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Abstract

In their classical work [20], Caflisch and Sammartino established the inviscid limit and bound-
ary layer expansions of vanishing viscosity solutions to the incompressible Navier-Stokes equa-
tions for analytic data on a half-space. It was then subsequently announced in their Comptes
rendus article [4] that the results can be extended to include analytic data on an exterior circu-
lar domain, however the proof appears missing in the literature. The extension to an exterior
domain faces a fundamental difficulty that the corresponding linear semigroup may not be con-
tractive in analytic spaces as was the case on the half-space [I9]. In this paper, we resolve this
open problem for a much larger class of initial data. The resolution is due to the fact that it
suffices to propagate solutions that are analytic only near the boundary, following the framework
developed in the recent works that involve the boundary vorticity formulation, the analyticity
estimates on the Green function, the adapted geodesic coordinates near a boundary, and the
Sobolev-analytic iterative scheme.

1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the Navier-Stokes equations with small viscosity v > 0
o’ +u” - Vu” + Vp” = vAu”,
V-u" =0, (1.1)
u"|on =0,
on an exterior circular domain € in R?, modeling the dynamics of an incompressible fluid around
a solid body at a sufficiently high Reynolds number. Of great physical and mathematical interest

is the asymptotic behavior of solutions to (II]) in the small viscosity limit. When v = 0, (L)
reduces to the Euler equations

o’ +u® - v + vp® =0, V-ul=0 (1.2)

with the non-penetration boundary condition u” - n = 0 on the boundary 9. Thus, in the limit
when v — 0, one would formally expect the solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations to converge
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to u® in L?(Q2) uniformly for a short time, however it remains elusive whether this may be the
case. Boundary layers appear due to the discrepancy between the boundary conditions in (ILI]) and
in the limiting model ([L2]), generating arbitrarily large vorticity near the boundary. Kato in his
celebrated work [I3] shows that the inviscid limit, i.e. the strong convergence of solutions in the
natural energy norm, holds if and only if

T
1// / \Vu? () dadt — 0 as v — 0, (1.3)
0 {d(z,092)<v}

which implies that the vorticity needs to be controlled quantitatively near the boundary. For general
smooth initial data, vorticity can however be very unstable on the boundary that could generate
multi-layer solutions at different smaller scales [9, [I1], leading to a larger and larger vorticity than
expected, and the inviscid limit problem is therefore unlikely to hold. See, for instance, [3] 5l [I§]
and the references therein for further discussion. In this paper, we consider smooth data that are
analytic locally near the boundary.

1.1 Previous results

When Q is the half-space: In their classical work, Sammartino-Caflisch [20] established the inviscid
limit and Prandtl’s boundary layer expansions for analytic data: namely,

u’(t,z,y) = w0t z,y) + ub <t,x, %) + o(1) oo, (1.4)
where the error term o(1)re is in fact of order /v for such analytic data and thus vanishing
in the inviscid limit. The result is extended by Maekawa [16] for Sobolev data whose vorticity
is compactly supported away from the boundary. Unlike [20], Maekawa constructed his solution
via the vorticity formulation with a nonlocal boundary condition, which reveals more explicitly
the localized interaction between boundary layers and interior solutions. It was this vorticity
formulation that leads to a more user-friendly direct proof of the inviscid limit given in [I9] by the
authors of the present work, where we in addition devise analytic boundary layer norms, adapted
from those introduced in [11], that capture precisely the unbounded vorticity near the boundary.
Building upon [19, [16], Kukavica-Vicol-Wang [15] introduced suitable Sobolev-analytic norms that
allow to establish the inviscid limit for data that are analytic only near the boundary; see also
[22] for a similar result in 3D, [I4] for the validity of (4] for such data, and [6] [7] for interesting
stability results for data in some Gevrey classes. For Sobolev data, in strong contrast with the
analytic case, the Prandtl Ansatz (4] is false due to counter-examples given in [9] 1T} 12].

When € is a bounded domain: There are only few results in the literature that study the inviscid
limit problem in fluid domains with a curved boundary. We mention a recent work [§] that studies
boundary layers in a suitable linearized flow in a general 3D smooth domain and [21] which estab-
lishes a Prandtl asymptotic expansion in domain with a curved boundary. Very recently, building
upon the recent advances including the vorticity formulation revived in [I6], the direct proof via
the Green function approach developed in [19], and the Sobolev-analytic norms introduced in [15],
Bardos-Nguyen-Nguyen-Titi [2] prove the inviscid limit for data that are analytic only near the
boundary in a 2D bounded domain.




When € is an exterior domain: In [4], Caflisch and Sammartino give a short announcement on
obtaining the inviscid limit for analytic data in an exterior circular domain, saving the full proof
to be published in one of their listed references, which we are unable to locate. In this paper, we
provide the missing proof. We refer the readers to Section [[4] where we explain the fundamental
difficulty and our main strategy to establish the main result.

1.2 Boundary vorticity formulation
We consider the Navier-Stokes equations posed on the following circular exterior domain
Q={(z1,22) e R*: 2 +23>1)},

in which for sake of presentation the radius is taken to be one. We shall work with the standard
polar coordinates (x1,x2) = (rcos@,rsinf) for (r,0) € [1,00) x T. Let e, = (cosf,sinf) and
eg = (—sin 6, cosf) be the orthogonal frame, and set (a,b)™ = (b, —a). We note that

1 1 1
V = e,0, + —eg0y, A=024-0, +—0;,
T T T

Thus, we write
1
U = Urer + Ugey, w=Vu= ;aGur - ;@(ru@)
for velocity and vorticity of the fluid. The Navier-Stokes equations (II]) can be written in the

vorticity formulation as follows:
1
Ow — VA, pw = —u,Opw — —upOgw (1.5)
r

on [1,00) x T, in which A, g = 02 + %&n + T,%(‘)g. Making use of the incompressibility condition, we
introduce the stream function ¢ = ¢(r,6) defined through u = V14, or equivalently

1
Up = ;691,2), ug = —0p1. (1.6)
By definition, the stream function solves the elliptic problem

AT,GT;Z) =w
Y,_, =0

whose solutions can be constructed explicitly through the Green function; see Section @l

Therefore, the Navier-Stokes equation problem (ILT]) reduces to study the scalar vorticity equa-
tion (LH]) on [1,00) x T, where the velocity is constructed through the Biot-Savart law (L6)-(L7).
As for the no-slip boundary condition, u, = 0 follows from the condition ¥» = 0 on the boundary,
while uyp = 0 is a direct consequence of the following imposed condition

(1.7)

at’LLg =0

from which we derive the boundary condition on vorticity w. This formulation was introduced and
developed in [I], [16]. See also [19] 2]. Indeed, by construction, we compute

0= 0 = —0,A 10w = -0, [A T (VAW — u - Vw)] (1.8)



on the boundary. This yields the following boundary condition for vorticity

v(Or + Nw),_, = [0,A7 (u- Vw)]

r= "r:l

(1.9)

where N denotes the Dirichlet-Neumann operator on 2, which will be detailed in Section 2.1l

1.3 Main result

Our main result is to establish a uniform bound on the vorticity and the inviscid limit of solutions
to the Navier-Stokes problems for initial data whose vorticity is locally analytic near the boundary
r = 1. Precisely,

Definition 1.1. Let 69 > 0 and p > 1. An LP function f(r) defined on [1,1 + &o] is said to be
locally analytic near the boundary r = 1 if it can be extended analytically to the pencil-like complex
domain

Rp:{TG(C: 1<Rr<1+6, |37 Sp(?ﬁr—l)}
for some positive analyticity radius p with a finite norm || f||z = supo<y<, [1f |2 (0R,)-

Note that a locally near boundary analytic function needs not to be analytic on the boundary,
but only has bounded derivatives (r — 1)d,. Our main result is stated as follows:

Theorem 1.2. Consider the vorticity equation (L5]) on [1,00) x T with the boundary condition (L3I
and the Biot-Savart law (L6)-(L7). Assume that initial vorticity wg(r,0) has Sobolev regularity
r?wy € H3([1,00) x T), and its Fourier coefficients W (1) with respect to variable 0 are locally
analytic near the boundary and satisfy

S g, ()l gy, < o0 (1.10)
nel

uniformly in v, for some positive constants €y, pg. Then, there is a positive time T, independent of
v, so that the Navier-Stokes vorticity satisfies

lw” ()| oo o) < Colwt) ™'/ (1.11)

for t € (0,T), and the inviscid limit holds: that is, there exists a unique limiting solution u® that
solves the corresponding solution to Euler equations (L2]) so that

sup |lu” — UOHL2(Q) —0 as v — 0. (1.12)
0<t<T

Remark 1.3. If we replace the assumption (LIQ) by a stronger assumption

S ol (7)1 < o0
nel

then [LII) can be improved to supg<;<r ||w” (t)|| Lo 90) < Cov=1/2,



The inviscid limit is a direct consequence of the boundary vorticity estimates (LIII), which is
optimal in view of the boundary layer expansion ([L4]) as predicted by Prandtl and justified for
analytic data [20]. The assumption (LI0]) holds in particular for data whose vorticity vanishes near
the boundary, and the theorem thus recovers the result by Maekawa [I6] to the case of exterior
circular domains. We stress that the near boundary analyticity assumption (LI0]) is necessary for
the vorticity bound (LLII)) to hold, since otherwise the presence of near boundary high frequency
will generate boundary viscous sublayers [11], whose vorticity is proven to reach order v—3/4 much
larger than the Prandtl’s classical prediction of order »~'/2. In general, much worse and more
complex structure of boundary vorticity is expected; see [9, 10, 11} 12] for further discussion.

1.4 Difficulties and main ideas

Let us discuss the difficulties in proving the inviscid limit when the domain is an exterior circular
disk. In view of the previous works [19] 2], there are several difficulties that one has to overcome in
the present setting. Namely, the framework relies on the semigroup of the linear Stokes problem,
treating the nonlinearity as a perturbation in the Duhamel representation. For the nonlinear
iterative scheme to work, it is crucial that the semigroup is contractive in the function spaces under
consideration, namely analytic spaces; see Proposition 3. 1H in [I9]. However, the contraction in
analytic spaces is open for the linear Stokes problem on the exterior domain. Precisely, we are led
to study the following Stokes problem

8tw—u<83+lar—|—i26§>w:0
r r
(& + ’(99‘)0.)‘7":1 =0

(1.13)

whose resolvent kernel and Green kernel can be easily constructed. Deriving the analytic estimates
on the Green function and the semigroup uniformly both in time and in the small viscosity limit
however appears an impossible task. Indeed, following [19] and working with the Laplace-Fourier
transform variables ({,n) associated with (t,0), the Green kernel for the resolvent problem is of
the form

In (pr) Ko (pr’) 3 4
1 Lo_1(p) K if r<or,

Ge(r,r') = Ko (pr) K (') + i) )
) R ) Roma ) U il s

with p = \/g , where the functions K, (z) and I,,(z) are modified Bessel functions with complex value
z € C (e.g., [I7]), with W (I, K,,) being the Wronskian determinant. The temporal Green function
is then defined by taking the inverse Laplace transform in ¢ of the kernel G¢(r,r’). Unfortunately,

*We wish to point out a misprint in [I9) Proposition 3.1] where the third estimate on the trace semigroup in the
boundary layer norm should read

t
Tt = sDalllo.o.sorn S \f 7= l9lllon + VVIlglllp k1

Namely, the last term with one loss of derivatives on the boundary was missing! Note however this is harmless in
[19], since the estimates were used only to propagate the boundary layer norms after closing the nonlinear iteration
with L' analytic norms where no loss of derivatives is present on the trace estimates; see the analysis in Section 4.2
of that same paper.



the available pointwise bounds and asymptotic expansions of the modified Bessel functions are
given only in the regime for

e fixed n, large r
e or fixed r, large n,

but not when both n,r are sufficiently large and v is sufficiently small. As a consequence, the
propagation of uniform semigroup estimates on analytic spaces remains open, and therefore the
pointwise Green function approach developed in [19] does not apply directly.

We overcome the issue by working with functions that are required to be analytic only near
the boundary, see Theorem Bl Effectively, this only requires analytic estimates of the Green
function near the boundary, which is available from the half-space result [19]. Precisely, close to
the boundary r = 1, we write

1 1 1 1
8E+;8T+ﬁ83:(8§+83)+;@+<T—2—1>a§

and using the half-space Green kernel for the operator 92 + 892, treating the remaining terms as a
perturbation. Importantly, we note that the last term experiences two a loss of two derivatives and
is thus a perturbation only when r is sufficiently close to 1. See Section [3] where we establish the
semigroup estimates for the Stokes problem in Sobolev-analytic spaces.

Finally, unlike the treatment in [2], we need to estimate the solution in the unbounded region
and therefore a careful norm with suitable decay is needed. Our vorticity w(r,6) decays like r—?2
away from the boundary.

2 Scaled equations and locally analytic spaces

2.1 Navier-Stokes equations in the rescaled variables

To take advantage of localization near the boundary, we introduce a change of variables
r=A%, y=Xx1r-1), r=1"%
for some small parameter A\ > 0, and define the function w such that
w(T,z,y) = w(t,0,7) = w\2r, Az, 1 + \y) (2.1)
for z € Ty, )\ and y € Ry. By a direct calculation, we have
D=2 + 0, + 03

= A"2 (07 + 02 + Aa(y)dy + Ab(y)02)
=A"2(A,, +AL)

where A, , = 82 + 82 (and hereafter, we simply write A = A, ),

L=a(y)dy +b(y)dz,  aly)= . bly) = (2.2)




From (LH), the scaled vorticity w satisfies
(0r — vA)w = vALw + B(¢,w) (2.3)

where
B(p,w) = —a(y)Vy - Vuw, V= (0, —0,). (2.4)

Similarly, abusing the same notation, the scaled stream function v solves

{ (A + ALy = N2w, 25)

ly—o = 0.

We next derive a boundary condition for w. As mentioned in Section [[L2] we impose d,uy = 0,
which gives 0;0y1|,—0 = 0 and so

Oy(A + /\L)_lﬁTw|y:0 = 0.
Using the vorticity equation (2.3]), we get
Dy(A + AL) ™ (U(A + AL)w + B(t,w)) |y=o = 0. (2.6)

Let w* solves
(A+ AL)w* =0, w*|y=0 = W|y—o. (2.7)

Then (Z8]) becomes
vy (w — w*)|y=o = =9y (A + AL) ™ (B(y, w)) [y=o

Defining Nw = —dyw*|,—o, which is the classical Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator, we obtain the
boundary condition for the vorticity

v(9y + N)wly=o = —9y(A + )‘L)_l (B(1,w)) [y=0 (2.8)

In this paper, for any function f depending on x € Ty./y, we denote f, to be the Fourier coefficient
of f in the frequency a € MZ, and f, to be the Fourier coefficient of f in the original variable
0 € Tor where n € Z. We prove the following lemma regarding the Dirichlet-Neumann operator in
the new variables:

Lemma 2.1. The operator Nw, can be written as
Nw, = |a|wy(0) + )\/ (wa(O)La(e_My) + Laiﬁg) dy
0
where w}, solves the elliptic problem

{ (05 — o)Wy = ~ALq (wa(0)e™1*W) — ALqa}, (2.9)

Wy ly=0 =0

and Lo = a(y)d, — ab(y) is the linear operator acting on the frequency o of L.



Proof. We recall the definition of w* in (2.9]). Taking Fourier in z, we obtain
(85 — a®)wk + A\Lqw?, = 0, wh = we(0).
Let @ = wk(y) — wa(0)e™ 1Y then
N = ~dyulym0 = ~0, (@ +wa(0)e™ 1) g = ~0,5(0) + |aua(0)

we have
(02 — %), = —AL, <wa(0)e_‘°‘|y> ALo@,  @|y—0 = 0.

By a direct calculation, we have
o0
8, (0) = / eI (1w (0) (1) + L) dy.
0
The proof is complete. O

2.2 The half-space problem

To summarize, we have reduced the Navier-Stokes equations on the exterior disk to the following
problem on the half-line y > 0: for each spatial frequency o € \Z,

(0r — vAL)w = vALqw + By (¢, w) (2.10)

with notation A, = 85 —a?, Ly = a(y)d, — &®b(y), and the following nonlocal boundary condition
v(0, + la))wea|y= :—1/)\/ e (4, (0) Ly (e 1oy + Lowy, ) d
(0 + |af)waly=o e (wa(0)La(e™M) + L, ) dy o)
= Oy(Aa+ )‘La)_l (Ba(¥,w)) ly=0

where B(1,w) and 1 are defined as in (2.4)-(25).

2.3 Near boundary analytic spaces

In this section, we introduce the near boundary analytic norms to control the near boundary
analyticity and the Sobolev regularity of vorticity. These norms are an adaptation from those that
were introduced and developed in [20], [19] 2], [15].

Precisely, let dg > 0 be the size of the analytic domain for our solution near the boundary.
Throughout the paper, we fix py > dp, and take p € (0, pg). We define the complex domain

Q,={yeC: 0<Ry<a, [y <pRy}
U{yeC: b < Ry < 6o+ p, \%y!§50+p—?l‘%y}-

We note that the domain €, only contains y with 0 < Ry < dg + p. For a complex valued function
f defined on €2, let

1= su 1 Loo = su
1Nz OSnlzpllfllL 02, Ifllzee ognEprHL""(aQ”’



where the integration is taken over the two directed paths along the boundary of the domain (2,,.
Now for an analytic function f(z,y) defined on (z,y) € Tor/x x Q,, we define

1l =3

aENZ

I£llege = >

aENZ

¢=0(Bo+p—Ry)a fa‘

Ly’
(2.12)

50 (Go+p—Ry)lal f‘*H ,
Loo

The function spaces ﬁ; and L£7° are to control the scaled vorticity and velocity, respectively. We
stress that the analyticity weight is identically zero on Ry > dg + p. For convenience, we also
introduce the following analytic norms

e = > 10550, £l (2.13)

i+5<k

for K > 0 and p = 1,00. The above definition also applies for a function g defined on the domain
Tor/x. Namely,

lolls = 3 laftesot@talellg, | (2.14)
a€ENZ

For convenience, we also write

IDE fllx = > 10209 x

i+j<k
where X is a function space. We recall the following simple algebra.

Lemma 2.2. There hold
1£9lley < 1l gl ey (2.15)

and for any 0 < p’ < p,
1

p—r
Proof. The proof is direct; see [2] [19]. O

1901 1, + 1900 1, S —— 1 F Iy (2.16)

We also have the following lemma, which will be useful in controlling the velocity in the inter-
mediate region in Section We note that in the lemma below, we only give the real pointwise
bounds in L*® norm on the real line.

Lemma 2.3. Let f = f(x,y) be analytic in Tor/y x Q, where the analyticity radius p > %0. Then
for any 01 < b9 < &y and k > 0, we have

k
1Dz 4 f | Loe 61 <y<ss) S Il 23 -

Proof. We first prove the bound for 8% f. Since 0¥ f = 3" €' (ia)k f,, we have

\|5§f\|Lw(615y562) S Z |04|k||yfa(y)\|L°o(61§y§62),



noting y > §;. Now for any y < §,, we have

Yy 02 o2
wsati) = | [ 0.t < ["fatits + [0l (2.17)
For the first integral, we have
52 52
/ |fa(2)|dz = / 6—60(50+P—Z)|04\660(50+P—Z)|04\’fa(z)‘dz < 6—60(50—52)|04\HfaH£}3_ (2.18)
0 0

For the second integral, we first use the estimate ([Z.I6]) to get

I e— < g—colal(60/8)
oo + (%0 — 09 HfaH‘C}SO/s ~ € HfCVH,CFl)) (219)

02
/ 120, fa(2)|dz <
0

where in the last inequality, we have used the fact that

eeo\a|(50+50/8—§)%z) < e—so\a|50/8eeo\a|(50+p—§)%z) for Rz < 50 and o> 50/4
Combining the inequalities (2.17), 2I8]) and 2I9]), we get

[yfaly)] S (700l 4 cme0lalCo/S) ) | £ )1y

The proof for a;g f is complete, by multiplying both sides of the above inequality by |a|* and
summing all over a.. Similarly, we compute

10y F 1l Loe (51 <y<b0) S NY2 0y F 1l oo (61 <y<bo) < Z 1920y fall Lo (5, <y<so)
(e}

N Z Hyayfa”Ll(yS%) + Z Hy26§fa||L1(y§50)

S 1l

LSl

where we use the Cauchy estimate and the fact that p > %‘). The estimates on higher derivatives
follow similarly. O

3 The Stokes problem

In this section, we consider the Stokes problem in the exterior domain, written in the rescaled
geodesic coordinates:
(0r —vA —vAL)w=f

v(0, + N)w|,—0 =g (3:-1)

where L = a(2)0, + b(2)9? is the linear operator defined in (Z2) and N is the Dirichlet-Neumann
operator. The main result of this section is to provide uniform estimates on the solution of (Bl
in the Sobolev-analytic spaces. Precisely, we have the following theorem.

10



Theorem 3.1. Let e”*¥ be the semigroup of the linear Stokes problem ([B.1)), and let T (vt) be its
trace on the boundary. Fix any finite time T'. Then, for sufficiently small \, and for any 0 <t < T,
p >0, and k > 0, there hold

He”sonW;:J < COH’LUOHVV;;J + ly* DEF wol p2y6049)

s (3.2)
T2 (@) gellyyer < Collgnlles

uniformly in the inviscid limit, where || -
@I3) and @2I4), respectively.

The proof relies on the analytic estimates for solutions of the Stokes problem on the half-space.
Indeed, in view of Lemma 2] we can rewrite the boundary condition in (31 as follows:

s - ”H’; are near boundary analytic norms defined in
P

v(0; + |a))wal.=0 = ga + ha
where

he = —Av /000 (wa(O)La(e_‘O"y) + La@2> dy (3.3)

and w}, solves the elliptic problem (Z.9]). Therefore, we obtain the following Duhamel principle for
solution of (B.1]),

w(T) =" By + /T e’T=)B(yNLw)(s)ds + /T e"T=)B f(5)ds
. . ’ (3.4)
+ /0 L(v(r —s))g(s)ds + /0 L(v(r — s))h(s)ds,

where e“75 is the Stokes semigroup on the half-space and I'(v7) denotes its trace on the boundary.
To estimate each term on the right hand side, we first recall the following results from [19, 2],
which give the Duhamel formula, Green functions estimates, and semigroup bounds for the Stokes
problem on the half-space in the vorticity boundary condition.

Theorem 3.2 ([19] 2]). Consider the Stokes problem
(0r —vAYW =F

V(az + ‘895’)W‘z:0 = (3.5)
Wlr=o = Wo

on the analytic-Sobolev domain (z,y) € Tor/n x {2, U{y > 0o + p}}. The solution to [B.5]) can be
written as

W(r) = e BW, + /OT e’ TIBE(5)ds + /OT L(v(t —s))gp(s)ds

where e’ B is the Stokes semigroup of the problem (B.5) and I'(v7) denotes its trace on the boundary.
Moreover, there hold the following semigroup estimates

le ™ Wallyyer S 1Wollyys + 1yD37, Woll2s040)
eI E () pea S IF()yer + DL F ()l 2 28049): (36)

I = $))go($)ller < l96(8) 12k

11



where || - ||}k, || - ”H’; are analytic norms defined in 2.I3) and (2.14).
P

In addition, the Fourier coefficients €”("=5)Ba of the semigroup ¢”"=9)B have a Green kernel
representation G, (7,y,z), in the sense that, for any 7 > 0, one has

/GTy, Fo(r

with the decomposition Go(T,y,2) = Hy(T,y,2) + Ro(T,y, 2), in which Hy(T,y;2) is exactly the
one-dimensional heat kernel with the homogenous Neumann boundary condition and Ru(T,y;z) is
the residual kernel due to the boundary condition. Precisely, there hold

VTBQ F y)dy

722 22
Ho(ry:2) = 1 <e“y4w‘ \y4+ww > —a? vr
vT
% (3.7)
ly+=|2
08 R (3 2)| S il e Oomslutsl o () =5t =002 gmgatvr,

fory,z>0, k>0, and for some 6y > 0 and for py = |af + %

We now estimate each term on the right of ([3.4]). The terms involving initial data, f, and g are
already estimated using the semigroup estimates in ([B:6). We now estimate the second and last
terms on the right of ([34). We start with the linear term vALw.

Proposition 3.3. Let L = a(y)d, + b(y)92. There holds, for 0 < k < 2:

Here, the constant C is independent of .

< CA sup
W;fv 0<s<t

—i—C)\I// Hw(s)|]w§+1,1d3+0)\1// Hw(s)]{zzo}HH;;ds
0 0

k
(Nllyypr + Iy D55 0l 225041 )

/ e’TIB (A Lw)ds
0

Proof. We focus on the case when k = 0; the other cases are similar. Recalling L = a(y)d, +b(y)92,
we need to estimate

v TeI/(T—S)B 2,w s S
v (b(y) 92 (s)) d

VA / "B 4(y)d,w(s)ds
0

£y £y

Writing the above in Fourier and using the Green kernel decomposition ([B.7]), we get

(e )05, = o [ Hale 50, 1 )
—a?v fooo Ro (T — s,y,2)b(y)wa(s, y)dy,
(ve’ T8 (a(y)yw)), = v [5" Halr — 5,9, 2)al(y)dywa(s, y)dy

Treating o’v [;° H

a2y

T=5Y, Z)b(y)wa(s7 y)dy'

i —azl/('r—s) /oo 1
e —_—
/o 0 VJv(T—29)

+v [° Ra(T — 5,9, 2)a(y)Oywa(s, y)dy.
In view of H, (T — s,y, z), we need to bound

ly—=|2

e WTIb(y)wa(s,y)dyds

Ly

12



Here we recall that the L; norm is taken in z near the boundary, when 0 < Rz < §y + p. To gain
analyticity near the boundary, we use

efoGotu—R2)lal < eoldotu—Ry)tlal | eolally—2|
(3.8)

ly—z1?
0(do+pu—R o] eoalv(r—s €07, 73
SEO(O 12 Y)+| ‘60 ( )‘6 av(r S),

z|

_ly— 2
where the last two factors can be treated using e~ @*(T=5)¢”1—3) in the heat kernel. Using this
and the fact that the heat kernel is integrable in z, we obtain

_ly—=?
o’y e W= bh(y)wy (s, y)dyds

i —a?v(1—s5) /OO 1
(& ]
/0 RVAZ )

Saty [t [T el el (5, dyds.

Ly (3.9)

Now since b(y) = y% < 2y, the above can be bounded by

T 9 _

o [ e s sup (lywa()ley + el ain)
0 0<s<t

< sup (lwalley + l*wallzzza0m)

0<s<t

Treating a’v fooo Ro (7 — 8,9, 2)b(y)wa (s, y)dy. Using the bounds of the kernel R, in Proposition
3.7 we have

o0
660(50+P—2)a|a2y/ Ro (T — 8,9, 2)b(y)wa (s, y)dy
0
o0
S a2y - 5000 tr=2)la| / que—é)ouf(y+2)y|wa(s, y)ldy
0
o0 1
< a21// que—Ee()/Jf(y+2)e€0(50+p_y)+|a‘y‘wa(87y)’dy
0
0 [ =005y o= Dppy | eo(otr—y) 4ol
= lafv - (ppe™217) 0 (lajye™ 7Y) - e a 11V - e wals, y)ldy
_00, g £0(do+p—y)+la
rgla‘lj'ﬂfe 2 Hf e Ay efoloTmYE Iy, (s, )| dy
0
0 do+p 00 [
= (|afv)(pre™2"%) (/ +/ > e eooremulslally, (s y)|dy
0 do+p

_% _ _ %50 -1/2
S lalv (ppe™ 2457 llwalley + lalw (pe=s2) e 50 g | 2501,

Hence

a2V/ Ra(T - s,y,z)b(y)wa(s,y)dy
0

1 S vllawall ey + V¥ lywal 2 y>s040)-
L

13



Treating v fooo Ho (T = s,y,2)a(y)0ywa (s, y)dy. Integrating by parts, we have
v [ Halr = 5.0 2)ady a5, 9)dy

=—v /000 Oy(Ho(T — 5,9, 2)a(y))wa(s,y)dy — vHo (T — 5,0, 2)a(0)wq (s, 0).

2
P TUT TS Ml hell
e—toa”v(t—s) TR G5 apnd la’(y)] < 1, we have

Using the fact that |0, Ho| S

v(T—s)

T —5,y,2)a(y))wa(s, y)dy

Ly

(5

For the boundary term vH, (7 — 5,0, 2)a(0)wq (s, 0), we have

>Oma ey + lywa()lz2s000) ) -
(
)

lvHa (T — 5,0, 2)a(0)wq (s, O)Hﬁl < vlwg(s, 0)|e0lelGo+r)

~

Hence

”A Ha(r — 5,1, 2)a(y)ywa(y, s)dy

£
S (Volr = )72 41) (lwa()lley + lywa(s)llzagooen ) + viwals, 0)leolelCoto),

Integrating both sides in time s € [0, 7], we obtain

”A Ho(7 — 5,9, 2)a(y)dywaly, 5)dy

Ly

S (W +7) s (Iua(o) ey + 190l 050 ) + [ w5, 0

0<s<t

Treating v [ Ro (7 — 5,y 2)a(y)0ywa (s, y)dy. Integrating by parts, we get
o0
v [ Balr = sy, 2)alw)dywa(s.0)dy
0

=—v /OOO Oy(Ra(T — 5,9, 2)a(y))wa(s,y)dy — vRa (T — 5,0, 2)a(0)wa(s,0).

Since |0y Ra| S ,u%e‘eoﬂf(yﬂ), we have

v /000 Oy(Ra(T — 5,4, 2)a(y))wa(s,y)dy

Svaslwaley + v lywall vz )
L

S Vil + vilawalley + V2 lywalzzgss s
At the same time, we have
lvRa (T — 5,0, 2)a(0)wq (s, 0)”1:1 < vlwea (s, 0)]e®° (Go+p)lal

~

The proof is complete.
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In the next propostion, we estimate the boundary term appearing in ([B.4]).

Proposition 3.4. There holds

/T L(v(T — s))h(s)ds
0

L < 1/)\/0 Hw(s)\{zzo}H?_t,lg ds

P

Proof. By the estimate ([B.6]), we have

/T L(v(T — s))h(s)ds
0

< ]a\k/ ]ha(s)]ee‘)(‘s”p)'a‘ds.
i =20,

From the identity ([3.3)), we have h = h; + ha where

hy =-Xv [ e ~11Y4p, (0, 8) Lo (e71419) dy,
ho :—)\Vfo e “"yLawa(y, s)dy.

Treating hy. Since L, = a(y)d, — a®b(y), by a direct calculation, we have
h1 = Avwy (0, s) (/Oo lale 21V a(y)dy + o2 /Oo e_2a|yb(y)dy>
< Avjwa (0, s)]. 0 0
Here we use the fact that a(y) < 1,b(y) < 2y and [ |ale™1*Vdy < 1.
Treating ho. We have ho = ho 1 + ha 2 where

hon =—Xv [T “lelva(y)o, Wk (y, s)dy,
ha 2 Ava? [ “"yb() X (s,y)dy.

We have
gy [eo+nlal < 4y eolotplol /0 11 ()0, 7% () dy

So+p
< / eoGoto=vllal| g% ()| dy
0

+ vaesootplal /Oo e~ 319100t0) o (4|0, 7 (y) e 21 Wy
do+p

1 - — « ~% 1
S A0 @h(s)l oy + vAe /270 ‘(50+p)Ha(y)aywa(s)||L°°(y25o+ﬁ)m‘
Using the fact that A < |af, we obtain
[ha,1|e™0rlel S uX||0y @ | 2y + ve 20l a(y)dy @ (s) | o (3.10)

Now we recall from (29]) that w}, solves the elliptic problem

(02 — &% + ML) W, = —Awa (0)La(e™1 ) = —Xwa (0)e™ 1 (—|ala(y) — ab(y))
= Mwa(0)|ala(y)e™ + a®Aw, (0)b(y)e W
= (0)]a] (a(y)e™*¥ + aje™lb(y) )
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with the boundary condition w}|,—o = 0. Hence by using Lemma 3] we get

ﬁé)

+ Awa(O)llal (lya()e ™ |z2g,560 + lae™ by 2255040

< efolotnlal L Nw, (0, 5)].

10ywallcy S [10ywg ez

< Aol - (atwpe ]

e

Similarly, for the second term appearing on the right hand side of ([BI0), we use Lemma Tl to get
ooyl S [ Awa(Ollal [olple -+ ale~ 00| dy
S Alwa (0, 5)].

= 1(;1(14;\2?2) S ya(y). We skip the details

The bound for hg 3 is nearly the same, as we note that b(y)
for hg 2, and conclude that
‘h272‘eao(5o+p)|a\ < vwa (0, 5)|.

Hence we get
|hg|eso@otpllal < 11y (0, s)|eoCotrlel

giving the proposition. O
Combining the previous two propositions, we have obtained the following.

Proposition 3.5. Let w be the solution to the Stokes problem ([B.I) with the initial data wy. Then
for k>0 and p > 0, there hold the coupled semigroup estimates

k+1
sup ||w(s)lyyr1 S [lwollyyer + |[yDyt wol| 12
0<s<r H ( )HWp 1 H HWp 1 H Y HL (y>60/2)

2 sup_([hos)lhya + 157 D54 0 (220040

0<s<t

o [y + 2 [ ls)collgds
[ (5 g + 1DE POty ) s+ [l lg s
Proof. Recall the Duhamel representation ([3.4]). The proof thus follows directly by combining the

semigroup estimates (B.0), the estimates for the perturbation term in Proposition B3] and the
boundary estimates in Proposition 3.4l O

Finally, we give bounds on |lw(s) z:0||7_[;; appearing on the right of the previous estimates.

16



Proposition 3.6. Let w be the solution to the Stokes problem [B.1l). There holds
lw(T)]=0llzgs < NyOewollr2(y>60/2) + (VT)_l/szoHW;f“’l A /oT lw(s)lz=oll3x+1 ds
A s (@)l + 152 DE5 0(3) 23504 ) + /0 [920(s) g1
b [ 1D Orgsoin + 77 [ =926 g
b [ 10es s + [ ol

(3.11)
Proof. We shall bound each term in ([8.4]), evaluating at z = 0. First, we have
T 0 / G T y,0 wOa dy+/ G - 5Y, )(V)‘Lawa)(syy)dy
[ Gl = 5.0l hiyds + / La(i(7 — 8))(go + ha)(s)ds
0
=Pi(7) + Po(7) + P3(7) + Pu(7).
Hence we get
4
ot et Pl (r,0) = 37 Pi(r)
i=1

where

Pi(r) = |affesottollal [5Gy (1,y, 0)wo.a(y)dy

Py(1) = |alFesodotp)lal fOT Go (T — 8,y,0) (WA Lawa ) (s, y)dy

Py(r) = |affesolotollal [ [5G (r — s,9,0) fa(s,y)dyds

Py(1) = |affesoGotr)lel Jo Ta(w(T = 5))(ga + ha)(s)ds.
We recall the pointwise Green kernel bound:

2
Ga(T = 5,9,0) S (v(r — 8)) 726 om0 =002 4y ey,

Let us first bound the term

Pu(r) =@l [ 7 Go(r = 5,5,0)fus,)dyds (3.12)

0o Jo

We will show that
Py(r) < /0 (Il fa()2gza0ep + (W = )72 +lal +072) ol fa(s) ey ) ds. (3.13)

. . . . . . . o9 So+p
To show the above inequality, we split the integral in y in (3I2) into [ Sot+p T foo . We note that
if y > &y + p, then G, is exponentially decay in «, which is faster than e~c0@o+olel for ¢4 small,
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giving

|a|FesoGotp)led

/ / Galr — 5,4,0) fals, y)dyds
0 Jdo+p

< /O 19 fa(3) | 22y 550-) 05

2

Now we consider y < &y + p. By the Cauchy inequality o?v(1 — s) + % > 4|aly and the fact
that 6y, ¢ is taken to be small, we obtain

e=ootalelg (7 —5,0,y) < <(7/(T —s)"V2 4 Mf) o= Dlaly geo(do+p)lal
< <(V(7. _ 3))—1/2 + Mf) ec0(Go+p—y)lal

~

Hence we obtain

|a|ke€o(5o+p)\a|

T pdo+p
/ / a7 — 5,5,0) fals, y)dyds
0 0

< /07- ((V(T — 3))—1/2 + ’a‘ + V_1/2) ‘a’k”fa(3)|’£ll)d3.

This concludes the proof for the inequality (3I3]). Next, we bound

P2(7—) = |a|ke€0(50+p)\a| / GQ(T - 5Y, 0)(V)‘Lawa)(87 y)dy
0

The proof for the bound of P,(7) is exactly the same as in the semigroup estimate in Proposition
B3 except now that we cannot use the L' norm in z in this case, as z = 0, giving an extra
ftf = |a| + v~/ in the estimate involving the kernel Ry (7 — 5,0,2)|.—0. We obtain

Por) S sup (Jlwlhye + 19 DS w210
SSST

T T
+V/ Haﬂﬁw”wﬁﬂ’l —I—I/AZ/ |Oé|k+l|wa(8,0)|e€0(6‘)+p)‘a|‘
0 — Jo

Finally, for the initial data, we obtain

~1/2

Pi(7) S |lydhwoll L2 (yss0/2) + (v7) lwollyye.1,

giving the proposition. O

Remark 3.7. Note that in the above estimates, the boundary value quantity Hw(T)Z:()HH;; has two

losses of derivatives compared to the norm ||w(T) However, it has only one loss of derivative

HWk,l.
P
compared to its norm and we are able to close the Sobolev-analytic estimates by introducing an
iterative adjusted k-index norms, yielding close estimates on the Stokes semigroup in terms of

initial and boundary data f,g given in the problem (B.J).

Proof of Theorem [31. Let w = e"*Jwy be the solution to B1) with f = 0 and g = 0. In view of
the previous propositions, we define the following norm

Ax(w(r), p) = (I0() s + VTl )lazollys-)

(3.14)
+ (W) lygers + VoTlw() =ollig ) (o0 — p = B7)"

18



and the quantity
A(B) = sup sup  (Ap(w(7),p)) ¢+ sup [[y>D) wll 120,56, /2)-
0<TB<po 0<p<po—pBT 0<TB<po
We claim that

-1
AB) S llwollyyz + 192 D3 woll 12 (y60 4 + €CTTAEE 02 D5 | p2(y> 0 /) (3.15)

which would yield the theorem. In fact, in Section [7] using precisely Propositions and 3.6l above,
we shall prove the claim for the nonlinear solution to ([B.]) with f and g being the nonlinear terms
inherited from the vorticity formulation of the Navier-Stokes problem. We therefore skip to repeat
the details here for the linear problem with zero f and g. O

4 Elliptic estimates

In this section, we prove estimates for velocity near the boundary and away from the boundary in
terms of vorticity. In particular, we consider the elliptic problem

{ (A + AL)p = \w, @)

T/J‘y=0 =0.

where L) = a(y)9y + b(y)92¢, aly) = Tl/\;ﬁ bly) = ?(Jl(?:;\;%’g Our main goal in this section is to

show the elliptic estimates in the analytic domain near the boundary (see Proposition 4] below),
in the intermediate region (Proposition [L.6]) and the region away from the boundary (Proposition

[4.9).
4.1 Elliptic estimates in the analytic region

We first show the following lemma that gives a L* bound for velocity field:

Lemma 4.1. There holds
o0
la(y)atpallLee + |0yall Lo 5/0 lwa(W)|dy < llwallcy + lywall 22 (y50+p)-

Proof. We recall the original elliptic problem on the written in the variables (6,7) € T x [1,00):

2

(83‘1'187" - n_2> Y = Wn
T T

where ¥(t,r,0) = 9(A%t,1+ Ay, Az). We note that o = A\n where n is the original frequency before
making the change of variables. The solution to the above elliptic problem in the original variables
is given by

1 r 81+\n| _ 81—\n| 1 () Sl—|n\
—p(r) = n(s)ds + — 1=lnlplnl _ n(s)ds. 4.2
i) =g | ans)ds + o [ (1P = S o s (42

r|"‘ r n|

19



Itn| _g 1=[n|.|n| _ s'—I"!

r‘n‘

Since the function s 1=Inl is increasing on [1, 7] and the function s is decreasing

on [r,00), we get the pointwise estimate

It ()] < (r — 12" / wn(3)|ds < llwnll 1,00y

Hence we obtain
iy (1)

r

S llwnll 21 (1,00 - (4.3)
LOO

Now in the rescaled variables (a,y), we get

[ee]
ladlla(y)allco 5/0 lwa(W)ldy S wallzy + [ywallL2y=s0-+)»

upon noting that a(y) = ﬁ = 1. Now we show that ||a(y)dytallL~ < [y [wa(y)|dy. By a direct
calculation, we get

—2) (r) = —7‘_|"_1/ (sl — g1l (5)ds + (r\nl—l . T—\nl—l) / 1=, (5)ds.
1 r
Hence

! ()] < / ™ o (5)ds.

The proof is complete. O

Remark 4.2. [t is known from Section 2.2 of [17]], that the Biot-Savart law [{.2 defines a unique
velocity that decays at infinity, under the decaying assumption r*~1"w, € LY. In our current work,
the vorticity satisfies the decaying assumption HrzDiywHng < 00, hence the Biot-Savart law ([ZL2)

gives a unique velocity solution for all |n| > 1. We also note that when n =0, the stream function
equation reduces to

1
I2apo + ;37«7!)0 = wo

giving ¥y(r) = L [ swo(s)ds. This gives the Biot-Savart law (u,,ug) = (0,2 [ swo(s)ds) for
n = 0. We also note that when the frequency n = o = 0, the analytic norm in x (or 0) reduces to
Sobolev norm.

In the next lemma, we derive the elliptic estimate for velocity in the analytic norm near the
boundary:

Lemma 4.3. For X,y and p small, there holds

IVallcee S llwallcy + lywallz2>s0+0)»
Proof. We first show that

IVallee S llwallcy + lywall L2 y60+p)

Since 1, solves
(85 — ) = Nwe — Aa(y)0ytha + AaPb(y) e
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with the boundary condition 94 |y=o = 0, we get

2atal2) =0 [ (700 e ) gy — A [ (7005 = ) aly)dy vy
0 0
)

A [ (o) — el %) )y
0
=0 + I + I,
where
Il _ )\2 foo ( —a(y+z) _ e_a|y_z|) wa(y)dy7
I, = —)\f ( —oly+a) _e—a\y—z\) a(y)Oytba(y)dy,
I; = /\f ( —a(y+z) _ p—aly— Z|) (y)¢a(y)dy
Treating ;. Using the first estimate in ([B.8]), we simply bound

oo

o= 15l ly—2l g0 (Bo+p—y el g (y )\dy—l—/ lwa (y)|dy
do+p

do+p
|y [esolotp=2)lal < /
0

S ||w0£H£/1) + HywOéHLQ(yz&o—l—p)'

Treating I>. We will show that

Iy S [latballcge (1 + Aldo + p)) + Ala(y)dall Lo (y=50+0)

Since

I, = _)\/0 (e—a(y-l-z) _ e—aly—zl) a(y)ayi/la(y)dy,

we use integration by parts to get
B A [Tl () o ldy+ A [l wle )y
S [ lale o)l wldy + 37 [ ayPe I ) ldy
0 0

Therefore,
So+p
Rfe =10l S Nl [ g+ Al e
A2 do+p 1
+ X fataley [ Tyt a0l s

S llewall g (1 4 A(do + p)
S ledballcge (1 + Ao + p)

+ AMla(y)Val Lo (y=50+p)

+ lla(y)arba | oo (y=>50+p)-

)
)
where we use the fact that |a] > A whenever « # 0.
Treating I3. We will show that

Hsllege S AMVallege + lla(y)atall oo > 504p) -

21
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Indeed, if y < dp + p, then b(y) < 2y < 2(dp + p), and hence

do+p 00 1
ec0(do+p—2)lal / lae™ 1=y () dy < 2(80 + p)/ lafezlolly==lgy < 1.
0 0

If y > o + p, then we have

_ X lally—s Y2+ )
680(50+P z)|al e loly—= o) ——— (v () )dy
So+p ! (1+ Ay)? (e )

_ olboro—2)lal [T lall¥a(y)] (e—|auy—z\‘a’y> 2ty

S Y
So+p 1+)\y 1+)\y

aYq
14+ Ay

<

~

jaf[e™3lellv=2l 1y — 2| + 2)dy

A /
Lo (y>80+p) do+p

A a¢a
<SS+ M0+
N<|a| (9o P)) 1+ )y

S Ha(y)awa”Loo(yzéo—l—p) .
Lee(y>do+p)

since A < |a|. In summary, we get

IVballzz < Co (walley + lywal 2zt + la@W)atall o504

(4.6)
+Co (IV¥alleg ) A+ In(1 + Ao + p))

We note that in the estimate above, the constant Cy does not depend on a and \. Taking A to be

small so that )

< —
)< 56
the last term in the estimate ([4.0]) can be absorbed to the left hand side, giving

A+ In(1+ (6o + p

I9alles S lwalley + l5alz2san + 10000 e sssn
Finally, using Lemma (1)) for the last time in the above, we obtain
IVYalcee S llwallcy + llywall L2y s040)-
The proof is complete. ]

In order to close the estimate for velocity in terms of vorticity, we need the following lemma

Proposition 4.4. Let ¢ be the solution to the elliptic problem ([&Il), and set u = V. For
k € {0,1}, there hold

ko~ k
||8xu||ﬁg° S ||U)||W§,1 + Hny,-leHLQ(yZ(So-FP)v

k~ k
1dy) "l cze < Nlwllyyea + D53 w2 g260+):

- k
Iy Bl S ol + 10etwllygrs + [5D8 0l 20
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Proof. First, when k = 0, from Lemma 1.3 we have

lallce S lwlley + D lywallL2gss+0)
aENZ

S ||w||£}J + ||yDIw||L2(y25o+p)'

Now we give the proof for £ = 1. Since 0,1 solves the same elliptic problem with the condition
O0xY|y=0 = 0, we obtain

Hazﬂﬂﬁgo = ||5mw||L; + ||yD920,yw||L2(yz5o+p)-

Now for |lydyu| cee, we note that

150y (0ev) 25 S 10y (But)ll e S N0swll 2y + 1D ywll 2 (4250 +0)-

Now we have
Y0y (0,0) = Yoy = y(\>w — Aa(y)dy — Ab(y)dzp — 0;1)).
Hence we get
02l ez < lywllese + lallege + 110wl oo
S (Iwlley + lydywley ) + 10swlcy + lyD2 ywlzss01p)

S HwHW;’l + ||yD92c,yw||L2(y25o+p)'

The proof is complete. Now we show the last inequality stated in this proposition. When k& = 0,
we have, for any y < dg + p:

y
0.0 = [ 200
0
Since efolalG+r—y) < geolal(do+r—2) e have

Iy~ 0l S 108l ey S 058l ez S 10wwllzy + 1D ywll 2y 50+)-

For k = 1, we note that
am(y_lam¢) = y_law(aww)a
yay(y_lam¢) = _%8907/) + yayam¢

Hence

0y (v~ 0ut) e < Ny~ 0e (00t |l 25 + 110y (D2)) [l 20
S H(‘)ﬁwag}J + HyDg,ywHLz(ychO—l—p)'

The proposition follows. 0
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4.2 Elliptic estimates in the intermediate region

We also need the following elliptic estimates in the intermediate region away from the boundary.
We first prove the following elementary lemma.

Lemma 4.5. Assume 0 < 61 < d3 < 09 and let ¢ € (0,1) be any constant such that 6o < cdy. Then
for any function F,(y) and k > 1, there holds

o [ iy < 0 (151 + [

)

e—%'w—ﬂFa(y)wy)

for z € [61,02]. The constant C' depends only on 61,092,050 and k.
Proof. Splitting the integral in y into y < ¢dp and y > ¢dg, we have two cases:

Case 1. y < ¢dp. In this case, we get y < g + p, and moreover

eolal(Gotr—y) < g—co(l=c)laldo,
Hence

cdo cdo
/ la|felolv=2l| F (y)|dy < / e~ lolly==l| o |k e —so(1=c)laldo g2olalGotr—v) | F7 (4))|dy
0 0

S ”Fa”ﬁ})'

Case 2. y > ¢dg. In this case we have |y — z| > ¢dy — d2. And hence o~ zlolly—z| < e~ 2(cdo—d2)lal

[ee] [ee]
/ o be M=y (y)ldy < / a3 (ehomtlale=lolv==1| 7, (3| dy
Ci

) cdo
o0 1
5/ e~ 21 H By () dy.
0
The proof is complete. ]

Proposition 4.6. Let ¢ be the solution to the elliptic problem ([@I), and set u = V. Then for
any 01 < 6o < 0y, we have

k ~
1Dz yull oo (5, <y<sn) S Nwlley + [y Dawl 12y cs0)
where ¢ € (0,1) is any constant such that cdy € (d2,dp).

Proof. We give the proof for 93 and 85’& only. The other cases are similar. Since ¥ solves
AT/) = )\271/ - )\LT/), 71Z1|y:0 = 07

we use the Green kernel for the Laplacian (85 — a?) and integrating by parts for the term a(y)9d,,
to get

o’ [ta(2)] < laf® /OOO e == (W2 wa ()] + Alala(y)[a ()] + Ala’ (9)][Ya (9)] + Aa®b(y)|[¢a (y)]) dy.
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Applying Lemma for three terms on the right hand side in the above, we get

o0
~ _1 _
Pl (2)] £ lwalles + 19yalles + lonballs + / e 311, (3 dy

cdo

A /5 e~ 1214 (4 o] [ (1) + A / el laldy (A7)

cdo

A [ emalellv=zla2p(y) | ()| dy.

cdo

Now we will bound each term appearing on the right hand side of the above inequality. Using
Proposition [£.4] we have

|’8y¢a”£}, + Haq/’a”ﬁ}, < Hﬁa”ﬁ}, S Hﬂa”ﬁf S HwaHL}J + ”ywa”LQ(yZ&J-i-p)
S lwallzy + llywall 2> es0) -
Also, it is obvious that

o0
_ 1 _
/6 e 31521 e ()| dy < [lyeall 2 (yes).
cdo

Now for the terms involving a(y) on the right hand side of (&7]), we recall from the proof of (4.4
that this term can be bounded by

[tallee + lla()allLee y>s0+p) S llwallry + lywallL2y>s0+0)
thanks to Proposition 4] and Lemma [£.11
Now for the last term on the right hand side of (&7, we bound this term by

aYq
14+ Ay

HA/ e~ 212 02p(y) 1 (3) | dy
cdo

<A Vealles + ‘

L Lo (y>do+p)
S ||wa||ﬁ}, + ||ywa||L2(y250+p)'

Here, we use the inequality (435]) and Lemma [ZIl The bound for the last term appearing in (4.7
is complete.

Finally, combining the the bounds for all of the terms on the right hand side of (A7), we get
la’[da(2)] S llwalles + lywall L2 yesn)-
Summing all « € M\Z, we get

105 o0 61 <y<oy < D ol [allze (s <y<n)

. (4.8)
S laPlfdallze S lwlley + lyDewl L2 (y>e00)-

o
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On the other hand, for 8;’17, we use 851& = —02¢ — AL + A\?w to compute
105 oo (6, <y<in) S D3y wll oo (6, <y<) + 1050l Lo (5, <y <)
+ N[0y L(0s) + L(020) + 02(Lap

S ”w”L; + lywll L2 (y>eso)
+ N[0y L(9s) + L(920) + 02 (L) ||

) HL°°(51 <y<d2)

Lo (61<y<d2)

Using L = a(y)9y + b(y)d?2, we thus obtain

k~
Z ||8:vu||L°°(51§y§52) + HDi,ywHLO"(&SyS&z) = kuz; + HmewHL?(yzcéo)'
k<3

The proof is complete. ]

4.3 Elliptic estimates away from the boundary

We first show the following simple lemma that will be used in the next proposition.

Lemma 4.7. Let f(r),&(r) be smooth functions onr > 1, and {(r) =0 on [1, R|. Let ¢ solves the
elliptic problem

o+ Lo, - ") o= ot
r r T 7"2 - T
with the boundary condition ¢|,—1 = 0. There holds

of | 2

. SEf e + 1€ e

Proof. As in [@2]), we get, for n >0

—2nn(r) = /1 ' Smr;nsl_"g(s) F(s)ds + / h <31_”7’" - Sl_n) £(s)f(s)ds.

By integrating by parts, we get
"(14+n)s" — (1 —n)s™ rgltn _ glon
~2non(r) = - [ I ) payas - [C (s

7,1 n __ Tl_n r r o0
. (rit )E(r) f(r) _ / ((1 —n)sM — (1 — n)s—nr—n) £(s)f(s)ds

— /OO <31_"r" — 31—n> € (s)f(s)ds
T 7"” '

g ()| S 7 ([1€f e + 1€ fllLr) -
The proof is complete. ]

Hence

Finally, we state the main Proposition for this section:
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Proposition 4.8. Let 1) be the solution to the elliptic problem (A1), and set u = V1. For any
d€(0,0), k>0 and p € (60/4,00), one has

la(y) Dy yull Lo y=0) S lwlles + lyDhy wll L2 60/2),

B (4.9)
1D5 (@)@ 2(y26) S lwlley + 1y D5 ywll L2250 /2)-
for k>0, where a(y) = ﬁ
Proof. We first give the proof for ||D% il o (,>5). When k = 0, the inequality
la()ullze S llwllzy + lyDewl L2 (y260/2) (4.10)
p

follows from Lemma [Tl Moreover, we also have
la(y) 5l L~ S llaf,fwllcgo/8 +ly Dy wl| 2502
k
S ||w||L; + ||ny+1w||L2(y26o/2)

where we use the fact that p > %0. We can now assume that D’;y = 85 and we will use induction
on k > 0. We first give a proof for k = 1, which is d,. We have

ay(aaﬂ/)) = am(ayq/))
) ) ) ) (4.11)
9y (9y ) = Oy = Nw — 03 — Aa(y) 0y — Ab(y) 9.
For the first term 0y(0,v), we simply bound
1820yl Lo (yz8) < N02Tl| oo () S 10wl 23 + lyDZwll L2 (250 /2)

For the second term 974 in [@II) we get, for any y > é:

la(y)0;va(y)| < a(y)wa(y) + ay)|al?[a(y)] + ay)|0yba ()] + Aa(y)b(y)]e)*|a(y)]
S lwall Lo (y=s) + lla(y)atial| Lo + |la(y)ial L=

S lwallpeey=8) + lwallzy + llyawal 2260 /2)-
Let ¢ be a cut-off function so that
0 y<4§/2,
= - 4.12
(W) {1 . (1.12)

Then we have
la(y)wallLeys) S [lwallLe@zs < I¢(2)wa(2)]|Le-
We have ; ;
(@) = [ C@walldy+ [ 0O waln)dy
0 0
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Hence, for every z > 0, we bound
K@WﬁNSWﬂmwg%ﬁféJ%%@WZ

o
SWA%+Mmmmm@%m+Am@wwwz
0
S llwallzy + lydywallL2(y260/2)-

Combining the above inequalities, we obtain

la(y) Dy all L y=s) S lwlles + > (I190ywallz2(y602) + lyawall z2(y60/2))
aENL
< wlley + I9D2 w2552
This finishes the proof for £ = 1. Now we assume k£ > 1. We proceed by induction on the number

of derivatives of y. Assume that the inequality is true for £ — 1, we show that it is also true for k.
We recall that ¢ be a cut-off function defined in (G.II). Then ¢ 851,!) solves the elliptic problem

(A +AL)(Cayw) =X*(Cayw) +2¢ ()9, 0y + ¢ ()

4.13
+ AL(CONY) — ACOE (L) (119

with the boundary condition C@gw]yzo = 0. In Fourier frequency «, the right hand side in the
above can be decomposed into F} + F» + F3 where

Fy = X ((0hwa) + 2¢ ()9, 05 + ¢ (y) 0k,
Fy, = Aa(y)ay(ﬁaf"t/}a) - A@S(a(y)ay%),
F3 = —Xb(y)o?(C0htpa) + ACOE(b(y)aPba).

From the equation (LI3), we get
(Ol =Wy + Ty + Vg

where (A + AL)¥; = F; for 1 < i < 3 with the boundary condition ¥;|,—o = 0 (this can also be
seen from the formula (£.2])). We also denote

Uy = V', (4.14)

Treating U;. Using the same argument as in Lemma (1] for every z > 0, we get

|a(2)U1(2)

o
S [ (160hunt)l + 1 @)%l + 1" W10} o)) dy
< yCOhwal = + 1€ W)DE Tl s < 19Dk gl p2(mr2) + 1% Tl 5220
S YDk wall L2 /2<y<so /2y + 1y D% ywall L2550 /2) + <||w||c,g + ||ywa||L2(y250/2))

k
S ||w0£||[,,1, + ||me,ywa||L2(y250/2)'
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Treating Us;. We have

= ¥ ()cwjaob =i, + 2t oo
1<i<k
=—A2;k< ) C)O T iapy — A (5)C (1)t + Aaly)C ()0

=Fy1+ Fyo+ Fo3.

Hence we get Uy = 520 (A + ML) "' Fy; = S22 Up;. Arguing as in Lemma (&), for every z > 0,
we get

a(=)Un1 () < max / " 10 aly)C ()0 T (y) dy

2<i<k

< max / a(y) ()0 Tialy) | dy

~ 2<i<k

S lal)6(w)2} )= oo [ aty)idy
0
< () w)ok Tallie S olley + w0l vl 202

Here, we have used the fact that 8;a(y) Saly)™, [T aly)'dy S 1 for all i > 2, and the induction
hypothesis in the last inequality.

Now we turn to Fpo = —Aa’(y){(y)8§¢a. Applying Lemma 7] for £(y) = —Ad/(y)¢(y) and
fly) = 85‘11/1(1, for every z > 0, we get

a(z)Ua2(2) S 11a' ()¢ W)0y  balle + 10y (a’ ()¢ ()05 all 1
S a0 ol + lla” )W) Pallrr + ld' ()¢ ()05 all 2
S llwalles + 1yD5 g wallL2zs0/2) + la” @)L la@)C )0y~ allzee + 10y~ ball oo (5/2<y<0)

k—
S ”waﬂﬁ,g + Hny,ylwocHL2(y250/2)’

Finally, for Us 3 which solves (A + AL)Us 3 = Fp3 = )\a(y)C’(y)(‘);jl/Ja, we use Lemma [£.1] again,
for every z > 0, to get

Waale) S [ 2¢Oy S 105ballim(sacyes S lwaller + Iz oy
The proof for Us is complete.
Treating Us. We recall that
Fy = —\b(y) o (COaba) + ACOY (b(y) o ba)
=20 () conipma va
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Using Lemma 1] for the equation (A + AL)W3 = Fj, for z > 0, we get

a(2)Us(2)| < max Ao? /0 " WAL ) dy

1<i<k

S max |af ; a(y)™ 2 (y)lady ™ Wa(y)ldy

o0
< Dk—l~ - i+1d
< a0 D Tl s [ oty
k—
S ||wa||z:,1, + ||Z~/Dx,y1wa||L2(yz5o/2)-

where we use the induction hypothesis in the last inequality, and the fact that O;b(y) < a(y)™+? for
all i > 1. The proof is complete for the | - ||z, (,>5) norm of the velocity. The estimates in L? norm
follow similarly. O

5 Bilinear estimates

In this section, we recall the bilinear estimates for the nonlinear terms. We define the nonlinear
quantity for w as follows:

k
Np(w, B) =lwlyyens (Il + 15050l 2255040

+2

; (5.1)
+l[wllyypr 1y Dy wl| 22 2>50+p)-

Proposition 5.1. Let N,(w, k) be the nonlinear quantity defined in (51)), and ¢ = (A+AL)~"H(A%w)
be the corresponding stream function defined in the elliptic problem (&Il). For k € {0, 1}, there hold

[ Tl < Nyfaw, )
where U = V).
Proof. For k =0, we have
020yl gy < ™ Outtl e Nydywlcy
< (lwlley + Noswlley + 1902 ywll 2z ) W00l
upon using Proposition 4] Similarly, for k = 1, we compute

0, (00 0yw) =y~ 1020 - yOyw + y~ 10,0 - Dy (yOyw)
yay(axwayw) = 896(8311/}) : yayw + y_la:cl/} : {(yay)2w - yayw} .

This implies
100 (D00,w) | 21 < Ny~ 026 30 Dyl s + N1y~ 0at | e 10x (wDyw) |
S (I9wwlley + 102wl ey + IyDE ol 2 2d04) ) 190yl ey
+ (lolley + 10alley + D2 w2 a0 ) 10:(w0yw)llcy

S llwllpelwllyy + D3 ywll L2 ssop Il + 11y D2 ywllz2 5040 0]y
p p p p
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Similarly, from the calculation in (5.2]), we have
190y (Ds00y0) |
SN0wtll e llydywll 23 + 1y~ Batbll e w2
S (Iwlygp + 1902 0l 2zt ) Iwlyp + (lollysr + yD2 ywllz2g o000 ) ol
giving the proposition. O
Next we show the nonlinear estimate away from the boundary:
Lemma 5.2. There holds
lyD2 (@) - )l 25500 S N9D2 0l 220072 (I0lles + 9D wlz(s0/2))

Proof. We give the proof for the case when there is no derivative only. The other cases are treated
similarly. We have

lya(y)udyw| 12(y>s+p) = lla(y) Uzl Lo (y>s0+0) YOy 12 (=50 +p) + @)1 || oo (y>60+0) [ Oz L2(y>60+p)
S (Ilollcy + IyDh yollzzss ) Dbyl 202

where we used The proof is complete. O

6 Estimates for vorticity away from the boundary
In this section, we estimate

1y° D5 ywlireyssorz = > 197 0L00wll 2,560 /2)
i+j<5
for the scaled vorticity w solving ([Z3]). We take a cut off function 7 : [0,00) — [0, 00) such that

{0 ity < 8/4

6.1
y? iy >60/2. (61)

We define | oo
=Y 5 [ nwioiojuray

i+i<5
to be the main control for the norm ||y2D§§7yw||L2(y250/2)7 and
o L .
i+5<5

coming from the dissipation term in the energy estimate. We note that 7/(y) > 0, so all the terms
in D(t) are non-negative. Moreover, we define the following quantity away from the boundary that
is needed to bound &£(t):

Na (@, w) =Dy, (a()0) | o y250/2) + D25 (@@) @) 12 (y250/2) + 1DZ 0l £ 50 a<y<sosay- - (6:2)

We obtain the following proposition.
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Proposition 6.1. Let (w,1) solve Z3)-23), and set u = V11p. For \ sufficiently small, there
holds

E'(t) + coD(t) < Co (E() + Nalit, w)E (1) + Nalit, w)? + Na(it, w)2E(t)"/2)
for some constants cy, Cy > 0.
Proof. Using (23]), we compute

= > / Y) 000w - DN w

i+35<5

-y / nA@L0Iw) - 300w + vA / ()08 (a(y)dyw) -

i+35<5

Lo / ()08 (b(y)PPw) - 00w + / ()08 (a(y)i - Vuw) - 8w

k=1

where o o
Ty = Zz+]<5 anA(@é@f,w) % w
I =3 ij<svA [ n(y)(al (y)0L0y " w) - DLojw
Ty =Y uAfn@){ O} (a(y)dyw) — (aly)dL0] w) } - D50
Iy = ZZ+]<5 V)\fn(y) 0”28]20 8183
Ty = iases v 0y) {0205 (b(y)02w) — b(y)05 20]w) | - 50w
Ts =Y irj<s ) n(y) (aly)u -V, 8§w> - 0L
I = Z+j<5f77 é Zaj y)u - Vw) — (y)ﬂ-V@iﬁgw) '8;851”

Below, we sometimes skip writing ), <5 without any confusion.
By integrating by parts, we obtain

I= v / DO Dwf? — v / 000w, (10109 )
v [oraul —v [wweioytul ~ v [ nw)aioj e - 0i0) .
which yields
T, — it1aj 2 L / i aj+1, (2
1=V T,‘a:c 8yw‘ - 5” T,(y)’amay w‘ :

Similarly, we get

_ _m/ ()]0 D,

On the other hand, we will now show that Zo +Z3 < £(t). Indeed, by integrating by parts, we have

:—y)\ > /]828910\8 Z/ (y)|0% D wl?,

z+]<5 i+7<5
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and for Z3, we have

LY / 12 d0ul? < £(1).

i+5<5

For 75, we use integration by parts in = to get

Ly / )01 B wf? < D).

i+35<5

For Zg, we have

To= 2, %/n(y) W)~V (10;05uwl?) /dlv y))| 0500 w|?
+I<5 Z+]<5
1 [
== Y 5 @ Vawa) o = - 3 /w@ Il
+I=5 255

If y > 0p/2 then we have
' ()| =2y S y? =nly).
Hence

=% 5 [ e ieioful S el mE ),

z+]<4 b0

VVhen%0 Syg%o,we get
1 [d0/2 _ g ~ o
- —/ w20y (n(y)aW)IL0Jwl* < N[l Lo sy ja<y<onsa) | EO) + Y 1050]wll 1250 ja<y<sos2)
i+j<5 < J00/4 i+j<5

This implies that
Ts < No(t, w)E(t) + Ny (U, w)?.

Lastly, we have
Tr S 1D4 (@) W)l 1 (60 /0)E (8) + D5, (@(m)W)| L2 (g0 /2y 17 (1) /2 V|| Lo £ ()2,
Using the Sobolev embedding L>(T x R) ¢ H*(T x R), we have
Hn(y)l/2v’lUHL°° S HDi,y(ﬁl/zv’w)”B N 5('5)1/2 + HDgsc,ywHLoo(éo/4gy§60/2)-
The proof is complete. O

Proposition 6.2. There holds
~ 5
Na(u7w) 5 ”w”ﬁ}) + |’yDa:,yw”L2(yZ5o/2)

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the inequality (49]) and Lemma 2.3l The proof is complete.
O
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7 Nonlinear analysis

Our goal in this section is to combine all the estimates in analytic norm and Sobolev norms in the
previous sections. We recall that w is the solution to the problem

(0 —vA —vAL)w = f,
v(0y + N)wly=o = g,

where
f=aly)u Vw, u=-V'y,

9= —0y(A+ L) fly=o.

We will use the coupled semigroup estimate for the exterior domain We also recall the quantity
defined in (51)):

k
Ny(w, k) =llwllyernr (lrollyso + 1008wl 210
k
+ ||U)||W§,1 ||yDa::Z2wHL2(y250+p)7
First we show the semigroup estimates.

Proposition 7.1. Let 0 < k < 2, there holds
l9(3) s S Ny(w(s), k) + [yDE2w(s) 220,552

Proof. We define the function p solving the elliptic problem (A + AL)p = a(y)u - Vw with the
boundary condition p|y,—g = 0. We have

Y eoloteliellgl = " erol0otlel|gp, (0)] < [10ypllcze

S llay)u - Vwll gy + llya(y) Do (w - Vw) [ p2¢y>60+p)

< Np(w,0) + [la(y)al| 2 ly D ywll 12y 50+0) + 16(1) Dot Lo (y250+-0) |y Dyl L2 (5260 12)
S Np(w,0) + (||w||z:,1, + ||Z/Dglg,yw||L2(y250/2)> 1y D2 w1250 2)

where we use Proposition [5.1l The proof is complete. O

Now we give the proof for our main theorem. Using the coupled semigroup estimates B0 we
define the norm for 1 < k < 3 (we can take k = 1).

Ap(w(r), p) = (Ilo(T) e + Vol =l )

(7.1)
+ (W) lygers + VoTlw() ollag ) (o0 = p = B7)"

and the quantity

A(B) = sup { sup (Ak(w(f),p))}Jr sup [lyD3 ywll L2 (y>s0/2)-
0<TB<po 0<p<po—pP7 0<TB<po
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Proposition 7.2. There holds
A(B) Sllwollyyz + ly D3 woll z2yzs0/2) + B A(B)?
+ COTADI (ly D3 woll 22510 + B A(B)?) -
Proof. For simplicity, we let
Mo = [Jwoll ypsrn + lyD3 ywoll 2(y>s0/2)

”WEJ. By Theorem and Proposition [(1], we get

Jaot)lyss < Mo+ AAG) + 30 [ 4(5)m = p = 55) s

First we bound ||w(7)

FVAAG) [ (= p= 5975 + 4B [ —p— 5+ 57A)

< Mo+ AA(B) + B~HA(B) + B~ A(B)*.
Next, we bound \/1/7'||w(7)|z:0\|7_l;;71. From Propositions and [Tl we get

ViTlw(m)le=ollys-1 S Mo + Avy/TA(B) / sTY2(pg — p— Bs)Vds

0
L AVITA(B) + v /ITA(B) /0 " (Po — p— 8)"ds + VIrBLAB)
+ A(B)? /0 T — 5 2ds + TTA(B)? /0 (14 (po— p—Ps)) ds
< Mo+ AA(B) + SAB).

k+1,1. Again using Propositions and [.1], we get

Next we bound [lw(7)]],,,
P

(70 S Mo+ AA(B) + )\VA(Q)/O (po— p— Bs) " ds
+ AV A(B) /T 572 (po — p— Bs) 7 ds
0

A /0 "o — p— Bs)1ds + 5LA(B)

S Mo+ MA(B) + (B7HAB) + 87HAB)?) (po — p — B7) 7.
Finally, we bound \/I/T”U)(T)‘ZZQHHIZ. From Propositions [3.6] and [[.I] we get

V) amollg S Mo+ MnITAB) [ 5720~ p = 531 ds

0

T AA(B) + 42 /TAB) /0 "o — p— By ds

VT DR+ AGP [T p ) s

T VITA() /0 “(po— p — Bs)"\ds + VT /0 TAB(1+ (po — p— Bs) s
< Mo+ MA() + 5~ (A(B) + A(B)*)(po — p— Br) .
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Finally, for Hy2D§7ywH L2(y>30/2), this is bounded by the functional energy £(t) in section @ From
Proposition and Proposition 6.2, we get

£'(r) < Co (E(r) + AB)E(T) + A(B)? + A(B)*E(r)'/2).

By Gronwall lemma, we get
E(r) < SoUTA@)T (5(0) +Co / A(6)2d3>
0

Hence
1 _
192 D2 ywl L2(yss0/2) < €CTTAEE (1102 D3 wo| p2(y>50 /2y + CoB A(B)?) .

This completes the proof. O

8 Proof of the main theorem

Taking f sufficiently large in Proposition [[.2] we have A(S3) < Cj for some constant Cy that only
depends on the size of the initial data. This implies

[w(T) s+ Vrrlw(T)lls < Co
uniformly in the time interval 7 € [0, g—%] This implies

sup Z =%l (7) |20 < Co.

P
0<7<3%  aeNz

To show the uniform bound (LII)) on the vorticity, it is natural to switch back to the original
variables (¢,6, 7). Using the relation (2.]]), we obtain

sup Vit Yy e, (1)].—o| < G

Azpo
0<t< 2L nez

Let T = %ﬁp‘). We have, for any § € T and t € [0,7]:

lw” (t,6,1)] < Z |lwn(t,1)] < Co(vt)~/? Z o—00c0AIn]

nez ne”L

Hence we obtain, for some constant Cy > 0:
" (¢, 0,7 = 1)|| oo (ry < Co(wt)™'/? (8.1)

for all 0 <t < T. The proof of (I.I]]) is complete. To justify the inviscid limit (I.I12]), we check the
condition

T
1// |w” (t,0,1)|dt — 0 as v — 0.
0

This is direct from the bound (8I]). The proof of Theorem [[2] is complete.

36



References

[1]

2]

C. R. Anderson. Vorticity boundary conditions and boundary vorticity generation for two-
dimensional viscous incompressible flows. J. Comput. Phys., 80(1):72-97, 1989.

C. Bardos, T. T. Nguyen, T. T. Nguyen, and E. S. Titi. The inviscid limit for the 2d navier-
stokes equations in bounded domains, Kinetic & Related Models, to appear.

C. Bardos and E. Titi, Mathematics and turbulence: where do we stand? J. Turbul. 14 (2013),
no. 3, 42-76.

R. Caflisch and M. Sammartino. Navier-Stokes equations on an exterior circular domain:
construction of the solution and the zero viscosity limit. C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. I Math.,
324(8):861-866, 1997.

P. Constantin and V. Vicol, Remarks on high Reynolds numbers hydrodynamics and the
inviscid limit. (English summary) J. Nonlinear Sci. 28 (2018), no. 2, 711-724.

D. Gérard-Varet, Y. Maekawa, and N. Masmoudi, Gevrey stability of Prandtl expansions for
2-dimensional Navier-Stokes flows. Duke Math. J. 167 (2018), no. 13, 2531-2631.

D. Gérard-Varet, Y. Maekawa, and N. Masmoudi, Optimal Prandtl expansion around a concave
boundary layer, larXiv:2005.05022 (2020)

Gie, G.-M., Kelliher, J. P. , Mazzucato, A. L.: Boundary layers for the Navier-Stokes equations
linearized around a stationary Euler flow. J. Math. Fluid Mech. 20 (2018), no. 4, 1405-1426.

E. Grenier. On the nonlinear instability of Euler and Prandtl equations. Comm. Pure Appl.
Math., 53(9):1067-1091, 2000.

E. Grenier, Y. Guo, and T. Nguyen, Spectral instability of characteristic boundary layer flows,
Duke Math. J. 165 (2016), 3085-3146.

E. Grenier and T. T. Nguyen. L instability of Prandtl layers. Ann. PDE, 5(2):Paper No. 18,
36, 2019.

E. Grenier and T. Nguyen, On nonlinear instability of Prandtl’s boundary layers: the case of
Rayleigh’s stable shear flows. larXiv:1706.01282! (2017)

T. Kato. Remarks on zero viscosity limit for nonstationary Navier-Stokes flows with boundary.
In Seminar on nonlinear partial differential equations (Berkeley, Calif., 1983), volume 2 of
Math. Sci. Res. Inst. Publ., pages 85-98. Springer, New York, 1984.

I. Kukavica, T. Nguyen, V. Vicol, and F. Wang. On the Euler+Prandtl expansion for the
Navier-Stokes equations, J. Math. Fluid Mech., to appear.

I. Kukavica, V. Vicol, and F. Wang. The inviscid limit for the Navier-Stokes equations with
data analytic only near the boundary. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 237(2):779-827, 2020.

Y. Maekawa. On the inviscid limit problem of the vorticity equations for viscous incompressible
flows in the half-plane. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 67(7):1045-1128, 2014.

37


http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.05022
http://arxiv.org/abs/1706.01282

[17]

[18]

[21]

[22]

Y. Maekawa, On stability of steady circular flows in a two-dimensional exterior disk. Arch.
Ration. Mech. Anal. 225 (2017), no. 1, 287-374.

Y. Maekawa and A. Mazzucato, The inviscid limit and boundary layers for Navier-Stokes flows.
Handbook of mathematical analysis in mechanics of viscous fluids, 781-828, Springer, Cham,
2018.

T. T. Nguyen and T. T. Nguyen. The inviscid limit of Navier-Stokes equations for analytic
data on the half-space. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 230(3):1103-1129, 2018.

M. Sammartino and R. E. Caflisch. Zero viscosity limit for analytic solutions of the Navier-
Stokes equation on a half-space. II. Construction of the Navier-Stokes solution. Comm. Math.
Phys., 192(2):463-491, 1998.

C. Wang and Y. Wang. Zero-Viscosity Limit of the Navier-Stokes Equations in a Simply-
Connected Bounded Domain Under the Analytic Setting, J. Math. Fluid Mech. (2020)

F. Wang, The three-dimensional inviscid limit problem with data analytic near the boundary.
SIAM J. Math. Anal. 52 (2020), no. 4, 3520-3545.

38



	1 Introduction
	1.1 Previous results
	1.2 Boundary vorticity formulation
	1.3 Main result
	1.4 Difficulties and main ideas

	2 Scaled equations and locally analytic spaces
	2.1 Navier-Stokes equations in the rescaled variables
	2.2 The half-space problem
	2.3 Near boundary analytic spaces

	3 The Stokes problem
	4 Elliptic estimates
	4.1 Elliptic estimates in the analytic region
	4.2 Elliptic estimates in the intermediate region
	4.3 Elliptic estimates away from the boundary

	5 Bilinear estimates
	6 Estimates for vorticity away from the boundary
	7 Nonlinear analysis
	8 Proof of the main theorem

