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A WELL-POSEDNESS THEORY FOR THE PRANDTL
EQUATIONS IN THREE SPACE VARIABLES

C.-J. LIU, Y.-G. WANG, AND T. YANG

ABSTRACT. The well-posedness of the three space dimensional Prandtl equa-
tions is studied under some constraint on its flow structure. It reveals that
the classical Burgers equation plays an important role in determining this type
of flow with special structure, that avoids the appearance of the complicated
secondary flow in the three-dimensional Prandtl boundary layers. And the suf-
ficiency of the monotonicity condition on the tangential velocity field for the
existence of solutions to the Prandtl boundary layer equations is illustrated in
the three dimensional setting. Moreover, it is shown that this structured flow
is linearly stable for any three-dimensional perturbation.
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1. INTRODUCTION

To describe the behavior of viscous flows in a neighborhood of physical bound-
ary qualitatively and quantitatively is a classical problem both in theoretical and
applied fluid mechanics. It was observed by L. Prandtl in his seminal work [19]
that, away from the boundary the flow is mainly driven by convection so that the
viscosity can be negligible, while in a small neighborhood of physical boundary
the effect of the viscosity plays a significant role in the flow. Hence, there exists
a thin transition layer near the boundary, in which the behavior of flow changes
dramatically, this transition layer is so-called the boundary layer.

Mathematically, taking the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations as the gov-
erned system for the viscous flow with velocity being non-slip on the boundary, in
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Prandtl’s theory, letting € be the viscosity coefficient, outside the layer of thickness
\/€ near the boundary, the flow is approximated by an inviscid one, and it is basi-
cally governed by the incompressible Euler equations; on the other hand, inside the
layer, the convection and the viscosity balance so that the flow can be modelled by
a system derived from the Navier-Stokes equations by asymptotic expansion, that
is, the Prandtl boundary layer equations. The formal derivation of the Prandtl
equations can be found in [I9], for example.

In the Prandt]l boundary layer equations, the tangential velocity profile satisfies
a system of nonlinear degenerate parabolic equations, and the incompressibility of
flow still holds in the layer, so the tangential and normal velocities are coupled by the
divergence-free constraint. The main difficulties in studying the Prandtl equations
lie in the degeneracy, mixed type, nonlinearity and non-local effect in the system, so
that the classical mathematical theories of partial differential equations can hardly
be applied. For this, in more than one hundred years since the Prandtl equations
were derived, there is still no general mathematical theory on the well-posedness
nor a rigorous justification of the viscous limit of the Navier-Stokes equations to
the superposition of the Prandtl and Euler equations except in the framework of
analytic functions by using the abstract Cauchy-Kowaleskaya theory (cf. [4, [13] [20]
etc.) or under the assumption that the vorticity of the Euler flow is supported away
from the boundary ([I5]). However, the analytic property rules out the physical
singularity, so more physical function spaces for solutions need to be sought.

On the other hand, under the monotonicity condition on the tangential velocity,
local well-posedness was obtained in two space dimension in the classical work by
Oleinik and her collaborators ([I7) [I8]), and then the global existence of a weak
solution with extra favorable condition on pressure by Xin and Zhang in [24]. These
existence results rely on the Crocco transformation which transfers the degenerate
and mix-typed system to a scalar degenerate parabolic equation in two dimensional
case. Motivated by the fact that energy method can be well applied to the Navier-
Stokes equations, a new approach was introduced in [2] to study the well-posedness
theory in Sobolev spaces by using a direct energy method without using the Crocco
transformation. A similar result was also obtained in [14].

We would like to emphasize that there is basically no well-posedness theory for
the three dimensional Prandtl equations except the analytic case [20], mainly due to
the extra difficulties coming from secondary flow appeared in the three dimensional
boundary layers ([16]) and the complicated structure of boundary layers arising
from the multi-dimensional velocity fields. Indeed, the well-posedness of the Prandtl
equations in three space variables is one of the important open questions proposed
by Oleinik and Samokhin on page 500 in their classical monograph [1§].

The main purpose of this paper is to study the well-posedness in the function
spaces of finite smoothness, of the initial-boundary value problem for the three
dimensional Prandtl equations in the domain {t > 0, (z,y) € D, z > 0} for a fixed
D C R?, that is,

Oru + (udy + v0y + wd, )u + yp = O%u,
O + (udy + vy + W, )v + dyp = 0w,
(1.1) Ozu + Oyv + 0, w = 0,
(w.w)leco =0, lim_(u,v) = (U(t2.9).V{t.2.9))
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where (U(t,x,y), V(t,z,y)) and p(t, z,y) are the tangential velocity fields and pres-
sure on the boundary {z = 0} of the Euler flow, satisfying

{atU +UBU +VO,U + dyp =0,

1.2
(1-2) OV + U,V + Vo,V +d,p=0.

One of the key observations in this paper is that a special structure of the Fuler
flow and the initial-boundary conditions can lead to the existence of a solution to
the three dimensional Prandtl equations with the same structure. Even though the
existence of this kind of three dimensional boundary layer relies on the structure
condition, it does give an existence theory for the three dimensional Prandtl sys-
tem for which almost no other mathematical theory is known so far. Moreover,
the monotonicity of the tangential velocity in the normal direction that is better
understood in two dimensional space can now be illustrated in the three dimen-
sional problem. In addition, it is interesting to find out that the classical Burgers
equation plays an important role in constructing this kind of flow with structure.

Precisely, without loss of generality, assume that the outer Euler flow takes the
following form on the boundary {z = 0},

(1.3) (Ut,2,y), k(t, 2, y)U(t, 2,y),0; p(t,z,y)),

with U(t, z,y) > 0. We are trying to construct a solution of the three dimensional
Prandtl equations (LLI)) with the same structure

(14) (U(t, €, y7 Z)7 k(ta x, y)u(tu x, y7 2)7 ’LU(t, €, y7 Z))u

with u(t, x,y, z) being strictly increasing in z > 0. If this kind flow exists, then
the special form () of the boundary layer profile shows that the direction of the
tangential velocity field in the boundary layer is invariant in the normal variable z,
consequently the secondary flow does not appear. Plugging the form (L4) into the
second equation in (LI]), we get

(k) + (udy + kudy + wd.)(ku) + dyp — kdZu = 0,
which implies
(1.5) u [0k + uw(0y + kOy)k] — kOyp + Oyp = 0,
by using the first equation of (LIJ).
Noting that k(¢,x,y) is independent of z, by differentiating (LA with respect to
z, it follows
0. u0k + 2ud,u(dy + k0y)k = 0,
which implies
(1.6) Ok + 2u(0y + kOy )k =0,

where we have used the fact that d,u > 0. Differentiating (LG with respect to z
gives the Burgers equation

(1.7) (9 + kD, )k = 0.

Combining (L8) with ([I), we get 0:k = 0. Plugging these equalities into (L),
it follows

(1.8) Oyp — kOyp =0,

which means that (9,p, dyp) is parallel to both the velocity field of out Euler flow
and the tangential velocity field in the boundary layer.
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Based on the above calculation, from now on, we impose the following condition
(H) on the outer flow and the function k:

(H1) in the domain {t > 0, (z,y) € D,z > 0} with a smooth bounded region
D C R2, the function k depends on (z,y) only, and satisfies the Burgers
equation (7)) in D. Furthermore, the set 7= \ v_ contains finite number
of points, where

(1.9) v- = {(z,y) € 0D| (1, k(z,y)) - 7i(x,y) < 0},

with 7i(z, y) being the unit outward normal vector of D at (z,y) € 8D, and
7= is the closure of v_ on the boundary 9D;
(H2) the Euler flow
(Ut 2.y), k(z,y)U(t,2,y),0,p(t,2,y))

with U(t, z,y) > 0, satisfies

U + UdU + kU, U + 8,p = 0,

(1.10) U+ + yU + Ozp
Oyp — kOzp = 0.

The main problem (MP) to be studied in this paper can be formulated as follows.

(MP) Under the above assumption (H), to study the well-posedness for the fol-
lowing problem of the Prandtl equations in the domain Q7 = {0 < ¢t <
T,(z,y) € D,z > 0}:

Ou + (udy + v0y + WO, )u — O2u = —dyp,
O + (udy + vy, + wd,)v — O2v = —d,p,
Ozu + Oyv + 0, w = 0,

(1.11)
u|z:0 = w|z:0 = 07 zEr—iI-loo(u7U) = (U(tu z, y)7 k(xay)U(tu xz, y))7

(uvv)|8Q; = (ul(tv'rvya Z)a k(I, y)ul(ta z,y, Z))v

(’U,, v)|t:0 = (UO(Ia Y, Z)v k({E, y)UO(Ia Y, Z))v
where Q7 = (0,T] x v— x Ry with y_ being given in (L9).
The main results on the well-posedness of the initial boundary value problem

(CII) in given in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1 (Main Result). Under the above conditions (H1)-(H2) with k €
C'%(D) and (U,p) € C((0,T] x D) for a fized T > 0, assume that

up € C°(D x RY), uy € C**(0Q7),
have the following properties:
(1) d,up > 0,0.u1 >0 for all z > 0, and there is constant Cy > 0 such that

CiH (U029 —w(@.2)) < Gauolay2) < Co(U0,2,9) — uolw,y,2)),
and

Cyt (U(t7 x,y) —ui(t, z,y, z))

IN

azul(tu x,Y, Z)

Co(U(tz,y) —wmi(t,z.y.2)) on 0Qr:

IN
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(2) the compatibility conditions hold up to order 6 at {t = 0} N 0Q,, and the
compatibility conditions hold up to order 3 (4 resp.) at {t = 0} N {z = 0}
({t =0} N{z = o0} resp.), and 0Q; N{z =0} (0Q  N{z = oo} resp.).
Then, there exist 0 < To < T and a unique classical solution (u,v,w) to the problem
(I in the domain Qr,, moreover, the solution is linearly stable with respect to
any three-dimensional smooth perturbation of the initial data and boundary data
without the special structure given in (LIII).

Remark 1.2. One important observation on the problem (LI is that for classi-
cal solutions, under the assumption (H), the solution to the problem (LI satisfies
v(t,z,y,2) = k(z,y)ult,z,y, 2), i.e. the boundary layer flow has the special struc-
ture as given in (L4). Indeed, assuming that (u,v,w) is a classical solution to
CII), then W(t,z,y,z) = v(t,z,y,2) — k(x,y)u(t,x,y, z) satisfies the following
problem:

W + (uBy + kudy + wd, )W — O2W + (9yv — kdyu)W = 0,
(1.12) Wl.=0=0, lim W =0,

z—+00

Wlopg. =0, Wli=o =0,

which has only trivial solution W = 0 by using the energy argument. Therefore,
to study the problem (L)) is equivalent to study the following reduced problem for
only two unknown functions u and w in Qr,

Oru + (udy + kudy, + wd,)u — 0%u = —,p,

Ozt + Oy(ku) + 0w =0,
(1.13) _
ulz:0 = w|z:0 = 07 ZEI-‘POOU = U(tu xz, y)7

ulggs = uit,m,y,2),  uli=0 = uo(x,y,2).

In the rest of this paper, we will focus on the well-posedness of the problem
(CI3) under the assumption (H) and the monotonic condition d,ug > 0,0,u; > 0
for all z > 0. Precisely, in Section 2, motivated by the work of Oleinik and her col-
laborators, we prove the local existence of a classical solution to the problem (L.I3)
under certain smoothness and compatibility conditions of the initial and boundary
data by using the Crocco transformation. Moreover, in Section 3, by adopting the
approach given in [2],, we deduce that the structured classical solution constructed
in Section 2 is linearly stable with respect to any three dimensional perturbation for
the Prandtl boundary layer equations. Finally, in Section 4, we present the main
arguments of the construction of approximate solutions to the problem derived from
the reduced problem ([I3)) after taking the Crocco transformation.

Note that under the additional favorable assumption on the pressure of the
outer flow, that is 0,p(¢,z,y) < 0 for t > 0 and (x,y) € D, as in [24] for the two
dimensional Prandtl equations, global existence of weak solution for the problem
([CI3) by using Crocco transformation can be obtained and this will be presented in
our coming paper. In this paper, we will focus on the existence of classical solution
together with its stability.

Before the end of the introduction, in addition to the well-posedness results men-
tioned above, let us review some other works on the Prandtl equations. Without
the monotonicity assumption, it is well expected that singularities will develop in
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the Prandtl equations. Van Dommelen and Shen in [22] illustrated the “Van Dom-
melen singularity” by considering an implusively started circular cylinder to show
the blowup of the normal velocity, and E and Enquist in [6] precisely constructed
some finite time blowup solutions to the two-dimensional Prandtl equations. There
are also some interesting works on the instability of the two-dimensional Prandtl
equations, in particular in the Sobolev spaces. Corresponding to the well known
Rayleigh criterion for the Euler flow, Grenier [11] showed that the unstable Euler
shear flow yields instability of the Prandtl equations. It was shown in [8] that a
non-degenerate critical point in the shear flow of the Prandtl equations leads to a
strong linear ill-posedness of the Prandtl equations in the Sobolev space framework.
Moreover, [9] strengthens the result of [§] for an unstable shear flow. Furthermore,
the ill-posedness in the nonlinear setting was proved in [12] to show that the Prandtl
equations are ill-posed near non-stationary and non-monotonic shear flows so that
the asymptotic boundary-layer expansion is not valid for non-monotonic shear layer
flows in Sobolev spaces.

2. LOCAL EXISTENCE OF CLASSICAL SOLUTIONS

2.1. Crocco transformation, assumptions and iteration scheme. For a fixed
bounded domain D of R? with a smooth boundary D, denote by @Q the domain
{(t,z,y,2)| 0 <t <T,(x,y) € D,z € Ry}. Consider the following problem derived
from the three dimensional Prandtl problem in the domain Qr,

Ou + (udy + kudy + wd,)u — 02u = —dyp,

Oz + Oy (ku) + 0,w = 0,
(2.1)

U =0 = w|,=0 =0, zll;g_noou =U(t,x,y),

u|8Q; = ul(tv'rvyaz)a u|t:0 = U’O(Iayvz)v
with the same notations as given in (LI3).
Assuming that U(t,z,y) > 0 for all t > 0 and (z,y) € D, we are going to

construct a solution to the problem (21 with the z—direction tangential velocity
u(t, z,y, z) being strictly monotone in z > 0, under the assumption:

(2.2) O,ug >0, O,uy >0, for z>0.

Crocco Transformation: Inspired by the method introduced in [I7], apply the
following Crocco transformation to the problem (21),

_ _ ~u(t,w,y, 2)
(2.3) E=xz, 1=y, C_iU(t,x,y) ,

and let W(t,&,n,() = % Obviously, when the unknown function u is
strictly increasing in z, the transformation (23] is invertible, and under this trans-
formation, the original domain Qr = {(t,z,y,2)| 0 <t <T,(z,y) € D,z € Ry} is

transformed into

Q={(t&nlo<t<T, (§,n) €D, 0< (<1}
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Therefore, to solve the problem (2)) is reduced to find a solution W(t, &, n, ()
to the following initial boundary value problem in €2,
L(W) £ W + CU(ag + ka )W + AaCW + BW — W2(9§W =0,
Wle=1 =0, WoW/|c=o

4 -
B Ve Wl(tfno“’“,
W|t:0_WO(§7n7<)_ U B
where
A= (0= QP ~ (=P, B= Tl (U +KU,) — 0k U,
and

={(t&n,¢): 0<t<T, (§n) €7-, 0< (<1}

Notations and Assumptions: First, we introduce some notations defined on 9D:

denote by 7(¢,7n) and 7(£,n) the unit tangential and outward normal vectors on
0D at (§,m) € D, and

Or =7 (0¢,0p), On =1 - (0, 0p).
Obviously, the operator d¢ + k0, restricted on 0D can be rewritten as:
(2.5) Oc + kO, = krOr + knOn,
with

To state the compatibility conditions of the initial and boundary data of the
problem (21I), denote by

(26) Wé(évﬁa() = aZW|t:07 Wll(tvé.a"%C) = 8711W|F—

for 0 <4< 4. ‘
Obviously, by using the equation given in ([24]), we can easily represent WSH
and Wf+1 by using Wy and W7 inductively for 0 < ¢ < 3, that is,

Wt (€m,¢) Z ¢ o0 - (0 + ko) WG + 07 A oW
(2.7) j
+0,70B W —apwy - [ Do wiwi ]}
at t =0, and -
(2.8) (CUkn) - Wi = fira

on the boundary I'_, where the function f;11, defined on the boundary I'_, is given
by

fir1 =~ 0Wi — Z C7 |COLT (Uka) - W] = Z ci{cor W) - 0,
(2.9) =0 7=

J
+OIA QW] oy B W] —apwl T[S chwlw
=0
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with C’Z-j = ﬁlj), for integer 0 < j <.

Now, we give the following assumptions on the initial and boundary data of
2.
Assumption 2.1. Assume that for the problem (24,

(2.10) ke C'(D), (Up)eC((0,T] x D),
and the initial boundary data
(2.11) Wy € C*(D x (0,1)), Wy € C*(T2),

such that we have the following properties:
(1) there is a constant M > 0, such that

(212) M_l(l - C) < WO(§7 7, C)? Wl (tuga/r]u C) < M(l - C)7
(2) functions Wi € C®(T'_) (1 <i < 4), and the following compatibility condi-
tions hold:
(i) 0 OLI Wil = O 0LOiWH |i—o, for i,j <4, m+1+j+i<5,
(i) OOLWilc=1 = OFOLW T c=1 =0, fori+j+1<3,q+r+s<3,

see o ‘ J i i—7 [e% 1pz .
(i) 0g,0¢ | Y _CIWg - Wy | =0 = 208, 0{(li=o,  for |a] +i <2,
j=0

%&&(XX%W?WTZ>mo—2%&&H%NF,mM+j+msz
1=0
where o = (a1, a2), |a| = a1 + as.

Remark 2.2. (1) The above regularity assumption on k,U,p, Wy and Wi given
in @I0) and @II)) respectively, and the compatibility condition 2(i) are for the
requirement that the zero-th order approzimate solution W* constructed in [L2) and
[@3) needs to be C° in a neighborhood of the boundary, which implies F € W+ for
the function F given in A1), to have the boundedness of approzimate solutions W
determined by @) in W uniformly in e. The compatibility condition 2(ii)-(iii)
is to guarantee the approzimate solutions constructed by 2ID) satisfying W™ €
C3(Q) for alln > 0.

(2) From (Z8) and Z3), we know that by the assumptions given above on the
boundary data W1, the functions f;, 1 <i <4 defined on I'_ satisfy

(2.13) fi = O(Ckyn), as Cky, — 0.

(3) It is easy to see that Assumption 2] can be derived from the corresponding
conditions for the original problem (21 of the Prandtl equations, which will be
gien in §2.5 later.

Iteration scheme for solving the problem (Z4]).

Let WO(t,£,m,¢) be the zero-th order approximate solution of the problem (2.4)),
which will be constructed in Section 4, such that WO has bounded derivatives up
to order four in €2, and satisfies

W Oimo = Wi(&,m,C), BWOlr_ =W (t,€,n,¢), for 0<i,j<3,
M_l(l_C)SWO(tué-vThC)SM(l_C)v V(t7§7n7C)€Qu

(2.14)
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for the positive constant M given in (Z12)).
Then, we construct the n—th order approximate solution of ([2.4]) by solving the
following linearized problem in €2,
(2.15)
L,(W™) & 0,W™ + (U (0¢ + kO )W™ + AO:W™ + BW™ — (W”*1)28?W” =0,
Wn—laCWn|<:0 — pﬁzu Wnll—‘f = Wl (t7 57 n, <)7
Wn|t:0 - W0(§7 m, C)

Note that we do not need to impose any condition of W™ on the boundary {¢ = 1},
as we shall verify in Proposition d.3] that the approxiamte solution W™ vanishes on
{¢ =1} for all n > 1 by induction on n.

In the following subsection, assuming that the approximate solution sequence
{W™},,>0 has been constructed and W" has continuous and bounded derivatives
up to order three in €, let us show that when n — 400, W™ converges to a
classical solution of the problem 24 in  with 0 < ¢t < #; for some 0 < t; < T.
The construction of the approximate solution W™ to the problem ([Z4]) will be given
in Section 4.

2.2. Classical solution of the problem transformed by Crocco transforma-
tion. The purpose of this subsection is to prove the convergence of the iteration
scheme (2.I0), which gives the existence of a classical solution to the nonlinear

problem (2.4]).

Firstly, we have the following comparison principle for the problem (Z.13]).

Lemma 2.3. Assume that W™ € C%(Q) is the solution of ([2ZI5) obtained in Propo-
sition [[-3, with W"|.—; =0, and W"™1|c—o > 0.

(1) If a smooth function V satisfies Ly, (V) < 0 in §, with L, (-) being the operator
given in the problem [2IH), and

Vl]eo < Wo, Vir_ < Wi, Viezr <0, W19V g > pﬁz’

on the boundary of Q, then we have V.< W™ in Q.
(2) If V satisfies L,(V) > 0 in Q and

Vo > Wo, Vir_ > Wi, Vi]ezr >0, W19,V e < %7

then V. > W™ holds in €.

Proof. A similar comparison principle was given in [I8 Lemma 4.3.1] for the two-
dimensional problem, here the main difference is there is an additional boundary
I'_ in the problem ([2I5), so for completeness, we will only give the main steps of
the proof for the first case, and one can study the second case similarly.

Set u £ W™ — V. From the assumption we have

u>0, on{t=0}UT_U{({=1},
W™ 19:u <0, on {¢=0}.
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Let w = ue™" with a constant b satisfying |B(t,&,n,¢)| < b in . Then,
Lo(w) +bw = Ly(uw)e ™ >0, inQ,
w>0, on{t=0}UTr_uU{{=1},
W 19.w <0, on {¢=0}.
Applying the maximum principle of degenerate parabolic operators to the above
problem, it follows that w does not attain its negative minimum in the interior of
Q, on the plan {t =T}, and at {t =0} U {¢ = 1}.
From the boundary condition and W"~t|.—y > 0, we have dcw|c=¢ < 0, which
implies that w does not have any negative minimal point on the boundary {¢ = 0}.
On the other hand, if w attains its negative minimum at a point P on the
boundary {(£,7) € D}, then at this point, dyw = dcw = 0, dfw >0 and
orw=T- V(&n)w =0, Jhyw=m- V(f)n)w <0,

with 7(&,n) and 7(§,n) being the unit tangential and outward normal vectors at
(&,m) € OD. By using (Z3]), we have

((95 + k&n)w = k.7 V(gm)w + kit - V(Eﬁn)w.

From the equation of w, we know that at the negative minimum point P, (0 +
kOp)w > 0, which implies that P € I'_. This is a contradiction to w|r_ > 0.
Hence, in the whole 2, w > 0, which implies W™ >V in €. O

To show that W™ is uniformly bounded in n, we first define two smooth functions:

(2.16) Vi(t,¢) = mo(Qe ", Va(t,¢) = C(1— ()™,
where,
eo‘lc, 0< ¢ < do,
(2.17) ©(¢) = < smooth connection, do < ¢ < 1=,
1—<, 1_5O<<§17

has bounded first and second derivatives, and
00 < ¢(¢) < 2, foral0 < (¢ <1— 4.
Here, the positive constants dg, a1, m,C,a, 5 are chosen satisfying the following

constraints:

2
m
e <2, dm < M7, Tean > |%|Lm,

(2.18) 2 p
C M., = =2 > |B| L~
> max{ 7m|U|L }, B> Bl +|

A
1—¢

o<,

for the positive constant M given in (212, and

@19) a2 |Blo~ + max (8" (1A0cpli~ + P02, 1Tl |
by noting that 1TA< is bounded, from the definition

A=—(1-QH -1-Ok

With the above preparation, we have the following boundedness result on W™.
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Lemma 2.4. There exists 0 < to < T such that for all n and t € [0,to], the
following estimate holds in Q:

where Vi and Va are given in (2.10]).
The proof is similar to that given in [I8, Lemma 4.3.2] by using Lemma [2.3] and

the above construction of (V4,V3), so we omit it here for brevity.
From the estimate (220), we immediately have

Corollary 2.5. There exists a positive constant M, independent of n, such that
when 0 <t < tg,

MY 1= ¢) < W™(t,E,n,¢) < My(1-¢), Vn>0.

In the rest of this section, we will consider the problem only when 0 <t < #.

Now, we turn to estimate the first and second order derivatives of W". Let
Vn = Wme™, where a > 0 is a constant to be determined later. Then, from the
problem (ZTH]) of W, we know that V"™ satisfies

LO n Bry" = in Q
(2.21) "(jj )+ B™"V 0, 1 Q,
VOV — aV™)|c—o = B2,
where
(2.22) LY(V™) = 0V™ + CU(0y + kdy)V" + A"O V"™ — (W 1207V

with A" = A — 2a(W" ™12 and B" = B — aA — o>(W"1)2.
To study the first and second order derivatives of V™ in Q, similar to [I7],
introduce functions

O, = (V") + (V)2 + (V)2 + (V)P + Ko + K¢

(2:23) = Y1V + (V)2 + Ko + K1,
lyl=1
and
(2.24) Uy = Y [OFVIP 4 D 0FVEP + (Vi) + No + Nig,
[v|=2 [v|=1

where Ky, K1, Ng and N are positive constants to be specified later, and
(2.25) o = 5?15?57,37 v=(1,7273), =7+ +98,

denotes the tangential differential operator to the boundaries {¢ = 0} U {¢ = 1}.
For these two functions ®,, and ¥,,, the following results hold.

Lemma 2.6. (1) There are constants Ko, K1 and « independent of n, such that
forn >1,

LY(®,) + R"®, <0, inQ,
(2.26) a

0c®, > ad, — §<I>n_1, on {¢ =0},

where R™ is a function of W™~ and its first and second order derivatives.
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(2) There are two constants Ng and N1 depending only on the first order deriva-
tives of W™ and W™=, such that for n > 1, one has
LY(W,) +C"W,, + Ny < 0, in €,
(2.27) o
aC\I]n >a¥, — 5\1171—17 on {C = 0}7

where No depends only on the first order derivatives of W™ and W™=t while C™
depends on W™ and its first and second order derivatives.

Proof. We will prove only the first part of this lemma, and the second result can
be obtained similarly. The proof is divided in two steps.
Step 1. Let us consider 9;®,,|¢=¢ first. From the definition of ®,,, we have

by = VUVt + VLV 4 2V V4 VIV 4
=2 OFV"0FV + VIV + K.
[v|=1
By Lemma [2:4] the inequality W"|¢c=o = V"|¢=0 > ho > 0 holds for all n. Hence,
from the boundary condition given in (221]), we obtain on {¢ = 0} that

- 1 " V’n,fl
m"mz—vt”~[am"+(p—>t P Vi }

Ut ynl T T (V)2
« 2 |,p 1 1% 2 P 1 2 _
> Vn2__vn2__ Pz _ a4 \=: . - v 1\2
_Of( t ) 4( t ) a |:(U)t Vn1:| a |:U (Vn1)2:| ( t ) ’
which implies that
Vi VtCZZ(Vt )Q—Z(Vt ')? - Ka,

2
, and a > 0 large enough such

I,

by choosing a constant Ko > 2
that

(pﬁm)t : Vn+‘<:0

2 |p 1 2 a
2.2 20pa 1 "
(2.28) a[U <v"1>2|<_o} <1

Obviously, the constants K5 and « are independent of n.
Similarly, we can get the following two inequalities:

ny/n Q ny\2 a n—1\2
V5V5¢Z§(Vg) _Z(V5 )" — K3,
and o o
ny/n n\2 n—1\2
Vo Ve 2 §(Vn ) - Z(Vn )" — K3,

where K3 is a constant independent of n, satisfying
2

K3 > 1ma ‘(pm) L ’(pm) L i
Zmaxd |(BE), . —— (Y, ——— )
5= U Vet ol 1 U VT o
On the other hand, from (2.2I]), we have that on {¢ = 0},
ny/mn 1 n n ny/n ny/n a n\2
Ve Vcczqu Vit ATV + BTV ]Z—Z(Vt ). — Ky,

for a positive constant K4 independent of n, by using Lemma 2.4] and

(2.29) Vi'¢=o < K,
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from the boundary condition (221]), with K5 being a positive constant independent
of n.
Thus, we have that on {¢ = 0},

0cn > al(V)? o (V) (V) = GV 4 (V2 ()
—2(Ko + K3 + Kyq) + K1
> ad, — %(I)n_l — K¢+ Ky,
for a positive constant K¢ independent of n, which implies the estimate (2.28) on

{¢ =0} by choosing K; > K.
Step 2. We turn to calculate L (®,,). Applying the operator

V10, + 2V 0 + 2V"0, + 2VI0;
to the equation L% (V™) + B"V™ = 0, we have
(2.30) L?,(‘I)n) +B"®, — A"K; — B" (K, + K1C) + I+ I+ 1I3=0,

where

L=2W" 12 [ > 0FVEP 4+ (VER)? |

[v|=1
I = —2vge - {37 0V o[ v v,
lv[=1
Is =2V (¢ Y 0FVroFU + VIU) + 2V - (¢ Y 03V OF(kU) + VKU )
lvI=1 |v|=1
F2V () OFVmOFAT + VIAR) 42V (> 0FV OB + VIBE).
[v|=1 [v|=1

Obviously, one has
(2.31)

D N D U I e T A

[v|=1 [v|=1

where R; is a positive constant, and

Is> =Ry | Y |03V + (V)? | - Ko,
[v|=1
with a constant Ry depending on the bound of the first order derivatives of Wn"1!
and a constant K7 independent of n.
To control the second term on the right hand side of the above inequality (Z31])
of I, we use the fact that the following inequality holds for an abitrary non-negative
function ¢(z) possessing bounded second derivatives for all x,

(2.32) (qw)z < 2 (max |gzz|) g-

The function (W"~1)2 can be extended to the whole space so that it is still non-
negative, bounded and the magnitudes of its second order derivatives do not exceed
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the corresponding bound of the original function. Hence, by using ([2:32]) we get

(V" )2 n— 2 n— 2 n— n
o 2 | v < W (v,
[v|=1
when R; is sufficiently large and depends on the second order derivatives of W1,

Therefore, from (230) we obtain
Ly(®n) + (B" = Ry = Rg)®,, — (B" — R — Ro)(Ko + K1¢) — A"K; <0,
which implies
LY(®,)+ R"®, < 0, in Q,
for a function R" depending on W"~! and its first and second order derivatives,
by choosing a suitable constant Kj. O

Next, we have the boundedness of the first and second order derivatives of W™
stated in the following theorem.

Theorem 2.7. Suppose that the data in the problem ([24) satisfies Assumption
[271], then there exists a 0 < t1 < to such that the first and second order derivatives
of the solution W™ to [2I8) are bounded, uniformly in n, in Q for 0 <t <.

Proof. From the definitions of ®,, and ¥,, given in [223)) and (Z24)) respectively, it
suffices to prove that there exist constants My, Ms and ¢; > 0, such that ®,, < M,
and ¥,, < M> hold for all 0 < ¢t < ¢; by induction on n.

The case of n = 0 follows immediately by noting that W° can be chosen satisfying
the requirement for all ¢ < T'. Assume that ®; < M; and ¥; < Ms hold for all
0 <i<n-—1when 0 <t < t1, with t; to be determined later. Denote by
0 Zﬂm{tgtl}.

Letting

Pl =@,

from Lemma 2.6 we have that in , ®1 > 1,

(2.33) LO®L + (R™ +~)®), <0,
and
(2.34) 0L > adl — %@}H, on {¢ = 0}.

We choose 7, depending only on M; and My, such that R™ +~ > 01in ;. Then, by
the maximum principle, from the equation ([233)) the function ®! does not attain
its maximum value within Qy, nor on {t = #;} U {¢ = 1} (since W"™1|._; = 0).

If ®! attains its maximum at {t = 0}, then we have

) < max{®, -0} < Kg,

where Kg is independent of n and is determined by the parameters k, U, A, B, W
of the problem ([ZI%), by using V;*|;—0 = e*W*|;—¢ and

W i=o = (Wo)?0EWo — (U =0 - (9¢ + k0y)Wo — A" |1—0 - OcWo — B™ |s—0 - Wh.

If ®. attains its maximum at a point P on the boundary {(&,n) € D}, then at
this point, we have that 9;®} = 9,®L =0, (9?(1),11 <0 and

2,0 =0, 9,0, > 0.
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By using

(0 + kO, @) = k0, ®L + kn0, @},
and k, < 0 on the boundary T'_, from [233]) we get P € T'_. On the other hand,
from the problem (2I5]), we have

(235) a‘rwnh‘, = 8TW17

and

(2.36)  [CU(0 + ko)W |r_ = [(W1)?O}Wy — 0, W1 — AJ: Wy — BWA ] |p_.

Hence, from the assumption of compatibility conditions, we know that 9, W" =
f1/(CUky,) on T, with f; given in ([28). Thus, we know that 9, W"|r_ and
Op,W"|r_ are bounded, which implies that ;W™ and 0, W™ are also bounded on
the boundary I'_. Therefore, we have

®! < max{e "'®,|r_} < Ko,

where Ky is independent of n and is determined by the parameters k, U, A, B and
W1 of the problem (2.I5).
Finally, if @} attains its maximum at {¢ = 0}, then at this point, we have
Oc®L <0, and from ([Z34) it follows that &} < 2!, which implies that
My

1
@;, < max{®|c=0} < 3 max{®;,_;} < N

1
2

by the induction assumption.
In conclusion, we obtain

M
‘I)}L §maX{Kg,K9,71}, mn Ql,
which implies that

M
D, < max{Kg, Ko, 71}@’5, in Q.

Let to < to be such that €72 < 2, and set M; = 2max{Ks, K9}. Obviously, t2 and
M are independent of n. Then, it follows that ®,, < M; for t < 5.

Similarly, we can obtain that ¥, < My when t < t3 for some t3, where the
choice of t3 also depends only on the constants M; and Mj given by the parameters
k,U, A, B,Wy, Wy of the problem (24]).

It follows that ®, < M; and ¥, < M, for all n when ¢t < t; £ min{ts,t3},
from which we obtain the boundedness of the first and second order derivatives of
wm. O

We can now prove the following existence result.

Theorem 2.8. Suppose that the data in the problem ([2I3) satisfies Assumption
21 and let Q = Q({t < t1} witht, being given in Theorem[2.] Then the problem
@A) has a unique solution W in Q4 satisfying that W > 0 in Q1, W is bounded
and continuous on Q1, and its first order derivatives and We are continuous and
bounded in Q1. Moreover, we have the estimate

(237) Mfl(l - C) S W(tué-aThC) S Ml(l - C)u V(tué-aThC) € Q1

for a positive constant My > 0.
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Proof. First, we prove the existence of a solution W to the problem (24]). In
Theorem [2.7] we have shown that there exists a t; > 0 such that the first and
second order derivatives of W to the problem [2I5]) in €, are bounded uniformly
in n. We are going to prove that W" converges uniformly in €2;.

Letting V" = W™ — W™~ n > 1, from ZI5) we know that for all n > 2, V"
satisfies the following problem in {2;:

V™ + CU(O¢ + kdy)V™ + AO V™ + BV™ — (Wn=1)292V™

— WKWt W)yt = 0,
(Wr=1ocvm + 9 W=V t) oo =0, V™[r_ =0,
V™o = 0.

(2.38)

Moreover, from Lemma 2.3 we have V|, = 0.
Set V" = Ve8¢ From ([Z38) it follows that in O,

OV + CU (9¢ + kOp)V" + [A+2B8(W" 12| 9.V — (WP 1)202 vy

2.39
( ) _ aan—l(Wn—l 4 Wn—2)‘/1n71 4 [CY _ B-i—BA _ ﬁ2(Wn_1)2} V1n7

and on the boundary,

Vi'i=0 = V{"[¢=1 = V"[r_ =0,
(2.40) )
WOV c=o = (BW™ 1V = oWV |e=o.

By using Theorem 27 and W~ 1|._y > hy > 0, we choose the constant 3 > 0
such that when ¢ =0,

max{|dW" !} < gBmin{W" '},

for a positive constant ¢ < 1. Moreover, we choose the constant o < 0 such that in
Ql )

max{|8§W"_1(W"_1 + W"_z)‘} <q (—a - max{‘B — BA+ ﬂ2(W"_1)2‘}) .

Hence, for the problem ([2:39))-(2.40), if |V;"| attains its maximum at some interior
or boundary point of 21, we always have

max{[Vy"[} < gmax{|V" [},

which implies that the series >~ ., V" converges uniformly. It follows that there
exists a function W such that

W™ — W uniformly in ©Q;, asn — +oo.

Meanwhile, we have W|c=; = 0, and satisfies the estimate ([Z37)) by using Corollary

By using the inequality (2:32)), and the uniform boundedness of W™ and its first
and second order derivatives, we get the uniform convergence of the first order
derivatives of W™ when n — +4o0.

Next, from the problem (2I3]) of W™, we know that for an arbitrary ¢ > 0 and
when ¢ < 1 —¢, 8§W" also converges uniformly as n — 4o00. Letting n — +o00 in
@I3) , it follows that W satisfies the problem (Z4)) in 2.

Now, we show the uniqueness of the solution W to the problem ([24]). Suppose
that there are two solutions W and W' to [24). Setting V.= W — W’, then V
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satisfies the following problem in {2;:
0V + (U (0¢ + k0,))V + Ao;V + BV — W2(9?V
—8§W’(W +WHV =0,
WOV +0W' V)|c=0=0, Vlec=1 = V|r_ =0,
Vl0t=o = 0.

Consider the function V; £ Ve ®t+51¢ with a; and 8, being positive constants
to be specified later. Then, we have

OVA + CU (O + kOy)Vi + (A+ 28W2) Vi — W202V4

+ o1+ B = BrA+ BW? - 2W/(W + W) Vi =0,
WOVL + (OW' = BiW)Vi]|¢c=0 =0, Vile=1 = Vi|r_ =0,
Vilt=o0 = 0.

(2.41)

If we choose a7 and S sufficiently large such that
a1+ B— A+ BW? =W W+ W) >0, oW —BW <0,

then, for the problem (241I), |V1| does not attain its positive maximum at the
interior and boundary points of ;. Consequently, Vi = 0, which yields the
uniqueness of the solution to the problem (24)). O

2.3. Classical solution of the Prandtl equations. Now, we return to the origi-

nal problem (2.0)) of the Prandtl equations for (u,w). Assume that p,, U, ug and u;

are smooth and satisfy compatibility conditions such that the data in the problem

@) after the Crocco transformation satisfy Assumption 2] given in Section 2.1.
Denote by

up(z,y,2) = yuli=o,  wy(,y,2) = Gwli=o, 0<i<4,
and
uzl(tvxvyuz) :azzubQ;? w{(tuxuyvz):a‘]zwbg;u 0§Z§47 OS] §3

We now calculate these functions in terms of the initial and boundary data given
in 10).

From the problem (), obviously we have for 0 < i < 4,

iy, 2) = — / [0t (., 3) + 8, (k) (z, 3, 5)] 2,
0

and then for 0 < j < 3,
(2.42)

i
uh @,y 2) = —(0pa)li=o + O2ul — Y CF [ug)fk (B + kO ul +wl 0Lk
k=0

Next, from the divergence-free condition given in (21I), we have

T

’LU?(t,.’IJ,y,Z) = _/ [aw“+au(ku)] |8Q7d2
(2.43) 0

z
é —4go — kn/ ui(t7x7y72)d'§7
0
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where k, = (1, k(x,y)) - fi(x,y), and

gO(taxayu Z) = / (k‘ra‘rul + 6y]€|y7 : ul) (taxayu 2)d27
0

with kr = (1, k(z,v)) - 7(z, y).
On the other hand, from the first equation of (2.I]), we have that on the boundary
0Qr,
kpuq - u} + w? - 0,u1 = —pg + Bful — Oy — kruy - Oru,
which implies that by using ([2.43)),

En (ug - ul — 0 / u1d2>
(2.44) (1 ! ot

= —Dz + 8§u1 — Oy — krur - Orur + go - Dour = — .
From (Z44), it follows that

(2.45) ken (u1)? - 0. <M> = f1,

Ul

by using that
foz ul dz

lim =—— =0
z—0t U1
as a simple consequence from d,u; > 0 and the compatibility conditions of wq,

ull.—o = 0. Thus, from (ZZH) we deduce

)

fi /z i B
2.46 = Oup - | ——dZ.
(2.46) Uy Ty +d:u o Fn - (u1)? z
In the same way as from ([ZZ3) to (Z40), we can compute w) (1 < j < 3) and
ul (2 <i<4), and there are smooth function g; (1 < j < 3) and f; (2 <i <4),
(247) g; = QJ(U?a e 7uJ1-)7 fl = fi (u17 e 7uiil;w87 e 7w§72) )
such that

z
wi(t,z,y,2) = —gj — kn/ u{“(t,:v,y,z) dz,
0

knuq (u1)?
Corresponding to Assumption 2] we give the following assumption about the
compatibility conditions of the problem (21]),

and

Assumption 2.9. Assume that for the problem (Z11),
keC'(D), (Up)eC™((0,T]x D),
and the initial-boundary data
ug € C?(D x RY), uy € C*(0Q7),
such that the following properties hold:
(1) zggrnoo uo(x,y,2) =U(0,z,y), Zgrfoo ui(t,x,y,z) =U(t,z,y) forall (t,z,y) €
(0, 7] x v
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(2) Q,up > 0,0,u1 >0 for all z >0, and there is constant Cy > 0 such that

i (U0 2 9)-uo(w,9,2)) < Dauo(w,y,2) < Co(U(0,2,9)—uolz,y,2)),
and
061(U(t,l‘,y) - ul(t,%y,Z)) < O:u(,y,2)
< Cy (U(t,x,y) - ul(t,x,y,z)) in (0,7] X vy—;
(3) ut € CT(I'~) (1 <i<4), and the following compatibility conditions hold:
(i) 0790 0 uglpg = OmtadL ot =g, for i,j < 4, and
m+l+i+75<5 ¢=0,1;
(ii) 0205 uf|.—0 = O] Ouf|.—0 =0, fori+j+m <3, s+q+r<3;
(iif) lim 070" 0:up = lim 0/070.uj =0, i+j+m<3, s+q+7r<3.

Remark 2.10. (1) It is easy to verify that Assumption implies Assumption
21
(2) Under Assumption[Z3, we know that u} (0 <i < 4) are bounded continuous
functions on the boundary Q7. and then the above computation of ui implies that
we should have such boundary condition uy so that the functions f; (1 < i < 4)
defined in (ZZ4) and A7) satisfy
fi = O(kp-2%), asz — 0.

Now, we give the following local well-posedness result of the original problem
@&1).
Theorem 2.11. Suppose that the data in the problem (1)) satisfies Assumption
229 Then, there exists 0 < Ty < T and a unique solution (u,w) to the problem
@) in the domain Qr,, satisfying
(1) u >0 when z>0, O.u >0 when z >0,
(2) the derivatives dyu, Opu, Oyu, O u, OF u, 02 u, aszu, 92 u and O,w are contin-
uous and bounded in Qr,. Moreover, 0%u/d,u and (0,ud3u—(0?u)?)/(d,u)?
are continuous and bounded in Qr,.

Proof. The proof is divided in two steps.
Step 1. Let Tp = t; and W be the solution to the problem (Z4]), where ¢; and
W are obtained in Theorem 2.8 Define u(t,z,y, z) by using the relation

w/U dS
2.4 = _ .
(2.48) : / Wltw,9.5)

By using the continuity of W in Q and W (t,z,y,s) > 0for 0 < s <1, W =0 at
s =1, we obtain that u(t,z,y, 2)/U(t,z,y) is continuous in Qr,,

u|Z:0 = 05 ZETOOU = U(t,.f,y),
and 0 < u(t,z,y,2) < U(t,z,y) as 0 < z < +o0. From (Z48), we have 0.u/U =
W(t,x,y,u/U), and then the conditions
u|t:0 — uo(xayu Z)u u|aQ;0 = Uul (taxayu Z)laQ;Q

follow from Wy = az[}“’ and Wy = az[}“, respectively.




20 C.-J. LIU, Y.-G. WANG, AND T. YANG

The first equation given in the Prandtl equations (2.1)) leads to define
—8tu—u(8 + kO )u—l—a u—pz

0.u
Since ul,—¢ = 0, from (249)) it follows that

| B 0%u — p,  (UWW¢ = py } _0
Wla=0 = 0. =0 Uuw =0

by using that

(2.50) O,u=UW, 02u=W:0,u=UWW,

and the boundary condition WW¢|c=o = % given in ([2.4).
Moreover, from (Z50) we get that

(2.51)

(2.49)

((9zu)2
U
0%, u=UW + U (We + Wgaz(%)), 02,u = U,W + U (W, + Wcay(%)),

Ou =W + Wedku,  Pu=UW +U (W, + Wed(5),

u/U w/U
8m—u% +UW Eds &Du:u% —|—UVV/O %ds,
Bu—u%—i—UW/ "ds

So, from the properties of W given in Theorem and the above definition (2:4])
of u, as in [I7] it is not difficult to obtain the continuity and boundedness of u and
its derivatives as stated in the theorem.

Step 2. We will show that (u,w) given by ([2.48]) and (249) satisfies the problem
@I). The first equation in (1)) holds trivially.

To verify that (u,w) satisfies the second equation in (2IJ), by differentiating
@49) with respect to z, it yields
2

ou
(2.52) O,u O,w + 2.q [—8tu —u(0y + kOy)u + 8z2u — pm]

= —0fu —u(0y + k0y)0.u — O.u (9, + kdy)u + 02u.

Then, substituting (Z350) and (X)) into (Z52) yields that
UW [0.w + (05 + kdy)u] + We [—0u — u(0y + kdy)u + 02u — py|

= ~UW = U (W, + Wei(5) = u[UsW + U (We + Wedu(35)]

(8zu)2
U

— ku[U,W + U (W, + Wcay(%))} + Wee + W02,

that is,
—Uy — uU, — kuU,
w
U
wlUy + u?U, + ku? U,
2
Combining ([253) with the equation of (Z4]) for W (r,&,n,u/U), it follows that

2
(254)  W([0:w+ (9 + kOy)u] = =Oyk uW + £ (Ur + UUs + KUUy + p2).

W [0.w + (0, + kdy)u] — %Wc -
(2.53)
~ W, — uWe — kuW, +

Wg +Ww? ng
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Thus, from (Z54) and the Bernoulli law: U, + UU, + kUU, + p, = 0, it follows
that W (9.w + 0u + 9y(ku)) = 0, which implies that by virtue of W > 0,

Oz + Oy (ku) + 0,w = 0.

So, we obtain that (u,w) satisfies the problem (Z.1]).

Uniqueness of the solution to the problem (Z1]) follows from the uniqueness of
the solution to the problem (2] given in Theorem Hence, we complete the
proof of this theorem. O

Remark 2.12. As discussed in Section 1, from Theorem [2.11 we immediately
deduce the existence and uniqueness of the classical solution to the problem ([LITI)
as claimed in Theorem [T

3. LINEAR STABILITY WITH A GENERAL PERTURBATION

In this section, we will study the stability of the classical solution with the special
structure constructed in Section 2 for the problem ([IT]) with respect to any three
dimensional perturbation.

That is, let

(u(t 2. 2), bl yu (b2, 2), 0 (1,9, 2))

be a classical solution to the problem (LIT]), consider the following linearized prob-
lem of (LIT]) around this solution profile in Q7 = (0,7] x Q with @ = D x R}:
(3.1)

Ou + (w0, + ku®dy + w0, )u + (udy + vy + wd, )u® — O2u = fi,

O+ (ufdy + kutdy + w0, )v + (udy + vy + wd,)(ku®) — O2v = fo,

Ozu+ Oyv + 0;w =0,

(u,v,w)|z:0 =0, ZEI-POO(U’U) =0, (uvv)|6Q; = (ul,vl)(t,x,y,z)bQ;,

(ua v)|t:0 - (u07 UO)(Ia Y, Z)v

where 0Q; = (0,T] x v— x RY with v_ being defined in (LII]).

We will apply the energy method introduced in [2] for the two dimensional
Prandtl equations and use the special structure of the problem ([B.1]) in the three di-
mensional setting. For this, we firstly recall some weighted norms introduced in [2].
For any function f(¢,x,y, 2) defined in Q, real numbers A,l > 0 and j, j1,j2 € N,
define the spaces L3 ,(Q), BY;”*(Qr), l’;’f\fﬂz (Qr), A} (Qr) and D} (Qr) with the
corresponding norms,

[FABWES </Q €2At<Z>21|f|261966111612>2, (2) = (1+2%)7,

2

_ lam
112 = > e 00 IR |

0=m<j1,059<72

=

_ Lo,
Hf”éil’l"'? - Z le™(z) 8Tagf||2L°°(O,T;L2(Q)) )

0=m<j1,059<72
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i

HfHA{(QT) = Z [[(2) ajTlaizf”Qm(QT) )

a2 <s
and
i
Hf”plf = Z [1{2) 6%3‘9;2510”@0@3,”)7
S+

with

=" 071000, |8l =B+ B2+ P,
|B]<J
being the tangential derivatives along with the physical boundary {z = 0}.
Also, we use the following notations:

0%u® ‘= (O + u®0y + kutdy + w0, — 02)0,u’

0,us’ 0,u® ’

h

2 - .
(32) 7 9.0

f=

To study the problem (B.I), let us first impose the following assumption.

1
2

(1) the background state (u®,ku®,w®) satisfying J,u® > 0,u°, w® € D{(QT)
and functions k € CVTH(D), such that functions n,( given in B.2) satisfy
0 € DY(Qr) and ¢ € A(Qr); |

(2) (f17f2) € ‘Ag (QT)7 and (ag;sv 352“8) € ‘A?_l(QT);

(3) the initial boundary data satisfy (uo,vo) € H¥(Q), (u1,v1) € H¥(0Q7),
and the compatibility conditions of BI) up to the (j — 1)-th order. More-
over, the following estimates hold:

laj1 9je . i laj jo i
S (I oz ol + 142)'02 vl 2y
(33) i+j1+52<7

L aj1 ajo, i L aj1 qja, i
+ 12 0 02l ooz ) + 100 0201|205 ) < Mo,

Assumption 3.1. For fized integer j > 4 and real number | > 5, assume that

091§z ajlajgui
l xr 1 0 l T
) Z ‘ (||<Z> azu;(lo’ ) HL2(Q) + ||<Z> tazus ! ||L2(6Q;)
(3'4) i+j1+j2<j

3936‘1 OI2 9t ol 8£2vi
I gy @+ ) el agoam) < Mo,

for two positive constants My and My, with
UB((E, Y, Z) = 6Zu|t:07 uzl (taxayu Z) = 6;“/'6@;7
’U(i)(xvya Z) = azv|t:0; ’Ui(t,.f,y, Z) = a:llvbQ;v
fori <j. Here, Op, =1V (y ) and O =TV (4 ).

The following result shows that the classical solution to the nonlinear Prandtl
equations (LTTI)) obtained in Section 2 is linearly stable with respect to any three-
dimensional perturbation of initial and boundary data without the special struc-
tural constraint.
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Theorem 3.2. Under Assumption [Z1, the problem BI) has a unique solution
(u,v,w) satisfying (u,v) € A{fl(QT) and w € Dy *(Qr), moreover, it is stable
with respect to the initial-boundary data and the source terms in the sense that the
following estimate holds, for a constant C' depending on the bounds of k and the
background state,

lJll g + [lvllgg— + IIMIIDH

(3.5)
< O(Mo+ M+ 12 s + I s + il + 12l

where Mo and My are bounds of initial-boundary data given in B.3) and (3.4).

To prove this theorem, by using the special structure of the problem BII), we
first introduce a new unknown function

(3.6) o(t,x,y, 2) = k(z,y)u(t, z,y,2) —v(t, z,y, 2).

By the relation k, + kk, = 0, from @BI)) we know that o(t,z,y,z) satisfies the
following problem

00+ (uPdy + ku®dy + w0,)0 + kyu'v — 020 = kf1 — f2, in Qr,
(37) f)|z:0 - 05 hIJ’I_lOOU - 0 ’D|8Q; = (kul - ’Ul)(t,.f,y,Z),
ﬁ|t:0 = (kuo - UO)(Ia Y, Z)

And for the problem ([B1), we have

Lemma 3.3. Under Assumption[31, the problem B) has a unique smooth solu-
tion O(t,x,y, z), and there is a constant C > 0 such that

(3.8) 9ll4 < C(Mo+ Ikfi = fall gy )
and

k
(39) sl < (M IR0,

Proof. From Assumption B we know that the compatibility conditions of the
problem (&) hold up to the (j — 1)-th order. So, the main task is to prove (B8]
and (39) which can be obtained in the following four steps.

Step 1. L?-estimate of .

Multiplying B7), by 6_2)‘t<z>2lf} and integrating over (), we get

(3.10)

S OB+ NSO+ [ (00, + kud, + w0 a2 5 - [ o250
Q Q

< I(kfr = L) Ol - 19O [an + Iy (Ol (@) - 19131
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Now, we estimate the last two terms on the left hand side of [BI0). First, from
the boundary condition given in (B) on 0@, it follows that

/ (u®0y + ku’0y + w®0,)v - e ()5

Q
1 > _

(311) _ _/ / 672)\t<z>2lus|1~)|2(17k) . ﬁ—l/ 672)\t2<z>2l 2w5|1~1|2
2 Jap Jo Q

1 o I s s "
3] [ e bl — o = el 1O R,
y—

Y

where the function k,, = (1,k) - 1 is defined on the boundary 9D.
By using the boundary condition o|,—¢ = 0, we have

- / 20 e M ()5 = / e M0,5 - ((2)20.0 + 20(2)* 2 20)
Q Q
100013, — 2U10:3]1 - [9(8) |7z

1. ~
S 10:3®) 130 = 22715 () 13,1-

(3.12)

v

Y

Plugging (B11)) and BI2) into BI0), and choosing A large enough such that
A > 1+ 207 + 2wk || Lo + 2| kyu®|| Loo,

we obtain

d, . ~
FIPOIX+ MR+ 10:50) 1%,

(3.13) .
< (ks — )3, / / ¢ ()2 oy — v 2(1, ) -7

Integrating ([BI3) over (0,t), t € (0,T], we get
(3.14)
=112 <112 112
||U||g§:<; + /\””“B(;fl’ + ||U||Bgﬁ

< |lkuo —wol[X; + Ik f1 — f2||§g,<; - / eV kuy — 01 |2(1, k) - 7
B a -

T

s — !
< kfi — Foll3ge + o — w0l + 6kl oy - le™ (23! (hr = 0) o

Step 2. Estimates of tangential derivatives 8?-17 (18] < 7).
Applying the operator 8? (18] < j) to the equation (B7),, multiplying the
resulting equation by e’”‘t<z>218§3—f1 and integrating over @, we get
d 3
——|055()|I3,; + NOFo()|I3, + [19.055(1)|3 I
(3.15) th” Fo()|[%, + MoFo)5, + [|0-070()[Ix,; + ;

< 20|18, 055(t) a0 - 055 [ag + 105k fr — F2)E)|[aa - 1055 [ ai,
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where

L = / (usam + kusay + wsaz)ag_ﬂ . 6_2)\t<2’>2l851~;,
Q

Iz = / [a’l?’? usam + kusay + wsaz}{j . €*2>\t<z>2la§2’67
Q

I3 = / ag_(kyusm ) 672>\t<z>21861~),
Q

with the notation [-, -] denoting the commutator.
We estimate the terms I; (i = 1,2,3) given in (3I5). Obviously, we have

1 o -
I = —/ / e*w<z>”u8|a$_a|2(1,k)-ﬁ_z/ e M2 () 2wt |0 o)
2 Jop Jo Q

L b - l s I s -
> 5/ /0 e () ke u®|055] 2 — 1|w® (1) || L () 1055 (1) 131
v—
which implies that
(B816) -LS ) / / e )] 022033 5(1) 2 + (|055 (1) 13,
J1+iatia<|B) V7= 70

by using that

‘/ / 672)\t<z>2lknus|a§i,&|2‘ 5 Z / / efQM<z>2l|8g15£2a£3?7|2.
v- J0 —JO

Ji+j2+33<|B|

Secondly, by using commutator estimates given in [21], we get
(L] < 10750l - ||[0F w0 + kud, + w0 50|
10550 - [l @l @y + 0 Olle@) 7515,

+ (Il + 0l ppery ) - H{’“Bi’,}(t)}’

with the notations || - HBil,im (ty and || - [ pj ) given by

=

11l gs1.32 0y = . M@ oroti ol |

0<m<j1,0<q<j2
and
i = D IO Blle=aws,)-
j1+[%]§j

Thus, we have

1,,. - -
(3.17) 180 < (1912010, + 19131 ) + CIOFTOIR, 1

2
B (¢
Similarly, for the term I3, we obtain

315 |I5] < [|050(t) |0 - 107 (kyu*0) ()| a.

SNOR5W i - [y Ol @17l gprogy + W Loy I7ls260 |

25
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Plugging B16)-BI8) into ([BIH), taking summation over all |§| < j and choosing
A large enough, we obtain that

(3.19)

d, .
gm0+ M0 + 151351,

Sllkfl—lelégo(t+||v||331(t > //0 e ()87 072093 5 (1) |2,

Jitja+is<i
which implies that
(3.20)
~ 12 ~ 12 ~ 12
HUHBQS + A”””B;’ﬁ + ”vHBi’,lz
S ollsg0 ) + 1K1 = Falliggo + 1911501 + > e P )M o] o ol
1tiatia<i 99
Since the functions 9{0|t=¢g and 949 0G5 (g > 0) can be represented by linear
combinations of (uf,v{) and (uzl, v}) (0 <i < gq), from Assumption Bl we have
15135000 + e P (2)" 0] 022030 < M3,
B49(0) o0
]1+J2+]3<] T
Thus, from ([B20) we obtain
(3.21) ||77||?§§3 + )\||77||?g§3 + ||U||BJ 1S S MG+ [|kf1 - f2||25§3 + ||5||?3iﬁ'
Step 3. Estimates of normal derivatives.
From the equation ([B1),, we know that
(3.22) 020 = 040 + (u®0p + ku®dy + w0,)0 + kyuv — (kf1 — f2),

which implies

91

S ol +10 + ([ull oo + [[ku®llLe) - [|5]] g 10 + [w®]| Loe - [[8]] g1
ALl ALl ALl

+ ([ellpa + Ikullpan + 1wl pi) - [0l gs2 + [kyullzes - 9]l gir.0
Wy llgs - [l + Wi = ol

S Hﬁnéi{fl’“ + H6”2B§1,i1 + ||’E||?giﬁ + [k f1— f2||28§1,i0 :

Combining the above inequality with (3:21]), it follows that

(3.23) [18]121.2 S Mg+ [[kfi = foll a1 + k1 = foll o -

ALl ALl ALl

For any fixed jo > 3, applying the operator 959272 (18] < j1) to BZJ), and
using a similar argument as above, we get
L L LR L e A
which implies that
190250 S 190t + 802 a5y + W = fol o
Therefore, we finally obtain that
(3.24) 194 S Mo+ Ikf — foll g
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which implies the estimates ([B.8) immediately.

Step 4. Estimates of ©/0,u®.

From the problem ([37) of ¥, we know that @ = ©/0,u® satisfies the following
problem in Q7:
(3.25)

O + (u* By + kOyu® + wd, )W — 2 Db — 02 + (€ + kyus)w = itz

(kuy—v1)(t,2,y,2)
d.u®(t,x,y, ZM@Q; ’

W|,—0 = 0, hgloow—() w|aQ* =

_ (kuo—vo)(®,y,2)
w|t =0 = "5 u(0,2,y,2) "

From Assumption [3I] and by a similar argument as given in the above three steps
for the problem (B.28) of w, one can obtain

kfl
@[] g S M1+ |—5—— IIA: L

from which the estimate ([B9]) follows. And this completes the proof of the lemma.
O

Rewrite the problem (BI)) by using that v = ku — ¥ as follows:
(3.26)

Ou + (u$0y + ku®dy + w®0,)u + (udy + kudy + wo,)u® — Ou = f1 + 00yu®, in Qr,
(‘%u + 6y(l€u) + azw = 8y67 in QT7
(uvw)|220 = 07 zEIJPoo’U/: 07 u|8Q; :ul(taxayuz)bQ;a
u|t:0 - UO(‘ru Y, Z)
As in [2], for the problem (3.28]), we introduce the transformation:

u s [°
(3.27) h—(?z(%), or u=0,u /0 hdz.

Then, from (320) we know that h(t,z,y, z) satisfies the following problem in Qr:
(3.28)

O¢h + [u* 0y + kutdy + w*0.]h — 20.(nh) + 0. [(C — kyu®) [, h ds] — 02k
= 0.(f + Oyu* 52=) — 9,7,
(:h+ 20h) =0 = —flozo,  Blog= = ha(t,,y,2) 2 0u (bt ),

0. u’ (t,m,y,z)|6Q,
Blico = ho(@,y, 2) 2 0. (zReless)

where functions 7, ¢, f are given in (32).
Following the approach used in [2] and the proof of Lemma B3] we have the
following result on the problem ([B2J).

Lemma 3.4. Under Assumption [31], the problem [B28) has a unique solution
h(t,z,y,z), and the following estimate holds:

(3.29) Il < C( Mo+ 1 + Dy ||AJ L 10,54+ )

for a positive constant C.
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Finally, by combining the results given in Lemmas[B.3land 3.4 we obtain classical
solutions © € AJ(Qr) to the problem @), and h € A" (Qr) to the problem

B29), leading to
u = [Lus/ hdz, v = kazus/ hdz — v,
0 0
and B
w = —/ (Ozu + Oyv)dz,
0

from which we immediately obtain (u,v) € A/~ (Qr), w € D} *(Qr), and the
estimate (BH). It is straightforward to show that (u,v,w) is the unique classical
solution to the problem (B1l). Thus, this concludes Theorem 3.2.

4. CONSTRUCTION OF APPROXIMATE SOLUTIONS TO PROBLEM (2.4)

Now, we will develop Oleinik’s method [18] to construct the approximate solution
sequence {W"}, >0 to the problem (2.

4.1. Construction of the zero-th order approximate solution. In this sub-
section, we construct the zero-th order approximate solution W° of the problem

4.

To do this, we first introduce several notations for later use.

Notations:
(1) For the domain D C R? with a smooth boundary 9D, set

v+ = {(&n) € 0D : (1, k(& n)) - 1i(&,n) > 0}.
(2) For a sufficiently small number p > 0, denote by

Lo ={(&n) €R*\D: [(&n) — D] < p},

I, ={&n) eR*\D: |(&n) —y-| <p} C Ty,
with d(&,n) denoting the distance from (&,n) to 9D and P(,n) the point
of 0D closest to (&,n).
(3) In the (£,n)—plane, let D be an infinitely differentiable bounded domain
satisfying

DUIlZ,, ¢ D Cc DUT,,

o/2

for a fixed 0 < ¢ < £, and D* is a simply connected domain with C!

29
boundary satisfying
DU~y C D* C D, ~. C dDN&D*.

Furthermore, there is a smooth extension (k1(&,n),k2(£,n)) of the vector
field (1,%k(&,n)) from the domain D to the domain D*, such that

(41) (kl(@??)aké(faﬁ)) ﬁ(faﬁ) < Oa V(éﬂ?) € aD*v
where 7(£,n) is the outward normal vector on 9D*.
(4) In the (&,n,{)—space, let G be a simply connected smooth domain, satis-
fying
Dx 0,146 € G c (DUT,) x[0,1+ 4],

for a small fixed number 6 > 0.
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(5) In the (¢,&,1n,()—space, denote by ¥ a smooth bounded domain, satisfying
[-1,T+1],xG Cc ¥ C [-2,T+2], xG,
and
S = (Em{og t<T,(&n) eD*}) U (zm{tz T}).

Remark 4.1. (1) From [7], we know that d(§,n) and P(§,n) are uniquely defined
for (§&,m) € T, if p is properly small.

(2) From the condition (H1) given in the introduction, we know that the domain
D* and functions k1(&,n), k2(&,n) are well defined.

(8) From the above notations, obviously we have
0EN{-1<t<T+1} = [-1,T+1] x 9G,
and Q C ¥X*, I'_ C 0QNoX*.

Set
SO::{t:O7 (gan)€D7 OSCSl}’
S1:={0<t<T, (&) evy-, 0< ¢ <Y,

and Ns(Sp) (N5(S7) resp.) a §—neighborhood of Sy (S7 resp.) in (¢, &, 7, {)-space.
To construct W0, we first define W* as

(4.2)
W*(tagvnaC):Wo(gan7<)+t'w01(§a777<)+%'W(?(é.a’mC) +E Wé(faﬁv()a
in N5(So)N{t<0,(¢n) € D,0<(<1}, and
(4.3)
W (t,€,n,¢) =Wi(t, P(§,m), ) + d(&, ) - Wi (t, P(€,n),C)
+ X e pe ), -+ S i Pe ). 0)

in N5(S1) N {t>0,(n) €D NT,,0 < ¢ < 1}, where W, Wf (1 <i,57<4)are
given in ([27) and (ZF)) respectively.

Now, we extend the function W*, given in (£2) and @3] near the boundary Sy
and S7, smoothly into the remaining part of the region ¥ \ ¥*, such that W* ¢
CS(X\ ¥*) and W* is infinitely differentiable away from the boundary Sp U Si.
Such function W* can be constructed by using Assumption 2Il and it follows
immediately that

W™ = W¢,  on Sp; IW* = le, on 51,

for all 0 <i,j < 4.
We extend W* smoothly into X*, which is still denoted by W* for simplicity,
such that W* has bounded derivatives up to order four in X, and

M7'1-¢Q<W <M1-C), inQ,

for the positive constant M given in (ZI2).
Finally, by letting W% = W*|q, we get that WO(¢, £, 7, ) satisfies the conditions

given in (2.14]).
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4.2. Construction of the n—th order approximate solution. In this sub-
section, we will construct the approximate solution W™ to the linearized problem
(2I5). Precisely, a sequence of functions {W"(¢,£,1, () }n>0 will be constructed by
induction on n, in the region X, satisfying the following properties:

(1) when n =0, W% = W* for the function W* constructed in Section 2.2;

(2) W™(t,&,n,¢) (n > 0) has continuous bounded derivatives in ¥ up to order
three, and the third order derivatives are Lipschitz continuous;

(3) for all n >0,

W™(t,&,n,¢) = W*(t,€,n,¢), wn E\X%,
Wn(t7§7 n? 1) = 07 V t e (07 T)7 (57 /]7) e D;
(4) for all n > 1, the functions W™ (¢,£,n, () satisfy the problem (ZI5]) in .

For any fixed n > 1, suppose that W™ ! satisfies the above four properties, we
will verify that W™ satisfies the same properties. Note that the coefficient of the
zero-th order term in the first equation of (ZI0) may vanish. Set

(4.4) W™ (t,€,m,¢) = e MW" (t,€,1,()
with a constant A > || B (@), then from (ZI5]) we know that Wn(t, &, n,C) satisfies
the following problem in €2,
(4.5)

QW™ + CU(9g + kdy )W + AOW™ + (B + \)W" — (W 1)202W™ = 0,

W oWn g = e ME2, W |p_ = e MWL (t,€,7, (),

W i=0 = Wo (&, C).

As in [I7], introduce an elliptic operator in X,

LY(w) & —eAw—a10%w — agagw — a33,27w — [asq + (W"_l)f](?gw

4.6
(4.6) + 0w + CUc(k1,e0¢ + ka,eOp)w + AcOcw + [BL + 2(a1 + €)]w,

for a small parameter ¢ > 0, where
Aw £ Ofw+ Fw+ 0w + Pw.

Here, the notation f. denotes a regularization of the function f by means of con-
volution with a non-negative C*° function compactly supported in a ball of radius
€. Moreover, the functions U, A and B’ are smooth extension of the correspond-
ing functions and A + B from § to ¥ such that they are in C°(X) and B’ > 0;
functions k1 (£, n) and ko(&,n) are given in Notations (3) in the Subsection 2.2; the
non-negative functions a; € C*°(X), 1 < i < 4 satisfy the following conditions:

(1) a; >0 (1<i<4)fort<—1/2andt>T+1;

(2) az,as > 0 in the d-neighborhood of the boundary [-1,T + 1] x (0G \ {¢ =

0,0r,14+6});
(3) a4 > 0 in the d-neighborhood of the boundary [—1,7 + 1] x (0G\ {¢ = 0});
(4) a; = 0 on the rest of ¥ for all 1 <4 < 4.

Then, consider the following elliptic problem with the Neumann boundary con-
dition:
LY(W™) = F., in %,
own
on

(4.7)

= fes on 0%,
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where 77 is the unit outward normal vector on 9%, and the functions F' and f are
defined by

0, in Q;
LE(e ™ MW™) + eA(e ™ MWH) + [(W*)? — (W"il)f]ag(e*)‘tw*)
F = +[CU (k10¢ + k20yy) — CU (K1 c0¢ + k2,c0y)] (e MW™)
+[(A = A)O; + B' — B — 2¢](e " MW), in ¥\ ¥
smooth connection, in the rest of X,

and

—e_kt%, on Ss;

f= 92 MW, on 0Q NIA(X\ T*);

smooth connection, on the rest of 9%,

where
S3:={0<t<T, (§,n) €D, (=0}

Moreover, from the construction of W* defined in ¥ \ ¥*, we can assume that the
function F' has bounded derivatives up to order four in ¥ and is infinitely differen-
tiable outside a d-neighborhood of ; the function f also has bounded derivatives
up to order four in a neighborhood of S35 and is infinitely differentiable on the rest
of 0%. .

The boundary value problem (1) has a unique solution W in the region X by
using the classical theory of elliptic equations, cf. [Il Theorem 3.6] and [10, Theorem
12.7], by noting that the coefficients and the right hand sides of the problem (Z7])
are smooth in ¥ and the coefficient of the zero-th order of ﬁ//en is positive,

Then, we show that the derivatives up to order four of function ﬁ//en are uniformly
bounded in e. We establish the following proposition for WE”

Proposition 4.2. In the domain X, the solution wn of the problem (A1) and its

€
derivatives, up to order four, are bounded uniformly in e.

At this moment, we first assume that Proposition is true, which will be
studied later. And we are going to prove the following proposition from which the
existence of the solution W™ to the problem (ZI5]) follows immediately.

Proposition 4.3. There exists a function W™(t,€,n,() in X such that W™ has
continuous deriwatives up to order three, and the third order derivatives of W™ are
Lipschitz continuous. Moreover, the restriction of W™ in § is a solution to the
problem (ZI0), and W™ = W* in ¥\ £,

(4.8) wn(t,&n,1) = 0, Vte(0,T), (§n)€D.

Proof. It is sufficient to prove the existence of the new unknown function Wwn =
e~ MW" which satisfies the corresponding properties, and this will be done in the
following several steps.

Step 1. From the above hypothesis that the derivatives of the solution Wen to
D) up to order four are bounded uniformly in e, there exists a subsequence
{Wi(f,{,n,()}bo such that WZL (t,&,m,¢) converges in C3(X) to W"(t,{“,n,()

uniformly in ¥ as €, — 0, and the third order derivatives of wn (t,&,m, ) are Lips-
chitz continuous. From the special form of the problem (.1, it is easy to see that

W"(t,f, 7, () satisfies the equation and the boundary condition at {¢ = 0} given
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in the problem ([A). It remains to verify that W™ satisfies the other boundary
conditions given in ([@X), and W™ = e MW* in ¥\ £¥,
Wh(t,&m,1) = 0, Vi€ (0,T), (€mn)e€D.
Step 2. In this step, we prove that Wn = e MW* in ¥ \ ¥*, from which the
boundary condition on I'_ and the initial data on {t = 0} given in ([@3H) follow

immediately.
Setting V = W™ — e W*, then from [@T), V satisfies

—M¥V—@%V—%%V—PNHWﬂﬂ%V+%
(4.9) +CU(ky - Ve + ko - Vi) + AVe + (B' +2a1)V =0,  in X\ X%

V. =0, ond(T\¥*)No.

Let E(t,&,7,¢) be a smooth function in ¥ such that 0E/dn < 0 on 9¥ and
E > 1. Set
Vi 2 V(E+0),
for a positive constant C' > 0. It is easy to check that V; satisfies an equation
similar to that of V' given in ([@9)), and the zero-th order coefficient of V; is positive
if C' is sufficiently large. The boundary condition on 9(X\ ¥*) N 9% for V4 becomes

ovi
4.10 — Vi=0
( ) on +a1 Vi ;
1 9E

with a1 = —35 - g7 > 0. Thus, [V4]| does not achieve its non-zero maximum on
the boundary (X \ £*) N 9X. Otherwise, at the point of maximum of |V;| on the
boundary 9(X \ X*) N 9%, we must have
V1% —+ a1 (V1)2 > 0,

which is a contradiction to (0.

Similarly, the non-zero maximum of |V;| is not attained in the interior of ¥\ ¥*
nor on the boundary 9(X\ X*)N ({t =0} U{(§,n) € 9D*}). Indeed, if |V4]| attains
the maximal at (t,£,71,¢) € (X \ %) N{(£,n) € dD*}, then at this point

(4.11) Viogvi >0, Vio;Vi =0, Vi0,V1 <0, V10V =0,

which implies that

W%r%%+biM@=%-th%ﬁ@ﬂ+«Mb%@%%}

- = ((kl, k2) ﬁ) VionVi >0

by using ([@I]). For the second order derivatives, we have
Vi0iVi <0, ViOFVi <.

Noting that az = a3 = 0 at such maximal point, and V; satisfies an equation
similar to (£9]) with the zero-th order coefficient being positive. Hence, there is a
contradiction. Therefore, we have V; = 0 and then Wn=e MJ*in % \ X*, which
implies that W™ satisfies the boundary conditions on {t =0} and T'_ given in the

problem (E.3]).

Step 3. It remains to show that
(4.13) W™(t,&,n,1) = 0, forall (t,&n) € (0,T) x D.
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From the first step, we know that W™ is a classical solution to the problem ([£3H). Re-

stricting the problem (@3) on the plane {¢ = 1}, it follows that w" = W"(t, &n,1)
satisfies the following problem in {(¢,&,n): t € (0,T), (¢£,n) € D},

oo

1Dn|t:0 = WO(&, 7, 1) = 07 1Dn|F— = eiAtwl (tvé.a 7, 1) =0.

by using Al¢c—1 = 0 and the induction assumption W"~![._; = 0. Here, b =
A+ B(t,&,n,1) > 0. It follows that @w™ = 0, which implies that (I3 holds.
0

Remark 4.4. The identity (&) explains why no condition on the boundary {{ =
1} of Q in the problem [R2.I8) is needed.

We now come back to give the proof of Proposition [£2] which contains the
following three lemmas.

Lemma 4.5. There exists a positive constant My, independent of €, such that the
solution W to the problem [T) satisfies:

(4.15) We(t,en.Q)| < Mo, inX.

This lemma can be obtained by applying the maximal principle for the problem
[T and using the properties of W* given in Section 2.2, a similar result was given
in [I8, Lemma 4.3.9], so we omit the proof.

Lemma 4.6. For a given positive constant r1 < %, in the domain Y, = X N{t <

—2—r1, or t > T+ 1 +r}, the solution WE” to the problem (@) has bounded

derivatives up to order four uniformly in e.

Proof. Noting that in ¥, the equation in ([@7) is uniformly elliptic with respect
to €, by applying the well-known Schauder type estimates, cf. [I] and [10], in X4,

the derivatives of W up to order four are bounded uniformly in €, by using the

induction hypothesis that W™~! has bounded derivatives up to order three. O
To conclude Proposition [£2] it suffices to show

Lemma 4.7. In the domain Y = X N {—% —r <t<T+ % + 71}, the solution
W of the problem (X)) has bounded derivatives up to order four uniformly in e.

€

Based on the above three lemmas, Proposition 2] follows immediately, our re-
maining task is to prove Lemma 7l For this, let &'G = 0G\ {¢ =0, or 1+ ¢},

and we first give an estimate of WE” on part of the boundary 9%;,; in the following
lemma.

Lemma 4.8. The derivatives of the solution Wen to the problem (@), up to order
four, are bounded uniformly in € on the boundary [—4 —ri, T + % + 1] x &'G.

We first conclude Lemma H.7 by assuming that the assertion of Lemma is
true.

Proof of Lemma 4.7l As in [I§], by setting

V=W, =200
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with a positive constant « > 0, we get that from the problem (1) of ﬁ//en, \%
satisfies the following boundary conditions:

(4.16) {BcV—aV = —fe, on {¢=0},
oV+aV = f, on {(=1+0}.
To estimate the first order derivatives of V' in X;,,;, define
(4.17) I = V24 V24V + Ve (Ve —2Y) +k(Q),
where
(4.18) Y = (aV — fo)e(0),
with a smooth function ¢ satisfying
1, for |l < 6/4,
p(Q)=q-1,  for[l+4d—(|<d/4,
0, for $<¢<1+8,

and k(¢) is a positive function to be chosen later. Then, from the boundary condi-
tions (£I6) and the definition (@I8) of Y, we have

oV =Y, for (=0,orl1l+6.
Hence, we have that on {¢ = 0},
Oy = 2ViVie + 2VeVee + 2V, Ve — 2V Ve + K/(0)
=20 (V2 + VE + V2) = 2YYe = 2V(fo)s — 2Ve(fo)e — 2V, (fo)y + K (0),
which implies that by requiring £’(0) > 0 large enough,

419 an’ 0.
(4.19) i >

Similarly, by choosing k’(1 + 0) < 0 and its absolute value being sufficiently large,
we have

4.20 om| <o,

(4.20) LT F

Therefore, the maximum of II; can not be attained on the boundary {¢ = 0}U{( =
1+6}.

By direct calculation, there exist positive constants C; and C5, independent of
€, such that

(4.21) L(ITy) + G111 < Co
with
L(w) 2 L(w) = 2 (W2 + (a5 + )] - 0w

A = [ 12 + a1+ 9] - (g + 0D}

Next, in X, by setting
I = e ?
for a constant 8 > 0, it is easy to deduce that II satisfies a differential inequality
similar to that one given in (ZI]), in which the zero-th order coefficient of IIj is
larger than one for sufficiently small ¢ when [ is suitably large and a; is chosen
suitably small. Therefore, from this differential inequality we obtain that if II]
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attains its maximum in the interior of ¥;,;, then II] is bounded by a constant
independent of e.

Next, from ([@I9) and ([@20) we know that II does not attain its maximum on
the boundary {¢ = 0} U{¢ = 1+ 6}. On the other hand, by using Lemmas
and 7 we obtain that IIj is uniformly bounded in e on the other boundaries of
Yint. In summary, we conclude that II7 is uniformly bounded in € in X;,,, so is II;.
Thus, it follows that the first order derivatives of ﬁ/;" are uniformly bounded in €
in Eint-

Similarly, we can estimate the second and the third order derivatives of V' in
Yint by considering the following functionals:

Mo = Y (OFV)?+ Y 0fVe- (0FVe — 2007 ) + 6%(0) - V& + k(C),

lv[=2 Iv[=1
and
M = > @03v)>+ Y a3V, - (a;% - 23;1/) + 620 S (0FVee)? + k(0),
Iv|=3 lv|=2 [v|=1
where
(4.22) o = 5?15?57,37 v=01,773), =7+ +98,

denotes the differential operator tangential to the boundaries {{ = 0} U {¢ = 1},
and ¢(¢) is a smooth function satisfying:

©) = 0, forogcgg,or1+?;l—5§<§1+5,
T for g1t

The boundedness estimates on Iy and II3 can be derived in a way similar to the
above discussion for II;. For this, one can deduce differential inequalities of Il and
I3 similar to the one given in (L2I]) for II;, by using the fact that the coefficient
of 8210 in (£0) is negative when ¢ < g or ( >1+ g. Thus, we can show that Il
and II3 are uniformly bounded in € in ¥;,;. Then, the boundedness of Il implies
that the second order derivatives of W™

€in X, and ngen are uniformly bounded in € in 3;,; N {g <(<1+ %}
On the other hand, by using that the coefficient of 8?10 in (£0) is negative for

(< % or ( >1+ % again, it follows that 8?W€” is uniformly bounded for { < g or

except 97 WE”, are uniformly bounded in

¢>1+ %. In summary, we have deduced that all second order derivatives of ﬁ//en are
uniformly bounded in € in ¥;,;. Likewise, we can obtain the uniform boundedness
of the third order derivatives of WE" by using a similar argument for Is.

In order to study the fourth order derivatives of V', set

M= Y (@) + Y 03V (93V; — 203

Iv[=4 lv[=3
+9° O D (OFOV)P Q).
Iyl +i=4, i>2

To derive a differential inequality for IT4 similar to (ZZI]), we need to estimate the
terms L(97Y) with |y| = 3, which contain the fifth order derivatives of f. from
the definition of Y given in ({I8). Since f has bounded derivatives up to order
four in a neighborhood of S5 and is infinitely differentiable on the rest of 0%, the
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derivatives of f. up to order four are bounded uniformly in € in 3, but the fifth
order derivatives of f. has the order of O(¢~!) in the neighborhood of S3. Note
that in the neighborhood of S3, the second order derivatives in the operator L have
the coefficient e, that is,

€}, 6852, 68727.

Therefore, it is uniformly bounded in ¢ when applying the operator L to the third
order derivatives of f.. By studying Il in a way similar to that given for IT;, we
deduce that II4 is bounded uniformly in € in ¥;,;, which implies that the fourth

order derivatives of WE" are uniformly bounded in € in ¥;,;. Thus, we complete the
proof of Lemma [£7 O

We now turn to prove Lemma

Proof of Lemma 4.8l For any fixed point P(, 7, () on the boundary 0’G, denote
by Ps the intersection of the é—neighborhood of P in the (£, 7, )—space with the
domain G. Consider the cylinder

1 1
Hs = [—5—7‘1,T+§+T‘1] x Ps.

We will show that there is a small 6 > 0 such that in the domain Hy, the derivatives
of the solution W to the problem () up to order four are bounded uniformly in
€.

To simplify the presentation, we may assume that in Hs the coefficient a; de-
pends only on ¢, and a;,7 = 2,3,4 depend only on &, 7 and (, and by introducing
new coordinates ¢, 7' and ¢’ in the domain Pj if necessary, so that the boundary:

3/P5 =0JPsNOG,

is a subset on the plane {¢’ = 0}, and the inward normal direction to &’ P5 coincides
with that of the ¢/ —axis. For simplicity, we still denote the new coordinates by &, n
and (. And then, the boundary condition of problem (£7) on [—% —r, T+ % +
r1] x 0’ Ps becomes

W _
o¢ le=0 77
For notation, we add a superscript * to a function represented in the new coordinates

¢,n' and (.

Note that on the right hand side of ([@7)), F is infinitely differentiable in the
region Hy, and f is infinitely differentiable on the boundary 0Hs N 0%. Hence, we
can choose a smooth function X (¢,&,7, () defined in Hs satisfying

X o
I le=0 77
and then, from ([{71) we know that the function

Y(t,€,m.0) = W2 (t,€,n,0) + X (1,1, ),

satisfies the following problem in Hs:

{Ll(Y) = Fr,

4.23
(4.23) dcYe—o = 0,
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where the operator
Ll(Y) £ _ allagY — aggﬁle — a338?Y — 2(112(952771/ — 2(113(95245/ — 2@23(9727<Y
— (a1 + €)Y + 0,Y 4+ b10Y + b20,Y + b30:Y + [(BL)* + 2(a1 + €)]Y,

with the coefficients (a11, a2z, ass, ai2, a13, azs) being derived from (a2, as, a4) through
the transformation from (&, 7, ¢) to (¢',7,¢’), the function ﬁ: has bounded deriva-
tives up to order four uniformly in €. By using the assumption of a;,7 = 2, 3, 4, there
exists a positive constant A1, independent of ¢, such that for any o = (a1, ae, a3) €
R3, we have

2 2 2 2
aiia] + a205 + azzaz + 2a12a100 + 201300 03 + 2az3a203 > Ai|al”,

which implies that the operator L; is uniformly elliptic in Hs. Moreover, the co-
efficient of the zero-th order of Y in L1 (Y) is positive in Hs. The next main task
is to study the boundedness of derivatives of the solution Y to the problem ([£23).
This is given in the following several steps by developing the idea from [I8].

Step 1. Estimates of the first order spatial derivatives of Y.
Set

(4.24) A= p3(Em.QYE+ Y+ Y2+ C1Y? + Oa(,

where C7 is a positive constant to be determined later such that the inequality
(#Z3) given below holds, Cy > 0 is a constant, ps(£,n,¢) is a smooth cut-off
function, defined in P, satisfying ps = 1 in P52, ps = 0 in a small neighborhood
of the boundary dF; \ G, and
%’
aC l¢=0
From Lemma we know that A; is uniformly bounded in € on the boundary
{t=—3—r}or {t=T+3+r}. Next, it is easy to see that
OA,
oC le=0
which implies that A; does not attain its maximum on the boundary [—% —ry, T+
% + 7] x 0'Ps. If the maximum of A; is attained at a point on the boundary

[—% —r, T+ % + 7] % (BP(; \ 8'P5), then ps = 0 at such point, and

=Cy >0,

Al < InaX{01V2 + C2C} < C37
by using Lemma L5 with C3 being a positive constant independent of e.
It is easy to check that for large C, we have
(4.25) Ll(Al) + Ay < C4, in Hg,

for a positive constant C; independent of e. Thus, if A; attains its maximum inside
Hj, then from ([{25) we have Ay < Cy.

In conclusion, we deduce that A; is bounded uniformly in € in Hg, which implies
that Yz, Y, and Y¢ are also bounded uniformly € in Hs, for a small constant d; < d.

Step 2. Estimates of Y; and the second order spatial derivatives of Y.
Set

T(Y) 2 Y, — (a1 +€)0}Y.
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Then, the equation given in (23] can be rewritten in the following form
Li(Y)=T(Y) + Lao(Y) = F.

Without loss of generality, one may assume that the coefficients of the operator L,
are independent of t. From [@Z3)) we know that I' £ T'(Y) satisfies the following
problem:

Li(T) =T(T) + Ly(T) = T(E¥), in Hy,,

€
(4.26) o.T o
¢=0

To study the boundedness of the second order derivatives of Y with respect to
the variables &, and ¢, similar to Ay, we consider the following functional in Hs, :
(4.27) Ay = ps, [OFY +00Y +02,Y + 0. Y +02.Y + T+ Cs (Y +Y,? +Y2) +CsC,
where C5 and Cp are two positive constants, and ps, is a smooth cut-off function
similar to ps given in (£24).

By a computation similar to the one for A;, we can obtain that As is uni-
formly bounded in € in Hs, by properly choosing Cs and Cg, which implies that
BgY, B%Y, 8§nY, BgcY, 8727CY and I' are uniformly bounded in € in H;, for a positive
constant d; < d1. Then, from the equation given in ([@.23) we deduce that BgY is
also uniformly bounded in € in Hs,.

Next, we consider the equation of Y;:

Y; — (a1 +€)07Y =T.
1

By combining with the uniform boundedness of I" in Hs, and of ¥} at t = —5 —
ry, ort =T+ % + 71 from Lemma 0] it is easy to deduce that Y; is also uniformly

bounded in € in Hs,.

Step 3. Estimates of higher order derivatives of Y.
Noting that Y satisfies the equation:

(4.28) Ly(Y) = —T + F7,

and Lo is elliptic in &, 7, ¢ uniformly in €. In order to use the Schauder estimates
of elliptic equations to study the third and fourth order derivatives of Y, one needs
to estimate the derivatives of I' in £, and ¢ up to order three. Similarly, from

(4.29) Ly(T) = =T(I) + T(F,),

we need to estimate the derivatives of T'(T") in &, and ¢ up to order two.

Since T' is uniformly bounded in € in Hs, and satisfies the problem ([@20]), as
in [I7], by studying some functionals of T similar to A; and As of Y in the region
Hs,, we can obtain the boundedness of F(I') in Hs, uniformly in € for a positive
constant d3 < do, with

(4.30)  F(Y) = (Yg Yy, Yo, Vi, 82Y, 7Y, O3)Y, 0%, %Y, 2, F(Y)).

Similarly, for suitable a;, similar arguments holds for I';y and I'y; so that we
can obtain the uniform boundeness of F(I';) and F(T'y;) in Hs, for some positive
constant d4 < d3.

From these uniform estimates, we deduce that in Hs,, both of the third and
fourth order derivatives of Y containing more than one order differentiation in ¢
and the derivatives of T'(I") with respect to £, and ¢ up to order two are bounded



PRANDTL EQUATIONS IN THREE SPACE VARIABLES 39

uniformly in e. Therefore, from (I28) and [@29) we know that the derivatives of
Y up to order four are uniformly bounded in € in Hs,. This completes the proof of
the lemma. 0
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