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We develop a new nonlinear stability method, the Energyigphy (EZ) method, that is specialized to two-
dimensional hydrodynamics; the method is applied t®-@glane flow driven by a sinusoidal body force, and
retarded by drag with damping time-scale'. The standard energy method (Fukuta and Murakami, J. Phys.
Soc. Japang4, 1995, pp 3725) shows that the laminar solution is monotdlyi@nd globally stable in a cer-
tain portion of the(u, 5)-parameter space. The EZ method proves nonlinear stabilitylarger portion of
the (i, B)-parameter space. And by penalizing high wavenumbers, Themé&thod identifies a most strongly
amplifying disturbance that is more physically realistian that delivered by the energy method. Linear insta-
bility calculations are used to determine the region of({fag3)-parameter space where the flow is unstable to
infinitesimal perturbations. There is only a small gap betwthe linearly unstable region and the nonlinearly
stable region, and full numerical solutions show only srralhsient amplification in that gap.

I. INTRODUCTION mation in the geophysical context [18].

Our main concern in this investigation is nonlinear stabil-
ity analysis of Kolmogorov flow. This avenue was opened by
Fukuta and Murakami [19] using the energy method [20, 21].
The energy method provides a sufficient condition for non-
Hinear stability by finding the critical value of the dissfjmn
ensuring that the disturbance energy decreasestonically
energy simultaneously up and down scalé [1, 2]. to zero. qu interest in thi§ question is whether the sepqnd

The signature of Kolmogorov flow is that motion is main- two-dlmensmnal conservation !aw, namely squared vaytici

. . T ) . or enstrophy, might be used to improve the nonlinear stgbili
tained against dissipation by a sinusoidal body force. KoI—results in [10]
mogorov viewed his problem as an idealized example of a In SeclT) W'e formulate the Kolmogorov stability problem
forced-dissipative system in which it might be possiblette u In Sec[Ill we discuss the linear stability of the flow focus.—
derstand the sequence of bifurcations resulting from asere ing on 'the limit in which the drag is much stronger tr’1an vis-
ing the Reynolds number|[3]. The first steps in this pro—Cosity In Sec[TV, we extend the energy-stability conditio
gram were an analysis_ of the viscous_ linear stability prqple of Fukuta and Mu}akami [19] to the-plane and thus obtain
[4,15]. The weakly nonlinear theory, pivoted about the cati a sufficient condition for nonlinear stability. Comparirtet
Reynolds numbey/2, was subsequently developed[s, 7]. results of Sed_Tll with those of Sec. IV, we see that there

Laboratory experiments using either soap filmsL[8, 9], oris 4 region of parameter space in which the flow is linearly
shallow layers/[10], can be driven by electromagnetic fogci  siaple, but the energy method fails to prove nonlinear kstabi
or by the motion of an enveloping gas, so that the body forcgy, |n Sec [ we develop a new nonlinear stability method,
approximates a sinusoid. Thus Kolmogorov’s problem is alsqpe Energy-Enstrophy (EZ) method, which is specialized to
important as an exp_erimentally acces_sible flow in which asyyo-dimensional hydrodynamics. The EZ method provides a
pects of two-dimensional hydrodynamics can be tested.€n thficient condition for stability which is stronger tharetan-
laboratory the main dissipative mechanism is drag on the ads;gy method, and consequently the gap between the results of
jacent walls, rather than lateral viscosity [11, 12]. linear stability and the nonlinearly stable region of pagten

In the geophysical context, the instability of planetaryspace is narrowed, but not eliminated. Secfioh VI concludes
waves on g3-plane [13) 14, 15] is similar to Kolmogorov’s the paper.
problem in many respects. Ekman friction, which is equiva-
lent to sidewall drag in the laboratory, also has a strongpeff

Kolmogorov flow is the simplest example of a two-
dimensional motion forced at a single spatial scale. This pr
vides an opportunity to understand the implications of tina d
conservation laws of energy and enstrophy, the first of whic
is Fjgrtoft's observation that nonlinear interactionsngfer

on the stability of planetary waves [16]. [I. FORMULATION OF THE STABILITY PROBLEM
Another geophysical motivation for studying the Kol-
mogorov problemis the equilibration of baroclinic turbude. With non-dimensional variables, the vorticity equation is

The most unstable mode of baroclinic instability is an expo-

nentially growing sinusoidal flow, that is an exact solutafn V2, + J (¢, V) + B, = vV 4% — uV29 +cos(z — xy) .

the equations of motion. The amplitude of this mode is lim- Q)
ited by a secondary instability, resembling Kolmogorov in-In Eq. (1) the incompressible velocity field is obtained from
stability. By deflecting energy into the barotropic moded an a stream function(x, t) according to(u, v) = (—ty, ¥g).
thence into zonal jets, this secondary instability eqealibs The domain is a doubly periodic squateL x 2w L, where
baroclinic turbulence by direct cascade of the thermal modé. is an integer. The relative vorticity §%, whereV? =
to high wavenumbers [17]. Thus weakly nonlingaplane 92 + 85 is the two-dimensional Laplacian, anf{a, b)
Kolmogorov flow has been studied as a model of zonal jet fora,b, — a,b, is the Jacobian.3 is the gradient of the Cori-
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olis parameter along and the two dissipative mechanisms,
viscosityr and dragu, are represented by the first and second
terms on the right hand side of Ef] (1).

The flow in Eq. [1) is forced by a sinusoidal body-force,
which is the signature of the Kolmogorov flow. In dimensional

variables, the Kolmogorov forcing is specified as
)

7'f_2 coskf(x —x¢);

there is a length scale; ! and a time scale;. To obtain the
non-dimensional formin Eq.11), we have scaled usipgnd

k¢. Thus, if+ denotes a dimensional quantity, then in Ed. (1)

the non-dimensional control parameters gre= 70, /ky,
= T, v = k37pvi andL = ky L. Also in Eq. [1), the
phaser; = tan™! [3/(u + v)] is defined so that there is a
steady laminar solution:

YL(z) = —acosz, (3)
where the amplitude of the laminar flow is
1
a(B,p,v) = 4)

A. Dynamicsof thedisturbance

The disturbance(x, t) to the laminar stream function is
defined by

1/J(w7t) = 1/JL(‘T) + (p(:v,t) ) (5)

and the equation of motion af is obtained by substituting

Eq. (8) into Eq.[(1)

Vi + J(, V) +asinz (Vo +¢) + Beos

Y

(6)

The disturbance energy,, and enstrophy’,, are defined
as

=vVip — uV3p.

E, = % (IVe|*) and Z,=-{((V?¢)?), (7)

N =

where(- - -) denotes spatial average over the whole domain.
Multiplying Eqg. (8) by, and averaging gives the disturbance

energy equation:

dE,

5 ¢ (patpycosa) —2uE, —2vZ, . (8)

Multiplying by V2 and averaging produces the disturbance

enstrophy equation:

dz,

5 ¢ (patpycosa) —2uZ, — 2P, , (9)

whereP, = 1 (|[VV2¢|?) is the disturbance palinstrophy.

time

FIG. 1: (Color online) Disturbance enerdy, (¢) from the numeri-
cal solution of Eq.[{ll) with3 = 0 andr = 10~3. The results are
normalized by the laminar enerdyy = iaQ. The solid and dashed
curves illustrate the transient growth |, when the laminar solu-
tion ¢ (z) is globally stable, but not monotonically globally stable.
The dot-dashed curve illustrates monotonic global stgb#ind the
dotted curve shows the development of a linearly unstabie -
tion.

namelya (@, p, cos z), appearsin Eq{8) and in EG] (9). Thus
subtracting Eq{9) from Eq.I8) gives

1d
§E(E¢ - Zy)=—wE, — Z,) —vZ, +vP,. (10)
This cancellation is a general property of flows forced by a
single Helmholtz eigenmode, and is the basis for recent con-
straints on the spectral distribution of energy and enstyop

in two-dimensional turbulence [22, 123,]24]. if = 0 then
solution of Eq.[(ID) shows that the differentg(t) — Z,,(t)
decays exponentially to zero. This observation is the bEsis

the EZ method in sectidn]V.

B. Linear instability, global stability and monotonic global
stability

Following Josephl[20], we say that the laminar solution
i (x) is globally stable if for all initial disturbances

lim E,(t) =0.

t—o0

(11)

An even stronger form of stability isonotonic global stabil-
ity, meaning thatlE, /dt < 0 for all ¢ > 0. In both cases the
laminar solution ultimately attracts all initial conditen

Global stability does not forbid transient increase&it)
e.g., see Figldl. It is a limitation of the standard energy
method, reviewed in sectidn ]V, that only monotonic global

Itis remarkable that the disturbance energy and distudbancstability can be established. Using the EZ method, we show
enstrophy are generated at equal rates i.e., the same souritesectior Y that there is a region of parameter space within



3

which Kolmogorov flow is globally stable, but not monoton- Giveni,eut (B, ), the neutral surface is traced using the para-
ically globally stable. The solid and dashed curves in Eig. Imetric equations:
illustrate this situation.

A flow is said to be linearly unstable if the linearized ver- _ B (18a)
sion of Eq.[(6) has exponentially growing eigensolutiontssT [52 + (fineus + )2]H/4 ’
is the subject of sectidn]ll. freut
= —= , (18b)
[52 + (ﬂncut + D)Q]IM
I11. LINEARINSTABILITY V= Y (18c¢)

[32 + (ﬁneut + ﬂ)2]1/4 .

Our goal in this section is to find the “neutral surface” in The expressions above follow from Edl (4), E0.1(15) and
the (u, 3, v)-space below whichy (z) is linearly unstable. Eq. (IT). The neutral surface is obtained from Hq. (18a)
We linearize Eq.[{6) and write in Floquet form|[12, 14]: through Eq.[(I8c) by varying the parametéfs ) between

0 andoo.

o, 1) = R{rtrang@) | (12)
B. Gill'sinequality
/2 and@(x) has the same periodicity as

where—1/2 < k <1
= ¢(z+ 27). The resulting eigenproblem is

di(x), ie.o(@) In the inviscid casey = 0, an argument of Gill [14] and
Lorenz [138] shows that it is sufficient to search for unstable

[iz?(D2 — 13?2 4 Isinx(D* =17 4+1) — iBD} @ modes within the circle,
=\ND?*-1%)¢, (13) E4+12<1. (19)

In Appendix[A we show that Eq[{19) also applies to lin-
early unstable modes of the viscous problem. Gill's inequal
d - wtip ity underscores Fjgrtoft’s result [1] by showing that a girogv
D= 1 +ik, A= P (14)  eigenmode must transfer energy to spatial scales which are
larger than that of the laminar flow in E§J (3).

where the differential operatd? and the eigenvalug are

The two parameters in Eq.(13) are defined as

C. Theinviscidcase, v =0

b

SHEeY

(15)

)

A
MMl
SN

The procedure outlined above is particularly simple in the

The basic flow is linearly unstable if there existsarwith inviscid caser = 0. The inviscid neutral curve in thigs, 8)-
positive imaginary part, i.63{w} = aS{\} — p > 0. plane is the solid curve in Fifjl 3. The neutral curve inteisec
the py-axis aty = 0.52. After disentangling notational dif-
ferencesy = 0.52 agrees with Thess’s value for unbounded
Kolmogorov flow [12].

An interesting feature of the neutral curve is the appeaanc
) . ] of a kink at the poinf:(u, 8) = (0.37,0.46). This is due to

For a given pair of 3, 7), we solve Eq.[(TI3) numerically to 5 change in character of the most unstable mode, evident be-
obtain the eigenvalue spectrum,, (k,[; 3,7)} as a function  tween the first and third panels of Fig. 2. As one moves along
of the wavenumbetk,!). The integem on X, indexes the the neutral curve by decreasipgthe peak eigenvalue on the
eigenbranch. Once we possess the spectrum, we define the= 0 line is getting smaller and is eventually overtaken by

A. Tracing theneutral surface

function another peak emerging at a location witk: 0. Consequently
R ~ R the wavenumbei of the most unstable mode discontinuously
fneut (B, V) = max S (k,;8,0)}. (16)  jumpsfromk = 0to k = 0.15 at K. Figur4 shows the tran-

sition by plotting the variation ofi,..; and the wavenumber

) - - of the most unstable mode along the neutral curve.

Figure[2 showsnax, S{\,(k,l;3,7)} at four values ofu We find that for all growing modes, except for those with

and 3 which happen to fall on the inviscid neutral curve. .. — ( the real part ofv is non-zeroR{w} # 0. Hence

The functionjine: (8, 7) in Eq. (16) is obtained by searching the jump ink to a non-zero value as decreases also signals

through the(k, 1)-plane in FiguréR to find the maximum. that the most unstable mode becomes a traveling wave. In
Because/ineut — ¢ is the growth rate of the most unstable summary, along the neutral curve in Fig. 3, the most unstable

mode, the neutral surface in the, 3, v)-space is defined by  modes to the right of poink are stationary disturbances with

~ k = 0, and those on the left of poiit” are traveling waves

n= aﬁneut (Ba I)) . (17) with & 7& 0.
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FIG. 2: (Color online) This showsax,, S{\.(k,; 3,7 = 0)} as a function ok and!; dark areas are regions of large values. The values of

(1, B) in the titles are obtained by substitutifgand the peak valugineus, into Eq. [I8&) and Eq_(18b).
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FIG. 4: (Color online) Variation of (gineut, defined in Eq[(16), and
(b) wavenumber(k, ) of the most unstable mode along the linear

stability neutral curve. The dashed lines in (a) show thequiése
linear approximation Eq[{21).

FIG. 3: Results from linear stability analysis of Efl (1). rFbe
inviscid caser = 0, the solid line is the neutral curve. The pofst
is where the most unstable mode changes character. £ab.1, the
dashed line is the neutral curve.

D. Theeffectsof viscosity

We mention that in the inviscid case, the neutral curve can
be written as Whenv # 0, the neutral curve can be traced out by a sim-
ilar procedure. The dashed curve in Higl. 3 is the result for

v = 0.1, showing the stabilizing effect of. Forv = 1073,

8= fipeut — 2 (20) the neutral curve is indisguishable from the inviscid cuine
p? ’ dicating the limitr — 0 is non-singular. We find a kink"
in the neutral curve, and a corresponding change in the-struc
and Fig[2(a) indicates that ture of the most unstable mode, always appearsat0.46,
independent of.
fineut (1) =~ 0.26 — 0124, 0<pu<037, (21a)
fineut (1) = 0.09 4+ 034, 037 < <0.52. (21b) IV. THE ENERGY METHOD

Substituting Eq.[{21) into Eg_(R0) gives an approximate ex- We now turn to the stability of the basic flow E@J (3) us-
pression for thev = 0 neutral curve; this approximation ing the energy method. Fukuta and Murakam! [19] have pre-
matches the numerical result to within the line width in Bg.  viously considered this problem with = 0. It is easy to



adapt their results to nonzefbbecause the disturbance en-
ergy equation does not involve 3 enters the energy method

only through the laminar amplitude(s, 11, v) in Eq. (2). 5.07
We begin by rewriting the disturbance energy equation 454
Eq. (8) as :
4.0
dE‘/’ —_
o = 2(aR[p] —p)E, —2vZ,, (22) o -
where 304
(pzpy cOST)
Rlp| = —FL—~. (23) 2.5+
W= eem
2.0-
The homogeneous function@lrepresents the transfer of en- 0

ergy by Reynolds’ stresses between the basic flow and the per-
turbation flow.

The basic idea of the energy method is that if the dissipative
parameterg andv are large enough, then the right hand sideFIG. 5: (Color online) Eigenvalue of the gravest mode of EX§)(
of Eq. (22) is negative for all possibles (not juste’s which Xo(k,1). The minim.um. isak = 0 and/ — oco. The inseF shows a
happen to satisfy the equations of motion). This implies thaCut alongk = 0 (solid line); Ao (0, 1) decreases monotonically from
the disturbance energy decreases monotonically to zedb, a v2atl = 0to2asl — co. The dashed line is the approximation
that the laminar solution is monotonically globally stable a. [B8).

For instance, since

(ealley) 1 the energy-stability boundary in tHg, 5)-plane is given by
Rlp] < W < 3 (24) p=aRg,or

2
it follows from Eq. [22) that B =4 R—f — 2. (28)
1

dE, <2 (E - M) E,, (25)  SinceXR[y] is a homogeneous functional, we can fiRg by
dt 2 maximizing(¢. ¢, cos z) subject to the constraiftVe|?) =
and Gronwall’'s inequality implies that 1. This leads to the Euler-Largrange equation,
1
E,(t) < elam20t, (26) (D? —1%)p =ilA (cosxD —3 sin :v) @, (29)

Thatis, ifa < 2u then the laminar flow in EQL{3) is monoton- whereD is the differential operator defined in EG.{14) and the
ically globally stable. This conclusion relies on the seggly | agrange multiplier appears as a real eigenvaluéhenR
crude inequality in Eq[(24) and one expects that a strongeg given byl /i, WhereAms, is the minimum eigenvalue.
condition for monotonic global stability might be obtaineyl Again we represenp using the Floquet form in EqL{12)
working harder and solving the variational problem suggst (but now withw = 0) and solve Eq[{29) numerically to obtain
by maximizing the right hand side of Eq.(22). In this spirit \,(k, 1), the eigenvalue of the gravest mode, as a function of

we recapitulate some of the variational results in [19] B¢ di ; and!. Figure® displays\o(k, ) above thek, 1)-plane and
cussing the simplest case= 0 in some detalil. the conclusion is that

)\min = H]illn AO(kv l) = 25 (30)
A. Theinviscid case, v = 0 '
with the minimum achieved & = 0 and! — oco. The numer-

With v = 0, let R» be the maximum oR[¢] over all func- ical result Eq.[(3D) is supported by the analysis of Eql (R9) i

. i - e Appendi{B.
tion satisfying the periodic boundary conditions:
v(®) fying P y The conclusioRg = 1/ = 1/2 is anticipated pre-
Rp = max R[] . (27)  cisely by the simple inequality in Ed_(R4): in the inviscid
® case the variational solution does not improve the eneggy st

bility boundary at all. The only reward from the variational

solution is that it provides the form of the most dangerogs di
' turbancepg(x). The analysis in AppendixIB suggests that

this disturbance can be approximated by the trial function

According to the energy-stability method, the functiog(x)
which maximizesR is the “most dangerous disturbance”
meaning the most efficient energy-releasing disturbance.
Applying Gronwall's inequality to Eq[(22), itRg < u
then £, decays monotonically to zero and the laminar so-

. . l
lution is monotonically globally stable. Hence with= 0, p(x) ~ 113?0 cos [l(y + sin z)] exp (5 o 2:6) - G
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FIG. 6: The functionalR (Eg. [23)) evaluated at the trial function
Eqg. [31) with differentl. The inset shows the trial function with
l=4.

FIG. 7: A summary showing three different stability bouridarfor
two-dimensional Kolmogorov flow. The dashed curve is thetmra¢u
curve of the linear stability documented in Section IlI; thetted
curve is the energy stability boundary in EQ.(32); the sclidve
Fig.[@ shows thaR evaluated at the trial function above indeed IS the EZ stability boundary in Ed.(#0). The poikt at (u, 5) =
approaches one-half &s- oc. (0.3.7, 0.46) is where the most ungtable linear mode changes from a
The Reynolds’ stresses of the most dangerous disturban&tionary disturbance to a traveling wave.
are concentrated in the neighbourhood@fx = +1. Since
there is no penalty attached to using very small spatiakscal 3.0
in the functionalR[y], this concentration can be made ever |
more intense by taking — oo. The trial function shown |
in the inset of Fig[k illustrates this strategy for maximii 4.0 ‘\
Rlp]. But pg(x) is realized only in thé — oo limit, and [
this is distinctly unphysical. This point is discussed ffiertin v\ L« STABLE
Sectiorl V. \
With Rp = 1/2, it follows from Eq. [28) that the inviscid
energy-stability boundary is given by

1

B = 4—H2 — p2. (32)
Eq. (32) is plotted as a dotted curve in Hig. 7. Despite the
pathology discussed above, it is remarkable that the energy
stability boundary parallels the linear-stability neticarve
of Sectior Il even though the parameteenters the energy
method only through the function(3, i1, v) in Eq. (4). This
is an indication that the grossest features of the instwlaitie
determined by the amplitude of the laminar solution and th
disturbance energy equation Eg.1(22).

q:IG. 8: This shows energy-stability boundaries in thes) parame-
ter plane. The flow is monotonically globally stable if theguaeters
(8, 1, v) locate it above the appropriate curve.

B. Theviscous case

] ] ] . ) One other point of interest is the wavenumhesf the most
Turning now tov # 0, the main point of interest is how  gangerous disturbance. Fig. 9 shows the dependericeaf
small viscosity affects the energy-stability curve in |g.In -, |n agreement with the small-wavenumber expangioh [19],
this case the solution of the variational problem can pread ¢ v/p > 0.0204 thenl, = 0 andRg = 1//3(1 + v/p).

substantial improvement over the simple inequality EQ).(24 aqditional asymptotic analysis of ours (not presented here
Following Fukuta and Murakami [19], the viscous version of ¢, \vs that it/ /; < 0.0204 then

Eq. (29) can be solved numerically and the results are shown
in Fig.[8. Asv — 0 the energy-stability curves limit to the in- l ( L

1/3
viscid curve in Eq.[(32). Thus the limit — 0 is not singular. 5) +0 (V). (33)



T solutions starting outside & Z are quickly attracted t& Z;
panels (b) and (c) show that solutions starting-id, remain
close toEZ. The trajectories withy = 0.4 in panels (a)
and (b) show two unstable solutions; nonlinearity halts the
growth of the disturbance so that both trajectories asytapto
to (E,, Z,) ~ (0.49,0.49) ast — oo. The solutions with
© = 0.61 in panels (a) and (c) show disturbances whose en-
ergy decays monotonically to zero (although= 0.61 is be-
low the energy stability boundary). These numerical result
with 0 < v < u, show thatE'Z is an attracting set with small
but nonzero viscosity.

To obtain an energy-stability bound fdZ-disturbances

i we seek
Rez = max Rlg]. (36)
8 0 0.5 1 This is equivalent to maximizin®[y] in Eq. (23) subject to
. V/O-0204U ' the constraints
(IVel?) = ((V*¢)*) = 1. (37)

FIG. 9: This shows the dependence of the wavenunibexf the

most dangerous disturbance en(The most dangerous disturbance The solutionpz () is the most dangerousZ-disturbance.

hask. = 0 for all ) If v > 0.02044 thenl, = 0. As v decreases The search in EqL(36) is over a smaller set than the one used
L. increases and ultimately, as show in the inderty v~ /%, to defineR in Eq. (27), and s® gz < Rg. In anticipation of
the variational calculation in the next subsection, we néma
that

In the limit v — 0 we recover the inviscid result = co. 1

Furthermore, the argument surrounding Eq.](A7) shows that
the Floquet wavenumber of afiZ-disturbance must satisfy

Gill's inequality Eq. . Thus the pathology of the ener
The gap between the neutral curve and the energy-stability, 1h g ig avo?:jeg. (19) P 9y 9y

boundary in Fig[l7 reflects the stark difference between the The disturbance energy of @ -disturbance satisfies
linearly unstable eigenmodes and the most efficient energy-

releasing disturbance identified by the energy method.iSpec dE, < 2(aRpz — p)E (39)
ically, the wavenumbers of the exponentially growing linea dt — v

modes satisfy Gill's inequality EgL_(119) while, according t and Gronwall assures us that the energy decays monotgnicall
the energy method, the most efficient energy-releasingrist to zero provided thaiRz; < p. Using the definition of. in

bance has a wavenumb@r; /) = (0, oc). To improve on the  Eq. (4), this condition leads to the EZ stability curve
energy method, the energy-enstrophy (EZ) method uses both

the disturbance energy and enstrophy.

V. THE ENERGY-ENSTROPHY METHOD

2
h_

B= 5 — 12, (40)
0]
A. TheEZ method,v =0 shown as a solid curve in Figl 7. The trajectories wyith=
0.61 in panels (a) and (c) of Fif. 110 show two solutions just to
With v = 0, Eq. [I0) implies that the nght of the EZ _stablllty curve in Figl 7.
In Fig.[d there is a gap between the EZ curve and the
E,(t) — Zy(t) = e 2 [E,(0) — Z,(0)] . (34)  energy-stability curve. In this regiohZ-disturbances de-

cay monotonically, while general initial disturbances hiig
Thus, although an arbitrary initial condition may not fall i have amplifying disturbance energy. In fact, initial arfipli
the set cation can be assured by deploying the trial function on the
right of Eq. [31) att = 0. We argue heuristically that this
EZ = {w(cc) B, = Zw} , (35)  amplification can only be transient: Ef.134) shows that the
set in Eq.[(3b) attracts all initial conditions. Thus, sirfcE-
the solution to Eq.[{6) (withv=0) is attracted bywZ. And if  disturbances decay monotonically to zero, general irdiig
the initial disturbance does happen to fall withiiZ then it  turbances will also eventually decay to zero as they evolve
stays withinEZ. We refer to initial conditions which fall in towardsEZ via Eq. [34). We are arguing heuristically that in
EZ as “E Z-disturbances”. the gap between the EZ curve and the energy-stability curve
Figure[10 illustrates the approach to the attractingfs8t  the laminar solution is globally stable, but not monotohyjca
using a numerical solution of Ed.](6). Panel (a) shows thaglobally stable.
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FIG. 10: (Color online) Trajectories of some illustrativ@gions of
Eqg. (8) in the[E,(t), Z,(t)]-plane; all solutions havgé = 0 and
1072 < v < 5 x 1072, The dashed line marks the sBtZ in

Eqg. [35).

B. TheEZ variational problem

To obtain Rpz = 0.3571 in Eq. (38), we maximize

211

xns

FIG. 11: The most dangerousZ-disturbance Eq[(44) calculated
using the final row of TABLEII.

Ao Az A4 Bl B3 l :REZ

14142 — — 1.2872 — 0.6436 0.2929
2.1561 0.2764 — 1.3010 — 0.4253 0.3556
2.2141 0.2694 — 1.2983 0.0371 0.4171 0.3571

2.2175 0.2689 0.0037 1.2984 0.0376 0.4166 0.3571

TABLE I: The estimate ofRgz in the final column quickly con-

(pspy cosz) subject to the constraints that the disturbanceverges to the numerical value indicated in EgJ (38) as morastén
enstrophy and energy are both equal to one-half. A directhe Fourier series Ed._{#4) are retained.

assault based on solving the Euler-Lagrange equation is de-

scribed in Appendik . It is more instructive to develop some

intuition using the trial function
w = Apcosly — Bysinlysinz, (42)

for which
(pzipy cos) = ilAOBl . (42)

With the constraints in Eq[{87), the parametégsand B,
are expressed in terms of the wavenumband substituted
into Eq. [42). Thus the trial-function in Eq._(41) leads te th
estimate

(1-2)

REZ ~ mlax l

The maximum of the right hand sidelis-2—/2 = 0.293 - - -,
which is achieved af = /2 — 1. This is a lower bound on
fREz.

To more closely approximatz, we generalize Eq[{41)
to

@ = cosly Z Agy, cos2nz —sin ly Z Boyq1sin(2n+1)x.

n=0 n=0
(44)

provides an estimate &g~ that quickly converges to the nu-
merical value indicated in E4.(B8). Fig.]11 illustratesniast
dangeroust Z-disturbance calculated using the final row of
TABLE

VI. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

We have studied the instability of geophysical£ 0) Kol-
mogorov flow and focussed on the limit in which drag is much
stronger than viscosity; > v. We show that the form of the
fastest exponentially growing eigenmodes changes alyruptl
from stationary disturbances to traveling waves as one move
along the neutral curve in th@u, ) plane. In this sense,

5 strongly affects the instability. Nonetheless, the sigbil
boundary obtained by the energy method [19] is reasonably
close, and parallel, to the linear-stability neutral curBz-
causes enters the energy method only through the amplitude
of the laminar solution i.eq(3, i, v) in Eq. (@), this success
indicates that the main features of the instability are dete
mined bya and the disturbance energy equation.

It is striking that the most unstable inviscid disturbance
identified by the energy method is unphysical because it is
strictly realized only in the infinite wavenumber limit;— oc.

TABLE [l summarizes the result of retaining more terms inDespite this issue, the energy method still delivers a uisefu

the Fourier series Eq._(#4). Optimization ov&y, B,, andl

sufficient condition for global monotonic stability.
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In sectior ¥, we extend the energy method by incorporat-The first factor is non-negative, and consequently a growing
ing information based on the disturbance enstrophy equatio eigenmode must have more energy than enstrophy:
This EZ method results in a third stability boundary, the EZ
boundary, that lies closer to the neutral curve than does the E,(0) > Z,(0). (A5)

energy-stability boundary. One might therefore conclundé t

the additional information provided by enstrophy producedn the inviscid case considered by Gill [14], the result Bp)
only a quantitative narrowing of the gap between energy stalS an equality following immediately from Ed. (A1) without

bility and linear stability. However the main interest etz the Cauchy-Schwarz excursion. .
method is that it identifies a particular type of slowly evnty To obtain the inequality EqL(19), substitute the Floquet

disturbances i.e., those disturbances belonging to the get  form Eq. [12), with
in Eq. (3%). The EZ method relies on identifying the most

unstgble disturbance nZ, and.thls d|§turbance, given ap- o(z) = Z oneine (AB)
proximately by the Fourier coefficients in TABLE I, has finite i
enstrophy.

The various types of stability we have discussed here chainto Eq. [A3):
acterize the neighbourhood of the laminar solutigriz) in
Eq. (3). However Doering and Constantin|[25} 26] have re- = 9\ 19 9
cently devised a variational procedure in which notions of Z (1 o hn) hlenl” 2 0.
energy stability are applied to statistically steady tleht

flow. This results in bounds on important large-scale quanapoven? = (k-+n)2+12 is the wavenumber of theth wave

tities, such as the mechanical energy dissipation and tae he; "\ Floguet series. Recalling thatl /2 < k < 1/2, it is
flux. A motivation for this paper has been the possibility of easy to see that — hQ' is negative ifjn| > Y Canseq’uently

applying or generalizi_ng the technique of Dpering an_d.Con-the inequality above can only be satisfied becauseh3 or
stantin to two-dimensional turbulence. In this contexsies- | _ h2, are positive. This requirement implies EG.)(19).

sential to take account of enstrophy conservation, pertiaps
the notion of EZ-stability.

(A7)

n=—oo

APPENDIX B: THE INVISCID ENERGY STABILITY

EIGENPROBLEM
Acknowledgments

In this appendix we use perturbation theory to analyze the

_ This work was supported by the National Science Foundagjgenproblem EqLT29) in various limits. The analysis can be
tion by grant number OCE07-26320 and OCE02-20362. simplified by the transformatioh [1.9]

ilAsinz

APPENDIX A: EXTENSION OF GILL'SINEQUALITY TO @(x) = exp { } 0(x). (B1)

INCLUDE VISCOSITY

This results in

Gill's inequality in Eq. [I9) restricts the Floguet wavenum )

ber of an exponentially growing eigenmode to lie within the ﬁ 4 21]{% 42 A coszr—1)—k2|6=0. (B2)
unit circle in the(k,)-plane. To prove this result, observe  dz? dz 4 '
that a growing eigenmode of the Floquet form Eq] (12) satis-

fies Eq. [(ID). Thus Fukuta and Murakam| [19] solve Ed. (B2) for the gravest
eigenmode in the small wavenumber limit:
(wi + 1) [Ex(0) = Z,(0)] = vP,(0) —vZ,(0), (A1)

1. . 4
wherew; > 0 is the imaginary part ab and E,(0) et cetera ¢ =1+ Z(kQ +1?) cos 2z — glk(kQ +1%)sin 2z + O(k, 1)*,

is the initial energy et cetera of the eigenmode. (B3)
The disturbance enstrophy can be written as with the corresponding gravest eigenvalue
—_ 1 2 )\2 k2 /€2 12
Zp=—5 (Ve - VV), (A2) A (1 + 1—2) (2 o > Lok, (B4

so that the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality implies
) This shows that agk, 1) — (0,0), with I # 0, \g — 21/2.
Zp S Pply. (A3) We now consider the complementary case 0 andl > 1;

. . 2 . we define a small parameter by = /~!. Numerical solu-
ReplacingP, (0) in Eq. (1) by Z3(0)/E,(0) we obtain an tion of Eq. [B2) indicates that the minimum af (%, 1) is at
inequality equivalent to . X

Xo(0,00) = 2 and we are seeking some analytic assurance
Z,(0) of this hypothesis. The eigenfunction is concentrated @ th

(wi Tt VEAO)) [ (0) = Z,(0)] 2 0. (A4) neighbourhood of: = 0 where%2 cos’z — 1in Eq. (B2) is
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slightly positive. Thus we expanas?z ~ 1 — 2% + O(x%) to zero results in the Euler-Lagrange equation
and introduce a boundary-layer coordinafe= x/¢ so that
Eq. reduces to 1
&2 pVio+ (p—q)Vip =S pysine — gy cosz.  (C2)
A2 —4 )2 2

Oxx + (—2 - —X2) 0=0(e). (B)
de 4 Multiplying Eq. (C2) by, and taking the spatial average, we

We recognize the quantum harmonic oscillator equation angeduce that

thus obtain the eigenvalues as
q = (patpy cosz) . (C3)

2 _
An 24:2n—|—1, n=20,1,2,... (B6) . . .
2X\ne€ Writing ¢ in the Floquet form Eq[{12) (witkk = 0), we solve
Eq. [C2) by regarding as an eigenvalue andas a parameter,
for different values of and! satisfying the Gill's inequality
~9 4] -2 B7 E_q. 19). Flor a giver, admissible s_olytions are the subset of
Ao + +O () (B7) eigenfunctions of Eq[{C2) that satisfies

Hence, the eigenvalue of the gravest mode=(0) is

and)y — 2 asl — oo.

The expression Vol|?
p (o 1= ©4
A2 V1 2]2
A g VEECE 912 (9998, ..
4 1+ cl?

(B8) REz, defined in Eq.[(38), is then given by the maximgrat

agrees with Eq.[{B4) whei = 0 and! < 1, and with which such solutions exist. Now, we know that
Eq. (B7) if k = 0 and/ > 1. The inset of Figur€]5 shows
that the interpolation EqL_(B8) is a good approximation ® th 0.3571 < ¢ <0.5. (C5)
numerically computed eigenvalues for &ll The upper limit is what we get if we ditch the enstrophy con-
straint and perform the maximization within the larger slaf
functions satisfying only|V¢|?) = 1. The lower limit is ob-
APPENDIX C: THE EZ EULER-LAGRANGE EQUATION tained from the trial function method described in sediidal Vv
Thus, we only need to search ffg, within the range in
The direct approach to solve the EZ variational problem inEQ. (C3). The resulti®gz = 0.3571 with p = 0.0069, this
section[ VB is to include the two constraints Elg.](37) usingoccurs atc = 0 and/ = 0.4166. These numbers are virtually
two Lagrange multipliers andg. Thus setting the variational the same as the trial function result given in the final row of
derivative of TABLE [ We observe that in both the energy method and the
EZ method, the most unstable disturbance has wavenumber
(patpy cosz) — q{|Ve*) +p [{|[Vel> — (V?9)*)] (C1) k=0, we have notbeen able to prove this result analytically.
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