integrating this differential inequality yields

T ¢ /
(6.21) vt e [0, ], E°(U)(t) < eME°(Uy) + / e M=) F ()t
0
This proves the energy estimate (6.16]). O

Let us now turn to the a priori energy estimate in “large” X*° norm.

Lemma 6.6 (X° energy estimate). Set (u,e€,d,7v,b0) € Pon, and s > sg+ 1, so > 1/2. Let

= (¢,v)" and U (¢,v)" be such that U,U € L>([0,T/el; XS) 6,5( € L*>([0,T/e] x R) and ¢
satzsﬁes . 2) wuniformly on [0,T/€], and such that system (6.15)) holds with a right hand side,
F, with

(AR S[UIAU) < Cr Uy, + f(#) |U] ..

where Cp is a constant and f is an integrable function on [0,T/€].
Then there exists A\ = C(HQHXS + CF) such that the following energy estimate holds:
T

(6.22) ES(U)(t) < eME*(Up) + / t e (¢ at!
0

The constant A is independent of (u, €, 0,7, bo) € Pcu, but depends on My, ho_ll, ho_zl.

Remark 6.7. In this Lemma, and in the proof below, the morm HQHX 18 to be understood as
T
essential sup:
[Ullxs. = esssup |U(t,")|xs + esssup [0i((t, 2)].
t€[0,T/€] t€[0,T/¢e],zER

Proof. Let us multiply the system (6.15) on the right by A*S[U]A®U, and integrate by parts. One
obtains

(6.23) (A°0,U,S[UIAT) + (A*Ao[U)0,U, SIUIAT) + (A*A,[UJ0,U, SUIAT)
= ¢(A°F,S[UIAT) ,

from which we deduce, using the symmetry property of S[U], as well as the definition of E*(U):

SZENU) = %(ASU, [0:, SU|AU) — (S[UJAo[U]0, AU, A°U) — (S[U] A1 [U]8, AU, A°U)
— ([A%, Aol + A U))0.U, SIUIAY) + (A°F, SUIAD).

We now estimate each of the different components of the r.h.s of the above identity.

e Estimate of (S[U]Ao[U]0,A*U, A*U) and (S[U]JA1[U]0,A*U, A*U). One can use the L? estimate
derived in (6.18)), applied to A*U. One deduces

(6.25) |(S[U) A U0 AU, AU) | < cC(|U]| oo + 02U 1)U o
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Now, thanks to Sobolev embedding, one has for s > so + 1, so > 1/2
ClUl e + 10Ul ) < CAIU| ),
so that

2
Uly.-

(6.26) |(SIU]A0[UI0:A°U, A°U)| < eC(||U]| )

Similarly, using (6.19)), applied to A*U and continuous Sobolev embedding, one has

(6.27) |(S[U)A[U]0:A°U, A°U) | < C(||U]| )

e Estimate of ([A*, A[U ]]8 U, S[U]|A*U), where A[U] = Ag[U] + A1[U]. Using the definition of
Al-] and S[] in (6.4 i , one has

Q(Eg’ y) s
oo 2¢)

(I T @ 0:0) , TA) + €14, T Qe 1] + 2w, TA)
= By + By + Bs.

([A%, AL]] 0., S[UIAD) = ([A%, ef (e)nlda + [A%, F(e)]rv

Here and in the following, we denote T = T[e¢] and Q(e¢,v) = Qo(e€) + €Q1(e¢,v). Let us treat
each of these terms separately.

— Control of By = ([As,e F/(eQ)0]0aC + [A®, £(e0)]0pv ijffgg’)/\sg)

From Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one has

Q(GQ,Q) s
o e

Since s > sg + 1, we can use the commutator estimate Lemma to get

|By| < j[AS,ef'(eg)g]azu[Aﬁf(e@]amv

L2 2

[A%, ef"(eQ)0]0:C + [A%, f(eQ)]Osv|

S (10 (ef (€)= + 10 (£ ()| rze—1) 102U |11
S Ol )10l .-

where we used, for the last inequality,

02(f(eQ)) = €(020)f"(€Q),

It follows, using that Qj(fé)v) € L™ since ( satisfies (H1I)):

1Bi] < (U] )T

— Control of By = ([AS - (Q(e(, 0))]0:¢ , ZA%).
By symmetry of €, one has

By = (TN T QU 0))0:C . A™).
Now, one can check that, by definition of the commutator,
TIA%, T7HQ(G, 2))]0:¢ = TAT ' Q(e€, 2)0:¢ — Q(e€, ) A°D:C
= TAST_IQ(eé, 0)8:¢ = ATTHQ(e€, 1)0:C) + A (Q(e¢, 0)D:C) — Q(e€, v)A* D
—[A%, Z)TTHQ(e¢, 0)8:C) + [A%, Q(eC, v)] ¢
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We can now use Corollary and deduce

(1A%, T Qe 2)0.0) » A%0)| < el )] QeC, )0

The last inequality is obtained using Lemma
From Lemma and the explicit definition of Q = Qg + €2Q; in (6.5)), one has

sl s < O ol

| [A%, Q¢ 0)]0:C |2 = €|[A%, (v + O)m1¢ + €qr () g3 (eQ)v’]0:¢| o < €C|U])]02C] froas
so that we finally get
2
|Ba| < 6C(||UHX;)|U|XS'
— Control of B = 6([ T'9[e¢, v +§U]8 v, TA%v )
Let us first use the deﬁnltlon of Qle¢,v . ) to expand:
By = e([A%, T (@1 (eQ)as (cQ)u )0, TA) + pen([A%, T 0,((Drv) )]0y, TAD)

+ eg([As,y]axv,gAsv)
= B31 + Bgz + B33.

In order to estimate B3y and Bsz, one proceeds as for the control of B;. One can check

TIA*, T (q1(eQ)g3(eQ)v-)]0pv = —[A*, TIT ™ (g1 (€€)q5(e€)vdpv) + [A, q1(e€) g3 ()] Dy v.

As above, using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Corollary [5.4] and Lemma [A72] one obtains
Bt < eC(|U )T
In the same way,
TN, T2 ((020) )]0pv = —[A*, T (0:((050) (900))] + 0x ([A®, Dp0] D).

Again, using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Corollary [5.4] and Lemma [A72] one has

| (A, T 0. ((De)@0)] A) | S uttlC 7. |02 ((002) (D20)) s 0]
< osl¢ppefu Hfﬁl‘v i]f’;“’
and
) (0 (8%, 02000,0), A%0) | = 4] (10°, 0], A°0,0) | < 4] o000

Thus we proved )
|Bss| < eC(|[U]| )T

Finally, we turn to Bsz = eg([As,g]aﬂj,gAsv). From Lemma one has

Bl < [IA,1100] [A70 g, < [IA 0100] o [A] 5, + V192 (A% 21000) A"

Note the identity
9: (A%, 0]0,v) = ([A®,0,0]0,v) + ([A%, v]020),

so that Lemma yields \/ﬁ‘&([As,y]awv) ‘LZ < ‘y
Altogether, we proved

HiH? ’U HEtY

(6.28) |([A%, AlU]]0,U, S[U] AU | < eC’(HQHX;)]U}iS.
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e Estimate of +(A°U, [0, S[U]JA®U).
One has

(AU, (01, S| A'V) = (A%, [0, T|A0) + (A, |0,

_ (ASU, (5‘tq1(e£))Asv) n M(Asv, az((atqg(eg))(ammv)))

s Qo(€9)y
(8o (g )v)
= €Ky (Asv, (3t§)Asv) — L€k (Asamv, (atg)ASawu))

Qo(eQ)f(€6) — Qo(e€) f'(€9)
fled)?

re(nee, (9i)A*C)

From Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and since ¢ satisfies (HI)), one deduces

1

'3

and continuous Sobolev embedding yields

(AU, [0, S[U]|AU) | <

([0,T/€] xR) ‘U|x ’

2

(6.29) | 5 (A U, [0, S[U]]A®U) Uly.-
Finally, let us recall the assumption of the Lemma:
(6.30) (A*F, SIUIAU) < € Cp|U[5. + F(B)|U] ..

We now plug (6.26)), (6.27), (6.28), (6.29), and (6.30) into (6.24). Using Lemma[6.3] it follows

%%ES(U)2 < CoeE*(U)* + E*(U)f (1),

with Cy = C(HQHX% + CFr), and consequently

%ES(U) < eCoES(U) + (1) .

Now, for any A € R, one has

d

MO (e MENU)) = —eAB*(U) + - B°(U).

Thus with A = Cj, one has for all ¢ € [0, L],

d

S NE (V) < ()N,

Integrating this differential inequality yields

T ¢ /
vtelo, -, ENU)@) < eMES(Uy) + Co / e A=) £ (¢t
0

This concludes the proof of Lemma O
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6.3 Well-posedness of the linear system

Let us now state the main result of this section.

Proposition 6.8. Set p = (u,€,0,7,bo) € Peu (see 3:2)) and s > so + 1 with sq > 1/2, and
let UP = ((P,0P)T € X35 (see Deﬁmtion be such that (HI),(H2) are satisfied for t € [0,T/€],
uniformly with respect to p € Pcu. For any Uy € X°, there exists a unique solution to ,
UP € C°0,T/e); X*) n CY([0,T/e); X*~') € X5, and Co, Ay = C(HQHX%,T,MCH,hgll,th),

independent of p € Pcu, such that one has the energy estimates

VO<t< % ES(UP)(t) < eMES(Uy)  and  ESTY0,UP) < Coe ™ E* (Uy).

Proof. Existence and uniqueness of a solution to the initial value problem (6.7)) follows, by standard
techniques, from the a priori estimate (6.22)) in Lemma

(6.31) E(U)(t) < eME*(Uy),

(since F' = 0, and omitting the index p for the sake of simplicity.) We briefly recall the argument
below, and refer to [33l[38], for example, for more details.

First, let us notice that using the system of equation , one can deduce an energy estimate
on the time-derivative of the solution. Indeed, one has

10U oy = | = Ao[U)0.U — A1[UJO,U | .,
< |€f,(€£)yazv + f(EQQazU|H571
+ |Tled) T (Qu(€€) D¢ + €Qle, v]duv + Q1 (e¢, v)0:C) + esvDyv] .,
(6.32) <C(|U| 4 )|U 4. < Coe? E*(Up),

where we use Lemmata [A.] and

The completion of the proof is as follows. In order to construct a solution to , we use a
sequence of Friedrichs mollifiers, defined by .J, = (1 — v92)~Y/2 (v > 0), in order to reduce our
system to ordinary differential equation systems on X*, which are solved uniquely by Cauchy-
Lipschitz theorem. Estimates (6.31)),(6.32) hold for each U, € C°([0,T/€]; X*), uniformly in v > 0.
One deduces that a subsequence converges towards U € L2([0,T/e]; X*), a (weak) solution of the
Cauchy problem . By regularizing the initial data as well, one can show that the system induces
a smoothing effect in time, and that the solution U € C°([0,T/¢]; X*)NC* ([0, T /e]; X*71) is actually
a strong solution. The uniqueness is a straightforward consequence of (with Uy = 0) applied
to the difference of two solutions. O

7 Proof of existence, stability and convergence

In this section we prove the main results of this paper. We start by proving an a priori estimate
on the difference of two possible solutions. Existence and uniqueness of the solution of the Cauchy
problem for our new Green-Naghdi system, in the Camassa-Holm regime ¢ = O(,/z) and over large
times, is then deduced from the linear analysis of the previous section and this a priori estimate.
The estimate also provides

e the stability of the solution with respect to the initial data, thus the Cauchy problem for our
system is well-posed in the sense of Hadamard, in Sobolev spaces; see subsection

e the stability of the solution with respect to a perturbation of the equation, which allows,
together with the well-posedness, to fully justify our system (and any other well-posed, con-
sistent model); see section
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7.1 Omne more a priori estimate

In this subsection, we control the difference of two solutions of the nonlinear system, with different
initial data and right-hand sides. More precisely, we prove the following result.

Proposition 7.1. Let (u,€,d,7v,bo) € Peu and s > sop+ 1, so > 1/2, and assume that there exists

U; fori € {1,2}, such that U; = (G, v;)T € X5, Uy € L=([0,T/e); X°T1), (1 satisfies (HI),([H2))
on [0,T /€], with ho1, ho2 > 0, and U; satisfy

6tU1 + Ao[U1]81U1 + Al[Ul]ﬁmUl = Fl,
0Us + Ao[U2]0,Us + A1[Us]0,Ux = Fy,
with F; € L'([0,T/€]; X®). Then there erists constants Cy = C’(MCH,hall,h521,e|U1|Xs,e’U2‘XS)

and )\T = CO X C(|U2|L°°([O,T/e);XS+1)) such that
T s ATt 18 ! e (t—t') s ’ !
Vt € [0, z}, E (Ul*UQ)(t) < e E (U1|t:0 —Usy |t:0)+00 e T E (Flng)(t )dt
0

Proof. When multiplying the equations satisfied by U; on the left by S[U;], one obtains

S[U1)0,U, + So[U1]0:Us + S1[U1]0.U1 = S[ULFy
S[Ug}atUg + EO[UQ}@;L-UQ + 21[U2]6$U1 = S[UQ]FQ;

with 3o[U] = S[U]Ap[U] and £,[U] = S[UJA1[U]. Subtracting the two equations above, and
defining V = Uy — Us = (¢,v) " one obtains

S[U1]0,V + %o[U1]0,V + £1[U1]0,V =
S[U1](Fy — F2) — (So[U1] + £1[U1] = So[Us] — $1[U2))0:Us — (S[UL] = S[Us])(8,Uz — F3).

We then apply S~1[U;] and deduce the following system satisfied by V:

(7.1) { OV + Ap|U1)0,V + A1[U1)0,V = F

V(0) = (U1 — U2) =0 »

where,

(7.2) F = Fi—F — STHU(Zo[U1] + Z1[U1] — Zo[Us] — £1[Us])0,Us

— STHW(S[Uh] — S[U2)) (8,Us — F).

We wish to use the energy estimate of Lemma to the linear system (|7.1). Thus one needs to
control accordingly the right hand side F'.
In order to do so, we take advantage of the following Lemma.

Lemma 7.2. Let (i,¢€,0,7,bo) € Pou and s > sg > 1/2. Let V.= (¢p,v) T, W = ((u,w) " € X®
and Uy = ((1,v1) T, Us = (Co,v2) T € X® such that there exists h > 0 with

1 1
1—e(;>h>0, 1—€(a>h>0, g+6C1Zh>O, 5+6422h>0.

Then one has

(7.3) | (A (SR = SV, W) | < e C |Ur = Ua] g [V] 4. W o
(7.4) (As (S[Uh]A[UL] — S[U] AUV W) < € C UL =Ua| | V] 4o W] s
with C = C(MCH,h*1,6|U1|XS,e|U2|XS), and denoting A[-] = Ao[-] + A1[].
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Proof of Lemma[7.3 Let V = (¢,,v) ", W = (Cw,w)" € X% and Uy = (¢1,v1) ", Us = (Ca,v2) " €
X*. By definition of S[-] (see (6.8])), one has

s/ Qo(eC1)  Qo(eca)
(4R~ Fea

(A (s =SV, W) = o Gu) + (A°(TeCi] - TeGal)v, w ).

Now, one can check that

Tleti]v — Tletolv = (q1(e¢r) — q1(eC2))v — pwde{ (g2(€1) — q2(eC2)) Dav}
(k16 = ) = i {a(Gs = )00} )

so that, after one integration by part, and using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma one
has

(7.5) (Al = TleGal)v s w ) | < e Clravma)[Gr = Gal g o] o [0] -

In the same way, we remark that one can write %"(%) as a rational function:

Qo(X) I+X)1-X 490"+ X)) _ PX)
R S R o e T Ok
It follows
Qo(eC1) — Qol(eGa) _ P(eG)Q(eCz) — P(G2)Q(Cr)
f(e€r) f(eCa) Q(eC1)Q(eC2)
_ (P(ECl) - P(fﬁz))Q(ECz) - P(Egz)(Q(ﬁﬁ) - Q(Eﬁz))
Q(eC1)Q(eCz) '

Since P(X) and Q(X) are polynomials, and using Lemma it is straightforward to check that
for s > sg > 1/2, one has

|(P(e¢1) — P(e¢2)) Q(eC2) — P(e€a) (Q(e1) — Q(€62)) | 1y < €Cle|Cr| yar€lCal ) |G — G2l e

Now, applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma [A 1] together with Lemma [AZ3] one deduces
that as long as
hi(eC1), ha(e€r), hi(eC2), ha(eCz) = h > 0,

one has (again thanks to continuous Sobolev embedding for s > so > 1/2)

s(QoleGr)  Qo(eCs)
(MG~ Fiee

with C = C(Mcu, b=, €|C1| ., €| 2| . ). Estimates (T3] and (7.6) yield (7.3).
Let us now turn to ([7.4). One has

(7.6) ) s Go)| = €Ol =Gl galol Gl o

(7.7)
(A (Sl - Sawa)V W) = (8 (B ey - L a6,
+ (A7 (Qolec) — Qole2))v s Gu)
+ (A (Qoleta) ~ Qole@))Gu » w )
+ (A (@Qulecv) ~ Qulea )Gy w )
+ e( A (Q[eCr, v1] — QleCa, va) v, w )

+ eg( A (TleCi](vr v) — TleGa](v2 v)) , w )
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The second and third terms in the right-hand-side of (7.7) may be estimated exactly as in (7.6]),
and we do not detail the precise calculations. The first term follows in the same way, using the
decomposition

Qo(eC1) . Qo(eCa) ¢ _ Qo(eC) 1) — Qo(eCa) ¢ ¢
Chtecny T~ Ty 7@ = Cpregy 710 = Tegyy /o)
+ €e(v1 — vz)?fo(izg) f'(eCa),
so that one has
e / Q /
‘( A (fo((:él))f (eC)or — fo((EZQ))f (eC2)v2)Co Cw) < Clefor] el = Gol o |Col g [ G 12
+ C(€|<2‘Hs)6|1}1 —V2|ys C’U|Hs Cw|L2'

The fourth term is similar, as €2Q1(e(i,v;) = Q1(e(i, €v;) is a bivariate polynomial. Let us detail
the last two estimates. One has

(7.8)  (QleCr, v1] —QleCa, va])v = 2(q1(€C1)gs(eCr)v1 — q1(€C2)qs(eCa)va) v+ pkdy (V0 (v1 — v2)).

Again, the contribution of the first term in ([7.8) is estimated as above (recalling that this term is
multiplied by a e- factor), and the contribution of the last term in ([7.8)) is estimated below:

e;m( A*0, (vV0, (v —v2)) , w )‘ < CEH”Ul — Uy Hf;“}v|Hs w|H‘IL.

We conclude by estimating the last term in . One has
Tler](v1 v) — Fleda] (v v) = (qu(eCr)vr — qr(e€a)va)v — pdp { (g2(€¢1)De (V1 V) — g2(€C2) Dy (v2 v) }

= (TleC1] — Tleal) (v1 v) + e(v1 — v2) (g1 (eC2)v)
— ,uu@w{qQ(egg)aw((vl — v9) U) }

One finally uses Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Lemma as well as ([7.5)), and obtain

v v

6( A*(Tleci](v1 v) — Tlea)(va v)) w) \ < & Clrr,vm)|G = G .
+ € C(Iilé|<2 I ) U1
+ ve C(K,2€|<2

1wl
H;, H},

w|L2

_”2|Hs U|H5

|Hs) v1— U2|Hj+1 |U’H;+1 |w|H;'

Altogether, we obtain (|7.4]), and the Lemma is proved. O

Let us continue the proof of Proposition by estimating F' defined in ([7.2), that we recall:

(79) F = Fi—F, — STHUL(So[U1] + Z1[U1] — So[Us] — £1[U2]) 0, Uz
— STHW(S[U:] — S[U2)) (0,Us — F).

More precisely, we want to estimate

(AN°F, SNV ) = (A°FL = AN°F, S[U1]AV)
+ ( AS(ZO[Ul] + 21 [Uh] = Bo[Us] — E4[U2))0,Us , A°V)
S[D@%—&)AW)
[ U1]] (So[U1] + 1[U1] — So[Uz] — £1[U2))0:Us , S[ULJA®V )
[A L STHAJ(S[U] = S[R]) (0l — F») , S[U1]A°V)
=(I)+(IT) + (III) +(IV) + (V).

- (A
+
= (
)
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Let us estimate each of these terms. The contribution of (I) is immediately bounded using
Lemma [6.4

(7.10) | (I) | < ClFy = Fa|x:|[Vxs,
with C' = C(Mcu, h™, e|Ur], ).

The contributions of (/1) and (IIT) follow from Lemma Indeed, recalling that V = U; —
Us, (7.3) yields immediately

(7.11) | (II1) | < Ce|oiUs — Fa|x:|V%.,
and yields

(7.12) | (I1) | < Celd,Us|x+|VI%-,
with C = O = C(Mcy, h ™, ¢|Ur| .. €|Us|..)-

Finally, we control (V) and (V) using Lemma [6.4] (6.14):
|( [A*, ST ]U , S[hA*V )| < ClU

with C' = C(MCH, hil, €|<1 HS)'

Thus it remains to estimate |U| -1, where U = Uy = (Z0[U1] + 21 [Ur] — 2o[U2] — 1 [U2]) 9. U
orU = U(“) = (S[Ul} — S[UQ])(@tUQ — Fg).

We proceed as in Lemma helped by the fact that one is allowed lose one derivative in our
estimates. Let W = 0,Us — Fy = ((w,w) . One has

Qo(eC1)  QoleC2)
e = (5101 — sty = | Rt~ Flaa) )% = (5.
(3[6(1] — T[e@]iw (i)

o |Vxe,

Recall that
TleGi|w — TeGlw = E(fil(Cl — Go)w — Dy { K2 (C1 — §2)5a:w})7

so that one has straightforwardly

[wgiiy| a1 < €C(k1, vR2)|CL — Col s |w

As for the first component, we apply (7.6)) and deduce

HZJrl .

iy a1 = (AS_1C(M),AS_1C(¢2')) < €eClCt — Caol a1 [Cwlmra—11C(a) a1
It follows
(7.13) | (V) | £ Celo,Us — Fa|x:|V|%-,
with C' = C(Mcu, b=, €|U1| .., €|Us| ..).

Now, recall U(;y = (So[U1] + 1 [U1] — Xo[Us] — £1[Us])0,Us. Proceeding as above, one obtains
| U [ < ClORUs| eV

Xs X9
and thus
(7.14) | (IV) | < Ce|0Us|x:|V|Xe.

Altogether, we proved (using Lemma that F', as defined in (7.2)), satisfies

(7.15)  |(AF SNV )| < Col|0aUs|x- + 01Uz = Falx-)eB* (V)2 + CoB* (V)E*(Fy - F).

with Cy = C(Mcy, h™ 1, e’Ul S,e|U2|XS). Notice also that by the system satisfied by Uz, one has
(see detailed calculations in ((6.32]))
|0:Uz — Fa|xs = —|(Ao[Uz2] + A1[U2])0,Uz|x-

S C(|U2|Xs+1)
We can now conclude by Lemma and the proof is complete. O
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7.2 Well-posedness result

In this section, we prove the well-posedness of the Cauchy problem for our new Green-Naghdi
model in the sense of Hadamard. Existence and uniqueness of the solution is given by
Theorem while the stability with respect to the initial data is provided by Theorem These
results correspond to Theorems [3.2] and as stated in section

Theorem 7.3 (Existence and uniqueness). Let p = (u,¢€,0,7,bo) € Pcg and s > sg+ 1, so > 1/2,
and assume Uy = ((o,v0) " € X* satisfies ,, Then there exists a mazimal time Tinax > 0,
uniformly bounded from below with respect to p € Pcpu, such that the system of equations (4.13])
admits a unique solution U = (¢,v)T € C([0, Tmax); X*) N CH[0, Timax); X*~1) with the initial
value (Co,vo0) [t=0 = (Co,v0), and preserving the conditions (HI)),([H2) (with different lower bounds)
for any t € [0, Trax)-

Moreover, there exists T, Co, A = C’(MCH,ho_ll,han, UO‘XS), independent of p € Pcu, such
that Tmax > T/€, and one has the energy estimates
T
VOo<t< =, UGy + |00 )] goor < Coe™ .

€

If Thhax < 00, one has
U, )| xs —> 00 as t— Thax,

or one of the two conditions (H1)),(H2) ceases to be true as t — Tinax.

Proof. We construct a sequence of approximate solution (U" = (¢",u")),>0 through the induction
relation

U + A[UMO, U™ = 0;
0 _ t T )
(7.16) U’=Uy, and VneN, { Ul?iol — U,

By Proposition there is a unique solution U™+ € C°([0, T41/¢€); X*) N CL([0, Tri1/€]; X7 1)
to (7.16) if U™ € C°([0, T, /e); X*) N CH([0, Ty /e]; X571) C X5, and satisfies (HI)),(H2).
Existence and uniform control of the sequence U™. The existence of 7" > 0 such that the sequence

U™ is uniquely defined, controlled in X7¥,, and satisfies (H1|),(H2)), uniformly with respect to n € N,
is obtained by induction, as follows.

Proposition [6.8] yields

(7.17) E*(U™)(t) < eME*(Up) and  |0U" (¢, )] < CLE* (U™ < CreMtES (Uy),

Xs—1

with Ay, Cp = C(Me, byl Pt

constants hoi.n, ho2,n on [0, ), /¢].
Since U™ = (¢",v™) T satisfies (7.16)), one has

U"HX%H ), provided U™ € X7 satisfies (H1)),(H2) with positive

DCH = —ef ("0 — F(eCM) D",

Using continuous Sobolev embedding of H*~1 into L (s—1 > 1/2), and since (" satisfies (1)), ([2)
with ho1,n, ho2,n on [0, T, /€], one deduces that
(7.18) |3tCnH|L°° < O(MCHah&l,mhazl,n)HUnHX; :

Let g" ™ = a + be¢" ™, where (a,b) € {(1,-1),(5,1),(1,1), (1,52)}. One has

t
gn—i-l:glt:O +b€/ 8t<n+1,
0

so that ([7.18)) yields

1"t — g™ g | < et X bC(MCthall,nvha;,n)||UnHX; :
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Now, one has ¢"*1|,—o = ¢° =0 > min(hall’o,ha;’o) > 0, independent of n. Thus one can easily
prove (by induction) that it is possible to chose T’ > 0 such that g"*! > /2 holds on [0,7" /€],
and the above energy estimates hold uniformly with respect to n, on [0,7"/€].

More precisely, one has that (" satisfies , with hg1/2, ho2/2 > 0 and the estimates

(7.19) ES(UM)(t) < eME*(Ug)  and  |0U"(t,-)] 4.y < Coe™E*(Uy),

on [0,7T" /€], where A, Cy = C(Mcu, hg,', hos »

Uy are uniform with respect to n.

|x)
Convergence of U™ towards a solution of the nonlinear problem. We now conclude by proving that
the sequence U™ converges towards a solution of our nonlinear problem. In order to do so, let us
define V™ = U™t — U™. V,, satisfies the system

O V"™ + Ag[U™)0.V + A1[U™0,V = F"
7.20
( ) { Vv |t=0 = Oa
where,
(7.21)

F = =87 UM (So[U™] 4 54 [U"] = SolU™ ] = 1 [Um " )0,U™ — 5 Um(S[U"] - S[U o,

We wish to use the energy estimate of Lemma to the linear system (7.1). Thus one needs to
control accordingly the right hand side F™.
More precisely, we want to estimate

( " S[omvr ) = —( (Bo[U"] 4 21 [U"] = So[U™ Y = 2y [U )0, U™, V" )
— ((S[u") = swrour, vr).
Proceding as in Lemma[7.2] one can easily deduce
(F7 Sy )] €l - 0 [V (907 o + (0007 o)

with C' = C(Mcwu, hg;' s hog » €|U™ ™ e €] U™ 1 o0)-
Using the uniform control of U™, ;U™ in (7.19), one deduces
(P SV )| < ol oV

with Cp independent of n. Thus Lemma [6.5] yields

T’ t , t
vtelo,—],  E°(V")(t) < eCo / e M ROV () dt < C / EC(vrh(hdt,
€ 0 0
where C' is independent of n and ¢t. Hence
T/ ntncn
velo,—),  E'(VM() < sup EO(VO)),
€ N vel0,17/€

and the sequence U™ = U% + >~ V" converges in C°([0,T"/e]; X°).

Completion of the proof. Since U™ converges in C°([0,T"/¢]; X°) and is uniformly bounded in X,
standard interpolation arguments imply that the sequence U™ converges in C°([0, 7" /€]; X*'), for any
s’ < s. Similarly, 9,U™ converges in C°([0,T" /¢]; Xs,_l). Choosing s'—1 > 1/2, one may pass to the
limit all the terms in system , and one deduces that the limit U is a solution of system .
Passing to the limit the properties of U™, and in particular the energy estimates , one deduces
U e L*([0,T/e]; X%),0,U € L>=([0,T/e]; X*71), and U satisfies the energy estimate of the Theorem
(using Lemma , and preserves the conditions 7 for any ¢ € [0, T%L independently of
p € Pcu-

Finally, as in Proposition (with U = U), one has U € C°([0,T"/e]; X*)NC*([0,T'/e]; X*71).
The uniqueness of U follows from the stability result of Proposition [7.I] with F; = F» = 0, and
one can therefore define a maximal time of existence of the solution, that we denote Tiax. Tmax 18
bounded from below by T"/e > 0, and the behavior of the solution as t — Tinax if Tinax < 00 follows
from standard continuation arguments. O



November 27, 2013 Vincent Duchéne, Samer Israwi, Raafat Talhouk 35

Theorem 7.4 (Stability). Let (u,€,d,7v,bo) € Pcu and s > so+1 with sg > 1/2, and assume Uy 1 =
(Co’l,voyl)—r € X° and Uy = (CO’QJU()’Q)T € X*t! satisfies (H1)),(H2). Denote U; the solution
to " with Uj |t:0 = UQJ.Then there exists T_l, A Co = C(MCH, hall, ho_zl, ‘U071|X5’ |U072|Xs+1)
such that

T
vt € [0, €], |(Uy = Ua)(t < CoeM|Uro — Uz .-

) ) ‘XS
Proof. The existence and uniform control of the solution U; (resp. Uz) in L*°(]0,T/€]; X*®) (resp.
L*([0,T/e]; X511)) is provided by Theorem [7.3l The proposition is then a direct consequence of
the a priori estimate of Proposition [7.1} with Fy = F5 = 0, and Lemma [6.3 O

8 Full justification of asymptotic models

We conclude our work by explaining how the results of the previous sections allow to fully justify
our system (and other consistent ones) as asymptotic model for the propagation of internal waves.
A model is said to be fully justified (using the terminology of [27]) if the Cauchy problem for both
the full Euler system and the asymptotic model is well-posed for a given class of initial data, and
over the relevant time scale; and if the solutions with corresponding initial data remain close. As
described in [29, Section 6.3], the full justification of a system (S) follows from:

e (Consistency) One proves that families of solutions to the full Euler system, existing and
controlled over the relevant time scale satisfies the system (S) up to a small residual.

e (Existence) One proves that families of solutions to the full Euler system as above do exist.
This difficult step is ensured by Theorem 5 (or Theorem 6 for large times) in [29], provided
that a stability criterion is satisfied (see details therein).

e (Convergence) One proves that the solutions of the full Euler system, and the ones of the
system (S), with corresponding initial data, remain close over the relevant time scale.

The last step supposes that the Cauchy problem for the model is well-posed, and is a consequence
of the stability of its solutions with respect to perturbations of the equation, so that the first two
steps of the procedure (consistency and existence) yield the conclusion (convergence), and therefore
the full justification of the model. Let us refer to Theorem 7 in [29] for the application of such
procedure for the full justification of the so-called shallow-water/shallow-water asymptotic model,
which corresponds to our system, when withdrawing O(u) terms.

The consistency of our model has been given in Theorem [3.1] The well-posedness of the Cauchy
problem is stated in Theorem and the stability results is a consequence of Proposition [7.1
Thus we have all the ingredients for the full justification of our model, stated in Theorem and
that we recall below.

Theorem 8.1 (Convergence). Let p = (p,€,9,7,bo) € Pcu (see (3.2)) and s > so + 1 with

so > 1/2, and let U° = (¢°,¢°)T € H**N(R)2, N sufficiently large, satisfy the hypotheses of
Theorem 5 in [29] as well as (H1|),(H2)). Then there exists C,T > 0, independent of p, such that

e There exists a unique solution U = (C,)" to the full Buler system ([2.4), defined on [0, T]
and with initial data ((°,4°)T (provided by Theorem 5 in [29));

e There exists a unique solution U, = (Cq,vq)" to our new model (3.3)), defined on [0,T] and
with initial data (C°,v°) T (provided by Theorem ;

o With v = 0[(, ], defined as in (3.4), one has for any t € [0,T),

Proof. As stated above, the existence of U is provided by Theorem 5 in [29], and the existence of U,
is given by our Theorem (we choose T' as the minimum of the existence time of both solutions; it
is bounded from below, independently of p € Pcy). If N is large enough, then U = (¢,v) " satisfies
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the assumptions of our consistency result, Theorem and therefore (¢,7) " solves (3.3)) up to a
residual R = (r1,73) ", with ’R‘Lw (o) < C(Mcn, hyt' }U°’H5+N)(u2 + p€?). The result follows

from the stability Proposition (7.1} with F} = (r1,T[e¢]7'r2) T and Fy = 0. O

In addition to allowing the complete, full justification of our model, the results of the previous
sections allow to rigorously justify any lower order, well-posed and consistent model. We quickly
show how to apply the procedure to such models, with the example of the so-called Constantin-
Lannes decoupled approximation, introduced by one of the authors in [19], and that we recall
below.

Definition 8.2 (Constantin-Lannes decoupled approximation model). Let (°,v" be given scalar
functions, and set parameters (u,e€,d8,v,bo) € Pcu, as defined in (3.2), and (\,0) € R2. The
Constantin-Lannes decoupled approzimation is then

Uep = (v+(t,x B tv_(hatt),(y+ ) (viltz—t) —v_(ta +t))>,
where vy ;= = $(¢0+ ’H-é) li=o and v+ = (1 £ pAd?)~tv} with v} satisfying

(8.1) O} + eavidv) + 62a2(vi)2azvi + SEad?(0})30, 0

+ w3y — w020 + ued, (/{1 Ad 020} + k50, vi)z) = 0,

with parameters defined as follows:

= 302 — ¢ —~ = 7375(5 +1)2 o = 75(52(5 +1)2y(1 — %)

24405’ (v +0)2 7 (v +9) ’
VGA:Q 1+’Y(S +A Ve)\:l;e 1+’Y(S _L_)\
(8.2) 6806 +y) 76 6(6+7) 2bo 7
' _(1+75)(52—7)(1 1-0) (-9 302~
= 30(y + 6)2 4 6(y+0) “24+0

(L+790)(6*—v),,  1-0,  (1—v
2 30(y +0)2 1+ )_12(~y+5)'

K

Remark 8.3. The scalar equation has been introduced as a model for gravity surface wave
(one layer of homogeneous fluid) in [24], and its rigorous justification has been developed in [12)].
The justification is to be understood in the following sense: if one chooses carefully the initial data
(so as to focus on only one direction of propagation), then the Constantin-Lannes equation provides
a good (unidirectional) approzimation of the flow. The reason why a bi-directional, decoupled ap-
proximation as above has not been developed in the water-wave setting is that lower order scalar
equations offer the same accuracy. The specificity of internal waves lies in the existence of a critical
ratio (62 = v) for which quadratic nonlinearities vanish, thus calling for higher order decoupled
models, especially in the Camassa-Holm regime.

The Cauchy problem for the equation (8.1)) has been proved to be locally well-posed in [12], and
a property of persistence of spatial decay at infinity has been proved in [19]. We state these results
below.

Proposition 8.4 (Well posedness and persistence) Let u® € H*%L with s > so+1, sg > 1/2. Let
the parameters in ) be such that € Vt A 0, and define m > 0 such that

(8.3) uf’*+(vt )b it e+ Jan] + |ao| + fas| + P2 + [k + (K] < m

Then there exists T = C(m ) and a unique u € C°([0,T/e); Hy™)NC([0,T/€); HY) such
that u satisfies (8.1) and initial data u|j—o = u®.
Moreover, u satisfies the following energy estimate for 0 <t <T/e:

Hat“HLw([o,T/e);H;) + H“HLOO([O,T/e);H;“) < C(m |“ ‘H*“
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Assume additionally that for fived n,k € N, the function x/u’ € H**5, with 0 < j < n and
S5=k+142(n—j). Then there exists T = C(m,mk:,z;-z:o ‘Sﬁ'jUO’H5+k+l+2(n—j)> such that for
0<t<Txmin(l/e,1/p), one has

n
||xn‘9kat“”Loo([0,t);H;) + Hl.nakuHLOO([O,t);Hj“) = C(’””‘?’“?Z|5”j“0‘Hj+’“+1+2("—f>)'
=0

The decoupled model of Definition is consistent with our new model (3.3), in the following
way.

Proposition 8.5 (Consistency). Let (°, v € HT5 with s > so+1, so > 1/2. For (u,e€,6,7,bo) =
p € Pcu, we denote UE*L the unique solution of the CL approximation, as defined in Defini-
tion |8.4. For some given M} o > 0, sufficiently large, assume that there exists T* > 0 and a
family (UYL} )pepen such that

T* = max{ T >0 such that HUE*LHLoo([o,T);HsM) + HatUgL||L°°([O,T);HS+5) < Mig ).

Then there exists U¢ = U*® [UEL} such that U = UéL—i—UC satisfies the Green-Naghdi system (3.3)
up to a remainder R bounded for t € [0,T*] by

1Bl L o,y = € max(€(6% = )%, %) (1+ V),
with C' = C(M}, s, Mcn, |\|,10|), and the corrector term U°® is estimated as

|ue )+ love ) < C max(e(6? — ), p) min(t, V).

||L°°([0,15];HS ||L°<>([0,15];HS

Additionally, if there exists a > 1/2, M£+6, T! > 0 such that

6

5
Z |1+ $2)a‘9§UéLHLw([o,T);Hs) + Z 11+ x2)aa§atUE'LHLOO([O,T);HS) < M£+6 ’
k=0 k=0

then the remainder term, R is uniformly bounded for t € [0,T%):

HRHLOO([O,t];HS) < € max(*(6% — )%, 1%,

with C = C(M£+6, Mecmu, |Al510]) and U® is uniformly estimated as

2 .
HUCHLOO([O,t];HS) + ||atUCHL°°([O,t];HS) < € max(e(6” — ), p) min(t, 1).
Proof. A similar statement concerning the consistency of the Constantin-Lannes decoupled approx-
imation towards the original Green-Naghdi system (4.6) (in the shallow water regime (3.1) and
neglecting the surface tension contributions) has been given in [19, Proposition 1.12]. Taking into
account the surface tension contribution only requires a slight modification in one of the parameters

(one has v = 122 51(;15,) — Ain [19]), as shows tedious but straightforward calculations. Finally,

using the boundedness of Uch assumed in the statement, and following the proof of Theorem
one easily checks that the corresponding result holds with regards to our system (3.3)), in the more
stringent Camassa-Holm regime (3.2]). O

Remark 8.6. Let us note that Proposition [8.4) ensures that the above result is not empty, but on
the contrary is valid for long times (provided that uf”\ > 0 and the initial data sufficiently smooth).
More precisely, if the initial data (¢°,0°) = U® € H5%" s > sg+1, so > 1/2, then for any p € Pcu
and X\, 0 such that I/f’)\ > g > 0, then there exists C1, Co independent of p, such that for M7, ¢ > Cy,
the decoupled approximate solution satisfies the uniform bound of Proposition with T* > Cy/e.

Moreover, upon additional condition on the decaying in space of the initial data, there exists
C1,Cs such that for any M§+6 > C1, one has T* > Cy/ max(e, ).
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The above properties, thanks to the well-posedness and stability of our Green-Naghdi type
system proved in this work, are sufficient to fully justify the solutions of the Constantin-Lannes

decoupled approximation as approximate solutions of our model, and therefore as approximate
solutions of the full Euler system (2.4)).

Proposition 8.7 (Convergence of the decoupled model). Let p = (u,¢€,0,7v,bo) € Pcu, and set
A0 € R such that holds. Let U° = (%, 4°)T € H**N N sufficiently large, satisfy the
hypotheses of Theorem 5 in [29] as well as (HI),(H2). Denote by UP = ({,v)" the solution of
the full Fuler system and by UgL the decoupled approzimation defined in Deﬁnition with
initial data UY. Then there exists C,T > 0, independent of p € Pcu, such that for any 0 <t < T,
one has

108, =T | e oy < € (50 min(t,t/)(1 + &ot)),

with eg = max(e(62 — ), 1), and U= (¢, (¢, ¥]) T where O[¢, ) is defined as in (3.4).

Moreover, if the initial data is sufficiently localized in space, as in the second part of Proposi-

tion[8.5], then one has
p 7P .
|\U%, - U HL(X,([O,H;HS) < C (g0 min(t,1)(1 + eot)).

Proof. By Proposition we know that for any Uy, there exists U¢ = U°[Ul;] such that
U = U¥; + U° satisfies the Green-Naghdi system (3.3), up to a small remainder R. Control-
ling the difference HU —Ugn' |, where Ugn? is the solution of the Green-Naghdi system (3.3) with
corresponding initial data, is done exactly as in Theorem and we omit the proof. The result

is then a straightforward consequence of the triangular inequality, as HU P Ugn® H is estimated in
Theorem and ||U°[U& ]| in Proposition O

A Product and commutator estimates in Sobolev spaces.

Let us recall here some product as well as commutator estimates in Sobolev spaces, used throughout
the present paper.

Lemma A.1 (product estimates).
Let s > 0, one has Vf,g € H*(R) [ L (R), one has

’fg|H5 S |f|L°°’g‘Hs+‘f’Hs g’L‘”'

If s > so > 1/2, one deduces thanks to continuous embedding of Sobolev spaces,
9l S 1S el g lge
More generally, for s >0 and sop > 1/2, one hasVf € H*(R)(VH*°(R),g € H*(R),
|fg}HS§|f|Hso

Let F € C*°(R) such that F(0) =0. If g € H*(R) [ L*(R) with s > 0, one has F(g) € H*(R)
and

g |HS +<| f |H5 9 |H‘50>s>507

| F(9) |,. < Cg],

F‘CN)} 9 |y
Finally, we will use
| fa ‘Hfﬁl <C | f |H;;+1’ 9‘1{5“'

The first estimates are classical (see [1,25,/28]), and the last one follows straightforwardly from

|fg|25+1 S Pl +ul0a(f o) 15 S 1 f el 9 e + 12l 9 00f [ + 1] f 02g 5.

We know recall commutator estimate, mainly due to the Kato-Ponce [25], and recently improved
by Lannes [28| (see Theorems 3 and 6):
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Lemma A.2 (commutator estimates).
For any s >0, and 0, f, g € L= (R) (" H*~Y(R), one has

’ (A, flg ‘L2 < ‘ 0w f ‘H@‘*l‘ g ‘LOO +’ O f ’Loo’ 9 ’Hsfl'
Thanks to continuous embedding of Sobolev spaces, one has for s > sog+ 1, so > %,

| [Asaf]g |L2 S |a’1"f |Hs—1| g |Hs—1'

More generally, for any s >0 and so > 1/2, 0, f, g € H*(R) (" H*"Y(R), one has

| 1A% flg [ ST 0f [ e

g ’H5*1 + <‘ 5wf ‘Hsfl‘ g |H50>3>50+1'

We conclude this section with two corollaries of Lemma used in particular in the proof of
Theorem .4

Lemma A.3. Let f,{ € L (H?, with § > 0 and hy = 1—€(, with h1(e() > h > 0 for any x € R.
Then one has

1 -
|h71f|HE S C(h 176|C|Loo)(|f|HE+e|C|HE f‘Loo)

Proof. We make use of the identity

L, 1 e

hTf = 1—eg‘f = f+ 1_ch-
Moser’s tame estimates (Lemma yields

1 e
il = Ul + 5= e
eC eC
< e+ ISl 17 el

The only non-trivial term to estimate is now |1i—ic ’H Using that hy = 1—e( > h > 0, we introduce
a function F' € C*°(R) such that

X .
X if1-X>h
F(X) = {1-% | 2 h>0,
0 if1-X<0.

The function F satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma and one has

29
|1—6C

The Lemma is now straightforward. O

|H§ = |F(€C)|H§ = C(|6<|L°°’h71)|6<|H§'

Let us apply this Lemma to the rigorous estimate of specific expansions.

Lemma A.4. Let f,{ € L>([0,T); H®), with § > so > 1/2, such that hy =1 —¢e( > h > 0 for any
(t,z) € [0,T) x R. Then one has

<|H§

1
}hilfif|H§ S GC(h71,6’<|H§) f|H‘3

and
1

7f_(1+5<)f|H§ < € C(h71’€|C|H§)

2
‘hl C’HE

Flgs-
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Proof. Let us first remark that the formal expansions are straightforward:

obt

1 1 )

The rigorous estimate is obtained thanks to Lemma applied to the identities

€C 1 _
E 5 and Ef—(1+€<)f =

62C2
hy

1
1= /.

Indeed, one has for s > s > 1/2,

1
ot = fli = ol 1l

1 _
h71f|H§ S 6Cj(h 176’<|H§)

f|H§’

where we used Lemmata and The second estimate, concerning ’h—llf —(1+ e()ﬂHg, is
O

ained identically.
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