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WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE LINEARIZED MOTION OF

THE FREE SURFACE OF A COMPRESSIBLE FLUID

Hans Lindblad

1. Introduction

We consider Euler’s equations

(1.1) ρ
(

∂t + V k∂k
)

vj = −∂jp, j = 1, ..., n in D, where ∂i = ∂/∂xi

describing the motion of a perfect compressible fluid in vacuum:

(1.2) (∂t + V k∂k)ρ+ ρdivV = 0, divV = ∂kV
k in D

where the velocity v = (v1, ..., vn), the density ρ and the domain D ⊂ [0, T ]×R
n are to be determined.

Here the pressure p = p(ρ) is assumed to be a given function of the density which is strictly increasing
at the boundary where the density is assume to be constant. Furthermore V k = δkivi = vk and we
have used the summation convention that repeated upper and lower indices are summed over. We also
require the boundary conditions on the free boundary ∂D;

(1.3)

{

p = 0, on ∂D
(∂t + V k∂k)|∂D ∈ T (∂D),

The first condition says that the pressure vanishes outside the domain. The second condition says that
the boundary should move with the velocity of the fluid particles at the boundary.

Given a simply connected bounded domain D0 ⊂ R
n and initial data v0 and ρ0, we want to find a

set D ⊂ [0, T ]× R
n and a vector field v solving (1.1)-(1.3) and satisfying the initial conditions

(1.4)

{ {x; (0, x) ∈ D} = D0

v = v0, ρ = ρ0 on {0} × D0

Let Dt = {x; (t, x) ∈ D} and N be the exterior unit normal to the free surface ∂Dt. Christodoulou[C2]
conjectured the initial value problem (1.1)-(1.4), is well posed in Sobolev spaces under the assumption

(1.5) ∇N p ≤ −c0 < 0, on ∂D, where ∇N = N i∂xi .

(1.5) 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 the incompressible irrotational case (1.5) always hold, see [W1,2,CL],
and [W1,W2] proved existence in this case. In general Ebin[E1] showed that the incompressible problem
is ill posed when (1.5) is not satisfied. In [CL], together with Christodoulou, we proved a priori bounds in
Sobolev spaces in the general incompressible case of non vanishing curl and in [L1] we showed existence
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for the linearized equations, assuming that (1.5) hold. In [L1] we also announced an existence proof for
the nonlinear problem using the Nash-Moser technique.

For the compressible case there are however no previous existence or well-posedness results. This is
due to that the methods used for the irrotational incompressible case reduced the equations to equations
on the boundary and this does not work in the compressible case since the divergence is nonvanishing
and the pressure satisfies a wave equation in the interior. To be able to deal with the compressible case
one therefore needs the techniques developed in [CL,L1] since those use interior estimates.

Here we show existence for the linearized equations and estimates for these in Sobolev spaces in
the general compressible case, assuming that (1.5) hold. In a forthcoming paper we use improvements
of the existence and estimates here to prove existence for the nonlinear problem using the Nash-Moser
technique also in the compressible case. The existence proof here uses the orthogonal decomposition of
a vector field into a divergence free part and a gradient. For the divergence free part we get an equation
of the type studied in [L1] and for the divergence we get a wave equation on a bounded domain with
Dirichlet boundary conditions. The interaction terms between these equations are lower order so if we
put up an iteration, the equations decouple for the the new iterate and the previous iterates only enter
in the lower order terms.

Existence of solutions for the wave equation on a bounded domain is well known. However dealing
with the divergence free part of the equation requires the techniques developed in [L1]. Here we use a
generalization of the existence theorem in [L1] to the case when the divergence of the solution we linearize
around is nonvanishing. In [L1] we showed that the linearized incompressible Euler’s equations becomes
an evolution equation for what we called the normal operator. The normal operator is unbounded and
not elliptic in the case of nonvanishing curl. It is however positive assuming the physical condition (1.5)
and this leads to existence. Up to lower order terms, the projection of the linearized compressible Euler’s
equations onto divergence free vector fields becomes the linearized incompressible Euler’s equations.

As pointed out above, the positive of the pressure (1.5) leads to the positive of the normal operator,
introduced in [L1]. It appears that this condition is needed for the well-posedness also in the compressible
case since the divergence part essentially decouples from the divergence. In fact, the compressible case
was the main motivation for formulating the conjecture (1.5) since in that case it is it is clear that the
pressure has to be positive and in nature one expects fluids to be slightly compressible.

In section 2 we express Euler’s equations in the Lagrangian coordinates and derive the linearized
equations. In section 3 we define the orthogonal projection and the normal operator. In section 4 we
use the projection to decompose the equation into an evolution equation for the normal operator for the
divergence free part and a wave equation for the divergence. In section 4 we also give the statement of
the existence theorem. In section 5 we give the existence and estimates used for the the divergence free
part. In section 6 we give the existence and estimates used for the divergence part. In section 7 we give
the a priori estimates for the linearized system. In section 8 we discuss the initial and compatibility
conditions. Then finally in section 9 we construct and iteration to obtain a solution for the coupled
system.

2. Lagrangian coordinates and the linearized equation.

Let us introduce Lagrangian coordinates in which the boundary becomes fixed. Let Ω be a domain
in Rn and let f0 : Ω → D0 be a diffeomorphism. Assume that v(t, x), p(t, x), (t, x) ∈ D are given
satisfying the boundary conditions (1.3)-(1.4). The Lagrangian coordinates x = x(t, y) = ft(y) are
given by solving

(2.1) dx/dt = V (t, x(t, y)), x(0, y) = f0(y), y ∈ Ω
2



Then ft : Ω → Dt is a diffeomorphism, and the boundary becomes fixed in the new y coordinates. Let
us introduce the notation

Dt =
∂

∂t

∣

∣

∣

y=constant
=

∂

∂t

∣

∣

∣

x=constant
+ V k ∂

∂xk
,(2.2)

for the material derivative and

∂i =
∂

∂xi
=
∂ya

∂xi
∂

∂ya
.(2.3)

for the partial derivatives. In these coordinates Euler’s equation (1.1) become

(2.4) ρD2
t xi + ∂ip = 0, (t, y) ∈ [0, T ]× Ω

and the continuity equation (1.2) become

(2.5) Dtρ+ ρdivV = 0, (t, y) ∈ [0, T ]× Ω

Here the pressure p = p(ρ) is assumed to be a function of the density ρ. With h, the enthalpy, i.e.
h′(ρ) = p′(ρ)/ρ and h = 0 when p = 0, (2.4) becomes

(2.6) D2
t xi + ∂ih = 0, (t, y) ∈ [0, T ]× Ω

and the boundary condition (1.3) become

(2.7) h
∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0

Since ∂ih = ρ−1∂ip, Christodoulou’s physical condition (1.5) become

(2.8) ∇N h ≤ −c0 < 0, on ∂Ω, where ∇N = N i∂xi .

The enthalpy h is a function of the density ρ that satisfies (2.5) but since 1/κ, where

(2.9) κ = det (∂x/∂y),

also satisfies (2.5) it follows that ρ = ρ0κ0/κ, where ρ0 and κ0 are the initial values. By a theorem of
[DM] one can arbitrarily prescribe the volume form κ0 up to a constant so we may take κ0 = 1/ρ0 and
Ω to be the unit ball, by composing with a diffeomorphism. Hence ρ = 1/κ so h is a function of 1/κ,
so we can think of it as a function of σ = lnκ, changing notation: h = h(σ). Since h is a function of ρ
we can think of ρ = ρ(h) as function of h. Hence with e(h) = ln ρ(h) (2.5) instead become

(2.10) Dt e(h) + divV = 0.

We have now reduced the system (1.1)-(1.2) to (2.6) and (2.10) and we have reduced the boundary
condition (1.3) to (2.7). We have reduced the physical condition (1.5) to (2.8). However, as we will see
in below, in order for it to be solvable there are also a couple of other conditions that enter (2.13)-(2.14).

Taking the divergence of (2.6) using (2.10), and that [Dt, ∂i] = −(∂iV
k)∂k, gives a wave equation

for h with Dirichlet boundary conditions:

(2.11) D2
t e(h) −△h− (∂iV

k)∂kV
i = 0, h

∣

∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0.
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Here

(2.12) △h=
∑

i

∂2i h=κ
−1∂a

(

κgab∂bh
)

, where gab = δij
∂xi

∂ya
∂xj

∂yb
,

is the metric in the Lagrangian coordinates and gab is its inverse. Here ∂a = ∂/∂ya and we use the
convention that differentiation with respect to the Eulerean coordinates is denotes by letters i, j, k, l,m, n
and with respect to the Lagrangian coordinates is denoted by a, b, c, d, e, f .

In order for (2.11) to be solvable we must have that

(2.13) 0 < c1 ≤ e′ ≤ 1/c1 <∞, c1|ξ|2 ≤ gabξaξb ≤ |ξ|2/c1
for some constant c1 > 0. The first condition is related to that the pressure is assumed to be a strictly
increasing function of the pressure. The second condition is related to that the geometry of the boundary
∂Dt is bounded. Without getting further into the physical motivation of the condition (2.13) we remark
that from a mathematical point of view it is necessary for the well-posedness of the problem since one
can not solve the wave equation (2.13) without this condition.

In order for (2.11) to have a formal solution in Cr−1 we must also assume that the following r
compatibility conditions on initial data are satisfied

(2.14) Dj
th

∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0, when t = 0, for j = 0, ...,m − 1.

For j = 0, 1 this simply means that the initial conditions should vanish on the boundary, for j = 2 this
means that the sum of the last two terms (2.11) should vanish on the boundary and for larger j one
gets more conditions from taking time derivatives of (2.11).

Let us now derive the linearized equations. The calculations that follows below are partly identical to
those in [L1] since the equation (2.6) mathematically is the same as the equation for the incompressible
case, its only a difference of notation since the enthalpy h plays the same that the pressure p played in
the incompressible case. We therefore refer the reader to [L1] for more details of the calculations.

If δ is a variation in the Lagragian coordinates, i.e. derivative w.r.t. a parameter when t and y are
fixed, then [δ,Dt] = 0, [δ, ∂i]=−(∂iδx

k)∂k so [δ− δxk∂k, ∂i]=0. Applying δ − δxk∂k to (2.6) gives:

(2.15) D2
t δxi − (∂kD

2
t xi)δx

k − ∂i
(

δxk∂kh− δh
)

= 0

Using that also [δ − δxk∂k,△] = 0 we get from applying δ − δxk∂k to (2.11)

(2.16) D2
t (e

′(h)δh)− δxk∂kD
2
t e(h)−△

(

δh− δxk∂kh
)

− 2(∂iV
k)∂k(δV

i− δxl∂lV
i) = 0, δh

∣

∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0.

where δV i = Dtδx
i. Since we are considering a variation within families of solutions satisfying the m

compatibility conditions (2.14) this then translates into the same m compatibility conditions for the
variation in order for the last part of (2.16) to hold. These are

(2.17) Dj
t δh

∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0, when t = 0, for j = 0, ...,m − 1.

Since

(2.18)

[∂i,D
2
t ]δx

i = Dt

(

[∂i,Dt]δx
i
)

+ [∂i,Dt]Dtδx
i = 2(∂iV

k)
(

∂kδV
i − (∂kV

l)∂lδx
i
)

+ (∂iDtV
k)∂kδx

i

= 2(∂iV
k)∂k

(

δV i − δxl∂lV
i
)

+ δxl∂l
(

(∂iV
k)∂kV

i
)

+ ∂k
(

(∂iDtV
k)δxi

)

− (∂i∂kDtV
k)δxi

= 2(∂iV
k)∂k

(

δV i − δxl∂lV
i
)

+ ∂k
(

(∂iDtV
k)δxi

)

− (∂iDt divV )δxi

4



we get by taking the divergence of (2.15):

(2.19) D2
t divδx− δxi∂iDt divV −△

(

δxk∂kh− δh
)

+ 2(∂iV
k)∂k(δV

i− δxl∂lV
i) = 0

Hence if we add (2.19) and (2.16) and use (2.10) we get

(2.20) D2
t

(

divδx+ e′(h)δh
)

= 0,

It follows that

(2.21) divδx = −e′δh,

Actually, this also follows from our original assumption that h was a function of the Jacobian κ since
if σ = lnκ then δσ = divδx, see [L1], so δh(σ) = h′δσ = h′ divδx = ... = −divδx/e′.

The basic assumption in solving the system (2.15) and (2.16) is that one should assume that divδx
has the same space regularity as δx.

Let us now express also the vector field in the Lagrangian frame. Let

(2.22) W a =
∂ya

∂xi
δxi, ġab = Dtgab, ωab = ∂avb − ∂bva,

where va = (∂xi/∂ya)Dtxi, then since the divergence is invariant

(2.23) divδx = divW = κ−1∂a
(

κW a
)

The linearized equation (2.15), see (2.9)-(2.20) in [L1], become

(2.24) gabD
2
tW

b − ∂a
(

(∂ch)W
c − δh

)

= −
(

ġac − ωac

)

DtW
c + F a,

where we also have added an inhomogeneous term F . The reason for adding the inhomogeneous term
is because its simpler to move the initial conditions into an inhomogeneous term. If we have initial
conditions satisfying constraint conditions at the boundary up to a certain order one can form a power
series satisfying the equation up to that order as t → 0. Subtracting of the power series yields an
equation with vanishing initial conditions and instead an inhomogeneous term vanishing to that order
minus two as t→ 0.

The idea is now to decompose the equation into a divergence free part, to be dealt with using the
methods from the incompressible case in [L1] and a divergence part, to be dealt with using estimates
and existence for wave equations on a bounded domain. The interaction terms turn out to be lower
order.

3. The projection and the normal operator.

We will now make an orthogonal decomposition: H = L2 = Hd ⊕ Hg into divergence free vector
fields and gradients of functions in H1

0 (Ω). Let us therefore define the orthogonal projection P onto
divergence free vector fields by

(3.1) PUa = Ua − gab∂bpU , △pU = divU, pU
∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0

5



(Here △q = κ−1∂a
(

κgab∂bq
)

. ) P is the orthogonal projection in the inner product, see [L1],

(3.2) 〈U,W 〉 =
∫

Ω

gabU
aW bκdy

Note also that, with

(3.3) ‖W (t)‖r = ‖W (t, ·)‖Hr(Ω) =

r
∑

k=0

‖∂kW (t, ·)‖L2(Ω), ‖W (t)‖r,s =
s

∑

k=0

‖D̂k
tW (t, ·)‖Hr

denoting the Sobolev norms for fixed time with space and time differentiation of order r and s, where
D̂t is gievn by (4.2), we have

(3.4) ‖PW‖r,s ≤ C‖W‖r,s, ‖(I − P )W‖r,s ≤ C‖divW‖r−1,s

since its just a matter of solving the Dirichlet problem and commuting through time derivatives.

We will now define the normal operator, which is a symmetric operator on divergence free vector
fields introduced in [L1]. For a function f that vanishes on the boundary define AfW

a = gabAfWb,
where

(3.5) AfWa = −∂a
(

(∂cf)W
c − q

)

, △
(

(∂cf)W
c − q

)

= 0, q
∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0

and we restrict our attention to divergence free vector fields. If U and W are divergence free then

(3.6) 〈U,AfW 〉 =
∫

∂Ω

na U
a(−∂cf)W c dS

where n is the unit connormal. If f
∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0 then −∂cf

∣

∣

∂Ω
= (−∇Nf)nc. It follows that Af is a

symmetric operator on divergence free vector fields, and in particular the normal operator

(3.7) A = Ah

where h is the enthalpy is positive since we assumed the physical condition that −∇Nh ≥ c0 > 0 on the
boundary. The normal operator is order one, by (3.4)

(3.8) ‖AW‖r,s ≤ C‖W‖r+1,s.

The normal operator has certain delicate commutator properties with vector fields and positivity
properties which were essential for the existence proof in [L1]. The main difficulty being that it is not
elliptic acting on vector fields with nonvanishing curl. Furthermore, in order to prove existence one
had to replace it by a sequence of bounded operator which uniformly had the same commutator and
positivity properties. Here we will only use a generalization of the existence proof in [L1] and we will
explain what needs to be changed.

4. Decomposition of the equation into a divergence free

part and a divergence part and statement of the theorem.

We now want to decompose the linearized equations (2.24)

(4.1) D2
tW

a − gab∂b
(

(∂ch)W
c − δh

)

= −gab
(

ġbc − ωbc

)

DtW
c + F a, δh = −divW /e′

6



into an equation for the divergence free part and an equation for the divergence. Now, Dt does not
commute with taking the divergence, if divV 6= 0, so we will replace it by a modified time derivative
that does:

(4.2) D̂t = Dt +divV, ie D̂tW
a = DtW

a + (divV )W a = κ−1Dt(κW
a)

Then it follows from (2.23) that D̂t divW = divD̂tW , since if σ = lnκ then σ̇ = Dtσ = divV , see [L1].

With this notation we have D̂2
t = (Dt+divV )(Dt+divV ) = D2

t +2σ̇Dt+ σ̇
2+ σ̈ = D2

t +2σ̇D̂t+ σ̈− σ̇2

so

(4.3) D2
t = D̂2

t − 2σ̇D̂t + σ̇2 − σ̈, Dt = D̂t − σ̇

Hence, with Ẇ = D̂tW and Ẅ = D̂2
tW , we can write the equation

(4.4) Ẅ a − gab∂b
(

(∂ch)W
c − δh

)

= Ba(W, Ẇ ) + F a, δh = −divW /e′

where

(4.5) Ba(W, Ẇ ) = −gab
(

ġbc − ωbc

)

(Ẇ c − σ̇W c) + 2σ̇Ẇ a + (σ̈ − σ̇2)W a

Taking the divergence of (4.4) gives

(4.6) D̂2
t (e

′δh) −△
(

δh − (∂ch)W
c
)

= −divB(W, Ẇ )− divF

where we assumed that 0 < c1 < e′ < 1/c1 <∞ for some constant c1. We get

(4.7) e′D̂2
t δh−△(δh− (∂ch)W

c) = G(W, Ẇ , ∂W, ∂Ẇ , δh, D̂tδh) − divF, divW1 = −e′δh

where

(4.8) G(W, Ẇ , ∂W, ∂Ẇ , δh, D̂tδh) = −divB(W, Ẇ ) + 2(Dte
′)D̂tδh+ (D2

t e
′)δh, W =W0 +W1

We now, also want to project (4.4) onto the divergence free vector fields. Let us therefore decompose
into a divergence free part and a divergence part.

(4.9) W0 =W −W1, W a
1 = gab∂bpW , △pW = divW, pW

∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0

Note that by (3.4)

(4.10) ‖W1‖r+1 ≤ C‖divW1‖r, ‖Ẇ1‖r ≤ C‖D̂t divW‖r−1

IfW0 is divergence free then obviously Ẅ0 is divergence free so if P denotes the orthogonal projection
onto the divergence free vector fields then we need to calculate P (D̂2

tW1), where W
a
1 = (I − P )W a =

gab∂bq and △q = divW , q
∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0. With kab = D̂tg

ab and k̇ab = D̂tk
ab and q̇ = Dtq, q̈ = D2

t q we get

(4.11) D̂2
tW

a
1 = D̂2

t (g
ab∂bq) = k̇ab∂bpW + 2kab∂bDtq̇ + gab∂bq̈

= k̇ab∂bq + 2kabgbc(D̂t(g
cd∂bq)− kcd∂dq) + gab∂bq̈ = k̇acW

c + 2kab(Ẇ
b
1 − kbdW

d) + gab∂bq̈
7



If we project to the divergence free vector fields then the last term vanishes since q̈
∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0 so we get

(4.12) P (D̂2
tW

a) = D̂2
tW

a
0 + P

(

k̇acW
c
1 + 2kab(Ẇ

b
1 − kbdW

d
1 )
)

, kab = D̂tg
ab, k̇ab = D̂2

t g
ab

We now want to project (4.4) onto the divergence free vector fields. The most important thing in doing
to so is that the projection of the gradient of δh vanishes since δh

∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0. We therefore get

(4.13) Ẅ a
0 +AW a

0 = PHa(W0, Ẇ0,W1, Ẇ1, ∂W1) + PF a

where AW a = −P
(

gab∂b
(

(∂ch)W
c
0

))

is the normal operator and

(4.14) Ha(W0, Ẇ0,W1, Ẇ1, ∂Ẇ1) = gab∂b
(

(∂ch)W
c
)

− gab
(

ġbc − ωbc

)

(Ẇ c − σ̇W c) + 2σ̇Ẇ a + (σ̈ − σ̇2)W a + k̇acW
c
1 + 2kab(Ẇ

b
1 − kbdW

d
1 )

The equations (4.1) for W are hence replaced by (4.7) and (4.13) for W0 and W1. We will solve
this system for (W0,W1) nad we hence get a solution W =W0 +W1 of (4.1).

We will now prove existence for the linearized equations

(4.15) Ẅ a − gab∂b
(

(∂ch)W
c − δh

)

= Ba(W, Ẇ ) + F a, where δh = −divW /e′

and B is given by (4.5), with initial conditions

(4.16) W
∣

∣

t=0
= W̃ 0, Ẇ

∣

∣

t=0
= W̃ 1

assuming that F vanishes to infinite order as t → 0 and the compatibility conditions for initial data
described below hold to any order.

Suppose that we have a solution of (4.15)-(4.16) where F vanishes to any order as t → 0. Then, if
we move the second term in the left of (4.15) into the right hand side and differentiate with respect to
time we get

(4.17) D̂k+2
t W = Bk

(

W, ., D̂k+1
t W,∂W, ..., ∂D̂k

t W,∂
2W, ..., ∂2D̂k

tW
)

+ D̂k
t F,

for some function Bk, where D̂
k
t F

∣

∣

t=0
= 0. Let us therefore define functions of space only by

(4.18) W̃ k+2 = Bk

(

W̃ 0, ..., W̃ k+1, ∂W̃ 0, ..., ∂W̃ k, ∂2W̃ 0, ..., ∂2W̃ k
)∣

∣

t=0
, k ≥ 0

Since D̂k
t divW = divD̂k

tW , the compatibility conditions for solving the wave equation (2.17) become:

(4.19) divW̃ k
∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0, for k ≤ m− 1

(4.19) is called the mth order compatibility condition. Since W̃ k are determined from initial data (4.16)
this gives some compatibility conditions on initial data. We now assume that initial data in (4.16) are
smooth and that the compatibility conditions hold for all orders m = 0, 1, ....

We will prove the following theorem:
8



Theorem 4.1. Suppose that (x, h, e′) are smooth and that (2.7), (2.8) and (2.13) hold for 0 ≤ t ≤ T ,
Suppose that the inhomogeneous term F in (4.15) is smooth for 0 ≤ t ≤ T and vanishes to any order
as t → 0. Suppose also that the initial conditions (4.16) are smooth and satisfy all the mth order
compatibility conditions (4.19), for m = 0, 1, .... Then the linearized equations (4.15)-(4.16) have a
smooth solution for 0 ≤ t ≤ T .

Furthermore the solution satisfy the following energy estimates. Let W = W0 +W1 be the decom-
position (4.9) and set

(4.20) Er(t) = ‖Ẇ0(t)‖r + ‖W0(t)‖r + 〈W0(t)〉A,r + ‖divW1(t)‖r + ‖divẆ1(t)‖r−1

where Ẇ = D̂tW = DtW + (divV )W and 〈W0〉A,r is defined in the next section. Then if r ≥ 1 there
is a constant C depending only on (x, h, e′), r and T such that for 0 ≤ t ≤ T we have

(4.21) Er(t) ≤ C
(

Er(0) +

∫ t

0

‖|F‖|r dτ
)

Here ‖|F‖|r is defined in the next section, (5.5). Furthermore

(4.22) E1(t) ≤ C
(

E1(0) +

∫ t

0

‖F‖1 dτ
)

and if

(4.23) Ẽr(t) = ‖|Ẇ0(t)‖|r + ‖|W0(t)‖|r + 〈W0(t)〉A,r + ‖|divW1(t)‖|r
then we also have:

(4.24) Ẽr(t) ≤ C
(

Er(0) +

∫ t

0

‖|F‖|r dτ
)

Remark. We have for simplicity stated the result for infinitely differentiable initial data that satisfy the
compatibility conditions (4.18) for all orders m = 0, 1, .... The proof actually gives that if the rth order
compatibility condition is satisfied then we get a solution in the spaces associated with the rth energy
provided that initial data has some additional regularity (W̃ 0, W̃ 1) ∈ H2r+1×H2r. However one should
be able to just assume that the rth order energy (4.20) of data is bounded initially, and recover the
loss of regularity of the solution afterwards, see [Ev]. In our application of this result to the nonlinear
problem using Nash-Moser, we have vanishing initial data and the compatibility conditions are fulfilled
to any order.

In the proof that follows we assume that (x, h, e′) are fixed smooth functions satisfying the conditions
(2.7), (2.8) and (2.13). The proof of existence will use energy norms to any order r. All constants C in

the proof that follows will depend on some Cr′ norms of (x, h, e′), for some r′ depending on the order
r of the energy norm of W that we are estimating, but we will not calculate the explicit dependence
here.

5. Existence and estimates in the divergence free class.

In [L1] we proved existence for solutions of

(5.1) D̂2
tW0 +AW0 = H, W0

∣

∣

t=0
= W̃ 0

0 , Ẇ0

∣

∣

t=0
= W̃ 1

0

We have
9



Theorem 5.1. Suppose that x, h ∈ Cr+2([0, T ] × Ω), h
∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0, ∇Nh

∣

∣

∂Ω
≤ −c0 < 0. Then if initial

data in (5.1) and the inhomogeneous term in (5.1) are divergence free and satisfy

(5.2) (W̃ 0
0 , W̃

1
0 ) ∈ Nr(Ω)×Hr(Ω), H ∈ L1

(

[0, T ],Hr(Ω)
)

the linearized equations (5.1) have a solution

(5.3) (W0, Ẇ0) ∈ C
(

[0, T ], Nr(Ω)×Hr(Ω)
)

.

Furthermore, with a constant C depending only on the norm of x and h, T and the constant c0 we have

(5.4) E0r(t) ≤ C
(

E0r(0) +

∫ t

0

‖H(τ)‖r dτ
)

, E0r(t) = ‖Ẇ0(t)‖r + ‖W0(t)‖r + 〈W0(t)〉A,r

Here

(5.5) 〈W 〉A,r =
∑

|I|≤r,I∈S

〈LI
SW,ALI

SW 〉1/2

where S is a spanning set of tangential space derivatives, LI
S is a product of |I| Lie derivatives with

respect to these vector fields. A is the normal operator which is positive so 〈W 〉A,r is a seminorm. Here
Hr(Ω) is a space which is equivalent to the usual Sobolev spaces. Nr(Ω) is the completion of the C∞

divergence free vector fields in the norm ‖W‖Nr = ‖W‖Hr + 〈W 〉A,r. W ∈ Nr(Ω) is equivalent to that
W is divergence free, W ∈ Hr(Ω) and the normal component WN = NaW

a is in Hr(∂Ω).

Proof. In case divV = 0 this was proven in [L1] and the proof there can be easily modified by multiplying
or dividing by κ = det (∂x/∂y). Let us now indicate what needs to be changed in [L1]. We can use
the same set of tangential vector fields as in [L1], but now they are no longer divergence free so it is
no longer true that a Lie derivative with respect to these preserves the divergence free condition. But
one can easily modify the Lie derivative so it preserves the divergence free condition. The modified Lie
derivative applied to a vector field is

(5.6) L̂TW = LTW + (divT )W,

It satisfies div L̂TW = T̂ divW , where T̂ = T + (divT ). One then has to make it so one always apply
this modified Lie derivative to vector fields. However we use the usual Lie derivative, when applied to
one forms since we use that it commutes with covariant differentiation. In deriving the estimates for
all components of a vector field in terms of the divergence, the curl and the tangential components we
then use that LT (gabW

b) = gabL̂TW
b + (ĽT gab)W

b, where ĽT gab = LT gab − (divT )gab. Let us now
examine how the critical commutator with the normal operator, (3.5), is changed from what it was in
[L1]. We have

(5.7) LTAfWa = LT∂a
(

(∂cf)W
c − q

)

= ∂a
(

(∂cf)L̂TW + ∂c(Ť f)W
c − Tq + f(∂c divT )W

c
)

where Ť f = Tf − (divT )f . When we project again the last two terms vanish since they vanish on the
boundary so the commutator relation in [L1] will be replaced by

(5.8) PLTAW = Af L̂TW +AŤ fW

The issue of how to deal with the initial conditions in case divV 6= 0 is discussed in section 8. �

Now, the norms used in Theorem 5.1 are natural for the initial value problem. However, when
solving the wave equation with Dirichlet boundary conditions it is more natural to first look on norms
with many time derivatives. Because of the coupling between the two equations we must therefore also
estimate more time derivatives of the divergence free part. From differentiating the equation (5.1) we
get:
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Lemma 5.2. Let E0,r be as in Theorem 5.1 and let

(5.9) ‖|W (t)‖|r =
∑

s+k≤r

‖W (t)‖k,s where ‖W (t)‖r,s =
s

∑

k=0

‖D̂k
tW (t)‖r

Then

(5.10) ‖|Ẇ0‖|r + ‖|W0‖|r ≤ C
(

E0,r + ‖|H‖|r−1

)

, r ≥ 1

Proof. The proof is just differentiation of (5.1) using that A is order one, (3.8);

(5.11) ‖|Ẅ0‖|r−1 ≤ C(‖|W0‖|r + ‖|H‖|r−1), r ≥ 1

which proves (5.10) for r = 1 so we may assume that r ≥ 2 in (5.10). We have

(5.12) ‖|W0‖|r ≤ ‖W0‖r + ‖Ẇ0‖r−1 + ‖|Ẅ0‖|r−2, r ≥ 2

so together with (5.11) we get

(5.13) ‖|W0‖|r ≤ C
(

E0,r + ‖|W0‖|r−1 + ‖|H‖|r−2

)

, r ≥ 2

Since also ‖|W0‖|1 ≤ E0,1 we can use induction in r to prove that

(5.14) ‖|W0‖|r ≤ C
(

E0,r + ‖|H‖|r−2

)

, r ≥ 2

Similarly

(5.15) ‖|Ẇ0‖|r ≤ ‖Ẇ0‖r + ‖|Ẅ0‖|r−1, r ≥ 1

so by (5.11) again

(5.16) ‖|Ẇ0‖|r ≤ C
(

E0,r + ‖|W0‖|r + ‖|H‖|r−1

)

, r ≥ 1

(5.10) for r ≥ 2 now follows from (5.14) and (5.16). �

6. Existence and estimates for the wave equation.

Existence of solutions for a wave equation with Dirichlet boundary conditions and initial conditions
satisfying some compatibility conditions is well known, see e.g. [H]. The result in [H] is stated with
vanishing initial condition but we will reduce to that case by subtracting of the mth order Taylor series.
We consider the Cauchy problem for the wave equation on a bounded domain with Dirichlet boundary
conditions:

fD̂2
tψ −△ψ = △φ+G = G̃, in Ω, ψ

∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0,(6.1)

ψ
∣

∣

t=0
= ψ0, D̂tψ

∣

∣

t=0
= ψ1(6.2)

Here

(6.3) △ψ =
1√
det g

∂a

(

√

det ggab∂bψ
)

,

11



where gab is the inverse of the metric gab and det g = det{gab}. We assume that gab and f are smooth
satisfying:

(6.4) c1 < f < 1/c1, c1|ξ|2 ≤ gabξaξb ≤ |ξ|2/c1

for some constant 0 < c1 <∞.

In order for this to be solvable initial data must be compatible with the boundary condition. If we
move the Laplacian in (6.1) over to the right hand side and differentiate (6.1) with respect to time we
get

(6.5) Dk+2
t ψ = Gk

(

ψ, ...,Dk+1
t ψ, ∂ψ, ..., ∂Dk

t ψ, ∂
2ψ, ..., ∂2Dk

t ψ
)

for some functions Gk. We therefore define functions of the space variables only ψk

(6.6) ψk+2 = Gk

(

ψ0, ..., ψk+1, ∂ψ0, ..., ∂ψk , ∂
2ψ0, ..., ∂

2ψk

)

where ψ0 and ψ1 are as in (6.2). For this to be compatible with the boundary conditions we must have

(6.7) ψk

∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0, for k ≤ m− 1 or ψk ∈ H1

0 (Ω) for k ≤ m− 1

(6.5) is called themth order compatibility condition. Since ψk are determined from the initial conditions
ψ0 and ψ1 this gives some compatibility conditions on the initial conditions. The last alternative in
(6.7) is the weak form, see [Ev] of the compatibility conditions if initial data (ψ0, ψ1) ∈ Hr×Hr−1. For
the first form in (6.7) we of course have to assume that ψk are continuous as well close to the boundary,
so we have to assume some additional regularity.

The result in [H] is stated with vanishing initial conditions but, if the compatibility conditions are
satisfied, one can reduce to that case by subtracting of the Taylor series:

(6.8) ψ̃m =

m−1
∑

k=0

tkψk/k!,

and instead get vanishing initial conditions but an inhomogeneous term. If ψ = ψ − ψ̃k then

(6.9) fD̂2
tψ −△ψ = −fD̂2

t ψ̃k +△ψ̃k + G̃ = G

The new G must then vanish to orderm−3 as t→ 0. In [H] there is an existence proof in Sobolev spaces
of order m− 3 for this case. For simplicity, we will however state the result for infinitely differentiable
initial data, satisfying (6.5) for all orders m = 0, 1, .... It then follows from [H] that we have a solution
in Ck as well for any k by subtracting off the Taylor series (6.6) to sufficiently high order.

We will use an energy estimate, where φ in the right hand side of (6.1) is treated in a special way
so that we require one less space derivative but one more time derivative of φ. This because the term φ
will be a coupling from the equation for the divergence free part and for that one we control more space
than time regularity, see Theorem 5.1. This is needed in order to get the lowest order energy estimates
for the coupled system.
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Theorem 6.1. Suppose that gab and f are smooth and satisfy (6.4) and that G̃ is smooth. Suppose
also that the initial condition (ψ0, ψ1) in (6.2) are smooth and satisfy the compatibility conditions (6.5)
for all m = 0, 1, .... Then (6.1)-(6.2) has a smooth solution ψ. Let

(6.10) E1,r(t) = ‖ψ(t)‖0,r + ‖ψ(t)‖1,r−1, where ‖ψ(t)‖r,s =

s
∑

k=0

‖D̂k
t ψ(t)‖r

Then for each r ≥ 1 there is a constant C such that for 0 ≤ t ≤ T we have

(6.11) E1,r(t) ≤ C
(

E1,r(0) + ‖φ(0)‖1,r−1 +

∫ t

0

(

‖φ(τ)‖1,r + ‖G(τ)‖0,r−1

)

dτ
)

Proof. The existence was just discussed above so we will only need to prove the estimate. The proof is
going to be an application of Lemma 6.2 below. However, in the energy E in (6.12) we are missing an
estimate of ‖ψ‖L2 and we only have estimates for ‖ψ + φ‖1,r−1 instead of ‖ψ‖1,r−1. The first problem

is solved by replacing E by Ẽ = E + ‖ψ‖L2 . Since d(‖ψ(t)‖L2 )/dt ≤ ‖Dtψ(t)‖L2 ≤ E (6.14) still holds

for Ẽ. The second problem that in the energy Ẽ we only have estimates for ‖ψ + φ‖1,r−1 instead of
‖ψ‖1,r−1, is solved by adding the term:

(6.12) ‖φ(t)‖1,r−1 ≤ ‖φ(0)‖1,r−1 +

∫ t

0

‖φ(τ)‖1,r dτ �

Lemma 6.2. Suppose that ψ is a solution of (5.1). Let ∇a = gab∂b.

(6.13) E(t) =
(

∑

s≤r−1

1

2

∫

Ω

f |D̂s+1
t ψ|2 + |D̂s

t∇(ψ + φ)|2 κdy
)1/2

,

where |D̂s
t∇χ|2 = gab(D̂

s
t∇aχ)(D̂s

t∇bχ). Then

(6.14)
dE

dt
≤ C

(

E +
∑

s≤r−1

(

‖∇D̂s+1
t φ‖L2 + ‖D̂s

tG‖L2

)

)

Proof. We will prove that dE2/dt is bounded by E times the right hand side of (6.13) and (6.13) follows

from this since dE/dt = (dE2/dt)/(2E). With the notation D̂t = Dt + divV and Ďt = Dt − divV we

have D̂t(fg
2) = (Ďtf)g

2 + 2fgD̂tg, and since also Dtκ/κ = divV it follows that

(6.15)
dE2

dt
=

∑

s≤r−1

∫

Ω

(

f(D̂s+1
t ψ)(D̂s+2

t ψ) + gab
(

D̂s
t∇a(ψ + φ)

)(

D̂s+1
t ∇b(ψ + φ)

)

)

κdy

+
1

2

∫

Ω

(

(Ďtf)(D̂
s+1
t ψ)2 + (Ďtgab)

(

D̂s
t∇a(ψ + φ)

)(

D̂s
t∇b(ψ + φ)

)

)

κdy

Here the terms on the second row are obviously bounded by a constant times E2 so it remains to look
on the terms on the first row. The commutator [D̂s+1

t ,∇b]χ is bounded by a constant times |D̂j
t∇χ|
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for j ≤ s so if we commute through the time derivative in the last term on the first row we get a
commutator which is controlled by the E2 After commuting we get if we integrate by parts

(6.16)
dE2

dt
=

∑

s≤r−1

∫

Ω

(

f(D̂s+1
t ψ)(D̂s+2

t ψ) +
(

D̂s
t∇a(ψ + φ)

)(

∂a(D̂
s+1
t ψ) + ∂a(D̂

s+1
t φ)

)

)

κdy +O(E2)

=
∑

s≤r

∫

Ω

(

(D̂s+1
t ψ)

(

fD̂s+2
t ψ − κ−1∂a

(

κD̂s
t∇a(φ+ ψ)

)

+
(

D̂s
t∇a(ψ + φ)

)(

∂a(D̂
s+1
t φ)

)

)

κdy +O(E2)

Here the last term in the integrand on the second row is controlled by CE
∑

s≤r ‖∇D̂s+1
t φ‖, so it only

remains to look on the first term. Now D̂tg = κ−1Dt(κg) so differentiating f2D̂2
tψ −△(ψ + φ) = G:

(6.17) D̂s
t

(

fD̂2
tψ−κ−1∂a

(

κ∇a(ψ+φ)
)

)

= fD̂s+2
t ψ−κ−1∂a

(

κD̂s
t∇a(ψ+φ)

)

+

s−1
∑

k=0

ck(D
s−k
t f)(D̂k+2

t ψ)

for some constants ck. Since the L2 norm of the last term is bounded by CE the lemma follows. �

One can get additional space regularity from taking time derivatives of the equation (6.1) and
solving the Dirichlet problem for the Laplacian.

Lemma 6.3. Let E1,r be as in Theorem 6.1 and let ‖|ψ‖|r =
∑

s+k≤r ‖Ds
tψ‖k. Then

(6.18) ‖|ψ‖|r ≤ C
(

E1,r + ‖|G‖|r−2 + ‖|φ‖|r
)

, r ≥ 2, ‖|ψ‖|1 ≤ CE1,1

Proof. Solving the Dirichlet problem:

(6.19) △ψ = fD̂2
tψ −△φ−G, ψ

∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0

gives

(6.20) ‖ψ‖k+2 ≤ C
(

‖D̂2
tψ‖k + ‖G‖k + ‖φ‖k+2

)

and commuting through time derivatives in (6.19) gives

(6.21) △D̂s
tψ =

s
∑

j=0

ckD
s−j
t fD̂2+j

t ψ −△D̂s
tφ−Ds

tG− [D̂s
t ,△]ψ + [D̂s

t ,△]φ D̂s
tψ

∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0

so solving the Dirichlet problem gives

(6.22) ‖D̂s
tψ‖k+2 ≤ C

(

s
∑

j=0

‖D̂2+j
t ψ‖k + ‖D̂s

tG‖k +

s
∑

j=0

‖D̂j
tφ‖k+2 +

s−1
∑

j=0

‖D̂j
tψ‖k+2

)

Here the last term is lower order and is absent if s = 0 so using induction in s we get

(6.23)
s

∑

j=0

‖D̂j
tψ‖k+2 ≤ C

s
∑

j=0

(

‖D̂2+j
t ψ‖k + ‖D̂j

tG‖k + ‖D̂j
tφ‖k+2

)

or with ‖ψ‖r,s =
∑s

k=0 ‖Dk
t ψ‖r

(6.24) ‖ψ‖s+2,r−s−2 ≤ C
(

‖ψ‖s,r−s + ‖G‖s,r−s−2 + ‖φ‖s+2,r−s−2

)

, 0 ≤ s ≤ r − 2

Since ‖|ψ‖|r =
∑r

s=0 ‖ψ‖r−s,s it therefore inductively follows that

(6.25) ‖|ψ‖|r ≤ C
(

‖ψ‖0,r + ‖ψ‖1,r−1 + ‖|G‖|r−2 + ‖|φ‖|r
)

�

We can similarly turn this around and get estimates for Er from more space derivatives instead
which can be used for the initial conditions.
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Lemma 6.4. Let ψ be the solution of (6.1) and let E2,r(t) = ‖ψ(t)‖r,0 + ‖ψ(t)‖r−1,1. Then

(6.26) ‖|ψ‖|r ≤ C
(

E2,r + ‖|G‖|r−2 + ‖|φ‖|r
)

, r ≥ 2, ‖|ψ‖|1 ≤ CE2,1

Proof. The proof is exactly the same as that of Lemma 6.3 apart from that the Laplacian and the
second derivative with respect to time changed role. We obtain the result simply by differentiating

(6.27) D̂2
tψ = f−1

(

△ψ +△φ+G)

with respect to time.

(6.28) ‖ψ‖r−k,k ≤ C
(

‖ψ‖r,0 + ‖ψ‖r−1,1 +

k
∑

j=2

‖G+△φ‖r−j,j−2

)

This follows from (6.5) using induction in k. �

7. A priori bounds for the linearized system.

Let us first consider the equation (4.13) for the divergence free part:

(7.1) Ẅ0 +AW0 = PH(W0, Ẇ0,W1, Ẇ1, ∂W1) + PF a

Associated with (7.1) are energies

(7.2) E0,r(t) = ‖Ẇ0(t)‖r + ‖W0(t)‖r + 〈W0(t)〉A,r

Let us now consider the wave equation for the divergence δh

(7.3) e′D̂2
t δh −△(δh− (∂ch)W

c) = G(W, Ẇ , ∂W, ∂Ẇ , δh, D̂tδh) − divF,

where W =W0 +W1 and W a
1 = gab∂bq is given by solving the Dirichlet problem

(7.4) △q = −e′δh, q
∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0

so that divW1 = −e′δh. Associated with (7.3) there are energies

(7.5) E1,r(t) = ‖divW1‖1,r−1 + ‖divW1‖0,r,

where ‖χ‖r,s =
∑s

k=0 ‖D̂k
t χ‖r.

Through differentiating the equations (7.1) and (7.3) we can then control all components of the
appropriate order through these energies. The energy (7.2) contains all space derivatives so we get
additional time derivatives from differentiating (7.1) with respect to time, see Lemma 5.2. The energy
(7.5) on the other hand contain all time derivatives so we get additional space derivatives through
differentiating (7.3) and solving the Dirichlet problem for the Laplacian, which was done in Lemma 6.3.
This leads to:
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Lemma 7.1. Let ‖|χ‖|r =
∑

s+k≤r ‖D̂s
tχ‖k. Then

(7.6) ‖|Ẇ0‖|r + ‖|W0‖|r + ‖|divW1‖|r ≤ C
(

E0,r + E1,r + ‖|F‖|r−1

)

, r ≥ 1

Proof. By Lemma 5.2 applied to (7.1), using (3.4) and (3.8):

(7.7) ‖|Ẇ0‖|r + ‖|W0‖|r ≤ C
(

E0,r + ‖|Ẇ0‖|r−1 + ‖|W0‖|r−1 + ‖|divW1‖|r−1 + ‖|F‖|r−1

)

Since also ‖|Ẇ0‖|0 + ‖|W0‖|0 ≤ E0,0 it follows by induction in r that

(7.8) ‖|Ẇ0‖|r + ‖|W0‖|r ≤ C
(

E0,r + ‖|divW1‖|r−1 + ‖|F |‖r−1

)

We get from Lemma 6.3 applied to this (7.3), with ψ = −divW/e′, φ = −(∂ch)W
c
0 and f = e′:

(7.9) ‖|divW1‖|r ≤ C
(

E1,r + ‖|divW1‖|r−1 + ‖|W0‖|r + ‖|F‖|r−1

)

, r ≥ 2

Since also ‖|divW1‖|1 ≤ E1,1 it follows from induction in r:

(7.10) ‖|divW1‖|r ≤ C
(

E1,r + ‖|W0‖|r + ‖|F‖|r−1

)

,

Since also ‖|divW1‖|0 ≤ E1,1 (7.6) now follows from (7.8) and (7.10) �

Lemma 7.2. If r ≥ 1 then

(7.11) E0,r(t) + E1,r(t) ≤ C
(

E0,r(0) + E1,r(0) +

∫ t

0

(

E0,r(τ) + E1,r(τ) + ‖|F (τ)‖|r
)

dτ
)

,

Proof. Using the estimate in Theorem 5.1 applied to (7.1) and the estimate for the projection (3.4) and
for the normal operator (3.8) we get for 0 ≤ t ≤ 1:

(7.12) E0,r(t) ≤ CE0,r(0) + C

∫ t

0

(

‖divW1‖r,0 + ‖divW1‖r−1,1 + ‖W0‖r,0 + ‖W0‖r,1 + ‖F‖r
)

dτ

It follows from Theorem 6.1 applied to (7.3) with φ = −(∂ch)W
c
0 respectively φ = 0

E1,r(t) ≤ C‖W0(t)‖1,r−1+ CE1,r(0)+ C

∫ t

0

(

‖W0‖1,r+ ‖divW1‖0,r+ ‖divW1‖1,r−1+ ‖F‖1,r−1
)

dτ(7.13)

E1,r(t) ≤ CE1,r(0) + C

∫ t

0

(

‖W0‖2,r−1 + ‖divW1‖0,r + ‖divW1‖1,r−1+ ‖F‖1,r−1

)

dτ(7.14)

Here we will use (7.14) for r ≥ 2 and (7.13) for r = 1. If r ≥ 2 then by Lemma 7.1 the integrands

in (7.12) and (7.14) are bounded by C(E0,r + E1,r) since then ‖W‖2,r−1 ≤ C‖|Ẇ0‖|r, so (7.11) for
r ≥ 2 follows. If r = 1 then ‖W0(t)‖1,0 ≤ E0,1(t) so if r = 1 we can replace ‖W0(t)‖1,r−1 in (7.13) by
the right hand side of (7.12). Since by Lemma 7.1 the integrands in (7.13) and (7.12) are bounded by
C(E0,r + E1,r), (7.11) follows also for r = 1. �
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It follows from Lemma 7.2 that for 0 ≤ t ≤ 1

(7.15) E0,r(t) + E1,r(t) ≤ C
(

E0,r(0) + E1,r(0) +

∫ t

0

‖|F (τ)‖|r dτ
)

The proof of this is a standard argument. Let f(t) be the right hand side of (7.16). Then by (7.16)
f ′(t) ≤ Cf(t) + C‖|F (t)‖|r so it follows that (fe−Ct)′ ≤ C‖|F (t)‖|re−Ct. Integrating this inequality

gives f(t) ≤ eCt
(

f(0) +
∫ t

0
||F (τ)‖|r dτ

)

.

Now we want to have bounds in terms of a more pleasant energy not involving so many time
derivatives. Let

(7.16) E2,r(t) = ‖divW1‖r,0 + ‖divW1‖r−1,1

and let

(7.17) Er(t) = E0,r(t) + E2,r(t)

Then by Lemma 7.1 Er(t) ≤ C
(

E0,r(t)+E1,r(t)
)

. It remains to get an inequality in the other direction
for the initial conditions. In order to do this we now have to turn it back and get estimates for high
time derivatives from the equation:

Lemma 7.3.

(7.18) ‖|Ẇ0‖|r + ‖|W0‖|r + ‖|divW1‖|r ≤ C(E0,r + E2,r), r ≥ 1

Proof. The proof is the same as that of Lemma 7.1 apart from that we replace E1,r everywhere by E2,r.
The critical inequality (7.9) with E1,r replaced by E2,r comes from using Lemma 6.4 instead of Lemma
6.3. �

Finally we arrive at:

Theorem 7.4. Let

(7.19) Er(t) = ‖Ẇ0(t)‖r + ‖W0(t)‖r + 〈W0(t)〉A,r + ‖divW1(t)‖r + ‖divẆ1(t)‖r−1

where Ẇ = D̂tW = DtW + (divV )W . Then there is a constant C such that for 0 ≤ t ≤ T

(7.20) Er(t) ≤ C
(

Er(0) +

∫ t

0

‖|F‖|r dτ
)

Furthermore

(7.21) E1(t) ≤ C
(

E1(0) +

∫ t

0

‖F‖1 dτ
)

If

(7.22) Ẽr(t) = ‖|Ẇ0(t)‖|r + ‖|W0(t)‖|r + 〈W0(t)〉A,r + ‖|divW1(t)‖|r
then

(7.23) Ẽr(t) ≤ C
(

Er(0) +

∫ t

0

‖|F‖|r dτ
)
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8. Initial and compatibility conditions.

Assuming that the compatibility conditions are satisfied we can get all higher time derivatives by
differentiating the equation with an inhomogeneous term: F that vanishes to any order as t→ 0:

(8.1) Ẅ a = gab∂b
(

(∂ch)W
c +divW /e′

)

+Ba(W, Ẇ ) + F a, W
∣

∣

t=0
= W̃ 0, Ẇ

∣

∣

t=0
= W̃ 1,

where Ẇ = D̂tW = κ−1Dt(κW ). so

(8.2) D̂k+2
t W = Bk

(

W, ., D̂k+1
t W,∂W, ..., ∂D̂k

t W,∂
2W, ..., ∂2D̂k

tW
)

+ D̂k
t F,

for some function Bk, where D̂
k
t F

∣

∣

t=0
= 0. Let us therefore define functions of space only by

(8.3) W̃ k+2 = Bk

(

W̃ 0, ..., W̃ k+1, ∂W̃ 0, ..., ∂W̃ k, ∂2W̃ 0, ..., ∂2W̃ k
)∣

∣

t=0
, k ≥ 0

We now define the approximate power series solution by

(8.4) W̃ (t, y) =
κ(0, y)

κ(t, y)

m−1
∑

k=0

W̃ k(y)tk/k!

defines a formal power series solutions. What we are doing is just expanding κW in a formal power
series in t, since Dt(κW ) = κD̂tW . Now the compatibility conditions are that

(8.5) D̂k
t divW

∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0, when t = 0 k ≤ m− 1

Since D̂t divW = divD̂tW this it follows that this is equivalent to

(8.6) divW̃ k
∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0, k ≤ m− 1,

and it then follows that

(8.7) divW̃
∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0

for all t.

Suppose thatW is a solution of (8.1) and letW =W−W̃ . ThenW satisfies the linearized equations
with an inhomogeneous term:

Ẅ a = gab∂b
(

(∂ch)W
c +divW /e′

)

+Ba(W, Ẇ ) + F a,(8.8)

W
∣

∣

t=0
= 0, Ẇ

∣

∣

t=0
= 0, divW

∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0(8.9)

where

(8.10) F a = ¨̃W
a

− gab∂b
(

(∂ch)W̃
c +divW̃ /e′

)

−Ba(W̃ , ˙̃W )

We are now going to find a solution to the equation with the inhomogeneous term (8.9) and adding

W̃ we then get a solution to (8.1). Here F vanishes to order m − 2 as t → 0. We remark that the
condition that (8.7) holds for all t is essential since in the next section we will find a solution to (8.8)
with divW = 0

∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0 and because of (8.7) this will also be true for the sum.
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9. Existence for the linearized system.

We now want to find a solution to the linearized equations (8.8)-(8.9) with the inhomogeneous term
(8.10). This is equivalent to solving the system to solving the coupled system for (W0,W1):

Ẅ0 +AW0 = PH(W0, Ẇ0,W1, Ẇ1, ∂W1) + PF,(9.1)

W0

∣

∣

t=0
= 0, Ẇ0

∣

∣

t=0
= 0(9.2)

and

fD̂2
t δh −△(δh− (∂ch)W

c) = G(W, Ẇ , ∂W, ∂Ẇ , δh, D̂tδh) − divF,(9.3)

δh
∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0, δh

∣

∣

t=0
= 0, D̂tδh

∣

∣

t=0
= 0(9.4)

where W =W0 +W1 and W a
1 = gab∂bq is given by solving the Dirichlet problem

(9.5) △q = −δh /e′ q
∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0

so that divW1 = −δh/e′.
If we have a solution (W0,W1) of the system (9.1)-(9.5) then W = W0 +W1 is a solution of the

equation (8.8)-(8.9). For W1 given we have existence for (9.1)-(9.2) by [L1] and for W0 given we have
existence for (9.3)-(9.5) by [H]. In order to get a solution for the coupled system we put up an iteration
so the (9.1)-(9.1) and (9.3)-(9.5) are only coupled through previous iterates. Hence existence follows
for the iterates. The iteration is constructed as follows. Let (W 0

0 ,W
0
1 ) = (0, 0) for all times. We now

define (W k+1
0 ,W k+1

1 ) for k ≥ 0 to be the solution of the system

Ẅ k+1
0 +AW k+1

0 = PH(W k
0 , Ẇ

k
0 ,W1, Ẇ

k
1 , ∂W

k
1 ) + PF,(9.6)

W k+1
0

∣

∣

t=0
= 0, Ẇ k+1

0

∣

∣

t=0
= 0(9.7)

and

fD̂2
t δh

k+1 −△(δhk+1 − (∂ch)W
kc) = G(W k, Ẇ k, ∂W k, ∂Ẇ k, δhk , D̂tδh

k)− divF,(9.8)

δhk+1
∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0, δhk+1

∣

∣

t=0
= 0, D̂tδh

k+1
∣

∣

t=0
= 0(9.9)

where W k =W k
0 +W k

1 and W ka
1 = gab∂bq

k is given by solving the Dirichlet problem

(9.10) △qk = −δhk/e′ qk
∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0

so that divW k
1 = −δhk/e′.

It now remains to get uniform bounds for the iterates and convergence. To obtain convergence we
consider the differences

(9.11) W
k

i =W k
i −W k−1

i

for k ≥ 1. Since (9.6)-(9.10) hold for k ≥ 0 it follows that (9.6)-(9.10) with W j
i replaced by W

j

i hold for

k ≥ 1 but without the inhomogeneous term F . For k = 0, then instead W
1

i = W 1
i so then (9.6)-(9.10)

hold as well for the differences, but with the inhomogeneous term. Altogether, this can be phrased as
that (9.6)-(9.10) hold for the differences for k ≥ 0 if we multiply the inhomogeneous term by δ0k. In
the rest of this section we will prove:
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Theorem 9.1. We have

(9.12)

∞
∑

j=1

‖|Ẇ
j

0‖|r + ‖|W j

0‖|r + ‖|divW j

1‖|r + 〈W 0J〉A,r ≤ C
(

||F‖|r−1 +

∫ t

0

‖|F‖|r dτ
)

Proof of Theorem 9.1. The theorem follows from Lemma 9.4 and Lemma 9.3.. �

Proof of Theorem 4.1. . If the initial conditions in (8.1) satisfy the mth order compatibility condition

(8.6) then the Taylor polynomial (8.4) is in (W̃ ,DtW̃ ) ∈ C([0, T ],Hm+2 × Hm+1) if in addition the

initial data are in (W̃ 0, W̃ 1) ∈ H2m+2×H2m+1). The initial data therefore produces an inhomogeneous
term (8.1) which is in C([0, T ],Hm). By the existence result in [L1] for (9.6)-(9.7) and in [H] for (9.8)-
(9.10) we have a solution in the energy space (4.20) for r = m. By theorem (9.1) we in fact have
convergence in this space as well. This means that the boundary condition will be satisfied in a weak
sense if we look on weak solutions. And if r > n/2 + 2 then we in fact have convergence in Cr−[n/2] to
a classical solution. Since r was arbitrary, we in fact get a solution in Ck, for any k. �

Associated with (9.6) and (9.8)-(9.10) there are the energies:

Ek
0,r(t) = ‖Ẇ k

0 (t)‖r + ‖W k
0 (t)‖r + 〈W k

0 (t)〉A,r(9.13)

Ek
1,r(t) = ‖W k

1 (t)‖0,r + ‖W k
1 (t)‖1,r−1(9.14)

Similarly, associated with the differences there are energies:

E
k

0,r = ‖Ẇ 0‖r + ‖W 0‖r + 〈W 0〉A,r(9.15)

E
k

1,r = ‖divW 1‖0,r + ‖divW 1‖1,r−1(9.16)

We want to prove that the energies of the differences tend to zero, and in fact we will prove that their
sum is uniformly bounded. We therefore define:

(9.17) E
k∗
i,r =

k
∑

j=1

E
j

i,r, for i = 0, 1

Lemma 9.2. There is a constant C independent of k such that for 0 ≤ t ≤ 1 we have:

(9.18) E
k∗
0,1 + E

k∗
1,1 ≤ C

∫ t

0

‖F‖1 dτ

Proof. Since the differences satisfies (9.6)-(9.10) but without the inhomogeneous term F for k ≥ 1, we
get as in the proof of Lemma 7.2 for k ≥ 1:

E
k+1

0,r (t) ≤ C

∫ t

0

(

‖divW k

1‖r,0 + ‖divW k

1‖r−1,1 + ‖W k

0‖r,0 + ‖W k

0‖r,1
)

dτ,(9.19)

E
k+1

1,r (t) ≤ C‖W k

0(t)‖1,r−1 + C

∫ t

0

(

‖W k

0‖1,r+ ‖divW k

1‖0,r+ ‖divW k

1‖1,r−1

)

dτ(9.20)

Ek+1
1,r (t) ≤ C

∫ t

0

(

‖W k

0‖2,r−1 + ‖divW k

1‖0,r + ‖divW k

1‖1,r−1

)

dτ,(9.21)
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For k = 0, (W
1

0,W
1

1) = (W 1
0 ,W

1
1 ) since (W 0

0 ,W
0
1 ) = (0, 0) and it follows that the difference (W

1

0,W
1

1)
satisfies (9.6)-(9.10), now with the inhomogeneous term present but instead the other terms involving
the previous iterate (W 0

0 ,W
0
1 ) vanishing. As in the proof of Lemma 7.2 we therefore get

(9.22) E
1

i,r ≤ C

∫ t

0

(

‖F‖1,r−1 + ‖F‖r,0
)

dτ, for i = 0, 1.

since the previous iterates are zero.

Let us now assume that r = 1. By (9.22):

(9.23) E
1

0,1 + E
1

1,1 ≤ C

∫ t

0

‖F‖1 dτ

and for k ≥ 1 we have by (9.19) and (9.20):

E
k+1

0,1 (t) ≤ C

∫ t

0

(

E
k

0,1 + E
k

1,1

)

dτ(9.24)

E
k+1

1,1 (t) ≤ CE
k

0,1(t) + C

∫ t

0

(

E
k

0,1 + E
k

1,1

)

dτ(9.25)

For k ≥ 1 we can replace the first term in the right of (9.25) by right hand side of (9.24) for k replaced
by k − 1 so it follows that

(9.26) E
k+1

0,1 (t) + E
k+1

1,1 (t) ≤ C

∫ t

0

(

E
k

0,1 + E
k−1

0,1 + E
k

1,1 + E
k−1

1,1

)

dτ

for k ≥ 1. Adding up (9.23) and (9.26) for k = 1, ... we get

(9.27) E
k+1∗
0,1 (t) + E

k+1∗
1,1 (t) ≤ C

∫ t

0

(

E
k∗
0,1 +E

k∗
1,1 + ‖F‖1

)

dτ

and (9.18) follows from this. In fact if G denotes the right hand side then 0 ≤ G′ ≤ C
(

G+ ‖|F‖|r
)

so

(GE−Ct)′ ≤ Ce−Ct‖|F‖|r and since G(0) = 0 we get G(t) ≤ CeCt
∫ t

0
‖|F‖|r dτ . �

Lemma 9.3. For r ≥ 2 there is a constant C independent of k such that

(9.28)
∑

j≤k

‖|Ẇ
j

0‖|r + ‖|W j

0‖|r + ‖|divW j

1‖|r ≤ C
(

E
k∗
0,r + E

k∗
1,r + ‖|F‖|r−1

)

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 7.1 we see that for k ≥ 2 we have

‖|Ẇ
k

0‖|r + ‖|W k

0‖|r ≤ C
(

E
k

0,r + ‖|Ẇ
k−1

0 ‖|r−1 + ‖|W k−1

0 ‖|r−1 + ‖|divW k−1

1 ‖|r−1

)

(9.29)

‖|divW k

1‖|r ≤ C
(

E
k

1,r + ‖|divW k−1

1 ‖|r−1 + ‖|W k−1

0 ‖|r
)

,(9.30)

Now, since for k = 1, (W
1

0,W
1

1) = (W 1
0 ,W

1
1 ) and since (W 0

0 ,W
0
1 ) = (0, 0) we get as in the proof of

Lemma 7.1 that

‖|Ẇ
1

0‖|r + ‖|W 1

0‖|r ≤ C
(

E
1

0,r + ‖|F‖|r−1

)

(9.31)

‖|divW 1

1‖|r ≤ C
(

E
1

1,r + ‖F‖|r−1

)

,(9.32)
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since the previous iterates are zero but instead we have the inhomogeneous term. Let

(9.33) Mk∗
r =

∑

j≤k

(

‖|Ẇ
j

0‖|r + ‖|W j

0‖|r
)

, Nk∗
r =

∑

j≤k

‖|divW j

1‖|r

Then summing over all k ≥ 2 in (9.29)-(9.30) and adding k = 1 from (9.31)-(9.32) gives:

Mk∗
r ≤ C

(

E
k∗
0,r +Mk∗

r−1 +Nk∗
r−1

)

+M1
r(9.34)

Nk∗
r ≤ C

(

E
k∗
0,r +Mk∗

r +Nk∗
r−1

)

+N1
r(9.35)

Using induction in r it follows that

(9.36) Mk∗
r +Nk∗

r ≤ C
(

E
k∗
0,r + E

k∗
0,r +M1

r +N1
r

)

so the lemma follows. �

Lemma 9.4. There is a constant C independent of k such that

(9.37) E
k∗
0,r + E

k∗
1,r ≤ C

∫ t

0

‖|F‖|r dτ

Proof. If we sum up (9.19) and (9.21) for all k ≥ 1 and (9.22) we get if r ≥ 2:

(9.38) E
k+1∗
0,r + E

k+1∗
1,r ≤ C

∫ t

0

∑

j≤k

(

‖|Ẇ
j

0‖|r + ‖|W j

0‖|r + ‖|divW j

1‖|r dτ + C

∫ t

0

‖|F‖|r dτ

Using Lemma 9.3 we get

(9.39) E
k+1∗
0,r + E

k+1∗
0,r ≤ C

∫ t

0

(

E
k∗
0,r + Ek∗

1,r + ‖|F‖|r
)

dτ

and the lemma follows from this, see the end of the proof of Lemma 9.2. �
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