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Abstract
We prove the inviscid limit for the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations for data that are
analytic only near the boundary in a general two-dimensional bounded domain. Our proof is
direct, using the vorticity formulation with a nonlocal boundary condition, the explicit semi-
group of the linear Stokes problem near the flatten boundary, and the standard wellposedness
theory of Navier-Stokes equations in Sobolev spaces away from the boundary.
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1 Introduction

We are interested in the inviscid limit of solutions to the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations
(NSE)
ou+ u-Vu+ Vp =rvAu,

1.1
V-u=0, (L.1)

in a bounded domain @ C R?, with initial data u,_, = uo(z) and with the no-slip boundary
condition

uloo = 0. (1.2)

In the inviscid limit: v — 0, one would intuitively expect that the solutions u,, of problem (LI))-
([LC2), converge to the corresponding solutions of the Euler equations of ideal incompressible fluids

ou+u-Vu+Vp=0, in €,
V-u=0, in €, (1.3)
u-n=0, on 09,

where n denotes the unit normal vector to the boundary pointing inward. However, the inviscid
limit for problem ([[I)-(2]) is strenuous and remains open due to the appearance of boundary
layers and strong shear near the boundary that triggers the shedding of unbounded vorticity by
the boundary. In their celebrated work [22], Caflisch and Sammartino establish the boundary layer
expansion and the inviscid limit for analytic data on the half-plane. Maekawa [20] proved a similar
result that allows Sobolev data whose vorticity is supported away from the boundary. The result
and its proof was recently simplified [21] and extended in [19] 18], which allow data that are only
analytic near the boundary.

In this paper, we prove the inviscid limit of (II)-(L2]) for data that are only analytic near the
boundary of a general bounded analytic domain in R?, thus further extending [22], 20} 21}, 19] from
the case of half-plane to bounded domains with analytic boundaries. Precisely, we assume that



e ) is a simply-connected bounded domain in R? whose boundary 99 is an analytic curve,
defined by an analytic map: §# € T =R/(ZL) — x(0) = (x1(0),xz2(0)) € 0.

The analyticity of the boundary naturally extends to an analytic map which maps the near-
boundary part of the domain {x € @ : d(z,09) < ¢} to the case of half-plane (z,6) € (0,9) x T,
where 7z is the distance function from the boundary. Here, for sake of presentation, we have chosen
to consider the case of simply-connected domain 2. The results of this paper apply to the general
setting of multi-connected bounded domains whose boundaries consist of closed analytic curves,
i.e., including domains with holes. Our analysis near each of the boundaries is close to that on the
half-plane. A crucial assumption, however, lies on the analyticity of initial data near the boundary,
which appears to be sharp.

The work is dedicated to the memory of Professor Robert T. Glassey, who was a great mathe-
matician, a close friend, and an inspiring teacher.

1.1 Boundary vorticity formulation

We shall work with the boundary vorticity formulation [I} 20, 2I]. Precisely, let u = (uj,u2) be
the velocity vector field and w = V* - u = 0,,u; — 0,, us be the corresponding vorticity. Then, the
vorticity equation reads

Ow+u-Vw = vAw,

14
u=V+tATlw, (the Biot-Savart law). 14

Here and throughout the paper, A~! denotes the inverse of the Laplacian operator in § subject to
the zero Dirichlet boundary condition. Evidently, this, together with the Biot-Savart law, imply the
impermeability boundary condition u-n = 0 on 9. To ensure the full no-slip boundary condition,
i.e., that v -7 = 0 on the boundary 02, where 7 in the unit tangent vector to the boundary, we
first require that the initial data satisfy the no-slip boundary condition (L.2]), and then we impose
in addition that d;u -7 = 0 on the boundary, 0f2, for all positive time. This leads to the boundary
condition

0=7-0u=r1-V*A 0w = 0,[A " (vAw — u - Vw)] (1.5)

on the boundary. Introduce w* to be the solution of the nonhomogeneous Dirichlet boundary-value
problem

Aw* =0, in Q
. (1.6)
w'=w, on Of).
and define the Dirichlet-Neumann operator by
DNw = —0,w", on 01, (1.7)

where w* solves ([LL6). Observe that 9,[A " Aw] = 9,[A T A(w — w*)] = (8, + DN)w. Thus, by
virtue of the boundary condition (L) the boundary condition on vorticity reads

V(O + DN)w,,, = [0,A7 (0 - Vw)] (1.8)

loc2?



together with the Biot-Savart law (L4)).

Throughout this paper, we shall deal with the Navier-Stokes solutions that solve (L4)-(L7),
or equivalently (L4]) and (L8). Such a solution will be constructed via the Duhamel’s integral
representation, treating the nonlinearity as a source term. As we observed earlier the boundary
condition u-n = 0 on 9N follows from the Biot-Savart law and the definition of A~ with the zero
Dirichlet boundary condition.

1.2 Main results

Our main result reads as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let ug € H?(Q2) be an initial data that vanishes on the boundary. We assume that
the initial vorticity wy is analytic near the boundary 0 (see Section[3). Then, there is a positive
time T, independent of v, so that the unique solution u,(t) to the Navier-Stokes problem (LI])-(L2),
for every v > 0, with initial data ug, exists on [0,T] and has vorticity w, = V* - u, that remains
analytic near the boundary, and satisfies

lim VV[wyl Lo (0,11 x00)) < 00 (1.9)

Moreover, in the inviscid limit as v — 0, w, converges strongly in L*°([0,T]; LP(Q2)), for any
2 < p < o0, to the corresponding solution w of the Euler equations ([L3]) with the same initial data
up-

The fact that Euler solutions remain analytic near the boundary is a classical result [3, [17],
which is a direct consequence of the main theorem. The main difficulty in establishing the inviscid
limit is to control the vorticity on the boundary and derive uniform estimates such as (L9]), which
is the main contribution of this paper. The inviscid limit then follows easily. In fact, a much weaker
bound than (9] is sufficient to guarantee the convergence of solutions to the Navier-Stokes to a
corresponding solution of the Euler equations. Precisely, we have the following simple Kato’s type
theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Let T > 0 and u be a weak solution to the Euler equations (L3]) in [0,T] x
satisfying HVUHLOO([O’T]XQ) < 00. Suppose that, for every v > 0, u, are Leray weak solutions to the
Navier-Stokes problem (LI))-([L2) on [0,T] x Q, satisfying

T
sup [, ()2 oy + [ [V (0] 2yt < Co (1.10)
0<t<T 0
uniformly in v — 0. Assume that the vorticity w, = V- - u, satisfies
T
lim sup < —/ / vw,(t, o)u(t, o) 'T(O’)dO’dt> =0, (1.11)
v—0 0 o0

then any T, which is a weak—x limit in L>([0,T]; L?(Q)) of a subsequence uy,; of the Leray weak
solutions, as v; — 0, satisfies the stability estimate:

s (8) = () |72y < €IVl 0119 [, (0) — w(0) 172 - (1.12)

In particular, if u, (0) — u(0) in L%(Q), asv — 0, then u, converges strongly to u in L>([0,T]; L*()).



Proof. An elementary manipulation (e.g., [4]) yields the following energy inequality
¢
o (®) = w(O ey 2 [ 1900 s
¢ ¢
< ) = wO) ey +» [ IVl oyt = [ | v@unls ) - us.o) dods
¢
+ / / ]<(Vu + V4u) (u, — u)) (uy — u))|dzds (1.13)
0 Jo
¢ ¢
< 0l0) = Oy +v [ IVu aoys = [ [ vw(s.0)(uls.0) - 7(0) dods
t
+ 2[|Vul| oo (j0,71x0) /0 |y (s) — U(S)H2L2(Q) ds,

where in the third term in the right-hand side of the last inequality we used the fact that (9,u,)-u =
wy(u-7) on the boundary. Let u,, be a subsequence which converges weak—sx in L*°([0, T]; L*(12)),
as v; — 0. We apply the above energy inequality to u,, and invoke Gronwall’s Lemma. Observe
that since the Leray weak solutions belong to C'([0,77; L%(2)) then |lu,(0)]? < Cy by virtue of

L2(Q)
(CI0). Thanks to the Banach-Alaoglu Theorem and assumption (LII)) we conclude (LIZ2)). The
last part of the theorem is an immediate consquence of (L12]). O
1.3 Remarks

As mentioned in the introduction, our main results extend the previous works [22], 20, 21], [19] from
the case of the half-plane to bounded domains. The analyticity near the boundary is required to
control the unbounded vorticity in the inviscid limit. It may be possible to extend the present
analysis to include the propagation of boundary layers and the classical Prandtl’s boundary layer
expansions, whose validity near general boundary layers again requires analyticity.

The first such a result was due to the celebrated work by Asano [2] and Sammartino-Caflisch
[22], where the boundary layer expansion was established for data on the half-plane that are analytic
in both horizontal and vertical variables. When constructing solutions to the Prandtl equation,
the analyticity in the vertical variable can be dropped [I5]. It is not known however if such an
assumption can be dropped at the level of Navier-Stokes equations. Maekawa [20] established
the Prandtl’s expansion for data whose vorticity is compactly supported away from the boundary,
while recently Kukavica, Nguyen, Vicol and Wang [18] extended the result to include data that are
analytic only near the boundary, building upon the vorticity formulation revived by Maekawa [20],
the direct proof of the inviscid limit for analytic data developed in Nguyen and Nguyen [21], and
the Sobolev-analytic norm developed in Kukavica, Vicol and Wang [19]. All these aforementioned
works are on the half-plane. We mention a recent result [23], which to the best of our knowledge
was the first to establish a Prandtl asymptotic expansion in a curved domain.

When background boundary layers have no inflection point, the analyticity can be relaxed to
include perturbations in Gevrey—% spaces [7, [§], which is sharp in view of the Kelvin-Helmholtz type
of instability of generic boundary layers and shear flows [I0, [I1]. When Sobolev data is allowed,



the Prandtl’s asymptotic expansion is false due to counter-examples given in [9, 12| [13], where the
failure of the convergence from Navier-Stokes to Euler solutions, plus a Prandtl corrector, is due
to an emergence of viscous boundary sublayers that reach to order one, independent of viscosity,
in L norm for velocity [12].

2 Navier-Stokes equations near the boundary

2.1 Global geodesic coordinates

Following a construction done in [5] we introduce a well adapted representation of 9,
0T =R/(ZL) — x(0) = (x1(0),22(0)) € OQ

which, being global, preserves the analyticity hypothesis. Let 7(0) and 7i(6) be the unit tangent
and interior normal vectors at the boundary:

7(0) = 7(x(0) = (¢1(6),25(0)), and 7i(0) = 7i(z(0)) = (—a2(6), 21 (0))
| 1

d
with  [2/(0)[ = («(9))* + («/(9))* = (2.1)

Let d(x,09) denotes the distance of any point # € R? to 9 . Then we have the following classical
result.
Proposition 2.1. There exists a 6 > 0 such that for each x on the open set

Vs ={z € R? with d(z,00) < §} (2.2)

there is a unique point z(0) € 0Q with d(x,0Q) = |x — z(0)|. The mapping x — &(0) is an analytic
map from Vs with value in 9Q). In addition, for x € Vg, one has the formula

V.d(z, 99) = ii(z(6)). (2.3)

When no confusion is possible, for x € Vj the notations 7i(z) and 7(x) will be used for 7i(x(6))
and 7(x(f)) respectively. Observe that

7(0) ATi(0) = 21(0)27(0) + z5(0)25(0) = d%!ﬂf’(@!z =0, (2.4)
which implies the relation
i'(0) =~(0)7(0) and 7(0) = y(0)7i(0), (2.5)
with
1(0) = 2 (0)25(0) — 21 (0)5(9), (2.6)

being the curvature of the boundary 0f2. Therefore the mapping:

(2,0) — X(2,0) = x(0) + zni(x(6)), (2.7)



defines au global C? diffeomorphisme of [—d, 0] x (R/(LZ)) on Vs. Moreover, for any vector field
r € Q— v(z), as soon as x € Vs, using the above notations, one has:

v(z) = (v(z) - 7(2))7(z) + (v(z) - i(2))i(z). (2.8)
Below, for sake of clarity, the symbol X is used for any x = X (z,6). There hold
aZX(Z’ 9) = ﬁ(e) ) 86X(Z, 9) = J(Zv 9)7_:(9) ’

and J(z,0) =14 2v(0) >0 for |z <, (2:9)
provided ¢ > 0 is chosen to be small enough. From the relation
<8ZX1 89X1> <8X12 8X2z> _ <1 0) , (2.10)
0.Xo 0pXo2) \Ox,0 O0x,b 0 1
one deduces the formula: (2.0)) .
Vxb = J(z’,ﬁ) and Vxz=1(0). (2.11)

We collect the following useful relations whose derivations are classical. For any vector field u, we
have

1 1
Vew= < (0:(J (u- ) + Dplu- 7)) = - (u- ) + 50p(u - 7)) + Su -,
/ . (2.12)
VAu=<(0:(Ju-7) = Oy 7)) = Oulu- ) = <0g(u- 7)) + F(u- 7).
For any scalar function W, we have
0. v 2
0,(JU z -
VAT =L (JU)) _ 1 +1J ], (2.13)
J\ - 89\1’ — jagllf 0
and ! ! ]
AV = 50.(JO.V) + 509(509¥) = A p¥ + RaV, (2.14)
in which we denote
(92, a2 _ 2 Y I _ 27+ (27)?
A,g=(0+0;), Ra=m(z,0)05+ T zvaz - z7)386 and m(z,6) = 7(1 FpeRRE

2.2 Scaled coordinates

In view of (2.14]), we observe that the Laplacian A is nearly the flat Laplacian A, g, in the (z,6)
coordinates, near the boundary. To make use of this fact, we introduce the following scaled variables

(z,0) = (\z,\0) (2.15)
for sufficiently small A € (0,1). By construction, we compute

A=2(Ac5+MRa), (2.16)

7



in which A; 5 = (02 + 8(%) and

S5 5 I ol
Ra =m(z,0)0 J> and m(z,0) = A

P T TTR T as) (2.17)

0

where v = A33(6). In the analysis, A will be taken sufficiently small, and so A is indeed approxi-
mated by /\2Ag g> treating AR as a perturbation.

2.3 Vorticity equations near the boundary

In this section, we derive vorticity equations in the geodesic coordinates near the boundary in the
region Vj defined as in Proposition 21} Introduce a smooth cutoff function ¢®(x) so that

(2.18)

qbb(ilt) _ 1, it Ad(xz,00Q) < dp + po
0, it Ad(z,00) > 0o + 2po

for small positive constants &g, pp so that &y + 2pg < A to guarantee that supp(¢?) C Vj as in
Proposition 2.J1 Define
w? = @b (2)w(t, z). (2.19)

It follows from (4] that
o’ — vAW® = N?, (2.20)

where

N = —u -V’ + (u- VE)w — (A w — 20V b - V.

Observe that N®(u,w) = 0 on {\d(z,0Q) > &y + 2po} where the cutoff function ¢ vanishes. We
then introduce the following scaled vorticity

WOt x) =DA% N0, \2),  (§,7,0) = (\*t, Az, M), (2.21)
for small A > 0. Using (2.16]), we rewrite the vorticity equation as

(07— vAs;) & = —vA2Rai + A 2N (2.22)
Equation (Z22) is defined on (Z,6) € Ry x T (in fact, the equation vanishes for Z > dy + 2pg). We
shall solve ([2:22)) together with the boundary condition (.8]), which now reads

(05 + DN)@._, = A0 A 7 (u - Vw)] (2.23)

lo

System ([2.22))-([2.23]) will be our main equation for the scaled vorticity near the boundary. Away
from the boundary, we construct vorticity using the original system as derived in Section [I1]



2.4 Dirichlet-Neumann operator

Let us precise the Dirichlet-Neumann operator defined as in (L6)- (7).

Lemma 2.2. For w € HY/2(d), let DNw be the Dirichlet-Neumann operator defined as in (L0)-
(LD). In the scaled variables, there holds

DNG = |895@ + B& (2.24)
for some linear bounded operator B from L2(0Q) to itself: namely,
IB&|| 200y < Coll@|z2(00)

for some positive constant Cj.

Proof. Let ¢® be the cutoff function defined as in (2I8), and set w*® = ¢Pw*, where ¢* solves (LG).
It follows that

Aw*® = (A" w* — 2V’ - Vw*, in Q
{ ¢) ¢ (2.25)

Wl =w, on 0N.

Since ¢f vanishes away from the boundary, we can work in the scaled variables, which reads

DN = —0zw__ . Recalling ([2.16)), the scaled function 0*(t,Z,0) of w*® solves

zZ=

AL 8" = =NRaG* + A7((A¢")w" =2V - V'], &%z=0 = Bz,

on Ry x T, which can be solved explicitly. Indeed, let w, be the Fourier coefficient of w(z, 5) in
variable .  Note that w, vanishes for o = 0, and thus we focus on the case when « # 0. Let

K,(y,2) = ﬁ(e—la(ﬂ—ﬂl — e71e+2)]) be the Green function of the Laplacian 02 — o2 with the

Dirichlet boundary condition. It follows that

50 = B (0) + 2 [ Ka@ D (EsT)a(D) 4
0

2.26
+A7? /OOO Ka(y,2) [(Aﬂﬁb)w* —2Vg'- Vw*]a@) dy >
for z > 0. The Dirichlet-Neumann operator is thus computed by
(DNG)a = —0:2;,(0)
— |a|@a(0) + /O h e—la@[v(ﬁ@*)a FA2(AdN)w* — 2Vl - Vw*)a] @) dy.
The decomposition (Z24]) thus follows, upon defining B as the integral term
(B@)a = /0 h e—la@[v(ma*)a FA2(AGN)W — 2V w*)a] @) d, (2.27)



for each Fourier variable o € Z. It remains to prove the boundedness of B. Note that by definition,
the last two terms are defined on the region § > dg + po where the cutoff function ¢* = 1. Therefore,

‘/0 e (A" w* — 2V - V™ )a(7) dg‘ S @™ #r (d(a,09)>80+p0) -
It remains to bound the first integral term in (227). In view of (ZI7), we write

Rai* = Q2mis") — 05| 205mi" % |+ o2 (ﬁ&)

+ [(02m) - 05 —y=z ) + 04 (b )|

0 1+ A\2z5 O\ (1 + N\2z7)3 '
noting the coefficients are analytic near the boundary. We note in particular that there is no growth
in large z: for instance, m(z,6) < A~2 uniformly in large Z. In addition, we note that m = Zm, for
some bounded function m;. Thus, using the fact that |oz|g7e_%‘°‘|37 < 1, the second-order derivative
term Gg[ﬁ@&*] thus can be treated as the first order derivative term. Precisely, we can treat the

first integral in (2.27)) systematically as follows: for some smooth and bounded coefficients b(Z, 5),

> —Lialy ~ ~ — ~ %
2 [ e (0,05)05°)a @) 47 5 Xl 2] (0, 05) 05 )15

This yields N
[(BW)al S A2IOZI_I/QH(O«%)(b@*)all% + o™ 1 (Ad(e,09)> 660 +p0) -

Taking L2, we thus obtain
SOIBE)a 22 Y ol e, 05)5 2, (2.28)

upon noting that the coefficients b(Z, f), which in particular have ||ba(Z)| L1 < 00. It remains to
bound the right-hand side of ([2.:28]). Directly from (2.20)), we compute

(0, 0)35(D)| S larle™*F|@a (0)] + A2/0 e CTNRAG)a ()] 42 + o] 2|0 | 11 (w00 25040)-
Therefore, together with the standard Hausdorff-Young’s inequality, we bound
(@, 82)3; 122 < lal"?(@a(0)] + A|al ™ [(Ba®")all 2 + o ™2 w* (|4 (rd(w.002)00-+00)

which yields

Z o] M| (e NaHLz N Z |@a (0)]* + )\22 o] 73| (Ra® )oc”ng 10 11 (rd,092) 566 +-p0)
S Z\w (0)? +)\22 o] (e 3~)~a|’
+Z |~ H[[(ax 8~)~a” ooy T [lw™ [l 1 (Ad(a,59) >60+p0) -

10



Taking A sufficiently small so that the second term on the right can be absorbed into the left. On
the other hand, using the standard elliptic theory, the last term is bounded by

-1 ~% |2 < * 12 < 2
Ea: af H(aﬁz)waHL%Q%HO} S (e, 00)200) S l@llz2o0)-
Putting these back into (228, we obtain the lemma. O

3 Near boundary analytic spaces

In this section, we introduce the near boundary analytic norm used to control the vorticity that
is analytic near the boundary, but however only has Sobolev regularity away from the boundary.
We then derive sufficient elliptic estimates, bilinear estimates, as well as the semigroup estimates
in these analytic spaces.

3.1 Analytic norms

Let § > 0 be small and so that Proposition BI] applies for Vs = {d(z,0€) < 6}. In particular, J is
small so that the statement of 2] still holds for V55. Now for any constant A € (0, 1), we have

Ad(z,09) < A

for all x € V5. Let 9 = A6, which will the size of the analytic domain for our solution near the
boundary. We fix pg € (0,1/10), and assume that p € (0, pg). Then
Q,={Z€C:0<NZT< 60,92 <pRZ}U{Z € C: 6 <RZ < 0p +p, |VZ] <6+ p—NZ} (3.1)

denotes the complex domain for functions of the z variable. We note that the domain €, only
contains z with 0 < Rz < 6y + p. For a complex valued function f defined on €, let

= Su co = SUu oo
11 Ogngpﬂfﬂm(aﬂn)’ £l OSnEprHL 0%

where the integration is taken over the two directed paths along the boundary of the domain (2,,.
Now for an analytic function f(6,%) defined on (6,%) € T x €, we define

1l = 3 flesotbore—Rlelp

Q€L

1Flleze = eoCorr el g e,

Q€L

(3.2)

where f, denotes the Fourier transform of f with respect to variable 6. The function spaces ﬁ})
and L7° are to control the scaled vorticity and velocity, respectively. We stress that the analyticity
weight vanishes on Rz > §y + p. For convenience, we also introduce the following analytic norms

1flyr = 32 1002 £l (3.3)

i+5<k

for k> 0 and p = 1,00. We observe the following simple algebra.

11



Lemma 3.1. There hold
1£9lles < 1l gl e (3.4)

and for any 0 < p’ < p,
1

p—r

155 W1, + 1202 fll 3, < £z (3.5)

Proof. By definition, we compute
=00t (£9)0(2)] < Y [ famar (2)gar (2) |70 Corr =20l
a/

<Y |eototerlaellp o (Z)esoCotrTIlg, (2)
a/

which gives

Heao(éo-ﬁ-ﬂ—éﬁa\al(fg)a(g)nl:; < Z Heao(éo-l—p—?)‘&)loc—a/lfa_a,||£go Heao(%-ﬁ-p—ﬂ‘&)\a’\ga/ ||£,13-
a/

The estimate (4] follows from taking the summation in « over Z. The stated bounds on derivatives
are classical (e.g., [22, 21]), making use of the fact that (p — p/)|alel” ~Plel is bounded. O

3.2 Elliptic estimates in the half-plane

In this section, we derive some basic elliptic estimates in the analytic spaces WE P Precisely, we
consider

{Azw =f in RyxT (36)

¢|z:0 = O

in which we drop titles for sake of presentation. The Wg P analytic norm is defined on Rz < dg + p
as introduced in the previous section. We obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. Let ¢ be the solution of [B.8). Then, the velocity field uw = V¢ satisfies
[ellyyioe S M lytr 4 17 iresr (z260+01)
1C00)lyoe < 1y + 100 s + 1 sz (37)
IV 0ull oo S W Fllyproe 4 1712 (g2 50+0p)
for k> 0.

Proof. The elliptic problem (B.G) can be solved explicitly in Fourier space. Indeed, taking the
Fourier transform in 0, we get the elliptic equation

(83 - a2)¢a = fa
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for the Fourier transform ¢,. We focus on the case a > 0; the other case is similar. The solution
is given by

0ul2) = [ Kooy + [ Ken ) ful)dy
with the Green function defined by

1 - —a z
Ki(y,2) :_%(eia(z v) _ p—aly+ >),

This expression may be extended to complex values of z. Indeed, for z € ,, there is a positive
0 so that z € 9Qy. We then write 0Qy = v_(z) U4 (z), consisting of complex numbers y € 9y
so that Ry < Rz and Ry > RNz, respectively. Then, the integral is taken over v_(z) and v4(z),
respectively. We note in particular that for y € v4(z), there hold the same bounds on the Green
function

|Ki(y,2)| <atemoll,

This proves that
6ul2)) < [ a7l ). (35)
90y

By definition of ﬁ; norm, we only need to consider the case when 0 < Rz < §g + p. Now, for
0 <Ry < dg + p, we bound

e—a|§Ry—§Rz|e—eo(50+p—§Ry)a < 6—60(50+p—§Rz)ae—(l—eo)a|§Ry—§)‘Ez|

noting €y < 1/2. On the other hand, for Ry > oy + p (recalling dy + p > Rz), we bound

e—a|§Ry—§Rz| < e—eo(50—I—p—%z)ae—(l—eo)a\%y—%z\‘

Therefore, we bound
/ a—le—a|y—z| ’fa(y)‘ ]dy] 5 Oé—le—ao((50—i-p—§]‘iz)ocHeeo(t5()-i-p—§)‘3y)ocfOl”L}J7
Ry<do+p

/ a e WE | f () |ldy| S o Pem oot eT A £l sty
Ry>do+p

Similarly, we also have
/ a”lem W fo (y)[dy| S @ Pemmolotem e oot Rlag || o
Ry<do+p

which gains an extra factor of .. This proves
le=0 2R (0, 0. ) ol 1o < [l€0@TPTI f 1+ a7 2| fall L2 (y260+0)
”650(50-‘:-,0—9%2)0:(@7 8z)2¢aHLg° < HeEo(50+P—§Ry)afa”Lzo + a1/2”fa”L2(y260+p)'

Taking the summation in a € Z yields the first and last estimates in ([B.7) for k£ = 0. For k& > 0,
the estimates follow similarly. For the estimates involving the weight 27!, we use the fact that the
Creen function vanishes on the boundary z = 0, and so |G (y, z)| < ze=@¥—=l. O

13



3.3 Biot-Savart law in

In this section, we bound the velocity through the Biot-Savart law: namely, v = V¢, where

{Aqﬁ =w, in (3.9)
¢ =0, on Of).

Without loss of generality, we will work with the cut-off vorticity w® (see Section ELI)) near the
boundary where the rescaled coordinates introduced in Section 23] apply. We obtain the following
proposition.

Proposition 3.3. Let ¢ be the solution of B). Then, the velocity field uw = V¢ satisfies

ullyyrco S Nlwllyprr + lwll gre (rdee,00)>5/23)
o o

1 (3.10)
1(z050)llyypoe S llwllyyper + 19gwllyypr + Iwll st (paace.00)260 23)

for k> 0.
Proof. Using ([Z16) and (33), the scaled stream function ¢(Z, 2, ) solves
A 50 =20 - NRad, ., =0
on T x R, and so the elliptic theory, Proposition 3.2] developed in the previous section can be
applied, yielding
[ullyytoe S Nlwllyyir + @l s (grdee,00)>50+01)

o = (3.11)
+X%0 1RA¢HW§’O<> + N RAG| st (1350 4p))-

It thus remains to bound Ra¢. Recall from (ZI7) that
- 5 ol _ = 277+ A2(77)?
- 0102 v i gy = XA Y
Ra =m(%,0)0 0 m(z,0) TEStEIE

P T T T AT

Thanks to the analyticity of the boundary, the coefficients are clearly bounded in WE "°°, Therefore,
using a similar algebra as in ([3.4]), we bound

N0 Radllyhee S A N1050ll o0 + A2 1020l 0 (3.12)

That is, this term can be absorbed into the left hand side of (B.IT]), upon taking A sufficiently small.

As for the last term in (BI1]), we note that for large 2, |m(z,0)| < A72, which in particular proves
that there is no growth in z. This gives

N Radl g (zs010)) S N0l b+ (prd(e00)5010}) (3.13)
S >\2H¢||W§m + ||l a1 (rd(e,00)>50 /23) '

in which the last estimate follows from the standard elliptic theory in Sobolev spaces. The propo-
sition follows. O
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3.4 Bilinear estimates

In this section, we show that the Sobolev-analytic norm is well adapted to treat the nonlinear
u - Vw. We have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.4. For any w and W', denoting by u the velocity related to w, we have
- Velllgy < C(Iwlley + lolln (raeomza0m ) 195 Ny
+ C(HWHL}, + 105wl ey + HwHﬂl({Ad(wQ)zaO})> 12050 [| 21

Proof. By definition, the 5/1) norm is defined near the boundary {\d(z, 9Q) < dy + p}, on which we

can write
1 1

! I /
u-Vw = 71 I 2’7(9) 89¢8zw 7(1 I Z/y(e))2az(bagw
with A¢ = w. In the rescaled variable (z, 5), we get
WV = (0,0)(05) - ———(0:0)(05)
LEAZY0) 7T )2 T

Note that thanks to the analyticity of 9, the coefficient (1+ A2Z7(6))~! is bounded in L. Using
(B4) and Proposition B3] we bound
1(0:0) (058 ) 3, < 11020l 25011950l 22

S (Hch; + HwHHl({Ad(x,aQ)zao})) 1950'l| 23

- 1, ~ e~
1050) (95, S 1505030112050
S (HWHE}, + 105wl ey + HWHHl({Ad(xﬁQ)Zéo})) 12050 [| 23

giving the lemma. U

3.5 Semigroup estimates in the half-plane

In this section, we give bounds on the Stokes semigroup €”*® in the analytic spaces Wg’l on the
half-plane Ry x T. We also denote by I'(vt) = e"tS(H}LZZO}XT) the trace of the semigroup on the
boundary, with IH%E:O}X’]T being the one-dimensional Hausdorff measure restricted on the boundary.

The results in this section are an easy adaptation from those obtained in [2I], where the analytic
spaces contained no cutoff in z. Precisely, we consider

(O —vALg)w =0

3.14
v(0: + [9p|)w)._, = 0 1

on Ry x T (where we drop titles for sake of presentation). We obtain the following proposition.
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Proposition 3.5. Let €' be the semigroup of the linear Stokes problem BI4), and let T'(vt)g be
its trace on the boundary. Then, for anyt >0, p > 0, and k > 0, there hold

S
e Fllyyra < Coll Fllyyea + IzF 1 (z250+0)

IT(t)gllyrr < Co Z o go e Gotp)le] (3.15)
P
a€Z

uniformly in the inviscid limit.

Proof. The proof follows closely from that in [2I]. Indeed, taking the Fourier transform of the

semigroup e’*® in variable 6, we obtain

(€5 fa / Galty; ) faly) dy,  (PWH)g)a(2) = Galt, 0; 2)ga, (3.16)

for each Fourier variable « € Z, where G4 (t,y; z) is the corresponding Green function. We recall
the following result of Proposition 3.3 from [2I] that

Ga(t,y;2) = Ha(t,y; 2) + Ra(t,y; 2), (3.17)

where

1 ly—=|2 ly+z|2
Ha(t7y; Z) = —<€_ y4ut +e y4yt )e—oﬂl/t’

Vit
108 Ra(t,y 2)| S plitleOonslt=l o () =757 e 00 e
for y,2 > 0, k > 0, and for some 6y > 0 and for uy = |a| + \/— In particular, |G(t,y;- )HL}J <1,

for each fixed y, t.
Now, for z,y < dy + p, we note that

e~ alyEz| ,—eo(So+p—y)lal _ —alyEz|+eolal(y—2),—€o(bo+p—2)|a|

< ¢~ (a—colal)lyz| ,—co(do+p—2)af (3.18)

for any real number a and for ¢y sufficiently small. Taking a = %HO,u £, we have a > ¢|a| and so
e—GoMf\y-l—z\e—eo(éo-l—p—y)la\ < 6_60(60+p_z)\0l|e—%90uf\y—l—z\

On the other hand, taking a = % ij:z

Therefore, we have

, we have either a > eo|a| or $0p0?vt > €olaly+2].

ly+zI2
[ 6 vt

—Gpa2ut_—eo(So+p—y)lal — —L0oEE2 ol (Go4p—2)lal
o e—cootp—ylal < o—30 e—co(do+p )

vt

This proves that for z < dg + p,

So+p
650(504—[)—2)‘04 / ‘Ga(t,y;z)fa(y)’ dy
0

do+p .
§/ [(Vt)_%e_29 lutz) 2 +ppe” 2GOMfIZJ-i-Zl]|660(50+P vlel g ()| dy.
0
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Since the term in the bracket is bounded in L norm, we have

et [ 6,011

Taking the summation in « yields the stated bounds for this term.
Next, consider the case when y > dp + p > z. In this case, we simply use

| S lleco@otemwlel g .

e—eololly=—2| < o=colal(Gop—2)

giving the right analyticity weight in z. The control of the weight e®/®llv=2 is done exactly as
above, yielding

c€0(do+p—2)[f |Gt y; 2) fa(y)| dy

do+p
o0
< [ oty e Bt e b ], )] .
do+p
Therefore,
ZIIeEO botp=2led : | Go(t,y:2) o) dyllcy S D I fallr z2s040)
o+p a

N ||Zf||H1(z26o+p)‘

Similarly, from (3.I6]), the Fourier transform of the trace operator I'(vt)g is estimated by
[(C(t)g)a(2)] < |Galt;0; 2)gal
2|2
< [/Lfe—@oﬂf‘z‘ + (Vt)_%e_eo%e_éazyt} ’ga’

22
< [#fe—%Gouf\Z\ + (,/t)—%e—%(?o%}e—eo(%ﬂ 2lel| g, |ecooto)lel

in which the last inequality is a special case of the previous calculations for y = 0 and z < §g + p.
The bounds T'(vt)g are thus direct. Finally, the bounds on derivatives follow from the similar
adaptation of derivatives bounds provided in [2I]. We skip repeating the details. ]

3.6 Semigroup estimates near 0f)

In this section, we provide bounds on the Stokes semigroup e*®, which will be used to estimate the
vorticity w? (see Section EI]) near the boundary in the analytic spaces Wg 1, Precisely, we consider

O — VAW = 0
{tw Vo (3.19)

v(On + DN)w),, =0

in . We obtain the following proposition.
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Proposition 3.6. Let ¢* be the semigroup of the linear Stokes problem [BI9), and let T'(vt)
be its trace on the boundary. Fix any finite time T. Then, for sufficiently small A, and for any
0<t<T, p>0, and k >0, there hold
S
e Fliwer < Collfllyysr + [1F k1 o, 00)280 /2)

IT(vt)gll,pr1 < Co Z ¥ go|ecoGotpled (3.20)
P
aEZ

uniformly in the inviscid limit.
Proof. In the scaled variables, the Stokes problem for near boundary vorticity w becomes
(07 — VA, 5)& = —N2VRAD
V(0= +05))5 50 = —v B
where Ra and B are defined as in [ZI7) and ([Z27). Using the Duhamel, the solution with initial
data wgy can be written as
. P E
&(t) = "%y — vA? / /S RAGE) dif — v / D(v(t —1)Ba(t') df. (3.21)
0 0

We shall bound the integral terms on the right in term of the initial data. Recall from (2I7]) that

E o= gl zy = 277 + A2(27)?
== 9 2 > — ~ 9 = —-———
Ba =m0+ Ty~ wammpr "B = ey
We rewrite the operator in the following form
= o~ o g ~~ % —~ 2’7, ~ - 7)7 ~
Raw = 05[mw)] — 9; [285mw + (e )\2%)34 + 0; <71 " )\2%w>

+ @) - 33(%) + ag((lf%m)}a.

We now bound each term appearing in the Duhamel formula (3:2I). Thanks to the analyticity
of the boundary, the coefficients are bounded in WE >°. Now, recall from (BI7) that the Green

function has two components:
eutS — thSH + thSR

which corresponds to the Green kernel H,, (i.e., the heat kernel) and the other from the stationary
Stokes kernel R,,.
We first claim that

t >~ 37 ~ o~ o~
Hl/)\z/ !SH RAG(E dif
0

1 <A sup lwllyyr 4 ol ms+1 (rd(o,00)>60-+9)- (3.22)

0<t'<t
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For the heat semigroup, we may integrate by parts in forz It follows directly from the represen-
tation of the Green function that derivatives of the semigroup Vj _e” tSu are of order (vt)~1/2 of

the semigroup itself. Therefore, the first-order derivative term in EA can be treated systematically
as follows:

t
2 >~ T\ —1/2 ~ ~
i = VA /0 W(E =)@ e dF

S VX sup [kl
0<7<?

,tv Y ~ o~
v / TSy p(#) df
0 9

The zero-order term is treated similarly. The analysis doesn’t apply directly to the second-order
derivative term 85[%@] due to the singularity in time (vt)~!, if integration by parts was to perform
twice. However, in the Fourier variable «, we compute

P - . o
22 / (e EDS1 Q2U75)) o (7) dF = va?)? / / Ha(t, 5 2) ] (@) didl.
0 0 JO

Observe that the Green kernel H, has the diffusion term e_”az’?, for which we use

t .
Va2)\2/ emve (=) gyt < \2
0

yielding the claim (322)).
Next, we claim that

t > 37 ~ o~ o~
Hl/)\2/ /SR RAG(T) dt!
0

T
e N V)\2/0 1050 @) llyyir dt + @l s pd(a,o0)=60+5)- (3:23)

It suffices to check for the stationary Green kernel p fe_e‘)”f@”) and for the second-order derivative
term 8{%[771@] appearing in RaG(#). For this term, we make use of the fact that i vanishes at Z = 0;
namely, we can write m = zm; and use fe_eoﬂf ?Z <1, which controls one spatial derivative, since
ff = |a| + =2, This proves the claim (B23).

Finally, putting the previous bounds together into the Duhamel representation ([B.21]), we have
obtained

o @l S lwollyyrs + llwoll i (ra.00)>60+)
T
+ )2 sup ”w(t/)”wk,1 +V)\2/ ”85w(t)”wk,1 dt (3.24)
0<¥'<t i 0 i
+ llwll gx+1 (Ad(z,002) >0 +6)

for any k > 0. The standard energy estimates for the heat equation (away from the boundary)
yield
ol rt1 (Ad(z,00)>60+6) S lwoll ir+1 (rd(a,00)>60 /2)- (3.25)
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It remains to treat the third and forth terms on the right hand side of ([824]). We bound these
terms by iteration, introducing

Ao@) = swp (s sup L@l + 10 @y (o0 — o~ BD))

0<k<4  0<pt<po 0<p<po—pt

for some ¢ € (0,1). We bound

g t
o [ 105 @y 0 < CovXAn(8) [ oo = p— 55 5
0 0
< Col//\2ﬁ_1A0(5)‘

Next, we check the bound on [|Gzw(t)]],,x.1. We focus only the worst term as in ([3.23). Note that
P
p < po— Bt < po— F5. Thus, we take p/ = %_68 and bound

P
Hl/>\28€~/ eV(t—t )SRRACTJ(t/) d’i?” L
0 Wy’

t
1 ~ _
S [T 0ps @l -+ [lavss oy

t
< CoV/\2/O (po— p— Bs) "7 ds + [|lwoll g+t (ra(w00)50/2)
< CovN*B7 Ao(B)(po — p — BE) ™ + llwoll g1 (rd(a, 00) 250 /2)-
This proves that
Ao(B) S llwollyypr + llwoll mmer (ragw,00)260/2) + ()\2 + VA2ﬁ_1>Ao(5)-

Taking A and v small, the last term can be absorbed into the left hand side, completing the bounds
on Ay(B) or the WE ! norm for the vorticity. Note that we do not require 5 to be sufficiently
large (compared with the nonlinear iteration provided in the next section). As a consequence, the
proposition holds for any given finite time. O

4 Nonlinear analysis

As already mentioned in the introduction, we construct the solutions to the Navier-Stokes equation

via the vorticity formulation
Ow +u-Vw =vAw (4.1)

together with the nonlocal boundary condition (L&) and with initial data w|,_, = wo satisfying

lwollyyz + llwoll a4 (fade,00)260 /2) < 00 (4.2)
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Introduce the smooth cutoff function ¢’ as in [21I87), and write
w = w® + ' wb = ¢bw, wh = (1 - ¢*)w. (4.3)
We also define the corresponding velocity field through the Biot-Savart law
uw=u’+ ', u’ = VEATI, ul = ViAW (4.4)

This yields

{ O’ +u- Vb = vAw? (45)
v(0n + DN)uJﬁm = [0,A  (u - Vu)lia '
for the vorticity near the boundary, and
o' + u - Vo' = AW
; (4.6)
Wian =0

for the vorticity away from the boundary. Here, we note that the boundary condition on w' follows
directly from the definition (&3), while the boundary condition on w® was due to the fact that
DNw® = 0 by Lemma We also note that the velocity field u that appears in both the systems
is the full velocity, which is the summation of u” and u’ generated by w® and w?, respectively.

We shall construct the near boundary vorticity solving (£I]) through the semigroup of the Stokes
problem. Indeed, we have the following standard Duhamel’s integral representation, written in the
scaled variables,

C&N:ez/?Sa} ?eu(%f—?')s A Y] g (-7 AT .
0 0t /0 F(@) dF + /0 LT~ 7))g(T) di (4.7)

where

f) = =2"2u-vub, g(t) = Ao A7 (u - Vw)] (4.8)

loc*

Here, "5 denotes the semigroup of the corresponding Stokes problem and F(V%V) being its trace on
the boundary; see Section
4.1 Global Sobolev-analytic norm

We now introduce Sobolev-analytic norms to control global vorticity. Let us fix positive numbers
00,00, and ¢ € (0,1). Introduce the following family of nonlinear iterative norms for vorticity:

A = s [ s Ll + 0@ lyea (e — o~ N80
0<A2Bt<py “0<p<po—BA2t ? L (4.9)

+ Hw(t)HH‘*({Ad(w,@Q)E&O/%)}

for a parameter 5 > 0, with recalling

lo®llyes = 3 102E09) w(t)] 3.

J+H<k
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Note that by definition the norm || - ”Wk,l controls the analyticity of the vorticity near the boundary,
P

precisely in the region Ad(z,9Q) < § + p, while the H* norm is to control the Sobolev regularity
away from the boundary. We shall show that the vorticity norm remains finite for sufficiently large
B. The weight (pg — p — A2Bt)S, with a small ¢ > 0, is standard in the literature to avoid time
singularity when recovering the loss of derivatives ([2,[6]). See also [14] for an alternative framework
to construct analytic solutions through generator functions.

Our goal is to prove the following key proposition.

Proposition 4.1. For g > 0, there holds
A(B) < Collwollyyz1 + Collwoll 4 (taaw.00)2 80 /23) + CoBA(B)*.

In Section 4], we will show that our main theorem, Theorem [ILT], follows straightforwardly
from Proposition .11

4.2 Analytic bounds near the boundary

In this section, we bound the vorticity near the boundary Ad(x, 9€) < 69+ po, on which by definition
w=wb and therefore the Duhamel representation ([@T) holds. Let p < pg — A2St. Recalling the
notation ¢ = A%t and using (&7)), we bound

P

~ t ~ _ _ t L _ _
E@lhygs < Il + [ 1D @)y + [ ITCE-TNe@lyge & (10

for 0 < k < 4 and for f, g defined as in ([£8). Let us bound each term on the right. Using the
semigroup estimates, Proposition 3.5l we have

- N N
le”&ollyyra < Coll@ollyyi + 1260l et 260 +)
< Collwollyyrr + llwoll xr (adgw,00)2 80 +9)-

While for the second integral term in (4.I0), we have

P o - N
L T8 @ g @ S [ (Ol + 12O lleos ] -

Then, we use (@), in the above formula with f(#) replaced by —A~2u - VwP. First, using the
standard elliptic theory for £ = 0,1,2, we bound

I1Z(u - V) @) i1 z6040) S 1901 (rd(e,00) 580 2 S AB)-
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Next, for the analytic norm, with the bilinear estimates from Lemma B.4] we have:

- Vellley < C(Iwlley + 1wl qaaeomzan ) 1055 ey
+ C(HWHL} + 195wl ey + HW”Hl({)\d(x,E)Q)zég})) 12050 22
S ||w\|i\);,1 + \|W||§11({Ad(m,am250})
< A(B)?
lu Vel S Il l9llygre + 19132 grae 00260
SAB)(po — p— BE)C.

Therefore,

i i
[l VPl 5 < CoA@P [ (= p— 53¢
0 0
< CoBA(B)?.
Similarly, we consider the case when k = 2. Noting p < pg — St < pg — s, we take p' = %_68
and compute

t t
1

/ llw - VwbHW5,1 ds < Co/ —|lu- Vwb|]W1l,1 ds

0 0o PP p

¢
< CoA(B) [ (o= p—ps) " ds
0
< CoB A(B)(po — p— Bt) ¢
Finally, we treat the last integral term in (LI0). Precisely, we will show that, for k < 2:
IP (= )gE)lyea < Collu Vwb(zl)HWg’l + Collw )74 (raw09)250/2) (4.11)
+ COHW(F)”W;M Hw(t/)\\H4(Ad(x,aﬂ)z5o/2)

which would then imply

| I @@= 0@ llzd? < Co (48 + 57 A3 (o0 == 1))

Here the constant Cy may change from line to line. It remains to give the proof for the inequality
(&II). First, by Proposition B.5l we have

P = )g(@ )l < Co D lal*lgalerolel,

a

where g, is given by
Go = AN 10, A Hu - Vw)alao-
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Let ® = A~!(u - Vw). By definition, ® solves
AP =u-Vuw, x €
{ Plon = 0.
In the rescaled geodesic coordinates, we have g, = 9:®,(0). Let ®° = ®(z)¢"(z), we have

AP =2V, 4" - VB + AP 4 ¢bu - Vw
Pb,_g = 0.
By a direct calculation, we have
660(6o+p)|a\ga(?) — 82<I>f;|z:o
- / elol(eo(Go+0)=5) {)\2 (E@b) (3) — A2 <2vx¢b V0 — DA — pbu - w) }d?
0 (0% o
= Il,a + I2,a + I3,a + I4,a-
Treating I; ,. As in the proof of Proposition for ]A%A, we have

‘Il,a’ SCO’CY‘2)\2/ e|04(€0(50+p)—2“)’zcl)gl(a’dva
0

+ N2 / elelalat=3) (ja|@h (2)] + [0:9%) ) .
0

First, we use the inequality Z|aje|* < e~3lolZ ¢ get

ol < Cox [ leloo0t0=5) (jajjat ()] + fos0l ) @z
0

<oz [ laleotinn ) (@t (3)) + 0s0L)) @
>~ L0 0 e |Oé|| a(z)|+| z a| z

+Cox [ (jall@b@)] + st =
do+p

For the first term, we use the Llll elliptic estimate for the velocity (since the kernel K, € L'), to
get

k bote [ b b =~
S laft [ dentints =2 (jojjol2)| + ool ) a2

< C|¢"u- Vwllyyr + Ol s (ade,00)> 80 +p0)-

(4.12)

Now we have
”gbbu : Vw”W,f’l = ||ju - AL (u - V¢b)w|’y\)§vl

<C <Hu : Vwb|]W§,1 + HUWHHk(Ad(x,aQ)zao))

<Clu- VwbHWgJ + Cllwll 51 (rd(z,00)>60 /2) (||W||H4()\d(x,89)260/2) + ||w||W§,1) :
(1.13)
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By standard elliptic estimate, we have
b
||‘I)\|Hk+2(,\d(z,ag)zéo+po) <C|¢’u- VWHW;;»I + Cllu - VWHH’“(Ad(m,@Q)Z%)

<Cllu- VwbHWg,l + ”wH%{‘i()\d(xﬁQ)Zéoﬂ) + @l (ad@.00)>00/2) @y
(4.14)
Combining (£12]),[@I4) and ({I3]), we have

> lafflnal < Co <Hu V)l + 1915 (e 00)260/2) T Hw|!H4(Ad(x,aQ)zao/2)HWHW;;J>

as claimed in ([@II)). The proof for I , is complete.

Treating I . For I, we note that the domain of integration is z > dy + pg > do + p, we have

|afFelolclot)=2) < ¢

Thus we have

D oLl < CY IVa®h 1 Eoa01p0) < Clld(@, 00)Va®| 11 (rd(e,00)>60-+p0)

< Clld(z, 00) P | rr2 (Ad(2,69) >60+0)
< C||¢bu ’ Vw||W§,1 + Cllu - VW||L2(,\d(x,aQ)z5o),

which is bounded by the right hand side of (£I1l). The proof for I3, is complete.
Treating I3 ,. Similarly, for I3 ., we get
Z ||| Is,o| < Clld(z, )| 111 (ra(,00)> 66 -+p0)
< Cll¢u- Vwllyyrr + Cllu - Vol 12(ra(,00)260)-

This is also bounded by the right hand side of ({.I1]). The proof for I3, is complete.

Treating I, ,. For I, , we have

g |a|k|f47a| < ||¢u - Ve
P
(0%

We rewrite ¢’u - Vw = u - V(¢'w) — u - V¢Pw = u - Vw® — (u - V¢)w. Hence we obtain

k b
> lalt el < € (- Vel + 0] gt (o 0228000
(o3

< Cllu- VWbHW/fJ + C||w‘|%{4()\d(gc,8ﬂ)250/2) + C||w||w§,1 Wl 51 (Ad(z,09)>60/2) -

This completes the bound for I .

Combining all of the above, we obtain bounds on A(f) in the analytic norm.
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4.3 Sobolev bounds away from the boundary

Finally, we bound the vorticity away from the boundary. Recall that

Ow' +u- Vo' = vAW'
(4.15)

i

Note that by definition, w® vanishes in the region when \d(x,92) < &y. We perform the standard
energy estimates, for k£ > 3 so that the standard Sobolev embedding applies, yielding

d, . . .
EHW’H?{k + V||V 7 S Nl el
‘ b
S w0 e + 1 a0y 0 -
Using the elliptic theory for the Biot-Savart law u’ = V-A~1w?, we have
b b b
] % (Ad(z,00)>60) S llw ||W§,1 + |’ 5 (Ad(,002) >60) -

This proves that
d, i b3 b3
EW”%W S llw |’W§,1 + 1" g (raz,00) > 80)-

Integrating in time and recalling the iterative norm A(f3), we arrive at
w71 S llwoll7a + TA(B)?
This bounds the Sobolev norm in A(f3), completing the proof of Proposition E.Tl

4.4 Proof of Theorem [1.1]

Finally, we show that our main theorem, Theorem [[LT] follows from Proposition Il Indeed, taking
B sufficiently large in Proposition [ we obtain uniform bounds on the iterative norm (£9]) in
term of initial data, which gives the local solution in W;’l + HY({\d(z,09Q) > 6p/2}) for t € 0,77,
with T = 37'A"2py. In particular, by definition of the iterative norm A(f3), we have

(@l + @@ a4 (aa@o0)260 /21 < Co
for t € [0,T]. To prove the stated bound (L9) on vorticity, we note that
[wllzee a0y S 105wl 2y + [lw ()l 2 ((rd(,09)>60/21) -

It thus suffices to prove that H@gwﬂ% < v~ 12, Indeed, similar to [@I0), we bound

_ t - _ _ t L N N
Josw(@l ey < 105 Sanley + [ 10" @ ey ¥+ [ 10X 0T~ Pa@)ey F
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for the same f, g defined as in (4.8)). It follows directly from the construction, see Section B.6] that
the Z-derivative of the semigroup 0ze”*® satisfies the same bounds as does e’**, up to an extra
factor of (vt)~1/2 or 0] + v~1/2. Therefore, using the previous bounds on f(t), we have

7 o a N - N
| 10 D8 @y ¥ 5 [ T2 W@ g + L@ 0] 7
i
5/ (it —1)~Y2 dr
0
S V—1/2'

Other terms are estimated similarly, giving [|[0zw| 1 < v~1/2 as claimed.
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