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Abstract. We establish the full justification of a “Whitham-Green-Naghdi” system mod-
eling the propagation of surface gravity waves with bathymetry in the shallow water regime.
It is an asymptotic model of the water waves equations with the same dispersion relation.
The model under study is a nonlocal quasilinear symmetrizable hyperbolic system without
surface tension. We prove the consistency of the general water waves equations with our
system at the order of precision O(µ2(ε + β)), where µ is the shallow water parameter,
ε the nonlinearity parameter, and β the topography parameter. Then we prove the long
time well-posedness on a time scale O( 1

max{ε,β} ). Lastly, we show the convergence of the

solutions of the Whitham-Green-Naghdi system to the ones of the water waves equations
on the later time scale.

1. Introduction

In this article, we study a full dispersion Green-Naghdi system that describes strongly dis-
persive surface waves over a variable bottom. The system under consideration is described
in terms of the unknowns ζ, v, and b. Here ζ(t, x) ∈ R denotes the surface elevation,
v(t, x) ∈ R is related to the velocity field described by the full Euler equations, and b is the
elevation of the bathymetry. The system reads,{

∂tζ + ∂x(hv) = 0

(h+ µhT [h, βb])
(
∂tv + εv∂xv

)
+ h∂xζ + µεh(Q[h, v] +Qb[h, b, v]) = 0,

(1.1)

where h = 1 + εζ − βb and

T [h, βb]v = − 1

3h
∂xF

1
2
(
h3F

1
2∂xv

)
+

1

2h

(
∂xF

1
2 (h2(β∂xb)v)− h2(β∂xb)F

1
2∂xv

)
(1.2)

+ (β∂xb)
2v,

and

Q[h, v] =
2

3h
∂xF

1
2
(
h3(F

1
2∂xv)

2
)

(1.3)

Qb[h, βb, v] = h(F
1
2∂xv)

2(β∂xb) +
1

2h
∂xF

1
2 (h2v2β∂2xb) + v2(β∂2xb)(β∂xb), (1.4)

with F
1
2 being a Fourier multiplier associated with the dispersion relation of the water waves

system. Specifically, if we let f̂(ξ) be the Fourier transform of f , then the symbol is defined
in frequency by

F̂
1
2 f(ξ) =

√
3

µξ2

( √
µξ

tanh(
√
µξ)

− 1
)
f̂(ξ). (1.5)
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The parameters µ, ε, and β are defined by the comparison between characteristic quanti-
ties of the system under study. Among those are the characteristic water depth H0, the
characteristic wave amplitude as, the characteristic bathymetry amplitude ab, and the char-
acteristic wavelength L. From these comparisons appear three adimensional parameters of
main importance:

• µ :=
H2

0
L2 is the shallow water parameter,

• ε := as
H0

is the nonlinearity parameter,

• β := ab
H0

is the bathymetry parameter.

Replacing the Fourier multiplier F
1
2 by identity in system (1.1) we retrieve the classical

Green-Naghdi system. The later system is proved to be consistent with the water waves
equations, in the sense of Definition 5.1 in [31], at the order of precision O(µ2) for parameters
(µ, ε, β) in the shallow water regime:

Definition 1.1. Let µmax > 0, then we define the shallow water regime to be

ASW := {(µ, ε, β) : µ ∈ (0, µmax], ε ∈ [0, 1], β ∈ [0, 1]}.

Taking ε to be zero in (1.1), we get the linearized water waves equations around the rest
state with the following dispersion relation

ωWW (ξ)2 = ξ2
tanh(

√
µξ)

√
µξ

. (1.6)

This is why we say that system (1.1) is a full dispersion Green-Naghdi model. Moreover, it
is proved in the present paper that the water waves equations are consistent, in the sense
of Proposition 3.2, with system (1.1) at the order of precision O(µ2(ε+ β)). The improved
precision compared to the classical Green-Naghdi system allows for a change in the prop-
agation of the waves. Such occurrences have been studied in the Dingemans experiments
[7]. In these experiments, they investigated a long wave passing over a submerged obstacle.
They observed that waves tend to steepen due to a compression effect from the bottom,
where high harmonics generated by topography-induced nonlinear interactions are freely
released behind the obstacle. This last phenomenon makes it natural that one wants to im-
prove the frequency dispersion of the classical shallow water models. Deriving such models
has been the subject of active research. Here are some references in the case of the Boussi-
nesq model [24, 33, 5]. In the case of the Green-Naghdi model, one can consult [42] and
[6], where the authors compared the classical Green-Naghdi model with one-parameter and
three-parameters Green-Naghdi models in one case of the Dingemans experiments for which
the propagation and interaction of highly dispersive waves are under study. By tuning the
parameters, they are able to describe the dispersion relation of the water waves equations
for a larger set of frequencies. As an example, the dispersion relation of the three-parameter
model is

ωGN (ξ)
2 = ξ2

(1 + µ θ+γ3 ξ2)(1 + µα−1
3 ξ2)

(1 + µγ3 ξ
2)(1 + µα+θ3 ξ2)

, (1.7)

where the parameters α, γ and θ are chosen such that (1.7) approximates well the disper-
sion relation of the water waves equations, (1.6), for higher frequencies. In particular, for
(θ, α, γ) = (−1, 1, 1) we obtain the original Green-Naghdi system. Moreover, in the case
(θ, α, γ) = (0.207, 1, 0.071) it was demonstrated in [6], that (1.7) is a better approximation
of (1.6) (see Figure 1). This improvement allowed the authors to describe strongly disper-
sive waves with uneven bathymetry accurately. In fact, in the case where high frequencies
are dominant, the improved Green-Naghdi models tend to describe the propagation of the
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Figure 1. The blue curve is a plot of ωWW (ξ)/ξ2 (line). The red curves plots
ωGN (ξ)/ξ2 in the case (θ, α, γ) = (−1, 1, 1) (dash) and (θ, α, γ) = (0.207, 1, 0.071)
(dash-dots).

waves more correctly. However, in general, one can expect to have even higher frequency
interactions for which one needs to keep the full dispersion relation of the water waves
equations.

The first full dispersion model, called theWhitham equations, was introduced byWhitham
in [43] to study breaking waves and Stokes waves of maximal amplitude. The existence of
these phenomena for this model has been proved in the recent papers [20, 25, 38, 40]. The
Whitham is a classical model in oceanography and can be seen as a modified version of the
Kordeweg-de Vries equations with lower frequency dispersion. In addition, the existence
of periodic waves was proved in [19], and the existence of Benjamin-Feir instabilities was
demonstrated in [26, 37]. See also the series of papers on the stability of traveling waves
[2, 17, 29, 39],

The study of bidirectional full dispersion models for a flat bottom has also been the
subject of active research. One class of such systems is the Whitham-Boussinesq ones.
They are the full dispersion versions of the Boussinesq system, meaning they have the
same dispersion relation as the water waves equations (1.6). Like the Whitham equation,
these type of systems features solitary waves [8, 34], Benjamin-Feir instabilities [27, 35, 41],
high-frequency instabilities of small-amplitude periodic traveling waves [18]. See also some
comparative studies between the Boussinesq and the Whitham-Boussinesq models [4, 11].

The full dispersion Whitham-Green-Naghdi models are next order approximations of the
water waves equations when compared to the Whitham-Boussinesq systems. These systems
were recently derived in [21] for a flat bottom and extended to include bathymetry in [14].
See also [13] where the authors derived a two-layers Whitham-Green-Naghdi system. There
is still a lot of research left to be done on the study of qualitative properties of these systems,
but we mention the work of Duchene et. al [16], which proved the existence of solitary waves
where they consider both surface gravity waves and internal waves.

An important part of the study of the full dispersion systems is the full justification as
an asymptotic model of the water waves equations in the shallow water regime. To be more
precise, we say a model is fully justified if the following points are proven:

• The solutions of the water waves equations exist on the scale O( 1
max{ε,β}).

• The solutions of the asymptotic model exist on the scale O( 1
max{ε,β}).
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• Solutions of the water waves equations solve the asymptotic model up to remainder
terms of a specified order of precision in terms of the adimensional parameters µ, ε,
and β. This last point is called the consistency of the water waves equations with
respect to the asymptotic model.

• By virtue of the previous points, one has to show that the difference between the
solutions of the water waves equations and the asymptotic model satisfies an error
estimate depending polynomially on µ, ε and β.

If we can verify these four points, then we can compare solutions of the water waves equa-
tions with solutions of the asymptotic models up to times of order O( 1

max{ε,β}). The first

point is proved by Alvarez-Samaniego and Lannes in [1].
The three remaining points are specific to the asymptotic model. For instance, in the case

of the Whitham equation, the local well-posedness in the relevant time scale follow by clas-
sical arguments on hyperbolic systems. The consistency of the water waves equations with
this model has been recently proved in [22] at the order of precision O(µε) in the unidirec-
tional case, but the method supposes well-prepared initial conditions. In the bidirectional
case, the author proved an order of precision O(µε+ ε2) and doesn’t suppose well-prepared
initial conditions. In conclusion, we have the full justification of the Whitham equation at
the order of precision O(µε) in the unidirectional case under the restriction of well-prepared
initial conditions. In the bidirectional case, the order of precision is O(µε+ ε2).

Regarding the Whitham-Boussinesq systems for flat bottoms, the consistency of the water
waves equations with the later models has been proved in [21] with an order of precision
O(µε) in the shallow water regime. When nonflat bottoms are considered, it has been
proved in [14] to be consistent with the water waves with a precision O(µ(ε + β)). With
respect to the second point of the justification, it has been proved for a large class of
Whitham-Boussinesq systems with flat bottoms [36, 23], to be well-posed on the time scale
O(1ε ). Lastly, we also mention earlier results on the local-well posedness on a fixed time
scale given in [9, 10, 12].

For the Whitham-Green-Naghdi systems, it is proved in [21] that for a flat bottom, the
water waves equations are consistent with the later systems at the order of precision O(µ2ε)
in the shallow water regime. Moreover, in the case of uneven bathymetry, it has been proved
in [14] that the precision order is O(µ2(ε + β)). In [13], the authors proved the local well-
posedness with a relevant time scale for a two-layer full dispersion Green-Naghdi model
with surface tension. This system can be seen as a generalization of (1.1). However, their
method relies on adding surface tension, where the time of existence tends to zero as the
surface tension parameter goes to zero. Moreover, this system has only been proved to be
consistent with the water waves equations at the order of precision O(µ2) even if, based on
numerical experiments, the expected seems to be O(µ2ε).

In the present paper, we prove the full justification of the Whitham-Green-Naghdi system
without surface tension (1.1) as an asymptotic model of the water waves equations at the
order of precision O(µ2(ε+ β)).

1.1. Definition and notations.

• We let c denote a positive constant independent of µ, ε, β that may change from line
to line. Also, as a shorthand, we use the notation a ≲ b to mean a ≤ c b.

• Let s ∈ R then the function ⌈s⌉ returns the smallest integer greater than or equal
to s.
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• Let L2(R) be the usual space of square integrable functions with norm |f |L2 =√∫
R |f(x)|2 dx. Also, for any f, g ∈ L2(R) we denote the scalar product by

(
f, g

)
L2 =∫

R f(x)g(x) dx.

• Let f : R → R be a tempered distribution, let f̂ or Ff be its Fourier transform.
Let G : R → R be a smooth function. Then the Fourier multiplier associated with
G(ξ) is denoted G and defined by the formula:

Ĝf(ξ) = G(ξ)f̂(ξ).

• For any s ∈ R we call the multiplier D̂sf(ξ) = |ξ|sf̂(ξ) the Riesz potential of order
−s.

• For any s ∈ R we call the multiplier Js = (1 + D2)
s
2 = ⟨D⟩s the Bessel potential of

order −s.
• The Sobolev space Hs(R) is equivalent to the weighted L2−space with |f |Hs =
|Jsf |L2 .

• For any s ≥ 1 we will denote Ḣs(R) the Beppo Levi space with |f |Ḣs = |Js−1∂xf |L2 .

• Let k ∈ N, l ∈ N and m ∈ N. A function R is said to be of order O(µk(εl + βm)),
denoted R = O(µk(εl + βm)), if divided by µk(εl + βm) this function is uniformly
bounded with respect to (µ, ε, β) ∈ ASW in the Sobolev norms | · |Hs , s ≥ 0.

• We say f is a Schwartz function S (R), if f ∈ C∞(R) and satisfies for all j, k ∈ N,

sup
x

|xj∂kxf | <∞.

• If A and B are two operators, then we denote the commutator between them to be
[A,B] = AB −BA.

1.2. Main results. Throughout this paper, we will always make the following fundamental
assumption.

Definition 1.2 (Non-cavitation assumption). Let s > 1
2 , ε ∈ (0, 1) and β ≥ 0. We say

the initial surface elevation ζ0 ∈ Hs(R) and the bottom profile b ∈ L∞(R) satisfies the
“non-cavitation assumption” if there exist h0 ∈ (0, 1) such that

1 + εζ0(x)− βb(x) ≥ h0, for all x ∈ R. (1.8)

Next, before we state the main results, we define the energy space associated to (1.1).

Definition 1.3. We define the complete function space Y s
µ (Rd) = Hs(R) ×Xs

µ(R), where
Xs
µ(R) is a subspace of Hs+ 1

2 (R) equipped with the norm

|v|2Xs
µ
:= |v|2Hs +

√
µ|D

1
2 v|2Hs ,

and we make the definition
|(ζ, v)|2Y s

µ
:= |ζ|2Hs + |v|2Xs

µ
.

The following Theorem is one of the main results of the paper and concerns the local
well-posedness of (1.1) on the relevant time scale O( 1

max{ε,β}) in the energy space.

Theorem 1.4 (Well-posedness). Let s > 3
2 and (µ, ε, β) ∈ ASW. Assume that (ζ0, v0) ∈

Y s
µ (R) satisfies the non-cavitation condition (1.8) and b ∈ Hs+2(R). Then there exists

T = c
(
|(ζ0, v0)|Y s

µ

)−1
such that (1.1) admits a unique solution

(ζ, v) ∈ C([0,
T

max{ε, β}
] : Y s

µ (R)) ∩ C1([0,
T

max{ε, β}
] : Y s−1

µ (R)),
5



that satisfies
sup

t∈[0, T
max{ε,β} ]

|(ζ, v)|Y s
µ
≲ |(ζ0, v0)|Y s

µ
. (1.9)

Furthermore, there exists a neighborhood of (ζ0, v0) such that the flow map

: Y s
µ (R) → C([0, T

2max{ε,β} ];Y
s
µ (R)), (ζ0, v0) 7→ (ζ, v),

is continuous.

Remark 1.5. For the sake of simplicity, we restrict our study to the one-dimensional
setting. We comment on the possible extension to two dimensions at the end of Section 3.

For the next Theorem, we will state the full justification of (1.1) as a water waves model.
To give the result, we first state the water waves equations:∂tζ −

1
µG

µ[εζ]ψ = 0

∂tψ + ζ + ε
2(∂xψ)

2 − µε
2

( 1
µ
Gµ[εζ]ψ+ε∂xζ·∂xψ)2

1+ε2µ(∂xζ)2
= 0,

(1.10)

where Gµ[εζ] stands for the Dirichlet-Neumann operator and ψ is the trace at the surface
of the velocity potential Φ, see [31] for more information. To compare solutions between
the water waves equations and system (1.1), we define the vertical average of the horizontal
component of the velocity field through the formula

V =
1

h

∫ εζ

−1+βb
∂xΦ dz, (1.11)

where Φ stands for the velocity potential in the water domain Ωt := {(x, z) ∈ R2,−1+βb ≤
z ≤ εζ}. It is the solution of the following elliptic problem{

∂2zΦ+ µ∂2xΦ = 0, in Ωt

Φ|z=εζ = ψ, ∂nΦ|z=−1+βb = 0,
(1.12)

where ∂nΦ|z=−1+βb = ∂zΦ− µβ∂xb∂xΦ. We may now state the final result of this paper.

Theorem 1.6 (Full justification). Let s ∈ N such that s ≥ 4 and (µ, ε, β) ∈ ASW. Then for

b ∈ Hs+2(R) and any initial data (ζ0, ψ0) ∈ Hs(R) × Ḣs(R) satisfying the non-cavitation
assumption (1.8), there exist a unique classical solution of the water waves equations (1.10)
given by

U = (ζ, ψ) ∈ C([0,
T̃

max{ε, β}
] : Hs(R)× Ḣs(R)),

from which we define V ∈ C([0, T̃
max{ε,β} ] : H

s(R)) through (1.12) and (1.11).

Moreover, if we let vWGN
0 = V |t=0. Then v

WGN
0 ∈ Xs

µ(R) and there exist a unique classical
solution, denoted by

UWGN = (ζWGN, vWGN) ∈ C([0,
T

max{ε, β}
] : Y s

µ (R)),

of the Whitham-Green-Naghdi system (1.1) sharing the same initial data

UWGN|t=0 = (ζ, V )|t=0.

Comparing the two solutions, we have that for s ∈ N large enough such that for all 0 ≤
max{ε, β}t ≤ min{T̃ , T} there holds

|U−UWGN|L∞([0,t]×R) ≤ C(|ζ0|Hs , |V |t=0|Hs , |b|Hs+2)µ2(ε+ β)t,

with T̃ , T, C positive constants uniform with respect to (µ, ε, β) ∈ ASW .
6



Remark 1.7. In the statement of the theorem, we simply let s be large enough. The reason
is due to the consistency result given by Theorem 10.5 in [14], which links the water waves
equations with a similar Whitham-Green-Naghdi system. However, it is possible to have a
precise range of s if one reproves this theorem and carefully tracks the “loss of derivatives”.
See Section 3 for more on this point.

1.3. Outline. In Section 2, we state the technical estimates that will be used throughout
the paper. In Subsection 2.1, we state some classical estimates. In Subsection 2.2 we study

the properties of the Fourier multiplier F
1
2 . Lastly, in Subsection (2.3) we establish the

properties related to the operator T [h, βb] defined by (1.2).
In Section 3 we prove the consistency of the water waves equations with system (1.1) at

the order of precision O(µ2(ε+β)) in the shallow water regime ASW. The starting point of
this proof is the full dispersion Green-Naghdi system derived [14] where the precision with
respect to the water waves equations (1.10) is proved to be O(µ2(ε+ β)).

Sections, 4 and 5 are about establishing the energy estimates with uniform bounds on the
solutions. Then as a result of the energy estimates provided in the aforementioned sections,
we are in the position to prove Theorem 1.4 in Section 6. The proof relies on classical
hyperbolic theory for quasilinear systems.

In Section 7, we prove the full justification result of system (1.1) resulting from all previous
sections.

2. Preliminary results

2.1. Classical estimates. In this section, we state some classical results that will be used
throughout the paper. First, recall the embedding results (see, for example, [32]).

Proposition 2.1 (Sobolev embedding). Let f ∈ S (R) and s ∈ (0, 12). Then Hs(R) ↪→
Lp(R) with p = 2

1−2s , and there holds

|f |Lp ≲ |Dsf |L2 . (2.1)

Moreover, In the case s > 1
2 , then H

s(R) is continuously embedded in L∞(R).

Next, we state the Leibniz rule for the Riesz potential.

Proposition 2.2 (Fractional Leibniz rule [30]). Let σ = σ1 + σ2 ∈ (0, 1) with σi ∈ [0, σ]
and p, p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞) satisfy 1

p = 1
p1

+ 1
p2
. Then, for f, g ∈ S (R)

|Dσ(fg)− fDσg − gDσf |Lp ≲ |Dσ1f |Lp1 |Dσ2g|Lp2 . (2.2)

Moreover, the case σ2 = 0, p2 = ∞ is also allowed.

Corollary 2.3. Let r ∈ (12 , 1), f ∈ Hr(R) and g ∈ H
1
2 (R). Then

|fg|L2 ≲ |Dr− 1
2 f |L2 |g|

H
1
2

(2.3)

and
|D

1
2 (fg)|L2 ≲ |f |Hr |g|

H
1
2
. (2.4)

Proof. To prove (2.3), we first let ν ∈ (0, 12) to be fixed later. Then combine Hölder’s

inequality with the conjugate pair 1
p1

+ 1
p2

= ν + 1−2ν
2 = 1

2 and (2.1) to get that

|fg|L2 ≲ |f |
L

1
ν
|g|

L
2

1−2ν
≲ |D

1−2ν
2 f |L2 |Dνg|L2 .

However, for any r ∈ (12 , 1) we observe that we may choose ν such that 1−2ν
2 = r − 1

2 , and
the proof follows.
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Next, we prove (2.4). We will use Hölder’s inequality, (2.2) with (σ1, σ2) = (12 , 0), and
1
2 = ν + 1−2ν

2 with ν ∈ (0, 12) as above to deduce

|D
1
2 (fg)|L2 ≤ |D

1
2 (fg)− fD

1
2 g − gD

1
2 f |L2 + |fD

1
2 g|L2 + |gD

1
2 f |L2

≲ |D
1
2 f |

L
1
ν
|g|

L
2

1−2ν
+ |f |L∞ |D

1
2 g|L2

≲ |f |Hr |g|
H

1
2
,

where we used (2.1) in the last line with 1−2ν
2 = r− 1

2 , and the Sobolev embedding Hr(R) ↪→
L∞(R).

□

Definition 2.4. Let d = 1, 2 We say that a Fourier multiplier G(D) is of order s (s ∈ R)
and write G ∈ Ss if ξ ∈ Rd 7→ G(ξ) ∈ C is smooth and satisfies

∀ξ ∈ Rd, ∀β ∈ Nd, sup
ξ∈Rd

⟨ξ⟩|β|−s|∂βG(ξ)| <∞.

We also introduce the seminorm

N s(G) = sup
β∈Nd,|β|≤2+d+⌈ d

2
⌉
sup
ξ∈Rd

⟨ξ⟩|β|−s|∂βG(ξ)|.

Proposition 2.5. Let d = 1, 2, t0 > d/2, s ≥ 0 and G ∈ Ss. If f ∈ Hs ∩Ht0+1(Rd) then,
for all g ∈ Hs−1(Rd),

|[G, f ]g|2 ≤ N s(G)|f |Hmax{t0+1,s} |g|Hs−1 . (2.5)

Proof. See Appendix B.2 in [31] for the proof of this proposition. □

Next, we will need the following results to run the Bona-Smith argument (provided in
the classical paper [3]) on the multiplier χδ(D) defined by:

Definition 2.6. Let χ ∈ S (R) be a real valued function such that χ(0) = 1 and
∫
R χ(ξ)dξ =

1. Then for δ > 0 we define the regularisation operators χδ(D) in frequency by

∀f ∈ L2(R), ∀ξ ∈ R, χ̂δf(ξ) := χ(δξ)f̂(ξ).

We give the version of the regularisation estimates as presented in [32] (Proposition 9.1).

Proposition 2.7. Let s > 0, δ > 0 and f ∈ S (R). Then

|χδ(D)f |Hs+α ≲ δ−α|f |Hs , ∀α ≥ 0, (2.6)

and

|χδ(D)f − f |Hs−β ≲ δβ|f |Hs , ∀β ∈ [0, s]. (2.7)

Moreover, there holds

|χδ(D)f − f |Hs−β =
δ→0

o(δβ), ∀β ∈ [0, s]. (2.8)

Lastly, we need an interpolation inequality. In particular, for any s, r, t ∈ R such that
r < t and s ∈ (r, t), then for θ ∈ (0, 1) given by θ + (1 − θ) = t−s

t−r + s−r
t−r , we have by

Plancherel’s identity and Hölder’s inequality that

|f |Hs ≤ |f |θHr |f |(1−θ)Ht . (2.9)

8



2.2. Properties of F. In this section, we prove estimates concerning the dispersive prop-
erties of the equation.

Proposition 2.8. Let s ∈ R and f ∈ S (R), then there exist c > 0 such that

c−1|f |2Xs
µ
≤ |f |2Hs + µ|F

1
2∂xf |2Hs ≤ c|f |2Xs

µ
, (2.10)

|F− 1
2 f |Hs ≤ c|f |Xs

µ
, (2.11)

√
µ|F1f |Hs ≤ c|f |Hs−1 , (2.12)

µ
1
4 |F

1
2 f |Hs ≤ c|f |

Hs− 1
2
. (2.13)

Proof. The behaviour at low frequency of the three Fourier multipliers F
1
2 ,F− 1

2 and F1 at
low frequency is

F
1
2 (ξ), F− 1

2 (ξ), F 1(ξ) ∼
0
1.

At high frequency, their respective behavior is

F
1
2 (ξ) ∼

∞

1

µ
1
4

√
|ξ|
, F− 1

2 (ξ) ∼
∞
µ

1
4

√
|ξ|, F 1(ξ) ∼

∞

1
√
µ|ξ|

.

This gives us (2.11), (2.12), (2.13), and the right-hand side inequality of (2.10). It only
remains to prove the left-hand side inequality of (2.10):

|f |2Xs
µ
= |f |2Hs +

√
µ|D

1
2 f |2Hs

Now, let F(1{√µ|D|≤1}f)(ξ) = 1{√µ|ξ|≤1}f̂(ξ) where 1{√µ|ξ|≤1} is the usual indicator function

supported on the frequencies
√
µ|ξ| ≤ 1. Then we get that

√
µ|D

1
2 f |2Hs =

√
µ|1{√µ|D|≤1}D

1
2 Jsf |2L2 +

√
µ|1{√µ|D|>1}D

1
2 Jsf |2L2

≲
√
µ|1{√µ|D|≤1}F

1
2D

1
2 Jsf |2L2 + µ

3
2 |1{√µ|D|>1}F

1D
1
2 Jsf |2L2

≲ |f |2Hs + µ|F
1
2 f |2Hs .

□

Proposition 2.9. Let f, g ∈ S (R) and t0 > 1
2 . Then for s ≥ 1

2 there holds,

|[JsF
1
2 , f ]g|L2 ≲ |f |

Hmax{t0+1,s− 1
2 } |F

1
2 g|Hs−1 . (2.14)

In the case s ≥ 1, there holds

|[Js,F
1
2∂x(f ·)]∂xg|L2 ≲ |F

1
2∂xf |Hs |∂xg|Ht0 + |F

1
2∂xg|Hs |∂xf |Ht0 . (2.15)

Moreover, in the case s = 0 we have that

|[F
1
2 , f ]g|L2 ≲ |f |

X
t0+1
µ

|F
1
2 g|H−1 . (2.16)

Proof. To prove (2.14) we note that the Fourier multiplier JsF
1
2 is of order s − 1

2 in the
sense of Definition 2.4. Moreover, we observe that

N s− 1
2 (JsF

1
2 ) ≲ µ−

1
4 .

9



Thanks to the commutator estimates of Proposition 2.5 and estimate (2.10), we have

|[JsF
1
2 , f ]g|L2 ≲ µ−

1
4 |f |

Hmax{t0+1,s− 1
2 } |g|Hs− 3

2
≲ |f |

Hmax{t0+1,s− 1
2 } |F

1
2 g|Hs−1 ,

and proves estimate (2.14).

For the proof of (2.15), we start by estimating the bilinear form:

a(D)(f, g) = [Js,F
1
2∂x(f ·)]∂xg,

given by

|â(ξ)(f, g)| ≤
∫
R
F

1
2 (ξ)|ξ|

∣∣⟨ξ⟩s − ⟨ρ⟩s
∣∣|f̂(ξ − ρ)| |∂̂xg(ρ)| dρ.

First, if |ξ| ≤ |ρ| we can use the mean value theorem to deduce that

|â(ξ)(f, g)| ≲
∫
R
F

1
2 (ρ)|ρ|⟨ρ⟩s−1|ξ − ρ||f̂(ξ − ρ)| |∂̂xg(ρ)| dρ,

since both ω 7→ ⟨ω⟩s−1 and ω 7→ F
1
2 (ω)|ω| are increasing functions. By extension, we make

a change of variable γ = ξ− ρ, apply Minkowski integral inequality and Cauchy-Schwarz to
find the estimate

|[Js,F
1
2∂x(f ·)]∂xg|L2 ≲

∣∣∣ ∫
R
F

1
2 (· − γ)| · −γ|⟨· − γ⟩s−1|γ||f̂(γ)| |∂̂xg(· − γ)| dγ

∣∣∣
L2
ξ

≲ |F
1
2∂xg|Hs

∫
R
|γ||f̂(γ)| dγ

≲ |F
1
2∂xg|Hs |∂xf |Ht0 .

On the other hand, when |ρ| ≤ |ξ| then we can argue similarly to find that

|â(ξ)(f, g)| ≲
∫
R
F

1
2 (ξ − ρ)|ξ − ρ|⟨ξ − ρ⟩s−1|ξ − ρ||f̂(ξ − ρ)| |∂̂xg(ρ)| dρ

+

∫
R
F

1
2 (ρ)|ρ|⟨ρ⟩s−1|ξ − ρ||f̂(ξ − ρ)| |∂̂xg(ρ)| dρ,

and as using the estimate above we conclude in this case that

|[Js,F
1
2∂x(f ·)]∂xg|L2 ≲

∣∣∣ ∫
R
F

1
2 (· − ρ)| · −ρ|⟨· − ρ⟩s−1| · −ρ||f̂(· − ρ)| |∂̂xg(ρ)| dρ

∣∣∣
L2
ξ

+ |F
1
2∂xg|Hs |∂xf |Ht0

≲ |F
1
2∂xf |Hs |∂xg|Ht0 .+ |F

1
2∂xg|Hs |∂xf |Ht0 .

Adding the two cases completes the proof.

Next, we prove (2.16) by estimating the bilinear form:

|â(ξ)(f, g)| ≲
∫
R

∣∣F 1
2 (ξ)− F

1
2 (ρ)

∣∣|f̂(ξ − ρ)||ĝ(ρ)| dρ.

Clearly, it is enough to prove that

k(ξ, ρ) :=
∣∣F 1

2 (ξ)− F
1
2 (ρ)

∣∣F− 1
2 (ρ)⟨ρ⟩ ≲ 1 + |ξ − ρ|F− 1

2 (ξ − ρ). (2.17)

10



Indeed, assuming the claim (2.17) and using Plancherel, Minkowski integral inequality, the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (2.11) we obtain the desired estimate

|[F
1
2 , f ]g|L2 ≤

∣∣∣ ∫
R
k(ξ, ρ) |f̂(ξ − ρ)| F

1
2 (ρ)⟨ρ⟩−1|ĝ(ρ)| dρ

∣∣∣
L2
ξ

≲
∣∣∣ ∫

R

(
1 + |γ|F− 1

2 (γ)
)
|f̂(γ)| F

1
2 (ξ − γ)⟨ξ − γ⟩−1|ĝ(ξ − γ)| dγ

∣∣∣
L2
ξ

≲ |f |
X

t0+1
µ

|F
1
2 g|H−1 .

Now, to prove the claim (2.17), we consider three cases. First, in the case |ρ| ≤ 1 it follows
directly that

k(ξ, ρ) ≲ 1,

since ξ 7→ F
1
2 (ξ) and ρ 7→ F− 1

2 (ρ)⟨ρ⟩ is bounded. Next, consider the case |ρ| > 1 and

|ξ| ≤ |ρ|. Then we note that since ξ 7→ F
1
2 (ξ) is decreasing for ξ > 0, we have the estimate

F (ρ)

F (ξ)
≤ 1,

and moreover since ξ 7→
( √

µξ
tanh(

√
µξ) − 1

)
is increasing for ξ > 0, we get that

|ξ|
|ρ|

≤
(
|ξ|
|ρ|

) 1
2

≤
(
F (ρ)

F (ξ)

) 1
2

≤ 1. (2.18)

Thus, we obtain the bound

k(ξ, ρ) =

(
1−

(
F (ρ)

F (ξ)

) 1
2
)(

F (ξ)

F (ρ)

) 1
2

⟨ρ⟩

≲ (|ρ| − |ξ|)
(
F (ξ)

F (ρ)

) 1
2

.

Finally, to conclude this case, we make the observation that if |ξ| ∼ |ρ|, then(
F (ξ)

F (ρ)

) 1
2

≲ 1.

Otherwise, we obtain (
F (ξ)

F (ρ)

) 1
2

≲ 1 + µ
1
4 |ρ|

1
2 ≲ 1 + µ

1
4 |ρ− ξ|

1
2 .

Gathering these estimates allows us to conclude that

k(ξ, ρ) ≲ (|ρ| − |ξ|)
(
F (ξ)

F (ρ)

) 1
2

≲ 1 + |ξ − ρ|F− 1
2 (ξ − ρ).

On the other hand, the case |ξ| > |ρ| > 1 follows directly by changing the role of ξ and ρ in
(2.18). Indeed, we obtain that

k(ξ, ρ) =

(
1−

(
F (ξ)

F (ρ)

) 1
2
)
⟨ρ⟩

≲ (|ξ| − |ρ|),
and the proof of (2.16) is complete.

□
11



Proposition 2.10. Let s ≥ 0, and let f ∈ Hs+2(R), then we have the following estimation

on the Fourier multiplier F
1
2

|(F
1
2 − 1)f |Hs ≲ µ|f |Hs+2 .

Proof. First, remark that it is enough to prove the result only when s = 0. The function

defining the Fourier multiplier F
1
2 is a smooth function on (0,+∞), continuous in 0 with

F
1
2 (0) = 1 and its first derivative is zero. Moreover, its second derivative is bounded in

[0,+∞), so that from Plancherel identity and the Taylor-Lagrange formula, we get

|(F
1
2 (
√
µ|ξ|)− 1)f̂ |2 ≤ µ||ξ|2f̂ |L2 .

In the end, we have the estimate

|(F
1
2 − 1)f |L2 ≤ µ|f |H2 .

□

2.3. Properties of T [h, βb]. In this section, we study an elliptic operator associated with
T [h, βb] given by (1.2). The main result is given in the following proposition where the
main reference is [28].

Proposition 2.11. Let (µ, ε, β) ∈ ASW, s ≥ 0, ζ ∈ Hmax{1,s}(R), b ∈ Hs+2(R) and let
h = 1 + εζ − βb satisfy the non-cavitation condition (1.8). Define the application

T [h, βb] :

{
H1(R) → L2(R)
v 7→ hv + µhT [h, βb]v

(2.19)

Then we have the following properties:

1. The operator (2.19) is well-defined and for v ∈ H1(R) there holds,

|T [h, βb]v|L2 ≲ |v|
X

1
2
µ

. (2.20)

2. The operator (2.19) is one-to-one and onto.

3. For s ≥ 0 and f ∈ Hs(R) there holds,

|T −1[h, βb]f |Xs
µ
≲ |f |Hs . (2.21)

4. For s ≥ 1 and f ∈ Hs−1(R) there holds,
√
µ|F

1
2 T −1[h, βb]f |Hs ≲ |f |Hs−1 . (2.22)

Proof. We give the proof in four steps.

Step 1: The application (2.19) is well-defined. Indeed, by assumption and Sobolev embed-

ding H
1
2

+

(R) ↪→ L∞(R) we have that h ∈ L∞(R). Therefore, by (2.10) we get that

|T [h, βb]v|L2 ≲ |hv|L2 + µ|∂xF
1
2 (h3F

1
2∂xv)|L2 + µ|∂xF

1
2 (h2(β∂xb)v)|L2

+ µ|h2(β∂xb)F
1
2∂xv|L2 + µ|h(β∂xb)2v|L2

≲ |h|L∞ |v|L2 + µ
3
4 |D

1
2 (h3F

1
2∂xv)|L2 + µ

3
4 |D

1
2 (h2(β∂xb)v)|L2

+ µ|h2(β∂xb)F
1
2∂xv|L2 + µ|h|L∞ |(β∂xb)2v|L2

=: A1 +A2 +A3 +A4 +A5.
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To conclude, we note that (h − 1) ∈ H1(R) and together with Hölder’s inequality, the
Sobolev embedding, and (2.10) we estimate A1 +A4 +A5:

A1 +A4 +A5 ≤ c(|h− 1|H1 , |h2 − 1|H1 , β|∂xb|L∞)|v|
X

1
2
µ

.

The remaining terms are treated similarly, after an application of (2.4), and yield the desired
estimate

|T [h, βb]v|L2 ≲ |v|
X

1
2
µ

.

Step 2. The application (2.19) is one-to-one and onto. Equivalently, we prove that there

exist a unique solution v ∈ H1(R) to the equation

T [h, βb]v = f, (2.23)

for f ∈ L2(R). To construct a solution, we first consider the variational formulation of
(2.23) that is given by

a(v, φ) = L(φ), (2.24)

for any φ ∈ C∞
c (R) and with{

a(v, φ) :=
(
v, hφ

)
L2 +

(
v, µhT [h, βb]φ

)
L2

L(φ) :=
(
f, φ

)
L2 .

Then, through a direct application of the Lax-Milgram lemma, we prove there exists a

unique variational solution v ∈ C∞
c (R)

|·|
H

1
2 = H

1
2 (R). Indeed, we observe that the applica-

tion (u, v) 7→ a(u, v) is continuous on H
1
2 (R)×H

1
2 (R):

|a(v, φ)| ≤ c(|h− 1|H1 , β|∂xb|L∞)|v|X0
µ
|φ|X0

µ
,

by integration by parts, Hölder’s inequality and (2.10). Moreover, the coercivity estimate
is deduced by first making the observation:

a(v, v) =
(
v, hv

)
L2 + µ

(
h
( h√

3
F

1
2∂xv −

√
3

2
(β∂xb)v

)
,
h√
3
F

1
2∂xv −

√
3

2
(β∂xb)v

)
L2

+
µ

4

(
h(β∂xb)v, (β∂xb)v

)
L2

≥ h0|v|2L2 + µh0

∣∣∣ h√
3
F

1
2∂xv −

√
3

2
(β∂xb)v

∣∣∣2
L2

+
µβ2

4
|
√
h(∂xb)v|2L2

=: I.

Now, let ν > 0 be chosen later and make the decomposition I = (1 − ν)I + νI. Then the
first term can be bounded below by

(1− ν)I ≥ (1− ν)h0|v|2L2 +
(1− ν)µβ2

4
|
√
h(∂xb)v|2L2 .

On the other hand, the remaining part is estimated by Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s in-
equality:

νI ≥ νµh30
3

|F
1
2∂xv|2L2 − µνh0β|

√
h|L∞ |

√
h(∂xb)v|L2 |F

1
2∂xv|L2

≥ νµh30
3

|F
1
2∂xv|2L2 − µνh0

(h20
6
|F

1
2∂xv|2L2 +

3

2h20
|
√
h|2L∞β2|

√
h(∂xb)v|L2

)
.
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So that

I ≥ (1− ν)h0|v|2L2 +
νµh30
6

|F
1
2∂xv|2L2 + µβ2

(1
4
− ν

(1
4
+

3|
√
h|2L∞

2h0

))
|
√
h(∂xb)v|L2 .

Thus, to conclude, simply choose ν small enough, from which we deduce the desired estimate

a(v, v) ≥ c|v|2X0
µ
. (2.25)

Lastly, the application φ 7→ L(φ) is continuous on φ ∈ H
1
2 (R) by Cauchy-Schwarz. Con-

sequently, we have a unique variational solution v ∈ H
1
2 (R) satisfying (2.24) for any

φ ∈ H
1
2 (R). Let us show that this solution is in H1(R), so that it also satisfies (2.23).

Let 0 < δ ≤ 1 and take χδ(D) as in Definition 2.6 and define a sequence of smooth

functions given by vδ := χδv ∈ ∩s>0H
s(R). Then using J1(χδ)

2v ∈ H
1
2 (R) as a test

function, we get

a(J
1
2 vδ, J

1
2 vδ) = a

(
v, J1(χδ)

2v
)
−
(
[J

1
2χδ, h]v, J

1
2 vδ

)
L2 −

µ

3

(
[J

1
2χδ, h

3]F
1
2∂xv, J

1
2F

1
2∂xvδ

)
L2

+
µ

2

(
[J

1
2χδ, h

2(β∂xb)]F
1
2∂xv, J

1
2 vδ

)
L2 +

µ

2

(
[J

1
2χδ, h

2(β∂xb)]v, J
1
2F

1
2∂xvδ

)
L2

− µ
(
[J

1
2χδ, h(β∂xb)

2]v, J
1
2 vδ

)
L2 .

Then using (2.24) and (2.25), we get

c|vδ|2
X

1
2
µ

≤ a(J
1
2 vδ, J

1
2 vδ)

= |
(
f, J1(χδ)

2v
)
L2 −

(
[J

1
2χδ, h]v, J

1
2 vδ

)
L2 −

µ

3

(
[J

1
2χδ, h

3]F
1
2∂xv, J

1
2F

1
2∂xvδ

)
L2

+
µ

2

(
[J

1
2χδ, h

2(β∂xb)]F
1
2∂xv, J

1
2 vδ

)
L2 +

µ

2

(
[J

1
2χδ, h

2(β∂xb)]v, J
1
2F

1
2∂xvδ

)
L2

− µ
(
[J

1
2χδ, h(β∂xb)

2]v, J
1
2 vδ

)
L2 |.

Now remark that J
1
2χδ(D) is a Fourier multiplier of order 1

2 in the sense of Definition 2.4,

and that N
1
2 (J

1
2χδ(D)) ≲ 1 uniformly in δ. Hence, from Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (2.10)

and the commutator estimates of Proposition 2.5, we get

c|vδ|2
X

1
2
µ

≤ c(|f |L2 + |v|L2)|vδ|H1 .

We, therefore, deduce the estimate
√
µc|vδ|H1 ≲ |f |L2 + |v|L2 . (2.26)

The family {vδ}0<δ≤1 is uniformly bounded in H1(R). Hence, since H1(R) is a reflexive
Banach space, there exists V ∈ H1(R) and a subsequence {vδn}0<δn≤1 with δn → 0 such
that vδn ⇀ V . By uniqueness of the limit in L2(R), we deduce that v = V ∈ H1(R).
To conclude, we may now use (2.24) and integration by parts to find that(

T [h, βb]v, φ
)
L2 =

(
f, φ

)
L2 ,

for any φ ∈ C∞
c (R). Hence, we conclude that the variational solution also provides a unique

solution of (2.23).
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Step 3. The estimate (2.21) holds. To prove the claim, we first consider v, the solution of
(2.23). From the coercivity estimate (2.25) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

|v|2X0
µ
≲ a(v, v) = L(v) ≤ |f |L2 |v|L2 ≤ |f |L2 |v|X0

µ
,

so that

|v|X0
µ
≲ c|f |L2 . (2.27)

Next, we apply Js to (2.23) and observe that Jsv is a distributional solution of the equation

T [h, βb]vs = Jsf − [Js, h]v +
µ

3
∂xF

1
2 ([Js, h3]F

1
2∂xv)−

µ

2
∂xF

1
2 ([Js, h2(β∂xb)]v) (2.28)

+
µ

2
[Js, h2(β∂xb)]F

1
2∂xv − [Js, h(β∂xb)

2]v (2.29)

Moreover, from the coercivity estimate (2.25), the variational solution of (2.28), vs, satisfies

c|vs|2X0
µ
≤ a(vs, vs) =

(
Jsf − [Js, h]v +

µ

3
∂xF

1
2 ([Js, h3]F

1
2∂xv)−

µ

2
∂xF

1
2 ([Js, h2(β∂xb)]v)

+
µ

2
[Js, h2(β∂xb)]F

1
2∂xv − [Js, h(β∂xb)

2]v, vs

)
L2

=
(
Jsf, vs)L2 −

(
[Js, h]v, vs

)
L2 −

µ

3

(
[Js, h3]F

1
2∂xv,F

1
2∂xvs

)
L2

+
µ

2

(
[Js, h2(β∂xb)]v,F

1
2∂xvs

)
L2 +

µ

2

(
[Js, h2(β∂xb)]F

1
2∂xv, vs

)
L2

−
(
[Js, h(β∂xb)

2]v, vs
)
L2 .

Then using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the commutator estimates of Proposition 2.5,
we get

|vs|2X0
µ
≲ c(|f |Hs + |v|Xs−1

µ
)|vs|Xs

µ
.

To conclude, we first consider s ∈ N and simply argue by induction using (2.27) as a base
case noting that the distributional and variational solutions must coincide, i.e. vs = Jsv.
Then use the interpolation inequality (2.9) to obtain (2.21) for any s real number ≥ 0.

Step 4. The estimate (2.22) holds. Arguing as above, we apply F
1
2 Js to (2.23) and get

|F
1
2 v|Xs

µ
≲ a(F

1
2 Jsv,F

1
2 Jsv)

=
(
F1Jsf, Jsv)L2 −

(
[JsF

1
2 , h]v,F

1
2 Jsv

)
L2 −

µ

3

(
[JsF

1
2 , h3]F

1
2∂xv,F

1∂xJ
sv
)
L2

+
µ

2

(
[JsF

1
2 , h2(β∂xb)]v,F

1∂xJ
sv
)
L2 +

µ

2

(
[JsF

1
2 , h2(β∂xb)]F

1
2∂xv,F

1
2 Jsv

)
L2

−
(
[JsF

1
2 , h(β∂xb)

2]v,F
1
2 Jsv

)
L2 .

Now using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the commutator estimates (2.14) and (2.12), we get

|F
1
2 v|2Xs

µ
≲ (

1
√
µ
|f |Hs−1 + |v|Hs−1)|v|Hs .

Moreover, for all s ∈ R there holds,

|v|Hs ≲ |1{√µ|D|≤1}v|Hs + |1{√µ|D|>1}v|Hs

≲ |1{√µ|D|≤1}F
1
2 v|Hs +

√
µ|1{√µ|D|>1}F

1∂xv|Hs

≲ |F
1
2 v|Hs +

√
µ|F1∂xv|Hs

≲ |F
1
2 v|Xs

µ
.
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Thus, by gathering these estimates we get

√
µ|F

1
2 v|Xs

µ
≲ c

(
|f |Hs−1 +

√
µ|F

1
2 v|Xs−1

µ

)
,

and allows us to argue by induction for s ∈ N\{0}, where the base case reads

|F
1
2 v|X0

µ
≲ |v|X0

µ
≲ |f |L2

Then use (2.9) to conclude the proof. In the end, we have the estimate

√
µ|F

1
2 v|Hs ≤ √

µ|F
1
2 v|Xs

µ
≤ c|f |Hs−1 .

□

3. Consistency between (1.1) and (1.10)

To derive system (1.1), we start from the full dispersion Green-Naghdi model derived in
[14] for which we know the order of precision with respect to the water waves equations
(1.10).

Proposition 3.1 (Theorem 10.5 in [14]). There exists n ∈ N and T > 0 such that for all s ≥
0 and (µ, ε, β) ∈ ASW, with b ∈ Hs+n(R) and for every solution (ζ, ψ) ∈ C([0, Tε ];H

s+n(R)×
Ḣs+n(R)) to the water waves equations (1.10) one has{

∂tζ + ∂x(hV ) = 0

∂t(V + µT [h, β∂xb]V ) + ∂xζ + εV ∂xV + µε∂xR[h, β∂xb, V ] = µ2(ε+ β)R,
(3.1)

where V is defined through (1.12) and (1.11), and

T [h, βb]V = − 1

3h
∂xF

1
2 (h3F

1
2∂xV ) +

1

2h

(
∂xF

1
2 (h2(β∂xb)V )− h2(β∂xb)F

1
2∂xV

)
+ (β∂xb)

2V ,

R[h, βb, V ] = − V

3h
∂xF

1
2
(
h3F

1
2∂xV

)
− 1

2
h2

(
F

1
2∂xV

)2
+

1

2

(V
h
∂xF

1
2
(
h2(β∂xb)V

)
+ h(β∂xb)V F

1
2∂xV + (β∂xb)

2V
2
)
,

and where |R|Hs ≤ C( 1
h0
, µmax, |ζ|Hs+n) , |∂xψ|Hs+n , |b|Hs+n).

Furthermore, we say that the water waves equations are consistent with the system (3.1)
at the order of precision O(µ2(ε+ β)) in the shallow water regime.

Proposition 3.2. The water waves equations are consistent with the system{
∂tζ + ∂x(hV ) = 0

(h+ µhT [h, β∂xb])
(
∂tV + εV ∂xV

)
+ h∂xζ + µεh(Q[h, V ] +Qb[h, b, V ]) = 0,

at the order of precision O(µ2(ε+ β)), where

Q[h, V ] =
2

3h
∂xF

1
2
(
h3(F

1
2∂xV )2

)
(3.2)

Qb[h, βb, V ] = h(F
1
2∂xV )2(β∂xb) +

1

2h
∂xF

1
2 (h2V

2
β∂2xb) + V

2
(β∂2xb)(β∂xb). (3.3)
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Proof. Let us first remark that we only have to work on the second equation of system (3.1)
and that the first equation can also be written

∂th = −ε∂x(hV ). (3.4)

Then multiplying the second equation of (3.1) by h we can write

h∂t
(
V + µT [h, βb]V

)
= (h+ µhT [h, βb])∂tV + h[∂t, µT [h, βb]]V .

Now, using (3.4) we observe that the following terms are of order µε:

h[∂t, µT [h, βb]]V + µεhR[h, v],

and so we can use Proposition 2.10 to trade the multiplier F
1
2 with identity and terms of

order µ2ε. Thus, following the derivation presented in [28] we obtain that

(h+ µhT [h, β∂xb])
(
∂tV + εV ∂xV

)
+ h∂xζ + µεh(Q̃[h, V ] + Q̃b[h, b, V ]) = O(µ2ε)

where

Q̃[h, V ] =
2

3h
∂x

(
h3(∂xV )2

)
Q̃b[h, βb, V ] = h(∂xV )2(β∂xb) +

1

2h
∂x(h

2V
2
β∂2xb) + V

2
(β∂2xb)(β∂xb).

To conclude, we simply apply Proposition 2.10 once more to see that

Q̃[h, V ] = Q[h, V ] +O(µ)

and

Q̃b[h, βb, V ] = Qb[h, βb, V ] +O(µ).

□

Remark 3.3. If we consider the two-dimensional case where we let X = (x1, x2) and
V ,R ∈ R2, then system (3.1) reads{

∂tζ +∇X · (hV ) = 0

∂t(V + µT [h, βb]V ) +∇Xζ +
ε
2∇X |V |2 + µε∇XR[h, β∂xb, V ] = µ2(ε+ β)R.

(3.5)

In this case, one can exploit the observation that the quantity

U = V + µT [h, βb]V (3.6)

approximates the gradient of the velocity potential at the free surface. Consequently, for
regular solutions, one can impose the condition curlU |t=0 = 0 and using the second equation
in (3.5), we can deduce that curl U = 0 whenever the solution is defined. However, this
observation does not carry over to (1.1) since the two systems are not equivalent. On the
other hand, if F = Id, then the two systems are equivalent, and one may exploit this insight
to deal with the two-dimensional case.

Remark 3.4. The estimates in Section 2 can be extended to two dimensions where we note
that F

1
2 (ξ) is a radial function. Also, in light of the previous remark, it could be possible to

work on system (3.5) directly where we estimate the variables ζ, U and with V = V [h, βb, U ]
uniquely defined by (3.6) (see [15] for similar observations). However, doing this change
of unknowns would change the mathematical structure of the equations. So that it is not
obvious that we can close the energy method in that case.
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4. A priori estimates

In this section, we establish a priori bounds on the solutions of (1.1). To this end, we
let U = (ζ, v) and for simplicity we introduce the notation

T = T [h, βb], Q = Q[h, v], Qb = Qb[h, βb, v],

allowing us to write (1.1) on the more compact form:

S(U)(∂tU+M1(U)∂xU) +M2(U)∂xU+Q(U) +Qb(U) = 0, (4.1)

with

S(U) :=

(
1 0
0 T (·)

)
, M1(U) :=

(
0 0
0 εv

)
, M2(U) :=

(
εv h
h 0

)
,

and where the quadratic terms are

Q(U) =

(
0

µεhQ

)
, Qb(U) =

(
−(β∂xb)v
µεhQb

)
, (4.2)

with Q as defined by (1.3) and Qb defined by (1.4). We may now give the energy and the
energy estimate of (4.1). In particular, we make the definition:

Es(U) =
(
JsU, S(U)JsU

)
L2 , (4.3)

allowing us to state the following result.

Proposition 4.1. Let s > 3
2 , (µ, ε, β) ∈ ASW , and (ζ, v) ∈ C([0, T ];Y s

µ (R)) be a solution

to (4.1) on a time interval [0, T ] for some T > 0. Moreover, assume b ∈ Hs+2(R) and there
exist h0 ∈ (0, 1) such that

h0 − 1 + βb ≤ εζ(x, t), ∀(x, t) ∈ R× [0, T ], (4.4)

and suppose that

N(s) := ε sup
t∈[0,T ]

|(ζ(t, ·), v(t, ·))|Y s
µ
+ β|b|Hs+2 ≤ N⋆, (4.5)

for some N⋆ ∈ R+. Then, for the energy given by (4.3), there holds,

d

dt
Es(U) ≲ N(s)Es(U), (4.6)

and
|(ζ, v)|2Y s

µ
≲ Es(U) ≲ |(ζ, v)|2Y s

µ
, (4.7)

for all 0 < t < T .

Proof. We first prove (4.7). We note that the energy is similar to the bilinear form defined
in (2.24). Thus, the estimate is a direct consequence of Step 2. in the proof of Proposition
2.11 and (4.4).

Next, we prove (4.6). Using (4.1), the self-adjointness of S(U) and the invertibility
provided by Proposition 2.11 under assumption (4.4), we obtain that

1

2

d

dt
Es(U) =

1

2

(
JsU, (∂tS(U))JsU

)
L2 +

(
Js∂tU, S(U)JsU

)
L2

=
1

2

(
JsU, (∂tS(U))JsU

)
L2 −

(
JsM1(U)∂xU, S(U)JsU

)
L2

−
(
M2(U)∂xJ

sU, JsU
)
L2 −

(
[Js, (S−1M2)(U)]∂xU, S(U)JsU

)
L2

−
(
Js(S−1Q)(U), S(U)JsU

)
L2 −

(
Js(S−1Qb)(U), S(U)JsU

)
L2

=: I + II + III + IV + V + V I.
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Control of I. We first use the equation for ∂tζ in (4.1), together with the Sobolev embedding
Hs−1(R) ↪→ L∞(R) with s− 1 > 1

2 and the algebra property to deduce the estimate:

|∂th|L∞ ≤ ε|∂x(hv)|L∞

≲ ε(1 + ε|ζ|Hs + β|b|Hs)|v|Hs . (4.8)

Therefore, by definition (2.19) of T [h, βb], using integration by parts, Hölder’s inequality,
(4.5), Sobolev embedding, and (4.7) we obtain the bound

|I| ≤ 1

2
|
(
Jsv, (∂th)J

sv
)
L2 |+

µ

6
|
(
F

1
2∂xJ

sv, (∂t(h
3))F

1
2∂xJ

sv
)
L2 |

+
µ

2
|
(
F

1
2∂xJ

sv, (∂t(h
2))β(∂xb)J

sv
)
L2 |+ µ|

(
Jsv, (∂th)(β∂xb)

2Jsv
)
L2 |

≲ N(s)Es(U),

for s > 3
2 .

Control of II. By definition of T [h, βb] we must deal with the terms:

II = −ε
(
Js(v∂xv), hJ

sv
)
L2 +

µε

3

(
Js(v∂xv), ∂xF

1
2 (h3∂xF

1
2 Jsv)

)
L2

− µεβ

2

(
Js(v∂xv), ∂xF

1
2 (h2(∂xb)J

sv)
)
L2 +

µεβ

2

(
Js(v∂xv), h

2(∂xb)∂xF
1
2 Jsv

)
L2

− µεβ

2

(
Js(v∂xv), h(β∂xb)

2Jsv
)
L2

=: II1 + II2 + II3 + II4 + II5.

Using integration by parts, we may decompose II1 into two pieces

II1 = −ε
(
hvJs∂xv, J

sv
)
L2 − ε

(
[Js, v]∂xv, hJ

sv
)
L2

=
ε

2

(
(∂x(hv))J

sv, Jsv
)
L2 − ε

(
[Js, v]∂xv, hJ

sv
)
L2 .

Then by Hölder’s inequality, Sobolev embedding, and the commutator estimate (2.5), we
obtain the estimate:

|II1| ≲ ε(1 + |h− 1|Hs)|v|3Hs .

We also note that II5 can be estimated in the same way, and we obtain easily that

|II5| ≲ ε(1 + |h− 1|Hs)|b|2Hs+1 |v|3Hs .

For II2, we also use integration by parts to make the observation:

II2 = −µε
3

(
[Js,F

1
2∂x(v·)]∂xv, h3∂xF

1
2 Jsv

)
L2 −

µε

3

(
F

1
2∂x(vJ

s∂xv), h
3∂xF

1
2 Jsv

)
L2

=: II12 + II22 .

Then we treat II12 with Hölder’s inequality, Sobolev embedding, and (2.15) to get

|II12 | ≲ (1 + |h3 − 1|Hs)|v|Hs |v|2Xs
µ
.

On the other hand, we need to decompose II22 further and carefully distribute the µ:

II22 = −µε
3

(
vF

1
2 Js∂2xv, h

3∂xF
1
2 Jsv

)
L2 −

µε

3

(
[F

1
2 , v]Js∂2xv, h

3∂xF
1
2 Jsv

)
L2

− µε

3

(
F

1
2
(
(∂xv)J

s∂xv
)
, h3∂xF

1
2 Jsv

)
L2

=: II2,12 + II2,22 + II2,32 .
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For II2,12 , we simply integrate by parts and argue as we did for II1 to obtain

|II2,12 | ≲ µε|∂x(h3v)|Hs−1 |F
1
2 Js∂xv|2Hs

≲ ε(1 + |h3 − 1|Hs)|v|Hs |v|2Xs
µ
.

For II2,22 , we use Hölder’s inequality, Sobolev embedding, and (2.16) to directly obtain that

|II2,22 | ≲ µε(1 + |h3 − 1|Hs)|v|Xs
µ
|F

1
2∂2xv|Hs−1 |F

1
2∂xv|Hs

≲ ε(1 + |h3 − 1|Hs)|v|3Xs
µ
.

For II2,32 , we also need to be careful in the distribution of µ. In fact, we need to use
Plancherel, then Cauchy-Schwarz and (2.11) to get

|II2,32 | = µε

3
|
(
F

1
2 Js∂xv,F

− 1
2

(
(∂xv)F

1
2
(
h3∂xF

1
2 Jsv

)))
L2 |

≲ ε|v|Xs
µ

(√
µ|(∂xv)F

1
2
(
h3∂xF

1
2 Jsv

)
|L2 + µ

3
4 |D

1
2

(
(∂xv)F

1
2
(
h3∂xF

1
2 Jsv

))
|L2

)
=: ε|v|Xs

µ
(A+B).

Then estimate A by Hölder’s inequality, the Sobolev embedding, and the boundedness of

F
1
2 on L2(R) to get

A ≲ |v|Hs(1 + |h3 − 1|Hs)|v|Xs
µ
,

while for B, we also use (2.4) and (2.13) to get

B ≲ µ
3
4 |v|Hs |F

1
2
(
h3∂xF

1
2 Jsv

)
|
H

1
2

≲
√
µ|v|Hs |h3∂xF

1
2 Jsv|L2

≲ |v|Hs(1 + |h3 − 1|Hs)|v|Xs
µ
.

Next, we use integration by parts to decompose II3 into several pieces:

II3 = −µεβ
2

(
[Js, v]∂xv, ∂xF

1
2 (h2(∂xb)J

sv)
)
L2 +

µεβ

2

(
F

1
2 ((∂xv)J

s∂xv), h
2(∂xb)J

sv
)
L2

+
µεβ

2

(
F

1
2 (vJs∂2xv), h

2(∂xb)J
sv
)
L2

=: II13 + II23 + II33 .

Then for II13 , we apply (2.5), (2.13), and (2.4) to obtain that

|II13 | ≲ ε|v|2Hsµ
3
4 |D

1
2 (h2(∂xb)J

sv)|L2

≲ ε(1 + |h2 − 1|Hs)|b|Hs+1 |v|3Xs
µ
.

For II23 , we argue as for II2,32 to get that

|II23 | ≲ εµ|
(
F

1
2 Js∂xv, F

− 1
2 ((∂xv)F

1
2 (h2(∂xb)J

sv))
)
L2 |

≲ ε|v|Xs
µ

√
µ(|(∂xv)F

1
2 (h2(∂xb)J

sv)|L2 + µ
1
4 |D

1
2 ((∂xv)F

1
2 (h2(∂xb)J

sv))|L2)

≲ ε|v|Xs
µ
(1 + |h2 − 1|Hs)|b|Hs+1 |v|2Hs .

For II33 , we first make the decomposition

II23 =
µεβ

2

(
[F

1
2 , v]Js∂2xv, h

2(∂xb)J
sv
)
L2 +

µεβ

2

(
vF

1
2 Js∂2xv, h

2(∂xb)J
sv
)
L2

=: II2,13 + II2,23 .
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For II2,13 , we employ Hölder’s inequality, Sobolev embedding, and (2.16) to get that

|II2,13 | ≲ µε|v|Xs
µ
|F

1
2∂xv|Hs |b|Hs+1(1 + |h2 − 1|Hs)|v|Hs .

Lastly, for II2,23 , we use integration by parts to make the observation that

II2,23 = −µεβ
2

(
F

1
2 Js∂xv, (vh

2(∂xb))vJ
s∂xv

)
L2 −

µεβ

2

(
F

1
2 Js∂xv, (∂x(vh

2(∂xb)))J
sv
)
L2

=
µεβ

2

(
F

1
2 Js∂xv, vh

2(∂xb)[J
s, v]∂xv

)
L2 − II4 −

µεβ

2

(
F

1
2 Js∂xv, (∂x(vh

2(∂xb)))J
sv
)
L2 .

Then we may use Hölder’s inequality, (2.5), (4.5), (4.7), and Sobolev embedding to get that

|II2,23 + II4| ≲ N(s)Es(U).

Gathering all these estimates, using (4.5) and (4.7), allows us to conclude that

|II| ≲ N(s)Es(U).

Control of III. Then by definition, we must estimate the terms:

III = −ε
(
v∂xJ

sζ, Jsζ
)
L2 −

(
h∂xJ

sv, Jsζ
)
L2 −

(
h∂xJ

sζ, Jsv
)
L2

For the estimate on these terms, we integrate by parts and apply Hölder’s inequality, Sobolev
embedding, and (4.7) to deduce

|III| ≤ ε

2
|
(
(∂xv)J

sζ, Jsζ
)
L2 |+ |

(
(∂xh)J

sv, Jsζ
)
L2 |

≲ N(s)Es(U).

Control of IV . We decompose each term in IV and estimate them separately. In particular,
we must estimate the following terms,

IV = −ε
(
[Js, v]∂xζ, J

sζ
)
L2 −

(
[Js, h]∂xv, J

sζ
)
L2 −

(
[Js,T −1(h·)]∂xζ,T Jsv

)
L2

=: IV1 + IV2 + IV3.

The first two terms are easily controlled by Cauchy-Schwarz and (2.5):

|IV1|+ |IV2| ≲ ε|v|L∞ |ζ|2Hs + (ε|ζ|L∞ + β|b|L∞)|ζ|Hs |v|Hs .

Then use Sobolev embedding and (4.7) to conclude. However, need to decompose the
remaining term further. To do so, we make the observation that

T [Js,T −1(h·)]f = −[Js, h]T −1(hf) +
µ

3
∂xF

1
2 [Js, h3]∂xF

1
2
(
T −1(hf)

)
(4.9)

− µ

2
∂xF

1
2 [Js, h2β(∂xb)]T

−1(hf) +
µ

2
[Js, h2β(∂xb)]∂xF

1
2 T −1(hf)

+ µ[Js, h(β∂xb)
2]T −1(hf) + [Js, h]f.

Then by this identity, the self-adjointness of T [h, βb], and integration by parts, we may
decompose IV3 into six pieces:

IV3 =
(
[Js, h]T −1(h∂xζ), J

sv
)
L2 +

µ

3

(
[Js, h3]∂xF

1
2
(
T −1(h∂xζ)

)
, ∂xF

1
2 Jsv

)
L2

− µ

2

(
[Js, h2β(∂xb)]T

−1(h∂xζ), ∂xF
1
2 Jsv

)
L2 −

µ

2

(
[Js, h2β(∂xb)]∂xF

1
2 T −1(h∂xζ), J

sv
)
L2

− µ
(
[Js, h(β∂xb)

2]T −1(h∂xζ), J
sv
)
L2 −

(
[Js, h]∂xζ, J

sv
)
L2

=: IV 1
3 + IV 2

3 + IV 3
3 + IV 4

3 + IV 5
3 + IV 6

3 .
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For IV 1
3 , use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (2.5), Sobolev embedding, (2.21), (4.5), and the

algebra property of Hs−1(R) for s− 1 > 1
2 to get the bound

|IV 1
3 | ≲ (ε|∂xζ|L∞ + β|∂xb|L∞)|h∂xζ|Hs−1 |v|Hs

≲ ε|ζ|2Hs |v|Hs + β|∂xb|L∞ |ζ|Hs |v|Hs .

Similarly, when estimating IV 2
3 we also use (2.10) and the inverse estimate (2.22) to deduce

|IV 2
3 | ≲ εµ|ζ|Hs |F

1
2 T −1(h∂xζ)|Hs |∂xF

1
2 Jsv|Hs

≲ ε|ζ|2Hs |v|Xs
µ
+ β|∂xb|L∞ |ζ|Hs |v|Xs

µ
.

Next, we see that IV 3
3 + IV 4

3 + IV 5
3 offers no other difficulties. In fact, applying the same

estimates as above, with (4.5), yields

|IV 3
3 |+ |IV 4

3 |+ |IV 5
3 | ≲ (1 + ε|ζ|Hs)β|∂xb|L∞ |ζ|Hs |v|Xs

µ
.

Lastly, IV 6
3 is controlled by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (2.5) and Sobolev emebedding:

|IV 6
3 | ≲ ε|ζ|2Hs |v|Hs .

Control of V . We need to make a careful decomposition of the following term

T
(
JsT −1(hQ)

)
=

2

3
T

(
JsT −1

(
∂xF

1
2 (h3(F

1
2∂xv)

2)
))
.

To do so, we use the identity

T
(
JsT −1

(
F

1
2∂x(fg)

))
= −[Js,T ]T −1(F

1
2∂x(fg)) + [Js,F

1
2∂x(f ·)]g

+ F
1
2∂x(fJ

sg),

then use integration by parts to make the decomposition

V =
2µε

3

[(
[Js,T ]T −1(hQ), Jsv

)
L2 +

(
[Js, h3]

(
(F

1
2∂xv)

2
)
,F

1
2∂xJ

sv
)
L2

+
(
h3Js

(
(F

1
2∂xv)

2
)
,F

1
2∂xJ

sv
)
L2

]
= V1 + V2 + V3.

We treat V1 first, where we must control the following terms:

V1 = µε
(
[Js, h]T −1(hQ), Jsv

)
L2 +

µ2ε

3

(
[Js, h3]∂xF

1
2
(
T −1(hQ)

)
, ∂xF

1
2 Jsv

)
L2

− µ2ε

2

(
[Js, h2β(∂xb)]T

−1(hQ), ∂xF
1
2 Jsv

)
L2 −

µ2ε

2

(
[Js, h2β(∂xb)]∂xF

1
2 T −1(hQ), Jsv

)
L2

− µ2ε
(
[Js, h(β∂xb)

2]T −1(h∂xQ), Jsv
)
L2

=: V 1
1 + V 2

1 + V 3
1 + V 4

1 + V 5
1 .

To estimate the first term, V1, we simply argue as above. Indeed, by (2.5), the Sobolev
embedding, and using that Xs−1(R) ⊂ Hs−1(R) with (2.21) yields

|V 1
1 | ≲ µε|[Js, h]T −1(hQ)|L2 |v|Hs

≲ µε|hQ|Hs−1 |ζ|Hs |v|Hs .
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Then to estimate |hQ|Hs−1 , we first observe by the interpolation inequality (2.9) and Young’s
inequality that

√
µ|F

1
2∂xv|2

Hs− 1
2
≲ |F

1
2∂xv|Hs−1

√
µ|F

1
2∂xv|Hs

≲ |v|2Hs + µ|F
1
2∂xv|2Hs .

Thus, we may estimate |hQ|Hs−1 by using (2.21), the algebra property of Hs− 1
2 (R) for

s− 1
2 > 1 and combined with (2.14) and (2.13):

µ|hQ|Hs−1 =
µ

3
|∂xF

1
2
(
h3((F

1
2∂xv)

2))|Hs−1

≲ µ|∂xF
1
2 ((F

1
2∂xv)

2)|Hs−1 + µ|∂xF
1
2
(
(h3 − 1)F

1
2 ((∂xv)

2)
)
|Hs−1

≲
√
µ|F

1
2∂xv|2

Hs− 1
2
+ µ|[JsF

1
2 , h3]((F

1
2∂xv)

2)|L2 + µ|(h3 − 1)F
1
2 ((F

1
2∂xv)

2)|Hs

≲ N(s)|v|2Hs ,

and using (4.5), we deduce that

|V 1
1 | ≲ N(s)|v|2Hs .

Next, we consider V 2
1 and observe that we can have a similar bound. Indeed, using (4.5),

(2.5), and (2.14) we observe that

|V 2
1 | ≲ µ2ε|[Js, h3]∂xF

1
2 T −1(hQ)|L2 |F

1
2∂xv|Hs

≲ µ
3
2 ε|F

1
2 T −1(hQ)|Hs |v|Xs

µ

≲ µε|hQ|Hs−1 |v|Xs
µ
,

and we use the previous estimates to obtain that

|V 2
1 | ≲ N(s)|v|2Xs

µ
.

Moreover, we note that it is straightforward to estimate |V 3
1 |+ ...+ |V 5

1 | arguing as we did
for V 1

1 and V 2
1 . Thus, gathering all these estimates and using (4.7) yields,

|V1| ≲ N(s)Es(U).

Next, we estimate V2 using Hölder’s inequality, (4.5) and (2.5) to obtain

|V2| ≲ µε(1 + |h3 − 1|Hs)|F
1
2 v|2Hs |∂xF

1
2 v|Hs

≲ N(s)|v|2Xs
µ
.

Lastly, for V3, we inject a commutator and use Hölder’s inequality, Sobolev embedding,
(4.5) and (2.5) to get

|V3| ≲ µε|
(
h3[Js, (F

1
2∂xv)](F

1
2∂xv),F

1
2∂xJ

sv
)
L2 |+ µε|

(
h3(F

1
2∂xv)J

sF
1
2∂xv,F

1
2∂xJ

sv
)
L2 |

≲ µε|F
1
2∂xv|Hs |F

1
2∂xv|Hs−1 |F

1
2∂xJ

sv|L2

≲ N(s)|v|2Xs
µ
.
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Control of V I. To complete the proof we need to estimate the remaining part:

V I = −εµ
(
[Js,T ]T −1Qb, J

sv
)
L2 − εµ

(
JsQb, J

sv
)
L2

−
(
Js((β∂xb)v), J

sζ
)
L2

=: V I1 + V I2 + V I3.

The estimate in V I is similar to the one of V , where we now have to deal with the following
terms

V I1 = −µε
(
[Js, h]T −1Qb, J

sv
)
L2 +

µ2ε

3

(
F

1
2∂x

(
[Js, h3]F

1
2∂x(T

−1Qb

)
, Jsv

)
L2

− µ2ε

2

(
F

1
2∂x

(
[Js, h2β(∂xb)]T

−1Qb

)
, Jsv

)
L2

+
µ2ε

2

(
[Js, h2β(∂xb)]F

1
2∂x(T

−1Qb), J
sv
)
L2

− µ2ε
(
[Js, h(β∂xb)

2]T −1Qb, J
sv
)
L2

=: V I11 + V I21 + V I31 + V I41 + V I51 .

Each term is treated similarly. For instance, take V I21 , which is the term with the least
margin. Arguing as above, we use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (2.5), (2.22) and (4.5) to
deduce that

|V I21 | ≲ εµ|Qb|Hs−1 |v|Xs
µ
,

where use the algebra property of Hs−1(R) for s > 3
2 to get:

µ|Qb|Hs−1 ≲ µ|h2(∂xF
1
2 v)2(β∂xb)|Hs−1 + µ|∂xF

1
2 (h2v2β∂2xb)|Hs−1 + µ|hv2(β∂2xb)(β∂xb)|Hs−1

≲ |v|2Hs .

Using similar estimates for the remaining terms, it is easy to deduce that

|V I1| ≲ ε|v|3Xs
µ
.

For IV2, we use integration by parts to make the decomposition:

V I2 = −εµ
(
Js(h2(∂xF

1
2 v)2(β∂xb)), J

sv
)
L2 +

εµ

2

(
Js(h2v2β∂2xb), ∂xF

1
2 Jsv

)
L2

− εµ
(
Js(hv2(β∂2xb)(β∂xb)), J

sv
)
L2 .

Each term is estimated by Hölder’s inequality, Sobolev embedding, the algebra property of
Hs(R), and (4.7), leaving us with the estimate

|V I2| ≲ N(s)Es(U).

Lastly, V I3 is estimated using the same estimates and gives

|V I3| ≲ β|∂xb|Hs |v|Hs |ζ|Hs .

Consequently, we have the estimate

|V I| ≲ N(s)Es(U),

and thus completes the proof of Proposition 4.1.
□
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Remark 4.2. Under the provision of Proposition 4.1, using the algebra property of Hs−1(R)
for s > 3

2 , (2.21), suitable commutator estimates one can easily obtain that

|(M1 + S−1M2)(U)∂xU|Hs−1 ≲ |U|Hs , (4.10)

and

|(S−1(Q+Qb)(U)|Hs−1 ≲ |U|Hs . (4.11)

5. Estimates on the difference of two solutions

We will now estimate the difference between two solutions of (1.1) given byU1 = (ζ1, v1)
T

and U2 = ε(ζ2, v2)
T . For convenience, we define (η, w) = (ζ1 − ζ2, v1 − v2). Then W =

(η, w)T solves

∂tW + (M1 + S−1M2)(U1)∂xW = F, (5.1)

with S,M1,M2, Q,Qb defined as in (4.1) and

F = −
[
(M1 + (S−1M2))(U1)− (M1 + S−1M2)(U2)

]
∂xU2

−
[
(S−1(Q+Qb))(U1)− (S−1(Q+Qb))(U2)

]
=: F1 + F2.

The energy associated to (7.1) is given in terms of the symmetrizer S(U1) and reads

Ẽs(W) :=
(
JsW, S(U1)J

sW
)
L2 . (5.2)

The main result of this section reads:

Proposition 5.1. Let s > 3
2 , (µ, ε, β) ∈ ASW , and (ζ1, v1), (ζ2, v2) ∈ C([0, T ];Y s

µ (R)) be a

solution to (4.1) on a time interval [0, T ] for some T > 0. Moreover, assume b ∈ Hs+2(R)
and there exist h0 ∈ (0, 1) such that

h0 − 1 + βb ≤ εζi(x, t), ∀(x, t) ∈ R× [0, T ],

for i = 1, 2, and suppose also that

N(s) := ε sup
t∈[0,T ]

|(ζi(t, ·), vi(t, ·))|Y s
µ
+ β|b|Hs+2 ≤ N⋆, (5.3)

for some N⋆ ∈ R+. Define the difference to be W = (η, w) = (ζ1 − ζ2, v1 − v2). Then, for
the energy defined by (5.2), there holds

d

dt
Ẽ0(W) ≲ N(s)|(η, w)|2Y 0

µ
, (5.4)

and

|(η, w)|2Y 0
µ
≲ Ẽ0(W) ≲ |(η, w)|2Y 0

µ
. (5.5)

Furthermore, we have the following estimate at the Y s
µ− level:

d

dt
Ẽs(W) ≲ |

(
JsF, S(U1)J

sW
)
L2 |+N(s)|(η, w)|2Y s

µ
, (5.6)

and

|(η, w)|2Y s
µ
≲ Ẽs(W) ≲ |(η, w)|2Y s

µ
. (5.7)
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Proof. We note that (5.5), (5.6) and (5.7) follow by the same arguments as in the proof of
Proposition 4.1 and is therefore omitted.

To prove (5.4), we use (7.1), the self-adjointness S(U), and Proposition 2.11 to obtain

1

2

d

dt
Ẽ0(W) =

1

2

(
W, (∂tS(U1))W

)
L2 −

(
M1(U1)∂xW, S(U1)W

)
L2

−
(
M2(U1)∂xW,W

)
L2 +

(
F1, S(U1)W

)
L2 +

(
F2, S(U1)W

)
L2

=: I + II + III + IV + V.

Control of I. The estimate of I is a direct consequence of Hölder’s inequality, (5.3), (4.8),
and (5.3):

|I| ≲ N(s)|w|2X0
µ
,

for s > 3
2 .

Control of II. By definition of II, after performing an integration by parts, yields

II =
ε

2

(
(∂x(v1h1))w,w

)
L2 +

µε

3

(
∂xF

1
2 (v1∂xw), h

3
1∂xF

1
2w

)
L2

− µεβ

2

(
v1∂xw, ∂xF

1
2 (h21(∂xb)w)

)
L2 +

µεβ

2

(
v1∂xw, h

2
1(∂xb)∂xF

1
2w

)
L2

+
µεβ

2

(
v1∂xw, h1(β∂xb)

2w
)
L2

=: II1 + II2 + II3 + II4 + II5.

For II1 and II5, we simply use Hölders inequality and Sobolev embedding to obtain

|II1|+ |II5| ≲ ε(1 + |h1 − 1|Hs + (1 + |h1 − 1|Hs)|b|2Hs+1)|v1|Hs |w|2L2 .

For II2, we observe that is similar to II22 in the proof of Proposition 4.1 where w plays the
role of Jsv. Then reapplying the same estimates yields:

|II2| ≲ ε(1 + |h31 − 1|Hs)|w|3X0
µ
.

For II3, we integrate by parts to make the decomposition

II3 =
µεβ

2

(
F

1
2 ((∂xv1)∂xw), h

2
1(∂xb)w

)
L2 +

µεβ

2

(
F

1
2 (v1∂

2
xw), h

2
1(∂xb)w

)
L2

=: II1
3 + II2

3.

Here II1
3 is similar to II23 in the proof of Proposition 4.1 and applying the estimates yields,

|II1
3| ≲ ε(1 + |h21 − 1|Hs)|b|Hs+1 |v1|Hs |w|L2 |w|X0

µ
.

On the other hand, II2
3 is similar to II33 and we observe that

II2
3 =

µεβ

2

(
[F

1
2 , v1]∂

2
xw, h

2
1(∂xb)w

)
L2 −

µεβ

2

(
v1F

1
2∂xw, h

2
1(∂xb)∂xw

)
L2

− µεβ

2

(
v1F

1
2∂xw,

(
∂x(h

2
1(∂xb))

)
w
)
L2

= II2,1
3 + II2,2

3 + II2,3
3 .

Then we observe that II2,2
3 = −II4, while for II2,1

3 and II2,3
3 we apply Hölder’s inequality,

(2.16), and Sobolev embedding to obtain the bound

|II2,1
3 |+ |II2,3

3 | ≲ ε|v1|Hs(1 + |h21 − 1|Hs)|b|Hs+1 |w|L2 |w|X0
µ
.
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Gathering these estimates and using (5.3) yields

|II| ≲ N(s)|w|2X0
µ
.

Control of III. By definition of III we must estimate the terms:

III = −ε
(
v1∂xη, η

)
L2 −

(
h1∂xw, η

)
L2 −

(
h1∂xη, w

)
L2

=: III1 + III2 + III3.

Starting with III1, we simply integrate by parts and use Hölder’s inequality and Sobolev
embedding to deduce

|III1| ≲ ε|v1|Hs |η|2L2 .

Similarly, for III2 + III3 we use integration by parts, the Sobolev embedding, and (5.3)
to get that

|III2 + III3| ≲ |∂xh1|L∞ |w|L2 |η|L2

≲ N(s)|w|L2 |η|L2 .

In conclusion, we obtain the bound

|III| ≲ N(s)|(η, w)|2Y 0
µ
.

Control of IV. First define the notation

Ti = T [hi, βb],

for i = 1, 2 and consider the terms

IV = −ε
(
w∂xζ2, η

)
L2 − ε

(
η∂xv2, η

)
L2 −

(
(T −1

1 (h1·)− T −1
2 (h2·))∂xζ2,T1w

)
L2

− ε
(
w∂xv2,T1w

)
L2

=: IV1 + IV2 + IV3 + IV4.

For the first two terms, we use Hölder’s inequality and the Sobolev embedding to deduce
the bound:

|IV1|+ |IV2| ≤ ε|ζ2|Hs |w|L2 |η|L2 + ε|v2|Hs |η|2L2 ,

for s > 3
2 . Next, we make the observation

T1(T
−1
1 f1 − T −1

2 f2) = (f1 − f2)− (T1 − T2)T
−1
2 f2. (5.8)

Using (5.8) and invertability of Ti we observe that

IV3 = −ε
(
η∂xζ2, w

)
L2 +

µε

3

(
F

1
2∂x(η(h

2
1 + h1h2 + h22)∂xF

1
2 T −1

2 (h2∂xζ2)), w
)
L2

− µε

2

(
∂xF

1
2 (η(h1 + h2)(β∂xb)T

−1
2 (h2∂xζ2)), w

)
L2

+
µε

2

(
η(h1 + h2)(β∂xb)∂xF

1
2 T −1

2 (h2∂xζ2), w
)
L2

− µε
(
η(β∂xb)

2T −1
2 (h2∂xζ2), w

)
L2

=: IV1
3 + IV2

3 + IV3
3 + IV4

3 + IV5
3,
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where IV1
3 = IV1 which is already treated. While for the second term, we use integration

by parts, Hölder’s inequality, Sobolev embedding, (5.3), and (2.22) to obtain

|IV2
3| ≤ ε|η|L2 |(h21 + h1h2 + h22)|L∞ |∂xF

1
2 T −1

2 (h2∂xζ2))|L∞ |w|X0
µ

≲ N(s)|η|L2 |w|X0
µ

for s > 3
2 . For II

3
3 we apply the same estimates together with (2.21) to deduce

|IV3
3| ≲ ε|(h1 + h2)|L∞ |β∂xb|L∞ |h2|L∞ |∂xζ2|L∞ |η|L2 |w|X0

µ

≲ N(s)|η|L2 |w|X0
µ
.

Next, we see that IV4
3 is estimated similarly to IV2

3 and we get that

|IV4
3| ≲ N(s)|η|L2 |w|X0

µ
.

The part IV5
3 is easily treated with Hölder’s inequality and Sobolev embedding. Thus,

gathering these estimates and applying (5.5) yields,

|IV3| ≲ N(s)|(η, w)|2Y 0
µ
.

Lastly, we deal with IV4:

IV4 = −ε
(
w∂xv2, h1w

)
L2 +

µε

3

(
w∂xv2, ∂xF

1
2 (h31F

1
2∂xw)

)
L2

− µε

2

(
w∂xv2, ∂xF

1
2 (h21(β∂xb)w)

)
L2 +

µε

2

(
w∂xv2, h

2
1(β∂xb)∂xF

1
2w

)
L2

− µε
(
w∂xv2, h1(β∂xb)

2w
)
L2

=: IV1
4 + IV2

4 + IV3
4 + IV4

4.

Each term is treated similarly, and we only give the details for IV2
4 since it is the term with

the least margin. In particular, using integration by parts, Hölder’s inequality, Sobolev
embedding, (5.3),

|IV2
4| ≲ ε

√
µ(1 + |h31 − 1|Hs)|∂xF

1
2 (w∂xv2)|L2 |w|X0

µ

≲ N(s)µ
1
4 |w∂xv2|

H
1
2
|w|X0

µ
.

Then we use Hölder’s inequality, Sobolev embedding, and (2.4) to deduce that

µ
1
4 |w∂xv2|

H
1
2
≲ µ

1
4 (|∂xv2|L∞ |w|L2 + |D

1
2 (w∂xv2)|L2)

≲ |v2|Hs |w|L2 + µ
1
4 |v2|Hr+1 |w|

H
1
2
,

for any r > 1
2 . Now choose r such that s > r + 1 > 3

2 allowing us to conclude that

µ
1
4 |w∂xv2|

H
1
2
≲ |v2|Hs |w|X0

µ
,

and from which we obtain:

|IV2
4| ≲ N(s)|w|2X0

µ
.

To summarize this part, we can use (5.3) to obtain the estimate

|IV| ≲ N(s)|(η, w)|2Y 0
µ
.
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Control of V. Define the notation

Qi = Q[hi, vi], Qb,i = Qb[hi, βb, vi],

with i = 1, 2, and using the identity (5.8), then we obtain the following terms:

V = β
(
∂xbw, η

)
L2 − µε

(
h1Q1 − h2Q2, w

)
L2 + µε

(
(T1 − T2)T

−1
2 (h2Q2), w

)
L2

− µε
(
h1Qb,1 − h2Qb,2, w

)
L2 + µε

(
(T1 − T2)T

−1
2 (h2Qb,2), w

)
L2

=: V1 + V2 + V3 + V4 + V5.

The estimate of V1 follows directly by Hölder’s inequality:

|V1| ≲ β|∂xb|L∞ |w|L2 |η|L2 .

For V2, we use the definition of Qi and then integration by parts to make the following
decomposition

V2 =
2µε

3

((
h31(∂xF

1
2 v1)

2 − h32(∂xF
1
2 v2)

2
)
, ∂xF

1
2w

)
L2

=
2µε

3

((
η(h1 + h2)

)
(∂xF

1
2 v1)

2, ∂xF
1
2w

)
L2

+
2µε

3

(
h32

(
∂xF

1
2 (v1 + v2)

)
(∂xF

1
2w, ), ∂xF

1
2w

)
L2 .

Now, estimate each term by Hölder’s inequality and Sobolev embedding to obtain that

|V2| ≲ µε
(
|h1 + h2|L∞ |∂xF

1
2 v1|2L∞ |η|L2 |∂xF

1
2w|L2 + |h32|L∞ |∂xF

1
2 (v1 + v2)|L∞ |∂xF

1
2w|2L2

)
≲ εmax

i=1,2

(
(1 + |hi − 1|Hs)|v1|2Hs |η|L2 |w|X0

µ
+ (1 + |h32 − 1|Hs)|vi|Hs |w|2X0

µ

)
.

Then conclude this estimate by applying (5.3):

|V2| ≲ N(s)|(η, w)|2Y 0
µ
.

For V3, we use the same decomposition as for IV3 and find that

V3 =
µ2ε

3

(
F

1
2∂x

(
η(h21 + h1h2 + h22)∂xF

1
2 T −1

2 (h2Q2)
)
, w

)
L2

− µ2ε

2

(
∂xF

1
2
(
η(h1 + h2)(β∂xb)T

−1
2 (h2Q2)

)
, w

)
L2

+
µ2ε

2

(
η(h1 + h2)(β∂xb)∂xF

1
2 T −1

2 (h2Q2), w
)
L2 − µ2ε

(
η(β∂xb)

2T −1
2 (h2Q2), w

)
L2

=: V1
3 + V2

3 + V3
3 + V4

3 .

Each term is treated similarly, but the term with the least margin is V1
3 . In fact, we use

integration by parts, Hölder’s inequality, the Sobolev embedding Hs−1(R) ↪→ L∞(R), (5.3),
and (2.22) to get the following estimate

|V1
3 | ≲ µ2ε|η|L2 |h21 + h1h2 + h22|L∞ |F

1
2 T −1

2 (h2Q2)|Hs |F
1
2∂xw|L2

≲ µε|h2Q2|Hs−1 |η|L2 |w|X0
µ
.

Then using (2.13) and the algebra property ofHs(R) and the boundedness of F
1
2 , we observe

that

|h2Q2|Hs−1 ≲ |F
1
2∂x(h

3
2(F

1
2∂xv2)

2)|Hs−1 ≲ (1 + |h32 − 1|Hs)|F
1
2∂xv2|2Hs .

Consequently, we may gather these estimates to deduce the bound

|V1
3 |+ ...+ |V4

3 | ≲ N(s)|(η, w)|2X0
µ
,
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where |V2
3 |+ ...+ |V4

3 | are easier versions of V2
3 .

To conclude we must estimate V4 and V5. However, since Qb contains fewer derivatives
than Q, these terms could be considered to be of lower order. In fact, V4 is estimated by a
similar decomposition to the one of V2, while V5 is a just a simpler version of V3. We may
therefore conclude that

|V| ≲ N(s)|(η, w)|2Y 0
µ
.

Gathering all these estimates, we obtain (5.4), and the proof of Proposition 5.1 is complete.
□

Remark 5.2. From the proof of the proposition, it is easy to make the rough estimate of
the source term in (5.6):

|
(
JsF, S(U1)J

sW
)
L2 | ≲ N(s+ 1) |(η, w)|Y s−1

µ

(
Ẽs(W))

1
2 +N(s)Ẽs(W)

)
,

combining the estimates used below (see control of II) and using the product estimate for
Hs(R). The estimate (5.6) serves two purposes. One is to prove the full justification of
(1.1) as a water waves model, where we allow for a loss of derivatives (see Section 7).

On the other hand, to get the continuity of the flow, one needs to compensate the norms
on the right of (5.6):

max
i=1,2

|(ζi, vi)|Y s+1
µ

|(η, w)|Y s−1
µ

,

and is done by regularising the initial data and a Bona-Smith argument [3].

6. Long time Well-posedness of (1.1)

For the proof of Theorem 1.4 we will use the parabolic regularisation method for the ex-
istence of solutions and a Bona–Smith regularisation argument [3] to prove the continuous
dependence of the solutions with respect to the initial data. This method is classical in the
case of quasilinear equations and we will only outline the steps that are unique to system
(1.1) and needed to run the argument. In particular, one can read [14] for a similar argu-
ment in the case of the classical Green-Naghdi system. Lastly, the reader might also find
it useful to read the detailed proof, using these methods, in the case of the Benjamin-Ono
equation in [32], and likewise in the case of Whitham-Boussinesq systems demonstrated in
[36].

Proof. Step 1: Existence of solutions for a regularised system. Let s > 3
2 , α ∈ (1, 32 ] and

take ν > 0 small. Moreover let U0 = (ζ0, v0)
T ∈ Y s

µ (R), b ∈ Hs+2(R) satisfying (1.2) and
define Tν > 0 such that

Tν ↘ 0 as ν ↘ 0, and Tν = Tν(|(ζ0, v0)|Y s
µ
), (6.1)

with the property that

if a < b then Tν(a) > Tν(b). (6.2)

Then we claim there is a unique solution Uν = (ζν , vν)T ∈ C([0, Tν ];Y
s
µ (R)) associated to

U0 that satisfy the regularised version of (4.1) given by,

S(Uν)(∂tU
ν +M1(U

ν)∂xU
ν) +M2(U

ν)∂xU
ν +Q(Uν) +Qb(U

ν) = −νS(Uν)JαUν .
(6.3)
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To prove the claim, we first suppose the non-cavitation condition for Uν and use Propo-
sition 2.11 to apply the inverse of T [h, βb] on the second equation in (6.3). Then we study
the Duhamel formulation:

Uν(t) = e−ν⟨D⟩αtU0 +

∫ t

0
e−ν⟨D⟩α(t−s)N (Uν)(s) ds,

where e−ν⟨D⟩αt is the Fourier multiplier defined by

F(e−ν⟨D⟩αtf)(ξ) = e−ν⟨ξ⟩
αtf̂(ξ),

and with

N (Uν) = (M1 + S−1M2)(U
ν)∂xU

ν + (S−1(Q+Qb))(U
ν).

In particular, we prove that the application

Φ : Uν 7→ e−ν⟨D⟩αtU0 +

∫ t

0
e−ν⟨D⟩α(t−s)N (Uν)(s) ds, (6.4)

is a contraction map on the subspace

B(R, h0) =
{
U = (ζ, v) ∈ C([0, T ];Y s

µ (R)) : |(ζ, v)|Y s
µ
< R, inf

t∈(0,T )
(1 + εζν − βb) ≥ h0

}
,

with R > 0 to be determined. First, observe by Plancherel’s identity and then splitting in
high and low frequencies that

|e−ν⟨D⟩αtU|Hs ≲ |U|L2 + (νt)−
1
α |(νt)

1
α |ξ|e−((νt)

1
α |ξ|)αÛ|Hs−1

≲ (1 + (νt)−
1
α )|U|Hs−1 ,

and trivially that

|e−ν⟨D⟩αtU|Hs ≤ |U|Hs .

Thus, as a consequence of these estimates and Remark 4.2 we obtain that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Φ(Uν)(t)|Hs ≤ c|U0|Hs + cT 1− 1
α ν−

1
α |U|Hs .

Now, choose R to be

R = 2c|(ζ0, v0)|Y s
µ
.

Additionally, since 1− 1
α > 0 we may take T positive depending on ν and R on the form

T 1− 1
α ∼ ν

1
α

R
,

small enough, and such that

1 + εζν(x, t)− βb(x) = h0 +

∫ t

0
∂tζ

ν(x, s) ds ≥ h0 − cT (R+R2) ≥ h0
2
,

using the Fundamental theorem of calculus and (4.8). Then the map (6.4) is well-defined

on B(R, h02 ), and the contraction estimate is obtained similarly after some straightforward
algebraic manipulations. We may therefore conclude this step by the Banach fixed point
Theorem.
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Remark 6.1 (The blow-up alternative). If we define the maximal time of existence T νMax
to be

T νMax = sup
{
Tν > 0 : ∃! Uν solution of (6.3) in C([0, Tν ];Y

s
µ (R))

}
,

then by a standard contradiction argument, one can deduce that

if T νMax <∞, then lim
t↗T ν

Max

|(ζν , vν)|Y s
µ
= ∞ or lim

t↗T ν
Max

inf
x∈R

1 + εζν + βb = 0. (6.5)

This is due to the fact that if (6.5) does not hold, one can use Step 1. and the properties
of T ν given by (6.1) and (6.2) to extend the solution beyond the maximal time.

Step 2: The existence time is independent of ν > 0. Let s > 3
2 and (ζν , vν) ∈ C([0, T νMax);Y

s
µ (R))

be a solution of (6.3) with initial data (ζ0, v0) ∈ Y s
µ (R), defined on its maximal time of ex-

istence and satisfying the blow-up alternative (6.5). Moreover, let ζ0 satisfy (1.2). Then for

Ñ = |(ζ0, v0)|Y s
µ
+ |b|Hs+2 , there exist a time

T =
1

Ñ
, (6.6)

such that T < T νMax and

sup
t∈[0, T

max{ε,β} ]

|(ζν , vν)(t)|Y s
µ
≲ |(ζ0, v0)|Y s

µ
. (6.7)

Indeed, if the solution of (6.3) also satisfies estimate (4.6), then one could combine this
estimate with (6.5) and a bootstrap argument to get the result. However, to obtain the
same estimate for (6.3), one has to take into account an additional term:

d

dt
Es(U

ν) ≲ N(s)Es(U
ν)− ν

(
Js+αUν , S(Uν)JsUν

)
L2 ,

appearing due to the regularisation. To control this additional term, we make the decom-
position(
Js+αUν , S(Uν)JsUν

)
L2 = |ζν |2

Hs+α
2
+
(
T Js+

α
2 vν , Js+

α
2 vν

)
L2 +

(
[J

α
2 ,T ]Jsvν , Js+

α
2 vν

)
L2

= I1 + I2 + I3.

Then the two first terms will have a positive sign, where

I2 ≥ c(h0)|vν |2
Xs+α

2
,

arguing as we did in the proof of Proposition 2.11, step 2. On the other hand, I3 is further
decomposed by using integration by parts:

I3 = −
(
[J

α
2 , hν ]Jsvν , Js+

α
2 vν

)
L2 −

µ

3

(
[J

α
2 , (hν)3]JsF

1
2∂xv

ν , Js+
α
2 F

1
2∂xv

ν
)
L2

− µ

2

(
[J

α
2 , (hν)2(β∂xb)]J

svν , Js+
α
2 F

1
2∂xv

ν
)
L2 +

µ

2

(
[J

α
2 , (hν)2(β∂xb)]J

svν , Js+
α
2 vν

)
L2

+ µ
(
[J

α
2 , hν(β∂xb)

2]JsF
1
2∂xv

ν , Js+
α
2 vν

)
L2 .

We recall that α ∈ (1, 32 ]. We may therefore estimate each term by Hölder’s inequality,
(2.5), Sobolev embedding, and then use Young’s inequality to deduce that

|I3| ≤ N(s)|vν |Xs
µ
|vν |

X
s+α

2
µ

≤ N(s)

c1
|vν |2Xs

µ
+ c1N(s)|vν |2

X
s+α

2
µ

,

32



for c1 > 0 small enough such that

−ν
(
Js+αUν , JsUν

)
L2 = −ν(I1 + I2 + I3) ≲ N(s)|vν |2Xs

µ
,

and by extension, we obtain that

d

dt
Es(U

ν) ≲ N(s)Es(U
ν),

allowing us to conclude this step.

Remark 6.2. Since α
2 ∈ (12 ,

3
4), one can obtain a similar estimate on |I3| in the case

Js = Id. Indeed, there holds

|I3| ≤ N(r)|vν |X0
µ
|vν |

X
α
2
µ

,

for r > 3
2 .

Step 3: Existence of solutions. We claim that for all 0 ≤ s′ < s there exists a solution

(ζ, v) ∈ C([0, T
max{ε,β} ];Y

s′
µ (R)) ∩ L∞([0, T

max{ε,β} ];Y
s
µ (R)) of (1.1) with T defined by (6.6).

To prove the claim, we let 0 < ν ′ < ν < 1 where we take (ζν
′
, vν

′
), (ζν , vν) to be two

sets of solutions to system (6.3), obtained in Step 1, and with the same initial data. Then
define the difference to be

W = (η, w) := (ζν
′ − ζν , vν

′ − vν),

with α ∈ (1, 32 ]. Observe that (η, w) satisfies a regularised version of (7.1):

∂tW + (S−1M)(Uν′)W = F− ν ′JαW + (ν − ν ′)JαUν ,

where F is defined by

F = −
[
(M1 + (S−1M2))(U

ν′)− (M1 + S−1M2)(U
ν)
]
∂xU

ν

−
[
(S−1(Q+Qb))(U

ν′)− (S−1(Q+Qb))(U
ν)
]
.

Now, we can easily extend the estimates in Proposition 5.1 and use Remark 6.2 to deduce
the estimate

d

dt
Ẽ0(W) ≲ N(s)(Ẽ0(W) + (ν − ν ′)

(
JαUν , S(Uν)W

)
L2 ,

where the last term can be bounded using the definition of T and the fact that α ∈ (1, 32 ].
In particular, we obtain that

d

dt
Ẽ0(W) ≲ N(s)(Ẽ0(W) + (ν − ν ′)(Ẽ0(W))

1
2 ). (6.8)

By (6.7) and definition of N(s), we have that N(s) ≲ 1. Moreover, using Grönwall’s
inequality on (6.8) and (5.5) yields,

sup
t∈[0, T

max{ε,β} ]

|(η, w)(t)|Y 0
µ
≲ ν − ν ′.

Then using this estimate combined with interpolation we get that

sup
t∈[0, T

max{ε,β} ]

|(η, w)|Y s′
µ

≲ (ν − ν ′)1−
s′
s −→
ν→0

0, (6.9)
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from which we deduce that {(ζν , vν)}0<ν≤1 defines a Cauchy sequence in C([0,
T

max{ε,β} ];Y
s′
µ (R))∩

L∞([0, T
max{ε,β} ];Y

s
µ (R)) for s′ ∈ [0, s). Thus, we conclude that there exists a limit by com-

pleteness.

Step 4: The solution is bounded by the initial data. We claim that the solution obtained in
Step 3 satisfies (1.9).

Indeed, using the notation from the previous step, we deduce by (6.7) that

{(ζν , uν)}0<ν≤1 ⊂ C([0,
T

max{ε, β}
];Y s

µ (R)),

is a bounded sequence in a reflexive Banach space. As a result, we have by Eberlein-
S̆mulian’s Theorem that (ζν , vν) ⇀

ν→0
(ζ, v) weakly in Y s

µ (R) for a.e. t ∈ [0, T
max{ε,β} ]. In

particular, we have that

sup
t∈[0, T

max{ε,β} ]

|(ζ, v)|V s
µ
≤ lim inf

ν↘0
sup

t∈[0, T
max{ε,β} ]

|(ζν , vν)|Y s
µ
≲ |(ζ0, v0)|Y s

µ
. (6.10)

Step 5: Persistence and continuity of the flow. There is a solution (ζ, v) ∈ C([0, T
max{ε,β} ];V

s
µ (R))

of (1.1) that depends continuously on the initial data.
For the proof of this step, we define a new sequence of functions (ζδ, vδ) solving (1.1),

with mollified initial data, i.e.

(ζδ0 , v
δ
0) = (χδ(D)ζ0, χδ(D)v0) ∈ H∞(R) := ∩s>0H

s(R).

Reapplying the arguments of Step 1 and Step 2, combined with Proposition 2.7, one can
deduce that

(ζδ, vδ) ∈ C([0,
T

max{ε, β}
];H∞(R)),

satisfying (6.10). Now that the sequence is well-defined one can again define the difference
between two solutions and use Proposition 2.7, together with Proposition 5.1 and Remark
5.2 to deduce the result. As mentioned above, at this stage in the proof, the argument is
classical and the details can be found in e.g. [3, 32, 36].

□

7. Justification of (1.1) as a water waves model

We now give the proof of Theorem 1.6.

Proof. First, we let s ≥ 4 and take initial data (ζ0, ψ0) ∈ Hs(R)× Ḣs(R) and b ∈ Hs+2(R).
Then the solutions of the water waves equations (1.10):

(ζ, ψ) ∈ C([0,
T̃

max{ε, β}
];Hs(R)× Ḣs(R)),

are given by Theorem 4.16 in [1]. Moreover, we can define V ∈ C([0, T̃
max{ε,β} ];X

s
µ(R)).

Now, use Proposition 3.2 and formulation (4.1) to say that for some T̃ > 0 the functions
U = (ζ, V )T solves

∂tU+ (M1 + (S−1M2))(U)∂xU+ (S−1Q)(U) + (S−1Qb)(U) = µ2(ε+ β)R,

for any t ∈ [0, T̃
max{ε,β} ] and with S,M1,M2, Q,Qb defined as in (4.1) and R = (0, R) ∈

L∞([0, T̃
max{ε,β} ];X

r
µ(R)) for some r ∈ N.
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The next step is to let vWGN
0 = V |t=0 ∈ Xs

µ(R) and then use Theorem 1.4 deduce the
existence of T > 0 such that

UWGN = (ζWGN, vWGN) ∈ C([0,
T

max{ε, β}
];Y s

µ (R)),

solves system (4.1):

∂tU
WGN + (M1 + (S−1M2))(U

WGN)∂xU
WGN + (S−1Q)(UWGN) + (S−1Qb)(U

WGN) = 0,

for any t ∈ [0, T
max{ε,β} ]. Consequently, taking the difference between the two solutions

W = (η, w)T = U−UWGN,

we obtain the following system

∂tW + (M1 + S−1M2)(U)∂xW = F̃, (7.1)

similar to (7.1) and with

F̃ = −
[
(M1 + (S−1M2))(U)− (M1 + S−1M2)(U

WGN)
]
∂xU

WGN

−
[
(S−1(Q+Qb))(U)− (S−1(Q+Qb))(U

WGN)
]
+ µ2(ε+ β)R

= F+ µ2(ε+ β)R,

for any t ∈ [0, min{T̃ ,T}
max{ε,β} ]. Then using the estimates (5.6),(5.7), and Remark 5.2 we deduce

for r > 3
2 that

d

dt
Ẽr(W) ≲ |

(
JrF̃, S(U)JrW

)
L2 |+N(r)Ẽr(W)

≲ µ2(ε+ β)|
(
JrR,T [h, βb]Jrw

)
L2 |+N(r + 1)Ẽr(W).

However, by definition of T [h, βb] and using integration by parts, Hölder’s inequality and
the Sobolev embedding we easily obtain the estimate

|
(
JrR,T [h, βb]Jrw

)
L2 | ≲ N(r)|R|Xr

µ
|w|Xr

µ
.

Gathering these estimates, together with (5.7), we observe

d

dt
Ẽr(W) ≲ µ2(ε+ β)|R|Xr

µ
(Ẽr(W))

1
2 +N(r + 1)Ẽr(W).

Now, a simple application of Grönwall’s inequality and (5.7) yields

|(η, w)|Y r
µ
≲ µ2(ε+ β)t |R|Xr

µ
eN(r+1)t. (7.2)

Finally, to conclude we use that Y r
µ (R) ⊂ Hr(R) ↪→ L∞(R) for r > 3

2 , and (7.2) to get

|U−UWGN|L∞([0,t];R) ≲ |(η, w)|L∞([0,t];Y r
µ (R))

≲ µ2(ε+ β)t |R|Xr
µ
eN(r+1)t.

To conclude, we let s be large enough such that r + 1 < s to get that

|U−UWGN|L∞([0,t];R) ≲ µ2(ε+ β)t,

for all t ∈ [0, min{T̃ ,T}
max{ε,β} ].

□
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