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Abstract

We rigorously justify the bilayer shallow-water system as an approximation to the hydrostatic Euler equations
in situations where the flow is density-stratified with close-to-piecewise constant density profiles, and close-to-
columnar velocity profiles. Our theory accommodates with continuous stratification, so that admissible deviations
from bilayer profiles are not pointwise small. This leads us to define refined approximate solutions that are able to
describe at first order the flow in the pycnocline. Because the hydrostatic Euler equations are not known to enjoy
suitable stability estimates, we rely on thickness-diffusivity contributions proposed by Gent and McWilliams. Our
strategy also applies to one-layer and multilayer frameworks.

1 Introduction

Motivation The bilayer shallow water system is a standard model for the description of internal waves in density-
stratified flows in situations where the density distribution is such that the fluid can be approximately described as
two layers with almost-constant densities separated by a thin a pycnocline; see e.g. [27, Chap. 6]. In addition to
this sharp stratification assumption, the formal derivation of the bilayer shallow water system relies on two additional
ingredients. Firstly, the internal pressure is assumed to be hydrostatic, that is the pressure-gradient force balances the
external force due to gravity. Secondly, the flow velocity is assumed to be columnar, that is the horizontal velocity
of fluid particles is constant with respect to the vertical variable within each layer. Of course the validity of bilayer
shallow water system relies on the expectation that, if originally approximately satisfied, these three assumptions
remain accurate on a relevant timescale as the flow evolves.

The rigorous justification of the hydrostatic assumption in the shallow water regime —that is when the typical
horizontal wavelength of the flow is large with respect to the vertical depth of the layer— has been rigorously analyzed
either in situations of homogeneous density [5, 36, 23, 37], with smooth density distributions [42, 41], or in the
bilayer framework [11, 21, 20]. In the bilayer framework and assuming that the pressure is hydrostatic, the columnar
assumption is propagated exactly by the flow. By this we mean that the bilayer shallow water system produces exact
solutions to the hydrostatic (incompressible) Euler equations with a density and horizontal velocity distributions which
are piecewise constant with respect to the vertical variable. This statement is made explicit below.

In this work we investigate solutions to the hydrostatic Euler equations in the vicinity of such solutions, that
is relaxing the sharp stratification as well as columnar motion assumptions. We prove that for initial data suitably
close to the bilayer framework, the emerging solutions to the hydrostatic Euler equations remain close to the solution
predicted by the bilayer shallow water system on a relevant timescale.

This task is made difficult in part because we lack good stability estimates for the hydrostatic Euler equations in the
presence of density stratification. For that matter, as in our previous works [9, 1], we rely on the regularizing properties
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of thickness-diffusivity terms proposed by Gent and McWilliams [25] so as to model the effective contributions of
geostrophic eddy correlations in non-eddy-resolving systems.

Description of our results Specifically, the hydrostatic Euler equations we consider take the form

Osh + 0.((1 + h)(u + u)) = k02,

Ozh 1 1.1)
oru + (u +u— ﬁlx—i—h) Ozt + Eaij =0,
where the Montgomery potential ¥ is given by
r 0
U(t,x,r) = p(r)f h(t,z,r")dr! +f p(r"Vh(t,z,r")dr’. (1.2)
P . L

Here, the equations are formulated using isopycnal coordinates (in particular we assume that the fluid is stratified in
the sense that the two-dimensional fluid domain is foliated through lines of equal density, namely isopycnals). The
variable h represents the deviation of the infinitesimal depth of isopycnals from the reference value 1, and u is the
deviation of the horizontal velocity of the fluid particles from the reference value u, and p their density. The unknowns
h,u depend on the time ¢, the horizontal space x, and the variable r € (—1,0) referringito the isopycnal line at stake,
while u and p are given and depend only on 7. The derivation of these equations from the more standard formulation
in Eulerian coordinates is described for instance in [9]." Finally x > 0 is the thickness diffusivity coefficient and
u, = —k22I is often referred to as the “bolus velocity”.

1+h
The corresponding bilayer shallow water system reads

OHs + 05 ((Hy + Hs) (U + Us)) = k02H

O Hy + 0, (Hy + Hy)(Uy, + Up)) = k02 Hs,

U + (U, +Ug — m,frf;[ )0.Us + 0 Hy + 0, Hy, = 0,
oUy + Uy + Uy — n;rfgl )0uUp + 220, Hy + 0, Hy = 0.

1.3)

Here, H, (resp. Hy) represents the deviation of the depth of the upper (resp. lower) layer from the reference constant
value H , (resp. H,), and U; (resp. Uy) is the deviation of the horizontal velocity within the upper (resp. lower) layer
from the reference constant value U (resp. U,). Notice H,, Hy, U, U, depend only on the time and horizontal space
variables, bringing about a relative ease of use of the bilayer model. We denote ps (resp. pp) the constant density of
fluid particles in the upper (resp. lower) layers. Finally, > 0 is again the thickness diffusivity coefficient.

As mentioned above, solutions to (1.3) provide exact solutions to (1.1). Specifically, if we denote

pbl(T) )(T‘) + Pbl(—l,—ﬂs)(r)»
up(r) = 1( w.0)(r) + U1 g (7)),
upl(+,7) = Us 1( #,0)(r) UL g )(r), (1.4)
H,
b (1) = —m,0)(r) + Fbl(—l,ﬂs)@"),
H,

where (ps, pp, H,, Hy, U, Uy, Hg, Hy, Us, Up) is a solution to (1.3), then (Bbp@blv hp1, upy) is a solution to (1.1)-
(1.2). In this work we shall compare these solutions with the ones emerging from profiles satisfying (1.4) only
approximately. Specifically, our results are twofold.

"Let us point out that in [9] we choose to label isopycnal lines using the value of the density of fluid particles: ¢ = p(r). Here we use a
different convention, so as to set the reference infinitesimal depth of isopycnals at value h(r) = 1. Notice that the change of variable o = p(r)
is bijective in the stably stratified situation, i.e. when r — p(r) is strictly decreasing, but that our choice in this work allows to consider
stratifications that are not strictly monotonic such as homogeneous and layered configurations. Incidentally, let us mention that in (1.1) we have
set the gravity acceleration to g = 1 and the total depth of the fluid domain at rest to S(il h(r)dr = 1 through suitable rescaling.



1. We prove that strong solutions to the bilayer shallow water system (1.3) emerge from sufficiently regular initial
data satisfying some hyperbolicity conditions.

ii. We prove that strong solutions to the hydrostatic Euler equations (1.1) emerge from profiles close to the piecewise
constant profiles given by (1.4), and that these solutions remain close to the bilayer solutions.

Notice that to accommodate our aim of comparing solutions with a piecewise constant density distribution with
a solution with a continuous density distribution, we need to consider deviations that can be pointwise large in small
regions, that is the pycnocline. This demands to weaken the topology measuring the size of deviations in (ii). Yet
a control in the strong L™ topology associated with a Banach algebra turns out to be necessary to secure suitable
convergence estimates. Our strategy then relies on the construction of a refined approximate solution, which is proved
to be close to the corresponding solution to the hydrostatic Euler equation in a strong topology, and close to the bilayer
solution in a weaker topology. Hence this refined approximate solution improves the description of the exact solution
within the pycnocline.

A second important remark is that while the contribution of thickness diffusivity is essential to our stability es-
timates, we wish to control and compare solutions on a time interval which is uniform with respect to the thickness
diffusivity parameter, 0 < x < 1. The dependency on the thickness parameter will appear only as a restriction
on the size of admissible deviations. Concerning (i) this is made possible by the well-known fact that the bilayer
shallow-water system is well-posed (under some hyperbolicity conditions) when x = 0 (see [40]). Yet obtaining the
corresponding result for x > 0 is not straightforward and demands to use finely the structure of the thickness diffu-
sivity parameters, following the “two-velocity” strategy developed in the context of the BD-entropy (see e.g. [16]).
Concerning (ii) we use the existence of the bilayer solution and consequently the existence of the refined approxi-
mate solution to bootstrap the control of sufficiently close solutions to the hydrostatic Euler equations on the relevant
timescale. For that purpose we strongly use the regularizing effect of thickness diffusivity contributions, but any
non-uniformity with respect to the diffusivity parameter, «, can be balanced through the smallness of the deviations.

Let us point out that the result (ii) applies to any given (sufficiently regular with respect to the time and horizontal
space variables) solution to the hydrostatic Euler equations. Hence our work provides the same stability estimates
around other solutions, constructed for instance in the framework of multiple layers and/or simple waves.

Related literature Several existing works discuss the matter of modeling thin pycnoclines through the bilayer
framework. Let us first recall that in the bilayer framework, non-hydrostatic pressure contributions trigger strong
Kelvin—Helmbholtz instabilities that in particular prevent the well-posedness of the initial-value problem in the absence
of any additional regularizing ingredients; see [32]. Such regularizing ingredients include interfacial tension as proved
in [34] but this is not expected to be te physically relevant mechanism. In [10], Bogucki and Garrett describe and
model a scenario of interface-thickening due to mixing triggered by shear instabilities, up to a situation where the
Richardson number in the interface becomes compatible with the celebrated Miles [39] and Howard [30] stability
ion. Recall however that the bilayer shallow water system does not suffer from shear-induced instabilities when shear
velocities are sufficiently small. Consistently, the authors in [19] discuss the simultaneous limits of sharp stratification
together with shallow water (which can be considered as a low-frequency or hydrostatic pressure limit). In our work
we impose the hydrostatic pressure assumption thus taming shear instabilities, although as pointed out previously
the stability of continuously stratified hydrostatic Euler equations is poorly understood in the presence of density
variations (see [43, 12, 28, 38] in the homogeneous framework). Notice also that shear-induced instabilities disappear
when restricting the framework to purely traveling waves. In this framework, James [31] (improving upon [44, 4])
was able to rigorously justify the sharp stratification limit: writing the bilayer and continuously stratified problems in
a unified formulation, James proved the existence of internal traveling waves associated with density stratifications in
a small neighborhood (according to the L? topology) of the bilayer framework which converge towards the bilayer
solution in the limit of sharp stratification. Our results are in the same spirit: system (1.1) is our unified formulation,
and the topology controlling the limit of sharp stratification in our work is the L} topology. However, our results
admit non-trivial dynamics thanks to the hydrostatic assumption and the presence of thickness diffusivity.



The propagation of internal waves with thin pycnoclines in relation with bilayer models was also investigated
through experiments. In particular Grue et al. [29] set up precise experiments generating large-amplitude solitary
waves and reported the dynamical development of rolls on the trailing side of the largest considered waves in accor-
dance with the mechanism promoted by Bogucki and Garrett, while bilayer models provide very accurate predictions
otherwise. Almgren, Camassa and Tiron [3] investigate thoroughly this matter through careful numerical simulations
and analytical results of asymptotic bilayer models, analyzing the triggering of shear-induced instabilities in the region
of maximal displacement as well as their advection into stable regions of the flow. White and Helfrich [46] consider
internal bores generated by a dam-break, and compare continuously stratified and bilayer models with numerical ex-
periments. From their findings they suggest an improvement on existing bilayer theories. In [18], Camassa and Tiron
optimize bilayer models (specifically calibrating the top and bottom densities and the position of the sharp interface)
and compare the analytical predictions of the optimized bilayer models with respect to the numerically computed con-
tinuously stratified solutions —considering infinitesimally small waves, internal bores and solitary waves— showing
excellent agreement even in situations of relatively thick pycnoclines. Furthermore they propose a new asymptotic
model taking into account thin pycnoclines in view of reconstructing analytically local properties of traveling waves
within the pycnocline, which is similar in spirit with the “refined approximate solution” that we introduce in this work.
Notice the authors consider that “fully time-dependent models governing the evolution of the pycnocline thickness
probably constitute one of the most relevant extensions of the model [they] have introduced”, and we believe that our
work provides a partial answer in that respect.

Outline This manuscript is structured as follows. In Section 2 we study the bilayer shallow water systems. We
first recall some known results without thickness diffusivity, and then consider the system with thickness diffusivity
contributions. The main result is Proposition 2.7 which provides for any sufficiently regular initial data satisfying some
hyperbolicity criterion the existence and control of strong solutions to the bilayer system on a time interval which is
uniform with respect to 0 < x < 1, while Proposition 2.8 states the strong convergence as x \, 0. In Section 3
we study the hydrostatic Euler equations. We provide first some stability estimates with respect to perturbations of
the equations and of the data using suitable distances. As a second step we introduce refined approximate solutions
associated with some given reference exact solution and close-by profiles. Building upon these approximate solutions,
we prove Proposition 3.8 which controls the difference between the reference solution and exact solutions to the
hydrostatic Euler equations emerging from close-by profiles. Together, Proposition 2.7 and Proposition 3.8 provide the
announced result that for profiles suitably close to the bilayer framework and satisfying some hyperbolicity criterion
the emerging solutions to the hydrostatic Euler equations remain close to the solution predicted by the bilayer shallow
water system on a relevant timescale. The rigorous statement is displayed in Section 4, completed with a discussion
on analogous statements in the one-layer and multilayer frameworks.

Notations Let us introduce some notations for functional spaces used in this work.

* The spaces LP(R) are the standard Lebesgue spaces endowed with the usual norms denoted | - || z».
* The spaces W*P(R) for k € N are the LP-based Sobolev spaces endowed with the usual norms denoted | -[|y;/.».
* The spaces H*(R) for s € R are the L?-based Sobolev spaces endowed with the usual norms denoted | - | .

* Given [ a real interval and X a Banach space, LP(I; X) (respectively C"(I; X)) the space of p-integrable
(respectively n-continuously differentiable) X-valued functions, endowed with their usual norms.

* When useful, we provide insights on the variables at stake in aforementioned functional spaces by means of
subscripts. For instance for f : (z,7) € R x (—1,0) — f(x,r) € R we may denote

|z s = esssup ({|.f(-;r)|m=, 7€ (=1,0)}).

* We sometimes also use subscripts to provide information on the interval at stake in functional spaces. For
instance for 7' > O and f : (t,z) € [0,T] x R — f(¢,z) € R we may denote

Hf”L%CH; = €sssup ({Hf(t7 )HHS , tE [O,T]})
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2 The bilayer shallow water system

In this section we analyze the bilayer shallow water system (1.3). We first consider the case without diffusivity (x = 0)
and recall the hyperbolicity analysis due to Ovsjannikov [40]. We complete it by exhibiting explicit symmetrizers of
the system of conservation laws. The standard theory for quasilinear systems then provides the local well-posedness
of the initial-value problem, that we state in Proposition 2.4.

Extending such result for the system with diffusivity (x > 0) uniformly with respect to k € (0, 1] is not as obvious
as one could naively think, because the aforementioned symmetrizer behaves poorly with respect to diffusivity contri-
butions. In order to deal with this issue, we exhibit regularization effects stemming from the diffusivity contributions
that apply to the total velocity (that is adding the bolus velocities to the velocity unknowns). This is in the spirit of
the BD entropy that arose in the context of the barotropic Euler equations with degenerate viscosities (see [16]). We
infer a stability result on the linearized system, Lemma 2.6, which eventually yields the “large-time” —that is uni-
form with respect to x € (0, 1]— control of solutions stated in Proposition 2.7, and their strong convergence towards
corresponding solutions to the non-diffusive system as « “\, 0 stated in Proposition 2.8.

2.1 The system without thickness diffusivity

We consider the system
O H g + ax((ﬂs + HS)(QS + Us)) =0,
O Hy + 0((Hy + Hy) (U + Up)) =0,
0Us + (Ug + Ug)03Us + 0y Hs + 05 Hy = 0,
0tUp + (Uyp + Up) 0, Up + %ast + 0. Hp = 0.

2.1

We shall also always assume ps; = 0 and p, > 0. Through rescaling and Galilean invariance we can assume without
loss of generality that H, + H, = land U, + U, = 0.
In compact form, the system reads
aU+AU+U)o,U =0

withU := (Hs, Hy, U, Up), U := (H,, Hy,U,,U,) and where we introduce the matrix-valued function

Us 0 H; O
0 U 0 H,
A: (Hsa Hy, Us, Ub) eR' — 1 1b U Ob (2.2)
Ps
o 1 0 U

The following Lemma concerning the hyperbolicity domain of the bilayer shallow water system is proved in [40,
7, 45].

Lemma 2.1. Let 0 < ps < pp and U := (Hg, Hy, Ug, Uy) € R* be such that that Hy, Hy > 0. There exist two values
0 < Fr_ < Fry such that the following holds:

1. If Uy — Us| < A/Hy Fr_, then there exist four distinct real eigenvalues of the matrix A(U ).

2. If VHyFr_ < |Uy — Us| < /Hy, Fr, then there exist two distinct real eigenvalues of the matrix A(U ) and two
distinct complex conjugate eigenvalues.

3. If|Uy — Ug| > v/ Hy Fr, then there exist four distinct real eigenvalues of the matrix A(U).
Moreover, Fr_ and Fr depend only and smoothly on Hs/Hy, € (0, +0) and ps/pp € (0,1).

Remark 2.2. Ovsjannikov [40] —revisited by Barros and Choi [7] and then by Virissimo and Milewski [45]— pro-
vided a nice geometrical approach to the critical values Fr, and Fr_. The characteristic polynomial associated to
AU) is

PN = (U, — N2 — Hy) (U — N2 — H,) — %HSHI,.



Notice that X € R is a real root of P if and only if (ps,pp) := (lij;—)‘, [%) satisfies the following identities:

P2 —-1)(pt—1) = % pe/Hy — Uy = py/Hy — Uy, 2.3)

The first equality describes a fourth-order curve parametrized by ps/py having four axes of symmetry and consisting
of an inner closed curve and four hyperbolic branches and the second equality describes the straight line with slope
v/ Hs/Hy, and intercept (U, — Us)/+/Hy. In this geometrical approach, Fr_ and Fr (and their opposite) are the
intercepts of the tangents to the fourth-order curves with slope / Hs/Hjp,.

Figure I reproduces the aforementioned curves and straight lines for several parameter values.

(@) ps/pp = 0.1 (b) ps/pp = 0.5 (©) ps/pp = 0.9

Figure 1: Solutions to (2.3) with Hy = 1/3, H;, = 2/3, and differnet values for p,/pp. Solutions to the quartic equation
are in black (plain). Solutions to the linear equation with (U, —Us)/+/Hp, = 1/2 (green, plain), (U, —Us)/v/Hp = 3/2
(red, dashed) and (U, — Us)/+/Hyp, = 5/2 (blue, dot-dashed).

In this work we restrict our analysis to the hyperbolic domain described by Lemma 2.1(1). While standard theory
for strictly hyperbolic systems guarantees the existence of a symmetrizer to (2.1) by using spectral projections [8], the
following Lemma provides an (almost) explicit expression for such a symmetrizer.

Lemma 2.3. Let 0 < pg < pp and U := (Hg, Hy, Uy, Uy) € R* be such that that H,, H, > 0 and
Uy — Uy < /Hy Fr_ 2.4)

where Fr_ = Fr_(Hy/Hy, ps/pp) > 0 has been defined in Lemma 2.1.
There exists A € [min({Us, Up}), max({Us, Up})] such that, denoting U} := Uy — X € [—|Uy — Us|, |Uy — Uy|]
for l € {s,b}) the matrix
Ps Ps  PsTrA

Pb Py P US 0

s 10 U

Pb
Ly} 0 LH, 0
Pb Pb

0o U} 0 H

SMNU) :=

satisfies (i) SMA is symmetric; and (ii) S* is symmetric, definite positive.

Moreover, \ can be chosen so that );;H%é (for £ € {s,b}) depends only and smoothly on Hs/Hy, > 0, ps/pp € (0,1),

and (U, — Us)/v/Hp € (—Fr_,Fr_).

Proof. Tt is straightforward to check that S* and S*A are symmetric (and real-valued) for any value of A € R. In
order to prove that S* is definite positive for a suitable choice of A, we rely on Sylvester’s criterion. We obtain the
requirements

Hy, > 0, &HSHI) > 0, &HsHb - &HS(Ul?)Z >0
Pb Pb Pb
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and

(Z:) (@2 = m) (W2 - 1) - %HSHI)) >0

The last inequality is equivalent to P(\) > 0 where P is the aforementioned characteristic polynomial. By Lemma 2.1,

under the condition (2.4) there are four distinct real roots to P, which we can denote \; < Ao < A3 < M4 and

P()\) > 0 for any A € (A2, A3). Moreover for all A € (A2, A3), (p2,p}) := (\/—A li”ﬁ) belongs to the domain

delimited by the inner closed curve, and in particular we have (p;')?> < 1. Hence we find that for all A € (A2, A3) all
principal minors are positive, and hence S* is definite positive.

By the standard perturbation theory [33], p; for £ € {s,b} and X € {\2, A3} depend smoothly on H/H, > 0,
ps/py € (0,1) and (U, — Us)/+/Hp € (— Fr—,Fr_). What is more, we can always choose (smoothly) A € (g, A3)
so that p? > 0 and pb)‘ < 0 when Uy < Us, or p? < 0 and pg‘ > (0 when U, > Us, which corresponds to enforcing
A € [min({Us, Up}), max({Us, Up})]. This concludes the proof. O

The following proposition follows from the standard theory on strictly hyperbolic systems (see e.g. [8]). For
convenience, we define for ¢ € (0, 1) a compact subset of the domain of strict hyperbolicity as

p( = {(psapb7HsvaaUstb) € RG :
S/2< psfpy <1—¢/2, < <HJ/Hy <<\, Ho+Hy>s, Fro—ll>q) @5)

where Fr_ = Fr_(ps/py, Hs/Hp) is defined in Lemma 2.1.

Proposition 2.4 (Well-posedness). Let s = so > 3/2, ¢ > 0 and My > 0. There exist C > 0 and T > 0 such that
the following holds.
Forall (ps, py, Hy, Hy, U, Uy) € RO such that Hy+ Hy = 1and U ,+ Uy, = O and (HY, HY, UY, UY) € H*¥(R)*
such that
Ve eR, (ps, oy, Hy + Hy(2), Hy + Hy (2),U, + U (2),Uy + Uy (2)) € p¢

and
|(H, HY, UL, U ms0 < My

there exists a unique (Hs, Hy, Us, Up) € C([0,T™); HS(]R)4) n CH([0,T*); H*~1(R)*) maximal-in-time (classical)
solution to (2.1) emerging from the initial data (Hs, Hy, U, Ub)’t:O = (H?, HD,U2,U)).
Moreover, one has T* > T /My and for any t € [0,T/My] one has

Ve eR, (ps,pp, Hy + Hy(t, ), Hy + Hy(t,2), Uy + Us(t, x), Uy + Up(t, x)) € p/?

and
|(Hq(t,-), Ho(t,-), Us(t, ), Up(t, )| ms < C|(HY, Hy, U, UP) | s

Moreover; the maximal existence time (resp. the emerging solution in C([0,T*); H*(R)*)) is a lower semi-
continuous (resp. continuous) function of the initial data in H*(R)* and if T* < oo then

[(Hs(t,-), Hp(t, ), Us(t, ), Up(t, )| so — 0 ast — T*.

2.2 The system with diffusivity

We now consider the system

OyHs + 0, ((H, + H) (U + Us)) = k02 Hs,

OiHy + 0. ((Hy + Hy)(Uy + Ub)) = k02 Hy,

OUs + Uy + Uy — kgl )0, U + 0, Hy + 0, Hy = 0,
oUp + (Uy + Uy — +Hb)achb + g—zamHs + 0, Hy = 0.

(2.6)




Proposition 2.5 (Small time well-posedness). Let s = sg > 3/2, ¢ € (0,1), My > 0 and ¢ > 1. There exists T > 0
such that the following holds.

For all k > 0, for all (ps, py, Hy, H,, U, U,) € R such that H, + H, = 1 and U, + U, = 0 and for all
(H?, HY,UD,UQ) € H*(R)* such that

0<ps/pp<< ' and VoeR, H,+HXz)>s, H,+Hj(x)>¢
and
|(HS, HyY, UL, U)o < Mo

there exists a unique (Hg, Hy, Us, Uy) € C([0,T*); H® (R) ) maximal-in-time strong solution to (2.6) emerging from
the initial data (Hs, Hy, U, Uy,) ‘t 0 = (H?, HO Uo UO)
Moreover, T* > KT and for any t € |0, IQT] one has

VeeR, H,+ Hs(t,x)=>c/c, Hy+ Hy(t,x) ></c
and
max({||(Hs, Hy, Us, Up)|| oo (0,1;11)» 62 (8 He, 0 Hy )| 120,549 }) < ¢l (HY, HY U2, UD) | s

Moreover; the maximal existence time (resp. the emerging solution in C([0,T*); H*(R)*)) is a lower semi-
continuous (resp. continuous) function of the initial data in H*(R)* and if T* < oo then

[(Hs(t,-), Hp(t,-), Us(t,-), Up(t, )| rrso — 0 ast — T*.

Proof. The proof has been given in [1], but we sketch it here for convenience. We view (2.6) as a system of two
transport-diffusion equations and two transport equations, coupled only through order-zero source terms:

OtHs + (U + Us) 0 KO2Hy = —(H, + Hy)0,Us,

OrHyp + (Ub + Ub)ﬁ Hb — H@ZHI, (ﬂb + Hb)aIUb,

U, + (U, + Uy — /-;H@ el )0,Uy = =0, Hy — 0 Hy,
a H, s

5tUb + (Qb + Ub HH +Il} )(%;Ub = —%(%HS — @CH(,.

The standard theory on transport and transport-diffusion equations (see [6]) allows to bootstrap the standard fixed-
point strategy through Picard iterates

atHnJrl + (Us + Usn)amH;L+1 _ ﬁ@%Hg+1 — —(ES + Hg)ﬁzUsn,
O HI Y + (U + UM o HIY — k2ZHPY = —(Hy + HP)o, Uy,
AT (U, + D — nge 2 )0, =, - CxHy,

+ (

H, +H"
“SH .
QU + Uy + Up = kg )0 U+ = —£20, HY — 0, HY',

which defines a sequence satisfying the following estimates (where cg is a non-essential constant depending on s)

max({| (H L B U2 U)o sy 52 (00 HE L, H”“)HLz(ws)})
< (ICHS, HY) s + 52 ((H, + | H2)

.61 Us | 220,615y + (H WU L2 (0.4,15))

Ps n n
+ (U, U s + (1 + E)H(%HS , O Hy )HLl(O,t;HS)>

"y

O HM O HP
x exp (ol (U, U o.0) + corl (a5 1, v i) |l 0.
and converging in C(0, t; H®) provided ¢ € (0, xT'] where T is chosen sufficiently small.
The proof of the continuity of the flow map can be obtained along the same lines, using the continuity with
respect to the initial data and Lipschitz-continuity with respect to source terms of the transport-diffusion and transport
equations. O



The terminology “Small time well-posedness” in Proposition 2.5 refers to the fact that the time of existence and
control of solutions of the above result is limited to 7* = x, and in particular may vanish as k \, 0. Notice that,
differently from the statement of Proposition 2.4, we do not assume that the flow is stably stratified, namely ps < pp.
Assuming additionally that the flow is stably stratified, the first author improved this result in situations with small
shear velocities and small deviations from the shear equilibrium, and obtains in [1] the existence and uniform control
of solution up to times T* % (1 + x~(|U, — U,|* + Mg))_l.

In the following results, we complete the picture by showing that, in the situation where the shear velocity is
small enough to guarantee that the flow is in the hyperbolic domain of the non-diffusive equation, then the time of
existence is uniform with respect to x € (0,1]. In fact we shall prove the expected property that solutions to the
diffusive system (2.6) converge as x \, 0 towards corresponding solutions to the non-diffusive system (2.1) as long
as the non-diffusive solution is bounded.

In order to obtain stability estimates that are uniform with respect to x € (0, 1], we rely on two main ideas.
Firstly, we shall use energy estimates using the explicit symmetrizer adapted to the non-diffusive system introduced in
Lemma 2.3 (while the strategy in [1] used only its block-diagonal component). Because the non-diagonal components
of the symmetrizer behave poorly with respect to the diffusive contributions, we need another ingredient. Specifically,

we notice that the total velocities V; := Uy — k Ha;”flf’[e (¢ € {s, b}) associated to solutions to (2.6) satisfy the system

OrHs + 0:((Hy + Hg)(Ug + V5)) = 0

OrHyp + 0:((H,, + Hb)(U +Vp)) =

0Vs+ Uy + Vs —mH +H )0z Vs +a Hy + 0, Hy = K02V,
Ve + (Up + Vo — faH 4)0: Vo + £20, Hy + 0, Hy = K02V

2.7

We observe that diffusive terms act as effective viscosity contributions on the total velocities. The last two equations
read equivalently

{atvs + (U, + Vi) Vs + 0o Hy + 0, Hy = 902 (H, + Hy)0, V),
ﬁt% + (Qb + %)&c% + ﬁﬁst + aCBI—Ib = ﬁﬁm((ﬂb + Hb)aax‘/b)a

and we recognize the shallow-water equations with degenerate viscosity contributions which were advocated by Gent
in [24] and derived from the Navier—Stokes equations in [26, 17]. In their analysis of such systems (and generalizations
thereof), Bresch and Desjardins introduced the so-called BD entropy in [15, 13, 14] (see also [16] for a refined
analysis), which is based precisely in the reformulation of (2.7) as (2.6) (in dimension d = 1).

In the same spirit, we combine the regularizing effects of the effective diffusivity and viscosity terms with afore-
mentioned energy estimates, which allows us to obtain suitable stability estimates presented in Lemma 2.6, below.

Applying Lemma 2.6 to (the derivatives of) solutions to (2.6)-(2.7), we find a time of existence which is uniform
with respect to x. We state the result in forthcoming Proposition 2.7.

Applying Lemma 2.6 to (the derivatives of) the difference between solutions to (2.6)-(2.7) and corresponding
solutions to the non-diffusive system (2.1) (x = 0) yields the aforementioned convergence of the former towards the
latter as x N\, 0, on a time interval defined by the solutions without diffusivity. We state the result in forthcoming
Proposition 2.8.

Lemma 2.6 (Stability). Let s € (0,1) and M > 0. There exists ¢ > 0 depending only on ¢ and C' > 0 depending also
on M such that the following holds.

Let k € (0,1, 0 < ps < ppand U := (Hy, Hy, U5, Up), V := (Hy, Hy, Vi, Vi) € C([0,T]; WHP(R)*) n
CH([0,T]; L*®(R)*) be such that for all t € [0, T), the hyperbolicity condition holds:

Vo € R7 (p87pb7 Hs(tv a:), Hb<ta $>, Us(t7m)7 Ub(tv x)) € pg’
where p° is defined in (2.5), and
(U, lwre + [V () lwre + 6| (02H(E, ), 03 Hp(t, ) e + &7 (U = V)(E, )| + [0:U (8 ) 2o < M.



LetU := (H s Hy, Us, Ub) andV := (H s Hy, Vs, %) be sufficiently regular solutions to the linearized equations
with remainders

U + A*(U)d,U = kD10*U + Ry,
OV + AM(V)0,V = kD20%V + Ry,

where we denote

U, 0 H, 0
i} 0 Uy 0 H,
A" (H87HbuU37Ub) = 1 1 US . H,aqqujs 0 ;
s 0 Uy — k%0
and
1 0 0 O 00 0 O
0100 0000
Di=to 000 P2=loo1 o0
0000 0 0 01
Moreover, denote R := (R, Ry) such that
s — Us — S5 = - . 2.
Vs=Us— kK . +R VWw=U,—k H, + Ry (2.8)

Then, for any t € [0, T, one has the estimate
U, )2 + [V )z + es?[0:V (E ) | p2nnzy < ¢ ([UE=0,) g2 + [V(E=0,)|2) exp(C M?)

+ CL (IRu (', )z + IRy (¢, )2 + MIRE, ) m) exp(C M (t —t')) dt.

Proof. Denote

s s psTTA
\ oo "y Uy
S*: (Hs, Hy, Us, Up) — &p(b])\ 0 2H, 0

py S Pb

0o U 0 H

where U} := U; — A (for £ € {s,b}) with A provided in Lemma 2.3. Using that S*(-) and S*(-)A%(-) are symmetric,
and integration by parts, we have the energy identities

;di<(sk( J0.0) . + (SO, V) ,.)
1

= (O, T) . + (MDY V) o + 5 (106N, T) o + %([at,sA(V)]V, V),
—(SMNU)A* (U)o, U,U) ,, — (SNU)A (V). V, V), + 5(S}U)D12U,U) , + k(SMNU)D22V, V),
4 (S\U)Rp.U) 5 + (SA(U)RV, V), + 1([at,sA(U)]U, ), + %([@,S*(U)]V, V),

= 5 ([0 WA UNU.U) 12 + 5 ([ax,sMV) ‘WMIV,V),,

l\.’)\’—‘

- (S'U)AMU) - AU >aUU) (SA<V>< *’"(V)—A°<V>>8VV)
— (SNO) = SNV)AT (V)2 V. V) 1 + 5 ([0 ST, U)p+ 5 ([0 S ONV.V)

)
)
+ (S*U)Ry,U) ,, + (SNU)Rv, V), +n(SA(U)D16§U,U)L2+fs(S’\(U)D2§§V,V)L2
= A— (SNU)(A*(U) — A°(U))o,U,U) ,, + (SNU)D132U, U) |, + £(SHU)D202V, V) |,
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By means of Cauchy—Schwarz inequality we find that
A< C (U2 + [V12) x (M|U|2 + M|V |2 + £M[0,V |2 + | Rul 2 + | Rv | 12),

where C' denotes a multiplicative constant depending only on ¢ and M, and which may change from line to line.
We now focus on the remaining terms. We first notice that defects of symmetry in S*(U)(A®(U) — A%(U)) arise
only in the first two rows, and that the first two components of U equal the first two components of V. Hence using
integration by parts and Cauchy—Schwarz inequality we infer

[(SMU)(A*(U) = A(U))o,U,U) | < kCM U2 x (|U |2 + [0:V | 2)-
Then, again making use of the identity D, 02U = (02H,, 02H>,0,0) = D102V we infer that
K(SMU)D182U,U) |, +1(SMNU)D22V, V), = 6(SMU)(D1+D2)2V, V), +k(SNU)D1 2V, U~ V) .
After integration by parts, and since D; + Do = Id, we find that
K(SMU)(Dy + D)2V, V), < —k(SMNU)0V,0:V) 1o + 6C M |0,V 12|V 12
Then, using from (2.8) that k0, H; = Hg((Ug - Vg) + Ry) (where ¢ € {s, b}), we obtain the identities

li(S)‘(U)Dlé’?cV,U—V)LQ =K Z (Png)\aiHé,Ué_Vé)Lz

Le{s,b}
= >0 (pU0u(H(Uy = Vi + R)), Ue — Vi) 1
le{s,b}
- ] %((UNmHe — Hpo,UP) (U — Vi), Up = Vi) 1
le{s,b}
+ K 2 pe(URos(HeRe), Up — Vi) 1
Le{s,b}

where we used integration by parts in the last line. We infer
R(SMUDIEV,U = V), < CM (U2 + [V]12)" + CM (|U] 2 + [V 12) | R| -
Combining all these estimate and denoting

£:= (SNU)U,U),, + (SNOU)V, V),

one has

S E (PN, 8V) 1o < OM (U2 + IV g2 + 512V 12) (112 + 1V ]i2)
+C(|Rull2 + |Rv 2 + MIR| ) (U2 + [V 12). (29)
By using that S*(U) is definite positive, we find that there exists ¢ > 0 depending only on ¢ such that
€= UL+ Ve, (SNU)LV, V) = Eo:V .

Hence we find (using the Peter Paul inequality and augmenting C') that

CRTi 160, V|2 < CME + C(|Ryl 2 + |Rv |2 + M||R| ) EY2,

and the result follows by Gronwall’s Lemma. O
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Proposition 2.7 (Large-time well-posedness). Let s > so > 3/2, ¢ € (0,1) and My > 0. There exists C > 0 and
T > 0 such that the following holds.

Let ks € (0,1, (ps, pos Hy, Hy, U, Uy) € RO such that H+Hy = 1and U +U,, = 0, and let (H?, HY, UY,UY) €
H*TL(R)? x H*(R)? such that the hyperbolicity condition holds:

VrER,  (ps; po, Hy + Hy(2), Hy + Hy(2), U, + Ug(x), Uy + Uy (7)) € p°,
where p°© is defined in (2.5), and
|(HY, HY, U2, Uy, koxHY, k0. HY) | rrso < M.
Denote (Hg, Hy, U, Uy) € C([0,T*); H*(R)*) the maximal-in-time solution to (2.6) emerging from the initial data
(Hs, Hy, Us, Ub)‘t:O = (H?, HY,U?,UY) as defined in Proposition 2.5.
One has T* > T /My and for any t € [0, T /My],
Ve R? (P&Pbyﬁs + Hs(twr)aﬁb + Hb(t,l'),gs + Us(ta $)7Qb + Ub(ta :E)) € p</2a

and

H(H87 Hb7 US? Ub) /iaa:‘H87 Ha$Hb)(t7 )HHS + H(atHsa atHb7 atU87 atUb)(t7 ')HH571
< C”(H27 Hl())v Usoa Ul?7 /iang, HamHl?)HHS

Proof. We assume that the initial data is smooth, so that (H, Hy, U, Uy, Vs, V) are smooth on their domain of
existence. The general case is obtained by regularizing the initial data and passing to the limit, thanks to the persistence
of regularity and continuity of the flow map stated in Proposition 2.5.

Denote Vy := Uy — Ii;;fﬁ[ (0 e {s,b}), A* := (Id _33)5/2 and

(Hs, Hy, Uy, Uy, Vs, Vi) := (A*Hy, A* Hy, AUy, AUy, AV, A°V).
Applying the operator A® to (2.6) and (2.7), we obtain

OHy + (H, + Hy)0,Us + (U, + Uy)0,Hy = k02H, + Ry (H,, Uy),
atHb + (ﬁb + Hb)axUb + (Qb + Ub)abe = H@%Hb + RH(Hb, Ub),
WU + (Ug + Us — kgl )0,U, + 0. H, + 0. Hy = Ry (H,, Uy),

Uy + (Uy + Uy — k=401 0:Up + 820, H + 0. Hy = Ry (Hp, Uy),

and
a15[{5 + (ﬂs + Hs)ﬁz‘/s + (QS + ‘/s)amHs = RH(HS7 V:G)a

OuHy + (Hy, + Hy)0, Vi + (U, + Vi) 0o Hy = Ry (Hy, Vi),
oVe + Uy + Vi — kg )0, Ve + 0o Hy + 0p Hy = £02Vi + Ry (Hs, Vi),
OV + Uy + Vi — kgp=h) 0 Vo + 20, H, + 0. Hy = K2V, + Ru(Hy, Vi),

with remainders Ry and Ry defined as

Ry(H,V):= —[A°, H]0,V — [A*, V], H and Ry(H,V):=—[A%V — nli]0,V.

Moreover, applying the operator A® to the identity V; = Uy — K ;Zflfle (¢ € {s,b}) yields
amHZ

Voo 0y ot
¢ ¢ Eﬁg-l-Hg

+ R(H,),
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with
R(H) = —k[A®, ﬁ]@xH

Standard commutator estimates and composition estimates in Sobolev spaces; see e.g. [35, Appendix B] yield
| R (H, V)12 < C(1H oo + 1V oo ) (1H |zs + |V ar2),
|Ru(H, V)2 < C(sl0aH oo + |V oo ) (10 H | s + |V 12),
|RUE) | < C(|1Hl oo + 6l 0H | oo) (|1 H | 1+ + 5]l H | 12+),
where C'is a positive constant depending only on s, s, | H | gso and infg (H + H) > 0.

Moreover, notice that by using the equations (2.6), (2.7) and the identity k0, H; = (H, + Hy)(Uy — V) for
¢ € {s,b}, we have

H(atHs’ atHb7 atUSy atUb)”HS—1 + K’H(aIHsv abe)HHS + ﬁ_lu(Us - ‘/3’ Ub - %)HHS—l
< C H(H57 Hbu US7 Ubu ‘/87 ‘/b)Hng
where the multiplicative constant C' depends on ||(Hy, Hy, Us, Uy, Vs, Vi) | rso and infr (H,+ Hy) > 0 (for £ € {s, b}).

We may thus apply Lemma 2.6, and infer that we can set C' depending on s, My, ¢, and ¢ depending only on g,
so that as long as

VxER, (p$7:0b7ﬂs+Hs(t7x)7ﬂb+Hb(t7x)7Q5 +U$(t7 x)vgb—i_Ub(tu x)) €p</2, (210)

and
|(Hs, Hy, Us, Up, Vi, Vi) (L, ) 150 < 2¢Mo 2.11)
one has (using the standard H*° < W1 continuous embedding and the fact that 0 < H,, H, < land U, + U, = 0)

EEW IS

|(Hs, Hy, Ug, Uy, Vs, V) (L, )| 50 < ¢ Mg exp(C Myt)

t
+ C’Mgf [(Hs, Hy, Ug, Uy, Vs, Vi) (t', )| 50 exp(C Mg (t — t')) dt.
0

Applying Gronwall’s Lemma, we find that if C Myt is smaller than a universal constant, then

3c
”(HS,HINUSanyV:%‘/b)(t;')HHS < 5M0

What is more we have (augmenting C' if necessary)
¢
(Hy(t,-) — H?, Hy(t,-) — HY,Uy(t,-) — UL, Up(t,-) — U)| < f 1(6:Hs, 0rHy, 0:Uy, :Up) | Lo < CMot.
0

Hence lowering further C' Myt, we infer that (ps, py, Hs(t, ), Hy(t, z), Us(t, ), Up(t, z)) € p/* for all z € R. By the
usual continuity argument we infer that the assumptions (2.10) and (2.11) do hold for ¢ € [0, T'/My] with T depending
on s, sg, My, s. This yields the lower bound on the maximal time of existence and the claimed upper bound on the
solution follows from the above estimates replacing sg with s. O

Combined together, Proposition 2.5 and Proposition 2.7 yield a time of existence for solutions to (2.6) emerging
from sufficiently regular initial data which is independent of x € (0, 1]. The following result describes the behavior
of these solutions as x ™\, 0.

Proposition 2.8 (Convergence). Let s = sop > 3/2, ¢ € (0,1) and My > 0.
Let k € (0,11, (ps, pv, Hyy, Hy, U, Uy) € RO such that Hy + Hy = Land U, + Uy, = 0, and (HY, HY , UY,UY) €
H**2(R)* be such that the hyperbolicity condition holds

VeeR, (ps,pp, Hy + Ho(2), Hy + H(2),U, + U(2), Uy + Up(z)) € p°,
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where p° is defined in (2.5), and
|(HY, HY, UL U, k0, HY, k0: HY) |10 < Mo,
Denote
* (Hs, Hy, Ug, Up) the maximal solution to the non-diffusive system (2.1) emerging from the initial data
(Hs, Hy, Us, Up)|,_, = (HJ, Hy, U], U)
as defined in Proposition 2.4;
 forallk >0, (Hf, H},Uf, UY) the maximal solution to system (2.6) emerging from the initial data
(HE HE UL U)o = (H, Hy, UL, UY)
as defined in Proposition 2.5;
* Ty > 0 and ¢y > 1 such that for all t € [0, Tp],
Ve eR, (ps,pp, Hy + Hy(t,x), Hy + Hy(t,2), U, + Us(t, x), U, + Up(t,x)) € p/

and
H(H87 Hy, Us, Ub)(t7 ')HHS+2 < coMo.

Then there exists kg > 0 and C > 0, both depending only on s, s, s, My, To, co, such that for all k € (0, ko],
(HE, HE, UF,UP)(t, ) is well-defined for all t € [0, To| and satisfies the hyperbolicity condition

Ve e R, (ps,po, H, + HE(t2), Hy + H (t,2), U, + US(t,2), Uy + Up(t,2)) € p/ %)

and the upper bound
H(Hg7 ng Usna Uf)(@ )HH9 < QCQMQ.

Moreover, one has for all t € [0, Tp|
[(Hf — Hs, HY — Hyp, UY — U, Uy — Up)(t,-)|| s < & C M.
Proof. Denote V; := Uy and V" := U} — R;ZJFHK (¢ € {5,b}), A* := (Id —02)*/?, and

(Hs, Hy, Us, Uy, Vi, Vi) o= (A°(HE — Hy), A°(Hf — Hy), A (UL = Us), A (U = Up), A (V) = Vi), A (V= Vp)).
Substracting (2.6), (2.7) and (2.1) we obtain

O Hs + (Hy + HE)oUs + (Uy + U)o, Hy = k02H, + kN°02H, + Ry (HE,UY, Hy, Uy),

OcHy + (H, + HE)o, Ub + Uy + Uf)0u Hy = k02Hy + kN*02Hy + Ry (H, U, Hy, Uy),

0Us + (U, + U — kg ) 0uUs + 8 Hy + 0, Hy = 1A% (/zf;[,ga Us) + Ry(HZ, UE, Hy, Us),

Uy + (Uy + Up — /-;Hagm)a Uy + 20, Hy + 0p Hy = 1A (75702 Us) + Ru(HE, UE, Hy, Uy),

and

(0., + (H, + HY)H 0,V, + (U, + V)0, H, = Ry (H®, VE, H,, V),

O Hy + (H, + H,’j)H"”"& Vi + (Up + Vi)0 Hy = Ry (HE, Vi, Hy, Vi),

OV + (U + VE = kg7 )02 Vs + 8o Hy + 0, H,

< = RO2Vs + kA 2V, + kA (5 0aVs) + Ru(HE, VE, Hy, V),
Ve + (U, + Vi — m}ffm)a V},+p50 H + 0, Hy,

- /462‘/1, + kASO2V, + kA (7 gHﬁa Vi) + Ru(HE, Vi, Hy, V),
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where, for any ¢ € {s, b}, we denote

RH(H;,Uf,Hg,Ug) = —AS(( Hg)@ Ug—l—(Ug Ug)@zHg)
— [A% HF](0,U7 — 0.Up) — [A*, UF](0: Hy — 0. Hy),
Ry(HJ, U, Hy, Uy) = =N (UF — Un)auUs) — [A*,Uf — Hffm](a UF — 0,Uy).

Moreover, one has by definition

‘/Z UE_HH +H,{+R(H€7H€)
where O ASH
K _ s T ¢
R(‘Hf 7H£) - K/[A 7H +H"‘]a Hé ﬂ[ +Hé§

Standard commutator estimates and composition estimates in Sobolev spaces; see e.g. [35, Appendix B] yield

| R (HE, VE He, Vo)l 2 < C (100 Hell s + 10aVell s + 10aHE Lo + 102V 1) (1 Hel 2 + [Vell.2),
| Ro (HE, Vi, He, Vo) 12 < C(102Vell e + 610 HE | 1o + 102V [ re=1) [ Vel £2,
|ROHE, He) | < Cr(10:HE | s + 00 Hell res1),

where C is a positive constant depending only on s, so, | H}'| gso and infg H, + H} > 0 for any ¢ € {s, b}.
Moreover notice that by the equations (2.6) and (2.7) and using the identity k0, H; = (H, + H}')(U; — V) we
have

[(0cHE, 0, HE , 0,U%, 0,UF) e + 60 HE, 0o HE )| s + 57 [(UF = VEUF = Vi) | s
< CH(H57HIT> U;, Ulfa ‘/;7 VE)H)HHSv

where the multiplicative constant C' depends on ||(Hf, Hy, UL, U, V., V)| o and infr H,+H} > 0for ¢ € {s, b}.
We may thus apply Lemma 2.6, and infer that we can set C' depending on s, sg, My, ¢, and ¢ depending only on ¢,
so that as long as

VeeR, (ps,pp, Hy + HE(t,x), Hy + Hf (t,2),U, + US(t,2), Uy + UL (L, x)) € pe/ (0, (2.12)

and
(HS, Hy UL US, VE VY )(t,')HHS < 2¢o My (2.13)

s/ OzHY
)‘t 0, — —KrA (H +H)€)|t 0)

one has, using that (Hs, Hy, Uy, Uy, Vs, Vj;)|t:0 = (0,0,0,0, —HAS(

|(Hy, Hy, Us, Uy, Vi, Vo) (&, )| 12 + e (0o Hy, 02 Hy, 0V, 0 Vi) | 12(0.1:12) < KC Mg exp(Cco Mot)
€ [ (oMol (01 A 0 3 Vo Voo F) )
IO HE, 0 H 02 H,, 02 Hy, 02V, 02V, 0,Us, 0T, 03 Vi, 0 VA) (1)) exp(C coMo (¢ — ) dt.
Now, we use in the integrand the triangle inequality
|0 HE, 0 H)(t ) e < (8o Ha, 0 ) (X, )| 12 + | (0o Hs, O Hy) (¢ ) | 115

The first contribution may be absorbed by the left-hand side if  is sufficiently small (depending on ¢, C, co My, Tp),
and the second contribution is estimated, as other terms, using the assumption

sup ({”(H37 Hy, Us, Ub)(t, ')HHs+2 :te [0, To]}) < coMpy.
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Applying then Gronwall’s Lemma, we find that
|(He, Hy, Us, Uy, Vi, Vi) (£, )12 < KCcoMoK (2.14)

where K depends only on C'coMyTp.
By using again the triangle inequality, we can lower further x (depending on cg) so that (2.14) implies

Ve eR, (ps,pp, HE(t, ), HE(t, ), US(t, z), UL (t, x)) € p2/B0)

and
H(Hgv Hl?? va Ul;€7 V:env %H)(tv )HHg <

N W

coMy.

Hence by the usual continuity argument we infer that (HJ, Hf,UZ, Uf)(t,-) is well-defined for all ¢ € [0, Tp],
and (2.12)-(2.13)-(2.14) hold. This concludes the proof. O

~—

3 The hydrostatic Euler equations
In this section we study the stability of the hydrostatic Euler equations for stratified flows:

Oth + 0:((1 + h)(u+ u)) = kdoh,

Ozh 1 3.1
ou+ (ut+u—=k Ozt + — 0¥ = 0, 1)
1+h P
where the Montgomery potential ¥ is given by
T 0
wmm—mm[fwmmw+fmwaﬂwhwmmmw» (32)
-1 r

We recall that our stability results must accommodate with solutions generated by the bilayer system that are
piecewise constant and allow the comparison with continuously stratified flows. Hence we must allow for deviations
that can be large pointwise, while smallness stems from integration (with respect to the r-variable). In practice we
shall manipulate simultaneously the pointwise as well as the L} topologies depending on the need. This is the case
for instance in the following Lemma, measuring the Lipschitz continuity with respect to the density variable of the
Montgomery operator M| p] defined (3.2).

Lemma 3.1. Let M > 0. There exists C' > 0 such that for any p,, (£ € {1,2}) such that
H(Bgv é)HL}XLgO < M’

and for any h € L, one has for almost any r € (—1,0),

|(S-Mlp = ML) ()] < (M1, = pyl(r) + Mlp, =yl ) e
L} =2
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Note also that we are seeking stability estimates for the system (3.1)-(3.2) with respect to perturbations of the
equations —in particular through p ~ py, and u ~ up— and with respect to perturbations of the initial data.

In Section 3.1, we first state a local well-posedness result associated with the initial-value problem for the sys-
tem (3.1)-(3.2), and then provide some stability estimates. These two results by themselves are not sufficient to
bootstrap in a standard manner the strong convergence of solutions as the size of deviations shrink, because the topol-
ogy involved in the first result, namely L:°, is stronger than the topology used in the second result, which is roughly
speaking L!. For that matter we introduce and study in Section 3.2 a refined approximate solution which, compared
with the original reference solution, improves the description of solutions associated with nearby profiles. Specifically,
the refined approximate solution satisfies the following three properties:

i. it is well-defined and controlled on a time interval which is uniform with respect to x € (0, 1];
ii. the difference with respect to the nearby solution is controlled for the strong norm associated with L°;
iii. the difference with respect to the reference solution is controlled for the weak norm associated with L.

The resulting convergence result, Proposition 3.8, is stated and proved in Section 3.3.

3.1 Stability estimates

Proposition 3.2 (Well-posedness). Let s > so > 3/2, ¢ € (0,1), M, My > 0 and ¢ > 1. There exists T > 0 such
that the following holds.
For all k € (0,1], all (p,u) € L*((—1,0)) such that

[, p. )l < M,
and all (h°,u°) € L®((—1,0); H*(R)?) such that for almost all r € (—1,0),
VeeR, 1+h’>cq,

and
[(R°, 6] oo g0 < Mo

there exists a unique (h,u) € C([0,T*); L®((—1,0); H*(R)?) maximal-in-time strong solution to (3.1)~(3.2) emerg-
ing from the initial data (h, u)‘t=0 = (RO, uY).
Moreover, T* > KT and for any t € [0, kT and almost all r € (—1,0) one has

VeeR, 1+h(tz,r)=c/c
and
max({|(h, U)HLO@(O,t;L:@H;)a ffl/?H@vhHL%o,t;Lg@H;)}) < CH<hOaUO)HL2°H£-
Moreover, the maximal existence time (resp. the emerging solution in C([0,T*); L*((—1,0); H*(R)?)) is a lower
semi-continuous (resp. continuous) function of the initial data in L°((—1,0); H*(R)? and if T* < o then

H(h(ta ')7 U(t, ))HL?OH;O —>wast —T".

Proof. The proof is very similar to the proof of Proposition 2.5, using estimates for transport and transport-diffusion
equations pointwisely with respect to the variable r € (—1,0). The essential arguments are that L*((—1,0)) is
a Banach algebra and that differentiation with respect to the space variable 0, as well as the Fourier multiplier
A* = (Id —02)*/? commute with the operator %M [p], and that the linear operator %M [p] : L¥L2 — L* L2 is bounded

forany p € L*((—1,0)). O
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Proposition 3.3 (Stability). Let s > 3/2, s € (0,1) and M, My, My > 0. There exists C' > 0 such that the following
holds.
Let k € (0,1] and T > 0 be such that
CT < k.
Let p,, uy (for £ € {1,2}) be such that

1oy 5l < M.

Let (hy, ug) be solutions to (3.1)-(3.2) (with p = p, and u = uy) defined on the interval [0, T'] and satisfying

|(0zh1, Opur)| L2 Lo s < M, |(ho, uo) | Lo re s + 1172 |0zh2ll Lo 2.1y < Mo,
and
essinf 1+ h(t,x,r) =g, ess inf 1+ ho(t,z,r) =5.
(t,x,r)€[0,T]xRx(—1,0) (t,z,r)€[0,T]xRx(—1,0)

Then one has

max({]|(h1 — ha, wy — w2) | p2ars, 570 (1 — ho)lz2 Lrms})

< 2(hY — g, uf —wg) | prms + OT [(p, = pyrr —ug) 1y (3.3)

and for almost any r € (—1,0),

max({| (b1 — ho,ur — w2) (-, )|z, 57200 (ha = ha) (1) 12,472 })
< 2(|I(h) — hY, uf — ug) (r) | mg + (R — Y, uf — U%)HL}H;)
+CT (|(py = pyrus — ) ()| + [(p, = pyrr — o) 1). (3.4)
Proof. Let us denote h o= hi — ho, u = uy —ug, U 1= u; —uy and p = Py~ Py We have on the time interval
I:=10,T]
Oth + (g + u2)0ph — KO2h = 11 + 72,
at’[L + (QQ + ug + ug) (}“xu =r3,

where we denote u5 1= —k f +};f2
1= — (U4 W)0phy — hdpur, 1o = —(1 + hg)dyt
and .
e iyt — e o i sk 1 L ! '
= = (i = il + whiritiens ) G = (3 Mle,] = 3 Mlg,)) b = 3 Mip,Josh.

We can now use standard estimates and transport-diffusion and transport equations ([6]) to infer that there exists cg
depending only on s such that for almost any r € (—1,0), one has

max({|a(, )| g, £/210sh ()| 12 1)) < (Hﬁ(t =0, ) ag + I Cor) | + K_I/Q\\Tz(',r)\\L%H;A)
X eXP(COHaxW(',7“)HL1THH)

and
lalsr)lzgms < <H1l(t = 0,7)ms + HT3("T)HL,}H;> x exp(col| Qrua (-, ) + Opuz (-, 7) | L1 ga1)-
Using that H*' (R) is a Banach algebra for all s’ > 1/2, we find that for any ¢ € [0, T']
Iyt )y < My ()] + it - r)lmg + 1A - r)lms), ra(t - )l e < (U4 Ma)lfadt, ) g,
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and, making additionally use of standard composition estimates in Sobolev spaces ([35, Appendix B]) and Lemma 3.1,

HT3(t7 '7T)HH§; < C(S,M, M17M27§)(|Q(T)’ + Hd(t, '7T)HH§ + ’%Hh(t? '77'>HH§+1 + ‘B(T)’ + HBHL})Ml
+ M?| 0., Meims-

ha

T Ozho, we have

Finally, using product and composition estimates on u3 = —k0zha + K
||a$u5(t> Yy T)HH;*1 < C(M2> g_l) K HthQ(ta Yy T‘)”H;.

Collecting these estimates we infer that there exists C' > 0 depending only on s, M, M7, Mo, ¢ such that
max({|A(, r), () |z g, 572 10h (1) [ 3: ) < exp(CMa(T + £2T2))
X (H(ﬁ(t = 0,-7),i(t = 0,-,7) g + Cx™ T2 (il )| gy + w2100 12 12112)
+ CMIT x (|a(r)| + 1p(r)] + [l s + [1hC )| Lmg + i) Lams + ﬁT’l/QHﬁch(nT)\!L2TH;)>-

Hence there exists C' > 0, depending only on s, M, M, M>, ¢ such that for any 7" sufficiently small so that one has
MT < (36C)~1, (k=12 4+ 612M)TY? < (18C) ! and MoT + Mork'/?TY/? < C~11n(3/2) one has

%maX({ll(ﬁ(» r) il ) g £ 10:h0, ) |2 1))

3 . . . . . .
< S (0t = 0, 7), it = 0,07y + 52100l 2 1125) + OMIT (Jilr)| + ()| + 1) ) B-5)

Integrating this inequality with respect to the variable r and using Minkowski’s inequality, we infer the first stability
estimate, (3.3). Plugging (3.3) in the right-hand side of (3.5), the second stability estimate, (3.4), follows immediately.
O

Remark 3.4. The restriction T < k in Propositions 3.2 and 3.3 is quite stringent. In [9], some improved stability
estimates concerning the system (3.1)-(3.2) were derived by the authors. The latter estimates exploit a partial sym-
metric structure of the equations, and demand some extra regularity with respect to the variable r. Because we cannot
afford such regularity since our stability estimates will be used with piecewise constant functions, we use in the proof
of Proposition 3.3 in a stronger way the parabolic regularization of thickness diffusivity.

In order to obtain a final result on a timescale which is independent of the parameter k € (0, 1] we shall ex-
ploit some a priori control on a reference solution and restrict to initial data as well as shear velocity and density
distributions that are close to the reference data.

3.2 Refined approximation

In this section we consider a given reference solution to the hydrostatic Euler equation (3.1)-(3.2) and build from it a
refined approximate solution associated with nearby profiles. Specifically, let Propr Uret Rref, Uref De a solution to

athref + aﬂc((l + href)(@ref + uref)) = Ka?;hrefa

O hret 1 B (3.6)
1+ href) axuref + 7M[Bref]axhref - 07

Lref

aturef + <uref + Upef — K

where we recall that the operator M is defined in (3.2). Considering profiles (p,u) which are in some sense close to
(P, Ures) WeE construct approximate solutions (Rapyp, tapp) as the solutions to

Othapp + 02 ((1 + happ) (U + Uapp)) = Rﬁghapp,

Ozha 1
Opapp + <u + Uapp — HHhZ;) OzUapp = —EM[B](?xhref.

3.7

Notice first that (Rapp, Uapp) satisfies approximately the hydrostatic Euler equations associated with profiles (p, u).
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Proposition 3.5. For any s > 0 the refined approximate solution (h*PP, u?PP) satisfies

Othapp + 02 ((1 + happ) (U + Uapp)) = H&ihapp,

o . (3.8)
Oythann + + Ugpp — _z7rapp Ozlapn + —M[p]|0zhansy = Trem
tUapp <u Happ Rl-{-happ) fapp p (2)0chapn =7
with
Irrem (s Mazery < ol 1z oot = app) (6 ) 3 g0
Proof. We have
1
Trem(.7 ’]”) = <;M[B] (axhapp - axhref)) (.7 T)
r I
N J (amhapp - aa:href)<'7 T,) dr’ + p(r)J B(r/)(axhapp - aﬂ?href)('ﬂ T/) d7‘l,
1 Ll r
and the result follows since 1 < sup({p(r')/p(r) : (r,r') € (=1,0)%}) < HBHL?OH%HL?' -

That the above remainder term r,p,, is small is a consequence of the subsequent Proposition 3.7. We first prove
that for any initial data (Rapp, Uapp)|t=0 = (h°, u’), the emerging solution (Aapyp, tapp) is well-defined and controlled
on a time interval uniform with respect to s € (0, 1].

Proposition 3.6. Let s > 3/2, ¢ € (0,1), M, My, Myt > 0 and ¢ > 1. There exists C > 0 and T > 0 such that the
following holds.
Let hyot € C([0, Tref); L' ((0,1); HETY(R))) be such that

HaxhrefHL%ﬂ L1HS < Miet.
ref
For all k € (0,1], all (p,u) € L*((—1,0)) such that

(o, )l < M,

and all (h°,;u°) € L®((0,1); H*(R)?) such that for almost all r € (—1,0)
VreR, 1+ W > ¢

and
max({HhOHLng;*h51/2Hh0”L$.OH;7 |u® o s }) < Mo,

there exists a unique (Rapp, Uapp) € C([0,T*); L((0,1); H:(R)?)) maximal solution to (3.7) emerging from the
initial data (happ, Uapp)|t=0 = (h°,u®). Moreover one has T* = T,y := min({Tret, T'}) and for any t € [0, Tapp]
and almost any r € (—1,0) one has the upper bound

max({[happ (s )l e gz, 6t

app (* 7")HL%OHPPH;7 "fHazhapp(v7“)HL2TappH;;}) + Huapp(‘»T)HL%oappH;
< cmax({|h°C, )| a1, 62RO (8 = 0, )| mgs w0 7)|rs}) + O Meg.

Proof. The existence and uniqueness of (happ, Uapp) € C([0,7%); LZ((0,1); H:(R)?)) maximal solution to (3.7)
is obtained as in Proposition 3.2. We set 7' € [0,7™). By standard estimates on transport and transport-diffusion
equations ([6]) applied to (3.7) we have

maX({Hhapp('aT)HL$H;*1:’il/zuaxhapp<'7T)“L%Hgflb < (Hho('aT)HH;j1 + Hrapp('a”HLlTH;*l)

x exp(€o||Oxttapp (- ) L1 pre-1))
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e ({app () gz 52100 hapn (D) 3 s 1) < (1A ) ms + 572 g (1) g s

x exp(€o||Oxtiapp (-, r)HLlTHS*l))a

and

|wapp (-, )”LO‘:H? (Hu o)l + ||7"ref(‘a7“)HL1TH;> x exp(col| Oxttapp (-, 1) + otz (- )HLlTH;*l)a
where we denote u,, := mfi};lizw Tapp := — (14 happ) Oz Uapps Tref = — 5 M[ |0 href, and the constant ¢y depends
only on s.

Now we notice that for almost any r € (—1,0),

|0xty (8 -5 7) | grs=1 < C(Ihapp(t, - m) | s-1,67 1) K [ Oxhapp(t, -, )| a5
Hrapp( )HHS 1 C(”happ( )HHS 1)“Uapp( D) )HHS
Irves(t, - m) s < C(IIPHLOOHIHLOO)Ha hret(t, ) | Lomrs -

From this we infer that there exists C, depending only on s, ||happ (-, 7) HL%H;—l s Lol e 5

max({| happ ()| o s 5"/ I happ (-, P) | L g 51 hap (7)1 13 113 [wapp (- ) | gz })

< (maX({HhO(wT)HH;fl, IR0 = 0, ) g |u® () s )
+ O + TY)tapp (1) g1ty + Clouhes iy rasrs )
x exp(CT [tapp (1) | g + CTY 28] 0uhapp (-, 1) 12 172)-
By the standard continuity argument, we find that

1/2Hh

max({ Hhapp('v 7") HLg}app H LR app('a 7") HLOTOapp Hs» "fHarhapp(', 7“) HL%EPPH; ) Huapp('v 7") HL“TOapp Hs }>

< ¢ mas({[RO, 1) gt K2 IHO(E = 0, ) 1z, [0 ) 11z }) + C Mt
for almost all r € (0, 1) and for all T}, € [0, T] such that

(Tapp + T;gg)M <C!

where C' depends only on s, <, M, ¢cMjy. This concludes the proof. O

We conclude this section by investigating the difference between the reference solution and the refined approxi-
mate solution.

Proposition 3.7. Let s > 3/2, ¢ € (0,1) and M, Myef, Mypp > 0. There exists C > 0 such that the following holds.
Letk € (0,1], T > Oand let p_, s, p, u € L7 be such that

H(p or 7P79)HL°C M

Lref’ p

Let (hyet, Uref) € C([0, T]; L*((—1,0); HT(R)?) be a solution to (3.6) (that is (3.1)-(3.2) with (pyu) = <£ref’ Uper))
defined on the time interval |0, T| and satisfying

H (href7 uref) HL%L20H5+1 < Mot

Let (Rapp, Uapp) € C([0,T]; L®((—1,0); H*1(R)?) be solution to (3.7) defined on the time interval [0,T] and
satisfying
H(happauapp)HL;?L;‘.OH; + K12 HaxhappHLgoL%Hg < Mapp,
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and such that for all t € [0,T] and almost all r € (—1,0)
inﬂf{l + heet(t, x, 1) = ¢, inf 1+ happ(t,z,7) = <.
xTre

zeR

Then one has

|(hret — happ, Uret — Uapp) (57 )HLOCHS (H( ref — Papp; Uref — Uapp) (¢t = 0, '77“)HH52

+ O ([(,0 = £r tres — ) (M) + [ (P — )HL;))eXp(CT/H)- (3.9)

Proof. Let us denote h o= hret — happ, U 1= Uref — Uapp, U 1= Uper —w and p = p
interval I := [0, T'] for which both function are well-defined

Poog — P ‘We have on the time

{6,55 + (U A+ Uapp) Ol — KOZh = 11 + 79,

O+ (U + Uapp + Ulpp) Outh = T3
where uf, == —r 5
1= — (4 0)Ophret — hOptyet, T2 1= —(1 + happ) Ot
and
P N y azhre 1 1
r3 = — (Q +u— Kl-i—h + h(l“l'href)(l‘f'happ)) a3curef - (@M[ﬁref] - EM[£]> axhref'

We can proceed as in the proof of Proposition 3.3 with some straightforward adjustments as for the contributions of

r3 since the contribution —l M[p] 0, h is nonexistent.

We infer that there ex1sts C depending only on s, ¢, M, My, Myer such that for all £ € (0,1] and Ty € (0,7
such that C'Tj < &, one has for almost any € (—1,0),

max({](h, ﬂ)('aT)\\L%H;vﬂl/z\\@mﬁ(v7“)HL2TOH;}) < 2| (b, @)(t = 0,1z + C*To (p(r)] + [i(r)] + |l 21)-
Iterating this control on 7}, := min({nx/C,T'}), we find that
[y i) () lng s < 277 (hy @) (8 = 0,-,) [z + C2"% (1p(r)] + i(r)] + [p]21),

which yields the claimed estimate. O

3.3 Convergence
We now conclude our analysis with the following stability result for solutions to the hydrostatic Euler equations.

Proposition 3.8 (Convergence). Let s > 3/2, M, M, My > 0, and k € (0, 1]. Then there exists C, T independent
of k and 6y > 0 (depending on k) such that the following holds.
Let (p, ¢+ Urer) € L*®((—1,0))2 and (hyet, uret) € C([0,T]; L% ((—1,0); H¥*2(R)?) be a solution to (3.6) (that
is (3.1)-(3.2) with (p,u) = (p,;» Urer)) defined on the time interval [0, T such that
H (pref’ )HLOO = M7 H (hrefa uref) HL%‘?L?PH§+2 + |‘amhref“L%L%H;+2 < Mief.
Let (p,u) € L*((—1,0))? and (h°,u°) € L*((—1,0); H***(R)?) be such that
I(p; é)“L?P <M, H(hovﬁl/zaxho)HLch;“ + HlLOHLg)H;+2 < Mo

and
[(2ep = 25 tret — Wzt + |(hretli=o — PO, ttret|e=o — u”) [ Lrprss1 < do.
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Then (h,u) € C([0,T*); L°((—1,0); H**2(R)?) the maximal-in-time solution to (3.1)-(3.2) emerging from
initial data (h,u)|i=o = (h°,u) is defined on the time interval [0, T| and we have for almost all r € (—1,0),

”(href — R, Uper — u)(ar)’|L7°9H§ < <H(href - h,uref - u)(t =0, '77ﬂ)HH; + H(href — Dy Uper — u)<t =0, ')HL}H;Jrl
F1(,p = £ et — W ()| + [(p, o — P Urer — u)I\L;) x Cexp(CT/k). (3.10)

Proof. We first recall that Proposition 3.7 provides an estimate on the difference between the reference solution
(Pref, Uret) € C([0,T]; L®((—1,0); H¥*2(R)?) and the corresponding approximate solution defined as the solution
to the system (3.7) with initial data (Rapp, Uapp)|t=0 = (A%, u®), (Rapp; Uapp) € C([0,T]; L*((—1,0); HET2(R)?)),
whose existence and control on the time interval [0, 7] (lessening 7' if necessary) is provided by Proposition 3.6.
Specifically we have for almost any r € (—1,0)

|(Pret — happ, tret — “app)("r)HL%H;“ < (H(href — happ, Uret — Uapp ) (t = 0, 'aT)”H;,“
+ Ok (|(,yp = 0ttt = W) + (2, = 0)12) ) exp(CT /),

where C' depends only on s, ¢, M, Myt and M.

We then consider the difference between the exact solution (h,u) € C([0,T*); L*((—1,0); H: 2(R)?)) —
whose existence is provided by Proposition 3.2— and the approximate solution. By means of the consistency result,
Proposition 3.5, we can adapt the proof of Proposition 3.3 and we find that under the assumptions that

h wroms + 62 |0gh| w2 s < M and inf 1+ h(t,z,r) > 3.11
I(hs )l L pe bz + 6577 |Oxh oo 12 1 and st gt (t,z,r) =< (3.11)

there exists C' > 0 depending only on s, ¢, M, M,er, M such that for all x € (0,1] and ¢ € (0, min({T’,7*})) such
that C't < k and for almost any r € (—1,0) one has

max({[|(h = happ, v — tapp) (-, 7) | L 115 kM2 0 (h — happ) (-, 7“)”L§H;})

< 2[[(h = happ, u = wapp) (t = 0,7 rrg + C || (hret = happ) (¢, )| 1 prz+1-

Iterating the stability estimate on T}, := min({nTp, T'}) we deduce that (augmenting C' if necessary)

max({[[(h — happ, w — app) | Ly e 13 "Gl/zﬂax(h = happ) HL,QOL%H;})

< exp(CT/k)|(h — happs U — Uapp ) (t = 0, )| L2 a5 + Ckexp(CT/K) |hyer — happHL%oL;H;H.

Since by construction (happ, Uapp)|t=0 = (I, u)|;=¢ and using the above control on hyet — happ We infer (augmenting
C if necessary)

max ({||(h — happ, u — uapp)||L§°L20H§> “1/2Hax(h — happ) HLgOL?H;})

< Crexp(CT/k) | (heer = hyttret = w)(t = 0,)| 1y s + C (5 exp(CT/8))* [(p,op = £ tge — w1
Notice that this estimate implies by triangle inequality an upper bound on || (h, u)| £ £ s + K12 || 0,h|| Lo 12,13 Which
(choosing M sufficiently large and §y sufficiently small) enforces strictly the condition (3.11), so that by the standard
continuity argument the above holds without restriction on ¢ € (0, min({7’,7*})). By the persistence of regularity
stated in Proposition 3.2 we infer that 7* > T and the above holds for any ¢ € (0,7]. The estimate (3.10) then
immediately follows from the triangle inequality. OJ
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4 Conclusion

Thanks to Proposition 2.7 (concerning the well-posedness and control of solutions to the bilayer system) on one hand
and Proposition 3.8 (concerning the control of the deviations of nearby solutions to some given reference solutions) on
the other hand, one infers immediately the announced rigorous justification of the propagation in time of the columnar
motion and sharp stratification assumptions in near-bilayer situations (within the hydrostatic framework). Specifically,
we have the following result.

Theorem 4.1. Let s > sg > 3/2, M > 0,My > 0, ¢ € (0,1), and k € (0,1]. Then there exist C > 0,T > 0
independent of k and &y > 0 (depending on k) such that the following holds.
Let (p,u) € L*((—1,0))% and (h°,u°) € L®((—1,0); H5*%(R)?) be such that

I(p, é)“LQC <M, H(hovﬁl/zaxho)HLch;“ + HlLOHLg)H;+2 < Mo

and there exists (ps, py, Hy, Hy, U, Uy) € RS suchthat H ,+H, = 1and U ,+U, = 0 as well as (H?, HIE), UY, Ul?) €
H*+4(R)? x HT3(R)? such that the hyperbolicity condition holds:

Vo e R, (ps, po, Hy + HJ(2), Hy + Hy (), U, + UJ(2), U, + Uy () € p°,

where p° is defined in (2.5), and

|(HY, HY, UL, Uy, k0p HY, k0, HY) | o5 < Mo
and such that denoting (Bgl, upy, Ay, ul)) through (1.4) we have

| (Rt — A, upy — UO)HL;H;H +[(py; — 25 w1 — W)l L1 < do,
then
1. there exists (Hy, Hy, Us, Uy) € C([0,T]; H¥*3(R)*) solution to (1.3) emerging from the initial data
(Hy, Hy, U, Uy)|,_ = (H, Hy US, U);

2. there exists (h,u) € C([0,T]; L°((—1,0); H*T2(R)?) solution to (1.1) emerging from initial data
(h, )0 = (h°, u%);

3. denoting (p,, uyy, hi, uni) through (1.4) we have for almost all v € (—1,0),

[y = By = ) ) s < (0 = B2,y = w0 o)l + 1l = B,y = 6]y e
12y = ot = )0 + (2 = oy = w1y ) x Cexp(Ct/).

Remark 4.2. Proposition 3.8 is not limited to the bilayer framework and applies to any suitably regular reference
solution. Hence it can be combined with results analogous to Proposition 2.7 to provide results analogous to Theo-
rem 4.1 in the one-layer and multilayer frameworks.

The result analogous to Proposition 2.7 in the one-layer framework (that is associated with the standard shallow
water equation with thickness diffusivity that was discussed for instance in [24]) is stated and proved in [2, Sect. 2.2].
Notice it requires neither the discussion on the hyperbolicity domain of the non-diffusive equations (since the standard
non-cavitation assumption guarantees hyperbolicity) nor the discussion on the parabolic regularization of the total
velocity (since the natural symmetrizer behaves well with diffusivity contributions).

A result analogous to Proposition 2.7 in the multilayer framework follows from combining the result of [22] with
the analysis of Section 2.2. In the former, it is proved that assuming sufficiently small shear velocities is a sufficient
condition for the (strict) hyperbolicity of the multilayer system in the stably stratified situation. Notice however that
this smallness condition is implicit, and not uniform with respect to the number of layers.
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