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LINEAR STABILITY AND ENHANCED DISSIPATION FOR THE
TWO-JET KOLMOGOROV TYPE FLOW ON THE UNIT SPHERE

TATSU-HIKO MIURA

ABSTRACT. We consider the Navier—Stokes equations on the two-dimensional unit sphere
and study the linear stability of the two-jet Kolmogorov type flow which is a stationary
solution given by the zonal spherical harmonic function of degree two. We prove the
linear stability of the two-jet Kolmogorov type flow for an arbitrary viscosity coefficient
by showing the exponential decay of a solution to the linearized equation towards an
equilibrium which grows as the viscosity coefficient tends to zero. Moreover, we show
that the perturbation operator appearing in the linearized equation does not have nonzero
eigenvalues by using the mixing property of the perturbation operator expressed by a
recurrence relation for the spherical harmonics. As an application of this result, we get
the enhanced dissipation for a solution to the linearized equation rescaled in time in the
sense that the solution decays arbitrarily fast as the viscosity coefficient tends to zero.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Problem settings and main results. Let S? be the unit sphere in R3. We consider
the incompressible Navier—Stokes equations

(1.1) o+ Veu—v(Agu+2u)+Vp=Ff, divu=0 on 5% x (0,00).

Here u is the velocity of a fluid, which is a tangential vector field on S2, p is the pressure,
and f is a given external force. Also, v > 0 is the viscosity coefficient, Vyu is the covariant
derivative of u along itself, Ay is the Hodge Laplacian via identification of vector fields
with one-forms, V is the gradient on S?, and div is the divergence on S2. Note that here
we take the viscous term as twice of the divergence of the deformation tensor Def u:

2divDef u = Agu+ V(divu) + 2Ric(u) = Agu+ V(divu) + 2u,

where Ric = 1 is the Ricci curvature of S?. We refer to [12, 1, 11, 44, 6] for this identity
and the choice of the viscous term in the Navier—Stokes equations on manifolds.
Since S? is simply connected, the system (1.1) is equivalent to the vorticity equation

(1.2) Oiw + Vaw — v(Aw + 2w) =rotf, u=nge x VA 'w on 5% x (0,00)

for the scalar vorticity w = rot u. Here Vyw is the directional derivative of w along u and
A is the LaplaceBeltrami operator on S? which has the inverse A™! in the space of L?
functions on S? with zero mean. Also, ng» is the unit outward normal vector field of S?
and x is the vector product in R3. We give derivation of (1.2) in Section 7 for the readers’
convenience.

For n € N and a € R the vorticity equation (1.2) with external force rot £ = av(\, —
2)Y,? has a stationary solution with velocity field

a dy?
- )\n sin @ W(G)aﬁox(07 SO)

Here 0 and ¢ are the colatitude and longitude so that S? is parametrized by

(1.3) wi(0,9) = aY)(0), up(0,¢) =

n

(1.4) x(6,p) = (sinf cos p,sin fsin p, cosh), 6 € [0,7], p € [0,27).
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Also, \,, = n(n + 1) is the eigenvalue of —A and Y,? is a corresponding eigenfunction (i.e.
a spherical harmonic function) of longitudinal wavenumber zero given by
2n+1 1 d°
4; Pacosf),  Pa(s) = gy (s = 1"
The flow (1.3) is called the generalized Kolmogorov flow in [17] since it can be seen as
a spherical version of the Kolmogorov flow in a two-dimensional (2D) flat torus. It is
also called an n-jet zonal flow in [38, 39]. To emphasize both the similarity to the plane
Kolmogorov flow and the number of jets, we call (1.3) the n-jet Kolmogorov type flow.
When n = 1, it is shown in [38] that the flow (1.3) is linearly stable for all v > 0. In
fact, the linearized equation for (1.2) around w{ is of the form

YY(0) =

n

3
(1.5) Oilo1 = I/(Adjl + 2(1)1) — al&P(I + 2A_1)(I)1, a1 = % ;,

where I is the identity operator (see Section 7 for derivation of the linearized equation),
and the solution @ is expressed by the spherical harmonics Y, (see Section 2) as

Z Z —onm(01(0), Yo r2es2) Yo,
(16) n=1m=-n

2
Onm = V(A — 2) +iarm (1 - )\) .

This formula gives the linear stability of w{.

In this paper we are concerned with the linear stability of the two-jet Kolmogorov type
flow. We substitute w = w§ + @9 for (1.2) and omit the nonlinear term with respect to @
to get (see Section 7 for details)

a |5

(1.7) Oy = V(A(I)g + 2(212) — as 60898@([ + 6A71)(I)2, ag = Z ;

Replacing w2 and ag by w and a, we rewrite (1.7) as
(1.8) Ow = L% = vAw —iahw, A=A+2, A=—icosfd,(I+6A7").

We consider (1.8) in L3(S?), the space of L? functions on S? with zero mean. Then —A is
a nonnegative self-adjoint operator on L3(S?) and A is an A-compact operator on L3(S?),
so LY generates an analytic semigroup {e'*"“};>0 in L2(S?) by a perturbation theory of
semigroups (see [13]). Thus the solution of (1.8) with initial data wy € L3(S?) is given
by w(t) = e**"“wy. We obtain the linear stability of the two-jet Kolmogorov type flow as
follows.

Theorem 1.1. There exists a constant C > 0 such that
e " = 05 s < € (14 2] gy

for allt >0, v >0, a€R, and wy € L(S?), where

m= :5:1 2f

We present a more precise result in Theorem 3.1. The proof is based on the observation
that O(t) = e“""wp — Qy* also satisfies (1.8). Using the expressions of A and A by Y,™
and noting that (I + 6A~1)YJ" = 0, we take the L?(S?)-inner product of (1.8) for w(t)
with Y7, (I +6A~1)&(¢), and then Y3" to get estimates for @(t).

By Theorem 1.1 we also have the following result shown in [38]: the two-jet Kolmogorov
type flow is globally asymptotically stable for all ¥ > 0 in the orthogonal complement of
span{Y, Y1} in L3(S?).
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Remark 1.2. The mapping wo — 2y is the orthogonal projection from L3(S?) onto the
kernel of £ in L%(S 2). We emphasize that the YQﬂ—components remain in the equilibrium
(1.9), although Yfl themselves dissipate under the flow generated by £**. This is because
the viscosity does not work for Ylﬂ, ie. AYlil =0 and AYljEl have a contribution to the
YQil—components. Also, if wy is real-valued, then

1
Q0" = (wo, YY) 2(s2) Y7 + 2Re<(w0a Yf)L?(S?)Yf) - %ﬁlm((wo,yf)w(sz)yzl)
by Y, ™ = (=1)"Y," (see Section 2). Hence 2J* may grow as v — 0 even if we only
consider real-valued solutions to (1.8).

To carry out a more detailed analysis of the long-time behavior of the flow e“"“wy,
it is important to study the spectral properties of A. In the study of the linear stability
of the Kolmogorov type flows for the Euler equations on S2, Taylor [41] showed that the
spectrum of A lies on the real axis and in particular A does not have nonreal eigenvalues.

In this paper we further show that A does not have real eigenvalues except for zero.
Theorem 1.3. The operator A in L2(S?) has no eigenvalues in C\ {0}.

We prove Theorem 1.3 in Section 4. For the proof, we take an approach making use of
the mizing structure of A, which seems to have its own interest as the spectral analysis of
linear operators; the key idea is outlined in Section 1.2 below. In particular, our approach is
essentially different from an approach based on the theory of ordinary differential equations
(ODEs) which is used in the analysis of the plane Kolmogorov flow [26, 14, 50]. In fact, the
ODE approach does not work efficiently in the sphere case, which is the crucial difficulty
in the proof of Theorem 1.3. The main novelty of this paper is to give a new and robust
approach to overcoming such a difficulty when A has a suitable mixing property.

As an application of Theorem 1.3, we show that the enhanced dissipation occurs for the
rescaled flow e%”’awo, which is a solution to dw = Aw — iaAw with a = a/v, as in the
case of an advection-diffusion equation [8, 52, 48]. Let

X ={ue L§(S?) | (u,Y;)ras2) = (u, Y{")2(s2) = 0, n > 1, [m| = 0,1},

which is a closed subspace of L3(S?) invariant under the actions of A and A (see Section
5). By Q we denote the orthogonal projection from X onto the orthogonal complement of
the kernel of A restricted on X. We have the enhanced dissipation for the rescaled flow in
the following sense.

Theorem 1.4. For each 7 > 0 we have
(1.10) lim  sup||QevE” || xx = 0.
>

la/v|—o0 t>r

We establish Theorem 1.4 in Section 5 by using abstract results for a perturbed operator
given in Section 6. In particular, we prove a modified version of the Gearhart—Priiss type
theorem shown by Wei [48] and combine it with a convergence result for the pseudospectral
bound given by Ibrahim, Maekawa, and Masmoudi [14].

Theorem 1.4 implies that the rescaled flow Qeﬁﬁy’awo converges to zero in L?(S?) as
v — 0 for each fixed t > 0 and a € R, but does not give the actual convergence rate. The
original flow Qe**"“wy is expected to decay at the rate O(e‘ﬁt) as in the case of the
plane Kolmogorov flow [3, 14, 49, 50|, and this will be rigorosuly verified in the companion
paper [27]. It is stressed here, however, that Theorem 1.3 requires the most original idea
in the sphere case.

Remark 1.5. The enhanced dissipation of the form (1.10) does not occur for a perturbation
of the one-jet Kolmogorov type flow since the solution w; to (1.5) is determined by (1.6).
This seems to be natural from the point of view that the velocity u{ given by (1.3) with
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n = 1 is a rigid rotation around the x3-axis, i.e. a Killing vector field which does not have
a mixing effect in the sense that it generates a one-parameter group of isometries of S2.

1.2. Outline of the proof of Theorem 1.3. To prove Theorem 1.3, we make use of the
mixing structure of A expressed by the recurrence relation

(1.11) cosQY," =ay'Y," 1 +ap 1Y,

with nonzero coefficients ' (see (2.4)). By the Fourier series expansion of A with respect
to the longitude ¢, it is sufficient to show that for each m € Z\ {0} and p € C\ {0} the
equation

(1.12) pu = cosf Bu, u € P™L(S?) =span{V,"™ | n > |m|}
admits only a trivial solution u = 0, where B = I +6A~!. Applying (1.11) and

6

(1.13) BY" = <1 - A) ym

to (1.12), we have (u, Y{")2(g2) = 0 when |[m| = 1. Then we easily get u = 0 if Imp # 0
by taking the imaginary part of the L?(S?)-inner product of (1.12) with Bu and using
(1.13). Also, when p € R and |u| > 1, we apply | cosf] < 1 and (1.13) to the L?(S?)-norm
of (1.12) to find that w = 0. The most difficult case is 4 € R and |u| < 1. In this
case, one may try to use the ODE approach as in the flat torus case [26, 14, 50]: since
v = A"ty € PmLE(S?) is of the form v = V(0)e"™, one can rewrite (1.12) as a second
order ODE for V' with singularity of order one at 6 = 6,, = arccos p1. Then one can apply
the uniqueness of a C'!' solution of the ODE to get V = 0 if one shows that V is of class
C' and vanishes at 6 = 6, along with its derivative V’. This ODE approach, however,
does not work for our case when |m| = 1,2 since we cannot show V’(6,) = 0 due to the
fact that the coefficient 6 of A~! in B is too large compared to m? = 1,4 appearing in
the expression of Av for v = V(#)e™¥ under the spherical coordinate system. Instead, to
overcome this difficulty, we employ the mixing property (1.11). Indeed, using (1.13) and
the expression of Y} | in terms of cos§Y,;" and Y, | by (1.11), we rewrite (1.12) as

(114) (e a)wen + Buzw) = o8V + 658 sy (s = cos0),
where u>n = >0 sy (u, Y ) 2052y Y, with a large N € N, wey € span{Y‘%, LY

and o} € C. Then, setting 3 = p in (1.14) and noting that Y]% # 0 at x3 = pu, we find

that |o}/| is bounded by HA_]'UZNHLOO(SZ) and thus by H(—A)_lmuzNHLz(Sz) (see Lemma
2.4). We take the L?(S?)-inner product of (1.14) divided by u — z3 with Busy. Then
we use the Hardy type inequality for UﬁY@' + 6,uA_1uZN (see Lemma 2.5), the estimate
for [0, and (Busn, wen) sz = 0 0 get [ Busnllzz(sz) < Cmpll(—8) "V 2us 2o
with a constant Cy, , depending only on m and p. In this inequality, the left-hand side is
bounded below by [lu>n||r2(g2)/2 by (1.13), while the right-hand side is bounded above
by Con AN sl p2(s2) with Ay = N(N +1) by (=A)~1/2Y,m = A1y ™. Hence usy =0
for a sufficiently large N. Then we again use the mixing property (1.11) and u>x = 0 to
(1.12) to get (u, Y")r2(s2) = 0 for n = N —1,..., |m| inductively, and thus u = 0.

The proof outlined here relies on the properties of the basis functions Y™ of L?(S5?). In
particular, the recurrence relation (1.11) representing the mixing structure of A is crucial
for the proof. Our approach may be applicable to the spectral analysis of other linear
operators, especially in the higher dimensional case where it is difficult to apply the ODE
approach.
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1.3. Literature overview. The Navier-Stokes equations on spheres and more general
manifolds appear in various fields such as geophysical fluid dynamics and biology. Several
authors studied the Navier—Stokes and vorticity equations on spheres and manifolds [16,
15, 4, 17, 51, 25, 40], but in these works the viscous term is taken to be vAgyu (without
curvature term) by analogy of the flat domain case. There are also a lot of works [42, 35,
32, 31,9, 20, 5, 7, 38, 39, 34, 21, 36, 37| on the Navier—Stokes equations on manifolds in
which the viscous term has the curvature term Ric(u) as in (1.1).

The stability of the Kolmogorov type flows for the Navier—Stokes equations on a sphere
was studied by Ilyin [17] with viscous term vAgu and by Sasaki, Takehiro, and Yamada
[38, 39] with viscous term v(Agu+2u). They showed that the n-jet Kolmogorov type flow
is globally stable for all v > 0 when n = 1,2 and unstable for a small v > 0 when n > 3.
We note that Theorem 1.1 is different from the results of [17, 38, 39] since in these works
the viscous term is different or the stability of the two-jet Kolmogorov type flow is shown
in the orthogonal complement of span{Y,?, Y;¥1} in L2(S?). Also, Taylor [41] studied the
linear stability of the Kolmogorov type flows for the Euler equations on a sphere.

Let us also mention the Kolmogorov flow in a 2D flat torus. The Kolmogorov flow is a
stationary solution to the 2D Navier—Stokes equations in a flat torus with shear external
force. By Iudovich [18] it was shown that the Kolmogorov flow in the square torus is
globally stable for an arbitrary viscosity coefficient (see also [28]). It is also known that
the Kolmogorov flow may become unstable when the length of the periodicity in one
direction is changed (see e.g. [30, 18, 33, 29]). In the stable case, Beck and Wayne [3]
numerically conjectured that a perturbation of the Kolmogorov flow rapidly decays at
the rate O(e~vV¥") compared to the usual one O(e~**) when the viscosity coefficient v is
sufficiently small. They also verified this enhanced dissipation for a linearized operator
without a nonlocal term by using the hypocoercivity method developed by Villani [47].
Lin and Xu [26] studied the full linearized operator and also the nonlinear problem. They
proved the enhanced dissipation in both cases but without an explicit decay rate based
on the Hamiltonian structure of a perturbation operator and the RAGE theorem which is
used in the study of the enhanced dissipation for an advection-diffusion equation [8, 52].
The enhanced dissipation for the linearized problem with the decay rate O(e*ﬁt) was
confirmed by Ibrahim, Maekawa, and Masmoudi [14] based on the pseudospectral bound
method, by Wei and Zhang [49] based on the hypocoercivity method, and by Wei, Zhang,
and Zhao [50] based on the wave operator method.

1.4. Organization of this paper. The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section
2 gives basic facts of calculus on S?. In Section 3 we study the linear stability of the two-jet
Kolmogorov type flow. Section 4 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.3. In Section 5 we
show that the enhanced dissipation occurs for the rescaled flow eﬁcy’awo. Also, in Section
6 we give abstract results used in the study of the enhanced dissipation. In Section 7 we
derive the vorticity equation (1.2) and linearize it around the n-jet Kolmogorov type flow.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we give basic facts of calculus on S2.

Let S? be the unit sphere in R? equipped with the Riemannian metric induced by the
Euclidean metric of R3. We denote by 6 and ¢ the colatitude and longitude so that S? is
parametrized by (1.4). For a (complex-valued) function u on S?, we sometimes abuse the
notation

u(0, ) = u(sinf cos p,sinfsin p, cosh), 0 € [0,7], p € [0,27)
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when no confusion may occur. Thus the gradient of u is expressed as

cos f cos ¢ —sinfsin g
(2.1) Vu = Ogu | cossing | + —5 sin 6 cos ¢
—sinf sin” ¢ 0

and the integral of u over S? is given by

(2.2) /S2ud7-[2 = /027r (/07r u(f, ) sin@d@) dep,

where H* is the Hausdorff measure of dimension k € N. As usual, we set
_ 1/2
(u,v) 2052y = /52 ut dH?, [ull 252y = (u, u)L/Q(SQ), u,v € L*(5?),

where © is the complex conjugate of v, and write H*(S?), k € Zx( for the Sobolev spaces
of L? functions on S? with H°(S?) = L?(S?) (see [2]).

Let A be the Laplace-Beltrami operator on S2. It is well known (see e.g. [46, 45]) that
An, = n(n+ 1) is an eigenvalue of —A with multiplicity 2n + 1 for each n € Z>( and the
corresponding eigenfunctions are the spherical harmonics

2n+1(n—m)!

m _ ym _ m imep _
(2.3) Y =Y"(0,p) = \/ I () Pl'(cos0)e™?, m=0,£1,...,£n.

Here P), n € Z>q are the Legendre polynomials defined as
1 ar
~ onpldsn

and the associated Legendre functions P}, n € Z>q, |m| < n are given by

PY(s) = Py(s) (s> =1)", sec(-1,1)

dm
(=1)™(L = 832 Pa(s), m >0,
Fs) = (_1)|m|<”_‘m’)!psm(s) m=—|m| <0
(n+Jmp " 7
so that Y, ™ = (=1)™Y,™ (see [22, 10]). Moreover, the set of all Y, forms an orthonormal
basis of L?(5?), i.e. for each u € L?*(S?) we have u = Y 00 (S0 ¢MmY™ with ¢ =
(u, Y")2(s2). Note that, here and in what follows, the superscript m of coefficients just
corresponds to that of Y," and does not mean the m-th power unless otherwise stated. It

is also known that the recurrence relation
(n—m4+1)P7(s) — (2n+1)sP"(s) + (n+m)P" (s) =0
holds (see [22, (7.12.12)]) and thus (see also [46, Section 5.7])

(n—m)(n+m)

for n € Z>p and |m| < n, where we consider Y‘T”;‘_l =0.

Let LZ(S?) be the space of L? functions on S? with zero mean, i.e.

L3(S?) = {u € L*(S?) ’ / udH? = o} ={ue L*(5?) | (u,Yy) 2(s2) = O}.
SQ
Then A is invertible, self-adjoint, and with compact resolvent as a linear operator

A: Dyasoy(8) € LA(S?) = L3(S%),  Dipagsey(A) = L3(S%) N H ().
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Also, for s € R, the operator (—A)® is defined on L3(S?) by

(2.5) (~Ayu=3" 50 M Y)Y ue LS.

n=1m=-n

We easily observe by a density argument and integration by parts that
(26) 182l a2y = [Vulgasey, we L(5%) N H'(5).
Let u be a function on S2. We write u = U(6)e"™¥ if u is of the form

u(sin 6 cos p, sin @sin @, cos §) = U(0)e™?, 6 € [0,7], ¢ € [0,27)
with some function U of the colatitude 6 and m € Z. In this case, we have
T /07r U(0)[2 sin 0.d6,
(2.7) JU

|U(9)y2) sinddd, U' = R

2 " 2. M
Vel =20 [ (10608 + S,
When u = U(6)e"™ is in L?(S?), we can write u = >

for m’ # m. In particular, if m # 0, then u € L3(S?) and we can use (2.6) to u.
For a function u on S? and m € Z we define a function P™u on S? by

. ’
n>|m| Cn Yo since (u, Y ) r2(52) = 0

(2.8) P™u(sin b cos p, sin O sin p, cos 0)
elme 2T )
= / u(sin 6 cos ¢, sin 0 sin ¢, cos 0)e ™% dep.
2 0
Note that P"™u = u and P™u = 0 for m’ # m if u = U(#)e™%.
Lemma 2.1. If u = U(0)e™¥ € C(S?) with m € Z \ {0}, then U(0) = U(7) = 0.

Proof. Since u = P™u, we set § = 0,7 and ¢ = 0 in (2.8) to get

1 2 )
(0,0, 1) = P™u(0,0, +1) = 2/ u(0,0, £1)e ™% dp = 0,
0

i
where the last equality follows from m # 0. Hence U(0) = U(7w) = 0. O
Lemma 2.2. For 01,05 € [0, 7] with 61 < 05 let

(2.9) S2(01,02) = {(x1, 29, 23) € S* | x3 = cosh, 6 € (61,62)}.

Then for each m € Z we have

IP™ull 2 (s2(01,000) < Nl L2(s200,00)0 w0 € L(S2(01,62)),
IVP™ul L2 (52(61.00)) < IVl L2(52(01.00)), @ € H'(S?(61,62)).

Proof. The first inequality of (2.10) follows from (2.2) and

(2.10)

] 1/2

" 2w 1 2m 9
@) Pl <5 [ olds < ([T .o o)

by Hélder’s inequality. Also, since dpP™u = P™(0pu) and

eimtp 27 » imeim(p
PR @) (0, 0) = G | du0,0)e™ " do = T

= 0,P"u(b, p)

27
/ u(6, )™ dg
0

by integration by parts and u(#,0) = u(6, 27), we have the second inequality of (2.10) by
(2.1), (2.2), and (2.11) with u replaced by Gpu and O, u. O
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Lemma 2.3. Form € Z let u = U(0)e™ € HY(S%). Then there exist smooth functions
on S? of the form uy, = U(0)e"™?, k € N that converge to u strongly in H'(S?).

Proof. Since S? is compact and without boundary, we can take smooth functions vy,
k € N that converge to u strongly in H'(S?) by standard localization and mollification
arguments. Then uy = P™wy, k € N are smooth functions of the form uy = Ui (0)e™™? by
(2.8). Moreover, since P™u = u by u = U(6)e"™?, we have

|u — ugl g es2y = [[P™u — P okl g2y < |lu — vgllgrszy = 0 as k— o0
by (2.10) and the strong convergence of {v;}3°, to u in H'(S?). O
Lemma 2.4. For m € Z\ {0} let u = U(0)e"™¥ € HY(S?). Then

1
(2.12) [l Foos2) = U170 0. < WH(—A)W’UH%%SZ)‘

Proof. By Lemma 2.3 we may assume u = U (6)e™™? € C°°(S?). Then U(0) = 0 by Lemma
2.1 since m # 0. Hence for 6 € (0,7) we have

0 T
vo)? = [ iowPar <2 [ w@ivo)a

T /2 7 1/2
U(0)]? ! / 100V(2 1 2
<2 dv 9 9 dd < \Y
- (/0 sin ¢ 0 T (@) sin — m|m]| IVellzes2)

by Holder’s inequality and (2.7). By this inequality and (2.6) we get (2.12). O

Lemma 2.5. Let € (—=1,1) and 6, = arccos u € (0, 7). Then

. - 2
(2 13) /92 U(Q)vsmﬁ — U(QM)\/M do < LHVUHQ‘Z )
. 01 p— cost ~ 7sin?6, L2(5%(01.,02))

for all 61 € [0,0,], 02 € [0,,7], and u = U(0)e"™¥ € H'(S*(01,02)) with m € Z\ {0},
where S%(01,02) is given by (2.9).

Proof. For 0 € [0, 7] let Opnax = max{6,0,} and Opi, = min{6,6,}. Since

Omax 1
| — cos | = / sin ¥ d¥ = (Omax — Omin) / sin((l — t)Omin + t@max) dt
emin 0

by p = cosf,, and since sin 6 is concave for 6 € [0, 7], we easily find that
1 1
| — cos ] > 5]0 —0,|(sin@ +sinb,) > §|9 — 0,|sinf,, 6¢€0,n].
By this inequality and Hardy’s inequality we have

U(0)Vsin® —U(6,)+/sinb,

2

02 4 02
do < do
/91 1 — cos ~ sin? 0, /91 0—0,
16 [%]|d 2
—(U(#)Vsinf )| db.
~ sin? 0, Jo, dH( (0)Vsin )

To the right-hand side we further apply

%(U(@)@) ‘2 <2 <|U'(e)|2 + ngew(a)\?) sin 6

by Young’s inequality and |m| > 1, and then use (2.7) to get (2.13). O




TWO-JET KOLMOGOROV TYPE FLOW ON THE UNIT SPHERE 9

3. LINEAR STABILITY OF THE TWO-JET KOLMOGOROV TYPE FLOW

In this section we study the linear stability of the two-jet Kolmogorov type flow.

Let I be the identity operator and My the multiplication operator by a function f on
S?,i.e. Mpu = fu for a function u on S?. We define linear operators A and A on L3(S?)
by

A=A+2 Dpas2)(A) = L3(S?) N H*(S?),
A = —i0,MeosoB, Dyzszy(A) = {u € L§(5?) | 9,Meosgu € L3(S?)},

where B = I + 6A~1 on L3(S?). For n > 1 and |m| < n, since

6
(3.1) avp =y, By = (1= ) o=
n

we observe by these equalities and (2.4) that

6
32 A=A A = (1 ) @ )
n
with Y|$|_1 = 0. In particular, AYy" = 0 for |m| = 0,1,2 by A\g = 6. By this fact, we also
find that (Au, Y{")12(g2) = 0 for u € DLg(S2)(A) and |m| =0, 1.
The operator A is self-adjoint and has a compact resolvent in LZ(S5?) since A does so.
Moreover, —A is nonnegative in L3(5?). Indeed, since A\; = 2 and A\, > Xg = 6 for n > 2,

[e.e] n

(3.3) (—Au,w)rags2y = > Y (= 2w, V") p2gs2)* > Allusz]| 252
n=1lm=-—n

for u € DL%(Sz)(A) with U>2 = 2701022 Z:;:_n(u, Ynm)L2(Sz)Y7;n.

The operator A is densely defined in L3(S5?) since its domain contains the dense subset
L3(S?) N HY(S?) of L3(S?). Moreover, A is closed in L3(S5?) since Mcos9B is a bounded
operator on L%(S?) (note that it does not map L3(S?) into itself) and 9§, is a closed
operator from L?(S?) into L(S5?). We also observe that A is A-compact in L2(S?) since
H?(S?) is compactly embedded into H'(S?) and

[ullg2(s2) < CllAul|ge(s2y < O ([[Aullr2(s2) + 2llullr2(s2)) ,  u € Dpgs2y(4)

by the elliptic regularity theorem.
For v > 0 and a € R let £ be a linear operator on L(S?) given by

L9 =vA—iah, Dpgen (L") = Diz(sz)(A).

By a perturbation theory of semigroups (see [13, Section II1.2]), £ generates an analytic
semigroup {e'“""};>0 in L2(S?). As mentioned in Section 1, e'*” is the solution operator
of the linearized equation for (1.2) around the stationary solution w§ of the form (1.3)
with n = 2. Our aim is to show the following result on the linear stability of w§, which is
a precise form of Theorem 1.1. In what follows, we write u—, = >_" (u, ") p2(52) Yy

and u>n =D sy U=y for u € L3(5?) and n, N € N. o

Theorem 3.1. For v >0, a € R, and wy € L3(S?), let Qp* be given by (1.9). Also, let
@(t) = e wy — Qe fort > 0. Then @—1(t) =0 and

(3.4) [@>3(t) |l r2(s2) < € |wo,>al r2(s2)

Jor all t > 0. Moreover, (0(t),Ys) 12(s2) = €~ (w0, Yy) 12(s2) and

(3.5) [(@(t), Y3") p2(s2)| < Ce ™ {‘(Wovyzm)ﬁ(yﬂ + |a’Rm(w0)}

v
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for allt >0 and |m| = 1,2, where

R (wo) = |(wo, Y7 ) r2(s2)| + lwosllz2cs2)y, B (wo) = llwo, >3l r2(s2)
and C > 0 is a constant independent of t, v, a, wy, and m.
Proof. Let &(t) = Y207 >0 ent ()Y, with e (t) = (@(t), Y3") 12(s2)- We see by (1.9)
and (3.2) that £*Qg* = 0. Hence &(t) satisfies
(3.6) Ow(t) =vAn(t) —iaAw(t), t>0, @(0)=wy— Q5"
For |m| = 0,1 we take the L?(S?)-inner product of (3.6)

dey’ - m e m
d—;(t) =v(Aw(t), Y1) r2(s2) — ia(A@(t), Y{")12(52) =0, t>0

with Y™ to get

by (3.2). Hence ¢&}*(t) = é{*(0) = 0 by (1.9) and @w—;(¢) =0 for ¢ > 0.
Next we prove (3.4). L u(t) = Bo(t). Then

(3.7 §j§j(1—) MOV, Jul®)las) < Joss®)as)

n=3m=-n
by (3.1), @=1(t) =0, A2 =6, and |1 —6/A,| < 1 for n > 3. We easily get
1d

Re(D0(0). (1) o) > + o @(8) o sy

Re(AD(t), ult)) 252y < —51@23(0)]72(s2)
by (3.2), the first equality of (3.7), and A, > A3 = 12 for n > 3. Also,

Im(Aw(t), u(t))LQ(SQ) = Im(—i&pMmsgu(t), u(t))L2(S2) =0

since —i0,Meosp is symmetric in L2(S?). Thus, taking the real part of the L?(S?)-inner
product of (3.6) with u(¢) and using the above relations, we find that

1d
4dt
By this inequality we get (3.4), since @>3(0) = wp >3 by (1.9).
Let us consider &'(t). For m = 0 we take the L?(S2)-inner product of (3.6) with Yy and
use (3.2) to get £&9(t) = —4vé)(t) for t > 0. Thus &(t) = e~ &(0) = e~ (wo, Y3 r2(s2)
for t > 0 by (1.9). Let |m| = 1,2. Since —id,, is symmetric in L3(S?),

(AD(t), Yo" ) 12(s2) = (—i0p Meosou(t), Y3 ) 2(s2) = (Meosou(t), —i0,Ys") 12(52)
= m(Mcos Gu(t)a Y2m)L2(S2)7
where u(t) = B&(t) and the last equality is due to (3.1). We take the L?(.S?)-inner product
of (3.6) with Y™ and use (3.2) and the above equality. Then

d”‘m
C2 (1) = —4v (1) — ima(Meosou(t), Y5 pa(sn), ¢ > 0.

— @23t 72s2) < —5Vl|@23(E)172(52)s > 0.

We solve this equation to get

t
a(t) = e Wt (53@(0) — ima / T (Meosou(T), Y3™) 12(52) dT) , t>0.
0
Moreover, we apply [|Y3"(|12(s2) = 1, [cosf| < 1, (3.4), and (3.7) to the integrand of the
last term and then use fg e %7 dr < (6v)7! to obtain

m 4y ma
o< e (3] + ezl ) . 120
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Here ¢5*(0) is of the form

a tm
W’Ym _77w7ym ; m:L
55”(0) = (@(0)>Y2m)[,2(52) = ( 0> %2 ) ,/2\/5( 0,41 )Lz(SQ) ‘ |
(WO7Y2m)L2(5'2), ‘m’ — 2
since Qg’a is given by (1.9). Hence (3.5) follows. 0

4. NONEXISTENCE OF NONZERO EIGENVALUES OF THE PERTURBATION OPERATOR

The aim of this section is to establish Theorem 1.3.

For m € Z let P™ be the operator given by (2.8). Then P™L3(S5?) is a closed subspace
of L3(S?) by (2.10). Moreover, since functions in LZ(S?) are expanded by Y,™, and since
PmY™ = Y™ and P™Y,™ = 0 for m # m/, we see that L2(S?) is diagonalized as

L§(5?) = ®mezP™ L3 (S?)
and each u € P™L3(5?%), m € Z is expressed as
(41) U= Z C?Ynm7 c:zn = (%YJn)L?(S?)‘

n>max{1,[m|}

We observe by (3.2) and (4.1) that P™L3(S?) is invariant under the action of A for each
m € Z. Moreover, A is diagonalized as

0, m =0,
(12) A= Bneshlonsgen Abesgsn = {50
where A, = MeosoBlpm [2(s2) on P™L3(S?). Thus, to prove Theorem 1.3, it is sufficient

to show that A,, does not admit nonzero eigenvalues for each m € Z \ {0}. Note that

6
(4.3 An¥ = (1= ) @y ey, oz lm

n

by (2.4) and (3.1). In particular, A,,,YJ" = 0 for |m| = 1,2 by A2 = 6.
Theorem 4.1. Let m € Z\ {0}. Then A, in P™LE(S?) has no eigenvalues in C\ {0}.
Proof. Suppose that g € C\ {0} and u € P™L3(S?) satisfy

(4.4) pu = Apu = MeosgBu, B=1+6A"1,

Let us show u© = 0. First we observe that u is of the form

(4.5) u= Z eyt Ny, = max{2, |m|}.
n>Npm,

When |m| > 2, this is the same as the expression (4.1) of u € P™L3(S?%). If m = +1, then
it follows from (4.1) and (4.3) (in particular A4;Y;™" = 0) that

peyt = (uu, Y7 pagse) = (A, Y1) pagsz) = 0.

Hence ¢! = 0 by p # 0 and u is of the form (4.5).

Suppose that Imu # 0. We take the imaginary part of the L?(S?)-inner product of
(4.4) with Bu. Then since u is of the form (4.5) and Mysg is symmetric on L?(S?), we
see by (3.1) and Ay = 6 that

6 m
(Im ) Z (1 — ) ™ ? = Im(Meos g Bu, Bu)rz2(g2) = 0,

A
n>N/, "
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where N} = max{3,|m|}. Thus, by Imp # 0 and 1 — 6/\,, > 1/2 for n > 3,
6 1
0= % (1o )l zy ¥l
n>Ny, n n>N/,

which shows that ¢! =0 for n > N/, i.e. uw=c§Yy" if [m| = 1,2 and u = 0 if |m| > 3.
Moreover, when |m| = 1,2, we have pu = Apu = §'A,,,Y9" = 0 and thus v = 0 by p # 0.
Hence we get w = 0 in both cases |m| = 1,2 and |m| > 3 when Im u # 0.

Now suppose that Imp =0, i.e. p € R\ {0}. We consider two cases separately.

Case 1: |p| > 1. Since u is of the form (4.5), we see that

6\ 2
w? Z len']? = HMUH%%S?) = HAmUH%z(s% < ”BUH%%S% = Z <1 - )\) len']?
n>Np, n>Np, "

by (3.1), (4.4), and |cos | < 1. Hence

6 2
> {uQ— (1_&1) }!cho,
n>Np,

but since 0 < 1—-6/\, <1 for n > 2 and p? > 1, we must have cpt =0 for all n > N,,, by
the above inequality. Therefore, we obtain u = 0.
Case 2: 0 < |u| < 1. Since u is of the form (4.5), we write

N-1
(4.6) w= > V" tusn, usy= Y VT, Ny =max{2,|m|},
n=Nm n>N

where N > N,, is a sufficiently large integer which will be fixed later. We substitute (4.6)
for (4.4) and use (3.1) to get

N-1 N—-1 6
Z uc?Ynm—FuuzN:cose{ Z (1—)\> canJ”—FBuzN}.
n

We deduce from this equality and u>y = Busy — 6A " usy that

N-1
(4.7) (u— cosf) { Z (1 — /\6n) eyt 4 BUZN}

n=Npm
N-1

6
=— Z )\—,uc?Y,:” + 6pA " us .
n

n=~Npm
Moreover, we observe by (2.4) with n = |m| and Y- =0 that

1 1
mn ——cosO Y0 —7(u—cos9)Y|ﬂ|+mL s

+1 p—y i ,
T " T ™
and by (2.4) with n replaced by n — 1 that

n

1 1 1
V' = —(cosOY," —ap 1Y o) = ———(u—cosO) V" + —(uY"y —an 1 Y,"s)
a a

n n n

for n > |m| + 2. Using these equalities, we can inductively show that

n—1
(4.8) Y™ = (u— cos®) Z g Y |+ B Y, n=|m[+ 1

k=|m|
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Here o, and 3" are some coefficients depending on p and a!’; with n’ > |m|, but we do
not need their explicit forms. We substitute (4.8) for the right-hand side of (4.7). Then,
moving the terms with the factor p — cos 6 into the left-hand side, we have

N-1
(4.9) (1 — cosB) Z TNy +Busn | = onY, + 6uA us .

n=|m|

Here 7,y and o7y are some coefficients depending on 1, Ay, @}, and ¢} with n’ > |m],
but again we do not need their explicit forms. Since A~lusy € P™LE(S?) N H?(S?) and
the Sobolev embedding H?(S?) < C(S?) holds (see [2]), we can write

(4.10) A7 usy = Un(0)e™ € PL2(S?) N C(S?), Uy € C([0, 7).

Also, Y is smooth on S? and of the form (see (2.3))

Y (0, 0) = Cpy sinl™ g e = C,, (1 — cos? 0)m/2 e
with a constant Cy, € R\ {0}. Thus f{ = oY+ 6uALus y is of the form
I = F0)e™ € X, N H2(S?), FU0) = o7Ch(1 — cos® 0)I™/2 4 6uUx (6).

Moreover, since fi* is continuous on S? by H?(S?) c C(S?) and

N-1 m
(4.11) S Y Busy = A on {(@ram,m) € 8 0 £ 1)
n=|m|

by (4.9) and x3 = cos 8, we have f§ =0 for 3 = p, otherwise the left-hand side of (4.11)
does not belong to L%(S?). Hence F'(6,) = 0 with 6, = arccos € (0, ), i.e.

~ 611)> ~
oRCun(L = p?)™ + 6pUn (0,) = 0, [oR|* = 2(—2|, Ox(6,)
Cm(l - ) m
Here and in the rest of the proof, C2, stands for the square of C,,, not for a coefficient of
Y,2. Moreover, noting that Uy is given by (4.10), we use (2.12) to get

‘ 2

6p1)
4.12 m2 < (
12 RS Smica - 2)

Since fi = Fa'(0)e"™% and F'(6,) = 0, we see by (2.7) and (2.13) that

[m] I (_A)il/QuZNH%Q(SZ)'

2
P /7r FH(0)+/sin 0 32 )
=2 SNVVEETL dh < v fm
H:U_x?) L2(S2) 4 0 M—COSH - SiIl2 QMH fNHLZ(SQ)

and use (2.6) and sin?#,, = 1 — p? to the right-hand side to get

H )P 32

< 2
H = T3 |[[2(52) 1—p

(4.13) (=) R 1172 s2)-

Moreover, since
(—2)2 1R = (— ) PRV + 6uA ™ i) = oRA Y = 6u(—A) " Puzy

m|

and (—A)~Y2us y is orthogonal to Yo in L?(S?%) by (2.5) and (4.6),
=) 2 1800252y = 1R Al [V 252y + (61211 (=2) " Pus ][ s2)

2 Im| +1 ~1/2 2
= on) {ﬂczn(l — ey 1} I8 el

(4.14)
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by Ay = Im|(|m[ + 1), ||Y|m|||L2(S2) =1, and (4.12). Hence

Iy

w—3

(115) H 2

e < Cll A2

by (4.13) and (4.14), where

326 |m|+1
Cmn =2 \mea— ey

Now we take the L?(S5?)-inner product of (4.11) with Busy. Then since Busy is orthog-

onal to Y10, ..., Y| in L?(S?%) by (3.1) and (4.6), we get
|Busl i B Buswl
BU>N = < ,Bu>N> S H Bu>N 2(62)-
N L2(s%) H—x3 - L2(S?) B —x3 L2(52) - L2(5%)
We deduce from this inequality and (4.15) that
2 ik 1/2 2
HBUZNHLQ(SQ) < H < Cm,u”(_A)_ / UEN”LQ(SQ)'
H— 3 L2(S2)
Moreover, when N > 3, we have
1 _ 1
|Busnll72(g2) > ZHUHZNH%%S?V 1(=2) " ?us v][72(52) < EH“@NH%?(S?)
by (2.6), (3.1), (4.6), 1 —6/\, > 1/2, and A, > Ay for n > N. Hence
AC,
(4.16) lusn 17252y < 2 flusnll72(s2)-

Now since Ay = N(N + 1) — oo as N — oo and Cp, , is independent of N, we can fix a
sufficiently large N > Ny, so that 4Cy, ,/An < 1. Then u>y = 0 by (4.16) and

N-1 N-1
u= E Yt usn = g ety Ny, = max{2, |m|}
n=Npm, n=Npm,

by (4.6). By this fact and (4.3), the equation pu = A,,u reads
N-1 N—1 6
> nevr= 3 (10 ) Ry i)
n=Nm n=Npm n

We get 0= (1—6/An_1)cR_,a% by taking the L?(S?)-inner product of the above equality
with Y. Thus ¢fj_; =0 by 1 —6/Ay_1 # 0 and a’§} # 0. We also have

CN_og=-=cN +1 =0, ie u=cy Yy
by repeating the above arguments, and then find that
0’ |m‘ = 1’ 2’

6
(1 5 ) R Vs I 23

which yields pc; = 0 and thus ¢y = 0 by u # 0. Hence we get u = 0 and the proof is
complete. 0O

pey, YN = pu = Apu =

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Suppose that Au = pu for p € C\ {0} and u € Dpz(g2y(A). Then

0 =P, mALP™u=puP™u, m#0
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since A is diagonalized as (4.2). By the first equality and p # 0 we have P% = 0. Also,
for m # 0, it follows from the second equality and p # 0 that

m K 5m m mr2/qQ2 K
APy = —P"u, P P"L;(S%), — eC\A{0
u= —Pru u € 5(57) s \ {0}
and thus P™u = 0 by Theorem 4.1. Hence u =), _, P™u = 0 and we conclude that the

theorem is valid. O

5. ENHANCED DISSIPATION FOR THE RESCALED FLOW

The purpose of this section is to show that the enhanced dissipation occurs for a solution
to the rescaled equation Jyw = Aw — iacAw with o € R.
Noting that AY;™ = 0 for |m| = 0,1 and AY,? =0 for n > 1 by (3.2), we set

X ={ue L§(5?) | (u, V) r2(s2) = (0, Y™ r2(52) = 0, n > 1, |m| = 0,1}.
Then X is a closed subspace of LZ(5?) and u € X is expressed as
(5.1) w= Y > V" Ny =max{2|m[}.
meZ\{0} n>Nm,

By (3.2) (in particular AYJ" = 0 for |m| = 1,2) and (5.1), we see that X is invariant under
the actions of A and A. We simply write A and A for their restrictions on X with domains

For a € Rlet Ly = A —iaA on X with domain Dx(L,) = Dx(A). We intend to apply
an abstract result given in Section 6 to L. Let us show auxiliary lemmas.

Lemma 5.1. The operator A is self-adjoint and has a compact resolvent in X, and
(5.2) (—Au,u)r2(g2) > 4Hu||%2(52), u € Dy(A).
Also, A is densely defined, closed, and A-compact in X.

Proof. The statements except for (5.2) hold since they are valid in L3(S?) and X is in-
variant under the actions of A and A. Also, (5.2) follows from (3.3) and (5.1). O

Lemma 5.2. Foru € X let Qu=u—3_,,_ 5(u,Y3")r2(s2)Y3". Then

1
(5.3) S QullL2(s2) < NI Bullrz(szy < flullrz(szy, ue X,

where B =T+ 6A~! on L3(S?), and the kernel of A in X is
(5.4) Ny (A) = span{Yy" | |m| = 1,2}.
Thus Q is the orthogonal projection from X onto
Y = Na(A): = {u e X | (u,Y3") sy = 0, [m| = 1,2).
Moreover, QA C AQ in X.

Proof. Let u € X be of the form (5.1). Then since
(5.5) Qu= 3 S v, N = max3,|ml},
meZ\{0} n>N},
we have (5.3) by (3.1), A2 =6, and 1/2 <1 -6/, <1 for n > 3. Let u € Dx(A) satisfy
Au = 0. Then by integration by parts and (3.1) we have
0= (Au, YZn)Lz(SQ) = (f, —iaanm)Lz(SQ) = m(f, Y'r;n)LZ(SQ)7
where f = McosgBu. Hence (f,Y;")r2(g2y = 0 for n > 0 and [m| # 0. Also, since u is of

the form (5.1), we see by (2.4) and (3.1) that (f,Y}))z2(s2y = 0 for n > 0 and thus f = 0.
Hence Bu = 0 and Qu = 0, i.e. u € span{Yy" | |m| = 1,2} by (5.3). By this fact and
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AYS" =0 for |m| = 1,2, we get (5.4). We also have QA C AQ in X since Y5" is smooth
on S% and AYJ" = —4YJ" for |m| = 1,2 by (3.2), and since A4 is self-adjoint in X. O

Lemma 5.3. Let By be a linear operator on H = L*(S?) given by
By = —i0,Meosg, Dp(B1) = {u € L*(5?%) | 0pMcosou € L*(S?)}
and By = Blx = (I + 6A Y|y on X. Then A and A satisfy Assumption 6.3.
Note that, as in (2.5), the operator (—A)*® is defined on X by

(5.6) (A)u= D > (An-2°vr

mGZ\{O} n>Np,
for s € R and u € X of the form (5.1).

Proof. By the definitions and Lemma 5.2, we easily find that B; is a closed symmetric
operator on H, Bs is a bounded self-adjoint operator on X, and the conditions (i) and (ii)
of Assumption 6.3 are satisfied. Also, since u = Qu € Y is of the form (5.5), we observe
by (3.1), (3.2), (5.6), and 1 — 6/\, > 1/2 for n > 3 that the condition (iii) holds with
constant C' = 1/2. O

Now we give the main result of this section and the proof of Theorem 1.4.

Theorem 5.4. The operator L, generates an analytic semigroup {e'*e};>o in X for all
a € R. Moreover, for each T > 0 we have
(5.7) lim sup ||Qele || xx = 0.

|| =00 t>7
Proof. By Lemma 5.1 and a perturbation theory of semigroups (see [13]), we see that L,
generates an analytic semigroup {e'*e};>o in X.

We intend to apply Theorem 6.9 to get (5.7). To this end, we verify the assumptions
of Theorem 6.9. Assumptions 6.1-6.3 and the condition (a) of Theorem 6.9 are valid by
Lemmas 5.1-5.3. Also, the condition (e) follows from Theorem 1.3. Hence it is sufficient
to show that the conditions (b)—(d) are satisfied. Let u € Dy (A). Then
(5:5) ‘(Au, U)LQ(Sz)‘ = ‘(8¢MCOSGBU,U)L2(S2)| = ‘(McosgBu, (ipu)Lz(Sz)‘
< Null poes2y | Vuull p2(s2) = [l 22y | (—A) 2| 252y
by integration by parts, |cosf| < 1, (2.6), and (5.3). Moreover, since u is of the form (5.1)
and A\, < 3(\, —2)/2 for n > 2, we see by (2.5) and (5.6) that

3 3
(5.9) H(_A)l/2u||2L2(S2) B 5”(—14)1/2“”%2(52) = 5 (—Au, u) 2 (s2).
Hence the condition (b) follows from (5.2), (5.8), and (5.9). Also,
Dyx(A), Nx(A) c X 0 H'(S?) C Dy (A¥)

by the definition of A in X and (5.4), and thus the condition (c) holds. Let us verify the
condition (d). We observe by (5.4) that f € Ry(A) N Nx(A) is of the form
(5.10) f=Au= > d5'Vy", weDx(A), dy€C.

|m|=1,2
Let us show dj* = 0. Since A is diagonalized as (4.2), we have
(5.11) MMeosg BP"u = d3'Yy", |m|=1,2
by (5.10), where B = I + 6A~! and P™ is given by (2.8). When m = 1, we apply (2.4)
with (n,m) = (1,1) and Y3l =0 to (5.11) to get

dl
MeosgBP'u = dyYy = ;;Mcosgyll, Meosg(az BP u — dyYy') = 0.
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Hence a3 BP'u—diY}' = 0 on S2. Moreover, since u is of the form (5.1), Plu = D n>2 cly L.
By these facts, di = (d%Yll,Yll)Lz(sz), and (3.1), we find that

6
dy = (a3 BP'u, Y] ) p2(s2) = a3 ) (1 - A) en (Yo, Y1) 2(s2) = 0.
n>2 n
We also have dy ' = 0 in the same way. Let m = 2. Then since Y3? = Cysin® 6 €*¥ with a
nonzero constant Co € R by (2.3), we can rewrite the equation (5.11) as

sin? 6 ¢2i%
050 °
Hence d3 = 0, otherwise the left—hand side does not belong to L?(S?). Similarly, we have

dy? =0 and thus f = 0 by (5.10), i.e. the condition (d) is valid. Therefore, we can apply
Theorem 6.9 to obtain (5.7). O

2BP*u(6,¢) = BCr—— (&@EMﬂx@ﬂﬂﬁ#%.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. For v > 0 and a € R let a = a/v. Then e'fe = e%[y’ahg in X for
t > 0 since L, = v~ 1£%?|y. Hence (1.10) follows from (5.7). O

6. ABSTRACT RESULTS

This section gives abstract results for a perturbed operator.

For a linear operator T' on a Banach space B, we denote by Dg(T), pg(T), and op(T')
the domain, the resolvent set, and the spectrum of 7" in B. Also, let Ng(T') and Rp(T)
be the kernel and range of T in B. We say that T' is Fredholm of index zero if Rg(T) is
closed in B and the dimensions of Ng(T') and the quotient space B/Rg(T) are finite and
the same, and define

a8(T) = {¢ € C| ¢ — T is not Fredholm of index zero} C op(T).

Note that og(T) \ 65(T) is the set of all eigenvalues of T' of finite multiplicity. Also,
op(T + K) = 65(T) for every T-compact operator K, since ¢ — (T + K) is Fredholm of
index zero if and only if ¢ — T is so for each ¢ € C (see [19, Theorem IV-5.26]).

Let (X, (-,-)x) be a Hilbert space and A and A linear operators on X. We make the
following assumptions.

Assumption 6.1. The operator A is self-adjoint in X and satisfies
(6.1) (—Au,u)x > Callul%, u€ Dx(A).
with some constant C'4 > 0.

Assumption 6.2. The following conditions hold:

(i) The operator A is densely defined, closed, and A-compact in X.
(i) Let ) = Nx(A)* be the orthogonal complement of Ny (A) in X and Q the
orthogonal projection from X onto ). Then QA C AQ in X.

Assumption 6.3. There exist a Hilbert space (H, (-,)#), a closed symmetric operator
B1 on H, and a bounded self-adjoint operator By on X such that the following conditions
hold:

(i) The inclusion X C H holds and (u,v)y = (u,v)y for all u,v € X.
(ii) The relation Nx(A) = Ny (Bz) holds in X and

Bou € Dy(B1), BiBau=Aue€ X forall ue Dx(A).
(iii) There exists a constant C' > 0 such that
(6.2) (u, Bou)x > Cllul|%, uey,
(6.3) Re(—Au, Bou)x > C|[(—A)?ull3, we Dx(A)nY.
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Note that Bs is a linear operator on the original space X', not on the auxiliary space H.
Also, the operator B; on H does not necessarily map X into itself.
By QA C AQ in Assumption 6.2 we can consider QA as a linear operator

QA: Dy(@A) cy—), Dy(QA) = D)((A) ny.

In what follows, we use the notation N' = Ny (A) for simplicity. Let P = I — Q be the
orthogonal projection from X onto N (note that N is closed in X since A is closed). Then
PA C AP and we can also consider PA as a linear operator

PA: Dy(PA) C N - N, Dy(PA)=Dx(A)NN.

Note that QA and PA are closed in ) and in N, respectively. Also, QA is QA-compact
in Y. For a € R we define a linear operator L, on X by

Lo = A—iad, Dx(La) = Dx(A)

and consider QL, = QA — iaQA on Y with domain Dy (QL,) = Dy(QA).
Our aim is to establish an estimate for the semigroup generated by L, which yields the
enhanced dissipation as |a| — oo in abstract settings. Let us give auxiliary lemmas.

Lemma 6.4. Suppose that Assumptions 6.1 and 6.2 are satisfied. Then Lo and QL,, are
closed in X and in Y, respectively, and

(6.4) px(La) = py(QLa) N par(PA)

for all a € R. Moreover, for ¢ € px(Ly) and f € X we have

@(C - La)_lf = (C - QLQ)_IQJC,

P(¢ — La) "' f = (( = PA)'Pf —ia(¢ — PA)'PA(C — QLa) ' Qf.

Proof. We see that L, = A —ia is closed in X since A is closed and A is A-compact in
X (see [19, Theorem IV-1.11]). Similarly, QL, = QA — iaQA is closed in Y.

Let us show (6.4) and (6.5). Since A is self-adjoint and PA C AP in X, we see that PA
is self-adjoint in N and thus the residual spectrum of PA in N is empty. Hence for each
¢ € on(PA) there exists a sequence {v;}7°, in Dar(IPA) such that

(66) ||Uk||X =1 forall ke N, khm ||(C — IP)A)Ukux =0,
—00

(6.5)

which includes the case where ¢ is an eigenvalue of PA with an eigenvector v and v, = v¢
for all £ € N. Then since Lov = Av = PAv for v € Dy (PA), the sequence {vy}7°,
in X satisfies (6.6) with PA replaced by L,, which means that {( € ox(Ly). Hence

UN(PA) C UX(La)a Le. pX(La) - pN(PA). Let ¢ € pX(La) - pN(PA). If (C—@LQ)U =0
for u € Dy(QL,), then we see by PA C AP and Pu = 0 that

((—Lo)u=((—QLy)u —PLyu = (¢ — QLy)u — PAu + iaPAu = iaPAu.

Moreover, we can set v = —ia (¢ —PA)"!PAu € Dp(PA) since ¢ € py(PA) and PAu € N.
Then we observe by L,v = Av = PAv that

((—La)(u+v)=(¢— Lo)u+ (¢ —PA)v = iaPAu — iaPAu = 0,

which yields w +v =0 by ¢ € px(Ly). Hence u = Q(u +v) = 0 and ¢ — QL,, is injective.
Also, for f € Y C X let w= (¢ — Ly)"'f € Dx(Ly). Then since

f=C—=Lao)u+((—Av, u=Quwe Dy(QL,), v=Pwe Dy(PA)
by f = (( — Lo)w and Lyv = Av, we see by Qu = u, Qv =0, and QA C AQ that
f=Qf =((—QLa)u+ (¢ —A)Qu = (¢ — QLq)u.
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Hence ¢ — QL,, is surjective and we get ¢ € py(QL,), i.e. px(La) C py(QL4) N pprr(PA).
Conversely, let ¢ € py(QLq) Npa(PA). If (( — Lo)w =0 for w € Dy (Ly), then

(6.7) ((—Ly)u+((—Awv=0, u=Quwe€ Dy(QL,), v=Pwe Dy(PA)

by Lov = Av. We apply Q to (6.7) and use Qu = u, Qu = 0, and QA C AQ to find that
((—QLa)u=0. Thus u =0 by ¢ € py(QL,). Then we also have (( —PA)v =0 by (6.7),

Pv = v, and PA C AP, which yields v = 0 since ¢ € pyr(PA). Hence w = u+ v = 0 and
¢ — L, is injective. Also, for f € X let w = u + v1 + vo with

(6.8) u=(C—QLy)'Qf, v =(C—PA)TPf, vy =—ia(C —PA)PAw.

Then since u € Dy(QLy) and vy, v2 € Dar(PA), we have w € Dy (L,) and

(¢ = La)w = (¢ — Lo)u + (¢ — La)(v1 + v2)
= (¢ — QLy)u+iaPAu+ (¢ —PA)(v1 +v2) = f

by Qu = u, Pv; = v; for j = 1,2, QA C AQ, and PA C AP. Thus ¢ — L, is surjective, i.e.

¢ € px(La), and we obtain (6.4). Also, when ¢ € px(L,), we see by (6.9) that
QC-La) 'f=Qu=u, P(—-Ly) 'f=Pw=uv+vy, fEX

for w = u + v1 + v with u, v1, and ve given by (6.8). Hence (6.5) follows. O

(6.9)

Lemma 6.5. Under Assumptions 6.1-6.3, we have
(6.10) QBy=By; on X, Im(Au,QBou)y =Im(Au,Bou)y =0, wu€ Dx(A).
Proof. For u,v € X we have (PBau,v)x = (u, BoPv)x = 0 since By is self-adjoint and
N = Nx(Bs) in X. Hence PBy =0 and QB2 = By on X. Also,

Im(Au, QBou) xy = Im(By Bou, Bou) x = Im(B; Bau, Bou)z =0

for u € Dy(A) by Assumption 6.3 (i) and (ii), where the last equality holds since Bj is
symmetric in H and Bou € Dy (B;). Thus the second relation of (6.10) is valid. O

Lemma 6.6. Under Assumptions 6.1-6.3, for all o € R we have
(6.11) {C€C|Re¢ >0} C p(La) € py(QLa)

Proof. 1t suffices to verify the first inclusion since the second one follows from (6.4). Since
A is self-adjoint in X and satisfies (6.1), and since A is A-compact,

(6.12) 5;((La) = 5){(14 — ’iOzA) = 5’){(14) C (Tx(A) C (—OO, —CA].

Let ¢ € ox(Ly) \ 6x(Ly). Then ¢ is an eigenvalue of L,. Let w € Dy (L), w # 0 be
a corresponding eigenvector. If w € N, then (( — A)w = (( — Ly)w = 0 and ( is an

eigenvalue of A. Hence ¢ € (—oo0, —Cy], since A is self-adjoint in X’ and satisfies (6.1).
Suppose that w ¢ N, i.e. u = Quw € Dy(QL,) satisfies u # 0. Then we apply Q to

0= (C— La)w = (¢ — LaJu+ ((— AJv, v =Puwe Dy(PA)
and use Qu = u, Qu =0, and QA C AQ to get (( — QLy)u =0, i.e. (u = QLyu. Thus
C(u, Bou)x = (QLou, Bou)xy = (Lou, QBou)x = (Au, QBou)x — ia(Au, QBau) x.

Noting that (u, Bou)y is real and positive by (6.2) and u # 0, we take the real part of the
above equality and apply (6.1), (6.3), and (6.10). Then

(Re¢)(u, Bou) x = Re(Au, Bou)y = —Re(—Au, Bou) x
< =O|[(=A)ulf = —C(=Au,u)x < ~CaCllul}
and we divide both sides by (u, Bou)x > 0 to find that
CaCllul%

Re( < —
‘< (u, Bou) x

< 0.
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Hence ox(Ly) \ 6x(Lq) is contained in {¢ € C | Re¢ < 0}, and we conclude by this fact
and (6.12) that ox(Ls) C {¢ € C| Re( < 0}, i.e. the first inclusion of (6.11) is valid. O

Now let us give the estimate for the semigroup generated by L, = A — iaA.

Theorem 6.7. Under Assumptions 6.1-6.3, the operator L, generates an analytic semi-
group {etLa}tzo m X for all @« € R. Moreover, there exist positive constants C1 and
Cy depending only on ||Bz||x—x and the constants appearing in (6.2) and (6.3) (and in
particular independent of the constant C4 appearing in (6.1)) such that

(6.13) Qe fllx < Crem @RI Qf v, 120, feX
for all « € R, where ®y(—QL4) = supycg || (i — QLa) Y y—y.

The proof of (6.13) relies on the following Gearhart—Priiss type theorem shown by Wei
[48]. A closed operator S on a Hilbert space (H, (+,)y) is called m-accretive if

{C€C|ReC <0} Cpu(S), Re(Su,u)y >0, u€ Dy(S).
An m-accretive operator S is densely defined and satisfies (see [19, Section V-3.10])

1
{CeCIReC> 0} Cpu(=5), NC+S) llnon < gz Re¢>0.

Thus —S generates a contraction semigroup {e™*°};>¢ in H by the Hille-Yosida theorem.
Theorem 6.8 ([48, Theorem 1.3]). Let S be an m-accretive operator on H. Then
e lpgmspe < e ST >0,
where Wy (S) is the pseudospectral bound of S in H given by
U3 () = inf{ [[(iIA + 9) flls | A € R, f € Dy(5), [ flln =1}
Proof of Theorem 6.7. Fix 6 € (w/2,7) and let ¥ = {( € C| |arg(| < 4, ¢ # 0}. Since A

is self-adjoint in X" and satisfies (6.1), there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

S Cpx(A), [¢—A) rsr < (e

IC!

Also, for each o € R, since iaA is closed and A-compact in X, it is A-bounded with A-
bound zero (see [13, Lemma II1.2.16]). Thus, by [13, Lemma III.2.6], there exist constants
Ta, Cq > 0 depending on « such that XN {¢ € C ||| > rq} C px(Ly) and

Ca
¢ = La)Hlama < I EN{CeClI]>ra}

By this fact, we see that L, — 7, is sectorial for a sufficiently large v, > 0, i.e.

Ea+’7aCPX(La)a a:{CECHEﬂ“gC‘<(5a,C7§0},

6.14 /
(6.14) 166+ = La) M < T

with some angle 0, € (7/2,7) and constant C/, > 0 depending on «. Hence L, generates
an analytic semigroup {e‘’e }t>0 in X represented by the Dunford integral

¢ € Xa

1
(6.15) etle f = 2m/p (49 — L)' fdC, >0, feEX,

where T, is a piecewise smooth curve in X, going from coe™ to cce’® with o € (0,d,).

Also, since px(Lqa) C py(QLy) by (6.4) and
1 = QLa) " ly—y = Q¢ = La) Ml < (¢ = La) " lrma, € € pr(La)
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by the first equality of (6.5), it follows from (6.14) that

!/

. c
Yo+ C p)i(QLoz)7 ||(C + Yo — @La) 1”)1%3) < —= ¢ € X

¢l
Hence we can define the analytic semigroup generated by QL4 in ) by
1
(6.16) ¢!Qlag — 2/ et(<+%‘)(( + 90— QL) tgd¢, t>0,g€),
T Ta

where T'y, is the same curve as in (6.15). By (6.5), (6.15), and (6.16), we get
(6.17) Qetle f = RLaQf, t>0, fe X,

where we included the trivial case t = 0. Thus, to prove (6.13), it suffices to estimate the
right-hand side in ). In what follows, we write C and C’ for general positive constants
depending only on || Bz||x—x and the constants appearing in (6.2) and (6.3).

For u,v € Y let (u,v)y = (u, Bav)x. Then since By is bounded and self-adjoint in X
and satisfies (6.2), we have

(6.18) (w,u)y €R, Cllul} < (w,u)y < C'|lul}, we .

Hence (-, )y defines an inner product on ) equivalent to (-, )y restricted on ). We write
)’ for the Hilbert space Y equipped with inner product (-,-)ys. Then

(6.19) {¢ €C | Re¢ <0} C py(—QLa) = pyr(~QLy)
by (6.11). Moreover, for v € Dy/(QL,) = Dy(QLy) = Dx(A) N Y, since
(—QLyu,u)y = (—QAu, Bou)x + ia(QAu, Bau)x
= (—Au,QByu) x + ia(Au, QBou) x,
we take the real part of this equality and apply (6.3) and (6.10) to find that
Re(—QLgu,u)y = Re(—Au, Bou)x > C|[(=4)Y?u|% >0, wu € Dy/(QLy).
Hence —QL, is m-accretive in )’ and we can use Theorem 6.8 to get
(6.20) €@ |y sy < et (EQEIFTTZ g > g,
where ¥y (—QL,,) is the pseudospectral bound of —QL, in )’ given by
Uy (—=QLa) = inf{[|(iA = QLa)glly | A € R, g € Dy (QLa), llgllyr = 1}-
Since iR C py (—QL,) by (6.19), we easily find that

-1
Uy (L) = (sup (A~ QL) )
AER
Moreover, we observe by (6.18) that
sup [|(iA — QLa) " lyr—y < Csup [|(iA = QLa) ™ ly—y = CPy(~QLa).-
AER AER
Thus Uy/(—QL,) > C/®y(—QL4) > 0. By this inequality, (6.18), and (6.20),
le"® gl < Clle!¥teglly < Cem o kel g]|y < Cem YRR g4
for all t > 0 and g € Y, and we obtain (6.13) by this inequality and (6.17). O

Under additional assumptions, we can also show that ®y(—QL,) converges to zero as
|a| = co. Recall that we write Ny(A) = N and Rx(A) for the kernel and range of A in
X. Also, let A* be the adjoint of A in &.

Theorem 6.9. Under Assumptions 6.1-6.3, suppose further that
(a) A has a compact resolvent in X,
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(b) there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
|(Au,u) x| < C(—Au,u)x, u€ Dyx(A),

( ) D/\/( ) - D)((A*) and Nx(A) C D)((A*),
(d) Na(A) N Ry(A) = {0}, and
(e) A does not have eigenvalues in R\ {0}.

Then we have

(6.21) lim ®y(—QLy) = lim supH(Z)\ QLa) Yly—y =0

|| =00 |o| =00 \e
and 1im|q| o0 SUPy>~ |Qetle ||y 3 = 0 for each T > 0.

Proof. The second statement follows from (6.21) since

sup [ Qette||ysx < Cre~C/v(QLa) 15 g

t>T

by (6.13). The proof of (6.21) is the same as Step 3 of the proof of [14, Theorem 2.4],
but here we give it for the completeness since the notations and assumptions given in this
paper are slightly different from those given in [14].

Assume to the contrary that (6.21) does not hold, i.e. there exist a constant 6 > 0 and
sequences {ay,}02; and {A\,}022; in R and {f,}72,; in Y such that

lim |a,| =00, |[fallx =1, [(iAp —QLa,)  fullx >6 forall neN.

n—oo
Let up, = (iAy — QLq, ) fn € Dy(QL4,,) = Dy(QA). Then ||u,|/x > and
(6.22) Aty — Aty + 10, QAuy, = fi
by (i\, — QL4, )un = fn and QAu, = AQu,, = Au,, and thus
iAn (U, Boun)x + (—Auy, Boup) x + i (QAuy,, Bouy)x = (fn, Boun)x
We take the real part of this equality and use
Im(uy, Boup)xy =0, Im(QAuy,, Bouy)xy = Im(Au,, QBouy)x =0
by the self-adjointness of By in X and (6.10) to get Re(—Auy,, Bouyp)x = Re(fn, Bauy).
By this equality, (6.1), (6.3), the boundedness of By in X, and ||f,||x = 1, we have
1(=4) w3 < CRe(—Aun, Ba)x < Ol full | Baun |
< Cllunlla < C(—Atn, un) {* = Ol (= A4) 2 2
and thus, by (6.1) and the above inequality,
(6.23) lunlle < C(=Aup, un) ¥2 = Cll(=A4)2un|| 2 < C.

Here and in what follows, C' denotes a general positive constant independent of n. Now
we observe that (—A)I/ 2 is strictly positive, self-adjoint, and with compact resolvent in
X since —A has the same properties by Assumption 6.1 and the condition (a) (see [19,
Theorems V.3.35 and V.3.49]). Thus (—A)~/2 exists and is compact in X. Moreover,
since u, = (—A)"Y2(=A)"?u, and {(-A)"?u,}%, is bounded in X by (6.23), we sce
that {uy}22, converges (up to a subsequence) to some Uso strongly in X. Then us, € Y
since ) is closed in X and w,, € Y for all n € N. Also, since ||u,||x > 0 for all n € N,

(6.24) [uoollx = lim |Jup|lx > 4.
n—oo

Let us show us, = 0. Since |ay,| — 00 as n — 0o, we may assume |a,| > 1 for all n € N.
We set i, = A/, € R and divide both sides of (6.22) by a, to get

1 1
(6.25) Iy — — Aty + 1QAu, = — fr.
«

n n



TWO-JET KOLMOGOROV TYPE FLOW ON THE UNIT SPHERE 23

Then, taking the imaginary part of the inner product of (6.25) with u, and noting that
A is self-adjoint in X and Qu,, = u,, we find that

1
MnHunH%( + Re(Aup, up)x = —Im(fp, un)x

Qnp

and thus, by the condition (b), || fn||lx =1, (6.23), and |ay,| > 1,

|fan| ||Un‘|/2v < N(Aun, un) x|+ |(fr, un) x| < C(=Aup, un)x + || fullx|lunx < C.

Since ||up||x > 6 for all n € N, we see by the above inequality that {u,}5>; is bounded
and thus converges (up to a subsequence) to some pio, € R. Now we show that

(6.26) Uoo € Dx(A), Atoo = —flooloo + PAUs,

where P = I — Q is the orthogonal projection from X onto Ny (A). Let v € Dy(A). Then
v,Pv € Dy(A*) by the condition (c) and thus Qv = v — Pv € Dy (A*). We take the inner
product of (6.25) with v and use the self-adjointness of A in X’ to get

. 1 o 1
Zﬂn(unav)/\’ - 7(“717147))/\’ + z(un,A QU)X = ?(fnvun)X‘

(679} n
Let n — oo in this equality. Then since || f,||x = 1 for all n € N, u,, — us strongly in X,
fn — oo, and |ay,| — 00 as n — 00, we have ifioo (Uoo, V) x + i (too, A*Qu)xy = 0. By this
equality and Qv = v — Pv we obtain

(6.27) (Uooy A"0) ¥ = — oo (Uoo, V) ¥ + (Uoo, A PV)

for all v € Dy(A). Moreover, we see that A*PP is a closed operator on X with domain
Dx(A*P) = X, since Dy(P) = X and Ry (P) = Nx(A) C Dx(A*) by the condition (c).
Hence A*P is bounded on X by the closed graph theorem. By this fact and the density of
Dx(A) in X, we find that (6.27) holds for all v € Dy (A*). This shows that (6.26) is valid
since A** = A in X. Now we observe by (6.26) and PAus, € Nx(A) that Aus € Dy (A)
and A?Use = — oAU, Moreover, Ats, # 0 since us € Y = Ny(A)* and us # 0 by
(6.24). Thus —us € R is an eigenvalue of A, which yields s = 0 by the condition (e).
Hence A%uy = 0, i.e. Auso € Ny(A)N Ry (A). By this fact and the condition (d) we have
At = 0, ie. us € Nx(A). However, since uq belongs to ) = Ny(A)L, it follows that
Uso = 0, which contradicts (6.24). Hence (6.21) is valid. O

7. APPENDIX: DERIVATION OF THE VORTICITY AND LINEARIZED EQUATIONS

In this section we derive the vorticity equation (1.2) form the Navier—Stokes equations
(1.1). We also linearize (1.2) around the n-jet Kolmogorov type flow (1.3). For the sake of
simplicity, we assume that functions are sufficiently smooth in this section. We also note
that here we only consider real-valued functions.

Let us introduce notations and formulas from differential geometry. For details, we refer
to [43, 23, 24]. We use the spherical coordinate system (1.4) so that

cos B cos —sinfsin g sin  cos @
Ogx = | cosflsing | , O,x= | sinflcosy |, mng = | sinfsing
—sind 0 cos 6

Let X(5?) and QF(S?), k = 0,1, 2 be the space of vector fields and k-forms on S2. By (-, -)
we denote the inner product on X(S?) induced by the inner product in R3. We use the
same notation (-,-) for the inner product on QF(S?). For u € X(5?) and n € Q'(S?) we
define v’ € Q1(5?) and 7 € X¥(S?) by w’(v) = (u,v) and (n¥,v) = n(v) for v € X(S?).
Let V be the Levi-Civita connection on S? and d the exterior derivative on S2. Also, let
£, be the Lie derivative along u € X(52%). Then

(7.1) Vuth = Ly = dyp(u) = (u, Vo))
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for a function ¢ € Q°(S?), where V4 = (di))* is the gradient of 1, and
(7.2) (Dun)(v) = Du(n(v)) = n(Duv), Dy=Vy, Ly, VvEIX(S?)
for a one-form 1 € Q'(S?). Moreover, since

(7.3) Va(v,w) = (Vuv,w) + (v, Vaw), L£yv=Vyuv—-V,u
for u, v, w € X(S5?), it follows from (7.1)—(7.3) that

(7.4) (Vav)’ = VoV, VoV’ + Vo = £4v° + £ou’ — d(u, v).

Let dH? be the volume form of S? and divu the divergence of u € X(S?). It is known
that, for u € X(S?) and n € Q¥(S?), k =0, 1,

(7.5) d(Lun) = Luldn), Lu(dH?) = (divu)dH>.

Let * be the Hodge star operator. For u € X(5?) we define rot u = xdu’ € Q0(S?). Tt is
known that %) = ¢ dH? for ¢ € Q°(S?) and ** = (—=1)*2=%) on OF(S?), k =0,1,2. Also,
we easily find that xu” = (ng2 x u)” for u € X(S?) by using the spherical coordinate system
(1.4). Let d* be the formal adjoint of d and Ay = —(dd* + d*d) the Hodge Laplacian on
Q'(S?). By abuse of notation, we write Azu for (Agu®)! when u € ¥(S?). Since S? is a
2D manifold, we have d* = — * d+. Also, for u € X(5?) and v € Q°(S?),

(7.6) d'u=—divu, d*dy = —div(Ve) = —Ad,

where A is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on S2.
Now let us derive (1.2). Let u € X(S?) and p € Q°(S?) satisfy (1.1) with external force
f € X(S?). Using (7.4) and (7.6), we rewrite (1.1) as

uf”

(7.7) o’ 4 Luu’ — v(Agu’ +2u°) + d (—2 +p> =, v’ =0

Let w = rot u = *du’. We apply *d to (7.7). Then since du’ = wdH?,
#d €0’ = # L4 (du’) = #{(Luw) dH? + WL (dH?)} = #{(Vuw) dH?} = Vyw
by (7.1), (7.5), and divu = 0. Also, by d? = 0, d* = — * d*, and (7.6),
*dA g’ = — x dd*du’ = xd * d * du’ = —d*dw = Aw.

By these formulas and d? = 0 we get the first equation of (1.2). It remains to express u
by w. By %2 = 1 on Q2(S?), d* = — % dx, and d*u’ = 0, we have d*u” = 0. Hence *u’ is a
closed one-form and, since S? is simply connected, it is exact, i.e. there exists ¢ € Q°(S5?)
such that *u’ = —di). We may assume J g2 1 dH? = 0 by subtracting a constant. Then
since w0’ = *dy) and w = *du’ = Ay by ¥ = —1 on Q!(S?), d* = — * d*, and (7.6), and
since [go w dH? = |, 52 du” = 0 by the Stokes theorem, we have

w=AT1p, W =xdp =+xdA 7w = *(VA Iw)” = (ng2 x VA™Iw)’.

Hence we obtain (1.2) from (1.1). Conversely, if w € QY(S?) with zero mean satisfies (1.2),
then v’ = *dA~'w satisfies d*u’ = 0 and d(du’ + £ u° — v(Agu’ 4 2u°) — £°) = 0 by the
above formulas. Then since S? is simply connected, there exists ¢ € Q°(S?) such that u’
and ¢ satisfy (7.7) with —|u|?/2 + p replaced by ¢q. Hence, setting p = ¢ + |u/?/2, we find
by (7.4) and (7.6) that u and p satisfy (1.1).

Next we consider the function w? of the form (1.3). Since

0

= —Awy, Vw)=a—0gx, ng2 X Opx = —
s

Aw? —_—
w do in@

n

0.,
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the corresponding velocity field is of the form

_ 1 a dY?
(78) ug =ng2 X VA I(JJZ = —EDSZ X V(JJZ = —m d@n pX.
Hence Vyew? = =\ 1 (ng: x Vw?, Vw?) = 0 and w? is a stationary solution of (1.2) with

external force rotf? = v(\, — 2)Y,?. Let us linearize (1.2) around w?. We substitute
w = w? + &y, for (1.2) and omit the nonlinear term with respect to @, to get

N = V(ADp + 20,) — Vua @y — Va,w?, T, =nge x VA @,

Here the last two terms are of the form

Vs = ——0 Wiy
e W R 7
a -1~ a a dY# -1~
Va,w? = (VAT ng x Vw?) = ~nd dd DA G,

by (7.1), (7.8), (9,x,Vf) = d,f for f € QY(5?), and (ng2 x u,v) = —(u,ng2 x v) for
u,v € X(S?). Moreover, by (2.3) with m = 0,

dyp [2n+1 , , 1 dntt o, "
70 0)=— g sinf P, (cosf), Pn(s)—zn—mw(s - 1"

Hence the linearized equation for (1.2) around w¢ is

Orwn, = V(Aky, + 20p,) — ;\/mP,'L(COS 0)0, (I + )\nA’l)ch

n 4

and we get (1.5) and (1.7) when n = 1,2 by P{(s) =1, Pi(s) = 3s, and A\, = n(n + 1).
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