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Abstract

In this paper, we study the inviscid limit of the free surface in-
compressible Navier-Stokes equations with or without surface ten-
sion. By delicate estimates, we prove the weak boundary layer of
the velocity of the free surface Navier-Stokes equations and the exis-
tence of strong or weak vorticity layer for different conditions. When
the limit of the difference between the initial Navier-Stokes vorticity
and the initial Euler vorticity is nonzero, or the tangential projec-
tion on the free surface of the Euler strain tensor multiplying by
normal vector is nonzero, there exists a strong vorticity layer. Oth-
erwise, the vorticity layer is weak. We estimate convergence rates
of tangential derivatives and the first order standard normal deriva-
tive in energy norms, we show that not only tangential derivatives
and standard normal derivative have different convergence rates, but
also their convergence rates are different for different Euler bound-
ary data. Moreover, we determine regularity structure of the free
surface Navier-Stokes solutions with or without surface tension, sur-
face tension changes regularity structure of the solutions.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we study the inviscid limit of the free surface incompressible
Navier-Stokes equations with or without surface tension (see [31, [41] [14]):

us +u - Vu + Vp = eAu, x € (U,

V-u=0, x € (Y,

Oth=u-N, T € Xy, (1.1)
pn —2eSun = ghn — ocHn, T € Xy,

(u, h)e=0 = (u§, h§).

where © = (y,z), y is the horizontal variable, z is the vertical variable, the
normalized pressure p = p¥ + gz, p is the hydrodynamical pressure of the fluid,
gz corresponds to the gravitational force. The surface tension in the dynamical

.- —Vyh,1 Vyh
boundary condition (I.I))4, namely H = —V,, - (\}ﬁ) =Vy- (\/ﬁw),

is twice the mean curvature of the free surface ¥;. The initial data satisfies the



compatibility condition IISu§n|,—¢o = 0. Some notations are defined as follows:
QU ={r eR3 —oc0 < z<h(ty)},
S ={z e R?|z = h(t,y)}, 1.2)
1.2
_(_ T _ N
N=(-Vh1)', n= e
Su=1(Vu+ (Vu)"),
where the symbol T means the transposition of matrices or vectors. We suppose
h(t,y) — 0 as |y| — +oo for any ¢t > 0.

In this paper, we are interested in the free surface and have no interest in the
fluid dynamics on the bottom of 2, thus we simply assume —oo < z < h(t,y).
Also, we neglect the Coriolis effect generated by the planetary rotation, then
there is no Ekman layer near the free surface even if Rossby number is small.

Let € — 0 in (L)), we formally get the following free surface Euler equa-
tions:

u+u-Vu+ Vp=0, T € 4,
V-u=0, x € (Y,
Oth =u-N, x € Xy, (1.3)
p=gh—oH, T € Xy,
(u; h)li=0 = (uo, ho) := lim (u5, hg),
where (ug, ho) = lii%(ug,hg) is in the pointwise sense or even the L? sense

(see [31), 14, B4] for the sufficient conditions of the inviscid limit), (ug, ho) are
independent of €. Note that except for (ug, ho) = lir% (u§, h§), we do not restrict
€E—

their derivatives, especially normal derivatives. Furtherly, note that the Navier-
slip boundary case requires ug = lir% uf (see [22]), while the Dirichlet boundary
e—

case requires u§(y1,y2) ~ uo(y1, y2) + ud (y1, %) + o(€), where uf’ is the initial
data of Prandtl equations with Dirichlet boundary condition (see [35]).

The following Taylor sign condition should be imposed on (L3) if 0 =0 ,

g — azp|z:0 > 5p > 0. (14)

In this paper, either ¢ = 0 or ¢ > 0 is fixed, we do not study the zero
surface tension limit. For both () and (3]), the analysis for the fixed o > 0
case is very different from that for the o = 0 case.

In order to describe the strength of the initial vorticity layer, we define
bl € — € li €
wl =V xu§—V xuy=V xu§ Vxeg%uo. (1.5)

We emphasize that the initial vorticity layer means a boundary layer at the
initial time rather than a time layer in the vicinity of the initial time.

z

If u§ has a profile u§(y, 2) ~ uo(y, z) + v/eud (v, W) in its asymptotic ex-
pansion, then 9,u§ does not converge uniformly to 0,ug, and then

lim wb = (—d.ul?, d.ul,0)T #0, (1.6)

e—0



which means the initial vorticity layer is strong.

For strong initial vorticity layer, there is a special case: if the Euler bound-
ary data satisfies [ISugn|,—o = 0, then 1in% w8l|Z:0 = 0 on the free surface due
€—>
to the compatibility condition IISu§n|,—o = 0. However, it can not prevent
(CE) from holding in the vicinity of the free surface. For example, we choose
the boundary layer profile to be u§(y, %) = exp{—(%)Q}(l, 1,0)", for which

: b _ : b
lim @ =0, limwg

[ [ _ —1 T
lim '|__, limawf |, o=2e7(~1,1,0)" #0. (1.7)

On the contrary, if lir% @il =0, then 1111(1J @l =0 = 0 due to its continuity, and
€E— €E—>
then IISupn|,—o = 0 at the initial time.

If u§ has a profile u§(y, z) ~ uo(y, z) + ez Hount ug! (y, ﬁ) in its asymptotic
expansion, where d,; > 0, then 111% wf! = 0, which means the initial vorticity
€E—>

layer is weak.

In order to describe the discrepancy between boundary value of Navier-
Stokes vorticity and that of Euler vorticity, we investigate whether the FEuler
boundary data satisfies IISun|s, = 0. If IISun|s, = 0, the boundary value of
Navier-Stokes vorticity converges to that of Euler vorticity; otherwise there is a
discrepancy.

It is easy to have IISun|y, # 0 in (0,7], because it satisfies the forced
transport equation. While IISun|y, = 0 in [0, 7] is nontrivial. However, we can
construct the Euler velocity field satisfying IISun|y, = 0 and finite energy. The
scenario of our problem is as follows: construct a Euler velocity field satisfying
IISun|s, = 0, let Navier-Stokes initial data is a small perturbation of the Euler
initial data, then we study the inviscid limit of Navier-Stokes solutions.

One example of [ISun|y, = 0 is that
U= (—y2€_y%_y§_z2,y1e_y%_y§_z2,O), h =0, (1.8)

and the pressure p is the solution of the Poisson equation:

—Ap = e~ 201 Tys+2") (~2+4yi+4y5 —4y7y3)
’ (1.9)
p|z:0 =0.
Then the Euler boundary data satisfies
Sunl|.—o = [yoze Vi V2= _yze~vi=va== 0]T| _ =0. (1.10)

By deforming symmetrically the velocity field (L)) where h is also symmetric,
one may construct infinitely many velocity fields satisfying IISun|s, = 0.

1.1 Survey of Previous Results

In this survey, we introduce the previous results on the well-posedness and
inviscid limits.

As to the irrotational fluids, refer to S. Wu [43, 44, 45, [46], Germain,
Masmoudi and Shatah [I5], Ionescu and Pusateri [24], Alazard and Delort [I] for



the water waves without surface tension, refer to K. Beyer and M. Ginther [§],
Germain, Masmoudi and Shatah [16] for the water waves with surface tension.

Before introducing previous results on the boundary layer and inviscid limit
problem, we survery there some well-posedness results. The free surface Navier-
Stokes equations have both local and global well-posedness results, while the
free surface Euler equations only have local well-posedness results.

As to the free surface Navier-Stokes equations, refer to Beale [6], Hataya
[20], Guo and Tice [17 [I8 [19] for the zero surface tension, refer to Beale [7],
Tani [38], Tanaka and Tani [39] for the surface tension case. Especially, [7l 39,
20, [17, 18] proved the global in time results for the small initial data. Note that
the viscosity is capable of producing the global well-posedness, while the surface
tension only provides the regularizing effect on the free surface and enhance the
decay rates of the solutions (see [I7]).

The general free surface Euler equations which are much more difficult
and only have local results. Refer to Lindblad [26], Coutand and Shkiller [10],
Shatah and Zeng [36], Zhang and Zhang [50] for the zero surface tension case,
refer to Coutand and Shkiller [I0], Shatah and Zeng [36] for the surface tension
case.

As the viscosity approaches zero, we hope that the solutions of Navier-
Stokes equations converge to the solutions of Euler equations. However, this is
only proved in the whole spaces where there are no boundary conditions, see
[37, 25 12] 13, @, [30]. However, in the presence of boundaries, the inviscid limit
problem will be challenging due to the formation of boundary layers.

For Navier-Stokes equations with Dirichlet boundary condition in the fixed
domain, u|gq = 0, strong boundary layer whose width is O(y/€) and amplitude is
O(1) forms near the boundary. Namely, the Navier-Stokes solution is expected
to behave like u¢ ~ u® +ub(t,y, z/\/€) where u is the Euler solution satisfying
characteristic boundary condition u - n|pg = 0, u’!(t,y, z/\/€) is the boundary
layer profile. The inviscid limit is not rigorously verified except for the following
two cases, 1. e., the analytic setting (see [5][35]) and the case where the vorticity
is located away from the boundary (see [28] [29]).

For Navier-Stokes equations with Navier-slip boundary condition in the
fixed domain, IT(2Sun + s u)|sq = 0, u-n|sq = 0, weak boundary layer whose
width and amplitude are O(y/€) forms near the boundary. Namely, the Navier-
Stokes solution is expected to behave like u¢ ~ u® + /eu®!(t,y, z/\/€), where u®
is the Euler solution satisfying characteristic boundary condition u - n|gg = 0.
For the inviscid limit, refer to Iftimie and Planas [22], Iftimie and Sueur [23],
Masmoudi and Rousset [32], Xiao and Xin [49]. Note that H! convergence is
satisfied for general Navier-slip boundary condition or curved boundary, while
H?3 convergence happens for complete slip boundary condition w x n|gg = 0, u-
n|sq = 0 and flat boundary (see [47, [1]).

For the free surface Navier-Stokes equations with kinetical and dynamical
boundary conditions in the moving domain, the recent works on the inviscid
limit are studied in conormal Sobolev spaces for which the normal differential
operators vanish on the free surface. Masmoudi and Rousset [3I] proved the
uniform estimates and inviscid limit of the free surface incompressible Navier-
Stokes equations without surface tension in conormal Sobolev spaces. By ex-



tending this conormal analysis framework, Wang and Xin [41], Elgindi and Lee
[14] proved the inviscid limit of the free surface incompressible Navier-Stokes
equations with surface tension, Mei, Wang and Xin [34] proved the inviscid limit
of the free surface compressible Navier-Stokes equations with or without surface
tension. [31] pointed out the free surface Navier-Stokes solutions are expected
to behave like u¢ ~ u® + /eub!(t,y, z/\/€), where u® is the free surface Euler
solutions.

1.2 Formulation of the Problem and Our Motivations

We first study N-S (abbreviation of Navier-Stokes) equations (LI with
o = 0. In this subsection, we formulate the free boundary problem into the
fixed coordinates domain R3. Similar to [31], we define the diffeomorphism
between R3 and the moving domain €;:

O(t,-): R =R? x (—00,0) —  Q,

(1.11)
v=(y,z) — (y0(ty,2)),
and define ¢ as
p(t,y,2) = Az +1(t,y, 2), (1.12)
where A > 0 is constant to be determined, 7 is defined as

here the symbol #, is a convolution in the y variable and 1 decays sufficiently
fast in z such that (1 — 2)¢, ¥, 9.4, - ,0mT 1y € L(dz). For example,
= .7:_1[(1_12)4 e~ (1=2°(1+1€1")] where F~ is the inverse Fourier transformation
with respect to & € R2.

The constant A > 0 is suitably chosen such that ® is a diffeomorphism,
namely
0.0(0,y,2) > 1, Vo eR3. (1.14)

By the diffeomorphism ([.TT), we have

v(t,x) = ult,y, (t,y,2)), q(t,z) = p(t,y, o(t,y,2)), Vz e R?,

8;/’1)(15,:0) = azu(t,y,w(t,y,z)), 8:Dq(t7'r) = &p(t,y,ga(t,y,Z)), . :t5172537
(1.15)
while h(t,y) does not change.

Then the free surface Navier-Stokes equations (ILI]) with o = 0 are equiva-
lent to the following system:

Ofv+v-VPu 4 VPq = e, x €R3,

V?.v =0, z € R3,

Oth = v(t,y,0) - N, 2z =0, (1.16)
gn — 2eS¥vn = ghn, z =0,

(v, h)|e=0 = (v, h§),



where
N = (_Vh(tay)a 1)Ta n= la

INI (1.17)
S¥v = (V¥ + V9o ).

Obviously, let ¢ — 0 in (LIG), we formally get the following free surface
Euler equations:

Ofv+v-VPu+V¥9q=0, x €R3,

Ve .v =0, z €R3,

Oth = v(t,y,0) - N, z =0, (1.18)
q = gh, 2=0,

(v, h)le=0 = (vo, ho),

where vg is the limit of v in the L? sense, ho is the limit of A§ in the L? sense
for o = 0 and in the H! sense for ¢ > 0, (vo, ho) is independent of . The
following Taylor sign condition should be imposed on (LI8]) when o = 0,

g — 02q|:=0 > 64 > 0. (1.19)

D. Coutand and S. Shkoller (see [I0]) proved the well-posedness of the free
surface incompressible Euler equations (IL.I8]) without surface tension. We state
their results in our formulation as follows:

Suppose the Taylor sign condition (LI9) holds at t = 0, hg € H3(R?),vg €
H3(R3), then there exists T > 0 and a unique solution (v,q,h) of (LIN) with
v e L=([0,T], H*(R2)), Vg € L>([0, T], H*(R?)), h € L>([0, T], H*(R?)).

Though conormal derivatives of the Navier-Stokes solutions and conormal
derivatives of Euler solutions vanish on the free boundary, their differences os-
cillate dramatically in the vicinity of the free boundary, thus the conormal
functional spaces are not suitable for studying the convergence rates of inviscid
limit. Thus, we define the following functional spaces:

0] Fm.« = > 10f2°v)1 32 gs ) » o5 = vl %mo s
£<m,|a|<m-+s—£ -

2 e ¢, |2 2 . 2
1Bz = e OO ey W, = el
Bme = X (OO, e = oo

£<m,|a|<m-+s—L

2 e ¢, |2 2 e 2
S I L I S
W= 5 100y b = (Ao

£<m,|a|<m-+s—£
(1.20)
where the differential operators 2, = 0y,, 22 = 0y,, 23 = 7750, (see [31] 14,
411, [34]). Also, we use |- |, to denote the standard Sobolev norm defined in the

horizontal space R2.



Assume w® = V¥ x v, w = V¥ x v are Navier-Stokes vorticity, Euler
vorticity respectively, © = w®—w. In this paper, bounded variables or quantities
mean that they are bounded by O(1), small variables or quantities mean that
they are bounded by O(e?) for some 8 > 0. Now we state our motivations of
this paper.

1. As € — 0, [31] showed that the velocity converges in L? and L® norms,
the height function converges in L? and W norms. We can expect that
their tangential derivatives converges, but we still do not know whether the
vorticity and normal derivatives of the velocity converge in L°° norm. If they
do not converge in the L° norm, there are must be a strong vorticity layer in
the vicinity of the free surface. [31] pointed the N-S solution is expected to
behave like u€ ~ u® + \/eub(t,y, 2z /\/€), however, this is not rigorously proved.
It is expected that the velocity of the free surface N-S equations has a weak
boundary layer, we have to prove the existence of strong vorticity layer for some
sufficient conditions. Note that the energy norms are too weak, thus we use the
L norm to describe the existence of strong boundary layers.

2. We want to know the sufficient and necessary conditions for the exis-
tence of strong vorticity layer, we also want to know these conditions for the
weak vorticity layer. We show that there are two sufficient conditions for the
strong vorticity layer, note that these two conditions are almost independent.
One condition is that the initial vorticity layer is strong, then it is transported
by the velocity field for any small €, and then we get a strong vorticity layer
when ¢t € (0,7]. Another condition is that the Euler boundary data satisfies
IIS%vn|,—¢ # 0 in (0, 7], then there is a discrepancy between N-S vorticity and
Euler vorticity, and then we have a strong vorticity layer. When neither of two
sufficient conditions is satisfied, we show that the vorticity layer is weak.

3. [311, 1411 [14] proved the uniform regularity and inviscid limit of the free
surface N-S equations with or without surface tension. In order to prove the
uniform regularities, [311, 14} 411 [34] controlled the bounded quantities in conor-
mal functional spaces and applied the following integration by parts formula to
the a priori estimates:

L[ fav,= [offdvi+ [ fv-Ndy,
R3 R3

3 3 {2=0}
[a@ Vvefav,= [ @ Nfdy— [ V¢-afdv,

R {2=0} RS (1.21)
[a@- (Ve xb)dVi= [ @-(Nxbdy+ [(V?xa)-bdV,

R3 {z=0} R3

where dV; = 0.¢dydz is defined on R but measures the volume element of €.
Refer to [31] for the first and second formulae in (T21)). As to the last formula
(L2T)3 used in the fixed domain, refer to [40] 42} [49].

Motivated by [31} 4], [T4], we want to know convergence rates of the inviscid
limit, which involves two moving domain, we denote Navier-Stokes domain and
Euler domain by Q€ and €2 respectively. In general, ¢ and {2 do not coincide,
we can not compare these two velocity fields. Thus, we have to map Q¢ and
Q) to the common fixed coordinate domain R?, namely Q¢ = ®¢(R?) Q =
®(R3). For any x € R? | two points ®¢(z) and ®(x) do not coincide in general,
However, ®¢(z) converges to ®(z) pointwisely as ¢ — 0, thus |[v¢(z) — v(x)]



and |0f Z%<(z) — 0fZ%v(z)| must be small quantities. We have to overcome

many difficulties involving two different moving domains to close the estimates
of |0f Zv¢(z) — Of Z%(x)|.

4. [47, 48| 49, [40] studied the inviscid limit of the incompressible or com-
pressible N-S equations with Navier-slip boundary condition, where the initial
Navier-Stokes data and initial Euler data are exactly the same and independent
of e. If the Navier-Stokes boundary condition satisfies w® X n|,—o = 0 and the
boundary is flat, then the Euler boundary data also satisfies w x n|,—¢ = 0,
u¢ — ullz2 < O(e), |wt — wllpe + ||u — ullg S O(e?), [T proved the H?
convergence. While if the Euler boundary data is general or the boundary is
curved, then |[uf —ul| 2 < O(€3), ||w® — w12+ |Juf —ul g1 < O(e3). [23] showed
that it is impossible to prove H? convergence.

We are also interested in the convergence rates of the inviscid limit of the
free boundary problem for Navier-Stokes equations. However, in our formulation
of the free boundary problem, the diffeomorphism between the fixed coordinates
R3 and two moving domains are twisted, the differential operators in N-S and
Euler equations are also twisted, then the estimates of tangential derivatives
and the estimates of normal derivatives can not be decoupled, we even can
not develop the L? estimate of (v¢ — v, h® — h) themselves without involving
the normal derivative 0,v¢ — 0,v. Thus, we want to know whether tangential
derivatives and normal derivatives have different convergence rates.

If the Euler boundary data satisfies IIS?v|,—¢ # 0, w|,—¢ does not converge
to w|.—op, we want to know how to calculate convergence rates of the vorticity
in the energy norm. If IIS¥v|,—o = 0, w|,—0 — W|.—0, we want to know how
to improve the convergence rates.

5. To estimate the convergence rate of the inviscid limit, we need to use
the time derivatives. However, time derivatives can not be expressed in terms
of space derivatives by using the equations, since we work on conormal spaces
instead of standard Sobolev spaces. Thus, we prove the uniform regularity con-
cluding time derivatives and determine the regularity structure of N-S solutions
and Euler solutions in conormal functional spaces. When time derivatives are
included, uniform estimates of tangential derivatives will be different from [31].
Moreover, our estimates of normal derivatives are based on the estimates of
vorticity rather than those of IIS¥vn (see [31} [41] [14]).

1.3 Main Results for N-S Equations without Surface Ten-
sion

[31] proved the uniform regularity of space derivatives of the free surface
Navier-Stokes equations (LI6]), while the following proposition concerns the
uniform regularity of time derivatives.

Proposition 1.1. For m > 6, assume the initial data (v, h§) satisfy the com-
patibility condition IS¥v§n|.—o = 0 and the regularities:

sup (|hglxm-11 + €2 [Af| v g + 06l xm11 + ]l xm
e€(0,1] . (122)
Hllw§ll1,00 + €2 |02 L) < Co,




where Cy > 0 is suitably small such that the Taylor sign condition gfafe(ﬂzzo >
co > 0, then the unique Navier-Stokes solution to (LI10) satisfies

sup (|hE Srm—1,1 +€2|h6|2 .
te[0,T]

5) m mp, 2
H|0:01F o0 + €2 [10220° IILoc)+||8 hl[Z 0.1, 12y T €ll0F Ll

g T + 10205 + w5

1,

T
te [ Vo 5moin + [[VO0 3m—2 dt < C.
0
(1.23)
As e = 0, the Euler solution to (LI8) satisfies the following regularities:
sup (|h]xm-110 + [[v]| xm-10 + |00 xm-2 + [|w]| xm-2

S 2 (1.24)
H0:0l11,00) + 107 R34 0,79, 1) < C

where the Taylor sign condition g — 0¥q|.—o > ¢o > 0 holds.

For the initial regularities (L22), we can not prove ||0;"v||L4(j0,77,£2)- To
prove [|07"v¢|| La(jo,1),12), it requires (L22) as well as 07"v§, 0" h € L*(R? ).

Note that when o = 0, we must use the following Alinhac’s good unknown
(see [2, [31]) to estimate tangential derivatives:
= 0fZ% — 0¥vO{ Z%, 0 < L+ |a| <m,f<m—1,

1.25
QY =0/ Z% — 0¥q0f Z%n, 0 < L+ |a| <m,f <m — 1. (1:29)

Our proof of Proposition[[Tlis different from [31]: (i) |0f¢|| > has no bound
in general. When |a| = 0, we estimate V*? and V9{q where 0 < £ < m — 1, the
dynamical boundary condition can not be used.

(ii) [31] as well as [41] [14] [34] estimated normal derivatives by using IIS¥n
and its evolution equations. While in this paper, we estimate normal derivatives
by using the vorticity and the following equations:

Ofwp +v - VPwy, — eAPwy, = ﬁO[Vw] (wh, Oj0vY),
w'l.z0 = F V] (907), (1.26)
w?|s=0 = F2[V](8)0"),

where j = 1,2, 1 = 1,2,3, ﬁO[Vw] (wh, 9jv") is a quadratic polynomial vector

with respect to wy, and 9;v%, F'[V](d;v"), F*[Vg](d;v") are polynomials with
respect to 8jvi, all the coefficients are fractions of V.

(iif) In [31], the Taylor sign condition is g — 0¥ ¢“¥|.—o > co > 0, that
is imposed on the Euler part of the pressure ¢¢. ¢° has a decomposition ¢ =
¢“F + ¢©NS which satisfy

{ A‘PSQG’E _ 78;,0 ,Ue,jaf ,Ue,i, { N2 qe,NS — 07

) (1.27)
q“F|.=0 = gh*. q“N|.—o = 2¢S5¥ vn - n.

10



However, the force term of ¢©% has boundary layer in the vicinity of the free
boundary in general, thus 8f€q€*E |.—0 may also have boundary layer, it is un-
known whether 8¢ ¢%¥|,—o converges pointwisely to 8¥¢|.—o or not. Differ-
ent from [3I], our Taylor sign condition is g — ¢ ¢¢|.—0 > c¢o > 0. Since
97" ¢ .m0 = AP V3 =003 — 05V u-? and [|0..v|| L, v/€]|0z2v]| L~ are bounded,

thus 9¢"¢¢|.—o converges to 0¥¢|.—o pointwisely.

For classical solutions to the free surface Navier-Stokes equations (LI
with ¢ = 0, we will estimate the convergence rates of the velocity later, which
implies the weak boundary layer of the velocity. Before estimating the conver-
gence rates, we show the following theorem which states the existence of strong
vorticity layer.

Theorem 1.2. Assume T > 0 is finite, fized and independent of €, (v, h) is
the solution in [0,T] of Navier-Stokes equations (LI6) with initial data (v§, h§)
satisfying (L22), w® is its vorticity. (v,h) is the solution in [0,T] of Euler
equations (LIR) with initial data (vg, ho) € X™ LH(RE) x Xm=LI(R?), w is its
vorticity.
(1) If the initial Navier-Stokes velocity satisfies lir%(vw6 x v§) — V¥ x
e—
1in% v§ # 0 in the initial set Ay, the Euler boundary data satisfies IIS¥vn|,—o = 0
€E—>
in [0,T), then the Navier-Stokes solution of (LIG) has a strong vorticity layer
satisfying
lim [ = wll o (2 a0)x 0,77 7 05
lim [19¢"v* = B2 vl 2= (x(a0) x(071) # O,

o (1.25)
lim [|S% v° = §#ll (2 0) x0.77) # 0,

lim 1V " = V¥4l 2= (x(a0) x(0.77) # 0.
where X (Ag) = {X(t,2)|X(0,2) € Ao, 9 X(t,z) = v(t, &' 0 X)}.
(2) If lin(lJ(VW6 X v§) — V¥ x lir% vy = 0, the Euler boundary data satisfies
€— e—
IIS%vn| =0 # 0 in (0,T], then the Navier-Stokes solution of (LI6]) has a strong
vorticity layer satisfying
21_13% |wl=0 — w|z:0‘L°°(]R2><(O,T]) #0,

tim Jlo® = @il o e 0,006 -y x 0,77 7 O

lim 05" v* — 070

Loo(R2x[0,0(e2 ~52)) % (0,T7) #0, (1.29)

i P e _ S N
1570 = S0l L gewpo.0(d - pyxo.py F O

i AP v " N
213% V9 g =V qHLoc(]RZx[0,0(65*52))x(0,T]) # 0,
for some constant 6, > 0.
i »° €\ _ ¥ ; € _ » i ;
(8) g%(v x vg) — V¥ x ggl%vo 0 and 1IS®vn|,—9 = 0 in [0,T] are

necessary conditions for the Navier-Stokes solution of (LIG) to have a weak
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vorticity layer satisfying

lim flw® = wll L eres ) x 0,17 = 0,
lim [|0f v° — 82|l o= e1(m2 ) x 0,7 = 0,

| 5 (1.30)
lim [|8%° 0 — 80| Lo errt ) x 0,19y = 01

lim V¥ q° = V2|l oo et yx (0,17) = 0,
where €I(R3) = R? U {x|z = 0} is the closure of R3 .

We give some remarks on Theorem

Remark 1.3. (i) To represent 07 v¢ — d%v is more natural than 0,v¢ — d,v.
However, lir% |0 v — 8% v~ # O results from lir% [|0,v¢ — D,v||Lee # 0 and
€—> e—

111% 10-(n° —n)|lz= =0, due to the formula:
€—>

¢ v — 9¥v = 02 (v° —v) — IV AP (n° —n)

= %ﬁaﬁ -0, (v¢ —v) — 0fv %(pe <0.(n —n).

(1.31)

(i) The energy norm || - ||p2 is weaker than the L™ norm, because ||w® —
Wl z2rs )y = 0, even though we have the profile w(t,y, z) ~ w(t,y, 2)+wbl(t,y, %)
While ||w® — w|| o3 ) # 0. Thus, we use the L norm to describe the strong
vorticity layer.

(iii) S, = IISPvn satisfies the forced transport equations:
oS, +v-V?S, = f;H((V“”v)Q + ((V‘PU)T)Q)nf I((D¥)%q)n

(1.32)
+(Of I 4 v - VCII)SPun + [IS¢v(0f n+ v - V¥n),

where ((D‘P)Qq) is the Hessian matriz of q. The equation (L32)) implies that
even if Spli=o = 0, then S, # 0 in (0,7 is possible due to the force terms of

However, S,|.—0 = 0 in [0,T] can be constructed, see an example con-

structed in (L8]), (LI), (TI0O).
(iv) IS?vn|,—g = 0 at t = 0 implies that 1in%(V9”E X v§)|z=0 — V¥ X
e—
lim v§|.—o = 0. But it does not contradict with lim (V¥ x v§) — V¥ x lim v§ # 0
e—0 e—0 e—0
in the initial set Ag, see (D) where Ay = {z|z = —\/€} in local coordinates. If
IIS%vn|,—0 # 0 in [0,T] and lin(lJ(VW6 X v§) — V¥ x lir% vy # 0 in the initial set
€— €e—
Ao, then it is easy to know the results are the union of (L28)) and (L29).

(v) N-0%v and N-0,v do not have boundary layer, but 8,v3 has boundary
layer in general. Similarly, N -w does not have boundary layer, but w> has
boundary layer in general. The reason is that both v|,—¢ and w|,—o are not
perpendicular to the free surface in general.

The proof of Theorem [[.2]is based on the analysis of the limit of @ = w®—w

12



which satisfies the following equations:

€ € € -0 . =0 .
Of wp + v - VP O —eA? @ = F [Vl (ws, 0;0°") — F [Vp](wh, 0jv")
+eAN? wy, + 8fwh8f€ﬁ + 0fwp, v° - Ve h— - Vewy,

On)z=0 = F2[V](9j0) - w,
d}h|t:0 = (d}éad}g)—ra
(1.33)
-0 . . . .
where F [V (wn, ;v7) and FH2[Ve](9;0) = (F![V](9;07), F*[Ve] (9;0") T
=0 .

are defined in (I.26). Note that in F [V](wp, 9;v), wy, has degree one.

By introducing Lagrangian coordinates ([3.3]), the equations (L33]) can be
transformed into the heat equation with damping and force terms.

By splitting (B9]) and estimating (B.I0) and (B12), we investigate the effect
of the initial vorticity layer. If lim Hd}h|t:0H - # 0, we prove that the limit
e—0 L2 (Ao)
of wy, is equal to that of the initial vorticity layer in Lagrangian coordinates,
thus the limit of the initial vorticity layer is transported in Eulerian coordinates.
Namely, ll_}r% H"DHL“’(X(.AO)X(O,T]) 75 0.

By splitting (416 and estimating ([LIT) and ([@I8), we investigate the ef-
fect of the discrepancy of boundary values of the vorticities for the inviscid limits.

If &p)2=0 # 0 and 111% Hcfjh|t:0HLoc = 0, there is a discrepancy between N-S vor-
e—
L . . .
ticity and Euler vorticity, we prove that 113(13 [lw w”Lw(R?x[o,O(e%*‘SZ))x(o,T])
# 0 by using symbolic analysis.

The following theorem concerns the convergence rates of the inviscid limits
of (LI6). Note that if some functional space has negative indices, then such a
estimate does not exist.

Theorem 1.4. Assume T > 0 is finite, fized and independent of €, (v, h) is
the solution in [0,T] of Navier-Stokes equations (LI6) with initial data (v§, h§)
satisfying (L22), w® is its vorticity. (v,h) is the solution in [0,T] of Euler
equations (LI8) with initial data (vo, ho) € X™ L[R2 ) x XM~ L(R?), w is its
vorticity. g — 8f€q5|zzo >cp >0, g—02q|,=0 > co > 0. Assume there exists
an integer k where 1 < k < m — 2, such that |[v§ — vol|xr-1.1m3 ) = Oo(eM),

|h6 — h0|X’“*1’1(R2) = O(e/\h), ||w6 - w0||Xk71(R§) = 0(6)‘;}), where AV > 0, /\h >
0,\¢ > 0.

If the Euler boundary data satisfies TISPvn|,—g # 0 in [0,T], then the
convergence rates of the inviscid limit satisfy

o€ = 0 gmn + [BE = Blxeonn = O(emin{EA"ATATY),
IV 0" 0" = N 020l s + [N = Nowll g = O(nn (AN,
10270 = B2 vll gz + o = wl g = O350,

||V<Peq€ — qu||X572 + ||A‘105qe _ AK,DQHX572 — O(emin{§7>‘T7>\T,T},)7
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min{1,A% A" AT,
[0 = s + 15— Blyas = Oemnth A3 30)
an

AV AR MY
20 2

S,

| N°- 0 v — N-020||yr—s + || N° - w — N-wl|yrs = O(e™nls
tan tan

If the Euler boundary data satisfies IIS¥Pvn|,—o = 0 in [0,T], assume |lw§—
woll xr—2(r3 ) = O(e*2) where X§ > 0, then the convergence rates of the inviscid
limit satisfy

08 = 0| k21 + |hE = Bl xr-21 = O(emm{z A" A ATY),
tan
[IN°-0¢ 08 — N- 00| yr—2 + || N - w — N-wl| yr—2 = O(emi“{%’)‘v’kh’kg}),
tan tan

in{1 AV Al 2§
188 v — OF vl -5 + lw —wl| x5 = O(eminli- 225},

. h Y
V¥ e — V‘PqHtha—nz + | A% g — A«quXf;nS — O(emln{%,§,%7%})7
. h A%
v = vllyr-a + A€ = hlyr-a = O(emm{i,%,%,%}),
tan
. h A%

||_ZV'E . afeve — N- af’UHYtk—ES + ||]V‘E . wé¢ — N- (A]||1/t,€75 — O(Emln{i7¥7>\7772}).

an an

1.35)

We give some remarks on Theorem [T.4¢

Remark 1.5. (i) Convergence rates are represented in functional spaces con-
taining only tangential derivatives, such as Xfajll’l and Yt]flf, because we are ac-
tually interested in standard derivatives rather than conormal derivatives. The-
orem has already described the behaviors of standard normal derivatives.
However, we have to use conormal Sobolev spaces to estimate convergence rates,
the initial data is also required to converge in conormal Sobolev spaces, thus the
index k depends on the strength of the initial vorticity layer. The weaker the

inatial vorticity layer is, the larger k is.

(i) In general, V - (v¢ —v) # 0, ¢° — q is infinite for the infinite fluid
depth. Thus, we even can not obtain the L* estimate of (v¢ — v, h® — h) without
inwvolving 0,v¢—0,v. The estimates of tangential derivatives and the estimates of
normal derivatives can not be decoupled, but tangential derivatives and normal
derivatives have different convergence rates.

(iii) The convergence rate of the initial vorticity is related to whether the
Euler boundary data satisfies IISPvn|,—o =0 = 0 or not. In general, \Y # N .
The convergence rates of the inviscid limit for the free boundary problem are
slower than those of the Navier-slip boundary case.

(iv) To represent 9 ve —0%v is more natural than 0,v¢ —d,v. However, the
estimate of ||0¢ v¢ — 8fv||th-fz results from the estimate of ||0,v° — 8zv||thfz
and ||0,(n° — 77)||th72, due to the formula (L3I). The L™ type estimates in
(L34) are based on the formula || fl|7 e S N fllpz [0:fllgs2 where si 4 s5 > 2

(see [31]). |[v® — vl xx —and [h® —h|xx can not be estimated because we can not

control ||(91{C (¢ —q)|Lz-
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(v) For the finite fluid depth R? x [—L,0] and L > 0 can be very small, if the
’LTLZtZG;Ll data satisfy ||’L)8 7’UO||X"L*L1(]R2><[7L,O]) = O(E)\ ,L), |h6 — h0|Xm*1v1(]R2) =
O(e/\ ) ||w8 - w0||mel(R2><[7L10]) = O(eAl ,L). If HS¢UH|Z:0 7é 0 in [O,T],
then the pressure itself has L? type estimates:

llg“ (-, 2) — q(-, Z)”thaj(RZ) N ’qe|z:0 - Q|z:0’XfafnZ +110.q° — aqutha:Lz

infl AV Al AF

”q6 - qnxfaf(wx[_L,o]) < O(emm et }7L)7
gl Av Al AP

o = wlls 2 e xpopop S O35,

s rl o yv yh o yw
||’UE _ ’UHth(:nz(]RZX[—L,O]) S O(Gmln{41A A ,)\1}’L)’

[[h€ = h”Xfaj}(W) S O(fmin{i’)\v’v’w})-

If TIS%un|,—o = 0 in [0,T], we only adjust the indices of € in the above
convergence rates, the results are similar.

Now we show our strategies of the proofs. Denote ¢ = v® — v, h = he— h,
G = q° — q, then v, h, ¢ satisty the following equations

O 0 — OLvOf i+ v - VP H — vt - VIR0 + VG — 0PqV T

=2eV¥ - S 04 eA¥ v — - V0, z eR3,
Ve b= 0%v - Ve, reR3,
dh + v, - Vyh =5 - N, {z=0},
(G — gh)N® — 2¢5¢ 5 N = 2¢5¢ v N, {z =0},
(0, h)|e=0 = (v — vo, h§ — ho).

(1.36)
In order to close the estimates for (I.30]), we define the following variables
which is similar to Alinhac’s good unknown (see [2] [31]):
Vhe = 9f 20 — 9Pvdf 20, Qb = 8f2°¢ — 0 qOf Z°1). (1.37)
When |a| > 0, we study the equations (L.I5) and estimate Vi Ot When
|a| = 0, we study the equations (5.21)) and estimate V*° and 9/ V.

When we prove the estimates, we always rewrite the viscous terms by using
the formula A%y = 2V?¥.-S%v — V¥ (V¥ .v) = V¥(V¥.v) — V¥ x (V¥ x v). The
dissipation of the velocity and the vorticity are controlled by using inequalities:

IVollf= S [ 18P0 Vi + [[oll7e,
R3
r 1.38
19wl S J 199 x w? Vi + Jwl3s + - nly, (3%
R

where (38)); is Korn’s inequality (see [31] 21]), (L38)2 can be proved by using
Hodge decomposition and V¥ - w = 0.
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1.4 Main Results for N-S Equations with Surface Tension

We studied the free surface Navier-Stokes equations with surface tension,
the free surface Navier-Stokes equations ([LI]) with fixed o > 0 are equivalent
to the following system:

Of v+ v - V%0 + VPq = eAPv, reR3,

V?.v =0, z e R3,

Oth = v(t,y,0) - N, z2=0, (1.39)
gn — 2eS¥vn = ghn — o Hn, z =0,

(v, P)le=0 = (v, h5),

where H = —V/, - (%) =Vy- (\/%)'

Let € — 0, we formally get the free surface Euler equations with surface
tension:

Ofv+wv -V + VP =0, z € R3,

V¥ .v =0, x €R3,

O¢h = v(t,y,0) - N, z=0, (1.40)
q=gh—0oH, z=0,

(v, h)|t=0 = (vo, ho),

where (vg, ho) = lir%(vg, h§), we do not need the Taylor sign condition (LI9)
e—
for (L40) when o > 0 is fixed.
For the free surface N-S equations (L39), we show the regularity structure

of (I39) and (40) with o > 0.

Proposition 1.6. Fiz 0 > 0. For m > 6, assume the initial data (v§, h§)
satisfy the compatibility condition IISPv§n|,—o = 0 and the regularities:

sup (|hg|xm + €2 hG] o,y + lhlxma 4 [V]|xm + [l | xcm s
€€(0,1] ) (1.41)
+el Vo311 + € Vool [fm-s + wfll1.00 + €2 [10:006]| L) < Co,

then the unique Navier-Stokes solution to (ILI0) satisfies

sup (|h6 %{m,—l,l + €%|h€|§(m71’% + U|h€ %{m,—l,Z + H’U€||§(7‘n—l,1 + ||aZ’U€H§(m,72
te[0,T)

I 3m-2 + 105017 oo + €2 102013 ) + 1050013 4 (0,77, x0m 1)

R A L R L O

T
+0H5§”h||%4([07TLX0,1) + eg [Voe||Zem—11 + [[VO0 |3z dt < C.
(1.42)
As € — 0, the Euler solution to (LIR) with the initial data (v°, h°) satisfies
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the following regularities:

sup (hlxm—11 + 0lhZmra + [0l o1t + [020] xxm—2 + ||| xm—2)
t€[0,T1]

JF”azv||2L4([0,T]7xm—1) + Hatm”H%q[o,T],p) + Hatmh”QM([o,T],p)

+0 107 Bl 24 0.7, x01) < C-
(1.43)

For any ¢ > 0, the equation of vorticity and its equivalent boundary con-
dition IIS¥vn|,—o = 0 are the same, thus the estimates of normal derivatives
are also the same. Thus, our proof of Proposition is the same as the 0 =0
case. Note that our proof is different from [31], [4T].

However, the estimates of the pressure are very different from the o =
0 case. If we couple A¥q = —9Fv'd7v/ with its nonhomogeneous Dirichlet
boundary condition ¢|,—o0 = gh — 0 H + 2¢S%vn - n, the estimates can not be
closed due to the less regularity of h.

The elliptic equation of the pressure coupled with its Neumann boundary
condition is as follows (see [41] 14} B32)):

APq = =009 v,
{ e e (1.44)

V?q-N|,z0 = —0fv-N—v-V? N+ eA%v-N|

Using (L44)) to estimate the pressure, we have to prove 9/"v € L*([0,T], L?).
When we estimate 9;"v, we have to overcome the difficulties generated by 0;"q.
Besides integrating the energy estimates in time twice (see [41]), we apply the fol-
lowing Hardy’s inequality (see [33]) to the terms 9, (9] *q- f) where Il 2(me )
and [|(1 — 2)0. f|| L2(rs ) are bounded.

=00 dllreme ) S |8f¢I|z:O|L2(Rz) +10:0fqllp2ms )y, 0<L<m-—1. (1.45)

Note that [41] considered the finite fluid depth, for which ||0fq||r2(r2x[—10))
is bounded. While we consider the infinite fluid depth in this paper, ||0fq||z> has
no bound in general. Another difference is that [4I] needs Taylor sign condition
and Alinhac’s good unknown (28] to estimate tangential derivatives. While
we do not need them for the fixed o > 0.

D. Coutand and S. Shkoller (see [10]) proved the well-posedness of the free
surface incompressible Euler equations (L40) with surface tension. We state
their results in our formulation as follows:

Suppose that o > 0 is fized, hg € H>®(R?),v9 € H*5(R3), then there eists
T > 0 and a solution (v,q,h) of (LAQ) with v € L>([0,T], H*5(R2)),Vq €
L>([0,T), H3(R2)),h € L>([0,T], H5-5(R?)). The solution is unique if ho €
HOS(R2), vy € HYS3(R3).

Since the equations of the vorticity and its equivalent boundary condition
IIS%vn|,—o = 0 are the same as the o = 0 case, Theorem [[L2is also valid for the
equations (LI6) with o > 0. Thus, we are mainly concerned with convergence
rates of the inviscid limit. The results are stated in the following theorem:
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Theorem 1.7. Assume T > 0 is finite, fized and independent of €, (v¢, h€) is
the solution in [0,T] of Navier-Stokes equations (LI6) with initial data (v, h§)
satisfying (L22), w® is its vorticity. (v,h) is the solution in [0,T] of Euler
equations (LI8) with initial data (vo,ho) € X™ LLRE) x Xm~LYR?) w is
its vorticity. Assume there exists an integer k where 1 < k < m — 2, such
that | — voll s sy = O, ol e sy = 0L, [ — il enos sy =
O(eM), where AV > 0,\" > 0,\¥ > 0.

If the Euler boundary data satisfies ISPvn|.—9 # 0 in [0,T], then the
convergence rates of the inviscid limit satisfy

[0 = 0]l gr-11 + [AE = Blxr-12 = O(emmITATAT AT
tan

|N°- 92 0" — N- 020 i1 + | N° - — N-w|| oo = O(eminta A" A" AT}y
tan tan

. h AY
188 v — 0F vl -2 + |l —wl| -2 = O(emind3: 333,

IV¢ " = Veqll xr 2 + | A" = A% yp2 = O™ s

~{;ﬁﬂ A
10 = vllyss + B = Blyx-s = Ot 3%
tan

€ . 1 v h
| N°- 02 v — N- 20| i + | N - w — N-wlyr—a = O(emnts 553},
(1.46)

If the Euler boundary data satisfies IIS¥vn|,—o = 0 in [0,T], assume |lw§—
woll xr-2(r3 ) = O(e*2) where \§ > 0, then the convergence rates of the inviscid
limit satisfy

08 = 0| k21 + |hE = Bl xr-2 = O(emm{z AN AT,
tan

|| N - afeve — N-07v[| yr—2 + [N - w = N-wl|yr—2 = O(emi“{%v)‘vvkh)‘;}),
tan tan

. h AY
|9 ve — af””xfaf + [l — Wfoaf = O(emm{i’%’%’%})

)

AV AR A
71777})

PR Vi N - min{ g,
[V q° = Vo rs + [|A® ¢° = A?q|| yi-s = O(e™4

min{1 A2 A" W}
||’U6 'U”Yk—4 + |h6 h|yk—3 = O(E My 5% 3 ),
tan

| N°- 08 v — N-020|| x5 + | N - w — N-wl|yrs = O(emintt,
tan tan

Beside Remark [[LE we supplement the following remarks:

Remark 1.8. (i) When o > 0, the surface tension changes the reqularity struc-
ture of Navier-Stokes solutions and FEuler solutions, it does not change conver-
gence rates of the inviscid limit. For the fired o > 0, we need neither Taylor
sign condition nor Alinhac’s good unknown. However, if o — 0 is allowed, we
need both Taylor sign condition and Alinhac’s good unknown to close a priori
estimates.

(ii). [3,[4 [41)] studied the zero surface tension limit of water waves or the
free surface N-S equations, but convergence rates of the zero surface tension
limit are unknown. For the equations (L39), o — 0 is very different from
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€ — 0, because € — 0 implies some boundary layers generate, o — 0 implies the
height function h loses some reqularities. By using the variables (L31), it is not
difficult for extending our estimates to provide the convergence rates.

Assume 1 < k <m — 2, [[vf — vol| xrm@s ) = O(a"",€*"), |h§ — ho| xr(re) =
00", "), lwi—wollxr-1(as ) = O(0"”, ), g=0¢"¢° > co > 0. IfTIS¥vml.—g

# 0 in [0,T], we have the convergence rates of the inviscid limit:

[0 — vl| xr11 4 [RE = hlxr-11 = O(g™n " 1"k} emin{3 ATNATY
tan

100" = O vl a2+l = wll g2 = O™k 447, emint3 250,500,
an an

V¢ g = V¥4l -2 + | A°¢° — A%q] -

AV AR MY
20 2

= O(O’min{/‘vvuhvuw}’ Gmin{é, ’T}),

)

. . h AY
10 = vllyps 4 1B = hlya-s = O(o™inlu" "™}, min 50 5050,

If TIS%un|,—o = 0 in [0,T], we only adjust the indices of € in the above
convergence rates, the results are similar.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we study the
boundary value of the vorticity, determine the regularity structure of N-S so-
lutions with ¢ = 0. In Section 3, we study the strong vorticity layer caused
by the strong initial vorticity layer. In Section 4, we study the strong vorticity
layer caused by the discrepancy between boundary values of the vorticities. In
Section 5, we estimate the convergence rates of the inviscid limit for ¢ = 0. In
Section 6, we determine the regularity structure of N-S solutions with o > 0. In
Section 7, we estimate the convergence rates of the inviscid limit for o > 0. In
the Appendices A and B, we derive the equations and their boundary conditions
which are useful for a priori estimates.

2 Vorticity, Normal Derivatives and Regularity
Structure of Navier-Stokes Solutions for ¢ = 0

In this section, we determine the relationship between the vorticity on the
free boundary and normal derivatives of the velocity on the free boundary, and
derive the equations of w, = (w!,w?) and their boundary conditions. When
o = 0, we prove Proposition [T on the regularities of Navier-Stokes solutions
and Euler solutions. For simplicity, we omit the superscript € in this section,

which represents Navier-Stokes solutions.

2.1 Vorticity and Normal Derivatives on the Free Bound-
ary
The following lemma states that the normal derivatives (9,v!, 9,v?) can be

estimated by the tangential vorticity wy,.
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Lemma 2.1. Assume v and w are the velocity and vorticity of the free surface
Navier-Stokes equations (LIQ) respectively, ||v||xm-1.1 + |h|xm-11 < 400, then

1020 s + 10:0% [ xe S Nlwnllxs + ollxen + 1Al g, E<m =1 (2.1)

Proof. We calculate the vorticity:

= 05v3 — 9¥v? = O3 — o 2209 43 — ﬁ@zv%
2 = 9rut — 0% = —010° :ga v? + 515007, (2.2)
= Ofv? — 0! = Ohv? — §20.0% — Dyv! + FL0.0".
Plug the following divergence free condition
0,03 = 9100,v! + 0200,v% — D,p(O1v! + Dav?), (2.3)
into ([22]), we get
wl = —%@vl — %@1}2 + 0203 + Dap(O101 + D9v?), o)
24
w? = %ﬁ@zvl + 815’;—%"’@1}2 — 0103 — D10(D1vt + Dav?).
It follows from (Z4]) that
Dup020 ) o1 4 LE@20) ) 02 — ()1 4 903 4 Daip(Ohv! + Do),
0z 0z (2 5)

2
L) ol + 2222902 = w2 4 010° + D1 p(D1vt + Opv?).

For (2.3), the determinant of the coefficient matrix of (9,v!,9,v?)" is

019029 14+(820)2

0. ¢ 0. _ 14(019)%+(829)?
T T e 5 #0, (2.6)
0. Oz

thus we can solve 9,v! and 8,v? from (2.3]), namely there exist four homogeneous
polynomials f*[V](9;v%), k = 1,2,3,4, which are one order with respect to
djv, the coefficients are fractions of V.

90" = fHVel(w,w?) + f2[Ve](050), j=1,2, i=1,2,3, -
2.7
> = fPVel(wh w?) + FVel(9507), §=1,2, i =1,2,3,
then we have the estimates:
0201 | xx + 10202 xS Nlwnllxe + 1050 | xx + [ Vel xx- (2.8)
0,5
Thus, Lemma 2] is proved. O

Because the Navier-Stokes boundary data satisfies IIS¥vn|,—¢ = 0, the
following lemma claims that the boundary value of normal derivatives and tan-
gential vorticity can be expressed in terms of that of tangential derivatives, the
tangential vorticity wy, satisfies (L20]).
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Lemma 2.2. Assume v and w are the velocity and vorticity of the free surface
Navier-Stokes equations (LIQ) respectively. If € > 0, then there exist polynomi-

als I?O[Vgo](wh,ajvi), F'[V](9;0%), FP[Vp|(0;v) such that wy, satisfies (L20),
where F [V](wn, 8;0") is a quadratic polynomial vector with respect to wy, and
0;vt, F[Vg](0;0%), FPP[Vg)(0;v") are polynomials with respect to 8;v*, all the
coefficients are fractions of V.

Proof. Firstly, we investigate the following quantity on the free boundary:
ntofvt + - (8”1}2 + 05vt) + ”—3(0fv3 + 0%vh)
SPvn = (8fv2 + 05v) + n*oFv? + & (8“’1}3 + 0%v?%)

%1(8f03 + 0fvt) + ?(851)3 + 0fv?) — n30f vt — n3030?
(2.9)

Since I[IS¥vn = 0, SPvn = (S¥vn - n)n, then SPvn is parallel to n. By
using SPvn x n = 0, we have

n3ntofol + (8“”1;2 + 0%vY) + %3(an3 + 9701)]
=n [?(81’;1)3 +0fvt) + %(8301)3 + 0%v?) — n30f vt — n303v?],

["7(8“01)2 + 05vt) + n205v? + 2 (8‘%3 + 0¢v?)]

(2.10)
=n [7(81’;1)3 + 0%v) + 7(8301)3 + 02v?) — n30f vt — n305v?,
[ 1(’)”1)14— (8”@2—1—8“’ 1) "—3(8“’03—1—8“’1}1)]
= [%(8{’1}2 + 05vh) + n2o5v? + % (8“’1}3 + 0%v?)].
Firstly, we solve 9¢v! from (ZI0):
(0 1 g0, _[m;)z ) g6y
+(n15;rf)2 — mn)dFul — (nlnd + 2 (n )? )Of v2 (2.11)
2y2 2 1.2 1 2
+W£%—%%%—%%@%“ﬁﬁ%
Secondly, we solve 99v? from (ZI0):
77/32 77/22 an 77/32 77/22 an
(Y L P /S L L LR L PR
_(n2n3 + (nl)jn2 )34/7,01 + ((”1)5”2 _ 2n2n3)8%2 (2.12)
HUE g - - )Of 0 + 05

It follows from (ZI1)) and (ZI2) that
332 114 2\4 1,3, 2 1 243
[(n1)2 4 5k 4 Lindy — 1008 10.0! + [nn? + Coig + 2 55-]0.02

= _[(n;)Z - (n;)z - (n;)Z] [0208010% — D10[—0-p(D1v" + Byv?)]]

+(H — 2n1nd) (Dap0rvt) — (ntnd + L) (9.0000%)

77/3
77;2 2 77/2 77;177/2 nl 77/277/
O - 2t — (000107 + 0200501,
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1,\3,.2 2\4 1\4
[n1n2 + (7(1")3.)721 + ,,(17;)2) }a v+ [( ) + %(ng)Q + 2((7;3))2 - 2((7;3))2} az’U2
—[ 1[0 00203 — 8,0~ .p(d1 0" + B20?)]]
—(n?n3 + ("2#)(@@811) )+ (% —2n°n3)(0,p02v?)

+(EF 5 = B = ) (0:0010° + 0000,

where the coefficient matrix of (9,v%,9,v%)7 is

3)2 _ (n2)2 1)2

n nl 4 n2 4 n n nl 77/2 3

wo [ el - e G+
n n 1 77/2 3 77/2 4 nl 4
n? + G+ I (n2)? + 3(n*)° + 3t = 3t

(2.13)

Assume |Vh|s is suitably small, then n? is suitably large and |nl| + |n?|
is suitably small such that M is strictly diagonally dominant matrix. By Levy-
Desplanques theorem, M is nondegenerate, thus we can solve 0,v' and 0,v?,
namely there exist two homogeneous polynomials f5[V](9;v%) and f6[V¢](9;0%),
which are one order with respect to 9;v%, the coefficients are fractions of V.

a0t = fP[Vel(9v'), j=1,2, i=1,2,3,
[Vl (9 | (2.14)
0,02 = fG[ch](ajvz), j=121=1,23.
By (4), we have the boundary values of wy, = (w!, w?):
W= ey L 100 g 2 1 5,08 1 Bp(B10! + Oyv?)

= 2022 (V) (007) — %fﬁ[vw](ajvi) + 020° + Daip(01v! + Opv?)

= FH V] (9;v"),
w? = 1+((3i)tf_)2 vt + 61626;2(%”2 — 010 — 8190(311)1 + 821)2)

= H((a?_lfy PPIVel(950") + _ualazaj IVl (0;0) — 01v° — D1p(01vt + D90?)
= F[Vg] (950"

(2.15)
Since wy, satisfies the equation:

Ofwp + v - VPwy, — eAPwy, = wy, - Vi, + w30fup, (2.16)
where the force term can be transformed as follows:
wh, - Vv, +w30%vy,

= w1 (Ovp, — 6—“‘98 vp) + wa (G20, — a—zfazvh)
+(01v% — azv — Oov! + f’wa v ) L azvh
= w1 d1op + wgazvh — w1 5L POV )(D507) — wo G2 [PV ) (9;07)

+H010? — G2 fO[V](D50°) — Dav! + G2 f2 (V] (0,07)] 55 Fo0 V] (9;0)

-0 .
F [V@](whvajrm)a j = 1725 1= 152735
(2.17)
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-0 . .
where F [Vp](wp, ;) is a quadratic polynomial vector with wy, and 0,0, the
coefficients are fractions of Vi, wy, has degree one.

Namely, wy, satisfies the equation (L28);. Thus, Lemma 22]is proved. O

2.2 Estimates of Derivatives including Time Derivatives

For the free surface N-S equations (LI6), we develop a priori estimates
of tangential derivatives including time derivatives. The estimates for normal
derivatives are very different from [31I]. [3I] used the variable S,, = IIS¥wvn,
while we investigate the vorticity in this paper.

q satisfies the elliptic equation with its nonhomogeneous Dirichlet boundary
condition

NPq = —8fvi8fvj,
(2.18)
q|2=0 = gh + 2eS%vn - n,
then it is standard to prove the gradient estimate of g:
IVallxm—1 S 11070700 | xcm—1 + |alz=0] 1.3
S ollxmosa + [10:0llxm s + gl g +elvmol s + elhl vy
(2.19)

Note that [31] estimated the pressure by decomposition ¢¢ = ¢ +¢*~ S which
satisfy two systems (L27). While our estimate is standard.

In order to close the estimates of tangential derivatives of v, that is to
bound ||0fv]|z> and \/€||VOf Z%v| 12, we must prove two preliminary lemmas of
h by using the kinetical boundary condition (I6)s5.

The first preliminary lemma concerns |9{h|z> where 0 < ¢ < m — 1. Note
that the estimates of mix derivatives 3¢ Z*h will be obtained when we estimate
mix derivatives df Z%v, where |a| > 0.

Lemma 2.3. Assume 0 < {<m—1, |0'h|> have the estimates:

t
0F1Za % holen-s + [ 110+ 0018 08+ 1020007y 01y
(2.20)

Proof. By the kinetical boundary condition (LI6)3, we have ;h+v, -V, h = v3,
apply 0f to the above equation, we get

OOfh + vy, - V,0fh = Ofv® — [0f, vy - Vh. (2.21)

Multiply (Z2I)) with Ofh, integrate in R?, we have
% fz |0¢h? dy = 2 f2 (85 P - [atlavy : Vy]h)ﬁfhdy + f2 |8fh|2vy “vy dy
R R R
2
S10FRIZ: + 1A% ex + [vle=o| k.
S10EhITe + h5mis + [0l + 102001501

(2.22)
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Sum ¢, integrate ([222]) in time and apply the integral form of Gronwall’s
inequality, we have

t
f |8fh|2dy 5 |h0|2 m—1 + f |h|2 m—1,1 + ||’U|| m—1,1 + ||a Ume 1 t
(2.23)
< Jholim-s +f|h|xm 1 ol dt 4110 U||L4 ([0,T],Xm=1)"

Thus, Lemma [2.3] is proved. O
The second preliminary lemma concerns \/E|8fZO‘h|%, by which we bound

Ve8P0 29|12 and then we can bound +/e||SPIf Z%v|| 2.
Lemma 2.4. Assume 0 <{<m—1, \/E|8fZ°‘h|% have the estimates:

e|h|§(m71% < e|h0|2 — +f|h|Xm 11 t+€ > |VVEe |2, dt.

£<m—1,0+|a|<m

(2.24)

Proof. Let A be a dlfferentlal operator with respect to y, whose Fourier multi-
plier is (14 |¢[2)2, so [AZh|p2 = |hly.

By the kinetical boundary condition (ILI6)3, we have d:h + vy, - Vyh = v3,
apply 8fZ”‘A% to the above equation, we get

QOLZONTh + v, - V0L Z¥A3h = 9L ZoA70 — [0 Z°A=% v, -V, ]h.  (2.25)

Multiply (Z28) with ed?Z* A= h, integrate in R2, we have
ed [10fZ°A3h)2dy = 2¢ [ ({Z2A30% — [9fZ%A3 v, - V,|h)Of Z*A7 hdy
R? R?
+e [ |8fZO‘A%h|2Vy vy dy
R2

Selhl?, s+ elvlacolsm-ra + | ZOATR2,

Selbl?, g+ ellvlZ o+ el0u0l2 10+ O Z2ATREZ,
tan tan
Selthag*, B VWVl Vo2
<m—1,0+|a|<m
X [Vt +l1orelli - 0.0tz
z L2 ! oo 20¢ M2

L<m—1,0+|a|<m
+(Vellogvl )2 10f Zol[3 + e|0f ZAZ D)3, ]

Selblr g+l e > N [VVEe ..
<m—140+|a|<m

(2.26)
Sum ¢, «, integrate ([Z.20)) in time and apply the integral form of Gronwall’s
inequality, we have ([2.24). Thus, Lemma [2.4] is proved. O

The following lemma concerns the estimates of tangential derivatives. The
proof is different from [31] when we estimate 0fv where 1 < ¢ < m — 1, since
|0fq|| has no bound for infinite fluid depth.
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Lemma 2.5. Assume the conditions are the same with those of Proposition [,
then v and h satisfy the a priori estimate:

t
[Vl m—ra + RRmors +€lhf? +e [Vl dt
0

WL—I,%

(2.27)
S Nvollfm-1a + ol 3m-11 + €|h0|§(m71,g + ”aZUH%‘l([O,T],X’"*l)'

Proof. Apply 0fZ% to ([LI0), we use the following commutator (see [31]):
[0fZ22,01f = —0£fOL (0f2%n) + b.t., i=1,1,2,3. (2.28)

where the abbreviation b.t. represents bounded terms in this paper. Note that
O™ and 9"h are bounded in L*([0,T], L?), thus they are also represented by

b.t. in ([2Z28).

Similar to [3I], we choose the Alinhac’s good unknown (L2H) as our vari-
able, then V4 and Q% satisfies

OFVEE - VOVEY £ VPQhe — 2¢V7 . SPV b
= —Of 0¥V 2 — v - VPOV OLZ%n — VPOPq O 2%
+2eV¥ - (89090 0f Z°7) — 2e0¢S¥v,, - V,0f 291 + b.t.
Ve . Vhe = (VY- 0%0) 0f Z%n + b.t. = b.t.,
D020 + v, - V, 0L Z0h = VHe . N + bt
Q"N — 2e8°V** N
= (g — 09q)0f Z°hN + 2¢(S¥0PvN) 0f Z%h — [0f Z%,2¢S¥vn - n, N]

+(265%v — 2eS¥vn - n) Of Z°N + 2¢[0f 2%, S¥v, N] + b.t.

(afZO‘v, 8fZah)|t:0 = (8fZ%0, GfZaho).
(2.29)

When |a] > 1,1 < £+ |a| < m, we develop the L? estimate of V*. The
estimates are similar to [31], but we do not use g — 9¢q.

%% f |Vé,a|2 dy, — f Qé,a AV Vé,oz dV; + 2¢ f |S<pvé,a|2 dv,
R3 R3 R3

< [ (2e89VEON — Q4eN) - VEhedy + [|0,0]| % m-1 + [[Vq|%m-1 + bt

{z=0}
<— [ (9- 0290 Z°hN - VEdy + |00 %m s + [Vl %m s +but.
{z=0}
<= [ (9-029)9{Z°MBi0; Z°h + vy - V,Of Z*h)dy + [|0:0] 5
{z=0}

+[IVq||5m-1 + b.t.
<—35 [ (902910 Z°hPdy + (|00 5 m - + [IVal5m—s + bt

{z=0}
(2.30)
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then
L[ veepRav,+ L [ (g—029)0{Z°h|*dy + € [ [SPVE2 2 AV,

- (=0} R (2.31)
S0:v]1%m-1 + IVal[%m— + b.t.

Since (g — 09q)|.=0 > co > 0, a priori estimates can be closed. Thus,

t
0f Z0||? + |0f Zh|? + €|0f Z*h|% + € [ [|VOf Z0||* dt
2 0

T
+ bf 102021 + [Vl % dt.
(2.32)

,S ||'UO||§(m71,1 + |h0|§(m71,1 + €|h0|§(

nL—l,%

where we used the estimate of €|df Z*h|2 that is proved by Lemma 24l
2

When |a] = 0 and 0 < ¢ < m — 1, we have no bounds of ¢ and 9/q.
Without using Hardy’s inequality (I.45]), we have a simpler method to estimate
V40 we neither use the variable Q““ and nor apply the integration by parts
to the pressure terms. Also, the divergence free condition and the dynamical
boundary condition will not be used here. Then

Ld [ VE012dY, + 2¢ [ |SPVE02dV,

2dt
R3 R3
< — [OfVeq- VROV, + [ 2eSPVEON - VEOy + ||0,0]|% 1 + Dut.
R3 {z=0}
S10iVal3s +e [ [VEOPRdy+4e [ [SPVEPdy + [|0.0]% s + bit.
{z=0} {z=0}

2 2
S 108V all7z + €l Ofvl=oll7a + elOfRI72 + €|0fDyvli=o| » + €] 0F O:v]:=0 | -

O, 4+ 10:0] s + Dt
(2.33)

Since 0,v|,—o can be expressed in terms of tangential derivatives, see (2.14)).
0:vt = fo[Vel(9;0"), j=1,2, i=1,2,3,
902 = fO[V](0;01), j=1,2, i=1,2,3, (2.34)
0.0 = 01p0.v" + D2p0.v% — D.p(O10* + D7),

then
L[ IVEORAY, +e [ |SPVE AN,
:63 B2
< 04V q)2s + €|0f0, )., +elOfh 4 100150 + Bt (2:35)

SN0 ValZe + el Vollfmovs + el0fhl?, 4 +10:015m-1 + Dt .

0
Similarly, we have

t
||‘/LO||2 + Ef ||VV€,O||2 dt 5 ||’UO||§(WL71,1 + |h’0|§(m71,1 + €|h0|§(m71,%
0 T (2.36)
+||vq||%4([07T]1xm—1) + ||azv||%4([07T]1Xm71) + 6“0[ ||V’U||§(7n—1,l dt.
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Combining (Z36) and Lemma 23] we obtain the estimate of d}v:

sz |0¢v]? dy < Hlvoll5em—1a + [hol5m 11 + €|h0|§(m71,% + HaZ’UH%‘l([O,T],X’"*l)

t T
+||VQ||%4([O7T],XWL71) + f |h|§(7n71,1 + ||’U||§(m71,1 dt + €f ||V’U||§(m71,1 dt.
0 0

(2.37)
Sum ¢ and « in (Z32), (Z317) and Lemma 23] we get the estimate [Z27).
Thus, Lemma [2.5] is proved. O

In order to study 0,v, [32] estimated the quantity wj, — 2auﬁ and got
0201l poc 0,77, —1)-  However, for the free surface Navier-Stokes equations

(LI6), it is impossible to obtain such a higher regularity of d,v. Similar to
[31], we estimate Hazv”%%[o,T],mel) to close energy estimates.

Lemma 2.6. Assume v and w are the velocity and vorticity of the free surface
Navier-Stokes equations [(ILI0)) respectively. wy satisfies the following estimate:

||wh||%4([0,T],Xm*1) + ||azU||%4([o,T],xmfl)

5 T o ) t ) (2.38)
< Hwh|t:0HXm71 + _Of V][ 5m-11 + [Al%m-11 dt + ebf 0205 m-1. dt.
Proof. By Lemma [2.2] we have the equations of wy:
-0 .
I wp + v - VPwy — eA?wy, = F [Vl(wp, 9v),
1,2 .
wilzmo = F 7 [Vel(050), (2:39)

— (1 T
whle=0 = (wp,wg) -
where j = 1,2, 1 =1,2,3.
Similar to [31], we decompose wy, = W™ +wMo™ such that wpho™ satisfies
the nonhomogeneous equations:

-0 .
8fwﬁh°m +v- V‘/’wﬁhom — eA‘/’wﬁhom =F [V¢|(wp, 9;v"),

wphom|, o =0, (2.40)
Wit mo = (wp,w5) T,
and wi°™ satisfies the homogeneous equations:
Ofwhem 4y . Vewhom — e Avhom = (),
Wm0 = F [V )(0507), (241)

Whom|,_o = 0.

[240), is equivalent to

-0 .
atw;;hom + vy - Vywﬁhom + Vz@w}f’wm — eAwwﬁhom =F [Vo|(wp, ajw(). |
2.42
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where V, = (v N — Op) = (v — O — vy - Vyn), see [31].

Apply afza, where £ 4+ |a| < m — 1, to the equations ([Z42)), we get

O Of Zowphom + vy, - VO Z%wihom + V,0,0f Zwphom — e NP9 Zwphom
= OfZF [Vl (wn, Oy1) — [OF 2%, vy - T Jwphom — (0f 2, Vo0, Jupem
+eV¥ - [0f Z2, Ve wphom 4 e[0f 2, VP Vewihom,

a@za homl 0= 0

Of Zownhom|, o = (0F Z°w(, 0f Z9wd) T.
(2.43)
Develop the L? estimate of ([Z43), we get

1020w 3, + 26990, 2w
S 0 20wn|2, + 10220507 |2, + |0f 22V |2, + ||[0F 22, Vao:Jwphom 7.
te f Ve . aéza v«p] nhom aéza nhom th

R3

e [[9L2e, Ve ]Vewnhom . gt Zoagrhom qy, 4 bt
RS

(2.44)

Now we estimate the last three terms on the right hand of ([2.44), the first
term is

1622, V.o.Jwptom

= ¥ |=ZorEm(zh et —m—vo-Vyn) g
l1+]a1|>0

§||azafz m( — e — v V(s b))} + bt

nhom”2
2Wh, L2

2
N |3T+1¢|2L1(dz)|3f<93yh| + 110 2°0:(550)lI72
HOT YT 1 (4. 1050y Oyhl 72 + Dot

S MY mora H110:0]5m -0 + 02

(2.45)
the second term is
€ [ Ve [0 2%, Velwphom . of Zowphem Y,
]RB
3
— € aéza 84/7 nhom asﬁaéza nhom dy
;1 R{ ! (2.46)
3
= 2 € [ 0f0{Zom dfwphom . 97 9f Zwihom AV, + b.t.

.
H

R3
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I
Mc,o

f‘ 18@8@2& (’l/) % h) ZB nhom aipaéza nhom th + b.t.
1 ]RS

= 0
Il

A

+ 1/}|L1(dz)|h|Xm 11 +6||V4P822a hom||2 + bt
S B + €| VEOEZOwphom |2, 4 but. .

and the third term is
€ f [8fZ”‘,V“"']V”w,’fh°m . 8fZO‘th"m dV;

]RB
Se z [ 0 0fZon0gof wiphom - 9f Zowphom AV, + b.t.
1=1R3
3
S —e> [ 02070f Zndfwphom - Of Zwithom AV, (2.47)

ilei

3
—e > [ 0Y0fZonofwihom . 920f Zewiom AV, + b.t.
1=1R3
SO [T aoy | P51 + €l VEO 2w o™ |7 + Dot

S b1 + €| VPOFZOwihom |2, + bt
Plug (2.45), (2.46), (2.47) into [2.44), we get
SOt Zowphom |2, + 2| V2O Zowphom |2,

S OFZ0wn ]2, + 1002 + b2 s + €l VEOEZwpRom|[2, 1 bt
(2.48)

Sum /¢ and « in ([248)), and integrate (2.48) from 0 to t, we get
t
e Fem 1 + € [ IV o™ |3 s dt
0
) t t
< JJwpom o || s +f||wh||§(m71dt+f||v||§(m,1,1 + A5 dt

t
< ||wh|t OHXm 1 + \/_HwhH 4([0,t],Xm—1) +f||'U||Xm71,1 dt+g‘|h|§(7n—1,l dt.

(2.49)
It follows from (2:49) that
4
”whhom” m—1 5 Hwh|t:0HXm*1 +T||wh||%4([07t]7xm—1)
T ) 9 T 9 9
+({ ||v||Xm—1,1 dt) + (J |h|X7n—1,1 dt) s
(2.50)

t 4 t
(f)‘ ||w}";h0m||§(m—1 dt ,S THwh|t:0HX,n,1 + T{ ”wh”i‘*([o,t],X’"*l) dt

T 2 T 2
T([ ol ) + T(J b d)”
0 0
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For the homogeneous equations (ZA41)), the same as the L*([0, 7], L?) es-
timate in [3I] and paradifferential calculus (see Theorem 10.6 in [31]), when
L+ |al <m —1, we have

=z om
10: Zwh ™ a0, 1,122 )y

< ||8ZZO¢ hom||2
H4(OT] L2(R3))

< Ve f 02w 2 g

< \/‘f |0¢ 22 (F° (V) (9 ) l=0] 2 gy At

T
i 2 (2.51)
< \/_f|h’|Xm 11 dt + \/E‘Of ‘8jv |Z:O|X’"*1 dt
T
S \/Ef Pl 11 At 4 /e [ 0] m0] s dt
0 tan
T
< \/_f |h| %11 dt + V€ [ ||82v||X$;1,1||v||X$;1,1 de
0 , ,
T T
S \/Ef f5mmra dt+ [ [[0l5m-ra dt+ € [ 00510 dt,
e e e
0 0 0
where |8jvi|z:O‘Xm71 = ‘v|Z:0‘Hm since j =1, 2.
Sum « in (ZHE]), we get
h T £
||wh0m||2L4([0,T],Xm*1) S Jhemrn + [0lmaa dE+ € [ [[0:0]5m -0 dE.
0 0
(2.52)
Square ([Z52)), we have
||w m||L4 ([0,t],X™m—1) < ||CU m||L4(0T Xxm=1)
2 2 2 2 T ) 5 (2.53)
< (f A% dt)” + (f (V| Zm-r1 dt)” + (€ [ [|0:0]|%m-1.1 dt)".
0 0 0
By 250) and (253), we have
||Wh||i4([o ], Xm=1) ~ S Jlwphe m||L4(0t],Xm71) + [lwp® ||L4(0t] Xm-1)
4 2
S Jlwnle=ol [ ym—1r + f ||wh||%4([0,t],X’n*1) dt + (g [0]% 1.0 dt) (2.54)

T
(f|h|Xm Ladt) 4 (eOf||azv||§(m,l,l dt)”.

By the integral form of Gronwall’s inequality, it is easy to have
lonlZag0,7, xm1)
5 T T T
5 Hwh|t:0HXm,1 + f ||’U||2Xm—1,1 dt + f |h|§(7n—1,1 dt +€f ||azv||§(m—1,1 dt.
0 0 0
(2.55)
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While by (Z1), we have

||8zvh||%4([07T]1Xm71)

) (2.56)

S wonll Lo, 29, x0m 1) + |h|L4<{o mxmtdy T lelzaqoryxm-10)

By the divergence free condition ([2.3]), we have

19:0 124 0,77, 30m-1)

< Hazvh"%‘l([O,T],Xm*l) + ||V<p||%4([O’T]7Xm,1) + ||8jvi||%4([O,T]7Xm,1) (2.57)
2

2
S NeonlZa o,y x0m1) + |h|L4([0,T],Xm71'%)

+ ||’U||%4([07T],X7n71,1)'
Thus, Lemma [2.6] is proved. O

Refer to [31] for the L estimates which imply 0,v, Z230,v, \/€D,.v € L™.
The argument is based on analyzing 1D Fokker Planck equation which has
explicit Green function.

In the following lemma, we estimate [|0,v|| L ([0,],xm2)- Note that we can
not have d,v € L=([0,T], X™~1) due to w|,—o = F?[Vy](d;v"), see (L26).

Lemma 2.7. Assume v and w are the velocity and vorticity of the free surface
Navier-Stokes equations (LI0) respectively. wy, satisfies the following estimate:

t t
[0:20]13 -2 + € [ 0220 %m—2dVedt + ||| %2 + € [ [|[VW||%m_2dVedt
0 0

t
,S ||8Z'UO||§(m72 + g‘ ||’U||§(m71,1 + |h|2X7n—1 dt + ||8Z’U||2L4([O,T],Xm*1)'
(2.58)
Proof. By the divergence free condition V¥ - v = 0, we have

APy =V?(V¥9 -0) — V? x (V? x 1) = —V¥ X w. (2.59)

Firstly, we develop the L? estimate of w. Multiple (LI6) with V¥ x w,
integrate in R? , use the integration by parts formula (L2I))3, we get

J (0fv+v- VP +V¥q+eV? xw) - V¥ x wdV; =0,

R3
J (0fw+v-VPw+V? x V?q) - wdVy + € [ |[V? x w|?dV,
RS RS
3 .
=— [ (Ow+vy - Vyu+V¥9q) NxwdV,— [ (X VP 0fv-wdV,
2=0 R3 =1

t
lwll2s + € [ [Vl 2ads < ||wlemo|| s + bt -
0

(2.60)

Note that [ V¥¢-N x wdV; < }V“”q|z:0Ll + }N X oJ|z:0}l =b.t..
2=0 2 2
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When 1 < £+ |a| < m — 2, apply 9fZ* to (LI6) and rewrite the viscous

terms, we have
OfOfZ 4+ v - VPO 2 + VPOF 2V + €V? x (V¥ x 0f2%) = ¢ Ty 1 + L1 .9,
(2.61)

where
Ti1 = —[0/2%, V¥ x]w — V¥ x [0f2*, V*x]u,
Tip = —[0{ 2% v, -V, + V.0.]v — [0{ 2, NO¥]q.

Multiple (61 with V¥ x (V¥ x 9f Z%v), integrate in R? | we have
[ 0f0f 2% - V¥ x (V¥ x 9f Z%)dV;

R?
+ [ v VPO Z% - V? x (V¥ x 0f Z%)dVy

RS
+ [ VPOfZYq- V¥ x (VP x OfZ0)dV; + € [ |[V? x (V¥ x 0f 2%0)[2dV,
R3 R3
= [(€eTiq +Th2) - V¥ x (V¥ x 0f 2%)dV},
R3
(2.62)

Use the integration by parts formula (IL2I)3 and note that [0, V¥?] = 0,

we have
[ OF|Ve x 9722V, + [ v- V?|V¥ x 97 Z[2dV,
R3 R3
+ [ (VP x VPOfZ2q) - (VP x OfZ)dV; + € [ |V? x (V¥ x 0f2%)[2dV,
R3 R3

(0F0LZ + v - VPOLZ%) - N x (V¥ x 0f Z%)dy
0

z= 3 -
S Veui - 0F) x 9LZ%] - (V¥ x 0L 2%0)dV,

- J1C
R3 =1

— [ VP02 - N x (V¥ x ' Z)dy + [ ¢T11 - V¥ x (V¥ x o Zo0)dV;
=0 R3

(Ve x 0fZ)dy + [ V¥ x T12- (V¥ x 0fZ%)dV,.

z

+ f ILQ - N x
z=0 R3
(2.63)
By V¥ x V¥0fZ%q = 0, we have
%R{ |V x 0f Z%|2dV; + 2eRj3’ |V? x (V¥ x 0L Z%)|2dV;
S|IVP x 0F 2|2, + €| V¥ x (V¥ x 0f 2%)||2, + ]vIZ:o’imfl
o (2.64)

2 2
+|V# x afzav|zzo|% + |Wafzaq|zzo\_% + | Vof 2|2,

2
+ X VR EMglmo]ly + el Tiallfe + IV X Tiolf3e
Li+|al1<m—3 2
It is easy to prove that ||Z; 1]|z2 < [|[Vw||xm-2. Then we estimate V¥ xZ; 5.
IVe x (0f2° Vool S %2 (IF520f 2°°Va - 2 V% x 0 27700 12
L4 |at|>0
1 1 2 2
+(| V9O Z¢ V. x 0f 2 9,v]|12)
(2.65)
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S Y (IVOF 20 V|2 + VP x 0f 297 230|| 12 + (|0 27 00]|12)

O4jal|>0
S llwllxm-2 + [[vllxm-1 + 10:0]| xm-2 + [|0:2ml| xm—2 + [|0zen|| xm—2

< Nwllxmez + [[ollxmer + [B]xxm-1.

V¢ x [0f 2, No¥]q|l -
S I(Vy,0)" x [0 2%, NOglq|| 2 + [NOZ x [9; 2%, NO?]q] 2

SIValxma+ X (INO# x 8 20" N - 9" 22798 g 12
214]al|>0

+IN x ' 2N - 0208 22" 0¢q|| .2
SVl xm-1 +102.q]| xm-3 S [Vl xm-1 + | A®q]| xm-s

S IValxm—1 + 1007 0f v xm=s S IVallxm—r + [[v] xm—2 + [|lw]| xm—2.

Plug (268) into (264, integrate in time and apply the integral form of

Gronwall’s inequality, then we have
t
V2 x 022, 4 ¢ [ || V9 x (V¥ x 88 Z%0)|2.dt
0
t
2
S|IVe x 0fZ%0)imol| S0 + [ Wl Xz + [0 %mra + |22
0
H0:0) %1 + V@l dE + bt

Of Z%w is equivalent to V¥ x 9f Z%v, due to £ + |a| < m — 2 and

0f20w - 0fZ2(V¥ xv) = 3 P ZN(FL)0. x 92 20w,
O+ |>0 ?

0L 2w — OLZ(VY x )12 < ||0-v]| xm-s + |R]

o 1.
™23

Then we have the estimate of the vorticity:
¢
[w]|Zma + € [ || Vw2 m_2dVedt
0
t
S o2z + S 0l Zmrr + Bl + 10200101 + [ ValZnos dt.
0

Thus, Lemma [2.7] is proved.

(2.66)

(2.67)

(2.68)

O

Remark 2.8. There is another approach to estimate ||wp| xm-2 and ||0,v]| xm-2,

that is, we define variables:
M =w! = P V(0507 j=1,2, i=1,2,3,

C =w? - P[Vy|(9;0"), j=1,2, i=1,2,3,
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then C satisfies the following equation:
-0 -1,2 . .
O+ vy Vy( + V.00 — eA?C = F [Vol(C+ F [Vg](9;0"), 0;0")
HE V(0,07 + 105,07 + v - V¥ — eA?lut) — 000 (O F [V
- VPR V] — eAPE U [Vy]) + VR V] - VRO,

C|z:0 = 07
(li=o = who — F"*[V](9jv")]1=0-

(2.70)
Then we have the estimate of (:
t
11152 + ebf V¢ dt
t
2
S lI¢le=ol s + / [0l2m 22 + V@l 22 + A% dt (2.71)

2 2 2 ¢
ol s+ et + i+ - .
0

By using 269) and ZT1), we can estimate ||w||xm-2. However, we can
not use this method and variables [269) to estimate convergence rates of the
inviscid limit, see Remark [B.8].

By the estimates proved in Lemmas RAI2.6I2.7 it is standard to prove
Proposition [l

3 Strong Vorticity Layer Caused by Strong Ini-
tial Vorticity Layer

In this section, we study the strong vorticity layer for the free surface N-S
equations (L.I0)), which arises from the strong initial vorticity layer.

3.1 The Equations Transformed in Lagrangian Coordi-
nates

In this preliminaries, we derive the evolution equations of wy, = wj — wp,
and construct a variable which satisfies the heat equations with damping.

w satisfies the equations (L33), plug the following equality into (L33]),

=0 . =0 .
F[Ver](wy, 9jv°") = F [Vl (wn, 0;0°)

= [T[V¢*, Vi, 0%, 00 iy + [3[V*, Vip, 0%, 0507, wh, wp)d;6' - (3:1)
+f9[v90€’ V‘Pa ajve’ia aj’Ui, w}ia wh]v¢a
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where these coefficients f7[---], f8[---], f°[- - -] are uniformly bounded with re-
spect to €. Then we obtain the following system of wy,:

OF Gop 4 v° - VP @y — AP @y, — fT[VE, Voo, D051, 90 )0,
= fg[v(pe, VSD, ajve’ia aj’l)i, w}ia (,Uh]a]’[)l + fg[vgoe, VSD, ajve’ia aj’l}i, w}ia (*‘)h]v(tZj
+eAN W, + 8fwh8f€¢ + 0fwp, v° - Ve p — - VPwp,

bnlimo = FR2[V)(00) — uf 1= 0,

Whlt=0 = W}, g — Wh,0 = Wh,o0-
(3.2)

Similar to [31], we eliminate the convection term by using the Lagrangian
parametrization of €);:

0 X(t,x) = u(t, X(t,z)) = ve(t, Lo X), X(0,7) = ®(0,2). (3.3)

Define the Jacobian of the change of variables J(t,z) = |det VX(¢,z)|, then
J(t,x) = J(0,z) := Jo(z) due to the divergence free condition. Denote ag =
|Jo(x)|2, define the matrix (ai;) = |Jo|z P!, where the matrix P satisfies P =
0; X - 0;X.

Define W = e~ '@y, (¢, =1 o X), then W satisfies the equation:
agO W — €d;(a;;0,W) + (7@0 — fT[V¢©, Vi, 0051, 8jvi])W

€ € . _ € .
=ee AP wy, + e MOPwRIf ¢+ e T DPwp v - VE H

_ _ _ (3.4)
—e M - VPwy, + e 78V, Vi, 9,057, 90, wh , wp,]0;0"
+e M fIVe, Vi, ;0% 0;0°, i, wp |V := T,
where ||Z3]| L — 0 as € — 0.
Since ag > 0, we can choose suitably large v > 0 such that
yag — fT[V<, Ve, 0058 8;0% > 0, (3.5)

then (vao — f7[Ve©, Vi, 0,0, 8;0'])W is a damping term. Since the matrix
(ai;) is definitely positive, —ed;(a;;0;W) is the diffusion term.

3.2 L* Estimate of Strong Vorticity Layer

In this subsection, we prove that if the initial vorticity layer is strong, then
the vorticity layer is strong.

Before proving our results, let us investigate the simplest model by using
the heat kernel, that is the following heat equation with damping, Dirichlet
boundary condition and constant coefficients.

Proposition 3.1. Assume [|[W|x2 < 400, w™ #0, v >0 is constant, W is
the solution of the following heat equation with damping:

atW — GAW + ’7W = O’
Wlasy =0, (3.6)

Wi=o = w™™ - 0,
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then L [|W| Loe w3 x0,17) # O-

Proof. Define W = e"'W, the equations (B.6) are rewritten as
HW — e AW =0,
W =0, (3.7)
Wli—o = w™ # 0,

Note that eAW — 0 as € — 0. Otherwise, we have oW =0, then W =
wm(y, =) However, €0.. W = D2z (y, Z=) # 0. This is a contradiction.

¢ — 0 implies et — 0, then the limit of the solution W satisfies

~ . r—yl? z 2
W(te) = s [ o™ () (exp{=Egi) —exp{ =100} dy
J

— w(x), as et — 0.

(3.8)

The convergence ([B.8)) is strong. Because 1in% [w" ()| oo (r3 ) 7# 0, then we
€E—> -

have lir% Wl Lo (3 x(0,77) # 0- Thus, Proposition B.lis proved. O
e— - ’

In order to prove that the strong initial vorticity layer is one of sufficient
conditions for the existence of strong vorticity layer, we assume that the Euler
boundary data satisfies IIS¥vn|,—o = 0.

Theorem 3.2. Assume w€,v¢ are the vorticity, velocity of Navier-Stokes equa-

tions (LI6), w,v, n are the vorticity, velocity, normal vector of Euler equations

(LIR). If the initial Navier-Stokes velocity satisfies lin(l)(V‘/’e xv§)—V?x 1in% v§ #
€ €e—

0 in the initial set Ao, the Euler solution satisfies IIS¥vn|,—o = 0 in [0, T}, then

lim [|w® = wll Lo (2 (a0) < 0.17) # O-

Proof. Since IIS¥vn|,—o = 0 in [0, 7], |w§|:=0 — wo|z=0]cc — 0 as € — 0. then

there exist a set Ag N {z|z < 0} # () such that 1in%(V9”£ x vg) — V¥ x 1in% v§#0
€— €—

in the initial set Ajg.

We study the equations ([B.2)) in the Lagrangian coordinates:
a0 W — €9;(aijO;W) + (yao — fT[V¢S, Vi, 0;05%, 0,0 )W = I,
W.—0 = @y, := w§|.=0 — wo|2=0 = 0, (3.9)
Wli=o = @p0 - 0.
We decompose W = W + Wb 4 W such that W/ satisfies the
nonhomogeneous equations:
agO W — €di(a;;0,W 1) + (yao — [TV, Vi, ;0% ;0" )W = I,
Wh|._g=0,
Wh|_y =0,
(3.10)
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WPY satisfies the following equations:
agd WP — €0;(ai;0; W) + (yao — [TV, Vi, 0057, 00" ) WP = 0,
W] =G,

WbdyltZO = Oa
(3.11)
and W™ satisfies the homogeneous equations:

apd, W — €d;(aij; W) + (vao — [TV, Vi, 009", ;0" )W = 0,
Wini|z:0 — 0,

Wini|,_g = @0,
(3.12)
where 21_13(1) lon,0ll Lo 40y # O-

Note the diffusion term and damping term in [BI0), it is easy to use the
maximal principle to prove |[W||z~ — 0 as € — 0, due to the force term that
vanishes when € — 0.

For (BI1), we define
¢ =W — (FL2[Ve)(9;0) — F2[Vg] (9;01)), (3.13)
then ¢ satisfies the following equations:
aO WP — €9;(a;;0;WPW) + (yag — [TV, Vi, 0,0, 0,0 ) WPy
= —aod: (F [V (95v"") — F1*[Vg(9;0"))

+e0; [ai;0; (FH2 [V (050 — F2 [V (907))]

— (a0 = [TV, Vip,050%,9;0']) (F2[Vr] (8,0°7) — F2[Vg] (8;01)),
¢l=0 =0,
Pli=o = —F?[V (907" |1=0 + F?[Ve] (9j0")|1=o0-

(3.14)

It is easy to prove ||¢||r= — 0 as € — 0, due to the force term and the
initial data ¢|;—¢ that vanish when ¢ — 0. Thus, it follows from B.I3]) that
WP L — 0 as e — 0.

Next, we study the equations (BI2) which are already expressed in the
Lagrangian coordinates. In order to prove 111% lw® — wllLoo (x (A0) x (0,7]) 7# 0, We
€E—r

have to prove 251(1) [ W] oo (40 x (0,77) 7 O-
By defining the variable
Wini — yyini exp{fot a—lo(vao — fT[V¢<, Vi, 0;v% 9;0']) dt}, (3.15)
BI2) can be rewritten as
it — L exp{= [ o (vao = fT[:]) At} - a0 Win = /Ty,

Wm0 = 0, (3.16)

Wli=o = &n.0,
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where

Ty = X5 5 Bhais- 0 (Wi exp{— J! L(ya0— f7[-+-))d})

ij=1

NGRS Tini t
+E 3 a oW -0 (exp{— [y o (vao — f7[---]) dt}).

i,j=1

(3.17)

Note that ||Zs||z < 400, because Z3 contains normal differential operator 9,
of order at most one.

BI6) is uniformly parabolic, which has fundament solution satisfying the

parabolic scaling. Let H(%) to denote the fundament solution of the following

homogeneous parabolic equation in R3:
O f — aijexp{— fJ w(vag— fT[---])dt}- 8 f =0, (3.18)

by using the fundament solution H, the equations ([B.I6]) have the explicit for-
mula by using Duhamel’s principle,

Wit z) = [ onoly)(H(ZZ) — H(ZE)) dy

Vet Vet
R3
-, (3.19)
] VETs(t — s y)(H(ERL) — H(EE) dyds,
0 R3S

then W (t,2) — &n.o + v/€O(1) = &po pointwisely, as € — 0, lim Wini(t, x)
e—
and lir% @h,0(z) have the same support. The limit of the solution is equal to that
e—

of the initial data in Lagrangian coordinates, namely the limit of the vorticity
is also transported by the velocity field in Eulerian coordinates.

By 3I5), we have

: ini —_ 1 1rini ¢
i [0 4 = lim 1777 exp{— i (a0 — 7]+ ]) bl cap) 7 0.
(3.20)
So liH(l) lon |l Lo (x (A0) x (0,77) 7# 0. Thus, Theorem [B.2is proved. O
e—

It is easy to show that the strong vorticity layer implies the strong boundary
layers of the following variables:

lim |00 = 80| Loe (x (45) x 0,1)) 7 0
lim [|SvS — S| Lo (a0 x(0,7)) 7 0 (3.21)

lim [[Vg© = Val| Lo (x (a0)x (0,17) # 0-
4 Strong Vorticity Layer Caused by the Discrep-
ancy between Boundary Values of Vorticities

In this section, we study the strong vorticity layer for the free surface N-S
equations (ILI6)), which arises from the discrepancy between boundary value of
Navier-Stokes vorticity and boundary value of Euler vorticity.
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4.1 Discrepancy of the Vorticity on the Free Boundary

The following lemma shows that if the tangential projection on the free
surface of the Euler strain tensor multiply by normal vector does not vanishes,
then there is a discrepancy between Navier-Stokes vorticity and Fuler vorticity.

Lemma 4.1. Assume w®,v¢, N° are the vorticity, velocity, normal vector of
Navier-Stokes equations (LI6), w,v, N are the vorticity, velocity, normal vector
of Buler equations (LIR), w®® and w® are boundary values of we,w respectively.
If TIS¥vn|,—9 # 0 in (0,T], then 21_% |we b — wblLoo(]RZX(O’T]) # 0.

Proof. We denote S,, = IIS¥vn. Since S,, # 0, S¥vn = (SPvn - n)n + IIS%vn,
then S%vn is not parallel to n, namely,
S?vn xn = (S¥vn-n)n x n+ IS¥vn x n = [IS%vn x n # 0. (4.1)

Denote IIS¥vn x n := (0!,02,03) ", which is a nonzero vector.
By S¥vn x n = (01,02,0%)7 similar to ([2.10), we have
n3[ntof vl + (9 v* + 05 0h) + % (9 v® + Ofvt)]

= nl[%l(afv?’ + 0¢vt) + %2(8301)3 + 0%v?) — n30f vt — n303v?) — 072,
n3[LL(F V2 + OFv') + 20502 + L (503 + 0F0?)]

- nQ[%l(afv?’ + 00t + "72(851)3 + 02v?) — n3f vt — n305v?] + O1,
n?[ntofvl + %Q(afzﬂ + 05vt) + ”73(0{’1)3 + 0%vh))]

= nl[%l(ava + 05vl) + n2050? + ”—;(8;01)3 + 0%v?)] + ©3.

(4.2)

Then we have the following two equations involving d,v' and 9,v?:

342 1\4 214 1\3, 2 1/, 2\3
[(n1>2 + (n2) + %EZS;Z - %52332}&{01 + [n1n2 + (7(1”)3)721 + n(,,(:sl)g ]821)2

= [ 0N 008 — By Bap(Br0! + 0a02)]]
+(EE — 2n1n®)(0,0001) — (n'n® + ) (0.0050°)

n3

+[(n n? _ nln?nl _ ﬁ](azwal’UQ + 0.00ov") — 0,p0% — n? 0,003,

n3 2 n3 2 2 n3

n‘Z 4 1)4

1,3, 2 1 2,\3
o B 4 20 4 [ B+ A — ]

3\2 2,2 1,2
= (ol el 19,0050 — 8.0~ 8.0(010" + 920°)]]
(n2n® + C0 (5,00, 01) + (WL — 20203)(9, pda02)
(el it nn? ety 0002 + 0,000h) + .00 + 50, p0°,

(4.3)

When |Vh|s is suitably small, the coefficient matrix of (9,v!,0,0%)" is
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nondegenerate, then we solve
d.0' = FOVE)(050") — M (0,002 + 2.0.003) + M2(9,00! + 50,00%),
j=12i=1,2]3,
9,02 = fO[V](9;0") — M? (8,002 + 2.0.003) + MP(9,00 + 50,003),

J=121=1,23,
) (1.49)
where the matrix M = (M;;) is defined in Z13)), (M) = (M;;)~L.

By ([4) and ([#4), we have the boundary values of wy, = (w!,w?):
wh= - eleg gt G0N 52 L 903 4 ap(Brv! + Oav?)
= FV@](0;0°) + 610" + 02 + 303,

(4.5)
w? = H0ie)?® d,v! + —618i6;¢azv2 — 0103 — D10(D1 vt + Dav?)

0z
= F?[V](9;0°) + 10" + ;02 + 603,
where the coefficients ¢; are as follows:

< = 0:0[01p02pM™ + (1 + (829)*)M*?],

G2 = D1p0pM™ + (1 + (20)?)M?!,

= [(1+ (B19)2)(— M1 4 M2259, )
+81<p82¢( — I\/Imz—z + M22Z—;8Z<p)],

1 = 0:0[(1+ (D19)*)M'2 + 91 pD2pM??],

= —(1+ (D1p) )M — D1pdapM*,

S = (14 (019)*) (— M2 + M2 250.00)

+81<,08250( — Mle—z + M22Z—;8Z<p).

If |§1@1 + 602 + §3®3|oo = |§4@1 + §5@2 + §6@3|00 =0, then

{ d:v' = fO[Ve](9v"), j=1,2, i=1,2,3,

) . o ' (4.7)
0.v* = fO[Vpl(0v"), 7=1,2, i=1,2,3.

Since the proof of Lemma is revertible, (7)) implies SPvn x n = 0. This
strongly contradicts with (@.T]).

Thus, either |¢10! + 202 + 303 # 0 or |40 + 502 + 03|, # 0.
Without lose of generality, we assume the former holds.

As € — 0, [F'[Ve)(00°7) — F[V](9;0%)|L~ — 0, this convergence is
strong due to enough uniform regularities in conormal Sobolev space of Navier-

Stokes solutions and its tangential derivatives (see [31]). Thus, when € is suffi-
ciently small, |[F'[Vp©](9;097) — F' V@] (9;07)]00 < 1610 + 2202 + 30°|s. It
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follows from (H]) that

Y

|w6,1 _ w1|oo

610" + 0202 + 303 — |F![Ve](9;0°") — F' [V (9;0)]

> a0 + ©6% + 03|.
(4.8)
Then
i = whl Lo 2 x0,7)) = max{|wt! — w!|oo, w2 = w?|oc} 49)
> 3 max{[60' + 0% + 30w, (40" + 0% + 0%} > 0.
Thus, Lemma [£.1] is proved. O

4.2 L[> Estimate of Strong Vorticity Layer
In this subsection, we prove the existence of strong vorticity layer when the
Euler boundary data satisfies IISYvn|,—¢ # 0 in (0, T.

Before proving our results, let us investigate the simplest model, that is the
following heat equation with damping and constant coefficients.

Proposition 4.2. Assume w® € H*(R? x [0,T]), w® - 0, v > 0 is constant,
W is the solution of the following heat equation with damping:
oW — e AW +~yW =0,
Wl.—o = w® » 0, (4.10)
W|t:O = 0)

then L [|W| Loe w3 (0,11) # O-

Proof. We define the following Fourier transformation with respect to (t,y) €
]R+ X RQ,
+oo

Mg = | [ eIt y, 2) didy, (4.11)
R3

Note that W|;—¢ = 0, there is no term involving W|;—o appears as a force term.

By applying Fourier transformation (£II) to ([IO), we get the second-
order ordinary differential equation:

iTFW] — €0, FIW] + €|¢PFIW] +~F[W] =0,
02 FW] — 2 (i + elé]* +7)F[W] = 0, (4.12)

FIWI(r,&,2) = exp{(iT + el¢|* + )2 Z}Flw’](7,6),

where the complex root (i7 + €[¢|> ++)2 has two branches, one of which always
has a positive real part due to €|£|? +~ > 0, then we choose this branch.
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If |2| = O(e2~%) where 6, > 0, we simply assume z = —e2 %, then as
e — 0,

| exp{(iT + €[¢]* +7)2 2} = exp{—(e|¢]* +7)2 e} < exp{—y2e 7} =0,
IFIWI(T, & 2)l| s (aragy = | exp{—(elé[* + )7 e} Flw?)(7, )| 1 (arag) — O,
(4.13
note that F[w’] € L'(drd¢) requires w® € H*(R? x [0,T7]), then

B [ W] .2y = B [ (V] e,

(4.14)
5 ||‘7:[W](7-5€az)||l41(d'rd§) — 0.

If |z = O(e2+%) where 6, > 0, we simply assume z = —e2+% then as
e — 0,

| exp{(i7 + el€]* +7)7 2} = exp{—(c|¢]> +7) e} — Lore V7, (4.15)

for any finite £ € R?, then || F[W](7,&, 2)| Lo (arae) # 0.

We use the proof by contradiction. Assume that ||[W/| e (,y,.) = 0, then
WllL1(t,y,2) = 0, and then || F[W](7,§, )| = 0, this is a contradiction. Thus,
if z = O(e2t9:), lim W[ L= (s,y.2) # 0. Thus, Proposition E2lis proved. O

E—>

However, the proof of the following theorem is much more complicated than
Proposition [£.2] since we have to use the symbolic analysis and paradifferential
calculus for our problem.

In order to prove that the discrepancy of boundary values of vorticities is
one of sufficient conditions for the existence of strong vorticity layer, we assume
that the initial vorticity layer is weak.

Theorem 4.3. Assume the conditions are the same with Lemma [Z1] If the

Euler solution satisfies IIS?vn|,—¢ # 0 in (0,T], and USPvn|,—o € H*(R? x

[0,T), the initial Navier-Stokes velocity satisfies liI%(V‘P6 xv§)—V¥x lir% vg =0,
€E— €E—

then lim [l — wl| L @2 x[0,0(v2) x (0.17) 7 0-

Proof. Since the initial Navier-Stokes velocity satisfies 1136 (VXUB)*VX?LX}) u§ =
0, lgl% |w§ — wolree = 0, then IISPvn|,—¢ =0 = 0, that does not contradict with
IIS%vmn|,—o # 0 in (0, 7.

We study the equations ([B.2]) with small initial data:

agO W — €d;(a;;0,W) + (7@0 — fT[V¢©, Vi, 0051, 8jvi])W =1,
W|z:0 = 67%0@2 - 0, (416)

W|t:0 = CZJ}LO — 0.

We decompose W = Wb 4 W7 such that W7 satisfies the nonhomoge-

42



neous equations:
agO W — €di(ai;0,W 1) + (yao — fT[Ve©, Vi, ;0% ;0" )W = I,
W|,_o =0,

Wfo|t:0 = (f)h,o — 0.
(4.17)
and W% satisfies the homogeneous equations:

agd WP — €0;(a;i;0; W) + (yao — f7[VeS, Vi, 0057, 00" ) WP = 0,
W[, _o = e~ 0,

Whdy|,_o = 0.
(4.18)

Note the diffusion term and damping term of (£I7]), it is easy to prove that
t
[W| e < [WHlizollzee + [ || Z2]|c0 dt — 0.
0

Next, we study the homogeneous equations (£I8)) with variable coefficients,
which differs from the equations ([@I0) up to coefficients. By using symbolic
analysis, it is standard to prove that the limit of the solution of ([@I8) behaves
similarly to that of ([@I0). However, we still show some keypoints.

We rewrite ([{I8) in the following form:

€0 WhY 4 (%2l 4 57 SUn)g YAy 4o oS24, b
j=1,2 j=1,2
9:a43 g 117bdy 9iaij o y17bdy aij 5. 117bdy
+€ Z ™ ;WP + ¢ Z o ;WP + ¢ Z aSS&JW
7j=1,2 j=1,2 j=1,2

7a_oatwbdy _ a%s(,yao _ f’?[vwe, VCP, 8j’U€’i, ajvi])wbdy —_ 07 (419)

as3

bd oyt b
WP, = e '@ » 0,

Whdy|,_o = 0.

Take z as a parameter, then the symbolic version of [I9) is
€0 WP + A1\ /€D, WP + A WP = 0,
Whdy|_o = Fle "] - 0, (4.20)
Whiy|,_q = 0.

where the Fourier multipliers are as follows:

. aa- 8. X s
A= ey B B g 3 me)
Jj=1,2 7j=1,2
— Oza55 ¢5 4 4 Oiaij ¢j _ Qij ¢igf _ ;o ao 4.21
Ao 7163‘:21:2 FPPaES +zej§2 PP ej§2 I —ir e ( )

—--L (’)/(10 - f7[v906ﬂ VQO, ajvaiv 8Jvz])7

as3
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Due to |ag| + |asj| + v/€|0-a:j] < C for some C > 0 (see [31]), when € — 0,

A — \/Eazazz

asz ’
—Ay — ﬁ(’yao - f7[V50‘,V50,8jv”,8jvl]) + ZT;TUS — 1€ ‘21:2 G245 ¢
J=1,

ass

When € > 0 is sufficiently small, the values of A; and Ay are around their limits.

The solution of the ODE (.20)) is that

Tirbdy — expf{ 7A1+\/2Af74Ao ﬁ}Wbdyh:O. (4.22)

The complex root /A7 — 44 has two branches, but one of which always
has positive real part, since R(A2—4A4g) > 0 when ¢ is sufficiently small, where R
represents the real part. Then we choose this branch. Since #8(—4A4¢) > 0 when €
is sufficiently small, then |R\/ A% — 4A40| > |—A;], and then Aty Ai-ido V;%_MO >0
and H 7A1+\/2A%74A0

Define T[Wb%] = F~1[W'%]. Note that @ZI) has the same form with
([#I2)s, apply the same argument in Proposition 2 to (£21]), we can prove that
if 2 = O(e219) where 8, > 0, ||[W¥|| .1 - 0 as € — 0, then || T[W*%]|| L~ # 0.
If z = O(e2 %) where &, > 0, [|[Wb4|| 1 — 0 as e — 0, then || T[W?%]|| e — 0.

The difference between 7[W°%] and W4 is bounded by W% (refer to the
results of paradifferential calculus in [31} 27]). If we assume lir% [|[WPd¥|| o = 0,

e—
then 1111(1J | T[W?P¥]||L~ = 0. This is a contradiction. So lir% |[WPd¥|| e # 0 in
€— e—

some set located in the interior. Thus, Theorem [£.3]is proved. O

||Loo < +00.

5 Convergence Rates of Inviscid Limit for ¢ =0

In this section, we estimate convergence rates of the inviscid limit when
o = 0. We denote v = v* —v,§ = ¢ — q,h = h® — h, we denote the ¢:—th
components of v and v by v©* and v" respectively.

5.1 Estimates for the Pressure Gradient

Lemma 5.1. Assume 0 < s <k —1, k <m — 2, the difference of the pressure
q has the following gradient estimate:

IVallxs < ol +110:0]lx- + Rl g +O(e). (5.1)

Proof. [31] introduced the following matrices E and P satisfying E = ﬁPPT:

0. 0 —O1p 0. 0 0

E= 0 D= —0Ozp , P= 0 d.p 0
2 2

~Op —Opp 1HOre) o) ~Oip —Oap 1
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Apply the divergence operator V¥ - to (LI6); and apply the divergence
operator V¥ to (LIR);, then we get

{ V- (EVG) = 8:0° AP g = —0.0°VF" - (v°- VP'0), (5.2)

V- (qu) = 0,pA¥q = —0,pV? - (U ’ VWU).

It follows from (5.2) and (A2) that
V- (EV§) + V- ((E°—E)Vq) =V - (E°V¢) — V- (EVq)
= —0,0°V# - (v - V¥ 0E) 4+ 0,0V? - (v - V¥0)
= V- [P(v°- V)] + V- [P(v- V*)]
= -V [P(v°- V¥ v —v- V)| = V- [(P* = P)(v: V¥)]

=V [P(v° - V0 — v V¥ @020 + b - VPv)| — V- [(PC = P)(v- V¥)].
(5.3)

Namely, ¢ satisfies the following elliptic equation:
V- (EVq) = =V - ((E° = E)Vq) = V- [(P* = P)(v - V¥v)]
—V - [P(ve - V€D —v° - V¥ pOS0 + § - V)], (5.4)
qlz=0 = gﬁ + 289 vene - nt.

The matrix E is definitely positive, then it is standard to prove that §
satisfies the following gradient estimate:

IVllxs < I(E° = E)Vallx- +[|(P* = P)(v - V¥#v)| x-
+|[P(vf - V€D — v - VO @OSv + § - VP0)|| x-
+|gh + 2e8¢ vene - n|

S IIES = Ellxs + [|P® = Pllxs + |9l x= + [Vl x= + [VP] x=

+glhl +26‘5¢€U€|Z:O|Xs,%

1
X%z

Sollxen + 10:00xs + VAl xe + glhl oy + 26|80 z0] . 3

X3
S ollxe + 110:0] = + |7l .y + OCe),
(5.5)
. 1 1
where |S¥ v€|Z:0|Xs’% S 102050 34 |00 3 o0 < +00.

Thus, Lemma [5.7] is proved. O

5.2 [Estimates for Tangential Derivatives
In order to close the estimates of tangential derivatives of o, that is to

bound [|0f0]| 2 and /€| VO Z%0|| 12, we must prove two preliminary lemmas of
h by using the kinetical boundary condition (36])s5.
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The first preliminary lemma concerns |9¢h|;> where 0 < ¢ < k — 1. Note
that the estimates of mix derivatives 9f Z*h will be obtained when we estimate
mix derivatives 9f Z%0, where |a| > 0.

Lemma 5.2. Assume0<k<m-—2,0</(<k-—1, |8fiL|L2 has the estimates:

~ ~ t ~
0FAIZ 5 hofucs + [ Flucss 4 1lass 41001 1y oy (5

Proof. Apply 0f to the kinetical boundary condition (I36)3, we get
0;0Lh + vy, - V,0lh = 00 - N° 4 [0, N Jo — [0¢, v, - V]h. (5.7)
Multiply (57) with %A, integrate in R2, we have
i [ 10¢h*dy =2 [ (9f0 - N+ [0, N“Jo — 0f, vy - V,Jh)ofhdy
+ [ 1OFRIVy - vy dy S 10fAf + [l + (8]0 (5.8)
R2
SOhIZ s + hSenvn + 1005k1a + 110:0] %0

Sum ¢, integrate (.8 in time and apply the integral form of Gronwall’s
inequality, we have

~ ~ t ~
J10FR? dy < |holX-r + Of e [l ([ [
]RZ

A . 59)
S Vol + 1o+ 9020 Q4 02812 079 0 -
0
Thus, Lemma [5.2] is proved. O

The second preliminary lemma concerns /e|df Z*h] 1, by which we bound
Vel S99 27| 12 and then we can bound /€||S¥0f Z9D|| 2.

Lemma 5.3. Assume 0 < k<m—2,0<(<k—-1,0+]|a| <k, \/E|8fZ”‘iAL|%
has the estimates:

~ ~ t ~
e|h|ik71,§ < e|h0|ik71 s+ [ 1h5r-11 +€[VD| 5k dt. (5.10)
2 2 0
Proof. The differential operator A is defined in the proof of Lemma [Z4l Apply
ALZ>Az to the kinetical boundary condition (L36)s, we get
OO ZONZh + v, -V, 0L Z*A3h

) ) . R (5.11)
=0 Z%N2% - N+ [0f Z°A2 N0 — [0f Z2A2 v, - V, ]h.

Multiply (BIT)) with eafZaA%ﬁ, integrate in R2, we have
6% f2 |0 ZoAzh|2dy =€ f2 |8fZO‘A%ﬁ|2vy -vy dy
R R
+2¢ [ (0fZ°A%0- N+ [0{Z°A% N°Jo — [0 2°A% v, - V,|h)0f 2° A hdy

RZ
(5.12)
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13 +e|OLZOATR[2,

~ xh-1 3

. . R 1a
Sl g+ el 002+ lof AT,
S €|B|§(k,1,g + |ﬁ|§(k—1,1 + 5||V17||§(k—1,1-

Sum ¢, i, integrate (B.12) in time and apply the integral form of Gronwall’s
inequality, we have (G.10). Thus, Lemma is proved. O

We state that 9,93 can be estimated by 0.9, that is [|0,9°|| xs < ||on||xs1+
[0=0n]lx= + |hl.,3 - The proof is based on the following equality that follows

from the divergence free condition (Z3)).
0, 0% = *82906(81’01 + 82’{)2) — azcﬁ(al’l)l + (92’02) ( )
5.13
+010°0, 0 + 0100, v 4 0200, 9% 4 02$0, 2.

Now we develop the estimates for tangential derivatives.
Lemma 5.4. Assume 0 < k <m — 2, 8220‘{) and 8eZaiL have the estimates:
191131-1.0 + [AlSar + elhl’ g +€f Vo[ %k dt
,S ||60||§(k—1,1 + |h0| k—1,1 +€|h0|2 k-1, 3 + HaZUHL‘l(OT Xk—1) (514)
+|8Z€h|%4([07T],L2) + ||VQ||L4([07T],Xk-71) + O(e).
Proof. (V4o Q%) satisfy the following equations:
O Vo ot VPV 4 VI Qhe — 2V 8P 9 20
= 2¢[0 2%, V¥ S 1 + 2V - [0 22,89 10 + €0 Z2 NP v
—OLZ00f 97y — OLZoG e - VP %y — L Z%D - Vv — L Z2pV e 9%
—[0L22, 0710 + [0 2%, 02v0F ¢ — [OLZ*, v - VP )b — [0LZ, VPu]0
HOr2e, 0800 - Vo — [0f 2%, V] + [0 2%, 024V )¢ = T,
Ve VEe = —[9f 22 V¥ o + [0f 2, 0%v - V¥ i — Of 227V " - O,
00 Zh +vS - V,0f Z7h — N - V4 = N°- 0200} 2%
—by - V0L Z%h — Oyh - O 20, + [0L 2,0, N°] — [0L 2%, v, B, h],
QLON® — 2eS¥ 9L 220 N° — (g — 02q) 0L Z*h N©
= 2¢[0f 22,89 v N + (2e5% v — 2eS¢ v°n¢ - n¢) 9f ZON*

—[0f2%,2eS¢ v°n® - n¢, N + 2¢[9f 2%, 8¢ v, N°| + 25" 0f 220 N*,

(BEZ%0, 0L Zh)|1—0 = (OL 20 — DL 200, 0L Z*hG — DL Zhy),
(5.15)
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~ When |a| > 1,6 < k—1,1 < £+ |a| <k, we develop the L? estimate of
V6e we have
%% f |Vl,a|2 dv, — f Ql,avtpé . Vl,a AV, + 2¢ f |S<p€atgza,{)|2 v,
RS RS R3
=— [ (Q""N—2eS¢°9{ZN°) - Viody + [ I, - Ve dW,
{z=0} R3
+2¢ [ S¥°0f 2% - S¥"(02vIf Z%h) AV,
R3
S— [ (QYON—2e8¥°9fZ0Ne) - Vi dy + VA2, + 110:0]| %k
{z=0}
HIOlexra + 1%emnn + el 5 + 10772 + [Vdl5ns + O(e).
(5.16)

We develop the boundary estimates in (5.16]),

— [ (QYONC —268¥"9f Z*0N") - Vi dy
z=0
:{ f} —(g — 82q)9{ Z4RN° - Ve — (2¢[0¢ 2>, §9 ¢ N°©
{ZT%QGSWE”E — 2659 00" - n%) 9 Z°N° — [0/ 2%, 2e5% vn® - n°, N]
+2€[0f 2%, 8¢ v, N 4 2eS¢ 0 Z% N°) - Ve dy

N afq)afZaﬁN€ Vb dy + O(e),
{==0}
(5.17)

note that normal derivatives 0,v¢ on the boundary can be expressed in terms
of tangential derivatives of v¢, thus we get O(e) rather than O(+/€). Namely,

— [ (Q%N° - 2¢9{2°8¥"oN*) - Vi dy
{==0}
S J (g9 02q)0fZoh(00f 2 h + v - V,0f Z2°h — N - 9800 29
{==0}
+iy - VyOf Zh + dyh - 9 2%, — [0f 2%, 5, N + [0 2%, vy, Oyh]) dy + O(e)

S *%%{ [0} (9 — 029)[0f Z*h[* dy + %{ [O} V- (gvy — v, 029)|0f Zh[* dy
L [ 0o ZenPdy — [ (9 02q)9fZh( — N - 92vdf 27
{2=0} {2=0}

+iy - VyOf Z°h + yh - 9L 2%, — [0 2%, 5, N + [0 2%, vy, yh]) dy + O(e)

S—3% [ (9-02a)0f 2R dy + [|8]| xer + [0:8] xr1 + [hlxr-10 + O(e)
o (5.18)
By (£16) and (5I8]), we have
2dy,

L[ VeePav,+ & [ (g-029)|0fZoh)?dy + ¢ [ |0{ 228 D
R3 {z=0} R3
SIVENGe + 10:0030-s + 1905 + [Alamss + 105G +elBf?,, 4

+[[V[l5 -1 + O(e).
(5.19)
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Since g — 02q > ¢o > 0, integrate (5.19) in time, apply the integral form of
Gronwall’s inequality, we get

R . t
10; 201172 + [0F Zh|> + elh2 ,_, 4 + € [[IVO;Z0||7 dt
2 0

~ t ~ ~
S 0ol s+ [holxe—rn + [ 181 %mrn + alimrn +elhl? 5 dt
0

00012 g0 27,01+ OERZa071.02) + Va2 o7y x5, + O(6):
(5.20)

When |a] = 0,0 < ¢ < k — 1, we have no bounds of § and /g, so we
neither use the variable Qe,a and nor apply the integration by parts to the
pressure terms. Also, the dynamical boundary condition will not be used. Since
the main equation of V40 and its kinetical boundary condition satisfy

O VEO 4. VEIVED 2% . S99
= €O NP v + 2¢[0F, V¥ ISP h + 2P - [0, S 0 — OfV¥ §
+02qV e 0lp — 0L p0F 990 — LD - VPu — O p vt - V¥ 9P
[0, 0F 10 + [0f, 02 00f 1 — [0f,v* - V¥ J0 + [0f, 0w v - V¥ ]
—[0f, V#uo + [0f, 024V ¥ = T,

00 h + 5 -V, 0fh — N - V40 = N° - 900/
—by - V0l — 8yh - 0lvy, + [0Y, 0, N| — [0Y, vy, ,h],

(09, 0{h)|t—0 = (fv§ — Dfvo, Ofhs — Of ho),

) (5.21)
then we have L? estimate of V40:
1L [ VE012AY, +2¢ [ |S¥°0f0[2dV, =2¢ [ S?OfON- VA0 dy
R3 R3 {z=0}
- (5.22)

+2¢ [ S 00 - S (9vafn) AV + [ Ts - VA0 AV
RS RS

Now we estimate the right hand side of (5.22)):

2 [ SPOWN-VEOdy =2¢ [ S OLvNE - (8l — dPvdln) dy
{==0) {==0}
. 2 5 . . 5
< 10f0lz=0| o + 0772 + Oe) S N070]172 + 10;0:0]17 2 + 0F 72 + O(e).
(5.23)

It is easy to check that

N A~ — R . N 0—1~
[ To- VOOV S VOO + 0 0.01 + 00,013 + 013
R

|0 VA2 + 10f0)122 + 110F VAl 22 + 10f V4|22 + Ofe). o)
5.24
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By (£22), (5:23) and (524)), we have

%R{ V02 dVy + GR{ |S#°0f0 2 Ve S IVEONZ2 + 10200 %0s + [19] 501

Ao+ elhl? g + VAR +O(e).
(5.25)

Integrate (5.20) in time, apply the integral form of Gronwall’s inequality,
we have

V072 + el VOyol 7
~ t ~
Sloolln—1 + o5k + [ 10200501 + 1015511 + 1hl5k1a
0
HIVEZns + elhl? 5 dt+O(e) (5.26)
~ t ~ A
5 ||170||§(k—1 + |h0|§(k—1 =+ Of ||17||§(k—1,1 + |h|§(k—1,1 + €|h|§(,€,1,g dt

+19- ”||L4( 0,T],X*-1) + ||VQ||2L4([07T],Xk—1) + O(e).
Combining (5:26) and Lemma 52 we have

R . t
10701172 + 10Fhl72 + €l 4 + € [IVOfo]Z. dt
0

t
. o A 2 7 2
< WollZems +olems + [ 100eucns + alBecss + el gt 21
0

—|—||3 U||L4( 0,T],X*k-1) + ||VQ||2L4([0,T]7X1€71) + 0(6)-

Apply the integral form of Gronwall’s inequality to (B.20) and (E21), we
get (BI4). Thus, Lemma 54l is proved. O

5.3 Estimates for Normal Derivatives when II1S¥vn|,—¢ # 0

In this subsection, we develop the estimates for normal derivatives 0,0. In
the following lemma, we estimate [|0.9||3 4 ((0.7],x-1y Py studying the equations
of (:Jh.

Lemma 5.5. Assume k < m — 2, if [I§¥vn|,—¢ # 0, then the vorticity has the
following estimate:

||azﬁh||2L4([o T, kal) + H‘bhHQM( 0 T] Xk—1)

+f||v||Xk ndt+f|hlxk oo At + 08 RI 4 o 7.2y + O(VE)-
(5.28)

Proof. Assume ¢+ |a| < k — 1, we study the equations (L33) and decompose
wp, = w"hom + Ahom, such that @Zhom satisfies the following nonhomogeneous
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equations:
8“’ phom e 7@ grhom _ ¢ A ¢ gynhom
_F (V) (ws, 0j057) — ﬁO[V@] (wh, 0jv%) + e wy,
+02wp0F R + 02wy v - VR — b - Veuwy, (5.29)

wphom|._o =0

W™ i=0 = (@5, @) ",

and wh"m

satisfies the following homogeneous equations:
O Gpom 4 ve - TP phom — (N# phom =
G0 = FU2 V(050 — o, (5.30)
dj}};omhzo = 05

By using (1) and 8¢ +v°- V¢ = 9, + vy - Vy + V50, (229) is equivalent
to the following equations:

Opaphom 4 v - Vyophem + Vg aphom — eN#"gjthom
= fT[Ve©, Vi, 0jv5%, 00" 0n + f3[Vee, Vi, 0;05%, ;v w§,, wy]0;0"
+ £V, Vi, 005, 0j0%, wh , wi| Vi + e AP wy,
+02wROF A + OPwy v° - VPR — § - Vewy, = Ty,

djzzhom |z:0 =0

wphom|,_o = (@f,@8) T,

(5.31)
Apply 9 Z° to (5.31)), we get
O OfZowphom 4 vg - W, 0f Zophom 4+ VEDOf ZoGphem — eNP" Of Zo@phom
= 0f 2T — [0f 2%, v5, - V Jophom — [0f 22, V.9 Jwphom
+eV# - [f 22, Ve)aphom 4 e9f 2, VeV ophom,

aézaa)nhomlzzo — 0,

aéza nhoml 0= (aézawo,aézawo) ,
(5.32)
Develop the L? estimate of 9f Z2@rhem we get

S0 Z0aptom |3, + 26| % L 200"

< 0t zoaphon 3. + |10 2T 3 + 0427, VaaJaphon |2,

+e f V«p aéza vgp] Anhomaéza nhom th (533)
RS
e [[0f2%, VeV Gphompf Zzognhom qV,
R3
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SO 2w ™1 2e + lonl s + 101%m20 + IVl 3ems + 10F112

bOYiz=oizev. gz zaapten B
Li+]ay|>0 .

e [ [fZe, Noglophon . v gt Zagphon 4y,
R3

fe[ S [r oz (et - T apen ozof Zeaqon av,
R3 Li+]|a1|>0 ?

where the notation (9¢)~! means a cancellation such that (9¢)~1(97) = 1

Integrate (5.33) in time, apply the integral form of Gronwall’s inequality,
it is easy to have

"™ 1% + 2€f IV | % dt

¢ (5.34)

< lldonlRems + [ I@nl5nr dt + [[A[5 10 dt + |07 R]|F2 At + O(e).
0

Similar to (2.50), we have

. o2 .
[ nhom”L4(0T Xk-1) \/THwOvhHX’C*1 JrTHwh”%‘l([O,T],X’“*l)

T A~ A~
+ﬁ{ [l ﬁ{ s b+ VTIOF[4 0 77,12y + OLE).
(5.35)

For the homogeneous equations (5.30]), similar to the estimates of the equa-

tions (Z41)) or [31], we have

0z om 0z, om
||8 Zw ||L4 ([0,17], LZ(]RB ) ~ ”a Z% ||§{4([0 ], LZ(]R3 )
T )
5 \/gf }whom|Z:0|Xk—1(R2) dt
0
T
5 \/gb[ ‘F1,2[v906](8jv671) - F1,2[V@](8jvz)lxk—1(R2) dt (536)

T
+\/€f ‘glel + §2®2 + §3®3’§(k—1(R2) dt
0
T
+\/€f }§4@4 + §5®5 + §6®6|§(k—1(R2) dt 5 O(\/E);
0

where ¢; and ©7 are defined in the proof of Lemma Tl
By (B35) and (B.36]), we have
~ nhom ~hom
1on 1 Zacto,71,x0-1) S O™ T 0,0, x0-1) + IR Wag0,2,x0-1)

ol s 10y o+ Dles s 0+ [ s+ O(VE)

(5.37)
Thus, Lemma [5.5] is proved. O
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Remark 5.6. If [IS¥vn|,—q = 0, then ©° =0 where i = 1,--- ,6, and then the
estimate ([B.30) is reduced into the following estimate:
10 2GR ™ 13 4 0.7y, 1222 )
T, . iy s g2 (5.38)
S Ve[ P91 0,00) = FATE0,0) f1 ay dt S OLVE)

Since we do not have the convergence rates of |0ju"" — 0;v'|xk-1(g2), thus we
can not improve the convergence rates of ||w||2L4([O 7),x%-1)- However, we can
],

improve the convergence rates of ||(,u||%4([0 7], xk-2), See subsection 5.4.

If TIS¥vm|.—o # 0, we estimate [|0.0|| oo (0,77, xm—1) and [|©| e (0,77, xm—1)-
Note that when IIS¥vn|.—g # 0, not only |V¥" x 9f Z*(v¢ — ’U)|Z:0‘L2 # 0 but
also |N° x (V¥ x 9{Z%(v° = v))|2=0] ., # 0.

Lemma 5.7. Assume 0 < k <m — 2, O, = wj, — wh, 0,0 = 0,v° — 0,v, then
wp, and 0,0 satisfy the following estimate:

t
0l15n-2 + 10=001%x-2 < Idollfns + [ 16l x5-2 + [[0:20] x 12
0

(5.39)
HIVll xr-2 + [|h]| xx-1 dt 4 O(e).
Proof. By using (2359), we rewrite (L36); as
O D — 0PvOF H+v° - VD — v -V HOSY + b - VP
(5.40)

+VP G —0PqV 1 = —eV? x @ — V¥ xw

Firstly, we develop L? estimate of &. Multiple (540) with V¥* x (V¥ x 9),
integrate in R? | use the integration by parts formula (L21)3, we get

[ (87 0 — 02007 i +v° - V0 — v - VR OFV + - Voo
B
+VP G = 02qV7 i) + VP x (V9 % 0) + AP 0) - VP % (V9 % 5)dVy =0,

[ 95 X (0F 0+ v Vo VG AV e [ IV X (TF x ) AV,
R3 R?

= [ V¥ x (0200¢ ) + v - VF 0P — 0 - VU + ALGVER) - @ dV;
R3
— [ (00 + 0§ - Vyb + - VOv — 9200y — v - V050 + V¥ §
z=0
—02qV¥R) - N x (V¥ xd)dy —e [ V¥ xw- V¥ x (V¥ x5)dV,
R3

S@lze + a2,y + 0050 + 100072 + 5 [ [V x @f?dVi+ O(e)
R3

+[N 5 (V2" x 8)|azo o ([8ls=0] .+ [Flo=o0] 1)

+Nx (V¥ % 0)|a=0l, [ Vidlo=o] ;.
(5.41)
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Since V¥ x V¥ § =0, V¥ x w is bounded,

N x (V¥ x 8)]oo| 0 7 0,

t t
0]z + e [ V@l dt S ll@ollZe + [R5 + 10115 + 100117
0 0

Holi=ol gz + [hlamo| g1 + [Vdlamo| _; dt+O(e) (5.42)

+110-9] x;

tan tan

t ~
Sl@ollze + [ 1Al + 11015 + 1000172 + 1|9]lx;
0

HIAlxr + 1 Vdll 2 dt + Oe).

When £+ |a| < k — 2, we study the quantity V¥* x 9 Z%0.
The equations (A.7))2 is rewritten as
O OLZD + v - VP OLZ0 + VP Ol Z%G + eV x VP L 20 = e Try + Tra,
(5.43)
where
Try = —[0f 2%, VP X]V? x 0 — V? x [0f 2%,V |0+ 0f Z2 N\ v,
Tr v= 0£v(0p + 05 - Vy + VEO.)0{ 2 — O 2% - V¥u + 0£qV " 0f Z°¢
—[0f 2%, 0y + v°0y + VLO.]0 + [0f 2, 07 v(0; 4 v - Vyy + VED. ]|
—[0f 2, VPulo — [0 2, V¥ )q + [0 27,024V ¥ |.
(5.44)
Multiply (543) with V¥* x (V¥ x 9{ Z*0), integrate in R? | we get
[ OF 0Lz - V9" x (V¥ x 9L Z%%) dVF
R3
+ [0V OLZ - V¥ x (V¥ x 0f 2%0) dV§
R3
+ [ V9029 V¥ x (V9" x 9{Z°0) dV§
R3
+e [ V9 x Ve O Zo0|2dVs
R3

= [(eZr1 +Ir2) - V¥ x (V¥ x 0{Z°0) dV¥.
R3

(5.45)

Use the integration by parts formula (L2I)3 and note that [9f , V'] = 0,
we have

[ 0 9L220 - N° x (V¥ x 9LZ0) dy
z=0
+ [ 05 (V¥ x 8L2%0) - (V9" x 9LZ°0) dVs
RS
- . . 5.46
+ [ v¢- VP92 - N x (V¥ x 9f2°D) dy (5.46)
z=0

+ [ v VIV x 9 Z90) - (V¥ x 9 Z°0) dV§
R3
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3 . .
+ [ V90 0f ) x 0L 220 - (V9" x 0fZ°0) dV§
R3 =1
+ [ VEOIZeq - N x (V¥ x 0f2°0) dy
z=0

+ [ V¥ x V¥ Of 229G (V9" x 0f Z°0) AV

R3
+e [ |V x VP Of 22 AV =€ [ T71 - V¥ x (V¥ x 9 2%0) dV§
R3 R3
+ [ Tro N x (V¥ x 0f2°0)dy + [ V¥ x I75- (V¥ x 0fZ°0)dVy.
z2=0 R3

Note that V¥ x V¥ 9£2%G = 0 and (87 + v - V¥')|.—o = (0 + vy - Vy),

we have
14 [V x 9202 dVi +e [ [VF x VP 0L Z0]? Vs
R? R3

— [ (O 4 v - Vy)OfZ% - N x (V?" x 0f 20) dy
z=0

3 . .
— Ve st 9% ) x 9L Z%%] - (V" x 9LZ9%) dVe
7 t t t

R3 =1
— [ V¥ 0fZ29G - N x (V¥ x 0f2%%) dy
z=0
te [ Irq - V9 x (V9 x 0fZ°0) AV + [ Tro- N x (V¥ x 0f2%) dy
R3 z=0
+ [ V¥ X Tro- (V9 x 0f2%) dV§
R3

SNV x O Z20]|2, + [N x (V¥ x 0f 2°0)| | V¥ 0f 24| .=0] _,
2 2
N x (V" x 0f2°0)| 2 (|T7 2|20 . + ‘afzaﬂzz‘)’)(éan)

HIOFZ 050 + 10:0{2%0] 12 + el Zrallf2 + V2" X Zr 2|7

(5.47)
It is easy to prove that
’1772|Z:0}L2 < |iL|Xk‘*1 + }ﬁlz:O’Xk72 + }V(ﬂz:O’kag
S Blxrr + 18]l xk—2 + [10:8] x5-2 + [ Vdl| x-2,
elZralliz Se X IIVE x V207 + Ofe),
O+|a|<k-2
IV X Trallfe S Ial3e—ra + 11V X 0l% 0 + V9" x [0727, VED.J0|
Ve x [0 2%, N“Og 14172,
(5.48)

where the estimates for the last two terms are similar to (2.65]), (2.60).
Integrate (547) in time, apply the integral form of Gronwall’s inequality,
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we have
V¥ x 9f 2202, + € f |V x V¥ 0f 20| dVs
RZ
t
€ N 2 ~ ~ ~ 7
S|IVE % 0 Z%fi=ol| 2 + [0l xx—2 + [10:0] x0-2 + [ Val xx-2 + [[A] x-1 dt
0
t ~
+ [0l + 102051 + 1Al 5x-1.1 dt + O(e)
0

t
~ 2 ~ ~ ~ 2
Slorze@li=ol| > + [ 19l x0-2 + 10:0]l -2 + [Vl xr-2 + [[2]| xx-1 dt + O(e).
0

(5.49)
Since & = V¥* x 0 — V¥ x 0%v, we have
¢
I + 10:01ces S 16lemoleus + [ 90l xoms + N0ulns o
0 .
+HIVill xr—2 + || A xx-1 dt 4+ O(e).
Thus, Lemma [5.7] is proved. O
Remark 5.8. We can not use the following variables to estimate @y, :
¢t =0t = PV (@0) +ott, j=1,2, i=1,2,3, 551)
s . 5.51
(? = 0% - P[Ve (0077 + w2, j=1,2, i =1,2,3,

because Fl’Q[Vgae](ﬁjve*i) may not converge to the extension of wb. That is,
may not be a small quantity.

5.4 Estimates for Normal Derivatives when I[1S¥vn|,_q = 0

When IIS¥vn|,—g = 0, the boundary value of Navier-Stokes vorticity con-
verges to that of Euler vorticity, the convergence rates of the inviscid limits can
be improved. In the following lemma, we estimate normal derivatives for the
special Euler boundary data.

Lemma 5.9. Assume k <m — 2, if [I§¥vn|,—o = 0, then the vorticity has the
following estimate:

10=0n 120 0,77, x00-2) + I&n N1 Za 0, 00-2)

<

~

@y

T T
2 N A _ A
[xis + 1000r e+ [ 1hena A+ 10 Bl o1 1) (5.52)

v/el0:0]24 0 21, x 1) + O(0)-

Proof. If TIS¥wvn|,—¢ = 0, ©¢ = 0 where i = 1,--- ,6, See Remark (.6

When £ + |a| < k — 2, we study the equations (I33) and decompose &y, =
@phom 4 ghom " guch that @P"™ satisfies the nonhomogeneous equations (5.29)

and @P°™ satisfies the homogeneous equations (E.30).
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While @hem satisfies the following estimate:

nhom

Tlla

&

24 0.7, x0-2) S [0,7],X%-2)

T ~ ~
+ﬁ0f [[0]|24 o0 dt + \/Tof P32 At + V1O A3 a0 7y, 12y + O(6):
(5.53)
When ¢ + |a| < k — 2, the estimate (530) is reduced as follows:

16f 26 homHL4(0T ,L2(R3))
< \/Eof |F2 [V (0507) = FP2 V) (9507 oumo oy 1
T ) 9 T . )
5 \/Ef ”U|Z:0’)(k71(R2) dt + \/Ef |h|Xk72'1(R2) dt
0

T ~
< \/_f ||U||Xk 1,1(R2) dt + \/E\/Tnazﬁlli%[o,q“]’xkfl) + \/Ebf |h|§(k—2,1(R2) dt.

(5.54)
By (B53) and ([B.54), we have
10=0n1Z s fo, 71, 0-2) + 19nl1Za 0.y, x0-2)
,S ||w}?hom||%4([oj]7xk72) + ”atézadj}iwm||2L4([0,T]7L2(]R3L))
T (5.55)
< 0|51 dt + 6[ 32 At + 1107 Al 0,09, 12)
+\/E||azﬁ||%4([01T]7Xk*1) +O(e).
Thus, Lemma [£.9]is proved. O

5.5 Convergence Rates of the Inviscid Limit

In this subsection, we calculate convergence rates of the inviscid limit.

Theorem 5.10. Assume T > 0 is finite, fived and independent of €, (v¢, h) is
the solution in [0,T] of Navier-Stokes equations (LIG) with initial data (v, h§)
satisfying (L22), we is its vorticity. (v, h) is the solution in [0,T] of Euler
equations (LI8) with initial data (vo,ho) € X™ LLRE) x Xm~LYRY) w is
its vorticity. Assume there exists an integer k where 1 < k < m — 2, such that
v h

[v§—voll xe-11(ms )y = O(e*"), |h§—hol xr-11(r2) = O(e*), [lwf—woll xr-1(rs ) =
O(eM), where AV > 0, \ > 0,\¢ > 0.

If the Euler boundary data satisfies 1ISPvn|,—g # 0 in [0,T], then the
convergence rates of the inviscid limit satisfy ([34]).

If the Euler boundary data satisfies IISPvn|,—o = 0 in [0,T], assume |lw§—
woll xr—2(r3 ) = O(e*2) where X§ > 0, then the convergence rates of the inviscid

limit satisfy (L35]).

Proof. If TIS%wvn|,—¢ # 0, we prove the converge rates of the inviscid limit:
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By Lemmas B.IE. 450 we have

||/ﬁ||§(k—1,1 + |B|§(k—1,1 S, ||1A)0||§(k—1,1 + |BO|§(1C71,1 + |@0|§(k—1

F e 2 i 2 (5.56)
LU0+ [l dE 4+ O(VE).

Apply the integral form of Gronwall’s inequality to (B.50]), we get

o13-va + 1Rkms S 1900 + Voleums + |0 ey + O(VE)
< O(emin{%,QA”Q)\h,Q)\f})_
(5.57)
By Lemma 5.5, we have

-~ ~ min{1 v h o\w
||8zvh||%4([0,T]7Xk—1) + ||wh||%4([O,T],X"*1) S, O(E {2’2)\ 127,207 }) (558)

By Lemmas B IHEAG.1 we have

t
J60Bee-s + 1021302 S NnlBencs + [ Nollxems + [00cns o o
J |

HVallxes + [l e de -+ O(e) 5 OGN AT,

If IIS¥wn|,—o = 0, we prove the converge rates of the inviscid limit:

By Lemma [5.9] we have

10:0n 117 0,71, x0-2) + 1¥n 11 Zs 0,77, x0-2)

T T fal 3 1 v w
|§(’v*2 +f||ﬁ||§(k71,1 dt+f|h|§(k—2,1 dt+\/EO(€mln{§72>\ ,2>\h,2>\1})_
0 0

S Jl@o
(5.60)
Couple (560) with the following tangential estimates,
ol12ken + fenas < D0lZnmss + VolZms + 1050112 oy x-)
(5.61)

t t
+ f ||17||§(k—2,1 + f ||h||§(,€,2,1 dt + O(e),
0 0
apply the integral form of Gronwall’s inequality, then we get

||/D||§(k‘72,1 + |}AL|§(1€—2,1
5 ’i{k‘*z + ||ﬁ0||§(k—2,1 + |BO|§(1€72,1 + \/EO(Gmin{%’Z\U’Z\h’Q)\T}) (562)

< O(emin{m,\v,2,\h,2,\g,2,\f+1}) _ O(emin{1,2xv,2,\h,2,\g})_

wo

Similar to (559), we have
~ ~ min{L A7 A" Ay
6% ks + 10:0] %0y S O(emin{z A" ATATY), (5.63)

Thus, Theorem 5.0l is proved. O
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To estimate N¢-9¢" v —N-0%v, we use the equality N-0fv = — (010" +020?).
To estimate N° - w® — N - w, we use the following equality:

N w = —01p(0v3 — gj—i@zv?’ — ﬁ@zﬁ) — Oap(—01v3 + gi—i@zzﬁ + ﬁ@zvl)
+00% — %‘5@02 — Oout + g—jg@zvl

= —61<pagv3 + 62(,0611)3 + 61’1}2 — 62’1}1.
(5.64)

6 Regularity Structure of Navier-Stokes Solu-
tions for Fixed o > 0

In this section, o > 0, we prove Proposition[.6lon the regularities of Navier-
Stokes solutions and Euler solutions. For simplicity, we omit the superscript €
in this section, which represents Navier-Stokes solutions.

Since the estimates of normal derivatives are the same as the o = 0 case, we
only focus on the estimates of the pressure gradient and tangential derivatives
when o > 0.

The following lemma concerns the estimate of the pressure gradient.

Lemma 6.1. Assume the pressure q satisfies the elliptic equation with Neumann
boundary condition (L44]), then q has the following gradient estimate:

[Valxoes S 10l + ol + 0l 4l
+e||Vyv|| xm-1.1 + €]|0,0]| xm-1 + €|h] '

3.
xm-1.5

Proof. The L? estimate of the elliptic equation with its Neumann boundary
condition ([.44) is standard, that is

IValle S llv- V|2 + |V¥eg - le:0|_%

S llvllxor + 1100l 22 + [hlxor +|0fv - Nl=o| _,
+|v-V%-lezo\_% +6|A%-N|Z:0|_% (6.2)

S vllxor +[10:0] 22 + |hlxoa + 107 vl 22 + V9 - Of v| 2

+v - VP2 + |V (v V¥0)|| 2 + €‘U|Z:0‘% + €|h|g.

where we used the inequality [v-N|_1 < [[o]| + [|V¥ - | (see [4I]).
Similar to [41} [32], we have higher order estimates for (L44):
I9allxms S 1o~ Vool +] 7% Nlaco| sy

S ollxm-ra + 100l xm=1 + |h]xm-10 + |V?q - N|.o]

1.
XWL—I,—Z

Next, we estimate ‘V“”q . N|z:0’

1.
XWL—I,—Z
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Firstly, it is easy to estimate e‘A‘Pv . N|Z:0‘
divergence free condition V¥ - v = 0 that

RN It follows from the

0,v-N=-0,pVy - vy, 250,

0220 - Nl,=0 = 0,(0,v - N) — 0,v - ,N = —0,(0,9V, - vy) + 0,0y - 0,0,
= —02pV, - v, — 0.0V, - Duvy + D.vy - 0,0,p

= —02¢Vy vy — .0V, - [f0[Vl(9507)] + [ [Vl (950")] - 0.0y,

(6.4)
where d,v;, = f>6[Vp](9;v?) is proved in (ZI4). Thus,
e}va'N|z:O’XnL 1,-1 NGW U|z O}Xm 1, +€|h| m—1, (6 5)
S ellVyvllxm-1a + €)|0:0] xm-1 + €lh] vz
Secondly, we estimate |(9fv +v - V) - N|z:0’Xm—1,—%-
|(0f v +v - V¥u) - N|Z:0‘Xm,1’,% = [(8v + vy - Vyv) - N|z:0‘Xm71,7%
<X (|9f22(0w + vy - Vyv) - Nla—o| s +[0f2°N|.—0| _,)
l+]a|<m—1 2 2
S X (lofzeowle: + (V¥ - 0200 .2)
Lt|af<m—1
+ X (lorzevyulle + V9 0i20Vyollr2) + |h] iy
l+|al<m—1
S lollxm + 10:0] xm—1 + [l xm.1.
(6.6)
Thus, Lemma [6.1] is proved. O

Before estimating tangential derivatives of v, we have the estimate of 9/ h by
using the kinetical boundary condition ([339)3, which is the same with (LI)3,
we give the following lemma without proof, which is the same with Lemma 2.3

Lemma 6.2. Assume0</{<m—1, 8fh have the estimates:

f |8éh|2dy < |h0|X’" 1+ f |h|Xm 11t ||'U||Xm 1,1 dt + ||a U||L4(0T Xm—1)*
(6.7)
Now, we develop a priori estimates for tangential derivatives including time

derivatives. Our equations and variables are different from [4I] which used
Alinhac’s good unknown.

Lemma 6.3. Assume the conditions are the same with those of Proposition[1.6],

then v and h satisfy the a priori estimate:

t
[ R s e L o L €f [Vl Fm-1. dt
< ||’UO||§(m71 1+ |h0|§(7n—1,1 + 6|hO|2 m—i, 3+ U|hO|Xm 1,2 (68)

+||8 UHL4(0T Xm-1) =+ ||aflv||2L4([o,T]7L2) =+ ”at h||L4([0,T]7X0,1)'

60



Proof. For the fixed ¢ > 0, we do not need Alinhac’s good unknown (L25)).
Apply 9fZ to (L39), then 0f Z%v and 9 Z%q satisfy the following equations:

OO Z% + v - VPO Z% + VPO 2% — 2 V¥ - S¥Of 2%
= GfHZan@fv + GfZaVn -v0fv + GfZaVn -0%q
+2eV¥ - [0f 2%, SP)v + 2€[0f 2%, V¥-|S¥v + b.t.,

V¥ . 0fZ% = 0f Z°Vn - 0%v + b.t.,

OOLZOh + vy - V,0fZ%h = 0f Z°v - N + [9f 2%, v, N],

0fZgN — 2eS90{ Z°v N

vyafzah _ Vyh(Vyh-V,8[Z%h) )N

— {za
=90, Z*hN — oV, - T4, b

1
,/1+|Vyh|2(
+2€[0f 29, S?)u N + (2eS¢v — (¢ — gh)) 0f Z°N
(027, q — gh,N] + 260} 2°, %0, N] — o[0} 2%, N]H

—O'Vy . [8,{20‘, Vyh, \/ﬁ]N,

(8fZO‘v, afZah)h:O = (afZ%o, GfZO‘hO).

(6.9)

When || > 1,1 <+ ]a] <m,0< ¢ <m—1, we develop the L? estimate
Ot Z% and 9y Z°h, we get
1d [1ofzov2dV, — [ 0{2%qV? - 0fZ% AV, + 2¢ [ |S¥OfZ°v[* AV,

R3 R3 R3

< f (268998520‘1)1\1 - (9fZ°‘qN) . atezavdy + Hazv||§(m71 4 qu||§(m71
{z=0}
HhlZm-12 + 0 A[7 + .t

Y Vo, h(V, h-V, 0l Z%h)
Vy0 2%h — = )N

< - OHZ%h — oV, ————
<=, 9 v e

0f 2°vdy + (|00 3m—1 + IVal5em—s + |hl5m12 +10hI72 + ot

V0l zeh — SuhVuh V02 )y (g, ot zap,

<o [ V- T+HV, A2

1
(20} V1+|Vyh|? (
vy - Vy0fZeh)dy — [ gOfZ%h - (8,;0fZ%h + v, - V,0f Z*h)dy
{z=0}
H0:0[%m-1 + IVal5m—r + A3 12 + [0 Al7 + bt

a Vo h(Vyh-V, 0L Z%h) o
<o | Tt (Vo zeh - DG - 49 otz
+vy - Vy V0 Zoh)dy — £5 [ 107 Z°h)2dy + [|0:0]| %
{z=0}
HIVallim—1 + [h5m— + [0§"h[F2 + b.t.
(6.10)
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IN

gL [ ozenPdy - 54 (IV,0¢ 2]

1
i ai T e
(=0} {z=0p VITIVuh
V,hV,0fZ%h|? m
_ 1 e B T | YAy + 1020][% s 4 IV Zmt + B %oz + [O7"h|22 + Dt
then
14 [ofzev?dvi+ 4L [ [0fZh|*dy + 2¢ [ |SPO{Zv|? AV,
R® {2=0} R3
cd ¢ zap2 _ |VyhV, 0027 6.11
+o @ fo} m“vy@ hl g )dy (6.11)

< ||8Zv||Xm71 + IVall3m-—1 + [B3m-12 + 0/*h|7. + b.t.

Integrate (6.I1) in time, apply the integral form of Gronwall’s inequality,
we have

t
|0f 20|12 + |0f Z2R|? + €|0f Z°R|3 + Z|0fZ°R|3 + € [ |VOf Zov||* dt
2 0
5 ||v0||§(m—1,1 + |h0|§(m—1,1 + €|h0|§(m,1’% + 0—|h0|§(m—1,2 (612)

T
+ [ 1005 m-20 + IVal5em-2n + [0F"h[72 dt
0

Note that we use the following inequality to control the surface tension term:

a R (zap)2 _ |VyhVy0fZ%h|?
Q{ZIO} \/W(Wyatz W = ) (6.13)
6.13
>3 ——L |V, 0{Z°h[*dy > § [ |V,0{Z°h|*dy.
fz=0) 20+IVyh[2)2 {220}

When || = 0and 0 < ¢ < m— 1, we have no bounds of g and d{¢, so we can
not apply the integration by parts to the pressure terms. The divergence free
condition and the dynamical boundary condition will not be used here. Then

id f |0fv]? dV; + 2¢ f |S?Ofv|% dVy

< - f PRAVALE 821)th+ [ 2e890{vN - 0fvdy + |00/ %m 2
{z=0}

10zl 3m-2 + ez |01 h|2, 4 but.
=0
SIValZm- + 10f0]172 + 10005 m-2 + €l VyOfvll50s + €0: V050122
+ 3 |07h|22 + bt
=0
(6.14)
Combining (6I4) and (7)), we have

10Fvll* + [|oF 7] +6f IVorull* dt < flvoll3m—1 + IVl a0y, xm-1)
+||(9 U||L4( O,T ,mel) + |3 h|L4 [O,T],Lz) + b t.

(6.15)
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Sum ¢ and «. By [@12), (€I5) and Lemma [62] we get the estimate (6.8).
Thus, Lemma [6.3] is proved. O

In order to close our estimates of tangential derivatives, we need to bound
lo U||L4(0T] 12y and ||8mh||L4([O 77,x0.1y, Which appear in Lemma 6.3 Thus,
we estimate 07'v and 9} h.

Lemma 6.4. 8?0,8{”%8;""'1}1 satisfies the following estimate:

107011 4 (0,79,22) + 107 2L 0,79, x00) + 107" VR0 79 12)
S 107 w0132 + 9107 hol3 2 + 0107 Vho 32 + 110-0" w35 (6.16)
+||azv||%4([07T]1me1) + b.t.

Proof. In ([6.9), let a = 0 and ¢ = m. Then multiply with 9]"v, integrate in R3 ,
then we get

f o v|? dV; — f ong Ve - OmudV; + 26 [ |SPOM |2 AV,
3 R3
< f (26520 uN = 9"gN) - 0" vdy + [|0:0] 51 + Va5
{z=0}
HhSm-12 + 107 hl50n + 10" ATz + Dt

m Vo, h(Vyh-V,0"h)
vyat h——+ 1+l|lvyhl|12t )}N

2dt

< — O"h — oV, ————
hS {z;fo}[gt Y \/W(

O vdy + [10:0[5m-1 + VAl 3m-s + Rz + 107 Al%0s
+|9,"*h|2, + b.t.

< L1
+vy, - V07 h)dy — f go*h - (0:07"h + vy - V4,07 h)dy
(=0}
0] % ms + 1Vl % + B2 m12 + [0 A %00 + 0T R, + but

m1 Vyh(V,h-V,d™h "
(Vy0ph = g ) - (0 h

m VY h(Vyh-V, 0" h
<o I e (Vi = SR - (00

+vy - Vy V0 h)dy — %%{ f , |8mh|2dy + ||azv||xm 1
z2=0

+||VQ||%(m71 + |h|%(m71,2 + |(9Z"h|§(01 + |azn+1h|%2 +b.t.

(|vya;nh|2 _ ‘vyh‘vyaznh‘Q)dy

d 2 d
<-4& [ lornPdy—-sg [ TF IV, A2

1
= t t dt 2
{(>=0} (z=0) VIHIVuhl
HO:0)%m + IVl 5m—s + 1Al Xm12 + 107 R 50 + 107 AT + Dot
(6.17)

The same as [41], we will integrate in time twice, we get the L*([0, T, L?)
type estimate. After the first integration in time, we have

10701122 + 910" hlT > + §107" VA2 + de { |[S2orv]? AV,
RS

t (6.18)
S 10 voll72 + 9107 ho| 72 + |07 Vo7 2 +! [ It q V¥ - 9" vdVedt
R3
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t
+6f 1020] 21 + IV 21+ B2 1s + 07 R %0 + 10T R[2,dE + bt

t
S0 vo |72 + 9107 holF2 + 010" Vhol7 . +({ ! Mg V¥ - amy dV,dt
RZ

+||8Z’U||%4([O,T],Xm71) + |(9{"h|%4([01T]7X0,1) 4+ |(9Z"v|%4([01T]7L2) + bt

Now we deal with the pressure term:

t t
[ [ orqVe - arvdvdt = — [ [ Oq (o, Vo dVydt

0 R3 0 R3
t
= > | Jor (82@851(6 9D)) - 9P20,v dadt
£1>00 R3 =
t
= 2 [ [0 q(0:000 (7)) - 0;20.v dudt
£0,>00  R3

t
- Z [ Jon 1qat( z@aé ( N )) 3&8 vdxdt
£1>00 R3

f [ 004 (000 (55)) - 0> 100 dadt
00 R3

= Z I 07 q (000 (F%)) - 0f*vdy
£1>0{z=0}
-2 faz[atm ! (&@861 8«/9 )} afZ’Ud:L'
£1>0R3
- Z f a;n—lqhzo( 2908@ (A)|t O) 8fz’l)|t:0dy
€1>O{z:0}
+ 3 [ 0:[07" Mal=o (azwafl(%))h:o} - 0*v)y—o da
£1>0R3
t
=Y [ [ 0T qou(0:007 (F5)) - 0f*v dydt
él>00 {z=0}
£ ¥ J ] o.for g0 (0.p00 ()] - 0 dadt
£1>00 R3
t
- [ o g (@Sé’afl(azw)) -anJrlvdydt
£1>00 {z=0}
t
+ 3 [ [ 0107 g (0:00, (F5))] - 07 v dadt,
£1>00 R3

(6.19)

(E19) contains 9, [8m71qﬂ where f represents the terms (82908@1(1))
(0. <p8e1( N ))|t 0, 0¢ (0 <p8e1( N )) By using Hardy’s inequality (IL45]), we get

f 8.[0rqf] - 0f2vdz
RS
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R3
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m— m— K
SN0:-07" " all2 + 17550 allZe + 11— 2)0:F 1172 + 1070l

_ _ 2 _
S 10:07 " allZe + 107" ala=o| o + 107 Al%0n + 107 0132,

where (1 — 2)0,f ~ (1 — 2)0.% * fh and (1 — 2)0,¢ € L'(dz).
Denote
M — m— 2 7
Is := 0.9y 1‘1”%2 + |6t 1Q|z:0‘L2 + 10} h|§(o,1
77— M — 2
+110; 1”“%2 + ‘81: 1”|z:0’Lz (6.21)

SN0 vlIFe + 110:0" 0l + 107 hl%0s + bit.
Plug ([620) into ([G.19), we get

t T
[ [ orqVe - 0rvdVidt S Tsli—o + Is + [ s ds
0 R3 0

S 07 ol 72 + 10:0" voll72 + 107 ho 5o + 1070172 + 10:0," o]l
O %0n + 10701240 79,12y + ||aza¢71v||%4([O,T],L2) + 107 Rl T4 0,79, 12y
(6.22)
By (6I8) and ([@22]), we get
107" v[I72 + glO k|72 + §107"Vyh[7
S 107 voll 72 + 9l0f hol7 + o107V yhol7 2 + 110:0," vl 2 + 1070|372
+H0:07 10|35 + 107 h 500 + ||3tmv||2L4([o,T],L2) + ||8Z’U||2L4([O,T],Xm*1)

+07" I 0.1, x01) + bt
(6.23)

Square (6.23) and integrate in time again, apply the integral form of Gron-
wall’s inequality, we have

||3tmv||%4([o,T],L2) + 9|3;nh|%4([o,T],L2) + %|a;nvyh|%4([o,T],L2)
S 107 voll32 + 9l0F hol 3 + 010"V yhol7 2 + (10207 w032 (6.24)
HO=01Fao,7y,xm-1) + Dot

Thus, Lemma [6.4] is proved. O
The same as the o = 0 case, we have the estimates of normal derivatives:
d.v, w € LA[0,T], X™=1) N L>([0,T], X™~2). (6.25)

Couple Lemmas [EI[6.3[6.4] with the normal estimates (6.25)), it is standard to
prove Proposition
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7 Convergence Rates of Inviscid Limit for Fixed
oc>0

In this section, we estimate convergence rates of the inviscid limit for the
o > 0 case.

We denote 0 = v*—v,§ = ¢°—q, h = h€—h, we denote the i—th components

of v and v by v®* and v® respectively. ©, h, § satisfy the following equations
OF O+ v VP D+ VP G—2V¥ - S

= 8fv8f€77 + v VRO — 0 VPu + 02qVP ) + eA¥ v, e R3,

Ve b= 0%v- Ve, reR3,
d¢h + v, - Vh =1 - N€, {z=0},
GN® — 2S¢ I N° = glALN6 — oV, - (57)1Vyf1
+592V - Vy (A + h)V, (A€ + h))N° 4 2¢5% v N, {z=0},
(9, h)]e=0 = (v — vo, h§ — ho),
(7.1)
where the quantities £); and $- are defined as
y)l = L + L ’
2W/1HVyhe 2 | 24/14|Vyh|2
v v . (7.2)
o =

24/1+[V he 2314V, h[2 (/14 V he 244 /14| V ,h[2)

Since the estimates for normal derivatives are the same as the o > 0 case,
we focus on the estimates of the pressure and tangential derivatives.

The following lemma concerns the estimate of V§ = V¢¢ — Vgq:

Lemma 7.1. Assume 0 < s <k —1, k <m — 1, the difference of the pressure
q has the following gradient estimate:

IVdllxs S N8l + 1000 x= + 1105 0l 2 + |05 Al oy + Al g + OCe).
(7.3)

Proof. The Navier-Stokes pressure ¢° satisfies the elliptic equations (IL44]), while
the Euler pressure satisfies the following equations:

N$q = =070 df v,
(7.4)
V?q-N|,z0 = —0fv-N—v-V? N,
Then the difference between boundary values is
\VAae N¢.—o — V¥q-Nl.—o

:eA“"evf~N€f(8f€v€~NE—8fv~N)f(v€~V“’€v5~N€fv~V‘Pv~N),
(7.5)
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(V9 G —02qV* 7)) - N|.—o + V¥q - N|.—o
= e v N — (885 — 0200F 1)) - N — 8Pv - N
—(v° -V D — v VP RO+ VPu) - N —v- VP - N,
V2§ N .z = 02qV2 1) - N.2o — V#q - Nl.—g
FeAP v N — (040 + v, - Vyd) - N = (v + vy - Vyv) - N
+[(0e) + vy, - Vi) OFv — 0 - VP] - N := T,

Similar to (54)), ¢ satisfies the following elliptic equation:
V- (EV) =~V (E ~ E)Va) - V- [(P* — P)(u V¥0)
—V - [P(v¢ - V¥ b — v - V¥ GOy + 0 - V)], (7.6)
V#' G- N =g = Zp.

The matrix E® is definitely positive, then it is standard to prove that §
satisfies the following gradient estimate:

[Vdllx- < I(E° = E)Vqllx: + [[(P* = P)(v- V*#v)]|x=
[P (v - VD — v - V2080 + - VP)||xe + |To|

ol

S IIE = Ellxs + 1P = Pllxs + |2l xs + [IVOllxs + [VOlxs + [Zol o -4

S IBllxen +10:00x + Vol ooy + 1Tl o3 -

(7.7)

Now we estimate the boundary terms.
1ol oy 1000 - Nlamo] oy + [0 Vi@ Namo ooy + [0 N[z oy

+|07) - Nzo| oy + [Vt - Nzo| oy + 10y +O(e)

S 1Al s 10500 x: + 0l xe + 18eillx- + 186l xen + Vi xen + O(e)

<108 oll e + 9lxenr + ORIy + Bl . 3 +O(6),
(7.8)
refer to (6.4) for the estimate of eA¥" - N
By (7)) and (Z8]), we obtain (Z3)). Thus, Lemma [Tl is proved. O

Before estimating tangential derivatives of 9, we have the estimate of 9'h
by using the kinetical boundary condition (Z.I])3, which is the same with (T3]3,
we give the following lemma without proof, which is the same with Lemma[5.2]

Lemma 7.2. Assume 0 < k<m—2,0</{<k-—1, 8ffAL have the estimates:

~ ~ t ~
J100h? dy < Jholx—s + 6[ 7Sk + 1101 5a—10 dt + 10201 F 4 (0,77, x5-1)-
]R‘Z
(7.9)
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We develop the estimates for tangential derivatives.
Lemma 7.3. Assume 0 <k <m — 2, afZ% and afz% have the estimates:

o0k + [2leemsn S H0ll5sa + olFonms + (j:’ 19005 7 19
HlIOI k1 + 12l 5 10 dE + O(e).

Proof. (0f Z%%, afz%, 0f Z2q) satisfy the following equations:

OF OLZ% + v° - VP OLZ% + VP 9L 22 — 2eV¥" - S 9L Z%
= €Ol ZONP v + 2e[0L 2%, V9 S D + 2 V¥ - [0L 22, 8% ]
+0Pv0F DEZp + 9PV e - VP OLZOp — OLZY% - Vv + 0PqV ¥ DL 2%
—[OLZ,0F |6 + [0L 2, 02v0F |p — [0LZ%, v° - V¥ |6 — [0LZ2, Veu]d
HOfZ, 200" - V] — [0{ 2%, V) + [0f 2%, 024V ¥ | := o,

Ve L OLZ%% = 0%v - VP O 20 — [0F 2%, V9 |0 + [0 2%, 0%v - V¥ ],

OOfZh + v -V 0f Z°h — N - 9f 20 = —by, - V,0f Z2%h — Oyh - 9f Z°v,
+[0EZ, 5, N| — [0 2%, v,, 9, h),

OfZUGNE — 2eSP 9L 20 N — g0 Z*hN® + 0V, - ($:1V,0f Zh)N*

+oVy - (ﬁ2vyatézah - Vy(h + h)Vy (he + h))NE =T, + 11,2,

(BLZ2%0, 0L Z°h)|1—0 = (L 20 — O Z%vg, 0L ZhG — DL Zhy),
(7.11)

where
T = 268"066520‘1) N°¢ + 26(3‘/’61)€ — 8¢ vn° - n°) Of ZoN°

+2€[0f 2,8 v — §¥ vnc - n¢, N¢| — 2¢[0f 2%, §¥" |v N€,
(7.12)

Tiio = —0V, - ([0 2% 91V, |h)N°
—oV, - ([0£2%, 95V, (h¢ + h)V, (he + h) - V,]h)N€.

When |a| > 1 and 1 < £+ |a| < k, we develop the L? estimate of 9f Z%0,

we have

e / 0f Z0|? dVy — f O ZGVe” -afza@dv;me[ |S¢° 07 20> dV§
RS R RS
S— f (0f2%GN® —2e8¥°0{ZN°) - 0fZ0dy + [ Tio - Of 20 dV§
{z=0} RS
S [ [-99Z%h+ 0V, (3:V,0{2°h)
{==0}

+0Vy - (92Vy0fZ0h - Vy(he + h)V, (he + h)) N - 9f 20 dy
— [ @ua+Tug) - 0{Z*dy+ [ Tio- 0fZ“0dV5 + Ole)

{z=0} R3
(7.13)
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< J [—g9f2eh 40V, - (9:1V,0{2°h)
{==0}

+0Vy - (92V,0fZ%h - V, (k¢ + h)V, (k¢ + h))]

(B0t 220+ v - V2 + b, - VDL Eh + O, 0 2,

—[0¢2, 5, N°] + [92°, v, ayﬁ]) dy+ [ Tio - Of2%0 dVE
RS

= [ Tua-0f2Z°dy— [ Tio-0fZ2%dy+ Ofe).
{z=0} {z=0}

We develop the following boundary estimates in (ZI3]),

I (0:0f29h + S, - V, 0{2°R) ( — g0fZ%h + oV, - (91V,0{ 2°D)
{==0} .
+0Vy - (92V,0fZ%h -V, (h + h)V, (A + 1)) dy

- fi, J } |0f 2°h)* dy + e J } |0f 2°R|?V, - v dy
z2=0 z=0
—0 [ (0 0fZ%h + v -V, V 0f Z%h + V57 - 0;0{Z°h) (7.14)
[91V,0{ 20 + 95V, 0f Z0h - Vy (he + h)V (he + h)] dy
S84 ) 10ZehPdy - §5 [ SIV,0fZehp?
{==0} {z=0} ) )
+92|Vy 9 2 - Vy (b + h)[P dy + [V 2|72 + 0727

It is easy to check that

YA LB _
7{Zi‘0} 11111 8tZ vdny(e) (715)

Another boundary estimate is that
— ] Tus-dfztvdy=o [ V,-(10/2% 5.9,k
{z=0} {z=0}
H[OE2, 52V, (he + h)Vy (he + h) - Vy]B)NE L2 dy

—o [ Yy ([0£2% 91Vl + [0F 2%, 92V, (b + 0)V, (A + 1) - 7, ]h)
{z=0}

(00t 220+ v - V2 + b, - VDL Eh + O,h - 0 2,
—[9¢29, 5, N + [0¢2%, v, ayf}]) dy

7 > ~ 2
S O—|h|§(k—1,2 + U|afh|§(o,1 + ’U|z:0‘X,€,1

2

S U|B|§(k—1,2 + U|atkil|§(0,1 + || Xk-1-

2 ~
Xk—1,1 + ||8ZU

(7.16)
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Plug (CI14), (CI5), (CI6) into (TI3), we have
[ 108202 dVy + 2¢ j IS¢ 0 ze0Pdvs + 44 [ |9fzehP dy

2dtR (vm0}
%di{ / }.61|v afzah|2+.s§2|v BEZh - V(b + h)[?] dy
z=0
So1%mrs + 108013 + 1212k 2 + [0F R on + 141 %0ms + OCe).
(7.17)
Since
[ 91|V, 0 2R + 52|V, 0{ 2 - V(b + 1)[?] dy
{z=0}
> [ |V ZhP (91— 9] |[Vy(h + h)P)dy > [ 4]92][V,07Z%h|* dy.
{z=0} {z=0}
(7.18)

where 4|93| > 6, > 0.

Integrate (ZI7) in time, apply the integral form of Gronwall’s inequality,
note that (TI8]), we get

[lofzeo)2dvs +g [ |0f2°h)Pdy+o [ |V,0{Z°h|*dy
R3 {==0} {z=0}

. t
< Mool %1 + ol %k +b/’||@fﬁ|| 2+ 0o + 1)1 %ims At + O(e).
(7.19)

When |a| = 0,0 < ¢ < k — 1, we have no bounds of ¢ and 9{§, so we can
not apply the integration by parts to the pressure terms. Also, the dynamical
boundary condition will not be used. Since the main equation of 8f17 and its
kinetical boundary condition satisfy

OF 0o + v° - VP Ol — 2eVe - 89 9
= —V¥ 0G4 2€[0f, VP ]S 0 + 2eV¥" - [0F, 8% 10 + eOf NP v
+OPvOF 0L @ + 0P v - VP OLp — OLD - VP + 02qVP OLp

— (00,07 10 + [0f, 0£00F 1@ — [9f, v - V¥ [0 — [0, Vo]0

‘ . . (7.20)
+[0f, 02v e - VPG — 07, V¥ ]G + 07,074V | = Tha,
8y0fh + v, -V, 0fh — N© - 8{t = 0, - V,0fh — dyh - Ofv,
+[at€a v, Nﬁ] - [atea Uy ayil]’
(07,0 h)|=o = (9f v — Dfvo, Ofhy — D ho),
then we have L? estimate of 9} %:
14 (10012 dVs +2¢ [ |S¥ 0f0|? dVs
R3 R3
<2 0S¥ “OfONC - 0fd dy + [ Tio - 0f0 AV (7.21)
{z=0} R3

S 1 Zh2l12: + 1970]122 + O(e).

~
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It is easy to check the last term of ([Z2]]) satisfies

1 Za2ll 22 S 1100l xr-1 + ([l xn-1.0 + (|05 0] 2

o . ) (7.22)
107 h|L2 4 [h] rory + 11Vl x5-1 + Oe).

Plug (C22) into (Z.20)), integrate in time and apply the integral form of
Gronwall’s inequality, we have

t
070117 > + € [ IVOf0]|7
0
t ~
S N0fdoll3. + { 1020051 + 1015k-10 + 10F0[|F 2 + [0F P17
HAZ o ia + V@)% At + O(e) (7.23)
S N0oll3n—s + 100034 g0 7y, x5-2) T 108 R1F 0,17, 22)
t ~
+||VQ||%4([0,T]7Xk—1) + _Of ||17||§(k—1 + |h|§(k—1,1 dt + O(e).

Sum ¢ and «. By (CI9), (Z23) and Lemma [[2 we have (ZI0). Thus,
Lemma [T3]is proved. O

In order to close our estimates of tangential derivatives, we need to bound
||8tkﬁ||%4([07T]1L2) and ||8tkh||%4([07T]1X0,1), which appear in Lemmal[7.3l Thus, we

estimate 970 and 9Fh.
Lemma 7.4. 8F0,0Fh, 0F+1h satisfies the following estimate:
||afﬁ||2L4([o,T],L2) + |afh|%4([o,T],X0,1) + |af+1Vh|2L4([o,T],L2)
< 100072 + 910k hol 2 + 010 Vho[72 + 10:05 o2 (7.24)
+||az'0||%4([01T]7Xk71) + 0(6)

Proof. (0F, 8,5“3, 0Fq) satisfy the following equations:
8 OF b + v - VP OFD + VP0G — 2eV9 - S OFD = Tioly—i |a|=0;
Ve 0F0 = 02 - VP Ok — [0F, V¥ b + [0F, 02v - Vi,

8yOFh + v - V,OFh — N - OF6 = —0,, - V, 0Fh — 9, h - 9f v,

+[0F, 0, N¢] — [0F, v,, D], %)

OFGN® — 2eS9 9F 0N — gdFhAN® + oV, - (9:1V,0Fh)N*
+oVy - (92V,0Fh -V (he + h)V,(he + h))N€

= Ti1,1le=k,jaj=0 + L11,2]¢=k,|a|=0

(afﬁa afh)ltzo = (afvg - GFUO’ afhf) - afho),
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Then multiply (Z28) with 9F9, integrate in R3 | then we get
& [|0F0)2dvs — [ 0FGV* - OFb dVE + 2¢ [ |S¥ 0FD|? dVs
R3 R3 R3
< [ (2e8%0foN° — 9fGN®) - Ofody + [|0:0(|5 k-1 + [ Vall5n-s
{z=0}
il imr 2 + 1080 + (07 AIZ 2 + O(e)

<= I |ooth= v, (229,01

fov_y - (92V, 0 - V(R + W)V (h€ + h))} N° - 9Fody

HIO0N 3k + IVl + e + [0F R Ron + [0F T h[3 2 + O(e)
< a{ fo} Vy - (91Vy0fh + H52V,0fh - Vi (b + h)Vy (b€ + 1)) - (8,9 h

to, -V, Fh)dy — [ gdFh - (8:0Fh 4 v, - V,0Fh)dy

z=0

020300 + vallﬁil + 1Rk 1+ [0F Ao + 10512 + O(e)

< e / } (91V,0Lh + 52V ,00h - V(b€ + )V, (he + h)) - (8;V, 0Fh
z=0

oy VyVyOfhdy =555 [ 10FhPdy 4 10:0 0o + IVl

BB+ 108 R B + 1 B + 00
t

<—4L [ OFhPAdy - S5 [ (91IVyOFR? + 92|V, 0fh - V(R + h)[*)dy

{20} {20}
H10:001%k1 + 1Vl + 1Ak + 10F %o + 10FTHRIT + O(e)-
(7.26)
The same as (Z.18)), we have
f ~61|vyafﬁl2 + f-’2|Vyaz{€i1 : Vy(he + h)|2} dy
(=20}
> [ IVyOrhP (91 = |92][Vy (R + W) dy > [ 4]92|[Vy0r R dy.
(=20} (=20}
(7.27)

where 4[92] > 0, > 0, since |V, h|o and |V, h|w have their upper bounds.

The same as [41], we will integrate in time twice, we get the L*([0, T, L?)
type estimate. After the first integration in time, we have

. . t
10F0(172 + glOFhl7. + olOFVyh|7. + € [ |VOFo]|7. dt
0
~ ~ t €
S 10F 00172 + gl0Fhol72 + 010y VyholZa + [ [ 0FGV# - OFv dVidt
0 R3
t ~ ~ ~
+ [ 100050 + IVl ers + 7512 + [0 Al 0 + 105 AIZ2dE + O(e)
0
(7.28)
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< 10F00]|25 + gloFho|2 + o|0FVho 2. +(j)‘ f GV - 0FodVedt
R3

HIO0N 0,7y, x0-1) + |6§]A7‘|%4([0,T],X0«1) + 1080124 1o, 7,12) + Ole).

Similar to the procedures (619), (620), ([621), [6.22), we deal with the
pressure term ft J kG - 0Fp dVgdt by using Hardy’s inequality. Denote
0 R3
T3 = ||8265_1(j||2L2 + ’65_1q|220’iz + |6ﬁL|§(o,1
H1OF 812 + |0F 6]z, (7.29)
S 0F0)12, + 110,08 5]12, 4 10F h| %0 + OCe),
then we have

f f afqvl’a 8fvthdt<Ilg|t o—l—Ilg-i-fIlgdS
0 R3

S N10Fvoll2 + 1100~ 0oll72 + [0 holkon + 10F072 + 110:0F 0] 7

Jr|8kh|xo vt ||8k17||L4( 0,1,L2) T ||828571@||2L4([0,T]7L2) + |8tkil|%4([o7T],L2)-
(7.30)

By (C28)) and (T30), we get

10F 01172 + glOFRIT. + 0|OF VA7

S 10Foll72 + 910 holFz + 010FVyholF2 + 110:0F 20072 + 108217
HI0.0E 012, + 108 o + 19802 0.20.00) + 100121 0.1y,

HIOFRIZ 4 (0,77, x0.1) + O(e).
(7.31)

Square (Z.31)) and integrate in time again (see [41]), apply the integral form
of Gronwall’s inequality, we have

||atk@||2L4([o,T]7L2) + g|atkh|%4([o7T],L2) + U|afvyh|2L4([0,T],L2)
< 100172 + 9l0Fhol32 + 0l0FVyhol7 + [10:0 0ol (7.32)
+||azﬁ||%4([0,T]7xk—1) + 0(6)

Thus, Lemma [7.4] is proved. O

Based on Lemmas [(.2] [[3] and [[.4], the estimates of tangential derivatives
can be closed. The estimates of normal derivatives are the same as the o = 0
case. Finally, it is standard to estimates (.46) and (I.47) in Theorem [I.7]
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A Derivation of the Equations and Boundary
Conditions

In this appendix, we derive the equations and their boundary conditions
for the o = 0 case.

Since aﬁf = 0;° — igi(pz D.¢¢ =0 and 0¥ ¢ = —621905 0,0 =1,

OF v = Ofv =07 0 — (35 = §2)0:0 = Of 0+ (Oip = §5:0.¢) 51020
= 0P 0+ 02007 o = 0F b + 9900 — OLVOF ©f
=09 0 — 0w o =0 0 —0F Hoty, i=t,1,2,

€\€ _ n 1 1
07 v = 0fv = 0% 0+ (5.5 — 5.5)0=v

— 070+ (5 0.0 — )50 = 08 0+ (92" — 1)z 0,0
=020+ (0¢ ¢ — 07" ") 0%

=080 — 0fvO? @ = 9¢ b — 08 7 OF .

(A1)
Similarly, we have
Of ¢ —0fq =074~ 0 )0%q, i=11,23
ve - V0 — v VP =0 - V90 — 0 - V9 1 0%0 + 0 - V¥, (A.2)

wf—w=V? xv°=V?xv=V¥ x0—-V¥nxifu.
€

—v, h=h"—h, §=q° — q) satisfy the equations (L30).

Proof. Plug (A1), (A2) into

O v — v + v - VU — - VP 4 V¥ g — V¥q
= 2eV¥" - S (v —v) + eA¥ 0,

Lemma A.1. (0 =v

then we get the equation (L36);.

It follows from the divergence free condition that

3 € . . € € €
0=V 0f = V?.v=> (80 — 0200 ) = V& - b — 0 - V¥ 7).

i=1

(A.4)
It follows from the kinetical boundary condition that
atil = athe - ath = ’Ue(tvya 0) -N° - U(tvya 0) ! Na

v N —v-N=0-N+0-N=0v-(=V,h,0)+o- N (A.5)

Oh + vy - Vyh =10 - N°.

74



The dynamical boundary condition for the Euler equation with 0 =0 is a
scalar equation, that is ¢ = gh. For any vector such as N¢, gN® = ghIN® makes
sense. It follows from the dynamical boundary condition that

N — gN — 2e5%" (v — v) N© = gh*N® — ghN® + 259 v N€,
GN€ — 2¢89 9 N€ = ghIN® + 2S¢ v N€, (A.6)
(G — gh)N® — 2¢5¢ 5 N = 2e5¢ v NE.

Thus, Lemma [A 1] is proved. O

Lemma A.2. Assume 0 < l+fa] <k, 0 <L < k-1, |af > 1, let vhe =
0L Z%% — 0PvOf Z29%, QY = 929G — 0¥q0f Z9p, then VH2, Q% satisfy the
equations (B.15]).

Proof. Apply 0/ Z% to the equations (I36]), we prove (5.15). The derivation of
the main equation (&.IH); is as follows:

OF OLZ0 + [0L 2,07 0 — 02vdf OLZp — [0LZ2™, 08vOf |
+0¢ - VEOLZYD 4 [0 2%, v - V¥ ]o — v - VP OLZY¢
—[0f 2,020 v - VP + O Z0 - VPu 4 [0f 22, VP00 + VP 9 2§
HO[ 22, V¥ )q - 92qVE 020 — [0/ 2,024V ¥ )@
= €0l ZONP" D + 0 ZO NP,
Of 0L 20 — 0Pv0f OLZVG 4 vt - VO L Z%% — Ofv e - VP L2
FOLZY - V0 + VP Ol 29 — 08 qV¥ 0F 2% — 2€0L 2OV - S¥° 0
= Q! ZON v — [0LZ%,0F |0 + [0L 2, 0900¢ | — [0LZ v - V']
+[Of 2, 0200 - Vo — [0F 2%, V2|0 — [0L 2%,V |G + [0f 22, 09qV ] p,
0F (0f 20 — OPvOf Z°¢) +v° - VP (9 20 — P vOf 2°¢)
+VE(OL 22 — 0P qOL Z0p) — 2eV¥" - S¥ L 2% = Ty,

OF Vb 4ye . WOVhe 4 YO QLo — 2eV9° . S OEZY = T
(A.7)

The derivation of the divergence free condition ([G.I3))2 is as follows:
Ve L2 + [0L 2,V 0 — P - V9 OL 2o — [0F 2%, 080 - V¥ ]i) = 0,
Ve OfZ%0 — 0Fv - VP O 2

= —[0f2, V¥ o+ [0f 2, 0¢v - V'],

Ve (0220 — OPvdl Z90) 4+ O ZO7qV¥" - 0%

= 7[81?2&7 V‘/’e.]{) + [852&7 8;/)1) ' Vwe]ﬁa
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Ve Vhe = 0L 22, V¥ )0 + [0E 22,080 - VO i — L ZnVE - 9P,
Next, we derive the kinetical boundary condition (5.15)3. Apply 9fZ“ to
Navier-Stokes and Euler kinetical boundary conditions, we get
Of Zh + 5, - VyOf ZOhe = 0f Z°v° - N 4 [0 2%, v, N,
(A.9)
NOLZOh + vy - V,0fZ%h = 0f Z%v - N + [0f 2%, v, N],
then the kinetical boundary condition (5IH)s3 is derived as follows:
00 Zh +vS - VO ZOh + Uy - V,0f 20h = N - 0 2% — O, h - 0f Z°v,
+[ofz>, 5, N] — [0L 2%, v, B, h],
8,0 2R + vS, - VO Z%h — N - 9f 20 = —b, - V,0f Z%h — Oyh - Of 2%v,
+[ofz, 5, N — [0L 2%, vy, B, h],
80 2R + vS, - V0 Z%h — N - Vhe = N° - 0£v0f 2
—by - VyaLZoh — Qyh - L Z%, + [0L 2,0, N| — [0L 2%, v,, D, h),

(A.10)

Finally, we derive the dynamical boundary condition (5.15)4. Apply 0f Z*
to Navier-Stokes and Euler dynamical boundary conditions, we get

(0L Z22q° — gOf Zohe)N® — 2eS9°0f Zv° N°©
= 2¢[0{ 2%, 59 v N + (2e5¥ v — (¢¢ — gh©)) Of Z°N*
—[0f 2%, ¢° — ght,NF] + 2¢[0f 27, §¢ v, N, (A1
0/ 2%q = go;Z2%h,
then the dynamical boundary condition (5.1H)4 is derived as follows:
(8L2%G — gl Z*h)N® — 2eS¥°9F 20 N°©
= 2¢[0f 22,89 v N + (2659 v — 2eS¥ v°n® - n¢) 9f ZON°
—[0£ 2%, 2eS9 vn® - n, N 4 2¢[0f 2, S¥ v, N + 2eS¢°0f Zv N€,
QN — 2eS9°9{ 200N — (g — 0£q)0f 2°h N
= 2¢[0f 2%, 8% v N° + (2689 v — 2eS¥ v°n® - n®) 9f ZON*
—[0£ 2%, 2eS9 v°n® - n, N + 2¢[0f 2, S¥ v, N + 2eS¢°0 Z°v N€,
(A.12)
Thus, Lemma [A2] is proved. O
Lemma A.3. Assume 0 < <k —1,|af =0, let Vo = Lo — 0Pv0! P, then
the main equation of V40 and its kinetical boundary condition satisfy (5.21)).
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Proof. The derivation of the main equation of V40 is as follows:
OF (0L — 0200l P) + OLPOF 9P 4 vt - VO (8LD — DLvOL) + O - Vo
FO{ Qv - Ve 020+ OfV? G — 02qVe Of ¢ — 2e0{V¥" - 8 d
= e NP v — [0, 0F |6 + [0F, 02v0¢ o — [0, v° - V1D

+[0f, 07v v - V| — [0f, Vo + [0f, L4V |2,

tr Yz

O VO v - VP VO — 2eV%" . S99 = T

(A.13)
The derivation of the kinetical boundary condition is the same as Lemma
[A2 but let o = 0 in (5IH)3. Thus, Lemma [A3]is proved. O

Lemma A.4. &y = wj, —wy, satisfies the equations (L33).

Proof. By Lemma and (Z42)), the tangential components of Navier-Stokes
vorticity wy, satisfies

afew,i + v V“”Ew,i - GAWEMZ = ﬁO[Vwe](wa, v,
wel,—o = FH [V (95v°7), (A.14)

w2|omg = [V (00),

Similar to the arguments in (ZI6]), (ZI7), the tangential components of
Euler vorticity wj, satisfies

-0 )
O wp +v - VPwy, =F [V|(wp, 0;0),
w1|z:0 =08 3 _ 8;%2 = Oyv® — gj_gaz?ﬁ _ ?1(0@1)2 = Wbl (A.15)

2 _ 1 w,3 _ _1 1 3 9 3._,b2
w? |,z = 020 — 0 75821) —Ov +f§azv =w

By (4.14) — (A.I3), we get

OF Gp — 02w O f + v° - V€ D), — 0Pwpve - Vi + 1 - VPwy, — eAP @y,

3

=0 . -0 . €
=F [Ve)(wy,, 0;v9") — F [Vel(wh, 0jv") + eA? wp,
@l—o = F V] (0;057) — w1,

O2|,—0 = F? V] (9jv5%) — w2

(A.16)
Thus, Lemma [A4] is proved. O

B Derivation of the Equations for the Surface
Tension

In this appendix, we derive the equations and their boundary conditions
for the o > 0 case.
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Lemma B.1. (0 =v¢—v, h=h¢—h, § =q° — q) satisfy the equations ().

Proof. The surface tension term appear in the dynamical boundary condition,
thus we only need to derive the difference equation of the dynamical boundary
condition, other equations and the kinetical boundary condition are the same
with the o = 0 case, see (L30).

We derive the difference equation of the dynamical boundary condition.
The dynamical boundary condition for the Euler equation with ¢ > 0 is a scalar
equation, that is ¢ = gh— o H. For any vector such as N¢, gN® = ghN® —oc HN*®
makes sense.

Denote H = H* — H , it follows from the dynamical boundary condition
that

¢°N€ — gN° — 259" v N¢ = gh*N°® — ghN® — 0 H'N® + 0 HN*,
. . . . (B.1)
GN°® —2e5¥ 0N = (gh — o H)N® + 2e5¥ v N°.

0, iz,(j satisfy the following equations
O 0 — 0Lvdf ) + v - VP H — v VEROLu + 0 Vo
+V¥ G — 09qV? 1 = 2eV¥ - S0 + eA¥ v, zeR3,
Ve h— %0 -V =0, r€R3,
dih + v, - Vh = - N, {z=0},
GN — 2e82 0N = (gh — 0 H)N® + 2¢5¢ v N, {z=0},
(8, h)|e=0 = (v§ — vo, h§ — ho),

where

2 V., h€ V,h
H=v ( v _ y )
YOANVIHIV 2 14V h[2

_ 7 1 1
=Vy- (vyh(Q\/l-HVthP + 2\/1+|Vyh|2))

+v . (\/1+|Vyh|27\/1+‘vyh6‘2 . Vyh€+vyh)
v V1HIV R 23 /1+]V, h[2 2

_ . 7 1 1
=Vy (vyh(Q\/l—i-lVthlz + 2\/1+|Vyh|2))
_ ) YV, h-Vy(h 4h) ¢
Vy ((2\/1+\vyhf\2¢1+|vyh|2<\/1+\vyhe\2+\/1+\vyh|2>)Vy(h * h))'
(B.3)

Plug (B3) into (B2), we obtain (ZI) and (Z2). Thus, Lemma [B1] is
proved. O

Lemma B.2. Assume 0 < £+ |a| < k, 0 < ¢ < k-1, |a] > 1, then
(0L 20, OFZ%h, OfZ“G) satisfy the equations (TII).

78



Proof. Apply 0f Z* to the equations (7)), we prove (ZII). The main equation

(Z11)); follows from (A1),
OF OLZ + v - VP OLZY% + VP 9L Z2G — 20! ZoV¥" - 8¢ 0
= 0PvOf OLZG + v vt - VE OLZYG — OLZ%D - VPu 4 08qV P 0L 22
T+l ZON y — [0L 2,07 10 + [0L 2, 0200¢ @ — [L 2%, v¢ - V)0
+H[OF 2, 0200 - Vo — [0F 2%, V2|0 — [0F 2%,V |G + [0f 22, 09qV ] p,

OF OLZD + v° - VP OLZ%% + VP OLZ2G — 2V - S L Z%% = Ty
(B.4)

The divergence free condition ([ZI1l)» follows from (AS),

Ve OLZ%% = 0%v - V9 O Z0% — [0F 2%, V9 |0 + [0 22, 0%v - V7).
(B.5)

Next, the kinetical boundary condition (ZI1))3 is exactly (AI0)s.

Finally, we derive the dynamical boundary condition (ZI1))4. Apply 9 Z*
to Navier-Stokes and Euler dynamical boundary conditions, we get

(0f Z2¢¢ — gL ZOhe 4+ 00 ZH)N® — 2e5¥° 0 Z@v° N*
= 2¢[0f 2%, 8% v N + (2e5% v — (¢° — gh® + 0 H)) 9f Z°N°
e (B.6)
—[0f 2%, q° — gh® + o H®,N¥] + 2¢[0f 2, S¥ v, N,

(0fZ%q — g0 Z°h + 0Of Z“H)N* = 0.

By (B.8); — (Bf)2, we get
(0£2%G — g0l Zh + 00! Z* H)N® — 2eS¥°9f 20 N°
= 2¢[0 2%, 8% v N + (2e5¥ v — (¢° — gh + o H*)) Of Z*N°*
—[0£2% ¢ — gh® + o H,N] + 2¢[0f 2%, 59 v, N] + 259" 9 Z0v N€,

R (B.7)
and then we calculate 9f Z°H,

fZoH = {2V - [ Vyh + 52V h - Vy(he + h)Vy (he + h)]
=V, - [91Vy 0L Z0h + 952V, 0f Z°h - V(A + h)V, (h¢ + h)] (B.8)
+V, - ([0 2%, 91V )7+ [0f 2%, 92V (he + h)V, (he + h) - V,]A].

Plug (B.Y) into (B1), we get
Of ZGN® — 2eS# 9f 220 N = g0f Z*hN® — oV, - ($1V,0f Zh)N*

~aVy - (92V,0{ 2% - Vy(he + h)Vy(h¢ + h))N® + 2¢[9f 2, S# Jve N°

+26(S? v — 8 vn® - n) 9f ZON 4 2¢[0f 2%, S¢ v — S vn® - n¢, N
(B.9)
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+2e¢S%°0{ 240N — gV, - [[0{ 22,5V, ]| AN°
~aVy - [[0f2%, 92V (kS + h)V, (A + h) - V, ]A]N®.
Thus, Lemma [B.2] is proved. O

Lemma B.3. Assume 0 < ¢ < k—1, |a| =0, then the main equation of O¢
and its kinetical boundary condition satisfy the equations (L20).

Proof. The derivation of the main equation of /% is as follows:
07 0o + v° - V2 Ol + V2 0Lg — 260!V - S0
= 0200 0L G + D v v - VP OLG — 0D - VP 4 99qV e LD
+ed! N v — [0F, 08 16 + [0, 02007 |p — [0 v - VP70 (B.10)
+[0f, 02v v - VP )p — [0f, Veulo — [0f, V¥'1q + 0], 024V ¥ 2,
OF 0L + v° - VP 0D — 2¢0/V%° - 89 ) = Ty

The derivation of the kinetical boundary condition is the same as Lemma
[A2 but let @ = 0 in (CII)3. Thus, Lemma [B.3is proved. O
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