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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 [1]. 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 ([1, 6, 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
([5, 6, 26, 38, 39, 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 θ (x, y)

u · ∇θ −R−1∆θ = 0,

where u (x, y) is a given steady incompressible flow, and R−1 is the diffusion coefficient. Then
Prandtl-Batchelor theory implies that when R−1 tends to zero, θ 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 θ 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, 30, 42]), where θ 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. ∇θ) should become zero when R−1 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 [1, 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
C2. 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, 24, 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 [21] 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 [21], 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 B1(0) {

uε · ∇uε +∇pε − ε2∆uε = 0,

∇ · uε = 0,
(1.1)

with rotating boundary

uε
∣∣
∂B1

= (α+ ηf(θ))t, (1.2)

where ε > 0 is reciprocal to Reynolds number, uε is the velocity, pε is the pressure, α > 0, η is a
small number, t is the unit tangential vector to ∂B1, and f(θ) is a 2π-periodic smooth function.
Let uε(θ, r) be the tangential component and vε(θ, r) be the normal component of uε in polar
coordinates, then (1.1) reads





uεuεθ + rvεuεr + uεvε + pεθ − ε2
(
ruεrr + uεr +

uε
θθ

r
+ 2

r
vεθ − uε

r

)
= 0,

uεvεθ + rvεvεr − (uε)2 + rpεr − ε2
(
rvεrr + vεr +

vε
θθ

r
− 2

r
uεθ − vε

r

)
= 0,

uεθ + rvεr + vε = 0,

uε(θ, 1) = α+ ηf(θ), vε(θ, 1) = 0,

(1.3)

where (θ, r) ∈ Ω := [0, 2π] × (0, 1]. Formally, as ε→ 0, we obtain the steady Euler equations




ue∂θue + ver∂rue + ueve + ∂θpe = 0,

ue∂θve + ver∂rve − (ue)
2 + r∂rpe = 0,

∂θue + ∂r(rve) = 0.

(1.4)

We will show the existence of solution (uε, vε) to (1.3) which converges to a solution of steady
Euler equations (1.4) with constant vorticity as ε → 0. We first choose a steady Euler flow with
constant vorticity (rigid rotation) which satisfies the Batchelor-Wood formula, then construct a
solution (uε, vε) to (1.3) by perturbing this steady Euler flow. However, in general, there is a
mismatch between the tangential velocities of the Euler flow ue and the prescribed Navier-Stokes
flows uε. 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, 32, 35, 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 [10] where they considered the Navier-Stokes
equations over a moving plate. Then Iyer in [14] 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 [14] are
both shear flows, and the width of the region in [10] and the angle of sector in [14] are small. Later,
Iyer in [15] 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 [11], Guo
and Iyer justified the validity of 2d steady Prandtl layer expansion in a narrow region, and later
they extended their result in [12] 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 [17, 18] justified the global-in-x steady Prandtl boundary
layer expansion. Very recently, Gao and Zhang in [8] 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
∫ 2π
0 f(θ)dθ = 0 and the leading order of Euler flow

(ue(θ, r), ve(θ, r)) is the Couette flow

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

There is an important basis for this choice—Prandtl-Batchelor theory in [1](also see Appendix
C). This theory shows that if the Euler flow (ue(θ, r), ve(θ, r)) in the disk B1(0) is the vanishing
viscosity limit of Navier-Stokes flow whose streamlines are closed, then it must be the Couette flow

(ue(θ, r), ve(θ, r)) = (ar, 0),

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

u2e(1) = α2 +
η2

2π

∫ 2π

0
f2(θ)dθ.

So we take the leading order of Euler flow (ue(θ, r), ve(θ, r)) as follows

ue(θ, r) = ue(r) := ar, ve(θ, r) = 0, (1.5)

where

a =
(
α2 +

η2

2π

∫ 2π

0
f2(θ)dθ

)1

2

.

Then, we introduce the steady Prandtl equations near r = 1




(
ue(1) + u

(0)
p

)
∂θu

(0)
p +

(
v
(1)
p − v

(1)
p (θ, 0)

)
∂Y u

(0)
p − ∂Y Y u

(0)
p = 0,

∂θu
(0)
p + ∂Y v

(1)
p = 0,

u
(0)
p (θ, Y ) = u

(0)
p (θ + 2π, Y ), v

(1)
p (θ, Y ) = v

(1)
p (θ + 2π, Y ),

u
(0)
p

∣∣
Y=0

= α+ ηf(θ)− ue(1), limY→−∞(u
(0)
p , v

(1)
p ) = (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(θ) is a 2π-periodic smooth function which satisfies
∫ 2π
0 f(θ)dθ = 0,

then there exist ε0 > 0, η0 > 0 such that for any ε ∈ (0, ε0), η ∈ (0, η0), the Navier-Stokes equations
(1.3) have a solution (uε(θ, r), vε(θ, r)) which satisfies

∥∥∥uε(θ, r)− ue(r)− u(0)p

(
θ,
r − 1

ε

)∥∥∥
L∞(Ω)

≤ Cε,

‖vε‖L∞(Ω) ≤ Cε,

where (ue(r), 0) is the Couette flow in (1.5), and u
(0)
p is the solution of steady Prandtl equations in

(1.6).
Moreover, for any r < 1, there holds

lim
ε→0

‖wε − 2a‖L∞(Br(0)) = 0,

where wε(θ, r) is the vorticity of (uε(θ, r), vε(θ, r)).

Remark 1.2. The condition
∫ 2π
0 f(θ)dθ = 0 can be dropped due to the fact

α+ ηf(θ) = α+
η

2π

∫ 2π

0
f(θ)dθ + ηf̃(θ)

where
∫ 2π
0 f̃(θ)dθ = 0. Moreover, the smoothness of f(θ) 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

(ua, va) by matched asymptotic expansion. The approximate solution consists of Euler part (uae , v
a
e )

and Prandtl part (uap, v
a
p), and satisfies the following estimates

|∂θuae(θ, r) + vae (θ, r)| ≤ Cεηr, |∂θvae (θ, r)− uae(θ, r) + ar| ≤ Cεηr

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 (3.1) for the error (u, v) := (uε − ua, vε − va), then establish the well-posedness of (3.1).
Notice that the nonlinear term can be easily handled by higher order approximation, hence we only
need to consider the linearized error equations:



uauθ + varur + uuaθ + vruar + vau+ vua + pθ − ε2
(
rurr +

uθθ
r

+ 2vθ
r
+ ur − u

r

)
= Fu,

uavθ + varvr + uvaθ + vrvar − 2uua + rpr − ε2
(
rvrr +

vθθ
r

− 2uθ
r
+ vr − v

r

)
= Fv,

uθ + (rv)r = 0,

u(θ + 2π, r) = u(θ, r), v(θ + 2π, r) = v(θ, r),

u(θ, 1) = 0, v(θ, 1) = 0.

(1.7)

Step 2: Linear stability estimate for (1.7). Equations (1.7) are the linearized Navier-

Stokes equations around the approximate solution (ua, va). The leading order of (ua, va) is
(
ar +

χ(r)u
(0)
p

(
θ, r−1

ε

)
, 0
)
, where χ(r) is a cut-off function, see (2.59). Since |uaθ | = |u(0)pθ | . η, the leading

order of the system (1.7) can be simplified as




uauθ + vruar + vua + pθ − ε2
(
rurr +

uθθ
r

+ 2vθ
r
+ ur − u

r

)
= Fu,

uavθ − 2uua + rpr − ε2
(
rvrr +

vθθ
r

− 2uθ
r
+ vr − v

r

)
= Fv,

uθ + (rv)r = 0,

u(θ + 2π, r) = u(θ, r), v(θ + 2π, r) = v(θ, r),

u(θ, 1) = 0, v(θ, 1) = 0,

(1.8)
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where ua can be regarded as ar + χ(r)u
(0)
p

(
θ, r−1

ε

)
.

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 (1.8) because ε is small. The key point is the following observation which gives the important
positivity estimate: ua is strictly positive, we should make use of the terms uauθ and u

avθ to obtain
a positive quantity from the convective term. To do this, we choose (uθ, vθ

)
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

0

∫ 2π

0

(
uauθ + vruar + vua

)
uθdθdr +

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(
uavθ − 2uua

)
vθdθdr

=

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(
aruθ + 2arv

)
uθdθdr +

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(
arvθ − 2aru

)
vθdθdr

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I

+

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(
χ(r)u(0)p uθ + vr∂r(χ(r)u

(0)
p ) + vχ(r)u(0)p

)
uθdθdr +

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(
χ(r)u(0)p vθ − 2uχ(r)u(0)p

)
vθdθdr

︸ ︷︷ ︸
II

.

It is easy to get

I1 = a

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r(u2θ + v2θ)dθdr.

Moreover, since χ(r) = 0 for r < 1
2 , by the Hardy inequality, we deduce that

∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
vr∂r(χ(r)u

(0)
p )uθdθdr

∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
vrχ′(r)u(0)p uθdθdr

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

vr

r − 1
χ(r)Y ∂Y u

(0)
p uθdθdr

∣∣∣

≤Cη
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r(u2θ + v2θ)dθdr

and
∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
uχ(r)u(0)p vθdθdr

∣∣∣

≤ε
∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

u

r − 1
χ(r)Y u(0)p vθdθdr

∣∣∣ ≤ Cεη
( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2rdθdr

) 1

2

( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rv2θdθdr

)1

2

.

The other terms in II can be handled by the same argument. Thus, we obtain
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(
uauθ + vruar + vua

)
uθdθdr +

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(
uavθ − 2uua

)
vθdθdr

≥(a− Cη)

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r(u2θ + v2θ)dθdr −Cε2η

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2rdθdr.

When η is sufficiently small, (a − Cη)
∫ 1
0

∫ 2π
0 r(u2θ + v2θ)dθdr is a positive quantity. The details of

the positivity estimate can be found in Lemma 3.2.
However, the positive quantity ‖√r(uθ, vθ)‖2 don’t contain zero-frequency of (u, v) which is

needed to obtain the L∞ estimate for the error (u, v). Notice that
∫ 2π
0 v(θ, r)dθ = 0 because of

the divergence-free condition and the boundary condition, we can dominate ‖v‖2 by ‖vθ‖2 using

the Poincaré inequality. However u0(r) :=
1
2π

∫ 2π
0 u(θ, r)dθ 6= 0, we need to obtain the estimate of

|u0(r)| from the basic energy estimate.
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Now we give a sketch of the basic energy estimate. Choose u0 as a multiplier to the first equation
in (1.8). The diffusion term is

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
−ε2

(
rurr +

uθθ

r
+ 2

vθ

r
+ ur −

u

r

)
u0(r)dθdr = ε2

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(
r|u′0|2 +

u20
r

)
dθdr.

Recall that ua = ar + χ(r)u
(0)
p (θ, r−1

ε
). It’s direct to deduce that the following quantity vanishes:

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(
aruθ + 2arv + pθ

)
u0dθdr = 0,

where we used
∫ 2π
0 v(θ, r)dθ = 0. Moreover, the Prandtl part can be handled by the Hardy inequal-

ity as above
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(
u(0)p uθ + vr∂ru

(0)
p + vu(0)p

)
u0dθdr

≈
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
εχ(r)

(
Y u(0)p uθ +

vr

r − 1
Y 2∂Y u

(0)
p + vY u(0)p

) u0

r − 1
dθdr . ηε‖

√
r(uθ, vθ)‖2‖

√
ru′0‖2.

Thus, we obtain that ε2‖√ru′0‖2 . ‖√r(uθ, vθ)‖2. One can see the details of the basic energy
estimate in Lemma 3.1.

Combining the positivity estimate and basic energy estimate, we obtain the linear stability of
equations (1.8).

Step 3: H2 estimate for error. To close the nonlinearity, we need the L∞ estimate. However,
the quantity ‖√r(uθ, vθ)‖2 can’t be used to control ‖(u, v)‖0 due to the weight r, and we can only

use
∫ 1
0

∫ 2π
0 r(u2r + v2r)dθdr 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 H2

estimate by Stokes estimates in a smooth bounded domain, finally ‖(u, v)‖0 can be obtained by
Sobolev embedding.

Finally, combining the linear stability estimate, H2 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
H2 estimate by the Stokes estimate in a smooth bounded domain. In Section 5, we complete the
proof of Theorem 1.1 by combining the linear stability estimate and H2 estimate.

2. Construction of approximate solutions

In this section, we construct an approximate solution of the Navier-Stokes equations (1.3) by
matched asymptotic expansion.

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

uε(θ, r) = u(0)e (θ, r) + εu(1)e (θ, r) + · · · ,

vε(θ, r) = v(0)e (θ, r) + εv(1)e (θ, r) + · · · ,

pε(θ, r) = p(0)e (θ, r) + εp(1)e (θ, r) + · · · .
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2.1.1. Equations for (u
(0)
e , v

(0)
e , p

(0)
e ).

By substituting the above expansions into (1.3) and collecting the ε-zeroth order terms, we

deduce that (u
(0)
e , v

(0)
e , p

(0)
e ) satisfies the following steady nonlinear Euler equations





u
(0)
e ∂θu

(0)
e + rv

(0)
e ∂ru

(0)
e + u

(0)
e v

(0)
e + ∂θp

(0)
e = 0,

u
(0)
e ∂θv

(0)
e + rv

(0)
e ∂rv

(0)
e − (u

(0)
e )2 + r∂rp

(0)
e = 0,

∂θu
(0)
e + r∂rv

(0)
e + v

(0)
e = 0.

(2.1)

Due to the Prandtl-Bathelor theory in [1], the leading order Euler flows (u
(0)
e , v

(0)
e ) with closed

streamlines must be the Couette flows in Ω

u(0)e (θ, r) = ue(r) =: ar, v(0)e (θ, r) = 0, (2.2)

where the value of a is a constant determined by the Wood formula (2.11).
Then equations (2.1) reduce to

∂θp
(0)
e (θ, r) = 0, ∂rp

(0)
e (θ, r) =

1

r
u2e.

Thus, we deduce that

p(0)e (θ, r) = pe(r), p′e(r) = a2r. (2.3)

2.1.2. Equations for (u
(1)
e , v

(1)
e , p

(1)
e ).

By collecting the ε-order terms, we deduce that (u
(1)
e , v

(1)
e , p

(1)
e ) satisfies the following linearized

Euler equations in Ω




ar∂θu
(1)
e + 2arv

(1)
e + ∂θp

(1)
e = 0,

ar∂θv
(1)
e − 2aru

(1)
e + r∂rp

(1)
e = 0,

∂θu
(1)
e + r∂rv

(1)
e + v

(1)
e = 0,

(2.4)

which are equipped with the boundary condition

v(1)e |r=1 = −v(1)p |Y=0, v(1)e (θ, r) = v(1)e (θ + 2π, r), (2.5)

where v
(1)
p is the solution of Prandtl equations which will be derived in next subsection.

The equations for (u
(i)
e , v

(i)
e , p

(i)
e ), i = 2, 3, 4 will be derived later.

2.2. Prandtl expansion near r = 1.
We introduce the scaled variable Y = r−1

ε
∈ (−∞, 0] and make the following Prandtl expansions

near r = 1

uε = ue(r) + u(0)p (θ, Y ) + ε
[
u(1)e (θ, r) + u(1)p (θ, Y )

]
+ · · · ,

vε = v(0)p (θ, Y ) + ε
[
v(1)e (θ, r) + v(1)p (θ, Y )

]
+ ε2

[
v(2)e (θ, r) + v(2)p (θ, Y )

]
+ · · · ,

pε = pe(r) + p(0)p (θ, Y ) + ε
[
p(1)e (θ, r) + p(1)p (θ, Y )

]
+ ε
[
p(2)e (θ, r) + p(2)p (θ, Y )

]
+ · · · ,

(2.6)

where as Y → −∞
∂lθ∂

m
Y v

(i)
p (θ, Y ) → 0, ∂lθ∂

m
Y p

(i)
p (θ, Y ) → 0, (2.7)

here l,m ≥ 0, i = 0, 1, · · · , which satisfies the following boundary condition

u(0)e (θ, 1) + u(0)p (θ, 0) = α+ ηf(θ), u(i)e (θ, 1) + u(i)p (θ, 0) = 0, i ≥ 1,

v(i)e (θ, 1) + v(i)p (θ, 0) = 0, i ≥ 0.
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The boundary conditions of u
(i)
p (θ, Y ) as Y → −∞ will be given later.

2.2.1. Equations for (v
(0)
p , p

(0)
p ).

By substituting the above expansions into (1.3) and collecting the 1
ε
order terms, we get

∂Y v
(0)
p (θ, Y ) = 0, ∂Y p

(0)
p (θ, Y ) = 0,

which together with (2.7) imply

v(0)p = 0, p(0)p = 0.

2.2.2. Equations for (u
(0)
p , v

(1)
p , p

(1)
p ).

By substituting the above expansions into (1.3) and collecting the ε-zeroth order terms, we obtain

the following steady Prandtl equations for (u
(0)
p , v

(1)
p )





(
ue(1) + u

(0)
p

)
∂θu

(0)
p +

(
v
(1)
e (θ, 1) + v

(1)
p

)
∂Y u

(0)
p − ∂Y Y u

(0)
p = 0,

∂θu
(0)
p + ∂Y v

(1)
p = 0,

u
(0)
p (θ, Y ) = u

(0)
p (θ + 2π, Y ), v

(1)
p (θ, Y ) = v

(1)
p (θ + 2π, Y ),

u
(0)
p

∣∣
Y=0

= α+ ηf(θ)− ue(1), limY→−∞(u
(0)
p , v

(1)
p ) = (0, 0)

(2.8)

and the pressure p
(1)
p satisfies

∂Y p
(1)
p (θ, Y ) = (u(0)p )2(θ, Y ) + 2ue(1)u

(0)
p (θ, Y ), lim

Y→−∞
p(1)p (θ, Y ) = 0. (2.9)

2.2.3. Equations for (u
(1)
p , v

(2)
p ).

By substituting the above expansions into the first and third equation in (1.3) and collecting the

ε-order terms, we obtain the following linearized steady Prandtl equations for (u
(1)
p , v

(2)
p )





(
ue(1) + u

(0)
p

)
∂θu

(1)
p +

(
v
(1)
e (θ, 1) + v

(1)
p

)
∂Y u

(1)
p + (v

(2)
e (θ, 1) + v

(2)
p )∂Y u

(0)
p

+(u
(1)
p + u

(1)
e (θ, 1))∂θu

(0)
p − ∂Y Y u

(1)
p = f1(θ, Y )

∂θu
(1)
p + ∂Y v

(2)
p + ∂Y (Y v

(1)
p ) = 0,

u
(1)
p (θ, Y ) = u

(1)
p (θ + 2π, Y ), v

(2)
p (θ, Y ) = v

(2)
p (θ + 2π, Y ),

u
(1)
p

∣∣
Y=0

= −u(1)e
∣∣
r=1

, limY→−∞(∂Y u
(1)
p , v

(2)
p ) = (0, 0),

(2.10)

where

f1(θ, Y ) =− ∂θp
(1)
p + Y ∂Y Y u

(0)
p + ∂Y u

(0)
p

− u(0)p
(
∂θu

(1)
e (θ, 1) + v(1)e (θ, 1) + v(1)p

)
− u′e(1)Y ∂θu

(0)
p

− (∂rv
(1)
e (θ, 1) + v(1)e (θ, 1))Y ∂Y u

(0)
p − (u′e(1) + Y ∂Y u

(0)
p + ue(1))v

(1)
p .

The equations for (u
(i)
p , v

(i+1)
p ), 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

(ue(r), 0) → (u(0)p , v(1)p ) → (u(1)e , v(1)e ) → (u(1)p , v(2)p ) → · · ·.
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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
∫ 2π
0 f(θ)dθ = 0. If the nonlinear Prandtl

equations (2.8) have a solution (u
(0)
p , v

(1)
p ) which satisfies

ue(1) + u(0)p (θ, Y ) > 0, ∀Y ≤ 0, ‖u(0)p ‖0 ≤M,

where M > 0 is a constant, then there holds

u2e(1) = α2 +
η2

2π

∫ 2π

0
f2(θ)dθ. (2.11)

Proof. We introduce the von Mises variable

ψ =

∫ Y

0

(
ue(1) + u(0)p (θ, z)

)
dz, U (0)(θ, ψ) = ue(1) + u(0)p (θ, Y ).

Then from (2.8), we deduce that U (0) satisfies





2U (0)
θ =

(
(U (0))2

)
ψψ
,

U (0)(θ, ψ) = U (0)(θ + 2π, ψ),

U (0)
∣∣
ψ=0

= α+ ηf(θ), limψ→−∞ U (0) = ue(1).

(2.12)

Here we have used the facts:

∂θu
(0)
p = U (0)

θ + U (0)
ψ

∫ Y

0
∂θu

(0)
p (θ, z)

)
dz

= U (0)
θ + U (0)

ψ

(
v(1)p (θ, 0)− v(1)p (θ, Y )

)
= U (0)

θ − U (0)
ψ

(
v(1)(θ, 1) + v(1)p (θ, Y )

)
,

∂Y u
(0)
p = U (0)

ψ U (0).

Integrating the first equation in (2.12) from 0 to 2π about θ leads to

∂2

∂ψ2

∫ 2π

0
(U (0))2(θ, ψ)dθ = 0.

Notice that U (0) is bounded at ψ → −∞, we deduce that

∂

∂ψ

∫ 2π

0
(U (0))2(θ, ψ)dθ = 0.

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

u2e(1) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

(
α+ ηf(θ)

)2
(θ)dθ = α2 +

αη

π

∫ 2π

0
f(θ)dθ +

η2

2π

∫ 2π

0
f2(θ)dθ

= α2 +
η2

2π

∫ 2π

0
f2(θ)dθ.

Thus, we complete the proof of this lemma. �
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The following Corollary is a direct result of Lemma 2.1.

Corollary 2.1. If Lemma 2.1 holds, then

a =
(
α2 +

η2

2π

∫ 2π

0
f2(θ)dθ

)1

2

.

Next we aim to solve the steady Prandtl equations (2.8) and we use the method of [21].

Proposition 2.2. There exists η0 > 0 such that for any η ∈ (0, η0), the equation (2.12) has a

unique solution U (0) which satisfies the following estimates

∑

j+k≤m

∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0

∣∣∣∂jθ∂kψ
(
U (0) − ue(1)

)∣∣∣
2〈
ψ
〉2l
dθdψ ≤ C(m, l)η2, m, l ≥ 0

here
〈
ψ
〉
=
√

1 + ψ2.

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(θ, ψ) := (U (0))2(θ, ψ)− u2e(1) and we rewrite (2.12) as





Qθ = U (0)Qψψ,

Q(θ, ψ) = Q(θ + 2π, ψ),

Q
∣∣
ψ=0

= α2 + 2αηf(θ) + η2f2(θ)− u2e(1), Q
∣∣
ψ→−∞

= 0.

(2.13)

Defining

G(Q) = Q− 2ue(1)
√
Q+ u2e(1) + 2u2e(1),

then (2.13) is equivalent to




Qθ − ue(1)Qψψ = (G(Q))θ ,

Q(θ, ψ) = Q(θ + 2π, ψ),

Q
∣∣
ψ=0

= α2 + 2αηf(θ) + η2f2(θ)− u2e(1), Q
∣∣
ψ→−∞

= 0.

(2.14)

Let Q0 be the solution to



(Q0)θ = ue(1)(Q0)ψψ ,

Q0(θ, ψ) = Q0(θ + 2π, ψ),

Q0

∣∣
ψ=0

= α2 + 2αηf(θ) + η2f2(θ)− u2e(1), Q0

∣∣
ψ→−∞

= 0,

(2.15)

which will be solved in Appendix A, then (2.14) is equivalent to




Qθ − ue(1)Qψψ = (H(Q))θ,

Q(θ, ψ) = Q(θ + 2π, ψ),

Q
∣∣
ψ=0

= 0, Q
∣∣
ψ→−∞

= 0,

(2.16)

where

H(Q) = Q+Q0 − 2ue(1)
√
Q+Q0 + u2e(1) + 2u2e(1).

Defining the linear operator L : Λ 7−→ Φ such that

Φ = LΛ ⇐⇒





Φθ − ue(1)Φψψ = Λθ,

Φ(θ, ψ) = Φ(θ + 2π, ψ),

Φ
∣∣
ψ=0

= 0, Φ
∣∣
ψ→−∞

= 0,

(2.17)
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then (2.16) is equivalent to




Q = L(H(Q)),

Q(θ, ψ) = Q(θ + 2π, ψ),

Q
∣∣
ψ=0

= 0, Q
∣∣
ψ=−∞

= 0.

(2.18)

Defining the function space X as follows

X =

{
Q : Q(θ, ψ) = Q(θ + 2π, ψ), Q

∣∣
ψ=0

= Q
∣∣
ψ→−∞

= 0,

‖Q‖2X :=
∑

j+k≤m,l≥0

∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0

∣∣∂jθ∂kψQ
∣∣2〈ψ

〉l
dθdψ < +∞.

}

and a ball B0 in X

B0 =
{
Q ∈ X : ‖Q‖X ≤ r0

}
,

here r0 is a small number which will be determined later, m is a positive integer.
In the next three steps, we will verify that L ◦ H is a contraction map from B0 to B0 with a

suitable small r0.
Step 2: Boundedness of L in X.
In this step, we prove that for any m ≥ 0, l ≥ 0, there holds

∑

j+k≤m

∥∥∂jθ∂kψΦ
〈
ψ
〉l∥∥

2
≤ C(m, l)

∑

j+k≤m,q≤l

∥∥∂jθ∂kψΛ
〈
ψ
〉q∥∥

2
. (2.19)

First, we prove (2.19) for l = 0. Multiplying the equation in (2.17) by Φ and integrating with
respect to (θ, ψ) ∈ (0, 2π) × (−∞, 0), we obtain

ue(1)‖Φψ‖2 ≤ C(λ)‖Λ‖2 + λ‖Φθ‖2. (2.20)

Then, multiplying the equation in (2.17) by Φθ and integrating with respect to (θ, ψ) ∈ (0, 2π) ×
(−∞, 0), one has

‖Φθ‖2 ≤ C(λ)‖Λθ‖2 + λ‖Φθ‖2. (2.21)

Combining (2.20)-(2.21) and choosing small λ > 0 we get

‖(Φψ,Φθ)‖2 ≤ C‖(Λ,Λθ)‖2. (2.22)

Integrating (2.17) with respect to θ ∈ (0, 2π) gives

d2

dψ2

∫ 2π

0
Φ(θ, ψ)dθ = 0,

which combines Φ|ψ=0 = Φ|ψ→−∞ = 0 imply
∫ 2π

0
Φ(θ, ψ)dθ = 0. (2.23)

Due to (2.23) and the Poincaré inequality we have

‖Φ‖2 ≤ C‖Φθ‖2 ≤ C‖(Λ,Λθ)‖2. (2.24)

For any j ≥ 0, k ≥ 2, from the equation (2.17), we deduce that

‖∂jθ∂kψΦ‖2 ≤ C(‖∂jθ∂k−2
ψ Φθ‖2 + ‖∂jθ∂k−2

ψ Λθ‖2). (2.25)

For any j ≥ 0, applying ∂jθ to the equation in (2.17), multiplying the resultant equation by ∂jθΦ,
integrating with respect to (θ, ψ) ∈ (0, 2π) × (−∞, 0) and using the Young inequality one has

‖∂jθ∂ψΦ‖2 ≤ C‖∂j+1
θ Λ‖2 + C‖∂jθΦ‖2. (2.26)
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For any j ≥ 0, multiplying the equation in (2.17) by ∂2j−1
θ Φ, integrating with respect to (θ, ψ) ∈

(0, 2π) × (−∞, 0), one can get

‖∂jθΦ‖22 =
∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0
∂
2j−1
θ ΦΛθdθdψ ≤ C‖∂jθΦ‖2‖∂

j
θΛ‖2. (2.27)

Combining (2.25), (2.26) and (2.27), we obtain that for any m ≥ 2, there holds
∑

j+k=m

‖∂jθ∂kψΦ‖2 ≤ C
∑

j+k≤m−1

‖∂jθ∂kψΦ‖2 + C
∑

j+k≤m

‖∂jθ∂kψΛ‖2.

Thus, by induction and (2.22), (2.24), we deduce that for any m ≥ 0, there holds
∑

j+k≤m

‖∂jθ∂kψΦ‖2 ≤ C(m)
∑

j+k≤m

‖∂jθ∂kψΛ‖2. (2.28)

Next, we prove (2.19) for m ≤ 1, l ≥ 1. Multiplying the equation in (2.17) by Φψ2l, integrating
with respect to (θ, ψ) ∈ (0, 2π) × (−∞, 0), we have

∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0
Φ2
ψψ

2ldθdψ ≤ C

∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0
Φ2ψ2(l−1)dθdψ

+ C(λ)

∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0
Λ2ψ2ldθdψ + λ

∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0
Φ2
θψ

2ldθdψ. (2.29)

Multiplying the equation in (2.17) by Φθψ
2l, integrating with respect to (θ, ψ) ∈ (0, 2π)× (−∞, 0),

we obtain
∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0
Φ2
θψ

2ldθdψ ≤ C

∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0
Φ2
ψψ

2(l−1)dθdψ + C

∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0
Λ2
θψ

2ldθdψ. (2.30)

Combining (2.29)-(2.30), using the Poincaré inequality and choosing small λ > 0 we get
∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0

(
Φ2 +Φ2

ψ +Φ2
θ

)
ψ2ldθdψ

≤
∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0

(
Φ2 +Φ2

ψ +Φ2
θ

)
ψ2(l−1)dθdψ + C

∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0

(
Λ2ψ2l + Λ2

θψ
2l
)
dθdψ.

By induction on l and using (2.28), we deduce that for any l ≥ 1, there holds
∥∥(Φψ,Φθ,Φ

)
ψl
∥∥
2
≤ C(l)

∑

q≤l

∥∥(Λ,Λθ
)
ψq
∥∥
2
. (2.31)

Finally, we prove (2.19) any m ≥ 2, l ≥ 1. When j + k = m,k ≥ 2, from the equation (2.17), we
deduce that ∥∥∥∂jθ∂kψΦψl

∥∥∥
2
≤ C

(∥∥∥∂jθ∂
k−2
ψ ∂θΦψ

l
∥∥∥
2
+
∥∥∥∂jθ∂

k−2
ψ ∂θΛψ

l
∥∥∥
2

)
. (2.32)

Applying ∂m−1
θ to the equation in (2.17), multiplying the resultant equation by ∂m−1

θ Φψ2l, inte-
grating with respect to (θ, ψ) ∈ (0, 2π) × (−∞, 0) and using the Young inequality one has

∥∥∥∂m−1
θ ∂ψΦψ

l
∥∥∥
2
≤ C

∥∥∥∂mθ Λψl
∥∥∥
2
+ C

∥∥∥∂m−1
θ Φψl

∥∥∥
2
+ C(l)

∥∥∥∂m−1
θ Φψl−1

∥∥∥
2
. (2.33)

Multiplying the equation in (2.17) by ∂2m−1
θ Φψ2l, integrating with respect to (θ, ψ) ∈ (0, 2π) ×

(−∞, 0), one can get
∥∥∥∂mθ Φψl

∥∥∥
2
≤ C

∥∥∥∂mθ Λψl
∥∥∥
2
+ C(l)

∥∥∥∂m−1
θ ∂ψΦψ

l−1
∥∥∥
2
. (2.34)



INVISCID LIMIT IN UNIT 13

Combining (2.32), (2.33) and (2.34), we obtain that for any m ≥ 2, l ≥ 1, there holds
∑

j+k=m

∥∥∥∂jθ∂kψΦψl
∥∥∥
2
≤ C(m, l)

∑

j+k≤m−1,q≤l

∥∥∥∂jθ∂kψΦψq
∥∥∥
2
+ C(m, l)

∑

j+k≤m

∥∥∥∂jθ∂kψΛψl
∥∥∥
2
.

Thus, by induction m and using (2.31), we deduce that for any m ≥ 2, l ≥ 1, there holds
∑

j+k≤m

∥∥∥∂jθ∂kψΦψl
∥∥∥
2
≤ C(m, l)

∑

j+k≤m,q≤l

∥∥∥∂jθ∂kψΛψq
∥∥∥
2
. (2.35)

This complete the proof of (2.19). Thus, we obtain

‖LΛ‖X ≤ C‖Λ‖X , ∀Λ ∈ X. (2.36)

Step 3: L ◦H is a continuous map from B0 to B0.
In this section, we first prove that for any m ≥ 2, l ≥ 0, there holds
∑

j+k≤m

∥∥∥∂jθ∂kψH(Q)
〈
ψ
〉l∥∥∥

2
≤ C(m, l)

( ∑

j+k≤m

∥∥∥∂jθ∂kψQ
〈
ψ
〉l∥∥∥

2
+

∑

j+k≤m

∥∥∥∂jθ∂kψQ0

〈
ψ
〉l∥∥∥

2

)2
. (2.37)

Set

H̃(x) = x− 2ue(1)
√
x+ u2e(1) + 2u2e(1), |x| ≪ u2e(1),

then H(Q) = H̃(Q+Q0). Direct computation gives

|H̃ ′(x)| ≤ C|x|, |H̃(k)(x)| ≤ C, k ≥ 2. (2.38)

Since

H(Q) =
(√

Q+Q0 + u2e(1)− ue(1)
)2

=

(
Q+Q0√

Q+Q0 + u2e(1) + ue(1)

)2

,

it’s easy to get

H2(Q)
〈
ψ
〉l ≤ C‖Q+Q0‖2L∞

(
Q2
〈
ψ
〉l
+Q2

0

〈
ψ
〉l)
, l ≥ 0.

Using (2.38), we deduce that
(
∂ψH(Q)

)2〈
ψ
〉l ≤C‖Q+Q0‖2L∞

(
Q2
ψ

〈
ψ
〉l
+ (Q0)

2
ψ

〈
ψ
〉l)
, l ≥ 0,

(
∂θH(Q)

)2〈
ψ
〉l ≤C‖Q+Q0‖2L∞

(
Q2
θ

〈
ψ
〉l
+ (Q0)

2
θ

〈
ψ
〉l)
, l ≥ 0.

Thus, we obtain
∑

j+k≤1

∥∥∥∂jθ∂kψH(Q)
〈
ψ
〉l∥∥∥

2

≤C‖Q+Q0‖L∞

( ∑

j+k≤1

∥∥∥∂jθ∂kψQ
〈
ψ
〉l∥∥∥

2
+
∑

j+k≤1

∥∥∥∂jθ∂kψQ0

〈
ψ
〉l∥∥∥

2

)
. (2.39)

Since

∂ψθH(Q) = H̃ ′(Q+Q0)(∂ψθQ+ ∂ψθQ0) + H̃ ′′(Q+Q0)(∂θQ+ ∂θQ0)(∂ψQ+ ∂ψQ0),

thus, using (2.38), we obtain
∥∥∥∂ψθH(Q)

〈
ψ
〉l∥∥∥

L2

≤ C‖Q+Q0‖L∞

(∥∥∥Qψθ
〈
ψ
〉l∥∥∥

L2

+
∥∥∥(Q0)ψθ

〈
ψ
〉l∥∥∥

L2

)

+ C
∥∥Qψ + (Q0)ψ

∥∥
L4

∥∥(Qθ + (Q0)θ)
〈
ψ
〉l∥∥

L4

≤ C‖Q+Q0‖L∞

(∥∥∥Qψθ
〈
ψ
〉l∥∥∥

L2

+
∥∥∥(Q0)ψθ

〈
ψ
〉l∥∥∥

L2

)

+ C
∥∥Qψ + (Q0)ψ

∥∥
H1

∥∥(Qθ + (Q0)θ)
〈
ψ
〉l∥∥

H1 .
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Hence by the Sobolev embedding, we deduce that
∥∥∥∂ψθH(Q)

〈
ψ
〉l∥∥∥

2
≤ C

( ∑

j+k≤2

∥∥∥∂jθ∂kψQ
〈
ψ
〉l∥∥∥

2
+
∑

j+k≤2

∥∥∥∂jθ∂kψQ0

〈
ψ
〉l∥∥∥

2

)2
.

Same estimates hold for
∥∥∥∂θθH(Q)

〈
ψ
〉l∥∥∥

2
and

∥∥∥∂ψψH(Q)
〈
ψ
〉l∥∥∥

2
. Thus, combing the estimate (2.39),

we arrive at
∑

j+k≤2

∥∥∥∂jθ∂kψH(Q)
〈
ψ
〉l∥∥∥

2

≤C
( ∑

j+k≤2

∥∥∥∂jθ∂kψQ
〈
ψ
〉l∥∥∥

2
+
∑

j+k≤2

∥∥∥∂jθ∂kψQ0

〈
ψ
〉l∥∥∥

2

)2
.

Using (2.38) and repeat the above argument, we obtain (2.37).
Consequently, if we take r0 = ‖Q0‖X and η small enough, then

‖LH(Q)‖X ≤ C‖H(Q)‖X ≤ 4Cr20 ≤ 4Cηr0 ≤ r0, ∀Q ∈ B0,

here we have used (6.2). Thus, LH is a continuous map from B0 to B0 for small η.

Step 4: L ◦H is a contraction map in B0.
Noting firstly that

H(Q1)−H(Q2) = (Q1 −Q2)

(
1− 2ue(1)√

Q1 +Q0 + u2e(1) +
√
Q2 +Q0 + u2e(1)

)

and

1− 2ue(1)√
Q1 +Q0 + u2e(1) +

√
Q2 +Q0 + u2e(1)

=
Q1 +Q0(√

Q1 +Q0 + u2e(1) +
√
Q2 +Q0 + u2e(1)

)(√
Q1 +Q0 + u2e(1) + ue(1)

)

+
Q2 +Q0(√

Q1 +Q0 + u2e(1) +
√
Q2 +Q0 + u2e(1)

)(√
Q2 +Q0 + u2e(1) + ue(1)

) .

With the help of the similar arguments in Step 3, we can obtain that there exist η0 > 0 such
that for any η ∈ (0, η0), there holds

∥∥LH(Q1)− LH(Q2)
∥∥
X

≤ C
∥∥H(Q1)−H(Q2)

∥∥
X

≤ C
∥∥Q1 −Q2

∥∥
X

(
‖Q0‖X + ‖Q1‖X + ‖Q2‖X

)

≤ C‖Q0‖X
∥∥Q1 −Q2

∥∥
X

≤ 1

2

∥∥Q1 −Q2

∥∥
X
,

that is, LH is a contraction map in B0.
Step 5: Existence and uniqueness of the equation (2.12).
By the standard contraction mapping principle, we know that there exists η0 > 0 such that for

any η ∈ (0, η0) and any m, l ∈ N∪{0}, the equation (2.12) has a unique solution U (0) which satisfies

∑

j+k≤m

∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0

∣∣∣∂jθ∂kψ
(
U (0) − ue(1)

)∣∣∣
2〈
ψ
〉2l
dθdψ ≤ C(m, l)η2,

this completes the proof of this proposition. �
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Return to the equations (2.8), we have the following result.

Corollary 2.2. There exists η0 > 0 such that for any η ∈ (0, η0), equations (2.8) have a unique

solution (u
(0)
p , v

(1)
p ) which satisfies

∑

j+k≤m

∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0

∣∣∣∂jθ∂kY (u(0)p , v(1)p )
∣∣∣
2〈
Y
〉2l
dθdY ≤ C(m, l)η2, m, l ≥ 0. (2.40)

Notice that

v(1)p (θ, Y ) =

∫ Y

−∞
∂Y v

(1)
p (θ, Y ′)dY ′ = −

∫ Y

−∞
∂θu

(0)
p (θ, Y ′)dY ′,

we have ∫ 2π

0
v(1)p (θ, Y )dθ = 0, ∀ Y ≤ 0.

Finally, solving (2.9), we obtain p
(1)
p (θ, Y ) which decay very fast as Y → −∞.

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 (1.6) 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 Euler equations for (u
(1)
e , v

(1)
e , p

(1)
e ) and their solvabilities.

Proposition 2.4. The linearized Euler equations (2.4) have a solution (u
(1)
e , v

(1)
e , p

(1)
e )) which sat-

isfies

|∂θu(1)e + v(1)e |(θ, r) ≤Cηr, |∂θv(1)e − u(1)e |(θ, r) ≤ Cηr, ∀(θ, r) ∈ Ω, (2.41)

‖∂kθ ∂jr(u(1)e , v(1)e )‖2 ≤C(k, j)η, ∀j, k ≥ 0, (2.42)

r2△u(1)e − u(1)e + 2∂θv
(1)
e = 0,

∫ 2π

0
v(1)e (θ, r)dθ = 0, (2.43)

here and below, ∆ = ∂rr +
∂r
r
+ ∂θθ

r2
.

Proof. Eliminating the pressure p
(1)
e in the equation (2.4), we obtain the following equation for

rv
(1)
e in Ω

{
−r△(rv

(1)
e ) = 0,

rv
(1)
e |r=1 = −v(1)p |Y=0.

(2.44)

Since
∫ 2π
0 v

(1)
p dθ = 0, we can assume

−v(1)p (θ, 0) =
+∞∑

n=1

[an1 cos(nθ) + bn1 sin(nθ)].

By (2.40), we deduce that

|an1|+ |bn1| ≤ C
η

nk
, ∀k ≥ 0. (2.45)
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It’s easy to justify that

v(1)e (θ, r) =

+∞∑

n=1

[an1r
n−1 cos(nθ) + bn1r

n−1 sin(nθ)]

solves the equation (2.44). Set

u(1)e (θ, r) =
+∞∑

n=1

[−an1rn−1 sin(nθ) + bn1r
n−1 cos(nθ)],

then

∂θu
(1)
e + ∂r(rv

(1)
e ) = 0, r2△u(1)e − u(1)e + 2∂θv

(1)
e = 0,

‖∂kθ ∂jr(u(1)e , v(1)e )‖2 ≤ C(k, j)η, ∀k, j ≥ 0,

which give (2.42) and (2.43).
Moreover, there hold

∂θu
(1)
e (θ, r) + v(1)e (θ, r) =

+∞∑

n=2

[(1− n)an1r
n−1 cos(nθ) + (1− n)bn1r

n−1 sin(nθ)],

∂θv
(1)
e (θ, r)− u(1)e (θ, r) =

+∞∑

n=2

[(1− n)an1r
n−1 sin(nθ) + (n − 1)bn1r

n−1 cos(nθ)].

Thus, we obtain (2.41) by using (2.45). After obtaining (u
(1)
e , v

(1)
e ), we construct p

(1)
e as following

p(1)e (θ, r) := φ(r)−
∫ θ

0
[ue(r)∂θ′u

(1)
e + ru′ev

(1)
e + uev

(1)
e ](θ′, r)dθ′,

where φ(r) is a function which satisfies

r∂rφ(r) + ue(r)∂θv
(1)
e (0, r) − 2ue(r)u

(1)
e (0, r) = 0.

Combining the equation of (u
(1)
e , v

(1)
e ), it’s direct to obtain

ue∂θv
(1)
e − 2ueu

(1)
e + r∂rp

(1)
e = 0.

Hence, (u
(1)
e , v

(1)
e , p

(1)
e ) solves the equations (2.4). �

2.3.3. Linearized Prandtl equations for (u
(1)
p , v

(2)
p ) and their solvabilities.

In this subsubsection, we consider the solvability of linearized Prandtl equations (2.10)

Proposition 2.5. There exists η0 > 0 such that for any η ∈ (0, η0), equations (2.10) have a unique

solution (u
(1)
p , v

(2)
p ) which satisfies

∑

j+k≤m

∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0

∣∣∂jθ∂kY
(
u(1)p −A1∞, v

(2)
p

)∣∣2〈Y
〉2l
dθdY ≤ C(m, l)η2, m, l ≥ 0;

∫ 2π

0
v(2)p (θ, Y )dθ = 0, ∀ Y ≤ 0, (2.46)

where A1∞ := limY→−∞ u
(1)
p (θ, Y ) is a constant which satisfies |A1∞| ≤ Cη.

Proof. Let η ∈ C∞
c ((−∞, 0]) satisfy

η(0) = 1,

∫ +∞

0
η(y)dy = 0.



INVISCID LIMIT IN UNIT 17

For simple, we set

ū : = ue(1) + u(0)p , v̄ := v(1)e (θ, 1) + v(1)p ,

u : = u(1)p + u(1)e (θ, 1)η(Y ), v := v(2)p − v(2)p (θ, 0) + Y v(1)p − ∂θu
(1)
e (θ, 1)

∫ Y

0
η(z)dz.

Then, the equations (2.10) reduce to




ū∂θu+ v̄∂Y u+ u∂θū+ v∂Y ū− ∂Y Y u = f̃ ,

∂θu+ ∂Y v = 0,

u(θ, Y ) = u(θ + 2π, Y ), v(θ, Y ) = v(θ + 2π, Y )

u|Y=0 = v|Y=0 = 0, limY→−∞ ∂Y u = 0,

(2.47)

where f̃(θ, Y ) is 2π-periodic function and decay fast as Y → −∞. We can solve the equations
(2.47) by consider the following approximate system. Let δ > 0 be a constant, we consider the
following elliptic equation.





ū∂θu
δ + v̄∂Y u

δ +
[ ∫ 0

Y
∂θu

δ(θ, z)dz
]
∂Y ū+ uδ∂θū− ∂Y Y u

δ − δ∂θθu
δ = f̃ ,

uδ(θ, Y ) = uδ(θ + 2π, Y ),

uδ|Y=0 = 0.

(2.48)

We expect the solution of this equation is in Ḣ1
0 = {u|∂θu ∈ L2, ∂Y u ∈ L2, u|Y =0 = 0} rather than

H1
0 = {u|u ∈ L2, ∂θu ∈ L2, ∂Y u ∈ L2, u|Y=0 = 0}. Now we establish apriori estimate of equation

(2.48). Multiplying the first equation in (2.48) by uδ and integrating in (θ, r) ∈ (0, 2π) × (−∞, 0),
we obtain that

∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0

[
ū∂θu

δ + v̄∂Y u
δ +

(∫ 0

Y

∂θu
δ(θ, z)dz

)
∂Y ū+ uδ∂θū− ∂Y Y u

δ − δ∂θθu
δ
]
uδdθdY

=

∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0
f̃uδdθdY.

It’s easy to get
∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0

[
− ∂Y Y u

δ − δ∂θθu
δ
]
uδdθdY = ‖∂Y uδ‖22 + δ‖∂θuδ‖22.

Recall the estimates (2.40) and (2.42), we have
∣∣∂jθ∂kY (ū− ue(1))

〈
Y
〉l∣∣ ≤ C(j, k, l)η,

∣∣∂jθ∂kY (v̄ − v(1)e (θ, 1))
〈
Y
〉l∣∣ ≤ C(j, k, l)η,

∣∣∂jθv(1)e (θ, 1)
∣∣ ≤ C(j)η,

thus, we can deduce that

−
∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0

[
ū∂θu

δ + v̄∂Y u
δ +

( ∫ 0

Y

∂θu
δ(θ, z)dz

)
∂Y ū+ uδ∂θū

]
uδdθdY +

∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0
f̃uδdθdY

≤
∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0

1

2

[
∂θū+ ∂Y v̄

](
uδ
)2
dθdr + ‖Y 2ūY ‖∞

∥∥∥
∫ 0
Y
∂θu

δdz

Y

∥∥∥
2

∥∥∥u
δ

Y

∥∥∥
2

+ ‖Y 2ūθ‖∞
∥∥∥u

δ

Y

∥∥∥
2

2
+ ‖Y f̃‖2

∥∥∥u
δ

Y

∥∥∥
2

≤Cη
[
‖∂θuδ‖22 + ‖∂Y uδ‖22

]
+ C‖Y f̃‖2‖∂Y uδ‖2,
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where we used the ūθ + v̄Y = 0 and the Hardy inequality

∥∥∥
∫ 0
Y
∂θu

δdz

Y

∥∥∥
2
≤ C‖∂θuδ‖2,

∥∥∥u
δ

Y

∥∥∥
2
≤ C‖∂Y uδ‖2.

Collecting the above estimates, we obtain

‖∂Y uδ‖22 + δ‖∂θuδ‖22 ≤ Cη
[
‖∂θuδ‖22 + ‖∂Y uδ‖22

]
+ C‖Y f̃‖2‖∂Y uδ‖2,

where C is independent on η and δ. If η is small enough, there holds

‖∂Y uδ‖22 + δ‖∂θuδ‖22 ≤ Cη‖∂θuδ‖22 + C‖Y f̃‖22. (2.49)

Next we multiply the first equation in (2.48) by ∂θu
δ and integrate in (θ, r) ∈ (0, 2π) × (−∞, 0),

we arrive at∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0

[
ū∂θu

δ + v̄∂Y u
δ +

( ∫ 0

Y

∂θu
δ(θ, z)dz

)
∂Y ū+ uδ∂θū− ∂Y Y u

δ − δ∂θθu
δ
]
∂θu

δdθdY

=

∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0
f̃∂θu

δdθdY.

It’s direct to obtain∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0
ū∂θu

δ∂θu
δdθdY =

∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0
ū
∣∣∂θuδ

∣∣2dθdY ≥ (α− Cη)‖∂θuδ‖22.

The diffusion term can be computed as follows
∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0

[
− ∂Y Y u

δ − δ∂θθu
δ
]
∂θu

δdθdY =

∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0

(1
2
∂θ
(
∂Y u

δ
)2 − δ

2
∂θ
(
∂θu

δ
)2)

dθdY = 0.

Moreover, there holds

−
∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0

[
v̄∂Y u

δ +
(∫ 0

Y

∂θu
δ(θ, z)dz

)
∂Y ū+ uδ∂θū

]
∂θu

δdθdY +

∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0
f̃∂θu

δdθdY

≤‖v̄‖∞‖∂Y uδ‖2‖∂θuδ‖2 + ‖Y ūY ‖∞
∥∥∥
∫ 0
Y
∂θu

δdz

Y

∥∥∥
2
‖∂θuδ‖2

+ ‖Y ∂θū‖∞
∥∥∥u

δ

Y

∥∥∥
2
‖∂θuδ‖2 + ‖f̃‖2‖∂θuδ‖2

≤Cη
[
‖∂Y uδ‖22 + ‖∂θuδ‖22

]
+ ‖f̃‖2‖∂θuδ‖2.

Thus, we obtain

α‖∂θuδ‖22 ≤ Cη
[
‖∂θuδ‖22 + ‖∂Y uδ‖22

]
+ ‖f̃‖2‖∂θuδ‖2.

Since C is independent on η and δ, η is small enough, hence there holds

α‖∂θuδ‖22 ≤ Cη
∥∥∂Y uδ‖22 + ‖f̃‖22. (2.50)

Combining (2.49) and (2.50), we have

α‖∂θuδ‖22 + ‖∂Y uδ‖22 + δ‖∂θuδ‖22 ≤ C‖Y f̃‖22 + C‖f̃‖22. (2.51)

According the first equation in (2.48), we deduce

‖∂Y Y uδ‖22 + 2δ‖∂θY uδ‖22 + δ2‖∂θθuδ‖22 =
∥∥∥∂Y Y uδ + δ∂θθu

δ
∥∥∥
2

2

=

∥∥∥∥ū∂θu
δ + v̄∂Y u

δ +
(∫ 0

Y

∂θu
δ(θ, z)dz

)
∂Y ū+ uδ∂θū− f̃

∥∥∥∥
2

2

≤C
[
‖f̃‖22 + ‖∂θuδ‖22 + ‖∂Y uδ‖22

]
≤ C‖Y f̃‖22 + C‖f̃‖22. (2.52)
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Collecting the estimate (2.51) and (2.52), we obtain

α‖∂θuδ‖22 + ‖∂Y uδ‖22 + ‖∂Y Y uδ‖22 + δ‖∂θuδ‖22 + 2δ‖∂θY uδ‖22 + δ2‖∂θθuδ‖22 ≤ C‖
〈
Y
〉
f̃‖22.

The above inequality shows the existences and uniqueness of solution about system (2.48) for any

δ > 0 in space Ḣ1
0 , moreover, the solution is smooth if f̃ is smooth enough. Set

u := lim
δ→0

uδ, v :=

∫ 0

Y

∂θu(θ, d)dz,

then

α‖∂θu‖22 + ‖∂Y u‖22 + ‖∂Y Y u‖22 ≤ C‖
〈
Y
〉
f̃‖22. (2.53)

and [u, v] solves the system (2.47).

Finally, we show that the derivatives of u, v decay fast as Y → −∞. Let ψ =
∫ Y
0 ū(θ, z)dz and

ũ(θ, ψ) = u(θ, Y (θ, ψ)), ṽ(θ, ψ) = v(θ, Y (θ, ψ)), F (θ, ψ) =
f̃(θ, Y (θ, ψ))

ū(θ, Y (θ, ψ))
,

then there hold 



∂θũ− ∂ψ(a(θ, ψ)∂ψ ũ) + b(θ, ψ)ũ+ c(θ, ψ)ṽ = F (θ, ψ),

ũ(θ + 2π, ψ) = ũ(θ, ψ),

ũ(θ, 0) = 0, limψ→−∞ ∂ψũ(θ, ψ) = 0,

(2.54)

where

a(θ, ψ) = ū(θ, Y (θ, ψ)), b(θ, ψ) =
∂θū(θ, Y (θ, ψ))

ū(θ, Y (θ, ψ))
, c(θ, ψ) =

∂Y ū(θ, Y (θ, ψ))

ū(θ, Y (θ, ψ))
.

Notice that there exist η0 > 0 such that for any η ∈ (0, η0), there holds
α

2
≤ ū(θ, Y ) ≤ α, ∀(θ, Y ) ∈ [0, 2π] × (−∞, 0].

Thus, we deduce that α
2 ≤ |ψ|

|Y | ≤ α.

We claim that for any l ∈ N, there holds

‖∂θũψl‖2 + ‖∂ψũ6=ψl‖2 + ‖∂ψψ ũψl‖2 ≤ C(δ, l)‖F
〈
ψ
〉l+1‖2, (2.55)

where

ũ6= = ũ− u0(ψ), u0(ψ) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0
ũ(θ, ψ)dθ.

From (2.53), we deduce that

‖∂θũ‖2 + ‖∂ψũ‖2 + ‖∂ψψ ũ‖2 ≤ C(δ)‖F
〈
ψ
〉
‖2,

thus (2.55) holds for l = 0.
For any l ≥ 1, multiplying ũ6=ψ

2l in (2.54) and integrating in [0, 2π] × (−∞, 0], we obtain
∫ 2π

0

∫ 0

−∞
∂θũũ6=ψ

2ldψdθ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I1

−
∫ 2π

0

∫ 0

−∞
∂ψ(a(θ, ψ)∂ψ ũ)ũ 6=ψ

2ldψdθ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I2

=

∫ 2π

0

∫ 0

−∞
[F (θ, ψ)− b(θ, ψ)ũ− c(θ, ψ)ṽ]ũ 6=ψ

2ldψdθ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I3

.

Obviously, I1 = 0. Due to the fast decay of b(θ, ψ), c(θ, ψ) as ψ → −∞, we deduce that

|I3| ≤C‖F
〈
ψ
〉l+1‖2‖∂θũ6=ψl−1‖2 + C(δ)(‖∂θ ũ‖22 + ‖∂ψ ũ‖22)



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

≤C(δ)‖F
〈
ψ
〉l+1‖22 +C(δ)‖∂θ ũψl−1‖22.

Moreover, there holds

I2 =

∫ 2π

0

∫ 0

−∞
a(θ, ψ)∂ψ ũ∂ψũ6=ψ

2ldψdθ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I21

+2l

∫ 2π

0

∫ 0

−∞
a(θ, ψ)∂ψ ũũ6=ψ

2l−1dψdθ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I22

.

Notice that a(θ, ψ) = ue(1) + u
(0)
p (θ, Y (θ, ψ)), we deduce that

I21 =ue(1)

∫ 2π

0

∫ 0

−∞
∂ψũ∂ψũ6=ψ

2ldψdθ +

∫ 2π

0

∫ 0

−∞
u(0)p (θ, Y (θ, ψ))∂ψ ũ∂ψũ6=ψ

2ldψdθ

=ue(1)

∫ 2π

0

∫ 0

−∞
∂ψũ6=∂ψũ6=ψ

2ldψdθ +

∫ 2π

0

∫ 0

−∞
u(0)p (θ, Y (θ, ψ))∂ψ ũ∂ψũ6=ψ

2ldψdθ

≥α
2
‖∂ψ ũ6=ψl‖22 − C(δ)‖∂ψ ũ‖22.

Moreover, by Hölder inequality and Póincare inequality, there holds

|I22| ≤ C(δ, l)‖∂ψ ũ 6=ψl‖2‖∂θũψl−1‖2.
Thus, we obtain

‖∂ψ ũ 6=ψl‖2 ≤ C(δ, l)‖∂θ ũψl−1‖2 + C(δ)‖F
〈
ψ
〉l+1‖2. (2.56)

Moreover, we can easily get

∂θũ− a(θ, ψ)∂ψψ ũ = F (θ, ψ) + ∂ψa(θ, ψ)∂ψ ũ− b(θ, ψ)ũ− c(θ, ψ)ṽ,

thus there holds

‖[∂θũ− a(θ, ψ)∂ψψ ũ]ψ
l‖22 = ‖[F (θ, ψ) + ∂ψa(θ, ψ)∂ψ ũ− b(θ, ψ)ũ− c(θ, ψ)ṽ]ψl‖22.

The right side can be controlled by

C(δ)‖F
〈
ψ
〉l‖22 + C(δ)(‖∂θ ũ‖22 + ‖∂ψ ũ‖22).

Moreover, there holds

‖[∂θũ− a(θ, ψ)∂ψψ ũ]ψ
l‖22

=‖∂θũψl‖22 + ‖a(θ, ψ)∂ψψ ũψl‖22 − 2

∫ 2π

0

∫ 0

−∞
a(θ, ψ)∂θũ∂ψψ ũψ

2ldψdθ

≥‖∂θũψl‖22 +
α

2
‖∂ψψ ũψl‖22 −2

∫ 2π

0

∫ 0

−∞
a(θ, ψ)∂θũ∂ψψũψ

2ldψdθ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I

.

Integrating by parts, we deduce that

I =2

∫ 2π

0

∫ 0

−∞
∂ψa(θ, ψ)∂θũ∂ψũψ

2ldψdθ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I1

+4l

∫ 2π

0

∫ 0

−∞
a(θ, ψ)∂θũ∂ψũψ

2l−1dψdθ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I2

+ 2

∫ 2π

0

∫ 0

−∞
a(θ, ψ)∂θψ ũ∂ψũψ

2ldψdθ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I3

.

Obviously, there holds

|I1|+ |I3| ≤ C(δ)(‖∂θ ũ‖22 + ‖∂ψũ‖22).
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Moreover,

|I2| =
∣∣∣4lue(1)

∫ 2π

0

∫ 0

−∞
∂θũψ

2l−1∂ψũdψdθ + 4l

∫ 2π

0

∫ 0

−∞
u(0)p (θ, Y (θ, ψ))∂θũψ

2l−1∂ψũdψdθ
∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣4lue(1)

∫ 2π

0

∫ 0

−∞
∂θũψ

2l−1∂ψũ6=dψdθ + 4l

∫ 2π

0

∫ 0

−∞
u(0)p (θ, Y (θ, ψ))∂θũψ

2l−1∂ψũdψdθ
∣∣∣

≤C(l)‖∂θũψl‖2‖∂ψũ6=ψl−1‖2 + C(δ, l)(‖∂θ ũ‖22 + ‖∂ψũ‖22).
Thus, we obtain

‖∂θũψl‖2 + ‖∂ψψ ũψl‖2 ≤ C(δ, l)‖∂ψ ũ6=ψl−1‖2 + C(δ, l)‖F
〈
ψ
〉l+1‖2. (2.57)

Combining the estimate (2.56) and (2.57), we obtain that for any l ≥ 1, there holds

‖∂θũψl‖2 + ‖∂ψũ 6=ψl‖2 + ‖∂ψψ ũψl‖2 ≤ C(δ, l)(‖∂ψ ũ6=ψl−1‖2 + ‖∂θũψl−1‖2) + C(δ, l)‖F
〈
ψ
〉l‖2.

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

‖∂ψũψl−1‖2 ≤ C‖∂ψψũψl‖2,
hence there holds

‖∂θũψl‖2 + ‖∂ψũψl−1‖2 + ‖∂ψψ ũψl‖2 ≤ C(δ)‖F
〈
ψ
〉l+1‖2.

Returning to the original variable, we obtain that for any l ≥ 1, there holds
∥∥〈Y

〉l
∂Y Y u

∥∥2
2
+ ‖
〈
Y
〉l−1

∂θu‖22 + ‖
〈
Y
〉l−1

∂Y u‖22 ≤ C(δ, l)‖
〈
Y
〉l+1

f̃‖22.
Furthermore, by induction, we obtain that for any m ∈ N+, l ∈ N, there holds

∑

j+k≤m

(∥∥〈Y
〉l
∂
j
θ∂

k
Y ∂Y Y u

∥∥2
2
+
∥∥〈Y

〉l−1
∂
j
θ∂

k
Y ∂θu

∥∥2
2
+
∥∥〈Y

〉l−1
∂
j
θ∂

k
Y ∂Y u

∥∥2
2

)

≤ C(δ,m, l)
∑

j+k≤m

∥∥〈Y
〉l+1

∂
j
θ∂

k
Y f̃
∥∥2
2
≤ C(δ,m, l)η2.

Noting that lim
Y→−∞

(uθ, uY ) = 0 and A1∞ := lim
Y→−∞

u(θ, Y ) is a constant independent on θ, then

by the Hardy inequality we have for any l ≥ 2

‖Y l−2(u−A1∞)‖2 ≤ C(δ, l)‖Y l−1∂Y u‖2 ≤ C(δ, l)η2.

This completes the proof of this proposition. �

Remark 2.6. Unlike the usual case, we can not expect limY→−∞ u
(1)
p = 0 due to the periodic

boundary condition on θ direction. However, the behaviour on −∞ of boundary layer profile u
(1)
p

does not affect the out flow [u
(1)
e , v

(1)
e ] because [u

(1)
e + A1∞, v

(1)
e ] also solves the equations (2.4).

Motivated by this observation, we modify the Euler flow [u
(1)
e , v

(1)
e ] in (2.61).

Next, we construct the pressure p
(2)
p (θ, Y ). Consider the equation

∂Y p
(2)
p (θ, Y ) = g1(θ, Y ), lim

Y→−∞
p(2)p (θ, Y ) = 0, (2.58)

where

g1(θ, Y ) =− Y ∂Y p
(1)
p + ∂Y Y v

(1)
p − ue(1)∂θv

(1)
p − u(0)p (∂θv

(1)
e (θ, 1) + ∂θv

(1)
p )

− ∂Y v
(1)
p (v(1)e (θ, 1) + v(1)p )− 2(Y u′e(1)u

(0)
p + ue(1)ũ

(1)
p + [u(1)e (θ, 1) +A1]u

(0)
p + u(0)p ũ(1)p ,

here and below,

ũ(1)p = u(1)p −A1∞.
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g1(θ, Y ) can be obtained by replacing u
(1)
p by ũ

(1)
p in the expansion (2.6) and putting the new

expansion into the second equation of (1.3), then collecting the ε1-order terms together. Notice

that g1(θ, Y ) decay fast as Y → −∞, we can get p
(2)
p (θ, Y ) by solving (2.58) and deduce that

p
(2)
p (θ, Y ) decay fast as Y → −∞.

2.3.4. Linearized Euler equations for (u
(2)
e , v

(2)
e , p

(2)
e ) and their solvabilities.

Let χ(r) ∈ C∞([0, 1]) be an increasing smooth function such that

χ(r) =

{
0, r ∈ [0, 12 ],

1, r ∈ [34 , 1].
(2.59)

Then, let φ1(r) = −A1∞

(
rχ′′(r) + χ′(r)− χ(r)

r

)
and

A1(r) := a1r + r

∫ r

0

φ1(s)

2s
− 1

r

∫ r

0

sφ1(s)

2
ds,

where a1 is a constant such that A1(1) = 0. Obviously, |a1| ≤ Cη and
{
rA′′

1(r) +A′
1(r)−

A1(r)
r

= −φ1(r), 0 < r ≤ 1

A1(1) = 0.
(2.60)

Direct computation gives ‖∂krA1(r)‖∞ ≤ C(k)η. Moreover, notice that χ(r) = 0 for r ≤ 1
2 , we

deduce that A1(r) = a1r for r ≤ 1
2 .

Set

ũ(1)e (θ, r) : = u(1)e (θ, r) + χ(r)A1∞ +A1(r),

ṽ(1)e (θ, r) : = v(1)e (θ, r),

p̃(1)e (θ, r) : = p(1)e (θ, r) + 2a

∫ r

0
[χ(s)A1∞ +A1(s)]ds,

(2.61)

then (ũ
(1)
e , ṽ

(1)
e , p̃

(1)
e ) also satisfies the linearized Euler equations (2.4) with the boundary condition

(2.5). Moreover, there holds

|∂θũ(1)e + ṽ(1)e |(θ, r) ≤Cηr, |∂θ ṽ(1)e − ũ(1)e |(θ, r) ≤ Cηr, ∀(θ, r) ∈ Ω,

‖∂kθ ∂jr(ũ(1)e , ṽ(1)e )‖2 ≤C(k, j)η, ∀j, k ≥ 0;

r2△ũ(1)e − ũ(1)e + 2∂θ ṽ
(1)
e = 0,

∫ 2π

0
ṽ(1)e dθ = 0.

(2.62)

Putting

uε(θ, r) = ue(r) + εũ(1)e (θ, r) + ε2u(2)e (θ, r) + · · · ,

vε(θ, r) = εṽ(1)e (θ, r) + ε2v(2)e (θ, r) + · · · ,

pε(θ, r) = pe(r) + εp̃(1)e (θ, r) + ε2p(2)e (θ, r) + · · ·
into the Navier-Stokes equations (1.3), we obtain the following linearized Euler equations for

(u
(2)
e , v

(2)
e , p

(2)
e )




ar∂θu
(2)
e + 2arv

(2)
e + ∂θp

(2)
e + ũ

(1)
e ∂θũ

(1)
e + ṽ

(1)
e r∂rũ

(1)
e + ũ

(1)
e ṽ

(1)
e = 0,

ar∂θv
(2)
e − 2aru

(2)
e + r∂rp

(2)
e + ũ

(1)
e ∂θṽ

(1)
e + ṽ

(1)
e r∂rṽ

(1)
e − (ũ

(1)
e )2 = 0,

∂θu
(2)
e + r∂rv

(2)
e + v

(2)
e = 0,

(2.63)
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with the boundary condition

v(2)e |r=1 = −v(2)p |Y=0, v(2)e (θ, r) = v(2)e (θ + 2π, r). (2.64)

Proposition 2.7. The linearized Euler equations (2.63) have a solution (u
(2)
e , v

(2)
e , p

(2)
e )) which

satisfies

|∂θu(2)e + v(2)e |(θ, r) ≤Cηr, |∂θv(2)e − u(2)e |(θ, r) ≤ Cηr, ∀(θ, r) ∈ Ω,

‖∂kθ ∂jr(u(2)e , v(2)e )‖2 ≤C(k, j)η, ∀j, k ≥ 0,

r2△u(2)e − u(2)e + 2∂θv
(2)
e = 0,

∫ 2π

0
v(2)e dθ = 0.

Proof. Eliminating the pressure p
(2)
e in the equation (2.63), we obtain

−ar2△(rv(2)e )− ũ(1)e r△(rṽ(1)e ) + ṽ(1)e (r2△ũ(1)e − ũ(1)e + 2∂θ ṽ
(1)
e ) = 0.

Recall that △(rv
(1)
e ) = 0 and using (2.62), we obtain the following equation for rv

(2)
e in Ω

{
−ar2△(rv

(2)
e ) = 0,

rv
(2)
e |r=1 = −v(2)p (θ, 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. �

2.3.5. Linearized Prandtl equations for (u
(2)
p , v

(3)
p ) and their solvabilities.

Putting the expansion

uε(θ, r) = ue(r) + u(0)p (θ, Y ) + ε
[
ũ(1)e (θ, r) + ũ(1)p (θ, Y )

]
+ ε2

[
u(2)e (θ, r) + u(2)p (θ, Y )

]
+ · · · ,

vε(θ, r) = ε
[
ṽ(1)e (θ, r) + v(1)p (θ, Y )

]
+ ε2

[
v(2)e (θ, r) + v(2)p (θ, Y )

]
+ ε3[v(3)e (θ, r) + v(3)p (θ, Y )] + · · · ,

pε(θ, r) = pe(r) + ε
[
p̃(1)e (θ, r) + p(1)p (θ, Y )

]
+ ε2

[
p(2)e (θ, r) + p(2)p (θ, Y )

]
+ ε3p(3)p (θ, Y ) + · · ·

with the boundary conditions

u(2)e (θ, 1) + u(2)p (θ, 0) = 0, v(3)e (θ, 1) + v(3)p (θ, 0) = 0, lim
Y→−∞

(∂Y u
(2)
p , v(3)p ) = (0, 0)

into the first and third equation of (1.3), collecting ε2-order terms together, we obtain the following

linearized steady Prandtl equations for (u
(2)
p , v

(3)
p )





(
ue(1) + u

(0)
p

)
∂θu

(2)
p +

(
v
(1)
e (θ, 1) + v

(1)
p

)
∂Y u

(2)
p + (v

(3)
e (θ, 1) + v

(3)
p )∂Y u

(0)
p

+(u
(2)
p + u

(2)
e (θ, 1))∂θu

(0)
p − ∂Y Y u

(2)
p = f2(θ, Y ),

∂θu
(2)
p + ∂Y v

(3)
p + ∂Y (Y v

(2)
p ) = 0,

u
(2)
p (θ, Y ) = u

(2)
p (θ + 2π, Y ), v

(3)
p (θ, Y ) = v

(3)
p (θ + 2π, Y ),

u
(2)
p

∣∣
Y=0

= −u(2)e
∣∣
r=1

, limY→−∞(∂Y u
(2)
p , v

(3)
p ) = (0, 0),

(2.65)

where

f2(θ, Y ) =− ∂θp
(2)
p + Y ∂Y Y u

(1)
p + ∂Y u

(1)
p + ∂θθu

(0)
p − u(0)p − ũ(1)p ∂θu

(1)
p − v(2)p ∂Y u

(1)
p −

∑

i+j=2

v(i)p Y ∂Y u
(j)
p

−
2∑

k=0

∑

i+j=2−k,(k,j) 6=(0,2)

(∂kr ũ
(i)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y k∂θũ

(j)
p + ũ(j)p

∂kr ∂θũ
(i)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y k
)
+ u(2)e (θ, 1)∂θu

(0)
p
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−
1∑

k=0

∑

i+j=2−k

(∂kr ṽ
(i)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y k+1∂Y ũ

(j)
p + v(i)p

∂kr (r∂r ũ
(j)
e )(θ, 1)

k!
Y k
)

−
2∑

k=0

∑

i+j=3−k,(k,j) 6=(0,2),(0,0)

∂kr ṽ
(i)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y k∂Y ũ

(j)
p

with ũ
(0)
p = u

(0)
p , ũ

(0)
e = ue(r), ũ

(2)
e = u

(2)
e , ṽ

(2)
e = v

(2)
e .

Proposition 2.8. There exists η0 > 0 such that for any η ∈ (0, η0), equations (2.65) have a unique

solution (u
(2)
p , v

(3)
p ) which satisfies

∑

j+k≤m

∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0

∣∣∣∂jθ∂kY (u(2)p −A2∞, v
(3)
p )
∣∣∣
2〈
Y
〉2l
dθdY ≤ C(m, l)η2, m, l ≥ 0,

∫ 2π

0
v(3)p (θ, Y )dθ = 0, ∀ Y ≤ 0, (2.66)

where A2∞ := limY→−∞ u
(2)
p (θ, Y ) is a constant which satisfies |A2∞| ≤ Cη.

The proof is same with Proposition 2.5 by noticing that f2(θ, Y ) is decay very fast as Y → −∞,
we omit the details.

We construct the pressure p
(3)
p (θ, Y ) by considering the equation

∂Y p
(3)
p (θ, Y ) = g2(θ, Y ), lim

Y→−∞
p(3)p (θ, Y ) = 0, (2.67)

where

g2(θ, Y ) =∂Y Y v
(2)
p + Y ∂Y Y v

(1)
p + ∂Y v

(1)
p − 2∂θu

(0)
p − Y ∂Y p

(2)
p −

∑

i+j=3

v(i)p ∂Y v
(j)
p

−
∑

i+j=2

(
ũ(i)p ∂θv

(j)
p + v(i)p Y ∂Y v

(j)
p − ũ(i)p ũ(j)p + ṽ(i)e (θ, 1)Y ∂Y v

(j)
p + v(i)p ∂r ṽ

(j)
e (θ, 1)

)

−
1∑

k=0

∑

i+j=2−k

(∂kr ũ
(i)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y k∂θv

(j)
p +

∂kr ∂θ ṽ
(j)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y k∂θũ

(i)
p

)

−
2∑

k=0

∑

i+j=2−k

(∂kr ũ
(i)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y kũ(j)p +

∂kr ũ
(j)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y kũ(i)p

)
,

where ũ
(0)
p = u

(0)
p , ũ

(0)
e = ue(r), ũ

(2)
e = u

(2)
e + A2∞, ṽ

(2)
e = v

(2)
e , and here and below ũ

(2)
p =

u
(2)
p − A2∞. g2(θ, Y ) can be derived by the same argument as g1(θ, Y ). Moreover, notice that

g2(θ, Y ) decay fast as Y → −∞, we can obtain p
(2)
p by solving (2.67) and p

(2)
p also decay fast as

Y → −∞.

2.3.6. Linearized Euler equations for (u
(3)
e , v

(3)
e , p

(3)
e ) and their solvabilities.

Let φ2(s) = −A2∞

(
rχ′′(r) + χ′(r)− χ(r)

r

)
and

A2(r) := a2r + r

∫ r

0

φ2(s)

2s
− 1

r

∫ r

0

sφ2(s)

2
ds,

where a2 is a constant such that A2(1) = 0. Obviously, |a2| ≤ Cη,
{
rA′′

2(r) +A′
2(r)−

A2(r)
r

= −φ2(r), 0 < r < 1

A2(1) = 0,
(2.68)
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and ‖∂krA2(r)‖∞ ≤ C(k)η. Moreover, notice that χ(r) = 0 for r ≤ 1
2 , we deduce that A2(r) = a2r

for r ≤ 1
2 .

Set

ũ(2)e (θ, r) : = u(2)e (θ, r) + χ(r)A2∞ +A2(r),

ṽ(2)e (θ, r) : = v(2)e (θ, r),

p̃(2)e (θ, r) : = p(2)e (θ, r) + 2a

∫ r

0
[χ(s)A2∞ +A2(s)]ds,

then (ũ
(2)
e , ṽ

(2)
e , p̃

(2)
e ) also satisfies the linearized Euler equations (2.63) with the boundary condition

(2.64). Moreover, there holds

|∂θũ(2)e + ṽ(2)e |(θ, r) ≤Cηr, |∂θ ṽ(2)e − ũ(2)e |(θ, r) ≤ Cηr, ∀(θ, r) ∈ Ω,

‖∂kθ ∂jr(ũ(2)e , ṽ(2)e )‖2 ≤C(k, j)η, ∀j, k ≥ 0;

r2△ũ(2)e − ũ(2)e + 2∂θ ṽ
(2)
e = 0,

∫ 2π

0
ṽ(2)e dθ = 0.

(2.69)

Putting

uε(θ, r) = ue(r) +

2∑

i=1

εiũ(i)e (θ, r) + ε3u(3)e + · · · ,

vε(θ, r) =

2∑

i=1

εiṽ(i)e (θ, r) + ε3v(3)e + · · · ,

pε(θ, r) = pe(r) +

2∑

i=1

εip̃(i)e (θ, r) + ε3p(3)e + · · ·

into the Navier-Stokes equations (1.3), we find that (u
(3)
e , v

(3)
e , p

(3)
e ) satisfies the following linearized

Euler equations in Ω 



ar∂θu
(3)
e + 2arv

(3)
e + ∂θp

(3)
e + fe(θ, r) = 0,

ar∂θv
(3)
e − 2aru

(3)
e + r∂rp

(3)
e + ge(θ, r) = 0,

∂θu
(3)
e + r∂rv

(3)
e + v

(3)
e = 0,

(2.70)

and equipped with the boundary conditions

rv(3)e |r=1 = −v(3)p |Y=0, v(3)e (θ, r) = v(3)e (θ + 2π, r), (2.71)

where

fe(θ, r) =ũ
(1)
e ∂θũ

(2)
e + ũ(2)e ∂θũ

(1)
e + ṽ(1)e r∂rũ

(2)
e + ṽ(2)e r∂rũ

(1)
e + ũ(1)e ṽ(2)e + ũ(2)e ṽ(1)e

−
(∂θθũ(1)e

r
+ r∂rrũ

(1)
e + ∂rũ

(1)
e +

2

r
∂θṽ

(1)
e − ũ

(1)
e

r

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I1

,

ge(θ, r) =ũ
(1)
e ∂θṽ

(2)
e + ũ(2)e ∂θṽ

(1)
e + ṽ(1)e r∂rṽ

(2)
e + ṽ(2)e r∂rṽ

(1)
e − 2ũ(1)e ũ(2)e

−
(∂θθṽ(1)e

r
+ r∂rrṽ

(1)
e + ∂r ṽ

(1)
e − 2

r
∂θũ

(1)
e − ṽ

(1)
e

r

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I2

.
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We claim that I1 = I2 = 0. In fact,

I1 =
1

r
[r2△ũ(1)e − ũ(1)e + 2∂θ ṽ

(1)
e ] = 0, I2 = △(rv(1)e )− 2(∂θu

(1)
e + ∂r(rv

(1)
e ))

r
= 0,

where we used (2.62).

Proposition 2.9. The linearized Euler equations (2.70) have a solution (u
(3)
e , v

(3)
e , p

(3)
e ) which

satisfies

|∂θu(3)e + v(3)e |(θ, r) ≤Cηr, |∂θv(3)e − u(3)e |(θ, r) ≤ Cηr, ∀(θ, r) ∈ Ω,

‖∂kθ ∂jr(u(3)e , v(3)e )‖2 ≤C(j, k)η, j, k ≥ 0; (2.72)

r2△u(3)e − u(3)e + 2∂θv
(3)
e = 0,

∫ 2π

0
v(3)e dθ = 0.

Proof. Using the same argument as Proposition 2.7, we deduce that
{

−ar2△(rv
(3)
e ) + v

(2)
e (r2△ũ(1)e − ũ

(1)
e + 2∂θ ṽ

(1)
e ) + v

(1)
e (r2△ũ(2)e − ũ

(2)
e + 2∂θṽ

(2)
e ) = 0,

rv
(3)
e |r=1 = −v(3)p (θ, 0).

where we used △(rv
(1)
e ) = △(rv

(2)
e ) = 0. Using (2.62) and (2.69), we obtain the following equation

for rv
(3)
e in Ω

{
−ar2△(rv

(3)
e ) = 0,

rv
(3)
e |r=1 = −v(3)p (θ, 0).

Thus, we can complete the proof of this proposition by the same argument as Proposition 2.4. �

2.3.7. Linearize Prandtl equations for (u
(3)
p , v

(4)
p ) and their solvabilities.

Let

uε(θ, r) = ue(r) + u(0)p (θ, Y ) +
2∑

i=1

εi
[
ũ(i)e (θ, r) + ũ(i)p (θ, Y )

]
+ ε3[u(3)e (θ, r) + u(3)p (θ, Y )

]
+ · · · ,

vε(θ, r) =

2∑

i=1

εi
[
ṽ(i)e (θ, r) + v(i)p (θ, Y )

]
+ ε3

[
v(i)e (θ, r) + v(i)p (θ, Y )

]
+ ε4[v(4)e + v(4)p (θ, Y )] + · · · ,

pε(θ, r) = pe(r) +
2∑

i=1

εi
[
p̃(i)e (θ, r) + p(i)p (θ, Y )

]
+ ε3

[
p(3)e (θ, r) + p(3)p (θ, Y )

]
+ ε4p(4)p (θ, Y ) + · · ·

with the following boundary conditions

u(3)e (θ, 1) + u(3)p (θ, 0) = 0, v(4)e (θ, 1) + v(4)p (θ, 0) = 0, lim
Y→∞

(∂Y u
(3)
p , v(4)p ) = (0, 0).

As the derivation of equations for (u
(2)
p , v

(3)
p ), we obtain the following linearized Prandtl problem

for (u
(3)
p , v

(4)
p )




(
ue(1) + u

(0)
p

)
∂θu

(3)
p +

(
v
(1)
e (θ, 1) + v

(1)
p

)
∂Y u

(3)
p + (u

(3)
p + u

(3)
e (θ, 1))∂θu

(0)
p

(v
(4)
p + v

(4)
e (θ, 1))∂Y u

(0)
p − ∂Y Y u

(3)
p = f3(θ, Y )

∂θu
(3)
p + ∂Y v

(4)
p + ∂Y (Y v

(3)
p ) = 0,

u
(3)
p (θ, Y ) = u

(3)
p (θ + 2π, Y ), v

(4)
p (θ, Y ) = v

(4)
p (θ + 2π, Y ),

u
(3)
p

∣∣
Y=0

= −u(3)e
∣∣
r=1

, limY→∞(∂Y u
(3)
p , v

(4)
p ) = (0, 0)

(2.73)
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where

f3(θ, Y ) =− ∂θp
(3)
p + Y ∂Y Y u

(3)
p + ∂Y u

(3)
p +

1∑

k=0

(−1)k
Y k∂θθũ

(1−k)
p

k!
+ 2∂θv

(2)
p − 2Y ∂θv

(1)
p

−
1∑

k=0

(−1)k
Y kũ

(1−k)
p

k!
−

∑

i+j=3,1≤i≤2

ũ(i)p ∂θũ
(j)
p −

∑

i+j=3

[v(i)p Y ∂Y ũ
(j)
p + ũ(i)p v(j)p ]

−
3∑

k=0

∑

i+j=3−k,(k,j) 6=(0,3)

(∂kr ũ
(i)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y k∂θũ

(j)
p + ũ(i)p

∂kr ∂θũ
(j)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y k
)

−
3∑

k=0

∑

i+j=3−k

(∂kr ṽ
(i)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y k+1∂Y ũ

(j)
p + v(i)p

∂kr (r∂r ũ
(j)
e )(θ, 1)

k!
Y k
)

−
3∑

k=0

∑

i+j=4−k,(k,j) 6=(0,3),(0,0),i≤3

∂kr ṽ
(i)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y k∂Y ũ

(j)
p

−
3∑

k=0

∑

i+j=3−k

(∂kr ũ
(i)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y kv(j)p + ũ(i)p

∂kr ṽ
(j)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y k
)

with ũ
(0)
p = u

(0)
p , ũ

(0)
e = ue(r), (ũ

(3)
e , ṽ

(3)
e ) = (u

(3)
e , v

(3)
e ).

Proposition 2.10. There exists η0 > 0 such that for any η ∈ (0, η0), equations (2.73) have a

unique solution (u
(3)
p , v

(4)
p ) which satisfies

∑

j+k≤m

∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0

∣∣∂jθ∂kY (u(3)p −A3∞, v
(4)
p )
∣∣2〈Y

〉2l
dθdY ≤ C(m, l)η2, m, l ≥ 0,

∫ 2π

0
v(3)p (θ, Y )dθ = 0, ∀ Y ≤ 0, (2.74)

where A3∞ := limY→−∞ u
(3)
p is a constant which satisfies |A3∞| ≤ Cη.

The proof is same with Proposition 2.5, we omit the details. Moreover, we can construct p
(4)
p (θ, Y )

by solving the equation

∂Y p
(4)
p (θ, Y ) = g3(θ, Y ), lim

Y→−∞
p(4)p (θ, Y ) = 0,

where

g3(θ, Y ) =∂Y Y v
(3)
p + Y ∂Y Y v

(2)
p + ∂Y v

(2)
p + ∂θθv

(1)
p −

1∑

k=0

(−1)k
Y k

k!
∂θũ

(2−k)
p − v(1)p − Y ∂Y p

(3)
p

−
∑

i+j=3

[ũ(i)p ∂θv
(j)
p + v(i)p Y ∂Y v

(j)
p − ũ(i)p ũ(j)p ]−

∑

i+j=4

v(i)p Y ∂Y v
(j)
p −

2∑

k=0

∑

i+j=4−k

∂kr ṽ
(i)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y k∂Y v

(j)
p

−
3∑

k=0

∑

i+j=3−k

(∂kr ũ
(i)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y k∂θv

(j)
p + ũ(i)p

∂kr ∂θ ṽ
(j)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y k
)

+
3∑

k=0

∑

i+j=3−k

(∂kr ũ
(i)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y kũ(j)p + ũ(i)p

∂kr ũ
(j)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y k
)
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−
1∑

k=0

∑

i+j=3−k

(∂kr ṽ
(i)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y k+1∂Y v

(j)
p + v(i)p

∂kr (r∂r ṽ
(j)
e )(θ, 1)

k!
Y k
)

with ũ
(0)
p = u

(0)
p , ũ

(0)
e = ue(r), (ũ

(3)
e , ṽ

(3)
e ) = (u

(3)
e +A3∞, v

(3)
e ), and here and below ũ

(3)
p = u

(3)
p −A3∞.

g3(θ, Y ) was obtained by the same argument as g1(θ, Y ). Moreover, due to g3(θ, Y ) decay fast as

Y → −∞, we can obtain p
(4)
p and deduce that p

(4)
p also decay fast as Y → −∞.

2.3.8. Linearized Euler equations for (u
(4)
e , v

(4)
e , p

(4)
e ) and their solvabilities.

Let φ3(s) = −A3∞

(
rχ′′(r) + rχ′(r)− χ(r)

r

)
and

A3(r) := a3r + r

∫ r

0

φ3(s)

2s
− 1

r

∫ r

0

sφ3(s)

2
ds,

where a3 is a constant such that A3(1) = 0. Obviously, |a3| ≤ Cη,

{
rA′′

3(r) +A′
3(r)−

A3(r)
r

= −φ3(r), 0 < r ≤ 1

A3(1) = 0,
(2.75)

and ‖∂krA3(r)‖∞ ≤ C(k)η. Moreover, notice that χ(r) = 0 for r ≤ 1
2 , we deduce that A3(r) = a3r

for r ≤ 1
2 .

Set

ũ(3)e (θ, r) : = u(3)e (θ, r) + χ(r)A3∞ +A3(r),

ṽ(3)e (θ, r) : = v(3)e (θ, r),

p̃(3)e (θ, r) : = p(3)e (θ, r) + 2a

∫ r

0
[χ(s)A3∞ +A3(s)]ds,

then (ũ
(3)
e , ṽ

(3)
e , p̃

(3)
e ) also satisfies the linearized Euler equations (2.70) with the boundary condition

(2.71). Moreover, there holds

|∂θũ(3)e + ṽ(3)e |(θ, r) ≤Cηr, |∂θ ṽ(3)e − ũ(3)e |(θ, r) ≤ Cηr, ∀(θ, r) ∈ Ω,

‖∂kθ ∂jr(ũ(3)e , ṽ(3)e )‖2 ≤C(k, j)η, ∀j, k ≥ 0; (2.76)

r2△ũ(3)e − ũ(3)e + 2∂θ ṽ
(3)
e = 0,

∫ 2π

0
ṽ(3)e dθ = 0.

Putting

uε(θ, r) = ue(r) +

4∑

i=1

εiũ(i)e (θ, r) + · · · ,

vε(θ, r) =

4∑

i=1

εiṽ(i)e (θ, r) + · · · ,

pε(θ, r) = pe(r) +

4∑

i=1

εip̃(i)e (θ, r) + · · ·



INVISCID LIMIT IN UNIT 29

into the Navier-Stokes equations (1.3), we find that (ũ
(4)
e , ṽ

(4)
e , p̃

(4)
e ) satisfies the following linearized

Euler equations in Ω 



ar∂θũ
(4)
e + 2arṽ

(4)
e + ∂θp̃

(4)
e + f4e(θ, r) = 0,

ar∂θṽ
(4)
e − 2arũ

(4)
e + r∂rp

(4)
e + g4e(θ, r) = 0,

∂θũ
(4)
e + r∂rṽ

(4)
e + ṽ

(4)
e = 0,

(2.77)

and equipped with the boundary conditions

rṽ(4)e |r=1 = −v(4)p |Y=0, ṽ(4)e (θ, r) = ṽ(4)e (θ + 2π, r),

where

f4e(θ, r) =ũ
(1)
e ∂θũ

(3)
e + ũ(3)e ∂θũ

(1)
e + ṽ(1)e r∂rũ

(3)
e + ṽ(3)e r∂rũ

(1)
e + ũ(1)e ṽ(3)e + ũ(3)e ṽ(1)e

+ ũ(2)e ∂θũ
(2)
e + ṽ(2)e r∂rũ

(2)
e + ũ(2)e ṽ(2)e

−
(∂θθũ(2)e

r
+ r∂rrũ

(2)
e + ∂rũ

(2)
e +

2

r
∂θṽ

(2)
e − ũ

(2)
e

r

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=0

,

g4e(θ, r) =ũ
(1)
e ∂θṽ

(3)
e + ũ(3)e ∂θ ṽ

(1)
e + ṽ(1)e r∂rṽ

(3)
e + ṽ(3)e r∂rṽ

(1)
e − 2ũ(1)e ũ(3)e

+ ũ(2)e ∂θṽ
(2)
e + ṽ(2)e r∂rṽ

(2)
e − (ũ(2)e )2

−
(∂θθṽ(2)e

r
+ r∂rrṽ

(2)
e + ∂rṽ

(2)
e − 2

r
∂θũ

(2)
e − ṽ

(2)
e

r

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=0

.

Proposition 2.11. The linearized Euler equations (2.77) have a solution (ũ
(4)
e , ṽ

(4)
e , p̃

(4)
e ) which

satisfies

|∂θũ(4)e + ṽ(4)e |(θ, r) ≤Cηr, |∂θ ṽ(4)e − ũ(4)e |(θ, r) ≤ Cηr, ∀(θ, r) ∈ Ω,

‖∂kθ ∂jr(ũ(4)e , ṽ(4)e )‖2 ≤C(k, j)η, ∀j, k ≥ 0; (2.78)

r2△ũ(4)e − ũ(4)e + 2∂θ ṽ
(4)
e = 0,

∫ 2π

0
ṽ(4)e dθ = 0.

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

2.3.9. Linearize Prandtl equations for (u
(4)
p , v

(5)
p ) and their solvabilities.

Let

uε(θ, r) = ue(r) + u(0)p (θ, Y ) +
3∑

i=1

εi
[
ũ(i)e (θ, r) + ũ(i)p (θ, Y )

]
+ ε4[ũ(4)e (θ, r) + u(4)p (θ, Y )

]
+ · · · ,

vε(θ, r) =

4∑

i=1

εi
[
ṽ(i)e (θ, r) + v(i)p (θ, Y )

]
+ ε5v(5)p (θ, Y ) + · · · ,

pε(θ, r) = pe(r) +
4∑

i=1

εi
[
p̃(i)e (θ, r) + p(i)p (θ, Y )

]
+ ε5p(5)p (θ, Y ) + · · ·

with the boundary conditions

ũ(4)e (θ, 1) + u(4)p (θ, 0) = 0, lim
Y→∞

∂Y u
(4)
p (θ, Y ) = v(5)p (θ, 0) = 0, p(5)p (θ, 0) = 0.
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As the derivation for equations of (u
(2)
p , v

(3)
p ), we obtain the following linearized Prandtl problem

for (u
(4)
p , v

(5)
p )





(
ue(1) + u

(0)
p

)
∂θu

(4)
p +

(
v
(1)
e (θ, 1) + v

(1)
p

)
∂Y u

(4)
p + u

(4)
p ∂θu

(0)
p

v
(5)
p ∂Y u

(0)
p − ∂Y Y u

(4)
p = f4(θ, Y )

∂θu
(4)
p + ∂Y v

(5)
p + ∂Y (Y v

(4)
p ) = 0,

u
(4)
p (θ, Y ) = u

(4)
p (θ + 2π, Y ), v

(5)
p (θ, Y ) = v

(5)
p (θ + 2π, Y ),

u
(4)
p

∣∣
Y=0

= −ũ(4)e
∣∣
r=1

, limY→∞ ∂Y u
(4)
p (θ, Y ) = v

(5)
p (θ, 0) = 0

(2.79)

and the pressure p
(5)
p satisfies

∂Y p
(5)
p (θ, Y ) = g4(θ, Y ), p(5)p (θ, 0) = 0, (2.80)

where

f4(θ, Y ) =− ∂θp
(4)
p + Y ∂Y Y u

(3)
p + ∂Y u

(3)
p +

2∑

k=0

(−1)k
Y k∂θθũ

(2−k)
p

k!
+ 2∂θv

(2)
p − 2Y ∂θv

(1)
p

−
2∑

k=0

(−1)k
Y kũ

(2−k)
p

k!
−

∑

i+j=4,1≤i≤3

ũ(i)p ∂θũ
(j)
p −

∑

i+j=4

[v(i)p Y ∂Y ũ
(j)
p + ũ(i)p v(j)p ]

−
4∑

k=0

∑

i+j=4−k,(k,j) 6=(0,4)

(∂kr ũ
(i)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y k∂θũ

(j)
p + ũ(i)p

∂kr ∂θũ
(j)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y k
)

−
4∑

k=0

∑

i+j=4−k

(∂kr ṽ
(i)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y k+1∂Y ũ

(j)
p + v(i)p

∂kr (r∂r ũ
(j)
e )(θ, 1)

k!
Y k
)

−
4∑

k=0

∑

i+j=5−k,(k,j) 6=(0,4),i≤4

∂kr ṽ
(i)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y k∂Y ũ

(j)
p

−
4∑

k=0

∑

i+j=4−k

(∂kr ũ
(i)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y kv(j)p + ũ(i)p

∂kr ṽ
(j)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y k
)

and

g4(θ, Y ) =∂Y Y v
(4)
p + Y ∂Y Y v

(3)
p + ∂Y v

(3)
p + [∂θθv

(2)
p − Y ∂θθv

(1)
p ]−

2∑

k=0

(−1)k
Y k

k!
∂θũ

(2−k)
p − [v(2)p − Y v(1)p ]

− Y ∂Y p
(4)
p −

∑

i+j=4

[ũ(i)p ∂θv
(j)
p + v(i)p Y ∂Y v

(j)
p − ũ(i)p ũ(j)p ]−

∑

i+j=5

v(i)p Y ∂Y v
(j)
p

−
4∑

k=0

∑

i+j=4−k

(∂kr ũ
(i)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y k∂θv

(j)
p + ũ(i)p

∂kr ∂θṽ
(j)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y k
)

+

4∑

k=0

∑

i+j=4−k

(∂kr ũ
(i)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y kũ(j)p + ũ(i)p

∂kr ũ
(j)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y k
)
−

3∑

k=0

∑

i+j=5−k

∂kr ṽ
(i)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y k∂Y v

(j)
p

−
2∑

k=0

∑

i+j=4−k

(∂kr ṽ
(i)
e (θ, 1)

k!
Y k+1∂Y v

(j)
p + v(i)p

∂kr (r∂r ṽ
(j)
e )(θ, 1)

k!
Y k
)
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here ũ
(0)
p = u

(0)
p , ũ

(4)
p = u

(4)
p , ũ

(0)
e = ue(r).

Proposition 2.12. There exists η0 > 0 such that for any η ∈ (0, η0), equations (2.79) have a

unique solution (u
(4)
p , v

(5)
p ) which satisfies

∑

0<j+k≤m

∫ 0

−∞

∫ 2π

0

∣∣∂jθ∂kY (u(4)p , v(5)p )
∣∣2〈Y

〉2l
dθdY ≤ C(m, l)η2, m ≥ 1, l ≥ 0,

∫ 2π

0
v(5)p (θ, Y )dθ = 0, ∀ Y ≤ 0, (2.81)

and

‖(u(4)p , v(5)p )‖∞ ≤ Cη.

The proof is same with Proposition 2.5, we omit the details. Moreover, we can construct p
(5)
p by

solving the equation (2.80).

2.4. Approximate solutions.
In this subsection, we construct an approximate solution of Navier-Stokes equations (1.3). Set

ũap(θ, r) :=χ(r)
(
u(0)p (θ, Y ) +

3∑

i=1

εiũ(i)p (θ, Y ) + ε4u(4)p (θ, Y )
)
:= χ(r)uap,

ṽap(θ, r) :=χ(r)
( 5∑

i=1

εiv(i)p (θ, Y )
)
:= χ(r)vap ,

p̃ap(θ, r) :=χ
2(r)

( 5∑

i=1

εip(i)p (θ, Y )
)
:= χ2(r)pap,

and

uae(θ, r) :=ue(r) +

4∑

i=1

εiũ(i)e (θ, r),

vae (θ, r) :=

4∑

i=1

εiṽ(i)e (θ, r),

pae(θ, r) :=pe(r) +

4∑

i=1

εip̃(i)e (θ, r).

We construct an approximate solution

ua(θ, r) : = uae(θ, r) + ũap(θ, r) + ε5h(θ, r),

va(θ, r) : = vae (θ, r) + ṽap(θ, r),

pa(θ, r) : = pae(θ, r) + p̃ap(θ, r), (2.82)

where the corrector h(θ, r) will be given in Appendix B which satisfies

h(θ, 1) = 0, ‖∂jθ∂kr h‖2 ≤ C(j, k)ε−k

and makes (ua, va) be divergence-free

uaθ + rvar + va = 0.
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Moreover, (ua, va) satisfies the following boundary condition

ua(θ + 2π, r) = ua(θ, r), va(θ + 2π, r) = va(θ, r),

ua(θ, 1) = α+ ηf(θ), va(θ, 1) = 0.

And va satisfies ∫ 2π

0
vadθ = 0. (2.83)

Notice that χ(r) = 0 and Ai(r) = air for r ≤ 1
2 , by collecting the estimate (2.62), (2.69), (2.76),

(2.78) and (2.40), (2.46), (2.66), (2.74), (2.81), we deduce that

‖uae − ar‖0 + ‖(∂r(uae − ar), ∂θu
a
e)‖0 ≤ Cεη, ‖vae‖0 + ‖(∂rvae , ∂θvae )‖0 ≤ Cεη,

|∂θuae(θ, r) + vae (θ, r)| ≤ Cεηr, |∂θvae (θ, r)− uae(θ, r) + ar| ≤ Cεηr, ∀(θ, r) ∈ Ω
(2.84)

and

‖(Y j∂kY u
a
p, Y

j∂kθu
a
p)‖0 ≤ Cη, ‖(Y j∂kY v

a
p , Y

j∂kθ v
a
p)‖0 ≤ Cεη, ∀j ≤ 2, k ≤ 1. (2.85)

Finally, set

Rau : = uauaθ + varuar + uava + paθ − ε2
(
ruarr +

uaθθ
r

+ 2
vaθ
r

+ uar −
ua

r

)
,

Rav : = uavaθ + varvar − (ua)2 + rpar − ε2
(
rvarr +

vaθθ
r

− 2
uaθ
r

+ var −
va

r

)
,

then there hold
(∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(Rau)
2(θ, r)

r
dθdr

) 1

2 ≤ Cε5,
(∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(Rav)
2(θ, r)

r
dθdr

) 1

2 ≤ Cε5 (2.86)

and 



uauaθ + varuar + uava + paθ − ε2
(
ruarr +

ua

θθ

r
+ 2

va

θ

r
+ uar − ua

r

)
= Ra

u, (θ, r) ∈ Ω

uavaθ + varvar − (ua)2 + rpar − ε2
(
rvarr +

va

θθ

r
− 2

ua

θ

r
+ var − va

r

)
= Ra

v , (θ, r) ∈ Ω

uaθ + (rva)r = 0, (θ, r) ∈ Ω

ua(θ + 2π, r) = ua(θ, r), va(θ + 2π, r) = va(θ, r), (θ, r) ∈ Ω

ua(θ, 1) = α+ f(θ)η, va(θ, 1) = 0, θ ∈ [0, 2π].

In fact, when r ≤ 1
2 , there hold

Rau =uae∂θu
a
e + vae r∂ru

a
e + uaev

a
e + ∂θp

a
e − ε2

(
r∂rru

a
e +

∂θθu
a
e

r
+ 2

∂θv
a
e

r
+ ∂ru

a
e −

uae
r

)

=

8∑

m=5

εm
( ∑

i+j=m,i,j≤4

ũ(i)e [∂θũ
(j)
e + ṽ(j)e ] +

∑

i+j=m,i,j≤4

ṽ(i)e r∂rũ
(j)
e

)
,

Rav =u
a
e∂θv

a
e + vae r∂rv

a
e − (uae)

2 + r∂rp
a
e − ε2

(
r∂rrv

a
e +

∂θθv
a
e

r
+ 2

∂θu
a
e

r
+ ∂rv

a
e −

vae
r

)

=

8∑

m=5

εm
( ∑

i+j=m,i,j≤4

ũ(i)e [∂θṽ
(j)
e − ũ(j)e ] +

∑

i+j=m,i,j≤4

ṽ(i)e r∂rṽ
(j)
e

)
.

Using (2.62), (2.69), (2.76) and (2.78), we deduce that

|Rau(θ, r)|+ |Rav(θ, r)| ≤ Cε5r, r <
1

2
.

Moreover, when 1
2 ≤ r < 1, there holds ‖Rau‖2 + ‖Rav‖2 ≤ Cε5. Thus, we obtain (2.86).
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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

u := uε − ua, v := vε − va, p := pε − pa,

then there hold




uauθ + uuaθ + uuθ + varur + vruar + vrur + vau+ vua + vu+ pθ − ε2
(
rurr +

uθθ

r
+ 2 vθ

r
+ ur − u

r

)
= Ra

u,

uavθ + uvaθ + uvθ + varvr + vrvar + vrvr − (u2 + 2uua) + rpr − ε2
(
rvrr +

vθθ
r

− 2uθ

r
+ vr − v

r

)
= Ra

v ,

uθ + (rv)r = 0,

u(θ + 2π, r) = u(θ, r), v(θ + 2π, r) = v(θ, r),

u(θ, 1) = 0, v(θ, 1) = 0.

Let

Su : = uauθ + varur + uuaθ + vruar + vau+ vua,

Sv : = uavθ + varvr + uvaθ + vrvar − 2uua,

then the error equations become




−ε2
(
rurr +

uθθ
r

+ 2vθ
r
+ ur − u

r

)
+ pθ + Su = Ru,

−ε2
(
rvrr +

vθθ
r

− 2uθ
r
+ vr − v

r

)
+ rpr + Sv = Rv,

uθ + (rv)r = 0,

u(θ, r) = u(θ + 2π, r), v(θ, r) = v(θ + 2π, r),

u(θ, 1) = 0, v(θ, 1) = 0,

(3.1)

where

Ru := Rau − uuθ − vrur − vu, Rv := Rav − uvθ − vrvr + u2.

3.2. Linear stability estimate.
In this subsection, we consider the linear equations





−ε2
(
rurr +

uθθ
r

+ 2vθ
r
+ ur − u

r

)
+ pθ + Su = Fu,

−ε2
(
rvrr +

vθθ
r

− 2uθ
r
+ vr − v

r

)
+ rpr + Sv = Fv,

uθ + (rv)r = 0,

u(θ, r) = u(θ + 2π, r), v(θ, r) = v(θ + 2π, r),

u(θ, 1) = 0, v(θ, 1) = 0,

(3.2)

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

∫ 2π

0
v(θ, r)dθ = 0, r ∈ (0, 1].

So the Poincaré inequality is valid:
∫ 2π

0
v2dθ ≤

∫ 2π

0
v2θdθ. (3.3)

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

0
rαu2dr ≤ C(α)

∫ 1

0
rα+2u2rdr, ∀α > −1. (3.4)

∫ 1

0

ru2

(1− r)2
dr ≤ C

∫ 1

0
ru2rdr. (3.5)

Proof. By integrating by parts, we deduce that
∫ 1

0
rαu2dr = − 2

α+ 1

∫ 1

0
rα+2uurdr ≤ C(α)

( ∫ 1

0
rαu2dr

) 1

2

( ∫ 1

0
rα+2u2rdr

) 1

2

.

Thus, there hold
∫ 1

0
rαu2dr ≤ C(α)

∫ 1

0
rα+2u2rdr, ∀α > −1.

By integrating by parts,
∫ 1

0

ru2

(1− r)2
dr =

∫ 1

0
ru2d

1

1− r
= −

∫ 1

0

1

1− r
d(ru2) = −

∫ 1

0

( u2

1− r
+
ruur

1− r

)
dr.

So we deduce that∫ 1

0

ru2

(1− r)2
dr +

∫ 1

0

u2

1− r
dr = −

∫ 1

0

2ruur
1− r

dr ≤ C
(∫ 1

0

ru2

(1− r)2
dr
) 1

2

( ∫ 1

0
ru2rdr

) 1

2

.

Thus, there holds
∫ 1

0

ru2

(1− r)2
dr ≤ C

∫ 1

0
ru2rdr.

�
Since χ(r) is a smooth cut-off function satisfying χ|[0, 1

2
] = 0, by inequality (3.5),

∫ 1

0

( χu2

(1− r)2
+

|χ′|u2
(1− r)2

)
dr ≤ C

∫ 1

0

ru2

(1− r)2
dr ≤ C

∫ 1

0
ru2rdr. (3.6)

3.2.1. Basic energy estimate.
In this subsection, we establish the following basic energy estimate of (3.2).

Lemma 3.1. Let (u, v) be a bounded solution of (3.2), then there holds

ε2
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(uθ + v)2 + (vθ − u)2

r
dθdr + ε2

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r
(
u2r + v2r

)
dθdr

≤C
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r(u2θ + v2θ)dθdr + C

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

[
uFu + vFv

]
dθdr. (3.7)

Proof. Multiplying the first equation in (3.1) by u, the second equation in (3.1) by v, adding them
together and integrating in Ω, we obtain that

−ε2
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

[(
rurr +

uθθ

r
+ 2

vθ

r
+ ur −

u

r

)
u+

(
rvrr +

vθθ

r
− 2

uθ

r
+ vr −

v

r

)
v
]
dθdr

︸ ︷︷ ︸
diffusion term

+

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
(pθu+ prrv)dθdr

︸ ︷︷ ︸
pressure term

+

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(
uSu + vSv

)
dθdr

︸ ︷︷ ︸
convective term

=

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

[
uFu + vFv

]
dθdr.
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We deal with them term by terms.
The diffusion term: Integrating by parts, we obtain

− ε2
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

[(
rurr +

uθθ

r
+ 2

vθ

r
+ ur −

u

r

)
u+

(
rvrr +

vθθ

r
− 2

uθ

r
+ vr −

v

r

)
v
]
dθdr

=ε2
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(
u2θ + v2θ

r
+
u2 + v2

r
+ 2

uθv − uvθ

r

)
dθdr + ε2

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r
(
u2r + v2r

)
dθdr

=ε2
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(uθ + v)2 + (vθ − u)2

r
dθdr + ε2

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r
(
u2r + v2r

)
dθdr. (3.8)

Pressure term: Integrating by parts and using the divergence-free condition, we deduce that
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(
pθu+ pr(rv)

)
dθdr = 0. (3.9)

Convective term: Integrating by part and using the divergence-free condition, we obtain
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(
uSu + vSv

)
dθdr

=

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

[
uauθu+ rvauru+ uuaθu+ vuarru+ (vau+ vua)u

]
dθdr

+

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

[
uavθv + rvavrv + uvaθv + vvar rv − 2uuav

]
dθdr

=

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

[
u2uaθ + v2rvar + vau2 + uvvaθ + uv(ruar − ua)

]
dθdr,

where we used
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
(uauθu+ rvauru)dθdr =

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
(uavθv + rvavrv)dθdr = 0.

Thus,
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(
uSu + vSv

)
dθdr

=

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

[
u2(uaθ + va) + uv(vaθ − ua + ar) + v2rvar + uv(ruar − ar)

]
dθdr

=

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(
v2rvar + uv(ruar − ar)

)
dθdr

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I1

+

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
u2(uaθ + va)dθdr

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I2

+

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
uv(vaθ − ua + ar)dθdr

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I3

.

1)Estimate of I1: We divide it into Euler part and Prandtl part. By (2.84), the Poincaré inequality
(3.3) and the Hardy-type inequality (3.4), we obtain

∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
(v2r∂rv

a
e + uv(r∂ru

a
e − ar))dθdr

∣∣∣

≤Cεη
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
(rv2 + r|uv|)dθdr

≤Cεη
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rv2dθdr + Cεη

( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rv2dθdr

)1

2

(∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2dθdr

) 1

2

≤Cεη
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rv2θdθdr + Cεη

( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rv2θdθdr

)1

2

(∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2rdθdr

) 1

2
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≤C
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rv2θdθdr +

ε2

20

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2rdθdr.

Moreover, notice that χ(r) = 0 for r ≤ 1
2 , using (2.85), the Poincaré inequality (3.3), and the Hardy

inequality (3.6), we have

∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
uvr∂r(χu

a
p)dθdr

∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
uvrχ′(r)uapdθdr

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

ruv

r − 1
χ(r)Y ∂Y u

a
pdθdr

∣∣∣

≤ε
∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

uvr

r − 1
χ′(r)Y uapdθdr

∣∣∣+ ε
∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

ruv

(r − 1)2
χ(r)Y 2∂Y u

a
pdθdr

∣∣∣

≤Cε
( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rv2dθdr

) 1

2

( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

ru2

(r − 1)2
dθdr

)1

2

+ Cε
(∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

r(rv)2

(r − 1)2
dθdr

) 1

2

( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

ru2

(r − 1)2
dθdr

)1

2

≤Cε
( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rv2θdθdr

) 1

2

( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2rdθdr

)1

2

+ Cε
(∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r[(rv)r]

2dθdr
)1

2

(∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2rdθdr

) 1

2

≤C
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r(u2θ + v2θ)dθdr +

ε2

20

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2rdθdr.

The last inequality above used the divergence-free condition uθ = −(rv)r. By (2.85) and the
Poincaré inequality (3.3), we deduce that

∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
v2r∂r(χ(r)v

a
p)dθdr

∣∣∣ ≤ C

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rv2θdθdr.

Thus, we obtain

|I1| ≤ C

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r(u2θ + v2θ)dθdr +

ε2

10

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2rdθdr.

2)Estimate of I2: We decompose u(θ, r) = u0(r) + ũ(θ, r), where u0(r) =
1
2π

∫ 2π
0 u(θ, r)dθ, and

notice that
∫ 2π
0 va(r, θ)dθ = 0, ∀r ∈ (0, 1], we obtain

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
u2(uaθ + va)dθdr =

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
(uaθ + va)(2u0ũ+ ũ2)dθdr

=

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
(∂θu

a
e + vae )(2u0ũ+ ũ2)dθdr

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I21

+

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
(∂θũ

a
p + ṽap)(2u0ũ+ ũ2)dθdr

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I22

.

Moreover, using (2.84), the Poincaré inequality and Hardy inequality (3.4), we deduce that

|I21| ≤Cεη
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r|2u0ũ+ ũ2|dθdr



INVISCID LIMIT IN UNIT 37

≤Cεη
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2θdθdr + Cεη

( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rũ2dθdr

)1

2

(∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru20(r)dθdr

) 1

2

≤Cεη
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2θdθdr + Cεη

( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2θdθdr

)1

2

(∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r(u′0(r))

2dθdr
) 1

2

≤C
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2θdθdr +

ε2

20

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2rdθdr.

Moreover, notice that χ(r) = 0 for r ≤ 1
2 , by (2.85) and the Hardy inequality (3.6), we deduce that

|I22| ≤2ε
∣∣∣
∫ 1

1

2

∫ 2π

0
Y ∂θũ

a
p

u0ũ

r − 1
dθdr

∣∣∣+ 2ε
∣∣∣
∫ 1

1

2

∫ 2π

0
u0ũdθdr

∣∣∣+ C

∫ 1

1

2

∫ 2π

0
χ(r)ũ2dθdr

≤Cεη
( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rũ2dθdr

) 1

2

( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

ru20(r)

(r − 1)2
dθdr

)1

2

+ Cε
(∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rũ2dθdr

)1

2

(∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru20(r)dθdr

) 1

2

+ C

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2θdθdr

≤Cεη
( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2θdθdr

) 1

2

( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r(u′0(r))

2dθdr
) 1

2

+ C

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2θdθdr

≤C
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2θdθdr +

ε2

20

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2rdθdr. (3.10)

Thus, we obtain

|I2| ≤ C

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2θdθdr +

ε2

10

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2rdθdr.

3)Estimate of I3: First, there holds

I3 =

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
uv(∂θv

a
e − uae + ar)dθdr

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I31

+

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
uv(∂θ ṽ

a
p − ũap)dθdr

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I32

.

Using (2.84) and (3.4), we deduce that

|I31| ≤Cεη
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r|uv|dθdr

≤C
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rv2θdθdr +

ε2

20

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2rdθdr.

The similar estimate as (3.10) gives

|I32| ≤ C

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rv2θdθdr +

ε2

20

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2rdθdr.

Thus, there holds

|I3| ≤ C

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rv2θdθdr +

ε2

10

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2rdθdr.

Finally, summing the estimate of I1 − I3, we obtain

∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(
uSu + vSv

)
dθdr

∣∣∣ ≤ ε2

3

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r(u2r + v2r )dθdr + C

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r(v2θ + u2θ)dθdr. (3.11)

Collecting the estimates (3.8), (3.9) and (3.11), we obtain (3.7). �
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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 (3.2), then there exists η0 > 0 such that for any
η ∈ (0, η0), there holds
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r(u2θ + v2θ)dθdr ≤Cε2η

( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(uθ + v)2 + (vθ − u)2

r
dθdr +

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r
(
u2r + v2r

)
dθdr

)

+ C

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

[
uθFu + vθFv

]
dθdr. (3.12)

Proof. Multipling the first equation by uθ and the second equation by vθ, integrating in Ω and
summing two terms together, we arrive at

∫ 1

r0

∫ 2π

0

[
− ε2

(
rurr +

uθθ

r
+ 2

vθ

r
+ ur −

u

r

)
+ pθ + Su

]
uθdθdr

+

∫ 1

r0

∫ 2π

0

[
− ε2

(
rvrr +

vθθ

r
− 2

uθ

r
+ vr −

v

r

)
+ rpr + Sv

]
vθdθdr

=

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

[
uθFu + vθFv

]
dθdr. (3.13)

Positivity term: We first deal with these terms which is related to Su, Sv. For simplicity of
notation, we set ū = ua − ar, v̄ = va, thus we deduce that

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
[Suuθ + Svvθ]dθdr

=

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(
aruθ + vra+ var

)
uθdθdr +

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(
arvθ − 2uar

)
vθdθdr

+

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(
ūuθ + v̄rur + uūθ + vrūr + v̄u+ vū

)
uθdθdr

+

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(
ūvθ + v̄rvr + uv̄θ + vrv̄r − 2uū

)
vθdθdr

=

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(
aruθ + 2arv

)
uθdθdr +

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(
arvθ − 2aru

)
vθdθdr

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I1

+

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(
v̄ruruθ + v̄rvrvθ)dθdr

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I2

+

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
(rvūruθ + rvv̄rvθ)dθdr

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I3

+

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
(ūθ + v̄)uuθdθdr

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I4

+

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ūuθ(v + uθ)dθdr

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I5

+

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
(vθ − u)ūvθdθdr

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I6

+

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
uvθ(v̄θ − ū)dθdr

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I7

.

Direct computation gives that

I1 =

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ar(u2θ + v2θ)dθdr.

Next, we estimate {Ii}7i=2 term by term.
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1)Estimate of I2. Using (2.84) and (2.85), we obtain
∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
v̄ruruθdθdr

∣∣∣

≤Cεη
( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2rdθdr

) 1

2

( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2θdθdr

)1

2

≤η
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2θdθdr +Cε2η

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2rdθdr.

Similarly, there holds
∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
v̄rvrvθdθdr

∣∣∣

≤η
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rv2θdθdr + Cε2η

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rv2rdθdr.

Thus, we obtain

I2 ≤ η

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r(u2θ + v2θ)dθdr + Cε2η

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r(u2r + v2r )dθdr.

2)Estimate of I3. Firstly, by (2.84) and the Poincaré inequality (3.3), we obtain
∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rv∂r(u

a
e − ar)uθdθdr

∣∣∣ ≤ Cεη
(∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2θdθdr

) 1

2

( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rv2θdθdr

) 1

2

,

∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rv∂rv

a
evθdθdr

∣∣∣ ≤ Cεη

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rv2θdθdr.

Then, notice that χ(r) = 0 for r ≤ 1
2 , by (2.85) and the Hardy inequality (3.6)

∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rv∂r(χu

a
p)uθdθdr

∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rvχ′uapuθdθdr +

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rvχ∂ru

a
puθdθdr

∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rvχ′uapuθdθdr +

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

rv

r − 1
χY ∂Y u

a
puθdθdr

∣∣∣

≤Cη
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r(u2θ + v2θ)dθdr.

By (2.85) and the Poincaré inequality (3.3), we deduce that
∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rv∂r(χv

a
p)vθdθdr

∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rvχ′vapvθdθdr +

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rvχ∂rv

a
pvθdθdr

∣∣∣ ≤ Cη

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rv2θdθdr.

Thus, there holds

|I3| ≤ Cη

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r(u2θ + v2θ)dθdr.

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

I4 =

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
(∂θu

a
e + vae )uuθdθdr

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I41

+

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
(∂θũ

a
p + ṽap)uuθdθdr

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I42
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By (2.84) and (3.4), we deduce that

|I41| ≤Cεη
∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ruuθdrdθ

∣∣∣

≤Cεη
(∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2rdrdθ

) 1

2

(∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2θdrdθ

) 1

2

≤η
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2θdθdr + Cε2η

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2rdθdr.

Moreover, notice that χ(r) = 0 for r ≤ 1
2 , by (2.85) and the Hardy inequality (3.6), we deduce that

|I42| =ε
∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
Y (∂θũ

a
p + ṽap)

uuθ

r − 1
dθdr

∣∣∣

≤η
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2θdθdr + Cε2η

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2rdθdr.

Thus, there holds

|I4| ≤ η

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2θdθdr + Cε2η

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2rdθdr.

Same argument gives

|I7| ≤ η

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rv2θdθdr + Cε2η

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2rdθdr.

Thus, there holds

|I4|+ |I7| ≤ η

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r(u2θ + v2θ)dθdr + Cε2η

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2rdθdr.

4)Estimate of I5 and I6: By (2.84) and (2.85), we deduce that

|I5| ≤
∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
χ(r)u(0)p uθ(v + uθ)dθdr

∣∣∣
︸ ︷︷ ︸

I51

+ Cεη
(∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2θdθdr

) 1

2

( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(uθ + v)2

r
dθdr

) 1

2

≤I51 + η

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2θdθdr + Cε2η

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(uθ + v)2

r
dθdr.

Moreover, notice that χ(r) = 0 for r < 1
2 , by (2.85) and the Hardy inequality (3.6), we deduce

I51 ≤Cη
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2θdθdr + ε

∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
Y u(0)p uθ

χ(r)v

r − 1
dθdr

∣∣∣

≤Cη
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2θdθdr + Cεη

( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2θdθdr

) 1

2

( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rv2rdθdr

)1

2

.

Thus, there holds

|I5| ≤ Cη

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2θdθdr +Cε2η

( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(uθ + v)2

r
dθdr +

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rv2rdθdr

)
.

Similar argument gives that

|I6| ≤ Cη

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rv2θdθdr + Cε2η

( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(vθ − u)2

r
dθdr +

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
ru2rdθdr

)
.
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Thus, we deduce that

|I5|+ |I6| ≤Cη
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r(u2θ + v2θ)dθdr

+ Cε2η
(∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(uθ + v)2 + (vθ − u)2

r
dθdr +

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r(u2r + v2r )dθdr

)
.

Finally, collecting these estimates I1 − I7, we can choose η0 > 0 such that for any η ∈ (0, η0),
there holds

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
[Suuθ + Svvθ]dθdr

≥(a− Cη)

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r(u2θ + v2θ)drdθ

− Cε2η
( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r(u2r + v2r )drdθ +

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(uθ + v)2 + (vθ − u)2

r
dθdr

)
. (3.14)

Pressure estimate: Integrating by parts, we deduce that
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
pθuθdθdr +

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
rprvθdθdr = 0. (3.15)

Diffusion term: Finally, we deal with the diffusion term:
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

[
− ε2

(
rurr +

uθθ

r
+ 2

vθ

r
+ ur −

u

r

)]
uθdθdr

+

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

[
− ε2

(
rvrr +

vθθ

r
− 2

uθ

r
+ vr −

v

r

)]
vθdθdr

=− ε2
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
(rurr + ur)uθdθdr − ε2

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
(rvrr + vr)vθdθdr = 0. (3.16)

Finally, collecting the estimate (3.14), (3.15) and (3.16) together, we obtain (3.12) which completes
the proof of this lemma. �

3.2.3. Linear stability estimate.

Proposition 3.2. Let (u, v) be a bounded solution of (3.2), then there exist ε0 > 0, η0 > 0 such
that for any ε ∈ (0, ε0), η ∈ (0, η0), there holds

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r(u2θ + v2θ)dθdr + ε2

( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(uθ + v)2 + (vθ − u)2

r
dθdr +

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r
(
u2r + v2r

)
dθdr

)

≤Cε−2

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(F 2
u

r
+
F 2
v

r

)
dθdr. (3.17)

Proof. By combining the estimates (3.7) and (3.13), we can choose ε0 > 0, η0 > 0 such that for any
ε ∈ (0, ε0), η ∈ (0, η0), there holds

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r(u2θ + v2θ)dθdr + ε2

( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(uθ + v)2 + (vθ − u)2

r
dθdr +

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r
(
u2r + v2r

)
dθdr

)

≤C
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(
uFu + vFv

)
dθdr + C

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

[
uθFu + vθFv

]
dθdr. (3.18)

By the Hölder inequality, we deduce that
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(
uθFu + vθFv

)
dθdr ≤

(∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r
(
u2θ + v2θ

)
dθdr

) 1

2

( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(F 2
u

r
+
F 2
v

r

)
dθdr

) 1

2

,
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∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(
uFu + vFv

)
dθdr ≤

(∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r
(
u2r + v2r

)
dθdr

) 1

2

( ∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

(
F 2
u + F 2

v

)
dθdr

) 1

2

,

where we used (3.4) in the second inequality. Putting this into (3.18), we obtain (3.17). �

4. Existence of error equations

In this section we rewrite the error equations and the associated linear stability estimate in Euler
coordinates, then obtain H2 estimate by the Stokes estimate in a smooth bounded domain.

4.1. Error equations in Euler coordinates.
Let

~eθ =

(
− sin θ

cos θ

)
, ~er =

(
cos θ

sin θ

)

and
(
ũ(x, y)

ṽ(x, y)

)
= u(θ, r)~eθ + v(θ, r)~er,

(
ũa(x, y)

ṽa(x, y)

)
= ua(θ, r)~eθ + va(θ, r)~er,

p̃(x, y) = p(θ, r),

(
R̃au(x, y)

R̃av(x, y)

)
=
Rau(θ, r)

r
~eθ +

Rav(θ, r)

r
~er.

Then the error equations (3.1) can be written in Euler coordinates as follows





ũa∂xũ+ ṽa∂yũ+ ũ∂xũ
a + ṽ∂yũ

a + ∂xp̃+ ũ∂xũ+ ṽ∂yũ− ε2∆ũ = R̃au,

ũa∂xṽ + ṽa∂y ṽ + ũ∂xṽ
a + ṽ∂y ṽ

a + ∂y p̃+ ũ∂xṽ + ṽ∂y ṽ − ε2∆ṽ = R̃av ,

∂xũ+ ∂y ṽ = 0,

(ũ, ṽ)|∂B1
= (0, 0).

(4.1)

4.2. Linear stability estimate in Euler coordinates.
Let

(
F̃u(x, y)

F̃v(x, y)

)
=
Fu(θ, r)

r
~eθ +

Fv(θ, r)

r
~er.

Then, the equations (3.2) become





ũa∂xũ+ ṽa∂yũ+ ũ∂xũ
a + ṽ∂yũ

a + ∂xp̃− ε2∆ũ = F̃u,

ũa∂xṽ + ṽa∂y ṽ + ũ∂xṽ
a + ṽ∂y ṽ

a + ∂y p̃− ε2∆ṽ = F̃v,

∂xũ+ ∂y ṽ = 0,

(ũ, ṽ)|∂B1
= (0, 0).

(4.2)

Moreover, from the linear stability estimate (3.17), we can deduce that there exist ε0 > 0, η0 > 0
such that for any ε ∈ (0, ε0), η ∈ (0, η0) and any solution (ũ, ṽ) of (4.2), there holds

ε‖∇(ũ, ṽ)‖2 ≤ Cε−1‖(F̃u, F̃v)‖2. (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 (3.1).

Proposition 4.1. There exist ε0 > 0, η0 > 0 such that for any ε ∈ (0, ε0), η ∈ (0, η0), the error
equations (3.1) have a unique solution (u, v) which satisfies

‖(u, v)‖∞ ≤ Cε.

Proof. For each smooth function (ũ, ṽ) which satisfies
{
∂xũ+ ∂y ṽ = 0,

(ũ, ṽ)|∂B1
= (0, 0),

(4.4)

we consider the following linear system




ũa∂xū+ ṽa∂yū+ ū∂xũ
a + v̄∂yũ

a + ∂xp̄− ε2∆ū = R̃au − ũ∂xũ− ṽ∂yũ,

ũa∂xv̄ + ṽa∂y v̄ + ū∂xṽ
a + v̄∂y ṽ

a + ∂y p̄− ε2∆v̄ = R̃av − ũ∂xṽ − ṽ∂y ṽ,

∂xū+ ∂y v̄ = 0,

(ū, v̄)|∂B1
= (0, 0).

(4.5)

By linear stability estimate (4.3), we deduce that there exist ε0 > 0, η0 > 0 such that for any
ε ∈ (0, ε0), η ∈ (0, η0), there holds

ε‖∇(ū, v̄)‖2 ≤Cε−1‖(R̃au − ũ∂xũ− ṽ∂yũ, R̃
a
v − ũ∂xṽ − ṽ∂y ṽ)‖2

≤Cε−1‖(R̃au, R̃av)‖2 + Cε−1‖(ũ, ṽ)‖∞‖∇(ũ, ṽ)‖2. (4.6)

Then, by Stokes estimates in smooth domain, we deduce that

ε2‖∇2(ū, v̄)‖2 ≤C‖R̃au − ũ∂xũ− ṽ∂yũ− (ũa∂xū+ ṽa∂yū+ ū∂xũ
a + v̄∂yũ

a)‖2
+ C‖R̃av − ũ∂xṽ − ṽ∂y ṽ − (ũa∂xv̄ + ṽa∂y v̄ + ū∂xṽ

a + v̄∂yṽ
a)‖2

≤C‖(R̃au, R̃av)‖2 + C‖(ũ, ṽ)‖∞‖∇(ũ, ṽ)‖2
+ C‖ũa∂xū+ ṽa∂yū+ ū∂xũ

a + v̄∂yũ
a‖2

+ C‖ũa∂xv̄ + ṽa∂y v̄ + ū∂xṽ
a + v̄∂yṽ

a‖2.
Using ‖(ũa, ṽa)‖∞ ≤ C, it is easy to obtain

‖ũa∂xū+ ṽa∂yū‖2 + ‖ũa∂xv̄ + ṽa∂y v̄‖2 ≤ C‖∇(ū, v̄)‖2.
Moreover, let

(
ū(x, y)

v̄(x, y)

)
= û(θ, r)~eθ + v̂(θ, r)~er,

then there holds

‖ū∂xũa + v̄∂yũ
a‖22 + ‖ū∂xṽa + v̄∂yṽ

a‖22

=

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

[û(∂θu
a + va) + v̂r∂ru

a]2

r
dθdr +

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

[û(∂θv
a − ua) + v̂r∂rv

a]2

r
dθdr

≤C
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r[û2(θ, r) + v̂2(θ, r)]dθdr + C

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

rv̂2(θ, r)

(r − 1)2
dθdr.

Obviously, there holds
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r[û2(θ, r) + v̂2(θ, r)]dθdr = ‖(ū, v̄)‖22.
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By the Hardy inequality (3.5), there holds
∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0

rv̂2(θ, r)

(r − 1)2
dθdr ≤ C

∫ 1

0

∫ 2π

0
r(∂rv̂)

2dθdr ≤ C‖∇(ū, v̄)‖22.

Hence, we have

ε2‖∇2(ū, v̄)‖2 ≤ C‖(R̃au, R̃av)‖2 + C‖(ũ, ṽ)‖∞‖∇(ũ, ṽ)‖2 + C‖∇(ū, v̄)‖2. (4.7)

Set

‖(u, v)‖Y := ε‖∇(u, v)‖2 + ε3‖∇2(u, v)‖2.
By (4.6) and (4.7), we deduce that for any ε ∈ (0, ε0), η ∈ (0, η0), there holds

‖(ū, v̄)‖Y ≤ Cε−1‖(R̃au, R̃av)‖2 +Cε−1‖(ũ, ṽ)‖∞‖∇(ũ, ṽ)‖2. (4.8)

Moreover, by the Sobolev embedding, we have

‖(ũ, ṽ)‖∞ ≤ C‖∇(ũ, ṽ)‖
3

4

2 ‖∇2(ũ, ṽ)‖
1

4

2 .

Thus, we obtain

‖(ū, v̄)‖Y ≤ Cε−1‖(R̃au, R̃av)‖2 + Cε−
7

2 ‖(ũ, ṽ)‖2Y . (4.9)

Let Y = {(u, v) ∈ C∞ : (u, v) satisfes (4.4) and ‖(u, v)‖Y < +∞}. Thus, due to

‖(R̃au, R̃av)‖2 ≤ Cε5,

there exist ε0 > 0 such that for any ε ∈ (0, ε0), the operator

(ũ, ṽ) 7→ (ū, v̄)

maps the ball {(u, v) : ‖(u, v)‖Y ≤ 2C2ε4} in Y into itself. Moreover, for every two pairs (ũ1, ṽ1)
and (ũ2, ṽ2) in this ball, we have

‖(ū1 − ū2, v̄1 − v̄2)‖Y ≤ Cε−
7

2 (‖(ũ1, ṽ1)‖Y + ‖(ũ2, ṽ2)‖Y )‖(ũ1 − ũ2, ṽ1 − ṽ2)‖Y . (4.10)

In fact, set

Ū := ū1 − ū2, V̄ := v̄1 − v̄2, P̄ = p̄1 − p̄2,

then there holds 



−ε2∆Ū + ∂xP̄ + ũa∂xŪ + ṽa∂yŪ + Ū∂xũ
a + V̄ ∂yũ

a = R̃U ,

−ε2△V̄ + ∂yP̄ + ũa∂xV̄ + ṽa∂yV̄ + Ū∂xṽ
a + V̄ ∂y ṽ

a = R̃V ,

∂xŪ + ∂yV̄ = 0,

(Ū , V̄ )|∂B1
= (0, 0),

where

R̃U =− ũ1∂x(ũ1 − ũ2)− ṽ1∂y(ũ1 − ũ2)− (ũ1 − ũ2)∂xũ2 − (ṽ1 − ṽ2)∂yũ2,

R̃V =− ũ1∂x(ṽ1 − ṽ2)− ṽ1∂y(ṽ1 − ṽ2)− (ũ1 − ũ2)∂xṽ2 − (ṽ1 − ṽ2)∂y ṽ2.

Thus, following the estimate (4.9) line by line, we obtain (4.10). Hence, there exist ε0 > 0, η0 > 0
such that for any ε ∈ (0, ε0), η ∈ (0, η0), the operator

(u, v) 7→ (ū, v̄)

maps the ball {(u, v) : ‖(u, v)‖Y ≤ 2C2ε4} in Y into itself and is a contraction mapping. Thus, for
any ε ∈ (0, ε0), η ∈ (0, η0), the error equations (4.1) have a unique solution (ũ, ṽ) which satisfies

‖(ũ, ṽ)‖Y ≤ Cε4.
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Hence, there holds ‖(ũ, ṽ)‖∞ ≤ Cε. Notice that

u(θ, r) =

(
ũ(x, y)

ṽ(x, y)

)
· ~eθ, v(θ, r) =

(
ũ(x, y)

ṽ(x, y)

)
· ~er,

we deduce ‖(u, v)‖∞ ≤ Cε. This complete the proof of this proposition. �

5. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Finally, we give the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof. Combining the Proposition 4.1 and the approximate solution (2.82) of the Navier-Stokes
equations (1.3), we easily obtain Theorem 1.1. �

6. Appendix

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





(Q0)θ = ue(1)(Q0)ψψ,

Q0(θ, ψ) = Q0(θ + 2π, ψ),

Q0

∣∣
ψ=0

= g(θ), Q0

∣∣
ψ→−∞

= 0,

(6.1)

where

g(θ) = α2 + 2αηf(θ) + η2f2(θ)− u2e(1) = 2αηf(θ) + η2f2(θ)− η2

2π

∫ 2π

0
f2(θ)dθ.

Let Q0(θ, ψ) =
∑
k∈Z

eikθQ0k(ψ) and substitute it into (6.1), we obtain





ikQ0k = ue(1)Q
′′
0k,

Q0k

∣∣
ψ=0

= ĝ(k) = 1
2π

∫ 2π
0 e−ikθg(θ)dθ,

Q0k

∣∣
ψ→−∞

= 0.

It is easy to get

Q0k(ψ) = ĝ(k)eαkψ

with αk =
√

|k|
2ue(1)

(1 + sgnk · i). Then

Q0(θ, ψ) =
∑

k∈Z

eikθĝ(k)eαkψ ∈ X

and

‖Q0‖X ≤ Cη. (6.2)

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

Lemma 6.1. Assume that K(θ, r) is a 2π-periodic smooth function which satisfies
∫ 2π

0
K(θ, r)dθ = 0, ∀r ∈ (0, 1]; K(θ, 1) = 0,

then there exists a 2π-periodic function h(θ, r) such that

∂θh(θ, r) = K(θ, r); h(θ, 1) = 0;
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∫ 2π

0
h(θ, r)dθ = 0, ‖∂jθ∂kr h‖2 ≤ C‖∂jθ∂krK‖2. (6.3)

Proof. Let

K(θ, r) =
∑

n 6=0

Kn(r)e
inθ, Kn(1) = 0.

Set

h(θ, r) =
∑

n 6=0

Kn(r)

in
einθ.

It’s easy to justify that h(θ, r) satisfies (6.3) which completes the proof. �
Next, we construct the corrector h(θ, r) by the above lemma. Direct computation gives

uaθ + rvar + va =ε5∂θh(θ, r) +K(θ, r),

where

K(θ, r) =ε5χ(r)[Y ∂Y v
(5)
p (θ, Y ) + v(5)p (θ, Y )] + rχ′(r)

( 5∑

i=1

εiv(i)p (θ, Y )
)
.

Notice that χ′(r) = 0, r ∈ [0, 12 ] ∪ [34 , 1] and the property of v
(i)
p , we deduce that K(θ, r) = O(ε5)

and

K(θ, 1) = 0.

Moreover, notice that
∫ 2π

0
vip(θ, Y )dθ = 0, ∀ Y ≤ 0, i = 1, · · ·, 5,

we deduce that
∫ 2π

0
K(θ, r)dθ = 0, ∀r ∈ (0, 1].

Thus, we can choose h(θ, r) by Lemma 6.1 such that

ε5∂θh(θ, r) +K(θ, r) = 0, h(θ, 1) = 0, ‖∂jθ∂kr h‖2 ≤ Cε−k.

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

see [1, 20, 21, 31, 43] for more details.

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





uε · ∇uε +∇pε − ε2∆uε = 0,

∇ · uε = 0,

uε · n
∣∣
∂Ω

= 0, uε · t
∣∣
∂Ω

= g,

(6.4)

where n is the unit normal vector to ∂Ω and t is the unit tangential vector to ∂Ω, g is a smooth
function. We assume that (i)the stream function ψε of equation (6.4) has no hyperbolic critical
point(i.e. nested closed streamlines and single eddy); (ii)for any Ω1 ⊂⊂ Ω, there exist ε0 > 0 such
that for any 0 < ε < ε0, Ω1 is away from the boundary layer of equation (6.4) and uε → ue in
C2(Ω1), where ue is a solution of steady Euler equations in Ω. Then the vorticity we = ∇× ue is
a constant in Ω.
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Proof. Let uε = (uε, vε) and wε = ∂yu
ε − ∂xv

ε be the vorticity, then it’s easy to obtain that

uε · ∇wε − ε∆wε = 0.

The boundary is taken to be defined by ψε = 0 and 0 < ψε < c1 throughout the interior of the eddy.
For any 0 < c < c1, integrating the Navier-Stokes equations over the domain which is surrounded
by the closed streamline {(x, y)|ψε(x, y) = c} and using the divergence theorem, we obtain

∫

{ψε=c}

∂wε

∂n
dl = 0, ∀c ∈ (0, c1). (6.5)

Moreover, due to uε → ue in C2, then there holds wε → we in C1.
Let ψe be the associated stream function of Euler equations, then we = F (ψe). In fact, we

introduce the action-angle transform (x, y) → (rε, θε), where

rε = ψε(x, y),
2π

vε(r)
=

∮

{ψε=rε}

1

|∇ψε| , θε = vε(r)

∫ l

0

dl′

|∇ψε| ,

and l is the arc-length variable on the curve {ψε = rε}. Then the transformation (x, y) → (rε, θε)
has Jacobian 1 and the operator uε · ∇ becomes vε(r)∂θε . In Ω1, (r

ε, θε) → (r0, θ0) in C1 and
r0 = ψe. Then (ψe, θ0) is a coordinate system and the steady vorticity ωe is a single-valued
function F (ψe).

Taking ε→ 0 in (6.5), we obtain

F ′(c) = 0, ∀c ∈ (0, c1).

Thus, we is a constant in Ω. �

Remark 6.3. In the disk B1(0): due to ~ue = ue(θ, r)~eθ + ve(θ, r)~er, we deduce

we =
1

r
(∂r(rue)− ∂θve) = a, ve|∂Ω = 0.

Solving this equation, we obtain

(ue, ve) =
(a
2
r, 0
)
,

where a is any constant.
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