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Abstract
We study a singular limit for the compressible Navier-Stokes system when the Mach and Rossby
numbers are proportional to certain powers of a small parameter . If the Rossby number dominates
the Mach number, the limit problem is represented by the 2-D incompressible Navier-Stokes system
describing the horizontal motion of vertical averages of the velocity field. If they are of the same
order then the limit problem turns out to be a linear, 2-D equation with a unique radially symmetric
solution. The effect of the centrifugal force is taken into account.

1 Introduction

Rotating fluid systems appear in many applications of fluid mechanics, in particular in models of atmo-
spheric and geophysical flows, see the monograph [3]. Earth’s rotation, together with the influence of
gravity and the fact that atmospheric Mach number is typically very small, give rise to a large variety
of singular limit problems, where some of these characteristic numbers become large or tend to zero, see
Klein [13]. We consider a simple situation, where the Rossby number is proportional to a small param-
eter €, while the Mach number behaves like €™, with m > 1. Scaling of this type with various choices
of m appears, for instance, in meteorological models (cf. [13, Section 1.3]).

Neglecting the influence of the temperature we arrive at the following scaled Navier-Stokes system de-
scribing the time evolution of the fluid density o = o(t, ) and the velocity field u = u(t, x):

Oro + div,(ou) =0, (1.1)

1 1 1
O¢(ou) + div,(ou ® u) + E(b X ou) + €2—mvﬂﬂp(9) = div,S(V,u) + ggva, (1.2)
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where p is the pressure, and S is the viscous stress tensor determined by Newton’s rheological law
2
S(Vau) = u(vzu +Viu— gdivzu]l), > 0. (1.3)

For the sake of simplicity, we have omitted possible influence of the so-called bulk viscosity component
in the viscous stress.

We consider a very simple geometry of the underlying physical space Q@ C R* namely Q is an infinite
slab,
Q=R?x (0,1).

Moreover, to eliminate entirely the effect of the boundary on the motion, we prescribe the complete slip
boundary conditions for the velocity field:

u - n|6(z = 0, [Sn] X n|aQ = 0, (1.4)

where n denotes the outer normal vector to the boundary. Note that the more common no-slip boundary
condition
u|59 =0

would yield a trivial result in the asymptotic limit, namely u — 0 for ¢ — 0. On the other hand, the
so-called Navier’s boundary condition

u-nlpo =0, futan + [Snjtanloo =0, 5> 0, (1.5)

gives rise to a friction term in the limit system known as Ekman’s pumping, see Section 2.5 below.

As is well known (see Ebin [7]), the boundary conditions (1.4) may be conveniently reformulated in terms
of geometrical restrictions imposed on the state variables that are periodic with respect to the vertical

variable x3. More specifically, we take
Q=R>xT!, (1.6)

where Tt = [1, 1]/{=1,1} is a one-dimensional torus, on which the fluid density ¢ as well as the horizontal
component of the velocity u;, = [u!,u?] are extended to be even in x3, while the vertical component u3

is taken odd:

o(xy, o, —x3) = o(x1, 9, 73), u'(T1, 20, —23) = u'(21, 20, 73), i = 1,2,
(1.7)
ud(x1, w2, —13) = —u? (21, 22, 23).

Finally, we assume that the rotation axis is parallel to x3, namely b = [0, 0, 1], and set V,G ~ V. |z4|? -
the associated centrifugal force, where we have written z), = [z!, 22].

As shown in [3], incompressible rotating fluids stabilize to a 2D motion described by the vertical averages
of the velocity provided the Rossby number ¢ is small enough. Besides, the stabilizing effect of rotation
has been exploited by many authors, see e.g. Babin, Mahalov and Nicolaenko [1], [2]. On the other
hand, compressible fluid flows in the low Mach number regime behave like the incompressible ones, see
Klainerman and Majda [12], Lions and Masmoudi [17], among many others. Thus, at at least for m > 1,
solutions of the scaled system (1.1), (1.2) are first rapidly driven to incompressibility and then stabilize
to a purely horizontal motion as ¢ — 0. On the other hand, the above mentioned scenario changes



completely if m = 1. In this case the speed of rotation and incompressibility act on the same scale.
Accordingly, the limit behaviour of the fluid is described by a single (linear) equation, see Section 2.5.
Note that such a picture is in sharp contrast with [9], where the effect of the centrifugal force is neglected.

However, a rigorous justification of the above programme is hampered by serious mathematical difficulties:

e The main issue in the low Mach number limit, at least in the case of the so-called ill prepared initial
data, is the presence of rapidly oscillating acoustic waves, cf. Desjardins and Grenier [5], Desjardins
et al. [6], Lions and Masmoudi [17]. Similarly to [5], given the geometry of the spatial domain §2,
we may expect a local decay of the acoustic energy as a result of dispersive effects. Unfortunately,
however, the fluid is driven by the centrifugal force that becomes large for |xp| — oo. Specifically,
we have G =~ £72™ on the sphere of the radius e~™, whereas the speed of sound in the fluid
is proportional to e~™. In other words, the centrifugal force changes effectively propagation of
acoustic waves and this effect cannot be neglected, not even on compact subsets of the physical
domain.

e The dispersive estimates of Strichartz’ type exploited in [3] cannot be used in the present setting
as the acoustic waves, represented by the gradient component of the velocity field, remain large
for |zp| — oo.

Our approach is based on combination of dispersive estimates for acoustic waves with the local method
developed in [11]. As already mentioned, we focus on two qualitatively different situations: one where
m > 1, and one where m = 1.

e THE CASE m > 1.

In order to eliminate the effect of the centrifugal force, we compute the exact rate of the local decay
of acoustic energy, here proportional to €™/, by adapting the argument of Metcalfe [20] (cf. also
D’Ancona and Racke [4], Smith and Sogge [21]). Accordingly, the associated acoustic equation can
be localized to balls of radii e~ for a certain o > m/2, on which G(z) ~ ¢~2%. Having established
local decay of acoustic waves, we use the method developed in [11], based on cancellation of several
quantities in the convective term, similar to the local approach of Lions and Masmoudi [18].

e THE CASE m =1.

In this case both the high rotation and weak compressibility limits occur at the same scale. We can
compute immediately the limiting diagnostic equations, and, similarly to the previous case, careful
analysis of cancellations in the convective term allows to identifiy the limit system. In contrast
with the situation studied in [9], the limit system is linear as a consequence of strong stratification
caused by the centrifugal force.
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The paper is organized in the following way. In Section 2, we introduce the concept of finite energy
weak solutions to the compressible Navier-Stokes system (1.1 - 1.4) and recall their basic properties. In
particular, we present uniform bounds on solutions independent of the scaling parameter e — 0. The main
results concerning the singular limit of solutions to (1.1 - 1.4) are stated in Section 2. The anisotropic
situation, when m > 1, is analyzed in Section 3 by means of several steps: The easy part concerns
the formal identification of the limit system, while, in Section 3.2, the propagation of acoustic waves is
studied as well as their local decay in 2. Finally, the limit systems for m > 1 is justified in Section 3.3 by
means of a careful analysis of the convective term. Finally, the isotropic case, when m = 1, is examined
in Section 4, where the proofs borrow several ingredients introduced in [11].
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2 Preliminaries and statement of the main results

In this section we introduce the main hypotheses, recall some known results concerning existence of
solutions to the primitive system as well as the nowadays standard uniform bounds independent of the

scaling parameter, and, finally, formulate our main results.

2.1 Main assumptions

Consider a family of solutions g., u. of the Navier-Stokes system (1.1 - 1.4) in (0,7") x Q, emanating

from the initial data
QE(Oa ) = 00,¢, 115(0, ) =Uup,e-

We assume that the initial data are ill-prepared, specifically,
00,c = 0c +€"T0,c,
where ¢ is a solution of the associated static problem:
Vop(0e) =2 V5. V,G in Q.

Consequently,
0,
P(g.) = 2™~V G + const, where P(p) = / P'(z) dz.
1

z
Furthermore, we suppose that

/

p € C[0,00) N C?(0,00), p'(0) >0 for all o >0, lim L (f))
o—o0 oY1

=c>0

for a certain 7 > 1 specified below, and that
G e Whe(Q), G(z) >0, G(z1,22, —13) = G(21, 22, 23),
[V.G(z)| < c(1+ |zp]) for all x € Q.

Finally, we normalize
P(ée) _ 52(m_1)G,

noticing that
0c(z) > 1, 0-(x) = 1 forany x € Q ase — 0 for m > 1,

whereas
0= = 0 is independent of € provided m = 1.

(2.2)
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2.2 Energy inequality

Introducing the relative entropy
_ . _ X “p(2)
E(o,0) = H(o) - H'(0)(0 — 0) — H(2), H(0) =0 | —37dz,
1

we note that H'(g) = P(0) + const; therefore we may assume that
1 1 - T
/ (—95|u6|2 + ——E(0., QE)) (1,) dz —|—/ / S(V,u.) : Vyu, dz dr’
a\2 € o Ja

1 1 -
S/ (590,8'110,8'2 + %E(QO,&"Q&)) dx
Q 9

including implicitly the mass compatibility condition

/Q(Qa_éa) dz = 0.

Now, in order to establish uniform bounds independent of the scaling parameter ¢, the initial data
specified in (2.1) must be chosen in such a way that the expression on the right-hand side of (2.7) remains
bounded uniformly for e — 0. Thus, if v < 2 in (2.2), it is enough to assume that

(2.7)

{r0.e }e>0 bounded in L*NL>(Q), {V/0cup,c }e>0 bounded in L*(Q; R?).

In general, we suppose that

{g}%zro,g} bounded in L*(Q), {roc}e>0 bounded in L? N L>(Q),
e>0 (2.8)

{V0=10 ¢ }e>0 bounded in L2(Q; R?).

2.3 Finite energy weak solutions

We say that p, u is a finite energy weak solution of the Navier-Stokes system (1.1 - 1.3) in (0,7) x Q,
supplemented with the initial data (2.1), if:

e the energy inequality

1 1 T
/ ~olul* + 5=E(0,0:) | (1,") der/ /S(Vmu):vmu dz dr’
o \2 g=m o Ja
< [ (Gencluoc? + 5 Eens.2))
=g 2@0,5 o, c2m 00,e5 O¢ €T

holds for a.a. 7 € (0,7);

e equation (1.1) is satisfied in the sense of distributions, specifically,

T
/ / (Qatsa+ ou - sta) dz dt = */ 00,:¢(0,) dz
0 Q Q

for any p € C2°([0,T) x Q);
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e the pressure p is locally integrable in [0,T) x €, equation (1.2) holds in the sense of distributions:

T
1 1
/ / (gu O+ ou®u:Vep—=bx (ou) o+ Tmp(g)divigp) dx dt
0o Jao € € (2.9)

r 1
= / / (S(Vzu) :Vap — 50VaG - <p) dz dt — / 00,:U0c - ©(0,-) dz
0 JQ € Q

for any ¢ € C2°([0,T) x Q; R?).

Under hypothesis (2.2), the existence of finite energy weak solutions can be established by the method
developed by Lions [16], with the necessary modifications specified in [10] in order to handle the physically
relevant range of adiabatic exponents v > 3/2.

2.4 Uniform bounds

In order to study the asymptotic behavior of solutions, we first establish uniform bounds independent of
the scaling parameter ¢ — 0. As a matter of fact, all of them follow from the energy inequality (2.7).
Similarly to [8, Chapter 5], we introduce the essential and residual component of a function h as

h = hess + hresa

where
hess(t, ) = h(t,z) for (t,x) such that p.(t,z) € (1/2,2), hess(t,z) = 0 otherwise.

Now, by virtue of (2.4),
1< ge(x) <1 +e(r)™ 1= for all 2 € B, jea, 0 < a<m — 1, (2.10)

where we have denoted
BR:{SCEQ | |:Ch|§R}

It follows directly from energy inequality (2.7) that when m > 14 «

ess sup HL"LQE} < ¢(r) (2.11)
te(0,T) € essl|L2(B,/ca)
ess sup / [0:]L, do < %™ ¢(r) (2.12)
t€(0,7) /B, /e
ess sup / Lyes dz < e¥™c(r) (2.13)
t€(0,T) /B, .o
ess sup [{z € Q| oc(t,x) <1/2}| < ee*™ < ¢ (2.14)
te(0,7)
ess sup [\/o-ucl|r2(q;rs) < c (2.15)
te(0,T)
and
T
/ / S(Vyue) : Vyue dz dt < ec. (2.16)
0o Jo
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In the case when m = 1, the bounds (2.11)-(2.13) should be replaced by

ess sup ’ [QE ;QE} < (r) (2.17)
t€(0,T) € essllL2(B,)
ess sup / [0:], do < e%™c(r) (2.18)
te(0,T7) J B,
ess sup / lies dz < 52mc(r). (2.19)
te(0,7) J B,

Finally, combining (2.14 - 2.16) with a variant of Korn’s inequality (see [8, Theorem 10.17]), we obtain

T
| el < (2.20)
0

All generic constants in the previous estimates are independent of the scaling parameter e.

2.5 Main results

In what follows, the symbol H denotes the standard Helmholtz projection onto the space of solenoidal
functions in €2, specifically,

— 1

BIVI(E ) = V(ER) — rerr g [6(6 Tnl6R) +4Ta(6. 1)) (€Tl 1) + k(6 B) |

H'[v] =v —H[v]|,

where the symbol V(&, k), £ € R? k € Z, denotes the Fourier transform of v = v(zj, 23). Similarly, the
Laplace operator A is identified through

Av ~ —([¢]? + k2) B(E, k).

Finally, we introduce the vertical average of a function v as
1
() (zn) = == v(ap, x3) das. (2.21)
T J7

2.5.1 Multiscale limit (m > 1)

Theorem 1 Let the pressure p and the potential of the driving force G satisfy hypotheses (2.2), (2.5),
with v > 3/2. Let o-, u. be a finite energy weak solution of the Navier-Stokes system in (0,T) x Q
belonging to the symmetry class (1.7), emanating from the initial data (2.1), (2.8). In addition, suppose
that

m > 10

and that
ug . — Uy weakly in L*(Q; R?).

Then

ess sup [0 — Ul(z24rvy (k) < €™e(K) for any compact K C Q,
te(0,T)
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u. — U weakly in L*(0,T; W2 (Q; R?)),
where U = [Up(xp), 0] is the unique solution to the 2D incompressible Navier-Stokes system
dthUh = 0, (222)

0. Uy, + divh(Uh ® Uh) + ViIl = uAp Uy, (2.23)
with the initial data

UA(0,") = [H[[(Uo),,,01] |

Remark 2.5.1 A short inspection of the proof of Theorem 1 given in Section 3 below reveals that replacing
the complete slip condition (1.4) by the Navier’s slip condition (1.5) would produce an extra term Uy
on the left-hand side of (2.23) known as Ekman’s pumping.

2.5.2 Stratified limit (m = 1)

Theorem 2 Let the pressure p satisfy hypotheses (2.2), with v > 3 and let G(xp,) = |wp|?. Let o, ue
be a finite energy weak solution of the Navier-Stokes system in (0,T) x Q belonging to the symmetry
class (1.7), emanating from the initial data (2.1), (2.8), where

m=1.
In addition, suppose that

To.c — 1o weakly in L*(Q), v — Ug weakly in L*(; R®).

Then B
re = QE; e .y weakly-(*) in L°°(0,T; L*(K)) for any compact K C €,
u. — U weakly in L*(0,T; W"2(Q; R%)),
with
r = r(t,xp) radially symmetric ;, U = [Up(t, z4),0], (2.24)
and
Vi(P'(3)r) + Usy = 0. (2.25)

Moreover, the function r satisfies
a (r - divh(gvh(P’(g)r))) T A2 (P’(@)r) ~0. (2.26)

In addition, the initial value r(0) is the unique radially symmetric function satisfying the integral identity

/132 (@Vh (P'(3)r(0)) - Vitp + (0) lﬂ)dxh _ /

((8Uon) - Vi + (ro)9)dan  (2.27)
RZ

for all radially symmetric ¢ = 1(z) € C(R?).
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Remark 2.5.2 The initial condition (2.27) can be interpreted in polar coordinates as

0, 5) — %as (s@as (P’(@)T(O, s))) L (curlh (8Uo.1) + (ro) )dSzh.

- 27s lzp|=s
where s = |xy|, provided all quantities are sufficiently smooth.
Remark 2.5.3 Note that (2.25) implies that V0 - Uy, =0, or, equivalently,

Uy, - xp, = 0, meaning the limit velocity Uy, is tangent to the level sets {|xh| = const},

Moreover it follows from (2.24-2.25) that |Uy| is constant on {|xn| = const}, and div, Uy, = 0.

It is remarkable that the limit equation (2.26) is linear for m = 1, in sharp contrast with the homogeneous
case ¢ = const treated in [9]. This is related to the fact that the limit density ¢ is stratified (non-
constant). More precisely, the absence of nonlinearity is related to the smallness of the kernel of the
penalized operator, defined by (2.25). This phenomenon had already been identified for fluids with
variable rotation axis, see [11]. Much of the analysis that we shall follow to prove Theorem 2 borrows to
this last reference.

The rest of the paper is devoted to the proof of Theorems 1 and 2, in Sections 3 and 4 respectively.

3 Anisotropic scaling: Proof of Theorem 1

3.1 Preliminary remarks

We start with some simple observations that follow directly from the uniform bounds (2.11 - 2.20).
Clearly, relations (2.10), (2.11), and (2.12) imply that

ess sup |0 — 1|24 (k) < e™e(K) for any compact K C €,
t€(0,T)

while (2.20) yields immediately
u. — U weakly in L?(0, T; Wh%(Q; R®)), at least for a suitable subsequence.
Consequently, letting ¢ — 0 in (1.1) yields
div,U =0 a.a. in (0,7) x Q. (3.1)
Moreover, it follows from equation (1.2) that
H[b x U] =0, meaning, b x U = V,® for a certain potential ®.

Consequently, ® and Uy, are independent of the vertical coordinate x3, and moreover, div,Uj, = 0.
Since U is solenoidal, we have 9,,U? = 0; whence, as U? has zero vertical mean,

U? =0, U= [Ux(t,zp),0].

Finally, in view of the uniform bounds established in (2.11), (2.20), it is easy to pass to the limit in
all terms appearing in the weak formulation of momentum equation (2.9), tested on ¢ = [¢(t, z1),0],
with divy¢ = 0, with the exception of the convective term div,(o-u. ® u.) that will be analyzed in the
next two sections.
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3.2 Acoustic waves

Since m > 10, there exists « such that

3
1+%<0¢<Z(m—2)- (3.2)

This choice of the parameter a will become clear in Section 3.3. Moreover, we introduce a family of
cut-off functions x. such that

1
Xe € C(R?), 0 < xe <1, xe(ap) =1 for |z,| < —
€
(3.3)
Xe(zn) =0 for |zp| > 2, |Vaxe(zn)| < 2e® for x;, € R2.

= ga

As the density becomes constant in the asymptotic limit, the basic idea is to “replace” u. ~ y.0-u. and
write

XeOcUe = H[Xs@sus] + HJ_[XEQEUE] = <H[X€Q€u6]> + (H[ngsus] - <H[X€Q€u€]>) + V.U,

where V, U, = H* [x.0-u.].

In the remaining part of this section, we examine the asymptotic behavior of the acoustic potential ..
More specifically, we show that V, WU, tends to zero on compact subsets of 2 and therefore becomes
negligible in the asymptotic limit ¢ — 0.

3.2.1 Acoustic equation

Following Lighthill [14], [15], we rewrite the Navier-Stokes system (1.1), (1.2) in the form:

m

™0y (%) + div, (0cue) = 0,

€™ 0 (0eue) +pl(1)vz (Qas;éa) = _Eimvm (p(Qa) —p(0) _p/(l)(Qa - @a))

+e"divy (S(Vzug) — (0eue X U—s)) —e™ (b x g.u.) + 2m-—1)le " Ce g o

Em

where, exactly as in Section 2.3, equations are understood in the sense of distributions in (0,7") x .
Furthermore, introducing new variables
O — Oc
Se = Xe y Me = XeOeUg,

Em

where x. is the cut-off function specified in (3.3), we arrive at the equation

e™0ySe + divem, = V. - (qus)a (3'4)
while m, satisfies
m / . _m—1 2(m—1),, Ye — Oe / 0c — O
emom, + p'(1)V,Se = —¢ (bxm.)+e Xe™ V.G +p (1)me€75m
+ eMdiv, (X&S(vzua) - Xs(@aua X ua)) —em (S(vmua) — 0eUe X ua) “VaXe (35)

Ve [ (ploe) — pl@) 7 () (0: — 82))] + 5z (plee) — p@) ~ P/ (1)(0- — ) Ve

10
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3.2.2 Uniform bounds

Our next goal is to deduce uniform bounds on all quantities appearing in the acoustic equation (3.4),
(3.5). To begin, it follows from (2.11 - 2.13) that

{S:}es0 is bounded in L*°(0,T; L* 4+ L'(2)). (3.6)
As a matter of fact, we have
{S.}e>0 is bounded in L>(0,T; (L* + L' N L7)(2))
as the “residual set” is of small measure, cf. (2.13).
Similarly, we deduce from (2.12), (2.15) that
2y

{m.}.~¢ is bounded in L>(0,T; L> + LY(Q; R%)), q = 1 (3.7)
v
Moreover, combining (3.3), hypothesis (2.3) and (3.6) we may infer that
{Eangmggsz} is bounded in L*(0,T; L2 + L'(Q)). (3.8)
€ e>0
Finally, by virtue of (2.15), (2.20),
{S(V,u.)}eso is bounded in L2(0, T; L*(9; R**3)), (3.9)
and
{00 @ u.}eso is bounded in L*°(0,T; L*(Q; R**?)). (3.10)

Now let us estimate the pressure perturbation. Writing
p(0:) = p(@:) = ' (1) (0 — &) = plo:) = p(@:) = P/ (8:)(0- — 3) + (¥ (3:) = P'(1)) (0 — &)

we have

p(@a) _p(ée) _pl(ée)(ga —0:) = {p(Qa) _p(ée) _pl(ée)(ga - ée)} + [p(ge) _p(@a) _p/(@a)(ge — 0e)

ess res

where, since p is twice continuously differentiable in (0, 00) and g, satisfies (2.10),
|[ple) = p() = p'(a-)e- — 22)]

Similarly, by virtue of (2.12), (2.13)

(t, z)‘ < cloe — ég]gss (t,x) provided x € By/ca.

ess

dz < ce?™,

res

ess tes(%g") /}32/5‘1 HP(QE) - p(@a) - pl(ée)(ga - @a)}

Finally, in accordance with (2.10),
1 (6-(x)) — p'(1)| < ¢lge(z) — 1| < 217 for z € By .
Thus, summing up the previous estimates, we conclude that

2 (ple) ~ p(ae) ~ P (V- ~ ) <e(l4em) (3

(L1+12)(Baycoi )

ess sup
te(0,7)

11
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3.2.3 Spatial regularization

In view of the uniform bounds obtained in the previous section, equations (3.4), (3.5) can be written in
the form
em0S, +div,m, = EO‘F;, (3.12)

emPm, 4 p'(1)V,S8: = (€™ 4 2 1= div, F2 4 (6™~ 4 @ 4 2m— 1m0 p3, (3.13)

with
{F!}.~0 bounded in L>(0,T; L? + L*(Q))

{Fg}s>0 bounded in L2(O, T; L2+ Ll(Q; R3><3>>

{F3}.~0 bounded in L*(0,T; L? + L*(Q; R?)).

Equations (3.12), (3.13) are satisfied in the sense of distributions. For future analysis, however, it is more
convenient to deal with classical (smooth) solutions. To this end, we introduce

Vs = Kg§ * U,

where k5 = k() is a family of regularizing kernels acting in the spatial variable. Accordingly, we may
regularize (3.12), (3.13) to obtain

™0, Se5 + diveme s = e¥F 5 (3.14)

emome s +p' (1)VySes = (€™ + sz(mflf‘l))divxF?,é + (™ e+ 62(’”*1*0‘))ng5 (3.15)

where )
”Fs,&HLZ(O,T;W’“’?(Q) < C(ka 5)7

251

L2(0,T;Wk2(Q; R3%3)) S C(k, (S), (316)

||F§,6| L2(0,T;Wk:2(Q;R3) < C(ka 5)

for any £k =0,1,... uniformly for ¢ — 0.

3.2.4 New formulation of the regularized acoustic wave equation

Our aim is to rewrite the regularized acoustic equation (3.14), (3.15) in terms of the acoustic potential.
To this end, we decompose
mes = Ya,é + vmllle,éa

where Y. 5 = H[m, s].
Introducing new unknowns S. 5, ¥, 5, we may rewrite the acoustic equation (3.14), (3.15) in the form:

€085 + AV, 5 =eFLy, (3.17)

MO, 5+ (1)Se,s = (€™ 42T AT div,divy [F2 5]+ (e™ e +e2m ) A~ Hdiv, F2 5. (3.18)

Our aim is to use dispersive estimates for (3.17), (3.18) to deduce local decay of the acoustic potential.
To this end, we present a simple result, the proof of which is a straightforward adaptation of Metcalfe [20,
Lemma 4.1] (cf. also D’Ancona and Racke [4, Example 1.2]) :

12
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Lemma 3.1 Consider ¢ € C>°(R?). Then

| [ fetenexp (w=Ee) bl|” @ at < ool @.19)

Proof: For a function w = w(t, zp, x3), we denote by w(r, &, k) its Fourier transform in the space-time
variables, 7 € R, £ € R?, k € Z. Accordingly, by virtue of Parseval’s identity,

/OO / ‘(p(xh)exp (imt) [U]‘2 dz dt

2

- (€ =ma(r \/m)ﬁ( k) dn| d¢ dr
kezz/ /R? /Rz 1 N n n
2
~ ¢ 5(¢ —n)o(n, k) dS,| d¢ dr.
kezz/ /R2 /{T_\/m} P& —mn)v(n, k) dSy| d§

Furthermore, by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality,

>/

kez /{T—\/W}
= i p(E—m|dS 3¢ — )0, k)2 dS, | de d

< el Z/R/ S, P IR s, ar g

keZ

) [ [ 18— miintm.R)? an d < @)l

keZ

2

P& —n)o(n, k) dSy| dE dr

That proves Lemma 3.1.

Q.E.D.

The gradient of the acoustic potential ¥, s can be written by means of Duhamel’s formula:

1 . t o1
VoV, 5= 5 XD <1\/ Ag—m> |:VI\1107€15 + 1ﬁvz[so,€,5]:|
1 . t 1
+ 5 exp (—1\/ —Ag—m) [Vz‘lfo,a,é - lﬁvz [50,876]}

a—m

t — —
+ : / (eXp (i\/—At—s) — exp (—i\/—At S) [ Va F1 } ds
2 Jo em V-A
14em—2-2a gt ) t—s t— e e 2
+ exp [ IV-A—— | +exp | —ivV—A [VzA div,div,F; 5] ds
O E Em )

2

—1 a—m m—2—2a pt t— t—
el et / (exp (i fA_s)jLeXp <i A S)) (Vo AT div, F? 5] ds
0 em e 7

2

13
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where, for the sake of simplicity, we have set p’(1) = 1. Now, in accordance with Lemma 3.1,

A

and, similarly,

o (VL)

9

| e (VB o o
ST/OT/OT/I(

<eren [ oo (-i2) o)

L2()

2 o )
dz dt < 5’"/ / ‘exp (i\/—At) [’U]‘ dz dt < Emc||v|\%2(m, (3.20)
0o JK

2
dx dt

2
dz dt ds (3.21)

exp <i¢_At ,,f) [9(5)]

3

= EmHg”QL?((O,T)xQ)

for any compact K C €. Combining (3.20), (3.21) with the uniform bounds (3.16) and hypothe-
ses (2.1), (2.8) we infer that

T
| 19awes
0

uniformly for ¢ — 0, where 8 > 1 provided « satisfies (3.2). Thus the effect of acoustic waves becomes
negligible in the limit ¢ — 0. Accordingly, the information about the asymptotic behavior is provided
by the solenoidal component of the velocity field analyzed in the following section.

%Z(K;Rs) dt < e?$¢(6, K, T) for any compact K C (3.22)

3.3 Solenoidal part

In order to control the solenoidal component of the velocity field, we write the momentum equation (3.5)
in the form:

edim. s +b x m. 5 = ediv, {ng(vzus) — Xe(0eue x ua)]é - 5|:(S(vzua) L U—a) - VZXEL

0 — Oc
Em

et [xa VIG} et (Vz [Xe(p(e) = plee))]s = [Vaxe(p(d:) - P(QE))L?)

in other words
eOm s+ DX 5 = (£+2™ 1) Qu s+ 212 (V[ (p(82) ~ p(0:)]s — [V (p(82) ~ p(0:)]5 ) (3.23)

where

{Q. 5}e>0 is bounded in L2(0, T; W*2(Q; R®)) for any fixed k, § > 0.
3.3.1 Compactness of vertical averages
Taking the vertical average of equation (3.23) we obtain
£0; (m.5) + b x (m.5) = (e + ™17 (Q.5)

L ) ) (3.24)
672 (Vo (Bepl(@2) = ple)l) = ((Vaxe(p(82) — ple))s) )-

14



hal-00586234, version 1 - 15 Apr 2011

Recalling
mes = Ys,& + vqus,éa Y6,5 = H[ms,zi]

we check easily that

is an exact gradient as Y. s is solenoidal.

Consequently, testing equation (3.24) on ¢ € C°(Q2; R?), div,¢ = 0 we get

1
8,5/ (mg5) - p do = / (Qes) - p do — —/ (b x Vo¥.5) ¢ de
Q Q €Ja
provided ¢ is small enough so that x:|supp, = 1. Thus we may use (3.22) to conclude that
(Yes) — Us strongly in L?((0,T) x K; R?) for any compact K C § and any fixed § > 0. (3.25)

We note that this step depends essentially on (3.2) that requires the rather strong assumption m > 10.

3.3.2 Oscillations

We write any function v in the form
v(@) = (v) (xn) + {0} (2). (3.26)
Since {v} = v — (v) has zero vertical mean, it can be written in the form
{v} (z) = 0z I[v] with / Iv)(z) das = 0.

Moreover, we define N ‘
hJ J i J i
wes =00, Y 5 — 02, Y 5 = Op,m, 5 — Opymy 5.

Going back to equation (3.23), we deduce that

el 2 + divi[Yes]n = e(amng - 012@5) AL, (3.27)
Eatw;:§ + 813}/62,5 = 5(8I1Q§76 - 81362;,5) - 833712\11575; (328)

and, finally,
O — 00,25 = 2(00aQ2 5 — 00,Q25) + 02, 4, Vs (3.29)

forall t € (0,T), x € Byjco.

15
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3.3.3 Analysis of the convective term

Following step by step the analysis performed in [11, Section 3] we observe that the only problematic
component of the convective term reads

H [/1 [dive(Yes ® Yes)], das
-~

e Step 1:

Since Y. s is solenoidal, we have

. 1
leI(Y&g ® ngg) = §VI|Y€75|2 — Y&g X (curl[YW;]).
As the former term is a gradient, we concentrate on the latter.

e Step 2:
Write

Y.s x curl[Yes] = (Yos) x curl (Yes) + s, ( (Y..s) x curl I[Y. ;5] + I[Y.4] x curl <Y5,5>)
+ 0, I[Y ¢ 5] X Opgeurl(I[Y . s]),

where the term in the brackets has zero vertical mean, while, in accordance with (3.25), the first term is
pre-compact. Finally, we have

0y, I[Y - 5] ¥ amcurl(f[yw])r

= O 11V, 5100, (00, IV 5] = 00, TIVES)) = 0ug TIVE 5100, Tl5), 5= 1,2,3.

e Step 3:
In accordance with (3.27 - 3.29), we get

0 Da T3] + 02, 1125) = 201 (Q25 — (Q25)) — 0,QLs) = 02, 1, Wess,

and
20D 1[73]) — O2,11Y5] = £(02a(Q2 5 — (QL5)) — 02sQ25) — 02, 4, Wes

at least for © € By /.. Next, compute
[0, I[Y e 5] x azgcurl(I[Ys,S])]l = 813][}/52,6]8963[[“3%] + 3953[[}/‘53:5]313][6«1?:;]
= 0, (00 T2, T2 ) — 02, 1V2,)1TE) — Tldivi Yol T,

g,

16
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where, furthermore,

02, TV, 1)+ Tidiva Y sh0ny TIt) = 20000y Tl ) T2
+€<811( 2,5 - <Q3>a,6) - aﬂﬁs ;,J)I[wi;] o 853,12\11515][(*]?:;] - Eat (I[w;:g])azg'l[wi;]

el |00, Q25 — 02, QL 5] Oua T3] = TTART L )T

= 01 (O Tl Tl 1) + 2 (00 (Q25 — (@), ;) = 0na QL g ) TIw?3] = 2, 1, W s T2
o0 [00,Q2 5 — 02sQL ] 00 T3] = TTARY. 5] T

for t € (0,T), x € By/c. Treating the second component in a similar fashion, we conclude that

1 T T
= / / [divy(Yes @ Yes)] - do dt — / / div,(Us @ Us) - ¢ dap, dt as e — 0
[T Jo Ja 0o JR2

for any fixed § > 0, and for any ¢ = [¢(t,z1),0], ¢ € C°([0,T) x R?; R?), divj,¢ = 0.

3.4 Convergence - conclusion
In order to complete the proof of Theorem 1, write
0:U: ® U = (0c — DU @ U + (Ueys — W) @ Ueys + U5 @ (Ues — Ue)
+[(1—-p)uls @ue s +ues (1 — 0o)ue]sme s @M, 5
for t € (0,7) and z € K C Q, K compact.
Now, it is easy to observe that
(0: — Du. @ug, [(1—0)ue]s ®@u.s — 0in L'((0,T) x K) for £ — 0

while
||U.5,5 - uEHLz(K;Rs) < C(SHUEHWLZ(K;R3) uniformly for £ > 0.

(3.30)

Consequently, testing the momentum equation (1.2) on a compactly supported solenoidal function, the
convective term p.u. ® u. can be replaced by m. s ® m. s handled in detail in Sections 3.2, 3.3. This

completes the proof of Theorem 1.

Q.E.D.

Note that, since the limit problem (2.22), (2.23) admits a unique solution for any square integrable initial

data, there is no need to consider subsequences.

4 Isotropic scaling: Proof of Theorem 2

We consider the situation where the Rossby and Mach numbers have the same scaling. Accordingly,
we have m = 1, together with the uniform bounds derived in Paragraph 2.4. We recall that the static

solution g. = o(]xp|) is now independent of € and we set
Qe — 0
Te = ——-
€

17
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4.1 Preliminary results

In accordance with the uniform bounds established in (2.17-2.19) and (2.14-2.16), we may assume (up to
taking subsequences) that

0 — 0 in L*°(0,T; L7(K)), re — 1 weakly-(*) in L*°(0,T; L*(K)) (4.1)
for any compact K C €2, recalling that v > 3. Moreover,
u. — U weakly in L0, 7; Wh%(Q; R?)). (4.2)

The main point is to derive the equations satisfied by » and U. Similarly to Section 3.2, we rewrite the
Navier-Stokes system in the following form:

edyre + divy(0eue) = 0,
edy(0eue) + edivy (0ue @ ue) + Vi (p(2)re) + b x (0cue) (4.3)

= —divaS(Vou) = 2V ((0:) — p(@) — 1 (@) e: — 8) + V.G

The bounds (2.14-2.19) allow to pass to the limit in the previous system, in the sense of distributions, to
derive the following diagnostic equations:

div,(oU) =0, V.(p'(9)r)+bx oU =1rV,G.
Moreover, introducing
R=P'(o)r,
one can write the previous equations as
div,(oU) =0, V,R+bxU=0.
From there, one has easily that
R = R(.Th), U= [Uh(l'h), 0] (4.4)

together with
divy, (6Up) =0, V,R+Uj =0. (4.5)

Note that in addition to the constraint divy (0Uy) = 0, the last equation implies that div,U;, = 0,
and V.0 - Uy = 0, therefore R = R(|xy|) is radially symmetric.

These constraints do not determine the time evolution of r and Uy,. Our aim is to show that, in accordance
with the conclusion of Theorem 2, the function r satisfies equation (2.26).

The rest of the paper is devoted to the proof of (2.26). To this end, we perform the analysis of the high
frequency waves generated by the linear part of system (4.3). Indeed, one can recast (4.3) in the general
form

el + LU = eN; + eFe
where U. = [re, V.|, with V. = p.u., while

LU = [divy Ve, 0V.(P'(0)7:) + b x V]

18
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stands for the linear part of the equation, and
N:=[0,N.], N.=—div, (geu: ®u.). (4.6)

Furthermore, F. includes the remaining terms:

Fe = (07 Fs)a F. = 7dinS(vmus) - E%Vz (p(gs) *p(é) - p/(é)(gs - é)) (47)

It can be checked that L defines a skew-symmetric operator with respect to the scalar product
U,u') = / (rr'P'(@) L V.V g—l) da;
Q

whence it generates time oscillations with frequency e~!, whose nonlinear interaction is not obvious. In
fact, the the principal difficulty of this part of the paper is the fact that the spectral properties of the
operator L are unclear, and thus, in contrast with the previous part, employing dispersive effects seems
difficult if not impossible. We shall therefore rely on local methods and use as much as possible the
structure of the equations, to control the asymptotic behavior of the convective term.

4.2 Handling the convective term

The goal of this section is to better understand the behavior of N, and more precisely of
. 1
N, = divy, (5 (Ve ® Vg,h)) , where V.j; =o.u.p. (4.8)

Later on, we shall compare this term with the average with respect to x3 of
7Ne,h = div, (qus & us,h) y

which reads
<7N€,h> = divy, (<qus,h & ue,h>) . (4.9)

These are two main steps in deriving the limit equation (2.26). We start by showing that
(Nsw,ﬂ;) 50, -0,

for all 1 € C>((0,T) x R?) such that V- Vi1 = 0. Here and hereafter, the symbol (-|-) denotes the
standard duality pairing. We follow a general approach initiated by Lions and Masmoudi [17], [18] in
the framework of the incompressible limit, and later adapted in [11] to the case of rotating fluids. This
approach, used also in the last step of the proof of Theorem 1, is reminiscent of compensated compactness
arguments. It relies on various cancellations, obtained by multiple use of the structure of (4.3) which
roughly speaking reads

edyre + divy(e-ue) = 0,
Eat(gauf) + évﬂﬂ (P/(é)Tg) + b x (Qaua) = O(E)

and will provide some compactness for appropriate combinations of 7., o¢, u..

19
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Similarly to Section 3.2, the complete treatment of NE involves spatial regularizations:
Ug § = K¢ * Ug, Vs,& = K¢ * (qus)a Te, s = KRg *Te,

where ks = ks(x) is a family of regularizing kernels. Note that the quantities V. s and r. 5 are bounded
in L>(0,T; L*(K)) for any compact K C €, and u. s in L?(0,T; WH2(Q; R?)) , uniformly in 6,e. We
claim the following result.

Proposition 4.1 The fields u. 5, V.5 and r. s satisfy the following properties:

1
Ves=ctls+t25 and curl, (5 ngg) =eTl;+T2; (4.10)
where ) )
It2 sllz20,mwe2(x:re)) + T2 sllL20,mwe2 (k3 < c(d),
(4.11)
162 51120, w2 s moy) + I T2 5l 20,1y < ime) < €
for any compact K C Q and k= 0,1,... Moreover,
sup [|re — re sl o0, mswe2(xy) — 0 as 6 — 0 for all s <0,
e>0
suIO) lue —ucsll20,7ws2(k;r3)) — 0 as § = 0 for all s <1, (4.12)
>
sup [|[Ve = Vesll 2o, mwe2(i;r3)) — 0 as 0 =0 for all s < —1/2
e>0
for any compact K C Q. Finally the following approzimate wave equation is satisfied:
ere s +div, Ve 5 =0, (4.13)
€0 Ves+0Va (P (9)res) +bx Vo5 =eFL s+ F2;, (4.14)
where the source terms are smooth and satisfy
sup ||F;,6HLZ(O,T;W’CJ(K;R?»)) < ¢(9), (4.15)
e>0
2 1o
sup HF5,5||L2((O,T)><K;R3) + Curlz(:FE’(;) —0 asd—0 (416)
>0 @ L2((0,T)x K;R?)

for any compact K C Q, k=0,1,...

We postpone the proof of this proposition to Section 4.3. This regularization process allows to establish
the following convergence result.

Proposition 4.2 The nonlinear quantity
~ ) 1
N€75 = leh <§ <V8,5,h ® V5157h>) (417)

satisfies

lim (Hmsup ‘(NMWW)D =0,
=0 e—0

for all » € C((0,T) x R?) such that Vo - Vi-p = 0.
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The rest of this part is devoted to the proof of Proposition 4.2. Actually we shall prove more precisely
that B
Nes = Fes Vo + gesVio + Ses

for explicit functions ¢ = ¢(t,z1), Frs = Fr5(0), ges = ge,5(t,z5) and a remainder s. s = sq (¢, xp)
satisfying

lim (Hmsup | (se,5l%) |) =0 for all p € C°((0,T) x Q; R?). (4.18)
6—0 e—0

This will of course imply the result.

The notation o(1) will refer hereafter to any term s. s satisfying (4.18). Moreover we drop from now
on the lowerscript 0, except if some ambiguity is liable to occur.

Let us set
L 1 2!
N = N4 2 = divy (3 (Veah @ (Ver) ) + divn (3 (Ven} o (Ve )

where the notation (-), {-} has been introduced in (3.26), and treat these parts separately.
e Treatment of N!:

We notice that

N! = div, ((Va,h> ® % <Va,h>) = %<Va,h> divy, ((Ven) + (Ven) - Vi (% <Va,h>)

(Ver) diva((Ver)) + 25V (% (Vo) |2) + (cuﬂh% (Vor)) (Ven)*.

R =

On the one hand, averaging (4.13) with respect to x3, and multiplying by (V. p), we get that

L (Ve dn((Ven)) = —<(04 ()T (V) = —20) (é (r2) <va,h>) 140 £ @ (V).

where the first term at the right-hand side is of order o(1). As regards the second term, averaging the
horizontal components of (4.14) with respect to x5 and multiplying by (r.), we end up with

% (re) € (8 (Ver) = =V (P'(@) (1)) r2) — é (Vo) () + % (FL, +F2,) ()
1 1, ., . 2
— 5" (3P @) -

where the o(1) comes from the properties of the F%’s and the fact that r. = r. 5 is uniformly bounded in
L? .((0,T) x Q) with respect to € and §, see (4.1). Thus N can be written in the form

<V€,h>L re) + o(1),

ST

N! = ((Curlh% <Va,h>) - % <Ta>> (V)™ + F(0) Vao + o(1).
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It remains to handle the first term at the r.h.s. Therefore, we average (4.14) with respect to x3, divide
by 9, take the curl of the horizontal components, and subtract average of (4.13) with respect to x3. We
obtain,

20 ( (a2 (Vo)) = 2} ) = 25 (V) - Vot P2 (4.19)

where )
FI':= curl,= (eFL, + F2,).
F : :

According to Proposition 4.1 there is a function f(J) going to zero with ¢ such that, uniformly in €,

< f(9). (4.20)

L2((0,T) x K; R?)

sup
e>0

Lo
curlhEFE’h

Now let us notice that by definition of ¢ one has
Vio P'(0) = 2xn, so Vipo p'(0) =20wh.
By Assumption (2.2), this gives in particular that there is a constant C such that for all ay,
IVro(zn)| = Clanl. (4.21)

Now let us consider a smooth function ys defined by

o) e Vio(zn) \
Xs(h) : X( 0) )

where ¥ is a function of C°(R?;0,1]) such that y(zp) = 1 if |z5| < 1. Using (4.10) we get

1 1 1 1
Xs ((curlhE <Va,h>) oy (Ta>) (Ven)™ = xs (57?,3 +T25 — ; (7‘8>) (etep, +t24)

Now we can write, by Holder’s inequality and the continuous embedding W12 c LS

< lIxsllzsx)

1 s
” (T rr2, L <re>) (el +42,.)
1 LY((0,T)x K;R?)

lletd n + 62 5l 220, w2 (15 R2))
L2(0,T5L2(K))

1
5T51,3 + T52,3 3 (re)

Recalling that r. is uniformly bounded in €,§ in L*>°(0,7; L2 .(2)), and using (4.11) and (4.21) we infer
that

1

3

< (ec(d) +¢)

{an. IVadtan)] < VI0)}

B(0,Cv/ f(5))

1 1
Xs <5T;3 + Tjg -3 <r€>) <5t;h +t§1h>

L((0,T)x K;R?)
3

< (ec(d) +¢)
=o(1).
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This allows to conclude that
1 1 1
X5 (curlhE <V87h>) — 5 (re) ) (Ven)™ =o(1).
Then we can write

(1=xs) <(Cuﬂh% Ver)) - 5 <rs>> (Veu)*

1 1 (Ver) Vg - (Ve) - Via o
= (1- ln = € — = \Te ’ = ——
) ((Cur A ’h>) Al >) ( Vir e T e

1 1 (Ven) - Vao o1 _
=(1-—xs) ((curlhE <V87h>) ~3 (rg)) |th§|2 Vitg + g' Vio.
for N
1 1 (Ven)” V9o
L= (- = (Vep)) — = (re) | ekl Ve,
g = (1-xs) <(Cur ns ( ,h>) 5 (r >> N¥E

As regards the first term at the right-hand side of the last equality, we use (4.19) to derive

(1—-xs) ((Curlh% <Va,h>) _ % (ra)) %

1- 1 : 1 ~ Vip
) <w (@ (curlht <V€1h>) - <r€>> V#@) 1 <5T;3 +T25— = <r€>> Fhi(l —Xs)
hQ 0 0 0

Vi 0

with the notation introduced in (4.10). We get, by (4.11),

1 ~ Vio (1—xs) ~
eT?! +T2—~T)Fh h2_(1—xs _Hf ec(8) + ¢) | EM|| 2
H( £,3 £,3 P < €> € |vh9|2( ) L2(0.T5L1 () |th| Lo (K) ( ( ) ) H € HL (0, T)xK)
C ~
< ec(8) + ——||F™| 12
(6) f(é)l\ =20,y %K)

which is o(1) thanks to (4.20). Combining the previous inequalities leads to
NI=g'Vig + F(2) Vio + o(1),
as expected.
e Treatment of N2:

This time, we consider

N2 = aivi (3 (V) @ (Vo)

1
-{Vq,
g{ h}

2> - <C111"1h(% {Va,h}) {Va,h}L>'

<% {V}divy ({Va,h})> + %@ <Vh
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1
As — {V_.} has zero vertical average, we can write
0

1 030 1 _ 1 1
curlmg {V.} = < 3 E’h), Q. p = E{V&h}L — 05 1Vt§ {Ves}t, we = curlhE{Vsﬁh},

We

where we have set 05 'a = I(a), see (3.26). Applying curl, to the momentum equation (4.14) yields
1 -1 L 2
€0, = 3 {Ven} + <05 (curle(EFE +F))n ¢ (4.22)
.1 1, 9
edw: = fdlth {Venrt + curlhE(sFE +F)p o (4.23)
From there, we deduce that
1 ~
<cur1h(5 {Vg,h}) {VE,h}l> = <w5 {V87h}L> = Q<w5 gatnih> + o(1)
= —0((c0we)y,) + (€0r (dwe25y)) + o(1)
- 1
= Q<Qihd1vh5 {V87h}> + o(1)
Here, we have used repeatedly equations (4.22), (4.23). The error terms generated by
1 -
003 "curl,, — <5F; + F§>
0

are responsible for the o(1) term, as can be verified using as previously (4.10)-(4.11). Therefore

N2 <% {Ventdivy ({Vs,h})> + §<Q§hdivh% {szh}> + F(QVay + o(1)

ST

- . . 1 .
((Ver) + 8903) divi ((Verh) + (890 (Ver)- Vg ) + F@ITa + of0)
By straightforward manipulations we have
1 e 1 c L 1 2 2o, 1
7 ({Ven} +090,) 05 {Ve3} = 05 5{‘/8’3} {Vent+097,) ) — Q—évh’ {(Vesh|” = |[{Ves}| th
We can replace the first term by using equation (4.14)
1

= ((Ven) +202,) diva (VL) = f% (200 {r2}) (e} + 525,))

which leaves us with

N2 = — (0 {re}) ({Ven} + 895,)) + <§Qéh {Vent- Vh%> + F(3)Vr + ¢°Vio + o(1)

| =

({re} €0y ({Ven} +092,)) + <§Qéh {Ven}- Vh%> + F(9)Va + g°Vio + o(1).

| =
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Now, thanks to (4.14) and (4.22),
1

~3pig VP @} + (L),

<{T5} €0y ({Va,h} + éﬂsl,h)> =

R =

so that Ng resumes to
~ ) 1 N _
N2 = (005 Venl- Va3 ) + F@Vut + 9Vl + of0)

Finally, we proceed as previously in the case of N;, with the first term at the right-hand side, this time
omitting for simplicity the cut-off near V0 = 0. We write

~ o Qeh Vi, . QL Vio_
({Vs,h}'vhé)) Qéh = ({Vs,h}'vhé’) (M L e,h h Y

= 0 Er———
Vial? " IViol?
Qs,h . vh@

= é(satﬂs,h . vh@) |vh§|2

Viio + ¢°Vino + o(1)

where we have used (4.22) in the passage from the second to the third line. This yields
({Ven} - Vad) ) = gVo + o(1)

and finally we get an expression of the form:
N2 = F(2)Vat + gVid + o(1)

as expected. Proposition 4.2 is proved.

Q.E.D.

4.3 Regularization process
In this section we shall prove Proposition 4.1. We start by recalling that
edyre + div, (V) =0,

and
e V. + oV, (P (0)re) + b x Vo =N, + ¢F,,

with notation (4.6) and (4.7). The first step consists in establishing some bounds for N, and F..
The energy bound clearly implies that N is bounded in L>(0,T; W~1L1(K; R3)). As for F., one has

1

clearly that div,S(V,u.) is bounded in L*(0,T; W~12(K; R?)), and =V, (p(e:) — p(2) — p'(0)(0c — 0))
€

is bounded in L®°(0,T; W~5(K; R?)). Therefore in particular

N. +8S. is bounded in L*(0,T; W~%%2(K; R®)) (4.24)

for any compact K C €.
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Now let us proceed to the regularization. First we notice that
Ve =chs* (reu.) + ks (due) =: etl s +t25
and
curl, (% V515> = ecurl, <%n5 * (1e us)) + curl, (%H(; * (@ug)) =: ET;,(; + ng
so thanks to the L? bound on 7. and the W2 bound on u., we deduce easily that for all k, K
1t2 51l L2 0. rwr2 (i msy) + 12 sl 20, mownez(imsy) < €(0),s

182 51| 220, 7owr 2 (s:mey) + 1IT2 5l 20,1y x i3y < €

uniformly in e (and ¢ for the second bound). This proves (4.11). The uniform bounds derived previously
also give directly the convergences (4.12).

Now let us turn to the wave equations. By convolution we get (with obvious notation)

€re,s +divy Ve 5 =0, (4.25)
and
€ Ves+ 0Va(P'(8)res)+bx V.5 =eFl;+F2; (4.26)
with
F;,& = Na,é + Fa,é
and

Fg,& =0V, (Pl(é) 7es) = (0 Ve (Pl(é) Te)) * Ks.
Clearly (4.24) implies (4.15), so let us turn to the statement (4.16).

In order to see (4.16), we use [19, Proposition 4.1] (which forces the restriction v > 3) on compactness of
solutions to (4.25), (4.26), namely,

l7e = 7es5llLr(0,m:2(k)) — 0 as 6 — 0 for any compact K C Q and any p > 1,

together with Lemma 3.3 (2) of [19]. Note that, compared with the situation treated in [19, Proposition
4.1], the present system contains an extra term b x V. 5 already known to be compact with respect to
the space variable.

The vanishing of Fg s (uniformly in ¢) follows directly. To handle the convergence of curlméF3 5> we then

notice that
curlei& = A(p)Vre s — (A(0)Vre) * ks

for some smooth matrix function A. Still using Lemma 3.3 (2) in [19], we obtain the vanishing of
curl, F? ;, which together with the one of FZ 5 completes the proof of Proposition 4.1.

Q.E.D.

26



hal-00586234, version 1 - 15 Apr 2011

4.4 Conclusion

Thanks to Proposition 4.1, we can conclude the proof of Theorem 2. We keep the notation N, NE

and N&(s of Section 4.2, see (4.8), (4.9), (4.17).
Let v = 9(t,zp) € C2°((0,T) x R?) such that Vg - Vi = 0. We write

T
~ 1
‘(<7Ns,h> |Vt’l/)) - (N575|Vt’l/))‘ = / / (qus,h X Us h — Evs,zi,h & Vs,5,h> : vh & V}J{’l/)dl'dt
0 Q

T
< / / (Ve = Vesn) @uep) : (Vi @ Vi) dadt
0 Q

T
A\
+ / / (Va,a,h @ (ue,p — f’h)) (V) @ Vire) dadt
0 JQ 0
T Vs h — Vs 5,h 1 1 9 3
+ / / <V€,5,h & ’ é — ) . (Vh ® Vh 'l/))dl'dt = 1875 + 1515 —+ 1515 .
o Ja
We have:

T
L= / / Ven - (Vi@ Viip)uep, — ks + (Vi @ Viryp)ue 1)) dedt| = O(9)
0 Q

uniformly in e, using that
(Vi ® Vi )uen — ks % (Vo @ Vi uen) |l r2(o,mx0:m2) < Cdlluenllz20,mwi2 (i r2))
for some compact K containing the support of ¢. Then, noticing that

A% r
— =u. + e—u.
0 0

one obtains easily
125 < c(6)e.

Finally, we remark that
V.—V.s = (ks *(0u:) — ou.) + € (reue — ks * (reue))

to obtain

€

25 < 6+ c(d)e.
Putting these inequalities altogether yields

lim sup lim sup (1176 + 152,6 + 13,5) = 0.

€
6—0 e—0
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Combining this with Proposition 4.1, we deduce that
. 1
Eh_% (N€1h|Vh 1/)) =0

for all ¢ = (t,x) € C=((0,T) x R?) such that Vg - Viiyp = 0, meaning the function ¢ is radially
symmetric.

We are now at the point of getting the equation satisfied by 7, u, cf. (2.24). The horizontal part of the
momentum equation reads

Or(0cuep) + divy (0eu: @ ue ) + e 2 Vip(o:) + sflgsuj’h = [div,S(V,u.)|n + f—; ViG.

We recall that V,,G = V,P(0) = P'(0)V,o. We integrate with respect to x3 the last equation, and
apply curl,. We obtain

Oreurly, (p-uep) + curlpdivy, (0cue p @ uep) + e~ divy (oeue p)

i 4.27)
. (
= curlpdivpSy (Vi (ue p)) + curly <%Vh§> ,
where 5

Sh,h(vhuh) = u(thh + Vﬁuh — gdivh(uh)]l;hh) with I}, ;, identity matrix in R2.
Continuity equation yields divy, (g-uc,,) = —e0;(re); we employ this fact and (4.27), where we use a

radially symmetric test function 1 € C°((0,7) x R?) to get

(at (curly (geue ) — (re) ) — curlhdivhsh,h(vm<u€,h>)|¢)
1 T
~ Wi -5 [ P@evievivdna

The first (convective) term at the r.h.s. goes to zero, whereas the second one is identically zero by the
properties of 1. All other quantities converge easily to yield

(8t (Curlh (0U) — <T>) — pApcurly, Uy, 1/)) =0

for any radially symmetric 9. Using the properties (2.24— 2.25), we arrive at (2.26).
Finally, repeating the same procedure with ¢ € C2°([0,T) x R?), 1 radially symmetric, we obtain

— ((curly(oup) — 7)|0p) — p (Apcurlyup|t) = — (curly (Guon) — (ro)|vp—o) (4.28)

where (ug, 7o) are the weak limits of the family of initial data wug ., ro.. This justifies the initial condition
stated in (2.27). Moreover, in view of hypothesis (2.8), we have

VP (0)(ro) € LA(R?), /d(ugs) € L*(R?; R?). (4.29)
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Under these circumstances, it is easy to show that (2.24)-(2.25)-(4.28) admits a unique solution.

Indeed, taking ¢ = P’(0)r(0) as a test function in (2.27), we check that (4.29) implies

[ (6% P @) + P@FOF) dr < 42

whence uniqueness follows from standard energy arguments. See [9, section 5.2]. Thus, there is exactly
one accumulation point for the sequence (7., u.), and the whole sequence converges to it.
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