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REMARKS ON THE STEADY PRANDTL BOUNDARY LAYER
EXPANSIONS

CHEN GAO AND LIQUN ZHANG

ABSTRACT. We continue the study of the validity of the Prandtl boundary layer expansions
in [4], where by estimating the stream-function of the remainder, we proved if the Euler flow
is perturbation of shear flows when the width of domain is small. In this paper, we obtain
a new derivatives estimate of stream-function away from the boundary layer and then prove
the validity of expansions for any non-shear Euler flow, provided the width of domain is
small.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the stationary incompressible Navier-Stokes equations
U°U% + VeUy — eAU® 4+ P =0,
(1.1) UV +VEVy —eAVE+ Py =0,
U +Vy =0,

posed in a two dimensional domain Q = {(X,Y) : 0 < X < L,Y > 0}. The no-slip boundary
conditions are set on the boundary Y = 0:

US(X,0) =0, VE(X,0)=0.

We are concerned with the asymptotic behavior of solution [U¢, V¢] when ¢ is small. A formal
limit ¢ — 0T should lead to the Euler flow [U°, V?] inside :

UvuY +vOUyY + Py =0,
(1.2) VY + VO 4+ P =0,
U+ =0.
Naturally, we pose the system ([2]) with no penetration boundary condition on ¥ = 0:
VO(X,0) =0.

Generically, there is a mismatch between the tangential velocities of the Euler flow U°(X,0) #
0 and the prescribed Navier-Stokes flow U¢(X,0) = 0 on the boundary, because of the
difference of boundary conditions imposed on the two systems.

According to the classical Prandtl boundary layer theory, there exists a thin layer which
connect with U®(X,0) and U®(X,0). Precisely, we take the Prandtl’s variables:

1.3 =X = —.
(1.3) v=X =g
In these variables, we express the solution of the NS equations [U¢, V¢] via [u®, v°] as
[US(X,Y), VE(X,Y)] = [u (2, y), Vev' (z,9)]
1
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in which we note that the scaled normal velocity v° is - of the original velocity V¢ to satisfy

B

the divergence-free condition. Similarly, P¢(X,Y) = p°(z,y). In these new variables, the

Navier-Stokes equations (I.I]) now read

i

uug + vy + Py = U, + €U,

(1.4) e[utvy + vy | + pf, = €lvy,, + evg,],
ug + vy = 0.

Let € — 0, it leads to the Prandtl equations:

0,0 0.0 0 0
UpUpy + VplUpy — Upyy + Py = 0,
(15) pgy = 07

0 0 _
Upg + Upy =0,

with u2]y20 = 0. Prandtl hypothesized that when viscosity ¢ is small the Navier-Stokes flow
can be approximately decomposed into two parts:

€ NuO _UO uO i
(1‘6) U (XvY) ~ e(XvY) e(X7 0) +Y p(X7 \/5)7
VE(X’Y) ~ ’US(X, Y) + \/EUS(X7 %)7

in which [u?,v0] = [U?, V7] denotes the Euler flow.

The verification of the viscosity vanishing limits is a challenging problem in general. There
are lots of studies in recent year. For non-stationary case, the problem in the analytic case
was proved in [23], [24] and [25]. In 2014, Mackawa [21I] proved the convergence under the
assumption on the initial vorticity vanishing in the neighbourhood of boundary. Fei, Tao and
Zhang [3] generalized this result to 3D case by energy methods. In [5], Gerard-Varet, Maekawa
and Masmoudi established the Gevrey stability for Prandtl type shear flows. Chen, Wu and
Zhang gave a new proof of Gevrey stability for steady profile by resolvent estimate method in
[1]. Later, Gerard-Varet, Maekawa and Masmoudi [6] showed the Prandtl expansion around
concave boundary layer in Gevrey space. There are some results of instablity in Sobolev
space, cf. [§]-[10].

For the steady case, the problem is considered in Sobolev space. In this situation, the

Euler flow [u?,v?] in expansion (L8] is always shear flow [u2(Y),0]. An important progress

er e
was made by Guo, Nguyen [I3] for Prandtl boundary layer expansions for the steady Navier-
Stokes flows over a moving plate. Then Iyer [14] extended this result into a rotating disk.
They considered the Euler flow is shear or rotating shear, Prandtl profile is strictly positive
and the width of region or the angle of sector is small. Later, Iyer [15] generalized the result
in [I3] for the perturbation of shear flow. After that, Iyer in [I6], [I7] and [I8] justified the
steady Prandtl expansion over a moving plane in (0,00) x (0,00) under the assumption of
constant shear Euler flow and smallness of the boundary layer profile. In 2018, a significant
work by Guo and Iyer [12] showed the convergence result for no-slip boundary conditions in
shear Euler flows in the case the width of the region L is small. Inspired by the methods in
this work, we introduced a new quantity, the quotient of steam-function and the approximate
solution, in [4]. By estimating that quantity, we justified the validity of expansion (LG
for the perturbation of shear Euler flow when L is small. Moreover, we showed when the
Euler flow is shear and Prandtl profile is in monotonic class, (L6 is right even L is large.
Recently, Iyer and Masmoudi in [I9] also estimated the quantity introduced in [4] to show
the stability of the Prandtl expansion in domain (0,00) x (0,00). In that work, the Euler
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flow is considered as special shear flow [1,0] and the solution of Prandtl equation is famous
Blasius flow in monotonic class. There are also the stability results for Prandtl type shear
flow of Navier-Stokes equations with force term in X-periodic domain cf. [7] and [2].

In this paper, we continue our earlier work in [4]. We assume that the outside Euler flow
[w(X,Y),v?(X,Y)] satisfying the following hypothesis:

O<coéug<Co<oo,
(VY™ [, 0] || Lo < oo for m > 1.

er e

(1.7)

Here (Y) =Y + 1 and k is a large constant. The special case for Euler flow is shear flow
[ud(Y"),0] which discussed in [12] and [4].

e
We consider the Prandtl equations with the positive data.

(1.8) {ugugm + vgugy - ugyy —I—pgx =0, pgy =0, ugx + vgy =0, (z,y)€(0,L) xRy,

0 _ 7170 0 _ .0 _ 0 _ .0
up|$=0 - UP(y)v up|y:0 - Up|y:0 =0, up|yT00 - ue|Y=0'
Ug is a prescribing smooth function such that

Up >0fory >0, 9,U0) >0, 8§U2 —ud(z,0)ul,(x,0) ~ y* near y = 0,

(1.9) o 0
0y {Up — u.(x,0)} decay fast for any m > 0.

By the classical result in [22], under above conditions on Ug, if L is small enough, equations

(L) admit a classical solution [u), v)] satisfying:

(1.10) ug > 0 for y > 0, ugy\yzo > 0,
' Vm{ug —u2(0)} decay fast as y — oo for any m > 0.

Now we state our main result.

Theorem 1.1. Assume the Euler flow [u®,00] satisfies (1.7), the Prandtl profile satisfies
(II0d), L is a constant small enough, then there exist eq(L) > 0 depending on L, such that
for 0 < e < eq, equations (1) admits a solution [U¢, V] € W2%(Q), satisfying:

U — ud + ully—o — u| L < CVE,

111
— IVE = vdllre < CVE,

with the following boundary conditions:
(U5, VE]ly=0 =0,

0%, V]l x—0 = [u0(0,Y) — u2(0,0) + u(0, %) + VEao, 12(0,Y) + v/Eby),

Y
=)

(1.12)

(U, V] x=r = ud(L,Y) — u)(L,0) + u)(L, + Veap, vQ(L,Y) 4+ /eby].
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Here C is a constant independent of L and ¢,

ao(Y) = u}(0,Y) + ub(0, %) T+ VE2(0,Y) + VE2(0,
ar(Y) = u}(L,Y) + ub(L, %) +VER(L,Y) + vEad (L,
%) L 0M(0.Y) + VER (O,
Y
NG

Ve

<=

)7

B

Y
NG

) +oX(L,Y) + Vevt (L, %) + Ve (L, Y) + etd(

bo(Y) = v)(0, )+ VEvZ(0,Y) + 07 (0,

~—

br(Y) = vy (L,

Y
%)7
Y
L7%)7

are smooth functions constructed in Proposition [{.4}

Unlike the assumptions of shear flows or their perturbation in previous works, this theorem
shows the expansions (L) for any non-shear Euler flow which ! is strictly positive. This
result and the second result in [4] coincide with the classical results of Oleinik and Samokhin
[22] for solutions of Prandtl’s equation. They show the local well-posedness (L is small) of
Prandtl equation for any uY(X, 0) is strictly positive and the global well-posedness (L is any
constant) for u’y(X,0) > 0. And we show the Prandtl expansions for non-shear Euler flow
when L < 1 in this paper and shear Euler flow when L is any given constant in [4].

To prove the theorem, we first construct the approximate solutions Uy = [Us, V] of Navier-
Stokes equations, which is similar to [4]. The main difficulty is estimating the remainders
U := U*® — Uy, where U satisfies the following linearized Navier-Stokes equations:

(1.13) —eAU+U, VU4 U -VU,+VP=F.

But when Euler flows is non-shear, V; ~ v? is not small. We notice that v2(X,0) = 0, so v¥ is

small near the boundary {(X,Y)|Y = 0}. It leads us to estimating the stream-function away
from the boundary layers. We estimate the derivatives of stream-function in outer area, i.e.
{Y > ¢ > 0}, and combine this estimate with some estimates we obtained in [4], to show the
stream-function can be dominating by F, which essentially leads to the proof the theorem.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we show the main profile of the approx-
imation solution. In Section 3, we estimate the stream-function of remainder. In Section 4,
we prove the main theorem. The construction of the high-order approximation solutions is
in Appendix.

2. CONSTRUCTION OF THE APPROXIMATE SOLUTION

The construct of the approximate solutions is similar to [4]. We will need higher order ex-
pansions, as compared to (L6, in order to control the remainder. Actually, the approximate
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solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations are as the following form:

U(X,Y) ~ul(X,Y) + (X, =) + VERL (X, Y) + ub (X, ~=)

\/’

T e2(X,Y) + (X, )],

VE

)+ VEPL(X, V) + RA(X, %)}
Y % Y

+€[ z(X7Y)+pb(X7_)]+ pg’(X %)7

in which [ué, v, pé] and [ug, vg, pZ], with j = 0, 1,2, denoting the FEuler profiles and boundary
layer profiles, respectively. Here, we note that these profile solutions also depend on €. And
the Euler flows are always evaluated at (X,Y’), whereas the boundary layer profiles are at

(x. 1),

Notation. For convenience, we will introduce some notation here. we write
)= Codig
() y=0 = ()12 (v=0);
=1 lleg,,
and
I oo =11+ llzsg, = I+ Il zge, -

We denote a < b which means there exist a positive constant Cp, s.t. a < Cyb, here Cj is
independent on /z and L. And we write a = O(b) as |a| < b.

Let 1

2.1. The leading order of approximate solution. Recall the Euler flow [u,v?].

be the stream-function of [u?, 7]
Y
(22) ¢(X7Y) = / US(X, Y/)dY/a Yy = u(e]a vx = _Uga
0
then Euler equations (L2]) are equivalent to:
(2.3) A = F().

From the assumptions in (7)), we can know that F, together with sufficiently many deriva-
tives are bounded and decaying in its argument.
For Prandtl equations, there is a famous result due to Oleinik [22]:

Proposition 2.1 (Oleinik). Assume boundary data U% € C™ satisfies (I.9), then for some

L > 0, equations ([I.8) exists a solution [ug,vg], satisfying, for some yg, mg > 0,
sup |u Oy u s Oyy 8wu2| <1,
(0,L)%(0,00)
(2.4) inf ayug >mgy > 0,

(OvL)X(OvyO)
ug >0, fory>D0.
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In fact, if U}% satisfies high order parabolic compatibility conditions at the corner (0,0),
then [ug, US] are smooth enough. The compatibility conditions are discussed in our previous
works [4]. Following the proof of Oleinik in [22], we have:

Lemma 2.2. If U% € C* satisfies (I9) and high order parabolic compatibility conditions,
then

(2.5) )M VF(ud(2,y) — ud(2,0)]|le S 1, for 0<k<K,
here K and M are constants.

After we solved Prandtl’s equation (L8], we set

up(@,y) = up(z,y) — ug(,0),

o0
vy (z,y) = / up, (2, y)dy/
)

and pj) = 0. The construction of high-order approximate solutions [ul,v}], [u2,v?2], [u},vi]

and [42,97] is in Appendix. We denote the [Us, V] as the following:

UL(X,Y) =d(X,Y) + ud(X, %) VR (X, Y) + (X %)}
(X, Y) + a3(X, %)L
Vi(X,Y) =o0(X,¥) + VERD(X, o) + 0L (X, )] + ol (X, ~) + 02(X, )]
(2.6) 3 , TVE TVE
+€5@§(X, ﬁ)’
Po(X,Y) =p0(X.,Y) + (X, %) +VERLXY) + P (X, %)1
e (X,Y) + pR(X, %)} L ednd(x, %»

Then the errors
Rl = UsUsX + ‘/;USY - EAUS + PsX:

(27) R2 = Us‘/;X + VYSVVSY - €A‘/s + PsY7
satisfy

3
(2.8) [Rall + [[Rall S e2.

Next we show the main profile of [Us, V).

2.2. The main profile of approximate solution. In order to obtain the estimates of the
remainder, we need to know more information about [Us, Vj].

Us(X,Y) =ud(X,Y) + ud (X, %) +0(Ve),

Vi(X,Y) =02(X,Y) + Ve(v) (X, %) +0,(X,Y)) + O(e).
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Since u2(X,Y) is strictly positive, u)(X
when = < 1,

,\/)>OforY>0u(X,O)—0andu (X,0) >0,

Ve
Y Y Y _ Y
w)(X,Y) + up (X, ﬁ) = ud(X,Y) — ud(X,0) + up(X, ﬁ) A NN
whenlg%éa_%,
YX Y OXX—OXY—OXO OXX Y+1>1
ue( ) )+ub( 7\/5)_71’@( ) ) ue( 7)+up( 7\/E)N +121,

Y
uwd(X,Y) + up (X, 7

So Ug ~ %, when Y < /e, and Ug ~ 1, when Y > /e.
One can easily see for 4,5 > 0,

105 Uslloo S 15 105 Valloo S 1,

VEIYI0H U o S VYT U0 0 + ﬂn%a;“u%w +O(VE) <1,

(2.9)
VE VIOV, oo S VE VIOl o + VE' |- v Oy e +O(VE) S 1.
\/7
Let § be a positive constant satisfying § > 54 when Y < 9, we have
(2.10) [Vs| < 6Us.

In fact, when Y < /g,
‘ (XY)’<Y \/__<\/_U8N ER
\/_
when /e <Y <§
e (X, V)| SY S YU < UL
When Y > §, for any j > 0,

Us(X,Y) = B ul(X,Y) + O(VE),

%
(2.11)
HVA(X.Y) = 0 ud(X.Y) +O(VE).

In fact since ug(X Y, UZ (X,y) decay fast when y — oo, for some large M,
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3. ESTIMATES OF THE REMAINDER

In this section, we show the estimates of the remainder. Let

(3.1) Us=Us+U, VE=V,+V.
Then
UsUx + UsxU + ViUy + UsyV — eAU + Px = —{R1 + UUx + VUy },
(3.2) UsVx + VixU + ViVy + Viy V — e AV + Py = —{Ry + UVx + Vi },
Ux +Vy =0.

We consider the linearized equations:
UsUx +UsxU + VUy +UsyV — eAU + Px = Fi,
(3.3) UsVx + VixU + ViVy + Voy V — eAV + Py = By,
Ux+Vy =0.
Our critical estimates is the following proposition.
Proposition 3.1. Under the assumptions in theorenll 1], if
[U,V] € W2H(Q) n W, %(Q)
satisfies the equations (3.3), then
(3.4) IVeUx, VeUy, VeVx, VeV, U, V| < C(||Fi|| + || F)).

Let @ be the stream-function of U,V that is, &x = —V,dy = U, We can solve the
stream-function by this way

Y
(3.5) O(X,Y) = /0 U(X,Y')dy".

According to the boundary conditions [U, V]g = 0 and Ux + V3 = 0, We have
Dlx—g=P|x=1 = Ply=0 =0,

(3.6) |x=0 = @ ly=0

Px|x=0=Px|x=1 = Py|y=0 = 0.

If U,V € L2(), then &y, dy € L2(Q).

Because [U, V] satisfy the equations [3.3]), We can deduce the equation of stream function
37 UADyx — Dx AU, — eA%® + V,ADy — Oy AV, = Oy Fy — Ox Fs,
' P|x=0 = ®[x=1 = Ply=0 = Px|x=0 = Px[x=1 = Py|y=0 = 0.

It is the fourth-order elliptic equation for @, the boundary conditions are about ¢ and its
derivatives.
Let G = [}%, G and O satisfy

(38) {aXX [U2Gx] + dxy [U2Gy] — eA*® + R[®] = dy Fy — Ox Fy,
Glx=0 = G|x=1 = Gly=0 = Gx|x=0 = Gx|x=1 = 0.

where R[®] = V;APy — Ugx AP — Oy AV, + PAU,x. We define two norms of G-

|Gl == UGx|? + IUsGy %,

IGI% = e{IVUGxx|” + 2|VUGxy[* + VU Gyy |}

We start with the following Hardy-type’s inequality in [4].

(3.9)
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Lemma 3.1. If H € W'2(0,00), 0 < £ < 1, then
C
2 /TT 2 2
Proof. Let x : — [0,1] be a smooth cut-off function supported in [0,2], and x|jo1] = 1,

/ H2dy</ H2( dY+/ H*(1—x (g—\/g))de

Recall the leading profile of U,
Y
= Zf Y < \/57
Uy ~ { Ve

1, if Y > Ve

Sowhen%gl,l—x(ﬁ)gg—yeg% ndwhen\[ 1,1—X(%)§1§%. We have
H*(1 = x(+=))%dY < —/ UZH?dY.
; ( X(S\/E)) e
And
o0 Y >~y Y Y
H*\*(—=)dY = —2/ Y HHy x> 2/ ——H?*\/ dy
/0 (5\/5) (f\/_) o &vE ( xf) Xt x/E)

© y
dy — H?| (—=)|x(=—=)dY
PR + [ (PN ()
56&/ UsHde+?/ UZH?dY.
0 0
The proof is complete. O

The next lemma is a basic elliptic estimate in [4], it is true even though Euler flows is
non-shear.

Lemma 3.2. Let G be the solution of equation (3.8), L > 0, then

(3.10) IGI% S IGI% + 0y Fy — Ox F2, G).
Proof. Take the inner product of (B.8)); and —G.
First term

(Oxx[U2Gx],—G) =(0x[U2Gx],Gx) = (UUsxGx,Gx)
(3.11) .
=0(||Gx ).

Second term
(312 (Oxy [UGy], —G) =(0x[U2Gy],Gy) = (UsUsx Gy, Gy)
=0(||Gy|1).
Bi-Laplacian term is
(—eA*®, —Gw) = e(Pxxxx +2Pxxyy + Pyyyy, Gw).
e(Pxxxx,G) =—e(Pxxx,Gx) = e(Pxx,Gxx)
=e(UsGxx +2UsxGx + Usx xG, Gx x)
=e(UsGxx,Gxx) —eUsxxGx + UsxxxG, Gx),

=e(UsGxx,Gxx) +O0(c]|Gx|?).

(3.13)
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Next

3.14
§—2EBI>Xny, —G) =— (2ePxxy,Gy) = 2ePxy,Gxy)
=2e(UsGxy + UsxGy + UsyGx + Usxy G, Gxy),
=2e(UsGxy,Gxy) — e(UsxxGy, Gy) — e(UsyyGx,Gx)
—2e(UsxyGy,Gx) —2e(UsxyyG,Gx)
=2e(UsGxy, Gxy) + O(ellGy [|” + el|Usyy oo |Gx I* + €| Usxyy lo | Gx HIGI)
=2¢(U;Gxy,Gxy) + O(|Gx|* + |Gy |]?).

(3.15)
(—ePyyyy, —G) = — e(Pyyy,Gy) = (Pyy, Gy)|y=0 + (Pyy, Gyy)
=e(UsGyy + 2Usy Gy + Usyy G, Gy ) [y =o
+e(UsGyy + 2Usy Gy + Ugyy G, Gyy)
=2e(Usy Gy, Gy)|y=0 + e(UsGyy, Gyy) + e(2Usy Gy + Usyy G, Gyy)
=e(Usy Gy, Gy)|ly=0 +e(UsGyy, Gyy) — e2Usyy Gy + Usyyy G, Gy)
=e(Usy Gy, Gy)ly=o0 +e(UsGyy, Gyy)

G
+ O (e|Usyy oo |Gy 1> + EHYUsYYYHooH?WGYH)
=e(Usy Gy, Gy)|y=o + e(UsGyy, Gyy) + O(||Gy|?),

where we use the Hardy inequality ||| < ||Gy| and @3). Since Usy|y—o = ud-(X,0) +

%ugy(X ,0) > 0, the first two terms are positive above. According to (Z3),

Vv llso S 10y (02 + VEu))lloo + vVE S llvgy + thylloe +VE S 1,
0
v
H‘/;UsY”oo 5 HU(e)UsYHoo +1 5 H?GHOOHYUsYHOO +1 5 L,

[®x| = [[UGx + UsxG|| S |Gxl,

G
1@y [l =11UsGy + Usy GI| S IGY || + I0sy Yool 711 S NG [l

The R[®] term can be estimated as

(Vs®xxy,—G) =(Vs®xy,Gx) + (VoxPxy, G)
=(Vs(UsGxy + UsxGy + UsyGx + UsxyG), Gx)
— (Vsx®x,Gy) — (VaxyPx,G)

(3.16) =— %((VSUS)YGX, Gx) + (Vs(UsxGy + UsyGx + UsxyG),Gx)
— (Vaix®x, Gy) — (Vixy ®x, G)
=O(|IViUsy [lsoIGx II* + VaUsxv o |G Gx | + 1Gx [1* + Gy [7)
=0(|Gx | + 1Gv 7).
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(Vs®yyy, —G) =(Vs®yy, Gy) + (Voy Pyy, G)
=(Vs(UsGyy + 2Usy Gy + UsyyG), Gy)
— (Vay @y, Gy) — (Vayy Py, G)

1
(3.17) =— 5((‘/5U3)YGY7 Gy) + (Vs 2Usy Gy + UsyyG), Gy)
— (Vay @y, Gyw) — (Vayy @y, G)
V. G G
_ 2 s 2 el -
=0(||Gy|]* + || v lloo IY UsYYHooHYHHGYH + HYVSYYHOOHYHH(I)YH)
=0(|Gy|?).

(~UsxAD, —G) = — (Usx Px,Gx) — (UsxxPx, G)
(3.18) —(Usx @y, Gy) — (Usxy Py, G)
=0(|Gx|* + Gy |?).
(3.19) (= @y AV, + ®AUsx, ~G) =0(||Gx||* + |Gy |*).
Collect (BII)-([3I9), we can obtain the follow inequality:
IGIE SNGx|? + Gy [? + [(0y Fr — 0x F», G).
By lemma [3.1] for any 0 < £ < 1,

1
IGx|)? SgHUsGXHQ + &gV UGxy|?

1
S§IIGII§§+£IIGII§{-

Similarly,
IGy I SgIUGrI + el VTeGrv |
SlGIE + €11
So we have
IGIE < é-igHGH%{ +EGIE + [0y Fr — 0x F», G).
By choosing £ small enough, we can obtain the inequality (BI0). O

Above lemma shows the second derivatives of G, but it is not good because ¢ is small.
Next lemma shows a critical estimate about derivatives of G.
Lemma 3.3. Let G be the solution of equation (3.8), then
3 1
(3.20) §<U52Gx,Gx>+§<U52Gy,Gy>+<V5USG)(,Gy>
S L+ VIGIK + IGIF) + [y Fi — 0x F, Gw)|.

Proof. Take the inner product of (88]); with —Gw, where w = L — x.
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Because w < L, the first term is
(Oxx[UZGx], —Gw) = — (0x[UZGx], G) + (0x[UGx], Gxw)
(3.21) =S(U3Gx,Gx) + (UsUsx Gx, Gxw)

N W w

(U2Gx,Gx) + O(L|Gx|?).
Second term

(Oxy [UZGy], —Gw) =(0x[UZGy], Gyw)
:<U52GXY7 Gyo.)> + <2U8stGy, Gyw>

1
(322) = <U52GY, GY> + <UsUsXGY7 GYW>

T2
1
:§<U52Gy, Gy) + O(L||Gy|?).

Bi-Laplacian term is

(—eA’®, —Gw) = e(Pxxxx + 20xxvy + Pyyyy, Gw).

e(Pxxxx,Gw) =—e(Pxxx,Gxw) +e(Pxxx,G)
=e(®xx,Gxxw) —2e(Pxx,Gx)
=E<U8GXX +2UsxGx + Usx x G, GXXw>
(3.23) —2e(UsGxx +2UsxGx + UsxxG,Gx)
=E<USGX)(,GXXw> — E(QUS)(GX + Usx x G, Gx>
— E<2USX)(GX + Usx xx G, GXo.)>
=e(UsGxx,Gxxw) + O(el|Gx]|).

Next

2€<(I)Xxyy,Gw> = — 26<@Xxy,Gyw> = 2€<(I)Xy,nyw> — 26<@Xy,Gy>
:2€<USGXY + UsxGy + UsyGx + Ugxy G, Gwa>
—2e(UsGxy + UsxGy + UsyGx 4+ Usxy G, Gy).

2e(UsGxy,Gxyw) is good, and

2e(Usx Gy + UsyGx + Usxy G, Gxyw)

=—e(UsxxGy, Gyw) + e(UsxGy,Gy) — e(UsyyGx, Gxw)
— 2€<styGy, wa> — 2€<stny, Gyw>

=0(e||Gy|? + l|Usyy |0 | Gx V|2

G
+elUsxylloo[Gx |Gy | + €llY Usxyy ol G
=0((L +vVa)IGx [ + Gy ),
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and
— 2:(U,Gxy + Usx Gy + Uy Gx + Usxy G, Gy)
= —e(UsxGy,Gy) —2e(Usy Gy ,Gx) — 2e(Usxy G, Gy)
=0y I? + Uy I GGy | + Uy Y I 152 G )
=0((L+ Vo IGx|* + IGy [I*))-
Therefore
(3.24) 2¢(@x xyy, Gw) =2¢(U,Gxy,Gxyw) + O((L + Ve)||[VG|?).

Integrating by parts, we have

e(Pyyyy,Gw) = — e(Pyyy, Gyw) = e(Pyy, Gyw)|y—o + (Pyy, Gyyw)
=e(UsGyy + 2Usy Gy + Usyy G, Gyw)|y—o
+e(UsGyy + 2Usy Gy + Usyy G, Gyyw)
=2e(Usy Gy, Gyw)ly=o + e(UsGyy, Gyyw) + e 2Usy Gy + Usyy G, Gyyw)
=e(Usy Gy, Gyw)|y=0 + e(UsGyy, Gyyw) — eUsyy Gy + Usyyy G, Gyw).

Because Uy |y—p > 0, the first two terms are positive above, and

—e(2Usyy Gy + Usyyy G, Gyw) =0 (eL||Usyy || |Gy |I* + €L||UsYYYyHooH§||HGYH)
=0(L|Gy|?),
then we obtain
(3.25) e(@yyyy, Gw) =e(Usy Gy, Gyw)|y—o + e(UsGyy, Gyyw) + O(L||Gy|?).
Finally, we deal with R[®] term. Since

(Vs®xxy, —Gw) =(ViPxy,Gxw) + (Vix®xy, Gw) — (Vi®xy, G)
=(Vs(UsGxy + UsxGy + UsyGx + UsxyG), G xw)
— (Vex®x, Gyw) — (Vixy ®x, Gw) + (Vi®x,Gy) + (Viy ®x, G)
1
== 5{(VWUs)y Gx, Gxw) + (Vi(Usx Gy + Usy Gx + Usxy G), Gxw)
— (Vex®x, Gyw) — (Vaxy @x, Gw) + (Vi®x,Gy) + (Vay ®x, G).

Notice that

[vgup, |
”VsUsYHoo ~ e L=

0
v
+15 ”?e”oo”yugyuoo +151,
[®x]| = [UsGx + Usx G|l S 1Gx |l
G
1@yl = 1UsGy + Usy Gl S Gy [l + [Usy Y lloollg7 | S IG [l

Gl < LIGx]-
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We obtain
(3.26)

(Ve®xxy, —Gw) =(Vi®x, Gy ) + O(L|Vilsy [loo[|Gx || + LI|Gx|[* + LGy ||* + LIIG[?)
=(ViUsGx, Gy) + (ViUsx G, Gy) + O(L(|Gx > + |Gy |1*))
=(ViUsGx,Gy) + O(L(|Gx|* + |Gy [1%)).
The others are easy. In fact,

(3.27)
(Vs®yyy, —Gw) =(ViPyy, Gyw) + (Voy Pyy, Gw)

=(Vs(UsGyy + 2Usy Gy + UsyyG), Gy w)
— (Vey @y, Gyw) — (Viyy Py, Gw)
1
=— §<(‘/SUS)YGY7 Gyw) + (Vs(2Usy Gy + Usyy G), Gyw)
— (Vey @y, Gyw) — (Viyy Py, Gw)

2 Vs 2 G G
=O(L||Gy|* + LH7HO<>”Y UsY”oo”?”HGYH + L”YV;YYHooH?”H‘I’YH)
=0(L||Gy|]?)

(—stA(I),—Gw> = — <U5X(I)X,wa> — <U5XX(I>X7GW> + <U5X(I)X,G>
(3.28) — (Usx Py, Gyw) — (Usxy @y, Gw)
=0 (L(|Gx|* + |Gy %))
(3.29) (—@y AV, + ®AU,x, —Gw) =0 (L(|Gx |* + |Gy []*)).
Collect (B.21)-(B.29), we get
3 1
§<U32GX7GX> + §<U52GY7GY> + (VsUsGx,Gy)
S (L+VE|VG|? + [0y Fy — Ox Fa, Gw)|.
By Lemma BTl for £ =1,
IVG|? S Gk + IGI%-
Finally we have
3 1
§<U52GX7GX> + §<U52GY7GY> + (VsUsGx,Gy)

S+ VE)IGIE + IGIT) + KOy Fr — 0x B, Gw)].
So we finish the proof.

Since v? # 0, we need to deal with (V,U;G x,Gy) in above lemma. Notice Vi ~ 2

near the boundary {(X,Y)|Y = 0}, it is sufficient to estimate the stream-function away from
the boundary layer. From now on, we write n5(Y") := n(%). Here 7 is a smooth non-negative
function s.t. 7|y 1) = 0 and 7[j2 o) = 1. J is a small constant satisfying 0 < Lr4ei <5< 1.
Next we show the key estimate of ®x + Z—ZCI)Y in the domain {(X,Y)[Y > 20)}.

is small
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Lemma 3.4. Let G be the solution of equation ({37), 0 < L2 +c1 <5< 1, then

15

Vs Vs
(3.30) (©x + 7= Py, (x + 77 Py)ns) S(L+ VOIGIZ +IGIR) + I1FL1* + 172
Proof. Take the inner product of ([B7); with —ULS[CI)X + QsPy|0(X)ns(Y), where Qs = %Z,
w=uxz(L —x).
Because

UADx + Vo APy = US[A(I)X + QSA(I)y]
= USA[(I)X + QS(I)Y] - U8[2VQS . V(I)Y + (AQS)(I)YL
We have
T lx + Quy B (X)s(Y)
= <A[(I)X + qu>Y]7 (q>X + Qs<1>Y)(’D776>
+ <2VQS -Voy + (AQS)q)y, ((I)X + qu)y)@n5>.

We calculate the first part in the right hand of above equality:

—(A[®x + QsPy], (Px + QsPy)ns) =||V[Px + QsPy v/ sl
[Px + QsPy]x, [Px + QsPywxns)
[q>X + qu)Y]Yv [(I)X + Qs¢Y]@WS>

IVI®x + Qs®y]V/ans|® + [[x + Qs®y]v/5 ]

1 -
+ = (Px + QsPy, [Px + Q Py wny).

Because @ < L2, |nf| < 5% < 4 and Q, = 0(1),

<USA(I)X + Vi Ady, —

+
+

[\

(Px + QsPy, [Ox + Qs Pylanf) < LIV,
According to the fact (2ZI1), when y > 6,

VU = VIul + O(Ve) = 0(1),
(3.31) VIV, = vjv20+ O(ve) =0(1),
VIQ, = VI[25] + 0(vE) = O(1),

e

the second part can be estimated by the following way:
(2VQs - VOy + (AQs) Py, (Px + Qs Py )wms)
=2(Qsx Pxy, Pxns) + 2(Qsy Pyy, xOns)
+2(Qsx Pxy, QsPyms) + 2(Qsy Pyy, Qs Py@ns)
+ ((AQs) Py, (Px + QsPy )wms)
= — ([Qsx@nsly, %) + ([Qsyns]x, BF)
— 2[Qsy@ns]y, Py ®x) — ([Qsxns]x, BT
— ([Qey Qsomsly, B3) + (AQL) Py, (Px + QuPy )ns))
=O(L||®x | + Ll|®y [*).
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Here we use the fact @ < L?, |ox| S L and |nf| $6 < ﬁ So we conclude that
(UsA®x + ViAdy, _F[(I)X + Qs Py (X)ns (Y))

=[V[®x + Qs®y]v/ans|* + [[@x + QsPy]v/is|? + O(LIVE[?).

Next we deal with the bi-Laplacian term.

(3.32)

1 5 1 -
(A%, F[(I)X + QsPylans) = e(Pxxxx + 2Pxxyy + Pyyyy, F[(I)X + Qs Pylans).

Integration by Parts is allowed in X direction because ®x|pq = 0, Ppo = 0 and &|x=o x=1 =
0, in Y direction because 7|(y,;) = 0. Use the inequality (3.31)) again, we can see

w w w
(Pxxxx, Px [}75> = —e(Pxxx,Pxx 07]5> —e(®xxx, PxOx]| [}75]>
3e wis wns
=5 (® Sx Ox [+ i ) +e(®xx, x| 7. i
=0 (Le|®xx|® + el ®xl|®xx|)
=0(Vell@x|? + (L + Ve)e|@xx]).
sW sW sW
(Pxxxx, @Y%> = —e(Pxxx, (I)XYQU 775> —e(®xxx, (I)YaX[QU ?75]>
saj saj S(U
=e(Pxx, <I>XXYQU776> + 25<(I)XX,¢XY8X[QU776]> +e(Dyx, Py 0% [QU%D
Qsdﬂla
=- —<‘I’XX=5Y[ U )+ O(Le||V*®|* + el Py || @x x| )
=0 (Ve|®y | + (L + Ve)e|V*2|?).
w w w
2e(Pxxyy, Px [}75> = —2e(Pxxy, Pxy [}75> —2e(®xxy, Px0y| (}75]>
w w
= (@ OX[ ]} + 25(@ v, Bxx Oy [S]) 4 26Dy, By [0
=0 (Le||V*®|* + el @x || @xv )
=0 (Ve|®x|® + (L + Ve)e||[V*@|%).
5(:) S(:) 5(:)
2e(®xxvy, q)YQU By — —2e(®xyy, QXY%> —2e(®xvy, <I>Y8X[%]>
Qsamé Qs wns 2 QSQTM
=e(D%y, Oy | o )t 2e(@yy, SxyOx [ — i )+ 2e(@yy, Sy Ox[~H—])

=0(Le||V?®|* + &|| @y |||y ])
=0 (VE|®y|? + (L + Ve)e|V2a|?).

(,;}75> — &(Pyyy, @XC{)Y[W%D

w w
> + 26(Pyy, Pxydy| ?75]> +e(Pyy, Px Y (}75]>
T g@yy, <I>YY8X[ [}7 )+ O(Le| V@[ + el|@x [ @y )

=0(Vel|@x* + (L + ve)e|[V2@|).

wns
Us

E(‘I)yyyy,CI)X > :—5<(I)YYY7(I)XY

=e(Pyy,
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s s@ S0
QU??5> :_5<(I)YYY7(I)YYQU 775> <(I)YYY7(I)Y8Y[QUTM]>

35 Qsaj"?éb + 5<(I)YY, (I)ya2 [stnéb

e(Pyyyy, Py

< YYvaY[
:O(L€|’V2‘I’H2 + |y [[[|@yy])
=0 (Ve|@y|* + (L + Ve)e|[V2@?).

So we conclude that

1 ~
(3.33) e(Pxxxx +2Pxxvy + Pyyvyy, A [®x + QsPy]wns)

=0(Ve|Ve|? + (L + Ve)e| V22|?).

The other terms are easy. We have
(3.34) (Bx AU, + Py AV,, — [<1>X + Qs@ylams) = O(L?|Ve[?).

Us
Collect (3:21)-([3.29]), we obtain
IV@x + QsPy]v/@ms ] + [[@x + Qs®y]v/is |
S+ VOIVE|* + & VE|) + [(0x Fi = Oy Fa, - [<I>X + QsQywns)|
S+ VAGIE +IGIT) + 112 + | B2
So we end the proof. O

Proof of Proposition [3.1k
Notice that when Y < /g, Vi < /eUs < 0Us, and when /e <Y < 26, Vi < 0Us. So

(ViUsGx,Gy) =(UsGx,VsGyns) + (V:UsGx, Gy (1 —ns))
V.
—(U2Gx,Gxns) + (U*Gx, (Gx + FGY)W + 08| UGx|]* + 8[|UsGy |1?).

According to Lemma [3:4]

Vs
(U2Gx, (Gx + ﬁGy)n(ﬁ =(®x — Usx G, (UsGx + VisGy)ns)
=(®x, (U;Gx + V:Gy)ns) + O (|G| VG]))

Vs
12Uy Gns) + O(LIVGI?)

1 Vs
> (lexIP =~ (@x + 7@yl + O(LIVGP)

1
> = 2 IUGx[* + O((L + Va)(IGIE + IGIR) + (IF” + [ B]1%)-

Vs
=(Px, (Px + 7<I>y)775> —(Px, (Usx G+

So, we obtain

(VsUsGx,Gy) =(UsGx, VsGyns) + (V.UsGx, Gy (1 —n5))
5
> — S (UGx, Gxns) + O(|UsGx [|* + 6| UGy [?)
+O((L+Va)IGIx + IGIF) + (IFL1? + 1))
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Combine above inequality and Lemma B3] we have
i(Ufo, Gx)+ %(UfGy, Gy) + O((SHUSG)(H2 + 5||U3GY||2)
S (LA VEIGIE + IGIF) + [0y Fr = 0x B, G| + (|1 F1 || + || R [).
We can select § > L3 +¢7 is a small enough, then,
IGIE S (L + VEIGIE + By Iy — Ox Fa, Gu)| + (| 1 [|* + || B %)
By Lemma [3.2]
IG1% S IGIE + [0y Fr — 0x F», G)].-
Combine the above two equalities, because L + /¢ is small,
IGIE + IGIE SIGIE + (v Fi — 9x F2, G)
S+ VOIGIE + Oy Fi — 0x Fy, Gu)|
+ Oy F1 = Ox B, G)| + || A ||? + || PP
(B -+ 1ERDAGY T+ IGx ) + [F ) + (7]
(IEL + IEIDUGx + 1Gly) + £ + | B>

AR A

It is easy to see

[Ve®xx, VePxy, Velyy, @x, @y | S [IGllx + Gy S 1P + ([ F2ll.
Then we obtain the proof. O

4. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREMS

Proof of Theorem [,k Let Uy = [U,, Vi), U = [U,V] and R = [Ry, Ry|, now we write
Navier-Stokes equation in the following form

—eAU+U,-VU+U-VU;+U-VU+ VP = —R,
{V-Uzo, Ulo = 0.
We use the method of contraction mapping. Define
|Ullz := U]l + VE[ VUl + &2 [V*U].
We denote T : W22(Q) — W22(Q) as this way, 7(U) = W where W is given by
—eAW+ U, VW+W. VU, +VP=-R-U.VU,
{V-W:O, W|o = 0.

(4.1)

(4.2)

Let B={U c W?>2(Q): |U|z < C’oeg}, () is chosen latter. Next we prove T is a contractive
mapping in B, if [|R|| < C’lsg. We write F = —R — U - VU, from Proposition B.1]

W+ VEI[VWI < [

Due to the W22 estimate of Stokes equations in convex polygon in [20],

1 1
—Z= WIS —=IF]l.
€ €

ellV*WI| < (1] + VW] + S
\/_

So we get
Wiz < Co|FJ|.
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It’s easy to see
Lo -8
U - VU| S |U< VU S [UJJF VU2 V2U |7 <75 |[U3.
It implies
3
Wiz < Cl|F|| + Cse ™8| U|3 < (C1C2 + C5Ces e,
Select Cy = C1C2 + 1, T(B) C B when ¢ is small enough. And if Uy, Us € B,
|7 (U — Us)|lz < C2||Uy - VU — Uy - VUy||

< C2||(Uy = Uy) - VU || + [|[U2 - V(U — Uy)||
< C2|(U1 = U)o [[VUL]| + || U2 [[ V(U1 — Uy)|
< Cse™ %(||U1HZ +[|U2[2)[[U1 — Uz|z

3
< 2CyCses ”Ul — Ug”z,

19

so T is a contraction mapping on B when ¢ is small enough, we can conclude equations (£.1])

admits a solution and

7
U]z~ S 75Uz S e5.

So we have
Y
‘Us(Xa Y) - US(X, Y) - Ug(X, %)’

1 1 Y 2 9 Y
:‘\/EUE(X7Y) + \/Eub(X7 %) + Eue(X7Y) + Eub(Xa %) + U(X7Y)‘
SvVe,

[VE(X,Y) — v (X,Y)]

0 Y 1 1 Y §A2
:\\/Evb(X,ﬁ)—i-\/Eve(X,Y)—i-svb(X \/,)—FEU S(X,Y)+ 2vb(X,\/E
SvVe,

which ends the proof.

Appendix

i)—i—V(X,Y)\

The high-order approximate solutions are constructed similarly in [4] even though the
leading Euler flow is non-shear. By the method of asymptotic matching expansions, we can
deduce the equations of [uZ,v?] and [u],v]], j = 1,2. The first order Euler profile [ul, vl pl]

solves the linearized Euler equations around [u?, UO]

uouix + ueXu + veuey + Uey'U +peX =0,

0 _
ueUeX + UeXue + UeUeY + UeYve +peY - 0’
Oxul + oyv!l =0,

vely=0 = = ly=o-

(4.3)
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We eliminate the pressure pé,

VAUl — ulAv! + vl AU — ulA? =0,
(4.4) dxul + oyv! =0,

vely=0 = —U19|y=0'

We introduce independent variables by
Y
(4.5) (X, Y)=X, P(X,Y)= / ud(X,Y")dYy".
0
Let ¢! be the stream function of [u},v}]

Y X
PHX,Y) = / ul(X,Y")dy’ — / vI(X0)dX!, b =ul, = —ul
0 0
then first Euler layer equations (£3]) are equivalent to
(4.6) d[Axyy' — F()p'] =0,
where F, is a smooth function in ([Z3]). We try to find a solution of the following equations
Ayt — F(p)p' =0,
(47) T;Z)1|X:0 = Tzz)(l](y)v ¢1|X=L = ¢}/(Y)7

X
Voo = [ 00X, Wy =0
0
It is a standard elliptic problem, we have the following result.

Lemma 4.1. If v is a smooth functions, for any L > 0, if p§(Y), ¥} (Y) satisfy the compat-
ibility conditions on the corner, then the equations [{.7) admit a unique solution satisfying
the following estimate

(4.8) |VMTRY <1, for1 <k < K,K and M are large constants .
Proof. We homogenize the boundary conditions of system (47]). Let

b=y -t

—x T L X
SO = FEO) =) [ R 0ax ) [ o 0pax,

here x(Y’) is a nonnegative smooth cut-off function, x|jo ] = 1 and x|j o) = 0. ¥ satisfies

AQZJ - Fé 1)[) 12 = Fv

(4.9) {~ @)
Ylaa = 0.

Notice that
Ay = F, (),

50 0 < g < ul = 1y < Cy < oo satisfies

uAw + 2Vl -V = F.
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0

Above equation times u., we show the equation (L9 is equivalent to

{8)([( N2wyx] + Oy [(u)?wy] = uOF,

(4.10)
wlpn = 0.

We can easily get a prior estimates of equation (4I0). Multiply equation (AI0) by w and
integrate in 2,

Juwdwx ||? + udwy ||* = —(w,ulF) < Jw|[|F]| < llwx |[|1F]-
So we have
(4.11) IVw| SIIF].

The equality ([£I1]) actually shows the existence of solution about equation (£I0]). Moreover,
if F'is a smooth function decaying fast when Y — oo, we can obtain the following estimate
by the mathematical induction method:

(4.12) (VY VFw| <1, for 1 < k< K,K and M are large constants .
So Lemma F.1] is right. O

Remark 4.2. The boundary conditions of ' in (7)) imply the following boundary conditions
of [ug, ve]

Lo oo (V). wller s — Ouisl
) e =000, e =),
Ue|Y=0 - _Ub(X70)7 [ueyve”Y—mo = 0.

So we actually constructed a solution [ul,vl] to equations ([{.3) with boundary conditions

(413

Next we need to solve the first order boundary layer profile. For simplicity, we introduce
some notations.

k .
J .
)
u =uf+2ﬁ5§/ulé ’ly=o, > G Ru v=o,
j=0 " 0
(4.14) ! . L
y]+l
vy = 05 = ply=0 + Y Kot y=o, o= 7 S E Ty
= U+ U+

And [u}, v}, py] solves the linearized Prandtl’s equations around [uf), vJ]:

ugaxué + ui@xug + Gyug[vg — vlﬂyzo] + vgayué — nyué + 3xp1§ — jr(l)7
8ypé =0,

(4.15) . .
&Eub + ay'Ub = 0,

ulﬂy:O = —’LL;|Y:0, [uévvg]|y%w = 0,

where

(4.16) f(l) {uo (1 + ugxugl) + vgayugl) + ugyvgl)}.
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We see that f(1) decays fast when y — oo from Lemma Since that above equations are
linear parabolic type equations, we add the boundary condition on ulﬂxzo.

ugﬁxué + ui@xug + v;g@yué + [vf — vg|y:0]8yu2 — Oyyup + Oupp = ),
8ypé =0,

(4.17) | .
&Eub + ay'Ub = 0,

ulﬂm:O = Uév ul%|y=0 = _ué|Y=07 [ul%’UI}”y—)OO =0.

Iyer in [I1] proved the well-posedness of above system when v? = 0. In our case, vg is different
because 1)2 ~ yvgy(x, 0) as y goes to oo, still we have

Lemma 4.3. If Ué, Y and their derivatives are bounded and decaying rapidly, they satisfy
the parabolic compatibility conditions, then equations {{17) admit a unique solution [u},v}],
and

(4.18) 1)V up e + 1) ™ VF0p]loc

where K and M are large constants.

<1 for 0<k<K,

~

Proof. For convenience, we write [u, 7] := [u), v)

»> Vp) and we homogenize the system (EIT) as
the following way:

(4.19) v(@,y) = vi(z,y) — vp (@,0) + ulx (2,0)I,(y),

Here, we select 1 to be a C°° function satisfying the following:
[e.9]
(4.20) n(0) =1, / n =0, 7 decays fast as y — oo.
0

Due to (4I7), the homogenized unknowns [u, v| satisfy the system
Uy u + udy i + TOyu + vdyT — Ayyu + py = fY + F =i h,

Py = 0,
4.21
(421) Opu 4 Oyv = 0,
ula=o = Up +1u(0,00n(y) =t uo(y), [u,v]ly=0 =0, ulyos =0,
where
(4.22) F = auly(z,0)n + dzul(z,0)n + vul(z,0)n + dyuly(z,0)L, — ul(z,0)n".

Notice that p is independent on y, we evaluate the equation as y — oo, we have p, = 0. We
still using the stream-function of [u, v],

y
(4.23) ow9) = [ ule)df. Bo=u. B0=—o
0
Then ¢ satisfies
Uy + UgPy + Vdyy — Pzly — Pyyy = h,

(4.24) v
¢’:c:0 = /0 uo(y,)dy,, ¢‘y=0 = ¢y‘y:0 =0, ¢y‘y—>oo =0.
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In order to give a priori estimate of ([£.24]), we denote g = f Recall & ~ y when y < 1 and
@~ 1, when y > 1, and ¢|y=0 = ¢yly=0 =0, g is well-defined. And g satisfies

O [ug,] — 52[129] + 1785 [ug] — uvyyg = h,

(4.25) ¥ ug

9|x:0: 7 9|y:0:07 9y|y—>oo:0-

Now we define the norms of g:

lgllzo == sup |lagyplli2wesy) + VTGPl 12
0<zo<L Y i

(4.26) B - p Vi p
lgllz, := sup Huyﬂcy@HL%(x:xo)"i'H uQﬂcyy@HL%W

0<z0<

here p = (y)V, for N large constant. Next, let us prove the following priori estimate of g.
Suppose g be a smooth solution of ([@27]), L > 0 small enough, then

(4.27) [F2E N\Iugyplle (z=0) T thHLz
P 2
(4.28) [PAIES N\Iugxy< >HL2<$ o+ llgll2 +||hx@\|Lg,y-

Multiply equation ([#25) by g,p? and integrate in (0, x)

/ / u? Gylzgyp 2dady = / / u? Gy Gy P dxdy+/ / Zﬂﬂmg§p2d$dy

x0 ]
o L —-anagypuiax:o>+-/ﬁ }ﬁ Ul gypdady.

We can dominate ||g,| by |lg||=,- Let 0 < £ < 1 be a constant being choosing later. x(y) is
smooth cut-off function, satisfies x|jo1] = 1, X[[2,0) = 0. Then,

Y
lgvpllez, S llgylt = xColelluz, + Hgyx(g)PHL
Wheny <1,1-x(¢) S ¢ 3 %,Wheny>1 1- (%)S’L_LS%SO
L

H%H—M?MMgwfﬂwwhz S llol,

And
2 R A 2 Yy 1Y\ 2
Hgyx( pHL2 = 2ygy9yy>< Yy p*dady — —yg,X(Z)X (%) p dzdy
3 o Jo €& §7 ¢
/ / 2ygox ppydwdy
SHZ/X(E)Q?JZIPHL%?J + gllﬂgypllig,y

_ L
SElVagyellzs, + zlolz,
So we have

lgyrllzz | < EIVagyyllzs | + e HgH_O,
x,y x,
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1
select £ = L3, then

(4.29) Hgypllm < Li||gl,
So the first term is

CI e 1, _ 1,_ 1
@) [ [ Loty = glanlisemn - 5l + 0L 9l

The second term:
o o) o 00 To o)
- /0 /0 95 luglgyp*dady = /0 /0 03 [uiglgyyp*dady + /0 /0 20; [g)gy pypdady
+ (02[ug), 9yp*) 12 (y=0)-
xo o0 x0 [e’e]
/0 /0 85 [ﬂg]gyypzdatdy :/0 /0 (ﬂgyy + 2uygy + Z_iyyg)gyy/02dﬂfdy

o0
:”\/agyyp”%gﬂ — (UyGy, Gy) L2 (y=0) +/0 /0 (ﬁyp2)yg§dxdy

x0o o) 5 o x0o 0 )
- /0 /0 Uy g, p~drdy — /0 /0 (tyyp~)yggydady

:H\/agnyH%%y - <ﬂy9y79y>L§(y=0)
- g
+O(llgypllz, +||y(uyyp2)y||LooH—lng lgyllzz, )

—”\/_gnyHL2 <Uygyagy>L2 (y=0) +O ”gyP”L2 )

/ / 282 [ag]gy pypdady = / / gy ypypda:dy+/ / 4uygypypda:dy
+/0 /0 2ty ggy pypdxdy

- 9
:O(Hgyp”%gw + llytyy pypl| Lo ”;HLgy HngLg,y))
=0(llgyrlZz,).

(07[ugl, 9y0%) 12 (y=0) = 2{TyGy> 9yP”) 12 (y=0)-
So the second term is

o 0o 1
@)~ [ | ofladla,tdady = |Vagnlls, + (509 1200+ O(ES N3,

The third term is

0o ) o 0o )
/ / 0(g)yygyp-dady :/ / O(Ugyy + 2ty gy + Uyyg)gyp dady
o Jo

- _ _/ / Uup yg dxdy—i— O(Hvuy”Lo"”gypHLZ

(4.32) + Y0ty p°| o H;HLg,yHngLg,y)

W
=O(| Hlr<llgyeliz, + lguelzz,)

=0(Lsuguéo).
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And the last one is

(o]

o _ g
(4.33) /0 /0 Uyyggyp*drdy = O(|’yvyyu/)2”L°°H;”L%QHQyHL%,y) = O(llgyrllZ: )-
Collect (£30), (@31)), @32), (@33)), we have
1, _ — _
5”“93/0”%5(90:930) + H\/ﬂgyypllig,y + <Uy9y,9yp2>L3(y:0) =
L2 L 2 Y 2

O(L N2, + 5y + [ [ haspdady.

Take the supremum of 0 < zg < L, notice that L small enough,
(4.35)

(4.34)

sup [[agyplZa omsg) + 1VAgwlZ2 | + (Wy9y, 940°) 124=0) S 19yPlIT2 (og) + 172

0<xo<L

The inequality ([£28)) is similar to the ([@.27). Differential equation (£25]) respect to x,

(436 Op U2 gay] — O [ige] + DOL(Uige) — Whyyga + Oz [20lagy] — O:[tig)]
+ 0,0 (t1g) + V0, (Upg) — UaDyyg — Wlayyg = ho.

Take gxygg as the test function, like (£34),

2
e p
/ / o [U° Gay] — O3 [gs] + U(‘);(ugx) — uvyygx]gxywdxdy

_p

_ P 1
+ <uy9myagacyw L2 (y=0) +O( 3 |g||2 )

And
2 02
/ / - (20t,gy) + fuxa (ug) + 00y (Uypg) — Uzyyg — ﬁ@xyyg]gxywdxdy
- P

43 —o(IWagmlliz, + lawlis, + 95z,
x, x, y> z,Y
1

=0(|lglZ, + L3l9l,)-

The difficult term is

z0 ) ) ,02 te) 00 ,02
/ / _8y [axg]gxy—2d$dy = - / / (ﬂmgyyy + 3ﬂmy9yy)9wy—2d$dy
o Jo (y) o Jo (y)

p
+O0(llgypllze + 192751172 )
(4.39) N ) 2

:vy

_p p P
O(([lu — 2. + ez,
p
From equation ([@24]), we have

P 2 2 1
— =0 g, +L3 + |k
w52z, = OlglE, + L3 lglE, + | <>||Lz ),

25
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notice that the fact

I Dlez, = Ol6umlzz, + 6wz,

similarly, we can get

||X9yy||L%yy = O(H?byyyHL%y + ||¢yy||L%'y)a

so we have
gy l22 =llgyxlZa .+ lgyy (1 = X) 7o 122
0y 2 (o) 2
2 2 - P 2

:O(H‘ﬁyyyHLg’y + ||¢yy||L§)y + ||\/agyy@”L§’y),

— 2 3 ||gl12 P2

=0(lol2, + Lol + 551 ).
and

- P 2 - - - P 2
lagyyy 7172 =[(Syyy — 3Uygyy — Btyygy — Uyyyg) 7 |l
Yuy Ty Lz, yyy y9yy yyYy vwyd) Ty L2,

1 P 2
=0(||g||Z L3 gllz + ||h-— .
(llgllz, lgllz, + I <y>lng,y)

We conclude (£.39)
2 1
1 p
(4.40) s / Hliealony g drdy = O(lolE, + L3 gl + b 515 ).
Collect (A.37), (@.38)), ([£40), we have
p

1, p - P _
§||ugmy@”%§(m:x0) + ||\/agxyy<7>||%%yy + <Uygacyygmy< >>L2 y=0)
(4.41) 1 ’ ) p p
_ s 2 2 L2 2
gﬂugxy@”%(x:o) +O0(llglz, + L3 g2, + ”hx@Hng + Hh@”Lgyy)-

So we get the inequalities (£27) and ([£28]). These inequalities show if g satisfies the linear
parabolic type equation ([@25]), then ||g||=, and ||g||z, can be dominated by its initial data and
h, we can use the standard method to prove the local existence of solution. Follow this way,
we can also get the high order derivatives estimates to show the smoothness of solution. [

In fact, the system (£25]) admits a smooth solution g even if L is large, since the local
well-posedness means the global well-posedness for linear parabolic type equation.
The second order Euler profile [u2,v2,p?] solves the linearized Euler equations around

[u?, v9] with the force terms:

uougx + 0 Xu +veuey + 0 Yv —HUeX = F(2),

0 _ 2
ueveX + UeXue + UeUeY + UeYUe +peY - G( )7

(4.42) Ixul + Oy v =0,
U3|Y=0 = —UlHy:Ov
where
(4.43) F® = —(ulul, + vluly) + Au,

G® = —(ulvl, +vlvly) + A



REMARKS ON THE STEADY PRANDTL BOUNDARY LAYER EXPANSIONS 27

We can treat above equations as that of the first order Euler flow.

" 2
(4.44) B[ Axyy? — FL()y* — FETW(W)Q] = %-

Let
_ 0 A?X'Yw(e/v Y(6/7 w)) /
H@W‘A TICAD

Notice that ¢ ~Y when Y — oo, we have that H is of fast decay as 1) — oo because of ([LT)).
We can find a solution of the following equations

B = L) — P 2 = mox v v v,

(445) ¢2|X=0 = ¢8(Y)7 7;[)2|X=L = Tf)%(Y),

X
¢2|Y=0 = / U;(X,70)dX/7 1)[)2|Y—>00 = 07
0

with suitable ¥ (Y), 2 (Y), and we have the estimate of the second order Euler flow
(4.46) |(VYMTE2|| <1, for 1 <k <K, K and M large comstants .

The second order boundary layer profile [u%, fug, pg] is similar to the first, we need to solve
the following equations

ugﬁxug + u%@xug + vgﬁyui + [vg — v£|y:0]8yu2 — ayyu%j + &Bp% = f(z),

(4.47) oypy = 9",
Dy + Oyvi = 0,
ug’xzo = U12B= ug‘y=0 = _Uz‘Yzoa [ugvvg”y—wo =0.
Where
£ == {upul) + ugeul® + vjul) + up,ol?
(4.48) . + ull)g% + u%ugb) + v})u%y + vgu%) — ugm},
g = — {uyvp, + ugo)vgx + vgvgy + (véo) + U;]yzo)vgy
— vgyy}.

We can see @ and ¢ decays fast when y — oo from Lemma and Lemma [4.3] We can
solve p?(z,y) = — fyoo g®(x,y)dy’. By using the same argument of Lemma F3, we have

(4.49) )M Vi lloo + )" VF0i oo S 1 for 0< k<K,

~

where K and M are large constants.
After that, pg’ is solved by

1
o
L P i
[ oo
(4.50) Yy j=0
+ (W) 02 |y o)), ] — vhy, ty

We can conclude the following proposition for the approximate profiles.
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Proposition 4.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem [L1l then equations (7.3), (412,
#42), ©47) admit smooth solutions [ul,vl], [u],v]] for j = 1,2, and the following esti-
mates hold

(51) M VU] [loo + [V VF0]]loo S 1 for 0< k<K, j=0,1,2

1YY VEu oo + (V)Y V0o ST for 0< k<K, j=1,2,
where K, M sufficiently large constants, (y) =y+1 and (Y) =Y + 1.

Notices that Uf\yzo # 0. We need to match the boundary conditions at y = 0, and also
v?]y—00 = 0. Then we can modify [42,97] in this way:

1(z.y) = x(Vew)ud(a.y) — VEX (Va) /O "3y,

by (2,y) = x(Vey) (v (x,y) — vy (2,0)),

where y is a cut-off function satisfying x|jp,;) = 1 and x|[2,.c) = 0.
And let [Us, Vi, Ps] be

(4.52)

UL(X,Y) =ud(X,Y) + ul(X, %) +VERL(X,Y) + ub(X, %)1
(X, Y) + a2(X, %n,
Va(X,Y) =00(X,Y) + VERD(X, o) + 0l (X, V)] + eful (X, ~=) + 03(X, V)
(4.53) 3 v TVE Ve
—I—siﬁg(X, %),
Po(X,Y) =p%(X.Y) + p(X, %) T+ VERLX,Y) + ph(X, %)}
+e[pX(X,)Y) + pp(X, %)1 +e2pd(X, %)-

Then the errors
Rl = UsUsX + ‘/;USY - EAUS + PsX:

(4:54) Ry = UVix + ViViy — €AV, + Py,
satisfy
(4.55) IR + | Re]| S 2.
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