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WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE LINEARIZED MOTION OF AN
INCOMPRESSIBLE LIQUID WITH FREE SURFACE BOUNDARY
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1. INTRODUCTION

We consider Euler’s equations describing the motion of a perfect incompressible fluid in vacuum:

(1.1) (0 + VFOp)v; =—0;p, j=1,..,n in D,
(1.2) divV =0,V*=0 in D

where 9; = 8/0z° and D = Ug<y<r {t} x D;, D; C R™. Here Vk = §Fiy, = v, and we use the summation
convention over repeated upper and lower indices. The velocity vector field of the fluid is V, p is the
pressure and D; is the domain the fluid occupies at time ¢. We also require boundary conditions on the
free boundary 0D = Ug<i<r {t} x 0Dy;

(1.3) p=0, on OD,
(1.4) 0y +V*0)|ap € T(9D),

Condition (1.3) says that the pressure p vanishes outside the domain and condition (1.4) says that the
boundary moves with the velocity V of the fluid particles at the boundary.

Given a domain Dy C R"”, that is homeomorphic to the unit ball, and initial data vg, satisfying
the constraint (1.2), we want to find a set D = Ug<<7 {t} X Dy, Dy C R™ and a vector field v solving
(1.1)-(1.4) with initial conditions

(1.5) {z; (0,z) € D} = Dy, and v=uwvy, on {0} x Dy

Let N be the exterior unit normal to the free surface 9D;. Christodoulou[C2] conjectured that the
initial value problem (1.1)-(1.5), is well posed in Sobolev spaces if

(1.6) Vnp<—c<0, on 9D, where Vi = N0,:.

Condition (1.6) is a natural physical condition since the pressure p has to be positive in the interior
of the fluid. It is essential for the well posedness in Sobolev spaces. A condition related to Rayleigh-
Taylor instability in [BHL,W1] turns out to be equivalent to (1.6), see [W2]. Taking the divergence of
(1.1) gives:

(1.7) —Ap = (8ij)8ij, in Dy, p=0, on JD;
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In the irrotational case, when curlv;; = d;,v; — d;v; =0, then Ap <0 so p>0 and (1.6) holds by the
strong maximum principle. Wu [W1,W2] proved well posedness locally in time, (globally in space), in
Sobolev spaces in the irrotational case. Ebin [E1] showed that the equations are ill posed when (1.6)
is not satisfied and the pressure is negative and Ebin [E2] announced an existence result when one
adds surface tension to the boundary condition. With Christodoulou [CL]we proved a priori bounds in
Sobolev spaces in the general case of non vanishing curl, assuming (1.6). Usually if one has a priori
estimates, existence follows from similar estimates for some regularization or iteration scheme for the
equation. However, the sharp estimates in [CL] use all the symmetries of the equations and so only hold
for perturbations of the equations that preserve the symmetries. Here we show existence in Sobolev
spaces for the linearized equations using a new type of estimates.

The incompressible perfect fluid is to be thought of as an idealization of a liquid. For small bodies
like water drops surface tension should help holding it together and for larger denser bodies like stars
its own gravity should play a role. Here we neglect the influence of such forces. Instead it is the
incompressibility condition that prevents the body from expanding and it is the fact that the pressure
is positive that prevents the body from breaking up in the interior. Let us also point out that, from
a physical point of view one can alternatively think of the pressure as being a small positive constant
on the boundary instead of vanishing. What makes this problem difficult is that the regularity of the
boundary enters to highest order. Roughly speaking, the velocity tells the boundary where to move
and the boundary is the zero set of the pressure that determines the acceleration.

Some existence results in Sobolev spaces are known in the irrotational case, for the closely related
water wave problem which describes the motion of the surface of the ocean under the influence of earth’s
gravity. In that problem, the gravitational field can be considered as uniform, however this problem
reduces to our problem by going to an accelerated frame. The domain D; is unbounded for the water
wave problem coinciding with a half-space in the case of still water. Nalimov[Na] and Yosihara[Y] proved
local existence in Sobolev spaces in two space dimensions for initial conditions sufficiently close to still
water. Beale, Hou and Lowengrab[BHL] have given an argument to show that problem is linearly well
posed in a weak sense in Sobolev spaces, assuming a condition, which can be shown to be equivalent
to (1.6). The condition (1.6) prevents the Rayleigh-Taylor instability from occurring when the water
wave turns over. Finally Wu[W1,2] proved local existence in general in two and three dimensions for
the water wave problem. The method of proofs in these papers uses that the velocity is irrotational
and divergence free and hence harmonic to reduce the equations to equations on the boundary only.

The main result here is existence for the linearized equations in the case of non vanishing curl.
The irrotational case was proved by Yosihara [Y]. The proof in [Y], see also [W1,W2], reduces the
equation to the boundary and it does not generalize. Instead, we project the linearized equation onto
an equation in the interior using the orthogonal projection onto divergence free vector fields in the
L? inner product. This removes a difficult term, the differential of the linearization of the pressure,
and reduces a higher order term, the linearization of the moving boundary, to a symmetric unbounded
operator on divergence free vector fields. The linearized equation becomes an evolution equation in
the interior for this operator, which we call the normal operator. It is basically the differential of the
harmonic extension to the interior of the normal component. In the irrotational case it becomes the
normal derivative which is elliptic on harmonic functions and our equation reduces to an equation on
the boundary similar to those in [Y,W1,W2].

The normal operator is positive due to (1.6) and this will lead to energy bounds. However, existence
of regular solutions does not follow from standard energy methods or semi-group methods since the
operator is time dependent and non-elliptic in the case of non vanishing curl. Usually one gets equations
and estimates for higher derivatives by commuting differential operators through the equation, but
we can only use operators whose commutator with the normal operator is controlled by the normal
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operator. Geometric arguments lead us to use Lie derivatives with respect to divergence free vector
fields tangential at the boundary. The commutators of these with the normal operator are controlled
by the normal operator and they preserve the divergence free condition. The same considerations apply
to time differentiation so one should use the Lie derivative with respect to the material derivative (1.4)
which reduces to the time derivative of the vector field in the Lagrangian coordinates. To get estimates
for all derivatives we use the fact that we have a better evolution equation for the curl and that any
derivative can be controlled by tangential derivatives, the curl and the divergence.

As pointed out above, existence does not follow directly from estimates but one must have existence
and uniform estimates for some regularizing sequence. We replace the normal operator by a sequence
of bounded operators converging to it which are still symmetric, positive and they uniformly satisfy the
same commutator estimates with the differential operators above. Due to the geometric construction of
the differential operators there is a natural regularization which corresponds to replacing the boundary
by an inhomogeneous term supported in a small neighborhood of it.

Existence for the linearized equations or some modification will be part of any existence proof for
the nonlinear problem. The estimates here require more regularity of the solution we linearize around
than we get for the linearization. However, we use the techniques presented here in a forthcoming paper
[L3], to prove existence for the nonlinear problem with the Nash-Moser technique.

In order to formulate the linearized equations one has to introduce some parametrization of the
boundary. Let us therefore first express Euler’s equations in the Lagrangian coordinates in which the
boundary becomes fixed. Given a domain Dy in R™, that is diffeomorphic to the unit ball 2, we can by
a theorem in [DM] find a diffeomorphism fy : Q — Dy that up to a constant factor is volume preserving,
i.e. after an additional scaling det(dfy/0y)=1. Assume that D and v € C(D) are given satisfying (1.4).
The Lagrangian coordinates x =x(t,y) = f:(y) are given by solving

dx
Then f; : @ — D, is a volume preserving diffeomorphism, since divV = 0, and the boundary becomes
fixed in the new y coordinates. Let us introduce the notation

_ 0 v 0 _ 0 _ 0 _ oy 9
N Ot lz=const v 8$k N ot y=const and 8@ N (9.’,['1 N 8:5“ aya’

(1.9) D,

for the material derivative and partial differential operators expressed in the Lagrangian coordinates.
In these coordinates Euler’s equations (1.1), the incompressibility condition (1.2) and the boundary
condition (1.3) become

(1.10) D?z' = —0;p, det (0x/0y) = 1, in [0,7] x and p| =0.

o0

where p = p(t,y), J; now is to be thought of as the differential operator in (1.9) in y and D; is the
time derivative. We then define V' = D;z. Note that the second equation in (1.10) follows since
Dy In (det (9z/dy)) = divV =0. Taking the divergence of the first equation in (1.10) gives (1.7) so p is
determined as functional of (z,V’). The initial conditions (1.5) become

(1.11) z|,_y = fo, Dyz|,_,=Vo
subject to the constraints,

(1.12) det (0fo/0y) =1, and divlVp =0
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and Christodoulou’s physical condition become
(1.13) VND| e < —C0 <0

where A is the exterior unit normal to dD; parametrized by z(t,y).

Let us now derive the linearized equations of (1.10). We assume that (z(¢,y),p(t,y)) is a given
smooth solution of (1.10) satisfying (1.13) for 0 < ¢t < T. Let Z(t,y,r) and B(t,y,r) be smooth
functions also of a parameter r, such that (Z, ﬁ)‘r:O = (z,p) and set (dz,dp) = (O%/0r, 8]_9/8r)‘r10.
Then the linearized equations is the requirement on (dz,dp), that (Z,p) satisfies the equations (1.10)
up to terms bounded by r? as r — 0. In other words, if

(114) q>z(x7p) :Dt2331+81p, i = 17"'7”7 (I)O(:Evp) = det (ax/ay)—l, q>n+1($7p) :p‘agv
then then linearized operator is defined by

99(z,p)

(115) P (x7p)(5x76p) = T r:07

where T=x+rdx, p=p+7rdp

Euler’s equations (1.10) become ®(z,p) = 0 and the linearized equations are
(1.16) &' (z,p)(6, 6p) = 0

Applying the operator §f = 8f/8T‘T
linearized equations

_ to (1.10), using that by (2.8) [4, 0;]=—(9;6x%)0y,, gives the

(1.17) D26zt — (Okp)0;0x" = —0;0p, divéx = 0, and op| =0.

o0
where we used that &1n (det (9z/dy)) = divdz, see (2.6). Here dp is determined as a functional of
(6x, Dyox) since taking the divergence of (1.17) gives an elliptic equation for dp similar to (1.7). We
now want to sow existence for (1.17) with initial data

(1.18) ox|,_,=06fo,  Didx|,_, =dVp,
satisfying the constraints
(1.19) divéfo =0,  divéVy = (i f5)oR Vg

We remark, that the difference between (1.10) and (1.17) is the term Op 9;6z* in (1.17). This term
is higher order but because of the sign condition (1.6) it will contribute with a positive term to the
energy. We also remark that the equation (1.17) also shows up in estimating energies of higher order
derivatives for (1.10) in [CL]. In fact, the material derivative D; corresponds to the variation § given
by time translation. Our main result is:

Theorem 1.1. Let Q be the unit ball in R™ and suppose that (x,p) is a smooth solution of (1.10)
satisfying (1.13) for 0 < t < T. Suppose that (8 fo,0Vy) are smooth satisfying the constraints (1.19).
Then the linearized equations (1.17) have a smooth solution (0x,dp) for 0<t<T satisfying the initial
conditions (1.18). Let N be the exterior unit normal to OD; parametrized by x(t,y) and let dzpr = N -dx
be the normal component. Set

(1.20) E.(t) = [|Dsox(t, ) gr ) + 02, @) + 1620 (t, )| 27 (002)
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where H" () and H"(09) are the Sobolev spaces in Q respectively on 0. Then there are constants C,
depending only on (x,p), r and T such that

(1.21) E.(t) <C.E.(0), for 0<t<T, r>0.

Furthermore, let N"(Q) be the completion of C*(Q) divergence free vector fields in the norm
16| ey + 162 p || 5rm 902y - Then if the constraints in (1.19) hold and

(1.22) (0f0,0Vh) € N"(Q) x H"(R2)
it follows that (1.17)-(1.18) has a solution
(1.23) (6x, Dyox) € C([0,T], N"(2) x H"(2)).

As we have argued, any smooth solution of (1.1)-(1.5) with Dy diffeomorphic to the unit ball can be
reduced to a smooth solution of (1.10) where €2 is the unit ball. The term |[6zx || g+ (q) is equivalent to
the variation of the second fundamental form § = ON of the free boundary dD; measured in H"~2(Q),
so our energy is essentially [60]| gr—2(90) + [|0v| g+ (o). This is to be compared with the a priori bounds
for the nonlinear problem in [CL] for |6 zr-2(s0) + |v||f- (). A slightly more general theorem holds,
see section 2. Let us now outline the main ideas in the proof. We will rewrite the linearized equations
(1.17) in a geometrically invariant way and use this to obtain energy bounds and a regularization of
the equation which will give existence.

We have defined our functions and vector fields to be functions of the Lagrangian coordinates
(t,y) € [0,T] x Q but we can alternatively think of them as functions of the Eulerian coordinates
(t,z) € D, and we will make this identification without explicitly saying that we compose with the
inverse of the change of coordinate y — xz(t,y). The time derivative has a simple expression in the
Lagrangian coordinates but the space derivatives have a simpler expression in the Eulerian coordinates,
see (1.9). For the most part we will think of our functions and vector fields in the Lagrangian frame
but we use the inner product coming from the Eulerian frame, i.e. in the Lagrangian frame we use the
pull-back metric of the Euclidean inner product:

o orow
oxt’ Gab = 04y aya ayb .

(1.24) X Z=06;X"7" =gupXZ°  where X°=X"

Here X' refers to the components of the vector X in the Eulerian frame, X refers to the components
in the Lagrangian frame, gq; is the metric in the Lagrangian frame and d;; is the Euclidean metric in
the Eulerian frame. The letters a,b,c,d, e, f,g will refer to indices in the Lagrangian frame whereas
the indices 1, j, k,l,m,n will refer to the Eulerian frame. The norms and most of the operators we
consider have an invariant interpretation so it does not matter in which frame they are expressed. In
the introduction we use express the vector fields in the Eulerian frame but later we express the vector
fields in the Lagrangian frame. The L? inner product of vector fields is given by

(1.25) (X,Z) = X-de:/X-Zdy
Dt Q
where the equality follows from the incompressibility condition: det (9x/dy) = 1.
We now want to derive energy bounds for the linearized equations (1.17). Let us first point out that
the boundary condition p| 5o = 0 implies that the energy is conserved for a solution of Euler’s equations
(1.10). We have

(1.26) 4 /|V|2d:17 :/Dt|V|2dx = —2/Vi8ipd:n = Z/diVVpdx - 2/ VinpdS =0,
dt Dt Dt Dt 5 Dt 6Dt



where Vv = N;V?is the normal component of V. In fact, the first equality follows from the incom-
pressibility condition after expressing the integrals as integrals over € as in (1.25), the second is Euler’s
equations (1.10), the third follows from the divergence theorem and the last is the boundary condition
and the divergence free condition.

We will now use the orthogonal projection onto divergence free vector fields to rewrite the linearized
equations (1.17) in an invariant way that can be used to derive energy bounds and for which there is a
natural regularization. The orthogonal projection onto divergence free vector fields in the inner product
(1.25) is given by

(1.27) PX'=X"'-690;q, where Aq =divX, q‘aD = 0.
t

We now want to project the first equation in (1.17) onto divergence free vector fields. This removes the
right hand side 9;0p, since we project along gradients of functions that vanish on the boundary. The
second term in the first equation in (1.17) can be written as —9; ((9p)dz*) + (9;0,p)dx*, where the last
part is lower order and the projection of the first part turns out to be a positive symmetric operator on
divergence free vector fields. We define the normal operator A to be

(1.28) AX' = P(=590;(X*0kp)) = —0"0;(X Op — q).

where ¢ is chosen so that the divergence of AX vanishes and ¢ vanishes on the boundary. Then A is a
positive symmetric operator on divergence free vector fields, if condition (1.6) holds. In fact, if X and
Z are divergence free then

(120) (X, AZ) = — / Xi0,(ZF0p)dx = | XnZn (—Vnp) dS, Xy = NiX
Dt 8Dt

There is one more issue we have to deal with before writing up the linearized equations (1.17) in a
more pleasant form. The time derivative D; does not preserve the divergence free condition so we have
to modify it so it does. The operator

(1.30) Lo, X' = DX — (8,V) X = 9% Dt<%Xk>

’ K oy° Oxk
preserves the divergence free condition if V is divergence free. This is because it is the space time Lie
derivative with respect to the divergence free vector field D; = (1, V') restricted to the space components.
Another way to look at it is that it is just the time derivative of the vector field X expressed in the
Lagrangian frame. The divergence is invariant under coordinate changes and the volume form is time
independent so it commutes with time differentiation in the Lagrangian coordinates.

We now project the linearized equations (1.17) and get an evolution equation on divergence free
vector fields for the normal operator A:

(1.31) X'+ AX' = 2P((0,V)X"*)  where X =6z, X=~Lpbz, X =L} ix

Introducing the orthogonal projection onto divergence free vector fields solved to problems. First it
turned the higher order term, the second term in (1.17) into a positive symmetric operator. Secondly it
got rid of the third term in (1.17) which caused considerable difficulties in [CL]. In fact, the projection
of a gradient of a function that vanishes on the boundary vanishes. The right hand side of (1.31) is
lower order since the projection is a bounded operator. Associated with (1.31) is the energy

(1.32) E(t) = (X, X))+ (X,(A+1)X)
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and one can show an energy estimate |E’'(t)] < CE(t) which gives an energy bound. We remark that
for divergence free vector fields (1.32) is equivalent to (1.20) with » = 0. In order to show this energy
bound we must calculate the commutator of the time derivative and the normal operator, which follows
from the argument below.

In order to prove the energy bound and similar energy bounds for higher derivatives one has to
control the commutator of differential operators with the normal operator. This is however a delicate
matter since these commutators have to be controlled by the normal operator itself and only certain
geometric operators satisfy this. Let T" be a divergence free vector field that is tangential at the boundary
and let

(1.33) Lr X' =TFo X" — X*0,T"

be the Lie derivative with respect to T applied to a vector field X. Then LrX is divergence free if
X is divergence free. It turns out that the commutators between L1 and the normal operator can be
controlled by the normal operator:

(1.34) (L, AIX" = (Lp69)o;, AXE + Ap, X
where for f vanishing on the boundary we defined
(1.35) ApX = —P(699;(X"8,.1)).

(1.34) follows from (1.28) using that the Lie derivative commutes with exterior differentiation and that
the tangential derivatives Tp and T'q also vanish on the boundary since p and ¢ do. In view of the
physical condition (1.13) it follows from (1.29) that

(1.36) (X, A;X)| < C(X,AX),  where  C = |V f/Vaplli=(o0)-

Applying L to the linearized equations (1.31) therefore gives a similar equation for L7z for which
we also get energy bounds if T is a divergence free vector field that is tangential at the boundary. The
second term in the commutator (1.34) can be controlled using (1.36). In order to control the first term
in the commutator one has to use that AX can be controlled in terms of ﬁ%t&v through the equation
(1.31). Therefore we also have to differentiate the equation with respect to time and include time
derivatives up to highest order in the energies. We define energies

(1.37) BT = Y Lo LLX,Lp,LLX) + (LLX, ALLX), X =6
|[I|<r, I€T

where 7 is a family of divergence free vector fields that are tangential at the boundary and span the
tangent space of the boundary including the time derivative D, and L1 is any product of r = |I| Lie
derivatives with respect to these. Then one can prove energy estimates E (t) < CEJ (0).

The energies (1.37) only contain tangential derivatives. In order to control normal derivatives also
we use:

(1.38) 0Z) < C(|divZ| + |eurlZ| + ) [5Z])
Ses

where S is a family of vector fields that span the tangent space of the boundary and curlZ;; = 0,2, —

0;Z;, where Z; = 5iij is the one form corresponding to the vector field Z. The divergence of X =
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Lp,0x vanishes and there is a better evolution equation for curl X. In fact the curl of the higher order
operator A in (1.31) considered as an operator with values in the one forms vanishes since it is a gradient.
For a solution of Euler’s equations (1.10) the curl is preserved:

(1.39) Lp, curlv =0,

where Lp, is the space time Lie derivative with respect to D; =(1,V') of the two form o:

oy® Oy’ Oz* O
O ()
ox* 0xJ Yy Oy

restricted to the space components, i.e. it is the time derivative of the two form expressed in the
Lagrangian frame. For the linearized equations we have the following identity:

(1.40) ﬁDtUz‘j = Dt 0ij + (8ivl)0'lj + (8le)a,~l =

(1.41) Lp,curl 6z =0, dz; = 0;;Lp, X7 — curlvy; X7, X' = 62’
Since the Lie derivative commutes with exterior differentiation curlﬁ{péz is also conserved.

The above argument gives energy bounds, assuming existence. However, existence does not follow
directly from estimates. To show existence we must approximate the linearized equations with some
equation for which we know there is existence and prove that we have uniform bounds for the norms
as the approximation gets better so that we can construct a sequence that tends to a solution of the
linearized equations. For f > 0 in D; and f | oD, = 0 we define the smoothed out normal operator by

(1.42) A5X" = P(— xe(d)67 9;(fd™ " X 0pd)) = P(X.(d)6" (0;d) fd~' X8y d)

where d = d(y) = dist (y, ) and x.(d) = x(d/e). Here x is a smooth cut off function, x(s) = 1, when
s>1, x(s) =0, when s < 0 and x'(s) > 0. Then A% is a positive symmetric operator on divergence
free vector fields, if condition (1.6) holds. In fact, if X and Z are divergence free then

(1.43) (X,A5Z) = — / Xe(d) X 0;(fd™ Z%0yd) d = / (X'0;d)(Z%0kd) x.(d) fd" da.

Dt Dt
It follows that A;} is symmetric and positive and satisfies the same commutator properties as Ay and
the curl of A3 vanishes when d > €. Furthermore A5 is a bounded operator, ie. [|A7X[, < Ccp[| X[,

We will actually first obtain energy estimates for the linearized equations with vanishing initial data
and an inhomogeneous divergence free term that vanishes to any order as t — O:

(1.44) X'+ AX" +2P((0,VHXF) = 60, LhX|,_,=0, k<r, divé®=0,

of the form

t
(1.45) E,T(t)g(}'r/ |07 dr,  where 07 = 3 |chow|
0 \I|<r, IET

One can reduce to this situation by subtracting a power series solution in time to (1.31). (1.44) with
A replaced by A® = A7 is just an ordinary differential equation in H"({2) so existence for this equation
follows. Because A° uniformly satisfies the same commutator estimates as A we will obtain uniform
energy bounds and will be able to pass to the limit as ¢ — 0 and obtain a solution for (1.44). The reason
we have to first subtract off the initial conditions in this way is that the energy (1.37) contains time
derivatives up to highest order and these would have to be obtained from the equation. The operator
Af is smoothing but only in the tangential directions and in the normal directions it is worse than A so
if we had replaced A by A directly in (1.31) the higher order initial conditions would have depended on
Af in an uncontrollable way. As described above, we will first prove the energy bounds in such a way
that we can obtain the same uniform bounds for the smoothed out equation and pass to the limit as
€ — 0 to obtain existence. Once we have existence we can then obtain the more natural energy bounds
for the initial value problem in Theorem 1.1.
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2. LAGRANGIAN COORDINATES, THE LINEARIZED EQUATION AND STATEMENT OF THE THEOREM.

Let us introduce Lagrangian coordinates in which the boundary becomes fixed. Let 2 be a domain
in R™ and let fy : Q@ — Dy be a diffeomorphism that is volume preserving; det(dfy/dy) = 1. For
simplicity we will assume that Vol(Dy) is the volume of the unit ball in R". By a theorem of [DM]
we can prescribe the volume form up to a constant for any mapping of one domain into another so we
may assume that € is the unit ball. Assume that v(¢,z) and p(t,x), (t,z) € D are given satisfying the
boundary conditions (1.3)-(1.4). The Lagrangian coordinates z = z(t,y) = f;(y) are given by solving

(2.1) de/dt =V (t,z(t,y)),  x(0,y) = foly), y€N

Then f; : Q — D, is a volume preserving diffeomorphism, since divV = 0, and the boundary becomes
fixed in the new y coordinates. Let us introduce the notation

0 0 0
2.2 D, = — = _ vk~
( ) t at y=constant at xr=constant 8:17]6’
for the material derivative and
0 oy 9
2.3 0; = - = . .
(2:3) ozt OJx* Jy®

In these coordinates Euler’s equation (1.1), the incompressibility condition (1.2) and the boundary
condition (1.3) become

(2.4) Diz' = —09;p, k = det (0z/0y) = 1, 0

Ploq =
where x=2x(t,y), p=p(t,y). The initial conditions (1.5) become

(2.5) x ‘t:(] = fo, D,z ‘t:O =W.

In fact, recall that D; det (M) = det (M) tr (M~ D;M), for any matrix M depending on t so
(2.6) D, det (0z/0y) = det (0x/dy) (Oy*/0z*)(0D,z" /dy®) = 0;Dyx’ = div Dyx = divV = 0.

Note that p is uniquely determined as a functional of = by (2.4)-(2.5). In fact taking the divergence of
Euler’s equations (2.4) using (2.6) gives Ap = —(0;Da?)(0;Dyx*).

Let 6 be a wvariation with respect to some parameter r, in the Lagrangian coordinates:

(2.7) §=0/or

‘(t,y):canst’

We think of z(t,y,r) and p(t,y,r) as depending on r and differentiate with respect to r. Differentiating
(2.3) using the formula for the derivative of the inverse of a matrix, M ~1 = —M~1(6M)M !, gives

(2.8) [6,0;] = —(0:62%)0y,.
Differentiating (2.4), using (2.8) and (2.6) with D; replaced by § gives the linearized equations:

(2.9) D}bx’ — (Okp)didz* = —0;0p, divoz = 0, 0p o = 0-



It is however better to use the fact that v and p are solutions of Euler’s equations, Dyv; = —3d;p, to
arrive at the following equation

(2.10) D#6x" — 8i((8kp)5a:k) = —0;0p + (O, Dyv;) 02", divéx =0, 5p|89 =

We will now transform the vector field dz to Lagrangian coordinates, because in these coordinates
the time derivative preserves the divergence free condition. Let

a_ s i Oy i p O’ _
(2.11) W =z D oxt =W o q = op.

The letters a, b, ¢, d, e, f will refer to quantities in the Lagrangian frame whereas the letters i, j, k, [, m,n
will refer to ones in Eulerian frame, e.g. 9, = 0/0y* and 0; = 9/0x"*. With this convention we have

_oy” ot
(2.12) 0= Gt Du= 0

Era
Multiplying the first equation in (2.10) by dx'/dy® and summing over i gives

oz’

”8 D?6x7 — aa((&;p)Wc) = 0,9 + oz’ OcDyvy)W€

(2.13) 5; 3 Sy

since (Opp)dx” = (0.p)W*¢ and (9 Dyv;)éx" = (0,Dyv;)We. On the other hand

i ox' oV’
(2.14) Dy bzt = (DW= 5 +Wh— 5 and
; oz’ V' oD,V
(2.15) D}éz’ = (Dbe)WJrQa ~DW? + W? atb

Multiplying (2.15) by dz°/dy®, summing over i, and substituting into (2.13) gives

oxt 07 ort Ok

(2.16) @Ja—a—Dzwb — 92((0cp)W®) = Baq — 2a o (Opv;) DW?,
where

ox' 09
(217) Jab = 51]a—yaa—yb

is the metric d;; expressed in the Lagrangian coordinates. Let ¢® be the inverse of the metric gqp,

oz’ OxF
Ay dyb

oz’ OxF

2.18 Jab = DiGa
( ) Jab t9ab = ay 8b

(akvl + 0; vk) and Wap = (O;v — Okv;)

be the time derivative of the metric and the vorticity in the Lagrangian coordinates. Expression (2.16)
becomes

(219) gathQWb - 8@((acp)Wc) = —0qq — (gac - Wac)DtWC-
10



(2.19) can alternatively be expressed, using the inverse g® of g, in the form

(2.20) DIW® — g0, ((8ep)W®) = —g®pq — g (Gve — wpe) Dy WE.

The divergence is invariant under coordinate changes so the second condition in (2.10) is
(2.21) divIWV = k™10, (kW) = 0, where Kk = det (0z/0y) =1
Finally, the last equation in (2.10) is, since ¢ = dp,

(2.22) q|yg =0

Then linearized equations are now the requirement that (2.20), (2.21) and (2.22) hold and we want to
find (W, q) satisfying these equations and the initial conditions

(2.23) W|,_, = W, W|,_, =W, where  divW, = divIW; = 0, W = D,W

We can however express (2.20)-(2.23) in as one equation as follows. First we note that ¢ = dp is
determined as a functional of W and D;W. In fact, it follows from (2.21) that div DZ?W = 0 so taking
the divergence of (2.20) using (2.22) gives us an elliptic equation for ¢:

(224) NAq=r"'0, (/fg“b(?bq) =r7'9, (mg“b(‘)b((ﬁcp)Wc) — kg™ (ch — wbc)DtWC), 0.

q‘aQ =

We now write ¢ = ¢q1 + g2 + g3, where qi‘ aq =Y and Ag; is equal to each of the three terms in the right
hand side of (2.24). The equations (2.20)-(2.22) can then be written as one equation, L1 W = 0 where

(2.25) LW =W + AW + GW — CW

and

(2.26) AW = —g®0, ((0.p)W° — a1), Agy = A((0p)W°). 01y =0
(2.27) GW® = g® (g W° + g2), Agy = =0a(9"wcW°) 2]y =0
(2.28) CW* = g™ (wpcW° — g3), Ngg = 0a (g wpW©) 3] 5o = 0

We will prove the following theorem:
Theorem 2.1. Suppose that x,p € C=([0,T] x Q), p!aﬂ =0, VNP|3Q < —¢g < 0 and divDyx = 0.
Suppose that F € C*°(]0,T] x ) and Wy, Wy € C*(R2) are all divergence free. Then
(2.29) LW =F, W‘t:O = W, W‘tzo =W,
where Ly be given by (2.25)-(2.28), has a divergence free solution W € C°°([0,T] x Q).

Let H" () be the Sobolev spaces and let N"(Q) be the completion of C>(Q) divergence free vector
fields in the norm |W || gr) + |Wxllaro9), where Wy =W - N is the normal component. Then if

(2.30) (Wo,W1) € N"(Q) x H"(Q), FeL'([0,T],H"(Q))
are all divergence free it follows that (2.29) have a a divergence free solution
(2.31) (W, W) € C([0,T), N"(9) x H'(%)).

Moreover, with a constant C' depending only on the C™2 norm of x and p and the constant cy we have

(2.32) mmwm+mwwmgcmemﬁﬂmwwm+AHmmmwﬁ.

Remark. The restrictions that divV = 0 and divF = 0 can be removed and in order to use the Nash-
Moser technique one indeed needs to show that the linearized operator is invertible away from a solution
and outside the divergence free class. In [L3] the techniques presented here are used to show this.
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3. THE PROJECTION ONTO DIVERGENCE FREE VECTOR FIELDS AND THE NORMAL OPERATOR.

Let P be the orthogonal projection onto divergence free vector fields in the inner product
(3.1) (W,U) = / g WU dy,
Q

Then the projection P

(3.2) PU® =U® — ¢™9, q, ANg =9, (g“bab q) =divU = 9,(U?), q,,= 0

That this is the orthogonal projection follows since gq5g°¢ = 6¢ and
(33) (W,(I - P)U) = — / Gun W g",q dy — / 0. qdy — [ NaW?qdS =0, if 8,W" =0
Q Q o9

where N, is the exterior unit conormal and dS is the surface measure. The projection of a gradient of
a function that vanishes on the boundary vanishes:

(3.4) P(g*0q) =0, if gl =0.
The projection has norm one:
(3.5) I1PU[| < [IU], (I =P)U| < U], W = (W, w)'/
The projection is continuous on the Sobolev spaces H" () if the metric is sufficiently regular:
(3.6) 1PUl ) < CollUllm (),
since it is just a matter of solving the Dirichlet problem:
(3.7) gl grr+10) < CrllU () r>0, if Aq=divU, q,,=0.

For r > 1 this is the standard estimate for the Dirichlet problem. For r = 0 this is obtained by
multiplying by ¢, using that the right hand side is in divergence form, integrating by parts and using
that q‘ 90 = 0. Furthermore if the metric also depends smoothly on time ¢ then

k k

(3.8) Z |D} PU|| v (@) < Cooi Z IDIU v 0.
=0 =0

This follows by induction in k from commuting through time derivatives in (3.2):
m—1 m ) )

(3.9) AD"q = — Z <j >aa((Df”ga”)angq) +0,(Dj"U?), D"ql e, =0
§=0

which using (3.7) gives [|D"q rrr+1() < Crom Yoig 1D allmrr+1(2) + Crm 3o IDIU |75 -

12



For functions f vanishing on the boundary we define operators on divergence free vector fields
(3.10) AW = P(— g0, ((0.f)W©)),

Ay is symmetric, i.e. (U, A;W) = (AU, W), since for U and W divergence free it follows from (3.3)

(3.11) (U, A, W) = — /Q U0, ((0.F)W*) rdy = /89(—VNf)UNWN wdS, Uy = N,U°

If p is the pressure in Euler’s equations then normal operator A in (2.26) is

(3.12) A=A,>0, ie. (W, AW) >0, if Vnp 90 <0
which is true by our assumption (1.6). It follows from Cauchy Schwartz inequality that
(3.13) (U, Ap y W) < (U, Ao UYWL Ay WY < £l ) (U, AU YW, AW 2

since Vn (P) = fVnp on the boundary. The positivity properties (3.12) and (3.13) are of fundamental
importance to us. In particular, since p vanishes on the boundary so does p = D;p and therefore

(3.14) A=4; satisfies (W, AW)| < IVND/ VDl Lo 902y (W, AW)

A is the time derivative of the operator A, considered as an operator with values in the one forms.
It follows from (3.10) and (3.5) that [|A;W || < (|02 f|| Lee o) [[W ]| + |0 | Lo () [|OW]|. However, Ay
acting on divergence free vector fields by (3.11) depends only on VNf|6Q, ie. A]z = Ay if VNﬂaQ =

Vn f ‘ oo We can therefore replace f by the Taylor expansion of order one in the distance to the
boundary in polar coordinates multiplied by a smooth function that is one close to the boundary and
vanishes close to the origin. It follows that

(3.15) 1AW < C ) VNS oo @y W+ ClI V£l o o (1OW 1] + [[W])-
Ses

where S is a set of vector fields that span the tangent space of the boundary, see section 6.

For two forms a we define bounded projected multiplication operators given by
(3.16) M W = P(g™ . W°), [MaW | < lall Lo o) [IW]-
In particular the operators in (2.27) and (2.28) are bounded projected multiplication operators:
(3.17) G=M, C=M, G=DM,

where g is the metric, w the vorticity and ¢ the time derivative of the metric.
13



4. THE LOWEST ORDER ENERGY ESTIMATE.

Since det (0z/0y) = 1 it follows from introducing Lagrangian coordinates, that for a function f

d
(4.1) / fdx:/fdy, so — [ fdx= | D;fdx
D, Q dt Jp, D,
We note that if v is a solution if Euler’s equations, Dyv; = —0;p, and p vanish on the boundary then

(4.2) i/ V| dx = 2/ ViDyv; dx = —2/ Vidipdr = 2/ (divV)pdm—2/ VNpdS =0
dt Dt Dt Dt Dt aDt

We now want to obtain energy estimates for the linearized equations
(4.3) LiW=W+AW +GW —CW =F

where A, G and C are as in section 3 and F is divergence free. Because of the unbounded but positive
and symmetric operator A there is an additional term in the energy:

(4.4) E=E(W)=(W,W)+ (W, (A+DW)
where the inner product is given by (3.1).
Since (W, W> = fQ gabW“Wb dy and Dy (gabW“Wb) = gabWaWb + 2gabW“Dth, we have

(4.5) %(W, WY = 201, D) + (W, Gy

where G is given by (3.17). By (3.3) and (3.11) (W, AW) = — Jo W04 ((0cp)W€) dy, and

(4.6) Dy(W8,((0ep)W€))) = W 8a((8ep)W€)) + W8, ((0cp)W*) + W0, ((9:Dep)W©).
Since A is symmetric we get
(A7) %(W, AW = 20, AW) + (W, AW)

where AW = AWt is given by (3.10) with f = p = D;p. Hence

(4.8) %E(W) — QWL+ AW + W) + (W, GW) + (W, AW) + (W, GW)
= 2W, LiW) + 2(W, W) — (W,GW) + (W, AW) + (W,GW).

where we used that (W,CW) vanishes since C is antisymmetric. The operator G is bounded by (3.16)-
(3.17) and |(W, AW)| is bounded by (3.14) so

(4.9) |E| < (1 + 191l Lo (0) + HVNDtp/VNPHLoo(aQ))E +2VE||F|.
With n(t) = 1+ [|g]| () + Vv Dep/Vnp| L= (00) and Ey = VE we hence have
) t
(4.10) Eo(t) < elomdr (EO(O) +/ | F|| dT>.
0
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5. TURNING THE INITIAL CONDITIONS INTO AN INHOMOGENEOUS DIVERGENCE FREE TERM.

As explained in the introduction we want to reduce the initial value problem
(5.1) LW =W + AW + GW — CW = F, W|,_, = Wo, W|,_, =W
to the case of vanishing initial conditions and an inhomogeneous term F' that vanishes to any order as
t — 0. This is achieved by subtracting off a power series solution in ¢ to (5.1):

r+2 4
(52) W(l)lr(t7 y) = Z EWsa(y)
s=0 "’

We note that if W, are divergence free it follows that Wy, is divergence free. Here W, and W; are the
initial conditions, W5 is obtained form the equation (5.1) at t = 0: Wy = F — AW, — GW; + CW;.
Similarly, one gets higher order terms by first differentiating the equation with respect to time. It is
clear that doing so we obtain an expression DFF2W = My (W, ..., D¥T'W) + DFF and from this we
inductively define Wy o = M (W, ..., Wk+1)| o T DrFF ‘ +—o- Here My is some linear operator of order
at most one and that is all we need to know. However, we are going to calculate the explicit form of
M, since we will do similar calculations later on for other operators and this is a simple model case.

Now it turns out that its easier to differentiate the corresponding operator with values in one forms;
(53) LlWa - gabLl Wb - gabWb - 8@((acp)Wc) + 8aq + (gab - oJab)vvb = gabe

where ¢ is chosen so the last terms are divergence free, and afterwards project the result to the divergence
free vector fields. Let

(5.4) ¢’ =Djq  p°=Djp, 9oy = D{ gab, wip = Djwap, F,=D;F

In general it follows from applying D to (5.3), restricting to ¢t = 0 gives that

T T

65:5) 3 () (o Whha = 0u (@ =IWE)) + a7 + 32 ()™ =l Wiy = 3 (i F

s=0 s=0 s=0

We now want to project each term onto divergence free vector fields. Let

(5.6) AW =P(— g™, ((0.p*)W?)), GWe = P(g™gs,W"), CsWe = P(g"wi,W?)

We obtain
r—1 T

(57) Wr+2 = - Z (Z)GT—SWS+2 - Z (Z) (Gr—s+1Ws+1 - Or—sWs+1 + Ar—sWs - Gr—st)
s=0 s=0

This inductively defines W, o from Wy, ..., W, 1. With Wy, given by (5.2) we have hence achieved that

(58) Df (L1 Wg,« - F) = 0, for s < r, Wg,« = Wg, Wg,« = Wl

|t:0 |t:0 |t:0

Replacing W by W — Wy, and F by F — L1 W, hence reduces (5.1) to the case of vanishing initial data
and an inhomogeneous term that vanishes to any order r as t — 0.

We also note that if the initial data are smooth then we can construct a smooth approximate
solution W that satisfies the equation to all orders as ¢ — 0. This is obtained by multiplying the k"
term in (5.2) by a smooth cutoff x(¢/ex), to be chosen below, and summing up the infinite series. Here
X is smooth x(s) =1 for |s| < 1/2 and x(s) = 0 for |s| > 1. The sequence £, > 0 can then be chosen
small enough so that the series converges in C™([0,T], H™) for any m if we take (|[Wy||x + 1)ex < 1/2.
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6. CONSTRUCTION OF THE TANGENTIAL VECTOR FIELDS.
Let us now construct the tangential divergence free vector fields, that are time independent expressed
in the Lagrangian coordinates, i.e. that commute with D:
(6.1) (D, T] = 0.

This means that in the Lagrangian coordinates they are of the form 7*(y)0/0y® and since det (0z/dy) =
1 the divergence free condition is just

(6.2) 9. T = 0.
Since 2 is the unit ball in R™ the vector fields can be explicitly given. The vector fields
(6.3) y“0/dy" — y*0/dy"

corresponding to rotations, span the tangent space of the boundary and are divergence free in the
interior. Furthermore they span the tangent space of the level sets of the distance function from the
boundary in the Lagrangian coordinates

(6.4) d(y) = dist (y,0Q) =1 — |y|

away from the origin y # 0. We will denote this set of vector fields by Sy We also construct a set
of divergence free vector fields that span the full tangent space at distance d(y) > dop and that are
compactly supported in the interior at a fixed distance dy/2 from the boundary. The basic one is

(6.5) hy®, . y™) (f(111)£/'(112)5/5y1 — f’(yl)g(y2)8/8y2>,

which is divergence free. Furthermore we can choose f, g, h such that it is equal to 8/9y* when |y¢| < 1/4,
for i = 1,...,n and so that it is 0 when |y| > 1/2 for some 4. In fact let f and g be smooth functions
such that f(s) = 1 when |s| < 1/4 and f(s) = 0 when |s| > 1/2 and ¢'(s) = 1 when |s| < 1/4 and
g(s) = 0 when |s| > 1/2. Finally let h(y3,...,y™) = f(y*)--- f(y™). By scaling, translation and rotation
of these vector fields we can obviously construct a finite set of vector fields that span the tangent space
when d > dy and are compactly supported in the set where d > dy/2. We will denote this set of vector
fields by S;. Let S = Sy U Sy denote the family of tangential space vector fields and let 7 =S U {D,}
denote the family of space time tangential vector fields.

Let the radial vector field be
(6.6) R = c1y®0/0y*, 1 >0
Now, divR = n is not 0 but for our purposes it suffices that it is constant since what we need is that
if diviWW = 0 then divLgW = RdivIW — W divR = 0, where the Lie derivative Lg is defined in the
next section. Let R = SU{R}. Note that R span the full tangent space of the space everywhere. Let

U =SU{R}U{D;} denote the family of all the vector fields construct above. Note also that the radial
vector field commutes with the rotations;

(6.7) [R,S] =0, S e Sy
Furthermore, the commutators of two vector fields in Sy is just + another vector field in Sy. Therefore,
for 1 = 0, 1, let Rl = Sl U {R}, 7; = Sl U {Dt} and Z/[Z = Sl U {R} U {Dt}

Let U = {U;}M, be some labeling of our family of vector fields. We will also use multindices
I = (iy,...,ir) of length |I| = r. so U" = Uy, - - - U;, and L{; = Ly, --- Ly, . Sometimes we will write
.CIU, where U € Sy or I € Sy, meaning that U;, € Sy for all of the indices in .

Note also that the vector fields U®(y)d/0y® expressed in the x coordinates are given by U'0/0x’
where U? = U%9z"/0y®. We here use the convention that indices a, ...., f refers to the components in

the Lagrangian frame and indices i, ...,n refers to the components in the Eulerian frame.
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7. LIE DERIVATIVES.

Let us now introduce the Lie derivative of the vector field W with respect to the vector field T’
(7.1) LW =TW* — (9, T")W*®

We will only deal with Lie derivatives with respect to the vector fields T' constructed in the previous
section. For those vector fields divl = 0 so

(7.2) diviv =0 = divLyW =TdiviV — WdivT = 0.

The Lie derivative of a one form is defined by

(7.3) Lra, =Tag + (0,7 a.

The Lie derivatives also commute with exterior differentiation, [L7,d] = 0 so if ¢ is a function,
(7.4) Lr0,q=0,Tq.

The Lie derivative of a two form is given by

(7.5) Ly Bab = TBab + (0.T)Bet + (sT) Bac-

Furthermore if w is a one form and curlwg,, = dwg, = d,wp — Opyw, then since the Lie derivative
commutes with exterior differentiation:

(7.6) Lrcurlwg,y = curl Lrwgp.

We will also use that the Lie derivative satisfies Leibnitz rule, e.g.

(77) ET(()(CWC) = (ﬁTOéc)WC -+ OéCETWC, ﬁT(ﬁaCWc) = (ﬁTﬁac)Wc -+ 5QC£TWC.
Furthermore, we will also treat D; as if it were a Lie derivative and we will set

(7.8) Lp, = Dy.

Now of course this is not a space Lie derivative but rather could be interpreted as a space time Lie
derivative in the domain [0,7] x Q. But the important thing is that it satisfies all the properties
of the other Lie derivatives we are considering, such as divW = 0 implies that divD;W = 0 and
D, curlw = curl D;w, simply because it commutes with partial differentiation with respect to the y

coordinates. The reason we use the notation (7.9) is that we will apply products of Lie derivatives and
(7.9) and it is more efficient with the same notation. Furthermore

(7.9) [Lp,, Lr] =0
this is because this quantity is Lip, 7] and [Dy,T] = 0 for the vector fields we are considering, or it

follows from (7.1) and that 7% = T*(y) is independent of ¢.
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8. COMMUTATORS BETWEEN LIE DERIVATIVES WITH RESPECT TO TANGENTIAL
VECTOR FIELDS AND THE NORMAL AND MULTIPLICATION OPERATORS.

Note that the projection P defined in section 3 almost commutes with the Lie derivative with respect
to tangential vector fields. In fact if denote the corresponding operator on one forms by P

(8.1) Puy, = ug — Ouq

where ¢ is as in (3.2) and u, = gy U?, then LpPu, = Lru, — 0, Tq. Since ¢ = 0 on the boundary it
follows that T'¢ = 0 there so the last term vanishes if we project again:

(8.2) P(LrPuy) = PLru,

We will need to calculate commutator between Lie derivatives with respect to tangential vector
fields 7" and the operator Ay defined in section 3. Let Ay denote the corresponding operator taking a
vector field to the one form

(83) AfWa = gabAbe = _aa((acf)wc - Q)a
Then since

(8.4) L1, ((8Cf)WC) =0, ((80Tf)Wk) + 0, ((8Cf)£TWC)
it follows from (8.2)

(8'5) BﬁTAfWa = AfETWa + ATfWa

Note that if f = p then it follows from (3.13) that the commutator is lower order. In fact p = 0 on
the boundary implies that Tp = 0 on the boundary if T is a tangential vector field. Since Vyp # 0 it
follows T'p/p is a continuous function that is equal to VxTp/Vyp on the boundary. Hence by (3.13)

(8.6) |(W, ArpW)| < [[VNTp/Vnpl L= 90) (W, AW)

In view of (8.2) it follows that the multiplication operator M, defined by (3.16) in section 3, satisfies
the commutator relation

(8.7) PLrM W =M LoW+M, W,  where M, W,=gupM,W"
for a two form «. Let
(8.8) GT = MgT, ggb = ﬁTgab, CT = MwT,wT = ETW

We will also use special notation for the time derivatives of G:

(8.9) G =Gp, =M, Jab = Digab

and of A

(8.10) Ap=Ary,  A=Ap, =Ap,

In the following sections we will commute through products of vector fields £1. = Lr, -+ Lr, where

I = (iy,...,i,) and we will use the notation
(8.11) Ar=Agr,,  Gr=Myu,  Cr=DM, Gr = My

where gib = £:ngab, gib = L{FDtgab and wib = E{pwab.
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9. COMMUTATORS BETWEEN THE LINEARIZED EQUATION AND LIE
DERIVATIVES WITH RESPECT TO TANGENTIAL VECTOR FIELDS.

We are now ready to commute tangential vector fields through the linearized equation and in the
next section get the higher order energy estimates of tangential derivatives. Let T' € T be a tangential
vector fields and recall that [Lr, D;] = 0 and that if W are divergence free then so is LrW. Let us
now apply Lie derivatives £} = Lr, --- L, , where I = (iy,...,4,) is a multi index, to the linearized
equation (2.19) with an inhomogeneous divergence free term F' vanishing to order r as t — 0:

(9.1) 9as WP = 04 ((0ep)W*) = =0aq = (ca — Wea) W + g F®,  W|,_, =W|,_,=0.
which yields
(9.2) 6}112 (Eélgab)ﬁ% wb — 011112 Oq ((&;Tllp)ﬁ% Wc)
— —aaTIq - 26{1]2 (ACCIZ} (gca - wca))ﬁé—? WC + CIIIIZ (E%gab)ﬁéng
where we sum over all I; + I, = I and ¢ III 1, = 1. Let us introduce some new notation
(9.3) Wi =LyW, Fr=LrF gy =Lrgw wop=Lrwaw, pr=Tp, a=Tq
and géb = Dtﬁngab, WI = D,W; etc. With this notation (9.2) becomes
(94) 611112915})”./]1)2 B Cflfzaa((acpll)wfcz) = —0aqr — C-{l-[Q (gi}) - wi}))W})Q + CIIlfzgi;)F})Q

Let us now project each term onto divergence free vector fields and also introduce some notation for
the resulting operators

(9.5) AW = Apr, W9, GIW*® = P(g*ghW")

and

(9.6) GIW® = P(g*ghW?,  C/W® = P(g"wl,W?)

From now on we set 511112 = 6}112 when Iy # I and 611112 = 0 if I, = I. Projecting each term onto

divergence free vector fields we can now write (9.4) as

(9.7) LiWy = Wi+ AW+ GW; — CWr = Fr — &> (A, Wi, + G, Wi, — Cr, Wi, + G1, Wi, + Gy, Fr,)
Here Gy, Gy and C; are all bounded operators. By (3.16)-(3.17):

(9-8) IGWI < L2790 L@ W, IICWI < | L7wllze o) W]

The terms G, W12 are easy to take care of by also including time derivatives up to highest order in our
estimates since |I5| < [I| — 1. AW/ itself will be included in the higher order energy, which is just going
to be a sum of terms of the form (4.4) with W replaced by Wy for |I| < r. However, we also have to
deal with A, Wy, since Ay, is an operator of order 1. Since |Io| < |[I| =1 < r — 1 in the terms A;, Wi,
and since the energy will give us W; for all |I| < 7 we in particular will have an estimate for W, which,
using the equation (9.7), up to terms of lower order is —AW7,. Since A; = Ary, it follows from (3.13)
that

(9.9) (U AW < VT p/Vnpl Lo o0y (U, AU (W, AW) V2,

However this does not imply that the norm of A; is bounded by the norm of A. Therefore we have to
deal with these terms with Ay, in an indirect way, by including them in the energy and using (9.9).
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10. THE a priori ENERGY BOUNDS FOR TANGENTIAL DERIVATIVES.

To obtain estimates for higher derivatives we apply tangential vector fields to the equation and get
similar equations for higher derivatives. However, there are a some commutators coming up that we
have to deal with. One can be dealt with by adding a lower order term to the energy and another
commutator one deals with by also considering higher time derivatives. The main point is however that
commutators with the normal operator can be controlled by the normal operator through (9.9). Let
Wr = LrW, Fr = L7 F and let Gy, Cr and Ar be as in (8.8) and (8.10). By (9.7)

(10.1) LiWr = Fr — AgW — GpW + CoW 4+ GrW + G F
The terms one has to deal with are A7W and GpW. Let E = E(W), where E(W) is given by (4.4),
(10.2) ET = E(WT) = <WT, WT> + <WT, (A + I)WT>, and DT = 2<WT, ATW>

Dr is lower order compared to E7 since by (9.9) it is bounded by a constant times VETVE and we
already have an estimate for F in (4.10). We will add D7 to the energy Er to pick up the commutator
Arp between L1 and A. By (4.8)

(10.3)  Er + Dy = 2(Wrp, LiWr) + 2(Wp, Wr) — (Wr, GWr) + (Wr, AWr) + (W, GWr)

+ 2(Wrp, AgW) + 2(Wr, ArW) + 2(Wrp, ApW)
= 2<WT, ATW> + 2<WT, GTW> + 2<WT, F+ GTF>
+ 2<WT, —GTW + CTW + Wr) — <WT, GWT> + (Wrp, AWT> + (Wr, GWT> + 2(Wrp, ATW>

Here, the terms on the last row are bounded by Er and E using (9.8) and (9.9). The only terms that

remains to control are 2(Wr, GrW) and 2(Wr, ApW). These terms are controlled by simultaneously
consider one more time derivative, i.e. if T'= Dy, and estimate energies for these.

Let us now define higher order energies. Let
(104) E;r = E(W]) = <W], W]> + <W], (A + I)W]>, Wr = ﬁéﬂW
With notation as in the previous section we have by (4.8) and (9.7)

(10.5) Ep = 2(Wr, D;W; + AW, + GW; — CW;)
+ 2(Wr, W) — (Wi, GW1) + (W, AW;) + (Wr, GW7)
= —oghlz ((WI,AII Wi,) + (Wi, Gr, W) — (Wi, Cr, W) + (Wr, G, Wi,) + (WI,GIIFIQ>>
+ 2(Wy, Fy) + 20Wy, Wi) — (Wi, GW1) + (Wi, AW;) + (W, GW;)

To deal with the term (W, A7, Wr,) we introduce

(10.6) Dy =212 (Wy, Af, Wr,)
Then
(10.7) Dy =26 (Wi, Ay W) + (Wi, A W) + (Wi, A W) )
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and hence

(10.8) FE;+D; =

—2&1 P (-(Wl,A11W12>—<W1,A11W12>+<W1,G11W12>—<W1,011W12>+<W1,G11W12>—|—<W1,G11F12>)
+ 2(Wp, Fr) 4 2(Wp, W) — (Wr, GWr) + (Wr, AW;) + (Wr, GWr)

We have hence replaced the bad term by two terms that we can control by (9.9). Furthermore, we can
also bound Dy itself using (9.9).

For a two form « and a function ¢ vanishing on the boundary let
(10.9) lelloo = [l [ oo () 199|ls0, p—1 = IVNG/ VDl L 02) < 110400/ c0,
and for a vector fields W let
(10.10) (W)a= (W, AW)/2 W = (W, W)"/2.

With this notation it now follows from (10.8) and (9.8)-(9.9) that

(10.11) By + Dy < 2(Wp) 4" <||3p11 oo, p=1 (W) a + 1051, ||oo,p—1<W12>A>
+2|[W | & ((th oo + 0™ [|o) Wi || + g™ oo Wi, || + g™ ||oo||F12||)
+ (W RUEL |+ 20Wr | + (|91l W) + IW I 9l IWr 1+ (W) al|OB] o, p-1 (Wr) 4

Furthermore

(10.12) ID1| < 2(Wir) a 22 (0p1, oo, s (W)

Definition 10.1. For V any of our families of vector fields let

(10.13) EV= Y VE Wiy =Y Icrw|

[I|<s, I€V [I|<s,I€V

where E; is given by (10.4). For a two form « and a function ¢ vanishing on the boundary let

(10.14) el =" > lIftalle,  10alYu 1= D 1077 dlloc, ps

|J|<s, JEV [J|<s, JEV

where the norms are given by (10.9). Furthermore, let

(10.15) nd = 191¥ 0 + ol e + 911,00 + 10112 v+ [opllY,

s+1,00,p~ 570071771

If I € T and |I]| = r then with the notation in Definition 10.1 we obtain from (10.11) and (10.12):

r r—1
(10.16) |[Er+Dil < CET Y nl (B, +|FI_,), IDi| <CETY nlEL,_,
s=0 s=0
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If we integrate the first inequality from 0 to ¢ using that E;(0) = D;(0) = 0 and the second inequality
we get with a constant depending on 7, = supy<,<pn? (1)

t
(10.17) E;<CETET | + C/ ET(ET + | F||IT) dr
0
If we sum over |I| < r and divide by E,(t) = supg<,<; E] (T) we get for some other constant
p— J— t S—
(10.18) B, <CE, 1 + 0/ (E, + |F|T) dr.
0

Hence with M,.(t) = fot E,. dr, we get

dM,

10.1
(10.19) i

t
—CM, <CE,_1 + C/ 17| dr
0

Multiplying by the integrating factor e~“* and integrating from 0 to t we see that M, is bounded by

some constant depending on ¢ < T times the right hand side and hence it follows that for some other
constant

t
(10.20) E,.<CE, ,+ C/ |7 dr
0

Since we already proved a bound for Eq in (4.10) it inductively follows that:

Lemma 10.1. Suppose that z,p € C™2([0,T] x Q), p‘aﬂ =0, VNp|8Q < —¢p < 0 and divV = 0,
where V.= Dyx. Suppose that W is a solution of (9.1) where F is divergence free and vanishing to
order r ast — 0. Let ET be defined by (10.14). Then there is a constant C depending only on the
norm of (x,p), a lower bound for cy and an upper bound for T, such that if ET (0) =0, for s <r, then

t
(10.21) ET(t) < C/ \F\T dr,  for 0<t<T
0

11. ESTIMATES OF DERIVATIVES OF A VECTOR FIELD IN TERMS
OF THE CURL, THE DIVERGENCE AND TANGENTIAL DERIVATIVES.

In this section we show that derivatives of vector fields can be estimated by derivatives of the curl,
the divergence and tangential derivatives. First we prove the basic estimate in the Euclidean coordinates
in Lemma 11.1 below. This estimate it is not invariant and so in Lemma 11.2 we express it in terms of
Lie derivatives which is invariant.

Lemma 11.1. We have
(11.1)  [0al < Cy(|curla] + |dival + Y geslSal), curlay; = Oja; — 0j0y diva = §Y9;a;

for a one form oy in the Eulerian frame, where C,, only depends on the dimension n. Here the norms

are the Buclidean norms, |0al = /370 1 |02
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Proof of Lemma 11.1.. Since S span the full tangent space in the interior when the distance to the
boundary d(y) > dy we may assume that d(y) < dy. Let Q% = {y; d(y) > a} and let D" be the image
of this set under mapping y — z(t,y). Let N the exterior unit normal to dD. Then ¢ = § — N*NJ
is the inverse of the tangential metric. Since the tangential vector fields span the tangent space of the
level sets of the distance function we have ¢a;a; < C'Y oo S"S7aa;, where here S* = S*0x" /dy“.
We claim that for any two tensor 3;;:

(11.2) 895K B, By < Cn (59" BBy + |8 + (tr B)?)

where Bij = Bi; — Bji is the antisymmetric part and tr 3 = 6 f3;; is the trace. To prove (11.2) we
may assume that 3 is symmetric and traceless. Writing 6% = ¢*/ + N*N7 we see that the estimate for
such tensors follows from the estimate NiNijNlﬁkiﬁlj = (N'N*B1)? = (¢ Bri)? < nqijqklﬁkiﬁlj.
(This inequality just says that (tr(Qp3))? < ntr(QBQAB) which is obvious if one writes it out and use
the symmetry. ) O

The inequality (11.1) is not invariant under changes of coordinates so we want to replace it by an
inequality that is, so we can get an inequality that holds also in the Lagrangian frame. After that we
want to derive higher order versions of it as well. The divergence and the curl are invariant but the other
terms are not. There are two ways to make these terms invariant. One is to replace the differentiation
by covariant differentiation and the other is to replace it by Lie derivatives with respect to the our
family of vector fields in section 6. Both ways will result in a lower order term just involving the norm
of the one form itself multiplied by a constant which depends on two derivatives of the coordinates.

Definition 11.1. Let ¢; be a constant such that

(11.3) > (Igasl + 19**1) < o, 0z /0y|? + |0y /0x|? < &
a,b

and let K7 denote a continuous function of ¢;.

We note that the bound for the Jacobian of the coordinate and its inverse follows from the bound
for the metric and its inverse and the bound for the Jacobian and its inverse implies an equivalent
bound for the metric and its inverse with ¢ multiplied by n. All our constants in what follows in this
section will depend on a bound for ¢; and we will denote such a constants by K.

Lemma 11.2. In the Lagrangian frame we have, with W, = g, W?,

(11.4) ILoW| < K, (\cuﬂmy +divIV] + X ges| LW + [g]ﬂW!), UeRr,

(11.5) ILoW| < K, (\cuﬂmy + [ diVIV| 4 S per | LW | + [g]ﬂW!), Uel.
where [g]1 = 1+ |0g|. Furthermore
(11.6) W] < K (|CaW |+ Sses LW + W)

When d(y) < dy we may replace the sums over S by the sums over Sy and the sum over T by the sum
over To.

Proof of Lemma 11.2. (11.5) follows directly from (11.4) by adding the time derivative to the right hand
side. We will show that (11.4) in the Eulerian frame follows from (11.1) and then it follows directly
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that (11.4) holds in Lagrangian frame as well since everything is invariant. Let Z° = §“«;. Then
LuZt=UZ" — (0,U)Z%, where Ut = U®dz"/dy® are the components of the vector field U expressed
in the Eulerian frame. Now transforming to the Lagrangian frame, partial differentiation becomes
covariant differentiation. (9,U?)(0z*/dy®)(dy’/dx") = V,U’, where V,U® = 9,U° + T',.U¢, and
r, = % (Oagbd + OpGad — Oagay) /2 = (Oy°/0x")0,0px" are the Christoffel symbols. Since |0,U°| < C
it follows that |9, U?| < Cl[g];. That we may replace S by Sy close to the boundary follows from the proof
of Lemma 11.1. (11.6) follows since R span the tangent space and |[LyW? — UW?*| = |(0.U*)W*€| <
c|wi. O

We are now going to derive higher order versions of the inequality in Lemma 11.2. We want to
apply the lemma to W replaced by ﬁéW. Then in our applications the divergence term vanishes and
as we shall see later on we will be able to control the curl of (L{W), = L{,(gupW?) which however is
not the same as the curl of (ﬁéW)a = gabﬁéVVb but the difference is lower order and can be easily
estimated. Let us first introduce some notation:

Definition 11.2. Let S be a function, a one or two form or vector field, let V be any of our families of
vector fields and set

(11.7) 181Y =Y |£58), BY = > 18I%--18IY, [Bly = 1.

|J|<s, JEV s1+...+sp<u,s;>1

In particular |3|® is equivalent to > jaj<r 10y B| and |81 is equivalent to > lal+k<r |DFogs).

Lemma 11.3. With the convention that |curl W |V, = |divW|Y, = 0 we have

(11.8) WIR < Ky (JewlW[R + [divIV|R L, + WIS+ gl RIWIR),
s=1
(11.9) WIR <K [glF(learlW[F,  +]divW[R, + [W[S,).
s=0

The same inequalities also holds with R replaced by U everywhere and S replaced by T :

(11.10) W < Ko (Jewd WS + [ divW Ly + WD+ gl W),
s=1
(11.11) W< K Y [l (lewnl WL+ | div WL+ W),
s=0

Proof of Lemma 11.3. We will first prove (11.8) We claim that

(11.12) SolLiwi<Er Y (lewrll LW |+ [div LW+ [gh|L5W]) + K1 > LW
|[I|=r,UER |J|=r—1,UER |I|=r,SeS

First we note that there is noting to prove if d(y) > dy since then S span the full tangent space.
Therefore, it suffices to prove (11.12) when d(y) < dy and with S replaced by Sy and R replaced by
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Ro. Then (11.12) follows from (11.4) if » = 1 and assuming that its true for r replaced by r—1 we will
prove that it holds for r. If we apply (11.4) to LW, where |J| = r—1, we get

(11.13) Lo LEW| < Ky (Jewl LEW |+ |divLEW] + ) [LsLEW| + [gh| LW ).
Ses

If £7; consist of all tangential derivatives then it follows that ]EUL%W] is bounded by the right hand
side of (11.12). If £{; does not consist of only tangential derivatives then, since [Lg, Ls] = Lir,s1 =0,

if S € Sy, we can write ﬁgljéW = ﬁ{](ES/W, for some S’ € Sy. If we now apply (11.12) with r replaced
by r — 1 to LgW, (11.12) follows also for r.

In (11.8) we have L£f, curlWW = curl LL, W which however is different from curl £, W. We have:

(11.14) LIW, = L (gasWP) = —gapn LEWE + éij2gjg£[‘§2Wb, where g/, = L{9ab
where the sum is over all J; + Jo = J and ¢j ;, =1 for |Jo| <|J| ¢j ;, = 0if Jo = J. It follows that

(11.15) leurl LW — cwrl L{W | < 287 5 (1997 ||[LEW | + g 0L W), |Jo| < |J],

where the partial derivative can be estimated by Lie derivatives. (11.9) follows by induction from (11.8).
Finally, (11.10) follows from (11.12) and (11.15). In fact, applying (11.12) to W replaced by L%, W we
see that (11.12) holds also for R replaced by U and S replaced by 7 and (11.15) also holds for U € Y.

12. THE ESTIMATES FOR THE CURL AND THE NORMAL DERIVATIVES.

Note that in section 10 we only had bounds for the derivatives that are tangential at the boundary,
as well as all derivatives in the interior since S span the full tangent space in the interior. We will now
use estimates for the curl together with the estimates for the tangential derivatives to get estimates also
for normal derivatives close to the boundary. Let

(12.1) Wy = gabWb, and curl wy, = 0, wp — Opw,,.
Then we have

(12.2) Dy (gabwb) - aa((acp)Wc) = —0,q + wa W’ + F,
Note that (12.2) can also be formulated as

(12.3) Doy + AW —CW = F

where the underline as before means that we lowered the indices so the result is a one form. Note here
that w is not equal D;w so the notation is slightly confusing. But what we mean is that we think of
W as a vector field and take the time derivative as a vector field which results in W and then 1 is the
corresponding one form obtained by lowering the indices. We obtain

(12.4) Dy curlwg, = (0, wab)Wc — WepOu W + Wey Oy W + curl £,
Since Dywg = G WP + gabWb and 0y Gpe — Opfac = Owqp We also obtain

(12.5) Dy curlwg, = curligy + (Oc wab)WE + Goc0a W — GacOpWE.
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Since divW = divW = 0 it follows from Lemma 11.2 and (12.4)-(12.5) that

(12.6) Dy cwrli| < Kq|wl(|ewrld| + X g gl LW+ [g)1 [W]) + [0w||[W] + |curl F|
(12.7) | Dy curlw| < |curlw| + Ki|g| (| curlw| + > ge sl LsW | + [g]1|[W]) + [0w]|W]

Since we already have control of the tangential derivatives S by section 11 this obviously gives us
control of curlw and curlw as well and once we have control of these we in fact control all components
by Lemma 11.3 again. The norms will be measured in L? since we have control of the L? norms of the
tangential components. We will now derive higher order versions of the inequalities (12.6)-(12.7) using
the higher order version of Lemma 11.2, i.e. (11.9) in Lemma 11.3.

We must now get equations for the curl of higher derivatives as well. Applying £, to (12.4)-(12.5)
gives, since the Lie derivative commutes with the curl,

(12.8) Dycurl L gy = ¢y, , ((ac wILRWE — W, LW + Wl abc;?V'VC) + (curl £L F)ap,
where w’ = £, w and

(12.9)  Dycurl L way = curl Lfribay + ¢, (0w} LFWE + ¢4, 1, (gg]l Ou LW — GlLOyLY? WC)

C

where gan = ﬁéDtgab. Let us make a definition:

Definition 12.1. Let 8 be a two form. With notation as in Definition 11.2 we set

(12.10) (gl = > 19181
s+r<u
Using Lemma 11.3 and Lemma 11.2 it follows that:

Lemma 12.1. With notation as in Definition 11.1 and Definition 12.1 and the convention that
leurl WY, = |divIW|Y| = 0 we have

T

(12.11) |Dycurli|R ) < K1Y (gllw) R (leurlw| Ty + [divW[R, + [WIS) + | curl £,
s=0

(12.12) |Dycurlw|® ) < K1Y (gllahR s (leurlw|Zy + [divWV 2, + [WIT) + [curli [,
s=0

The same inequalities hold with R replaced by U and S replaced by T .

Proof of Lemma 12.1. Let us first prove (12.11). The first terms in the right hand side of (12.8) are by
Lemma 11.3 bounded by a constant times

(12.13) D JWIR <KDY Y wlR gl (Jeurld| By 4 [divIV R, + [W[S)
u=0 u=0 s=0

The proof of (12.12) uses the same argument and that that d.wap = Oufbe — Opdac. O
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Let us now introduce some new norms and some new notation:

Definition 12.2. For V any of our families of vector fields let

1/2
(12.14) WY =W Ollyr@y = >, me%m%@ ,
\I|<r,1ey V8
and
1/2
(12.15) oY = Z (/ |curl £70|* + | curl L w)? de) , cY =o.
Q

|J|=<r—1,J€V

Note that ||[W(t)||z ) is equivalent to the usual Sobolev norm in the Lagrangian coordinates.

Definition 12.53. For V any of our families of vector fields and for 8 a function, a 1-form, a 2-form or a
vector field let |3]Y be as in Definition 11.1 and set

(12.16) B oo = 118 Iz, (9= D M9l e 9% s [l =1

s1+...+sp<s,5;>1

where the sum is over all combinations with s; > 1. Furthermore, let

(12.17) my = [[g]]Y oo, iy = D (900 (1911 o0 + 1Y o0 )
st+u<r
Let FY' = || curl F||yr—1(q). It now follows from Lemma 12.1 that

r

12.18
(12.18) p

‘dC“

.
< Ky Zmz;{fs(csu +EZ) +Fvl"/{
s=0
where E7 is the energy of the tangential derivatives defined in section 10. Hence
. u t r—1 r
(12.19) CYU < Kyelo Ko dr / (Zmﬁ:’_scgf +y ol BT + F,%f) dr
0 s=1 s=0

Since we already proved a bound for E7 in Lemma 10.1 it inductively follows that C¥ is bounded.
Note that, if » = 1 the interpretation of (12.19) is that the first sum is not there. By Lemma 11.3:

(12.20) W0 @ + W0 @y < Ka Sty (¥ + ET)
s=0

Hence we have:

Lemma 12.2. Suppose that z,p € C™2([0,T] x Q), p‘aﬂ =0, VNP|3Q < —¢p < 0 and divV = 0,
where V.= Dyx. Then there is a constant C = C(x,p) depending only on the norm of (x,p), a lower
bound for cy and an upper bound for T, such that if ET (0) = C¥(0) =0, for s <r, then

t
(12.21) WY+ WY+ E] < C/ |F|%dr,  for 0<t<T.
0

27



13. THE SMOOTHED OUT NORMAL OPERATOR.

In order to prove existence we first have to replace the normal operator A by a sequence A° of
bounded symmetric and positive operators that convergence to A, as ¢ — 0. The boundedness is
needed for the existence and the symmetry and positivity is needed to get a positive term in the energy.
Furthermore the commutators with Lie derivatives with respect to tangential vector fields as well as the
curl have to be well behaved. Let p = p(d) be a smooth function of d = d(y) = dist (y, 92), such that

(13.1) p >0, p(d)=d ford<1/4 and p(d)=1/2 ford > 3/4.

Let x(p) be a smooth function such that

(13.2) X'(p) 20,  x(p)=0, when p<1/4, and x(p)=1, when p=>3/4
For a function f vanishing on the boundary we define

(13.3) AW = P(— e (0)0 (0 (0p)W°))

where x.(p) = x(p/e). Then if we integrate by parts we get

(13.4) U, 45w / £ (0) (U D) (W3, )y
from which it follows that A% is symmetric and
(13.5) AF=A>0, Qe (WAW)>0, if p>0
It also follows that another expression for A% 7 is
(13.6) AW = P(g"°XL(p)(Bep) fr~ ' (Bep)W©)
A¢ is now for each € > 0 a bounded operator
(13.7) AW < Cl[Vnpllpee™ W]

since x. < C/e and pp~1|0p| < C||VnpllL=q). In general, since the projection is continuous on
H"(9), see (3.6) and (3.8), if the metric and pressure are sufficiently regular we get

k k
(13.8) S IDIAW gy < Cerre D IIDIW || 170
j=0 Jj=0
Moreover
(13.9) AU — AU, in L*(Q), if Ue HY Q)

In fact, the projection is continuous in the norm and y.F — F in L? if F € L2. It follows that

(13.10) P(g*x=(p)0 (p p~ " (8ep)U°)) = P(g* s (pp~ " (0cp)U°)) = P(9"° 0 ((0ep)U*))

since p p~10.p = O.p on the boundary.
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We will now calculate the commutators with the Lie derivative L1 with respect to tangential vector
fields T'. As before the inequality

(13.11) (U, AG,W)| < (U, A5, U2 (W, A5 W)Y <[ f oo () (U, ATUYY2 (W, A5 /2

hold, where Q° = {y € Q; d(y) > ¢}. In fact, it suffices to take the supremum over the set where
d(y) < € since x. = 0, when d(y) > . The only difference with (3.13) is that now the supremum over a
small neighborhood of the boundary instead of on the boundary. The positivity properties (13.5) and
(13.11) for A® will play the role that (3.12) and (3.13) did for A. In particular, since p vanishes on the
boundary, p > 0 in the interior and Vyp < —c¢p < 0 on the boundary it follows that p = Dy p vanishes
on the boundary and p/p is a smooth function. Therefore

(13.12) A= A5 satisfies  [(W, AW)| < [B/pll 1o (n0e) (W, AW)

Here A® is the time derivative of the operator A%, considered as an operator with values in the one
forms. It will show up in the energy estimate for the € smoothed out equation in the next section.

The commutators between A% and Lie derivatives with respect to tangential vector fields are basi-
cally the same as for A. Note that

(13.13) Td=0, if TeTo=SU{D:}
where Sy are the rotations. Hence if T is any of these vector fields we have
(13.14) P(gLr(gapATW?)) = ASLIWE + A%, W,

However, in order to get additional regularity in the interior we include the vector fields S; that span
the tangent space in the interior. The vector fields in §; satisfy

(13.15) Sp=Lsp=0, when d<dy/2

Since x.(p) = 0 when d > € the commutator relation (13.14) above is true for these as well if we assume
that e < dy/2.

It remains to estimate the curl of A°. Whereas, the curl of A vanishes this is not the case for the
curl of A%. It will however vanish away from the boundary. With AW, = g., A°W?® we have

(13.16) AW, = —Xe(p)0a(pp~ " (Bep)W) — Oay

for some function ¢; vanishing on the boundary and determined so the divergence vanishes. Since the
curl of the gradient vanishes and x.(p) = 0 when d > ¢ we have

(13.17) curl A* Wy, =0, when d(y) > ¢

14. THE SMOOTHED OUT EQUATION AND EXISTENCE OF WEAK SOLUTIONS.

The e smoothed out linear equation:

(14.1) W+ AAWE+GW. —CWe=F*, W,
29




is just an ordinary differential equation for (W, WE) on the space of divergence free vector fields in
L?(92) since all operator are bounded so existence follows in L?({). In fact its an ordinary differential
equation in the Sobolev spaces H"(€2) by (13.8). To get additional regularity in time as well we apply
more time derivatives using (13.8) and (3.8) and that the initial conditions for these vanishes as well
since we constructed F' in (14.1) so it vanishes to any given order. If initial data, encoded in F, are
smooth, we hence have a smooth solution of the € approximate linear equation.

Now we want to use the existence and estimates for the ¢ smoothed out linear equation and pass
to the limit as € — 0 to get existence for the linearized equation. Will show that W, — W weakly in
L?, where W € H"(Q) for some large 7. From the weak convergence it will follow that W is a weak
solution and then from the additional regularity of W it will follow that in fact its a classical solution
and hence that the a priori bounds in the earlier section hold.

Of course the norm of A® tends to infinity as € — 0 but since it is a positive operator it can be
included in the energy. The energy will be the same as before with A replaced by A¢, so (4.4) becomes

(14.2) E* = (W, Wo) + (We, (A° + DW.)

The time derivative of the first term is the same as (4.5) with W replaced by W.. Since D;d = 0 it
follows from taking the time derivative of (13.4), with f = p, that
d

(14.3) a(We,AEWQ = 2We, AW,) + (W., ASW.),

where the last term is bounded by (13.12). Hence by (4.7)-(4.9):
(14.4) 157 < (14 19l + (D9} /Pl o0 ) B + 2VEF| |

from which we get a uniform bound for 0 < ¢ < T independent of e: E¢(t) < C.

Since |[W,|| < C we can now choose a subsequence W, — W weakly in the inner product. We
will show below that the limit W is a weak solution if the equation. Multiplying the € smoothed out
equation by a smooth divergence free vector field U that vanishes for ¢ > T and integrating by parts
we get

T T
(14.5) / / Gab (U“ + AU + GU® — CU® — CU“) W dydt = / / Gy UPF® dydt
0 Q 0 Q

where CW¢ = P(gacwcbwb), since A® and Df + BD; are symmetric and the adjoint of C'D; is CD; — C.
We proved in the previous section that AU converges to AU strongly in the norm if U is in H'. Since
W, — W weakly this proves that we have a weak solution W of the equation:

T T
(14.6) / / Gab (U“ + AU + GU — CU° - C’U“)Wb dydt = / / Jap U F® dydt
0 Q 0 Q

for any divergence free smooth vector field U that vanishes for ¢ > T'. Furthermore since W is divergence
free, we have

T
(14.7) /0 /Q (0aq) W2 dydt = 0

for any smooth ¢ that vanishes on the boundary and hence

T
(14.8) /0 /Q(aaq)W“ dydt =0

so W is weakly divergence free.
30



15. EXISTENCE OF SMOOTH SOLUTIONS FOR THE LINEARIZED EQUATION.

Now that we have existence of a weak solution we will prove that we have additional regularity and
in fact that, W, W € H"(Q) for any r > 0. It then follows that we can integrate by parts again in the
above integrals and conclude that

T
(15.1) / / q O, W dydt =0
0o Jo

for any smooth function ¢ that vanishes on the boundary. Hence W is divergence free. Furthermore

T T
(15.2) / / g U® (Wb + AW + GW? — C'Wb> dydt = / / Gy U F? dydt
0 Q 0 Q

for any smooth divergence free vector field U that vanishes for t > T'. But in fact since W is divergence
free it follows that W+ AW? + GW? — CW? is divergence and since by construction F' is divergence
free as well it follows that (15.2) holds for any smooth vector field U that vanishes for ¢ > 7. We then
conclude that

(15.3) WP+ AW + GW® — CW? = F?, diviV =0

It therefore only remains to show that W € H"(2). We must show that we have uniform bounds
for the € smooth out equation similar to the a priori bounds for the linearized equation.

The uniform tangential bounds for the £ smoothed out equation follows the proof of the a priori
tangential bounds in section 10. The proof is just a change of notation. Let

(15.4) E; = <W51,W51> + <W51, (A + I)WEI>, W.r = ﬁéwWa

If € < dy then the commutator relation for A, (13.14), is exactly the same as for A, (8.5). Furthermore
the positivity property for A% only differs from the one for Ay by that the supremum over the boundary
in (3.13) is replaced by the supremum over a neighborhood of the boundary where d(y) < € in (13.11).
Hence all the calculations and inequalities in sections 10 and 12 hold with A replaced by A¢, if we replace
the supremum of Vy¢q/Vxnp over the boundary in (10.9) by the supremum of ¢/p over the domain Q\ 2°,
where Q° is given by (15.6). Therefore we will arrive at the energy bound (10.21) for E7 replaced by

(15.5) El*= > E,

|[I|<r,I€ET

i.e. Lemma 10.1 hold for E,T replaced by E,T ¢ with a constant independent of €. Note that, this is
where we need to have vanishing initial conditions and an inhomogeneous term that vanishes to high
order when ¢ = 0 so that also the higher order time derivatives of the solution of (14.1) vanished when
t = 0. If the initial conditions for higher order time derivatives were to be obtained from the € smoothed
out equation, then they would depend on ¢ and so we would not have been able to get a uniform bound
for the energy, E7-¢.

T

The bound for curl is very simple since by (13.17) the curl of A. vanishes in

(15.6) O° = {y; dist(y, 00Q) > e},
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it follows that all the formulas in section 12 hold when d(y) > ¢. This follows from replacing A in (12.3)
by A® and using that the curl of this vanishes for d(y) > €. Since all the estimates used from section 11
are point wise estimates we conclude that (12.11)-(12.12) hold for W replaced by W€ when d(y) > e.
Let

1/2
(15.7) cY-e = Z (/ |curl £ w.|? + | curl £ |? dy>
|J|<r—1, Jeu ‘

With CY replaced by C¥:¢ and E7 replaced by E7 ¢ we get exactly the same inequalities as before
(12.18)-(12.19), since these were derived from the point wise bounds in section 11. Furthermore, the
inequality (12.20) hold as well if we replace the norms by

(15.8) WOl = 3 ([ 1£bW )",

[I|<r,IeU

Therefore we conclude that the inequality in Lemma 12.2 hold with a constant C' independent of ¢ if
we replace the norms by (15.8):

Lemma 15.1. Suppose that z,p € C"™2([0,T] x Q), p‘aﬂ =0, VNP|3Q < —cop < 0 and divV = 0,
where V. = Dyx. Suppose that W, is a solution of (14.1) where F is divergence free and vanishing
to order r as t — 0. Let ET°¢ be defined by (15.5). Then there is a constant C depending only on

the norm of (x,p), a lower bound for cy and an upper bound for T, but independent of €, such that if
ET(0) = C%£(0) = 0, for s <r, then

t
(15.9) W)l 22y + IWe()lluir ey + BT (1) < C'/O |F|%dr,  for 0<t<T.

It therefore follows that the limit W satisfies the same bound with Q¢ replaced by 2, and so the
weak solution in section 14 is in fact a smooth solution.

16. THE ENERCY ESTIMATE REVISITED AND THE PROOF OF THE THEOREM.

In section 10 we estimated the energies of the tangential derivatives without using the estimate
of the normal derivatives coming from the curl. This was necessary to get uniform bounds for the e
smoothed out equation since in that case we could not estimate the curl close to the boundary. The
drawback was that instead we had to include all time derivatives as well in the energy. However, now
that we have existence we can obtain other bounds for the linearized equation directly. In section
9 we calculated the commutator between the linearized operator, considered as an operator from the
divergence free vector fields to the one forms, and Lie derivatives with respect to tangential vector fields,
and then projected the result back onto the divergence free vector fields. This was needed because the
commutator between Lie derivatives and the operator A considered as an operator with values in the
one forms is better behaved. However, the drawback is that the commutator with the second time
derivative, considered as an operator with values in the one forms, involves second time derivatives,
which is why we had to include all the time derivatives. Now we will instead commute through directly
with the operator from the divergence free vector fields to the divergence free vector fields. Let us then
also consider the original setting with non vanishing initial conditions and an inhomogeneous term:

(16.1) we — 90 ((0p)W —q1) = —g* ((geb — wep) W — Dvqa) + F°
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where ¢; and ¢z vanishes on the boundary and are chosen so that each term is divergence free. The
second term on the left is AW and the term in the right is —GW* + CW®. Let us now first calculate
the commutators with A and tangential vector fields.

(162) Ls(g" (@)W ~ 01))
= (L59™)0 ((0ep)W° — q1) + g™ 0 ((0:SP)W® + (0p)(LsW)° — Sqn)

bdgs g5, =Lsgeq. Projecting each term onto divergence free vector fields:

where Lgg® =—g%g
(16.3) LsAW = —GgAW + AgW + ALsW,

where Ag = Ag, and Gg = Mgys is the operator GgW* = P(g“gbeb). Expressed differently

(16.4) [Ls, AW = (Ag — GsA)W

Although Gy is a bounded operator, all the positivity properties of A are lost and the best we can say
is that GgA is an operator of order 1. The operator Ag is also of order 1 but in section 10 we used

the positivity property to estimate it in terms of A which we controlled by the energy. It remains to
calculate the commutator with Gg and C', which basically are the same.

(16.5) ﬁTGswi = £T <gab (gliWC - 8{,(]))

= (L7g™) (g5, W — 9pq) + g™ (L7gh,)WE + g° g5, LTWE — g0, Tq

Projecting each term onto the divergence free vector fields we arrive at
(16.6) [ET, Gs]W = (GTS — GTGs)I/V,

where GpgW* = P(g“bg;;FcSWc) and g;;FCS = L7 Lsgpe.
In general using (16.4) and (16.6) to commute through we get for some constants d II 1Ty
(16.7) LEAW — Actw =adl Gy, - Gr AL W,
where the sum is over all combinations with I; + ... + I, = I, with k& > 2, and |[I;| < |I|. Here
GWe =M We = P(g%¢g?, W), where gJ. = LIgac, Aj = Ags, and Wy = LLW. Similarly we get

the commutators with G and C

(16’8) ﬁéGW - GﬁéW = éIIIIkGh e Gfk—2GIk—1WIk

(16.9) clow —cclw =eltay, -G, _,Cr_ Wi,

The only thing that matters is that these are bounded operators, and in fact they are lower order since
|Ii| < |I]. Hence we obtain

(16.10) L1W:W]+AW]—|—GW]—CW]:H]
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where

(16.11) H; = Fy +d;*"™*Gy,--- Gr,_, A, Wi,
+ éIIIIkGh' t GIk—QGIk—IWIk + éIIIIkGh' t GIk—QCIk—IWIk

where |Ii| < |I| in the right hand side. Here F; = LLF. As before, let
(16.12) Er = (W, Wr) + (Wr, (A+ )W)

where we now only consider W; = LLW with S € S. The energy estimate is like before and we only
have to be able to estimate the L? norm of the right hand side of (16.10). The terms on the second
row of (16.11) are obviously bounded by E; for some |J| < |I]. In fact they are even lower order
since we have strict inequality. Therefore it only remains to estimate the term on the right in the first
row. || < |I| but Ay, is order one and it contains derivatives in any direction so that term has to be
estimated by the [[0W7, ||12(q), and so it does not directly help to have an estimate for |[LsW7, ||£2(q)
for all tangential derivatives S. However the estimate of the tangential derivatives together with the
estimates for curl in Lemma 12.1 gives the required estimate.

Let CR be defined (12.15), let ES be defined by (10.13) and let m® and m” be as in Definition
12.3. Then by Lemma 11.3 we get the inequality corresponding to (12.20):

(16.13) W+ Wl < K1 > mE (CF+ES),  where |[Wll, = [W(t)|r-()
s=0

Since the projection has norm 1, [|G ;W < |lg7 s |[W||. Tt follows that

(16.14) IGL - Gro Cr Wi < Hlg" oo - lg™ 2 lloo oo™ loo 1W< rinf ([ W]
(16.15) IGr - Gr o G W< g™ oo - ™2 oo 197 oo W < i W

where s = |[I;| < r and r = |I|. Let

3

(16.16) pE=Y (e D, 1057plL=o0)
s=0 |J|<s+1, JES

Since A; = Agu,, it follows form (3.15) that

(1617) ”Gfl’ o Gfk—zAIk—lwka < Hgll ”OO o Hglk72H<>O HAIk—lwlk” < p?—sHWHS +p;”z—s—1HWHS+1
By (4.9) applied to (16.10) in place of (4.3):

(16.18) |Er] < (L4 [1glloe + 18Blloo/c0) Er + 2V Ex|| H |

where ¢ is the constant in (1.6). By (16.14)-(16.17) we have

r—1
(16.19) IH| < C> (mF Wl + pF W) + Wl + [ Fllr
s=0
34



and using (16.13)
r—1

(16.20) 1H || < K1) (i +pR ) (CF + ES) + Kapg (CF + EF) + |||,
s=0

Summing (16.18) over all I € S with |I| = r and using (16.20) we get

dES
16.21 ‘ r
( ) g

< Ky (14 [glloe + 18Pl /o + 3 19plloc) (CF + E)

SeS
r—1
+ K1Y (R + ) (CR + BS) + |[F,
s=0
Furthermore, by Lemma 12.1, (12.18) hold with i/ replaced by R and T replaced by S:

dCR

r—1
S| S K (CF+ BY) + Ko Y i (CF + BT) + ||F|l,

s=1

(16.22)

(16.21) together with (16.22) gives us a bound for CX 4+ ES in terms of C® + E$ for s < r:
(16.23) CR(t) + ES(t) < K1 Jom97(CF(0) + E5(0))

t r—1
EreRtinar [ (57 4 g ) (CF o+ BS) + |F, ) dr
0 s=1
where n = 1 4 ||§lloc + |0P]loc/co + 2 ges [105P]lo0 + [|w]|oo- Since we already have proven the bound
for E§ = Fy in section 4, (16.23) inductively gives a bound for C® + ES. Hence by (16.13) we obtain:

Lemma 16.1. Suppose that x,p € C"T2([0,T] x ), p ‘892 0, Vap ‘89 <—c9<0 and divV =0, where
V = Dyx. Let W be the solution of (16.1) where F is divergence free. Then there is a constant C

depending only on the norm of (z,p), a lower bound for the constant co and an upper bound for T, such
that, for 0<t<T, we have

1620) WOl + WO+ (W©)ar < (WO + WOl + (WO)ar+ [ 1], dr)

where

(1625)  [WHlo = > ILEWOlew.  WEhar= Y. (LEWE), ALEW(£)Y/?

[I|1<r,I€ER [I|I<r,I€S

Note that the ||[W(t)||, is equivalent to the usual time independent Sobolev norm. Since there are
compactly supported divergence free vector fields (W (t))4 , is only a semi-norm on divergence free
vector fields, see (3.10). Furthermore, since 0 < ¢y < —Vyp < C it follows from (3.11) that (W (t))a»
is equivalent to a time independent semi-norm given by (3.11) with f the distance function d(y), see
(6.2). Since we only apply tangential vector fields, it also follows from (3.11) that, up to lower order
terms that can be bounded by ||[W (t)||,, it is equivalent to that the normal component of the vector
field Wy = N, W* is in H"(0%2).

Definition 16.1. With notation as in (16.25) define H"(€2) to be the completion of C*°(2) in the norm
IW(t)||,» and define N"(£2) to be the completion of the divergence free C>°(2) vector fields in the norm
[Wilxr = W@ + (W (E)) a.r-

Since the projection onto divergence free vector fields is continuous in the H” norm it follows that
H" is also the completion of the divergence free C'*° vector fields in the H" norm.
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Theorem 16.2. Suppose that x,p € C™T2([0,T] x ), p|89 =0, V]\/p‘aQ < —¢g < 0 and divD;z = 0.
Then if initial data and the inhomogeneous term in (2.29) are divergence free and satisfy

(16.26) (Wo,W1) € N"(Q) x H"(Q), FeL'([0,T],H"(Q))
the linearized equations (2.29) have a solution
(16.27) (W, W) € C([0,T],N"(Q) x H"(Q))

Proof. The existence of a solution in (16.27) follows from section 15 if initial data and the inhomogeneous
term are divergence free and C*° and the inhomogeneous term is supported in ¢t > 0. By approximating
the initial data and the inhomogeneous term in (16.26) with C'°° divergence free vector fields and
applying the estimate (16.24) to the differences we get a convergent sequence in (16.27) so the limit
must also be in this space. [
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