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Abstract

In this paper, we consider a viscous bilayer shallow water model
in one space dimension that represents two superposed immiscible
fluids. For this model, we prove the existence of strong solutions in
a periodic domain. The initial heights are required to be bounded
above and below away from zero and we get the same bounds for
every time. Our analysis is based on the construction of approximate
system which satisfy the BD entropy and on the method developed by
A. Mellet and A. Vasseur to obtain the existence of global strong
solutions for the one dimensional Navier-Stokes equations.
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∗ISEA, Université Polytechnique de Bobo-Dioulasso, 01 BP 1091 Bobo-Dioulasso 01,
Burkina-Faso, email: jzabsonre@gmail.com
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1 Introduction.

In this paper, we study the global existence in time of strong solutions to the
following viscous bilayer shallow water model:

∂th1 + ∂x(h1v1) = 0, (1)

∂t(h1v1) + ∂x(h1v
2
1) + gh1∂xh1 + rgh1∂xh2 − ν1∂x(h1∂xv1) = 0, (2)

∂th2 + ∂x(h2v2) = 0, (3)

∂t(h2v2) + ∂x(h2v
2
2) + gh2∂xh2 + gh2∂xh1 − ν2∂x(h2∂xv2) = 0. (4)

where (t, x) ∈ (0, T ) × Ω, and Ω is a periodic domain in one dimension.
These equations represent a system composed of two layers of immiscible
fluids. Index 1 refers to the deeper layer and index 2 to the upper layer, see
Figure 1.

Free surface

h1(t, x)

z

x

Fluid 2, density ρ2
h2(t, x)

Fluid 1, density ρ1

Figure 1: Notations for the bilayer model

We denote by ρ1 and ρ2 the densities of each layer of fluid, and r is their
ratio r = ρ2/ρ1 < 1. The quantities ν1 and ν2 are the respective kinematic
viscosity, that is νi = µi/ρi where µi is the dynamic viscosity. This model is
formally derived in [21] in the two dimensional case. Such a model appear
naturally in geophysical flows, see for example [1, 6].

Let us give a non-exhaustive list of the results on the existence of solutions
to such kinds of equations. The existence of solutions to the one dimensional
Navier-Stokes equations (which includes the shallow water equations) has
been studied by many authors. In the case of a constant viscosity, the exis-
tence of weak solution was first studied in [13] with smooth initial data close
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to equilibrium. The case of discontinuous data was solved in [9, 10, 11, 22].
In particular, in [11], D. Hoff proved the existence of weak solutions with
large discontinuous initial data that can have different limits at x = ±∞.
But it requires the initial data to be bounded away from zero. The first
global existence result for initial density which can vanish was shown in [16].
This result was extended later in [7] to the full compressible Navier-Stokes
equations.

More recently, in [2, 3, 4], D. Bresch and B. Desjardins obtained the
existence of a global weak solution for a 2D shallow water and a Korteweg
systems with a diffusion term of the typediv(hD(u)). The key point that gave
them this result is an entropy inequality namely BD entropy. This BD en-
tropy has been extended in [5] to more general Navier-Stokes equations with
an algebraic relation between the shear and the bulk viscosity coefficients.
But the authors used quadratic friction terms and capillary effects to get
the stability of the system. In [18], using this inequality again, A. Mellet
and A. Vasseur obtained the stability of global weak solutions for the com-
pressible isentropic Navier-Stokes equations without any regularizing term.
Another consequence of this BD entropy is that it gives control on some neg-
ative power of the density in one dimension. This nice control was shown
in [17] and led the authors to prove that vacuum cannot arise if there is no
vacuum at the initial time. With this result, they obtained the existence of
strong solutions for the one dimensional viscous compressible Navier-Stokes
equations. However, the admissible viscosity must be some power of the
density, which does not take the shallow water system into account.

Let us go back to the shallow water equations, and more precisely to bi-
layer systems. An existence result on a one dimensional bilayer shallow water
model was studied in [19]. The authors obtained the existence, uniqueness
and some smoothness of weak solutions under the assumption that the data
are sufficiently small. But the bilayer shallow water they considered is not
exactly the one we study here. In this paper, we are interested in another
system of bilayer immiscible fluid obtained by derivation in [21]. These equa-
tions have been studied in [20, 23]; the authors proved the existence of a
global weak solution for viscous bilayer Shallow Water models with the BD
inequality (but in two dimensions).

This paper deals with strong solutions, in one dimension. The main ex-
istence result is stated in Section 2. To prove this statement, we construct
approximate solutions in Section 3 following the work performed in [15, 16],
based on [12]. Indeed in [15], the authors obtained the existence of strong so-
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lutions for the one dimensional compressible Navier-Stokes equations, which
include the case of shallow water. They proved that there exists some time
after which the density is bounded by below by a positive constant and the
weak solution becomes a strong one. Here, we prove that our approximate
system verifies the BD entropy, which gives the lower bound for the water
heights. Next, in Section 4, we obtain the existence of strong solutions for
the approximate system by using the regularity theorem for smooth data
given in [14], and we pass to the limit. The last part (A) is dedicated to the
proofs of the classical energy and BD entropy inequalities.

2 Main result

Theorem 2.1. Let the initial data hi0 = hi|t=0 and vi0 = vi|t=0 satisfy the
conditions

0 < c0 ≤ hi0 ≤ c0, hi0vi0 = qi0
hi0 ∈ H1(Ω), vi0 ∈ H1(Ω),

(5)

where c0 and c0 are some positive constants. Assume that the viscosities ν1

and ν2 verify the relation

ν1 >
r(ν1 + ν2)

2
(2− α), ν2 >

ν1 + ν2

2
(2− α)

with 1 > α > 2r/(1 + r). Then the problem (1)–(4) admits a strong solu-
tion (h1, h2, v1, v2) such that hi ∈ L∞(0, T ;H1(Ω)), vi ∈ L∞(0, T ;H1(Ω)) ∩
L2(0, T ;H2(Ω)) and ∂tvi ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)).

To prove this theorem, we construct approximate smooth solutions in the
next section, following the work performed in [15].

3 Approximate smooth solutions

In this section, we consider the approximate system defined as follows:

∂th1,ε + ∂x(h1,εv1,ε) = 0, (6)

∂t(h1,εv1,ε) + ∂x(h1,εv
2
1,ε) + gh1,ε∂xh1,ε

+rgh1,ε∂xh2,ε − ν1∂x(ψε(h1,ε)∂xv1,ε) = 0, (7)

∂th2,ε + ∂x(h2,εv2,ε) = 0, (8)

∂t(h2,εv2) + ∂x(h2,εv
2
2,ε) + gh2,ε∂xh2,ε

+gh2,ε∂xh1,ε − ν2∂x(ψε(h2,ε)∂xv2,ε) = 0. (9)
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where ψε(hi,ε) = hi,ε + εhβi,ε (for i = 1, 2), ε is a small parameter satisfying

ε <
1− r
1 + r

, (10)

β belongs to (0, 1/2). We also assume the following relation on the viscosities:

ν1 >
r(ν1 + ν2)

2
(1 + ε), ν2 >

ν1 + ν2

2
(1 + ε) (11)

This type of approximate systems can be constructed by a mollifying process
as in [8, 11]. We suppose that the initial data hi,ε|t=0 = hi0,ε, hi,εvi,ε|t=0 =

qi0,ε ∈ C(Ω) satisfy (5) and that:

hi0,ε → hi0 in L1(Ω), h
1/2
i0,ε
→ h

1/2
i0

in H1(Ω),
q2i0,ε
hi0,ε
→ q2i0

hi0
in L1(Ω) (12)

Remark 3.1. Let us define ϕε(hi,ε) = hi,ε +
ε

β
hβi,ε. Then we have

hi,εϕ
′
ε(hi,ε) = ψε(hi,ε). (13)

This relation will be used to get the BD entropy, see A.

We assume that the initial energy associated to the approximate system
(6)–(9) is taken such that

E0 =
1

2

∫
Ω

h10,ε|v10,ε|2 +
r

2

∫
Ω

h20,ε|v20,ε|2 +
g(1− r)

2

∫
Ω

|h10,ε|2

+
rg

2

∫
Ω

|h10,ε + h20,ε|2 ≤ Cε2 ≤ C

and

F0 =
1

2

∫
Ω

∣∣∣∣∂xϕε(h10,ε)√
h10,ε

∣∣∣∣2 +
1

2

∫
Ω

∣∣∣∣∂xϕε(h20,ε)√
h20,ε

∣∣∣∣2 ≤ Cε2 ≤ C

for ε > 0 small enough.

3.1 Energy inequalities

In this section, we give the classical energy inequality and the BD entropy
for the solution of System (6)–(9).
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Proposition 3.2. If (h1,ε, h2,ε, v1,ε, v2,ε) is a smooth solution of System (6)–
(9), then the following classical inequality holds:

1

2

d

dt

∫
Ω

h1,ε|v1,ε|2 +
r

2

d

dt

∫
Ω

h2,ε|v2,ε|2

+ν1

∫
Ω

ψε(h1,ε)(∂xv1,ε)
2 dx+ rν2

∫
Ω

ψε(h2,ε)(∂xv2,ε)
2 dx (14)

+
g(1− r)

2

d

dt

∫
Ω

|h1,ε|2 +
rg

2

d

dt

∫
Ω

|h1,ε + h2,ε|2 ≤ 0.

Corollary 3.3. The classical energy estimate gives the following uniform
bounds:

‖
√
hi,εvi,ε‖L∞(0,T ;L2(Ω)) ≤ C(T ); ‖hi,ε‖L∞(0,T ;L2(Ω)) ≤ C(T );∥∥∥∥√ψε(hi,ε)∂xvi,ε

∥∥∥∥
L2(0,T ;(L2(Ω))2)

≤ C(T ).
(15)

As these bounds are not informative enough to get the existence of solu-
tions, we write the BD entropy to have more information on the solution.

Proposition 3.4. Let (h1,ε, h2,ε, v1,ε, v2,ε) be a smooth solution of (6)–(9),
then the following mathematical BD entropy inequality holds:

1

2

d

dt

∫
Ω

h1,ε

∣∣∣∣v1,ε + ν1
∂xϕε(h1,ε)

h1,ε

∣∣∣∣2 +
r

2

d

dt

∫
Ω

h2,ε

∣∣∣∣v2,ε + ν2
∂xϕε(h2,ε)

h2,ε

∣∣∣∣2
+
g(1− r)

2

d

dt

∫
Ω

|h1,ε|2 +
rg

2

d

dt

∫
Ω

|h1,ε + h2,ε|2

+ν1g

∫
Ω

ϕ′ε(h1,ε)(∂xh1,ε)
2 + ν2rg

∫
Ω

ϕ′ε(h2,ε)(∂xh2,ε)
2 (16)

+ν1rg

∫
Ω

∂xh2,ε∂xϕε(h1,ε) + ν2rg

∫
Ω

∂xh1,ε∂xϕε(h2,ε) ≤ 0.

Corollary 3.5. Equation (16) can be integrated over [0, t], for t ∈ [0, T ].
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Then we get:

1

2

∫
Ω

h1,ε

∣∣∣∣v1,ε + ν1
∂xϕε(h1,ε)

h1,ε

∣∣∣∣2 +
r

2

∫
Ω

h2,ε

∣∣∣∣v2,ε + ν2
∂xϕε(h2,ε)

h2,ε

∣∣∣∣2
+
g(1− r)

2

∫
Ω

|h1,ε|2 +
rg

2

∫
Ω

|h1,ε + h2,ε|2

+ν1g

∫ t

0

∫
Ω

ϕ′ε(h1,ε)(∂xh1,ε)
2 + ν2rg

∫ t

0

∫
Ω

ϕ′ε(h2,ε)(∂xh2,ε)
2 (17)

+ν1rg

∫ t

0

∫
Ω

∂xh2,ε∂xϕε(h1,ε) + ν2rg

∫ t

0

∫
Ω

∂xh1,ε∂xϕε(h2,ε)

≤
∫

Ω

h10,ε

∣∣∣∣v10,ε + ν1
∂xϕε(h10,ε)

h10,ε

∣∣∣∣2 +
r

2

∫
Ω

h20,ε

∣∣∣∣ v20,ε + ν2
∂xϕε(h20,ε)

h20,ε

∣∣∣∣2
+
g(1− r)

2

∫
Ω

|h10,ε|2 +
rg

2

∫
Ω

|h10,ε + h20,ε|2

≤ c(E0 + F0) ≤ Cε2.

Propositions 3.2 and 3.4 are proved in A.

To obtain new bounds thanks to the BD entropy (in order to complete
Corollary 3.3), it remains to control the last two terms of the left hand side
of Equation (16). Since ϕ′ε(hi,ε) > 1 (for i = 1, 2), one can write:

Q = ν1rg

∫
Ω

|∂xh2,ε∂xϕε(h1,ε)|+ ν2rg

∫
Ω

|∂xh1,ε∂xϕε(h2,ε)|

≤ ν1rg

∫
Ω

|∂xϕε(h2,ε)∂xϕε(h1,ε)|+ ν2rg

∫
Ω

|∂xϕε(h1,ε)∂xϕε(h2,ε)|,

and consequently

Q ≤ ν1rg + ν2rg

2

∫
Ω

|∂xϕε(h1,ε)|2 +
ν1rg + ν2rg

2

∫
Ω

|∂xϕε(h2,ε)|2 .

Next, we split the two integrals by using the sets {hi,ε ≤ 1} and {hi,ε > 1},
with i = 1 for the first integral and i = 2 for the second one. Since β < 1

2
,
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ϕ′ε(hi,ε) ≤ 1 + ε in the set {hi,ε > 1}. Then, we have

Q ≤ ν1rg + ν2rg

2

∫
{h1,ε≤1}

∣∣∣∣∣∂xϕε(h1,ε)√
h1,ε

∣∣∣∣∣
2

+
ν1rg + ν2rg

2

∫
{h1,ε>1}

(1 + ε)ϕ′ε(h1,ε)(∂x(h1,ε))
2

+
ν1rg + ν2rg

2

∫
{h2,ε≤1}

∣∣∣∣∣∂xϕε(h2,ε)√
h2,ε

∣∣∣∣∣
2

+
ν1rg + ν2rg

2

∫
{h2,ε>1}

(1 + ε)ϕ′ε(h2,ε)(∂x(h2,ε))
2.

The two quantities
ν1rg + ν2rg

2

∫
{h1,ε>1}

(1 + ε)ϕ′ε(h1,ε)(∂x(h1,ε))
2 and

ν1rg + ν2rg

2

∫
{h2,ε>1}

(1+ε)ϕ′ε(h2,ε)(∂x(h2,ε))
2 can be absorbed in the left hand

side. Due to conditions (11) on the viscosities and (10) on ε, the quantities

(ν1 −
rν1 + rν2

2
)g

∫
Ω

(1 + ε)ϕ′ε(h1,ε)(∂x(h1,ε))
2 and

(rν2 −
rν1 + rν2

2
)g

∫
Ω

(1 + ε)ϕ′ε(h2,ε)(∂x(h2,ε))
2 are indeed positive.

The last step is to develop the first two terms on the left hand side of Equa-
tion (17) and to use the fact that 2ab ≤ θa2 + 1

θ
b2 for all θ > 0. So, thanks to

Gronwall’s lemma, the two quantities
rν1g + rν2g

2

∫
{hi,ε≤1}

∣∣∣∣∣∂xϕε(hi,ε)√
hi,ε

∣∣∣∣∣
2

can

be controlled, for i = 1, 2.
More precisely, we proved the following result:

Corollary 3.6. The BD mathematical entropy inequality (Equation (17))
implies the following bounds:∥∥∥∥∥∂xϕε(hi,ε)√

hi,ε

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞(0,T ;L2(Ω))

= 2
∥∥∥ψε(hi,ε)∂x(h−1/2

i,ε )
∥∥∥
L∞(0,T ;L2(Ω))

≤ C(T )ε,

‖ϕ′ε(hi,ε)∂xhi,ε‖L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)) ≤ C(T ).

(18)
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3.2 Uniform bounds for the heights and velocities

Proposition 3.7. Let (h1,ε, h2,ε, v1,ε, v2,ε) be a smooth solution of (6)–(9);
then for all T > 0, there exist some constants c(T ) > 0 and c(T ) > 0 such
that

c(T ) ≤ hi,ε(x, t) ≤ c(T ), ∀x ∈ Ω, t ∈ [0, T ], i = 1, 2. (19)

The proof of the lower bound relies on two main results. The first one is
the following remark:

Remark 3.8. For h̃i,ε between fixed reference heights (0 < h−i < h̃i,ε < h+
i )

for i = 1, 2, there exists a constant K such that

hi,ε + h2
i,ε ≤ K(1 + (hi,ε − h̃i,ε)2), (20)

lim inf
hi,ε→0

(hi,ε − h̃i,ε)2 ≥ K−1, i = 1, 2. (21)

The proof is also related to the following lemma derived in [11] and [18].

Lemma 3.9. For every T > 0, there exist δ > 0 and R(T ) such that for
every x0 ∈ R and t0 > 0, there exists x1 ∈ [x0 −R(T ), x0 +R(T )] with

hi,ε(x1, t0) > δ.

Let us now detail the proof of Proposition 3.7.

Proof. Let us define `i,ε = inf(hi,ε, 1). We have ∂x`i,ε = ∂xhi,ε1{hi,ε≤1}. Due
to inequality (18), the following bound holds:∥∥∥ψε(`i,ε)∂x(`−1/2

i,ε )
∥∥∥
L∞(0,T ;L2(Ω))

≤ C(T )ε.

Since ψε(`i,ε) = hi,ε +
ε

β
hβi,ε ≥

ε

β
hβi,ε =

ε

β
`βi,ε in the set where {hi,ε ≤ 1}, we

deduce that

ε

β

∥∥∥∂x`β−1/2
i,ε

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T ;L2(Ω))

≤
∥∥∥ψε(`i,ε)∂x(`−1/2

i,ε )
∥∥∥
L∞(0,T ;L2(Ω))

≤ C(T )ε. (22)

Hence by using Sobolev-Poincaré inequality, Lemma 3.9 and Equation (22)

imply that `
β−1/2
i,ε is bounded in L∞(0, T ;L∞(Ω)). More precisely, we obtain

a lower bound for `i,ε (and for hi,ε): `i,ε ≥ (βC(T ))
−2

1−2β .

9

ha
l-0

06
64

21
5,

 v
er

si
on

 1
 - 

30
 J

an
 2

01
2



Next, we want to get a bound for
√
hi,ε in L∞(0, T ;W 1,1(Ω)). First, we

remark that:∫
Ω

∣∣∣∂xh1/2
i,ε

∣∣∣ dx =
1

2

∫
Ω

∣∣∣h−1/2
i,ε ∂xhi,ε

∣∣∣ dx
≤

(∫
Ω

|hi,ε|
)1/2(∫

Ω

∣∣∣∣∂xhi,εhi,ε

∣∣∣∣2)1/2

≤ 1

2

(∫
Ω

∣∣∣√hi,ε

∣∣∣2 dx)1/2(∫
Ω

hi,ε

∣∣∣∣∣∂xhi,ε√
hi,ε

∣∣∣∣∣
2 ∣∣∣∣ϕ′ε(hi,ε)ψε(hi,ε)

∣∣∣∣2 dx)1/2

≤ 1

2

1√
c(T )

(∫
Ω

|
√
hi,ε|2dx

)1/2(∫
Ω

∣∣∣∣∣∂xϕε(hi,ε)√
hi,ε

∣∣∣∣∣
2)1/2

,

as ψi,ε ≥ hi,ε and hi,ε has a lower bound denoted c(T ). Thanks to Equa-
tion (18), we obtain: ∫

Ω

∣∣∣∂xh1/2
i,ε

∣∣∣ dx ≤ c(T ).

Finally, we have ∂x
√
hi,ε ∈ L∞(0, T ;L1(Ω)) and

√
hi,ε ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2(Ω));

this means that
√
hi,ε ∈ L∞(0, T ;W 1,1(Ω)). To conclude, we use Sobolev

embeddings to get the upper bound for hi,ε.

Proposition 3.10. For all T > 0, there exist some constants k1(T ), k2(T ) >
0 such that

‖vi,ε‖L2((0,T ),H2(Ω)) ≤ k1(T ), ‖∂tvi,ε‖L2((0,T ),L2(Ω)) ≤ k2(T ). (23)

Proof. Relations (15) and (19) imply that

‖vi,ε‖L∞((0,T ),L2(Ω)) ≤ C1(T ) and ‖∂xvi,ε‖L2((0,T ),L2(Ω)) ≤ C2(T )

for some positive constants C1(T ), C2(T ). Moreover, since vi,ε belongs to
L∞((0, T ), H1(Ω)), thanks to Sobolev embeddings, we get:

∂thi,ε = −∂x(hi,εvi,ε) ∈ L2((0, T ), L2(Ω)).

Now let us write the two momentum equations in the following form:

∂tvi,ε − ∂x
(
ψε(hi,ε)

hi,ε
∂xvi,ε

)
= −g∂x(hi,ε + rihj,ε)− vi,ε∂xvi,ε + νi

∂xhi,ε
h2
i,ε

ψε(hi,ε)∂xvi,ε (24)
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where i, j = 1, 2, i 6= j, r1 = r and r2 = 1.
It remains to control the right hand side of this equation to deduce a

better bound for the velocities vi,ε.
The first term g∂x(hi,ε + rihj,ε) is bounded in L2((0, T ), L2(Ω)).

Next, we have∫
Ω

(∂xhi,ε)
2 =

∫
Ω

(ϕ′ε(hi,ε))
2(∂xhi,ε)

2

(ϕ′ε(hi,ε))
2

≤
∫

Ω

hi,ε (∂x(ϕε(hi,ε))
2(

εh
β−1/2
i,ε

)2 .

Due to the BD entropy (18) and relation (19), the last term is bounded. So,
∂xhi,ε is bounded in L∞((0, T ), L2(Ω)).
Finally, by using Holder and interpolation inequalities, we get:∥∥∥∥(vi,ε − νi∂xhi,εh2

i,ε

ψε(hi,ε)

)
∂xvi,ε

∥∥∥∥
L2((0,T ),L4/3(Ω))

≤
∥∥∥∥vi,ε − νi∂xhi,εh2

i,ε

ψε(hi,ε)

∥∥∥∥
L∞((0,T ),L2(Ω))

‖∂xvi,ε‖L2((0,T ),L4(Ω)) ,

≤
∥∥∥∥vi,ε − νi∂xhi,εh2

i,ε

ψε(hi,ε)

∥∥∥∥
L∞((0,T ),L2(Ω))

‖∂xvi,ε‖1/3

L2((0,T ),L2(Ω)) ‖∂xvi,ε‖
2/3

L2((0,T ),W 1,4/3(Ω))
,

≤ C(T )‖∂xvi,ε‖2/3

L2((0,T ),W 1,4/3(Ω))
.

Hence, thanks to standard regularity results for linear parabolic equations
(see [14] for example), we obtain that

‖∂xvi,ε‖1/3

L2((0,T ),W 1,4/3(Ω))
≤ C(T ).

As a consequence of this bound, we get that the second member of (24) is
bounded in L2((0, T ), L2(Ω)). So vi,ε is bounded in L2((0, T ), H2(Ω)) and
∂tvi,ε is bounded in L2((0, T ), L2(Ω)).

4 Proof of the existence result

Proposition 4.1. (Solonikov). Let the functions ψε(hi,ε) be lower bounded:

ψε(hi,ε) ≥ ψ, (25)
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where ψ is some positive constant, and ν1, ν2 satisfying relation (11). As-
sume that the initial conditions hi0,ε and vi0,ε satisfy (5), with ε verifying
condition (10). Then there exists T0 > 0 depending on c0, c0, ‖hi0,ε‖H1(Ω) and
‖vi0,ε‖H1(Ω) such that system (6)–(9) has a unique solution (h1,ε, h2,ε, v1,ε, v2,ε)
on (0, T0) satisfying

hi,ε ∈ L∞(0, T1;H1(Ω)), vi,ε ∈ L2(0, T1;H2(Ω)),
∂tvi,ε ∈ L2(0, T1;L2(Ω)), ∂thi,ε ∈ L2(0, T1;L2(Ω)),

for all T1 < T0.
Moreover, there exist some positive constants c(T ) and c(T ) such that

c(T ) ≤ hi,ε(t, x) ≤ c(T ), ∀t ∈ (0, T0).

Proposition 4.2. Let hi0,ε and vi0,ε satisfy (5); then the approximate sys-
tem (6)–(9) admits a strong solution satisfying the energy and entropy in-
equalities.

Proof. Let us define ψε,n(hi,ε) = max(ψε(hi,ε), 1/n) for n ≥ 1; we have ψ ≤
ψε,n ≤ ψ + 1. Moreover, for all n ∈ N∗, ψε,n ≥ 1

n
> 0. Using Proposition 4.1,

we can consider (hn1,ε, h
n
2,ε, v

n
1,ε, v

n
2,ε) the strong solution of (6)–(9) where the

functions ψε(hi,ε) are replaced by ψε,n(hi,ε); this solution exits at least for
small time T0. Due to Proposition 3.7, hni,ε is uniformly bounded in n from
below, and then we can take T0 = ∞. Assume that n > 1/c(T ); then
(hn1,ε, h

n
2,ε, v

n
1,ε, v

n
2,ε) is the solution of (6)–(9) with ψε,n(hi,ε) = ψε(hi,ε).

Proposition 4.3. Let us define the velocities:

vi,ε =

√
hi,εvi,ε√
hi,ε

,

which is possible thanks to the lower bound on the heights. The strong so-
lution of the approximate problem (6)–(9) converges to some expected strong
solution (h1, h2, v1, v2) of the problem (1)–(4) as ε→ 0+ in the sense:

hi,ε → hi in C([0, T ]× Ω)
vi,ε → vi in C([0, T ]× Ω)
ψε(hi,ε)→ hi in C([0, T ]× Ω)√
hi,εvi,ε →

√
hivi in L2+θ

(
(0, T )× Ω

)
,

θ being some positive constant.
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Proof. Since we have c(T ) ≤ hi,ε ≤ c(T ) uniformly with respect to ε, the
limit hi is bounded and bounded away from zero. The limit system can then
be divided by hi and becomes parabolic with respect to the velocities vi.
Finally standard regularity results for parabolic systems can be used again
to obtain that

hi ∈ L∞(0, T1;H1(Ω)), vi ∈ L2(0, T1;H2(Ω)),
∂tvi ∈ L2(0, T1;L2(Ω)), ∂thi ∈ L2(0, T1;L2(Ω)).

A Proofs of Propositions 3.2 and 3.4

This section is devoted to the proofs of the energy and entropy inequalities
used in Section 3. For the classical energy, as usual, the idea is to multiply
the momentum equation by the velocity. More precisely, we multiply the mo-
mentum equations (7) and (9) by v1,ε and v2,ε respectively, and we integrate
by parts. For i = 1, 2, we obtain:∫

Ω

(
∂t(h1,εv1,ε) + ∂x(h1,εv

2
1,ε)
)
v1,ε dx+ g

∫
Ω

(h1,ε∂xh1,ε + rh1,ε∂xh2,ε) v1,ε dx

− ν1

∫
Ω

∂x (ψε(h1,ε)∂x(v1,ε)) v1,ε dx = 0, (26)

and∫
Ω

(
∂t(h2,εv2,ε) + ∂x(h2,εv

2
2,ε)
)
v2,ε dx+ g

∫
Ω

(h2,ε∂xh2,ε + h2,ε∂xh1,ε) v2,ε dx

− ν2

∫
Ω

∂x (ψε(h1,ε)∂x(v2,ε)) v2,ε dx = 0. (27)

We can reformulate some terms, namely (for i = 1, 2)∫
Ω

(
∂t(hi,εvi,ε) + ∂x(hi,εv

2
i,ε)
)
vi,ε dx =

1

2

d

dt

∫
Ω

hi,ε|vi,ε|2 dx, (28)

−νi
∫

Ω

(∂x(ψε(hi,ε)∂x(vi,ε)) vi,ε dx = νi

∫
Ω

ψε(hi,ε) (∂x(vi,ε))
2 dx. (29)
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To obtain the energy inequality, we add (26) to (27) multiplied by r. We
remark that:

g

∫
Ω

h1,ε∂xh1,εv1,ε dx+ rg

∫
Ω

h1,ε∂xh2,εv1,ε dx+ rg

∫
Ω

h2,ε∂xh2,εv2,ε dx

+ rg

∫
Ω

h2,ε∂xh1,εv2,ε dx =
g(1− r)

2

d

dt

∫
Ω

|h1,ε|2 +
rg

2

d

dt

∫
Ω

|h1,ε + h2,ε|2.

Thanks to this simplification, we obtain the classical energy estimate (14):

1

2

d

dt

∫
Ω

h1,ε|v1,ε|2 +
r

2

d

dt

∫
Ω

h2,ε|v2,ε|2 + ν1

∫
Ω

ψε(h1,ε)(∂xv1,ε)
2 dx

+rν2

∫
Ω

ψε(h2,ε)(∂xv2,ε)
2 dx+

g(1− r)
2

d

dt

∫
Ω

|h1,ε|2+
rg

2

d

dt

∫
Ω

|h1,ε+h2,ε|2 ≤ 0.

The second proof of this section is the one of the BD entropy esti-
mate (16). Multiplying the mass equations by ϕ′ε(hi,ε) (for i = 1, 2), we
get

∂tϕε(hi,ε) + ∂x(ϕε(hi,ε))vi,ε + ϕ′ε(hi,ε)hi,ε∂xvi,ε = 0.

Thanks to Equation (13), this relation reads

∂tϕε(hi,ε) + ∂x(ϕε(hi,ε))vi,ε + ψε(hi,ε)∂xvi,ε = 0.

We differentiate this equation with respect to x and introduce the corre-
sponding viscosity coefficient to get

∂t

(
hi,ενi

∂x(ϕε(hi,ε))

hi,ε

)
+ ∂x

(
hi,ενi

∂x(ϕε(hi,ε))

hi,ε
vi,ε

)
+ νi∂x (ψε(hi,ε)∂x(vi,ε)) = 0.

We add the momentum equation (Equation (7) for i = 1 and Equation (9)
for i = 2) to the previous equality and we get

∂t

(
h1,εv1,ε + h1,εν1

∂xϕε(h1,ε)

h1,ε

)
+ ∂x

(
h1,εv

2
1,ε + h1,εν1

∂xϕε(h1,ε)

h1,ε

v1,ε

)
+ gh1,ε∂xh1,ε + rgh1,ε∂xh2,ε = 0, (30)

∂t

(
h2,εv2,ε + h2,εν2

∂xϕε(h2,ε)

h2,ε

)
+ ∂x

(
h2,εv

2
2,ε + h2,εν2

∂xϕε(h2,ε)

h2,ε

v2,ε

)
+ gh2,ε∂xh2,ε + gh2,ε∂xh1,ε = 0. (31)
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We add Equation (30) multiplied by

(
v1,ε + ν1

∂x(ϕε(h1,ε))

h1,ε

)
to Equation (31)

multilplied by r

(
v2,ε + ν2

∂x(ϕε(h2,ε))

h2,ε

)
. Integrating over Ω, we obtain the

BD entropy (16)

1

2

d

dt

∫
Ω

h1,ε

∣∣∣∣v1,ε + ν1
∂xϕε(h1,ε)

h1,ε

∣∣∣∣2 +
r

2

d

dt

∫
Ω

h2,ε

∣∣∣∣v2,ε + ν2
∂xϕε(h2,ε)

h2,ε

∣∣∣∣2
+
g(1− r)

2

d

dt

∫
Ω

|h1,ε|2 +
rg

2

d

dt

∫
Ω

|h1,ε + h2,ε|2

+ν1g

∫
Ω

ϕ′ε(h1,ε)(∂xh1,ε)
2 + ν2rg

∫
Ω

ϕ′ε(h2,ε)(∂xh2,ε)
2

+ν1rg

∫
Ω

∂xh2,ε∂xϕε(h1,ε) + ν2rg

∫
Ω

∂xh1,ε∂xϕε(h2,ε) ≤ 0.

References

[1] E. Audusse. A multilayer Saint-Venant model: derivation and numeri-
cal validation, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. Ser. B, 5(2), 189–214 (2005).

[2] D. Bresch, B. Desjardins and C. K. Lin, On some compressible
fluids models: Korteweg, Lubrication and shallow water systems, Com-
mun. Partial Diff. Equations, 28(3/4), 1009–1037 (2003).

[3] D. Bresch and B. Desjardins. Existence of global weak solutions
for a 2D viscous Shallow water equations and convergence to the quasi-
geostrophic model, Comm. Math. Phys., 238, 211–223 (2003) .

[4] D. Bresch and B. Desjardins. On the construction of approximate
solutions for the 2D viscous shallow water model and for compressible
Navier-Stokes models, J. Maths Pures Appl., 86, 362–368 (2006).

[5] D. Bresch and B. Desjardins. On the existence of global weak solu-
tions to the Navier-Stokes equations for viscous compressible and heat
conducting fluids, J. Math. Pures Appl., 87, 57–90 (2007).

[6] M.J. Castro, J.M Gallardo, J. Macias and C. Parés. A two-
layer finite volume model for flows through channels with irregular ge-
ometry: Computation of maximal exchange solutions, applications to

15

ha
l-0

06
64

21
5,

 v
er

si
on

 1
 - 

30
 J

an
 2

01
2



strait of Gibraltar, Commun. Nonlinear. Sci. Numer. Simul., 9, 241–
249 (2004).

[7] E. Feireisl. On the motion of a viscous, compressible, and heat con-
ducting fluid, Indiana Univ. Math. J., 53(6), 1705–1738 (2004).

[8] Z.-H. Guo, Q.-S. Jiu and Z. Xin. Spherically symmetric isentropic
compressible flows with density dependent viscosity coefficients, SIAM
J. Math. Anal., 39(5), 1402–1427 (2008).

[9] D. Hoff. Global existence for 1D, compressible, isentropic Navier-
Stokes equations with large initial data, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.,
303(1), 169–181 (1987).

[10] D. Hoff. Global solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations for multidi-
mensional compressible flow with discontinuous initial data, J. Differ-
ential Equations, 120(1), 215–254 (1995).

[11] D. Hoff. Global solutions of the equations of one-dimensional, com-
pressible flow with large data and forces, and with differing end states,
Z. Angew. Math. Phys., 49(5), 774–785 (1998).

[12] S. Jiang, Z. Xin and P. Zhang. Global weak solutions to 1D com-
pressible isentropicNavier-Stokes equations with density-dependent vis-
cosity, Methods and Applications of Analysis, 12, 239–251 (2005).

[13] A. Khazikhov and V. Shelukin. Unique global solution with respect
to time of initial-boundary value problems for one-dimensional equations
of a viscous gas, Prikl. Mat. Meh., 41(2),282–291 (1977).

[14] O.A. Ladyzenskaja, V.A. Solonnikov and N.N. Uraltseva.
Linear and quasilinear equations of parabolic type, translated from the
Russian by S. Smith. Translations of Mathematical Monographs, Vol.
23. Providence, R.I. American Mathematical Society (1968).

[15] H.-L. Li, J. Li and Z. Xin. Vanishing of Vacuum States and Blow-
up Phenomena of the Compressible Navier-Stokes Equations, Commun.
Math. Phys., 281, 401–444 (2008).

[16] P.-L Lions. Mathematical Topics in Fluid Mechanics, Vol. II, Com-
pressible Models. Clarendon Press. Oxford (1996).

16

ha
l-0

06
64

21
5,

 v
er

si
on

 1
 - 

30
 J

an
 2

01
2



[17] A. Mellet and A. Vasseur. On the barotropic compressible Navier-
Stokes equations, Comm. Partial Diff. Eqs, 32, 431–452 (2007).

[18] A. Mellet and A. Vasseur. Existence and uniqueness of global
strong solutions for one-dimensional compressible Navier-Stokes equa-
tions, SIAM, J. Math. Anal.,39, no. 4, 1344–1365 (2008).
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