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ABSTRACT. We investigate the influence of the topography on the lake equations which describe the
two-dimensional horizontal velocity of a three-dimensional incompressible flow. We show that the
lake equations are structurally stable under Hausdorff approximations of the fluid domain and L*
perturbations of the depth. As a byproduct, we obtain the existence of a weak solution to the lake
equations in the case of singular domains and rough bottoms. Our result thus extends earlier works
by Bresch and Métivier treating the lake equations with a fixed topography and by Gérard-Varet and
Lacave treating the Euler equations in singular domains.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The lake equations are introduced in the physical literature as a two-dimensional geophysical model
to describe the evolution of the vertically averaged horizontal component of the three-dimensional
velocity of an incompressible Euler flow; see for example [4, 8 [I] and the references therein for
physical discussions and derivation of the model. Precisely, the lake equations with prescribed initial
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and boundary conditions are

O(bv) +div (bv ® v) +bVp =0  for (t,z) € Ry x Q,

div (bv) =0 for (t,z) € Ry x €,
(bv) - v =10 for (t,x) € Ry x 09, (1.1)
v(0,z) = v°(z) for z € Q.

Here v = v(t,x) denotes the two-dimensional horizontal component of the fluid velocity, p = p(t, z)
the pressure, b = b(z) the vertical depth which is assumed to be varying in x, Q C R? is the spatial
bounded domain of the fluid surface, and v denotes the inward-pointing unit normal vector on 0f2.

In case that b is a constant, ([LT]) simply becomes the well-known two-dimensional Euler equations,
and the well-posedness is widely known since the work of Wolibner [10] or Yudovich [II]. When the
depth b varies but is bounded away from zero, the well-posedness is established in Levermore, Oliver
and Titi [§]. Most recently, Bresch and Métivier [I] extended the work in [8] by allowing the varying
depth to vanish on the boundary of the spatial domain. In this latter situation, the corresponding
equations for the stream function are degenerate near the boundary and the elliptic techniques for
degenerate equations are needed to obtain the well-posedness.

In this paper, we are interested in stability and asymptotic behavior of the solutions to the above
lake equations under perturbations of the fluid domain or rather perturbations of the geometry of the
lake which is described by the pair (€2,b). Our main result roughly asserts that the lake equations are
persistent under these topography perturbations. That is, if we let (,,,b,) be any sequence of lakes
which converges to (£2,b) (in the sense of Definition [[4]), then the weak solutions to the lake equations
on (£, b,) converge to the weak solution on the limiting lake (€2,b). In particular, we obtain strong
convergence of velocity in L? and we allow the limiting domain € to be very singular as long as it can
be approximated by smooth domains €2, in the Hausdorff sense. The depth b is only assumed to be
merely bounded. As a byproduct, we establish the existence of global weak solutions of the equations

([T for very rough lakes (£2,b).

Let us make our assumptions on the lake more precise. We assume that the (limiting) lake (€2, b)
has a finite number of islands, namely:

N
(H1) Q = Q \ <U Ck>, where ?2, C* are bounded simply connected subsets of R, Q is open, and
k=1

C* are disjoints and compact subsets of Q.

We assume that the boundary is the only place where the depth can vanish, namely:
(H2) There is a positive constant M such that

0<blx)<M in Q.

In addition, for any compact set K C 2 there exists positive numbers 0 such that b(x) > 05
on K.

In the case of smooth lakes, we add another hypothesis. Near each piece of boundary, we allow
the shore to be either of non-vanishing or vanishing topography with constant slopes in the following
sense:

(H3) There are small neighborhoods ©° and O of 9 and AC* respectively, such that, for 0 < k <
N,
b(z) = c(x) [d(z)]* in O"NQ, (1.2)
where c¢(z), d(x) are bounded C? functions in the neighborhood of the boundary, c(x) > 6 > 0,
ay > 0. Here the geometric function d(x) satisfies Q2 = {d > 0} and Vd # 0 on 09.

In particular, around each obstacle C¥, we have either Non-vanishing topography when a; = 0, in
which case b(x) > 6 or Vanishing topography if aj, > 0 in which case b(z) — 0 as z — 9C*. As (H3)



TOPOGRAPHY INFLUENCE ON THE LAKE EQUATIONS 3

will be only considered for smooth lakes 92 € C?, we note that up to a change of ¢, #, we may take
d(x) = dist(x, 0Q).
1.1. Weak formulations. As in the case of the 2D Euler equations, it is crucial to use the notion of
generalized vorticity, which is defined by
1 1

W = gcurlv = 5(811)2 — D).
Indeed, taking the curl of the momentum equation, it follows that the vorticity formally verifies the
following transport equation

O (bw) + div (bvw) = 0. (1.3)

1
Thanks to the condition div (bv) = 0, we will show in Lemma B1] that the LP norm of brw is a
conserved quantity for any p € [1, 00|, which provides an important estimate on the solution.
When  is not regular, the condition bv° - v|5q = 0 has to be understood in a weak sense:

/Qb(x)vo(:v) ~h(z)dx =0, (1.4)
for any test function A in the function space G(2) defined by
G(Q) := {w € L*(Q) : w=Vp, forsome p e Hlloc(Q)}
For bv° € L?(Q), such a condition is equivalent to
bo” € H(Q), (1.5)

where H(€2) denotes the completion of the function space {¢ € C°(Q2) | dive = 0} with respect to
the usual L? norm. This equivalence can be found, for instance, in [2, Lemma II1.2.1]. Moreover, in
[2] the author points out that if Q is a regular bounded domain and if bv® is a sufficiently smooth
function, then bv° verifies (L)) if and only if divbv® = 0 and bv° - v|s0 = 0.

Similarly to (L4]), the weak form of the divergence free and tangency conditions on bv also reads:

Vh e C° ([0, + / / - h(t, z) dzdt = 0. (1.6)
R4

Next, we introduce several notions of global weak solutions to the lake equations. The first is in
terms of the velocity.

Definition 1.1. Let v° be a vector field such that
div () =01in Q, " -v =0 on 09, in the sense of (L4

and
curlv?

€ L*>(Q).

We say that v is a global weak solution of the velocity formulation of the lake equations ([ILIl) with
initial velocity v0 if

i) v e LR, x Q) and Vv € L®(Ry; L2());

i) div (bv) =0 in Q and bv - v =0 on IQ in the sense of (LO);

ii1) the momentum equation in (L)) z’s verified in the distributional sense. That is, for all divergence-
free vector test functions ® € C2°([0,00) x Q) tangent to the boundary, there holds that

/ /cpt vdxdt—l—/ / b ®v) b)dmdt—i—/ﬂ@(o,x)-vo(ac)dx:O. (1.7)

We emphasize that the test functions ® are allowed to be in C2°([0,00) x Q) rather than in
C2°(]0,00) x ). Namely, for any test functions ® belonging to C°([0,00) x ), there exists T > 0
such that ® = 0 for any ¢ > T, and such that ®(¢,-) € C*°(Q) for any ¢, in the sense that D*®(¢,-) is
bounded and uniformly continuous on 2 for any k& > 0 (see e.g. [2]).

In the above definition, it does not appear immediately clear how to make sense of (L) for test
functions supported up to the boundary due to the term ®/b which would then blow up at the
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boundary. For this reason, let us introduce a weak interior solution v of the velocity formulation to
be the weak solution v as in Definition [[LT] with the test functions ® in (L) being supported inside
the domain, i.e. ® € C°([0,00) x §2). For this weaker solution, (L) then makes sense under the
regularity (i) when b € VV&)’COO(Q) (because (H2) gives an estimate of b~! locally in space). Later on
in Appendix [A] we show that (7)) indeed makes sense with the test functions supported up to the
boundary when the lake is smooth, even in the case of vanishing topography.

The second formulation of weak solutions is in terms of the vorticity and reads as follows.
Definition 1.2. Let (v°,w°) be a pair such that
div (0®) =0 in Q, b’-v =0 on 0Q (in the sense of (L4)) (1.8)

and
W' e L®(Q), curlv® = b (in the distributional sense). (1.9)

We say that (v,w) is a global weak solution of the vorticity formulation of the lake equations on (€2, b)
with initial condition (v°,w°) if

i) w e L®(Ry x Q) and Vv € L®(Ry; L*());

i) div (bv) =0 in Q and bv - v =0 on IQ in the sense of (LO);

i11) curlv = bw in the distributional sense;

iv) the transport equation (L3)) is verified in the sense of distribution. That is, for all test functions
0 € CX([0,00) x Q) such that O;p|lsq = 0 (i.e. constant on each piece of boundary), there holds that

/ /cptbwdxdt—i—/ /V(p-vbwdxdt—i—/(p(o,x)bwo(x) dx = 0. (1.10)
0 Q 0 Q Q

We also introduce a weaker intermediate notion: weak interior solution of the vorticity formulation
to be the weak solution (v,w) as in Definition with the test functions being supported inside the
domain: i.e. p € C°([0,00) x Q).

We will establish the relations between these definitions in Appendix [Al For example, when the
lake is smooth, all velocity and vorticity formulations are equivalent.

Following the proof of Yudovich [11I], Levermore, Oliver and Titi [8] established existence and
uniqueness of a global weak solution (with the vorticity formulation) in the case of non-vanishing
topography, assuming the lake is smooth and simply connected. Recently, Bresch and Métivier [I]
extended the well-posedness to the case of vanishing topography. In both of these works, €2 is assumed
to be simply connected, 9Q € C3, and b € C3(2). The essential tool in establishing the well-posedness
is a Calderon-Zygmund type inequality. This inequality is highly non trivial to obtain if the depth
vanishes, and the proof requires to work with degenerate elliptic equations.

In Section 2 we shall sketch the proof of the well-posedness of the lake equations under our current
setting (H1)-(H3):

Theorem 1.3. Let (Q,b) be a lake verifying Assumptions (H1)-(H3) and (092,b) € C3 x C3(Q). Then
for any pair (v°,W°) such that b~'curlv® = wW® € L®°(Q), there exists a unique global weak solution
(v,w) to the lake equations that verifies both the velocity and vorticity formulations. Furthermore, we
have that

weCRy,LT(Q), veCRL,WY(Q), v-v=0 ondQ,
for arbitrary v in [1,00) and the circulations of v around C* are conserved for any k =1...N.

In fact, when the domain is not simply connected, the vorticity alone is not sufficient to determine
the velocity uniquely from (L8])-(L9). We will then introduce in Section 2] the weak circulation for
lake equations, derive the Biot-Savart law (the law which yields the velocity in term of the vorticity
and circulations), and prove the Kelvin’s theorem concerning conservation of the circulation.
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1.2. Assumptions. For each n > 1, let (2,,b,) be a lake of either vanishing or non-vanishing or
mixed-type topography as described above in (H1)-(H3) with constants 6, M,,agp,...,an,, and
function d,,(z).

In what follows, we write (£9,bo) = (£2,b), which will play the role of the limiting lake. We assume
that these lakes have the same finite number of islands N, namely for any n > 0

Q= Qn\ <C7J Cﬁ),
k=1

where Qn,Cﬁ are simply connected subsets of R?, §~2n is open, and C¥ C §~2n are disjoint and compact.
In addition, let D be a big enough subset so that ,, C D, n > 0.

Definition 1.4. Assume that (0Q,,b,) € C3 x C3(Q,) for all n > 1. We say that the sequence of
lakes (2, by,) converges to the lake (£2,b) as n — oo if there hold

Q= Q in the Hausdorff sense;

CF — C* in the Hausdorff sense;

by, is uniformly bounded in L>°(Q2) and for any compact set K C Q there exist positive 0 and
sufficiently large ng(K) such that b, (x) > 0k for all x € K and n > no(K),

by, — b inl] LL ().

Here ,, converges to ) in the Hausdorff sense if and only if the Hausdorff distance between €,, and
Q) converges to zero. See for example [3 Appendix B| for more details about the Hausdorff topology,
in particular the Hausdorff convergence implies the following proposition: for any compact set K C 2,
there exists nxg > 0 such that K C §, for all n > ng, which gives sense to the fourth item of the
above definition.

Definition [[.4] allows in particular the limit a,, — a9 = 0, with a,, introduced as in (H3). This
means that the passage from a lake of the vanishing type in which the slope gets steeper and steeper
to a lake of non-vanishing type is allowed. This appears to be complicated to deduce from the analysis
in [I], where the condition ay > 0 is crucial. Remarkably, it turns out that uniform estimates of the
velocity in WP are not needed in order to pass to the limit. As will be shown, L? estimates are
sufficient.

1.3. Main results. As mentioned, a velocity field is uniquely determined by its vorticity and its
circulation around each obstacle. We recall that when the velocity field v is continuous, the circulation
around each obstacle C¥ is classically defined by

Ak = }{ v - ds.
ack

However, with a low regularity velocity field as in our definitions of weak solutions, such a path integral
might not be well defined a priori. We are led to introduce the generalized circulation

fyk(v) = /Qdiv (kaL) dx

where x* is some smooth cut-off function that is equal to one in a neighborhood of C¥ and zero far
away from C*. Observing that div (y*v') = —=V+x* - v — xFcurlv, the generalized circulation is well
defined for the weak solution v by condition (i) in Definitions [T and [[2] (indeed, (H2) implies that v
belongs to L?(supp V+x*)). Later in Section 2, we will show that such a generalized circulation enjoys
the same property as that of the classical one ’yfl. Most importantly, the velocity field is uniquely
determined by the vorticity and the circulations; see Section 2

Our assumptions on the convergence of the initial data are in terms of the vorticity and circulations.
Precisely, we assume that the initial vorticity w? is uniformly bounded:

llwnllzoe () < Mo, (1.11)

INote that since by, is uniformly bounded in L, we directly see that the convergence holds in L?, p < oo.
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for some positive My, and there holds the convergence

w? — w0 weakly in L'(D), (1.12)

as n — 0o. Here w? is extended to be zero in D\ Q,. Concerning the circulations, we assume that

the sequence ~,, = {’Yﬁ}lngN € RV converges to a given vector v = {’yk}lngN in the sense that

N
> vk =9k =0, (1.13)
k=1

as n — 0o. Then, for each n > 1, we define the initial velocity field v) to be the unique solution of
the following elliptic problem in €,:

div (b,v2) =0,  (0,0°) - V], =0, curlel =bwl, AW =~FVI<k <N, (1.14)

The existence and uniqueness of v are established in Section 2
Our first main theorem is concerned with the stability of the lake equations:

Theorem 1.5. Let (2,b) be a lake satisfying Assumptions (H1)-(H3) with (0Q,b) € C3 x C3(€Q).
Assume that there is a sequence of lakes (Qy,,by) which converges to (2,b) in the sense of Definition
[ Assume also that (W9, vn,v0) are as in (LII)~(LI4). Let (vy,wn) be the unique weak solution of
the lake equations (1)) on the lake (Qy,by,) with initial velocity v0, n > 1. Then, there exists a pair
(v,w) so that

v, — v strongly in L (R; L*(D)), wy, — w weak-x in L (Ry x D).

Furthermore, (v,w) is the unique weak solution of the lake equations on the lake (£2,b) with initial
vorticity w° and initial circulation v € RV,

This theorem, whose proof will be given in Section Bl links together various results on the lake
equations, namely the flat bottom case (Euler equations [I1]), non-vanishing topography [§] and
vanishing topography [I]. Indeed, we allow the limit a,, — 0 (passing from vanishing topography to
non vanishing topography), or the limit #,, — 0 if b, = b + 6,, where b verifies (H2)-(H3) (passing
from non vanishing topography to vanishing topography). The convergence of the solutions of the
Euler equations when the domains converge in the Hausdorff topology is a recent result established by
Gérard-Varet and Lacave [3], based on the y-convergence on open sets (a brief overview of this notion
is given in Appendix [B]). The present paper can be regarded as a natural extension of [3] to the lake
equations i.e. to the case of non-flat bottoms b,, when we consider a weak notion of convergence of b,,.

The ~-convergence is an Hol theory on the stream function (or an L? theory on the velocity). Bresch
and Métivier have obtained estimates in WP for any 2 < p < +oc (namely, the Calderén-Zygmund
inequality) for the stream function, which is necessary for the uniqueness problem or to give a sense to
the velocity formulation. For our interest in the sequential stability of the lake solutions, it turns out
that we can treat our problem without having to derive uniform estimates in W?2#®, which appear hard
to obtain. In fact, we will first prove the convergence of a subsequence of v, to v and show that the
limiting function v is indeed a solution of the limiting lake equations. Since the Calderén-Zygmund
inequality is verified for the solution of the limiting lake equations, the uniqueness yields that the
whole sequence indeed converges to the unique solution in (2,b).

More importantly, since the Calderon-Zygmund inequality is not used in the compactness argument,
it follows that the existence of a weak solution to the lake equations with non-smooth domains or non-
smooth topography can be obtained as a limit of solutions to the lake equations with smooth domains.
Our second main theorem is concerned with non-smooth lakes which do not necessarily verify (H3).

Theorem 1.6. Let (,b) be a lake satisfying (H1)-(H2). We assume that for every 1 <k < N, C* has
a positive Sobolev H' capacity. For any w® € L>®(Q) and v € RY, there exists a global weak solution
(v,w) of the lake equations in the vorticity formulation on the lake (2,b) with initial vorticity w° and
initial circulation v € RY. This solution enjoys a Biot-Savart decomposition and its circulations are
conserved in time. If we assume in addition that b € T/VI})COO(Q) then (v,w) is also a global weak interior
solution in the velocity formulation.
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Let us mention that we do not assume any regularity of 0€2; for instance, 02 can be the Koch
snowflake. To obtain solutions for the vorticity formulation, we do not need any regularity on b
either; it might not even be continuous. But even in the case where we assume the bottom to be
locally lipschitz, choosing b, := b+ % we can consider a zero slope: b(z) = e~1/%*) or non constant:
b(z) = d(x)™®); our theorem states that (v,w) is a solution of the vorticity formulation and an
interior solution of the velocity formulation. Such a result might appear surprising, because the
known existence result requires that the lake domain is smooth, namely (9€,b) € C? x C3(Q) and
(H3).

The Sobolev H' capacity of a compact set £ C R? is defined by

cap(E) := inf{HvH?{l(W), v >1 a.e. in a neighborhood of E},

with the convention that cap(E) = +oo when the set in the r.h.s. is empty. We refer to [5] for an
extensive study of this notion (the basic properties are listed in [3, Appendix A], in particular we
recall that a material point has a zero capacity whereas the capacity of a Jordan arc is positive).

Apparently, in such non-smooth lake domains, the Calderén-Zygmund inequality is no longer valid,
and hence the well-posedness is delicate. For existence, our construction of the solution follows by ap-
proximating the non-smooth lake by an increasing sequence of smooth domains in which the solutions
are given from Theorem

Finally, we leave out the question of uniqueness in the case of non-smooth lakes. We refer to [6]
for a uniqueness result for the 2D Euler equations in simply-connected domains with corners. In [6]
the velocity is shown in general not to belong to WP for all p (precisely, if there is a corner of angle
a > , then the velocity is no longer bounded in LP NW14, p > p,, ¢ > qo with po, — 4 and g, — 4/3
as a — 2m).

2. WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE LAKE EQUATIONS FOR SMOOTH LAKE

In this section, we sketch the proof of existence of the lake equations in a non-simply connected
domain (Theorem [[3)). The proof can be outlined as follows:

e we first prove existence of a global weak interior solution in the vorticity formulation. The
proof follows by adding an artificial viscosity (as was done in [7]) and obtaining compactness
for the vanishing viscosity problem (Section 2.2]);

e as the lake is smooth, we then use the Calderén-Zygmund inequality established in [I], which
in turn implies that for arbitrary r > 1, w € C(R4, L"(2)), v € C(Ry, WLT(Q)), and v-v = 0
on 0f);

e thanks to the regularity close to the boundary, we can show by a continuity argument that
(TI0Q) is indeed verified for test functions supported up to the boundary (Proposition[AH]). The
existence of a global weak solution in the vorticity formulation (with conserved circulations)
is then established. The solution also verifies the velocity formulation due to the equivalence
of the two formulations (Proposition [A7]).

e finally, uniqueness of a global weak solution is shown in Section by following the celebrated
method of Yudovich.

Essentially, this outline of the proof was introduced by Yudovich in his study of two-dimensional
Euler equations [11], and it was used in [8, [I] in the case of the lake equations. We shall provide the
proof with more details as it will be crucial in our convergence proof later on.

Throughout this section, we fix a smooth lake (€2, b) namely:

(Q,b) satisfying Assumptions (H1)-(H3) (see Section ) and (99, b) € C* x C3(Q). (2.1)

We allow the lake to have either vanishing or non-vanishing topography. We shall begin the section
by deriving the Biot-Savart law. We then obtain the well-posedness of the lake equations (IIJ) in the
sense of Definitions [Tl and
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2.1. Auxiliary elliptic problems. Let us introduce the function space
X = {f € HIQ) : b7 V2Vf e L2(Q)}.
We will sometimes write the function space as X instead of X to emphasize the dependence on b.

Clearly, (X, || - ||x) is a Hilbert space with inner product (f,¢)x := (b=/2Vf,b71/2Vg) ;2 and norm
Ifllx = (f. f>;/2 Our first remark is concerned with the density of C2°(£2) in X.

Lemma 2.1. Let (2,b) be a smooth lake in the sense of [2.1l). Then C°(Q2) is dense in X with
respect to the norm || - || x.

The proof relies on a variant of the Hardy’s inequality. As it was noted in the introduction, we can
consider that d is the distance to the boundary in (L2). With the notation:

Np:={reN:0<d(x) <R}, (2.2)
we establish the following Hardy type inequality:

Lemma 2.2. Let (Q,b) be a smooth lake in the sense of [2.1I). Then the following inequality holds
uniformly for every f € H}(Q) and any positive R:

167 2(f/d) | 2005 S 1672V fll L2002 - (2.3)

Here in Lemma [2.2] and throughout the paper, the notation g < h is used to mean a uniform bound
g < Ch, for some universal constant C' that is independent of the underlying parameter (in (23],
small R > 0 and f).

Proof of Lemma[22. We start with the following claim: for any f € H&(Q) and any positive R, there
holds that
[ @PasE [ i@ 2:4)
R<d(z)<2R d(z)<2R

The claim follows directly from the fundamental theorem of Calculus and the standard Holder’s
inequality at least for smooth compactly supported functions. By density, it extends to H&(Q)

Next, by (Z4), the lemma follows easily for functions f € H}(2) whose support is away from the
set . >0 Oy. It suffices to consider functions f that are supported in the set O; for a; > 0. Again
by (24]), we can write

25 1q)|| _ <m>2d_w
Hb (f/d)‘LQ(aﬁR) kg*/ngzkd(x)gm d(z)) b(x)
< R2F)—(a;+2) 2
< Pt LG
< R —ky—a; \V4 2d
$ Pt L g N
—k\—a; 2
S /aQR > (R27F) IV f(2))? da.

kEN*: 2kd(z)<2R

Since the summation in the parentheses in the last line above is bounded by b~!, the integral on the
righthand side is bounded by Hb_l/zfo%?(BQR)' The lemma is thus proved. O
Proof of Lemma[2Z1. Fix e >0 and f € X. It suffices to construct a cut-off function y € C}(£2) such
that

[1=x)fllx <e. (2.5)

The lemma would then follow simply by approximating the compactly supported function y f with its
C2° mollifier functions.
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Now since f € X, there exists a positive R, such that
dz 9

/ V@ << (2.6)

Let us introduce a cut-off function n € C*°(R,) such that 0 <n <1, n(z) =1if z > 1 and n(z) =0
if z < 1/2 and define

x(x) = n(d(z)/(Re)).
Clearly, x € C}(Q). In addition, we note that V[(1 — x)f] = (1 — x)Vf — fVx. It then follows by

[26]) that
d

R e o
Lo < [ v <

Meanwhile using the fact that

|fVX| =R i (d(x)/Re) V()| < [(f/d) (@)l ||
and Lemma 2.2, we obtain

dx f(x)* da o dx 2
f(@)Vx(@)])?— < ||o/ oo/ —g/ Vi) — <e’.
L@@y <l [ s s [ 9wy
This yields (25]) which completes the proof of the lemma. O

Next, we consider the following auxiliary elliptic problem
1
div [ng]: finQ, with v, =0. (2.7)
Proposition 2.3. Let (Q,b) be a smooth lake in the sense of ZI). Given f € L*(2), there exists a
unique (distributional) solution ¢ € X of the problem (Z7).

Proof. Let us introduce the functional
1
E( ;:/ — V|2 + fip) da.
() Q<2b’ | )

Since f € L?, the functional E(-) is well-defined on X. Let ¢, € X be a minimizing sequence. Thanks
to the Poincaré inequality and the fact that b is bounded, 1 is uniformly bounded in X. Up to a
subsequence, we assume that ¥, — 1 weakly in X. By the lower semi-continuity of the norm, we
obtain that

E(y) = E(lilgn inf ¢;) < lilgn inf E(¢y).

Hence, 1 € X is indeed a minimizer. In addition, by minimization, the first variation of E(1)) reads

/QGW’ VY ‘Pf> dz =0, Vp € C(Q), (2.8)

which shows that 1) is a solution of (27). We recall that the Dirichlet boundary condition is encoded
in the function space X. For the uniqueness, let us assume that ) € X is a solution with f = 0. Then,
[28) simply reads (p, ) x = 0, for arbitrary ¢ € C2°(Q2). It follows by density (see Lemma 2.T]) that
|||l x = 0 and so ¢» = 0. This proves the uniqueness as claimed. O

Definition 2.4. We say that ® is a simili harmonic function if
® e HYQ), b '2Vd e L*(Q),
where Q is as introduced in (H1), so that ® solves the problem
1
div {qu)} =0mQ, and ;P =0 on IN.

We denote by SH the space of simili harmonic functions.
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We remark that since a simili harmonic function ® belongs to H'(2), we can define its trace at
the boundary, and so 9,® = 0 should be understood as its trace being constant on each connected
component of 9€).

Proposition 2.5. Let (2,b) be a smooth lake in the sense of (2Z1)). For 1 < k < N, there exists a
unique simili harmonic function ©* such that

o =0 on Bﬁ, ©F = 8 on OC!, Vi=1...N.
Moreover, the family {pF}r—1.n forms a basis for the set of simili harmonic functions.
Proof. Let § = 15 min#j{dist(ci,cj),dist(Ci,8?2)}. For each k, we introduce a cut-off function x* €
CSO(Q) which is supported in a d-neighborhood of C¥ and satisfies

Xi(z) = 0if d(z,C*) > 6, xF(z) =1if d(z,C*) < §/2. (2.9)

In particular,

Xk = §;; in a neighborhood of C*, Vi =1...N.
By Proposition 3] there exists a unique solution ¢* € X to the problem

div [%W’“] = _div [%vx’“] inQ, & =0on o0

Indeed, since Vx* is smooth and vanishes near the boundaries, the right-hand side of the above
problem clearly belongs to L?(£2). Now if we define

o = @F + xF, (2.10)

the existence of a simili harmonic function ¢* follows at once as claimed.

The uniqueness follows from the uniqueness result in Proposition indeed, let ¢! and p? be two
simili harmonic functions which have the same trace on each component of 9. Then, ® := ! — p?
belongs to H&(Q) and so ® € X, which is the function space where the uniqueness was proved.

Finally, since any simili-harmonic function by definition is constant on each connected component
of 09, it follows clearly that the family {¢*}1<<y forms a basis of SH. O

To recognize the divergence free condition (L4]), we need the following simple lemma:

Lemma 2.6. Let (Q2,b) be a lake satisfying Assumption (H1)-(H2) (not necessarily smooth). Let
Y€ X, cp €R and x* € C®(Q) as introduced in @3). Then the vector function

oo V0 Y ax®)
o b

satisfies
div(bv) =0in Q, bv-v=0 o0ndQ (in the sense of ([LA)). (2.11)

Conversely, let v be a vector field so that bv € L*(Q) and II) holds. Then there exists i € H&(ﬁ)
such that

bv =V in Q and 9. = 0 on ON.

Proof. As € X C H}(Q), we can easily check that V11 belongs to H(Q) (see (LH)). Moreover, since

x* is smooth and constant in a neighborhood of the boundary, V+x* verifies the boundary condition

(C4) and so does ([ZIT)).

The second one is a classical statement which does not depend on the regularity of 0f2. Indeed, as
bv verifies ([LH]), we can find a divergence-free vector v, € C2°(), such that v, — bv in L?(Q). Then
vy, is supported in a smooth set, and we can use the classical Hodge-De Rham theorem: v, = V11,
where v, is constant near the boundary. Choosing v, such that ¢, (z) = 0 in a neighborhood of
8(~2, we then infer by Poincaré inequality that 1, — ¢ strongly in H'(Q2), hence bv = V+¢ where
¢ € HY (), and ;¢ = 0 on 9. O
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Remark 2.7. Let (Q,b) be a smooth lake in the sense of [2.1]). If ¢ € X and ® is a simili harmonic
function, then bv := V+ (¢ + ®) verifies

div(bv) =0in Q, bv-v=0o0n 0%, (in the sense of (L4)).
Indeed, Proposition states that there exists ¢, such that ® = Zgzl e, so using ([210), we can
decompose bv as bv = V+ (¢ + Zi\;l cxX¥) with ¢ € X. Then Lemma 28] can be applied.

With the regularity considered in Definition [24] it is not clear that |, ack VTL(I) - 7 ds is well defined.
Using x* defined as in (Z3), we introduce the generalized circulation of a vector field v around C* by

’yk(v) = / div [kaL] dx = —/ curl {ka} dx = —/ <lek v+ xFeurl v) dx. (2.12)
Q Q Q
Lemma 2.8. Let (Q2,b) be a smooth lake in the sense of ). If v is a simili harmonic function
such that the generalized circulation of the vector field VTW around each C* is equal to zero for all k,
then 1 must be identically zero.
Proof. Set
1
V= gvi@z).
We begin the proof with the following claim: there exists a function f such that
v=Vf. (2.13)

We observe that
curl (v) = div (%Vw) =0. (2.14)
From Remark 27 we get that
div(bv) =0in 2, bv-v=0o0n 0%, (in the sense of (L4)).

As b is regular, by local elliptic regularity we deduce from (2I4]) that v is a continuous function in €.
Thus we can define the classical circulation § v - 7ds along any closed path and we infer by the curl
free property that this circulation does not depend on the homotopy class of the path. Next, choose
¢ a closed curve supported in the region where x* = 0 so that ¢, is homotopic to dC* (see [Z9) for
the definition of x*). Let ¢} be another homotopic path supported in {z € Q, x*(x) = 1}. We let A*
be the region bounded by ¢ and ¢),. Using (ZI2), we then compute that

/ v-Tds :/ v-Tds = </ —/ ) (x*v) - 7ds = —/ curl (x*v) dz = —/ curl (x*v) dz = 0,
Ck e c, Ck Ak Q

where we have used the fact that
curl (x*v) = xFeurl (v) — vt - V¥

vanishes outside of AF.

Since any smooth loop can be decomposed as a concatenation of a finite number of loops which are
either homotopic to the trivial loop or homotopic to one of the ¢;’s, we have that the circulation of v
along any closed curve vanishes. Therefore, fixing P an arbitrary point in 2 and letting

F@= [ vers
TPQ

where vpq is any (smooth) path from P to @), we obtain ([ZI3)).
As 1) is a simili harmonic function, we have that VTwa = v/bv = VbV f belongs to L?(€2), hence,

2 [V
/Qb]v] duv—/Q 7 VbV f d. (2.15)
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Moreover, by Proposition and (2.I0) we can decompose ¢ as

N N
b= at =90+ ) ax
k=1 k=1

where 9Y € X. By density of C2°(2) in X (see Lemma 2.1]) we have

VARSI . VAR . N
. -1 ) -1 . —
/Q 7 VOV f dx lim /Q 7 VOV f dx lim /QV U - Vfde =0

where we have integrated by parts and used that ¢, € C2°(£2). Moreover, as x"* is smooth and Vy*
vanishes close to the boundary, we also have by an integration by parts:

vJ_Xk
/Q 7 -JEVfdx:/QviX’ﬂ-Vfdx:o

for all k.
Putting together these two relations, (2I5]) implies that v is equal to zero, from which we conclude
that v is constant in Q. Since 1 € H}(£2), ¥ vanishes in Q as claimed. O

Proposition 2.9. Let (2,b) be a smooth lake in the sense of ZI)). There exists a basis {1/}, of
SH which satisfies
oLk

Proof. Consider the linear mapping

N i Vg
UV:SH—-RY, ¥(g)=n,---9N) Y ::7<T>.
Lemma 2.8 states that ¥ is one-to-one and Proposition implies that dim SH = N. Consequently,

U is onto and we can define ' = W~!(¢;) where e; is the i-th vector in the canonical basis of RY. [

Proposition 2.10 (Decomposition). Let (€2,b) be a smooth lake in the sense of (2]). Let w € L*°(2)
and v = (Y&, -+ ,7Y) € RN. Then there exists a unique vector field v such that \V/bv € L*(S2),

div(bv) =0in Q, bv-v=00ndQ, (in the sense of (L4)) (2.16)
and ' A
curl(v) =bw in D'(Q), 7' (v) = 5. (2.17)
Moreover, we have the following Biot-Savart formula:
N
v=b"'VE0 + ) alb VY (2.18)
i=1

where ' € SH. is the function defined as in Proposition [Z4 above, af = ~} + fQ bwp' dx, ¢ defined
as in Proposition (23, and ¢° € X the unique solution (see Proposition[Z23) of the problem

1
div(ngo) =bw nD(Q), Y’cX.

Proof. We begin by showing that the vector field defined as
N
wi=b"tviyl + o —|—/ bwe! da PRAVARTL
DGRy

verifies (2I06)-(@I7). By definition, vbu € L*(Q). The curl condition in ZI7) is obvious from the
definitions of ¢° and the simili harmonic functions. Condition (ZI6]) comes from Remark 271 The
hardest part is to compute the circulation of b='V+4°. By the definition [2I0) of ¢’, we use that
X' = ' — ¢ with ¢' € X, to get:

A bV 0) = - /Q (vﬂpi.zrlvwo +gpl’bw) dx + /Q div [@ibflwo] dz. (2.19)
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Now, for any ® € C2°(2), we note that
/ div [@b—lvwo] da =0,
Q

and as @' belongs to X and C° is dense in X, we deduce from the fact that both b=1/2v0 and bw
belong to L?() that

/Qdiv [@ib—lwo] dr = /Q[b—l/Q(wi V) b2l — (G — Q))bw] dz = 0. (2.20)

Moreover, that ¢° € X allows us to integrate by parts the first term on the right hand side of Z.I9),
giving
—/ Vil b vty de = —/ b vy Vyldr = / div (b7'V') ¥ dz = 0.
Q Q Q
The last identity was due to the fact that ¢’ is a simili harmonic function. Therefore, putting these
last two equalities together with (ZI9) gives that 7' (u) = — Jo bwe' dz+ ('yé—i— Jo bw dw) = 4, which
shows that u verifies (2.16])-(217]).

To prove the uniqueness of u, let v be another vector field such that vbv € L?(Q) and v satisfies
&.16)-R.17). N
By Lemma 26 there exists ¢ € H}(£2) such that

bv =V in D'(Q), 0,4 =0on dN.
So

N
Wim b= (004 3 (oh + [ bt dn) o)
=1

is a simili harmonic function such that the circulation of $ around each C* is equal to zero. Lemma
2.8 gives that v = u, which ends the proof. O

2.2. Existence of a global weak solution. In this subsection we prove the existence of a global
weak interior solution for the vorticity formulation:

Lemma 2.11. Let (2,b) be a smooth lake in the sense of @I). Let w® € L®(Q) and {vi}1<i<n
fized numbers and define v° by @IR). Then there exists a global weak interior solution to the lake
equations on (€2, ) in the vorticity formulation (see Definition[1.2). Moreover, the circulations of this
solution are conserved.

The original idea comes from Yudovich: we introduce an artificial viscosity ediv (bVw,) in the
vorticity equations, assuming the Dirichlet condition for the vorticity at the boundary. This viscosity
is artificial, because of the boundary condition: in the (physically relevant) Navier-Stokes equations,
the Dirichlet condition is given on v, which does not imply the Dirichlet condition on the vorticity.
Although the inviscid problem in Navier-Stokes equations is a hard issue, the limit problem ¢ — 0 with
the artificial viscosity is possible to achieve. Actually, to use directly a result from [7], we consider
be := b+e > ¢ > 0, and we approximate w” by w? € C° such that ||w?|| e < 2[|w°|| 1. As b, is strictly
positive, standard arguments for Navier-Stokes equations [7] gives the existence and uniqueness of a
global solution

we € C([0,00); HY () N L,([0,00); H2(22))
of the problem (in the sense of distribution)

O (bewe) + b-ve - Vwe — ediv (b:Vw:) =0 for (t,z) € Ry x Q,
N . .
1 ot Job cd ;
Ve = b—VLzbS[we] + Z 0+ Jo bewe%g xvlw;, for (t,z) € Ry x Q,
. g . (2.21)
We = for (t,x) € Ry x 09,

we (0, ) = W2(z) for z € Q,
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where € > 0 is arbitrary and 7 are given independently of ¢ and ¢t. The above system is exactly
the problem studied in [7]. Indeed the authors work in non-simply connected domains, and Lemma
5 therein is similar to our decomposition (Proposition 2I0). In their case, the tangential part v - 7
is clearly defined (as b. > 0) so their definition of the circulation as an integral along dC* is the
same as our weak circulation. In this work, the test functions are compactly supported in Q: ¢ €
C>([0,00) x Q). Indeed, for Navier-Stokes equations, the general framework is of H~! to HZ(Q) and
test functions in C2°(]0,00) x Q) are sufficient because the Dirichlet boundary condition is already
encoded by the fact that the velocity (here the vorticity) belongs to H&. Moreover, we have the
“energy relation”:

Vot oy & [ IV, Mgy ds < Vol gy, V20, (222

Next, the idea is to pass to the limit € — 0. Let us perform this limit as follows:

e by integration by parts and Poincaré inequality on Q) we have that (thanks to the tangency
condition of v,):

H\/E%H%%Q) < Hba%HL2(Q)W6HL2(Q) < CovM +5”\/EWSHL%Q)HVT/%”L?(Q)
1
< 2051902 (M + 1)*2[1w”]| oo (0 1V beve | 120

where 1), is the stream function vanishing on O8) associated to beve:
N . .
e = W)+ Yo+ [ bt o)l
i=1 &

Hence /bev. is uniformly bounded in L (Ry; LQ(Q)), uniformly in e:

Vb (t)ll2 S (2.23)

e for ¢ fixed, we easily observe that dyw. € L2 (Ry; H*I(Q)) and also that w. € C(Ry; L3(Q))N
L? (Ry; H?()). Hence one can multiply the vorticity equation by some power of w. to get

loc
for all time:

1 1
(o) pwe(t, e < N1(Be) 7o < (M +1)7||w0l|ze < 2[(M + 1) + D)7 [l°] = ¥p € [1, 00).
As the constant at the right hand side is uniform in p, we infer that
lwe (2, ) poe < 2{|w® | poe. (2.24)

Therefore, Banach-Alaoglu theorem implies that w. converges weak-* to w in L*°(R; x ), and
Vbev. converges weak-x to vbv in L%®°(Ry; L?(R2)). This weak convergence is sufficient to get (i),
(ii) and (iii) in Definition Moreover, by construction (see [221)), v'(v-(t)) = 1¢ for all t € Ry,
i = 1...N. Hence, the weak limit is also sufficient to pass to the limit in the circulation definition
(2I2) which implies that the circulations of v are conserved.

To get (iv), we will pass to the limit in equation (22II), but we need a strong convergence of
the velocity. It would be tempting to use a variant of the Div-Curl lemma on F. - G. with F. :=
b-v. (which is divergence free) and G. := v. (we could prove that curl G; = w. is precompact in
C([0,T); H,! (R?R))). However, a subtle problem appears when we try to verify the precompactness
of F. and G, in C([0,T]; H,! (R2 R?)) (which is necessary to apply the Div-Curl lemma): because of
the absence of boundary conditions on O € €, the mapping Id : L?>(O) — V'(O), where V'(O) is the
dual of V(0) := {v € H}(0), div(v) = 0} is not an embedding (indeed, it maps gradients of functions
to 0). This prevents us from getting suitable compactness property in C([0,7]; H=!(0)) and forces us
to only seek strong convergence on some part of the velocity and to use a hidden cancellation property
of the equations. We now turn to the details.

Without loss of generality, we may restrict ourselves to O a smooth simply connected open subset
of € such that O C Q. We introduce the Leray projector Po from L2?(O) to H(O) (see (LH) for the
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definition), i.e. Pp is the unique operator such that
ve = Pove + V., div(Pov:) =0, (Pov:)-v|so =0. (2.25)

All the details about the Leray projector can be found e.g. in [2]. In particular, it is known that such
a projector is orthogonal in L?, hence by (H2) we have that

IPove 1720y + 1Va:l72(0) < llvell72(0) < 06 11V/beve 720

which implies by (223 that Vg, and Ppv. converge weak-* in L>°([0, T; L2(O)) to Vg and Ppv, with
v = Pov + Vq. Besides, since curl(Pov:) = curl(v:) = b.w is uniformly bounded in L* and using
(ZZ5)), we see that {Pov.(t)} always remain inside a compact set of L?(Q) (indeed, by the standard
Calderén-Zygmund theorem on O, >, [[0;Pove(t)|| 12 < [lcurl(ve(t))|2)-

As ([Z2Z7)) is verified for test functions ¢ € C2°(O) with O a simply connected smooth domain, like
in Proposition in Appendix [A] we infer that we have a velocity type equation:

—/ /@-8tv€d:cdt+/ /webeve-cbidxdt—e/ /bewe-@idmt:o
0 Q 0 Q 0 Q

for all divergence-free ® € C2°(0). For such a test function, using (222]), (2.23]) and ([2:24]), we obtain
that

[(Pov:(t2), @) — (Pove(t), ®)| = [(ve(t2), ®) — (ve(t1), P

to to
/ /b%% Pt dmdt—e/ /b oL Vwedxdt‘
t1 t1

S @l g2 [VM + 1|/ beve || pgo 2 |well e, 1 — o]
1
+Ve(M +1)[1Vebe Ve 2|t — t2]2]
1
S 1@l C ) [t = o] + Vel — ta]F]

By density, we note that the above estimates is true for ® € H(O). Therefore, for any ® € L%(0), we
write that

(Pov:(), ®) = (Povs (), Bo® + Vaa) = (Povs (1), Bo®)
because Ppv.(t) - v|go = 0 and divPpv.(t) = 0. Hence, the above estimate can be used to get for any
® € L*(0)

[(Pove(t2), ®) — (Pove (1), @)| S [Po®l|2C(w") It — tal + V|1 — tal?]
S 1@l C ) [Jt = tol + Vel — ta] ]

which implies that the family {Ppv.} is equicontinuous in L?(Q). Since we have seen that it takes
values in a compact set, Arzela-Ascoli gives us the precompactness of {Ppv.} in C([0,T); L?(0)).

Finally, we can now pass to the limit in (Z2I]). We recall that for any ¢ € C2°([0,T) x O), the first
equation in (2.21]) reads

0 :/ / |:(Ptb6w6 + bewEUE . V(,O — abngg . VQO] dxdt + / (p(O, x)bgwa(x) dx. (226)
0 Q Q

Clearly, thanks to (2.22]), we can pass to the limit as e — 0 in all the (linear) terms except the nonlinear
term: b.w.v. - V. For the remaining term, using the relation (AJ]), we get

/ / bewev: - Vo drdt = / /(curl 1)5)1)6L Vi dadt
o Ja 0o Ja

o) 1 1
:/ / div(b5v5®vg)-wa——V\va\Q-Vlgo dedt
(3

/ / div (beve ® ve) - Vb ? dzdt.
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In addition, we can write
beve ® Ve = b:Pov: ® Ve + bV @ Pov, +b:-Vg:. ® Vg,

in which Py is the Leray projector defined as above. The integration involving the first two terms
on the right hand side converges to its limit by taking integration by parts and using a weak-strong
convergence argument. For the last term, we further compute:

. b
div [h.Vq. ® V.| = ;vuvqg\z) + (Vb - Vg + b-Ag.) V..

Here we note from ([225]) that divv. = Ag., and as divb.v. = 0, we get that Ag. = —vbi’g -vs. Hence,
we have

. b
div [b.V¢. ® Vq.] = ;ququ?) — (Vb - Pove) V..
This yields

o] ) 90 N VJ'(,O
div (beve ® vg) dxdt = ]ng V> + (Vb - Pov: ) V. - o dxdt
0o Ja

£

in which the first integral vanlshes, Whereas the second integral passes to the limit again by a weak-
strong convergence argument.

By putting these altogether into ([2.206]) and using the same algebra as just performed, it follows in
the limit that

/ / prbw dxdt + / / Vo - vbw dxdt + / ©(0, 2)bw° (x) dz = 0 (2.27)
Q

for all p € C2°(]0,T) x O). Recall that O was an arbitrary smooth simply connected domain in €.
This proves that the 1dent1ty [Z27) holds for all ¢ € C2°(]0,00) x Q).

To conclude, we have shown that (v,w) is an interior weak solution of the lake equations in the
vorticity formulation, which completes the proof of Lemma 2111

2.3. Well-posedness of a global weak solution. In this subsection, we use the Calderén-Zygmund
inequality (228]) of Bresch and Métivier [I] to upgrade our solution (v,w) to a weak solution in the
vorticity formulation, which is then equivalent to a weak solution in the velocity formulation. Using
again (2.28]), we prove that weak solutions in the velocity formulation are unique, which ends the
proof.

Gain of reqularity for smooth lakes. First, we recall the main result of Bresch and Métivier in [I]: if
the lake is smooth with constant slopes, then we have a Calderén-Zygmund type inequality. Namely:

Proposition 2.12 ([I, Theorem 2.3]). Let (€2,b) be a smooth lake in the sense of (2Z1)). Let f € LP(2)
for p >4 and bv € L*(Q). If the triplet (b, v, f) verifies the following elliptic problem

div(bv) =01in Q, bv-v=00ndQ, (in the sense of (L4))
and
curlv = f in D'(Q),

then v € Cl_%(ﬁ) and Vv € LP(2). Moreover, there exists a constant C' which depends only on )
and b so that for any p > 4

IVellzey < Co(IFllzoe) + I1b0] ) ). (2.28)
In addition,

v-v =0 on IN.

This inequality is well known in the case of non-degenerating topography (b > 6y > 0) and it was
extended by Bresch and Métivier in the case of a depth which vanishes at the shore like d(z)® for
a > 0. The authors decompose the domain in two pieces: one which is far from the boundary where
they use classical elliptic estimates, and one near the boundary. As for the latter piece, they flatten



TOPOGRAPHY INFLUENCE ON THE LAKE EQUATIONS 17

the boundary and are reduced to study a degenerate elliptic equation with coefficients vanishing at
the boundary of a half-plane.

This decomposition in several subdomains explains why we have the terms ||bv|| ;2 in the right hand
side part of the Calderén-Zygmund inequality (228]), coming from the support of the gradient of some
cut-off functions. We remark also that we can easily have some islands with vanishing (where aj, can
be different from ag) or non vanishing topography, which gives a lake where the Calderén-Zygmund
inequality holds true.

By Lemma [ZTT] there exists (v,w) verifying the elliptic problem ii)-iii) in Definition Then,
Proposition states that Vv belongs to LP for any p > 4. This estimate is crucial to prove that
(v,w) is actually a global weak solution to the vorticity formulation (Proposition [A.5]), which is also
a global weak solution to the velocity formulation (Proposition [A4]), because the circulations are
conserved. The Calderén-Zygmund inequality will be also the key for the uniqueness.

By using the renormalized solutions in the sense of DiPerna-Lions, it follows that w € C/([0, 00); LP(2))
and v € C([0,00); WP(Q)) for any p > 4 (see the proof of Lemma [B1] for details about the renormal-
ized theory).

Uniqueness. The uniqueness part now follows from the celebrated proof of Yudovich [I1]. Let v; and
vy be two weak global solutions for the same initial v°. We introduce ¥ := v; — vo. As ¥ belongs to
WLP for any p € (4,00), we get from the velocity formulation some estimates for 9;0. This allows us
to replace the test function by bt = Pq(bt) € C([0, T); Li (Q)). As v € C (Ry, L°(R?)), we get for all
T eR"

T T
IVBS(T)| gy = 2/0 (0,(b0),5) 5, ds < 2/0 /Q|\/517(5,x)||Vv2(s,:c)||\/Bz7(s,x)|dxds

where we have used that divbv; = divbd = 0. Next, we use the Calderén-Zygmund inequality (2.28])
on Vs to infer by interpolation that

T
IVB3(T, )22 < 2Cp / VB3] dt.
0

Together with a Gronwall-like argument, this implies
IVOi(T,)|I72 < 2CTYP,  Vp=>2.

Letting p tend to infinity, we conclude that ||vbo(T,-)|[z2 = 0 for all T < 1/(2C). Finally, we
consider the maximal interval of [0,00) on which ||vb#(T,-)||;2 = 0, which is closed by continuity of
|Vb(T,-)|| 2. If it is not equal to the whole of [0, 00), we may repeat the above proof, which leads to
a contradiction by maximality. Therefore uniqueness holds on [0, 00), and this concludes the proof of
well-posedness.

Constant circulation. If the domain is not simply connected, we have proved in the first subsection
that the vorticity alone is not sufficient to determine the velocity uniquely, and that we need to fix
the weak circulation to derive the Biot-Savart law. In the following section, the main idea is to prove
compactness in each terms in this Biot-Savart law. Therefore, it is crucial to establish the Kelvin’s
theorem in our case, namely the weak circulations are conserved. Fortunately, this is valid in a great
generality following Proposition as follows.

Proposition 2.13. Let (2,b) be a lake satisfying (H1)-(H2) with b € VV&)’SO(Q) Let v be a global
interior weak solution of the velocity formulation and a global weak solution of the vorticity formulation.
Then for each k = 1,--- | N, the generalized circulation v* defined as in @I2) is independent of t.

Proof. Let I(t) € C>([0,0)), note that since Vx* = 0 in a neighborhood of the boundary, then
1(t)V+x*(z) is a test function for which (7)) is verified. As x* is constant in each neighborhood of
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the boundary, I(t)x*(x) is a test function for which (LI0) holds. Then, we can compute

/v()jtl( )dt =~ //dt (t)V*x ’f vdxdt—// bwdmdt— k(0)1(0)
:/R/Q{(bv®v):V[gVka] —l—VXk-vcurl(v)}l(t)dxdt

+1(0) /Q {vo SVEF 4 Xkcurl(vo)} dz — ~+*(0)1(0)

:/R/Q{(bv@)v):v [%VLX’“] +ka-vcurl(v)}l(t) davdt.

Using the fact that div(bv) = 0 and V+x* = 0 in a neighborhood of the boundary, we may integrate
by parts and use (A]) to have

1}2
/’y ()Cil( )dt — +*(0)1(0) Z—/Rl(t)/ﬂlek-v%dxdt.

Now, we let ¥* be a smooth function, compactly supported inside  and such that Y*Vyx* = Vy*.
Integrating by parts, we then find that

2 2 2

This finishes the proof. O

3. PROOF OF THE CONVERGENCE

In this section, we shall prove our main result (Theorem [[T). Here, we recall our main assumption
that (£, b,) converges to the lake (£2,b) as n — oo in the sense of Definition [[L4l Let us denote by D
a large open ball such that D contains €2 and €2,,, and extend the bottom functions b and b, to zero
on the sets D\ Q and D \ Q,, respectively.

We prove the main theorem via several steps. First, from the velocity equation, it is relatively easy
to obtain an a priori bound on v/b,v, in L=(R; L?) (here one needs uniform estimates on v/b,v in
L?*(Q,)). Unfortunately, such a bound is too weak to give any reasonable information on the possible
limiting velocity solution v. To obtain sufficient compactness, we derive estimates on the stream
function ), defined by

1
n = —V . (3.1)
bn
The Biot-Savart law (2.I8]) which is established in Proposition Z.10] gives

N
Un(t,x) = Y0 (tx) + Y an () (), (32)
k=1

where for each n, 90 solves div (b, 'V4?) = b,w, with the Dirichlet boundary condition on 92, and
the so-called simili harmonic functions Yk solve div (b;'V¢oF) = 0 and have their circulations equal to
8 around each island Cy,, j = 1,--- , N. The real numbers ok (¢) are given by

k — A~k X)W X kﬂ? X
%@—%+menw>%Ud

where 7% = v¥(v,,) is the circulation of v, around each C¥ introduced as in ([2I2]), which is constant
in time (see Proposition 2.13]).
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3.1. Vorticity estimates. We begin by deriving some basic estimates on the vorticity w,.

Lemma 3.1. For each n, the LP norm of b%/pwn is conserved in time and uniformly bounded for all
p > 1, that is,
63/ Pon (B)]| o () = 108/ Pf N0y S lwpllze 1, VE>0.

oo

In addition, wy, is bounded in Lg%, uniformly in n.

Proof. We recall that the vorticity w,, solves (L3]) in the distributional sense and belongs to L> (R x
Q) . Thanks to Proposition 2.12] we deduce that the velocity is regular enough to apply the renor-
malized theory in the sense of DiPerna-Lions: let f : R — R be a smooth function such that

[f(s)l <C(L+]slP),  VteR,
for some p > 0, then f(w,) is a solution of the transport equation (L3 (in the sense of distribution)
with initial datum f(wp).
By smooth approximation of s +— |s[P for 1 < p < 0o, the renormalized solutions yields

d
—(bp|wnlP) = —bpv, V]w, P = —div (b,v,|ws|P).
dt

Integrating this identity over €2, and using the Stokes theorem, we get

d

L b (@)wnlP (¢ ) do = — / bt - V| Pdon (),

dt Jg, ol
where the boundary term vanishes due to the boundary condition on the velocity (see (LLIJ)). The
lemma is proved for 1 < p < oo.

The case p = oo is easily obtained by taking f a function vanishing on the interval [—2||wq|| £, 2||wo]| <]

and strictly positive elsewhere. Indeed, it shows that the L° norm cannot increase, and by time re-
versibility that it is constant. O

Lemma [BJ]in particular yields that the vorticity w,, is bounded in L*°(€,,) and, after extending w;,
by 0 in D\ €,, by the Banach-Alaoglu theorem, we can extract a subsequence such that
b/Pw, — bYPw  weakly-x in  L®°(R,; LP(D))
wp = w  weakly-* in  L>(R4 x D).
3.2. Simili harmonic functions: Dirichlet case. We now derive estimates for the simili harmonic
solutions ¢, k =1,---, N. We recall that ©F vanishes on the outer boundary 952, and solves
1

div { b

sz =0, in Q,
4 (3.3)

goflz ks on OC%, j=1,-- N.
The existence and uniqueness of ¥ was established in Proposition We obtain the following.

Lemma 3.2. The sequence b;l/QV@fL converges strongly to b2V ¢k in L?(D). In particular, ©F is
uniformly bounded in H'(D) and b;l/Qchﬁ is uniformly bounded in L*(D).

In this statement and in all the sequel, b,;l/2Vgofl is extended by zero on D \ ,,.

Proof. We first prove the boundedness and obtain convergence as a result of the convergence of the
norm. As before, it is convenient to write, as in Proposition 23],

o =gk + ¥, k=1,--- N.
Here, ¢F € X3, and x* denote the cut-off functions in C°(2) such that x* is supported in a neigh-
borhood of C* and is identically equal to one on a smaller neighborhood of C*. Since C¥ converges to
C*, without loss of generality we can further assume that the same assumptions hold for C¥ uniformly
in n > 0. We then obtain ¢F by solving
1
bn

1

div { V@iﬂ = —div [b ka}, in Q,, gbfl =0 on 09Q,. (3.4)
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Multiplying this equation by @F and integrating the result over €2,, we readily obtain an a priori
estimate:

1 1 1 1 1 1
| var == [ cvebvitde<g [ 9Py [ VR
Qn by, Q, b, 2 Ja, by, 2 Ja, by,

Here, we have used the Dirichlet boundary condition on ¢¥. Now, remark that Vx* vanishes identically
on a neighborhood of the boundary 052, and b, are bounded above and below away from 0f2,,. The
last integral on the right-hand side of the above estimate is therefore uniformly bounded in n.

This proves the boundedness and the weak convergence of b, Y 2V¢>ﬁ in L?(D) (with zero extension
on D\ Q,). Therefore, V@E is uniformly bounded in L?(D). The H' boundedness of @k follows at
once by the standard Poincaré inequality.

Consequently, solutions ¢ to (B3] converge weakly in H'(D) to ¢* € H}(D) verifying (in the
sense of distributions):

div [%Vgpk} =0, in Q.

Without assuming that €, is an increasing sequence, the difficulty could be to prove that ¢* satisfies
the right boundary conditions. The tool to get the boundary conditions is the y-convergence. Namely,
as €2, converges in the Hausdorff topology to Q and as R?\ €, has N + 1 connected components,
then Proposition states that €2, ~-converges to €). Hence, we can apply Proposition to @k
and infer that @* belongs to H{(€2). Therefore, we have the right boundary conditions:

oF = ks on aC’, j=1,--- N.

Now, from the boundedness of b, v 2V¢ﬁ in L2, we obtain at once the integrability of b=1/2V&F. Thus,
by definition, ¢F € X.

From the equation (B]), the weak convergence obtained above, the fact that ¢* € H}(Q) and that
b! — b=l in L?(supp V%) (by Definition [4]), we have that

1 1 1 1

/ —|V@F 1 de = —/ — VN de — —/ V"V de = / Z|IVEF? da.
Q, bn Q,, bn Qb Qb

This proves the strong convergence as claimed. O

3.3. Simili harmonic functions: constant circulation. We next derive the convergence for the
simili harmonic solutions ¥¥. We recall that ¢* vanishes on the outer boundary 92, and solves

1
div {—Vzﬁ,ﬂ —0, in Q,
bn
1l (3.5)
i — 5. =1 ...
(V) =0k G=1 N
where the circulation around C* defined in ([2I2]) verifies
! 1 . 1 .
J( gLk — . L k _ . | k
%( Y zpn) /Qn div [b X an} dz /Qn div [bn%wn] dz,

by, n

for gp% defined in the previous subsection. Indeed, we can replace x’ by gp% in (Z12) by density of
C°(9Qy,) in Xy, : an argument already used in the proof of Proposition 210 (see (220])).
Now, since {¢¥},_1 ... y forms a basis (see Proposition 2ZH), we can write

N
Un=) al el (3.6)
j=1
Thus, by B.5), we have

N
1 . 1 .
== [ vk Veldo= = ol [ vVl d
n I=1 n T
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Let A, be the N x N matrix with components ag’k) and @, the matrix formed by an %V@Q-Vgoﬁ; dx.

By Lemma[3.2] ®,, is well-defined and is uniformly bounded in n. We also let A and ® be the matrix

obtained from A,, and ®,, by replacing b,, by b and ¢4, by ©?. The above identity yields that —I = A,,®,,

and Lemma implies that &, — ®. To get that A,, =& A we need to prove that & is invertible. If

(€, b) is a smooth lake, then it is obvious because we also have I = —A®. Concerning non-smooth lake,

the invertible property comes from the positive capacity of islands (see [3| Sub. 2.2] for all details).
The expansion (3.6) then yields the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. b;l/szﬁ converges strongly in L*>(D) to b=Y/2Vy*, for each k.

3.4. Estimates of af. As the circulation is conserved 7% (v,) = 7* (see Proposition EI3)), it is easy
to get from the uniform bound of v/byw, in L? (see Lemma B), of v/b, (see Definition ), of ©F
in L? (see Lemma [B3), that o is uniformly bounded in time and in n. From the boundedness, we
deduce directly that

of converges weak-x in L°(Ry) to o (t) = A* —i—/ bt
Q

3.5. Kernel part with Dirichlet condition. Let us next deal with the kernel part
<m{iv¢ﬂ:@wm S Pa—) (3.7)
Lemma 3.4. 90 converges weakly-+ in WH°(R; HY(D)) to ¥°, which is the solution of
div {%Vzpo] =bw, ¥°|an = 0.
Furthermore, there holds the strong convergence

1 1
Vng — —szpO strongly in LQ((O,T) x D) for any T > 0.

VBT

Proof. Multiplying (3.7 by 12, we get
1
| a0 de = = [ b de < Il Bt (3.8

in which ||v/bnwyl/r2 is bounded thanks to Lemma Bl Using the Poincaré inequality on D with
Definition [[.4], we obtain that

1
IVbnuliz@,) < VMR, < VMV, < oMl Z=Vinliq,),

hence \/%qug and V10 are uniformly bounded in L?(D), which implies that ¢? is uniformly bounded
Hy (D).

Putting together all the uniform bounds obtained in this section, we finally see that
_1 N _1
Vbl = b, 2V + Z ok (0)b, 2 V4pF is uniformly bounded in L?(D).
k=1

It is now possible to state that v/b,v,, is uniformly bounded in L (R, ; L?(D)) by the standard energy
estimate, which is useful in the following estimate.
Similarly, 9;¢0 solves

1
div [b—vaﬂbﬂ = O(bpwy) = —div (bpvpwn), 000 |aq, =0,

from which we obtain in the same way that
|

on < [V onvnll g2 |bawnl| L S 1.

0
K P
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It follows that %bfnvwg belongs to WH*°(R; L?(D)) and 92 is in Wh*(R,; H}(D)). Consequently,
up to some subsequence, there holds that
1

0_\_
Vi, NG

V0 weakly- * in  L®(R,; L?(D)), (3.9)

1
Vb
and

PO — 0 weak-* in ~ WH°(R,; H} (D)) and strongly in C(Ry; L*(D)).
By Mosco’s convergence (see Proposition [B.3)), it follows that ¢° € HZ(Q). Furthermore, it follows
easily that ¢¥ solves
div [%wo} — b, g0 =0, (3.10)

in the distributional sense.
Next, by using the weak convergence of \/b,w, and strong convergence of \/b,10 in L?, the identity

B3) then yields

// vyl // bt da — — //bmpodx_// Loyop d

in which the last identity follows from the equation (BI0]). Thus, the convergence ([3.9]) is indeed a
strong convergence in L?((0,T) x D). This proves the lemma. O

3.6. Convergence of of. In view of ([32)), we next study the convergence of o (t). We have already
obtained a uniform bound in L*°(R). Using the boundary condition b, v, -, = 0 in the last identity
below, it follows that

8@ / O (bpwn, dm—/ dlvbvnwngondx——/ bnwn Uy, *
s i (brnwn)er, o ( ) o Vbn \/—

which is again bounded by L? estimates. The strong convergence of af(t) to o*(t) in L%((0,T)) for
any T > 0 thus follows from this bound in W% (R ).

——VF dz,

3.7. Passing to the limit in the lake equation. It is now easy by ([B.J]) and the expression (3.2])
to construct the limiting solution. Indeed, we recall from (3.2]) that

N
Un(t, ) = Pt z) + > ah(t)pk(z)
k=1

with 90 constructed as in (1) and ¥ as in (F5]). Lemmas B3 and 4] together with the convergence
of o (t) then yield that the limiting function v satisfies

N
Yt ) =0t x) + > oF )k (a)
k=1
We then introduce the limiting velocity through

1
= -V,
v A P
It follows clearly that /b, v, — v/bv strongly in L2 (R ; L?(D)). For any test function ¢ € C2°(]0, 00) x
1), by the Hausdorff convergence, there exists IV, such that for any n > N, ¢(t,-) is compactly sup-
ported in €, for all t. As (v,,w,) is a global interior solution in the sense of Definition [[.2] hence (LI0])

holds for any n > N, and for the limit. In addition, the divergence-free and boundary conditions

follow at once from Lemma 26 and our construction of the approximate solutions: ¢F = Zjv 1 agk’] )gpn

with ¢ = @ + x* (see B0)).

Therefore, the limit v enjoys a Biot-Savart decomposition, and passing to the limit in the circulation
definition ([2.I2]) we obtain that the circulations of v are conserved.

One notices that all the convergence results hold up to a subsequence extraction. However, if
the limit lake is smooth, i.e. (9Q,b) € C? x C3(Q) verifying assumptions (H1)-(H3), then we have
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proved that (v,w) is a global weak interior solution in the vorticity formulation for the lake (2,b),
with constant circulations, hence (v,w) is also a global weak solution in the vorticity formulation
(see Proposition [A5]) and a global weak solution in the velocity formulation (see Proposition [A.4]).
The uniqueness result implies that the whole sequence converges to the unique solution of the lake
equations. This ends the proof of Theorem

Remark 3.5. In the previous proof, we never use that the islands are simply connected, hence we can
relax this condition by assuming that C’ is a connected compact subset of 2. Indeed, in [3, Proposition
1], it is proved that any connected compact set C' can be approximated, in the Hausdorff topology,
by smooth simply-connected compact set. Therefore, the case of a smooth simply-connected island
which closes on itself (giving at the limit an annulus) is included in our analysis (see [3 Section 5.1]
for pictures).

4. NON-SMOOTH LAKES

Let (2,b) be a lake satisfying (H1)-(H2). We assume that the H' capacity of all the islands is
positive: cap (C*) > 0 for all 1 < k < N. Here, we assume no regularity on the boundary 9.

Domain approzimation. Without assuming any regularity on €2, we infer that Q verifying (H1) is the
Hausdorff limit of a sequence

Q= ﬁn \ (UleO_fz)a

where §~2n and O!’s are smooth Jordan domains, and such that ﬁn, resp. O!  converges in the Hausdorff
sense to ?2, resp. C'. Such a property is a consequence of the Hausdorff topology and a proof can be
found in [3| Proposition 1]. Moreover, therein, the sequence €2,, can be constructed to be increasing
thanks to the assumption that the obstacles C* are simply connectedd.

Bottom approrimation. We assume that b is a bounded positive function on €. It follows that there
is a sequence b, € C*°(Q,) with M +1 > b, > 60, > 0 on Q,, such that b, converges strongly to b in
LP (Q) for any p € [1,00). Indeed, we may define

loc

Hence, the lake (£2,,b;,) is a smooth lake with a non-vanishing topography (6,, = %) Moreover, since
for any compact set K C ) there exists 0k > 0 such that b(x) > 0x on K, then there exists ny(K)
such that for all n > no(K) we have b,(x) > 0x/2 on K. It then follows that the lake (£2,,b;,)
converges to (€2,b) in the sense of Definition [[4]

Moreover, if b € Wlicoo () then our approximation b, convergences weakly to b in Wlicoo (Q).

Initial data approzimation. For a function u defined on a subset U of D, we define u by u(z) = u(z) if
rcUandu(z)=0ifzr € D\ U. If w° € L®(Q) and v € RY is given, then we consider v0 such that
div (b,0°) =0, curlv? = b, , (B,20) - v|sq, =0,

with its circulation around each O_,fg equal to 7%, for all k=1,--- ,N.
Ezistence result. Similarly to the analysis of (v,,w;) done in Section Bl we get, up to extraction of a
subsequence, that

v, — v strongly in L (R, ; L*(D)), wy, — w weakly in L (R4 x D),

for some limiting pair (v,w). It also follows that (v,w) is a global weak interior solution in the
vorticity formulation of the lake equations on the lake (€,b) with initial vorticity w® and initial
circulation v € RY. Furthermore, this constructed solution also enjoys a Biot-Savart decomposition,
with constant circulations. For this part, we do not use any regularity on b.

2IfClis a simply connected compact set, there exists a Riemann mapping 7 from (C')c to the exterior of the unit
disk. Then, O% := (T~1(B(0,1 + 1/n)%))¢ is a smooth Jordan domain such that C* C O%L,, C O%.
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To prove that (v,w) is a global weak solution in the vorticity formulation, we take an arbitrary
© € CX([0,00) x Q) and verify (LI0O) for (v,w). Indeed, since €2, is increasing, ¢|q, € C°([0,00) x Q)
is a test function for which (LI0) holds for (v,,w,) (see Remark [A.6]). It is now easy to pass to the
limit in (LI0), which gives at once that (v,w) is a global weak solution in the vorticity formulation,
even for test functions which are not constant on the boundary.

As for interior solution in the velocity formulation, we have to consider b € Wli)coo (©). In this case,
we have stronger convergence of b, to b, which allows us to pass to the limit in the velocity equations
).

This completes the proof of Theorem
Remark on initial velocity. If the initial data is given in terms of v° € L{ () such that w° := # €
L>=(€), then the generalized circulation of a vector field v around C* is well defined:

Ak @0) = —/ (VLXk 00+ xFeurl vo> dx.
Q
Hence we can consider v0 such that
div (b,12) =0, curlv? = bn%b(vo)\gn, (b)) - Ailaq, =0,

with its circulation around each O_ﬁ equal to v*(v%), for all k = 1,--- ,N. Therefore, the previous
compactness argument gives a solution with an initial velocity ©° which has the same properties than v°
(namely, same vorticity, circulations, and the same divergence and tangency condition). Nevertheless,

it is not clear that ?° = v°, even for b lipschitz, because we need that the lake is smooth to apply

Lemma 2.8

Remark on uniqueness. As written in the introduction, the uniqueness is not clear for non-smooth
lake. To prove uniqueness in Section @ we need that the velocity belongs to WP for any p < oo
with good bounds, which follows from the Calderén-Zygmund inequality. However, such an inequality
is only true for smooth lake (i.e. (952,b) € C3 x C3(Q)) and the first author shows in [6] that the
velocity for Euler equations blows up near an obtuse corner. Therefore, the uniqueness result seems
challenging for non-smooth domains. Even if the first author obtained a uniqueness result for the
Euler equations adding some assumptions (namely, w® is assumed to be compactly supported with
definite sign, and €2 is a simply connected bounded open set which is smooth except in a finite number
of points), it is not clear how to adapt those techniques to the lake equations (e.g. to have an explicit
formula for the Green kernel when the bottom is not flat).
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APPENDIX A. EQUIVALENCE OF THE VARIOUS WEAK FORMULATION
The goal of this section is to link together the various formulations of weak solutions to the lake
equations, precisely between Definition [[L.T] and Definition First, it is obvious that

e a global weak solution of the velocity formulation is a global interior weak solution of the
velocity formulation;

e a global weak solution of the vorticity formulation is a global interior weak solution of the
vorticity formulation;

Next, for any vector field v such that divbv = 0, we can compute

b
div (bv ® v) = bv - Vo = (bv)*curlv + §V|v|2. (A1)
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This equality is the key of the following propositions.

Proposition A.1. Let (Q2,b) be a lake satisfying (H1)-(H2) with b € VVI})COO(Q) Then a global interior
weak solution of the velocity formulation is a global interior weak solution of the vorticity formulation.

Proof. Let us fix a test function ¢ € C°([0,00) x ), then ® := V1 is divergence free and belongs
to C2°(]0,00) x Q). As v is a global interior weak solution of the velocity formulation, there holds

0—/ / <1>t v+ (b @) : v(b>]dmdt+/@(o,m)-vo(m)dx

:/0 /Q &, - v — div (bv ®v) - (3)]dxdt+/0 /aQ<I>(v®v)ydet+/Q<I>(O,x)-vo(ac)dx.

The boundary term vanishes because the support of test function does not intersect the boundary.
Next, we use ([AJ]) and integrate by parts the linear terms to get

= 1
0 :/ / [SDtCUI‘l’U + (CUI‘lv)UJ— . VJ_QD + §V|U|2 . VJ_QD] dxdt + / QD(O,,I)CUI‘lUO(x) dz.
0 Q Q
Integrating by part the third integral and setting w := b’lcurl(v), we then find

0= / / [gptbw + bwuv - Vgo] dxdt + / ©(0, 2)b () da,
0 Q Q
which is (LI0). This ends the proof. O
The following confirms the inverse of Proposition [A.Jlin the case the domain is simply connected.

Proposition A.2. Let (Q,b) be a lake satisfying (H1)-(H2), with b € W,">°(Q) and with N = 0, i.e.

loc
we assume that ) is simply connected. Then a global interior weak solution of the vorticity formulation

is a global interior weak solution of the velocity formulation.

Proof. Let us fix a divergence free test function ® € C2°(]0, 00) x2), then there exists a stream function
¢ such that ® = V% . As @ is compactly supported, we infer that ¢ is constant in a neighborhood
of the boundary. If € is simply connected, there is only one connected component of 02, and as ¢
can be chosen up to a constant, then we can consider ¢ vanishing in the neighborhood of 9€2. The
conclusion follows from the same computations as in the previous proposition. O

Concerning solutions up to the boundary, we need more regularity in order to justify (L7]) and the
boundary terms in the integrations by parts. First, we show the following technical lemma which will
be useful for the next proposition.

Lemma A.3. Assume that Q2 is a C3-domain, that v € W1P(Q) for some 1 < p < oo satisfies v-v =0
in 0. Let d(x) = dist(z,00) and let N be a neighborhood of O where d is C3. Then

vd
Vg =0 - € LP(N),  and  |vglleovy S IIVOllLe )

Proof. We extend v into a vector field on N by setting v(x) = —Vd(z). For x € N, we introduce
vs(x) the solution of

(@) = V@), 20(a) =2
and let T = lim,_,q(;) 7s(z) € 9§2. Then, we simply remark that
d(z)
o) =o@) = [ vln(e)) - Vel (o)ds
0
v(3s(@)) = () = (7)

and therefore, we see that

1
o(@) - v() = v(@) - v(7) - d(x) /0 [V © v Vo] (aage) (@))ds.
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Since for any 0 < s < 1, the mapping = — V,q(z) () has Jacobian uniformly bounded (this can be seen
from the fact that = — (d(z),T) has Jacobian uniformly bounded), we see that

1
() = - /0 v ® v Vo] (yeage (2))ds

is bounded in LP.
O

Finally, let us give the equivalence between the formulations when the circulations around C* for
all k£ are independent of the time.

Proposition A.4. Let (,b) be a lake verifying (H1)-(H3) and (0Q,b) € C3 x C3(Q). Then a global
weak solution of the vorticity formulation, whose the circulations are constant in time, is a global weak
solution of the velocity formulation. Conversely a global weak solution of the wvelocity formulation,
whose the circulations are constant in time, is also a global weak solution of the vorticity formulation.

Proof. In a smooth lake, then the global weak solution v is more regular, namely thanks to the
points i) and ii), the Calderén-Zygmund inequality (see Proposition [Z12]) implies that v belongs to
L®(Ry, WEP(Q)) for any p € (4,00) and that v-v = 0 on 9.

First, let us check that each term in (7)) indeed makes sense. Note in particular that in the case
of a boundary with vanishing topography, the term b~'® can be unbounded. To fix this problem, we
observe that

v-VbU.(I).

(bv®v):V<%):v®v:V¢—

The first term creates no difficulty. For the second, we remark that given our assumption (2], we
have that, on OF,
Vb(x) Vd(x) n Ve(x)

=a .
bx) " da) T ca)
Once again, the second term does not create any problem, while for the first, we may use Lemma [A.3]

to see that v - vdc(lg) in fact belongs to L (LP) for p € (4,00), which ends the justification of (7).

To prove the equivalence of the two formulations, we note that the fact that ® € C'*°(Q) is tangent
to the boundary implies that there exists ¢ € C'°°(€Q)) constant on each connected component of OS2
such that ® = V4o, and conversely ¢ € C*(Q) with 0,¢|sq = 0 implies that ® := V¢ is divergence
free and tangent to the boundary. Therefore, it suffices to check that the boundary terms vanish in
every integration by parts, following the proof in Proposition [A.Tk

e in the first integral, we have ®(v ® v)v = (® - v)(v - v) which is equal to zero because v is
tangent to the boundary (see Proposition 2.12]);
e for the linear terms, we compute that

/OOO/QQ)t-vdde—/Q@(O,:U) 0(2) dr = /Q {/Ooovi%.vdtjuvi@(o,x) -vo(x)} i
- —/Q {/OOO preurlv dt + (0, z)curl vo(x)} da
T /ag {/000 wi(v - 7)dt + (0, 2) (0% (z) - 7-)} do

Thanks to the regularity of v, the notions of weak circulation and classical circulation are
equivalent: using the fact that (¢, ) is constant on each connected component of the boundary
and the conservation of the circulations, we can rewrite the last integral as

/asz {/ow pulv - D)+ p0,2)(0 T)} do = i%(v) [ /Ooo Apicrdt + (0, -)w} -0

k=1
In this computation, we have assumed that ¢ o6 = 0, which is the general convention (because
we always consider ¢ up to a constant), however we could also state that the circulation on
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99 is constant because the Stokes formula gives $og v(x)-Tdo = Zszl Yk (v) + [ curlv, where
the last integral is independent of time from the transport nature (L3)).

e in the last integration by parts, the boundary term is fooo fag |v|?(v- V1) dadt, which is equal
to zero because we assume that 0,p = 0.

This ends the proof. O

We note in the last two bullets of the previous proof why we have assumed that ¢ is tangent to the
boundary in the sense of Definition [[L. 1] and that ¢ is constant on the boundary in Definition
Finally, for smooth lakes, we prove that it is sufficient to prove existence of an interior solution.

Proposition A.5. Let (,b) be a lake verifying (H1)-(H3) and (0Q,b) € C3 x C3(Q). Then a global
interior weak solution of the vorticity formulation is a global weak solution of the vorticity formulation.

Proof. Let ¢ € C2°([0,00) x Q) and let

ne(x) = n(e~'d(x)), 1. € C*(Q)
where n € C°(R) is equal to one in [-1/2,1/2] and vanishes outside of [—1,1]. As in the previous
proof, we infer by Proposition and Lemma that
[0 Vel oy < llv - d™'Vdl| 1o (an.) = O/ 7)),
where 0f). is a e-neighborhood of 02 as in (2Z2]). Again, this yields that ||v-Vn.||» — 0 when ¢ — 0,

for any p € [1, 00).
Since 7:¢p is now known to be C2°([0,00) x ), the identity (LI0) holds for ¢ replaced by 7.

/ / [negptbw + o(Vne - v)bw + (Ve - v)bw} dxdt + / 700, 2)bw’ (z) dz = 0.
0 Q R2

Thanks to the convergence of v - V7. and the estimates on v and w, we are now able to pass to the
limit e — 0. This proves that (v,w) is a global weak solutions of the vorticity formulation, even for
test functions in C2°([0, 00) x Q). O
Remark A.6. We note in the previous proof that we do not need the condition “¢ constant on the
boundary”. Therefore, for smooth lake, we could avoid this condition in Definition indeed, a
global weak solution in the sense of this definition (with the condition d;¢|sn = 0) is a global weak
interior solution, and the previous proposition states that it is a global weak solution for any test
functions in C°([0,00) x Q) (without boundary condition).
We can also prove the following for any ¢ € C°([0, 00) x Q):

/ / prw dxdt + / / (Vo - v)wdxdt + / ©(0,2)° (z) dz = 0.
0o Ja 0 Jo R2

Indeed, by assumption (H2), we can divide by b if ¢ € C2°([0,00) x ), and thus passing to the limit
holds in the same manner.

APPENDIX B. 7-CONVERGENCE OF OPEN SETS

Let D be a bounded open set. Let (Q,)nen be a sequence of open sets included in D. One says
that (Q,)nen y-converges to Q C D if for any f € H1(D), the sequence of solutions v, € Hg () of

_Awn = f in Qna T;Z)nbﬂn =0, T;Z)n =0on D \ Qn
converges in H} (D) to the solution v € H}(Q) of
_A¢ = f in Qa ZZ)|BQ = 0.
In this definition, H}(Q) and HE(2,) are seen as subsets of H}(D), through extension by zero. In

a dual way, H~!(D) is seen as a subset of H1(2,) and H~!(Q). As for the Hausdorff convergence
of open sets, the definition of «-convergence does not depend on the choice of the confining set D.

The notion of y-convergence is extensively discussed in [5]. The basic example of y-convergence is
given by increasing sequences:
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Proposition B.1. If (Q,)nen s an increasing sequence in D, it y-converges to Q@ = UQ,. More
generally, if (0 )nen 18 included in Q and converges to Q2 in the Hausdorff sense, then it vy-converges

to €.

In general, Hausdorff converging sequences are not 7-converging. We refer to [5] for counterexam-
ples, with domains €2,, that have more and more holes as n goes to infinity. This kind of counterex-
amples, reminiscent of homogenization problems, is the only one in dimension 2, as proved by Sverak

[9]:

Proposition B.2. Let (Q,)nen be a sequence of open sets in R?, included in D. Assume that the
number of connected components of D \ Q,, is bounded uniformly in n. If (Qp)nen converges in the
Hausdorff sense to €1, it v-converges to €.

This result is a crucial ingredient in the convergence proofs.

One can characterize the y-convergence in terms of the Mosco-convergence of Hg(Q,) to HE ().
Namely:

Proposition B.3. (Q,)nen v-converges to Q if and only if the following two conditions are satisfied:

(1) For all ¢ € HL(RY), there exists a sequence (¥ )nen in HE(Qy) that converges strongly to .
(2) For any sequence (Vn)nen with 1y, in H(Qy,), weakly converging to ¢ in HE(D), v € H ().

One can also characterize y-convergence with capacity, see [5, Proposition 3.5.5 page 114]. Let
us finally mention that the notion of «-convergence of open sets is related to the more standard I'-
convergence of Di Giorgi. Loosely speaking, €2, y-converges to (2 if the corresponding Dirichlet energy
functional Jg,, I'-converges to Jq: see [5l section 7.1.1] for all details.
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