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VALIDITY OF PRANDTL LAYER THEORY FOR STEADY
MAGNETOHYDRODYNAMICS OVER A MOVING PLATE WITH
NONSHEAR OUTER IDEAL MHD FLOWS

SHIJIN DING, ZHIJUN JI*, AND ZHILIN LIN

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we validate the boundary layer theory for 2D steady
viscous incompressible magnetohydrodynamics (MHD) equations in a domain
{(X,Y) € [0, L] xRy } under the assumption of a moving boundary at {Y = 0}.
The validity of the boundary layer expansion and the convergence rates are
established in Sobolev sense. We extend the results for the case with the shear
outer ideal MHD flows [3| to the case of the nonshear flows.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Formulation of the problem. This paper is concerned with the following
steady viscous incompressible magnetohydrodynamics system in Q := [0, L] x R4
with moving boundary conditions on velocity field and the perfect conducting
boundary conditions on magnetic field at {Y = 0}:

(Udx + VOy)U — (HOx + GOy )H + Ox P = ve(Oxx + Oyy)U,
(Uax + Vay)V — (Hax + Gay)G + 0y P = I/E(@XX + 3yy)V,
(Udx + Voy)H — (Hox + Goy)U = re(dxx + Oyy ) H,

(Udx + Vy)G — (Hdx + Gy )V = re(dxx + dyy)G,
OxU+0yV =0, OxH+0yG =0,

(U, V,0vH,G)|y=0 = (u,0,0,0),

where (U, V) and (H, G) are velocity and magnetic field respectively, and the given
constant u, > 0 stands for the moving speed of the plate. Here we assume that
the viscosity and resistivity coefficients have the same order of a small parameter
e>0.
It is interesting to study the asymptotic behavior of solutions to (LIl as € — 0.
In the present paper, we suppose that the outer ideal MHD flows are prescribed by
(ug, v, he, 9¢, PO (X, Y),
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which satisfy the following ideal MHD system with non-penetration boundary con-
ditions for both velocity and magnetic field at Y =0 and Y — +o0:

(uQdx + v29y )ul — (h9x + g%y )hY + dxpl = 0,
(ugdx +vedy vl — (hQdx + 9231/)9@ + 3ype =0,
( 06X + ’any)hg (hOaX + g y)ug
(u@0x +vddy)ge — (hldx + gdy)vl =
8Xu8 + 8}/’08 =0, (9xh2 + (9Yge = 0,
(ve, 90)ly=0 = (v2, g2)ly > +00 = 0.

Obviously, there is a mismatch in the tangential velocity and magnetic field be-
tween the viscous MHD flows (U, 0y H)(X,0) = (up,0) and the ideal MHD flows
(u?, ) (X,0) = (@ Ty ) on the boundary {Y = 0}, which contradicts to the con-

67 e 6’ e
vergence in the vanishing viscosity and resistivity limit process. Following the idea
of Prandtl [2§], to correct the mismatch, the boundary layer corrector functions
should be introduced in a thin layer with width of /¢ near {Y = 0}. For the
boundary layer functions, we will work with the scaling boundary layer variable

(x,y) as follows:

Y
= X = —,
=X Y=g
And we introduce the scaled unknowns
Vv G
U, Ve, He,G*, P¢ =U,—,H,—
( ) 3 3 Y )(I’ y) ( Y \/E’ 3 \/E?
which satisfy the divergence-free conditions as well. With the boundary layer scaled
variables, the problem (ILT]) can be rewritten as

(U20, + VEO,)U® — (H0, + GE0,))HE + 0, P = vedyUS + vy, U*,
(U0, + VE0,)VE — (HZ0, + G=0,)G= + 222 — 10, Ve + 10, Ve,
(U20, + V=0, H® — (H0, + G°0,)U° = kedyy HE + )y, HE,

(U208, + V=0,)GF — (H0, + GF0,)V® = rke,nGF + 1y, G*,

0.U% +09,Ve =0, 0,H® +0,G° =0,

(U, VE,0,H, G%)|y—0 = (u,0,0,0).

P)(X,Y), (1.3)

(1.4)

The key point in this paper is to construct the approximate solutions to (4]
and derive the convergence rates in Sobolev space. To this end, we introduce the
following asymptotic expansions:

(U€7 V€7H€7G87P8) = (uappu’Uappahappagappupapp) + E%JFV(uaa/Uau ha"ga,pa), (15)

for some constant v > 0, where (Uapp, Vapps Papp, Japp, Papp) and (u®, v, ke, g%, p°)
are the approximate solutions and the error solutions to the exact solutions of
problem ([4]), respectively. The approximate solutions are defined by

Uapp = (@, v/2Y) +up(,y) + Vel (2, v/EY) (e, )],

Uapp ( VEY) +0p(,y) +ve (2, VEY) + Ve (2, y),

) + Velhe(z, Vey) + by (2, y), (1.6)
)

happ = hg(x, VEy) +h)(x,y
Gapp = = (2. VEY) + gp(x,y) + 9e (2. VEY) + Vegy(x,y),
Papp = P2(x,V/EY) + 1Y (x,y) + VElpL (2, Vey) + py(z, y)] + epi(z, ).
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Here we note that the ideal MHD profiles (ul,v’, ht,gt,pl) are functions of Euler-

e’ e’ . .
ian variables (z,+/cy), while the boundary layer profiles (up,v hz, gps D) are of
boundary layer scaled variables (x,y). Then we can calculate the error equations
for the remainder terms (u®, v¢, he, ¢, p%)(see (8:2) in SectionB]) by subtracting the

following approximations:

Rtllpp (UappOz + VappOy)Uapp — (happOz + JappOy) happ + gwpapp — VAcUapp,
app = (appOz + VappOy)Vapp — (RappOz + JappOy)Japp + @ — VA Vapp,
app = (UappOz + VappOy) (happ9z + JappOy)

= ( ) ( )

y) Papp — Uapp — KA happ,
UappOz + VappOy happOz + GappOy

app Yapp — Vapp — KAcGapp:

(1.7)
where A, = €07 4 2. In addition, we denote A = 9% + 95 for later use.
To construct the approximate solutions of problem (T4)), we would first discuss
the boundary conditions of each profile.
(i) Concerning the leading-order profiles, the boundary conditions for the pre-

scribed outer ideal MHD flows (u2,v2, h, ¢%)(x,Y) are given by (L2)s and

WO(z,0) :=70(z), Rh(x,0) := Ry (z).
Since the boundary layer profile (u),v9,h9, g%)(x,y) is introduced to correct the
mismatch between the viscous MHD ﬂows and the ideal MHD flows on the bound-

ary {Y = 0}, we impose the following boundary conditions by matching the corre-
sponding order of € in the approximate solutions in (L.G):

ﬂg + ug(:v,O) = up, auhg(:v,O) =0, (US,QS)(SC,O) = —(Ui,gé)(m,O).
And the tangential components vanish at the infinity

S0 — Jim O _
ylgr;o u,(z,y) = 11}1{)10 hy(z,y) = 0.

In addition, when taking x-variable as “time”-variable, (u ’UO ho7 gg) enjoy a par-
abolic type system, so the boundary value on {z = 0} taken as the “initial data”
is required as well, we give

(upvhg)(ovy) ( vahg O)( )
11 ith regard to the first-order idea ows (u,.,v we turn to
() With regard he fi der ideal MHD fl ( Loyl hl,gi),

e’ e’
study the equations for stream functions (®,V¥), which are defined by V+® =
(ul,vl) and VAW = (hl,gl). Thanks to the analysis in Subsection 24 the two
stream functions enjoy an equality (239, then we only need to discuss the elliptic
equation (2244 for the stream function ®. Therefore, it is necessary for us to impose

the boundary conditions at {x = 0, L} that
B(0,Y) = 0o(Y), @(L,Y)=dL(Y),
and the boundary condition at {Y = 0} is given by

(I)|Y:O =1 +/ ’Ug(S,O)dS.
0

Note that the condition at {Y = 0} is equivalent to ®,(z,0) = —v}(z,0) = v)(x,0),
where the general constant has been selected to 1, without loss of generality. The
data ®o(Y) and ®1(Y) are taken to be sufficiently smooth and decay exponen-
tially fast at infinity, and we assume the compatibility conditions ®¢(0) = 1 and
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oL(0)=1+ fOL vg (s,0)ds. Moreover, the boundary values are supposed to satisfy
the compatibility conditions stated in Definition 211

(iii) Since the first-order boundary profile (u},v},h}, g}) satisfies a linear para-
bolic type system (2:66), we impose the following boundary conditions

(uzlﬂ 8yh;£)(337 0) = _(ﬂ;7M)(I)a (vzln g;)(xv 0) = (Oa 0)7
and

U]*EEO uyl)(‘rv y) = ylggo h; (‘Ta y) =0, (uzlﬂ h;)(ov y) = (U}o,m h;,o)(y)'
To keep the boundary condition dyhap, (2, y)|y=0 = 0 for the approximate solutions,
we will introduce a boundary corrector to cancel the boundary value of dy hl(z,Y)
on {Y =0} in Subsection Moreover, it is noted that a cut-off function will be
also introduced to localize (v, g,) in Subsection 5}, since the vertical components
(v, g5) are constructed by (u),h}) through the divergence free conditions, which
possibly leads to lim,_,« (U;, g;) #0.
(iv) For the final profile (u®,v®, h®, g%), the boundary conditions are given by

(ua‘, ’Ugu ayhau g€)|y:0 = (07 07 07 0)7 (’U,E, ’U€7 hEu g€)|m:0 = (07 07 07 0)7
P° — 200Ut |p=r, = 0, Oyuf 4+ vedvt|p=r, =0, (h,0,9°)|e=1 = (0,0).

Furthermore, we remark that the above boundary functions are assumed to be
smooth and exponentially decay to zero at infinity.

1.2. Review about some known works. Let us briefly review some well known
results for the Prandtl layer theory and some related works. It should be noted that
the known results are concluded in some special framework of analytic functions
22, 291 30, 32] and then relaxed to Gevrey class [5l [6) [[9]. However, in the time
dependent case, the validity for the Prandtl layer theory in Sobolev space still re-
mains open. It is very natural and interesting to consider the problem in the steady
case. This type of results was initiated by Guo and Nguyen [I0], in which the local
in x validity for the Prandtl layer theory was established for the case of the outside
shear Euler flows (u%(Y),0) in the domain [0, L] x R for small constant L > 0.
Similar results was extended to the rotating disk [I1], the bounded domain [13] [I§]
and the case with outside nonshear Euler flows [I2]. The global in = expansion
for the case that the Euler flow is (1,0) was verified by Iyer in a series of works
[14, 15, 16]. However, all these results are obtained with the moving boundary
condition, and then this moving boundary assumption was removed by Guo and
Iyer [9] through taking the self-similar Blasius profile as the zero-order boundary
layer corrector functions. Gao and Zhang [8] removed the moving boundary condi-
tion and the small condition of L simultaneously for the case of shear Euler flows
by estimating stream functions for the remainders. Very recently, S. Iyer and N.
Masmoudi [I7] verified Prandtl boundary layer theory globally in the a-variable for
a large class of boundary layers, including the entire one parameter family of the
classical Blasius profiles, with sharp decay rates.

Considering the Prandtl layer theory in magnetohydrodynamics is very interest-
ing and challenging. As mentioned in the famous literature by Oleinik et al. [25]
(page 500-503),

“15. For the equations of the magnetohydrodynamic boundary layer, all problems
of the above type are still open,”
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the boundary layer theory in MHD has been an important topic for long time. Due
to the coupling magnetic field with velocity field, the analysis for the boundary layer
in MHD is more difficult than that in Navier-Stokes flows. To study the problem,
it is very natural to find the stabilizing effect of the magnetic filed. With this idea,
there are some works on the boundary layer theory of the MHD equations. On
one hand, for unsteady flows, Liu, Xie and Yang established the well-posedness
theory of boundary layer equations [20] and the convergence theory for boundary
layer expansion [2I] with the assumption of nondegenerate tangential magnetic
field instead of monotonicity condition on the velocity filed. On the other hand,
for steady MHD flows, the MHD equations without magnetic diffusion was studied
by Wang and Ma [31], in which global existence and non-existence theory of the
boundary layer system were obtained for different ratios of the magnetic field and
the velocity field. Very recently, Ding, Lin and Xie [3] verified the Prandtl boundary
layer ansatz of the steady MHD flows with a moving boundary on the domain
[0, L] x Ry for the case with outer shear ideal MHD flows (Uy(Y'), 0, Hy(Y),0).

1.3. Main result. To state our main results, we define the following X — Norm
which will be used to control our remaider solutions:

[u®, 0%, B%, g% |2 = [I{ug, by, Ve(us, hS)} - yllz + llvg, 95, VE(vE, 92) |l 22
+ gy Mgy VE(ugy, h5y), € (s, hon)} -yl 22
+lut, 0% b g7 B+ 22 [|ut, b, VE(T, 6°) e, (1.8)
where the boundary term is defined by
lu®, 0%, 2%, g% || B 1= [{uy, Ve(uz, o)} yllLee=r) + IVE(ug, ho)lL2@e=r). (1.9)
Now we can state our main result:
Theorem 1.1. Let up > 0 be a constant tangential velocity of the viscous MHD

flows on the boundary {Y = 0}, and the given positive non-shear ideal MHD flows
[uf, v, hY, g% p2(X,Y) satisfy the following hypotheses

0<co<hl<ul <Cy< oo, (1.10)
% ()
= < 1, 1.11

Y~
IY*V™ (00, g9)||p= < 00 for sufficiently large k, m > 0, (1.12)
[V*V™(u, hO)| e < 00 for sufficiently large £ > 0,m > 1, (1.13)
|(Y)0y (ul, h9)|| L~ < do for suitable small g > 0. (1.14)

In addition, let m > 5 be an integer, the outer ideal MHD flows are assumed to

enjoy
m—+2

Z 1@, T, 5O)( ) || frm+2-i(0,1) < +00. (1.15)

Moreover, for some posztwe constants Vg, n9 and small oy, suppose that
—0
ﬂg + ug(ovy) > he + hzo)(ovy) > 1907
1 (0,Y) + up(0, )| > [h(0,Y) + hy(0, )] = 10,
()10, (uh, h))(0,y)] < 300,

[{y)' 105 (up, h) (0, )| < 5057

PP

(1.16)
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Then, there exist the remainder solutions [u®,ve, h®, g°| in the space X satisfying
|u®,v®, A%, g% |2 S 1, (1.17)

in [0, L] x [0,+00), where the positive number L is sufficiently small relative to
universal constant.

Corollary 1.1. Under the hypothesis stated in Theorem[L1 with the profile (ul, h)
constructed in Section[3, it holds that

(U = wg —up, H = he = hp)l|zee + [(V =02, G = g2)llz~ S V. (1.18)
Remark 1.1. The ideal MHD flows [u2,v0, h?, g0, pO] which satisfy the assumptions

of (LIN)-@IH) do ewist. See Appendiz[Al for details.

Remark 1.2. In our arguments, the conditions in (LIG) play important role in the
analysis for constructing the boundary layer profiles and the remainder profiles. See
Section 2], Section Section [3 and Appendiz [B for more details. The readers
can refer to the paper [3] in pages 5-6 as well. It will be discussed whether the
conditions are essential or not in our forthcoming work.

1.4. Main ideas and the sketch of the proof. In this paper, we are going to
justify the boundary layer expansion for the steady MHD equations with regard to
outer non-shear ideal flows, which is different from the shear case in [3]. Therefore,
it is necessary to compare the key points in our analysis with [3]. In particular, the
main ideas and some key observations are explained as follows:

(i) The main difficulty of constructing the leading-order boundary correctors
(u, v, hd, g9) is the loss of z-derivatives, which is the same as the case of non-
stationary boundary layer equations. To overcome this obstacle, we apply a modi-
fied energy method inspired by the work from Liu, Yang and Xie [20], see also [3]
for the steady version. Under the essential assumption that the tangential mag-
netic field has a lower positive bound, the cancelation is applied to avoid the loss
of regularity by using the stream function of the magnetic fields. See Subsection
21 and Appendix [B] for more details.

(i) As we will see in Subsection 23] first-order ideal MHD profile (ul,v!, hl, gl)
enjoy system (2:24)). To establish the estimates, the key point is to use the positivity
of the second-order operator —dy, + uu—zy (see [10] in pages 8-9 for details). The
well-posedness and the estimates for system can not be deduced directly by the
standard theory because of the coupling effects of velocity and magnetic fields.
However, due to the non shear structure of the ideal MHD flows, one can not reduce
this coupling system to a simple decoupling system by using the method introduced
in [3]. Therefore, it is very necessary to find a new relationship to decouple the
unknowns. To this end, it is convenient to introduce the stream functions ®, ¥ for
the velocity and magnetic fields, respectively.

The first key observation is that the equations for the magnetic fields in the
first-order ideal MHD system can be rewritten as

Vi (vehe + hive —ugge — uegy) =0,
which implies that
v2h! + hou! —ulgl —ulg? = constant =: b.

Let Y — 00, we have
b=0,
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where we have used the behavior of (v2,¢% v!, gl) — (0,0,0,0) at ¥ — oo. Or
equivalently, in the formulation of the stream functions:

(w2, + 020y )W = (h20, + ¢00y)®. (1.19)

The other key observation is deduced from the third equation in system (I2)) for
the ideal MHD flows (u?, v?, h?, ¢°):

e’ Ve
070 0,0 _
vehe — GelUe = 07

which implies that
RO = k(a, Y)ul, g2 = ki, V)L, (1.20)
for some known k(z,Y’). It is noted that 0 < k& < 1 uniform in (z,Y") by using the
assumption (LI0) stated in our main theorem.
Combing the above two observations, it gives

(00, + 00y ) U = (ul0, + 100y )k®,

in which we have used the following equality by virtue of the divergence-free con-
ditions for velocity field and magnetic field:

(w20, + v20y )k(z,Y) = 0,hY + dy g° — k(z,Y)(0ud + 0yv?) = 0.

Therefore, we obtain a linear first-order partial differential equation read as

0
(0 + Sy)f =0,

Ue

in which we denote f := ¥ — k®. Define the characteristic curve of the above
problem as the following ordinary differential equation

ay  ?

™Y
with data fo := f(0,Y) = ¥g—koPy. According to characteristic method and local
well-posedness theory of ODE, we get

U =k + F(ul, 02, fo), (1.21)

in which F is a function determined by the data u2,v?, fo. And hence, the last
equality (L2I]) gives the relationship between two stream functions.

Using the above equality (L21]) together with the first observation (L.I9]), we can
deduce the following elliptic equation (Z.44]) for P,

—Ad = F(P), (1.22)
with the source term
kAK 2kVE k
FO) =1 1oz Vo 1o
1 v 1
1o | @)+ T Go@a())
where the definition of H(®) and the data Go(®o(Y")) will be given in Subsection

23

Let us give the sketch of contraction mapping principle to determine ¢ via ([L22))
with suitable boundary conditions. Indeed, for any ®, by the standard theory of
elliptic system, there exists a unique solution to the following equation

—AD = F(P),
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which produces a solution mapping T(®) = ®. Recall the following facts about
the source term: k is small in L°° sense, the integral term is also small for uniform
suitably small L > 0, then one can verify the contraction of the mapping T : P D
for ,® € X := {®]|Y"®| gm < C(n,m)}, provided that k, L are suitably small,
which gives the fixed point T(®) = ®, and thus produces the solution to the original
problem (L22). With this, the magnetic fields can be determined by the formula
(T20). Refer to Subsection [Z3] for the details.

(iii) The first-order boundary 1ayer profile (u},, v}, hy, g,) satisfy a linear parabolic
system with nonlocal terms v}, d,u) — g, 0, hY and v;a hg — gp0yud. Since the second
equation of the system of (u vl hl , gll)) can be rewritten to a total differential form,
it is possible for us to deduce a equatlon for the stream function of the magnetic field,
which inspires us to introduce the new functions to cancel the nonlocal terms. The
proof of this part is similar to that of the zero-order boundary layer (u), vy, hd, g7)
with a modified energy method. See Subsection 2.4] for details.

(iv) To figure out the nonlinear problem of the remainder profile (u®, v¢, h, ¢%),
the key point lies in establishing the estimates for the linearized problem. Com-
pared with the case of the shear flows in [3], there is a leading order effect of the
non-shear flows resulted from the presence of nonzero v?, g% of scaling O(\%) It
arouses us to focus on the terms vs0, (u®, v, h%, ¢°) and gs0,(u®, v®, h%, g°) from the
linear elements defined by (B8] in the positivity estimate process (see Lemma B:2)).
Precisely, take gs0,h° as an example, we rewrite the term as follows:

gsah—% YO, he + (gs _ng)ahs

the first term in the right-hand side will produce a y-weighted term | A -y|| 2. This

2o through using the following estimate
Loo

hO

20
ue

g9e
Y

<
=S

<1,
1,o°

0
Ze
YL
where the equation

070 0,0 _
vehe — geue =0

€

derived from ([2) is used.
To handle the leading order effect, inspired by the paper [12], we introduce a
new y-weighted estimate to control the terms |lug - y[[z2 and [|hj - y|[z2 which are

e . SRT dyuty?(1—x)
generated from the positivity estimate. In our approach, the multipliers BEEET—

and ‘9’”47(19”) will be tested in the equations. With the factor 1 — x, one can

integrate by parts with the respect of d, to obtain the desired y-weighted terms.
In addition, the factor Z is taken to relax the smallness condition imposed on the
approximate solution hg.

The rest of the paper is arranged as follows. In Section 2 we construct the
approximate solutions by obtaining the weighted estimates of each profile step by
step, in which the rigorous proof of the zero-order profile (u ’UO ho7 gg ) is postponed
to Appendix [Bl In Section [B] the existence and the estunates for the remainder
profile (u®,v®, h®, ¢%) in X — Norm will be achieved.

Notation.
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For reader’s convenience, we introduce some weighted Sobolev spaces. For any
number | € R, denote by L? the weighted Lebesgue space:

2t = { fa)] 1) iR 5 RSl o= ([ 0P < oo},

where (y) = /1 + y2. For any integers m, 8,k with 8+ k = m, and D* := 8585,
define the weighted Sobolev space H;" by

HZ":—{ (e9)] F@,) : Ry — R, |l ::</O <y>2”+’“’|D“f|2dy)5<+OO}-

For simplicity, we denote L?(Q2) and L*(0,4o0) by L* and L. The integral form
Jo fdxdy and [ fdy will be simplified to [ f and [~ f, respectwely Also, for

simplicity, we denote the trace of a function f on {Y = 0} as f, i.e., f := f(x,0).
In addition, the usual notations will be adopted unless extra statement.

2. THE APPROXIMATE SOLUTIONS

2.1. Zero-order boundary layer In this subsection, we will construct the zeroth-
order boundary layer (u vO hp, gp, pp) and build the well-posedness theory.
Plugging the expansion (EIEI) into equations (L), then the leading order terms
in (L7)1,3.4 read as
R0 =(ug + up) 0 (u +up) + (v + 1)y (ug +uy) + 00y (ug +up) + v dyug
= (hg + hp) 0 (he + ) = (g + 9¢) 0y (he + ) = 90y (he + hy) — 20y he
1
%(vgayug - ggayhg),
RO =(ud + ud)0u(hY + b)) + (v + v2)0y (B + h)) + vl (h! + h)) + v)0y b

— (he + hp)Oa (ug + uo) = (gp + 90)0y (e + wy) — 920y (ug + 1) — g0y g

+ 0u(p2 + 1)) — v (u) + u) +

— K0, (h) + hY) + 7( 00Oy — g20,uy),

1
R =%[u2981 + 0299, — Bovd, — g2vd, 1 + v (g9ly + g5,) — 90 (vly + vp,) + Uhge,
+ (u) 4 ug) 0 (g + 98) + (vp +v2)Dy (g + g) + (vp +v1)gdy + (ul +up)g?,
- gzl) gy - (h’o + h’o)a (UO + vl) - (gzo) + gé)ay(vp + ve) - (gp + ge)veY
(hl + h ) Vew — KaQ(gp + ge)

It should be noted that the ideal MHD profiles (u v, he, ge7 pl) are always evalu-

e’ 67

ated at (x,Y’), while the boundary layer profiles (u,, hp, 9> pp) are at (x,y). So
we rewrite the following terms in R%?, R™? as

(vp + v)Dyue = Ve(vy +v)dyud, v2dyuy = Vevldyuy,
(99 + 92)0yh = VE(gy + gb)ov hY,  gloyhl = VEgloyhl,
(v + vh)Oyhd = Ve + v )y hd, vlo,hl = \/ev)oyh,
(9p + 92)0yue = Ve(gy + ge)dvuy,  920yu; = Vegldyu,

2,0 2,0 _ 210
—vo,u = —vediu?, —kOyhe = —Kedyhe,
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which will be put into the next order in e. In addition, the following terms in R*°
and R™? shall be carefully treated respectively

udO0yus) + v Oyus) + ud0yul — h0yh) — gloyhy — b0yl
=00, u) + DpO,ud + udul, + vey(udy Opul + vy 0yud) + ud(ul
— o 0uh) — Loy hY — RORD, — V/Ey(hly OuhS + gly OyhG) — h,?(th —hl,) + B,

p'lex

- ug;)

ulOzhy) + 00y hY + u)0phd — W0y u) — glo,uy — h)Oyul
=00, 1Y + TL0yhy + udhl, + /ey (udy 9, hd + vly 0yhd) + ud(hl, — hY,)
- heaiﬂup 18 u - houO \/gy( eYawup + geYayup) - hzo)(uem - ugm) + E37

pYex

the same for the following terms in R9:°

ugamgg —i—v;aygg —l—uoawge hoa, ’U — gla v, — hOB v}

1
+ 7[ pgem + vegpy - hg 2;3 gg gy]

=00 gy + Te0ygy + Vey(udy Ougy + viy 0ygp) + upgl,
-0 _
— heﬁmvg — g}g@yvg — \/Ey(hgyﬁmvg + g;yﬁyv ) — hgv;z
+ yugamggy + yggyvgy — yhgawvgy — yvgyggy + Ey,

where

Ey = eyl [) f: O3 ul(er)drdd + dyud [ f: ¢ vl(y/eT)drdd
—e0,hY [ [ 93 hO(\/Er)drdd — c0,hY [ [ 02 g} (v/eT)drdo),

By = 20,03 [} [V 03 ul(\Er)drdd + c0,hd [ [7 93 vl(VET)drdd
—edpul) [ [ 03 h(vEr)drdd — 0,ul [ [ 0% g} (vEr)drdo,

Ey= €b.90 [} fe (’9}2/u0 (Ver)drdf + €dygd [ fe 8,2/1) (Ver)drdd
—£0.09 [ f O3 hY(Ver)drd — eyl [ f 8)2, \/ET)deG
+yEud [ fo 02 g° \/ET)deH—I—\/_gpy I fo 0200(y/z7)drdd
—VERS [ fo 0, 0800 (\ET)drdd — /vl [} fO 0%.g%(y/eT)drdo
—|—\/5u2 foy Oy gl (\/er)dT — \/Ehg fo Oy vk, (ver)dr.
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Therefore, we obtain an nonlinear MHD boundary layer system for the leading
order terms (uo vp, he, g0, )
(@2 —l—_zég)az + (vg +7 + Y0y )0, ]u + upugw

—[(he + D)0 + (0 + T2 + 390y )0y RS — hORD, + 0,p% = v02ul,
(W + ud) e + (09 + VL + yvly )9y|hY + ughgm

(g + h9)Ds + (92 + T2 + ygy )0, Jud — hSul, = wO2HY,
(@ tu 00 + (v + 7% + 500y )9, ) (g5 +ge+y98y)_
~[(Brg + s + (90 + T +ygly )0y (00 + UL+ yoly) = kD20, (22)
=0,

ppy
Dpu + Oyvp = Oxhy + dygp = 0,

(1899 yw—f*“6< %h%CBZMz

(v, 98) = = (v, gp)(@,0) = — [ Du(up, ) (x, 2)dz,

( gvauhg)( ) )_(ub_ue70)7 ( gvh;g)( )_( p07h20)( )

The fourth equlity of ([Z2) implies that the leading order of boundary layers for
pressure pg(a:,y) should be matched to the outflow pressure on {y = 0}, that is
pg(x,y) = pY(x). Next, we will study system (Z2) but ignore the third equation,
since the third equation is equivalent to the second equation, by using Bernoulli’s

law, divergence-free conditions and the boundary condition (22))7.
Then, R*%, R"* are reduced to

R“0 = \/e(v) 4+ v})dyul + evddyul — \/_(gg +gh)oy hY — /2920y h}
+\/_y( Uy Upy + veYupy) Vey(hoy hp, + Qeyho ) —vediul + By
+vdupy, — 90 héy Yvly tp, + ygeyhgy +up(uy —uly) — hy(hl, — h,)
—I—\}—( 020y ud — g0, hY),

RMO = e(vp + ve)ayhg + VEuddy hy — \/_(gp + 9¢)dyud — /egldy u;
+VEy(udy b, + vlyhd,) — ey (hl Yupz + gty ud,) — kedyh? + Es

0ty — 90ty — Yoy hY, + ygPyupy +uf(hly — hG,) — h(uly —ul,)
L (000, — g20,u0),
(2.3)
which would be put into next order in €. And R9° can be simplified to
R9? =By + ey(u Sy&agg + Uiyaygg) - fy(hoyamvg + Qiyayvg)
+ (upds — vy, )(\/_ygey + 5/ / 0% g°(Ver)drdo)
(h1 gpy)(\/_yvey + a/ / 0300 (eT)drdo) (2.4)

—I—\/_U/ayge ET)dT—\/—gp/ 032 (Ver)dr

+ \/_[(Up + Ue)geY - (gp + ge) Vey + vpgeY - gp eY] - HE@%Q;,

where we have used the following two facts, one is

uo — h% eY—O
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from ([2)4, the other is

0,41 1,0 0 1,,0
UeGer + Veley — h’e ex — YeVey = 0

from (224),4.

At present, to solve the nonlinear boundary layer system (22]), we introduce an
auxiliary function ¢(y) € C*°(R,) to homogenize the boundary on y = 0, 0o, that

is
Y, ¥y = 2Ry,
o(y) = 0
07 OSySROa

for some constant Ry > 0, and define the new unknowns as follows
u=up 4+ — up — (W — up)¢’ (y),
v =Tp 4+ 0 +ul (@(y) —y) = (@ +v) +yody) + ule(y),
h=hy+h, =B (y).
9=70+ 95 + 0% (0(y) —y) = (@ + gp + y9ly) + B2 (y).
Then, it is easy to see that the new unknowns (u,v,h,g) satisfy the following
boundary conditions and divergence-free conditions

(uvh)lw:O_( p0+(u _ub)(1_¢l)= pO h ¢I) (u07h0)( )
(u,v,9yh, g)ly=0 = (0,0,0,0),

(u,h) = (0,0), as y — oo,

Oz + Oyv = Oyh + 0yg = 0.

(2.5)

(2.6)

0

Moreover, we rewrite the system (2.2)) for (u,vp, k)

(1.0, h.g) s ’
{4 up + (@ — up) @'}y + (v — u0,0)dyJu + uul, ¢ + v(T@ — up)g”
—[(h+ e )0y + (g — B0, $)Dy\h — WRO, ' — ghod” — vO2u = 11,

,99) by the new unknowns

[{u+up + (u —up)¢' 10y + (v — ul,$), b + uhD, ¢ + vhed” — KO2Zh @7
~[(h + @)D + (g — W0, 0)0ylu — il — g(@0 — ur) " = 2,
where 71, 7o are defined by
ro= pL(¢)? — 66" — 2+ uul, [(¢') — ¢ — 6¢"] + V(T — up) ¢,
{Tz = WAL (&)~ o +00") + RELO), 2
in which we have used the Bernoulli’s law in the calculation of (2.8]).
By the construction of ¢(y), it is easy to get that
ri(z,y) = —p(x), ra(r,y) =0, y > 2Ry,
ri(x,y) = —2p%,(2), 7r2(x,y) =0, 0<y< Ry (2.9)
Then for any real number A > 0, and |«| < m, we have
1) (D1, Do) L2
<Clw) +C Y D@ R, B (@)l 2y < Clus) + C Mo, (2.10)

< al+1
In addition, there holds that
s ) — O Mo — C(up) < [ (ugs h) [y < || (s B)l| e + C Mo + Cluy), (2.11)

PP
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and similarly, for the initial data, it gives

[[(uo, ho)ll = C Mo —C(up) < |05 hip o) W) < Ml (w0, ho) || +C Mo+ C (us).
(2.12)
Now, we state the well-posedness result for (u,v, h, g) as follows.

Proposition 2.1. Let m > 5 be an integer, and I > 0 a real number. Assume that
the outer ideal MHD flows u2, h? are smooth and positive, dyu®,dyh® and their

e’ e

derivatives decay exponentially fast to zero at infinity. Furthermore, suppose that
there exist some positive constants ¥y, ng and suitable small o9 > 0 satisfying

70 +ul(0,y) > Fie + h0(0,) > o,

[ug(0,Y) 4+ up(0,y)| > [h2(0,Y) + hy(0,4)| > no,

010, (2, H)(0.)] < 2eu. (213)

PP

() 02 (w0, hO) (0, )| < %1951.

PP

Then, there exist smooth solutions (u,v,h,g) to problem Z8)-@7) in [0, L1] X
[0, 00) with small Ly > 0, such that

S 1) D (w, h) | 22 + 1{y)' 8y D (, h) | 20,2452 (0,000) < C- (2.14)

Moreover, for any (z,y) € [0, L1] x [0,00), it holds that
— 1
w0+ ug(x,y) > hg + hg(x,y) > 5190 >0,

1
lug(@,Y) + up(z,y)| > [h)(2,Y) + h(z, y)| > 370 > 0, (2.15)
|< >l+la (up,hg)(x,yﬂ < oo,
() 105 (up, ) (2, )| < 95

PP

Remark 2.1. [t should be pointed out that the condition [2I3)2 is not necessary
for the well-posedness of the approzimate solutions, which will be applied to control
the remainder profile in Section[3. Actually, the condition ZI3)o implies that

(0, Y) + (0, 9)] = [h(0,Y) + (0, 9)| = o,
for a positive constant o > 0. So we can deduce that

|u2(x,Y) + Ug(%y” - |h2($,Y) + hg(%y”

2[2(0.Y) +u5(0,)] ~ [ [0(a.Y) + 0o,
0

IR0, Y) + K0, )] - / 0,0z, Y) + 01z, y)|
0
S0 — Ll|(0s(2, V) + 9pulz, ), D h®(e, Y) + 0:h () | oe

and hence, for sufficiently small L, we have |u(z,Y) + u)(z,y)| > [hd(z,Y) +
hd(x,y)| as stated in ZI5)o, which will be frequently used in Section[3

Thanks to the definition in (Z3]), the boundedness of (Iﬂj]) and [2I2), the
proposition for the zero-order boundary layer corrector (u vo hp, gp) follows.
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Proposition 2.2. Under the assumptions of Proposition[2.1], there exists a small
constant Ly > 0, such that problem [2.2)) admits local-in-x classical solutions (ug, vg, hg, gg)
in [0, L1] x [0, 00) satisfying

sup ||<y>lDo‘(ug,vg,hg,gg)HLg < C, with |a] < m. (2.16)
0<z<L,

The proof of Proposition 1] will be completed in three steps, which is left
to Appendix First, we will derive the weighted estimates for D*(u,h) with
la| <m, D* = 8585, B < m — 1. Second, we shall obtain the weighted estimates
for 02 (u, h) with 3 = m, in other words, m-th order tangential derivative. And the
final step is devoted to closing the energy estimates.

2.2. ez-order correctors. This subsection is devoted to deducing the systems for
ez-order correctors and the formulation of pressure pg. First, collecting all terms
with a factor /g, together with \/z-order terms from R*° R"? we have

RV = [(ud +up)0y + (vp +v2) 0y (ug +up) + [(ug + upy) 0 + 0,0y ] (ud + up)
0. (pe +py) — v (ul +up) + (yug, + vy + v udy +yviyup, +vduly
—[(he + 1)z + (gp + 92) 0yl (he + hyy) = [(he + hyy)0e + g,0,)(hE + D)
—(Whype + 9p + 9y — ygey by — 92hey + = (020yuy, — 920y hy),

RMY = [(ud 4+ ud)dy + (05 + v2)0,)(hE + b)) + [(ul + )y + vjd,](hY + hY)
—k0p(hé + hy) + (V) + vD)hdy +yuly hd, + yoly b, + v0hly
=[(h + 1) 0z + (g + 92)0y)(ug +up) = [(hé + hyy)Ow + 950y ] (ud + up)
—(92 + gé)ugy - yhﬂyugz - ygiyugy - quéy + \%(Ugayhé - anyué)-

(2.17)

We stress that the terms for the ideal flows with scaling Y = /ey will be kept when
it is hit by the partial derivative d,, more specifically,

Biu; = ediul, agh; =c0%hl,

(60 + u1)0yul = VEGD + oYy,
—(gp 4+ 92)0yhé = —Ve(gy + g )hiy,
U;ugy - gzlvh(e)y = \/E(U;USY - gzl)h’SY)v
vphey = gpuey = VE(phdy — gyuly).

The leading interior terms (ul, v}, hl, g, pl) are taken to satisfy

e’ Ve

0,1 0,1 1,0 1,,0 1
UeUey + VelUey + UeUey + VelUey + Pex
071 0p1 11,0 1,0 __
_hehem - geheY - hehem - geheY - 07
uOhL, + v0hly +ulhl, + vin0y

e "exr e "exr

(2.18)

0,1 0,1 1,0 1,0 _
—hoUg, — Gty — Rollgy — Gotlgy = 0.
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And the boundary-layer terms (uj,v},hl, g}, p}) are described by the following
system,

Ou}w + vouzl)y + u}oawuo + ula u? —i—p},z — V(?;uzl)
07,1 ¢Ohl 1 0 0
—h’hy, — g°hy,, — hy0:h° — gpa h o
[’U’puéw + uéugw + (yugm + vp) eY + yUéY’u’gu
AR, — A, — (s + Dy — vty 1
+%[(% - yveY)ugy + (ugm - ugw)ug]
0 —_— —_—
— 725 —ygd )hy, + (hey — h2,)h)] = Fy,
u®h), +v°hy, 4+ up0ph? + v 0,h° — KOZh) (2.19)
—hY%% 1 gou;y — h18 ud — gl(? u?

=—[u ghgz + uéhgz + vghgy yh9,uly + yuly hY,

—hjul, - hluf) U, — Gpudy — Yuphdy — ygeyupy]

(2% — RS, + T )

~ (2 — gl + (ul, —uD)RS) = 2.
pzlJy =0,

where
{uo = ﬂg + ug, 00 = y@ + Ué + ’Ug,
WO =T + 10, g% = ygy + 7 + g2,
After constructing the above profiles, the errors are reduced to
R0 = By —vediul,
R0 = B3 — ked2h
Rt = VE[(vp +v )3YU (93 +9¢)0y he] — vedgud + (uf —0Q)uy,
(0! = Ty, +up(ul, — uly) + VEvhuly — (A2 =R )k,
—(9e - ge)h1 - h})(hﬂm = hl,) = VEgyhly +up(ue, — ug,)
+(ug = Te)up, + (yup, +vp)(udy — uly) +y(vy —viy)up,
~Hyhte L) = (bl =)y, — (D + o)) Ry ~ )
_y(Q;Y - géy)h + (7 - yvey)ul - (7 - ygey)hzl)y,
RME = 2[5 +vl)dy hi — (95 + gt)Ovul] — kedF hl + (ud —uQ)h),

+(0} — TR, + ub(hQ, —hT,) + VEnhey — (k2 Tig )b,
—(g! —ghyul, — hL(u0, —ul,) — VEglul ey ug(hém —hl,)
+(ui—ﬂé>h2m+v2(h2y—h0 )+ yh0, (uly —uly) + y(vly — vl )hS
~h(ul, —ul) — (hl = g, — gh(u ey;u(;y) Yy B,

1 ve

~Y(Gey — géy)“gy + (\/eg yvey)h;y - ((176_ - ygey)

(2.20)

Now We continue to consider the normal components of (7). To begin with,
the (9( = )-order of (L), consists of

R’U’_l = + vevpy hpgeac gggpy'
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Then, the next O(1)-order of (7)), is composed of

R* = (ug + up)ds (v + vg) + (v + ve)0y (v) +v) + 0 (vey + o) + (v + V5 )0y
+ (uf 4+ up)vl, +vpvd, — (h + h)0x (90 + g2) — (90 + 92)0y (90 + 92) — 9592,
= 90(gey + 9py) — (g9 + 90)9%y — (he + hy)gl, + ey + oy — v, (v + vp).

11y oo : : 11
Here we note that (v, g,) will be determined by the construction of (u,,, h,) and the

divergence-free conditions. Taking the interior profile (u!,v!, hl, g, pl) to enjoy

e’ e’
0,1 0,1 1,,0 1,,0 1 0,1 0,1 1.0 1.0 __
{ usv?z + US’U?Y + uzfvgm + ’UTUSY +p<6Yl_ hegoeml_ geg(iYO_ heglezo_ Jeley = 07
UeYex + Veley + UeYex + VeGey — hevez —YGeVey — hevez —YGeley = 0.
(2.21)

Finally, the second-order boundary layer pressure p% is taken to be of the follow-
ing form

o0

1

i) = [ {%{ugugz o0l — hOg0, — g0l } + (W +ull, + (00 + i,
Y

+ uzo)vém + U’;l)vgw + ’Ug’l);;y + U;BUSY - (hg + hg)ggm - (92 + g;)ggy - hggiw

- hgl)ggw - ggg;lyy - ggggY - Vasvg (:Eu 9)d97 (222)

so the error term R in this order is reduced to
RV =\/e[(vp + v vsy — (gp + 92) 90y + vpvly — gpgey] —vediul.  (2.23)

Consequently, the combination of (2I8),[22I) with the divergence-free condi-

tions constitutes the profile equations for the ideal MHD corrector (ul, v!, hl, g1, pl),

er rer
while the system (219]) together with the divergence-free conditions for the MHD

boundary layers (u), v}, hl, gb,pp).

2.3. The ideal MHD correctors. Based on the above analysis, to construct the

ideal MHD corrector, one should solve the following system for (ul, v}, hl, gl pl)

er e

wdul, +vluly +ulud, +vludy +pl, —hOhl, — g%hly — hih, — glhly =0,
udvl, +vdvly +ulvl, +0lvdy +ply — hlgl, — 929ty — hlgd, — glgdy =0,
udhl, +vohly +ulhd, +vihdy — hug, — gluly — hiuld, — giudy =0,
udgl, + 009y +ulgl, +vigdy — hdvl, — gluly — hivd, — glvdy =0,
ul, +vly =hl, +gly =0,

(2.24)

with the boundary conditions
(’U;ag;)(xao):_(vgagg)(xao)v (2 25)
(v}, gl) — (0,0), as Y — oc. '

On the one hand, using the first two equations of (Z24) and the divergence-free
conditions, we can derive the equations for the vorticity form

(ugﬁm + Ugﬁy)wl + (ui@m + véay)(ayug — 81112)
— (h20s + 20y )wa — (hl0s + gldy ) (Oy hY — 9,9°) = 0, (2.26)
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where
= dyul — d,v! = Oyh! — 0,g!
w1 Y U zVe, W2 Y e zYe -
Furthermore, by virtue of the divergence-free conditions, there exist stream func-

tions ®, ¥ for velocity and magnetic field, respectively, such that

{v% = (Oy D, —0,®) == (ul,v}),

er) e

2.27
ViU = (0y U, —-0,7) := (hl,gl). ( )

And note that
(wl, wz) = (A(I), A\I/),
the equation (2.26) is equivalent to the following equation:
(u20, + v20y ) A® — (h20, + g0y ) AT
= — (0, + vl 0y )(Oyud — 9,00) + (L0, + gtOy ) (Oy hY — agl).  (2.28)
On the other hand, we can rewrite the third and fourth equation of ([224)) as
Oy (vehe + hgve — ugge — uggl) =0,
0z (v0he + hive — ugge —uegl) =0,
in which we have used the divergence-free conditions. So there exists constant b,
such that
vehe —udge = glug — hve +0, (2.29)
or equivalently,
(ul0, + 120y ) U = (h20, + g0y )® + b. (2.30)
Let Y — oo in (Z29), we have
b=0,
where we have used the fact that (v2, g%, vl, g!) — (0,0,0,0) as Y — oo. Therefore,

we get
vehe — ugge = geue — hv, (2.31)

e-e’

or equivalently, in the formulation of the stream functions:
(w2, + 020y )W = (h20, + ¢00y)®. (2.32)

Performing a similar calculation as we did for the equation ([2.32]), we can deduce
from the third and the fourth equation in system (L2)) for the ideal MHD flows
(u?, 09, A, g%) that

vehe — geug =0, (2.33)
where the zero boundary conditions (v, g%) — (0,0) as Y — oo have been applied.
It implies that there exists a function k(x,Y") satisfying

RO = k(w, V)b, g0 = Kz, V)el. (2.34)

In addition, we have 0 < k < 1, by virtue of the assumption (LI0) stated in the
main theorem of this paper.

Putting ([2.34)) into ([232]), we obtain that
(80, + 00y )V = k(ul0, +v00y ). (2.35)
Moreover, using the divergence-free conditions of velocity field and magnetic field,
it gives

(100, + 100y )k(xz,Y) = 0ph + dy g0 — k(0,u® + By v°) = 0. (2.36)
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Therefore, adding the identity (Z30]) into the right hand side of equation (235,
we can deduce a linear first-order partial differential equation read as

0

(0 + U—Zay)f =0, (2.37)

Ue

in which we denote f := U — k®. Define the characteristic curve of (Z31) as the
following ordinary differential equation

ay  ?
E = u—g(fE,Y), (238)
then the equation ([237]) becomes
df
Z—0
dx ’
with given data fo := f(0,Y) = ¥y — koPg. According to characteristic method
and local well-posedness theory of ODE, we get

U = k® + F(ul, 00, fo), (2.39)

in which F is a function determined by the data u?,v?, fo. The equality ([2.39)
gives the relationship between two stream functions, and thus the following high
order terms of W can be expressed by ® as

0,V = 0pk - @+ kO, P + O, F,

OyV = Oyk-®+ koy® + Oy I, (2.40)

AV = EAD + AL +2VE - VO + AF.

Hence, plugging ([2-40) into second-order vorticity equation ([2:28)) with definition
(Z27), using the identity ([236) and the positivity of u2, we can conclude that the
stream function ® enjoys the following equation

0

(0, + ~S0y)G(P) = H (D), (2.41)

Ue

where G(®) and H(®) are defined by
G(®) := —(1 — E)AD + kAk - ® + 2kVE - V® + EAF,

and

1
H(®) := — = (Oyk - @+ kOy ® + Oy F),(dy hd — 0,9)

e

— (Oyk - ® + kD, ® + 9, F)dy (Oy h° — 8,.¢°)
— (Oy ®0,, — 3z<1>3y)(8yu2 - 8961)2) .

Define the characteristic curve of (Z41]) the same as (Z38]), then the equation (241
becomes

dG(®)
——= =H(9).
I (@)
And thus, with given data G(®)|,—=0 = Go(Po(Y")), the problem in consideration

turns to the following equation

G(D(z,Y)) = /OIH(@(S,Y))ds + Go(@o(V)), (2.42)
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with the given boundary conditions:

Dly—o =1+ [5 vp(s,0)ds,
{‘P(O, Y)= <I>o(OY), O(L,Y) =D, (Y). (2.43)

We take the data ®o(Y") and ®1(Y") to be sufficiently smooth and decay exponen-
tially fast at infinity. In addition, we assume the compatibility conditions ®((0) = 1
and ®1,(0) =1+ J"OL vp(s,0)ds. Note that the first condition in (Z43) is equivalent
to ®,(z,0) = —vl(z,0) = v)(x,0), where the general constant have been selected

to 1, without loss of generality. To solve the problem (2:42)-([2-43]), we suppose that
the data are in the well-prepared sense defined as follow (see also [12]).

Definition 2.1 (Well-prepared boundary data). We call the boundary data are
well-prepared up to order two, if the boundary value of ®yy (x,Y) satisfying
1

4 == Qyy(z, ER Yo
yy(:l?,()) ({E O) + 1_ k2($,0)

(kAk - ® + 2kVk - VO + kAF)(z,0)

1 x
- m{ /0 H(®(s,0))ds + Go(‘l’o(o))},
with the following compatibility conditions
Pyy (2,0)|z=0 = OyyPo(0), Pyy(z,0)|z=1 = IyyPL(0).

Repeating the above procedure, we achieve the generalization to order k.

Rewrite (Z42) as follows,

—AD =F(®), (2.44)
with the source term
kAk 2kVE k
FO) ==y o Ve T Ar
1 @ 1

Recall the facts that
0 < [[kll~ << 1,

2.45
(IV™k| L2 < C for arbitrary m. (245)

We can apply the contraction mapping principle to determine ®. Indeed, for any
®, by the standard theory of elliptic system, there exists a unique solution to the
following equation
—AD = F(d),

which produces a solution mapping T : ® — ® for &, ® € X := {®[||[Y"®||gm <
C(n,m)}. The contraction of the mapping follows from the smallness of k and
L > 0. This gives the fixed point T(®) = @, which is the solution to the original
problem (2.44]). Moreover, the magnetic fields can be also determined.

With the sketch, our attentions will be paid on the estimates for ®. To begin
with, let us introduce a function B¢ defined by

Bo(z,Y) =(1 — %@fé?) (1+ /O v(s,0)ds) + %;LL(?)
=(1— %)@0(1/)(1 + /Om v9(s,0)ds) + %ié% (1+ /Om vp(s,0)ds)

(1+ /01 vg(s, 0)ds)
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=0 (Y)(1 + /Ow vp(s,0)ds) + %(ié% — o (Y))(1 + /0m vp(s,0)ds).

in the case when ®(L, 0) is nonzero, otherwise, for the case that ®(L,0) = 0, we will

take Z[®L(Y) + (1 + [; vp(s,0)ds)] as the second term, instead of the ratio term

fg(LLog) (1+ fo vp(s,0)ds). Thanks to the compatibility conditions at the corner,

it is easy to get that Bg satisfies the boundary conditions (Z43)). In addition, if we
suppose that |[Y"0P (®r(Y) — o(Y))| < CL, then it yields that Y"Bg € H™ for
arbitrary n, m. And we introduce the function Eg¢(z,Y") satisfying

kAk 2kVE k
Eg ::—AB¢+—-B¢+—-VB<D+—AF
1— k2 2 1— k2
1 (2.46)
- EGe(®alY) - g [ H(Ba(s ¥ s
Then Eg is sufficiently smooth and enjoys the following weighted estimate
[Y"Eg||gm < C, forn,m > 0. (2.47)
Introduce function ®* as
® =P* + By,
then the function ®* solves the following elliptic problem
kAk 2kVEk
A0 = - 2o e L e
(2.48)

1 * N
+m/0 H(‘I) (S,Y))dS—Eq>,

with the homogenous boundary conditions ®*|so = 0.

In what follows, we will derive the weighted H* estimate for the equation (2.48))
of ®*. Let us perform the H' estimate at first. Multiplying the equation (Z48) by
®* and integrating by parts, it gives

/ IVe*[? = ’fAk , // 2l<:Vk' -
//[1—k2/H (5,Y))ds @*] /E o (249)

<CL|V®* |2 + | EallZ:,

where the first term has been estimated as follows and others are similar:

kAk |¢*|2:_//%,(/””81®*)2
//| kAk / 18,0 %) (2.50)

kAE By
Thus, using the smallness of L, we have
1213 < |Bell7 < C, (2.51)

where the L? norm of ®* is bounded by ||V®*| 2 via performing the similar argu-

ments of (Z350).
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Next, to obtain the H? estimate, applying dy on (48] to get

N 2%kVk [ H(®*(s,Y))ds

T O VO = () -

—Ady ®* + Oy ( Oy Es.

(2.52)

Multiplying the above equation by Jy®* and integrating in [0, L] x [0, 00), the
left-hand side is reduced to

//[ Aayq>*+ay< ROk ~<1>*>+ay (%V@*” Oy

kAk 2kVEk
/ IVOy @** — 5 @ Oyy @ — // 5 - VO* . Oyy®*  (2.53)

1— k2
2%y k
—/ ( R + 18’” ayq>)-ayq>*
; -

Meanwhile, the right-hand side reads as

[ H(®%(s,Y))ds . .
//ay 12 -0y ®* — Oy Eg - Oy ®

(P*( Y d
/ Jo H(@"( - Oyy @* —/ Eg - Oyy ®* (2.54)

dzx.
Y=0

1— k2

(P*(s,Y))ds
/ <f0 1 2 )) +Eq>> -8y<1>*|y:0d:v.
0 —

By taking Y = 0 in the equation (248]), the boundary terms in the above two
equalities (2.53) (254)) vanish. Applying Holder inequality, we can conclude that

(|kAk| 4L

L |2KVH + L

* (12
HV({)Y(I) HL2 < 1 — k2

@722 ~|V‘1>*||L2+|E<1>|L2) 105 @] .

(2.55)
Using Young inequality, the H' estimate for ®* and the estimate for Eg, we have

[Voy®*||2. < C. (2.56)

In addition, the L? estimate of 9,,®* yields by using the equation [Z52) and
estimate ([Z56). So we get the estimates of ®* in H? norm.

Let us turn to consider the weighted estimates. For any n > 1, we consider the
elliptic problem for Y"®* as follows:

L kAE . 2kVE
R s

yn v
 — H(®*(s,Y))ds — Y"E.
o [ @ Y)Y B,

—A(Y"0*) = — 20y (Y™)Oy @ — 0% (Y™)* -V -V o*

(2.57)

with the homogenous boundary conditions. By induction, assume that Y~ 1®* is
uniformly bounded in H? norm, and then the terms in the right hand side of the
elliptic problem (Z57) is uniformly bounded in H! norm. The similar argument
applied above for the unweighted norm yields that ||Y"®*|| g2 < C for any n > 1.
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Furthermore, we derive higher regularity estimates. To derive the H? estimates,
we consider the following elliptic problem for dy ®*,

kAKk 2kVEk
= (2.58)
H(®*(s,Y))ds

1— k2
Testing the [Z58) by —Ady ®*, and integrating in [0, L] x [0,00), we can obtain
the boundedness for ||Ady ®*|| 2. Next, we test the following equation

Ak 2kVE

k
= AOD" + Oy (s B) + D V)

1—k2

fom H(®*(s,Y))ds
1—k2

by function —Ad,®* to achieve the estimate for |Ad,®*|| 2. Then it gives the H3

estimate for ®*.
To estimate the H* norm, consider the following elliptic problem for dyy ®*,

Ak 2%V
O )‘f‘aYY(m

(2.59)

:8LE( ) - awE@

k
— Adyy®* + 8YY(W

JS H(®*(s,Y))ds

0 12 ) — anyq»
Testing the (Z60) by —Adyy®*, and integrating in [0, L] x [0,00), we can obtain
the estimate for || Adyy ®*| 2. Next, the estimate for [|Ad,y ®*|| 12 can be achieved
through testing the following equation

kAk 2kVE

V")
(2.60)
=0yy(

— A0,y ® +3xY(m"1> )+3zY(m'V‘I’ ) 1)
Jo H(®*(s,Y))ds '
=0y ( 5 ) — Ovy Eo
1—k
by function —AQd,y ®*. Finally, combining the following equation
kAK 2kVk
— A0y @ + Opu(—— - ") + 811(—v -Vor)
1—k2 1—k2 (2.62)
CH(®*(s,Y))d '
0, (1 _(2’2 Ndsy o, B

with the estimate of ||Adyy ®*||2, the L? estimate of 92®* follows, so we accom-
plish the H* estimate for ®*. In a similar argument, any H™ norm estimate for
®* can be achieved.

Therefore, based on the above analysis, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Under the assumption of well-prepared boundary data and the hy-
potheses on k(x,Y) stated in (Z45), the problem (ZA2)-ZA3) admits a solution @
and the following estimate holds

[Y"®| g < C(n,m). (2.63)

Combining (2.63) with the relationship ([2.39]) between two stream functions, we
have
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Lemma 2.2. Under the assumption of well-prepared boundary data and the hy-

potheses on k(x,Y") stated in (243), the problem [228) and (232) admits a solution
(P, W) which satisfies the following estimate

Y™ (@, ¥)[|m < C(n,m). (2.64)

Therefore, according to the definition of (IEZI) with the estimate of ®, ¥ in
hands, we are ready to give the estimates for (ul,v!, hl, gl).

er Ve

Proposition 2.3. There exists a solution (ul,vl,hl gl) to the problem 224)-
@28) which satisfies the following estimate

Y™, 02, B, g s < C. (2.65)

e’ Ve

where the constant C' is depending on n,m.

2.4. \/e-order MHD boundary layer correctors. In this subsection, we will
construct the MHD boundary layer correctors (u,, vy, hy, g5, pp) by solving (ZI9).
For simplicity, we drop the superscript 1 of the solutions.

The system for MHD boundary layer correctors (up, vp, hp, gp, pp) is described
by

0 0 0 0 2
U Upg + V7 Upy + UpOpu” + vp0yu’ + pps — Vayup

1%y — §Ohpy — hpOuh® — g0, h° = F1

uChpe + V0hyy 4 uydph® + vp0yh° — KOZhy, (2.66)
—houm — goupy — hpawuo — gpayuo = Fg,
Ppy =0,

where FZ}, Fp2 are defined in (219), together with the following boundary conditions

(1 ) (0,9) = (10, ) ()
(up7 ayhp)(xv 0) = _(uzlev 6th)($)7
(Upv gp)(‘rv O) = (07 0)7

(up, hp) — (0,0), as y — co.

(2.67)

To solve the problem, we will also consider the divergence-free conditions
Upz + Vpy = Rpz + gpy = 0, (2.68)

here we note that (v, gp) will be constructed by (vp, gp) = — foy (Up, hpa) (x, 2)dz.
Moreover, the second equation in (Z60) can be rewritten as the following form

ay[—uogp - goup + ”th + ho“p] - ’“ﬁhp

=0y | — yhlyvp + y@fip yoly by + yglyuy + ulgy —hlvp (2.69)
1 O 0 0
( e h - _up + yugzhp yhem p)

TEVET TR

Thanks to the divergence-free conditions, there exists a stream function 15 satisfying
(hps gp) = (ayz/;, _6#;)7 with 1L|y:0 = 0. (2.70)
By virtue of ([Z.69), using the boundary conditions and the definition of 1/3, we have
w8, — goup + anuz/; + hovp — m’?ziﬁ
— yhly vy + yudy gy — yoly hy + yglyuy + ulgy — hlvy +ulgl — hlvl + khdy,
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1 O
+ 7(\/6_110 - TUP + yugmhg yhQ,

Here, we state the well-posedness theory of (up, vp, hp, gp) which shall be estab-
lished by using a similar energy estimate method to that of (u),v9, ho, g7).

(2.71)

ex p)

Proposition 2.4. There exists a solution (up, vy, hyp, gp) to the problem (2.6GG)-
([Z68) in [0, La] x [0,+00) with 0 < Lo < Ly which satisfies the following estimate

0<Su<pL ||ym3§(up, hp)HLg + ||ym3§(upy, hpy)llLz + 11(vp, gp)ll Lo < C. (2.72)
ST L2

where the constant C' is depending on k,m.

Proof. For simplicity, we give here an outline about the application of the energy
method in Appendix [B] without details. First, we will get the weighted estimates
for D*(uy, hy) with |a] < m, D™ =0[d%, B <m — 1. Second, we shall obtain the
weighted estimates for 92 (u,, h,) with 8 = m via introducing the new quantities:

B._ 56 _ ay:g 5B¢ hﬂ ._ BBh _ auhlo? 5B¢
up'_ mup h0+h0m7 p - Yx''p h0+h0m'

According to the system (ZB6) for u, and ZTI) for ¥, we can deduce the system
for (uf), hg ), in which the tough terms involving 92(v,,g,) are cancelled. So the
weighted LZ-estimates of (uZ,h?) follows. And then we can receive the desired

P2
weighted L2-estimates of (9%u,,0%h,) by proving the L?-norm equivalence between
(ull, h) and (05 uy, d2hy), so as to close the energy estimates. O

Therefore, we are ready to get estimates on every error term mentioned above by
using the fact that the ideal MHD flows are evaluated at (z,Y"), while the boundary
layers profiles are at (x,y). We can obtain that

|E1, Bslr2 S e, ||Eallze Set. (2.73)
and
| R0, RO RN B2 S e (2.74)

Indeed, the terms in Ei, F3, B4, RV?, R99 R*! R™! can be handled similarly to
the following terms

3

le0zu / / 02l (Ver)drdh|| 12 < 5||81u2-y2||Loo||832/ug(\/_)||Lz <ed,

1
II\/Eug/ Oy ger(VET)AT||L2 < VElup - yll o0y ger (VE) 22 < €7,
0

1
IVegpheyllze < vElgpllinellhey (VE)llze < e,

—q 1
Iy(gey — 98 hpy Iz < VElly?hpyllze 105 ge (VE)ll 2 S €7,
0

v —5— 1
Iz — Yoy Jupyllze < llyPupy llL | VE05ve (Ve L2 S e,

where we have used Proposition [2.1H2-]] Hardy inequality and the boundary con-
dition of v¢ on {Y = 0}.
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2.5. Construction of approximate solutions. This subsection is to construct
the approximate solutions for system (LI]). To this end, we define a cut-off function

x(Y") supported in [0, 1]
1, Y e[o,1],
Y =
x(¥) {0, Y €2, +00),
and a smooth boundary corrector p(x,Y") with compact support
p(x,Y) = =0yhi(z) Yx(Y)
satisfying
8yp(:c, Y)|y:0 = —6yhé(£[:).
Let (hl,gl) be constructed as in the previous subsection, introducing
hi(z,Y) = hi(2,Y) —I—p(:z Y),
t(z,Y) =g(z,Y) — fo Oup(z,s)ds,

so that the boundary value of dyhl(x,Y) can be cancelled on {y = 0}, which
ensures the boundary condition 9yhapy(2,y)|ly=0 = 0 for approximate solution.
Since (hl, gl) satisfy the divergence-free condition as well, we will still denote it by
(hl,gl) in the approximate solutions expansion for convenience.

Next, we introduce the boundary layer correctors which will be used in the
boundary layer expansion. Let (up,vp,hp,gp) be constructed as in the previous
subsection, define

{( b 1) (@) = XV (s )+ VEX (VEW) [ (g ) ),
(0 9p)(,y) = X(VEY) (Vp, 9p)-

Clearly, (u vl hp, gp) is a divergence-free vector field, that is
u}om + vzl)y = h}om + gzl)y =0. (2.77)
Using the estimates of (uy, hp) in Proposition 2.4 we have
y
VAV (VD) [ (). 5)ds] < VESI (VR a1 < C.
0
and it follows that

sup |y 05 (up, )l 2z + 1y 05 (upy, hpy 2 + (v, gp)llz= < C. (2.78)
0<z<Lsy

(2.75)

Additionally, the new error in O(y/€)-order created by the cut-off layer is

Y
RN = — (1 — )F} + (u®0, +u +v°8, — vd?) (x/Ex’ / up(, s)d8>
0
Y
— (W9, + 1% + ¢%9,) (\/Ex’/o by (, S)dS) — Vex'hpg”

— 2V/EvX Uupy + up(VEX v — vex”),
y
RZJ =— (1= x)F, + (u°0y — u) +0°0, — r0.) <\/EX// hy(z, s)ds)
0
y
— (h°0, — nY + g%0,) (\/Ex'/o up(z, s)ds) —Vex'upg°

— 2V/ERX Py + hp(VEX' v — kex),
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which can be estimated as
IRy Ry )lle S et (2.79)

Indeed, thanks to the property that the zero-order boundary layer correctors is
rapidly decaying as y — oo, when /gy > 1, the terms Fpl7 Fg with coefficient 1 — x
are of order " for large enough n > 0. And the terms involved with /ex’ are
bounded by

VelX (Ve e < '/

the boundedness is also satisfied for the ex” terms since e is sufficiently small.
These points, taken together, lead to the summary (2.79).

These new error terms R%', R"! would contribute into the error term R, Rl .
which are defined by
U u,2 u, 1 wu,1
Ry =R"* + VER"! + VERY! + ey,
Rpr —Rh2+\/—Rh1+\/_Rhl
where
R%? = —ev(Aul 4 82u o)+ e [vpuly — gphly — v(O2ul + 92u))] + By
+e[(uf +u ) e (ul + ul) — (hl + h;)@x(hé + hl) + vpupy ;h;y}

RM? = sm(AhO + (92110) tet [U hly gzl,uéy — k(O2he + Bth)] + By
e [(ul + )0 (bl + hy) = (he+ )0, (ul + uy) + by, = gy, ]

by collecting the error terms from R%9 RM0 and some higher order terms. The
estimates on R%2, R"? can be obtained similarly to the estimates on (Z73) and

@14), that is
I(R™2, RM2)|| 2 S . (2.80)
And recalling the definition of pg, we have
o
o) = [ | 208+ 0y = Wil = o2y} = VO 4 0 0l
+ (U + Ve )V + UpUery + Upleng + Vg + Uy — (e + hD)gpus

- (92 + g;)ggzy - hgg;zz hpgezz ggg;my - gggng (‘T7 9)d97

where the divergence-free conditions for (uf,v!) and (h, gi) have been used. For

the (9( =) terms, for any n > 2, there holds

00 0
< Ol
/y \/_ py

Y
/OO vgmmuO :/OO —Jo ugmmyuo
v Ve 'y Vey !

< Cly) D5 [l | 20,00 | ) Ul e

where we have used Hardy inequality. Similar arguments can be applied to achieve

1) vy [ 220,009
1,o°

0
the estimate for the terms %ggzy and Uyg h). The other terms can be handled
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similarly to the estimates on [273)) and ([274), so it gives

P2, N2 S e 3. (2.81)
Therefore, collecting (274, (Z79)-(2Z1l), we obtain
3
IR Ripplle S 7. (2.82)

On the other hand, error terms for the normal components of (7)) is reduced
to

Ry, =RV + Ve[{(u + up) + Ve(ul 4+ up)}0z + (vp + v} +Vev,)d, v,
— VE{(R + h)) + VE(hl + hy)}0u + (99 + g0 + VEg,)Dylg,
+ Vel(ug + up) 0y +vy0y (v + v)) — VE[(h + hp)de + gp0y](gp + 9¢)
— v/e[Av? + Agvzl7 +E0% (vl + vg)],

RY,, =R7° + Ve[{(ud + up) + Ve(ul + up)}0 + (vp + vi + Ve, )0y lg,
— VE[{(hd + B)) + Ve(hl + hy)}0u + (gp + 9¢ + Vegy)Oylu,
+ Vel(ug + 1)) +vy0y](gh + 92) — VEI(he + hy) e + 50y ] (V) + v])
— KVE[AGY + Acgy + VEDO (gl + g9)].

Recalling the estimate of R*Y, R90 in (274, it gives

RS Ry lle S 3. (2.83)

app’

Therefore, according to the above estimates on each profile for the error terms,
we come to the following conclusion:

Proposition 2.5. Suppose the assumption in Theorem [I1] holds, then there exist
approzimate solutions (Uapp, Vapp, Rapps Japp) Satisfying

U v U v 3
1R Rispps VE(Ripp Bipp) 22 + 1) 0y { Rl Retpps VE(Ripp R HIz2 5(;:;-4)

3. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

3.1. The remainder terms. Since the approximate solutions have been con-
structed as above, now we are on a position to derive the estimates for the remain-
der terms. To this end, we first deduce the system for the remainder terms read as
follows, denote the approximate solutions in expansion (L) by (us,vs, hs,gs) for
simplification,

Us := Uapp = uog(xa Y) + ug(xvy) + \/E[ué(x,Y) + U;}(I, y)]a
Us += Vapp = %(Ia Y) + vg(xa y) + Ué(.I,Y) + \/E’U;(Ia y)v (3 1)
hs = happ = ho(2,Y) + by (2, y) + VE[(he (2, Y) + by (2, )], '
0
9s = app = (. Y) + gp(2,9) + 9:(2,Y) + VEg, (2, y)-
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Then we have the equations for the remainders (u®,v¢, h*, g%, p°) read as

UsOr U + U OpUs + VsOyu® + v Ug) + P, — VAU
Oy uf €0 Oyu® =0, e A uf
—(hsOzh® + h®0zhs + gsOyh® + gaayhs) = Ry (u®, v, he, g%),
(us0pv° + uF0zvs + V50, V% 4+ v°0yvs) + ? — vA v
_(hsawg€ + haa;ﬂgs + gsaygf5 + 95 ugs) = R2(u€7 Uaa h€7 ga),
(usOph® + uf0zhs + vs0yh® + v°0yhs) — KAR® (3.2)
—(hsOpu® + hO0pus 4+ gsOyu® + g°0yus) = Ra(u®,ve, ke, g°%),
(us029° + uT01gs + Vs0yg° + v°0ygs) — KA-g®
—(hs0gv% 4+ h®0pvs + gs0yv° + g°0yvs) = Ra(u®,v®, he, ¢%),
0z u° + Oyv® = 0 h* + 0,9° = 0.

where the source term R;(i = 1,2, 3,4) are given by

R, = g—%—vRpr — g%-ﬂ(usawua + v°0yu® — hf0,h® — g*0yh°)
= 5‘%—7R}jpp — N*(us,v®, ke, g%),

Ry = 5*%*7]%31,1, — 5%+7(u581v5 + v°0yv° — h®0,9° — g°0yg°)
= 5*%*’YRZPP — NY(uf,v®, he, ¢%),

Ry = g—%—"YRpr — g%‘W(uanha + v°0yh® — hf0,u® — g=Oyu®)
:E—%—'th _Nh(uajva"ha,ga)’

app
Ry = 6*%771{3” — E%+7(u581g5 + v°0yg° — hf0,v° — g0, v°)

_1_
= e 3 VRY,, — N9(us,v°, h®, g°).

And we take the following boundary conditions into consideration:

{(ua,va,ayha,ga‘”y—o - (0705070)5 (uaavgvhgag€)|$:0 = (0705070)5 (3 3)

P° — 200, |p=r, = 0, Oyu® + vedvf|y=r, =0, (h%,046%)|s=1 = 0.

Thanks to the above constructed profiles of (us, vs, s, gs), we have the following
boundedness which will be used frequently throughout this section:

||yj6;6§(u57hS)vaaic(USng)”L"o 5 1, (3'4)

where i = 0,1,2 and j = 0,1,2. Furthermore, by using the assumption (LI4)
imposed on u?, hY, the estimates of ug,u}g, uzl), hg, hl, hzl) and the smallness of ¢, it
gives

lyOy (us, hs)|| L= < Cop, for x € [0, L], (3.5)
for sufficiently small constant oy and some small 0 < L < 1. In addition, by using

the inequality (ZI15))2, the smallness of ¢ and the boundedness of the first-order
profiles, the following strict positivity holds

us 2 1. (3.6)
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3.2. Linear stability estimates. For the sake of solving the nonlinear system
B2) for (uf,v°, h®, g%), we first consider the following linearized equations

—vAuf + S, (uf,v%) — Sp(he, g%) + ps = fi,

—VAVT + Sy (uf,v%) — Sy(he, g%) + % = fo,

—kARE + Kp(he, g°) — K, (u®,0v°) = fs, (3.7)
—KAg° + Kg(h®,9%) — Ko (u®,0%) = fu,

Oru® + Oyv® = 0;h° + 0yg° =0,

where f1, f2, f3, f1 are given functions in L2, and

Sy (u®,v%) = us0,u® + uf0yus + vs0yu® + v°0yus,
Sh(h®,g%) = hsOxh® + h®0zhs + gsOyh® + g°0yhs,

Sy (uf, v%) = us0,v° + U005 + V50 V" + V5O,

Sg(haaga) = hs0:9° + h®0,9s + gsayg‘E + gaaygsa (3 8)
Kn(h®, ¢°) = us0zh® — h®0pus + vs0yh® — g°0yus, '
K, (u®,v°) = hgOpu® — u®0zhs + gs0yu® — v°0yhs,

Ky(h®,9%) = us0:9° — h®05vs + v50y9° — g°0yvs,

Kv(uaava) = hs0,v° — u® 2 gs + gsayv‘E - Uaaygsa

together with the boundary conditions ([B.3]).
In this subsection, we shall prove the following Proposition [Tt

Proposition 3.1. Consider solutions [u®,ve, h®, g°] € X to linearized problem ([B1)
with boundary conditions [B3]), then it satisfies the following estimate:

1(u, 0%, 1%, g% %, + 11w, 0%, 1%, g%) 1B S Nl (fr, f3)lloz + Vel (f2, fo)llze + R, (3.9)
where
1w, 0%, h%, %), 1= {uy, b VE(uG, hS)} - yllLe + llvg, g5, VE(WS, 95|22
+ gy, My VE(uzy, hey),e(us h3)} -yl e,

@ Jf oo {5} = [ o {5}
o[ {5} = [f s {52

The proof of Proposition Bl will be completed by three lemmas. In the proof,
the following Poincaré type inequalities will be applied frequently

lullf < LlluglZa, %122 < LIRS]Z.- (3.11)

(3.10)

and

Lemma 3.1. (Basic energy estimates) Let [u®,v¢, he, ¢°] € X be the solutions to
linearized system B) with boundary conditions B3)), then the following estimate
holds

V[|Veu®||72 + K[| Veh| 22 +/ us - ([uf? +elv®|* +elg” )
e=L (3.12)

< LI(Vev®, Veg)lTe + I (Fr, £)lIZ2 + el (fo, fa)ll7e,
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Proof. This lemma can be obtained by standard energy arguments. Indeed, multi-
plying each equation in system ([B.7) by {u®,ev®, h®,£g°} respectively and following
the arguments as in [3], the lemma follows. Here we omit the details, see Lemma
3.1 in [3] for instance. O

Before giving the following two lemmas, we remind the readers of a frequently
used estimate that is

hs

Us

<1,
LOO

for (z,y) € [0,L] x [0,4+00) with 0 < L <« 1, which can be proved by using the
positivity of u, in (B3), the second estimate in [Z.I5) and the estimates for 2, hl, h),
with the smallness of «.

Lemma 3.2. (Positivity estimates) Consider solutions [u,ve, h, ¢%] € X to lin-
earized problem (B.0) with boundary conditions [3), suppose that |2 || < 1,
lyOy (us, hs)|| L < Cog uniform in 0 < L < 1 and the normal velocity enjoys

0
[5%1lz < 1, then the following estimate holds

€|2
Vel + Vel 4 [ 10

=L Us

< Cll(ug, k)17 + O(ve) - Ve, Veh} - yllZs + [[(fr, fo) 122 + ell (2, fa)lZ2

hs
+ < + L+ Ve+0]) + [lydy (us, hs)le> (Vv Veg®) |12,

(3.13)
0
where O(v?) stands for some small constant under the assumption of || 3% || L < 1.

Us || oo

Proof. Applying operator [0, (- ) —£0, (2= ) Oy (L= ) —£0, (L )] to the system (31,
integrating them in [0, L] x [0, oo) and addmg them up, we have

//ay(z )(Su (U, v°) + 0up® — vAE) //a he, ) — KALRE)
—//saz(z—s)(s (uf, v%) + ayp NS //58  6F) — KAGY)

+ﬁ@§m%¢%@%wm41

: .
+ﬁ@%mwv>@%mwvﬂ
~ [[aE) fi-co o) v o (D) h-c0uL) g

(3.14)
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Firstly, by virtue of BII) and Ydung inequality, using boundary conditions

B3), we get

//a( )(Su (U, 1%) + 0up® — vAE) //a he,gF) — KALRE)
~ [[ oyt + 22— pne) - // 0 (LK, (1, 6°) — 1o
vg |?

(Y
<- I\Vavalliz IV =2 [ 0D (Tt Vb -yl

+lag IR+

g7 10y
5 :
(3.15)
And the last term in ([.I5) can be estimated as
/ T < ly0yusli10y9° 172, (3.16)

which will be absorbed into |[V.g|3. on the left hand side, since the coefficient
lyOy (us, hs)| Lo is small by using the estimate (B.5]).

Secondly, for the terms in the right hand side, using Young inequality, Hardy
inequality and (IBE) 5, it is direct to obtain that

[0 n=c0.0) o+ 0,0y a0 £
|\f1||L2+\/—Hf2HL2) ||Vavs||L2+(Hf3||L2+\/_Hf4|\L2)'HVaQEHL2-

Finally, it remains to estimate the following terms

/ / 0,147, 97) — 20,505,079

9 uf,v) — 9 u®,v° (3.18)
+//[ay(us)Ku( ) ) 581(US>K”( ’ )]

= K1—|—K2—|—K3—|—K4.
It should be noted that

(3.17)

0 0 0 0
9e 0 Ve he
= - h < || —= 1 3.19
‘YL,,O v ||, =V, )], < (3.19)
where we have used equality (AZf), the hypothesis (II0) and the smallness of

0
155 1l o
Now we give the detail estimates for each term in Kj:

//a Vhohe = // _M.U_).hshg
)

H (A + [y9yusllzm) - (1052 + [AS12),
S LOO

//a hsah_// ya“s.v_).hs.amhs
Yy

< [|0zhs IILoo(l + Hya us|ze<) - (HUE”L2 +1hZ 172,

[t [ aae [ st o o
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yoyus v°  g°
YO, h* — W
// Vey Y

auu yaus v° 9¢
! - 9,h° — ) . — 22y .9, he
+// s // Y ) o

0
ge
= hylic2)

Je -
Vel

< Cllog 22 ( IthZIIL2 +

Y
O(v )(Ilvyllm + ”thHL?) +68llvgll7e + Nsllhg 12,

[[aCon _// L ) e,
Y

< ||y3yhs||Lw(1 + IIyayusllLoo) (loglize + llgglz2),

Hence, for arbitrary small constant §, we have

hs
K< (= +L+0@))+ lydyhsli=) - lI(v5, g5)I72
S || oo
+0llvgll7e + OWIIRG - yliZ + Nollhgll7-. (3.20)

By a similar argument, the other terms Ko ~ K4 can be estimated as

Ky < ( Bl Ly o0 + f) S(IVe(®, g9z + IVegy - wllz=) . (3.21)

Lo

hs
K3§< el L 0W0) + lyyhs ||Lao> y

(5 95)II72 + dllgg 12

LOO
+OEDug -yl + Nallug 3 (5.2
hs
K< (|2 vreoed+vE) 9t Ol (3.23)
S || Lo

Therefore, putting (3:20)-(3.23) into B.I8)), chosing sufficiently small 6 and com-
bining (BI5)-(BI7), we can obtain the estimate [B.13]). O

Lemma 3.3. (Weighted estimates) Consider solutions [u®,v=,h®,¢%] € X to lin-
earized problem B) with boundary conditions [B3)), under the assumption that
[| o= < 1, |lyOy(us, hs)|ne < Cog uniform in 0 < L < 1 and the normal

) 0
velocity enjoys ||5%||L~ < 1, then the following estimate holds

||{U,Zy, hf}u’ \/—(u;ﬁh;y)?é-( 117 )} yHL2 + ||{uu7 Y \/g(ui7 hi)} : y”%,?

+ ||{uy7 \/_(uzﬂh’i)} ! y||L2(m:L) < ||uy5 h;”L2 + ||’Uyagya \/E(Ui,g;)”%2 + Rv
(3.24)

where

me= [[ana {520} - [[ oo {20
« [fana {5} [ o {520}
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Proof. Taking partial y derivative of system ([B.7]), we have

—vAcug + 9y Su(u®,v%) — 9y Sh(h*, g°) —I—Epiy = 0y f1,
—VA + 0, Sy (U, v°) — 0, Sy(h, g) + 22 = 0, fo,

€ £ € £ € s (325)
—kARS + 0y Kn(h®, g%) — 0y Ky (u®,v%) = 0y fs,
—KAcgy + Oy K 4(h*, g%) — Oy K,y (u,v%) = Oy fa,
where
0y Su(u®,v°) = UsUG,, + Vslly, + U OpyUs + v Oyy s,
0ySn(h®,9%) = hshs, + gshg, + h®0syhs + g°Oyyhs,
0y Sy (u®,v%) = usvs, + vs5v5, + Oyusvs + ug0,vs
U Ogyvs + 2(9vava + V% Oyy s,
9ySq(h®,9%) = hsgsy + 9505, + Oyhsgs + h50:9s
+h 0y gs + 28749597&; + 9°0yygs,
Oy Kn(h®,g%) = ushs, + vsh, + Oyushy — hiOyus (3.26)

—h®Opyus + Oyvshy — gy Oyus — 9= Oyyus,
Oy Ky (uf,v%) = hsug, + gsug,, + Oyhsug — ugdzhs

—ufO0pyhs + 8ygsu‘; — v;jayhs — V% 0yyhs,
0y Kg4(h®, %) = UsGsy + VsGyy + OytsOrg® — he 0y vs

—hg0:vs + 0yvsgy — gy 0yvs — 9= Oyyvs,
Oy Ky (u®,v%) = hsvg, + gsvg, + Oyhs0pv® — U 0pygs

—ug0xgs + 8ygsv; —vy0ygs — VEOyyYs.

Applying operator [0, { “z‘;f },—ed.{ “z‘;f 1,0y hz‘if b, —e0.{ hz‘if } to sys-
tem (325) with w(z) = 1 — z, and integrating them in [0, L] x [0, 00). Next, we
estimate each term as follows.

Step 1: Positive profile terms. At first, by virtue of (BI1)) and Ydung inequality,

it is direct to get that

€ 2 € 2
//(usuiu + vstg,) - Oy {u ;uy } — (Usvgy +vsv,) - €0, {u ;uy }
hewsy? }

+ (ush;y + vshf/y) ’ aU { - (usg;y + Usgl‘jy) €0, {

Us

y? 2 2 2 2 y? 2 2 2

> [+ i elui+ clggy + [ gl + gl + el
r=

— Il ug, g, h) |72

€T

(3.27)
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Second, the following terms can be rewritten and estimated as

//—hsh;y-ay{“ wy } //Ehsgwy {u wy }
£ £ 2
—//hsuiy'ay{hwy} //ahvsa{hwy}
U
hs us wy + 2ufwy) Oy us
://u—shz.@uiwy—u — 2ufy) — //hh‘E o
Oxhs
+ —h - (uwy® + 2utwy) — —hs( fy? +2ufy)(1— L)
s — u®)0zus
_E//Ha'uwy — uy? “// - |
hs hs hs
+3£// —gyu uSy? —1—5/ —gy (us(1—-1) —zf)y2 —i—//u—u‘; 2y(hiw — h°)
z=L U s
—h& s 2h& h
+//hsuﬂ /ahu wy / “ohey(l - L)
Y u? Ug I us v
hS xWs h & 2 S
+5//—vsh5y2-(8xhs— Ot )—a/ 5h5y2+//hsh§ utwy”Oyus
ug Y Ug L Uus Y v u?
uCwy? Oty hewy? Oy us hewy? Ot
B Xy e YO ey

S

+ 04 VE) - [[{us, b, VE(us, hS)} -yl

[

< O, uE, B, 1|24 + L+H

+ClIVe(vs, g2)lI1e,

(3.28)

where we have used the boundary conditions B3) and ||y0x(us, hs)||r~ S 1. In a
similar argument, the following estimate holds

y uswy2 y2 hswy2
[ -oun ) 201500 () — g 0, () 4 gy, B (L)

S S S uS

0y3s s
_// %v9s h - (uswy? + 2utwy) + //ghE (6ugwy + 2uw)
Us
=[] Gstuiont + 2wy -0+ e [[ Bgiutun i) -0y,
_E// yYs 8 U ’U}y —ut y _g/ —gy 2’LL L WY — —2u€y)
(’9 s s S
+// Ug E 2h8w +/ g 2h€ / g 2h€wy 8’“5
Usg us
+E//3ygs shs //gs s(h5y2+2hs —E// Ehs 28 Us
wyY 8 us wy28xus
//gs Ehs hs“i ) //95 (u® guu hsvlju) w2

< (O )+L+\/_+6)”{uu7 \/_(um7h;)} yHL2+H(uy7vu7h1€/7gy)”L2

(3.29)
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Step 2: Remaining terms. First, by virtue of Holder inequality, Cauchy inequal-

ity, the inequality (B11]) and the estimate (34, we have

uwy?

/ e(Oyusvs + u‘;amvs + U Opyvs + 28yvsvz + 050y vs) Oz (

us)

€ 2
+ [ [0+ 0,009, (3.30)

S (L A+ Ve +0)|{ug, vVeus} -yl + Nl (ug, vVev)|Z.-

Similarly, collecting the remaining terms in 9y (Sy, Sk, Sv, g, Kn, Ku, K4, K,) stated
in (B:26), we can conclude the estimate as follows:

Remaining terms < (L 4 6 + v/2)[{u, hs, Ve (us, b))} - yll7e

(3.31)
+ N5Huy7 va ha ) gzv \/E{Uaiv gz}HLQ'
Step 3: Vorticity terms. For the Vort1c1ty terms, it can be rewritten as
€ 2
—V/Ausa +V€/Av58(uwy)
hew ha
— Ii/ Aghzay( + RE // Aagu Y )
uSwy?
- u// {0, + 25050, + 05y} - 0y
® ) (3.32)
. . hfwy
— k[ [ {h5,, +2ehs,, +e95y,} 8y(—us )
€ € g uswy2
+ ve {2vyyy + €0, (uy,, + sva)} <Oy ( o )
hewy?

he // {295yy +€0x(hy, + Egiy)} - Oa( )-

It remains to estimate each term on the right hand side, which can be bounded
as follows:

uwy? hay
_//VuZyy'ay // yyy 9y( )
V|u 2y K|k, |2 2w
2 [Pt | / s A5 I2e = 85y, Ay} yl3, (3:33)

u wy hawa
—// 2veus,, - Oy // 2kehs ., - Oy o )
2 kg, wwy?
2 [ e // Lo ey 0, () — s I

L+f)||{f( (R uyvhi}'yllp, (3.34)

u wy hgwy
— Uavmw y magmw y )
S

veus, u w kehs hS. y“w
Z—// By’ _// sy — S 1S VES, g2 Y12

Us Us

S
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(5+\/_)Huyy7 Yy { Ug g mm} y||L25 (335)

u wy? hewy?
// vedy (uy, + €vg,) - Ox( // kedz (g, +€gz,) - Ox( )

Us
g €
Vaumuyyy w nshmhyyy w . .
N_ - ||uzahzvuy7hy”L2
Us Us

= (0+ VoOl{Ve(ug, he) ugy, hgy e (s, hea)} - ylTe- (3.36)

As for the remainder terms, we get

hE
// 2vevy,, u wy” // 2K€Ggy, - Ou( u;y )
//2e|v 2. —+//2a|gw|2 U g, gt 2

6+\/—+L)”{uu7 u7\/—( zy mu)} yHL2 (337)

Summarizing the above estimates up and following the similar arguments as in [12]
(see Section 4 of [12] for details), we can obtain that

€ 2 € 2
o JUTWY oo JUTWY
[/( - uAauyBy(u—S) — veA.vy O ( )

Us

an

€ 2 € 2
_ IiAghzay(h ;uy ) — ﬁsAagZBw(h ;uy ))dwdy

S S

usw 2
> — / i 2V€u;y8y(u—y) + [{us,, \/Euiu, eus, - yHiz — O(RHS)

where O(RHS) and O(LHS) are the simplifications of the terms in the right and
left hand side of estimate ([B.24]).
In addition, for the pressure terms, by integrating by parts, we get

//p;y.a (L // (L >—/I_Lpz-ay<”%j’2>. (3.39)

Consequently, comblmng the above estimates B27)-B29), B31), B38) and

B39) together, choosing sufficiently small § > 0 and using boundary conditions in
B3), the desired estimate ([B.24]) follows. O

3.3. Proof of the main theorem. To prove the main theorem, before turning
back to the nonlinear system ([B.2]), we still need to obtain uniform estimates for
the linearized system (B.1).

Lemma 3.4. Consider solutions [u®,v¢, h%, g°| € X to linearized problem [B.1) with
boundary conditions [B3), then it satisfies the following uniform estimate:

et [|(u®, h*, VEu' VEGT) | e ) SCO1 LIIVe(uf, b, VEu®, VEgT)| 1o
+ Vel (f2: fa)llzz + 1 (Sus Shy K, Kl 22

+(fr, f3)llez + Vel (Sv, Sy, Kg, Ko) |12}
(3.40)
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Proof. The estimate (3:40) follows from the fact that (u®,v¢) are solutions to Stokes
problem
—vAu+ps = fi — S, + Sy = f~17
—VAE'UE + P?y = f2 — SU + Sg = f~27
Ou® + 0yv® =0,
while (h®, g%) solve a Possion problem
kAR = fs— Kp + Ky = fa,
_ﬁAagg = f4 - Kg + K, = f47
8mh,€ + 8y95 = 0,
with boundary conditions (83). Hence, applying a similar argument in Lemma 4.1
of [I0] to Stokes problem, using the standard theory for elliptic problem in [7], we

can establish the existence and the desired estimate. Moreover, since the domain 2
in our consideration is local Lipschitz, it ensures that the estimate is up to boundary

L>(£2), see [1] for details. O

Now, let us go back to the original system (32, and for any (i, 9, h, §) € X, we
consider the linearized system as follows

—vAuE + S, (uf, 0%) = S (h®, ¢%) + p5 = R (@, 3, h, §),
—VA V" 4 S, (uf,v%) — Sy(he, ¢%) + % = Ry(a, 0, B,g),
—kARE + Kp(he, g°) — K, (u®,v°) = Rs(a, v, B,g), (3.41)
—kAgF + Kg(h®, g°) — Ky (uf,0%) = Ray(i1, 0, h, §),
O u® + Oyv°® = 0,h° + 0yg° = 0,
where
Ry(it,8,h,§) = 2 YRY, — N“(@,, h, §),
Ry (i1, 9,h,§) = 3 YRY,, — N"(a,,h, §),
Rs(it,9,h,§) = =2 YR!  — N"(i,9,h, ),
Ry(it,9,h,§) = 2 YRy, — N9(ii, 0, h, 7)).

Lemma 3.5. For any (u®,v%, h®,¢%) € X, we have the following estimate:
IVe(u®, h%, Vevs, Veg) Lz + [[(Sus Shy K, Ku)| L2
+ VE[|(Su, Sy, Ko, Ku)ll12 + [|(R, Rs, vER2, VER) (@8, b, §)| 2 (3.42)
ST+ 1w, 0%, b5, g%) | x, + (@, 8, R, 9)13-
Proof. First, using Lemma [B.1] and the definition of X;-norm in (BI0]), we have

IVe(u®, h%, Vv, vVeg)lle S 1+ 11w, 0%, 7%, g%) |l x, - (3.43)
Next, it follows from estimate (Z84) and the assumption 0 <y < % that
—1- u v
||6 2 V{RappvRprv \/E(RappaRgpp)}”L2 5 1. (344)
In addition, by virtue of (B4) and (B43]), we have
ge ge
[l L2 <[|hs, Ozhs, 32 == YOyus||poe - || (g, uy, uy -y, vp) | 2

?795_ \/ga

51 + H(usvvsv hsvgs)Hle
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and the following terms can be handled similarly
”(Suv Sh, Kn, KU)HL2 + \/EH(SM Sg? Ky, KVU)HL2 S1+ ”(usv V%, he, gs)”Xl' (3'45)

Finally, it remains to estimate (N*, N* \/eN" \/eN9) (@, 7, h, g). By the defini-
tions, we get that

[N, N™) (@, 8, ], §)l| 2 <|le= Y (GGt + Bty — hha — Ghy)|| 12

+ |le2 7 (@thy + Dhy — iy — §iiy)|| L

<e? |3 (i1, h, VED, Vag)| Lo || (ths B, iy, By )| 22,

IVE(N", N9) (@i, B, h, §)| 2 <[le" (@ + 08y, — hie — GGy L2

+ 1€ (g + gy — hive — §by)| 12

<3453 (@, )| 1o || VE (B, Go)ll 22
+e3%3 |37 3 (3, §)l| oo | By, )l 2,

which imply that
[(N*, N \EN", VEN) (@, 0, 7, §) 22 < || (@ 0,1, §)]|3 + 1. (3.46)

Combining the above estimates together, we complete the proof. 0

Therefore, the above two Lemmas can be summarized into the following uniform
estimate:

Proposition 3.2. Let [u®, v, h®, ¢°] € X be the solutions to problem BAI) with
boundary conditions [B3)), then it holds that

e ||(us, ¥, VEu®, VEg) | Lo

SE%[l + H(usvvsv hsvgs)”)ﬁ + H(ﬂ,f),

913 (3.47)

Together with Proposition [3.I] we can conclude that

Corollary 3.1. Let [u®,v°,h®, ¢°] € X be the solutions to problem BAI) with
boundary conditions [B3)), then there holds that

10w, 0%, b5, g I3 < €2 + R+ 2 (a@, 0,1, 9) | %, (3.48)

€ 2 € 2
R::// (aleay{“;”y }—gaszam{“;”y }

hs 2 hs 2
+0,R30, { t } — 20, R40, { Y } >
u u

S S

where

with w(z) =1 —x.

It remains to handle the term R, which will be achieved by the following two lem-
mas: the first lemma is devoted to the nonlinear terms (N%, N, NP N9), while the

. . . . U v h g
second is for the remainder terms from approximate solutions (R, Ry, Rapps R9,,)-
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Lemma 3.6. Consider solutions [u,v®, h¢, ¢¢], [q, U, ﬁ,g] € X with boundary con-
ditions B3)), then the following estimate holds:

/ ayN“ay{ugwa} - / / c0,N"0, {“wy2}
/ o,N"a, {hawy } //55 N, {h&“wy } (3.49)

S ¥ || (uf,v% b5, g5 + 3 11(@, 3, B, )&

~

Proof. According to the definition of (N*, NV, N* N9), we have

By N (i, 0, h, §) =2 ({Ulpy + Dllyy — sy — Ghyy),

0y N (10,0, h, §) =27 (b + Uy + T2 + D0y — My — hiuy — G2 — Glyy):

By N" (11,0, b, §) =2 (liyhy + Whinyy + Tyhy + Dhyy — hyiln — Ry — Gyily — iy,
€8y N9 (@i, B, h, §) =¢2 7 (liy G + Wy + Vydy + Ddyy — hyle — hizy — GyTy — Glyy)-

Firstly, applying a similar argument stated in [I2], we can achieve that

I “6{““”} [ oo { =)

<e?[|(@, &, h )IF ) (u®, 0%, b, 67 - (3.50)

Secondly, we are now concerned with 0y, N k. for the first and the third term, by
virtue of Hélder inequality and [BITI), it yields that

he _ he 2
[ han i+ [ 3w
a 2 2
1 o= = 2h6 h6 Oys
://52+7(uyhm — Ughy)w - ( o " o )
7 €
_ 3+ hy h he CRhE Uy hywawus
//52 " (tUzy - hyw + 1y - Ao w — iy - by BT )

hywhzamui

Us

~0i2
+// é+v“y (haywh, — hyhs + hywhs,, )

- 2hE hs2 s

Usg u?

<e?|le2hlz= [Ilfumy yllezllhg - yllez + llay -yl Vehs, - vl e
~ a2 a2 ~ ~
+llay - yllze iy 'yllw} +e2|e? h¥|| Lo |V Ty - Yl L2113y 22

+e% e il| e [(1+2L)|\/_hzy ylle2 I - yllzz + 1By -yl r2llVERS, -yl 2

+e7 |2 hf|| s ||| L2 1VERS, - yll L2
SE§||(ﬁ767hvg)||X”(u U 7h'€ag )”X (351)
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For the second and fourth term in 9, N", we get

~ hE he
//E%Jr'y(ﬂhmy) wy” //52+7 Uhyy y ( wy” )

- - hey2wo, ug
://E%Jr'y(&hwy—i—ﬁhyy) (h5y2w—|—2h5yw M)

X 2. 7 7
<e?|le?al| Lo (| Vehay - yllwl\hf, Yllzz + LIVehay - yll2llggllz2)

24l
52”2 2

Ol (lhyy - yllzz g - yllzz + Lllhyy - yllzzllg5llz2)
<e?|(a, b, §) I3[l (u", 0%, b, g°) | - (3.52)

Taking the above four terms as examples, the last four terms in 9, N b can be
handled similarly.
Finally, we turn to the terms in 9, /N9. For the first term

€ 2
// E%Wﬂygnam(h )
Us
5 R h®  hfwldyusg

P NV N _ ﬁyhiwazus> n Uy Juy>he Wy us
Ug u2

hiw + Tyhs w — Gy hs

: ghéy?(1 — L : gy? Uy h®0pug

Us Us

X 41 ~ ~
<e?|le= "2 4|~ {(1 + L) |IVetay - yllz2lIVERS - yllze + iy - yllz2llehs, - yllz:

~ 1~
+ B+ L)ty - ylle=lVehs - yllee + €2 |ty - yll L2 =) 1VERS - Yl L2(2a=1)
SE%H(avﬁving)”%(”(uavU€7h879€)||/\’7 (3'53)

where we have used (40) to control g on the boundary {x = L}.
The third term can be handled in a similar way

//s%w(ﬁygy)am(hawyg)

_ hiw  h®  hfwlyus
:// 2By, (= = — = —5)

Ug Ug u?
. Gy hewy?0,u
S
h®  hfwdyu
_ Sty - - TrrTs
// VydylY (us + u§ )

ol 241
<e?|le2F 29 L [|\/_hzy ylle2 Ve - yliee + IVehe -yl 2 VR, - yll e

1. 241 2 ~ 7
+e2|gyll L2 llVeEhs - yllm] +e272 e b Lo ||VETa - yll L2l VERs -yl L2

<e? (@, o, h IR ) (u®, 0%, b7, g7 . (3.54)
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For the second and fourth terms, we have

€ 5 2
// 2+V(u91u) h wy” // 2+7 (DGyy )0 (huﬂ)

hewd,u,
= [[ 0y + ) P - - R

Usg Usg u?

ol oo ¥ ol 1 T
<c3(1 4 2L) |V -ym(wwuwwhm yllze + 13 o Vg -y||Lz)

SE%||(ﬁ7’avi"ag)“%(”(usavsahsags)”X' (355)
With the above four inequalities in hand, the rest terms in d,NY9 can be handled
similarly. The proof is completed. 0

Lemma 3.7. Consider solutions [u®, v, h®, g¢] € X with boundary conditions (3.3)),
then the following estimate holds:

/ o,k 9, {u wy }—a/ 9, R, 0, {u wy }
15 15 2
/ a,R" 9, {hwy }—a/ 0, R, O, {h;”y } (3.56)

SEZ”(U RO )HX
Proof. Recalling the estimate (M) we have

||< >8 {Rapp7 app \/_(Rgppv app)}||L2 N 54 (357)
For the tangential components, using Holder inequality and [B.57), we get

o (2} [t (27}

<Ky 0y Rappll 2 (g - yll 2 + Lljuzllz2) (3.58)
+ w0y Rappll 2 (15 - yllzz + LIRS [ =)

3
S et (uf, 0%, b5, g%)

~

Similarly, for the normal components, it gives

uswy hewy?
- [[o,ms,,0. { }+a/aRW { v }
- 5 5 . (3.59)
~ ||< >\/— RappHLQH\/guz'y||L2+”< >\/— ‘Rapp”LzH\/ghac'y”L2

3
S etfl(ut, 0%, h%, g%l x
Then the above two inequalities bring us the desired estimate (3.50]). ]

Therefore, collecting the estimates in Lemma and Lemma [B7 using the
Young’s inequality, we have

Corollary 3.2. For R defined in Corollary [31), the following estimate holds
RS et +e|(u, 0%, b, )13 + €3 13,5, B, 9) (3.60)
where o = min{3 — v, 1}.

Substituting (3:60) into [B.48]), and absorbing the term ||(u®, v, k%, ¢%)||x into
the left hand side, we have
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Theorem 3.1. Consider solutions [u®,v¢, he, ¢°] € X to system BAI) with bound-
ary conditions [B3), then it satisfy the following estimate:

(w0, 0%, g°) I3 S &7 + 22 (3,9, h,9) 1 - (3.61)

Proof of Theorem [l The estimate [B.61]) shows that for any sufficiently small &,
there exists a operator A : [, 0, ﬁ,g] — [u®, 0%, he, ¢°] for system (B.4I]), mapping
an ball B := {||(u®,v%, k%, ¢°)||x < 4C(us,vs, hs,gs) ;== K} into itself. In addition,
for any solutions [t1, 01, ﬁl,gl] [tg, D, ﬁg,gg] € X to system ([B4I]), we have

[[(uf = ug, 07 = v3, hi = D3, 97 = 63)|%

5 ~ o . - ~ (3.62)
S 2e2KC(L, us,vs, hs, gs)|| (1 — U2, 01 — T2, h1 — ha, §1 — §2) | x-

By virtue of contraction fixed-point theorem and the argument stated in [12] Ap-
pendix B, we can obtain the existence of solution in X to system ([B.2), and thus
the main result Theorem [Tl is proved. O

APPENDIX A. LEADING ORDER IDEAL MHD LAYER

In this appendix, we are going to presribe the leading order ideal MHD profile

[ul, v, hY, g0, p?] by verifying that there exist nonshear flows to 2D steady incom-

er Ve

pressible ideal MHD equations (2)) satisfying the assumptions (II0)-(TI5).
Proposition A.1. There exist ideal MHD flows [u2,v2, h?, g%, pO)(X,Y) satisfying

er Ve
assumptions ([LI0)-(CI5).

Proof. We first prescribe the shear flows [Up(Y),0, Hyo(Y"), 0] to 2D steady incom-
pressible ideal MHD equations ([2)) constructed as in [3] satisfying the assumptions
as follows:

0<co<Ho(Y) < Up(Y) <Cy < o0, (
Uy, Hy smooth, with rapidly decaying derivatives, (
1{Y")Ov (Uo, Ho)l|| L < do, for suitably small §o > 0, (
|Y*0 (Uy, Ho)| L < 0o, for sufficiently large k > 0,m > 1. (

Such shear flows have stream functions ¢o(Y) = fOY Up(z)dz and 1o(Y) = fOY Ho(z)dz
which enjoy the following asymptotics:

Poly=0=0, dolx=0 = do[x=1 = ¢o(Y), lim % = Ux € (co, Co),
0 (A.5)
Poly=0=0, vo|lx=0=10|x=r =vo(Y), lim Yo _ Hy € (co, Co).
Y=o Y

The second step is devoted to constructing an nonshear solution (a%, 22, 2, 32, 7°)

er) e’

to the ideal MHD equations (L2). Above all, we can rewrite the third and fourth
equation of (2] as

Vxy (vlhd = goul) =0,

in which we have used the divergence free conditions have been used. So there
exists a constant b, such that

070 0,0 _
veh’e — GelUe = ba
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Take Y = 0, by virtue of the zero boundary conditions for (v, ¢?), we have b = 0,
that is to say,

v?hS — ¢%u? = 0. (A.6)
It implies that there exists a scalar function ki (X,Y") satisfying
RO = k(X V), g0 = ka (X, V). (A7)
There is a classical observation that any functions ¢(X,Y), ¢ (X,Y) satisfying
—Ap=f(0), —AY=3(v), V=V, (A-8)
with the boundary conditions

¢(07 Y) = AO(Y)v ¢(L7 Y) =Ar (Y)v ¢($, O) =0,
1/)(0,Y) = BO(Y)v 1/}(L7Y) = BL(Y)v 1/}(‘T7 0) =0,

(A.9)
¢(X; Y) Y —oo Uoo, U)(X, Y) Y —oo Hoo
Y Y
produce solutions to the ideal MHD equations ([L2]) by setting
(ﬂ’(e)7 ’Dg) = (8Y¢7 _aX(b)a (Bgv gg) = (8Y¢7 _an)a
(A.10)

1 1 - ~ - .
B = —5IVl* + 3| Vul® — F(9) + G(v) with F' = f, &' = 3.

In fact, according to the setting of (a2, 79, k2, 30, p°) in (A.10) and the system (&),
we have
1 o Loy [(—20x10 — 30000
V(- 5190 = V(-0 = (TG T 0.
in which U := (a2,9?). And
0 000x 0?0 — 000y

V(=F(¢) = ~F'-Vo =] (LO) - (—agaxag +agayag) '

€

Thus, it follows that

V(- 51vo - Fo) =

00510 — 500l
—00y 50 — P09y
Operating a similar computation, it gives
1 = ;Loaxﬁo + gOaX;LO
V—V1/12+G¢ _(~e e Je e ,
IVl + Gl = (o os T oo
Combining the above two equalities, we can achieve that
vﬁ:CW%@—@m@+@@@+£%@)
‘ — U0y Ty — 00Oy V¢ + hQOy g + §lovge )
which implies that any function ¢, satisfying (A8)-(ATI0) produce solutions to
system (L2).

Furthermore, to produce nonshear flows (2,3, h%, g9, 3°) for the ideal MHD
equations satisfying the assumptions (LII))-(CI5), we will assume the following
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conditions on f, g and the boundary data Ag, Ar, Bg, Byr:

0< fg<d<1,

0% f(x + a)| < 0% f(x)| for any a >0,

0%g(2 + a)| < |0*§(x)| for any a > 0,

f,gec™ (R), rapidly decaying in its argument,

f, g, Ao, Ar, By, By, supported in a neighborhood away from 0,
0< Ay, A1, By, Br, <8 x L',

|05-{ Ao, AL, Bo, BL}| < 6 x L',

Ao, AL, Bo, B, € C*°(R,.), rapidly decaying in its argument,
Ay # A, By # Br.

Note that the property Ag # Ar,Bo # Br plays a key role in creating the z-
dependence to produce the nonshear flows, for if Ay = Ay, By = By, the equations
(A8) can be solved for ¢, as just functions of Y, which creates another shear
flows. For 0 < L < § < 1, the boundedness of (42, h%) and the properties (ICIT)-
(CI7) for the nonshear solutions [@?, 82, hY, G2, p] will be verified easily, the readers

er) e’

could refer to the paper [12] in pages 1685-1686 for more details.

Finally, we come to construct the nonshear flows [u?,v2, h?, g%, p%] in our consid-

e’ Ve

eration in the expansion (L)) satisfying the assumptions ([LI0)-(CIH) by defining
[, 00, hd, 92, 1Y) = [Uo(Y), 0, Ho(Y),0,0] + 6[ag, o2, hl, G2, pel, (A.11)

with suitably small constant d, in which the shear flows [Up(Y),0, Hyo(Y),0,0] and
the nonshear flows [aY, 09, hY, g0, p?] are prescribed as above. Note that the crucial

e’ Ve

condition (LI0O) can be easily verified by using the condition (A) imposed on
[Uo(Y),0, Hy(Y),0] and the smallness of § with the boundedness of (a2, r?). O

APPENDIX B. THE WELL-POSEDNESS AND ESTIMATES FOR THE MHD LEADING
ORDER BOUNDARY LAYER SYSTEM (2.2])

In this section, we focus on proving Proposition [2.1] by obtaining a priori esti-
mates of the MHD boundary layer system (Z0)-27) for (u,v,h,g), and then the
well-posedness theory for leading order boundary layer corrector (u, vy, hJ, g7)) can
be directly deduced.

Proposition B.1. (Weighted estimates for D*(u,h) with |a] < m) Let m > 5
be an integer, and | € R with [ > 0. Suppose that there exist some positive constants
Yo and suitably small oy such that

- -0

g + up(0,y) > h, + hy(0,y) > o >0, (B.1)
_ —0 1

)"0y (@ + up, e + 1) (0, )] < 500, (B.2)
_ —0 1

() 107 (@) + ), he + B9)(0,y)| < 5190 Y (B.3)

uniform in y. And also, the hypotheses for (ul, h2, p0) in Proposition[Z1 hold. Then
there exist classical solutions (u,v,h,g) to problem (Z8)-@.7) in [0, L] x (0,400)
with small L > 0 satisfying
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Moreover, we have the following estimates

(1) sup |[(u, h)|[ap
z€[0,L]

< COGH P (Mo + C(us) + || (o, ho)lla + Clup) M) > (B4)
{1 = COGHP (Mo + C(up) + || (o, ho)l| ) + Clup) M2} 4,

@) ) 9] (u, b
< Oy 2 [P (Mo + C(us) + [|(uo, ho)l|pm + Claup) M)

. (B5)
{1 = CY; [P (Mo + C(up) + [ (uo, ko) || ) + C(up) Mg ]2}~
+ 1) 10k (o, ho)llLe, i=1,2,
(3) h(z,y)

{1 = CO5 > [P (Mo + C(uy) + | (uo, ho)l| e ) + C(up) M} 3,

(4) u(xvy) - h($,y)
> g — ho + 5 x[P (Mo + C(us) + || (uo, ho)l| e + C(up) MSz)]>  (B.7)
{1 = OGP (Mo + Clup) + || (wo, ho)l| ) + Clup) M)}~ 1,

in which P is a polynomial of ||(uo, ho)|| . In addition, for any (z,y) € [0, L] x
[0, 4+00), it yields that

wt up + (@0 — up)d (y) > h+ o (y) >

2 (B.8)
()18, (u, h) < o0, ()" 0] (u, h)] < 95

The proof of Proposition[B.1l will be achieved by the following three subsections.

B.1. Weighted H;"— estimates with Normal Derivatives. In this subsection,
the weighted estimates for D*(u, h) with D* = 959F, |a| <m, f < m —1 will
be given by standard energy method, since one order tangential regularity loss is

allowed in this case.

Lemma B.1. (Weighted estimates for D*(u,h) with |a] <m, 8 <m —1) Let
m > 5 be an integer, | > 0 be a real number, and the hypotheses for (u2, h%,p?) in
Proposition [21] hold. Suppose that (u,v, h,g) are classical solutions to the problem
@8)-@3) in [0, L] x (0,+00) for small L > 0 satisfying

(u,h) € L*(0, L; H™(0,+00)), (dyu,d,h) € L*(0, L; H"(0,+00)).

Then there exists C' > 0, depending on m,l, such that for any small positive constant

51)
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> (o) + [ 1,0l 5 [ 10,0°h13)

|a|<m

B<m—1
< D sal0 +051/ 10y (s W) |2 +C > / () FF D (1, 79) |22

|a|<m |a]<m

B<m—1 B<m—1

_o0 70 _
e / 2 (1+E2, +0/ S 1020 F P 201,
0 g<ma1
(B.9)
where

sal@) = [{u+up + @ —w)d' Y2 ) D(wh)|F, Ely= Y salo).

la|<m

Proof. Applying operator D* = 9 85 in (Z7) yields that

{u—i—ub—i-(u — up)@' } Oy Do‘u— (h+h @0 Dh
+(v =12, ¢)0y D — (g — h +$)8yD*h — vd; D u
—[D?, {u +up + (@ — )¢ }0r + (v — T, 6)0yu
— Do, ¢’ +v(a —u)d") + D (W, ¢ + ghod')
HD (90, + (9 =09, h -+ Do,
{u+up + (u — up)@' }0 D*h — (h+h ¢ )0, D*u
+(v —1%,¢)0, D*h(g — hez¢)6 D% — k9 D*h
—[D*, {u +up + (T — up)¢'}0s + {v — uem}@ Jh
D (uliey + vhed”) + D (WL + g(T — w)o)
+D, (h+ T ¢) 0 + (9 — Ty )0y Ju+ D1,

(B.10)

Multiplying ([B.IQ), , by ()22 Dy and (y)?*+2* D2h, respectively, integrating
them over [0, c0) with respect to spatial variable y, it gives

1d
5 7+ (@ = )} () D )12

= / )R (LOZD*u - D*u + KOZD*h - D*h)
+ [T R e - w oD + D) B
/ V2R (DY) - D% + D%y - D*h)

/ 2(l+k) I Dau_|_12 Dah)
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where
L = =[(h+h6)0: + (g — heyd)0,) DD
{[Da,<u+ub+<u2—ub>¢ )0 + (v — T, 6)0y
D%, (h+ B )0s + (g — Py )0, |
+D° i, o + 0@ — )" — hheyd' — g
=1 + 17+ 17,
L= —[{h+h$'}0. +{g—h,6}0,) Du
+{ID, (w+ up + @ = w)d)0s + (v — T, )0, 1
D, (h+ )0 +<g Fsd)d,Ju}
+D%uh, ¢! + vt — W20 — g(@ — )]
=1 + 13+ 13

(B.12)

The estimates for the above terms in (BI1]) can be obtained by following the sim-
ilar arguments in [3], so we do not give details for every single term for simplifying
the presentation. Here we only state some new different terms.

Firstly, we will handle the term fooo v2 D - ()2(+k) Doy, and then the term

Jo 7 KOZDh - (y)*(FF) Dk can be estimated similarly. Indeed, we have

/ V@iDo‘u . <y>2(l+k)D°‘u =— V||<y>l+k8yD°‘uH%§ + v(9y D% - D%u)|y=0
0

—2v(l+ k) / ()20 =249 D, - D
0
(B.13)
The boundary term in (B.I3)) shall be treated carefully in two cases: |a] < m—1

and |a| = m. Here we only discuss the case of |a] = m which is different from that
in [3]. It should be noticed that we have k > 1 by virtue of 3 < m — 1. Denote
v = (B,k —1) with |y| = m — 1, and using the equations 27 for (u,v, h, g), there
holds
v0y D™y :VD'Y@gu

=D {[(u+wp + (T — )¢ + (v = W, 6)0yJu + wtig, & + v (T, — up)¢”

—0 —0 —0 —0
- [(h’ + he¢l)a1 + (g - hem(b)ay]h - hhaz¢/ - gha¢1/ - Tl}'
(B.14)
Then, according to the definition of 1 with the fact ¢ = 0 for y < Ry, we get at
{y = 0} that
v0yD%uly—o =D{[(u + up)0x + v0ylu — (hdy + gy)h + 2P°, }
=D"[(u + up)dy — hdzh] + DY (vOyu — gd,h) + 2D7P°,,

note that the pressure term is generated by nonshear flow in our consideration. An
application of Newton-Lebniz formula and Hdlder inequality yields

(B.15)

0 0 1 1
2D7PL, - Duly=0 < 2V2(|DPL, || (0,0 | D ull 2 0, Dul 7 (B16)

< 22110, D%ul3; + ClIDull2; + ClID B, 1
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With (BI6) in hands, and operating the proof similar to [3] in pages 39 - 41 to
the other terms of (BIE), we can obtain the estimate of the boundary term for
la| = 8+ k <m with 8 <m —1 as follows:
3
|(v8, D™ - D*w)ly—ol < =9, D%ull}; + Coy B (1+ B2 )
+ 0110y (w, B) [ + CIIDTDe 71 + Clup).-

(B.17)

Therefore, we have the following estimate

/0 VBSDO‘U- (y)2(HR) Doy
14
2
+ 8110y (s )G +C D 105D + C ).

B<m—1

< = Sl Dulff, + C8 ES (1 + Ef ) (B.18)

In a similar fashion, one gets

/ m’?iDo‘h . <y>2(l+k:)Dah
0 (B.19)
51

< -3 () R0, DT + O6; Ly (1+ B3 1) + 61l|0y (u, ) |30

Secondly, using Hardy inequality and Sobolev embedding inequality, we can obtain
that

| Byl a0 (Do + (D0
0
v

SC( Wl

<C(lluallz + 1Tyl L 0.0)) Ein < Clllull g + [Tl e 0,2)) B s

+ ||ﬂ2w||Loo<o,L>) o+ (@0 — )6} /2 () D (w, D)3

(B.20)
in which the following a priori assumption
u+ up + (@0 —up)d (y) > é >0 (B.21)
has been applied.

For the third term in (BII)), using the above a priori assumption (B21)) again,
it is easy to get

/ (y)*"(D*ry - D+ Dy - D*P)
0

1
§§ ||{U + up + (ﬂg — ub)¢l}1/2<y>l—i-choz(u7 h)”%g (B.22)

1 ~ a
+5C (W0, 0)[{y) D% (r1, 7)1 72
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Finally, it remains to handle the terms — [~ (y)2(**) (I, - D®u+Iy- D*h). Recall
the definition of I; and I in (B:I2), we first divide the target term into three parts:

— / ()2UHR)N (I, - D% + I, - D*D)
0

3 oo
i=170
=G1+ Gy 4+ Gs.
Noticing that
)=y, d=1, D=0 for y>2Ry, i>2,
there exists some positive constant C' satisfying
)" 0D (W)l L (0,400) < C, i =0, 1, (B.24)
1w W)l zx(0100) SC, 5 >2, AER. (B.25)
Estimate for G,
We obtain by integration by parts that
d [ —
“ = / (h+he@)D*h- ()9 D
v (B.26)

- /0 T K)o~ RL0) )P 2yDhD
The first term will be absorbed into the left hand side by using a priori assumption
w4 (@ =) () > b+ B (5) > >0 (B.27)
later on, so here we set it aside. The second term can be estimated as
- [ nie - Rt gDt
0

—0
g — hem(b

<2(+k) e

b+ @ — )} 2 () D )3, (B.28)
LOO

—0
< C([hllgs + Hhem”Lm(O,L))EZ,h'

Estimate for Go
For G5, an application of Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields that

G < Ol 1211 - [{u+wp + (70 — u)d'}/2 () Dl 1
+ I B g - 1wy + (@0 — w)o Y2 () DR 1.

Hence, we shall estimate H(y)”‘kIfHL%, and ||<y>l+k122|\L§ will be handled by a
similar argument.
The terms in I? can be rearranged as

2 = {[D°, (u+up)dy + vy Ju — D, hdy + g, h}
+{[D%, (@ — w)¢)s — (@, 6)0,)u — [D*, (h#)ds — (B
£ 112,1 + 112,2-

(B.29)

0

ex®)Oylh}
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Applying some similar technical estimates as the shear flows to I7 , we achieve
) I 1l < CEL . (B.30)
Next, rewriting I , as
LBa= > (a){[D“((u —up)¢') 0y — D (W0, $)0,| D “u
e (B.31)
- (DA E0. — DR, ¢>ay]m—dh}

with DY = 85 85. And then each term on the right hand side can be estimated as
follows:

1) D (@ — up)¢') - 0o D*~“ull L2
1) F D% (@ — up)d) | o= - ()" 0, D %u 12
<(C(up) + ||aﬂ 0| L (0,1 y) | e,

IN

and
()" ** D% (@, ) - 8, D u 2
<) DA (@, 0) | - | ()LD, DA |
<||85 el Le<(o,n) - (]| £ s

in which we have used the boundedness of ¢ from (B.24) and (B:2H). Similarly, the
other two terms yields that

a (70 a (7o a—a
1) [D% (he ¢ )02 — D* (hey#)8,| D~ hl| L2
SO(HaﬁheHLO"(O L)+ ||85hem||L°°(O,L)) Al g

So collecting the above three estimates we have

I+ 1 52 < (D2 102G Bl 0.1y + Clws)) B (B.32)
B<m
Therefore, together with (B:30) it gives
)1 s < (3 108@0 B | L0,y + Cup) + Eu) Bup, (B.33)
(
B<m

and in the same way
) 13N < (O 107 e, i)l (0.0) + C(us) + Eun) Eu. (B.34)
B<m
Accordingly, we can conclude that
Z ||8ﬁ Ue s e ||L°°(0 L) + C(Ub) + Eu h)E Jhe (B35)
B<m
Estimate for Gs
Applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in Gs, we get
Gs < Cllw) ™ |z - [{9)™* Dull 2 + Cl) T |2 - [ (y)"* D[ 2. (B.36)
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Noted that the weighted estimate of I3 will be treated similarly, once we have the
estimate for ||<y>l+kll3||L§. From the definition of I3, the term can be rewritten as

=3 <§>{Dd“'D“‘&<ﬂ2m¢'>+Dd DO (@)~ w)d")

— D%h-D* % (heyd) — D% D”(E‘Sw}.

Operating a similar procedure to the above estimates for I? and referring to [20] in
details as well, we obtain that

||< >l+k‘[3|| 2 < Z ||86 Ueg s e)HLOO(OL +C(Ub)) w,hs for j = 172 (B37)

B<m

Substituting (B37) into (B36), it yields that

(Z 102 @0, Toe) | 1 OL)+C(Ub)) o h (B.38)

B<m

Now, collecting the estimates for G;, together with equation (B.23), we can
deduce that

—/ (2R (1 - DY+ I - DYR)

Z ||8ﬁ Ue, e ||L°°(OL +C(ub) +Eu h)E h (B39)
B<m

+i/ (B + Fio ) D, - () 2R Doy,
dz J,

At present, plugging the estimates (BI8)),(B.19),([B.20),([B22) and (B39) into

(BI1)), integrating in z-direction, and summing over o with 3 < m — 1, we find
that

Z (sa(x)—l—l//o ||ayDau||%L2—|—li/0 ||8yDah||%L2)

o] <m
B<m—1
<o [ oyl +C X [ 1Dl
al<m
5‘<|m 1
B x x - 0 _
vost [Etaa sty [ (Gt ¥ 100 )
0 0 B<m+1
+ Y / (h+Fed)D"h- (> Dou+ 3 5,(0)
|a|<m |a|<m
B<m—1 pB<m—1

(B.40)
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in which the positive constant C' depends on m, . Moreover, the a priori assumption
(B:27) (which shall be verified latter in our energy closing arguments) yields that

/ (h + Fe)D%h - () 2+K) Doy
o ) (B.41)
< Sl{utw + @ —w) YY)D (w, D) < 5sala),

Putting (B:41) into (B:40), we finish the proof of (B9). O

B.2. Weighted H]"- Estimates only in Tangential Variables. Similar to clas-
sical Prandtl equations, the essential difficulty for solving the MHD boundary equa-
tions also lies on the loss of one derivative in tangential variable z, which comes from
the terms vOyu — gdyh and vOyh — gd,u because of the divergence-free conditions.

Taking the m?"- order tangential derivatives on (Z7)), we have the following
equations for 92 (u, h) with 3 = m,
Hu+up + (W — up)¢' }0y + {v — 2, }9,]0%u

—0 —0

_[{h + he(b/}aiﬂ + {g - hem(b}au]aaé}_l’o_ Va;‘%f“

Hoyu+ (@ —w)d"0%v — (O,h + Fed")dlg = 9Pry + RE,
[+ up + (@ — up) ¢’} + {v — 0, 0}10,]07 R

~[{h+Red' Y0 +{g — Tip0}0,]00u — 0307

+(Oyh + e d")Ov — [Dyu+ (@ — u)@"|02g = Ofrs + Ry,

(B.42)

where
R = — 02 {u+up + (@0 — up) ' }0, — T, 00, Ju + 02 (—12, 8+ hroyd'h)
+ (00, {h+ o' Y0 + Troyd0y)h — (02, (e — up) "o + [02, e d"]g

- Z (g) ((951) : 6575811“ - (959 : afiﬁayh)a
0<pB<8

RP = — 02 {u+up + (@0 — up)¢'}0, — 1, 0, )b + 02 (—Too '+ 0, &' h)
+ (00, {h+ o' Y0 + Troyd0yJu — (02, "l + (02, (e — up)"]g

- ¥ (g) @20 - 08 Po,h —dlg- 07 Po,u).
0<B<p
Then, provided m > 5, we can deduce that

0 50
I(Rﬁ,Rf)ng§C< > |85(u2ahe)|L°°(O,L)+|(uah)”Hf”‘>”(uvh)|H{” (B.43)
B<m+1

which is proved by a similar argument of [20], the readers can refer to the paper
[20] in page 91 for more details.

Now, back to the equation (BA42), since v = —9,'0,u and g = —9, ', h will
create a loss of the x-derivative, it prevents us from applying standard energy
methods. To overcome this difficulty, we give a priori assumption (which shall be
verified latter in our energy closing arguments) that there exists a positive constant
o such that

) + B0 w) > 2 >0, for any (x,9) € [0, 1] x (0, +0),



THE BOUNDARY LAYER THEORY FOR STEADY MHD: NONSHEAR FLOWS 53

and introduce the following quantities:

=0 _ "
up =0y — T Te Zu)d oy
h+ ¢! Y
8h+hd’
h+Tdf

We note here that (ug, hg) are almost equivalent to 97 (u, h) in L?-norm, which will
be demonstrated later in Lemma at this subsection.
Rewriting the second equation of (Z7)) for h as

(B.44)

hg :=9Ph — 2~ 920, h.

Oy (0 =T12,6) (h+ ¢ ) = (9 = Freq @) (ut-up+ (T — )¢ )] = rOh = T 6%, (B.45)
in which we have used Bernoulli’s law for twice. And then it gives
(v = 7,0)(h + Fied) = (g = Brod) (u+ 1w, + (@ = w)¢)) = K0, h = kELG. (B.AG)
Thanks to divergence-free condition, there exists a stream function v satisfying
(h, g) = (04, =0:%),  with 9]0 = 0. (B.A4T7)
So that the equation for 1) is deduced to
[+ + (@0 — ) )Os + (v — T, @)D, 10 + Ty + o ¢'v — KOZD = 73, (B.4S)
where we have used the Bernoulli’s law and 73 is defined by
rs = uphoyd(¢/ — 1) + kb, (B.49)
Next, applying 97 to equation (B.48) and using (%E = h, we get
[+ wy + (@ = up)@)0r + (v =, 6)0,]0;)

B.50
+(h + )0y — k0200 = 90rs + RS, (B.50)
where
Ry, == [0, (u+ up, + (@ — w)¢)0s — U, 00,1
-2 (g)ﬁfv-af—ﬁay@_ag(ggmu) (08, Tt ]v. (B.51)

0<B<pB

And Rﬁ can be estimated as

=0 X 1 s 0 Bl )l (852

H1+y B<m+1

in which we have used Hardy inequality and the boundedness of ¢ from (B.24]).
At present, recalling the definition of 1, we can rewrite quantity ug, hg in the
following form:

ug = 0% — 0%y, hg = 0Ph — 054, (B.53)
with
B) =0 __ " o.h EO "
- yu+ (T — up)@ fig = Oyh + ho¢" (B.54)

h+hog h+ g
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Then, using equations for 9% (u, h) and 921, we can obtain the following equations
and boundary conditions for (ug, hg), in which the tough terms have been cancelled,
(w4 up + (@ — up)¢)0s + (v — 02, )0y |ug — V@;ug
~[(h+Fe9)D, + (9 = hend), s + (5 = v)md,hs = RY.
[(u~+ up + (W — up)¢' )0 + (v — 10, )8yl hs — KOphp (B.55)
~[(h+1.6")0; + (9 = B 9),Jus = RS,
(ug, Oyhp)ly=o0 = 0,

where
R} = 0Pri + RE —mdfrs — mR — 059
—0
+{2V(9y771 + (g — hey®)n2 — (fi - V)771772}65h7
e ) ’ e s (B.56)
o = 0gr1+ Ry —m20;r3 — 2Ry, — QO
—0
+{260yn2 + (9 — Ty ®)m }OL R,
with
G= [(utup+ (@ — up)¢)0u + (v — 12, )0y Jm — vI2m
-0 —0
~[(h 4 Toe )0z + (9 = Prey )y Ino + (K — V)M y 12, (B.57)

= [(utup+ (OﬂS —w)#)0s + (v - Ugy §)Oyln2 — KO
~[(h+ e d)0z + (g = Trey®)y 112

Also, through direct calculation, the corresponding “initial data” (values at x = 0)
becomes

~ ,u(y) + (@ (0) — up

ho(y) + T (0)¢/

70 " Yy
_ 9yholy) + he(0)9 / OPh(0, 2)dz 2 hao(y).
ho(y) + h.(0)¢" o
On the one hand, by virtue of ¢ = 8y_1h,
1y) " 0P Lz < 105 R] L2 (B.59)

On the other hand, according to the definition of n;, 9yn; and (; with ¢ = 1,2, using
Hardy inequality, Sobolev embedding and the assumption (B, for any A € R, it
holds that

1€y) il e Sﬁol( Y It u + @ = up)¢' } 2 )N D ()l s

| <3

)" Y A
u;—g|$:O = 8fu(0,y) /0 85h(0, z)dz = ugo(y),

(B.58)

sl = 92h(0.)

0 50
1@ B = or + c<ub>), (B.60)

1) Oyl e §1902< D It u + @ = up)¢' } 2 )N D ()| s

|| <4

2
—0
@ ) o +c<ub>> , (B.61)

) Gillzge §1963( D Hutup + (@ = up)¢'} 2 () D (u, h)| 1z
jal <5
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3
-3 oA, R ||Lm0L>+c<ub>) . (B.62)

B<1

Then, for the terms R} and RS defined by (B56), we can deduce the following
estimates for m > 5, [ > 0,

3
I1R? | 2 SCﬁf’( S 102 @ |0,z + Clus) + | (u, h)lle) (s R [ e

B<m+1
+ 1071 = mdSrall Lz, (B.63)

3
1Bl < €95° (3 IO oy + Clun) + sl ) sl
B<m+1
+ ||(9£T2 - 7’]2(957‘3”[/%. (B64)
Now, we are prepared to estimate the L?-norm of (ug, hg).

Lemma B.2. (Weighted estimates for (ug, hg)) Under the assumption of Propo-
sition [Bl, there holds that for any x € [0, L],

xT xT
@)+ [ 1oyusls + o [ 0,hsl3:
0 0

xT xT
< [ ok —morli+ [ 10 = molnls +55(0)
0

5 2 (B.65)
w00 [ (X 100D iy + B+ Clwn)) - 5a(e)
B<m+2
4
coot [T X 10 ireay + Bun+ Clun)) B
0 \g<ma2
where
(@) = [I{u+up + (@ — )}/ (y) (ug, hp) 17 (B.66)
spgl@ u Up Ue Up Yy) (ug,np LZ' .

Proof. Multiplying (B5H), and (B5H), by (y)*us and (y)* hs, respectively, and
integrating them over y € [0, 400), we have

5 7558(@) + VW) dyuslis + kllw)'yhsls

—at [y [ -t LA R gy,
0 2
d o0 . o0
g [P R s+ =) [0 moyhsus)

0

+ / (y)* (Rup + Ry hg) — 21/ )*' 2 - y(vOyup - ug + Kdyhg - hp).
0 0
(B.67)
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First, by virtue of Hardy inequality and divergence-free conditions, we get

> _ _ ug|? + |hgl? -0
21/ (y)* 2y [(U—USMWM — (g = heg®)ughs
0
v -1 g—EO 10)
< 2[ ex ex ,h 2
R T e L (B.68)
0

< 2([[(@, hea)llLo=(0,0) + 1uall oo + [1hallLoe) | (ws, hp) 17

_og 0
< O(I(@ex: hea )= (0,) + Eup)sp(@).

Second, by integrating by parts and the boundary condition ug|y=g = 0, it gives
o0
=) [ P mdyhau)
0

= —V/ ha0y((y)*'niug) —ﬁ/ W) 'moyhs - us
0 0

14 K
ZN0yuslZs + SOhaNIZ; + OO+ 3 + 10y 13 s, i) 1

IN

14 K _ - —0
< leay%llig + 7 19yhsll 72 + CY6* (1 (@ hea) | = 0,2y + C(up) + Eup)sp
(B.69)

Third, using the estimates of R and RS in (B:63) and (B64), it yiclds that

o0
/ (W) (R{ug + REhg) < | RY||p2llusllre + | RS o2 1 hsll 2
0

<[|0Fry = m7rs|| Ty + 1072 — 02077517

2
_ 0 =0
+01902< 3 ||85<u2,he>||mo,m+c<Ub>+Eu,h) - (B.70)
B<m+1

4
_ _n 0
o0t (X 10D im0y + Clun) + Bun ) - B2
B<m+1

Next, it is direct to get

y / )22 - y(vdyus - up + KOyhs - hy)
0

(B.71)
< V0, usllZ; + KO, 2 + Cp(a)
Substituting the above estimates into (B.67), we have
1d
5 7558(%) + VW) Oyuslis + kll (W) Oyhals
d [~ 0
< 10rs — mdfrsl|7a + 105rs — 1073|172 + %/ ()* (h+ hed)ughg
0
(B.72)

2
_ _n =0
+Oz902< )3 ||af<u2,he>||Lz<o,L>+Eu,h+o<ub>> - 35(2)

B<m—+2

4
_ _n 0
200t (30 1R+ Bun + Clw) ) By
B<m+2
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Moreover, the a priori assumption (B21) yields that

o -0 1 _ 1
/O ()* (h+he@)ushg < [[{u+wy + (@ — )¢} *() (up, hs)75 < 555,

2
(B.73)
Therefore, we completes the proof of this lemma by integrating (B.72) in -
direction and using (B.73). O

Finally, we state the following equivalence norm between ||(95u,05h)||2, and
s )l y
Lemma B.3. (Equivalence norm between ||8f(u,h)||%§ and ||(u5,hﬁ)||%§) If the
assumptions in Proposition [B1] hold, then

M (@) {u+ up + (@ — )@} y) 07 (u, h) | 12
< H{u+up + (@ = u)d Y2 ) (ug, )l ez (B.74)
< M(@)|[{u +up + (@ = up)d'} () 07 (u, )| 2,

and
10,05 (u, B) || 2 < 10y (up, hg)ll Lz + M ()| hgl| 2, (B.75)
where
M (z) =205 (|[(y) 10y (u, h) || L + | (W) 07 (u, h) || =
o =0
+ C(up) + Ol (@, o)l L (0,1))-

The proof of Lemma is similar to the proof of Lemma 3.4 in [20], here we
omit the demonstration for simplicity.

(B.76)

B.3. Completeness of the a priori estimates. In this subsection, we are going
to prove Proposition [B.1l To this end, we need the a priori assumption

)"0y (u, Bl < 00, ()05 (u, h) L= < 95
Combining this with the definitions of M (x), n; and the estimates in (B:60), we get
)™ mill 2 < 2052, M(x) < 5957

Hence, by virtue of the estimates in Lemma [B.3] it gives

Efn= Y sal@)+ Y IHutuy+ (@ —uw)d'} 2 () 0 (u, b7

@Sml B=m

pEm- (B.77)
< > salx) + 250, sp(w),

jal<m

g<mo1

and
10, () < 37 10,0 W25 + 2010, (ug. hp) 3 + 5095 s 25,

lal<m
B<m—1

(B.78)

where 3 = m in the definition of sg,ug, hg.
With the estimates (BX77),(B78) in hands, we are prepared to achieve the desired
a priori estimates of (u, h) for system (7). By virtue of Lemma [B] and Lemma
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B2 together with the above estimates (B.77),([B.78)), for any m > 5, the following
estimate holds

/0 ( ) ||ayDa<u,h>||i;+25ﬂa4||ay<u5,hﬁ>||i;)+ S sal@) + 2505 s ()

|| <m

la|<m
B<m—1 B<m—1
g( D 54(0) + 2595 %55(0) >+051/ 18y (u, h) |7 + CS7 / W1+ E2,)
al<m
g
@ _0—
£ 2 [ttt e [ 10 R R
|| <m B<m+2
B<m—1

xT
+ 25190_4/ (”(957"1 — 771(957"3“%[2 + ||8£3’I”2 - 772(957”3”%[2)
0

x 2
voue [ ( S 102 ) ey +Euh+o<ub>) - sp(2)
0

B<m—+2

x 4
voos [ ( S 108 ) ey +Euh+o<ub>) B2,
0

B<m+2

(X w0rm)c X[+ [ o)
la|<m o] <m
B<m—1 B<m—1

+ ooy / <||am (11, 72) 25 + 40507 | 22 )

3
cou [T (14 X 102 R
0 B<m+2
3
+Cz908 ( z) + 2505 *sp(s )) :
0 a|<m
<m 1
Define
Fo:= Y s5a(0) + 2505 *s5(0),
la|<m
B<m—1
and

F():= Y |D*(r1,m2)ll72 + Clus, do)
al<m
s

3
+Oz908(1+ Y jef, e,pe>||m>

B<m+2

oy (100l + 405 0l ).
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Using Gronwall inequality, we find

Z o) + 2505 %s5(2)
o] <m

p<m—1 (B.79)
< (Fo+ /m F(s)ds){1 — 209, ®(Fy + /m F(s)ds)?z} 2.
Together with the eostimate in (BXQ), it follows tflat
. Eyn < (Fo+ /0 wF(s)ds)%{l — 20955 (Fy + /O mF(s)ds)%}—i, (B.80)
ze|0,

and hence, we have

sup ||(u, )| < (Fo + /OI F(s)ds)%{l — 201958(F0 + /Ow F(s)ds)%g}_i.

z€[0,L]
(B.81)
Moreover, using Newton-Lebniz formula, Sobolev embedding and (B80), we know
that for i = 1,2

() 100 (u, h)|| Lo <Ca(Fy + /z F(s)ds)z{1 — 2095 (Fy + /z F(s)ds)2z} 7
0 0
+ 1)1 0} (wo, ho)[| Los -
(B.82)

In addition,

h(z,y) > ho(y) — Cx(Fy + /0m F(s)ds)z {1 — 2095 % (Fy + /Om F(s)ds)?z} 1.
(B.83)

And in a similar way, it follows that
(u— h)(z,y) > —Cx(Fy +/ F(s)ds)? {1 — 209, %(Fy +/ F(s)ds)?z} 1
0 0

+ (ug — ho)(y)- (.84
8

It remains to give the estimates for the terms F(s) and Fy on the right-hand
side of inequalities (B.81)-(B.84), using the definition of My, r3, and the bounds of
r1, 7o in (ZI0), we can deduce that

/ F(s)ds < C(up)dy Mz, (B.85)
0

and hence, by virtue of the definition of sg in (B.GG) and ugo, hgo in (B.5F), we
have

Fy < CO33P (Mo + C(up) + || (o, ho)ll ), (B.86)
where P is a polynomial of |[(uo, ho)| mp-

Therefore, plugging (B.87) and (B.86]) into (B.81)-(B.84), the proof of Proposi-

tion [B.1lis completed.
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