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GLOBAL SOLUTIONS FOR THE ONE-DIMENSIONAL

BOUSSINESQ-PEREGRINE SYSTEM UNDER SMALL

BOTTOM VARIATION

LUC MOLINET1 AND RAAFAT TALHOUK2,3

Abstract. The Boussinesq-Peregrine system is derived from the water
waves system in presence of topographic variation under the hypothesis
of shallowness and small amplitude regime. The system becomes signif-
icantly simpler (at least in the mathematical sens) under the hypothesis
of small topographic variation. In this work we study the long time
and global well-posedness of the Boussinesq-Peregrine system. We start
by showing the intermediate time well-posedness in the case of general
topography (i.e. the amplitude of the bottom graph β = O(1)). The
novelty resides in the functional setting, Hs(R), s > 1

2
. Then we show

our main result establishing that the global existence result obtained
in [14] in the flat bottom case is still valid for the Boussinesq-Peregrine
system under the hypothesis of small amplitude bottom variation (i.e.
β = O(µ)). More precisely we prove that this system is uncondition-
ally globally well-posed in the Sobolev spaces of type Hs(R), s > 1

2
.

Finally, we show the existence of a weak global solution in the Schon-
bek sense [18], i.e. existence of low regularity entropic solutions of the
small bottom amplitude Boussinesq-Pelegrine equations emanating from
u0 ∈ H1 and ζ0 in an Orlicz class as weak limits of regular solutions.

1. Introduction

In this paper we are concerned with the system introduced by D. H. Pere-
grine [15], in the case of small amplitude bottom variation and one space
dimension. The Peregrine system was derived from the Euler water waves
one to describe weak amplitude (ε = O(µ)) long wave propagation at the
surface of ideal incompressible liquid for irrotational flow over variable bot-
tom topography submitted to gravitational force where the surface tension
has been neglected. This system is the generalization of the system intro-
duced by J. V. Boussinesq in 1871 ( [6], [7], see also [4], [5]) to model the
same flow over flat bottom. The corresponding PDE’s system, is given by:

{
ζt + (hu)x = 0,
(1 + µT [hb])ut + ζx + εuux = 0.

(1.1)
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The quantity h = 1+ εζ(x, t)−βb(x) corresponds to the normalized total
height of the liquid and 1+ εζ(x, t) describes the free surface of the liquid, b
being the function representing the bottom. ε and β are related respectively
to the free surface wave amplitude and the bottom one, x is the spatial
position which is proportional to distance in the direction of propagation.
The quantity u(x, t) is the horizontal velocity field of the liquid particle
which is at position x at time t. Finally the operator T [hb] is given by:

T [hb]u = − 1

3hb

(
h3bux

)
x
+

β

2hb

[(
h2bbxu

)
x
− h2bbxux

]
+ β2b2xu (1.2)

with hb = 1− βb.
Mésognon-Gireau in [13] gave the first result concerning a long time exis-

tence (i.e. existence time of order O(1ε ) for a modified Boussinesq-Peregrine
equation (1.1) in dimension 1. The existence and uniqueness are showed in
HN × HN+1

µ , N ∈ N), N ≥ 4. He also showed a local existence (existence
time of order O(1)) and uniqueness result in all dimension. V. Duchêne
and S. Israwi in [9] have shown existence and uniqueness in long time for
the system (1.1) in dimension one and two in a regular functional sitting
(HN ×HN+1

µ , N ∈ N), N ≥ 4. These results are obtained for free amplitude
bottom. (i.e. no smallness hypothesis on the size of bottom amplitude β).
Here Hs+1

µ stand for the Sobolev space Hs+1(R) endowed with the norm

|u|2
Hs+1

µ
:= |u|2Hs + µ|ux|2Hs . (1.3)

In this paper, we study the well-posedness of system (1.1) in low Sobolev
regularity Hs×Hs+1

µ , s > 1
2 . In a first time, we show that the system (1.1) is

well-posed in intermediate time (i.e. existence time of order O((ǫ∨β)−1µ
1
2 ).

Then, we consider system (1.1) under the hypothesis of small amplitude
bottom β = O(µ) (see also [10], p. 155). This hypothesis enables to write

1 + µT [hb]u = 1− µ
3hb

(
h3bux

)
x
+ µβ

2hb

[(
h2bbxu

)
x
− h2bbxux

]
+ µβ2b2xu

= 1− µ

3
uxx +O(βµ).

that leads to the following simplified system after dropping all terms of
order O(µβ) :

{
ζt + (hu)x = 0,
ut + ζx + εuux − µ

3utxx = 0.
(1.4)

Our main result is that this last system is unconditionally globally well-
posedness in Hs × Hs+1 for s > 1

2 . As it was first noticing by Schonbek
( [18]) for the ”classical” Boussinesq equation, the crucial point consists in
showing that the entropy functional associated with the hyperbolic system,
of which system (1.4) may be seen as a perturbation, can be adapted to
obtain a sort of ”entropy” functional for (1.4). It is worth emphasizing that,
in contrast to the flat bottom case (see [18] and also [14]), in our context we
cannot prove that this functional is non increasing but only that it is locally
bounded, which is sufficient for our purpose. Finally, we show the existence
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of weak global solution in the sense of Schonbek [18] as a limit of regular
solution.

In our knowledge these results for this system are new and pertinent. In
particular this is the first global existence result in the context of non flat
bottom for Boussinesq type system.

1.1. Statement of the main results.

Definition 1.1. Let s > 1/2, T > 0 and b ∈ Hs+1 ∩ W
5
2

+
,∞. We will

say that (ζ, u) ∈ L∞(]0, T [;Hs × Hs+1
µ ) is a solution to (1.1) (or (1.4))

associated with the initial datum (ζ0, u0) ∈ Hs(R)×Hs+1
µ (R) if (ζ, u) satisfies

(1.1) (or (1.4)) in the distributional sense, i.e. for any test function ψ ∈
C∞
c (]− T, T [×R), it holds




∫ ∞

0

∫

R

[
(ψt + ψxu(1 + εζ − βb)

]
dx dt+

∫

R

ψ(0, ·)ζ0 dx = 0
∫ ∞

0

∫

R

[
(1 + µT [hb])ψtu+ ψxζ + ψxu

2/2
]
dx dt+

∫

R

ψ(0, ·)u0 dx = 0

(1.5)

Remark 1.1. Note that Hs(R) is an algebra for s > 1/2 and thus ζu and
u2 are well-defined and belong to L∞(]0, T [ ;Hs(R). Therefore (1.5) forces
(ζt, ut) ∈ L∞(]0, T [ ;Hs−2(R) ×Hs+1) and thus (1.1) (or (1.4)) is satisfied
in L∞(]0, T [ ;Hs−2(R)×Hs+1). In particular, (ζ, u) ∈ C([0, T ] ;Hs−2(R)×
Hs+1) and (1.5) forces (ζ(0), u(0)) = (ζ0, u0).

Definition 1.2. Let s > 1/2 and b ∈ Hs+1(R). We will say that the
Cauchy problem associated with (1.4) is unconditionally globally well-posed
in Hs(R)×Hs+1

µ (R) if

(1) for any initial data (ζ0, u0) ∈ Hs(R) × Hs+1
µ (R), satisfying 1 +

εζ0 − βb > 0 on R, there exists a solution (ζ, u) ∈ C(R+ ;Hs(R) ×
Hs+1

µ (R)) to (1.4) emanating from (ζ0, u0).
(2) for any T > 0, this solution is the unique solution to (1.4) associated

with (ζ0, u0) that belongs to L∞(]0, T [ ;Hs(R)×Hs+1
µ (R)).

(3) for any T > 0, the solution-map (ζ0, u0) 7→ (ζ, u) is continuous from
Hs(R)×Hs+1

µ (R) into C([0, T ] ;Hs(R)×Hs+1
µ (R)).

Theorem 1.1. For any s > 1/2 and b ∈ Hs+1(R), then the Cauchy problem
(1.4) is unconditionally globally well-posed in Hs(R)×Hs+1

µ (R) in the sense
of Definition 1.2 .

Theorem 1.2. Let (ζ0, u0) ∈ Λσ0 ×H1
µ (in particular 1+ εζ0 −βb > 0 a.e.

on R) then there exists a weak solution for the Boussinesq system (1.4) with
initial data (ζ0, u0) verifying that (ζ, u) ∈ L∞

loc(R
+; Λσ0 ×H1

µ).

For the definition of Λσ0 see (4.9).
For the system (1.1) we also derived an intermediate time existence result
under the following hypothesis on the parameter β.

Hypothesis 1.

0 < β ≤ C0 = C0(
1

h0
, ‖b‖

W
5
2+,∞)

where C0 is the constant that appears in Lemma 6.2.
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This condition ensures that the algebraic inverse of the operator

Tb = hb(1 + µT [hb])

is Lipschitz from Hθ(R) to Hθ+1
µ (R) for −3/2 < θ ≤ 0.

Theorem 1.3. Let µ > 0, ε > 0, β > 0, s > 1/2, b ∈W s+2,∞(R). Assume
that Hypothesis 1 is satisfied and that there exists h0 > 0 such that

hb := 1− βb ≥ h0 > 0 on R . (1.6)

Then the Cauchy problem associated with (1.1) is unconditionally locally
well-posed in Hs(R)×Hs+1

µ (R).
Moreover, the maximal time of exitence T ∗ of the solution satisfies

T ∗ & T0 ∼ (ǫ ∨ β)−1
(
1 + µ−1/2(|ζ0|

H
1
2+ + |u0|

H
3
2+
µ

)
)−1

and

sup
t∈[0,T0]

|ζ(t)|2Hs + |u(t)|2
Hs+1

µ
. |ζ0|2Hs + |u0|2Hs+1

µ

Remark 1.2. We do not know if we can reach the long time existence (exis-
tence time of order 0( 1

ε∨β ) for (1.1). The loss of the factor µ1/2 with respect

to this long time existence result seems to follow from a loss of symmetry in
the formulation of (1.1) with respect to the 1D Green-Naghdi system. Indeed
to inverse the operator 1+µT [hb]u we need to multiply (1.1)2 by hb whereas
a multiplication by h would be needed to obtain a cancellation with (hu)x
that appears in (1.1)1. However this difficulty can be dropped if we consider
an approximate consistent version of system (1.1) up to O(ǫµ) (which is of
order O(µ2)) by multiplying the second equation of (1.1) by h and writing

µhT [hb]u = µhbT [hb]u+O(ǫµ).

System (1.1) becomes
{
ζt + (hu)x = 0,
(h+ µhbT [hb])ut + hζx + εhuux = 0.

For this system theorem 4.3, at least in a regular functional setting (say
s > 3

2), still valid with long time existence, i.e. with time T ∗ such that

T ∗ & T0 ∼ (ǫ ∨ β)−1
(
|ζ0|

H
3
2+ + |u0|

H
5
2+
µ

)−1
.

Remark 1.3. In the case of weak bottom variation hypothesis the results of
theorem 4.3 still valid for system (1.4) without Hypothesis 1 and in a longer
time

T ∗ & T0 ∼ (ǫ ∨ β)−1
(
|ζ0|

H
1
2+ + |u0|

H
3
2+
µ

)−1
.

However, one has to replace (1.6) by a similar hypothesis on h at time 0, i.e.
h(0, ·) ≥ h0 > 0 on R. Indeed, under this hypothesis, one can multiply (1.4)2
by h to obtain the desired cancellation with the term (hu)x that appears in
(1.4)1.
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The rest of the paper is organized as follows: The second section is dedi-
cated to the notations and preliminary results that will be useful throughout
the paper. In the third section we prove the local well-posedness of (1.1)
in Hs ×Hs+1

µ , s > 1/2, under a smallness assumption on β. In Section 4,
we explain how a local existence result for (1.4) can be easily obtained by
following the same steps as in Section 3 with obvious simplifications and we
show that the local solution constructed satisfies an entropic energy esti-
mate. Using this estimate and the results established previously, we prove
our main theorem 1.1. Finally in Section 5 we recover the result of M.
E. Schonbek concerning the existence of a weak entropic solution for the
Boussinesq system and this using a sequence of regular solutions given by
our main theorem.

2. Notations and preliminary

2.1. Notations and function spaces. In the following, C denotes any
non negative constant whose exact expression is of no importance. The no-
tation a . b means that a ≤ C0b.
We denote by C(λ1, λ2, . . . ) a non negative constant depending on the pa-
rameters λ1, λ2,. . . and whose dependence on the λj is always assumed to
be nondecreasing.
Let p be any constant with 1 ≤ p <∞ and denote Lp = Lp(R) the space of
all Lebesgue-measurable functions f with the standard norm

|f |Lp =
( ∫

R

|f(x)|pdx
)1/p

<∞.

When p = 2, we denote the norm | · |L2 simply by | · |2. The real inner
product of any functions f1 and f2 in the Hilbert space L2(R) is denoted by

(f1, f2) =

∫

R

f1(x)f2(x)dx.

The space L∞ = L∞(R) consists of all essentially bounded, Lebesgue-
measurable functions f with the norm

|f |∞ = ess sup |f(x)| <∞.

For convenience, we denote the norm of L∞(R∗
+ × R) by ‖ · ‖L∞

t,x
.

For any real constant s ≥ 0, Hs = Hs(R) denotes the Sobolev space of all
tempered distributions f with the norm |f |Hs = |Λsf |2 <∞, where Λ is the

pseudo-differential operator Λ = (1− ∂2x)
1/2.

Definition 2.1. For all s ∈ R, µ > 0 and f ∈ Hs+1(R) we set

|f |2
Hs+1

µ
:= |f |2Hs + µ|fx|2Hs .

For s > 0, we denote by W s,∞ = W s,∞(R) = {f,Λsf ∈ L∞} endowed
with its canonical norm.
For any functions u = u(t, x) and v(t, x) defined on [0, T ) × R with T > 0,
we denote the inner product, the Lp-norm and especially the L2-norm, as
well as the Sobolev norm, with respect to the spatial variable x, by (u, v) =
(u(t, ·), v(t, ·)), |u|Lp = |u(t, ·)|Lp , |u|L2 = |u(t, ·)|L2 , and |u|Hs = |u(t, ·)|Hs ,
respectively.
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For (X, ‖ · ‖X) a Banach space, we denote as usually Lp(]0, T [;X), 1 ≤ p ≤
+∞, the space of mesurable functions equipped by the norm:

∥∥u
∥∥
Lp
T
X

=

(∫ T

0

∥∥u(t, ·)
∥∥p
X

)1/p

for 1 ≤ p < +∞,

and ∥∥u
∥∥
L∞
T
X

= ess sup
t∈]0,T [

‖u(t, ·)‖X for p = +∞ .

Finally, Ck([0, T ];X) is the space of k-times continuously differentiable func-
tions from [0, T ] with value in X, equipped with its standard norm

∥∥u
∥∥
Ck([0,T ];X)

= max
0≤l≤k

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|u(l)(t, ·)|X .

Let Ck(R) denote the space of k-times continuously differentiable functions.
For any closed operator T defined on a Banach space X of functions, the
commutator [T, f ] is defined by [T, f ]g = T (fg) − fT (g) with f , g and fg
belonging to the domain of T .

Throughout the paper, we fix a smooth even bump function η such that

η ∈ C∞
0 (R), 0 ≤ η ≤ 1, η|[−1,1]

= 1 and supp(η) ⊂ [−2, 2]. (2.1)

We set φ(ξ) := η(ξ)− η(2ξ). For l ∈ N \ {0}, we define

φ2l(ξ) := φ(2−lξ).

By convention, we also denote

φ1(ξ) := η(ξ).

Any summations over capitalized variables such as N,, K are presumed to
be dyadic. Unless stated otherwise, we work with non-homogeneous decom-
positions for space, time and modulation variables, i.e. these variables range
over numbers of the form {2k : k ∈ N} respectively. Then, we have that
∑

N≥1

φN (ξ) = 1 ∀ξ ∈ R, supp (φN ) ⊂ {N
2

≤ |ξ| ≤ 2N}, N ∈ {2k : k ∈ N\{0}},

Let us now define the following Littlewood-Paley multipliers :

PNu := F−1
x

(
φNFxu

)
, P̃N :=

∑

N/4≤K≤4N

PK , P&N :=
∑

K&N

and P≪N :=
∑

1≤K≪N

PK ,

2.2. Some preliminary estimates. The following product and commuta-
tor estimates will be used intensively throughout the paper.

Proposition 2.1. Let N ≫ 1 then

|[PN , P≪Nf ]gx|L2 . |fx|L∞ |P̃Ng|L2 , (2.2)

We give a short proof of (2.2) in the appendix for the sake of completeness.
We will also need the two following product estimates in Sobolev spaces :

(1) For every p, r, t such that r + p > t+ 1/2 > 0 and r, p ≥ t,

|fg|Ht . |f |Hp |g|Hr . (2.3)

(2) For any s ≥ 0

|fg|Hs . |f |L∞ |g|Hs + |f |Hs |g|L∞ . (2.4)
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Inequality (2.3) is a standart Sobolev product estimate, the second one (2.4)
is the well known Moser product estimate (see for instance [20] or [10],
and references therein.) With (2.3)-(2.4) in hand, it is straightforward (see
Appendix) to prove the two following frequency localized product estimates
given in Proposition (2.2) that we will extensively use in the next section.

Proposition 2.2. For any N ≫ 1 and s > 0 it holds

N s|PN (P&Nf gx)|L2 . δN min
(
|f |Hs+1 |g|L∞ , |f |Hs |gx|L∞

)
(2.5)

whereas for s > 1/2 it holds

N s−1|PN (P&Nfgx)|L2 . δN |f |Hs+1 |g|Hs−1 (2.6)

with |(δ2j )j∈N|l2 ≤ 1.

We will also need the following product and commutator estimates to
control the multiplication by a smooth bounded function (see the proof in
the Appendix).

Proposition 2.3. Let θ ∈ R, g ∈ Hθ and f ∈W |θ|+1+,∞. Then it holds

|fg|Hθ . |f |W |θ|+,∞|g|Hθ (2.7)

and for any N ≥ 1

N θ|[PN , f ]gx|L2 . δN |fx|W |θ|+,∞|g|Hθ . (2.8)

with |(δ2j )j∈N|l2 ≤ 1.

3. Local existence and energy estimates for (1.1)

In all this section we assume that b ∈ W s+2(R). This is not necessary

and actually to prove the LWP of (1.1) in Hs(R)×Hs+1(R), b ∈ C
[s]+3
b (R)

would be enough.

3.1. Local well-posedness and estimates for a Bona-Smith’s ap-

proximation. We fix ǫ, µ, β > 0 in (1.1). For ν > 0 we consider the
Bona-Smith type regularization problem associated to (1.1)





ζt − νζtxx + (hbu)x + ǫ(ζu)x = 0,
(1 + µT [hb])ut + ζx + ǫuux = 0,

(ζ, u)(0) = (ζ0, u0) .
(3.1)

Since hb > 0 on R, multiplying the second equation in (3.1) by hb and setting
V = (ζ, u), (3.1) can be rewritten as

d

dt
V = Ων(V ) (3.2)

where

Ων(V ) =
(
(1− ν∂2x)

−1[−((1− βb)u)x − ǫ(uζ)x], T
−1
b [−hb∂x(ζ +

ǫ

2
u2)]

)

with Tb = hb(1+µT [hb] (see (1.2)). Recall that H
s(R) is an algebra for s >

1/2. Since according to (6.3) in Lemma 6.2, for s > 1/2, T−1
b is continuous

fromHs(R) toHs+1(R) and this is also the case for (1−ν∂2x)−1, it is straight-
forward to check that Ων is a locally Lipschitz mapping from (Hs+1(R))2

into itself for s > 1/2. Therefore by the Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem in Ba-
nach spaces we infer that (3.1) is locally well-posed in (Hs+1(R))2, i.e. for
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any (ζ0, u0) ∈ (Hs+1(R))2 there exists Ts,µ,ν = Ts,µ,ν(|ζ0|Hs+1 + |u0|Hs+1)
and a unique solution (ζ, u) ∈ C1([0, Ts,µ,ν ]; (H

s+1)2). Moreover, for any
R > 0, the mapping that to (ζ0, u0) associates (ζ, u) is continuous from
(B(0, R)Hs+1)2 ⊂ (Hs+1)2 into C([0, Ts,µ,ν(R)]; (H

s+1)2).
We start by stating some energy estimates fundamental to prove our re-

sult. For s ≥ 0 and ν ≥ 0 we define Es
µ,ν : (Hs+1(R))2 → R by

Es
µ,ν(ζ, u) = |ζ|2Hs + ν|ζx|2Hs + |u|2

Hs+1
µ

(3.3)

In the sequel we denote by (δN )N∈2Z a generic sequence of positive real
numbers such that ∑

j∈N
δ22j ≤ 1 .

3.1.1. Hs estimate. Applying the operator PN , N ≥ 1, to the first equa-
tion in (3.1), multiplying by N2sPNζ and integrating with respect to x the
resulting equation, we get

N2s

2

d

dt
(|PN ζ|2L2 + ν|PN ζx|2L2) = −ǫN2s(PN (ζu)x, PN ζ)L2

−N2s(PN (hbu)x, PN ζ)L2 , (3.4)

where, by integrating by parts, it holds

−(PN (hbu)x, PN ζ)L2 = (PN (hbu), PN ζx)L2

= (hbPNu, PN ζx)L2 + ([PN , hb]u, PN ζx)L2

= (hbPNu, PN ζx)L2 − (∂x([PN , hb]u), PN ζ)L2

= (hbPNu, PN ζx)L2 − ([PN , ∂xhb]u, PN ζ)L2

− ([PN , hb]ux, PN ζ)L2 . (3.5)

Now we notice that

Tbv = −µ
3
(h3bvx)x +

(
hb +

βµ

2
∂x(h

2
bbx) + β2µ bx

)
v (3.6)

so that Tb is L
2
x self-adjoint and it holds

PN (Tbv) = TbPNv −
µ

3
∂x

(
[PN , h

3
b∂x]v

)
+ [PN , gb]v (3.7)

where

gb := hb +
βµ

2
∂x(h

2
bbx) + β2µ b2x (3.8)

belongs to C1
b (R) (as soon as b ∈ C3

b (R)) and satisfies |gb|L∞ . 1 and
|∂xgb|L∞

x
. β.

Multiplying the second equation in (3.1) by hb we get

Tbut = −hbζx − ǫhbuux = −∂x(hbζ +
ǫ

2
hbu

2) + ∂xhbζ +
ǫ

2
∂xhbu

2 . (3.9)

According to (3.9) and Lemma 6.2 we thus infer that for s > 1/2,

|ut|Hs
µ
. |∂x(hbζ +

ǫ

2
hbu

2)|Hs−1 + |∂xhbζ +
ǫ

2
∂xhbu

2|Hs−1

. C(|b|W s+1+,∞)
(
|ζ|Hs + ǫ|u|L∞

x
|u|Hs

)
. (3.10)
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Note that for 1/2 < s < 1 we have s − 1 < 0 and thus we already have to
assume Hypothesis 1 here. Applying the operator PN to (3.9), multiplying
by N2sPNu, integrating with respect to x the resulting equation and using
(3.7), we get

N2s

2

d

dt
(TbPNu, PNu)L2

x
= −N2s(hbPNζx, PNu)L2 − ǫN2s(PN (hbuux), PNu)L2

−N2s
(
[PN , hb]ζx −

µ

3
∂x([PN , h

3
b∂x]ut)

+[PN , gb]ut, PNu
)
L2
.

(3.11)

Summing the identities (3.4) and (3.11) and noticing that the contribution
of the first term in the right-hand side of (3.5) vanishes with the contribution
of the first term in the right-hand side of (3.11) we obtain

N2s

2

d

dt

(
|PN ζ|2L2+ν|PN ζx|2L2 + (TbPNu, PNu)L2

x

)
= −ǫN2s

(
PN (hbuux), PNu

)
L2

− ǫN2s(PN (ζu)x, PN ζ)L2 −N2s([PN , ∂xhb]u, PN ζ)L2

−N2s([PN , hb]ux, PN ζ)L2

−N2s
(
[PN , hb]ζx −

µ

3
∂x([PN , h

3
b∂x]ut) + [PN , gb]ut, PNu

)
L2
.

(3.12)

Let us estimate one by one the terms appearing in the right-hand side of
(3.12). For N . 1, (2.7) directly yields

N2s|(PN (hbuux), PNu)L2 | . |hb(u2)x|H−1 |u|L2
x
. C(|b|W 1+,∞) |u|L∞

x
|u|2L2

x
.

Now for N ≫ 1, we first decompose this term as follows

PN (hbuux) = PN (P≪N (hbu)ux) + PN (P&N (hbu)ux) = A1,N +A2,N

where on account of (2.2) and using integration by parts we get

N2s|(A1,N , PNu)L2
x
| . δN |(∂x(hbu)|L∞

x
|u|2Hs

. C(|b|W 1,∞) δN |u|2Hs

(
β|u|L∞

x
+ |ux|L∞

x

)
.

On the other hand, we may rewrite A2,N as

A2,N = PN

( ∑

N1&N

PN1(hbu)P.N1
ux

)

that leads, by using (2.7), to

N s|A2,N |L2
x
.
∑

N1&N

( N
N1

)s
δN1 |hbu|Hs |ux|L∞

x

. δN |hbu|Hs |ux|L∞
x

. C(|b|W s+,∞) δN |u|Hs |ux|L∞
x
.

Therefore we eventually get for N ≥ 1,

ǫN2s|(PN (hbuux), PNu)L2 | . C(|b|W s+1,∞) ǫ δ2N (|u|L∞
x
+ |ux|L∞

x
)|u|2Hs .
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At this point we notice that Sobolev inequality leads for s ∈]1/2, 3/2] to

|ux|L∞ . |u|(s−1/2)−
Hs |u|(3/2−s)+

Hs+1 . µ
1
2
(s−3/2)−|u|Hs+1

µ

whereas |ux|L∞ . |u|Hs
µ
for s > 3/2. This means that in the estimate of

this term we loose a factor µ
1
2
(s−3/2)− . µ−1/2 when working at regularity

s ∈]1/2, 3/2]. Even if this factor do depend on s > 1/2 (it disappears for

s > 3/2) , since we will loose anyway a factor µ−
1
2 in the estimate of the next

term we do not take this into consideration and simply keep the baddest case
(i.e. s = 1

2+) to get

ǫN2s|(PN (hbuux), PNu)L2 | . ǫ δ2Nµ
− 1

2 |u|Hs+1
µ

|u|2Hs . (3.13)

Now, we tackle the estimate of the second term of the right-hand side of
(3.12). At this stage, it is worth noticing that there is a kind of lost of
symmetry in the Boussinesq-Peregrin system since h appears in the first
equation whereas only hb appears in the second equation. Somehow, we will
pay this lost of symmetry here since we will loose a factor µ−1/2 even in high
regularity. Indeed by using (2.4) we get, for N ≫ 1,

ǫN2s|(PN (uxζ), PN ζ)L2 | . ǫN sδN |uxζ|Hs |PN ζ|L2

. ǫ δ2N

(
|u|Hs+1 |ζ|L∞ + |ux|L∞ |ζ|Hs

)
|ζ|Hs

. ǫ δ2N

(
µ−1/2|ζ|L∞ + |ux|L∞

)
|ζ|Hs(|ζ|Hs + |u|Hs+1

µ
)

(3.14)

On the other hand, integrating by parts and using (2.2) we obtain

ǫN2s|(PN (uζx), PN ζ)L2 | = ǫN2s
∣∣∣−1

2
(P≪NuxPNζ, PN ζ)L2

+ ([PN , P≪Nu]ζx, PN ζ)L2 +
(
PN (P&Nu ζx), PN ζ

)
L2

∣∣∣

. ǫ N2s|ux|L∞ |P̃N ζ|2L2

+ |PN ζ|L2

∑

N1&N

( N
N1

)s
|PN1u|Hs+1 |P.N1

ζ|L∞
x

. ǫ δ2N

(
|ux|L∞ |ζ|2Hs + |ζ|L∞

x
|u|Hs+1 |ζ|Hs

)

. ǫ δ2N

(
|ux|L∞ + |ζ|L∞

x
µ−1/2

)
|ζ|Hs(|ζ|Hs + |u|Hs+1

µ
) .

where in the penultimate step we use the discrete Young convolution inequal-
ity. Note however that, as in (3.13), we could improve this last inequality in

order to loose again a factor µ
1
2
(s−3/2)− . µ−1/2 when working at regularity

s ∈]1/2, 3/2] and nothing when s > 3/2. But since anyway we loose a factor

µ−1/2 in (3.14) we do not try to get an optimal result here. To complete the
bound on this term we notice that for N . 1 we directly get

ǫN2s|(∂xPN (uxζ), PN ζ)| . ǫ|ux|L2
x
|ζ|2L2

x
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To control the third and fourth terms in the right-hand side of (3.12) we
make use of (2.7)-(2.8) to get, for any N ≥ 1,

N s
(
|[PN , ∂xhb]u|L2

x
+ |[PN , hb]ux|L2

x

)
. βδN |bx|W s+,∞|u|Hs . (3.15)

It thus remains to estimate the terms in the last line of the right-hand side
of (3.12). For this we first notice that (2.8) leads to

N2s
∣∣∣
(
[PN , hb]ζx, PNu

)
L2

∣∣∣ . δ2N β|bx|W s+,∞|ζ|Hs |u|Hs . (3.16)

On the other hand, by benefiting of the coefficient µ, (2.8) and (3.10) lead
to

µN2s
∣∣∣
(
∂x([PN , h

3
b∂x]ut), PNu

)
L2

∣∣∣ = µN2s
∣∣∣
(
[PN , h

3
b∂x]ut, PNux

)
L2

∣∣∣

. µ δ2N |∂xh3b |W s+,∞|ut|Hs |ux|Hs

. δ2Nβ|∂xh3b |W s+,∞|ut|Hs
µ
|u|Hs+1

µ

. C(|bx|W s+,∞) δ2Nβ(1 + ǫ|u|L∞
x
)

× (|ζ|Hs + |u|Hs)|u|Hs+1
µ

.

(3.17)

for any s > 1/2.
Finally we notice that the expression of gb in (3.8) (recall that hb = 1− βb)
leads to

N s[PN , gb]ut = βN s
(
−[PN , b]ut + µ[PN ,

1

2
∂x(h

2
bbx) + βb2x]ut

)

= B1 +B2 . (3.18)

Applying (2.7) and then (3.10) we eventually obtain

|B2|L2 ≤ δNβµ|ut|Hs . δNβ
√
µ|ut|Hs

µ
. δNβ

√
µ(|ζ|Hs + ǫ|u|L∞

x
|u|Hs) ,

where the implicit constant depends on |bx|W s+1+,∞ .
To estimate the L2-norm of B1 we separate the contribution of P.1ut and
P≫1ut. For the first contribution we use again (2.7) and then (3.10) to get

βN s
∣∣∣[PN , b]P.1ut

∣∣∣
L2

. δNβ|P.1ut|L2 . δNβ(|ζ|Hs + ǫ|u|L∞
x
|u|Hs)

whereas for the second one we use (2.8) and (3.10) to get

βN s
∣∣∣[PN , b]P≫1ut

∣∣∣
L2

. δNβ|P≫1ut|Hs−1 . δNβ(|ζ|Hs + ǫ|u|L∞
x
|u|Hs)

where the implicit constants depend respectively on |b|W s+,∞ and on |bx|W s+,∞

Gathering the two above estimates we eventually get, for any N ≥ 1,

N2s
∣∣∣
(
[PN , gb]ut, PNu

)

L2

∣∣∣ . δ2Nβ(1 + ǫ|u|L∞
x
)(|ζ|2Hs + |u|2Hs) (3.19)

that concludes the estimates on the terms appearing in right-hand side of
(3.12).
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Gathering the above estimates, integrating in time and summing in N ≥
1, (3.12) leads to

sup
t∈(0,T )

Es
µ,ν(ζ(t), u(t)) . Es

µ,ν(ζ0, u0)

+ T (ǫ ∨ β)
(
1 + |u|L∞

Tx
+ |ux|L∞

Tx
+ (1 + µ−1/2)|ζ|L∞

Tx

)
sup

t∈(0,T )
Es

µ,ν(ζ(t), u(t))

(3.20)

for any 0 < T < T∞
s,µ,ν , where T

∞
s,µ,ν denotes the maximal time of existence

of the solution (ζ, u) to (3.1) in (Hs+1(R))2.
According to classical Sobolev inequalities, the local well-posedness of

(3.1) in (Hs+1(R))2 together with (3.20) ensure that for any s > 1/2, T∞
s,µ,ν =

T∞
1
2
+,µ,ν

(the common maximal time of existence of solutions). On the other

hand, since

1 + |u|L∞
Tx

+ |ux|L∞
Tx

+ (1 + µ−1/2)|ζ|L∞
Tx

. 1 + µ−1/2 sup
t∈(0,T )

E
1
2
+

µ,ν (ζ(t), u(t)) ,

(3.20) with s = 1
2+ together with a classical continuity argument ensure

that

T∞
1
2
+,µ,ν

& T0 := C (ǫ ∨ β)−1
(
1 + µ−1/2E

1
2
+

µ,ν (ζ0, u0)
1/2
)−1

(3.21)

where C is independent of µ, ν, ǫ and β. Moreover, for any s > 1/2, it holds

sup
t∈[0,T0]

Es
µ,ν(ζ, u)(t) . Es

µ,ν(ζ0, u0) . (3.22)

with an implicit constant that is independent of µ, ν, ǫ and β.

3.1.2. Hs−1 estimate for the difference of two solutions. Let (ζi, ui) be two
solutions to (3.1) with respectively ν1 and ν2, then setting η = ζ1 − ζ2 and
v = u1 − u2 it holds

{
ηt − ν1ηtxx + hbvx + ǫ(u1η + vζ2)x = (ν1 − ν2)∂tζ2,xx,
Tbvt + hbηx +

ǫ
2hb((u1 + u2)v)x = 0 ,

(3.23)

For N ≥ 1, applying the operator PN to the equations in (4.3), multiply-

ing respectively by N2(s−1)PN ζ and N2(s−1)PNv the first and the second
equation, integrating with respect to x, adding the resulting equations and
proceeding as above we get

N2(s−1)

2

d

dt

(
|PNη|2L2 + ν1|PNηx|2L2 + (TbPNv, PNv)L2

x

)

= −N2(s−1) ǫ

2

(
PN (hb((u1 + u2)v)x), PNv

)
L2

−N2(s−1)ǫ
(
PN (u1η + vζ2)x, PNη

)

L2

−N2(s−1)([PN , ∂xhb]v, PNη)L2 −N2(s−1)([PN , hb]vx, PNη)L2

−N2(s−1)
(
[P≤N , hb]ηx −

µ

3
∂x([PN , h

3
b∂x]vt) + [PN , gb]vt, PNv

)
L2

+N2(s−1)(ν1 − ν2)
(
PN∂tζ2,xx, PNη)L2 . (3.24)
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Let us estimate the terms in the right-hand side one by one. Actually we
will proceed as in the a priori estimates on the solution except that for the
difference we do not care of loosing powers of µ−1. First, for N . 1, it is
easy to check that

N2(s−1)
∣∣∣
(
PN (hb((u1 + u2)v)x), PNv

)
L2

∣∣∣ . |hb((u1 + u2)v)x)|Hs−1 |v|Hs−1

. (|u1|Hs + |u2|Hs)|v|Hs |v|Hs−1

. µ−
1
2 (|u1|Hs + |u2|Hs)|v|Hs

µ
|v|Hs−1 .

Now for N ≫ 1 we rewrite 1
2((u1 + u2)v)x as u1vx + vu2,x. Since s > 1/2,

(2.3) leads to

N s−1|PN (hbvu2x)|L2 ≤ δN |vu2x|Hs−1 . δNµ
− 1

2 |v|Hs−1 |u2|Hs+1
µ

.

On the other hand, decomposing PN (hbu1vx) as

PN (hbu1vx) = PN (P≪N (hbu1) vx) + PN (P&N (hbu1)vx) = A′
1,N +A′

2,N ,

we first notice that (2.2) and integration by parts lead to

N2(s−1)|(A′
1,N , PNv)L2

x
| . δ2N |(∂x(hbu1)|L∞

x
|v|2Hs−1 . δ2Nµ

− 1
2 |u1|Hs+1

µ
|v|2Hs−1 .

Then rewriting A′
2,N as

A′
2,N = PN

( ∑

N1&N

PN1(hbu1)P.N1
vx

)

we observe that (2.7) leads to

N s−1|A′
2,N |L2

x
. N−1

∑

N1&N

( N
N1

)s
N1|PN1(hbu1)|Hs |P.N1

v|L∞
x

. N−1δN |(hbu1)x|Hs |v|Hs

. δNµ
−1|u1|Hs+1

µ
|v|Hs

µ
.

Gathering the above estimates we eventually get ,

ǫN2(s−1)|(PN (hb((u1+u2)v)x), PNv)L2
x
| . δ2Nµ

−1|u1|Hs+1
µ

|v|2Hs−1 , ∀N ≥ 1 .

Let us now tackle the second term in the right-hand side of (3.24). For
N . 1, (2.7) and then (2.3) lead to

N2(s−1)
∣∣∣
(
PN (u1η + vζ2)x, PNη

)
L2

∣∣∣ . |(u1η + vζ2)x|Hs−2 |η|Hs−1

. (|u1|Hs |η|Hs−1 + |ζ2|Hs |v|Hs−1)|η|Hs−1

. (|u1|Hs + |ζ2|Hs |v|Hs
µ
)(|v|2Hs−1 + |η|2Hs−1)

where we used that for s > 1/2, s+ (s− 1) = 2s− 1 > (s− 1) + 1
2 .

Now, for N ≫ 1, by using again (2.3) we get

N s−1|PN (vζ2)x|L2 . |PN (vζ2))|Hs . δN |vζ2|Hs . δN |v|Hs |ζ2|Hs

and

ǫN (s−1)|PN (u1,xη)|L2
x
. ǫ δN |u1,xη|Hs−1 . ǫ δN |u1,x|Hs |η|Hs−1

. ǫ δNµ
−1/2|u1|Hs+1

µ
|η|Hs−1 . (3.25)
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On the other hand, integrating by parts and using (2.2) and (2.6) we obtain

ǫN2(s−1)|(PN (u1ηx), PNη)L2 | = ǫN2(s−1)
∣∣∣−1

2
(P≪Nu1,xPNη, PNη)L2

+ ([PN , P≪Nu1]ηx, PNη)L2 +
(
PN (P&Nu1 ηx), PNη

)
L2

∣∣∣

. ǫ δ2N

(
|u1,x|L∞ |η|2Hs−1 + |u1|Hs+1 |η|2Hs−1

)

. ǫ δ2Nµ
− 1

2 |u1|Hs+1
µ

|η|2Hs−1 .

To control the third and fourth terms in the right-hand side of (3.24) we
make use of (2.7)-(2.8) to get

N s−1
(
|[PN , ∂xhb]v|L2

x
+ |[PN , hb]vx|L2

x

)
. βδN |v|Hs−1 . (3.26)

For the fifth term we note that (2.8) leads to

N2(s−1)
∣∣∣
(
[PN , hb]ηx, PNv

)
L2

∣∣∣ . δ2N β|bx|W |s−1|+,∞|η|Hs−1 |v|Hs−1 . (3.27)

Now, according to (3.23) and Lemma 6.2 we infer that for s > 1/2,

|vt|Hs−1
µ

.
∣∣∣∂x
(
hbη +

ǫ

2
hb(u1 + u2)v

)∣∣∣
Hs−2

+
∣∣∣∂xhbη +

ǫ

2
∂xhb(u1 + u2)v

∣∣∣
Hs−2

. |η|Hs−1 + ǫ(|u1|Hs + |u2|Hs)|v|Hs−1 . (3.28)

(2.8) and (3.28) then lead to

µN2(s−1)
∣∣∣
(
∂x([PN , h

3
b∂x]vt),PNv

)
L2

∣∣∣ = µN2(s−1)
∣∣∣
(
[PN , h

3
b∂x]vt, PNvx

)
L2

∣∣∣

. µδ2N |∂xh3b |W s+,∞|vt|Hs−1 |vx|Hs−1

. δ2Nβ|vt|Hs−1
µ

|v|Hs
µ

. δ2Nβ
(
|η|Hs−1 + ǫ(|u1|Hs + |u2|Hs)|v|Hs−1

)
|v|Hs

µ
.

(3.29)

for any s > 1/2.
It remains to estimate the contribution of [PN , gb]vt. Clearly (3.18) also
holds when substituting ut by vt. Applying (2.7) and then (3.10) we even-
tually get

βN s−1µ|[PN ,
1

2
∂x(h

2
bbx)+βb

2
x]vt|L2 . δNβµ|vt|Hs−1 . δNβ

√
µ|vt|Hs−1

µ

. δNβ
√
µ(|η|Hs−1 + ǫ(|u1|Hs + |u2|Hs)|v|Hs−1) .

Also using again (2.7) and then (3.28) we get

βN s−1
∣∣∣[PN , b]P.1vt

∣∣∣
L2

. δNβ|P.1vt|L2

. δNβ(|η|Hs−1 + ǫ(|u1|Hs + |u2|Hs)|v|Hs−1),

whereas for the second one we use (2.8) and (3.28) to get

βN s−1
∣∣∣[PN , b]P≫1vt

∣∣∣
L2

. δNβ|P≫1vt|Hs−2

. δNβ(|η|Hs−1 + ǫ(|u1|Hs + |u2|Hs)|v|Hs−1).
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Gathering all the estimates above we eventually get

N2(s−1) d

dt

(
|PNη|2L2 + ν1|PNηx|2L2 + (TbPNv, PNv)L2

x

)

. δ2Nµ
−1(1 + |u1|Hs+1

µ
+ |u2|Hs+1

µ
+ |ζ2|Hs)(|v|2Hs

µ
+ |η|2Hs−1)

+ δ2N |ν1 − ν2|2|∂tζ2,xx|2L2 . (3.30)

Therefore integrating (3.30) on (0, t) for 0 < t < T and summing in N ≥ 1
we get

Es−1
µ,ν1(η(t), v(t)) . Es−1

µ,ν1(v(0), η(0)) + T |ν1 − ν2|2|ζ2,t|2L∞
T
Hs+1

+ Tµ−1(1 + |u1|L∞
T
Hs+1

µ
+ |u2|L∞

T
Hs+1

µ
+ |ζ2|L∞

T
Hs)(|v|2L∞

T
Hs

µ
+ |η|2L∞

T
Hs−1).

(3.31)

3.2. Local well-posedness of (1.1). We will prove the local well-posedness
of (1.1) using a standard compactness method.

Proposition 3.1 (LWP and intermediate time existence for (1.1)). Let µ >
0, ε > 0, β > 0, s > 1/2 and b ∈ Cs+2+

b (R). Assume moreover that (1.6)
and Hypothesis 1 are satisfied. Then for any (ζ0, u0) ∈ Hs(R) × Hs+1

µ (R),
there exists T0 = T0(|ζ0|

H
1
2+ + |u0|

H
3
2+
µ

) verifying

T0 & (ǫ ∨ β)−1(1 + µ−1/2E
1
2
+

µ,0 (ζ0, u0)
1/2
)−1

(3.32)

such that there exists a solution (ζ, u) of the Cauchy problem (1.1) in
C([0, T0];H

s(R) × Hs+1
µ (R)). This is the unique solution to the IVP (1.1)

that belongs to L∞(]0, T0[;H
s(R)×Hs+1

µ (R)).
Moreover,

|(ζ, u)|L∞
T0

Hs×Hs+1
µ

. |(ζ0, u0)|Hs×Hs+1
µ

and for any α > 0, the solution map S : (ζ0, u0) −→ (ζ, u) is continuous
from B(0, α)Hs×Hs+1

µ
into C([0, T0(α)];H

s(R) × Hs+1
µ (R)). Finally, let T ∗

be the maximal time of existence in Hs(R)×Hs+1
µ (R) of the solution (ζ, u)

emanating from (ζ0, u0) ∈ Hs(R)×Hs+1
µ (R). Then for any 0 < T ′ < T ∗ it

holds

|ζ|2L∞
T ′H

s + µ|u|2L∞
T ′H

s+1

. exp
(
C T ′(ǫ ∨ β)

(
1 + |u|L∞

Tx
+ |ux|L∞

Tx
+ (1 + µ−1/2)|ζ|L∞

Tx

))
Es

µ(ζ0, u0)

(3.33)

for some universal constant C > 0.

Proof. • Unconditional uniqueness. Let (ζi, ui), i = 1, 2 be two solution of
the IVP (1.1) that belong to L∞(]0, T [;Hs(R) × Hs+1

µ ) for some T > 0.
Setting η = ζ1 − ζ2 and v = u1 − u2, exactly the same calculations as in
3.1.2 on the difference of two solutions to (3.1) that lead to (3.31) but with
ν1 = ν2 = 0 (note that all the computations are justified since for any N ,
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PNui and PNζi belong to C1([0, T ];H∞)) lead for 0 < T ′ < T to

|v|2L∞
T ′H

s
µ
+|η|2L∞

T ′H
s−1 . Es−1

µ,0 (v(0), η(0))

+ T ′µ−1(1 + |u1|L∞
T
Hs+1

µ
+ |u2|L∞

T
Hs+1

µ
+ |ζ2|L∞

T
Hs)

× (|v|2L∞
T ′H

s
µ
+ |η|2L∞

T ′H
s−1) (3.34)

that proves the uniqueness in this class by taking

0 < T ′ < µ(1 + |u1|L∞
T
Hs+1

µ
+ |u2|L∞

T
Hs+1

µ
+ |ζ2|L∞

T
Hs)−1

and repeating the argument a finite number of times.
• Existence. Let (ζ0, u0) ∈ Hs(R)×Hs+1

µ (R). We regularize the initial data
by setting ζ0,n = Snζ and u0,n = Snu0 where Sn is the Fourier multiplier by
χ[−n,n]. It is straightforward to check that for n ≥ 1, (ζ0,n, u0,n) ∈ (H∞(R))2

with

|u0,n|Hs+r ≤ nr|u0|Hs and |ζ0,n|Hs+r ≤ nr|ζ0|Hs for any r ≥ 0 . (3.35)

Setting ν = νn = n−5, we thus obtain that for any s > 0 and any r ≥ 0

Es+r
µ,νn(ζ0,n, u0,n) = |ζ0,n|2Hs+r+n

−5|∂xζ0,n|2Hs+r+|u0,n|2Hs+r+1
µ

. n2rEs
µ,0(ζ0, u0)

In particular setting, for s > 1/2,

Ts ∼ µ
(
1 + |u0|Hs+1

µ
+ |ζ0|Hs

)−1
≤ T0 , (3.36)

we deduce from Subsection 3.1 and (3.21), that we can construct a sequence
(ζn, un)n≥1 ⊂ C1([0, Ts]; (H

∞(R))2) such that for any n ≥ 1, (ζn, un) satis-
fies (3.1) with ν = νn = n−5. Moreover, from (3.22) and (3.35) we infer that
for s > 1/2 and r ≥ 0

sup
t∈[0,T0]

Es+r
µ,νn(ζn, un)(t) ≤ 2Es+r

µ,νn(ζ0,n, u0,n)

. n2rEs
µ,0(ζ0, u0) . (3.37)

On the other hand from the first equation in (3.1) and (2.4) we obtain that
on [0, T0],

|∂tζn|Hs+2 ≤ |(1 − νn∂
2
x)

−1
(
(hbun)x + ǫ(ζnun)x

)
|Hs+2

≤ |un,x|Hs+2 + |(unζn)x|Hs+2

. |un|Hs+3(1 + |ζn|L∞) + |ζn|Hs+3 |un|L∞

.
√

1 + Es
0(un, ζn)

√
Es+3

0 (un, ζn) . n3(1 + Es
µ,0(u0, ζ0)) .

(3.38)

For n1 ≥ n2 applying (3.31) with (ζi, ui) = (ζni
, uni

), i = 1, 2, using (3.37)-
(3.38) and that | 1

n5
1
− 1

n5
2
| ≤ 1

n5
2
we thus obtain

‖ζn1 − ζn2‖2L∞
Ts

Hs−1 + ‖un1 − un2‖2L∞
Ts

Hs . Es−1
µ,0 (ζ0,n1 − ζ0,n2 , u0,n1 − u0,n2)

+
1

n42
(3.39)

where

Ts ∼ µ
(
1 + |u0|Hs+1

µ
+ |ζ0|Hs

)−1
≤ T0 .
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This forces ((ζn, un))n≥1 to be a Cauchy sequence in C([0, Ts];H
s−1 ×Hs).

Since according to (3.22), ((ζn, un))n≥1 is bounded in C([0, T0];H
s×Hs+1

µ ),

it follows that there exists (ζ, u) ∈ L∞([0, Ts];H
s ×Hs+1

µ ) such that

(ζn, un) −→
n→+∞

(ζ, u) in C([0, Ts];H
s′ ×Hs′+1

µ ), ∀0 < s′ < s .(3.40)

that is a solution of the IVP (1.1).
• Continuity in the strong norm To prove the continuity of (ζ, u) in Hs ×
Hs+1

µ we use Bona-Smith arguments to check that the sequence ((ζn, un))n≥1

is actually a Cauchy sequence in C([0, Ts];H
s × Hs+1

µ ). Let n1 ≥ n2 ≥ 1

and set (η, v) = ζn1 − ζn2 , un1 − un2), νi = νni
= n−5

i . By the definition of
(ζn, un) for any 0 < r < s

Es−r
µ,νn2

(η(0), v(0)) ≤ n−2r
2 Es

µ,0(η(0), v(0)) (3.41)

Therefore, (3.39) together with (3.37) and (3.36) ensure that

‖η‖2L∞
Ts

Hs−1 + ‖v|2L∞
Ts

Hs .
1

n22
Es

0(η(0), v(0)) +
1

n42
≤
( 1

n2
γ(n2)

)2
. (3.42)

with γ(n) → 0 as n→ +∞. On the other hand, (3.37) ensures that for any
r > 0,

sup
t∈[0,T 1

2+
]
Es+r

µ,νni
(ζni

(t), uni
(t)) . n2ri E

s
µ,0(ζ0, u0) . (3.43)

Now observing that (η, v) satisfies (3.23) with (ζi, ui) = (ζni
, uni

) and
proceeding as for the obtention of (3.30) we eventually get

N2s d

dt
E0

µ,νn1
(PNη, PNv) . δ2Nµ

−1(1 + |u1|Hs+1
µ

+ |u2|Hs+1
µ

)(|v|2
Hs+1

µ
+ |η|2Hs)

+ δNN
s|PNη|L2

(
|v|Hs |ζn2 |Hs+1 + |v|Hs+1 |ζn2 |Hs

+n−5
2 |∂tζn2,xx|Hs

)
(3.44)

But in view of (3.37) and (3.42)

‖ζn2‖L∞
Ts

Hs+1‖v‖L∞
Ts

Hs . n2
1

n2
γ(n2) −→

n2→+∞
0

and (3.38) yields

1

n52
|∂tζn2 |L∞

Ts
Hs+2 .

1

n22
(1 + Es

µ,0(u0, ζ0)) .

Integrating in time and summing in N , it thus follows that

|η|2L∞
Ts

Hs + νn1 |η|2L∞
Ts

Hs+1 + |v|2
L∞
Ts

Hs+1
µ

≤ Es
µ,νn1

(η(0), v(0)) + Tsγ̃(n2)

+ Ts µ
−1(1 + |un1 |L∞

Ts
Hs+1

µ
+ |un2 |L∞

Ts
Hs+1

µ
+ |ζn2 |L∞

Ts
Hs)

× (|η|2L∞
Ts

Hs + |v|2
L∞
Ts

Hs+1
µ

) (3.45)

that proves that ((ζn, un))n≥1 is indeed a Cauchy sequence in C([0, Ts];H
s×

Hs+1
µ ) and thus (ζ, u) ∈ C([0, Ts];H

s ×Hs+1
µ ). Observe also that

Es
µ,νn1

(ζ0,n1 − ζ0,n2 , u0,n1 − u0,n2) −→
n1→+∞

Es
µ,0(ζ0 − ζ0,n2 , u0 − u0,n2)

= Es
µ,0((1−Sn2)ζ0, (1−Sn2)u0),
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and thus letting n1 → +∞ in (3.45) we get

sup
t∈[0,Ts]

Es
µ,0(ζ − ζn, u− un)(t) . Es

µ,0((1− Sn)ζ0, (1 − Sn)u0) + γ̃(n) .

(3.46)

•Continuity of the flow-map. Let now ((ζk0 , u
k
0))k≥1 ⊂ Hs(R)×Hs+1

µ (R) be

such that (ζk0 , u
k
0) → (ζ0, u0) inH

s(R)×Hs+1(R). We want to prove that the
emanating solution (ζk, uk) to (1.1) tends to (ζ, u) in C([0, Ts];H

s ×Hs+1
µ ).

We set ζk0,n = Snζ
k
0 and uk0,n = Snu

k
0 and we call (ζkn, u

k
n) ∈ C([0, Ts];H

s ×
Hs+1

µ ) the associated solution to (3.1) with ν = νn = n−5. By the triangle
inequality, for k large enough, it holds

sup
t∈[0,Ts]

Es
µ,0(ζ − ζk, u− uk)(t) ≤ sup

t∈[0,Ts]
Es

µ,0(ζ − ζn, u− un)(t)

+ sup
t∈[0,Ts]

Es
µ,0(ζn − ζkn, un − ukn)(t)

+ sup
t∈[0,Ts]

Es
µ,0(ζ

k
n − ζk, ukn − uk)(t) .

Using the estimate (3.46) on the solution to (3.1) we infer that

sup
t∈[0,Ts]

Es
µ,0(ζ − ζn, u− un)(t) + sup

t∈[0,Ts]
Es

µ,0(ζ
k − ζkn, u

k − ukn)(t)
)

. Es
µ,0((1− Sn)ζ0, (1 − Sn)u0)

+ Es
µ,0((1 − Sn)ζ

k
0 , (1− Sn)u

k
0) + γ(n)

(3.47)

and thus

lim
n→∞

sup
k∈N

(
sup

t∈[0,Ts]
Es

µ,0(ζ−ζn, u−un)(t)+ sup
t∈[0,Ts]

Es
µ,0(ζ

k−ζkn, uk−ukn)(t)
)
= 0 .

(3.48)
Therefore, it remains to prove that for any fixed n ∈ N,

lim
k→+∞

sup
t∈[0,Ts]

Es
µ,0(ζn − ζkn, un − ukn)(t) = 0 (3.49)

For this we first notice that (3.31) with ν1 = ν2 ensures that

sup
t∈]0,Ts[

Es−1
µ,0 (ζn − ζkn, un − ukn)(t) . Es−1

µ,0 (ζ0,n − ζk0,n, u0,n − uk0,n)

. Es−1
µ,0 (ζ0 − ζk0 , u0 − uk0) . (3.50)

and that (3.43) leads for r ≥ 0 to

sup
t∈[0,T 1

2+
]
Es+r

µ,0 (ζkn(t), u
k
n(t)) . n2rEs

µ,0(ζ
k
0,n, u

k
0,n) . n2r(Es

µ,0(ζ0, u0) + 1) .

(3.51)
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Now, setting (η, v) = (ζn− ζkn, un−ukn), observing that (η, v) satisfies (3.23)
with (ζ1, u1) = (ζn, un), (ζ2, u2) = (ζkn, u

k
n) and ν1 = ν2 = n−5 and proceed-

ing as in (3.44) we get

N2s d

dt
E0

µ,νn(PNη, PNv) . δ2Nµ
−1(1 + |un|Hs+1

µ
+ |ukn|Hs+1

µ
)(|v|2

Hs+1
µ

+ |η|2Hs)

+ δNN
s|PNη|L2

(
|v|Hs |ζkn|Hs+1 + |v|Hs+1 |ζkn|Hs

)
.

(3.52)

But (3.50)-(3.51) ensure that

|v|Hs |ζkn|Hs+1 . nµ−
1
2

[
(Es

µ,0(ζ0, u0) + 1)Es−1
µ,0 (ζ0 − ζk0 , u0 − uk0)

]1/2
.

Therefore integrating in time and summing in N ≥ 1, it follows that

‖η‖2L∞
Ts

Hs+‖v‖2
L∞
Ts

Hs+1
µ

. Es
0(η(0), v(0)) + Tsµ

−1n2(Es
0(ζ0, u0) + 1)

× Es−1
0 (ζ0 − ζk0 , u0 − uk0) + Tsµ

−1(1 + ‖un‖L∞
Ts

Hs+1

+ ‖ukn‖L∞
Ts

Hs+1 + ‖ζkn‖L∞
Ts

Hs)(‖η‖2L∞
T

Hs + ‖v‖2
L∞
T
Hs+1

µ
),

(3.53)

which ensures that

‖η‖2L∞
Ts

Hs + ‖v‖2
L∞
Ts

Hs+1
µ

. Es
0(η(0), v(0)) + Ts µ

−1n2(Es
0(ζ0, u0) + 1)

× Es−1
0 (ζ0 − ζk0 , u0 − uk0),

and proves (3.49). Combining (3.48) and (3.49), we thus obtain the continu-
ity of the flow map in C([0, Ts];H

s ×Hs+1
µ ). Hence the IVP (1.1) is locally

well-posed in Hs(R) × Hs+1
µ (R) with a minimal time of existence Ts that

satisfies (3.36). Estimates (3.21)-(3.22) then force

Ts & (ǫ ∨ β)−1(1 + µ−1/2E
1
2
+

µ,0 (ζ0, u0)
1/2
)−1

.

Finally, let (ζ0, u0) ∈ Hs ×Hs+1
µ and T ∗

s be the maximal time of existence

in Hs × Hs+1
µ of the emanating solution (ζ, u). Then proceeding exactly

as in the obtention of (3.20) in the preceding subsection we get for any
0 < t0 < t0 +∆t < T ′ < T ∗

s ,

‖ζ‖2L∞(]t0,t0+∆t[;Hs) + ‖u‖2
L∞(]t0,t0+∆t[;Hs+1

µ )
. Es

µ(ζ(t0), u(t0))

+ ∆t (ǫ ∨ β)
(
1 + ‖u‖L∞

T ′x
+ ‖ux‖L∞

T ′x
+ (1 + µ−1/2)‖ζ‖L∞

T ′x

)

× (‖ζ‖2L∞(]t0,t0+∆t[;Hs) + ‖u‖2
L∞(]t0,t0+∆t[;Hs+1

µ )
) (3.54)

Therefore, for ∆t ∼ (ǫ∨β)−1
(
1+‖u‖L∞

Tx
+‖ux‖L∞

Tx
+(1+µ−1/2)‖ζ‖L∞

Tx

)−1
,

it holds

‖ζ‖2L∞(]t0,t0+∆t[;Hs) + ‖u‖2L∞(]t0,t0+∆t[;Hs+1) . Es
µ,0(ζ(t0), u(t0))

This proves (3.33) by dividing [0, T ′] in small intervals of length

∆t ∼ min
[
T ′, (ǫ ∨ β)−1

(
1 + ‖u‖L∞

T ′x
+ ‖ux‖L∞

T ′x
+ (1 + µ−1/2)‖ζ‖L∞

T ′x

)−1]
.

�
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4. A priori estimates and global existence of strong solutions

to (1.4)

In this section, we establish the global existence for any fixed µ, ǫ and
β ≥ 0 of (1.4) always under hypothesis ε = O(µ) and β = O(µ). This leads
to the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Recall that ζ and u are solution of system (1.4)
{
ζt + (hu)x = 0,
ut + ζx + εuux − µ

3utxx = 0.

This system is simpler than (1.1) and thus proceeding in the same way as in
the preceding section it is clear that we can get a LWP result. Before stating
this result, we would like to make some remarks. First note that this time
Hypothesis 1 is not needed on β since 1 + µT [hb] is replaced by (1 − µ∂2x)
that does not depend on β and has an algebraic inverse that is continuous
from Hs(R) to Hs+1

µ (R). Second, we do not need to multiply (1.4)2 by h or
hb here since we do not attempt to get a long time existence result (our goal
is to prove a global existence result by deriving suitable a priori bounds thus
a local existence result is sufficient). Therefore looking at the Bona-Smith
approximation system associated with (1.4) and using the trivial estimates

N2sβ|(PN (bu)x, PN ζ)| . βδ2N |bu|Hs+1 |ζ|Hs . C(|b|Hs+1)β µ−1/2|u|Hs+1
µ

|ζ|Hs

and
N2s|(PN ζx, PNu)| . δ2N µ

−1/2|u|Hs+1
µ

|ζ|Hs

we can get the following a priori estimate

sup
t∈(0,T )

Es
µ,ν(ζ(t), u(t)) . Es

µ,ν(ζ0, u0)+

+ T
[
µ−1/2 + (ǫ ∨ β)

(
1 + |u|L∞

Tx
+ |ux|L∞

Tx
+ (1 + µ−1/2)|ζ|L∞

Tx

)]

× sup
t∈(0,T )

Es
µ,ν(ζ(t), u(t)) (4.1)

for any 0 < T < T∞
s,µ,ν , where T

∞
s,µ,ν denotes the maximal time of existence

solution (ζ, u) to the Bona-Smith approximation of (1.4) in (Hs+1(R))2.
This estimate combining with a similar estimate on the difference of two
solutions in Hs−1(R)×Hs

µ(R) and the same types of consideration as in the
preceding section lead to the following LWP result for (1.4).

Proposition 4.1 (LWP for (1.4)). Let µ > 0, ε > 0, β > 0, s > 1/2
and b ∈ Hs+1(R). Then for any (ζ0, u0) ∈ Hs(R) × Hs+1

µ (R), there exists
T0 = T0(|ζ0|

H
1
2+ + |u0|

H
3
2+
µ

) verifying

T0 & [µ−1/2 + (ǫ ∨ β)
(
1 + µ−1/2(|ζ0|

H
1
2+ + |u0|

H
3
2+
µ

)
)]−1

such that there exists a solution (ζ, u) of the Cauchy problem (1.4) in
C([0, T0];H

s(R)×Hs+1
µ (R)) that verifies estimate (4.1). This is the unique

solution to the IVP (1.4) that belongs to L∞(]0, T0[;H
s(R)×Hs+1

µ (R)) .

To obtain the uniform estimates, we proceed as in [18] by constructing a
convex positive entropy for the associated hyperbolic system. To do so, we
transform slightly the system (1.4) by multiplying the first equation (1.4)1by
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ǫ and rewriting the system in terms of (h, u) as new unknown. Unfortunately
this operation will harmlessly influence the uniformity of the estimation on
u, with respect of ǫ. However, the obtained estimation is enough to deduce
the globalism of our solution.

System (1.4) becomes:

{
ht + (ǫhu)x = 0,

ut + (1εh+ ε
2u

2)x − µ
3utxx +

β
ε bx = 0.

(4.2)

The hyperbolic part of the system is given by
{
ht + (ǫhu)x = 0,
ut + (1εh+ ε

2u
2)x = 0.

(4.3)

Let us we recall the notion of entropy for a hyperbolic system. Consider the
system

Vt + f(V )x = 0, (4.4)

where V = V (t, x) ∈ R
n, f : Rn −→ R

n a smooth function. We say that a
pair of functions η, q : Rn → R is an entropy-entropy flux pair if all smooth
solutions of (4.4) satisfy the additional conservation law

η(V )t + q(V )x = 0, (4.5)

which can also be written

∇ηVt +∇qVx = 0.

On the other hand, multiplying (4.4) by ∇η, we obtain

∇ηVt +∇η∇fVx = 0.

This ensures that the compatibility condition

∇η∇f = ∇q, (4.6)

forces any smooth solutions of (4.4) to satisfy the additional conservation
law (4.5). We recall h = 1 + εζ − βb, and defining σ(h) = h ln h, σL(h) =
σ(1) + σ′(1)(h − 1) = h− 1 and σ0 : R+ → R by

σ0(x) =

{
σ(x)− σL(x) = x lnx− x+ 1 if x > 0

1 if x = 0
.

Note that σ0 is a convex function on [0,+∞[ and enjoys the following prop-
erty.

Lemma 4.1. Let s > 1/2. The functional

ζ 7→
∫

R

σ0(1 + εζ − βb)dx

is well defined and continuous from the set

Θ := {ζ ∈ Hs(R), 1 + εζ − βb ≥ 0 on R} .
of Hs(R) into R. Moreover, there exists C > 0 such that for all ζ ∈ Θ,

0 ≤
∫

R

σ0(1 + εζ − βb)dx ≤ C

∫

R

(ε2ζ2 + β2b2)dx . (4.7)
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Proof. First it is easy to check that σ0 ≥ 0 on R+. Moreover, as σ0(1+x) ∼
x lnx at +∞ and σ0(1 + x) ∼ x2 near the origin, there exists M > 1 and
cM1 , c

M
2 > 0 such that

(cM1 )−1x2 ≥ σ0(1 + x) ≥ cM1 x
2 for −1 ≤ x < M

and (cM2 )−1x2 ≥ σ0(1 + x) ≥ cM2 x lnx ≥ x for x ≥M . (4.8)

This clearly leads to (4.7) and proves that ζ 7→
∫
R
σ0(1 + ζ − βb)dx is well

defined for ζ ∈ L2(R) when b ∈ L2(R). Now, since Hs(R) →֒ C(R) for
s > 1/2, the continuity of ζ 7→

∫
R
σ0(1 + εζ − βb)dx from Θ into R, as soon

as b ∈ Hs(R), follows from (4.1) together with the Lebesgue convergence
theorem. �

We introduce the Orlicz class associated to the function σ0(1 + · − βb)

Λσ0 :=

{
ζ measurable /εζ ≥ −1 + βb and

∫

R

σ0(1 + εζ(x)− βb) dx < +∞
}
,

(4.9)

with the notation |ζ|Λσ0
:=

∫

R

σ0(1 + εζ(x)− βb(x)) dx.

Now, we shall establish a uniform crucial entropic estimate for our solution.

Proposition 4.2. Let (ζ0, u0) ∈ Hs × Hs+1
µ , b ∈ Hs+1 for s > 1/2, and

such that 1+ εζ0−βb > 0. Then, the solution (ζ, u) ∈ C([0, T0];H
s×Hs+1)

to (1.4), constructed in Proposition 4.1, satisfies 1+εζ−βb > 0 in [0, T0]×R

with ζ ∈ L∞(]0, T0[; Λσ0) and the following inequality holds true:

1
2 |u(t)|2H1

µ
+ 1

ε2

∫ +∞
−∞ σ0(1 + εζ(t, x)− βb(x))dx ≤(

|u0|2H1
µ
+ 1

ε2

∫ +∞
−∞ σ0(1 + εζ0(x)− βb(x))dx + ( β

2ε )
2|bx|2L2

)
et,

∀t ∈ [0, T0].

(4.10)

Proof. We first assume that (ζ0, u0) ∈ (H∞(R))×H∞(R).
According to Proposition 4.1, (1.4) has got a unique solution (ζ, u) ∈

C([0, T0];H
∞ × H∞) emanating from (ζ0, u0), where T0 only depends on

|ζ0|
H

1
2+ + |u0|

H
3
2+.

We return now to the system (4.2)

{
ht + (ǫuh)x = 0,

ut + (1εh+ εu2/2)x = µ
3uxxt −

β
ε bx,

(4.11)

with initial data h(0, x) = h0(x) = 1 + εζ0(x) − βb(x) and u(0, x) = u0(x).
The associated hyperbolic system becomes

{
ht + (εuh)x = 0,
ut + (1εh+ εu2/2)x = 0.

As in (4.4), let f : R2 −→ R
2 be defined by

f(h, u) = (εhu,
1

ε
h+ εu2/2).
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Let η(·, ·) and q(·, ·) be a pair of functions satisfying the compatibility con-
dition (4.6). Then, setting V = (h, u)T , the solution of (4.11) satisfies

η(h, u)t + q(h, u)x = ∇η(V )Vt +∇q(V )Vx

= ∇η
(
Vt + (f(V ))x

)

= ∇η(V )
(
0,
µ

3
uxxt −

β

ε
bx

)T

=
∂η

∂u
(
µ

3
uxxt −

β

ε
bx). (4.12)

Let η be the function of the form

η(h, u) = u2/2 +
1

ε2
α(h),

for some function α. Thus, (4.12) becomes

η(h, u)t + q(h, u)x = µ
3uxxtu− β

ε bxu.

= −µ
3 (u

2
x/2)t +

µ
3 (uuxt)x −

β
ε bxu.

(4.13)

In order to get an a priori estimate on solutions to (4.11), we have to choose
α to be a convex function and η to be a convex and positive function. Since
u 7→ u2/2 is convex and positive, it actually suffices to ask α to be also
convex and positive. At this stage, it is worth noticing that Lemma 6.3 in
the Appendix ensures that inf [0,T0]×R 1 + εζ − βb > 0.

We set α(h) = σ(h) = h lnh that is a convex function on ]0,+∞[. It
is straightforward to check that with this α, η satisfies the compatibility
condition (4.6) with the entropy flux given by

q(h, u) =
1

ε
α(h)u +

1

ε
hu+ εu3/3 .

Thus we have found an entropy which is convex but not positive. To obtain
a positive convex entropy η, it suffices to substract from α its linear part at
1 that leads to

α̃(h) = α(h) − α′(1)(h − 1) = h lnh− h+ 1 = σ0(h) ,

so that the entropy function becomes

η̃(h, u) = u2/2 +
1

ε2
σ0(h) . (4.14)

Note that, in order for (4.6) to hold, the entropy flux function q has to be
modified consequently and becomes

q̃(h, u) = q(h, u) − q(1, 0) − (
1

ε2
α′(1), 0)[f(h, u) − f(1, 0)] ,

=
1

ε
α(h)u + ε

u3

3
,

where we choose the constant so that q̃(1, 0) = 0. Now, by omitting the
tilde, the new η and q satisfy the equation (4.13) which will be the starting
point of our calculations. As in [18], we consider the space time square

R =
{
(s, x) ∈ R

2/ 0 ≤ s ≤ t, −N ≤ x ≤ N
}
, for N > 0.



24 LUC MOLINET AND RAAFAT TALHOUK

Then integrating equation (4.13) over R and using the divergence theorem,
we get

∫ N

−N
(η(h, u)(t, x) − η(w, u)(0, x))dx +

∫ t

0
(q(h, u)(s,N) − q(h, u)(s,−N))ds

= −β
ε

∫ t

0

∫ N

−N
bx(x)u(s, x)dx ds −

µ

3

∫ N

−N
(u2x/2(t, x) − u2x/2(0, x))dx

+
µ

3

∫ t

0
(uuxt(s,N)− uuxt(s,−N))ds.

The regularity on ζ, u, b and the fact that,by lemma (4.1), σ0(h(t)) ∈
L1(R) for any t ∈ [0, T0] we Letting N go to +∞ in the above equality, we
can thus use the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem to get

∫ +∞

−∞
η(h, u)(t, x)dx +

µ

3

∫ +∞

−∞

u2x
2
(t, x)dx

=

∫ +∞

−∞
η(h, u)(0, x) +

µ

3

∫ +∞

−∞

u2x
2
(0, x)dx − β

ǫ

∫ t

0

∫

R

bx(x)u(s, x)dxds.

(4.15)

Equality (4.15) leads to

|u(t)|2L2 +
µ

3
|ux(t)|2L2 +

2

ε2

∫ +∞

−∞
σ0(h(t, x))dx

≤ |u0|2L2 +
µ

3
|u0x|2L2 +

2

ε2

∫ +∞

−∞
σ0(h0(x))dx

+(
β

ε
)2|bx|2L2 t+

∫ t

0
|u(s)|2L2ds

(4.16)

This implies that y(t) = |u(t)|2L2 verifies the following differential inequality
:

y(t) ≤ φ(t) +

∫ t

0
y(s)ds,

where φ is define by :

φ(t) = |u0|2L2 +
µ
3 |u0x|2L2 +

2
ε2

∫ +∞
−∞ σ0(h0(x))dx+ (βε )

2|bx|2L2 t

= Z0 + (βε )
2|bx|2L2 t

Now using Gronwall’s lemma we get :

∫ t

0
y(s)ds ≤ y(0)(et − 1) + Z0(e

t − t− 1) + (
β

ε
)2|bx|2L2(e

t − t2

2
− t− 1).
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Replace this bound in (4.16) and a simple majorations we obtain :

|u(t)|2L2 +
µ

3
|ux(t)|2L2 +

2

ε2

∫ +∞

−∞
σ0(h(t, x))dx

≤
(
2Z0 + (

β

ε
)2|bx|2L2

)
et.

(4.17)

This proves (4.10) for (ζ0, u0) ∈ H∞(R)×H∞(R). The result for (ζ0, u0) ∈
(Hs(R)×Hs+1(R)) follows by using the continuity of the flow-map together
with Lemma 4.1. �

Next, we state the global well-posedness result.

Proposition 4.3. Let (ζ0, u0) ∈ Hs(R) × Hs+1(R) and b ∈ Hs+1, s >
1/2, such that 1 + εζ0 − βb > 0 . Then the unique solution (ζ, u) to (1.4)
constructed in Proposition 3.1 can be extended for all positive times and
thus belongs to C(R+;H

s × Hs+1). Moreover, for any T > 0 there exists
a constants CT,s > 0 only depending on |ζ0|Hs , |u0|Hs+1 , |b|Hs+1 and the
parameters µ, ε and β such that

|ζ|L∞(]0,T [;Hs) + |u|L∞(]0,T [;Hs+1) ≤ CT,s (4.18)

and the flow-map S : (ζ0, u0) −→ (ζ, u) is continuous from Hs ×Hs+1 into
C([0, T ];Hs(R)×Hs+1(R)).

Proof. According to (4.1) and the local well-posedness result, it suffices
to proves that for any T > 0 there exists cT > 0 only depending on T ,
|ζ0|Hs , |u0|Hs+1 , |b|Hs+1 and the parameters µ, ε and β , such that if the
solution (ζ, u) to (1.4) belongs to C([0, T [;Hs ×Hs+1) then

|ζ|L∞(]0,T [×R) + |ux|L∞(]0,T [×R) ≤ cT . (4.19)

We mainly follow the proof of Theorem 1.2 in [2]. Let N be a positive odd
integer, we start by deriving an estimate on supt∈[0,T [ |ζ(t)|LN . For this we

multiply the first equation of (1.4) by ζN and integrate with respect to x,
to get

1

N + 1

d

dt

∫

R

ζN+1 = −
∫

R

ζN ((1− βb)u)x − ε
N

N + 1

∫

R

ζN+1ux.

Therefore integrating the above identity on (0, t), using that N + 1 is an
even integer, we get

1

N + 1
|ζ(t)|N+1

LN+1 =
1

N + 1
|ζ0|N+1

LN+1−
∫ t

0

∫

R

ζN ((1−βb)u)x−ε
N

N + 1

∫ t

0

∫

R

ζN+1ux.

(4.20)
Now, we make use of the fact that for any f ∈ L2(R) it holds (1− µ

3∂
2
x)

−1f =

1
2

√
3
µe

−
√

3
µ
|·| ∗ f = Kµ ∗ f and ∂2x(1 − µ

3∂
2
x)

−1f = − 3
µf + 3

µ(1 − µ
3∂

2
x)

−1f .
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Differentiating the second equation of (1.4) with respect to x we thus obtain

utx =
3

µ
ζ − 3

µ

∫

R

Kµ(· − z)(ζ − β

ε
b)(z) dz +

3ε

µ

u2

2
− 3ε

2µ

∫

R

Kµ(· − z)u2(z)dz

−3β

µε

∫

R

Kµ(· − z)b(z) dz

=
3

µ
ζ + f1 + f2 + f3 + f4 . (4.21)

We would like to estimate the L∞ and the L2-norms of the fi. The terms
with u in the above right-hand side can be easily estimate in the following
way

∣∣∣f2 + f3

∣∣∣
L∞

≤ 3

µ
|u|2L∞

(
1

2
+

1

2
|Kµ(·)|L1

)
≤ 3

µ
|u|2H1

and
∣∣∣f2 + f3

∣∣∣
L2

≤ 3
2µ |u|2L4 +

3
2µ |Kµ(·) ∗ u2|L2 ≤ 3

2µ

(
|u|2L4 + |Kµ|L1 |u2|L2

)

. 3
µ |u|2L4 . 3

µ |u|2H1 .

We have used that |Kµ|L1 = 1. To estimate f1 we will make use of (4.8).
Denoting by A(t) the measurable set of R defined by

A(t) = {z ∈ R , / εζ(t, z) − βb(z) ≥M} ,
with M > 1 satisfying (4.8), Young’s convolution estimates, (4.8) and the

fact that |Kµ|L∞ = 1
2

√
3
µ lead to

|Kµ ∗ (ζ − β

ε
b)|L∞ ≤

∣∣∣Kµ ∗ ((ζ − β

ε
b)χA∁)

∣∣∣
L∞

+
∣∣∣Kµ ∗ ((ζ − β

ε
b)χA)

∣∣∣
L∞

≤ |Kµ|L1 |(ζ − β

ε
b)χA∁ |L∞ + |Kµ|L∞ |(ζ − β

ε
b)χA|L1

≤ 1

ε
M +

1

2ε

√
3

µ
|ζ|Λσ0

and therefore

|f1|L∞ .
1

εµ
M +

1

εµ
√
µ
|ζ|Λσ0

.

In the same way, since |Kµ|L2 = 1
2(

3
µ)

1
4 ,

|Kµ ∗ (ζ − β

ε
b)|L2 ≤ |Kµ|L1 |(ζ − β

ε b)χA∁ |L2 + |Kµ|L2 |(ζ − β
ε b)χA|L1

≤ 1
CM

1 ε
|ζ|Λσ0

+ 1
2ε(

3
µ)

1
4 |ζ|Λσ0

. 1
ε
√
µ |ζ|Λσ0

(4.22)

and therefore

|f1|L2 .
1

εµ
√
µ
|ζ|Λσ0

.

The last term in (4.21) is estimate by, |Kµ ∗ b)|L∞ ≤ |b|L∞ and |Kµ ∗ b)|L2 ≤
|b|L2 And then

|f4|L∞ + |f4|L2 ≤ 3β

εµ

(
|b|L∞ + |b|L2

)
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Integrating (4.21) on [0, t] we get

ux(t) = u0,x +
3

µ

∫ t

0
ζ(s) ds+ F (4.23)

where, according to the above estimates and Proposition 4.2,

|F (t)|L∞ + |F (t)|L2 . t
(

1
εµ + β

εµ |b|H1

)
+

(et − 1)
(

1
µ2 |u0|2H1 +

1

µ
√
µ
|ζ0|Λσ0

+ (
β

2ε
√
µ
)2|bx|2L2

)
,

≤ C(µ, ε, β)(et − 1)
(
1 + |u0|2H1+

|ζ0|Λσ0
+ |b|2H1

)
,

∀t ∈ [0, T [ .

Making use of Holder’s inequality, this enables to bound the second term of
the right-hand side member to (4.20) in the following way :

∣∣∣−
∫ t

0

∫

R

ζN(s)((1 − βb)u)x(s) ds
∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣−
∫ t

0

∫

R

ζN (s)(1− βb)ux(s) ds

−
∫ t

0

∫

R

ζN(s)(1 − βb)xu(s) ds
∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣−
∫

R

∫ t

0
ζN (s)(1 − βb)(u0,x + F )−

∫ t

0

∫

R

ζN (s)(1− βb)

∫ s

0
ζ(τ) dτ ds

−
∫ t

0

∫

R

ζN(s)(1 − βb)xu(s) ds
∣∣∣

≤ (1 + β|b|W 1,∞)
(
|u0,x|LN+1 + |F |LN+1 + |u|LN+1

) ∫ t

0
|ζ|NLN+1(s) ds

+ (1 + β|b|L∞)

∫

R

∫ t

0
|ζ(s)|N ds

∫ t

0
|ζ(s)| ds

. (1 + β|b|W 1,∞)
(
|u0,x|LN+1 + |F |L2 + |F |L∞ + |u|LN+1

) ∫ t

0
(1 + |ζ(s)|N+1

LN+1) ds

+ t(1 + β|b|L∞)

∫ t

0

∫

R

|ζ(s)|N+1 ds

≤ C(µ, ε, β)(et − 1)(1 + |b|W 1,∞)
(
1 + |b|2H1 + |u0|2

H
3
2+

+ |ζ0|Λσ0

)

×
(
1 +

∫ t

0
|ζ|N+1

LN+1(s) ds
)

(4.24)

where in the penultimate step we perform Holder’s inequalities in time.
Finally, since 3

µζ ≥ − 3
εµ(1− βb) on [0, t], (4.23) leads to

ux(t) ≥ u0,x −
3

εµ
(1− βb)t+ F .
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Since N + 1 is even, this enables to control the last term of the right-hand
side member to (4.20) in the following way :

− N

N + 1

∫ t

0

∫

R

ζN+1ux ≤
(
t+ |u0,x|L∞ + |F |L∞(]0,t[×R)

)∫ t

0

∫

R

ζN+1

≤ C(µ, ε, β) et
(
1 + |u0|2

H
3
2+

+ |ζ0|Λσ0
+ |b|2H1

)

×
∫ t

0
|ζ|N+1

LN+1 . (4.25)

Gathering (4.20) and (4.24)-(4.25), we infer that γ(t) = (
∫ t
0 |ζ(s)|

N+1
LN+1ds)

1
N+1

satisfies the following differential inequality on ]0, T [

d
dtγ

N+1(t) . |ζ0|N+1
LN+1 + et(N + 1)(1 + |b|W 1,∞)

(
1 + |u0|2

H
3
2+

+ |ζ0|Λσ0
+ |b|2H1

)

×
(
1 + γN+1(t)

)
.

(4.26)
Making use of Sobolev inequalities and (4.7), Gronwall’s inequality en-

sures that there exists C̃T > 0 only depending on T , |u0|
H

3
2+ , |ζ0|H 1

2+ and

|b|W 1,∞∩H1 such that for all t ∈ [0, T ],

γN+1(t) . exp
(
(N + 1)C̃T

)
(1 + |ζ0|N+1

LN+1) .

Then re-injecting this estimate in (4.26) we obtain

sup
t∈[0,T [

|ζ(t)|N+1
LN+1 .

˜̃CT (N + 1) exp
(
(N + 1)C̃T

)
(1 + |ζ0|N+1

LN+1)

which leads to

sup
t∈[0,T [

|ζ(t)|LN+1 ≤ CT ,

where CT and ˜̃CT > 0 only depend on T , |u0|
H

3
2+ , |ζ0|H 1

2+ and |b|W 1,∞∩H1 .

Letting N → +∞ this proves the estimate on the first term in (4.19). Fi-
nally, the estimate on the second term in (4.19) follows directly from the
first one together with (4.23).

The continuity of the flow-map follows directly from Proposition 3.1. �

Finally we can state the following theorem as a consequence of the previ-
ous results together with Lemma 6.3 in the appendix.

Theorem 4.1. Let s > 1/2 and b ∈ Hs+1. For (ζ0, u0) ∈ Hs × Hs+1
µ

such that 1 + εζ0 − βb > 0, the Boussinesq system (1.4) has a solution
(ζ, u) in C(R+,H

s × Hs+1
µ ) ∩ C1(R+,H

s−1 × Hs
µ). This solution satisfies

1 + εζ(t) − βb > 0, for any t ≥ 0, and is the unique solution of (1.4) that
belongs to L∞

loc(R+;H
s ×Hs+1

µ ).
For any T > 0, the flow-map S : (ζ0, u0) −→ (ζ, u) is continuous from
Hs ×Hs+1

µ into C([0, T ];Hs ×Hs+1
µ ).
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5. Global entropy solutions of the Boussinesq system

In this section, we study the existence of weak solutions for the Boussinesq
system (1.4) for initial condition (ζ0, u0) ∈ Λσ0 ×H1

µ with 1 + εζ0 + βb > 0

a.e. on R. To do so,we suppose b ∈ H1, we regularize the initial data by a
mollifiers sequence (ρn)n ⊂ D(R) by setting bn = ρn ∗ b, ζ0,n = ρn ∗ ζ0 and
u0,n = ρn ∗ u0, where ρn(·) = nρ(n·), ρ ∈ D(R) such that

0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1, supp ρ ⊂ [0, 1] and

∫

R

ρ dx = 1.

Note that (u0,n)n ⊂ Hs and it is bounded inH1 with ‖u0,n‖H1
µ
≤ ‖u0‖H1

µ
and

u0,n → u0 in H
1(R). For ζ0,n, we first notice that ζ0 ∈ Λσ0 and 1+εζ0−βb >

0 a.e. on R. Since 1 + εζ0,n − βbn = ρn ∗ (1 + εζ0 − βb), it follows that
1 + εζ0,n − bn > 0 on R. Moreover, using (4.8) and proceeding exactly as

(4.22) by replacing 1
2

√
3
µe

−
√

3
µ
|·|

by ρn it is straightforward to check that

ζ0,n ∈ L2 with |ζ0,n|L2 ≤ cn
ε |ζ0|Λσ0

+ β
ε |b|L2 where cn depends on ‖ρn‖L2 .

Similary, we can verify that ζ0,n ∈ Hs, for s ≥ 0.
Now, consider (ζn, un) the solution of (1.4) emanating from (ζ0,n, u0,n) given
by Proposition 4.3. we will prove that (ζn, un) has a subsequence which
converges to a weak solution of the Boussinesq system (1.4) with initial
data (ζ0, u0). Note that (ζn, un) satisfies the entropy estimate (4.10) which
implies

1
2 |un(t)|2H1

µ
+ 1

ε2

∫ +∞
−∞ σ0(1 + εζn(t, x)− βbn(x))dx ≤(

|u0,n|2H1
µ
+ 1

ε2

∫ +∞
−∞ σ0(1 + εζ0,n(x)− βbn(x))dx+ ( β

2ε)
2|bn,x|2L2

)
et,

∀t ∈ [0, T0].

The H1-convergence of (u0,n) towards u0 ensures that the first term of
the above right-hand side converges to ‖u0‖2H1 . For the second term one has
to work a little more. We follow [18] and use the convexity of σ0 and Jensen
inequality to get that

σ0(1+εζ0,n−βb0,n) = σ0

(∫

R

(1+εζ0−βb)ρn(·−z)dz
)
≤
∫

R

σ0(1+εζ0−βb)ρn(·−z)dz .

Therefore, integrating on R, using Fubini and
∫
R
ρn = 1, we obtain

∫ +∞

−∞
σ0(1 + εζ0,n − βb0,n)dx ≤

∫ +∞

−∞
σ0(1 + εζ0 − βb)dx .

We thus are lead to the following uniform estimate on R+ :

1
2 |un(t)|2H1

µ
+ 1

ε2

∫ +∞
−∞ σ0(1 + εζn(t, x)− βbn(x))dx ≤(

|u0|2H1
µ
+ 1

ε2

∫ +∞
−∞ σ0(1 + εζ0(x)− βb(x))dx + ( β

2ε)
2|bx|2L2

)
et,

∀t ∈ [0, T0].

.

(5.1)
In the sequel we will make a constant use of the following lemma that can
be easily deduced from (4.8) and (5.1).
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Lemma 5.1. let χ ∈ L1(R) ∩ L∞(R). Then
∫

R

|ζn(t, x)χ(x)| dx ≤ c, (5.2)

for all t, where c is independent of n.

Proof. Let M be defined as in (4.8). Then by (5.1), we have
∫

R

|ζn(t, x)||χ(x)|dx = 1
ε

∫

{x/−1<εζn(t,x)−βbn(x)≤M}
|εζn(t, x)− βbn(x)||χ(x)|dx

+1
ε

∫

{x/εζn(t,x)−βb(x)≥M}
|εζn(t, x) − βbn(x)||χ(x)|dx

+β
ε

∫

R

|bn(x)|χ(x)|dx

≤
(
M
ε + β

ε |bn|L∞

) ∫

R

|χ(x)|dx
+1

ε |χ|L∞

∫
R
σ0(1 + εζn(t, x)− βbn)dx ≤ c.

(5.3)

�

Proposition 5.1. Consider the sequence (ζn, un) constructed above for (ζ0, u0) ∈
Λσ0×H1

µ (in particular 1+εζ0−βb > 0 a.e. on R). Then there exists a subse-

quence ((ζnk
, unk

))k and (ζ, u) ∈ L1
loc(]0,+∞[×R)× (L∞

loc(]0,+∞[,H1
µ(R))∩

C(R+ × R)) such that (ζnk
)k converges weakly to ζ in L1 on every compact

of ]0,+∞[×R and (unk
)k converges weakly-∗ in L∞

loc(]0,+∞[, L∞(R)) and
strongly, for any T > 0 , in C([0, T ], C(R)) (and then in C([0, T ], L2

loc(R)))
to u.

Proof. First, applying the above lemma with χ = 11[−A,A] for A > 0

we obtain that (ζn(t))n is bounded in L1
loc(R) uniformly in t ∈ R+. In

particular, (ζn)n is bounded in L1
loc(R+ × R). According to Dunford-Pettis

Theorem (see [8] Vol I p.294), to prove that (ζn)n is weakly compact in
L1(]0, T [×]−A,A[), it suffices to check that for any ν > 0 there exists δ > 0
such that for any bounded measurable set B ⊂]0, T [×]−A,A[ with |B| < δ
it holds

sup
n∈N

∫

B
|ζn|(t, x)dx dt < ν .

But this follows directly from (4.8) and (5.1). Indeed, proceeding as in the
proof of the above lemma, we easily check that for any k ≥ M and any
B ⊂]0, T [×]−A,A[,
∫

B
|ζn|(t, x)dx dt ≤

1

ε

∫

B∩(−1<εζn−βbn≤k)
|εζn − βbn|dx dt

+
1

ε

∫

B∩(εζn−βbn>k)
|εζn − βbn|dx dt+

β

ε

∫

B
|bn|dx dt

≤ 1

ε
(k + β|b|∞)|B|+ 1

ε
(CM

2 ln k)−1

∫ T

0

∫

R

σ0(1 + εζn − βbn)dx dt

≤ 1

ε
(k + β|b|∞)|B|+ T

ε
|ζ0|Λσ0

(CM
2 ln k)−1 ,

that clearly gives the desired result by taking k large enough.
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Now, let us tackle the strong convergence of (un)n. By (5.1), we have
that (un)n is bounded in L∞([0, T ],H1

µ(R)). Then, (un)n is bounded in
L∞(]0, T [, L∞(R)). We deduce that it has a weakly-∗ convergent subse-
quence in L∞(]0, T [, L∞(R)). Now, we will prove that (∂tun)n is bounded
in L∞(]0, T [, L2(R)) and after we use a theorem of Aubin-Simon to get the
strong convergence. To do so, we recall that by the equation it holds

∂tun(t, x) =

∫

R

kµ(x− z)(ζn + εu2n/2)(t, z)dz.

where kµ(x) := ∂xKµ(x) =
3

2µ
sign(x)e

−
√

3
µ
|x|
. Now by (5.1) and Young’s

convolution estimates, we have
∫

R

kµ(x− z)u2n/2(t, z)dz = |k ∗ u2n/2|2L2 ≤ c|kµ|L1 |u2n|L2 ≤ C(µ).

For the first integral on ζn, we will use, as in [2], the fact that |σ0(1 +
ζn)|L1 ≤ cte given by (5.1) and the property of the mapping σ0(1+ ·) giving
in (4.8). Again denoting by An(t) = {x ∈ R/εζn(t, x) − βb(x) ≥ M}, with
M ≥ 1 as in (4.8),

we write∫

R

k(x− z)ζn(t, z)dz =
1

ε

∫

Ac
n

k(x− z)(εζn − βbn)(t, z)dz

+
1

ε

∫

An

k(x− z)(εζn − βbn)(t, z)dz +
β

ε

∫

R

k(x− z)bn(z) dz

=
1

ε
(f1 + f2 + f3).

By Young’s convolution estimates, (4.8) and (5.1), we get

|f1(t, ·)|L2 ≤ |k|L1 |ζn1Ac
n
|L2 ≤ (CM

1 )−1/2

(∫

Ac
n

σ0(1 + εζn(t, x)− βb(x))dx

)1/2

. |ζ0|1/2Λσ0
,

|f2(t, ·)|L∞ ≤ 1

2

∫

An

|εζn(t, x) − βb(x)|dx . |ζ0|Λσ0

|f2(t, ·)|L1 ≤ |k|L1 |ζn1An |L1 . |ζ0|Λσ0
.

Then, we obtain

|f2(t, ·)|L2 ≤ |f2|1/2L∞ |f2|1/2L1 ≤ cte,

and

|f3(t, ·)|L2 ≤ β|b|1/2L∞ |k|1/2
L1 .

Combining the above estimates, we deduce that ‖∂tun‖L2 is bounded uni-
formly in n and t.
Next, we prove that (un)n has a strongly convergent subsequence in
C([0, T ];C(R)), i.e. in C([0, T ];C(K)) for every compact K of R. For this
end, set Km = [−m,m], by compact Sobolev injection and Aubin-Simon
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theorem (see [19], Corollary 4 p. 85), we have that Em
∞,∞ is compactly

embedded in C([0, T ], C(Km)) where

Em
∞,∞ = {u ∈ L∞(]0, T [,H1(Km)) such that ∂tu ∈ L∞(]0, T [, L2(Km))}.

By the preceding calculations, we have proved that (un)n is bounded in
Em

∞∞. We deduce that it has a subsequence (umnk
)k strongly convergent in

C([0, T ], C(Km)) (also in C([0, T ], L2(Km))). By applying the diagonal ex-
traction processus, we can construct a subsequence (unk

)k which is strongly
convergent in C([0, T ], C(Km)), for every m ≥ 1 and thus in C([0, T ], C(K))
( and then in C([0, T ], L2(K))) for every compact K of R. This completes
the proof of the theorem. In the next theorem we construct a weak solution
for the Boussinesq system.

Theorem 5.1. Let (ζn, un) be as in Proposition 5.1. Then, the limit func-
tions (ζ, u) obtained by Proposition 5.1 is a weak solution for the Boussinesq
system with initial data (ζ0, u0) verifying that (ζ, u) ∈ L∞(R+; Λσ0 ×H1

µ).

Proof. Let ϕ ∈ C∞
c (]0,+∞[×R). Multiplying (1.4) by ϕ and integrating,

we obtain

∫ +∞

0

∫

R

ζnϕtdxdt+

∫ +∞

0

∫

R

(un + un(εζn − βbn)ϕxdxdt = 0 (5.4)

and∫ +∞

0

∫

R

unϕtdxdt +
∫ +∞
0

∫
R
(εu2n/2 + ζn)ϕxdxdt−

∫ +∞
0

∫
R
unϕxxtdxdt

= 0. (5.5)

By taking the limit when n tends to infinity, we have to prove that
∫ +∞

0

∫

R

ζϕtdxdt+

∫ +∞

0

∫

R

(u+ u(εζ − βb)ϕxdxdt = 0

and∫ +∞

0

∫

R

uϕtdxdt+

∫ +∞

0

∫

R

(εu2/2 + ζ)ϕxdxdt−
∫ +∞

0

∫

R

uϕxxtdxdt = 0

Since ϕ is with compact support in ]0,+∞[×R and (ζn)n converges weakly
in L1

loc to ζ we obtain

lim
n→+∞

∫ +∞

0

∫

R

ζnϕtdxdt =

∫ +∞

0

∫

R

ζϕtdxdt.

And the strong convergence of un to u in C([0, T ], L2(K)) implies that

lim
n→+∞

∫ +∞

0

∫

R

(un − u)ϕxdxdt = 0.

Let S be the support of ϕ and suppose that S ⊂]0, T [×]c, d[⊂]0,+∞[×R.
Then, we write
∫ +∞

0

∫

R

(ζnun − ζu)ϕxdxdt =

∫

S
ζn(un − u)ϕxdxdt+

∫

S
u(ζn − ζ)ϕxdxdt

Since un → u in C([0, T ];C(K)), for every K compact of R and (ζn)n is
bounded in L1

loc we deduce that the first term in the above right-hand side
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member tends to 0 as n → +∞. Notice that the limit for second term
follows directly from the weak convergence of (ζn)n in L1

loc and the fact that
uϕx ∈ L∞(S). In the same way we write
∫ +∞

0

∫

R

(bnun − bu)ϕxdxdt =

∫

S
bn(un − u)ϕxdxdt+

∫

S
u(bn − b)ϕxdxdt,

again using the convergence of un to u in C([0, T ], L2(K)) and the one of bn
to b in L2(K)) we deduce that

∫ +∞

0

∫

R

(bnun − bu)ϕxdxdt −→ 0.

We finally obtain
∫ +∞

0

∫

R

ζϕtdxdt+

∫ +∞

0

∫

R

(u+ u(εζ − βb))ϕxdxdt = 0,

which implies that (ζ, u) satisfies the first equation of (1.4) in the distribu-
tion sense.
For the second equation (5.5), the proof is direct using the weak convergence
of (ζn) and the strong convergence of (un).

It is still to prove that the limit (ζ, u) satisfies the initial data (ζ0, u0).
Recall that (un) converges to u in C([0, T ], C(K)) (i.e. in C([0, T ] × K)))
for every compact K of R and that u0,n converges to u0 in H1(R). This
enough to implies that u(0, x) = u0(x) for a.e. x ∈ R. In fact we notice that

||(u(t, ·) − u0(·))||∞,K ≤ ||(u(t, ·) − un(t, ·))||∞,K

+||(un(t, ·)− u0,n(·))||∞,K + ||(u0,n(·)− u0(·)))||∞,K .

The above convergence results force the first and the third term of the above
right-hand side to converge towards 0 uniformly in t ∈ [0, T ] whereas the
continuity of un force the second term to tends to 0 as t ց 0 for each fixed
n ∈ N, and thus u(0, x) = u0(x) for a.e. x ∈ R.
Let us now prove that ζ satisfies the initial condition. For ϕ ∈ C∞

c (R) and
(tk)k ∈ [0, T ] converging to 0, we have
∣∣∣∣
∫

R

(ζ(tk, x)− ζ0(x))ϕdx

∣∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣
∫

R

(ζ(tk, x)− ζn(tk, x))ϕdx

∣∣∣∣

+

∣∣∣∣
∫

R

(ζn(tk, x)− ζ0,n(x))ϕdx

∣∣∣∣ +
∣∣∣∣
∫

R

(ζ0,n(x)− ζ0(x))ϕdx

∣∣∣∣ .
(5.6)

For the first integral, we proceed as in [18], Claim 4.2 of Theorem 4.2]. So
by Dunford’s lemma and Lemma 5.1, for each t there exists a subsequence
(ζtn)n of (ζn)n such that

lim
n→+∞

∫

R

(ζ(t, x)− ζtn(t, x))ϕdx = 0.

Now applying the diagonalization process to (ζtkn )n,k, we can extract a sub-
sequence (ζk)k such that

lim
k→+∞

∫

R

(ζ(tk, x)− ζk(tk, x))ϕdx = 0.
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For the second integral, using the integral representation of ζk given by
(1.4)1, we get

∫

R

(ζk(tk, x)− ζ0,k(t, x))ϕ(x)dx

= −
∫

R

∫ tk

0
((uk(s, x) + uk(εζk(s, x)− βbk(x)))x ϕ(x)dsdx

=

∫ tk

0

∫

R

((uk(s, x) + uk(εζk(s, x)− βbk(x)))ϕx(x)dxds.

(5.7)

By Lemma 5.1 it holds
∣∣∣∣
∫ tk

0

∫

R

((uk(s, x) + uk(εζk(s, x)− βbk(x)))ϕx(x)dxds

∣∣∣∣

≤ |uk|L∞

∫ tk

0

∫

R

(|ϕx(x)|+ |ζk(s, x)ϕx(x)|+ |bk(x)ϕx(x)|) dx
≤ c1tk,

where c1 is independent of k. So for the subsequence ζk, we obtain that
∣∣∣∣
∫

R

(ζk(tk, x)− ζ0,k(x))ϕdx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ c1tk.

The last integral in (5.6) goes to 0 since ζ0 ∈ L1
loc and thus (ζ0,k)k converges

to ζ0 in L1
loc. Then, by using the subsequence (ζk)k in (5.6), we deduce that

lim
k→+∞

∣∣∣∣
∫

R

(ζ(tk, x)− ζ0(x))ϕdx

∣∣∣∣ = 0.

Now to finish the proof we can proceed as Schonbek in [18] (Theorem 5.2)
to show that (ζ, u) ∈ L∞(R+; Λσ0 ×H1

µ). �

6. Appendix

6.1. Proof of Proposition 2.1. Let N > 0. We follow [10]. By Plancherel
and the mean-value theorem,
∣∣∣([PN , P≪Nf ]gx)(x)

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣([PN , P≪Nf ]P̃Ngx)(x)

∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣
∫

R

F−1
x (ϕN )(x− y)P≪Nf(y)P̃Ngx(y) dy

−
∫

R

P≪Nf(x)F−1
x (ϕN )(x− y)P̃Ngx(y) dy

∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣
∫

R

(P≪Nf(y)− P≪Nf(x))NF−1
x (ϕ)(N(x − y))P̃Ngx(y) dy

∣∣∣

≤ ‖P≪Nfx‖L∞
x

∫

R

N |x− y||F−1
x (ϕ)(N(x − y))||P̃N gx(y)| dy

Therefore, since N |·||F−1
x (ϕ)(N ·)| = |F−1

x (ϕ′)(N ·)| we deduce from Young’s
convolution and Bernstein inequalities that
∣∣∣[PN , P≪Nf ]gx)|L2 . N−1|P≪Nfx|L∞

x
|P̃Ngx|L2 . |P≪Nfx|L∞

x
|P̃Ng|L2 .

This completes the proof of estimation (2.2).
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6.2. Proof of Proposition 2.2. Let us prove estimate (2.5). Using Bern-
stein inequality and discrete Young’ inequalities, we have

N s|PN (P&Nfx g)|L2 . N s|g|L∞
x

(∑
K&N |PKfx|2L2

x

)1/2

. |g|L∞
x

∑
K&N(NK )s|PKfx|Hs

. δN |g|L∞
x
|f |Hs+1

Now it remains to prove

N s|PN (P&Nf gx)|L2 . δN |f |Hs+1 |g|L∞ .

To do so, we write PN (P&Nf gx) = ∂xPN (P&Nf g) − PN (P&Nfx g). The
second term can be treated as above to obtain

N s|PN (P&Nfx g)|L2 . δN |f |Hs+1 |g|L∞ .

For the first term, we have

N s|∂xPN (P&Nf g)|L2 . N sN |PN (P&Nf g)|L2

. N sN |PN (
∑

K&N PKf g)|L2
x

. |f |Hs+1 |g|L∞
x

∑
K&N δK(NK )s+1

≤ δN |f |Hs+1 |g|L∞

Finally to prove estimate (2.6), we first notice that it follows directly from
(2.5) for s > 3/2 since Hs−1(R) →֒ L∞(R). For 1/2 < s ≤ 3/2, we start by
noticing that

PN (P&Nf gx) = PN (P∼NP.Ngx) + PN (
∑

K&N

PKfP̃Kgx) .

The contribution of the first term of the above right-hand side is easily
estimated by

N s−1|PN (P∼NfP.Ngx)|L2 . N s−1|P∼Nf |L∞N2−s|g|Hs−1

. N |P∼Nf |L∞ |g|Hs−1

. δN |f |Hs+1 |g|Hs−1

since s > 1/2. On the other hand, the contribution of the second term can
be estimated by

N s−1
∣∣∣PN (

∑

K&N

PKfP̃Kgx)
∣∣∣
L2

. N s−1N1/2
∣∣∣PN (

∑

K&N

PKfP̃Kgx)
∣∣∣
L1

. N s−1/2
∑

K&N

K−1−s|P∼Kf |Hs+1K2−s|P̃Kg|Hs−1

. N s−1/2|f |Hs+1 |g|Hs−1

∑

K&N

K1−2s

. N1/2−s|f |Hs+1 |g|Hs−1

that is suitable since s > 1/2.
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6.3. Proof of Proposition 2.3. We write

|fg|2Hs . |P.1(fg)|2L2
x
+
∑

N≫1

N2s|PN (fg)|2L2
x

. |P.1(P.1f P.4g)|2L2
x
+ |P.1(P≫1f g)|2L2

x

+
∑

N≫1

N2s(|PN (P≪NfP̃Ng)|2L2
x
+ |PN (P&Nfg)|2L2

x
) (6.1)

For any s ∈ R, it is direct to check that

|P.1(P.1fP.4g)|2L2
x
+
∑

N≫1

N2s|PN (P≪NfP̃Ng)|2L2
x

. |P.1f |2L∞
x
|P.4g|2L2

x
+
∑

N≫1

N2s|P≪Nf |L∞
x
|P̃Ng|2L2

x

. |f |2L∞
x
|g|2Hs

To estimate the other terms in the right-hand side of (6.1) we separate the
cases s < 0 and s ≥ 0. For s ≥ 0, we notice that

|P.1(P≫1f g)|L2
x
. |f |L∞

x
|g|L2

x
. |f |L∞

x
|g|Hs

and that Bernstein inequalities lead to
∑

N≫1

N2s|PN (P&Nfg)|2L2
x
. |g|2L2

x

∑

N≫1

N0−|P&Nf |2W s+,∞ . |g|2Hs |f |2W s+,∞ .

This completes the proof of (2.7) for s ≥ 0. Now for s < 0 we use Bernstein
inequalities to get

|P.1(P≫1f g)|L2
x
.
∑

K≫1

|PKfP.Kg|L2
x
.
∑

K≫1

|PKf |L∞
x
|P.Kg|L2

x

.
∑

K≫1

K−(|s|+)|PKf |W |s|+,∞K |s||P.Kg|Hs

. |f |W |s|+,∞|g|Hs

and in the same way
∑

N≫1

N2s|PN (P&Nfg)|2L2
x
.
∑

N≫1

N2s
∑

K&N

(
K−(|s|+)|PKf |W |s|+,∞K |s||P̃.Kg|Hs

x

)2

. |f |W |s|+,∞|g|Hs .

This completes the case s < 0.
It remains to prove (2.8). We separate the case N . 1 and N ≫ 1. For

N . 1 we have

N θ|[PN , P≪Nf ]gx|L2
x
. |P≪Nf |L∞

x
|P.1gx|L2

x
. |f |L∞

x
|g|Hθ .

For N ≫ 1, we separate the contributions of P≪Nf and P&Nf .
The contribution of the first term is easily estimated thanks to (2.2) by

N θ|[PN , P≪Nf ]gx|L2
x
. N θ|f |L∞

x
|P̃Ng|L2

x
. δN |f |L∞

x
|g|Hθ .

For the second term we start by writing

N θ|[PN , P&Nf ]gx|L2
x
. N θ|P&NfPNgx|L2

x
+N θ|PN (P&Nfgx)|L2
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Then Bernstein inequalities lead to

N θ|P&NfPNgx|L2
x
. N θN |P&Nf |L∞

x
|PNg|Hθ . δN |fx|L∞

x
|g|Hθ

and proceeding as above we get for θ ≥ 0,
∑

N≫1

N2θ|PN (P&Nfgx)|2L2
x
=
∑

N≫1

N2θ|PN (P&NfP.4Ngx)|2L2
x

. |g|2L2
x

∑

N≫1

N0−N2|P&Nf |2W θ+,∞ . |g|2Hθ |fx|2W θ+,∞ .

and for θ < 0
∑

N≫1

N2θ|PN (P&Nfgx)|2L2
x
.
∑

N≫1

N2θ
∑

K&N

(
K−(|θ|+)|PKf |W |θ|+,∞KK |θ||P̃.Kg|Hθ

)2

. |fx|2W |θ|+,∞|g|2Hθ .

6.4. Ellipiticity and estimates for the operator Tb := hb(1 + µT [hb]).
In the following we give two lemmas concerning the operator Tb := hb(1 +
µT [hb]), and its inverse. The first lemma is a straightforward adaptation of
Lemma 1 in [12]. We give the proof for sake of completness.

Lemma 6.1. Let be given µ > 0 and b ∈ C1
b (R) satisfying (1.6). Then the

self-adjoint operator

Tb : H
1(R) −→ H−1(R)

is well defined, one-to-one and onto.

Proof. We rewrite Tbu as

Tbu = hbu− µ

3
(h3bux)x +

βµ

2

(
(h2bbxu)x − h2bbxux

)
+ β2µhbb

2
xu

We notice that for b ∈ C1
b (R), Tbu is clearly continuous from H1(R) into

H−1(R) and we define the continuous bilinear form a(·, ·) on H1 by

a(u, v) = (Tbu, v)H−1,H1 .

Observe that, the writing (3.6) of Tbu ensures that a(·, ·) is symmetric as
soon as b ∈ C2

b (R). The crucial algebraic property is that a(u, u) may be
rewritten as

a(u, u) =

∫

R

hbu
2 + µ

∫

R

hb

( hb√
3
ux −

√
3β

2
bxu
)2

+
µβ2

4

∫

R

hbb
2
xu

2

so that

a(u, u) ≥ h0

(
|u|2L2

x
+ µ

∣∣∣
hb√
3
ux −

√
3β

2
bxu
∣∣∣
2

L2
x

+
µβ2

4
|bxu|2L2

x

)
. (6.2)

On the other hand, observe that

|u|2H1 ≤ |u|2L2
x
+

3

h20
| hb√

3
ux|2L2

x

≤ |u|2L2
x
+

6

h20

(∣∣∣
hb√
3
ux −

√
3β

2
bxu
∣∣∣
2

L2
x

+
3β2

4
|bxu|2L2

x

)
.
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so that

max(1,
18

µh20
)
(
|u|2L2

x
+ µ

∣∣∣
hb√
3
ux −

√
3β

2
bxu
∣∣∣
2

L2
x

+
µβ2

4
|bxu|2L2

x

)
≥ |u|2H1 .

Combining this last inequality with (6.2), we get

a(u, u) ≥ h0

max(1, 18
µh2

0
)
|u|2H1 .

This proves that a(·, ·) is coercive on H1(R) and Lax-Milgram theorem then
ensures that for any f ∈ H−1(R), there exists a unique u ∈ H1(R) such that
Tbu = f , i.e. Tbu is a bijection from H1(R) to H−1(R). �

The following lemma gives more properties of the inverse operator T−1
b .

Lemma 6.2. Let s > −3
2 and b ∈W (s+2)∨ 5

2
+,∞(R) such that (1.6) is satis-

fied. Then

(1) For any s ≥ 0 and f ∈ Hs(R) it holds

|T−1
b f |Hs +

√
µ|∂xT−1

b f |Hs ≤ C|f |Hs . (6.3)

where C = C( 1
h0
, |b|

W (s+2)∨ 5
2+,∞).

(2) For −3
2 < s < 0 there exists C0 = C0(

1
h0
, |b|

W
5
2+,∞) > 0 such that if

0 < β < C0 then (6.3) holds actually for any f ∈ H−1(R).

Proof. The proof in the case s ≥ 0 is given in [12]. According to Lemma
6.1, T−1

b is well defined from H−1(R) into H1(R). So let f ∈ H−1(R) and

set u = T
−1
b f ∈ H1(R). According to (3.7), for any N ≥ 1 it holds

Tb(PNu) = PNf − µ

3
∂x

(
[PN , h

3
b∂x]u

)
− [PN , gβ ]u = yN +

√
µ∂xzN

with yN = PNf − [PN , gβ ]u ∈ L2(R) and zN =
√
µ
3 [PN , h

3
b∂x]u ∈ L2(R).

Then according to ( [12], proof of Lemma 2, Step 1.) we have

‖PNu‖H1
µ
≤ C(

1

h0
)
(
‖yN‖L2 + ‖zN‖L2

)
. (6.4)

We notice that [PN , gβ ] = β[PN , g̃β ] with g̃β = b+ µ
2∂x(h

2
bbx)+µβb

2
x. There-

fore making use of (2.7) we obtain for −3/2 < s < 0

N s|PNf − [PN , gβ]u|L2 .δN

(
|PNf |Hs + β|b|

W
3
2+,∞ |u|Hs

+ β(|(hbbx)x|
W

1
2+,∞ + |bx|

W
1
2+,∞)|u|Hs+1

µ

)

.δN

(
|PNf |Hs + C(|b|

W
5
2+,∞)β|u|Hs+1

µ

)
. (6.5)

where we used the factor µ and the fact that s + 1 > −1/2. On the other
hand, making use of (2.8) we get

N s|[PN , h
3
b∂x]u|L2 . |∂x(h3b )|L∞ |P̃Nu|Hs +N0−|∂x(h3b)|W 3

2+,∞ |u|
H− 3

2+

. β|bx|
W

3
2+,∞

(
|P̃Nu|Hs +N0−|u|

H− 3
2+

)
(6.6)



GLOBAL SOLUTIONS FOR THE BOUSSINESQ-PEREGRINE SYSTEM 39

Gathering (6.4)-(6.6), we eventually get for s < 0,

|u|2
Hs+1

µ
≤

∑

N≥1

N2s|PNu|2H1
µ

. |f |2Hs + C(|b|
W

5
2+,∞)β2|u|2

Hs+1
µ

. (6.7)

where the implicit constant only depends on 1
h0
. Therefore there exists

C0 = C0(
1
h0
, |b|

W
5
2+,∞) such that for any 0 < β < C0 and any −3

2 ≤ s < 0,

(6.3) holds. �

6.5. Proof of the positivity of h = 1 + εζ − βb. We prove the positivity
of h = 1 + εζ − βb as soon as ζ0 ∈ Hs(R), with s > 1/2,

Lemma 6.3. Let s > 1/2 and let ζ0 ∈ Hs(R) and ζ ∈ C([0, T ],Hs(R)) sat-
isfying the first equation of (1.4) with b ∈ Hs+1 and u ∈ C([0, T ];Hs+1(R)).
If 1 + εζ0 − βb > 0 on R then inf [0,T ]×R 1 + εζ − βb > 0.

Proof. We start by assuming that ζ0 ∈ Hs+1(R) so that ζ ∈ C1([0, T ]×R).
Since u ∈ C([0, T ];Hs+1(R)) →֒ C([0, T ];C1(R)) we can introduce the flow
q(·, ·) associated with u that is defined by

{
qt(t, x) = εu(t, q(t, x)) , (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× R

q(0, x) = x , x ∈ R
. (6.8)

Then the first equation in (4.11) ensures that

d

dt
h(t, q(t, x)) = −εux(t, q(t, x))h(t, q(t, x))

which leads to

h(t, q(t, x)) = h(0, x) exp
(
−ε
∫ t

0
ux(s, q(s, x)) ds

)
, ∀(t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× R .

In particular, since for any t ∈ [0, T ], q(t, ·) is an increasing C1-diffeomorphism
of R we deduce that

inf
[0,T ]×R

|h| ≥ e−εT‖ux‖L∞(]0,T [×R) inf
R

h0 (6.9)

which proves the result at this regularity. For ζ0 ∈ Hs(R), with s > 1/2, it
suffices to approximate ζ0 by a sequence of smooth initial data (ζ0,n)n≥0 and
pass to the limit on the associated sequence of solutions (ζn)n≥0 to the first
equation of (1.4). The same commutator estimates that we used in Section
3 enable to prove that the sequence of smooth solutions (ζn)n≥0 converges
toward ζ in C([0, T ];Hs(R)) →֒ C([0, T ]×R) and thus h = 1+ εζ − βb also
satisfies (6.9). �

References

[1] K. Adamy, Existence of solutions for a Boussinesq system on the half line and on
finite interval, D.C.D.S A 29 (2011), 25-49.

[2] C. J. Amick, Regularity and Uniqueness of Solutions for the Boussinesq System of
Equations, Journal of Differential Equations 54 (1984), 231-247. , no.1, 49-96.

[3] T. B. Benjamin, J. L. Bona and J. J. Mahoney, Model equations for long waves in
nonlinear dispersive systems, Phil. Trans. Roy. Soc. London A 227 (1972), 47–78.



40 LUC MOLINET AND RAAFAT TALHOUK

[4] J. L. Bona, M. Chen and J. C. Saut, Boussinesq equations and other systems for
small-amplitude long waves in nonlinear dispersive media I: Derivation and the linear
theory, J. Nonlinear Sci. 12 (2002), 283-318.

[5] J. L. Bona, M. Chen and J. C. Saut, Boussinesq equations and other systems for
small-amplitude long waves in nonlinear dispersive media II: The nonlinear theory,
J. Nonlinearity 17 (2004), 925-952.
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