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ANALYSIS ON TOLLMIEN-SCHLICHTING WAVE IN THE PRANDTL-HARTMANN
REGIME

CHENG-JIE LIU, TONG YANG, AND ZHU ZHANG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study the instability induced by the Tollmien-Schlichting wave governed
by the MHD system in the Prandtl-Hartmann regime. The interaction of the inviscid mode and viscous
mode that leads to the instability is analyzed by the introduction of a new decomposition of the Orr-
Sommerfeld operator on the velocity and magnetic fields. The critical Gevrey index for the instability is
justified by constructing the growing mode in the essential frequency and it is shown to be the same as the
incompressible Navier-Stokes equations in the Prandtl regime. This result justifies rigorously the physical
understanding that the transverse magnetic field to the boundary in the Prandtl-Hartmann regime has no
extra stabilizing effect on the Tollmien-Schlichting wave.
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1. INTRODUCTION

It is a classical problem in fluid mechanics about the stability and instability of different hydrodynamic
patterns in various physical settings, in particular in the transition region from laminar flow to turbulence
that involves different modes interaction in the boundary layer. The analysis study can be traced back
to the early work by Lord Rayleigh and Heisenberg among many others. In fact, for inviscid flow, the
classical criterion for stability was given by Rayleigh saying that a necessary condition for instability of
shear flow profile is that the shear flow must have an inflection point, and it was later refined by Fjortoft,
see [BL39]. On the other hand, for viscous flow, except the case of the linear Couette flow, which is proved
to be linearly stable for all Reynolds numbers by Romanov [37], all other profiles (including those which
are inviscid stable) are shown to be linearly unstable for large Reynolds numbers [51[9139].

Despite the tremendous progress on the mathematical theory on the high Reynolds number limit, in
particular for the Navier-Stokes equations, there are still many challenging and unsolved mathematical
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problems. This paper aims to study a well-known physical phenomenon of the instability induced by
Tollmien-Schlichting wave for the electrically conducting fluid in the transition region from laminar flow
to turbulence. For this, we consider the following 2D incompressible MHD system that is a fundamental
model describing behavior of electrically conducting fluid:

00 +U-VU +Vp— g AU = SH - VH,
OyH — curl(U x H) + Rmeurl curlH = 0, (1.1)
divl =0, divH =0, (z,y9)€Q=T xRy,

where the physical parameters Re and Rm are the hydrodynamic and magnetic Reynolds numbers respec-
Ha’

tively, and S = with Ha being Hartmann number. Here U= (u,v) and H= (h, g) represent the
velocity field and magnetic field respectively, and p stands for the total pressure.

Precisely, we consider the problem in the Prandtl-Hartmann regime by taking the following scaling for
large Reynolds number:

Rewl, HaNRmNL,
€ Ve

where ¢ is a small parameter. Hence, the system (L.I)) becomes

0,U+U-VU +Vp—eAU = /zH - VH,
8,H — curl(U x H) + /zcurl curlH = 0, (1.2)
divl =0, divH =0, ¢t>0, (z,y)e.

Many physical literatures predict that under this scaling, the Hartmann boundary layer develops near
the boundary by the transversal magnetic field, cf. the original work by Hartmann [22]. For simplicity,
we consider the case with the transverse background magnetic field H = (0,1). In this case, the classical
Prandtl-Hartmann boundary layer profile

%w, (Hs(72), 1] = [(=e((1 = €7%),0), (hoe = uoce™ %, 1) (1.3)
is an exact steady solution to the above system, where the far fields u, and h, are two given constants.

Then it is very natural to investigate its stability/ instability properties along the dynamics of (L2]). In
the following discussion, we take u., = 1 without loss of generality.

One of the powerful analytic tools initiated by Orr and Sommerfeld is the spectral analysis by studying
the Fourier normal mode behavior through the famous Orr-Sommerfeld equation derived from the lineariza-
tion of the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations around a given shear flow profile. As for the stability
and instability investigation, tremendous progress has been made since the pioneer work by Heisenberg,
C.C. Lin, Tollmien and Schlichting (see [23l27,[39] and the reference therein), after the fundamental study
on the boundary layer around a solid body by Prandtl. The related theories influenced by the wing de-
sign for airplanes have crucial impact on the development of aerodynamics because of the importance in
understanding on the transition from laminar flow to turbulence that is also related to the separation of
boundary layer. A large number of literatures have been devoted to the estimation of the critical Reynolds
number for stability based on the Navier-Stokes equations for various shear flow pattens, such as Poiseuille
flow, Blasius profile, exponential suction profile, etc. Without viscosity, the Orr-Sommerfeld equation is
the Rayleigh equation for inviscid flow. Hence, Orr-Sommerfeld equation can be viewed as a singular
perturbation of Rayleigh equation in high Reynolds number.

In fact, there have been extensive mathematical studies on the construction of growing modes to the
Navier-Stokes equation that is related to the stability of boundary layer profile and validity of Prandtl
ansatz. There are two destabilizing mechanisms of the boundary layer.

(T, Hy) = (U Y

(a) Instability at the inviscid level. If the boundary layer profile possesses a spectral instability for the
inviscid system, then such instability persists at the viscous level for small viscosity ¢ < 1. In fact,
in this case one can show that the unstable eigenvalue for the rescaled viscous system is of order
O(1), which leads to a strong ill-posedness of linearized system below analytic regularity [7] as well
as a nonlinear instability in L>°-space [121[13].
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(b) Tollmien-Schlichting instability. Even though the boundary layer profile is stable for the inviscid
system, there is still a spectral instability at the Navier-Stokes level due to the small viscosity. A
recent important work by Grenier-Guo-Nguyen [10] gave the precise description on such an unstable
eigenvalue to the classical Orr-Sommerfeld equation by deriving the pointwise bounds on the Green
functions associated to the corresponding Rayleigh and Airy operators. Roughly speaking, they
decompose

Orr-Sommerfeld operator = Rayleigh operator+ Diffusion operator,

= Airy operator+ Regular operator.

By careful estimation and iteration, they gave a rigorous description of the unstable mode by
showing that if the Reynolds number Re is sufficiently large, there exists an unstable solution to
the rescaled Navier-Stokes equation around any monotone, concave boundary layer profile. The
growing mode is localized in the frequency [Re_é , Re_%] with growth rate of order Re_%, which
leads to an ill-posedness for the linearized system in the original variables below Gevrey regularity
with index % This analysis is consistent with the formation of Tollmien-Schlichting wave near the
boundary due to the small viscosity that is well documented in physical literatures, e.g. [5l39]. See
also the asymptotic analysis by Wasow [42]. Note that the instability in this case is weaker than
the previous one in the sense that the unstable eigenvalue for the rescaled system vanishes in the
high Reynold number limit. Therefore, it is more difficult to bootstrap this linear instability to the
nonlinear instability. Recently there are several important progress in this direction, see [T1114],

where the instability of order Re 7 has been justified in the nonlinear settings.

Note that the above instability mechanisms occur in the high tangential frequency regime. Hence, if
initially data in this high frequency regime has small amplitude so that the growth induced by the instability
is negligible over the time scale of order O(1), one can still expect the stability of boundary layer profiles
and hence the validity of Prandtl ansatz in short time. For the analytic data, the inviscid limit for the
Navier-Stokes equation is well-understood and a lot of important progress has been made in this direction.
In fact, the verification of the Prandtl ansatz was achieved by Sammartino and Caflisch [38]. See also the
work [40] by Wang-Wang-Zhang for a new proof based on the energy approach. If the initial vorticity
supported away from boundary, Maekawa [32] justified the inviscid limit for 2D Navier-Stokes equation
and this result was generalized to 3D in [6]. Remarkably, by obtaining some uniform bounds on vorticity,
Nguyen and Nguyen [35] directly justified the inviscid limit in L2-topology, without using any boundary
layer expansion. Very recently, this limit was proved in 2D by Kukavica, Vicol and Wang [26] by assuming
analyticity only near the boundary. See also [41] for the 3D generalization. If the boundary layer profile is
assumed to be monotone and concave, Gerard-Varet-Maekawa-Masmoudi [I8] proved the Gevrey stability
for Navier-Stokes equation with critical index % and then justified the general Prandtl ansatz [19] at the
same level of regularity. See also a recent improvement [2]. There is also some important progress for
the steady case. We refer to [I7.2124,25] and references therein. Finally, we refer to [3[4L16,29] for the
instabilities in Prandtl boundary layer model and some other physical models.

Back to MHD, it is interesting to understand the effect of magnetic fields on the hydrodynamic instability
mechanisms mentioned above. In fact, it is known that a strong tangential magnetic field can stabilize the
boundary layer [20,80]. For transversal magnetic field, however, there are many numerical experiments
[15283T,[331/36] show that the laminar Hartmann layer loses its stability through a transition to turbulence
in the high Reynold number limit. The main purpose of this paper is to investigate the mechanism of
instability from the mathematical point of view. In particular, as the first step in this direction, we aim to
justify the presence of Tollmien-Schlichting instability at the linear level in the Hartmann layer.

To start with, let us first derive the Orr-Sommerfeld system for the stream functions of the velocity and
magnetic fields. Consider the linearization of the system ([L2]) around a boundary layer profile ((js, ﬁs) =

(US(%), 0, Hs(%), 1):

U + Uy0,U + 08,U,é) + Vp — e AU — \J2(H, 0, H + g0,H,é\) — /20, H = 0,
O H + U0 H + v8,H,&, — H8,U — gd,U.é, — 8,U — JeAH =0,
divl =0, divH =0, t>0, (z,y)c.

(1.4)
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In coherence with physical literature [28,[31L[36], we supplement (I4]) with the following no-slip boundary
condition on velocity field and perfect conducting wall condition on magnetic field:

Uly=0 = (Oyh, g)ly=0 = 0. (1.5)
Notice that under the boundary conditions (LH]), the divergence free condition of H is preserved along
(T4). To study the linear system ([4]), (LH), we introduce the following rescaled variables:
t T Y

7':$,X:\/g %

Y =

Then (4]) reads

87-[7 + Usaxﬁ + 0oy Usér + Vxﬁyp — \/{:_‘Axﬁyﬁ — \/E(Hsaxﬁ + gastél) — \/anﬁ = 6,
O-H + U,dx H + vdy Hyéy, — H,oxU — gdyUséy —dyU — AxyH =0,
divyyU =0, divxyH =0, t>0, (X,Y)eQ. 22T xR,
U ly=0= (9yh,9) ly=0= 0.
Thanks to divergence free and boundary conditions of both U and H , it is convenient to introduce the
following stream functions ® and ¥ of U and H respectively:
U=Vxy®=(9y® —0x®), ®ly—o=0,
H=V%yVU= (0T, -0x7T), U|y_o=0.

(1.6)

We further consider the solutions to linearized system (6] taken the following normal modes form:
(U, H) = X (9y &, —ia®, dy U, —ia®)(Y), (1.7)
which lead to the following Orr-Sommerfeld equations:
—VEe(0% — a?)2® +ia(Us — ¢)(0% — a*)® — iadi U@
—ion/z (Hs(0y — o)W — 03 H W) — /2y (85 — ) ¥ =0,

) 9 ' ' (1.8)
—(0y —a®)V +ia(Us; — )V —iaH;® — 0y P =0,
Ply_o =y P|ly—o = Vly—o = 05 ¥|y_g = 0.
From the second equation one has
0y (85 — ) ¥ =05® + iady (Hs® — (Us — )¥).
Then plugging it into (L), we get the following equivalent system to (L8):
%(3@ — 0%)2D + (U, — &)(0% — a)® — 92U,
2 2 2 o io? (1.9)
— VeH (05 — a®)¥ + \/e0y Hy W — an ((Us — )V — Hy®) — 7@ =0,
— (0% — a®)V +ia(Us — o)V — iaH® — 0y ® = 0,
with the boundary condition
‘I)|y:0 = 6y(1)|y:0 = \Iflyzo =0. (110)

Here we have used the notations
o« dé— 1
n = % and ¢ = ¢+ g

where n is the frequency in the original variable. Note that by restricting the second equation in (L9]) on
the boundary {Y = 0} and using the boundary conditions ®|y—g = dy ®|y—o = ¥|y—o = 0, the condition
02 W|y—o = 0 automatically holds. Thus, we omit it in the formulation (L) and (LI0). In the following,
without confusion we denote the linear operator of the Orr-Sommerfeld system (L9) by OS(®, ¥). In some
places we replace OS(®, ¥) by OS.(®, ¥) to emphasize the dependence of ¢. In view of (L), if the system
(T3 together with (LIO) has a non-trivial solution (¥, ¥) with Imec > 0, then the linearized system (L)
is spectral unstable.

With the above notations, we can now state the main result as follows.
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Theorem 1.1. Let (Us, H,) be the Hartmann layer profile given in (L3). There is a positive constant
Ag > 1 such that for any A > Ay, there exists a positive constant €g € (0,1), such that for any € € (0, )
and o = Aes | the linearized MHD system (L4) together with (L5) has a solution (U, H) in the form of

i

(U, H) = eve "D 0y ®, —iad, 8y U, —ia¥)(Y), Y = (1.11)

Sl=

for some c. € C with almc, = et Moreover, the result also holds for o = MeP with M > 0 and

B e (3/28,1/8).
Remark 1.2. In terms of instability, the wave solution (I.IT)) is localized in the frequency 7€ (Age™ %, Boe~ =)

and it grows exponentially in time with the rate O‘I—\‘}lgcf ~ £~ 1. Hence this shows the instability of linearized

MHD system around the Prandtl-Hartmann layer with critical Gevrey index % that is the same as the
classical Navier-Stokes equations. Therefore, it reveals that the transversal magnetic field to the boundary
in the Prandtl-Hartmann regime does not enhance the stability of the boundary layer. This is in sharp
contrast to the stabilizing effect of the tangential magnetic field in the strong nonlinear boundary layer
regime and the Shercliff regime [20,[30].

Remark 1.3. Let us comment why the critical index for instability is the same as for classical Navier-Stokes
equations in the model considered in this paper. As observed in [20,[43], the magnetic field creates a
damping term in the reduced boundary layer equation. It is natural to expect that such a feature persists
in the full system (L2)). In fact, compared with the classical Navier-Stokes system, the Lorenz force in the
current scaling contributes an extra term % in the spectrum parameter ¢ that corresponds to the damping
effect of magnetic field. However, in view of the leading order dispersion relation ([B.I15]), this damping term
is negligible so that it has no essential effect on the formation of Tollmien-Schlichting wave. Nevertheless,
in the full system the coupling of velocity and the magnetic fields complicates the analysis so that it is
more involved to justify this intuitive understanding rigorously.

Remark 1.4. In the proof given in Section 5, all arguments work for 8 € (1/12,1/8), except for the last
inequality in (5:30) that requires 8 > 3/28. On the other hand, in view of (5.28) and (529)), the result also
holds with 8 € (1/12,3/28] by constructing an approximate slow mode that has one order higher accuracy
in a so that the L?-norm of error terms Ej ,, Ej , is of order a3+3(+10) and the weighted L2-norm of
Ef 5 is of order /3. Since we focus on the essential instability mechanism that appears in the regime with
8= es corresponding to the most unstable mode, we will not give the detailed analysis in the regime with
B e (1/12,3/28].

Remark 1.5. The above theorem also holds when Ug and H; in the background solution satisfy the following
structural assumptions:

e U, € C3(Ry) and H, € C*(R;) and they satisfy
Us(0) =0, lim Ug(Y)=1, UL0)=1, lim Hs(Y) = heo.
Y —oo Y —oo
e (Monotonicity) There exist positive constants sg, s1 and sz such that
516750V < Oy U,(Y) < s9e7 %Y for any YV > 0. (1.12)
e (Strongly concave condition) There exists positive constant o such that for any ¥ > 0,
03U, 02U, 0% H, Oy Hy 1-Us
Y Y Y L < 0y. (1.13)
0y U Oy Uy Oy Us Oy Us Oy Us

—0002U, > (0yUs)?, sup ( +

Y>0

In the following, we will briefly present the key ingredients in the proof of Theorem [[T] and the novelty
of the new approach. For illustration, we only consider the problem in the regime with a ~ £s.

Strategy and novelty:
e First of all, even though the equations on the stream functions for the velocity and magnetic fields
are coupled, one can still estimate the stream function of the magnetic field in terms of the stream
function of the velocity field by a given boundary condition.
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e To investigate the instability induced by the Tollmien-Schlichting wave, as for the Navier-Stokes
equations, we can start with an approximate solution to the Orr-Sommerfeld system by constructing
the slow mode (inviscid mode) and fast mode (viscous mode). One can observe that in the Prandtl-
Hartmann regime, the terms involving magnetic stream function ¥ in the first equation of (T3] is
formally of high order. Therefore, it is permissible to construct these modes near those of classical
Orr-Sommerfeld system for Navier-Stokes system constructed in [I0]. The interaction of these two
modes by a linear combination gives an approximate growing mode solution (Papp (Y5 ¢), Tapp(Y; ¢))
to the system (L9) with zero boundary conditions ®,,,(0;¢) = Wapp(0;¢) = 0 on the stream
functions. Then to recover the no-slip boundary condition, we obtain the dispersion relation I'y(¢) =
0, where T'g(c) = Oy Papp(0;¢) is the boundary data of the first order derivative of approximate
solution, see (BI5). A formal expansion of I'g(c) gives the asymptotic behavior of its zero point:

cr (A+ A_lei”)sé + O(l)A_2E% + CA£%|log5|, as e — 0T,

for suitably large but fixed A > 1. We will apply Rouché’s theorem to justify this formal expansion.
To use Rouché’s Theorem in finding the critical point for instability of fluid mechanics equation
can be traced back to the early paper [34] and also the recent works [3[4] on some boundary
layer models. In the present paper, given that the underlying unstable eigenvalue vanishes in the
high Reynold number limit, the instability under consideration is of different nature compared
with [3,4,34]. The novelty therefore comes from a suitable choice of loops that shrink to the
original point as e — 0% and in the meantime surround the possible zero points of T'o(c). Then
by establishing some sharp pointwise estimates of slow and fast modes, we are able to show that
[y(c) is approximated by its linearization around the leading part of the unstable eigenvalue. This
concludes that I'y has a simple root. Moreover, we can show that I'g(c) has a lower bound of order
O(1) on these loops, which survives in the limit € — 0. This idea will be crucially used to justify
the existence of exact growing mode for the full original system.
e The next step is to show the solvability of Orr-Sommerfeld system (L9) in order to obtain an exact
growing mode near the approximate one. The key point is to obtain some energy estimate for the
resolvent problem. Using the idea introduced in [IL[2L[I7,[I9], we solve the resolvent problem by

imposing the Navier-slip boundary condition on velocity field, so that the multiplier 5> can be
y Us
used to obtain a weighted L2-estimate ||[—<—||z2 on vorticity. One of the new observations used

|02.U,|2
in this step is that due to the favorable bou;/ldary condition, the stability estimates obtained in [2/[T9]
can be extended to Gevrey function spaces with arbitrarily large index, at least for strongly concave
shear flow, cf. Lemma and Remark 44l The motivation of studying the resolvent estimates in
this step is that we can control the H2-norm of the remainder in terms of the L2-norms of the error
terms generated by the slow and fast modes, together with a small factor in the order of 0(51_16)
when compared with L°°-norms. This small factor is used to obtain the desired results without
higher order expansion.
e OS; — OS; iteration: Above procedure however is not enough to close the resolvent estimate. A
difficulty arises from the magnetlic coupling. In fact, the terms coming from the Lorentz force
exhibit a slow decay in Y as e=®?Y | which are not compatible with above weighted estimate. To
overcome this, we first observe that all of these slow decay terms in the equation of velocity stream
function ® are in the form of total derivatives. This observation leads us to the introduction of a
new decomposition of the solution operator by taking account of the strong decay property of the
background solution and the differential structure in the operator together with the smallness in
the frequency regime under consideration. Then the exact solution to the Orr-Sommerfeld system
can be obtained by a series of approximate solutions through interation. To illustrate this, note
that we can have two ways to represent OS. The first one is

0S = 0S4 + La, (1.14)

where OSg is defined later in (@3] and it comes from ([) by retaining only Navier-Stokes part
in the first equation. Notice that OS, in principle behaves like a regular viscous perturbation of
Rayleigh’s equation so that the weighted estimate on the vorticity can be obtained by applying
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the trick in [§]. However, the remaining term Lg(-) = (Jy R1(-) +iaRz(-),0) where Ry and Ry are
defined in ([@IT) that can not be regarded as a source term of OS; due to slow decay of magnetic
field. Hence, we introduce another decomposition

0S = 0S, + Li, (1.15)

where OS; is defined in ([@I6) corresponding to the divergence form of (L9). On one hand, due
to the elliptic structure of OS;, the remaining term Ly in (ILT4]) is a suitable source term of OS;.
On the other hand, the remaining term L, in (ILI5) has a strong decay in Y as e~Y due to the
background shear profile. Therefore it matches the operator OS;. With this decomposition, as an
analogy of the celebrated Rayleigh-Airy iteration introduced in [I0}[18], the solvability of OS can
be justified by constructing a series of solutions to the approximated operators OS; and OS,;. The
iteration scheme as well as its convergence will be given in detail in Section 4.3. Finally, by the
virtue of these resolvent estimates and some detailed estimates on error terms, we will prove that
the L*°-norm of first order derivative of remainder |8y ®g(- ; ¢)||z is of order 76 uniformly in the
region surrounded by the loops chosen suitably. Then we conclude the Theorem [[1] by Rouché’s
Theorem.

e Note that for the classical Orr-Sommerfeld equation derived from the incompressible Navier-Stokes
equations, the operator OS = OS,; so that it only takes two iteration to complete the solvability
analysis. Hence, it provides another approach to the analysis on the instability mechanism.

The rest of paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we will give estimates on the magnetic field with
a given velocity field. We will then construct the approximate growing mode in Section 3. Section 4 is
devoted to the solvability of the Orr-Sommerfeld system together with the Navier slip boundary condition
in order to resolve the remainder due to the approximation, and then complete the proof of Theorem [T
for o = Ae%. In Section 5, we will give the proof of Theorem [T for o ~ £° with 8 € (3/28,1/8). In the
Appendix, we list some properties of the Airy functions and some useful estimates. We will also give a
lemma of analyticity there.

Convention: In the whole paper, for any z € C\ R_, we take the principle analytic branch of log z and
2F k€ (0,1), ie.

log z £ Log|z| 4+ iArgz, z* £ |z|Fet*Are2 Argz € (—m, 7).

Notations: Throughout this paper, we denote by C the generic positive constant and by C,,Cp, - -
the generic positive constants depending on a, b,--- respectively. These constants may vary from line
to line. We say A < B if there exists a generic constant C' such that A < CB, and A <, B if such
a constant C' depends on 7. Similarly, A 2 B means that there exists a positive constant C' such that
A > CB, and A 2, B means that such a constant C' depends on 1. Moreover, we use notation A ~ B

if A< Band A 2 B and use notation A ~, B if A <, B and A 2, B. We denote by || - ||z the
standard L*(Ry)-norm and by || - ||z~ the L>(Ry)-norm. For any n > 0, we define L;°(R) as the

weighted L°°-space with the norm || f|| e = SUPy cR, |e"Y f(Y)|. For any nonnegative integer k, we set
Wyre(Ry) = {f € LPR)I0, f(YV) € LF(Ry), j = 1,2, k}.

2. ESTIMATION ON MAGNETIC FIELD

In this section, we will study the following magnetic equation with Dirichlet boundary condition
— (0} —a®)p +iaUs —c)p =, Y >0,
¢ly=o0 = v,
where ¢y is a given constant and f is a source.

Proposition 2.1. There exist positive constants ag € (0,1) and o € (0,1) such that if a € (0,0) and ¢
lies in the disk Dy, = {c € C||c| < v}, then for any n € (0, @) and f € L°(Ry), there exists a unique
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solution ¢ € W2 °(Ry.) satisfying
lellze S leol +a | fllze,
1 _1
10y @llLge S a?lep] + a7 2| fllLg, (2.2)
10 pllzee S algs] + [1f]l s
Moreover, if both ¢y, and f are holomorphic in ¢ in D.,, then ¢ is holomorphic in D.,.
Proof. Noting that Us; — 1 as Y — 400, we rewrite (2.I)) as
— 0%+ (ia+a® —iac)p = f+ia(l —Us)p, Y >0,
¢ly=0 = @b-

Observe that ia + o2 — iac ~ ia for small a,c. Let &€ £ Via + a2 — iac, where the root is taken so that
Re¢ > 0. Then Ref ~ Re (e 1 az) = @ Thus there exist positive constants o and ~g, such that for

a € (0,a0) and ¢ € Do, @ < Re¢ < @ holds. Now we decompose

p(Y) = eV +a(Y), (2:3)
where @(Y") satisfies the following equation

_812/@+§235:f+ia(1 _Us)szjv Y >0, (2 4)
@ly=o0 =0, -
with f 2 f +ia(1 — Uy)e ¢ . To solve (24, we introduce the following iteration scheme:
82 ~k+1 52 ~k+1 _ f+20((1_U5)QZ7k, Y>0,
FH My =0, " =0.
The sequence {@k}zozo can be solved inductively by the following mild formulation:
Y 0o
FLY) = / e*é(Y—Y’)dyl/ £ =Y (f +ia(l — Us)gak) (Y"ay”. (2.5)
O ’
For any n € (0, @ ), using the decay property of boundary layer profile |1 — U,(Y)| < e*°Y, we have
Y 0o
~k+1 | / e~ Reg(Y - Y') dY’/ eRc&(y’,yu)einyu (||f||L;o n oge’sf’Y”HngHL;o) dy”
O ’
7 =k
< /Y —Reg(Y =Y")—nY" |, 1/l ege 4 af| &%l g =Y | gy
~Jo Re§+n  Ref+n+ so (2.6)

< e
~ (Re§)? —n?

< Ca_le_"y||f|\L;,>o + Cae_nYH%bk”L;‘f'

Y
Lo +ae” ™| G*|| Lo e~ (sotn—ReQ)Y’ gy
£z @ llrs
0

Here we have used the fact that (Re)? —n? > 2& — 2 > & Taking o smaller if necessary, we obtain
from (2.6)) the following uniform-in-k estimate:

||s5k||L$,° S 2ca_1||f||L$,°7 k= 07 17 o
Applying the similar estimate to @F*1 — G* gives

k+1

- - ke 1, ke
@5 = 3|l < Call@* — 3" L < §||80k — & Mg

This implies that {$"}32 is a Cauchy sequence in L2° that has a limit ¢. Taking the limit k& — oo in (2.3,
we have that ¢ is a solution to (Z4) and ¢ satisfies

6l S e Iflrg S o™ Iflog + lesl-
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Note that

O 3(Y) = —€p(V) + [ e (fia(i - U)5) (v,

Y
which implies
- - 1 ; _1 1
[0y @llLse < (1€l + ) 8]l Lge + mllfllL;o S a7 | fllge 4 el

By using the equation ([24)), we have
10F Il < all@llre + 1fllge S IFflze + alesl.

We therefore conclude the estimate ([2.2)) by noting ([2.3). Moreover, for |¢| < 79 with o being sufficiently
small, arg(ia + a? — iac) ~ 5, which implies that £ is holomorphic in ¢. Then for any loop I inside D,
by using the analyticity of f and ¢, we can show from (Z3) inductively that [ @*(Y;c)de = 0. Since the
convergence is uniform, we conclude that fr @(Y;¢)de = 0. Therefore, by Morera’s Theorem we know that

P(Y';¢) is analytic and so is ¢(Y;¢). The proof of Proposition 2] is then completed. O

Next we will give some L2-type estimates on the solution of (2.1 with homogeneous boundary data
wp = 0 for use in Section 4.

Proposition 2.2. There exist positive constants aq € (0,1) and v1 € (0,1), such that if a € (0,1) and ¢
lies in the disk D., = {c € C||c| <1}, then for any f € L*(Ry), equation 1)) with ¢, = 0 has a unique
solution ¢ € H?(Ry) N H3(R4) and ¢ satisfies
1 _1
10y, ap)lLz + el S a2z, (2.7)
195 = a®)ellz2 < [1£1l 2.

Moreover, ¢(- ;c) is analytic in ¢ with value in H?(R,).

Proof. The solvability of elliptic problem (21I) can be obtained via the similar idea in the proof of Propo-
sition 21l We only show the a priori estimates. Taking the L?-inner product on both sides of (2] with
©, we obtain by integration by parts that

@ ap)ls +ia [ (U - AlePaY = (f.p), (2.9
We take the real and imaginary part of (Z9) respectively to get
19y, ap)7> + alme|[pl|7. = Re ((f,0)) < [(f, ¥}, (2.10)
and
o [ W~ RecllpPay =1 (£.0)) < (£ (.11)

Let 1 € (0,1). Then for any |c| < 1, by using the fact [[Y2(1 — Uy)||L= < oo, the left-hand side of (ZIT])
yields

a/ (Us — Rec)|p*dY = a/ (1 — Rec)|p|?dY + a/ (Us — 1)|p?dY
0 0 0
> a(l = Rec)|lglZ: — allY*(1 = Us) = [lY " ][22
> a1 = Rec)llelz> — Calldy |72,

where we have used the Hardy inequality in the last inequality. We plug (Z.12) into (2.I1]), and combine it
with (22I0) to obtain

1@y e, ap)lz +all —le)leli S alldyellzz +1(f,0)] < alldy ez + [1f ]2 llel e
Then by the smallness of ay, this implies

(2.12)

10y, ap)llze +allelz: < o™ [[flZs, for any a € (0,a1).
Thus we obtain (27). Then, by 2I) and @2.7) it is straightforward to obtain
1% = o®)¢llre < all(Us = )gllze + 1 fllz2 < [1f]22
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that is (2.8]). Finally, we will show the analyticity. Define an operator

T:H*(Ry) N Hg(Ry) = L*(Ry)

1

T(p) = —(% = a®)¢ + Usp.

We have shown that D, belongs to the resolvent set of T'. From (Z7)) and (2.8), we obtain that
I(=c+T)" fll= < Caliaf|lz2 < Ol fllz=.
Therefore, for any co € D, and any |c — ¢o| < min{55, 3d(co,dD-,)}, we can write
ple) = (—e+ D)7 =3 (e—co)(=eo+T) "',
n=0

which is absolutely convergent in H?2. Therefore, ¢ is analytic in ¢ and the proof of Proposition 2] is

completed.
O

3. APPROXIMATION OF UNSTABLE MODES

3.1. Slow mode. In this subsection, we will construct the slow mode @3, (Y’;c) for (L) that captures

the inviscid motion in the fluid. This mode can be approximated by a solution to the Rayleigh equation:
Ray,(¥) 2 (U, = &)(0F — o)y = Uth =0, Y >0, é=c+ . (3.1)

The solution to (B has been well studied, for example in [I0] for small a.. For completeness, we list some
key points in the construction and one can refer to [10] for more details. For o = 0 and Imc > 0, (B.1]) has
two independent solutions

Y 1
Yo,1(Yie) =Us(Y) = ¢, o2(Yse) = (Us(Y) — @)/1 de. (3.2)

For a > 0 but small, the corresponding approximate solutions to (B.I]) can be given by
ba (V) = eV po(Y), j=1,2.
It is straightforward to check that these two solutions satisfy
Ray, (Ya,;) = —2a(Us — ¢)0y¢o je Y, j=1,2.

To obtain a better approximation, as [10], one can define the approximate Green’s kernel by

=X (V) 2o(X), ¥ > X
€ ) )
GulX,¥) 2 —(U(x) -9 1| et (3.3)
e X0 1 (X)hoa(Y), ¥ < X,
and introduce the corrector
Pi(Y;c) 22 / Go(X,Y) (U, — )0y tho 1 (X)e N dX (3.4)
0
to absorb O(a) error generated by 14,1. Thus, the slow mode @3, (Y’;¢) is given by
Q.o (Yie) = Ya1(Yie) + adi(Y;e). (3.5)
A straightforward calculation yields that
Ray, (®3,,) = — 20%(Us — &)(9y ] + a®])
o0 (3.6)

y
:40421/1a,13Y¢0,1/ U;(X)¢O,2(X)dX+40421/)a,1aY1/)0,2/ Ul(X)ho (X)dX.
0 v

From B.8), @3, formally solves (81)) up to O(a?). In the following lemma, we state some properties and

estimates on the boundary data of the slow mode ®3,, which will be used later.
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Lemma 3.1. 1. For each Y >0, ®;,,(Y;¢) is holomorphic in the upper-half complex plane {c € C | Imc >
g}'At Y =0, we have
@5, (05¢) = —¢ — atpo2(0)(1 — 2¢), (3.7)
Oy ®5,,(05¢) = 14+ aé + a(l — 2¢)(arho,2(0) — Oy 1o 2(0)). (3.8)
Moreover, there exists a positive constant yo € (0,%) where ¥ is given in Lemma [6Z, such that if ¢ €
{Imec >0, |¢| <72}, we have

®5,,(0;¢) = =+ a+ O(1)alélog Imé], (3.9)
Oy ©5,,(05¢) = 1+ O(1)allog Imé]. (3.10)

Proof. Note that ¢ = ¢+ 4 For ¢ lies in the upper-half plane, the denominators in the formula (3.2)) and

B3) do not vanish. This glves the analyticity of @3, (Y;c). To show [3.1), we compute

Y o
@i(y;c):—wo,l(y;c)e*ay/ U;(X)wo,z(x)dx—21/)0,2(1/;@)6*”/ Ul(X)ho1(X)dX.  (3.11)
0

Y
Taking (B11) at Y = 0 gives

X=00

07(0;¢) = —24h0,2(0) /OOO(US(X) — QUUX)AX = —102(0)(Us(X) = &) g = —0.2(0)(1 — 2¢).

Thus we have ®5 (0;¢) = 14,1(0;¢) + a®5(0;¢) = —¢ — anho 2(0)(1 — 2¢), which is (B1). Moreover, for

app
Y €[0,1], ULY) does not vanishes. Thus integration by parts yields that

10,2(0) = é/01 mdx _é/ol % <Us()_(;—@) Ué(lX)dX

1 ¢ IR R e
=TT T U0.0) -8 /OUS<X>—6<U;<X>>2‘1X'

Since U.(0) = 1, the first term is equal to —1. For |¢] < ( ) we have |Us(1) — é] >
term satisfies

. So the second

Us(1)
2
¢ < 2)¢| <él.
UiD)(Us(1) = &) | — Ui(1)Us(1)
For the last term, by using (6.5, we obtain for |¢| < 4 that

1 1 U//
% dX dX < |élogl
‘C/o U.(X) = ‘ < |c|/ TAC |¢log Imé|.

Let 2 = min{=5~,7}. Then for any c € {Imc >0, |¢ < 72}, we have 92(0) = —1 4 O(1)|élog Imé|.
Substituting it 1nto ), we obtain (39). By using the explicit formula (1) and integral estimate in
Lemma [6.2] the estimates ([38) and (BI0) can be obtained similarly. We omit the detail for brevity. The
proof of Lemma [3.I]is completed. O

Us(1)

3.2. Fast mode. To capture the viscous effect and the no-slip boundary data, one needs to investigate the
fast mode in the sub-layer with respect to the Prandtl layer scale. For this, set z = 'Y as the boundary
sub-layer variable, where 6 = e~6™n~3. Then we look for an approximate solution to (L9) in the form of

(®Lop: Ulop) (V) = (07, 67)(671Y). (3.12)

Plugging this ansatz into the Orr-Sommerfeld equations (I.9) and taking the leading order, we obtain

83¢f —(z+ zo)afqﬁf =0,
_ az2 f_ 5Z¢f =0,

1, . 1 1,
for z = es™n3Y € es™R,. Here we have used

UY)—én~Y —¢=08(z+2), wherezp2 —01¢= e~ eminse.
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Therefore, we can expect that the profile (¢, /) satisfies:

0297 (2) ~ Ai(z + 20), 0297 (2) ~ —8.97(2),
where Ai(z) is the classical Airy function defined in (6.1J). Inspired by the above formal argument, we
define

: Ai(2 Ai

o () 2 AlBzt20) gy s A3 2+ 20)
Ai(2, z0) Ai(2, z0)

where Ai(2,z) and Ai(3,z) given in ([G.2) are the second and third order primitive functions of classical

Airy function respectively. By a straightforward computation, we know that the fast mode (® \Ifgpp)
satisfies

: (3.13)

f
app’

app

Lot o f a2 al
—OLRL,, + (Y — )33 2L, = 0,

- KU, —o®],=0, Y >0
In addition, at Y = 0 it holds that

L (Yic)ly—o = 1.

3.3. Approximate eigenvalue. We are now ready to construct the approximate growing mode that
represents the Tollmien-Schlichting wave in the boundary layer profile. Set

Dapp (Yic) £ D3y (YVie) — @3,,(0;0) L, (V5 0),
app(Y50) 2 W5, (Vi) — B3, (0: )WL, (V). (3.14)
Here W3 (Y c) is the solution to (1) with
b = 5, (0; c)\Ilgpp(O; c) and f = iaHs®,, (Y;c)+ 0y @, (Y;c).

From the construction, the approximate solution satisfies the zero Dirichlet boundary conditions on the
stream functions:
Papp(0;¢) = Wapp(0;¢) = 0.

To recover the no-slip boundary condition, we define
Ai(1, z0(c))
Ai(2,20(c))
Then (Papp, Yapp) (Y ¢) satisfies the boundary conditions in (ILI0) if and only if I'g(c) = 0. Let

co 2 (A4 A ei™es, (3.16)

The following proposition gives the existence of approximate eigenvalue near c,.

To(c) £ Oy Papp(0;¢) = Oy 5, (05¢) — 671 @5, (05¢)

app

(3.15)

Proposition 3.2. Let § € (0,1) be a fixred number. There is a positive constant Ag > 1 such that if A > Ay,
then there exists a positive constant €1 € (0,1), such that for any a = Aes with e € (0,e1), the function
To(c) defined in BIN) admits a unique zero point cap, in the disk D, = {c € C | |é — .| < A1 0ex},
Moreover, on the circle 0D, it holds that

ITo(c)] > %A*". (3.17)

Proof. For convenience, we zoom in the disk D, by introducing é = e8h, h, = A+ A~tei™ and Ty(h) £
Lo(esh — L). It suffices to study the zeros of [o(h) in the disk Dj = {h € C| |h — h.| < A~'7?}. Recall

that

20=—0lée= e 6T AT,
Then by taking Ay > 1 sufficiently large, it is straightforward to check that for A > Ay,
20| = A3 (1+0(1)A™2), h e Dy, (3.18)

and there exists a positive constant 79 > 0, such that

5 5
—gT <argzo < —57 + 7oA. (3.19)
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Therefore, from the asymptotic behavior ([6.3]) of Airy profiles we can obtain

Ai(l, ZQ)
A’L(2,Zo)

= 221 01|zt = —AFe L O(1)AE, (3.20)

Thus by taking the leading order in (815) and using the asymptotic behavior (39) and (BI0) in Lemma
BTl for small ¢, we have

5mi

Lo(h) ~1+6 Ya—¢e)ASe™ ™ =1+ ¢ 1™A(A—h), for h € Dy,

Based on this, we define a reference mapping;:
Pret(h) = 14 e 3™ A(A — h).

On one hand, we know that f‘rcf(h) has a unique zero point A = h, in the whole complex plane. Moreover,
on the circle {h € C | |h — h.| = A717%} it holds that

|Tyee(R)| = A7°.

On the other hand, we can estimate the difference between f‘o and f‘mf as follows.

A’L(l, Zo)
A’L(2,Zo)

< ‘1 4 et AT (A - h)zd — fmf(h)‘ +CA™2 4 Cpct|loge]

To(h) — f‘ref(h)‘ < ‘1 — eéﬂA%(A —h) — f‘ref(h)‘ + CA£%|log5|

<C1A72 4+ Cl)AE% |log g|.

Here the positive constant C; does not depend on either € or A and C 4 may depend on A but not on ¢.
Since 6 € (0, 1), taking Ag suitably large and then taking e; sufficiently small such that

1
C1A72 + C’1,A5§ |loge| < EA*Q

for A > Ay and € € (0,e1), we obtain that |To(h) — Tret(h)| < [Trer(h)| on the circle {h € C | |h — ho| =

A~1=9} In particular, we have
R R . - [
Co(e)] = [To(h)] > [Prer(h)] = [To(h) = Trer(h)| > 5 A7,

that is (BI7). Moreover, note that Ai(k,z),k =0, 1,2 are entire functions and Ai(2, zp) # 0 due to ([B20]).
Both I'y and T',o¢ are holomorphic in the disk Dj. Therefore, Proposition is concluded by Rouché’s
Theorem. O

3.4. Error estimates. In this subsection, we will give the precise representation of the error terms gener-
ated by the approximate growing mode (®app, Yapp ) (Y'; ¢) defined in (B.14) and then provide some estimates.
By a straightforward computation, (Papp, Yapp) (Y ¢) satisfies

(B (Y:0) 4 EF (Y- 0). F(Y+e
{Osc(q)appawapp)_(E (Yie) + EN(Yie), F/(Y;0)), Y >0, (3.21)

Papp (Y 0)ly=0 = Yapp(Y;¢)ly=0 = 0.

Moreover, from Proposition [3.2] we know that there exists a unique capp € Dy, such that dy @app(0;¢) = 0.
In what follows we specify the error terms on the right hand side of (B2I]). First of all, let us focus on
the error term E°(Y'; c) generated by slow mode (@3, W5 )(Y';c). For latter use, we divide £*(Y’; c) into
following three groups: the first two groups consist of terms that can be written either in derivatives of Y

or z, and the remaining one consists of terms with strong decay in Y. That is,

E*(Y;c) =0y E{(Y;c) +iaEs(Y;c)+ E5(Y;c), (3.22)
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where

Ei(Y;c) é— (03 @ app(Y5¢) — 2a28y<1)app(Y;c)) —VeH 0y 3, (Y;c)

o s s
- E ((U )\Ijapp(y; C) H q)app(Y; C)) )
3
E3(Y;e) é%(b

app(Y C) ’LO&\/_H \Ijapp(Y; C) (I)zpp (Ya C),

E5(Y;c) & —2a°(Us — &)(0y @5 (Y ¢) + a®5 (Vie)) + Vedy Hdy W5, (Vi) + Vedy HoUS, (Y c).

app

The error terms (E/(Y;¢), F/(Y;¢)) generated by the approximate fast mode are also written in the similar
form:

Ef(Y;e) = 0vEl(Y;c) +iaEL(Y;c) + E](Y;e), (3.23)

where

B(Yie) 2 — 5,0 (

(e
ayrbdpp VEH 0y U1, — E(U Wl +— H @app) ,

Ef(Y:e) 2 — a5 (0; )( o +ia(Us —&)®) q>f —ia\/EHS\I/Z:pp),

app app app app

E3f(Y7 C) = — (I)app(o C) ((U (Y) - ( ) )aY app aY(J app + \/_6Y‘H aY\I]app + \/_6YH \Ije]:pp)
and
FI(Y;e) & —®5,(0;0) (®U,, +ia(Us — )W), —iaH DL ). (3.24)

The main purpose in this subsection is to establish the following two Propositions for some estimates on
these error terms. Recall that Ag > 1 and €1 € (0,1) are the numbers given in Proposition B2 in which
the disk D, has been defined.

Proposition 3.3. Let A > Ay be a fized number. There exists 2 € (0,e1), such that for e € (0,¢e2),
o= Aes andc € D., we have

1B 50)lle2 + I B3 50z Sa e, (3.25)
U'|72E5(- ;0)|| 2 <a 6. 3.26
s 3
Proposition 3.4. Under the same assumption as in Proposition [3.3, it holds that
5
IE{ (V502 + 1 B3 (Y3 o)l 2 + [P/ (Y50) o2 Sa e, (3.27)
N2 B (Vi e)lle Sa e, (3.28)

To prove Proposition [3.3] and 3.4l we need some preparation. First, we prove the following lemma about
some pointwise estimate on 9 2 defined in (8:2) which will be frequently used in the error estimates.

Lemma 3.5. For any ¢ € {Imc > 0, |¢| < 2} where v2 € (0,1) is the number given in Lemma [Z1], the
following pointwise estimates on g 2 hold.
(1) ForY > 1, we have

o 2(V)| S (14Y), [0vthoa(Y) S 1,

02 0.2V + 103-02(Y)] S ULY)(1+ ) (3:29)
(2) ForY € 0,1}, we have
|¢072(Y)| S 17 5Y¢0,2(Y) = ( (( ))) (US(Y) - é) + 0(1)7
_ U/ (Y) ( ( )) .

UY) =82 UMUY)-¢  (UY))P
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Proof. Note that

Y

6Y¢0,2(Y) = U;(Y)/l (US(Xl) _ 6)2 dX + US(Yl) -
Y

312/1/)0,2(}/) _ U;/(Y)/l md)(, (3.31)
Y "

Oy tho2(Y) = Ué"(y)/l (Us(Xl) — é)QdX + (US((]}ngi) &)

For Y > 1, we have Us(Y) > Us(1) > 0. Thus, for ¢ € {Ime > 0, [¢] < 72}, we have |¢| < Usz(l), which
further implies that

.
Us(Y) —¢] ™

From B3I and using the structural condition of boundary layer |Z%l |+ |

<1, forY > 1.

[[]]S/ | S 1, we can directly obtain

B29). For Y € [0,1], it suffices to consider the integration fl de Since U[(Y') > 0, we can use
integration by parts to obtain

Ayﬁiﬁéizﬁdxziﬁyi%(UA§§—6>UiXﬂX

o 1 1 T 1 U’ (X)
BRAGAEE B AN CAOED / my 34X

For the second term, it is straightforward to have
;<1 for ¢ € {Ime > 0, |¢] <2}
OICAOEE i A=

For the last term, we use integration by parts again to get

/1Y Us(l U” dX / 10g )—é)) UJS(X) 1x

X) = 0! GHBE
_ s w_ o PO N A a4 (U
— (oB(0.(1) ) s — lon(U (1) — ) ety = [ Qo0 - ) 5 (i ) 4.

By using ([€4]) with x = 1 and the fact that U, ~ 1 and |U?|,|UY'| <1 for Y € [0, 1], we have

Y //
/1 (log(Us(X)—é))% <(g/( >dX / [log(Ug(X) — ¢)|dX <1,
and
(oB(U.(1) = &) o | < llog (1) + 15 1.
Therefore, it holds that
R S 1 (o _oy Z) .
| wo=a = im0 - gy HRYO )

where |R(Y; ¢)| < 1 uniformly for Y € [0, 1] and ¢ € {Imec > 0, |¢| < v2}. With (832), we can obtain (BBIII)
directly from (331). The proof of Lemma is then completed.

With Lemma B, we can obtain some estimates on the corrector ®5(Y;¢) defined in (84).
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Lemma 3.6. For any a € (0,1) and c € {Imec > 0, |&| < v2}, we have
123 50) e S 1,
|10y @3 (- s 0)lLee S 1+ [log Imél, [|oy @5 (- 5¢)|2 S 1,
1035 (- 5 0)llne S 1+ [Ime| ™", 03D5( 582 S 1+ [Ime| 3
103@3 (- s 0)lLee S 1+ [Ime| 72, |03 @5(- s0)|lpe S 1+ |Imé] =2,
U272 @y + @) @5 (- 10)ll2 S1+a72.

(3.33)

Remark 3.7. As mentioned in the Introduction, the L?-norms of 8% ®; and 93 ®% absord one order of

(I mé)_% compared with the corresponding L°°-norms. This is crucially used in later remainder estimates.

Proof of Lemma Recall some explicit formula ([@7) related to ®5(Y;c¢). With the pointwise
estimates ([3:29) for Y > 1, B30) for Y € [0,1] and the integration estimates over [0, 1] in Lemma [6.2]
B33) can be obtained by a tedious but straightforward computation. For illustration, we only show the
last inequality in (3:33]). Note that for Y > 0, it holds

Y
Oy @3(Yic) + adi (Vi) = — 20y (V)e ™Y / U (X)02(X)dX
0

—28Y7/}O,2(Y)67QY/ UL(X)o(X)dX
%

We then split the integral domain with respective to Y into {Y > 1} and {0 < Y < 1}. For the first
domain, by using ([3:29) and the following facts

Y
/0 U (X )02 (X)dX

/ U710y ®2 (Vs ¢) + adi (Y 0)|? dY<H
1

S

In U’(Xwo,l(X)dX\ <1-0,¥) SULY).

Y

we have

i P P
LOO

Here we have used the strong concave condition (ILI3) in the last inequality. For the second domain, we
use (B30) and (64) with x = 2 to obtain

1 1
[ it eveivie) s avi(vig P ay s 1+ [ logUa(y) - dy S1.
0 0

The last inequality in (333) is obtained by combining these two estimates. The proof of Lemma is then
completed. (I
Next lemma is about estimates on the approximate slow mode of magnetic field defined in (BI4).

Lemma 3.8. Under the same assumption as in Proposition [3.3, the approximate slow mode of magnetic

field Ws,,,(Y'; c) satisfies the following estimates:
195, s 0)llnge + a2 [ @5, ( 50) 2 Sat, (3.34)
10y Wy 10l + aF [0y Wep(- 5Oz S @7, (3.35)
103950 5 0) e + @2 |03 W5,, (- se)llre S 1. (3.36)

Proof. First, we take ¢; sufficiently small such that for any e € (0,1), it holds that
S {Ime >0, |¢] <y} N{lc] <} and a € (0, ap),

where 79 and ag are given in Proposition 2.1l Recall that W3  (V;c) satisfies (2.I)) with boundary data
op = ®5,,(0;¢)¥] (0;¢) and inhomogeneous source term f = iaH, @5, (YV;c) + Oy @5, (Yic). As in
B20), we use the asymptotic behavior of Airy profiles (63) to obtain
Ai(3, 20) 1
84,0 0:0)] 5 11| 023 S o0l S
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1 1 1

Here we have used (I8) and the fact that |§| = n~3 = esa~3 = A~ 3a. Then combining this with ()
gives |¢p| < a?. Moreover, by using previous bounds ([3.33)), we have, for any ¢ € D,, that

||8Y(I)app(y C)||L°° + a”q)app(y; C)”Lgo

SOy an(YVio)lloe + alltai(Yie)oe +a ([0v@1(Yie)|re + all®1(Yie)|re)

<1+ afloglme| < 1.
Now by taking e; smaller if necessary such that 0 < o < F, we can apply (Z2) with n = « to Uiop to
have

a”\I]app( ) )HLOO + CYZ ||6Y\I]app( ) )||L°° + ||aY app( 7C)||L§O 5 L.
The L2-estimates can be obtained directly from the following inequalities
||8;€’\I]§pp||l/2 S CY_% ||6;€’\I]§pp||lzg°7 k=0,1,2.

The proof of Lemma [B.8 is completed. O

Now we are ready to prove Proposition

Proof of Proposition B.3t Recall from ([B.5) that ®; = ¥ 1 + a®j. By a direct computation, we
have

3
1
a2 [Yaillzz + [[Yanlle + D 10%¢anlanre < 1. (3.37)
k=1

Then applying (B33)-@B31) to E5(Y;¢), we have
1B 30)le S ~ (109 ¢a1ll2 + alloy @ill2 + @®[|0y Yo [z + a® [0y 1| 2)

et |y Wl + — (II\Ifdpplle + Yallze + all @5l L2) (3.38)
1 1 1 1
S—(1+ ta?t+ad)+ 242 — +— +ta? .
n |Imc| « n \ a3z az
Note that for a = Ae® and ¢ € D, we have
nt~y E%, Imé ~ 4 3.

By taking €5 € (0, e3) suitably small, we can deduce for any ¢ € (0,e3) that
5
£16

IES(- ;0)||pe Sa e (1 feTT0 4T +s%) b fez (5‘% +e76 +a%) <a

Similarly, we have

3
«
||E;( ;C)HLQ S 7” app”L2 + ag? ||\I]app||L2 + = ||(I)app||L2
5 1
2 £2 e %3 7
STty Saew

This completes the proof of (B.25). Finally, by using the last inequality in (333]), (8.38) and structure of
boundary layer profile (ILI3)), we obtain

-1 s . <2 17— s s 1 8YUS
0 B3 sl a0 17 @v 0t +a@Dlle +et | Fox | ] oy Wil
1 62H5 ayUS s
e » 1 || app”L2
Oy Us |(9}2,US|2

3 E% E% 3

Sa? + —+ —5 Sy eis,

~ a as ~

that is (3:26]). The proof of Proposition B3] is completed. O
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Now we turn to prove Proposition 3.4l First we will show the following pointwise estimates on the
approximate fast mode (®f,,, ¥ ) defined in (3.12).

Lemma 3.9. Let A > Ag be a fized number. There exists a positive constant 11, such that if € € (0,e1),
o= Aes and c € D, the following pointwise estimates hold for any Y >0 and k =0,1,2

1
105 DS (Vi) SansSe Y (3.39)

app

1
R WS (Vie)| <an's e Y (3.40)

app(
Proof. Recall that zg = —0~'¢ = e5™n3 (—¢) and 2z + 29 = e8™n3 (Y —¢), Y > 0. As in (BI8) and (319),
we can deduce for A > Ay and ¢ € D, that

J20] = AT (1+0(A7%)),

and there exists 79 > 0, such that
5 5
—% <argzy < —% + 1A
Thus, both 2z and zo + z belong to the half plane {z € C | argz € (=25, T)}. Therefore, by applying the

6°6
asymptotic behavior of Airy profile (63) to (312) and BI3), we have

A2 —Fk,z+ z
okl ()] < Js|+ |21 )

A’L(2,Zo)
k5 _5-2k 2 3 2, 3
Sns|zo|tz4+ 20|77 |exp —5(2—1—20)2—1-5(20)2 :
3.41
Db wL, ()] < fg | 2B ket o) o
(V] 2 Ai(2, z0)
- : - 2
0l 20l e (5420t + St
Noting that |z| ~ A% and ¢ belongs to D,
1
|z + 20| =n3|Y — ¢ > n3Imeé > (Aa_%> P Aes > AT,
we further obtain from (34T that
2 2
}BY app(Y)} <a ns lexp (—g(z—i-zo)g + g(zo)g> } ,
(3.42)

N

|8Y app(Y)‘ SA n%

exp <—§(z—|—zo) + ;(zo)g) ‘

It remains to give a lower bound of real part of (z 4+ 20)2 — (20)2. In fact, this lower bound has been
studied in [I8], even for more general cases. For completeness, we follow the argument in [I§] to give a
brief presentation. Let f(Y) £ 5™ (Y — ¢). Then

Since e3™ arg f(tY) € (=%, %), we obtain

1 )
Re/ (e%f( dt>—/ |f(tY)|2 dt>—/ Y —é[zdt > #¢2,
0

for some positive constant 71 > 0. It then implies that

SRe ((z+ 20 = (20)F) = ZntRe (PO = (FO)F) = Aintlafty,
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1 1
6 1 2 2
For ¢ € D,, we have |n|5|¢|2 (AE_E) (Asg) 2> As. Thus
2 3 3 L2 1
gRe (z+20)2 —(20)2 ) > 71 A3n3Y.

By plugging this bound back into 3:42) and setting 7, = 71 A%, [B39) and @4Q0) follow. The proof of
Lemma [3.9]is completed. O

With these pointwise estimates, we can obtain the following weighted L2-estimates directly.

Lemma 3.10. Let 8> 0 and k = 0,1,2. Under the same assumption in Lemmal3.9, it holds that

1 k-6 _1

[lv2173y o0k @], (- 50|, San5" 8, (3.43)
_1 k—1—-B 1

[lw1- 3y ook wl, (o), san™ 5" (3.44)

Proof. From the pointwise estimate ([.39) and structural conditions (I.I2)) and (LI3]), we have
|U/| —s0Y

[ s

4

e

‘|U//|—§Yﬁay |n%Y|ﬁef~rln%Y+s[)Y

<
app| ~A s

s

L oo

k=B 1 —Tin3
<an 3 [n3Y|fe2n?Y,

~

Therefore, it holds that

k— 1
SAn 3 6
L2

that is (3.43). (3.44) can be proved similarly and then this completes the proof of the lemma. O

<An 3 |7’L'3Y|5 7—1n3Y

3

H|Us” YﬁaY app L2

Now we are ready to give the proof of Proposition 3.4

Proof of Proposition B2t First we consider Ef (Y;c¢). For a = Ae® and ¢ € D,, we have a ~ |¢| ~
n~3 ~ e%. Thus from (33) we obtain that

@5 (0:0)] Sa €%

Then by using (3.43) and [3.44) in Lemma B.I0, we can estimate ||E{( ;¢)||r2 as follows.

1
VEL( 50)llae Sa eb (—naycbappnm Loy ul e

al||lU ale|
o b PN R UM PR
B R S
~A € st T+t T+t —735 + =
ne ne ne n2 ne
T 11
16

Similarly, we can obtain

Y Yo

1
VLG 0)loe Sa ot (—n%pnm +a £ N

L

+a|c|||q)app||L2 + = ||(I)app||L2 +a82||\11app||L2>

3 ~ 1
1 (o7 «|c Qacg 2 1 3.7 1
Saced <_+T+ |1|+ >§A58 (68+16 +est

e

teit

&
+
™

oot

+
Sl
N———



20 C.-J. LIU, T. YANG, AND Z. ZHANG

and

S

app

: 1
P/ ilin e (a2 ehyplie +

YOz +alell Wl + allq)f{pplle)
LOO

2

1 [« « alc « 1/ 1.3 1.5 1.1

SAgs — + =+ |1|_|__1 51458 (54+16 4 35116 _|_5s+16)
nz ne nz ne

Sacis.
By combining these estimates, we obtain (27). Finally, for E; (Y;e), by using |Us(Y) — UL(0)Y] S Y2
and 43) with k = 5 = 2, we obtain

app app

UYL "2 B{ (- 50)ll12 Saes (|||U£'|_§Y23§‘1>f 22 + 45l 2

"
S

1
"5
U2

H/

+e3 T
sz

4 1
||8Y\I/£pp||lz2 +e2

||w£pp||m>
L

1 1

1 1 €2 €2 3

Saes | <+ —F+—7] Jacts,
ne ne n2

Lo

that is ([3:28)). The proof of Proposition B4l is then completed.

4. CONSTRUCTION OF UNSTABLE MODES

In this section, we will construct the solution to the Orr-Sommerfeld system (L9) with (II0) based on
the approximate growing mode solution constructed in the previous section. For this, we first consider

1

5(8’2” —a?)?® 4 (Us — ¢)(03 — a®)® — 03U ®

— VEH, (0% — 02)U + \EO2 H U — %&/ (Us — ¢)¥ — H,®) — %(I) _ (4.1)
— (0% — )V +ia(U, — )V — iaH,® — dy® = fo,
with the Navier-slip boundary condition on the velocity field
Bly—o = (8§ — a®)®|y—o = ¥|y—o = 0. (4.2)

Here (f1, f2) is a given inhomogeneous term. Recall that Ay and the disk D, are given in Proposition B2l
Define a weighted L2-space

_1
Ly(Ry) £ {f € L2(Ry) | I fllee, 2 U172 fllzz < oo}
The solvability of ([@I) together with (2] is given by the following
Proposition 4.1. Let A > Ag be a fized number. There exists €3 € (0,1), such that for ¢ € (0,e3), if
o= Aes and c € D, then the following two statements hold.
(1) If [ /210 50)l2 + [1f2(- s¢)llp2 < oo, then there exists a solution (®,¥)(- ;¢) € H*(Ry) N Hy(Ry)
and (®, V) (- ;c) satisfies

[0y ®, a®)L2+[[(05 — a®) @] L2 + |0y ©(0)]

1 1 (4.3)
+ a2 + a2 | Oy T, aW)|pz + (|37 — a®) |2 Sa Tralfillzz + 1 f2llze.

Moreover, if f1(- ;¢) and fa(- ;¢) are analytic in D, with values in L2 (Ry) and L*(R.) respectively,
then the mapping

FR(C) S 8y<1>(0;c) :D,—C

is analytic in Dy as well.
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(2) If fi = Oyg1 or f1 = iagy for some g1 € L3(Ry), then there exists a solution (®,¥)(- ;c) €
H2(Ry) N H(Ry) and (®,0)(- ;¢) satisfies
19y @, a®)||L2+[[(95 — ®) @[22 + [0y ©(0)]
1 2 2 1 (44)
+al|¥l[L2 + a2 [[(Oy ¥, a®)|L2 + [0y —a”)¥[[L2 Sa Wﬂglﬂw + [l fall 2.
Moreover, if both g1(- ;¢) and fa(- ;¢) are analytic in D, with values in L*(R..), then the mapping
FR(C) S 8y<1>(0;c) :D,—C
18 analytic in D as well.

Note that as mentioned in the Introduction, we will decompose the operator OS according to the structure
of the source term by OS; and OS;. Hence, the solvability of OS depends on the solvability of OS, and
OS, given in the following two subsections.

Remark 4.2. As one can see from the proof, the argument also holds for a wider range of f when o ~ &
and almé ~ 7. First of all, to justify the expansion in B3) requires 8 > 1/12 and Reé ~ «, so that
alé¢logIm é| << Imé. In addition, we require that ¢ lies in ¥4NX,. Here ¥, and X belong to resolvent sets
of OS; and OS; given in Lemma and Lemma respectively. Moreover, in view of (41 and ({42,
we require the smallness of the factor in front of £,_1 in order to achieve the convergence of iteration. This
leads to require the smallness of the following quantity

1

—— < L
azn(Imé)?

This always holds for a ~ ¢? with § € [%, %] To be more precise, in Section 5, we will prove the statement

of Theorem [[T] in the regime where o ~ £ with 8 € (3/28,1/8).

4.1. Solvability of OS,;. In this subsection, we will consider the operator OS; when the source term has
strong decay in Y. For this, we study the following system of equations OS4(¢, 0) = (q1, ¢2):
— (0} = a?)29+ (Us = )0} = a?)o—Ulp=q1, Y >0,
— (0% —a®)o+ (Us — c)o —iaH.p — Oy d = qa, (4.5)
¢ly=o = (85 — a®)¢ly—0 = oly=0 = 0.
Here (g1, ¢2) is a given inhomogeneous source term. The result can be stated in the following lemma.
Lemma 4.3. There exist as € (0,01) and 72 € (0,1), such that for any a € (0,a2) and c € Sy = {c € C |

Imé > 75 'n~Y, |c| < 1}, where y1 is given in Proposition (23, if llaillzz, + llg2llz2 < oo, then X)) has a
unique solution (¢, 0) € H*(Ry) N HE(Ry) and (¢, 0) satisfies the following estimates

C
10 — )0l + 106, addlzs < el (4.6)
Cn?
10y (85 — a?)oll2 < ——llqullrz (4.7)
(Imé)2
1 1
168 — a®)ale +¥@re. aollus +alolzs < € (Tallanlus + ke (48)

Moreover, the solution operator
0871 (e) : Ly (Ry) x L2(Ry) = H*(Ry) x H?(Ry)
is analytic in c.

Remark 4.4. Lemma indicates that if we replace the no-slip boundary condition by the Navier bound-
ary condition, then the corresponding homogeneous Orr-Sommerfeld system of equations has no unstable
eigenvalue with Gevrey regularity.
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Proof of Lemma [4.3t We first show the a priori estimates. Denote w = (02 — a?)¢. Note that U/ < 0
from the strong concave condition in (ILI3). Taking inner product of (L) and we deduce that

U//7
*®(Us —¢) w w
I0vo. 0ol + [ C Ay + (0} - oo 1) = (. ) (49)
0 s
We use integration by parts and the boundary condition w|y—¢ = 0 to obtain
iy g w i s WU
(0% — 0 77) = = Oy, aw)l}y + (P ).
Then the imaginary and real part of (A3]) give respectively
1 2 . i WUl
v, awlfy + el =1 ({75 ) + I (= Hovw #50) . (410
U, — Reé i WUl
0o, aolzs+ [~ P p T uay = e () ) +Re (~Love, 2220).
By using Cauchy-Schwarz and the structural condition of boundary layer (IL.I3)), we have
(a1, U,,> < llalzz llwllzz , (4.12)
and
1 Wyl 1||uY 1
sl < 1T 1oveliatelzs < Siovel s, (113)
Then from {@I0), we have
1 . 1
—ll(@yw, aw)|7z +Iméwlia Sllalles, o]z + —lovwles llwlire,
(4.14)

1 At C C
§—||3Yw||%gu+1m0(§ oz ) Wl + ol

Taking 75 > 0 suitably small so that nI = <O <y L for ¢ € ¥4, the first two terms on the right hand side
of ([@I4) can be absorbed by the terms on the left hand side. We then have

1

laullzz - (4.15)

lwlize <
Moreover, from ([@IT), (EI2) and (m), we have
1
10y, ad)llze S llwllis + —lOvwleg llwlles, + larlles, oz,

) (LS I P
~\ e " ¥ (me)d | me) I

1
S m”fllniia

where we have used [@I5). Combining this with ([@I5]), we obtain (@6) and (7). For [@LJ]), we can apply
the estimates ([Z71) and (Z8) to ¢ with f = g2 + iaH¢p 4+ Oy ¢. Then we have

1
105 — o®)ellzz + a2 [[(Bye, ao)llr: + allellzz Sllgallze + 10yl 2 + alld 2

o <
ez, [1(Oyw, ow)llr2 S (Imc)%

22 + [lg2llz2,

which is (L8]). The uniqueness follows from the a priori estimates. For existence, from the previous
argument, the estimates (&6)- (&) indeed hold for all ¢ in {c € C | Imé > 75, 'n~1, |¢| < K} for any given
K, with constant C in (L) and (@7 depending on K. Also for suitably large Imé, it is not difficult to
construct the solution ¢ to the first equation in (@&]). Then by applying the method of continuity, we can
show the existence of ¢ solving ([@5), for ¢ in ¥3. With ¢ in hand, the existence of ¢ is guaranteed by
Proposition 2.2] Therefore, the existence part of statement follows.
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Finally, as for the analyticity, we rewrite the first equation in ([£.3]) as
—cw + i(832/ —o®w — (Us — i)w —~U'A'w = q1, wly=o =0,
n n
where AS1: L?(Ry) — H?(Ry) N HY(R,) is the solution operator to
(% —a®)¢p =w, dly=o =0.
Denote the operator
L:Hy(Ry)NHy(Ry) = L (R+)
) 1

L(w) = %(6,2/ —a?)w — (Us — E)w —U/'A w.

Here the weighted space H2 (R, ) := {w € L2(Ry)|0,w € L2(R,), j = 1,2}. Then from (&B) we know
that for ¢ in X4, the resolvent (—c + £)~! exists hence is analytic in ¢ with values in B(L2), which is the
space of linear bounded operators on L2 . Also, w = (—c+ £) !¢ is analytic in ¢ with values in L2 (R,).
Note that ¢ = A 'w. By using the boundedness of AS!: L?2(Ry) — H?*(R4) N Hi(R4) and Lemma [6.3
the analyticity of ¢ can be obtained as well. Finally, given that ¢ is analytic in ¢ with value in H?(R,.),
the analyticity of ¢ follows from the analyticity of the solution operator constructed in Proposition 2.2l and
an application of Lemma[6.3 Therefore, the solution operator OS;l(c) is analytic and the proof of Lemma
is completed. O

4.2. Solvability of OS;. In this subsection, we study the part of OS that has differential structure. For
this, we consider OS;(&,9) = (h1, h2), defined by
%(6% = ®)2E 4 Oy (Us = 9)9v€) = o (Us = O + Oy Ra(€,9) + iaRa(€,9) = b1, ¥ >0,
— (02 — o)V + (Uy — ¢)9 — iaH € — By € = ho, (4.16)
Ely=0 = (8% — &®)€ly—0 = V]y—0 =0,
with a given inhomogeneous source term (hq, h2). Here

Ry(£,0) = —/EH,0y 0 + /€0y Hy — %(US — &0 + %Hsg, Ra(€,9) = _%g —ia/EH9,  (4.17)

represent part of effects from the magnetic field. The following lemma clarifies the solvability of (EIGI).
Recall a7 and 1 are the numbers given in Proposition

Lemma 4.5. There exists 73 € (0,1), such that for any a € (0,c1) and ¢ € S £ {c € C | Im¢ >
5 tamzn Tt el < b, if |(ha, ho)llLe < oo, then @IB) has a unique solution (£,9) € H*(Ry) N HE(Ry)
and (&,9) satisfies the following estimates

1

1
0 < h —|h 4.18
10v€, af)llzz S —7—llhallz= + a%nlméH 2|22, (4.18)
nz 1
10% — a®)éllrz S ——— M2 + 7 [l hall L2, (4.19)
a(Ime)? (anIme)?
1 1
103 — a®)9| 2 + @z [|(By 9, av)]z2 + a1z S Simalflize +llhellz=. (4.20)
Moreover, if we further have hy = Oy g1 or hy = iagy for some g1 € L?(Ry), then it holds that
1 1
0 < — —|h 4.21
10v€, adllee S 7Nl + a%nImé” 2|z, (4.21)
n2 1
103 — a®)éll> S —=llgrllz + ——[lha[[ze, (4.22)
(Ime)= anlmc)?
1 1
1% — 0?)9llz2 + @y, ad)lz + ollzs < 7= llgn e + ol o (123

Furthermore, the solution operator

08, (c) : L*(Ry) x L*(Ry) = H*(Ry) x H*(Ry)
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is analytic in c.
Before proving this Lemma, we first bound L?-norm of Ry and Ry defined in ({@L.I7).
Lemma 4.6. Assume that ¥|y—o = 0. Then it holds

[1R1(§, )Lz + [ R2(& D)2 S (Il(t?y& a2 + Oy d, ad]L2). (4.24)

Proof. We directly compute

Y
[1R1(&, 9|22 S Ve <||3Y19||L2 + YOy Hyll

1
— — Y
YHL2> + nHO‘fv o ||L2

o 1
S —loydllez + —llag, adlr,
n n
where we have used the Hardy inequality ||£|/z2 < 2[|0y9| 2 and /2 = 2. Similarly, we find
2
« «
1B2(&, Dz S —lEllz= + — 1] 2.

The bound ([@24]) directly follows from the fact o < 1. O

Proof of Lemma [4.5t Let us focus on the a priori estimates. Multiplying both sides of the first
equation in (£I6]) by & gives

i > . ,
~[1(05 — a®)ellz: — / (U, — &) (|0 €] + Q2[€2) AY = (h1,€) + (R1, v E) + (Ra, iak). (4.25)
0
The imaginary part of (£20]) implies that

1 ,
~[1(5 — @®)&llZ: + Tmé] (v €, a)llZ:

= Im((h1,§)) + Im((R1, 0v¢€)) + Im((Rz, iag))

I C 4.26
< 0v e, aQ) + 1 I(Rr, Ro) 3+ [Tm((hn, ) 20
Imc

< love a9z + —— C — ([0v&, a®)lLe + 9y, ad)l[z) + m((h1,))].

Here we have used (£24) in the last mequahty. By applying 27)) and (Z8)) to ¢ with f = ho+ 9y E+iaHE,
we have

AN

AN

133 — a®)0| 2 + a2 [|(By 0, ad)||r2 +alld]r2 S |[hallrz + [(DvE, ad)lre. (4.27)
With this inequality, we deduce from [@.26]) that

1 ,
~[[(05 — a®)&llZ: +Tme] (v €, ag)lZ:

Ime C C
< (5% ) 10vE, @) + — s + M €)1
By taking 73 € (0, 1) suitably small so that
C Clmeé 1
< < O72Imé < ~Imé f s,
an?Imé ~— an?(Imé)? — Time s gime for e €
we get
Liiao 244112 5 2 c 2
L1@3 — 02)el0 + a0y E, a8)le < —< sl + (s, €))]. (4.25)
To bound the last term in the above inequality, we note that
I ((ha, )] < (|l L2 [|€]] 22 (4.29)

for general hy € L?(R;) and
Im((h1, ) < [{g1,0vE)| < llgalle2l10v €]l 2, (4.30)
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for hy = dy g1 with some g; € L?(R,). Then by [28) and ([#29), we obtain for general h; that

1
OyE, S ~||h hallLz,
I0r€, a8)lis 5 elllis + —— Il
1
nz
10% = a®)ellLe S ——llhallre + ———llhalle,
a(Imé)2 (anImeé)?

which give (£18) and (#I9) respectively. Moreover, from ([£27) and ([@I8]), we obtain that
108 = a®)0llz= + a2 [|(Dy 0, ad)]|z + a9

1
a2 +(

S lhallpz + 10y, ad)llrz S

< 1
™~ almé
where we have used — 11 < 73 < 1. That is (£20). By using (£27), (A28) and ([@30), we can obtain

~ 1
almé az2nlme

1
- 1) sz

[Pz + [[h2] L2,

PNV ~

a2nlmeé
@210, (E22) and [@23)) similarly. This completes the proof of the statement of the a priori estimate. With
this, the existence and analyticity can be proved by a similar argument as in the proof of Lemma We
omit the detail for brevity. The proof of Lemma is completed. O

4.3. Convergence of OS;-OS; iteration. In this part, we will construct the solution (®, ¥) to the Orr-
Sommerfeld system of equations (A1) with Navier boundary condition [2) and then give the proof of
Proposition .1l Before doing this, we illustrate the construction of solution as follows. Firstly, we consider
the case || fil|2 + || f2llz> < co. We then define the zeroth-step approximation (o, o) as the solution to
the following equation:

0S4(¢o, 00) = (f1, f2)- (4.31)
Note that

OS(¢o, 00) = (f1, f2) + <3yR1(¢07 00) + iaeR2 (¢, 00), 0),

where Ry and Rs are the functions defined in (@IT). Observe that the error term (dy Ri(¢o,00) +
iaRa (o, 00), 0) has a differential structure that matches the operator OSs. In order to eliminate this
error term, we set (£1,791) to be the solution to the following equation:

0S;s(&1,01) = ( — Oy R1(¢o, 00) — iaR2(¢o0, 00), 0>7
which yields an error term
OS(&1,01) = OSs(&1,0h) = (v Usdy&r — €103 Us, 0).
Observe that —0y U0y & — 02U& € L2 We set (¢1, 01) to be the solution to the following system
OSa(¢1, 01) = (Oy UsOy &y + £105Us, 0),
and further choose (®1, V1) = (£1,71) + (¢1, 01) as the first-step approximation, which yields

OS(¢o + ®1,00 + V1) — (f1, f2) = <8yR1 (¢1,01) + iR (91, 01), 0>-

By repeating this procedure, we can construct inductively the following solution sequence
(Pr, Wi) = (&, Uk) + (Pr, 0)5 k> 1,
where (&, Vx) solves

OS5 (&, k) = ( — Oy Ri(¢r—1,06-1) — iaR2(dr—1, 0k—1), 0), (4.32)

and (¢, o) solves

0Sa(dr, or) = (Oy UsOy &y, + €05 Us, 0). (4.33)
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For any positive integer N > 1, it holds that

N N
O <¢0 +Z¢k790+zwk> = (fi, f2) + (8YRN(¢1aQI) +iaRN (1, 01), 0)-

k=1 k=1

Therefore, it remains to show the convergence of >°.~, @) and Y .-, ¥) in some suitable function space.
Indeed, given the convergence, it is straightforward to check that

(P, W) = (¢ + Z P, 00 + Z ) (4.34)
k=1 k=1

defines a solution to ([@I]) together with ([2]).

We now turn to consider the second statement in the Proposition 4] i.e. fi = 0y g1 or fi = iag; with
some g; € L?(Ry). For this case, we only need to have one more step before the zeroth-approximation
(@3T). That is, we first solve (§y,Yo) from the equation

085(605190) = (f15f2)7 (435)
which yields
0S(&0,Y0) — (f1, f2) = (—0y Usdy&o — 03 Us, 0).

By noting that the source term in the above equation belongs to L2 (Ry), we can define (®,¥) as the
solution to the following Orr-Sommerfeld system

OS(®, V) = (Oy Usdy & + £02 U, 0), (4.36)
which has been solved in the first part of Proposition 41l In summary, we have

as the desired solution to ([@.I]) with (£2).

Proof of Proposition E.I} Recall that a = Ae¥, ¢, is the number given in (&I6) and D, is the disk
given in Proposition For ¢ € D,, we have Imé ~4 |c| ~a N5 ~y E8. Therefore, we can take e3
suitably small so that for € € (0,e3), there holds

a € (0,min{a, az}), |c] <1, nImé 24 e > 275, nazlmé >4 e 16 > 275 L.

Here the numbers s, 72, 1 are given in Lemma 3] and 73 is given in Lemma Hence, we have
D, ; Y4 N X, where ¥y and X are resolvent sets of operators OS; and OS; which are given in Lemma
and Lemma respectively. Since (&x,V)) solves the equation (£32), by applying @21), ({22) and
HE23) to (&, Ik) with

hi = =0y Ri(¢r—1, 0k—1) — taR2(¢pr—1, 0k—1), ha =0,

we obtain )

Ime
1

nlm

| (Oy &k, o) 2 S

<

(1R (Pr—1, 0—1)l L2 + | R2(Pr—1, 06—1)|L2)

(1(0y pr—1, 1)l L2 + || (Oy 0k—1, @0k —1)| L2) »

[}

(4.38)

[N

n

(Imé) 2
1

S ——— (|(Oy -1, adp—1)||L2 + |(Oy 0k—1, or—1)l12),
(nImé)2

105 — o)kl <

(1”1 (Pr—1, 0k—1)ll 2 + [[R2(Pr—1, 0k—1)llL2)

and
103 — 020kl L2 + a2 || (By Ok, a) | L2 + o[V L

< 1
~ Imeé

< 1
~ nlme

(IR1(Prh—1, or—1)lI2> + [ R2 k-1, 0r—1)22) (4.39)

(1(0y pr—1, adr—1)| 2 + || (Oy 0k—1, ¥0k—1)| L2) -
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Here we have used ([@24)). To proceed further, note that (¢, ox) is the solution to ([£33) and

Oy Us 1
10y Usdy&xllza + 16602 Ullzs, < |22 oy éullze + V102Ul e ||
|8}’(JS|2 oo L2
< llovenl| e

Then by applying (£6), (1) and 8] in Lemmal3 to (¢, ox) with ¢1 = Oy U0y & +E,02 U, and g2 = 0,
we obtain

1
103 = a®)énllea, + 1@y o, aonllze S T—l10v€ellse,
1
nz
||8Y(3)2f - 02)¢k||L$U N ﬁ”aYﬁkHL% (4.40)
(Imé)?2
1 1
103 = a®)erllze +a¥ @y or aen)llze + allawllss S T=l0v &l 2.

We now define
& =103 — o) oillr2 + By dr, ad) 2 + (0% — a®)okll 2 + a % |[(By ok, cvor) | 22 + ol okl 2.

From (£38) and (£40), we have
C

Ep < —————&k1. 441
b= azn(Imé)? ht (4.41)
Then by taking €3 smaller if necessary so that
1
O L OV el (1.42)
azn(Imé)? — o(lmé) 2
we conclude that
- 1
Z&SC&JS I (I f1llez, + 1 f2ll 22, (4.43)
mé

k=1
which implies the absolutely convergence of > ,-, ¢ and > -, o in H 2. Moreover, define
Fio = 1103 = a®)&llz> + 10y &k, ae) 22 + 1% = ®)Oxl|2 + a2 [ Oy Dk, )| 2 + |9 2.
From (L38) and (£39) we have

> 1 1 - 1
S A (ot IE (Z &) < Sl + 1l (4.44)
k=1 k=0

aznlmé  (anlmé)?

where we have used ([@Z43). The absolute convergence of > 7o | & and Y ;- | 9y follows as well. This gives
the existence of solution. By recalling ([£.34]), the estimate ([4.3]) follows from ([@.43]), (£44) and the Sobolev
embedding. Finally, from Lemma 3] and Lemma 5 we know that for each k > 0, (¢x, 0x) and (&x, k)
are analytic in ¢ with values in H?(R ). Then analyticity of (®, ¥) follows from the absolute convergence,
which together with the Sobolev embedding further implies the analyticity of I'gr(c). The proof of the first
statement in Proposition [f] is then completed.

As for the second statement, since (&, J9) solves ([@30), we apply (@21)), (£22) and [@23)) to (£o,Yo) to

obtain

1 1
) < _
[(Oy €0, o)Lz S Imé”ngL2 + a%nlméHb”Lz’
1
nz 1
1003 — el S — ol + ——= 1 fall 2,
(Imé)?2 (anImé)z
and
1

1
105 — a®)doll L2 + a2 [[(By Do, ado)l 2 + alldollz S —llgillze + [ fall e

Ime



28 C.-J. LIU, T. YANG, AND Z. ZHANG

By using these bounds and the first statement of Proposition 41l we obtain the following estimates on
(®, ¥) that solves ([A36):

S ~ 1 1
10y @, a®)|r2 + /(05 — ®)®@|l12 Sa — (10vUsOy&ollrz, + 16005 Usllr2 ) Sa —10v&oll 12
Ime Ime
1
<
SA a2 lgallz> + ()2 1f2l 22,
and
103 — o) ¥l 12 + a2 [|(By T, a®)| 12 + | ¥]| 12 <a s (l0y Usdy&oll L2, + €005 Us|l 2
1
< L
SA Tme2 llgillzz + T ()2 Il f2ll 2

Recall (@3T). By combining these bounds and using the Sobolev embedding, we further obtain
1Oy ®, a®)l|z> + (|33 — a®)®|| 2 + [Dy BO)] + 2 [[(Fy U, a®)| 12 + [|(BF — a®)¥] 12

<p (140t me)?) oullze + (1 + +— ) 2] (44)
T3 2 2.

~A (Ime)? il azn(Imé)?  (anlmé)z 2

For & = Ae® and ¢ in D,, it holds
1 3 1 1 1 1
nEImé)s <y 1, ——— < efo, — — <, o,
(Imé) azn(Imé)? (anImé)2

By this and ([@43]), we obtain (@4]). The analyticity follows from the first statement and Lemma The
proof of Proposition [£.]]is then completed. O

Now we are ready to prove the main theorem when o = Aes.
Proof of Theorem 1.1: Recall the approximate solution (®Papp, Yapp)(Y;c) defined in (BI4) which
satisfies (B:2I)). We look for the solution to (IL9) with (II0) in the form of

(@, 0)(Y;¢) = (Papp, Yapp) (V5 ¢) = (Pr1, VR1)(Y¢) = (PR2, YR 2)(Y;0).
Here (Pg1,VR,1) and (Pro, PR o) are the solutions to the Orr-Sommerfeld system (LI, (£2) with in-
homogeneous source terms (f1, f2) = (E5 + EJ, F') and (f1, f2) = Oy ES + iaEj5 + oy Ef + iaE],0)

respectively. These two solutions have been constructed in Proposition LIl From the construction we
know that

OSC((I), \If) = 0, and (I)(Y, C)|y:0 = \IJ(Y, C)|y:0 =0.
Now we define a mapping
I'(c) £ 0y ®(0;¢): D, — C,

which is analytic by Proposition Il Recall T'g(¢) = Oy Papp(0; ¢) defined in BI5). On one hand, from
Proposition B2 I'y(c) has a unique zero capp in D,. Moreover, on the circle 9D, it holds that |T'g(c)| >

$A7% > 0. On the other hand, by using (25, (3:26) in Proposition B3] 327), B28) in Proposition B4
(@3) and (@) in Proposition @] we can estimate the difference |I'(c) — I'g(c)| as follows:

IT'(c) = To(c)| <|0yPr,1(0;¢)| + |0y Pr2(0;¢)|

1 1 .
S = (0274 B s+ 10713 B 52 + 17
mc
1
+ Tz (1Bhee + 0B o2 + 1852 + 1522
6116 51%
< = 51% — < 5‘1_16
~A Tmeé + + (Tmé)? <a

By taking e¢ suitably small, we have, for any ¢ € (0,&0), that [I'(c) — To(c)| < $[To(c)|. Therefore, we
conclude the proof of Theorem [[.T] by Rouché’s Theorem. O
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5. THE CASE a = Me? with 8 € (3/28,1/8)
In this section, we will prove Theorem [l for « in the regime a ~ 7 with 3 € (3/28,1/8). Let
a = MeP. First we restrict the consideration to the case 8 € (1/12,1/8). For brevity, we assume without
loss of generality that M = 1 through out the section. Let vy = ﬁ(l —8p) € (0,1) for € (1/12,1/8), and
Con = a4 altroeimi, (5.1)
As shown later, the unstable eigenvalue lies in the disk

Diw ={c € C||c— cus| < T30} (5.2)

for some r3 € (0, @) In this section, we use c¢ rather than ¢ because of the scaling.
Note that the following facts will be frequently used in the following:

n=-2 =q 32, (5.3)

\/g )
and there exists 74 € (0, 1), such that
a(l — 7, ") < el < a(l+ 17 'a™), and 0 < arge < 75 'a”®, Tme > 740! ™ for ¢ € D... (5.4)

Now we define the approximate growing mode. The slow mode of stream function for velocity field is the
same as (0], that is

O (YVie) =a1(Y;e) + a®i(Y;c). (5.5)

app

The construction of fast mode is different from the previous case given in subsection 3.2. Instead, we will
construct the fast mode around an exponential profile. For this, we rewrite the part of leading order in the
first equation in the Orr-Sommerfeld system (9] as follows:

—aycb+( —0)02D — Q2ULD = 02 <%a§q>+(Us—c)cb—za;l(ayUS@)),

where we have denoted 6;1 f=- f;o f(X)dX. Then for some positive integer N > 1 to be determined
later, we define the fast mode as
N
o (Vie) =) ®[(Yie)
k=0

where <I)£ is the solution to the following equation
L0k 0f — e =0, B)(¥i0)ly=o = 1. (5.6)
and <I>£ (k=1,2,---,N) solves the following hierarchy of equations
%a,%@-,ﬁ — o] = —U0{_, + 207" (U], ), ®L(Vic)ly=o = 0. (5.7)
From (B3] and (54), we know that

(1—7,'a")a —2(14w0) < |nc| < (1 —l—lea”“)a*Q(H”"),
and
m . ™ —1 v
—— <arg(—inc) < —= 4+ 71, o
2 2
Then @ = (—inc)2 is well-defined, analytic in ¢ and satisfies

o V2
2 T3

_r + a 17" < Rew < &

| = a1 (1 + O(1)a™), —g <argw < -7 a7, (5.8)

Thus we can solve the leading order profile

fI)(J;(Y; c)=e =Y
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from (5.6]) and solve <I>£ from (57) inductively by

. Y ’
<D£ (Yie) = zn/ (Y=Y )dY//

0 ’

o0

The approximate fast mode of magnetic field is defined accordingly as

N

Ul (Vo) = Wl (V;e), with O[(Y;c) = —05 'L (V;0).
k=0
It is straightforward to check that the fast mode (@QPP, \Ifgpp) satisfies

%aécbf (U, - 0)820! 92U =52 (Uscb{v - 23;1(ayUS<1>{'V)) LY >0,

app app app
— 08U, — @, =0, &L (Vic)ly—o=1.

In summary, we define the approximate growing mode as

Dopp(YVic) = @5 (YVie)— @5 (0;0)®L (V;e),

app app app
\Ijapp(y; C) = \I]zpp(y; C) - ‘I’zpp(o; C)\I]'z]:pp(y; C),
where W5 is the solution to &) with ¢, = ®5,,(0;¢) %L, (0;¢) and f = iaH PS5, + Oy D5,

In the following lemma, we will give some pointwise estimates on <I>'£ and \If£ .

Lemma 5.1. The following bounds hold

0201 (V5 ¢)| < akvo—i(two)g—ga 1Oy

1030 (V;¢)| < akro=G=D(1+v0) —ha= 0y
whereY >0, k=0,1,2,--- ,N and 5 =0,1,2.
Proof. Define

G 2 31;% (1+a7(1+u0)y) eia—muo)y@i(yﬂ'

Recall that <I)£ satisfies (5.9). Then
, U,
vl )]+ 2op el 5 |
LOO

_1,—0+vo)
50(1+U0€ I ng—l-

Yol (V) + /Y B, |(X)dX

By plugging it into (59, we obtain that

Y o
— v/ 1y 1 —(14vg) v
|(I)£(Y)| Snal-‘rl’ogk_l/ e Rew (Y Y)dyl/ eRew(Y Y )6 pied Yy,
0 ’

14+vg
no _ 1, —(1+4vg) 1 —(14vg)
———5Gk—1e" 1% Y < aG_je 4 Y.

<
~ (Rew)?

e (Y'=Y") (—US¢£_1 + 28;1(8yUS<I)£_1)) dv®, k=12,

(5.9)

(5.10)

(5.11)

(5.14)

Here we have used (B.3]) and (5.8]). Applying an inductive argument to (5I4), we obtain for k =1,2,--- | N

that

—1—v k - v,
sup e+ Y [2f (V)] < oM sup (1 + (o) ) Ao Y8 (v)| < ok,
Y>0 Y>>0

This gives (B.12) when j = 0. All other inequalities in (512) and (EI3]) can be obtained similarly. We omit

the detail for brevity.

O

We now define Tg(c) = Oy ®app(0; ¢). With the above pointwise estimates, we can show the existence of

¢ for Tg(c) = 0 in the following lemma.
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Lemma 5.2. Let 8 € (1/12,1/8) and r3 € (0, ‘/75) There exists e5 € (0,1), such that for any e € (0,¢5)
and o = EB, the function f‘o(c) has a unique zero point inside D,... Moreover, on the circle 0D, it holds
that

To(0)] > = (5.15)

Remark 5.3. By ([B4), for a = e? and ¢ € D,,, it holds that

=

alme > T4aﬁ = Tyet.
Proof. The proof is similar to the one for Proposition B.2l In fact, note that
( ) 8Yq)zpp( ) (I)pr(o C)ayq)gpp( )

= Oy @5, (05¢) — D5 (0;¢) <—w+ Z@y®£(0;0)>

k=1
(5.16)

app

o3 (05c (Z By ®1(0; c)> :
k=1

In view of asymptotic behavior B3]), (3I0) and the pointwise bounds (512), we define

= 6yq)app(0; C) + a—(l-i-l/o) 471'1(1)8 (O C) + (I)app( ) (w _ a—(l-l—u(,)e—%m')

1::lrcf(c) =1+ OZ_(1+V0)6_%T”.(_C + OZ)-

One can see that Tyer has ¢, given in (G.1) as its unique zero point in the whole complex plane. On the
circle OD,., it holds that

|frcf(c)| =r3 > 0.
To further estimate the difference [To(c) — Tret(c)|, we observe from B9), (5.3) and (5.4) that
1
|® app (0 o Sle—al+ = —|— alélogImé| < a0 (1 + a0 |logal) < altre, (5.17)

where we have used vy € (0,1) in the last inequality. Thus by using (58), (512) and (&I7) we get

o3, (05c <Z By @ (0; c)>
k=1

By plugging this bound into (5.I6), we then obtain that

vo
< a

02 0:) (s et 4

- 1
ITo(c) — Tret(c)] < alogImé| 4+ a~(F+0) (— + a|610g1mé|) + o™
n
< o™ + al="]logal,
where we have used vy € (0,1) again. Taking 5 € (0, 1) suitably small, such that for any € € (0, ¢5),

a” 4+ a7 logal < %3,

we obtain that
. 1=
ITo(c) — Tret(c)| < 2| Cret(c)|, for any ¢ € 9D...
We then complete the proof by Rouché’s theorem. ([

By (&5), (510) and (BI0)), it is straightforward to check that
OSe(@apps Wapp) = (E3(Yi0) + B (Vi0), Fi(Yic)), Y >0,

(5.18)
Popp(Ys0)ly=0 = Vapp(Y;¢)ly=0 = 0.
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Here E5(Y;c) = Oy B 1(Y;c) +iakj o(Y;c) + Ef 3(Y;c) is the error term generated by the slow mode
@3, and it is exactly the same as (3.22), that is, Ef ;(Y;¢) = E2(Y;¢), j = 1,2,3. The error term E'g(Y; c)

app
generated by the fast mode is slightly different from (3.23). In fact,

EJ(Yic) = Oy EL (Yic) +iaE] ,(Yic) + Ef 5(Y;0),
where

+ Uydy ®L, — 9y U, @Y,

app

E'g@(Y;C) £ _ app(O c) ( — —(2a + 1)3Yq)f
o
- \/gHsanlgpp - E(U )\Ilgpp + H @app>

app
Ef4(Vi0) & = @3,,(0;¢) (VEdy Hdy Wy, + VEOR HW, )

And the error term Fg (Y;c¢) in the magnetic equation remains the same as [B.24)), that is, Fg Yie) =

E,(Vic) 2 — @5, (0sc) (n(a —1)®L +ia(U, — &)L —iay/EH, \Ilapp)

F/(Y;c). For these error terms, we have the following bound estimates.

Lemma 5.4. Let 3 € (1/12,1/8). There exists e¢ € (0,¢5), such that if a = £” and ¢ € D... where D, is
given in ([B.2)), then we have

1ES1( 502 + 1B a(- s0)ll g2 S a?TE+),

UZ |2 B (- 502 S af,

1EL L s0llee + 1B s0)lle + U2 EL 4(- o)l e S adHe),
IFS (- se)llpe S altE0+m),

(5.19)
(5.20)
(5.21)
(5.22)

Proof. We first estimate the slow mode W of magnetic field, which solves [2.I)) with ¢}, = ®
and f = iaH®;  + 0y ®;,,. Taking €5 € (0,¢5) suitably small, we have

0; )W (0;c¢)

app app(
app
D G {Tme >0, [¢] <2} N{lc| <0} and a € (0, ),
where 79 and «q are the numbers given in Proposition 2-Iland s is the number given in Lemma [3.1] Using
EI3) with j = 0 and (BI7), we have
o] = [ @25 (0: ) UL, (05 0)| S @
Then as the proof of Lemma [3.8] we obtain

ol Wi 1) lne + @Z Oy Wi, (- s)llnee + 03 Ua,5( 10z S 1, (5.23)

2(1+V()) .

and
_1
a”\llapp( ; )HL2 + 042 ||8Y‘Ijapp( ; )HL2 + ||8Y app( ;C)”L2 S a 2. (524)
Now we turn to estimate error terms Ej, E'ﬁ and Fﬁf As for ([B38), we use the bound estimates (3.31),

B33), 23) and [@24) to obtain
S 1 S S
1B s)llze S (103 ¢anllz: + all0y illz2 + 0 [0y Y]l z2 + a0y @1 12)
+e2 Oy Uippllee + — (||‘1/ ppllzz + 1o tllrz + a1l z2)

1 s 3\ ez a1 1
1+ sta"ta’ |+ —+—| 5 +—F+«
n |Imc| « n \az @2

<aBt2 (1 +a1—g(1+u(,)> 1 it < o2 3+v0)

Nj=

Here we have used (B3] and (&4) in the last line. Similar as Proposition B3] one can get

5 1 1
IB5C0)lie € o 4+ =5 + = Sadt,
a2



TOLLMIEN-SCHLICHTING WAVES OVER PRANDTL-HARTMANN LAYER 33

and
1 1
1 3 €2 €2 3
IO 2B ollee S of + 0+~ Sk,

This completes the proof of (5.19) and (5.20). As for the fast mode, by applying pointwise estimates (5.12)),
EI3) and (BIT) to E'g’l(Y; ¢), we obtain that

v 1 Us
1844 s0)llie S0 Sy oy llos + |

1Y Oy @ llc2 + 24122
LOO

al|U. alcl a
+ \/E"(?Y\I]gpp”L2 + = ?S ||YY\I]'£]:pp||L2 + —”\I]gppHL2 + _||(I)£pp||L2>
n Loo n n
" ) (5.25)
1 1+ s (14vo
noz
<a%(l+l/0) (a+aNV0—(1+V0)) ,
where we have used (53) in the last inequality. Similarly, we obtain that
o ) . X
||E£’2( ;C)HL2 S OélJrUO (EH(I)g‘ppHL2 +a = ||Y(I)2J:pp||L2 + O‘|C|||(I)£pp||l42 + a\/g”\yg‘ppHL2
LOO
a3 (1+w0) ) ) . (5.26)
5 a1+uo . - +a2+§(1+u0) + \/gal+§(1+v0) 5 a§(1+v0)a17u0.
n
By using ([LI3]), we deduce that
: H! || HY
U'|72EL (- ;0)|lpe < ol (55 2 oy S g2 +e? 5 vt 2)
||| s ﬁ,B( )”L |Ué/|% Lo || appHL |Us”|% Lo || app”L (527)

< o2t30+0)

By taking N suitably large so that Ny > 1 + 1 and by noting that 19 € (0,1), we obtain (521 from

E25), E26) and (E27). In summary, we have

1z US
IFLC 0l S a0 (@0l b |G| IV e+ alcll#h o + all @yl
LOO
< 041+%(1+UO),
which is (5:22). We then complete the proof of Lemma 54 O

Proof of Theorem [I.1] for § € (3/28,1/8). We look for the solution (®,¥)(Y;c) to the Orr-
Sommerfeld equation (I9) with (II0) in the following form

(@, V) (Y;¢) = (Papp, Yapp)(Yi¢) = (P51, ¥p,1)(Yic) = (Ps2, Yp,2)(Ysc).

Here (Papp, Vapp) is the approximate solution constructed in (G.II) and it satisfies (GIR), (Pg,1,¥51)
satisfies

0Sc(®p1,¥p,1) = (EE,B + B, Fg)

D31 (Y;0)ly=0= (8 —a?)®s1(Y;¢)ly=0 = ¥s.1(Y;¢)ly=0 =0,
and (®g,2, Vg o) satisfies

08c(@5.2,Wp2) = (Oy B o + ia B o + Oy B, +iaEf 5, 0)

Dp2(Vic)ly—o = (05 — a®)@s2(Ysc)ly—0 = Up2(Yic)ly—o = 0.

For a = ¢# with 8 € (1/12,1/8) and ¢ € D, by using (53) and (54) we can take gq suitably small so
that for € € (0,&0), the following holds:

. 1 - 1 . 1 _1 _¢3 1
Imé > ra' ™ > nta (24w0) > 27, In 1, Imé > myn " ta 2 (5 +wo) > 214 Iyt

)
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and
i 1 _ 5 a3+2u0—%—2(1+1/0) S OZ% < 1.
az2n(Imé)?

Here 75 and 73 are the numbers given in Lemma [£.3] and Lemma [£.5] respectively. Therefore, D, ; YaNs,

and in view of (£41) and Remark 2] the solution sequence defined in (34 converges. This gives the
existence of (®g1,%31)(Y;c) and (Pg 2, ¥s2)(Y;c). Moreover, in view of ([@43)), (£44) and [{@AH), since

1 1

azn(Imé)? (anlmé)z
we can show that (®g1,¥s1)(Y;c) and (g2, Upo)(Y;c) satisfy the same bounds as (£3) and (@4)
respectively. In particular, it holds that

1 1 1 N3 1
<az, 5042(””“), n2?(Imé)2 < 2"

)

1

_1 —1
(NT2 1% B allae + 0212 ES gllzz) + 1F 122,

Oy ®s,1(0;¢)] S
| Y 511( ?C)| ~J Imé

1 ' (5.28)
0v®5.2(0;0)| S ey (10750 Bl + 10, Bl )
Recall Ty(c) is the mapping given in Lemma [5.2l Now we define the mapping
L(c) £ 8y ®(0;¢) : D, — C.
By using (.19), (£20), (&21), (522) and (528)), we obtain
L(e) = To(e)| < |0y @5,1(05¢)] + |9y @s,2(0; )|
< 1 (a n a%um)) L) 1 (a2+%<1+m> n a%um)) (5.29)
~ Tmé (Imé)?
S a%—uo +O(%(1_3V0).
For 8 € (3/28,1/8), we have vy € (0,1/3). Then taking ¢ smaller if necessary, we deduce that
’f(c) ~To(e)| S a2 4 a3(1-3n0) < %3 (5.30)
The theorem then follows from Lemma [52] (515 and an application of Rouché’s Theorem. 0.
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6. APPENDICES

6.1. Properties of Airy function. Recall the classical Airy function, cf. [I8],

1 t3
Ai(z) = 5 /L exp (zt - §> dt, (6.1)

where the contour L is given by

L= {r6_2§i,r € (1,+oo)} U {ew,@ € [—4%,—2%]} u {re2gi,r € (1,-1—00)}.

Its first, second and third order primitive functions are given by

1 3
Ai(k,z) & — / t~ % exp <zt - 5) dt, k=1,2,3. (6.2)
L

211

It is straightforward to check that
D2 Ai(z) — zAi(2) = 0,
and
0, Ai(k,z) = Ai(k — 1,2), k=1,2,3, Ai(0,2) = Ai(z).
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The following lemma gives the asymptotic behavior of Ai(k,z) for large |z|, see [GLI0,I8]. The proof of
[©3) for the case k = 0,1,2 can be found in [I8], while the case k = 3 can be treated similarly. We omit
detail of the proof for brevity.

Lemma 6.1. There exists a positive constant M > 1, such that for |z] > M and |arg z| < 3F, we have the
following asymptotic formula:
—1)* 3
Ai(k,z) = (Z1)° s “322(140(272)), k=0,1,2,3. (6.3)
2\

6.2. Some explicit formula.

Lemma 6.2. Let k > 1 be a positive integer. There exists ¥ € (0, 1), such that for any ¢ € {Imec > 0, |¢| <
A}, it holds that

1
/ Hog(Us(Y) — &)FdY < 1, k> 1, (6.4)
0

1
/ |Us(Y) —¢é|7'dY <1+ |log Imé, (6.5)

0

1
/ |Us(Y) —¢|7"dY <1+ |[Imé|™ "t k> 1. (6.6)

0

Proof. We give the proof of (6.4) only because ([6.0) and ([6.6) can be proved similarly. Take 4 =
min{1U,(1), (1 — Us(1))}. Then one has
|Us(Y) —¢| <Us(1)+|é] < 1for Y €[0,1] and |¢] < 7.
Note that . .
/O og(U,(Y) —é)|“dY§/0 (—log (|Us(Y) = Reé| +Tmé))" dY + 1.

We now consider two cases.

Case 1: Reé € (O, UTO)) For this case, let Y7 € [0, 1] be the point such that Us(Y7) = Reé. Then we

have .
/ (—log (JUs(Y) — Reé| + Im¢))" dY
0

1

:/Yl (—log(Reé—US(Y)—i-Imé))“dY—i—/ (—log (Us(Y) — Reé + Imé))* dY.
0 Y1

For the first integral, denote Q(Y) £ —log (Reé¢ — Uy(Y) + Imé). Since U.(Y) > 0, we have

Y1
dy ~=Ly))dy
o e, @)

Y1 . Y1 d A . .
[ @y - - /O = {(Reé — U,(Y) + Tmé) Q*(¥))

" k—1 n a_ A K U.;/ Y)
<1+ A/() Q" L(Y)dY —|—/O |[(Reé¢ — Ug(Y) +Imé) Q™ (Y)| ‘( dy

(
Ui(Y))?

Y1
S / Q= 1(¥)dY,
0

where in the last inequality we have used z|logz|® <, 1 for 2 € [0, 1]. Inductively, we can obtain
Y1
Q*(Y)dY < 1.
0

Similarly, we also have
1

llog (Re¢ — Us(Y) + Imé)|"dY < 1.
Y1

Case 2: Rec € (—UST(D, O] In fact, this case can be treated similarly. We then conclude ([64]) and also

the proof the lemma. O
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Next we list some explicit formula related to ®5(Y;¢) which is defined in ([B.4]).
Y

Oy @5 (Yic) = —2(0y — )i (YV)e ™Y Ui(X)o,2(X)dX

— 2(8}/ — Oé>1/)012(Y)67QY

J
J

y
0y @5 (Yie) = — 2(0y — a)®tho 1 (Y)e ™Y /O ' U (X )tbo 2(X)dX

—2(dy — a)* oo (Y)e Y /Y T U (X )01 (X)AX + 20—V (6.7)
K3 (Yic) = —2(0y — )’ (Y)e ™ /0 ' U (X )tbo 2(X)dX

- 20y @una(V)e? [T U)X

+2U(Y)e ™Y — 6aUL(Y)e Y.
Finally we state the following lemma about analyticity.

Lemma 6.3. Let Q C C be an open subset and J, K be two Banach spaces. Denote by B(J, K) the space
of bounded linear operators from J to K. Assume that

L(-;¢): Qv B(J,K)
is analytic in ¢ with values in B(J, K) and
fle): Q—J
is analytic in ¢ with values in J. Then L(f;c) is analytic in ¢ with values in K.

Proof. Let ¢g € Q be a fixed number. Since L(- ;¢) is analytic at ¢, there exists r; > 0 and a sequence of
bounded linear operator {L,}52, C B(J, K), such that
“+o0

L(-50) =Y (¢ —co)"Lu("),
n=0
with
—+oo
Z lc — co|"|| Lnll B(s,x) < 00 for |c —co| < 71.
n=0
Also by analyticity of f we can find 7o > 0 and a sequence of elements f, € J such that
+oo
Fle) = (c=co)" fu,
n=0
with
+oo
Z le = col™|| fnlls < o0 for |e—co| < 72
n=0

By linearity, for |¢ — ¢g| < min{ry,r2} we deduce that

+o00 +o00 +00 n
L(f(c)ic) = Z(C —co)" Ly, (Z (c— Co)mfm> = Z(C —co)" (Z menm> : (6.8)
m=0

n=0 m=0 n=0

For |c — co| < min{ry,r2}, it holds

—+oo n
Z |C_CO|n Z men—m
n=0 m=0

—+oo n
<> le—col” (Z |Lm||B(J,K)|fn—m|J>
m=0

K n=0

—+o0 —+o0
< <Z e — 00|n||Ln|B(J,K)> X <Z e — Col"llfn||J> < 0,
n=0

n=0
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which implies that the series on the right hand side of (6.8]) absolutely converges in K. Therefore, L(f;c)

is analytic and the proof of Lemma [6.3] is completed. O
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