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CAPILLARY GRAVITY WATER WAVES LINEARIZED AT MONOTONE SHEAR
FLOWS: EIGENVALUES AND INVISCID DAMPING

XIAO LIU AND CHONGCHUN ZENG

ABSTRACT. We consider the 2D capillary gravity waves of finite depth z2 € (—h,0) linearized at a mono-
tonic shear flow U(z2). The focuses are the eigenvalue distribution and linear inviscid damping. Unlike the
Euler equation in a fixed channel where eigenvalues exist only in low wave numbers k of the horizontal vari-
able x1, we first prove that the linearized capillary gravity wave has two branches of eigenvalues —ikci(k),
where the wave speeds R 3 ¢ (k) = O(y/]k|) for |k| > 1 are asymptotic to those of the linear irrotational
capillary gravity waves. Under the additional assumption U” # 0, we obtain the complete continuation of
these two branches, which are all the eigenvalues in this (and some other) case(s). In particular, —ikc™ (k)
could bifurcate into unstable eigenvalues at ¢ (k) = U(—h). The bifurcation of unstable eigenvalues from
inflection values of U is also obtained. Assuming there are no embedded eigenvalues for any wave number k,
the linearized velocity and surface profile (v(t,x),n(t,x1)) are considered in both periodic-in-z1 and z1 € R
cases. Each solution can be split into (v?,n?P) and (v¢,n°) whose k-th Fourier modes in z1 correspond to
the eigenvalues and the continuous spectra of the wave number k, respectively. The component (vP,nP) is
governed by the dispersion relation w(k) = —kc® (k) in the case of z1 € R. The other component (v, 7°)
satisfies the linear inviscid damping as fast as |[vf|p2, 7|2 = O(ﬁ) and [v5]p2 = O(3z) as [t| — oo.
Furthermore, additional LiLg, q € (2, 0], decay of tv{ and t2vS is obtained after leading asymptotic terms
are singled out, which are in various forms of t-dependent translations in x; of certain functions of x.

1. INTRODUCTION

Consider the two dimensional capillary gravity water waves in the moving domain of finite depth
U; = {(1‘1,1‘2) eTr xR | —h < To < ’I’](t,$)}, Ty := R/LZ, L > 0,
or
Uy = {(x1,29) ERXR | —h <9 <n(t,z)}.

The free surface is given by S; = {(t,x) | z2 = n(t,z1)}. For € Uy, let v = (v(t, ), v2(t,z)) € R?
denote the fluid velocity and p = p(t,x) € R the pressure. They satisfy the free boundary problem of the
incompressible Euler equation:

(1.1a) O+ (v-V)v+ Vp+ gés =0, x € Uy,
(1.1b) V.v =0, x € Uy,
(1.1c) din(t,x1) = v(t,z) - (=g, n(t, 1), )", r € S,
(1.1d) p(t,z) = ok(t,z), x €5,
(1.1e) va(x1, —h) =0, x9 = —h,
where o > 0, k(t,z) = —OTT?;)%— is the mean curvature of S; at x which corresponds to the surface

tension, g > 0 is the gravitational acceleration, and the constant density is normalized to be 1.
Shear flows are a fundamental class of stationary solutions in the form of

(1.2) Uy 1= (U(xg),O)T, Sy i={(t,z)|xa = nu(x1) =0}, Vp, = —gés.

Our primary goal in this paper is to analyze the capillary gravity water wave system linearized at a
monotone shear flow satisfying

(H) U e Ch([—h,0]), lp>3, U(xs)#0, Yag € [—h,0].
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Remark 1.1. Due to the symmetry of horizontal reflection

(r1,22) = (—21,72), (v1,v2,7,p) — (—v1,v2,7,D),

the case of U < 0 is completely identical except the signs of U" in Theorem 1.1(3d) should be reversed.

One of the crucial aspect of the linearized problem is the stability /instability, which is also related to the
generation of surface and internal waves due to small disturbance. Mathematically, robust instability is
often produced by eigenvalues of the linearized system which have positive real parts and lead to solutions
with exponential growth in ¢, while eigenvalues with negative real parts correspond to linear solutions with
exponential decay. Purely imaginary eigenvalues, where there are infinitely many in the free linear capillary
gravity waves (namely, linearized at zero), give periodically oscillatory linear solutions. Continuous spectra
are also expected to exist, which do exist in the case of the Euler equation in a fixed channel linearized
at a shear flow where certain algebraic decay of the linear solutions — linear inviscid damping — had been
obtained under certain conditions. See Subsections 1.2 and 2.1 for references and the explicit example
of the Couette flow. Hence the two main aspects of the linearized capillary gravity waves that we are
focusing on are the eigenvalue distribution and the linear inviscid damping.

1.1. Linearization. We first derive the linearized system of (1.1) at the shear flow (v, = (U(z2),0)T, 7. =
0) given in (1.2) satisfied by the linearized solutions which we denote by (v,7n,p). Let (S5, ve(t, x), p(¢t, x))
be a one-parameter family of solutions of (1.1) with (SP,v°(¢, ), p°(t,x)) = (S, vs,ps). Differentiating
the Euler equation (1.1a) and (1.1b) with respect to € and then evaluating it at € = 0 yield

(1.3a) v + U(29)0p,v + (U (22)02,0)T +Vp =0, V-v=0, x5 (—h,0).

Taking its divergence and also evaluating the above linearized Euler equation at o = —h, we obtain
(1.3b) — Ap =2U"(22)0z,v2, x93 € (—h,0), and Op,plyy=—pn = 0.

From the kinematic boundary condition (1.1c¢), we have

(1.3¢) On = v2|zy=0 — U(0)0z, 7.

Finally differentiating (1.1d), where the left side is p(¢,z1,7°(t,z1)), and using 9,,p« = —g, we obtain
(1.3d) p=gn—ocdim, at xo=0.

The above (1.3a — 1.3d) form the linearization of the capillary gravity water wave problem (1.1) at the shear
flow (v, Si, p«) with initial values (vip(x),va0(2),n0(x1)). In fact it can be reduced to an evolutionary
problem of the unknowns (v, 7), while p can be recovered by the boundary value problem of the elliptic
system (1.3b) and (1.3d).

1.2. Backgrounds and motivations. Due to its physical and mathematical significance there have been
extensive studies of the Euler equation linearized at shear currents. Many of these works were on a fixed
channel with slip boundary conditions

(1.4) (1.1a)—(1.1b) with g =0, z9 € (—h,0), wva(z1,0) = vo(z1,—h) =0,

and some of the results have been extended to free boundary problems such as the gravity waves. The
spectral analysis is naturally a crucial part of such linear systems. Eigenvalues yield linear solutions
exponential in time, while the continuous spectra often lead to algebraic decay of solutions, the so-called
inviscid damping due to the lack of a priori dissipation mechanism of the Euler equation.

e Figenvalues. Since the variable coefficients in the linearized Euler system depend only on s, the
subspace of the k-th Fourier mode is invariant under the linear evolution for any k£ € R. Hence it is a
common practice to seek eigenvalues and eigenfunctions in the form of

(1.5) wo(t,z) = Fl@r—eb) (vio(z2), vao(w2)), also n(t,z1) = e*@1=ep (1) in the free boundary case,

where apparently the eigenvalues take the form A\ = —ikec with the wave speed ¢ = ¢ + ic; € C. The
linear system is spectrally unstable if there exist such ¢ with ¢; > 0, which appear in conjugate pairs.
Solutions in the above form with ¢ € U([—h,0]) are in a subtle situation and are referred to as singular
modes (see Definition 2.1 and Remark 4.1 for singular and non-singular modes). In seeking solutions in
the form of (1.5), the wave number k£ € R is often treated as a parameter.



WATER WAVES LINEARIZED AT SHEAR FLOWS 3

Classical results on the spectra of the Euler equation (1.4) in a channel linearized at a shear flow include:

e Unstable eigenvalues are isolated for any wave number k£ € R and do not exist for |k| > 1.
e Rayleigh’s necessary condition of instability [30]: unstable eigenvalues do not exist for any k if
U"” #0 on [—h,0] (see also [8]).

e Howard’s Semicircle Theorem [13]: for any k # 0, eigenvalues exist only with ¢ in the disk

(16) (CR - %(Umax + Umzn))2 + C% < i(Uma:c - Umin)2-
e Unstable eigenvalues may exist with ¢ near inflection values of U (Tollmien [34] formally, also [21]).

Many classical results can be found in books such as [7, 26| etc. For a class of shear flows, the rigorous
bifurcation of unstable eigenvalues was proved, e.g., in [9, 22|. In particular, continuation of branches of
unstable eigenvalues were obtained by Lin in the latter.

It has been extended to the linearized free boundary problem of gravity waves (i.e. ¢ > 0 and 0 =0
in (1.1)) at shear flows (see [39, 14, 31] etc.) that: a.) assuming U’ > 0 and U” # 0 on [—h, 0], there are
no singular neutral modes in U ((—h,0)) (i.e. solution in the form of (1.5) with ¢ € U((—h,0))); b.) the
semicircle theorem still holds for unstable eigenvalues; and c.) for a class of shear flows, singular neutral
modes may exist at inflection values of U and the bifurcation and continuation of branches of unstable
eigenvalues were also obtained. Compared to channel flows with fixed boundaries, new phenomena of the
linearized gravity waves include: a.) in addition, critical values of U, where U’ = 0, and ¢ = U(—h) may
be limiting singular neutral modes; and b.) there are non-singular neutral modes, i.e. ¢ € R\ U([—h,0]).
Another related result is Miles’ critical layer theory [28, 5] on the instability of shear flows in two-phase
fluid interface problem due to the resonance between the temporal frequency of the linear irrotational
capillary gravity waves at the completely stationary water and the shear flow in the air in the above.

e [nviscid damping. The analysis of the inviscid damping phenomenon started with the Euler equation in
a fixed periodic channel (1.4) linearized at the Couette flow U(z2) = 2. In 1907, Orr [29] observed that the
linearized vertical velocity va(t,2) tends to zero as t — co. Under the assumption [ vig(z1,z2)dz1 = 0,
Vxg € (—h,0), which removes the shear flow component of the linear solutions through an invariant
splitting, explicit calculations (see, e.g., [6, 24]) yield, as t — oo,

(1.7) wo € L? = |2 = 0(1), wp € H' — |v|p2 = O(Fl‘), wo € H? = lva|r2 = O(#),

where wqy denotes the initial vorticity. More general shear flows in a fixed channel have also been studied
extensively. For a class of general stable shear flows, Bouchet and Morita [4] predicted similar decay
estimates of the linearized velocity as well as the vorticity depletion phenomenon. For monotone shear
flows without infection points, an O(]t|™") decay of the stream function was proved in [33] and then the
(1.7) type decay in [40, 41] under a smallness assumption of LU” (also wp|y,=—no = 0 in order for the
O(t2) decay of v3). A significant contribution is [35] by Wei-Zhang-Zhao where the (1.7) type estimates
were obtained for general monotone shear flows without singular modes. In the follow-up works [36, 37, 3],
vorticity depletion and velocity decay (as well as an L? decay if wy € L? only) were also obtained for a
class of non-monotone shear flows. As the decay rates in (1.7) are basically optimal, some leading order
effects from both the interior and the boundary were identified in [40, 20]. In the absence of boundary
impact, for compactly supported initial vorticity, linear inviscid damping near a class of monotone shear
flows was also obtained in Gevrey spaces [19]. In [12], a different approach using methods from the study of
Schrodinger operators was successfully adopted to analyze inviscid damping. See also |2, 18] for important
developments for the linear inviscid damping at circular flows in R2.

While this paper focuses on the linearized capillary gravity waves at shear flows, among the rich litera-
tures on the related nonlinear dynamics of the 2-d Euler equation on fixed domains we refer the readers
to [1] for nonlinear Lyapunov stability of steady states based on energy-Casimir functions by Arnold; the
remarkable asymptotic stability of shear flows in Gevrey class [3, 16, 17, 27| based on the linear inviscid
damping; and for nonlinear instability of steady states [10, 11, 23, 25|, etc.

e Intuitions and goals on linearized capillary gravity waves. The goal of this paper is to study thoroughly
the capillary gravity water waves linearized at a shear flow U(z2) under the above monotonicity assump-
tion (H), focusing on the spectral distribution, stability/instability, and, if the eigenvalues are properly
separated from the continuous spectra, the spectral projections and the linear inviscid damping.



4 X. LIU AND C. ZENG

For an illustration, some explicit computations of the linearized capillary gravity wave system (1.3) at
the Couette flow U(xy) = x9 are given in Subsection 2.1. There it is easy to see that, on the one hand,
the linear inviscid damping (1.7) holds for the rotational part of the solutions. On the other hand, there
exist two branches of neutral modes c* (k) (see (2.3)) approaching infinity at the same rate as (2.4) of
the irrotational capillary gravity waves linearized at zero. They form the two branches of the dispersion
relation of the irrotational components in the linearized water wave system at the Couette flow, which is
linearly stable.

Based on the above cited existing results on the channel flows with fixed boundaries, as well as those
on the gravity water waves, and the explicit calculations of the capillary gravity waves linearized at the
Couette flow, the analysis of the linearization (1.3) of the capillary gravity water waves at a general
monotonic shear flow U(x3) is expected to include the following.

a.) Eigenvalues for wave numbers |k| > 1. Like matrices, eigenvalues (or equivalently, singular and
non-singular modes) of (1.3) correspond to roots of a “characteristic" function (the F(k, c) defined in (4.1))
analytic in k € R and ¢ € C\ U([—h,0]). In contrast to the linearized Euler equation on a fixed domain
where no eigenvalues exist for any large wave number k, as seen in the linearized irrotational solutions of
the capillary gravity waves at both the trivial (zero) solution and the Couette flow, likely there exist two
non-singular neutral modes ¢* (k) for each wave number |k| > 1. These branches behave rather differently
compared to the linearized gravity waves since the surface tension is dominant for |k| > 1. This part
would be handled by an asymptotic analysis (Section 4).

b.) Analytic continuation and bifurcation of branches of eigenvalues and the spectral stability (Section
4). Each branch of non-singular modes could continue as long as they do not collide with each other or
reach U([—h,0]), the boundary of the domain of analyticity of the characteristic function. The bifurcation
analysis for ¢ near U([—h,0]), more specifically near inflection values of U which possibly generates the
instability (compare with the gravity wave case |14, 31, 15]) and U(—h), would require very careful study
of the dependence of the solutions to the classical Rayleigh equation (3.1) on the singular parameter ¢
(Section 3). Our main tool is a local transformation which isolates the singular part of the solutions.

c.) Spectral projections and the linear inviscid damping (Section 6). Assuming that the eigenval-
ues are properly separated from the continuous spectra, a decomposition of linear solutions (v,n) =
(vP,nP) + (v, n°) into components corresponding to the eigenvalues and the continuous spectra, respec-
tively, is expected. However, the boundedness of this spectral projection still needs to be obtained which
is conceptually related to a lower bound of the angles both the two infinite dimensional components.
This is a generalization of the Hodge decomposition of the free linear capillary gravity waves (linearized
at zero) into the irrotational and the rotational parts. Both this intuition and the calculations of the
capillary gravity waves linearized at the Couette flow suggest that (v?,n”) is mostly related to the surface
motion and dispersive (possibly with some unstable modes), while the other component (v¢,7¢) is more
determined by the internal rotations and thus by the vorticity. Whether the Euler equation is in a fixed
domain or with free boundaries, the vorticity is transported in the same fashion by the fluid flow in the
interior of the fluid domain. Hence it is natural to expect the linear inviscid damping (1.7) of (v¢, n°).
One may further ask whether (1.7) is optimal in general. If so, a deeper question is whether it is possible
to identify the leading order parts of (v¢,n¢) for [t| > 17 These studies would be based on the careful
analysis of the spectral contour integrals (Section 6) and the solutions to the homogeneous (Section 3)
and non-homogeneous Rayleigh equation (Section 5).

1.3. Main results. We first give the main theorem on the eigenvalue distribution along with its impli-
cation on the linear stability. The results on the linear inviscid damping are somewhat more technical
and only roughly outlined here. Their more precise statements are given in Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 in
Subsection 2.2. See Definition 2.1, Lemma 4.1(5), and Remark 4.1 for what are referred to as singular and
non-singular modes. Particularly, by slightly adjusting the same argument as in [13, 39], the Semi-circle
Theorem still holds for the unstable modes of the linearized system (1.3) of the capillary gravity water
waves at shear flows, namely, any unstable mode satisfies (1.6). We shall take this as granted in the rest
of the paper.

Theorem 1.1. (Eigenvalues.) Suppose U € C® and U’ > 0 on [—h, 0], then the following hold.
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(1) There exists kg > 0 such that for any k € R with |k| > ko, there are no singular modes and
ezactly two non-singular modes ¢t (k) € (U(0),+00) and ¢~ (k) € (—oo,U(—h)) which correspond
to semi-simple eigenvalues —ikc™ (k). Moreover,

(a) (k) are even and analytic in k and ¢ (k) can be estended for all k € R with ¢t (k) > U(0);

(b) hm|k\—>oo ci(k)/ olk| = £1;

(c) if U(—h) is not a singular mode for any k € R, then ¢~ (k) can also be extended to be even
and analytic in all k € R with ¢~ (k) < U(—h); and

(d) if singular modes do not exist Vk € R, then (k,ct(k)) are the only non-singular modes of
(1.3) which is linearly stable.

(e) for k >0, ¢t (k) (and ¢ (k) < U(—h) as well if it can be extended for all k € R) has either
none or exactly one critical point depending on whether (4.18) holds. In the latter case, the
critical point is non-degenerate.

(2) There exists gx > 0 depending only on U and o such that the following hold.

(a) If g > g4, then the non-singular modes ¢~ (k) < U(—h) can also be extended to be even and
analytic in all k € R and +(c*(k)) > 0 for k > 0;

(b) g4 = 0 if and only if
0
(1.8) - 2/ (U(e2) — U(—h)) das.
—h

(3) If U" # 0 on [—h,0] is also satisfied, then the following hold with the gx given in the above
statement (2).

(a) The only possible singular mode is ¢ = U(—h).

(b) If g > g4 then there are no singular modes, ct(k) are the only non-singular modes, and thus
(1.3) is linearly stable.

(c) If g = gx and U € C®, then there exists ky > 0 such that ¢~ (k) can be extended as an
even CH% function (for any o € [0,1)) for all k € R. Moreover ¢~ (k) < U(—h) is analytic
for all k # +ky, and ¢ (£ky) = U(—h). For each k € R, ¢t(k) are the only singular or
non-singular modes and thus (1.3) is spectrally stable.

(d) If g < g4 and U € C®, then there exist k’; > ky > 0 such that we have the following.

(i) Assume U"” > 0 on [~h,0], then ¢~ (k) can be extended as an even CY function (for
any a € [0,1)) for all k € R and analytic except at k = ik‘i such that

¢ (£kE) = U(=h), e (k) <U(~h), VK ¢ [k, k5], e (k) >0, VIk| € (k. k).

Moreover, for each k, all singular and non-singular modes are exactly c*(k), ¢~ (k), as
well as c= (k) if |k| € (ky, k;) Consequently, (1.3) is spectrally unstable iff A.) x1 € R
or B.) z1 € Ty, and there ezists m € N such that 22 € (k‘;&,k‘;)

(i) Assume U" < 0 on [~h,0], then ¢~ (k) can be evtended as an even CY% real valued
function (for any o € [0,1)) for |k| ¢ (k‘;&,k‘;), analytic in k if |k| ¢ [k;,k;], and
c‘(ik;) = U(—h). Moreover, all singular and non-singular modes are exactly c* (k)
and ™ (k), where the latter is only for |k| ¢ (k. k;), and (1.3) is spectrally stable.

(4) If U € C° and U"(z2) = 0 for some w29 € [~h,0). Let co = U(xa).
(a) There exists oo, ko > 0 such that for any o € (0,00), there exists a unique k > ko unique in
[ko, 00) such that ¢y is a singular neutral mode for +k.
(b) If xo9 € (—h,0), U"(x20) # 0, and ¢y is a singular neutral mode for some ky > 0, then,
under a non-degenerate condition (verified for the one obtained in (4a) for small o), there
exist unstable modes near cq for k close to ky on one side of ky.

Remark 1.2. a.) The linear stability in (1d) and (3b) holds due to the inviscid damping in Theorems 2.1
and 2.2 and the dynamics in the directions of eigenfunctions being only oscillatory.
b.) If U" #0 and (1.8) is satisfied, then the results in the above (3b) hold.

c.) Conceptually both the surface tension and the gravity have stablizing effects. For a given monotonic
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shear flow, assumption (1.8) is a sufficient condition to ensure that the surface tension itself is strong
enough to stabilize the whole branch of the point spectra continued from ¢~ (00) = —o0.
d.) Condition (4.18) is also directly on U, g, and o, but less explicit, and we leave it in Subsection 4.1.

The existence of the unbounded branches of non-singular neutral modes ¢*(k) are in contrast to the
gravity waves or the Euler equation on fixed channels. The geometric multiplicity of —ikc™ (k) occurs
only among different k. These temporal frequencies —kc* (k) are asymptotic to those (see (2.4)) of the
irrotational capillary gravity waves linearized at zero. Moreover, after normalizing the L? norm of the v
component of the eigenfunction to be 1, the L? and H'! differences in the v and 1 components, respectively,
between the eigenfunctions of (1.3) and the linearized irrotational capillary gravity waves are of the order

O(|k‘|_%) as |k| — oo (see Remark 6.1). In the case (happening only if (1.8) is not satisfied) where the
branch ¢~ (k) reaches U(—h), where the bifurcation equation has the worst regularity, subtle bifurcations
occur. This had been pointed out as a possibility in the linearized gravity waves [14, 31, 15|, but not
analyzed. In particular, it runs out that the sign of U” determines whether ¢~ (k) becomes unstable or
disappears at U(—h).

The spectral stability in the case U” < 0 can also be obtained by directly modifying the usual proof
of the Rayleigh theorem in the fixed channel flow case, as done in [39] for the gravity wave. Our proof
provides a complete picture of the eigenvalue distribution as in the above theorem, however.

While U(0) is never a singular mode, just like the Rayleigh’s theorem in the channel flow case the change
of sign of U” turns out to be necessary for the existence of interior singular modes, which is also sufficient
if 0 < 1. In the contrast this may not be sufficient if the stabilizing gravity ¢ and surface tension o are
strong, see Remark 4.4.

In the following outline of the linear inviscid damping results, k € K = 2N if x; € Ty, while k € K =R
if #; € R. The initial velocity vy = (v10,v20) is always assumed to satisfy 971972vy € L*(Tf, x [—h,0]) or
L?(R x [~h,0]) for some ny’s and ny’s and similarly 07 no € L?. To avoid too much technicality, here we
skip the detailed assumptions on their regularity in x1, but focus on that of x5 only. Precise statements
are given in Theorems 2.1 and 2.2. The following L{ is always for ¢ € R.

Main results on inviscid damping. Assume (H) and there are no singular modes for all £ € K,
then any solution (v(¢,x),n(t,z1)) to (1.3) can be decomposed into v = vP + v¢ and n = 7P + 1, where
(vP,mP) belongs to the invariant subspace generated by the eigenfunction of the non-singular modes for all
k € K, while (v¢,n°) and its vorticity w® satisfy the following estimates.

(1) If the initial vorticity wy € L2, then for any q € [2,00], v¢ € L2L and n° € L.

(2) If wo € Hy,, then tv§, tn° € LZL{" for any ¢1 € [2,00]. Moreover there exists Q°(z) € Hy, such
that for any g2 € (2, 00],

tof — U’($2)_18;1196(1E1 —U(z2)t,x2), w¢ — Q21 — U(x2)t, 22), 8:%2115 — 00, Q%1 — Ulxo)t, z0) € LALE.
(3) If wo € HZ,, then there exist Ap(xz), Ar(z) € HY, such that for any gz € (2, 00],
t2U§ — U/($2)_28;1190($1 — U(:L'g)t, :Eg) — AB(l‘l — U(—h)t, :L'g) — AT($1 — U(O)t, l‘Q) S L?L,ng.

In the above results, the assumption of the non-existence of singular modes, which is equivalent to
the absence of embedded eigenvalues of (1.3) for each wave number k, turns out to yield the spectral
decomposition of the phase space of (1.3) into the invariant subspaces corresponding to the non-singular
modes/point spectra and the continuous spectra —ikU ([—h,0]) for each k € R.

The component (v¢,n°) corresponds to the continuous spectra and enjoys temporal algebraic decay
as in the case (1.4) of the Euler equation in a fixed channel. For the case of 1 € R, certain stronger
decay in |k| < 1 (for long waves) is also assumed on the initial values, see Theorem 2.2 and Remark 2.2.
Additional to the above L{ bounds, derivatives-in-t estimates are given in Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 as well
which also imply pointwise-in-¢ decay. Compared with (1.7), these additional L} estimates represent an

1
improvement of decay of roughly an order of O(¢™ «) (after appropriate t-dependent translations in x; of
some asymptotic leading terms are identified and singled out in the cases of tv§, t2v5, etc.). For the Euler
equation in a fixed channel (1.4), a.) when wy € L?, the |v[2 estimate was also obtained in [36, 38]; b.)
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comparable asymptotic leading terms were identified in Lemma 3 of [40] and in Lemma 5.1 of [20]. The
Fourier transforms (in x7) of these leading terms Q°¢, Ar, and Ap are given explicitly in (6.9), (6.16), and
(6.15), which represent the impact of the interior flow and the top and bottom boundaries, respectively.
See also (2.5) for singular elliptic boundary value problems satisfied by Ap and Ap. In particular, the free
boundary effect is explicitly reflected in the boundary conditions (2.11c) of the corresponding Rayleigh
equation (2.11) and the form (6.15) of Ap. The error estimates in addition to these leading asymptotic
terms also justify that the estimates of tv; and t?vy in (1.7) are optimal. The precise asymptotic leading
terms could be useful for further analysis.

The component (vP,nP) are given by superpositions of the eigenfunctions of those non-singular modes,
which is governed by a (possibly unstable) multi-branched dispersion relation given by k — —kc for all
non-singular modes ¢ of the k-th Fourier modes in x1. According to the above spectral analysis, this
dispersion relation is asymptotic to that of the linear irrotational capillary gravity wave for |k| > 1. In
the case of z; € R, in the absence of singular modes, all non-singular modes are given by ¢ (k) which
are neutral/stable. The dispersion of (vP,nP) implies that it should decay if z; € R, but at a slower rate.
Hence the dynamics of (1.3) has two layers: faster inviscid decay of (v¢,n°) leaves the remaining (vP,nP)
decaying at a slower rate due to the dispersion like a linear irrotational capillary gravity wave.

In the periodic-in-z; case, as the non-existence of singular modes is assumed only for k € Z%N, there
can still be other non-singular modes besides ¢*(k) which may have bifurcated from inflection values of
U([—h,0]) (as well as unstable modes from U(—h)) at some k ¢ 22N. In particular instability may appear
in finitely many dimensions in low wave numbers.

1.4. Outline of the proofs. In the preliminary analysis in Subsection 2.3, we first apply the Fourier
transform in z7 to (1.3), resulting in decoupled systems for each wave number k. The problem can be
further reduced to the evolution of #(t, k,x2), the Fourier transform of vy. The Laplacian transform®
Vo (k, e, o) of 09(t, k,x2), where s = —ike is the Laplace transform variable, satisfies a non-homogeneous
boundary value problem (2.11) of the Rayleigh equation, solutions to the associated homogeneous problem
of which correspond to eigenvalues and eigenfunctions.

A detailed analysis of the homogeneous Rayleigh equation (3.1), carried out in Section 3, lays the
foundation of the study of both the eigenvalue distribution and the inviscid damping. The dependence of
the estimates of the solutions on the wave number k is also carefully tracked.

We first study the Rayleigh equation away from the singularity where |U(z2) — ¢| > O(n), pu = % =

_1

(1 + k?)"2. Near the singularity where |U(z2) — ¢| < O(u), different from those in, e.g., [35, 20], our
approach is an improved version of the technique in [5] based on the ODE blow-up and invariant manifold
method. Through a transformation, solutions to the homogeneous Rayleigh equation near U(z2) —c¢ =0
are expressed in a form involving the explicit log(U —¢) and the heaviside function with coefficients smooth
in (k,cr,x2).

We focus on a pair of fundamental solutions y (k, ¢, xz2) to the homogeneous Rayleigh equation which
satisfy the corresponding homogeneous boundary conditions (2.11b)-(2.11¢) in (2.11) at z9 = 0, —h, re-
spectively (boundary condition (2.11c) reflects the free boundary setting). For yi, we establish a.) their
a priori bounds; b.) the convergence to their limits yoi (k, cr,x2) as ¢ — 0+; and c¢.) the smoothness of
Yo+, particularly, in cg. Recall U € C%, we prove yo+ is C~2 in cp except at cg = U(—h),U(0). Due to
the analyticity of y1 in ¢ with ¢; > 0, the estimates of yg+ also yield those of y4 for ¢; > 0. Eventually
general solutions to the non-homogeneous boundary value problem (2.11) of the Rayleigh equation are
expressed using y+. Finally, the quantity Y (k,¢) = 0,,y—(k, ¢,0)/y—(k, ¢, 0) related to the Reynolds stress
is carefully studied, which plays an important role in the analysis of the Rayleigh equation.

The analysis of the Rayleigh equation near the singularity based on a canonical form presented in
Section 3 gives the most detailed information of the solutions to this singular ODE. In the representation
formula (3.74), additional to the explicit form of the singular part of the solutions, the Taylor expansion
of the smooth transformation B(-)ax2 can be carried out to an arbitrary order if needed. The section
is a lengthy, but we believe this technique applied to the Rayleigh equation is widely useful for various

1Working on the Laplace transform of the unknowns is essentially equivalent to analyzing the resolvent of the linear
operator in (1.3).



8 X. LIU AND C. ZENG

purposes. In a forthcoming work we are studying the linearized Euler equation at a non-monotonic shear
flow with a similar approach.

In Section 4 we prove the results on the eigenvalue distribution based on the detailed analysis in Section
3. We first obtain ¢*(k) for |k| > 1, followed by an argument based on analytic continuation and index
calculation. Bifurcations may occur at inflection values of U and particularly subtle at ¢ = U(—h), which
are on the boundary of the analyticity of the bifurcation equation F(k,c) = 0. The regularity obtained
in Section 3 implies, when restricted to ¢; > 0, F € C%2 near ¢ € U((—h,O)) and F € CH near
¢ = U(—h). This makes the bifurcation analysis possible near ¢ = U(—h) and much easier even in the
relatively classical case near inflection values of U.

Among the results in Theorem 1.1, in statement (1), ¢*(k) are obtained for large |k| in Lemma 4.2(3)
with more detailed estimates, the extension of ci(kz) in Corollary 4.3.1, and the semi-simplicity of the
eigenvalues —ikc™ (k) in Lemma 4.2(3), Proposition 4.4, and Corollaries 4.3.1 and 6.2.1. Under the ad-
ditional assumption of non-existence of singular modes, the non-existence of other non-singular modes
is proved in Proposition 4.4. The analysis of the critical points of ci(kz) is given in Lemmas 4.7. The
conjugacy to the linearized irrotational waves is proved in Proposition 6.12. See also Remark 6.5. The
existence of gy is proved in Lemma 4.6, along with the existence of k4 and/or k;; in statement (3). The
rest of statement (3) is proved at the end of Subsection 4.2 after a series of lemmas. Statement (4) is
proved in Subsection 4.3 with more details.

Under the assumption of the absence of singular modes, general solutions yg(k,c,x2) to the non-
homogeneous boundary value problem (2.11) of the Rayleigh equation are studied in Section 5, which
are expressed in the variation of parameter formula using y+ obtained in Section 3. We establish the
basic a priori and convergence (as ¢; — 04) estimates in Subsection 5.1. The latter is often referred to
as the limiting absorption principle (e.g. [36, 20]). For the inviscid damping estimates, it is crucial to
obtain the smoothness of yp in ¢ (in Subsection 5.2). Since singularity occurs in the Rayleigh equation
along ¢ = U(xs), &2yp, 7 = 1,2, behaves badly there. Instead we apply a differential operator D, to
the Rayleigh system (2.11) which differentiates along the direction of cg = U(x2), hence Dlyp satisfies
another boundary value problem of the Rayleigh equation in the form of (2.11) and enjoys reasonable
estimates. Essentially this approach is similar to those used in [35, 19, 38| for the Euler equation on fixed
channels. The main results of Subsection 5.2 are the estimates of 82'0,,yp, j1 = 1,2 and jo = 0,1, with
the most singular terms identified.

The splitting and the linear inviscid damping estimates of solutions (v,n) to the linearized capillary
gravity waves (1.3) are obtained in Section 6. While the vorticity w is not sufficient to recover the whole
solution (which is different from the fixed channel case as in e.g. [41, 35]), the solutions are expressed
in terms of the inverse Laplace transform of Va(k, ¢, z2), the Laplace transform of (¢, k, x2), which is
estimated in Section 5. Unlike e.g. [35, 20|, technically we do not immediately push the contour integral
(in ¢) of the inverse Laplace transform to the limit spectra set U([—h,0]), but first keep it along the
boundary of a small neighborhood of it in the complex plane. This allows easy integration by parts in ¢ to
establish the decay estimates in ¢ after the leading asymptotic terms are obtained by applying the Cauchy
integral theorem to the most singular terms of d2V5, j = 1,2. In fact, in deriving the decay estimates of
v, n, tvg, and tn where the leading asymptotic terms were not involved, a priori estimates, but not the
limiting absorption principle, is sufficient.

The above approach to obtain the inviscid decay also applies to the Euler equation in a fixed channel
linearized at a shear flow U(z2). Similarly, while the asymptotic leading order terms of vy, w, and 8%21)2
are all generated by the asymptotic vorticity Q°, that of t2v, involves two additional functions Q7 and Qp
due to the contributions from the top and bottom boundaries. We give a brief summary of the results for
the channel flow in Subsection 6.4 and see also Remark 6.6.

Notation: Throughout the paper, C' > 0 denotes a generic constant which might change from line to
line, but always independent of k, ¢, and x9; 0(z) the delta function; P. V. (or (P.V.).) the principle value
(or the principle value with respect to variable ¢ etc.). The Japanese bracket (k) = v/k? + 1 is adopted.
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For ¢ = cg + icy close to U([—h,0]), 25 denotes U~'(cg) after some extension of U. We always denote
p=(k)"tand’ = 9,,.

2. MAIN RESULTS AND PRELIMINARIES

In this section we give the precise statements of linear inviscid damping, along with some preliminary
analysis. It is well-known that the pressure p is determined by v and n (see (1.3b) and (1.3d)), so very
often we shall focus only on v and 7.

2.1. A brief motivational study of the Couette flow U(x2) = z2. We first describe two main relevant
properties using the Couette flow as an illustration. The linearized velocity can be decomposed uniquely
into the rotational and irrotational/potential parts (see e.g. [32])

v ="+ where V-0 =0,
where
V" =V, Ap=0, 29 € (—h,0), and Op,p|sy——n =0,
and v"! satisfies
Vo™t =0, v£0t|x2:_h70 =0.

In particular, the rotational part can almost be determined by the vorticity w in the same way as in the
Euler equation (1.4) in the fixed channel z2 € (—h,0) with slip boundary condition

(2.1) 0" = (=0hy, 02, ) T AT w + (a,0)T, and w =V x v = 8y, v9 — Oy, 01,
where a is a constant and A1 is the inverse Laplacian in the 2-d region x5 € (—h,0) (L-periodic in x;
or z1 € R) under the zero Dirichlet boundary condition along x9 = —h,0. In the periodic-in-x; case, the

constant @ may be non-zero and is determined by the physical quantity circulation.
I. Inviscid damping. For the 2-d Euler equation (1.la), one often also consider the corresponding
vorticity formulation

(2.2) Ow +v-w=0.
Linearizing it at w, = —1, which is the vorticity of the Couette flow, yields the linearized vorticity

w(t,x) = wo(r1 — T2t, T2)

expressed in term of its initial value wg. Since v"°' component of the linearized capillary gravity waves

(1.3) at the Coutte flow corresponds to the divergence free velocity field determined by its vorticity w by
(2.1) which is the same way as in the fixed boundary problem of the channel flow, the inviscid damping
(1.7) of the latter (in the periodic-in-z; case) implies

1, [

ot Z(/ odan )&, < OO ) ol (05752 < O+ ) ol e

»

II.  Singular and non-singular modes. Unlike the Euler equation in a fixed channel, there is the
additional surface profile 1 coupled to the irrotational part v*" of the velocity, which may not decay. In
fact, for any k € R, let

v(t,x) = (1+ k‘z)%eik(wl_ct(k)t)_wh(i cosh k(zy + h),sinh k(zs + h)) + c.c.

n(t, 1) = i(1 + k2) TR ROkl ginh kh/ (ke® (k) + c. c.

. 1 T2
p(t,x) =i(1+ kQ)ieZk(xl_ci(k)t)_wh ((g + ak‘z)smh M k;/ (2 — ¢*(k)) sinh k(x + h)dm'2> +c.c.
kec* (k) 0
s N1 k(a1 —ct (k))—|k|h g\Sinhkh
i(1+k%)1e ((g+0k: )7k:ci(k:) (x9 — ¢ (k)) cosh k(xo + h)

— ¢ (k) cosh kh + k~!(sinh k(x5 + h) — sinh k‘h)) +c.c.
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where “c.c.” denotes “complex conjugates” and

2
(2.3) (k) = —14 /1 + 4k(g + ok?) coth kh
2k coth kh

Even though we write down these formulas based on Lemma 2.3 in the below, it is straight forward to
verify that they are solutions to (1.3a-1.3d) for the Couette flow. Therefore —ikc™ (k) are eigenvalues of
the linearized systems associated with the above eigenfunctions. As these solutions do not grow or decay
as t — oo, ¢t (k) are neutral modes.

It is worth paying slightly closer attention to the wave speed ¢* (k) and the function F(k, c), all of which
are even in k. We make the following observations.

F(k,c)|e k) 2 (k coth kh+c—(g+ak2))\ci(k) =0.

(1) limg 0o ci(/ﬁ)/(alk\)% = =1, so for |k| > 1 the dispersion relation k¥ — —kc* (k) is asymptotic
to those of the irrotational capillary gravity waves linearized at zero solution (system (1.3) with
U=0and V xv=0) given by —k‘c-lL with

(2.4) =4k (g +ok?) tanh kb, C~' < |t (k)| < C(1+ k)3,

which can be obtamed through direct calculation based on the Fourier transform.

(2) ct(k) > 0 for all k € R, so it is a branch of non-singular neutral modes, namely, wave speeds
outside [—h, 0], the range of U.

(3) While ¢~ (k) < —h in (2.3) as seen in the above observation (1) for large k, it can happen ¢~ (k) €
[—h,0] for 0 < g,0 < 1 and thus becomes singular modes (those in the range of U).

(4) Since kcothkh > h™' with “=" achieved at k = 0, for g,0 > 1, ¢*(k) ~ ci(k) = \/%
and thus both ¢*(k) ¢ [~h,0] are non-singular modes. Moreover, one may verify -L|ct (k)| >
0 for all kK > 0 if ¢ > ¢g > 1. In particular, in the case of ;1 € R, this implies that a.)
the dispersion relations k& — —kc* (k) determine a linear dispersive wave system formed by the
superposition of these non-singular modes and b.) this dispersive system is conjugate to the
irrotational capillary gravity waves linearized at zero, whose the wave speed is given by (2.4). The
conjugacy isomorphism can be constructed by associating the modes k‘f of (2.3) and k‘2i of (2.4) if
they have the same temporal frequency ki c* (ki) = kF ¢ (kF). Moreover, —ikc* (k) would turn
out to the only eigenvalues for the hnearlzatlon at the Couette flow for g, > 1 (see Proposition
4.4(2)).

Generalization of the linear analysis to a general shear flow U(x2)? From the above discussion, one sees
that solutions to the capillary gravity water waves linearized at the Couette flow exhibit inviscid damping
in their rotational parts while there are infinite many non-singular modes with irrotational eigenfunctions
whose evolution is determined by two branches of dispersion relations. However, several complications
arise in the linearization at a general shear flow U(z2) including at least the following.

e The crucial function F(k,c) defined in (2.3) which determines the wave speed ¢ and consequently
the dispersion relations, while analytic for ¢ € C\ U(|—h,0]), may become rather singular for ¢
approaching U ([—h,0]). What regularity of F'(k,c) can one expect?

e Consequently, if a branch of non-singular modes approaches U([—h, 0]), possibly very subtle bifur-
cations may occur at the boundary of analyticity of F'. Can instability be generated?

e The linear inviscid damping (still of the rotational parts?) becomes much more involved, even in
the case of the channel flow (see e.g. [40, 35, 20]).

In the rest of this paper, we address these issues, with some results even more explicit and detailed than
the above, through careful analysis starting at rather fundamental level under reasonable assumptions.

2.2. Main theorems on the invariant splitting and linear inviscid damping. In this subsection,
assuming there are no singular modes, we present the theorems on the inviscid damping of linearized
system (1.3) of the capillary gravity water wave problem (1.1) at the shear flow (v, Sk, p«). See Definition
2.1 Lemma 4.1(5), (4.9), and Remark 4.1 for singular and non-singular modes. In this case, we shall prove
that any linear solution (v,7n) to (1.3) can be decomposed into the component (vP,nP) corresponding to
the non-singular modes and (v, ) to the continuous spectra due to U([—h,0]). This splitting is invariant
under (1.3) and (v® n°) is of the order O(|t|™!) (and the vertical component v§ = O(t~?)) as [t| — oo.
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In fact, we identify their asymptotic leading order terms so that the remainders decay even faster. These
leading order terms are in the form of horizontal translations of three functions ¢, Ag, and Ap, which
represent the contributions from the interior vorticity and the bottom and top boundary conditions. Their
Fourier transforms are given explicitly in (6.9), (6.16), and (6.15), respectively, using the initial vorticity
wp, the fundamental solutions yi(k,c,x2) to the homogeneous Rayleigh equation, and Q€ also by the
Laplace transform of vs. The results are stated for the cases of z; € Ty and x1 € R separately in the
following.

Theorem 2.1. (Inviscid damping: periodic-in-z; case) Suppose x1 € Tr. Assume U € ch, 1y >3,
U’ >0 on [—h,0], and there are no singular modes (see (4.9) and Lemma 4.1(5)) for any k € 22N. For
any q1 € [2,00], g2 € (2,00], and € > 0, there exists C' > 0 depending only on qi1, g2, €, and U, such that,
for any n1 € R, integer ng > 0, and solution (v(t,z),n(t,x1)) of (1.3) with initial value (vo(z),no(x1))
and the corresponding initial vorticity wo(x), there exist unique solutions (vi(t,z),n'(t,z1)), t = p,c, to
(1.3) and L-periodic-in-z1 functions Q°(z), Ap(x), and Ar(z) determined by (vo,no) linearly such that

(v,m) = (v, %) + (WP, 71")
and the following hold.
(1) (v,n°) satisfy the following estimates

|8tn0,UC|H;111L% Lgl(R) é C(|770| n0+n1+77— + |U10( 0)| ng+ny— 2-7— + |w0| n0+n17%7ql+e )7
2 :01 T zq ! L%Q

no . C . .
‘8t n ’H;llngl (R) S C(’”U’H:;)Jﬁnl—l—% + "010( 70)‘H:;)+n172—ﬁ + ‘w0’H23+n1727%+eL%2)7

if U € C4,

|tan0 ‘ + [to; ' n° |H"1Lq1(R) <C(|770|Hn0+n1 -4 + |v1o(+ 0)|Hn0+n1 3-L

H;” 7L2 LLI(R) a

zq T

+ |wol no+ny—2— L te + [0z, wo ng+ny—3— L +e ),
172 a2
7 o r1 2

|07 (tvf — U (w2) 10, Q% (1 — Ulw2)t, w2))
+ ‘8?0 (wC _ Qc(gjl — U(l‘Q)t, l‘Q)) |H;L1171L%2L22 (R)

+ ‘8?0 (832215 — 02, Q%(z1 — U(x2)t, xg))

o1 L2, L{%(R)

|H"1*2L2 L2 (R)

C(|770| 7L0+7L1+%-7ql + |,U10('70)| 7L0+7L1 2-7— + |w0| n0+n17%—7ql+e + |6-'E2w0| 7L0+n172-7l+5 ))
Hzl ? 1 1 2 %2 1 LZQ

and if, in addition, U € C, then
oy (t2v§ - U/(xg)_28;11§20(:171 — Ul(mo)t, m2) — Ap(w1 — U(—=h)t,x2) — Ap(zy — U(0)t, z2))

a1 L3, L% (R)
SC’(|770| n0+n1+%—7% + |U10(70)| ng+tny— 2-7 1 + |w0| n0+n17%7%+e 5
He, ] 3! T2
2
+’8x2w0’ 7L0+7L17%7%+6 5 +‘ xgwo‘ n0+n17%7%+e 5 )
zq 9 1 LCCZ

(2) Q¢ and Ay, T = B, T, satisfy
Q¢ — W0|H;’11L32 < C(|770|H§§11 + |U10(',0)|H;L11*2 + |W0|H;L11*1+€L%2),
o _1 N _1 . o
[kAB(k,-)Lg, < C(k) @|wo(k, =h)|,  [kAr(k, )|z < C(k) @ (l@o(k,0)| + |no(K)]), Vg€ [1,00],

A _1 A -1 . .
’kaﬂvaB(kv ')‘Lg2 < C<k>l ﬂwo(k;,—h)], ’kaﬂvaT(kv ')‘Lg2 < C<k>1 q(‘wo(k,())‘ + ’770(/?)\)7 Vq € [1700)7
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where f(k‘,:ztg) denotes the Fourier transform of a function f(x1,x2) with respect to x1. Moreover,

Ay, 1= B,T, satisfy AT(k‘ =0,22) =0 and

2.50) (U = U(0)AAp + U"Ap = 0, 2 € (—h,0),
. Ar(z1,—h) =0, U'(0)%8y, Ar(x1,0) = U"(0)no(21,0) — wo(z1,0);
—(U — U(—h))AAB + U”AB =0, To € (—h,O),
(2.5b) U/(—h)zaxlAB(', —h) = —wo(xl, —h),

(U(0) = U(=h))*0ryAp(@1,0) — (U'(0)(U(0) — U(~h)) + g — 082, ) Ap(x1,0) = 0.
IfU € C*, then
102,92 = Onynl gz pz, < C (ol s + 10100 0) a2 @l yzave |+ [0yl pra-rte )-

(3) There exist \g > 0 and integer N > 0 (given in (6.19)) such that, for any ny € R and integer
ng € [1,10]

|Op (W (¢, ) — dro(k = )‘p a1+ 10 v3 (812, a3

SOE)\OM(l + |t|N_1)(|”70|H:11+”2+1 + |U10('7 0)|Hn1+n27% + |w0|H;111+”2*1L%2)7
x

[P (t) = 10(0) s < CAML 4 1Y) (Imo s + |v10<-,0>|H:11,g - |wo|H;1rzL%2)-
(4) Let
X' = {(v",n")|t=o | all (vo,n0)} € H(TL, x (=h,0)) x H*(TL), t=c,p,

then they are closed invariant subspaces of H' (T, x (=h,0)) x H*(Ty) under (1.3). Moreover
(1.3) is also well-posed in the L? x H' completion of XP.

Remark 2.1. 1.) Observe that, for any compactly supported smooth function f(t,z), ¢ > 1, it holds

+00
| f(to, 2)|? < Q/ ]f(t’,a;)]q_l\(‘)tf(t’,x)\dt’ < Q‘f(‘ax)’%g(l[to,Jroo))’atf(',x)\Lg([tO,Jroo)),

to
which tmplies

% 2(g—1) 2 %
00,2z =( [ 17(t0,2)Pd) ™ < a7 ([ 101y 4oy 050 o 4y )
g—1

<qq

|f|L2Lq ([to,+00)) |atf|L2Lq([to +00))’

By the standard density argument, this inequality also holds for any function f € Lthl’q, Hence the above
estimates in statement (1) also imply various pointwise-in-t decay of v¢,n° € L2 ast — 0o.

2.) The function Q°(x) is referred to as the scattering limit of the vorticity in [41, 35, 20).

3.) The assumption of non-ezistence of singular modes is satisfied if the horizontal period L is small (by

Theorem 1.1(1) as 2 is large) or if U” # 0 and (1.8) hold (by Theorem 1.1(2b)).

The proof of this theorem is completed in Subsection 6.2.

From (6.16) and (6.15), (4.1), and Lemma 3.19(2), Ap7(0,29) = 0 and the elliptic boundary value
problem (2.5b) has a unique solution Ap, while (2.5a) has a unique solution Ay under the assumption of
the non-existence of singular modes. Moreover, according to the definitions (6.15), (4.1), (3.53), (3.83),
and Lemma 3.10, 0;,Ap and 0., A7 exhibit logarithmic singularity at zo = —h and 0, respectively. In
particular, Ap = 0 vanishes if the initial vorticity wo|z,=—p = 0, while Ap = 0 if U"(0)ng — wolze=0 = 0.
In this paper as we focus on the damping estimates with additional L} decay of (v,n) after the leading
order terms are singled out, we adopted L2 based norms to somewhat simplify the calculations. If the
decay in other L], or L2° based norms is necessary, some basic estimates in these norms are also given in
Subsection 5.1 and one may make an attempt following the procedure as in Sections 5 and 6. To avoid
more technicality, the assumptions on the regularity of wg in x1 in the theorem may not be close to optimal,
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particularly when ¢; and g2 are away from 2, see Remark 6.2(b) as well as Remark 3.8. Moreover, the
small € may not be necessary, see e.g. [36, 38| in the fixed boundary case. The assumptions on the more
essential regularity of wg in xo are optimal even in the existing results in the fixed boundary case.

In the estimates of the component (vP,nP) which are superpositions of eigenfunctions, the possible
exponential growth (if Ao > 0) is caused by unstable modes, where Ay is the maximum real parts of the
eigenvalues and N is the maximum multiplicity of those eigenvalues of the maximal real parts. Due to
Theorem 1.1(1), growth does not occur for |k| > 1. It is also worth pointing out that, taking ny = 0, the
the regularity of n? is % order better than that of vP restricted to the surface zo = 0, which is consistent
with the regularity results of nonlinear capillary gravity waves in the existing literature. In the contrast,
the regularity requirement on wy in the damping estimates of (v¢,n°) is stronger than that of (vP,nP).
Compared with the above example of the linearization at the Couette flow, conceptually these phenomena
is due to the fact that the component (v¢,7¢) is mainly the rotational part of the solution which depends
on the vorticity more heavily, while (vP,nP) are more like the irrotational part.

The estimate in statement (3) at ¢ = 0 implies the boundedness of the projection onto XP, whose kernal
is X¢. Some more detailed information of this projection can be found in Lemma 6.2 and 6.10. In fact the
subspace XP is generated by the eigenfunction of all non-singular modes for all £ € R.

The inviscid decay estimates in the case of x1 € R is slightly subtle due to the presence of small wave
number |k| < 1. We use similar notations in the following theorem.

Theorem 2.2. (Inviscid damping: z; € R case) Suppose 1 € R. Assume U € C, 1y >3, U’ >0
on [—h,0], and there are no singular modes (see (4.9) and Lemma 4.1(5)) for any k € R. For any
q1 € [2,00], g2 € (2,00], and € > 0, there exists C > 0 depending only on qi1, qa, €, and U, such that, for
any ny € R, integers ng > 0, and solution (v(t,x),n(t,z1)) of (1.3) with initial value (vo(z),no(x1)), there
exist solutions (v (t, ), n(t,z1)), t = p,c, to (1.3) and functions Q°(z), Ap(x), and Ar(x) determined by
(vo,mo) linearly such that
(v,m) = (v°,0°) + (WP, ")
and the following hold.
(1) (v,n°) satisfy the following estimates

— 1 4n— L
’afoagf”ﬂLgLfl(R) + 10,03, M1 agl)zvg‘LgLfl(R) < C(Ham’no g 1

[,

i

1
no+ni—_-

100" 010 (0] g+ (190 T |y ),
T

|alloagf77€|Lgngl(R) SC(“am1|nO n1 qlno‘H;f“‘HaxJno n1 Q1U10('70)|H;12+“am1|"0 ni ‘“w0|H§;2L§2);

if U € C*, then

_1
07002 (102,405 o oy + 1010 0 s sy < Ol
zy
_1 _1 _1
+ Hagcl |n0+n1 a1 UlO('a 0)|H*12 + “aml |no+n1 o WO|H€;1L2 + “aml |n0+n1 o amzw(]‘HEI2L2 )
z z o T zo
300 (10— U (e2) 050y — Ulea)t ) s e
+ 0700 (w€ — Qa1 — Ula2)t, 22)) ‘L%L? ®)
+ 07008 (97,05 — 00, (21 — Ule2)t, 22))] 13 2
SC(‘|8$1|710 L2 R UO‘HJC% + ||8x1|n0 L UlO('a 0)|H;1% + Ham |no nm-g wo H;Y%L%Z
no+ny— = ]
+ Ham‘ 2 8962WO|H;I%L%2)¢

and if, in addition, U € C, then
oo (205 — U'(22)20,' Q1 — U(a2)t, 22) — Ap(z1 — U(—h)t,x2)
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1-L 1-L 1-L
C (10, "™ q2770| 3 4“|5m|n0+n1 2 uig(-,0)] 3 +||3x1|no+m q2w0| i,
H:Cl H r1 LIQ
+n1—1-L +np—1-1
+ Ha$1|nO " 2 a$2w0‘H€*%L2 + Haw1|n0 " 2 82 WO‘ €— ’ZLQ )
xq o acl To

(2) Ar and Ap satisfy (2.5) and the same estimates as in Theorem 2.1(2). Moreover, for any q €
[1,00), it holds

|Q° — wo’HglngQ < C(\WO\H;; + ’1)10('70)!1{;1172 + \wolH;zlrweL%z),
and if U € C*, then
|a:E2Qc - 8$2w0|H$11L%2 < C(|770|H;L11+1 + |’U10('70)|H;L1171 + |w0|H;L11+€L%2 + |8$2w0|H211*1+5L%2)‘

(3) For any ny € R and the following integer na,

‘8”18222 f( 7)‘2L§ < C(‘an1n0‘2 ”2+1 + ‘8901 Ulo( O)’2 1+ ‘8 w0‘2 n2— 1L2 )7 Vng € [0710 - 1]7
1 T

n27
31
’an1an2 P( 7)’%3 < C(’agll—i_ln()ﬁ];f + ’82114‘1?]10(-,0)‘2“2,,

1

]0n11+1w0]§{:12,2L% ), Vng S [O,l()],
2

Py < Clmlgy + 1050100 Oy + oy )
]
(4) Let
XT = {(UT777T)|1€:0 | all (U(]vn())} C HI(R X (_h7 0)) X H2(R)7 T =GDp,

then they are invariant closed subspaces of H' (R x (—h,0)) x H*(R) under (1.3). Moreover (1.3)
is also well-posed in the L?> x H' completion of XP. If, in addition, (4.18) holds for both + and
0 € U([~h,0]), then (1.3) restricted to the L? x H' completion of XP, or XP N (H" x H"'1)
with n < ly — 1, is conjugate through an isomorphism to the irrotational capillary gravity waves
linearized at zero (characterized by its wave speed (2.4)).

Remark 2.2. In the above estimates, for some ng and ny, the |0,,|7°, s > 0, applied to the initial values
indicates some stronger decay assumptions for wave number |k| < 1.

The proof of this theorem is completed in Subsection 6.3. Most of the remarks after Theorem 2.1 are
also valid. In particular, there are only two branches of non-singular modes corresponding to eigenvalues
ikc™ (k) of both algebraic and geometric multiplicity two, hence there is no growth at all. The conjugacy
of the dynamics of (vP,7P) to the linear irrotational capillary gravity waves is basically a restatement of
Theorem 1.1(2b).

2.3. Preliminary linear analysis. To analyze the linear system (1.3), we first reduce it to an evolution

problem of the Fourier transform of vy in x1, which in turn determines vy, 1, and p. We then apply the

Laplace transform in ¢ to obtain a non-homogeneous boundary value problem of the well-known Rayleigh

equation in xg € (—h,0) with a non-homogeneous Robin type boundary condition at zo = 0 due the

boundary conditions at the free boundary. The main analysis will focus on the Rayleigh equation.
Consider the Fourier transforms of the unknowns (v(t,z),n(t,z1),p(t,x)) in z;

v@)= 3 b(ka)e™, pa) = 3 Ak, pa)= 3 plk,as)en,
ke%’rz ke%rz ke%rz
in the case of 1 € Ty, and

1 ~ tkx 1 tkx 1 tkx
o) = 5 [ otk b, ne) = 5o Ak, ) = o [ )t
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in the case of 1 € R, where we skipped the variable t. The Fourier transform of the linearized system
(1.3) takes the form

O + ikU (22)0 + (U’ (22)09,0)T + (ikp,p')T =0,  ikdy + 0 =0, z9 € (—h,0)
(k2 — 8%2)]? = QikU/(.’L'g)@g, T € (—h,O)
(2.6) o = —ikU(0)A) + 02(t, k, z2 = 0),

p(t,k,0) = (g + ok?)i,

Oo(t,k,—h) =0, p'(t,k,—h) =0,

where ’ denotes the derivative with respect to xo as in the rest of the paper. Due to the divergence free
condition on v and the boundary conditions, it is easy to see

(27) @2(t,0,$2) = 07 ﬁ(a 07x2) =9, ’01(t,0,$2) - UlO(Ou‘TZ)a ﬁ(t70) - ﬁo(O)

For k # 0, 01 can also be determined by 99 using the divergence free condition, 7 by the third equation of
(2.6), while p by 09 and 7 by solving the elliptic boundary value problem. So we shall mainly focus on vs.
Combining the equation of 05 acted by k? — 832 and the one of p acted by 0,,, we obtain

(2.8a) (0 +ikU) (k* — 02,)02 + ikU" 92 = 0, x5 € (—h,0),
which is actually the linearized transport equation of the vorticity (as defined in (2.1))
& = ikty — 0 = L(k* — 02,)0s

in its Fourier transform. In addition to the above equation, we need its boundary information to completely
determine 05. Applying 0, to the first equation of (2.6), then evaluating at zo = 0, and using the equation
of p, we have

0y + ikU (0))0h(t, k,0) — ikU’(0)d5(t, k, 0) + k(g + ok>)i(t, k) =

Finally applying 0; + ikU(0) to the above equation and using the third equation of (2.6), we obtain

(2.8b) (D¢ + kU )0y — kU (0; + ikU)ia + k(g + 0k*) )|, o =0, Dafey=—pn =0,
where we also included the boundary value of 0y at zo = —h.

To analyze the evolutionary problem, we apply the Laplace transform £ to the unknowns
(2.9) V(s) = (Vi(s), Va(s)) := L{0}(s), P(s) := L{p}(s), 7 := L{n}(s)-
An often used change of variable for k # 0 is
(2.10) c:=1is/k = cp+icy

with cg and ¢; being the real and imaginary parts. From (2.8), our main unknown V5(k,c, x2) satisfies
the following non-homogeneous Rayleigh equation

u” (k* — 92,0 o
2.11 — V3 + (K Vh = L2- = —h,0
( a‘) 2 +( +U_c) 2 /lk(U_C) U_C’ ':UQG( ) )7
where @ = @y(k, x2) is the Fourier transform of the initial vorticity, with the obvious boundary condition
(2.11b) Vo(—=h) = 0.

Here we skipped the k& and c¢ variables of V5. Similarly, the Laplace transform applied to the boundary
equation (2.8b) implies

(U =¢)?Vy = (U'(U =c¢) + (g + ok*)Va)|_ _, = — 7= (8y0h — ickdy + 2ikUd — ikU'ds)
= — 5 ((0 + ikU)dy — ikU'dg + ik(U — c)

) |t::c2:0
)‘t xo=0"

Therefore we obtain

(2.11¢c) (U =0)*Vs = (U'(U = &) + (g + ak*))Va) |, _, = (9 + ok}t — £(U(0) — )y (0).
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The last boundary condition can be viewed as determining the dispersion relation which is highly nonlocal.
The Laplace transforms of V; and 7 of 97 and 7 can be recovered from the divergence free condition and
the third equation of (2.6)

V2(C7 k? O) + ﬁO(k)
ik(U(0) —¢)

Hence in most of the paper we shall focus on the non-homogeneous boundary value problem (2.11) of the
Rayleigh equation and then use it to obtain the eigenvalue distribution of (1.3) and the inviscid damping
of its solutions.

System (2.11) is a boundary value problem of a non-homogeneous second order ODE with coefficients
analytic in £ € R and ¢ € C\ U(|—h,0]), so it has a unique solution analytic in k and ¢ except for those
(k, ¢) for which the corresponding homogeneous system of (2.11), where 999 = 0 and 7j9 = 0, has non-trivial
solutions. Such singular (k,c) also give the eigenvalues of (2.11) in the form of —ick. In fact we have the
following lemma.

(2.12) Vi=1Vs, ii(ek) =

Lemma 2.3. For k € R\{0}, there exists a non-trivial solution (c,Va(z2)) with ¢ ¢ U([—h,0]) to the
corresponding homogeneous problem of (2.11) (namely, with to9 = 0 and 7y = 0) if and only if —ikc is an
eigenvalue of the linearized capillary-gravity wave system (1.3) associated with the linear solution in the
form of (1.5) given by

i —c ik(x1—c ik(x1—c Va(0
n(t2) = 1O (23),  walt,) = V() ) = e PO

; + 0k2
¢ _ zk(xl—ct)< 9 k‘/ _ V d >
p(t,x) =e T U0) = —1 c)Vadzs,
Proof. On the one hand, it is straight forward to verify that the above v, n, and p satisfy (1.3c), (1.3d),
OoP|zy=—n = 0, and V-v = 0. The Poisson equation of p in (1.3b) is a consequence of the linearized Euler
equation in (1.3a), the vy equation of which is also easily verified. Hence we only need to consider the vy
equation in (1.3a). In fact, that equation holds for the above (v,n,p) if

g+ ok?
U0) —c

The xg-derivative of this function is equal to 0 due to the Rayleigh equation (2.11a) and its boundary
value equal is to 0 at zg = 0 due to the boundary condition (2.11c).

On the other hand, suppose (k‘,c, vg(t,:n),n(t,xl),p(t,:n)) is a solution to (1.3) in the form of (1.5)
with k£ # 0 and ¢ ¢ U([—h,0]). Equation (2.8a) implies that V2 must be a solution to the corresponding
homogeneous equation of (2.11a), while (2.8b) yields the homogeneous boundary conditions of the types
of (2.11b-2.11c). Therefore (¢, Va(z2)) have to be homogeneous solutions to (2.11). Subsequently, v; is
obtained from V-v = 0, n from the third equation in (2.6), and p from the vy equation in (2.6) along with
its boundary value at x5 = 0. O

(2.13)

2
—(U—=c)Vy+U'Va+ V2(0)+/€2/ (U — c)Vadahy = 0.
0

Definition 2.1. (k,¢) is a non-singular mode if c € C\ U([—h,0]) and there exists a non-trivial solution
Va(z2) to the corresponding homogeneous problem of (2.11) (thus also yields a solution to (1.3) in the form
of (1.5)). (k,c) is a singular mode if ¢ € U([—h,0]) and there exists a HZ, solution y(x2) to

(2.14) U =) (~y"+ky) +U"y=0
along with the corresponding homogeneous boundary conditions of (2.11b-2.11c). (See also Remark 4.1.)

After acquiring good understanding on the homogeneous problem of the Rayleigh equation (2.11) (Sec-
tion 3) and its eigenvalues (Section 4), we proceed to analyze the general non-homogeneous problem of
(2.11) (Section 5), in particular, the dependence of solutions on ¢. Finally in Section 6 we apply the inverse
Laplace transform to estimate the solution to the linear system (1.3). Recall the inverse Laplace transform

~y+ioco +oo+42 )
(2.15) f(t) = i/ e F(s)ds = JE] ' e~ ket B (—ikc)de,
g

21 oo 2 —oot
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where « is a real number so that F(s) is analytic in the region Re s > v and the change of variable (2.10)
was used in the second equality. Due to the analyticity, the integral can be eventually carried out along
contours enclosing U([—h,0]) C C and the non-singular modes of (1.3). Assuming there is no singular
modes in U([—h,0]), we shall eventually obtain the decay in ¢ of the component of the linear solution
corresponding to the integral along the contour surrounding U ([—h,0]) by integration by parts in c.

3. ANALYSIS OF THE RAYLEIGH EQUATION

In this section, we shall thoroughly analyze the homogeneous Rayleigh equation
U (z
(3.1) —y(22) + (K + g5 )y(w2) = 0, @5 € [~h, 0],

where

keR, c=cr+icteC, '=0,,.
Throughout this section (except for some lemmas in Subsection 3.6), we assume
(3.2) U/(xg) >0, Vg€ [—h, 0]

As pointed out in the introduction, due to the symmetry of the reflection in z; variable, the case of U’ < 0
can be reduced to the above one. Hence all results under (3.2) hold for all uniformly monotonic U(z2),
namely those U satisfying U’ # 0 on [—h, 0].

To some extent, we will also consider the non-homogeneous Rayleigh equation

(3.3) — " (w2) + (K* + g(;gg;i)c)y(xg) = ¢(k,c,x3), x5 € [—h,0]

More detailed forms and conditions of ¢(k, ¢, z2) will be specified when we obtained detailed estimates in
Sections 5 and 6. As in typical problems of linear estimates based on density argument, we shall mostly
work on ¢ with sufficient regularity, but carefully tracking its norms involved in the estimates.

The solutions to the Rayleigh equation (3.1) are obviously even in k and thus & > 0 will be assumed
mostly. Similarly complex conjugate of solutions also solve (3.1) with ¢ replaced by ¢, so we will restrict
our consideration to ¢; > 0. We have to consider the cases of ¢ € C away from U([—h,0]), near U([—h,0]),
and then finally ¢ € U([—h, 0]), separately. Due to small scales in x5 created by k > 1, the dependence of
the estimates on k > 1 will be carefully tracked.

Recall U € C%. For technical convenience we extend U to be a C function on a neighborhood
[—ho — h, ho] of [—h,0], where

) h inf[_h 0] U’

3.4 ho =min | o, == > 0
( ) 0 min { 9’ 4‘U”’CO([—h,O}) } > U,
such that, on [—hg — h, hy],

(35) U/ > % [11}1f0] U/($2), |U/|Cl071([—ho—h,ho]) < 2|U/|C'IO*1([—h,O])‘

In the analysis of the most singular case of ¢ close to the range U([—h,0]), we let 2§ be such that
(3.6) cn = U(a5), if e € U([—ho — h, ho)).

We also extend the non-homogeneous term ¢(k, ¢, z2) for xo € [—hg — h, hg] while keeping its relevant
bounds comparable.

3.1. Rayleigh equation in the regular region. In the initial step we consider the rather regular case
where k2|U — c| is bounded from below. For not so small k, we first transform the homogeneous Rayleigh
equation (3.1) into a system of first order (complex valued) ODEs. Let

zx =y & |kly,
and then (3.1) takes the form of the coupled equations
(37) zél: = Z|Z|]€|Z:|: + %ﬁ(k’,C, $2)(Z+ - Z_), ﬁ(k’,C, $2) = |k‘(UUN_C)
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Lemma 3.1. There exists C > 0 depending only on |U’|c1, and |(U')7|co, such that for any p € (0,1],
k #0, and T = [xg;, xor] C [—ho — h, ho] satisfying

1 _
(38) ‘m‘ < PR* (L4 |U" oo ((mho-npo)) s Va2 €T,
and any solution z = (z4,z_)" to (3.7) with
(3.9) |24 (za1)| = |2 (z21)],

it holds, for xo € I, |z4(x2)| > |2—(x2)| and
(3.10) ‘Z+(<L"2) - elk‘(m_m)@r(xzz)‘ + ‘Z— () — 7 M@0 2 (2)
<C|k| ™" log (1 + Cpk® (w2 — @) eI 7720) |2 ().
Moreover, for any solution with

(3.11) |24 (w2r)| < [z (2],
we have, for xo € L, |z4(x2)| < |z2—(x2)| and

2 (r2) — =)z (1)

+ |2 (x9) — e Kl@a—22r) (0
1) o (a2) (22r)
<C|k| " log (1 + Cpk?(zar — o)) elFl@2r=22) | (25,)].

While (3.9) provides some technical convenience, indeed some assumption of this type on the initial
values is needed to ensure estimates of solutions such as (3.10). For example, if |§| < k, the standard
ODE theory implies that there are two solutions behaving like e=#(*2=%21) corresponding to the Lyapunov
exponents close to +k, then the decaying solution may not satisfy (3.10) with C' uniform in k> 1.

Proof. We start with the observation of a simple consequence of (3.8). Namely, one may compute straight
forwardly

(3.13) (2 * = [z )" = 2lk|(|2+* + |- *) + ReBlzy — 2—|* > 0.
This monotonicity along with boundary conditions yields an order relation between |zi| which can be

used to control terms in (3.7).
We shall focus on the case under assumption (3.9), which ensures

(3.14) |z4| > |2=|, Vag €.
By factorizing z; on the right side of (3.7), its solutions satisfy

z_(xh)

(e% ffzzl B(k,c,zh) (l—m)dmé

(3.15) 2y () — elFl@2=220) 5 (1)) = - 1)e‘k|(z2_z2l)z+(azgl).
If cr € U([—ho — h, hg)), let z§ be defined as in (3.6) and we use (3.8) to estimate
) C Ty — 1§+ 4/ (w2 — 2§)% + 2

T2 C T2
[ 180yl < [l - as + chhash = 1 flog ,
Top ‘ ’ Top ’ ‘ To] — f]}'% + \/(xQI _ xS)Q + C%

where the last equality is the exact integral. If x§ < x9; < x9, then the numerator in the logarithm is
greater than the denominator. Applying the triangle inequality to xs, x9; and ¢, we obtain

To — 1§+ /(w2 — 35)? +
log <
Ty — 5+ \/(azgl —x5)% + 2

If z9; < 29 < 2§, multiplying the top and bottom of the quotient by their conjugates and proceeding much
as in the previous case, we have

C(l’g —1’2[)
Tl — 1’5 + ‘U(xgl) — C’

log (1 + > ‘ <log (1 + Cpk*(z2 — z91)).

vy — 2§+ /(22 — 2§)* + ¢ 2§ — v + /(@ — 25)2 + &
= |log
To — x5 + \/(:Egl — 25)% + 2 x5 — Ty + 1/ (w2 — 25)% + 2

log <log (1+ Cpk*(xy — 1))
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Finally, in the case x9; < 2§ < 9, by splitting the interval at x§ and applying the above estimates on the
two subintervals, we obtain

To — 5+ (xg — x§)2 + c%

log
To — x5 + \/(azgl — a5)% + 2
To — 1§+ /(w2 — 35)? + lc1]
= |log + log
[q

T — 2§+ \/(azgl —x5)% 42
<log (1 + Cpk?(z2 — 25)) + log (1+ Cpk* (x5 — z)) < 2log (1 + Cpk?(zo — o1)).
Therefore the desired estimate (3.10) on zy follows from (3.15) and (3.14) and

(=5))
zfmﬁkcxz)(l—j (22 dzy

<C/ Bk, c,zh)|dxy < Clk|™ log (1 + Cpk® (w2 — z91)),

as C|k|~'log (1 + Cpk*(zg — x9;)) is bounded uniformly in all k # 0. If cg ¢ U([—ho — h, ho)), one can
bound |3] by ‘% min{1, pk?} which is also bounded for all k # 0. If pk? < 1, then pk?(xg — x9;) is bounded
by Clog (14 pk*(zo — z9)). If 1 < pk?, then

Ty — x9; < C'log (1 + xg — l‘gl) < Clog (1 + pk?(xg — 3}21)).

Therefore in both cases we have

Z2
/ |B(k, c, xh)|dxly, < % min{1, pk?}(xy — z9;) < I% log (1 + pk?(z2 — z91))

21

and thus (3.10) for zy follows from (3.15) and (3.14).
Turning attention to z_, from the variation of parameter formula, we have

1 [*2 /
(3.16) = () = e M (o) = o [ e B0 0)) (4 (0}) — 2 (a3)) d,
T2

l

which along with (3.8), (3.10) for z;, and (3.14), implies

Z2
|2 (o) — 7 M2 (2] < Ce'““‘“”l%(fﬂzl)l/ |B(k, ¢, z5)|dx.

The desired estimate on z_ follows from the above inequality on [ |3|. The estimates on zi(z2) with
initial condition zy (x9,) satisfying (3.11) can be derived in exactly the same fashion. O

In the following we use the above lemma to analyze some solutions to the homogeneous and non-
homogeneous Rayleigh equations (3.1) and (3.3).

Lemma 3.2. Consider
(©1,05) € {sinh, cosh}? \ {(cosh,sinh)}.

There exists C > 0 depending only on |U'|cn and |(U")~Y o, such that, for any k # 0, p € (0,1], Co > 0,
and interval T = [xg, x2r] C [—h, 0] satisfying (3.8),

(1) if a solution y(x3) to (3.1) satisfies
(3.17) ||kly(z9r) — sinh |k|s| < CoO©1(|k|s), |y (za) — coshks| < CoOa([ks), s >0,
then it holds that, for all xo € T,
||k|y(z2) — sinh |k|(z2 — 22 + 5)| < C(Co + (14 Co) (p+ k|~ log(1 + Cpk?)))O1(|k|(z2 — z1 + 5)),

Y/ (z2) — cosh k(2 — m9y + 8)| < C(Co + (1 + Co)(p + k|~ log(L + Cpk?))) Oa(|k|(z2 — x4 + 5));
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(2) if a solution y(x2) to (3.1) satisfies
(3.18) ||l<:|y(:ngr) — sinh |k:|s‘ < CoO1(lks|), |y (z2r) — cosh ks| < CoOa(|ks|), s <0,
then it holds that, for all xo € T,
Hk\y(azg) — sinh |k|(z2 — 22, + s)‘ < C(Co +(1+ Co)(p + \k‘]—l log(1 4+ Cka)))@l(\k(azg — 9 + 5)]),
|y (z2) — coshk(za — mo, + 5)| < C(Co + (1 + Co)(p + |k| " log(1 + Cpk?)))Os(|k(zs — 2 + 5)]).
(3) Moreover, the solution y(x2) to (3.3) with y(xa0) = y'(z20) = 0 for some x99 € T satisfies

z2
‘]k\y(azg) — o (k, c, xh) sinh |k(xe — o) |dz)
20
2
(3.19) + | (z2) — d(k, c, zb) cosh k(za — :El2)d$l2‘
20

C(p+ |k| " log(1 + Cpk;2))‘ / ’ ¢(k, c,ah) sinh [k(zg — ab)|dab|.

Proof. We first consider the special solution y(z2) to the homogeneous (3.1) satisfying (3.17) with Cy = 0,
namely, with the initial values

y(xzg) = |k:|_1 sinh |k|s, y'(zg) = cosh |k|s, s>0,

+|k|s

whose corresponding form in terms of z4 with initial values z4 (z9) = e satisfies the assumptions of

Lemma 3.1. On the one hand, for |k|(z2 — o) < 1, it holds
k| LelFl@2=m2) 100 (1 + Cpk?(v2 — m9)) < Cplk|(v2 — 291) < Cpsinh |k|(z2 — z9)),
while, for |k|(z2 — x9) > 1, we have
k| LelFl@2=m2) 100 (14 Cpk?(z2 — w9;)) < C|k|" log(1 + Cpk?) sinh |k|(v2 — z2).
Therefore Lemma 3.1 and p € (0, 1] imply
|24 (9) — eWlE2=29)| |5 () — e Fl(@a—warts),
<C(p+ |k|" log(1 + Cpk?))el®* sinh |k| (x5 — 2).

Recovering y(x2) and y(z2) from z4 (x2), we obtain the desired estimates in the case of ©; = Oy = sinh
under the additional assumption Cy = 0.

In the following we prove the estimates for a homogeneous solution y(x2) to (3.1) under (3.17) with
general Cy > 0. Let Y7(x2) and Ya(z2) be solution to (3.1) with initial values

Yi(xy) = k| 'sinh1, Y{(z9) =coshl; Ya(xy) =0, Yy(xy)=1.
Clearly Y7 and Y> satisfy the above estimates with s = |k|~! and s = 0, respectively, and
y(w) = |K|(sinh 1)~ y(en) Yi(w2) + (4 (z2) — k| (coth 1)y(xa)) Ya(@2).
Therefore, for x5 € Z,

[ly(w2) — sink [k](v2 — 220 + )| = |(sinh 1) ([kly(war) (kY (@2) — sinh(|k|(@s — 221) + 1))
+ (|k|y(xg) — sinh |k|s) sinh(|k|(xe — zo;) + 1)) + (sinh 1)~ ! sinh |k|s sinh(|k|(zg — 29) + 1)
+ (y'(z21) — (coth 1)|kly(zar)) (|k|Y2(z2) — sinh [k|(z2 — z2))
( '(297) — cosh |k|s — (coth 1)(|k|y(zo;) — sinh |k|s )) sinh |k|(z2 — z9)
+ (cosh |k|s — (coth 1) sinh |k|s) sinh |k|(z2 — z9;) — sinh |k|(xy — x9 + s)‘

In the above summation, all the hyperbolic trigonometric combinations without y(xg) or Yj o(z2) are
eventually cancelled and the remaining terms can be estimated by the using the assumptions on the initial
values and the already obtained estimates on Y7 and Ys. We have

||kly(z2) — sinh |k|(z2 — 29 + s)| < (14 Co)(p + k|~ log(1 + Cpk?)) + Co)
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x (©1(|k|s) sinh(|k|(z2 — x91) + 1) + cosh |k|ssinh [k|(z2 — z2;))
<((1+ Co)(p + [k~ log(1 + Cpk?)) + Co)O1k|(z2 — 221 + 5),

where the last inequality was obtained by considering the two possible cases of ©; spearately. The
inequality on 3/(z2) can be obtained similarly as

|y (x2) — cosh |k|(z2 — @91 + 5)| < ((Sinh - (Ikly(fvzz)(llef(wz) — cosh(|k|(zg — ) + 1))
+ (|kly(x21) — sinh |k|s) cosh(|k|(z2 — z2) + 1)) + (sinh 1) ™" sinh |k|s cosh([k| (22 — z21) + 1)
+ (¢ (w21) — (coth 1)|kly(zar)) (|k[Y3 (x2) — cosh [k|(x2 — 221))
+ (¢ (w21) — cosh |k|s — (coth 1)(|k[y(zo) — sinh|k|s)) cosh |k| (g — z21)
+ (cosh [k|s — (coth 1) sinh |k|s) cosh |k|(za — xo;) — cosh |k|(z2 — o + s)\

and thus

|y (z2) — cosh |k|(z2 — 2 + )| < (14 Co)(p+ |k|~" log(1 + Cpk?)) + Co)

x (©1(]kls) cosh(|k|(z2 — o) + 1) + cosh |k|ssinh |k|(z2 — 22) + O2(|k|s) cosh [k|(x2 — 1))
<((1+ Co)(p+ |k og(1 + Cpk?)) + Co)Oslk|(x2 — z9y + 5).

This proves the desired estimates under the assumption (3.17). The proofs of the inequalities under
assumption (3.18) are similar and we omit the details.

Using the variation of parameter formula, we can write the solution y(z2) with y(z20) = y/'(x20) = 0 to
the non-homogeneous Rayleigh equation (3.3) as

<yy/> (x2) = /;2 ¢ (k,c, zb) S (w2, 2%) (?) dz

where S(z2,2%) is the 2 x 2 fundamental matrix of the homogeneous equation (3.1) with initial value

S(ah,xh) = I. Therefore,
/ 0 _ g(x27x/2)
S(w2,x5) <1> = <g’(x2,x’2)

where §(-, ) is the solution to (3.1) whose initial value is given by g(x%,25) = 0 and g(xh, z5) = 1. The
desired estimates follow from applying the above estimates in the homogeneous case with s = 0 = Cy and

©, = ©y = sinh. O

Practically the above estimates are more effective for k£ bounded from below. To end this subsection,
we give the following simple estimate of the Rayleigh equation for £ bounded from above, which compares
y(x2) to the free solution (where the U term is removed)

yr(w2) = (coshk(zg — 20))y(z20) + k1 (sinhk(z2 — 20))y (x20).
Here k~!sinh ks|y—o = s is understood.

Lemma 3.3. For any k*, M > 0, there exists C > 0 depending only on h, k*, and M such that for any
|k| < k*, Co >0, 290 € Z = [x97, 22| C [—h, 0] satisfying

<Co <M, Vayel,

‘ U-c
and any solution y(x2) to (3.3), it holds

[y(ws) = yr(@2)| + [y (22) = yip(@2)] < C(Co(ly(zzo)l w2 — w20] + [y (w20) |z — w20 )
[ 16tk

20

+
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Proof. The proof is based on some straight forward elementary argument and we shall only outline it. Let
g =1y —yr. We can write the solution y(z2) using the variation of constant formula

() - (2 ) (L )

20

Uy ,\ (K~ tsinhk(zg — 25) ,
" /9020 <U - C) (x2) < cosh k‘(ﬂjQ — ;17’2) ) dzy.

z2
/ I(k, ¢, ab)|d

20

It implies

)

|5(z2)| + |7 (22)] §C<Co(|y($20)||$2 — 290 + |y (20)||z2 — m20[?) +

T2
/ ()l dey

20

+ CCy

and the estimates on y — yr and y' — y} follow immediately from the Gronwall inequality. O

3.2. Rayleigh equation near singularity and its convergence as c¢; — 0+. In the rest of the section,
1
we shall mostly focus on the case when (1 + k2)2|U — ¢/ is small, so

(3.20) cr=U(z3), a5 € [—2ho— h,3ho),

will always be assumed, while the domains of U and ¢ have been extended to [—ho—h, hg]. Due to complex
conjugacy, we only need to consider ¢; > 0. In particular, if z§ € (—h, x2), the strong singularity in (3.1)
will lead to y(cg + i(0+), k,22) ¢ R even if y(—h),y'(—h) € R. Even though some estimates are stated
for ¢; > 0, most of the inequalities are mostly uniform as ¢; — 04 and thus hold for the limits.

In order to obtain estimates uniform in k € R, rescale

(3.21) p= (k)" = \/ké—_H, Ty = a5+ pr, cr = pe, w= (w,wy) = (uty,y)T € C?
where 2§ satisfies (3.20) as well as in the above. Equation (3.1) becomes
(3.22) Wr = ( 2 ;?QU”(chrM) 1) w = <~ 0 ) )
L—p? + 5 0 o(p, ¢, 7)
where

d(p,c,7) = po(k,c, x5 + pr).
We shall consider this ODE on intervals 7 € [—M, M] such that

(3.23) (25 — pM, 2§ + M) C [~ho — h, ho),

is that U is well-defined when |7| < M. As ¢; — 0+, one would naturally expect w(7) to converge to
solutions to

0 1 0
(324) W = 2 ,LLQU”(ZBC-HJT) W — <~ > .
! L= 1"+ Gagrin—cr O ¢(p>cr,y7)
However, this limit equation becomes singular at 7 = 0 and conditions have to be specified there.

¢ Fundamental matrix of the homogeneous Rayleigh equation. Its construction is adapted from
the one used in [5]. Let

Ul/ C ~ T . U /
(325)  Tlerer) = (- e+ 20 U 10002 1 &) 4y, cpye,7) + / e

——dr’,
2U" (z5) M U(T")? + €
where, for j = 1,2, 3,

(326) Ujeropm) = (ZU)@5 +ur), Uleropi) = L(Uas + ur) = cg) = 3 (U(as +ur) — U(as)).

1
m
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and the remainder ~ of I" is given by

U1 (0)Us — U (0)UL)U
w00 —LOUT ¢ _y ey b2
U1(0)(U? + €2) U —ie

It is not hard to see that v(u,cg,0,7) is C*~2 in 7 and pu and C~3 in cg. We often skip writing the
explicit dependence on those variables other than 7. Denote

FO(IU'u CR, T) - el—i>1(1)1+ P(,LL, CR;, €, T)

(3.27) v(p, cr,€,0) =0, ~, =

(3.28) U" (x5 irpU" (25
o /( Nl (02)(8971(7')—1—1),
U’ (x5 20" (x5)
where we note that the integrand of the imaginary part of I converges to a delta mass as ¢ — 0+ and
produces a jump in Iy at 7 = 0 (see Lemma 3.4 in the below). Let B(u,cgr,€,7) be a 2 X 2 matrix given

by

—(1— )+ QbQU(N+W%@%Qﬂ+

R _ F(:uch7€77—) 1 >, >, _
(329) BT - <—I‘(,u, CR, 6,7)2 —F(,u, CR, E,T) Ba B(,ua CR, 670) - I2><27
and
5 _ (1)1 w, ¢, T n—1 (0 /
(3.30) (p,c,7) = <¢2 (1. e.7) > / O(n e, 7)Blu,cr, 5,771 ) dr'.

It is worth pointing out that I is real for 7 < 0 and imaginary for 7 > 0. To keep the notations simple
we often skip the arguments other than 7. In the following lemma we collect some basic estimates of I'
and B where we often bound the log |7| singularity in I by |7|~%, a > 0, for simplicity.

Lemma 3.4. For any M > 0 satisfying (3.23) and a,o’ € (0,1) with a + o/ < 1, there exists C > 0
depending only on M, o, &, |U’|c2, and |(U")"Y|co, such that, for any 0 < € < M, the following hold for
7| < M,

(331) det B = 1 |B o I| < e‘T|+C(‘T|3+u2‘T|a) 1, |B—1 N I| < 4(€|T‘+C(|T‘3+“2|T‘a) B 1)
(3.32) IT(e,7) — To(7)| < Cp(pe|loge| + am T log(1 4+ ¢ ))
(3.33) ‘B(EJ) - BO(T)‘ < Cpmin{e® (7'~ + pl7|*), €(1 +[loge| + ulog?e)}

where Bo(,u, cr,T) = lim¢_04 B(,u, CR,€,T). Moreover, general solutions of (3.22) with ¢y > 0 is given by

-1
pry(r2)\ _ 1 0\ » & (b 2
(3:34) ( y'(2) > =uwln) = <F(N70R7677') 1 B(u,cr,€,7) (b= ®(n,c,7)), b= by) € c.
Remark 3.1. Even though € > 0 is assumed in the above and the remaining statements in this and the
next subsections, as C' > 0 is independent of € = (k)cr € (0, M] in a priori estimates and thus they hold
even as € — 0+.

Expression (3.34) essentially is the variation of parameter formula including the fundamental matrix
of the Rayleigh equation. Due to det B = 1, it is possible to extend the definition of B to include all
x9 € [—ho — h, hg], but its bound would be non-uniform in k > 1 for |zg — z§| > u.

Proof. Since I" has a logarithmic singularity at the worst (even for € = 0), B is obviously well-defined. The
zero trace value of the coefficient matrix in (3.29) yields det B = 1. The form (3.34) of general solutions
of (3.22) for ¢; > 0 follows from straightforward verifications.
Equation (3.29) implies
(B=1)-| <14+T?+(1+T?)|B-1],

where 14 I'? is the operator norm of the coefficient matrix. From Gronwall inequality, we obtain

B 1] < T Ty
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It is clear from the definition of + that

7 €U2
el < C?, ‘/ a 2dT’
2+¢

The definition of T, the boundedness of |U|, and the estimate on ~, imply, for 7 € [—M, M],

[ e [ w1+ o
0 0

where C'is a generic constant determined by M and k, and the Holder inequality was used to obtain ||,
for any o € (0,1). The desired estimate in (3.31) on B — I follows immediately which along with det B = 1
in turn yields the estimate on B~! — I.

The definition of v implies

< Cu.

< C(r]? + p?)l7] + Cp? < C(IrP + p?|7]*),

T 262 T
|v(e,7) —v(0,7)] < /0 Wlﬁd# = Cpu’etan™! u
Regarding the imaginary part of I', we observe
/T Us(7') Us(0) 4
3 - 22 2|4
U2 +e2 Ur(0)32(7)? + e

/

/T U2 () (T (0272 + ) = Ua(0) (U(+')? + ¢2)|
-M

< = T
(U2 + €2) (U1(0)2(7)% + €2)
T /
§C’,u/ /|2 ™ dT < Cpu(l+ |logel),
M (7))
where we used the smoothness of Uy and Us in pr. It implies
MEUQ / MUQ(O) -1 Ul(O)T 7T
: - L4 D)<
(3.35) ‘/ +e2dT 7 (0) <tan ; + 2) < Cpe(l+ pllogel),
and thus

ueUz , mulz(0) ' : 4
dr’ — sgn(7t) +1)| <C €| log €| + min{1, €|T
‘/ +€2 20,(0) (#9(T) +1)| <Cp(puellog el +min{L, el7[™1})
1
<Cpu(pe|loge| + — ).
14+

€

The error estimate (3.32) follows consequently.
Proceeding to consider B(e, ) — By(7) where By(u, cr, T )

B
o (Bler) - Bo(r) - (10 _p)) (Bl - Bul)
B

,CcRr,0,7), we have
_ < I'(e,7) — To(7) 0 > (e, 7).
—T(e,7)2 +To(7)? —T(e,7)+To(7)

Recalling that B(](T) is the elementary fundamental matrix of the above corresponding homogeneous ODE
system, the variation of parameter formula implies

[ a7 e s roe) Ble T

‘B(E,T) — B(](T)‘ = (e, )2 +To(7")? —T(e,7') +To(r)

<C

/OT (14 (e, ™)| + Co(+))) IL(e, 7') — To(r)|dr"

<Ch +,u\log(')HLﬁ’F(€7 ) —To(-)l

Q\»—A

SC‘/OT (1+u|log\7'/H)\I’(e,T/) — To(7")|dr’ .
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The second desired upper bound in (3.33) of B — By follows from direct estimating the above integral
without using the Holder inequality. For the first upper bound there we use, for any ||, |r2| < M,

1
(336) |F(€7 ) - FO(')|LP[T1,7'2] < Cuer, p€ (17 +OO); |F(€7 ) - FO(')|L1[T1,T2] < O:ue(l + |10g€|)7

which can be verified by straight forward computation. The proof of the lemma is complete. O

e A priori estimates. A direct corollary of the form~(3.34) ~of the general solution to the Rayleigh
equation (3.22) is an estimate of w(7) in terms of b and ®. Let I'(7) denote

[(r) = 7“57/(/;2%) (% log(U(7)? + €2) + i( tan™" L(fg)T + g)).

Corollary 3.4.1. For b€ C? and |7| < M, let

5= (pry 1) B i) = () ) Bt

then under the same assumptions of Lemma 3.4, it holds, for any oy € [0,1 — «),
[b1(r) = bi| < C(r| + KMol [ba(7) = (b2 + 0iT(7)) | < C (7] + pu(l7]* + €)) (8]
1b1(7) = o1 (7)| < Cpue(|7 ][] + min{|7[*=*, € =%(1 + |loge[)}bu ),
[b2(7) = boa(7)| < Cpu(e*|7|! |b] + (557 + log (1 + Z)) b ).
Proof. The estimates on b follows from straight forward calculation based on (3.35) and the bound on
B — I given in Lemma 3.4 and we omit the details.

Regrading l~)(7') — 50(7'), let le denote the entries of B. Using Lemma 3.4 where the estimates are
uniform in € > 0, we have

|b2(7) — bo2(7)| < (1 +|To|)[ B — Bol[b| + | — To|(|Buy|[b1| + | B2 |b2])
<C((1+ p|log |7I[)| B = Bol[b] + T = Tol([ba] + (7] + p|7]*)|b2]))
<Op(e 7] + (57 +log (L+ C5)) (o] + 71 [ba))).
Since

(3.37) 717 (

< +log (1+ ¢y < e, Be (o1,

the upper on by (1) — boa(7) follows accordingly. )
To derive the estimate on by (7 r) — b01( ), we notice by (0) = bo1(0) = by and the desired estimate follows
from integrating 0, (b — bo1) = by — bgg using (3.36). O

Remark 3.2. The above estimates imply, that for any solution w(T) to (3.22)
(3.38) |w1(7') — (bl — @1(7’))‘ § C(‘T’ + M2‘T’a)‘b — (f(T) N
(3.39) [ws(7) = (b2 = @a(r) + D(7) (b1 = B1.(7)) )| < C (17| + (I + ) [b = B(7).

The following lemma gives another estimate of w(7) in terms of some initial value w(7y) which we shall
use mainly for 79 away from 0.

Lemma 3.5. For any M > 0 satisfying (3.23) and o € (0,1), there exists C > 0 depending only on M,
a, |U'cz, and |(U) Yo, such that, for any 0 < e < M, and 19,7 € [-M, M], the following hold for any
solution w(T) to (3.22):

‘wl(T) — wl(T())‘ <C|r— To\(]w(To)] + u‘ log (73 + 62)“’101(7'0)’) )

3.40 - -
(3.40) + Culr = 70|*(Jw(m0)| + |®1() — P1(70)] oo ) T CI2() — ®(n

‘Ll [T0,7]’
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|wa(7) = (wa(70) + ®2(70) — Da2(7) — L(70)wi (70) + L'(7)(wi(r0) + P1(10) — P1(7)))]
(3.40b) SC((ITI”‘ + pe®) | ®(70) = B(r)| + (e + |7|* + |70 (1 + pl log (7> + €*)])) [w(70)]

+ lrl*log (78 + ) w1 (7))

Proof. We shall first estimate b — ( ) based on w(7y) and then apply Corollary 3.4.1. From (3.34) and
det B = 1 which allows us to write B~ explicitly, we have

= B —312> ( 1 0> <B22 +TB12 —312>
3.41 b—®(1g) = s ~ w ~ w| .
(3.41) (r0) <—321 By -1 By —TBy1 By 70
Using Lemma 3.4, one may estimate
(3.42) by — ®1(70) — wi(70)| < C(|I70| + lro|™)w (7)),
(3.43) |ba — ®a(70) + L(70)wi(70) — wa(70)| < C (0] + pl|70|* + €)) [w(70)],

where we also used (3.35). Combining these inequalities and Corollary 3.4.1, we obtain
|wa(7) — (w2 (70) + iD2(70) — Bo(7) — L(r0)wi (10) + (1) (w1 (70) + P1(70) — @1(7)))]
<C(Ir| + n(|7* + )!b &(7)| + C(Imo| + pll70|™ + €*) + [T (1) (I70] + pl70]*)) [w(70))]
<C(|7| + pe) (|@(70) — ()| + |w(7o)| + |T(0)| w1 (70)])
+ C(pe” + |70|*(1 + pl log(? + €%)])) [w(r0)]
§C<(!T\°‘ + €)@ (10) — ()| + (e + |7|* + [10|* (1 + pllog (> + €9)])) [w(70))|
+ pl[*1og (78 + )l (7))

where o/ € (a,1). This yields inequality (3.40b) of wy(7). The estimate of w;(7) is obtained through
integrating that of wy(7) = w1, (7). O

e Convergence estimates as c; — 0+. As ¢ = yu~'c; = (k)e; — 04, from Lemma 3.4, it is natural to
expect that the limit of solutions to the non-homogenous Rayleigh equation (3.3) is also given by formula
(3.34) with T, B, and ® replaced by I'y, By, and &y = lim._,o4 ®.

With the above preparations, we are ready to obtain the convergence and error estimates of solutions to
the Rayleigh equation (3.24). While the limits of non-homogeneous Rayleigh equation under appropriate
assumptions on ¢(k,c,xz2) can be studied in the framework in this section, we shall just focus on the
homogeneous case, i.e. with ¢ = 0, and leave the non-homogeneous one to Section 5. In fact, (3.28)
and Lemma 3.4 imply that, as ¢; — 0, wi(7) would converge to a Holder continuous limit, while wsy(7)
develops a jump proportional to w1(0) and a logarithmic singularity at 7 = 0. More precisely, the limit
W (7) of solutions should (see the proposition in the below) satisfy the Rayleigh equation (3.24) with ¢ € R
for 7 # 0 and satisfy at 7 = 0,

{ Wy € CO([-M, M)), W, e CO([—M, M]\{0}),

3.44 . il (S
(344) lim, oy (Wa(r) — Wa(—7)) = 52 w4 (0).

It is worth pointing out that the existence of the limit of W5 (7) — Wa(—7) does not imply a simple jump
discontinuity of Ws, which actually has a symmetric logarithmic singularity. In the distribution sense, the

limit homogeneous Rayleigh equation (3.24) (with ¢ = 0) along with (3.44) can be written as
(3.45) W, =(P.V.) 0 ! W . o(r)
. =< V.)r T T + | irpU” (x5 T).
1-— ,U2 + 7[](%, S_/j:_)“ c) 0 Z/(xé)_z) Wl(O)

Here 6(7) denotes the delta function of 7 and “(P.V.),;” indicate the principle value when the correspond-
ing distributions are applied to test functions of 7. They occur in Ws, only. In terms of the original
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unknown y(z3), the limit of (3.3) as ¢; — 0+ is

" 7;7TU” x5 c C
(3'46) - y// + kzy + (P’ V. )1‘2 (g_zé) == Uf(x(gf)y(x2)5x2 (w2 - x2)7

where the subscript -, indicates the distributions as generalized functions of x3. For ¢; — 0—, the parallel
results hold except with the complex conjugate. It also means that homogeneous Rayleigh equation takes
different limit as ¢; — 0.

Lemma 3.6. General solutions of homogeneous (3.24) (with ¢ = 0) along with (3.44) are

. 1 0\ 5 ~ (bo1 9
(3.47) W(T) = (PO(/%CRJ') 1> B(](,LL,CR,T)bo, bo = <b()2> e C-.

Moreover, W(r) € C° if W1(0) = 0.

Proof. On [—M,0) and (0, M], (3.24) is regular and thus Lemma 3.4, in particular the form (3.34) of the
general solutions implies the above (3.47) with parameters b = (b3, b%,)" € C2. The continuity of Wi ()
and the estimates of T' and B in Lemma 3.4 immediately yields bg‘l = by;. Finally bég = by, follows from
the jump condition of Wa(7) at 7 = 0 after writing baEQ using (3.41) and again using the estimates of T’
and B.

Finally, the continuity of W(7) under the assumptions W;(0) = 0 follows from (3.47), the Holder
continuity of B, and the logarithmic upper bound of Ty. O

The following proposition provides the convergence estimates.

Proposition 3.7. For any M > 0 satisfying (3.23) and «, o’ € (0,1), there exists C > 0 depending only
on M, a, o, |U'|c2, and |(U") 7Y co, such that, for any 0 < ¢ < M, 7 € [-M, M|, and solutions w(T)
and W (T) to (3.22) and (3.24) (with ¢ = 0) in the forms (3.34) and (3.47) with parameters b,by € C2,
respectively, the following hold:

lwi (1) = Wi(r) — (w1(0)=W1(0))| < C(|7](|bz — boz| + e |boz2])

(3.48) S
+ (7] + pl7|*) w1 (0) = Wi (0)] 4 € pulr[* = [W1(0)]),

oay 00 <C (e 72 (WA (0)] + [boal) + (1 + pu|Yog(I7] + )} awn (0) = WA (0)]
' + 162 = bos| + (57 + log (1+ 25)) Wi (0)]).

Moreover, for any 7,79 € [-M, M|, let 7. = min{|7|, |70|} > 0, we have
|wi () = Wi (T) = (wi(70)=Wi(70))| < Cpe®|T — 1o||[W (70)| + Clr — 70| |[w(70) = W (70)]
(3.50) +Cu(Ir = 7ol (5 +1og (1+ ) + ¢l — 70 =)
x (|Wi(ro)| + [70[*[W (o)),

[wa(r) = Wa(r)| <C((1+ pllog(e + 7)) w(ro) = W (ro)|
(3.51)

e W ()| + (55 +og (1+ Z5)) (Wi ()| + 70l W (7)) )

€E+Tx

Remark 3.3. When the above convergence estimate is applied in the rest of the manuscript, it always holds
that |Wi(1p)| < M|7o|* for some g > 0 which makes the right sides of (3.50) and (3.51) converging to
0 as € = 0 locally uniformly in T # 0.

Proof. We first work on the error estimates in terms of W7(0) and by. Let

B(r) = (r( 1 2) B(u, cr, €, 7)bo.

M, CR, €, T)
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Controlling wy — wy and we — Wy by Corollary 3.4.1 (wg — ws by (3.38) and (3.39) in particular), where
we recall the estimates are uniform in € > 0, we have

|wa(7) = Wa(7)| < |wa(7) — wa(7)| + |w2(7) — Wa(7)]
<C(1b = bol + I 1o = bou| + e 71 ool + po (e + g (1 + 25°) ) b )
O (Ib2 = bos| + (1 + p| log(|| + &) w1 (0) = W1(0)|

+ (5 + log (14 Z)) Wi (0)] + pe® |7 (|W1 (0)] + \b02!)>'

(3.52)

where a; € [0,1 — a) and we also used
Wl(O) = b()l, wl(O) = bl.

This completes the proof of inequality (3.49). The estimate (3.48) on w; — W is derived by integrating
O-(wy — W1) = wa — Wy and using (3.36) and (3.32).

In the following, based on (3.52) we establish the error estimates in terms of initial values given at some
70 # 0. From formula (3.41) we have

b— b(] - (Fo(Tg)Wl(To) - F(To)wl(To))(O, 1)T
:(B—l(w — W)+ (B = Byhw + (ro(m —w1)(Byt = I) + Towi(By ' — B™Y)

+ (Do — Dywy (B~ — I)) (0, 1)T)

70

From (3.37) and Lemma 3.4, one may estimate
[Co(ro)l|B(r0) ™" = 1] < C(1 + pllogmol]) (|70l + #2Ir0l®) < Cl7o] + plrol®),
Tol| Byt = B7Y|,, < C(1+ p|log [7o]|) e (70|~ + palmo| ™) < Cpae®|o| ™,

Do~ TIB™ — 11|, < Cullml + w2lrol*") (nelloge| + iy + log(1 + €5)) < Cuelrol™,
where a; € [0,1 — «). Therefore we obtain
|b2—bo2 — (Co(70)Wi(70) — T(m0)wi(10)) | + |b1 — bor| < C(|(w — W)(70)| + pe®|70|* W (70)])
Applying (3.42) and (3.43) to control by in (3.52), we can estimate
ws(7) — War)| <C((1+ | 1oge +Ir])]) (o) — W ()] + e o] W (o))

+ |(TCoW1 — Twy ) (10)] + pe® (|W (70)| + p| log 70| |[Wi(70)])
+ (e + log (1+ S5)) (Wi ()| + [0l |W (o)1) )

Inequality (3.51) is obtained by simplifying the above. In particular, we used

“llog 7| < Ce® if 7, > min{l,e?} and log (1+ (’;—522) > log( > |log 7| if 7, < min{1, €%},

Tx T*)

to absorb the term p?e®| log |7o|||W1 (7).
Again we integrate (3.51) to derive (3.50). The only non-trivial terms are those involving 7,

.
Ce? / 1— C 2
‘/m ety 108 (L s dr | <Cer —mol 7+ |Ir] = Inol| (i +log (1 + 55))

<Cer = o'~ + |7 = 1ol (i + og (1 + S5)),

which are obtained by considering whether |7/| > |79] and using (3.36). O
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3.3. A priori bounds on the two fundamental solutions y. (k, ¢, z2) to the homogeneous Rayleigh
equation with ¢; > 0. In this subsection, we analyze and derive the basic estimates of of two fixed so-
lutions y4 (k, ¢, x2) to the homogeneous equation (3.1) with initial values

U)—-c? U'(0)(U(0) — ¢

which also depend on parameters k& and ¢ € C. The initial condition of ¢y at xo = 0 is motivated by the
linearized capillary gravity water wave problem (2.11). (If it had been the linearized Euler equation at
a shear flow in the channel, then naturally the boundary condition would be y;(0) = 0 and ¥/ (0) = 1.)
As throughout this section, we often skip the arguments rather than x,. Particularly when working near
x5 =U ~(cr), we shall continue using the notations introduced in Subsection 3.2, like cg, , €, etc. The
following lemma is standard. Due to conjugacy, we only consider ¢; > 0.

(3.53)  y_(=h)=0, y (-h)=1, and y.(0)=

9

Lemma 3.8. For c ¢ U([—h,0]) and z2 € [~h,0], the solutions y+(k,c,x2) are even in k, analytic in k>
and ¢, and is C' %2 in xo. Moreover yi(k, ¢, x2) = y+(k,c, o).

In the next step we give a priori estimates of yi(k,c,z2). In particular, we consider up to three
subintervals,

4
ho inf[—ho—hﬁo] U’ ’

3

1
3.54 Iy = r) = —h70 A — 25, —
B30 T Gawan) = {a € 005 st g

(3.55) Iy = [~h,xy), Iz = (v2,0].

Here p = (k)~1 as in (3.21). Clearly [—h, 0] = Z; UZ, UZ3 and any of these subintervals may be empty. If
Iy = (), then [—h,0] is considered as Z; for y_ and as Z3 for y, in the statement of the following lemma.
The choice of the above constant py and the fact 0 < p < 1 ensure

(3.56) cr € U([—%ho — h, 2ho]) if I # 0.
Lemma 3.9. For any a € (0, 1), there exists C > 0 depending only on a, |U'|c2, and |(U") Yo (also on
g and o for the estimates of y+) such that, for any ¢ € C\U([—h,0]), the following hold:
(3.57) ™ty (w2) — sinh(u™" (22 + h))| < Cp® Sinh(u‘l(m +h)),
(3.58) |y () — sinh(u™ )| < O (™ + plef?) cosh(u™ ),
for all xo € [—h,0]. Moreover, if Io = 0, then for all o € [—h,0],
(3.59) Iy’ (22) — cosh(p™ (g 4 h))| < Cu®sinh(u™ (zg + h)),
(3.60) |y (w2) — cosh(u ™ w2)| < C(u® + ple|*) cosh(p™ as).
If otherwise Iy # (), then
h h z

(3.61) ly'(x3) — cosh(pu™(zg 4+ h))| < O sinh(u™" (3 + 1)), r2eh

Cu® cosh(p=t (zg + h)), x9 € I3
(3.62) |y, (z9) — cosh(u ™ a2)| < Cu® cosh(utas), x9 € Iy UZLs,
and for xo € I,

U//(:L,C)
" (z2) — cosh 2+ h 20y (x) log |U(x2) — ¢
(3.63) |y" (x2) (u™( ) — 07(zs) " (1) log |U (2) — ]
< Cpu®(1+ p|log |U(z2) — c||) cosh(u™! (z2 + h)),
_ U//(xc)
' (29) — cosh(u 'z 2 x9r) log |U(x2) — ¢

(3.64) \y+( 2) (e 2) — U7 (5 )y+( 2r) log |U (z2) H

< Cp®(1+ p|log |U(z2) — ||) cosh(ptay).
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Remark 3.4. Even though the lemma assumes ¢ € C\U([—h,0]), the estimates are uniform in ¢ and thus
they also hold for the limits of solutions as ¢y — 04, while the limits as c; — 0— are the conjugates of
those as c; — 0+. Moreover, the constant C does not depend on o > 0, and in particular, C for y_ does
not depend on g either.

It is possible that 5 ¢ [—h,0] as the domain of U has been extended. However, the constant C' in
(3.59), (3.60), (3.61), and (3.62) are independent of the extensions of U satisfying (3.5).

Proof. The estimates of y+ can be derived in exactly the same procedure by reversing the direction of
the variable z5. We shall focus on y_(k,c,z2) and give a brief description on the argument for y;
afterwards. The cases of x5 close to and away from z§ will be considered differently based on Lemma 3.2
and Proposition 3.7, respectively.

Step 1. Assume Z; # (). We consider k in two cases. The first on is for those larger |k| such that

3 . 1
(3.65) p = pop k(14 |U"|co((—hg—n,nopy) < min{l,Cuz},
where (3.8) is satisfied and Lemma 3.2 is applicable. Observe

(3.66) Ptk =V1+k2 —k = =g € (0, ),

and

|sinh(u ™! (29 + h)) — sinh(k(xg + h))| =2sinh m2+h cosh(2(u™' + k) (22 + h))

<Cu smh( Y(zq + 1)),

(3.67)

where the last inequality could be derived by considering whether p~!(z2 + h) > 1. The same upper
bound also holds for cosh. Therefore applying Lemma 3.2 on 77 with s = 0 and Cy = 0, we immediately
obtain the desired estimates (3.57), (3.59), (3.61) on y_ and y" on Zj, respectively. Otherwise in the case
of smaller |k|, the desired estimates follows from Lemma 3.3 with ¢ = 0.

Step 2. Assume Zy # 0 and x9, > x9 otherwise step 1 has completed the proof. In this case, 2§ €
[— % —h, %] due to (3.56). Let

(3.68) M = pg | (U') | eo = 1ho,
which implies
(3.69) Ty C x5 — uM, x5 + pM] C [2§ — 2uM, x5 + 2uM] C [—ho — h, ho].

Therefore results in Subsection 3.2 in the corresponding rescaled variables w; 2(7) and xo = 2§+ p7 given
in (3.21) are applicable. Moreover the definition of Zy further yields
17| = p g — 2] < C,u%, Vo € 1.
Let
70 = (wy — 25).
Lemma 3.5 (with ¢ = 0) implies that, for any x5 € Z

. (2) + Gy (wr) log BB — ! ()| < C(1+ 1% 10g|Uwar) — el )y ()

+ O (w2) = el|) (™ y—(z2)| + [y (x21)]),
for any o/ € (0,1). Moving the log |U(x9) — ¢| term to the right side, we obtain

N ity () og U (w2) = ¢l = y_(war)| < C(1 + |10g [U(z1) ) ly— ()]

+C(u% + plrol®|log |U (w2) — el|) (™ |y—(wa)| + |y (xa)]).
Notice that, no matter whether Z; = ) or not, (3.57) and (3.59) are satisfied at xo; due to either the initial
condition of y_(x3) or the above step 1. On the one hand, regarding the above first term on the right side,
it holds that either y_(xzg) = 0 if 29y = —h or ,u% < C|z§ — xg| if £9y > —h, hence this term would only
contribute an error term of at most O(u~*"|y_(x3)|), for any o > 0, in the upper bounds. On the other
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hand, 0 < 29 — 29 < C’,u% implies that replacing the above pu~1ly_(xq), y" (33‘21) and cosh(u~(zy + h))
by cosh(u~!(z2 + h)) would also only produce an error terms of at most O(,u 2 cosh(p™t(ze + h))) in the
upper bounds. Therefore we have

s |y (w2) — cosh(u™ (ws + b)) — ity (wa) log |U (z2) — ]|

<C(,ua2 + plmol® |log |U (22) — ¢||) cosh(y Yo + h)),

and thus (3.63) follows by letting o/ = 2a.
Integrating (3.71) over [z, 2] C Zo, we have, for o/ € (2a,1),

2

_ . _ o . _ C B
™y (a2) = sinh (" -+ )] < i sin(e~ (e +1)) [ -G (1+ |10, = 5]

21

+ (1 + plro|” | log o, — 25| |) cosh(u ™" (zoy + h))dah

’ x2
<Cp®sinh(p (22 + h)) + C|70|* cosh(u™ (vo + h)) / | log |2 — 25| das.
T2l

where we used (3.57), |xe — 29| < C,u%, and and the first term of the right side of (3.70) was incorporated
into others as remarked just below (3.70). For |v2 — 29| < [zg — 25|, we have

T2
!Tolo‘// |log |2} — a§||dxh < = |wor — 25| Jwa — 2| (1 + |log lwoy — @5]]) < Cu®lws — a2,
2l

while for |zg — zg| > %|1172l — x5,

(a'—2a)

T2
]7'0]0‘// |log |z, — a:%Hda;’Q <Cu™® \xm — z5]® \xg — xm]l < Cu®lzg — my.
%))

Therefore we obtain
| y_(9) — sinh(u (w2 + h))| <Cu®(sinh(p (22 + h)) + |z2 — 22| cosh(u™ ! (zo; + h)))
<Cu®sinh(p~(zo + h))

which proves (3.57) on Zs.

Step 3. Assume Z3 = [z3,,0] # 0, which implies x9, > —h. In this case, surely Zo # () either and
pe < ClU(x9r) — ¢|. With (3.57) for y_ and (3.63) for y” established at xo = x9,, y_(x2) satisfies
assumption (3.17) for the interval Zg with ©; = sinh, ©9 = cosh, and Cy = C'u®.

As in the step 1, for larger |k| so that (3.65) holds, the desired estimates (3.57) and (3.63) in Z3 follow
directly from (3.66), (3.67), and Lemma 3.2.

For smaller k, say, |k| < k1, we express y_(z2) and y'_(z2) in terms of w(7), 7 € [u~ 1 (=h—25), —pu~ 1],
as in (3.21). Let

M =(1+k)2(2hg +h), 70=p"t(—h—15).
Since Zy # 0, otherwise [—h, 0] = Z; for y_(x2), it along with (3.56) and |k| < k; implies
25 € [~ho — h, ho] => |h + 5|, |25] < 2ho +h = [~ (~h — 25), —p""a§] C [-M, M].

Namely, the domain of w(7) is contained in [—M, M]. Applying (3.40b) (with ¢ = 0), using w;(79) = 0,
wy(79) = 1, and

T3 # 0= py'p? = |Ulxa) — | < [U(xz) — ¢, Vaz €T,
we obtain |y’ (z2)] < C on Zs. It in turn implies
|ty (2) — sinh(p™ (22 + h)| <p™Hy-(22) — y-(220)| + [~y (w2,) — sinh(u™ (22, + h)))|
+ [ sinh(u ™" (22, + h)) — sinh(u"" (22 + )|
C(lza — mor| + sinh(u ! (22, + h))) < Csinh(p (22 + h)).
Therefore (3.57) and (3.61) hold on Z3 due to |k| < k;.
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Estimating y4+ Finally, we give a brief sketch of the argument for y, for which we proceed from Z3 to
7.
Suppose Zg # (). The initial values of y; at x5 = 0 satisfy (3.18) with ©; = O3 = cosh and Cy =
C(1 + |e[*)pu. For larger |k| so that (3.65) holds, the desired estimates (3.58) and (3.60) in Z3 follow
directly from (3.66), (3.67), and Lemma 3.2. The estimates for smaller k is again a consequence of Lemma
3.3.

Suppose Zy # () which implies |¢| < C. Inequality (3.70) with 9, replaced by xg, still follows from
exactly the same argument, namely, for zo € Zy and any o' € [0, 1),

U (z5)

Y (22) = s v (w2r) log [U (w2) — ¢f — v/} (w2r)

< C(1+ |log |U(z2r) — c||)|y4(z2r)|

+ C(M% + M|7'0|a/| log [U(z2) — CH) (,u_1|y+($2r)| + |yﬁr($2r)|)'
If 29, = 0, then

[log |U (w2r) — ¢l[ly+ (z2,)| = log [U(0) = ¢f|ly4(0)| < Cp? cosh ™"y
Otherwise, x9, < 0 and thus, for any o/ € (0,1),

_1 3 / _
U(zar) — ¢l = py 'z = |log |U(w2,) — ¢f|ly1 (war)| < p* coshu™ s,

where (3.58) at x9 = xa, was also used. These estimates, along with (3.58) and (3.60) at xo = x9, yield
(3.64) on Tp. Inequality (3.58) follows from direct integrating the estimate on 3/, , actually without going
through the technical argument at the end of step 2 for y_ since the cosh, instead of sinh, is in the upper
bound in (3.58).

Suppose Z; # () where it must hold Zs # () and |c| < C. From step 2, y4(x2) satisfies assumption (3.18)
for the interval Z; with ©; = O9 = cosh, and Cy = Cu®. For larger |k|, the desired estimates (3.58) and
(3.62) follow from Lemma 3.2 and for smaller |k| from Lemma 3.3. O

3.4. Limits of solutions to the homogeneous Rayleigh equation with ¢; = 0+. Now that the
convergence of solutions of the Rayleigh equation as ¢; — 0+ has been established in Proposition 3.7, in
this subsection, we shall focus on the analysis of the limit equation (3.24) along with the jump condition
(3.44) at the singularity 7 = 0. In this subsection we consider ¢ = U(z§) € U([—1ho — h, 3ho]) unless
otherwise specified. As transformation (3.34) was rather helpful in the proof of Proposition 3.7, its limit
would also turn out to be an effective tool in the study of (3.24). However B(7) as well as By(7) appears
only Holder in 7, or equivalently in x9. In the notations given in (3.21) in Subsection 3.2, we first prove
the following lemma to isolate the singularity in By. Recall U € C'o, x5 and cg correspond to each other
via (3.6), U,U; € C'~1, and Uy € C%~2 are defined in (3.26), and To(p, ¢, 7) = I'(p, ¢, e = 0,7) in (3.28).

Lemma 3.10. Assume lg > 3. There exists a unique continuous-in- real 2 X 2 matriz valued B(p,c,T)
satisfying

0 1 0 0
(3.72) B, = < Y > B-B W) o), 70 B(ue0) = Ino.
1-— ne+ M_UZ 0 1+ W 0

Moreover the following hold.
(1) The matriz B(p,c,7) is C*=% in ¢ € U([—3ho — h, 3ho)), T, and p and
_ U (x5) 1
det B=1, B:(u,c,0)= U' (@)
=1, T /j,, 5 = 2( _ 1 + U”/(ZEE) _ 5U”(IE§)2) HU”(-'EE) 9
K U(«g)  207(25)? ugesy

B(0,¢,7) = <cosh7'—7'smh7' Slnh7'> _ <cosh7' smh7’> ( 1 0>.

sinh7 — 7coshT coshr sinh7 cosht -7 1

Moreover for any M > 0 satisfying (3.23), there exists C > 0 depending only on |U’|qiy-1 and
[(U") Yo, such that |B|a,-2 < C.
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(2) B and By are conjugate, namely,

1 0\ = 1 0
(373) B(,U,, G, T) - <F0(M7 ¢, 7_) 1) BO(IU'a &) T) <—P#(,U,, c, 7_) 1> ’
where
" C .
F#(,u, e,T) =T+ %(log || + %(sgn(T) + 1))
(3) General solutions to (3.24) satisfying (3.44) are
_ (W) _ 1 0 , = _(t 2
W(T) - <W2(7—)> - B(,U,, &) T) <F#([t, c, 7_) 1 (b q)()(:u'a c, T)), b= b2 eC P
(3.74) . ) .
_ [ (Bir + I'§ Bi2) (b1 — ®o1) 4 Bia(b2 — Po2)
(Bo1 + F#Bm)(lh — ®g1) + Boa(by — g2)

where Bj, j, are the entries of B and by = (@01, éog)T = lime_o ® with ® given in (3.30).
(4) If = 0, the general solution W (t) to (3.24)~(3.44) with b € C? as in (3.74) satisfies Wy € O,
for any o/ € (0,1), W1(0) = by, and

: pU" (x5) I L _
111_% <W2(T) — by — W1 (0) U,(x5§ (log(U'(2$)|7]) + E(SQ’I’L(T) + 1)) =0.

(5) Finally, W(r) are C°=2 in p, cg, and 7 if ¢ =0 and by = W1(0) = 0

Remark 3.5. If needed, higher order Taylor expansions of B can be obtained based on (3.75) through
rather standard calculations in the analysis of local invariant manifolds.

One is reminded that both I'g(7) has a logarithmic singularity and a jump at 7 = 0 which leads to such
singularities of Wy(7) there even in the homogeneous case. Since I'g ¢ R for 7 > 0, By should not be real
for 7 > 0. Hence it is a non-obvious statement that this conjugate matrix B is real. The above lemma
isolates the singularity of By into the explicit Ty along with the smooth B. Conceptually, the smoothness
of B in cp is related to the smoothness of the spectral resolution of the identity with respect to the spectral
parameter, and thus would play crucial role in proving the partial inviscid damping to the linearized Euler
equation at the shear flow U(z2).

Proof. The construction of B(u,c,7) is adapted from the one in [5], where the main issue is to handle
the singularity caused by U(u,c,0) = 0. We first make (3.72) autonomous by changing the independent
variable an auxiliary one s such that 7, = 7 and thus we have

B. — 0 \g_g 0 0
(3.75) RN T+ ey 0)

Ts =T.

Obviously solutions to (3.72) correspond (up to a translation in s) to those to the C%~2 ODE system
(3.75) of 5-dim which converge to (Iax2,0) as s — —oo, namely those on the unstable manifold of the
steady state (I2x2,0). The linearized system of (3.75) at (l2x2,0) is given by

// O 1
Bs - [[]J,(;& AB +T7 ( 9 Us(0) 2(0 )2 > s where AB = (0 0) B—-B (0 0) s
(14350 - 2ge) 0 10 10

Ts =T.

It is easy to compute that, on the one hand, an eigenvector associated to the eigenvalue 1 is

_Hg2((0(;) 1
(B1,1), Bl:( Us(0) 5U3(0)2 UO)‘
(=14 36— o) o
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An (10 1 0
¢ B_<s 1>B<—s 1

which implies that in the 4-dim center subspace {7 = 0} there is not any decay backward in s. Therefore
there exists a unique C'~2 unstable manifold of 1-dim which corresponds a unique solution B(u,c, 1)
satisfying B(u,c,0) = I and B;(u,¢,0) = By and C%~2 in all its variables. In fact, the 4-dim center
subspace {7 = 0} is also invariant under the nonlinear system (3.75), where the flow is given by the above
non-decaying linear flow of conjugation. Therefore this B(u,cg,7) is the only solution to (3.72) decaying
to I as s = —o0, or equivalently 7 — 0+. Even though this construction is local in 7, the domain of B
can be extended due to the linearity of equation (3.72).

With the existence of the C'~2 solution B(u,c,7) to (3.72) established through (3.75), letting y = 0
in (3.75) and then transforming back to (3.72), we have

On the other hand, one may verify

B;(0,¢,7) = <(1) é) B(0,¢,7) — B(0,¢,7) <(1) 8) , T#0; B(0,¢,0) = Ioxo.

This equation can be solved explicitly to yield
B(0,¢,7) = <C98hT sinh7’> < 1 0) _ <CF)ShT—TSinhT sinh7’> .
Y sinh7 coshrt/ \—7 1 sinh7 —7cosh7 coshr

The conjugation relation is the consequence of the facts that both B and the right side of (3.73) a.) are
equal to I at 7 =0, b.) satisfy the same ODE system (3.72) for 7 # 0, c.) are continuous in 7 due to the
construction of B and (3.31) in Lemma 3.4, and d.) the uniqueness of solutions to (3.72) satisfying a.)—c.),
which is obtained in the above construction based on the local invariant manifold theory. The property
det B = 1 follows directly from (3.73) and (3.31).

Formula (3.74) of the general solutions follows from the conjugacy relation (3.73) and Lemma 3.6. Under
the assumption ¢ = 0, since Wa(7) has at most logarithmic singularity at 7 = 0 and Wy, = Wa, the Holder
continuity of Wi in 7 follows. From formula (3.74) and |B(u,¢,0) — I| = O(|7]), we obtain W71(0) = b;.

The limit property of Wo(7) — by also follows from similar calculation. Finally, the C*~2 smoothness of
W (7) under the assumptions ¢ = 0 and by = W1(0) = 0 is again obvious from the representation of the

solution (3.74). The proof of the lemma is complete. O
For ¢ € U([—% — ,%]), with the help of B(u,c,7) and Lemma 3.10 we shall analyze the 2 x 2

fundamental matrices in two different forms of the homogeneous problem (3.24) with the condition (3.44)
at 7 =0

1 0
0 _
S (,U,C, T) - B(/L,C,T) (F#(,U,C, 7_) 1> )
(3.76) | .

B -1
€y T) - F#(M?Q 7—0) 1> (M7C7 TO) ’

S(/L,C,T,T(]) = B(/L,C,T) (F#(

where 79 in S is the initial value of the independent variable and hence S(u, ¢, 79, 70) = I. To analyze S°

and S, let

=0 _ 0 0\ _ (Biap,c,m) 0

S (N7ca7—) —B(N7ca7—) <1 0) - <BQQ(/L,C,T> 0/’
(3.77) g(u,c,T,To) =B(u,c, 1) <(1) 8) B(u,c, 7'0)_1

_ (BlQ(,u’ac? 7)Baa(p, ¢, 70)  —Bia(p, ¢, 7)Bia(p, ¢, To)>
Baa(p, ¢, 7)Baz (i1, ¢,70)  —DBaa(p, ¢, 7)Bia(p, ¢,10) )
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where det B = 1 was used to compute the more explicit form of S in the above, and

0o <cosh7' sinh7'> pU” (x5

Se sinht coshr)  U'(@5) (10g|7’|+ (sgn(7’)+1))5*0,

err —

(3.78)

B cosh(r —70) sinh(r —70)\  uU”(@5) T i &
Sor =5 = (Gt ) ST ) — R (log £+ 4 (sgn(r) — sgn(r)

The following lemma provides some very basic estimates on S. More detailed ones on S;; will be derived
when needed.

Lemma 3.11. Assume U € C', Iy > 3. The fundamental matrices S°(u,c,) and S(u,c,7,70) and their
entries S?l and Sj,j, satisfy the following for any o € (0,1).
(1) SO is C0=2 in its variables if T # 0 and S is C=2 in its variables if T # 0 and 19 # 0.
(2) S?l, 5?2, and S9 are C® in 7 and C*=2 in p and c. If 7o # 0, then S11 and S12 are C in T and
C=2 in p, ¢, and 7.
) If 7 #0, then S12 and Sz are C% in 19 and Ch—2 iy W, ¢, and T.
) Si2 and 19511 are C in 19 and T and Ch=2 i u and c
) Serr and SY.,. are C=2 in p € [0,1], ¢ € U([—3ho — h, $ho)), and 7,79 € [-M, M].
6) For any M satisfying (3.23), there exists C > 0 dependmg only on M, |U'|cig-1, and |(U") 7|0
such that for any 1,79 € [—M, M],

07/ D1 ... Dj,Serr| < Cl7 = 10|, |D1...Dj,Sere| < Chp, \aﬂlaﬂzsm\ < Clr|,
for0<j1 <lg—3,0<jo<1ly—3—ji, cmle,...D- € {80, U’(gc )(8 +870)} and for lg > 4,

(
(
(
(

D1 ... DjySerr| < Cplr — 70|, 0225
Jor 0 < g2 <lp—4

| < Culrl,

err

The reason we consider 9; + 0, of S instead of individual 0; or 0, is not only that it yields better
estimate. Recall the change of variables 7 = pu~!(z2 — 25). The above fundamental matrix is in the form

of S(,u,c,,u_l(ajg —25), (20 — $§)) Therefore 9, — STUT—(?DTCO) corresponds to the partial differentiation
2
with respect to ¢ in the (¢, x2) coordinates. Here we also used
c __ 1
(3.79) Oet = priagy-

Proof. The argument for S° and S are very similar and we shall mainly focus on S. Let

0 _
(380) S#(:uv ¢ T, TO) = B(:uv ¢, T) <7. — 70 1> B(:uv & TO) 1‘
Clearly we have
(3.81) S =57 + U,(( <log| | + i T (sgn(t) — sgn(m)))g.

All the C'=2 smoothness follows from that of B. The C® Hélder regularity in 7 and 79 in statements
(2)—(4) is due to Bia(u,c,0) = 0.
Straight forward computation based on Lemma 3.10 yields
" _ (cosh(r —19) sinh(T — 79) 4 B
S (07 ¢T, TO) - <sinh(7’ _ 7_0) COSh(T _ ,7_0) ) S (N? ¢, 70, TO) =1
Therefore
Se?“?“(u7 CT, TO) = S#(,LL, T, TO) - S#(07 C, T, TO)’
It follows immediately that Se,, and its derivatives in ¢, 7, and 7y are of the order O(|p|). By mimicking
Fuys) = £(0,8) + [y Fu(Brp1,0) + 5 [} fus(B1p1,025)d02dfy, we have

1 1
/ / 0,0 5% (0111, ¢, 70 + Oo(7 — 70), 70) 020y
0 0

<Cu|r — 10].

|S#(M7 GT, TO) - S#(07 GT, TO)

=p|T — 70|
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Moreover, for 1 < jo <ly—4 and D,...Dj, € {0, W@T + 0r,)}, we have
2
Dl...DjQS#:O, 1f,u:0, a“Dl...DhS#:O, ifT:T().

A similar procedure yields

1 1
|D1...Dj2S#(u,c,7-,7-0) / / 8uaTD1...Dj2S#(91/L,C,TQ—|—92(7’—7’0),7’0)d92d91
0 0

<Cpu|r — 70l-

=l =70l

Finally, since S# is C'0=2 in all variables, for lp >4, 1 < j; <lp—3, and 0 < jo < lg — j1 — 3, the estimate
on Gf}Dl ... Dj,Sery follows from its C I smoothness and vanishing at 7 = 7.
To analyze S°, parallelly we consider

1 0
e = Ben) (1 ]).

Subsequently we have

0 ot | pU"(x5) in =0 # ~ (coshT sinhT # _
SY =S+ e (10g|7'| + F(sgn(T) + 1))5 » ST =0 = <sinh7' cosh7-> . S r=0=1.

The rest of the proof follows exactly as in the case of S. O
Recall the expressions (3.74) of a solution W (7) to the non-homogeneous Rayleigh equation (3.24)

along with (3.44) at 7 = 0. We can use this formula to solve for the parameter b from W (ry) for some
7o € [-M, M] and then rewrite W (7) using the fundamental matrix S(u, ¢, 7,79) as

(382) W(T) :S(,U,C,T,T())W(To) - B(lu’7c77—) (F#(,ul, c, 7_) (1)> (i)(](/%cﬂ—) - i)(](/%ca 7—0))'

3.5. Dependence in ¢ and k of the fundamental solutions to the Homogeneous Rayleigh equa-
tion (3.1) with ¢; = 0+. In this subsection we revisit the two fundamental solutions

(3.83) Yo (k,c,x2) = lim yy(k,c+icr ), x2 € [=h,0],
cr—0+
of the homogeneous Rayleigh equation (3.1) for ¢ € U ([—% - ,%]) satisfying initial conditions (3.53).

We often skip the dependence on ¢ and k (or equivalently, on p = (1 + k:z)_%) when there is no confusion.
The following lemma is a summary of results from Proposition 3.7, Lemmas 3.10, and Remark 3.2, where
x§ is defined in (3.6).
Lemma 3.12. Assume U € C!, Iy > 3. Forc € U([-% — h,%2]) and x5 € [, 0], the following hold.
(1) As cr — 0+, y+(k,c+ icr,x2) = yor(k,c,xe) uniformly in xzo and c.
(2) As cr = 04, vl — yhy locally uniformly in {U(x2) # c} and also in LL},, and L3S LY, for any
r € [1,00).
(3) For each ¢, yo—(2) € R if U(za) < ¢, yos (w2) € R if U(xz) > ¢, yor € C*([—1 — h, %2]) for any
a € 1[0,1) and C% in xy # 5.
(4) Moreover,

Lyos(z2) (g — 1 0\ (+yox(x5)
(o) = e e 530 gy ) (P9,

byt = ili)nc (yf)i(m) - —g,((:fg)) Yo+ (25) (log (U (uwé) w2 — 25|) + Z(sgn(zs — 25) + 1))) exists.
X ZEQ

where

Remark 3.6. When c takes the end point values U(—h), according to the above representation formula
and the smoothness of B, actually yo— € C([—hg — h, hg]).



WATER WAVES LINEARIZED AT SHEAR FLOWS 37

Remark 3.7. Suppose ¢ € U((—h,O)) and y(k,c,x2) = lim 04 y(k, c + i€, xo) where y(k,c + i€, xo) is
a solution to the homogeneous Rayleigh equation (3.1) with y(—h),y'(—h) € R. The above analysis in
Subsection 3.2 implies that a.) y(k,c,x2) € R for xo € [—h,x§]; and b.) if U"(x5) # 0, an imaginary part
Imy(k,c,z2) occurs for xg > x§ which satisfies the homogeneous Rayleigh equation (3.1) for xzo € [§,0]
with initial condition

nU" (x5) c

[my($§) =0, ]my'(:ﬂ%) = T@%) y(ﬂfg)

The main goal of this subsection is to analyze the differentiation of yo_ in ¢. Even though most of the
results also hold for yg4, the proof is slightly more technical. We shall skip those analysis of y, as they
are not necessary for the rest of the paper. See Remark 3.10.

The proof of the following lemma would be embedded in those of the four subsequent lemmas, actually
mainly Lemma 3.15.

Lemma 3.13. Assume U € C, 1y > 3. For k,c € R, it holds that

a.) yo— is locally C* in both k and c for any « € [0,1);

b.) (yo—,yo_) are locally C* in both k and ¢ for any a € [0,1) at any (k,c,x2) satisfying U(za) # ¢;

c.) (Yo, yh_) are C=2 in both k and c at any (k,c,x2) satisfying U(xa) # ¢ and ¢ # U(—h);

d.) yo—(k,c,x5) is C=2 in c and k if c € U([~h,0]);

e.) (Yo—,yh_) are C=2 in k, at any (k,c,z2) except for yy_ at c = U(xa);

[.) assume ly > 4, then, for any 1 = 0,1, ji,jo >0, j1 +j2 <lop — 4, r € [1,00), and x5 € [—h,0],
(U(=h) — c)28]1 920, yo_ (k, ¢, x2),

is locally LZOWCM for ¢ near U(—h).

To obtain the estimates, for fixed ¢ € R near U([—h,0]), as in Lemma 3.9, we divide [—h,0] into
subintervals

(3.84) Ig = ($2l,$2,«) == {ZEQ c [—h,O] : Wﬁ)—d > %)}, Il = [—h,$2l], Ig = [ZEQT,O],

where po is defined as in (3.54). Zy is an interval due to the monotonic assumption of U. Clearly
[—h,0] =73 UZ, UZ3 and any of these subintervals may be empty. If Zo = (), then [—h,0] is considered
as 7 for yo— and as Z3 for yoi. If Zy # 0, then (3.56) holds and x§ € [—%ho — h, %ho] is well defined. In
the next three lemmas, we obtain the estimates on yo_ on subintervals in the order of Zy, Z5, and Z3. The
proof of Lemma 3.13 is mainly contained in that of Lemma 3.15 as the smooth dependence of solutions
to the Rayleigh equation on k£ and ¢ and the initial values is trivial on Z; and Z3. While we mainly focus
on yo— in the following lemmas, we shall also just outline the estimates on 0.yo+, which would be enough
for the rest of the paper.

Lemma 3.14. Assume lg > 2 and Iy # 0. For any k € R and any c € R, the following estimates hold for
x9 € 11 and ji, 72 = 0 with j1 + jo > 0,

0 08 o ()| + 10§ B2 _(22)] <Cy s (U (w2) — ] 7 + |U (=) — =)
(3.85) x (14 p ™" (zg + B)7) sinh(p Y (xg + b))
<Cjy o= sinh (2 + ),
where Cj, j, > 0 depends only on j1, jo, |U'|c2, and |(U") Y co. Moreover, it also holds, for any x2 € I3
1 0yor (22)| + 10cyp (w2)] < C(sinh p™ aa| + p(1 + |¢]) cosh ™ o).
The above estimate holds in a neighborhood of Z; actually.

Proof. Tt is obvious that, for x5 € 7y, yo— is analytic in c and k. Let K = k? = =2 — 1. One may compute
that 9)}02°yo—(x2) satisfies the non-homogeneous Rayleigh equation (3.3) in the form of

" . ) ) ) Ja2—1
)OOy = o Oy —

/=0

"
m; '/l/ ; -
J2,] 971
7 Kag Yo—,

J1 ajo M
(3.86) — 8[§<“?g2y0_ + (K + m
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with some constants m, i». Note that the definition of Z, implies that (3.8) is satisfied on Z; with

(3.87) p=pop kAL U"|co(ho—nnop) = Pok V1 +Ek=2(1 + |[U” | co((—ho—h.ho))-

We shall estimate the derivatives of yo_ with respect to ¢ and k for large k£ and small k£ separately.
For any k, > 1 sufficiently large so that p < 1, we shall apply (3.19) with xgs = —h to prove

1 YOO o (w2) || DR B2 (2)]
<Cjy i@z + R)7 (|U (x2) — ¢| 72 + |U(=h) — ¢|772) sinh(p~" (z2 + h)),

for any |k| > ki, j1,72 > 0 with j; + j2 > 0. The proof is a simple mathematical induction in j; + jo.

Since (3.88) does not include the case j; = j2 = 0, there are two base cases (j1,j2) = (0,1) and
(j1,742) = (1,0), which we have to consider separately. For 0.y9—, from (3.86), (3.19), Lemma 3.9, and the
definition of Zs, we have, for any xo € 73,

(3.88)

psinh(p=1(zh + h))

k|Ocyo—(z2)] + |0cy)_ (x2)] §C’/jj cosh(u™t(xg — ) T -0 dr)y
<Cpsinh(u(zg + 1)) /I2 ﬁd%

<Cp(|U(x2) = | ™ + U (=h) — ¢| ™) sinh(p™" (22 + h)),

where (3.66) and (3.67) are also used for k£ > k. to convert the estimates in terms of k into those in terms
of . Similarly, dxyo_ satisfies

X2
k|Oxyo—(22)] + [0k o (22)] SCu/h cosh(p™" (zg — b)) sinh (" (2 + h))da

<Cu(zy + h)sinh(p~ "z + h)).

With the estimates in the base cases established, for j; + jo > 1, using the induction assumption (and
Lemma 3.9 for j; = j/ =0 in (3.86)) and proceeding much as in the above, we obtain

k|09 002 yo_ (a2)| + |0 022y)_(2)]
<Cpsinh(u~ (s + h)) / ji(ah + I H(|U(2h) — |92 + [U(—h) — ¢[772)
—h

+ (ah + h)M U (25) — ¢ 2(|U(x3) — e[ 772 + [U(=h) — c|'772)dat,
and (3.88) follows consequently.
For |k| < k., as u ~ 1, we apply Lemma 3.3 to (3.86) on [—h, x| with
Co = max{(U(=h) =)', (U(z2) =)'} < pou~' < C.
Following a similar induction procedure and using Lemma 3.3, we obtain, for xo € Z;, | = 0,1, and
J1,J2 2 0 with j1 + j2 > 0,
|03 020, yo— (w2)| <Cjy jy (@2 + RV ([U (2) — ¢ 772 + [U(=h) — | 72).

Therefore (3.88) holds for all k € R.
Since

O = 2k0x — & = Z ijkj‘”a];l
0<i<i
for some constants m; ;, (3.88) implies (3.85) on Z; (actually in a neighborhood of Z;).

Estimating 0.yo+ on Z3. Let y;(z2) be solutions to the homogeneous Rayleigh equation (3.1) with
initial values

y1(0) = =2(U(0) — ¢)/(g + ok?), 41 (0) = =U'(0)/(g + ok?),

and ys(x2) be the solution to the initial value problem of the non-homogeneous Rayleigh equation

—h + (K + UU—_HC)ZJ0+ = _ﬁyo-l-v y2(0) = y5(0) = 0.
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On 73, ys can be estimated much as yg_ on Zy, while y; much as in the proof of Lemma 3.9. When Lemma
3.2 is used to estimate y; for large |k|, we set s =0, ©1 = Og = cosh, and Cp = Cu(1 + |¢|). The desired
inequality on O.yo+ follows from O.yg+ = y1 + ¥yo. O

Lemma 3.15. Assume U € C%, 1y > 3, and Iy # 0, then Lemma 3.13a.)—e.) hold for xo € Ty. Moreover,
there exists C > 0 depending only on |U’|ciy-1, and |(U')7|co, such that, for any k € R and any c € R,
the following estimates hold.

(1) For 1 <j<ly—2,

10 (yo—(k, ¢, 25))| < Cp' ™ cosh(u™" (x5 + h)), if 25 € [~h,0];
e (Yo— (K, €, 35)) | e—p(—ny = U'(=h) .

(2) Iflg > 5, then, for any xo € Iy, we have

(3.89)

(3.90) - a2)) <C (14 [log (=) st~ oz + ),
/ U”(«5) 1 : ¢
Ocyo—(x2) + ——2((P.V.)o(=——) + im6.(U(x2) — ¢))yo(25)
(3.91) 0 U'(z5) U(xe) —c 2 ‘

|U(z2) — €|
< -~ =
_C<1 + ‘log T (z21) =<

> cosh(ptzy),

> cosh(u ™ (zo + h)),

|U(22) — ]

“Hoyo(x <C’<1—|—‘lo
1 |Ocyor (z2)] < g\U(azgr)—c]

Oeyo (w2) + M((P- V. )C(W

ey ) +imbe(U(22) = ) o+ (a5)|

U(22) — -
<O+ ow gy —ogl) oo,
and for 2 < j <lyp—4 and ¢ # U(x2) and c # U(—h),
(3.92) pHOyo- (22)| <C(|U(w2) — e ™7 + [U(=h) — ') sin(p™" (22 + b)),
(3.93) 102yo(w2)] SCp|U(w2) — e[ (|U(22) — '™ +[U(=h) — ¢ /) sinh(u ™" (2 + h)).

In the above lemma J(-) denotes the delta mass supported at 0 and (P.V.). and J, emphasize them as
distributions of the variable ¢. Near U(xz3) = ¢ or U(—h) = ¢, singular distributions of d2yo— and d2y[_
at the level comparable to those negative exponents in (3.92) and (3.93) would occur. The quantities with
log upper bounds are LP functions for any p € [1,00).

Remark 3.8. Statement (2) also holds for ly > 3 with slightly weaker upper bounds. From the proof, it is
easy to see that if lo > 4, then (3.90), (3.91), and (3.92) and (3.93) for j <ly — 3 hold with an additional
pu~t or all sinh replaced by cosh on the right sides. If lo > 3, then these inequality hold for j < lg — 2 with

all sinh on the right sides replaced by cosh besides the additional = ".

Proof. Since Zy # (), it is easy to prove that (3.56) holds and z§ € [—iho —h, %ho] is well defined. Let M
be defined as in (3.68) and (3.69) still holds. This allows us to work in the 7 = =1 (z2 —$) coordinate and
apply Lemma 3.10, 3.11, and 3.12. It is natural to express yo— using the fundamental matrix S(u, ¢, 7, 79)
defined in (3.76). One is reminded that x9; depends on ¢. To study the regularity of yo— and y{_ with
respect to ¢ at some ¢, € U([—1ho — h, $ho]), we fix some xo9 € [—h, 2(c.)] (so independent of ¢) in a
O(p) neighborhood of z9;(cy). For ¢ near c,, xa € Zs, we can write

-1 —1 c c

1 tyo- (ke 962)) (u yo— (K, c, 9620)) T3 — 2§ T0 — 75

3.94 =S(p, e, 7,7 , T=—"% 9= "2,
( ) ( yé)—(kac7 1'2) ('u 0) yé—(k7ca ‘TQO) 1% 0 1%

Note that 7 = p~!(zg — 25§) = 0 iff U(z) = c and 79 = p~ (o0 — 25) = 0 iff U(wgg) = c, the latter of
which happens iff U(—h) = ¢,. Clearly y_(x99) and y’ (x20) are smooth in ¢ and k either due to the initial
conditions or due to the smoothness of the Rayleigh equation on Z;. Hence the regularity statement (c)
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of Lemma 3.13 follows from statement (1) in Lemma 3.11. If ¢ # U(x2) is close to U(—h), then we could
fix x99 = —h. In this case, yo— and y{,_ involve only Siz and Sz due to yo—(—h) = 0, and thus statement
(b) follows from statement (3) in Lemma 3.11. When c is close to U(z3), the C® regularity of yo— in k
and c is a consequence of statement (2) in Lemma 3.11, unless ¢ = U(xy) = U(zgy) = U(—h). Near the
last exceptional case, the C“ regularity of y_ in k and ¢ is due to (4) of Lemma 3.11. Statement (e) of
the C'~2 smoothness in k of (yo_, i) also following from the properties of S given in Lemma 3.11.

We shall derive the estimates of the differentiation by J. at ¢, in two cases.

* Case 1: x91(cx) > p— h. In this case, fix x99 = 9(c,) which implies —C'7y > 1. Hence sgn(rp) = —1
and log |7o| as well as its derivatives are of order O(1) when c varies slightly. Therefore the 7 related terms
can be estimated easily. From the estimate at x9o derived in Lemma 3.14 (or from the initial condition at
x9g = —h), (3.79), and Lemma 3.11, for 1 < j <y — 3, it holds on Zy,

- J
o (N - (3;2)> - Z (0 — 2&22750)) <MIIJ]’(;I2 (log |Z| + Z(sgn(r) — Sgn(To)))S(T,T0)>

/
Yo (72 20

i—j’ 1 o (z20) j
x &) (yé 0(x20§0>+0(1 sinh(u ™! (z2 + 1))

] g x
2:: 2UT(2’20 <ug/(g(cx2 (log|r| + % Sgn( ))S(r, 7-0))3 (M yoy_o(x(20§0)>
+ O( “Tsinh(u~ (2 + b)),

_ Z 83 ( uU"( :c% log U (:cu)—c\ + %SQ’I’L(U(JS‘Q) . C))S(U(xz)—c’ U(lef)_c))

x &' " y0—($20)> +O(p' 7 sinh(pH(ze + h))),
c ( yb_ (20 (N (™ (z2 )))
where S is given in (3.77) and the constant C' in the O(-) terms depends only on |U’|ig-1 and [(U”) Y| co.
We also used that sinh and cosh are comparable at zoth for x9 € Iy in this case.
For j = 1, keeping the most singular terms arising from the derivatives of log and sgn in the distribution
sense, we have

-1 x "(x§ . Q “yo-(a
Oe <'u o )2)> =- “g,(icﬁ) ((P-V)elgamy=e) + im0(U(x2) — ¢)) (7, 70) <'u A ( 20))

yé_(m yO_(x20)

+O((1+ |logw‘ ) sinh(p™ ! (22 + h))).
Using (3.77), (3.74), the smoothness of B and B(u,¢,0) = I, one may compute

(3.95) (Baz(10), —Bi2(10)) (N_lyO—(UCzo% y6_(3320))T = u Yo (25),

-1
g 1 yo—(T20)\ _ 1 ey (Bra(pe, )\ _ 1 ey (0
390 Str) () =t ) (BT =t ) (1) +onh)
and it yields the desired estimates for j = 1 in this case.
Similarly, at zg # x§ for 2 < j <ly — 3, keeping the worst term and using (3.96), we have

j (1 - (22)) _ (=5) & 1 yo—(x20)
8c< Yo (z2) >_(( “U'( C) log] D )S(T’TO)< Yo (z20) >
+ O (p' 7|7 sinh(u~ (2 + b))
1—
=p' I sinh(u~t (v + h)) <O((’|7;-‘|_JJ))> .

The desired inequality (3.92) in case 1 follows.
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To finish the analysis in this case, we consider yo_(k, ¢, z5). From (3.95) we obtain C~2 smoothness in
k and c. Differentiating (3.95) in ¢ and using Lemma 3.10 and 3.14, one may estimate, for 1 < j <[y — 2,
. J .y -/
82 (y(c,25))| < Z <((8c - uUé?—(ng))]_] Bas) (¢, 70)0? yo—(c, 220)
J'=0
(00 = 5y V™ Ba) (e, 10)00 v (e, w20) ) | < O cosh(u™ (3§ + ),

which proves (3.89) in case 1.

* Case 2: —h < x9)(cx) < p— h. In this case, let 2990 = —h. While we have to deal with possibly very
small 79 in (3.94), the initial values (yo—(z20), yy_(220)) = (0,1). Hence from Lemma 3.11 we obtain, for
0<j<lo—4 29 €Iy,

e\ yh(w) )\ U@/ \ Soa(r, m0)

3.97 By +0ry 7 ( uU" (x5 T in S12(7, 7
(3.97) — (0, — MU/(ng))] (MU’(:((:gﬁ) (log |51+ G (sgn(T) — sgn(70))) <§;§ET,TE;> )

+O0(u! |1 — 7))

From (3.77) and Lemma 3.10, f—;ﬁ and Sff are C0~3 functions, which could be used to reduce some

singularity. As pu|T — 79| = |22 + h|, one can compute for j =1,
i 0o (22) = — S8 320, + 0,) (70 (108 | 5] + 5 (s9n(7) — sgn(m))))

+ O<|TTO(10g | =]+ Z(sgn(t) — sgn(m))) D + O(u g + h)).

We use the following elementary inequalities to handle the above log terms:
|70l
= / %dT’ <
I7|

‘TT()IOg‘ H<C\T—7'0] (\T!—i—\Tngog] H<]T—Tg\(2+|log\ H)

[I7] = I7ol|

L ] <|r— 2 mi

which also imply

The delta functions produced by differentiating sgn are cancelled by 779. Finally sgn(7) — sgn(m) # 0
only when —h < 2§ < x9 which implies u(|mo| + |7]) = x2 + h. Summarizing these estimates we obtain

| Beyo— (x2)] < O™ Hara + (1 + |log | ).

If f —h > zo(c.) > —h, then tp < x§(cy) — wo(cy) < —prp < Cp, while pl7o| = |wor(cs) — 25(cy)| if
z1(cy) = —h. Hence |log |puro| —log |za(cx) — 5(cy)|| < C, which along with the estimate in case 1 yields
(3.90).

Much as in the above, we estimate d.y{_(x2) in case 2 using (3.77) and Lemma 3.10

Ocyo_(T2) —“g,(iwi) S—O U(xif)_cac(log “ggzjg:z‘ + Z'77r(sg7z(U(a:2) —¢) — sgn(U(xo) — c))) + O(l + ‘ log ]%H)
= — L G (P.V el + im0e(U(w2) — ¢) + O(1 + [log | Z )
= Bua(10) (P V. )e(rbys) + im0e(U (22) — 0)) + O(1 + |log | Z]|).

It along with (3.95) implies (3.91).
Similarly, for 7 # 0, 79 # 0, and 2 < j < ly — 4, where sgn are constants, one may compute

o () <o S|+ (7 ) st 17 =)

§'=0
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For j > 3, we have
@ + 8 (rrolog | Z1) < O(1* = 1277| + Ir 4 mollr™ — |+ el — 757)
<Clrmllr = 75 |17 + 2 ol .+ ol ) < Clr = mol (177 + ol ).

If j = 2, the first term on the right side of the first inequality would be log \T—TO\ which as shown previously
also satisfies the above final estimate. Similarly, one can also calculate, for 7 # 0, 79 # 0, and j > 2,

(07 + 0,) (rolog |Z]) < C(I7 = 77| + ol I = 757))
<Clrollr™ = 7 (e[ + 2 mo| ™ o (ol ) < Clrl Y = mol (171 + ol ).

The cases of j = 0,1 have been considered earlier and would only make minor contributions. Therefore
(3.92) and (3.93) are satisfied in case 2 as well.

Regarding yo—(k, ¢, z§), much as in case 1, but with much simpler initial value at 79 = —h—a

, we have

Yo—(k,c,x5) = —uBia(p, ¢, 7o)

which also yields its C*~2 smoothness. Differentiating in ¢ and using Lemma 3.10 and 3.14, one may
estimate, for 1 < j <[y — 2,

‘82 (y(]—(k7 Gy $§)) | :M‘ ((ac - “U?—&S))JBI2) (:uv G, 7—0)‘ < Oﬂl_jv
which proves the inequality in (3.89) in case 2. Finally, from Lemma 3.10,
Be(yo- (ks ¢, 25)) le=v(—n) = —1((Oe — gy ) Biz) (1, U(=h),0) = U'(=h) .

Estimating 0.yo+ on Z,. In this case Zo # () implies |¢| < C. Much as in the above argument for yo_,
we consider the estimates related to O0.yo+ at some c, € [—%ho — h, %ho]. Observe that, as an expression
of solution to the homogeneous Rayleigh equation, (3.94) also applies to yo4 on Zy with x9y chosen near
xor(cx). In the case of x9,(cy) < —pu, the same arguments yields the desired estimates of 9.y .

In the case of xa,(cs) € [—p,0], we take x99 = 0 and proceed roughly as in the above case 2. Due to
the initial condition (3.53), equation (3.97) is replaced by

-1 -1
pyor(22) ) _ g 0rtn 1~ Yo+ (0)
8c< y6+(332) > - (ac NU/(IE)) <S(T,7'O) < y6+(0)
-1
d7+0r, U" (5 - in & 0
=(0. — MU—’F(:ch)) <HU’(:E;5) (log | =]+ F(sgn(r) — sgn(10)))S(7,70) (:“ y()io(Bg )>> +O(|r — 7)),
where (3.78) and Lemma 3.11 are used. Let
& _ T
W(r,70) = (Wi, Wa)" = S(7,70) (1 50+ (0), 90, (0)) .
Recall from initial condition (3.53)
9o+ (0)] < Cu'7g, 1y (0) — 1] < Cpil|mol.
On the one hand, from (3.77), and Lemma 3.10, we have that

Yo+(0)  Bia(mo)
) Bal) ;)

(r ) = (P27

T To

7322(/0) (322(70)

are C=3 function with bounds uniform in ¢ and p. Hence the estimate on 9.yo4 (x2) is obtained much as
that of 0.yp—(z2). On the other hand, as (3.96) and (3.95) also apply to yo, it holds

Wa = Boa(1)u ™ yor (25) = (1 + O(I7)n™ yoq (25).

With these estimates, the desired estimate on 0.y, (22) follows much as that of d.yj_(22). This completes
the proof. O



WATER WAVES LINEARIZED AT SHEAR FLOWS 43

Lemma 3.16. Assume ly > 3, Iy # 0, and I3 # (), then Lemma 3.13a.)-e€.) hold for xo € T3. Moreover,
if lo > 5, then there exists C' > 0 depending only on |U’|q1g-1 and |(U')7|co, such that, for any k € R
and any ¢ € R, the following estimates hold for xo € I3

(398 n e (e2) et (e2)] < O (1 log e ) cosh( e + ),

and for 2 < j<lp—4
O yo— (22)] + 1yp_(22)] < C ('™ +|U(=h) = ¢|"™7) cosh(u™" (w2 + h)).
Moreover, if Io # 0 and Z; # (), then it also holds for xs € Iy,

I
min{, [U(0) — c[}

Remark 3.9. Using Remark 3.8, the above estimates with an an additional p~
hold forly > 4 and j <ly— 3.

i ey (22)] + 10ty ()] < € (1 + log ) cosh (™" z).

L on the right sides also

Proof. The assumption Zy # () and Z3 = [z2,,0] # 0 imply x2, > —h and ,u_l(U(iﬂzr) - C) is uniformly
bounded from above and below away from 0. The regularity of yo— and y{_ in ¢ and k for x9 € Z3 follow
directly from such smoothness at zs, obtained in Lemma 3.15. Their estimates at x2, can be summarized

into
"

min{y, [U(=h) — |}

i ey (220)| +10eth— (war)| < C (1 + log
and for 2 < j <l[y—4
102 yo— (war)| + [0y (w2r)] < C(u' 7 + |U(=h) — ¢|*7) cosh(u™ " (z2r + h))

where we also used 1 < pu~!(xg, + h) as w9 > —h. Much as the proof of Lemma 3.14, we shall obtain the
estimates inductively in j by considering the cases of small and large k separately.

As pp > 0, we take k. > 1 such that p < 1 (defined in (3.87)) for |k| > k. and thus (3.8) is satisfied
on Z3 with p < min{l,Cu}. We shall obtain the estimates for this case of |k| > k. by splitting O.yo—
into homogeneous and non-homogeneous parts. For j > 1, let y;(x2) be the solution to the homogeneous
Rayleigh equation (3.1) with initial condition

> cosh(u ™ (zo, + h)),

yi(zay) = 3gy0—($2r)7 yi(@r) = E?gy()_ (z2r),

and yo(x2) be the solution to the non-homogeneous Rayleigh equation (3.3) with the zero initial conditions
at ro = x9, and the non-homogeneous term given by the right side of (3.86) (with j; = 0 and jo = j).
Clearly it holds

(3.99) dyo_ =y +y2, on I3
Using the the above estimates on O.yo_ at xo,, we apply Lemma 3.2 to y; with
©1 =0y =cosh, s=0, Co=p""10lyo—(2)| + |Hyp_(w2r)| + 1
to obtain, for x9 € I3,
1y ()| + [y (22)] < C (0 Hdyo— (2,)] + |09yh— (zar)| + 1) cosh ™ (22 — may).

Concerning y2(x2), Lemmas 3.2 and the same computation as in the proof of Lemma 3.14 implies, for any
Ty € I3,

2 cosh Ywy — b))
1 ya(a)] + i $2|<OZ / L2 22 0] ()
ZTor

The desired estimate for j = 1 follows from (3.99), Lemma 3.9, and direct integration. For j > 2, one may
compute inductively using the above estimates and (3.94),

j—1 /’
IV |6£ Yo— (51727‘)|
< AV
[ ya(@2)| + yh(a2)| < C Z:o (w2r) —c) cosh u=(za, + h)

cosh ! (zg + h)
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i

If {U(=h) — ¢| > p, the desired estimate follows immediately, otherwise it follows from the fact logz < x
for any z > 1.

In the case k < ki, p ~ 1 and Lemma 3.3 yields the estimates through a similar induction.

The estimates on O.yp+ is also obtained much as 0.y¢_ using Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3 based on the estimates
of d.yp+ at x9 obtained in Lemma 3.15. In particular, the fact that Zo # () also implies |¢| < C' is also
used. We skip the details. O

<o 10 =T (—h) — c2=F 1 1=d -t :
_C(u +p |U(=h) — |7 + p 7 log h)—c[})COShM (2 + h)

The following lemma proves Lemma 3.13(f) and (the case of zo = 0) will be used in analyzing the
eigenvalues.

Lemma 3.17. Assume U € C, 1y > 3. For any k € R and x5 € [~h,0], there exist R,C > 0 such that

(1+ |log|U(~h) ), j+1=j2€{0,1},
C, Jtl=7222

(3.100) U(—h) — c[!|8]1 0720, yo— (K, ¢, x9)| < {
for any |c—U(=h)| < R, 1 =0,1, j1,j2 >0, j1 +j2 < lo—3. Here C can be taken independent of k for k
i any bounded set.

Unlike in most other lemmas, the constants R and C may depend on k and s.

Proof. The lemma is trivial if xo = —h, so we assume x3 > —h. Since the lemma is concerned with ¢ close
to U(—h) where R and C' may depend on x5 and k, we consider

c=U(25), =5 €[—ho—h,(—h+22)/2] = 7= ,u_l(xg —x5) > ,u_l(:ng +h)/2 > 0.

If x9 —x§ > p, then (3.100) clearly holds as zg is away from the singularity of yo—. Otherwise, let
70 = —p (2§ + h). From (3.78) and the C'~2 smoothness of Se,.. due to Lemma 3.11, we have

-1
Jajtaje [ M yo_(332)
Ty Oy 0% < yh_(22) )

_ J Or~+0r, J2 T T J1 H’U”(xc) 312(/1/, 677—77—0)
=73 (0 — W—(x;)) [(log | =]+ F(sgn(1) — sgn(10))) I}, < e (5’22(#,@,7,70)) )} +0()

where we also used that log | L[+ Z(sgn(r) — sgn(1o)) is independent of k. The desired inequality (3.100)

follows from straight forward calculations using the C=3 smoothness of ‘212, ST—?, and % ]

Remark 3.10. Most of the above regularity results and estimates also hold for yoi(k,c,z2). Since y;4
plays a less substantial role as y_ in the rest of the paper, we only gave the basic estimates on y .

In the above J.y+ was considered only for ¢ € U ([—— —h, %]) To end this subsection, we extend some
estimate for ¢ € C using the analyticity of y4 in ¢ in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.18. Assume U € C°. The following hold.
(1) For any c € C with c¢f > 0, it holds

1 yo— (k,
8cy—(k7cu ‘TZ) = —/ 0 % ( ¢ 7m2)dcla
R

271 cd—c
1 (U(x2) — c)0cyo_(k,c x2)
(U(xg) — 0)8 "(kye o) = %/R J_c de
Ocy+(k,c,ma) 1 Icyo+(k, ¢, x2) de

(U(wz) —c—1i)*  2mi Jg (U(zz) — ¢ —i)*(d =)
(U(z2) — ) cy—i-(k ¢, z2) _ L/ (U(x2) —C/)80y0+(k‘,cl,332)dc,
U(zg) —c—1)3 2mi Jg (U(za) — ¢ —1)3(c —¢) '
(2) For anyr € (1,00),
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a) there exists C > 0 depending only on r, |U'|c4, and [(U') " co, such that for any k € R,
C C
To € [_ha 0]7 cr > 0;
w oy (k, e, 22)lry w) +|(U(z2) — c)oey_(k,c, 22)|r; ) < C cosh (x4 h);
(b) ascr — 0+, Oey— and (U—c)0ey’ converge to O.yo— and (U—cr)yy_ in Ly, (R), respectively,
for any w3 € [—h,0]. Moreover, the convergence also holds in L, . (R x [=h,0]).
(3) For any r € (1,00) and compact interval T C R,
(a) there exists C > 0 depending only on r, I, |U'|ca, and |(U")~Yco, such that for any k € R,
x9 € [—h,0], c; > 0,
10y 4 (k, c, z2)lrr @) + (U (22) - )oy (k, c, 22)lLy (1) < C cosh ™" (w3 + h);
b) ascr — 0+, Oy and (U—c)d.y'. converge to O.yo+ and (U—cr)Oeyl,. in L% (I), respectively,
+ + + 0+ CR
for any x3 € [~h,0]. Moreover, the convergence also holds in Ly, .., (Z x [=h,0]).

The multiplier U(z2) — ¢ in front of 9.y, is added to regularize their singularities near U(xg) = ¢ and
the denominators (U(z2) — ¢ — )", n = 2,3, in the expressions related to d.y+ are to make it decay as
|c| = oo (recall the initial conditions (3.53) of y4 involving c).

Proof. Let By, C C be the open disk with diameter segment U([—% — h, %]) For any ¢ ¢ By, let
p=k2(L+[U"co) max U~/ < Ch2(L+ e
There exists k. > 0 such that p < 1 for any |k| > k.. Lemma 3.2 (with oy = —h, Z = [—h,0], Cy = 0,
and ©; = Oy = sinh) implies, for |k| > k. and ¢ ¢ By,
‘y_(k‘,c, x2) — | k|7 sinh || (x5 + h)| + ,u‘y/_(k:,c,xg) — cosh |k|(xq + h)|
<Cpk (1 + |¢|)"!sinh |k|(zo + h).
For |k| < k., Lemma 3.3 implies that the above inequality still holds for ¢ ¢ By,.

(3.101)

From equation (3.86) (j3 = 0 and j» = 1) of d.y—, applying (3.19) with ¢ = —ﬁy_ and using
Lemma 3.9, we have for |k| > k, and ¢ ¢ By,,
(3.102) Moy (k, ¢, 29)| + |0:y” (K, ¢, 29)| <Cu(1 4+ |¢]) % sinh = (x5 + h).

For |k| < k., Lemma 3.3 implies that the above inequality still holds for ¢ ¢ By,.
For any ¢ € C with ¢; > 0, the analyticity of d.y_ and its O(|¢|~2) decay as |c| — oo imply, for any

RS (O, C]),
1 Oey—(k,d, 1 _(k,d,
R O S RSI TS
270 Jr4ip d—c 270 Jryip (=)
where the boundary terms at infinity in the above integration by parts vanish due to the uniform-in-c¢
bound on |y_| given in (3.101). Letting 8 — 0+, the same bound and Lemma 3.12 yield

1 _(k,d 1 Aeyo—(k, 1 Aeyo—(k,
ey (I ¢ 2) = _/ yo—(k, ¢\ 22) , / _/ cyo— (ks x2) oy 1 [ Ocyo- (k. 22)
2mi Jgp (¢ —¢)? 270 g
where we integrated by parts again. The desired estimate on |0.y_| Lz, follows from the boundedness of
the convolution kernel ﬁ on L"(R), (3.102) for |c| > 1, and Lemmas 3.14-3.16.
The results for d.y" are derived in the same manner. In fact
L[ Wb,
— c
270 Jr4ag d—c
1 U — )0y (k,d,
= ( (‘T2) C)/ Cy—( C ‘T2) _ acy,_(k,cl,xQ)dC/
27 JRyi d—c
1 / U(@z) — o)y’ (k,c\wa) ;1 [ (Ulxz) —cJyp_(k,, x2)
R+i8

=— dd = —
2mi (¢ —¢)? 21 Jg (¢ —¢)?

d—c “2mi Jg (cp— ¢) +icr

9

(U(x2) — ¢)0ey’ (k,c,x2) =

dc
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1 (U(:EQ) - C,)acyé—(k7 Cl) 33‘2) dC/

)

T2 R d—c
where we used (3.101) to cancel the two boundary terms at infinity in the above both integrations by
parts and also used the integrability of (U(z2) — ¢)d.y" (k,c,z2) near U(ze) = ¢ given in Lemma 3.15.
The latter also yields the estimate on (U — ¢)d.y .

In statement (2b), the pointwise-in-xy convergence in Lg, is standard due to the convergence of the

convolution kernel ﬁ on L"(R) as ¢; — 0+, as well as the analyticity of y_ for ¢; > 0. The convergence

in L, ,, follows from the pointwise-in-zo convergence in L, the LS Ly bounds in statement (2a), and
the dominant convergence theorem.
Finally, 9.y, can be analyzed similar. However, the initial values (3.53) induce an O(|c|?) growth in y,

and ¢/, and an O(|c|) growth of O,y and O.y/, for |c| > 1 (Lemma 3.3). Instead we consider, for ¢; > 0,
Oyt (k,c,x0) i/ Ocy+(k, ', x2)

(U(ws) —c—i)?  2mi Japis (Ulas) — ¢ —iP2(d )

which holds for any 8 € (0, ¢r). From this Cauchy integral formula we proceed much as in the above and

obtain the integral representation in term of dcyo+. The derivation of the corresponding formula of d.y/,
is also similar. The desired convergence and estimates of 9.y and 0.y in L{ (Z) on a compact interval

/
dc,

7 again follow from the properties of the convolution by the kernel ﬁ O

3.6. An important quantity Y = 3’ (0)/y_(0). To end this section, we analyze a quantity related to
the Reynolds stress, which is crucial for the linearized water wave problem:

. y_(k,c,0) .
Y(k,C) :YR(k,C)+ZY](I€,C) = m, Cc=CRt1icy € C\U([—h,O]),
(3.103) y y(;f o0
ERT . _ J0— » &y o
Y(k,c) = 51—1>H01+Y(k’ c+ie) = o (k0 0) c € U([~h,0)),

where y_(k,c,x2) is the solution to homogeneous Rayleigh equation (3.1) satisfying y_(—h) = 0 and
y"(—h) = 1 defined in Subsection 3.3 and yo_(k,c,z2) = lim._o4 y_(k, c + i€, 22) for ¢ € R. Due to
Remark 3.4, y_(k,cr + icr, x2) satisfies estimates uniform in 0 < ¢ < 1. With slight abuse of notations,
we would not distinguish yo— from y_ in the rest of this section. Apparently the domain of Y (k, ¢) is given
by
DY) ={(k,c) eRxC|c#U(0), y(k,c,0) # 0},

and those excluded points (except ¢ = U(0)) exactly are the eigenvalues of of the linearized Euler equation
in the fixed channel x9 € [—h, 0] at the shear flow (U(x2),0). Y is not defined at ¢ = U(0) since y_(22) has
singularity at xo = 0. We first summarize some basic or standard properties of y_(k, ¢, 0) in the following
lemma.

Lemma 3.19. Assume U € C3. The following hold.
(1) For any k € R, y_(k,c,z2) > 0 for any z2 € (—h,0] and c € R\ U((—h,0)).
(2) There exists C > 0 depending on U such that, for any k,c € R, it holds

(3.104)  (Ck) 'sinhk(xy + h) < y_(k,c,x2) < Ck™'sinhk(zo + h) if (U(xz) —c)(U(=h) —¢) > 0.

(3) There exists C' > 0 depending only on U such that, for any ¢ = U(z$), x5 € [—h,0), it holds, for
any k € R,

C 2| U" (25)| sinh = H(@§+h) sinh gt az§| < [Imy_(k, ¢, 0)| < Cp?|U” (x5)| sinh = (x5 +h) sinh g~z
(4) There exists ky > 0 and C > 0 depending only on M > 0, |U'|c2 and |(U')"|co such that, if
|k| > ky or |c— (U(—h)+U(0))/2| > M + (U(0) —U(—h))/2 then
(3.105) ly_(k,c,0)| > (Ck)~*sinh kh.
(5) Suppose a closed subset S C C satisfies y—(k,c,0) # 0 for all c € S and k € K where K =R or

%’TZ, then there exists C > 0 depending only on S and U such that (3.105) holds for all k € K and
ces.
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Remark 3.11. According to Lemmas 3.3 and 3.9, the assumption y_(k,c,0) # 0 on S in Statement (5)
is automatically satisfied except possibly a compact set of (k,c) C K x S. In particular, due to statement
(3), it is satisfied for S = C if U” # 0 on [—h,0]. We also recall y_(k,c,0) = 0 is equivalent to that —ikc
is an eigenvalue of the linearized Euler equation at the shear flow U on the fived channel xo € (—h,0)
associated with an eigenfunction vo(xa) = e*1y_(k, ¢, x9).

Proof. We first claim the following standard result.

Claim. Let y(x2) is a solution to the homogeneous Rayleigh equation (3.1) on an interval Z = (zg;, z9,) C
[—h, 0] with ¢ € R\U(Z) such that (y(x20),y (z20)) € {0} x (R\{0}) at some x99 € Z, then y(z2) € R\ {0}
at any g € Z \ {zo0}.

If U(xg) # ¢, then the claim y(z9) € R and y is in C% on T are obvious since the coefficients of (3.1)
are real. If U(wy) = ¢ ¢ U(Z), then it must hold x99 € {9, 7o, } and Lemma 3.10 implies that y € C(Z)
and W = (u~'y,9')(- + x90) satisfies (3.74) with W1(0) = 0 and &y = 0. This formula yields y € R.
Finally, suppose y(721) = 0 at some 21 € Z \ {w2}. Let y = (U — ¢)¢. Again & € CY(Z U {29, 721}) due
to Lemma 3.10 and it is standard to verify

(3.106) — (U =) + KU — )’ =0, w9€T.

Multiplying it by £ and integrating it between xog and xo; leads to a contradiction. Hence the claim is
proved.

For ¢ € R, applying the above claim to y_ on the interval [—h,0] if ¢ ¢ U((—h,0)) and on [—h, x§] if
celU ((—h, O)), respectively, implies that y_(x2) € R does not change signs on these intervals. Hence we
obtain statement (1) and y_(22) > 0 for x3 € (—h, x5] if ¢ € U((—h,0)). Along with (3.57), the continuity

y—(k,c.x2)
wsinh ufl(xz—i-h) ’

In the view of Lemma 3.12, Remark 3.7, and statement (1), y(z2) = Imy_(z2) is also a solution on
[z§, 0] satisfying y(z§) = 0 and /(25) = Wg(%%)y_ (x5). Statement (3) follows from statement (2) applied

and Lemma 3.3, it also yields Statement (2).

to y_ on [—h,z§] and to Imy_ on [z§,0].

From (3.57) and Remark 3.4, there exists k. > 0 such that (3.105) holds for all |k| > k. and ¢ € C. For
|k| < k., the restriction on ¢ involving M > 0 ensures y_(k, c,0) # 0 due to the semicircle theorem (of the
channel flow) and thus we obtain (3.105) from Lemma 3.3, which completes the proof of statement (4).

Finally assume y_(k,c,0) # 0 for all £ € K and ¢ € S. Recalling the convergence estimates (3.50) and
the locally Holder continuity of y_ in ¢ € R (Lemma 3.13), we obtain the continuity of y_ in ¢ € C for
c¢r > 0. Lemmas 3.3 and 3.9 along with the continuity of y_(k,¢,0) and the non-vanishing assumption

imply that (3.105) holds for all £ € K and ¢ € S with ¢; > 0. As y_(k, ¢, z2) = y_(k, ¢, z2), statement (5)
follows and it completes the proof of the lemma. O

In the following we give some basic properties of Y (k, c).

Lemma 3.20. Assume U € C%, Iy > 3. It holds that Y (k,¢) = Y (k,c) and Y is a.) analytic in both
(k,c) € D(Y)\(RxU([—h,0])), and, when restricted to c; >0, b.) C*=2 in (k,c) € D(Y)\(Rx{U(=h)}),
and c.) C=2 in k and locally C* in (k,c) € D(Y) for any o € [0,1). Moreover,

(1) Y (k,U(=h)) € R and Y (0,U(~h)) = o= -
(2) There exists C,p > 0 depending only on U such that
Y (k, )] < C(p~" + [logmin {1,|U(0) — c|}|), Vk€R, |c—U(0)] < p.
(3) For any a € (0,1), there exist ko > 0 and C > 0 depending only on a, |U’|¢z2, and |(U')~|co such
that,
Y (k,c) — kcothkh| < C(u®! + [logmin{1, |[U(0) — c|}|), VI|k| > ko, ¢ # U(0).

or any > 0 and k. > 0, there exists C > 0 depending only on k. an such that

4) F M dk h C d d l k d M such th

C U(~h) + U(0) U(0) — U(—h)

Y — kcothkh| < <k le— 2 TEEN S
Y (k,c) — kcot kh|_di8t(c,U([—h,0]))’ VIk| < ks, |c 5 + 5
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Proof. The analyticity and the conjugacy property of Y are obvious from its definition. The property
Y (k,U(—h)) € R is a direct corollary of Lemma 3.19(1). The C©~2 smoothness of Y away from U(—h)
and U(0) follows from Lemma 3.13 and the analyticity of Y in ¢ with ¢; > 0. The Hélder continuity of Y
is again a corollary of Lemma 3.13 for ¢ varying along R and Proposition 3.7 for ¢ varying along iR. The
explicit form of Y(O, U (—h)) is a direct consequence of the observation

(3.107) y_(0,U(=h), 23) = (Ulwa) — U(=h)) /U (~h).

To end the proof of the lemma, we obtain the quantitive estimate on Y (k,c). From Lemma 3.19,
y—(k,U(0),0) # 0 for any k € R. Along with Lemma 3.9, it implies that (3.105) holds for |¢c — U(0)| < p
for some p > 0 depending only on U. Statement (2) follows from the upper bound of |y (k,¢,0)| given
in Lemma 3.9. Statement (3) is also a direct consequence of Lemma 3.9 where ko is involved to ensure
y—(k,c,0) # 0. In statement (4), the restriction on ¢ guarantees y_(k,c,0) # 0 due to the semicircle
theorem and the desired inequality follows Lemma 3.3. O

The analyticity of Y in ¢ allows us to use the Cauchy integral to analyze Y (k,c). For r > 0, let
(3.108) D, = B(U([-h,0]),r) Cc C
be the r-neighborhood of U([—h,0]) C C.

Lemma 3.21. Assume U € C3, k € R, and r > 0 satisfy y_(k,-,0) # 0 on C\ D,, then for any c € C\D,
and n > 1 we have
1 Y(k, ) n! Y(k, )

1 Y (k,c) = kcothkh — — L oYk =—g o o e
(3.109) (k,c) = kcothkh — 5— o, @ —c d’, 0¥ (k€)= =5 op, (¢ —c)ntl

dc,
where ¢ denote the integral along the contours counterclockwisely.

Here .Y = %(GCR —1i0c;)Y denotes the derivative of Y as a function of the complex variable ¢ and thus
0.Y = 0.,Y = —i0.,Y due to its analyticity.

Proof. The assumption implies Y (k, -) is analytic in C \ D, and continuous in C \ D,.. For any r’ > 1, the
analyticity of Y yields

_ 1 Y(k:,c/) /
(3110) Y(k,C) = % <£DT, — ngr> ﬁdc .

Applying Lemma 3.20(4) with M =1 and k, = 1 + |k|, we have
Y (k, ') — kcoth kh| < C/dist(<,U([—h,0])), V' € 0D,.

1 Y(k,J
lim <— 7{ Mdc’ — kcoth k:h) =0
r'—=+oo \ 270 Jogp, ¢ —c¢

and thus the desired integral formula of Y (k,c) follows. The representation of 'Y simply follows from
direct differentiation. O

Therefore

Remark 3.12. Though not needed in the rest of the paper, this lemma could be modified for general k
and ¢ ¢ U([—h,0]). In this case, 0 < r < dist(c,U([—h,0])) should be chosen so that y_(k,-,0) # 0 along
OD,.. The integral representation formula would involve the residue at those roots of y_(k,-,0) outside D,.
The estimates should also be modified accordingly.

To analyze the remaining integral in (3.109), we start with the imaginary part Y7 of Y.

Lemma 3.22. Y;(k,c) = 0 for ¢ € R\U((=h,0]). Assume U € C3, ¢ = U(a) € U((—h,0)), and
y—(k,c,0) # 0, then
RV (a5 )y- (k. c,a5)°

Y1tk ©) = Tias)ly— ke, 0P
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Proof. The vanishing of Y7(k,c) for ¢ € R\U((—h,0]) is obvious from its definition and Lemma 3.19(1).
To derive the expression of Yi(k,c) for ¢ = U(z§) with z§ € (—h,0) and y_(k,¢,0) # 0, we may con-
y_(k,ctie,z2)
Yy (k,c+ie,02) )
y(e,—h) = 0 and y(e,0) = 1. It is straight forward to calculate

1 0 0 eU”|y|2
Imy/(e,0) = — O, (Y G — v )d :/ ——d
my (€, 0) 22./_h oo (Y'Y — vy )dag T e
Applying the convergence estimates (3.50) and the Holder continuity of yo—(k, ¢, z2) € R in x4, we obtain
the desired

sider y(e,xz2) = € > 0, which is also a solution to the homogeneous Rayleigh equation with

2.

mU" (a5)y- (k, ¢, x5)?
U'(28)ly-(k,c,0)]>
This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Yi(k,c) = El_i}%l_‘_ Imy/(€70) =

The above formula yields some refined estimates of Y7 for ¢ € U([—h, 0]).

Lemma 3.23. Assume U € CY, Iy > 3, then the following hold for Yi(k,c).
(1) Yi(k,c) is C*=2 in (k,c) € D(Y) N (R x U((—h,0))) and it satisfies
7U"(0) Yi(k,c) 7U"(—h)
li Yi(k,¢) = ——= li = .
N () I A e ) R e TR Y RO
Moreover, if ly > 4, then, for any q € [1,00), ji,jo >0, j2 < 2, and j1 + jo < lo — 4, Y7 is
LW locally in (k,c) € D(Y) N (R x U([~h,0))).
(2) Assume U € C®, then there exists C > 0 depending only on |U'|ca and |(U')~Y|co such that, for
any c € U([—h,0)) N D(Y (k,-)), we have

p? sinh? (u~ (25 + h))

Cp? sinh® (=" (25 + h))

< <
S Geor - SYilke) S S
psinh(2—" (25 + h))
<
0erY1(ky o)l SC——3—005
3 sinh(;u~1A) sinh(2u~ (25 + h ind1, [
+ct (p |y_)(l<: C(O)M|3 (5 + 1)) <1+ | log min{1, =" (U(0) _C)‘H)’

where p = (k)~' = (1+ k:z)_%,

Proof. Lemma 3.13 implies the C~2 smoothness of y_(k,c,0) in k and ¢ € U((—h,0)) and that of
y—(k,c,x$) inc € U([—h,0]), hence Y7 is C'~2 in (k,c) € D(Y)NRxU((—h,0)). Moreover, y_(k, c,0) > 0
forc € {(U(—h),U(0)} due to Lemma 3.19(1), which along with Lemma 3.13a.) implies that y_(k, ¢,0) # 0
for ¢ € U([—h,0]) near U(—h) or U(0) and thus Y7(k, ¢) is Hélder continuous for ¢ € U([—h,0]) near U(—h)
and U(0). The local regularity of 7' %3 Y7 follows from Lemma 3.13(f).

The upper bound estimate of Y7 and its limits as ¢ approaches U(0)— and U(—h)+ are direct corollaries
of Lemmas 3.9 and 3.19(5) and Remark 3.4, as well as (3.89), (3.104) and (3.105). In

Deg Vi (K, ¢) =0, <”U”<ws>> y—(k.c,a5) | 2nU"(@5)y-(k,c,25)0c(y-(k,c,25))
U'(x5) ) ly-(k,c,0)]2 U'(x5)ly-(k, c,0)]2
200" (25)y— (k, c, v5)? (y_(k:, ¢,0) - Ooy—(k,c, 0))
T/ (a5)ly_ (e, , 0) ’

dc(y—(k, ¢, 25)) is estimated by (3.89). The other key term dcy—(k, ¢, 0) will be considered in three possible
cases of ¢ € U([—h,0]) according to the division of [—h,0] = Z; U Zy U T3 defined in (3.84) in Subsection
3.5. Observing ¢ € U([—h,0]) implies Zy # 0 and zo =0 € Ty UZ3.

* Case I: w9 = 0 € T3 and x9 = —h. The former happens if and only if ¢ < U(0) — pgl,u, while
x9p = —h if and only if ¢ < U(—h) + pgl,u. Lemma 3.16 implies

|0cy—(k,c,0)| < Cp(1+ ‘ log (,u_l(c —U(-h))) D cosh 1.
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* Case 2: w9 = 0 € T3 and 9 > —h which occurs if and only if U(—h) + py'p < ¢ < U(0) — py*p.

Also from Lemma 3.16, we have
|0.y—(k,c,0)| < Cpcoshpu™th.

* Case 3: w9 = 0 € Ty which happens iff U(0) — ¢ < py 'yt and thus 29, = 0. From the definitions (3.84)

of I, (3.54) of pp, and (3.4) of hg, it holds
0 <U(xg)—U(zy) < 2p51,u < %ho infU' = —x9 = 29, — 29 < %ho = T9; > —h.
This in turn implies ¢ — U(zy) = py 1), and thus Lemma 3.15 yields
|0cy—(k,c,0)| < Cp(1+ | log (,u_l(U(O) —¢)) |) cosh 1.

The desired estimates on 0,,Y7 follow from (3.89), Lemmas 3.19 and 3.9, and the above estimates. In
particular, in the above case 1, we also used

psins 1 (a5 + )] log ™! (¢ — U(~h)) || < Cpacosh(~ (a5 + ),
which can be shown by considering whether [u~!(c — U(—h))| < 1 separately. O
In the following we analyze Y (k, c¢) by writing it as a Cauchy integral of Y7.

Lemma 3.24. Assume U € C, [y > 5, and k € R satisfy that y_(k,c,0) # 0 for all ¢ € U([—h,0]), then
Y (k,c) and 8,];182;}/(/@0) are LPLY, locally in k € R and cg in the domain D(Y) N {e; > 0} for any

€ (1,00), 0< 42 <2, and 0 < j1 <lgp— 3 — jo. Assume, in addition, y_(k,c,0) # 0 for all c € C, then,
for any c & U([=h,0]),

1 U(0) Y, /
(3.111) Y (k,c) = —/ I/(k’c )dc/ + k coth kh,
™ U(—h) c —¢C

and for c € U([—h, 0)),
(3.112) Y (k,c) = =H(Y1(k,))(c) + iYi(k, ) + k coth kh.

Here H denotes the Hilbert transform in ¢ € R, namely,

/ U(0) /
H(Y1(k,-))(c) = lpv. / Y(I:(k’;)dc’: lpy. / %dd,
™ R - ™ U(—h) -

where P.V. f represent the principle value of the singular integral. We also recall Y'(k,c¢) = Y (k, c + i0)
and Y (k,c —i0) =Y (k,c +1i0) for c € R.

Proof. Let us first assume y_(k,c,0) # 0 for all ¢ € C, then Y(k,c) is well-defined for all ¢ # U(0).
We shall apply Lemma 3.21. The contour 0D, is the union of two segments [U(—h),U(0)] £ ir, the left
half circle centered at U(—h) with radius r, and the right half circle centered at U(0) with radius r. As
r — 04, due to the continuity of ¥ (when restricted to {c; > 0}) at ¢ # U(0) and its logarithmic upper
bound near U(0) given in Lemma 3.20, the Cauchy integrals along the two half circles converge to zero
as r — 0+. Hence the integral form (3.111) of Y (k, ¢) follows from taking the limit of (3.109) as r — 0+
and the conjugacy Y (k,c) =Y (k,c).

For ¢; # 0, the integral form (3.111) can be rewritten as

Yk o) = & /U(O) (¢ —cr +icy)

T JU(=h) (d —cp)?+ C%

A standard treatment of the above singular integral as ¢; — 0+, along with the regularity of Y7(k, ') in
¢ € U([~h,0)) given in Lemma 3.22 and 3.23, yields (3.112).

The regularity of Y follows from that of Y7 and the boundedness in L? of the convolution by +12.CI with
the parameter ¢; > 0. Here the singularity of Y7 near ¢ = U(0) does not affect the regularity of Y away
from U(0) due to the localization property of this convolution operator.

Finally, if we only assume y_(k, ¢,0) # 0 for ¢ € U(|—h,0]), due to its analyticity in C\ U([—h,0]), its
continuity when restricted to {c; > 0}, and lim|¢|_,o y—(k, ¢, 0) = k~!sinh kh (Lemma 3.3), Y (k,-) has at
most finitely many singular points C \ U([—h,0]). Hence there would be at most finitely many additional

Yi(k,)dd + k coth kh.
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contour integrals of Y in (3.111) along contours in C\ U([—h,0]) enclosing the roots of y_(k,-,0). Those
integrals in the analytic region of Y would not affect the regularity of Y. The proof of the lemma is
complete. O

With the representation of Y in terms of Cauchy integrals, we may also calculate its derivatives in more
details.

Corollary 3.24.1. It holds, for ¢ ¢ U([—h,0]),

U(0) / U(0) / 17
(3.113) 8.Y (k,c) = l/ YI/(L,ngc, _ l/ 80R5//1(k‘,c)dc/ - U”(0) 7
T Ju-n) (€ —¢) TJu-n) € —C U'(0)(U(0) — ¢)

and for ¢ € U([—h,0)),

U”(O)
U(0)(U(0) —¢)

(3.114) 0Y (k,c) = —H (e Y1(k,)) (c) +i0c, Y1 (K, c) —

Using the regularity of and estimates on Y7 and 0., Y7 given in Lemma 3.23 , (3.113) follows from direct
differentiation and integration by parts, along with the explicit form of Yj(k‘, U(0) — ) Equality (3.114)
is obtained by taking the limit of (3.113) as ¢; — 04. We omit the details of these straight forward
calculations.

4. EIGENVALUES OF THE LINEARIZATION OF THE WATER WAVE AT SHEAR FLOWS

In this section, we shall discuss the distribution of eigenvalues of the linearized gravity-capillary water

wave system (1.3) at the shear flow (U(:Eg),O)T. As (1.3) preserves Fourier mode e**®1 for any k, the
wave number k£ € R would be treated as a parameter in this section. According to Lemma 2.3, —ikc € C,
c € C\U([—h,0]), is an eigenvalue of (1.3) with parameter k if and only if

F(k,c) =Fg+iF; = (g+ ok®)ys(k,c,—h) = (g + ok*)(y+y_ — ¥’ y-)(k,c,0)
—(U(0) — ¢)*y(k, ¢, 0) — (U'(0)(U(0) = ¢) + g+ ok)y_(k, ¢, 0) =0,

where the last equal sign in the first row is due to the conservation of the Wronskian of (3.1). Let

F(k,c) = 51—1>%1+F(k’ c+ie) = E1_1)1%1+F(/<;,c —ie), ceU([-h,0]).

It is easy to see that, if F(k,c) = 0, then y_(k, ¢, x2) also generates the associated eigenfunction of (1.3).
In the literatures, those zero point ¢ of F with ¢; > 0 are often referred to as unstable modes, while those
zero point ¢ € R as neutral modes. We recall that Yih proved that the semicircle theorem also holds for
free boundary problem [39], namely, (1.6) holds for all unstable modes.

From the analysis in Subsection 3.5, it is not clear whether F is C! at ¢ = U(—h) which would be
crucial for the bifurcation analysis of eigenvalues. We also consider an almost equivalent quantity

(42)  F(k,c)=y_(k,c,0)'F = Fg+iF; =Y (k,c)(U(0) — c)2 —U'(0)(U(0) — ¢) — (g + ok?) =0,
where Y (k, ¢) is defined in (3.103), and

F(k,c) = El_l)%l_i_ F(k,c+ie) = e1—1>I(I)l+ F(k,c—ie), VYeeU([—h,0]).

Apparently F and F satisfy

(4.3) F(—k,c) = F(k,c) = F(k,c), Ve ¢ U((—h,0));

(4.4) F(=k,¢) = F(k,¢) = F(k, ), c € D(Y)\ U((—h,0)).

From Lemma 3.24 F is CY® near cg = U(—h) if y_(k,c,0) # 0 for all ¢ € U([—h,0]), which is crucial for
the bifurcation analysis.
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4.1. Basic properties of eigenvalues. Apparently it holds that
(4.5) F is analyticin k € R & ¢ ¢ U([—h,0]) and F analyticin k € R & c € DY) \ U([—h,0]),

F(k,c) =0 <= c is a non-singular or singular mode of (2.11).

In the following we first give some basic properties of F under minimal assumptions.

Lemma 4.1. Assume U € C', Iy > 3, then for any k € R, the following hold.

(1) F is well defined for all k € R and ¢ € C. When restricted to c; > 0, F is C°~2 in k and
c ¢ {U(—h),U(0)} and F is also C* in both k and ¢ with c; > 0.
(2) F(k,c) is well-defined for ¢ close to U(—h) and U(0), C* near ¢ = U(0), and

F(k,U(=h)) €R, F(0,U(~h)) =—g, F(k,U(0))=—g—ok?* 0.F(kU(0))="U'(0).
(3) Assume U € C®, then for any r € (1,00), there exists C > 0 determined only by r, |U’'|ca, and
(U)o, such that, for any c; >0 and k € R,
0F (k.- +icr)|py, < Cp~te " lim [F(k,-+icr) = F(k, )|y =0,

cr—0+ CR
where the norm is taken on cg € [—3ho — h, $ho) and we recall = (1 + k‘2)_%.
(4) F(k,c) #0 if y_(k,c,0) = 0. Hence {c|F(k,c) =0} ={c| F(k,c) =0} for any k € R.
(5) F(k,c) = 0 iff there exists a C? solution y(x2) to (2.14) satisfying the corresponding homogeneous
boundary conditions of (2.11b-2.11c).

(6) For any o € (0,—h), Fr(k,U(z2)) # 0 if U"(z2) # 0.

Proof. For cp € U([—h,O)), the convergence of F(k,cr + icy) as ¢; — 0+ follows from the convergence
estimates given in Proposition 3.7. For ¢ near U(0), the logarithmic singularity in y’ (k,¢,0) is cancelled
by (U(0) — ¢)? and thus the convergence of F(k,U(0) + ic;) and the continuity of F at ¢ = U(0) follow.
The C* and C%~2 smoothness of F is obtained from those of y_(k, ¢, 0) and 4/ (k, ¢,0) (Lemmas 3.13 and
3.15) as well as using the factor (U(0) — ¢)? multiplied to 3’ (k,¢c,0).

From Lemma 3.19(1), y_(k,U(—h),0), y—(k,U(0),0) > 0 and thus F is well-defined near ¢ = U(—h), U(0).
The property F(k,U(—h)) € R and the value of F'(0,U(—h)) are due to those of Y given in Lemma 3.20(1).
The C* smoothness of F for ¢ near U(0) follows from Lemma 3.20(2) and the definition of F. The values
of F and O.F at (k,U(0)) is obtained by direct computation.

Statement (3) is a corollary of Proposition 3.7, Lemma 3.18(3), and the definition of F.

Suppose y_(k,¢,0) = 0. Lemma 3.19(1) implies ¢ # U(0). As a non-trivial solution to the homogeneous
Rayleigh equation (3.1), it must hold y’ (k,c,0) # 0. Therefore F(k,c) # 0.

To prove statement (5), we first observe that F(k,c) = 0 iff y_ satisfies the corresponding homogeneous
boundary conditions of (2.11c¢), which happens only if y_(k,¢,0) # 0 and thus Y (k,¢) and F(k,c) are
well-defined.  Moreover the statement is obvious for ¢ ¢ U([—h,0]) and also for ¢ = U(—h) due to
the smoothness of y_ (Lemma 3.10), while F(k,U(0)) # 0 due to statement (2). Hence we focus on
¢ € U((=h,0)) only. “=" As ¢ € U((—h,0)), F(k,c) = 0 implies Y;(k,c) = 0 and consequently
U"(x§) = 0 according to Lemma 3.22. Consequently Lemma 3.10, particularly formula (3.74), and the
definition of T'y yield the smoothness of y_ which apparently satisfies (2.14). “<=": This solution y(x2)
has to be proportional to y_ on [—h,z§] which yields y(x§) # 0 due to 3.19(2). Hence the smoothness of
y(x2) and equation (2.14) imply U”(z§) = 0. Consequently both (2.14) and the homogeneous Rayleigh
equation (3.1) are regular on [—h,0] and are equivalent to each other. Therefore y_(z2) and y(z2) are
proportional on [—h, 0] and thus y_ satisfies the boundary condition at x5 = 0.

To prove the last statement, let ¢ = U(x2), z2 € (—h,0). According to Lemma 3.19, Imy_(k,c,0) # 0
if U”(x2) # 0 and thus Y (k, c) is well-defined. Lemma 3.22 yields

7(U(0) — ¢)2U" (z2)y—(k, ¢, z2)*
U,(‘TQ)‘y— (k7 Cy 0)‘2

which prove statement (5). This is the same argument as in [39] in the case of gravity waves. O

(4.6) Fi(k,¢) = (U(0) — ¢)*Yi(k,¢) =

# 0,
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Remark 4.1. The monotonicity assumption on U is used in the above proof of statement (5). If U is
not monotonic, U~1(c) may contain several points in [—h,0] for a root of F(k,-) and the corresponding
solution y_(k, ¢, x2) may not be in H§2. Therefore the set of roots of F(k,-), which is what really matters,
may be larger than those defined as singular modes in Definition 2.1.

In the next step, we consider F for |k| > 1. Unlike the linearized Euler equation on a fixed channel
where no eigenvalues exist for large k. Eigenvalues do exist for each large k for the linearized water wave
system. According to Lemma 4.2(2), we often consider F'(k,c) as well.

Lemma 4.2. Assume U € C3, then the following hold for any a € (0, %)
(1) There exists C > 0 depending only on «, |U'|c2, and |(U')™|co, such that

|F + ok?psinh = th — (U(0) — ¢)? cosh = th| < C’(,uo‘_1 + |c|2,uo‘) cosh i~ th,

where we recall pn = (1 + /<;2)_%.
(2) For any ki, M > 0, there exists C > 0 depending only on M, ki, |U’|c2, and |(U')7Y|co, such that,
for any |k| < k. and c satisfying dist(c,U([—h,0]) > M,

IF — (U(0) — ¢)? cosh kh| < C(1+|¢| + |U(0) — ¢[*dist(c, U([—h,0])) ).

(3) There exist kg > 0 and C > 0 depending only on |U'|c2, and |(U')7|co, such that for any
|k| > ko, (4.1) has ezactly two solutions c* (k) which are contained in C \ U([—h,0]) and depend
on k analytically. Moreover they satisfy

k) eR, (k) = k), (ci(k) + /olk] - U(O)( <C, |0F(k,cE(k)) F 2V k]3| < Clh|.

Proof. The first statement follows directly from Lemma 3.9, where the factor (U(0) — ¢)? is used to
cancel the logarithmic singularity in the estimate of 3’ , and the second from Lemma 3.3 with Cy =
dist(c,U([—h,0])~!. We focus on the roots of F. From Lemma 3.9,

Jko >0, s. t. [y_(k,c,0)| > (1/2)usinh uth >0, V|k| > ko, c€C,
and thus we can work with F'(k,c) and Y (k,c). Let

Sy ={ceC||c >+alk|/2}.
From statement (1) and Lemma 3.20(3), it holds that there exist kg > 0 such that, for any |k| > ko,
F(k,c) = 0 only if ¢ € Sk. We may take larger ko > 0 if necessary such that dist(Sy, U([—h,0])) > 1.
From Lemma 3.24 and 3.23 and Corollary 3.24.1, there exists C' > 0 depending only on U such that, for
all |k| > ko, ¢ € S,
U(0)

1Y (k, ¢) — k coth kh| < ¢ h/
(1 + |¢|) sinh i JU(=h)

sinh? %(U_l(c') + h)dd,

0. (ko) < —S 4 ¢ /U(O) sinh 2 (U(¢') + h)de
‘ ’ T+ |C| (1 + |C|)/LSiHh2 % U(—h) K )

By a substitution 7 = é(U‘l(c') + h) we obtain
Y (k,c) — kcothkh| < C(|k] + 1) (1 + )Y, [0:.Y (k)| < CA+ )™, V]k| > ko.
On the other hand, viewing F'(k,c) = 0 as a quadratic equation of U(0) — ¢, its roots also satisfy

U'(0) 002 g+ ok?
T W) \/4Y(k,c)2 Yo

¢ = fi(k,c), where fi(k,c)=U(0)

Using the above estimates on Y and coths = 1+ 623—2_1, it is straight forward to verify that for any |k| > kg

and ¢ € S,

ek F Vol - U©)] <€,
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and
1%

|acf:|:(kvc)| = |k‘|

|0:.Y] <

U'0) 1 (V07 g+ok? 3 (U(0)? L gtk
ERIPAE Y O V2

Therefore fi(k,-) are contractions acting on Sj. Their fixed points c*(k), analytic in k, are the only
solutions to (4.1), or equivalently (4.2). These ¢ (k) € R since fi(k,c) € R for ¢ € R which allows the
iteration to be taken in R. Finally, one may compute

(4.7) O.F = (U(0) — ¢)20.Y +2(c — U(0)Y +U'(0).
Using the above estimates on Y — |k|, .Y, and ¢*(k), one may compute

|0:F (k, c*(k)) ¥ 2/a|k|2 | =2V (c—=U(0)) F 2V k|2 + 8.Y (U(0) —¢)” + U'(0)] sy S ClKL.

Cc=cC

The evenness of ¢t (k) in k is due to that of F(k,c) and the uniqueness of the fixed points of the above
contractions. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

We shall track the two roots ¢ (k) of the analytic function F(k,-) as |k| decreases, based on a standard
analytic continuation argument.

Lemma 4.3. Assume U € C3. Suppose kg € R and c¢g € C\ U([~h,0]) satisfy F(kg,co) = 0 and
0.F(ko, co) # 0, then the following hold.

(1) There exists an analytic function c(k) € C\U([—h,0]) defined on a mazimal interval (k—,ky) 3 ko
such that F(k,c(k)) =0 and 0.F (k, c(k)) # 0.
(2) c(k) € R for all k € (k—,k+) if and only if cy € R.
(3) If kx < oo (ork_ > —00), then
(a) limy_ g, y— dist(c(k),U([~h,0])) =0 (or limy_,_)+ dist(c(k),U([=h,0])) =0 if k- > —o0),
or
(b) liminfy_, 4, - min{|c(k)—c| : Ve s. t. F(k,c) =0, c# c(k)} =0 (orliminf;_,;_); min{|e(k)—
¢l : Flk,e)=0,c#c(k)} =0if k- > —o0).

Proof. We start the proof with a simple and standard consideration of the index of complex analytic
functions. Suppose F(k,c¢) # 0 at any ¢ € 9Q where Q C C\U([—h,0]) is a domain with piecewise smooth
boundary 0f2, then the index

1 O.F(k,c)
is equal to the number of zeros of F(k,-) inside Q, counting their multiplicities. Therefore the analyticity
of F in k and ¢ implies that Ind(F(k, -),Q) is a constant in k as long as F(k, ¢) = 0 does not occur on 952.

As a consequence, starting with the simple root ¢g € C\ U([—h,0]) of F(ko,-), a unique continuation
of ¢(k) € C\ U([—h,0]) of simple roots of F(k,-) exists and is analytic in k. The simplicity of c(k) is
due to the fact Ind(F(k,-),Q) = 1 for any sufficiently small neighborhood € of ¢(k) in the continuation
procedure. For any ¢ € R\ U([—h,0]), we have F(k,c) € R and 0.,Fr(k,c) = 0.F(k,c) # 0. Therefore if
c(k1) € R\ U([—h,0]) for some k; along the continuation curve, then the unique extension ¢(k) coincides
with the (real) root of Fr(k, cr) obtained by applying the Implicit Function Theorem to the real function
Fr(k,cr). Hence c¢(k) € R if and only if ¢y € R.

Let (k—,k+) be the maz interval of the continuation c¢(k) C C\ U([—h,0]) as simple roots of F(k,-)
and we shall prove statement (3). Suppose k_ > —oo, while the other case k; < 400 can be analyzed
similarly. As k — (k_)-+, the solution curve ¢(k) is bounded due to Lemma 4.2(2). Therefore there exists
a sequence (kj)52; C (k—, k) such that lim; oo kj = k— and c_ = lim; o0 c(k;) € C exists. Statement
(2) implies that c(k) stays in the closure of either the upper or lower half of C and thus F(k_,c_) = 0.
Assume statement (3)(a) does not hold, then such a subsequence can be chosen such that c_ ¢ U([—h,0]).
Therefore c_ is a root in the domain of analyticity of F(k_,-). Clearly c_ is not a simple zero of F(k_, "),
otherwise c¢(k) can be extended beyond k_. Recall c_ has to be an isolated root of F(k_, ) since all roots
of non-trivial analytic functions are isolated. Therefore, there exists a small neighborhood €2 of c¢_ such
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that, for any k > k_ sufficiently close to k_, it hold Ind(F(k‘, s Q) > 2. Consequently, for each k; close
to k_, there exists at least another root ¢ of F(k;,-) in 2 and thus (3)(b) holds. O

The semicircle theorem of Yih [39] states that all imaginary roots ¢ of F(k,-) are contained in the circle
with the diameter segment U([—h,0]), so the only possibility for the branches c¢* (k) of simple roots of
F(k,-) obtained in Lemma 4.2 can not be extended for all £ € R is when they reaches U(0) or U(—h),
respectively. As a corollary of F(k‘, U (0)) # (0 and we have

Corollary 4.3.1. (1) The branch ¢t (k) can be extended for all k € R. Moreover ¢t (k) € R is even in k,
OcF (k,ct(k)) >0, and ¢* (k) > U(0) 4 po for all k € R, for some py > 0 independent of k.

(2) If F(k,U(—h)) # 0 for all k € R, then ¢~ (k) of simple roots of F(k,-) obtained in can also be extended
for all k € R. Moreover ¢~ (k) € R is even in k, O.F (k,c™(k)) <0, and ¢~ (k) < U(=h) —py for all k € R,
for some pg > 0 independent of k.

Proof. Let kg be given in Lemma 4.2(3) and we only need to focus on |k| < k9. We may assume kg
is sufficiently large such that ¢t (ko) > U(0) and ¢~ (ko) < U(—h). From Lemma 4.2(2), there exists
R > 0 such that F(k,c) # 0 for all k € [—ko, ko] and |c| > R. Hence ¢t (ko) € (U(0),R) and ¢ (ko) €
(—R,U(—h)) are the only roots of F(+kq, ), which are also simple with +0.F (kq,c*(kg)) > 0.

We first consider ¢t (k). Let

Q={ceC|cre (U(0),R), cre(—1,1)}.

According to Lemma 4.1(2), F(k,U(0)) # 0 for any k. Hence the semicircle theorem and the choice of R
imply that a.) ¢ (ko) € Q and b.) F(k,c) # 0 for all |k| < ko and ¢ € 9Q, and thus
Ind(F(k,-),Q) = Ind(F(ko,-), Q) = 1,V|k| < ko.

Therefore none of the possibilities in Lemma 4.3(33}b) can happen to the extension ¢t (k) € Q starting
from k = ko, so this branch of simple root of F(k,c) can be uniquely extended for all k € [—kg, ko] with
¢t (k) € (U(0), R) as the only root of F(k,-) in Q. The value of this extension at k = —kq has to coincide
with ¢t (—ko) = ¢ (ko) as ¢ (—kg) are the only roots of F(—ko,-) while ¢~ (—ko) < U(—h). Therefore the
extensions starting from ¢*(+kg) have to coincide. The evenness of ¢t (k) in k € [—ko, ko] follows from
that of F and the uniqueness of its root in 2. The sign of O.F (k:, c+(k:)) remains positive from k& = kg as

¢t (k) is always simple. The existence of pg > 0 is simple due to the continuity of F. The same argument
applies to ¢~ (k) under the assumption F(k,U(—h)) # 0 all for k. The proof is complete. O

Based on the above analysis, we shall conclude that —ikc* (k) are the only eigenvalues of the linearized
capillary gravity wave under the additonal assumption of the absence of singular modes

(4.9) F(k,U(zs)) £ 0, VkeK, zo € [~h,0],

where K =R or %N and L is the period of the water wave in the z; direction.
Proposition 4.4. Assume U € C3 and (4.9) for K =R or %’TN, then there exists p > 0 such that

(1) Fp = inf{(1+ k2)—%e‘%\F(k,c)\ |k € K, cg € [U(—h) — p,U(0) + p|, cr € [-p,p]} > 0.
(2) Assume K =R, then {c | F(k,c) =0} = {c*(k)}.

Proof. The first statement is a direct corollary of the continuity of F, its analyticity outside U([—h,0]),
assumption (4.9), and Lemma 4.2.

Let us consider statement (2). Corollary 4.3.1 and (4.9) imply that both ¢ (k) € (U(0),+o0) and
¢ (k) € (—oo,U(—h)) can be extended as even analytic functions of k € R. Let kg, R > 0 be taken as in
the proof of Corollary 4.3.1 and we only need to focus on |k| < ko. Assumption (4.9) also yields p > 0
such that

F(k,c) #0, Vdist(c,U([—h,0])) = p, |k| < ko.
Let

Q={ceC||c| <R, dist(c,U([—h,0])) > p},
then we have F(k,c) # 0 for all |k| < ko and ¢ € 0. Therefore

Ind(F(kv )79) = Ind(F(k07 )79) = 2,\V/|k‘| < kOa
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and F(k,-) does not have any other roots. O

In order to obtain a more complete picture of the eigenvalue distribution we shall derive some sign
properties in the following lemma, where F' and Y are viewed as function of ¢ and K = k% > 0. According
to Lemma 3.19(1), F' is well-defined for ¢ in a neighborhood of R\ U((—h,0)).

Lemma 4.5. Assume U € C3, then we have
0% (F(VK,c)) <0, Vk€R, ce R\U((~h,0]),
0

Ok F(0,¢c) < —o + /_h (U(az) — C)zdl'g, Ve e R\ U([-h,0)]),

OxF(0,U(~h)) = —o + /_(; (U(x2) — U(~h))>das.

Proof. For K > 0 and ¢ € C with y_(k,c,0) # 0 and ¢ > 0, let

U//(xg)
U(xg) —c’

y—(mv ¢, x2)
y-(VK,¢,0)

be the differential operator in the Rayleigh equation (3.1) and the normalization of the fundamental
solution y_ defined in (3.53) and (3.83). Clearly

(4.10) R=R(K,c) = —8%2 + K + J(K,c,z9) = x9 € [—h,0],

g(_h) =0, ﬂ/(—h) = y_(\/f, C’O)_l7 ﬂ(l‘Q) >0, 2 € (—h,O), Q(O) =1, Y(\/E’ C) = 37'(0),

where the sign properties follows from Lemma 3.19(1). It is straight forward to compute, for ¢ € R\
U((=h,0)) and x5 € (—h,0),

ROk =7 <0, RIKY=—20K7,

where the smoothness of ¢ in K is ensured by Lemma 3.10. The following claim is used to analyze these
and some other functions.

Claim. Suppose y € C%((—h,0)) N C°([—h,0]) is a solution to (Ry)(xs) = f(x2) and y(—h) = y(0) =0
with ¢ € R\U((—h,0)), where f is C® on [, 0], then we have the following through direct computations

0

0 xh
(411)  Wy-9y) =9f=y(0) =~ /_h yfdza, ylze) = ?3(962)/ N;,)Q/ G(xy) f(xhy)dx dah.

o y(xQ —h
Applying this claim to Oxy and Ok k¢ implies, for ¢ € R\ U((—h, O]),

0

oY = 9k (0) = / iPdxy > 0,
(4.12) "

0 0 xh
%Y = —2/h§(a:2)2/ g(azé)_2/h (k)2 dalydahydry < 0.

2

The definition of F' implies 8%}7 < 0.
For k = 0, through direct calculation, one may verify, for ¢ ¢ U([—h,0]),

i U(_h) —C /

(4.13) y—(0,¢,29) = (U(xe) — c)/ dzxy.

—n (U(5) —¢)?
For ¢ € R\ U([—h,0]), from (4.12), we have

0 0 (U —¢)? S da! 2 0 dx! —2
w00 = [ ven= [ gae (], wan ) v e e)
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(U = ¢)%dzy — 0.

A

and thus
O F(0,¢) =(U(0) — ¢)?0xY (0,¢) — 0o
0 ¥z daxt 0 daxt -
(114) =[], way—ap) =/, way—ap) °
/0

—h
For k=0 and c=U(-h
(4.15) §(0,U(=h),xz2) = (U(xz2) — U(=h))/(U(0) — U(—h)).

Consequently, one obtains explicitly

~—

, we can use (3.107) to compute

2

" (U —U(=h
01 (0,U(—h) = / (U(ws) = U( >>2 .
—h (U(0) = U(=h)
which in turn yields the desired formula of dx F(0,U(—h)). O

The information on the derivatives of F' leads to the following properties of the roots of F.

Lemma 4.6. Assume U € C3, the following hold.

(1) If
(4.16) o> / ' (U(x2) — U(=h))day <= 0 F(0,U(=h)) <0,
—h
then F(k,U(=h)) < —g = F(0,U(—h)) for all k € R.
(2) Let

g4 =max {Y (k,U(—h))(U(0) — U(—h))2 —U'(0)(U(0) — U(—h)) — ok? | ke R}
=max {F(k,U(=h)) + g | k € R},
then we have
(a) g% > F(0,U(—h)) + g =0 and “=" in the “<" holds if and only if (4.16) holds.
(b) If g > g4, then F(k,U(—h)) <0 for all k € R.
(c) If 0 < g = g4 , then there exists a unique ky > 0 such that F( + k#,U(—h)) = 0 and
F(k,U(=h)) <0 for all |k| # kx.
d) If 0 < g < gu, then there exist k}; > ki > 0 such that
# # #

F(k,U(=h)) <0, |k| & (ky,kL); F(k,U(=h)) >0, |kl € (kg kf); FouF(ky, U(=h)) > 0.

Proof. Statement (1) is a direct consequence of the concavity of F'(k,U(—h)) in K = k? and F(0,U(—h)) =
—g < 0. Statement (2) is also an immediate implication of this concavity and Lemma 4.2(1). O

Along with statement (2b ) and Corollary 4.3.1, (4.16) provides an explicit sufficient condition ensuring
that the branch ¢~ (k) does not reach U([—h,0]) and thus staying in (—oo, U(—h)) for all k& € R.

To end this subsection we prove the following monotonicity of the even functions ¢* (k) which will be
used in obtaining the conjugacy between the irrotational linearized capillary gravity water waves and the
component of the solutions linearized at the shear U(zy). From the definition of F' and (4.13), we first
compute, for ¢ ¢ U(]—h,0]),

U'(0) 2, (U = )" 2dxs + (U(0) — ¢)~*
(U(0) = ¢) [°,(U — ¢)2ds

and thus
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which is uniformly increasing on (—oo, U(—h)) and uniformly decreasing on (U(0), +00). Therefore F(0, )
has two real roots

@17) o € (U(0),40), 5 € (=00, U(=h)), s. t. F(0,ct) = !

fEh(U — Cét)_zdiﬂg

_g:O,

which are unique in the above intervals.

Lemma 4.7. Assume U € C3, then the following hold.
(1) For t € {+,—}, suppose c'(k) € R\ U([~h,0]) can be extended as simple roots of F(k,-) for all
k > k. >0, then (c') (k) = 0 has most one solution on (k.,+o0), where (c')"(k) # 0 is also
satisfied.
(2) For t € {+,—}, suppose c'(k) € R\ U([~h,0]) can be extended as simple roots of F(k,-) for all
k € R, then (c) (k) # 0 for all k # 0 if and only if

- - 2 0

with c;r) defined in (4.17).

Proof. We shall work with ¢~ (k), while the same proof works for ¢ (k). Suppose there exists kg > ks > 0
such that (¢7) (ko) = 0, then

2k0(aKF)(k0, c (ko)) = akF(kQ, c (k())) = —Z?CF(kO, c (ko))(c_)/(ko) =0.
Computing the second order derivative at kg, we have

()" (ko) = O:F _ 4kG(O%F) +2(9k F) _ Ak§(9%F)

OeF (ko e (ko)) o.F (ko,c~ (ko)) OF (ko (ko))
which along with Lemma 4.5 and 9.F (k,c™ (ko)) < 0 (Corollary 4.3.1) implies (¢~)"(ko) < 0. Hence
ko > k. has to be the only positive critical point of ¢~ (k).

To prove Statement (2) where k, = 0, on the one hand, we first observe that since ¢, is the unique root
of F(0,-) in (—oo,U(—h)) and ¢ (0) is also such a root, so ¢~ (0) = ¢,. Moreover, (4.14) implies that
(4.18) is equivalent to dx F'(0,¢7(0)) < 0. On the other hand, observe that the evenness of ¢~ (k) yields
(¢7)(0) = 0. One may compute

(0x F)(0,¢7(0)) = 67 F(0,¢(0))/2 = —9.F(0,¢(0)) ((¢7)"(0)) /2.

From Lemma 4.2(3), (¢7)'(k) < 0 for some k > 1. Hence, on the one hand, if (4.18) does not hold,
then 9.F(0,¢(0)) < 0 (Lemma 4.2(3) and 4.3) and the above identity imply (¢~)”(0) > 0. Along with
(¢7)'(0) = 0, it yields that ¢~ has a critical point ky > 0. On the other hand, through the same argument,
(4.18) yields (¢7)”(0) < 0 while (¢7)'(0) = 0. Therefore, if dx F(0,c¢~(0)) < 0 which implies (¢—)"(0) < 0,
it is impossible that there exists a unique critical point of ¢~ where (¢7)” < 0. In the borderline case
of OxF(0,¢(0)) = 0 which implies (¢—)"(0) < 0, further Taylor expansions of the even-in-k functions
F(k,c) and ¢ (k) yields

dpe™(0) = —120% F(0,¢7(0))/0.F(0,¢™(0)) < 0.
From the same reasoning, we obtain that (¢7)" # 0 for k > 0. The proof of the lemma is complete. O

4.2. Eigenvalue distribution of convex/concave shear flow U. To analyze eigenvalues under less
implicit assumptions than (4.9), particularly the generation of unstable modes from ¢ = U(—h), we further
assume U” # 0 on [—h,0]. Due to Lemma 4.1(6), this rules out the possibility of roots of F on U ((—h, 0])
and provides better smoothness of F' for the bifurcation analysis.

Lemma 4.8. Assume U € C, 1y > 5, and U"” # 0 on [~h,0], then F(k,c) is well defined for all k € R
and ¢ € C and

a.) F is analytic in both k € R and c ¢ U([—h,0]) and, when restricted to c; > 0, is C0=2 in both k € R
and ¢ ¢ {U(=h),U(0)},

b.) 8,];16ng is locally C* in both k and ¢ # U(0) with ¢; > 0 for any a € [0,1), jo = 0,1, and
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0<j1<l—4—72,
c.) Fis Ctin k and c with c; > 0.

Remark 4.2. Note that, in the above statement, for fived ¢ € U([—h,0)), F is C'~2 in k. This stronger
reqularity in k follows from that of (yo—,y,_) and Y (see Lemmas 3.12 and 3.24). Moreover, one could
prove that F' and O, F are also CH* near ¢ = U(0) with c; > 0 by estimating 8C2RY1(1<:, ¢)=0(lc=U(0)]™1)
using Lemmas 3.14-3.16 and 3.24 as well as Corollary 3.24.1.

Proof. The assumption U” # 0 implies that y_(k,c,0) # 0 for all k£ and ¢ (Lemma 3.19(5)) and thus F is
well defined. The analyticity and the C%~2 and C1® (restricted to ¢; > 0 for the latter two) regularity of I
follow directly from those of Y given in Lemma 3.24 except at ¢ = U(0). Near ¢ € U(0), the regularity and
estimates on Y (Lemma 3.20, 3.23, 3.24) and 9.Y (Lemma 3.23 and Corollary 3.24.1) yield the regularity
of F. 0

As a corollary of the Lemmas 4.3, 4.6 and 4.8 and the semicircle theorem, we obtain a sufficient condition
for (4.9) to hold for K = R.

Corollary 4.8.1. Suppose U"” # 0 on [—h,0] and (4.16) hold, then (4.9) is true for all k € R.

Assuming U” # 0, in general ¢ = U(—h) is the only point outside the domain of analyticity of F'(k,-)
which might happen to be a root and also might be the end point of branches of roots of F(k,-), it is a
crucial step to analyze zeros of F' around U(—h).

Lemma 4.9. Assume U € C°, then (a) 0.F(k,U(—h)) < 0 for all k € R if U" > 0 on [~h,0]; and (b)
if U” < 0 on [—h,0], then O.F(k,U(—h)) <0 if F(k,U(—h)) =0, where F is understood as restricted to
Cr > 0.

Proof. We shall use the notations R and ¢ defined in the proof of Lemma 4.5 and F and Y are also viewed

as function of ¢ and K = k? > 0. It is straight forward to compute, for ¢ < U(—h) and z3 € (—h,0),

RO = — e ¥ ROkl = 0§ — ez Oxcl-

Applying (4.11) we obtain
0 U”?jz
(4.19) U"(0)0.Y = U"(0)0.7(0) = U”(O)/ mdm >0, U"(0)0g.Y <0, Ve<U(—h).
—h —C
These integral representation of 9.Y still holds as ¢ — U(—h)—, and thus also its sign. For £k = 0 and
¢ =U(—h), we can use (4.15) to compute
U'(0) — U'(—h)
2
(U(0) = U(=h))
Finally we obtain the sign of 9.F (k,U(—h)) in two cases separately, based on the sign of U”. Suppose
U” > 0. The above (4.12) and (4.19) implies that, for ¢ < U(—h), Y(VK,c) is strictly increasing in K
and 9.Y (VK ¢) is strictly deceasing in K, and thus
D.F = (U(0) — ¢)20.Y —2(U(0) — )Y +U'(0)
is also strictly decreasing in K. Letting ¢ — U(—h)—, this monotonicity yields
O.F(k,U(—h)) < 0.F(0,U(—h)) = =U'(=h) < 0.
In the other case of U” < 0, suppose F(k,U(—h)) = 0 for some k € R, which implies
g+ ok? n U'(0)
(U(0) =U(=h))*  U(0) = U(=h)

d.Y (0,U(—h)) =

— 0.F(0,U(—h)) = -U'(—h) < 0.

Y(k,U(=h)) =

Therefore

-

(—h))?0:Y (k,U(=h)) — 2(U(0) — U(=h))Y (k,U(=h)) + U'(0)
(—h))?0eY (k,U(=h)) = U'(0) = 2(g + ok*) /(U (0) — U(=h)).

Iy
g
S
[
g
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We also have 0.Y (k,U(—h)) < 0 from taking the limit of (4.19). Hence we obtain d.F (k,U(—h)) < 0 and
the proof of the lemma is complete. O

In the next step we shall study the roots of F(k,-) near ¢ = U(—h).

Lemma 4.10. Assume U € C®, and U” # 0 on [—h,0]. Suppose F(ko,U(—h)) = 0, then there exist
€>0,pe (0,U0)—U(=h)), and C € C**([ko — €, ko + €],C) for any a € [0,1) such that
C(ko) = U(=h), C(k) ¢ U([-h,0]), 0<|k—ko|l <e, U"Cr(k) >0, |k—ko| <e,
OcF (k,C(k)) # 0, if Cr(k) =0,
and for cy € [0,p] and |cgp — U(—=h)| < p,
F(k, C) =0 with k € [ko — €, ko + 6], iff c = C(k) = CR(k) + ZC](k)

Moreover, without loss of generality assume ko > 0 (Lemma 4.8 implies ko # 0) and this branch of roots
of F' satisfies

(1) If O F (ko,U(—h)) =0, then C'(ko) =0, C; = 0 and C(k) < U(—h) for all 0 < |k — ko| < €.

(2) If £0kF (ko, U(—h)) > 0, then £Cj(ko) > 0 and

Cr(k) <U(—=h), Ci(k)=0, VO0<x(ko—k)<e
and for some C > 0 determined by ko and U,

(k) ((U(0) = U(=h))?

Cr(k) > U(—h), YI(k’,CR(k‘)) OCF(k‘o, U(—h))

< Clk —ko|®, YO0 < *(k—ko) <e,

which implies
0 < |Cr(k)| < C(k —ko)?, U"(0)Cr(k) >0, VO0< £(k—ko)<e.

In the generic case O F (ko,U(—h)) # 0, locally the roots of F(k,c) consists of the intersection of the
graph of C(k) and the closure of the upper half complex plane, along with its complex conjugate. In this
case, however, one observes that dCr(k)/dCr(k) = 0 at k = ko means Cy is very weak when it is nonzero.
The following proof is based on both the Implicit Function Theorem and the Intermediate Value Theorem.

Proof. According to Lemma 4.8, F is che in k and ¢ in the region ¢; > 0. As F7 is not continuous at
ceE U((—h, 0]) C C in general, let F(k,c) = Fr +iF; € C be a C1® extension of F' into a neighborhood
of (k‘o, U(—h)) € R x C which coincides with F' for ¢; > 0. From Lemma 4.9, the 2 x 2 Jacobian matrix
of D F satisfies

n _ o acRF:R 8c1F~11‘% ‘

DeF (ko U(=h)) = <8CRF1 GCIF1> (ko,U(-n))
where we used the Cauchy-Riemann equation and the fact F'(k,c) € R for all ¢ < U(—h). Therefore the
Implicit Function Theorem implies that all roots of F' (k,c) near (k;o, U (—h)) form the graph of a C1®
complex-valued function C(k) which contains (ko, U (—h)). To complete the proof of the lemma, we only
need to prove that C(k) satisfies properties (1) and (2).

Firstly we prove C(k) € R if Cgr(k) < U(—h) and thus F(k,C(k)) = ﬁ'(kz,C(k:)) = 0 as well. When
restricted to R, Fr € C* and 0., Fr(ko, U(—h)) = 0.F(ko,U(—h)) < 0. The Implicit Function Theorem
yields a C' real-valued function C(k) for k near ko such that

= 9.F (ko, U(—h))Iax2, 0c.F(ko,U(—h)) <0,

(4.20) C(ko) = U(~h), Fr(k,C(k))=0.
Since Fy(k,c) = 0 if ¢ < U(—h), the uniqueness of solutions ensured by the Implicit Function Theorem
implies that C(k) = C(k) € R if C(k) < U(—h).
Next we consider the case O F (ko,U(—h)) = 0. Along with
Ocn Fr (Ko, U(=h)), Ok k Fr(ko,U(—h)) <0, where K = k?,
it implies

Fr(ko,c) >0, VO<U(—h) —c< 1, Fgr(k,U(=h)) <0, Vk € R"\ {ko}.



WATER WAVES LINEARIZED AT SHEAR FLOWS 61

From the Intermediate Value Theorem, for k near kg, there exist real roots of Fr(k,-) slightly smaller than
U(—h), which must belong to C(k) due to the uniqueness of solutions ensured by the Implicit Function
Theorem. Therefore along with the last step, we conclude C(k) = C(k) < U(—h) for k # ko close to ky.

Finally, we consider the case of Oy F (ko, U (—h)) > 0, while the opposite case can be handled similarly.
The fact 0.F (ko, U(—h)) < 0 yields

O F (ko, U(—h))
OeF (Ko, U(—h))

where in the calculation of C (ko) we also used Fj(k,c) = 0 for ¢ < U(—h) and the smoothness of F. Hence
we obtain C(k) = C(k) < U(—h) for k slightly smaller than kq. In the following we shall focus on k > kg
where Cr(k) > U(—h). In this case, apparently Fr(k,Cr(k)) = Fi(k,Cr(k)) # 0 and thus C;(k) # 0.
From the Mean Value Theorem, there exists 6 between 0 and Cr(k) such that

0= Fy(k,C(k)) = Fy(k,Cr(k)) + Cr(k)de, Fi (k,Cr(k) + i6).
The C1® regularity of F and C(k) implies
Fl(kch(k) _ Yl(kch( ))( ( ) CR(k))

OkC (ko) = OC(ko) = — >0,

2

Crlk) = - Doy F1 (K, Cr(k) +0) O Fy (K, Cr(k)) + O(ICs(k)|)
~ Vi(k,Cr(k) (U(0) = Cr(k)* _ Yi(k, cR k) (U(0) = U(=h) + O(|k — ko|))*
8CIF[(/€,CR(/€)) + O(‘C[(k)’o‘) (ko, U(—h) ) + O(‘k‘ — ko’o‘)
The proof of the lemma is complete. O

While the branch ¢t (k) € (U(0), +00) of neutral modes is global in k € R and contained in (U(0), 00)
as addressed in Corollary 4.3.1, in the following we completes the picture of the other branch ¢~ (k) by
combining Lemmas 4.3 — 4.10 and finish the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1(3). Let g4 > 0, kg, and/or k;; be the thresholds given in Lemma 4.6.

Case 1. g > gu. The desired result follows from Lemma 4.6 and Corollary 4.3.1 immediately.

We start the rest of the proof much as in that of Corollary 4.3.1 and Proposition 4.4. Namely, let ky be
given by Lemma 4.2(3) and we only need to focus on ¢~ (k) for |k| < kg. From Lemma 4.2(2), there exists
R > 0 such that F(k,c) # 0 for all k € [~ko — 1, ko + 1] and |c| > R, which also implies ¢t (k) € (U(0), R)
for all |k| < ko +1 and ¢~ (k) € (— R,U(—h)) for all k| € [ko, ko + 1].

Case 2. g = g4. One the one hand, for any ki € (ky, ko], Lemmas 4.2, 4.8, and 4.6 imply that there
exists rg > 0 such that

F(k,c) # 0, Vk € [k1, ko], ¢ € 001 UD,,, where Q; ={ceC||c|<R,c¢ Dy},

where D, is the r-neighborhood of U([—h,0]) (see also (3.108)). Hence for all k € [k, ko], we have
Ind(F(k‘, s Ql) = (F(k;o, ), Ql) = 2, which is equal to the number of roots of F(k,-) in ;. According to
Corollary 4.3.1, ¢ (k) € (U(0), R), V|k| < ko +1, is one of them. Therefore neither cases in Lemma 4.3(3)
can happen to the branch ¢ (k) and the simple root ¢ (k) € ( — oo, U(—h)) can be extended analytically
for all k € [k1,ko]. Therefore ¢~ (k) can be extended to at least (kx,oc0) which along with ¢t (k) are
the only roots of F(k,-) for k € (kg,00). On the other hand, according to Lemma 4.10, there exists a
C branch C(k) of the only roots of F(k,c) for |k — ky|,|c — U(—h)| < 1. Moreover C(k) < U(—h) for
0 < |k — ky| < 1. Therefore ¢~ (k) = C(k) for 0 < k — ky < 1 as ¢ (k) are the only roots of F(k,-) for
k > ky. In particular, ™ (k) is thus extended to |ky —k| < 1 as a CL® function with ¢™ (k) € (=R, U(—h))
for 0 < |ky — k| < 1.

Moreover, on the one hand, ¢~ (k) is the only root of F'(k, -) near U([—h,0]) for k near k4 and it satisfies
¢ (ky) = U(—h). On the other hand, the continuity of ¢~ (k) implies that there exists €1,71 > 0 such that
F(k,c) #0 for any |k — kx| < €1 and dist(c,U([—h,0])) = r1. It implies

Ind(F(k7)7Q2) = Ind(F(k# + 617')792) =1, V|k’ - k#| < ey,
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due to the root ¢t (k), where
Qs ={ceC||c| <R, dist(c,U([—h,0])) > r}.

Therefore, c* (k) are the only root of F(k, ) for k near ky, which are also simple. As ¢~ (k) € (—oo,U(—h))
is away from ¢*(k), Lemma 4.3 implies that the branch ¢~ (k) of simple roots can be extended at least to
(—ky,+00) and remains in ( — oo, U(—h)). As F is even in k, we have ¢*(k) are also the only roots of
F(—k,-) for k € (—o0, k). Therefore the extension ¢ (k) must be even on (—ky, k4) and we obtain the
whole branch ¢~ (k) for k € R.

Case 3a. g < gy and U"” > 0. Following the same arguments as in case 2, we obtain that ¢~ (k) =
cr(k) +icy (k) can be extended to a C1® function on (ki,400) for some ki < k;@, such that c*(k)
and ¢~ (k) are the only roots of F(k,-) for all k& € (ki,4+00) and ¢; (k) > 0 for k € (k‘l,k‘;). Let
(k1, k;) also denote the maximal interval of the analytic extension of ¢~ (k) as a simple root of F(k,-)
inside C \ U([—h,0]). The same above index based argument (in case 1) applied to [k,k;‘;rE — €| for any
k € (max{ki,k,}, k‘;;) and 0 € e < k‘;; — k also implies that ¢* (k) and ¢ (k) are the only roots of F(k,-)
for all k € (max{kl,k‘;ﬁ},k;). According to Lemma 4.2 we have ky > —kg > —oo. For k € (kl,k;),

the semicircle theorem implies that ¢ (k) lies in the closed upper semi-disk with the boundary diameter
U([=h,0]) and thus |¢™ (k) — ¢t (k)] > po where py > 0 is given in Corollary 4.3.1. Moreover, since
F(k,c) #0 for any ¢ € U((—h,0]) (Lemmas 4.1 and 4.8), we obtain from Lemma 4.3

lim ¢ (k) = U(~h) = F(ky, U(~h)) = 0= ks € {ky, —kp, —k5}.

k—ki+
It must hold ky = ki, otherwise ¢ (k) # U(—h), F(k‘;, U(-h)) =0, akF(k:;, U(—h)) > 0, and Lemma
4.10 imply that there exists the fourth root near U(—h) for 0 < k — kj < 1. This contradicts that
F(k,-) has exactly three roots for all k € (max{kl,k;t},k;) and thus ky = ky and ¢ (ky) = U(=h).
For 0 < ky —k < 1, Lemma 4.10 yields the further extension of ¢ (k) back into (—o0,U(—h)). From
a similar argument, we can extend this branch to k = —k, with c_(—k:;;) = U(—h). Finally, the whole
branch ¢~ (k) for k € R is obtained by the evenness ¢~ (—k) = ¢~ (—k).

Case 3b. g < gu and U” < 0. Following the same arguments as in case 2, we obtain that ¢~ (k) =
cp(k) + icy (k) can be extended to a C™* function on [k;,—i—oo) and c_(k;;) = U(—h). However, for
0< k’; —k < 1, Lemma 4.10 implies that there does not exist any roots of F'(k,-) near U(—h) (as Cr < 0
due to U” < 0). The same index argument further yields that c¢*(k) is the only root for k € (k. kj).
From Lemma 4.10, we obtain another branch of roots in (—oco,U(—h)) of F(k,") for k € (—ky, k) which
along with the ¢t (k) are the only roots. The final conclusion again follows from the even symmetry as in
the above cases. 0

Remark 4.3. As in [39] for the gravity wave, the spectral stability in the case U” < 0 can also be
obtained by directly modifying the usual proof of the Rayleigh theorem in the fized boundary case. Namely,
multiplying (3.1) by g, integrating on [—h, 0], using the homogeneous boundary condition as in (2.11b) and
(2.11c), and the semicircle theorem, a contradiction occurs if an unstable mode ¢ exists. Our above proof
provides a complete picture of the eigenvalue distribution, however.

4.3. Singular neutral modes at inflection values. To end this section, we discuss the spectrum near

inflection values of U, which are the only possible singular neutral modes other than U(—h) according to
Lemma 4.1(6).

Proposition 4.11. Assume U € C°, x99 € [~h,0), and U"(x9) = 0, then the following hold for cy =
U(za)-
(1) For any « € (0, %), there exist C' > 0 depending only on U, g, and «, such that, with
k. = Cmax{1, (U(0) — co) "2}, o0 =(U(0) —co)?/(2ks),
for any o € (0,00), there exists a unique ko > ki such that F(ko,co) = 0. Moreover it satisfies
ko — (U(0) — co)?/o] < C(U(0) — co) 2, |0kF (Ko, co) + (U(0) — co)*| < C(U(0) — o) **o™.
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(2) In addition, suppose xog # —h and
F(ko,co) =0, ko > 0, 9xF (ko,co) # 0, U" (wa9) # 0,
then, there exist C >0, § > 0, and a C' function c(k) defined for
0<|k—kol <6, (k—ko)U" (220)0kF (ko,co) >0,
such that c(ko) = co, cr(k) > 0 for the above k # ko, and
F(k,c) =0, |[k—ko| <8 and |c — co| < CS iff ¢ € {c(k),c(k)}.

In the above statement (2), note that F(ko,cp) = 0 and Lemma 4.1(4) imply y_(ko, co,0) # 0 and thus
Y (k, cp) is well-defined which is actually real due to U”(z9p) = 0 and Lemma 3.22. Therefore it makes
sense to talk about the sign of Oy F(ko,cp). Statement (1) also implies that assumptions of statement (2)
may be satisfied at inflection values of U with |k| > 1 if o is small.

Proof. From Lemma 3.9 and Remark 3.4, there exists Cy > 0 such that
ky—(kv ) 33‘2) > (1/2) sinh #_1($2 + h) = y_(k:,c, 0) 75 07 V|k’| > 007 ce (Cv
and thus F(k,c) and Y (k,c) are defined for all |k| > Cy. According to (4.6), Fr(k,co) = 0 for all kK € R
and thus F'(k,cp) € R. Lemmas 3.24 and 3.22 imply, for |k| > Cy and ¢ € U([—h,0)),
Yi(k,e)| < ClU"(a§)[e™ "2 = |Y(k, o) — K] < O
Therefore, for |k| > Cp, it holds
|IkI7 E (k, o) — (U(0) — co)® + okl < Cpa.
Let
k. = max{C,3C(U(0) — o) 2} = C{k,)™t < (U(0) — cp)?/3.

From the Intermediate Value Theorem, for every 0 < o < oy, there exists a root kg € [ks, +00) of F(-,cp)
close to (U(0) — ¢o)?/o.

To estimate O F'(ko, ¢p) and obtain the uniqueness of kg, we analyze 0rY (ko, ¢o) using the same standard
method used in the proof of Lemma 4.5. Let

yO—(k7CO7x2) " 2 u” /
k == "2 = — k =0 —h)=0, y(0) =1, Y(k =14 (0
ik, z2) = T V' (B )y =0, w(=h) =0, 5(0) = 1, ¥ (ko) = y/(0),
where Uli”co € C3([—h,0)). Differentiating the above equation with respect to k yields

"

U—C(]

— 0y + (K2 + =——) Oy = ~2ky, Iy(—h) = Oky(0) = 0, ALY (k, co) = Oy (0),

0

0
= OY (k,c0) = / (Ory'y — Opyy') dao = Qk/ y(22)2dzs.
—h —h

From Lemma 3.9, we can estimate, for any a € (0, 3) and |k| > ki,
O ssinh = (z2 + h)\2 L [0 /sinh T (@g + b))\ 2
— < a—
KX (ko) = 2k /—h< sinh y=1h > dx2‘ = Cn /h< sinh y=1h > drs
= [OkY (k, co) — sgn(k)| < Cp”.
Therefore we obtain
OF (k,co) = (U(0) — c0)?0kY (K, co) — 20k = (U(0) — co)®sgn(k) — 20k + O(|k|™),

which implies

Ok F(ko,co) = —(U(0) — 60)2 + O(ky ) if ko € (ks,00) and F(ko,co) = 0.

The desired estimate on O F'(ko,co) follows immediately, whose always negative sign also implies the
uniqueness of such kg € (kx, 00).

Under the assumption in statement (2) of the proposition, Lemma 4.1(4) implies y_ (ko, co,0) # 0 and
thus F(k,c) is C' in (k,c) near (ko,co) with ¢; > 0. Much as in the proof of Lemma 4.10, statement (2)
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can be proved by applying the Implicit Function Theorem to F(k, c), an extension of F(k,¢) which is C!
in (k,c) in R x C near (ko,cg). The Jacobi matrix of F' is

OcnFr 0., FR>

DCF(kO7CO) = <8 FI 8 FI
CR cr

(0, Fr —0.,F
N 8chFI 8chFR

(ko,co) (ko,co)’

where we also used the Cauchy-Riemann equation. According to Lemma 3.22, Y (k,¢p) € R and
o U (20)y0— (Ko, co, 20)?
U’ (220)?y0-—(ko, co, 0)2

and has the same sign as U"”(x90). Therefore DCF (ko, co) is invertible a1~1d thus there exist § > 0 and a
C* function c(k) = cg(k) + icr(k) defined for all |k — ko| < & such that F(k,c) =0 for (k,c) e Rx C iff

¢ = c(k). Consequently F(k,c) = 0 for (k,c) near (ko,co) iff ¢ € {c(k),c(k)} and c;(k) > 0. Identifying
complex numbers with 2-d column vectors, since

(ko) = —(DeF (ko, o))~ O (ko, co) = —OkF (Ko, co) /0 F (o, co)
implies ¢y (k)(k — ko)OkF (ko, co)U" (x20) > 0 for k near kg, statement (2) follows readily. O

e F1 (Ko, co) = (U(0) — ¢0)*De Y1(ko, c0) = (U(0) — co) £ 0,

Remark 4.4. In part (1) of the proposition, one may also seek ko satisfying F(ko,co) = 0 using the
Intermediate Value Theorem instead. It is easy to see F(k,cp) € R approaches —oo as k — oo. Therefore
such ko exists if supysqF(k,co) > 0 and only if supy~¢ F(k,co) > 0, which may not the case if g and o
are sufficiently large. This is different from the gravity waves (i.e. o = 0), see [39, 14, 15]. It is also worth
pointing out that the smoothness of F' for c; > 0 based on Section 3 made the analysis using the Implicit
Function Theorem in part (2) easier, compared with, e.g. [14].

5. BOUNDARY VALUE PROBLEMS OF THE NON-HOMOGENEOUS RAYLEIGH EQUATION

In this section, using the fundamental solutions y4 (k, ¢, z2) to the homogeneous Rayleigh equation (3.1),
we study the boundary value problem of the non-homogeneous Rayleigh equation

(5.1a) —y"+ (K + UU_”C)y = wéc’_xz), z2 € (—h,0);
(5.1b) y(=h) =C_(c), (U(0) =)’y (0) — (U'(0)(U(0) — ) + g+ ok?)y(0) = ¢4 (c),

where the boundary conditions are from the linearized water wave system (2.11).
Using the two fundamental solutions y4+ to the homogeneous equation with zero boundary values, for
c € C\U([—h,0]) it is standard to compute the solution to (5.1) in the form

6:2) (o) = oy (hocvmn) 4 =Dy (b + yon( o),

F(k,c)

where y,, is the solution to (5.1a) with zero boundary values in (5.1b) given by
y-‘r(ka ¢, .1'2) /x2 (y—d})(ka ¢, x/2) y—(kv ¢, $2) /0 (y+1/1)(k, ¢, x/2) dz’
y+(k7 Cy _h) —h U(xé) —-C y+(k7 Cy _h) T U(‘T/Z) —-C ?
Its derivative in z9 is given by

lbom) [ G tlben) ) | Lbon) [ @ik er)
y+(k77 Gy _h) —h U(l‘é) —-C 2 y+(k77 Gy _h) T U($l2) —C
Here the unique solvability condition of (5.1) is F(k,¢) # 0, where F is defined in (4.1), as the Wronskian
of the fundamental solutions y4, which is a constant in x5, is given by
(5.5) yi(k,e,=h) = (g 4+ ok*)"F(k,¢) = (yrv_ — v/ y-)(k, ¢, xa).

Throughout this section, we consider

(5.3) Ynn(k,c,x2) = drly +

2

(54) y;Lh(k‘)7cv $2) = dxé

2

c=cgp+ic;, cr€Z=U([~h~—po,po]), le1| < po,
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where po € [0, ho]. By choosing pg smaller, we also have that, for some C' > 0 depending only on |U|
and [(U")~"|co,

(5.6) Re (g +ok® +U'(0)(U(0) — ¢)) > (L +k%)/C, VkeR, c€T+i[—po,po)-
This and boundary condition (5.1b) imply

(5.7) [y(0) < Cu(U(0) — ey’ (0)] + I¢+),

which will be used repeatedly to control y(0) in terms of 3/(0).
Throughout this section, we assume that, there exists pg > 0 such that

(5.8)  Fp=inf{(1+ k2)_%6_%‘F(k},C)‘ | cr € Z=U([U(—=h) = po,U(0) + pol), |c1| € [=po, po]} > 0.

In this subsection, mostly we shall not vary k € R, but carefully track the dependence of the estimates
on k, or equivalently p = (1 + /<:2)_%. From Lemma 3.9, it is easy to compute that, for any r; € [1,00],
2 € [1,00), and [cr| < po,
Dl e 0Tl o+ T Wl 1+ W () (O < O,
a5 LS, ey Leg &, Laj cn cn
where x9 € [—h,0] and cg € Z. This inequality will be used repeatedly in the rest of the paper.

Solutions to this system are rather smooth away from ¢ € {U(x2), U(0), U(—h)} and their singular
behaviors near this set could be analyzed rather detailedly following the approach in Section 3, based on
(3.34) and (3.74) and the estimates on B and B. However, for the purpose of this paper, it is sufficient
just to obtain certain bounds of the solutions based on the properties of the homogeneous solutions y.i,
which is carried out in this section.

As a preparation, in Subsection 5.1 we shall first consider (5.1) with zero boundary conditions (1 = 0
in (5.1b). Subsequently in Subsection 5.2, we study the non-homogenous Rayleigh system (5.1) with (4
linear in ¢, particularly focusing on the derivatives of the solutions on ¢ € Z + i[—pg, po]. We sometimes
skip writing parameters k and c explicitly.

5.1. Non-homogeneous Rayleigh system (5.1) with zero boundary conditions (+ = 0. The for-
mulas (5.3) and (5.4) of ynn(k,c,x2) and y/,, (k,c,z2) are actually consistent with (3.34) for xo near x§.
1{ (1) B is a fundamental matrix of (3.1) and hence B can be rewritten in
terms of y+ and I'. A straight forward calculation using (3.30) and (3.34) also yields (5.3). This solution
also satisfy

In fact, (3.34) implies that

Ynh(k, € 22) = ynn(k, ¢, 22) = ynn(—k, ¢, 72),
so we mainly focus on ¢; > 0. Assume ¢(cg + icr, x2) — Yo(cr,x2) as ¢ — 0+. Due to the singularity
of the non-homogeneous term at x5 = 2§ (as defined in (3.20) by U(z§) = cgr) as ¢r — 0+, the limits of
Ynp and y! , involve P.V. of integrals and delta masses

Yo+ (T2)Yo- ($/2)X{xg<x2} + y0—($2)y0+(517/2)><{x'2>x2} A
2

0 /
wiofe) = PV [ vnla} Vo (~)(U(5) — en)

(5.9) .
imio () <y0+(x2)yo_ (iE%)X y o+ 20 ($2)y0+($5)x o ., )
U'(25) Yoi(—h) {U(z2)>cr>U(=h)} Yoi(—h) {U(0)>cr>U(x2)} )>
0 / / / /
’ / yO—l—(‘T?)yO— (x2)X{x’2<:v2} + Yo— (‘T2)y0+(x2)X{m’2>:v2} /
Ynho(x2) = P. V./ Yol dz
oy o) Yo () UT75) —en) :

imipo(x5) <y6+(a:2)yo_(x§) N Yo (z2)yo+(25) >
U/($§) y0+(—h) X{U(xz2)>cr>U(—h)} y0+(—h) X{U(0)>cr>U(x2)} )»
where  is the characteristic function and we skipped the dependence on cg of ¥, yo+, and y,pe. Naturally,
in the above the P. V. is taken only when there are singularities in the integral.
We consider a priori and convergence estimates of y,, as ¢; — 0+ in the following two cases of ¥(c, x2),
motivated by the non-homogenous Rayleigh system (2.11) and its differentiation in c.
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e Case 1: 9/(c,-) € L, r € (1,00). While this case occurs in the linearized capillary gravity wave

(2.11) when some regularity is assumed on the initial vorticity, it is also a crucial part of the analysis when
(2.11) is differentiated in c.

Lemma 5.1. Assume (5.8). For any € > 0%, there exists C > 0 depending only on r, €, Fy, po, |U'|c2
and |(U") ™Y co, such that the following hold.

(1) For any k € R, zo € [—h,0], c; € (0, po], and cr € T it holds
1.
[Ynn (ks ¢, 22)] < Out™r = (uld |1y, + [W]2z,)s

_1_,
(k. 9)| < O~ (1+ | og [U(w2) — ) (| s, + oLz )-

2) Assume (- + icr,-) = (-, -) in LI} Wi as cr — 04+ with r1 € (1,00) and r € (1,00), then
CR 2
() Ynh — Ynno in Lg}?ng for any q1 € [1,71) and y,,;, = Yo 0 Lq1 L% for any ¢ E [1,71) and
q2 S [1700);
(b) at &y = —h and T2 =0, Yui(- +icr, £2) = Ynho(-, T2) and Yy, (- +icr, Z2) = Yhpo(-, &2) in LE,
for any q1 € [1,7m1). Moreover, and for any € > 0, for any k € R, ¢; € [0, 1],

[yhn(es2)| < C(u = (uld |y, + [Wles,) + (1 + |log U (@2) — cl) [ (@2)]).

Even though the above formulas of y,0 involve some subtlety at zo = x§, the regularity of ¥/, in x2
implies that y,x0 is Holder continuous. In fact, the continuity of y,n0 at z2 = x5 can also be seen directly
by using the rather precise local form of yo+ near z§ given in Lemma 3.10. Moreover, while the convergence
is given in the integral norms, one could attempt to obtain more detailed convergence estimates near x§
using the tools given in Lemma 3.4 and Proposition 3.7.

Proof. Since ¢; > 0, no singularity is involved in (5.3) and (5.4), one can compute via integration by parts
"y ¢ 2yt ' Y-y Ty

/_h 7 T (log(U —¢)) daty = ( i log(U — ¢)) (w2) — » ( o ) log(U — c)ddh.

The other 1ntegral can be handled similarly,

0
Y+ Y+
dry = log(U —

| e = (5 s )
Observing that the boundary terms at xo are canceled and we have

__ yilm) [y "log(U — ¢)day — y—(z2) [° ys¢ "Nog(U — ¢)da!
(5.11) ail2) = y+(—h) /—h ( U’ ) log(U )das, v+ (—h) /m( U’ ) log(U )dxy

(
y—(z2) (Y47
+ log(U — ¢))(0).
PRSI
The above two integrals can be estimated similarly and we shall focus on the first one only. Lemma 3.9
implies

T

0 0
—/ (y;ﬁ)/log(U — c)dx),.
2 x9

| (y(_jzp)/log(U — )| =72y U + y—o'U" — y—pU") log(U — ©)|

<C cosh(p™ (zo + h)) (,u|1/)/| +(1+ ,u| log |U — c||) |¢|) (1+ | log |U — CH)
Using the Hélder inequality we obtain

NG

<C(ply’ ]L;2 + ]1/1\%2)‘ cosh(p ™' (2 + h)) (1 + |log U (zh) — cHz)

log (U — c)dh

1. _
<Cu' == (|9[rg, + pld'[1y,) cosh ™ (x2 + R).

2Like the generic upper bound C > 0, the small constant € > 0 in this and the next section may change from line to line.
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From the initial condition (3.53) (in particular y4 (0) = O(u?|c—U(0)|?)) and (5.5), the remaining boundary
term can be estimated as

y—(z2) Y+ o)
T B el =) 0)] £

The desired estimate on y,, follows from (5.8), (5.5), Lemma 3.9, the above inequalities, and the standard
Sobolev inequality

_1 _1
(5.12) ls < COAH oz, + i FlWlir, )

The estimate of y/,, can be obtained much as in the above. Integrating by parts and using (5.5) to handle
the boundary terms at xs, we have

/ T T2 ! T 0 ,
vindaz) = = L [ (L) g — ey~ L [ (Lt — ey

[4(0)|sinh ™" (s + h).

(5.13) y+(—h) U’ y+(—h) v’
' W y_(2) Y v
= (g 108U = ) (w2) + - =5 - log(U — ¢))(0).

The desired estimate on g/, follows from (5.4), (5.12), the above estimate on the integrals, and Lemma
3.9.

To consider the convergence of y,p,, we first note that, for ¢; > 0, the imaginary part of log(U(z2) — ¢)
belongs to (—m,0) and as ¢; — 0+,

(5.14) log(U(z2) — ¢) — log [U(z2) — cgr| + & (sgn(U(zs) — cg) — 1) in LIOLY, Vg € [1,00).

CR—x2?
Using expression (5.11), the estimates thereafter, bounds on yi in Lemmas 3.9, and the convergence of
Y+ to yo+ as ¢; — 0 in Lemma 3.12, it is straight forward to obtain

To 0
nn(a2) = — LI [ (b0t 7 — sty — L [ (000 g 1 —
—h T2

Yot (—h) v’ o+ (—h) v’
imibo(25) <y0+(f€2)yo— (ﬂfé)x 4 Y0 ($2)yo+(f€§)x )
U’(m%) Yor(—h) {U(z2)>cpr>U(-h)} Yot (—h) {U(0)>cr>U(z2)}
0—(22)  Yo+vo
+ log |U — cgr|)(0),
y0+( )( T g | rl)(0)

in LI, LY for any qi € [1,71), where, for ¢cg > U(0), two other terms involving sgn(U — cg) (one from
upper limit term from the second integral and the other from the boundary term in (5.11)) cancelled each
other. Here the loss of the integrability in cg in the convergence is due to the last logarithmic term. Since
(log U —cr|) = P.V. U in the distribution sense, the above limit is equal to y,o after integration by
parts. The convergence of Y., is obtained using (5.13) along with (5.5) in a similar fashion

/ o / 0
ol () — _ Yo (z2) /h (yo—wo)/bgw ~enldi — 50—(352) / (y0+¢0)'log|U ~ eplda
_ x2

Yo+(—h) v’ o0+ (—h) il
— (Yoy (x2)yo— (5)vo(x5) "
+ m( 0+y0i( 0— )sz(a:;) X{U(z2)>cr>U(—h)} — %X{CR>U(@)}
Yo— Z(/z?i)(?JOJr)(xzziﬁé))(xz)X{U(O)>CR>U(m2)}> ((;i? log |U — cpl)(x2) — ZWZOE$23X{CR>U(@)})
Yo—(22)  yostho
i y0+(—h)( i 0g|U = cal)(0)

where again two other terms involving sgn(U — cg) cancelled each other for cg > U(0). Here the conver-
gence in the slightly weaker norm L&, L%, for any ¢; € [1,71) and g2 € [1,00) is due to the logarithmic
singularity both explicitly outside the integrals and in y/. (see also Lemma 3.12). The limit can be
simplified to

Yo (@2) /22 Yoo/ ;Yo (w2) /0 Yo+%0 1 /
AR R log |U — cpldxt, — Z——% log |U — cpldx
y0+(_h) h ( U’ ) g ’ R‘ 2 y0+(—h) 2 ( U’ ) g ’ R‘ 2
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C

To(es) (2o {55) by ) >
U'(z5) Yo+ (—h) {U(z2)>cr>U(=h)} Yor (—h) {U(0)>cr>Ul(x2)}

/_ x2
(Qé(i log |U — cgl)(z2) + 5(:)+((—h)) (yogjﬁo
which is equal to y/,, after an integration by parts.
At the end point xg = —h,0, y,n(Z2) and y),(Z2) have only one integrals and, unlike for general
xy € (—h,0), the terms y(0), ¥/ (0) and y’ (—h) outside the integrals are prescribed in (3.53) without
any singularity. Hence the same above argument yields slightly better estimates and convergence. One
may make the following computations using (5.3) and (5.4),

/ 0 / 0 /
Ynn(0) = v:(0) / y—¥ dah = — ¥:(0) /_h (y_¢)/log(U — c)dzhy + (w3y-9)(0) log(U(0) — ¢),

+

log [U — ¢r|)(0),

ye(=h) J U —c 72 y+(—h) U’ U'(0)y+(—h)
, ! / Y 1 / RTIREN /
Ynn( =) = Yo =~ log(U — ¢)dx
h( ) y+(—h) _nU—c 2 y+(_h) —h( U’ ) ( ) 2
1 Y+ 0
log(U — .
*orem (o e =9)L,
The desired inequalities follow from (3.53) and the above estimates, which completes the proof of the
lemma. e

Assuming ¢ € L2 H!

2, in the following we estimate y,; and y,, as well as their derivatives in x2 in

LER z,» I particular thelr dependence on k, by an energy estimate approach.
Lemma 5.2. Assume (5.8). For any e € (0,1), there exists C > 0 depending only on €, Fy, po, |U’'|c2,
and |(U")7Y co, such that for any c; > 0 and k € R, it holds

2 -2 2 2 u2-
(5.15) ’y;h’LgR,IQ +u ’ynh’LER,IQ < C(W’LER o’ ‘L )

CR,TQ

where the norms are taken for cgp € T and x5 € [—h,0].

Proof. We first assume ¢; > 0 and drop the subscript -,; for notation simplification. Multiplying the
Rayleigh equation (5.1a) by ¢ and integrating in both cp and z9, we have

0 ",,12
// |y/|2—|—k‘2|y|2d$2ch:/y/gjch - // wy v \y! 2~ 7 dxoder
2=

U’ 7—U" 2 _U// 2
/yych o // T ¢y i vl ) (c,22) — (w)((ﬁ,x@)dmda%

U(—gh) U(gpo vy — U//|y|2 . . 4
+ (/ )+/ > (T) (¢, x5)(log(U(0) — ¢) —log(U(—h) — ¢))dcg = ;Aj.

U(-h—tp0) JU(-3R)

The first term A; of boundary contribution can be estimated by Lemma 5.1(2b) and (5.7) with {+ = 0,
as well as (5.6), (5.8) and (5.12),

il <| [ aden| | < 0] [ 100 - el 0P den| < Ol (i1

Concerning the last integral A4, we first split it as

2 o +|¢|LCR12) -
U(%po) — ",,12 clo — 1", .12
A < /U(_lh) (107 = U, ) g 251 + |65 = U"l) e, 0)] ) (1 + 10g [U(0) ~ el der.

The above terms at z9 = 0 can estimated much as A; and we obtain

U(%po) ", .12
/ (65 — U"y2) (e, 0)| (1 + | 10g |U(0) — el ) der
U(—3h)
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U($po)
<C [ GEE R P 00) = el < Cu 15, + W,
T2

C YT C T

We shall estimate all the remaining terms using the Holder norms of 7 and |y|?>. For any H' function
f(x) on an interval, it holds

1 1
5= 5+
(5.16) [flea < CIFI21F120°, ae 03],

which applies to ¥j and |y|?. In the f|;: can be replaced by |f’|.2 if f vanishes somewhere in the interval.
Hence for each fixed ¢ with ¢y > 0 and cg € Z,

1P|, < Clyleg, l9lce, < Clylpz Iy |27

|2+°‘ |2+°‘).

[glce, <C(|¢|L2 ¥

For any « € (0, 5] and k > 0, using y(c, —h) = 0 and the above estimates, we obtain

1 1 1 1 1_q
|Z/|232|y/|232 + |¢|zg2|¢|1§;2|y|z§ |

0
Wiz, ., +k21y\%g L =C / / h|<wg—U”!y\2)<c,->|%\x2—a:gr“—ldxzch

+0/ » vy —U"|y*) (e, -)|%|a:§ + (1 + |log [U(=h) — ¢f|)der
Ep i 2
+C/( sy (7 = U"ly*)(e, )] g 251 (1 + [og [U(0) — cl|)der
+ O (|2 x2+|1/)|Lc L)
T4a - o
<O [l Wb Wt o1y, + 0t oty W WL + g ) e
1—e
+ O~ (uly! !Lc xzﬂw‘Lcm)
1

(|¢|L2 |¢| Hl |y|L2 |y |22 - +|7/)|zz |7/)|L2 H}, |y|L2 |y| ‘|‘|y|1 “ |y/|1+a )
e ew ’Lc xz—Hz/J\LC W)
<sly'lZz,., + (C+3klL ,, + Ol + 5720, ).

By choosing a = €¢/2, we have that, there exists kg > 0 such that for any |k| > ko and ¢; > 0, y(- + icy, )
satisfies (5.15). To obtain the estimates for y,no and y;ho in the limiting case ¢; = 0+, for ¢y > 0, let
y(c,x9) and (¢, z2) be defined by (5.3) and (5.4), which satisfy the desired estimates uniform in ¢; > 0.
For |k| < ko and ¢ > 0, the desired estimates simply follows from the estimates and convergence obtained
in Lemma 5.1.

Finally we consider the case c; = 0. Given ¥(cg,z2) € L? Hm27 let ynp(k, cr +icr, x9) be given by (5.3)
with ¢ = ¢ +icy with 1 > ¢; > 0, which solves (5.1a). From Lemma 5.1, it holds that y(- +icr, ) = Ynno

3
and y'(- +icr, ) = Y0 in LSRL?E2 as ¢; — 0+. Therefore y,no and y/,, are also the weak limit of y and
y' in L? . ascr — 0+ and thus also satisfy (5.15). O

CR,T2
e Case 2:
(517) ¢(Cv $2) = f(C, $2)¢0($2), f( + ’L'C[, ) € LZ;C:?;’ ¢0 € L T > 1 LSS [7« 1 ]7 a>0.

Again we start with rough estimates on y,, and y/,.

Lemma 5.3. Assume (5.8) and (5.17). For any q € [1, 7L, the following hold for x5 € [—h,0] and
cr €.
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(1) There exists C > 0 depending only on v, r1, q, a, Fo, po, |U'|c2, and |(U")7|co, such that for any
k€ R and cr € (0, po], it holds

!y,/m(/ﬁ,’-i-ich‘)’Lg;LgR + Ny (k, - +dcr, - )\L erl < Cpu™°|f(- +ier, )‘L” ce, |-

(2) Assume f(-+icr,-) = fo(+,-) in LiE Cg, as cp — 0+, then

rry

(&) Ynh — Ynno in LgZLCT;T'l and Yy, = Ynpo 0 L3S Le,, where ynpo and y),,, are given by (5.9)
and (5.10) with vy replaced by forbo;

TTl
(b) at o = —h,0, ¥, (k.- +icr,T2) = yhpo(k, - F2) in Ly . Moreover, and for any e € (0,1)
with € < «, for any k € R, ¢ > 0, it holds

Ynn (- + 2‘617‘%2)’L£§% < Cu™|flpz e [Wler,
where C' also depends on € > 0.

Proof. Since the desired estimates are stronger and with weaker assumptions if a € (0,1) is smaller (with
possibly greater C' > 0), without loss of generality, we may assume a < % In the following we shall need
the modification Z§ determined by cr € I:

e min{zqg, x5}, ifcg >U(—-h), _. max{xo, x5}, if cp < U(0),
(518) 5 (cag) = § ML Wer > UM, g (o gy = fraxtezath, ien <UL
—h, if cr <U(—h), 0, if cp > U(0).

For ¢y > 0, we first split ¥, into

Y+ (22) y—f w2 ahU" o y—(x2 y+f YU’
nlen) = O o)) L et o h / R

and

y2($2):y+(x2) / <(y f)( ) (y f)( _)> on d /

y+(—h) U’ U’ U —
—\T / ~C U/ /
+ yy+((_2)) /gc2 <(y;};f)($2) - (y;]_;f)(@_q-)) —go_ c L3,

where we skipped all the dependence on ¢ and k. Clearly y,., = y1 + yo.
To estimate y;, we can rewrite its integral part as

x9o ! - U ~
TZJQUd:E,zz/XU[hz(wOO )dT_—<( 1
R

,U—c T —CRr — icI T+iC[) *¢_($2"))(CR)'

where B B
Y (22, T) = Xv([-h xg})(wo cU™MN(1), ¥i(22,7) = Xv(laa,0) (Y0 0 UH)(7).
The operator of convolution by —= 61 is bounded on L" uniformly in ¢; > 0 and converges to 7(H + i)

strongly in L™ as ¢; — 04, where H is the Hilbert transform and [ is the identity. The other integral can
be treated similarly and we obtain from (5.8) and Lemma 3.9

Y+ (z2)y— (25 )
|1 o T SC(‘ y+(—h)2 L, 4y +‘y Zi(?J+hm2+ ‘LOO, )‘f‘LZ}?Lg%W}O’LT SCN’f’LZ}?Lg%’wOILT‘
z37CR

Moreover, since xy — )+ (z2,-) are two uniformly continuous mapping from [—h,0] to L"(R) and the
7'+1icI)* is bounded on Li,(R) uniformly in ¢; > 0, we have that (T-l—licI) * 1 (z2,-)
are two families (with parameter cr) of equicontinuous functions (of x2) from [~h,0] to L{ .. As c; — 0+,

above convolution (

they converge pointwisely (in o) to m(H 4 il )i+ (z2,-) € L¢,, which are also uniformly continuous in z.
The equicontinuity and the compactness of [—h, 0] imply that the convergence is uniform in x5. Therefore,
along with the L .. convergence of yi as ¢; — 0+ (Lemma 3.12), we obtain that, as ¢; — 0+,

cr, @5 ) (H + i)y (22,-)) (cr)

CR,T2
Yo+ (CRr, 72) (ZJO—fO)(
y0+(CR7 _h) U’

y1(cr +icr,xa) —m



WATER WAVES LINEARIZED AT SHEAR FLOWS 71

TT]

+ ”5;:((;3::?2)) (”}}f OV (s @5, ) (H + iD)ds (2, ) (cp)  in LELI.

The other part y» can be estimated by the Holder continuity of f and y+ in z9 as

2 \U -U(zs_)|*
m(ea)] <0 (|2 wfm[hm/‘L—f¥QM%ng
Y+ h \U |

0 ~c «
Y- ’U_U(m2+)‘ 1 g0
+ Y+ Fles, (@20 / " tho|U’"dx
‘ ‘ 20D T — 2)

—a ’T_ R
CM’M%Ayw@ (xurnop(lol o U™)) (r)dr,
where we also used
-« Lz
[y—Flee, ha) < Cly-les, (nwaplfleg, < Cple @20 flc .
2 2
[l

[T+icy|
with norm uniformly bounded in ¢; > 0, the weak Young’s inequality yield

1
and a similar estimate for [y f|ce (z,,0)) due to Lemma 3.9. Since is a weak-L 1=« function of 7

9 1 r 1 r

\ygng%L% < Cﬂl_a‘f‘LZ}?C%’l/}O’L"y where + =L 41 o<1 41

To obtain the convergence of y2 as ¢y — 0, using the LgY . convergence of y. and the Lg? qu and L2 LgR,

Vg € (1,00), convergence of 3, (Lemma 3.12), one may easily reduce the problem to the convergence of

x| vor(z2) [ yo—foy, , Yo for . 1 1 o
A——yo_:_(_h) /—h <( U’ )(332)_( U’ )($2—)>(U_ —U_CR)¢0de2

C

T2
L3S Ley,

—« T — crl|® a— -
<Ot folueg, [ 175 = 17 = et (xwonan ol U ) ()i

|

2
‘R

and that of a similar term of the other integral. It is easy to see via a rescaling that, for s € [1, ﬁ),

«
=ler* h (I, I

-l
|7+ i

1_
eI 1""J‘|'7|Ls, where ~(7) =

|,7_|a _ |T|a—1‘

|7 + icq| Ls

1
while with the weak-LT== norm equal to || 1 . Hence
w—LT—«a

7]

[ = e
’T—FZC]‘

x| 1 — 0, as cy — 0,

Lre

for any ¢ € L™ with # > r. Through a standard density argument and using the above uniform bound on

the Weak—Lﬁ norm of the convolution kernel, this convergence also holds for any ¢ € L". Therefore, we
obtain A — 0 and thus

y2(cr + icr, x2) y Sovler,22) /9: ((yo;fo)(cR’x,z) - (M)(CR@%_)> Uon’ day

Yo+(cr, —h) U’ U’ —cR
Yo— (R, x2) /0 Yo+ Jo / Yo+ /) e U’
Yo \R, T2) - LY
T orten ) L, (( ) er ) = (5 )(CR’szr))U—cR 2

The above estimates of y; and ys together yield the desired estimates of y,; and its convergence
as ¢y — 0. The analysis on y/, also follows from the above estimates with minor modifications, mostly
replacing some |y4 | L, . by |/, | Lgy Ly, OF [yt L L, outside the integrals, needed to control its logarithmic
singularity caused by y/.. We omit the details.

Finally, as in Lemma 5.1, stronger estimates and convergence can be obtained at z9 = —h,0 due to

prescribed boundary values (3.53). In fact,

/ . yﬁi—(o) 0 y—fio ,
nn0) Yy (—h) /—h U-c 2
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/ 0 / ! 0
_ y+(0) (y_f)(fg_) U dx/2+ y+(0) / <(y—f)(x/) (y f)( _)) Yo da!

oy (=h) N U LW U—c Y+ (—h) U’ v’ U—c?
implies
U(0) n
/ T < T 0

T g

(- T = '~

—1_—uh
+p e ‘y_’LfRC;Z‘f‘LZ}%%

i)
LCR€T

From the same procedure as in estimating y; and yo in the above, we obtain the desired estimate. Its
convergence follows much as that of y,;,. The same argument applies to v, (¢, —h) and the proof of the
lemma is complete. O

The following is an estimate y,n0 and ¥/, in L? and their dependence on k.

CR,T2
Lemma 5.4. In addition to (5.8) and (5.17), assume & > + + % For any € € (0,1), there exists C > 0
depending only on €, v, 11, Fy, po, |U'|c2, and |(U')"Y|co, such that for any k € R and c¢; > 0, it holds
2 -2 2 l—¢| |2 2
Wnnlzz, ., F 1 ymnlzy < Cri Il cq [0lLr
where the norms are taken for cr € T and x2 € [—h,0].

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 5.2, we first consider for ¢; > 0 and drop the subscript -5 for notation
simplification. Multiplying the Rayleigh equation (5.1a) by ¢ and integrating in both cg and x9, we have

0 0 = TT!M|,,|2
// ' |> + K*|y|*dzader =/ dezdw +/y/ydCR
zJ-h —h U-c T

x2=0

0 U/ = y 0 U’ ’
:/ 1/}0 ((J;]y/)(c, T9) — (];{)(c $2))d$2d03+/ ({Jy/)(c z§) » Ui/}OCd:EQch

"\,,|2
// v ]y\ dxgch+/y'ych
T

The term I4 can be estimated much as in the proof of Lemma 5.2 using Lemmas 3.9 and 5.3(2b)

11 < €| [ 1) = el (0P den] < Cr~I 11 o 10
Choose a7 and r9 such that

0<a1§max{§,a,%—l—%}, %zl—l—al—l—le(l 1],

r r1 27

é[1+]2+]3+[4.

To=

which is possible due to our assumption on «, r, and 1. The integral I; can be controlled by the Holder
continuity of f and y in x9, the weak Young’s inequality, and the (5.16) type interpolation inequality as

ni<C [ [ (rltrmtenegs )i = eal™ M awinayboo U~)(r)ldrden

<C|fy| _ ol < CIflpm cerlyl e cor[volr
I +a1 rcal R 2 R 2
°R
2+Ocl 2+051 2 —Qq
<Clflpmcer|[IV172 Iy Ing w2 ol S Ol cenly'lZ: . [l7r s 1 Vol
1_
where 73 < 2 is determined by 2 +a1 + 27,—30{1 = % Therefore we obtain

Ll < 3y rLz Rl ) Ok OO R il

The estimate of I is much as in the proof of Lemma 5.3 based on the boundedness of the convolution
operator on L"

|L2| <CRLr|(f9)(er, 29)| = < ClYlLr !f!Loo\y!Lz ly' \Lz LT

°R °R
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1 1
1 et
SCW‘LT’JC’L%L% ’?J‘ngz? ly ’iﬁwz’
where 74 = % < r;. Hence
o] < %(’ylﬁng + k‘2’y\2LgW2) + Ck_llf’i:;}?c;él ¥[7.

Finally I3 can be estimated exactly as in the proof of Lemma 5.2 (and also applying Lemma 5.3(2b)) and
we have

1,712 2 4— 2 2
sl < 3lylze +C(|@/|L3R}x2 + p €|f|Lz}%c%2|¢0|LT)'

Therefore, there exists ko > 0 such that y and y’ satisfy the desired estimates for |k| > ko and ¢; > 0. For
those k| < ko, the |y|2,  term in the upper bound of I3 can be controlled by Lemma 5.3 directly and
CR>T2

thus the desired estimates are also satisfied by y and 3’. The estimate in the limiting case of ¢; = 0+ can
be obtained through the same weak convergence argument as in the proof of Lemma 5.2. O

Remark 5.1. In some sense the Lsz assumption on ¢ and v’ in the Lemma 5.2 is the (unreachable)

borderline case of Lemma 5.4. In fact, Y(cr,x2) can be written as ¥ - 1, where the former belongs to
1

LER 2, with ry = 2. Asr < oo and % + % = % are assumed in (5.17) and Lemma 5.4, it does not apply
in this case.

5.2. Differentiation in c of solutions to non-homogeneous Rayleigh system. Based on the analysis
of the non-homogeneous Rayleigh equation (5.1) with zero boundary conditions, in this subsection we shall
mainly consider (2.11c) type non-zero boundary conditions, in particular the estimates of the derivative
of solutions yp(k, ¢, z2) given in (5.2) with respect to c.

Through straight forward calculations and applying Lemma 3.9, we obtain

Lemma 5.5. Assume (5.8) and ¢ € Z+i[—po, po]. For any 1 < ry < ry < 0o, there exists C' > 0 depending
only on r1, ra, Fy, po, |U'|c2, and (U |co, such that for any |cr| < po, the unique solution yg(k,c,x2)
to (5.1) satisfies

ysliz, ,, < Cllynnliz, ,, + 131G+, +n2l¢- iz ).
2 FHeleli, + a7l ),

\y%(—h)\Lz}% < C(’y;h(_h)’LZ}? + N_l‘C—‘LZ}% + ‘C—’L% + Ne_uilh’CJr’LZ}%)’

|le(0)|L2}2 < O(|y;h(0)|L£}2 + M|C+|LZ}2 + /L2|<+|LZ% + N_le_u71h|C—|LZ}2))a

where the norm is taken on cg € T and x4 € [—h,0].

B2 < C |yl 2

We shall also consider the limit
(5.19) YBO = YBle;—0+ = 1im yp = bo—yo— + bo+yo+ + Ynho,
C]—)O‘l’

which exists for appropriate ¥(c, z2) and satisfies the same estimates as yp (see Subsection 5.1).
In the rest of the subsection, we shall focus on the special case motivated by (2.11):

(5.20) ¥ =1o(z2), (-(c) =&, (i)=& + (U(0) — )&z,
where g, £_, &1, and & are all independent of ¢. Our goal is to obtain the estimates of the derivatives of
the solution yp(k,c, z2) to (5.1) in cg.

Proposition 5.6. Assume U € C, Iy >3, (5.8), and (5.20). For any e € (0,1), 7 € (1,00), there exists
C > 0 depending on €, v, Fy, po, |U'|cio-1, and [(U') 7t co such that the solution yg(k,c,z2) to (5.1)
satisfies that for any |cr| < po and k € R,

lyBl L2

3 1 5, _1_¢ _
2 ot oyl 42 lyp0)z, +uzlys(0)lo:, < Cuz (u' " ol: + €1 + €| + p2I€-1);
if lo > 4, then

3 1
\&:RyB\L?R + 1l Oeryp + ﬁxé)y% L2, ., T 1 |(Der ¥ + myg)(o)’LER + p2 ’acRyB(O)\LgR

CR,T2
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3 —1—e —€ _
<Cpz (W™ ol 2 + u= (Wbl L2 + 1] + [ + n721E]);
and, if lp > 5, then
l —1—€ —€ —€ —
5l < O (0" Wol e + p~ ol 2 + 1" =Nz + [61] + [&2] + nIE-1),
where
g+ ok?

" M
Flho) (yB(=h)y+ yB(O)Z/—)>,
and all the norms are taken on (cr,x2) € Z x [—h,0]. Moreover, as c; — 0+, the following hold.
(1) Assume 1o € L* and U € C3, then for any r € [1,2), yp — ypo in Lo L2_, Yz = o in LELY,
and y/y(0) > ylgy(0) in L2,
(2) Assume 1/10 € H' and U € C4 then for any r € [1,2) and q € [1,00), OcpyB — Ocpypo i LS LY,

1
~ 92 "
YyB = 8cRyB + U/(Il;‘g)z ( - ZJB +

T2 "CR’
acyB+ U’( )yB — 3cy30+ U/(x )yBO in szLcR; and (acyB+ U/(lmg) Yr )(0) (acyBo"‘ Uf(wg)yBo)(O)
in L,
(3) flssume Yo € H? and U € C°, then for any r € [1,2), §p also converges in L2 L7  to its limit
YBo-

Since yp is holomorphic in ¢ ¢ U([—h,0]), O.yp = O:,yp. From the Rayleigh equation, singularity at
the level of delta mass appears in y% along U(z2) = cg, 2 € [—h,0], as ¢ — 0+. Therefore 9?yp and
Ocy also display such singularities which are singled out in the above estimates. The y; involved in the
singular terms will be substituted by using the Rayleigh equation (5.1a) whenever necessary.

Proof. The L2, estimates on yp and yf, as well as the L[ estimate of yj3(0) with 7 € (1,00), follow
readily from (5.8), (5.20), Lemmas 3.9, 5.4, 5.3 (with » = 2, 1 = 0o, and fy = 1), and 5.5. The estimate of
yp(0) is simply obtained from those of yp and y5. Moreover, for the rest of the proof of the proposition we
shall also need the following inequality for r € (1,00) which is also derived form Lemma 5.3 and Lemma
5.5 and uniform in ¢; € [0, po]

W50z, < Cluolor + p(l€a] + 1€l) +p e ME)),
Ws(—h)leg, < ™ Wolor + pe™ " (l&r] + 1&l) + € ])-

The convergence of yp, Yy, and y(0) follow directly from the continuity of F (Lemma 4.1) and the
convergence of y+ and 3/, (Lemma 3.12) and y,;, (Lemma 5.3). Moreover, we also have the convergence
of yz(—h) in L2

In the following differentiations in cg are all carried out for ¢; > 0. The convergence analysis based on
the convergence results of y1 and those of y,;, in Subsection 5.1 ensure that the estimates hold also for
¢y = 0+. Directly differentiating the Rayleigh equation (5.1a) in cg directly would cause worse singularity
in the equation. Instead we first consider

(5.21)

(5.22) De=U'(25)0cp + Onyy Oy =U'(25) ' (De = Ony),  [Dey Oy] =0,
where x§ is defined by U(x§) = cg as in (3.6). It satisfies

1 _ _ Ulw2)-U'(xg) 2 _ 20" (x2)-U'(2§))?  U"(w2)-U"(x5)
(523) DC(U(ZBQ)—C) - (U(xz)—c)22 , De (U(xg) c) - (U(acz)—c)32 o (U(xz)—c)22 )

where the singularity remains at the same level.
e Estimating 0.,yp. Applying D, to (5.1a) and simplifying, we obtain

(5.24a) —(Deys)"+ (K + UU—/,c)DcyB _ Yo(x2) £ file SEUz)%oC(SEz) + (e, $2);
where UU" — U (S 1 U — U (2
v = (FEZTZE) gy p= - () = L2 00),

and boundary conditions

(5.24b) Deyp(—h) = Ci- = yp(—h);



WATER WAVES LINEARIZED AT SHEAR FLOWS 75

(5.21c) (U(0) — ¢)*(Deys)'(0) — (U (O)(U(0) — ¢) + g + 0k*) Dey(0) = G1-(c)
where
Cie = = &U'(@5) — (U(0) = ¢)tho(0) + ((2U"(25) — U'(0))(U(0) — ) — g — ok?)yj3(0)
+ (K*(U(0) = ¢)* + U"(0)(U(0) — ¢) = U'(25)U"(0)) y5(0)-
Let 91(c,x2) and ga(c, 22) be the solution to the non-homogeneous Rayleigh equation (5.1a), but with

zero boundary values in (5.1b), with ¢(c, z2) replaced by v and ¢ + f11)o, respectively. Both are given
by the formula (5.3). Using the estimates of yp derived in the above and apply Lemmas 5.2, we have

~ ~ _e 5_¢ —
nlez, .+ ez, < Cullyslez, ,, + 0 "Tlyplez, |, ) < Cp2=(ul&] + plél + [Yolrz + n7'E-])

CR>T2 CR>T2

Moreover, from Lemma 5.1(2b) and (5.1b), (5.7), and (5.20), one can compute
. C1(14e
17, 0) <Cu™ 2N (|yplrz, + plyslez) + Cr® (14 [log|U(0) = el ) (1G] + U (0) = Iy (e, 0)]),

where yp(0) was substituted by using (5.1b). It along with the above estimates on yp implies
- _1
3O)z, <Cu 2" yslrz |, +nlyplez )+ Cr*(&] + 1€l + lyp 02z, )
<Cp = (ulér] + pléal + [l 2 + 7t E-]).

The estimate at = —h based on Lemma 5.1(2b) is similar

. C1(l4e
[ (e, =m)| < Cu= 2% (lyplz, + nlysliz,) + C (1 + [ log [U(=h) — c|])I¢-],

which yields

. C1l(14e

5=z, <Cp72Y N (yslez |+ wlyslez, ) +ClE|

<Cp'~(plér] + pléal + [vol L2 +ut[E-1)-
From the convergence of yp and Lemma 5.1, as ¢; — 0+, we have the convergence of y; in Li L77, ¥) in
L} Li,, and 9;(0) in L[, for any r € [1,2) and q € [1,00).
Due to the smoothness of f;, we apply Lemmas 5.4 and 5.3 instead to estimate ¢o

~ ~ 3_ ~ ~ —
lGalzz, ,, +pliolrz . < Cp2™WWolmr,  |Ga(=h)lzz, +152(0)r2, < Cp” ol

Again from Lemma 5.3, as ¢; — 04, we have the convergence of g5 in LgZLgR, Yo in Lo Le ., for any
r € [1,2), and g5(0) in L2 .
Finally, from (5.21) and (5.7), we have, for any r € (1, 00),

(Cioleg, < C(n“Wolor + pe ™ (€] + 1€l + n7 Y€1),

il < Cum (6] + 1€l + pltbo(0)] + p7" (ol e + p~2e ™ Mle]),
where again we substituted yz(0) by (5.1b) and (5.7). Moreover, from the convergence of yp and yj, we
have the convergence of (14 in LER.
As 71 + 92 plays the role of "y,;" in the representation of D.yp as given in Lemma 5.5, the above
estimates imply

3 3 _1 1_ 3_
(5:25)  |Deyslrz . +#lDeypliz . < C(n2l&]+ p2l€l + pm2 6| + p2 " Ivol 2 + p2 (¢l 2),

2
CR,T2

on Ocpyp and 0.,y follow from that of yj5, (5.22), and the above inequality. We also obtain the LgR
estimate of D.yp(0) from (5.25) which in turn yields the L2, bound on 9.,y5(0). The convergence of
OcpyB is a direct consequence of those of ¢, 72, (14, and the representation formula given in Lemma 5.5.
Moreover, we also have the convergence of D.yz|z,=0,—n in Lf., for any r € [1,2).

To complete the estimates on 0.,yp and also for the next step, we also need the following inequalities
which are also derived from the above estimates and Lemma 5.5

|Deyyp(=h)lrz, <C (1™ [thol 2 + ol + [Wolrz + 1~ (&l + [€2]) + Cr2l¢-|

where the 1)(0) term was bounded by the other norms of 1y via interpolation. The desired L estimates
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—e(,2 —1 / —2
<Cp~ (p2(|&] + (&) + ™ ol L2 + 190l L2) + Cu?[¢-],

|Dcy§8(0)|LER <C(p Mbolpz + |volr + plo(0)] + [Wh] 2 + €] + |€2])

<C(&1| + l2] + n™ b0l L2 + p Nl L2 + pelE- 1),
where the terms involving [¢9(0)| and |1g|zr, 7 > 2, are bounded by other norms of .
e Estimating 802Ry3. In order to analyze afRyB, we still first apply D, to (5.24). Due to the commu-
tativity (5.22) between D, and 0,,, the Rayleigh equation (5.1a) and (5.20) imply

U” "o U(4) - QU”/DC 1
—(D2yp)" + (K + +——)D2yp =—2 %B_ - Y8 1 9D, (+——) (¢ — De(U"yg))

U-—-c U-c
1
D2 - T )
+ C(U—c)(% U"yp)

We can write

u” Vo (22) + fale, wa)o(2) + 2f1(c, 22)1h0 (w2) + h2(e, 2)
2 — D2 " 2 [ D2 — 70 ’ ’ 0 )
(5.26a) (Dzyp)” + (K + 57— ) Dcys T ;
where f; was defined in (5.24) and
1
fo=(U =)D (=), t2=—QU"+U"f1)Deyp — (U +U" fr + U" fo)ys.

From (5.23) and the assumption U € C*, it holds f; and f3 are C! in x5 and cp with bounds uniform in
ler] < po. At x9 = —h, one can compute using (3.79),

(DZyp)(—h) = (U'(25)*02, yp + U"(25)0c,yp + U'(25)0cryp + (Deys)') |

xro=—h"
From (5.20) and (5.1a), we can write
G260 (D2m)e—h) = o) = (ADeym) — ) (1) = ADeym) (1) + A

At 29 = 0, we write
(5.26¢) (U(0) ~ &)(D2y5) (0) — (U (O)U(0) ~ &) + g+ ok) D2ys(0) = Cox (o).
One may compute (24 using (5.22) and (5.24c)
Coy =U"(25) (0epCit + 2(U(0) = ¢)(Deyn)'(0) — U'(0) Deyr(0))
+(U(0) = &) (Deys)"(0) = (U (O)(U(0) = ¢) +g + ok?) (Dey ) (0).
On the one hand, the U’(2§)0.,(1+ turns out to involve some of the most singular terms in (o,
U'(25)0cpC1ee = — &U" (25) + U’ (25)¢0(0) + (20" (23)(U(0) — ¢) — U'(25)(2U" (25) — U'(0)))y(0)

+U'(25) (20 (25) = U'(0)(U(0) =€) — g — 0k?)8c,y3(0)

+U'(25) (K*(U(0) = ¢)* + U"(0)(U(0) — ¢) = U'(25)U"(0)) 0y (0)

+ (U’ (25)(2k%(c = U(0)) = U"(0)) — U" (25)U"(0)) y(0).

We shall use (5.22) to replace O.,yp and O.,yp by Deyp and (D.yg)’, the latter of which would produce
y'5(0). All those y%;(0) multiplied by U(0) — ¢ can be substituted by (5.1a), but we keep other y5(0) terms
in the expression. On the other hand, we use (5.24a) to substitute (D.yz)”(0) in (24, which turns out to
be rather regular due to the multiplier (U(0) — ¢)?. Finally, we can write

ot = — &U"(25) + f3(c)¥0(0) + fa(c)¥5(0) + f5(k, c)yn(0) + fo(k, )y (0) + f7(k, ) Deyp(0)
+ fs(k, ¢)(Dey)'(0) + (g + ok?)y(0),
where the functions f;(k,c,x2), j =3,...,8, are
f3=(c=U(0))f1 +3U'(25) = U'(0), fa=c—U(0),
f5 = K*((4U'(25) = U'(0))(c = U(0))) + U (0)(U(0) — ¢) — 2U"(0)U" (x5) — U’ (0)U" (x5),
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fo = =k*(U(0) = ¢)* + (2U"(a5) = U"(0))(U(0) — ¢) — 2U" (5) (U’ (25) — U'(0)),
fr=2(k*(U(0) = ) + U"(0)(U(0) — c) = U'(z5)U"(0)),
fs =2((2U"(25) = U"(0)(U(0) — ) — g — ok?),

and are at least C! in cp and z5.
The terms y%4(—h) in (o— and y%4(0) in (o4 generate the most singular part of D?yp which, based on
Lemma 5.5, takes the form

yp(=h) (9 + ok*)yp(0) _g+ok?
yf(_h)er(x ) F(k’C)B y—(x2) = Fk, o) (

(
) —

ys(z2) = — —yp(—h)ys (z2) + y50)y—(z2)).

j=DZyp —ys.
Clearly, it satisfies the same non-homogeneous Rayleigh equation (5.26a) and boundary conditions

(5.27) 4(c,—h) = 52— (c) 2 2(DcyB)/(C’ —h)

2. . _
(5.28) (U0) —¢) 7' (0) = (U'(0)(U(0) — ¢) + g + ok*)§(0) = (a4 (c) £ oy — (g + ak*)y5(0).
Let g3 and g4 be the solutions to (5.26a) with zero boundary values in (5.1b) and non-homogeneous terms
() ¥h + farho + 2f1¢%
U—-c U-c ’
respectively. Using the above estimates of yp and D.yp and applying Lemma 5.2, we obtain

9312 +N’?§§\L3R7x2 SCM(’yB’LgR,xz +|Deyslez +M1_E\y§3!L3R’x2 + 1 |(DeyB) Iz, xz)

5
<COpz™ (|&1] + |&| + 1 bolpz + [olre + p2E-]).

As ¢y — 04, the convergence of yp and D.yp implies that of s in LZRWmléT for any r € [1,2). From
Lemma 5.1(2a), we obtain the convergence of 73 in Ly Lg5.
Again we apply Lemma 5.4 to estimate g4
- 3_,
|Jalr2  + N‘yﬁlngR,IQ < Cp2 (|0l 2 + [¥0lr2 + |40 12).-

CR*2

CR,T2

As ¢y — 0+, Lemma 5.4(2a) implies that g4 converges in L3LZ .
The boundary values of ¢ satisfy

[Co-lrz, < Cpe (WP (1&al + [€2]) + 1™ ol 2 + [p]12) + Cr2le- |,

!§2+\L3R <O(|&] + [%0(0)] + |45 (0)] +M_2(!yB\LgR +Deyslrz + lypliz, +1(Deys)'liz, ) | es—o)
<C(Jo(0)] + p2 (1] + [l + ™ bolr2 + ™ [Whlr2 + w16-1)),

where we also used the boundary conditions of yp and D.yp to express them in terms of yj; and D.ys
at g = 0. As ¢y — 0+, the convergence of yp and D.yp at xg = 0, —h implies that of {1 in Ly for any
re[l,2).
As 73 + g4 plays the role of "y,p'
estimates and Lemma 5.5 imply
Glee . +uldlz . < C(u2le] + p2l&l +u 2wl g2 + p2 |2 + =~ L2),

CR>T2 CR:T2

" in the representation of D2yp as given in Lemma 5.5, the above

where the {(0) term was bounded by the other norms of v via interpolation. Finally, using (5.22) one
can compute

(5.29) 0z, = U'(25) (D} — 205, D + 03,) — (U'(25)) *U" (25)(De — 0.
This relationship and the definition of §p and ¢ yield

02+ s~ v+ e -~ 00
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1 . , U”(JEC) ,
:W (y —2(Deyp) — U’($§2) (Deys — Z/B))-

Therefore the desired estimate on g follows from those of ¢, yp, and D.yg. The convergence of yp is
also obtained much as that of D.ypg. O

6. SOLUTIONS TO THE EULER EQUATION LINEARIZED AT SHEAR FLOWS

In this section, we finally return to the linearized flow of the capillary gravity water waves at the shear
flow U(x2) in both the horizontally L-periodic (in 1) case and the ;1 € R case. Under the assumption
(4.9) of the absence of singular modes for all k, we shall show that a.) inviscid damping occurs to a large
component (remotely related to the rotational part) of the solutions and b.) what is left in the solutions
are superpositions of non-singular modes (smooth eigenfunctions). The latter is a linear dispersive flow
which is asymptotic to the linear irrotational flow for high spatial wave numbers k.

6.1. Estimating each Fourier mode of the linear solutions. Based on (2.11) and the formula of
the inverse Laplace transform, we first derive some integral representation formulas of the linear solution
(0(t, k,x2),7(t, k,z2)) of (2.6) for a fixed wave number k # 0 satisfying (5.8). This procedure is essentially
obtaining the linear solution group from contour integrals of the resolvents of the linear operator defined
by the linearized water wave problem at the shear flow. Subsequently estimates of solutions are obtained
using these formulas. Due to the conjugacy relation 0(t, —k,z2) = 0(t,k, z2) and 7(t,—k) = 7(t, k), we
shall mostly work on estimates for k£ > 0 in this subsection, unless otherwise specified.
Recall F defined in (4.1). Denote the set of non-singular modes

(6.1) R(k) = {c ¢ U([=h,0]) | F(k,c) = 0}

Throughout this subsection, we fix k # 0 and assume (5.8). We shall also use (5.6), possibly after choosing
smaller pg. The continuity of F and (5.8) imply that R(k) is a finite set, which consists of only simple
roots ¢ (k) for large k due to Lemma 4.2(3). We shall work on the following type of neighborhoods of
U([-h,0])) cC

(6.2) Dy ry = [=11 +U(=h),U(0) + r1] +i[—ra,r2] C R(K), 71,72 € (0, po),

where pg is given in (5.8).

Recall the Laplace transform Vi (k, ¢, x2) of 02(t, k, z2), defined by (2.9) and (2.10), is the solution of the
boundary value problem (2.11) of the Rayleigh equation, or equivalently, the solution to (5.1) and (5.20)
with

(6.3) ¥ = —do(k,z2) = —ik ™' (k* — 02,)020, &~ =0, & = (g9+ ok?)io(k), & = —ik™'ih(k,0),

and wo(k, z2), Mo(k) and 099 (k, x2) are the Fourier transforms with respect to x; of the initial values wq(x),
no(z1) and vop(z). The solution Va(k, ¢, z2) to (2.11) is still given by Lemma 5.5 along with (5.20) and
(6.3). More explicitly, if F(k,c) # 0, then

(g + k)i (k) — £ (U(0) — )iy (k. 0)
F(k,c)

where yy are solutions to the homogeneous Rayleigh equation (3.24) satisfying initial conditions (3.53)
and y,;, the solution to (5.1) given by (5.3) with (+ = 0 and ¥ = wo(k, z2). The Laplace transform 7j(k, ¢)
of (¢, k) can be computed by using (2.12) and the boundary condition (5.1b) along with (5.20), (6.3), and
(5.6)

(6.4) Vo(k,c,x9) = y—(k,c,z2) + ynn(k, c, z2),

N Va(k,c,0) +io(k)  Vi(k,c,0)(U(0) — c) + U'(0)iio (k) + £ (k,0)

(6.5) ik, c) =— = : :
ik(U(0) —¢) zk‘(U’(O)(U(O) —c)+g+ 0k2)

We shall also need the following quantities

b(t, k, ., w2) = —(ik) Res (Voe ) ),

bs(t, k,c.) = —(ik)Res (e "= ¢,) = —Res(Va(k, ¢, 0)e (et [(U(0) — ¢), c..)

k0.

(6.6)
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where Res(f(z),z«) is the residue of a meromorphic function f(z) at z.. Apparently b = bg = 0 unless
F(k,c.) = 0, or equivalently ¢, € R(k). The following lemma is obtained from applying the inverse
Laplace transform.

Lemma 6.1. Assume U € C3 and k > 0 satisfies (5.8), then for any r1,72 € (0, po), we have

k . .
bo(t, kyy) = 05 + 08 2 5 e NV (ke mp)de+ Y e b(t, k, ., 32),
TS ODry g )
k . .
it k) =7+ 7P & —— e ik, c)de+ > e Mbg(k, c.).
27'(' oD,
12 c+€R(k)

From Lemma 4.2, ¢, € R(k) implies y_(k,c,0) # 0 and thus F'(k,c) is well-defined for ¢ near c,. In
part (2), similar types of formula and estimates of bg can be obtained from those of b and (6.6). In the
subsequent analysis, the limits of the above contour integrals as D, ,, shrinks to U([—h, 0]) will be taken
and estimated whenever needed.

Proof. From the definition (2.9) and the inverse Laplace transform formula (2.15), we have

k +oo+1y ]
Uo(t, k,x2) = —27T/ ‘ e~ F Ny (k, ¢, o) de,
—oo+1y

where 4 > 0 is chosen such that the above integrand is analytic for ¢; > 7. Apparently V5 is analytic
in ¢ ¢ (U([—h,0]) U{F = 0}). In order to analyze V5 for |c| > 1, we first consider y; and then y, for
lc| > 1. From Lemma 3.3 and initial conditions (3.53), it holds that

0 < liminf [y (k, ¢, 20)| /(1 + [e]?) < limsup |y (k, ¢, 22)[/(1 + |¢[?) < oo
Cc|—00

|cl le|]—o0
Along with (6.3) and Lemma 3.9 which yields the boundedness of y_ for |¢| > 1, it implies

lim sup [¢|[ynn (K, ¢, z2)| < oo.
|e] =00

From Lemma 4.2(2) and again Lemma 3.9, we obtain®

limsup |c||Va(k, ¢, z2)| < oo.

le] =00

As |e7et| = ektIme the Cauchy integral theorem yields

+o0—1iy . i o
/ e_lkCt‘/Q(ka C, :I;‘Q)dc et 0 and @Q(ty k, x2) e % </ _/

+oo—1y )
—00—1%y —oo—+iy —00—1%y

e~ Ry (k, ¢, x9)de.

The desired expression of 05 follows immediately from the residue calculation.
Concerning 7, one first obtains

. k +oo+iy +o0—1iy bt~
itk = ([ [ e e

oo+ co—1y
Using the first expression in (6.5), the desired formula for 7 is derived via the same arguments as in the
above. In particular, the 7y term does not contribute to the residue as R(k) is away from U([—h,0]) due
to assumption (5.8). O

From the divergence free condition on the velocity, it holds that the Fourier transform (in 1) of the
velocity field satisfies ik0; = —0). Therefore, we have
Corollary 6.1.1. Under the assumptions of Lemma 6.1, we have
D1t o, wg) = 06 + 00 & — e VY (k¢ mo)de + > Lemiekty (¢, &y, 22).
27 oD k
1,72 cx€R(k)

3Through a more careful analysis we may obtain a Taylor expansion of V> in terms of % as |c| — oo.
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In the following lemma, we give some basic properties of b(t, k, ¢, z2) and bg(¢, k, ¢) at some ¢, € R(k).
Since ¢, is away from U ([—h, 0]) and F(k, -) and F'(k, -) are analytic in a neighborhood of ¢,, the assumption
(5.8) is not needed.

Lemma 6.2. Assume U € C [y >3, and k > 0. Let ¢ € R(k) be a root of F(k,-) (or equivalently, of
F(k,-) defined in (4.2)) of degree n > 1, then the following hold.
(1) e~tkesth(t, k, ey, x2) is a solution to (2.8).
(2) b(t, k, c,x2) is a linear combination of t0%2y_(k,cy,x2), 0 <1y +1y <1l =n—1, and bg(t, k, c.)
a linear combination of t', 0 < 1 < n — 1, with coefficients depending on k and c,. The leading
terms of b(t, k, cs, x2) with I + 1y =n — 1 are given by

n!)(—ik)h+1 i
lf.l%% ((9+ ok)io(k) — (U (0) = e.)ibo (k. 0)

(67) 2 0 ~ l1 9l
OO ! [ () P s
y—(k7 Cxs 0) —h U($l2) — Cx ? y—(k7 Cxs 0) ’
and the leading terms of ik(U(0) — cx)bgs(t, k,ci) is given by the above expression evaluated at
Tro = 0.

(3) If ¢y is a simple root of F(k,-), i.e., n = 1, then b and ik(U(0) — cix)bg are given by the above
expression and there exists C > 0 determined only by |U'|cio-1 and |(U') ™Y co such that

|03 Dk, ¢y 22)] < C\acF(kac*)\_l(!k\u_2\ﬁo(/€)\ + (1 + [ex]) 050 (K, 0)]

elpz e (1 + [ea|) o ()| 2, | pl=mzen (wath)
+dist(c*,U([—h,O]))Iy_(k,c*,O)l>‘ y-(k,c.,0)

for any na € [0,1y], where we recall p = (1 + k‘2)_%,

Proof. According to Lemma 4.1(4), F(k, c,) = 0 implies y_(k, cx,0) # 0 and thus F(k,¢) is analytic in ¢
for ¢ near ¢, and the degree of ¢, as a root of both F(k,-) and F(k,-) is n > 1. By the definition of R(k)
and the analyticity of F'(k,-), ¢« € R(k) is an isolated root of F'(k,-). Let 1 > R > 0 such that there are
no other roots of F'(k,-) in the disk B(cs, R) centered at ¢, with radius R. Using the fact that Va(k, ¢, z2)

solves (2.11), one may compute

(@04 KUY = 02 (e (0 cva) = T e 2 0 Vi)
2m 9B(cs,R)
1.2 ) 1. 2771 )
i U — )0 — B (ke =~ | ey )
21 J9B(es,R) 21 JaB(e.,R)

= — z’kU”e_ikc*tb(t, k,cy,z2),

and thus (2.8a) is satisfied. Similar calculation also proves the boundary condition (2.8b) at x9 = 0. The
zero boundary value at xo = —h is obvious from that of V5 at x9 = —h. Therefore statement (1) is proved.
To analyze b in more details, let

Fi(c) = (c = c.) "F(k,c) = Fi(cx) = O F(k,c.)/(n!) # 0,
and
U(0) —¢)?
g+ ok?)y—(k,c,0)
From the initial conditions (3.53) of y4, it is straight forward to verify
_F(k,0) (U(0) - ¢)*y—(a2)
g+ ok? (9 + ck?)y_(0)

Using the above expression to substitute y4 (k, ¢, x2) in the residue (in the definition of b) and observing
that the O(Jc—c«|™) term cancels the singularity of y. (k, ¢, —h) for |c—c«| < 1 which results in an analytic

y(c,xe) = yy(k,c ) — ( y—(k,c,x39).

§(c,0) =0, §(c,0) = =0(le—al") = yy(x2) = +O(le — &™)
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function contributing nothing to the residue, we have
(U(0) = )’y (k, ¢, wp)e” Flement /0 (y—too) (k, ¢, 5)
(g+O-k2)y—(kac>0)y+(kvc>_h) —h U(ﬂjé) —C
From definitions (5.3), (4.1), and (4.2), of y,p, F, and F', (6.3), we have
U(0) — ¢’y (k, c,wp)e~**e e /0 (y-o)(k,e.2h) ) )
(c— e Rly_(ke.0? ), O@y)—c 2%
_ 1 an—l ((U(O) B C)2y—(k7 ¢, $2)6_ik(c_c*)t /0 (y_(;}())(k‘, ¢, 33',2) dﬂl‘/ >
S (n—1)° Fi(c)y_(k,c,0)2 _n U@h) —c 2

B LSS {CIULT: Flubly YR DI YEAY
- c / 2
Nn—1-1) Fi(c)y—(k,c,0)? _n Uxh) —¢

Res(ynn(k, ¢, m2)e )t ) = Res ( dxh, c*) .

Res(ynh(k7 ¢, :L'Q)e_ik(c_c*)ta C*) = Res <(

C=Cx

Oy (k, e, x9).
C=Cx

=0

Therefore this residue is a linear combination of t10%2y_(k,c,,x —2), 0 < Iy 4+ 1y < n— 1, with coefficients
depending on k and c,. The coefficients for Iy + lo = n — 1 are given by

(One *eme) e, (U(0) =) " (o) (k,crrmh)
I1pth Fy(ev)y—(k,cy,0)? /_h U(xh) — cx 2
_ () (k)" (U(0) — c)? /0 (y-wo) (K, ex,25) ,
LRV (k ey )y—(ky e, 0)2 ) U(xh) —ca o
The contributions of the terms involving ng(k) and 04,(k,0) can be analyzed similarly (actually simpler
as y4 is not involved) and we obtain the desired statement (2) on the form of b and bg.

If ¢, € R(k) is a simple root of F(k,-), i.e. n =1, then b and by have only one term with [y = [y =0
and are constants in ¢ as given in statement (2). It along with Lemma 3.9 readily leads to its estimate. [

Corollary 6.2.1. 0§ is also a solution to (2.8). Moreover if ¢, is a simple root of F(k,-), then the
corresponding eigenvalue —ikcy is algebraically simple in the subspace of the k-th Fourier modes.

Based on the above lemmas, it is natural to define
(6.8) P(k,c.) : (00,70) — (ib(0, k, s, ") [k, b(0, k, s, ), bs(0, k,cy)), X(k, i) = range(P(k, c.)).

The following lemma gives that P(k, ¢,) defines the invariant spectral projection to the eigenspace X (k, c4)
of —ike, spanned by dly_(k,c,,-), 0 <1 <n—1.

Lemma 6.3. Assume the same conditions as in Lemma 6.2, then
X(k,ce) = span{(i@iy’_(k‘,c*, N/ k, 0y (K, cy,-), Oby_(k, cx,0)/(ik(U(0) — )| 1=0,...,n—1},
is an invariant subspace of (2.6) and
P(k,c.) : (00,%0) — (ib(0,k, cs, ) [k, b(0, k, cs, ), bs (0, k, c.))
is an invariant projection operator of (2.6) to X(k,cs) with
ker (3., epmP(k, i) = {(8°(0,k,-),7°(0,k)) | all initial values to(k,-),no(k)}.

Proof. The statement of the lemma is rather standard in the operator calculus and Laplace transform,
while constructing solutions to (2.6) using Laplace transform is equivalent to using contour integrals of the
resolvent operators in the complex spectral plane. We shall only outline the proof and skip some details.

Due to the translation invariance in ¢ of solutions to (2.6), the ¢ = 0 in the definition of X(k,c.) can
be replaced by any ¢t € R. From Lemma 6.2, all solutions (ib’/k,b,bg) are polynomials of ¢ of degree
no more than n — 1. It is standard to show inductively that X(k,c.) consists of all possible coefficients
of ¢!, which can be computed to be generated by dLy_(k,c.,-), 0 < I < n — 1, using (6.7) and the
relationship between b and bg. The invariance of X(k, ¢,) under (2.6) is due to the fact that (¢b/k, b, by)
are solutions to (2.6). To show P(k,c,)? = P(k,c.), let (ig,20) = P(k,cx)(90,70) € X(k,ci). With this
initial value, the solution (4(t),2(t)) is simply the (ib/k, b, bg) component of the solution with the initial
value (0g,70). Hence (u(t),(t)) takes the form given in Lemma 6.2(2). Its Laplace transform is analytic
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at all ¢ # ¢, and thus the (ib/k,b,bg) component of (i(t),(t)) is equal to itself. Therefore we obtain
P(k, c.)(to, Do) = (o, 0o). Finally the description of the kernel of }_. . g« P(k, ci) is obvious due to the
fact that both (¢b/k,b,bg) and (0°(t),7(t)) are solutions. O

Remark 6.1. In particular, if
620(k7 1'2) = y—(k7 Cxs 1'2), 770 = y—(k7 Cx, 0)/(Zk(U(0) - C*),

then straight forward verification yields

y—(kuc*7x2) A A~ y—(k7c*70) A~
V k,C,.’I’ = . ’ UC:07 b: _k,C*,x = V20, b = T = .
2( 2) A p— y—( 2) =2, bg HU0) —cr) o
From Lemma 2.3, —icik is an eigenvalue (with the above eigenfunctions generated by y—_(k,cs,x2)) of
the linearized capillary gravity water wave at the shear flow, which has to be geometrically simple when
restricted to the k-th Fourier mode in x1. Its algebraic multiplicity is equal to the degree of the root

ce of F(k,-). The eigenfunctions of the linearized irrotational capillary gravity wave are generated by
2 sinhk(zo + h). From Lemmas 3.2(1) (with p = O(k'_%), s =0, Cy =0, and ©1 = Oy = sinh) and
4.2(8), it is straight forward to estimate that, after normalizing the L? norm of vy to be 1, the L? and H'!
differences in the v and n components, respectively, between the eigenfunctions of (2.6) and the irrotational

capillary gravity waves linearized at zero is of order O(k;_%) as |k| — oc.

In the rest of this subsection we consider v°(t, k, z2) and 7¢(t, k). We shall always work on ¢ € [U(—h) —
00, U(0) + po] + i[—po, po]. We first present some properties of V5 and 7. Let us keep in mind that for
analytic functions, 0, and 0., are equivalent.

Lemma 6.4. It holds that Vo and 7 are analytic in c € C\ (U([—h,0]) U R(k)) and satisfy
VQ(_kv C, $2) = ‘é(kv ¢, 33‘2), ’F/(_kv C, $2) = ’F}(kv ¢, 33‘2).

Assume U € G 1y > 3, and (5.8), then the following hold for some .

(1) For any € > 0, there exists C > 0 determined only by €, Fy, po, |U'|cio-1, and |(U') 7| co (inde-
pendent of k € R) such that for any c; € [0, pol,

3 1
Valez__, B VEO) gz, + Va(0) gz,
1, 1 5. 3_¢ia
<C (i) + K~ [y (k. O)] + 13l (k) 2, )

[ilzz, < C (kI ulio (k)] + [k| 72 05 (k, 0)] + [k~ 1?0 (k)] 12, ).
if lo > 4, then
1Ocpilrz, < C (1K™ o (k)] + k|72 |00 (k. 0)] + [K[ = 1"~ Ioo (k)| 2, + kI =l (Rl s,

+ ulValL,

2
CR-T

Vll § V// l
0ueValuz, ., + il0eaVE + sz, + 13|00 VE + $) Oz + 3100, VaO) 2,
1. 1 3. 1o¢in 3 ¢
<O (o (k)| + Ik~ 350k, 0) | + 13 0 (R 2, + 13 ~166(R)] 2, )
and if U € C°, then
~ 3. 1 1. 1l gia 1 a 3 ¢
Talis, . < O o) + Ik~ 1 oo (k. O) + ¥l (k)| 2, + i3 1Bz, + 13154 (B)]2,).

where

Vil(xa) g+ ok? V3 (—h) V2(0)
U/(l‘2)2 F(k’c) (U/(_h)g y+($2) U/(0)2 y_(x2)>,
and all the norms are taken on (cgr,x2) € [U(—h) — po, U(0) + po] x [—h,0].
(2) As cr — 0+, on [—ry + U(—=h),r]

Vao(k, cr,z2) = cli_l%lJr Vo(k,cr +icr,x2), o(k,cr,x2)
I

Valao) = 02 Va(2)

=S lim ﬁ(k,CR+iC],x2)
cr—0+

exist and the following hold.
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(a) Assume @o(k) € L? and U € C3, then for any r € [1,2), Vo — Vag in Lm2LgR, Vy — V3, in
LELY ., and V3(0) = V3(0) and 7j — 7 in L2,

(b) Assume wo(k) € H1 and U € C4, then for cmy r € [1,2) and q € [1 00), OcpVo = Ocp Voo in
L$L£R7 8CR‘/Q + — 8012‘/20 + U’(:E ) mn ng ZR’ and (8012‘/2 )(0) — (a V20+ V2O)(0)
and Oqp) — acRno in L,

(c) Assume (k) € H? and U e C°, then for any r € [1,2), Va converges to its limit Vag in
LLT

T27CR’

Compared to Proposition 5.6, the modifications in the definition of V3 is to make it analytic in ¢ which
will make it more convenient in applying Lemma 6.5 in the below.

Proof. The estimates of V3, V3, V5(0), 0., V2, and their convergences are all direct corollaries of (6.3) and
Proposition 5.6. The estimate of 77 and its convergence follows from the second expression of (6.5) and
the above properties of V.

We also notice that, compared to Propositions 5.6, in the definition of V5 as well as in the estimate
related to 0., Vy, the U'(x§) in front of V3', V3'(—h), and V5'(0) had been replaced by U’(z2), U'(—h), and

U’(0), respectively. This modification brings at most minor changes to the upper bounds. In fact,
(U@ = U2y ™V < OlNUG) = ellVEy < Cu?Valae, , + 0Bz,

’ |L2 CL‘ C .’E
for n = 1,2, where the Rayleigh equatlon was also used. This error bound and the estimate on V5 are then

used to obtain the desired inequality on 0., V3. The term ‘(/2;)2 in V, is handled by the same argument.
Similarly,

(U (@5) ™" = U'(0)7H)V5'(0)] < C[|U(0) - AV )], = C(n7?Va(0)] 1z, + o (k. 0)]),

2,

and this along with the estimate on V5(0) yields the estimate on (9., V3 + %) (0). It remain the consider
the modifications to the correction terms in ‘72 at xo = —h and x9 = 0. Similarly,

(U @5) 2 = U0 )V Oy @) 1o < C 2 Va(O)lgz, + @00k, 0))ly-lz 1,

h
which is controlled using |y_| L L2, < C,u%eﬁ due to lemma 3.9. The last remaining modification from

U'(25)~2 to U'(—h)~2 can be justified by the same argument (even easier as Vo(—h) = 0.)
Finally we consider 0,7 for in ¢ € D, ,,. From (6.5), one may compute

Oerl = (U O)U(0) = ©) + g+ ok?) (8, VEO)(U(0) = ) (U'(O)(U(0) = ©) + g + oh?)
— (g+ ok)V3(0) + U"(0) (U (0)ito () + £050(k. 0)) )
— LU (U =¢)+g+0ok?)? ((achg = L (Y, + Leta )\ (U — o) (U (U = ¢) + g+ ok?)

— g+ ok)Vg + U (Uio (k) + £050(k,0)) )

xo=0

where we used the Rayleigh equation (5.1a) in the last step. Therefore from Proposition 5.6 we have, for
any k € R and ¢; € [0,r9],

- _ N _ N _ _ Vll
[Ocpilrz, < C (17 e lito (k)| + [K[72 1 050 (. 0)] + K1~ 12 V3 ()2 + [k 1% (9er Vs + 77) (0)
+ k7 | (B2 (U(0) =€) + U"(0))V2(0) + @ (k. 0)] 2 )
<C (|~ |0 (k)| + [k ~2p 050 (k, 0)] + [K] ™ ! ~l@o (k) 2 + kI 1=l (k) 2, + [kI™ 2 |o0(k, 0)]).

L2

‘R

The last terms can be controlled by the previous two terms, which completes the estimate on 0.,7. The
convergence of O, also follows from those of V5(0), V5(0) and (8.,Vy + U,(w )V ")(0). O

The following lemma will be used in the decay estimates.
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Lemma 6.5. Suppose n > 0 is an integer, q € [2,00], f(c) and fi(c) are analytic functions on
D\Zo C C, where D=T+i[-p,p], To C (b1,b2), T=1[b1,b2] CR, p>0,

and there exists M > 0 such that |(f™ — f1)(- + ’L'C[)|Lq%

T ) < M for all 0 < || < p, then there exists

C > 0 depending only on by — by such that, for any k # 0,
‘ jé eickt (" f(c) — (ik) ™" f1(c))de
oD

Proof. Integrating by parts we have, for any 0 < |r| < p,

<Clk|™" M

L{(R)

/ tne—icktf(c)dc _ (Zk) n T’kt / e—ichtf( (CR + ZT ch —ickt Z = l lf(l 1) ( )‘Zifiz:
Ttir z -
For any T > 0, the LT — L9 boundedness (for g € [2,00]) of the Fourier transform implies

| / e=ierkt( () _ £ (cp + ir)den
A

From this inequality and the Cauchy integral theorem, we obtain, for any r € (0, p],
—ickt (in A
e t"f(c) — (ik c))de
‘72@ (7 106) =GR 1] g gy
:‘ jé e ikt (" f(c) — (k)" f1(c))de
O(Z+i[—r,r])

1 . 1
o < ORI — RG] oy < ORI,

L([-T.,1))
b1 —ir by +7,7’

§C|k|—n—%er\k|TM+ ‘(/b —zckt tnf( ) (Zk:)_"fl(c))dc

1+ir by —ir

+ Z tn_l(ik)_l (e—icktf(l—l) (C) ‘zszIz: - e—icktf(l—l) (C) ‘cibz—zjr)

c=b1—1ir

LI([-T.1))

Letting » — 0, the analyticity assumption of f and f; implies all those terms on the vertical boundary of
D vanish and the above estimates on the integrals along the horizontal edges yield

‘ j{ theickt (t" f(e) — (k)" fi(c))dc
oD

The lemma follows by letting T" — +400. O

< Clk| ™" 1 M.
LI([-T,1))

Remark 6.2. In the following applications of this lemma, we often use the L? norm to control the Lot
norm. This leads to fact that the reqularity requirements in x1 (i.e. the exponents of k) may not be close
to optimal.

Applying the above lemma, we first obtain the decay of 0¢(¢, k, x2) and 7(¢, k).

Lemma 6.6. Assume U € C, Iy >3, and (5.8), then for any € € (0,1), q € [2,00], and integer m > 0,
there exists C > 0 determined only by €, q, m, Fo, po, |U’|cio-1, and |(U") "o (independent of k # 0)
such that

’atm’f)g(k)hg LIr) + \kMO{”@f(kJ)\L% LY(R) +N’a{em(@§)/(k)hg LY(R)
2 2 2
mal_Ll, 1, 1 B, 3 _¢in
<CIk|™ 5 (2 o (k)] + k] 122 5 (k, 0)] + 2|0 ()13,

077k g ry < CIRI™ 73 ([kllito (k)| + p3{eho (k. 0)] + k> |0 (K)| 12, );
and if lg > 4,

e m—L, _1 . 1 3. 1_¢0a 3 _¢ia
(#0705 ()| 12 pary < CIEI™ ™« (™2 [0 (k)| + [k[ ™ a2 [0 (k, 0)] + p2~“l@o (k)| + 2~ (K)] 12, ),

m—2-L 1 ) —ein Cein
[t 7° (k) g ey < CIRI™ 75 (IRlfto (k)] + 2|0 (K, 0)| + [kl I (k) 12, + [kli® (k) Lz, ).
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Proof. The estimates of 9j"0§, t0;"v5, 0;(05)', 07*o$, 0f*n°, and td;"n° are based on the definitions of
0°(t, k,x2) and 7°(t, k) from direct application of Lemma 6.4 and Lemma 6.5 on D, ,, with f; =0 and f
being ¢V, (with n =0,1), ¢™Vy, ¢™7 (with n = 0,1), respectively. We omit the details. O

In the following we shall focus on tO/"9$(t, k, x2), 20" 05(t, k, z2), and O@(t, k,z2), where &° is the
Fourier transform (in 1) of the vorticity w® = 0,,v§ — 0y,v§ of v°(t,x). In order to characterize their
asymptotic behavior, define
Qc(k7 33‘2) :(‘DO(kv $2)

+ 53U (w2) (1 + sgn(kt))Vao(k, U(z2), m2) + (1 — sgn(kt))Vao (—k, U(x2), x2)).

In the above expression, exactly one of 1+ sgn(kt) and 1 — sgn(kt) is equal to 2 and the other equal to 0.
The dependence of Q° on ¢ is only through its sign, so we skipped specifying the ¢t dependence. We also
notice that V5 may not be C° at ¢ € U([—h,0]) C C. The available conjugacy properties of V5 are not
sufficient to imply Vaoo(—k, U(x3),x2) = Vao(k,U(z2),22). We shall see that Q¢ provides the asymptotic
profile of the vorticity @¢. We first give the following some basic properties of (°.

(6.9)

Lemma 6.7. Assume U € C* and (5.8), then Q°(—k,x3) = Q°(k,x3) and, for any € € (0,1), there exists
C > 0 determined only by €, Fy, po, |U'|cs, and |(U')"Yco (independent of k # 0) such that

190° — doliz, < C (0] + k|~ 020 (k, 0) + 1L (k) z2, )
Q) = @ilzz, < O (Fo(k)] + k|~ 100 (h,0)] + (b sz, + *~“1h(k)z2,).

Proof. The conjugacy relation of Q¢ is clear from its definition. According to Lemma 6.4, Vag satisfies the
same estimates as Vs for |cr| € (0, pg]. We have, for x4 € [—h,0] and ¢ € U([—h,0]),

1 1
Vao(k, U (), )l 1z, SC’WO\Zngz\Vzo’ZgRH;z
<C (o (k)| + k|7 2[00 (k, 0)] + 1' |0 (k)| 2, ),
which implies the estimate of Qc. Apparently the estimate of (Qc)’ depends on that of

Oy (Vao(k, U(wz), x2)) = (DcVao)(k, U(x2), 22),
where D, was defined in (5.22). From (5.25) and (6.3), we have

(6.10)

1 1
|8x2 (Vgo(lﬁ U( ) ‘LQ <C’DCV20’IQ’ER s ‘D6V20’[2,3RH%2

< (o (k)| + k1~ 1220k, O)] + [0 ()12, + 12 ~“I&h(R)2, ).
which yields and completes the proof of the lemma. O
In the following lemma, we obtain the leading order terms of 9§, (05)”, and &°.

Lemma 6.8. Assume U € C* and (5.8), then, for any € € (0,1), q € (2,00], and integer m > 0, there
exists C' > 0 determined only by €, q, m, Fy, po, |U'|cs, and |(U")"Yco (independent of k # 0) such that

K207 (105 (t, k. 22) +ik‘_lU/($2)_16_ikU(m2)tQC(k,$2))‘L%L?(R)

|I<:|\6t ( t k ZE2) ikU(m)tQC(k‘,iﬂz))‘Ling(R)

+ ‘8777,( (05)"(t, k,z2) — ike ZkU(m)th(k’x2))|L§2L§(R)
<CI™ 5 ™5 (Jfo (k)| + || 0 (K, 0)] + p o (k) + 12 N (k) 2, )-
Remark 6.3. This lemma also implies, for any mteger m>1,

m(_i o)t ~C m—1—+ _3 /.
;" (™ 2)%1(&/%%2)) < ClE[™ T apm2 (o (k)| + k] o (K, 0)]

2, Li(R)

(k) |z, + 12Nz, ).
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while for m = 0, there is another term ik='U"(x5) " e~ V@20 (K, 20) on the left side. The form in the
lemma is more consistent with other estimates including that of t2@§ to be given in the following, however.

Proof. The definition of ©¢ implies, for each z5 € [—h,0] and 1,74 € (0, po],
Ci(—ikym ‘
M% te" ket eyl (k. e, ) de,

aDTl 2

2
—k(—ik)™
2T

tazn@f(t k) 33‘2) =

O (6ha® + K265)(t, b, 22)) = O (85)" (8, by 2) = 74 eIkt MY (1 ¢ 20)de,
ODry ry

Applying Lemma 6.5 with n =1 and f = ¢™Vj and f; = U’(ch )V and Lemma 6.4, we obtain

‘t@mﬁc(t k,xs) —jé we_ikCtV”(k ¢, xo)dc
t Ul\Y vy 8D7-1,7~2 27TU/(1'2) 2 s Oy L%2LZ(R)

1
6.11)  <OW™ T sup (|0, VE+U(w2) Ve .+ Vil )
ler|€(O,ra] e ’

m—1-1 _3 /. - o —€| —€|
<CIK™ a2 (|t (k)| + [k| " 0o (k, )] + ' I (F)| 2, + 115G (k) 12, ).

In the rest of the proof, we shall focus on the integral involving V4" which also yields the other desired
estimates. Substituting the term V3’ by the Rayleigh equation (2.11a) and applying the Cauchy Integral
Theorem yield

m ,—ikct

cmeiket e U"(x2)Va + wo(k, z2)
v’dc=7§ ——— (K*Va + =2 de
]é’)’Drl . U'(2) oDy, ., U'(22) (k72 Ul(xs) — )

e—ikct U(x2)m cm U(x2)m 27TZU(.Z'2)m(DO(k x2) i
— k‘2Cm + U (z Vode — ) e—ku(:cg)t
e G e e e e ) Uw2)

Since k2c™ + %U " is bounded by Cu=2 on Dy, ,,, We can control those terms using Lemma 6.5 and
obtain

mkm lcm —'kt (_Z'k)m—lU(x2)m »
ikci V/l k, c, de + e ZkU(Z‘z)t o k, T
‘ jéé)Drl . 27TU’ x2) 2 ( 2) U'(mg) ( 0( 2)

T
(612) _ M % 1e_ik6t‘/é(k,c + U(azg),xg)dc>
27 oDr2

2 q
71,79 Lmth (R)

m—1—+ _3 /. — ~ —€| —€|
<CIR™ a7z (o (k)] + kI 122 000 (k, 0)] + 1=l ()2, + 1106 (K) 12, ),
where we also changed the variable ¢ — U(z2) — ¢ in the last integral and

(6.13) D2, =D, ., — Ulzy).

1,72
It remains to handle this integral term and we shall identify its leading terms.
Fix T > 0. We first let

w(k,c, o) = Va(k,c+ U(xs), x9) — Vao(k,cr + U(x2),x2) = lim |w(k,- +icy,-)

cr—0+ |L°° Wl R 0

for any ¢; € [1,2), where @y € Hm, Lemma 6.4 was used. In the rest of the proof of this lemma, we
use OTD“ ry T = L, R, T, B, to denote the left, right, top, bottom 51des of the rectangle D¥2,  with the

1,72

counterclockw1se orientation. For any r € (0,r3] and k # 0, and 1 S <@ < 2, integrating by parts

and using the L7TT — L% boundedness (for ¢ € [2,00]) of the Fourier transform, we obtain
—ikct _ —ikct )=U(x2)—r1+ir
| Jéwz 0 ey (e tog ) oy

_ krt —ikcpt —ikt ) 1 d
e jéTsz e (—iktw + O.pw) log ¢ chng([—T,T})
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1 1
<O (T3 (1 + [log ) wlk, - + ir, )1z, ges + 6|75 (L+ KTk, -+ i, M ).
T27CR z9 "V CR

where log is taken along 8TD79§12T which in the upper half plane. Next from Lemma 6.4 we have

1 .
[ e Va(kcn+ Ulaa). ) = Vao(k. Ula). ) de

12, L4(-T,T))
1
—< _|k|lrT

<C|k| v el 10cr Vool 2, 1

R TR _ N s —e|n
<Clk|7a =2l (|g (k)| + [k~ 12 (K, 0)] + o (k)| 2, + 1l (k)] 12, )-

The above error analysis implies that the main contribution of the integral along 8TD$§12T would come from
the product

—iTC
e

Vao(k,U(x2),z2) f(r, zo, kt), where f(r,x9,T) :}{ de.

oTpr2, €

For any r € (0, 3], on the one hand,

rT —1iTCR U0)=U(z2)+m1 - —iTCR rT
o, T)| = — lo + T 74 logede| < C(1+ |7
|f(7‘, 2, )| € ‘ (e gc)\U( h)—U(z2)—r1 ¢ flzr € gC C| = ( | |)€

which is useful for |7| < 1. On the other hand,

1
f(rv €2, T) = / / _ZTCdC
R-+ir R-+ir \aTD””2 :

The first integral can be evaluated as im(sgn(7) + 1) by using the Cauchy Integral Theorem. Integrating
the second integral (in the way opposite to the above) we obtain

67”7’

‘ / 1 _mdc‘ et
R+ir) aTDZQ |T|

Therefore

eiTen —iTCR _ _ e~ iTCR erT
U(—h)-U(z2)—r1 ¢ e <O—

c U0)=U(z2)+r /(R+ir)\8Tfo ¢ 4

|f(r, o, 7) —im(sgn(t) +1)| < C(A+ 7))L, vreR.
Along with (6.10), we have

1 —ikc :
‘Vgo(kz, U(x2),z2) ( jéaTsz o kel de — im(sgn(kt) + 1))
1,7

L2, LI([-T,T))

1 . _ . ern
<Ok~ s M (Jao (k)] + k|7 2|00 (K, 0)] + ' |0 (k) 13, )-

The integrals along the vertical sides of 0D;2,. converge to 0 as 7 — 0+ as all the integrands are smooth

there. The integrals along 98D, ., r € (0,72], can be treated much as in the above. Recall Va(k, ¢, x2) =
Vo(=k,c,z2). Lettlng r — 04, the Cauchy Integral Theorem and the above error analysis imply

‘ % — _ikCtVQ(k’, c+ U(l‘Q), :Eg)dc
oD*2 C

71,72

—im((1 4 sgn(kt))Vao(k, U(x2), x2) + (1 — sgn(kt))Vao(—k, U (x2), x2))

L2, L{([-T,1))
_1 1, _ . Cern —ein
<Clk["7n72 (o (k)| + k| 2|05 (k, 0)] + 1' |0 (k)| 12, + 1~ “I@p (k)] L2, ).

Taking T — o0, it follows from the above inequality and (6.12)

DA o—ikety (—ik)™ U (x2)™
‘%;IDT . 27TU/ f]j2) ‘/2 (k?,C,l?)dC‘F U/(x2)

<Ok[™ "0 (fio (K )|+ [kI ™ 2[00 (R, 0)] + 1t |0 (k) 2, + 1l (k)] L2,)-

Along with (6.11) and Lemma 6.6 it implies the desired estimate of 9} (t0¢). The estimates on 9} (05)”
and 0]"@w* are also obtained from the above inequality and Lemma 6.6. O

e—ikU(:cg)th(k:’ x2)

(6.14) 12, L1(R)
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Finally we consider t2s.

Lemma 6.9. Assume U € C° and (5.8), then, for any € € (0,1), q € (2,00], and integer m > 0, there
exists C' > 0 determined only by €, q, m, Fy, |U'|ca, and |(U") 7Y o (independent of k # 0) such that

‘87” (t%c(t k _ <_ WQC k —ikUO)E A, (ke —ikU(=h)t . (Je
t 2\Ys 7332) kU/($2)2 ( 7:172)—1_6 T( 7:172)—1_6 B( 7:172)

L2,L{(R)
mo1-1 _3.. 1 2pn e e el

<CIR™ 53 (lio(R)] + k1~ w2l (R, O)] + 1=l (k) g2, + 1>~ I (k) 2, + 1 If (K 1 ),

where

(6.15) Ar(k,z0) = 1 U"(0)o (k) — @wo(k,0)

% T'(0)2y0—(k, U(0),0)

A ~ido(k, —h)yor (k,U(=h),x2)
(6.16) Ap(k,x2) = kU’(—h)zyO:(k‘, U(—h),—h)’

0—(1{7’ U(O)v $2)7

Remark 6.4. In the above lemmas, we also notice AT(—k,$2) = AT(k,xg), T = T,B. The leading
order terms Ap and Ap represent the contribution from the rigid bottom and the water surface, while the
asymptotic vorticity Oc from the fluid interior. In the fized boundary problem for xo € [—h,0] with slip
boundary condition on both horizontal boundaries, Q¢ and A would take similar forms and Ar would be
similar to Ap. See Subsection 0.4.

Proof. The definition of 9§ implies, for each x9 € [—h,0] and r1,r2 € (0, po),

_(_i)mkm—l—l )
2Om0S(t, k, xo) = —jé t2e= ket Yy (K, ¢, a9 )de.
ODry ry

2T
Let f =™V, and
m(V3'(x2) g+ ok? Vi (=h) V3'(0) 2
fi=c (U’(m2)2 " F(k, o) (U’(—h)2y+(x2) - U'(0)2y‘(”“’2))> <" (O Vo~ V2),
with Vs defined in Lemma 6.4. Applying Lemma 6.5 with n = 2 and Lemma 6.4, we obtain

_s\ympm—1 )
% 7{ e‘lkthl(k;, ¢, xo)dc
& ODrq ,rq

11 ~
<CIR™ 70 sup (|Valuz,, +10cnValrz, +Valrz )
CIE(O,TQ} B2 2

20" 05(t, k, x2) —

L3, L{(R)

m—1—-% _3 /. — ~ —€|~ —€| €|~
<CIk™ ™32 ([ (k)] + [k~ P[0 (, 0)] + '~ “l@o (k)| 1z, + 110 ()12, + 1*I@g (B)]12,)-
Substituting V4’ in f; by using the Rayleigh equation (2.11a) yields
m( Vo (x + ok?
fizc ( 5 (72) L s hr (9 )y— (2 )k‘2V2( ))

U ()2 U(=h)—c T T(0) —c U(0)°F(K,c)

where
g+ ak?)wg(—h) _ do(—h)ys(z2)
I =~ Ew e ) = TRy, —hy
02 /7 &
fip = GO OVL(0) +50(0)

U'(0)*F (k,c)
Again the terms involving k?V3(0) not being divided by U — ¢ can be estimated by using assumption (5.8)
and Lemmas 6.5, 3.9, and 6.4 and we have

R (=9)mkm ! 7{ ket m (V2 (22) f1B fir
t2 mac(t b . itkct .m d
KALICLED o Jov., . <U’(a:2)2 T = T T - c> ¢

L3, L (R)

m 1 - ~ —€| —€| —€|
<CIR™ a3 (lo (k)] + K|~ 2 050k, 0)] + 1 =l ()|, + 12N () za, + 121G (K) 13, )-
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We shall identify the principle contributions from the terms VJ'(x2), fip, and fir following a similar
strategy and use the same notations E?TDHM, t=1T,B,L, R, as in the proof of Lemma 6.8, with necessary
modifications to treat the contributions from the x5 = 0, —h.

Fix T > 0. We start with fi7 by letting

o 2 " o

From assumption (5.8), Lemmas 3.12, 3.18(2b), 4.2, and 6.4, we have, for any ¢; € [1,2),

’(flT — f{)T)(k, -+cy, ')‘Loo Wl;qu — 0, as c;y — 0+.
x9 c
The next step is the same argument via integrating by parts in cgr as in the proof of Lemma 6.8,

‘% e—ikctcmflT(k7cv $2) - f{)T(kch7$2)dc
aTD,, U(O) —c

—tkct ;m U(—h)=ritar
:‘(e M (fir = fir) log(U )‘UEO +r1J:zr

_ —ikct; _ _
jéa . e (—ikt + Ocp) (™ (1 flT)) log(U(0) — ¢)de L2, LT ) — 0 asr — 0+.
1,7 2

L2, LI([-T.1))

From (5.8) and Lemmas 3.9, 3.14-3.16, 4.1(3), and 4.2(1), one may estimate,
[y0- /B2, 1ee + 10en (o /F)| 2,z < O3, Vau € [1,00).
Along with Lemma 6.4, it implies, for any ¢y € [1,2),
‘flOT‘L%ZLg% + \3ch?T‘LgZL2§ <Cu (1o (k)| + k|~ 1? |90 (K, 0)| + oK)z, + M2_E’@6(/€)\Lg ),
where |@o(0)| and ’%(O)’Lg% were bounded by the L? norms of @o(k), &(k), |V2(0 )\Lz , and |9, V2(0 )\Lz :

Consequently, for any r € (0, ro]

e—ikctcm 0 0 e
( ngDW mfn(k, cr, x2)de — fip(k,U(0), z2) ngDW Wdc

1 1, _ ~ ~ —€|
<Ce"™T k|~ a 2 (o (k)| + |K| Lo (k, 0)] + o (k)| 2, + 1® =l () r2)-

As in the proof of Lemma 6.8, by considering contour integrals, we have

—ikctcm

L2, L{([~T.T))

ikct
——dc+in(1 + sgn(kt e—““U(O)t‘ <
[ $n, Ty gt im0+ sam(i0)

Again, since %&8;7” is bounded for m > 1, the above | f?T\ 12 Lo estimate implies
T2TCR

ikct .m

ek v (f G

S TN — N ~ ~
<Ce M1k ™0 =7 ([ (k)| + [kl 1P 050 (K, 0)] + 120 (R) 12 + 1?06 (R)|12)-

The contributions from the integral along 8BDT1,T2 can be treated similarly and using the conjugacy
relation, while the integrals along the vertical boundaries of 0D, ,, vanish as r — 0+. Using the Cauchy
Integral Theorem, combining the above analysis, letting » — 0+, and then 7" — 04, we obtain

de+im(1+ Sgn(k‘t))e_ikU(O)tU(O)m)

L3, L{([-T.T))

—ikct .m _ —ikU(0)t m A
‘ji - e " fir(k, ¢, xa)de — 2mke U0)"Ar(k, x2) 2@

<Ck_l 1, k k—lZA/ k‘O ~ k 2—5/\/k
<Clk|7a 2 (o (k)] + k7 17050 (k, 0)] + [wo (k) 2, + 1™ & (R)l L2, ),

where

Ap(k,z2) = = (1 + sgn(kt)) fip(k, U(0), 22) + (1 — sgn(kt)) fr(—k, U(0),22)).
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We give closer look at Az. From boundary condition (5.1b), (5.20), and (6.3),

Va(k, U(0),0) = —C4(U(0)/(g + ok?) = —iio(k),

and thus )0 (h) (5.0)
U"(0)1o (k) — wo(k,0
0 )
k,U(0 =

Pir e UO0L22) = )2y, 0(0).0)
Since yo—(k,U(0),z2) € R for zo € [—h,0], we obtain fn(k,U(0),z2) = f2r(—k,U(0),22) and hence
leads to the desired form (6.15) of Ap. The term involving fip can be analyzed similarly (actually slightly
simpler due to Va(—h) = 0) using Lemmas 3.14-3.16 and 3.18. The term involving VJ’ can be estimated
much as in (6.14). Summarizing this estimates we obtain
kU (x2)?

+U(0)"e RV O Ag(k, 29) + U(—h)me V(= ﬁAﬂhxﬂ)

0_(]€, U(O),xg)

2O a5tk z) — (—ik)™ (— e MU EIOC (b, )

L2,L{(R)

<Ck:m—1—% i k k=L 2160 (k.0 l—e|o (k 2—¢ 3—e| A1

<Clk| w2 (o (R)] + [k 7 17050 (k, 0) + it o (B) g, + =l (R)[ g, + 17 “lag () |Lz, )-
Combining it with Lemma 6.6, the desired estimate on 0} (t2 $) follows. ]
6.2. Linearized capillary gravity waves in the horizontally periodic case of x; € T;. In this
subsection, we consider the case where the system is periodic in x7 with wave length L > 0. In this case

ke %Z, @g(t,k = O,xg) =0,

where the latter properties is due to the divergence free condition on v. For 1 = ¢, p, let

vhta) = D ol(t ka)e™, nf(ta) = Y it k)R vt a) = D o5t k)

ke 2N ke ZEN ke ZEN

P (t, 1) = 7p(0) + Z WP (t, k)e et WP (t,x) = 01(0, x2) + Z WP (t, k,zg)e™ ™, ol = (UI,U;),
ke 2N ke ZEN
where f)Jlr, @;, and A! are defined in Lemma 6.1 and Corollary 6.1.1. Here we used (2.7) that the zeroth
modes 01(k = 0) and 7(0) are invariant in ¢. Throughout this subsection, we assume (4.9) holds for
K = ZN.
L

We first give the decay estimates of (v¢,7¢) based on Lemma 6.6-6.9. In particular, for the estimates of

tv§ and t2v§, recall Qc(kz x2) and A(k,z2), T = B, T defined in (6.9), (6.16), and (6.15), respective. Let

(6.17) “(x1,x2) Z Qc k, 9 ’kxl Ai (2, 22) Z A (k,z2)e kal
ke ZEN Ikle 2EN
Proof of Theorem 2.1(1-2). The assumption of the non-existence of singular modes is given in the form of

(4.9). According to Proposition 4.4, (4.9) for K = 2XN implies (5.8) holds for all k with constants py and
Fy uniform in k. Therefore from the definition of v§ and Lemma 6.6, it is straight forward to estimate

_ 2no+2-2 1 5. 3_¢a 2
lafovclzglngngl(R) <C ST RO (kLo (k)] + K[ a2 0o (K, 0)] + (k)| L3, )
ke ZEN

2(no+ni+1—-L . N —T A e—3 |~
<C 30 PO (ko () -+ K] O, 0) -+ K220 (R) 2 )
ke ZEN

2 2 2
§0(|770| n0+n1+%— 1 +|am2U2(]( 0)|H"O+n1 %7 1 +|w0| n0+n1—%—%+e , )

xq xq xq LCCZ
The desired inequality follows from 0y,v20 = —0z,v10. The estimates on 9;°n°¢, t0;°v§ and t9;'°n° are
obtained similarly. The inequalities on 9, (tv§) and 9] (t?v§) are obtained by applying Lemma 6.8 and
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6.9 through a similar procedure. The estimates on Q¢ and A4, 1 = B, T, follow directly from the formula
and estimates of their each Fourier modes given in those lemmas and

1
yox(k, ¢,-) [yox (K, ¢,0)[ 2 < Cpi, Vg € [1,00];

1_
|8:B2y0:|:(k7707 ')/yO:I:(kac70)|L32 < Clu’q 17 Vq € [1700);

which is obtained using (5.8) and Lemma 3.9. The singular elliptic equations in (2.5) are simply from the
homogeneous Rayleigh equation with ¢ = U(—h),U(0), satisfied by yo+ in (—h,0). The boundary con-
ditions of Ap and Ay are direct corollaries of their definitions and the boundary conditions (3.53) of yg1. O

(6.18)

Next we consider the (vP(t,x),nP(t, ml)) part of the linear solution (v,n). Let
Ao = max{Re (—ic.k) | k € 2N, ¢, € R(k )} >0,
N = max{degree of root ¢, of F(k,) | k € 2N, ¢, € R(k), Re(—ike,) = A} > 1,
where the lower bounds are obtained due to the roots ¢ (k:) for large k (Lemma 4.2(3)).

(6.19)

Proof of Theorem 2.1(3). On the one hand, according to Lemma 4.2(3), there exists kg > 0 such that
R(k) = {c*(k)} with simple roots ¢*(k) for all |k| > ko. On the other hand, (4.9) and Proposition 4.4
imply that (5.8) holds for all k£ € %N. Along with Lemma 4.2(2), we obtain that, for all k € %N with
|k| < ko, the set of roots R(k) is contained in a subset in the domain of analyticity of F(k,-) uniformly in
such k. Hence R(k) is a discrete set and the total algebraic multiplicity of ¢, € R(k) for all k € %N with
|k| < ko is ﬁmte This proves Ag, N < c0.

For any k € 2ZN and ¢, € R(k), let n denote the degree of ¢, as a root of F(k,-), then b and bg are
polynomials of ¢ of degree n — 1 (Lemma 6.2). Hence to prove the regularity estimates, we only need to
consider k € 2ZN with |k| > ko where all roots of F(k,-) are simple. For such k, R(k) = {c¢*(k)} and
Lemma 4.2(3) implies that there exists C' > 0 such that

e = GIRIT, [0F(koe)| > Blk[2, Voo € R(k), ko < [k € ZN.
From the homogeneous Rayleigh equation (3.1), (5.8), and Lemma 3.9, it holds,
(620) |8;2y—(kvc*7 ')|L%2 < Cl‘%_s, Vs € [Ovl()]v ke R, ¢ € R(k)

Hence Lemmas 6.1 and 6.2 and the definition of v& imply, for any ny € R and ng € [0, ],

D G (Y0 [+ L S S S il LICAC 4

kOSUﬂE%TN ko<|k\E—Nc*_Ci(k)
ni+n ks N 2
<C N RPIER (kP ()] + [k 050 (k, 0)] + [Kl|Go(k, )]sz,
ko<|kle ZEN

2 2 2
SC(|770|1LI;CL11+7L2+1 + |amzv20('v 0)|Hn1+n2—% + |w0|H;L11+"2*1L%2)'

Tl
The desired inequality follows from the divergence free condition. The expression of v} involves y’ and
thus it can be differentiated in z2 at most Iy — 1 times. The procedure to obtain the estimates of v} and
7P are similar and we skip the details. O
Finally we give the invariant decomposition of the phase space which proves Theorem 2.1(4).

Lemma 6.10. Let
XP = span{range(e**1P(k,c.)) | ¢ € R(k), k € 227} C H' (T, x (—h,0)) x H*(Ty),

P(v,n) =@ R re 228 eF P (K, ) (0(k), 7 (K)), X =kerP C H'(Tp x (—h,0)) x H*(Ty).

where P(k, c,) was defined in (6.8), then the following hold.
(1) P is a bounded projection operator from H™(Tp, x (—h,0)) x H"*(T) to XPN (H™(T x (—h,0)) x
H"(Ty)) for any integer n € 1,1y — 1].
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(2) XP and X€ are both invariant subspaces of (2.6).
(3) Moreover (2.6) is also well-posed on the L?> x H' completion of XP and is a (possibly unstable)

dispersive equation with the (multi-branches of ) dispersion relation given by k — —kc, including
all ¢, € R(k).

The boundedness of P follows from the estimates in Theorem 2.1 at ¢ = 0. The invariance of X? and
X¢ is due to Lemma 6.2 and Corollary 6.2.1. The well-posedness of (2.6) on the L? x H' completion of
XP? is due to the fact that R(k) = {¢*(k)} C R\U([—h,0]) except for finitely many k € 22Z. Here we did

1
not set XP and X¢in L? x H'! is due to the issue that we can not ensure vy (-,0) € H,,2 for v € L.

6.3. Linearized capillary gravity waves in the horizontally infinite case of z; € R. In this
subsection, we consider the case where z; € R and thus k£ € R. Throughout this subsection, we assume
(4.9) for K =R. For T = ¢,p, let

62 olta)= [ Sl ke gl = [l o = @),

where f)Jlr, ﬁ;, and 7! are defined in Lemma 6.1 and Corollary 6.1.1.
Again we first carry out the decay estimates of (v°,n°) based on Lemma 6.6-6.9. Let

(6.22) O°(x1, 20) = / Q°(k, o)™ dk,  Ai(z1,22) = / Ai (K, xo)ehr dk.
R R

Proof of Theorem 2.2(1-3). Again the assumption of the non-existence of singular modes is given in the
form of (4.9). According to Proposition 4.4, assumption (4.9) for K = R implies that (5.8) holds and
R(k) = {c*(k)} with all these simple roots ¢ (k) of F(k,-) away from U([—h,0]) for all £ € R. Moreover,
Lemma 4.2 yields

[dist(c* (k), U([=h, )| > Lp7%, [0F(k, cE(k)| > 7%, VEeR.

Like in the periodic-in-x; case, the proof of the decay of (v¢, 1) is also a direct verification using Lemmas
6.6-6.9 along with (6.18) and the divergence free condition. We omit the details.
From Lemmas 6.1 and 6.2(3), we obtain b and bg are independent of ¢ and satisfy, for any ny € [0, o],

1-ng ou~ ! (@+h)

1 R 3.
052 b(k, ¢ (K), x2)| < C(|k|n~ 210 (k)| + ulddg (k, 0)] + [k[p? ’WO(k)’LQZQ) MW

)

[bs (k, (k)] < C (1o (k)] + [kl ™ 17 [ (k, 0) + w2l (k)lrz, ).

The desired estimates follow from (6.20), ik = —o9, and direct computations. O

Similar to the periodic case, we also have the decomposition by invariant subspaces.
Lemma 6.11. Let
P(vn) = [ Pkt () w.mdk + [ Plhe (0)(v,m)dk,
R R

X? = range(P) € HY(R x (—h,0)) x H*(R), X¢=kerP C H'(R x (—h,0)) x H*(R),
where P(k, ¢ (k) was defined in (6.8), then the following hold.
(1) P is a bounded projection operator from H™(R x (—h,0)) x H"*1(R) to X? N (H™(R x (—h,0)) x
H"(R)) for any integer n € 1,1y — 1].
(2) XP and X€ are both invariant subspaces of (2.6).

(3) In fact (2.6) is also well-posed on the L? x H' completion of XP and is a dispersive equation with
the dispersion relation given by k — —kc* (k).

To end this subsection we show that, under assumptions (4.9) for K = R and (4.18) for ¢*(k), due to
the monotonicity of ¢* (k) in & > 0 (Lemma 4.7) and the asymptotics of ¢* (k) for |k| > 1 (Lemma 4.2(3)),
the dynamics of the non-singular modes is conjugate to that of linear irrotational capillary gravity waves.
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For k € R, let

=k w2) = (v1,02,m) = € (g (k, ¢ (), @), —ikp 3y (b, (k) 22), -

y—(k,c*(k),0) )
1
w2 (U(0) — = (k)
sinh kh )
ket (k)
where ¢ (k) is the wave speed of the free linear capillary gravity wave (system (1.3) with U = 0 and
Vxv=0) glven in (2.4). Here e* (k) correspond to the two non-singular modes in the k-th Fourier modes
in x1, while e the modes of irrotational linear capillary gravity waters waves. Define

= [ @t iar, g5 (r) = [ figetekar,
R

T={EEN I e PR} X ={E(f) | f e LXR)}.
Clearly X @ X~ is equal to the L? x H' completion of X and £* : L*(R) — X* and &5 : L*(R) — X3
parametrize X* and Xi by L?. The following proposition finishes the proof of Theorem 1.1(2b) and
Theorem 2.2(4).

Proposition 6.12. Assume U € C? and (4.9) for K = R, then the following hold.

(1) The mappings E* and Eif are isomorphisms. Moreover there exists C' > 0 depending only on U
such that

C™ < |eF (k)| g2, led (k)| < C, C7Mflpe S 1EF(F)lpes 1€ () < Clflp2, VEk ER, f € L*(R).

(2) For any solution (v(t,x),n(t,z1)) to the capillary gravity wave linearized at the shear flow U(xq),
if its component (vP,nP) as defined in (6.21) belongs to X & X, then it takes the form

(6.23) (WP, 17) = EF (e WL (k) 4+ £ (e W f_(k)),
for some unique f+ € L*(R). Similarly, any solution (v(t,x),n(t,z1)) € L? to the free linear
capillary gravity wave (system (1.3) with U = 0), then it takes the form

—ikeh — ¢ _—ikc.
(6.24) (v,m) = Ef (e *r WL (k) + &, (e B f_(K)),  fr € L2
(3) In addition, assume (4.18) for ¢*(k) and 0 € U([—h,0]), then there exist odd C' functions p4 (k)
and C' > 0 depending only on U such that

P (R)c (T (R) = ke (k),  CTH< R THe (R)], (0F) (k) <O, VEER.
Define ®* : X+ — Xf; as

e (k,22) = (v1,v9,n) = e_‘k|h</f% cosh k(xz2 + h), —ip"% sinh k(xzg + h),

PE(EX() = & (fop™)
for any EX(f) € X*, then &+ + &~ is an isomorphism from (X* @ X7) N (H® x H") to
(X eX; )N (H™x H™) for any n € [0,y — 1]. Moreover flows (6.23) and (6.24) are conjugate
through ® + ®~. Namely, for any f+ € L?, it holds

ot (g—i—( _ik6+(k)tf+(k‘))) + & (g—(e—ikc*(k)tf_(k,)))
=&t (MWL (o (R))) + & (e R f_ (o= (K))).

Proof. The estimates on \e (k)|2 and |ei (k)|p2 are derived from direct computations based on Lemma
3.9. In particular, since ¢*(k) € R\ U([-h, ]) formula (4.13) of y_ for k = 0 and the bound on 9yy_
are used in obtaining the lower bounds of |e* (k)| 2 for |k| close to 0. The estimates of |E¥(f)|;2 and
|EE(f)] 2 follow from those of e*(f) and el (f) and the Parseval’s identity. Statement (2) is a direct
Consequence of Lemma 2.3 and the definition of ¢* (k) and ¢ (k).

Since ¢£(0) = v/gh # 0 and ¢*(0) ¢ U([~h,0]), under the additional assumptions (4.18) and 0 €
U((—h, 0)) Proposition 4.4 and Lemma 4.7 imply that a.) both ke*(k) and ket (k) are odd in k, b.)

both +kc* (k) and +kci (k) have positive derivative for k& > 0, and c.) both are of the order O(]k\%) for
|k| > 1 and of the order O(|k|) for |k| < 1. Hence pT exist and satisfy the estimates, which implies

(6.25)

[Z
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the boundedness of ®. The conjugacy relation (6.25) can be verified directly using (6.23), (6.24), and the
definition of p*. O

Remark 6.5. Under (4.18), 0 € U([—h,0]), and F(k,U(—h)) # 0 for all k € R, without assuming
(4.9), X+ ® X~ may only be a closed subspace of XP, but ¢*(k) € R\ U([~h,0]) are still monotonic and
1solated from the rest of the singular or non-singular modes. The exactly same argument implies that the
conclusions of the above proposition still hold on X & X .

6.4. A remark on the linearized Euler equation on a fixed 2-d channel. We briefly comment on
the 2-d Euler equation on a fixed channel x9 € (—h,0) with slip boundary condition v = 0 at x9 = —h, 0.
Let U(z2) be a shear flow and we assume

(H) U’ > 0 and there are no singular modes.

As in the literatures, singular modes mean linearized solutions in the form of @1 =y(zy) with v € H%z
and ¢ € U([—h,0]).

The approach in this paper can be easily adapted to analyze this problem. While the non-homogeneous
term in the Rayleigh equation (2.11a) is still —%, the main modifications are: a.) replacing
y+(k, ¢, x9) and Va(k, ¢, x2) by 94 (k, ¢, z2) and yg(k, ¢, x2) which solve the homogeneous and non-homogeneous
Rayleigh equations satisfying boundary conditions

7+(0) =yp(0) =yp(=h) =0, F,(0)=1,

respectively, and b.) replacing F(k,c) by y_(k,c,0). For the simplification of notations, we also use y_,
7+, and yg to denote their limits as ¢; — 04. In this case of channel flow with fixed boundary, obviously
the set of non-singular modes (roots of y_(k, ¢,0) outside U([—h,0])) for all & € R is finite, actually empty
if U” # 0. Assuming (H), through the same procedure as in Lemma 6.1, the solution v(¢,z) to the
linearized Euler equation at the shear flow U(x2) can also be split into

v(t,x) = v°(t, x) + P (¢, x)

associated to the continuous spectra and point spectra. Under assumption (H), vP(t,-) belongs to the
eigenspace of unstable modes which is finite dimensional if x1 € Zy,. Let

Q°(k, x2) = (k, z2)

+ $U" (22) (1 + sgn(kt))yg(k,U(za), 22) + (1 — sgn(kt))ys(—k,U(z2), z2)),
:i@o(lﬁo)y—(/ﬁ’U(O)a@)’ Ap(k,z9) = iwo (, —h)~?§+(kaU(—h)7$2)7

KU7(0)2y_(k, U(0),0) KU (—h)25 (F, U (—R), —h)
and Q¢ and A4, = B, T, be defined as in (6.17) for the L-periodic-in-z; case and in (6.22) for the case of
r1 € R.

AT(ky IIJ‘Q)

Theorem 6.13. Assume U € C, Iy > 3, and (H) holds for all k € K where K = %N or K =R, then,
for any q1 € [2,00], g2 € (2,0¢], € > 0, n1 € R, and integer ng > 0, there exists C > 0 depending only on
q1, 92, €, and U such that any solution with 019(0,z2) = 0 satisfy

no+ni—

‘8?08211UE‘L3L31(R) + ‘8?08511_1(1 - 821)%”5’L§L31(R) < CHaxl‘ %WO HSI%LQ 3
® z2
if lg > 4, then
|tafoagj(1 - ail)%vﬂl/%ljgl (]R) + ‘8?085?11—"_1 (t’l)f - U/($2)_1a;1196($1 — U(.Z'g)t, 1’2))
+ |00 (w — Q(zy — Ul(wa)t, 2)) |L%L32(R)

+ (0700 (92,05 — 05, Q (1 — Ul(22)t, 32)) \L%ng

2re @)

(R)
1

no+ni——

H€+%L2 + ‘|8€E1| 1 Oy o

z] To 1 2

<C(||0 [ T wy
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and if U € C°, then
|8f08;‘11+1 (205 — U'(22) 20,1 Q1 — U(22)t, 22) — Ap(z1 — U(—h)t,x2)
— AT(xl — U(O)t, 1’2)) ‘Lngz (R)

no+ni—

+ _1 1 + _1
SC(“OIMVLO " a w0|H5+%L2 + ||8$1| a 8&22“}0‘]_]5*5112 + ||a$1|n0 " a aizw()‘H
T To 1 2

Moreover,

’QC _ O.)O‘H;?L%z S C‘WOIH:%*1+€L%27 ‘82:290 _ 81:2&)0‘[—];11[,%2 S C(‘WOIH;11+€L%2 + ‘81;2&)0‘[_];11171«#51/%2).

. 1 . 1
(kA (K, -)pg, < C(k) @lwo( —h)|,  |kAz(k,-)|pe < C(k) l@o(k,0)], Vg € [1,00],
" _1 A 1
KOru Rk, gz, < CUY TG0, ~R)l, ks Ak, )ge, < CUR)' 5 I20(k, 0], Vg € [1,00)
Finally, At, 1 = B, T, satisfy AT(kJ =0,29) =0 and

—(U-=U(0))AAr +U"Ar =0, x9 € (—h,0),
AT(xl, —h) =0, 8I1AT(x1,O) = —U’(O)_2wo(x1,0);

—(U —-U(=h))AAp+U"Ap =0, x2 € (—h,0),
Ou AB(-,—h) = —U'(—=h) 2wy (21, —h), Ap(x1,0) =0.

Remark 6.6. In the case of the Couette flow U(xq) = x2, assumption (H) is satisfied. Obviously Q¢ = wy,
which in fact gives the whole linearized vorticity w(t,x) = wo(x1 — xot,x2) and the leading asymptotic
terms of tvy and 8:%21)2, However, t?vy does also include contributions Ap and A from the top and bottom
boundaries. These asymptotic leading order terms are essentially same as those obtained in [20] (after
simplifications of (5.1) in Lemma 5.1 there), see also Lemma 3 in [40].
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