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Abstract

We consider here asymptotic models that describe 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 uneven bottoms. The aim of this paper is to show that the full justification
result of the model obtained by Duchéne, Israwi and Talhouk [to appear in STAM J. Math. Anal,
(arXiv:1304.4554v2)], 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, can be improved in two
directions. The first direction is taking into account medium amplitude topography variations and
the second direction is allowing strong nonlinearity using a new pseudo-symmetrizer, thus canceling
out the smallness assumption of the Camassa-Holm regime for the existence and uniqueness results.

1 Introduction

1.1 Presentation of the problem

In this work, we are interested in the propagation of internal waves in a two-fluid system, which consists
in two layers of immiscible, homogeneous, ideal, incompressible 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). We assume medium amplitude topography variations (non-flat
bottom) and that the surface is confined by a flat rigid lid.
The derivation of the governing equations of such a system is not new: see [2], [5] and [I6]. Under
the aforementioned configuration, the governing equations describing the evolution of the flow may be
reduced to a system of two coupled evolution equations located at the interface between the two layers
(see [12,132] for the water-wave configuration, and [5] for the bi-fluidic case), named full Euler system. In
particular, the well-posedness in Sobolev spaces of the Cauchy problem for bi-fluidic full Euler system
has been answered satisfactorily in the presence of a small amount of surface tension, see [22] (that
is, with an existence of solutions on a time scale consistent with physical observations). However, the
theoretical study of this system is extremely challenging.
Because of the complexity of these equations their solutions are very difficult to describe, this explains
why 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

d3 a ap dy p1 g(p2 — p1)A?

)\2’ € d1’ /8 dl) d2’ ’y p2) o o Y

where a(resp. ap) is the maximal vertical deformation of the interface(resp. bottom) with respect to its
rest position; A is a characteristic horizontal length; dy (resp. ds) is the depth of the upper (resp. lower)
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layer; and p; (resp. p2) is the density of the upper (resp. lower) layer, g the gravitational acceleration, o
the interfacial tension coefficient and Bo the classical Bond number, which measures the ratio of gravity
forces over capillary forces. In the following we use bo = uBo instead of the classical Bond number,
Bo. Mathematically speaking, ;1 and € measure respectively the amount of dispersion and nonlinearity
which will contribute to the evolution of internal waves. Let us introduce some earlier results directly
related to the present paper.

Bona, Lannes and Saut [5] followed a strategy initiated in [3 4] in the water-wave setting (one layer
of fluid, with free surface) to derive a large class of models for different regimes, under the rigid-lid
assumption, neglecting surface tension effects and with flat bottom, (see also [2] where a topography
and surface tension is added to the system, and [14] where the rigid-lid assumption is removed). Shallow
water (< 1) asymptotic models for uni-dimensional internal waves have been derived and studied in
the pioneer works of [25] [26], 27]. More recently, weakly (e = O(y)) and strongly (e ~ 1) nonlinear models
in two-dimensions have been derived by Camassa and Choi in [9, [10]. They obtain bi-fluidic extensions
of the classical shallow water (or Saint-Venant [29]), Boussinesq [6] [7] and Green-Naghdi [19] [30] models.
Similar systems have been derived in [28] (with the additional assumption of v =~ 1) and in [I1I] (using
a different approach, i.e. making use of the Hamiltonian structure of the full Euler equations). The
models derived in these papers are systematically justified by a consistency result: roughly speaking,
sufficiently smooth solutions of the full Euler system satisfy the equations of the asymptotic model, up
to a small remainder.

Contrarily to the water-wave case, large amplitude internal waves in a bi-fluidic system are known
to generate Kelvin-Helmholtz instabilities that appear at high frequencies , so that surface tension is
necessary in order to regularize the flow. However, when adding a small amount of surface tension,
Lannes [22] proved that, thanks to a stability criterion, the problem becomes well-posed with a time
of existence that does not vanish as the surface tension goes to zero and thus is consistent with the
observations. Therefore, adding a small amount of surface tension at the interface in the Euler system
guarantees the well-posedness of the system and does not change our asymptotic models. The study of
Lannes focuses on the two-layer fluid system with a flat bottom (8 = 0). However, we believe that the
theory in the uneven bottom case does not differ much from the one in the flat bottom configuration.
In [20], the well-posedness and stability results have been proved for bi-fluidic shallow-water system , and
in [I5] for a class of Boussinesq-type systems, neglecting surface tension and under reasonable assump-
tions on the flow (typically, the shear velocity must be sufficiently small). However, the well-posedness
of the Green-Naghdi model in the bi-fluidic case is not clear, and similar systems have been proved to
be ill-posed in [24], which has led to various propositions in order to overcome this difficulty; see [8] [13]
and references therein. Green-Naghdi models consist in higher order extensions, which has since been
widely used in coastal oceanography, as it takes into account the dispersive effects neglected by the
shallow-water model, thus are consistent with precision O(u?) instead of O(u), and allows waves of
greater amplitude (whereas Boussinesq models are limited to the long wave regime: € = O(u)). Finally,
we mention the recent work of Xu [31], which studies and rigorously justify the so-called intermediate
long wave system, obtained in a regime similar to ours: € ~ /i, but § ~ \/zi.

In this work, we present a Green-Naghdi type model in the Camassa-Holm (or medium amplitude)
regime € = O(\/1) and we assume medium amplitude topography variations. More precisely, we assume
that there exists Bmar < 00 such that

8 =0(/n) with B € [0, Brnaz]-

We improve in this paper the existence and uniqueness results obtained in [I7] using a new pseudo-
symmetrizer, thus canceling out the smallness assumption € = O(,/i) and we prove that our Green-
Naghdi model is fully justified as an asymptotic model for a set of dimensionless parameters limited to
the so-called Camassa-Holm regime, that we describe precisely below.
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We first consider the so-called shallow water regime for two layers of comparable depths:

Psw = {(u,e,&%ﬁ,bO): 0 < 0 < fimax, 0 < € < 1, 5 € (dmins Omax)s

0 <~ < 1,0<8< B bomingbogoo}, (1.1)

—1 —1
min’ 5maX7 bOmin, ﬂmax < 0.

with given 0 < pmax, 0

The two additional key restrictions for the validity of the model (B.9) are as follows:

1+~0 1
= 1) b ce<M <M d _——— > 1.2
7DCH {(/L,€, 57757 O) € PSW € \//77 /3 = \/ﬁ an v 36(’Y+6) bo — o }a ( )

with given 0 < M, 1/51 < 00.
We denote for convenience
_ -1 -1 _ -1
MSW = Inax {,U/maxa 6mina 6maxa bomina ﬁmax}a MCH = mnax {MSWa Ma Yy }

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.

1.2 Organization of the paper

We start by introducing in Section 2 the non-dimensionalized full Euler system and the Green-Naghdi
model.

In Section 3, we present our new model where the asymptotic model is precisely derived and motivated.
Sections 4 and 5 contain the necessary ingredients for the proof of our results.

In Section 6, we explain the full justification of asymptotic models and we state its main ingredients.

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

Notations In the following, Cjy denotes any nonnegative constant whose exact expression is of no
importance.
The notation a < b means that a < Cj b and we write A = O(B) if A < Cy B.
We denote by C(A1, A2,...) a nonnegative constant depending on the parameters A;, Az,...and whose
dependence on the A; is always assumed to be nondecreasing.
We use the condensed notation

As = Bs + <Cs>

s§>s 7

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

|flr = (/R|f(z)|pdz)1/p < 0.

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

(flaf2):/Rf1($)f2(x)d:c.

The space L = L*°(R) consists of all essentially bounded, Lebesgue-measurable functions f with the
norm

||z = esssup |f(z)| < oo.
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Let k € N, we denote by W = Wk (R) = {f € L™, ||k < 00}, where | |y ke = Z 0% flLoe-
aeNa<lk
For any real constant s > 0, H® = H*(R) denotes the Sobolev space of all tempered distributions f
with the norm |f|gs = |A®f|12 < oo, where A is the pseudo-differential operator A = (1 — 92)'/2,
For a given p > 0, we denote by H*t(R) the space H*"'(R) endowed with the norm
2 _ 2 2
| ’Hfﬁl = |l ool e
For any function u = u(t, z) and v(t,z) defined on [0,7) x R with 7" > 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,’U) = (u(ta '),’U(t, ))a |u|Lp = |U(f, ')|L7)a |’u’|L2 = |U(f, ')|L2 ; and |U|H5 = |u(t’ ')|HS’ respeCtiVGIY'
We denote L>([0,T); H*(R)) the space of functions such that u(¢,-) is controlled in H*®, uniformly for
tel0,T):
= esssup |u(t, )|g: < oo.

||u||L°°([0,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 T. The same notation is used
for f an operator mapping the domain of T into itself.

2 Previously obtained models

2.1 The full Euler system

The equations governing the evolution of the aforedescribed system in the introduction read (using
non-dimensionalized variables and the Zakharov/Craig-Sulem formulation) [12] [32):

1
OH¢ — —Grp = 0,
"

€
O(H"0 = 70,0) + (v +0)0C + S0, (JH"O%P — 710.0]2)
= el N'H9 — Hvb—-?iam (ke(f/éﬁo) ;
where we denote
2

(ﬁG“w + e(awC)HH’éw) - 'Y(ﬁGM"/J + G(azg)(azw))

2(1 + pledxC?)
¢(t,z) represent the deformation of the interface between the two layers and b(x) represent the defor-
mation of the bottom, 1 is the trace of the velocity potential of the upper-fluid at the interface.

2

N’u,é =

The function k() = —0, (\/ﬁ&() denotes the mean curvature of the interface and o the surface

(or interfacial) tension coefficient.

We will refer to 1) as the full Euler system, and solutions of this system will be exact solutions
of the problem.

Finally, G* and H*? are the so-called Dirichlet-Neumann operators, defined as follows:

Definition 2.2 (Dirichlet-Neumann operators) Let ( € HTY(R), to > 1/2, such that there exists
ho >0 withhy = 1—e(> hg>0andhy = %+e§—ﬂb > ho >0, and letp € LE (R), O, € H'Y?(R).
Then we define
G”¢ = G“[de =V 1+ N|66z<|2(an¢1) |z:e( = _Me(azC)(am(bl) |z:e( + (az¢1) |z:e( )
H" = HPO[eC, BB = 00 (2 |smec ) = (0262) lomec + €(020)(0:62) o=cc -
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where ¢1 and ¢2 are uniquely defined (up to a constant for ¢2) as the solutions in H*(R) of the Laplace’s
problems:

(pd2 + 02) ¢1=0 inQ ={(z,2) €R% e(z) <2<1},

0.1 =0 onTy={(z,2) eR? 2=1}, (2.3)
o1 =1 onT = {(z,2) € R?, z =€},
(pd2 + 92) ¢2=0 inQy={(x,2) €R? —1+Bb(z) <z < e(},
8n¢2 = an¢1 on F, (24)
Onp2 =0 on Ty ={(z,2) € R?, z=—1+ Bb(x)}.

The existence and uniqueness of a solution to (23)-(24), and therefore the well-posedness of the
Dirichlet-Neumann operators follow from classical arguments detailed, for example, in [23].

2.2 The Green-Naghdi model

The key ingredient for constructing shallow water asymptotic models lies in the expansion given in [14} [1§]
of the Dirichlet-Neumann operators, with respect to the shallowness parameter, ;. Thanks to such an
expansion, one is able to obtain the so-called Green-Naghdi model (for internal waves). This model has
been introduced in [I6] (with a flat bottom) and generalized in [I8]. It is also convenient to introduce
a new velocity variable, namely the shear mean velocity v is equivalently defined as

V= ug — YUy (2.5)

where u; and us are the horizontal velocities integrated across each layer:
up(t,x) = #t@)fél((t,r) 0:$1(t,x,2) dz and uq(t,x) = hz(t ) fec :_Zi(z) O P2(t, x, z) dz, where ¢1 and

¢2 are the solutions to the Laplace’s problems (2.3)-(2.4]).
The expansions of the Dirichlet-Neumann operators may be written in terms of the new variable v.

Plugging the expansions given in [I8, Proposition 7] into the full Euler system (21J), and withdraw-
ing all O(u?) terms yields ( in the unidimensional case d = 1),

atg+a(hl’i7hjh2):o,

_ 0 Wk (26)
Oy (v + uQ[hl,hg]v> + (v+9)0.¢ + §8z(mv) =
+0
11€0, ( [h1, ho]v ) Fy 8347
where we denote hy =1 — e and hy = 6~ + € — 3b, as well as
Qoo = Tl B0 (o) — 4T, 0] (22 )
1,72 2 h,1+")’h/2 i 1, h1+’)/h,2 )
_ _L 3 hiv L 9 hiv 2 hyv
B 3h2&”(h26z(h1 +7h2)) + 2ho 6[6 (h (0 b) ’}/hg) hQ(azb)az(hlnL'yhg)}
2902 (—"10 Y _ [ g (h3g (2v
+ 5(0:b) (h1+7h2) 7[%18( O (h +7h2))}
= _ Lo v _hv N2 _—hav )2
R oo = 5(=hade( ) 8@ G o)) = 5 (e —200))
hl’U hl’U 7h,2’l) 7h2’U
— (————)Tho, Bb hi,0]( —————
o) Tl 0 () 9 G i T 0 (= )
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with,

Th, o)V = ;—;ax(h?’axw + %[&C(hQ(axb)V) — h2(0,b)( V)] + (Beb)2V.

If additionally, one assume medium amplitude topography variations, then the above system may be
simplified. More precisely, we assume that there exists B,,q4: < oo such that

B=0(/p)  with B €0, Bmal

Withdrawing again O(p?) in (28] terms, one obtains

¢ + az(hlhjri’f]mv) — 0,

h% *’Yh% 02) _ (2.7)
(h1 +vha)?

+9
ey (Rl hoglo + GS[ha, haglv) + pd===02¢,

O (U + M(Q[hlvhzf]v+ﬂﬁ[h1,h2f]0)> + (v +0)0:¢ + %az(

where we denote hay = §71 + €( (f corresponds to flat topography) with

Qlhshale = Tlhag, 0](7—o) — 7T, 0) (2 ),

hy + vhay hy + vhay
and
o B 1 ) hqv 1 3 hi(yb)v
Plhy, hoglv = 3h2fa”” (3(h2f) baﬂ”(hl +7h2f)) 3h2fam<(h2f) a””((hl +7h2f>2))
b
— —0:((h
3(h2f) (( 2f) (hl +’Yh2f))
1 hlv
+ %[GZ(U‘”) (9 s +7h2f) (h1 +7h2f)}
B 1 3 ybhagv 3 —bv
[3h O (h Ou ( (h1 + vhay)? )} [ (h % (hl +’Yh2f))},
and
_ 1 hiv 2 —hayv \\2
Rlba holv = 5 (thaz(hl + ’Yh2f)) 2 (hlaz(hl +7h2f))

- (h1 T;}hzf){_3;2fam(h3fam(ﬁ))}

+ (i) e (G2 )))
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and
Slha,hoslv = hgfam(#%)[h%am(%)—baz(#;}hw)}
= h2p(0:) (h1 T;}hg f)az (h1 T;)hw)
+ (o 2 e (G )~ e ()
- mﬁiﬁm[—;aﬁ(hgmz((mﬁziw)) + 3;2faz (3h§fbam(mi71;mf))
_ Wgax(hgfbam(ﬁ))}
- gl (héf(azb)hlﬁ—l;’,mf) - h%@b)@(ﬁ)]
~ Tty Ly (2 )

—h bh b

i V(F?hz;f) [3%11(%( ? I<(h17+ VQZZf)Q B h1 +1’)7h2f)):|,
—~bh b 1 h

! 7((hl 17121];:)2 T +1;h2f) [3718”” (h?a””(hl —squ;wf )}

Remark 2.8 The following approximation formally hold using that:
1
—— =1+ X+ X?+O(X?) with X << 1,

1-X
1 1
hi 4 vhs hi 4 vhay —v5b
_ 1
B v6b
(1 -
(h1 + vhay) T

b b)?2
(1 N 7B n (vfb) !
(h1 4 vhay) hi+vhos  (ha +vhay)

+0(8%)).

Proposition 2.9 (Consistency) For p = (u,¢,6,7,3,bo) € Psw, let UP = (¢P,4P)T be a family of
solutions of the full Euler system (Z1) such that there exists T > 0, s > so+ 1, so > 1/2 for which
(CP,0,P) T and (0:CP, 0:0,9P) T are bounded in L>°([0,T); H*TN)2 (N sufficiently large), uniformly with
respect to p € Psw. Moreover, assume that b € H**N and there exists ho1 > 0 such that
hi :17600 > hor >0, h2f:1/5+€<¥’ > hor >0, h2:1/5+6§p*ﬂb2h01 > 0.
Define v* as in @5). Then (CP,v*P)T satisfies @) up to a remainder term, R = (0,7)T, bounded by
71| Lo (jo,7y:100) < 1°Ch,

with Cy = C(hg;', Msw, [bl g+, [[(CP5 0x90P) T || oo (jo, 1) 5+ 32, [[(0eCP 5 00utP) || Lo 0,7y 115432 ),, - umi-
formly with respect to p € Pswy.

Proof.
This results has been proved in [I8, Proposition 8] for the system ([26]). So the proof is straightforwardly
adapted to the simplified system (2.7]), using in particular the following estimates, valid for s > 1/2:

1
|h1 + vha T + vhay
1 1 ~3b
|h1 +hy  hy+vhoy (B +yhay)
see, for example, [23] Proposition B.4]. O

e < BC(hgy', ¢ 1) bl o

V|

D) |H5 < ﬂQC(ho_llv |<p HS)
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3 Construction of the new model

The present work is limited to the so-called Camassa-Holm regime, that is using additional assumption
€ = O(y/;). In this section, we manipulate the Green-Naghdi system (Z2.7)), systematically withdrawing
O(u?, pe?, peB) terms, in order to recover our model.

One can check that the following approximations formally hold:

_ _ b
Olh1, haslv + BPlh, haglv = —\2v — e% ((0 — a)vd2¢ + (o + 20), (COxv) — 0CO2v)
WT” (5 + 000020 + (a1 +261)0, (b0,0) — 010020
0(62765)7
_ _ 1 1
Rlh1, hoglv + BS[hi, haoylv = ! (5(311))2 + g”aiv) + O(e, B).
with )
1+~6 1—7 (L+~0)(6% — )
-7 - d g="T° — V) 3.1
30(v+0) " T (rez M 5y +0)3 (3.1)
and 5( 5)
1 147
- d ¢ =277 3.2
= =T (32)

Plugging these expansions into system (Z7)) yields a simplified model, with the same order of preci-
sion of the original model (that is O(u?)) 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.

Using the same techniques as in [I7, Section 4.2] but with a different symmetric operator ¥[eC, Sb]
defined below, we obtain the following equation:

T[e¢, Bb](Orv + esv0,v) — q1(eC, Bb) 0y (v + ,u(@[hl, haflv + BP[h1, hgf]’l)))
(e 023+ ey (e, 30)0, (Rlbn, hoglo + 58T, b))

= ccar (e, BO)00s0 — e 0a ((000)?) + pBo(0a0) (026) + O, e, ) (3.9

where we denote w = (v —; Ji (% + 91) and
TG, BV = qu(eC, B0V — pwd, (2(eC, BD)O, V). (3.4)

with ¢;(X,Y) =14+ k; X + w;Y (i =1,2) and v, K1, K2, w1, w2, s are defined as follow:

B 1 1470 1

vo=A bo  35(y+6) bo’ (35)

1 7+ 1 B
A=podm = 5= @0 -a), (A=i)m = (v+0), (3.6)

1 B v+ 6 1 __(vt9)

A= powr =~ (A= o)we = ———5—(a1 +201), (3.7)

1 20 — 0 1 02—~
YTk o
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When plugging the estimate B3] in [27), and after multiplying the second equation by g1 (e¢, 5b), we
obtain the following system of equations:

hiho
0¢C + Oy (mv) = 0,
. s (3.9)
TeC. 58] (Do + esvdv) + (3 + 0)as (. B0)C + 5aa(€C, 30)3, (b fof2 — clof?)
= *M‘f%aaz ((8931))2) + uﬂw((?x()(agb),

Proposition 3.10 (Consistency) For p = (p,€,6,7,3,bo) € Psw, let UP = (¢P,4P)T be a family
of solutions of the full Euler system (ZII) such that there exists T > 0, s > so+ 1, so > 1/2 for
which (CP,0,4") T and (0:CP, 0;0,¢%) T are bounded in L>=([0,T); H*+N)? with sufficiently large N, and
uniformly with respect to p € Psw. Moreover assume that b € H5N and there exists ho1 > 0 such that
h1:1—6Cp2h01>0, h2f21/6+ecp2h01>0, h2:1/(5+64p—ﬂb2h01>0. (Hl)

Define v* as in B5). Then (¢P,v*)T satisfies B9) up to a remainder term, R = (0,7)T, bounded

by
17| L (o, 7y:05) < (4 + pe® + peB)C,

with C = C(hgy's Msw, [bl e+, [(GP, 8atP) T | s (o,1); 1182, 1 (0CP, 10utP) T | v (0,704 )2) -
Proof.
Let U = ((,v)" satisfy the hypothesis above( withdrawing the explicit dependence with respect to

parameters p for the sake of readability). We know from Proposition 29 that (¢, v) " satisfies the system
@) up to a remainder Ry = (0,709) " bounded by,

Iroll oo (o0, 7)1y < 12Ch,

with C; = C(hall, Mgw, |b|Hs+N, ||(<p, 811/JP)T||L30([01T);H5+N)2, ||(8t<p, &(’%W)TIILoo([OﬁT);HHN)z), uni-
formly with respect to p € Psw.

The proof now consists in checking that all terms neglected in the above calculations can be rigorously
estimated in the same way. We do not develop each estimate, but rather provide the precise bound on
the various remainder terms. One has

v+0

3
y+9 a1 2 _ 2
0, ((2 F0)092b + (o + 2601) (b0,) 9117311;) ]H

]
< (+€eB)C(s +3),

9 (Q[ha, haglv + BP[h1, haglv) — [ — A0z0w — € A (B — )vd2¢ + (a4 28)0,((0zv) — BLIZV)

+ 8

with C(S + 3) = C(MSW7 h(ila st+3a ‘atC’Hs+25 ‘U‘Hs+3’

at,U’Hs+25 ‘b’Hs+3)’ and

0z (R[h1, haglv + BS[h1, haflv) — Oy [a(l(awﬁ + %uagu)} ‘HS < (e+B)C(s+3).

2

It follows that (3.3)) is valid up to a remainder Ry, bounded by
|Rilms < (4° + pe® + peB)C(s + 3)

Finally, (¢, v) satisfies (3.9) up to a remainder R, bounded by

R < |Rilas + [Rolms < (4° + pe® + pef)C.

where we use that
‘U|H5+3 + ‘atU‘HSH <C.

The estimate on v follows directly from the identity 835(]1?;”:2}12 U) = —ﬁGﬂﬁp = 0¢(. The estimate
on Orv can be proved, for example, following [14] Prop. 2.12]. This concludes the proof of Proposition
BI0

O
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4 Preliminary results

In this section, we recall the operator T[eC, 5], defined in (B4):

TG, BV = qu(eC, B0V — pwd, (2(eC, BD)O,V). (4.1)
with v, k1, k2, w1, ws are constants and v = 3;(%—156) — b_lo >y > 0.

The operator T[e(, 8b], has exactly the same structure as the one introduced in [I7]. In the following,
we seek sufficient conditions to ensure the strong ellipticity of the operator T which will yield to the
well-posedness and continuity of the inverse 1.

As a matter of fact, this condition, namely (H2) (and similarly the classical non-zero depth condi-
tion, (HI)) simply consists in assuming that the deformation of the interface is not too large as given
in [I7] but here we have to take into account the topographic variation that plays a role in (HI]) and
in (H2). For fixed ¢ € L*> and b € L, the restriction reduces to an estimate on €max|C‘Lm + Bmax|b| L
with €max = min(M/fimax, 1), and (HI)-(H2) hold uniformly with respect to (u, €,4,v, 5,bo) € Pcn.

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

3 h01 > 0, such that inf hq > h01 > 0, inf hgf > h01 > 0, inf ho > h01 > 0. (Hl)
rz€R zeR zeR

where hy =1 — € and hy = 1/0 4+ € — b are the depth of respectively the upper and the lower layer
of the fluid and hoy = 1/8 + € the depth of the lower layer of the fluid when the bottom is flat.

It is straightforward to check that, since for all (p, €, 6,7, 3,bo) € Pcn, the following condition

)

6mam|C|Loc + /Bmamlb|Loc < min(l,

5mam

is sufficient to define ho; > 0 such that (HI)) is valid independently of (u, €, d,, 8, bo) € Pcn.
In the same way, we introduce the condition

3 hgo > 0, such that in{{(l + ek1C + Bwib) > hga > 0 inFR(l + €raC + Bwab) > hoa > 0.
xre xe

(H2)

In what follows, we will always assume that (HI) 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.

Now the preliminary results proved in [I7, Section 5] remain true for the operator T[e(, 8b]. Let us
recall these results,

Lemma 4.2 Let ( € L™=, b € L™ and €pnax = min(M \/limax, 1) be such that there exists hg > 0 with
maX(|H1|; |"<52|a 13 5max)€maX’C}Loo + max(|w1|, |w2|a 6maz)6mam|b|L°° S 1-— hO < 1.
Then there exists hg1, hoz > 0 such that (HI)-(H2) hold for any (u,e,d,v,,bo) € Pcx..

Before asserting the strong ellipticity of the operator ¥, let us first recall the quantity | - | HY which
is defined as

Voe H'R), vl = [vli: + ulow[ie,

and is equivalent to the H'(R)-norm but not uniformly with respect to p. We define by H,(R) the
space H!(R) endowed with this norm.
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Lemma 4.3 Let (u,€,0,7,,bo) € Pcu and ( € L®(R), b € L>®(R) such that (H2) is satisfied. Then

the operator

Tle¢, Bb] : H,(R) — (H,(R))*

is uniformly continuous and coercive. More precisely, there exists co > 0 such that

(TU,U) < CO|U|Hb|U|Hb; (44)
Lo
with co = C(Mcn, hoy » € C‘Lw’ﬁ‘b‘L‘x’)'

Moreover, the following estimates hold:

(i) Let so > % and s > 0. If (,b € H*(R) N H*(R) and u € H*"'(R) and v € H'(R), then:

[(A*leC, Bblu )| < Clo (1 + €l e + BB o)l ygon + (el + B0 1)

(4.6)
(i1) Let s> 1 and s > 0. If (,b € HT' N H*R), u € H*(R) and v € H*(R), then:

|([As,f[eg,ﬂb]]u,v)| < G ((6|C|H50+1 +ﬂ‘b‘H50+l)|u|H§ + <(€|C|H5 +ﬂ‘b‘Hs)

< max(&, A)Co (€ geg s |+ Plygea) 0l + (€] + [oL7.)

where Co = C(Mcn, hoy')-
The following lemma offers an important invertibility result on ¥.

Lemma 4.8 Let (u,€,0,7,3,b0) € Pcy and ¢ € L™(R), b € L*°(R) such that (H2) is satisfied. Then
the operator

Tle¢, Bb] : H*(R) — L*(R)
is one-to-one and onto. Moreover, one has the following estimates:

(i) (Z[e¢, b))~ " : L? — H(R) is continuous. More precisely, one has
| = 2Ry~ H1(R) < cO,
with co = C(Mcn, hgy s €[¢] o, 8], )
(it) Additionally, if ,b € H* T (R) with so > 3, then one has for any 0 < s < sg+1,
|| T% ”HS(]R)HHj*l(]R) < Cspdl-
(ii) If (,b € H*(R) with s > so + 1, so > %, then one has
I @y sty <

where cs = C(MCH7h0_2176|<|H§7ﬂ|b

Hs), thus uniform with respect to (u,e€,d,7,5,bo) € Pcy.

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

Corollary 4.9 Let (i, ¢€,6,7, 8,bo) € Pcu and (,b € H*(R) with s > so+ 1, so > 5, such that (H2)) is
satisfied. Assume moreover that u € H*~*(R) and that v € H'(R). Then one has

|([A°,T7MeC, Bb]]u , T[e¢,Bblv )| = |( [A*,Z[e,Bb]]T u, v)]
< max(e, §) C(Men, hay', €] .,

)

., }v|Hi(4.10)

) o) I
H), s>50 Hﬁ’

U‘Hjo“>s>so+1) "U‘Hi

u’|]—]zo+1 >s>50+1) }/U|H2L

(4.7)
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5 Linear analysis

Let us recall the system (3.9]).

hiho
0, Op | ———— = 0,
¢+ (h1 +7h2v)

. (5.1)
TleC, Bb] (Opv + €cv0,v) + (7 + 0)q1 (¢, Bb)02¢ + 5q1(eC, B)0, (%WP _ g|U|2)
= —pe20a0; ((0:v)?) + pBuw(8:¢)(92b),

with hy =1—€C,ha=1/6+e(—0b, (X, Y) =14+ X +w;Y (i =1,2) , ki, w;,s defined in

(3.9),8.1),B.8), and
Te¢, BO]V = qu(eC, B0)V — pwdy (q2(eC, 50)0. V) -

In order to ease the reading, we define the function

(1—X)(6~1+ X — Bb)

' X
X X e x )
and (1-x) )
: X _ .
g _>(17X+7(5*1+Xfﬂb))
One can easily check that
h1h2 ’ h% — ’yh% h1 2
= — = —= d =(—) .
Q) = e e = gy ad () = ()
Additionally, let us denote
2 2 1—v 1, h? —~h3
= — = — d = - — @ «
n=3e= 3G o sl = 5 (g e o)

so that one can rewrite,

atC + f(eg“)@zv + Gasz/(GQU - ﬁ@mbg(eg“)v = O,

T (9 + 550,(0%)) + (7 + 0)a1 (€€, B0)0C + €q1 (€€, B6) (a3 (C)0%) = —uen ((90)?) + uBeo(9:) (920)

(5.2)
. —7€0:((ha + ha)? + yB0xbh1 (hy + ha)
with 9, e)) = .
(Q3( C)) (hl +7h2)3
The equations can be written after applying T~ to the second equation in (5.2)) as
U + ApU]0,.U + A1[U0,U + B[U] = 0, (5.3)

with

_ ef'(eQ)v f(€Q) _ 0 0
AolU] = (E‘l(QO(eC,ﬁb)-) G‘I_l(ﬂ[eg,ﬁb,v]-)) , All] = <623_1(Q1(eg,ﬁb,v)-) 6§v> » (54)

( (7ﬂaz§79(EC)v ) 9 ) ( )
B[U] = _1(Baq1(eC, Bb)hi(h1 + ha)v 5.5
e v 0,b)
where Qq(e(, 8b), Q1(eC, Bb,v) are defined as

h ho)?
(h1 + h2) )2

Qo(ega /Bb) = (’Y + 5)(11 (Eg, /Bb) - Mﬂwazba Q1(€<7 ﬂbv U) = 7% (647 ﬂb)m
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and the operator Qle, 8b, v] defined by

Qle¢, Bb,v]f = 2q1(eC, Bb)gs(eQ)v f + prde(fOzv). (5.7)

Following the classical theory of quasilinear 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 = (¢, )"

{ U + Ao[U]0,U + A:[U]0,U + B[U] = 0; (5.8)

U,_, = Uo.
5.1 Energy space

Let us first remark that by construction, one has a pseudo-symmetrizer of the system that allows to cancel
the smallness assumption of the Cammassa-Holm regime ¢ = O(,/x) for the existence and uniqueness

results, given by
Qo(€¢,B8b)+€*Q1(e¢,8b,0) 0
ZlU] = f(€9) (5.9)
0 TleC, Bb]

One should add an additional assumption in order to ensure that our pseudo-symmetrizer is defined and
positive which is:

3 hoz > 0 such that Qo(e(, 8b) + € Q1 (e, Bb,v) > hoz > 0. (H3)

Let us now define our energy space.

Definition 5.10 For given s > 0 and p, T > 0, we denote by X° the vector space H*(R) X Hj"'l(R)
endowed with the norm

VU =(Cv) € X |URke = [Clhs + [vlie + pl0svfe,

while X5 stands for the space of U = ((,v) such that U € C°(0, m], X?) and U € L>([0
R), endowed with the canonical norm

T
s (e By

1Ullxs = sup |U(t, )| xs + ess sup |0:U (t, x)]-
t€[0,T/ max(e,8)] t€[0,7/ max(e,B)],z€R

A natural energy for the initial value problem (5.8]) is now given by:

2
QO(GQ’ Bb) ‘;(66521(69 Bb,v) ASC) + (AS’U, T[Gg, ﬁb]/\sv) . (5.11)

In order to ensure the equivalency of X* with the energy of the pseudo-symmetrizer it requires to add
the additional assumption given in (H3).

E(U)? = (A*U, Z[UIA*U) = (A%¢,

Lemma 5.12 Let p = (u,¢,6,7,3,bo) € Pcu, s >0, U € L®(R) and b € W>>®(R), satisfying (I,
(H2), and [H3). Then E5(U) is equivalent to the | - |xs-norm.
More precisely, there exists co = C(Mcn, ho_ll, h0_21, ho_gl, €|U| L, B|blw2.00) > 0 such that

1 S S
~EW) < U]y < @B )

Proof.
This is a straightforward application of Lemma 3] and that for Qo(e¢, 3b) + eQQl(eg, Bb,v) > hos >0
and f(e¢) > 0,

inf Qol(e¢, Bb) + €2Q1(eC, Bb, v)
z€R f(eQ)

. 2 -1
> inf (Qo(eC, B)) + €*Qu(e¢, 86.2) ) (sup F(eQ))

z€R -
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QO(GQa Bb) + 62Q1(6£, Bbay) . -1
sup D < sup (Qo(eC, B) + @ Qi(eg, b)) (inf ()

where we recall that if ([HI)) is satisfied then, hy =1 — €, ha = 1/6 4 ¢ — fb satisfy

inf h12h01, Sup|h1|§1+1/5, inf hQZhOl, sup|h2|§1+1/5
TER— zeR z€R— c€R
]

Lemma 5.13 Letp = (u,¢,d,7,3,bo) € Pch, and let U = (Cy,u) " € L, b € W2 satisfies (HI),([H2)
and ([@3). Then for any V,W € X°, one has

’ (Z[U]V’ W) ‘ < C ‘V‘XU|W|X07 (5.14)

with C = C(Mcw, hyy' hoy' €

Ul s Blblya ) -
Moreover, if U € X°,b € H72V € X571 with s > so + 1, sg > 1/2, then one has

‘( (A, Z[U]]V , W )‘

IN

CV|oia W] o (5.15)

IN

([as 2o, zow )| C V] os s gres [ W] o (5.16)

with C' = C(Mcu, h0_117 ho_zlv €

U‘xs?ﬂ‘b‘Hs+2> °

Proof.
The proof of the Lemma [5.13 is the same as in [I7, Lemma 6.4] adapted to our pseudo-symmetrizer. O]

5.2 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

{ U + Ao[U)0,U + A1[U)0,U + BIU] = F; (5.17)

U),_o, = 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.

In the analysis below, the additional assumption ¢ < M,/p in p € Pcp is not used anymore (apart
from the simplifications it offers when constructing system (G.1)).

Lemma 5.18 (X° energy estimate) Set (u,¢,d,7,3,bo) € Pcu. Let T > 0 and U € L>([0,T/max(e, 8)]; X°)
and U, 0,U € L>([0,T/max(e, B)] x R) and b € W3 such that 8;U € L>([0,T/max(e, 3)] x R) and
U, b satisfies (H1),[H2), and (H3) and U,U satisfy system [@ID), with a right hand side, F, such that

2
(F,ZIUU) < Cr max(e, B)|U| o + f(t) |U] g0,
with Cp a constant and f a positive integrable function on [0,T/ max(e, 8)].

Then there exists A,Cy = C(H@tQHLw, ||Q||Lao, ||8IQHL<X” Ibl|ws.oc, Cr) such that

t
vt € [0, . EYU)() < e SPNENU) + / €max(€’ﬂ)/\(t_t/)(f(t/)—|—max(e, ﬁ)Cl)dt’,

max(e, ) 0
(5.19)

The constants X and Cy are independent of p = (u,€,0,7, 8,bo) € Pcu, but depend on Mcu, hall, ha;,
and hagl.
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Proof.
Let us take the inner product of (&I7) by Z[U]U:

(O, 2I00) + (MU0, ZIUU) + (AUla.U, ZUv) + (BIU), ZLv) = (F,ZU)0) |

From the symmetry property of Z[U], and using the definition of E*(U), one deduces

S EU)? =

S (U, [0s, zIU]]U) = (Z[U)A0[U)0,U, U) — (2[U]A: (U], U, U)

— (BlU], Z[UIU) + (F, Z[UJU).  (5.20)

N | =

Let us first estimate (B[U], Z[U]U). One has

QO(GQa Bb) + 62Q1(6£, Bba y)

(B ZIIV) = (- gleQusnb T )
1 75(11 (Gga ﬁb)hl(hl + hQ)QQamb
n (ez ( ARt ). Tlec, ﬂb]v)
= A1 + AQ.

1AL < BC(|U]| o 1Bl w2) | U | o

In order to control Az, using the symmetry property of ¥[e(], we write

~ Ba(eC, Bb)ha(hy + h)v?d,b 78a1(eC. Bb)a (I + ho)u*0rd
(ex1( (A1 + vha)? ). Tleg. ) = ¢( (h1 + vha)? )

Using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, one deduces
[A2] < BC([U]] poe M0l W) U o

Altogether, one has
(BlU), Z[UJU) < BC1|U| . < max(e, 3)C1|U| - (5.21)

Now we have,

2] Ao[U] = <€Qo(e§1ﬁb);i§1(egvﬁb,v) fl(€£)2 Qo(eg’ 8b) + 62Q1(6£, b, Q))

QO(Gga ﬁb) 65:2 [€£, ﬁba Q]
and
ZIU1A U] = 0 0
S T Q1 (¢, Bb,v)  eT[eC, Bb](v.) )
One has,
(Qo(ega ﬁb) + €2Ql(ega ﬁba Q)) ’
(ZWAt]a.u.U) = (e D 1(eQ):6 )
+ (Qole¢, 8)2.v,¢) + (EQu(eC, 8b,)0,v,C)
+ (Qole¢, B)0.¢,v) + (eQleC, b, 1100, v)
and

(Z[U) AL [U)9,U, U) = (62Q1(6£, b, )85, v) Fe (S[EQ, B8b] (v8,0), v) .
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So that,
2
+ @wcﬁavo (Qu(e¢, 80,210, )
+ (Qole, B0)0C.v) + (eleC, Bb,1)0,v,v)
+ (€2Q1 €¢, b, v)0, (¢, ) Jreg(‘f[eg, ﬂb](y@mv),v).

One deduces that,

Qo (e, Bb) + €2Qu(e¢, Bb,v) ,
 (con(PILTERETY gy, o)

— (2:(Qole¢. )¢ v) = (22 (QuleC, Bb,2))¢, )
+ (eQ[eg, B0, Q]amv,v) + eg(f[eﬁ, ﬂb](g@zv),v).

One can easily remark that we didn’t use the smallness assumption of the Camassa-Holm regime
€ = O(y/i) since we do not have anymore 0, v in the third term of the above identity.

(Z[U)Ao[U)0,U,U) + (Z[U) A1 [U]0,U, U)

One make use of the identity below,

( 1(eC, Bb)w0,V — pvd, (q2(6§ B8b)0, (v
(ax<q1<e< BO)V , V) + (g :
~3(0:(q (€C pb)u)V, V) +lW(q2(€§)  Bb)(950)0,V, 0, V')

% (02 (g2(eC. D)), V. D

Using the same techniques as in [I7, Lemma 6.5] we obtains,

(Tle¢, Bb] (28, V), V)

NJI»—lNJI»—HQ

(W) AU]0,U,U) + (Z1U) 4100, U,U) | < max(e, (U] + 028 o + 8]l ) [0 3

(5.22)
The last term to estimate is (U, [0, Z[U]|U).
One has
o QO (€£, Bb) + 62Ql(€£a ﬁba Q)
(U7 [atv Z[QH U) = (Uv |:8t72:| U) + (Cv |:at7 f(eg) :|<)
= (v (Quar(ec, B0)v) = (v, 00 (O1a2(eC, 56)) (020)) )
QO (€£, ﬁb) + 62@1 (€£, ﬁba Q)
+ea( () )<)
From Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and since ¢ and b satisfies (HIJ), one deduces
1
|3 [0 2IL]U) | < eC( ||3tUHLw [Led e 1o
< max(e, B)C(| 0L po U] ) U o
(5.23)

One can now conclude with the proof of the X energy estimate. Plugging (5.2)), (5.22) and (5.23) into
(E20), and making use of the assumption of the Lemma on F. This yields
1d

5B U)? < max(e, ) CLE®(U)? + (£(t) +max(e, 8)C1 ) E°(D),
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where €, = C([0] <. U] - 0.0 -

bHWs,oo ,Cr). Consequently

%EO(U) < max(e, B)CLE°(U) + (f(t) + max(e, ﬂ)Cl).

Making use of the usual trick, we compute for any A € R,

d
ema"“ﬁ)”at(e* max(e’ﬁ))‘tEO(U)) = —max(e, B)AE (U) + EEO(U).

Thanks to the above inequality, one can choose A = C1, so that for all ¢ € [0, ﬁ], one deduces

d — max(e — max(e
E(e EONEONT)) < (f(t) +max(e,6)01)e (&8

Integrating this differential inequality yields

t
vt € [0, EO(U)(t> < emax(e,ﬂ)AtEO(UO) Jr/ emax(e,B)A(t—t") (f(t/) +max(e,ﬂ)01)dt’.

max(e, 3) " 0
(5.24)

This proves the energy estimate (G.19)). a
Let us now turn to the a priori energy estimate in “large” X* norm.

Lemma 5.25 ( X*® energy estimate) Set (u,¢,d,7,8,b0) € Pcu, and s > so+1, so > 1/2. Let U =
(¢,v)" and U = (¢,v) " be such that U,U € L*°([0,T/max(e, 8)]; X*), 0,U € L>([0,T/ max(e, 3)] x R),
b € H**? and U satisfies (HI),[ 2), and [@3) uniformly on [0,T/max(e, 3)], and such that sys-
tem ([BIT) holds with a right hand side, F', with

(AF, Z[UJA*U) < Cp max(e, B)|U%. + f() U],

where Cg is a constant and f is an integrable function on [0,T/max(e, B)].

Then there exists \,Cy = C(HQHXS , ’bHHs+vaF> such that the following energy estimate holds:
T

t
ES(U)(t) < emax(e,B)AtEs(UO) +/ emax(e,B))\(t—t/)(f(t/) +max(e,6)02)dt’, (5.26)
0

The constants A and Co are independent of p = (u, €, 9,7, 8,bo) € Pcu, but depend on Mcy, hall, hoal,
and hagl.

Remark 5.27 In this Lemma, and in the proof below, the norm HQHXS is to be understood as essential
T
sup:
|Ul|xs = esssup [U(t,-)|xs + esssup [0:U(t, z)|.
te[0,T/¢€] te[0,T/€],z€R

Proof.
Let us multiply the system (5I7) on the right by A*Z[U]A®U, and integrate by parts. One obtains

(A*0,U, ZIUIA*U) + (A*Ao[U)0,U, ZIUIAT) + (A*A[UJ0,U, ZIUIA*U) + (A*B[U), Z[UJA®U)

= (A*F,Z[UIAU) , (5.28)

from which we deduce, using the symmetry property of Z[U], as well as the definition of E*(U):
ld s 2 1 s s s s
5EE (U)* = 5(A U, [0y, ZIU]|A°U) — (Z[U]Ao[U]0. AU, A°U)

— (Z[UJAL[U]0A°U,A°U) — ([A®, Ao[U] + A1[U]]0,U, Z[UJA®U )
— (A*B[U], Z[UJA®U) + (A°F, Z[UIAU).  (5.29)
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We now estimate each of the different components of the r.h.s of the above identity.
e Estimate of (A*B[UJ, Z[UJA®U),

QO(Gga ﬁb) + 62@1 (Gga ﬁba Q)
f(eQ)
vBq1(eC, Bb)h1 (hy + ha)v? s
CEETE 0,b), Tle, BUIA").

(A*BUJ, Z[UJAT) = (AS( — g(eQ)vpaLb), ASg)

+e (ASZ_1 (

Using Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, Lemma ([@3]) and Lemma (8] one has,

|(A°B[UJ, Z[UIAU) | < BC(||U]

|\b|\Hs+1)|U|Xs < max(e, 8)Ca|U| xs.

X5
(5.30)
e Estimate of (Z[U)Ao[U)0. AU, A°U) + (Z[U)A:1[UJ0A°U, A°U).
Thanks to Sobolev embedding, one has for s > s + 1,50 > 1/2
C(IUllze +110:Ull1o) < C(||U]|x,),
One can use the L? estimate derived in (5.22)), applied to A*U. One deduces
‘(Z[Q]Ao[g]amu, AU + (Z[U) A1 [U]9,A°T, ASU)‘ < max(e,ﬁ)c(ug\ it Hbuwm) U[%.. (5.31)

e Estimate of ([A®, A[U]|0,U, Z[UJA®U), where A[U] = Ao[U] + A;[U]. Using the definition of A[-] and
Z[-] in (&4) and (59), one has

Q(eg, b, v)
= AS
o )
+ (1A%, T (QUeC, 85,2))10.C . TA™) + (A", T QleC, B, 0] + culdev, TA™ ).

([A%, A[U]]0.U, ZIUIA®T) = ([As,e F1(€Q)u]0xC + [A®, £(eQ)]0pv

Here and in the following, we denote & = T[eC, 8b] and Q(e¢, fb,v) = Qo (¢, Bb) + eQQl(eg, Bb,v).

Using the same techniques as in [I7, Lemma 6.6 | and since ¢ and b satisfies (HIJ), we proved

(2%, AT 0.0, 2IA D) < max(e, AC( U, + [l 242 ) |U 5
(5.32)
e Estimate of (AU, [0y, Z[U]|A*U).
One has
s s — s s s Qo(fg, ﬂb) +€2Q1(6£’ /Bb’y) s
(AT, [0, ZIU]AU) = (A, [0, Z[A%) + (A, [, D [a%¢)

(Asv, (8tq1(e£, ﬂb))Asv) — pv (Asv, 8I((8tq2(e£, ﬂb))(az/\sv)))
Qo(e¢, Bb) + €2Qu(e¢, Bb,v)\
— ;(eg)l === )a%)
= €K (Asv, (8t£)ASv) + preks (Asamv, ((%Q)Asﬁzv)
Qo(e¢, Bb) J;(i?l(eg fb, Q))Asg).

+ (ASC, o, (

+ (ASg, o, (
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From Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and since ¢ and b satisfies (HIJ), one deduces

IN

1 5 S
Lwvjonzwna) | < ccqau] . Ul ok

IN

max(e, $)C(|L - L] ) |U .
and continuous Sobolev embedding yields,
1,.. .
] S (AU, 01, Z[U)|AD) ] < max(e, B)C(||U] 1)U (5.33)

One can now conclude the proof of the X* energy estimate. Plugging (5.30), (5.31)), (532) and (E33)
into (B.29), and making use of the assumption of the Lemma on F.

%%ES(U)2 < max(e, /B)CQES(U)2 + E*(U) (f(t) + max(e, B)Cg),

with Gy = O(|U]] ..

’bHHHz,CF), and consequently

%ES(U) < max(e, B)CoE°(U) + (f(t) + max(e, B)Cs).

Making use of the usual trick, we compute for any A € R,

d
eI G, (7 OB (U)) = — max(e, BAE*(U) + B (U).

Thus with A\ = C», one has for all ¢ € [0, —mx{e ol

%(efmax(e,ﬁ)/\tEs(U)) < (f(t) +max(e,ﬂ)02)67 max(e,ﬁ)/\t.

Integrating this differential inequality yields,

t
ES(U)(t) < emaX(eﬁ))\tEs(UO) +/ emaX(e,ﬂ)A(tft/)(f(t/) + Inax(e,ﬂ)Cg)dt’.
0

5.3 Well-posedness of the linear system

Proposition 5.34 Let p = (u,€,6,7,08,b0) € Pcu and s > so + 1 with so > 1/2, and let U =
(¢,v)T € X3 (see Definition [510), b € H**? be such that (HI),[H2), and ([H3) are satisfied for t €
[0, T/ max(e, B)], uniformly with respect to p € Pcu. For any Uy € X°, there exists a unique solution
to B.8), UP € C°([0, T/ max(e, B)]; X*) N CL([0, T/ max(e, B)]; X*71) C X5,

with A, Cy = C’(HQHXS T, Mcn, hott's hoy s hog's ||l zre+2), independent of p € Pcn, such that one has
the energy estimates ’

T ¢ ,
VO<t< . ES(UP)(t) < emX(©DAT B3 (1) + max(e, §)C / emax(&BAT (t=tT) g4/

max(e, ) 0

t
and  E*H9,UP) < Coem™ DAt B3 (1)) 4 max(e, B)C2 / e BT =) gy’ max(e, B)Co.
0
Proof.
Existence and uniqueness of a solution to the initial value problem (&.8]) follows, by standard techniques,
from the estimate (5.26]) in Lemma

t
E*(U)(t) < emX©DATt B3 (170) + max(e, 8)C / emax(e B (=) gyt (5.35)
0
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(since F' = 0, and omitting the index p for the sake of simplicity).
First, let us notice that using the system of equation (5.8)), one can deduce an energy estimate on the
time-derivative of the solution. Indeed, one has

’atU‘Xsf1 = ‘ _AO[Q]GIU_Al[g]aIU_B[Q”Xs—I
< | = ef'(eQ)udaC — f(€Q)Buv + BO2bg(eQ)v] .
+|Tle¢, Bb] ! (QO(GQ Bb)9:¢ + €Q[e¢, Bb, v]0v + Q1 (¢, Bb, ©) Dl
YBq1(€C, B0)h1 (h1 + ho)v?dyb
¢ (hl + ’yhg)?’ ) + €§Q(?I’U‘H§
< C(|Q|Xs, |b Hs+1)|U|Xs + BCO
< GoE*(U)(t) + BCo
<

t
C’oemax(e’B)ATtES(Uo) + max(e, ﬂ)Cg / emax(eB)AT (=) gy | max(e, 5)Cy.
0

(5.36)

The completion of the proof is as follows. In order to construct a solution to (58], we use a sequence
of Friedrichs mollifiers, defined by .J, = (1 — #92)~'/? (v > 0), in order to reduce our system to or-
dinary differential equation systems on X*, which are solved uniquely by Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem.
Estimates (5.35),(5.36) hold for each U, € C°([0,T/max(e, 3)]; X*), uniformly in v > 0. One deduces
that a subsequence converges towards U € L?([0,7/max(e, 8)]; X*), a (weak) solution of the Cauchy
problem (5.8). By regularizing the initial data as well, one can show that the system induces a smooth-
ing effect in time, and that the solution U € C°([0, T/ max(e, 8)]; X*) N C1([0, T/ max(e, B)]; X*71) is
actually a strong solution. The uniqueness is a straightforward consequence of (E30) (with Uy = 0)
applied to the difference of two solutions. O

5.4 Priori estimate
In this subsection, we control the difference of two solutions of the nonlinear system, with different initial

data and right-hand sides.

Proposition 5.37 Let (u,€,0,7,8,b0) € Pcu and s > so + 1, sg > 1/2, and assume that there exists
U; for i € {1,2}, such that U; = (¢;,vi)" € X5, Uy € L*®([0,T/ max(e, B)]; X5t1), b € H*2, U,
satisfy (HI),[H2) and [H3) on [0, T/ max(e, 8)], with ho1, ho2, hos > 0, and U; satisfy

oUr + Ao[Uh]0,Ur + Ai[Uh]0, Ui + B[Ui] = F,
0:Us + AO[UQ]@mUQ + Al[Ug]c’)ng + B[Ug] = F,

with F; € L*([0,T/ max(e, B)]; X ).

Then there exists constants Cy = C(Mcu, hyi hos > hoy , max(e, ﬂ)‘Ul ‘XS , max(e, ﬂ)‘Ug |XS, |b] grs+2)
and Ay = (Co x C(|Uz| e ([0,1/ max(e,8));x:+1)) + Co) such that for all t € [0, 75T,

> max(e,3)
t
Es(Ul . Ug)(t) < emaX(e,ﬁ)ATtEs(Ul |t:0 — U, |t:0) + CO/ emaX(e,ﬁ)AT(tft’)ES(Fl . Fg)(t/)dﬁ/.
0

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

Z[Ul]atUl + Eo[Ul]amUl + El[Ul]amUl + Z[Ul]B[Ul] = Z[Ul]Fl
Z[UQ]atUQ + Eo[UQ]amUQ + El[Ug]ang + Z[UQ]B[UQ] = Z[UQ]FQ;
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with 3o[U] = Z[U]Ap[U] and X,[U] = Z[U]A;[U]. Subtracting the two equations above, and defining
V =U; —Us = (¢,v) " one obtains
Z[U1]0V + %o[U1]0:V + £1[U1]0,V + (Z[Uh]| B[U1] — Z[U2] B[Ua]) =
Z[h](F1 — F») — (Zo[U1] 4+ £1[U1] — Zo[U2] — £1[Us])05Us
— (Z[U1] — Z[U3))(0:Us — F3).
We then apply Z~1[U;] and deduce the following system satisfied by V:

{ OV + Ao[U1)0,V + A [U7]0,V + Z~'[U1](Z[U1] B[UL] — Z[Us) B[Us]) = F (5.38)
V(0) = (U1 = U2) |i=0 , '
where, F = F, — I,
Z7HU (Zo[Uh] + 4 [Uh] — Eo[Us] — £4[U2]) 0, U2
— Z7'h](Z[h] = Z[Us))(8:Us — F>). (5.39)

We wish to use the energy estimate of Lemma to the linear system (B.39).
The additional term now is Z~[U4](Z[U1]B[U1] — Z[Us)B[U2)).
So we have to control,
(A*Z~Y[t7](Z[U4) B[U:] — Z[Us) B[U3)), Z[U3]A°V) = B.
One has,
B = (A*(Z[U1)B[U4] — Z[Us] B[Ua]), A*V) + ([A®, Z7H{U1]] Z[U1| B[UL] — Z[U2) B[Us], Z[Uh]A®V)
B =By + Bs.

Now we have to estimate the terms (B;) and (Bs).

—Q(eC1, Bb,v1)B0zbg(eCr)v1 . Q(eCa, Bb, v2)B0,bg(eC2)va
— Aé As
(Br) (x( 7(e) * 7(ea) ) 4)
s (€YBq1 (€1, BD)hi (P + h2)vidub  evBai(eCa, Bb)ha(ha 4 ha)v30:by
o (h1 + 7ha)? (b1 + 7ha)? ):A%0)

With Q(eg’ia /Bba vi) = QO(EQL; /Bb) + €2Ql(eg’ia /Bba vi) for i = 15 2.
In order to control (B;) we use the following decompositions,

( —Qo(€eC1, Bb)BOzbg(eCr)v1 . Qo(eCa, Bb)BObg(€C2)v2 )

f(e¢) + (eG)
_ (~ (et D)g(ect) | Qoleca, B o )
S e
— B(vy — 02)Q0(6C2,ﬂb)g(€<2)3xb.

f(e¢2)

. ﬁ(—GQQl(GQ,ﬁb, v1)0bg (€)1 N €2Q1(6§2,Bb,’Ug)azbg(GCQ)Ug)
f(eCr) f(e¢2)
_ (*€2Q1(€Clvﬂb, v1)g(€C1) n €2Q1(eCa, Bb, v2)g(eCa)
f(ecr) fec2)

- ﬂ(vl - 02)

) (B0.bv)

€2Q1(eCz, Bb, v2)g(eC2)0yb
f(ed2) '
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(ﬂ’ﬂ%(ih Bb)hi(hi 4 ha)vidib  evBai(eCz, Bb)ha(hi + hz)vgaxb)

(h1 + vhg)? (h1 + vhe)?
_ (ev17qi(€Cr, Bb)hi(hy + ha)  eviyqi(eCz, Bb)hi(hy + Do)
B ( (h1 + vho)? (h1 + vhs)3 )(ﬂazbvl)
€vq1(eCz, Bb)hy1(h1 + h2)0zb 2 9
- ( (i T ho)? )ﬁ(m —v3).

Using the fact that, €2Q1(e(;, Bb,v;) = Q1(e(;, Bb, €v;) is a polynomial, one deduces,

|Bi] < C(Blvilas, blas+2)elCt — CGlms|Colms + ClelCalms, [blgs+2)Blvr — v2|ms |Co|me
+  C(Blvilas, bl gs+1)elCt — CGlas|Colms + C(elCalms, €lva|ms, [bl go+1) Blvr — v2|m |Co|me
+  C(Blorlus, elvilms, bl a+1)elCt — Calms [v|ms + Cle|Ca
max(e, B)Co E* (U — Ua) E* (V).
max(e, B)Co E*(V)?.

H5;€|U1 H5;€|'U2|H5a |b|Hs+1)5|U1 — V2|Hs|V|Hs -

IN N

with Co = C(Mcm, h™', hgy , max(e, ﬂ)|U1 |Xs,max(e, ﬂ)|U2|XS, |b] irs+2).

The contribution of (Bz) is immediately bounded using Lemma [5.13

Bl = ([N 20 (2B - 20 BU:)) S ZIUAC )
< CIZILB[U] = Z[Us] BlUs]| o1 xcpge1 [V ] xs
< C(‘ —Q(eC1, Bb, v1)BIzbg(eCi)v1 n Q(eC2, Bb, v2) B0zbg(eC2)v2
B JACEY) f(ec2) Heol
N ‘676(]1(6Cla Bb)ha(hy + ho)v18:b  evBqi(eCa, Bb)ha (ha + h2)v30:b )|V|Xs
(h1 +vh2)3 (h1 + vhg)3 Heo—1
< max(e, B)Co E* (U — Ua) E*(V).
< max(e, B)CoE*(V)?.

So we have,
|B| < Comax(e, B)E*(V)2.

Now one needs to control accordingly the right hand side F'.
In order to do so, we take advantage of the following Lemma.

Lemma 5.40 Let (u,€,6,7,3,b0) € Pcu and s > so > 1/2. Let V.= (¢p,v) T, W = (Cp,w)T € X®
and Uy = ((1,v1) 7, Us = (Co,v2) T € X5, b € H*T! such that there exists h > 0 with

1 1
1—¢€(1 >h>0, 1—¢e(a>h>0, 5+€<1*ﬂb2h>0, 5+€<2*ﬂb2h>0.

Then one has

IN

€ C Uy —Usl,.|V

Wl

Xs

’ (AS(Z[Ul]fZ[Uz])V, W) ’

( A*(Z[Uh)A[h) — ZIUSJA[US))V , W ) 1%

IN

e C ‘Ul_U2’XS

Xs W’XO

with C = C(Mcu,h™ 1, e

Ut yor€|Uz

oo [blme+2), and denoting A[-] = Ao[-] + Ai[].

Proof.
We prove the Lemma 540 using the same techniques as in the Proof of [I7, Lemma 7.2], adapted to our
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pseudo-symmetrizer as €2Q1(e(;, 8b,v;) = Q1(€(;, Bb, ev;) is a polynomial. O
Let us continue the proof of Proposition [5.37 by estimating F' defined in (5.39)).

More precisely we want to estimate
( AN°F | Z[UL AV ) = ( ANFy — N°Fy , Z[U1 AV )

— ( N (Bo[Ur] + Z1[U1] — Zo[Uz] — £1[U2])0,Us , A’V )
— ( [AS,Zfl[Ulﬂ (Xo[U1] + Z1[U1] — Zo[Uz] — £1[U2))0,Ua , Z[U1|A°V )
— ( AS(Z[Ul] — Z[Ug])(@tUg —F), AV )
— ([A% 27N )21 - Z[Ua)(8:Us — F>) , Z[UZ]A®V ).

We adapt the proof given in [I7, Proposition 7.1] to our pseudo-symmetrizer, we deduce that,

(ASE, Z[UIJAV)| < €C x (|0,Us|xs 4 |0:Us — Fy|xs)E*(V)? + CE*(V)E*(F, — F>)
< max(e, B)C x (|0.Us|xs + |0:Us — Fa|xs)E*(V)? + CES(V)E*(F), — F).
with C' = C(Mcm, h™1, hos €

AN AT

Then one has
|(ASF, Z[Ul]ASV)| S HlaX(€,ﬂ)Co X (|81U2|Xs —+ |8tU2 - F2|X5)ES(V>2 + CoES(V)ES(Fl — F2)

We can now conclude by Lemma .25 and the proof of Proposition 537 is complete. a

6 Full justification of the asymptotic model

A model is said to be fully justified (using the terminology of [23]) 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. We conclude our
work by stating all the ingredients for the full justification of our model.

Theorem 6.1 (Existence and uniqueness) Let p = (u,€,9,7,8,bo) € Pcu N (¢ < My/i) and
s> so+1, so > 1/2, and assume Uy = ((o,v0)" € X*, b € H*VL satisfies (), D), and ().
Then there exists a maximal time Tihax > 0, uniformly bounded from below with respect to p € Pcu,
such that the system of equations [3.9) admits a unique strong solution U = (¢,v) T € C°([0, Tinax); X*)N
CL([0, Trax); X*71) with the initial value (¢, v) |1=0 = (Co,v0), and preserving the conditions (HI),([H2)
and [H3) (with different lower bounds) for any t € [0, Trax)-

Moreover, there exists \,Cy = C’(hall, hoal, hagl, Mcu, T, ‘U0|st
that Tmax > T/ max(e, 3), and one has the energy estimates

blgs+2), independent of p € Pcu, such

Vo<t< —TL

— max(e,3)’
t
’U(t, ')’Xs + latU(t, -)‘Xs,l < Cpemax(efAt 4 max(e, 5)Ch /0 emax(eB)A=t") gy max(e, 3)Co

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

or one of the conditions (HI),[H2), (H3]) ceases to be true as t — Tinax-

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

o,U™ !t + A[U™0, U™ + B[U™] = 0;
U°=U,, and VneN, {Uth:J[F]O.[ ] + BlU"]

[t=0

(6.2)
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Tn Tn — .
By Proposition [£.34] there exists U™ € C°([0, m]; X*)n (o, Wz’lﬁ)]; X*~1) unique so-
: e Tm T, s T, . s :
lution to (m) ifun e CO([O, m],X ) M Cl([O, m],X 1) C XT’ and satisfies (E]),(]HZD

and (H3)).
Existence and uniform control of the sequence U™.
The existence of 77 > 0 such that the sequence U" is uniquely defined, controlled in X%,, and sat-

isfies (HI),([H2) and (H3), uniformly with respect to n € N, is obtained by induction, as follows.
Proposition [5.34] yields

t
Es(UnJrl)(t) < emax(e,ﬁ)/\ntEs(UO) +max(e,ﬂ)C’n/ emax(e,ﬂ))\n(tft’)dt/.
0

00" ()| oo < CuB*(U™)(t) + max(e, 8)Ch

A

t
Cnemax(e’ﬁ))‘”tEs(Uo) + max(e, B)Cfl / emax(eB)xn(t=t") gy 4. max(e, )Ch,
0

with Cp, A = C(Mcu, hy1 s hoo ns Tns HU"HXS ,|b]grs+2), provided U™ € X5 satisfies (HI)),(H2) and
, , s "
(H3) with positive constants ko1, ho2,n, and hos,, on [0, T,/ max(e, 8)].

It is a consequence of the work [I7, Theorem 7.3] and by taking into account the topographic variation
that the assumptions (HI)) and (H2]) may be imposed only on the initial data and then is automatically
satisfied over the relevant time scale. Let us prove it now for (H3)),

Since U™ = (¢",v™) T satisfies (6.2), one has

DC = — F(eCM)0" L — €f (€W DuC" T + BObg eCT )",

and
8t’l)n+1 — 73[6(”]71 (Qo(fgn,ﬂb)azCnJﬂ 4 EQ[ECn,ﬂb, vn]azanrl 4 €2Q1(€<n,ﬂb, ,Un)axanrl
VBa(eC”, Bb)ha(hy + ho)v™ Baby o

Using continuous Sobolev embedding of H*~! into L> (s—1 > 1/2), and since U™ satisfies ([HIJ),([H2)
with ho1,n, ho2,n on [0, T,/ max(e, 8)], one deduces that

|at<n+1|L°° < C(MCHa ho_ll,na h0_21,na 6|b|HS) ’UnHX% ) (63)
and
000" | e < C(Mon, hoy s b g Blbler+2) U, - (6.4)
Let gnJrl = al(eanrla /Bb) + a2(€<n+1, ﬂb)e2(vn+l)2a
hy + h2)?
where (ax (™1, 3b), ax(e¢ 1, 5)) = (7 + )aa (€€, ) — oo, (¢, ) a2l )
(h1 + ~vh2)
One has,
t t t
gn+1 _ gn+1 |t:0 +/ 8ta1(6€~n+1, Bb) T 62/ ata2(€cn+1’ﬁb)(vn+l)2 + 262/ ag(GCn-H, Bb)vn+latvn+1
0 0 0

t t t
_ gn+1 li—o +(7+5)m1/ 3t§"+1+63/ aé(ecnﬂ,ﬂb)atcn+1(vn+1)2+2€2/ a2(€<n+17ﬂb)’0"+1at’0n+1
0 0 0
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so that ([@3)) and ([@4]) yields

l9" " = 9" i=o | o < C(Mcn, hot' s hog s |b|Hs+2)HUn||X; :

Now, one has ¢"™!|,—g = ¢"|i=0 > hoso > 0, independent of n. Thus one can easily prove (by

induction) that it is possible to chose 7" > 0 such that g"*! > «/2 holds on [0, 7"/ max(e, 3)], and the
above energy estimates hold uniformly with respect to n, on [0,7”/ max(e, 3)].

h
More precisely, one has that U™ satisfies (H3]) with % > 0 and the estimates

t
Es(Un)(t) < emax(e,ﬁ)/\tEs(UO) —l—max(e,ﬁ)Co/ emax(e,ﬁ))\(tft’)dt/
0

|atUn(t; ) |X5*1

IN

CoE*(U™)(t) + max(e, 8)Co

IN

t
C’Oemax(e’ﬂ))‘tEs(Uo) + max(e, 3)C3 / emax(eB)A—t) gy 4 max(e, 8)Cy.
0
(6.5)

on [0, 7"/ max(e, 8)], where Cy, A = C'(Mcnu, hall, ha;, hagl, T, ‘U0|XS,
to n.

b|ps+2) are uniform with respect

For the completion of the proof (Convergence of U™ towards a solution of the nonlinear problem) we use
the same techniques as in the proof of [I7, Theorem 7.3] |

Theorem 6.6 (Stability) Let p = (u,€,9,7,8,bo) € Peu and s > so + 1 with so > 1/2, and assume
U071 = (4071,U0,1)T e X3, UO,Q = (CO,Q,'UO,Q)T S XS+1, and b € HH2 satisﬁes m,m, and (EE)
Denote U; the solution to B9) with Uj |1=0 = Up,;.

Then there exists T, A\, Co = C(Mcu, ho_ll, h0_21, ho_gl,

Uot|yer Uo2lxet1, |ble+2) such that vt € [0, m],

’(U1 — Us)(t, )‘X < Coemax(e’ﬁ)’\t’Ul,o - U2,0’Xs-

Proof.

The existence and uniform control of the solution Uy (resp. Uz) in L*°(]0,T/max(e, 8)]; X°) (resp.
L ([0, T/ max(e, B)]; X**1)) is provided by Theorem [6.1} The proposition is then a direct consequence
of the a priori estimate of Proposition 5.37, with F; = F5 = 0, and Lemma [5.12] O

Theorem 6.7 (Convergence) Letp = (u,¢€, 9,7, 3,b0) € Pou(see (L)) and s > so+1 with so > 1/2,
and let U° = (¢, )T € HPN(R)?, b € H*TN with N sufficiently large, (satisfy the hypotheses of
Theorem &5 in [22] adapted to non flat topography) as well as (HI),[H2), and (H3). Then there exists
C,T > 0, independent of p, such that

o There exists a unique solution U = (¢,%)" to the full Euler system (Z1)), defined on and

(0.7
with initial data (¢°,¢°)T (provided by Theorem 5 in [29] adapted to non flat topogmph);

e There exists a unique solution U, = (Cq,vs) " to our new model [33), defined on [0,T) and with
initial data (¢°,v°)T (provided by Theorem [6.1);

o With v, defined as in ([Z3)),one has

’(C’U) - (Ca’va)’L”([O,T];XS) S C /1/2 t

IThe study of Lannes focuses on the two-layer fluid system with a flat bottom (8 = 0). However, we believe that the
theory in the uneven bottom case does not differ much from the one in the flat bottom configuration.
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Proof.

As stated above, the existence of U is provided by Theorem 5 in [22], and the existence of U, is given by
our Theorem[6.T] (we choose T as the minimum of the existence time of both solutions; it is bounded from
below, independently of p € Pcg). If N is large enough, then U = (¢,1) " satisfies the assumptions of
our consistency result, Proposition 310, and therefore (¢,v) " solves (3.9) up to a residual R = (r1,72) ",
with ’R’Lw([o,T];Hs) < O(Mcn, hoit's bl et v, ‘U0’H5+N)(u2 + ue?). The result follows from the stability

Proposition 537 with Fy = (r1, T[e¢]"!r2) " and F» = 0. 0

References

[1] S. ALINHAC AND P. GERARD, Opérateurs pseudo-différentiels et théoréme de Nash-Moser. Savoirs
Actuels. InterEditions et Editions du CNRS, Paris, 1991.

[2] C. T. ANH, Influence of surface tension and bottom topography on internal waves. Math. Models
Methods Appl. Sci., 19(12):2145-2175, 2009.

[3] J. L. Bona, M. CHEN, AND J.-C. SAauT, Boussinesq equations and other systems for small-
amplitude long waves in nonlinear dispersive media. I. Derivation and linear theory. J. Nonlinear

Sei., 12(4):283-318, 2002.

[4] J. L. BoNaA, M. CHEN, AND J.-C. SAUT, Boussinesq equations and other systems for small-
amplitude long waves in nonlinear dispersive media. II. The nonlinear theory. Nonlinearity,

17(3):925-952, 2004.

[5] J. L. BoNa, D. LANNES, AND J.-C. SAUT, Asymptotic models for internal waves. J. Math. Pures
Appl. (9), 89(6):538-566, 2008.

[6] J. BoussiNESQ, Théorie de l'intumescence liquide appelée onde solitaire ou de translation se
propageant dans un canal rectangulaire. C.R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. A-B, 72:755-759, 1871.

[7] J. BOUSSINESQ, Théorie des ondes et des remous qui se propagent le long d’un canal rectangulaire
horizontal, en communiquant au liquide contenu dans ce canal des vitesses sensiblement pareilles
de la surface au fond. J. Math. Pures Appl., 17(2):55-108, 1872.

[8] W. CHoIt, R. BARROS, AND T.-C. Jo, A regularized model for strongly nonlinear internal solitary
waves. J. Fluid Mech., 629:73-—-85, 2009

[9] W. CHor AND R. CaMAssA, Weakly nonlinear internal waves in a two-fluid system. J. Fluid
Mech., 313:83-103, 1996.

[10] W. CHo1 AND R. CamassA, Fully nonlinear internal waves in a two-fluid system. J. Fluid Mech.,
396:1-36, 1999.

[11] W. CrAIG, P. GUYENNE, AND H. KALISCH, Hamiltonian long-wave expansions for free surfaces
and interfaces. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 58(12):1587-1641, 2005.

[12] W. CraAlG AND C. SULEM, Numerical simulation of gravity waves. J. Comput. Phys., 108(1):73-83,
1993.

[13] C.J. COTTER, D.D. HoLM AND J.R. PERCIVAL, The square root depth wave equations Proc. R.
Soc. Lond. Ser. A Math. Phys. Eng. Sci., 466:3621-—3633, 2010.

[14] V. DUCHENE, Asymptotic shallow water models for internal waves in a two-fluid system with a
free surface. STAM J. Math. Anal., 42(5):2229-2260, 2010.

[15] V. DUCHENE, Boussinesq/Boussinesq systems for internal waves with a free surface, and the KdV
approximation. M2AN Math. Model. Numer. Anal., 46:145-185, 2011.



December 12, 2014 Samer Israwi, Ralph Lteif, Raafat Talhouk 27

[16]

[17]

18]

[25]

[26]

[27]
[28]

V. DUCHENE, Decoupled and unidirectional asymptotic models for the propagation of internal
waves. M3AS:Math. Models Methods Appl. Sci., 24(01):1-65, 2014.

V. DUCHENE, S. ISRAWI AND R. TALHOUK, A new fully justified asymptotic model for the
propagation of internal waves in the Camassa-Holm regime. To appear in SIAM J. Math. Anal.
(arXiv:1304.4554v2)

V. DUCHENE, S. ISRAWI AND R. TALHOUK, Shallow water asymptotic models for the propagation
of internal waves. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. Ser. S, 7(2):239-269, 2014.

A. E. GREEN AND P. M. NAGHDI, A derivation of equations for wave propagation in water of
variable depth. J. Fluid Mech., 78(02):237-246, 1976.

P. GUYENNE, D. LANNES, AND J.-C. SAUT, Well-posedness of the Cauchy problem for models of
large amplitude internal waves. Nonlinearity, 23(2):237-275, 2010.

S. IsrAwI, Large time existence for 1d Green-Naghdi equations. Nonlinear analysis: Theory,
Methods & Applications, 74(1):81-93, 2011.

D. LANNES, A stability criterion for two-fluid interfaces and applications. Arch. Ration. Mech.
Anal., 208(2):481-567, 2013.

D. LANNES, Water waves: mathematical analysis and asymptotics, volume 188 of Mathematical
Surveys and Monographs, AMS, 2013.

R. LiskA, L. MARGOLIN AND B. WENDROFF, Nonhydrostatic two-layer models of incompressible
flow Comput. Math. Appl., 29:25—37, 1995.

Z. L. MAL’TSEVA, Unsteady long waves in a two-layer fluid. Dinamika Sploshn. Sredy, (93-94):96—
110, 1989.

Y. MATSUNO, A unified theory of nonlinear wave propagation in two-layer fluid systems. J. Phys.
Soc. Japan, 62(6):1902-1916, 1993.

M. MIYATA, An internal solitary wave of large amplitude. La mer, 23(2):43-48, 1985.

L. A. OSTROVSKY AND J. GRUE, Evolution equations for strongly nonlinear internal waves. Phys.
Fluids, 15(10):2934-2948, 2003.

B. DE SAINT-VENANT, Théorie du mouvement non-permanent des eaux, avec application aux crues
des rivieres et a l'introduction des marées dans leur lit. C.R. Acad. Sci. Paris, 73:147-154, 1871.

F. SERRE, Contribution a I’étude des écoulements permanents et variables dans les canaux. La
Houille Blanche, (6):830-872, 1953.

L. Xu, Intermediate long wave systems for internal waves. Nonlinearity, 25(3):597-640, 2012.

V. E. ZAKHAROV, Stability of periodic waves of finite amplitude on the surface of a deep fluid. J.
Appl. Mech. Tech. Phys., 9:190-194, 1968.



	Introduction
	Presentation of the problem
	Organization of the paper

	Previously obtained models
	The full Euler system
	The Green-Naghdi model

	Construction of the new model
	Preliminary results
	Linear analysis
	Energy space
	Energy estimates
	Well-posedness of the linear system
	Priori estimate

	Full justification of the asymptotic model

