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WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE WATER-WAVES EQUATIONS

DAVID LANNES

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Presentation of the problem. The water-waves problem for an ideal liquid
consists in describing the motion of the free surface and the evolution of the velocity
field of a layer of perfect, incompressible, irrotational fluid under the influence
of gravity. In this paper, we restrict to the case when the surface is a graph
parameterized by a function ((¢, X), where ¢ denotes the time variable and X =
(X1,...,X4) € R? the horizontal spatial variables. The method developed here
works equally well for any integer d > 1, but the only physically relevant cases are
of course d = 1 and d = 2. The layer of fluid is also delimited from below by a not
necessarily flat bottom parameterized by a time independent function b(X). We
denote by €; the fluid domain at time ¢.
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The incompressibility of the fluids reads
(1.1) divV =0 in €, t>0,

where V = (V4, ..., V4, Vatr1) denotes the velocity field (V4,. ..,V being the hori-
zontal, and V41 the vertical components of the velocity). Irrotationality reads

(1.2) curl V=0 in t>0.

The boundary condition on the velocity at the surface and at the bottom are given
by the usual assumption that they are both bounding surfaces, i.e. surfaces across

Received by the editors November 11, 2003.

1991 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 35Q35, 76B03, 76B15; Secondary 35J67,
35L80.

Key words and phrases. water-waves, Dirichlet-Neumann operator, free surface.

This work was partly supported by the ‘ACI jeunes chercheurs du Ministére de la Recherche
“solutions oscillantes I’EDP” et “Dispersion et non-linéarités ”, GDR 2103 EAPQ CNRS and the
European network HYKE, funded by the EC as contract HPRN-CT-2002-00282.

©1997 American Mathematical Society



2 DAVID LANNES

which no fluid particles are transported. At the bottom, this reads
(1.3) Vn|{y:b(X)} =n_- V|{y:b(X)} =0, for t>0, Xe¢€ Rd,

1
where n_ 1= ————-——(Vxb, —1)" denotes the outward normal vector to the

v 1+ |va|2

lower boundary of €;. At the free surface, the boundary condition is kinematic and
reads

(1.4) ¢ — V1+|Vx(*Valgy=cx)y =0, for t>0, X eR?
1

V14 1Vx(]?

noting the outward normal vector to the free surface.
Neglecting the effects of surface tension yields that the pressure P is constant at
the interface. Up to a renormalization, we can assume that

(1.5) Plyy—cxy =0 for t>0, XeR%

where Vn|{y:C(X)} =Ny o V|{y:C(X)}a with n, = (—ch, I)T de-

Finally, the set of equations is closed with Euler’s equation within the fluid,
(1.6) OV +V-Vx,V=—-geqy1 —Vx,P in Q ¢t>0,

where —geq41 is the acceleration of gravity.

Early works on the well-posedness of Egs. (1.1)-(1.6) within a Sobolev class
go back to Nalimov [27], Yosihara [38] and Craig [10], as far as 1D-surface waves
are concerned. All these authors work in a Lagrangian framework - which allows
one to consider surface waves which are not graphs- and rely heavily on the fact
that the fluid domain is two dimensional. In this case, complex coordinates are
canonically associated to the R2-coordinates, and the incompressibility and irrota-
tionality conditions (1.1) and (1.2) can be seen as the Cauchy-Riemann equations
for the complex mapping Vi — iV5. There is therefore a singular integral operator
on the top surface recovering boundary values of V5 from boundary values of V.
The water-waves equations (1.1)-(1.6) can then be reduced to a set of two nonlin-
ear evolution equations, which can be “quasi-linearized” using a subtle cancellation
property noticed by Nalimov. It seems that this cancellation property was the main
reason why the Lagrangian framework was used. A major restriction of these works
is that they only address the case of small perturbations of still water. The reasons
of this restriction is quite technical, but the most fundamental is that this smallness
assumption ensures that a generalized Taylor criterion is satisfied, thus preventing
formation of Taylor instabilities (see [33, 4] and the introduction of [36]). Physically
speaking, this criterion assumes that the surface is not accelerating into the fluid
region more rapidly than the normal acceleration of gravity. From a mathematical
viewpoint, this condition is crucial because the quasilinear system thus obtained
is not strictly hyperbolic (zero is a multiple eigenvalue with a Jordan block) and
requires a Lévy condition on the subprincipal symbol to be well-posed; one can see
Taylor’s criterion precisely as such a Lévy condition (see Section 4.1 below). In
[3], Beale et al. proved that the linearization of the water-waves equations around
a presumed solution is well-posed, provided this exact solution satisfies the gen-
eralized Taylor’s sign condition (which is a weaker assumption than the smallness
conditions of [27, 38, 10]). Wu’s major breakthrough was to prove in [36] that
Taylor’s criterion always hold for solutions of the water-waves equations, as soon
as the surface is nonself-intersect. Her energy estimates are also better than those
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of [3] and allow her to solve the full (nonlinear) water-waves equations, locally in
time, and without restriction (other than smoothness) on the initial data, but in
the case of a layer of fluid of infinite depth. The only existing theorems dealing
with the case of finite depth require smallness conditions on the initial data when
the bottom is flat [10], and an additional smallness condition on the variations of
the bottom parameterization b when the bottom is uneven [38].

Very few papers deal with the well-posedness of the water-waves equations in
Sobolev spaces in the three dimensional setting (i.e. for a 2D surface). In [22],
the generalization of the results of [3] to the three dimensional setting is proved.
More precisely, the authors show, in the case of a fluid layer of infinite depth, that
the linearization of the water-waves equations around a presumed solution is well-
posed, provided this exact solution satisfies the generalized Taylor’s sign condition.
As in [3], the energy estimates provided are not good enough to allow the resolution
of the nonlinear water-waves equations by an iterative scheme. In [37], S. Wu (still
in the case of a fluid layer of infinite depth) solved the nonlinear equations. Her
proof rely heavily on Clifford analysis in order to extend to the 3D case (some of)
the results provided by harmonic analysis in 2D. In the case of finite depth, no
results exist.

1.2. Presentation of the results. In this paper, we deliberately chose to work
in the Eulerian (rather than Lagrangian) setting, since it is the easiest to handle,
especially when asymptotic properties of the solutions are concerned. Inspired by
[29, 13] we use an alternate formulation of the water-waves equation (1.1)-(1.6).
From the incompressibility and irrotationality assumptions (1.1) and (1.2), there
exists a potential flow ¢ such that V = Vx ,¢ and

(1.7) Ax,6=0 in Q. t>0;

the boundary conditions (1.3) and (1.4) can also be expressed in terms of ¢:

(1.8) On_0liy=px)y =0, for t>0, X eR

and

(1.9) 3¢ — V14 [Vx(20n, dliy=cix)y =0, for t>0, X e€R?
where we used the notations 0,_ :=n_-Vx , and On, = n;-Vx ,. Finally, Euler’s

equation (1.6) can be put under Bernouilli’s form
1
(1.10) O + 5|Vx,y¢|2+gy: ~P in Q, t>0.

As in [13], we reduce the system (1.7)-(1.10) to a system where all the functions
are evaluated at the free surface only. For this purpose, we introduce the trace of
the velocity potential ¢ at the surface

¢(ta X) = (],5(t, X, C(tv X))v

and the (rescaled) Dirichlet-Neumann operator G((,b) (or simply G(¢) when no
confusion can be made on the dependence on the bottom parameterization b),
which is a linear operator defined as

G(O)Y == V1 + |Vx(|?0n, dliy=c(t.x)}-
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Taking the trace of (1.10) on the free surface and using the chain rule shows that
(1.7)-(1.10) are equivalent to the system

1 1
O+ gC + = |Vx)P — ———
)+ g¢ 2| x| 2(1+ |Vx(?)
which is an evolution equation for the elevation of the free surface ((¢, X) and the
trace of the velocity potential on the free surface ¥ (¢, X). Our results in this paper
are given for this system.

(1.11) (GO + V(- Vxih)? =0,

The first part of this work consists in developing simple tools in order to make the
proof of the well-posedness of the water-waves equations as simple as possible. It is
quite obvious from the equations (1.11) that the Dirichlet-Neumann operator will
play a central role in the proof; we give here a self-contained and quite elementary
proof of the properties of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator we shall need. A major
difficulty lies in the dependence on (¢ of the operator G(¢)-. It is known that such
operators depend analytically on the parameterization of the surface. Coifman and
Meyer [9] considered small Lipschitz perturbations of a line plane, and Craig et al.
[12, 13] C! perturbations of hyperplanes in any dimension. Seen as an operator
acting on Sobolev spaces, G(¢)- is of order one. In [13], an estimate of its operator
norm is given under the form:

(1.12) G(OPlar < C (K, [Cler) ([Klersa [¢]ar + [¢] ),

for all integer k& > 0 (estimates in L%-based Sobolev spaces are also provided). In
order to obtain this estimate, the authors give an expression of G(()- as a singular
integral operator (inspired by the early works of Garabedian and Schiffer [17] and
Coifman and Meyer [9] on Cauchy integrals) and use a multiple commutator esti-
mate of Christ and Journé [6]. Estimate (1.12) has the interest of being “tame”
(in the sense of Hamilton [21], i.e. the control in the norms depending on the reg-
ularity index k is linear), but is only proved for flat bottoms, and costs too much
smoothness on ¢: a control of |{|cx+1 is needed in (1.12), and hence of |(|gs, with
s >d/2+ k+ 1, if one works in a Sobolev framework. A rapid look at equations
(1.11) shows that one would like to allow only a control of ¢ in H**1(R?) (i.e., ¢
and 1 should have the same regularity). Using an expression of G({)- involving
tools of Clifford Algebras [18] and deep results of Coifman, McIntosh and Meyer [8]
and Coifman, David and Meyer [7], S. Wu obtained in [37] another estimate with
a sharp dependence on the smoothness of (:

(1.13) G(OYlas < C (s, [Claer) [¢]matr,

for all real number s big enough. If estimate (1.13) is obviously better than (1.12),
it has two drawbacks. First, it is not tame, and hence not compatible for later use
of a Nash-Moser convergence scheme. Second, its proof requires very deep results
which make its generalization to the present case of finite and uneven bottom highly
nontrivial. In this paper, we prove in Th. 3.6 the following estimate

(L14) |Gl grrrra < C (K, [Claeo) (I ararz| Vx ¥ oo + [Vx ¥ grrrs2)

for all £ € N, and where s¢ is a fixed positive real number. This estimate has the
sharp dependence on ¢ of (1.13) and is tame as (1.12). Moreover, it is sharper
than the above estimates in the sense that only the gradient of v is involved; this
will prove very useful here. Estimates (1.14) also holds for uneven bottoms and its
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proof uses only elementary tools of PDE: since the fluid layer is diffeomorphic to
the flat strip S := R? x (—1,0), we first transform the Laplace equation (1.7) with
Dirichlet condition ¢ = % at the surface and homogeneous Neumann condition
On_¢ = 0 at the bottom into an elliptic boundary value problem (BVP) with
variable coefficients defined in the flat strip S. The Dirichlet-Neumann operator
G(¢)- can be expressed in terms of the solution to this new BVP (see Prop. 3.4).
We give sharp tame estimates for a wide class of such elliptic problems in Th. 2.9.
Choosing the most simple diffeomorphism between the fluid domain and S as in
[12, 2] and applying Th. 2.9 to the elliptic problem thus obtained, we can obtain,
via Prop. 3.4, a tame estimate on G({)-. However, this estimate is not sharp since
instead of |(|r+s/2 as in (1.14), one would need a control of |(|gr+2. We must
therefore gain half a derivative more to obtain (1.14). The trick consists in proving
(see Prop. 2.13) that there exists a “regularizing” diffeomorphism between the fluid
domain and the flat strip S.

We also need further information on the Dirichlet-Neumann operator. In Th. 3.10,
we give the principal symbol of G(¢)-: for all f € HY/?(R?),

[(G(C) = 9¢(X, D)) 52 < Cst |Flpare,  §=-1,0,1,

where g¢(X,€) = /|2 + |[Vx(]?E]2 — (Vx(-€)?, and where the constant in-
volves the L°°-norm of a finite number of derivatives of (. Note in particular that
for 1D surfaces, g¢(X, D) = |D|, while for 2D surfaces it is a pseudo-differential
operator (and not a simple Fourier multiplier). We then give tame estimates of the
commutator of G(¢)- with spatial (in Prop. 3.15) and time (in Prop. 3.19) deriva-
tives. Finally, we give in Th. 3.20 an explicit expression of the shape derivative of
G(¢)-, i.e. the derivative of the mapping ¢ — G(¢)-, and tame estimates of this and
higher derivatives are provided in Prop. 3.25.

Note that all the above results are proved for a general constant coefficient elliptic
operator —Vx, - PVx ¢ = 0 instead of —Ax , in (1.7). This is useful if one
wants to work with non dimensionalized equations. This first set of results consists
therefore in preliminary tools for the study of the water-waves problem; we would
like to stress the fact that they are sharp and only use classical tools of PDE.

We then turn to investigate the water-waves equations (1.11). The first step
consists of course in solving the linearization of (1.11) around some reference state
U = ((,¢), and in giving energy estimates on the solution. Using the explicit
expression of the shape derivative of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator given in Th.
3.20, we can give an explicit expression of the linearized operator £. Having the
previous works on the water-waves equations in mind, it is not surprising to find
that L is hyperbolic, but that its principal symbol has an eigenvalue of multiplicity
two (i.e., it is non strictly hyperbolic). In the works quoted in the previous section,
this double eigenvalue is zero. Due to the fact that we work here in Eulerian, as
opposed to Lagrangian, variables, this double eigenvalue is not zero anymore, but
iv - £, € being the dual variable of X, and v being the horizontal component of the
velocity at the surface of the reference state U. It is natural to seek a linear change
of unknowns which transforms the principal part of £ into its canonical expression
consisting in an upper triangular 2 x 2 matrix with double eigenvalue v - £ and
a Jordan block. Prop. 4.2 gives a striking result: this a priori pseudo-differential
change of unknown is not even differential, and the commutator terms involving
the Dirichlet-Neumann operator that should appear in the lower order terms all
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vanish! This simplifies greatly the sequel.

Having transformed the linearized operator £ into an operator M whose principal
parts exhibits the Jordan block structure inherent to the water-waves equations,
we turn to study this operator M. The Lévy condition needed on the subprincipal
symbol of M in order for the associated Cauchy problem to be well-posed is quite
natural, due to the peculiar structure of M: a certain function a depending only on
the reference state U must satisfy a > ¢g > 0 for some positive constant ¢ (this is
almost a necessary condition, since the linearized water-waves equations would be
ill-posed if one had a < 0). It appears in Prop. 4.4 that this sign condition is exactly
the generalized Taylor’s sign condition of [3, 22, 36, 37]. Assuming for the moment
that this condition holds, we use the tools developed in the first sections to show,
in Prop. 4.5, that the Cauchy problem associated to M is well-posed in Sobolev
spaces, and to give energy estimates on the solution. There is a classical loss of
information of half a derivative on this solution due to the Jordan block structure,
but also a more dramatic loss of information with respect to the reference state U,
which makes a Picard iterative scheme inefficient to solve the nonlinear equation.
Fortunately, the energy estimates given in Prop. 4.5 are tame, and Nash-Moser
theory will provide a good iterative scheme. Inverting the change of unknown of
Prop. 4.2, tame estimates are deduced in Prop. 4.14 for the solution of the Cauchy
problem associated to the linearized operator £. The last step of the proof consists
in solving the nonlinear equations (1.11) via a Nash-Moser iterative scheme. This
requires to prove that the Taylor’s sign condition a > ¢y > 0 holds at each step of
the scheme (and of course that the surface elevation { — b remains positive!). It
is quite easy to see that it is sufficient for this condition to be satisfied that the
first iterate satisfies it. Wu proved that this is always the case in infinite depth.
We prove in Prop. 4.15 that this result remains true in the case of flat bottoms.
For uneven bottoms however, we must assume that the generalized Taylor’s sign
condition holds for the initial data. This can be ensured by smallness conditions
on the initial data, but we also give a sufficient condition stating that the Taylor’s
sign condition can be satisfied for initial data of arbitrary size provided that the
bottom is “slowly variable” in the sense that

9

P —
IIb(VOTJ VOT) =~ W;
where b is the bottom parameterization, II; the second fundamental form associated
to the surface {(X,y) € R4T! y = b(X)}, and Vj, the tangential component of the
initial velocity field Vj evaluated at the bottom.
Our final result is then given in Th. 5.3. For flat bottoms (i.e. b(X) =b=Cst <
0), it can be stated as:

Theorem 1.1. Let {; € H*tY(R?) and vy be such that Vxiy € H*(RY), with
s> M (M depending only on d). Assme moreover that

Co—b>2hy on R? for some  hg > 0.

Then there exists T > 0 and a unique solution ((,) to the water-waves equations
(1.11) with initial conditions (Co, 1ho) and such that (¢, v—) € C*([0,T], H*(R?)x
HS(]Rd)).

Organization of the paper. Section 2 is devoted to the study of the Laplace equa-
tion (1.7) in the fluid domain, or more precisely to the equation —Vx ,-PVx ¢ = 0,
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where P is a constant coefficient, symmetric and coercive (d + 1) x (d 4+ 1) matrix.
In Section 2.1, we show that this equation can be reduced to an elliptic boundary
problem with variable coefficients on a flat strip, and sharp tame elliptic estimate for
such problems are given in Section 2.2. We then show in Section 2.3 that among the
various diffeomorphisms between the fluid domain and the flat strip, they are some
particularly interesting, which we call “regularizing diffeomorphisms” and which
allow the gain of half a derivative with respect to the regularity of the surface
parameterization.

Section 3 is entirely devoted to the properties of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator.
Basic properties (including the sharp estimate (1.14) mentioned above) are gathered
in Section 3.1. In Section 3.2, we are concerned with the derivation of the principal
part of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator, and in Section 3.3 with its commutating
properties with space or time derivatives. Finally its shape derivatives are studied
in Section 3.4.

The linearized water-waves equations are the object of Section 4. We first show
in Section 4.1 that the linearized equations can be trigonalized and prove in Section
4.2 that the Cauchy problem associated to the trigonalized operator is well-posed in
Sobolev spaces, assuming that a Lévy condition on the subprincipal symbol holds.
We also provide in this section tame estimates on the solution. The link with the
solution of the original linearized water-waves equations is made in Section 4.3, and
the Lévy condition discussed in Section 4.4.

The fully nonlinear water-waves equations are solved in Section 5. A simple
Nash-Moser implicit function theorem is first recalled in Section 5.1 and then used
in Section 5.2 to obtain our final well-posedness result.

Finally, a technical proof needed in Section 2.1 has been postponed to Appendix
A.

1.3. Notations. Here is a set of notations we shall use throughout this paper:
- Cst always denotes a numerical constant which may change from one line to

another. If the constant depends on some parameters A1, Az, ..., we denote it by
C(A1, A,y .. ).

- For any a = (ay,...,aq441) € N we write |af = o + - + gy1;
-Foralli=1,...,d, we write 0; = Ox,; similarly, we write 0441 = 0y, and, for all

e NUFL 9o = o8 9y

- We denote by CF(R?) the set of the functions continuous and bounded on R? to-
gether with their derivatives of order lower or equal to &k, endowed with its canonical
norm | - |po0 = 324 <x 0% - [, We denote also Cp° = NkCF.

- We denote by (-,-) the usual scalar product on L?(R%).

- We denote by A = A(D), or (D), the Fourier multiplier with symbol A(§) = (§) =
(1+[¢*)1/>.

- For all s € R, we denote by H*(R?) the space of distributions f such that
e = (JA©*IF©)))
We also denote H*® =N H*.
-If f € O([0,T), H*(RY)), we write | fl a5 = supiepo, ) [f ()| ms -

- If B is a Banach space and if f,g € B, then we write |f, 9| = |f|s + |g|. If
F= (fl,-..,fn)T S Bn, then |F|B = |f1|B +-- |fn|B

- For all s € R, [s] denotes the first integer strictly larger than s (so that [1] = 2).

< 00, where f denotes the Fourier transform of f.
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2. ELLIPTIC BOUNDARY VALUE PROBLEMS ON A STRIP
Throughout this section, we work on a domain 2 defined as
Q= {(X,y) € R H(X) < y < a(X)},

where a and b satisfy the following condition:
(2.1) 3ho >0,  min{—b,a—b} > hg >0 on R,

(this assumption means that we exclude beaches or islands for the fluid domain,
either perturbed or at rest).

We also consider a constant coefficients elliptic operator P = -V x - PVx ,, where
P is a symmetric matrix satisfying the following condition:
(2.2) Jp>0 suchthat PO-© >p|OF, VO R

Finally, we consider boundary value problems of the form

Pu=~h on
23 )
23) { Ulgy=axy = Fi O ulgy=p(x)y = 9

where h is a function defined on © and f, g are functions defined on R?. Moreover,
or u]{y—p(x)} denotes the conormal derivative associated to P of u at the boundary

{y =0b(X)},
(2.4) 85U/|{y:b(X)} = —n_ - PVx yul{y=px)},

where n_ denotes the outwards normal derivative at the bottom.

Notation 2.1. For all open set U C R4 we denote by ||- : Ullp, || : Ullx,co and
|- : Ullk.2 the canonical norms of LP(U), W (U) and H*(U) respectively.

When no confusion is possible on the domain U, we write simply || - ||p, || - ||x,00 and
Il Il.2-

2.1. Reduction to an elliptic equation on a flat strip. Throughout this
section, we denote by R any diffeomorphism between 2 and the flat strip & =
R? x (0, 1), which we assume to be of the form

Q — S
25) B xy) e (XX,
and we denote its inverse R~! by S,
S — Q
(X, 9) — (X,s(X,7))

We always assume the following on s:

(2.6) S

Assumption 2.2. One has s € W>(8S) with s|j—o = a and s|z=_; = b. More-
over, there exists ¢o > 0 such that d5s > co on S.

Finally, we need the following definition:
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Definition 2.3. Let k£ € N. The mapping s, given by (2.6), is called k-regular if
it satisﬁei Assumption 2.2 and can moreover be d_ecomposed into s = s1 + s with
s1 € CF(S) and sy € H¥(S), and if 9581 > ¢p on' S.

Remark 2.4. The most simple diffeomorphism R between (2 and S is given by

y —a(X)

T(X7 y) = 7)

a(X) = b(X)
and hence s(X,7) = (a(X)— b(X))y+a( X). Ifa € H* W1 (R%) and b € CF(RY),
it is clear that s is k-regular, with s1(X,7) = —b(X)7, s2(X,7) = (1 + §)a(X),
and Co = h().

To any distribution u defined on {2 one can associate, using the diffeomorphism

R and its inverse S given by (2.5)-(2.6), a distribution @ defined on S as

(2.7) u=muolSs,
and vice-versa,
(2.8) u=1uoR.

The following lemma shows that the constant coefficients elliptic equation Pu =
0 on ) can be equivalently formulated as a variable coefficients elliptic equation
Pu=0onS.

Lemma 2.5. Suppose that the mapping s, given by (2.6) satisfies Assumption 2.2.
Let P = —Vx - PVx, with P satisfying (2.2).

Then the equation Pu = h holds in D'(Q) if and only if the equation Pu = (6‘175)%
holds in D'(S), where u and h are deduced from w and h via formula (2.7), and
P:= Vg PVg_, with

ﬁ:i aqjsjddxd 0 P aqjsjddxd —V)?S
dgs \ —VgsT 1 0 1 '

Moreover, one has, for all © € R+,

2
Co
10g5l0c (1 + |V 55ll%)°

Proof. By definition, Pu = h in D’'(Q) if and only if

(2.9) /Pugp /hgp, Yo € D(Q).

By definition of P, one also has

/QPutp = /QPVX’yu : VX’yQO
_ P (v)}a)OR-FVXT(aga)OR . (V)?(TO')OR—I—VXT((?%B)OR
o dyr(dyu) o R Oyr(05p) o R
_ - v)}‘F(VXT)OS({)g ~ V);—k(VXr)oS’ag -
= Joe (TR ) (TRt )8
Integrating by parts yields therefore that fQ Puyp is equal to

(TS ) e (TG )

PO .0 > plo)?, with  p=Cstp
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and thus to

Y Id 0 -~ Id (Vxr)oS -
A@vx7g ( ((VxT‘) OS)T (ayr) oS ) |6y8|P( 0 (8y7‘) e VX@U.
By definition of 7 and s, one has r(X,s(X,7)) = yforall (X,7) € S. Differentiating
this identity with respect to X and y respectively yields

(Vx7r)o S+ (9yr) o SVgs =0, Oys(Oyr) 0o S = 1.

Using these expressions in the above expressions gives the equality

(2.10) / Puyp = / Pug,
Q S

where P is as given in the statement of the lemma. Since one clearly has

/hgpz/ﬁysﬁ@,
Q s

the first claim of the lemma follows from (2.9) and (2.10).
We now prove the coercivity of P. One has, for all © € R+,

PO.0= P40 A0, with A= < gsldixa —Vgs )
Ogs 0 1

and owing to (2.2) we have therefore

= p 2
2.11 PO.-© > —|AO|~.
(2.11) > 516l

The matrix A is invertible, and its inverse is given by

Aflzi Idixq Vgs
8773 0 (9778 ’

so that © = A71 40O can be bounded as
1
O] < Cst —(1+|Vg gs||oo)|A@|.
Co ’
Together with (2.11), this estimate yields the result of the lemma. O

The next lemma shows how the boundary conditions are transformed by the
diffeomorphism R.

Lemma 2.6. Suppose that the mapping s, given by (2.6), satisfies Assumption 2.2.
For all uw € CY(Q), one has

1 ~
Ul=ay =Tlg=op,  and - Dlulgany = e 0 Tl =1y

Proof. The first assertion of the lemma is straightforward. We now prove the
second. By definition,

Ofulg=—1 = —(—eap1) PV gily=—1
~ VXU| :b+v~8|~:_1a u| —b
= (= . P y X5y yUly .
(Zeas1) ( Dgslg=—10yuly=
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Replacing P by its expression given in Lemma 2.5, one obtains easily that

B~ Vxs|g=—
O ulj——1 = — < X_|71 ' ) PV x yuly=p
= 1+ |be|237};u|y:b,
which ends the proof of the lemma. O

Lemmas 2.5 and 2.6 show that the study of the boundary problems (2.3) can be
deduced from the study of elliptic boundary value problems on a flat strip:

Proposition 2.7. Suppose that the mapping s, given by (2.6), satisfies Assumption
2.2. Then u is a (variational, classical) solution of (2.3) if and only if u given by
(2.7) is a (variational, classical) solution of

{ Pi = (8gs)ﬁ onS,

(2.12) = I - _
U,|17:0 - f’ an U|77:,1 - 1 + |va| 9,

where P is as given in Lemma 2.5.

The next section is therefore devoted to the study of the well-posedness of such
variable coefficients elliptic boundary value problems on a flat strip. Before this,
let us state a lemma dealing with the smoothness of the coefficients of P. Its proof
is given in Appendix A

Lemma 2.8. Let k € N and assume that the mapping s, given by (2.6), is (14 k)-
regular. Then one can write P = Py + Py with P, € CF (E)(d+1)2, Py € H” (S)(d“)2
and

~ 1
[Pilleoe < C(=,lIs1llk41,00)
co
~ 1
[Pllk2 < O(a, l[s1/114£,00, I52]l1,00) |52l 14,2-

2.2. Variable coefficients elliptic equations on a flat strip. We have seen in
the previous section that the theory of elliptic equations on a general strip of type
(2.3) can be deduced from the study of elliptic equations on a flat strip, but with
variable coefficients. In this section, we study the following generic problem:

u:=—Vx, QVx,u=nh on S,
@19 il
where we recall that % denotes the conormal derivative associated to Q,
(2.14) 87?u|y:0 = —€a+1-QVx yuly—o, 8r?u|y:—1 = —(—€ed+1) QVx yuly——1.
We also assume that @ satisfies the following coercivity assumption
(2.15) 3¢ > 0 such that Q(X,y)©-© > ¢|0*>, VO c R V(X,y)€S.
The main result of this section is the following:
Theorem 2.9. Let k € N, mg = [4EL]. Let f € HF3/2(RY), g € HF+Y/2(RY) and
h € H*(S).

i If Q € WWHK(S)@HD? satisfies (2.15), then there exists a unique solution u €
H**2(S) to (2.13). Moreover,

1
[ulletz2 < O(E’ 1QN1-4k,00) (Illk2 + | fLazwssrz + lglpnsasz).
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ii. If Qy € Cf“(g)(d"’l)z and Qo € HYE Wm0 (8YdHD* gre such that Q =
Q1+ Q- satisfies (2.15), then there exists a unique solution v € H*2(S) to (2.13).
Moreover, when k > my,

lullerzz < Gk x (Ihllke + | Flasrare + |glges2)
+ O X ([hllmo—1,2 + [flrmo+1r2 + 1glgmo-1/2) [|Q2ll1+,2,

where Cy = C( 2, | Q1ll14k,00, |Q2llmo+1,00) -

Remark 2.10. i. The proof below shows that the quantity ||V x ,u|/kt1,2 can be
estimated more precisely than ||u||g+2,2. Namely, one can replace the quantities
|f|gevs2 and |f|gmo+1/2 in both estimates of the theorem by |Vx f|grt1/2 and
|V x f| gmo-1/2 respectively. This remark is very useful when giving estimates on
the Dirichlet-Neumann operator.

ii. The second estimate of the theorem remains of course valid when k < mgq, but
in that case, the first estimate of the theorem is more precise.

Proof. Even though S is unbounded, the proof follows the same lines as the usual
proofs of existence and regularity estimates of solutions to elliptic equations on reg-
ular bounded domains ([26, 19]), but special care must be paid to use the specific
Sobolev regularity of the coefficients of Q. We only prove the second point of the
theorem since the first one can be obtained by skipping the fourth step of the proof
below.

Step 1. Counstruction of a variational solution to (2.13). We first introduce
Iy, ) == x(y|D|) f, where x is a smooth compactly supported function such that
x(0) = 1. Classically, one has f*|,_o = f and,

(2.16) [[Vx,yfl1,2 < Cst [Vx flguz, |81?f|i:_1|H1/2 < Cst [|Ql1,00/Vx flprr2.

It follows that u is a variational solution of (2.13) if and only if u* := u — f* is a
variational solution to

Quf = h — Q(f*) := hf,
(2.17) { wly—o =0,  Out|,__, =3,

where §:= g — 0% f¥|,=_1.

Define the space V as V := D(R? x [—1,0)), where the closure is taken relatively
to the H*(S)-norm. It is a classical consequence of Lax-Milgram’s theorem that
there exists a unique u* € V such that

(2.18) / QVx ut - Vx,v= / htv — / gu, YveV.
S S y=—1

Step 2. Regularity of the variational solution. We show that u* € H?(S) using
the classical method of Nirenberg’s tangential differential quotients. For all v € V'
and i =1,...,d, one has p; ,v € V, where p; v is defined as
Ti,hU — U
h ?
we also recall that the adjoint operator of p;; is —p; —, and that one has the
product rule vy p; pve = pip(V1v2) — pPi LUITi V2. Using (2.18) with p; pv instead of
v, one gets therefore

/(Ti,—hQ)Vx,ypi,—huﬁ'Vx,yv =/ ﬁpi,hv—/ (W pinv — pi,—nQV x yu* - Vx ) .
S 1 S

PihU = with Tine = (- + her), Ve D(]Rd x [=1,0));
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By the trace theorem and Poincaré’s inequality, we get |p; pv|g-1/2 < Cst || Vx 4|2,
so that the r.h.s of the above inequality can be bounded from above by

(2.19) Cst (1g]g172 + [18%]l2 + Q100 Vx,yu12) IV x40 2-

Taking v = p; _put as test function in (2.19), using condition (2.15), and letting
h — 0, one gets therefore

1,
(2.20) 17 4|2 < Cst p (191er172 + IRz + Q11,00 V x yuPl2)

forall 1 <4i,5 <d+1 such that i+ j < 2d+ 1. The missing term 8§yun is obtained
as usual using the equation,

(221) -85 = Qi+ D o (qi,jajuﬁ)+(8yqd+1,d+1)8yuﬁ),

qd+1,d+1 i+j<2d+1

where Q = (¢; ;)i,;, from which it follows easily that

Cst
= (10l + QMo (D2 10wz + 1V xyfl12) ).

2 4
(222)  [19yulle < =
i+5<2d+1

From (2.20) and (2.22), it follows that u* € H?(S) and satisfies
1 _
19012 < C( 1@l oe) (1alivs + 1 + 19,002 ).

Replacing uf, h* and § by their expression in the above inequality, and using the
estimates (2.16) yields:

1
(2.23) [[Vxyulli2 < C(ga [Ql1,00) (||h||2 +IVxyulla + |Vx flgz + |9|H1/2)-

Step 3. Further regularity. We show by finite induction on k that for all u €
H?*(S), k=0,...,my — 1, one has

1
(224)[Vx yull14r2 < C(E’ Q14,00

% (I1Qullkz + IV xytllie + [Vt o lsaee + 10Fu, /2o )

By Step 2, this assertion is true when £ = 0. Let mg > k > 1 and assume it is also
truefor 0 <[ <k —1.
For all i =1,...,d, we apply (2.24); with | = k — 1 to the function p; pu:

1
IVxypinulke < C(aa||Q||k,oo)(HQpi,hU”k—l,Z+||VX,ypi,hu||k—1,2

(2.25) I Vapinuy, ol ge-12 + |a7?(pi7hu)|y:*1|H—1/2+k)'

We now estimate the four terms which appear in the r.h.s. of (2.25). Since Qp; hu =
pin(Qu) + Vx - (pi,n@)Vx yTi nu, one has

(2.26) 1Qpinullk-12 < [[Qullk,2 + Cst [|Qllk+1,00[[Vx yullk,2,

The second and third terms of (2.25) are very easily controlled. For the fourth one,
we use the explicit expression of 99 (p; nu), use the trace theorem, and proceed as
for the derivation of (2.26) to obtain

(227) 102 (pily=-1lme—r/2 < 102wy, [gesirz + Cst | Qlksr,o0lVixyuullv2-
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From (2.25), (2.26) and (2.27) (and letting h — 0), it follows that ||Oju||kt1,2 is
bounded from above by the right hand side of (2.24). In order to complete the
proof, we still need an estimate of Bgu in H*(S). Asin Step 2, such an estimate is
obtained using (2.21).

Step 4. Further regularity. We show by induction on k that (2.24) can be gener-
alized for k& > mg as

XyU|1+k2 = k X U||k,2 X,yU||k,2 2|1+k,2|| V X,y U||mg,2
[V x yull < O x (1Qullkz2 + [[Vxyullr,2 + [|Q2| IV yull
(2.28) +|qu‘y=0|H1/2+k + |87?U‘y=71|H1/2+k),

where G, = O(2, [| Q145,00 [| Q2] mo+1,00)-
The procedure is absolutely similar to Step 3. It is strictly unchanged until Eq.
(2.26) where we use now use Moser’s tame estimates on products (e.g. [1]):

Lemma 2.11. Letl € N and u,v € H'(S) N L>(S). Then one has
[uvlli2 < Cst (lulli2llvlloe + [[0]l2]ulleo) -
This yields
1Qpinullk-12 < |Qullk,2
+ Cst ((1Qulle+1.00 + Q201,00 I Vi yttlle2 + |Q2ll144.2lIV X yulloo ) -

Estimate (2.27) is modified along the same lines and it follows from the Sobolev
embedding H™°(S) C L°°(S) that ||0;ul|k+1,2 is bounded from above by the right
hand side of (2.28).

An estimate on du in H*(S) is then provided as before using (2.21), which con-
cludes the induction.

Step 5. Endgame. From the variational formulation of the problem, one gets easily
the following lemma, whose proof we ommit.

Lemma 2.12. Let h € L*(S), f € H'/?(R?%) and g € H™'/2(RY).
If u € H?(S) solves the boundary value problem (2.13) then

1
IV yull2 < 0(57 1Qlls) (Ihll2 + VX fl-1s2 + gl -1/2)

and )
[ulli2 < 0(57 [Qllso) (IRll2 + [ flrrr2 + |glzr-1/2) -

Iterating estimates (2.24) and (2.28) and using the lemma gives the theorem. O

2.3. Regularizing diffeomorphisms. If u solves the boundary value problem
(2.3), then one can give precise estimates on & = u 0.5, owing to Prop. 2.7 and 2.8,
and using Th. 2.9. However, these estimates depend strongly on the diffeomor-
phism S chosen to straighten the fluid domain. The trivial diffeomorphism given
in Remark 2.4 is not the best choice possible: in order to control the H*(S)-norm
of its Sobolev component, one needs to control the H*(R%)-norm of the surface
parameterization a. The next proposition shows that there exists “regularizing”
diffeomorphisms for which a linear control of the H¥~1/2-norm suffices.

Proposition 2.13. Letk € N, k—1 > 1+ %, and letb € CF(R?), a € H*"1/2(RY).

If there exists ho > 0 such that a—b > hg on R?, then there exists a diffeomorphism
S of the form (2.6) such that
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o s is k-regular (with co = ho/2);
e One has Oyslj—o = a — b;
e One has s1 = —b(X)y and ||s2]|k.2 < Cst |a|g-1/24%.

Remark 2.14. i. The diffeormorphism S provided by this lemma is a perturbation of
the trivial diffeomorphism given in Remark 2.4. The Cf—component S remains un-
changed, and the behavior at the surface is exactly the same. However, the Sobolev
component s, is half a derivative smoother here than for the trivial diffeomorphism
(where it has the smoothness of a). This is why we say that the diffeomorphism is
“regularizing”.

ii. Note that if a € C([0,T], H~'/?2**(R%)) for some T > 0, and that the condi-
tion a — b > hg is satisfied uniformly in ¢ € [0,T], then one has d;s = 9;s2 and
10s2]lk2 < C(|8ta(t)|H;1/2+k). This will be used in the proof of Prop. 3.19.

iii. If ¢ € HF3/2(R?) with k > d/2 is such that a — b > hg > 0 on R%
then one can find a neighbourhood U, of @ in H*+3/2 such that for all a € U,,
a—b> 3hg. To each of these a € U,, one can associate a regularizing diffeomor-
phism S, (X,y) = (X, s4(X,y)) by Prop. 2.13. The proof shows that if U, is small
enough, then the mapping a — s, is affine. This mapping is therefore smooth and
(using the notations of the proof) one can check that for all h € H**3/2(R%), one
has dys - h = (§ + 1)hy for some A > 0. Hence,

dgs . h|g:0 = h, dgs . h|g:_1 = 0, agdgs . h|g:0 = h.
Proof. Note that the Jacobian of the mapping (X,7) € S — (X,s(X,7)) € Q is
equal to |Jys|. Therefore, if s satisfies the properties stated in the lemma, S is
indeed a diffeomorphism between S and Q.
Let s1 € CF(S) be given by
s1(X,9) = -b(X)g,  V(X.p€ES;
we look for sy € H¥(S) such that s := s; + s, satisfies

h, —
(2.29) Oys > 70 on S, s2]g=0 = @, 0ys2lg=0 = a, s2lg=—1 = 0.

We construct such a mapping sy using a Poisson kernel extension of a. Let x be
a smooth, compactly supported, function defined on R and such that x(0) = 1
and x’(0) = 0. For any A > 0, and a € HF/2(R%), we define ay € H*(S) as
ax(-,7) = x(\J(D))a. From this definition it follows also that for all (X,7) € S,
one has

|05ax (X, 7)] IAX' (AJ(D))(D)al < /\|Xl|oo/Rd (©)fa(&)ldg

(2.30) Cst AlX'|oola] gr-1/2,

since k —1/2 > 1+d/2.
Define now s := (y + 1)ay. It is obvious that so satisfies the last three conditions
of (2.29). For the first one, remark that

(2.31) —b+ 0552 = (=b+a) + (ax — a) + (1 +¥)5an,
and that

- ~ Yy ~
23) @) -a®) = | [ oea®.7)a] < suplogor.
S

IN
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Taking A small enough, one can complete the proof from (2.30), (2.31), (2.32) and
the assumption a — b > hy. (I

3. THE DIRICHLET-NEUMANN OPERATOR

The aim of this section is to investigate the properties of the Dirichlet-Neumann
operator associated to a class of boundary value problems included in the general
framework studied in Section 2. It is known that such operators depend analytically
on the parameterization of the surface. Coifman and Meyer [9] considered small
Lipschitz perturbations of a line plane, and Craig et al. [12, 13] C! perturbations
of hyperplanes in any dimension. These studies rely on subtle estimates of singular
integral operators. More recently, Nicholls and Reitich [28] addressed the analyticity
of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator using a simple method based on a change of
variables (see also [2]). Here, we are also interested in the dependence of the
Dirichlet-Neumann on the fluid domain, but from a Sobolev rather than analytical
viewpoint. The sharp elliptic estimate of the previous section allow us to give
“tame” estimates on the action of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator on Sobolev
spaces. In this section, we also compute the principal symbol of the DN operator,
give tame estimates of its commutators with spatial or time derivative, and also
study carefully its shape derivatives.

3.1. Definition and basic properties. As in Section 2, we consider a fluid do-
main €2 of the form

Q={(X,y) e R, a(X) <y < b(X)},
where a and b satisfy:
(3.1) Jho > 0, min{—b,a — b} > hy > 0 on R

We also consider a constant coefficients elliptic operator P = —Vx , - PVx,,,
satisfying the coercivity condition (2.2). The boundary value problems we consider
in this section are a particular case of the boundary value problems (2.3) since
we only consider the case of homogeneous source term and Neumann boundary
condition at the bottom. More precisely, let u solve

{Puz() on €2,

3.2
(32) ulfy=a(x)y = f OFulfy=p(x)y =0,

where we recall that, as defined in (2.4), 3 denotes the conormal derivative asso-
ciated to P.

For all k € N and f € H*t3/2(R?), and provided that a and b are smooth enough,
we know by Th. 2.9 that u € H*+2(Q) exists and is unique. Therefore, the following
definition makes sense:

Definition 3.1. Let k € N, and assume that a,b € W2 (R?) satisfy condition
(3.1). We call Dirichlet-Neumann operator the operator G(a,b) defined as

HF3/2(Rd) . gFH1/2(RY)
; = —/T+ [Vxal2dlu|gy=a(x))

where u denotes the solution of (3.2).

G(a,b) :
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Remark 3.2. i. Thus defined, G(a, b) is not exactly the Dirichlet-Neumann operator
because of the scaling factor \/1 4+ |V xa|?; yet, we use this terminology for the sake
of simplicity.

ii. Thanks to the minus sign in the definition, G(a,b) maps the Dirichlet data to
the (rescaled) outward normal derivative when P = Id.

As in Section 2, we can associate to (3.2) an elliptic boundary value problem on
the flat strip S = R? x (0,1): denoting by R the “regularizing” diffeormorphism
between S and Q) (and by S its inverse) given in Prop. 2.13, and @ = w0 S, one has

Pi=0 on S,
(3.3) — B B B
ul (=0} = [, Oyl (z=—1y =0,
where P = —V;(’gﬁ Vi 7 is as given in Lemma 2.5.

Notation 3.3. We denote by f° the solution of the b.v.p. (3.3).

Proceeding as in the proof of Lemma 2.6, one can define the Dirichlet-Neumann
operator in terms of f°.

Proposition 3.4. Under the same assumptions as in Def. 3.1, one has
Gla,b)f = =0F Ply=o,  Vf € H/*(RY),
where f* is as defined in Notation 3.3.

Before stating our main estimates on the DN operator, let us state some nota-
tions.

Notation 3.5. i. When a bottom parametization b € W*>(R?) (k € NU {oc}) is
given, we generically write B = |b|yy s, -

ii. For all 7, s € R, we denote generically by M (s) (resp. M, (s)) constants which
depend on B and |a|gs (resp. 7, B and |a|gs).

The next theorem shows that the DN operator is of order one, and gives precise
estimates on its operator norm.

Theorem 3.6. Let my = f%} and a,b be two continuous functions satisfying
(3.1). Then:

i. Forallk € N, ifa,b € Wkt20(R9) then for all f such that Vx f € H¥1/2(R%)2,
one has

G (a,0) flrsrr2 < Oflalwrszoe, [Blwrzoe ) [Vx flgrease.
ii. For all k € N, if a € H?*™o+t1/2n HF3/2(RY) and if b € WFT2(RY), then
G(a; ) flariz < Ms(2mo +1/2) (IVx flarere + |algrvsr2 [V flgmo+irz) ,
for all f such that Vxf € HFY2 0 H™0t1/2 " and where we used Notation 3.5.

Remark 3.7. Note that the DN operator is defined for functions f whose gradient is
in some Sobolev space, but which are not necessarily in a Sobolev space themselves.

Proof. We just prove the second part of the theorem; the proof of the first one is
very similar. Owing to Prop. 3.4, we have

|G(a,0) flrerre = |03o| s e = |Ply=o0€asr - Vg gulg=o] gyusse-
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By the trace theorem, this yields

|G(a,b)f|grs12 < Cst ||ﬁed+1 . V);’gﬂnkﬂg,

where the notation || - || is as in Notation 2.1.
Using the decomposition P = P; + P» of Lemma 2.8 and the tame product estimate
of Lemma 2.11, one obtains

Gla,b)f s < Cst | Pullisrool Vi gilliri
(3.4) + Cst | BalloollV 2 gl z + Cst [ Ballisr,2lIV 5 gillme

Now, remark that when the diffeomorphism S between the flat strip S and the
fluid domain € is the regularizing diffeomorphism of Prop. 2.13, the estimates of
Lemma 2.8, together with the Sobolev embedding H™°(S) C L™ (S), give

[Pt < C(B),
(3.5) ||P2||k+172 S C (B, |CL|Hm0+1/2) |a|Hk+3/2.

A

Similarly, the constant Cj which appears in Th. 2.9 when one takes @ = P can
be bounded from above by C (B, |a|g2me+1/2) and the result follows therefore from
(3.4), Th. 2.9 and Remark 2.10. O

Some important properties of the DN operator are listed in the next proposition.
Proposition 3.8. Let a,b € W2>°(RY) satisfy (3.1). Then:
i. The operator G(a,b) is self-adjoint:
(G(a,b)f.g9) = (f,G(a,b)g),  Vf g€ SR
ii. The operator G(a,b) is positive:
(Gla,b)f,f) 20, VfeSRY.
iii. We also have the estimates

[(G(a,b)f,9)| < M(mo +1/2)|flis2lglgirz ¥f.g € SRY,

and for all p > g, where p is given in Lemma 2.5, one has

|([G(a,b) + ulf. f)| > Cst BIf |2, Vf € SRY).

Remark 3.9. Using the self-adjointness of G(a,b), one could extend this operator
to all Sobolev spaces H*(R%), s € R.

Proof. i. According to Prop. 3.4, and using Notation 3.3, one has (G(a,b)f,g) =
(8ffb|0,g), and Green’s identity yields (8§fb|0,g) = (f, 8fgb|0). Using Prop. 3.4
once again yields the result.

ii. Writing (G(a,b)f, f) = (8Y f*|o, f) and integrating by parts, one obtains

(Gla,b)f, f) /S Vol PV, f*

(3.6) PV f 13,

v
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where the last inequality uses the coercivity of P proved in Lemma 2.5.
iii. Proceeding as in ii. one has

(Ga,b)f.g) = /S Vol - PVx,g

1Pllool1V x4 £ 1201V x,59 25

and the first estimate follows from Lemma 2.12.

To prove the second estimate, remark first that by Poincaré’s inequality, we have
1/l < 2010, f°|l2 + | |2, and therefore [Vx, f'lla > 5(|l/*]l2 — f|2). As a con-
sequence, we obtain ||Vx, f’ll2 > 2] f*|l1.2 — 3| fl2. Using (3.6) and the estimate
|flei2 < Cst ||f?||1.2, we deduce (G(a,b)f, f) > C|f| g2 — §|f|2. The end of the
proof is then straightforward. O

IN

3.2. Symbol of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator. In order to compute the
commutator of G(a,b) with differential operators, which is a crucial step to obtain
energy estimates for the water-waves equations, we need to know its principal sym-
bol. Since this result is interesting in itself, we state it as a theorem (we use the
classical notation o(z, D) to denote the pseudo-differential operator associated to
the symbol o(z,£)).

Theorem 3.10. There exists an integer qo, depending only on d, such that if
a € HOTY2(RY) and b € Cf°(RY) satisfy (3.1) then, for j = —1,0,1, one has

Vf € Hj/Q(Rd)v |(G(a7 b) - ga(Xﬂ D))f|Hj/2 < M(qO + 1/2)|f|Hﬂ'/2a
where M (-) is as defined in Notation 3.5 and the symbol g,(X,&) is given by

wxo=fovn (§) ()P (5]

with N == (=Vxa,1)T.

Remark 3.11. i. The estimate of the theorem can be extended to higher order
Sobolev spaces, but we do not need such a result here.

ii. The parameterization b of the bottom does not appear in the principal symbol
of G(a,b). This is not surprising since the contribution to the surface of the bottom
is “smoothed” by the elliptic equation.

iii. For the water-waves equations, one has P = Id(g41)x(d+1) and g, takes the
simple form

9a(X, D) = V/IE? + [Vxa?[¢2 — (Vxa - €)%
There is therefore an interesting phenomenological difference between the 1D and
the 2D cases. In the latter, the principal symbol of the Dirichlet-Neumann oper-
ator is a pseudo-differential operator, while in the former, it is simply a Fourier
multiplier: g,(D) = |D|, which does not depend on the fluid domain.

Proof. The proof of the theorem relies strongly on the factorization procedure of
elliptic operators, as set forth in [35] (see also [30]). Recall that, according to Prop.
3.4, one has G(a,b)f = —9L f’|o, where f° denotes the solution of (3.3). The idea
is to deduce an approximation of G(a,b)f from an approximation fgpp of f° for
which the conormal derivative at the surface can be explicitly computed. In order
to find such an approximation, we first approximate the elliptic operator f’; this is
where we need the factorization procedure mentioned above.
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Writing P = < IA]),D% ﬁil >, one can check that the operator P can be written
under the form
(3.7) P = 54102~ (2D Vg + (OgPat1 + Vg D)0y
+P Az + (Vg P1)+0yp) - V.
We now look for an approximation of P of the form

(3.8) Papp 1= —Da+1(9y — 1 (X, 7, D)0y — n+(X,7,D)),

where, for all § € [—1,0], ni()z ,¥, D) denotes the pseudo-differential operator of
symbol ni()z ,U,€). Obviously, if one wants the highest order terms of f’app to
match those of f’, ni()z ,U,€) must be the roots of the second order polynomial
£(P) = ~Pas1n’ — 2ip - &n + & - P&, namely,

39 X === (=B e 2 A At - (3-0?).

We now take the function fgpp

equation f’appqS = 0; from (3.8), it suffices to take an approximate solution of the
backward evolution equation

we are looking for as an approximate solution of the

(310) (877_7]4-()?7?771)))“: Oa u|17:0 = fa for ge [_170]7
we take therefore
(311) fgpp()?azj) = UGPP()?aZij)f
0
where 0,y (2,7, i= exp (= [ n.(X.v/.)dy).
g

Since the real part of n; is always positive, aapp()? ,¥, D) is smoothing for all
y € [=1,0). As a consequence, one has:

Lemma 3.12. Let mo = [%£]. Let a € H?™0+Y2(RY) and b € WeHho(RY)
satisfy condition (3.1). Then

||prpH2SM(2mO+1/2)|f|H—1/27 and ||fgpp|
where M(+) is as defined in Notation 3.5.

1.2 < M(2mo + 1/2)|f| /2,

Proof. From the explicit expression of 74 given in (3.9), one deduces
1Pl oo
p
where C is a positive constant which depends on ho, p, |b|1,00 and |a|gme+1/2. Let
us define o4p, as

€] > R0y (X,7,€)) > Cy e,

- o~ S - Cy -
O'app(Xayaé-) = Uapp(Xayag) exp ( - %mﬂ)v

it is clear that Happ()?,g, €) is a symbol of order zero (uniformly in y € [—1,0]).
The operator 74,,(X, 7, D) acts therefore continuously on L*(R?). Moreover, its
operator norm can be bounded in terms of a finite number of L>-norm of space-

frequency derivatives of the symbol ﬁapp(f( , U, &) (d-derivatives with respect to X
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and d derivatives with respect to & are enough, see [23] — see also [25]). Using the
Sobolev embedding H*(R%) ¢ L>®(R4) for s > d/2, it follows that

Gapp (X, 7, D)pla < M(2mg + 1/2)|¢|2, Vo € L*(RY).
Thus,

o - C 1/2
ol = ([ a0 D) (exo( 01D 1) )

IN

0 /
Mezmo+1/2)( [ el )

The gain of half a derivative claimed in the first estimate of the lemma is deduced
from this expression by a classical computation (see e.g. Prop. 12.4 of [34]).

One can estimate the first order derivatives of f° in the same way, which yields the
second estimate of the lemma. (]

We now prove that f°

app 18 indeed an approximate solution of (3.10) and hence

of the equation Papp 0.

b =
app
Lemma 3.13. There exists an integer qo, depending only on d, such that if a €
H®©+/2(RY) and b € C°(R?) satisfy condition (3.1) then

||f)app pr”2 < M(QO + 1/2)|f|H1/2'

Proof. Simple computations yield
f)app pr = _5d+1(677 - 777()?75, D))
~ S - =~ - o~ C.
(3.12) ((77+Uapp)(X7 v, D) —ni(X,y, D)Uapp(Xa Y, D))(GXP(T—WADDJ[%

where 74, and Cy are as in the proof of Lemma 3.12.

It is easy to check that n_ (X' ,¥, D) is of order one, so that it acts continuously
on H'(R?) with values in L2(R?). As in the proof of Lemma 3.12 above, we can
bound its norm in terms of a finite number of derivatives of the symbol. For g
large enough, we have therefore

||f)app pr||2 < M(qo+1/2)
o O Cy
% || (01 Fap) (X,5. D) = 01 (X. 5. D) (X, D)) (exp(=5-51DDS) |

where M (-) is as defined in Notation 3.5.
Similarly, the operator (n4+app)(X, 7, D) — 04+ (X, Y, D)0app(X,y, D) is of order 0,
so that (taking a larger g if necessary), one has

b
1,2

~ C
b +
[Papp 2l < Mlao + 1/2)][exp(SEyID) 1]
and one can conclude the proof as for Lemma 3.12. ([
We now proceed to estimate the difference f” — fgpp:

Lemma 3.14. There exists an integer qo, depending only on d, such that if a €
H©+/2(RY) and b € C°(R?) satisfy (3.1), then

1> = foppllzze < M(go + 1/2)|f| /e
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Proof. Since by definition P f’ =0, one gets

(f fapp) = (P Papp)fapp app gpp
,_ 1
(3.13) = hyp, + hopys

together with the boundary conditions (f> — f2, )|o = 0 and or(f — £l
—8fffgpp|,1. Using Th. 2.9, we find therefore

(314) ||fb pp||22 < M(2m0+1/2)(”h pp||2+||h pp||2+|8pfgpp| 1|H1/2)

Using (3.7) and the definition of Papp, one checks easily that P — Papp is a first
order operator, so that with the help of Lemma 3.12, one gets the bound ||happ||2
M(qo+1/2)|f|g1/2. Owing to Lemma 3.13, the same bound also holds on ||k

Finally, since f +— 3Pf pr

for |85fapp|,1|H1/2, and the proof of the lemma is complete. O

app||2
|—1 is a smoothing operator, such an estimate also holds

We are now ready to finish the proof of the theorem. First remark that G(a,b) f+

55f3pp|0 =-oF(f" - app)ly o so that

|G(CL, b)f + afjfgpp|0|Hl/2 S M(mo + 1/2)||fb app||2 2;
by Lemma 3.14, we have therefore, for some gy € N,
(315) ‘G(aﬂ b)f + 87113f15,pp|0‘H1/2 < M(qo + 1/2)|f|H1/2

To prove that (3.15) coincides with the estimate of the theorem in the case j = 1/2,
we must show that 9 fapp|y —0 = —9ga(X, D) f, which we do now.

Thanks to Lemmas 2.5 and 2.13, we know the explicit expression of ]5|y:0; from
the definition of the conormal derivative, one can then compute easily

(3.16) O fo Lo oz—N-P( vxf ) NN

b
8 fapp'y 05

where N := (-Vxa,1)T.
The explicit expression of 14 given in (3.9) yields also

b a—>b
OJapnlv=0 = PR

(T Yo (B (B)-[v-(2)]'s

Plugging this expression into (3.16) yields 8Pfgpp|u 0 = —ga(X,D)f, which con-
cludes the H'/?-estimate of the theorem. Recalling that the DN operator is self-
adjoint (see Prop. 3.8), one deduces the H~'/?-estimate by a standard duality
argument; finally, the L?-estimate is obtained by interpolation. O

3.3. Commutator estimates. This section is devoted to the proof of tame esti-
mates of the commutator of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator with spatial derivatives
and time derivative. The next proposition deals with the case of spatial derivatives.
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Proposition 3.15. There exists an integer qg, depending only on d, such that if
a € HOoH/2(RY) and b € C°(RY) satisfy (3.1) then for all k € N and o € N,
la| <k, one has
|[AY20%,G(a, b)) f], < Mi(go +1/2) (|f|rwsrrz + lal grssre| flgmoare)

where My(+) is as defined in Notation 3.5.

Remark 3.16. The interest of this commutator estimate is that it is “tame”: even
though we have a loss of derivative (in the sense that one needs to control the
H*+3/2_norm of a and not only its Hk“/z—norm), this loss is linear, and the mul-

tiplicative constant which appears in front of it involves only Sobolev norms of f
independent of k. This point is crucial to obtain tame energy estimates later.

Proof. First remark that the following identity holds for all a € N¢, |a| < k:
[AY20% G(a,b)] = [AY?,G(a,b)]0% + AY2[0%, G(a, b)),

so that

(3.17) [[AY20°, G(a,b)]f|, < [[AY/2, G(a, )]0 f|, +[[0%, G(a,b)f| ;1)

Estimate of |[A/2,G(a, b)]@o‘f‘T The idea is to replace G(a,b) by its principal

symbol ¢,(X, D) computed in the previous section. One has, denoting Gy :=
G(av b) - ga(Xa D)a

A2, Gla,0)]0f = [AY?,ga(X, D)JO°f + AV2(God" f) — Go(A'/20° )
(318) = A1 +A2 —|—A3

The operator [A'Y/2] g,(X, D)] is of order 1/2 and one can bound its operator norm
IIAY2, go(X, D)]|| g1/2— 12, @s in the proofs of Lemmas 3.12 and 3.13, in terms of
the derivatives of the symbol g,(X, &) given in Th. 3.10. Thus, for some ¢y € N,

(3.19) |A1l2 < C(lal gao+1/2) | flresrse.

Both Az and Az can be bounded using Th. 3.10:

(3.20) |Ajl2 < M(qo + 1/2)|f | grsrre,  J=2,3.
From (3.18)-(3.20), we deduce

(3.21) [[AY2,G(a,0)]0" f|, < M(qo + 1/2)|f|pgr+1/2.

Estimate of |[0%, G(a, b)|f|1/2. Using Notation 3.3, it is easy to check that
(3.22) 0%, G(a,b)]f = [0, Plocat1] - Vg 7£'lo — 94 vlo,

with v := 9% f> — (9 f)".
The first term of the r.h.s. of (3.22) is estimated as follows

(3.23) (0%, Plocas1) - Vg 3£ lo] g2 < Cst [|[0% P)V g 2|, -

In order to estimate the second term of (3.22), first remark that v solves the b.v.p.
D, a p b
P’U—Vg,g- [6~ ,P]V)agf N
vlo=0,  dfv[-1=—[0% Pl-rea1] - Vg 511

by the trace theorem and Th. 2.9, one gets therefore

(3.25) 05, < M(mo +3/2)[[10%, PV g 7°||, -

(3.24)

11172
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The term ||[0%, ﬁ]v);’gfbnl , which appears in both (3.23) and (3.25) is estimated
in the following lemma:

Lemma 3.17. Under the same assumptions as in the proposition, one has

[10° PV 5 511 5 < Mi(2mo +1/2) (|f | iesrsz + lalrssr | flgmorsrs) -
Proof. By Lemma 2.8, we can decompose Pinto P = P, + P», so that [0%, ﬁ] =
[80‘7P1]+[80‘,P3]. _
One has [[[0%, PV g 5’|, 5 < IIPrller1,00l £ [lk+1,2, which is itself smaller than

the r.h.s. of the estimate of the lemma, thanks to the estimates (3.5) and Th. 2.9.
In order to bound ||[0%, P2]V gfb ||, , from above, remark that

d+1

0%, BV 5 5 £, ~ [|0%, PV 5 ||2+Z||8 (102 Pl g 5°) |,

and that for all j = 1,...,d+1, one has 9;[0%, Py] = [0, Pg](’?j + [0, ((‘9j152)]. It is
then easy to obtain, using Lemma 2.11 and the estimates (3.5), that
[0, ﬁ2]V)}47fb||1,2 < Mi(2mo + 1/2) (11 k41,2 + lal grsss | £l mor2.2)-

Owing to Th. 2.9, the r.h.s. of this latter estimate is smaller than the r.h.s. of the
estimate given in the lemma, so that the proof is complete. O

From (3.22), (3.23), (3.25) and the lemma one obtains
(3.26)  [[0%,G(a,0)]f| sz < Mi(2mo + 1/2) (| flrs1r2 + |al grsssa|flgrmo+are)
The proposition is therefore a consequence of (3.17), (3.21) and (3.26). O

We end this section with two propositions concerning the commutating properties
of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator with a general scalar-valued differential operator
of order one, and with the time derivative (when the surface depends on time).

Proposition 3.18. Let mg = [42] and suppose that a € H™+3/2(R?) and b €
C(RY) satisfy (3.1). Let O(Ox) be a first order differential operator on RY with
coefficients in W1(R?). Then, for all f € H'/?(R?), one has

|([0(0x), G(a, b)) f, f)| < M(mo +3/2)C(I01,00)| f711/2

where M(-) is as is Notation 3.5, and |O|1, denotes the sum of the W -norm
of all the coefficients of O(0x).

Proof. With the same techniques as in the proof of the previous proposition, one
can show that

(3.27) [0(0x), G(a,b)If = easr - ([00%), PV 5 3)) F'l5=0 — L]0,

where v is the solution of the boundary value problem

(3.28) Py =V [005), PVg )" — (V5 ;00%)) Pz f°
. v]g=0 = 0, OFvlj=—1 = —eat1 - ([0(8 ), PV I )|y:71.

Green’s identity asserts that

(3:29) (O vlg=0. ) + (O vlg=—r. fl=1) = / Puf’ - / PVg .0V f
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We also know that
[P = [ (V55-1005). PV 11 = (V5 ;005)) - PYx 1)

Integrating by parts the first term of the r.h.s., one finds (recall that 8§v|g:,1 =
—ear1- ([0(0%), PV g 1 f)lg=—1),

/f’vfb = —/[O(ai)aﬁvg’g]fb.v;z,ﬂfb
S S
(3.30) —[S((V)Z,gO(a)?))'ﬁv)?,gjfb)fb

+(ear - ([0005). PV 5 1f ) g=0. f) + (0L vlg=—1, fl5=—1)-
From (3.27)-(3.30) we deduce

(1003), G, b)f. f) = /S [0(05), PV )" - Vg - f

+‘/Sﬁv)}’gv-v)}7gfb+‘/8((Vg’gO(a‘g))-ﬁVi@fb)fb,
from which one obtains easily

(331) ([0(9x), G(a, D), F) < C|Pllr.00 [O1,00) [£11F 2 + [ Pllocl[v]l1 21112
Multiplying (3.28) by v, integrating by parts and using Poincaré’s inequality, one
obtains

[oll1,2 < M(mo +3/2)C(|0]1,00)I| £ 11,2,
and (3.31) yields therefore

([0(9x), G(a, )] f, f) < M(mo +3/2)C(I0,0) [ ]} 2
and one concludes the proof with the help of Lemma 2.12. O

With only minor modifications, and using Remark 2.14, the same proof gives:

Proposition 3.19. Let mg = [%£L] and T > 0. Let a € C([0,T], H™o+3/2(R%))
and b € C°(RY) satisfy (3.1) uniformly for t € [0,T]. Then, for all f € H/?(RY),
one has

|([0e, Gla, )] f, £ < M(mo +3/2)C (10ealse ) |17/,
where M (-) is as in Notation 3.5.

3.4. Shape derivative of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator. The Dirichlet-
Neumann operator is linear but depends nonlinearly on the parameterization a
of the surface. It is known that this dependence is smooth, and even analytical
[9, 13, 28]. The next theorem gives an explicit expression of its shape derivative,
that is, of its derivative with respect to the surface parameterization. In Prop. 3.25
below we give tame estimates on the first and second shape derivatives.

Theorem 3.20. Let mg = f%] and k € N, & > mg. Suppose that a €
HF3/2(RY) and b € C°(RY) satisfy (3.1).
Then there exists a neighborhood U, of a in HF3/2(RY) such that for all given

f € HF32(RY), the mapping
a €U, C H*32RY) — G(a,b)f € HH/2(RY)
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is well defined and differentiable. Moreover, for all h € H*3/2(R%), one has
doG(0)f - h = =G(a,b) (hZ) = Vx - (hy),

where
1

2= gy (Clans—p - (V5TY).

N:=(-Vxa, )T and v:=Vxf-ZVxa.

with

Remark 3.21. For the water-waves equations, one has P = Id(g41)x (a+1), and Z is

T4 [VxaP (G(a,b)f +Vxa-Vxf).
Proof. We can choose a neighborhood U, C H¥+3/2 of g such that for all a €
U,, condition (3.1) is satisfied (taking ho smaller if necessary). To each a €
U, it is therefore possible to associate a regularizing diffeomorphism S,(X,y) =
(X,54(X,y)) as in Prop. 2.13. Taking U, smaller if necessary, and using Remark
2.14, we can assume that the mapping a — s, is affine. We denote by dgs its deriv-

simply given by with Z =

ative at a. Since the matrix ]5,1, given by Lemma 2.5 with s = s,, has coeflicients
in H*1(S), it follows that the mapping

ael, C Hk+3/2(Rd) — ﬁa e Hk+1(8)(d+1)2

is smooth. We denote by diﬁ its derivative at a. Let us also denote by f° the
solution of the boundary value problem

~ , .

{ —v)zg . Pav)?’gf(i: 0 in 87
Pq

falg=o = £, 0" falg=—1 =0.

By Th. 2.9, we know that f2 € H*+2(S). It is quite easy to prove that the mapping
B defined as

(3.32)

B: ael,c HF2RY) — f2 e H2(S)
is continuous. Differentiating (3.32) with respect to a, it is easy to show that B is
differentiable at a and that for all h € H**+3/2(R%), v, 5, := d B - h solves
~Vsy PaVggPan = Vg daP-hVg o fo i,

(3.33) o M-I - ,
Va,h|=0 = 0, O™ Va,nlg=—1 = —€d+1- (dgp : hv)?@fa) |g=—1-

The following is a key lemma. It gives an explicit function solving (3.33) except for
the Dirichlet condition at the surface.

Lemma 3.22. For all h € H*3/2(R?), the function 52,1 = Cg%jhayfg solves

D ~b D b
—V)}’g . Pﬂvijvg,h = v)ag . ({QP . hv)agfg,

~ h Pa D
Bonlimo = 505 l5—0,  On2T) = —eas - (ng : hvmfg) l5=—1.

Remark 3.23. The expression of 537,1 given in the above lemma might not seem
obvious. We sketch here a way to find it in the case where P = Id and for 1D
surfaces. Denote by u, the solution of the Laplace equation (1.7) in Q,; with
Dirichlet condition f at the surface and homogeneous Neumann condition at the
bottom. First write in variational form that u, solves this boundary value problem
and then differentiate this variational equality with respect to a using the classical
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work of Hadamard on shape functionals [20] (see also Lemma 5.1 of [15]). This yields
an expression of the derivative of the mapping a — u,. Pulling this expression back
by the regularizing diffeomorphism S yields an expression of the derivative of B and
hence of iffl - The expression given in Lemma 3.22 is just a generalization of this
expression_found formally to the case of multi-dimensional surface waves.

Proof. Let us compute (writing (X, y) instead of (X, 7)),

~ dgs-h
Vi, PaVxytnp, = —Vixy- PadyVxy fh
ySa
des-h, =~ ~ da,s-h
+Vxy(5—) Pﬁava,ny + Vi Pa(0yf)Vxy(5—).
OySa “ “ OySa
Using the fact that Vx4 - ]BQVX,yfb = 0, we obtain
~ dgs-h
Vx,y 'ngXﬂﬁ’z,h =—Vxy- ( O s Iy P oV X, yfa)
yoa
dys-h ~ ~ dys-h
+VX7y(5—) - Oy(PaVxyfa) + V- Pg(ayfg)vX,y(_—)'
ySa - - OySa
Still using the identity Vx , - ﬁEV X,y fg = 0, one can remark that
dgs-h ~ dgs-h
vXﬂ/( p) )'ay(ngmeg) = 5 (P vXﬂ/( E) )vXufg)
ySa ySa
dgs -
- VX,y'(a(g )Pvaf)
ySa
and therefore, one can write
(3.34) V. PaVxy®, = Vxy QaVxyf,

where the symmetric matrix @g is equal to

des-h

(B 4 (s P (452) )+ ( (7. Vzd:; n) ) |

We now prove that @Q = —algf5 - h. In order to do so, let us write the matrix P
P, . . .
under the form P = ( pqlw pp ) , where P, is a d x d symmetric matrix, p € R?
d+1

and pg+1 € R. The matrix ]5& given by Lemma 2.5 can therefore be written

ﬁ 8yS£P1 _Ple3g+ p
a — T ;
(—Plv_xsg—f—p) Bylsi (VXSQ-Plv_XSQ—I—derl—QP-VXSQ)

and it follows that for any h € H*+3/2(R?), the matrix dgl5 - h is given by
8y (dgs-h) Pl —P1VX (dgsh)
(—P1Vx (das - h))" 51 (2Vx (das-h) - PiVx 50— 2P Vi (das - ) )

9y(dash) Vxs4-P1Vxsatpas1—2pVxsa
ay Sa 8y Sa ’

It is then easy, though tedious, to check that CNQQ = —dgl5 -h. From (3.34) we obtain
therefore =V 4 - ngxyyif;’h =Vx,y daP- hvxmfg ant it remains only to check
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that Tﬂ; ,, satisfies the boundary conditions to conclude the proof of the lemma.
From Prop. 2.13 and Remark 2.14, one has d,s - h|y,—0 = h and 9ys4|y—0 = a — b so
that o° , satisfies the Dirichlet boundary stated in the lemma on the upper bound-
ary of the strip S. To check that the Neumann condition of the lower boundary is
also satisfied, recall that by definition

2 ~ dgs - h
a’lj%z,hb:*l == Cd+1- (P@VX,y(és—sayfg)Hy:—r
Yy a

Now, recall that owing to Remark 2.14, one has dus - h|y=—1 = 0, so that

B Oy(dys - h
85&5;.“7;:71 = (?J(;Q)VXSQ - P1Vx8sq +Ppat+1 —2p- szg)ayfm -1
& (Oysa) &y
One can check that this latter expression equals —eg41 - (dgl5 - hVx fg)|y:_1,
which concludes the proof. ([

From (3.33) and Lemma 3.22, Tg,, — T)Z’h solves

{ —Vxy 'ﬁgvX,y(igh - 17;7}1) =0

- Py e
(Va,h — T’Z,h”y:O = _ﬁayfgy:()a On*(Vg,n — ?’2 n)ly=—1=0;

by definition of the DN operator G(a,b), it follows that _&1}(@7}1 - if;h”yzo =
G(a,b)( — =250, f2ly=0), or equivalently

Por P h
(3.35) —O0n Vg, ly=0 = —On Ty ply=0 — G(a, b)(mﬁy £aly=0)-

To finish the proof, we write d,G(-,b)f - h in terms of —85&52,“@,:0.

One has G(a,b)f = eat1 - PaVx,yf2]y—0; hence, using the fact the 7, 5 denotes the
derivative of the mapping a — f> at a applied to h € H*3/2(R%),

(3.36) daG(-b)f - h = eqi1 - daP - WV x4y f2ly=0 — O “Taynly=0-

Together with (3.35), and using the identity Gyfg|y:0 = (a—b)Z, with Z as defined
in the statement of the theorem, this yields

(337)  daG(b)f -h = earr - daP - WV, 2l,m0 — 00T ylym0 — Gla.b) (hZ).

Lemma 3.24. Under the assumptions and with the notations of the theorem, one
has

. B, v -
€d+1 - Ao P - hVX7yf£|y:0 — 557%2,“7;:0 = - < OX ) . [hPa< % ):| .

Proof. Recall that owing to Prop. 2.13 and Remark 2.14, one has s4|o = @, 9ySalo =
a—b, dys- hlo =h and Oydys - hlo = h. Using the same notations as in the proof
of Lemma 3.22, one obtains

~0n" T ule = —(PVxa-p)VihZ
h
3 (Vxa-PIVxa+pit1—2p-Vxa) Z
—hVx - PiVxf—hVx - [(-PiVxa+p)Z].
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Using the expression of dgﬁ - h given in the proof of Lemma 3.22, we also compute

ear1 doP - hVxyflly—0 = —PiVxh-Vxf+2(PiVxa—p) VxhZ

h
3 (Vxa- PiVxa+pan —2p- Vxa)Z,

and the lemma follows. d
The theorem is then a simple consequence of (3.37) and Lemma 3.24. d

Theorem 3.20 is crucial in the symbolic analysis of the linearized water-wave
equations. However, one can notice that the explicit expression it gives is not
very useful at the time of giving estimates of the shape derivatives. Indeed, both
terms of this expression are in H*~1/2(R%), while the derivative of the DN operator
belongs to H*+1/2(R%). This means that there is a cancellation of the most singular
components of both terms. Estimates of the shape derivatives have therefore to be
done at an upper level.

Proposition 3.25. Let my = (%] and k € N, k > mg. Suppose that a €

HF+3/20 [2motl/2(RY), Vx f € HFFY2(RY) and b € Cf°(RY) satisfy (3.1). Then
the mapping
a €U, C H*32(RY) — G(a,b)f € HH/2(RY)
is C™ and the successive derivatives are “tame”:
i. For all h € H*3/2(R9), one has

|dgG(',b)f : h|Hk+1/2 < C(k, B, |Q|H2m0+1/2’ |va|Hm0_1/2)
X (1Pl gsare + (Bl gmosrsz (@l grrsare + |Vix flpres2));
ii. For all hy, hy € H"3/2(RY)
‘de(‘,b)f : (h17h2)‘Hk+1/2 <C (k, B, |Q|H2m0‘*'1/27 |va|Hm°_1/2)

X (|h1|Hk+3/2 |h2|HmO+1/2 + |h2|Hk+3/2 |h1|Hm0+1/2

Flhalgmo+1/2|hal gmo+isz(la] g2 + |fo|Hk+1/2))%
iii. Similar estimates hold for d}G(-,b)f, j > 3.

Proof. Recall that if the diffeomorphism s, is the regularizing diffeomorphism con-
structed in Prop. 2.13, one has dgs - h = (y + 1)x(Ay|D|)h for some A > 0 and
where x is the same compactly supported function as in the proof of Lemma 2.13.
Therefore, for all k > my, ||des - h|lk+1,2 < Cst |h|grs1/2. From the explicit expres-

sion of ]5& given in Lemma 2.5, and with the same computations as for Lemma 2.8,
one obtains therefore

(3:38)  |ldaP - hlle2 < C (B, lalgmosis2) (1hlgesssz + bl o a2lal o) ;

recall also that owing to Th. 2.9 and Remark 2.10 (with Q = }59), the solution fg
to (3.32) satisfies for all k£ > 0 the tame estimate
(3.39)

IV fllirrz < Ok, Bylalgsngesss) (19x fligeensa + VxS mo-s/alal s )
Now, recall that we saw in (3.36) that

duG(-b)f - h = a1 - daP - hV x,y f2] =0 — 0% T n | y=o,
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where v, 5, solves (3.33). From (3.38) and (3.39), together with Lemma 2.11, it is
easy to see that the first term of the r.h.s. satisfies the estimate of the proposition.
The estimate on the second term of the r.h.s. is deduced from Th. 2.9 applied to
the boundary value problem (3.33).

Since the method to obtain the estimates on higher derivatives of G(-,b)f are ab-
solutely similar, we omit the proof. O

4. THE LINEARIZED WATER-WAVES EQUATIONS

4.1. Trigonalization of the linearized system. As seen in the introduction, the
water-waves equations read

¢ =Gy =0

1 , 1
Oy + gC + §|VX¢| T AT VACP)

where, for the sake of simplicity, we wrote G({) instead of G({,b), b being the
parameterization of the bottom.
We can write this system in condensed form as

(4.2) U+ FU)=0,
with U = (¢,¢)T and

(4.1) (G(O)Y + Vx(-Vx)® =0,

(4.3) FU) = (_ G(O), g + %|VX7/)|2 B (G(CéqfliTéié;)X¢) )T.

This section is devoted to the study of the linearized water-waves equations around
an admissible reference state, in the following sense:

Definition 4.1. Let T > 0. We say that U = (¢,¢)” is an admissible reference
state if (¢, ¢ — g‘tzo)T € C([0,T); H*(R%)?), and Vxi, € H>® (R4 and if
moreover

Jho >0  such that min{-b,{ —b} > hg on [0,T] x RY,
where we recall that y = b(X) is a parameterization of the bottom.

By definition, the linearized operator £ associated to (4.2) is given by L :=
0 + dy F; from the explicit expression of F given above, one computes

_ —d¢G( )Y ~G(¢)
W= < ~ZdG(-) —Zv-Vx+g v-Vx—ZG() )

with Z = Z(U), v := v(U) and, for all U = ((, )T smooth enough,

(4.4)

(4.5) 2(U) = m (GO + VxC - V)
and
(4.6) v(U) :=Vxv — Z({U)VxC.

According to Th. 3.20, we have, for all ¢ € H*(R?),

deG () - ¢ = —G(O(ZC) — Vx - (Cv),
so that £ reads

_ G()(Z) +Vx - () —Gl)
L£=0t < ZG( (—')‘f'(g"i(ZVX 'v) v-Vx - —ZG(Q) > '



WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE WATER-WAVES EQUATIONS 31

One can check that the principal part of the above operator admits iv - £ as an
eigenvalue of multiplicity two and a nontrivial Jordan block. Taking V := ({, ¢ —
Z(¢)T as new unknown makes this Jordan block appear under its canonical form.
Unexpectedly enough, this change of unknowns not only trigonalizes the principal
symbol of dy F but also gives an explicit and extremely simple expression of the
lower order terms:

Proposition 4.2. Let T > 0, U be an admissible reference state, and G =
(G1,G9)T € C2%([0,T], H>*(R9)?).

The following two assertions are equivalent:

i. The pair U = (¢, )T solves LU = G on [0,T] x RY;

ii. The pair V := ((,v — Z¢)T solves MV = H on [0,T] x RY, with

— G — Vx-(v) —G(O)
H"(Gg—lzal) and M._at+< xg z-Vx>’

where a . =g+ hZ+v-VxZ.

Notation 4.3. For all U smooth enough, we write

(4.7) aU):=g+0:2(U)+v(U)-VxZ(U),

where Z(U) and v(U) are as defined in (4.5)-(4.6), so that a = a(U).

The coefficient a appearing in the trigonalized operator M obviously plays an
important role. It is therefore interesting to give it a physical meaning. The pair
(¢,9) being given as in Prop. 4.2, we can define a velocity potential ¢ by solving
the Laplace equation (1.7) in the fluid domain with Dirichlet condition ¢ = % at
the surface and homogeneous Neumann condition at the bottom. In accordance
with (1.10), we introduce the pressure P as

1
(4.8) P =09+ §|Vx7y?|2 +9y.

The following proposition shows that if ({, 1) solves the water-waves equations (4.1)
at some time to, then the pressure P defined in (4.8) vanishes at the surface and the
normal derivative of the pressure at the surface coincides with —a. The condition
a > ¢o > 0 we shall impose later -see (4.10)- coincides therefore with the traditional
Taylor criterion [33, 3, 22, 37] that the interface is not accelerating into the fluid
region more rapidly than the normal component of the gravity.

Proposition 4.4. Let T > 0 and U be an admissible reference state. If for some
to € [0,T], U solves the water-waves equations (4.1), then P, defined in (4.8),
satisfies

Pliy=cto,xy =0 and =, Pliy=c(to,x)y = alto,")-
Proof. Let us remark that

at@{y:C(tX)} = 8tﬁ_8y9|{y:g(t7x)}at£,
Vxdly=ct.x)y = Vx¥—0y0|—ci.x)Vxé,
Oydliy=c.x)y = 4,

where Z = Z(U) is defined in (4.5). It follows therefore from (4.8) that

1 1
~Pl(y=ce.x)) = 0 + 98+ 5IVxd* = 5Z (20 — GO + Vi - Vx() .
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From this expression, one deduces easily that P|r,—¢(, x)1 = 0 if U solves (4.1) at
time ¢t = tp.
We now prove the second statement of the proposition. One has by definition

1
—On, Plyy=ce.x)y = = 1+ [VxCP? (_VX£ "VxP+ 8742) |{y:c(t,x)} :

At time t = to, we just saw that P|g,—¢(s,,x)} = 0, from which one deduces easily
that —0n, Pl{y=c(to,x)} = —OyLl{y=c(to,x)}- Now, from the definition (4.8) of P,
one computes

—0yP = 00,0+ Vx¢- Vxyd+ 00050 + g.
Remarking that

00y D) (y=ct. 0y = %Z — 05l 1y=ct.x 1 0eG,
VxOy8ly=cexy = VxZ—95ly=cexn VxS,
one obtains finally —0yP|{,=¢(t,,x)} = &(to, ), which concludes the proof. O

4.2. Study of the trigonalized operator M. Because the principal part of M
has a Jordan block, the Cauchy problem

MV =H
Vli=o = Vo,

could be either ill- or well-posed. Such situations have been extensively studied
for differential systems (see [16] and references therein for the study of general
non strictly hyperbolic problems, and [11] for a more related situation), and seem
inherent to the water-waves problem [10, 36, 37]: in order to be well-posed, a Lévy
condition is needed on the sub-principal symbol of M. Since the operator G(() is
positive, the Lévy condition on M reads B

(4.10) Jeg >0 such that  a(¢, X) > oo, V(t, X) € [0,T] x R,

where a is defined in terms of U as in Prop. 4.2. The next proposition shows that
under this condition, the Cauchy problem associated to the trigonalized operator
M is well-posed, and that one gets tame estimates on the solution.

(4.9)

Proposition 4.5. Let my = f%}, T > 0 and let U be an admissible reference
state. Let also H € C([0,T] x H(R%)?) and Vo € H>®(R)2.

Then, there is a unique solution V€ C1([0,T], H>*(R%)?) to (4.9) and for all k € N,
there exists Ky, v, such that

|V(t)|Hk+1/2><Hk+1 < ﬁkezkt|%|Hk+l/2XHk+1

t
CRETN / L) F(#) s o s dt?
0

t
+ ﬁk/ el (t=t) (|£|Hk~+3/2 + |v|grre + o — g|Hk~+1) |V|Hm0+3/2><Hm0+2dt/.
0

The constants kg, v, depend on b and U through

Ky = O(k;B7|E_g|H;”0—1/27|£|H’}"0+1/2)7
Ve = O(ka B7 |E - g|H;/2+mDv |X|H;LD+3/25 |£|H;{D+1/2a |8tg|H;”0*1/25 |8t£|H;’jD*1/2)a

where qo is an integer depending only on d, and B is as in Notation 3.5.
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4.2.1. Proof of Prop. 4.5. As it is often the case for equations similar to (4.9) (see
e.g. [36, 37]), we first consider a parabolic regularization of (4.9):

MV =H : L 0 —e2A?
(4.12) {V|t_0:VO, . with Ms'—M+(o . )

Even for (4.12), well-posedness is not straightforward. As in [36, 37], we choose to
use an iterative scheme to prove it. Let us first introduce the notations

(4.13) Vyf = %(vx (f¥)+v-Vxf), VfeSRY,

and

_( Vv A _(3Vx-x -G
(TR =0T R
so that M, =0, + A. + A.
We seek a solution of (4.12) as a limit of the sequence (V"),, defined for all n € N
as

(4.14)

n+1 __ _ n
{ (8t+A€)V =H - AV ) and VOZ‘/O

Vn+1|t:0 — ‘/07
Well-posedness of Cauchy problems of type (4.14) is ensured by the next lemma.

Lemma 4.6. Let T > 0, U be an admissible reference state, and let also H =
(Hy, H2)T € C([0,T], H*(R%)?) and Vo € H*®(RY)2. For alle € (0,1), the Cauchy
problem
{ O+ A)V =H
V=0 = Vo,

admits a unique solution V€ C([0,T), H*(R%)?). Moreover, for all s € R there
exists As = As(e,U) and Cy = C(s,e,U) such that

t
[V | gexarasr < Cs (eAst|v0|stHs+l +/ ewt>|H(t’)|stHs+1dt').
0

Proof. In order to perform energy estimates on the equation, we seek a change of

N

unknowns which symmetrizes the operator A.. Let S. = 0

4= 0
-1 _
5 = < 0 1A
The operator S. is a symmetrizer of A, in the sense that S.A.S-! = Al + A%, with

= (e P Ag:(mvov’%] A[vl(,)A—l])’

that is, the principal part Al of S:A.S-! is an anti-adjoint operator of order one.
The natural energy Ej . associated to the equation is therefore defined as E; (V) :=

|S€ASV|§ = (ASV, SEASV). As usual, one computes

d

Ee_g)‘tEsﬁ(V) —2 e PME, (V) 4 2e 2N (A%(0; + A-)V, SZA°V)

(4.15) — 2P (ACALV,SZAV) + e M (AT, [0y, SZATV)

0
A )7 one has

) (note the importance here of the Lévy condition (4.10)).
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Estimate of (AS(0y + A.)V,S2ASV). By Cauchy-Schwartz and then Hélder’s
inequality, one obtains easily

1 1
(4.16) |(A*(@ + AV, SZAV)| < SEee(V) + S Eac (91 + A)V).

Estimate of (ASA.V,SZA®V). One has

(A®AV,S2A°V) = (SN ANT°STHSAY, ScAPY),
and since the principal symbols of S.A®A.A7*S-! and S.A.S-! are the same,
we deduce from the decomposition S.A.S-! = Al + AY above that the operator

S.ASA.A5S71 is of order one with skew-symmetric principal symbol. Classical
results of pseudo-differential calculus yield therefore

(A°AV,S2AV)| < Clens.T) [SAVE
(4.17) = C(aasag)ES,E(V)'

8tg 0

Estimate of (A®V, [0, S?]ASV). Since [0}, 52] = < 0 0

(A*V, [0y, S2IA*V) = (A*VA, 0,aA®V1) and thus
(4.18) | (AV, [0, SZIAV) | < C(U) Eo e (V).
Endgame. Using (4.15), (4.16), (4.17) and (4.18) one obtains

ie—”tES,E(V) < e M4 C(s,6,U) —20) Eq (V)

dt
+ e PME, (0 + A)V).

For ) large enough (in order for the prefactor of E; . to be negative in the r.h.s. of
the inequality above),we have therefore

) , one obtains easily

t
(4.19) E..(V(t) <e*ME, . (Vo) +/ B (0 + AV (H))dt.
0

Now, remark that 1|V|%. .1 < Eso(V) < K|V[%., yoi1, for some constant
depending on ¢, s, ci and U. Equation (4.19) gives therefore the desired energy
0

estimate in H* x H*"l-norm, and it is routine to conclude the proof by classical
duality arguments. O

Owing to this lemma, we have the following estimate for (4.14):

t
}Vn—i-l VO|H5><H3+1+/ e)\s(t—t)|H_AV”|H5><H3+1dt/).
0

< (O x (ekst

Hex Ho+1

From the definition of A, one obtains easily, for all s > d/2,
AV | grecgzens < C (BLU) VP o,

so that one has finally, for all s > d/2,

[V e grosn < C (5,8, B,U)

x (e

t
Volme x ms+1 +/ A (HE) o seposr + V() o xaresr) dt").
0

Proving the convergence of the iterative scheme (4.14) is then classical. We have
therefore:
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Lemma 4.7. Let T > 0 and U be an admissible reference state satisfying (4.10).
Let also H = (Hy, Hy)T € C([0,T), H*(R%)?) and Vo € H*(R%)2.

Then, for all € € (0,1), there exists a unique solution V € C1([0,T], H*(R%)?) to
(4.12).

We now turn to give precise energy estimates on the solution V' to (4.12) given
by Lemma 4.7.
Let us denote by M, the spatial part of the operator M_, so that M_ =0, + M,
and decompose it as M, = M, ., + M, , with

— vl _Qe.u _ %VX v H
Ml,s,,u - < a v! > y and Moﬂu = ( 0 _%VX v ’

where G_ , := G(¢) +&?A% + p and p is some real positive constant (which we add
here because we will need the operator G(¢) + p to control the H'/?-norm as in
Prop. 3.8).

As in the proof of Lemma 4.6, the strategy consists in symmetrizing the principal
part of the operator, namely, M, _ ,. The operator S, ,, which symmetrizes M, . ,

is given here by
a O
Sa,p, = ( \é: G1/2 ) )
Ze.u

where Qi/i denotes the square root of the operator G, ,. The natural energy to
consider here is therefore

s S 1 a 0
(420) 58’6#(‘/) = (A ‘/:SSMA V), with S‘gxﬂ = ( e > .

e
In fact, we do not work directly with all s € R: the estimates of Th. 2.9 show that
it is convenient to work with Sobolev spaces H**1/2(R%), k € N. Instead of taking
s =k + 1/2 in the definition above, we change it slightly as

(4.21) ErirjpenV)= D (AV20°V, 82, AV20°V);
a€eNd |a|<k

when € = 0, we write simply &1 /2, instead of £41/2,0,,- The link between spaces
of finite energy for (4.21) and Sobolev spaces is made in the next lemma.

Lemma 4.8. Let T > 0 and U be a reference state satisfying (4.10).
Then, there exists > 0 such that for all V€ H*(R%)? and k € N,

1
K_|V|?{k+1/2ka+1 S 5k+1/2,s,ﬁ(v) - €2|‘/2|?{k+3/2 S ﬁk|v|§{k+l/2><Hk+1a

where Ky, is as in the statement of Prop. 4.5.

Notation 4.9. From now on, we always take p = p and write simply ;12 instead
of gk+1/2,s,&-

Proof. For all a € N%, |a| < k, write (Al/an‘V, S§7MA1/280‘V) = A1 + Ag, with
(4.22)  Ara = (AY20°V1,aA?0°V1),  Aga = (AV20°VR,G. ,AY20°V).
Upper and lower bound for A; are easy to find:

(4.23) CO|V1|§—IIC+1/2 S Z ALa S (g + |Q - gloo)"/lﬁ_[kJrl/z'
a€eNY |a|<k
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Remark now that Az o = (AY/20°Va, (G({) + p)AY20°Vs) +2|A3/29° V4|3, so that
using Prop. 3.8 (and assuming that p is large enough), one obtains

1
(4.24) 6|‘/2|?{k+1 < Z Ag o — 82|‘/2|§{k+3/2 < Q|‘/2|f'{k+17
- a€eN? |a|<k

where C = C (B, 11, [{| gmo+1/2), and B is as in Notation 3.5.
The lemma follows therefore from (4.21) and (4.22)-(4.24). O

Before adressing the heart of the proof, let us recall some useful nonlinear esti-
mates.

Lemma 4.10. Let k € N and o € N¢ such that |a| = k. Let a € H*®(R?) and
v e H®RY and define Vy as in (4.13). Then:
i. For all s >0, and u € H*(R?), one has

|[A1/28a, a]u|Hs < Cst (|a|1’oo|U|Hk71/2+s + |a|Hk+1/2+s|u|oo) ;
ii. For all s >0, and u € H>*(R?), one has

[IA120%, V. Jul . < Cst ([Vla,oolulgpos/zee + V] gusaras

ul1,00) -

Proof. The first point of the lemma is the classical Kato-Ponce estimate [24]. The
second one is a consequence of this estimate since one has

1
[AY20% V. Ju = [AY20% v] - Vxu + §[A1/28"“, V- v]u.
O
Lemma 4.11. Let T > 0 and U be an admissible reference state satisfying (4.10).
Then, for all k € N, the solution V' to (4.12) satisfies

t
Ehr1/2,(V(1) < ™ E11/0..(Vo) +/ 2 g o (H(E))adt!
0
t
+ / 2 (G B sase + [V ) Fpase + |a(t) = glFer) Emgray2(V(E))dt
0

t
=+ 52/ e2r(t=t) (|E(t/) - g|§1k+3/2 + |X(t/)|§{k+5/2) 5m0+3/2(v(t/))dt/a
0
where the constant vy, is as in the statement of Prop. 4.5.

Proof. Throughout this proof, we write sg := mg — 1/2 > d/2. We proceed as in
the proof of Lemma 4.6. One computes

d

5672”516“/2,5(‘/) = —2we &1 1/0.(V)

+ 207N (AP0 + ML)V, 2 AYP00V)

[e3

_ 26—21/1‘,2 (A1/280¢M17€’H‘/7 SEZ7MA1/280¢V)

[e3

— 27N (AP0 M, V82 AP0V

(4.25) + ey (AV200V, [0y, 52, INV20°V),
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where the sums are taken over all o € N%, |a| < k.
Estimate of (Al/zaaMl’s,MV, ngAl/zaaV). From the definition of M, . , and
Se,u, one computes easily - - -
(AY200M, .V, S2 AVP00V) = (AY20%(V W), aA 0% Vr)
+ (Al/Qaa(vl‘/?)’Qs’#Al/2aaV'2)
+ [(Al/zao‘(ng),Q€7MA1/28°“/2) _ (Al/QaaQ&M‘/Q,QAl/ZaaVl)}
(4.26) = I + 1o+ Is.

e Estimate of I;. Using the fact that the operator Vy is anti-adjoint, one finds
1
I = —(gAl/an‘Vl, [v!’ A1/2aa]‘/1) _ §(A1/28a‘/1, [v!’ g]Al/an‘Vl).

Using Lemma 4.10 one can control the first term of the r.h.s. and remarking that
[Vy,a] = v - Vxa, one can control also the second one:

] < Cst [aAY20Vala ([l oo+ Vil gwsire + |¥]issrz [ Vil iveo )
+  Cst |v]zeo

a— glgso+ |Vl|§{k+1/2-
Using Holder’s inequality and Lemma 4.8, one obtains therefore
(4.27) 11| < D&y, (V) 4 Emgr1/2(V)|¥ Frsa/2s
where, throughout this proof, D, is a positive constant which depends on the same
parameters as v, in the statement of Prop. 4.5.
e Estimate of I>. Using the fact that the operators Vy and G, , are respectively
anti- and self-adjoint, one computes
1
I2 _ (QE7MA1/2604V'27[A1/2aa7vﬂ‘/2) _ 5(/\1/2({90“/2,[VX,Q&M]AUQ@O“/Q)
(4.28) := Iz + Iso.
By Prop. 3.8 we have
|121| < O(Bv 2% |£|Hm0+1/2) |‘/2|H’“‘*'1 | [A1/2aa’ vl]‘/Q ‘HI/Q
+ €2|V2|Hk+3/2 | [A1/28°‘, Vl]‘/g |H1;

we then use Lemmas 4.8 and 4.10, as well as Holder’s inequality to find

(4.29) |-[21| S Qk5k+1/2,s(v) + gmg—',-l/z(v) (|X|?qk+2 + 82|X|§{k+5/2) .
To control Is2, one uses successively Prop. 3.18 and Lemma 4.8 to find
(4.30) [Io2| < DyEy1/2,(V).
From (4.28), (4.29) and (4.30), we obtain finally
(431) |I2| < Qk5k+1/2,s(v) + gmg—i—l/Z(V) (|X|§{k+2 + 52|X|§{k+5/2) .
e Estimate of I3. One has

I; = (QA1/2(‘)0‘V1’[Q57H7A1/280¢]‘/2) + ([A1/28a,Q]Vl,gs’#/\l/zaa‘/g)
(4.32) = I31 + Iso.

Using Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and Prop. 3.15, we obtain
|I31] < |aAY20°Vi]o M (go + 1/2) (|Valgesrsa + [l ressra [ Val prmossra)
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where ¢q is the same as in Prop. 3.15.
It is then easy to deduce that

(4.33) I31] < DyEiry2.e(V) + ¢ Hiwssr2Emorasa(V)-
For I35, we proceed as for Is; and find
(4.34) |IB2| < Qk5k+1/2,s(v) + (|ﬂ - g|§{k+1 + 52|g - g|qu+3/2) 5m0+1/2(v)-

From (4.32), (4.33) and (4.34), we have therefore
(4.35)
3] < DyEry1y2,.(V) + (|§|qu+3/2 +la — gl7n +%la— glfuiare) Emot3/2(V).

Finally, from (4.26), (4.27), (4.31) and (4.35) one obtains the estimate:
Yo (AP M, V82 AY?0°V) < Dy (V)

la|<k
+ (IS ks + 1¥5mee + la = gl3me1) Emgrasa(V)
(4.36) + €2 (|Q — g|%1k+3/2 + |X|%ﬂc+5/2) Sm0+3/2(v)'

Estimate of (Al/zao‘M07MV, S§7MA1/28°‘V). Without any particular difficulty,
this term is bounded from above by

(4.37) Qk5k+1/2,a(v) + (|X|§{k+3/2 + 52|X|§{k+5/2)8m0+3/2(v)'

Estimate of (AY/29°V,[0;,S2 ,JAY/20°V). Remark that this term can be de-

composed into (A1/280‘V1, atgAlﬁaavl) + (A1/280‘V2, [0, G(g)]Al/Qﬁo‘Vg); the first
term of this decomposition is easy to bound; for the second, we use Prop. 3.19, so
that finally

(4.38) D (AV20V,[0r, 52 INY20V) < DyEiyrya (V).
lo| <k

End of the proof. From (4.25), (4.36), (4.38) and (4.38), we obtain, as in the
proof of Lemma 4.6,

d _, Y
e E12:(V) < 14Dy —20)Ek41/2:(V) + e 2 Ei1/2.((0 + M)

dt
+ e (s + [¥lEere + @ = glFne) Emgrs2(V)
+ e (52 (|E - g|§{k+3/2 + |X|?{k+5/2)) 5m0+3/2(v)-

When (1+ D,, —2v) is negative, the estimate of the lemma follows easily from this
expression. O

We can now prove the well-posedness of (4.9). In order to do this, we show that
the sequence (V).¢(0,1), where V¢ denotes the solution to (4.12), converges to a
solution of (4.9) when ¢ — 0.

Let us first prove that (V¢). is a Cauchy sequence. Let 0 < g9 < g1 < 1 and write
W =V —Ve2, One has

M. _W=H . —(e2 — A2V
{ Wﬁ;o - 0’ £1,€2 Wlth I{51752 = ( ( 1 02) 2 .

Remark now that, as a first consequence of Lemma 4.11, for all k£ € N, there exists
My > 0 such that [V5| x+1 < My, for all € € (0,1). Applying Lemma 4.11 to W
T
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yields therefore

T
Ekr1y2.e, (W () < (61— 3)C (U, T) My + / 2 CWU)Epg 112 (W (H))dt.
0

From a Gronwall type argument, we deduce

sup Epyi1/2,,(W(t) —0 as & —0,
te[0,T]

and it follows therefore from Lemma 4.8 that (V¢). is a Cauchy-sequence in
C([0,T), H*+1/2(R) x H**1(R%)). The sequence is therefore convergent in this
space, and the limit solves (4.9). The estimate given in the proposition is simply
obtained by taking € = 0 in Lemmas 4.8 and 4.11.

4.3. Tame estimates for the water-waves equations. In this section, we give
our main result concerning the linearized water-waves equations: the Cauchy prob-
lem

LU =G
4.39 = ’
(4:39) { Ult=0 = Uo

is well-posed, and the solution U satisfies tame estimates. We first need to introduce
two scales of Banach spaces, namely E, and F, in which the estimates can be
written simply, and in which a Nash-Moser scheme can be constructed.

Definition 4.12. Let T > 0 and a € R. Define the Banach spaces E, and F, as
2 . .
Eq =) C7 (0,7, H*r 29 (RY)?)
=0

1
o= () €7 (10,7), B/ (RY?) ) x HOP (R,
§=0
and endow them with the norms
1

2
e, = D100 flgava=ss 19 W)IE, = Y1079l garios + |hlgasa.
J=0

Jj=0

Notation 4.13. An admissible reference state U = ({, )7 does not necessarily

belong to the Banach scale E, because w‘ . is not necessarily in a Sobolev space
—[t=

(though its gradient is). However, we abusively use the notation |U|g. to denote

the quantity

|Q|Ea = |Q—Q‘t E, + |VEQ|t=D|Ha+1.

ol
Proposition 4.14. Let mg = [%1, T > 0 and U be an admissible reference state
satisfying (4.10). Let also G € C*([0,T] x H®(R%)?2) and Uy € H>®(R%)2.

Then there is a unique solution U € C%([0,T], H*(R%)2) to (4.89). Moreover, for
alla € R, a > mg + 1, the following estimate holds,

|U|Ea < C(k, B, |Q|Eq0+l/27 T) [|(G7 U0)|Fa+3/2 + |(G7 U0)|Fm0+1 |Q|Ea+5/2} )
for some qp € N depending only on d.
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P’/’OOf. Denote U() = (UOl,UOQ)T and let V() = (U()l,U()Q — Z|t:0U()1)T and H :=
(G1,G2 — ZG1)T. Prop. 4.5 asserts that there exists a unique solution V &
C*([0,T], H*(R%)?) to the Cauchy problem (4.9). Owing to Prop. 4.2, we know
that U := (V1,Va + ZVi)T solves the Cauchy problem (4.39). We now proceed to
derive tame estimates on U from the energy estimate (4.11).

Taking k = mg + 1 in (4.11), one obtains by a simple Gronwall argument that

(440) |V|H;n0+3/2><H;n0+2 < C(B, |Q|E T) X (|U0|Hm0+2 + |G|H;n0+2),

qo+1/2?

for some ¢qp depending only on d. Plugging this expression into (4.11)k42, and
estimating the quantities |H (¢)|gr+s/2 y grass and (|C] grsrsz + V] grera +]a— gl gss)
which appear in (4.11) in terms of U, Uy and G by standard tame estimates, one
obtains (taking a larger g if necessary),

Vigtrorzmses < C(kBylUlEy, 20 T)
X [|(G, UQ)|F,c+2 + |(G7 U0)|Fm0+1 |Q|Ek+3} )

from which it is easy to deduce (using the formula U = (V;, V5 + ZV})7T),
(4.41)
|U|H;+5/2 < C(k’ B, |Q|qu+1/2’T) [|(G’ U0)|Fk+2 + |(G7 U0)|Fm0+1 |Q|Ek+3} .

In order to obtain a control of U in Ej /5 we still need to control 9;U and 02U
in H¥t3/2 and H*+1/2 respectively.

Since U = —dyF - U + G one has |8tU|H;+3/2 < |duyF - U|H;+3/2 + |G|H§+3/2;
from the expression of dyF given in (4.4) and the tame estimates of Prop. 3.25,
one deduces

|atU|H¥+3/2 < O(k‘, B, |Q|Eq0+1/2) (|U|H;+5/2 + |U|H?0+1/2|Q|H§+5/2) + |G|H§+3/2’

which, together with (4.41), yields
(4.42)
|8tU|H;+3/2 < C(kv 37 |Q|Eq0+l/27T) [|(G7 UO)|Fk+2 + |(G7 UO)|Fm0+1|Q|Ek+3} .

Finally, one has 9?U = —d%]]:- (U,U) —dyF - U + 0:G. One can compute
d? F from the expression of dyF given in (4.4) and prove that it is a tame bilinear
mapping using Prop. 3.25. Using (4.41) and (4.42) we can then obtain a tame
estimate on 92U (we do not detail the proof since it does not raise any particular
difficulty). Namely,
(4.43)

|8152U|H;+1/2 < C(k, B, |Q|Eq0+l/27 T) [|(G7 UO)|Fk+2 +1(G, UO)|Fm0+1 |Q|Ek+3] :

The proposition is then a consequence of (4.41), (4.42) and (4.43) for alla = k+1/2,
k €N, k > mg+ 1. By interpolation, we deduce it for all a € R, a > mg + 1. O

4.4. On the Lévy condition a > cg > 0. Asseen in Prop. 4.4, the Lévy condition
(4.10), namely a > ¢g > 0, is equivalent to the traditional Taylor criterion. Early
works [27, 10, 38] assume smallness conditions on U which imply that this criterion
holds. One of Wu’s key results [36, 37| is that, both for 1D or 2D surface waves,
one has indeed a = a(U) > ¢p > 0 as soon as the reference state U solves the
water-wave equations (4.1). We investigate in this section if this result extends to
the present case of finite depth. We first set some notations.
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Let Ty := {(X,b(X)),X € R} be the lower boundary of the fluid domain. One
can define the mapping n on I'y as

Iy — 54

" e —n(o)

so that n(o) is the inward unit normal vector to I', at ¢ € I'y,. This mapping is
regular and its derivative d,n at o is a linear map from 7,I, into Tn(g)Sd. Since
Tn(g)Sd = T,I'y by construction, d,n is an endomorphism of T,I'y,. By definition,
the second fundamental form of I'y is defined as

(444) IIb(U)(pv Q) = (ddnpv Q)Rd-Fl ) \V/p, qc To'rba

and where (-, -)gat+1 denotes the usual scalar product of RI*1.

In the next proposition, we show that the Lévy condition (4.10) is satisfied
provided that a certain smallness condition holds on the second fundamental form
evaluated at the bottom values of the velocity field.

Proposition 4.15. Let T' > 0 and U = (¢, Q)T be an admissible reference state,
and denote by ¢ the velocity potential associated to . Assume that for some to €
[0,T], U solves the water-waves equations (4.1), and that

(4.45) Uy(Vyxy, Vs )< ——b
[Ty, [Ty

V1+ Vb2
Then there exists co > 0 such that a(ty,-) > co on R,

Remark 4.16. i. The velocity potential ¢ associated to v is found solving the
Laplace equation (1.7) in the fluid domain_, with Dirichlet condition 1 at the sur-
face and homogeneous Neumann boundary condition at the bottom. This latter
condition ensures that for all o € Ty, V X}yg(a) lives in T, I'y, so that the expression
Hb(VthQ‘Fb : VX’yé\Fb) makes sense.

ii. If the bottom is flat, then II, = 0 everywhere, and criterion (4.45) is always
satisfied. Thus, in the case of flat bottoms, Wu’s result remains true: the gener-
alized Taylor’s sign condition —0n, P|(+,({(t0,")) > co > 0 holds provided that the
reference state U solves the water-waves equations (1.11) at time to.

iii. By continuity arguments, Wu’s result can also be extended to “nearly flat”
bottoms: no smallness condition on the reference state U is required for the gener-
alized Taylor’s sign condition to hold, provided that the bottom parameterization
b is flat enough (how flat depending on U).

iv. In 1D, the criterion given in the proposition reads simply

b//(8$¢)2 S ga

and is therefore always satisfied in the regions where the bottom surface is concave.
v. As we will see later, Taylor’s sign criterion a(0,-) is a sufficient condition for
the well-posedness of the water-waves equations for small times. This condition
is almost necessary, but the criterion given in Lemma 4.15 gives only a sufficient
condition for Taylor’s sign condition to be satisfied. Its interest lies in its simple
geometric form. It is for instance obvious that this sufficient condition is fulfilled
for flat or nearly flat bottoms, which is far from transparent if one works directly
with Taylor’s sign condition.
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Proof. Recall that a(to, ) = g+ (0:Z)(to,)+ (v VxZ)(to, ), where Z = Z(U) and
v = v(U) are given by (4.5) and (4.6). Since U (and its derivatives involved in Z
and v) vanishes at infinity, so do (0:Z)(to,-) and (v - VxZ)(to, -); the acceleration
of gravity g being strictly positive, one deduces that there exists ¢; > 0 and R > 0
such that a(tp, X) > ¢; whenever |X| > R, which is precisely the property we want
to prove. The remaining of the proof consists therefore in showing that there exists
¢o > 0 such that a(tg, X) > c2 on the ball | X| < R.

We know by Prop. 4.4 that a(to, ) = —0n, Pl{y=c(t,,x)}, Where —P = 0;¢ +
%|Vx7y9|2 + gy. Prop. 4.4 also asserts that P = 0 on the surface; it follows that P
solves the boundary value problem

[ AR A BT,
Pliy=ctto.x)3 =0, n_Plr, = =0a_ (5|Vx,40%) Ir, — 0n_(9y)-

The next lemma makes the link between the Neumann condition at the bottom and
the second fundamental form II;, (recall that by assumption, Vx ,¢|r, (o) belongs
to TUFb).

Lemma 4.17. The velocity potential ¢ being defined as above, one has

1
O (51Vx09P)|. = ~IL(Vxu@lr,. Vxpdlr,).

Proof. Step 1. Geometric tools. The first step consists in reparameterizing the

fluid domain €2 in the neighborhood of I'y. For n > 0 small enough, one can define

the mapping

I'y x (0,n) — wCQ

W
(0,2) — o+ 2zn(o);

if 7 small enough, ¥ is a C°°-parameterization of its range w. We now want to

define the gradient in these new coordinates. Let us denote by Vr, the gradient on

the submanifold I', and introduce Vr, ) defined as

(4.46) Vr,(2) = (Id + zden) ' Vr,.

One can prove ([5], see also [15] for the 1D case) that for any function w defined
on w one has
ow

(447) Vxyw(X,y) = 5 (P(X, ), o(X,9))n(P(X,9)) + (Vr, (o(x,0) (P(X, 1)),

where w := wo ¥, P(X,y) denotes the orthogonal projection of (X, y) on I'y (which
is unique if 7 is small enough) and p(X,y) := |(X,y) — P(X,y)|. From (4.47), it
follows in particular that

(4.48) On_w|r, = —Onw|r, = —0,W|,=0,

and that the tangential component of V x yw|r, is exactly Vr,w.
Step 2. We now use the tools introduced above to prove the result. According to
(4.48) and with the same notations as in the first step, one finds 9_Vx ,¢|r, =

—6Z%|Z:0. By definition, one also has Vx ,¢ = Vx ,¢ o ¥, so that using
(4.47), one obtains

O -
9 (% (5, 2))|oom(0) + 2 (VD) oco(0).

g (VX7y9)|Z:0(U) = 5(82 0z

0z
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Using (4.46), this yields

9 o 0,00 -
(449) E (VXJJ?) |z:0(0) = E (8—;(0, Z)) |z:01’1((7) — dUIIVFbQ.
Since by (4.48) we have —0n_ (5|Vxy9) Ir, = Vax,@lr, - 4% (Vo) | and

because by assumption Vx,y@pb is tangent to T'y, it follows from (4.49) that
—0n_ (3|Vxy9l?) Ir, = —Vx,y9Ir, - denVx y@|r,, which is the result claimed in
the lemma. O
g

V14|V, 02

ment of the proposition ensures that d,_P|r, > 0. Now, remark that P is sub-
1

harmonic because A(|Vx ,¢|%) = Z?;rl |Vx,,0;¢* > 0; whenever P reaches its
minimum, it is therefore necessarily on the boundary of the fluid domain 2 and at
such a point the outward normal derivative is strictly negative. From the obser-
vation made above, P cannot reach its minimum on I'y. Its minimum is therefore
reached on the surface, where P vanishes identically. Hence, P is positive in the
fluid domain. Moreover, any point of the surface being a minimum for the subhar-
monic function P, one has 0, , P < 0 everywhere on the surface.

As said above, one has a(to, X) = —0n, P(X,((to,X)). It follows that one has
a(to, X) > 0 everywhere on R%. By a continuity argument, there exists c > 0 such
that a(to, X) > ¢ for all X in the ball | X| < R. Taking ¢p = min{cy, c2} concludes
the proof of the proposition. O

Remarking that —0n_(gy) = the assumption made in the state-

5. THE NONLINEAR EQUATIONS

In this section, we construct a solution to the water-wave equations. The crucial
step is the tame estimate on the linearized equation proved in the previous section.
The iterative scheme we use here is of Nash Moser type. We first state a Nash-Moser
implicit function theorem in Section 5.1 and then use it to solve the water-waves
equations in 5.2.

5.1. A simple Nash-Moser implicit function theorem. For the sake of sim-
plicity, we do not use an optimal form of the Nash-Moser theorem. A very simple
version of this result can be found in [31]; for the sake of completeness, we repro-
duce here this result.

Let E, and F,, a > 0 be two scales of Banach spaces and denote E. = Ng>0Eq,
Fso = Ng>0F,. Assume also that there exist some smoothing operators (Sg)p>1 :
Eo — E satisfying for every V € E, 8§ > 1 and s and ¢ > 0,

{ |SOV|E5 < Os,tﬁs‘t|V|Et if s>t

(5.50) V = SgV]p, < Conbt[V]s, if s<t.

We also assume that |V|g, < |V|g, whenever s < t.

Theorem 5.1. Let ® : Eo — Fso and assume that there exists U € F, an

integer m > 0, a real number § and constants C1,Cy and (Cg)e>m Such that for
any U, VW € E,

. Va>m, |®U)|lr, <C.(1+|Ulg,..)
(551) |U — U|E3m <= |dU(I) . ‘/Y|F2m < Cl|V|E3m
5 ® - (V, W), < Co|V 5y, W], -
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Moreover, one assumes that for every U € Eo such that |U—U|3m < 0, there exists
an operator U(U) : Foo — Eo satisfying for any ¢ € Foo, du® - U (U)p = ¢ and

(5.52) Va>m, [®(U)¢lp, < Ca(1¢lFuim +1UlE. . |0lR,) -

Then if |2(U)|r,,, is sufficiently small (with respect to some upper bound of 1/4,
|Ular and (Cq)a<m where M depends only on m), there exists a function U € Ey
such that ®(U) = 0.

Remark 5.2. The proof of [31] shows in fact that M > 3m and that for all a > M,
assuming that U € E, instead of U € E, ensures the existence of a solution U € E,
instead of F.

5.2. Resolution of the water-waves equations. We are now ready to state the
main theorem of this paper (recall that IT, denotes the second fundamental form
of the bottom, as defined in (4.44)):

Theorem 5.3. Let b € C°(RY), ¢y € H*TH(RY) and o be such that Vxihy €
H*RH, with s > M (M depending only on d). Assume moreover that

min{¢p — b, =b} > 2hy on R for some ho >0,

and
g

D —
o0y VOl pymsien ) < VIt |Vxb2
where Vjy is the velocity field associated to 1.
Then there exists T > 0 and a unique solution ((,1) to the water-waves equations
(1.11) with initial conditions (o, tho) and such that (¢, v—) € C([0,T], H*(R?) x
H*® (Rd)) .
Remark 5.4. i. The initial velocity field Vy associated to g is given by the ex-
pression Vo = Vx ¢, where ¢ is the velocity potential found solving the Laplace
equation (1.7) in the fluid domain {(X,y) € R¥*! b(X) <y < (o(X)} with Dirich-
let condition ¥y at the surface and homogeneous boundary condition at the bottom.
ii. In the case of flat bottoms, II;, = 0 everywhere and the assumption on II;, made
in the theorem is always satisfied. For uneven bottoms, the smallness assumption
made on II, is weaker than the smallness assumptions made, in the case of 1D
surface waves, by Yosihara [38].
iii. One can replace the assumption on II; by the (sharper) assumption that
a(U)|t=0 > co > 0 on RY, where a is defined in (4.7) and U = Uy — tF(Up),
with Uy = ({o,%0)? and F defined as in (4.3).
iv. It is physically reasonable to assume that the velocity decays at infinity, but
it would be too restrictive to suppose that the velocity potential also does. This is
why we take g such that V1o € H*(R%)?, and not simply g € H*1(R9).

Proof. The result is obtained as a consequence of the Nash-Moser Theorem 5.1.
We work here with the scale of Banach spaces (Ey)q and (Fy), given in Def. 4.12.
It is classical that E is equipped with a family of smoothing operators (Sp)eso
satisfying (5.50). Direct use of Nash-Moser’s theorem would restrict us to the case
of small initial data Uy. To avoid this, we proceed as in [21] (p. 195), exploiting
the fact that the water-wave equations are solvable at ¢ = 0. Given any initial
condition Uy = (o, o) such that ((o, Vxtho) € H*®(R?)*4 one can find U €
C3([0,T), H*(R%)2) C E,, such that

Ulimo =0, [0:U + F(U +Up)] =0 =0, [0;U + 0, (F(U + Uy))] |t=0 = 0.

1L (Voy,,
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We then define G as G = 9,U + F(U + Up) and introduce the mapping ®:
Eoo — Foo
U +— (0U+FU+U),Uli=o),

so that ®(U) = (G,0). Clearly, if ®(U) = 0, then U + Uy furnishes a solution to
the Cauchy problem (1.11) with initial condition ({o, o).
Let us check that the assumptions of Th. 5.1 are satisfied. One has, for all a > 0,

2(W)lp. = |0V +F(U + Vo)l ggsr + 07U + dyrvy F - 0U| gy + |Uli=ol o
< |U|Ea + |.7:(U+ U0)|H%+1 + |dU+U0f' 8tU|H% .

D :

From the explicit expression of F given by (4.3) and the tame estimates on the
Dirichlet-Neumann operator and its derivatives given in Th. 3.6 and Prop. 3.25, it
is easy to deduce that for all a > mgy + 1/2,

(553) |(I’(U)|Fa < C(CL, B7 |<0|H“+25 |VX¢O|H“+17 |U|E2m0+1/2’)(1 + |U|Ea)

(note the above estimate only involves the gradient of 1o, which is made possible
by Th. 3.6 — see Remark 3.7). B
Taking m > mg and some 6 > 0, the condition |U — U|g,,, < ¢ implies that |U|g,,,
and hence |U|g,,, ,,,, remains bounded. Defining C, as the supremum of all the
constants which appear in (5.53) when U remains in the ball |U — U|g,,, < J gives
therefore the first condition of (5.51).
For all H, Hy, Hy € E,, one has
(554) dy®-H = (8,5H + dU—i—Ug]:' H, H|t:0) s
and

d3® - (Hy, Hy) = (d}y,F - (Hy, H2),0) ;
checking that the last two conditions of (5.51) are satisfied is thus obtained in the
same way as for the first one, using Prop. 3.25.
We now turn to check condition (5.52). From the expression of dy® given in (5.54),
it is obvious that the right inverse ¥(U) must be defined as
oV +dytu, F- V=G
V=0 = Vo.
In order to deduce the estimate (5.52) from Prop. 4.14, we must show that for
all U € E in the ball U — Ulg,,, < 6, U+ Up is an admissible reference state
satisfying (4.10) uniformly, i.e. that there exists hy > 0 and ¢y > 0 such that
(5.55) YU € Es, |U-Ulgp, <6, Ui+ —b>hy on [0,T] xR,
and
(5.56) YU € B, |U—-TUlg,, <6, a(U+Uy)>co on [0,T]xR?,
where a(u) is as defined in (4.7).

V(G,W) € Feo, Y(U)(G, Vo) =V, where {

Lemma 5.5. Under the assumptions of the theorem, there exists g > 0 such that
if 0 <6 < o, then (5.55) and (5.56) are satisfied (for a possibly smaller T > 0).

t

Proof. To prove (5.55), write Uy (¢t)+(o—b = / UL (t")dt' + Ut |y=0 + (o —b, so that
0

using the assumption made on the initial data, Uy(t) + (o —b > 2ho — T|0;U1 |z —

|(Uy — U1)|t=0|, where we used the fact that Ul;—o = 0. Sobolev embeddings then
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yield Uy (t) — b > 2hg — Cst T'|U|gsm — Cst 4, from which it is easy to conclude.

To prove (5.56), remark that a(U(t) + Up) = a(U(t) + Up) — a(U(t) + Up) +
t

/ O (a(U(t') + Uy)) dt' + a(Ug 4 Uli=o). 1t follows that a(U(t) + Up) > a(Ule—o +
0

Uo) — C(|Uol g, , |U|gs,,)(T + 6). Since by construction, U + Uy solves the water-
waves equations (1.11) at time ¢ = 0, we deduce from Props. 4.4 and 4.15 that
there exists cg > 0 such that a(Uli—g + Up) > 2co. The end of the proof is then
straightforward. O

This lemma shows that the estimate (5.52) assumed in Th. 5.1 is a consequence
of Prop. 4.14 (taking a larger m if necessary). We can therefore use Th. 5.1, which
asserts that one can solve the equation ®(U) = 0 provided that |®(U)|r,, < My
for some My > 0. Now, recall that ®(U) = (G,0) and that, by construction,

Gli=0 = 0:Gli=o = 0. One has therefore
20)|,,, = [Clyzmss + 106Gz < T(|0:G] 2mss +[07C] a0 )

which, taking a smaller T if necessary, is smaller than Mj.

We have therefore proved the existence of a solution U € E to ®(U) = 0, i.e. a
solution to the water-waves equations (1.11); the case of finitely regular solutions
is handled as in Remark 5.2.

We now turn to prove uniqueness. Let U; and Us be two solutions in F,4,,, for
some a > mg+ 1/2, m being as above. The difference U = Uy — U; solves therefore

_ 1
{ %U +gUé+Uof V=G, o _/ (A=0)d2 1,100y F-(U, Ut
t=0 — Y, 0

Using Prop. 3.25, it is easy to obtain that for all s > 2mg + 1/2, one has |G|gs <
Cs|U| gmo+1/2, where the constant Cs depends on the norm of Uy and Us in Es.
Proceeding as in the proof of Prop. 4.14, one obtains the estimate

t
wms@maﬂ/wwmwwu
0

for some integer m > 0. Bounding |U(t)|gmo+1/2 from above by |U(t)|ge and using
a classical Gronwall argument yields U = 0, whence the uniqueness. (]

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA 2.8

Owing to Lemma 2.5, the nonconstant coefficients of P are of the form (up to a
multiplicative constant)

1 0;80;
A=8s, i=1,...,d+1, B=— or C= 229" with1<i,j<d.
8g$ (9778
It is clear that one can write A = A1 + Ay, with A; = 0;s1 and As = 0;s2, so that
1 A1l[k,00 < lI81]lk+1,005 [ A2llk,2 < [[s2lk41,2-
Similarly, one can write B = B; + By and C' = C; + Cy with
1 —8‘82
B = b = y b
! 87781 2 8g318gs
and
Cl _ 81‘818j81 02 _ (8@828]‘52 + 8i818j82 + 8@828j81)87781 - 8778281'8183‘51 '

817 51 8g$ 1 8g$
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It follows easily that

1
[ B1llk,00 < C(aa l[s1]lk+1,00) [C1l

1
k,00 S 0(57 ||81Hk+1700)7

which achieves the proof of the first estimate of the Lemma.
We now turn to estimate the Sobolev norms of By and C3. Remark that they are

both of the form g1§g2, with fa, g2 € H¥(S), g1 € CF(S) and

(A1) If2, g2llk2 < ClIs1llk+1,005 [I52[l1.00) 152l k41,2, 191llk00 < ClI5111K41,00)-

Let us denote g := g; + go. For all a € N1 |a| = k, one can show by induction

that 9% <%> is a sum of terms of the form

e =18
1
_ =~ 9B In N\TIn
(A2) I= gl+\a|8 f2 H H ((9 g) ’ ’
n=0 J,eNd+1 |J,|=n
where 3 € N1 r; € N satisfy the relation
o] =18

(A3) B+ > n > =k
n=0

Jn €N+ | ], |=n
Decomposing g into g = g1 + g2, one obtains the following estimate
1 e =18 )
A4l <Ol ool |°n TT - TT @)™

n=1 Jn€NA+L | T |=n

3

2

where the 7/, ~are such that 0 <+, <7rj .
Let [ be defined as

|| =18

(A.5) =18+ > n > ),

n=1 Jn€NA+L | T, |=n

so that by (A.3), one has 0 <[ < k.
o If [ = 0, then necessarily

lee| =18

f 1] [T @ g =t

n=1 JneNd+1’|Jn\:n

and therefore

1
(A.6) [1]]2 < C(C—, g1l
0

k,00)5 ”92”00) ||f2H2

e If [ > 1, then remark that
lo|—18] ’
1 Ty, 1
21/|3] + Z Z 20/n  2°

n=1 J,eNd+1|J,|=n

Denoting by J the L?-norm which appears in (A.4) and using Young’s inequality,
one has therefore
lee| =18 ,
J < 10° f2ll2u 8 H H ||5J"92||;;7n'

n=1 J, eNd+1,‘Jn|:n
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Recalling that for all ¢ € D(S), one has
1076 a1/ < Cst IR V81" v N o< <t
and using (A.5), it follows that

_ 1— l !
T < C(llgalloo) 120551 Ngall 5 M) £ 7.

Plugging the estimates (A.1) into this inequality and using (A.4) and (A.6), one
obtains the second estimate of the lemma.
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ABSTRACT. We prove that the water-wave equations (i.e. the inviscid Euler
equations with free surface) are well-posed locally in time in Sobolev spaces for
a fluid layer of finite depth, either in dimension 2 or 3 under a stability condi-
tion on the linearized equations. This condition appears naturally as the Lévy
condition one has to impose on these nonstricly hyperbolic equations to insure
well-posedness; it coincides with the generalized Taylor criterion exhibited in
earlier works. Similarly to what happens in infinite depth, we show that this
condition always holds for flat bottoms. For uneven bottoms, we prove that
it is satisfied provided that a smallness condition on the second fundamental
form of the bottom surface evaluated on the initial velocity field is satisfied.

We work here with a formulation of the water-waves equations in terms of the
velocity potential at the free surface and of the elevation of the free surface,
and in Eulerian variables. This formulation involves a Dirichlet-Neumann op-
erator which we study in detail: sharp tame estimates, symbol, commutators
and shape derivatives. This allows to give a tame estimate on the linearized
water-waves equations and to conclude with a Nash-Moser iterative scheme.
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