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TWO-DIMENSIONAL WATER WAVES WITH CONSTANT
VORTICITY AND GENERAL BOTTOM TOPOGRAPHY

S. PASQUALI®™)

ABSTRACT. In this paper we consider two-dimensional water waves with con-
stant vorticity, under the action of gravity and surface tension, in a fluid do-
main with finite depth and general bottom topography. We present a formula-
tion which generalizes the one by Zakharov—Craig—Sulem for irrotational water
waves, and the one by Constantin-Ivanov—Prodanov for water waves with con-
stant vorticity and flat bottom topography. We study in detail an operator
which appears in such formulation, extending well-known results for the clas-
sical Dirichlet—Neumann operator, such as an analyticity result, the Taylor
expansion in homogeneous powers of the wave profile, and a paralinearization
formula. As an application, we prove a local well-posedness result.
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This paper is concerned with the existence of two-dimensional gravity-capillary
waves on the free surface of a perfect, incompressible and inviscid fluid with con-
stant density and with constant vorticity v. We assume that the fluid fills a domain
with finite depth and general bottom topography, with space-periodic boundary con-

ditions.

The problem of existence of two-dimensional water waves has a long history.
The first existence results for two-dimensional travelling water waves have been
proved in the irrotational setting by Stokes [Sto80], and later for periodic waves
by Levi-Civita [LC25], and in the case of nonzero vorticity by Gerstner [Ger(9].
Since then the problem has been extensively studied in the irrotational setting,
see [IPT05, Wu09, ADI5, IP15, BBHMI18, AIT22, BMV22, FG24] and references
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therein for pure gravity water waves, and | , | for gravity-capillary water
waves. We also mention the monography [ ] about irrotational water waves.

Also the study of two-dimensional water waves with nonzero vorticity has re-
ceived a lot of attention in more recent years. For the case of water waves with
constant vorticity we mention [ ] regarding the Hamiltonian formulation of
such a model, | , , ] regarding the existence of travelling
waves, | | for a local well-posedness result for pure gravity waves and a long
time existence result for small amplitude pure gravity waves, and | ] for an
almost global existence result of small amplitude gravity-capillary waves. We also
mention | , , ] for the case of an arbitrary vorticity di-
stribution. We point out that in the aforementioned works the authors assume that
the fluid domain has either a flat bottom topography or infinite depth.

The local well-posedness of the free-surface incompressible Euler equation with-
out the irrotationality assumption has received more interest in recent years: regar-
ding the gravity-capillary case, we mention [ , ]; regarding the pure gravity
case, we mention | | and the low-regularity results in [ ,

Allowing for general (and possibly time-dependent) bottom topography in fluid
models, as described by Lannes | ] in the irrotational case, could be useful in
order to describe some natural phenomena in a more precise way; we mention for
example [ ], where the author considers a fluid domain with time-dependent
bottom topography in order to describe tsunamis generated by the deformation of
the seabed caused by submarine earthquakes.

In the irrotational setting, we mention | |, where the authors prove a local
well-posedness result for gravity-capillary water waves (see also [ ] for pure
gravity waves). One remarkable aspect of their result is that no regularity assump-
tion on the time-independent bottom of the fluid domain is assumed (if the bottom
is time-dependent, their result is valid under a Lipschitz regularity assumption on
the bottom).

In this paper we study two-dimensional gravity-capillary waves for an incom-
pressible, inviscid and homogeneous fluid and with constant vorticity v € R, as-
suming that the fluid domain has a time-independent bottom with finite depth and
general topography, with space-periodic boundary conditions. Since the vorticity
is constant, the velocity field decomposes as the sum of a Couette flow and an
irrotational velocity field ¢ solving the elliptic boundary value problem (1.8).

Moreover, denoting by 7 the function describing the free surface of the wave and
by B the function describing the displacement of the bottom of the fluid domain
with respect to the flat bottom case, we introduce an operator G(7, 3,~) which
reduces to the classical Dirichlet-Neumann operator in the irrotational case v = 0,
and which appears naturally in the system (1.20) describing the time evolution of
the fluid; such formulation is based on an approach developed by Iguchi in | ]
for dealing with elliptic boundary value problems with nonhomogeneous Neumann
boundary conditions at the bottom. We study in detail the operator G(n,5,7),
proving an analyticity result in Sec. 3.2 and a paralinearization result in Sec. 3.4;
our result generalize the ones obtained for the classical Dirichlet—Neumann operator

in [ , , , ].



3

Next, by following the approach of | ], we use the above results on the
operator G(n, 3,7) in order to deduce a local well-posedness result. Compared to
, ], our result allows for less regular initial data.

1.1. The model. We consider two-dimensional gravity-capillary waves on the free
surface of a perfect, incompressible and inviscid fluid with constant density equal to
1, and with constant vorticity v. We assume that the fluid fills a domain with finite
depth and general bottom topography, with space-periodic boundary conditions;
writing T := R/(27Z), we denote the fluid domain in the following way,

(1.1) Dy p(t) :={(z,y) € TxR: —h+ () <y <n(t,z)},

where 8 : T — R denotes the variation with respect to the flat bottom of finite
depth h > 0, and where the free surface is given by the graph of an unknown func-
tion : R x T — R. We also denote by Dy the fixed domain T x (—h,0).

The equations describing the flow are given by

(1.2) dive =0, in D, g(t),

(1.3) U+ (u-V)u=-VZ —gey, in Dn,ﬁ(t)v
(1.4) Opuz — Oyur =, in Dy s(t),

(1.5) u-Npy=0, at y=—-h+ 0,

(1.6) m—u-N=0, at y=n,

(1.7) P —Py=—kK <\/1nj‘777325>m, at y =,

where u = (Zl> : D, g(t) — R? is the velocity field, es = (0,1)7, N = (—n,,1)T
2

denotes the outward normal vector at the free surface, N, = (8,, —1)7 denotes the
outward normal vector at the bottom, g > 0 is the gravity constant, v € R is the
value of the vorticity (assumed to be constant), &, is the constant atmospheric
pressure and x > 0 is the surface tension coefficient. The divergence operator used
above is defined as divu :=V - u.

Whenever it is not important, we omit the time-dependence of D, 54(t) and we
will denote it by D, .

Due to the constant value of the vorticity, the velocity field w is given by the sum
—Y
0
as the gradient of a function ¢, called velocity potential. Denoting by

¢(t’ '7;) = @(t T, (77(757 x))

the evaluation of the velocity potential at the free surface, we can recover ¢ by
solving the following elliptic boundary value problem,

of the Couette flow ) and an irrotational velocity field, that can be expressed

ASDZO in DT]ﬂ’
(1.8) ()0:’(/} at y:/r”
Pyyﬁm_@wﬁx“l‘ipyzo at y=—-h+p0.
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For s € R, we define the Sobolev space
1/2

H(T) = fl@) =) 7"\ fllmeey = | DGR | < oo g,
JEL JEL
()% =1+ 512

and the corresponding Sobolev space of functions with zero average

my(n) = {remm: [ e —of,

with the associated norm
1/2
ez = | D PG> | . ¥F e HY(T),
Jez\{0}
while we denote by H #(T) the homogeneous Sobolev space of order s, namely
the quotient space H*(T)/R; for simplicity we denote the equivalent classes [f] =
{f +¢,ceR} just by f.

In order to study the boundary value problem (1.8), we follow the approach
developed by Iguchi (see Sec. 3 in | |; see also Appendix A.5 in [ D), in-
troducing a suitable family of operators. Given s € R and 7, 5,% € H*(T), we de-
fine the Dirichlet-Neumann operator GPN (n, B), the Neumann—Neumann operator
GNN(n, B), the Dirichlet-Dirichlet operator GPP (n, §) and the Neumann-—Dirichlet
operator GNP (n, 3) such that

(1.9) GPN(n, )¢+ GYN (1, B) (—h + B)Bz) = Vo - Nlymy(a),
(1.10) GPP (0, B) + GNP (1, B) (=h + B)Bx) = Ply=—h1p();

where ¢ is the solution of the boundary value problem (1.8). In the irrotational case
v = 0 the Dirichlet-Neumann operator GP¥ (1, 3) has been studied in detail, see
Sec.2 and Appendix A in | ]. We defer the study of GV (n, 8), GPP(n, 3)
and GNP (n,B) to Appendix B. To simplify the notation, we also introduce the
operator G(n, 3,7) by

(L1 G, B,7)W) =GN0, 8)p +vGVN (0, 8) (=h + B)Ba)
We defer the study of the operator G(n, 8,7) to Sec. 3.

1.2. Formulation for the flat bottom case. We now present a formulation
introduced by Constantin et al. in [ ] for the system (1.2)-(1.7) in the case
B = 0. In this case the time evolution of the fluid can be described by

ne =GN+,
(1.12) Y = —gn— syl 4 C @t (\/ﬂ?)
+y (ne + 0, 'GPV (n)Y) )
where GPN (n) is the classical Dirichlet-Neumann operator
(1.13) GPN () := Ve Nlypo)-

Remark 1.1. For~y = 0 the system (1.12) reduces to the classical Zakharov—Craig—
Sulem formulation for irrotational fluids, see | l.
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Since the bottom of the fluid domain is flat, the system (1.12) is invariant by
space translation. Notice that since GPV (1)1 has zero average, then the quantity
Jpn(z)dz is a constant of motion of (1.12); moreover, since GPV (1)1 = 0, then the
vector field on the right-hand side of (1.13) depends only on 1 and on ¢ — fT %'

We assume that the variables (1,7)) in (1.12) belong to the space H{ (T) x H'(T).

The system (1.12) admits also the following Hamiltonian structure: let us con-
sider the space H}(T) x H'(T), endowed with the non canonical Poisson tensor

0 1d
(1.14) Jy = (—Id 78x1> .
The non canonical Poisson tensor J, is well-defined as an operator from (a subspace
of) (LE(T) x L?(T))* to LZ(T) x L?(T), since d; ' maps a dense subspace of L2(T)
to LQ(']I‘); for simplicity, throughout the paper we omit this detail, and we identify
with L2(T) x L3(T) the dual space (L2(T) x L?(T))* with respect to the scalar
product in L?(T). Let us consider the Hamiltonian

HO,’Y(na w)

1
(1.15) :§/T¢GDN(77)¢+9772+7 (—wzn%%nf") dx—f—m/qrs/l—kngdx,

which is well defined on H}(T) x H'(T); then (1.12) are the Hamilton’s equations
associated to (1.15) with respect to the Poisson tensor (1.14), namely

n\ _ Vi Ho,
(1.16) O, (1/)) =J, (VZH(;:) ,

where (V,,Ho ~, VyHo ) € L?(T) x L3(T) denote the L?-gradients.
The system (1.12) is also time reversible: if we define on the space Hg (T) x H'(T)
the involution

(1.17) 87 (Z) (z) = <—n1/€(_fa)t)> ,

then Hy ., is invariant under S, namely Hy , 0. = Hy ~ (see Sec. 2 of | D-
We mention that Wahlén introduced another Hamiltonian formulation, in which
the Poisson tensor takes the canonical form (see | ] and Sec. 2 of | -

1.3. Formulation for general bottom topography. We now study the system
(1.2)-(1.7) for general bottom topography.
First, we observe that (1.6) can be rewritten as

(1.18) N+ Ne(Pe —7Y) — @y =0, at y=m.

We also notice that the incompressibility equation (1.2) implies the existence of a
stream function ¥ : D, 3(t) — R such that

U, = —ug, ¥, =uy, in Dy,g(t),
so that the kinematic boundary condition takes the form
N+ (Yly=n)z =0, at y=n.
Moreover, (1.3) takes the form

1
\% (pt+§|v\11\2+7\ll+gy+9 =0, in D,g(t),
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so that by evaluating the above equation at the surface and using that the velocity
potential ¢ is defined up to an arbitrary function of time, we obtain that

1 =z
(1.19) <Pt+§|V\II|2+’y\II+gy—/{ (77) =0, at y=mn,

it

which is equivalent to the dynamic boundary condition (1.7). Therefore, we obtain
that (1, ¢, ¥) satisfy

Ap =0 in Dy g,
=1 at y=m,
YY B — P Be + 0y =0 at y=—h+p,
N+ Ne (P — YY) — 9y =0, at y =19
<pt+§|V\I/|2+’y\I/+gy—/<;<\/E7%>m:O, at y=mn.

Using the boundary value problem (1.8) and (1.9), together with the equality
_ G, B,7)(¥) + Yane

Pyly=n = 1+n2 )
x

we have that

1 1 1
§\V‘I’I2 + U]y = §|Vs0|2 — s+ (\If + 27772) |y=1

where
1 _
U+ 59 ly=n = =05 ' G(n, 8,7) (%),

and that

Yy = 01 + NePyly=n»

Yy = Qg + nxﬂoy‘y:na

=N aly=n = =Y Nz + YNz Pyly=n:
|V‘P‘2|y=n = @[’i +(1+ 772)<P§|y=n — 203ty <Py|y=na

so that

1
Qo + §\V<p|2 — NPz |y=n = Ve — (G, B,7) () @yly=n = 7 MMz Pyly=n

1, 1 )
+ iwz + 402 [G(1, B,7)(¥) + ]
— NeWVx Pyly=n — Ve + Y MaPyly=n-

Therefore the time evolution of the fluid can be described by the following system,

ne =G, 6,7)() +vnn.
(1.20) Yo = =502+ sy (G0 B, ) () + natha)”

+y [0¢e + 071G, B,7) ()] —gn+k (\/LWL

We briefly discuss the phase space of (1.20). Recalling the boundary value pro-
blem (1.8) (more precisely, the interior equation and the condition at the bottom)
and using the divergence theorem, we have that also G(n, 8,7)(¥) has zero average,
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which implies that [ 7(z)dz is a constant of motion for (1.20). Hence, we assume
that the variables (n,) in (1.20) belong to the space Hg(T) x H!(T).
Finally, if we denote by D,, g the domain
Dy g ={(z,y) € TxR: —h+p(x) <y <n(z)}
we say that D, g is strictly connected if there exists hg > 0 such that
(1.21) h—B(x)+n(x) > hy, Yz eT.

2. MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Properties of the operator G(n, 3,v). We first state an analyticity result
for G(n, 8,7), which extends the corresponding analyticity result for the classical
Dirichlet—-Neumann operator in the irrotational case (see Theorem A.11 in | D.

Theorem 1. Let s > 3/2, and fix ¢ € H*(T), v € R. If we consider the operator
G(n,B,v) defined in (1.11), then the map

G(,-7)@) : {(n,B) € H(T) x H*(T) : (1.21) holds true} — H*~(T)
is analytic.

We defer the proof of the above result to Sec. 3.2.

We mention that in Sec.3.2 we also prove a more explicit analyticity result (see
Corollary 3.8) for (1, 3) belonging to a neighbourhood of the origin in a suitable
Sobolev space; such result allows us to study the homogeneous expansion of the
operator G(n, 8,7) around n =0

oo

G(n,8,7) =Y _ Ginl(B.),

Jj=0
where G;[n](5,7) is homogeneous of degree j in 7. In particular, we prove that
(2.1)

Go(8,7)(¥) = (D tanh(hD) + D L(B))¢ + v v(B),

. D3 _
DLW =7 Hg cosh(i &) (cosh(hE) — (DP) sinh(h@)} (‘M’)}’
g—1 1 7
)=~ | e o () |

For more details see Sec. 3.3. Our expansion reduces to the one computed in
[ | for the irrotational case v = 0.

Finally, in Sec. 3.4 we prove a paralinearization formula for the operator G(7, 8,7).
The paradifferential calculus was introduced by Bony in order to deal with the quan-
tization of symbols a(z, &) of degree m with respect to £ and limited regularity in
the z-variable, to which are associated operators of order m denoted by T, (we
defer to Appendix A for recalling some standard rules of paradifferential calculus).

For any u € §'(R) we denote its Fourier transform by Fu. If p: S(R) — S'(R),
then

p(D)u = F =1 (p(§) Fu).

In the following we write Rz = R\{0}. The above definitions apply also to periodic
distributions.
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Definition 2.1. Let ¢ > 0 and m € R, we denote by I'}'(T) the space of functions
a(z, &) on T x Ry which are of class C™ with respect to § # 0 and such that for all
a € N and all § # 0 the map x — 0¢ a(z,§) belongs to We>(T) and there exists
C, > 0 such that

(2:2) 102 a (-, €)llwee(ry < Ca(l + €)1,
We now introduce the space of pluri-homogeneous symbols.

Definition 2.2. Let p > 1 and m € R, we denote by EZ‘(’]T) the space of symbols
of the form

a(l’,f) = Z am—j(xag)a
0<j<e
where Qp,—; € F;n:jj(T) is homogeneous of degree m — j in the variable £ and is of
class C* in the variable § € Ry, and with regularity We=3: in the variable x. We

say that a., is the principal symbol of a.

Let m € R, o € [0,1], a € T'}*(T), we also define the semi-norm
(2.3 M) = sup sup |1+ 16D a( ) e a-
|a|<6+0E€R,

In order to define rigorously paradifferential operators we first introduce a fixed
cutoff functions x. Fix sufficiently small €1, €5 such that 0 < €1 < 5 and a function
x € C°° homogeneous function of degree 0 such that:

i. the following conditions are satisfied,

X(€1,82) = 1, if [§1] < e1éal,
x(€1,€2) =0, if |&1] > e2/&af;
ii the following symmetry property holds true,

(2.4) X(&1,62) = x(—&1, —&2) = x(—&1, &2).
Given a symbol a € X7*(T), we define the paradifferential operator T,, by
(2.5) F(Tou)(€) = 2m) " Y x(€—nn) Fal&—nn) Fuln),
nez

where .Za is the Fourier transform of a with respect to the first variable.

Now we state the paralinearization result.

Theorem 2. Let s > 5/2. If n,3 € H**Y/2(T) are such that (1.21) holds true, if
v €R and if v € H*(T), then

(26) G(na Ba 'Y) (1/J> =Thw-— TV(n,B,'y)(w)n:v + R(n7 Ba 7> '(/)>7
where

W(%@’Y)(d’) = d) - TB(n,,@,'y)(z/))n € HS(T)a

V1, 8,7) (%) = bz = B, 8,7)(¥) n € H*™(T),

B(n, 5, 7)(¥) = G("’ﬂq)fi); Naths

and where the symbol A = XY + X0 does not depend on v and on B, with \(V) = €]
and A9 being a symbol of order 0.

€ HY(T),



Moreover,the remainder R(n, 3,7, 1) € H*tY/2(T) satisfies
||R(naB577w)||HS+1/2(T)
< C1 (Il gssrr2erys 1B mresrrzeny) 190 as ey + 19 Co (10l resrrzmys 1Bl sz ry) 5

for some non-decreasing functions C1,Cy depending on h and hg.

As mentioned in the statement of the above result, the principal symbol of
the symbol X is given by A1) = |¢|, which is the principal symbol of the classi-
cal Dirichlet—Neumann operator. In the case of a fluid domain with finite depth,
our formula (2.6) generalizes the corresponding one proved in Proposition 3.14 of
[ ] for the classical Dirichlet~Neumann operator.

2.2. Local well-posedness. We consider (1.20), namely

ne =G, 6,7) W) +vnn.
Py

—g9n = 593 + sy (G0, B:2) () + natba)”

+y [n¥e + 071G, B,7)(W)] + 5 (\/ff,,) ~

with initial data
(2.7) Nt=0 = Mo, Y|t=0 = vo.

We recall that the average of 7 is conserved in time, and we set it equal to 0
without loss of generality. We recall that we denote by H§(T) the Sobolev spaces
of functions with zero average.

Theorem 3. Let v € R, let h,k > 0, and let sg = g Then for any s > sq, for

any (no, Yo) € HSH/Q(T) x H*(T) and for any B € H*TY/2(T) such that
(A1) the initial fluid domain is strictly connected, namely there exists hg > 0
such that

h—B(x) +mo(z) = ho, Vo €T;

then there exists T > 0 such that the Cauchy problem (1.20)-(2.7) has a unique
solution

(n. ) € C°(0, T1; Hy /() x H*(T)).
Some comments regarding Theorem 3 are in order.

Remark 2.3. The proof of Theorem 3 follows the strategy of | |; compared
to the local well-posedness results in | , |, our result allows for less reqular
initial data. In the non-periodic setting, we expect that the exponent sy could be
lowered (for such a result in the irrotational case, see | 1)

Remark 2.4. Compared to usual results in local well-posedness for water waves
(e.g. Theorem 9.6 in | | and Theorem 1.1 in | 1), we assumed ¢ €
H*(T) instead of » € H5(T). If we assume that vB, = 0 and we write (W) =
(2m)~t [ (x)dz, we see from (1.20) that the evolution of (n,1)—(v)) is independent
from (1), and is described by the local well-posedness results in H3(T) x H*(T); on
the other hand, the evolution of () is determined by taking the average of the second
equation in (1.20) and by noticing that the right-hand side does not depend on (1)).
In the case v = 0 we refer also to | | and | | for well-posedness and
controllability results, respectively, in this and more generic functional settings.
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Remark 2.5. We point out that there exists eg > 0 such that for any € < €q, if
70ll 4272y + %0l 11y < €,

and if B € H*TY/2(T) satisfies
|B(x)] <h—ho—e€y, Ve eT,

then the assumption (A1) of Theorem 3 is satisfied. Regarding assumption (A1)
and its generalizations in the irrotational case v = 0, we mention the local well-
posedness result given by Theorem 1.1 in | ] (see also Sec.4.4.2 of | 1)

Remark 2.6. As pointed out in Remark 9.7 of | | for the irrotational case
v = 0, the existence time T in Theorem 3 is such that T~' depends on the Bond
number Bo ~ g/k, which may be too small for some applications. In order to
extend the time T in such a way that T~ depends on Bo™ !, one should impose the
additional assumption

(28) a(n03w077a B) > ap > 0

where a is a suitable function (for the case v = 0 see Theorem 9.6 in | 1).
The assumption (2.8), called Rayleigh-Taylor condition, is necessary for the local
well-posedness in the pure gravity case k = 0 (see Theorem 4.16 of | | in the
irrotational case; see | | and | | for water waves with vorticity).

3. PROPERTIES OF THE OPERATOR G(7, 3,7)

In this section we study the operator G(n, 3,7) defined in (1.11), namely

G, B,7)(¥) = Ve - Nly—p@),

where 1 and f satisfy (1.21), and where ¢ is the solution of the boundary value
problem (1.8), namely

Ap=0 in D,g,
=1 at y =1,
YYBr =P fe+ oy =0 at y=—h+p.
We just mention that the operators G(n,0,0) and G(n, 3, 0) have been studied in
[ ] and | ], respectively (see also Chap. 3 of | ). In the following
we use the notation D := —id,.
We first introduce the notion of straightening diffeomorpshisms in Sec. 3.1. Next,
in Sec. 3.2 we prove Theorem 1, while in Sec. 3.3 we consider the homogeneous

expansion of the operator G(n, 5,7v) around n = 0; finally, in Sec. 3.4 we state the
paralinearization formula for the operator G(7, 8,y), which we prove in Sec. 3.5.

3.1. Straightening Diffeomorphisms. Observe that systems (1.2)-(1.7) and (1.8)
involve functions defined on the time-dependent fluid domain D, 5(¢). In order to
deal with this difficulty we introduce the following straightening diffeomorphism
(also called admissible diffeomorphism in the literature, see Definition 2.13 in

[ D,

Z(t) : Dy — ang(t),

Y(t)(z,w) = (x,w + o(t, z,w)),

(3.1) o(t,z,—h) = B(x) € H*(T), o(t,z,0) =n(t,x) € H*(T), s> 3/2,
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where 1 and § satisfy condition (1.21), the coefficients of the Jacobian matrix
Jx, = V3,2 belong to L>(Dy), and there exists a constant
Mo = Mo(hg ", Inlla=cry, 11BNl #2= ) Inllcrenys [1Bllorery) > 0
such that
HJEJJ”L‘X’(DQ) < M07 VZ,j = 1527

and such that the determinant of the Jacobian matrix Jy is uniformly bounded
from below on Dy by ¢g > 0 satisfying My > 1/c¢q.

We now make some remarks about straightening diffeomorphisms, and we discuss
two common examples of them.

Remark 3.1. From the above definition of the straightening diffeomorphism, and in
particular from the fact that the determinant of the Jacobian matriz Jx, is bounded
from below, we deduce that the function o satisfies

1+ 0yo(t) #0, in Dy.

Remark 3.2. A so-called trivial diffeomorphism between Dy and D, g(t) is given
by choosing

(3.2) otz,w) = (1+ 2 ) nt,2) — 38(z)
in the formula (3.1) (see also Remark 2.4 in | 1)

We now introduce another example of straightening diffeomorphism, the so-called
regqularizing diffeomorphism (see Proposition 2.16 and Proposition 2.18 of | I;
see also Proposition 2.13 of | ). We recall that D = —id,, and we write
(D) == (1 — 0,,)"/?; we also define, for any s € R and k € N

S

k
H*(Dg) = () H ((=h,0); H/(T)), fllzzerpo) = Y I{D) 0 fll2(m)-
j=0

=0

Proposition 3.3. Let s > 3/2 and assume that n € H*(T) and 5 € H*(T) satisfy
condition (1.21). Let x € C°(R) be a positive function equal to 1 in a neighborhood
of the origin, and consider the diffeomorphism (3.1), where

(33 oltaw) = (143 ) 0D (tz.w) - 26 @),
N0 (t, z,w) = x(@w|D)n(t,x), B (e, w):=x(8(w+h)|D])B(x).
Then, if 6 > 0 in (3.3) satisfies
ho
OO [l zs oy + 180z (my]”

d <
C
1/2
C00 = Il | [ 0+ IR ag] <,
then the diffeomorphism defined in (3.3) is such that Js = V.3 belong to (L°°(Dy))°,
and there exists My > 0 such that
H‘]EJ,J'”L‘X’(DO) < M07 VZ,] = 172

Moreover, the determinant of the Jacobian matriz Jyx is uniformly bounded from
below on Dy such that My > 1/co, where co = ho — 6 C(x) [l zr=cr) + 18]l mr= (1] -
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We also mention the following smoothing property (see Lemma 2.20 in | D-
Lemma 3.4. Let s € R and A\ > 0, then for all x € C.(R) there exists a constant
C =C(x) > 0 such that

2

(3.4) [xoiwipns[ <ca +A}/2|DI)’1/2fH;(T)~

H=(Do)

Observe that by Lemma 3.4 (with A; = §%) we have that

10D o120y < COSS) Il

As a comparison, recall that for the trivial diffeomorphism of Remark 3.2 one need
to control H*(T)-norm of the surface parameterization 7 in order to control the
H?*(Dp)-norm of o in (3.2).

For simplicity, in the following discussion we assume that 7, 3, the function o in
(3.1), the function f : D, 3 — R and the vector field F : D,, 3 — R? are sufficiently
smooth, so that the quantities we introduce below are well-defined.

We define F(z,w) := F o X(z,w) and f(z,w) = f o %(x,w); we also write

81-217“ = (O;F)o%, i=t,x,w,
and similarly for 9 f. From (3.1) we obtain that

_ 9o
1+ 0yo

Ow

= _ 9. v
07 =0 1T 0o

; O, j=m,t, 05 =
Remark 3.5. Similarly, we can define

div  F=V®. F:=(divF)o%, A¥f:=(Af)oX.
_ One can check that the flattened version of the operators div and A applied to
F and to f are given by

1 - ..o -
— 0,0 Oy Iy — —2— 9, F
1+ 0,0 v Gt 14 9,0 © 2

AP =(07)f +(00)°f = [a0}, + 02 + 00,00 — cOu) [,

div’ F =95 F + 05 F, = div F —

(3.5)
1+ (0,0)? B Opo _ 1

110,002 ° 7 11040 <= g |

920 +b0, 00 +2020].

Moreover, if we denote by Jx, the Jacobian matriz of 3, we denote by P(X) the
symmetric matriz given by

—0z0
1 1+00
(3.6) P(%) = |det(Js)| J5  Jg L = (1 + dyo) ,
7(810')T 1+(610)2
14+0,0 (140 0)2
so that

AEf: (1 + 87110')71 Vaew - P(E)V.I; wls

)

see Lemma 2.5 in | ].
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3.2. Analyticity. First we prove an analyticity result for the operator G(n, 8,)
where (7, 8) are in a neighbourhood of the origin in suitable Sobolev spaces, by
following the approach of Sec. 4 in | ]; this allows us to derive a homogeneous
expansion around 7 = 0 in Sec. 3.3.

In the following we use the straightening diffeomorphisms (3.1) introduced in Sec.
3.1. We consider the flattened version of (1.8). Let s > 3/2, and fix 8 € H*(T),
~v € R. We obtain that ¢ = ¢ o 3 satisfies

(37) (D2_85))¢:T1,0[naﬁa¢]a in DO)

@(70) =,
(3.9) Y(=h+ B)By — By 0x¢(, —h) + 0uwP(-, —h) = r2,0[n, B, P,
where

7’1’0[77»5» @] = AE@ - AI,w@a
r270[77a 67 35] = _(8595)(7 _h) + 8111 95() _h)

In the following we denote by .# the Fourier transform with respect to z, and
we denote by f’ the partial derivative 0, f.

Lemma 3.6. Let s > 3/2, and fix f € H*(T), v € R. Then the boundary value
problem

(D2_8120)¢ =T, m DOa
(3.10) 5(,0) 4,
’7(_h+ﬂ)ﬁm _BI am@('v_h) +aw @("_h) =T,

admits a unique solution p € H*TY2(Dy) for any o € H*(T), 1 € H*=3/2(Dy)
and ro € H¥71(T).

Proof. We rewrite the first boundary value problem for § := .% ¢ in the following
way,

Lpg=F[-y(~h+p)Bs+r2], at w=—h,
where
M=(2-02), Lo=1, L= (DP)&+ Du.
Let us define the Green’s matrix for the boundary value problem for g,

~ _Ju(w+n)ctu((), for —h<w< (<0,
Gplw,¢) = {w(w) ctu(C+h), for —h<(<w<0,
where u(- + h) (resp. w) is a solution of

0

(vesp. (£2—02)§ =0, in Dy, §(0)=0)
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and
c=—u(w+ h) v (w) +(w+ h)w(w).
More explicitly, we choose

u(w) = cosh(éw) — (D) sinh(éw), w(w) = sinh({w),

so that
c = —¢ cosh(h§) + £ (DP) sinh(h§),
and
[cosh(€(w-+h))—(DB) sinh(€(w-+h))] sinh(€C)
—¢ cosh(h &) 1€ (DP) sinh(h £) ; for —h<w< (<0,
Ga(w, () =

[cosh(£(¢+h))—(Dp) sinh(§{(¢+h))] sinh(§w) _
"¢ cosh(h &) 1€ (D) sinh(h€) ; for h<{<w<O0.

Hence the solution ¢ of the boundary value problem (3.10) is given by
0
o) =77 | [ opw.0) Fr 0 ac
= Gg(w, =h) F[=y(=h + B) Bz + r2] — Gg ¢ (w,0) (F) |
(3.11)

Notice that by using the explicit formula for Gz we have

_cosh(§(w + h)) — (DB) sinh(§(w + h))

cosh(h§) — (DB) sinh(hE) (F9),

Gg(w,0) =0, Gpc(w,0) =
so that (3.11) takes the form

0
sty =7| [ eplw0Fn0a
sinh (& w) il .
t Ecosh(hE) 1 £ (DF) smb(ng) (R A BB =]
cosh(é(w + h)) — (D) sinh(§(w + h))
cosh(h &) — (Df) sinh(h€)

(F) |

(3.12)
Moreover, notice that

cosh(€(w + h)) — (D) sinh(€(w + h))
cosh(h &) — (Df) sinh(h )

cosh(§(w + h)) sinh(€ w) Dp
= ——>— 2 —gin .
cosh(h¢) v cosh(h &) [cosh(h &) — (D) sinh(h )]
([l
Following an argument analogous to the proof of Theorem 4.10 in | |, one
can deduce from Lemma 3.6 the following result.
Proposition 3.7. i. Let s > 3/2, v € R and v € H*(T). There exist open

neighbourhoods W1, Ws of the origin in H**1(T) such that for any n € Wy
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and B € Wy satisfying (1.21), and for any function o € H5 1 (Dy) in the
diffeomorphism (3.1) for which there exists C' > 0 such that

(3.13) ol zr+1(poy < C [Inllgs+r(ry + 18l ge1(m)]

then the boundary value problem (3.7)-(3.9) admits a unique solution

¢ = @(n, B,7,9) € H*/2(Dy).

Furthermore, @(n,B,v,%) depends analytically upon 1 and B, and ¥ —
@(n, B,7,v) is an affine map from H*(T) to H*T1/2(Dy).

ii. If we choose o as in (3.3), then in the statement of part i. we can take
W1, Wy as open neighbourhoods of the origin in H**/2(T).

Proof. First, we prove part i.: let s > 3/2 and v € R. By Sobolev embedding (see
Proposition 3.3 in | J; this holds true also for Sobolev spaces on Dy, see also
pag.16 of | ]), one can see that the maps

(,’776735) — rl,O[TIJB?SbL (77;»3795) — TZ,O[T]?B?@}

are analytic in W x Wy x H5+1/2(D0), where Wy, W5 are open neighbourhoods of
H**tY(T). Hence the map

(D? = 02)p — 1,000, B, @]
'V(_h + ﬂ) ﬂz - ﬂz 8195(7 _h) + 87035('7 _h) - T2,0[777 ﬁa (»5]

define an analytic map

F Wi x Wy x HPY2(Dg) x H*(T) — H*3/2(Dy) x H*(T) x H*~Y(T),
where F(0,0,0) = (0,0,0). Moreover, Lemma 3.6 implies that the map d; 10,0, 0, 0] :
H*+Y(T) x H+Y(T) x H*Y/2(Dyg) x H*(T) — H*=3/2(Dg) x H*(T) x H*~(T) is
an isomorphism. The thesis follows by the analytic implicit function theorem (see
Sec. 4.5 of | D.

Part ii. is proved similarly, using the smoothing property (3.4) of Lemma 3.4.
O

We point out that the assumption (3.13) in Proposition 3.7 and Corollary 3.10
holds true if we choose the trivial diffeomorphism (3.1)-(3.2).
From Proposition 3.7 we can deduce the following result (see also Corollary 4.12

of | D-

Corollary 3.8. i. Let s > 3/2, v € R and ¢ € H*(T). There exist open
neighbourhoods Wy, Wy of the origin in H**Y(T) such that for any n € Wy
and B € Wy satisfying (1.21), and for any function o € H¥1(Dy) in the
diffeomorphism (3.1) for which the estimate (3.13) holds true, the formula

G(n,B,7) () = VZ@(n, B,7,%) - N|w=o

defines an analytic map
G, : {(n, B) € Wy x Wy : (1.21) holds true} — H*~(T).

ii. If we choose o as in (3.3), then in the statement of part i. we can take
W1, Wy as open neighbourhoods of the origin in H*+/?(T).
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Next, following the argument of Sec. A.1in | ] we can prove an analyticity
result for the operator G(n, 8,~) which is not restricted to small perturbations of
a flat free surface and of a flat bottom topography. In the following results we
use the regularizing diffeomorphism (3.3) for simplicity, but more general choices
of regularizing diffeomorphisms are possible (see Definition 2.17 in | D). In
the following we write (9,) = (1 — 311)1/2, and we denote by Dgpotr the set
Dy U {w = —h}

Theorem 4. Let s > 3/2, v € R and v € H*(T). Then, for any n,B € H*(T)
satisfying (1.21) and for any o of the form (3.3) in the diffeomorphism (3.1), the
boundary value problem (3.7)-(3.9) admits a unique solution

& =¢(n,8,7.v) € HV2(Dy).
Furthermore, $(n, B,1,7) depends analytically upon n and 3, and p — @(n, B,7,v)
is an affine map from H*(T) to H5+t1/2(Dy).
Proof. Let ¢o = (1o, Bo) € (H*(T))?, and let us consider the map
Q:¢=p)— QE):=PX) -,

where P(X) is the matrix defined in (3.6). Then in a small neighbourhood of {y in
(H*(T))? we can write

+oo
= Qr(¢ )",
k=0

where each Qy, : (H*(T))** — My(H*"/?2(Dy)) is bounded, symmetric, k-linear
and satisfies
Qe (ks ()2 Mo (5151722 (Do) < Norg ¥,

for some Ny, 79 > 0.
We want to prove that in a possibly smaller neighbourhood of ¢, we have

+oo
@(Caf%w) = Z @k(c - COafYa w)ka

where each @p(-,v,v) : (H*(T))** — H*t/2(Dy) is bounded, symmetric, k-linear
and satisfies
(3.14) 18k (o s ) | e ()20 prs172( D) < Narp ™,

for some Ny,7r1 > 0.
By identifying terms with the same degree of homogeneity, we have that, if they
exist, then az, == B(¢ — Co,7,%)" solve the following systems

V- (HQ + Q())Vao = 07 in .DO7
(3.15) ag = 1, at w =0,
—ey - (]IQ + QO)V&O = Oa at w = _h7

( 2+ Qo)Va, = =V - Q1Vay, in Do,
(3.16) _o, at w0
—es- (Io + Qo)Var = —ex - Q1Vag — Yh(B — fo)z, at w = —h,
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(3.17)
V- (]12 + QO)VEQ =-V- Zj:1,2 ijglk_j, in Dy,
as =0, at w =0,

—e2 (o +Qo)Vaz = —ez- >, , Q;Var—; +7(B— Bo)(B—Bo)s, at w=—h,

V(I + Qo) Vag = =V - 37, Q;Vajx,  in Do,

(3.18) ar =0, at w=0, k>3,
—€2- (HQ + QO)de = —€g- Z?:l ijaj_k7 at w = fh,

where we denoted by Qj, the term Q(¢ — o)¥.

e Claim: There exist a unique solution (ag)ren of (3.15)-(3.18) such that
ay € H*t1/2(Dy). Moreover, there exist

Ny = Ni(lInollescrys 1Boll zs 1y 191 75 (1)) > 0
and r1; > 0 such that
1{02)™ V]| 2(pg) < N1rT™lI€ = Goll(are(my)2, VO < m < s = 1/2,
IVl o172 (py) < Nar1 1€ = Collars (e
for all kK € N.

We prove the claim: by Proposition A.20 of [ ] there exists a unique
variational solution to (3.15) such that
1(02)™ Vaol|L2(py) < N1,V0 <m <5 —1/2.
We argue by induction: assume that there exist (@;)o<;j<kr—1 such that
1(0:)™ V|l 12Dy < Niri? 1€ = Coll{ e (myy2» V0 <m < s = 1/2,
IVa;llge-1/21(py) < Nir 7€ - Co||€Hs(T))z,

for all 0 < 7 < k—1, we construct a; satisfying the thesis of the claim. We

just prove the first estimate for m < s — 1, since the others follow from the

embedding H*~/2(Dy) € L*([~h,0]; H*~'(T)) and by interpolation.
Let gr = Zle Q;Va;_i, then by Corollary B.5 of | ] we have

(0

)™ Gkl L2 (Do)
k
< NQillntypoo ((-opsrre—172(y)) [1002)™ Vak—jliz2(py). ¥m < s —1/2,
j=1

so that by the assumption on the norm of ¢); and by the induction assump-
tion we obtain that

1(02)™ gkl L2 (Do)

k
< |3 Norg? Nury TN = Collfygaryyss ¥m < s —1/2.

j=1
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Therefore, by Proposition A.20 of | ] there exists a unique ag, solving
(3.18); moreover, we have

1(02)™ Va2 (Do)
k
— —(k—7
< C (1ol = (ryy2» 1v1) ZNOTOJNNH =0 i¢ - Collars(myyzr Ym <s—1/2,

j=1

so that by choosing r; such that

o0

C (IICollcrr=(ryy2: 171) No Y (ra/ro)? <1,
j=1
we can deduce the thesis for j = k, which proves the claim.

Notice that the dependence of a; on ¢ — {p is homogeneous of order k, hence
by the above claim we can find a symmetric k-linear mapping @y such that @ (¢ —
Co)* = aj, and satisfying (3.14); in particular, if we denote by H(%,surf (Do) the com-
pletion of C°(Dg porz) in H(Dy), we have that b= Y k> Gk converges absolutely
in Hy (Do) for ¢ sufficiently close to ¢o. Next, by (3.15)-(3.18) we have

Vowlio +9)- P(E)Vauf = — | Vo  P(E)Vauf — 7 / (=h+ B)Bo flue—n,
Do Do T

V.f € H&,surf(D())V

so that dg+b is a variational solution to (3.7)-(3.9). By uniqueness of the variational
solution, we obtain that ag + b = ¢, and we can deduce the thesis. (I

Next, we prove an estimate for the derivatives of the map (1, 8) — @.

Lemma 3.9. Let s > 3/2, v € R, ¢y € H*(T) and ¢ = (n,8) € (H*(T))2.
Moreover, let us choose o of the form (3.3) in the diffeomorphism (3.1) and as-
sume that the condition (1.21) holds true. Then for all j € N and (h,k) =
(hay... hj, ki, ... k) € (H*(T))% the solution of the boundary value problem
(3.7)-(3.9) satisfies

IVd (¢, 5, ) (h )l o172 ()2

J

< Cr(lmllzz=coys 18BN = cry, YD) | TT W llgze oy + Wl o)) | 1l 22y

m=1
+ Collnll s crys 1Bl = m) - 17])-
Proof. For simplicity we write d’@(h, k) instead of d’@(¢, v, 1) (h, k).
We differentiate (3.7)-(3.9) with respect to (1, 3): for j = 0 we have d°@(h, k) =

1, and we can conclude by Theorem 4; by arguing as in the proof of Proposition
A7in | ] for j > 1, we can deduce the thesis. O

Finally, from the above results we can deduce an analyticity result for the ope-
rator G(n, 5,7).

Corollary 3.10. Let s > 3/2, v € R and ¢ € H*(T). Moreover, let us choose o
of the form (3.3) in the diffeomorphism (3.1). Then the formula

G(%ﬂﬁ)(w = Vz@(ﬂaﬁ,% TZ)) : N|w:0
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defines an analytic map
G(-,-7)@) : {(n,B) € H(T) x H*(T) : (1.21) holds true} — H*(T)

Proof. Let ¢ = (n, ), and let us write G(¢) := G(¢,7)(v). We want to prove that
for all {o in (H*(T))? we can write for all ¢ in a small neighbourhood of ¢

+oo
= Ge(¢ =),
k=0
where each Gy, : (H*(T))?* — H*(T) is bounded, symmetric, k-linear and satisfies

Gkl (275 (1y)26 > 15 (T) < Norg ™,

for some Ny, 1o > 0.
If such a result is true, then by looking at terms with same degree of homogeneity
we have that for all0 <m <s—1

(319)  ((0)"gw f Z /D Da)"™ V2P,V ;)(0:) V29 (x(w| D)) ),

where

95 = Gi(C =), Qj=Qi(¢—C)s a=¢;(¢— <o),
and Py =1z + Qo, P; = @Q; Vj > 1. Hence, we want to prove that
(3.20) lgill ey < Norg ™ 1€ = Coll(ars (ryye> Yk € N.
From (3.19) we get that for all 0 < m < s —3/2

k
gkl zmery <D 1Q;Vaj—kllprmsrr20(p,)
=0

< D NQiltnoe ozt o 1) ™2V a2 ooy
j=0
but using the properties of the regularizing diffeomorphism and Theorem 4 we have

1Qs I aa(zoe =nopzre=2(ryy) + 11002)™ 2 Va1l 22 (poyy2 < Nirr7 16 = CollY e e

hence arguing as in the proof of Theorem 4 we can deduce the thesis.
O

From Corollary 3.10 we can deduce Theorem 1.

3.3. Homogeneous expansion around 1 = 0. Now we consider the expansion
of the operator G(n, 8,7) around n = 0,

G(n,B,7) =Y Gl
7=0
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where G,[n](8,7) is homogeneous of degree j in 7. From (3.11) we have that for
n=20

900<'7 ’LU) = 95(’ w>|T1:T2:0
-1 [c¢<w, WP (—h+ B) Ba] — Gac(10,0) w)]

1 sinh (& w) 3
{” € con(hE) 1 € (DF) smn(ng) (R TA)
cosh(é(w + h)) — (D) sinh(&(w + h))
cosh(h &) — (Df) sinh(h€)

(7).
so that
GO(ﬁaV)(@[}) = a111<;50|w=0

=75 [Gl0. 1) 7 (0 8)5) | - 57 [Gc0.0) (70)

g1 1 T ((—
=77 | oy~ (%)
o1 | sinh(h &) — (DB) cosh(h§) ,
(3:21) i [§ cosh(h &) — (D) sinh(h§) (F9) ]

Remark 3.11. In the irrotational case v = 0 we have
Go(B,0)(¢)

=g ! { {g tanh(h¢) — &

(3.22)
=: (D tanh(hD) + D L(B))1,

Dp
cosh(h &) (cosh(h &) — (D) sinh(hg))} (Z¢) }

which recovers formula (A.1) in | ]
Using Remark 3.11, we can rewrite the operator Go(3,v) defined in (3.21) in the
following way,

(3.23)  Go(B,7)(¥) = (D tanh(hD) + D L(B))y +~v(B),

1

vB) = =7 | o he) = (DB) simmng) © (T E AR |-

Remark 3.12. Using Proposition B.3 we have

(3.24)
OGN (n, B,7)(6n) () = =GN (n, B) [6n B(n, B,7) (¥)] — 8z [on V (0, B,7) ()],

where

V(n,B8,7) (%) = e — B, B,7)(¥) Na,

G T r
R
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By plugging into (3.24) the expansions

Gn,B,7) = ZG
V(n,B,7) = ZV B(n, 8,7) = ZB

where V;[n](8,7) and B, [n](ﬁ,v) are homogeneous of degree j inn, we can deduce
recursive formulae for the terms G;[n|(5,7), for all j > 1 (see Sec 2.4 of | ]
and Sec. 6 of | | for similar arguments for three-dimensional water waves).

3.4. Paralinearization of the operator G(7,/5,7). Recalling (1.11), we have
that if s > 3/2, 8 € H*(T), v € R, (n,9) € H*(T) x H*(T) and if (1.21) holds
true, then by Corollary 3.10 and by Proposition 2.3 in | ] we can deduce the
estimate

IG(, B, M) (W) ers-1¢ry < Cr (Il ey 1181 are(my) 190 e )
(3.25) + 171 Co (10l #zs (my 1181 725 ) -
By using the estimate (3.25) we can deduce the following lemma.

Lemma 3.13. Let s > 3/2, § € H*(T), v € R and (n,v) € H*(T) x H*(T).
Assume that (1.21) holds true, then

G(n, B,7) () + Neths

By, 57) () = LI ¢ o),
V(n, 8,7 %) = e — B(n, 8,7) () 1. € H*~(T),
(326) W(Th 67 ’7)(’(/}) = ¢ - TB(n,ﬁ,’y)(dJ)n € HS(T)7

and

I1B(n, B, 7)) zs-1 1y + IV (0, By V) (@) | o1y + llw(m, B,7) ()| 125 ()
327) < Cy (Il a= vy 1B m=(my) 191 m=y + 171 Co (Inll 2=y, 181 = () -

Proof. The estimate (3.27) for B(n, 8,7)(¥) and for V(n, 3, v)(¢) follow from classi-
cal product estimates for Sobolev spaces. Moreover, the Sobolev embedding implies
that B(n, 8,7v)(¥) € L*°(T); hence, by Lemma A.5 we obtain

T8 ey < CIB®, B,7) ()| Los (ry 10l 2o ()
< Cy (Inll ey, 1Bl m=cry) 191 #r=cry 10l ers (my
(3.28) + 171 Co (10l 2= vy 181 2= (my) Ill = (.

which allows to deduce estimate (3.27) for w(n, 8,7)(¥).
(I

Moreover, by exploiting (3.28) we also have the following result (see lemma 2.2
in [ ] for an analogous result for the flat bottom topography case).

Lemma 3.14. Let s > 3/2, n,8 € H*(T). Assume that (1.21) holds true. Then
there exists eg > 0 such that if

(3.29) 11 &+ ¢y < €o,
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then there exists an operator W(n, ) such that
U(n, B) (w(n, B,0)(¥)) = v, Vi € H/*(T).
Moreover, if w € H*(T), then ¥(n, 8)(w) € H*(T), and
19 (0, B) ()l s cry < C (Il s (rys 181 o)) N1l ez (-

By Lemma 3.14 we have that under the smallness assumption (3.29), then B =
B(n, 5,0)(¢)) and V =V (n, 8,0)(¢)) can be rewritten in terms of n, 8 and w,

B = B(1,8,0) (¥(n,B)w), V =V(n,8,0) (¥(n, Bw).
Now we state the main result of the section.

Proposition 3.15. Let s > 5/2. If n,3 € H**Y2(T) are such that (1.21) holds
true, if v € R and if ¢ € H*(T), then

(330) G(na ﬂa ’7) (w) = TAW - TV(n,B,’y)(l/))nx + R(na 6; s 7/})7

where the function w defined in (3.26) is Alinhac’s good unknown, X is a symbol
given by

Mz, &) = AW £ 2Oz, ¢),
AW =g,

O (z,¢) = o ((nz +i0: A1) 9, + nm) <

and R(na Ba v 1/1) S HS+1/2 (T) Satisﬁes

5 s Y Hs+1/2(T) >~ 1 Hs+1/2(T), Hs+1/2(T) HS(T)
[R(n, 8,7, ) < C1 (|l el ) Il
+ 10 C2 (Inllzo+/2 oy 1Bl a2y

for some non-decreasing functions Cy,Cs.

i&n. + AW
1+ n?2 ’

We defer the proof of the above result to Sec. 3.5; we point out that the principal
symbol of A in (3.30) is given by the principal symbol of the classical Dirichlet—
Neumann operator (see the proof of Lemma 3.20). We mention Proposition 4.12 of
[ ] and Lemma 3.14 of | ] regarding analogous results for the case v = 0.

3.5. Proof of Proposition 3.15. In this section we prove Proposition 3.15, namely
we paralinearize the operator G(n, 3,7) defined in (1.11). We recall that

G(1,8,7) (W) = Vo Nlyep(a),

where ¢ is the solution of the boundary value problem 1.8, namely

Ap =0 in Dy g,
p=1 at y =,
VYBe = ¢afe+ 9y =0 at y=—h+p.
We follow the strategy of Sec. 3 of | ] and Sec. 3 of | ] (see also
Sec. 4 of | ). In the following we use the notations introduced in Appendix

A.
First of all, we start by paralinearizing the interior equation in (1.8). We want
to recast the interior equation in the fixed domain Dg by using a suitable localizing
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diffeomorphism (which differs from the straightening diffeomorphism defined in
(3.1)): we choose § > 0 such that the fluid domain D,, contains the strip

(3.31) Qs :={(z,y) e T xR|n(z) — dh <y < n(x)}.

Remark 3.16. Because of (1.21) we can take any 6 € (0,ho/h) in (3.31): indeed,
y >n(x) —dh > —h+ B(x).

We define 3 : Dy — Qs,
S (z,w) = (x, 0(m,w)), ole,w) = 6w+ n(x),

and write ¢(z, w) := ¢ (z, o(z,w)), where ¢ is the solution of the boundary value
problem (1.8) restricted to .
We denote by V,, = (8, 09,)T, and

V= () v () = (3 ).

o .__ _77:z o ._ 9
0% :=0, 5 Ow, 0% : 5
The flattened version of the operator A applied to f(x, w) = f(z,y) is given by
N L2 N 1 .1 PO | s
—A%f =—-A - 2 f—-=—-1)0? - ——=n2 9 F.

Therefore, if we denote by ¢ the solution of (1.8), we have that ¢ = gpof} satisfies

(3.32) Ep =0, in Qs,
E =802 + 02 + 10,0y — €0y,
where
é:l;ﬁ,ﬁz—ﬂ% ¢ =k,
while
(3.33) o=1, at w=0.

Remark 3.17. We point out that, due to the fact that the bottom of the fluid
domain is sufficiently regular (namely, 3 € H*+t1/2(T) ), we can restrict the interior
equation in (1.8) to the strip Qs so that (3.32) does not present a forcing term
depending on [ in the right-hand side; see a similar approach in three-dimensional
Beltrami flows in Eq. (3.1) of | |. By using a more careful localization
argument, one could allow less regular bottom topographies, obtaining a forcing
bottom-dependent term in the right-hand side of the straightened interior equation
(see for example Sec. 2.2 and Sec. 3.4 of | |, where the authors consider the
irrotational case without any regularity assumption on the bottom,).

Remark 3.18. From (1.11) we have

1+n?
5

G(%@’Y)(d}) = _7713185"‘ 8w()5|w:07
and

w(ﬂaﬂﬂ)(ﬂ’) = T;Z} - TB(n,B,’y)(w)n = @ - Té—lﬁw@mw:()a
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hence the good unknown

= = Togen;
satisfies D=0 =1 — Ts(y,p.1)(w)"1
Proposition 3.19. Set
b=~ Togpn,
and let Ty = (6721d + Tg_l/(;z)@?ﬂ + 02 4+ Ty0; O — Tk Oy, then ) satisfies
(3.34) Tpd = Fy + F,
where Fy € CY([—h,0); HtY/2(T)) and Fy € C°(|—h,0); H25—3(T)) .

Proof. We follow the strategy of the proof of Proposition 4.12 in | ]. First,
due to the regularity assumptions on n and ¢ we have that

O € CO[—h,0]; HH(T)), k=1,2,3,
and that by the regularity assumption of 1 we have
a— 5—12 e HY2(T), be HYXT), ¢&e H3/T).
By Lemma A.6 we have that if we set
T(p):=To2p (8 —1/6%) +To, 0,0 - b—To, &,
then
E¢ —Tgp — T(9) € C°([~h,0]; H*7*(T)).

Next, we substitute ¢ = & + Tye »n in the interior equation (3.32); we get (up
to a smoother remainder)

050 = 026 — T 9 1,
020 = 024 — Tozpe. 51 — 2T, 086 Me — Tog 3
0p 0 ® = 0,00% — Ty, 0,001 — To, 08 oM
Ou® = 0@ — T, 08,57,
hence by (3.32) and by Lemma A.6 we get
Tpd + TpTpe sn+ T(¢) =g € C°([~h,0]; H¥T2(T)),
up to a remainder in C°([—h,0]; H?*73(T)). Notice that
TETheen = Trosen + 215,02 3N + Toe oNax + 155, 08 oM
up to a remainder in C°([—h, 0]; H**73(T)). Next, observe that s > 2 implies
Togen € C°([=h, 0); HH/2(T)).
Since
TuToggn+T($) € CO([=h, 0] H*1/2(T)),
up to a remainder in C°([—h,0]; H?573(T)), we can deduce the thesis.
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Next we consider the reduction to the boundary. We want to find two symbols
M, N such that (up to a remainder)

T =3(0w — Tx) (0w — Th),

see Sec. 3.4.2 of | ] and Sec. 4.3 of | ] for a corresponding argument for
the irrotational case, and Sec. 3.1 of | | for the case of Beltrami fields.

Lemma 3.20. Let n € H**Y/2(T), let 0 = min (4,5 — 3) > 0. Then there exist

operators MW, N MO N©O) with associated symbols
M N ey, (T), MO N eTy,, (T),
such that if we write
M=MD + MO N=ND 48O Apr=MD 4 MO N=ND 4 NO
then

1 ere erisSt operators 0 an 1 O] oraer 5 — O ana —5 — O Tespectively,
i) th st tors Ry and R der 3 d—3 tivel
such that

Tg = é(@w — TN)<8w — TM> + Ry + R10w,

(i) the symbols M), —NU) are strongly elliptic, namely there exist ¢,C > 0

such that
ReM® > ¢(¢), VI¢| > C,
Re (—N1) > c(¢), V¢l = C.
Remark 3.21. Actually, arguing as in Sec. 4 of | | one can prove that if

s €N, then MV N1 ¢ ¥l (T).

Proof. (1) We first set Ly := b0, — &, Lo := 02, so that E = 402 + Ly Oy, + Lo.
Recall that 7 € H¥*/2(T). Because

E —&(0y — N)(0w — M) = (L1 + &(M + N))8y + (Lo — AN M)
we set
N=-3"'Li-M
and, by following Proposition A.4, we seek M such that
Lo+ LM +3aM? =0
by constructing a symbol M = M) + M(©) such that
u e I3)216(T), u® e Y216 (T),

and such that

— &+ [ibE — ¢ M+bOM+a ) 9MDIM =0,
aeN

up to smoother remainders.
We proceed by computing the terms in the expansion of M.
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— At first order we have
—£2 + ibeM® 4 z3(mM)2 = o,
so that

1 . .
M = % [—ibg +4/—(0&)2 + 4:;152] .
Note that

(1) _ s i€ne+20

T A=l

M

where A(!) is the leading order symbol of the classical Dirichlet-Neumann
operator.
— The subprincipal symbol of M is found from the equation

— &M 4+ ibeM® 4 aMOn® 4 auHu©
+ 59,4V — 5i9.MV a9, MY = 0,
which yields

o — 1 [i 50eMM 9,M1) — b9, MY 1 eMM ]
ib & + 2aM(1)
Observe that
ib¢ +2aMM) = 267 1AD | 139 MV — b = 67 (n, +i0:AD),

hence

MO = §

1 . 1&n, + AW
(1) Sz T A
2/\(1) ((77% +18§)\ )ar +77mm> ( 1 +77% .

Similarly, we find that
1 . o
N = 3 {ibf —/—(b&)2 + 4552] ,
so that

q 5 1€ =AW
1+n2

)

while N(©) can be written explicitly arguing as for M(®).
Moreover, we have that

Ro == aTyTy — 92

isoforderQ—%—U:%—a,while

Rl = —é(TN + TM) + Tf)aw — Té

isoforderl—%—a:—%—a.
Finally, observe that
A
1) 1) _
ReMb) = —Ren® = 51_“7% 2 (&)

for sufficiently large |€|, so that M(!) and —N(!) are strongly elliptic.
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Next, we state an elliptic regularity result (for the proof see Proposition 3.19 in
[ ]; see also Proposition 4.13 in | -

Lemma 3.22. Letn € H**Y/*(T), let o = min (3,5 — ) > 0.
Introduce W := (9, — Ty)®, then

DWW — Ty W = Ty W + G,

where Go € CO(|—h,0]; H¥T7=1/2(T)). Moreover,
(3.35) D ® — Ty®|y—o € HTV/2(T).

Now, in order to simplify the notation we omit until the end of the proof the
fact that all functions depending on w are evaluated on w = 0. Recall that

05 0 5 R /P
G, B,7) () = =1 02¢ + 0L Plw=0 = —1z 0P + Tau1@|w:0-
By Lemma A.6 we obtain that

X X 1+ n3 .
=T, 0.0 —To,¢ 77x+T1+n§ W+ To,e 577 -G, B,7)W) € H? Z(T)-
5

Now, introducing the good unknown & = b —Tye sn we get

— Ty, 0.9 + Ty, Ty, 086m + Ty, Tog o0 — T, e

1+n?
)

+ Tis2 00® = Tii2 Ty g2 on + To — G(n, B,7) () € H**(T),
& 5

equivalently
Tﬁaw‘f) = T, 00® — Ty, o n,086M = T, (0,0-n.08)]
—G(n,B,7)(¥) € H**(T),
Notice that by (3.35) we have
Tipp2 0u® =Ty, 9, = Thw + Ry,
3

where A € X! _|(T) is given by

142
)

and Ry € H*TY/2(T). Therefore, we obtain

(3.36) A M—in, &,

)
G, B,7)(W) = Thw =Ty, 51,0060 — To,(0,6-n.086)1 + Ra,
where Ry € H*+/2(T), and since

V(n,B,7)(®) = 02 — 1203 ¢|w=0, Tamvm,ﬁ,w)w)?? € Hs+1/2(T)v

we can deduce the thesis.

4. LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS

In this section we prove the local well-posedness result Theorem 3 for the system
(1.20). Following the notation used in Theorem 3, we recall that so = g
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4.1. Paralinearization of the water waves system. Let us consider the system
(1.20), namely

mo =GB, W)+ 10,
e = =32+ 5y (GO0 B, (W) + Mate)? + 7 (N0 + 071G (0, 8,7) (1))

N

—gn+K ( ) .
In this subsection we consider a given solution (7, ) of the system (1.20) on the
interval [0,T], T < 400, such that
(4.1) (n, ) € CO([0,T); Hi™/*(T) x H*(T)), for some s > so.

We want to paralinearize system (1.20). In Proposition 3.15 we performed the
paralinearization of the operator G(7, 5,7). Now we deal with the other terms in
(1.20).

Lemma 4.1. Let s > sg, and assume that (n,v) satisfies (4.1) and solves the
system (1.20). Then

where
2 .
x

and where g, € L>([0,T); H*~5/2(T)) satisfies

||91||L°°([O,T};H2b'*5/2(11‘)) <C (Hn”Loo([owT];Hg“/?(T))) ’
for some non-decreasing function C.

For the proof of Lemma 4.1 see the proof of Lemma 3.25 in | ]
Now, let us recall the operators B(n, 3,v) and V (n, 5,7) given by

B(n,8,7)(¥) = . B’ﬁ?JL 77””1/}””, V(n, B,7)(®) = vz — B(n, B,7) (%) na.

Lemma 4.2. Let s > sq. Assume that (n,v) satisfies (4.1) and solves the system
(1.20), and that n and B satisfy (1.21) uniformly on [0,T]. Then

1 2 _ # 2 —1
2 Ve ™ oy G A W) ) — (ns + 05 G(n, 8,7) (1))
=Tv (87 @) —vn Ve = TV, TBm.87 @) = TB,8m@) G0, B,7)(¥) + g2,

where g2 € L*™([0,T); H*(T)) satisfies

||g2HL°°([0,T];HS(T)) <C (H(na w)HLoo([O’T];H(\;‘Jrl/z(T)XHs(T))) )
for some non-decreasing function C depending only onno, h, ho, |v| and || B[] grs+1/2(r)-

Proof. First, we notice that

1 (ab+ ¢)?
F(a,b,c) = 514_7&27 a,b,CER,
ab+c ab+c ab+c ab+c
O F = — , OpF = , O.F = .
1+a2{ 1+a2a} b 1+a2” 1+ a?
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Using the above relations with a = n,, b = ¥, and ¢ = G(n,8,7)(¥), by Lemma
A.6 we obtain

1 2 _ # 2 _ —1

2 Ve = oy GO A W) + ) — (N + 05 G(n, B,7) (1))

=Tv (0,87 @) —vn Ve = Tv(n,87m@) Bn.s») ) = TBn,87,@) G0, 8,7)(¥) + 92,0,
where g2 € L*°([0,T]; H*(T)) satisfies

X PR R el (GRS FNry—_—

for some non-decreasing function C' depending only on 79, h, ho and |y|.

Since Tr(,8,7) )V (n.8.1®) = TB,6.1w) TV 08y (w) 18 of order —(s —3/2), we
can deduce the thesis. (]

Lemma 4.3. Let s > sg. Assume that (n,v) satisfies (4.1) and solves the system
(1.20), and that n and B satisfy (1.21) uniformly on [0,T]. Then

HTatB(n,ﬂ,v)(wW”HS(T)) <C (”(77’7/’)”Loo([o,T};Hg“/Q(T)st(T))) )
for some non-decreasing function C depending only onno, h, ho, |v| and ||B| grs+1/2(r)-

Proof. By (3.27) and by exploiting the structure of (1.20), we obtain

”ntHHS*l(T) + ”wt”HS*L"/Q(’]I‘) <C (H(Ua¢)||Loo([07T];H§+1/2(T)XH.Q(T))> .

Using Proposition B.3 we have

3 [G(n, B,7) ()] = GPN (¢ — B0, B,7)()11e) — 0 (V (0, B,7) (4)11e)
+ ’YGNN(U, ﬂ)((fh + ﬂ)ﬁx)a

therefore
||3t [G(n7 Bv 7)(1/))} HHS_5/2(']I‘)) < C (”(777 d)) ||L°°([0,T];Hg+1/2(']l‘)XHS(']I‘))) )
and we can deduce the thesis. O

Combining Proposition 3.15, Lemma 4.1, Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.3 we obtain

Proposition 4.4. Let s > so. Assume that (n,v) satisfies (4.1) and solves the
system (1.20), and that n and B satisfy (1.21) uniformly on [0,T]. Then, recalling
the good unknown w defined in (3.26), we have that (n,w) solves the system

(4.3) Ne+Tvmsw)—nle —Thaw = f,
Wt +Tv(n,84) )=y We + £Tun =g,

where
f e L=([0,T); HTVA(T)), g € L=([0,T]; H*(T)),
H(f7 9)HLOC([O,T];HSH/Z(’H‘)><HS(11‘)) <C (||(77a¢)||Loo([0,T};Hg+1/2(T)XHs(T))) )

for some non-decreasing function C' depending on 1o, h, ho, 7], & and ||B|| gra+1/2(r)-
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4.2. Symmetrization. Let s > so. Assume that (1, 1) satisfies (4.1) and solves
the system (1.20), and that n and § satisfy (1.21) uniformly on [0,7]. In this
subsection we consider the system (4.3), namely

n 0 T\ (n f
@+ TV (,8,7) () —n Oz) <w) * (KTh 0A> <W> - <9) ’

where f € L>=([0,T]; H**Y/%(T)) and g € L*°([0,T]; H*(T)), and we use paradif-
ferential calculus in order to construct a symmetrizer

(T, ©
S(o Tq>’

such that (up to a smoother remainder)

(4 ) D)

and such that the unknown

(4.4) D = <Z>

satisfies

0 —Ty
(4.5) Pt + Ty (6,7 ()7 nPe + ((Tﬁ)* 0 ) o =1F
with F' € L*([0,T]; H*(T) x H*(T)). Moreover, we have

||F||Lw([O,T];HS(T)XHS(T)) < C (”(777/w)||L°°([O,T];H§+1/2(']I‘)st(T))> )

for some non-decreasing function C' depending on 7, h, ho, ||, & and || B|| ge+1/2(7)-
First, we introduce the main definitions and results for symbolic calculus with
low regularity. In the following we write R := R\ {0}.
All the symbols which we consider below are of the form

a=a™ 4am1),

where

i. a™ is a real-valued elliptic symbol, homogenous of degree m in & and
depends only on the first order-derivatives of n;

ii. ™1 is homogenous of degree m — 1 in € and depends also, but only
linearly, on the second order-derivatives of 7.

We recall that n € CO([0,T]; H*+2(T)) is a fixed given function.
Definition 4.5. Given m € R, 3™ denotes the class of symbols a of the form
0= al™ 4 glm=1)
with
o™ (t,2,€) = Fns(t,2),€),  al™ V(t,2,€) = Ga(na(t, ), £)07n(t, ),

such that

i T, maps real-valued functions to real valued functions;
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it Fisa C™ real-valued function of (¢,€) € R x Ry, homogeneous of order
m in &, and such that there exists a continuous function K = K({) > 0
such that

F(¢,€) > K(Q)lg™,
for all ((,§) € R x Ry;
iii Gy is a C™ complez-valued function of ((,§) € R x R, homogeneous of
order m — 1 in &.

Notice that, since we only assume s > sg, we have some additional technical
difficulties compared for example to the case s > % In order to overcome this
problem, we exploit that for all our symbols the sub-principal terms have only a
linear dependence on the second order derivative of 7.

Next, we state a result ensuring that the previous class of symbols is stable by
the standard rules of symbolic calculus, and a symbolic calculus result modulo ad-

missible remainders; before stating the results, we introduce the following notation.

Definition 4.6. Let m € R and consider two families of operators order m,
{A1(t) : t€[0,T)}, {A2t) : te]0,T]}.

We say that Ay ~ As if Ay — As is of order m — 3/2 (see Definition A.1) and

satisfies the following estimate: for all p € R, there exists a continuous function C
such that

1410) = A0 o, gerd oy < € (00 gery )+ ¥ € (0,71
First, we have the following result (see Proposition 4.3 in [ D-

Proposition 4.7. Let m,m’ € R. Then
iIfaeX™ andbe v then T, Ty, ~ Togp where afb € ymtm’ g given by

’ ’ ’ ]_ ’
ab = a™p(m) 4 g(m=Dpm") L g(myp(m’=1) 4 g3§a(m) - 9,b(m),
ii If a € ¥™ then (T,)* ~ T, where b € ™ is given by
— 1
b=a™ 4 am=-1 4 ;(835 -9 )al™.

Given that a € ™, since a(™~1) involves two derivatives of 7, Proposition A.4
and the embedding H*(T) C W?2°°(T) implies that
(4.6) 1Tyl e vy Fru-m(my) < C Sup la(t, -, )l < C (In(®)llrr=(ry) -
Our second observation concerning the class X" is that one can prove a continuity
result which requires only an estimate of ||| gs—1(r).

Proposition 4.8. Let m € R and p € R. Then there exists a function C' such that
for all symbol a € ¥™ and all t € [0,T],

[ Tacyull o= zy < CUNE N2 )llwll e -

For the proof of the above proposition, see Proposition 4.4 in | ]. We
point out that the above result follows by Proposition A.2 for s > %, since the L>°-
norm of a(t,-,§) is controlled by |[7(t)| gs-1(r) in this case; the above proposition
is necessary to overcome this issue for s > sq.

Similarly, we have the following elliptic regularity result, where one controls the
constants in terms of the H*~!-norm of n only (see Proposition 4.6 in | D-
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Proposition 4.9. Let m € R and p € R. Then there exists a function C' such that
for alla € ¥™ and all t € [0,T], we have
[ull ruemmy < CUIME ars=1(my) [ Tagyullzm ey + ullzzer] -

The classical result is that, for all elliptic symbol a € I'}'(T) with p > 0, the
following estimate holds true,

£ emy < CIn@)llwztooeeny) [1TaflLzer + 1 fllz2r]

for p > 0 small enough, which would lead to a worse estimate for g <s< %
Arguing as in Sec. 4.2 of | ], one can deduce the following result.

Proposition 4.10. There exist g € £°, p € /2, 9 € ¥3/2 such that
T,y ~TyT,,

(4.7) T, kT, ~ TyT),
T19 ~ (Tﬂ)*a

where the notation A1 ~ As is the one introduced in Definition 4.0.

Remark 4.11. By following the argument of Sec. 4.2 of | |, we obtain that

g=(1+n2)""",

p=(1+72) T VAD 4172,

h2 ReA® i
9= ViAW 4| S =2 — 0:0,(Vkn®AD),
where AV is the principal symbol of the classical Dirichlet-Neumann operator, A(©)
is the sub-principal of the symbol X given by (3.36), h(® is given by (4.2), and

p(=12) s a symbol homogeneous in & of order —%.

We now prove a technical lemma.

Lemma 4.12. For all i € R there exists a non-decreasing function C' such that,
for allt € 0,71,

Toustey 1510272 + [ Toraqollameyosaoniy < € (IGO0 o2y ) -
Proof. First, observe that

[mellwce(ry < Ctllmell -1y < Co (”(’77w)”H(i“”(qr)st(qr)) .
This implies that

larlt, Mzom + sup 082t Ol my < C (100 sy ry )

l€1=1

By Proposition A.2, this implies that
||Tp£1/2)(t) ||H;L(T)_>H,4,—1/2(T) + Hth(t) ”HIL(’]I‘)—)HIL(’]I‘) < C (H(n(t)v 1/)(15))||H3+1/2(T)><Hs(1r)) :

We now need to estimate ||Tp<_1/2)(t)||H,L(T)_,H,L_1/2(T); we rewrite p(—1/2) as
t

p(71/2) = P2(77:c7 5)77m,
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where P, is a smooth functions for & # 0, homogeneous of degree —% in £&. We
write

(4.8) Ty = TPy tne ©)mee + TPrne €mece

hence

5up | Pas (a6, lleiry < € (10 0) gz eanecry)

and since s > sg, then the first term in the right hand side of (4.8) is uniformly of
order —%. To estimate the second term in the right-hand side of (4.8), notice that

1 TPy (0o € mewe | e (1) = Fi=172(7) < 1P2 (N )Nzt | 153 (1),
and by standard product rule in Sobolev spaces we have
| P2 (s )Nt || 153 ()
< C [IP2(0,8)] + |Pa (02, €) — Pa(0,8) | ra—1(my] 0wt a3y,
and thus
1T e e 0 ry s = my < C (1009 g1/2 s 11y )
which leads to the thesis. ([

By combining Proposition 4.10 with the paralinearization obtained in Proposi-
tion 4.4, we obtain the following symmetrization of the system (1.20).

Corollary 4.13. Introduce the new unknowns
O :=Tpn, &g :=Tw.
Then ®1,®5 € C°([0,T]; H*(T)) and
{‘I’u + Ty (@) -y nPre — ToP2 = Fi,
Dot + Tvn sy w)—ynP2e + To®P1 = Iy,
where Fy, Fy € L>°([0,T]; H*(T)). Moreover

(4.9)

[(F1, F2) || o< 0,715 () (1)) < € (||(777¢)||Loo([o,T};Hg“/Q(T)xHS(T))) ’
for some function C' depending only on no, h, ho, |y and ||B]| ge+1/2(r)-

Proof. We first observe that by Proposition 4.10 and Proposition 4.4 that

Q14 +Tvinsnw)—yn®P1e — ToP2 = Bin+ f1,

¢)2,t + TV(U,B/Y)("#)*'Y n¢)2,$ + T’ﬂ¢1 = BQW + f27
with f1, fo € L*([0,T]; H*(T)) satisfying

” (flv f2) HLOO([O,T];HS(’I[‘)) <C (H (77» 1/1) ‘|L°C([0,T];H§+1/2(’H‘)st(T))) )

and
By = (00, Tl + [Tvimsmw)—vn 0o Tp] s Ba = (06Tl + [Tvinp.5) i)y O Tu]
Since

1Bunllasry < [ Billgzssrrzcrys oy 10l oz oy

| Bowl| sty < | Ballmrs(my—#s (1) llwll 22 (1),
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and since we can estimate || Bi||gs+1/2(1) () and || Bzl gs(r)— ms(r) by Lemma
4.12, we can deduce the thesis. (Il

In the irrotational case the symmetrization (4.9) of the water waves system has
been useful in order to prove a controllability result, see Sec. 2 of | ]

4.3. A priori estimates. Let s > s, and assume that n € C([O7T];H§+1/2(T))
and § € H**Y/2(T) satisfy (1.21) uniformly on [0,T]. Now we prove a priori
estimates for the system (1.20) with initial data (2.7). These estimates are based
on the following reformulation, which follows by direct computation.

Lemma 4.14. (n,v) solves (1.20) if and only if
Id 0 .
<_TB(n 8,7)(%) Id) (6t T TV(Wﬁﬁ)(w)*vnaz) (1/1>

K/Th 0 TB("]7677)('¢) Id w
where

f1=Gm,B,7) @) = [Ta(¥ = T4 w)M) — Tv .8 @) ) + Yz — Ty

(G0, B,7) (%) + 1212)”
2(1+mn3)

1 _ e
+ e + 0,7 G, B,7) (V)] 9”+“<m>x

+Tv (.89 )=y e = T8, ) TV (0,87 () =7 0l

1
fo= —§¢325 +

(4.10)
— Tp(n.8.) ) (G, B,7) (W) + yime] + £Thn.

Using Lemma 4.14 we can deduce that (n,) solves (1.20) if and only if

(4.11) (875 Ty (n.p7) ()00 + L) (Z) = f(n.9),

where
£__< Id 0)(0 TA)( Id 0)
Tempsyw 1d) \kTn 0 Tsmpyw 1d)’

_ Id 0\ (1
Fln) = (TB(mﬂ,v)(w) Id) (f2>'

We seek solutions of the Cauchy problem (4.11), (2.7) as limits of solutions of
approximating systems. The definition depends on two operators: the first one is a
suitable mollifier, whereas the second one is a right-parametrix for the symmetrizer

— TP 0
= (% 2)

In order to regularize the equations, we define the following mollifiers: given
e € [0,1], we define J. as the paradifferential operator with symbol j. = j.(¢,x,§)
given by

. ) (— i
Je=3 +370 = exp (= ey®P) = S (0:0¢) exp (- er™?).
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Observe that
. . (— 1 )
je € CO0.TETS (1)), {50 A*P} =0, Imj™) = = 0,05

€

For any € > 0, je € CO([O,T];Fg}z(T)) for all m < 0; moreover, j. is uniformly
bounded in C°([0,T7;I'3 ,(T)) for all € € [0,1]. Therefore, we have

STy — Todell e ry—mnmy < Clnzllws/zee(my)s

1(J)* = Jell e (ry— mutsr2(my < CUInzlws/z.00 (1))
for some non-decreasing function C' independent of € € [0, 1]. Equivalently, we have
STy ~ TyJe, (']6)* ~ Je,
uniformly in e. Next, recalling Definition 4.5, we look for
P= p(—1/2) 4 p(—3/2) c 2—1/2
such that
pip = p(/2p(=1/2) 4 p(1/2)p(=3/2) 4 )(=1/2)p(=1/2) _ iagp(l/Q) 9,12 — 1,

In order to solve this equation we set

p(-1/2) _ (11/2), p(—3/2) _ _ (11/2) (p<—1/2>p(—1/2>_13§p<—1/2>3xp<1/2>),
p p

from which we deduce that T,7p ~ Id, where recall that the notation A ~ B
introduced in Definition 4.6. On the other hand, since by Remark 4.11 we have
that g does not depend on &, it follows by Lemma A.7 that T}, 77/, ~ Id. Hence,

T, 0\( 0\ (1d 0
0 T,)\0 Ty, 0 Id)°

namely, we constructed a parametrix for the symmetrizer. Next, we define

ﬁ._< Id o)(o TA> (TPJETP 0 )( Id 0)
" \Tsmemw 1d) \kTw 0 0 TiyteTy) \~Tompmw 1d)°

We construct (n,) of (4.11) as limits of solutions of the Cauchy problems

(4.12) (4

(1,%)]t=0 = (n0,vo)-

Proposition 4.15. Let s > sg. There exists a non-decreasing function C such
that, for all € € [0,1], all T €]0,1] and all solution (n,v) of (4.12) such that

(n,%) € CY([0,T]; Hy*/*(T) x H*(T)), the quantity

(0 +Tv (5,8.4) ()~ Oz e + Le) (n) = f(Jen, Jeib),

M(T) = ||(na 7/})”[/00([077"} Hg+1/2(T)><H3(T))

satisfies the estimate
M(T) < C(My) + TCOU(T)). My = (10, 0041720y e

The proof of Proposition 4.15 follows the argument of Sec. 5.5 in | ]
Observe that the estimates of Proposition 4.15 holds for € = 0; hence, the above
result proves also a priori estimates for the water waves system (1.20).
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Now consider a solution (1,1) € C°([0,T]; H*+'/2(T) x H*(T)) to the system

(4.12). We want to state uniform estimates for solutions (7, 4) to the linear system

n
T - zde € ~ = F,
(4.13) (s + Ty (n,8.7) ()~ n O e + Le) (w)

(f]ﬂ;)hzo = (ﬁO/&O)'
We rewrite the systems (4.12) and (4.13), respectively, in the form

E(e,n,v) (Z) = f(Jen,Jep),  and  E(e,n,7)) (3}) =F

Proposition 4.16. Let s > sg and 0 < o < s. There exigts a mnon-decreasing
function C' such that, for all € € [0,1], all T €]0,1] and all 7,v,n,9, F such that

E(e,n, 1) <Z> = f(Jen, Je), and  E(e,n,1) (g}) =F,
and such that
°([0,T); Hy ™/*(T) x HA(T)),
Y([0, T); Hy FHA(T) x HO(T)),
F = (F,Fy) € L=([0,T); H*HY/2(T) x H?(T)),

we have
|| (ﬁ7 ¢) ||L°°([0,T];Hg+1/2('ﬂ‘) x Ho (T))

< C” (ﬁOa ’lZJo)HHngl/z(T)X]{g(T)

+TC (H(m '(/)) ||Loo([O’T];HS+1/2(T)XHS(T))) H (777 w)||Loo([O’T];Hg+1/2(T)XHU(T))
(4.14)
+ T\ F|l o (jo,77: o +172(T) x Ho (T)) »

where
6 =C (”(noﬂ/IZ)O)HHS+1/2('H‘)XHS(T)> +TC (H(na ’@[J)HH;Jrl/z('ﬂ*)st(T)) .

The proof of Proposition 4.16 follows the one of Proposition 5.4 in | ]. By

applying Proposition 4.16 with (,%) = (7,%) we obtain Proposition 4.15.

4.4. Proof of Theorem 3. In this section we prove the local well-posedness result
Theorem 3.

We first prove the existence of solutions. First, we state that for any ¢ > 0, the
approximate systems (4.13) are well-posed locally in time.

Lemma 4.17. For all (n9,v0) € H**Y/2(T) x H*(T), and any € €]0,1], there
exists T, > 0 such that the Cauchy problem (4.12) has a unique mazimal solution
(e %) € CO([0, Te[; H*1/2(T) x H*(T)).

The proof of Lemma 4.17 follows by observing that the operator J. is smoothing
and by a standard well-posedness argument for ODEs (see Lemma 6.1 in | D-

Next, we notice that by using the a priori estimates of Proposition 4.15 that
the solutions (7, ) of the approximate system (4.13) are uniformly bounded with
respect to e.
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Lemma 4.18. There exists Ty > 0 such that Te > Ty for all € €]0, 1] and such that
{(Ne, ) Yeero,1) is bounded in CO([0, Ty); H*T1/2(T) x H*(T)).

For the proof of the above lemma see the proof of Lemma 6.2 in | ]. Due
to the above result, we can deduce that the sequence {(7e,%¢)}cejo,1] converges.

Next, we show that the solutions (7, )o<e<1 form a Cauchy sequence in a
suitable space. In order to prove this fact, we need the following technical lemma.

Lemma 4.19. Let 0 < €1 < €2, consider s’ such that

3
1<s <s— -,
S S 9

andseta:s—s'—%.

Then 0m = e, — Ne, and 0 = ), — Y., salisfy a system of the form

on r
(4.15) [c% + T, 8.7 @)=y 0Oz e *EEJ (&p) - (r;) ’

where
[[(r1, TQ)||L°°([(),T];HS’+1/2(T)><HS'(T))
<C {H((ST/?51/})HLW([O,T];HS“rl/Z(’]I‘)><H5’(’]T)) + (e2 — 61)a] ;
for some constant C' depending only on supg..<y [|(Me, Ye)ll Lo ([0, 77 mra+1/2(T) x 112 (T)) -
The proof of Lemma 4.19 follows along the lines of the proof of Lemma 6.3 in
[ I
Lemma 4.20. Lets' < s—%. Then there exists 0 < Tt < Ty such that {(ne, V¥e) bo<e<t
is a Cauchy sequence in CO([0,Ty]; H* +1/2(T) x H*'(T)).
Proof. Let 0 < €1 < € and consider two solutions (7., ,1,) € C°([0, T]; H*+1/2(T)x
H?*(T)) of (4.12). Let
81‘"7€j 61:ij + G(nej 9 ﬁ? ’Y) (¢ej)
1+ (0ame,)? ’
and denote by A;,h; the symbols obtained by replacing 7 by 7, in (3.36) and (4.2),
respectively. Since for ¢ = 0 we have én = 0 = §v, it follows from Lemma 4.20 and
from Proposition 4.16 applied with 0 = s’, € = €1, n = dn and ) = 1), that
N S TC [N+ (62 - El)a] 5

so that by choosing T' and ey small enough, this implies N = O((e2 — €1)?%), which
proves the thesis. (Il

B, =

‘/;j = ﬁbsj - Be_jamneja

In order to complete the proof of Theorem 3, we have to prove the uniqueness.

Proposition 4.21. Let (n;,v;) € C°([0,T]; H**Y/%(T) x H*(T)), j = 1,2, be two
solutions of system (1.20) with the same initial data, and such that the assumption
(A1) is satisfied for allt € [0,T]. Then (n1,%1) = (n2,12).

We split the proof Proposition 4.21 into few intermediate results. Recall that
(n, ) solves (1.20) if and only if they solve the system (4.11), where the right-hand
side f = (f1, f2)7 is given by (4.10). Let us introduce the notation

02 0x5 + G (15, B,7) ()

4.16 B; = ,
( ) ! 1+ (awnj)Q

Vi = 0.5 — B;0m;,
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and denote by Aj,h; the symbols obtained by replacing n by n; in (3.36), (4.2) re-
spectively. Similarly, we denote by £; the operator obtained by replacing B(n, 8, v)(¢),
Aand hin (4.11) by By, A1 and h;.

In the following we denote d7 := 1, — 12, §¢ = 11 — 12; moreover, we also write
M;j = ||(77ja¢j)||Hs+1/2(1r)st(1r)~
Lemma 4.22. We have

Vi — Va Hs=5/2(T) = C (M, Ma, |9l ||5||Hs+1/2(1r)) [[(6n, 69| Hs—1(T)x H5—3/2(T)»
[ B1 = Ballgs-s/2(ry < C(My, Ma, |31, (1Bl re1r2(my) 11067, 69) | zrs—1. (1) x mro—s/2(1),

sup (10 (7,6) = X7 () 4108 (.0 = A7) l-sco |
S C(M17M27 |’Y|a ||/8||H5+1/2(T)7a) ||677‘
sup {108 (57 (,€) = 157 () [+ 108 (01, = 0", oo

< C(My, Ma, ||, @) [|6n]| grs-1(r), Yoo € N.

Hs=1(T)> Va € N,

Proof. In order to prove the first two estimates, by (4.16) the non trivial point is
to prove that

G (1, B,7)(¥1) — G(n2, B, 7) (W2)ll ro-52(T)
< C(Mla MQ’ |7|7 ||ﬂ|

From (1.11) we have
G(m, B,7) (1) = Gz, B,7)(wb2) = GPN (n1, B)ibr — GPN (02, B)bo
+ [GYN(m, B) = GMN (02, B)] (=h + B)Ba).
Setting 7(t) :== tmy + (1 — t)n2, we have
G, B,7) (1) — G(n2, B,7)(¢2)
(4.17)

1
= GPN (1, B)oy + /0 d, GPN (37, B) (6n)pa + 0, GNN (37, B) (61) (—y(—h + B)B.) dt,

where

H5+1/2(T)) [[(6n, 57/’)||Hs—1(1r)xﬂs—3/2(1r)-

HGDN(Uhﬂ)&/f\ Hs=5/2(T)
< C(My, || gra+rr2(my) 169

and where by Proposition B.3 i. we have that the H*~5/2-norm of the integral in
(4.17) is bounded by

Hs=3/2(T),

1
/O 1GPN (i, 8) 60 W (3, B) (W2, ¥ (=h 4 B)Ba) | o2y Ut

1
+ [ 102 B0 8) 2 (4 BB

< C(My, Ma, Y], 18BN s +172(my) 1601 £5-1¢T),
which leads to the thesis.

The last two estimates are obtained by using the product rule in Sobolev spaces
(see also Lemma 6.6 in | -
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Corollary 4.23. The following estimates hold true

| Tvi—vam2,ellmo—1(r) < C(My, Ma, |[Y], (1Bl gres1r2(m)
1Tv —va 2,2l fro-s/2(ry < C(Ma, Ma, [Y], 1Bl grs+1/2 (1)
1T, —xo V2l rs-1(ry < C(My, Ma, [Y], 18] gre+1/2 (1)
Ty —no 2| zro-3/2(ry < C(Ma, Ma, [Y], || Bl zrs+1/2 (1)

67’], 6’!/1 HHsfl(T)XHsf3/2(T),

on,d HHs—l(T)st—m(T),

577, 51/) ‘IHS*I(’H‘)XH573/2(’H‘).

— — — —

—~ o~~~

)

on, 61) HHsfl(’Jl‘)xHS*?’/z(T)a
()
)

Proof. According to Proposition A.2, we have
[Taull e (ry < CllallL2ollull sz ry,

which leads to the first two estimates. Using the estimates for Ay — Ay and h; —
given by Lemma 4.22 we can deduce also the other two estimates. O

Lemma 4.24. The functions dn and 51 satisfy a system of the form

0
@+ T 0+ 03) (31) = 7.
where
I £l Lo ([0, 77 a1 (1) x Ero—3/2( ']1‘) < O(My, Ma, [¥], 1B o121y )N,
N = ||(on 57/1)HL<>0(o,T};Hs—l(T)st—ii/?(T))-
Proof. Recall that for any v € H*t'/2(T),
||TB17B2U||HS(T) <C ||(5nv51/})||H5*1('H‘)><H3*3/2(T) ||“HHS+3/2(’1F)'

Now, we want to estimate the difference f(n1,%1) — f(n2,%2), where f(n,) is
defined in (4.10). We prove an estimate for fi(n1,v1) — fi1(n2,12), the other term
being easier: arguing as in the proof of Lemma 4.22, we have that by (3.25), by
Lemma 3.13, by Proposition 3.15 and by Proposition B.3 i.

1 (1, 01) — fr(m2, 2)ll e ()
< O(Ma, Mo, Y] Bl zrs+172¢my) 1000, 09) | =1 (my x o372 (1) -

Proof of Proposition 4.21: Set
— — (Tp 07
ow =0y — T, n, 0P = (Tq15w> ,

we obtain that §® solves a system of the form

0 —Ty

010® + Ty, 0,60 + (Tm 0

1) 0b=F,
with
Nl oo (o, 7915372 () x ro-372(my) < C (M1, Ma, || 1Bl o172 (1)) N
Then by Proposition 4.16 we have that N satisfies and estimate of the form
N <TC(My, Ma, [v], [|Bl| o172 (1)) N
By choosing T small enough this implies N = 0, which leads to the thesis. (]
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APPENDIX A. PARADIFFERENTIAL CALCULUS

Here we remind some rules of paradifferential calculus (see Appendix A in
[ ] and Sec. 4 of | ]; see also Sec. 5 of [ ] and Sec. 3 of | ]
for the non-periodic case).

Observe that, due to (2.4), if @ and u are real-valued functions, so is T,u.

Definition A.1. Let m € R, then an operator T is of order m if, for all s € R, it
is bounded from H*(T) to H*~™(T).

Proposition A.2. Letm € R and let a € T (T), then Ty, is of order m. Moreover,
for any s € R there exists K > 0 such that

| TallL(zrs (ry, 15 -m (1)) < K My (a).
Recall the following properties

Proposition A.3. Let 0 < ¢ <1, my,ma € R and let a € T (T), b € T')2(T),
then T, Ty, — Tap s of order my + mo — 0. Moreover, for any s € R there exists
K > 0 such that

| TaTo — Tav || L(rrs (1), HH5—m1 —mate(ryy < K My (a) My* (D).
Proposition A.4. Let ¢ >0, mi,ma € R and let a € T (T), b € I'2(T). Set

ab(x, &) == > (ja 0¢ a(z,&) 0gb(z,8) € Y TIrm=I(T),

lal<e ' Jj<e

then Ty Ty, — Ty is of order < my + mg — 0. Moreover, for any s € R there exists
K > 0 such that

||TaTb — Ta’ib”L(Hs(T)’Hs—ml—m2+g(T)) S KM;nl (Cl) M;n2 (b)

If a = a(x) does not depend on the variable &, then the paradifferential operator
T, is called paraproduct. From Proposition A.2 we have that if b € H?(T) with
£ > %, then T}, is of order 0. Moreover, we recall the following properties

Lemma A.5. Let m; € R, ma < 1/2, a € H™(T), b € H™2(T). Then Tpa €
Hm1+m271/2(']r)‘

Moreover, if a € L*°(T), then T, is an operator of order < 0, and there exists
C > 0 such that

||TauHH5(’]I‘) <C ||a||Lco(T) ||UHH5(']I‘)7 Yu € HS(T), Vs € R.
Lemma A.6. Let m > 1/2, a € H™(T), F € C*(R). Then
F(a) — F(0) — Trr(aya € H*™ /2(T).
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Moreover, let mi,ma € R be such that my + mo > 0, and let a € H™ (T),
be H™(T). Then
R(a,b) := ab — T,b — Tya € H™+m2=Y/2(T),
and there exists K > 0 such that
||R(a,b)||Hm1+m271/2(T) < K ||all g (ry 10l zrma () -

Lemma A.7. Let mq,mo > % Ifae H™(R), b€ H™(R), then T,T, — Ty is of
order — (min(ml, ma) — %) Moreover, for any s € R there exists K > 0 such that

||TaTb — Taﬁb||L(Hs(T)7H5+min(m1,mg)*%(T)) < K Ha||Hm1 (T) ||b||Hm2 (T)-

Lemma A.8. Let m,s € R be such that m+ s > 0. If £ € R satisfies
1

£ <m, €<m+sf§,

then there exists K > 0 such that for all a € H™(T) and all uw € H*(T) we have

lau — Toul| geery < K |[allgmcry [Jullms(r)-

APPENDIX B. ON THE LAPLACE EQUATION WITH NONHOMOGENEOUS NEUMANN
CONDITION AT THE BOTTOM

In this section we consider the following boundary value problem with nonho-
mogeneous Neumann equation at the bottom

Ap=0 in Dyg,
(B.1) p=1 at y=m,

Qazﬂr*@yzo aty:*h“”ﬁa
where both ) : T — R and 6 : T — R are given functions. Clearly, (B.1) is a
generalization of the boundary value problem (1.8), where 6 = v(—h + 5)5,.

The system (B.1) has been studied by Iguchi | ] in the context of the descrip-
tion of tsunamis, generalizing some properties of the classical Dirichlet—Neumann
operator for the homogeneous case § = 0 (see also Appendix A.5 in | ). We
now state some key results, and we defer to Secc. 3-5 of | ] for their proofs.

Recalling the straightening diffeomorphism (3.1), we rewrite (B.1) into the fol-
lowing elliptic boundary value problem on Dy,

A3 =0 in Dy,
(B.2) p=1 at w =0,
8585&765@:0 at w = —h.
Regarding the existence of a variational solution of (B.2) see Proposition A.20
of | ]. Following Sec. 3 of | |, we define the Dirichlet—Neumann operator

GPN(n,B), the Neumann-Neumann operator GV (5, 3), the Dirichlet-Dirichlet
operator GPP (5, B) and the Neumann-Dirichlet operator GNP (n, 3) such that

(B.3) GPN(n, B + GV (0, 8)0 =V Nlyp@)
GPP(n, )Y+ GNP (1, 8)0 = ¢ly——n+p(x)

Now we state some results about the operators defined in (B.3).
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Proposition B.1. Let us consider the operators defined in (B.3), then
GPY(0,0) = |D| tanh(h|D|), G""(0,0) = |D|™" tanh(h|D]),

1

NN _ _ DD T

G (0,0) = -G77(0,0) cosh(h| D))’

Proof. Following the strategy of the proof of Lemma 3.6, we can prove that for
17 = = 0 the boundary value problem (B.1) has the solution

__suh(Dly) , cosh(Dl(y+1)
|D| cosh(h|D|) cosh(h|D]) ’
and by (B.3) we can deduce the thesis. O

Proposition B.2. Let s > %, and let us assume that n, 3 € H*(T) satisfy (1.21).
Then the operators GPN(n, 8) and GNP (n,3) are symmetric in L?(T), while the
adjoint of GNN(n, 8) on L*(T) is given by —GPP(n,3). Namely, we have

(GPN (0, By, th2) = (1, GPN (0, B)n) . Vabr,4bp € HY(T),

(GNP (n, B)01,02) = (61,GNP(n, B)02) V01,0, € L*(T),

(GNN(n,B)01,¢1) = — (01, GPP (n, B)) Vi € HY(T), 6y € L*(T).
For the proof of Proposition B.2 see the proof of Proposition 3.2 in | ]

Proposition B.3. Let s > 5/2. Assume that n,5 € H*tY/2(T) satisfy (1.21).
Then

i. the shape derivative of GPN (n, 8) + GNN(n, B) with respect to free surface
variations is given by

8, GPN (0, B)(n)¢ + 9,GNN (n, B)(5n)0

where

V(n,B8)®,0) =ty — W(n,B)(,0) s,

w(n’ﬂ)(w’e) = 1 _:,,72 [GDN(UWBW + GNN(”HB)Q + 777"1/)"5] ;

ii. the shape derivative of GPN (n, B)+GNN (n, B) with respect to bottom varia-
tions is given by

95GPN (n, B)(6B)Y + 05GNN (n, B)(38)0
= —GNN(, B) [0 (68w(n, B)(v.0))],

where
w(n, B)(¥,0) = 0y (GPP (1, B)1 + GNP (n, 8)0) — Wy (n, B) (¥, 6) B,
W(n, 5)(4,0) = ; +1 52 [—0 + By 05 (GPP (n, B) + GNP (n, B)0)] ;

iii. the shape derivative of GPP(n, ) + GNP (n, 3) with respect to free surface
variations is given by

8,GPP (n, B) (o) + 9,GNP (n, B)(9m)0 = —GPP (n, B) [5n W (n, B)(2,0)] ;
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iv. the shape derivative of GPP (n, B)+GNP (n, B) with respect to bottom varia-
tions is given by

DpGPP (0. B)(om)v + 05GP (n, B) (om)0
= 0B Wi (0. B)(¢,0) — GNP (1, B) [0 (88 w(n, B)(¢,6))].-
For the proof of Proposition B.3 see Theorem 3.4-Theorem 3.7 in | ].
Proposition B.4. Let s > 5/2, assume that

1(n, B s+ (myxms+1 (1) < M,

and assume that the fluid domain D, g is strictly connected (see (1.21)). Then
there exists C = C(M, h, ho,s) > 0 such that

IGPN (n, B)Y| = () < C ||| a2y, vy € H¥Y(T).
For the proof of Proposition B.4 see the proof of Proposition 5.2 in | ]
Proposition B.5. Let s > 5/2, assume that

I(n, B 2= (1) b (my < M,
and assume that the fluid domain D, g is strictly connected. Then there exists
C =C(M,h,hy,s) >0 such that

IGNN (0, 8)0]| ey < C IOl ms(ny, VO € H*(T).
For the proof of Proposition B.5 see the proof of Proposition 5.11 in | ].
Proposition B.6. Let s > 3, assume that

(n: B zrs+172(m) e o +1/2(m) < M,

and assume that the fluid domain D, g is strictly connected. Then there exists
C =C(M,h,hgy,s) >0 such that

1GPP @, B0l sy < Cllllusmy, V9 € HA(T).
For the proof of Proposition B.6 see the proof of Proposition 5.13 in | ]
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