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VERIFICATION OF PRANDTL BOUNDARY LAYER ANSATZ
FOR THE STEADY ELECTRICALLY CONDUCTING FLUIDS
WITH A MOVING PHYSICAL BOUNDARY

SHIJIN DING, ZHILIN LIN, AND FENG XIE*

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we are concerned with the validity of Prandtl bound-
ary layer expansion for the solutions to two dimensional (2D) steady vis-
cous incompressible magnetohydrodynamics (MHD) equations in a domain
{(X,Y) €[0,L] xRy} with a moving flat boundary {Y = 0}. As a direct con-
sequence, even though there exist strong boundary layers, the inviscid type
limit is still established for the solutions of 2D steady viscous incompressible
MHD equations in Sobolev spaces provided that the following three assump-
tions hold: the hydrodynamics and magnetic Reynolds numbers take the same
order in term of the reciprocal of a small parameter €, the tangential com-
ponent of the magnetic field does not degenerate near the boundary and the
ratio of the strength of tangential component of magnetic field and tangential
component of velocity is suitably small. And the error terms are estimated in
L° sense.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider the Prandtl boundary layer expansion for 2D incom-
pressible viscous electrically conducting fluid with high Reynolds numbers in a do-
main with a moving flat boundary, which is described by the following 2D steady in-
compressible viscous MHD equations in the domain (X,Y") € Q := [0, L] x [0, +00):

(U@X +Voy)U — (Hox + Gay)H +0x P = Ve(aXX + Oyy)U,

(Uax + Vay)V — (Hax + Gay)G + 0y P = I/e(axx + 8yy)V,

(Uax + Vay)H — (H&X + Gay)U = He(axx + ayy)H, (1.1)
(Uax + Vay)G — (Hax + Gay)V = Iie(axx + 8yy)G,

OxU 4+ 0yV =0, OxH + 0yG =0,

where (U, V) and (H, Q) are velocity and magnetic field respectively. The viscosity
and resistivity coefficients take the same order of a small parameter €. v and x are
two positive constants. The boundary condition of velocity is imposed as follows:

(U, V)ly=0 = (w,0), (1.2)
with u, > 0. It shows that the physical boundary is non-penetration and moves

with a speed of u,. The magnetic field satisfies the perfect conducting boundary
condition on the boundary:

Oy H, G)|y—o = (0,0). (1.3)

We are interested in the inviscid type limit problem of (III). Precisely, when the
small parameter € in ([I]) goes to zero, what is the exact limit state of solutions
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to (LID-(C3). Such a kind of limit process is one of central problems in magnetic

hydrodynamics. Moreover, the mathematical analysis of this singular limit process

is extremely challenging due to the appearance of strong boundary layers.
Formally, let e = 0, the system (L)) is reduced into the ideal MHD equations:

(UQ&X + Voay)Uo — (Hoax + Goay)Ho + 0x Py =0,

(UoOx + VoOy )Vo — (HoOx + Gody )Go + Oy Py = 0,

(UpOx + VoOy )Ho — (HpOx + Goay)UO =0, (1.4)
(anx + Voay)Go — (Hoax + Goay)V() =0,

OxUy + 0y Vy =0, OxHy+ 0yGy =0.

For the well-posedness of solutions to this ideal MHD equations (4]), it suffices
to impose non-penetration conditions for both velocity and magnetic field on the
boundary {Y = 0}. That is,

Woly=0 =0, Goly=0 = 0.

In general, there exists an obvious mismatch between the tangential components
(U, H) and (Up, Hp) in the study of inviscid limit process from (1)) to (L4). Ac-
cording to the Prandtl boundary layer ansatz [25], it is necessary to introduce the
boundary layer corrector functions. These boundary layer functions change from
the boundary conditions of tangential components (U, H) in (LZ) to the trace of
(Uo, Hp) on the boundary {Y = 0} in a thin layer near the physical boundary with
width of y/e. Moreover, the boundary layer functions decay to zero rapidly outside
this thin layer. It is obvious that the vorticity of these boundary layer functions
becomes uncontrollable when e goes to zero. This is indeed one of the essential
difficulties to achieve the vanishing viscosity limit problem with strong boundary
layers. The main goal of this paper is to study the inviscid type limit problem of
([CI)-(@3). To this end, we introduce the Prandtl fast variables:

and the new unknowns:
U(z,y) =U(X,Y), V(r,y)=
H(z,y) = HX,Y), G(z,y)=
P(z,y) = P(X,Y).

L
€
i

mc!}j\
B
<=

(1.5)

Rewrite the viscous MHD equations () in the Prandtl fast variables as follows:

U0y + VEO,)US — (H O, + G0y H® + 0, P = ved,, U + v0,, U,
0, P

dy)
U0y + VO,V — (H Oy + GO0y)G* + = vedy, VE + 10y, V©,
(U0, + VO, H — (H Dy + G0, U = kieDpa H® + Ky HE, (1.6)
(U0 + VE0,)G — (H D, + G0,)VE = keDpn G + 1, G,
0,U+0,V-=0,  0,H+0,G°=0.

In this paper, we only focus on the case that the inner ideal MHD flow is a special
but important shear flow. Precisely, the solutions to (4] take the following form:

(UO(Y)aovHO(Y)vo)a (aXP078YPO) = (070) (17)
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According to the classical Prandtl boundary layer ansatz, the solutions to (L)
should be decomposed into the following three parts:

(Uév Ve HS, GE) :(UO(\/Ey)v 0, HO(\/Ey)u O)
+ (u(z,y), v(z,y), h(z, y), 9(x,y)) + 0(1),

where (u,v,h,g)(z,y) are the leading order boundary layer corrector functions.
And the error terms o(1) tend to zero, as € goes to zero.

To justify the validity of above Prandtl boundary layer ansatz, it is usual to
construct a higher order approximation solution to (L6l). Precisely, we search for
the solutions (U€, V¢, H¢, G, P€) to the scaled viscous MHD equations (L)) in the

following form:
(U, V, H, G, P%) = (tapp, Vapp: Papp: Gapps Papp) + €27 (u, 0%, e, g, p) - (1.8)
for some v > 0, where

(Vey) +ud(z,y) + Ve (ul(x, Vey) + up(z,y)),
( M, Vey) + ey (x,y),
(Vey) + ho(w y) + Ve (hi(z,Vey) + hl(z,y)) (1.9)
Gapp —gg(x,yz + ol (x \fy)+\fg,,(x,y),

ge\T
Papp = Ve (Pe(x, Vey) + py(@,y)) + epp(z,y),
in which (uf,v?,hi, gJ,p}) and (ug,,vgj,hg),gp,p%) with 5 = 0,1 denote the inner
flows and boundary layer profiles respectively. It should be emphasized that the
leading order inner flow (u?,v?,hY, g2 p?) = (Up(Y),0, Hy(Y),0,0) and the inner

flows are always evaluated at (z,Y) = (x,/ey), while the boundary layer profiles
are at (x,y). And (uf, v, h¢, g%, p°) stand for the error terms.

happ =

1.1. Boundary conditions. To construct the approximate solutions in (IIS]) it is
necessary to determine the boundary conditions for the profiles (u?,v?, h, gl pl)
and (ug),vg, h;{;,gg,p;{;) (j =0,1) in term of the order of /€.

(I) Since the zeroth-order inner ideal MHD flows (u?,0,hY,0) are given, the
boundary values for the zeroth-order inner flow are u, = u (O) he = h2(0), which
are different from the “slip” boundary condition of velocity U¢(z,0) = uy in (L2))
and the perfectly conducting boundary condition dy H¢(z,0) = 0 in ([L3). By
the first equality in (C9]), we impose the boundary conditions for the zeroth-order
boundary layer profile ug (z,y) as follows:

0 _ : 0 _
Ue + up(w,0) = up, yhﬁn;o u, = 0.

And the boundary conditions of the zeroth-order boundary layer profile hj(z,y)
are given by
0 _ : 0 _
Oyh,(z,0) =0, ylgxolo h, = 0.

For the vertical components of velocity and magnetic fields, the boundary conditions
satisfy that

ve (2, 0) + v (x,0) = gl (x,0) + go(x,0) = 0.
Since up > 0, the x variable direction can be regarded as a “time” variable. So, the
zeroth-order boundary layer profiles satisfy a parabolic-type system of equations.
To solve this system, the “initial data” (in fact, the value on the boundary {x = 0})
are also needed:

(upv h’g)(oa y) = (ﬂo(y), ho(y))
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(II) For the first-order inner ideal MHD flows, the profiles obey an elliptic system,
see Subsection For this, we impose the following boundary conditions:

uivhi)( ) (ubvhb)(y)

(

(ve, 9¢)(2,0) = —(vy, gp)(,0),
(ve,9:)(0,Y) = (Voo, Geo)(Y),
(8, g )L, Y) = (Vor, Gor)(Y),
(ve:g¢) = (0,0) as Y — oo,

with compatibility conditions at corners

(Veo, G0)(0) = —(vp, 9)(0,0),
(Voz, Gor)(0) = —(vp, gp) (L, 0).

(IIT) The first-order boundary profiles satisfy a linearized MHD boundary layer
system of equations, which is a also parabolic type system. The boundary con-
ditions on {y = 0} and the “initial data” on {& = 0} we impose are listed as
follows:

(u1177 h;}))(ov y) = (ﬂlvﬁl)(y)a

(up, Oyhy) (,0) = —(ug, 8y he)(,0),
(v, 9)(,0) = (0,0),
(

up,h}o) (0,0) as y — oo.

(IV) As a consequence of the construction above and the Prandtl boundary layer
expansion (L8)-(T3), the boundary conditions for the remainder (u, v¢, h¢, g¢) are
thus given as

(ueuveuayheagéﬂyzo = (0707070)7 (u67veah6796)|m:0 = (0707070)7

p¢ — 2vedyu’ =0, Oyu® + ved, v =h =0,9°=0 on {r=L}.

It should be emphasized that the boundary condition of the magnetic field is still the
perfectly conducting boundary condition due to the construction of ! in Subsection

2

1.2. Main result and comments.
The main results in this paper are stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let up > 0 be a constant tangential velocity of the viscous MHD
flow on the boundary {Y = 0} and ul(Y),h%(Y) be the given smooth positive in-
ner ideal MHD flows such that dyul, 0y h and their derivatives decay exponen-
tially fast to zero at infinity. Assume that the data ub,hb,Vbo,VbL,Gbo,GbL and
o, ho, U1, h1 are smooth and decay exponentially fast at infinity in their arguments.
Moreover, suppose that |(Vor, — Vio, Gor — Goo)(Y)| < L for some small L > 0,
1Y) Oy (ul, hY)|| e < 8o for some suitably small 5o > 0, and u2(Y) >> h2(Y)
uniformly in' Y, and

e +To(y) > he + ho(y) > o >0 (1.10)
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uniform in y for some ¥g > 0, also, if
ug(Vey) +To(y)| >> [he(Vey) + ho(y)l,
— 1
()™ 0y (ue + To, he + ho) (y)] < 500, (1.11)

_ - 1
|<y>l+18§(ue + To, he + ho)(y)] < 5190 L

uniform in y, here o9 > 0 is another suitably small constant. Then, there exists
a constant Lo > 0 that depends only on the given data such that the boundary
layer expansion (L8) holds on [0, L] x [0,400) for v € (0,%) and 0 < L < Ly.
Furthermore, the following estimate holds:

IV eule + IVetrlle + [Vehelze + Vgl )
e [upe + o oo + ¢ B pe + F g% 10 < Co, |
where the constant Co > 0 depends only on the given data. Here, V. = (\/€dy,y)
and || - ||z» denotes the usual LP norm over [0, L] x [0, 00).

With the above theorem in hand, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 1.1. Under the assumptions in Theorem [I 1], there exists a solution
(U, V,H,G) to the original viscous MHD equations ([I1]) in Q = [0, L] x [0, 00) with
L > 0 being as what is described in Theorem [ 1], so that

sup  |U(X,Y) —ud(Y) —up <X7 Y S Ve,

7)

(X, Y)e
Y o
sup |V (X,Y) — \ev) (X,—) —\/Evé(X,Y)’ Serts,
(X, Y)e \/E
. (1.13)
sup |H(X,Y)—hd(Y)—h) (X,—)’ S Ve,
(X, Y)eQ \/E
Y !
sup  |G(X,Y) — eg) (X,—) —\/Egi(X,Y)‘ Seitz,
(X, Y)e \/E

for € € [0,€0) with ey being suitably small, where (u2,0,h2,0) is the given inner
ideal MHD flows, (v}, gt) and (u), \/ev), hy, \/egp) are the the ideal MHD flows and
boundary layer profiles constructed in approzimate solution (L9).

Remark 1.1. The condition that u2(Y) >> ho(Y) uniform in'Y implies that

0
e

sup | —5| << 1.
ue

Y

This is an tmportant condition in the analysis. First, it ensures the elliptic system
of the first-order ideal MHD correctors is non-degenerate, see Subsection for
details. Second, it play a key role to achieve the uniform estimates of the first-
order ideal MHD correctors (ul,v}, hl, gl pl), see Subsection[Z3 for details.

er e

Remark 1.2. The condition (II0), ue+7o(y) > he+ho(y) uniform iny, is needed
to guarantee that the systems, such as the MHD boundary layer equations, are
forward “parabolic” system. Without magnetic diffusion, Wang and Ma [27] showed
the steady MHD boundary layer equations have no global-in-x variable solution when
the strength of magnetic field is larger than the the strength of velocity. At this
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moment, we have no idea that this condition is needed only for technical reason, or
it is an essential one. _

In addition, the condition that |ul(y/ey) + U (y)| >> |h2(Vey) + ho(y)| uniform
iy will imply the following conclusion:
hs

Us

<< 1, (1.14)
Loo

provided that 0 < L << 1. Here us, hs are approximate solutions defined in
Section [3. And the condition (I.14]) is needed in the proof of the validity of the
Prandtl layer ansatz. It is noted that the first condition in (II1) is satisfied by
two different cases: (1) the strength of tangential magnetic field is small enough;
(2) the strength of tangential velocity is much larger than the strength of tangential
magnetic field.

Before proceeding, we first review some related works on the Prandtl boundary
layer theories and high Reynolds number limit problem in fluid dynamics. In fact,
without the magnetic field (H,G) in (), the system is reduced into the two
dimensional steady incompressible Navier-Stokes equations. As is well-known that
the rigorous justification of the Prandtl boundary layer expansion for unsteady
Navier-Stokes equations has a long history. The key issue is to verify the solution
to the Navier-Stokes equations can be written as the superposition of solutions to
Euler and Prandtl systems with small error term in the study of vanishing viscosity
limit. To our knowledge, the rigorous mathematical results were achieved only in
some infinite regularity function spaces, for example, in the analytic framework
[24, 26 19] and in Gevrey class [5] recently. However, for the steady incompressible
Navier-Stokes equations, there are some satisfactory and interesting results about
the validity of Prandtl boundary layer ansatz in Sobolv spaces. This kind of result
was initiated by Guo and Nguyen in [9]. Under the assumption that the physical
boundary is moving with a speed of u, > 0, then error terms can be estimated in
Sobolev spaces by finding some positive estimates for the linearized Navier-Stokes
operator. And this result was extended to the rotating disk case in [I0]. Very
recently, the moving boundary condition was removed by Guo and Iyer in [§] by
using the classical Blasius profile as the leading order boundary layer corrector
function. At the same time, Gerard and Maekawa also established the convergence
result for steady Navier-Stokes equations with some additional force term for no-slip
boundary boundary case in [4]. Li and the first author in [I4] studied the Prandtl
boundary layer expansions of steady Navier-Stokes equations on bounded domain.
In addition, Iyer established a z-global steady Prandtl expansion with a moving
boundary under the assumption that the Euler flow is (1,0) in a series of works
[T, 12, [13).

Motivated by the fifteenth open problem in Oleinik-Samokhin’s classical book
[22] (page 500-503), “15. For the equations of the magnetohydrodynamic bound-
ary layer, all problems of the above type are still open,” efforts have been made
to study the well-posedness of solutions to the unsteady MHD boundary layer
equations and to justify the MHD boundary layer expansion for the two dimen-
sional unsteady MHD equations in [I7, [I8]. Precisely, when the hydrodynamic and
magnetic Reynolds numbers have the same order, the well-posedness of solutions
to the unsteady MHD boundary layer equations and the validity of the Prandtl
ansatz were established without any monotone condition imposed on the velocity
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in [I7, [I§]. Also refer to [3] for the derivation of MHD boundary layer equations
in different physical regime. The long-time existence of solutions to the unsteady
MHD boundary layer equations in analytic settings was also studied in [2§].

The inviscid type limit problem of the steady MHD equations (II))-(T3)) is con-
sidered in this paper, it is necessary to compare the assumptions and main results
in this paper with the case of steady incompressible Navier-Stokes equations in [9]
and the case of unsteady MHD equations in [17] 18], which include the following
four main aspects:

(a) For the well-posedness of solutions to the zeroth-order boundary layer profiles
(ug,vg,hg, gg), which satisfy a nonlinear parabolic system with nonlocal terms.
The main difficulty in analysis in Sobolev spaces lies in the terms of loss of z-
derivatives. This feature is similar as that of the unsteady Prandtl equations.
Unlike the idea in [9], whose authors used the classical von Mises transformation
for the steady Prandtl equations, here, we apply a modified energy method to deal
with steady MHD boundary layer equations directly, instead of searching for a
nonlinear coordinate transformation to reduce the MHD boundary layer equations.
This method is inspired by the work due to Liu, Yang and the third author in [I7].
We can also find a function transformation to cancel the terms including the loss
of z-derivatives by introducing the equation of stream function for the magnetic
fields. And the condition that the tangential component of magnetic field has a
lower positive bound is essentially used to ensure the cancellation functions are
well-defined. See Subsection [Z1] and Appendix [Al for more details.

(b) As we will see in the Subsection 23] the first-order inner ideal MHD flows
(ul, vl Al gl) obey a coupled elliptic system and the condition in Theorem [l that
u2(Y) >> h%(Y) uniform in Y guarantees that the system is non-degenerate. It is
remarked that the positive type estimate in [9] can not be obtained directly here
by applying the vorticity formulations for both velocity and magnetic fields as in
[9]. The reason is due to the coupling effects of velocity and magnetic fields. To
overcome the difficulties, one key observation is that the third equation in (2:29)
for the tangential magnetic field can be rewritten as

Oy (ugge — heve) =0,
which gives that
hO
1 _ "Ye 1

20 g0
e = u_gve + u—g(hevp — Uelp),
where the notation of f := f(z,0) denotes the trace of a function f(z,y) on the
boundary {y = 0}.
This yields a direct algebraic relation between v! and gl. Consequently, the

following intrinsic structure can be used:
—ugAvg + Oy ug - vg + (h{Age — OV he - ge) =+,

gl = h—gvl—f—i(h 00 — ueg0)
e ug e ug €%p €Idp/*
In this way, the key part of the above formulation still has following positive oper-
ator part:

0 2.0
—u A+ Oyu,
hO

provided that || is sufficiently small. This is exact the reason why we can obtain

the positivity eszimates for MHD case. Moreover, for the higher order weighted
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estimates, one can modify the arguments slightly to establish the desired estimates.
It should be pointed out that the key structure and positive part is preserved in
the formulation for higher order weighted estimates. Refer to Subsection for
details.

(c) For the equations of first-order boundary layer profiles (uzlj, vzl,, h;), gllj), it is
also difficult to apply the formulation proposed in [9] due to the fact that the
equation of magnetic fields will destroy the structure (the fourth order equation)
introduced in [9]. Therefore, with the help of the stream function of the magnetic
field similar as in (a) above, we avoid using the fourth PDE formulation of [9]. See
Subsection for more details.

(d) The key estimates for equations of the remainder terms rest with the positive
estimates for V. v, Ve g¢. Under the small assumptions imposed on the ratio of
magnetic field and velocity, the positive estimates as in [9] also can be achieved for
the MHD equations. See Section Bl for more details (also refer to Remark [[2)).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we will construct a
suitable approximation solution and derive some key estimates. In Section Bl the
error terms are estimated in L°°-norm for the proof of Theorem [[LIl Finally, to

make the paper self-contained, we will provide several key proofs and computations
in the Appendix [Al

2. CONSTRUCTION OF APPROXIMATE SOLUTION

The strategy to prove Theorem [Tl usually includes the following two steps: (1)
Construct a suitable approximate solution in the form of (L9, which satisfies the
equations (L)) with high order error terms of €; (2) Suppose the viscous solutions
to (LG) can be written as a superposition of approximate solution and remainder
terms, it suffices to estimate the remainder terms in L°°-norm.

In this section, the approximate solution will be constructed step by step: (a)
Plug the form of (L9) into the system of equations (L]); (b) Compare the order of
V€, we obtain the systems of ideal inner flows and the systems of boundary layer
functions for each order of \/€; (¢) Prove the well-posedness of solution to each
system of ideal inner flows and system of boundary layer functions, and derive the
key estimates of solutions. Based on the estimates achieved in (c), the error terms
can be estimated in L™ sense.

Plugging the ansatz (L) with (L3) into the scaled viscous MHD equations
(T, and match the order of € to determine the equations of the corresponding
profiles. With the definition given in (L9)), one can calculate the error caused by
the approximation solutions as follows.

Rtllpp =[UappOz + VappOy|tapp + OzPapp

— [happOz + GappOylhapp — VAcUapp,

1
R2 - a 81 + a 8 a + _a a,
app [Wapp VappOy|Vapp p yPapp (2.1)

— [PappOz + JappOylgapp — VAeVapp,

Ripp =[tappOz + VappOylhapp — [RappOz + GappOyltapp — KAhapp,

Ripp =[tappOs + VappOy|gapp — [PappOz + JappOy|Vapp — KAeGapp,

in which A, = €97 + 9;.
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2.1. Zeroth-order boundary layer. In this subsection, we will construct the
zeroth-order boundary layer profiles (u vo hp, gp, 0). Keep in mind that the trace

of a function f on {y = 0} is denoted as f := f(x,0). The leading order terms in
the first, third and fourth equations in (21I) can be written as follows:

RO = [(uo + uo)a + (vo +v2)d, ] (u? + uo)
— [(h + h)0x + (g + 92)8y] (R + h) — vO; (u + up),

R0 = [(ue + up)am + (vp + ve)(?y] (hY + hg)
= [(he + hp)0w + (g + 9¢)0y] (ue + ) — kO (he + hy),

R*0 = [(ug + ug)ax + (vg + v;)(?y] (gg +gb)
= [(he + 1) 0s + (gp + 92)0y ] (v, +ve) — KDy (gp + ge).

Recall that 9,u? = 9,h? = 0 and the ideal MHD flows (u?, h?) are evaluated at
(0,Y) = (0,/ey), direct calculations lead to

(v) +vg) Byud = /e (v) +vl) dyud, (g9 + gt) Oyhl = Ve (gp + g.) Ovhe,
(vp +U)5h0 Ve (vp +U)3yh (95 +9gt) 0y 2 Ve (S +gt) oy ul,
(b +v1) 0,00 = ve (8 + ) oval, (g8 + glf B,0l = Ve (8 + g1} Byt

Consequently,

uQd,u) + vl dyu) — hQdyh) — glo,hy)
= ucOzuy + vi0yuy + ey (udy (Vey)Ouup + vy (2, Vey)Oyuy)
—heuhy — gLy hy — ey (hey (Vey)duhy + giy (2, Vey)Oyhy) + En,

and
ugamhg —|—v28yh0 h20, u —glo, u
= ucd,h) +v13 hy +\fy( ey(\fy)a hy + viy (2, V/ey) Oy h3)
—hedsuy — Lo uh — /ey (hﬂy(\/gy)axugﬂLgéy( Ney)Oyup) + Es,
and

ugawgg + véaygg + ugamge hoamv — ge&,v — hoamv

= uedegp +v10y9p + ey (udy (Vey)dugy + viy (x V) 9y9y)
—he0sv) — 90,0 — ey (hy (Vey)0uv) + giy (@, v/ey)Oyvp)
+ugamgé - hgam’l)é + By,
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where (ue, he) := (u2, h2)(0), and
y 0 y 0
E, :e[)zug/ / 8§u2(ﬁ7)d7d9+68yu2/ / 0% vl (x,\/er)drdd
0 0
— €0, ho/ / O%h2(\er)drdl — €0, ho/ / 02 gl (x, /er)drdd,
E3 =0, h,) / / 03l (ver)drdh + €d ho/ / 0% vl (x,/er)drdd
— eDpuy / / 95 hl(Ver)drdd — edyu) / / 0 g} (x, /er)drd,
0 Jy 0 Jy
y 0 y 0
Ey :68192/ / 812/U2(\/E7)de9+68y92/ / 0% vl (x, /er)drdd
0 y 0
y 0
—e@mvg/ / 05 hl(\er)drdd — ed, vy / / 02 gl (x,\/er)drdo
0 Jy
y
—i—\/Eug/ 6ng;($,\/ET)dT—\/Ehg/ Oy vl (x, \/eT)dr.
0 0

(2.2)
Collecting the leading order terms, we obtain the nonlinear MHD boundary layer
equations as follows.

(e + ud)dpuy + (v9 + v (2,0))dyud — (he + hg)Oyhd
- (gp +ge(x O))a ho - V@; 25

(e + uD)dzh + (v + v (,0))9yhd — (he + h))Oyul
- (gp + Ye (.I,O))a u - Haghgv

(e +uD)Da (g5 + 1) + (00 + v} (2,0))9y (9 + 92)
— (he + h9)8, (00 + v_1>—<gg+g;<x,o>>ay<v2+v_g>:najgg, (2.3)

(W), g0) (@, y) = /5 ug, ho)(x, 2)dz,
(vl g (x / O (up, hY) (2, 2)dz,

(ugvauh;o))( T, ) = (ub - ue,O),
(09, g (2,0) = —(vl, g2)(2,0), (up, h)(0,y) = (Wo(y), ho(y))-

Since the third equation in (23)) is a direct consequence of the second equation in
@3), the divergence-free conditions and the boundary conditions, in this way, it
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suffices to consider the following initial-boundary value problem:

(ue + ug)awug + (’Ug + v} (z,0))0, uo — (he + hg)@whg
— (gp + 9¢ (2,0))0y hy, = vOjuy,

(ue + uO)B hO (UO + v} (2,0))0, hO — (he + hg)@muo
— (gp + 9¢(x,0))0yu) = KO b

Yy p

(v, 9p)(2,y) = /6 ud, ho)(x, z)dz, (2.4)

(oL, o)) (& /a 0 10)(z, 2)dz,

(up: 0, ho)( 0) = (ub — ue,0),
( p’gp)(:E’O) = —(ve,ge)(x,O), (up7 hg)( 7y) = (EO(y)vﬁO(y))
After extracting the equations ([24) satisfied by the leading order boundary layer

profiles, the accuracy of the error terms of R?, R%Y and R*° can be improved as
the following forms:

R™° \/—(U + v, )5yu +\/_y(8yu (Vey) O uy O+ oyvlo,u ) — vediu?
—Ve(gp +gt) Ovhd — ey (Oy b (Vey)d:hy) + Dy gl dyhy) + En,
R¥ =\/e (v) +v}) Oy hl + ey (Oy ud(V/ey)0,hY + Oy vl Oyhl) — Keds hl
—Ve(gp +9:) Ovul — Vey (9yh(Vey)duup + Oy gedyuy) + Es,
RY =E,.

(2.5)
Further improvement of accuracy of R?, R>? in term of € will be left to the next
subsection by solving the equations of next order inner flows and boundary layer
profiles in the first and third equalities in ([Z]) with the source terms coming from
RYY and RV in ([23).
To solve the problem (24]), it is convenient to homogenize the boundary condi-
tions at {y = 0} and at infinity. To this end, let us introduce the cut-off function

o 1,y22R0,

for some constant Ry > 0. It is reasonable to assume that the derivatives of ¢(y)
are bounded. Define the new unknowns as follows.

U= u + Ue — e¢(y) —up(1 = 9(y)),
v=uv (33 0) +

h=hO+ h, esb(y),

g= gf(I,O) +92-

(2.7)

Consequently, we have

(u,v,9yh, g)ly=0 = (0,0,0,0),
(u,h) — (0,0) as y — oo, (2.8)
0. u+ayu=amh+ayg=0,
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and the new unknowns satisfy the following initial-boundary value problem:

[(U +uep(y) +up(l — Qb(y)))az + Uay}u - [(h +heo(y))0x + gay} h
—V3§U - ghe¢/(y) + U(ue - ub)¢l(y) =T,
[(U +uep(y) +up(l — Qb(y)))az + Uay} h — [(h +heo(y))0x + gay}u
_’iagh = g(ue — up)d' (y) + vhed'(y) = 12,
Ozt + Oyv = O,h + 0yg =0,
(uv v, 8yhv 9)|y:0 = (07 Oa 07 O),
(u,h) = (0,0) as y — oo, 3
(u, 1) ]a=0 = (o (y) + (ue — up)(1 = &(y)), ho(y) + he(1 — 6(y)) = (uo, hO)(Z(J)v :
2.9

1= v(up — ue)d” (), o = Khed" (y).
Let us define the weighted Sobolev spaces used in this subsection. For [ € R,
denote

o= { fla): 0.0) % 0.00) > R 112 = [~ 60170y < oo}
0
where (y) = \/1+y?. For a = (8,k) € N>, D* = 979}, we define

H o= { f(@,9)  [0,L]  [0,00) = R, |||} < o0}
with the norm

11 = D 1) ™D flI32 0,00

laf<m

First, one deduces from the definition of ¢(y) and (27 that
H(uv h)”Hlm - C(uev Ub, he) < ||(U27 hg)HH{” < H(uv h)”Hlm + C(uevubv he)' (2'10)
Moreover, for any = € [0, L], A > 0 and |a| < m, it holds that
[{y)* D (r1,72) || 22 < Cues e,y up). (2.11)
Similarly,
H(u07 hO)”H{" - C(u& Ub, he) S”(ugv h;g)(ov y)”Hl’" (2 12)
<|(wo, ho)llzr + C (e, up, he)-

The well-posedness of solutions to the system of equations for the leading order
boundary layers (23] is stated as follows.

Proposition 2.1. Let m > 5 and | > 0. Suppose that u®, h® are the smooth ideal

e’ €

MHD flows so that Oy ul, dy h® and their derivatives decay exponentially fast to zero
at infinity. Moreover, suppose that

te +up(0,y) > he + h)(0,y) > 9 >0 (2.13)
uniform in y for some ¥g > 0, also if
lug(Vey) +up(0,y)| >> b (Vey) + h(0,y)],
1
)™ 0y (e + 1, he + H5)(0,9)] < S0, (2.14)

1
)" 05 (e + wp, he + ) (0, )] < 5957
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uniform in y, here oy > 0 is also another suitably small constant. Then there exists
Ly > 0, such that the problem (2Z9) admits local-in-x smooth solutions u,v,h,g in
[0, L1] x [0, 00) with

sup [|(u, 2) || 77 (0,00)
Osesla (2.15)
+ 110y (u, R) || 20,77 (0,00)) < C'(1, M, 10, ho),

and for any x € [0, L1]. Moreover, for (xz,y) € [0, L1] x [0, 00),

9
he—l—hg(a:,y) > 70 >0,

lug(Vey) + up(z,y)| >> |hd(Vey) + hy(z, y)], (2.16)
[(y) 0y (ue +ud, he + BO)(z,y)| < 00,
[(y) 102 (ue + ul, he + AO) (2, )| < U5

Based on Proposition 2.1 we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.1. Under the assumptions in Proposition[2.1), then up, ’Up, hg, gp enjoy
that

sup Do‘u , 00, RO, 2(0,00) < O
0<w<L, ||< > ( prp gp)HL (0,

()10, (), h) (. 9)| < 00, (,y) € [0, La] x [0, 00), (2.17)

PP

lug(Vey) + up (@, y)| >> [he(Vey) + hy(@,y)l, (2,y) €10, L] x [0, 00),
for any o, m,l with || < m.

The proof of the Proposition 2] is relatively tricky and long, and it is left to be
handled in the Appendix [Al

2.2. First-order correctors. Next, by collecting all terms with a factor of /e
from R}lpp and Rf;pp, together with the y/e-order terms from R'Y and R we have
R%! = [(ué + up)am + v;ay] (ug + ug) + [(ug + ug)am + (vg + v;)ay] (ué + uzl))
+ 0u(ph + pp) — VO (ul + up) + (Ydpuf + v + v})dyu) + ydyv.dyul
— (Al + 1) + gp0y | (RS + hY) = [(h2 + 1) + (g5 + 92)y ] (he + hy)
— (yOuhy + gy + 92)0y he — ydy gL oyhy),
R =[(ul 4+ ul)y 4+ vy0, | (Y + h0) + [(ud + ud) 0y + (v) + v2)3y | (h + h)
— k0, (h} + h)) + (vp 4 v})Oy hY + ydyuldzhy) + ydy vidyhy
— [(hE 4+ h1)0s + gLy ] (ud 4+ ul) — [(h + hD)Dx + (g9 + 92)0y | (ul + u))
— (g5 + 92) Oy ul — ydy h20,u) — ydy gl Oyud

(2.18)
Note that when the operator d, acts on the inner flow terms which are evaluated
at Y = /ey, there will produce a factor of \/e. In this way, these terms should be
moved into the next order of \/e. For example,

[v + vl]0yul = \/E[vg + v} )oyul, 8§u}3 = ediul.
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Consequently, the terms of related ez-order MHD inner flow satisfy
{@@@+¢md—w@@—¢®@+m¢=a

2.19
00,1+ 01Oy hO — W08l — gloyud = 0, (2.19)

and the e2-order boundary layer terms are governed by the following system of
equations:

(ug + up)0pus) + updpul + (ug + ud)dpuy, + v) (Byus) + /€Dy uy)
+ (vg + v;)ayu; + 8zp11) - V@iu; + (yazug + vg)ayug + yayviayug
— (hg 4 b))y h) — hpdehl — (R + h9)Dshy — g (OyhY + /€Dy hl)
— (99 + g2)Oyh) — (yIshd + g0)dy b — ydy gto,hl) = 0,

(ul +up)0uh) + uddphl + (u) 4+ ud)yh), + v (9yh + /€Dy hy)
+ (vg + v;)ayh; — m?jhllj + vgayhg + yayugamhg + yayvéayhg
— (hé 4 hp)Opu) — hpdpul — (R + h))Dpuy — gh(Oyul) + /edyul)
— (gg + gé)ayuzl, — ggayug — yayhgamug — yaygéayug =0.

(2.20)

After constructing the above profiles, the errors of R“! and R"! in [ZI8) are
further reduced to

Ve [(vg + vé)@yué — (gg + gé)@yhé] - Ve(?%ui (2.21)

and
Ve [(vy +ve)dvhe = (gp + ge)dvuy] — kedihy. (2:22)
Next, we consider the approximation of normal components, which correspond

to the second and fourth equalities in (ZT]). Clearly, the leading order term in the
second equality in (21]) yields %(%p; = 0. Therefore, it holds that

pp(,y) = py(). (2.23)

Furthermore, the next order terms in the second and fourth equalities in (Z1])
consists of

RY0 =[(u + up)0y + (vy + v2)dy | (vp + v}) + dyps + Oyp;
— vy (vp +vg) — [(he +h2)5 + (g9 + 92)0y] (g + 9¢);
Rg’oz[(uo—l-u )0z + ( v +v}) ](gp—l—gE _“82(91)"'96)
= [(h + h)0s + (gp + 92)dy] (v + ve)-

As above, we enforce RV = R9:0 = 0. It should be noted that some terms in R9:°
have been determined in the leading order boundary layer equations in Subsection
2.1 see ([23) for details. The rest terms in R9° read as

R9O :ugamgi — hg@mvé + \/E[(Ug + Ui)aygi - (92 + g;)ayvﬂ — ﬁe@%gi. (2.25)

(2.24)

And (v}, gp) is determined by the divergence-free conditions and (u}, hy). Conse-

quently, the first order inner flow profiles (ul, v}, hl, gl pl) enjoy

er Ve
{ uga$v; - hgamge =+ aYpe = Oa

2.26
W00, g — HOB,0) = 0. (2.26)
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Whereas, the next order boundary layer of pressure pf, is taken as

ﬁ@wzj'ﬂ@+@@w+@@¢+@+¢mﬁ
v (2.27)
— (R + h9)Dwgy — h90agl — (gp + 92)0ygp — vOoup | (x,6)d6.

As a consequence, the error terms R"°, R90 can be reduced into the following

forms:
RV =/€[(vp + v})dyvl — (g9 + 92)dy gs] — vedF v,
RPY =\/e[(v) +v)0y gt — (g5 + 92 )0y vl] — KedT gl

2.3. The ideal MHD correctors. Based on the above deduction, we solve the

following system of equations with some suitable boundary conditions to obtain the

/€ order ideal inner MHD correctors (ul, v}, hl, gl pl):

uQDypttg + vy dyug — hQdshg — gedy he + dupy = 0,

ud, vt — h20,91 + dypl =0,

u0,hL +vloyh? — h20,ul — gloyu® =0, (2.29)
g9, — hed,v; =0,

Opul + Oy vl = 0,hl + 0y gl =0,

(2.28)

with the boundary conditions

(ve, 92)(2,0) = (v, g,)(,0),
(ve,9:)(0,Y) = (Voo, Goo)(Y), (2.30)
(v, 9)(L,Y) = (Vior, G ) (Y), '
(vl gt) = (0,0) as Y — oo,
And the compatibility conditions hold at corners:
{@%J%@@%=—@&£MQ0% (2:31)
(Vor, Gur.)(0) = —(vp, g9) (L, 0). -

To solve the problem (2:29)-(2.31]), by the divergence-free conditions for velocity
and magnetic fields, the third equation in ([229) can be rewritten as

Oy (ugge — heve) =0,
which gives that

hY 1, — — R b(x)
1 _ "Ye 1 . e, 1
ge = u—g’l)e + u—g(he’l)g — Uego) = u—g’Ue + ug (232)

with
b(x) = (he ol — uegl)-
Moreover, we deduce from the first, second and fifth equations in (2.29) that
—ulAv! + 03 ul vl + (hAgl — 93 he - gl) = 0. (2.33)

To avoid the singularity resulted from the presence of corners, we consider the
following modified elliptic problem instead of ([Z33]):

—uelvg + 0ug v + (hAge — v he - g:) = By, (2.34)
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with the boundary conditions ([230). Here E} will be defined later.
To define Ej, we introduce

By = (12 7) g0+ Tagir o He0) (2.35)
= (1= ) Gt 3 L0 g

for the case that all of v (0,0),v9(L,0), g5(0,0), g9(L, 0) are nonzero. If this is not
the case, for example, if vg (0,0) = 0, we would replace 1‘3(()(())8 0(3: 0) by Vio(Y) —
v)(2,0). Then the definition of B, is changed into the following form:

Bufw,Y) = (1= 2 VoY) — o(a,0)] + %Xffﬁ)v% 0).

Similar modifications can be done for the case that some of v9(L,0), gp(0,0) and
gp(L,0) are zero.

According to the compatibility assumptions ([Z31]) at corners, it is easy to check
that the B, B, satisfy the boundary conditions (230). Additionally, it follows that
B, B, € Wk for arbitrary k, p, provided that |0% (Vi — Vi, Gor. —Geo) (Y)| < CL.

Then, we introduce the function F, with the definition being given as follows:

—ulAB, + 0yul - B, + (RABy — 95 hY - By) = F, (2.36)
and F, is arbitrarily smooth and it holds that
[(Y)" Fellwr. <C (2.37)

for any n, k > 0 with ¢ € [1, c0], where the constant C' > 0 is independent of small
L. Set

v; = By + w1, g; :B9+w2’
then it follows that
— ulAw; + 03l - wy + (thwg —0%h? - wy) = By — F,

ho b
W = u—g(uh + By) + m - Bg, (238)

’U}il@Q = 0, = 1,2.

Therefore, it suffices to establish the estimates for wq. It is convenient to introduce
the boundary layer corrector Ej, as follows to obtain the high regularity

By =X (%) F.(z,0), (2.39)

where x(+) is a smooth cut-off function with support in [0, 1] with x(0) = 1. Then
we have

(V)" Ok Eyllpe S €3, g>1, nk>0. (2.40)

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that Viyo, Vor, Gro and Gy are sufficiently smooth, decay
rapidly as Y — oo, and satisfy |8{3(VbL — Vb0, Gor, — Gpo)(Y)| < CL for any k >0,
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uniformly in Y. Then, there exist unique smooth solutions vl,gl to the elliptic

problem (2.30), (2.32), (2-34) and (2.39), and it holds that
I(ve, ge) Lo + 1Y) (ve, g2 < Co,
1Y) (vgs g2l ars < Coe™ /2,
1Y) (02, g s < Coe™®2,
for any n > 0 and some constant Cy > 0 independent of small L > 0. Moreover,
IKY)™ (ve, 92) lw=a < C(L),
V)" (08, 9)llws.a < C(L)e 14,
1Y) (02, g)llwaa < C(L)e 219,
forn >0 and q € (1,00), and for some C(L) > 0, which depends only on L > 0.

Proof. The condition that u%(Y) >> h%(Y) uniform in Y yields that the system
is non-degenerate. The existence of w; and wy can be obtained by the classical
elliptic theory and we only focus on the derivation of estimates of solutions that
will be used later.

Multiplying the first equation in ([Z38]) by :i’—é and integrating by parts, we get

that
62 0
J[ vt [
//—vez Vw1—|—/ 8y< )8yw2 w1
2 1,0
[ B [ B =5

Each of s; (i = 1,2,3,4) can be estimated as follows:

hO
S1 = // Gng le < |u—8|||Vw1||L2HVw2HL2,
e

S9 = /6y( >3yw2 w1

y h?
(I || 5

8

8y Y

8yu

|+ =5 Dllw [l 2|9y wa 2

8yu

(I—II

% h?
S3 — // w1 - W2

§||w1||L2||w2||L2
SL?||0pw1 || 2|0 w2l 2.

|+|

|)||8 w1 || g2 |0y wz || L2,

and

In addition,

E - Fe
s1= / 5w S Ll0gwi | 2| By — Fel e
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Applying the crucial positivity estimate (see [9] for details), it follows that

2 8)%“2 2 02 w1 ’ 2
|0y w1 +7|w1| = [ue|® |0y w0 >t |0y w1 |

for some constant 6y independent of €, L.
On the other hand, according to the second equation in ([2.38]), one has

O
26 Oz RO b
V’UJQ: 1O ud 7T 10 _|_v(_8B,U—|——O—Bg>
u—Sayuu + Oy (U—S) w1 Ue Ue

Therefore, we have

o h?
[Vwallze S 1+sup|—5| [Vwi]lzz + L (sup | =5 | + [0y kel pe | |0zw1] 2.
Y |Ue Y |Ue
0
Combining the above estimates and using the smallness of sup % and |Dy h?|,
Y e
one gets that
[wi [ < C, (2.41)

in which we have used the Poincare’s inequality and Young’s inequality. Moreover,
we have

[wa|l g < C. (2.42)

Now we establish the higher order energy estimates. To this end, we rewrite the
equation as follows.

0
— Awy + h—gAwg =G, (2.43)
u

€

where
1
G = -0 (B, — F. — %ug-wl—l—af/hg-wg).
It is direct to calculate that ||Gel|/r2 < C.
Since Ey(x,0) — Fu(x,0) = 0, therefore G, = 0 on {Y = 0}, and it follows from
the first equation in (Z38) that

he
— O%wy + u—@%wz =0, on {Y =0} (2.44)

Applying the operator dy on ([2.43)) to get that

hY hY
— Adywy + u—gAawa + Oy (u—g> Aws = Oy Ge. (2.45)

€ €
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Multiplying (245]) by dy w1, one has

L he
/ |V6yw1|2 +/ (—8)2/11)1 + u—@%wg) 6y’w1(£[:, 0)
0

€

r= e =
— Opy w1 - Byw1] P —Z 0y ws - Byw1] .
x=0 0 19 x=0
e

// —<£Voyw, - VOyws +/ Oy ( ) Oyyws - Oyw;
L hO
—/ 3Y< )3Yw1 3yw2|y o / 8y< )VU)Q Voy w;
/ 8Y ( ) 8yw1 8yw2 —/ G 8yyw1

All of boundary integrals on the left-hand side of above equality disappear due to
the zero boundary conditions in (2.38)) and ([2:44). Hence, it follows that

hO
//|V8yw1| // —£Voyw; - VOywsy +/ Oy ( > Oyyws - Oywy
I
—/ ay < ) 8yw1 3yw2’Y 0 / ay < ) VUJQ V8Yw1
0 e
ho —
+ // 8)2/ (U_(ZJ) 8yw1 . 8yw2 — // Geayywl = Zlfz

Each term in the right—hand side is estimated as follows. First

h?
I = // —<Voyw; - Voyws < sup
|V Oy wal| 2|0y w || 2

ho ho
I, = / Oy < ) Oyyws - Oywr S ‘ Oy < )
LOO

SIIVOywall L2l|wi g,

5| IVOywillL2|[VOyws| L2,

and

By trace theorem, we have

L hO
/0 Oy (u_g) Oyws - dywaly_,
hO
S ‘ dy (51/ (-g) 3Yw1)
ue

hO
+ ‘ ay (—8) (9y’w1
'Lbe 2
SIIVOy w20y wal L2 + [[Oywi || L[|V Oy wal| L2

SIIVOywi zl|wel g + ||wi | g1 [[VOywel| 2.

I3 =

[| Oy wal| L2

L2

H512/w2|\L2

The Cauchy-Schwatz inequality gives that

I4 = // 6}/ < ) ng V@ywl 5 HV@yleLszgHHl

hO
= [[ o (u—> Sy wn - Byws < o vl e,
e
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and
- / Godyyws < ||Gel| 2102 wn ) 2.

Therefore, we deduce that

IVOy wa | 2|V Oy wal| L2

hO
|Voyvwn |22 <sup \—g
e 2.46)
Vv wi e fws s + s | [0y wsll (2.
 lwnls el + Gl 103w 1.

On the other hand, we find that
Oy ( ) O w1 —|— (%le
20y ( ) Oy w1 + (9 ( ) w1 + =& (9)2/’[1}1 (2.47)

h0 b
+ Voy (u By, + — Bg>.

e

Vang =

Thus we have

||V6y’w2HL2 <1 + ||w1HH1 + SU.p ||V6y’w1HL2 (248)

Combining (246) and ([Z48]), using the Young’s 1nequahty and the smallness of
0

, we have

sup | &
Y e
IVoywi|| e <C, i=1,2. (2.49)
Similar arguments yield the estimates for d,,w; (i = 1,2) by using the equations
([Z38). Thus, the estimates of w; (i = 1,2) in H?-norms are obtained, and hence
of v}, gl, uniformly in small L > 0.
For the L°° norms, since w; = 0 on boundaries, then for i = 1, 2, one gets that

|wz($72)| S/ |6mu}l(8,z)|d8
0

T Yz 2.50
§/ </ |8mwi81ywi|(s,n)dn> ds (2:50)
0 0

1 1
SVal|dswil Ell0sywill 72 S VL,

where the uniform H? bounds of w; (i = 1,2) are used in the last inequality.
For n > 1, to derive the weighted estimates, we consider the following elliptic
problem for (Y)"w; (i = 1,2), which satisfies

0
— A () wy) + %A (Y)'wq) = O;g (Ey — Fo — 03 ul - wy

e e

+ 8)2/}12 . ’LUQ) — ’LU1832/ <Y>n — 20y wi - 8y<Y>n

n . (2.51)
+ — Ug (w28Y< > + 26yw2 . (9y<Y> ),

n hg n b n n
(Y)"wz = ~5(Y)" (w1 + By) + —5(Y)" — (Y)" By,

€

with the homogenous boundary conditions.
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By the induction, suppose (Y)" twy, (V)" lwy are uniformly bounded in H?-
norm and then the right-hand side of the two equations in (ZZI) are uniformly
bounded in H'. Following the same arguments as above for the unweighed estimates
yield that

(Y)Y (wy, wa)|| gz < C for any n > 1.

Next, we turn to derive higher regularity estimates for w; (i = 1,2). It is direct

to see that

1Y) 0% (By = Fo)[pa < C(L+€5F0), g>1, n k>0,
Consider the following problems for dyw; and dZw; (i = 1,2) respectively:

hY hY
— Adywy + —SAay’LUQ + Oy (—g) Awy = 0y Ge,
u u

e e

he b 2.52
wz:u_g(wl+Bv)+u_2_Bg7 (5)
2 he oo
6Ywi|;ﬂ:0,L = (_aywl + —(9Yw2) =0
Ue Y=0
and
2 hg 2
2 he o (e
= 0yGe — 20y = Adywy — Awy - 05 ) (2.53)
2 he oo
Oy Wi|g=o0,L = <—3Yw1 + —8Yw2> =0.
Ue Y=0

Notice that the right-hand side terms in the first equations in both ([2352]) and (Z53)
are bounded by Ce~/2 and Ce 3/? in L?norm, respectively. Therefore, one can
deduce that

| (V0w > < Ce #H1/2 g =1,2,i=1,2, n>0. (2.54)

It is noted that the above estimates (Z54]) can be achieved by the above standard
arguments. For example, testing the first equation in [Z52) by (Y)?"0yw; and

. N . ho
combining the second equation in (Z52)), using the smallness of sup ||, one can
v e

obtain the desired estimates for |[(Y)"Oyw;| g2 in 2354). For the case that k = 2,
the arguments are similar.

To obtain the desired H?, H* norms of w; (i = 1,2), it remains to estimate 93w,
in L? and H', respectively. Recall that

10 0 0
—03wy + u—gang = Opyywy — u—g vy we + (—Adzwr + u—gﬁaﬂw)
¢ ¢ (2.55)

= Opyyw1 — —¢O0pyy w2 + 05 Ge.
ue

Applying 92 on the second equation in ([Z52) and combining (Z55]), one can obtain
the weighted L? and H' norms on 93w; (i = 1,2) by using the similar arguments
as above, and hence the full weighted H? and H* estimates on w; (i = 1,2).

To derive the W*4 estimates, after making the odd extension to Y < 0 for
[243), the estimates are derived by the standard elliptic theory in [0, L] x R. It
should be pointed out that the construction of boundary layer corrector guarantees
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that odd extension of G, € W4 is possible. Other arguments are similar to those
in [9], which are standard in the elliptic theory, see [9] and the references therein
for details. O

2.4. Ideal MHD profiles. After constructing (v}, gl), we define the ideal MHD
profiles (ul, v}, hl, gt,pl) as follows. Let (v}, gl) be determined in the Lemma 2]
thanks to ([2.29) and the divergence-free conditions, we take

ul = up (V) —/ dyvi(s,Y)ds,
0

hl = hj(Y) —/ Oy gl(s,Y)ds, (2.56)
0

e ::/ [ug({?zvi — hgamgﬂ (z,0)d0,
Y

where (uj,hi)(Y) := (ul,hl)(0,Y).

e’ €

Let n(y) be a smooth cut-off function satisfying

{173/ € [071]7

ny) = 0,y € [2,00).

To ensure that the boundary conditions of the magnetic field can be preserved in
the construction of the approximate solutions, we introduce a boundary corrector
p(x,y) as follows
p(z,y) == =y hi(z) - yn(y).
It is direct to check that
dyp(x,0) = =0y hi(x).
Then, we define
hi=hl+ep,

- Y (2.57)
gt =gt = [ uplas)ds.
0

It is easy to get that

aﬂﬂhjelz + 8Yg~é =0, ((91/]7113,93)(!@, O) = (ng_é(‘r))'

Without causing confusion, we still use hl, g} to replace hg, gg for the simplicity of

the presentation from now on.
By the definitions of (ul,hl) in (2356) and (Z517) and Lemma 2] we have

e’ €

(e, )l oo + 1Y) (g, he)ll e < Co, m> 0. (2.58)

e’ €

By a direct calculation, the ideal MHD profiles constructed above satisfy
u0,ul +vloyud — hPo,hl — gloyh® + o,p!

oo Y
= —/ Ey(z,0)d6 — \/eh®0.p — e/ Oup(z,8)ds - Oy h?,
Y 0
where ([234) is used. And a new error term is created, which will be merged into

2I3), that is
R =/e[(v +v)0vue — (g, + 9e)Ov he| — vediug

00 Yy
+ / Ey(z,0)df — \/eh%0,p — e/ Dup(x,8)ds - Oy h2.
Y 0

(2.59)

(2.60)
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Next, we estimate each error term in (Z.060). Keep in mind that we work with the
coordinates (z,y), whereas the ideal MHD flows are evaluated at (z,Y) = (x, Vey).
Thanks to Lemma 2] we have
Vel [(vp +ve)dvue — (gp + g¢)Oy he] Il 2

s%(nvg T oo By (2, V) o

1162+ gl o 9y bz, \/Ey)IILz)
<et (IBvul (e, Y) 1z + 110y h (2, 9) 22 -
Similarly,

3 3 1
ve|0Fue(z, Vey)lle S €05 uy (V)2 + €3 [(Y)" 0T velz2 < €7,

H/ Ey(xz,0)d6
Vey

VellhedupllL2 SVellhellL=1105-g2 (@)l 22(0,L) lyn ()] 2 0,50)

1 1 1
SVel 0y gel 221108 gc 172 < €,

SETY) Byl 2 S e,
L2

and also,

1
€ <ed

L2

)

y
/ Dup(z,8)ds - Oy h?
0

in which, the trace theorem, (Z40) and Lemma [Z] have been used in the above
estimates.
Therefore, we conclude that

IR e < Cet. (2.61)
Similar arguments yield that
I(R"Y, R*0, R90)| 2 < Cee. (2.62)
Finally, F1, E5 and Fj4 defined in ([Z2)) are estimated as follows:
(B, Ba)llpe S € 1Ballpe S /4, (2.63)
which is resulted from the estimates obtained before and a similar argument as that

in [9].

2.5. First-order MHD boundary layer correctors. In this subsection, we are
devoted to constructing the MHD boundary layer correctors (uzl,, vllj, hzlj, gzl,, pzl,) by
solving ([220). For convenience, we define

W = u(vey) + (. ). W = hO(ey) + W (w.y).
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Without causing confusion, the superscript 1 is omitted here for simplification of
notation, then (up, vy, hy, gp, ) enjoy that

uoamup + upazuo + vp[?yuo + (vg + vi)ayup — V@jup
— h0shy — hyp02h” — g0,k — (g9 + g1)0yhy
= — Oy ul[yo, uo + vo] - yayvla uo —uld, uo - uoa ul — 3zp11,
+ Oy h2yd:hd + g0] + yOy gL Oyh + hlo.hd + h)0.hl =: F
uoamhp —i—up(?zh +vp8yh0 (v + v )8 hyp /ﬂ?yhp
— h0pup — hypOpu’ — g0y u’ — (g9 + g1)Oyup
=— 8yh2v2 — y@zhgﬁyug — yﬁyviﬁyhg — ugamhi — ué@zhg
+ Ovulgy +ydy heOzuy + ydy gedyuy + hedyup + hpdyue =: Fy,

(2.64)

Notice that the source term F) includes the unknown pressure p). Since

p;1) = p;ly(x)v

then evaluating the first equation in ([Z64) at y = oo yields that Bmpzl) = 0. The
system of equations (2.64]) should be solved with the divergence free conditions:

Oz ttp + Oyvp = 0, Oxhyp + Oygp = 0, (2.65)
and the following boundary conditions.

(up )( ) (ul ) El)(y)v

(up, Oyhy) (,0) = —(ug, By he)(,0),
(Upagp)( 0) = (0,0),
(

Up, hp) = (0,0) as y — oo.

(2.66)

To determine (up, vp, hp, gp), we will study the following system of equations,

instead of (2.64)):

(ue + ug)ﬁzup + upazug + vpayug + (vg + v1)dyu, — Vaiup
= (he + hg)awhp - hpawhzo) - gpayhg - (9;8 +95)dyhy
= — Oy ul[yd, uO + vo] — yoyvlo, uo —uld, uo - UOW
+ Oy hO[youh) + 0] + yOy gLoyhd + h1o.hd + h90,hl =: F 267)
(ue + u0)Ozhy + up0yhl + vp0yhY + (09 + v1)dyhy — KOLRy,
— (he + h0)Optip — hypOpulh — gpdyul — (g9 + gb)Oyup
=— 8yhovo — yOyul0, h — yayvla h — 0y hlu — ula hO
—i-ayuogp + yOy hQ0zu,, 0 4 ydyglo, u + hlo, u + Oy ulho
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Consequently, there will produce some new additional error terms in the order of
O(+/€), which can be summarized as follows:

Ery 5—\/E{ (g — e) By + vyl + (v — vE)Byup — (hY = he)uhy,
— gpOyhe = (g — g1)dyhy + By ug — Iy ul)(ydyup + vy)
+ y(Oyv! — 8yvé)8yu2 + (ul — u_é)amug + (Opul — 8mué)ug
— Oy hQ = Oy hQ)(ydehy + gp) — y(Dv gt — Dy gl)dyhy
— (ht = h1)opul — (9hl — 6Ih;)h2},

Ery 3:\/2{ (ug — e)Dphy + vy he + (v — U_é)ayhp (2.68)

= (h¢ = he)dpuy — gpdyul — (92 — 90)0yup
+ (v hg = By hQ)vp + yduhy (By uf — dyul)
+ Yyl Dy vl — Dy vl) + 9okl — DphL)up + (ug — ul)d,hy
— (Oyul — Dy ul)gl — y(dy hY — Oy h0)du

y(@vg! — Brgh)oyl — (ht — FD)d,ul — (Dl — f%ué)hg}-

We will establish the well-posedness of the solution (uy, vp, hy, gp) to the problem
X517 and (Z63)-(266). To this end, the similar ideas used to achieve the well-
posedness of (u),v), h), g7) in Subsection 21| are needed again.

More premsely, frorn the divergence free conditions, we rewrite the second equa-

tion in (Z67) as
ay[—(ue—l—ug)gp—(gg—kg_é)up—l—(v + v} )h + (he +h) }—Aaihp

(2.69)
=0y [ — yIy h0v0 + yoyulgd — yOy vlhd + ydy glul + ulgd — hlvd].
Introduce the stream function 1/1, such that
B y
P = / hy(z, s)ds,
0
then from 0;h, + dygp = 0 and gp(z,0) = 0, we have
amJ) = —9p
Integrating the equation [2.69) over [0, y], one has
(ue + ug)aﬂﬁ + (vg + v_g)ayi — (gg + g_;)up (he + hO vp] — ,%651;
=— yayhgvg + yayuggg —yOyvth, L y(?ygeup + uegp hl 2 (2.70)

+uige — hivi + Ky hy,
where the following boundary conditions are used.
(02792, Up, Gps Oyhyp) (2,0) = (_Ea _g_év 0,0, _m)-
Recall from Subsection 2] that for small L > 0, we have
te +uf) — (he + h)) > co > 0,
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then the system (ZG7) is non-degenerate.

For simplicity, here we only give the outline about the application of the energy
estimates method used in Subsection 2] also see [17], [18].

First, the weighted L2-estimates of solution to (2.67)

D*(uy, hy), D*=020F, a=(8,k) €N, |a|<m, B<m—1

Ty 3
can be done by the standard energy methods.
Next, to derive the weighted L2-estimates of highest order tangential derivatives

63(”177 hp)? |O‘| =m,
from Proposition 211 it holds, for small L > 0, that

9
he + 1) 2 > 0.

Introduce the new unknowns as follows.
0 0

h+h0 0, hy = O5hy P, +h0 @

combining (2.67) and (2.70), one can derive the equations of uy, hy, in which the
terms involving 9% (vp, gp) vanish. Therefore, it is possible to obtam the weighted
L?-estimates of up, by

Finally, similar as that in the Appendix [A] one need to prove the equivalence of
L?-norms between 99 (uy, hp) and ug, he for |o| = m. With this, we will obtain the
desired estimates of 0% (up, h,) and close the whole energy estimates. Therefore,
the well-posedness and weighted estimates of the solutions (uy, vy, by, gp) can be

concluded as follows.

o . Qo
uy = Oyup —

959,

Proposition 2.2. Let (u Uy, hg, gp) and (ul, v}, hl, gl) be the solutions constructed
in Proposition [21] and Subsectwn [Z3, respectively. Then there exists 0 < Lo < L1,
such that the problem (2.67)and (2.63)-(2.66) admits a local-in-z smooth solution

(Upy Vp, hpy gp) @0 [0, L] x [0, 00) with

||(upavp=hpvgp)”L°°+ Sup H<y>layy(vpagp)”L2(0.,00)

0<z<Lsy
+ 1(9) Oy (vp, gp) | 2 < C(L, C)e, (2.71)
sup  [[(1) Dy (v, 9p) 1| L2 (0,00) + 1Y) Oy (v, 9p) | 22 S C(L)e,

0<z<Lo

here ( =1 — E > 0 is arbitrary small constant provided that q is close to 1 enough.

Moreover, by performing the similar arguments as those in the Subsection 2.4}
we derived the estimates for the error terms Er;(i = 1,2) as follows:

|(Ery, Ero)||2 < C(L, k)€ 47¢. (2.72)

2.6. Cut-off boundary layers. Next, we will introduce the modified boundary
layer functions which will be used in the subsequent analysis. Let (uy, vy, by, gp) be
constructed as in the Subsection 25 Define a cut-off function x(-) with its support
being contained in [0, 1] and introduce

(u, h) = X(Veu)(up, hy) + VX' (Vey) / (utp ), $)ds,
(”zlwgzla) = X(\/Ey)(vpagp)-

(2.73)
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It is direct to check that
Dy + Oyvy, = Oyhy, + dygy = 0.

Based on the estimates for uy, b, in Proposition 2.2, we have

Yy
‘x/Ex’(x/Ey) / up(z,5)ds| < Vel lllupllz~ < C(L, )

and

]ﬁxwzy) / (i, 5)ds| < Veylx' b~ < C(L, e

Therefore,

(g, vp, by g It sup (1) 3y (v, 92| L2 (0,00)
0<z<Lo

+ 1) Dy (v, 9) 22 < C(L,C)e™<,

sup ||<y>lawyy(v1lwg;la)HL?(O,OO) + ||<y>lamy(v;lavg;la)”L2 S C(L)G_l-

0<z<Ls

Thanks to the compact support of the cut-off function x(-), it holds that

020,72 < //{ﬁyq} |0,y |*dady

S /2 [ [t 10aupPdady < O(L. e 2
due to the weighted estimates (274]). Similarly,

10, (v}, g1 |22 <C(L,¢)e /272,
18, (v}, 1) |22 <C(L,¢)e V2%,
102 (v, gp) 172 <C(L)e /2.

27

(2.74)

(2.75)

(2.76)
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Putting (u, v}, h},g,) into [ZB4), or equivalently into Z20), it will produce
other new error terms due to the cut-off function x(-). Denoted by R;f’l and RZ’l

Ry :—(uoam + 0,u’ + (V) +v2)9y — V@i) <\/EX/(\/E9) /Oy upds)
— 2vVex' (Vey)dyup + up|(vp + ve)Vex' (Vey) — vexVey)]

+ (1 - X(\/Ey)) (u(e)Y (yugm + Ug) + inY’u’gy + uiugw + uguiw)
Yy
- (hoam + 00" + (gp + g§)3y> (\/Ex’(\/gy) / hpdS)
0

— hp(gy + gVeX (Vey)
— (L= x(Vew)) (hdy (yhy, + 99) + ygiy by, + hihD, + hORL,),

R = (uoam + (vy + v})0y — wj) (\/EX’(\/Ey) /O ’ hpds) (2.77)
+ 0, h° (ﬁx’(ﬁy) /0 ' upds) + hp[(vp +v2)Vex — rex”]

— 26/ex'Oyh,
+ (1 - X)(h(e)YU;g + yhgmugY + inthy + ughiw + uéhgm)

- (hoam +(gp + gi)ay) (x/Ex’(\/Ey) /0 ' Upd8>
~onu (Ve (V@) [ hus) —uy(ah + st VEX

- (1 - X)(u(e)Yg;g + ythugm + ygéYugy + hiugw + hguéw)7

These terms will contribute to R**, R"!, and hence R, R3 . Note that the

up, hY are rapidly decaying at co and then uj, hY also decay rapidly at oo. There-
fore the integrals of ul [/ upds, ul [ hpds, hY [ upds and BY [}/ hyds are uniformly
bounded by e €.

Applying the estimates for the ideal MHD and boundary layer profiles, we know

that the L? norms for the terms involving wu,, hy, in Ry, Rg’l are bounded by

Ce Vellx(Vey)ll > < Ce/*<. (2.78)

Now we estimate the rest terms of the form (1 —x)(---) in R%!, Ri1. Recall that
the boundary layers ug,vg , hg, gg decay rapidly as y — oo, which are of order €
when /ey > 1, for large enough [ > 0. Therefore we obtain

[(ReY, RV L2 < C(L, ¢)e/*¢. (2.79)
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For p2, it is defined as follows:

o) = [ 0| 4 uf)oned + w0t + (of + o110y
Yy

— (Y + 12)0295 — h,gt — (g9 + 92)0y90 — uajug} (z,0)do

- (2.80)

:/ [(ug + ug)amvg + ugamvi + (vg + vi)@myvg — V@myyvg
Yy

(W 4 B Orag® — H0Dag! — (40 + g;>axygg] (,6)d0),

0

where we used the divergence-free conditions for (u),

equality.
Each term in the right hand side of (Z.80) can be estimated as follows:

0 0 0
v,) and (hy, gp) in the second

| @ u)us < D [ 05) 0208 20 0

Yy

[ usezet < oI Bl 0 )| 920 o VD) 12000
Yy

[0+ 01018 < Ol ™ I 01 10)" Oy 200
y
and

| 000} < Ol D Dyl 00
Y

with n > 2. The similar arguments can be applied on the estimates for the other
terms involving A9, g9 in ([ZZ0). Recall that the ideal MHD flows are evaluated at
(2,Y), we have

102 )| 2 S €% (2.81)

Base on the above constructions and energy estimates, the main results of this
section can be concluded into the following proposition.

Proposition 2.3. Under the assumptions in the Theorem [T, it holds that
[Reppllzz + 1Rl ez + Ve (1RGNl 22 + 1 RG,,l122) < C(L, e/,

app app app app

for arbitrarily small ¢ > 0.

Proof. Collecting all error terms from the constructions of the approximate ideal
MHD flows and approximate boundary layer profiles in Subsections 2.IH2.06] we get
that

Ry, =E1 — vedyyul + Ve(R™' + RYY) + €[ (ul + up)0,
+ 00y | (ub +up) — €[(hl + hp)0s + gp0y| (hE + hy)
+ €0yps — vedy (up + Ve(up +uy)] + Ery,

R} =E3 — kedyyhl + Ve(R"' + R + e[ (ul + u))0,
+vp0y] (! + h)) — [(he + h))0x + 9,0, (R + b))
— kedZ[h) + Ve(hi + h))] + Era.

(2.82)
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Based on the estimates of Ey, B, R*!, RW!, R"! R! Ery, Ery above, we have

|E1 — vedyyud + Ve(R™! + RYY) + €dyp? + Er|p2 <C(L,)e/*, (2,89
|E5 — Kkedyy hY + Ve(R" + RIY) + Era| 2 <C(L,¢)e/4=¢.

From the estimates of the inner ideal MHD flows and boundary layer profiles, it
follows that

ell(ul +up)0 (ul +up)| 2 <(Julllzee + lupllLe)
x (|0zulll 2 + |0ubl| 12)
<C(L,{)e¥/ ¢,

ellvpdy (ue + up)llLe Zellvylle (Veldyuellra + [18yuylz2)

<C(L,{)e' "¢,
ell(hi + hp)0z(hl + h))|l L2 <(|[B Lo + [[hpll o)
X (0:hill L2 + [|0zhy |l 12) (2.84)

<O(L,¢)e?/ ",
ellgp0y(he + hy)lle <ellgy |l (Velldy hel Lz + 10yhy | L2)
<O(L,¢)e' ™,
ellvd; (up + Ve(ug +wp)] |l <ellOFupllr2
+ 2 ([03ull| 12 + 103upll 2)
<C(L)e,
here ¢ > 0 is arbitrarily small constant. Therefore, we deduce that

IR pllze < C(L, Q)X A<,

app

Similar arguments yield that
1REppllze < C(L Q) 7.

We turn to estimate R?Ipp and Rﬁpp.

Repp :=R"" + Ve[ (ug + uy + Ve(ug + )0 + (v + v + Ve, )0y v,
— Ve[(he + hy + Velhe + )0z + (9, + g2 + Veg,)dy] g,
+ Ve[(ug +uy)dy 4 0,0, (v) + vg) — v/eDyy v,
— Ve[(hi + )0y + g,0,] (gp + 92) — veds (v + vl + Veuy),
Ry, :=R70 + Ve[(ud + up + Ve(ul 4+ )0z + (vy + vl +Vev))dylg, (2.85)
= Ve[(he + hy + Ve(he + 7)) + (g, + 92 + Vegy)dy ],
+ \/E[(ui + ué)@z + U;ay} (92 +90) — ’f\/gayygzl;
— VE[(hl + hp)0a + gp0y ] (v5 + v})
- /{685(92 +gl+ \/Eg;) + Fy.
Recall the estimates of R*Y, R90 E4 in ([Z.62)-(2.63)), one has
IR0, B2, B2 < e/2.

Collecting all error terms together give that
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And other terms can be estimated as follows:

|| [(ud 4wy + Ve(ug +up) 0y + (v + vg + Vev,)dy v,

P L2
< \/—H(uea Up, ’U uea ve)”Loo ||Vvl ||L2
< C(L, Q)
e[| [(R2 + RS + Ve(hl + h})dw + (95 + g2 + Vegp)dygp ,

S Vel (R, RS, g5 b, gl L= Vgl 12
< O(L,¢)e /¢,

and

el [(ul + ullj)[)z + vzl,ay] (vg +0})

L2
S Vell(ud, b, vp)l Lo (10209 4+ 0avl |2 + 10,09 + Vedy v} 12)
< O(L,¢)e /¢,

e||[(hL + h1)Ds + g10,] (90 + gb)

L2
S Vel (R b, g8 Lo (110290 + Buglll 2 + 110590 + Vedy gt 2)
< O(L,¢)e/*¢,

where we have used the facts that
102 (v, 93) 122 < C(L Qe /¢
and
102 (v}, 92) (@, Ve[| 2 S €M%,
It is direct to calculate that
lv/€Dyy, + vedii(vp +ve + Vevy)llzz S C(L),

where the estimates for v ’Ug ,v! are also used. Therefore,

|R2, |2 < C(L,¢)et/4¢,

app
Similar arguments imply that

IR, lle < C(L, Q) /4.

The proof is completed.

3. CONVERGENCE ESTIMATES: PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

31

(2.86)

(2.87)

After the construction of approximate solutions in Section B we will turn to

prove the main theorem in this section.
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3.1. Linear stability estimates. First, we focus on the energy estimates for the
linearized problem. To state the linearized problem, we denote

us(2,y) =ue(Vey) + up(x, y) + Veue (x, Vey),
(x,y) =vp(x,y) + vi(x,Vey),

hs(z,y) =hd(Vey) + hp(z,y) + Ve (z,Vey),
(x,y) =gp(x,y) + g (x, Vey),

then we linearize the scaled viscous MHD equations (L)) around the approximate
solution (us, vs, hs, gs) to obtain that

(3.1)

9s

UsOpu" + U Opus + V50 u’ + v°0yus + Opp® — VAu®
- (hsamh6 + heamhs + gsayh6 + geayhs) = flu
Oyp°

UsOz V¢ + U O0pvs + Vs0yv° + v 0yvs + — VA"

— (hs029" + h 0295 + 950y 9° + g°0y9s) = [2,
UsOph® + uOphs + v50yh + V0 hs — KAAS
— (hsO0zu® + h0zus + gsOyut + g Oyus) = fs, (3.2)
U029 + U0y gs + v5s0yg° + v°0ygs — A"
— (hs0,0¢ + h0vs + 950y V¢ + g Oyvs) = fa,
Opu+0yv° = 9yhe 4+ 0,g° = 0,
(u,v¢,0yh, %) |y=0 = (0,0,0,0), (u,v,h%,¢%)|z=0 = (0,0,0,0),
p¢ — 2vedyu’ =0, Oyut + ved, v =h =0,9°=0 on {xr=L}.

According to the arguments stated in the previous sections, we have
|0y (s, hs)| L < Cog

for some suitably small constant oy and for some small 0 < L << 1.
The linear stability of (B:2) can be stated as the following Proposition [311

Proposition 3.1. For any given f; € L? (i = 1,2,3,4), there exists L > 0 such that
the linearized problem (32) has a unique solution (u¢,ve, h¢, g, pc) on [0, L] x[0, 00),
satisfying the following estimate

[Veus|lzz +[[Vev |z + [Veh L2 + [VegllL2
Sfillze + I f3lle + Vel fall + [ fallz2)-

The existence of the solution can be obtained via the standard fixed point argu-
ments and the estimates of classical elliptic system, we refer to [9] for details. Here
we only focus on the derivation of uniform a priori energy estimates.

(3.3)

Lemma 3.1. Let (uf, v, h¢, g%) be the solutions to the problem (32), and suppose
that € << L, then there holds that

V||Veus||Fe + s Vb7 +/ us (Jus|? + e[o? + elg[?)
x=L (34)

S LUV |22 + (IVeg I 72) + 1(frs f3)l 22 + €ll(f2, fa)ll72-
The proof of this lemma will be left to Appendix [Bl
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Before giving the following positivity estimates, by the definitions of us, hs, using
the facts that ug >> h¢ and |u +up| >> [h? + h| uniform in y and the estimates
for w9, ul, h% hl and the smallness of €, we have

pr Yes ipy
hs
— <<1
Us || oo
uniform in z € [0, L] for 0 < L << 1.
Lemma 3.2 (Positivity estimates). If ’% << 1 and ||yOy(us, hs)|| L~ < Cog
s || o0 ‘

uniform in 0 < L << 1 for suitably small oy, then there holds that
2
SR l) [
x

Vet s + V.1 + |

z=0 Us =L Us
<O Pl + el G s + 9.+ 19,013 (35)
hS € €
w2 o n ) (9t + 17 )]
S Io°

for some constant C which is independent of € and L.

The proof of this lemma will be shown in Appendix
In order to study the nonlinear problem, the L estimates of the solutions to
the nonlinear problem are needed.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that u, v, he, g¢, p° are the solutions to the system

—vAu® + 0pp° = I,
— VAV + Oyp = Iy,
€
- IiAéh,E = Fg, (36)
— kA g = Fy,
Ozuf + Oyv® = 0zh + 0yg° =0,

with the following boundary conditions
(u, v, 0yh%, g%)|y=0 = (0,0,0,0),
(u®, v, he, g%)|2z=0 = (0,0,0,0), (3.7)
P — 2vedyut =0, Jyu’ + ved,v° = h® =9,9°=0 on {x=L}.
Then it holds that
€% (o + 1l zw) + ¥ 2 ([0 | o + g )

<Cy|IVeu e + IVl g2 + Vet 22 + 11V eg] 22 58)

+ (IFllz> + 1 F3llz2) + Ve(l Fallr> + (| Fallz2) |-

Proof. Note that each of u€, v¢ satisfies a Stokes equation, then the estimates for
the u¢, v¢ can be obtained by modifying the proof in [9]. For the estimates of h€, g€,
they obey the Possion equations, therefore the desired estimates can be obtained
by the standard arguments for the elliptic system [6]. O
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3.2. Proof of the Theorem [T.1l With the above preparation, it is ready to prove
the Theorem [ 11

Proof of the Theorem[I1]. Consider the nonlinear scaled viscous MHD system (L)),
and suppose the solutions to the viscous MHD can be decomposed as

(U, VE, HE, G, P°) =(Uapp Vapps happ; Japp, Papp) (2, Y) (3.9)
+ e (W, 0t e, g6, p9) (2, ), -

where the approximate solutions are constructed as in the previous section. Recall
that

us(z,y) =ud(Vey) + up(x,y) + Veul(z, Vey),

vs(,y) =vp (2, y) + v (z,Vey), (3.10)
hs(2,y) =h(Vey) + hy)(x,y) + Vehi(z,Vey),

9s(z,y) =gp(x,y) + g (z, Vey),

then the remainder terms of (u€, v¢, he, g€, p°) satisfy

UsOzU" + U Ops + VsOyu® + v 0yus + 0,p° — VAUS
- (hsamhé + heazhs + gsayhE + géayhs) = Rl (uéa Uéa hea gé)a

UsOz 0 + U0V + V05V + V0 vs + 8y€p€ — vA*
— (hs02g° + h 02gs + gs0yg° + g°0ygs) = Ra(u®, v, h*, %),

UsOzh + uOphs + vs0yh® + v Oy hs — KAAS (3.11)
— (hsO0zu® + h0zus + gsOyut + g Oyus) = Rs(u®,v®, h, g%),

UsO02 9 + u°02gs + Vs0yg° + V°0ygs — KAGE
— (hs0,0° + W 0zvs + gs0yv° + g 0yvs) = Ra(u®, v, h, ¢%),

O u+0yv° = 0,h° + 0yg° = 0,

in which the source terms R; (i = 1,2, 3,4) are given by

Ry := 57%77]%(11171) — \/E[(ullj + €Tu)0pu’ + uéamu; + (vzl, + €7v°)9yu’

v Oyuy — (hy, + €'h)0xh — hOzhy — (g + €9 )Oyhe — g°0yh, ],
e_%_VRzpp = Ve[ (up + u) 0,0 + u D) + (v) + €0°)Oy0°

v 0yvy — (hy + €'h)Dpg® — h0ugy, — (gp + €9%)0yg° — g°0yg, ],
6_%_VR2PP - \/E[(u}o + eu)0,h + ueawh}o + (’U; + 7v)0,h°
veﬁyhzl, - (hzlj + €7he)0pu’ — héamuzl, - (gzl, +€7g°)0,u — geﬁyuzlj],
Ry:= e*%ﬂRﬁm) — Vel(uy + €u)0ug° + udagy, + (v) + € v)yg"

veﬁyg; - (h; + €Th)0yv° — he(?zv; - (g; +€7g%)0yv° — géayv]ﬂ,

| (3.12)
here R:, (i = 1,2,3,4) are the error terms caused by approximation solutions,

app
which are estimated in Proposition

_|_

RQS

_|_

R3Z

_|_

_|_
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To perform the standard contraction mapping argument, we define the function
space S with the norm

[ (u, v, RS9 || s
=(Veu|rz + [[Vev |z + VR p2 + | Veg| 22 (3.13)
+ e u e + €270 | e + €3[| Lo + €3 E g .
For each (EE,UE,F,EE) € S, we will solve the following linear problem for
(uf, ve, he, g°):
UsOpu® + u0zus + V50 u’ + v°0yus + 0;p° — VA uS
— (hsOsh® + B Dphy + g0yh¢ + g°0,hs) = Ry (S, 7%, 1", 7°),

a €
UsOz V¢ + U0V + Vs0yv° + v 0yvs + b _ vA ¢
€

— (hsDog® + hDugs + gs0yg° + g°yg5) = Ro(W", 0%, 1", 7°),
UsOzh + uO0phs + vs0yh" + v Oy hs — KAAS (3.14)

— (hs@pt® + hyus + gsdyus + g dyus) = Rs(T, 7,1, 5°),
UsO02 9 + U 02gs + Vs0yg° + V°0ygs — KAGE

— (hs0,0¢ + h 005 + gs0yv° + g°Oyus) = R4(EE,EE,EE,§E),
O u+0yv° = O h" + 0,9 = 0.
Applying the Proposition Bl to the linear system (B.I4]), one gets that

[Veullpz + IVev®||p2 + VR[22 + [[Veg®| 22

SHRl (ﬂev 667 EE’ §€)||L2 + ||R3(ﬂéa 565 EE) §6)||L2 (315)
+ V(| Ro (@, 7 75,7 12 + | Ra(@, 0%, 77, )| £2)-
It remains to estimate every remainder R; (i =1,2,3,4).
First, from the Proposition 23] it is direct to derive that

TRl + RS plle + VeI R2,,ll e + 1 RE,,llz2) | < C(L)e 51,

app app app app

where ¢ > 0 is an arbitrary small constant. In what follows, we take any v < %
and ¢ such that v+ (¢ < %.
For Ry, we have

Vel (up, + €T) 0,7 12
<Ve(llupllzoe + @ 1) 1057 2

<eFSC(ub) + ¢ (@00, T 7 13

and
Vell(v, + €150, 2
<Ve(llvyline + €0 o) [|0y°| L2

<e2CC(vy) + €2 | (@, 7, 7, 5°) 3
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Similarly,
(g, + R )0R" || 12
<Ve(lly iz + €I ([ 2=) 027" 2
< (F50Mm) + @75 7 s ) 1,75 7)Is
and

Vell(gy +€3)0, R 12
<Ve(llgpllzee + €7 ([=)18,h° 2
< (e=<Clgp) + 1@, 7, B 7)lls ) @, 7,5 7°) s
Also, notice that (@, 7,7, 7)| < /519, (@, 7,1, 7| 12(0,00) and the weighted
H' bounds on u), and k), in ZT4)-([2Z76), we deduce that
Vel[udzuy, + v°0yu, || 12
< Vesup ()" 0wty || £2(0,00) + 1Y) " Bytu | 12(0,00)) 10y (@, T | 2
< Clup)e¢)|@, 7, 2,5
and
VellR 0uh), + 3 0yl 2
< Vesup (1) Duhp || 22(0.00) + 19" Oyhill L2(0.00)) 10y (B, )| 2
< C(hp)er |27, 25,7 -
For Rs, we get that
Vel (up, + €7) 0,7 2
<Ve(llupllze + €@ )| 0:7 L2

< (el + @7 79 ) 1@, 7,857 s,

and
Vel (v, + €7°)3, 7| 2
<Ve(llvpllzee + €T L) 10,7 2
< (eFSeh) + e @ v T 7 s ) v T 7 s
Similarly,
I(y + €)D" | 2
<Ve(llhplle + IR | <) |0:9 2
< (FSomh) + e @ v 570 s ) 1@ 5 7) s,
and

Vell(gp + €790,7° | 2
<Vellgpllzes + €17 ll=)1055° | 2
< (47<Clgp) + I, v, B, 7 ls ) (@, 7, 7).
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For the other terms in Ry, we have
\/E||E681v11) —|—5€8yv;||L2
< ﬁ(HEEHLmHawU;HB T sup ||<y>”ayv;||m<o,oo>||ayaﬁ||p)
xT
< C(oh)et =3¢\ (@, v, 7", 7)|Is
and
. ~
Vel dzgy, + G092
. _
< \/E<||h < 1ag2 22 + sup | (4)" yg;||m<o,oo>||aygf||p>
x
< O(vl)et™ 24| (@, 7%, 7%, 5)||s-
Therefore, we conclude that
| Ry (@€, 7, 7%, 5°) || 12 + Vel R (T, T, 75, 7°) || 12
SO(US, Vs, hsv gs)ei’Y7CjLi

+C(up,vp, by gp)er (ll(ﬂiﬁiﬁiaé)lls + II(ﬂfﬁiEiEE)ll%)-

Similar arguments yield that
||R3(ﬂ€7 Uéa Eea EE)HL2 + \/E||R4(ﬂ6, ﬁ67 Eea ge)HL2
SO(US, Vs, hsv gs)e—V—C‘f‘i

+ Clup,vh, by, gp)er T (H(Wfﬁiaf)ns + ||<aaw,ﬁiaﬁ>||%)-

It remains to estimate the L>° norm. By the Lemma B3] we take
Fy = — (us0,u® + u0pus + v,0yu’ + v°0yus)

+ (hs0zh + R 0shs + gs0yh° + g“Oyhs) + Ru,
Fy := — (us0,0° 4+ u 0,05 + v50,0° + v°0yv5)

+ (hs0zg° + h0rgs + gs0yg° + g°0ygs) + Ra,
F3:= — (usO0sh® + u0zhs + v,0yh° + v°0yhy)

+ (hsO0zu® + hO0pus + gsOyu® + g°Oyus) + Rs,
Fy:=— (Usaccg6 + u 0,95 + Usayg6 + Ueaygs)
+ (hsO0zv 4+ h 0305 + gs0yv° + g°0yvs) + R,

then we have

X € € 241 € €
e ([uflpee + [[h)|ee) + €2 T2 ([0 e + [l 1)

<ed <||V€u€||L2 +|Vev|lz + IVehe| p2 + ||V696||L2)

+6 (1Rl + 180 ) + € (1Bl + 17l ).

37

(3.16)

(3.17)

(3.18)

Note that the estimates for V. (u€, v¢, h¢, ¢¢) and R; (i = 1,2, 3,4) have been done,
and it remains to estimate the other terms involving us, vs, hs, gs in F; (1 = 1,2, 3,4).
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For these terms, we have
€ [usOpu + vsDyuc| 2 <€t C(L,us, v3) (| auc| 2 + [|0yuc]|2)
<eTCC(L, us, 04) | (u, 0%, 1, g s,

€ [lucOpus + vy sl 2 <et (||8yu€||Lz sup ||v/y0xus || £2(0,00)
xT

10,01 500 150y 0. )
<Cet 4w, v g s
a0l + g,0yhl e SO Ry g2 ) (025 52 + 19, 52)
<AL ey g (00 s,
and

= |heOzhs + g Oyhs]| 12 <et (||8yh6||Lz sup ||v/y0z s £2(0,00)

+ 119y ¢l 2 sup ||@8yhs||m,w>)
x
Sce%—CH(ue,ve, heuge)”S-
Similarly, one has
€173 ||ugD,v° + v50,v°|| 2 <7 TTCCO(L, us, vs)([|020° | 12 + [|0yv°| 12)

<€t C(L, g, vs) || (u, 0, b, g) s,

cits |ucOzvs + vy s L2 ge%+% (||8yu€||Lz sup ||v/Y02 s | £2(0,00)
xT

+ 10,0500 170y 20 |
<Ced ¢ (uf, v, b5, g s,
€113 | hugt + 950y9% |12 <ETTEC(L, ho, 95) (1009 N 12 + 10y9°1 12)
<€t CC(L, he, g) || (uf, 0%, 1%, ) s,
and

6%""% ||hel9mgS + g6 ygSHLz Se%"'% (Hayhean sup ||\/§8$gs||Lz(0,oo)
xT

118,91 sup ||\/wygs||m<o,w>>
xT

SCE%_q'(ueaUEa hﬁagé)”S-

Moreover, similar arguments can be applied to estimate the terms in F3, Fy. Con-
sequently, we conclude that

1 € € 2141 € €
e2 ([[ull + |hllzee) + €2 T2 (vl + gl z)
Sc(usfus;hsvgs)ei%Jriic +O(Lvu57USahsags)e%icn(uévvevhévge)”S (319)

41 —€ —€ 7€ —¢ —€ —€ ¢ —¢
+ Olug, v, b )€ T (@5 B9 s + 1@, 7%, 5913
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Taking v+ ¢ < % and ¢ < 7, we have
T —€ —€ 7€ —¢ S (€ —€ TE€ —¢
[(u 0%, b g)ls S 1+ et ¢|@ 707, 7) |s + 5 [|(@, 77, 5) 5. (3.20)

This estimate shows that the operator (Ee,ﬁe,ﬁe,gé) — (uf,v¢, he, g°) via solving
the problem (B.I4]) maps the closed ball B = {||(u, v, h¢, g°)||s < 4C(us, vs, hs, gs) =:
K} in S into itself for small enough e. Furthermore, we have

[(u = ug, v — 3, hi — h5, 97 — g5)lls
. e . (3.21)
< 2KC(L, us, vs, hSaQS)GZ_CH(Ei — 3,01 — Vg, hy — hy, g1 —G5)[s-

Then the existence of the solutions to (BI4]) follows via the standard contraction
mapping theorem for small enough e. This completes the proof. 0

APPENDIX A. WELL-POSEDNESS OF SOLUTIONS TO THE MHD BOUNDARY
LAYER SYSTEM (2.9))

To prove the Proposition 211 we shall focus on a priori estimates of solutions
to the system of equations (2.9]) in Sobolev spaces. Below, we derive the weighted
estimates for D% and D%h, |a| < m.

Proposition A.1. Let m > 5 be an integer and | € R with | > 0, and suppose that
(ul, hY) satisfy the hypotheses in Proposition [21l Assume that
te +up(0,y) > he + h)(0,y) > Jg >0 (A1)
uniform in y for some Yoy > 0, also if
1
910 (ke + 2 e+ K (0, 9)] < o0,

(A.2)
1 -
|<y>l+13§(ue + ug, he + hg)(O, y)| < 5190 L

uniform in y, here oy > 0 is a suitably small constant. Then there exists a small
L > 0, such that the problem (2.9) admits a classical solution (u,v,h,g) in [0, L] x
[0,4+00), which satisfies

(u,h) € L>(0, L; H™(0,00)), 0y(u,h) € L*(0,L; H™(0,0)),
and the following estimates hold for small L > 0,

(@) sup ||(u,h)| mp
z€[0,L]

1/2

< O3 (P(C(ue, up, he) + || (uo, ho)l| ) + C) (A.3)

—1/4

: {1 — C95* (P(C e, up, he) + || (o, ho)l| ) + Cz)? x} :
(id) 1) 105 (u, )| e < [1{y)' 10} (0, ho) | Lo
+ Cxvy? (P(C (e, up, he) + || (uo, ho)ll ) + C'a:)l/z
—1/4
: {1 — COy >t (P(C (e, up, he) + [[(wo, ho)ll ) + 036)21?} , 1=1,2,

(A.4)

(iid) h(z,y) > ho — Cxdg™* (P(C(ue, up, he) + ||(uo, ho) | ) + C:c)l/2

—1/4

: {1 — OV (P(C (e, up, he) + ||(uo, ho) || ) + C)? 95} )
(A.5)
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and

(iv) u—h >(ug — ho)

— Cady ™ (P(Cue, up, he) + || (0, ho) || ) + Cx) /2

—1/4
{1 = COg% (P(Clue, un, he) + (o, ho)| ) + Ca)*

(A.6)
Moreover, for (xz,y) € [0, L] x [0,00), it holds that

(v) Mx,y) + heg(y) =
'y) F ued(y) + up(l = ¢(y)) > h(z, y) + hed(y), (A7)

)10y (u, h)|| = < o0,

y) 05 (u, b < 95

Jo
Yo o,
2

u\x

It
1€

(
(

In what follows, we will establish the a priori estimates in Proposition [A1] by
two steps. It is noted that all of the energy estimates will be derived based on the
a priori assumptions (AT). And the a priori assumptions (A1) can be verified by
the energy estimates established and the fact that L is suitably small.

Step 1: Estimates for D(u,h),|a| <m,D* = 0J0F, 3 <m — 1.

Lemma A.1 (Weighted estimates for D*(u,h) with |a] < m,8 < m —1). Let
m > 5 be an integer and | € R with | > 0, and suppose that (u2,h) satisfy the

e’ e

hypotheses in Proposition [Z1l. Assume that (u,v,h, g) is a classical solution to the
problem (29) in [0, L] and satisfies

(u,h) € L*(0, L; H™(0,00)), Oy(u,h) € L*(0,L; H™(0,00)).

Then, there exists a constant C' > 0, depending on m,l, ¢, such that for any small
0 < 1 <1, it holds that

5 (st +0 [C10,0%ull; 4 [ 0,001 )

ae{a=(8,k):|al<m,B<m—1}

<oy [ oyl + €O [ B2 (14 B2 + [ Clunueih) + 5(0)
0 0 0
(A.8)

where
(&) = 1+ ued(y) + (1 - 6())F ()0 (u, )3
and

Eln= Y l(u+ucdy)+u(l— o)y D (u,h)lf3s.

laf<m
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Proof. Applying the operator D%, « = (8, k) with 8 < m — 1 on the equations in
@3], then we have

[(u+ ued(y) + up(1 — ¢(y))) 0z 4+ v9y| D*u — [(h + hed(y))0s + g0y | D*h
vy D = —[D*, (u+ucd(y) +up(1 — ¢(y))) 0z + vdylu+ D*(ghed (y))
+[D%, (h + hed(y)) 0z + gOylh — D (v(ue — up)¢'(y)) + D1,

[(u+ ued(y) +up(1 — ¢(y))) 0z + v9y| D*h — [(h + hed(y))0s + g0y | D*u
k2D = —[D*, (u+ 1ed(y) + (1 — 6(9))) e + vy
+D(glue — ) (9)) + (D% (h + hed())de + 90y
—D*(vhed (y)) + D%rs.

(A.9)
Multiplying the first and second equations in (A9) by (y)2(0+F) Dy, (y)2(+k) D,
respectively, integrating them over [0, 0o) with respect to the variable y, and adding
them together, we obtain that

1d 1
5 2l (4 uepl) + (1~ 6(u) () D 0, W 0,

- /0 N (D%l () 2FR) Doy 4 Doy - <y>2<l+k>Dah) dy
+v /OOO 8§Do‘u . <y>2(l+k)Do‘udy + K /OOO 8§Do‘h . <y>2(l+k)Do‘hdy (A.10)
+ [ 20 (Do + (D) ay
0
- /ooo (11 ()N Du 4 I, - <y>2(”k)Dah) dy,

where

I =[D%, (u+ued(y) +up(1 = ¢(y))) 0x + v0yJu
= [(h + hed())0x + g0y| D*h — [D%, (h+ he(y)) 0z + gy |1
+ D*(v(ue — )¢ — ghed'),

Iy =[D, (u+ ued(y) + up(1 — ¢())) 0 + v0y]h
= [(h+ hed(y))0s + 90y D*u — [D*, (h + hed () 0z + g0y Ju
+ D%(vhed — g(ue — up)¢').

(A.11)

First, based on the following a priori assumption,
u+ ued(y) + up(l — éd(y)) >¢>0 (A.12)
for some ¢ > 0, we have
/ (Da'f‘l . <y>2(l+k)Dau + D%y - <y>2(l+k)Dah> dy
0

I o) + (1 — 6(w)) * ) D (w3, (A13)

C(W0,8)[{y)* D (r1,m2) 125
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Next, we will estimate the other terms in (AI0). Since the term v [~ 92D%u -
(y)>(+M) Dudy and the term £ [;° 02D - (y)*+F) D*hdy can be estimated sim-
ilarly, we only handle the first one.

V/O 92Du - () 2U+R) Doy dy
= —vll(y)"** 9, Dul|%,

+v(0yD%u - DYu)|y=o + 2v(l + k) / ()2 =2y5, D - D*udy.
0

(A.14)
The last term in (A14) can be estimated as

2v(l + k) / ()R =295, Dy - D*udy
o (A.15)
< L) 0, Dl + 1vli+ B2 () D ul3,

it suffices to control the boundary integral term, and it will be treated by the
following two cases.

Case 1: |a| <m — 1.

In this case, it is easy to deduce that for any small 0 < §; < 1,

V(0w - D)o <v0F Dl 3 | Dl 5 + 110, Dl
<6120 ull3y + ]9, Dl
V2 N , (A.16)
+ @H (u + ued(y) +un(1 = 6(y))) > Dull7

<6110y ul Fp + CO B,

where

El= > (utucdy) +up(l = 6(y)) 2 (1) Dulf7s.

la]<m
Case 2: |a| =B+ k=m.
In this case, one has k > 1 from 5 < m—1. Denote v = (3, k—1), then|y| = m—1
and 9,D* = D792. Therefore,

00,0 = vD" 35 = D7 { [(u+ 0.6(0) + (1 = 60, + 00, Ju
— (b + he(u))s + g0,
— ghed! () + v(ue — ) (y) — 7“1}-

Note that ¢ = 0 near {y = 0}, then on y = 0, one gets that

vy D%u|y—g =D" [((u + up) 0y + vay)u — (h0, + gay)h} ly=0
A7
= {DV ((w+ up)dgu — RO h) + D7 (vOyu — gayh)} ly=0- ( )

By Leibnitz formula, it is direct to calculate that

D7 ((u + up)Ou) = Z (g) (D:V(u + up) - D'Y*’H(LO)U)’

<y
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then
|(D7((u + up)Opu) - D*u)|y—o|

<03 (10D w) - D00 gy Dl

= (A.18)
1D+ ) - Dv“<1*°>u||Lg||ayD“u||Lg).
Note that |y| = m — 1 > 3, then we have
19y (D7 (u + ) - DY=T+EOw)||
<10y D7 (u+ up) - DY ISy o 4[| DV (w4 up) - DY IR 0|12
S”‘?yU”H(g’L*l”azU”H(g’”‘*l =+ ”U”H(gn*lnamyuHHg)”*l =+ |ub|||8myu||H6”*1
<C 37 (utued(y) +up(l - 6(y))* ) Dul| 2 10, ull sy (A.19)
la|<m
1 I+k o 2
+C S+ ued(y) + (1 - 6w))* ) D2,
|a]<m
+ luy [0y e
and
1D (u + up) - D70y
<Y [t ued(y) + u(L — () ) D3, + s ful . (A20)
la|<m
Therefore we get that
(D7 (e w)o) - D)o
<) {( 37 1w+ ued(y) + up(1 — $1))) F ) Dul| 1210y ull
<y [a|<m
+ 30 I+ uedly) + un(l = o)) (1) D3 + |ub|||ayu||HgL) 1Dl 2
la|<m
X I o) + w1 = o) E) Dl 10,013 |
la|<m
0
< 19yullisy + $710,D%ull3s + C87 B + CE? + Cluy),
(A.21)
where
1 «
E2= " |l(u+uc(y) +u(1— b)) ) Dul|3.
la]<m
Similarly, we have
(D7 (hdzh) - D*u)ly=o
(A.22)
1)
<

1 4 o -
19y (s )z + 75 105 Dullz + OOy By + CEG s

|
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where

Epn= > l(u+ucly) +up(l—(y))? (y) D (u, h)||7:

lal<m

Now we turn to control the term

(D7 (v0yu) - D u)ly=o

Note that D = 9795~ and v|,—o = 0, then we have

k—1
D7 (vdyu) =072 <v8§u + Z (k ; 1> v - 8§Zu>

=1

I ) () o)

B<B0<j<k—2

(A.23)

where we have denoted <jz) =0 for ¢ > j. When k = 1 the right hand side will
disappear, we only need to consider the case k > 2. By the formula (A23]), we have

(DY (vOyu) - D) |y=0

<« ¥ (nay(af“azu-afﬁasﬂ‘1u>||L5||D“u||L; (A24)
B<B,0<j<k—2

103+ 0u - 98 Aok ||ayD“u||L3).
Since 0 < j <k — 2, we have
18y (85 0w - 07~ P 05 )| 2
<OF 100 . 98Pk w1y + 0310 - 08Pk s
SCHayu”?{anl + CHBCEUHHZT"*IHBZJUHH;"*I

<C|(u+ucd(y) +us(l = 6(y))* (1) Dul[3,

(A.25)

and i i
|07+ 05 - 9~Pok— | 2

< Cll(u+ ued(y) + up(1 = 6(y)) % (1) T Dl 72,
provided that 8 + k = || = m. Therefore, we get that

(A.26)

' (D7 (vOyu) - D) |y=0

<< X (B0l + 20,0 (A27)
B<B0<j<k—2

<10, D%ull}; + CEL + CE2,

where F, is defined as before.
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Applying the similar arguments to yield that

< Z(|0,D%ul}; + CEL, + CE2,,.

’ (D7 (g0yh) - D%u) |y=0| < 7

Consequently, for || = 8+ k < m with 8 < m — 1, we obtain

(v3y D%u - Du) |y—o| <6110y (u, h)||Zp: + = l9,D ull

+C6EL (1 + E2 ) + Clup).
Putting the above estimates into (A1), we arrive at
>~ « « v «
o [T gDt Dy < 5o, Dl
+ 6110y (u, W3 + OO EL y(1+ E2 ) + Clup).
By similar arguments, one achieves that
IQ/ 8§Do‘h- ()20 D pdy
0
K (o7
<= Sl 0, DRIIT: + 010y (u, h) 7y
+ OO EL (14 E2 ).
It remains to control the following terms
- [ WDt L () D Ry
0
and
| Rt o (Do + D) dy,
0

First of all, it is easy to see that

/ T4 Ry P2y (1D 4 (D) dy
0

{y)
<Clua e N + e ly) + w1 — Hy))* () D (s )25
<Clul g+ 1ed(5) + w1 — 6 B D (w, 5.

g

(w4 ued(y) +us(1 = 6(y)) % (W) T+ D (u, h)| 72

Ly

For I; and I3, we have

I == [(h + hed(y))0z + g0y | D*h

45

(A.28)

(A.29)

(A.30)

(A.31)

(A.32)

+ D% [(u 4 ued(y) + up(1 = ¢(y)))0e +09y] — [D?, (b + hed)Oy + g0y |h

+ D (—ghed' (y) + v(ue — up)d ()
=Il + I} + 13,
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and
Iy = = [(h + hed(y))0x + g0y] D" u
+ [Dav [(U + Ue¢(y) + Ub(l - ¢(y)))aw + Uay]h - [Dav (h + he¢)az + g(?y]u
+ D (—g(ue — up)d' (y) + vhed' (y))
= + I3+ I5.

Therefore, we only need to control the following three parts
_/ (Il . <y>2(l+k)Dau +1y- <y>2(l+k)Dah)dy
0

3 o0
== / (I - ()20 Doy 4 T+ () 205K) Deg)dy (A.33)
i=170

= J1 + Jo + Js.
By the definition of ¢(y) in (2.8), then we have

1) 6D W), W)Y ()l < C

fori=0,1,7>2, A€ R.
Estimate of J;.

= / [(h + he(9))s + g8y DN - () >+ Dudy
0

+ [ U+ hebw)0, + 90,0 (7 Dy
By integrating by parts, we have

o0

=— | (h+4 hed)Dh - (y)*"*H) Doydy
de 0

- / (1 + k)gD%h - (y)2 TR =22y Dudy.
0

J1

The second term can be estimated as

_/ gDah~ <y>2(l+k)722yDaudy
0

<[

(w4 ued(y) +us(l = ¢(y)) = () D (u, h)| 72

Ly
<Ol e [|(u + wed(y) + us(1 — B())# (W) D (u, b3
<Chl gl (u+ ued(y) +us(l = (9))) 2 () T+ D* (u, h)| 7.

Estimate of Js.
It is easy to find that

Ty <CI) I 2l (u + ued(y) + un(l = $(y)))* () Dull 2
+ Ol IR 2 (1 + ued(y) + up(1 — Sw)))* () Dl 3,

thus it remains to estimate ||<y>l+kli2||L§ (1 =1,2). Keep this goal in mind, we will
only handle the term ||(y)""™*If|| 2, and the term of [|(y)'** 13|12 can be done by
the similar arguments.
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Recall that
I} =[D*, ud; + v,Ju — [D*, hd, + gd,]h
+[D%, (ued + up(1 — 8))0z]u — [D*, hepOs]h
21112,1 + 112,2-

So, we will estimate || <y>l+klfi||L§ (i = 1,2) respectively in the subsequent parts.
For 1%,

112,1 = Z (g) {(Dé‘uam + D%9,) D %u
0<a<la (A34)
— (D%ho, + D&gay)Da&h}.

Denote & = (3, k), the above terms in (A.34) will be classified into two cases.
Case A: k= 0. o
In this case, D% = 3%, 3 > 1. Then, we have

()" D - D%,z = [[(y) 02 (0,) - DO (Du) | 1z
< Cllull3y
S EL

provided that m — 1 > 3.
Similar arguments yield that

|y) P D3k - D50,k 1 < EZ,

where
1 o
ER= > |l(utucpy) +us(l — d(y)? ()" ™D hIZs-
lee|<m
On the other hand, since v = —8;1(%% one has

D% - 9,D* %u=—870, 0,u - 00 Pk 1w,
Thus, for |a| = 8+ k <m —1 with m — 1 > 3, we get
1) * D% - D= 0yul Lz =[|(y) T*05 0, (Dpu) - 07 POy (Dyu)|| L2
SC”aﬂcuHH[;"*l”ayuHHlm’l
SE;.
When |a| = m, it yields that k > 1 since 8 < m — 1, therefore,
() D% - D*=%8,ul 12
_ I+kaB—19—1/92 —Bak—1/92
<102l 2112l 2
SE;.
provided that m — 2 > 3. Hence, for |a| < m, < m — 1, we have
[{y) ¥ D% - D= 0yul 12 < Ej.
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Similarly, one obtains
I(y)"**D% - D*%8,hl| 12 < Ej,.
Consequently, for & = (B, I~€) with k = 0, it holds that
H (y) R {(DYud, + D0,) D%y
— (DYho, + Ddgay)Do‘_dh}HL% (A.35)
S B

Case B: k > 1.
For this case, we have

(D%udy + D%d,)(D*"%u) — (D*hd, + D%gd,)(D*~*h)
=(D%ud, — DOV (9,u)d,) (D %u)
— (D%hd, — D O1(9,1)0,) (D).
Then, each term of the right-hand side of the above equality is estimated as follows.
|D%ud, D =|D* V0,0, D% Fullyz
<C10yul o+l -

<Ex,
and
|D%=COD (0,9, D" 13, =DV (0,0)0, D"l s
SC”ayu”Hﬁ;l ||awu||H(,"*1
SE
Similarly,

||(Ddhaw - Dd_(oyl)(awh)ay)(Da_dh)HL? N EI21

+k ™

Collecting the above estimates leads to
) I [l < CEL . (A.36)

Next, we are in position to estimate the term 112)2. Rewrite the term 11272 as
follows:

fa= 3 (2) {D s + w1 = D=2 @,0) - DA oD 0u1) .

Therefore, one has

) * 1T ol 2 < Ctte, up, he) Bu - (A.37)
Consequently, from the above estimates, we achieve that
W) * 17| 12 < C(C(ue, up, he) + Eup) Bup- (A.38)
By similar arguments, we also obtain
) I3 2 < C(Cue, ups he) + Bup) Bup- (A.39)

It is noted that the constant C(ue,up,he) > 0 depends only on the given data
Ue, Up, he in the above estimates.
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Finally, one gets that
J2 SO(C(U& Up, he) + Eu,h)Eu,h
(At e (y) + un(1 = d(y))* ) DY (w, b 2 (A.40)
<C(C(ue,up, he) + Eup)Ex .

Estimate of Js.
For Js3, we have

Jo <YL 2 | ) Dl 1 + ) B ) D Rl (A.41)

It is left to estimate the terms ||<y>l+klf||L§ (1 =1,2). And it suffices to give the

weighted estimate on I3, the estimate on the other term I3 can be derived by the
similar arguments.
Since

Da(ghe¢/ — ’U(ue - ub)¢')
= Z (heD&gDa—&(b/ ~ (e — ub)D&vDafdgb/) , (A.42)

a<a
notice that a = (5, k), || <m, 8 < m — 1, we have
[ <y>l+kDa(9he¢/ —v(ue — ub)¢l)||L§ < CC(ue, up, he) Eu . (A.43)
Furthermore, one gets that
J3s S E2 . (A.44)

Collecting the above estimates, integrating it with respect to x variable and
summing over |a| < m, we have

Z (s(x)—i—u/o ||8yD0¢u||%l2 —|—f<;/0 ||8yDah||2Ll2>

ae{a=(B,k):lal<m,B<m—1}

<0ty [0, 1) sy
+Co / Ein (L+EBL,) + / C(up, te, he)
0 0

- /Oo(h + hed(y))(y)* T D*uDh + 5(0),
’ (A.45)

where
s() = | (u + ued(y) +up(1 = d(y))) 2 () D (u, 1|2z
Recall that
u(z,y) + ued(y) +un(l — ¢(y)) > h(z,y) + heo(y) > 0,
it follows that
|t o) D aph < Gsto)
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which leads to

Z (s(m)—i—l//o ||6yD0zu||2Ll2 +n/0 |6yDah|%lg)

ae{a=(8,k):|al<m,B<m—1}

gcal/ Hay(u,h)n‘;’mjuczs;l/ EZ, (1+E§jh)+/ C (up, te, he) + 5(0).
0 0 0

(A.46)
The proof is completed. (Il

Step 2: Estimate for 07 (u, h), s = m.

It is well-known that the essential difficulty to solve the MHD Prandtl boundary
layer equations in finite regularity function spaces is to deal with the terms of
loss of derivative in the tangential variable x. Precisely, the two functions v =
=0, 19,u and g = =0, 19,h will cause the loss of x-derivative, which prevents us
from applying the standard energy methods to reach the closure of energy estimates.
Let us explain the main idea used to overcome the difficulty here.

First, by using the divergence free conditions, the equation of h ([2.9) can be
rewritten as

By [v(h + he¢) = g(u +uch +up(1 = 9))] — £Oyh = K" (y)he,

Integrating the above equation from [0, y] and using the boundary conditions v|y—g =
9|y:0 - ayh|y:0 = ¢/|y:0 =0, we have

v(h+hed) — g(u+ ued + up(1 — @) — KOyh = £’ (y)he.
Since dyh + 0yg = 0, then there exists a stream function ), such that
h =0y, g=—0:1, Yly=0 = 0.
Then, the equation of ¢ reads as
[(u+ued(y) + up(1 — (y))) O + v0y |1 + vhetp — KOZY = Khed (y).  (A.AT)
Applying the operator 92, 3 = m on (A7) to yield that
[+ wed(y) + un(l = G)) s + 00, )00 + (h+ h(y))OEv — kO202Y
= —[0F, (u+ued(y) + up(1 — o)) 0l — > CJ(OFv0EPo,u) = R,

0<3<pB
(A.48)
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And applying 92, 8 = m on the equations in (Z3), we have

[(u+ ued(y) + up(1 = ¢(y))) 0 + v0y]05u — [(h+ hed(y))Ds + 90,] 05 h
+ (Oyu+ (e — up)d' (¥))05v — (Oyh + hed ()05 g — vO2ITu
= —102, (u+ ued(y) +u(l — ¢(y))) 0u]u+ [0, (h + hed(y)) ) h
S Ch0lvol P u— 0090l h) =: R,
0<pB<pB
[(u+ ued(y) + up(1 — (y))) o + 00y |5 h — [(h + hed(y)) 0z + gOy| 0L u
+ (Oyh + hed! ())00v — (Oyu + (ue — wp)d' ()05 g — KO, 05 h
—102, (u+ ued(y) + us(l — ¢(y))) Oulh + [02, (h + hed(y)) Oz ]u
S S @Pvol o h — 02900 Pu) =: R}
0<B<p
(u, v, ayhv g)|y:0 = (Oa 0,0, 0)7
(u,h) — (0,0) as y — oo,

(, h)|a=0 = (@ (y) + (ue —up) (1 = ¢(y)), ho(y) + he(1 — $(y))-

Recall that for (z,y) € [0, L] x [0, c0),

(A.49)

9
h+he¢2?0>0,

then we define
Oyu + (ue — up)¢’ _ Oyh+hed!
I’L—Fhegb , N2 = h—'—h,egb’

m =
and introduce
ug = 85u — 771851/), hg = 85h — 772851/).

Then, the equations of (ug, hg) can be derived from (A48) and (AZJ), which are
described as follows.

[(u+ ue(y) + (1 = 6(y))) Ox ; v0yJug — [(h+ hed(y))0s + g0y hp
—vdup + (k — v)moyhp = R,

[+ () + un(l — 6()))2s +v0,) 18 — [(h + hed(v))0e + g0y ]ug 50
—k02hs = R},
where
R} =R —m Rl — 004:¢1 + 200,m o h
+ gn20Ph + (K — V)00 h, (A.51)
R} =R} — 2Rl — 000Ca + 2k120,0%h + g 92,
in which
G = [(u+ ued(y) + up(l — ¢(y))) 0z + vy |m
—[(h+ hed(y))De + gOy|m2 — vO2m1 + (ff — V)mOymng, (A.52)
G = [(u+ ued(y) + up(1 — 6(y))) D + 00 } '
—[(h+ hed(y)) 0 + g0y — KO



52 SHIJIN DING, ZHILIN LIN, AND FENG XIE

The direct calculations yield that the boundary conditions and “initial data” (the
data at x = 0) of (ug, hg) can be written as follows.

a —_
U0 =05u(0,y) — UO(hO)( +h ¢ / Ph(0, 2)
Zugo(y),
Ayho(y) + hed' (A.53)
Y _ o 8
hlemo =02h(0.9) - 5o ER [ ono.
éhﬁo(y),
(ug, Oyhg)ly=0 = (0,0).

Therefore, we obtain the initial boundary value problem of (ug, hg) as follows.

[(u+ ued(y) +up(1 — ¢(y))) 0z + vy |ug — [(h+ hed(y))dx + g0y hs
— v02up + (5 — v)dyhs = RY,

[(u + ued(y) +up(1 - ¢(y)))am + Uay} h? — [(h + hed(y)) 0z + gay} up

(A.54)
— k02hg = R},
(ug:hg)le=0 = (upo, hpo)(y),
(ug,0yhs)|y=0 = (0,0).
Since ¢ = 9, ' h, we have
y) " O Lz S 1105 R 12 (A.55)

due to the Hardy-type inequality. From the definitions of n; (i = 1,2), it follows
from the Hardy-type inequality and Sobolev embedding that for A € R and ¢ = 1, 2,

Ny lles < 05" <C<ue, hesis)

430t wedls) + (1 - 600 ) D)l ).

ol=2 (A.56)
160011 S 9% Clues )
2
57 et )+ (1 = 0(0)) ) D% Bz )
|a|<4
and
N Gillog S 058 (cwe,he,ub)
(A.57)

3
.S ||<u+ue¢<y>+ub<1—¢<y>>%<y>k-1Da<u7h>|L;) .

la| <5
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Therefore, for § =m > 5,1 > 0, the following inequality holds true.
IRY (|2 <IIREI Lz + 1) mllae | ()~ R 22
W Gl ) 107 e

+ (1200, + (e = vyl

(A.58)
+ ||<y>1g||L;;o||<y>772||L;;o) 1(y)' 07 R 2
3
§C1953 (C(ue, he.ub) + Eu,h) Eun.
Similarly,
3
|RE L < 9 <C(ue, hean) + Eu,h> Eu. (A.59)

Now, it is ready to give the weighted estimates of (ug, hg).

Lemma A.2 (Weighted estimates of (ug, hg)). Under the assumptions in Propo-
sition [A1], for any x € [0, L], there holds that

sata) v [ 1oyusli + [ 10,m51E;
<% [ (Clueshesin) + Bun)? - 55(0) (A.60)

0
+C1954/ (C(ue,he,ub)—i—Eu,h)‘l-Eih—i—/ C(up, te, he) + 53(0),
0 0

where
55(x) = [|(u+ued(y) + up(1 = $(1)))* (1) (up, hp)| 7
and

Epn= > I(u+ucly) +up(l—d(y))? (y) D (u, h)||2:.

lal<m

Proof. Multiplying the first and second equations in (A54) by (y)*ug and (y)?'hg,
respectively, and integrating by parts over y € [0, 00), we have

1d
S ss() + ) DyusliF, + wll ) 0y 3
i / ) 2yv - (fugl? + s ?)dy
+/ 9x ((1)* (h + hed)ughp) dy—/ 21(y)* " 2ygushpsdy
0 - 0 (A.61)
(v —x) / )2 (mByhs - ug)dy
0

| MR + Ry
0

—l/ (y>2l_22y(uuB8yu3 + khgdyhg)dy.
0
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First,

L (s + o Pady = [ 20 agushody

([l I

C (el + Aol ) s5(@) S Bunsa(a).

) 1) (up, he)l1 22

Loo

Notice that ug|y=o = 0, then integrating by parts yields
=n) [ b - us)dy
0
v [ o0y () ms) dy = [0 0y us)dy

|0yusllzz + 5 ||3 hllZs + C+ Il Zoe + 10ym |z )s5(x)

||a Uﬁ”L2 + = ||8yh6||Ll2 + 0190 (Clue, he,up) + Eu,h) 5B

By Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, (A.58) and (A.59), it follows that

/0 W) (usRY + hgR3)dy <|[RY |2 llusllz + |1 RS | 22 llhsll 2
<CO5% (C(te, heyus) + Eun)® - sp
+ OV (C e, heyup) + Bup)' B2,
Similarly,

‘ — l/ <y>2l722y(uuﬁayuB + khgOyhg)dy
0

1%
< 710yusllz: + 7 ||‘9yh,8||%f + Csp(x).

Plugging (A-62)-(A6H) into (ALGT]), we have

d
258 + V() Oyusl Tz + Kl () OyhsllZs

< / " 0, ()2 (h + hed)ushs) dy
0

+ 01962 (C(ue, he,ub) + Emh)z - S8
+ OO (C ey heyup) + By ) B2,

From the a priori assumption, which will be verified latter,

u(z,y) +uep(y) +up(l — d(y)) > h(z,y) + hep(y) >0

one has

| o) @ ushs < gssto)

(A.62)

(A.63)

(A.64)

(A.65)

(A.66)
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Then, integrating (A.66]) with respect to x variable yields that
xr T
2 2
sol) +v [ 10,usliy +x [ 10,msl3y
0 0

gcﬁgz/o (C(ues hesus) + Eun)® - Y sp() (A.67)
B=m

+ 01954/ (Clttes heyuy) + Eup)' - B ), + / C(up, ue, he) + 55(0).
0 0
This completes the proof. O

Then, it is left to show the equivalence in the weighed Sobolev space L? between
02 (u,h) and (ug, hg). Which is summarized in the following lemma.

Lemma A.3. Under the assumptions in Proposition [A1], we have
M ()7 |+ ued(y) + us(1 = 6(y)))* (9)' 95 (u, h)] 2
<[+ ued(y) + un(1 = 6()))> W) (ug, hg)ll 2 (A.68)
<M (@) (u + wed(y) + un(l — G(y)))? ()05 (u, 1) 13,
and
10,07 (u, 1)l 2 < 19y (us, ha)ll 2 + M ()| hgll 2, (A.69)
where
M(z) = 05" (Clue, he,up) + [(9) 0y (u, 1) || e + [[{y) 05 (u, h) | o) . (A.T0)

Proof. This lemma can be proved directly by the definitions of ug, hg, the main
idea to prove Lemma [A3] is similar as what was proposed in [17]. We omitted it
here for simplicity of presentation. O

Step 3: Completeness of a priori estimates. Now we will prove the Propo-
sition [AL1l First of all, based on the a priori assumption

1) 10y (u, h)|| L < o0,
)02, ) e < 057,
then if we choose ¥y > 0 small enough, we have
) il e < 205 o0 < 2052,
M(z) <951 (Clue, he,up) + 95 + 09) < 5952
Therefore, it follows that

Eg,h = Z s()
ae{a=(B,k):|a|<m,F<m—1}

+ [+ ued(y) + un(l = 6(y))? (9)' 07 (u, b7 (A.T1)
< Z s(x) + 2505 s (),
a€{a=(8,k):|al<m,B<m—1}
and
18y (u, )| Fe < > 10, D (u, B)|I7.2
a€{a=(8,k):lal<m,B<m—1} (A.72)

+ 2”61/(“7717 hm)||2Ll2 + 5019(;4||hm||%f'
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With the above estimates in hand, we can derive the desired a priori estimates
of (u,h) for the boundary layer problem (29). Thanks to Lemma [AJ] and [A2] it
follows from (ATI)-([A72) that for m > 5, small enough é; > 0 and any x € [0, L],

Z s(x) + 2505 s ()
ag{a=(8,k):lal<m,B<m—1}
+/ ( > 10, D (u, h) (172 + 2595 10y (i, han)|72)
O aefa=(8,k)lal<m,p<m—1}
< > 5(0)+251954sm(0)+/ C(te, up, he, Vo, 00)
0

ae{a=(8,k):|al<m,B<m—1}

+Cq958/ (
0

3
s(x) + 25190_48,”(:6)) .
ac{a=(8,k)lal<m,6<m—1}

(A.73)
Denote
Fy = > 5(0) + 2505 *5,,(0)
ac{a=(8,k):|a|<m,f<m—1}
and
F := C(ue, up, he, 90, 00),
then it follows from the Gronwall inequality that
Z s(x) + 2595 5, (1)
ac{a=(B,k):|a|<m,B<m—1}
—1/2 (A.74)

< (F0+/OIF) {1—201958 (F0+/01F)2x} :

which gives that
1/4

x 1/2 T 2 -
sup Eun < <F0 + / F> 1-— 201968 (FO =+ / F) x . (A75)
z€[0,L] 0 0

Moreover, under the assumptions in Proposition [AI] we obtain

sup ||(u, h)| mp
z€[0,L]

T 1/2 z 2
gO(F0+/ F) {1—201908 <F0+/ F> 3:}
0 0

For i = 1,2, by Newton-Leibnitz formula, we have

(y)' 100 (u, h) = (y) 10} (uo, ho) + /Oz<y>l+lamay(“a h),

~1/4 (A.76)

u—h:uo—ho+/ Oz (u— h),
0
and

(u, h) = (uo, ho) + /Om Dp(u, h).
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Therefore, we deduce from the Sobolev embedding and (AT76) that
1) 10y, (u, )| e
<093 o ko) + [ 10012, . )

<) 0 (o B + Cr sup || (s )
()™ 05 (wo, ho) Jsup NG bl (A.77)

<[y, (uo, ho) L=

T 1/2 T 2
+Cx <F0+/ F) {1—201908 <F0+/ F> 3:}
0 0

Similarly,

W, y) >ho(z,y) — / 10,
0

>hg — Cx - sup ||h| gz
2€[0,L] | ”Hl (A.78)

e N 1/2 e N2 ) /4
>ho — Cx (Fo+/ F) {1—20058 (F0+/ F) ;v}
0 0
and

U—hZ(Uo—ho)

z 1/2 w 2
—2Cx <F0+/ F) {1—20008 (F0+/ F) x}
0 0

Proof of the Proposition [A]l. Notice that

—1/4

A (A79)

/ F < Clue, up, he, Yo, 00),
0
and Fy is a polynomial of ||(uo, ho)| . Precisely,
Fy < CO53P(C(ue, up, he) + || (uo, ho)llmym)-
Putting the above estimates into (A T6)-(AT9), the Proposition [AT] follows. [

We are in a position to prove the Proposition 2.1}

Proof of Proposition[2l The existence of solutions to the problem (Z3) can be
achieved by the classical Picard iteration scheme and the fixed point theorem. And
the uniform a priori energy estimates of solutions to the linear problem are derived
similarly as those in (A.7G)-([A79) for the nonlinear problem, which also guarantee
the lifespan of the solution sequences to the linear problem will not shrink to zero.
We refer to [I7,[20] for more details for instance. Here we omit it here for simplicity
of presentation. O

APPENDIX B. PROOF OoF LEMMA [31]

Now we will prove the Lemma Bl in this Appendix.
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Proof of Lemma[3 1l Multiplying the equations in [32]) by u€,eve, h¢, eg® respec-
tively, integrating by parts on [0, L] x [0, 4+00) and adding all resulting equalities
together, we obtain that

J =Ty 2
+ 1/// [2€lug | + (uf, + evg)? + 2¢|vf ]
b [ [ e + 0 + gt + 2l

=— (// Optis|uc|? +// VO usus — // hsOphfu®
_ / / GsDyheu’ — / / Dy hu + / / wDyvsert
+e//3yvs|vé|2—//hsﬁzgéeve—//héamgsevé (B.1)
[fsger s [[ o [[ro
—//&Cus|lf|2 —//gsayuéh6 —//gfayush6
+ [[wtugies~ [[ mowres ~ [[1oer
—//gsf?yveegé _//€|g€|28yvs>
+ [f e+ g+ e [[ a4 1),

// 26 + (uS, + e0%)? + 2eo ]

1
> §||veu6”2L2 - 26HV6U6”2L27

Notice that

(B.2)

and
// [26|h;|2 + (h; + egfa)2 + 26|g;|2]

;6 L2 26 ;eg 2

Since (u€,v¢, he, ¢%)|s=0 = (0,0,0,0), the following Poincaré type inequalities
hold.
[ulle> < Lllugllz> = Lllvgllzz, 1A2 < LA 2 = Lllgyll L2,
vz < Livilize, [l9°llze < Lllggllre-

By using (v, ¢°)|y=0 = (0,0) again, one has

y y ) 1/2 y y ) 1/2
vf—/v§S\/z7</ |v;|) , gé—/g;S\/ﬂ(/ |g;|) |
0 0 0 0
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Therefore, we obtain that

//(flu6 + f3h©) 4-6//(f2116 + f19°)

< ez lfalle + 1Rl L2 fsll 22 + € ([0l 2l f2ll 2 + gl | fall 2)
< L2 Ve(v', g 172 + 1(Frs f3) 122 + ell (F20 fo) 1 -

Moreover, one has the following estimates.

[ et < oo o -
< L2 0yl e S 122 = L2100t Lo 1052,
and

J[ v < Liwglelvdyul o

= Lllydyus|ln<llvy 172,

where ug + vy, = 0 is used in the last equality. Similarly,

= [ [ haduu < o 02

< Ll oo 2 llg 2 = llhsllooe 105 122 105 22,
= [[ sdunu < Ll s lyh] o
< Llgell o 1o o2 125 122,
~ [[ o < Llyoyhlu~ ezl
= Lydyhall e 1S 22 105 22,
[ wtnviert < Lefoualimlegllegloe
[ sdsgters < clgulilggla el
< eLllgs | o< llg5 210122,
[ ounan < Loyl lgglelog o
- / / oDt < hol| oo s 1A 2
< Ll oo |2 l1S 2 = Ll oo 05 22 g 1
- / Dt |h°[2 < [l oo 117|122
< L2fugall s IS122 = L2 ugalle gt 22,

~ [[ s:0yuh < Llgala bzl 2 = Lllge ool 1

~ [[ g0 < Llggla0 = el < Ll =g
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(B.6)

(B.7)

(B.8)

(B.9)

(B.10)

(B.11)

(B.12)

(B.13)

(B.14)

(B.15)

(B.16)



60 SHIJIN DING, ZHILIN LIN, AND FENG XIE

// U 02gs€9 < €l|gsall Lo [[ucl| L2[lg] L2

(B.17)
< eL?||gall v lluglzellgslize = eL?(lgsall e lvgll 2 g5 22,
[ heowves < bl lgfueloslze < eLlibalemlesloolgsloe, (B13)
[ n0uvies” < Lelvwnlm s 115 12 = €L e g5l
(B.19)
- [[ s:0yrcr” < gl legliallln < clocl=loglezloslln, (820
= [[ conlg < clvalmlg I < eL?ony il (B.21)

Collecting all estimates above together, using the estimates of ug, vs, hs, gs and
the facts that L << 1 and choosing € < L, the desired conclusion (3.4]) is obtained.
O

APPENDIX C. PROOF OF LEMMA
It is left to give the proof of Lemma 321

Proof of Lemmal3. 2. Recall that u, has a strictly positivity lower bound. We begin

with(BEI)lxay(Z—Z)—e(le)zxﬁ ( )+(I32I)3><6 (—)—E(BII)4><8$(£> to

get that

// Oy (Z—) (usOpu + uDpus + VsOyu® + v Oyus + Opp — VA UF)
- // a, (Z—) (hsuh® + hDshy + gsdyh® + g<yhs)

- // €0y <v_) (usagcv6 + 1 0,5 + Vs0yv° + v Oyvs + ay_p — I/A€U6>
€

) h 3195 + heazgs + gsayg€ + geaygs)

S

//a (9—) UsOph® + uDyhs + V50, hE + vyl — KAC)
—//@( ) hsOpti€ + B Dptts + gOyus + g0y us)
—e//a < 6) UsO0p g + U Opgs + v50yg° + v°0ygs — KAGS)
+e//8 < ) (hs0zv¢ + h 0zvs + gs0yv° + gOyvs)

() ffo(£)
ffa(E)n el ()

Following the similar arguments as in [9], we derive that

F < (Ifillee + Vel falle2)IVerlize + (1 fsll 2 + Vel fall22) [V eg©ll 22
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and

// (v_) UsOzpu® + uOgus + v5Oyu’ + v°0yus + 0zp° — vAUS)

u

6 €
- // €0y (—) (usamv6 + U0, vs + vs0yv° + v°0yvs + Db _ VAe’UE)
Usg €

+ // Oy <9_> (usOzh® — h0pus + vs0yh" — g Oyus — KARS)

//8 <—) Us0z g — h 005 + v50y9° — g Oyvs — KALGS)

— [[190 = [[ 19+ 19w 1) B + LV, g0

_/ sl + Klge?) _6/ |”§|2+/ 9?10y us |
R IR w1, AU u?
+ IVe(us, h) 2| Ve(ve, g 2

It remains to estimate the other terms in LHS of (CJ]) .

Here we only give the estimates of the terms which are new and different from
those in [9], and other terms can be estimated by the similar arguments, see also
[O]. Note that us has a strictly positivity lower bound, then the new and different

terms are estimated as follows:
a €
- [ o
S

[f o () o= ] 555
S IR

+ H?JaUUSHL""HayUE”LZHthGHL2

<hs
~Mlu

+ yOyus| o= [0y L2118y g L2,

v\ . Oyve Oyusv
[f oo () soune= [ oo~ [[ 2 aroun
<C|lydyhs|le=|0yg° || L2 0yv L2
+ Cllydyus || Lo=[lyOyhs| Lo |0y g || L2 (| Oyv|| L2,

()t S e r

1020 2| 029 L2
LOO
+ CeL|hs|l|0pus]| oo [| 020 L2 (|02 L2,

10y g°[l L2 1|0y v° |l 2
oo

<ce/2

S
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€ a € a €
//ay (9—) hs(f?mufz// v hsﬁmue—// o9 0,
T\ ug Ug u?
h’S € €
<[l jogtelonuc e
Us || oo
+ Clhalllydyus e 9,9 22 100t 22
h
sH—S 10,91 219y
Us || oo
T Clhalllydyuslle 195 2190 22,

E// 31 <g—) hsazv // zg h (9 U // azu;g h/sam’l)é
Us Uy

SCE‘ £
Us

100 21029 2
+ CeLlhslHamusHLooHamvfllml\amgfl\ma

[T (£) o ] 25

<C(flusl|z= + ||yay“5||L°°)”yathHL°°HaygeHLQ”ayveHL?v
|gé|2|a m |2
[ EEEE S oy 00
S

Combining the above estimates together, using the smallness of the
[lyOy (us, hs)| o=, then the desired estimate (3.0 follows.

hs

Us

and
L oo
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