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PRANDTL-BATCHELOR FLOWS ON A DISK

MINGWEN FEI, CHEN GAO, ZHIWU LIN, AND TAO TAO

ABSTRACT. For steady two-dimensional flows with a single eddy (i.e. nested closed streamlines),
Prandtl (1905) and Batchelor (1956) proposed that in the limit of vanishing viscosity the vorticity
is constant in an inner region separated from the boundary layer. In this paper, by constructing
higher order approximate solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations and establishing the validity of
Prandtl boundary layer expansion, we give a rigorous proof of the existence of Prandtl-Batchelor
flows on a disk with the wall velocity slightly different from the rigid-rotation. The leading order
term of the flow is the constant vorticity solution (i.e. rigid rotation) satisfying Batchelor-Wood
formula.

1. INTRODUCTION

In his famous paper [34] on the birth of boundary layer theory, Prandtl (1904) noted that in the
limit of infinite Reynolds number, the vorticity of steady two-dimensional laminar flows becomes
constant within a region of nested closed streamlines (i.e. a single eddy). The same property
was later rediscovered by Batchelor (1956) in [I]. See also the conference abstract [6] of Feynman
and Lagerstrom (1956). This class of result is now usually referred to as Prandtl-Batchelor theory
and such laminar flows are called Prandtl-Batchelor (PB) flows in the literature. For PB flows
on a circular disk, the formula of the limiting vorticity constant was given in ([I [6l 43]) and
is usually referred to as the Batchelor-Wood formula. For PB flows on more general domains,
it is more difficult to determine the limiting vorticity constant and partial results were given in
(5L 6 26l B8] B9, [43]). The Prandtl-Batchelor theory plays an important role in many studies
involving laminar flows with small viscosity, for example, the nonlinear critical layer theory near
shear flows in [28]. It also implies a selection mechanism of the Navier-Stokes equations in the
inviscid limit. Although the Euler equations have infinitely many steady solutions, only those
Euler solutions satisfying the PB theory can appear in the inviscid limit. That is, the vorticity of
the compatible Euler solution must be a constant within each eddy.

Moreover, the Prandtl-Batchelor theory can be applied to general 2D advection diffusion equation
of a passive scalar field 0 (z,y)

w-V0—RIA0 =0,

where u (z,y) is a given steady incompressible flow, and R~' is the diffusion coefficient. Then
Prandtl-Batchelor theory implies that when R~! tends to zero, 6 should tend to a constant within
any single eddy associated with the flow u. The first example is the homogenization of potential
vorticity in the ocean circulation theory ([33] 36, [37]), where 6 is the potential vorticity in the 2D
quasi-geostrophic model and R is the Peclet number. Another example is the flux expulsion in the
self-excited dynamo theory ([29] B0l 42]), where 6 is the magnetic potential and R is the magnetic
Reynolds number. Then PB theory implies that within each eddy of the flow u, the magnetic field
(i.e. V0) should become zero when R™! tends to zero.

Despite the importance of PB theory and its wide applications to fluids, there is relatively little
mathematical work on this problem. In the existing “proof” of PB theory stemming from [I] [34],
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the eddy structure of the laminar flow is a priori assumed. In the Appendix, we give such a proof for
the case of a single eddy. It is based on the assumptions that: for sufficiently small viscosity i) the
steady flow of Navier-Stokes has a single eddy (i.e. no hyperbolic stagnation point of the stream
function); ii) any interior domain is separated from the boundary layer uniformly for vanishing
viscosity; iii) inside the interior domain, steady NS solutions tend to a steady Euler solution in
C?. However, given a domain and the boundary condition, it is difficult to understand the eddy
structures (i.e. streamline structures) of the steady solutions of NS equations and control the
boundary layer. The above assumptions were never verified in any case rigorously. In a series of
works ([20], 21} 22] 23] 241, 25 26]), Kim initiated a mathematical study of PB flows on a disk. In
particular, when the boundary velocity is slightly different from a constant, the well-posedness of
the Prandtl equation under the Batchelor-Wood condition was shown in [21I] and some asymptotic
study of the boundary layer expansion was given in [20]. However, it remains difficult to show the
convergence of the boundary layer expansion to the steady Navier-Stokes solution.

In this paper, we give the first proof of the existence of PB flow on a disk. As in [2I], we
assume the boundary condition to be slightly different from a constant rotation. We first construct
steady solutions of Euler equations (leading order term of the Navier-Stokes equations) to be the
constant vorticity solution (i.e. rigid rotation) satisfying the Batchelor-Wood formula. Then,
by constructing higher order approximate solutions and establishing the convergence of Prandtl
boundary layer expansion, we construct a class of Prandtl-Batchelor flows to the steady Navier-
Stokes equations on a disk. More precisely, we consider the steady Navier-Stokes equations in two
dimensional disk Bi(0)

(1.1)

u® - Vu® 4 Vp° — 2Au® =0,
V-u® =0,

with rotating boundary
W, = (a+nf(O))t, (1:2)

where € > 0 is reciprocal to Reynolds number, u® is the velocity, p° is the pressure, a > 0, n is a
small number, t is the unit tangential vector to dBj, and f(0) is a 2m-periodic smooth function.
Let u®(0,7) be the tangential component and v*(f,r) be the normal component of u® in polar
coordinates, then (LLI]) reads

£,,€ £,/ £,,E e _ 2 5 5 Upg 2,6 ut) _
utug + rvcuy + utv° + pp E(TUM—FUT—F T U T)—O,

ufvf + ro°vs — (uf)? + rpf — &% (rvs, 4 v + U;‘ni — 2945 — L) =0,
ug + vy +v° =0,
u€(97 1) =a+ 77f(9), UE(97 1) =0,
where (0,7) € Q :=[0,27] x (0,1]. Formally, as ¢ — 0, we obtain the steady Euler equations
UeOgUe + Ve OpUle + UeVe + Ogpe = 0,
UeOgUe + VT OpUp — (ue)2 + 1r0rpe = 0, (1.4)
Opue + Op(rve) = 0.

We will show the existence of solution (u®,v%) to (IL3]) which converges to a solution of steady
Euler equations (4] with constant vorticity as ¢ — 0. We first choose a steady Euler flow with
constant vorticity (rigid rotation) which satisfies the Batchelor-Wood formula, then construct a
solution (uf,v%) to (L3) by perturbing this steady Euler flow. However, in general, there is a
mismatch between the tangential velocities of the Euler flow u. and the prescribed Navier-Stokes
flows u®. Due to the mismatch on the boundary, Prandtl in 1904 formally introduced the boundary

layer theory to correct this mismatch, but the justification of this formal boundary expansion is
a challenging problem. A first step for the justification of this formal boundary expansion is to
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understand the approximate terms in the formal expansion, that is the steady Prandtl equations and
linearized steady Prandtl equations, see [3] 13, B2, B85 40, 41]. For the validity of Prandtl boundary
layer expansion, there are some important results in recent years. For the moving boundary, Guo
and Nguyen made the first important progress in [I0] where they considered the Navier-Stokes
equations over a moving plate. Then Iyer in [I4] extended Guo-Nguyen’s result to the case of a
rotating disk by considering the curvature effect. The leading order of Euler flows in [10] and [I4] are
both shear flows, and the width of the region in [I0] and the angle of sector in [I4] are small. Later,
Iyer in [I5] justified the global steady Prandtl expansions over a moving plane under the assumption
of the smallness of the mismatch, and considered the situation that Euler flow is a perturbation
of shear flow in [16]. For the no-slip boundary, there are also some important works. In [I1], Guo
and Iyer justified the validity of 2d steady Prandtl layer expansion in a narrow region, and later
they extended their result in [I12] where they considered the 2d steady Navier-Stokes equations with
external force. Gao and Zhang in [7] justified the validity of 2d steady Prandtl layer expansion by
introducing the stream function in the error estimates and removed the smallness of the width for
shear flow. Then, Iyer and Masmoudi in [I7, [I8] justified the global-in-x steady Prandtl boundary
layer expansion. Very recently, Gao and Zhang in [§] justified the Prandtl expansion under the
situation of non-shear Euler flow when the width of the region is small. Moreover, the stability in
Sobolev space for some class of shear flows of Prandtl type has been studied by Gerard-Varet and
Maekawa in [9], see also [2].

In the current work, we assume that f027r f(0)d0 = 0 and the leading order of Euler flow
(ue(0,7),ve(0,7)) is the Couette flow

(Ue,ve) = (ar,0).

There is an important basis for this choice—Prandtl-Batchelor theory in [I](also see Appendix
C). This theory shows that if the Euler flow (ue(0,7),v.(0,7)) in the disk B;(0) is the vanishing
viscosity limit of Navier-Stokes flow whose streamlines are closed, then it must be the Couette flow

(ue(@,7),ve(0,1r)) = (ar,0),

where a is a constant. While the Batchelor-Wood formula in [43] shows

2 2w

201y 2, 17 2
uz(l) =« 4—27T ; f2(0)de.

So we take the leading order of Euler flow (ue(€,7),v.(0,7)) as follows

Ue(0,7) = ue(r) := ar, ve(0,7) =0, (1.5)
where
R 2
a:<a o) f(0)d9> .

Then, we introduce the steady Prandtl equations near r = 1

(e (1) + ui) Ol + (05 — v (8,0)) v ul) — Byyul? =0,
agu,(,o) + 8yv,()1) =0,

W0 0,7) =0 +2m,Y), vV(0,Y) =00+ 27, Y),

u |y_g =+ nf(0) —ue(l), limy__oo(uh’, vi”) = (0,0).

(1.6)

The above steady Prandtl equations will be derived by matched asymptotic expansion and the
solvability will be studied in next section.
Now our main theorem is stated as follows.
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Theorem 1.1. Assume that f(0) is a 2w-periodic smooth function which satisfies 027r f(0)do =0,
then there exist eg > 0,19 > 0 such that for any e € (0,e0),n € (0,10), the Navier-Stokes equations
(I-3) have a solution (u®(0,r),v%(6,7)) which satisfies

‘ us(0,7) — ue(r) — ul(,o) <0, a ; 1) HLOO(Q) < Ce,

[v°]| Loo () < C,
where (ue(r),0) is the Couette flow in (1.3), and ul(,o) is the solution of steady Prandtl equations in

(L.4).

Moreover, for any r < 1, there holds

. - _
lim {|w® = 2al[ (5, (0)) = 0,

where w®(0,1) is the vorticity of (u¢(8,r),v*(0,r)).

Remark 1.2. The condition f027r f(0)d0 =0 can be dropped due to the fact

2w _
a+nf0)=a+ g | O)d0+0f0)
where f027r f(0)d0 = 0. Moreover, the smoothness of f(8) can be relaxed, but we don’t pursue this

issue here.

Now we present a sketch of the proof and some key ideas.
Step 1: Construction of the approximate solution. We construct an approximate solution
(u®,v*) by matched asymptotic expansion. The approximate solution consists of Euler part (uZ, vZ)

and Prandtl part (ug,vy), and satisfies the following estimates

4l (6,7) + 02(6,7)] < Cenr, |902(6,7) — ul(6,7) + ar| < Cenpr

which will be used frequently in the error estimate. The details of constructing the approximate
solution will be given in Section 2. After the construction of approximate solution, we derive the
equations (B.I)) for the error (u,v) := (u® — u®, v — v®), then establish the well-posedness of ([B.1]).
Notice that the nonlinear term can be easily handled by higher order approximation, hence we only
need to consider the linearized error equations:

uup + vOru, + uug + vrul + viu + vu® + pg — 2 (ruw + T 4270 4y, — %) =F,,

uvg 4 v, 4+ uvf 4+ vrod — 2uu® + rp, — €2 (rup, + 22 — 2% 4y, — L) =

ug + (rv), =0, (1.7)
w(@+2m,7r) = w(d,r), v+ 2m,r) =v(d,r),

u(0,1) =0, v(6,1) =0.

Step 2: Linear stability estimate for (I.7). Equations (7)) are the linearized Navier-

Stokes equations around the approximate solution (u®,v*). The leading order of (u®,v?®) is <ar +

X(T)ul(,o) (6, %1),0), where x(7) is a cut-off function, see (Z59)). Since |uj| = |ul()%)| < 7, the leading
order of the system (7)) can be simplified as

u®ug + vrud + vu® + py — 62(T’LLM + 28 250 oy, — %) = F,,

uvg — 2uu® + rpy — 2 (rvg, + 22 — 2% 4y, — U) = F,,

ug + (rv), =0, (1.8)
w(@+2m,r) =u(d,r), v(0+2m,7)=0v(0,r),

u(f,1) =0, v(0,1) =0,
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where u® can be regarded as ar + X(T)uz(,o) (9, T’T_l)

The linear stability estimate consists of a basic energy estimate and a positivity estimate. In fact,
it’s easy to know that the basic energy estimate is not good enough for obtaining aprior estimate
of (L8) because ¢ is small. The key point is the following observation which gives the important
positivity estimate: u® is strictly positive, we should make use of the terms u%ug and u®vg to obtain
a positive quantity from the convective term. To do this, we choose (ug, ’Ug) as the multiplier, the
pressure is eliminated due to the divergence-free condition and the diffusion terms also vanish. It
is easy to obtain

1 27 1 27
/ / (u“ua + vrul + Uua)uecwdr + / / (u“ve — 2uu“)vgd9dr
o Jo o Jo

1 27 1 27
:/ / (arue + 2arv)ued9dr + / / (arve — 2aru) vod@dr
o Jo o Jo

/ /7T (0 ug + vrdy (x(r)u ())—I—vx() (0))ued9dr+/0 /Oﬂ(X() Dy — 2ux(r)u (0))v9d9dr

17

1 2m
L = a/ / r(uj 4+ v3)dodr.
0o Jo

Moreover, since x(r) =0 for r < %, by the Hardy inequality, we deduce that

1 rom
‘/ / vr@r(x(r)ul(,o))UQder‘
o Jo
1 rom 2T
S‘/ / m‘x’(r ugd@dr‘+‘/ /
o Jo
1 r2r
<Cn / / r(ug + vg)dodr
o Jo

o
‘/ / ux(r vgdﬁdr‘
27 1 2 1 1 21 1
< (0) < 2 2 ) 2'
_6‘/0 /0 74_1X(7‘)Yup vedldr| < C’sn(/o /0 rurdﬁdr> </0 /0 rvgdﬁdr>

The other terms in II can be handled by the same argument. Thus, we obtain

1 2 1 2w
/ / (u“ug + vruy + vu“)ugdﬂdr + / / (u“vg — 2uu“)v9d9dr
0o Jo 0o Jo

1 rom 1 r2rm
>(a—Cn) / / r(uj 4 v3)dfdr — 06277/ / rudfdr.
0o Jo

When 7 is sufficiently small, (a — Cn) fo f T ue + 1)9 )dOdr is a positive quantity. The details of
the positivity estimate can be found in Lemma B2l

However, the positive quantity |[v/7(ug,vg)||2 don’t contain zero-frequency of (u,v) which is
needed to obtain the L estimate for the error (u,v). Notice that f027r v(0,7)dd = 0 because of
the divergence-free condition and the boundary condition, we can dominate |[v|| by [|vg||2 using
the Poincaré inequality. However ug(r) := 5= 027r u(0,7)df # 0, we need to obtain the estimate of
|ug(r)| from the basic energy estimate.

It is easy to get

Y@yu ugdfdr

and
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Now we give a sketch of the basic energy estimate. Choose ug as a multiplier to the first equation
in (LL8). The diffusion term is

1 27 1 2 2
/ / —g2 (ruw + oo + 2U—0 + u, — E)uo(r)amdr = 52/ / (r\uf)]z + E)d@dr.
0 0 T T T 0 0 T

Recall that u® = ar + X(r)u;g,o) (0, 7=1). Tt’s direct to deduce that the following quantity vanishes:

£

1 2T
/ / (arua + 2arv + pg)uodﬁdr =0,
0o Jo

where we used f027r v(0,7)df = 0. Moreover, the Prandtl part can be handled by the Hardy inequal-
ity as above

1 21
/ / (ul(,o)ug + vr&,ul(,o) + vuéo))uoder
o Jo

1 2w
m/ / ex(r) (Yuéo)ug + —TUT1Y25yuI(JO) + quuéO)) —Tuolder < nellVr(ug, ve)ll2||v/rug |2
0o Jo - -

Thus, we obtain that &2||/rupll2 < [[v/7(ug,vg)||2. One can see the details of the basic energy
estimate in Lemma 311

Combining the positivity estimate and basic energy estimate, we obtain the linear stability of
equations (LS]).

Step 3: H? estimate for error. To close the nonlinearity, we need the L> estimate. However,
the quantity ||\/r(ug,vs)||2 can’t be used to control ||(u,v)||o due to the weight r, and we can only
use fol f027r r(u? + v2)dfdr which comes from the diffusion term. To do this, we first rewrite the
error equations and the associated linear stability estimate in Euler coordinates, then get the H?
estimate by Stokes estimates in a smooth bounded domain, finally ||(u,v)||o can be obtained by
Sobolev embedding.

Finally, combining the linear stability estimate, H? estimate and Sobolev embedding, we can
establish the well-posedness of error equations by contraction mapping theorem.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we construct an approximate solution by matched
asymptotic expansion method and study the property of this approximate solution. In Section 3, we
derive the error equations and establish their linear stability estimate. The linear stability estimate
consists of the basic energy estimate and the positivity estimate. In Section 4, we firstly rewrite
the error equations and the associated linear stability estimate in Euler coordinates, then obtain
H? estimate by the Stokes estimate in a smooth bounded domain. In Section 5, we complete the
proof of Theorem [Tl by combining the linear stability estimate and H? estimate.

2. CONSTRUCTION OF APPROXIMATE SOLUTIONS

In this section, we construct an approximate solution of the Navier-Stokes equations (3] by
matched asymptotic expansion.

2.1. Euler expansions.
Away from the boundary, we make the following formal expansions

us(0,7) = u (0, r) +euM(@,r) + -,
Ue(ev T) = ’Ug(]) (97 T) + 6’021) (97 7") Tt

pa(e’ T) = pg)) (97 7") + gpgl) (97 7") e
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2.1.1. Equations for (ue ),Ugo),pg )).

By substituting the above expansions into (3] and collecting the e-zeroth order terms, we

deduce that (ug ),vg ), pgo)) satisfies the following steady nonlinear Euler equations

10 8pul? + 1ol 9,4l + w0 + 99l = 0,
w960 + 10l 0,0 — ()2 4 r0,pY =0, (2.1)
O u£)+r8 vé ) —I—US)) =0.

Due to the Prandtl-Bathelor theory in [I], the leading order Euler flows (ugo),véo)) with closed
streamlines must be the Couette flows in Q2

ul®(0,r) = ue(r) = ar, v00,r)=0, (2.2)
where the value of a is a constant determined by the Wood formula (2IT]).
Then equations (2] reduce to
op(0.1) =0, 0,0 (0,7) = Tu.
Thus, we deduce that
pP(O.7) = pe(r), pl(r) = a’r. (2.3)
n o (1 ))_

2.1.2. Equations for (ue Ve, De

By collecting the e-order terms, we deduce that (ugl),vgl), pg )) satisfies the following linearized

Euler equations in €2
aragugl) + 2arvt? + 89p£1) =0,
ardpu!) — 2arul? +roptt =0, (2.4)
89u£1) + r@rvgl) +ol) = 0,
which are equipped with the boundary condition
v]z1 = vy, v (0,7) = vV (0 + 27, 7), (2.5)
(1)

where vy, 7 is the solution of Prandtl equations which will be derived in next subsection.

The equations for (ugl), vgl), pgl)) 1= 2,3,4 will be derived later.

2.2. Prandtl expansion near r = 1.
We introduce the scaled variable Y = =1 € (—o00, 0] and make the following Prandtl expansions
near r =1

W = ue(r) +ul(0,Y) +e[ulM (0, 7) +ulD(O,Y)] + -,
v* = 0l0(0,Y) +e[v(0,r) + oM (0, V)] + 2 [vP(0,r) + 0P 0, Y)] + -+, (2.6)

p° =pe(r) + 0 (0,Y) +e[pN (0, 7) + 8 (0,Y)] + ¢ [pP(0,7) + pP (6, Y)] + -+,
where as Y — —o0
Ahorui(0,Y) — 0, 0hdy P (0,Y) — 0, (2.7)
here [,m > 0,i =0,1,--- , which satisfies the following boundary condition
ul®(0,1) +u{”(0,0) = a +0f(0), ul)(6,1) +ul)(0,0)=0, i >1,
v{(0,1) +v)(6,0) = 0,i > 0.
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The boundary conditions of ul(,i) (0,Y) as Y — —oo will be given later.

2.2.1. Equations for (vp ),p;g,o)).
By substituting the above expansions into (IL3]) and collecting the % order terms, we get

ayol(0,Y) =0, oypl(0,Y)=
which together with ([2.7]) imply
vz(,o) =0, pl(,o) =0.

2.2.2. Equations for (up ),vl(,l),p,(, )).

By substituting the above expansions into (L3]) and collecting the e-zeroth order terms, we obtain

(0) (1))

the following steady Prandtl equations for (uy ~,

(e(1) + uf)Bpu” + (06, 1) + v5) vl — dyyul”) =0,
agu(o) + ayv(l) =0,

W0, 7) =00+ 27, Y), ovV0,Y) =00+ 21, Y), 28)
L uly_y = @+ 0f(0) = ue(D), Ty ooy, 05") = (0,0)
and the pressure pél) satisfies
ovp)(0.Y) = (uf))(0.Y) + 2uc () (0,Y), lim piV(6,Y) =0. (2.9)

2.2.3. Equations for (up ),v,(,2)).

By substituting the above expansions into the first and third equation in (I.3]) and collecting the

e-order terms, we obtain the following linearized steady Prandtl equations for (u,(,l),v;,(,m)

(e (1) + ui) Bpul) + (70, )+vp )ayu§,> + (2(0,1) + ooy ul
+(up! +ul (6,1 ma — dvvuy) = f1(0,Y)

Al + Oy + oy (Vo) = (2.10)

<1>(9 V) =0 + 27, V), v,?)(e Y) =02 (0 + 27, Y),

\ ujy |Y:0 él)|r:1= limy o By, v”) = (0,0),

7

where
£1(0,Y) = = dgpl!) + Yoyyul) + oyul)
—ul® (BpuM (6, 1) + v (6, 1) + oY) — u (1)Y Fpu”)

— (0v(0,1) + vV (0,1))Y Oy ul — (ul(1) + Yoy ul®) + ue(1))olV.

The equations for (ug),vgﬂ)),i = 2,3,4 will be derived later.
2.3. Solvabilities of Euler equations and Prandtl equations.

The order in which we solve the equations is as follows

(e(r),0) = (0§D > (@, o) = (W, v@) = -
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2.3.1. Prandtl equations and their solvabilities.
We first derive some necessary condition for the solvability of Prandtl equations.

Lemma 2.1. (Batchelor-Wood formula [20][21]) Let f027r f(0)do = 0. If the nonlinear Prandtl
equations (Z.8) have a solution (uﬁ,o),vl(,l)) which satisfies
ue(1) +ul(0,Y) >0, VY <0, [[uo <M,

where M > 0 is a constant, then there holds

u?(1) = o + " /27r f2(6)ae. (2.11)
0

Proof. We introduce the von Mises variable
Y
v= [ (V) +uP6,2)dz, UOO.) = 1) + u)0.Y).
0

Then from ([Z38), we deduce that U(?) satisfies

0
22/[9( ) _ ((U(O))2)¢¢’
U, ) =UO (6 + 21, ), (2:12)
UO| ) =a+nf(0), Timy, ooU® =uc(1).

Here we have used the facts:
Y
89u1(,0) = L{(go) —H/{g)) / aeul(,o) (9,2))dz
0
=ul” + U (u9(0,0) — oV (0,Y)) = Uy” — U (v D (0,1) + 0D (0, 7)),
avul® =uLu®.
Integrating the first equation in ([2.12) from 0 to 27w about 6 leads to
82 2w (02
— 0,1)df = 0.
el GO
Notice that ¢(?) is bounded at ¢ — —oco, we deduce that

27
% / UOY2(0, )do = 0,
0

Therefore combining the boundary condition in (2.12]), we deduce that

20 =g [ et om=a+ 2 [" 0w+ L[ o
2m Jo T Jo 2m Jo
2 2
—o2+ L [ f20)de.
27T 0

Thus, we complete the proof of this lemma. O
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The following Corollary is a direct result of Lemma 2]

Corollary 2.1. If Lemma[21 holds, then
2

2 1
_ (2. 2 2
a—<a o ] 13 (0)d0)".

Next we aim to solve the steady Prandtl equations (28] and we use the method of [21].

Proposition 2.2. There exists ng > 0 such that for any n € (0,19), the equation (212) has a

unique solution U©) which satisfies the following estimates

> / / 305 U — o) [ () a0t < Clom. P, 1 0

jt+k<m

here (1) = /1 + 2.

Proof. We use the contraction mapping theorem to prove the desired conclusions and divide the

proof into five steps.
Step 1: Derivation of equivalent equation.

Let Q(6,7) := (U)%(8,4) — u2(1) and we rewrite [ZI12) as
Qo =UOQyy,
Q0,v) = Q0 + 2m,¢),
Qg = &+ 2anf(0) + 1 f2(0) —u2(1), Q|,,_, =0.
Defining
G(Q) = Q — 2u.(1)v/Q + u2(1) 4 2u?(
then (23] is equivalent to
Qo — ue(1)Quy = (G(Q))o;
Q(0,v) = Q6 + 27, ¢),
Qg = &+ 2anf(0) + 0 f2(0) —u2(1), Q|,,_, =0.
Let Qg be the solution to
(Qo)o = ue(1)(Qo)yw,
Qo(0,¢) = Qo(0 + 27, 1),
Qoo = & +2anf(0) + 17 f*(0) — wZ(1), Qof,__. =0,
which will be solved in Appendix A, then (2.I4]) is equivalent to
Qo — ue(1)Qyy = (H(Q))o,
Q0,v) = Q0 + 2m,¢),
Q‘qp:o =0 Q|¢—>—oo =0,

where

H(Q) = Q + Qo — 2uc(1)v/Q + Qo + u2(1) + 2uZ(1).
Defining the linear operator £ : A — ® such that
Dy — ue(1)Pyy = Ag,
=LA PO,¢) =0+ 2m,1),

q)‘djzo =0, q)‘d}—}—oo =0,

(2.13)

(2.14)

(2.15)

(2.16)

(2.17)
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then (ZI0]) is equivalent to
Q = L(H(Q));
QO,¢) = Q0 + 2m, ), (2.18)
Qlyg =0 Qly__ =0

Defining the function space X as follows

x={@: Q0.0 =0 +2m.). @l =l =0,

0 2
Q% = 3. //O\agagcz|2<w>ld9d¢<+oo.}

GHk<m,I>0" "
and a ball By in X

By={Qe X :|Q|x <ro},

here r¢ is a small number which will be determined later, m is a positive integer.
In the next three steps, we will verify that £ o H is a contraction map from By to By with a

suitable small rg.
Step 2: Boundedness of L in X.
In this step, we prove that for any m > 0,7 > 0, there holds

i ok l | ok q
S loeke()l, <cenn X kA, 219
j+k<m j+k<m,q<l
First, we prove ([2ZI9) for [ = 0. Multiplying the equation in (2I7) by ® and integrating with
respect to (60,1) € (0,27) X (—o0,0), we obtain
ue(1)[|Pyll2 < CA)[[All2 + Al|@ol|2- (2.20)

Then, multiplying the equation in (ZI7)) by ®y and integrating with respect to (6,v) € (0,27) x
(—00,0), one has

[@all2 < C(A) [ Agll2 + AllPgll2- (2.21)
Combining (220))-([2Z:2I)) and choosing small A > 0 we get
[(@y, Po)l2 < CI(A, Ag)ll2- (2.22)

Integrating (2.I7]) with respect to 0 € (0,27) gives

d2 27
— ®(0,4)dh =
dw2 /0 ( 7/1/}) 07
which combines ®|y—p = P|y——0c = 0 imply
2
/ (0, )d0 = 0. (2.23)
0
Due to (223) and the Poincaré inequality we have
[@ll2 < ClPgll2 < CII(A, Ag)ll2- (2.24)
For any j > 0,k > 2, from the equation (2.IT), we deduce that
|3505 2112 < C(10§0y>®sll2 + 19503 Aoll). (2.25)

For any j > 0, applying Gg to the equation in (2.I7]), multiplying the resultant equation by 8(3@,
integrating with respect to (6,1) € (0,27) x (—o0,0) and using the Young inequality one has

1850,®(12 < Cl195 ' All2 + C| @2 (2.26)
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For any j > 0, multiplying the equation in (2ZI7) by agj ~19, integrating with respect to (0,v) €
(0,27) X (—00,0), one can get

) 0 27 . . .
gl = [ [ ok ensdsas < clojelelogal (2.27)
—o0 J0
Combining (Z25)), (2206 and (Z27), we obtain that for any m > 2, there holds
Yo lgosela<c D 1505@l+C Y [15505A].

ithem jtkem—1 j+k<m
Thus, by induction and [2:22)), (224]), we deduce that for any m > 0, there holds
> 35052l2 < Clm) D 0505l (2.28)
j+h<m jk<m

Next, we prove (2I9]) for m < 1 l > 1 Multiplying the equation in ([I7) by ®¢?%, integrating

with respect to (0,) € (0,27) x (— , we have
2m
/ / o2 dody < C / / 22D g dyp
2 2
+C(\) / A2 dody + X / / 22l dOdnp. (2.29)
—o0 J0

Multiplying the equation in (ZIT) by ®g1p?, integrating with respect to (6,1) € (0,27) x (—o0,0),
we obtain

/ / ” d2y2dody < C / / 2ﬂ<1> 202 =Vagdy + C / qu/)zld@dq/). (2.30)

Combining (229)-(230), using the Poincaré inequality and choosing small A > 0 we get
0 2T
/ / (0% + @ + ®F) > dfdy
—o0 J0

0 2 0 2m
< / /0 (9% + @2 + @F) > Vdody + C / /0 (A2 + AJp? ) dfdyp.
By induction on [ and using ([Z.28]), we deduce that for any [ > 1, there holds
(@0, 20, @), < O0'Y 140} 231)
q<l

Finally, we prove (219) any m > 2,1 > 1. When j + k = m,k > 2, from the equation 217, we
deduce that

o, = (ot s fooma]). o

Applying 85”_1 to the equation in (2.I7]), multiplying the resultant equation by 85”_1@#%, inte-
grating with respect to (6,1) € (0,27) x (—o00,0) and using the Young inequality one has

lo—tosot|| < clopa!| +clop—tevt| +cmoy—tev-1. (2.33)

Multiplying the equation in (ZI7) by 892m_1<131/12l, integrating with respect to (6,v) € (0,27) X
(—00,0), one can get

Hag%w% < CH@g’"bAW‘L + C(J)Hagn—la¢<1>¢l—1H2. (2.34)
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Combining (232)), (233]) and ([2:34]), we obtain that for any m > 2,1 > 1, there holds
S el <o X[t ot X faiad],
j+k<m

jtk=m j+k<m—1,g<l
Thus, by induction m and using (2.31), we deduce that for any m > 2,1 > 1, there holds
gosev!|| < cm.) Haﬂad,mpqu (2.35)
jHk<m +k<
This complete the proof of (2Z.19]). Thus, we obtain
LAl x < ClAllx, VA€ X. (2.36)

Step 3: Lo H is a continuous map from By to By.
In this section, we first prove that for any m > 2,1 > 0, there holds

. . , 2
S |gesm@ )|, < comn( X |aotew)|| + X |aosee)]) . @37
j+k<m j+k<m Jtk<m
Set
H(z) =z — 2u.(1)/z +u2(1) + 2u2(1), |z] < u2(1),
then H(Q) = H(Q + Qo). Direct computation gives
|H'(x)| < Cla|, |HP(2)| <O, k>2. (2.38)
Since
2
_ 21_61 2:< Q+Q0 >7
(VQ+ Qo+ u2(1) — ue(1)) NGER TR ERRE
it’s easy to get
(W) < ClQ+Qollie (Q*(v) + Q3(w)), 120.
Using ([2.38]), we deduce that
(9uH(@)* ()" <C1Q + QollF= (Q%(w) + (@%(w)), 10,
(2H(Q)* () <ClIQ + Qolli~(QF() + (Q0)3(¥)), 1>0.
Thus, we obtain
> sy,
k<1
<clQ+ Q= Y |aAosew)|,+ X [oioseow)|). (2.39)
J+k<1 J+k<1

Since
Do M(Q) = H'(Q + Q0)(yeQ + DyoQo) + H"(Q + Q0)(99Q + 9pQ0) (94 Q + 9y Qo),
thus, using (2.38]), we obtain
)

H%QH(Q)Wy
)

l

L < C1IQ+ Qollo= ([ @uotw)|| , +]|(@o)ua(w)’
010y + @l @0 + @)

< C11Q + Qollz= (| Quo ()|, + | @0)wa(w)
+C|Qu + (Qo)p | 1 1€ Q9+ (Q0)) () [| 1+
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Hence by the Sobolev embedding, we deduce that
lowr@@)|, <o (X [aickew)|, + X [aiabeos)],)
Jtk<2 J+k<2

Same estimates hold for H@g@%(@)<w>l H2 and Hﬁww’H(QXzb)le. Thus, combing the estimate ([2.39)),

we arrive at

> mosr@|

(5 |t ¥ Joae])

Using (2.38)) and repeat the above argument, we obtain (2.37]).
Consequently, if we take ro = ||Qo||x and n small enough, then

ILH(Q)x < CIH(Q)llx < 4Cr§ < 4Cnro < 1o, VQ € B,

2

2

here we have used ([6.2]). Thus, LH is a continuous map from By to By for small 7.

Step 4: Lo H is a contraction map in By.
Noting firstly that

H(Q1) — H(Q2) = (1 Q2)<1 \/Q1+Q0+u§(1)+\/Q2+Q0+u§(1)>
and
1— 2ue(1)
V@1 + Qo +u2(1) + /Qa + Qo + u2(1)
_ Q1+ Qo
(VQ1 + Qo +u2(1) + /Q2 + Qo +u2(1)) (V@1 + Qo + u2(1) +ue(1))
Q2 + Qo

Vo Tt B VT Gt ) (Vs T Qo T ) + w(D)

With the help of the similar arguments in Step 3, we can obtain that there exist ng > 0 such
that for any n € (0,79), there holds

| LH(Q1) — LH(Q2)|| < C||H(Q1) — H(Q2)||
< Cl|Q1 — Q2| 4 (IQollx + 1Q1]lx + [[Q2]lx)
< OllQollx ||@1 — Q2|

1
< 5“@1 — Q2|

that is, LH is a contraction map in By.

Step 5: Euxistence and uniqueness of the equation (212).

By the standard contraction mapping principle, we know that there exists ng > 0 such that for
any n € (0,70) and any m,l € NU{0}, the equation (ZI2)) has a unique solution 2/(°) which satisfies

S [ [ oo - )| i asan < con, i,

J+k<m

this completes the proof of this proposition. O



INVISCID LIMIT IN UNIT 15

Return to the equations (2.8]), we have the following result.

Corollary 2.2. There exists ng > 0 such that for any n € (0,19), equations (2.8) have a unique
. ©) (1) : .
solution (up ', vp ') which satisfies

S

Jt+k<m

Notice that

A% (u® v} >)\ (V) dody < C(m, )2, m,l > 0. (2.40)

Y Y
o0, Y) = / Ay oD (0,Y")dY" = - / Bpu® (8, Y")dY",
we have
27
/ o{D(0,Y)dd =0, VY <0.
0

Finally, solving (2.9]), we obtain pél)(e, Y) which decay very fast as Y — —oc.

Remark 2.3. Kim established the well-posedness of Prandtl equations (1.6) in [21]. He first rewrote
the equations in an equivalent integral form, then constructed a sequence of approximate solutions
by Picard iteration and studied the structure of approximate solution sequence by infinite series
expansion, finally proved the convergence of approximate solution sequence in some suitable space.
In this paper, we use a different approach. Like Kim, we also first rewrite the equations in an
equivalent integral form, then we establish a priori estimate in a different space by energy method,
and the well-posedness of Prandtl equations [1.0) can be obtained by contraction mapping principle
directly. The flows constructed above have non-monotone velocity profile. It was shown by Renardy
that solutions of steady Prandtl equations with monotone profile do not exist.

2.3.2. Linearized Fuler equations for (ugl),vg ),pgl)) and their solvabilities.

Proposition 2.4. The linearized Euler equations (2.4]) have a solution (ug ),Uél),pg ))) which sat-

isfies

|89u£1) + U£1)|(97T) 30777”, |89U£1) - u£1)|(97’r) < C’nr, V(H,T‘) € Q7 (241)
10508 (uM), o) |l2 <C(k,5)n, Vi, k >0, (2.42)
27
r2Aul) —ul) 4 2950M =0, / o0, 7)do = 0, (2.43)
0

here and below, A = Oy, + % + %.
(1)

Proof. Eliminating the pressure pe’ in the equation (24), we obtain the following equation for

rvgl) in Q

—r Aoty =
{ Alrve?) =0, (2.44)

TUél)‘rzl = _Uzgl)’Y:O-

2 (1)
Since f T ( df = 0, we can assume

+oo
_Uz(al)(e’ 0) = Z[anl cos(nf) + by sin(nd)].

n=1

By (240]), we deduce that
@t + [bn| < O, VE 2 0, (2.45)
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It’s easy to justify that
“+oo

o0, r) = Z[anlr”_l cos(nf) + b, " sin(nh)]
n=1
solves the equation (2.44]). Set
+oo
ulM (0, r) = Z[—anlrn_l sin(n@) 4 bp1r™ ! cos(nd)],
n=1

then
Apul) + 0, (rotV) = 0, r2AulM — ulM) + 2050 =0,
1050 (), vD)ll2 < Ok, ), k. j =0,
which give ([2:42]) and (243).
Moreover, there hold

+oo

DpuV (0, 7) + vV (8,7) = Z[(l —n)an1r™ ! cos(nf) 4 (1 — n)bpyr™ sin(nb)],
n=2
+o0o

v (0,7) — uV(0, 1) = Z[(l —n)apr" tsin(nd) + (n — )bt cos(nd)].

n=2

Thus, we obtain (Z41]) by using (245)). After obtaining (ugl),vgl)), we construct pgl) as following

0
M (0.7) = o(r) - / (e (r) gt + ruvgt) + uevV) (', 7))
0
where ¢(r) is a function which satisfies

r0pp(r) + ue(r)9pu{V (0, 7) — 2uc(r)ul) (0,r) = 0.

Combining the equation of (ug ), él)) it’s direct to obtain

uedpvtt — 2u.ulM + r9,pH) = 0.
Hence, (ug ),vgl), pg )) solves the equations (2.4)). O
2.3.3. Linearized Prandtl equations for (uﬁ,l),vl(f)) and their solvabilities.
In this subsubsection, we consider the solvability of linearized Prandtl equations (2.10)

Proposition 2.5. There exists ng > 0 such that for anyn € (0,19), equations (Z10) have a unique
. N @y .
solution (uy ', vy ) which satisfies

2T
> / / |08 (ul) — Ayo, o) (V) dOAY < C(m, 1), m,1>0;
J+k<m
/0 WD(0,Y)d6 =0, ¥ Y <0, (2.46)

where Ao 1= liMy _y_ oo uél)(H,Y) is a constant which satisfies |A10| < Cn.

Proof. Let n € C2°((—o00,0]) satisfy
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For simple, we set

:=ue(l) + uéo), v:=0M(6,1) + »u;”,

u:= uig,l) +ulM (0, 1)n(Y), v:= 01(72) - 1)11(,2)(9, 0) + le(,l) — dpulV(0,1) /OY n(z)dz.
Then, the equations (2I0) reduce to

uOpu + Oy u + udpu + vy u — Oyyu = f,

Ogu + Oy v = 0,

w@,Y)=u@+2m,Y), v(0,Y)=v(0+2mY)

uly—o = vly—0 =0, limy_,_ o dyu =0,

(2.47)

where f (0,Y) is 2m-periodic function and decay fast as ¥ — —oo. We can solve the equations
241) by consider the following approximate system. Let 6 > 0 be a constant, we consider the
following elliptic equation.

ﬂ89u6 + Z_Jayué + [fﬁ aeu(s(@, z)dz] oy + u(sagﬂ — ayyu(S — 58992#5 = f,
uw®(0,Y) =u’(f + 27,Y), (2.48)
u5’y:0 = 0.

We expect the solution of this equation is in H} = {u|dpu € L?, dyu € L?, uly—o = 0} rather than
H} = {ulu € L?,0pu € L? dyu € L? uly—o = 0}. Now we establish apriori estimate of equation
(38). Multiplying the first equation in (Z48) by u’ and integrating in (6,7) € (0,27) x (—o0,0),
we obtain that

0 21 0
/ / [aagzﬁ + 5Oyl + ( / Bpu (0, z)dz) Oy + u Bt — Byyud — 5aggu5] W*dody
—00 J0 Y

0 2m
= / fudddy.

—o0 J0

It’s easy to get
/0 /0% [ Byyu® — 60590’ dIdY = |Oya|l3 + 5|09 2.
Recall the estimates (Z40) and (2Z42]), we have
9308 (1 — e ()(Y)'] < Ok, D,

0508 (@ — oD (0, ))(Y)'| < CGrk, D, 0500 (0,1)] < C(G)m,
thus, we can deduce that
0 27

0 21 0 B
- / / [ﬁagué + 5Oyl + ( / Bpu (6, z)dz)aya + u%)@a} W8 dody + / Fudody
—00 J0 Y

—0o0 J0
0 S AN 9 fQ Dpuldz ud
< [ [ down+ ova) s + o o[ D
) 2 _ )
N e

<Cnllope’ |13 + 10y u’ I3] + CIIY Fllzll8y 2,
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where we used the 5y + vy = 0 and the Hardy inequality

f;j Dpuldz 5 u® 5
| < — < .
B <o 2], <o
Collecting the above estimates, we obtain
10y u® 13 + 61199’ |3 < C[l|99u’ |3 + 18y u’ 3] + CIIY Fll2l|0y w2,
where C' is independent on 7 and §. If n is small enough, there holds
10y w13 + 6196’ (13 < Cl|dpu’ |3 + CY F]I3- (2.49)
Next we multiply the first equation in (48] by dpu® and integrate in (6,7) € (0,27) x (—o0,0),

we arrive at

0 21 0
/ / [ﬁagué + 9y u’ + ( / Dgu’ (6, z)dz)aya + 10Dyl — Dyyu® — 69geu’ | DpuldOdY
—00 J0 Y

0 2m
= / fOpuddady.

—o00 J0
It’s direct to obtain

0 2 0 21
/ / Upu° Dgu®dhdy = / / | dpu |*d0dY > (o — On)[|9pu’ 3.
—00 J0 —00 J0

The diffusion term can be computed as follows

0 27 0 27 1 9 5 512
/ / [— Oyyu® — 60ppu’ | Ol dOdY = / / (500(0vu’)* = 500 (00u’)*) dédY = 0.
—00 J0 —o0 J0

Moreover, there holds
0 21

0 2T 0 B
_ / / [oayu’ + ( / Oy’ (0, 2)d=) Dy -+ w0y Dpu’ b + / Fopudody
—o0 JO Y

—00 J0

Oguldz

0
<ol ol o+ ¥ o L2 | g

6
_ Uu 3
1Y Dyitloo | 57| 19002 + 117112196 2

<Cnll|oyu’ |5 + 199w’ 3] + | Fll2l|O0w’ [l2-

Thus, we obtain

|| 9p’ (13 < Cnlldgu’|[3 + 19y u’13] + | Fll2]| O |2-
Since C' is independent on 7 and §, 7 is small enough, hence there holds

alldpu’|3 < Cnllovullls + | £13. (2.50)
Combining (Z749]) and (Z50]), we have

al|du’ I3 + |9y u’|[3 + 610pul |5 < CIY FII5 + CIIF15- (2.51)

According the first equation in (2.48]), we deduce

2
[0y v u?l13 + 201100y 7|13 + 6% | g 13 = |[Dvu® + s0g0u? |
2

0 ~
udpu’ + vdyu’ + (/ 89u5(9, z)dz) Oy + udyu — f
Y

2

<C[If13 + 19|13 + 0y’ |3] < CIIY FI3 +CIIf13- (2.52)
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Collecting the estimate (Z51I]) and ([2Z52]), we obtain
o|9gu’ (13 + 10y u’ |13 + 10y yu’ 13 + 619pu’ |3 + 26 9ayu’ |13 + 6°(|0pgu’ |5 < CIICY ) f1I3-

The above inequality shows the existences and uniqueness of solution about system (2.48)) for any
0 > 0 in space HO, moreover, the solution is smooth if f is smooth enough. Set

u—hmu v—/aguﬁd

then
a||@gul3 + [0y ull3 + 19y yuls < CIKY)FI3. (2.53)
and [u,v] solves the system (2Z.47).
Finally, we show that the derivatives of u,v decay fast as Y — —oo. Let ¢ = fo u(0, z)dz and

f(6.Y(8,9))

i(0,16) = (0, Y (6,0)), 5(0,4) = v(0.Y(0,)), F(0.9) = L GG 05

then there hold
gt — Dy (a(8,9)Dy) + b(6, V)i + c(8,4)o = F(6,v),
W0+ 27, 0) = a0, ), (2:54)
@(6,0) =0, limy_, o Ipu(f,v) =0,

where

; Opu(0,Y (0,1))
a(f,v) =u(0,Y(0,¢)), b(0,¢) = ——F7+—=, ¢
(6.0) = 5(0. Y (0.0). b(0.) = L
Notice that there exist g > 0 such that for any n € (0,70), there holds

% <a(0,Y) < a, ¥(0,Y) € [0,2x] x (—o0,0].

Thus, we deduce that a < ||w|| < a.
We claim that for any [ € N, there holds

180! 12 + By it l2 + 1Bpp it 12 < CEDIF ()™l (2:55)
where
1 2
e == w(®), un(¥) = - [ (6,0)db.
T Jo
From (2.53]), we deduce that
1pillz + 19y ll2 + 0pyilla < CO)IF(¥)]l2,
thus (2.55) holds for [ = 0.
For any [ > 1, multiplying @i%? in ([2354) and integrating in [0, 27] x (—oc, 0], we obtain

/27r/ Dot s dupdf) — /2”/ D (a6, 1)) a2 dipdo
/ ’ / b(6,)a — (6, w)ﬁ]&;ﬁ/);dwde .

I3
Obviously, I; = 0. Due to the fast decay of b(6,1),c(0,) as » — —oo, we deduce that

l ~ — ~ ~
5| <CIF() ol Bpiizr o + CO)(|100l)3 + 10y l13)
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O)IF ()3 + C(6)l|opan' 3.

Moreover, there holds

2 0 2T
I = / / a(6,1) 0y byt dipdf + 21 / / V) Dy iii)® ~ depd .
0 —o0
Iy I22
Notice that a(0,v) = ue(1) + ul(, )(9 Y (0,v)), we deduce that
2m 2m
In1 =u,(1 / / Dy udyiip® dypdd + / / 1))y W0y Tipp® depd

2w 2w
(1) /0 /_ Byt s Dyt dipd + /0 /_ 0 (6, (6, )0y 0y dipd

@ _ -
> 10t20'[13 — C(0)|0ull3-
Moreover, by Holder inequality and Pdincare inequality, there holds
[I22| < C(8,1)l|0yaz’ |2 dpay' ™.

Thus, we obtain
|0yt a < C6,Dl|Bpa' ™ |2 + COIF ) o. (2.56)
Moreover, we can easily get
Opti — al(l, ) Oppt = F(0,9) + 0pa(0,9)0ypu — b0, )i — (0, ¥)0,
thus there holds

1100 — a(8,9)Byp ¢! |3 = [|[F(8, %) + dya(8, $)ya — b(8,v)a — c(8, )] |[3.
The right side can be controlled by

CEEW) 13+ C6)(10oa|3 + |9al3)-

Moreover, there holds

110 — a(8, ) Dy ale! |3

2m
=001 + (6. )0 | — 2 [ / )0pii0 ™ it

27
> g1 + 00 I3 -2 / / )0y Dy dipd)

Integrating by parts, we deduce that

2 0 2w
=2 / / Oy a(,10)Bpiidyyinh® dipdd + 4l / / V) Dpudy iy~ dypdh

I

2m
+2 / / 89¢u8¢u¢2 dipd .

I3

Obviously, there holds
L]+ [13] < CO)(|9pall3 + 1|0y al3)-
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Moreover,

27 27
/ / Dpup*' LDy udypdd + Al / / 1)) Ogtih? 1a¢ud¢d9‘

2T 2
|11 / / Dy 0, 4 dibdd + 41 / / ul(,o)(G,Y(H,1/)))89&1[)21_1%&(11[)(19‘
0 —00 0 —00

C(1)]|Opin |20z~ 12 + C(8,1) (|03 + 1|0y all3).
Thus, we obtain
100t ll2 + 19yl < C6. D1y et 12+ CEDIF (W) (2.57)
Combining the estimate ([Z56) and (257, we obtain that for any [ > 1, there holds
o o + 19yt z |z + gt o < C6.D(19y izt 2 + 189!~ 2) + CEDIE (W) 2.

Thus, by induction, we obtain ([2.55]).
Furthermore, by the Hardy inequality, we have

18gay' |2 < CllDyy g2,
hence there holds
~ ~ 1= ~ I+1

1008 [l2 + 19yt |2 + Oy [l < CO)IF (W)™ o
Returning to the original variable, we obtain that for any [ > 1, there holds

I 2 -1 -1 I+1 7

Y ) Ovyully + I1KY) ™ Gpul3 + 1(Y) vulld < C@EDICY) ™ FI3.
Furthermore, by induction, we obtain that for any m € N, [ € N, there holds

S (I ook ovyully + (V) 0ok owull; + [[(v)' ok ovul;)

j+k<m
1 0 ok 7112
<CEmi) Y (Y)Y T, < C@m.
j+k<m
Noting that Ylim (ug,uy) =0 and Ay = Ylim u(0,Y) is a constant independent on 6, then
——00 ——00

by the Hardy inequality we have for any [ > 2
1Y% (u — Aree) 2 < C(&, DY v ull2 < C(6, 0
This completes the proof of this proposition. O
(1)

Remark 2.6. Unlike the usual case, we can not expect limy_,_ooup’ = 0 due to the periodic
boundary condition on 6 direction. However, the behaviour on —oo of boundary layer profile u,(,l)
does not affect the out flow [uél),fugl)] because [ue M4 4 oo,vé )] also solves the equations ([27).

Motivated by this observation, we modify the Euler flow [ugl ,ve ] in (201).
(2)

Next, we construct the pressure p,~ (6,Y). Consider the equation

vp(0.Y) = 1(0,Y),  lim p(0,Y) =0, (2.58)

where

91(0,Y) =— Y@ypig,l) + 3yy?}1(,1) — ue(l)ﬁgvz(,l) — ul()o)((?gvgl)(ﬂ, 1)+ 891)2(,1))
— oy ulP (0 (0, 1) + o) — 20Vl (1)ul? + ue(1)ald + [u(0, 1) + Ar]ul® + ulDalD,

here and below,

1 1
0 — o) — A,

I3
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91(0,Y) can be obtained by replacing uﬁ,” by &1(,1) in the expansion (2:6]) and putting the new
expansion into the second equation of (I3)), then collecting the e!-order terms together. Notice
that ¢1(0,Y) decay fast as Y — —oo, we can get pf) (0,Y) by solving ([258]) and deduce that

(2) (0,Y) decay fast as Y — —oo.

2.3.4. Linearized Fuler equations for (uf),vé ),pg)) and their solvabilities.

Let x(r) € C*°(]0,1]) be an increasing smooth function such that

(r) = 0. reloal (2.59)
X 1, rel31) ’

Then, let ¢1(r) = —Aioo (rx”(r) + X' (r) — M) and

T

Ai(r) :==arr+r ; —(251223) — %/0 —S¢12(8)ds,

where a; is a constant such that A;(1) = 0. Obviously, |a;| < Cn and
rAY(r) + AY(r) - 2 = 6 (r), 0<r <1
Ay(1) = 0.

Direct computation gives ||[0F A1 (r)|| < C(k)n. Moreover, notice that x(r) = 0 for r < 3, we

deduce that A;(r) = ajr for r < 3.
Set

(2.60)

i (0,r) s = ulD(0,7) + X(r) Ao + A (r),
00 (0.r) = oD (0.7), (2:61)
PO ) =00, + 20 [ (el Ao + Ar(o)lds,

0

then (ugl),vg ), pgl)) also satisfies the linearized Euler equations (2.4 with the boundary condition
35). Moreover, there holds

\8@@@1) + 1721)\(9,7’) <Cnr, \89179) — @g”\(@,r) < Cnr, ¥(0,r) € 0,

o5 as(al), 5M)|a <C(k, j)n, Vi, k> 0; (2.62)

2w

r2Aa) — @M 4 28,5H =0, / 5{Vde = 0.
0

Putting

u(0,r) = ue(r) +eaM(@,r) + 2uPO,r) + - - - |
'UE(97 7’) = E’l’)gl) (67 ,r) + E2U£2) (67 fr) “+ .. ,

P (0,7) = pe(r) + ept) (0, 7) + p) (0, 7) +
into the Navier-Stokes equations (L[3)), we obtain the following linearized Euler equations for
(@W® o p)
aragugz) + 2arv£ ) + agp(2) + ug )agu(l) + ﬁgl)ra aS) + aS’@S) =0,

aragvg ) _ 2a7‘u£ ) + 1r0pp ( ) + ug )agv(l) + vé )7‘8 ~(1) (&9))2 =0, (2.63)

agug ) + 10, v(2) + vg) =0,
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with the boundary condition

vt = —v y=o, 0P (0,r) = o0 + 27, 7). (2.64)
Proposition 2.7. The linearized FEuler equations (2.63) have a solution (ug),vg ),pf))) which
satisfies

|89u£2) + U£2)|(07T) 30777”, |89U£2) - u£2)|(07’r) < C’nr, V(H,T‘) S 97
10509 (@, v@)|ls <C(k,j)n, Vi, k>0,

2
r2Au® —u® 4 20502 = 0, / o2dg = 0.

0

Proof. Eliminating the pressure p£2> in the equation (Z63]), we obtain

—ar?Arv®) — aMrArs)) + 50 (P2 Aa — @) 4 20,6) = 0.
Recall that A(rvél)) = 0 and using (2.62]), we obtain the following equation for rot? in Q
—arzA(rvg)) =0,
{ rol? \T, 1= —ful(; )(9,0).

Then, we can complete the proof of this proposition by following the argument of Proposition 2.4]
line by line, we omit the details. O

2.3.5. Linearized Prandtl equations for (u}; ),UI(,?’)) and their solvabilities.

Putting the expansion
uf (0,7r) = uc(r) + ul (0,Y) + e[alM (0, r) + @l (0, V)] + &2 [u® (0,r) + ulP(0,Y)] + -,
ve(0,r) = a[@él)(e, r) 4+ UI(,l)(H, Y)} + &2 [u§2>(9, r) + UI(JZ)(H, Y)} + 63[v£3) 0,r)+ UI(,?’)(H, )]+,
p(0.7) = pelr) + e[ (0,7) + p{V (0, )] + 2 [p?(0,7) + pP (0.Y)] + %p) (0,Y) +

with the boundary conditions

u(0,1) +u{?(0,0) =0, v¥(0,1) + 0 (6,0) = lim (ayu@ ®)) = (0,0

into the first and third equation of (I.3]), collectmg e2-order terms together, we obtain the following
linearized steady Prandtl equations for (up ,vp )

([ (ue(1) +ul)opul” + (08, ) )ayu;” @2 0,1) + v§) oy ul)
)

+(ul? +ul (6, ) OpulY) — By yuld = £2(0,Y),
aeup + 81’”;0 + Oy (Yv ) (2.65)
(2>(9 V) =20 + 21, Y), v§,3)(9 Y) =00+ 27, Y),
ug) |y_g = —ul| o limys—oo(@yuy,08)) = (0,0),
where
£200,Y) == 9pp2) + Y Oyyul?) + yull) + dpoul”) — uf? — aMogul) — vPoyul) — > vV oyuf)
i+j=2
- Z > (%Y’“@gu(” + W%@W) +ul?(0,1)0pu

k=01i+j=2—k,(k,7)#(0,2)
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24
! k5 (0,1) ok (ro,ut)(6,1)
_Z Z (;ykﬂa ad) 4y Z)—yk)
k! k!
k=0 i+j=2—k
2 k(D)
87“”6 (evl)ykayaég)

B Z Z !
k=0 i+j=3—k,(k,j)#(0,2),(0,0) i
with &1(,0) = u}(}o)’ aéo) ue(r), &9 = uf), 1722) = vg).
Proposition 2.8. There exists ng > 0 such that for any n € (0,19), equations (2.63) have a unique

solution (ul(,Z),vg’)) which satisfies

> / /% 0% (u;

J+k<m
/0 o{)(0,Y)do =0, VY <0, (2.66)

where Agse 1= limy _y_ o uﬁ, )(9 Y') is a constant which satisfies |Aas| < C.

The proof is same with Proposition by noticing that fo(6,Y) is decay very fast as Y — —oo

2
~ Ay, I@)( (Y\'dody < C(m, D%, m,1> 0,

we omit the details.
We construct the pressure pg)) (0,Y) by considering the equation
PP (0,Y) =

Ovp(0.Y) = g2(0,Y), JAm vy (2.67)

where
(9, Y) :8yy’01(72) + Yayyvz()l) + 8}/’01(71) — 28911,1()0) — Yayp:g) — Z vz(f)(?yvz(,j)
i+j=3

— Z)(?gv +v(l Y@yv ) —adg (‘) —i—v(l) 0,1 Y(?yv +v(l Oy v(J) 0,1
p

8’%991)6 ( )Yka ~(1))

Ok (0,1) ra
(R U L

1+j=2
1
DS k!
k=0i+j=2—k
2
-2
k=0

—0iti—2—k

#aM(0,1) oy D (0,1) 4
(v D),
T

where &1(,0) = uéo), ﬂeo) = ue(r), &9 = ug) + Aseo, 1722) = Ug), and here and below ﬂz(rz) =
uf) — Asse. 92(0,Y) can be derived by the same argument as ¢;(6,Y). Moreover, notice that
(2) by solving (Z67) and p1(,2) also decay fast as

g2(0,Y) decay fast as Y — —oo, we can obtain py

Y - —o0.
2.3.6. Linearized Euler equations for (u £ ) v£ ), pg’)) and their solvabilities.
x(r )

Let ¢a(s) = —Azoo (rx"(r) + X' (r) — %) and
"pa(s) 1 [T spa(s)
——/0 5 ds,

Ag(r) :=agr +r 2 .

where ay is a constant such that As(1) = 0. Obviously, |as| < Ch,
Ao (r
{ rAY(r) + Ab(r) — 20 = gy (r), 0< 7 < 1 (268)

As(1) =0,
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and [|0% Ao (r)||lso < C(k)n. Moreover, notice that x(r) = 0 for r < 1, we deduce that As(r) = aor
for r < %
Set

ag) (97 T) P = ’U,g) (97 T) + X(T)AQOO + AQ(T)a
72(0,r) : =@ (0,r),
PO.r) = o (07) + 20 [ x(5) s+ An(s)ls,
0
then (&532) , 2 ),pg)) also satisfies the linearized Euler equations (2.63]) with the boundary condition
[264). Moreover, there holds
091 +0)((0,7) <Cor, 050 — 42|(0,7) < Copr, V(6,7) € 2,

10502 (), 52) |l <C(k,j)n,  Visk = 0 (2.69)

e

2w
r2Aa® — a® 4+ 20,5 =0, / 2 do = 0.
0

Putting

u(0,1) = ue(r +Za’u(’ 0,7)+ 3l + ...

2
Ve (0,7) = Zsiﬁgi)(&r) +e30® .

i=1

2
p(0,7) = pe(r) + Z 6%59 @,r)+ €3p£3) + .-
i=1

into the Navier-Stokes equations (IL3]), we find that (ug ),’ug ), pg?’)) satisfies the following linearized
Euler equations in

aragug ) + 2arv§ ) + 09pe + fe(0,r) =0,
ardpv’® — 2arul® + ro,pl + ge(0,7) =0, (2.70)

Ggug ) + 70y o o) = 0,
and equipped with the boundary conditions
rv£3)|,:1 = _Uz(73)|Y=0’ vgg) @,r)= vf’) (0 + 27, r), (2.71)
where
fe(0,7) =aV3pa? + aP ol + o700 + 8@ raald + aVs? + aPsM
~(1) ~(1)

_ (399“6 0 a® + 0,0 + 200 — L )
r r r

Iy
ge(0,7) =N 9y + @? 95 + 610,62 + 5P ra, 50 — 20V a2

(1) ~(1)
B (899% 410l + 0,80 — 2oyl - 1)
r r r

Iz
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We claim that Iy = Is = 0. In fact,

(1) (1)
[1 — %[T2A’a£1) o ,&((il) 4 28@@'(&/1)] — O, ,[2 — A(T’Ugl)) B 2(89ue + a (TUE )) — 07

”
where we used (2.62).

Proposition 2.9. The linearized Euler equations (2.70) have a solution (ug’),fug ),pg’)) which
satisfies

09ul® + 0P| (6,7) <Cpr, 850l — ulP|(8,7) < Cyr, V(6,7) € Q,
10507 (), vl <C(j, k)n, 4,k > 0; (2.72)
27
ﬁmgwﬁwmpﬂ,/qwha
0

Proof. Using the same argument as Proposition 2.7, we deduce that
—ar2A(rv£3)) o (rzA&S) al + 20y N(l)) + vgl)( YN S 28911(2)) 0
{ ol \T, 1= vl(,g)(H,O).
where we used A(rvgl)) = A(rvgz)) = 0. Using ([262)) and (Z.69), we obtain the following equation
for rvg?’) in
{ —aTQA(rvS))) =0,

rve |T 1= —vl() )(0 0).

Thus, we can complete the proof of this proposition by the same argument as Proposition 24 [

2.3.7. Linearize Prandtl equations for (u}; ), (4)) and their solvabilities.
Let
2
u(0,7) = ue(r) + u(0,Y) + e[l (0,r) + a4 (0,Y)] + w0, r) +uP (0,Y)] + -,
i=1

2
v (0,r) = 50 (0,r) + v (0,Y)] + X [vl(0,r) + v (0,Y)] + * ol + {0, V)] + -,
=1

P (6, +Z )(@,7) +p(0,Y)] + 2 [pP(0,r) + pD(0,Y)] +*pD(0,Y) +

with the following boundary conditions

u?(0,1) + ) (6,0) = 0, v{V(0,1) + oM (6,0) = 0, Q@w(ayug3>,v;4>) = (0,0).

As the derivation of equations for (uéz),vég)), we obtain the following linearized Prandtl problem
for (us”, vy")
(ue(1) + (°>)aeu§;°’> + (M0, 1) + o) oyl + (Wl +ulP(6,1))0puy”

@S + 000, 1)y ul”) — dyyul? = £5(0,Y)

ApusY + oy ol + ay(m}, N =o, (2.73)
(3)(0 V) =uP0+2rY), o00,7) =00+ 27, Y),

up |Y:O uég) |T=17 hmY—)OO(aYu 71)]() )) (0 0)
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where

1
£3(0,Y) == 9pp?) + YOyyuld + oyulP + ) "(-1) + 2050 — 2Y 9pu{)

— k!
! }fk T , , , 4 L
S > - S e -
k=0 i+j=3,1<i<2 i+j=3

3 ke~ (@) ()
_ ((lue (9,1)Yka ’a(J) +a )5 (%ue (9 1)Yk)

! k!
k=0 i+j=3—Fk,(k,5)#(0,3)

3 k (%)
_Z (8Tve (9,1)Yk+1aya(j) . (1)8 (ro, @ )(9 1)Yk)
k! P k!
k=0 i+j=3—k
3 _(4)
050" (0,1) hn (5
- > Y oy )

k=0 it+j=4—k,(k.j)#(0,3),(0,0),i<3

3 ~ (1) k()
drac” (6,1) k,.(5) ~(i)arve 0,1) ok
" 3 (B )
k=0i+j=3—k

with &1(,0) = u}(}o)’ a0 = ue(r), (af’),@f’)) = (ué?’),vé?”).

Proposition 2.10. There exists n9 > 0 such that for any n € (0,10), equations (2-73) have a
(3) (4

unique solution (up’, vy ) which satisfies

27
3 / / 10508 (1) — Agoe, o) [P (Y)dOAY < C(m, D), m,1 >0,
J+k<m
/0 o{)(0,Y)do =0, VY <0, (2.74)

(3)

where Agso = limy oo up ' s a constant which satisfies |Azco| < Cn.

The proof is same with Proposition 2.5l we omit the details. Moreover, we can construct pgl) 0,Y)
by solving the equation

ovpy(0.Y) = g3(0,Y), lim pil(6.Y) =

where

1
Yk
93(9, Y) zayyvz(;) + Yayyvf) + 3}/1)1()2) + (999’0;21) — E ( )k 8 u(2 k) _ — Yayp;(f)
k=0

2 (i
()~ (4 ; ; %5l 0,1 .
- 5 [, () 891) + v, (0)y 3yv - uz(f)ul(f)] - g vl(f)i 8yvz(f) - E 5 %Y kayvl(f)

i+j=3 i+j=4 k=0i+j=4—k
3 k(1) (4)
_ Z (8TU€ (9,1)Yk8 1)(-7) + 1)3 891}6 (9 1)Yk)
k! k!
k=01i+j=3—k

& akal’ (0,1) o Okas (9, 1)
+Z Z (uTyk () 4 ()uTyk)
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(3517&” (6, 1)

S OF(ra, 58 (0,1)
(i) Yr r Ve ’ k
n =)

P k!

-2

0itj=3—k

1
Y00 4o

with &1(,0) = u}(}o)’ a0 = ue(r), (af’), 175))) = (u£3)+A300, v£3)), and here and below &1(,3) = u§,3)—A300.

93(0,Y") was obtained by the same argument as g;1(6,Y). Moreover, due to g3(0,Y") decay fast as

Y — —o0, we can obtain p1(,4) and deduce that pgl) also decay fast as Y — —oo.

2.3.8. Linearized Euler equations for (ué‘”,vé‘”, pg4)) and their solvabilities.

Let ¢3(s) = —Azoo (r"(r) + X' (r) — X2) and

As(r) :=asr+r /OT ¢Zf) — %/OT sgb;;(s)ds,

where a3 is a constant such that A3(1) = 0. Obviously, |az| < Cn,

{ rAL(r) + AL(r) — A0 — ), 0<r <1 -

As(1) =0,

and [|0F A3(r)||lso < C(k)n. Moreover, notice that x(r) = 0 for 7 < 1, we deduce that As(r) = agr
for r < %

Set
i (0,) : = u®(0,1) + x() Agse + As(r),
50 0,7): = oD (0,7).
PO0.0) =00 + 20 "1(8) Ao + As(s)]ds,

then (a&”” , 5t , ]523)) also satisfies the linearized Euler equations (2.70]) with the boundary condition
(Z7T)). Moreover, there holds

|892~L£3) + 1723)|(07r) 30777”, |891~1£3) - &£3)|(9,7") < C’nr, V(H,T‘) € 97
10509 (0P, 53 ||o <C(k, j)n, Vi, k > 0; (2.76)

e

2
r2Aa) — al® 20,98 = 0, / 33 de = 0.
0

Putting

4
ut(0,r) = ue(r) + Z ea O, r) + -,

i=1

4 .
ve(0,r) = Zslvgl)(& )4
i=1
4
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W 5® ~(4)) satisfies the following linearized

into the Navier-Stokes equations (L3]), we find that (@ ', 0e ', Pe

Euler equations in 2
W 4+ 2ars + 9ppt + fae(0,7) =0,

arOyle
ar@m?é ) _2arat? + r@rpg ) 4 gae(0,7) =0,
+3% =

(2.77)

Ggug ) + 79,0 ~(4)

and equipped with the boundary conditions
Tf)gl) ‘T’Zl = _7}1(94) ’Y=07 624) (67 T) - ®£4) (6 + 27T7 T)?

where
3 —I—@S’)r@ru( )+ ~(1) ( ) —|—u( )7 (1)

F1e(0,1) =MV 3pa + a® 8V + oM rd,al®

+ @?0pu® + oPro,a? + aP o

gl 2 Ue
- (— + 700 0P + 0,02 + 955 — )
T T T
=0
#70,8% + 53 ro, oM — 2aMal®

g1e(0,7) =N sl + a9y +
+ @2 9p02) + 5P r0,8? — (a?)?
(2)
- (8997’6 05 ® + 0,02 — Z0pa® — ).
T T

=0
ug4) , 27£4) , ﬁg ) ) which

Proposition 2.11. The linearized Euler equations (2.77) have a solution (
satisfies
18yl + 5V1(0,7) <Cnr, |90 — aM|(6,r) < Cnyr, ¥(0,7) € Q,

|95 (@, 5 o <C k. j)m, Vi k = 0;
2
r2Aat — a4+ 20,08 = 0, / 5Mdf = 0.
0

Proof. The proof is same as Proposition 2.9] we omit the details

2.3.9. Linearize Prandtl equations for (u}; ), (5)) and their solvabilities.

Let

3
uf(0,7) = ue(r) +u(0,Y) + > e [al(0,r) + af) (0,Y)] + ' al (0, r) + uSH(0,Y)] + -,
i=1

(2.78)

4
_ Zei [59(8,7) + @ (0,Y)] + 500 (0,Y) + -,

p°(0, +Z J@,7) +p0(0,Y)] +°pD(0,Y) +

with the boundary condltlons
(0,0) =0, lim oyul?(0,Y) =0 (0,0) =0, p{(6,0) = 0.
Y —o0

a(0,1) + ut
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As the derivation for equations of (uf),v;,(,g)), we obtain the following linearized Prandtl problem

for (up”, v3”)

(ue(1) —|—u1(,))89u(4) + (0 0,1) + o) dyul? + uf pul”
Gyup — dyyup = £4(0,Y)
Apult) + 0y v + oy (Vo) =0, (2.79)

W0, 7) = a0+ 27, Y), oP(0,Y) =00+ 2r,Y),
) limy o0 Oy us (6,Y) = v (6,0) = 0

up |y = e |,y
and the pressure pf) satisfies
aszgys) (0,Y) =94(0,Y), P;(Js) (0,0) =0, (2.80)
where
4 3 3 2 kykat‘)@a(%k)
£400,Y) = = 9ppY + YOyyul® + oyulP + ) "(-1) Tp + 2050 — 2Y 9pu{)
k=0
2 yk T , , , 4 o
Bys S @ad - 3 pPveyal) + iy
k=0 i+j=4,1<i<3 i+j=4
oFut(0,1) . ok dput’ (0,1)
- R .
k=0 i+j=4—k,(k,j)#(0,4) '
: 5f77<gi)(971) k+1a. ~() (z)a (0 a )(9 Dk
Z (Y ) ) ey
=01i+j=4—k '
4 (4)
IFoe (6,1
B )3 %yka )
k=0 i+j=5—k,(k,j)#(0,4),i<4 '
4 ~(i ~
. Z 6kué)(9, 1)Yk (]) + ~(’L) afvéj)(97 1)yk
k! P P k!
k=0 i+j=d—k
and

2
YF o
94(0,Y) :ayyv;‘” + Yayyvz(,?’) + (9yv1(,3) + [8991}1(,2) - Y@ggvél)] - E (—1)]“—(99111(72 k) — [’Uz(f) - sz(,l)]
k=0

~Yoyp® — 3 @005 +vP Yoyl — a5 — 3 oDy oyl
it+j=4 i+j=5

B> (wyw 6 1 o) My)

1
k=0 itj—d—k k! k!
4 ~ (1) kg 3 ke~ (1)
oyue”(,1) kgl 4 )8 0,1) 970 (0,1) i (i)
+> ( mo Yy mo Y ) > m Y o
k=01i4+j=4—k k=0i+j=5—k
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here u(o) u}(}o)’ a§,4) = ugl), a0 = ue(T).

Proposition 2.12. There exists 9 > 0 such that for any n € (0,10), equations (2.79) have a

unique solution (ugl),vés) which satisfies

2 / / |090% (ulD ) (Y)Y dody < C(m. 1y, m >1,1>0,

0<j+k<m
/0 o®(6,Y)d =0, VY <0, (2.81)
and
(P, o)) |oe < C.

The proof is same with Proposition 2.5, we omit the details. Moreover, we can construct pl(,s) by
solving the equation (2.80]).

2.4. Approximate solutions.
In this subsection, we construct an approximate solution of Navier-Stokes equations ([I3]). Set

(0, r) ==x(r )( (g, v) —i—ZEu 0,Y) + etu <4>(9,Y)) = x(r)ul,

5
5p(0,7) =x(r) (D 0 (6,)) = x(r)vf,
i=1
5 .
Ba(0,7) =) (D e (0,7)) == (),
i=1
and
4
Ug(@, T) =Ue (T) + Z Ezug) (97 T)7
i=1
4 .
v2(0,7r) = Z Elvgl) 0,r),
i=1
pe(0,7) :=pe(r +Zspe 0,r).

We construct an approximate solution
u®(0,7) : = ug(0,7) + uy(0,7) + €5h(9,7‘),
v (0, r) : =0v2(0,r)+ 6;(9,7“),
p*(0,7) : = pe(0,7) + pp(0,7), (2.82)
where the corrector h(6,r) will be given in Appendix B which satisfies
h(8,1) =0, (19§08 ]l2 < C(j,k)e™"
and makes (u®, v®) be divergence-free

ug + oy + v = 0.
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Moreover, (u®,v®) satisfies the following boundary condition
u®(@ + 2m,r) = u(8,r), v*(0+ 2w, r) =0v0,r),
u(0,1) = a+nf(0), v*(0,1) = 0.
And v satisfies

2T
/ V2 = 0, (2.83)
0

Notice that y(r) = 0 and A4;(r) = a;r for 7 < %, by collecting the estimate (2Z62), (2Z.69), [2.76),
(2T18) and (2.40), (2.44), (2.66]), @.74), [2.81), we deduce that

lug — arllo + [[(0r (u¢ — ar), Bpug)llo < Cen,  [[v¢]lo + [(9rve, Dpvg)llo < Cen, o)
2.8
|0pul(0,7) +v2(0,7)| < Cenr, |0pvi(8,r) —ui(f,r) + ar| < Cenr, ¥Y(0,r) € Q

and
H(Yj(‘)f/ug,Yj(‘)gug)Ho <Chn, H(Yjaffvg,Yj(‘)gvg)Ho <Cen, Vj<2,k<1 (2.85)
Finally, set

a a a
R% - = %2 a,. a a,.a a 2 a Ugg 2U0 a U
W= U Uy HUTTU, F UV Fpy — € ru,,,,—l——T + 7+ur—7,

,U(l ua ,U[l
Ry = v ool — (') 4 rpf = 22 (rof, + T - 250 o - ),

then there hold
1 2 a\2 1 1 2 a\2 1
(/ / (Ru) (67T) d@dr) 2 < 065, </ / Md@dr> 2 < 055 (286)
o Jo T o Jo r

and

uug + viruf + uv® + py — EQ(Tu?T + uTg" + 2? + uy — “Ta) =R% (0,r)€Q
uv§ + ool — (u®)? + rpt — e (rv, + % — 2“75 + ¢ — %) =R (0,1r) €Q
ug + (rv*), =0, (6,r) € Q

u®(0 4+ 2m,r) = u(0,r), v*(0 + 2m,r) =0v(0,7), (0,r) €Q

u®(0,1) = a+ f(0)n, v*(0,1) =0, 6 € |0, 27].

In fact, when r < %, there hold

Opoug +239U3 ol — u_g)
r%e
T T

R% =ul9gu® + viroul + ulv® + dpp® — & <T8Trug +

8
= Z gm< Z zlg) [39119) + @éj)] + Z ’Déi)rarﬁgj)),
m=>5 itj=myi,j<4 it i<

a a a a a a\2 a 2 a 899@3 89ug a Ug
RS =ul0pvd + virdve — (ud)* + roypd — e (T(‘)M,ve + — + 27 + Opvg — 7)

8
= 3wl —als 30 alrad)
m=5

i+j=m,i,j<4 i+j=m,i,j <4
Using (2.62)), [2:69), (2.76]) and ([Z78])), we deduce that
1
R0, )|+ [R5(0,7) < Ce™r, r < 5.

Moreover, when 1 < r < 1, there holds ||[R%|l2 + [|RZ[2 < Ce®. Thus, we obtain (ZZ6).
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3. LINEAR STABILITY ESTIMATES OF ERROR EQUATIONS

In this section, we derive the error equations and establish linear stability estimates.

3.1. Error equations.
Set the error
ui=u® —u®, v:i=0"—v p:=p°—p°
then there hold

uug + vug + uug + viruy + vrug + oru, + vtu A+ vu® + vu + pg — 62(7°u” + “% + 2”—7? + U, — %) =RZ,

uvg + uv§ + uvg + vru, + orvd + vrv, — (u? 4 2uu®) 4 rp, — &2 (T"UTT + 2 — 288 4y, — %) = RY,
ug + (rv), =0,

u(@+2m,r) =u(f,r), v(0@+2m,r)=00,r),

u(6,1) =0, v(6,1) = 0.

Let

Sy : = uug + vru, + uug + vrug + vhu + vu?,
Sy + = uvg + v v, + wvf + vrvf — 2uu?,
then the error equations become
—e2(rup, + 22 + 2% 4y, — %) + pg 4+ Sy = Ry,
(v = 2% 40, — )+ 1+ 5, = R
ug + (rv), =0, (3.1)
u(@,r) =u(@+2m,r), v(0,r) =00+ 2m,71),
u(0,1) =0, v(0,1) =0,

where
R, = R, —uug — vru, —ovu, R, := Ry —uvg—vrv, + u?.

3.2. Linear stability estimate.

In this subsection, we consider the linear equations
—e2(rup, + 42 +2% 4y, — %) 4 pg + S, = Fy,
—62(7’1)”4-”2;9 —2u79 + v — %) +rpy + Sy, = Fy,
ug + (rv), = 0, (3.2)
u(@,r) =u(@+ 2w, 1), v(0,1r) =00+ 2m,71),
u(f,1) =0, v(6,1) =0,

and establish its stability estimate. Due to the divergence-free condition and the boundary condition
of v, we deduce that

2
/ v(0,r)dd =0, r e (0,1].
0

2 21
/ v2dh < / vado. (3.3)
0 0

We also give the following Hardy-type inequality which will be used frequently.

So the Poincaré inequality is valid:
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Lemma 3.1. If u(r) is a bounded function in [0,1] and u(1) = 0, then there hold

1 1
/ reuldr < C(a)/ T2 dr, Yoo > —1. (3.4)
0 0

12 ,
/0(1—7*) dr<C‘/ ruzdr. (3.5)

Proof. By integrating by parts, we deduce that

b2 2 bt D aa  No( [ ek 2, 3
o - _ o ydr < C “u”d @ dr)”.
/Orudr a+1/0r uu,dr < (oz)(/oru r) </07‘ u; 7‘)

Thus, there hold

1 1
/ reu?dr < C(a)/ rot22dr, Ya > —1.
0 0

By integrating by parts,
2

L2 | 1o ) Lo ruu
S fr = — = — r d
/0 Az /Omdl—r /0 T dre’) /0 (1—r+1—r> "

So we deduce that

Loy Loy 1 2ruu, Ly 3 1 9 3
- = — < —_ .
/0 (1_T)2d7‘+/0 1_Td/r /0 1_rd7‘ _C</0 (1_T)2dr> </0 rurdr)
Thus, there holds
1 2
——dr < C/ ru2dr
/0 (1—r)?

Since x(r) is a smooth cut-off function satisfying X‘ 4= 0, by inequality (B3],

/01 ((1X—ui) (JXJ : dr < C/ d?“ < C’/ ruZdr. (3.6)

3.2.1. Basic energy estimate.
In this subsection, we establish the following basic energy estimate of ([B.2]).

Lemma 3.1. Let (u,v) be a bounded solution of (32), then there holds

27r _ 2m
/ / (ug 4 v)* (va u)? d@dr+€2/ / r(uf + v?)dodr
0o Jo
o 1 21
gc/ / r(u +v§)d9dr+(1/ / [uF, + vF,]dfdr. (3.7)
o Jo 0 JO

Proof. Multiplying the first equation in (Bl by u, the second equation in (3] by v, adding them
together and integrating in €2, we obtain that

1 r2r
—62/ / [(ruw %4 2— + Uy — ;)u + (roe, + % - 2— + v — ;) ]d@dr
0

dif fusion term

1 pr2r7 1 r27
+ / / (pou + prrv)dfdr + / / (wSy + vS,)dbdr
0 Jo 0 Jo

pressure term convective term

1 2T
:/ / [uFu + ’UFU] dfdr.
0o Jo
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We deal with them term by terms.
The diffusion term: Integrating by parts, we obtain

2w
u v u Voo
—52/ / [(rurr+ﬁ+2—9+ur——)u+(rvrr+——2—+vr——) ]d@dr
T r r r T

1 p2m 2 2 2 2 -
:52/ / <u9+va P X uve)d@errsQ/ / r(uy + v7)ddr
o Jo r r r 0o Jo

1 pr2rm 2 )2 1 r2r
2 / / (g + )7+ (00 ~ 0" o 1 2 / / r(u2 + v2)ddr. (3.8)
0o Jo r 0o Jo
Pressure term: Integrating by parts and using the divergence-free condition, we deduce that
1 27
/ / (pou + py(rv))ddr = 0. (3.9)
o Jo

Convective term: Integrating by part and using the divergence-free condition, we obtain

1 2T
/ / (uSu + USU)der
o Jo

2w
— / / [uugu + rv®uru + uugu + vufru + (viu + vu®)u]dodr
0
2m
+ / / [uvgv + rv%vrv 4 wvfv + vufre — 2uuv|dfdr
0

2
:/ / [w?uf + v*rvf + v*u® + wovg + uo(rul — u®)]dodr,
0

1 2m 1 2
/ / (u®ugu + rv*u,u)dfdr = / / (u®vgv + rv®vv)dfdr = 0.
0o Jo o Jo
Thus,

1 2
/ / (uSy + vS,)dfdr

2m
/ / ?(ug +v*) + uo(vf — u® + ar) + v*rof + wo(rul — ar)]dodr

27r 2m 2m
// v?ro? 4+ wo(ru® — ar) d9dr+// 2(ug +v° d9dr+// wv(vg — u® + ar)dldr.

Iy

where we used

1)Estimate of I;: We divide it into Euler part and Prandtl part. By (2.84]), the Poincaré inequality
B3) and the Hardy-type inequality (B3.4]), we obtain

1 p27
‘ / / (V2002 + uv(roul — ar))d@dr‘
0o Jo

1 r2om
SCan/ / (rv? + r|uv|)dfdr
0 Jo

1 2m 1 pr2n l 2m 1

SCan/ / rv2d9d7’+Can(/ / erder ’ / / ru2d0dr :
0o Jo o Jo

1 2m 1 pr2n l 2m 1

SC’sn/ / rv%d@dr—l—Csn(/ / rv%d@dr ’ / / ru2d0d7‘ ’
0o Jo o Jo
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1 21 2
SC/ / rvgdedr—i- —/ / ru2d0dr
o Jo

Moreover, notice that x(r) = 0 for r < 1, using ([Z=5]), the Poincaré inequality [B3)), and the Hardy
inequality (B.6), we have

1 21
‘/ / uvr&(xu“)d@dr‘
21 2 U
‘/ / uvrx' (r)u d@d?“ —i—‘/ / X Y@yuadedr‘
27 T " 21 ) "
<g( ()Y deT‘ +a( (1) Y20y u dedr(
27 ) 2 27 %
< -
_CE / / U d@dr /0 /0 (T_1)2d6dr>
2 2 1 1 27 2 1
5 Tu 3
+C’s / / r—l d@dr / / md@dr)
21 21
SC’E / / rvgdedr / / Tu2d9dr
o Jo
1 27 2 21 %
+C€ / / T[(T?))r]2d9d7’ / / Tu%d@dr)
2 27
<C / / r(ug + vg)dOdr + — / / ru2dfdr.

The last inequality above used the divergence-free condition uy = —(rv),. By (285) and the
Poincaré inequality ([B.3]), we deduce that

2 2
‘/ / 0270, ( d@dr‘ <0/ / ro2dddr.
1 27 27
|| < C’/ / r(uj 4 v3)dOdr + —/ / ruZdfdr.
o Jo

2)Estimate of I;: We decompose u(f,7) = ug(r) + @(6,r), where ug(r) = 5 027T u(f,r)dh, and
notice that f027r v®(r,0)dd =0, ¥r € (0,1], we obtain

1 2 1 2
/ / u?(ug 4 v*)dOdr :/ / (u§ + v*)(2uot + @*)dOdr
o Jo 0o Jo
2

= / (Dpul + v%)(2uott + 62)dOdr
0 Jo

Thus, we obtain

121

2T
- / (OpTl + T5) (2uo@i + @*)dOdr .
0 JO

122

Moreover, using (2.84]), the Poincaré inequality and Hardy inequality ([B.4]), we deduce that

1 r2om
| Z1] SC’sn/ / r|2ugt + 42 |dOdr
0o Jo
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27 21 l 1 2
<C€7]// ru9d9d7‘+C’€n // ru2d9dr ? // ruo d9dr
o Jo
27 21 l 1 27
<C€7]// ru9d9d7‘+C’€n // ru9d9dr 2 / d@dr)
o Jo
21 21
gC// ru9d9dr+—// Tuzdedr
o Jo

1
2

37

Moreover, notice that x(r) = 0 for r < 1, by (Z8F) and the Hardy inequality (6], we deduce that

2w U()u 2 2w
o] <2] / Y Oy d@dr‘+2s‘ / / woidfdr| + € / / ya2dfdr

21 2w 2
<Cen // Tuzdedr // rug(r d9d>
(r—1)2
27 1 27r 1 1 2T
+CE // rﬂ2d9d7‘)2 // ru%(r)d@d?‘ 2+C// rujdfdr
o Jo
1 2T l 27 1 2T
§Ca7](// ru%d@dr // d@dr 2—1—0// rugdedr
o Jo
1 2T 2m
§C// ru9d9dr+—// rudfdr.
0o Jo

Thus, we obtain
1 2m 2m
|I5| < 0/ / ruddfdr + —/ / rudfdr.
0o Jo

3)Estimate of I3: First, there holds

1 r2om 1 r2om
I3 = / / uv(Opvg — ug + ar)d@dr—i—/ / uv (g — Ty, )dOdr .
0 Jo 0 Jo
I32

VES

Using (2.84) and (34]), we deduce that
1 2m
| 131 §CE7]/ / r|uv|dOdr
o Jo

1 27 27
§C/ / rvgdﬁdr—k—/ / Tu2d6dr
o Jo

The similar estimate as ([3.10) gives

1 27 62 1 27
I3 < C / / rogdfdr + — / / rudfdr.
o Jo 20 Jo Jo
1 27 27
31 < T r —|— — U 7.
L <C 2dod 2dod
0o Jo

Finally, summing the estimate of I; — I3, we obtain

Thus, there holds

1 27 62 1 27 1 27
‘ / / (uSy + vSv)der‘ <= / / r(u? 4 v2)dOdr + C’/ / r(va + u3)ddr.
o Jo 3 Jo Jo o Jo

Collecting the estimates ([B.8)), (39) and BII]), we obtain (B1).

(3.10)

(3.11)
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3.2.2. Positivity estimate.
In this subsection, we establish the following positivity estimate.

Lemma 3.2. Let (u,v) be a bounded solution of (33), then there exists no > 0 such that for any
n € (0,m9), there holds

2 27r )2 1 r2om
/ / r(ul + v3)dfdr <Ce’n / / (g +v)” (”9 Y dodr + / / r(u2 +v$)d9dr)
0 0

2
+C / / [ugFy + voF, | dOdr. (3.12)
0 JO

Proof. Multipling the first equation by uy and the second equation by vy, integrating in 2 and
summing two terms together, we arrive at

21

// —ez(rurr+%+2l;—e+ur—%)+p9+5u]u9d9dr
27r

// —&? rvrr+——2—+’ur——)+rpr+5}vgd9dr

27r
:/ / ugFy, + ngU] dodr. (3.13)
0 JO

Positivity term: We first deal with these terms which is related to Sy, S,. For simplicity of
notation, we set . = u® — ar,v = v%, thus we deduce that

1 2m
/ / [Suug + SyvgldOdr
0o Jo

1 2T 1 2T
:/ / (arua + vra + var) ugdldr + / / (arvg — 2uar) vgdOdr
0o Jo
1

27r
/ / Uy + Vru, + ully + vri, + vu + mj) ugdldr
0o Jo

1 27r
/ / UVg + VTV, + Uy + VrU, — 2uﬂ) vgdOdr
0o Jo

+
1 27r 1 2T
/ / arug + 2arv)ued9dr + / / (arvg — 2aru) vgdOdr
0o Jo

I

1 2T 1 27
+ / / (@TUTUQ + vrv,vg)dodr +/ / (rvti,ug + rvv,vg)dOdr
o Jo o Jo

Ip)

I3
1 r2r 1 r2or
+/ / (u9+v)uu9d9dr+/ / aug (v + ug)dbdr
0o Jo 0 Jo

14 15

1 r2r 1 r2om
+ / / (vg — w)uvedfdr +/ / uvg(vg — u)dldr .
0o Jo 0o Jo

Direct computation gives that
1 2
I :/ / ar(uj + v3)dodr.
o Jo

Next, we estimate {I;}7_, term by term.
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1)Estimate of I. Using (2.84]) and (2.85]), we obtain

1 27
‘// oru,ugdfdr
2m 2m %
<Cen // ru2d0d7‘ // rugdﬁdr
27 2m
<n / / ruzdfdr + Ce?n / / rudfdr.
0o Jo

1 2T
‘/ / ﬁrvrvgdﬁdr‘
0 JO
1 2T 1 2T
<n / / rvgdfdr + Ce*n / / rvZdfdr.
0 JO 0 0

1 r2r 1 r2om
I < 77/ / r(ug + vg)dodr + 0&727]/ / r(u? + v?)dodr.
0o Jo 0 Jo

2)Estimate of I3. Firstly, by (Z84]) and the Poincaré inequality (B:{I) we obtain

21 21 21
‘// rvoy (ug — ar ugd@dr‘<0€n // rugdﬁdr // TUg d@dr
21 2
‘/ / rv@rvgvgdﬁdr‘ < 0677/ / rv%d@dr.
o Jo o Jo

Then, notice that y(r) = 0 for r < 1, by (ZX5) and the Hardy inequality (B.0)

1 2w
/ / rv@w(xug)u(gdﬁdr‘
o Jo
1 2w 1 2w
= // rvx'ugugdﬁdr—l—// ruxOru,ugdddr
o Jo o Jo
1 2w 1 2w r
= // rvx'ugugdﬁdr—l—//
0 Jo o Jo T—
1 2w
<Cn / / r(ug + vg)dodr.
o Jo

By ([285) and the Poincaré inequality ([B.3]), we deduce that

1 2m
‘ / / rv@r(xv;)vgder‘
0o Jo

Similarly, there holds

Thus, we obtain

1 2 1 2m 1 2m
:‘/ / rvx’v;vgder +/ / rvx@rvgvgdedr‘ < Cn/ / rvgdfdr.
0 Jo 0 Jo 0 Jo

Thus, there holds

1 21
|I3] < C’n/ / r(ud 4 v3)ddr.
0 0

3)Estimate of I, and I7: we first decompose I4 into two parts

1 27 27
I = / / (Opu® + v uugdddr + / (Bpii® + 52 Yuupdbdr
0 0 0 0

I 142

1

2

I

39
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By ([2:84) and (B4]), we deduce that

1 27
]141\§C€77‘// ruugdrdH‘
27 27 1
<Cen // Tu2drd9 // rugdrde 2
27 27
§n// ruddfdr + Ce 77// rudfdr.
0 Jo

Moreover, notice that x(r) = 0 for r < 1 5, by ([2.85)) and the Hardy inequality (3.6]), we deduce that

1 2 R 3 "y
142 :s‘/o /0 Y(@guZ—l—v;)r_—elder‘

1 2 1 2
§77/ / ru%d@dr + 06277/ / rudfdr.
0 Jo 0 Jo
1 2m 1 2m
|14 < 77/ / ruddfdr + 06277/ / ruZdfdr.
0 Jo 0 Jo

1 2m 27
|I7] < 77/ / rvgd@dr + Ce 77/ / rudfdr.
o Jo
Thus, there holds

1 27 1 27
|I4| + |I7] < 77/ / r(ug + vg)dodr + 06277/ / ruZdfdr.
o Jo o Jo
4)Estimate of I; and I5: By (2.84) and (2.85]), we deduce that

27
yfsy<(// u9v+u@)d9dr‘
51
1 21 1 1 2”('&94—?})2 %
+ Cen / / ruddfdr)’ / / 0 d6dr
() ) rubasar)*( [ [ = =dsar)

1 27 1 21 2
<Iy +7 / / ruldfdr + Cs*n / / Md@dr.

Moreover, notice that x(r) =0 for r < 2, by (Z385]) and the Hardy inequality (3.6]), we deduce

21 21
Isi <Cn / / rueder—ka‘ / Yuug ( L (

27 27 1 27 1
SCn/ / ru?d@dr—FCEn / / Tu%d@dr 2 / / rv2d9dr ’.
0 Jo o Jo

Thus, there holds

1 27 1 27 2 1 27
15| < Cny / / rudfdr + C€2n< / / ot o + / / m,%dedr>.
0o Jo 0o Jo r 0o Jo

Similar argument gives that

1 p2n 1 r2n )2 1 pr2n
Is| < Cn ro2dfdr + Ce?n @0 =W o+ rudfdr).
0 r
0 Jo 0o Jo r 0 Jo

Thus, there holds

Same argument gives
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Thus, we deduce that

1 2
[ I5] + e SCn/ / r(u3 4 v3)ddr
0 JO

1 r2rm 2 )2 1 rom
+ Ce?n( / / (o +0)" + (W0 = W)" Jopr 4 / / (a2 + 0?)dodr ).
0 Jo r 0o Jo

Finally, collecting these estimates I — I7, we can choose 19 > 0 such that for any n € (0,79),

there holds
1 27
/ / [Suug + SyvgldOdr
0o Jo

1 2
>(a—Cn) [ [ v+ ofydras
0 0
1 27 1 2m 2 _ 2
e / / r(u2 + v?)drdf + / / (g ) + (v — ) aodr ). (3.14)
0o Jo 0o Jo r

Pressure estimate: Integrating by parts, we deduce that

1 2T 1 2T
/ / pougdldr + / / rprvgdfdr = 0. (3.15)
o Jo o Jo

Diffusion term: Finally, we deal with the diffusion term:

1 27 ) Ugy
/ / [—5 (rurr+—+2——|—u,«——)}u€d9dr
o Jo

1 27 ) Voo
—I—/ / [—5 (rvw—l———2——|—vr——)]v9d0dr
0o Jo

1 21 2w
= —¢? / / (rtyr + uy)updfdr — €2 / / (rvpr + vy )ugdfdr = 0. (3.16)
0o Jo 0o Jo
Finally, collecting the estimate (8.14)), (3.15) and (3.16) together, we obtain (3.12)) which completes
the proof of this lemma. O

3.2.3. Linear stability estimate.

Proposition 3.2. Let (u,v) be a bounded solution of (3.3), then there exist g > 0,19 > 0 such
that for any € € (0,e9),n € (0,70), there holds

27 27r )2 1 pr2rm
/ / r(ul + v2)dfdr + &2 / / (g +v)" (”9 W gpdr + / / r(u? +0?)dodr)
0 0
27r 2
g2 / / — + — der (3.17)

Proof. By combining the estimates (3.7 and (B.I3)), we can choose gy > 0,719 > 0 such that for any
e € (0,e9),m € (0,mp), there holds

2 27r )2 1 r2rm
/ / r(ul + v2)dfdr + &2 / / (g +v)" (”9 W gpdr + / / r(u? +0?)dodr)
0 0

27 27r
SC’/ / (uFu + vFv)deT‘ + C/ / ugFy, + ngU] dodr. (3.18)
o Jo o Jo

By the Holder inequality, we deduce that

21 2w % 27r F2 %
// (ugFy + voF) d0dr< // r(ul +v2) d@dr // i’ T”)d&dr),
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1 2w 1 2w 1 1 2w 1
/ / (uFy + F,)dbdr < / / (2 +22)dodr ) ( / / (F2 + F2)dodr )"
0 0 0 JO 0 0

where we used ([B.4]) in the second inequality. Putting this into (3I8]), we obtain (BIT).
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4. EXISTENCE OF ERROR EQUATIONS

In this section we rewrite the error equations and the associated linear stability estimate in Euler
coordinates, then obtain H? estimate by the Stokes estimate in a smooth bounded domain.

4.1. Error equations in Euler coordinates.
Let
~ —sinf ~ cos 6
€y = y €r = .
cos 6 sin 6

and
u(x, u®(x,
~( y) = U(H,T)gg + ’U(Q,’r’)é}, - ( y) = u“(@,r)é[g + Ua(e,r)é},
o(z,y (7, y)
RZ x, a a
( y)> RO B0,

ﬁ(ajay) :p(Q,T), ( Rﬁ(x,y) = -, r

Then the error equations (BI]) can be written in Euler coordinates as follows
U0, 0 + 090y + U0, U + DOy + OyP + U0y + DOy — 2 Ali = R,
W@, 0 + 090y + UL + DOy + Oyp + U0, T + 00,0 — e2 AV = RY, (4.1)
il + 0,0 = 0, '
(a, ’[))|3B1 = (0,0).
4.2. Linear stability estimate in Euler coordinates.

Let

< Fyz,y) ) _ Fu(@,r)gng Fv(9,r)€‘

Then, the equations ([B.2]) become
U0, 11 + D20y + U0, U + DOyU® + Opp — 2 AU = F
U0, 0 + 020y 0 + U0, + DO,V + Oyp — 2 A0 = F, (42)

0,0 + ay’LN) =0,
(ﬂ,, 6)’331 = (07 O)

Moreover, from the linear stability estimate ([B.I7), we can deduce that there exist 9 > 0,79 > 0
such that for any € € (0,g9),n € (0,70) and any solution (u,v) of ([@.2]), there holds

ellv(a,9)l2 < Ce™H|(Fu, F)l2. (4.3)
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4.3. Existence of error equations.
We apply the contraction mapping theorem to prove the existence of the error equations (B.1).

Proposition 4.1. There exist eg > 0,19 > 0 such that for any ¢ € (0,20),n € (0,10), the error
equations (31]) have a unique solution (u,v) which satisfies

[(t;0)[|oo < Ce.

Proof. For each smooth function (@, ?) which satisfies

Oz + 0,0 = 0,
- (4.4)
(@,9)]a, = (0,0),
we consider the following linear system
U0y + 090y + U0, + 00y U + Opp — 2 AU = RE — 00,0 — 00y,
U0, + 120y + U0, + DOy + Oyp — e2AD = R — 10,0 — 00,0, (45)

0, + 9y = 0,
(@,9)|om, = (0,0).

By linear stability estimate (A3]), we deduce that there exist g > 0,19 > 0 such that for any
e € (0,e9),m € (0,mp), there holds

el|V (@, 0)|]2 <Ce™Y|(RE — @dyit — 90y, R — @Dy0 — 90,02
<Ce Y(RE, RY) |2 + Ce™|(@1, 0)||oo | V (@, D) 2. (4.6)
Then, by Stokes estimates in smooth domain, we deduce that
2| V2 (@, 0)||2 <C||R% — @0yt — 90yt — (4*Dptt + 00yt + udpu® + 00,a") ||
+ C||RS — 0,0 — 90y — (@*Dp¥ + 79T + @dx0® + 09,0%)||2
<C||(R5, B2 + Cl(@,9) |0V (@, 9) |2

+ C||a* 0yt + 00y + udyu® + v0,u||2

+ C||a" 0,0 + 090y + 100" + V0y0°||2.
Using ||(a%,0%)|lcc < C, it is easy to obtain

|60, u + 0" 0yt||2 + || 0" 0,0 + 0*0y0||2 < C||V (4, D)2

Moreover, let

x?

WO a.m + 00,116,
o(z,y)

then there holds

@0, a® + 90,43 + |40, 0* + 09,0%||3

27r 27r o ~ al2
// W(Opu® + v) + oro,u?)? d0dr+// W(Opv® — u) + 0royv?] ddr

T r

27 27 A2
<C// 2(0,7) + 0%(0,7) d6d7’+C// 1 d@d
’,”_

Obviously, there holds

I

1 2
/ / P[62(0,r) + 6%(0, r)|d6dr = |[(a, D)3
0 0
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By the Hardy inequality ([3.3]), there holds

21 A2 2
/ | P07 gy <c/ | ropasar < cpv.)
(r —
Hence, we have

eIV (@, 0)l2 < ClI(RE, BY) 2 + Cll (@, 0)llo IV (@, ) 12 + CIV (@, 5)]|2. (4.7)
Set
1(u, ) lly = ellV (u, )2 + %[ V2(u, 0) |-
By (£8) and (£71), we deduce that for any € € (0,e9),n € (0,19), there holds
(@ o)y < Ce (R, BY)llz + Ce™H[(@, ) ooV (@, )] |2- (4.8)
Moreover, by the Sobolev embedding, we have
3 L
(%, %)l < CIV(@,0)|I3IV?(@,)ll3-
Thus, we obtain
_ 1/ Ba Ba ST
(@ 0)lly < Ce (R, BY)ll2 + Ce2 (@, 9)I5- (4.9)
Let Y = {(u,v) € C : (u,v) satisfes [£4) and ||(u,v)|y < +oo}. Thus, due to
(RS, B)ll2 < C<°,
there exist g9 > 0 such that for any ¢ € (0,¢¢), the operator
(@,0) = (u,0)
maps the ball {(u,v) : [|(u,v)||y < 2C?%e*} in Y into itself. Moreover, for every two pairs (a1, 01)
and (ti2, D2) in this ball, we have

T e~ L S
(@1 — g, 01 = V2)|ly < Ce™2(|[(ur, 1) [ly + [[(G2, U2)||y) (@1 — G2, 1 — V2) ||y (4.10)
In fact, set
U:=1uy —uz, V=10 — 02, P=p1— po,
then there holds
—2AU + 0, P + 10, U + 9%0,U + Ud,u® + V,u® = Ry,
—2AV + 9, P + @0,V + %9,V + U, + V9,t* = Ry,
.U + 0,V =0,
(U, V)lon, = (0,0),
where
RU = — ﬂ‘lax(ﬂ‘l — ZTLQ) — 2718y(ﬂ1 - ﬂQ) - (al - ﬂ‘2)8$a2 - (’61 - ,[)2)6311127
Ry = — 110,(01 — Ta) — 010, (91 — Do) — (g — @i2) Dy — (91 — V)0 Ta.
Thus, following the estimate ([d9]) line by line, we obtain (£I0). Hence, there exist €9 > 0,79 > 0
such that for any e € (0,g¢),n € (0,79), the operator
(u,v) = (4, )

maps the ball {(u,v) : ||(u,v)|ly <2C?%*} in Y into itself and is a contraction mapping. Thus, for
any € € (0,e9),n € (0,79), the error equations ([@I]) have a unique solution (@, ) which satisfies

(@, 9)ly < Ce*.
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Hence, there holds ||(@, 7)||c0 < Ce. Notice that

u(z, u(x,
u(f,r) = ~( v) -eg, v(f,r)= ~( v) - €,
o(z,y) o(z,y)
we deduce ||(u, v)]|oo < Ce. This complete the proof of this proposition. O

5. PROOF OoF THEOREM [L.]]
Finally, we give the proof of Theorem L1l
Proof. Combining the Proposition L] and the approximate solution ([282]) of the Navier-Stokes
equations (L3]), we easily obtain Theorem [I1] O
6. APPENDIX

Appendix A: Constant coefficient periodic PDE
In this appendix we give a brief argument to solve the following problem

(Qo)o = ue(1)(Qo)py
Q0(97 1/}) - QO(G + 27T7 1/})7 (61)
QO‘dJ:O = 9(0)7 QO‘w_,_oo =0,

where
2 27
9(0) = o® +2anf(0) + 17 f2(0) — uZ(1) = 2anf(0) + 17 f*(60) — g—ﬂ ; F2(0)de.
Let Qo(0,7) = 3 €% Qo (v)) and substitute it into (G.I)), we obtain
keZ
ikQor = ue(1)Qgy,
Qok| y_o = G(k) = 3= [57 e g(6)dp,
QOk‘w—)—oo =0
It is easy to get
Qok(¥) = g(R)e™
with af = 2Jf(|1) (1 +sgnk - 7). Then
Qo(0,v) =Y e*g(k)e™ € X
keZ
and
|Qollx < Cn. (6.2)

Appendix B: Construction of corrector h(6,r)
In this section, we give a construction of corrector h(f,r). Firstly, we give a simple lemma.

Lemma 6.1. Assume that K(0,r) is a 2n-periodic smooth function which satisfies

2
K(0,r)df =0, Vr € (0,1]; K(6,1) =0,
0

then there exists a 2m-periodic function h(0,r) such that

Oph(0,r) = K(0,r); h(0,1)=0;
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2T . .
| e rds =0, jojoknl. < Clojos ] (6.3
0
Proof. Let
K(0,r)=> Ku(r)e™, K,(1)=0.
n#0
Set
— Kn(T) inf
h(@, 7") == Z Z,—ne .
n#0
It’s easy to justify that h(6,r) satisfies (€3] which completes the proof. O

Next, we construct the corrector h(6,r) by the above lemma. Direct computation gives
ug + ro? + v =e99ph(0,7) + K (6,1),

where
5
K(0,r) :Esx(r)[Y(‘)yvéS) 0,Y) + vl()s) 0, )] +rx'(r) ( Z Ei’l)l()i) (0, Y)) .
i=1

Notice that x'(r) =0, r € [0,2] U[3,1] and the property of v;z(,i), we deduce that K(6,r) = O(e’)
and

K(6,1) = 0.

Moreover, notice that
2w
/ v (0.Y)d) =0, VY <0, i=1,---5,
0

we deduce that
27
K(0,r)dd =0, ¥r € (0,1].
0

Thus, we can choose h(f,r) by Lemma [61] such that
50ph(0,r) + K (0,7) =0, h(0,1) = 0, ||9}dFh|2 < Ce7*.

Appendix C: Prandtl-Batchlor theory in disk.
For the convenience of readers, we give an introduction of the Prandtl-Batchlor theory, one can

see [11 201 211, 311 [43] for more details.

Theorem 6.2. We consider the steady Navier-Stokes equations in two dimensional simply-connected
domain )

u® - Vu® + Vp° — e2Au® = 0,
V-u® =0, (6.4)
u€'n|8Q:0’ ua't|aQ:9’

where n is the unit normal vector to dQ and t is the unit tangential vector to 0L), g is a smooth
function. We assume that (i)the stream function ¢° of equation (6.4]) has no hyperbolic critical
point(i.e. nested closed streamlines and single eddy); (ii)for any Q1 CC Q, there exist g > 0 such
that for any 0 < € < g9, 1 is away from the boundary layer of equation (6.4)) and u® — u® in
C?(21), where u® is a solution of steady Euler equations in 2. Then the vorticity w® = V x u® is
a constant in §Q.
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Proof. Let u® = (u®,v®) and w® = Jyu® — 0,v° be the vorticity, then it’s easy to obtain that
u® - Vu® —eAw® = 0.
The boundary is taken to be defined by )* = 0 and 0 < 9° < ¢; throughout the interior of the eddy.

For any 0 < ¢ < ¢, integrating the Navier-Stokes equations over the domain which is surrounded
by the closed streamline {(x,y)[®(z,y) = ¢} and using the divergence theorem, we obtain

ow
“dl =0, Vee (0,c1). (6.5)
/{w:c} on

Moreover, due to u® — u® in C?, then there holds w® — w® in C.
Let 9¢ be the associated stream function of Euler equations, then w® = F(¢¢). In fact, we
introduce the action-angle transform (z,y) — (r¢,6%), where

2 1 Eoar
Pl =g o =) [
( ) 'UE(T) {ye=re} ’Vlba’ ( ) 0 ’v/l/}E’
and [ is the arc-length variable on the curve {¢* = r}. Then the transformation (z,y) — (r¢, 6)
has Jacobian 1 and the operator u¢ - V becomes v®(r)dp-. In Qy, (r,6°) — (r%,0%) in C! and
r® = 9. Then (¢¢ 60") is a coordinate system and the steady vorticity w® is a single-valued

function F'(1°).
Taking € — 0 in (6.5), we obtain

F'(c) =0, Ve € (0,c1).
Thus, w, is a constant in Q. O

Remark 6.3. In the disk B1(0): due to U, = uc(0,7)€y + ve(0,7)é,, we deduce

1
We = ;(ar(rue) — Ogve) = a, velgn = 0.

Solving this equation, we obtain
a
(u67 Ue) - (§T7 O> 9

where a is any constant.
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