arXiv:0903.0546v1 [math.AP] 3 Mar 2009

SYMMETRIC WAVES ARE TRAVELING WAVES

MATS EHRNSTRÖM, HELGE HOLDEN, AND XAVIER RAYNAUD

Abstract. We show that horizontally symmetric water waves are traveling waves. The result is valid for the Euler equations, and is based on a general principle that applies to a large class of nonlinear partial differential equations, including some of the most famous model equations for water waves. A detailed analysis is given for weak solutions of the Camassa–Holm equation. In addition, we establish the existence of nonsymmetric linear rotational waves for the Euler equations.

1. Introduction

This paper is devoted to the relation between symmetric and traveling water waves. The physical setting is that of two-dimensional surface gravity waves propagating in a perfect fluid over a flat bed (cf. [19]). The fluid is this thus assumed to be inviscid with constant density, and the effects of surface tension are neglected.

It is a striking fact that the traveling water waves known to exist are all symmetric (cf., e.g., [10, 29]). Symmetry is moreover a priori guaranteed for large classes of traveling waves, including those with a monotone surface profile between troughs and crests [4]. This raises the intriguing question whether the classes of traveling and symmetric waves are identical.

This investigation gives a partial and affirmative answer to that question: we show that any horizontally symmetric wave by necessity has to be a traveling, i.e. steady, wave. That means that the axis of symmetry moves with constant speed, and that the shape of the surface remains unchanged. The result, which is based on a general principle, is valid under the assumption that the initial value problem admits a unique solution. It applies to a wide class of nonlinear differential equations, among them the Euler equations, the Korteweg–de Vries, the Camassa–Holm, the Degasperis–Procesi, and the Benjamin–Bona– Mahoney equations.

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. 76B15; 35Q35. Key words and phrases. Water waves; symmetry, traveling waves. ME gratefully acknowledges the support of the Swedish Royal Physiographic Society. This paper was written as part of the international research program on Nonlinear Partial Differential Equations at the Centre for Advanced Study at the Norwegian Academy of Science and Letters in Oslo during the academic year 2008–09. 1

2 EHRNSTRÖM, HOLDEN, AND RAYNAUD

On the other hand, we also show that within the linear approximation of the full water-wave problem, there do exist nonsymmetric traveling waves. The existence of steady nonsymmetric gravity waves for the full nonlinear problem has been a long-standing open problem. Although the waves we construct do not solve the full Euler equations, they point to the possible existence of their nonlinear counterparts. Thus, while the first result greatly strengthens the relation between symmetric and traveling water waves, the second one indicates that, after all, the two classes may not be identical.

The paper has the following disposition. In Section 2 we prove the general principle, asserting that horizontally symmetric solutions to a large class of nonlinear evolution equations have to be traveling-wave solutions. For transparency, the proof is carried out for classical solution. The same idea applies to many equations where it is of interest to consider also weak solutions. For example, to include the important class of multipeakon solutions for the Camassa–Holm equation [3], one has to extend the solution space beyond differentiable functions. In Section 3 we therefore apply it to the Camassa–Holm equation, showing how to modify the argument to accommodate for weak solutions. Section 4 contains the corresponding proof for the full Euler equations, assuming that we are in a setting with unique classical solutions.

Finally, in Section 5 we discuss the possibility of nonsymmetric waves for the Euler equations by bifurcation from a nonsymmetric kernel. Some background on symmetry for exact water waves is given, and by means of inverse Sturm–Liouville theory, nonsymmetric solutions for the linearized Euler equations are constructed.

2. A general principle

The general principle that underlies the results in this paper is best studied in the general setting, assuming smooth solutions of the nonlinear partial differential equation.

Definition 2.1. A solution u is x-symmetric if there exists a function λ ∈ C^1(R_+ ) such that for every t > 0, u(t, x) = u(t, 2λ(t) − x) for almost every x ∈ R. We say that λ(t) is the axis of symmetry.

Next we show that for a general class of differential equations, xsymmetric waves are indeed traveling waves.

Theorem 2.2. Let P be a polynomial. We consider the equation P (∂_x)u_t = F (u) = F̄ (u, ∂_xu, . . . , ∂^n_x u), n ∈ N, (2.1) and assume that this equation admits at most one classical solution u(t, x) for given initial data u(0, x). If P is even and F̄ satisfies F̄ (a_0, −a_1, a_2, −a_3, · · · ) = −F̄ (a_0, a_1, a_2, a_3, · · · ) (2.2)

SYMMETRIC WAVES ARE TRAVELING WAVES 3

for all a_i ∈ R, or if P is odd and F̄ satisfies F̄ (a_0, −a_1, a_2, −a_3, · · · ) = F̄ (a_0, a_1, a_2, a_3, · · · ) (2.3)

for all a_i ∈ R, then any x-symmetric solution of (2.1) is a traveling wave solution.

Remark 2.3. Property (2.2) can be rewritten as the following condition on F :

F (u(−x)) = −F (u)(−x) (2.4) for all smooth functions u: R → R and x ∈ R, while property (2.3) is equivalent to F (u(−x)) = F (u)(−x) (2.5) for all smooth functions u: R → R and x ∈ R. One can also check that P (∂_x) satisfies (2.5) if P is even and (2.4) if P is odd. Remark 2.4. We formulate and prove Theorem 2.2 for classical solutions, but whenever a weak formulation is available, a more technical argument is required. We illustrate this in the case of the Camassa– Holm equation in the next section, cf. Theorem 3.3.

Remark 2.5. Some equations that fulfill the formal requirements of Theorem 2.2 are the Korteweg–de Vries equation u_t + u_{xxx} + 6uu_x = 0, the Benjamin–Bona–Mahony equation, u_t − u_{xxt} + u_x + uu_x = 0, the Degasperis–Procesi equation, u_t − u_{xxt} + 2κu_x + 4uu_x = 3u_xu_{xx} + uu_{xxx}, and the Kadomtsev–Petviashvili equation,

(2u_t + 3uu_x + 1 3 u_{xxx})_x + u_{yy} = 0.

Proof. We pursue the proof for the case when P is even and F satisfies (2.4); the proof of the other case is similar. Observe first that if ū(t, x) = U(x − ct) is a traveling wave, then P (∂_x)∂_tū = P (∂_x)(−c∂_xU(x − ct)) = −cP (∂_x)(∂_xU)(x − ct) and F (ū) = F (U(x − ct)) = F (U)(x − ct). Thus if ū(t, x) is a solution, we find that U satisfies ( P (∂_x)ū_t − F (ū) ) (t, x) = ( − cP (∂_x)U_x − F (U) ) (x − ct) = 0. (2.6) Thus ū is a traveling wave solution if and only if −cP (∂_x)(∂_xU) = F (U).

4 EHRNSTRÖM, HOLDEN, AND RAYNAUD

Let now u(t, x) = u(t, 2λ(t) − x) be an x-symmetric solution of P (∂_x)u_t = F (u). Then

0 = (P (∂_x)∂_t − F )(u(t, x)) = (P (∂_x)∂_t − F )(u(t, 2λ(t) − x)) = ( P (∂_x)(u_t + 2λ̇(t)u_x) + F (u) ) | |_{(t,2λ(t)−x)}. where we have used the properties (2.4) and (2.5) for F and P (∂_x), respectively. In view of the fact that x is arbitrary, we infer that

P (∂_x)u_t = F (u) = −P (∂_x)(u_t + 2λ̇u_x),

and hence F (u) = −λ̇P (∂_x)u_x. Fix a time t_0, and define c = λ̇(t_0), and the function

ū(t, x) = u(t_0, x − c(t − t_0)). (2.7)

Then ū is a traveling wave solution since it satisfies equation (2.6), and it coincides with u at (t_0, x), that is, ū(t_0, x) = u(t_0, x). From uniqueness with respect to initial data, it follows that u(t, x) = u(t, 2λ(t) − x) = u(t_0, x − c(t − t_0)) = ū(t, x) for all t. Observe that we find the explicit expression u(t, x) = U(x − ct) with U(z) = u(t_0, z + ct_0). □

3. The Camassa–Holm equation

The Camassa–Holm equation is given by

(1 − ∂^2_x)u_t + 2ku_x + u(1 − ∂^2_x)u_x + 2u_x(1 − ∂^2_x)u = 0. (3.1)

This equation has been extensively studied due to its amazing properties, suffice it to mention here that it is completely integrable with a Lax pair and infinitely many conserved quantities [23], and enjoys wave breaking in finite time [5]. The continuation of solutions past wave breaking has turned out to be subtle, and important non-uniqueness issues have to be addressed [1, 2, 16, 17]. Furthermore, its precise meaning as a model for water waves has recently been clarified [8], and it has an interesting geometric interpretation [7].

An important class of solutions of the Camassa–Holm equation consists of multipeakons. These solutions can be written as a finite number of peakons, each behaving like ce^{−|x−ct|} close to the peak, and interacting in a particle-like fashion. Observe that multipeakons are not differentiable, and hence it is required to study weak solutions.

Let R_+ := (0, ∞). We use the following definition of weak solutions of the Camassa–Holm equation.

SYMMETRIC WAVES ARE TRAVELING WAVES 5

Definition 3.1. A function u(t, x) is a weak solution of the Camassa– Holm equation if u ∈ C(R_+ , H^1(R)) and ∫∫ R_+×R [ u((1 − ∂^2_x)φ_t + 2kφ_x) + u^2 ( 3φ_x 2 − φ_{xxx} 2 ) + u^2_x φ_x 2 ] dt dx = 0, (3.2) for all φ ∈ C^∞_0 (R_+ × R).

Remark 3.2. Since C^∞_0 (R_+ × R) is dense in C^1_0 (R_+ , C^3_0 (R)), one can prove by a density argument that Definition 3.1 is unchanged if one only considers test functions in C^1_0 (R_+ , C^3_0 (R)).

The Camassa-Holm equation is not well-posed in C([0, T ], H^1(R)): Given T > 0, one can allways construct a solution u(t, x) and a sequence of solutions u^n(t, x) such that lim_{n→∞} u^n(0, ·) = u(0, ·) in H^1(R) and ‖u^n − u‖_{C([0,T ],H}1_{(R))} ≥ 1. However, we have the following wellposedness results when considering particular cases of initial data: Case (i) If u_0 ∈ H^s for s > 3/2 then there exists T > 0 depending only on ‖u_0‖_Hs such that there exists a unique solution u ∈ C([0, T ], H^s), cf. [28].

Case (ii) If u_0 ∈ H^1 and u_0 − u_{0,xx} is a positive Radon measure, then there exists a unique global solution, see [9, 31].

In both cases one has to consider weak solutions. The first case excludes multipeakons as they satisfy u(t) ∈ H^s for s < 3/2, while the second case includes multipeakons of definite sign (that is, only peakons, no antipeakons). Using the bracket notation for distributions, (3.2) rewrites as ⟨u, (1 − ∂^2_x)φ_t + 2kφ_x⟩ + ⟨u^2, 3φ_x 2 − φ_{xxx} 2 ⟩ + ⟨u^2_x, φ_x 2 ⟩ = 0. (3.3)

We are interested in the weak solutions of the Camassa–Holm equation which are x-symmetric. For such solutions, the following theorem holds.

Theorem 3.3. Let u be a weak solution of the Camassa–Holm equation with initial data such that the equation is locally well-posed (case (i) or (ii) above). If u is x-symmetric, then it is a traveling wave.

The next lemma provides a sufficient condition on the initial conditions of the traveling waves. Lemma 3.4. If U ∈ H^1(R) satisfies ∫ R ( U(2k − c(1 − ∂^2_x))ψ_x + U^2 (3 2 ψ_x − 1 2 ψ_{xxx} ) + 1 2 U^2_x ψ_x ) dx = 0, (3.4)

for all ψ ∈ C^∞_0 (R), then u given by u(t, x) = U(x − c(t − t_0)) (3.5) is a weak solution of the Camassa–Holm equation, for any t_0 ∈ R.

6 EHRNSTRÖM, HOLDEN, AND RAYNAUD

Proof. We can assume without loss of generality that t_0 = 0. By using the Fourier transform, it is immediate that the translation map a → U(x + a) is continuous R → H^1(R). Since t → c(t − t_0) is real analytic, it thus follows that u as given by (3.5) belongs to C(R, H^1 (R)).

For any function φ ∈ C^∞_0 (R_+ × R), we have that ⟨u, φ⟩ = ⟨U, φ_c⟩, ⟨u^2, φ⟩ = ⟨U^2, φ_c⟩ and ⟨u^2_x, φ⟩ = ⟨U^2_x , φ_c⟩ where we denote φ_c = φ(t, x + ct). The following commutation identities (φ_c)_t = (φ_t)_c + c(φ_x)_c (3.6) and (φ_c)_x = (φ_x)_c (3.7) are easily seen to be valid. Let us check that (3.2) holds. By using (3.6) and (3.7), we obtain ⟨u, (1 − ∂_{xx})∂_tφ + 2kφ_x⟩ = ⟨U, ( (1 − ∂_{xx})∂_tφ + 2kφ_x ) c⟩ = ⟨U, (1 − ∂_{xx})(∂_tφ_c − c∂_xφ_c) + 2k∂_xφ_c⟩ (3.8) and ⟨u^2, 3φ_x 2 − φ_{xxx} 2 ⟩ + ⟨u^2_x, φ_x 2 ⟩ = ⟨U^2, ( 3φ_x 2 − φ_{xxx} 2 ) c ⟩ + ⟨U^2_x , ( φ_x 2 )_c⟩

= ⟨U^2, 3∂_xφ_c 2 − ∂^3_xφ_c 2 ⟩ + ⟨U^2_x , ∂_xφ_c 2 ⟩. (3.9) Since U is independent of time, we obtain that ⟨U, (1 − ∂_{xx})∂_tφ_c⟩ = ∫ R U(x) ∫ R_+ ∂_t(1 − ∂_{xx})φ_c dt dx = ∫ R U(x)[(1 − ∂_{xx})φ_c(T, x) − (1 − ∂_{xx})φ_c(0, x)] dx = 0 for T large enough so that it does not belong to the support of φ_c. Collecting the above results, we find

⟨u, (1 − ∂^2_x)φ_t + 2kφ_x⟩ + ⟨u^2, 3φ_x 2 − φ_{xxx} 2 ⟩ + ⟨u^2_x, φ_x 2 ⟩ = ⟨U, (1 − ∂_{xx})(∂_tφ_c − c∂_xφ_c) + 2k∂_xφ_c⟩ + ⟨U^2, 3∂_xφ_c 2 − ∂^3_xφ_c 2 ⟩ + ⟨U^2_x , ∂_xφ_c 2 ⟩ = ⟨U, (2k − c(1 − ∂_{xx}))∂_xφ_c⟩ + ⟨U^2, 3∂_xφ_c 2 − ∂^3_xφ_c 2 ⟩ + ⟨U^2_x , ∂_xφ_c 2 ⟩

SYMMETRIC WAVES ARE TRAVELING WAVES 7 = ∫ R_+ ∫ R ( U(x)(2k − c(1 − ∂_{xx}))∂_xφ_c(t, x) + U^2(x)( 3∂_xφ_c(t, x) 2 − ∂^3_xφ_c(t, x) 2 ) + U^2_x (t, x) ∂_xφ_c(t, x) 2 ) dx dt = 0 by using (3.4) with ψ(x) = φ_c(t, x), which, for each given t ≥ 0, belongs to C^∞_0 (R). Hence, (3.2) is satisfied and the lemma is proven. □ Remark 3.5. In a series of papers [21, 22, 24], Lenells has characterized the traveling wave solutions of some model equations, among them the Camassa–Holm equation. The solutions found include very exotic shapes, but when restricted to smooth solutions, the situation is clearer. In particular, the smooth solutions are all symmetric around the crest, wherefrom they decay either to the trough (in the periodic case), or to a flat profile at infinity (in the case of solitary waves). Though not stated as a result this is mentioned in passing in [22, p. 410]. It follows from the fact that, after integration, the steady solutions of the Camassa–Holm equation, φ(x), satisfy

φ_x = φ^2(c − 2k − φ) + aφ + b c − φ , where a, b ∈ R are integration constants. As a consequence of this result, for smooth enough waves we obtain identity between traveling and symmetric waves for the Camassa–Holm equation. Proof of Theorem 3.3. We introduce the notation φ_λ(t, x) = φ(t, 2λ(t) − x) Consider test functions φ ∈ C^1_0 (R_+ , C^3_0 (R)). As noted in Remark 3.2, equation (3.3) remains valid for such test functions. The space C^1_0 (R_+ , C^3_0 (R)) is invariant under the transformation φ → φ_λ because λ ∈ C^1(R). This transformation is a bijection as we have ((φ)_λ)_λ = φ. If u is an x-symmetric solution of the Camassa–Holm equation, we have that ⟨u, φ⟩ = ⟨u_λ, φ⟩ = ⟨u, φ_λ⟩. Similar identities hold for u^2 and u^2_x. Then, (3.3) implies that ⟨u, ( (1 − ∂^2_x)∂_tφ + 2k∂_xφ ) λ⟩ + ⟨u^2, ( 3∂_xφ 2 − ∂^3_xφ 2 ) λ ⟩ + ⟨u^2_x, ( ∂_xφ 2 ) λ ⟩ = 0 (3.10)

The following commutation rules, ∂_t(φ_λ) = (∂_tφ)_λ − 2λ̇(∂_xφ)_λ (3.11) and ∂_x(φ_λ) = −(∂_xφ)_λ, (3.12)

8 EHRNSTRÖM, HOLDEN, AND RAYNAUD

hold, where λ̇ denotes the time derivative of λ. By using (3.11) and (3.12), (3.10) yields

⟨u, (1 − ∂^2_x)∂_tφ_λ − 2λ̇(1 − ∂^2_x)∂_xφ_λ − 2k∂_xφ_λ⟩ + ⟨u^2, − 3∂_xφ_λ 2 + ∂^3_xφ_λ 2 ⟩ + ⟨u^2_x, − ∂_xφ_λ 2 ⟩ = 0. (3.13)

Hence, by taking φ equal to φ_λ in (3.13), as (φ_λ)_λ = φ, we obtain ⟨u, (1 − ∂^2_x)∂_tφ − 2λ̇(1 − ∂^2_x)∂_xφ − 2k∂_xφ⟩ + ⟨u^2, − 3 2 ∂_xφ + 1 2 ∂^3_xφ⟩ + ⟨u^2_x, − 1 2 ∂_xφ⟩ = 0. (3.14)

After substracting (3.14) from (3.3), we get ⟨u, 2λ̇(1 − ∂_{xx})∂_xφ + 4k∂_xφ⟩ + ⟨u^2, 3∂_xφ − ∂^3_xφ⟩ + ⟨u^2_x, ∂_xφ⟩ = 0. (3.15) We consider a fixed but arbitrary time t_0 > 0. For any ψ ∈ C^∞_0 (R), let us consider the sequence of functions φ_ε(t, x) = ψ(x)ρ_ε(t) where ρ_ε ∈ C^∞_0 (R_+ ) is a mollifier with the property that ρ_ε tends to δ(t − t_0), the Dirac mass at t_0, when ε tends to zero. From (3.15), by using the test function φ_ε, we get ∫ R ( 2(1 − ∂_{xx})∂_xψ ∫ R_+ λ̇ u(t, x)ρ_ε(t) dt ) dx + ∫ R ( 4k∂_xψ ∫ R_+ u(t, x)ρ_ε(t) dt ) dx + ∫ R ( (3∂_xψ − ∂^3_xψ) ∫ R_+ u^2(t, x)ρ_ε(t) dt ) dx + ∫ R ( 1 2 ∂_xψ ∫ R_+ u^2_x(t, x)ρ_ε(t) dt ) dx = 0.

(3.16)

Since, by assumption, u ∈ C(R_+ , H^1(R)), we have that

lim_{ε→0} ∫ R_+ u(t, x)ρ_ε(t) dt = u(t_0, x) in L^2(R) and lim_{ε→0} ∫ R_+

u^2(t, x)ρ_ε(t) dt = u^2(t_0, x) and lim_{ε→0} ∫ R_+

u^2_x(t, x)ρ_ε(t) dt = u^2_x(t_0, x)

in L^1(R). Therefore, by letting ε tend to zero, (3.16) implies that u(t_0, x) satisfies (3.4) for c = λ̇(t_0). Lemma 3.4 then implies that ū(t, x) = u(t_0, x − λ̇(t_0)(t − t_0)) is a traveling wave solution of the Camassa–Holm equation. Since ū and u coincide for t = t_0, we have,

SYMMETRIC WAVES ARE TRAVELING WAVES 9

by uniqueness of the solution, that ū(t, x) = u(t, x) for all time t, and u is a traveling wave solution. □

4. The Euler equations In this section we prove that the assertion of Theorem 2.2 holds for the full water wave problem. For classical meaning of the analysis to come, let the functions u, v, P ∈ C^1(R_+ , C^2(R)) and η ∈ C^1(R_+ × R). The governing equations for a perfect fluid include the Euler equations, u_t + uu_x + vu_y = −P_x, v_t + uv_x + vv_y = −P_y − g, (4.1)

together with the assumption of incompressibility, u_x + v_y = 0, (4.2) in the interior of the fluid domain. In addition we require that v = η_t + η_xu, (4.3) P = P_0, (4.4) on the free surface y = η(t, x), and that v = 0 (4.5) along the flat bed y = −d. In total those equations describe the gravitygoverned motion of an incompressible fluid of constant density, propagating on a flat bed with no mixing of air and liquid (for more details, cf. [19]).

Theorem 4.1. Any horizontally symmetric solution of the exact water wave problem (4.1)–(4.5) constitutes a steady wave.

Remark 4.2. The proof of Theorem 4.1 is carried out only for classical solutions as defined below, and for a particular setting of the Euler equatons. There is no doubt this can be generalized. As in the case of the Camassa–Holm equation, the proof relies upon well-posedness results, which—for the Euler equations—come in very many different forms. A pioneering paper in this area was [32], written for deep-water waves. For two-dimensional finite-depth gravity waves, suitable results are [20] (irrotational waves) and [26] (rotational waves).

In the setting of the Euler equations, symmetry has a somewhat extended meaning compared to the model equations. Definition 4.3. A solution (u, v, P, η) is x-symmetric if there exists a function λ ∈ C^1(R_+ ) such that for every t > 0, u(t, x, y) = u(t, 2λ(t) − x, y), v(t, x, y) = −v(t, 2λ(t) − x, y), P (t, x, y) = P (t, 2λ(t) − x, y), η(t, x) = η(t, 2λ(t) − x). (4.6)

10 EHRNSTRÖM, HOLDEN, AND RAYNAUD

for almost every x ∈ R. We say that λ(t) is the axis of symmetry.

Typically, model equations approximate either the free surface or the horizontal velocity along the surface (or at some fixed depth). Therefore, horizontal symmetry of the wave means evenness of the corresponding solution. Let us prove Theorem 4.1. Proof of Theorem 4.1. From (4.6), we get u_t(t, x, y) = u_t(t, 2λ(t) − x, y) + 2λ̇(t)u_x(t, 2λ(t) − x, y), u_x(t, x, y) = −u_x(t, 2λ(t) − x, y), u_y(t, x, y) = u_y(t, 2λ(t) − x, y), (4.7)

which implies that u_t(t, 2λ(t) − x, y) = u_t(t, x, y) + 2λ̇(t)u_x(t, x, y). (4.8) If we start by considering the first Euler equation u_t +uu_x +vu_y = −P_x, and evaluate it at the point (t, 2λ(t) − x, y), and then use (4.6)–(4.8) as well as P_x(t, x, y) = −P_x(t, 2λ(t) − x, y) to return to the variables (t, x, y), we find u_t + 2λ̇(t)u_x − uu_x − vu_y = P_x, (4.9) all evaluated at the point (t, x, y). By subtracting u_t +uu_x +vu_y = −P_x at (t, x, y), we find (u − λ̇(t))u_x + vu_y = −P_x (4.10) evaluated at the point (t, x, y). By doing the same operations on the second Euler equation, we find (u − λ̇(t))v_x + vv_y = −P_y − g (4.11) at the point (t, x, y). For the boundary condition at y = η we find v(t, x, y) = (u(t, x, y) − λ̇)η_x(t, x, y). (4.12) Fix a time t_0 and define c = λ̇(t_0). Introduce functions ū(x, y) = u(t_0, x, y), v̄(x, y) = v(t_0, x, y), P̄ (x, y) = P (t_0, x, y), η̄(x) = η(t_0, x). (4.13)

By definition these functions satisfy

(ū − c)ū_x + v̄ū_y = −P̄_x, (ū − c)v̄_x + v̄v̄_y = −P̄_y − g, v̄ = (ū − c)η̄, P̄ = P_0 at y = η̄, v̄ = 0 at y = −d.

(4.14)

SYMMETRIC WAVES ARE TRAVELING WAVES 11

Finally define the functions ũ(t, x, y) = ū(x − c(t − t_0), y), ṽ(t, x, y) = v̄(x − c(t − t_0), y), P̃ (t, x, y) = P̄ (x − c(t − t_0), y), η̃(t, x) = η̄(x − c(t − t_0)). (4.15)

By construction we have (ũ(t_0, x, y), ṽ(t_0, x, y), P̃ (t_0, x, y), η̃(t_0, x)) = (u(t_0, x, y), v(t_0, x, y), P (t_0, x, y), η(t_0, x)), (4.16) and ũ, ṽ, P̃ , η̃ will satisfy the Euler equations. By uniqueness of the solution of the Euler equations we conclude that (ũ, ṽ, P̃ , η̃) = (u, v, P, η) everywhere. □

5. Existence of nonsymmetric linear waves

Do two-dimensional steady gravity water waves and two-dimensional symmetric gravity water waves constitute one and the same class? By studying the linear steady solutions we shall see that, for constant vorticity, there is a strong case for this notion. However, we also find that there exist flows of nonconstant vorticity for which the linear problem admits nonsymmetric solutions.

We note that symmetry is a priori guaranteed for large classes of steady waves: irrotational periodic waves with a particular interior structure [30]; irrotational solitary waves [11]; internal waves [25]; and a major class of rotational waves [6]. The latter results was recently extended to include waves of arbitrary vorticity either carrying internal structure [18], or having a monotone surface profile between troughs and crests [4]. Similar results are available also in the case of infinite depth.

For waves of small amplitude, the linearized steady Euler equations provide a good understanding of the exact waves. Indeed the exact steady waves found in [10] are, at least near the trivial flows, all perturbations of linear waves, and their properties have been found to match very well those of their linear approximations [13].

In [14] the deduction for steady waves linearized around a laminar flow is presented. Let U(y) be a function describing the underlying current into which the wave propagates, that is, the profile {U(y): 0 ≤ y ≤ 1} is the velocity profile of a running stream with a flat surface. Then write a general solution of the steady Euler equations as a small perturbation of the running stream U(y): u = U + εũ, v = εṽ, p = εp̃. By first inserting this into the steady Euler equations, and then letting ε → 0, we obtain the linearized system (where we have replaced ũ by

12 EHRNSTRÖM, HOLDEN, AND RAYNAUD

u, etc.)

u_x + v_y = 0, (5.1a) (U − c)u_x + vU_y = −p_x, (5.1b) (U − c)v_x = −p_y, (5.1c) valid for 0 < y < 1, and v = (U − c)η_x, and p = η, (5.1d) valid for y = 1. Moreover v = 0 (5.1e) when y = 0. Here η is the disturbance of the nondimensionalized flat surface y = 1, and c is the group speed of the wave (the case when U ≡ c admits only laminar flows). The disturbance of the surface should have a vanishing mean over each period, ∫_{L/2} −L/2 η(x) dx = 0, (5.2a)

L denoting wavelength, and u should have no component depending only on y, u(x, y) ≡ ∫_x 0 u_x(ξ, y) dξ, (5.2b) or equivalently u(0, y) = 0, since that should be part of the background current U(y). For such linear solutions, the following result holds:

Theorem 5.1.

(i) If the background current U(y) is of constant vorticity, U^{′′} = 0, and different from the wave speed, U(y) ≠ c for all y ∈ [0, 1], then the linear problem admits only symmetric solutions.

(ii) There exists an a.e. twice differentiable background current U(y), such that the the linearized problem has multiple solutions and, in particular, non-symmetric solutions.

Remark 5.2. This has the following meaning for the full water wave problem: when the vorticity is constant, there are no asymmetric waves close to the trivial laminar solution. There exists, on the other hand, particular background currents that may allow for bifurcation from asymmetric kernels. Thus, one cannot at this point exclude the existence of symmetry-breaking bifurcations.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. By taking the curl of the linearized Euler equations, and by differentiating p = η along the linearized surface y = 1, it is easy to see that (U − c) (v_{xx} + v_{yy}) = U_{yy}v, 0 < y < 1, (1 + (U − c)U_y)v = (U − c)^2v_y, y = 1, v = 0, y = 0.

(5.3)

SYMMETRIC WAVES ARE TRAVELING WAVES 13

The system (5.3) is equivalent to (5.1) in the sense that if (u, v, p, η) is a solution of the first system, then v fulfills (5.3), and if v is a solution of (5.3), then one can find (u, p, η) such that (5.1) holds. While for a given v, a solution u is only determined modulo functions f(y), and η up to a constant, the prescribed normalization (5.2) leads to uniqueness.

By rescaling in x, and letting α(y) = U^{′′}(y)/(U(y) − c), we may consider the system Δv = α(y)v, 0 < y < 1, μ_1v = μ_2v_y, y = 1, v = 0, y = 0,

where μ_1, μ_2 ∈ R with μ^2_1 + μ^2 ≠ 0.

Case (i). We have that α ≡ 0, hence α ∈ C^β((0, 1)), for any β ∈ (0, 1). Then necessarily v ∈ C^{2,β}(R × (0, 1)) [15]. That guarantees that the subsequent analysis makes sense pointwise. A Fourier series expansion v = ∑ k∈Z f_k(y) exp(ikx) leads to −f^{′′}_k + α(y)f_k = λ_kf_k, μ_1f_k(1) = μ_2f^′_k(1), f_k(0) = 0,

(5.4)

with λ_k = −k^2. Then (5.4) is a regular Sturm–Liouville problem, and according to standard theory [27] there exists a number λ_0 such that there are no eigenvalues λ_k < λ_0. We find that f_k(y) = sinh(ky) are the only possible solutions of (5.4). It is easy to see from the boundary conditions that there is at most one integer k admitting a solution, and this happens only if U satisfies

(U(1) − c)^2 1 + (U(1) − c)U^′(1)

= tanh k^2, (5.5)

for some k ∈ Z. Since traveling waves are invariant under translations in x, there is no loss of generality in requiring that v(0, 1) = 0, meaning that at x = 0 there is a crest or a trough. For running streams of constant vorticity the kernel of the linear problem thus is a one-dimensional family of solutions v(x, y) = sin(kx) sinh(ky), where k is given by the dispersion relation (5.5). It then follows from (5.1) that (u, p, η) is an even function in x so that the wave is symmetric.

Case (ii). Consider the system (5.4), where α(y) is now unknown. We shall make use of the following result from inverse spectral theory.

14 EHRNSTRÖM, HOLDEN, AND RAYNAUD

Lemma 5.3. [12] Fix μ_2 ≠ 0 and μ_1 ∈ R. A sequence of real numbers {λ_k}_{k≥0} is the spectrum of a Sturm–Liouville problem (5.4), for some α ∈ L^2([0, 1]), if and only if λ_k is an increasing sequence, and

λ_k = ( k + 1 2 )_2

π^2 + C + r_k,

for some C ∈ R, {r_k}_{k≥0} ∈ l^2(R).

We may thus first fix μ_1 ∈ R, μ_2 > 0, and a finite N ≥ 2. By choosing C = 0, and { r_k := −k^2 − ( k +^1_2

)_2 π^2, k = 0, 1, . . . , N, r_k := 0, k ≥ N + 1,

in Lemma 5.3, we obtain λ_k = −k^2 for k = 0, 1 . . . , N, and conclude that for any finite number of k’s there is a function α(y), and nontrivial functions f_k(y), satisfying (5.4) (since N is a finite number, there is no problem rearranging the first N eigenvalues in increasing order). By defining a real function v as a linear combination of such, we obtain that v(x, y) = N∑ k=0 f_k(y)(a_k sin(kx) + b_k cos(kx)), (5.6)

where N is always finite. The a.e. twice differentiable function v is then a solution of (5.4) in the weak sense (it satisfies the equations pointwise a.e.).

Furthermore, by solving the second order differential equation U^{′′}(y) = α(y)(U(y) − c), with initial value conditions

U(1) = c + √ μ_2 and U^′(1) = μ_1 − 1 √ μ_2 , we recover the background current U(y). Let x = 0 be the position of a crest or trough. It means that we impose v(0, 1) = 0, which is equivalent to_N ∑ k=0 f_k(1)b_k = 0. (5.7)

If the solution is symmetric, then we have v(x, y) = −v(−x, y), that is, for the solution of the form (5.6) that we are considering, N∑ k=0 f_k(y)b_k cos(kx) = 0 (5.8)

for all x ∈ R and almost all y ∈ [0, 1]. Since the function f_k form a basis, (5.8) implies that b_k cos(kx) = 0 for all x, which in turn implies that b_k = 0. For N ≥ 2, it is clear that there exist b_k’s which satisfy (5.7)

SYMMETRIC WAVES ARE TRAVELING WAVES 15

and which are not all equal to zero and, for those b_k, the solution is not symmetric. Hence there exist asymmetric solutions of the linearized Euler equations. □

References

[1] A. Bressan and A. Constantin, Global conservative solutions of the Camassa–Holm equation, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 183 (2007), pp. 215–239.

[2] , Global dissipative solutions of the Camassa–Holm equation, Anal. Appl.

(Singap.), 5 (2007), pp. 1–27.

[3] R. Camassa and D. D. Holm, An integrable shallow water equation with peaked solitons, Phys. Rev. Lett., 71 (1993), pp. 1661–1664.

[4] A. Constantin, M. Ehrnström, and E. Wahlén, Symmetry for steady gravity water waves with vorticity, Duke Math. J., 140 (2007), pp. 591–603.

[5] A. Constantin and J. Escher, Wave breaking for nonlinear nonlocal shallow water equations, Acta Math., 181 (1998), pp. 229–243.

[6] , Symmetry of steady periodic surface water waves with vorticity, J. Fluid Mech., 498 (2004), pp. 171–181.

[7] A. Constantin and B. Kolev, On the geometric approach to the motion of inertial mechanical systems, J. Phys. A, 35 (2002), pp. R51–R79.

[8] A. Constantin and D. Lannes, The hydrodynamical relevance of the Camassa—Holm and Degasperis—Procesi equations, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 192 (2009), pp. 165–186.

[9] A. Constantin and L. Molinet, Global weak solutions for a shallow water equation, Commun. Math. Phys., 211 (2000), pp. 45–61.

[10] A. Constantin and W. A. Strauss, Exact steady periodic water waves with vorticity, Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 57 (2004), pp. 481–527.

[11] W. Craig and P. Sternberg, Symmetry of solitary waves, Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 13 (1988), pp. 603–633.

[12] B. E. J. Dahlberg and E. Trubowitz, The inverse Sturm–Liouville problem. III, Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 37 (1984), pp. 255–267.

[13] M. Ehrnström, On the streamlines and particle paths of gravitational water waves, Nonlinearity, 21 (2008), pp. 1141–1154.

[14] M. Ehrnström and G. Villari, Linear water waves with vorticity: rotational features and particle paths, J. Differential Equations, 244 (2008), pp. 1888–1909.

[15] D. Gilbarg and N. S. Trudinger, Elliptic partial differential equations of second order, Classics in Mathematics, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2001. Reprint of the 1998 edition.

[16] H. Holden and X. Raynaud, Global conservative solutions of the Camassa– Holm equation — a Lagrangian point of view., Commun. Partial Differ. Equations, 32 (2007), pp. 1511–1549.

[17] , Dissipative solutions for the Camassa–Holm equation, Discrete Cont.

Dyn. Syst., to appear.

[18] V. M. Hur, Symmetry of steady periodic water waves with vorticity, Philos.

Trans. R. Soc. Lond. Ser. A, 365 (2007), pp. 2203–2214.

[19] R. S. Johnson, A modern introduction to the mathematical theory of water waves, Cambridge Texts in Applied Mathematics, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1997.

[20] D. Lannes, Well-posedness of the water-waves equations, J. Amer. Math. Soc., 18 (2005), pp. 605–654 (electronic).

[21] J. Lenells, Traveling wave solutions of the Camassa–Holm and Kortewegde Vries equations, J. Nonlinear Math. Phys., 11 (2004), pp. 508–520.

16 EHRNSTRÖM, HOLDEN, AND RAYNAUD

[22] , Traveling wave solutions of the Camassa–Holm equation, J. Differential Equations, 217 (2005), pp. 393–430.

[23] , Conservation laws of the Camassa–Holm equation, J. Phys. A, 38 (2005), pp. 869–880.

[24] , Classification of traveling waves for a class of nonlinear wave equations., J. Dyn. Differ. Equations, 18 (2006), pp. 381–391.

[25] L. A. Maia, Symmetry of internal waves, Nonlinear Anal., 28 (1997), pp. 87– 102.

[26] M. Ogawa and A. Tani, Incompressible perfect fluid motion with free boundary of finite depth, Adv. Math. Sci. Appl., 13 (2003), pp. 201–223.

[27] J. Pöschel and E. Trubowitz, Inverse spectral theory, vol. 130 of Pure and Applied Mathematics, Academic Press Inc., Boston, MA, 1987.

[28] G. Rodríguez-Blanco, On the Cauchy problem for the Camassa–Holm equation, Nonlinear Anal., 46 (2001), pp. 309–327.

[29] J. F. Toland, Stokes waves, Topol. Methods Nonlinear Anal., 7 [8] (1996 [1997]), pp. 1–48 [412–414].

[30] , On the symmetry theory for Stokes waves of finite and infinite depth, in Trends in applications of mathematics to mechanics (Nice, 1998), vol. 106 of Chapman & Hall/CRC Monogr. Surv. Pure Appl. Math., Chapman & Hall/CRC, Boca Raton, FL, 2000, pp. 207–217.

[31] E. Wahlén, Global existence of weak solutions to the Camassa–Holm equation, Int. Math. Res. Not., (2006), pp. Art. ID 28976, 12.

[32] S. Wu, Well-posedness in Sobolev spaces of the full water wave problem in 2-D., Invent. Math., 130 (1997), pp. 39–72.

Institut für Angewandte Mathematik, Leibniz Universität Hannover, Welfengarten 1, 30167 Hannover, Germany.

E-mail address: ehrnstrom@ifam.uni-hannover.de

Department of Mathematical Sciences, Norwegian University of Science and Technology, NO-7491 Trondheim, Norway, and Centre of Mathematics for Applications, University of Oslo, P.O. Box 1053, Blindern, NO–0316 Oslo, Norway

E-mail address: holden@math.ntnu.no

Department of Mathematical Sciences, Norwegian University of Science and Technology, NO-7491 Trondheim, Norway, and Centre of Mathematics for Applications, University of Oslo, P.O. Box 1053, Blindern, NO–0316 Oslo, Norway

E-mail address: raynaud@math.ntnu.no