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Optimal Prandtl expansion around concave boundary layer

*“David Gerard-Varet Yasunori Maekawa INader Masmoudi

Abstract

We provide an optimal Gevrey stability result for general boundary layer expansions,
under a mild concavity condition on the boundary layer profile. Our result generalizes
(and even improves in the non strictly concave case) the one obtained in [7], restricted to
expansions of shear flow type.

1 Introduction

We are interested in the high Reynolds number dynamics of the Navier-Stokes equation in a
half-plane:

ou’ —vAu’ + Vp¥ +u” - Vu” =0, t>0,zeT, y>0,
V-u’ =0, t>0,zeT, y>0, (1.1)
u”|y=0 = 0, u”|t=0 = ug

where v stands for the inverse Reynolds number. Note that we consider periodic boundary
conditions in x, but could consider decay conditions as well. As is well-known, the Navier-
Stokes solution u” exhibits a boundary layer near y = 0, that is a region of high velocity
gradients generated by the no-slip condition. A famous modelling of this boundary layer was
provided by Prandtl. In modern language, he provided approximate solutions of Navier-Stokes
in the form of multiscale asymptotic expansions:

v=Y VUt )+ > (Vf’l’i (t,z,y/VW), VoV (t,x, y/ﬁ)) (1.2)
=0 1=0

where the profiles UF = UFi(t,x,y) describe the flow away from the boundary, and the
profiles VP = VPi(¢ 2. V) are boundary layer correctors, that go to zero exponentially fast
in variableY = y/ v2. We stress that there is a factor Vv between the amplitudes of the
horizontal and vertical components of the boundary layer profiles: this is consistent with the
divergence-free condition. In particular, the leading order term U” := U0 solves the Euler
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equation, while the leading order boundary corrector V% := V%0 solves the modified Prandtl
equation

OV + (UP[y=0 + VN0,V + VPO, UL o + (YO, UL |y—0 + Vi oy VI — 93V =0
aval,l + 8yv2bl -0

Vy—o=-UFly=0, V" =0, Y > +o0

Prandtl boundary layer theory has revealed illuminating about the mechanism of vorticity
generation in fluids, and successful in the quantitative understanding of some model problems,
notably the description of the Blasius flow near a flat plate. Still, Navier-Stokes flows of type
(1.2) are known to experience instabilities, due to two main mechanisms:

e Boundary layer separation, which corresponds to a loss of monotonicity and concavity
of the boundary layer profile ;2" under an adverse pressure gradient. Mathematically,
it corresponds to some ill-posedness or blow-up of the Prandtl model.

e Hydrodynamic instabilities of Tollmien-Schlichting type, experienced by concave bound-
ary layer flows.

These phenomena have crucial consequences in hydrodynamics and aerodynamics. From the
mathematical point of view, describing the stability /instability properties of flows v of type
(1.2) is a difficult topic. The evolution of the perturbation w = u” — v obeys the perturbed
Navier-Stokes system

ow —vAw+Vg+v-Vw+w- -Vvo=—w-Vw+r, t>0,zeT, y>0,
V-w =0, t>0, zeT, y>0, (1.3)

w|y—o = 0, w=o = wo.

Here, r represents a remainder term due to the approximation v, while wq is a given initial
perturbation of the velocity. We will assume that r and wq are of the order O(v™) in some
norm with n > 1. In the case of r, this is realized by taking N large enough in (1.2). More
precisely, one has to consider functional frameworks such that the equations of both Prandtl
type and Euler type are uniquely solvable at least locally in time. Then, the point is to
understand under which conditions one can obtain uniform (in v) estimates of w in a suitable
norm, that is justification of the Prandtl theory.

An important result in this direction is due to Caflisch and Sammartino [22, 23|, who
proved local well-posedness of Euler and Prandtl equations, as well as stability results for
(1.3) in the case of analytic data. The stability result is then extended by [21, 25, 5, 24, 19],
where all of them requires the analyticity near the boundary. This general analytic stability
result is somehow optimal, in view of a work of Grenier [10], see also [14]. Grenier studied
the case where the Prandtl expansion v in (1.2) is a shear flow: this means that

v= (Vlbl (t’x,y/\/;)’()) (14)
where V! solves the heat equation

oV — WV =0, Vy_g=0. (1.5)



He proved that for some profiles Vlbl that have initially inflexion points, the linearized version
of (1.3) admits growing perturbations of the form

1 1
2 1 2 ~
at/v ezx/u wu(

w”(t,z,y) ~ e Y),

with fixed o > 0. This shows that high frequencies k ~ 1/ V2 in variable z may be amplified
by e***. In other words, to obtain a bound independent of v over a time T' = O(1) will
only be possible if those modes k have amplitude less than e %%, § < oT'. This necessary
exponential decay of the frequency spectrum corresponds to analytic perturbations. Let us
note that the result of Grenier relies on the so-called Rayleigh instability, which is an inviscid
instability mechanism for shear flows with inflexion points. In terms of hydrodynamics of the
boundary layer, the appearance of inflexion points corresponds to the separation phenomenon.
Hence, it is a framework in which various negative results exist for the Prandtl equation itself
[4, 6,9, 18].

The case without inflexion points, corresponding to the nicer situation where the boundary
layer profile V" is concave in variable Y, is much more involved. Again, the natural first step is
to consider the shear flow situation (1.4). The stability of shear flows within the Navier-Stokes
equation is an old topic of hydrodynamics, notably studied by Tollmien and Schlichting. See
[3] for a detailed account. They showed that generic concave shear flows, although stable in
the Euler evolution, exhibit instability in the Navier-Stokes one (albeit with a growth rate
vanishing with viscosity). This is the so-called Tollmien-Schlichting instability, revisited on
a rigorous basis by Grenier, Guo and Nguyen [12]. Roughly, by using a proper rescaling of
these unstable eigenmodes, one can construct for the linearization of (1.3) solutions of the
type

1 3
at/vi ei:v/l/§

w”(t,x,y) ~ e " (y).

This time, high frequencies k ~ 1/ s may be amplified by eo‘k%t. This is still not compatible
with Sobolev uniform bounds. More precisely, under the assumption that the spectral radius
of the linearized Navier-Stokes operator is given by the growth rate of the Tollmien-Schlichting
instability, one can obtain exponential bounds on the semigroup and from there show nonlinear
Sobolev instability of Prandtl expansions of shear flow type: cf [13, 15].

Nevertheless, in the setting of concave boundary layer flows, the class of data wq for which
one can hope uniform (in v) local (in time) control of w is larger than analytic: namely,
one may expect control for data whose Fourier spectrum in z decays like O(e_kwg). This
corresponds to the so-called Gevrey class of exponent 3/2.

To show such optimal stability result for general ”concave” Prandtl expansions is the main
goal of the present paper. It extends the result established in [7], limited to the case when
the boundary layer is the shear type like (1.4). See also the recent development [1], still on
shear flow expansions. Precise statements will be given in next Section 2. Three preliminary
remarks are in order:

e The approach in [7] was very much based on Fourier transform in x, made easy because
(1.4) is independent of . It does not adapt to general Prandtl expansions. The approach
in the present paper relies on strongly different ideas.

e The main step in our approach is the derivation of stability estimates for the linearized



equations:

ow —vAw+Vqg+v-Vw+w- Vo= f, t>0, zeT, y>0,
V-w =0, t>0, 2T, y>0, (1.6)
wly—o = 0, wli=o = wo.

But to derive such bounds, we do not make any assumption on the spectral radius of
the linearized operator, in contrast with works [13, 15].

e A strong point of our analysis is that it applies to boundary layer profiles V' that are
concave in Y, but not necessarily strictly concave. See Section 2 for detailed hypotheses.
This is important for applications, as can be seen from (1.5): there, (932/\/1bl vanishes at
the boundary for Y = 0 at positive times. Despite such possible degeneracies, we are
able to reach Gevrey % stability: this was not the case in our previous paper [7], where
our Gevrey exponent for stability was less than % for non strictly concave flows.

Let us insist that our result is the first one justifying boundary layer theory beyond the

analytic scale.

2 Statements of the results

To state our stability result, we first introduce our functional framework. Let p € [1, 0],

K > 1, and v € (0,1]. For simplicity we assume Ve N, but it is not at all essential to our
argument. We set

1
v 2
1f1lp = Z (]')% jQEEP. ; He_Kt(jH)ﬁjza%_]QfHLf(o,%;L;’y)a (2.1)
]:0 . % )
where
Bi =x"07, x(y)=1-e"". (2.2)

Here k € (0,1] is a fixed number, which will be taken small enough. We note that | f||,
depends on v, k € (0,1] and K > 1, though we drop this dependence to simplify the notation.
Note that for each fixed v the norm || f||, is of Sobolev type, but if || f||, is uniformly bounded
in v, it implies a usual Gevrey % regularity for the C'*™° function f. The reason we can restrict

to j < v72 in the sum above is that in (1.3), the stretching term Vo = O(l/fé) creates at
1

most an amplification O(e®” **). For j ~ 1/7%, it is therefore balanced by the factor e Kt7+1)
for large enough K. This means that we will be able to close an estimate considering only
derivatives up to order v~ 2.

Our main theorem is the following. Let us set Hg ,(TxRy) = {f € Hy(TxRy)* | div f =
0 in T x R}, the space of all H' solenoidal vector fields satisfying the noslip boundary
condition at Y = 0.

Theorem 2.1. (Nonlinear stability of concave Prandtl expansions) Let v = v(t,z,y)
a divergence-free vector field that fulfills the reqularity and concavity conditions gathered in
Assumption 1 below, not necessarily of type (1.2). There exists kg > 0, such that the following



statement holds for any k € (0, kol: there exist C > 0, K > 0, 69 > 0 such that: for all
v< K72, if r € L2(0, %; L*(T x R})?) and wy € H&O(T x Ry) satisfy

11

9
[lwol] + [lrot wol] < dovs,  [lrlla < dort, (2.3)

then the system (1.3) has a unique solution w € C([0, %], Hol’a(']I‘ x Ry)), satisfying

Jeolloo + ¥ ot wlloe < Cv% ([luwo]) + [Irot wol] + =% 2 ). (24)

1

v 2
1 -

Here rot w = 0ywy — Oywy and [Jwo|] = Z z sup 185,07 Pwollr2 -

=0 (312 2=04 N

To complete the statement of our theorem, it remains to describe the set of assumptions
on v that yield Theorem 2.1. Of course, these assumptions are designed to be satisfied by
Prandtl expansions of type (1.2), when Vlbl has some mild concavity. Due to the boundary

layer variable Y, it is more convenient to work with rescaled variables (7, X,Y") := v (t,z,y).
Accordingly, we shall express our assumptions directly on

V(r,X,Y):=v(t,z,y), 7>0, XeT,, Y >0.
Here, T, := »3T. We set
Q= 0xVy — 0y V1,
which describes the vorticity field of the approximation in the rescaled variables. We also set
Xy = X(V%Y) =1- e_’w%y. (2.5)

Note that x € (0,1] is fixed, but taken small enough. Also, in the rescaled variables our
almost Gevrey norm becomes

1

v 1 - o
‘HF’Hp = Z —— sup Hewaz(J+1)Bj2ag(—J2FHLp(O ey, B;, = X{/za{/g_
20 (jD2vE j2=0,j s Y
(2.6)
We state our key assumptions in terms of V' and €.
Assumption 1.
(i) Divergence-free and Dirichlet condition on V:
OxVi + 0y Vo =0, Viy=o=0 (2.7)

Moreover, there exist constants Cy, > 1 and Cg,CT,C5 > 0 such that the following statements
hold for any v € (0,1] and K > 1.



(ii) Almost Gevrey L* bounds for V and VQ: For any x € (0,1] we have

- -~ 1 o _ 1 87 V-
Z ——  sup (He K’TVQJBjéag( ]2V1HL?.?X7Y+KH6 Krv2jYXx QHL?OXY
im0 (j1)2v2 j2=0,m1j Xv
1 1 .
T D2 e B Ox Vil G+ D2 e B, PO Vil
1, 14Y oK 3 L+Y o k3 i—j
LY oxndig o0yl |+ (e i 00, )
1+1/2Y 720X 1403y R mY
< Cj.
(2.8)
Here Ly = L3°(0, é; LRy ).
(iii) Derivative bounds for V and Q: We have
1+Y
Vs, . +v2)|oxV —— V]
VLo, [0x Ve, + |l o 1 Loy
1 1+4Y 1+Y
F v 2| ——=0x Qe + H(i) N QL
+v2 1+v2Y
1 Y 1, Y(14Y) Y(1+Y)?
v 2 (1) O QL , +v Hif9 gy + (77505
(1+V%Y) XY (1 +V2Y)2 XY XY (1+V2Y) Y XY
< Cfy.
(2.9)
(iv) Monotonicity of Q: Set p(Y) = C,((1 + 5)~2 + %(1 +Y)"%+v). Then we have
va
By Q+p >0, (2.10)
and
-3 Y 0% Y(1+Y)  03Q
v

+ 2.11
1—|—1/%Y Oy Q1+ 2p HLTXY H(1—|—1/2Y) Oy Q)+ 2p ”LTXY_ ( )

Remark 2.1 (Link between the Prandtl expansions and the assumptions).

Let us explain how the set of assumptions above relates to Prandtl expansions as given in
(1.2).

i) The divergence-free and Dirichlet conditions are satisfied by Prandtl expansions of type
(1.2). Fields u®? solve Euler or linearized Euler equations, while fields V? solve Prandtl
or linearized Prandtl equations: in both cases, they are divergence-free. Moreover, they are
constructed alternatively in order to satisfy the Dirichlet boundary condition : once U7 is
constructed, VB4 is constructed so that

Ei bli
Uy ly=0 + V1" ly=0 = 0.



Then, UP#*+1 is constructed by solving an Euler type equation with the non-penetration
condition

UQE,i-ﬁ-l’y:O + V2bl7i‘Y:0 —0.

More precisely, one can construct (U Ed Vbl’i) in this way for ¢ < N — 1, and conclude by

UE’N(t,x,y) = <0,—V2bl’N_1(t,x,O)), yBLN .— (.

ii) Assumption ii) amounts essentially to a Gevrey % bound on solutions UP*, resp. Vi,
of Euler like and Prandtl like equations. Such solutions exist locally in time. For the Euler
equations, we refer to [16] and references therein. For the Prandl equations, as mentioned
before, the works [22, 17] provide local in time solutions for analytic data. These local
solutions being analytic, they belong to the Gevrey class % More recently, Gevrey local
in time well-posedness of the Prandtl equation has been established in [2] (see [8, 20] for
preliminary partial results). Also, if v is given by (1.2), as Va(7, X, Y) = va(t, x,y) is zero at
the boundary Y = 0, we can write

Y Y
Vo = / Oy Vo ~ / (1/1/2 (@VQE’O + 8YV2bl’O) + .. > - O(V%Y) =0(-xv(Y)) at Y =0
0 0

so that %% is under control as required in ii).

iii) Again, assumption iii) is satisfied by classical Prandtl expansions of type (1.2). To check
that, one has to keep in mind that 0, ~ 1/%8,5, Ox ~ y%@c, so that for Prandtl expansions,
which depend smoothly on t and z, any 7- or X-derivative allows to gain v/2. This explains
for instance the factor v~ 2 in front of the second and fourth terms of (2.9), related to dxV
and 0x€). In the same spirit, as dy ~ u%ay, for the Euler part of the Prandtl expansion
(which depends smoothly on y), any Y-derivative allows to gain v/2. This remark does not
apply to the boundary layer part of the expansion, as it depends genuinely on Y. Still, this
part has good decay in Y (typically like e™ or (1+Y)~" for large Y). This is coherent with
the weights (1 +Y)/(1 + V%Y) or Y/(1+ V%Y) that can be found in (2.9) in front of terms
with Y derivatives: outside the boundary layer (Y > 1), it yields a gain of l/%, but in the
boundary layer (Y ~ 1), it yields some decay information on the boundary layer terms.

iv) In the case v is given by Prandtl expansions of type (1.2),
Oy Q= 0%y Va — 4 V1 = —03 V' + O(v) + O(VV(1+Y)7?)

Here, the O(v) comes from the Euler part of the Prandtl expansion. The O(y/v(1 + Y)™?)
corresponds to the boundary layer profiles V%% i > 1. The last two terms in the definition of
the weight p allow to control them for C, large enough. Hence, condition (2.10) is essentially
a (non strict) concavity condition on the leading term of the Prandtl boundary layer, V% :=
V0 Moreover, by the addition of the sublayer term (1 + (Y/ ui))*2 in the definition of p,
we allow any sign for (912/1/01731 in the sublayer 0 <Y < O(l/i), and the concavity is only needed
for Y > O(Vi). In the original variables this sublayer is of the order O(l/%), which is typical
order of Kolmogorov dissipation length in the theory of turbulence.
As regards (2.11), we notice that for Prandtl expansions:

)+O0w(1+Y)7?),
) +O0(vz(l+Y)72)

0%y Q0 = —0x 2V + O(
RQ=-RVI+ 410w

1%
3
2



L, the condition (2.11) is essentially

Hence, by taking into account the bound -
w2

1
<
VOoyQ+2p —
verified if V' satisfies

- Y Ox 03 VY | Y(1+Y)os v
Loo
\/ a2vbl+20(1+ )2

HL‘X’ < (C < 0.

X, Y —

+l
XY \/_a%vlbl +2C, (1 + %)—2
v

In the next section, we will explain the general strategy for the proof of our main stabil-
ity theorem. More precisely, we will briefly describe our stability analysis of the linearized
equation (1.6), for f a given force. This is the core of our paper: the transition from linear
to nonlinear stability is more standard. As explained before, we shall work with the rescaled
variables (7, X,Y"). We set

W(r X,Y) = wlto,y), F(nX,Y) = Vif(tay), WolX.Y) = wylw,y)
(and still V(r, X,Y) = v(t,x,y)). System (1.6) becomes
W — v AW +VQ+V -YW +W -VV = F, >0, XeT,, Y >0,

V-W =0, >0, XeT,, Y>0 (212
Wly—o =0, W0 = W,

The main result on this linear system is

Theorem 2.2. Suppose that Assumption 1 holds. Then there exists ko € (0, 1] such that the
following statement holds for any r € (0, ko). There exists Ko = Ko(r, Cy, C}) > 1 such that
if K > Ko then the system (2.12) admits a unique solution W € C([0,00); Hj , (T, x Ry))
satisfying

_1 1 _1 _ _5
|||W|||oo+|||r0tW|HooSC((V 2+ K2vm1)[|[Wol[] + v [[lrot Woll] + v 4|HF|||2)- (2.13)

(S

v

1
Here rot W = OxWo — Oy W1 and [||Wy]|] =

s  Sup ||B]2 72 W0HL2 o and Cis
i=0 (]!)51/2 j2:07" 7.]

<

a universal constant.

As a consequence, we have the follovvlng result i in the original variables. Note that, from
F(r,X,Y)=v2f(t,z,y), we have v 4]HF\H2 =v 2”ng

Theorem 2.3. Suppose that Assumption 1 holds. Then there exists kg € (0,1] such that
the following statement holds for any k € (0, kg]. There exists Ky = Ko(k, Cx, C]*) > 1 such
that if K > Kq then the system (1.6) admits a unique solution w € C([0,00); Hy ,(T x Ry ))
satisfying

oo + v3lIrot oo < Cv5 (1 + K 3w3) fuwol] + [rot wol] + 2 [ f]l2 ) (2.14)

Here rot w = Oywy — dywy and [|wo|] = = sup Hﬂpaj I wollzz . and C is a uni-
2 jo=0,- h

versal constant.



3 General strategy

Estimates on system (2.12) will be performed at the level of the vorticity, through the Orr-
Sommerfeld formulation:

0r+V -V-viAw+ Vi - VQ=10tF, 7>0, XeT,, Y >0,
Ply=0 = Oy ¢ly—o = 0.

Here, w = rot W := 0x Wy — 9y W is the vorticity, and ¢ is the stream function, satisfying
W =Vte:.= < 8YX¢ ) and —A¢ = w. We recall that 7 = v3t: the point is to get estimates

(3.1)

¢
that are valid over time intervals of size y_%, which is difficult due to the stretching term
V4L$-V. Classical estimates and Gronwall lemma would only yield a control on time intervals
O(1). We have to use both our Gevrey functional framework and concavity condition.
Actually, several difficulties are already captured by the toy model

(0 —vEA)w + 0xpOyQ =0, 7>0, X€T,, Y >0,
bly=0 = Oy ¢ly—o = 0.

where 2 = Q(Y) (for simplicity, we assume no dependence on 7 and X). We shall stick to
this model for what follows.
In the case of the inviscid equation

Orw+0x9p0yQ =0, ¢ly—o=0

under the strict sign condition dyQ > C > 0, a trick that goes back to [11] is to test the
equation against z*5. By the cancellation

(3.2)

/ Ox o0 / Ox A = / Ox|Vof? =

one can obtain a uniform in time control on the weighted quantity Hﬁ\] 2 ~ |lw| 2.
However, back to the model (3.2), we are facing two difficulties:

1. Inpired by the case of Prandtl layers, we must consider situations where 0y €) vanishes
or even becomes slightly negative : see iv) in Assumption 1.

2. Even in the simpler case dy {2 > C > 0, the weighted estimate above is not compatible
with the introduction of viscosity and no-slip conditions.

We recall that these difficulties are not purely technical, as no uniform in v stability estimate
is expected below Gevrey % regularity. To overcome these issues, we shall proceed in two
steps.

3.1 First step : Gevrey estimates for artificial boundary conditions

The first step consists in deriving Gevrey bounds for the same equation, but with pure slip
instead of no-slip conditions. For the real Orr-Sommerfeld equation, it will be performed in
Section 4. For our toy model, this means that we consider

(0r —v2A)w +0xpOyQ =0, 7>0, XeT,, Y >0,

3.3
Bly—o = w|ly—o = 0. (3.3)



The main point in this change of boundary conditions is that the difficulty 2. mentioned
above disappears: the Dirichlet condition on w goes well with integration by parts, and in the
case 0y ) > C > 0, one can achieve again some good control on Hﬁ\] 2. Still, we have to

explain how to obtain stability under the less stringent condition iv) in Assumption 1. Here,
we need Gevrey regularity. Let us for simplicity forget about Y-derivatives, which are not
important for the toy model, and set

. 1 . . L0 i
W = KA g KA
The point is to obtain a bound on ngzrlm _(]'!)3/12111_/_2 ijHLg(,y' As Q = Q(Y), equation
satisfied by w? is:
1 . .
(KvY2(j + 1) + 0r — v2 A)w? + 9x ¢ 9y Q = 0. (3.4)

Roughly, the idea is to control a weighted Gevrey norm of the form

1 w’
Z (j!)3/2yj/2H /ayg_i_zijL%(’)ﬂ

j<v1/2

where p; is added to compensate for possible degeneracies of 0y ). Testing (3.4) against
# we find
y Q2+4-2p; 7

K2+ 1)

[ ;
VoyQ+2p;, ' 2dr ! By Q4 2p; ' Vv Q£ 2p; '

1 1 . . . w]
=2 [ V——— Vi = | Oxd Qe

VQ/ nQ+2p Y / XS AT o, (35)
—v2 | ———— .V 42 /—J Vol w!

/(8y9+2pj)2 (Oy Q2+ 2p;)?

0 )
+/ XW@YQ+2p]’w

where we used again the cancellation property f Ox®wl = 0. One must then choose pj so that
the three terms at the right are controlled by the left-hand side, for K large enough. Roughly,
this can be achieved by taking p; in the form p;(Y) ~ p+ (1 + )\ Y)72, \; == (j + 1)1/2. To
give an idea of why it works, let us consider the first and last terms. As regards the first one,

we write
L VoyQ o i
VQ/(@yQ—i-ij)Q Vuw!w
—u%/ 1 YVoy Q2 . Vw! w’
=) Y/OyQ+2p; /OyQ+2p; /OyQ+2p; \/OyQ+ 2p;
J J
020 (| || e
VO Q+2p; 1 By 420,

The second term at the right corresponds to the contribution of the region ¥ < lj, for which

the weight 0y €2 4 2p; is bounded from below and raises no issue (we further assumed here
that 0y VS for the sake of brevity). As regards the first term, we use the bounds

1 1
< ON,

VY > —, < <
N Y vt 2p Y/ 2

10



and

[YVoy Q| - [YVoy Q|
VOyQ+2p; — VOoyQ+2p —

where we used Assumption 1 iv). We end up with

. < A
/(3YQ+2pj)2 V! w _Cw)\]H

NI

v

Vwl Wl
\/muﬂ H \/muﬂ

which is absorbed by the left-hand side under the constraint A; < (j + 1 )% As regards the
third term at the right of (3.5), we use the inequality

< % < o(vWisy)

\/aYQ + 2p]

to obtain

i 2pj j j g Ox¢; w!
[oxtr 5t < 0yipas ] ST -

w]
N

where the second line comes from Hardy’s inequality. Using that ||Ox ¢’ |12 =~ [|¢7 Y| 2, we
have for any sequence (a;)

\/mHL2
<0 (Vloxe s + A—juayaxw\@ H

1 N 1 120 | 113/2
Z W%‘WY@X%‘HL? ~ Z ez (7 + 1) a; 1[0y ]l 2
j j
In other words, at Gevrey % regularity, a;||0y Ox ¢’ | 12 behaves like /2 (j—i—l)?’/Qaj,lHaqujHLg.

Combining this with a control of ||V¢;|/z2 by [|w;//0y§ + 2p;||2, with a precise statement
to be given in Section 4, the previous bound is in the same spirit as

. i 2pj j
/3X¢]ayg+zpj“’§ A]_l H«/@yQ—FQ_HLQ

which allows a control by the left-hand side of (3.5) as soon as (j + 1)1/2 < \;. Hence, the
choice \; = (j + 1)1/2.

Of course, the elements above provide only glimpses of the approach carried in the first
step of our stability study. The full study of the Orr-Sommerfeld equation with artificial
boundary conditions is given in Section 4.

3.2 Recovery of the right boundary conditions

We give again a few elements on the toy model (3.2). The analysis of the complete model
is carried in Section 5. After the first step, one has a solution of system (3.3), with the
same initial condition and same boundary condition ¢|y—o = 0 as in (3.2), but not the same
boundary condition on the derivative: h := dy¢|y—o # 0. Note that by the first step and
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trace theorem, one is able to get a Gevrey bound for h: as shown rigorously in the next
sections, one may get an estimate of the form

1 ,
1 Alll be == Z Wuh]”m((o,mﬁm);@()

j<v1/2
C
< i IVéollzz +C > WH oHLg(Y
j<v— 1/2
where ¢¢ and wg := —Ag¢q are the initial data for the stream function and vorticity

Working in Gevrey, regularity, the point is then to solve:

(0 —v2A)w +0xdOyQ =0, 7>0, X€T,, Y >0,

(3.6)
dly=0=0 0Oy¢ly=0="h, li==0.
The main idea is to use the following scheme:
a) We solve the approximate Stokes equation
0 —VvIA)AG=0, 7>0, XeT, V>0, 37)

dly=0=0 0Oy¢ly—o="h, oli==0.
and obtain in this way a solution ¢, = ¢4[h].

b) We correct the stretching term created by the previous approximation, by considering
the full equation with artificial boundary condition:

(0r —v2A)w + Oxp Oy Q= —0xda OyQ, 7>0, X€T,, Y >0,

3.8
(MY:O =0 A(MY:O = 07 (b‘t:O = 0. ( )

We denote by ¢, = ¢p[h] the solution of such system. It can be seen as a functional of
h through ¢,.

c) At the end of the steps a) and b), the function ¢ — ¢, — ¢ solves formally the same
system as ¢, replacing h by Rp.h := —0ydplh]|ly=o. The point is to show that for K
large enough,

Il Rochl[| b < |Hh|||bc (3.9)

which allows to solve (3.6) by iteration.

Obviously, to establish (3.9), one must have careful Gevrey stability estimates for systems
(3.7) and (3.8). The estimates for (3.8) follows from the same ideas as those described in the
first step to treat (3.3) (the initial condition is just replaced by a source term). As regards
(3.7), the initial data being zero, one can take Laplace transform in 7 and Fourier transform
in X and solve explicitly the resulting ordinary differential equation in Y. It leads to sharp L?
estimates on ¢ and its derivatives on the Fourier-Laplace side, which transfer to L? estimates
in the physical space by Plancherel theorem.

All the analysis in the framework of the Orr-Sommerfeld equation is provided in Section 5. In
this setting, the iteration scheme mentioned above has to be modified, because the advection
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term creates extra difficulties. Namely, one has to add an intermediate step between steps a)
and b) above, see Section 5 for details.

Of course, we have indicated here key ideas for the stability analysis of the linearized system
(1.6). One has then to go from these estimates to the nonlinear Theorem 2.1. This will be
achieved in Section 7. Finally we introduce the simplified notation

1FI=1fls,. (o) ={f0)

2
Lx v

for convenience.

4 Vorticity estimate under artificial boundary condition

In accordance with the strategy described in the previous section, we consider here the solution
to the system

ViAZH— 0. AG—V -VAG+ VLo - VQ=r10t F+G, 7>0, XET,, Y >0,
Ply=0=Adly=0 =0, Plr=0 = ¢o.
The goal of this section is to establish estimates for the vorticity w = —A¢, where ¢ is the

streamfunction uniquely determined in the class ¢ € H}(T x Ry). For j = (j1,j2) with
J1+J2 =7, we set

(4.1)

o — B_KTV%(jH)BanQw, (V)i = e-KTV%(j+1)Bj26§V¢, (4.2)
and similary, (Aw) = e_KT”%(j+1)Bj26§Aw. We also set
Vi= e*KT”%J’Bang}V, (VQ) = e*KT”%J’Bang} vQ. (4.3)
From the first equation of (4.1) we observe that wl satisfies, by setting 1 = (I — lo, ),
— V3 (Awl + (0 + Kv2(j+ 1)+ V- V) + (V)i - VO
= —VQ[BjQ,ay]e*KT”%(j“)Bg}w

D SN (] ) LARL I

=0 max{0,l+j2—7}<lo<min{l,jo }
7j—1 . . .
- > S0 ) et (vt
. B . . l2 l — lQ
=0 max{0,l+j2—j}<lo<min{l,j2}
. . 1 .
+rot F9 — [By,, 0y |hte K72 U+ 4+ G

j—1
Here the sum Z is defined as 0 for j = 0, and the definitions of F4 and G4 are straightforward.

1=0
To simplify notations let us introduce weighted seminorms; for a given nonnegative smooth

function &; = &;(7, X, Y), we set

My je;[w] = sup Angw(j_j%mHL’T’(&%;L% v) (4.5)
J2=0,04] Kv2
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and also set with the definition £ = (§;)52,

1
v 2 1 1
ver(j+ 1)
NENe = 7 My ¢, [F]. (4.6)
7=0 (j!)QVQ
Note that
IEN o1 = 1 Fll oo 1=(1,1,--). (4.7)

The choice of &; is essential in the stability estimate for w. We will take

1
- _ 4.8
& ST (4.8)
where
:KiC*(l+(j+1)%Y)*2+C*((1+%)’2+ F14+Y) 2 40). (4.9)
V4

See Section 3 for more on the origin of this weight. We also introduce the norm of the
boundary trace as

v 1 .
Il Oy ély—olllbe = > —|e” XTI Ay dly=oll 120

vig+1)2 1
= (e kvz

ol
4>.|~

1
2

\_/

(4.10)

L% )

l\)\w

V2

and we denote by H~! the dual space of the homogeneous Sobolev space HO (T, x Ry) (here,
the subsprict 0 means the zero boundary trace).
The main result of this section is:

Proposition 4.1. There exists k1 € (0,1] such that the following statement holds for any
k€ (0,k1]. There exists K1 = Ki(k,Cy,C}) > 1 such that if K > Ky then the system (4.1)
admits a unique solution ¢ € C([0,00); HA (T, xR, )) withw = —A¢p € C([0, 00); L*(T, xR ))
satisfying
1 1 1
lwlllfee + K2 lwllse + K5I Velllon + K5 0y dly—oll oo

< C(IVoollzs,, +v Aol (4.11)

1 Hﬁl))'

Ku2

. _1 1
+(C3 + v Q\HF\HQ@ +K7 JHG\H%@ + Iy IHGHLa

Here C' > 0 is a universal constant, while the weight {N(k) is defined as

- &
) = —=)_y®
((j+1)§)] ’

Remark 4.1. (1) From the bound é < (C} + 8K%C*)% in (4.17) below, we have

3 3 1 1 1
Kiswllyy < K16 (CF +8K4Cy)2 [wllne < K2 [wllloe (4.12)
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if K is large enough further depending only on C} and C,. Estimates (4.12) and (4.11) gives

the estimate of K%H\wmél
(2) By the deifnition of (4.6), we have

L 1
v 2 v
R Pl = v Y s, v Gll g =Y
¢ i—0 (D=2 * =0 (GH2va(j+1)2
Since &; < ij =G Ly (4.8)-(4.9) with the monotonicity condition

(2.10), we have

[IEAE

v Fll o <2
V4

(4.13)

Before going into the details of the proof of Proposition 4.1, let us give a lemma for
the weight &; and p;, which will be used frequently. By the concavity condition on Jy {2 in
Assumption 1 (iv) and the definition of p; we have

Lemma 4.1. There exists C > 0 such that the following estimates hold for any j > 0.

1 1
&g<—< - - for Y >0,
pPi Cimax{Ki(1+ (j+1)2Y)2,v}
h A (4.14)
— < — for 0<Y <(j+1)2
Pi  KiC,
In particular,
1+ vz Y 1 + V2 Y 1
<C(j+1)2. 4.15
|6l + 156 s -4y S CG+ D3 (1.15)
Moreover,
1 YOy p;
lojllz <4KiC., =2 < 2, (4.16)
j
and
1 1 1
|—|lze < (CT +8K14C,)z2, sup H HLoo < C. (4.17)
§j i>1 &1

The proof of Lemma 4.1 is straightforward from the definitions of §; and p;, so we omit
the details.

4.1 Vorticity estimate for the modified system

In this subsection we collect lemmas for the solution to (4.4) and give the estimate for the
vorticity. The main result of this subsection is as follows.
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Proposition 4.2. There exists £} € (0,1] such that the following statement holds for any
K € (0,r1]. There exists K| = K{(k,Cyx, C}) > 1 such that if K > K then the system (4.1)
admits a unique solution ¢ € C([0,00); HA (T, xR, )) withw = —A¢p € C([0, 00); L*(T, xR))
satisfying

1
V@Il gy + Mwlliae + K2 lwlle

C3+1 | (4.18)
< (v Eladl] + = Pl + =GN g + V651 )
V2 ’ Kav2 )

Here C > 0 is a universal constant.

Since the unique solvability of the linear system (4.1) itself follows from the standard
theory of parabolic equations, we focus on establishing the estimate (4.18). Then the core
part of the proof of Proposition 4.2 consists of the calculation of the inner product for each
term in (4.4) with szwj, where j = (j1,72) with ji + j2 = j and the weight ¢; is defined as in
(4.8). Let us start from the following lemma. The number 7y € (0, #] is taken arbitrary

V2

below.

Lemma 4.2. There exists K11 = K1 1(C},Cy) > 1 such that if K > K11 then we have

/TO(—V%(Aw)j,szwj>dT
0

> 221 (Vo) |2
= 7”5]( w) HL2(O,T();L§(

1 1, " 1. ;
— O (v ) My, [Oye]? — O(C3 + D (G 4+ D& a0z

)

Here C > 0 is a universal constant.

1
Proof. Let us write x}, = (x/ )(I/%Y) = ke ™Y We will frequently use the identity

1.,
1. v3jax),
[Bj,,0y] = —v2 jax, Bj—10y = — J2x Bj,. (4.19)
Then we observe that
. 1. , . 3o .
(@B = KO B, Ay = v (v - I gy (1.20)

and
. . 1 o . 1 o

V! = (Vw) + I/%jQXLG_KTVQ (Byw)riz—De,, w = x,e KT (Byw) U2l (4.21)
Here e; = (0,1). Hence the integration by parts gives

T0 . . 70 . 1 . .
/ —v2 {(Aw), E2d) dr = v2 / <||£j(VW)JH2 + 202 joe KT (€5(Vw)l, X, & (Byw) Ui D)

0 0
(Vo) V(€2),0) ) dr

1
Jv2 : 1 1, o
> 2265 (VP o mizy — O (02 32)2E5 1 By ) 995D By

i /0 (VWP - V(€ ub) dr.
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Here we have used Hffl || < C in the last line as stated in Lemma 4.1. When j3 = 0 the
.
term (dyw)U172=1) is defined as 0 for convenience. It suffices to estimate ((Vw)] V(§J2-), wl).

We have

VaYQ + QV,O]' (4 22)

2y
Vig) = Oy +2p;

VYD o) 1| 22L_ g2,

(7 - D165, < ey (Vo) (1 —mmeomse Gl + I

Voy Q) §2wJH we decompose the integral about Y into 0 <Y < (5 + 1)7%

To estimate H\/97+2
62
gL

and Y > (j + 1) 2. Then we see from Lemma 4.1 with —L— : ,
= (] ) /oy Q+2p, Jj = )

J

3
gj,

which yields

VO
HWQ HL2 {o<y<(y+1)~ - H HLOO {o<y<(y+1)~ HvaYQWJ”LQ({0<Y<(]'+1)—%})
J
2 Y W
~ VayQ Lo || ==
TRt o< l57
ccr
< Geroop ol

Here we have used Assumption 1 (iii) and the Hardy inequality H%H < 4[|0yw||. Then by
using (4.21) for dyw’ and (4.17) we have

|0yl < [|@ywpl| + w2 o (Byw) U3V
1 1 1
< HfHL«:Hé}(@ycu) !]+/<;y232H—1HLOOH§j L(Byw) 21|
&
< C(CF + KEC)F (Ilg@yw)ll + rvd ol (Byw) T2 ))). (4.23)

On the other hand, we have from Assumption 1 (iv) and (4.15) in Lemma 4.1,

Rt S R
| \/m"c] lavgn-1y
YVoy Q) 1 —|— VoY .
(1+v2Y)\/oyQ+
< CC3(j +1)? HﬁijH-

. 20y pj 2
Next we estimate the term || ——=—= 7 wi||. To this end we observe that
\/ Oy Q+2p;

)73

E\»—‘| F<

Oy sl <2 +1)2K1C.(1+ (j+1)2Y) ™ + 2002 (14 V)P + 20075 (1 4+

2C

2(j+1)%-+7*, 0<Y < (j+1)2,
2

2+ g+ 22, Y2(+1)7E

IN
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which gives from Lemma 4.1,

20y pj

L
_ 2OYPI 2
e s
3. €3]
L 1)B € 5% P
< A0 DG N 20055 e oy <2y T AT vz 1y
1 . 20* wj . 1 i
<4+ D2 |||+ ——= == + 2(j + 1)2]|&? .
<40 +1)2 (|| m@ﬁhﬂ G+ D)z

Then we apply the Hardy inequality H%H < 4||0ywd|| and then use (4.23). Collecting these,
we obtain

(Vo) - V(). )]

J
L O(CF+1)(CF + K102
< le (e (AT

+C(C3 + 1) + DIl

(11€; @y )|l + rv2 jo| €51 (Byw) T2~

Thus, by taking K large enough depending only on C7 and C, we obtain the desired estimate
as stated in Lemma 4.3. The proof is complete. ]

Lemma 4.3. There exists K1 2 = K1 2(CY,Cy) > 1 such that if K > K 2 then we have

TO . .
/ (O + Kv2(j + 1)+ V - V)b, €2y dr
0
1 : 1 : K
> Sled )l | = 51630l +5
1
CCtvz : 1.
—-;;;i;—(ngj«%nuynizmﬂmLiAJ~+<muzy>2ﬂ4zj_L@_1&%~»P).

*

1. 3
V3G DI oo mira

Here C > 0 is a universal constant.

Proof. The integration by parts yields
o 1. P2
/O (O + Kv2(j+1)+ V- V), ) dr
1 : 1 : 1. ;
= Sl = SIEi O, |+ KvEG + D& s )

1

-3 | 0 +v V@@ o

As for the term <3T(§j2»), (w)?), we decompose the integral about Y into {0 <Y < (j + 1)*%}
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and {Y > (5 + 1)_%} and compute as follows:

(0:(&3), ()]

Y 1+ 02y
< H(i;) 0; 0y Q| o | (——)&7w)1”

+v2Y

1 iy 1 + v2Y
< 2 Wiz 2
<0G a5 ALYl 3T (7 o
<C %( Kic. ||(3YWJ||2 +C3G + 1)& > (by the Hardy inequaity and Lemma4.1)
(4.24)

Next we have

V-V(E2), (W)?)] < oo [[€5u ||
V- (€ () < I G2
Then we have from Assumption 1 (iii) and Lemma 4.1,
V10y 0x 2 Y(1+Y) Vl(l-i-l/ Y)
sl < I ooy 0 |
Iy Q-+ 2p; (1+V2Y) (L+Y)p
1
1 i (v _Y)z
<Civz(2|e/—/———— +2|\Vi||pee | ==—5— |~
< i (Al o + 2l 3, )
< C(CH2wz(j+1).
Here we have computed as, using Vi|y—g = 0,
Vi 1
-, . - oo < (oo} oo -, . - <
HY(1+Y) [Loe < [0y VLo || — \|Lo<,({0<y<(ﬁ1) ) HlVillzell YO+ V)0, M oo gy ey -1
<Ci(j+1).
Similarly,
Vo (829 + 20y p;) Y(14Y)? Va(1 4 v2Y)3 Vo, . YOyp;
I — 1 < | == W Q= qme, e F 57l ll—— [z~
Oy Q2+ 2p; (14v2Y)3 Y(1+Y)%p; Y Pj
1
* V2 (V_Y)B x 1
< -, . T a o0 oo ~ /e =ov0 2
< OO} (g gy e + Wl gy, o) +2CivH

1
< cCi(IovValliee| e+ Vel v H—HLoo) +2Civh

1
(1+Y)%p Pj
< CCy(CT + 1)1/%(] +1). (by Lemma4.1)
Note that we have also used ||0y Va||pee = ||0x Vil < Cikl/%. Collecting these and applying

the identity (4.21) for dyw in (4.24) (that is, we use (4.23)), we obtain the desired estimate
by taking K large enough depending only on C] and C,. The proof is complete. U
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Lemma 4.4. It follows that
2
( j,Lem4.4[v¢]) K % . S 112
= 1)[[&;u? 4.25
y%(] +1) i 8 v2(g+ D& HLQ(OJ();L%QY)’ ( )

/0 (V) - VO, 20l dr <
R

where
Rj,Lem4.4[V¢]
1 1
Cik (-KVZC'*)5 101
= e 1) My [V
(K% + K% +K2)v2(j+1) 27][ ol + K% i<v
Here 5j<y7%71 =1for0<j< "3 —1 and 0 for j = V73, Moreover, there exists K13 =
K1 3(C¥,Cy) > 1 such that if K > Ky 3 then
V9]
<«  Birema.alVe
Y e < IVl (4.26)
i=o (JD2rEvi(j +1)z
Here C' > 0 is a universal constant.
Proof. It suffices to show
70 . . 1.
/ [{(0x 0, W) dr < 2602 jo (M 3 [V])?, (4.27)
TO . 2 .
[ tos(oxop. &utyar (4.28)
11 (M [0y 1 1 :
C(K4 C* 2 (L[l] + I{I/2(] + 1)2 MQJ[V@]) ||£ijHL2(O,To;L§( )
_ (7 +1)2 . ’
< 0<j<uEo, (429)
101 ; . _1
C(K4C*)2M2,][8X¢] ng("JJHLQ(O,TO;LX’y) J=v 2,
) (4.30)

and

/O Oy 6P Ox 2 bl dr < COTVA (j +1)3 Mooy B)l1€ 2 0 mir
(4.31)

Let us start from (4.27). To compute ((Ox$),wd) we firstly observe that

=V (Vo) - X gy gy
Then we have from the integration by parts and [Bj,,dy]| = —V%;—i)d’BjQ,
(Ox 0P, wI) = ~(V(Oxe), (Vo)) = v2ja((Dy )20 X (By o))
= —(Ox(Vo), (Vo)) — 20252 (x, 9y ) 17271, (9y 0))
~2022 (X, By )T, (B g)).
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Hence we have from ||x), ||z~ = &,
7—0 . . 1
[ xop o dr < 2o ool (4.32)
0

p;(Oxd), E2wd)| dr the key inequality from the definition (4.9)

To estimate [ |(
€0 < /A7 < C(KTC)2(1+ (j+ 1Y)+ Owe, (4.33)
where 12 (7 +1) <2is used. Thus we have from the Hardy inequality,
TO . . TO . .
[ osoxop gl < [T igiosoxepligatan
1 1
C(KZC*)§ (anb)
< S [T et ar
U+ 1)2
+ CW H(3X¢)j ”L2(o,m;L2) ”§jo ”L2(0,T0;L2)
1 1
C(K1Cy)2
< ————||9y(0x ¢ 200.70:12) |[€ W 12 .
G 18y (Ox @ 1l 22 0,70:22) 165711 2(0.70:22) (430
1 . .
+ Cvz||(Ox¢) ”L2(o,m;L2) 1€ ”L2(0,T0;L2)
Then the desired estimate for 0 < j < v=2 — 1 follows from K7v2 <1 and
1+12=1) (4.35)

(8X¢) Kﬂ/? (8y¢)(j1+1’j2) + V%jle(ay(b)(']l+1’]2 1)

On the other hand, the estimate for j = vo2 easily follows from
1

€505 (0x 0P | < 1v/p5 L= [1(Ox @Y || < C(K3C)2 | (Ox9)|

Finally we have from Assumption 1 (iii) and Lemma 4.1,

; 1+Y 1+1/ 2Y
; IO Q| < || ———0x Q|7 o)
1§50y @) Ox H_H o Yax Lol ——=— Ty &illoos [l (Oy )|

< CCva(j +1)21|(0v )]l

which gives
/0 " (B 9)10x 9, 2) | dr < OO + 13 Mo [0y 6l 20, 2 )
Collecting these, we obtain (4.25), for the identity 3yQ§2 ay%"f;p =1- 2pj§j2 holds. The

v 2 V4(j+1)2 M, ;[V¢] and

= =0 " 0hE

estimate (4.26) is verified from the definition ||| V|5 4
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The proof is complete.



Lemma 4.5. Let jo > 1. Then it follows that

T0 _ Tyl . . . « 1. .
| 1018 oy i 000, dr < CCTA N s,

n (4.36)

Here C > 0 is a universal constant.

Proof. The estimate directly follows from (4.19) and

V2 % L
Vaxi| < I3 e Vx| < [0x Vallz= Y| < CTv2 [V | < CCTxy

1
by Assumption 1 (iii) and k3 Ye Y < C'x, for a universal constant C' > 0. The proof is
complete. O

Lemma 4.6. Let j > 1. It follows that

/L > 2 () (1) (vt gulan

1=0 max{0,l4j2—j}<l2<min{l,j2}

< ;Rj,Lemll.G [w] ngwJ 2 0,70;L% y)

where
j—1 ) i
R pemaglw] =) (j—1+1)2min{l+1,j —1+1} <l> Noo,j—ilV] M1, [w],
=0
and
- Vs
NeojlV]:= sup (1Bpudy *Vill oo, ipze )+ K12 oo,y ie,))-
j2:07"'7j Kv?2 ’ XV Kv?2 ’
Moreover,
-3
S R, 1 ema.6lW] §
> — < CCy Il (4.37)

N+ 1)3
Here C > 0 is a universal constant.

Proof. We first observe that
PYTE) < (7). 0<h<h<i<) (4.38)
lo =1 l

#{12 e NU{0} | max{0,l+jo —j} <o < min{l,jg}} <min{l+1,5—1+1}.  (4.39)

and
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Hence we have

T0
/r
0

7—1

D 2

=0 max{0,l+j2—7}<l2<min{l,j2}

J2

{ L

() (

From the definition of ;, we see for 0 <[ < j —1,

J

1 2
l_l2>w - (Vw)!, 2| dr

J .
J . . - .
=2 <l> min{l + 1,5 — L+ 1§ VI (V) ll2(0,m0:22) 1656711 220,705 22)-
1=0

§_ |, 016G+

1+

)2

MIH

N[ o=

Y
&~ (1+(1+1)2Y
where C > 0 is a universal constant, and thus,

Hg]v_]—l ' (vw)lHLQ(O,TO;LQ) < C(] +1—

Next we have

<C@G+1-1)2,

)2

1 j—
D2 VI~ (V) |2 (0,m:22)-

&1
&V (0xw) | £2(0,m0:22) < || ||L°<>||VJ Ul zoe €102 20 o 12
< CNoo,j—z[V] Mo, W],
and similarly,
v I 241
16V3 7 By )l L2 (0.m0:2) < H \ BbFD o6 7.22)
C
< _NOO,j*l[V] M271+17§l+1[w]7
Here we have used from 0x Vi+0y Vo = Vi _ (8yV2)<j1_ll7j2_l2_1) = —Vl(jrlﬁl’jrlrl)
for jo — Iy > < CN4 j-i[V]. The estimate (4.37) follows from
_1 .
i 1 i1 1 J 3 4+
S e S - e Drmin{t L - 1) () G- 0l 0 B
=0 (N2veva(i+1)2 15
o NoojalV]  Mopprglw]
(G =DNFrT (+1)2ws
1
v 2 j—1 3 .
[+1 — DI 1
< (j—l+1)2min{l+1,j —1+1} (+ )2 ;((] ,') )2
=0 1=0 G+1z0+2)3z I
1 1
o NoojilV] vi(l+2)2 My, [w]
((G-DH3'T  ((+DHE T
1
b3 -1 1 1
oSS Mooy lV] v £2)E Maiag )
= 3 j— 3 It1 .
i ((G-Dhzv'T ((+DhEvT



Here we have used for j > 1,

3
2

(I+1)
(G+1)2(1+2)3

. 1 (j=Du 1 _
(—t+1D2min{l+1,j—1+1} ()2 <0 0<I<j—1,
J!
(4.40)
with a universal constant C' > 0. Here the key is the following estimate for each £k = 0,1,2, 3:

G-bw__ ¢

i S GOk for 1+k<I<j—1-—k. (4.41)
Then we obtain (4.37) from the Young inequality by convolution in the I' space. The proof
is complete. O

Lemma 4.7. Let j > 1. It follows that

N [ LR

l:O max{0,l+j2—7}<lo<min{l,jo}
< CRJ Lemd.7IV @] HSJWJHLQ(O m0;L% yv)

H

o\

where
o 1. 1
R, 1omd 71V 0] = Cov2j( My j[V] 4+ v2 My 1[V¢))
Jj—2 .
# G 0E S min{t+ 15— 1+ 1) (1) NV
=0
% (Mo 1[0y d] + 13 (1 + 1) M2y [V4])
+ 13 (j + 1)F Noot [V My ;1 [0y 6],
and
N j1[VQ]
1+Y - o 14Y
= sup Oy Q) 1 + v 2 ||[———(0xQ _ )
Ja=0,j <||(1 + vt o) 2 S Pz KV%’L?YQ

Here the second term in the right-hand side is defined as zero when j = 1. Moreover,

_1
— Rj Lem4 7[v¢]

< (G5 + Gl VAlllg,a- (4.42)

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 4.6, we have from (4.38) and (4.39),

/070 5> > 6) (‘3 - b)(vﬂb)‘ (VP ) dr
j—1

=0 max{0,l4+j2—j}<la<min{l,jo }

< chl min{l + 1,5 — [ + 1}[[&(V* )" - (VQ)j_1”L2(o,TO;L2)”§joHL2(0,TO;L2)-
1=0
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Then we have from Lemma 4.1,

. (1+v2Y)E; 1+Y g
1€ Dy ) (0x 2 | L2 (0,m0522) < |l oy ]IILooHHyéy(axQ)J 1 zoe 1Oy )1l 22(0,m0:22)

1 1
< Cl/i(] + 1)2 oo,jfl[VQ] Mg,l [8y¢]
Let j >2and 0 <1 < j—2. Then,

1€ (Ox )" Oy DI 12(0,70:1.2)

: 1
(1+v2Y)E, 1+Y R Y % 1
< o dy Q) ol ——— (9 '
Sl H(1+V%Y) Oy O el 5 0x9) lz2(0mi22)

. 1 1
< C(J +1)2 Noo it [V (18y (9x )| 2(0,m:2) + V2 1(Ox ) |22 0,752 )

where the Hardy inequality is applied in the last line. Then (4.35) gives

Hfj(aX(b)l(aYQ)j_l”LQ(O,TO;L2)
< O+ 1)} Naoy [V (Mo 1[0y ] + mvd (L + )My [V9]),  0<1<j—2

g . . %
As for the case [ = j — 1, we rather compute as, by recalling §; < NGRS

1
. Y . 1+ v2Y
1€(0x &) Oy QP Ml 12(0,m0522) < | ——=&;(Oy Q) lHLooIIT(axqb)le(o,m;m)
1+v2Y

co(l—Y Ty Y e
B 1+V%YV8YQ+2P r 1+V%Y\/ay9+2p
1
X (Hay(aXQS)lHLQ(O,TO;LQ) +v2 ||(8X¢)1HL2(0,T0;L2))’

/29

Here we have used that, when [ = j — 1, either (OyQ)i~! = 3§(YQ or XV(?%Q holds, and that
1
the Hardy inequality. Then, by using || 222X, [|f~ < Cv2, Assumption 1 (iii), and (4.35),

we have

1€;(0x &) Oy QPN L20.mirz) < CCO3v2 (Mayir [0y ¢] + rvz (1 4+ 1) Moy [V]),  1=j—1.

Collecting these, we obtain the term Rj7Lem4.7[V¢] by noticing ;C; = j for [ = j — 1, as
desired. The estimate (4.42) is proved as in (4.37) but by also using the Young inequality for
convolution in the {! space together with the estimates for j > 2,

3
2

D
i+ )2min{l+1,j —1+1 (+1) U .l)'l'%gc 0<li<j—2
J J T I ’ TS
G+ig+2i

1 i — !

(j+1)%min{l+1,j—l+1} lj_ 1((] ‘|l)l
+12(+1)2 7

1
)2 <G, 0<i<j—2.

Note that the condition [ < j — 2 is crucial here, for we apply (4.41). We omit the details.
The proof is complete. ]
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Lemma 4.8. There exists K1 4 = K1 4(C},Cy) > 1 such that for K > K 4,
70 . - L .
/0 (rot F} — [By,, ] e ™2 UV By, 20) dr
< C(C3 + 1) My j¢,[F]
; 1 . 1 ;
x (ng(vw)JHLQ(O,TO;LE(’Y) +Kv2jMyj1e;  [Oyw] + (5 +1)2 ngW]HL?(O,TO;L%(’y))’
and

TO . . .
| @y dr < 2 G116 s,

Here C > 0 is a universal constant.

Proof. The estimate about GJ is straightforward and we focus on the estimate about FJ. The
integration by parts and also (4.19) yield

70 . . 1 .
/ (rot F — [By,, 0y )% e K72 UV Ry €20y dr
0

70 . . . 1 L.
- / (F VL (E)) + vdin (xS, €265 (Byw) 132D dr,
0

The second term is bounded from above by Clﬁll/%jz Hijf I 22(0,70;22)M2,j—1,¢,_, [0y w], and thus
we focus on the first term:

7—0 . .
/0 (F V(&) dr
7—0 . . . . . .
:/ (F3 T (2), 0l + (B3, (V4w + vh i (F), 2xe K7 (Byw) 09Dy dr
0
TO - . -
< /0 (FI -V (€2), w0l dr + My, [F]165 (Voo |2 0mer2)

1,
+ Crv2jy My e, [F]My 51 ¢, [Oyw].

o : ; : L¢2 VI OvQ42p)) 3 _
Then we have from Assumption 1 (iv) and Lemma 4.1, by recalling V= (&5) = \/m b
V9ioyQ 43 L \ed
_\/Ting (V p]) 70
(FI- V&), o)
: YV (0yQ+ 2pj) 1+v2Y |
< g P (Il —— Lgl)| =5 a0y <113
(14 v2Y)\/OyQ+ 2p; Lo ({0<Y <(j+1)"2}) Y L2({0<Y <(j+1)"2})
YVoyQ 1+V2Y
+ |l T I s iiyspiap -6l HSJWJH
(1—|—y2Y)1/aYQ_|_2pj Loo({Y>(j+1)"2}) Le({Y=(+1)~
Y03 el g1y, 1657

< OI&G N ((CHIEN o ooy w1y + 1Y P25 € =11
+ (G5 + 1) + DE o)

; Cs 1
< Cllg P (=2

Lo ({0<Y <(j+1) ?}))”_H

_|_

Oywl| 4+ (C5 +1 1)z || ).
ic. T Tacs Il (€06 + Dbl
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Thus, the estimate (4.23) for dyw! yields the desired estimate by taking K large enough
depending only on C} and C,. The proof is complete. O

We are now in position to prove Proposition 4.2. Lemmas 4.2-4.8 imply that, by taking
the supremum over jo =0,--- , 7,

1 1, . 1
viMyje [Vw] + Moo jg; [w] 4 (Kv2(j +1))2 My j ¢ [w]

. 101,
< sw GO +mvivjMag (Vo)
J2=Y,-5]

Rj,Lem4.4[v¢] + Kﬁle,Lemll.G[ ] + R] Lem4. 7[V¢] 7] & [G]
vi(j+1)2 (Kvz(j+1))7

+(C5 + 1)V_%M2,j,§j [F]>

for j =0,1,--- ,1/_%. Here K > 1 is taken large enough depending only on C; and C7, while

1
C' > 0 is a universal constant. Hence, by taking the sum Z 0 with the factor —1 7> e
Gz
obtain

t\.’)\»—l

1
9l g + Ml + Kl
%

su WA + &l Vol - + —2
(z b IEAO + Hll ellj g+

0 21/2 72=0,--

C +C5
2 Vel + 1 1H|G|||2§<z> =1

wlloe

02+1

+(1+ I1FN Y ¢ )-

Thus we obtain (4.18) by ﬁrst taking x > 0 small enough and then by taking K large enough,

and also by using &; < o1 < - to bound ||&;w(0)]. Note that the required smallness on
V2 v2

k is independent of v, K, C,, and C;, while the required largeness of K depends only on k,
Cy, C5. The proof of Proposition 4.2 is complete.

4.2 Estimate for the velocity in terms of the vorticity

In this subsection we give the estimate of the streamfunction ¢ in terms of the vorticity w.
We remind that w = —A¢ with the boundary condition ¢|y—o = 0.

Proposition 4.3. There exists ko € (0,1] such that for any K > 1, k € (0, k2|, and p € [1, 0],

1 w1
IVollp1 < C(K1C. + O

2 .
LX,Y)

Here C > 0 is a universal constant.

Proof. It suffices to show

Nl
D=

Z 2(])*‘)

= (!

w|&>. —

i1V < C(K4C +Cl) |

Xv)

(4.43)

MILO
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. 1 -
Let j > 1 and let us recall that wi = e K™>U+DB; #7720 with w = —A¢. Computations
l : ! .
similar to those in (4.20) imply w = —V - (Vo) + %(By@l Then the integration by
. . 1 o
parts together with the identity V¢! = (Vo)) + V%jgx'ye*K”’Q (Oy ¢)U—I272" Ve, yields

(W, 1) = (V)| + 204 joe= K (3 (Oy @)Y, (B @)U, (4.44)
Then (wd, ¢¥) < [|&wd || H?—JH and the definition of &; in (4.8) gives
1 Y 1 2Y
|—|| = IV 205 6] < (= vl jfy A+ V37|
< <Cl>5(CH8y¢lu +v2[8]) + V2lyare.

Here we have used Assumption 1 (iii) and the Hardy inequality. Next the definition of p; in
(4.9) implies

i 1
VA S KACHU4 (4 1)3Y) T CE (L =5) oA+ )T ),

NS

which gives from the Hardy inequality and V2 (j+1)<2and K > 1,

. 1 . 1 .
V8| < CK5CZ(j+1)"2 |0y ¢ || + C2vz || 4.

Thus we have

j 1 1 . 1 4 .
H?H < C(CT+ KiCy)2||oy || + C(C + Ci) vz ||¢||.
J

. . 1 o
Thus (4.44) and the identity dy ¢ = (dy @) + V%jgx'ye*K”’Q (dy ¢)U=72:72=1) finally give

I(VePI| < C(Cf + KAL) [lgud]| + Crv jol|(By )0 5252V 4 —WIWH

Here C > 0 is a universal constant. Taking the supremum about jo =0, --- ,j yields

l\)\»—l

My alV6] < C(CF + KAL) My s ] + Crrd My g 11[V9] + 104 My 516].

Thus we have from M, ;1[¢] < M, ;_11[V¢] and inl <2forj>1,

(S

v 1 1
2p ]_|_1 p
> P v
j=1 VOELZ
1 V7% QL(—i-l 1
1 w1 v2r() p
SC(K4C*+01)2|||wIH;,g+(CH+§) ~———Mp ;1 [V4.
=0 (hev2

Here C' > 0 is a universal constant. By taking x small enough we obtain (4.43). The proof is
complete. O
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In view of the estimate in Proposition 4.3 our next task is to show the estimate of the
zero-th order term V(0.

Proposition 4.4. Let ko € (0,1] be the number in Proposition 4.3. There exists Ko =
K5 (Cy, CY) > 1 such that for any K > Ky and k € (0, k2],

1 11
vi Hw(o,O)HLQ(O’ L%y + ”V¢(O’O)HLoo(o, L% ) + K2p1 HV(Zﬁ(O’O)HLz(o, L2 )

Kv2 Kv?2 Kv2
1 1 )
< C(IVeO)lzs , + Pl i+ or G0 s + lleollse),
(4.45)
Here C' > 0 is a universal constant.
Proof. 1t suffices to show
L (0,0 0,0 11 0,0
v ot )”L?(o,Kl% 12, T V6! )HLoom,Kl% 13, ) T K|Vl )Hmo,;% L3 y)
1 1
< C<Hv¢(O)HL§(7Y + EHFHLQ(Q i) + E”G”L%O,Ki% 1) (4.46)

_|_

ol
llovllha).

Indeed, estimate (4.45) is a direct consequence of (4.46) and Proposition 4.3 by taking K
large enough depending only on C} and C,. To prove (4.45) let us go back to (4.1), and we
take the inner product with ng¢ for (4.1), where ng = n(Y/R) with a smooth cut-off 1 such
that n =1 for 0 <Y <1 and n =0 for Y > 1. Then, taking the limit R — oo after the
integration by parts verifies the identity

1002, L4 0,012 L grp3 (0,0) 2
v + S [V OV |2 4 Kz Vo) )

= —<A¢(070), V. v¢(070)> + <F(070)’ vl¢(070)> + <G(070), ¢(070)>, > 0.

Note that [(FO0, V00| < |[F|[ [Vl and [(GO0), 6O)] < |G| ;- V6@ Thus
it suffices to focus on the term —<A¢(070)7 V- V¢(070)>_ The integration by parts and V-V = 0
imply
_<A¢(0,0)’ V. V¢(0,0)> — <8X¢(0’0), (3XV) . V¢(0’0)> + <8y¢(0’0)7 (0yV) ) V¢(0’0)>
= (0x0"", (9xV) - Vo) — (9y 6", (0x Va)dy ¢*”)
+ (000, 9y V1)dx ¢(*0)
< 207w VOO + (By 600, (0yV1)Dx 600).

Here we have used Assumption 1 (ii). Then the last term is estimated as

1
1+Y 1+v2Y
Oy 00, (V1) 0x ¢ ) < | ——=0y V|1 |0y "0 || || ——+—
1+v2Y 1+Y

* 1
< 11y 90O (C10%y 00| + 1% 05600,

dx 0|
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Here we have used Assumption 1 (ii) and the Hardy inequality. Hence by taking K large
enough depending only on C} we obtain

c(cy)?
— i

V2

1 1d 1
v w07 + §EHV¢(°’°)H2 + K2 | Vo0 < 1ox 0y ¢ OO + CIFII” + IGI1F,-.).

Integrating about 7 shows (4.46), for VféHaxayqb(O’o)HiQ(O g3 ) < (|Hay¢(0’0)|”,2,1)2

Kv?2

holds. The proof is complete. O

4.3 Proof of Proposition 4.1

Propositions 4.3 and 4.4 yield
1 1, .1 o L
K[| Vollp1 < C(KF(KTC, + C)3|lwll b

1 1
+IVeO)llzz , + EHFHLQ(O,IJ% 2 ) T EHGHB ,Ki% ;Hfl))-
(4.48)
Then (4.48) and Proposition 4.2 give
1 1
il e + K2llwllle + K21 VllGa
1
< O(IVaullyz,, +v3ll1Ado]l (4.49)

;H‘1)>'

It remains to estimate the boundary trace ||| Oy ¢|y =o|||pc. By the interpolation inequality we
have

+(Cy+ v~ 2|||F|||2§<1> +

PE NG e + PE 1Gl 20

Kl/2

0%y 6(7. X, 0)] < ClOROF (T X, )| 5 (|05 Oy b(r, X}

[
LY

which implies

(4,0) 2 5(5:0) (4,0)
L I PP el XLl NN ¥ CLLI
KV KVQ Kl/2
1 j,0) 1 ,0) 3
gC(K4||wJ HLQ(Q;%;L;y))a(muam(a ||L2(0 1,L§(Y))2'
(4.50)
Here we used the Calderén-Zygmund inequality. Since (4.17) yields [jwU0)|| L2(0,—Lp12 ) <

Kv2
Cf + 8K%C* %Mg i ¢.|w], we have from (4.49) that, by taking K further large enough if
1 3T g]
necessary,

1 1 1 1 1
KA 0y ly—olllve < CUK |l ) (K 5[] Vol )
_1
<C(IVaolizz , +v 2 1lIAol]

N _1
+(C5 + Vv 2| Flll Y & 1)+K_ TIIGIIL, 2)+K_ TGl 20

i)

KV

The proof of Proposition 4.1 is complete.
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5 Construction of the boundary corrector

In the previous section, we constructed a solution to the Orr-Sommerfeld equation with
arbitrary initial data, but artificial boundary conditions: we replaced condition dy ¢|y—¢ =0
by A¢ly—o = 0. Hence, to prove Theorem 2.2, we still need to understand how to correct the
Neumann condition, that is how to construct solutions for systems of the following type

ViA2p — 9,A6—V -VAG+V+p-VQ=0, 7>0, XeT,, Y >0,
Ply=0 =0, Oy Ply—o = h, ¢lr—0 = 0.

Such construction will be performed through an iteration, with first approximation given by
the Stokes equation.

(5.1)

5.1 Stokes estimate

In this subsection we consider the solution to the Stokes equations (in terms of the stream-
function):

VIA%H— 0. A6 =0, 1>0,XeT,, Y >0, 5:2)
Ply—=0 =10, Oy Ply—o = h, ¢lr—0 = 0.

Here h is a given boundary data satisfying h(7) = 0 for 7 = 0 and 7 > —1+, and the bound

Kv2
-3 1 1
14 EY . =
vi(j+1)2 g b0 ,
1 Allloe = ﬁll6 K ”2(J+1>a§(h||L2(0,%;L§() < 0. (5.3)
j=0 (41202 Kuv2

1 , .
Set ¢ = e_KT”Q(JH)@Q(ﬁ, 0 < j1 < j, with the zero extension for 7 < 0 and let ¢ =
12)()\, a,Y") be the Fourier (in X and 7) transform of 1. Then ¥ obeys the ODE

Vi(0% — )% — (IA+ Kv2(j+1))(03 — D=0, Y >0, 5.4
Ply—o =0, Oy Ply—o = §u",

, A 1 ,
where A € R and §UV is the Fourier transform of gl1) ;= ¢~ K7v2 (JH)@Q h. We note that

a=vin, (5.5)

where n is the nth Fourier mode in the original variable z € T. Assuming the decay of
(la]p, dy1p) and the boundedness of ¢, we obtain the formula

e—’YY — e_‘aly

TZ)()"O[?Y) - - v — |Oé| g(jl)()‘aa),
. (5.6)
7=\ K)= \/a2 +K(G+1)+ %
V2

where the square root is taken so that the real part is positive, and it follows that

laf < Va2 + K(j+1) <Re(y) < Il < V2Re(v). (5.7)
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This inequality will be freely used. We can also check the identity
(A a,Y) = —e T GU (N a) + sgn(@)ad (A, @, ). (5-8)
We also have from (5.6),
—(0% — o) = (v +lal)e 7 g, (59)
This formula will be used in estimating the vorticity field.

Lemma 5.1. There exists k' € (0,1] such that the following statement holds for any k €
(0,+']. Let 1 =0,---,j and jo = j — j1. Then

J2 :
oo Cr2 jy! lagl)| _Re(y  _laly 1 — e (r=laY
Biiay(A o, Y)| < : <Ye 2 +e 2 —), 5.10
Bicni(h.0.)| < =2 e (5.10)
- Cu%jg!‘g(jl)’ _Re(y
Iszf%ﬂb()\,oz,Y)IS—szrl e 2. (5.11)
AS a consequence,
1
. 2 3 2 2
(3 IBaiadtoanly, +1Bidrit,alig, )
acv2Z
o %2 . ) (5.12)
Ve e 301 (. )2 )5
S Tl 2 187Gl )

1
a€v227Z
We also have

1 - ! v ! A
— B iot)(-,a,)|? < g (-, a)||?
(X IggpBriovtonly ) < 2 (30 g o)

N

1
Q€EV27

(5.13)
Here C > 0 is a universal constant.

Proof. We first show (5.10) for BjQimﬁ. It suffices to consider the case jo > 1, for the case
jo = 0 is trivial from (5.6). We observe from (5.6) that

. G2 . ,
_ 97Xy ((_7)126*’71/ _ (_‘a,)azefla\Y>

2T Y=o
—)2 — (=lal)2 v — iy 1 — e (=lal)Y
= - GO e g 4 (a0 L sy

Since

J2 J2 j2j2_1 J2 J2—l2 |12
(= (ol = (% X (72) (0= lal)™ Hlaf,
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Wehavefrom()<]2( )f0r0<l2<]2—1

(—’Y)j2 (=|e)’ Jo ol i = o e—la=L g
| |a| \_Z h || ol < ja Z [y = e o

lo=0
= ja(|y — |04H +laf)2
< j2(3ly)2 1

1
Here we have used |a| < |y| by (5.7). Then the ineuqlaity x, = 1 — e *?Y < Kv2Y implies

|(— ) —|(—|| |) efny‘ Sjzmjéy(?)/w%|7|Y)j271677ae(»y)y
«

< jg/w%Y(?)\/inRe (VY Y2 e ReOY (hy (5.7)).
From the bound r¥e™" < ( )¥ and the Stirling bound ( k< (2m)” 2k 2k! for k € N, we have

. — 1)
(GRe(yyrteiReon < I sy

 V2r(i - 1)
This gives when 612k < %

{(_7)” — (=|al)” X{‘/ze—vY{ < YrJ2 2 Ja! Ve 3Re (Y
7 = ol ~ (Jat 1)

Similarly, we have for jo > 1,

V2 ol
|(—lafy?2xjreTlol | < =L emdlaly,

Hence (5.10) for Bj, ia) follows by collecting these with (5.14). The estimate for Bj23y1[1 is
proved in the same manner in view of (5.8), and we omit the details. Estimate (5.12) follows
from (5.10) and the Plancherel theorem, by observing the estimates for the multipliers

e (v) C
laye 2|5 < T (5.15)
Kz j-|- 1)2
la| 1 — e~ O—lahY C
Jae™ 5 [=————llzz £ —— (5.16)
7= lef Y Ki(j+ 1)

Here C' > 0 is a universal constant. Estimate (5.15) is a consequence of (5.7). As for (5.16),
we devide into two cases. (i) The case |a| < %K%(] + 1)%: in this case we have from (5.7),

o] + K2 (j + 1)

[y = lal = v = o 2

C
with a universal constant C' > 0, which gives
_M 1 — 67(77|a‘)y C _M C’a‘g
||ae QY‘—H’L%,_ T T [leve QYH 2 T f
7= lal la| + K2(j +1)2 o + K2(j +1)2
C
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: In this case we used the bound

N

(ii) The case || > LK2(j + 1)

1 _ —Z
sup | | <C,
Re (2)>0
which gives
laly 1 — e~ (r=lal)Y C C
Jae= 3V |12 ) < Cllave 5 < - < — 1
v — |of ]2~ Ki(j+1)i

The proof of (5.16) is complete, and (5.12) is proved. Estimate (5.13) is proved similarly by
using (5.10), the Plancherel theorem, and

Y R C
lieve * Tl s = —— (5.17)
- Ki(j+1)
1 _lady 1 —eOlahY c
I M £ ——— (5.18)
! 7l K3 (j+1)*

Here C' > 0 is a universal constant. Indeed, (5.17) is straightforward, while in (5.18), the

1
reason why the estimate becomes worse is due to the case |a] < %K 2(j + 1)z with || < 1,
where we compute as

“ — e~ (r=lahY a
1 7%3/‘1 e C 1 lal

e |2 < e s < —
1+Y ol M3 o] + K2(j+ 1)z 1+Y YK+ 1)3

Here we essentially use the factor H_LY to obtain the uniform estimate in «. The proof is
complete. O

In Propositions 5.1 and 5.2 below we give estimates for the solution to (5.1) given by the
formula as above in terms of the Fourier transform. We always take x small enough so that
k € (0,+'] as in Lemma 5.1.

Proposition 5.1 (Estimate for velocity). It follows that

=

v 2

vi(i+ 1) )Ty 1[Ve] + -
j;) Gnivi %(j)w%*ml)

|

—_
N

C
My, o [0x¢] < —|Ihllge.  (5:19)
Kz

2> 1+Y

w\h
S
Lol

Here C > 0 is a universal constant.

Proof. Assume that Ms ;1[V¢| = ||(V¢)j\|L2(O 1_.z2 ) for some j = (41, J2) with j1 +j2 = 7.
1%,

Kv
Note that this j; depends on j, and we write j;[j] if necessary. By the Plancherel theorem
the estimate (5.12) implies

Jj—d1ld]

1 RN
T < v (J —1ldD) Hh(] HL2 L
W T K+ 1)1 - a1l +1) %

pl) — e—Kw2(g1+1 5§h_

(V) 1l 120

;L3))
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Thus we have

M
=

J=alDall alt e, j+1 (V4(31[]+ 1)

. 1 m T 1 3 |h JIU])HB(O, L
=M= all D 3Tl + Gl 3 v P

ng))-

We decompose the summation in the right-hand side as Z (1 e., j’s such that 0 < j <
v~2 and Jilj] = j) and 32, 15<;-1 (ie., j’s such that 0 < j < v % and j1[j] < j—1). Then

k:/-\

Ki

the sum of 3/ 14 is bounded from above by ||| hl[| pc, while the sum of 3=, 1o, is bounded
as
G =Dl il e, G+ 1 1G] +1)7 Grli])
> r-an+nt ) GEr 5, 1 gy
all<i—17 ' (lg]t)2v > o
N P TR . 1 1
U = b)Yl bl g+ 1 vi(k+1)2

)

T
v2

1
< ) e )2 ()2 sup  (——5——[h¥ HL2(0
s Ol gt a4l 1< (k))3u3

< Ol Al be-

Indeed, it suffices to use

(7 = aliDbls]t galil! 1o g+l % r
ﬁ[ﬂ%-ﬂl(j—jl[j]Jrl)( J! ) ('1[j]+1 =C Zﬁ: J+1)2<C (5.20)

C/J

Next we prove the estimate about M, ; 1 [0x¢]. Arguming as above, we have from (5.13)
I 11y

that, for 0 < j < v — 1,

Cv = — )

M, 1 [0x¢] < [L2.)
e K3(j+ D3 = il + 1) 3
where j1[j] is taken similarly as in the above argument. Thus we have
1
v 2 1
- M, . 1 [Ox¢
Z%mﬁﬁﬁ0+n%2“”[ |
_1
C v 2-1 . A
<= — LJF_(]‘ J1ld])! HaXh(]l)HB(o, L)
K2 555 (vt aG+ 00— ali+1) K2
n M2,]71+;Y[8X¢]
.3 i 1,. 1 _1
(H2veta(j+1)2 =2
_1
C v 2-—-1 BN N .
<< - J'_1+;(j‘ Jili]) 1R o L
Kz 55 (iNeve i+ 00—l +1) K2
1 3
L YA+ 1)1 M5,(0x 9] ‘
(vt j=vt
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The second term is bounded from above by -S| hl|| pe, as we have shown as above. As for
P

l
the first term, we again decompose the summation >’ dh Uinto 3. injl=j and 3o e g, as
we have done previously. Then the sum of 3, 1 is bounded from above by C||| hH] be, wWhile
the sum of Z \[j]<j—1 Is estimated as
(J — Jal]D! )+
2. —Em O Py
abil<i-1 @D2v 2 TG+ DG - alil+1) K2
> (U = D i) + 1)-((31[j] + 1)!)5 L
= : - . ny T .
7ll<i—1 7t gt G+DGRUI+D20 = nli]+1)
1 1
vi(k+1)2
X sup (%Hh N 20,2 g())
0<k<v~3 (k! )2’/2 Kv?2
1
v 3 1 1
1 va(k+1)2
<oy s (CEEL 00 ) < Cllbl
- (U+1)2 0<k<vy~% (k!)2V2 "Kv?
The proof is complete. ]

Next we show the estimate for the vorticity field. The argument is similar to the one for
the velocity.

Lemma 5.2. There exists k" € (0,1] such that the following statement holds for any k €
(0,"]. Let 4 =0,---,j and jo = j — j1. Then

J2 .
Cv? jo!

B;, (0% — a®)db(\, a, V)| + [V B;, 8y (8% — a2)d(\, o, V)| < = e FF2Y 5.
J2\¥Y J2 Y +1
J2
(5.21)
As a consequence, for 0’ € [—%, 2],
(>0 IWBL@} — )il )l; |
OCEV%Z

NI

<>

IV Bia(@f — o)) 2+ IV BLoy(dF - o)) ) (5.22)

CV%jQ' A() 2 %
(> 139G a)l;)

- 9_,+l . ¢ 41
K= 4(]4—1)2 4(]2+1) aey%Z

Here C > 0 is a universal constant.

Proof. Estimate (5.21) follows from (5.9) by arguing as in the proof of (5.10). Estimates
(5.22) then follows from (5.22), the Plancherel theorem, and
C C
ey < T < r by (57)
Y m+3 1. 1\m+=
(Re (7)) (lal+ K=2(j +1)2)

for m € [—3,3]. The details are omitted here. The proof is complete. O

Re (v)

Y y]e

N
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Proposition 5.2 (Estimate for vorticity). Let 6 € [0,2]. It follows that

1
v 2 . 1
+1)7 1 1 C
Z ((‘7,')7ng4 (j+1)2 <M2,j,Y[A¢] + My )y [VA¢]> < I 1 7l[] bes (5.23)
j—o (J!)2v2
Sy C
J 1
v < ) )
2 T (M, ;000X 801+ 030, o [0r A9]) < e (5:24)

Here C > 0 is a universal constant.

Proof. Estimate (5.23) is a consequence of (5.22) with 6/ = 0, by introducing ji[j] as in the
proof of Proposition 5.1. As for (5.24), we have from (5.22) with §' = 0 — 1 that

[N

v 1. 6—1
7/4(] + 1) 3 C
7}\4 3 A < h .
2 g Magwdel0r A0S glblle
Next we have from M2,j7y%+6 [OxAg] < CM2,j+1,Y%+@ [A¢] that
2 1
" ER v -1 . 0-1
(j+1) 2 G+1)5
M 5. ,[0xA¢l <C Mo
; ()Fviti 2’j’Y3+9[ Aol ]ZZ:O (j)3viti 2o+l yi+0[A9]
_1
vTIo1 u%(J + 1)%+%1
-¢ 8 ifl 340 [AQ)
= (GHDH2p BIALYE
1
v 2 1 .Q+1
. vij2
= O L G B9
]: .

v 2 uijgﬂ C V%(j‘Fl)% Krv3 (j+1) o
—KTv
C g, 3 lMQjY%+9[A¢] < —m E : NER le ! aXhHLQ(O’ i
= (Ghavz A 3 (h)zee o

where the smoothing factor (j + 1)_%_i with ¢’ = 0 + § in (5.22) plays a key role. When

‘ 1
J =v"2 we have

a 1 0+1
U+1)7= vi(j+1)=
(jN3i+i Ly dlOxAd| i Lydel0x8dl
1
v"2 1,. 1
g £ iN2y2 —iL%
K> Jj=0 (J1)2v g
1
(by (5.22) with ' = 6 — 5)
C
< —z 1Al se-
K2
O

The proof is complete.
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5.2 Vorticity transport estimate

Propositions 5.1 and 5.2 of the previous paragraph reflect a strong difference between the
weighted fields (V¢)J and (A¢) associated to the Stokes solution ¢ of (5.1) : the former
is not localized near the boundary, while the latter is, at scale (K(j + 1))7%. This is due
to a harmonic non-localized part in ¢, see expression (5.6). As a consequence, as shown in
Proposition 5.2, for the vorticity field the weight Y gives a gain (j + 1)7% In particular, the
transport term V' - VA¢ shares similar properties. When working in the Gevrey class %, this

term can be seen to be formally of the same size as the Stokes term V%AQ(b — 0,A¢. Hence,
we need to add one step to our iteration in which we solve the heat-transport equations:

dly=0 = Adly—0 =0, Glr—0 = 0.

with H will be the transport term created by the Stokes approximation. A key point in
dealing with this equation rather than with the full Orr-Sommerfeld equation is that we
will be able to propagate weighted estimates with weight Y, which is crucial to have sharp
bounds. In the last step of our iteration, we will correct non-local stretching terms using the
Orr-Sommerfeld equation with artificial boundary conditions, using the bounds of Section 4.
The main result of this paragraph is

(5.25)

Proposition 5.3. There exists K3 = K3(C7) > 1 such that if K > Kj then the system (5.25)
admits a unique solution ¢ € C([0,00); H} (T, xR4)) withw = —A¢ € C([0,00); L*(T, xRy))
satisfying, for 0 < j < 1/_%, k€ (0,1], and 6 =0,1,2,

1 11, 1
viMy ;i yo[Vw] + My, ;yeolw] + K2vi(j+1)2 M, ; yow]

1
S C<K/V%jM27j71,Y9 [VW] + V%9M2,j7yefl[(x}] + 4+

1 i1

> min{l+ 1.5 = 0+ 1} () NtV My yolol )

LI S
kKz2vi(j+1)2 155

Here C > 0 is a universal constant.

Remark 5.1. The solution w = —A¢ to (5.25) in Proposition 5.3 has the regularity (9, —
V%A)Y‘gw € L7 ([0,00); L*(T, x Ry)), # = 0,1,2, with the Dirichlet boundary condition.

loc
Hence, the maximal regularity for the heat equation implies

- Y%, A(Yw) € L} ([0,00); L*(T, x R,)).
. 1 -
To prove Proposition 5.3 let us recall that «wl = e K772 (JH)BJ-Q & Pw satisfies
— 3 (Aw) + 0,0 + K2 (j + Do + V- Ve
1, ,
= —Vo[Bj,, Oy]e K2t Dl
j-1 . . ‘ (5.27)
_ Z Z J2\ (] —J2 Vil (Vw)l
_ o\ \I-1
(=0 max{0,l+j2—j}<lo<min{l,jo }
+ Hi.
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Then (5.26) is proved by taking the inner product in (5.27) with Y2%wi for each 6 = 0, 1,2,
and then by taking the supremum about j, = 0,--- ,j and about 7y € (0, —]. Hence the
Kvz

14

proof proceeds as in the proof of Proposition 4.2.
Lemma 5.3. There ezists C > 0 such that for any K > 1 and k € (0,1],

oo ; ; 3 1 ; 1,01,
/0 <—V2 (AW)‘]7 Y26wJ> dr 2 ZVQ HYG(VW)J ”%2(077'();11%( Y) - CI/Q (HVQJQ)Q M2’j_17y9 [8}/01])2

— CH2V% M27j’y971 [(AJ]2

Proof. The proof is similar (and much simpler) to the one of Lemma 4.2. Indeed, the only
difference is the presence of the weight Y2 with 6 = 0, 1,2, which creates the term

TO . .
2012 / (Y2(0yw), YO twd) dr
0

after the integration by parts. This is responsible for the last term in the estimate of this
lemma. The details are omitted. The proof is complete. O

Lemma 5.4. There exists K32 = K32(C}) > 1 such that if K > Kgo then
TO . . . .
/ (Orw + KV%(j + 1wt + V-V, Y)Y dr
0
1 . 3 1. .
> §HYGWJ(TO)H2 + B+ 1)HYQWJH%2(0,TO;L§(7Y)-

Proof. The proof is a simple modification of the one of Lemma 4.3. We note that the initial
data is taken as zero, and the integration by parts gives

0 : : Va :
|9 vy dr < O 1Y

Then the desired estimate follows by taking K large enough depending only on Cf, for
%2 || o0 < |10y Vallzee = |0x VAL < Cfu%. The details are omitted. The proof is complete.
O

Lemma 5.5. Let jo > 1. It follows that

T0 1. . . .
/0 (~Va[By, dy e K2 U000, Y2y dr < CCvb jol|Y Pl |2,

OyTO;ngy).
Here C > 0 is a universal constant.

Proof. The proof is similar to the one of Lemma 4.4. The details are omitted here. The proof
is complete. O
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Lemma 5.6. Let j > 1. It follows that

T8 SR S o[ = AR

(=0 max{0,l+jo—j}<lo<min{l,jo }

—

C
S ;R]7Lem5,6|:w:| MQ,j,Ye [UJ],
where
j—1 .
B . . J
R, Lemb.6lw] = me{l +1,j—1+1} <l> Neoj—1lV]I My 41 yolw].
=0

Here C > 0 is a universal constant, and N j—i[V] is defined as in Lemma 4.6.

Proof. The proof is similar to the one of Lemma 4.6. The details are omitted here. The proof
is complete. ]

Lemma 5.7. It follows that

TO . .
/ (Y, Y2y dr
0

1
CMQ 7 y6+% [H] <M27j,Y9 [8YW] + KV%jMQ’j_LyG [VW]) ? (MQ,j,YQ [w])%’ 0 = 0’
W l l
CM, oy [H)(Myyyoa W) (Myyof]) 2, 0=1,2

Here C > 0 is a universal constant.

Proof. The estimate follows from the inequality
(3, Y2y < YR 2 B YO 20| < Y2 B9 [y Ot | 2 [y 0l 2
and the Hardy inequality for 6 = 0:
¥ 1) < Cllayed| < (| @ywpll + mdial[(@re) 2 0).

The proof is complete. ]

Proof of Proposition 5.3. It suffices to show the estimate (5.26), but it follows from Lemmas
5.3-5.7 by dividing into the case 8 = 0 and the case # = 1,2. The details are omitted here.
The proof is complete. O
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Corollary 5.1. There exists k3 € (0,1] such that the following statement holds for any
k € (0,k3]. There exists K = Ki(k,Cy,CY) > 1 such that if K > K} then the system (5.25)
admits a unique solution ¢ € C([0,00); HY(T x Ry)) with w = —A¢ € C([0,00); L*(T x R,))
satisfying, for 0 =0,1,2,

1
v 2 0 1
Jj+1)271 11
Z( . §) i <V4M2JY9[VW]+MOOJY9[W]+K2 4(J+1)2M23Y9[ ])
7=0 (]!)27/2
o b (5.28)
C — 1
S o/ 0 [H]7
K e'ZoJ:o (EETEG+ )=
and
1
O 1
1Vl 2.1 + Il Oy dly=olllee < : —M_ .1 [H] (5.29)
. Tkt ezojzg vt st

Here C > 0 is a universal constant.

Proof. Let us first show (5.28). In virtue of Proposition 5.3 we have for 6 = 0,1, 2,

/N
S
=

5

g
£
i

E
+
g
NH

VA +1)EMy  yw [w])

me{zH j— z+1}<> stV My 1y yor[w].

(5.30)
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Here C' > 0 is a universal constant. As for the last term in (5.30), arguing as at the end of
the proof of Lemma 4.6, we find that

1

v 2 . o 1
(j+1)=z"1 1
' min{l + 1,5 =+ 1} () NooyjalV] My o [o]
jgo (N3t Kevi(j+1) Z ol 2,+1,Y
_1 ,

COr%2(j+1)2 1 1

< — i vi(j+1)2 5y (W]
2

oJo

KKz 550 (1)

Hence (5.28) follows by taking x small enough so that Ck <1 5, and then by taking K large

enough so that KKO < %
To show (5.29) it suffices to prove the embedding inequality

1
v 2 1
+1)4 1
196l < X2 E A+ 110,094

22

U

CUFDE L

<o UG 531
=0 212

and the interpolation inequality

1,/_2 1 1
Z(] )E KTy .
10y @ly =olll be == 27' e U Dy Sy ol p2 (o112,
j 0 (j )2 2 Kv?2
Vﬁ%('—i—l)_i 1 1/7%(‘_’_1% 1
1, 1 5 1 1
SC( j. 3 7 VZ(]+1)2M2J71[W]>2<Z ]' 3 7 4(]+1)2M2,Jy[ ])2
=0 (GhHave =0 (Jh)z2v2

(5.32)

Then (5.29) follows from (5.28) with (5.31) and (5.32). The proof of (5.31) proceeds as in
1

the proof of Proposition 4.3. Indeed, we have from wl = —V - (V)i + ﬂ;—ixl”(ayqb)j and from
the integration by parts,

1
2

(Xf/(ayqb)j, (5Y¢)(jsz,j271)>
< HYWJHH?H + 21/2]2K||((9y¢)j”||(8Y¢)(J'*]’27j271)”

< C||Y |||y S| + 202 jor]|(By ¢)3 ||| (By ¢) T 3227 1),

I(Voy|? = (o, &) —21/2]26 fer

Here the Hardy inequality ise used in the last line. Then the identity dy @ = (Oy o)l +
y%jzx'ye*KTﬂ (ay(p)(mmrl) yields

1Vl < C IV + vE jar @y @) T2 ).
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This estimate gives

IN
Q
(S

+

—_

Ll ST
NH

Vi(j+ 1) Moy [w] + v kMo j_11[V))

1
)
UA DL G )bat ) + on Y UED

1
2

where C' > 0 is a universal constant. This proves (5.31) if x is small enough so that Ck

As for (5.32), we observe from (4.50) that

1
—K7v2(j+1) 5)
|e K20 )3&

LX)

<C((G+1)7Hwb?

1

2 . 1 ;
) (G+ Doy
v2

which implies from the Schwarz inequality,

NJI»—A

(j+1) o ! ?
10y &y —oll| e < C(%m (7 +1)2 Mz 5w ]> <j0 (1)1

Then (5.31) shows (5.32). The proof is complete.

mw

vi(j+1)7 My ;1 [V,

l\.’)l»—l

=

)2
L%)) >

viG+1)E M5 (V)

O

Corollary 5.2. In Corollary 5.1, let H =V -V A¢q 1[h], where ¢11]h] is the solution to (5.2)

in Propositions 5.1-5.2. Then

IS

v-2 . )%,

Z(J+
J

N CIZ:

—_

>J>I>—A

(mszYe[vw] + Mo jyolw] + K3v

w\w

and

CcCy
1V 6ll51 + [l Oy dly=ollloe < < 172l be-

Moreover, we have

1
v 2
1 cc
T st Ol < T
=0 (G1)2v2Ta(y 2

Here C > 0 is a universal constant.
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(5.33)
(5.34)
(5.35)
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Proof. To show (5.33) and (5.34) it suffices to prove for ¢’ =0,1,2,

V_% 1
Z ~ M ,.1[H]

N T A 1—6/ 2 ‘Y@+2
—o (1N2v2(j+1)= 75
i=o0 (4" v (J+1) a0
<CC, 5 ! M Ox A M oA
TSGR+ (M, ;o Ox D012l + V2 M, Oy Aral).

Then (5.33) and (5.34) follow from (5.28), (5.29), (5.24) and (5.36). To show (5.36) we observe
that

Mo s (e e

=0 max{0,l+j2—7}<l2<min{l,j2}

Thus we have

J .
AN S J j—1 3+’
ek < - (1) 2 (I Vi e Y35 (0 A )|
=0 max{0,l+j2—7}<lo<min{l,j2 }
s 3 /
+ 10y VI oo [V 27 9y Ay 1))
Set
1 1 3 j
Noos[VVil = (G + 17 sup (ﬂn(axvl)JnLgfx,y + ||<ayv1>J||L¢fX,Y). (5.37)
J2=U,+,7
Since

10y VI~ oo < 11Oy VAP ™Y poe + K13 (o — L) [|(Dy V3) Ut 272 o
< (J— 14+ 1) 2 Nog j g [VVA] + k03 (j — 1) 2 Nog j—1-1 [V VA]

and similarly

10y V3 e < 1Dy VaP 10w + s %(32—12)”(51/‘/2)(]1 22| e
1
= [[(@x V1)~ ‘HLooJr/m( o) | (@ Vi)t 22 o
1
< v (G =14+ )73 Noo ya[VVA] + 103 (= )3 N 11 [VVA])
we obtain

J o,
J . .
Mz,j,ye'+%[H] < Z;( ) min{l + 1,5 — 1+ 1}

l
% ((J = L+ 1)72 Nowya[VVA] + s02 (j = 1)2 Nog j—1-1 [V VA])

1
x (M2 1 Y2+9’ [8XA¢1,1] +v2 M2717Y%+9, [8YA¢1,1])

44



Then (5.36) follows from the Young inequality for convolution in the {! space. For example,
(l+1)

we have, by using o -
G+ 72 (-l+1)2

<Cf0r0/—0,1,2and(( ) Yemin{l+1,j—1+1} < C,

/

J 1 (j—l)!l' 1 1 1-6
> —(——)min{l+1,j — 1+ 1} — 1+ 1)"2(1+1) =

X WNOO’“WW)((H)%V%(;JF 5 M27l7y%+0’[8XA¢1,1])
g 1 1
%X G ) G e e )
1
<, M s [0xAdL].

2,5,Y2

The other terms are handled in the same manner and we omit the details. The proof of (5.33)-
(5.34) is complete. Finally let us prove (5.35). The key is to apply the interpolation-type
inequality proved in Proposition A.1. Indeed, Proposition A.1 implies

V_% 1
; M, . 1 [0Ox¢
2 ORATIG Ay et )
L 1 0 1
SCZ 3 .1 T +1)27 0 My 4y yave[w]
o—o j—o (hH2v2Ti(j+1)2
1/_%—1 1
+C B Q.1 T v2j(Myj 1 ylw] + Msj_11[V])
S A+ )
1
+ M,. 1 [ ‘
EATG ey Ol

< —llAllee.
Here we have used (5.33) and (5.34) in the last line. The proof is complete. O

5.3 Full construction of boundary corrector

We set Gapp,1 = Gapp,1[h] = ¢1,1[h|+¢1,2[h], where ¢y 1[h] is the solution to (5.2) in Propositions
5.1-5.2, and ¢y 2[h] is the solution to (5.25) with H =V - VA¢; 1[h] as in Corollary 5.2. Then
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the approximate solution ¢qp, to the full sy~stem~(5.1) is constructed in the form ¢y, =
Gapp,1 + @1, which leads to the equations for ¢; = ¢1[h] as

V2 A2h — 0, A — V- VAR + Vi) - VQ = —VE gy - VO

>0, XeT,, Y >0,
b1ly=0 = Adi|y—o = 0, $1lr=0 = 0.

(5.38)
Let us first give the estimate for the force term —VL(bappJ -VQ

Proposition 5.4. Let kg € (0,1] be the number in Corollary 5.1. For any k € (0, k3] there
evists Ky = K3(k,Cx,CY) > 1 such that for any K > K3,

1 1
Kl 1 |Hvl¢app71 VQM 2,62 + K%V% Hvlgbapnl ’ VQHL2(0

3 117H_1)
Kv2
! (5.39)
< (2 : My ;1 [0xGapp] + 21| Vdappall
= 1 INERF 1o 5 1 1VX Papp,1 app,1 2,1)-
Ka i (heveta(+1)z 7y

Proof. Let us recall that

1
119 Gappt - I 0z

R
o= F

= =

3 7

1 .
3 ~sup ||£j€_KTV2(]+1)szag( JQ(Vl¢app,1 ’ VQ)||L2(0
=0 (4Y)2vav J2=0,+.j

I
SIS

(J+1)

1 .
1 ;Lg(’y)
Kv?2
Thus we consider the estimate of

1 o
e*KTV?(]Jrl)Bhag(—D (vl(bapp,l . VQ)

= (V¢app1 )} - VO + § Z <§j> (Jl — 12>(VL¢app, N (va)y !

[=0 max{0,l4+j2—7}<lo<min{l,jo }

where j = (j — jo,j2) and 1 = (I — l2,l2). We observe that, from the definition of p; in (4.9)
point iii) in Assumption 1 and K > 1,

5 Oy 2
||£jaX¢ngp,18YQH = H\/Wa)(gbapp,lu

< Cll(10y QU2 + \/B7)Ix G |

1+Y o 1 1+p2Y
< Cl(————)" Q|| 0
I HL |50

+CO(K1C,)? dE

app,lH + CC2V2 ||8X¢

app, 1”

< O(CF + K¥C.)} r

11
1+Y appl”+c(cl+c)2 2H8X¢ ppl”

46



Here we have On the other hand,

: 14+Y 1+4+v2 Y
1€ (Oy Papp,1)?Ox Q| < Hi@xQHLwH

J
o e Oy fuppa V)
< CCiv2 (j + 1) || (B Gappr
Here we have used (4.15) and point iii) in Assumption 1. Thus we have from C, > 1,

Hfj(vl%ppﬂ)j : VQHLQ(O,%;Lg( v)
Kv?2 ’

(5.40)
< O(CF + K302 My 1[0 bappa] + C(CF + Co)v2 (j + 1)2 Mo ja[dy dapp-
Next we see
- 2\ (i
2 i
13> > () (323 ) (- (72
=0 max{0,l+j2—j}<la<min{l,jo} 2 2
J—1 .
J i
<> (1) 5 I6(7* Gupp) - (VP
=0 max{0,l+j2—j}<lo<min{l,j2 }
and
1
. 1+Y 1+V2Y 1+ v2Y
(L 1. 0)i I 0 Wil YT -y - 1
1€ (V= app,1)” - (V) H_H(Hwy) Oy QP [ oo | —— Ty il || Ty OX Papp,1 |
1+Y | 1+v2Y .
O e | oo ||(O "
+H1+V2y( X | pee || Ty &ill oo [|(Oy dapp,1)||
SC(]+1) Noo] 1,( 173/ )Q[OYQ] Hl_{_Yansapp,lH
1+v2Y
1, 1
+ Oz (j 4 1)2 Noo j 1 [V [ (Vapp)'-
Thus we have
- AV E
2 _
(=0 max{0,l+jo—j}<lo<min{l,jo }
i—1
5.41
<C(j+1)2 Zmln{l—{—l]—l—{—l}() 00,j—1[VE] (5.41)

=0
x <M2l ;[ansapp 1] + V2M2 N 1[v¢app, ])

TRy

We note that

— I
(j+1)%min{l+1,j—l+1}((‘7%'l)'l')%SC’, 1<i<j-1
J:

Taking into account this uniform bound (by decomposing the sum Z{:_ol into the term of
"I = 0" and Z{:—ll ) and collecting (5.40) and (5.41), we obtain from the Young inequality for
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convolution in the {! space,

1
el V4 Gappr - VI

K%]jﬁ 275(2)
vt (5.42)
- : . ’
TRV Rt e awp.1ll2,1

where K has been taken large enough depending on C., Cf, and Cy. As for the estimate of
VL Gapp1 - V1200, 1, 71y, let us take any n € H(T x Ry). Then we have

Kv2

1
1+Y _ | n v2Yn
vt V) = (——F—V -V, +(V VQ,
(V= app,1 n) <1+V%Y Papp,1 - 1—|—Y> (V= 0app,1 1—{—V%Y
1
1+Y s n I/§Y'I7
=(———V -V, O,V -V(———)).
<1—{—V%Y Papp,1 - 1—|—Y> ( Papp,1 (1—|—I/%Y)>
This implies
1+Y
1 1L
-VQ < ||——— -VQ
(V- V)] < =V - VO I
1
1+Y 1+V5Y v2Yn
143y + 1+ y2Y
SCHiV Papp,1 - V| ||f91/77\|+0112||7Qv Gapp,1 |1 V]l
14+v2Y 14+ v2Y
where the Hardy inequality was used several times. Hence we obtain
14+Y 1, 14+Y
IV bt Vg1 < OV g - VO o+ OV O Gy |
—i—y2 1+v2Y
< C\Iil Ox Lo~ |0y Papp,1 |
14+v2Y
1
14+Y 14+v2Y
———— )0y Q| oo 0
+CH( Y) v Qe |5 Ox bappa |
1. 14Y
+CV2||79IILwIIV¢app,1H
14+v2Y
vy 1
< CCF (V2 ||V ¢app,1 || + |0y Ox bapp,1l)-
Then
vt vQ
1 1” Papp,1 * HL2(0 H-1)
21/ Ku2
cCy 1
< KEV% (’/2 Hv¢app,1||L2(o,Ki% L% y) + |0x Oy Papp, XY))

< E”’V¢app,lm/2,1-

The proof is complete.
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Propositions 4.1 and 5.4 yield

Corollary 5.3. There exists k4 € (0,1] such that the following statement holds for any
K € (0,k4]. There exists Ky = Ky(k, Cy,C}) > 1 such that if K > Ky then the system (5.38)
admits a unique solution ¢1 € C([0,00); HA(T, x Ry)) with & = —A¢ € C([0,00); L*(T, x
Ry)) satisfying

~ L~ 1 7 1 ~ 1
&l + B2 Ml@nlllte + K3l Vel + K3l 0y érly=olllbe < a7l (5.43)
2

Proof. Propositions 4.1 and 5.4 give

1 1 1
wlll oo + K2l wlll5e + K2 VIl + K]0y dly=olllbe

K35 (j)2wi*

My ;1[0 Gappt] + | Voappatll 1 )-

ST M

(j+1)3
Here C' > 0 is a universal constant. Recall that ¢qp,1[h] = ¢11[h] + ¢12[h]. Then the
assertion follows from Proposition 5.1 for ¢y 1[h] and Corollary 5.2 for ¢y 2[h]. The proof is
complete. O

From the construction, ¢apy = Gapp[h] = Gapp.1[h] + ¢1[h] satisfies

2 N%Gapp — 0rAdapp — V - VAupp + VVidapp - V=0,  7>0, X €T,, Y >0,

(5.44)
(bapp‘Y:O = 07 aY¢app’Y:0 =h+ Rbc[h]a (bapp‘T:O =0.
Here Ry.[h] is the linear operator defined as

Ryc[h] = Oy ¢12[h]|y_, + Oy d1[h]|y_,- (5.45)

We note that the operator Ry, is well-defined on the Banach space

1
Zpe = {h € 20, —=; LX) | [Pl 2, = I Plllbe < o0} (5.46)
Kuv2

Proposition 5.5. There exists k5 € (0,1] such that the following statement holds for any
k € (0,r5]. There exists K5 = K;(k, C*,C]’f) > 1 such that if K > Ks then the map
Ry : Zpe — Zye defined by (5.45) satisfies

1
Il BeclAlllloe < Sl Allbe- (5.47)

Hence, the operator I + Ry, is invertible in Zy., and the map
Dpe[h] := Gapp[(I + Roc) 'h],  h € Zpe (5.48)
gives the solution to (5.1) and satisfies
IV@ue[Alll51 < CllI Al be- (5.49)

Here C > 0 is a universal constant.
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Proof. By the definition of Ry in (5.45), estimate (5.47) is a consequence of Corollaries 5.2
and 5.3, by taking « small first and then K large enough depending only on Cj, C’;, and Cl.
In parituclar, we have

(T + Roe) ™ hlllse < 2l Allse, D€ Zpe- (5.50)

Then Proposition 5.1 and Corollaries 5.2-5.3 give (5.49). The proof is complete. O

6 Full estimate for linearization

We have constructed the solution to (2.12) of the form
Vhg = V0, + VI [h],  h=—0yPaiply=0 € Zu, (6.1)
and

Dpe[h] = bapp1[(I + Rpe) *h] + ¢1[(1 + Rpe) 1], Gapp1 = O1,1 + ¢1,2.

To simplify the notation we will write ¢app1 for dapp.1[(I + Rpe) Lh] below. So far we have the
bound of V-+¢1 1 only in the norm || - [[[5,;. To obtain the estimates of ||| V@[l o and ||| Ad]
we need the extra work.

Proposition 6.1. There exists kg € (0,1] such that the following statement holds for any
k € (0,kp]. There exists K¢ = Kg(C§,Cy) > 1 such that if K > Kg then the solution to
(2.12) constructed as (6.1) satisfies

1 11

vilwlleo + K2va[| Vo] oo

C(Cs+CY)
< %(Illwﬁlll’zl + |HA(¢ - ¢app,1)|||l2,1 + |||A¢app,1”|/2,y)
v
1 1
+C(K2([|Veoll] + vl Agoll] + I Flll2)-

Here C > 0 is a universal constant.

The proof of Proposition 6.1 is similar to the one of Proposition 4.2, and we postpone it
to the appendix. Admitting Proposition 6.1, we will now complete the proof of Theorem 2.2.
Let us recall (6.1). We first observe from Proposition 4.1 and Remark 4.1 that

1 1 3
AP giplll 21 + I VRsiplll 2,1 + Il Oy Patiply=olll e < F(HV%H@Y + vz [|Agoll] + v Flll2),
1 :
(6.2)

by taking K large enough. On the other hand, Proposition 5.5 (for V®y,.), Corollary 5.3 and
(1) of Remark 4.1 (for A(®pe — ¢app,1) = A¢r), Proposition 5.2 and Corollary 5.2 and (for
A¢app,1 = A¢1,1 + A(bLQ), and (62) give

IV @uelllor + 1 A(Poe — Papp,1)ll 2.1 + Il Abapp,alll 2,y

< C|H an)slip|Y=0||| be

c 1 3
(IVeollzz , +v 21 Adoll) + v~ 4] Fll 2).- (6.3)

1
8

<

Here C' > 0 is a universal constant. By applying the estimate in Proposition 6.1 and by taking
K large enough, the proof of Theorem 2.2 is complete.
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7 Nonlinear stability: Proof of Theorem 2.1

Let us recall the nonlinear system (1.3). Theorem 2.1 is a consequence of Theorem 2.3 for the
linear system (1.6) and the bilinear estimate in Lemma 7.1 stated below. We observe that
—w - Vw = wrotw + V¢ for any solenoidal vector field w, so the bilinear term we consider
here is of the form frotg. To this end we fix K > 1 and v € (0, 1], and let X be the Banach
space of solenoidal vector fields f = (f1, f2) on [0, =] x R? defined as

1 1
=i Hp o (T X RY) | 1fllx = 1 lloo + ¥2[Irot flloo < 00},

X={feC(0 4

where || - || is defined as (2.1) with p = co.

Lemma 7.1. There exists a universal constant C > 0 such that for any f,g € X,
Cc _s
[f rot gll2 < 1 A lxNlgllx- (7.1)
2

Proof. We compute

MIH

||frotg\|2<cz — supz <>Hf (rot )Ml 2o, 1oz )

=0 J'2 lil=i 15

o
03 s S ()0t iy,

K2 7=0 .] |J\ J 1<j
As () < (H) and as for all I € Ny,

g4, 1| =1,1<j} = g{le, max(0,l — 7 + jo) < lo <min(jo,l)} <min(l+ 1,5 —1+1)

o1



sup || f(rot g)kHLf"L%

we end up with
1
v 2 1 J
Ifrotglls < — 3" S S min(t+ 1,5 — 1+ 1) () sup
K3~ 13 l =t fel=j~1
=0 J*2 =0 J
C 1/_% N — 4 1
J\ 2 k
< a+n(]) sl sup [|(rot 9)¥ | 1
Z Z 1) 113 = PRV = D)1 k=gt b
3 sup H(rOtg)kHLg%gOLg
12 k=51

1
K2 520 0<i<i2
3 NE g
<> —SUPHf HL<>°L2L<>o ;
115 1|=t (=N

=

() T

C X 5 N
- 5
< Z Z (I+1)2 l)
1
x sup([[ 0, f* HL°°L2L2 + | f HLOOL2L2)2(HaacayleLgoL%Lg + 110y f llzeer2r2)

Dl
<
Il
o
<.
~
S
A
Al
IA
<
ol

=t
1 K
sup |[|(rot g)“[|zeerz |

X —_—
(j — )2 |kl=j—1
1
2 1
SUPHJdHigoLnguayf HLgoL2L2

L

oY ¥ uoeni(])
J=0 j/2<i<j
! su 0 k k

D (10x(rot 9)*[| oo rgorz + [/(rot g) || oo ror2)

l\)\»—l

X -

(G — L+ 1)1 kj=j—t

Here we have used the Sobolev embedding type inequality. By using the bound
1

Y t -y

1 1
sup(|[0x f || peo 212 + ||f1HL<>°L§L§)2(HamayfIHL;;oLgm + 10y fllLeer2r2)?
1
10y zens

1 1
<v 4 sup ||fl||L§°L§y +v4  sup
I<[<i+1 ’ I<N<I4+1

_1
and by observing that there exists C' > 0 such that for () (I + 1)% Cfor0<1<j/2, we
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1
2 1
C 57\ 2 1
Y (z+1)a<> —
K2 55505 L)+

1 1
X |Sl‘lp(||(9 o f! HL°°L2L2 +IIf ||L°°L2L2)2(Hamayfl||L;>°Lng + ||8yfl||L°°L2L2)2
1

——— sup ||(rotg)* e 12
G— D12 k=1 toy

X

—

(S

C < 1 1
S AZ sup HleL;ng ———3 Ssup ||(1“Otg)k||L?oL%7y
K2vi 5750 0<i<jo (I +1)!7 1<pi<ie V(= D)2 k=
1
1 p 2
Cri 1
+—1 .3 Sup HayfIHLgoL; ——5 sup ||(rotg)k||L?oL%7y
K> 2 0 0<i<y/2 (l—i—l)lg I<|1|<l41 Y (j _5)12 Ik|=j—I
C
< — 1 1

CVZ
< || fllsollrot gllee + —1 110y fllsc [T0t glloo-
K2pa K2

where the discrete Young’s convolution inequality is applied in the last line together with the
estimate

v

1
> =5 5w |0y Pz, < Clloyflloo-

j0]2|.l\]

[N

-

Similarly, since (j — 1 + 1)%( ) 2 <Cforj/2 <1< j, wehave

1
-2

Y ¥ a-r+ni())

J=0 j/2<i<j

N

1
e ﬁlp\lf HLooLszllf? ! HLooLzLQ
12 1=

1
—————— sup ([0u(rot )" || peoreerz + [|(rot )| Lo £oe12)
(j—l+1)'2 [k|=5—1

X

MIH

MI»—‘

Z Z 0z bupl v ! lLser2z2 +V4Ha ! lrserzr2)

J= 0]/2<l<
L k
X ——3 sup [[(xot 9)" (| Lgo oo 2
(G — 1+ 113 joi<ik<j—i+1
C Cvi
<

vi
—1 1l fllsclIrot glloc + —1 10y flsollrot 9[-
Vi K2

Hence the result follows from Lemma C.1. The proof is complete

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Let C be the universal constant in Theorem 2.3. Then the standard
fixed point theorem in the closed convex set

1 z
Xp={f€C(0, 2] Hoo (T x R)) | I fllx = [Iflloc + v2[lrot flloo <R}, R=4Cdovs
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is applied by using Theorem 2.3 and Lemma 7.1, if v < K2 holds and if §; is sufficiently
small. We note that the smallness condition [Jwg|] 4 [|rot wpl|] < Sovt, Irll2 < Sov 1 is needed
to close the estimate. Since the argument is standard we omit the details. The proof is
complete. O
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A Interpolation estimate for solutions to the Poisson equation

Lemma A.1. Assume that Y*w € L*(T, x Ry) for k=0,1,2. Let ¢ € HA(T, x Ry) be the
solution to the Poisson equation —A¢ = w in T, x Ry with ¢ly—g = 0. Then there exists
C > 0 such that for any j > 0 we have

. _1 . 1
55/11>I% loCY)lp2(r,) < C((] + )71 |[Ywl g2(r, xryy + (G + 1% ”YQW“LQ(TVXR+))' (A1)
Proof. The solution is given by the formula
Y 00
S(X,Y) = / (VY Y")(=0%)% / e—(Y”—Y’)(—ag()%w(.7yl/) "y,
0 Y’

1
2\3 . . .
Here e ¥ (=9%)? ig the Poisson semigroup. Then we have

Y o)
W@whmwSA‘LWMVWmmMVWV-

min{Y,(j+1)" 3}

0 and [ Y 1, we have from the

By decomposing the integral fOY into min{¥.(j4+1)- %)

Holder inequality,
‘ 1 . 1
sup (Y r2r,) < CU+ D71 YWl 2, xr) + CU + DY 2wl r2(r, xr,4)-
>

The proof is complete. O

Lemma A.1 yields the following

Proposition A.1. Let ¢ € H&(’]I‘V x R4) be the solution to the Poisson equation —A¢p = w
in T, x Ry with ¢|ly—o = 0. Then for any j > 0 we have

. _1 . 1
Mgvj,ﬁ[axtb] <SCO+1) 1Mjy[w] + O+ 1)1 My y2[w] (A.2)
1
+ Clil/ij(Mg,j,Ly[w] + M27j,1,1[v¢]) .

Here C > 0 is a universal constant.
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Proof. Since —Adx¢ = Oxw we have —(A@qu)j = Jywl. Then we use the commutator
relation

—(Ag) =~V - (Vo) + u%j%(am)j
=-A¢ + 3Y(V%j2%¢i) + V%JQ&(@YWJ-

Thus we have the Poisson equation for ¢J:
. . 1, / . 1, / .
—A@ = =y (v2 o2 6) = v2 o2 Oy o).
Xv Xv

Then we decompose ¢ into ¢; + ®2.1 + P22 so that
j 1 X:/ j 1, X/u j
—Agr =w), —Adyy =0y (V2o E), —Adoy=—v25"%(dye),
Xv Xv
subject to the Dirichlet boundary condition. Then Lemma A.1 implies for Ox¢1,
. _1 0 . 1 .
sup 961Vl < 06+ 1D HYOxdapmmay + G+ DAY 206 2o,
>
(A.3)

On the other hand, the simple energy estimate gives
E b < b g
V2l < V?JzHX—M < w12 o [(Oy )72

. 1 o 1 . o
As for ¢9 2, we have from X%(ayé)‘] = e K2 (92 ¢)0riz—l) = o= K2 (_yUnd2=1) _ 93 glins2=1)),
the Hardy inequality and the integration by parts imply

V2]l < Crvs o (Y wl 327 + ax o727 ).

Hence we obtain the desired estimate by taking the L? norm in time and by taking the
supremum about j such that j = j. The proof is complete. U

B Proof of Proposition 6.1

Let us go back to (4.1) with G = 0, but we impose the noslip boundary condition ¢|y—¢ =
Oy ¢ly—o = 0 in this appendix. Then we have

2 (Aw) + (8 + Kv2(j +1))wd = —(V - Vw) — (Vg - VQY + (rot F)l
. (B.1)
= (div H),

where
H=-Vw—-QVio+ (Fy, —F).

The idea is to take the L? inner product with 9, ¢4, which gives the estimates of ||| V||| oo and
[[A¢[lx in terms of [[[V@[l|5,. The most technical part is the computation of the viscous
term ((Aw),9,¢4) when ja # 0, for which one needs to convert the vertical derivative 07w
into the tangential ones by using the equation.

55



Lemma B.1. For any x € (0,1] and K > 1 we have

/OT°<(aT L KE( 4 1))ud, 0,8 dr

=

Kvd(j +1)

> %H&(W)J’\|%2<0,T0;L;y> + —— (Vo) (n)II” = (V) (0)]*)
— OR* K13 (13 j3)2 Moo j_11[V ) — Clwv? )? M 1,10,V ).
Here C' is a universal constant.
Proof. Let us recall the identity

W= —(ApP = —V - (Vo) + u%yé%(é‘m)j, (B.2)

which implies
(0 + Kv3(j + 1)), 0-¢)

1
Krz2(j+1
n (J+1)

iln2
20, (vep)

— |0 (Vo) |® + 2y%j2<%a<ay¢>j,w>

WK+ )0y 9N, 0,00,
. 1 L
Then from 0,¢) = x,0; (e_KT”2 (8y¢)(]1’]2_1)) for jo > 1 we have

T0 / . .
| 2t 2o.0v ), 0,00 dr
0 v

1 ; 1, 1
> = 10: (VO (g myrzy = Clsv2) (Majo11[0: VO + (Kv2)* Mo 1,4[V]),

while we have from the integration by parts in time,

/Om 203 o K3 (j + 1)<§—':<ay¢)j,af¢i> dr

— Wi joKvE(j+ 1) (e‘w% O (O 6, (B 0)T27D) (1) — (X, (Dy @), (9 6) 0727 ) (0) )
2wkt n) [ e 0 0y o 0y ) ) ar

> 2ok (4 1) (€50 0 0y ), 0 6) 95D () = (1L Oy 91(0), (B )12V 0) )
= 10Oy O 30 iz — OO 15[V

We also observe that for jo > 1,

(B ), By 0) 0152 71) = e K7 (3 (B D) 32D, (B )12

1
—KTtv2 o -
T O () (O )51, (B gy )

— o Kmv2 yi(jQ — 1)HX;(3Y¢)(]17]271)H2
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Thus we conclude also from K TV% < 1 that

70 / . .
| avtiakrd 4 (X2 @y o), 0,0h) dr
0 v
1 1 . . . s . s
> —CKvA (s (3| @y ) () 2 + [y )+ D (O)]2)
1 ; )
ZHar((?YQS)JH%%o,TO;L?) - C(KK/V]2)2M2,_]'7LI[V¢]2’
Collecting these above and Ma ;1 1[V]? (Kl/2) "Meo j—11[V@]?, we obtain the desired

estimate. The proof is complete. ]

Lemma B.2. For any x € (0,1] and K > 1 we have
70 1 . .
/ (—v2(Aw),0;¢) dr
0

> 2 (A ) ~ e 0)]%) —  Maj10, Vo
: )2<M2,j_171[8TV¢] +(v2(j - 1))2M27j—2,1[5TV¢]2)
— Cr*va (Moo,j,l[w]z + (y%j)sz,j,m[wD
— CKv3 (03 %) (Moo 1,[VOP + (03 (j = 1)) Mocj-21[V9]?)
= O(Ma o [HP + (v39) Moy 11 [H]?).
Here C' is a universal constant.

Proof. We observe from

/
(Aw) = V- (Vo) — 025,22 (9wl y) = ke ™Y
Xy (B.3)

V- = 0- (Vo) +V232X—3 - ey

v

and the integration by parts that

/

(13 (Aw), 8- ¢) = v3 (Vw), 0, (Vo)) + 2uj2<§<ayw>j, 0,4%).
Then the similar identities
(Vw) = Vi — V%jzx—:/wje%
Xv (B.4)
V-0, (Vo) = 0,(Ad) + Iﬂjz—a (Oy ¢)

together with the integration by parts yield

/

(12 (Aw), 0, ¢) = 2 (W, O,wd) — 2uj2<§—'“wj,af<ay¢>j> + 2uj2<§<ayw>j,af¢j>. (B.5)
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Again from the above identities about the commutators we have for jo > 1,
/

<f<—9uﬂ,a<ay¢>j> =~y 0.0) - V0 0 8) — v (2 — D), 0,49).

1
Here x/” = —r2e™"?Y . Thus (B.5) is written as
/
(—v3 (AW, 8, @) = 13 (o3, Dl + 4w (X2 (Byw), 0, )
NV o N (B.6)
+ 22 a2, Ordl) + 202252 - 1><<X—”>2w% - ).

Let us compute the term (i—é(@yw)j, O ®). From the identity

Xi(ayw)j Kot (O3 w)r2=1 = e Kt ((Aw)br3271) — 8§(w(jl’j2_1)>,

we have

/ . . 1 o . ) ) .
<%(8yw)% Or ') = e KT (L (Aw) 7Y 9 ) + (x w2 9 05 ¢).

Since vz (Aw)btd2=1) = (9, + Kuéj)w(jl’ﬁ*l) — (div H)U72=1) | the identity (B.6) is written
as

. . 3 N l j ‘ j
(=03 (Awl, 0:¢) = v (@), 0rd) + 402 joe T2 (x, (07 + K2 )21, 0, )
1 o .
— 4u%j2€7KTV2 (x;,(div H)(Jl’Jrl)? 9-¢')
+ 4Vj2<xi,w(j1+1’j27l), 8T8X¢j>
/

+2 3. X—ZWJ : 3. . & 2 s
V?h(x ,0r ) + 212 ja (272 —1)((X )ow, 0 ¢7).

v

(B.7)

1

Next we compute the term uéjge*KT”§ (x,, (8T + Kuéj)w(ﬁ’jrl),&(ﬁU in (B.7): from the
identities as in (B.4) we have

1
2

1 B o . 1 . .
eI 0y + Ky j)w Y, 0r6l) = TR 0, (0, + Kv2 ) (V) MY, 0 (Vo))

1 1 /1 \2 1 .. .
+ 2V§j267KTll2 <(XV) (aT + Ky§j)(8y¢)(117]2*1)’67_¢-]>

v

(S

1 _Krv

+vze (X" (Dr + Kv2§)(Dy )72~ 5 ).

1
2

By setting (V(b)jfl = e K2 (V) Ui for simplicity, we have

1 PR .
e K\ (0- + Kuéj)w(Jl’Jrl), 0-¢)
= (0-(Vo) ™1, 0-(Ve))

1 /)2 e o 1 e o
- 2ﬂj2<(’;487<ay¢>ﬂ, Or ') + 12 (X00; Oy ¢) 1, 0:¢)

1%
(x))?
Xo

+ K3 (0, 0-(To)) + 20 o (P By g1, 0, + 03 (L0y 6P, 0,0)).
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Since
D, (VoY = 1,0, Oy VI = X,y 0 (Vo) — 12 (jo — 1), 0 (V) 7,
0-¢' = xu0r (v o),
we then arrive at
vEjae KT (0 (0, + Kudj)wlnirD) o, gy
= vhi{ = SO ()0 (VT 0.(Vol )
— w3 (ja — D{(x})?0- (V6P L, 0, (Vop )
+ 203 ((X))20, (By )1, 0, (Dy &) 1) + w3 (X0 (By 6P, 10, (By 6P 1)
+ Kv3j (0 (VP 0. (Vo))
+ 2082 (2 Or )2 0Dy 01 + VA (X(Or o) 0, Oy P71 ) |
> —C(rv2 o)’ 0- (Vo) |

1

+ Kujaj (VO 1,0 (V0P) + 13 10, I, 0y o) 212 + 220 (i (0y 01w Dy ) 1))
(B.8)

Here we have used the fact that it suffices to consider the case jo > 1, and C' is a universal
constant. Hence, by going back to (B.7), we have

(v (8w, 0,01) > vh (. 0r6) — Clew 2?0 (Vo) P
+ Kvjaj (<XL(V¢)5’1, 0, (Vo))
il Oy o + 0 (X 0y 0 v (Do)

1 .. .
— 4V%j2€7KTﬂ (x;, (div H)U13271, 9, ¢)
F ahr D 5, o)
/

+2 3. X—ZWJ : 3. . & 2 s
V?Ja(X ,0r9) 4 202 ja (272 —1)((X )ow, 0 ¢7).

v

(B.9)

Here C is a universal constant. Next we observe from d;¢} = x,,0- (3yq§)j*1 that

1 L . . S . e
4w e (3 (div B0V, 0,63 > —Crard o ([P ) 0 0y 0.

(B.10)

and also
Wi (D, 9 oy gy > —Crupll | o.0x s, (B1)
2o, 0,69) > ~Ci A 10,0y P . (B.12)
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%)2Wj,87@> when jo > 1. If jo =1 then

LA, 0.68) = (e Oy 9,01 (77 0y 0) )

Finally let us compute the term Ve ((

1
2

1 .
= e Vg0, (4]0, (K

1 .
= Sv20rllx,e ™ Vay g0

(9y9))))

N | —

20N 000, 0 (K 0y )10
1 , ]
> A0, e K VooV — Crtywr O [0, 0y 0. (B.13)

If jo > 2 then

MIH

PR, 8,60y = 2K 3 (2 (3w) 12D, 9, g, (B.14)

Xv

and then by using the identity Ve (Aw)172=2) = ((9T+KV% (j—1))wlr32=2) — (div H)U15272)
we have

u%<<§”> W, 0r ) = —u (o) 2wl +2322) i)

te —2KTud (X)) (0, + Ku%(j — 1))w(j17j2—2),3T¢i> (B.15)
£

— e 2T ()2 (div H) U122 9, ).
As for the second term of the right-hand side of (B), we have for j > j, > 2,
o2kt (O 0r K = 1)), )
= KT (3 )2(0, + Kwd(j— 1))0x U2, 0,05 )
2K (L0, + KvE(j — 1) 0y 0) 1), 0, 9y ) Y)
—k2(10-0x pU 2D + Kv2 jl|ox 912D |0, 0x 0|
— k210 (Dy oY + Kv2 ]|y oY) [10- (Dy 0P .
Since it is straightforward to see that
v ()2 2D 9 gy > k2 w02 0, (9 )|
e KT (R (div H) O, 06 > (||H§ﬁ“’”*2 |+ LHS 2D ) 10, By 0P,

we obtain for jo > 2,

V()2 0, )

—k2(10,0x 002D + Kv jllox gt 2| + v w122 ) or @x o) |
= k210, (By 6P| + KvE |0y )| + 122 SV ) o, 0y 0)T
(B.16)
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Collecting (B.9)-(B.12) with (B.13) (for jo = 1) and (B.16) (for jo > 2), we conclude the
desired estimate by using the bound such as

1
My 1 [fT? = sup || £} 2 < —sup | A 2 = —1 Mo jalf]?.
J = L2(0, ;/1 7LX’Y) 1/2 il L KV% ;L3 ) KV% 00,]
The proof is complete. ]

As a consequence of Lemmas B.1 and B.2, we obtain

Corollary B.1. There exists kp € (0,1] such that for any k € (0,kp] and K > 1,

v 1 -
1 1 11 7+ 1)2 1
ve Z 3 7 ,],1[01] + Kzvi ( INER MOOJJ[V(M + Z 3 lMijvl[aTV(b]
=0 (41202 j=0 (41202 j=0 (J:)2V2
1 1 1
v 2 v 2 1, . 1 v 2
1 1 1 vi(j+1)2 . 1
<o(r Y o+ xS YR o) + 3 ().
j=o ()22 i=o (422 i=o (j!)z2v2
Here C' is a universal constant.
We note that
v3 LG+ 1)h v3 )
vi(yj .
Y (Vo) <C — 7 1(Ve) )] = CllIVe(0)]l]
i=0  (4)zv2 =0 (7)zv?
1
since j < v~2. In virtue of Corollary B.1 it remains to estimate Z]V:f —L—M> 1[H].
(Ghzv2
Recall that H = —Vw — QV+¢ + (Fy, —Fy). Hence it suffices to show
Lemma B.3. For any x € (0,1] and K > 1 we have
1
v 2
1 ccy+C
S ——Maafove) < LG gy (B17)
i=0 (jh)2v2 %
1
v 2
1 c(Cy+C
v € SO (1A — g )l + 186gpilly)- (B18)
j=0 (J!)QW v

Here ¢app1 = (1.1 —|—¢172)[(I—|—Rbc)_1h] with h = =0y Pgip|y—o and C is a universal constant.

Proof. We give a sketch of the proof only for (B.18), for (B.17) is proved in the similar manner.
Let |j| = j. Then

uf% 1 uf% 1 J

1 j-1
E: 7 Maja[Ve] < Z o3 g max <I>HV W 20,1 12)
= 1 jl2v 0]!21/2 K] jlg‘ .
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1 . 1 .
i — —Ktv2jip. A : i — —Ktv2(j+1 . AaJ1 : _
Here VI = ¢ IBj,0¢V, while w = e UH)B;, 0% w. Since w = —A( — dapp1) —
A@gpp,1 in virtue of the construction, we have
1 j—1
V™ 20,7 122)
Kv?2

<Vl zoo 1(A(S = bapp,)) 20,1,

) 10y Ve 1Y (Aapp,1 2o

Kl/2 Ku

.LQ)-

MIH

By using (Jl) < (%) with [ = [1|, we have

1 I\ 1 g1
NER Z <1>HV W HLQ(O,
J 2V g

DG =D My 11 [A(G — Gapp1)] + Mo j_ 1y [Adappi] 1
<Y (———)— L = 2= 2 l maX(HV oo + 10y VY 1o ).
5 7 (j—D'2vz Nava =

Next we observe that for all I € NU {0},

11§L2)
Kv2

J
which gives the bound of the form Z < Z min(l + 1,5 — [+ 1). Hence we have
1<j  1=0

1 J
ER Z <1> Hvl 1HL2(0 —;L?)
2 KV2

Jlev? 1<j

J )
NG — 1!
<> mi l+1]—l+1)(L'))%
=0 J:
My 11[A(P — ¢q 7)]+M2 Ly [Adapp,1] 1
X J pp,l — I pp.1 3 LmEiX(HVlHLoo—|—H6YV1||LOO).
(] —l)|2y 2 N2pz =1

Since min(l+1,j— 1+ 1)(M) 2 is unformly bounded about 0 < [ < j, the Young inequality

for I* convolution gives the 1nequahty

1
v 2

1
Z 57 max <>||V1uﬂ £2)
iz — jl2v2 lil=J <]
_1
v 2
<C — max ([|[V3]| e + |0y V||
j= 0] 212 J—
1
v 2

X Z 5 j max M2,J 1[A() — dapp,1)] +M27j,Y[A¢app,1])-
0]|2y2 lil=7

Then the desired estimate follows by noticing dy V3 = (9y V) + % Gaxt, (By V)1:72=1) and the
bound of the form ||| f||[2 < V_%\H flll5,1- The proof is complete. O

Proposition 6.1 follows from Corollary B.1 and Lemma B.3.
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C Estimate of the Biot-Savart law

Lemma C.1. The following statement holds if k is sufficiently small. Assume that [ €
C([0, £); HY(T x Ry.)?) satisfies div f =0 for y > 0 and foly—o = 0. Then

||Vf||p < C’||r0tf\|p, p € [1,00].

Here C is a universal constant.

Proof. We observe that 0,f1 = rot f 4+ 0, f2 and 0, f> = —0,f1. Hence it suffices to show
0.l < C|lrot f||p- Since f = V1¢ with the streamfunction ¢ and —A¢ = w with w = rot g
and ¢|,—o = 0, we have

—(A0, ) = 0pd, Wl = e KU ROROw, i + s = .
In virtue of the identity —(Ad,¢) = —V - (0, Vo)l + g@%(@@qﬁ)i the integration by parts
gives
(9001 + 252(2(0,000,0,60) = (ol 22
Since 0, ¢} = e Kty (9,0,6)U17271) we thus have
1(Va)|| < C (1] + w3[(8,0:0) 172~ D]),

where C'is a universal constant. This estimate implies [0, V|, < C(||w|,+£0:0y¢|lp), and
thus, by taking s small enough, we obtain [|0,V¢||, < C||w||,. The proof is complete. O
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