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Abstract

This work is devoted to investigating a compressible fluid system
with low stratification, which is driven by fast acoustic waves and
internal waves. The approximation using a soundproof model is justi-
fied. More precisely, the soundproof model captures the dynamics of
both the non-oscillating mean flows and the oscillating internal waves,
while filters out the fast acoustic waves, of the compressible system
with or without initial acoustic waves. Moreover, the fast-slow oscil-
lation structure is investigated.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Motivations

The rigorous justification of the anelastic and pseudo-incompressible models
for atmospheric flows [13] [IT], 3] in the inviscid case remains a challenge for at
least three technical reasons: First, under realistic conditions for the tropo-
sphere, the compressible flow model involves three asymptotically separated
time scales, associated with advection (slow), internal gravity waves (inter-
mediate), and acoustics (fast), respectively. The two sound-proof models still
involve the slow and intermediate scales, see [I0], and thus still depend on
the scale separation parameter. In other words, the anelastic and pseudo-
incompressible models are not “limit models” in the classical sense, e.g., of
low Mach number analysis. The technical question to be rigorously answered
therefore is: What is the relation between the compressible three-scale and
the sound-proof pseudo-incompressible (or anelastic) two-scale models.

Secondly, realistic atmospheric background states feature temperatures
and local Brunt-Vaisala or buoyancy frequencies that depend on the spatial
position. This leaves the fast linear system describing acoustic and internal
wave modes with non-constant, space-dependent coefficients. The control of
derivatives for non-constant coefficient systems using techniques of energy
estimates is substantially more difficult than it is in the constant coefficient
case.

Thirdly, problems on the torus or in T¢ (d € 2,3) are often technically
easier to handle than bounded domain problems, except when the bounded
domain problem has a natural extension through certain symmetries to the
infinite or toroidal domain case. Owing to the presence of gravity, realistic
atmospheric flows always include a bottom boundary of the critical type that
does not lend itself to domain extensions that would preserve smoothness of
solutions across the eliminated domain boundary.

In this paper we make progress in addressing the first issue, i.e., model
reduction from three to two asymptotically separated scales, while we avoid
the non-constant coefficient problem and irregular behavior of solutions near
the (bottom) boundary of the domain by introducing judicious simplifications
in the original model, designed to render the physics of the scale interactions
largely intact: Let us denote R the gas constant of the fluid, 7" the background
temperature and ¢ the typical gravitational acceleration, respectively. Then
by (i) considering a fluid layer much thinner than the pressure scale height



hse = RT/g, we guarantee that the leading-order temperature, and with it
the leading order speed of sound, are constant. By (ii) assuming a particular
vertical stratification of entropy (or potential temperature), we guarantee
that the buoyancy (or Brunt-Viisild-) frequency is constant as well (see
in page [7). This renders the linear fast system describing acoustic
and internal waves with constant coefficients. Finally, by (iii) letting the
gravitational acceleration decay to zero smoothly towards the top and bottom
domain boundaries, while maintaining a constant buoyancy frequency by
choice of the entropy stratification, we obtain a problem that has a regular
extension to a vertically periodic domain problem (see [H1)|and [H2)|in page
7).

Under these conditions, our main results can be stated in an informal
fashion as follows:

Theorem 1. Consider the full compressible model ( (7)) in pagel8) with both
acoustic and internal waves, and the pseudo-incompressible model ((20Q) in
page[8).

o Without initial acoustic waves, solutions of the compressible and pseudo-
incompressible models remain asymptotically close over the slowest (ad-
vective) time scale as the small parameter representative of the Mach
and Froude numbers vanishes. See Theorem [2 in page [10 for the de-
tailed statement;

e Moreover, in the case with initial acoustic waves, the solutions of the
pseudo-incompressible model capture the dynamics of the mean flows
and the internal waves in the compressible model. See Theorem [3 in
page [12 for more details.

More details are given in the following section describing the relation
between the compressible model (@) and the pseudo-incompressible system
20) through system (I7).

An explanatory remark regarding our use of the notion of the “pseudo-
incompressible” model is in order: By the assumption of a shallow domain,
the formal leading order divergence constraint emerging from the pressure
evolution equation is the incompressibility constraint V - v = 0 rather than
the pseudo-incrompressibility constraint V - (Pv) = 0, where P(z) is a func-
tion of the vertical coordinate only. We nevertheless speak of the pseudo-
incompressible model in the last paragraph because we show in section 4 that



first order pseudo-incompressibility effects are important when closeness of
the compressible and soundproof approximations are to be maintained over
the slow advective time scale. In fact, in that section we study the interme-
diate model (5] in page 23] which we anticipate here in a notation similar
to that of [10] which is likely more familiar to readers of the meteorological
literature,

Dv
Dr + V=0, (1a)
Dw 0
E + azﬂ' = g_’/’ (1b)
Do 5¢
Dt E_l,w7 (1c)
divy, (Pfv) 4 0,(P*w) = 0. (1d)
where
2 =0;+v-V,4+wd (2)
Dt — Ut v h wo,,
and B
P(z) =1—¢eP(2), S%(2,0) = S5 +e"S;(2)8. (3)

The system in ([II) captures part of the difference between incompressible and
pseudo-incompressible dynamics. Thus, the divergence control in (Id)) rep-
resents weak deviations from the constraint div, v = 0 of an incompressible
flow that are due to the small but finite height of the flow domain. It is
not equivalent to the pseudo-incompressible system, however, as it does not
include its baroclinic nonlinearity which would be represented by pressure
gradient terms (65(z) + e#10)(V,m,0.7) in (Ia) and (1L). Our main point
in section [ will be to show that the weak deviation from incompressibility,
even though small, significantly improves the system’s agreement with the
full compressible model relative to the incompressible model.

1.2 Description of the problem

To model a compressible flow under the influence of an external force (e.g.,
earth gravity), the compressible Euler equations is considered. With low



stratifications, the dimensionless system can be written as (see, e.g., [3]),

( 0,p + divy, (pv) + 0.(pw) = 0,
1
O (pv) + divy, (pv ® v) + 0. (pwv) + gvhp =0, @

1 1
O (pw) + divy, (prw) + 0, (pww) + 8—282]) + ng(z) =0,
L Oip + v - Vip + w0.p + yp(divy, v + 0.w) = 0,

where ¢ € (0,1) denotes the small Mach number, and p, p, v, and w are
the scalar density, the pressure potential, the horizontal velocity field, and
the vertical velocity, respectively. Here G(z) is the external force, causing
stratification. As e — 0T, system (4) describes flows in the low Mach number
region with low stratification, i.e., the Boussinesq scale. The external force
pG(z) causes the flow to form stratification as ¢ — 07. One particular
stratification profile considered in this paper is characterised by

0.0 = O(e"), we (0,1), (5)
where 6 is the potential temperature defined by
0:=p"p". (6)
In addition, the Exner pressure, defined by

Yo oam1
wi=——p 7, (7)
v—1

is commonly used in meteorological study ([10, 9] etc.). Then (@) is equivalent
to, described by the new unknowns (w, 0, v, w),
(0,00 +v - Vyw +wd,w + (v — 1w (divy, v + d,w) = 0,
00+ v V0~ + w007t =0,
1
=D + v - Vv +wd,v) + 8—2Vhw =0, (8)

1 1
\ 0= (Ow + v - Viw + wd,w) + gazw + g9_1G(z) = 0.

In order the investigate the stratification with (B, the following ansatz is
introduced:

wi=wy+ew, O :=07" 4G Hy+ "GN, (9)

b}



where @, fy are constant, and Hy = Ho(z). Then from (), one can derive,

with
w+2v =1, (10)
( 1 - - - 1 .
—(Qw+v-Vyw+wo,w) + —(div, v + d,w) = 0,
(y— 1fw € )
(OH +v - ViyH 4+ Guwd.(G'H)) + Sw=0,

G@Z(G_lgo) ]
01 (0w + v - Vv + wd,v) + gvha =0,
1, _ 1 ~

\ 0~ (0w + v - Viw + wd,w) + g(@zw + 0, G(2) + e"Ho) + ;’H = 0.
(11)

After denoting by

q:= 7%+«90_1/ G(2) dz’—l—a“/ Ho(2')d? (12)
0 0
and multiplying the first equation of (IIl) with w /g, we arrive at
p 1 L
- ~ . ~ z~_ 9—1 A
S (0 g+ v - Vg +w0.q — 0 Gw — eFHow)

+§(divh v+ O,w) = —wy tq(divy, v + d.w)

+wy (divy v + Q.w) (05 [ G(2) dz' + et [ Ho(z') d2'),
1 . - - 0.G ~ 1

1_
0= (0w + v - Vv + wdv) + gvhq =0,

1. 1~
0= (0w + v - Viw + wd,w) + g@zq + 6—V"H = 0.
(13)
On the other hand, denote by
i divy v + 0, w 0
_| H — 0 _| W
U:= o | LU = Vi , and L,U = 0
w azq H

(14)

Notice that operators £, and £, are anti-symmetric with respect to the L*-
inner product and induce oscillations, corresponding to acoustic waves and

internal waves of solutions to system ([I3]), respectively.
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Unfortunately, in general, the anti-symmetry property does not hold for
general boundary conditions and systems with non-constant coefficients in
more regular Sobolev space, for instance H*, s > 0. This is a major difficulty
in the study of asymptotic limit of fast oscillation systems (see, e.g., [12]).
To resolve this difficulty is beyond the scope of this paper. Instead, we will
introduce a system closely related to system (I3]), which still captures the
acoustic waves and the internal waves driven by £, and L,, respectively.

As explained in section [ILI, we will assume the following hypothesis in this
first work.

H1)

H2)

H3)

If one considers (I3)) in {(x,y,2) € T? x 0.5T}, and assumes that G, H,
are odd in the z-variable, then the following symmetry invariance holds:

q, 7:2, v, and w are even, odd, even, and odd, respectively, (SYM)
with respect to the z-variable.

Therefore, by, in addition, assuming G, H, to be smooth enough in T?,
one can consider (3] in T3.

Noticing that in (I3)),, the term Hwd,G /G becomes singular when G
approaches 0. The function % is replaced by another function G,

which is odd with respect to the z-variable and smooth in T3. For the
same reason, we replace G~! in (@) by G.

The Brunt-Vaisala frequency 1, defined by,
N? .= —GO,(GH,), (15)

1S constant.

Then, after denoting the positive constants

1 1
A=——"— Bi=——r-— (C:=0;",
(7 — D)o Go.(G-THy) 0 (16)



we introduce the following system: in T2, with p +2v =1,

( ~ ~ 1
Ao+ Av - Vg + Awd.q + g(divh v+ d,w)
= ACGw + e* AHow — @ 'q(divy, v + d.w)
+g H(divy, v + d.w)(C foz G(2')dz' + &+ foz Ho(2') d2'),

B + Bv - ViH + Bwd.H — giyw — BG - Hw, (17)

Yo + Jv - Vo + dwo,v + %Vhaz 0,

1 1 ~
YO,w + v - Vyw + dwo,w + g8267+ 5_:/% =0,

where §, H, v, w admit the symmetry CYM), G, Ho, G are odd in the z-
variable and smooth enough in T?, and ¥ = C + O(e*) are given by

0 :=C + e"GHy + " GH. (18)
System (I7) is complemented with initial data
(Z]V,ﬁ, U,w)\t:o = (ainaﬁina Vin, win)- (19)

Accordingly, ([0}, [02H]in, [0%0]im, [0%w]i), @ € NT, are defined induc-
tively after shifting spatial derivatives to temporal derivatives using equations

of (I7).

Before stating our results, we would like to make a few perspective re-
marks. As one can see, in system (7)), the linear oscillator is given by

1 1
—L,+—=L,,
€ ev

i.e., a combination of the acoustic oscillator and the internal wave oscillator.
Moreover, since v € (0, 1), as ¢ — 07, the oscillation induced by %Eu is much
faster than that of E%Eg. This means that the acoustic waves will be averaged
out (or filtered out) before the internal waves. Owing to such a phenomena,
we propose a pseudo-incompressible/soundproof model, similar to [10]:

( div, Vsp + 0wy, = 0,
- - - 1 -~
BOHsp + Busp - ViHsp + Bwsp 0, Hep — g—uwsp = BG - Hepwsp,

20
COsp + Cugp - Vvgp + Cwsp 0,05, + Vs = 0, (20)

\ COwsp + Cugp - Vwgy + Cwep0,wsp, + 0,Dsp + ;Hsp =0,
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whose solutions will be an approximation to the solutions to system (I7)
minus the acoustic waves, with or without initial acoustic waves.

Aside from the soundproof approximation, we would like to investigate
how the mixture of acoustic waves and internal waves with different frequen-
cies affects the total oscillation of the system. To do so, we will first consider
a linear system associated with (I7]) and the corresponding eigenvalue prob-
lem. By comparing the distribution of eigenvalues with that of eigenvalues
associated with L,, we have a more precise description of how the internal
waves intertwine with the acoustic waves at the level of eigenvalues. Based
on the understanding of the linear theory, we will discuss the fast-slow wave
interaction of system (I7)) in the end.

We would like to mention, our current study is strongly motivated by
previous study on flows with strong stratification (see, e.g., [10,9]), to which
we refer readers for more metrological perspectives. A recent paper [2] focuses
on the soundproof model with stratification to better understand the internal
waves.

The justification of singular limits is rooted back to:

e Fast oscillation limit with only one parameter can be found in [17, 15|,
16]. For geophysical purposes, see for instance [6} [7], [12].

e Fast oscillation limit with several parameters linked together can be
found in [I§]. For geophysical purposes, see, for instance, [4, [5] for
weak solutions, and [I] for strong solutions.

In this work, we do not perform fast oscillation limit. Instead, we
want to prove that the non-oscillating mean flows and the oscillating in-
ternal waves of solutions of two singular systems (the compressible and
pseudo-incompressible/soundproof models) remain asymptotically close over
the slowest time scale. The main theorems in this paper consider the initial
data of the following types in the full compressible system (7)), as in table
Ik

and compare the solutions to those of the soundproof model (20). In both
cases, we justify the rigidity of capturing the dynamics of the mean flows
and the internal waves of the full compressible system using the soundproof
approximation.



Table 1. Waves in the initial data
Waves in the initial data Theorem Theorem B

Mean flows v Ve
Internal waves Ve Ve
Acoustic waves X Ve

More precisely, our first result provides the comparison of solutions to
the two singular systems in the well-prepared data (without acoustic waves)
case:

Theorem 2 (Mean flows + Internal waves). Let 0 < 2v < 1. Denote the
initial data to the intermediate model (B1), below in page[23, as

(Hms,inu Ums,ina wms,in) € H3 (Tg)a

and the initial data to the soundproof model (20) as

(Hs iny Usp,in, W sin) € H?’(Tg)a
p7 p7 p7

satisfying the pseudo-incompressible and incompressible conditions (B1l), and
(20),, respectively. Then there exist local-in-time solutions to the intermedi-
ate model (B1)), below, and the soundproof model [20)), denoted as

(P (5): Hans(5)s Vs (5), wins(5)) and - (pep(s), Hep(5), vip (), wep(5)),

respectively, in L>((0, Timstsp), H3(T?))NC([0, Tsssp), H*(T?)) for some Tis1sp €
(0, 00).
Meanwhile, denote by

(q(s), H(s), v(s), w(s))

the solution to compressible system (7)) in Proposition [, below, with initial
data satisfying 23)) for any fived o € (0, p]. Then there exist Ty, € (0,00)
and Cupp € (0,00), depending only on the initial data above, such that, for
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e€(0,1),

Sup | (s) = epap(s), Hls) = Hap(5), 0(s) = vp(s), 0(s) = wip(5) | ey

max{p—v,u—o}
< Capp (5
+ || Hms,in - Hsp,inu Ums,in - Usp,inv wms,in - wsp,in || L2(T3)
+ || (in — €Pms,in, Hin - Hms,inv Vin — Ums,iny Win — Wmsin || .2 (']TS)) .

Here pus, Pmsin, and psp are given by solutions to elliptic problems (52)) and

(@), and can be estimated as in [(BH) and (7)), below in pages 23, [29, [23,
and (29, respectively. Here, recall that p+ 2v = 1.

The uniform-in-¢ estimate of solutions to (20) and (5I)) can be found in
(74, (75D, (©0), and (B5), respectively. In particular, with max{pu—v, u—o} =
max{l —3v,1 —2v — o} > 0 and proper initial data (so that the initial data
on the right hand side of (ZII) is small), (ZI)) provides the error estimates
and convergence rate of the soundproof approximation with “well-prepared”
initial data.

The term e™®{#=»1=7} in the error estimate (21]) results from the compar-
ison between the terms (C + O(e*)) (v, Ow) and C(Oyvms, ywms) in section
4.2 which can be either written as

(C+ OE")(O(v — vms), Op(w — wins)) + O(e*)(Fy s, Optms)

or

C(Ox(v — Ums), O(w — wins)) + O(e")(Opv, Opw).

See (66]) and (7Q)), respectively, for details. Since (0yvms, Optms) = (Opvsp, Orwsp) >
O(e7") (as can be seen through ([20)) and (0v,dw) ~ O(¢~7) thanks to
Proposition @] this results in our freedom of choice in the error estimate (21).
For more details, we refer readers to the estimate of J; in (G8) in page
and ([2) in page 29 of the proof of the theorem.

Heuristically speaking, for larger v € [1/3,1/2), the oscillating rates of
the internal gravity waves and the acoustic waves (if non-trivial, of O(e7")
and O(e™1), respectively) are closer to each other. In order to control the
error gnax{u—vp—ot — gmax{l=3v,1-2v=0} we peed o < =1 — 2v, i.e., smaller
value of o (hence weaker acoustic waves in the full compressible system), to
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avoid strong interaction between acoustic waves and internal waves in the
full compressible system.

We would also like to point out that the constraint 0 < 2v < 1 is physical
(see the formal deviation between (§)) and (I3)).

The second result will provide the convergence in the ill-prepared data
(with acoustic waves) case:

Theorem 3 (Mean flows + Internal waves + Acoustic waves). Under the
same assumptions as in Theorem [3, denote by U = (Z],ﬁ,v,w), the solu-
tion to (A7), and write U = U™ + U + U™ as the summation of the
mean flows, the internal waves, and the acoustic waves. Let (psp, Usp) =

(Psps Hsps Vsp, Wsp) be the solution to the soundproof approximation (20) with
wniatial data capturing the initial mean flows and internal waves of the full
compressible system (7)) (see (I93) for the exact meaning of this statement).
Let Peq : (G, H, v, w) — (H,v,w) and {T};}ren be the vector-dimension reduc-
tion and finite dimension truncation defined in (I43) and ([IG3)) of pages[52
and [58, respectively. Then for any positive integer K, one has

sup || T Pra(UPF + UE¥) (1) — T U (1) || 32 < Cx(O(£2°2) + O(e)) + Err,

0<t<To,mg

(22)
where T, me € (0,00) is the time of existence of solutions independent of ¢
and K, and Err is the truncation error which vanishes uniformly-in-¢ as
K — o0.

The physical rationale for the need to project out the pressure variable
in the course of this estimate is as follows: By the non-dimensionalization
underlying the full compressible system in (I7), the small parameter ¢ is
proportional to the Mach number. Then, under the assumption of initial
velocities of order unity, acoustic pressure amplitudes will be of order O(g)
for otherwise general initial data, see (@) and, e.g., [14], [7, [§]. Similarly,
internal waves inducing velocities of O(1) come with pressure perturbation
amplitudes of order O(e?7"), see [10], while slow, purely advective dynamics
implies pressure amplitudes of O(g?) according to the classical scaling for
incompressible flows. Therefore, when the contributions of the superimposed
acoustic, gravity wave, and mean flow modes to the velocity field are compa-
rable (e.g., of order unity), then their contributions to the pressure field have
decidedly different amplitude scaling with dpay > 0pgw > dpme. That is,
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there are scaling regimes within which the influence of acoustics on the flow
velocity and advected scalars is neglible compared to that of gravity waves
and mean flow, although the pressure perturbations are still dominated by
the acoustic modes. In these regimes, the projected variables (H,v,w) in
the full compressible and pseudo-incompressible solutions are asymptotically
close, whereas the pressure fields are not. Our theorem then states that the
net effect of the larger acoustic pressure fluctuations rigorously average out
at leading order and over the pertinent advective time scale. This generalizes
related statements regarding acoustic averaging in the absence of gravity by
Klainerman and Majda, [7].

To get existence of solutions to (I7)), we need uniform-in- a priori esti-
mate, namely:

Proposition 4. Let 0 < 2v < 1 and0 < € < 1. Suppose that (Gin, Hin, Vin, Win)
in (I9) satisfies

S (10T 00
S0ty o) (23)

g (0% g (0% 2
#1000l [0°(°0) o ) < Con
for some Cin € (0,00) and o € (0, 1], where ([0°G|in, [08H]im, [0°0]in, [0%w]w), o €
N*, are defined inductively after shifting spatial derivatives to temporal deriva-
tives using equations of (IT). Let (q(s), H(s),v(s),w(s)) be the smooth solu-

tion to () with initial data (G, Hin, Vin, Win). Then there ezist T, € (0, 00),
depending only on Ci,, such that

o \aqB o\« 7 2
swp Y [ (€0 0°0(s), (700 07HS) || o
0<5<To 4 BeN, at+A<3,
86{8,0,8%82}

+ || (€70,)*0%v(s), (€70,)*0°w(s) || 2L (Tg)) < CCy,

with some constant C € (0,00), independent of .

We would like to mention that, with the a priori estimate, one can con-
struct solutions locally in time to (7)), and also show the well-posedness, i.e.,

13



uniqueness and continuous dependency on initial data. The construction and
proof are standard, and we leave the details to readers.

After rescaling time at the same order, a uniform-in-¢ estimate for a
soundproof system similar to (20) was obtained by the authors of [2] Theo-
rem 2] under the assumption that the Brunt-Vaiséla frequency 1 is constant,
ie., In the case when 91 is not constant but depends on the vertical
coordinate, z, the existence time is of O(¢”) as shown in [2, Theorem 1] for
the soundproof system. Moreover, a vertical mode decomposition based on
modes obtained from the eigenfunctions of a Sturm-Liouville equation associ-
ated with the background stratification is introduced, and a formal derivation
of (partial differential) evolution equations for these modes is provided. It
is shown that the modes interact strongly with dispersive mixing when 1 is
not constant (see Proposition 4 in [2]). In contrast, when 0N is constant, the
vertical modes decouple (see their Proposition 5).

Notably, the vertical mode decomposition in [2] is not an eigenmode de-
composition of the fast linear system describing its internal wave dynamics
as developed in section of the present paper (see also [10]). In fact the
eigenmodes of the fast system are sinusoidal in the horizontal direction and
satisfy a Sturm-Liouville equation that is parameterized by the horizontal
wave number. For non-constant 1, the resulting vertical modes are not si-
nusoidal and their structure depends non-trivially on the horizontal wave
number. As a consequence, the projections of the solution onto just the
eigenmodes of the hydrostatic background in [2] will themselves be linear
combinations of the eigenmodes of the full system and must reveal dispersive
behavior. Moreover, in this case the modes of the background system will
also generally be coupled, because their projection onto the eigenmodes of
the full system will depend on the time evolving horizontal structure of the
solution.

The present analysis for the pseudo-incompressible model reduces to that
of the incompressible system studied in [2] for P* = 1 in (). It would
be interesting to compare the detailed analytical steps and accessible results
when the solution decomposition in terms of a single family of vertical modes
as invoked by Desjardins et al. [2] is replaced with a decomposition in terms
of the full set of eigenmodes of the fast system as worked out here. As
demonstrated in [I0], that approach could also be transferred to the full
compressible system (7)) in which case the additional family of (even faster)
acoustic eigenmodes and their potential interactions with the internal wave
and advective modes will have to be accounted for.
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To prove Theorem 3] we need to understand the distribution of eigenval-
ues and need to have comparison of eigenvectors, that is:

Proposition 5. The eigenvalues of operator L,+e'~ L, lie within the neigh-
borhood of radius €'~V of the eigenvalues of operator L,. More precisely, let
iw be an eigenvalue of L, + &7 L,, then there exists m € {0,1,2,---}, such
that

L e i L

where {iwi,m}me{071,g7...} are the eigenvalues of L,. Therefore, the eigenval-
ues of the linear oscillating operator

1 1
Lo+ —L,,
€ ev

to system ([IT), with A = B = C = 1, can be classified into three fami-
lies: mean flow frequency |ime| = 0; internal wave frequency |igy| = O(7);
perturbed acoustic wave frequency |iay| = O(e™h).

In addition, with Fourier representations, one can obtain more detailed
and sharper comparison on the eigenvalues and eigenvectors, which are pre-
sented in Corollary[8 in page [20.

We refer readers to the representation of eigenvalue-eigenvector pairs to
Proposition [0, below.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2] will introduce
some notations that have been and will be used in this paper, as well as some
classic nonlinear and commutator estimates. Section [3lis devoted to uniform-
in-e energy estimates of solutions to (7)), and thus proves Proposition @l
In section [, the rigidity of soundproof approximation is established, which
proves Theorem 2l Notice that due to the stratification, we will introduce
an intermediate model, i.e., (B1]), to establish the soundproof approximation.
The aforementioned linear oscillating system is introduced in section Bl where
the eigenvalue problem is investigated. Using the Fourier representation, the
eigenvalue-eigenvector pairs are identified. Thus Proposition [l is proved.
In section (5.3 we further investigate the internal waves in the soundproof
model (20) and compare them with those in the compressible system (I7).
In section [6 we discuss the fast-slow wave interactions of nonlinear system
(I7), and establish Theorem 3
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2 Preliminaries

We assume that we are in T® all the time. We use the notation d € {9, 9,, .}
throughout the rest of the paper. The horizontal gradient, the horizontal
divergence, and the horizontal laplacian operators are defined by

Vh = ( gm ), divh = Vh-, and Ah = divh Vh,
Y

respectively. By adding a subscript ;, to any function u, we mean the initial
data of u, i.e., u‘t:(] = uy. By A < B, it means there exists a generic constant
C € (0,00), different from lines to lines, such that A < CB. Whenever we
would like to emphasize the dependency of the generic constant C' on certain
quantities, the depending quantities will be added as subscript, i.e., C; means
a constant depending on ¢g. For any norm || || «» We shorten the notation for
norms of multiple functions as

14, Bl = 1Al x + [IB]] «-

First, we introduce some nonlinear estimates, which are classic in the
literature.

Lemma 1. For s € NT,

[ uo ] ey S K [ u]] H7(T3) [v] Ho(T3) T ] H*(T3) vl H7(T3) (24)

where

n := max{[s/2], 2}, (25)
and K € (0,00) depends on s.
Proof. The proof is straightforward, after applying Leibniz’s formula, Holder’s

inequality, and the Sobolev embedding inequality. Details are omitted here.
O

Lemma 2. For s > 3/2, 01,05 € [0,s],01 + 02 < s, one has

< K [ull yoon (20

lav ] oo o ooy @) |19 o2 sy

where K € (0,00) depends on s,01, 0.
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Proof. We sketch the estimate of H 0%udv H L2(13)) with o+ < s—01 — 0.
After applying Holder’s inequality and the Sobolev embedding inequality,
one has

H 8auaﬁv H L2(T3) SJ || Ou || LP(T3) H aﬁv H La(T3) (27>
S/ ”u H HWL(’]TS) ||U ” Hn(’]I‘S)7
with certain

1 1 1
==+, p,qu(Q,OO]
2 p q (28)

1 a_1 m 1 B_1 n

___Z___v ___Z_——.

p 372 3 g 372 3

In order to have a non-empty set of (p, q) in (28], we require further that
3
a<m, [<n, m+n2a+5+§. (29)

One can check, with m = s — oy and n = s — 09, ([29) are satisfied with
s > 3/2. Therefore, (20) follows after taking the sum over «, 5 of (27). O

Next, we will introduce the some functional setups, and commutator es-

timates.
Let

o0l= > (79)"0". (30)

0€{0z,0y,0-}

Denote by

Il = D105 O g (31)

t<B

The hyperbolic energy is defined as

i)=Y Il 3

a+p6<s

Now, we are ready to establish some commutator estimates. The following
lemma presents the estimate of [0%°, f,0;].

Lemma 3. For o+ (3 > 3,
H [03757 flat]gl H L2(T3) < Kg_oga,a-i-ﬁ(fl)ga,a+ﬁ(gl)> (33)

where K € (0,00) depends only on «, 3.

17



Proof. 1t suffices to consider the estimate of
1057 110522091 | sy = 7N 10T 0l agoys g
with a1 +as=a, Si+0=0, ar+p2>1
Since o +  — 1 > 2 > 3/2, applying (26]) with

U= 8?1’61f1a V= 8?2+176291,
s=a+p—-1, oo=a1+p—1, o03=0+ o,

leads to .
” aglﬂlflag2+ 75291 H L2(T3) 5 ” agm&fl ” Heo2+82(T3)

% H 8§2+1’62 (35)

91 ” He1+81-1(T3) < gcr,a+ﬁ(f1)gcr,a+ﬁ(gl>’
Therefore (33]) follows after summing over (v, as, 81, 52) in (34) and (B5). O

Next, we are going to establish the estimate of [0%7, f,0], with 0 €
{0z, 0,,0.}.

Lemma 4. With 0 € {0,,0,,0.} and o+ 3 > 3,
H [83757 f2a]g2 || L2(T3) < Kgo,a+ﬁ(f2>50,a+ﬁ(g2>v (36>

where K € (0,00) depends only on a, 3.

Proof. The proof is very much similar to that of Lemma Bl Therefore we
leave it to readers. 0

In addition, we would like to provide some nonlinear estimates.

Lemma 5. For . > 2,

gcm(fg) < K80-7L(f>5o',b(g>7 (37>

where K € (0,00) depends only on t.

Proof. Consider

[(70) 0™ f - (£70)*20% || (s (38)
with 2<a;4+ay+ 1+ 2 <t

18



Applying (26) with
u=(£79,)M0" f, v = (c7°0,)"20™y,
s=at+a+ b+, or=a1+b, o02=ay+ P,
leads to
(000" £+ (200" |y S 100 | o
X |[(£70)%20% 9 || ooy gy < Eoul £)Enil9)-

The estimates of the case when oy + as + 1 + B2 = 0,1 is straightfor-
wards and thus is omitted here. Therefore (37) follows after summing over

(041,0427ﬁ1752)- ]

(']1‘3) (39)

3 Uniform a prior:i estimates

We are in the place to perform a priori energy estimates. That is, we will
establish the proof of Proposition Ml in this section. In particular, we will
focus on the estimates of

H@g"ﬁ(a,?:z,v,w with o+ (= 3.

)HL2(T3)7

The case when a + 5 = 0, 1,2 can be calculated in a similar, if not simpler,
manner.

Applying 07« + 3 = 3, to (I7) leads to
[ A0,0°8G + Av - V,0%PG + Awd, 028§
1
+g(divh 0By + 0,0%Pw) =T, + Ty,
~ ~ ~ 1
Bo,0%°H + Bv - V3,02 H + Bwd, 0% H — E—V@?’ﬁw =T+ Jo,

1 ~
90,0%Pv + Jv - V,0%Pv 4+ Ywd,0%Pv + gvhagﬁq =T,
ﬁ@tﬁg"ﬁw + v - Vhﬁf,‘"ﬁw + ﬂw@zagﬂw

1 ~ 1 ~
+-0,09Pq + —0¥PH =1,
€ ev

\

where

Ty = — A0’ v - Vilg — Al0g°, wds]g,
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Ji =ACO P (Gw) + £ A0 (How) — oy 057 [q(divy, v + D.w)]
+ w1 0P (divy, v + 8Zw)(C/ G()d + 8“/ Ho(2") d2")],
0 0
T, := — Blo>P v - Vi H — Bo2?, wo.]H,
Jo =B (G - Huw),
Ty := — [0%7,00,)v — [0%°, 9 - Vi ]o — [07, 0wd, v,
Ty = — 029,90, Jw — [0°F Vv - Vi Jw — [027, dwd,|w.

After taking the L?-inner product of ({0) with 20%¢, 20(‘;"57:2, 20%Py, 20%Pw,
respectively, applying integration by parts to the resultant equations, sum-
ming the resultant equations, and applying Holder’s inequality and the Sobolev
embedding inequalities, one can write down

d .8~ .87/ o
(AN B R e 197

200 2 )
< ([[divav + 9.0 ||H2(1r3))( ||a?’ﬁa“i2(w3) + || 95N Hi?(w))
+ (1 0]] gaga) + [ dive 00) || ooy + 1 0:(00) || o) (41)
X (Ha:ﬁ”“iz(qm + ”83751"“7:2(?3))
+ (120l cagry + 1 721 2geoy) 11987 2
 (1Ze ] ey + 172l o) 1957 H N oy
+[|Zs ||L2(11‘3) 9570 2y T | Z4 ] L2(T3) | 95w ||L2(']T3)'
Now we present the estimates of Z;’s and J;’s. Applying (36]) yields that,
[ ||L2(1r3) < [[o57, v Vh]a”m(qm + || [8?’6’“’82]67“1:2@3)
S Eos(v, w)Eq3(q).

The estimates of Z;, j € {2,3,4}, are similar. In fact, since ¥ = C + O(e*)
as in (I8), applying (33)), (36]), and (37), one will arrive at

1Z2,Zs T || oy S (2777 + D)((Eos(H,v,w0))° + Egg(Hyv,w)). (43)

(42)
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On the other hand, the estimates of J;, j € {1,2}, are straightforward,
thanks to (37), which are

H jla j2 || L2(T3) 5 (50,3@, 7:27 v, w))2 + 5073(6, 7:27 v, w) (44)

The rest terms on the right hand side of (4I]) can be handled in a similar
manner. We record the estimates below:

| divy v+ Oaw| 23y T [ekal H2(T3)
+ H leh '19'U || H2(T3) + H az(,&u]) || H2(T3) (45)
S (€M+V_U + 1) ((80,3((]’ H> v, w))2 + 8073(6? 7:27 v, w))

Consequently, integrating (A1) in the temporal variable yields,

ANOGN oy (8) + B O H | gy (8) + 91720570 | ) (1)
107205 2w | o () < Al 057G |

L2(T3)
+l.‘>’||0?7571m||22(TB + ||Q91/28a5 i o ||191/2ao¢6 wi ||2

e oo

+ (&7 +1) / ({80,3<5,H,v,w><s>}4 + [Ena@Hov0)()]" ) ds.

ey

(46)
While we only show ({6]) with o+ 3 = 3, it holds with o+ 5 = 0, 1, 2, which
can be shown in a similar, if not simpler, way. Therefore, one can conclude
from (48] that,

sup [5073(57 ﬁa v, 'LU)(S)]2 S 0[5073(@H7 Hirn Vin, 'LUin)]2

0<s<t

+ O + 1)/0 ([50,3(57722,11,11))(5)}4 .
+ [50,3(a,ﬁ,v,w)(s)]2) ds,

for some constant C', independent of . Recall that p € (0,1). Consequently,
for o € (0, p, after applying Gronwall’s inequality to (4T, there exists T, €
(0,00), depending only on &, 3(Gin, Hin, Vin, Win), such that

sup 80,3 (Z]v’ ﬁa v, ’UJ)(S) S 080,3 (Zjinv ﬁinv Vin, win)7 (48>

0<s<T,
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with some constant C' € (0, 00), independent of ¢.
In particular, let ¢ = u, and denote by T := T),. We have shown that

sup &,.3(G H, v, w)(s) < CE,.5(Gins Hins Vims Win) (49)

0<s<T

with some constant C' € (0, 00), independent of €. Proposition @l follows from

(@8).

4 The soundproof approximation

In this section, we focus on the proof of our first main theorem, i.e., Theorem
2l As mentioned in the introduction, the motivation of the soundproof ap-
proximation is due to the fact that the acoustic oscillator £, induces a faster
oscillation than the internal wave oscillator £, in system ([I7]), which leads to
faster averaging of acoustic waves. Our soundproof model (20) preserves the
internal gravity waves while filtering out the acoustic waves. In particular,
if initial data do not carry any acoustic waves, solutions driven by (I7) and
(20) with the same initial data should produce solutions close to each other.
Proving this statement is the main objective of this section.

However, to achieve our goal, we will need to introduce an intermediate
model in section 4.1l This is to handle the terms on the right hand side
of (I7) due to stratification, in contrast to [6l [7]. Therefore, the soundproof
approximation is done in two steps: approximation by the intermediate model
of (I7) in sections [4.1] and .2} approximation by the soundproof model of
the intermediate model in sections and [4.4]

4.1 The intermediate model

Here we analyse the intermediate model already introduced in the introduc-
tion in (I). In terms of the current notation, we utilise the replacements

L L TR
Po1-cP(s), — Aot ),
Pe dz
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together with the obvious replacements (v, w) = (Vps, Wns), and obtain

([ divy, Vms + 0. wWms = A(CG + " H ) Wi,
. . . 1
Baths + B'Ums . Vh?—[ms + mesaszs - g_uwms - BG . Hmswmsa
4
Catvms + Cvms : vhvms + Cwmsazvms + vhpms = 07

1
L Catwms + Cvms : vhu}ms + Cwmsazwms + azpms + _%ms = 07
811
where pys is determined by, after calculating divy, (¢-(B1);) + 0. (¢-(B1),),

— (dth (¢evhpms> + 8Z(¢€8mes)) = C <¢5(vhvms)—r : vhvms

+2¢eazvms ' vhU)ms + ¢5(8zwms>2
_wmsaz¢adivh Ums — (wms)2az¢a (52)

_wmsaz¢aazwms) + 8_];,02 (Qsaﬁms)a

/pms dzr = Ov

b 1= 6u(z) = AL CCEHr () b (53)

with

Notice that, (51l), is equivalent to

dth (¢evms> + 8Z(¢€wms> =0. (54>

We list some estimates of pps, induced by the elliptic estimates on (52):

1 ~
el oy S s s sy + = | s sy (59)
II 8tpms II H3(T3) S II Ums; Wms II H3(T3) H at'Umsa 8twms H H2(T3)

1 ~ (56)
0| oy
In addition, from (&1Il),, (51),, and (51),, one can establish that

. . 1
H athS || HZ(TB) S || Ums’ me || H2(T3) H Hms H H3(’]T3) + E_V H wms H H2(’]r3)’ (57)

1Ot ey s o s sy + 12 Ly 59
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|ty 1 s e |y 11 e
1, .~ (59)
+€_V H Hons H H2(T3)"

We point out here, the terms of O(E%), above, although singular, will be used
later together with multiplier € or e (for instance, see J3 of (G1), below),

which corresponds to the error O(e#~) in Theorem 2
We claim that for any initial data (’flms,in, Ums.ins Wms.in) € H?, satisfying
the pseudo-incompressible condition (GII), there is T}, € (0, 00), depending

only on || %ms,ina Ums,in; Wms,in such that

(e

OSSSl;I%mS H j'zms, Umsy Wms H Hg(T3)(5) S C || Hms,im Ums,iny Wms,in H H3(T3) (60)

where C' € (0,00) is independent of €. The proof of (60) follows from stan-
dard energy estimates. In fact, applying 0/, j = 0,1, 2, 3, to (60), after taking
the L2-inner product of the resultant equations with

28jpm57 28jﬁm57 28jvm57 28jwmsv

respectively, one can conclude that the summation of the resultant estimates
is, thanks to (55,

d -
(B0 €l s ey ) < € s s e
3
+2:A43 / & ((CC + ) tms) & Prns (61)

< C H ﬁmsa Ums; Wms H ;3(1?3 +C H %msa Wins || H3(T3)

where we have used the fact that 0 < e <1 and 0 < v < 1. We would like
to point out that, while we have omitted the details in (G1l), the quadratic
terms in (5I]) are handled in the same manner as in section [3l Namely, we
use the following commutator estimate: for 5 > 3

” [aﬁ’ f3a]g3 ” L2(T3) <K H [ ” HPB(T3) ”93 ” HPB(T3) (62)

where K € (0,00). The proof of (62)) is similar to that of (B3]), and thus is
omitted here. In addition, after the first inequality of (€1l), the coefficient &
in the second term guarantees that even though p,s = (’)(6%) according to
(BH), there is no singular coefficient in the estimates. Thus (60) follows after
applying Gronwall’s inequality.
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4.2 Intermediate approximation

We would like to compare the solutions to (I7) and (5Il). Denote by

ams,é 125 — €Pms;

%ms,é ::ﬁ - %msa

Ums,§ =V — Uns,

(63)
Wms,§ =W — Wns-

Also, we use K; to represent the total bound of solutions to (7)) and (&1l),
i.e., for any fixed o € (0, ul,

sup E,5(0, H,v,w0)(8) +  sup || Hans, Vinss Wins (s) <Ky,  (64)

3 s
0<s<T 0<s<Tms H(T2)

which are obtained in (@8] and (€0).
In this section, we prove

sup H ams,éa ﬁms,ﬁa Ums,§) Wms,§ H L2(T3) (S)
OSSSTInS,é

S CICl ( H ijs,&,inu ﬁms,é,inv Ums,d,in» wms,5,in || L2(T3) + (5 + gmax{,u—z/,,u—cr})) .
(65)
Regime 1: y—v>pu—o

We first, by multiplying the first equation in (I7]) with wy/w, recalling @ as
given in (@) and (I2)) (i.e., reversing the reformulation of the ¢ equation from

(I to ([@3)), system (7)) can be written as
( Awyw 10, + Awow v - Viq + Aoy wd.q
1 _
—l-g(divh v+ 0.w) = AwCGww + et Ao How 1w,
~ ~ -1 SO
Bo,/H + Bv -V, H+ Bwo,H — g—yw =BG - Hw, (@T)
1
Yo + Vv - Vyu + dwo,v + gvhaz 0,

1 1 ~
YO,w + v - Vyw + dwo,w + gaza+ 5_:/% =0,
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After comparing (IT) and (5I]), one can derive that (Gms s, Hims.65 Vms.65 Wms,s)

satisfies

\

1, -
ﬁﬁtwms,é + Jv - vhrwms,é + ﬁw&zwmsﬁ + gazqms,cS +

[ Ao 0iGms.s + Ao 0 - ViGmss + Ao w0, Gns 5

1 .
+g(d1Vh Ums,é + az'wms,é)
= —EAWO (w_latpms + w_l'U ’ vhpms + w_lwazpms)
+AwoCG (™! — @y w + ACGWys s + P AwoHo(w ™! — wp Hw

+5u/4ﬁ0wms,6a
1

Batﬁms,cg + Buv - vhﬁmsﬁ + Bwazﬁms,cg - 8_1/me75

= —B(Ums,(S : Vhﬁms + wms,éazﬁms)
+Bé . (ﬁwmsﬁ _'_ ﬁms,éwms)v

1 -
ﬁatvmsﬁ + v - vhvms,é + ﬁwazvms,é + gvhqms,é

01 (1 Gy + G Ve

_ﬁvms,é : vhvms - ﬁwms,éazvmsa
1 ~
Hms,é

o
= = (e# Gy + G (0 + — )

_ﬁvms,é : vhU)ms - ﬂwmsﬁazwms-
(66)

Now, we consider the L?inner product of equations in (66]) with

qus,év 2Hms,57 2Ums,57 2wms,57

respectively. After applying integration by parts and summing up the resul-
tant equations, one can write down that

d

1 (A s ey + B P | gy + 1190

4
+ ||Q91/2wm575H2LQ(T3)) =>"7;

J=1

(67)

31 = /(AWOﬁt(w_lﬂqms,éP + 8t19\vm5,5|2 + 8t19|wms75|2> df,
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Jy = / (.Awo (divy (@ '0) 4 0.(@ ') |Gmss|* + B(divy, v + d.w) |Hins 6|2
(i (90) + 0.(00) (el + fesl?) )
J3 1= —2eAwg /(w_lﬁtpms + @ 0 Vipms + @ W.Pims ) Gms s AT
+ 2e#C™1 /(éﬂo + "GH) (ViPims  Vms,s + O-PinsWinss
+ éﬁmswms,(;) dz,
34 = 2Aw0/(CG(w_1 — o ) Wmss + " Holw ™! — o ) Wiis s
+ CGwalmeﬁE]ms,g + Euﬁowo_lwms,gams,g) dr
28 [ (=0 TPl + 0. PP
+G- (ﬁwms,gﬁms,g + ﬁms,(;wmsﬁms,(;) dz

-2 / ﬁ(vms,cg : vhrUms * Ums,§ + wms,éazvms * Ums,§

+ Ums,s ° Vhrwmsrwms,é + wms,éazwmswms,é) dz.

Owing to (@), (2, and (I8),

|0(@™"), 00 || o) < €0k, | 2. ]| 2y T e Cr, || oA I H2(T3)"

Therefore,
~ 1— +v— ~ 2
J1 S CICl(E 7 + gh™v U) H Gms,d55 Ums,d, Wms,s || L2(T3)"
Similarly,
- - ~ 2
J2 S CICl H Gms,s; %ms,éa Ums, s, Wms,s H L2(T3)’
and

j4 < CIC1 ( H ams,57 ?:st,57 Ums,d 5 Wms,§ || iQ(TS) +e€ || ams,cg H LQ(TS)) .
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To estimate J3, owing to (B5)), (B0), (57), (B), and (B9), after a tedious but

straightforward calculations, one can conclude that, since u + 2v =1,

33 S CICl (5 || 8tpms || H3(T3) + (5 + 5“) Hpms H H4(’]T3)) H ams,éa Ums, s, Wms,s ‘ L2(T3)

+€M_VCIC1 H Wms,s || L2(T3) < CICl (5 + 5M_V) H ams,éa Ums,§y Wms,s || L2(T3)"
(68)
Therefore, one can conclude from (67) that, provided ¢ < 1 small enough,
for any t € (0, min{7T, T,,s}], since 0 < p < 1,

d o ~
1 (Al s ey + B s | gy + 190

+ H 191/2wms,6 || iz (T3)) < CICl || ams,(% ﬁms,éa Ums, sy Wms,s H iZ(TB)

+ CICl (5 + €M_V) H ams,éa Ums, s Wms,s || L2(T3)"

Therefore, after applying Gronwall’s inequality, there exists Tins s € (0, min{7", Tins}],
depending only on

|| Qms,d,in, Hms,é,ina Ums,d,ins Wms,4,in H L2(T3)’
such that

sSup H ams,éa ﬁms,ﬁa Ums,ds Wms,s H L2(T3) (S)
0<5<Tine 6 (69)

< O, ([ P innsins Wi | sy (6 7).

Here C, € (0,00) is a constant depending only on Ky given in ([64]).

Regime 2: p—v<pu—o

Recalling that ¥ = C 4+ O(e") as in (8], instead of (66]), one can write down
the following system by rewriting the v and w components:

( The first and second equations as in ([60])
COmss + Cv - Vs s + CwOyvms 5 + évhams,(;
= (e"GHo + e""GH) (O + v - Vv + wd,v)
S —CUms,5 * VaUms — CWis 50, Vs, (70)
COWms 5 + CU - Viwims s + CWO,Wins 5 + é@zfjms,g + ;_V?:zmsﬁ
= (e"GHo + e"™"GH) (Ow + v - Vyw + wd,w)

_C'Ums,é : Vh'wms - Cwms,éazwms-
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Then similar arguments as before will yield

0<oSTm s G How5 0 s | 2z 9) (71)
S CIC1 ( H (Ajms,(iin, ﬁm&&in, Unms,8,ins Wms,d,in H L2(13) + (5 + Eu—a)> .

Indeed, only the corresponding J3 estimate is different, where the control of

ViPms - Vms,s + O2PmsWms,s + E—VHmswms,é =0(™")
is replaced by
(O +v- Vv +w0,0) - Ums s + (Oiw +v - Viyw + w0,w)wms s = O(e77). (72)
Estimate ([63]) follows from (69) and ().

4.3 The soundproof model

For convenience of the reader, we recall that the soundproof model reads

/1.
divy, vsp + Oywsp = 0,

~ ~ ~ 1 ~
BOHsp + Busp - ViHep + Bwgp,0. Hsp — = Wsp = BG - Hopwsp,

COsp + Cugp - Vpvgp + Cwsp 0,05, + Vs = 0,

@)

\ COwsp + Cugp - Vwg, + Cwep0,wsp, + 0,Dsp + ;Hsp =0,

where pg, is determined by
—Apgp = C((thsp)T : Vs + 20,05 - Viwe, + (8Zwsp)2)
1.~ ﬁ (73)
+§0Z'Hsp, Psp dx = 0.

Then, following similar, if not simpler, arguments to those in section 1]
leads to the conclusion that: there exists Ty, € (0,00), depending only on

H ﬁsp,m, Usp,iny Wsp.in || (T3 such that
Ogssué%sp || ﬁSp’ Usp, Wsp H H3(’]I‘3)(8) S C || ﬁsp,inv Usp,iny Wsp,in H H3(T3)’ (74)

with some constant C' € (0, 00), independent of ¢.
Now we list the estimate of pyp,, induced by the elliptic estimates on (73)):

1. ~
[ psp ||H4(T3) < || vsp, wep ”23(11‘3) + P [ s | H3(T3)" (75)
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4.4 Soundproof approximation

Now we are ready to estimate the difference of solutions to (5Il) and (20).
Denote by
Psp,s “—Pms — Psp»

Hsp,& ::Hms - Hspa

Vsp,§ *—Ums — Usp,

(76)

Wgp,§ *—Wms — Wsp-

Also, we use Ky to represent the total bound of solutions to (BIl) and (20),
ie.,

+ sup ||/7qspavsp>wsp H H3(T3) < ’C2> (77)

sSup H Hmsa Ums; Wims
0<s<Tsp

S s )

which are obtained in (€0) and (74).
After comparing (51]) and (20), one can derive that (psp s, Hsp.ss Vsp.ss Wsp.s)
satisfies

( dth VUsp,s + 8zwsp,5 = €A(CG + 5Mﬂ0)wm57
_ ~ ~ 1
BatHsp,(S + B'Ums : VhHsp,é + mesaszp,(S - ?wSpﬁ
— _B(Usp76 ‘ Vhﬁsp + wspﬁazﬁSp)
+BG - (Hmswsp,é + HSP,(SwSP)?
Catvsp,(; + C'Ums * thsp,(s + Cwmsazvsp,5 + Vhp5p75
= —C('Uspﬁ . Vh'Usp + wsp,(;&zvsp>7

Catwsp,é + Cvms : vhu}sp,é + Cwmsazwsp,é + 8zpsp,6 + ?Hsp,é

. = —C(Vsps - VaWsp + Wep 50-wyp).

To write down the equation of py, 5, instead of using (52)) and (73)), we first

rewrite
Usp,s Usp,s
Ums * vh + wmsaz
Wsp,s Wsp,§

Vsp,s Usp,s
= Ugp,§ * vh( w5p76 ) + U)Sp,éaz( wsp,é )
Sp7 Sp7

( divy, (Vsp,s ® Vsp) + 0= (WspUsp.5) )

divy, (Wep sVsp) + Oz (WepWsp 5)
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and then after applying
() o (@)
9: @), )

—Apspﬁ = €AC(CG + E“ﬁo)@twms +C <divh divy, ('Uspﬁ & Usp)

one can derive that

+divy, 0, (wspVsp,s) + 0-divy, (Wsp sUsp) + 83(wspwsp75)
+divy (Usp,g . thsp,(s) + divy, (wsp,(;&zvsp,g) + 0, (Usp,(; . Vhwsp,(g)

+0, (wspﬁazwsp,(;)) +C (divh (Usp,(g . thsp) + divy, (wsp,(;azvsp) (79>

1 ~
_'_82 (Usp,é . VhU)sp) + az (wsp,éazwsp)) + g_yaz?'[sp,c%

/pspﬁ dr = 0.

Consequently, applying the standard elliptic estimate on (79) yields that

Hpsp,6 H L2(T3) S € || 8t'wms H L2(T3) + H Usp,6 ® VUsp, WspUsp,s H L2(T3)
+ || Wsp,§Vsp ; WspWsp,§5 Usp,s - vhvsp,(% wsp,éaz'usp,é || L2(T3)

+ || Vsp,s ° vhwsp,év wsp,éazwsp,éu Usp,s ° vhvspu wsp,5azvsp || L2(T3) (80)

1 ~
+ II VUsp,s Vh'wspa wsp,éazwsp II L2(T3) + E_V H %sp,é H L2(T3)

S Cry (14 e7) [ Haps vy wsps | s T Ok (e+e™),

where we have applied (B3)), (59), and the Sobolev embedding inequality in
the last inequality. B
Now we are ready to estimate the L? norm of (psp.5, Hep.s, Usp.s, Wsp.s)- 1n-
deed, after applying the L*-inner product of equations in (78) with 2pg, s, 2ﬁsp,5, 20gp.5, 2Wsp 5,
respectively, applying integration by parts, and summing up the resultant

equations, one has
d ~ ) 2 :
dt (B H Hsp,o H r2(rsy T C || Usp, s> Wsp,s H L2(11*3)) _ ; 3,

J
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where

2

5 = /(dlvh Ums + azu}ms) (%|7:zsp,6|2 + C|Usp,6|2 + C|wsp76|2) df,

Jg = —2 / <§B (’Uspﬁ . Vhﬁspﬁspﬁ + wspﬁazﬁspﬁwﬁ)
+ C('Usp,é . vhvsp * Usp,é + wsp,éazvsp : Usp,&)

+ C(vsps - ViwspWsp s + wsp,gﬁzwspwspﬁ)) dr
+ 2 / Bé : (ﬁmswspﬁ + ﬁsp,éwsp>ﬁsp,5 df,

37 = 2€A/(CG + €”go)wmspsp,5 dzr.

Thanks to (80), one has
j? S C’CQ (5 + El_u) H Hsp,éa Usp,d5 Wsp,§ H L2(T3) + CICQ (52 + 52_V)>

while the estimates of J5 and Jg are straightforward. Hence, we have shown
that

d -
dt (B [ Hps | imr?r) +C || vp,5, weps | i?(qr?r))

S CIC2 H ﬁsp,éa Vsp,s, Wsp,§ || iz(']l'3)
_I_CICZ (5 + 51_V) || ﬁsp,éa VUsp,5, Wsp,& H L2(T3) + CICQ (52 + 52_V).

Consequently, after applying Gronwall’s inequality, one can conclude that,
there is Ty, 5 € (0, min{7T},s, T5p }, depending only on || Hep.6,ins Vsp.s,ins Wsp.5.in
such that

H LZ(T3)’

sup s o5, .
OSSSC’ESWSH sp,0s Usp,ds Sp75HL2(T3)(> (81>

S CICQ ( || Hsp,&,ina Usp,8,iny Wsp,8,in || L2(T3) + (5 + El_V)) .
Here Cx, € (0,00) is a constant depending only on s given in (77). In
particular, (65]), (80), and (8I]) imply that, since u + 2v = 1,

sup ||?j—apsp,7-l—Hsp,v—vsp,w—wSpHLQ(Tg,)
OSSSmin{Tms,éTspﬁ}
S C]C1JC2 (gmax{u—u,u—a} + H ams,é,ina Hms,é,ina Ums,d,iny Wms,d,in || L2(T3) (82)

+ || ﬁsp,é,ina Usp,s,ins Wsp,d,in H LZ(']T3)) :
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Theorem 2 follows from (B5), (60), (74), (75), and (82)

5 Fast-slow decompositions: the linear the-
ory

Our goal is to decompose the solution to (I7) into waves with different fre-
quencies. Ideally, due the appearance of two different scales of oscillation,
we are expecting at least three waves.

H4) To simplify our presentation, we will, from now on, assume that

A=B=C=1. (83)

A linear system associated with (I7]) is introduced in this section, us-
ing two oscillation operators, corresponding to the acoustic waves and the
internal waves, respectively.

In addition, we will investigate an e-dependent linear oscillation operator,
associated with the linear system, which can be treated as a perturbation of
the acoustic wave operator. The eigenvalue-eigenvector pairs associated with
such oscillation operator will be investigated.

To be more precise, we introduce the following linear system:

1 1
O + ZLU + 5 L,U =0, (84)

where U, L,, L, are defined as in (I4). Roughly speaking, éﬁaU and 6%EQU
are the driving forces of acoustic waves and internal waves, respectively. One
can immediately see from (84]), that, as e — 0T, the oscillation induced
by operator %Ea is faster than the one induced by E%Eg, meaning that the
acoustic waves will oscillate faster and thus will be averaged out before the
internal waves dissipate. This is exactly why we can use the soundproof
system (20) as an approximation to (IT).

In the following subsections, we will investigate the acoustic waves, inter-
nal waves, and mean flows, in the linear system (84)).

5.1 Perturbed acoustic waves

In this subsection, we consider the following perturbed acoustic wave operator

L.:=L,+e"7"L,. (85)

33



Then (84) is equivalent to
1
U + LU =0. (86)

Notice that L. can be viewed as a perturbation of £,. An ad hoc analysis will
be that, the eigenvalues of L. lie within neighborhoods with width O(g'™")
of the eigenvalues of £,. In particular, the eigenvalues corresponding to the
acoustic free vector fields lies in an neighborhood with width O(e'™") of the
origin. In view of (8@), one can decompose the eigenvalues of gﬁg, corre-
sponding to the wave decomposition of solutions to (86), into three kinds:
the zero eigenvalue; the eigenvalues of O(¢7") near the origin; the eigenval-
ues of O(e7!) (O(e™1) £ O(e7) to be more precise). We will refer the waves
corresponding to these three kinds of eigenvalues as the mean flows, the
perturbed internal waves, and the perturbed acoustic waves, respec-
tively. In the following, we shall make the above ad hoc discussion rigid.
Let
Y= {U=(q,Hv=(vi,0) ,w) €C®T*R)|
Symmetry (SYM]) is satisfied. }.

We first investigate ker L., i.e., the space associated with the zero eigenvalue.
Let

(87)

Pemt 1 B — ker L. (88)

Then
ker Es :{Us,mf = (Z]ve,mfa He,mfa Ve, mf, ws,mf>T S s:Z]|

Z]ve,mf = Z]ve,mf(z) S COO(T7R)7 Hs,mf = _5V_1aza€,mfa (89)

dth Ve mf = O, We mf = 0}

Denote by

Uz—:,mf = (as,mfu Hs,mfu Ve mf, we,mf)T = 7De,mf(U' = ((7, ?:Zv v, w)T>

Then, to look for the representation of P. ¢, we calculate the following func-
tional: for any V = (a,b,&,m)" € ker L.

IV = Ul = [ (T a4 210,04 AP ds
+ /(|§ — v + |w|?) dz.
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Then U, ¢ should be the minimizer of the above functional subject to the
condition Uy ¢ € ker L.. Then calculating the Euler-Lagrangian equations
yields that U s = P-me(U) is given by

_ v—19 =~
Hs,mf =—¢ 82Q€,mf7
Ve mf =V — vh”vbva
ws,mf EO,

where gz ¢, 1, are solutions to

—82(”_1)822@,mf + Qe — e"719, / H dxdy(z)

—/Ejdxdy(z) =0, /aa,mfdzz /&'df, (90)

and  Apt, = div, v, /@bv dxdy = 0.

We remind readers that ker L. is nothing but the space of eigenfunctions
corresponding to the zero eigenvalue of L.. Next we focus on the non-zero
eigenvalue problem of L., i.e., the structure of (ker £.)*. Since L. is anti-
symmetric, it suffices to investigate the pure imaginary eigenvalues with non-
zero imaginary part, i.e.,

iwUy = LUy, w0, Uy = (G, Ha v, wy) €D (91)

We will not discuss the representations of the solutions to the eigenvalue
problem in this section. Instead, we would like to estimate the value of the
eigenvalues, assuming we have found the eigenvalue-eigenvector pairs. The
exact quantity calculation will be postponed in the next section using Fourier
representation.

If g =0, then the eigenvalue problem (OI]) is reduced to

v. =0, O,w.=0, —nw.= iw?—Nl, 777-7 = jww,

where, hereafter, n := €=, which yields U, = 0 due to symmetry (SYM]).
In the following, we assume, without loss of generality, ¢. # 0. Direct
calculation of the eigenvalue problem (OII) shows that

_(w2 - 772)Ah€]v6 - ‘*‘ﬂazz?j& = w2(w2 - 772)qNE' (92)
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Notice that when w ~ 7, (92) admits strong degeneracy.
In addition, we introduce the following eigenvalue problem:

_Ahaac - 8zzaac - wgcaac- (93)

In fact, (Q3)) can be seen as the counter-part of ([@2) from (@Il for £,, i.e.,
the eigenvalue problem of the acoustic operator. Unsurprisingly, ([O3)) is just
(@2) when n = 0, at least formally. We denote the eigenvalue-eigenfunction
pairs of (93) as (wi: ,Gac,n)|n=0,1,2,-., where wio =0, |w§;’1| < \w;tqz\ < e
[1Gacn|? dZ = 1. Then it is easy to check

/aac,maac,n dxr = 5m,na /vhaac,m : Vhaac,n dz = || Vhaac,m H 12(T3)5m,n7

/ Voo - Voo 4T + / O.nemOuoon AT = | 1 G

m,n € U{0,1,2,---}.
(94)
Then, one can represent solution ¢. to (02)) as

= Y Qulscor QueR (95)

n=0,1,2,-

After taking the L*-inner product of ([@2) with Gucm, it follows that, thanks
to (04,
~ 2
Qm X [Wz(wz - 772> - w2‘wétc,m‘2 + 772 II vhqaC,m H LZ(’]I‘B)] = Ov

for any m € {0,1,2,---}.
Suppose that for some m, @,, # 0. Then

- 2

W (w? —n?) — w2|w§fc7m|2 + 77 || ViGac.m || 123y = 0- (96)
We claim that

e g ] e (97)

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of ([@7). Notice that, if

m = 0, we have wE ) = 0, Vj,gaco = 0, which implies w = 0 or |w| = 7. In

ac,0

particular 0 < |w| <, i.e., (O7)) holds.
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Without loss of generality, we assume that m > 1 and |w| > 7, below.
Since, from (94]), || V hGac,m H iz(Tg) < |W§E:7m|2, one has, from (06)), that
(W = 1) > (& — ),
which implies
W > [Wie,ml- (98)

On the other hand, (96]) can be written as

<n?

~ 2
772(1 B || VhQaC,m H L2(T3)>

w - |wac m‘2

w2
Together with (O8], this proves (O1).
Therefore, we have proved the following lemma:

Lemma 6. Let iww be an eigenvalue of operator L.. Then, there exists m €
{0,1,2,---}, such that

lwE |? <w? < Jw

ac,m| — — ac m

2, 22
"+,
where {iw;tcm}me{o,m,...} are the eigenvalues of L,.

In particular, Lemma [6] confirms the ad hoc analysis at the beginning of
this section.

We remark that, ([@6]) can be solved explicitly for w?. Indeed, there exist
exactly two solutions (w?); and (w?), satisfying ([@7). We will make it more
clear using Fourier representations in the next subsection.

5.2 Fourier representations

Owing to the symmetry (SYM)]), we consider the follow Fourier expansion of
U:

Q(khykz Zl:: “cos(k.2)
_ Hg, .)€ " sin(kz)
U - Z ‘/(k]—“kz zkh x S(k’z ) ) (99>

kpe2nZ2 k,e2rNtUu{0
g : oy W(kh,kz Zkh r sm(kzz)

with
F kpke) = Flig kz)s Fe{Q H,V,W}
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Then, with = '™ < 1, the eigenvalue problem (@I)) can be written as
kh Q(kh kz) ‘/(kh kz - ikZW(k;L,kz)a
w H W
(khykz) (kh kz) 77 kh kz (100)
Wk k) Vikn ko) =Q (ki k) s
Wit ko) Wik k) =0K2Q k) — N H ks,

We investigate the solutions to (I00) in the following three cases:
Case 1: w, k) = 0. Then if kj, # (0,0), one can easily check that

Q k- 0
H g k) 0
ke » b Vg =0,
Vit k) Vb ) )
W(khvkz) 0
or, equivalently,
0
Q (ki k2) 0
H i, k.) ol
‘/(kh,kz) ﬁ
Wikn k) 0
On the other hand, k;, = (0,0) imply that
1
Q(0.0)k) ook i 0
H(0,0),. —Q((0,0).k- = 0
V(( )kz) n ((0,0),k:) _ Q((o,o),kz) n + "
((0,0),kz) ((0,0),k=)
W Vi(0,0).k2) 0
((0,0),k2) 0 0 0
Case 2: |wu, k)| = |1l

If k, # 0, it is easy to check that there is no
non-trivial solution to (I00). Thus k, = 0, and one can find the following

solution: |we, 0| = |n] < 1, and

0 0
g(ih,g) H o .
‘/((kh’())) = 0 - H(kh 0) 0 )
h ) W(kyp,,0) . W(ky,,0)
Wik .0) —iH (1, 0) 7; -t 7:
kn # (0,0)



Case 3: W, k.) . Then from (I00), one can derive

(( Wikp k) %) |k +thk k.|” — ( (kpoks) — n2>w(2kh,kz))
(101)
XQ(kh,kz) = 0.
Notice that (I0I)) is just the Fourier representation of (92). If Q,.) = 0,
one can easily check from (I00), only when |wy, &.y| = |n| or 0, there will be

non-trivial solutions, which is already covered in the previous case. Therefore,
we focus on (I0T) when Q, 1) 7 0, which leads to the algebraic equation

w?kh,kz) — (|kn]? + |k * + Wz)w(zkh,kz) + 1’|kl = 0. (102)

Notice that (I02) is nothing but ([@6]). Thus, the solutions to (I02) are given
by

) kn? + |k 24+ 702 + VA
Wikn kz) = 2 )
ka4 R P = VA
21|k, |?
€ 0,77,

Bl b2 4 4 VA

where A = ([ky|?+ [k:|*+0?)” —4n?|kn[* = ([kn]” —n?)? + k. |* + 2[kn|? |k ] +
202 k.12 > (|kn|?> — n*)? > 0. Then the solution to (I0Q) is given by

Qo h2)
Qo k) Hy k)
Huony | _ 1 O ok
Vikn k) Wik ) (kn.k=)Kh | >
Wiken k2) _iMH(khykz)

n

with H, 1) satisfies
[Fon ?

kHy vy = 1(—5 = 1)Qkp k2 and

w
(ki k=) (104)
n(1— (]:; ) ey = Ko Qi -

If k, =0, from (I03)) and (104,
w(2kh,0) = |k7h|2 (01" w(zkmo) = 772 (discarded))
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with kj, # (0,0) (otherwise it is covered in previous case), and thus

Qo) Q(ghm
Hg0) | _ K
Vin0) Qin0)
W(kh,o) 0 (kn,0)

We remark that for n small enough, in oder to reach the endpoint values
of ([I03)),, i.e., |we, k)| = 0orn, the necessary condition will be k; = (0,0)
or k, = 0, respectively, while &k, = (0,0) is also a sufficient condition for
Wy, k., — 0.

In summary, we have established the following eigenvalue-eigenvector

pairs to (@1)):

Proposition 6. There exist three classes of eigenvalue-eigenvector pairs to
@I)): the mean flows, the perturbed internal waves, and the perturbed acoustic
waves. They are given as below: with k;, € 2nZ? and k, € 27N,

Mean flows: w = 0 and the space of mean flows &, . is given by

0
0
e0,5 = Span{Ulr?fkh,kz) = Eeikh-m COS(]{? Z) 7kh % (07 0)}
L7y
0
cos(k.z)
- — sin(k,z
@ Span{U2,(f(0,0),kz) =1 7 0( ) ,
0
0
0 1 0
mf I > > s
008 T cos(k,2)E, [T T ( 0 ) T ( 1 ) T 3’4}
0
(105)
Perturbed internal waves: w = :tw(glzz k) where
21| ke |? 1/2
w&” = 106
(Fnohe) (|kh\2 + k) + 02 + \/Z) (106)
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with A = (|kn|* + |k.|? + n?)? — 4n?|kn|?, kn # 0,k. # 0, and the space of
internal waves @iw(gzv by s given by
hokz

oot e 1=

e cos(k, 2)

n ( |l"/;h|2 ik
— (g — 1) sin(k.2)
kz (wzgkh,kz)y
+

ikh-x

k:he

Span{ Uivf(kh’kz) =

gwW

gw

W ke k2

|k

i”(kh,ka (

gwW

—1)e™ o sin(k,z)

cos(k.z) ’

(107)

k.

kn # (0,0),k, # o}.

| |

Perturbed acoustic waves: w = iw?ﬁ: k) where

e _ (Bl A R+ VA
Wiy = 2 )

(108)

with A as above, (kp,k.) # ((0,0),0), and the space of perturbed acoustic
waves @iw?g ey s given by
hiFz

sztw?]‘g’h,kz),e =
e cos(k, 2)
n ‘kh|2 iky oz s
(7 — 1)e"™*sin(k,2)
k- ((w(kh,kz))2 )
Span{Uiv(kthz) = ———kpe™n® cos(k,z) ’
“lkiks)
waW k )
) (kh’kz)( lwh‘ 5 —1)e™ e sin(k,z)
k. \w(kh’kz)\
6ikh-m
0
k., # 0} b Span{Uj:V’V(khO) =1 L 1 oy etk Jkn # (0,0)}.
Wk 0)
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v

Here n = e'~.
Moreover, since L. is anti-symmetric, it is easy to check
Utk Usny Ulany 1 €{1,2,3,4},
(kn, k) € 27Z* x 27N,

form orthogonal basis with respect to the complex L*-inner product.

5.3 Internal waves in the soundproof model (20)

We have already known that in the full compressible system (L), the inter-
nal waves bear frequencies of order O(¢7") from previous sections (see, e.g.,
Lemma [0l and Proposition [@]). In this subsection, we would like to investi-
gate the internal gravity waves in the soundproof model (20), and provide a
comparison study with those in system (I7).

Denote by
ﬁsp —Wsp
Up =1 vyp |, and LUy, = 0 . (110)
Wsp Hsp

Then we introduce the linear system associated with the soundproof model
(20) as follows:

0
1
0 Usp + ;ESPUSP + | Vipsp =0, divy, vsp + 0,v5, = 0, (111)
azpsp

with psp,”}-N[Sp,vsp,wsp satisfying the same symmetries as a,ﬁ,v,w, respec-
tively, as in ([SYM]). We consider the following eigenvalue problem:

0
iwspUsp = NLspUsp + | Vi(epsp) | divy, vsp + 0,vsp = 0. (112)
- (epsp)

Recalling n = €', our scale of wy, in (I12) is the same as w in (@), for the
sake of convenience for comparison. Direct calculation of (I12)) leads to the
following differential equation:

wgp wgp
(1 - ?)Ah(gpsp) - Fazz(gpsp) =0. (113)
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It is obvious that (II3) changes types according to w? / n* € {0}, or (0,1),
or {1}, or (1,00), respectively. In particular, when w /n* € (1,00), (II3)
is a non-degenerate elhptlc equation and has only 0 as the trivial solution.
However, when w2 /n* € [0, 1], unlike (3), (II3) is a (degenerate) hyperbolic-
type equation.

In the rest of this subsection, we shall use the Fourier representations to
persuade further investigation. As in (99)), let

EPsp = Z Pap (b ey € " cos(k,2),
kp€2n72 k,€2rN
Hgp (k)€ @ sin(k2) (114)
Usp = Z ‘/sp,(kh,kz)eil'gh'x COS(]{?ZZ) :

kne2nz2 koe2nN \ Wap (5, k.)€ @ sin(k2)

with
FSPv(—kh,kz) = FSPv(khykzﬁ F € {P7 H7 v7 W}

Without loss of generality, we also assume that Py 0,0y = 0.
Then (II2) is equivalent to

Wep, (ki ke2) Hep, (ki k) = —NMWp, (kn k=)
ZwSpv(khykz)‘/Spv(khykz) = Psp,(k‘h,kz)kha (115>
Wsp, (k) Wp, (ko) = MHsp, (k) = Kz Pep, (on )
ikn - Vip,(kn k) + F2Wep, (b k) = 0,
and (I13)) is equivalent to
w3 (kn.k=) w3 D, (kn k=)
((1 - %)Ughﬁ #U{: |2) sy = 0. (116)

Case 1: Py, (x,.k.) = 0. Then it is easy to verify that, the nontrivial solutions
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to (II%]) are given by

0
Psp,(k‘;“O) H
Hsp,(kh,()) Spv(khvo)
|wsp,(kh,0)| =1, V. = 0 )
Spv(kl’no) .(A)Sp7(kh70)
Wsp,(kh,O) -1 n Hspv(khvo)
PSp,(kh,kz) O
Hgp k1) 0
OF  Wap (k) = O, S
p( h ) ‘/ép7(kh7kz) ‘/épv(khvkz)
Wspv(khvkz) O

with &y, - Vsp7(kh,kz) = 0.

Next, we focus on the cases when Py, (1, %) 7 0. Then it must hold, from
(18, ) )
(1- wspxk;,kz) ]2 — “sp,u;h,kz)
n n
Case 2: kj, = (0,0). Solving (II7) leads to either wgp, ox.) = 0 or k. = 0.
Then the nontrivial solutions to (I1Z]) are given by

k.| =0. (117)

Pep,0.k2) Pep,012)
wsp7(07kz) = 0’ HSpv(OJi‘z) — ? Sp,(O,kz) ’

‘/Spv(ovkz) ‘/sp (0 B )

WSP?(Oykz) 7O ’

Py (0,0) Fep.(0,0)

Hgp, (0,0 Hgp, 0,0
or  |wsp,0.0)] =1, v _ p

sp,(0,0) w
.%sp,(0,0)
Wep,0,0) —i P H 0.0
Case 3: kj;, # (0,0). Solving (I17) leads to
2
wspv(khykz) _ |kh|2
Us |n|2 4 |k, |2
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Then solving (I13]) yields

0
PSp,(k‘}L,O) H
_ Hgp, (k.0 _ (k. 0)
|wsp,(kh,0)| =1, - 0
‘/;pv(khvo) .(A)Sp7(kh70)
Wsp,(kh,O) -1 n Hspv(khvo)
(discarded),
1k
or k;#0, |Wephy k)| = W’
|kp|sgv(khvkz)
N~h
Py (ke k) [ " Py (ke k)
H5p7(kh7kz) — SI})(sph(’kz)k )
‘/;p,(k‘}“kz) w 7 — kh
Wsp,(k;“kz) |]€S}Iz,|g€h,kz)
Pspv(khvkz)

k2 Wsp, (ky, k-)

In summary, we have established the following eigenvalue-eigenvector

pairs to (I12):

Proposition 7. The mean flows and the internal waves in the eigenvalue

problem ([I12) for the soundproof model are given as below: with ky € 27?2
and k, € 2wN,
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Mean flows: wy, = 0 and the space of mean flows €y, . 1s given by

Cep0,e 1= Span{epggfl’(kh’kz) =0,

0
i W
B = | o) |2 0.0))
0
k. .
— sin(k,2)
@ Span{gpgllfv?v((o,o),kz) = cos(kz), U;n;fz,((qom) = 7 0 }
0
0
@ Span{gpgéf,j,(<o,0>,kz) =0, U5 (0.0 ) = COS(kBZ)%—z ,
" 1 - 0 .
=(8). (1))
(118)
Internal waves: wy, = :I:wsg;f(khkz) where
gw o nlkn|
o) (R R )
with kn # (0,0) and k. # 0, and the space of internal waves €,y
sp,(Rp, Rz
15 given by
6Sp’i“i:v,(kh,kz)’E = Span{gpfl‘:(kh,kz) = g COS(k‘Zz),
kn|? ,
TQW n S sin(k, 2)
W i )
Us” = | t———kne* " cos(k.z) || 120
(k) wsgm(khvkzg) (120)
k .
:Fz'|g+|e’kh'x sin(k,z)
kzwspv(khvkz)

kn # (0,0), k., # O}.

Here n = e,
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5.4 Comparison with limit cases

In this subsection, we will quantitatively compare the linear dynamics of
several reduced systems studied in this work. (i) We compare the internal
waves between the full compressible and the pseudo-incompressible models
as derived in propositions [0 and [7] above. (ii) We compare the acoustic waves
generated by the pure acoustic operator in (I2]I]) alone and by the full fast
mode operator of the compressible system.

First, we summarize the eigenvalue-eigenvector pair of the pure acoustic
system,

iwaUy = LoU,, Ua = (Gay Ha, Va, ws) ' € 0. (121)
That is,
Lemma 7. There exist two classes of eigenvalue-eigenvector pairs to (121]);
the incompressible flows and the acoustic waves. They are given as below:

with ky, € 2rn7Z?% and k, € 27N,
Incompressible flows: w, = 0 and the space of incompressible flows &, ¢ is

given by
1 0
. 0 o e sin(k, 2
Qfap = Span{Uai((ovo)p) = 0 ) Ua,£7(kh7kz) = 0 ( ) }
0 0
0
0
icf o 1
K|
0
0
0
icf o
Ua,47(k?h7k‘z) T kz|:—h|elkhl‘ COS(kZZ) 9 kh # (0’ O)}
h
—i|kp,|e®r® sin (k. 2)
0
icf N 0 o) — 1 0
0

(122)
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Acoustic waves: w, = w?" where
av(k]'ukz)

w:}/kh,kz) = (‘kh|2 + ‘k2‘2)1/27 (kha kz) % ((07 0)7 0)7 (123>

and the space of acoustic waves Qza,:twa“(’k . s given by
a,(kp,kz

eFn® cos(k, 2)

0
kn o
L aw L ik x
ea’iw:Ykh,kz) = Span{Ua7i7(kh7kz) = Zl:w:“(k ; )6 COS(]sz) ,
7/i]£u z (124)
— e’ T sin(k,z)
way(khvkz)

(kha kz) 7& ((07 O)a O)}

In the following, we will compare the eigenvalue-eigenvector pairs ob-
tained in Proposition [ and Lemma [l with those in Proposition
Perturbed acoustic waves v.s. acoustic waves, i.e., (M?X’kz)ﬁ, Uj:fv(khkz))
V.S, (Wil k)00 Unk (k ko)) Direct calculation, from (108) and (I23), shows

k
that, for (ky, k2) £ ((0.0),0),

aw _aw 2 |kz|2
Wiknokz) = Wa(kn,kz) T 7 2([knl? + |K.]2)372

+ O(nh). (125)
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Meanwhile, owing to (I09) and (I24)), one has, for k, # 0,

U:t kh kz ;V:\Ly(khkz)
0
kp|® — 2
a [l avf k”:z)) eFne sin(k, 2)
b (W)
o WA AW .
- +kp, a’(:h’kz) — (i hz) it cos(k,z)
( ¢ ik, kz>|°” 8, (ky h2) et
waw waw )
o knik)) anllnshs) AR VS (2 etkne sin(k,2)
B o) a2
0
kz 3 k |kh|2 ) ik . 5
—\p—=+n e e sin(k,z) + O(n°)
< |knl? + [k [? i ([Rnl? + |f:12)°
= h i ’
g o) + 00
e (2lkn)? + ke ?) e
- 2(|kn|? + [k |? )5/261% sin(k.2) + O(n*)
(126)
for k, = 0, ky, # (0,0),
0
Uj: (kp,0) :Vi (kn,0) — O4 (127)
w0~ Um0 = | o)
0
Perturbed internal waves v.s. internal waves, i.e., (w5 k'h k) in(kh k. ))
ep®”
Vs (W g e ( Ug;p (K k=) )) Direct calculation, from (I06) and (I19),
(s s, &, (kp, kz>
shows that, for kj;, # (0,0), k, # 0,
W, wo k|| k. |2
(k) _ Yop,(hn h2) | K| "
= - +0O . 128
: ] 2k + ooy T OV 12
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Meanwhile, owing to (I07) and (I20]), one has,

sv ( gpgl\;v(kh kz) )
+,(knkz) Us”

sp, =, (kn,kz)
0
nl b kP e g
<|Wk k=) |2_ gwk k)|2_1 ethn sin(k.z)
R z Sp hRz
_ k k ‘
= + gwh gw . e cos(k.z)
) w(kh,kz) w5p7(kh7kz) gw
Tkl 1 1 Yk | ik o
_ = ettt gin (k2
m{ be \Winiy Yo b "

|k

(R P+ TRP)

0
ek gin(k,z) + O(n?)

= |kz kh

+n -

ek cos(k,z) + O(n?)

2|f7~? |\((|§?/f IJ2r |k\7~|f )|3§2
h hl® T iy
(e T et sinlkez) + 00r)

(129)

Mean flows: It is obvious that U™} pSp” (knks) ) 5 =1,9,3.
.77(kh7k )

USIBJ kh kz)
In summary, we have proved the following;:

Corollary 8. For (ky, k.) satisfying the corresponding restrictions, one has

Coe = Epoe  Or equivalently

mf
5 .
Ul k) = ( Pepg k) ) i=1,234,

sp.js(kn, kz)
0 < Wi k) — Winny = O°),
gw
W EPsp, (kn k= _
‘Ujg: (kn k=) ( Ufyi( ;k)) )‘ = O(n),
0 < Wiy k) ~ Warlkp ks) = O(n?),

= O(n),

aw aw
(U k) — U (ko)

uniformly in (kp, k.). Here n =e'=".
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6 Fast-slow waves interactions: Soundproof
approximation with ill-prepared initial data

6.1 Nonlinear equations
The full compressible system

With the understanding of the linear theory, we will discuss the nonlinear
theory of fast-slow waves decompositions in system (7). N otice that, under
assumption (83), (I7) can be written as, with U = (¢, H,v,w)", L. as in
B3,

oU + %EgU +NU) = MU) + K.(U), (135)

where

wo_l&'(dijh v+ 0.w)
-G - Hw

NU) :=v- VU +wd,U + 0 : (136)
0
Guw+w, " [5 G(2')dZ (divy v + O.w)
M(U) = 8 , (137)
0
e"How + ety [ Ho(2) dz'(divy, v + O,w)
K(U) := —(sﬂéﬁo + 5“”@77[)(()@11 +v- Vo 4+ wd,v) (138)

—(e"GHo + e GH) (Ow + v - Viyw + wd,w)

With estimate (48)) and proper initial data, one can assume that K. (U) =
O(e*~7) in suitable Sobolev space (H? for instance). In particular, we choose
o = /2, and thus K. (U) will be considered as an error term. For this reason,
we write

1
oU + gﬁeU +N(U) = M(U) + O(eH7). (139)
H5) Furthermore, to simplify the presentation, we assume

G = G = sin(272). (140)
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We emphasise that with some modification, the following arguments work
without assumption We will adopt the notation (@9) for our solutions
U.
Let
pr PR and PRV, (141)

be the L2-orthogonal projections to the spaces
e =gy, €= @khyé(0,0),kz;éOe:tw%Z’kz e

and €V := Dy, 0Crpow & Brn(0,0) Co

aw
(kp k= (kp,,0)°%”

respectively, given in Proposition [Gl

The soundproof system

Similarly, denote by Uy, and Ly, as in (I10). Under assumption [H4)|and the
simplifying but not critical assumption [H5)| (20) can be written as,

divy, vgp + O, = 0, (142)
1 0
athSp _I_ E_VﬁspUSp _I_ vhpsp +/\/;p(USp) - O (143)
aZZ)S}’.)

Here, thanks to assumption [H5)|,

— §in(272) - Heptsy
MP(USP) = Ugp - VhUsp + wspazUsp + 0 . (144)
0

Notice that equations (I39) and (I43) have different dimensions. In par-
ticular, (I43)) does not have an evolutionary equation of py,, corresponding to
the g-component of (I39). For this reason, in order to investigate the rigidity
of the soundproof approximation, we denote the dimension reduction projec-
tion P,q, defined as

q ~

3 i
Pa:| | v ], (145)
v w
w

Notice that P.q is a bounded operator in any Sobolev space. Moreover, from

(I36) and (I44), one can check that
PN (U) = Ngp(Pral). (146)
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6.2 Soundproof approximation with ill-prepared initial
data

Compactness theory of solutions to (I39) and finite dimension trun-
cation

Denote by S.(t) the solving operator of 0; + L., L. as in (85)); that is
0S:(t) Uy + L.S:(t)Uy = 0. (147)
Then Proposition [6] implies that
S.()U, = e ™'l
(w,U,) € {(0 Umk, k) ), i=1,2,3,4, (iwgv k) U:%:‘?Ekh,kz))a
(iw(kh UL (ko ks ))}
Then S.(t) is an isometry from H*(T?) to H*(T?), Vs. Let

Vi(t) = S.(~)U 1) (145)

where U(t) is the solution to (I39). Then it follows from (I39) and (I47)

that
OV, + 5. (-DNW) = S-DHME) + 0. (149)

Owing to Proposition [, it is straightforward to verify that, with the same
initial data for (I39) as stated in the proposition,

sup ([ V() || 3ragmsy + V) | Gpapay) SCCi o€ (0,41) (150)

0<t<T

With Proposition [6] we can write V. as,

Vo=V vy ey (151)
with
Z ary, (kh k-), U, 1,(knk2) T Z am(f(oo) koye(t )Um(oo )okz)
ken#(0,0) i=3,4, k.€Z
+a2((00) ()U2(00 ),0)
+ D 00k B Usoo ko),
k=0

(152)
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W a8v 1-vyrew
Vet = Z O (ko) e (8 Uity (153)
kh¢(070)7k2750

VA= Z af (kn k2),e (t )U J(knkz) (154)
(khykz)7$((070)7 )

where the factor != plays the role of renormalization, such that for fixed

— 1-v 1-vyrgw
b= (n k), € U0 o) lkpo @0 €U, |1, 2000 .0 27€ O(1).

Notice that the coefficients o (t)’s in (I52)-(I54) are equicontinuous
thanks to (I50). Then, recalling (I48]), one has

t
Ut) = Se()Ve(t) = U (t) + UEY (t) + UZ™ (1), (155)
with
Ut = v, (156)
" iW?Xh,kz)% W — W
Uag = Z €$ el—v ¢ ai,(kh,kz),s(t)gl Ui,(kh,,kz)7 (157)
kh#((]’())’kz#o
U = Z ejFM(kh’kZ)gO‘i (k=) <t )U:I: (kp,kz)" (158)

(kn,k=)7#((0,0),0)
Meanwhile, let

w8 gwW
W i Sp,(kh,kz)% . 5ps (e s
JYCAa— Z €$ T—v :gl:(k}“ ho)e (t)él ( gwp (knskz) ) ’ (159>
kp#(0,0),k.#£0 sp, &, (knkz)
Llaw = Z $ZW(kh kz) EO{:‘: (knokz)e (t)Uziv:T:,(kh,kz)' (160)

(knk=)7#((0,0),0)

Notice that U&" and U* are obtained by changing the basis corresponding
to the perturbed internal and acoustic waves in US" and U2V to those cor-
responding to the non-perturbed ones, respectively. We don’t need similar
representation for U™ thanks to (I30). However, to simplify the representa-
tion later on, we denote

L e U (161)

On the other hand, notice that N (U) = B(U, U), with bilinear form B(-, -)
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defined by

wo‘l&i(divh Uy + D;ws)
—G . leg
O Y
0

B(Ul, Ug) =V - VhUz + wlang + (162)

where U; = (aj,ﬁj,vj,wj)T, j =1,2. Then one can write

N(U) = N(UX + UEY)
+ B(U™ + U™, U™) + B(U™, U™ + UsY)
+ N(UM).

In addition, let T}, kK € N, be a finite dimensional truncation defined as

Qhy k€™ " cos(k.2)
. H g, kye™* sin(kz)
= k <;c <k Wiy k)€ Zkhxcos(kzz) 1o
|| <k, oz | < Wik, k)€ e’ v sin(k,2)

for U in ([@9). For the sake of clear representation, we assume that 7T} applies
to Usp in a similar method.
U(t)—

T:U(t) || ey 0, as k — oo, and the convergence is uniform-in-¢. There-
fore, to analyze N (U), it suffices to analyze N (T U).

Let us begin with V(T U?). In particular, thanks to (I124) and (I34),
by denoting TpU™ = (Qy, 0, VP, 0.P) ", one has

N(TU™) = N (Ti™) + O(e' ™)
(VP - V)Qr + w; ' QLAP,

%k o
=N(| g,p |)TOE™) = VTR +O(),

(164)
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Moreover,

N(T,US) = Z Fi e ) TRk 1)) €

LANLANLARLARSY

i(w aw waW — AW t
q:( (R ) T (ko) TR ) ™% (k k) 2

x B(UL +,(kp k=) Uj:(k’ k’))

. t
+§ : FUOT oy ha) T (kg k1)) =

LANLANLAR AR

aw aw
Qk (ki k2 ), e O, (K) kL)

t
€

— W _ aw __aw
e:FZ((w(khykz) Wl b)) TR ) TR k)

B(U:I: J(kn,kz)) U:T:f\zk’ 7k’z))'

Ok k2 O (k) 1)

(165)
Therefore, the possible resonances are determined by (ky, k), (k:h, ') such
that Wity vy — Walk k) = 05 1€ lnl? + o ]? = [R5 + KL%, &

O™y ifk, =k,
OE) if k. £k,
(166)

(w?;ZZ,kz) - w:,vfkh,kz)) (W(k’ kL) T W:Yk;,k;)) = {

thanks to (I25). We remark that, since v < 1/2, (I66]) implies that there will
be resonances in the second term of (I65]). However, according to (I64]), these
resonances will form a gradient in the momentum equations, and therefore
will converge to the Lagrangian multiplier Vpg, in the soundproof model. In
fact, as we will see later, these resonances will not affect the dynamic of the
soundproof waves. However, the same cannot be said about the ¢ component,
which does not exist in the soundproof model. We further remark this in the
end of this paper.
On the other hand, thanks to (I30), (I32), and (I34]), one has

N (U™ + TLUEY) = N(Til™ 4 TiE™) + O(e273) + O (%),
B(T,U™ + T, U, TL,U™) + B(T, U™, T,U™ + T,US™) (167)
= B(Ti™ 4 T8, Tih™) + B(Tp ™, T 4™ + TR 4U8Y) + O 7).
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Moreover,
wsW
IFZ( (kh kz) 1

1—v =0 +w® = t
B(TkUgwaTkij) — Z 5 (k kL) )
kh¢(070)7k27£0 (k;yk,) ((070)70)7
LARLARARLARSY
X B(Ujg:“zkh k=) UL k;L,k’))

(168)

(kh kz) 1 )

—I—j : :FZ v ?_W(k/ k’)s
kn#(0,0),k=7#0,(ky, ,k)#((0,0),0),
LAREANCAR ALY

X B(Ui“zkh k.)? an(k;“k’))

Nmmmm“M”1wwyﬁzagwmmmm%mamﬂ@mn@w
oscillates in time with a rate of (9(%), and thus weakly converges to zero as
e — 0F. Similar properties apply to B(T,U™, T,U) + B(T, U™, T,,U™ +
T, UsY).

Compactness theory of solutions to (I43) and finite dimension trun-
cation

We refer to the property of U, such that divy, vs, + 0,ws, = 0 as the sound-
proof property. Also, let P, be the orthogonal projection of vector fields into
the space with the soundproof property.

Denote by S, () the solving operator of

0
815 + Esp + Vhp
0.p

in the space with the soundproof property, Ly, as in (II0); that is

0
8t35p( U, sp,0 T £Sp88p( )USI%O + 1 Vip =0 (169)
0.p

for some p (as the Lagrangian multiplier, which might be different from lines
to lines, hereafter) and divy, (Sep (1) Usp,0)vs, 0 (Ssp (£)Usp,0) s, - Here (+)y,, and
(*)uws, represent the vy, and wg, component, respectively. Then Proposition
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[7 implies that

Ssp(t)Usp,L =€ i, Lt/nUsp L)

mf W W
wb, { UspJ khvkz) 1=1,2,3,4, (iwsgp (kn,kz)" Usgpvi,(kmkz))}'

We remind readers that our choice of scale in Proposition [ implies that
Wo /M = O(1).

Then, it is easy to verify that Sg,(f) is an isometry from HZ to H?, Vs.
Here H; represents the H* space with the soundproof property. Let

t

Viplt) 1= S

where Uy, (t) is the solution to (I43). Then it follows from (I43]) and (IGI)
that

)Usp (), (170)

t
atvsr)(t) + SSP(_;)PUA/’Sp(USp) =0. (171>

Thanks to the estimate ([[4]), it is straightforward to verify that, with the
same initial data as in Theorem 2l for (I43]), one has

2 2
Ogiggapp(“@t%p(t) |2 poy + 1 Van @) [ g zsy) < Copiins (172)

for some Cypin € (0,00) depending on the initial data.
Thanks to Proposition [7, we can write V, as,

mf \\4
V = V + VS% , (173)
with
Vit = Y ol iU iy T D 00k OV 0.0k
k,#(0,0) =34, k.€Z
+ 50,0050 (£) Uapiz,(0.0).0
=0
+ Z a2 (00 ):k=),sp )81_VU;;f27((070)7k2)’
k-0
(174)
gwW . __ gw l—vyrgw
‘/Sp T Z ai7(kh7kz)7sp(t)€ Usp7:t7(kh7kz)’ (175)

kp#(0,0),k=#0
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Thanks to (I72), the coefficients ;. _ (t)’s in (I74)-(I73) are equicontinuous.
Then, one has

t

Uup(t) = Sup () Van(t) = UBRE(1) + UES 1), (176)

with
Unt = v, (177)
g Y b, AL L ()

kn#(0,0), k=70

On the other hand, similarly as before, Ny, (Usp) = Bep(Usp, Usp), with the
bilinear form By, (-, -) defined by

—sin(272) - Hep1Wsp.2

Bsp(Usp,lu Usp,2) = Ugp,1° Vh[jsp,2 +wsp,18zUsp,2 + 0
0
(179)
Similar to (I46]), one has, for U; as in (162)),
7Drdlg(lea U2) = Bsp(PrdUla 7Drd[]2)~ (180)

Estimate of Pq(U™ + Us™) — U,

Let K € NT be a fixed positive integer. Then thanks to the uniform estimates
obtained in Proposition @ and (74), as mentioned before, (I39) and (I43) can

be written as

OU + LU + N(TxU) = M(TiU) + O(c~) + Err and (181)

0
1
at[]sp + ;‘CspUsp + vhpsp + -/V’Sp(TKUSp) = E’I"’f’, (182)
azpsp

respectively, where Err represents the truncation error, satisfying

HET’/‘”Hl — 0 uniformly-in-e  as K — oo. (183)
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Recalling (152), (I55), (I56), and (I57), one has

mf mf _ 5ﬁgukk)
aU" + £ U: Z atal ook )z (E) mf

Uspvlv(khvkz)

kn#(0,0)
é?ps
+ Z &soé ,((0,0),k ()( Urrlljd ((0.0)52) )
j=3,4, k.€Z sp,J;((0,0),k=)

(184)

+ 0,08 0,0).0). (t) ( Ep%f,z((omm )
2,((0,0 Um
Sp727((070)70)

mf
E —v [ €Pg i
T 8ta?(oo k2, (t )51 ( Unff&((O,O),k ) ) ’

k=7#0 $p,2,((0,0),k2)

gw
w(kh ;kz

o 1 - i — w l=vprew
QUE" + —LUZ =D 7T T, ) (DETIURY, 4
krn#(0,0),k-#0

. SP (k kz) ¢
e Z)J:e el hu v _I_ O( 2— 3V):| at :|: (k‘h,kz) (t) (185)
#0

kh#(ovo)v z
ow
% 81—1/|:( gzgosvp,(kh,kz) ) —|—O(€1_V):|,
Usp + (khv )

aw 1 aw wi
QU+ LU = e 0 #9008 e (DUt
(kn,k=)#((0,0),0)

WV t aw
:Zeqt (kh,kz)Eataj:,(kh,kz),s(t)|: a:l:(kh, +O( )}
(kn,k=)7#((0,0),0)

thanks to (I30), (I31]), and (I32)).

gw
On the other hand, one can check from Proposition[?, {(U, SpJ (k) )i=1,2,3. U s (kh’kz)}
forms a orthogonal basis and satisfies the soundproof property. Denote by

(186)

the projection operators to Spaun{U;“;fJ (o) } and Spaun{Us“j’gVjE k) }, defined
as
sp,l,(kh7 ( ) =Pr O-]Span{Up 1, (kpy k= )}( ) kh 7& (07 O),
PSp’z ((0,0),k=) () :=Pr OJSpan{Up 2,((0,0), kz)}( ) ke 70, (187)
sp,J ((0,0),k2) () =Pr O.]Span{UpJ((OO)k)}()v j:3747
sp :I: J(kn,k= ( ) =Pr O-]Span{U ( ) kh 7& (07 O)v kz 7A 0.

sp,t,(kp, s kz)}
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Now we are ready to filter out the acoustic waves in (I&1]) by projections.
In the following, we always assume |ky|, |k.|< K, and the restrictions on

(kn, k) as in (I8T) apply.
First, thanks to (124), (I46)), (I64), (I67), (I84), (I85), and (I8G), one

can calculate that, recalling 0 < 2v <1,

P PoaN (TxU) = P

spyj,(kn,kz) sp,j,(kn,k A/’sp (TKPrd (umf -+ ﬂgw))
1
+ O(e'™") + oscillation in time with rate O(E)’

P p,E, (kn,k rdN(TKU) = Psg;,i,(kh,kz)/\/sp(TKPrd(umf + ﬂgw))

S

1
+ (9(8 ~¥) 4 oscillation in time with rate O(-),

e
mf 1 m .
D ( k}“kz)Prd(atU + EEEU) = 8taj7(fkh k), Uspj (kp,kz)? ,) 7£ 2,

m 1 v
Psp,f2,(kh, Prd(atU + E‘C U) 815052 J(kn,k 1 Usp 2,(kp,kz)>

gw
“sp, (kh kz) ¢

1 7 - W 1—v W
PSp :l: (kh Prd(atU + gﬁ U) —_— e:F € ata:gt7(kh7kz)’€€ USgp,:l:,(kh,kZ)
+ O(e27%).

In particular, recalling 4™ and 4% in (I61)) and ([I59)), similar calculation
1
as in (I84)-(I84)) for (0, + g—uﬁsp)(TKPrd (4mf 4 §(8%)) yields that

1
Z(PSPJ (knks) T PSpJ kh,kz))Prd(atU + gﬁgU)

j:17273747J =+,—

(e [k <K (188)
1
= (0, + Ecsp)(TKPrd(umf + UEY)) 4 Cx O(2™%).

Therefore, denote by

mf+gw | __
Pox = Z(Pspj(kh ko) F Py k) (189)
j:17273747J —+ -
‘kh‘7‘kZ‘SK

Applying

mf+gw
Psp,K 7Drd
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to (IRI)) yields, since 0 < 2v < 1,

1
(O + 5 Lsp) (T Pra (U™ 4 45)) + Pon B Nop (T Pra (U™ + 457))

1
= CxO(e"™) + CxO(e"7) + oscillation in time with rate O(E) + Err.

(190)
On the other hand, with similar calculation as in (I84]) and (I8H), one can
conclude that

1 1
T (0 + E—VESF,)USp = (0 + g—yﬁsp)TKUsp.
Consequently, applying P;Ef}gw to (I82)) yields

1
(9, + Ecsp)TKUsp + P:;f;gWNsp(TKUSp) — Err. (191)

Here, although not exactly the same expression as before, Err satisfies (I83)).

Then, after subtracting (I90) with (I91)), and taking the L-inner product
of the resultant equations with 2(TxPrq (U™ + UsV) — TxUy,), with similar
calculation as in section [4.4] we arrive at the estimate

d
= || T Pra (U 4+ U8%) — Ty Uy || 70 < C || TrePra(4F + 45%) — T Uy || 7.
+CKO(€2_2V) + CKO(€2M_2U)

1
+oscillation in time with rate O(=) + Err,
£

(192)
where we use the fact that

1
/{oscillation in time with rate (’)(g)} (T Pea (U™ + UEY) — T Uy,) dT

-

'

oscillation at rate O(si,,)

1
= oscillation in time with rate O(-).
€

We would like to emphasize that it is important that we get an estimate with
coefficient C independent of K on the right hand side of (I92)). Otherwise
when applying Gronwall’s inequality, below, it would arrive at an estimate
with uncontrollable Err. This is possible thanks to the soundproof property
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of T Pra (U™ 4 Us™) — T Uy, and cancellation when applying integration by
parts, as it is done in section (4.4l
Then integrating (I92) in time yields, since 2 —2v > 1, for 0 < ¢t <
Ty mg < min{T,, T, } with some T}, ., € (0, 00),
| TPra(d™ + 45 (8) = TicUsp ()|
< | TiePea (™ + 487)(0) = TicUsp(0) || .
" (193)
+ / C|| ThPra(et™ + 1=
0

+Cxr(O(e*727) + O(e)) + Err.

(5) = TxUsp(s) || 5, ds

We would like to remind readers that U8V and U™ as in (I59) and (I6T]),
thanks to (I30), (I31]), and (I32), satisfy

T Pral™ = T]ﬂ?rdUs‘““f and TxPegil = TiPogUB” + CrcO(e27),
(194)
and thus, since 4 —6v =14 3(1 —2v) > 1,

| T Pra (S0 4+ L) — T Prg (UM +UEY) || QLQ = CkO(e*%) < CkO(e). (195)

Consequently, after choosing appropriate initial data for Us, which carries
the initial mean flows and internal waves, one can derive from (93] that

| Tr Pra (UM +UE™) (t) — T Ugp (2) ||i2 < Cr(O(E*27)+0(e))+Err, (196)

after applying Gronwall’s inequality and (I95]). We remind readers that Err
satisfies (I83). Thus from (I90), one can conclude Theorem

6.3 Remarks

In section [6.1], we introduce the dimension reduction operator P.q in (I45),
which is used in section to prove Theorem [B that is, the asymptotic
behavior of the H(Hsp), v(vsp), w(ws,) components. However, the asymptotic
behavior of the ¢ component is not discussed.

In the case of well-prepared initial data, i.e., in Theorem 2 we choose
initially ¢ and eps, (equivalently g, and epmgin) close. In particular, since
[ psp dZ = 0 in the soundproof system, the well-prepared initial data should
satisfy that [ ¢, dZ is close to zero, which is not the case for the ill-prepared
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initial data. In particular, [ ¢dZ = 0 is not a conservative property for the
full system (I35).

That is, the ¢ component is nontrivial in both the slow waves and fast
waves in the case of ill-prepared initial data (see, for instance, (I64])). How-
ever, these nontrivial waves do not have influence on the H(Hsy), v(vsp ), w(wsp)
components of the mean flows and internal waves of the solutions to (I35])
((I43), respectively). In particular, there is no ¢ component in the solutions
to (I43]). This is why our asymptotic analysis works and has to be done
after applying the dimension reduction P to system (I3H), in the case of
ill-prepared initial data.

7 Appendix

Finally, although it is straightforward, we would like to record the repre-
sentation of the waves decomposition of the full compressible system. With
the Fourier representations (99), we calculate the mean flow part first. When

1if k,
Z=¢:= fol cos?(k,z)dz = { ; itk 70

1 ifk, =0
1 - . v kit
™f o Vikpk2) h
72/U~U dy = —twl=)  Th

[UY thne) bk LA

ky, # (0,0), noticing that |Ui“f(fk}“kz)

2 _

k2
When kh:(0,0) noticing that [U3'{ ) MP:@—&—;( — <), U 0.0 429

|Um(oo ) =S
1 /U_Umficdf:ﬁQ(<00>k2<+kz77H<00) k(1 —9)
1% ,((0,0), l~cz)|2 2000k n*s + k2(1 —<)
1 .
U004 /U U0k 4= Vo k)
1 .
Ukt0.0)k0) /U Ullook) 2= Vioor))2
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Therefore, the mean flow projection of U is given by

m m Vk k) kh
U; f= Pl U = Z (}L‘Tm (kn k=)
k€27 72\ {(0,0)}, k. €27N h
n Z 1 Q(0,0)k:)S + k=1H((0,0).)(1 — )U (197)
s+ k(1<) Sio0s)

k.e2nN

+ (Vi) k) 1Us 0,00y T (Vi0,0).52))2U (0,00 ))

Next, we calculate the internal wave part of U. Notice that for k; #

(OaO)J{:z#Oa
w 1 | kn)?
g, = <1+7
Bkl g (Wipk))?

(et _1)2(”2+<w?&,kz>>2)
2\ (@ )’ (k2)?
2 2 2
(F2)* \ (@i, v.))?

where w(g,:; k) 18 given by (I0G). Here we have used the fact that JU jgrw(k )
U ﬁw(kh kz)c dZ = 0, which yields

RN T YT e i Y
2 (w(g,::’kz)ﬁ 2 (w(g,::,kz)ﬁ (k. )?

In addition,

c 1

— [ U - U%" dr =
|Ujg:’(kh7kz)|2 / £, (knk=) 2?2 ( ‘kh‘z )2
5 — 1
(w ))

2+ -
(kz>2 (gkhykz

1
X [Q(kh,kz> + ngth,kz> < kn
(khvkz)
H g gy F iW kWi iy [ kn]? )
+ o 51|
)

gwW
kz (kh kz
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Therefore, the internal wave projection of U is given by

\'4 W 1
US" = PEU = > o2 |2 ?
kn€2nZ2\{(0,0)} ko €2nNt o 4 11 ( gw B 1)
(kZ)z ( (kh k‘ )>2
1 ].
- {Q(kh,kz) + Vi k) - Fn 1)
Wikn,kz)
H(kh,kz)n + Z.W(khykz)w(gl::,kz) |kh|2 Ugw
_'_ k: ( gwW ) kh )
z Wik k=)

The calculation of the acoustic wave part of U is similar for k, # 0, which
is

1 / S 1
aw U- U:?:Wk k dz =
|U:|:,(kh,kz) 2 (ke k) )t 22 ( (|Fen |2 } 1)2
(k)2 \ (Wi, 1))
1
X {Q(kh,kz) + ‘/(kh7kz) - Ky,
(khvkz)

k, aw
z

. Hky oy F Wik k) @00, k2 < kn> 1)]
(Wi )

On the other hand, when k, = 0, k, # (0,0), we have |UL, o> = 1+
|n”

——— and
(Wi0)”
kb - Vi, 0
1 Qo) £ %
aw TTaw ¢ = (kh 0)
|an |2/U U =+,(kp,0) dz = ‘k |2
:tv(khvo) 1 + #
i
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Consequently, the perturbed acoustic wave projection of U is given by

aw ,__ aw - 1
UM =PNU = Y SR ;
kn€2r72 ko €27NT 9 4 Y ( h _ 1)
RN
1
X |:Q(kh7kz) :l: waw ‘/'(khykz) ' kh
(khvkz)
H g, k0 F iWik, gywis kp|? 199
4 k) 2 ke (kh’kZ)( lwh‘ 7~ 1)}Uiv,v(kh,kz> )
z (Wikn ke
kn - Vik, .0
Q(kh,()) :t waw( It )
(khvo) aw

kne2rZ2\{(0,0} 1+ W
hs

Here wiyy ;) is given as (I08).
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