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On the Euler+Prandtl expansion for the Navier-Stokes equations
Igor Kukavica, Trinh T. Nguyen, Vlad Vicol, and Fei Wang

ABSTRACT. We establish the validity of the Euler+Prandtl approximation for solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations in
the half plane with Dirichlet boundary conditions, in the vanishing viscosity limit, for initial data which are analytic only near
the boundary, and Sobolev smooth away from the boundary. Our proof does not require higher order correctors, and works
directly by estimating an L -type norm for the vorticity of the error term in the expansion Navier-Stokes— (Euler+Prandtl).
An important ingredient in the proof is the propagation of local analyticity for the Euler equation, a result of independent

interest. January 13, 2022
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1. Introduction
In this paper, we consider the Navier-Stokes system
ol — AUNS + NS VNS £ vpNS = (1.1
divu™® =0 (1.2)
onthedomain H =T x Ry = {(z,y) € T x R: y > 0}, where T = [—, 7], with the no-slip boundary condition
u™S = = (1.3)
and with an incompressible initial datum
uimo = ud®. (1.4)

Throughout the paper, we denote the kinematic viscosity by €2. Our goal is to establish, with a concise proof, the
Euler+Prandtl approximation for solutions of (1.1)—(1.4) in the vanishing viscosity limit e — 0, for initial data that
are analytic only near the boundary of the domain, and are Sobolev smooth away from the boundary.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.03417v1

ON THE EULER+PRANDTL EXPANSION FOR THE NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS 2

1.1. Previous results. One of the fundamental problems in mathematical fluid dynamics is to determine whether
the solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations (1.1)—(1.2) converge to the solution of the Euler equations

duf +uf VuP + VpP =0 (1.5)
divuf =0 (1.6)

in the inviscid limit € — 0. In [30], Kato showed that the inviscid limit holds in the energy norm L°°(0, T, L?(H)) if
and only if the energy dissipation in a thin layer of size €2 vanishes as € — 0, i.e.,

e—0

T
lim €2 / / |VuS [2dzdydt = 0. (1.7)
0 J{y<er}

We refer the reader to [3, 6, 7, 31, 33, 49, 57, 58, 61] for refinements and extensions based on Kato’s original argument;
cf. also the recent review [48]. These results assume explicit properties that the sequence of Navier-Stokes solutions
must obey on [0, 7] as € — 0 in order for them to have a strong L$° L2 Euler limit. On the other hand, verifying these
conditions based on the knowledge of the initial datum only is in general an outstanding open problem. We empha-
size that to date, even the question of whether the weak L?L?2 inviscid limit holds (against test functions compactly
supported in the interior of the domain), remains open. Conditional results have been established recently in terms of
interior structure functions [9, 11], or in terms of interior vorticity concentration measures [8].
In his seminal 1908 paper, Prandtl postulated that the solution of the Navier-Stokes equations can be written as

uNS(z,y,t) = uB(z,y,t) + (ﬂp (x, %, t) ,evt (:v, %,t)) + O(e), (1.8)
where u” denotes the solution of the Euler equations and %", #* are components of the solution of the Prandtl
boundary layer equations (see (2.10) below). While the well-posedness [1, 10, 18, 28, 35, 37, 40, 42, 50, 54, 55]
and the ill-posedness [14, 26, 19, 41] regimes for the Prandtl equations are by now well-understood, establishing the
validity of the expansion (1.8) presents a number of outstanding challenges.

In [55, 56], Sammartino-Caflisch establish the validity of the Prandtl expansion and hence the strong inviscid limit
in the energy norm, for well-prepared and analytic initial data ug, in the sense that 1 satisfies the Prandtl ansatz (1.8)
at time ¢ = 0, and are analytic in both the = and y variables on the entire half space. They construct solutions of Euler
and Prandtl in suitable analytic spaces in = and y, carefully analyze the error terms in the expansion (1.8), and show
that they remain O(e) for an O(1) time interval by an abstract Cauchy-Kowalevski theorem. This strategy has been
proven successful for treating the case of a channel [43, 34] and the exterior of a disk [S].

In [47], Maekawa established the validity of the expansion (1.8) for Sobolev smooth initial vorticity that is com-
pactly supported away from the boundary, by using the vorticity boundary condition in [2, 46] and controlling the
weak interaction between the Prandtl solutions near the boundary and the Euler solution far away from the boundary.

We refer the reader to [S9] for an energy based proof of the Caflisch-Sammartino result, and [12, 13] for a proof
of Maekawa’s result in 2D and 3D respectively, which relies solely on energy methods.

Recently, in [53], Nguyen and the second author establish the strong inviscid limit in L°>°(0, 7', L2(H)) for analytic
initial data, and for the first time, avoid completely the use of Prandtl boundary layer correctors (1.8). Instead, they
appeal to the vorticity formulation, give precise pointwise bounds for the associated Green’s function, and work in a
suitable analytic boundary-layer function spaces that control the pointwise behavior of solutions of the Navier-Stokes
equations. In this paper we use the pointwise estimates for the Green function of the Stokes problem from [53];
cf. Lemma 7.2 below.

In [38, 39], the first and the last two authors established the strong inviscid limit in the energy norm, for initial
data that is only analytic close to the boundary of the domain, and has finite Sobolev regularity in the complement (see
also [60] in the 3D case). These works thus close the gap between the Sammartino-Caflisch [55, 56], which assumes
the analyticity on the entire half-plane, and the Maekawa [47] results, which assumes that the initial vorticity vanishes
identically near the boundary. Up to now, the class of initial data considered in [38, 39] appears to be the largest class
of initial data that the strong inviscid limit is known to hold, in the absence of structural or symmetry assumptions.
Note that neither [53] nor [38, 39] establish the validity of the expansion (1.8), which is the main result of this paper.

Recently in [16, 17], Gerard-Varet, Maekawa, and Masmoudi improved the classical results of Sammartino-
Caflisch to Gevrey perturbations in  and Sobolev perturbation in y for shear flows of the Prandtl type, when the
Prandtl shear flow is both monotonic and concave. Lastly, we mention that the vanishing viscosity limit is also known
to hold in the presence of certain symmetry assumptions on the initial data, which is maintained by the flow; see
e.g. (4,27, 32,44, 45, 48, 51, 52, 20] and references therein. Also, the very recent works [15, 25, 24, 29] establish the
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vanishing viscosity limit and the validity of the Prandtl expansion for the stationary Navier-Stokes equation, in certain
regimes.

It is worth noting that in all the above cases the Prandtl expansion (1.8) is valid, and thus the Kato criterion (1.7)
holds. However, in general there is a large discrepancy between the question of the vanishing viscosity limit in the
energy norm, and the problem of the validity of the Prandtl expansion.

In the negative direction of the Prandtl asymptotic expansion, we refer the reader to the works [21, 22, 23] of
Grenier and Nguyen, which show that the Prandtl expansion (1.8) is in general false at the level of Sobolev regularity.

1.2. The present paper. The main purpose of this paper is two-fold.

First, we establish the Prandtl asymptotic expansion (1.8) for initial data that is only analytic near the boundary,
and is Sobolev regular in the complement. When compared to [38, 39], the main difficulty here is that the Euler
equation is not a priori well-suited for propagating regularity which is analytic near the boundary of the domain,
and only Sobolev away from the domain. The main reasons are that the pressure is nonlocal and the equation is not
parabolic. This essential fact is established in Theorem 5.1 below. The proof consists of three steps. First, we obtain the
analyticity of the Euler solution with respect to the operators yd, and 9, (i.e., in an analytic wedge), by approximating
the Euler solution via the Navier-Stokes solutions as in [38, 39]. Since the Euler data is uniformly analytic up to the
boundary, it belongs to the initial space required by [38]. In the second step, we use Montel’s theorem for normal
families, to obtain that the family of the Navier-Stokes solutions, which are analytic in a wedge, have a subsequence
which converges to the solution of the Euler equation, which is then analytic in a wedge. In the third step we bootstrap
the analyticity to uniform by using the following strategy. The solution of the Euler equations is analytic uniformly on
any line which is at a positive distance from the boundary. This provides analyticity of v* on every such line. Note
that, in addition, v = 0 on the boundary OH. Therefore, we may perform a localized analytic energy proof, which
takes advantage of the boundary condition on the lower boundary and the uniform interior analyticity strictly inside
the domain to propagate the local analyticity forward in time.

Secondly, we note that in the previous works where the Prandtl expansion was justified, a further asymptotic
expansion of the error term was used, by considering correctors given by the linearization of Navier-Stokes about the
Euler and Prandtl solutions, with suitable boundary conditions. Our main improvement is to obtain the convergence
directly, without resorting to further expansions, by using the L' based analytic spaces from [53, 38, 39]. As a
consequence of this simpler approximation procedure, our main result requires fewer compatibility conditions between
the Euler, Navier-Stokes, and Prandtl initial data, when compared to [S5, 56].

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the Euler+Prandtl approximation of Navier-Stokes,
at the level of the vorticity. The main theorem concerning the expansion (1.8) is stated in Section 3, along with a
corollary, which states that the high order O(¢) estimate on the error also holds in the uniform norm. In Section 4, we
recall the equation for the error and introduce the necessary norms, along with some preliminary results. Sections 5
and 6 contain the necessary analytic bounds for the Euler and Prandtl equations, respectively. Sections 7.2 and 7.3
contain the analytic and Sobolev estimates needed in the proof of the main result. The proof of the main theorem is
then provided in Section 9, while the proof of the corollary are given in Section 10.

2. The Euler+Prandtl approximation in the vorticity form

In order to describe the Euler+Prandtl approximation of solutions to the Navier-Stokes equation, it is convenient
to work with the vorticity formulations of the Navier-Stokes, Euler, and Prandtl equations. We describe these next.

The Navier-Stokes vorticity. We denote the components of the Navier-Stokes velocity as uNS = (uNS, vNS) and
let the associated vorticity be given by

WNS — L L NS = g NS _ ByuNS.
The Navier-Stokes vorticity satisfies
BN — 2AWNS = — (N5, + vNSBy)wNS .
in H, with the boundary condition given by (cf. [2, 46, 47])
(0, + 10:)™ = 0,07 ((uN99, +v™59,)w™) |,

The Euler vorticity. Away from the boundary {y = 0}, that is for y > ¢, the Navier-Stokes vorticity shall be
shown to be well-approximated by the Euler vorticity, which we denote as

WP =Vt WP = 9,08 —8qu.
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Here, u® = (u®,v®) is the smooth solution of the Euler equations in H, i.e., (1.1)=(1.2) with ¢ = 0, with the initial
condition

(u”,v") =0 = (ug, v§) 2D
specified below and the boundary condition
vFly—0=0. (2.2)
It is convenient to denote by U¥ and P¥ the trace of the Euler tangential flow and pressure on OHl, i.e.,
UE(t,z) = u®(t,z,0) and PE(t,2) = p®(t, z,0). (2.3)

The Prandtl vorticity. Close to the boundary {y = 0}, that is for y < ¢, the Navier-Stokes vorticity is shown
below to be well-approximated by the fotal boundary layer vorticity defined in (2.11). We recall that the Prandtl
equations for the velocity field (up, evP), which are functions of ¢, z, and the fast normal variable'

y=1Y
€ b
read as
(0r — Oyy )uf +uPo,u” + 0P oyu” = —0,P", 2.4)
Y
oF = — / dput dY’, (2.5)
0

for (z,Y’) € H. The boundary conditions for u* are
uPly—o=0 and vy o0 =U". (2.6)

The classical Prandtl vorticity, defined as

Qf = oyu®, 2.7
satisfies the equation
oQF — 020F + 4P 0,08 + 070y QY =0 (2.8)
in H, with the boundary conditions
9,QF |y =0 = 0, P® and OFly 400 = 0. (2.9)

The Prandtl velocity component u" may then be computed from the vorticity as u¥ (z,Y) = fOY QP (2,Y")dY'. The
boundary layer velocity vector is then given by (u", ev"), where

=4 -UF and o' = / o utdy’. (2.10)
Y
We introduce the total boundary layer vorticity by
~ 1, - 1
W' = (=0,,0,) - (@, ") = €0, 0" — 0y u" = e, 0" — —QF. (2.11)
€ €

The Euler+Prandtl expansion. In terms of the vorticity, the Euler+Prandtl expansion of the Navier-Stokes
solution is

WV = WF 4 WP + ewe , (2.12)

where w, is the error vorticity. To prove the validity of the Euler+Prandtl expansion amounts to showing that the error

vorticity we is O(1) with respect to € uniformly in time, in a suitable norm in space. We achieve this in Theorem 3.1

below. Since we prove the validity of the expansion uniformly in time which is e-independent, the initial data for the

Navier-Stokes equation has to be compatible with (2.12), which we explain next.

Compatible initial data. By compatible initial data u)® = (ud>, v{®) and uf = (uf, vF) we mean that

upS(z,y) = ub(z,y) + 1 (x,Y) + eueo(z,y) , (2.13)
S (x,y) = v5 (x,y) + €vh (2, Y) + eveo (2, y) (2.14)

where (4, €v} ) are defined from the Prandtl initial datum u{ via (2.10), and the error velocity (ue, veo) is incom-

pressible and satisfies boundary conditions which ensure that u)S(z,0) = v}S(z,0) = 0, namely ueo(z,0) = 0 and

1Throughout the paper, we use the vertical spatial variable Y for the Prandtl variables, and y for all others.
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Veo(,0) = — [ Ozuf (x,Y)dY . In addition to (2.13)~(2.14), we require that weo is O(¢) in a suitable norm which
is L™ based in = and L' based in y (cf. (7.1) below).

A concrete example for compatible initial data is as follows.> The initial data for the modified Prandtl velocity
components aF and o (cf. (2.10)) may be taken as

up = Ul (x)'(Y) and o) = —0.U¥(x)p(Y), (2.15)
where ¢ is a uniformly analytic function which decays sufficiently fast as Y — oo, along with its derivatives, and
satisfies ¢’ (0) = —1. The precise assumption is given in (6.5) below. For the initial error velocity components u, and
v, appearing in (2.13)—(2.14), we may consider

ueo(r,y) = ~Ug(@)¢'(y)  and  veo(z,y) = 0:U5 (2)d(y), (2.16)
where 1) is a uniformly analytic function with ¢(0) = (0) and %'(0) = 0, with a sufficient decay as y — oo. The
precise assumption is given in (7.2) below. From (2.16) it follows that the error vorticity we = —0yue + 050 at the

initial time equals
weo(z,y) = UG (@)1 (y) + UG (2)y" (), (2.17)

which is shown in (7.1) to be O(1). Using (2.13)—(2.16), the properties of ¢ and v stated above, and the fact that
the Euler data are incompressible and satisfy v§ = 0, it follows that the Navier-Stokes datum is incompressible, and
satisfies the correct boundary conditions, namely uONS = S=0on{y=0>.

3. Main results

Our main result provides an O(e) estimate on the error for the vorticity in the Euler+Prandtl expansion (2.12).

THEOREM 3.1. Assume that the Navier-Stokes initial datum uONS and the Euler initial datum ug are compatible,
as described in (2.13)—(2.14), with the Euler datum that satisfies (5.1), the Prandtl initial vorticity Qg which satisfies
(6.1), and with the initial error vorticity weo that satisfies (7.1). Then, there exists T, > 0, independent of €, such that

sup [N —w® — W) ()], < Ce, 3.1)
te[0,T%]
where C' > 0 is a constant. The norm ||-||, is defined in (4.10); it represents a norm which encodes L*-based

analyticity near the boundary, and Soboleyv regularity away from the boundary.

REMARK 3.1. An example of compatible initial conditions which satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 is
given by the Prandtl and error of the form (2.15) and (2.16), with functions ¢ and v which satisfy certain regularity
assumptions, cf. (6.5) and (7.2) respectively.

As a direct consequence of Theorem 3.1, we obtain that at the level of the velocity, the Euler+Prandtl approxi-
mation of the Navier-Stokes solution is O(¢) in the uniform norm, with respect to both the tangential and the normal
variables. Moreover, at any fixed distance away from the boundary, the same convergence rate holds as e — 0, even
without an additional help of the Prandtl corrector.

COROLLARY 3.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.1, we have

sup [|(uNS — u® — @, 0N — 0F — ") (-, 8)|| ooy < Cee. (3.2)
t€[0,T]
Also, for any set K C H such that dist(K, 0H) > 0, we have
sup [|(u™® = u®) (-, 1)l L< (k) < Ce. (33)
t€]0,To]

The proofs of Theorem 3.1 and Corollary 3.2 are given in Sections 9 and 10 respectively. The main idea in the
proof of Theorem 3.1 is to estimate the error term in the vorticity equation for Navier-Stokes — Euler — Prandtl,
cf. (3.17)—(3.18) below. The remainder of this section is dedicated to deriving this error equation, while in the rest of
the paper we perform estimates on it.

“Compare with the initial datum compatibility assumption in [56, Assumption (2.26)]; the fact that we do not need to include higher order
correctors in the expansion (2.12), means that we require a less restrictive set of initial conditions for ue and ve.



ON THE EULER+PRANDTL EXPANSION FOR THE NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS 6

3.1. The evolution for the error velocity and vorticity. At the velocity level, the Euler+Prandtl expansion of
the Navier-Stokes solution is given by

uNS =P + TP + eue 3.4

oS = 0P 4 e’ + eve, 3.5)

where a' and @% are introduced in (2.10) and where (te, ve) stands for the error velocity. At the initial time ¢ = 0,
the expressions (3.4)—(3.5) correspond to the definition of compatible initial datum, cf. (2.13)—(2.14). The vorticity
for the error (ue, ve) is denoted by

We = =0yl + 02V 3.6)

and corresponds to the expansion (2.12).
It is also convenient to introduce the approximate velocity

Poand vy =0F 4 et 3.7)

Uy = ub + U
and the approximate vorticity
1
Wa = —OyUy + OpVy = wP = Z0F + 69,07 . (3.8)
€
The evolution equation for (ue, ve) is given by (see [56, equations (2.32)—(2.39)])

(0 — EQA)UC + (U0 + Ve0y)Ua + (UaOz + Va0y)e + €(UeOy + VeOy)Ue + Ozpe = f1 + %gayﬂp (3.9

(0r — € A)ve + (ueOy + VeOy)Va + (UaOz + VaOy)Ve + €(UeDy + Ve0y)Ve + Oype = fo (3.10)
Ogtte + Oyve = 0 (3.11)

Ue|y=0 = 0 (3.12)

Vely=0 = g, (3.13)

where A = 0,5 + Oyy. The function g in (3.9) and (3.13) is defined by

g=g(t,z)= —/ 0.t dY = =% |y—o, (3.14)
0

and at the initial time, we have
g(t7 55')|t:0 = _/DP (xu 07 t) |t:0 .
The forcing terms in (3.9)-(3.10) read
1

fi=—= (@0 (u® — U®) + 0,u" (u® — U®) + 0,u” (v" + y0,U")) — 0" 9yu” + eAu® + 02"
€

_ 8x E_UE ~ E_UE E 81UE
--v (upb +oarl pyrl YT

) — T)P(?qu +eAu® + eaiﬂp (3.15)
Y Y Y

and

1.
fo=— (00" + ua0,0" + v20,0" + " 90") — EupﬁmvE + eAv,

. O, UF
- _ (&vp +u,0,5° + Y20, ° + UPaqu> —va* Y LA, (3.16)
Y
From (3.9)—(3.13), we obtain that w, obeys the boundary value problem
(0 — EA)w, = F inH (3.17)
0y + 0z )we = (8y(—=Ap) ' F)[y—0 + |ax|/ outdY  ondH, (3.18)
0

where

F = —(ueOp + ve0y)wa — Elzg('“)yﬂP — (Ua0y + V20y )we — €(UeOy + VeOy)we + (Oz f2 — Oy f1) - (3.19)
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The boundary condition (3.18) may be derived proceeding similarly to [47], by combining (3.12) and (3.19). Observe
that the second boundary term in (3.18) may be written as |0, | fooo outdy = %8,5 g. Recall that the evolution

equation for o reads
(0 — Oyy)u" +u" 0,U" + UR9,u" +u"9,u” + (v° — YUR)oyu" =0, (3.20)
where -
7 (Y) = / o,ut dy’ (3.21)
Y

(cf. [56, equation (2.20)]). Lastly, observe that using the definition g = —9,( fooo ufdY’), we rewrite the integral in
the last term on the right side of (3.18) as

/ OaFdy = / (Oyy @ — 0, (@ UP) — aFo,a" — P o, dy
0 0
_ / (Oy QP — 0, (@ UE) — @P0,a° — 0, (@ + UB)a¥) dy
0

=—QFly_o +U%g - 2amUE/ ardy — am/ (a")%dy, (3.22)
0 0

where we used (3.20) in the first equality and thus the boundary condition in (3.18) reads
62(621 + |6w|)we = (ay(_AD)ilF)lyZO - |aw| Qp|Y:O + |aw| UEQ

—2|81|6IUE/ ﬂPdY—|6m|8m/ (a")?dY on OH. (3.23)
0 0

Since the error vorticity equation (3.17) has a forcing term which depends on the Euler and Prandtl solutions,
it is natural that we first perform suitable analytic and Sobolev estimates for these Euler (cf. Section 5) and Prandtl
(cf. Section 6) solutions, with the initial conditions given by (2.13)—(2.14). Prior to this, in the following section we
introduce the functional framework in which these estimates are performed.

4. The functional framework

4.1. The base analytic norms. For i € (0, 1] we define the complex domains
Q,={2€C:0<Rez<1,[Imz|<pRez}U{z€C:1<Rez<1+py,|Imz|]<1+p—Rez} (41
and

Q,={ZeC:0<ReZ[ImZ| <puReZ}. (4.2)

We note that the domain (NZM is much larger than the domain €, and allows Re Z to be arbitrarily large, while the
domain €, is located near the boundary 0 < Rey < 14 p. We use f¢(y) € C to denote the Fourier transform of
f(x,y) with respect to the x variable at frequency £ € Z, i.e., f(z,y) = > ¢y fe (y)eis.

We define three types of analytic norms, Y} ,,, Y 4,00, and Py ;.o The principal purpose of the Y} , norm is to
control the remainder of the Prandtl expansion, the main role of the Y} ;, o norm is to estimate the Euler solution in

analytic spaces, while the Py ;, o, norm bounds the Prandtl solution in the domain (NZM. Let A\, v € (0,1].
e For a complex function f(y) defined on Q,, , let

[fllce = sup [[fllLra0) (4.3)
0<O<p

and for a complex function f(z,y) defined on the domain T X §2,,, we introduce the L;-based analytic norm
HfHYx,M _ Z|‘6)\(1+#*y)|§|f£”£h . (44)
¢ez
o For a complex valued function f(x,y) defined on T x ,,, we define the L7 -based analytic norm
£330 = DX S - (45)
gez

If f = f(z) is independent of y and only depends on = € T, we replace the norm || f¢|| L= (q,) simply by
| f¢|, and still use the notation in (4.5).
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e For a function f(z,Y") defined on the domain T x ﬁw we define the L37-based analytic norm
I fllpy = Ze/\(lw)\f\ ”fﬁHLx(ﬁM)' (4.6)
§EL

If f = f(x) is independent of Y and only depends on z € T, e.g. trace terms at Y = 0 or terms which are
integrated in Y, we replace the norm || f¢/| ; (@, Simply by | fe|, and still use the notation in (4.6).

Note that both the Y} ,, and Y} ,, o, norms only require the corresponding function to be analytic in = near the boundary
{y = 0}, whereas the P u,00 DOTM requires also analyticity at Y'-large. Moreover, unlike in [38], the Y, ;, o norm is
not weighted in the y variable.

4.2. The Sobolev norms. To control the Sobolev part of a function f away from the boundary, for ;x > 0 we
introduce

1£lls, = > llyfellza14m - 4.7)
3
Note that the S, norm is Eé, so that in view of the Hausdorff-Young inequality, we have ||y f|| Lo L2(y>14p) < I flls,-
Using (4.4) and (4.7) we also define

11l uns, = [1f by, + 1 1ls,, -

Note that the norm Yy , N S,, controls the L' norm in the analytic region 0 < Rey < 1 + y, and a weighted L? norm
in the Sobolev regiony > 1 + p.
As a genuine Li_’y-based Sobolev norm we choose

1A% = 1S3 2051/ = D Nufelagyz1/2)

§EL
and denote the higher derivative version by
Ifllz=">_ 190iflls=" > 140:05f 2>/ - @38)
0<i+5<3 0<i+5<3

Note that since (1 + [¢]) ™" € £, we have the lossy estimates || f||s, < [|flls + 10z flls < [ flls, + 102 flls, -

4.3. The cumulative error norm. Finally, we define the norm ||-|||, which appears in Theorem 3.1.

Before doing so, we fix two sufficiently small parameters A, i« € (0, 1], which are independent of ¢, and only
depend on the parameter Ay which appears in the assumptions on the Euler datum (cf. (5.1)) and the Prandtl datum
(cf. (6.1)), and the parameters us, A2 which appear in the assumption on the initial error vorticity (cf. (7.1)). The
precise values of \., 1. are given in (7.3) below; at this point we only emphasize that these parameters are determined
in terms of the datum, and that they are independent of €. Lastly, let v, > 2 be a sufficiently large parameter
representing the rate of decay of the analyticity radius. This parameter is also independent of €, and its value shall
be determined in the proof (see the line above (9.2)). Throughout the paper, the time parameter is chosen to satisfy
0 <t <min{l, u/(27.)}, so that ¢ < 1 and p — st > ps/2 > 0; in fact, we let t € [0, T.], where T, € (0,1] is
independent of ¢, is given explicitly in (7.3).

To treat the loss of a derivative in the nonlinear terms, in terms of the parameters . and . discussed above, we
use (4.4) to define the cumulative L;-based analytic norm

1F Oy =S D100 Fliva s + (e = =7t)* D 105wy fliva, |+ (49)

Hpem et i<t i+i=2
for all 0 < t < T. Lastly, for the same range of ¢, using (4.8) we denote by
llwlll; = Nlew® v + llw®)l z (4.10)
the cumulative error vorticity norm.

REMARK 4.1 (Implicit constants). We emphasize that throughout the paper the implicit constants in the symbols
< are never allowed to depend on the large parameters € 1, 7., and T, 1. These implicit constants are however allowed
to depend on parameters independent of € and ., such as Ag, A1, A2, Ax, o, (41, f42, fhs, OF K.
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4.4. Functional inequalities. We recall several useful properties of the norms introduced in (4.4)—(4.6). First,
from the Cauchy integral formula, we deduce the following inequality (cf. also [53, Lemma 2.2]).

LEMMA 4.1 (Analytic recovery). For 0 < p < i < fix — VxS, we have
i j 1
D 13E @0y) flivan S =—Ilfllvaz -
i1 = p
where the implicit constant is universal.
We omit the proof of Lemma 4.1 and refer the reader to [53]. In the next lemma, we record a number of useful

product estimates concerning the analytic norms. Similar bounds to the ones stated in (4.11) below were previously
established in [53] and [38].

LEMMA 4.2 (Product estimates). For A, u € (0, 1], we have the inequalities

ILf(x, Y)g(z,y)llva,. SINF@Y) Py, 9@ v)llva (4.11a)
I1f (@, YV)g(@,9)llvs, SelX+Y)*2f (@Y, 9@ v)lva,. (4.11b)
ILf(z,v)g(z, )y, SIF@9)llva,llg(@ y)lvs., (4.11¢c)
I1f (@, Y)g(@,y)ls, SNV f(@.Y)p, gl s, (4.11d)
I1f (@, Y)g(z y)ls, S ENIYPF@Y)p,, (||g(x7y)HL2(y21/2) + ||5m9(fv=y)||m<y21/2>) (4.11e)
(@, Y)g(z y)ls, S ENIVPF@Y)e, (”g(xvy)HLngo(yZlﬂ) + ||8Ig(x7y)”L§L§°(y21/2)) (4.11f)
1f (@ y)g(@y)lls. S 1fls, (IlgHLgL;o(wa) + ||8zg||Lngo(y21+u)) , (4.11g)

for any 0 > 2, whenever the right sides of the above inequalities are finite. For simplicity of notation, we write Y
instead of Re Y for the weights on the right sides.

PROOF OF LEMMA 4.2. We first observe that for an analytic function f(z,Y") defined on T x (NZM, withY = y/e,
the function (x,y) — f(x,y/€) is analytic in Q,,, since y € Q,, implies Y € Q - This observation is used throughout
the proof.

Since the Y), ,, norm contains an L' norm with respect to the y variable along the polygonal path 9y with 6 < p,

and since we have dy = edY and (1 + Re Y)_% € L1, we have a useful bound
1 (@ Y)llys,. < 11+ ReY) ™22 [(1+ReY) 2 f(2, Y )|y,
Sel@+Y)2f (@ Y) Py (4.12)

where the implicit constant is universal, and we omitted the real part of the weight appearing on the right side. Next,
we note that by the definition of the domain €2, we have

1@ )llvs, S 1@ 9)llva e (4.13)

where the implicit constant is universal. The above two estimates bound the L!-based analytic norm, in terms of those
based on L. _

Next, we consider product estimates, and start with (4.11a). Again, using that y € Q,, implies Y = y/e € ,
from the Holder inequality we obtain

1£gllvs, = D NN e (V) ge—er (9) .t
3 &
Yeq,

<Y N g e () ey sup | fer (Y)ATHRIE
e ¢

< ||gHY/\,p.||f||P/\,p.,oo'
Similarly for (4.11b), we appeal to the above argument and to the proof of (4.12), to obtain

1£gllva, <D0 X fe (V)| 21 sup | AT ge ()]
€ ¢ y=e

<el(X+Y)* 2, gllva o - (4.14)
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The inequality (4.11c) is a consequence of the Holder inequality in ¢ on the domain €,,.
In order to prove the bound (4.11d), we note that by the definition of the S, norm in (4.7), Holder’s inequality in
y, and the fact that y > 1 + p implies that Y = y/e > (1 + u)/e > 1/¢, we deduce that

Hfgllsu < Z Z Hfé/”Loo(yZH#) ||ygff£/HL2(y21+#)
& ¢

< HQHSM Z ¢ HyeffHLm(YZI/e)
3

< lglls, € [[Y°Fellp, .

for any A, 6 > 0. In a similar fashion we may establish (4.11e) as

I£9lls, < ZZE 1Y ferll o 21y 19662y 21409

£ ¢
= ZEG Hyeffumo(yzl/s) Z ||9£”|‘L2(y21+#)
5 5//

6 6
SEN ey (I9llzgor/n + 1909 221/2)

where in the last inequality we have used Plancherel, and the fact (1 + [£”|)~" € £Z,. The proof of (4.11f) is similar
as we have

1£9lls, <32 1Y Ferll oy 197 96l 2y

I
< Z ¢ Hyeffnl,oo(yzue) Z Hgf”HL“’(yZI-i-M)
g g//

0 0
Se HY f&”pro (HQHLngo(yZl/z) + ||3x9||LgL§o(y21/2))

since |y | L2(y>140) S 1
The last inequality, (4.11g) follows directly from the definition (4.7) and Holder’s inequality

Hfg”& < ZZ Hyff'”L?(yZHu) Hgg_g’HL*”"(yZlJru) = ”fHSu (”gHLiLijo(yZH#) + Hawg”LiLijo(yZHu)) ’
§ ¢

which concludes the proof. 0

Next, we recall the following elliptic estimates for the velocity; for a proof, we refer the reader to [38, Lemma 6.3]
and [39, Lemmas 4.2 and 5.1].

LEmMA 4.3 (Elliptic estimates). Let (u,v) be the velocity obtained from the vorticity w via the Biot-Savart law,
cf. (1.35)~(7.36) with g = 0. For i € (0, ps — v«t) and X € (0, \i], we have the estimates

10; 0y Y ullvs e S N0 wllys s, + 5 (lollva, + 90ywliva )

oo,y (2)

for all non-negative integers i, j such i + 7 < 1. For the Sobolev norm away from the boundary, one has

> (I0i0ull sz wor/m + 1920900122 w21/m) S el
i+j=3

and

S0 wllvs s,
YA,u,oo

and
> (102050l e, wo1/m + 195050l 1, w170 S sl (4.15)
i+5<2

forallt € [0,T].
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5. Uniform analyticity of the Euler solution in a strip

In this section, we estimate the solution of the Euler equations (1.5)—(1.6) posed on the half-space H = T x R
with the boundary condition (2.2) and the initial condition (2.1). We require the initial data to be uniformly analytic
in z and y near the boundary. Away from the boundary, i.e., for y > 2, we only require Sobolev regularity. These
assumptions are stated in terms of the initial vorticity wi'. Namely, we assume that wg) 5(y) is analytic in the domain
{ye C:0 <Rey < 2, Imy| < 2} with values in the L% space with the weight e*/¢l, is continuous on the closure,
and satisfies

Do sup g+ Y [90h ) WE | ey ST 3.1
cez 0<Re y<2,|Imy|<2 <4 >

for some A € (0, 1]. We allow all the constants to depend on Ag. Note that wf satisfies the assumptions on the initial
data in [38, Theorem 3.1]. Our goal in this section is to establish the bounds stated in Lemma 5.7 below. To this end,
we first prove that if the initial Euler data satisfies (5.1), then the solution of the Euler equations remains analytic near
the boundary, locally in time.

THEOREM 5.1. Assume that (5.1) holds, and let W™ be the vorticity corresponding to the unique solution of the
Cauchy problem for the Euler equations (1.5)—(1.6), (2.1), with the initial vorticity w . Then there exists Ty € (0,1]
such that

Z Hyazajw HL2(y>1/2) S (5.2)
i+j<4
and
Z H(?é@éuE(t)HLz (y>1/2) T Z 10507 u® )Lz, (y>1/2) S1 (5.3)
0<i+j<4 0<i+5<3

fort € [0, To). Moreover, the vorticity w® and the velocity u* are uniformly real-analytic in (z,y) € T x [0, 1] in the
sense that there exists a constant (o € (0, 1] such that

iti
Z i ij)' 10509 Lo (Tx[0,1) S 1 (5.4)
1,9 '
and
i
2 il oy S 1 (5.5)
i,j ’
fort € [0, To).

The inequalities (5.4) and (5.5) assert the uniform analyticity up to y = 0, instead of only analyticity in a wedge.
We divide the proof of Theorem 5.1 into several steps. First, we obtain the interior analyticity of solutions, which
is asserted in the next lemma.

LEMMA 5.2. Assume that w§ satisfies (5.1). Then there exist constants Ty, jio € (0,1] and C' > 1 such that we
have (5.2), (5.3), and

Zelgl/c|wg(t,y)|§1, yeQN{y:1/2<Rey <1+ po}, (5.6)
3
forallt € [0, Tp).

PROOF OF LEMMA 5.2. In order to apply [38, Theorem 3.1], note that we have
Z (Hax(yay)‘ LT H8 (y0y) WO’ Y1, ) Z Hy&x(yay)on HL2(y21/2) St
i+j<2 i+j<3
where g = \/2, i.e., the condition (3.1) in [38, Theorem 3.1] is fulfilled. Therefore, for every € € (0, 1] sufficiently

small there exists a unique solution to the Navier-Stokes equations w~>, with the initial data w§ on a uniform in e
time interval [0, Tp], and on this interval the solutions WwNS:€ are uniformly bounded and analytic in €2, i.e.,

<1, (5.7)

Yeg,mp,00 ~

NS,e

|lmax{e, Re y}w
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for some po € (0, 1] which is independent of €; additionally, by [38],
WS¢ 5 B in C([0, Ty), L*(H)) as € — 0. (5.8)

Note that this solution is different than the one in (2.12) since it starts from a different initial data. Using (5.7), we get
a uniform in € bound

S efoltnoRenlel max (e, Rey} i (,9)| S 1, y €y € [0,T],

3
which implies
1
€ S,e Ho
Zeouo\ﬂﬂw? (t,y)| S 1, 3 <IRey<1—|—77 yeQu, (5.9)

¢

for every t € [0, Tp]. We next claim that the Euler solution satisfies
€ 1 Ho
Do fMwE(ty) S1, 5 <Rey <1+ yey, (5.10)
3

fort € [0, Tp]. To prove (5.10), first observe that we have (5.8). Fix any ¢y € [0, Tp] and mg € N. Due to the uniform
bound (5.9) at time ¢(, we may apply the vector version of the Montel theorem and deduce that there exists an analytic
function f on Qo = {y € Q,, : 1/2 < Rey < 1+ pp/2} with values in the space of functions g such that

1
Zee"““‘f‘/4|g(t,y)| < o0, 3 <Rey < 1+%, Yy € Qug (5.11)
3
and a sequence ¢, €2, ... — 0 such that w>¢ (ty) converges to f uniformly on compact subsets of 2y, with values

in the space corresponding to (5.11). By the uniform bound

mo

1
€ NS, e Ho
Z 80#0|£|/2|w5 (tay)|§17 5 <Rey<1+77 yEQ#Oa
§=—mo
for every my € N (which is a consequence of (5.9) att = t() for € = €1, €9, . . ., the function f also satisfies the same
bound. Finally, note that f = {w?(to) £y DY WS¢ — wEin O([0, Tp], L%(H)), and we obtain

mo
Z 660“0‘5‘/2|w?(t,y)| S, % <Rey < 1—1—%, y € Qu
§=mo
att = to, and to € [0, Tp]. Since mg € N is arbitrary, we obtain (5.10) and (5.6) follows by replacing po with po/2.
Next, we establish (5.2), which is obtained using a weighted Sobolev estimate with a weight ¢(y) = (y + 1)%/2.
First, note that

> (I9°wlze + [0%ul72) S 1, (5.12)
|| <4
by the local H* existence. The weighted energy v = 3=, <4 [ [0%w[¢” satisfies
1d _ a, |2 el a—p3 « 2
2dt¢_22/|aw|¢uv¢ > /auva wd*we
la|=4 |a|<4,0<8<a,|B]<2,(|a],3)#(4,0)

- Z /3'811 VO Pwdwe? .

|a|<4,0<8<a,|8|>3

All the terms are estimated in a straight-forward way by (5.12) and using that all the derivatives of ¢ are uniformly
bounded. For the first term, we estimate the integral by ||0%wa|| 2 ||0%w|| 2 ||u|| L, for the second term, we bound
the integral by ||0%uw|| || D'*=181+1wa|| 12 ||0%we|| 2, while the integral in the third term by

0P| Lo || DI 1B1F 0| 12 [|0%wd|| 1,2. We omiit further details.

Finally, the inequality (5.3) follows by the Biot-Savart law as in the proof of [39, Lemma 5.1]. g
Next, we provide estimates on a solution of the Euler equation in the region T x [0, 1] in the analytic norm
rlel=3 _
lwliz, = 32 qar=gd o 10wl eamaqoan (5.13)

jal>3
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where o = (a1, a2) and 7 > 0. In (5.13), the parameters g, se (0, 1] are constants such that

~- 1 I
0,0 < ol and 0 < ok (5.14)
for a sufficiently large constant C', determined in the proof of Lemma 5.6 below. Also, denote by
T G gou o
~ = a1 SQ2 [e3
llz, = > ey 010" wlerxiom

lal>4

the corresponding dissipative analytic norm.
The following statement provides an estimate for the Euler vorticity in a uniform analytic norm up to the boundary.

LEMMA 5.3. Assume that w§ satisfies (5.1), and suppose that w® is a solution of the Euler equations with the
initial data wg such that (5.2), (5.3), and (5.6) hold for t € [0, Ty], for some constant Ty > 0. With 6, S asin (5.14),
the function w® satisfies

sup [|w®(t)
0<t<Tp

[FA (5.15)

where C' > 1 is a sufficiently large constant.

Recall that all constants depend only on ). Note that since wog € H*, by the local existence theory for the Euler
equations, by potentially reducing the value of the parameter Tj from Lemma 5.2, we have
o @)l Ol s $1, t€ [0, T (5.16)

Before the proof of Lemma 5.3, we state two auxiliary results. In the first one, we show that the analytic norm in
T x [1/2,1 4 up/2] of the Euler vorticity is bounded.

LEMMA 5.4. Assume that w(];: and w® are is in Lemma 5.3, and let jio, Ty be as in Lemma 5.2 and (5.16). Then

we have
7_\o¢|—3

Z m5a1 5042 HaawE||L2(TX[1/271+#0/2]) S 1 ,
le|>3 ’

Sort €0, Ty, provided g, 8 < 1/C for a sufficiently large constant C.

PROOF OF LEMMA 5.4. Fix t € [0, Tp), and denote w = w®. By (5.6), we have
S ellCGiwge(y)| S CiL g€ [1/2,14+ p0/2], i €N, (5.17)
ez

omitting indicating the dependence on ¢. Therefore,

71 Q1 N 1 ) o
(|Oé| _ 3)| Haxlayzw||lz2('ﬂ‘><[0,l]) S m ; ||€ layQW|‘L§(O)1)

Oa1a1!

S al=3) Z8'\#°|£|/CH352W||L§(0,1) S
T¢

CalOéll o
m Z eA#O|£|/0H8y2w”L§°(O,1)
3

CrC*2aq ! < C"O“|a|! < C‘O‘l,
(laf = 3)! (laf = 3)!
where we used (5.17) in the fourth inequality. g

In order to bound the analytic norm of the velocity by the vorticity in a strip (cf. Lemma 5.6 below), we first need
to control the analyticity of v® at y = 1. For 7 > 0, denote by

i—2
lolla, = 31050l 7y
i>2
the boundary analytic norm of a function g defined on T.
LEMMA 5.5. Let w® be as in Lemma 5.3. Then we have
[05ly=1ll4,,c ST, t€[0,T0], (5.18)

for a sufficiently large constant C.
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PROOF OF LEMMA 5.5. Asin the proof of Lemma 5.4, we have
la| =3
-

Z 0\04 |a| 3)! [0%w ||L2('J1‘><[% 3] St (5.19)
|| >3

where C'is a sufficiently large constant. Now, the component v* satisfies the elliptic equation

AvP = 9,wF

and then the local elliptic analytic regularity, the bound (5.19), and the Sobolev estimate (5.2) imply

1 lal-3)
a, E
Z 0% HL%Tx[%,g])mm St (5.20)

aEeNZ

with a possibly larger C. The bound (5.20) then gives (5.18) by using the trace inequality, upon enlarging the con-
stant C. O

In the proof of Lemma 5.3, we need to estimate the velocity in terms of the vorticity in the analytic norm. It is
important that we provide an estimate with the same analyticity radius; thus, simply appealing to the analytic regularity
of the div-curl system is not sufficient.

LEMMA 5.6 (Elliptic estimates in analytic spaces). Fort € [0, Ty], denote w = w®(t). Assume that
lwllgs, lwliz, lglla, < oo,

for some constant T € (0,1]. Then the function u = (u,v) = u® is the solution of the elliptic system

divu =0
curlu = w,
with the boundary conditions
V|y=0 =0
Vy=1=9, (5.21)
and we have
lullz, < lwllas +llwll 7, + llgll4, » (5.22)

provided Sand§ satisfy (5.14) for a sufficiently large C.
Applying (5.22) to (5.16) and (5.18), we get
1wl 5, < Iz, +1  te0.Tl, (5.23)
where C is sufficiently large.

PROOF OF LEMMA 5.6. We start with an estimate for v, which satisfies the Laplace equation

Av = 0w
with the boundary conditions (5.21). Denote
§igipiti=3
ov)= ) 10L00]] 2 (5.24)
i+j5>3 (Z +7-3)

where, unless otherwise indicated, the norm is understood to be over the set T x [0, 1]. To treat the sum (5.24), we
employ derivative reduction estimates as follows. For large values of j, we use

050702 S N0 0) 2wl + 10571 0) | 2 + 10570 vl g2 + (10,00 0l 12, 5> 2, (5.25)
while for small values,
1050yv]l 2 S |0swlle + 105 gllwsrery, 122,
where I' = {(z,y) : y = 1} and
1050lle SN05  wliee + 185 gl gy, 42> 35 (5.26)
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all three reductions (5.25)-(5.26) follow by using the H? elliptic regularity for the Laplacian. Now, we replace the
inequalities (5.25)—(5.26) in the sum (5.24) according to the values of j obtaining,

o) S Y ellor oy Pwll e + 105 05 oz + 110571020 e + 11050) M0l 12)

~

i+j>3;5>2
+ Zcz'l(l\aiwllm + 1105 gl g2 ry) + Zcz'o(l\aiflwl\m + 110529l rsr2ry)
i>2 i>3

where we denoted o
§i§Iriti=3
S Fa— T
Next, we re-index the sums. All the terms involving v may be absorbed into the left hand side under the condition
(5.14), where C is a sufficiently large constant, except for some lower order terms, which may be controlled by ||v|| 4.
Thus we obtain

o(v) S llwllas +7llwll 7+ ll9ll ¢

since ||v]| g2 < ||w|| 73, completing the inequality for v.
In order to treat the first component of the velocity, we split the sum ¢(u) into the sums over regions ¢ > 1 and

i = 0. For the first sum, we use the divergence-free condition 0,u = —0,v and obtain
o - 5
> elloifuls S Y eyl oy ol S vl + 5000). (527)
i+5>3;:0>1 i+5>3:0>1

while for ¢ = 0, we use dyu = 0,v — w and write

Py oigi— i—
Z Cij”amaijHL? ZZﬁHa ull2 < Z (] ) H8 aJ U||L2 +Zﬁ” 9, 1WHL?-

i+5>3;i=0 j>3 §>3 J>3
(5.28)
Summing (5.27) and (5.28), we get ¢(u) < [[w|lg= + Tl|w|[ 7 + |9l 4(r), and we obtain (5.22) for u. O
PROOF OF LEMMA 5.3. First, observe that the bound on the first term in (5.1) implies
<
Z C‘O‘I |Oé| Ha Wo ||L2(TX[O 1) ~ 17
|| >3
from where
log iz, S1, (5.29)

regardless of the values of g, § € (0, 1]. Note that the solution w = wP satisfies
Ow+u-Vw=0, (5.30)

where u = (u,v) = (u®,v®) is the Euler velocity. Let 7(t) = 79 — Ct, where C' > 1 is a sufficiently large constant
determined below. By the product rule, we have

d (63 (o3
—lwllz, =7 Olwllz, + Z T 2—H6 wllzaeexio, - (5.31)
\>3

Next, we compute the time derivative of ||0%w||2(Tx[0,1)).- With a € Ng such that |a| > 3, apply 0“ to (5.30),
multiply by 0%w, and integrate by parts, obtaining

a, 4|2
Ld —0%w]2: = — Z (a)/ ((9'8u-V60‘_'8w)80‘wdxdy—/ u-V (—la w| )dwdy
2dt 0<f<a B/ Jexoa Tx[0,1] 2
leY 2
= _ Z (a>/ (6ﬂu.vaa—,@w)aawdxdy_/U(t7x7l)wd:§
0<B<a B) Jrxpo] T 2
@ - (6%
<> <5)|5ﬁu'va“ w2 10%wl| L2 + Aalt) (5.32)

0<B<a
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where
Ao (t) = —% /Tv(t,x, D|0%w(t,x,1)*dx
denotes the boundary term resulting from integration by parts. Since for all (¢, z) we have
- %v(t, z,1)|0%0(t,z,1)|* = —% /01 9y (v(0°*w)?)dy = —% /01 (9yv(0°w)? + 200 (8°w)9°w)dy

S HVUHL;O(OJ)Haawﬂig(o,n + HUHLOO(OJ)||ay5aw||L2(o,1)HaawHLg(o,l)a
we obtain by (5.16)
Aa(t) S IVl |0°wl[72 + (0]l Le 10y 0°w]| 12| 0%w]| 12

S 0wz + 19y0°w] 2 [|0%w]| e - (5.33)
Combining (5.31), (5.32), and (5.33), we get
d
lwlz, = Ollwl s,
la]— 360(15042 || —3
T « _ . T
bz, + X Tt 3 (5) 100 vor el + 3 loorellie . 653
la[>3 0<B<La || >3 ’

on the interval [0, Tp] N [0, 79/C). Using the product rules for analytic norms as in [36], we obtain

d
ez =7 Ollwlz, S Iwlla, + @+ llulm +llul 5 )(wllas + llwlz,)-
This inequality, together with (5.16) and (5.23), leads to

d
Sz =7 Ollwls, S lwliz, + 0+ llwlz )0+ llwlz,)-
Under the assumption
() + Cllwllz, <0,

where C'is a sufficiently large constant, we obtain
d
Zlwlz, S 1+l
Now, noting also that we have a bound (5.29) for w’, we conclude by a simple application of a Gronwall argument. [

PROOF OF THEOREM 5.1. Since the inequalities (5.2) and (5.3) are established in Lemma 5.2 above, we only
need to prove (5.4) and (5.5). For simplicity, denote u = uP and w = WF. By (5.15) in Lemma 5.3, there exists a
constant (j such that

laf—4
Z 072'5(115(12HaawHLz(TX[Q”) <1, te[0,Ty]. (5.35)
2=, ol = 2)]
Since ¢ and 0 are constants, we may reduce (p to obtain

o] —4

Z Wﬂaawﬂm(m[o,lb <1, tel0,T1].

la| >4 |

Finally, we may use Agmon’s inequality to bound ||w/|| < (Tx[0,4) in terms of the L? norms and further decrease (; to
get (5.4) for t € [0, T}]. Finally, by (5 23) and (5.35), we get

Z T Z 5(115&2”8&'(1/”[/2 (Tx[0,1]) ~ 1 t e [O,Tl],
m>4 |a|=
from where, using the same arguments as for the vorticity, we obtain (5.5). O

From Theorem 5.1, we obtain the next statement. The bounds (5.36)—(5.38) in the theorem are used when esti-
mating the remainder of the Prandtl asymptotic expansions.
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LEMMA 5.7. Assume that (5.1) holds. Then there exist constants Ty € (0,1], A1 € (0, /2], and p1 € (0, po),
such that for all X\ € [0, \ 1], p € [0, pa], and all t € [0, T1], we have for the Euler vorticity

HaaicagWE”Yx,u,m + |‘6;a§WE||YA,u 5 I, (5.36)

for the first velocity component there holds

o ot E _ ot UE
10207u" v, + ‘ St TS <1 (5.37)
‘ y YA,u,oo
while for the second velocity component we have
o 1., 0iy® oiryE
105030P Iy, + H—a;vE + ‘ SV T¥%H U <1, (5.38)
Y Y, 4,00 Y Y 4,00

for all i + j < 3, where the implicit constants depend on i and j. Moreover; for the Euler trace UY defined in (2.3),
we have

> MNP <1, (5.39)
§

fort € [0,T1] and A € [0, \1].

PROOF OF LEMMA 5.7. Let T1 € (0, 1] be the constant T} in (5.15). For simplicity of presentation, we shall
establish the inequality (5.36) for the first term when ¢ = j = 0. The general case, as well as the inequalities
(5.37)—(5.39), follow from Theorem 5.1 in the same way. Using the definition of the Y}, ,, o, norm, we need to prove

> AIIRNGEE ) S 1, (5.40)
EEL

fory € Q, N{Rey < 1} and ¢t € [0, T1], where A and y are sufficiently small constants. Fix ¢ € [0,T1]. For j € Ny,
denote

aje= sup [OJw(t,y)l.
0<y<1l+p

(Note that the supremum is taken among the real values of y.) Using Agmon’s inequality in the variable y and (5.4),
we have

; ; . jloG+D G+ 294
|8§w?(t, Yl < ||a§W5EHL§(0,1+u) + H%H%E”Lg(o,uu) N N S —=

G @t T o T
for j € Ny. Therefore, for Ry < (p/2, we obtain the bound
S RIS (5.41)
i=o T
Next, define
* dIwE(t,Rey) ,
fAtw)zZ%(y—Rey)% ly—Rey| < Ry, £€Z.

=0

By (5.41), we have
|ff(t7y)| < Z j_]|R6 S 1,
j=0
and thus the function f¢(¢,y) is holomorphic in the region
So={yeC:Imy| < Rp,0<Rey<1}U{yeC:[Imy|<1—Ry,1 <Rey<1+Ro}.
Since fe(t,y) = (?yw?(t, y) on the segment [0, 1], by unique analytic continuation, we have

Jelt.y) = 9,wl(ty)  on SN,
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Now, choose 1 sufficiently small so that the domain €2,,, lies inside the region Sy. For y € €,,,, we then have

S AUHmIEE ()] S S Al Z aaéRa

§EL ¢ez

5 AL )€l S e gy - S [el'a .
ST J-ER%SZ:) O ) RS 1,

and the inequality (5.40) is proven provided A and p are sufficiently small constants. 0

6. Size of the Prandtl solution in analytic norms

The initial datum for the Prandtl equation (uf,u%) is given by the boundary layer part of the Navier-Stokes
initial datum, cf. (2.13)—(2.14). In view of the definitions (2.6), (2.7), and (2.10), this initial Prandtl velocity may be
computed from the tangential Euler trace US® (which is known; cf. Section 5), and from the initial Prandtl vorticity
Q5. We assume that the initial Prandtl vorticity is real-analytic and satisfies

1920 <1, 6.1)

las,,2 S
with A9 > 0 as in (5.1), and where we denote the analytic norm A, as
P2 rlal 2oz az HaP |2
12715, = WH(HY)”Y 2Dz (6.2)
lee|>0
At this stage, we also introduce a dissipative analytic norm B, given by

P2 |0‘|7'2|a‘ 2a2 s anP2
171, = Z Ta = 11+ Y)Y D0, (6.3)

|a|>5

The parameter x € (0, 1] is introduced in order to deal with the dissipative term Jyy in the analytic estimate for the
Prandtl system; one may for instance set x = 1/8. The parameter 7 > 0 is related to the analyticity radius of QF.

REMARK 6.1 (Example of a compatible initial datum). An example of a compatible Prandtl datum is given by
(2.15), so that the initial vorticity equals

Qg (z, Y) = U(I)E(x)spﬁ(y) ) (6.4)
where the function ¢ in (6.4) is assumed to satisfy
()\0’%) n an
Z m”(l + Y)Y 0820l T 2 0,00y S 1 (6.5)

n>0

and the parameter \q is as in (5.1). With  satisfying (6.5) and with the assumption (5.1) for Wo , which implies via the
Biot-Savart law Uf’, = J et 0e(2)dz (see e.g. (7.35) with g = 0 evaluated at y = 0) that Uy’ is real-analytic
with respect to x with radius \g, we obtaln that Qg in the definition (6.4) satisfies the condition (6.1).

Having assumed in (6.1) that the initial Prandtl vorticity is real-analytic, and since in Lemma 5.7 we have already
shown that the Euler trace U® is real-analytic on [0, 7}], by using analytic energy estimates similar to those in [35]
and [37] we may show that there exists 7> € (0, T}] and a real-analytic solution of the Prandtl system (2.8)-(2.9) on
[0, T»]. More precisely, in light of (6.1) and (5.39), we may set

1 . (o A
To = 5 min 7,)\1 =5

and conclude that there exists 7> € (0,73] and an analytic solution QF to the Prandtl equation (2.8)—(2.9) with
analyticity properties quantified in the following way. There exists a decreasing function 7 = 7(¢) (different than the
one from Section 5) on [0, T3] such that 7(0) = 79 and

r(t) > 1(T) > % M

= 17 te [Oa TQ] ) (66)
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with QF satisfying

T>
swp [0, + [ (Iv QP @I, +12° O, ) deS 1. ©7)
te]0,Ts] 0
The term involving ||dy QF (T)”i’_(t) results from the dissipation dyy QF in (2.8), while the one with HQP(T)HQBT(t)
from the decay in analyticity radius. Note that since all constants are allowed to depend on A;, and since the lower
bound (6.6) holds, we have
TgNl and T(t)N/\lNl.

While the bound (6.7) provides analytic estimates for the Prandtl solution, these estimates are with respect to the
A, and B, energy-type norms from (6.2)—(6.3). However, in order to bound the error vorticity we, which is forced by
the Prandtl solution via (3.17)-(3.19), we need to estimate the size of the Prandtl solution in the norm P, ;, . This is
achieved in the next statement.

LEMMA 6.1. Let Ay = %, fo = % < 1, and v > 4, and assume that (6.7) holds. Then, for any \ € (0, \2],
any € (0, ], and for all i,j € Ny the following bounds hold. For the classical Prandtl vorticity we have the
pointwise in time estimates

[(1+ YY)~ tyittoio]aF

for the first component of the Prandtl velocity we have

<1, (6.8)

HP)\,;L,QQ ~

1A+ V) =500 |p, , .+ Y e / [(9ia")edYy <1, (6.9)
cez 0

while for the second component of the velocity

i )P
’(%v

Y
uniformly on |0, T5), where the implicit constants are allowed to depend on i and j. In addition, we have the integrated
in time estimate

HIQ+Y) 39| py L ST, (6.10)

PA,u,oo

T> o
/0 11+ Y)Y70,05Q|[p, , _dt ST, (6.11)

fori,j € Ny.
Observe that the derivative @7 is matched in (6.8) by the weight Y/, while in (6.11) with Y.

PROOF OF LEMMA 6.1. Since the Py ,, o norm is monotone in x and A\, we assume throughout the proof that
/\Z)\Q and /L:/LQZH/\Q,

and thus in view of (6.6) we have 8\ < 7(t)/2, for any t € [0,T3]. It suffices to establish the bounds claimed in the
lemma for the case ¢ = 0, as the cases ¢ > 1 follow analogously (these bounds carry an additional factor of /\fi, but
since A\; ~ 1, these factors are hidden in the implicit constant).

We start by establishing the P ,, o bounds for the first term in (6.8) by proving

(14 YY)ty +tal of <1. (6.12)

||P>\,u,oo

For any weight function n(Y) = n(ReY’), and a function f which is analytic with respect to Y in the domain Q "
form the Taylor series expansion for f(Y) = f(ReY + ilmY") around f(ReY"), and using that [Im Y| < uReY for
Y € Q,, we obtain

1 m am
sup [n(Y)f(Y)| Z ﬁH??(Y)(MRe V)"0 f(Y) Lgs (10,00)) - (6.13)
Q m>0
Applying this inequality with f = (95.9F )¢ and n(Y) = (1 + Y)?~ Y7+ (for simplicity of notation we write Y’
instead of Re Y throughout this proof), we deduce

sup (1 + Y)W_IY‘Hl(angP)é‘ S Z %H(l + Y)Y OT O e | L (10,00))
Qu m>0 ’
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Next, for a fixed ¢ € Z, by expanding e*(1+#)Iél < 2l into its power series, and using (m +n)!/m!n! < 2™+" and
= Ak, we get

(2A)"p™

mln!

AF[E] sup ‘(1 + Y)771Yj+1(3{/QP)5‘ <
ﬁu m,n>0

(1 + Y)Yy @r o QP )| Lo

(4N)mtmgm . 4 4
< E ¥ m+j+1qn am+jP -~ . )

Taking the ¢*(Z) norm in &, and using a factor of (1 + £2)2™*+" in order to obtain a bound in £2(Z x N?) in (£, n,m)
needed for Plancherel’s identity, we estimate

”(1 + Y)’Y—lyj-‘rlaj OP12

1 e

1+§2 ) (m+n)l€2m o I

DI (14 Y YL R Or 2.
EE€EZ n,m>0 m+n)

2(m+n) H2m

1+§2 m-+7J n qm-+j
S Z B 1L+ Y ) Y™ (07057 Qe pe
EEZN,Mm>0 m+n)

x (10 + VP Y RO IO el g+ (m+ o+ D[(1+ Y)Y @07 TP )] 1z )

1+€2 8\ 2(m+n) 2m e ¢ ey st 1/2
S(Z > ) (14 YYY ™ (@Rop QP12

(m + n)!?
£€Z n,m>0 + )

(14 &%) (8A)2(mm) 2m oy
(X X B vy ey e
EEZn,m>0

(1 + £2)(8N)2(m+n) g2m ’ L o
t2 Z (m +n)P2 (m+j+ 1)1+ Y)Y 0py O el7. )
EEZ n,m>0

(6.15)

In the second inequality, we used Agmon’s inequality in Y, along with the fact that (1 4 Y)Y~y mHitigm+iQP
vanishes at Y = 0 (recall that m 4 5 > 0). Therefore, by Parseval’s identity in the variable x,

I+ Y)Y,

2(m+n) .2m . 1 1/2
< (3 W Ly nep i, )

~ 12
Do (m+n)!

2 2(m+n) .2m ) S
(30 TR vy ey R
n,m>0 ’

(7/2)2(mAn) g 2m , ) ot , s 1/2
up> TmraE DY)V - 0;)0;0y 0 |L2) . (6.16)

n,m>0

Now, for v = (n, m) we use that |a|"271% <, 1 holds whenever r > 0, and since 7 ~ 1 (meaning that our constants
are allowed to depend on )\;), that k = 1/8 ~ 1, we obtain from (6.16) that

11+ Y)Yy +290. QP || p

Py Sl
A, p,00 A

QPHAT , (6.17)

where the implicit constant also depends on ¢ and j. The bound (6.12) now follows.
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Next, we consider the bound (6.11), which is proven similarly to the arguments above, but with Y7 and 1+ Y)j

replacing Y71 and (1 + Y)Y~ respectively. Agmon’s inequality in Y here reads
m-+jrqn agm+3P 2
[(L+ Y)Y (070, Q el Lo
SN+ Y)Y @Ry I3,
I+ Y)Y (@00 )¢ e
x (I A+ YV ™I @R TR ) g, + (m+ I+ Y)Y Y™ @R )2 ) . (6.18)

When compared to (6.15), the main difference in (6.18) is that the terms on the last line contain factors of the type
Y22 D*9,0F, and thus we bound

I+ Y)Y by, o S 198, + 127 i

1/2
o QP

The second term in the above inequality may only be estimated in L* in time, by appeahng to the bound provided by
the second term in (6.7); from this, the estimate (6.11) follows.

Next, we turn to the proof of the bound for the first term on the left side of (6.9). Using (6.13) with f(y) = u%
and proceeding in the same way as in the first line of (6.15), we have

_ 3~
Ia+Y)y==a®|g, |

1+§2 (8)\) (ern)IiQm m(an m~P 2 —
< ;ngo (m+ ) 11+ YRy ™ @20y el3 e = 11 + I, (6.19)

where I} and I5 correspond to the sums with m = 0 and m > 1, respectively. In order to estimate the first sum, we
use the fundamental theorem of calculus on [Y, 00) and dyut = QF to obtain

10+ Y)Y =200 || S I+ Y) 050 2

and thus, since (1 +Y)~! € L%, we have
-2 1yt 3

I +Y)=207a" g S 1A +Y)107Q7 2 -
Therefore, using that 8\ < 7/2 and 7 ~ 1, we may use Plancherel’s identity and (6.7) to obtain

(1+&)(r/2)* nOPY . (|12 P2

Ly S LEOET S+ Y)Y @2l (o0 S 197115, S
£€Zn>0

The bound for the I5 term in (6.19) is more direct, and is obtained by replacing dy-u" = QF and repeating the proof
of (6.17). This implies that I < 1, and thus ||(1 + Y)'V*%ﬂpﬂpxum < 1 holds.
The estimate on the first term in (6.10) follows from

LoP@y) = _i/ya WP (2, Y)Y = 0,U%(z) — i/ya WP (2, Y)Y
Y I’ Y o x 9 x Y o x b I

the previously established bound (5.37) (which holds for a wider set of values for A, 11), the bound on the first term in
(6.9), and the fact that y > 3/2.
To bound the second term in (6.10), we recall the identity

IY /8 (x, Y'Y,

which may be used in conjunction with the bound for the first term on the left side of (6.9), and integration in Y (which
is possible since v > 5/2), to yield the desired bound for the third term in (6.9).

In order to conclude the proof of the lemma, we need to estimate the second term on the right side of (6.9). For
this, we have

)3 A<1+u>|s|/ }up}dy</ SC A1 4y R [GF| (14 Y)Y
¢ez 0 ¢ez
</ [+ Y30y, (4 Y)Y S 1,

0

~

by appealing to the bound for the first term on the left side of (6.9), and the condition y > 5/2. 0
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We conclude this section by noting that the estimates obtained in Lemma 6.1 are all with respect to norms that are
(weighted) L$°. On the other hand, the a-priori bound (6.7) provides L?- information, and this may be used to improve
the Y, ,, product estimate (4.11b), which in essence is an Lllj bound. In this direction we have the following.

LEMMA 6.2 (Improved Y), ,, product estimate involving the Prandtl vorticity). Let A, u be as in Lemma 6.1,
and assume that g = g(x.y) is such that ||g||y, = < oo. Then, we have the pointwise in time estimate

|9y oo 0@ )| Selg@yly,, . - (6.20)
Al

forany1i,j € Ny.

In comparison, (6.7) and (6.11) give a bound similar to (6.20), but which is valid only in L* with respect to time,
as opposed to pointwise in time.

PROOF OF LEMMA 6.2. The statement follows from the first inequality in (4.14), if we are able to show that

3 il Hyja;a;ﬂg(y)uﬁ <e. 6.21)

Recall that the weight Y7 in (6.21) is short hand notation for (ReY)7. At this stage we recall the definition of the
E}L norm in (4.3), and note that this consists of L' norms over complex paths corresponding to the variable y = €Y.

Moreover, we note that if y € ,,, then by the definitions (4.1) and (4.2), we have that Y = y/e € SNLL, for any
€ (0, 1]. Lastly, we note that dy = edY’, and as such we have

H(ReY)ja;a{/Qf(Y)HLl — ¢ sup H(Reyya;amg(m‘ (6.22)

b
0<0<p Ly (Te,0)

where I'c g = {Y € C: €Y € 9y} consists of the union of the two complex paths Ffe, where
I, ={Y €Q: 0<ReY < 1/e,ImY = £fReY}
U{Y €Qu: 1/e<ReY < (1+06)/e,ImY = +0/e T (ReY —1/¢)}.

Note that for every Y € Ffe, we have that |ImY| < ReY < pReY, independently of ¢, and for all § € [0, ). Due
to this fact, using the Taylor expansion argument used to prove (6.13), we have that
w H j+m gm+j P ‘
< — YO Qe (Y
Ly (Teo) ~ ngo m! v ee)

sup H (Re Y)J’a{/Qg’(Y)} (6.23)

0<6<p

LY ([0,00))

Using that (1+Y)~! € L2, we combine (6.22)—(6.23), and as in (6.14) we expand e*(+#)I¢l into its power series, to
arrive at

Ze,\(1+u)|£| Hyjazaj QP HL < EZ Z P+ )" H(l+Y)Y‘Hmaglﬂ(@;’ﬂﬂp)g(l/)‘

m'n'
& m,n>0

L2([0,00))

Since 1 < 1, (m +n)!/(m!n!) < 2™+ and as noted at the beginning of the proof of Lemma 6.1 by monotonicity in
A and p it suffices to consider A = Ay and 1 = kA2, where Ay < 7(¢)/16 for all ¢ € [0, T%], it follows from the above
bound that

A(1+p) €| Hyjaz 83 QP H < € H 1+Y Yjeraerj o HiOPY (Vv ‘
> . ;mz Ay o), o
7_/4 m—+n . . .
1+ Y)Yi+mamt (grHiQPy (v ’ .
Sy Yt Ayt |, o

& m,n>0

The ¢*(Z x N?) norm taken above in (£, n,m) may be converted into an £2(Z x N?) norm with respect to (£, n, m),
as in the transition from (6.14) to (6.15) earlier in the proof, at a cost of a factor of (1 + £2)2™+", After applying
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Plancherel, recalling the definition of the A, norm in (6.2) and the fact that v > 1, as in (6.16)—(6.17) we obtain

ZeA(l—HL)\E\ Hyja;(i){/ﬂg(y)‘ .

[N

2m 7_/2 2(m+n)

203D W(l + €)1+ V)Y @R (1) 2

& m,n>0 L%,([O,oo))

1
2
2m 2(m+n)
[ 5 Eren

) ) . 2
< (m - n)!Q ‘(1 + y)y]-i—may +J(1 _ 55)5;”19]?(}/)‘

L2

m,n>0

The desired estimate, (6.21), now follows from (6.7), concluding the proof of the Lemma. ]

7. The Y (t) norm estimate

We assume that the initial error vorticity obeys a bound consistent with the definitions of the Y (¢) and Z norms
in (4.9) and (4.8). More precisely, we assume that there exist e-independent constants A3, 3 € (0, 1] such that

D 102wy weollvy g + D 90505c0] paynn gy S 1- (7.1)
i+j<2 i+7<3

The goal of this section is to obtain an estimate for the Y (¢) norm of we, by appealing to the assumption in the first
sum in (7.1). The Z norm estimate is performed in Section 8, cf. Proposition 8.4, and uses the finiteness of the second
sum in (7.1).

REMARK 7.1 (Example of compatible initial condition for the error vorticity). The assumption (7.1) is for
instance satisfied by weq as defined in (2.17), whenever there exists p13 € (0, 1] such that the function ¢ (y) satisfies

S0 Ylles, + 100l ey, + S0 1905 e S 1 (12)

0<j<2 0<j<5

where we recall that ﬁt is defined in (4.3) above. In order to see that (2.17) and (7.2) imply (7.1), we note that by the
definition (4.4) and the previously established estimate (5.39), we have that for every 4, j € {0, 1,2},

105 (y0y Y weollva, g S Y eI (1 4 [€2) U S 1
137/

as soon as A3(1 + p3) < Ar, where Ap is as in (5.7). The later condition is ensured by A5 < A1 /4, since u3 € (0,1].
Similarly, the finiteness of the second sum in (7.2) and the estimate (5.39) gives that
S |jos(1 = a2)Uy

L,

Haiagww”m(yzl/z;) HL2 ~

forevery 0 < i+ j < 3. Thus, we have shown that (7.1) holds with p3 as in (7.2), and with A3 = A1 /4, A1 asin (5.7).

REMARK 7.2 (The starred parameters). Using the parameters (77, A1, p1) from Lemma 5.7, the parameters
(T3, A2, p2) from Lemma 6.1, and the parameters (3, A3) from assumption (7.1), we define the parameters alluded to
at the beginning of Section 4 by

e = min{py, po, ust, A = min{ A1, Ao, A3}, T, = min {Tl, Ts, ;T*} , (7.3)

where v, > 2 is the only free parameter left. We emphasize that the implicit constants in << symbols are not allowed
to depend on . or on €, but they are allowed to depend on i, A« € (0, 1].

Having defined the parameters \., y., and with v, free, the norm Y (¢) in (4.9) is well-defined. The main result
of this section is as follows.
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PROPOSITION 7.1 (The Y (¢) estimate). Assume that weo satisfies (7.1), that the Euler solution satisfies the
conclusion of Lemma 5.7, and that the Prandtl solution satisfies the conclusions of Lemma 6.1. Let v, > 2 be
arbitrary, and let 1., A+, T\ be as defined in (7.3). Then, for all t € [0, T.] such that sup< ., ||we|l, is finite, we have

1 2
ey < 1+ — ( sup [lwell, +¢ sup |||we|||s) , (7.4)
Y+ \0<s<t 0<s<t

where the implicit constant is independent of 7y, and e.

The remainder of this section is dedicated to the proof of the above proposition, which is concluded in Section 7.4.

7.1. Analytic estimates for the Stokes equation in the vorticity form. The Y) , norm estimates for the error
vorticity, necessary in order to prove Proposition 7.1, are obtained by using that w, solves the Stokes equation (3.17)—
(3.18). Applying the Fourier transform in the x variable this Stokes system becomes

Owe e — EA¢wee = Fe  inH, (7.5)
(0 + |¢|)wee = Be  on9H, (7.6)

for ¢ € Z, where F¢ denotes the tangential Fourier transform of the forcing term F' defined in (3.19) and B¢ denotes
the tangential Fourier transform of the cumulative term appearing on the right side of (3.18), or alternatively, (3.23).
The solution of (7.5)—(7.6) is given in terms of the Green’s function G¢ (¢, y, z) for this system as

We ¢(t,y) // Ge(t — s,y,2)Fe(s, z)dzds—i—/Gg —5,Y,0)Be(s) d8+/ Ge(t,y, 2)woee(z)dz. (7.7)
In turn, bounds on the Green’s function G¢ are given in [53], and we recall these estimates here.
LEMMA 7.2. The Green’s function G¢ may be written as
Ge = He + Re,

where

H 1 _w=2? (wh)?
Hf(tvyaz) - \/E (8 y452n +e y4€2t >652§2t7

and R¢ is a function of y + z, which obeys the bounds

k < ph+1—00b(y+2) 1 —go Wt et
|0ZRe(t,y,2)| S0 e +W Froe I k€ No, (7.8)

where 0y > 0 and
1
The implicit constant in (7.8) depends only on k and 0.

Using the bounds stated in Lemma 7.2 and recalling the definition of B in (3.18), we obtain the following Y} ,
analytic estimate for the error vorticity we, as defined in (7.7).

LEMMA 7.3 (The abstract Y}, , analytic bound). Let v, > 2, and fix parameters A, .., Ty € (0,1] as in (7.3).
Fix times s,t such that 0 < s <t < T,, X € (0, \] arbitrary, a parameter i € (0, p — V«8), and let

. 1
p=pt (e = v =), (7.9)

which obeys |1 < i < psx — V«S. Then, the forcing (first) term in (7.7) is bounded as

(e — s — 1) 3 ||02 w0, / Gt — 5,y,2)F(s, ) dz
i+j=2 0
+ )

DL (y0y): / G(t—s,y,2)F(s,2)dz
i+7<1

S D 0L F(s)lva, + Y 10505F(s)ls, - (7.10)

i+j<1 i+7<1

YXH

Yan
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The trace kernel (second) term in (7.7) is estimated as
(e = s =) Y 104(y0, ) Gt = 5,9,0)B(s)llva,, + D [|05(y0,) G(t = 5,9,0)B(s) |y, i
i+j=2 i+5<1 '
SY (I0LF () Ivs, + 10LF ()1s,) + D> e g] |0nge(s)] - (7.11)
i<1 i<1 €€z
Lastly, for the initial datum (third) term in (7.7) we have
> ko) [ Gty s ds
i+5<2 0

S D 10hwd ) woellva, + Do D 16O w0ell yori ST (7.12)

i+j<2 +j<2 ¢

Y/\,u

We note that the second inequality in (7.12) is a direct consequence of the assumption (7.1) and the definition (7.3).

In view of the integral representation (7.7) and the estimates in Lemma 7.3, it remains to bound the analytic and
Sobolev norms of the forcing term ', which appears in both (7.10) and in (7.11), the analytic in x norm of the trace
term due to u® appearing on the right side of (7.11), and the analytic and Sobolev norms of the initial datum in (7.12).
This is achieved in Lemma 7.4 below.

7.2. Contribution of the forcing term. In view of the representation formula for w, given by (7.7), and of the
abstract Y ,, norm estimate provided by Lemma 7.3 for the three terms appearing on the right side of (7.7), in order
to prove Theorem 3.1 we need to estimate the terms on the right side of (7.10)—(7.12) in terms of the Y ,, norm of w.
This is the content of the following lemma.

LEMMA 7.4 (Forcing and trace in Y}, ,, analytic norms). Ler s € [0,T.], i € (0, tx — Vs5), and X € (0, \,].
For the forcing term in (3.19), we have the pointwise in time estimates

D 182w Flly,, S 1+l + Y)Y 0,200 Q% py o+ D 10550y wellvs ns,

st i+j<2

+e > 0L wd, Y wellvins, Y 108 w0,Vwelly,

i+5<1 i+5<2 ’
+el|0welly, s, ldywelly, , (7.13)
and
Z 10,07 F s, S 1+ Z (Haiag'UJCHL;‘jy(yZI-i-u)+Haaic87zv0”Lg?y(y21+u))+ Z 105 0)well s,

it+j<1 i+j<2 i+j<2
+e( 3 (||a;a;uc||L;?y<yzl+m+|a;a;vc||L;?y<yzl+m)> S 0L, (7.14)

<2 i+j<2

for all s € [0, Ty]. Moreover, for i < 1 we estimate the contribution of ;g appearing in (7.11) as

> Mgl |0, gel

EEL

<1, (7.15)
L4(0,T%)

forallt € [0, To], with Ty < 1.
Before proving the above lemma, we note that Lemma 7.4 immediately implies the following statement.

PROPOSITION 7.5. Let s € [0, T, 4 € (s —48), and X € [0, \]. The forcing term F defined in (3.19) satisfies
the pointwise estimates

: : llowe
i 7 < s
ﬂz;l 10: (W0y) F(s)llys,. S 1+ llwellly + E(s) + (1 + €llwelll ) o == es)ie” (7.16)

where

Ts
/ (E(s)) " ds S e, (7.17)
0
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and
ST 1020 F ()]s, S 1+ lwelll, + ellwell? - (7.18)
i+7<1

As stated in Remark 7.2, the implicit constants in the < symbols do depend on ., M. € (0, 1], but they are independent
of v« > 2, and on e € (0,1].

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 7.5. The bound (7.18) follows from (7.14) by appealing to the elliptic estimate (4.15),
and noting that due to the inequality mentioned below (4.8) we have

D lidiwe(s)lls, < D 10i05wells = llwell s < llevelll,
i+j<2 i+j<3
Similarly, the bound (7.16) follows from the estimate (7.13), the definition (4.9), which implies

. ) ) . we(8)|l4
S 100w, < 3 10260, V(). < —heOlls
itj=2 itj=2 (pr = = 725)
and the fact that by (6.11) the second term in (7.13), which defines £(s), may indeed be bounded as in (7.17). O

7.3. The proof of Lemma 7.4. The proof of this lemma is structured as follows. First, we establish the stand-
alone estimate (7.15). Next, recalling the definition of the forcing term F' in (3.19), we estimate the contribution
arising from the forcing terms f1 and fo present in (3.9)—(3.10), as this term does not involve (e, Ve, we). The next
subsection provides analytic and Sobolev estimates for the error velocity (ue, ve) in terms of the error vorticity we, via
estimates for the inhomogeneous div-curl system (7.33). We conclude by estimating the remaining terms in (3.19).

7.3.1. The proof of the estimate (7.15). In order to establish the bound (7.15), we prove the pointwise in time
estimate

D g 10ige ()| S 1+ 11057 ()1 vy g o (7.19)
EEL

where Ay and 15 are as defined in Lemma 6.1. This estimate may then be combined with L* in time bound (6.11) with
7 =0,A= Ao, and p = po, to imply (7.15).

In order to prove (7.19), we first compute 0;g. Recall that ¢ = — fooo 0, utdY, and that in (3.22) we have
computed a formula for fooo dyu¥ dY . Combining these two identities, we arrive at

< / a;+1atal°dy>
0 1S

S [y=o] + [E17H (U g)e]

€1 [Dege| S

+ |¢)iHt (&CUE / an¥> + |¢)**? ( / (ﬂp)de) (7.20)
0 3 0 3
Using |Q§|y:0| hS ||Q§P||Loo(s~zﬁ) and the parameter inequality
Az2(1
B <= nxy < 2200 (7.21)

which holds by the definition (7.3), the parameter definitions in Lemma 4.1, and the choice x = 1/8, we bound the
contribution of the first term in (7.20) as

i ; 1
DO [y —o| S ex 2RI O g, ST ey e s
§E€Z €T

an expression which belongs to L*(0, ) according to (6.11), with the norm of constant size. For the second term
in (7.20) we use that the Fourier transform of a product is a (discrete) convolution, which is well-estimated using éé
norms. Therefore, by also appealing to the definition of g in (3.14), to the bounds (5.39) and (6.9), and the parameter
estimates (7.21) and 1 < A\3/8 < A1 /8, we arrive at

Zeﬁ|§||§|i+1 ‘(UEg)f‘ < <Z ePIEl(|g] + 1)+ ‘UEO (Z eMIEl(¢] + 1)i+1|g£|> <1.

§EL 134 ez



ON THE EULER+PRANDTL EXPANSION FOR THE NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS 27

For the third term in (7.20), using the same parameter inequalities and appealing to (5.39) and (6.9) we similarly have
Zeﬁ\f\|§|z'+1 (‘%UE/O ﬂPdY> < (Z emf\(|§| + 1)i+2 |U§3|> <Z eﬂ|£|(|§| + 1)i+1/0
1

| | dY) <1,
3 €€ 3=/

The bound for the last term in (7.20) is similar, but also uses the estimate for the first term on the left side of (6.9):
> erleljgl+ ( / <ap>2dY> < <Z e fag oo> <Z e/ eljg[ "+ / u dYD <1
3

§EL I3/ 134
This concludes the proof of (7.19).

7.3.2. Size of O f2 — Oy f1 in analytic and Sobolev norms. According to (3.19), the last term in the definition of
F is the forcing term 0, fo — 0y f1. In this section we provide a Y), ,, estimate for this term, which is needed in proving
(7.13), and a S, estimate, which is required to prove (7.14).

LEMMA 7.6. Let 0 < p < ps and X < A, be arbitrary. Then, for integers i,j > 0 such that i + j < 1 we obtain
105 (40y)! (D fo = Oy Fi)llva, S 1+ el (1Y) 2YIOF20L. 0, , . (7.22)
and
102 (¥0y)? (D2 f2 = Dy f1)|s, S 1 (7.23)
By the estimate (6.11), we have that the second term on the right side of (7.22) is O(€) when measured in L*([0, T.]).

PROOF OF LEMMA 7.6. We only consider the estimate (7.22) in the case ¢ = j = 0. The case ¢ + j = 1 follows
mutatis mutandis. According to the definitions of f; and fs in (3.15)—(3.16), after taking into account incompressibil-
ity, the definitions of a¥ and oF, and a number of cancellations, we have

1 1 1_ 1 -
Oz fo — Oyf1 = —28$QP(uE — UE) + —38yQP(vE + yazUE) — 2aP0,0" 4+ 0P, u"
€ € € €
+ ﬁpﬁyqu —28,,0F + 62821_)13 + eAw® — 9,0, — (TLP + uE)aml_)P + @Pam(ap + uE) . (7.24)
Noting that —0;0, 0" = —0,( f;o 0;u¥' dY") by (3.21) and using the Prandtl evolution (3.20), we obtain

—0;0,0" = — 04 (—QP + 0" - UB" - 0, / (@")?dy’ —20,U" / anY')
Y Y

= 0,0 — 00 (VFTY) + UP 000" + 50, UPTT + 40,U%0,05"

+ 02 / (@")2dy’ +203U" / atdy’.
Y Y
Combining the above two identities allows us to rewrite

_ayfl + 0y fo = 6lQaJCQP(uE _ UE) + eigayﬂp(vE + y('“)mUE) . %apame + %vEBMEP
+ 29307 + eAw® — 0,08 — (@ +u® - U")0,,0" + 40,070, U"
+ 07 (Opptt” + AUF 4 50,,UF) — 02(a" ") + 203UF /OO atdyY’ + 03 /Oo(ﬁp)2dyf
= fe1+ -+ fe13. ' ' (7.25)

For the Y, ,, estimate of —0, f1 + 0, f> we consider the thirteen terms in (7.25) individually. For the first term in
(7.25), we have
1 1 E _ UE
for = 50,98 (" —U®) = -y, 0 L———.
€ € Y

Using (5.37), (6.8), and (4.11b) we thus obtain
uf — UE

1
Ifeallvs, S el +Y)¥2Y 0,07 .

<1. (7.26)

Y/\,u,oo

||P>\,u,oo
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Similarly, we have

E E
pU” +yo U
Q 2

)

1 1
fe2 = —35YQP(UE + 90, U") = ZY?0y
€ €

and so by appealing to (5.38), (6.8), and (4.11b) we may estimate

1 P + yO,UE
[ fenllva, S el 1+ Y22V 20,0 |Ip, , . | ——5— <1 (727)
€ y Y)\,M,OO
In a similar fashion, from (5.36), (6.9), and (4.11b) we have
1 ~
fesllvan S el @+ )20y, 102w 15 oo ST (7.28)
while from (5.38), (6.9), and (4.11b) we have
1 ~
feallva,. S <€l (0 +Y)* 200 [y 10" ¥2 oo ST (7.29)

This concludes the estimates for all the terms which have inverse powers of € in (7.25). The next seven terms in (7.25)
all have simple bounds in view of the bounds (4.11), (4.12), (4.13), and Lemmas 5.7, 6.1:

Ifesllvy, S €028y, SENQ+Y)2055||p,, . S €

[ fesllva, S elAo®lvs, S elAw®ly, o Se

I ferllva, S 106Ny, Sell(1+Y)* 2207 |p, ,, .

I fesllva, S ell@+Y)*20:00% |y e (13711 Py o + 110® = UPllya ) Se

I feollva, Sell1+Y)*20,07 by, N0:U" v, , . Se
<

||(1 + Y)3/2’UP||P/\,;L,OO (Hawqu”PA e, 00 + ||A’U,EHY/\ s 1,00 + ||611UE||Y)\ SH oo) 5 €
2
ol S 0+ V)20, G ey S €SI+ Y2050y, Y0270, S

i=0
(7.30)

| fe,10ll vy,

We note that the above stated estimate for the term f. 7 is responsible for the second term on the right side of (7.22).
It remains to consider the last two terms in (7.25). From Lemma 6.1 and using the bound

Ze 1+“)5sup((1+Y%/ ’ ddY’)

EEL

3 o0 3 Y/
S ((+7)F [y i Ty

tez Y

oo dY/
<A +Y) P su 1+Y%/ L —
R R A LW R R B e =

which holds since v > 4, and combining with estimates (4.11c) and (4.12), we obtain

~ )

[ fea2llva, SNO2U" |y, o H/ atdy’ (1+y)%/ atdy’ <e. (7.31)
Y Y)\,M Y P)\,M,OO
From the product rule, estimate (4.12), and Lemma 6.1, we also obtain
Ifeasllya, S el +Y)2028" |Ipy, @ |Ipy, o +ellQ+Y)20,07 | py . N|0:8" [Py, o Se- (7.32)

Adding the upper bounds in (7.26)—(7.32), completes the proof of the Y} , estimate claimed in (7.22).

In order to complete the proof for the lemma, it remains to estimate the S, norm of 9% (yd,)? (=0, f1 + 0x f2);
as noted earlier, we only give these details for the case ¢ = 7 = 0. As before, we separately consider the thirteen
terms in (7.25). We note that all terms that are a product of Prandtl part and Euler part are in fact small, in view
of the product estimates (4.11d)—(4.11e), and the previously established estimates (5.2)—(5.3) and (5.39) for Euler,
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respectively (6.8)—(6.11) for Prandtl; however, since we only wish to obtain an O(1) upper bound, we do not attempt
to estimate these terms in terms of optimal powers of e. Using (4.11e), (5.3), (5.39), and (6.8), we have
UE _ UE

Y

E_UE

vo,0PY e Y20,98|py
J ”

lfeallg, <

Sy H3 L3 (y=>1/2)

SIYA+ Y)Y 00" p e (I mrz e + 10%m) $1

since v > 4. For the next three terms, we similarly obtain
v® +y0,UP

E E
9 p U +y0o,U
YO0y QW ———— 2

7 SIA+Y)?* Y20 Q7| py , .

<1
H3 L3 (y>1/2)

lfezlls, S

Sp
ol & el YTl 10wlls, S [O+¥7720 o 070 S 1

E

~pU
Vfealls, S Hyamupg <

H”EHH;Lg(yzl/z) ~

< |V ouet

"

sa+yy-ionar|

P
.

vE‘
)

since v > 4. For the fifth and seventh terms in the right side of (7.25), which are linear in Prandtl terms, we appeal to
(4.11f) with g = 1 € L2L:°, to deduce

feslls, + 1 erlls, S €02, + 1102975, ST

For the only error term which is linear in the Euler solution, we note that

s, =€ HA‘*’EHSH e HyAwEHL2(y21+;L) te HyaﬂﬂAwEHm(yzuu) Sest

in view of (5.2). The remaining terms consist of Euler—Prandtl products, which are estimated using (4.11d)-(4.11f),
and Prandtl-Prandtl products, which are bounded using (4.11f) and the fact that

lg(z, ) a1 L wz1/2) < 9@ Vlmirg =1/ S 1Y gl 0w

for any A, u > 0 and any 6 > 0. We may thus show that

||fe>8||s S H62’DP”P/\# oo (HapHHle(y>l/2) + H“EHH;Lg(yZUQ) + HUEHH;) S

||fc-,9||s [ UPHP“LN [0a UEHHl ~

feaolls, S 10"l , . (\!32 w1/ I oz + 1207y ) S

enills, 102G,

[ fenzlls S H/ Ha;”UEHHl < H(1 +Y)vf%aP‘ ||33UEHH1 <

M Y P)\"J,’Qo x PX,M
lfosls, <2 [“a@re| s,
Y P)\,M,OO

where in the last two inequalities we have used that (1 + Y)%_V € L1, since v > 4. This completes the proof of
Lemma 7.6. 0

7.3.3. Modified Biot-Savart law. The first, third, and fourth terms in the definition of F' in (3.19) all involve the
vector (u,, v ), which is obtained from the error vorticity w, and the Prandtl boundary vertical velocity g = —T)P|y:0
(see (3.14)), via the div-curl system

—0Oyle + 0306 = we in H

Ozl + Oyve =0 in H
Ve = g = Ozh on OH . (7.33)
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The representation formula for the system (7.33) is as follows. With V+ = (—0y, 0z), we define the corrector
V-t (e=¥19=Ih(x)), which is curl-free, divergence-free, and its second component equals 9, h = g on OH. Therefore,

—0y (uc + me_laflyg> + Oy (vc — e_lazlyg) = We in H

8x <uc + me |az|yg> + 8y (Uc - 87|az|yg) =0 in H
ve — e 19:lvg =0 on  OH. (7.34)
Using the classical Biot-Savart law (cf. [47], or (6.2)—(6.3) in [38]), upon taking the Fourier transforms in « we deduce

© €]y

te,g(y) = — e 1ge
iy
Y 00
+%<_/ 6—\5\(2/—2)(1_8—2\5\2)(0&5(2)([24_/ e—lﬁl(z—y)(l+e—2|£|y)w07£(z)dz> (7.35)
0 y
and
veg(y) = e ¥lge
I () R T PR 6l () _ o 2lely
2| e (1—e Ywe,e(2) dz + e (I—e Jwee(z)dz | . (7.36)
0 y

As a direct consequence of the above formulae, we obtain an inequality for the velocity in a L°°-based analytic norm
in terms of the vorticity in a L}l-based analytic norm.

LEMMA 7.7 (Y3 ;00 Norm estimates for the modified Biot-Savartlaw). Let 11 € (0, p1. — vst) and A € (0, A.].
Then, the functions u. and v defined via the modified Biot-Savart law (7.35)—(7.36), satisfy the estimates

107 3y tellvs e S N0 wellva uns, 3 (Iwellva, + [¥0ywellva ) + 10591l p (7.37)

o (25

for all integers i,7 > 0 such that it + j < 1. Lastly, for 0 < ¢ < 1 we have

and

S ||a;+1we|‘y/\,“msu + ”a;-i_lg”P/\,n,oo

Yk,u,oo

1020ellvs o S N0zwellva s, + 10291y o - (7.38)

PROOF OF LEMMA 7.7. The proof follows closely estimates in Section 6 of [38] and Section 4 of [39]. For
simplicity, we only provide estimates for the real values in definition (4.5); the bounds along complex contour integrals
follow along the same lines. From (7.35) and (7.36), the velocity field (ue, ve) can be decomposed as

(tte, ve) = <—ée 'f'ygg,efygg> + (e, Te) , (7.39)
where (e, Ue) is obtained from the vorticity we by the usual Biot-Savart law on T x R (cf. (7.34)).

The first term on the right of (7.39) contributes the g terms on the right sides of (7.37)—(7.38) thanks to the
inequalities

(y|§|)jek(lwfy)lélef\f\y‘ < AHIEl ‘(ya )i (i)‘ < ¢l
Y

which hold for 0 < Rey < 1+ p.

For the second term on the right of (7.39), the estimates corresponding to (7.37)—(7.39) are given by the elliptic
estimates in Lemma 4.3, since the map we — (U, Ue) is the usual Biot-Savart law on T x R_.. The estimate claimed in
(7.38) for v, is immediate upon inspecting the second line in (7.36), and recalling the definitions (4.4), (4.5), (4.7). O

The estimate provided by Lemma 7.7 contains tangentially analytic norms of the trace term g, which we recall is
given in terms of the Prandtl solution as g(¢,x) = — fo 0,uf (x,Y,t)dY, where u¥ = u® — UP. However, this is
precisely the term which was bounded in estimate (6.9) of Lemma 6.1. By combining these estimates we obtain:
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COROLLARY 7.8. Fors € [0,T.] and p € (0, pis — 7y+8), we have

”aaic(yay)jue”h,u,m S ”aaichjweHYA,“ﬁSu +J (”WeHYA,# + HyayweHYx,u) +1, (7.40)
(O (ve — i
H(?Jay)J <u) < ||am+1WeHY,\,“ﬁSM +1, (7.41)
y Y)\,M,OO
1020 Vs poe S 1050ellyva s, +1, (7.42)

forintegers i, > 0 such thati+ 7 < 1.

7.3.4. Proof of Lemma 7.4, the forcing term. In this section, we establish the Y ,, and S, estimates for F" and its
first order tangential and conormal derivatives, as claimed in (7.13) and (7.14). We recall that F" is given by (3.19),
which we re-arrange by appealing to (3.7) as

F = 40wy — <vc8ywa + elzg(?yQP> — (a0 + any)wC —€ (ucaz + (EP + vc)(?y) We + (Oz f2 — Oy f1)
=F L. L FO), (7.43)

The estimate for the last term in (7.43), namely F'(®), was given earlier in Lemma 7.6, and these bounds are already
consistent with (7.13) and (7.14). We divide this section into four steps, in which we bound { F’ (1) }21:1.
Step 1. Bounding F'(!) in (7.43). We recall the definitions (3.7)—(3.8), which give that

1
FO = <8sz — 29,07 + 585#’) .
€

We apply Lemma 4.2, the improved product estimate in Lemma 6.2 for the term containing 9,2, the estimates (4.13),
(5.36), (6.8), (6.10), and Corollary 7.8 to obtain
IED v, = lluedawallys, S ltellvs e (10208 lvs, + 1+ €l 0u0” |1y, )
S 1+ lwellva uns, » (7.44)
where we used € < 1. The estimate for 9, F'(1) is essentially the same and gives
10 FDllvs o 14D 10evs s, (7.45)
i<1

Similarly, the application of yd,, results in two terms: When this operator acts on u, we use (7.40); on the other hand,
when this operator acts on w,, we use that yd, = Y 0y, the identity Oy oF = —0,u’, the bounds (5.36), (6.8), (6.9),
(6.10), and (6.20); in summary

lydy FPlly,, ST+ D 10550y Y wellva ns, (7.46)
i+j<1
The above three estimates are all consistent with (7.13).

Next, we bound the S, norm of the first term in (7.43). For (7, ) = (0,0), by appealing to Lemma 4.2 and the
bounds (5.2), (5.3), (6.8), (6.10), we obtain

1EO s, < Juellmeg e (10075, + V0275, +ell207p,, )

N Z 05 e L, (y>14p) (7.47)
i<1
Here we have implicitly used LS°(T) C L2(T). For (4,5) = (1,0), by a similar argument, we obtain
1 i
10.F Vs, 3 "6$ue"Lg?y(y21+u) . (7.48)

i<2
Lastly, for (¢,7) = (0, 1), we have

Oy FY = 40, (ueDpwa) = (Dytie)Dpwa + UedyOywa ,
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and thus by using the identity &y 9" = —0,u" and a similar argument to the bound (7.47), we have
19,F s, S 10yell s e (106l + V027 5y, +e 207, )
Hlllmizg e (1000 s, + [V20:0r g, + 03, )

SEDDN CRCAT T (7.49)
i+75<2

Step 2. Bounding F'(®) in (7.43). Appealing to (3.8) and dy " = —9,u", we write the second term in (7.43) as
1 1 -
—F(2) = veaywa + —QQaYQP = 'UeayWE - —2(’Ue - g)@YQP - ’Ueaiup
€ €

lve—g

= veawa — Yoy QF — Ue(ﬁﬂp . (7.50)
€

When (4,j) = (0,0), using the above decomposition, and appealing to Lemmas 4.2, 5.7, 6.1, Corollary 7.8, and
Lemma 6.2 for the term containing Y 9y QF, we obtain

Ve — 3

IF @l S Heellva e (1055 s, +€ll 0+ Y2020 I, ) +

Yk,u,oo

< (lwellys pns, +1) (1+€) + ([0awellys s, +1)
S+ [10iwellvs s, - (7.51)

i<1

Applying 9\ (yd,)? = 8% (Ydy)’, with i + j = 1, to the definition of F(2) in (7.50), and using that Rey < 1 for
y € Q,, yields a similar bound

1000, F@ vy, S 10500,V vellva e (10055 Ivs, + €1+ V)220, )

 loellv e (105057 P Ny, + ell(14+ V) 2052 (Y Oy YT |y, . )

oo (H572)

Vo — ¢
Y

+

Yk,u,oo

Yk,u,oo

S (10zwellys ns, + 1) + (105 wellvy uns, + 1) + (lwellys ,ns, + 1)
ST+ [0iwellys, s, - (1.52)

i<2

Here we have used 0, v, = —0,u. and Oyu’ = QF. All these terms are bounded by the right side of (7.13).
Next, we bound the S, norm of F® | as defined in (7.50). Using Lemma 4.2, Theorem 5.1, Lemma 6.1, and
Corollary 7.8, we obtain

1F@lls, S Woellms e oo (100ells, + 10287 s, )+ (el ze ot + I9la ) V200075
S ch||HéL§°(y21+‘u) (HawaHS + HazaywcHS + HaiaPHP)\’u’m)
+ (llvellH;LmHm 0P [ |<axap>g|dy> [v2ov®|,,
; 0
ST+ 105vell e (o (7.53)
i<1
The estimates for the .S, norm of 9’ 8ZF () follow similarly to (7.53) by applying the Leibniz rule, resulting in
i 0j (2 i
Z HaraviF( )HSu S+ Z Ha””UCHLg‘fy(yZH-M) ’ (7.54)
itj=1 i+j<2

and thus we omit the details.



ON THE EULER+PRANDTL EXPANSION FOR THE NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS 33

Step 3. Bounding F®) in (7.43). Recalling (3.7), we return to the third term in (7.43), which we re-write as
—FG = (ua0s + any)wC = uPwe + U Opwe + anwa .

First, we bound the Y}, ,, norm of F® je., for (i,7) = (0,0). By Lemma 4.2, Lemma 5.7, and Lemma 6.1, we have

. 1
ED s < (Pl + [l ) (Bl + H;

lyyelly,
Y, 4,00

S 10zwellys . + [[ydywellys, . - (7.55)
Similarly, for i 4+ j = 1, since Rey < 1 fory € €2, by Lemma 4.2, Lemma 5.7, and Lemma 6.1, we have

105 (50, FP v, S (102050 v, . e + 105,V Oy YT Iy . ) [Oawellva

11, ,
+ | i) =950" + 510z tellv e | N1yOywelly,
y YA,u,oo i
_ . . 1 ) .
(0 + 1 ) 105 00 Pl + (20 iy,
A, 00
< D onwo,Ywelly, - (7.56)

i+j<2

Next, we bound the S;, norm of F®) and its first tangential and conormal derivatives. When (i,7) = (0,0), by
Lemma 4.2, Theorem 5.1, and Lemma 6.1 we obtain

1Fs, 5 (Jla®]

mn i T 1T o, ) 18swells, + V2] 1 e o1 10ueells,
< D 005w, - (7.57)
itj=1

By a very similar argument, for ¢ + j = 1 we get

1050 FPls, < Y |0k d)we (7.58)

i+j<2

Is, -

Step 4: Bounding F' (4) in (7.43). It remains to consider the fourth term in (7.43), which we recall is given by
FW = ¢ (ue('“)mwe + (0¥ + Ue)aywe) ) (7.59)

This term is the only one which is nonlinear in we, but it has the added benefit that it has a power of € as a multiplying
factor. Using that (3.14) gives o¥ |y=0 = —g, and recalling the definition of 9% in (2.10), we rewrite

Y
(0" + 00)0yi00 = (e = 9) + (07 +.9) = (v — 9Oy — Dy [ DuaY”
0

Y
Ve — 9 1/ ~P v/
=le - = Ozu dY Oywe - (7.60)
( Y Y J, )y Yy

Using (7.59) and (7.60), we appeal to Lemma 4.2, Lemma 6.1, and Corollary 7.8, to arrive at

Ve — @

IFDlvs., S ellteliva, o 10uscellvs,, + (

" uazapupx,w) Iyl

Yk,u,oo

Se (1 + HWCHYA,,JWS#) Hawa”Y)\,u + (1 + 5”890”6”&,“05“) Hya'wa”Y)\,M s (7.61)

a bound which is consistent with (7.13). Similarly, for (¢, 7) = (1,0) we get

HawF(ZL)”YA,u Se (1 + Hawwe”Yx,uﬂSM) HawWeHYx,u + (1 + EHaiweHYx,#ﬁSu) ”yaywe”Yx,u
+ e (14 llwellva uns.) 103wellvs ,, + (1 + €llduwellys ns,.) 190y Oewellys . - (7.62)
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On the other hand, for (4, j) = (0, 1) we obtain

”yayF(zl)HYx,u Se (1 + ”WeHYA,#ﬁSH) ”yayawwe”Yx,u + (1 + eHawweHYx,uﬁSu) ”(yay)Qwe”Yx,u
+ e (14 10swellvs s, + lwelly, , + lydywely, , ) 10aellys.,
+ (1 + €)|0swellva uns,.) l¥Oywellys.,. - (7.63)

To conclude, it remains to estimate 9’ (yd, )7 F*) with respect to the S, norm. For (i, j) = (0,0), using (7.59),
Lemma 4.2, and Lemma 6.1, we have

IFDlls, S €l am 10wl + € (leellm o + 19715, ) 19yl

Se |1+ 00l e o T 1050l e 514, Zl 10, 0wel s, - (7.64)
i<1 i+j=

The estimate for 9, F*) is nearly identical, upon applying the Leibniz rule in x. For the 8yF(4) estimate, the only
special term is 9,9° Oywe = —e 0,u’ d,we, which nonetheless may be bounded using (4.11d) with § = 1. In
analogy to (7.64), for ¢ + 7 = 1 the resulting estimate is

10,05 FDlls, S e | 1+ D0 |0000ue]| e oy + 102050 | e oy | Do N0285ellg - (7:65)
i+j<2 i+j<2

Step 5: Conclusion of the proof of Lemma 7.4. By adding the upper bounds obtained in (7.44), (7.45), and
(7.46) for F(V), the estimates (7.51) and (7.52) for F'(?), the upper bounds (7.55) and (7.56) for F'®)| the estimates
(7.61), (7.62) and (7.63) for F®), and the bound (7.22) for F(®), we obtain the proof of (7.13).

By adding the upper bounds obtained in (7.47), (7.48), and (7.49) for FO) | the estimates (7.53) and (7.54) for
F®)_ the upper bounds (7.57) and (7.58) for F(3) the estimates (7.64) and (7.65) for F(*), and the bound (7.23) for
F©®) we obtain the proof of (7.13).

Lastly, we recall that bound (7.15) was previously established in Section 7.3.1, thereby establishing Lemma 7.4.

7.4. Proof of Proposition 7.1. According to definition (4.9), we fix 0 < ¢ < T, and let i € (0, p1 — 7Y4t). Using
the mild formulation (7.7), and applying Lemma 7.3, we obtain

ds
Mo — [ — V%S

t
> ||3i(y3y)3wc(t)lln,u§1+/ Yo 100, Y F(s)llv e+ Y 10:05F(s)lls,
0

i+j=2 i+7<1 i+5<1

+ / S UG F ), + 10 (5)s,) + 3 3 €l 1auge(s)] | ———

i<1 i<l ¢ P = =

where [ is as defined in (7.9). In particular, p. — @ — V.8 = (3/4)(ux — p — v48). Applying Lemma 7.4 and
Proposition 7.5, we deduce

. , E 1+ |lwe 1+ €l|we We
5 Wi, 51+ [ (e Gl
0

Rl fox == Yx8 (e — 1 = 7u8)4/3

ds + 571 .
P = B 008 Ve (e — = )4

3 oll2 1
+/ + el + ellloe Il (7.66)
0

In the above estimate, we have used the inequalities (7.15) and (7.17), applied the Holder inequality in time, and have
used the estimate

/t ds < 1
0 (b = p = yas)He ™y (e — pp = yut)®’
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which holds for a > 0 and & < 1. — «t. Now, using the definition of Y () norm, and fact that (p. — pu — v.t)'/? <
(f1« — ft — 7x5)"/3, and the fact that v, > 2, we get

(e = = 7)Y 7 1105(y0y Y we (D)l

=2
t t 1/3
ds (b — = t) /3 ds
§1+<1—|— sup ||welll, +€ sup ||we i)(/ +/
0<s<t el 0<s<t el 0 (e — = 728)2/% " Jo (e — pp — 7a5)*/3
1
St (s el + € sup [foel?) a.67)
Vs 0<s<t 0<s<t

Similarly to the argument leading to (7.66), using that p.. < 1 we also may show that

~

t
> 100, e, S1+ [ X 1000V FOIn, + 3 100 )]s, | ds

i+5<1 0 \irj<1 i+5<1
t
+ / S U0 FG)Iva, + 102F(3)]ls,) +Zzeﬂ‘f‘|§| Orge(s)] | ds
i<1 i<l ¢

51+/ L+ flwelll, +€”|“j°!|8d L/
o (e —p—ys)¥/

1
<1+ 7— ( sup lwelll s + € sup [lewelll ) (7.68)

* \0<s<
Combining (7.67) and (7.68), taking a supremum over all y € (0, e« — Yxt), and appealing to the definition of the
Y (¢) norm in (4.9), concludes the proof of (7.4).
8. The Z norm estimate
In this section, we obtain a bound on the Z norm, defined in (4.8), for w,.. From (3.17), we recall that w, satisfies
Byve — €2 Awe + €(uedy + VeOy )wWe + (UqOzwe + Vo Oywe) + (UeOzwa + VeOywa) = ﬁ,
where )
F = —E—gayQP — Oy f1+ Oz fa.
Denote ¢(y) = y(y) where 1» € C*° is a non-decreasing function such that ) = 0 for 0 < y < % and ¢p = 1 for
y > 5. Observe that [ywellz2(y>1) < l[¢we| 2. The function
)= > 60,0)we|7a

i+j<3

satisfies

dQ
T S (62 + €llvell oo (y>1/0) T |Ua|Loo(y>1/4))Q
+

(5 Z H(?Zayuc”Loo y>1/4) + Z |3i3§Ua||L°°(y21/4))Q

1<itj<2 1<itj<2
(e 10O+ 3 IO ) 1P
i+j=3 i+j=3

+ (€2 4 € llvell poe 1 jasy<rya) + 1all o rasy<ryn) Do 1005wellZz | 1/a<y<1/2)
i+j<3
+ Z ||313§Uc||L°°(y21/4) Z ||8iaiwa”L2(y21/4)

0<i+j<2 0<it+j<4

+ > 0005ue®)] oo jay) D 100050y + D 10205 F Il 21/0@, (8.1
i+j=3 i+j=1 i+5<3
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where ©e = (e, Vo) and u, = (ua, va). Also, by (7.1), we have
Q(0) S 1. (8.2)
Our next goal is to estimate the right hand side of the inequality (8.1). First, we estimate the error velocity u, in terms

of the error vorticity, which is needed in several terms in (8.1).

LEMMA 8.1. Forall § € (0,1/2), we have
S 0B, o) + O 05D s (s S 1 Il
0<i+j<2 i+j=3 A
where the implicit constants depend on 0. Also, we have the bound
> N0L0jwe ()l Lo, (s<y<ssay + D Haiaiwe(f)HLiyy(yZ(;) S LA fleells -
0<i+j<2 i+j=3
PROOF OF LEMMA 8.1. Recall from (3.14) that g = —%|y—o. By the estimate (6.10), we obtain
19igll oy S 1, 1 € Np, (8.3)

where the implicit constant depends on ¢, as long as v > 5/2. The rest of the proof proceeds exactly as in the proof of
[39, Lemma 5.1]. Note that the proof depends on the Biot-Savart law (7.35)—(7.36), and the only difference between
the Biot-Savart law here and in [39] is the presence of g, which is simply bounded by (8.3). O

Next, we bound the Sobolev norms of the approximate velocity u, and vorticity w, from (3.7)—(3.8).

LEMMA 8.2. Assume y > 5/2. Forall § € (0,1/2)
> 100z, w20 + 3 1020wl 2 (o ST (8.4)
0<i+5<3 i+j=4
where the implicit constants depend on 0. Also, we have the bound

> 18 wa®lls, oxy<am + Y [0:0wa(d)]ls sy ST 8.5)

0<i+j5<2 i+j=3

PROOF OF LEMMA 8.2. Recall that u, = u® + %" and v, = v¥ 4 €o". Since (5.16) holds, in order to prove the
claimed upper bound for the first term in (8.4), we only need to prove

Z 10505" (6)]| Los, w0y + 1050587 (D)l e, (v20) S 1- (8.6)
0<i+j<2
Note that the bound on the first term in (6.9) implies

1

i 3 ~P < - ..
|amayu (Y)| ~ yij+v=3/2’ 1] € NOv
where the implicit constant depends on ¢ and j. The bound for the first term in (8.6) then holds if we assume v > 3/2.
The bound for the second term in (8.6) is the same, except that we use (6.10) instead of (6.9) and we assume v > 5/2.

For the bound on the second term in (8.4), recall that Y = y/e and thus

Y2z ys) = 61/2||f(Y)||L3(y25/e) :
The bound on the first component of the velocity then holds if v > 2 and for the second component if v > 3.
In order to prove the estimate (8.5), we use (5.16) for the Euler part, while for the Prandtl part we have the bound

o 1
7 P . .
10,05 (Y)| S v i,7 € No, 8.7
which follows from (6.8). The bound for the first term in (8.5) then holds if v > 1 while the bound for the second term
in (8.5) follows if v > 3/2. O

Finally, we state the bound for the forcing term F.
LEMMA 8.3. Assume that v > 2. For every § > 0, we have
||a;26';ﬁ||lliyy(y2§) S 17 Z,] € NOu

where the implicit constant depends on i, j, and § > 0.
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PROOF OF LEMMA 8.3. Observing the expansion (7.24) for —9, f1 + 0 f2, we note that all terms contain prod-
ucts of Prandtl and Euler velocities and vorticities. To avoid repetition, we only estimate the higher order term, which
is the first term in (7.24) and requires bounding e ~20%0J [ QF in L?(y > 6). Using (8.7), we get

050797 || L2y>s) S 1
provided v > 2 since

1Y " lz2ze) = €21V 7 l2vza/0 S €
where the constant depends on €. g

Next, we give the bound for the Z norm of the error vorticity w,, which we recall, cf. (4.8), is given by

l[well z = [[well s = 1505 05well L2y 1) -
2

i+j<3 i+j<3
PROPOSITION 8.4 (The Z norm estimate). Assume that supco 1y |[we|l, is finite. Then we have the bound
¢ t
foollz 5 (14 [ 0+ ol as)exo (€ [ 1+ han(oll s ) 89
0 0
provided v > 5/2.

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 8.4. Applying the bounds in Lemmas 8.1, 8.2, and 8.3 in (8.1), we get

dQ
= S U+ @)@+ (1 + Jwll)
Using also (8.2) and applying the Gronwall lemma, we obtain (8.8). g

9. Proof of Theorem 3.1
The main result of the paper follows from the definition (2.12) and the following result:

THEOREM 9.1. Assume that the Navier-Stokes initial vorticity oJONS is given by (2.12), where the Euler initial
vorticity satisfies (5.1) and the Prandtl initial vorticity satisfies (6.1), for some Ao > 0, independent of e. Moreover,
assume that weo that satisfies (7.1) for some Az, us > 0, independent of €. Then, there exists a v, > 2 sufficiently
large, independent of €, such that with the parameters ., T\ € (0, 1] defined in (7.3) we have that

sup lwe (-, 1)l < Cs
te[0,T%]

for a constant C. > 0 independent of e.

PROOF OF THEOREM 9.1. Under the assumption (5.1), the Euler solution satisfies the estimates in Lemma 5.7,
for suitable (T3, A1, 1). Assuming (6.1), and using that the Euler trace U¥ is known to be real-analytic in x, the
Prandtl solution obeys the bounds in Lemma 6.1 for suitable (75, A2, p2). Define the parameters fi., Tx, A € (0,1] as
in (7.3), and let 7, > 2 be a free parameter. With these fixed parameters, define the norm ||-|||, by (4.10).

By combining Proposition 7.1 and Proposition 8.4, and using that by (7.3) we have T, < ~. !, we obtain the
following a priori estimate for the cumulative error vorticity:

Cy 9
llwe @)l; < Co+ — ( sup |lwell; + € sup |||w0|||5>
Y \0<s<t 0<s<t

C C
0 (14 S+ s ol exo (S04 sup [l ) ©.1)
Y 0<s<t Vs 0<s<t
for a sufficiently large constant Cyy which is independent of 7, and €, and for all ¢ € [0, T%]. Moreover, due to (7.1),
the definitions (4.10) and (7.3), we also have
llweollp < Co,

by possibly enlarging the value of Cy. Since ¢ < 1, we deduce that upon choosing v, > 2 to be sufficiently large,
solely in terms of C, we have

sup [Jwe()[l, < 2Co, 92)

t€[0,T%]

which completes the proof upon letting C,. = 2Cj. 0
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10. Proof of Corollary 3.2

We conclude the paper by deducing the main corollary.

PROOF OF COROLLARY 3.2. We start by proving the inequality (3.2), which in light of (3.4)—(3.5) amounts to
showing that u. and ve are O(1), uniformly in e with respect to the L°°(H) norm.
First, by (3.1), we have

flwe O, S 1, t€[0,T]. (10.1)
Using (7.40) with 7 = 57 = 0, we get
[tellvs. o oo S lwellva, ons, +1 S flwe( Ol +1 51, (10.2)

where A, and . are as in the beginning of Section 4.3. Similarly, the bound (7.42) with ¢ = 0 analogously implies

[[vellya, e ST
Next, using (8.4) with ¢ = 7 = 0 and (10.1), we get
o)l 25, 2172) + 0e(®) 1150, (172 S 1. (103)
Combining (10.2)—(10.3), and recalling the definition (4.5), we get
Jue(®)llzee, + lve(®)llLee, S 1,

Ty N

and (3.2) follows.
Next, we turn to the second assertion, (3.3). Let K C H be such that dist(K, 0H) =: dx > 0. The inequality
(3.3) then follows from (3.2) and (3.4)—(3.5) by observing that

1T° || Loe (v > die ) + 107 oo (v an o) S €
which follows from the bounds (6.9)—(6.10), due to the fact that v was chosen sufficiently large. Note that the bound
(3.3) is not uniform as dx — 0. ]

REMARK 10.1. The conclusion of Theorem 3.1 is stronger than the fact that the vanishing viscosity limit holds
with respect to the energy norm. Namely, if in addition to the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 (or Remark 3.1), we assume

that the Navier-Stokes data belongs to L?(H), and suppose that lim_,o || (ud® — uf}, v)" — vf) ||L2(H) = 0, then the
vanishing viscosity limit holds in the energy norm:
lim sup [|(u™® —u® o™ —0oF) (-, 8)|| L2 = 0. (10.4)

€=0¢e0,70]

In order to verify (10.4), denote the strip S = {(z,y) € H: 0 < y < 1}. By (7.40), (7.42), and (10.1), we have that

[Oztte||L2(s) + [[Oavel[L2(s) S 1 (10.5)
Similarly, using (5.37) and (5.38) we get

[0xu™ || 25y + [1020" | L2(s) S 1,
and finally, (6.9) and (6.10) give

020" || L2(s) + 102" || L2(s) S 1 (10.6)
From the inequalities (10.5)-(10.6), together with the ansatz (3.4)—(3.5), we obtain

102u™% 25y + 1020 | L2¢s) S 1,

uniformly in € € (0, 1]. Applying the criterion (2.13) in [58] with o = 3/4, we conclude that (10.4) holds.
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