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A PARADIFFERENTIAL REDUCTION FOR THE
GRAVITY-CAPILLARY WAVES SYSTEM AT LOW
REGULARITY AND APPLICATIONS

Thibault de Poyferré & Quang-Huy Nguyen

Abstract. — We consider in this article the system of gravity-capillary waves
(in any dimension) under the Zakharov/Craig-Sulem formulation. Using a
paradifferential approach introduced by Alazard-Burg-Zuily we symmetrize
this system into a quasilinear equation whose principal term is of order 3/2.
The main novelty compare to earlier studies is that this reduction is performed
at the Sobolev regularity of quasilinear pdes: H*(R?) with s > 3/2+d/2 (d is
the horizontal dimension). From this reduction, we deduce a blow-up criterion
and then an a priori estimate for the solution and the Lipschitz continuity of
the flow map in terms of the Sobolev norm and the Strichartz norm.
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1. Introduction

We consider the system of gravity-capillary waves describing the motion of
a fluid interface under the effect of gravity and surface tension. From the well-
posedness result in Sobolev spaces Yosihara [54] (see also Wu [50, 51| for pure
gravity waves) it is known that the system is quasilinear in nature. In a more
recent work [1] Alazard-Burg-Zuily showed explicitly this quasilinearity by
using a paradifferential approach (see Appendix 6) to symmetrize the system
into the following paradifferential equation

(1.1) (8,5 + TV(t,:v) . V + iTw(t,x,g))u(t7 .%') = f(t, .%')

where V' is the horizontal component of the trace of the velocity field on the
free surface, v is a paradifferential symbol of order 3/2, depending on the
solution. This reduction has many consequences, among them are the local
well-posedness and smoothing effect in [1], Strichartz estimates in [2] for u €
L HS(RY) with s > 2 + d/2. As remarked in [1] s > 2 + d/2 is the minimal
Sobolev index (in term of Sobolev’s embedding) to ensure that the velocity
filed is Lipschitz up to the boundary, without taking into account the dispersive
property. From the works of Alazard-Burg-Zuily |3, 5|, Hunter-Ifrim-Tataru
[30] for pure gravity waves it seems natural to assume that the gradient of the
velocity is Lipschitz so that the particles flow is well-defined. On the other
hand, from the standard theory of quasilinear pdes, it is natural to ask if the
reduction (1.1) holds at the Sobolev threshold s > 3/2 + d/2 and then, if
a local-wellposedness theory holds at the same level of regularity? The two
observations above motivate us to study the gravity-capillary system at the
following regularity level:

3 d
(12) w€X = LFHNIIW;™ withs> = +2,1>2,

which exhibits a gap of 1/2 derivatives that may be filled up by Strichartz
estimates. One of our main results will be a blow-up criterion at this scaling
with p = 1 (i.e. merely integrable in time), which states that the solution can
be prolonged as long as the X-norm of u remained bounded (at least in the
case of infinite depth). To derive our criterion, the main difficulty compare to
the reduction in [1] is that we have to keep all the estimates in the analysis to
be tame, i.e., linear with respect to the highest norm-the Holder norm W™,

First of all, let us recall the Zakharov/Craig-Sulem formulation of water
waves.
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1.1. The Zakharov/Craig-Sulem formulation. — We consider an in-
compressible inviscid fluid with unit density moving in a time-dependent do-
main

Q={(t,z,y) € [0,T] x REx R : (z,y) € O}
where each €; is a domain located underneath a free surface

Y= {(.%',y) x RY XR:y:n(tax)}

and above a fixed bottom I' = 99 \ ¥;. We make the following separation
assumption (H;) on the domain at time ¢:
Qy is the intersection of the half space

Qe = {(z,9) x R x R: y = 1(t,z)}
and an open connected set O containing a fized strip around X, i.e., there
exists h > 0 such that
(1.3) {(2,9) x RY x R 5(a) — h <y < n(t,2)} C O.
Assume that the velocity field v admits a potential ¢ : 2 — R, i.e, v = V¢.
Using the idea of Zakharov, we introduce the trace of ¢ on the free surface

P(t, x) = o(t, z,n(t, x)).
Then ¢(t,x,y) is the unique variational solution of
(1.4) Ap=01in Qyy  o(t,z,n(t,z)) = P(t, ).
The Dirichlet-Neumann operator is then defined by

L+ |V$U|2<% ‘ z)
= (3y¢)(ta$ﬂ7(ta$)) - Vxn(tax) : (Vx(b)(tvxan(tvx))'

The gravity-capillary water waves problem with surface tension consists in
solving the following so-called Zakharov-Craig-Sulem system on 7, :

81577 = G(n)¢7

1.5
o Ot + gn — H(n) + 5[V -

l (an . vm¢ + G(UW)Q
2 14 |Ven)?

Here, H(n) is the mean curvature of the free surface:

=0.

=div 7V77
Hom = (W)

It is important to introduce the vertical and horizontal components of the
velocity on X, which can be expressed in terms of 1 and :
V:v"? ) vm¢ + G(U)T/)

1.6) B= = = (02)|s = Vath — BV,
(1.6) (vy)]x v 7 (va)lz = Vot — BVan
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1.2. Main results. — The Cauchy problem has been extensively studied,
for example in Nalimov [40], Yosihara [54|, Coutand- Shkoller [21], Craig
[22], Shatah-Zeng [41, 42, 43|, Ming-Zhang [39], Lannes [36]: for sufficiently
smooth solutions and Alazard-Burqg-Zuily [1] for solutions at the energy thresh-
old. See also Craig [22], Wu [50, 51|, Lannes [35] for the studies on grav-
ity waves. Observe that the linearized system of (1.5) about the rest state
(n=0,v = 0) when g = 0 reads

at??‘ |D£B|71Z) = Oa
Opp —An =0

which becomes

(1.7) 8@ +i|Dy|2® =0, with ® = |Dy|2n + ith.

Therefore, it is natural to study (1.5) at the following algebraic scaling
(n.4) € H*"2(R") x H*(RY).

From the formula (1.6) for the trace of velocity on the surface, we have that the
Lipschitz threshold in [1] corresponds to s > 2 + d/2. On the other hand, the
threshold s > 3/2 + d/2 suggested by the quasilinear nature (1.1) is also the
minimal Sobolev index to ensure that the mean curvature H(n) is bounded.
The question we are concerned with is:

(Q) If the Cauchy problem for (1.5) is solvable for initial data

3 d
(1.8) (mwﬂeH”%xm,s>§+5

Assume now that
(1L9) () € L (10, 7] B4 5 x B*) 0 L7 ([0, T W3 s o)
with
3 d 1 d
1.1 -+ = 2 - — = > 1.
(1.10) s>g5+5 2<r<stg-g.p=

is a solution whose data is (1.8). We shall prove in Proposition 4.1 that the
quasilinear reduction (1.1) of system (1.5) still holds with the right-hand-side
term f(t,z) satisfying a tame estimate. To be concise in the following state-
ments let us define the quantities that control the system:

Sobolev norms : M, 7 = H(UJ/J)HLOO([O T+ x o) My = ”("OWO)HHU%XW

Blow-up norm : Ny = ||(77a¢)”L1([0 T],Wo'ﬁ»%,ooxwo’oo)?

Strichartz norm : Z,r = H(n,i/))”m([o e F .

Our first result concerns an a priori estimate for the Sobolev norm Mg 7 in
terms of itself and the Strichartz norm Z, .
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Theorem 1.1. — Letd > 1, h >0, p> 1. Then there exists a non-negative,
non-decreasing function F such that: for all T € (0,1] and all (n,7) solution
to (1.5) on [0,T] with reqularity (1.10) and initial data (1.8) and satisfies
infyejo,m dist(n(t),I') > h, there holds

MS,T S ]:(MS,O + TF (MS,T + ZT‘,T)) .

As a consequence, when s > 2 + d/2 one retrieves by Sobolev embeddings the
a priori estimate in [1].
Our second result provides a blow-up criterion for solutions of (1.5).

Theorem 1.2. — Let d > 1, h > 0 and indices

3+d< R Y. d
—F+ - <5 <s— = r<spt+5—5-
2 "9 > 2’ 0T 9 9

Let T* = T*(ng, 1o, h) be the mazimal time of existence defined by (4.17) and
(n.9) € £ ([0,7%); "4 x 1°)

be the mazimal solution of (1.5) with prescribed data (no,vo) satisfying
dist(no,I') > h. Then if T* is finite, we have

1
limsup (M, + Nep + 5o ) = +ox,
Tt et R gy ) =

where h(T) is the distance from the surface n to the bottom T" over the time
interval [0, 7).

Remark that the Sobolev regularity in the above criterion is exactly the one
given in question (Q). In contrast, for pure gravity waves in which the surface
tension is neglected, it was shown in [25] and [30] that boundedness of the

curvature is irrelevant: that fOT V() |lyy1/2 dt < 400 is enough.

In the survey paper [24| Craig-Wayne posed (see Problem 3) the following
questions on How do solutions break down?:
(Q1) For which o is it true that, if one knows a priori that sup_r 7y [|(n, )| ce <
+oo then C* data (no,vo) implies that the solution is C™° over the time in-
terval [-T,T]?
(Q2) It would be more satisfying to say that the solution fails to exist because
the "curvature of the surface has diverged at some point”, or a related geomet-
rical and/or physical statement.
Theorem 1.2 gives a partial answer to (Q2): our criteria on Mg, 7 and N,
are directly imposed on the regularity of the solution yet they correspond to
the following geometrical and physical statements:

- ||77HL00([0 TopEoth) = +00 is the minimal Sobolev-based criterion to say that

the curvature explodes,
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— N, 7= = 400 corresponds to the condition that the (slightly above) Lipschitz
norm of the trace of velocity on the surface fail to be intergable in time,

— h(T*) = 0 means that the bottom rises to the surface.

Concerning question (Q1) we have by virtue of Theorem 1.2 the following

result on persistence of Sobolev regularity.

Corollary 1.3. — Let T € (0,+00) and (n,%) be a distributional solution to
system (1.5) on the time interval [0, T] such that inflo 7 dist(n(¢),I") > 0. Then
the following property holds: if one knows a priort that

T
(L11) S ) By 10Ol 5 0 < o0

then (n(0),4(0)) € H>®(RH? implies that (n,) € L=([0,T); H*(R%))2.

As a consequence, by Sobolev’s embedding one can replace (1.11) by a stronger
condition involving only Sobolev regularity

[81711:3 H(n(t)a ¢(t))||H%+%+XH2+%+ < +o00
and thus obtain an answer for the Sobolev version of (Q1).

Finally, we observe that the relation (1.10) exhibits a gap of 1/2 derivative
from H® to W™ in term of Sobolev embedding. To fill up this gap we need to
take into account the dispersive property of water waves to prove a Strichartz
estimate with a gain of 1/2 derivative. As remarked in [26] this gain can be
achieved for the 3D linearized system (i.e. d = 2) and corresponds to the
semiclassical Strichartz estimate. By virtue of Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and Theorem
5.9 on the Lipschitz continuity of the solution map one would end up with
an affirmative answer for (Q). Therefore, the problem boils down to studying
Strichartz estimates for (1.5). As a first effort in this direction, we prove
in the companion paper [26] Strichartz estimates with an intermediate gain
0 < p < 1/2 which will yield a Cauchy theory (see also [26]) in which the
initial velocity may fail to be Lipschitz (up to the boundary) but becomes
Lipschitz at almost all later time; this is an analogue of the result in [5] for
pure gravity waves.

The article is organized as follows. Section 2 is devoted for the elliptic
estimates needed to study the Dirichlet-Neumann operator: bound estimates
and paralinearizations. Next, in Section 3 we adapt the method in [1] to
paralinrarize and then symmetrize system (1.5) at our level of regularity (1.10).
Having this reduction, we use the energy method to derive a blow-up criterion
and then an a priori estimate in Section 4. Section 5 is devoted for contraction
estimates, more precisely we establish the Lipschitz continuity of the flow map
in spaces of l-derivative less. Finally, we gather some basic features of the
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paradifferential calculus theory and technical results in Appendix 6, most of
which comes from [3, 5.
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2. Elliptic estimates and the Dirichlet-Neumann operator

Notation 2.1. — Throughout this article, for spatial regularity we shall de-
note for simplicity the Zygmund spaces C7(R%) (o € R) by C7; while for
temporal variable, C* (k € N) are the usual spaces of functions having con-
tinuous derivatives up to order k.

2.1. The elliptic problem. — Let € W>®°(R%) and f € H%(Rd). It was
proved in [3] that there exists a unique variational solution ¢ to the boundary
value problem

(21) Am,ygb =01in Q’ ¢|E = f’ an¢|F = 0.
Define
Q= {(m,y) rxeRYp(x) —h<y< 77(96)} :

(22) Oy :={(z,y) € Oy <n(x) — h},
Q=07 UQy,

and
0 ::{(x,z):xeRd,zEI}, I=(-1,0),

(2.3) 0y = {(m,z) R x (—00,—1]: (z,2+ 1 +7(z) — h) € 92} ,
Q=0 U Q.
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To study the regularity of ¢, we follow [35], [3] straighten out the fluid domain

using the map (z,z) — p(z, z) from Q to Q, defined as
(2.4)

p(x,z) :=(1 + 2)e?*Paly(z) — 2 {e_(1+z)6<D””>77(:v) - h} if (z,2) € Q,

plx,z) =24+ 1+n(x)—h if (x,2) € Qy,
with § > 0. It has been proven in [3] that if n € W for § = S(lmllwrce(may)
small enough, the map (z,z) — (z,p(z,2)) is a Lipschitz diffeomorphism

from §~21 to Q.

Introduce for © € R and J C R the interpolation spaces
05 XH(I) = COT; H!(RA) N LT HYF 2 (RY)),
| YH(I) = LL(I; H*(R) + L2(I; H* % (RY)).

Remark that || - [[yx < | - | xu-1 for any p € R. In these spaces, we have
from [3] and some easy computations

Lemma 2.2. — If s> % + g, there exists a positive function F such that for
every 1 € HSJF%(Rd) there holds

1020 = Bl oy ) < F (Inllgroe ey ) 1l st

e 1920l -t ) < F (Il ogmny) 10 e g
19200l -5 ) < F (Il oqmny) 10 pev g g
1Vabl ot gy < F (Il oqrny) 10perd g -

Then if we take

(2.7) v(z,2) = ¢(z, pla, 2)),¥(x, 2) € Q,

the pullback of ¢ by this diffeomorphism, it solves

(2.8) (02 + aly + B+ V30, —70.)v =0,

where

(2.9)

O 5.y %pVar L (0204 algp + B V.sp).

=T 2 P PR A
L+ ‘prF 1+ ‘VxP‘Z 0zp

We have the following control on those coefficients :
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Lemma 2.3. — Assume s > sy > 3/2+d/2. Then forn € Hs+%, there holds
with X* = XH(I):

(2.10)

o= B2 ey + 180y + Wlmg < F (Wall ey ) Il v
(2.11)

90 g3, + 18l gagzcr—t, * 0 goror—g) < F (Wl ey ) Il
(2.12)

190l ooy + 1081 ooy + 10 oy < F (Il ey ) Il gy -

Those are all consequences of the product rules and nonlinear estimates of
Proposition 6.8. Now a consequence of Proposition 3.16 and the estimate (3.5)
of [3] is that our solution v satisfies

Proposition 2.4. — Letd > 1,
so>1/24+d/2, —1/2<0<sy—1/2
and n € HOYY2 If f € HOHY then for any 2o € (—1,0), Vv € X7([20,0]),

and

(2.13) 1Vl o ooty < F (10l y ) 1 e

for some non-decreasing positive function F depending only on sy and o.

It was deduced from the preceding Proposition the following Sobolev estimate
for the Dirichlet-Neumann operator (see Theorem 3.12, [3])

Theorem 2.5. — Letd > 1, sy > %—i—% and% <o< So—i—%. Then there exists

a non-decreasing function F: Ry — Ry such that, for alln € HSOJF%(Rd) and
all f € H7(RY), we have

@) G a1 g < F 0l e o) 1 o ey

Since we authorize the control on our quantities to depend non-linearly on
the H® norms and only want linearity in the higher order H® norm, this
means we can use Proposition 2.4 as a base case for a bootstrap to control
the H® and C" norms. We want to prove the following proposition :

Proposition 2.6. — Let
> g > 3 n d
5>s0> =+ =
= S0 2 27
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fe€eH’ andne H*"3. Then for any zp € (—=1,0), Vv € X5 1([2,0]) and

1V, s gy < F (10 ey s I ) [0 0+ D e+ Il sy

for some non-decreasing positive function F depending only on sy and s.

The proof will be a simple bootstrap procedure on s. Calling Hg the proposition
for s, Proposition 2.4 applied with o = sy — 1 tells us that Hg, is true. We will
show that if Hg is true, then so is Hgy. with

D<e< 1 - 3 d
[SRS B% 9 SO 5 5
First we paralinearize equation (2.8) of v :
Lemma 2.7. — There is a function F such that for all I C [—1,0], v satisfies
O*v + ToAv + Tp - V30,0 =F :=750,v+ (To, — ) Agv+ (T — ) - VO,v,
1P lyemstery < F (0 gepe g 1 sz ) {1 a0 + 1¥020 sy + Il g | -
Proof. — The above expression of F' follows directly from equation (2.8) sat-
isfied by v. Now, using (6.20) and Holder inequality in z we have
H'YazUHLQ(I;Hs—%Jrs) S ”fYHLQ(l;HSO*l) ”azvHL<><>(I;HS—l)+H82UHL°°(I;HSO*1) H’Y”L2(1;Hs—1) )

so that using (2.10) to control v and Proposition 2.4 to control [|0,v|| jec (7, gr0-1)
gives

0001 gty < F (Il s 17 ) [Vl sy + Il oy |-
Next by (6.15) we have

R thB(I;HS)} ’

(T = ) Bl rarsey S 1820l o eoet |

so that again we can conclude using (2.10) and Proposition 2.4. The last
remainder term can be controlled identically. O

We then decouple the equation into a forward and a backward parabolic equa-
tion :

Lemma 2.8. — There exist two symbols '), A € T1([—1,0]) satisfying
M@ + ML (AD) < F (Il ey ) s R(=a) +R(AD) > clg
for some constant ¢ = c(HnHHsﬁ%) > 0, such that

02+ Toy +Tp - V.0, = (0, — T,0))(9: — Tyy) + R,
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where R is of order 1 (see Definition 6.3) having its norm bounded by
.7:(H?7HHSO+%). In particular,

(2.15) IRUlysreery < F (W1l ey ) 19000 o) -

Proof. — Take

o —

DN | =

(166~ vialeP - (5-€2).
1 e o )

so that o) + AN = —ig. ¢, aWAD = —af¢]2.

Then the control of the semi-norm of ¢ and AWM is a consequence of the
boundedness of the coefficients «, 8 from (2.10). From the expressions of «
and (3, and the fact that |0,p| > co > 0, we get

(2.16)

Je > 0.\l — (8-6)° > cle.

which gives the ellipticity. At last, R = (T,1)T4) —TalAz) — Ty, gy The first
difference is of order 2 — (1 +¢) =1 — ¢ by Theorem 6.4 (i7), and the second
term 9,A) € T'! by (2.12). Consequently, the remainder R has order 1 and
(2.15) follows. Here, we can replace ”U”H <1 by HVUHH 1 since the paradif-

s
ferential operator T}, can be repalced by T),(1 — ¥(D,)), for a low frequency
cutoff ¥, at no cost. O

To conclude the proof of Proposition 2.6, we want to apply Theorem 6.10 two
times. Take 0 > 21 > 2y > —1. Since Hg is true, there holds

1V, s gy < F (10 gy s 1M ) [ o+ D e+ Il sy -

We will prove

19,20l o ve ooy < F (10 gy s Il ) [0 o D gz + Il g | -
Since zg and z; are arbitrary, this will complete the proof.

We now introduce a cutoff x satisfying x|.<z, = 0, X|:>z, = 1, and set w =
X(2)(0; — Tya))v. From Lemma 2.8 we have d,w — T,yw = F', with

(2.17) F' = x(2)(F + Rv) + X' (2)(0, — Tym)v.
We have the trivial estimate

X' (2)(9: = Ta)v|

yerseeon) S F (10l ey ) 1Vetlxes o -
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Together with the preceding lemmas, we obtain that

1 yecreeqaoy < 7 (10 gy o1 0 ) (1 sz + 1 e+ Dl ey ] -

Since w(zp) = 0 and R(—a) > c|£|, Theorem 6.10 implies
(2.18)

ol xemsteqaoy < F (100 gy » 1 0 ) (1 iz + 1 e+ 1l ey ] -

Consequently,

leollysseonoy < F (19l g s 1Mz ) (100 + 1 e + g | -

Then because x = 1 on [21,0], O,v — Tymv = w for z € [z1,0]. At last,
applying again Theorem 6.10 with v(0) = f, after inversing z into —z, we
obtain

ol s anon < F (190 g s 0 iz ) [0z + 1N gere + 0l ey ]

Using the relation 0,v = T y1)v + w and take into account the estimate (2.18)
we can finally estimate V, ,v as claimed.

Next, we prove a Hélder estimate for V, ,v.

Proposition 2.9. — Let

>3+d < d+1 1< <5
So>—+=, r<sp——=-+= —
0 9 25 0 2 2’ _:U’—Qa

and f € HNC", ne H%3 0 C™3. Then for any zp € (—1,0), we have

IV 20l coizg,oi0m—ny < F (10l g > 17 0 ) ULFl rso—ser + 1 F ll i) -
([0,0] ) H

for some non-decreasing positive function F depending only on sy and r.

Proof. — Similar to the proof above, we take —1 < zg < z; < 0, introduce a
cutoff x satisfying x|.<z, = 0, X|s>z = 1 and set w = x(2)(9; — T'y1))v. We
use the estimate (3.56) in [3]: for

0<e<L

,6<So—§— <o <s)—

1 d
_’ _6
2

N | —
DO =
N | —

it holds that
HwHXO'JFE([ZmOD < f(‘|77||Hso+%) ||Vm,zv||xo([30,0]) .
Then, applying this inequality with ¢ = 1/2, 0 = sy — u gives
HwHXSO*W%([zO,o]) < f(Hn”Hso+%) HVx,szxsw([ZO,o]) :
On the other hand, it follows from Proposition 2.4 that
(2.19) 1900l oy < FU o ay) 1 ms
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consequently,

(2.20) < FUIll oo 3) 1 N prso—nt -

Now, on [21,0] (0, — Tym))v = w so after inversing z to —z one can apply
Theorem 6.11with r1 =r —pu+1, 7o < r1, ¢ = 00 to get with J = [21,0]

le0l -t (2001

H’UHC(J;CrfufH) S ‘F(H/’/]HHsoJF%) <||fHCr7LL+1 + ‘|wHL°°(J;077“+5) + ||/UHLoo(J;C’r0)> .
Using (2.20), Sobolev’s embedding and the relation between r and sy, one
deduces

Il scrmsrsy S N0l ety S F ) 1o

where we have taken 0 < § < sp + 1/2 —d/2 — r. Finally, for the last term on
the right-hand side, one chooses g small enough so that the desired estimate
can be deduced from (2.19) via Sobolev embeddings. O

2.2. Dirichlet-Neumann operator. — We now apply the elliptic esti-
mates in the previous paragraph to derive estimates for the Dirichlet-Neumann
operator.
Proposition 2.10. — Let d > 1, and

5 p+1 d 1

3 d
S>>t e 1<p<2, BT _e !
.S_S0>2+2, _,u_2, 5 <r<sy 2+2

Then there exists a positive nondecreasing function F such that

(221) NGO Mges < F (Il sy > WLz ) (1 Nz + 1 s + 1l g |

(222) 16O florn < F (Il sy ) IS - + 1l grmsra).

Proof. — By definition the Dirichlet-Neumann operator is given by

1+ |Vapl?
BRPRRES. X,

Thus the result is a consequence of Propositions 2.6, 2.9, of the estimations on p
of Lemma 2.2, and of the product and nonlinear estimates of Proposition 6.8.
Here, we need to take some care for the second estimate.

1. If r — p > 0, the rule (6.21) implies at z = 0

IVap - Vovlgr-n < IVapllgr-u IVevllgr-u < [[Vapll
Then since sy — p+1/2 < sy — 1/2 and

1920l 0y < F (1] e0e3 )

0,0 — Vp - Vav|.—0.

Hsof,u:‘ﬁ% HV‘TIUHCT*#
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the right-hand side is bounded as claimed by virtue of Proposition 2.9.
2. If r— p < 0 one applies (6.22) with v := p—r < f:=r—1to get (at z = 0)

[Vep - VJ»‘U”CT—H < HVJJPHCT—l Hvvacr—u < |[Vapll ’VxUHCr—u

o-1 |
H*0~3
from which (2.22) follows.

The first term in the expression of G(n)f is treated in the same way by writing

1+|pr|28v_(1—|—|vxp|2 1
ST Vel g gy = (V2P

1
azp azp — E)@v + E(?Zv.

Recall the expression of the trace of the velocity at the free surface

Vi Ve + G
L+ |V

As a consequence, we have the following estimates on V' and B.

B

V = Vi — BVn.

Then there exists a positive nondecreasing function F such that
(2.23)
1BV o101 < F (Il g s 1l )
(2.24)
1BV grosres < F (Il gy > Wl ) |2+ 1900 + ]y |
(2.25)

1BV lor-1xer1 < F (Il gy > 10l ) [T+ 10ler + 1l g ] -

Proof. — We only need to prove estimates for B, then those for V' will follow
immediately. This is done by decomposing B as

Vn 1

226) B= — 1 __ Yt ——
(2:26) 1+ |V 1+ |Vny|?

Gy = K(Vn)-Vi+ L(Vn)G(n),

with K and L smooth. The first estimate is a consequence of Theorem 2.5 and
the fact that H*0~! is an algebra since sy > % + %l.

For the second and the third, we use estimates (6.24), (6.23),(6.21), (6.21),
and Proposition 2.10. O
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We also prove, following [6], that the Dirichlet-Neumann operator can be par-
alinearized. We show that it is possible to obtain tame estimates on the re-
mainder. Define

(2.27) A= 2D 1O
a symbol with an order one part
(225) A = /(1 + V) € ~ (-2,
and an order zero part
(2.29)
1+|Vn)? .. . ,
A0 = 2TV vV Y I\ v W.— = ADyvne).
oA [div(a? V) + i 0 Ry EAAAY

Proposition 2.12. — Let d > 1, and
3 d
SZSO>§—|—§, 7’>2
Then there exists a positive nondecreasing function F such that for
(n,9) € <H5+% X H) N (CT+% X C”") ,
there holds
Gy = Ta(¢ —Tpn) — Ty - Vn + f(n, ¥),

with
(2.30)

1F@ 0 ey < F (Il ey 1600 ) [1+ W0l + Ml g | [+ 000 e + 1]y

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of this Proposition. Recall
that in the preceding section we have straightened the domain using the dif-
feomorphism p to obtain from ¢ (the potential velocity) a new unknown v
satisfying

(83 +alA, + -V, 0, —v0,)v = 0.
We then established in Proposition 2.6 that

IVl ot ooy < F (190 g W0l ) [1H 1960 + ey ] -

Now using the above equation on v, the estimates on its coefficients and their
z-derivatives from Lemma 2.3 one gets

10201 2z oy 1020 ooty < F (1l gy s 10l ) (1 160+ ey ] -

On the other hand, by Proposition 2.9 we have

I¥a20l oo or0r—1) < F (10l ey 1800 ) [T+ 10ller + il ey |
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and again with product rules,

10201 o gz 502y 1020 o sy < F (Il g s 10z ) (1 Wbl =+ il oy |-
The result we want to prove is linked to the so-called good unknown of Alinhac
(cf |7, 8]): we introduce

0,v

(2.31) b= 5

and u := v — Typ,

so that

blz=0 =B, ul.=0 =1 —Tgn.
The interest of the good unknown is that we expect it to satisfy a better
paradifferential equation than v itself. Indeed, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.13. — The good unknown u = v — Typ satisfies the equation
Bgu +ToAyu+Tg - V0,u —T,0,u = f,
(2.32)

1yt g < F (Il g I8l ) [2+ 16ller + Wl ey | [2 4 1900+ il ey

Proof. — To simplify the proof, we will write f; ~ fo iff || f1 — f2 v+ (-10))

is bounded by the right-hand side of (2.32). In particular, f; ~ fo if
Ilf1— fQHXS_%([_l o is bounded by the right-hand side of (2.32). Introduce

E:=0*+aA+B-V0, —~0,, P:=0*+T,A+Ts V0, —T,0,.

We have Fv = 0. By decomposing each term in Fv with the Bony decomposi-
tion, using the estimates (6.4), (6.12), the previous estimates on d,v, 9?v, and
the estimates on the coefficients (2.10) we obtain

0=FEv~Pv—"Ty,,
which gives since v = u 4 Tjp that
Pu+ PTyp — Ty v ~ 0.
The proof then boils down to showing that
(2.33) PTyp — Ty oy ~ 0.

Now
PTyp = 92Top + ToATyp + Ts - VO, Thp — T,,0:Thp.
Using Leibniz rule for the z-derivatives and neglecting the terms ~ 0 it holds
that
PTyp ~ Ty02p + ToTyAp + T - T,V 0. p.

To suppress the terms in v, we use Ty Ep = T30 = 0, which implies
Ty02p + TyToAp + TyTs - VO.p — TyTh. sy ~ 0.
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Now again by the symbolic calculus, we get
[Tb, Ta]Ap + [Tb, TB] -Vd,p~0
and Ty oy = Tpa. v ~ TpT5, 7, hence we obtain (2.33). O

The next step of the proof is again to decouple between a forward and a
backward parabolic equations, using a refinement of Lemma 2.8.

Lemma 2.14. — For(0 <e¢ < min (7“ -2, %), there exist two symbols a and A
satisfying
R(—a) +R(A) = c[¢]

for a constant c(||n| > 0, such that

HSO+%)
D2+ Ty +T5 -V, 0, — T,0, = (0. — T,)(9, — Ta) + R,
where R is of order 1/2 — e. In particular, for any zo € (—1,0) we have

1Rullycy gy < F (0 ey s 160 ) (24 Il gy | [L 4 90+ ]

Proof. — We look for symbols of the following form:
a=aV+a¥e Fl%Jre + F0%+6’ A =AW 4 A0 ¢ Fl%Jre + F0%+5

We already found

o —

(-i8-6~\aalP - (5-02),
(=i6- €+ Jaale? - (8-6)2),

AL —

N — N =

which satisfy
Mi,, (ADE) + M, (ADE) < F (Inlgey ) [1H+ 100 ey ]

M} (A0 @) + M (AV(=)) < F (Il ey ) -
Then we take

1
©_-_ = (ig.a M _ ~qM
=T W (zaga 0 A Ya ) ,

40) _ ﬁ (i@ga(l) 9,40 _ - A(l))
a

so that

aWA® 4 lﬁga( )0, AN 4 aMAO 1O AM) = _o |2, a+A=—if-£+7.
(3
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We can easily verify that
My, (49@) + i, (A96) < F (Il ey ) [1+ Iy ]

M§ (AO(2)) + M§ (A=) < F (Inll ey ) -
The remainder will be
R=(T,Ta —TA)+ (To +Ta) + (Tp-V -1T1)) 0. =T,Ta — TLA.

Using the symbolic calculus we obtain that R is of order % — ¢, hence by virtue
of Proposition 2.6 we conclude

IRl ey S NRul g2 < F (Il ey ) [1+ 10l iy ] 197000

< F (Il gy o1 e ) 1+ Wl g | [ 07 e+ ey ]
O

Proof of Proposition 2.12.

For the sake of conciseness we denote in this proof by = the right-hand side of
(2.30). Again we introduce w := x(2)(0; — T'a)u with x satisfying x|.<, =0
and x|;>,, =1, for =1 < z5 < 21 < 0. Then

0w —Taw = X(Z)Ru + X/(Z)(az - TA)U,

. We turn to estimate w := x/(2)(9, — T4)u in Ys—f—%’

with [[Rul|, .,y
Y2 ([z0 0])
it is non-zero only on (zo, z1) and satisfies
Oyw — Tyw = X/(Z)Ru + XN(Z)W = fO-
We have trivially

102 = Tw)ullysap < F (170l g ) V0,00 gos 1.0

From the study of v and the expression u = v — Tpp, it holds that
IV 20l o1 (12,0 < E- Consequently, [lw|[ys < E and [|folly+ < E. Applying

[

Theorem 6.10 with the boundary condition w(z1) = 0 gives Hw||Xs ([21,0] <

Since X* C Ys+2 we have proved that 0, w—T,w = f with HfHYS+2( ) <=
Then using Theorem 6.10 once again gives
(2.34) [|0u — TAuHXSJrQ( o1.0]) <E.

To finish the proof of Proposition 2.12, we recall that by definition

1+|Vp|?

Gn)f = 9.

0,|,=0 — Vp - V| ,=0.
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We will say fi ~ fo if || f1 — f2||Xs+%

< =. By paralinearizing we have

([z1,0])

1+|Vp|?
MBZU—V;)-VU ~ Ty w2 0:012Thw ) Vp=T || v,2 0:p—Tv,Vv—Tv,Vp.
0:p COzp o
Then replacing v with w + Tpp we have after some computations
1+ |Vp|?
MBZU —Vp-Vo~T  g,20:u—Ty, Vu+Tyy, vy Vp.

8zp C 9zp

Lemma 2.34 gives
T1+\Vp\2 Ou — TVp - Vu ~ Thu,

Ozp
with A|,—o = A as announced. Now at z =0, Vp|.—o = V1, u|,—0 = ¢ — T,
Vv —bVpl,—0 =V, so
Gy ~ Ta(y —Tpn) — Ty Vn

as claimed. The proof of Proposition 2.12 is complete.
Now, we want a paralinearization result for G(n)f in term of the principle
symbol A1) only, with a remainder of order 0.

Proposition 2.15. — Letd>1 ands > 3/2+d/2. Let 1/2 < ;n < s—1 then
there exists a non-decreasing function ' such that for any f € H* there hold

Gmf =T f+F, f)s NF® Dl < FUnl o g) 1 1z

Remark 2.16. — The same result was proved in [1] when s > 2 4 d/2.

Proof. — Step 1. Again, with v a solution to (2.8), Proposition 2.6 gives with
I=1[-1,0]

(2.35) 1920l ur gy < F (Wl gery ) 1

According to Lemma 2.7 we have the paralinearization of (2.8)

(2.36) 2v+ToApv+T5-Vi00 = Fy := 70,0+ (T —a)Apv+(Ts—B)-V,v.
We claim that

(2.37) [Eollyw < E(nl or ) Va0l s -

Indeed, for the first term one estimates using the product rule (6.14) with
so=p—1/2, s =s5—3/2, so=p—1/2 to get

00l g S 100 g 10200 g < F (10l oy ) 19,200 s
For the second term, the rule (6.15) yields

1T = ) Agll ey S Nl s 1800 g < F (10l gery ) Vel s

Lo H®™
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The last term is estimated identically, we thus obtain (2.37).
Step 2. Next, according to Lemma 2.8

2+ Ty +Ts5-V,0, = (0, — T,) (0, — Tay)) + R,
with R is of order 1 and thus ||Rv|y. < F(||n]]
(2.35) there holds

(0~ Ty0) [0 ~ Tyl = Fr. [ Bilye < F (Il ey ) 16 e

By virtue of Theorem 6.10 we can obtain as before

(2.38) 10 = Tae)ol oy < F (Il ey ) 11

Step 4. Writing f1 ~ fo iff the X#([21,0])-norm of f; — fo is bounded by
the right-hand side of (2.38), we have (notice that A € I'l with semi-norms
bounded by F(n],..;)

HS+%) Ve 0| yu-1 - In view of

1+ |Vpl
M@;ﬂ) —Vp-Vo~T  g,p20:v—Tyg,Vv
0.p C0zp
~ Tlt,‘)vp‘Q TA(1)U — TVPVU ~ T1+E\9VP\2A(1)U — TVPVU
zZP zP
2
which concludes the proof since at z = 0, %A(l) —iVp- &=\, O

To conclude this section, let us recall the following result on the shape derivative
of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator.

Theorem 2.17 ([36, Theorem 3.21]). — Lett € H? ands > 1/2+d/2, d >
1. Then the map

1

G(): H 2 — H7

1s differentiable and

LM - | = lim H{G(n + )y — Gn)f) = ~Gl)(Bf) — div(V )
where B and V' are functions of (n,v) as in (1.6).

3. Paralinearization and symmetrization of the system

3.1. Paralinearization of the system. — We want to replace all the non-
linear terms in the Zakharov-Craig-Sulem system (1.5) with paradifferential
expressions. We have already paralinearized the Dirichlet-Neumann map, so
we need to transform the nonlinear terms appearing in the second equation.
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Throughout this paragraph, we fix d > 1, p € [1,+0o0], I =1[0,7] and (n, )
be a solution to system (1.5) such that

> > > + d 2<r< d + !
S>s)> =+ = r<sg—=—-+=
= S0 2 9’ 0 9 9’
(3.1) e L>®(I; H?) N LP(I; W),
n e L®(I; HS 2) 0 LP(I; W), inf dist(1(t), T') > h > 0.
€
Lemma 3.1. — There exists a nondecreasing function F such that

where 1 = 1) + 1) with
1 2 .
T2 Vi - §) i
3.2) 1¥=(1+|Vn? 2( 2_(7>, 10— _L, 9@,
(3.2) (L 190) * (1€ - 1R 50, - 0)
and f € HT"=2 satisfying

1 igesre < F (Il gy ) Wl ey 10 ey -

Proof. — Applying Theorem 6.9 with v = Vn, up = s — % and p =1r — % we
obtain
\Y% 1 Vn®V
7,’72:TPV77+.]017 p= lI_ 1 77;
V1+ |V L+|VnP)z  (1+[VnP):

and f, satisfies

3 [Vl

[fillggser—1 < FUVDlloc) VA 0 N
Since sy > % + %l, this yields
(33) 1l < F (1l gy ) Wl g -

Hence,
H(n) = div(TyVn + f1) = T-pe.evidivpen + div f1.
This gives the conclusion with [ = p¢ - ¢, 1) = —idivpeé, f=div fi. O

We next tackle the other nonlinear terms. Recall the notations

g V- Vo+ Gy
1+ |V

, V=Vi¢— BV
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Lemma 3.2. — There exists a nondecreasing function F such that

1(Vn- Vi — Gn))’
2 14|Vl
with f € H7"2 and

1l zeres < F (Il gy >l ) (1 W0ller + Ill vy ] (1 160+ Wl ey

1
5]V¢]2— =Ty -V = TyTp - Vn—TsGn)Y + f,

Proof. — Consider
1 (ab+ c)?

F =17
(a,b,C) 2 1+|a|2 bl

(a,b,¢) € R* x RY x R.

We compute
b b b b
o, F = “2) (b— (e “2)@), o,F — “2)@, = M
1+ |al 1+ |al 1+ |al 1+ |al
Now we take a = Vn, b = Vi, and ¢ = G(n)y. Using Proposition 2.10 and
the hypothesis sy > % + %, we have
@b, e < F (Il gy Nl )
(@b, Mllgzos < F (Il gy > 100 ) [+ 10l + Il ey ]

1,6 Mlgr—s < F (Il ey 100 ) [1+ Wl + il sy |-
Then combining this with Theorem 6.9 gives
1(Vn-Vy = Gn)y)?
2 14|V
with
Wil ste—2 < F (10l gy > 1l ) (2 0l + Ul iy | [2 1980 Dl ey ] -

By the same theorem, there holds

1
3 VI =Toy - Vo + fa, | follgsirz < F (8l go) [0l cr 191 1 -

At last, we deduce from (6.5) and the estimates on (B, V) from Corollary 2.11
that

I(Tpv = TvTn)  Fillgere-s < F (10l ey > 16l ) 1990 ey

from which we can conclude the proposition. O

= TVB . V?]—FTBV” . Vl/) +TBG(77)1/J + fla

To replace the original unknown with the new good unknown, we will need an
estimate on T, gn. This is contained in the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.3. — We have

1Tl ize < F (Il gy > 1900z ) (1 18l0m + 1l g | 1 ey -

Proof. — First, using the equations (1.5), the product and nonlinear estimates,
and the estimates on G(n) of Proposition 2.10, we have

191 + 190 g < F (Il ey [l )

10l + 106l g < F (Il gy s 1z ) |2+ Ibllcr + Il iy ]

Then using Theorem 2.17 for the shape derivative of the Dirichlet-Neumann,
we have

9 [G(n)y] = G(n) (O — BOm) — div(Vem).

Then using the preceding estimates and the estimate on B from Corollary 2.11,
g SF (Il iy s 0l )

o3 SF (17l gy W0l ) [1H 18l + 1l ey -

100 — Bo|

|0¢p — BOyn||

Thus the last estimates of Proposition 2.10 give

IG)@ro = BOm g < F (Il gy 180 ) [1+ Ibllr + Il iy ]
There also holds
i (VA g < 1Vl g < F (Il sy 10l ) 14+ 1l0r + Il ey ]
so that

10N g < F (Il gy 100 ) [+ Illr + Il oy | -

At last, as in (2.26),

B =K(Vn)-Vi+ L(Vn)G(n)y.
Differentiating this expression and using the preceding estimates on the time
derivatives, we have

1981 g < F (10l g - 1800 ) [1+ 8l + 0l ey ]

2

from which the lemma follows immediately by (6.16) and the fact that r — 2 >
1

1 0
2

We now have all the ingredients needed to paralinearize the equations. Recall
that A\ has been defined in (2.27), and [ in (3.2).
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Proposition 3.4. — There exists a nondecreasing function F such that
with U := ¢ — Tgn there holds

{3t77+Tv -Vn —=T\U =fi,

3.4
(34) U +Ty - VU —Tin =fo,

with (f1, f2) satisfying

1 I g e S F (I g 100 ) (1 bl r + Il ey |

< (L el Il |

Proof. — The first equation is just Proposition 2.12. For the second one, we
use the equation satisfied by ¢ and Lemmas 3.1-3.2 to see that

oY +Tm+Ty -V —TyTg - Vn—TpG(n)yY = R
with
1Rl < F (100 g s 18l ) 1+ 10l + Il oy | [+ Wl + ey ]

and since
0U = 0 — T — To, 1,
we can use Lemma 3.3, the fact that 0,n = G(n)v, and

Ty -V —TyTg -V =Ty - VU + R’

with

1 e < F (Il g s 1600 ) [1+ 00l + 1] ey
to conclude. O
3.2. Symmetrization of the system. — As in [1| we shall deal with a

class of symbols having special structure that we recall here for the reader’s
convenience.

Definition 3.5. — Given m € R, X" denotes the class of symbols a of the
form

with
"(2,8) = F(Vn(x),£), o™ V(@,8) =Y Fa(Vn(x),£)dn(x)
|a|=2
such that

1. T, maps real-valued functions to real-valued functions;
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2. F is a C* real-valued function of (¢,€) € R x R4\ {0}, homogeneous
of order m in &, and there exists a function K = K(() > 0 such that

F(¢.€) > K(QIEI™, V(¢.€) € R x RT\ {0};
3. the F,s are complez-valued functions of (¢,€) € R% x R%\ {0}, homoge-
neous of order m — 1 in &.
In the sequel, we often need an estimate for u from T,u. For this purpose,

we prove

Proposition 3.6. — Let m, p € R, and sy > % + %l, Then there exists a
function F such that for alln € HSO_%, for all a € ™, we have

(35) lullgwem < F (Il -y ) (a4 fulz2)
(3.6) lullggern < F (Il -y ) (Tl s + lulicy) -
Remark 3.7 — 1. The same result was proved in Proposition 4.6 of [1| where

the constant in the right hand side is F(||n(¢)||gs-1). Here, for less regular n
we prove a worse estimate. However, it turns out that (3.5) is sufficient to
obtain a priori bounds.

2. In (3.5) (resp. (3.6)) one can freely replace ||u|z2 (reps. [lullco) by any
lower order Sobolev (resp. Holder) norm.

Proof. — We give the proof for (3.5), the one of (3.6) follows identically. We

write a = a(™ + a1 Introduce b = a(ln) and
3 d
0 ind{l.sy——=——5.
<6<m1n{,so 5 2}

Applying Theorem 6.4 (ii) with p = ¢ gives T,T,(m)y = I + r where r is of
order —e and

(3.7)
lrull guve < F (IValloo) lJull e < F ([Inlloree) llull e < F (HUHHSO—%> l[ual| -
Then, setting R = —r — T} T (m—1) we have

(I — R)u =TT u.

Let us consider the symbol a(™~ Y. For any a € N¢ with || = 2 and fixed £,
since so > 3 + g, Sobolev embedding and estimates (6.19), (6.23) give

16 (Vn, )0zl corve < 1Fa(Vn0, )00, 1ievg < IFa(V O -3 10200 -3

< FIVnlle) 2,y < F (Inl0-3 )

S0 — 3
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Consequently, one deduces a1 ¢ FT; Jrle and thus by Proposition 6.6,

ITym—sstlgumsee < F (10l ey ) Il

Because b € I'y™ with semi-norm bounded by ]:(HnHHSO_%) we get
(3.8) 1T T oyl s < F (0] gy ) il

Combining (3.7) with (3.8) yields

| Rullpgise < F (In(t)] -y ) leallzn.

The rest of the proof is identical to that of Proposition 4.6 in [1]. O

For the sake of conciseness, we give the following definition.

Definition 3.8. — Let m € R and consider two families of operators of or-
der m,

(At) :t€[0,T]}, {B(t):tel0,T]}.

Letso>%+%and2<r§so+%—g.

We write A ~ B if A — B is of order m — % and the following condition is

fulfilled: for all p € R, there exists a nondecreasing function F such that for
a.e. t€[0,T],

1A@) = By, s < F (IO ey ) (14 1Ol iy ) -

Remark 3.9. — Let a = o™ + a(™D € ¥ We make the following re-
marks.
(i) Because the principal symbol ("™ (t) contains only the first derivative

Vn € CT*%(Rd) N HSO*é(Rd) with r — % > %, So — % > 1+ g, applying
the nonlinear estimate (6.23) we obtain

ME@™ 1) < F (In®)] 03 ) IOl ey -
On the other hand,
Mg (@™ (1)) < F (Il )

(43) The subprincipal symbol a(™~1(t) depends on 97 ,|a| = 2 which belongs

to Crfg(Rd) s O3 (Rd) Hence, a(m1) ¢ I”f}gl and by (6.21) and (6.23) we
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have uniformly for || =1,
|Fa(Vn(t. ). (e, )]y
< NFa(Vn(t, ), €) = Fa(0, 107 n(E )l L3 + [Fa(0, [ 1070 ) 3
< FUVn@ o) IV g 191l v g + [Fa(0, O (O] s g
< F(IVa@®ll poo) 1) grso 11l vy + TE (O, O (@] vy -
The same estimates hold when one takes derivatives in £, consequently
M@ D(0) < F (Il ) 19O ey -

On the other hand, due to the fact that sy > % + %l we have

M@ D) < F (Il ey ) Il < F (190 ey ) -

From (i) and (ii) we observe that when one applies the symbolic calculus
Theorem 6.4, the operator-norm estimates are always linear in the highest

norm of 7, namely HUHCH%'

Using this remark, one can verify easily that Proposition 4.3 in [1] is still valid
and hence so is Proposition 4.8, [1]:

Proposition 3.10. — Let ¢ € X9, p € E%, v E 2 defined by

q_(1+|am77|)
p=(1+10:0) ‘3\/ D4 p12,

)\(0 i
= Vi@ (@),
¢ \/)\(1 = 3% 0 VEDA

1
(=1/2) — _ = ] (0)p) _ A(1/2),(1/2) 4 ;9 ~(3/2) 9 (1/2)
P NETE) {q Y4 ~y P +i0¢y Oxp } .

Then, it holds that
T,T\ ~T,T,, T,y ~T,T,, T,~ (Ty)".

1

l\.')

where

Using this Proposition, we now perform the symmetrization of the sys-
tem (3.4). Remark that in [2], for s > 2+ 3, this is achieved by using a
technical result in Lemma 4.4, [2]: for any m ,u € R there exists a function
C such that for all a € ¥™ and ¢ € [0, 77,

[ Taywll go—m < C{InE)|gzs—1)lull e
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which says that the operator norm of Tj,;y depends only on [|n(t)|zs—1 instead
of ||n(t)||zs when one applies Theorem 6.4 (z). In our situation, we shall use
Proposition 6.6 to handle symbols with negative regularity.

Proposition 3.11. — Introduce two new unknowns
Dy =Ty, P=T,U.
Then ®1, ®5 € C°([0,7T], H*(R)) and satisfy
(3.9) { 0i®1 + Ty - V& =T, 0y = I,
0y®Po + Ty - VO3 + T, Py = Fy,

and there exists a nondecreasing function F independent of 1,1 such that for
each t € [0,T], there holds
(3.10)

N B)lgecare < F (Il gy s 1l ) (1 Wl iy + I8lcr ) (14 Il sy + ol )

Proof. — Tt follows directly from the parlinearizedsystem (3.4) and Proposi-
tion 3.10 that ®;, P4 satisfy

{ NP1+ Ty - VO — T,®9 = T, f1 + Ty, + [Ty - V, Tpln,

(3.11)
Dy + Ty - Vg + T, By = Ty fo + To, U + [Tv - V, T, U.

For simplicity in notation, we denote the right-hand side of (3.10) by RHS.
First, Remark 3.9 and the symbolic calculus from Theorem 6.4 (iz) applied
with p =1 gives

I[Ty - V. Tylnll o + [Ty - V, LUl e < RHS.
It remains to estimate
||T6tpHHs+%_)HS ) ||T8tq||Hs*>Hs .

Recall that we have from the estimates on the Dirichlet-Neumann in Proposi-
tion 2.10

109l -2 < F (1l 105 )

and

(312)  10Vallers < F (10l gy s 1z ) [1+ I0ll ey + Il

We thus get by Theorem 6.4 (i) that

< F (100 gy 1600 ) [T+ 10l ey + 0]

el =
H*Y2 5 Hs

HTatpu/z)
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Thus, we are left with the estimate of HTatp(_l/g) o Recall that p(71/2)

1
H 2

pVE =" Fa(Vn, a8,

=2

is of the form

where the F,s are smooth functions of £ and homogeneous of order —%. Hence,

0D = 3 [0 Fa(Vn, )00 + Y Fu(Vn, €):05.

|o]=2 |o]=2
(i) Since sp > 3 + ¢, we have for all |a| = 2
02l < 1020y <l oy
This estimate together with (3.12) implies that (0,F,(Vn,&))05%n € I‘S% and

_1
My ? ([0cFa(V,€102m) < F (Il gy » 100 ) |1+ 0l sy + Il
Theorem 6.4 (i) then yields

_1
e < My ? ([0:Fa(V, )07 ) [Inll .-y < RHS.

| Tto, Fu (). £)102 7]

(77) Let G be an arbitrary smooth function of V7. For any |a| = 2, we

apply (6.22) with 1 < sg — 5 — % to get

GVl o < |G(Vn)]

2
ot 10:0zm]| s
< (I6(Vn) = GO} -y + IGO)]) 100 7]l -1
Clearly,

1G(T0) = GO ey < F (19l i)
On the other hand, by virtue of Proposition 2.9,

l0enllcs < IGMYler < IGmE] s
< F (Il gy 1l ) (1 Dl g + Wl -

Consequently,
IGOVMOE -1 < F (Il ey o1l ) [+ Il iy + I0ller] -
1
Therefore, according to Definition 6.5, F,,(Vn,§)0,05n € I'_{ with semi-norm

1
M2 (Fa(V0,)00020) < F (Inll iy s [0l ) 14 10l iy + 16l -
We then obtain by virtue of Proposition 6.6
s < RHS.

HTFa (anf)c’)t@%nn{
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For 0:q, the proof is the same as for the principal part of d;p, and we only need
to remark that

(313) WUl < F (10l gy s Wl ) [0y + 10l -

This concludes the proof of the Proposition. O

4. Blow-up criterion and a priori estimate

First of all, it follows straightforwardly from Proposition 3.11, that one can
reduce the water waves system to a single equation of a complex-valued un-
known:

Proposition 4.1. — Assume that (3.1) holds and let ®1, P2 be as in Propo-
sition 3.11 then
B = By +i®y = Tyy + iT,U
satisfies
(4.1) (O +Tv -V +iT,)® = F,
(4.2)

VEO e < F (g 10 ) [14 1l vy + Il ] (1 ey + 100

To obtain estimates in Sobolev spaces, we shall commute equation (4.1) with
an elliptic operator  of order s and then perform an L?-energy estimate. Since
7(/2) is of order 3/2 > 1 we need to choose p function of v(/2) as in [1]:

(4.3) o = (7(3/2))25/3,

and take ¢ = T;,®. Since we want to obtain energy estimates in terms of the
original variables 1 and v, we have to link them with this new variable ¢.

Lemma 4.2. — For s > sy > % + %l, there is a function F such that there
holds

(4.4) lellze < F (Il ey ) [l ey, + 1960

(5) Will ey 10l < F (Il g > 10l ) 11+ o).

Proof. — Recall that p € ¥, ¢ € 9, and p € X° since 7(%) € Y2, Thus we
have

Iellze < F (1l s ) 190 < F (10l gy ) 101z + Wl ey |

< F (Il gy ) [0l sy + 10052
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where we have used (3.13) to estimate U. To prove (4.5) we apply Proposi-
tion 3.6 two times to get

(4.6) 1l ey < F (Il y ) (1T Tml 2 + il ]
(47) 1l < F (Il -3 ) IToTatbl o+ 195 2]
Clearly, [|[T,Tpn| ;2 < [l¢l/;2- On the other hand,

(4.8) ITe Tl o < ITTUN e + |1 T T, Tl o
and

1T T Tanl 2 < F (10l ey 1l ) 1y
< F (Il ey 196055 ) [T Tl + 1]

using (4.6). Putting together these estimates proves the proposition. O

(4.9)

For the blow-up criterion and energy estimate below, we recall the following
quantities controlling the system (1.5).

Notation 4.3. — The Sobolev norm, blow-up norm and Strichartz norm for
(n,) are denoted by Mg, N, T, Z, 1 respectively:

(410) Moz = 100, oy ek gy Moo = 108 im0l ey
(411) NT7T - ”(n’,l/})HLl([O,T};WT+%’OOXWT7°°)7

(4.12) ZT,T - H(n? ’IIZ))||Lp([O7T};WT+%’DO><W7‘,OO)'

Proposition 4.4. — Letd> 1, h > 0, and indices

3—l—d< < 2<r< —l—l d
B D) So = S, T S0 B 2.

Then there exists a non-negative, non-decreasing function Fp, such that for all
T >0 and

(n,v) € L™ <[0,T];HS+% X HS) N Lt <[0,T];W”+%7°° % Wr,oo)

solution of the Zacharov-Craig-Sulem system (1.5) satisfying condition (1.3),
there holds

”‘)O”Loo([O,T];LQ) < Fh (MS,O + ‘F(MSO,T) [T + NhT]) :

Remark 4.5. — In general, F}, depends also on d, s, r, sp.
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Proof. — Using Gronwall lemma and the fact that ||¢(0)|;2 < F(Msp), we
see that the Proposition will be a consequence of the following estimate for ¢ :
(4.13)

d o
el < F (Il ey s 1l ) [L 4+ 1l gy + Il ] (2 + Nepll o] el e

To prove this estimate, we see from (4.1) that ¢ solves the equation
(4.14) O+ Ty -V+ily) o =T, F+G

where
G = T@tpq) + [TV : V,Tp]q) + Z[T"/’Tp]q)

First, remark that since 8550-(9337(3/ 2 = 857(3/ 2).9, o we can apply Theorem 6.4

(i1) with m =s, m' =3, p= 32 to find (keep in mind Remark 3.9)

T, Bl sz < F (Il gy s Wl ) [LH 16l + Ml oy ] -
The same theorem (applied with m =1, m’ = s, p = 1) also gives
MLy -V Tl sz < F (Il ey 1000 ) {1+ 186l + Il gy ]

Finally, one can write dyp = L(Vn,9;Vn,&) for some smooth function L ho-
mogeneous of order s in &, so that

1Toiolremsze < F (10l prgsy 51l ) [1+ 10l + Wl iy ] -

The estimates above imply

16 2 < F (10l ey 1l ) |1+ Ibllr + il ey | 191

On the other hand, Proposition 3.6 applied to u = ®, a = p € ¥° yields

18070 < F (Il ey 1602 ) Ul 2+ 10

Therefore,

1612 < F (Il gy s 1l ) {1+ Wbllr + Il oy | 11+ Nl 2]
On the other hand, we see from (4.2) that
IToF e < F (Il e > 1l ) |2+ [l + nll ey ] %

< (1 [l il oy ]

so that thanks to Lemma 4.2 we have

IToFll 2 < F (10l gy > 1l ) |1 16l + Wl iy | 11+ Nepll ]
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Now, using Theorem 6.4 (iii) we see easily that
(4.15)

1T )+ (T V) ez < F (Il ey - 900) (14 [l + il ey |

and
(4.16)

1) + (@) lrzsre < F (Il gy 1010 ) [1+ 10lor + Il ey ] -

Then using equation (4.14) we conclude the proof of (4.13) and thus of the
Proposition. ]

Now, taking s > 2 + %l and

(770,1/10) S HSJF% x HS

such that dist(no,I") > h > 0, we know from Theorem 1.1, [1] that there exists
a time T € (0,00) such that the Cauchy problem for system (1.5) with initial
condition (79,%p) has a unique solution

(n,9) € C ([0, T); H** = H?)

The maximal time of existence 7™ > 0 then can be defined as

(4.17)
T* =T*(no,vo,h) := sup {T' > (0 : the Cauchy problem for (1.5) with data

(110, %) has a solution (n, ) € C([0,T");; H**% x H®)

satisfying [Oirgpfl] dist(n(t),T") > 0} .

By the uniqueness statement of Proposition 6.4, [1] (it is because of this Propo-
sition that we require the separation condition in the definition (4.17)) the
solution (1, 1) is defined for all ¢ < T and

(n,4) € C <[0,T*);HS+% % H) ,
which will be called the maximal solution.

Theorem 4.6. — Let d > 1, h > 0 and indices
L T T U S
B B S0 S B% r S0 B 9"

Let T* = T*(ng, 1o, h) be the mazimal time of existence defined by (4.17) and

(4.18) (n,) € L™ ([O,T*); H3 H)
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be the mazimal solution of (1.5) with prescribed data (no,vo) satisfying
dist(no, ') > h. Then if T* is finite, it holds that

1
ot e T gy ) =

where h(T) is the distance from the surface n to the bottom T' over the time
interval [0,T].

Proof. — Suppose that T* < +o00 and

1
K = timsup (M1 + Nop + 7 ) < +00.
g et gy ) S

Let T € [0,T%*) arbitrary then h(T) > 1/K > 0. It follows from Proposition
4.4 and the estimate (4.5) that

(419) MS,T < ]:1/K (Ta MS,O?MSO7T?NT7T) <L

for some function Fy,f increasing in each argument and L = L(K, M, T*).
On the other hand, from the a priori estimate in Proposition 5.2, [1] we deduce
that the existence time for local solutions can be chosen uniformly for data
lying in a bounded subset of H s+3 x HS and satisfy uniformly the separation

condition (Hp). In particular, call 77 be the time of existence for data in the
ball B(0, L) of H st3 x H* whose surface is away from the bottom a distance
(at least) 1/K. Choosing n(T* — %) as such a datum we can prolong the
solution up to the time 7™ 4 % which contradicts the maximality of T, the

theorem is proved. O

The preceding result means that one can continue a solution satisfying the
separation condition (H;) as long as the Sobolev norm Mg, for any index sy >
%—l—g stays bounded, and the time integral of the Holder norms at regularity r» =
2 + ¢, N,, is finite.

Now we give the proof of Corollary 1.3 which is stated again for reader’s
convenience.

Corollary 4.7. — Let T € (0,+00) and (n,1) be a distributional solution to
system (1.5) on the time interval [0, T] such that inf(y ) dist(n(t),T') > 0. Then
the following property holds: if one knows a priori that

T
(4200 0p 0 PO oo | 1Bl 5 A < o0

then (n(0),4(0)) € H>®(RH? implies that (n,) € L=([0,T); H*(R%))2.
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Proof. — From condition (4.20) one can find sy, r verifying
S pd d<r<sgrid
2 T2 =% TS
such that
(4.21) M7+ Npp < 0.

Take s > sp + 5 arbitrary, it suffices to prove that if ((0),(0)) € Hs"3 x H°
then (n,) € L*>(]0,T7; H5 3 x H?). Since s > 2+ %, according to the Cauchy
theory in [1] one has a maximal solution

(n,4) € Lo([0,Ts); H**2 x H),

By uniqueness, we only need to show that Ty > T'. Suppose that Tg < T < 400
we get by applying Theorem 4.6

1
I (Mo + Ny + 5 ) = +o.
g Mol Rt iy ) = e
By our assumption, h(T") > h(Ts) > 0, hence

lim sup <MSO,T’ + NnT/) = 400

T —Ts
which contradicts (4.21). O
Remark 4.8. — Infact, the proof of Corollary 4.7 above shows a stronger reg-
ularity result: under condition (4.20), for any s > 2+ 4+ we have (1(0),(0)) €

H*"2 x H* implies (n,v) € LOO([O,T];HSJF% x H®). The value of this result
over the Cauchy theory in [1] is that here the existence time T is given and is
independent of the Sobolev index s.

We next derive from Proposition 4.4 an a priori estimate for the Sobolev
norm Mg 7 by means of itself and the Strichartz norm Z, 7.

Theorem 4.9. — Letd> 1, h >0, p > 1, and indices

>3+d 2<r< +1 d
s> —+ = r<s4_—-——.
2 2 2 2

Then there exists a non-negative, non-decreasing function Fp, such that for all
T e10,1) and

(n,v) € L™ <[0,T];HS+% X HS> nL? <[0,T];W”+%7°° % Wr,oo)

solution of the Zacharov-Craig-Sulem system (1.5) satisfying inf,c(o 7 dist(n(¢),T) >
h we have

(422) MS7T § .Fh <MS70 + Téf (Ms7T + Zr,T)) )
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where § = min{1 — , 11
= L3k

1
Proof. — First, by Holder inequality we have N.p < T v 7 and thus
Proposition 4.4 applied with sy = s implies that
(4.23)

1—1
1T Tyl o oy I T Tl e o102y < F (Moo + T3 F (Mo + Zyr) ) -
We denote by = the right-hand side of the preceding inequality, where F may
change from line to line. Using the estimate for the Dirichlet-Neumann oper-

ator in Proposition 2.10 we get
(4.24)

7€) =1 (0) || == S/O Ham(m)llﬂs—ldmZ/O G (m)| gs—rdm < TF (Ms,r).

Consequently,

(4.25) ln@ o-y < 0O ooy + lIn(8) = n(O)] -y

1 =<
1 1 1
< (O yo- g + In(®) = 1O frar () = n(O) s < Mo + T2 F (Ms(T)) -
The estimates (4.6), (4.23) and (4.25) then give
(4.26)

—
—

T ———

We turn to estimate || o s, for which we use the second equation in (1.5)
to get

6(6) — 60}y < TF (Myz).
By interpolation as in (4.24), there holds

(4.27) 1)l g1 < (Ol s + VIF (Myz) -

Then, in views of (4.7) and (4.25) it remains to estimate ||T,Ty9|[ Lo ((0,17,22)-
To do this, one writes by definition of U

I ToTo | oo 0,17,2) < 1T TqUll oo (o,17,02) + 1T Ty TBN|| oo (j0,17,12)-
The second term on the right-hand side is bounded by (4.23). For the second

term, one uses (4.26) to have

I T Ty Tl o110 < E N30l progre < ENBI oy Il vy -

1, for which we use

Thus, to complete the proof we are left with HBHLmC,7

again the decomposition (2.26) for B:
B = K(Vn) - Vi + L(Vn)G(1n)¢.



A PARADIFFERENTIAL REDUCTION FOR THE GRAVITY-CAPILLARY WAVES 37

Then by (6.22) and the estimate for G(n)t in Theorem 2.5, there hold

1Bl -3 < IK(V)llea IVl -y + LVl Gl -3

2

< F (Il evy ) IVl gems + 1GO1e-2) < F (Il sy ) 186 o
The estimates (4.26) and (4.27) then conclude the proof. O

5. Contraction estimates

Our goal in this section is to prove a contraction estimate for two solutions to
(1.5) in weaker norms. This will be used in the proof of the convergence of the
scheme and in establishing uniqueness for the Cauchy theory in our compan-
ion paper [26]. To get started, we have by straightforward computations the
following assertion: (1,) is a solution to system (1.5) if and only if

@+1v-5+£) (1) = fn0)

with

o e ) ) D o= D)
e ) = G — (Ta(¢ — Ten) — Ty - Vi),

1 1 (V- Vi + Gn)y)?
5.2 2 = _Z 2, -
+ Ty -V = TpTy -V = TpG(n)y + H(n) + Tin — gn.
We consider (n,1) at the following regularity level

(n,4) € L® ([0,T];HS+% X H) nL» <[O,T]; W WT’OO) ,

with
s>5+5, r<s—g+s.
Now, let (n1,%1) and (n2,12) be two solutions of system (1.5) on [0,T]. Set
on=m—mn2, 0Y=v¢1—1, O0B=B1—By oV=V—-V
Define the following quantities
(5.3)
Ps(t) = llon@) gs— + 0¥l ooz > Pult) = [lon@)llgrr + 60O -3,
Psr = HPSHLOO([O,T]) » Par= ‘PSHLP([O,T]) )
P(t) = Ps(t)+ Pu(t), Pr=Psr+Pur.
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Notation 5.1. — Throughout this section, we write A < B if there exists a
non-decreasing function F : R* — R™ such that A < F(M, SlT, M iT)B , where
MiT is defined by (4.10): M]T = ||(77J,7/)])||Loo (0.T); s < H5)'

5.1. Contraction estimate for f?. — Recall that we consider B, V as
functions of (7, 1) defined by (1.6).

Lemma 5.2. — We have for a.e. t € [0,T]
I8B®,_y + 1V D,y S PO

Proof. — Assume that the estimate for 0B is proved, we have
0V =V — 6BV — BaVon.

Obviously,

IV, 3 < 1063 < 100,y < Pae).
On the other hand,

B2V on(t)| -3 < 1B2Von)l e < 0n(0)llwr0e < Pr(t)

and from the product rule (6.22) for negative Holder indices there holds

16BVm )]l -3 S NBO -3 IVm @)l ;34 S P
since for € > 0 small enough ||V771(13)||C%+E S IV ()| . . Therefore, we
are left with the estimate for B, for which we use again the formula (2.26)

B=K(Vn) -V + L(Vn)Gn)y,

with K and L smooth. Observe that G(n) has order 1, hence these two terms
are at the same regularity structure. We give the proof for the second one since
it involves the Dirichlet-Neumann operator:

L(Vn1)G(m)r — L(Vn2)G(n2)Y2 = [L(Vn1) — L(Vn2)|G(m )i
+ L(Vn2)[G(m )1 — G(n2)va].

From this expression and the product rule (6.22) we only need to estimate the
C~1/2 norm of

G(m)r = G(ne)2 = G(m)ov — [G(m) — G(n2)]e2,
where the Holder estimate (2.22) applied with p = 5/2 gives ||G(771)51,Z)HC_j S

P(t). For the second term on the right-hand side, we apply for example, The-
orem 5.3, [3] on the contraction estimate for the Dirichlet-Neumann operator
to get (since s —1/2 > 14 d/2)

IG(m) = G2l o2 S 00 grs-1 -
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Then the embedding H%2 < C'~1/2 concludes the proof. U

We introduce the following notation.
Notation 5.3. — Let f:R? — C9 be a function of u, we set
Quf (u)it = Y { (u +2) — f(u)}.
Proposition 5.4. — With f? defined in (5.2), it holds for a.e. t € [0,T] that
[ /20, 00) () = P, 2) () oog S P(E

3 S P,

Proof. — It suffices to prove that
(5.4)

a2+ s, 0)6| Ly S Ullas +lillor +11l oy 191
We have f2(n,1) = I + I + I3 with
Iy == H(n) + Tin,

3.
ol

1(Vn-Vy + G(n)y)?
2 1+ |Vnl?

1
I := _§|v¢|2 + + Ty -V =TTy - Vn — TBG(U)¢a

I3 := —gn.
Observe that dyly = dyl3 = 0. The estimate for d, I3 = —gn is obvious.
Observe that I; and Is are the remainder of the paralinearization in Lemmas
3.1 and 3.2, respectively. Putting f(z) = —z(1 + |z[>)~1/2, 2 € R?, we have
H(n) = div f(Vn). Since
dn f (V)i = f'(V) Vi,

it follows that

dyH(n)n = div(f'(Vn)V)i + f/(Vn)V - Vi,
Then using the Bony decomposition we get

dnH ()0 = T; giv(p (vn)e)n + T-pomeen + R=T-m+ R
with || R gs—s/2 S [|0]] =1 + [|1]|cr—1. Then by Leibnitz rule
dyli(n) =T+ R

where [ := d,,l7), so we only need to show that || T}n|| ye—sz < |19 grs—r + |7l cr—1-
Indeed, observe that [ is of the form

3
[ = Fy(Vn, §) Vi + Fo(Vn, Vi + F3(Vn, ) ViaV2in = Y Gj(x,€),
j=1

where Fj, j = 1,2,3 are smooth in R? x R%\ {0}; F} is homogeneous of order
2 in &, Fy, F3 are homogeneous of order 1 in . By virtue of Theorem 6.4 (7)
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and Proposition 6.6 we see that to obtain the desired bound for ||Tjn||fs-3/2 it
suffices to prove

‘st 108 G1(+, € )HLoo+|81|lp 108G (- llc-1 S Callillgrr, YaeN? j=2, 3.
1 ¢l=1

This is true because (assuming without loss of generality that F}(0,&) = 0, for
all &) uniformly in [¢| =1,
IEL (V) Vil oo S lillwree S lillr1 s
BV V2l cor S IE(VD) o [Vl cmr S lillgrn
[B(vm) ViVl oo S 1EB(V) VIV o S Il < lillger -

(here, we chose 0 < e <s—3/2—d/2).

We have shown the desired estimate for I;. By inspecting the proof of Lemma
3.2, the estimate for H53/2 norm of d ndon + d¢12¢ can be obtained in the
same way. U

5.2. Contraction estimate for f'. — Our goal in this paragraph is to
derive the following estimate.

Proposition 5.5. — With f! defined in (5.2), it holds for a.e. t € [0,T] that

[ £ (s o0)(8) = £ (2, 2) (8) || oes S Prr(t) + Ps(6)Q(t)

with

2 2
(5.5) Q) =1+ i)l vy + D 14Ol
=1 j=1

Proposition 5.5 will be a consequence of the following estimates:
(5.6)
s s 0illzrr S Willzzs (1 10l g + 190r ) + Willrs, Vi € HSVECTHE,

(5.7)
Iy S . 0)d s S NI ey + WHCT_L Vi) € HSNC™.

Lemma 5.6. — The estimate (5.6) holds.
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Proof — From the definition of f! we have
dy f (0,47 = =G(B7) — div(V)
—A{T\(¥ — Tpn) — TaTzn — Th\Tpn — Ty, Ny — Ty Vi }
- ZIj’
j=1
where B := dyB(n, ¢)77 and similarly for V, A; and
L =Tyn, Ip=-VVn+TyVn, I3:=-T;(% —Tsn),
Iy =TTy, Is:=—-G(Bn)— (divV)n+ T\Tp.
1. For Iy we write Iy = =Ty,V — R(V1),V) and use (6.11), (6.18) to estimate
M2l s S IVl g1 [Vl Lo S Ml 1 -

2. To estimate the other terms, we need to study B and V. For the former,
the only nontrivial point is d,[G(n)y]n:

(5.8) dy[G(n)¥]n = —G(n)(Bn) — div(Vn)).
Consequently,
1 g G YIn oz S il s + VA romr S 7l sr -
Therefore, || B||gs—2 < ||| gys—1. This together with the relation V = V¢—BVn
imply that
1Blle-z + 1V 1oz < lill o
A a consequence, the paraproduct rule (6.14) gives with s — 3/2 > d/2
Il s S IV =2Vl ooy S Il

Similarly,
Mall gs—r S W Tgnllas S NBllgs—2l1nll oy S Nl

3. For I3 one estimates A exactly as for [ in the proof of Proposition 5.4.
4. For I5 we follow [1] using a key cancellation in Lemma 2.12, [1] whose proof
applies also at our regularity level:

Gn)B=—-divV + R, |R|gs— < 1.
On the other hand, it follows from Proposition 2.15 that
with
IE(n, Bl s S N1l g1 s [1E(0, B) [ gs—r S 1.
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Then plugging these paralinearizations into the expression of I5 gives I5 =
J1 + Jo with

Ji = —Tyo (B —Tpi —T;B),
J2 = T\oTpn + [T, Ty | B + T F(n, B) + (1) — T;) divV — F(n, Br)) — T R.
For J; one applies (6.12) to have

il S IR ) S Wilges 1Bllcn S Nillzees (1l g + Il ).

For J; we only need to take care of the commutator [Ty,T\w)|B. Since
| Bl gs-1 < 1 it suffices to prove that [T}, Ty)] has order 0 with norm from
H*"! — H5! bounded by the right hand side of (5.6). This is in turn a
consequence of Theorem 6.4 (i7) and the fact that » —1 > 1. This concludes
the proof. O

Finally, we prove
Lemma 5.7. — The estimate (5.7) holds.

Writing B = B(n,v), V = V(n,v) we have since f! is linear with respect to
1) that

dwfl(n, 7/1)¢ = G(W)T/.} - TA(T/} - TB(n,@W) - Tv(mb) -V =: R(n, 1/1)

Estimate (5.7) means that R is of order —1/2 in 1) and acts from H5%/2 to
H5~1. In fact, we have proved in Proposition 2.12 that R is of order —1/2 and
acts from H® to HTY2, Here, we shall follow the proof of Proposition 2.12
except that we do not need to use the good unknown u in (2.31) and we do
not need to track the lower Sobolev index syp. Lemma 5.7 is a consequence of
the following.

Lemma 5.8 — Letd>1, h >0 and
s>§+c—i 2<r<s+c—i+l.
2 2 2 2
Then there exist a non-decreasing function F : RT x RT — R such that for
any n € H5+2 satisfying dist(n,T') > h > 0 and » € H* N C", we have

(59) GO — Ta(w — Tom) = Ty -Vl s < F (Il oy N0l) ¢
X (Il ey + 90l g ) -
Proof. — We first remark that

1T\ Tnl ot + 1TV - Il groms < F (Ml ey s 1l ) (1Bl oy + 1V oy )
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On the other hand, (2.22) implies

1Bl ey + IVl ooy < F (Il ey ) (160 g + 100 mg ) -

Therefore, the proof of (5.9) reduces to showing that

(5:10) G = Tl s < F (Il ey > Wbl ) (19600 + 160 g ) -

Step 1 (Estimates for v.) First, let v be as in (2.7), which satisfies equa-
tion (2.8). Let zp € (—1,0) and set J = [z9,0]. Proposition 2.4 applied
with 0 = s —5/2 > —1/2 gives the Sobolev estimates

(5.11) 192,20l geng, ) < F (Il ey ) 100 pecg -

Then from equation (2.8) itself and the product rule (6.15) we obtain
1y S IVt g gy < F (Il ey ) 161 s -

X572

(5.12) |02v|

Proposition 2.9 applied with g = 5/2 on the other hand, implies the following
Holder estimate

(518) Vel o g, S F (Il oy 106l ) (1011 g + 1080 g ) -

Again, we shall use (2.8) to derive a bound for 9?v in C(J; 0;3/2), for which
we use the Bony decomposition

alAyv =Ty Arv + Ta v + R, Ayv)

where the paraproduct terms are estimated using (6.18), (6.17) together
with (5.13) for A,v; (2.10) and Sobolev embedding for a. For the remainder
term one uses (6.13) as follows:

[1R(ev, Az0)| S [[R(e, Agv) 3 [[Az0]

<
ooc«** LOOH_%+d_% ~ ||OZHL00H57§ L°°H57%
noticing that s > 3/2+d/2, hence s —7/2+s—1/2 > max{0,—3/2+d}. The
term BV, 0,v is treated identically, so we are left with v0,v:

70| S (80l ¢ SN, o oz [1020]]

5
LeeCc—3 ~ Lo 3+4 LeH LeH"2"’

where we have applied (6.19). Therefore, we obtain

614) 020l g, S F (Ilgery 0l ) (100 g + 100y ) -

Step 2. To simplify notations, we shall write g ~g g iff the E-norm of g, —
is bounded by the right-hand side of (5.10), which shall be denoted by r.h.s.
As in Proposition 2.13, set

P =02 +T,A, +Ts- V.0, — T,0,.
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From equation (2.8) there holds
0=(02+al, + B V0, —79:.)v = Pv+ Qu
with
Qu = [Tava + R(Av, )] + [Ty, + R(VO:v, B)] — [To.07 + R(I:v,7)]-
For the first bracket, we have according to (6.16), (6.12) and (5.11), (5.13)

+[|R(Av, < A 5 (|ja— hQHLgHS +1) Srhs.

|Tsal ot

Lo 1| P

Estimates for other terms follow along the same lines. We conclude that Pu ~
0. Next, by virtue of Lemma 2.14,

(0, —Ty) (0, — Ta)v ~ys—1 0.
Then, following exactly the proof of Proposition 2.12, we obtain as in (2.34)

that
|00 — Tqv|| ys—1 S 7.hes.

~

Consequently, we deduce by using again the Bony decomposition

1+ Vol
Mﬁzv = Vp-Vor~ysa T g,z2 0,v — Tv,Vv
aZp Oz p
~xs—1 T1+‘Vp‘2 TAU - TVPV/U ~ TI_HVP‘QA'U - TVPVU
Ozp 9zp
~ ys—1 TAv

with A = %A —1Vn - € satisfying A|,—o = A. The proof of (5.10) is
complete. O

5.3. Contraction estimate for solutions. — In views of notations (5.2),
(5.3) and (5.5) , we have proved in subsections 5.1, 5.2 the following result for
a.e. te€[0,T].

1) (8) = FOm) O,y g < F (Mlp. M2r) (Pu(t) + Ps()Q(0).

Consequently, this together with Lemma 5.2 implies that the difference of
solutions satisfies

(5.15) O+ Ty, -V + L1) (:;Z) = (;’;)
where, again

(5.16)

101 02y, g < F (Mg, M21) (Par(t) + Ps(0)QD)), et € 0,71,
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5.8.1. Symmetrization. — Now, we symmetrize (5.15) using the symmetrizer

g (Tn O I 0
0 T, )\-Ts, I)

The dispersive part L. Recall Definition 3.8 on equivalence of two families of
operators A(t) and B(t), t € [0,T):

1A@) = B, sy < F (IO ey ) (14 10O iy ) -
By virtue of Proposition 3.10 we obtain (we skip the subscript 1 in the following

computations)
T, 0N( I O\(I 0\[0 -T)
o 7,)\~1s 1)\15 1)\7; 0
(T, 0N [0 -Ty\ [0 -T,T\
- \0 T,)\7; 0 ) \T,T; 0
0 -TT\ (0 -T,\ (T, 0
v, o )~ \r, o )\o 1,)°

0 -T,\ (1T, O 1 0
o <T71 0 ><0 Ty, —1Ip, 1)~

Therefore, if we set

(131 = Tp1(5?7, (132 = qu (5¢ — TBl(Sn),
then ®q, P4 satisfy
(57] =T (1)2
SL ~ mn
o)~ ()
which means that

0 -7, ®
e &) (0], 02700 )

The convection part 0y + Ty, V: one proceeds as in the proof Proposition 3.11
and get

S (8 + Ty, - V) <§Z> = (O +Ty,-V)S ((?Z) +R=(0:+Ty,-V)S <$;> +R

Consequently,

where the remainder R verifies

IR ey g < F (Mirs M27) (14 Il iy ) Ps(®):

In conclusion, we have derived that

{&@1 +1v, - V& - T, P = I} + Gy,

5.17
( ) 0y Py + TV1 V&g + qu)z =I5+ Gy
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where for a.e. t € [0,T],

[(F1, )

(5.18) H 3 x 3 (Msl,T, MSQT) (1 + ”771”Cr+%> Ps(t)

(M7, M27) (Pr(t) + Ps(t)Q(t)) .

G1 _ Tplgl
Go Ty (92 —Tpyg1)) "

It follows from (5.16) that (G1,G2) also satisfy
(5.19)  [[(G1, Go) g SF (Mg, MZp) (Pr(t) + Ps(H)Q(t)) -

«_3
H2xH"2 —

<

and from (5.15)

5.8.2. Contraction estimates. — Put ® := $1 4 iPy, then
(5.20) 0P+ Ty, - VO +iT, @ =F+ G := (1 +iFy) + (G1 +1iG2).

We are now back to the situation of Proposition 4.1: we shall conjugate (5.20)
with an operator of order s —3/2 and then perform an L2-energy estimate. As
in (4.3), we choose

_ (%3/2))2(&%)/3’ o =T,,®.

£1
After conjugating with T}, , one obtains
(5.21) O +Ty, - V+ill, ) p =T, (F+G)+ H

with
H =Ty, ®+ [Ty, - V,T,,]® + [T, T, | .
It is easy to see as in the proof of Proposition 4.4 (using Lemma 3.6) that
IH@ON,._y < F (Mg, M2) Q) 00,
< F (Mg, MZ7) Q@) (190l 2 + llo()]] 2] -
On the other hand, from the estimates (5.18), (5.19) for F, G we get
(5.23) | T (F + Gl 2 < F (Mg, MZ7) (Pr(t) + Ps(t)Q(1)) -

Now, using (5.22), (5.23) and (4.15), (4.16) we deduce from equation (5.21)
that

(5.22)

% le(®)l72 < F (Mip, M) {[Pa(t) + Q1) Ps(t) + Q1) [D(1)]] 2] [l o(t)ll 2 +

20(t) ()3}

Since

T
@&l p2 < F (Mg, M2p) Ps(t), /0 Qt)dt <1+ Zy 1+ Zi
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Gronwall inequality then gives (see Notations 4.10, 5.3)

t
el < 7 (10 + [ 1@Em)Pstm) + Prtm]dm

1

(5:24) < F() (0Ol 2 + T [+ ZLr + Z24)Psir + P )

1
< F(...) (PS(O) + TFPT)
where
F(.)=F (Mip, MZp, Z)p, Z2 ) Sto = 1.
The next step is to go back from ¢ to (dn,d1). To do this, one uses again
Proposition 3.6 (and the Remark following it) to get

109l o1 < F (Il ey ) (1T To0ml 2+ 0l |

160l g < F (il ey ) [IToTe00 ] 2 + 11600,y | -

H3
Then, in view of (5.24) it remains to estimate ||517||H_% and H&/)HH_% by r.h.s.

For n we have

1on@Il,,—3 < W16nO)I[ -3 + lon(t) = on(O)][ -1
td
< J—
< [lon(O)ll -3 + H/O dtén(m)deH_%

< 13m0l +7 sp
te|0,

d
—on(t .
a0

H™ 2

The last term can be written as

00(6) = Gl () (1)~ GOm () (t) = Gl )60+ Gm (1)~ G ma (1)) 1),

The Sobolev estimate for the Ditichlet-Neumann operator in Theorem 2.5 ap-
plied with 0 = s —3/2 > 1/2 gives

IGEmSel,_y S IGmSI .5 S 6wl .y

On the other hand, using the shape-derivative formula and Theorem 2.5 again,
one gets

HGm(®) - Glm®)ea(®) 2 < H [ 16 0+ (e v2(0) Gty

L2

<

/ {G(ﬁ(m)) (Bon(t)) + div (V(m)n(t)) } de

0
< [16nl] s

Hs—2
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where 7j(m) = m +mdn, B(m) = B(ij(m), ), V(m) =V (ij(m),vs).
Summing up, we obtain
1
69(0) | o < F (Mg, M2, Zhp Z21) (Ps(0) + T# P(1)).

The quantity H(MHH_ 3 is treated in the same way using instead the second

equation in (1.5). Therefore, we end up with the following estimate

1
16, 80D oy ey < F (M, Mg, Zhr, 222 (Ps(0) + TV P(1))
which implies
1
(5.25) Psr < F (M, M27, Z) 0, Z21) <PH(0) LT pT> .

Observe that (5.25) is an a priori estimate for the Sobolev norm of the difference
of solutions. To close this estimate, we seek a similar estimate in Hélder norm.
For this purpose we apply the Strichartz estimates in our companion paper
[26] to the dispersive equation (5.20). According to this result, for

d
2<r<r <s—=+upu,

2
and
3

(5.26) K 2307 p when ,

p=1i5, p=2 whend>2
we have

90,3 ORI,y
< F (Mgr Zpr) <HF+GHLpHsg + H‘I’HLOOHVQ :
which, combined with (5.18) and (5.19) implies
111,y < F (Mir, Zhr) (Pr+ 1@, ppoy) < F (Mir, ZEr) Pr.

Then by interpolating between 7, r’ and using the symbolic calculus in Theo-
rem 6.4 one obtains for some 6 = d(r,s) > 0:

(5.27) Pyr < F (Msl7T7 MSQ,Ta Z7}7T7 ZE,T) TPr.

Combining (5.25) and (5.27) we end up with a closed a priori estimate for the
difference of two solutions of (1.5) in terms of Sobolev norm and Strichartz
norm:

Pr < F (Mg, Mly, 2} 5, 2} r) (PS(O) + T‘SPT) .

This implies Pr, < F(...)Ps(0) for some 77 > 0 small enough and depending
only on F(...). Then iterating this estimate between [T1,2T4],...,[T — T1,T]
we obtain the following result.
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Theorem 5.9. — Let (n;,v;), j = 1,2 be two solutions to (1.5) on I =
[0,T], 0<T <1 such that
(17, 5) € LX(I H*T2 (RY) x HY(R) 0 LP(L W2 (RY) x W (R))
with
3

>+d 2<r< d+'
s>5+5, r<s—g Tt

where i, p are given by (5.26) and such that infycp 7y dist(n;(t),T') > h > 0.

Set
M;T = H(Uj,ZZ)J')||LOO([O,T];Hs+%XH5)’ Zﬁ,T = H(nj’T’Z)j)||Lp([07T};WT+%’°°><WTv°°)'

Consider the differences dn := m — m2, 0¥ := 1 — Yy and their norms in
Sobolev space and Hélder space:

Pr = |(dn,0¢9)]| + [1(6n, 5)

Then there exists a non-decreasing function Fj, : RT x RT — R™ depending
only on d, r, s, h such that

Pr < Fn (Msl,T’ MS2,T’ Zrl,T’ Zg,T) H(577, 57p)|t=0‘|

3 3 .
Loo(I;Hs—IXHS*Q) Lp([;WT*l,ooxwrfjvoo)

_3 .
Hs=1xH™2

6. Appendix: Paradifferential Calculus and technical results
Definition 6.1. — 1. (Littlewood-Paley decomposition) Let k € C$°(R?) be
such that

k(@) =1 for 0] <1.1, k(@) =0 for |8] > 1.9.
Then we define x(6,1) = >_1 25 ki_3(0)pr(n), where
kE(0) = K(Q*ké?) fork € Z, 0o = Ko, and QO = Kp—Kg_1 Jor k> 1.

Given a temperate distribution u and an integer k in N we also introduce Spu
and Agu by Spu = Ki(Dy)u and Agu = Sgu—Sk_1u for k > 1 and Agu = Syu.
Then we have the formal decomposition

o
U= Z Apu.
k=0

2. (Zygmund spaces) If s is any real number, we define the Zygmund
class C3(RY) as the space of tempered distributions u such that

Hu||Ci = sup 2% || Agul| o < +o0.
q

3. (Hélder spaces) For k € N, we denote by WH>(R?) the usual Sobolev
spaces. For p = k+ o, k € N,o € (0,1) denote by WP>=(R?) the space of
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functions whose derivatives up to order k are bounded and uniformly Holder
continuous with exponent o.

Let us review notations and results about Bony’s paradifferential calculus (see
[13, 27, 38|). Here we follow the presentation by Métivier in [38] and [3], [5].

Definition 6.2. — 1. (Symbols) Given p € [0,00) and m € R, F;”(Rd)
denotes the space of locally bounded functions a(x,&) on R? x (R \ 0), which
are C™ with respect to & for € # 0 and such that, for all o € N% and all € # 0,
the function x — Oga(x,) belongs to WP (RY) and there erists a constant
Cy such that,

1 — |
VI > 5. [ogal < Ca(L+ [

7£)HWp,oo(Rd)

Let a € F:,”(Rd), we define the semi-norm

6.1 M™(a) = sup sup 1+ é‘ ‘a|*maaa ‘,5 ‘
Oy MM@=  sw s |a+iepogac. o), L

2. (Paradifferential operators) Given a symbol a, we define the paradifferential
operator T, by

62)  Toa(é) = (2m) / \(€ = 7)A€ — m,myp(m)a(n) di,

where a(6,¢) = [ e~ (x, &) dx is the Fourier transform of a with respect to
the first variable; x and i are two fired C*° functions such that:

63 w=0 forbl<y  w)=1 for >,

and x(0,m) is defined by x(0,1) = 3120 ke—3(0)pr(n).

Definition 6.3. — Let m € R. An operator T is said to be of order m if, for
all uw € R, it is bounded from H* to HF~™.

Symbolic calculus for paradifferential operators is summarized in the following
theorem.

Theorem 6.4. — (Symbolic calculus) Let m € R and p € [0, 00).
(1) If a € TP(RY), then T, is of order m. Moreover, for all u € R there exists
a constant K such that

(6.4) HTGHHH—>HN—"L < KMy*(a).
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(1i) If a € F:,”(Rd), be F?/(Rd) with p > 0. Then T, Ty, — Ty, is of order m +
m' — p where

(_i)a fot let
afh:= )y | ~——02a(z, §)07b(x,£).
lal<p
Moreover, for all p € R there exists a constant K such that

/

(6:5) N1 TuTh = Tl o pro-m-mrep < KM (a) MG (b) + KM (a) M (B).

(7i1) Let a € F;”(Rd) with p > 0. Denote by (T,)* the adjoint operator of Ty,
and by @ the complex conjugate of a. Then (Ty)* — Ty~ is of order m — p where

1
* o o—
a* = Z —i|0“a!a§ Oy a.
lor|<p
Moreover, for all p there exists a constant K such that

(6.6) 1(T6)" = Tall g pru—mte < KM (a).

We also need the following definition for symbols with negative regularity.

Definition 6.5. — Form € R and p € (—0,0), F;”(Rd) denotes the space
of distributions a(x,&) on R x (R4\ 0), which are C° with respect to & and
such that, for all & € N% and all € # 0, the function x +— ag‘a(x,g) belongs to
CL(R?) and there exists a constant Cy, such that,

1
(6.7) vIEl > 5o [[92al )]l gy < Call+lgh™
For a € I']', we define
68) M@= sw s [0+t

la|<2(d+2)+|p| [£]=1/2
Proposition 6.6. — Let p <0, me R and a € I.’ZL. Then the operator T is
of order m — p:

(6-9) HTaHHS—>HS*(mfp) < CM:L(G)7 HTaH s=(m—p) < CM;;{L(G)-

Cs—C

Given two functions a,b defined on R% we define the remainder
(6.10) R(a,u) = au — Tou — Tya.

We shall use frequently various estimates about paraproducts (see chapter 2
in [10], [9] and [3]) which are recalled here.
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Theorem 6.7. — . Leta,BeR. If a+ >0 then
(6.11) HR(CL,U)HHMBW wey = K llallgega vl goge) -
(6.12) [ R(a,u) )
(6.13) | R(a,u )Hcaw R4) < K Hallca (R9) IIUIICB (R) -

2. Let sp,s1,S2 be such that sy < sy and sy < S1 + So — 5, then

(6.14) [Taull gso < K llall gy 1wl grss -
If in addition to the conditions above, sy + sy > 0 then

(6.15) llaw = Tuall gso < K lall gt 1wl gss -

3. Let m >0 and s € R. Then
(6.16) [Toull gs-m < K |lallczm [[ull gs ,
(6.17) [Toull gs—m < K [|afl g=m [Jull s ,
(6.18) I Taulle <
Proposition 6.8. — 1. Ifu; € H%(RY) (j =1,2) with s; + s > 0 then
(6.19) Jurug| geo < K J|uall gor 1wzl g

if so <sj,7=1,2, and sp < 81 + 52 — d/2.
2. If s > 0 then

(6.20) Jurug| s < K(lluall s luall poo + lluzll gs lluallpe)-
3. If s >0 then

(6.21) luruglcs < K([[urllgs [luzllpoo + lluzl
4. Let B> a > 0. Then

(6.22) [urugl e < K fluall s luzll oo -

Cs Ut e )

5. Let s > d/2 and consider F € C®°(C") such that F(0) = 0. Then there
exists a non-decreasing function F: Ry — Ry such that, for any U €
HS(Rd)N

(6.23) IF@) s < FUUl ) 10l -

6. Let s > 0 and consider F € C*(C") such that F(0) = 0. Then there
exists a non-decreasing function F: Ry — Ry such that, for any U €
O3RN

(6.24) IF@)lle; < FUN L) 1T -

At last, we need some technical results on parabolic regularity:
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Theorem 6.9 ([10, Theorem 2.92]|). — (Paralinearization) Let v, p be posi-
tive real numbers and F be a C* function on R such that F(0) = 0. Assume
that p is not an integer. For any u € H*(R?) N CL(RY) we have
| F(u) — TF’(u)uHHHer(Rd) < Cllull poo(may) llulloe may 1ull g gay -

Theorem 6.10 (|3, Proposition 2.18]). — Let p € (0,1), J = [20,21] C
R, pe F})(Rd xJ), q€ Fg(Rd x J) with the assumption that

Rp(z;2,8) = cl¢],
for some constant ¢ > 0. Assume that w solves

Ow~+Tyw=Tyw+ f, W=z = wo.

Then for anyr € R, if f € Y"(J) and wy € H", we have w € X"(J) and

lwll ey < K {lwoll e + 1 £llyr b
for some constant K depending only on r, p,c, and ./\/l},(p).
Theorem 6.11 ([5, Proposition 2.4]). — Let p € (0,1), J = [20,21] C
R, pe I‘})(Rd x J) with the assumption that

Rp(z;2,8) > c[¢],

for some constant ¢ > 0. Assume that w solves

8Z’w+Tp’LU:F1+F2, w‘Z:zo = wg.
Then for any q € [1,00], (ro,m1) € R? with ro < ry, if

ri—14+146
we LO(J,C7), Fy e LMJ,C™), Fye LI, ) with § > 0.

and wy € CTY(RY), we have w € L>®(J,CT') and

HwHCO(J,CII) <K {HWOHC,CI + HFlHLl(J,cjl) + HFQHLq(JCrI—I-F%-Fé) + HwHLoo(J,CZQO)} :

)~k

for some constant K depending only on ro,r1,p,c,0,q and M;(p),
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