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Abstract
o)
- We consider the interface problem between two incompriesaifd inviscid fluids with constant densities in the presesicsurface
< tension. Following the geometric approach of [14, 15] wesstiat solutions to this problem converge to solutions offtee—boundary
Euler equations in vacuum as one of the densities goes to zero
<
[Q\| _
1 Introduction
al

< 1.1 Description of the problem and main results

C. We consider the interface problem between two incompriesaid inviscid fluids that occupy domaifi§” andQ; in R” (n > 2) at
+ timet. We assumélar is compact anR™ = Q;" UQ; U S; whereS; := 69?. We letv, p+ andp4+ > 0 denote respectively the

@© velocity, the pressure and the constant density of the fla@ipying the regio2;*. We assume the presence of surface tension on
E the interface which is argued on physical basis to be prapwtto the mean curvature, of the hypersurfacé;. The equations of
“— motion are given by
— plvp+v-Vo)=-Vp ze€R"\ S,
>
4p) V-v=0 zeR” NS, (B)
Lo
Q)] v(0,2) = v°(z) x € R" NSy
(Y)_ with corresponding boundary conditions for the interfaog@tion and pressure’s jump given by
o0
(@) 9, + vy - Vistangenttol J, S; ¢ R™*!
[@)) (BC)
o pi(t,x) —p_(t,x) = Ky (t,x) , © € St.
2 We are interested in analyzing the asymptotic behavior bftisms of the above equations whgn — 0. Our result is convergence
>5 to the solution(v,, S7°) of the free—boundary problem for Euler equations
CG p+(8tv+ + (O Vv+) = —Ver T € Q?o
V-vy =0 x € QF (Eo)
v4(0,z) = vl () reQf

with corresponding boundary conditions

Oy + vy - V is tangent to J, Sp° ¢ R !
(BCo)
pi(t,z) = x>°(t,x) , © € SX

wherex> denotes the mean curvatureSf := 9Q:°. More precisely we will show the following

IHere we are introducing the notatigh= f+xqr T f-Xxq- for any f4 defined orﬂff.
t t
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Theorem 1.1. Let an initial hypersurfaceS, € H'*! and an initial velocity fieldy, € H'(R"\.Sy) be given for someé > 7 + 2.
Consider any sequence of local in time solutions of (E)—(BC)

sme oo, T), HTY) , o™ e C([0,T], H(QM))

corresponding to values of the density} = P+XaF t pTxQ; with p™ — 0 asm — oo. Then ¢, S;™) convergé on a small time
interval to the solution

Sy =00 e C(H'TY) | vy e C(H' (X)) foranyl’ <1
of (Ey)-(BG). Convergence is in the spa¢6;, v) € L (H!=2) x L>(H") for anyl’ < I.
Free—boundary problems for Euler equations have beensxédnstudied in recent years following the breakthroutjVa in [18, 19]
where local well-posedness in Sobolev spaces is provednd3 dimensions for the irrotational gravity water wave probléviany
works have dealt with the water wave problem also in the g@mem—zero curl case, see for instance [13, 8, 14, 9].
For the irrotational vortex sheet problem with surface imm#Ambrose [1] and more recently Ambrose and Masmoudi [2Vvpd
well-posedness respectively 2nand 3 dimensions. Cheng, Coutand and Shkoller [6] proved wellepdaess in 3—d for the full
problem with rotation and well-posedness is also obtaiimeany dimension) by Shatah and Zeng [16] for (E)-(BC) an@othalted
fluid surface problems [16, sec. 6].
In absence of surface tension the vortex sheet problem éfrée—boundary motion of two fluids is ill-posed due to thévite-
Helmotz instability as shown in [11]. Beale, Hou and Lowengf4] showed how the surface tension regularizes the linedr
problem. In the next section we will show how the Kelvin—Heiminstability is very apparent from the infinite—dimensbgeometric
arguments presented by Shatah and Zeng in [15].
We recall that also the free—boundary problem for Euler 8gasin vacuum (5)—(BCy) with ¢ = 0 is known to be ill-posed due to
Rayleigh—Taylor instability, see [10], which occurs if ash@es not assume the sign condition

VN, p(z,t) >a>0. (RT)

In [14] it is shown how also the Rayleigh—Taylor instabilisya natural consequence of a geometric calculation andateceto the
sign of an operator appearing in the linearization of theeEflibw. Motivated by this we are going to show

Proposition 1.2. LetT" be the space of all admissible Lagrangian maps for the iatarroblen{E)}~(BC) defined in(1.7)and let
I*:= {®:Qf — R" volume—preserving homeomorphisms

be the corresponding space for the water wave prob(Em—BCy). Consider a point. € I' and tangent vectors, € T,I" for
i=1...4, whereT,I' is endowed with th&?(p™dz) metric. If we denoteR andR* the curvature tensors df andI'* respectively,
then

<R(u)(1}1 ) ’U2)’U3, v4>L2(pmdy) mi>°° <R* (U+)(U1+, U2+)U3+7 U4+>L2(p+dy) (11)

In view of the geometric frame work described below and thedrized equation (1.17), proposition 1.2 can be congidese first
step in showing that solutions of (E)—~(BC) converge to sohg of (&)—(BCy) with e = 0 whene, p_ — 0 at the same tinte

Our paper is organized as follows. The geometry id presented in section 1.2 and an explanation of the geanirgiuition behind
the Kelvin—Helmotz and Raileigh—Taylor instabilities isen in 1.2.3. Of course we refer to [14, 15] for full detailsoat this general
geometric approach. In section 2 we state theorems on eastigyates which are independenpof. Proofs are performed in section
3 and appendix B. Section 4 is devoted to showing strong e¢gewee of solutions as stated in theorem 1.1. The proof qfqmition
1.2 is then performed in section 5.

During the writing of this manuscript it was brought to theeation of the author that Cheng, Coutand and Shkoller [@]graved an
analogous result to the one stated in theorem 1.1.

1.2 The geometric approach to Euler equations

It is well-known that the interface problem between two fuliths a variational formulation on a subspace of the spacelofime—
preserving homeomorphisms. For the water wave problematagsobserved for the first time by Arnold in his seminal pa3&r [
where he pointed out that Euler equations for the motion dhaiscid and incompressible fluid can be viewed as the geodesy
on the infinite—dimensional manifold of volume—presendiiffeomorphisms. This point of view has been adopted by rsdeithors
in works such as [17, 5, 12] and more recently by Shatah and itefi4, 15, 16].

2The regularity of hypersurfaces B" is intended in the sense of local coordinates: an hypersiitaH * for s > 5 if it can be locally represented as the graph
of Hs—functions.

3Convergence is achieved by reducing the problem to the fiidlidomainQq using Lagrangian coordinate maps. See section 4 for details

4Covariant differentiation off’,I" (and onT,, I'*) is defined in section 1.2.2.

5We believe that some condition of the fopn. = O(e®) for somea > 0 should be needed in this case.




1.2.1 Lagrangian formulation

The surface tension parametewill be henceforth set to be one. Multiplying (E) by integrating oveiR™\.S;, using the boundary
condition (BC) and the variation of surface area formulaptain the conserved enefgy

E:EO(St,v):/ Md:c—l—/ as ::/ Mdm—l—S(St). (1.2)

R7 .S, S R" .S,

Fory € Qgt we defineuy (¢, y) to be the Lagrangian coordinate map associated to the wef@ld v, i.e the solution of the ODE

— =vx(tz) , @0y =y VyeQy; (1.3)

for any vector fieldw onR”~\.S; we define its material derivative by
Dyw:=w;+v-Vw= (wou),ou".

In [15, sec. 2] the authors derive from (E)—(BC) the follog/equation for the physical pressure:

—Ap = ptr(Dv?)

pels, N1 {-i/\/‘q:ﬁ:': ~ 2V, rot —TL (], o) T (T, 07) (1.4)

—Vn, A7 M (Dv?) = Vi AT r (Dov?)}
wherell, denotes the second fundamental form of the hypersuffageith respect to the outward unit normal vecfgy. relative to
the domair2;¥) and\ is given by
Ny N

N=—4+"—"F (1.5)
P+ p—

with AL denoting the Dirichlet~to—Neumann operator on the do@‘;ﬁn
From (1.3) we see that in Lagrangian coordinates Euler eansassume the form

puy = —Vpou u(0) = id g, (1.6)

with p determined by (1.4).

Sincev is divergence free; are volume—preserving maps Bfi~.S,. Moreoveru (¢, So) = u_(t, So) even if the restriction t&,

of uy andu_ do not coincide in general. This leads to the definition ofghacel” of admissible Lagrangian maps for the interface
problem:

r = {(I) = ixgr +Poxg,  Px: €y — () is volume—preserving homeo. ang.. (25) = tI)i(BQgE)} .

DenotingS(®) = f@(so) dS we can rewrite the energy (1.2) in Lagrangian coordinates as

_ 2
O R R )
R*~So

wherep = p o u. The conservation of the above energy suggests that (E}-{B€a Lagrangian action

I(u) ://n\so muTt'zdydt —/S(u) dt . (1.7)

6Notice that the conserved energy does not controlth@orm ofv_ in the asymptotic regimg_ — 0.




1.2.2 The geometry of"

To derive the Euler-Lagrange equations associated to tlumdoone has to look at the geometrylotonsidered as a submanifold of
L?(pdy) and identify its tangent and normal spaces. It is easy totssétte tangent space bBfat the point® is given by divergence—
free vector fields with matching normal components in Ealedoordinate’s

Tl = {w :R"\Sp = R" : V-w=0 and w} +w£|@(50) =0, wherew = wocbfl} )
while the normal space is
(TCPF)L = {_(vw) o : P+¢+ ‘@(So) = p—w—’@(so) = ws} . (18)

A critical pathu(t, -) of I satisfies

whereS’(u) denotes the tangential gradient®fu) and D, is the covariant derivative ofi (alongu(t)). In order to verify that the
Lagrangian map associated to a solution of (E)—(BC) is iddeeritical path of (1.7) we need to computeand ;.
ComputingD; andI1,: Given a pathu(t,-) € T’ denoteb = u; andSy = u(t, Sp). For anyw(t,-) € T,I' we must have

Wy = Dy + 11,y (w0, ) (1.10)

wherel I, (w,v) € (Tu(t)l“)L denotes the second fundamental fornifgp, I'. From (1.8) there exists a unique scalar function,
defined orR™~.S; such that

T, (9,8) = =Vpyaou € (Typl) ™ (1.12)
In [15] it is shown thap, ., is given by
—Apyw = tr(DvDw)
Powls, = 7rPow=—7zN"" {Vvi—vjwi + Vo wrvy — Iy (v, w]) (1.13)

—I_(vT,w!) = Vn, AT tr (DvDw) — Vy_AZ' tr (DvDw)} .

Then in Eulerian coordinates we can write

Dyw = (Dyw) ou™ ' = Dyw + Vpyw - (1.14)

ComputingS’(u): For anyw € T,,T" the formula for the variation of surface area gives

<S/(u)7 w>L2(R"\So,pdy) = \/A;‘ Ii+’LUi ds

t

and it is not hard to verify that the unique representatiofuferian coordinates &’ () as a functional acting ofi, I is

. 1
S'(u) = Vpr,  with  pif = P HIN " Nekir. (1.15)
-P+
From (1.4), (1.13) and (1.15) we obtain the identity- p(pr. + p..»). Therefore, takingo = u,, we see from (1.14) and (1.15) that a
solution of (1.9) equivalently satisfies
D:v+ Vpy o, + Vp, =0 (1.16)

which is exactly (1.6) in Eulerian coordinates.

"We follow the convention used in [15] where the Lagrangiascdgtion of any vector fields : ®(0) — R™ is denoted byX = X o .

8 et us point out that in the water wave problem with just onalflo vacuum we havé[;(t)(w, 7) = —=Vp} ,0u€ (Tu(t)l“*)L with
-Aps ., = t(DvDw)
(1.12)
p;,w |69t 0.



1.2.3 Linearized equation and instability

The Lagrangian formulation discussed above provides aeroent setting to study the linearization of the problem.n€ldering
variations around the solutiom, of (1.9) and taking a covariant derivative with respect te wlariation parameter, we obtain the
following linearization forw(t, -) € T, T

D20 + R (u) (10, 0)ug + D*S(u)w = 0 (1.17)

whereR_ denotes the curvature tensor of the manifoldnd 0?5 (u) is the projection o, ;) I of the second variation of the surface
area. Both of these linear operators actingigi' play a central role in the understanding of the problem antthéndefinition of
high—order energies based on their leading order terms14hgn explicit but rather complicated formula is given @tS(u); in
[14, 15] its leading order term is singled out and turns out to be given Eulerian coordinates by

: 1
A(u)(w) = Vfixo+r + Vf-xo- with fi = p_‘_THﬁ:N‘ilA&(—ASt)wi ; (1.18)

it is easy to see that is a third—ordel® self-adjoint and positive semi—definite operator withu)(w, w) = |Vwi|2Lg(St). Further
computations performed in [15, pp 859 - 860], show that ttelileg—order termgy(u)(v) of the unbounded sectional curvature
operatorg (u)(v, -)v is given in Eulerian coordinates by

vaj./\/fll?- (wi(vl - vj)) )

Ro(u)(w) = Vfi X +Vf xo- with fi= p%pm/vw;vv
Noticing that®y (u) is a second—order negative semidefinite differential dpevee immediately see that the linearized Euler equations
would be ill-posed if there had been no surface tension géingrthe operataf. This is the so—callelelvin—Helmotz instabilitjor
the two fluids interface problem.
We conclude this section recalling that the same geometiting described above applies to the problem of Euler éojusin vacuum.
The same Lagrangian approach is of course available antht#eized equation is still given by (1.17). Computatiorsfgrmed in
[14, sec 2.2] show how the leading order term of the diffée¢operators involved in the linearization are givendyy(u) and.2* (u)
satisfying

R(v,w) = R (u)+ bounded operators
D?’S(u) = a*(u)+ second-order differential operators
and
iqo*(u):/ —Vnp | Vet pads fél*(u):/ V| pydsS . (1.19)
St St

Since also in this casa@*(u) is generated by the presence of surface—tension, we se€lth@j} is ill-posed in absence of surface
tension if theRaileigh—Taylor sign conditio(RT) is not assumed.

2 Theorems on Energy Estimates

Definition 2.1. LetAg = Ao (So, ! — %, d,L) forsomel > 5 +1, L > 0and0 < J < 1 be the collection of all hypersurfacéssuch
that a diffeomorphisn# : S, — S C R”™ exists with

|F—id50| <4

"%
(So)

and satisfying a uniform bound on the mean curvafute < L.

T-3(8)

In [15] the geometric considerations exposed in sectioetl 2he authors to define the following energy for (E)—(BC)

9Both in the one fluid case and the interface problem the Igaglider term ofb2 S (u) has the same form but its Hilbert space representation daeimcide due
to the different orthogonal splitting d2 in T and(Tq,F)l in the two settings. We refer to [15, pp. 857-858] for the ietaf the derivation ofa.
10AssumingS; is smooth enough.



Definition 2.2. Consider domain&;" with Q; compact and interfacs, € H'*'. Letu(t,-) € H'(R"~.S;) be any divergence—free
vector field withv} + v+ = 0, define the energy

1 L

L2 1 1 2
E(S¢,v(t,-)) = E/R ; EER pdx—i—E/R . |45~ 2 Vp,| pdm+|w|§{l,1(Rn\St) (2.2)

wherew is the curl ofv, that isw/ = 8,07 — d;v".
Proposition 2.3. Letl > % + 1, then forS; € Ag with S; € H'*1 we have
|H|§1171(S) < 00(1 + E) ) |U|§11(Rn\5) < 00(1 + E+ E0)2
whereCj is some positive constant depending only\grand the initial data (in particular it is independent pf ).

The above proposition is the equivalent of [15, proposiidt. The proof of bounds which are independent of the dgnsitjust
requires some small modification of the argument given if. Bee section 3.

Theorem 2.4(Energy Estimates for (E) and (BC), [15]). Let/ > % + 1 and a solution to (E)—(BC) be given by
S, € H*' and ve Cf (H(R" N\ Sy)) ,

then there existd. > 0 and a positive time* independent op_ and depending only ofv(0, -)|HL(RH\St), Ao and L, such that
St € Ay and|m|Hl,1(St) < Lforall 0 <t < t*. Moreover the following energy estimate holdslox ¢ < ¢*:

E(Sy,v(t,-)) <3E(So,v(0,)) +Cy + /tP(EO,E(St/,v(t’, ) dt’ (2.2)
0

whereP is a polynomial with positive coefficients determined oniyAp and the constant’; depends only ofyg| and

Ao.

H'= 3 (Rn~.S0)

The proof of theorem 2.4 is essentially the same as in [15jsapdstponed to the appendix.

Corollary 2.5. Consider a sequence of solutions
Syre O (HY) |, v™ e CO (HY(R™NS™M))
solving locally in time the Euler systefla)}«(BC) for values of the density™ — 0. If we denote
Em(t) :== E(5{",0"(t,-))

with E given by(2.1), then there exists a positive tintg and a constantC' depending only on the sek,, |UO|HZ(R"\SD) and
0 such that
H'™ 2 (R™*~.So)

sup E,(t) <2E(0)+2C; , V meN. (2.3)

te[0,t3]

The above corollary gives as a consequence weak convergéeokitions of the vortex sheet problem to solutions of the fuid
problem in vacuum. Standard compactness arguments arg @ogive the strong convergence stated in theorem 1.1. Stiersd
for details.

For completeness we state here a theorem, proved in [1@&dlmasthe above energy estimates and concerning existesotutibns:

Theorem 2.6(Well-posedness for (E)—(BC), [16]).Given an initial surfaceS, € H!*! and initial velocityvy, € H'(R™ ~ Sp) with
I > 5 + 1, the free interface problem (E)—-(BC) has a solution in thacep

S, eCO(H™Y) , wel (H(R"\S))

for t in some small intervdD, T'] independent of the density . Moreover, ifl > 3 the problem is locally well-posed, i.e. the solution
is unique and depends continuously on the initial data.



3 Proof of Proposition 2.3

Using the definition ofz in (1.18) we can explicitly write the terms appearing in themgy (2.1) as in (B.2), (B.3) and (B.4) witly2
replaced by /3. From the properties of- and N ~! in lemma A.2 it follows that there exists a constahtindependent op_ such
that
2
631 sy S CA+E) vt gi-4(s,) S CL+E).

To estimatey we proceed in three simple steps:
1) Estimates on the Lagrangian coordinate m&@wnsider the Lagrangian map associated to_. From lemma A.1 we get

t
|u_ (t, ) —id |HS(QS) <Ci ~/0 |’U_ (Sa .)|HS(Q;)|U’_(S7 )|;IS(QJ) ds

forany0 < s < [l whereC; > 0 only depends om andl. Now, letu be a sufficiently large number to be specified later depending
only on theH'—norm of the initial velocity, define

to := sup {t : |v(t/")|Hl(R"\St/) <uVite [O,t]} . (3.1)

Sincew is assumed to be continuous in time with valuegfi t, > 0. The previous inequality and an easy bootstrap argument (or
Gronwall’s inequality) show that there exists a positivedi; and a constar@, depending only om, n,;s andA, such that

lu_(t,-) — id <Cgt§% .V te 0] (3.2)

% o) =

for t* := min{to,;,1/(2Cs)}. This shows that,_ is an H'~diffeomorphism so thai~* (¢, -) is a well-defined volume preserving
map forz € €, and for the same range of times we have

(Du) Mooy €2, ¥V 0<s<i—1.
2) Decomposition of vector fields and control of the lowermoAs it is well-known (and explained in detail in [14, Apperd])
any divergence—free vector field: R"~\.S, — R" obeying the conditiom; + v = 0 can be decomposed into two divergence—free

components, the rotational part responsible for the interior motion and an irrotational mdient component;,. = Vg responsible
for the motion of the boundary,. More precisely is the solution of the elliptic Neumann problem

{ Ag=0 z € R*"\S;
VNn,g+ =vE T €S,

andv, := v — v;.. Itis observed in [16] that the invariance of Euler equadionder the action of the group of volume preserving
diffeomorphisms leads, via Noether’s theorem, to a famfilgamserved quantities which determine the rotational pfttie velocity

orlts) = Pr (St (Du™) 0 (0,u™"(8,1))) (3.3)
whereP,.(S;, X) denotes the projection of : R"\.S; — R™ onto its rotational (gradient—free) part. Therefore we estimate

-t g2y < Iorlpaar) + it ) pagar) < 1Du™) 00,07 (1) pagar) + 02 ()] 4

- 1 1
< [(Du) 1|Loc(Qg)|U(Oa')|L2(Qg)+CE2 <C(1+E2)

with C depending only on the initial data andg.
3) Control of v|,;: To conclude we use the faétthat any divergence—free vector field can be controlled ®ycitrl and normal
component:

2 2 2 2 2 2
ol < CO+Iril g ) (Ioumolsge + ot -1 s, + I0Ea@s)) < OO+ E+ Eo)

where the constarit’ depends only on the initial data and the &gty

11A more general statement is

. J_ — .
vtlgioyy < CO+ IHHH“%S)) (‘d|vvi|Hl*1(Qi) +leurlvt|gi-1qy) + lve — VA 1d'VUi\H17%(S) + |vi|L2(Qi)>

where the constar® depends only orhg. An essential proof of this can be found in [14, propositioB] 4



4 Proof Theorem 1.1

In this section we are going to use the uniform bounds praligecorollary 2.5 combined with the non—linear Euleriamfeawork
introduced in [14] to obtain the strong convergence of sohg stated in theorem 1.1.

4.1 Convergence of Lagrangian maps and velocity fields
As a first step we need to estimate the physical pressure.

Lemma 4.1. Letv € H' andS; = 0€; € H'* with [ > 5 + 2 be a given solution ofE){BC). Then the pressurg, determined by
(1.4), satisfies

2 2
|p+|H“%(Qj) ¢ (|U+|Hl’1(ﬂf) T |K+|H“1(St) + p*|U|H“%(Rn\st)|N|H“1(St)) (4.1)
andforp_ <« 1
2 2
|p*|H“%(Q;) < Cp- (|U*|HH(Q?) Hlrlgias,) + |U|Hl*%(Rn\st)|N|HH(St)) (4-2)

for some constan®’ depending only on the set of hypersurfadgs

Proof Write py = AT'Apy + Hip? and use lemma A.2 to get

2
Pely by < C(peltrDuell, s o + 105,

2 P— 2
Cpelvelisiay + O Irelmo(s, + Co- (|Ni|Hl*2<st>|“|Hlf%<nt>

IN

+ |”|Hl*%(m)|U|H“%<m)|Ni|HH<St>) -

Proposition 4.2. There exists a sequenéen;}, a timet** depending only on the initial data and ai'—diffeomorphism:, €
C9 ([0, £]; HY(QF)) with yuy € CF ([O,t**]; " (Qg)) such that

T =g i CP(([0, 1) HU(Q)) (4.3)
lim Gl = G in P ([0, BT () (4.4)

for anyl’” < . Moreover if we define
Q7 = uy (¢, Qo) (4.5)

then there exists; € L= (H'(Q°)) N L™ (Hl/(Q;’O)) such that

lim o ou[* = vy ouyin CY ([O,t**]; HZI(QS')) (4.6)

k—o0
for anyl’ <l andpy € L (H'~3(Q/)) such that
lim p"* ou!'" = py ouy weak-starin L™ ([O, ], Hl’%(ﬂar)) (4.7)
k—o0
We will still denote these subsequences by the index

Proof Letus denoteX (H?) = X ([0,t**], H*(Qf)) for X = L or C? andC any positive constant depending only the initial data
and the sef\,. Combining proposition 2.3 and corollary 2.5 we see that

0" | e 210 my) < Co(1+ Em) < C

for anyt < t§. Therefore, arguing as in the proof of proposition 2.3, we firad a positive time** < ¢§ depending only o, and
the initial data, such that for arty< ¢ < ¢**

(4.8)

DN =

|UT(ta ) —id QﬂHl(Q;) <Ot <

8



This show that each mag}* is an H'—diffeomorphism onto its image and is uniformly bounded.if (H') by a constant depending
only on the initial data and the sdf. Then, up to extraction of a subsequence, there exise L>(H') such thatu7 — uj
weak-star inL>°(H'). Lemma A.1 and (4.8) imply

l
0 i oy < 1% a0 Ve oy < €

Again by standard compactness we have, up to extradijaff! = v o u”" — dyuy =: vy weak-star inL>(H'). Sinceu’’,u €
whe(H"), we getuy € CP(H') and? u* — u, in CP(H').

Passing to the limit in (4.8) we see that is also anH'—diffeomorphism. Thus we can defing by v, o u, =: 7, = dyu,. From
Euler equations we havg (v o ul*) = —Vpl' o u’" so that lemma 4.1, lemma A.1 and corollary 2.3 together with @) imply

<C.

< I g gy <

07 )

In particular this gives continuity of " o u"!' = J;u’}' with values inH'=1(Q). It also implies the existence of a subsequence (still

denoted by the indew) such that), (v}' o u') — V, weak-star inL>(H'~%). Sincev" o u}' — o in the sense of distributions,
Vy = 0,v,. Thereforé® s, = v, ou, € CY(H'"') and

vl ou »vpouy in CY (([O,t**];Hlil(Qa'))) .

As v o w7 is uniformly bounded inL>°(H'), by interpolating the Sobolev norms we can improve the alsomwergence obtaining
(4.6) and the equivalent (4.4).

Finally, sincepl' o u" is uniformly bounded irLOO(Hl—%), up to extraction, we havg' o v’} — p; weak-star inL°°(Hl—%) and
(4.7) follows just by defining =: p; ou' o

4.2 \ferification of (BC,)

Using convergence of the Lagrangian mafisassociated to’" established in (4.3), we defined in (4.5) the “limit domaitj® where

the evolution of the limit solution is going to take placeoffr(4.3) and trace estimates we obta'[mso — uilg, in C?(Hl*% (50))
so that )
uy (t,So) = Ouy (t,QF) =: S° € CX(H'"2) for t € [0,t*].

Proposition 4.3. The moving boundary condition (BC,) holds for the set of hypersurfac8s® with v defined by4.6).
Proof From the definition of Lagrangian maps, (4.4) and (4.6) weshav

Orus(t,y) = vi(tug(ty)) Y (Ly) €[0,67] x Qg .
Asuy (t,Sp) = Sg° foranyt € [0,t**], we have thatt, u, (¢, -)) is a curve on the space—time boundagp;°; therefore

O+ Ouy V=0 +vouy- -V istangenttoUSg’O c R,
t

The fact thatu is a diffeomorphism frons to S;° for anyt € [0, ¢t**] gives the claim,

Lemma 4.4. Let N1"(t,-) be the outward unit normal and?' (¢, -) the mean curvature o$;". Denote byN°(t,z) and x*>°(t, x)
respectively the unit normal and the mean curvatur§fat the pointz. Then for any’ < [

N™ou™ = N®ouy in CH(H"(Sp)) and k™ ou™ = k™ ouy in COH'"1(Sp)). (4.9)

In particular |n°°|Hl/,1(S§o) is uniformly bounded which impligsS> € H!'+! as stated in theorem 1.1.

12The standard argument is the following. Consider an aryisabsequence dfu’? }; the boundedness ¢b; v’ } implies through the Ascoli-Arzela theorem the
existence of a sub-subsequence convergir@ﬂnHl) to a limit which must beu. (the weakx limit of the original sequencéu’l'}). Thereforeu. is the uniform
limit of {w’}.

13We use the fact thaf € L2(H"1) andf; € L2(H"2) imply f € C(H(s1+52)/2),

14This can be proved using local coordinates and estimateguftsi—linear elliptic equations. Another proof can be tbim[14, proposition A.2].



Proof Sincex™>(t,z)(X,Y) = tr(Y - VxN>(t,z)) foranyX,Y € T,.57°, itis enough to prove the first statement in (4.9).

We use similar arguments to those in the proof of proposéi@ By lemma A.1, (A.10) and (2.3) we obtain uniform bounds o
N ouT in L>(H'); therefore there exist¥,;. € L>°(H') such that, up to extraction of a subsequedé@,ou” — N =: A ou
weak-—star inL>°(H'). ldentity (A.6) and estimate (A.10) combined with the unifoenergy bounds or’* show that

d
— (N oull")

FTARES < C|“T|Hl(szr)|NT|

ity <€ (4.10)

H' =3 (50)

with someC' uniformin A¢ andm. This in particular implies thaV" o w7 belongs taC'(H'~1(S,)) and that, up to further extraction,
(N ouT) — 0y (A>® ouy ) weak—star ik H'~1(S,). As a consequencé™® ou € C{(H' 71 (Sp)) andNT" ou] — A® ouy

in COHY (S,) foranyl’ < 1.

To show thatA>(t, -) is the outward unit normaN°(t, ) to the hypersurfacé;® let 7 € T,.5;" be an arbitrary tangent vector.
Sinceu’} is a diffeomorphism fronf, to S, there exists a unique tangent vectgre 7S, such thatr,, = du’'(t,y)70, Where

du’'(t,y) denotes the differential af* as a map frond, to S;* acting onT, .S, for y = (uT)’l(t, x). Then for anyt € [0, t**]
(NI (t,u’f(t,y)) s dull'(t,y)T0) =0

Lettingm go to infinity using (4.3) we obtain
(A% (tug(t,y)), dug(t,y)m0) =0

Sincer,,, and consequently, was arbitrarily chosen this implies thae° (¢, ) LT, 57 for z = u (¢, y); by the strong convergence
established abové is unitary and therefore coincides witi*>° (¢, z) o

Proposition 4.5. The boundary conditio(BC,) for the pressure is satisfied by the limit solution.

Proof For the sequence of solutioris™, S;™) condition (BC) holds for everyn € N. As (E) is also satisfied for eveny,, the
boundary condition for the physical presspf2 is the one given in (1.4) (where of course every quantity besetindexed byn).
Therefore(p* — &7') o] = p™ o ul' on Sy and we can use lemmaA.1, (4.2) and trace—estimates to obtain

m _,m m m m l*i
|5 = K)ol pis sy < ClPZ iy oo ¥ 12 4
2
< O™ (10 ey + 187 iy 107 2 o VE i1 s )
Since the expression in parentheses above is uniformlydexliby the energies, letting — oo and using (4.9) we get

prou — k¥ ouy in COHY1(Sy) (4.12)

forany!’ < . Using (4.7) we conclude that, (¢, z) = k>(t, =) for anyt € [0,t**] andz € S;° o

4.3 \Verification of (Ey)
We first need the following estimate:

Lemma 4.6. Letp, be given by(1.4)then
|DtpT|Loo(Hl—2(Q:rwm)) S C . (412)

for someC uniform inm.

Proof In what follows we suppress the use of the indeand leta < b denotea < Cb for some constant’ independent of_.
Writing p, = H4ps + A1 tr (Dv,)? we have

Dtp+ = DtHerJr + DtAil tr (D1)+)2 g ,}'lJrDthr + AilDt tr (D1)+)2 + R := (l) + (”) + R (413)
where the remainder is given by the sum of the two commutators

R=R'"+R?:= Dy, Hi|ps + [Dy, A7 tr(Duy)”. (4.14)
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We show that every term is boundedift—2 or better by the quantities| ., |p|
to be bounded uniformly in time by the energies indepengeith_ .
Estimate ofl): This is the highest order term in (4.13). DenotiRg= ./\/p+|5t we have

i-4+ |El i @and| N, which are already known
() =HDNT'P=H N'DP+H, RP with R®:=[N"'D,].
Observe thak® = N~ [N, D;] N1 so that (A.3), (A.5) and (A.13) give

|H+R P|Hl7— Q+) 5 H:NflaDt} P‘Hl—l(st) 5 p*|v|Hl(Qt)|P|Hl*2(St)

A

2
ol (Ielan-1 sy + 10023 0 W a1
Using again (A.3) and (A.5) we obtain

[HANTIDLP| iz < Cp- IDePig (4.15)

(Se) "
Now D, P contains four different terms to be estimated. The termlinng the mean curvature is estimated by (A.13) and (A.7):

1 1
|Dtp—_N7’f+| S — (|[Dt,J\L]n+|Hl,%(St)+|Dt/~@+|

Hli%(St) P— Hli%(st))

C
S p_, (|U|Hl(Qt)|’€+|Hl7%(5t) + |U+|HZ(Q:“)|N+|HL7%(St) + |"€+|Hl—%(St)lv-i-'Hl*l(Qj)) .

Notice that the presence pf in the denominator in this last estimate is compensated &éyatiorp_ in (4.15) so that the bounds
remain uniform. For the terms involving (tDv)2 we use (A.6), (A.12) and the identitid®;Vf = VD.f — (Dv)*Vf and®
D, tr (Dv)® = —2tr [(Dv)® — 2p, D2p - Dv] to estimate

|DtvNiAi tr(Dvi) |Hz 2(8,) ~ |DtNi|Hl 2 St)|v| )+|Ni|Hl*2(St)|DtVAll tr(D’Ui)2|

-3« =3 ()

2 — 2 2
< |N:E|Hlf2(st)|U|H17%(Qt)|v|Hz—%(Qt) + |N:|:|Hlf2(5t) (|[Dta A:I:l] tr (DU:E) |Hli%(9t) + |Dt tr (DU:I:) |Hl’%(szt)

+  |(Dvs) VAL tr (Dvi)2|Hl*%(Qn))

3 2 3
~> |Ni|Hl*2(St)|v|Hl*%(Qt) + |N:|:|Hzfz(5t) (|vi|Hl(Qt)|’Ui|Hl—l(Qt) + |v:t|Hzfl(Qt) + |p:|:|HL—%(Qt)|U|HL—1(Qt)

+ |Ui|H17%(Qt)|vi|iﬂfl(szt))'
Analogously, using (A.8) the term®,I1. (v],v]) andD,(v] Vui) can be bounded uniformly /'~ 3 (S,) and H'~3(S,) respec-
tively.
Estimate of 1): By the same formula used above to expmssr (Dv.)* we get

— 2 3
|A 1Dttr(DU+) |Hl*%(Qt+) 5 |(D'U+) |Hl*%(Qt+)+p+|D P+ - Dv+|Hl** Q+)

A

(losltr-s0) + 12l s o o ) -
Estimate ofR: CommutatorsR! andR? are estimated directly by (A.11) and (A.12):

|[DtaH+]p+|H172(Qj) S |v+|Hl(Q:r)|p+| =3 ’[DtaAil] tr (Der)Q}HZ(QD S |v+|ip(gzj)

where as usual the constapiis independent gb_

15This identity follows fromD, Dv = DDv — (Dv)? together with Euler equationsDv = —Vp.

11



Proposition 4.7. Letv, andu be given as in proposition 4.2 then

d m m d ; -3
%(U_’_ ou+)—>%(v+ou+) n CtO(Hl 2(93_))

andv, satisfies Euler equatior(&,).

Proof (4.6) and the uniform bounds gif* establish the above convergence weak—stdri(H'~ 2 (QF)). Sinced? (v oul) =
D, VpT o u™ = VDyp7 o ul' — (Dv)"VpT o u™ the bound given in (4.12) implied? (v o u) € L°°(H'=3(€})) and the
desired strong convergence follows through the usual aegtsn

From (4.7) and (4.11) we know that* o u”* — p, o uy strongly inC? H' = and therefor&p o u? = V(p7 o u”) (V) " —
Vpy ouy in CYH'=2(Qd). Since Euler equations in Lagrangian coordinateSae]’ o u'') = —Vp'[' o u we can take the limit
in L>°(H'~2(£))) obtaining that, satisfies Euler equations in Lagrangian coordinates o, i.

d ok
EU+(t,U+(t,y)) = _vp+(t7u+(t7y)) v (tay) € [Ovt ] X Qg .

Finally from (4.3) and (4.6) we hav@ (v o u™) — V(v4 o uy) in CP(H'=2(2{)) so that

m—r oo

0=V ol oul = tr(Vol'oul') = tr (V(UT o uT)(VUT)_l) — tr (V(17+ o u+)(Vu+)_1) =V viouy

which impliesV - v, = 0 pointwise inQ° for anyt € [0, t**] o

The proof of theorem 1.1 is completgd

5 Proof of Proposition 1.2

LetT" be the infinite—dimensional manifold (1.7) aRdits curvature tensor induced by the covariant differeiatimtiefined in section
1.2. Consider a map(t) : Qo — Q; in . Let R™ denote the sectional curvatureofat the pointu as an operator acting 6fj,T’
endowed with the.?(p™dy) metric and depending on somec 7,,I" (and of course om). We assume and the hypersurface to

be sufficiently smooth and single out the leading order tefffR'8 analyzing its behavior as goes to infinity (or equivalently as the
densityp_ vanishes).

In view of the geometrical frame work discussed in secti@) and in particular in 1.2.3™ can be considered as a measurement of
the instability occurring in the linearized Euler equatian case surface tension were not present.

Let w be any vector ire T,,I'. We assume thab is uniformly bounded in{!(R"~.S;) for some large enoughand compute the
sectional curvature in the direction ofndw. Using a well-known formula from Riemannian geometry tbgetvith (1.11) we have

R™ = (Ru)(©,0)0, ©) 12 (pmamy = TTu(0,0) , T1u(0,0)) 12y = T (0 0)[|72 e g

/ VDu,0VPwwp™ do — / IVpo.wl” p™ d .
R™ NSt R S:
Again we suppress the use of the indexUsing the divergence theorem the first integral can beewvritts

/ VDuy,wVDwwp dr = / pf.,u (VN+p$,w + vap;),w) - / Po,wAPw wp d
RS St R ~\S¢

= / pfﬂ) {—2Vw1_iji + I (wi,wi) + T (w], wI)} ds +/ Do tr (Dw)? pda
St R" .S,

having usedV y, pi; o, + Vv_pa.w = NS, + Vi, AT ApY , + Vv  AZ'Apy , and (1.13) withv = w. Sincetr(Dw)® =
O;wkopw® = 9;(w*dxw') we can use twice again the divergence theorem obtaining

[ VpVouupds = [ Dptww)pdot [ 95, {290 et 4 @] e]) < 1@ wT)
RSy RSy St ’ -

+ Ve, wy Ny+V, w -N_}dS— / PV, Dy + powtV,y p,,dS. (5.1)
St

12



To estimate the terms containipg,, which is the inverse image throug¥i of a mean zero function of;, we use lemma A.2. For
anyf € L'(S;), (A.5) yields

} [ o ds\ < Ol ul g incsy < CO-WBS s o st

whenever > 251, with C uniformin S; € Ao. SincelNpJ |,
w, we can easily estimate several termsin (5.1):

—1(8) is uniformly bounded for smooth enough and boundeahd

’/ pfjvvwlwi dS‘ , ‘/ pivﬂi(wl,wl) dS‘ , ‘/ pfjvvwiwij\fi dS‘ < Cp,|w|i{%(Rn\S)
Ss Sy St ¢

whereC' is some uniform constant depending@and the mean curvature §f. These bounds imply

lim VPy,vVDw,wp dx = D2pv+7v+ (wy,wy) pyde — lim / p+wivw+p;v + p_wfvwfp;ﬂ, ds.
p-=0 Jrns, of p-=0Jg,

Next we look at the contribution df/I, (v, w)|*, use the decompositiofi. = Hf + AT'Af applied top, ., and observe that
VH+ LVAL'A to obtain

/ |va,w|2pd:v:/ pfw/\/'pfw—f—/ |VA;1tr(Dva)|2p+dx+/ |VA:1tr(Dva)|2p_dx.
Rm .S, CA ’ af ¢

t

In [15] it is shown how the leading order term of the sectioniaivature comes from the contribution of the surface irgtkgr the
above expression and is a second order negative semi—e@fp@tator. But sinczefpﬁw is independent of_, by the same argument
performed above the boundary integral vanishes as» 0. Therefore

lim R™ = D?py o(w,w) py — VAT tr (Dva)|2 p+ dz
m—00 Qt+
- lim prw iV, Dl + p-wtVy_py,dS. (5.2)
p——> ) )

St

By splitting w into normal and tangential components on the boundary ttiacgiintegral in (5.2) is

_ 2 2 _
/ prwiVuw, b, + p-wiVy p,,dS = / pilwi| V. pf, +p-lwt[ VN py, (5.3)
St St

4 /S prwtVD pt, + p wtVl_pr,dS. (5.4)
writing p+pif, = H+ (p5,) — p+ AT tr (Dv)?, by the usual estimate for} ,, the right-hand side of (5.3) gives the contribution
/ ot PN DS+ [ N-pS, + o [t [V, AT (Do) + p-wk "V AT tr (Du)* dS

t

p——0

— / p+Vn, AT tr (Dv)2|u¢|2 ds . (5.5)
St

Sincep p;;, = p-p,., = pfyv on S; and we are considering only tangential derivatives, thérdartion of the termin (5.4) is

1 S 2 S 2 p——0
‘/St w-ﬁ-vwiﬂ—wjpv,v dS’ S C|w|H1(Rn\St)|pv,v|Hsl (S¢) S Cp—|w|H1(]R"\St) — 0. (56)
Gathering (5.2), (5.3), (5.5) and (5.6) we get
. Sm N, _ 2
mlgnoo (R (u)(v,w)v,w>L2(pmdw)—|—/S p+Vn, A 1tr(Dv+)2|wi| as §O|w|i2(R"\St)' (5.7)
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This shows that the leading order term of the sectional ¢ureafI in the limit p_ — 0 is given by the self-adjoint operat®;(v)
acting onT,, I" represented in Lagrangian coordinates by

Ro(vs) = (= pe VH: (Y, A7 (D02 (- Loy ) ") ) 00

and satisfying

o _ 2
(Ro(v4+ )W, Wi ) 12y, ay) = _/a © )VN+A Lr (Dv+)2|wi| p+dS. (5.8)
U4 0

From (1.12) we see thak ! tr (Dv+)2 is exactlyp;, ,, for the water wave problem so that (5.8) is equivalent to tret iintegral

in (1.19). Therefore we have shown that@as — 0 the Kelvin—-Helmotz instability for the vortex—sheet preivl becomes the
Raileigh—Taylor instability, i.e. the leading order teriittoe sectional curvature df is not definite in general and has a positive sign
only provided that the normal gradient of the physical puesgin absence of surface tension) is negative. We conditthetwo
observations:

(i) If we do not restrict our attention exclusively to the h&st order term of the sectional curvature operator, theebalculations
show that

. m _ N - _ 2
lim (R (u)(v,w)v,w>L2(pmdy):—/S p+Vn, A Ytr (Dug)? lw|” dS

m— 00
— / D2A~r (Duy ) (wy, wy) py — [VA™ (Dv+Dw+)|2 pydz.
R™ Sy
Since the second fundamental formitfin the water wave problem is given Byp} ,, = VA~ tr (DvDw) the above limit is
exactly
* * 2 = _ _ _ _
~/]R"\S Vi, oy VP w, P+ dT = /Rn\s VDL, o, 7 P4 do = (R*(uq ) (04, 04 )04, W) 12, ay)-

(i) From a standard argument we conclude that the full cumeatensor ofl’ converges to the curvature tensorltfin the sense
stated in (1.1) and this completes the proof of propositi@ngl

A Supporting material for proofs

In this appendix we gather some technical results needéeiproofs presented and in the proof of theorem 2.4 in appéhdi

Lemma A.1. Let D; (resp. S;) be domains (resp. hypersurfaces)®ft for i = 0,1. Letn : Dy — D, (resp.n : So — S1) be an
H'~diffeomorphism fof > % + 1 (resp.l > 241) with |(det Dn)_1|Lm(Dl) < a (resp.|(det Dn)_1|L°°(Sl) < a). Then the operator
T, : f — fonisabounded operator froi*(D;) to H*(Dy) (resp. fromH*(S,) to H*(Sy)) for anys € [0, ] and satisfies

|f O77|H3(D0) < CO|f|HS(D1)|n|SHl(DO) (A1)

for some constanty depending om, s, | and the domain®; (resp. the hypersurfaces).

Proof The cases = 0 follows immediately from the hypotheses. Assume by inducthat (A.1) holds for any integersuch that
0<s<k-—1<1I— 1. We prove the statement fer= k. Write D*(f on) = D*~Y(Df on Dn) = Z?;& DI (Df on)D*in. Let

r > 2 be the integer such thgt— 1 </ —r < 3; observe thaD’n € L* fori < r — 1 while it is not uniformly bounded in general
fori > r sinceH'~* does not embed i>. According to this we split

k—1 k—r k—1
> DI(Dfon)D*In=> DI(Dfon)DFIn+ Y DI(Dfon)D" =% +5,.
j=0 7=0 j=k—r+1

In 35 all derivatives om can be taken ir > and estimated through Sobolev’s embedding:

k—1

Solpopey < O, DD o)l 2y D Il e gy < CIDS 00l ooy 11l ()
j=k—r+1

k—1 k
O|Df|Hk71(D1)|77|H1(D0)|77|HL(D0) = C|f|Hk(D1)|77|Hl(DO) :

IN
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The contribution o, is estimated using Holder’s inequality and Sobolev’s endliregs. Sincéd > 5 + 1 andk —j > r > 1, we can
choose < p, ¢ < oo such that

1 1 1 1 k—1—3j
4 == - > _—

1 l—-k+j 1 1
p q 27 q 2 n T p T2 n

Using Hélder's inequality and the embeddin|gs *+/ ¢ H3 2" ¢ L9, gF=1-i ¢ HG=5)" ¢ [P we get
k—r

j —j j k
|EI|L2(DO) < Z |D?(Df On)'LP(D0)|Dk J77|Lq(D0) < C|ID'(Df 077)|H’C*17j(D0)|77|H1(D0) < C|f|Hk(D1)|77|Hl(D0)
J=0

with C depending om, & and the domain®,, D;. Therefore we proved

|Dk(f 077)|L2(D0) > C|f|Hk(D1)|77|HL(DO)

From the inductive hypothesis the same inequality holdscfeer order derivatives term&(f o n), for0 < i < k — 1, replacingk
with 4. Up to further increasing the value 6fdepending om and the constants in Sobolev’'s embeddings, we can sum Hujsdatities
to obtain (A.1) fors = k. The case for non-integerfollows by interpolation;

Lemma A.2 (About differential operators on Ay [14]). Let A—! andH{ denote respectively the inverse Laplacian with Dirichlet
boundary condition and the Harmonic extensfoaperators on a domaif. There exists a uniform consta@t > 0 such that for
every domairf2 with 92 = S € Ay (see definition 2.1) the following is true:

|f|6£2|Hs(3Q) < C|f|Hs+%(Q) ) vV s>0 (A-Z)
|A71|L(H571(Q)_’HS+1(Q)) + |H|L(HS+%(89),HS+1(Q)) <C , Vse(0,l-1]. (A.3)

As a consequence the Dirichlet-to—-Neumann operator sdisfi

|No| +ING, <C, Vselol-1], (A.4)

L(H*T3(09),H "% (6Q)) (=3 (Q), H*F 3 (6Q)) —
where H* denotes zero—meaH *—functions. In particular if\/ is the operator defined b§l.5)then IV
C(p- + p+)/(p-p+) and

WV

<
LT3 (00),H°~ 3 (Q)) —

P+
LeEe— b (o), 87+ (09) <2Cp_, Vsel0,l—1andp_ < 207 - (A.5)

Proof The proof of (A.2), (A.3), (A.4) and more detailed analysfoperators acting o®$2 (and in particular of the Dirichlet—to—
Neumann operator) can be found in [14, A.2]. To obtain (A.B}ev\ as

N = (Aﬁle +I) N (B +I)J£ .
P+ p— p—
Estimate (A.4) implies that fop_ < p. /(2C?) the linear operatoB mapsH*(92) to itself with norm less or equal thah Thus

I+ BisinvertibleandV—"' = p_ V=1 322 (—1) B’ so that

1 < Bl _
N |L(H ~3(09),H 2 (89)) P C;' | L(H*™% (69),H** 3 (89)) — < 20p- o

Lemma A.3 (Geometric Formulae [14]). Let S be an hypersurface iR™ moved by the normal component of a vector field et
N, k andII denote respectively its unit normal, mean curvature andisééundamental form. Then the following identities holgbtr

DN = —[(Dv)*-N]' (A.6)
D = —Agvt— oI+ V,rx (A.7)
D/1(r) = ~D, ((Dv)'N)) =11 ((V,0)") (A.8)
—AgIl = —D%*k+ (|[IJ*I — £IDII (A.9)

16 — A—1f satisfiesAF = finQandF =00ndQ. G = 'Hg satisfiesAG = 0in Q andG = g on 99.
In view of (A.3) Ny can be defined for any € H*(99), s > 1 in the weak form(p, No (f)) = [, VHOVHS.
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whereD denotes the covariant derivative shand As := tr D2. Furthermore there exists a uniform const@isuch that for any
S e AQ

5
W5 + N gesas) S O+ IRl gags)) V1= 2 S s <=1, (A.10)

Lemma A.4 (Commutator Estimates [14]). There exists a uniform consta6t such that for anyp2 = S € A, the following
estimates hold:

1
HDt’H”L(HS*%(S),HS(S)) < Cllgigy VY 3<s <l (A.11)
DA ooy < Cllme V2-1<s<l (A.12)
1
|[Dt’NO]|L(HS(S),HS*1(S)) S C|’U|HZ(Q) V 1 S S S l — 5 (A13)
7 1
De, Asllp gy, me-20s)) < Cllgy ¥ B —l<s<l— 3 (A.14)

B Proof of Theorem 2.4

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 2.4 and ctmsissentially of material contained in [15, sec. 4.3, 4Hje only
difference is that we claim and show independence of theggrestimates on the densities of the two fluids. Thereforen¢lrough
the proof is extremely similar to the one performed in [15¢, present it here for the reader’s convenience.

B.1 Estimates on the Lagrangian coordinate map

We use the same notation in the original proof of theoremetih! := %k Working on the compact domai®,” and arguing as in
the proof of proposition 2.3 (see section 3) we obtain theterice of a positive timg and a constant’,, only depending o, n and
w1 asin (3.1) such that

|’U,+(t, ) — id Q(TlH%k(QO*) < Cqt Vite [O,min{to, tl}] .

This implies the estimate on the mean curvattire

|k (2, -)|H%k,%(5t) < Cat + |k4(0, )] V t € [0,min{to, t1}]. (B.1)

H3% 5 (50)
where the constartt; is only determined by and the sef\,. We conclude that there exists a timeagain determined only by and
the setA such that

Sy € AO , Vite [O,min{to,tg}] .

B.2 Evolution of the Energy

The energy defined in (2.1) is made of three terms. The firsirwalve the operator defined in (1.18) and are used to control the
irrotational part of the velocity and the mean curvaturenffeethe regularity of the evolving domaif); the third part involves the
vorticity w and is used to control the rotational partwofMore explicity & = F; + E5 + M;gk—l where, using (1.18), the first two
terms are given by

B g [ iatlpde = g [ ob(-As A0 -As )0t ds ®2)
2 RS} 2 t
1 k1 2 1 - — k—1
Ey = —/ |42 =2 Vp,| de:—/ KN (=Ag,N)™ k4 dS (B.3)
2 RS, 2 St
where 1 1
N — (_N) N1 (—N) . (B.4)
P+ p—

Itis clear from lemma A.2 thaV/ is a first-order self-adjoint operator whose norm and irversorm do not depend gn_.

18This can be checked using the local coordinates constrircfdd, appendix A].
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Proposition B.1. There exists a polynomié}(¢) = Q (|v(t, ')|H%k(Rn\s )y |k (t, ')|H%’H(s )) with positive coefficients depending
on the set\y and independent of the densjty such that

4 (E — Eey)

p <Q (B.5)

where the extra energy terfii.y, due to the Kelvin—Helmotz instability, is given by

Pt . k-2 p- . k-2
E :7/ V,rhs  N(—Ag N2V ks dS — —L= [V ok N(=As,N) 2V 1k dS.  (B.6
TP ) A (—AsN) Th+ 2or 1 p) Jg, VT (—As,N) TRy (B.6)

Proof Throughout the proof we denote lgyany generic polynomial satisfying the properties in théesteent.
Evolution of £1: This is the hardest term to deal with and is the one wherextia energy ternEey appears. We are going to show

%(El — B + /S vt (~As,N) ks dS‘ <Q. (B.7)

From definition (B.4) and (A.13) we have

< Clv| s V_-o<s<ik-

‘ [Dt’ } |L(Hs(s,) Hs=1(S}))

N W
l\Dl’—‘

1
H3*(9,) 5

Therefore, using also (A.14), we can commltg with the operators appearing in (B.2) to get

d1l ke b
=3 / L(=Ag ) (—As, ot dS—/ v (=Ag, N)" (=As,)Dy, v dS| < Q.

St

Using (A.6) to expres®;, V., (1.16), (1.13) and (1.15) together with (B.4) we have

Dt+1}i_ = Dt+1}+'N++’U+Dt+N+:—VN+pIU—VN+p:—VUIU+'N+

1 _
—p—N+pf,U+vN+AIItF(DU)2—NH+— TU++H(U+,U+)
+

From lemma A.2 and trace—estimat®sy, A" tr (Dv)?| < @ so that this term is lower order and

"33 (5,)

d _ L 1 _
B = [ vHCas A (88 (< oNp, — Nk = Vgt 4 TG TT) ) ds\w ®.8)
St +

Equation (1.13) fop{ , gives

1 1
SN = o NN {2V, ek L] e]) < T T 0T) - VAT (D) - Vo AT (D))

Since N, N'~! is an operator of order zero the teriig;, AL* tr (Dv)2 can be treated as before. From Lemma 4.6 in [15] (to which
we refer for the proof)

1 1 3 3 1
- 2 ———k<s<—-k—=;
(D)t =N <O (LR g gen) Y g GRS s S Ghogs
this and the definition (1.5) of/ yield
NN~ - _P+P— " <Q.
P+ +p— L( a3 =3 (s,),m3" 2(st))
Together with (A.10) this gives
—LJ\/'erfv - p; (2V,UT7,UT’Ui — H+(’UI, UI) —1I_ (’U—_r, UI)) ‘ < Q
Pt Y pr e += H3"3(5))



so that (B.8) becomes

d / 1 VoL P— T, T P+
—FB - vy (—Ag,N —Ag, [—71'[_ v_,v_)+ — (v , U
at ! s, +( N) ( ) pr+po ( ) pr +p_ +( + +)

- 2p_
—  Nky + Vot ( Pt T _ Uj)} dS‘gQ.
" T\pr o T pr At

We now claim that the last two terms in the above integral anest order. To see this, consider flo@s (7, -) on Q;” generated by
H.v] and apply (A.13) and (A.14) th, to move outside the tangential derivati\)@gl:

T k— - - 2p_
[ ot as i as)vet (ST - 2T as
St

P+t p- P+t p-
p——p+/
S S
200+ +p-) Js,

= /VUT
p++p-Js, -

then integrate by parts in these last two integrals estigdbiv_ in L>°(S;) and the remainingk — % derivatives orvy in L2(S;).
For the terms involving the second fundamental form, (Ai9¢g

(_AStN)T (_Ast)§U+

k1 1 2
‘ ds

(A, ) T (~Ag,) U+‘ dS‘<Q,

|As, (T (v, vi) = D2k (v, vi)| g gy < Q-

SinceD?ky = Vvl Vvl Ky — 'DUIUI - Vk4 and the last term in this sum is lower order, we get

d V) | = P+ - }
B [ A N T PV Vo - PV Vs As N | dS| < Q.
e /st (A N) [P++p oI VoIfiz = P Vol Ve i + A5 VA <Q

Using the same previous argument we can commute one of ttwsf&:ul and move it outside to obtain

d pP— IRy —\ k—2
’EEI + m V ( ASt'Uq-)N(_AStN) ij Kk_dS (Bg)
P— Ly 7\ —2
- — V A N(—Ag N V,Tky dS B.10
p++p ( Sthr) ( St ) U+I€+ ( )

+ / Ui‘(—AstN)kn+ dS‘ <Q.
St

Now, thanks to identity (A.7)
’ As, vy — Dt+f€+‘ Sk—Z(St)SQ

so that we can substitul®;_ ~, to —Astvi in (B.9) and (B.10). The usual commutator estimates imply

d P

_EeX + R vijt+H+N(_ASt'/\7)k72

V,UT K_ dS
dt p+ +p- -

- | VD N(=as )T

V, 7k dS| <
pr+ - T ‘_Q

and (B.7) follows.
Evolution of E5: As before commutator estimates (A.13) and (A.14) give

d . o k—
EEQ — / IQJFN(—AStN)k lDt+I£+ dS‘ S Q
St
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and in view of (A.7) and (A.10) we obtain

d
dt

The same commutation argument previously adopted shows tha

_ o 1
/ IiJrN(—AStN)k IVUTH+ ds — —/ V.,
S, * 2 /s,

EQ — / K+N(—A5t.j\7)k_l(—A5t)vi dS‘ S Q +
St

/ I{+~/\7'(_A~5‘t'/\7')k_1Vv:rr K+ ds‘
St

2
VEH-AsN) 7 ks dS‘ <Q.

Integrating by parts and estimatidgy | in L°°(S;) and the remainingk — 1 derivatives on< in L? shows that this last integral is
bounded byQ. Finally use the self-adjointness.&f andAg, to obtain

%Eg —/ v (=g, N) ki dS’ <Q. (B.11)
St

Evolution of the vorticityy = Dv — (Dv)*: Commuting repeatedl; with D and using the identity
D,w = DDy — (Dv)? — (DDw)* + ((Dv)*)? = ((Dv)*)* — (Dv)? = —wDv — (Dv)*w

we have

d : 2 : 2
G L pEuar= [ DDt s < Ol
RSt RSt

dt H%k(Rn\st)W(t’ ')|H%’H(Rn\st) =Q.

Summing up (B.7), (B.11) and (B.12) we get the desired cédatiahs giving (B.5)

B.3 The Energy Inequality

Integrating in time (B.5) gives

B(1) = BO0) = Bast) + Be0) < [ @ (0050 geen s 1) i) (B.12)

forany0 < t < min{to, t2}. We can estimate the extra energy term (B.6) by

1 _ _ k. _ k. 2
Bl < 5 [ s Vogha| dS+ 5 | s IV e as
St St
< ORI Ihil g g, < O 3a g sy 150 M3 s,

where the positive constant depends only on the sdét,. Interpolatingu betweenH ¥~ and H2* andx betweenH 2%~ 3 and
H3*1yields

B < 35+ O (1 Wl 40,
for some integern where the constard’, which |ncludeqfe| 35, depends ultimately only ofy andA, in view of (B.1). Using
Euler equations (1.16) and lemma 4.1 to estimate the ples&erhave

1
|Dt'U| —k——(Rn\S) p+| p+| —k——(Q+) |Vp | —k——Q )_Q

/Q

1 m t 1 t
|Eed < 5B+ Cy (14 00,175, ,%(Rn\so)) +/0 Q(s)ds < 5E+02+/0 Q(s) ds

whereC} is determined byE,, the setA and|v(0,

We can then use the Lagrangian coordinate map to estimate

[0 413 s,y — 1200,

m\w

k—3
2 (R™~\.So)

and obtain

.)|H%k’%(Rn o) Inserting this last inequality in (B.12) we finally obtain

E(St,v(t,)) < 3E(So,v(0,-)) +Cs + /Ot Q(s)ds

for someC;, as above. Taking in (3.1) large enough compared to the initial data concltldegroof of theorem 2.4
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