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Dedicated with great pleasure to Eduard Tsekanovskii at the occasion of his 80th birthday

ABSTRACT. We show that the generalized Reynolds number (in fluid dynamics) introduced by
Ladyzhenskaya is closely related to the rotation of the positive spectral subspace of the Stokes
block-operator in the underlying Hilbert space. We also explicitly evaluate the bottom of the
negative spectrum of the Stokes operator and prove a sharp inequality relating the distance from
the bottom of its spectrum to the origin and the length of the first positive gap.

1. INTRODUCTION

It is generally believed that a steady flow of an incompressible fluid is stable whenever the
Reynolds number associated with the flow is sufficiently low, while it is experimentally proven
that flows become turbulent for high Reynolds numbers (about several hundreds and beyond).

Historically, the first rigorous quantitative stability result for stationary solutions to the 2D-
Navier-Stokes equation (in bounded domains) is due to Ladyzhenskaya [21]]. Her analysis shows
that given a stationary solution vy, any other solution v (with smooth initial data and the same
forcing) approaches v exponentially fast

(1.1) v—vg =0 ™), t— oo,
whenever the generalized Reynolds number

20,
)

is less than one. Here v is the viscosity of the incompressible fluid, A1 () is the principal eigen-
value of the Dirichlet Laplacian in the bounded domain €2, and v, stands for the characteristic
velocity of the stationary flow vy (see (3.8)).

In fact, the rate of convergence « in (L)) is given by [21],

a=vA\(Q)(1—Re").

Re* =

To better understand the functional-analytic as well as (Hilbert space) geometric aspects of
the Navier-Stokes stability in any dimension, we introduce and study the (model) Stokes block
operator, which is the Friedrichs extension of the block operator matrix

(1.2) g— ( —VvA v, grad>

—v,div 0

initially defined on the set C3°(€2)" & C>°(Q2) of infinitely differentiable vector-valued functions
in the Hilbert space H = L*(Q)" @ L?(Q), n > 2 (cf. [3,[10]).

One of the principal results of the current paper links the Ladyzhenskaya-Reynolds number
Re* to the norm of the operator angle © between the positive subspace of the Stokes operator
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and the positive subspace of its diagonal part (see [/} [19} 26] for the concept of an operator
angle). That is, the following TAN 20 THEOREM IN FLUID DYNAMICS,

tan 2||©] < Re”,

holds (see Theorem [2.4)).

The essence of this estimate is the remarkable fact that the magnitude of the Reynolds number
limits the rotation of the spectral subspaces of the block Stokes operator.

We also show that the lowest positive eigenvalue \;(.S) of the Stokes operator S and the
bottom of its negative (essential) spectrum satisfy the inequality

1
| inf spec(S)| < 1 [Re*]2 A1(9),

which is asymptotically sharp as v — oo or v, — 0.
In particular, the Ladyzhenskaya (2D-) stability hypothesis Re* < 1 yields the following
STABILITY LAWS :

e the relative spectral shift § defined as ratio of the shift of the spectrum from the origin

to the left to the length of the spectral gap of the Stokes operator is bounded by
_|infspec(S)] 1

ME)

e the maximal rotation angle ||©|| between the positive subspaces of the perturbed and
unperturbed Stokes operators is bounded by

s
o < <;
lell < 3

o the Friedrichs extension of the block operator matrix

T —vA — 1A\ (Q) v, grad
—v,div A (Q)

is positive definite (via the geometric variant of the Birman-Schwinger principle for
off-diagonal perturbations [[14, Corollary 3.4]).

We also observe that the Ladyzhenskaya decay exponent « provides the lower bound for inf spec(7'),
a=vA1(2)(1 —Re*) < 2-infspec(T),

which is asymptotically sharp in the sense that
) o
P}grjo inf spec(T) 2
All that combined gives the direct operator-theoretic interpretation for the 2D-Ladyzhenskaya
result in the framework of the linearization method in hydrodynamical stability theory.

The paper is organized as follows.

In Section 2, the Stokes operator S is defined as a self-adjoint operator in the Hilbert space
‘H. In Theorem based on the quadratic numerical range variational principle (see Appendix
[B)), we obtain an estimate for the first positive eigenvalue and explicitly evaluate the lower edge
of S. Theorem [2.4] the Tan 20-Theorem in fluid dynamics, is deduced from a general rotation
angle bound obtained in [14] for indefinite forms. In Theorem[2.3] we show that at low Reynolds
numbers, the qualitative spectral analysis for the Stokes operator is closely related to the one for
its principal symbol.

In Section 3] under the hypothesis that the generalized Reynolds number is less than one, we
discuss the Stability Laws and provide an operator-theoretic interpretation for the Ladyzhen-
skaya Stability Theorem [21, Theorem 6.5.12].

Appendix A contains supplementary material beyond the main scope of the exposition and
deals with the dimensional analysis of the problem in question.
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First, we provide a (heuristic) justification supporting the appearance of the characteristic
velocity parameter v, in the definition of the Stokes operator.

Next, as a result of the dimensional analysis, we naturally arrive at dimensionless variables
such as the generalized Reynolds and Strouhal type numbers, see (AJ3) and (A.4) for their
definition. We also show that at low Reynolds numbers, their product and ratio is proportional
to the distance from the bottom of the spectrum of the Stokes operator to the origin and the
length of spectral gap of the diagonal part of the Stokes operator, respectively (see (A.3) and
(A.6)). This observation is illustrated in the Strouhal-Reynolds-Rotation angle diagram Fig. 2.

In Appendix [B] we briefly recall representation theorems for indefinite (saddle-point) forms
and provide necessary information on the properties of their quadratic numerical range (cf. [27]]
for the concept of quadratic numerical ranges for operator matrices).

We adopt the following notation. In the Hilbert space H we use the scalar product { -, - )
semi-linear in the first and linear in the second component. Ig denotes the identity operator on
a Hilbert space K, where we frequently omit the subscript. Given a self-adjoint operator .S and
a Borel set M on the real axis, the corresponding spectral projection is denoted by Eg(M).

Given an orthogonal decomposition Ry & 8; of the Hilbert space & and dense subsets C; C

Ri, 1= 0,1, by Kg ® K1 we denote a subset of £ formed by the vectors <x0> with z; € K,

x1
i=0,1.

2. THE STOKES OPERATOR

Assume that  is a bounded C2-domain in R”, n > 2, A = A - I, is the vector-valued
Dirichlet Laplacian, with I,, the identity operator in C", and v > 0 and v, > 0 are parameters.
In the direct sum of Hilbert spaces

H=H  DH_,

where H, = L*(Q)" and H_ = L*(Q) stand for the “velocity” and “pressure” subspaces,
respectively, consider the Stokes block operator matrix (cf. [10]]) given by

—vA v, grad
2.1 < 0 )

—v,div

We introduce a self-adjoint realization S = S(v, v,) of (2.1 as a unique self-adjoint operator
associated with the symmetric sesquilinear (saddle-point) form

s[v @ p,u® q]

- yjzn;/Q<Djv(x),Dju(x)>cndz - v*/

divv(x)g(x)dx —v*/ divu(z)p(z)dx

Q Q

= v(grad v, grad u) — v, (div v, q) — v« (p, divu)

defined on
Domls] = {v@p|v € Hy(Q)", p e L*(Q)}.
Here grad denotes the component-wise application of the standard gradient operator initially

defined on the Sobolev space H} ().
Using the inequality

[(divo,p)| < el (=A)20l* + Ce)(|lo]* + [Ip]I*)
v e HyQ)", pe L*Q),

valid for any € > 0, with C'(¢) an appropriately chosen constant, one verifies that s on Dom]|s]
is a closed semi-bounded form (by the KLMN-Theorem).
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We also remark that the closure of the operator matrix defined on (H?(Q) N HE(Q))" @
H'(9) is a self-adjoint operator, see [10], which yields another characterization for the operator
S = S(v,vs).

We now provide more detailed information on the location of the spectrum of the Stokes
operator .S.

Theorem 2.1. Let S be the Stokes operator. Then

(1) the positive spectrum of S is discrete and
A1(S) > v (),

where \1(S) is the smallest positive eigenvalue of S and \1(?) is the principal eigen-
value of the Dirichlet Laplacian in Q). Moreover, the asymptotic representation

(2.2) AM(S)=vA(Q)(1+0(1)) as v—00 or v,—0,

holds;
(i1) the point A = 0 is an isolated simple eigenvalue of S
(iii) the bottom of the (essential) spectrum of the Stokes operator is explicitly given by

U

(2.3) inf spec(S) = ——.
v
In particular,

1
inf spec(S) = —ZuAl(Q)[Re*]Q,

where
20,

128V )\1(9)

is the generalized Reynolds number. Moreover, one has the estimate

2.4) Re* =

2.5) [inf spec(S)| < i [Re*]2 A (S).

Proof. (i). Itis well known that the essential spectrum of the Stokes operator .S is purely negative
(3], [1Q], [12], therefore, the positive spectrum of S is discrete.
The inequality

2.6) M(S) > A (Q).

follows from Lemmal[B.3|(vi) (see Appendix [B).
To prove the asymptotics (2.2]), we proceed as follows.
Let \1(£2) denote the first positive eigenvalue of the vector-valued Dirichlet problem

—Af=M)f,
floa =0,
with f the corresponding eigenfunction. Introducing v = (f,0)7 € H, one observes that
2.7) |Sv — v A1 (Q)v]| = v ||div £ .

Using the standard estimate
[(T = AM)z|

dist(A, spec(T)) < Tz
x

,  « € Dom(T),

valid for any self-adjoint operator 7', from ([2.7)) it follows that
[div f]]
I1£1]

dist(rA1(2), spec(S)) < v,
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This yields the claimed asymptotics (2.2) for v, — 0 and, by rescaling, for ¥ — co. Taking
into account that the open interval (0, A1 (2)) is free of the spectrum of S, we even get that
[div £
nal

(2.8) vA1(2) < A (S) < vA(Q) + vy

(i1). We claim that
Ker(S) = {0 @ p| pconstant } € L*(Q)" @ L*(Q).

Indeed, by [24, Theorem 1.3],
2.9) Ker(S) = (Ker(-A)N L) @ L C L*(Q)" @ L*(Q),
where

Ly ={ve  HY Q" | (dive,p) =0 forall p € L*(Q)}
and
(2.10) L ={peL*9) | (dive,p) =0 forallv € H}(Q)"}.

Since Ker(—A) is trivial, we have that Ker(S) = £_. This means that the pressure p is a
constant function for grad p = 0 (which is due to (Z.10): (div v, p) = 0 for all v).

Since the essential spectrum of the Stokes operator is purely negative, it follows that A = 0
is an isolated eigenvalue of S of multiplicity one.

(iii). We prove (2.3) by applying Lemma[B.3|(iv) (see Appendix B) that states that

(2.11) inf spec(S) = inf W?[s],
where
2 oo (vgrad of? —uv.(divo, p)
(2.12) W2[s] = U spec (_U* div o.p) 0
v@peHG ()" SL?(Q),
[vll=llpll=1

is the quadratic numerical range (associated with the decomposition H = (L?(Q))" @ L?(f2)).
Consider the trial functions

2.13) w(zy,...,zn) = f(x1,.. oz | L plzy, .. xn) = f(x,. .., an)eko

0
where f € C5°(Q2) with || f|| = 1 (k is a large parameter). From (2.11) and (2.12)) one gets the
estimate

2 VETEUERY
(2.14) inf spec(S) < inf spec <V lgrad u||” —wv.(div u,p>> .

—v,(div u, p) 0
Since for u and p given by (2.13) we have that

vgrad ul|* = vk? + O(k) and v,(divu,p) = iv.k + O(1) ask — oo,
inequality yields

2 .
infspec(S) S lim infspec< vk +O(k) Zv*k+0(1)>

. vk + O(1) 0
= lim infspec vk? vk _ —ULQ
koo P —iv,k 0 N 14
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To prove the opposite inequality, suppose that v € H}(Q)" and p € L?*(Q) are chosen in

such a way that ||v|| = ||p|| = 1. Then it is clearly seen that
2 2
Vs . v grad v||® v, grad vl|
. — —* <infs
(2.15) = inf spec (v*ngad ol 0
. v|grad v||? —wv.(divv,p)
< 3 .
< infspec <—v* (divv, p) 0

Here, we used the inequality
[(divo, p)| < [ldivol - []p]] < [lgrad o],

and the observation that the lowest eigenvalue of a symmetric 2 X 2 matrix decreases whenever
the absolute value of its off-diagonal entries increases. O

Remark 2.2. Notice that the upper estimate

V2

inf spec(S) < —

v

also follows from the known fact that for any bounded domain Q) C R"™ whose boundary is of
class C? the essential spectrum of the Stokes operator is a two-point set

2 2
SpeCess(S) = {—UL, —UL}

(see, e.g., [10, Theorem 3.15] where the corresponding result is proven for v = 1, v, = —1,
and can be adapted to the case in question by rescaling).

Remark 2.3. As it follows form the proof, inequality 2.3) is asymptotically sharp in the sense
that

. |infspec(9)] . |inf spec(S)|
2.16 1 =1
(2-16) A TNG) O T NS

Our next ultimate goal is to obtain bounds on the maximal rotation angle between the positive
subspace of the Stokes operator and the positive subspace of its diagonal part.

Recall that if P and @) are orthogonal projections and Ran(@Q) is a graph subspace with
respect to the decomposition 4 = Ran(P) @ Ran(P~), then the operator angle © between the
subspaces Ran(P) and Ran(Q) is defined to be a unique self-adjoint operator in the Hilbert
space H with the spectrum in [0, 7r/2] such that

sin® © = PQ" |Ran(p) -

1
= Z[Re*]Q

Without any attempt to give a complete overview of the whole work done on pairs of sub-
spaces and operator angles, we mention the pioneering works [6} 8,19, [11} 15} 20]. For more re-
cent works on operator angles and their norm estimates, we refer to [[1, 2} 15,7, 14117, 18} 26 27]]
and references therein.

We now present our main result.

Theorem 2.4 (THE tan 20-THEOREM IN FLUID DYNAMICS). Denote by © the operator angle
between the positive subspace of the Stokes operator Ran Eg((0, 00)) and the subspace H. =
L2(Q)™ @ {0}, the positive subspace of its diagonal part.

Then

(2.17) tan 2||©]| < Re",

where Re* is the generalized Reynolds number.
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Proof. Denote by () be the orthogonal projection from # onto the positive spectral subspace
Ran Fg((0,00)) of the Stokes operator S and let P be the orthogonal projection onto H, =
L2 Q)" & {0}.

From [14, Theorem 3.1] it follows that

1
(2.18) sin [|©] = |[|P — Q] <sin <§ arctan*y) ,

where
. 2v,|Re (div v, p)]
v = inf sup 5 5-
REOVALD) vaperi (@) rar (@) v{grad v, grad v) — u|v]|” + p|lp||

Using the Poincaré inequality

1 1
Jw]| < \/WHWJ!L w € Hy(),
and the bound
|div o < lgrad ],
one then obtains that
e . 20, Jlgrad ] - o] 2
REOM(Q) vaper@rar@) (v — (A1(Q2)) ' n)|lgrad v|[* + w [|p

U

2.19 < inf '
(2.19) - /,,LG(O,IIEIAl(Q)) \/(1/ — (M () p)p

Since the infimum (2.19) is attained at the midpoint jiop, Of the interval (0, vA; (Q2)) with

1
(2.20) Lopt = §VA1(Q),
we obtain the estimate

20,

2.21) N2 Re.

v/ A1(()
The estimate (2.17) now follows from (2.18]).

]

We remark that performing the spectral analysis of the Stokes operator can essentially be
reduced to the one of its principal symbol which is given by the following 2 x 2 numerical

matrix (cf. 2.13))

vk? vk
o) = (L )
with the right choice for the “wave number” k£ = /A1 (£2), where A; (2) is the principal Dirich-

let eigenvalue of the Laplace operator on the domain {2.

Theorem 2.5. Let s = s(v, vy; A1(Q2)) be the principal symbol of the Stokes operator is evalu-
ated at the wave number
(2.22) kE=+/A(Q).

Then
(2.23) 1 = lim i.nf spec(S) — lim i.nf spec(S).
v.10 inf spec(s)  v—oo inf spec(s)
Moreover, the operator angle © referred to in Theorem [2.4] admits the following norm esti-
mate

(2.24) el <o,
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with 0 the angle between the eigenvectors of the 2x2 matrices (v, v; \/A1(Q)) and s(v,0; 1/ A1 ()
corresponding to their positive eigenvalues.

Proof. Let A_(s) and Ay (s) be the negative and positive eigenvalues of the 2 x 2 matrix
s(v,v*; k), respectively.
It is easy to see that

U
kl;ngo A_(s(v,v45k)) = -
and that
A (s(v, 041 k) = —”;2 (1+0(1)) as v-—oo or vy — 0.
Moreover,
A (5(r, 06 VA(Q) = v A ()1 +0(1)) as v — oo
and

lirﬁ) At (5(r, 06 VA1) =vA1(Q) as v, — 0.

Comparing these asymptotics with the representations and in Theorem 2.1] proves
(2.23).

To prove the estimate (2.24]), observe that the rotation angle 6 between the positive eigensub-
spaces of the 2 x 2 matrices

:<_Z_5*A1<§21>(Q) Omz)) and 50:(%@(9) 8)

is explicitly given by (cf., [14, Example 4.4])

9 1 + 20,4 1 tan Re”
= —arctan ———— = — arctan Re*.
2 U/ )\1 (Q) 2
The estimate (2.24)) follows then from Theorem 2.4] O

3. REYNOLDS NUMBER LESS THAN ONE

In this section, we discuss the case of low Reynolds number (in any dimension n > 2).

First, we observe that by Theorem [2.4] the hypothesis Re* < 1 implies

(i) the lower edge inf spec(.S) of the spectrum of the Stokes operator and its first positive
eigenvalue \;(.5) satisfy the inequality

(3.1 | inf spec(9)| < % - A1(9);

(ii) the operator angle © between the positive spectral subspaces of the Stokes operator
S = S(v,v,) and the unperturbed diagonal operator Sy = S(v, 0) satisfies the inequal-

ity
T
lof <%
Moreover, by Theorem 3.1l below, we also have that
(iii) the Friedrichs extension 7' of the block operator matrix
(3.2) —vA — v\ (Q) v, grad
' —v,div A (Q)

is a positive definite operator.
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Theorem 3.1. Let T be the Friedrichs extension of the block operator (3.2)). Then
A1 (2 1
(3.3) MT() (1 — Re* max {1, §Re*}> < inf spec(T),

where
20,

U4/ )\1 (Q)
is the Ladyzhenskaya-Reynolds number.
In particular, if Re* < 1, then the operator T is positive definite and

Re* =

1
(3.4) 51/)\1(9)(1 — Re") < infspec(T),
which is asymptotically sharp as Re* — 0.

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 2.1] (iii), we apply Lemma[B.3|to see that
inf spec(T) = inf W2[{].

Here
W2 = U spec <u |grad UH% —1vn(Q) —vl*<divv,p>> |
v®peHL ("B L2(Q), —vy(div,p) svA1(Q)
lvll=llpl=1

is the quadratic numerical range (associated with the decomposition H = (L?(Q))" @ L?(f2)).
We claim that

vA1(Q2 222 —1 Re*z

). .. . 2
igg inf spec Re* 1 )= inf W=[4].
Indeed, introduce the notation k£ = ||grad v||. Then

[(div o, p)| < [lgrad | [|pl| = &

(3.5)

due to the hypothesis that ||v|| = ||p|| = 1. Therefore, the lowest eigenvalue of the 2 x 2 matrix
(1/ |grad v|? — A1 (Q) —v*(divv,p>>
—u, (div v, p) Lo ()

does not exceed the one of

<l/k2 — () —uk >

v,k A (Q)
Due to the Poincaré inequality, one also has the bound
A1(0) < k.
Thus,
inf  infspec (VkQ —vh(®) 1 —vsk ) < inf W2[{]
V(@ <k —v.k 51/)\1(9)

and (3.3) follows.
Next, it is an elementary exercise to see that the lowest eigenvalue of the matrix

212 —1 —Re*x
M(x) = (—Re*x 1 )

is a monotone function in z on [1,00) (increasing for Re* < 2 and decreasing for Re* > 2),
and therefore
V)\l(Q)
2

1
min {1 — Re*, 1 — §[Re*]2} < inf W[4,
which proves the bound (3.3).
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To show that the estimate is asymptotically sharp, denote by A1 (€2) the first eigenvalue of the
Dirichlet problem

flaa =0,

with f the corresponding eigenfunction. Introducing

v="(f,0,...0,0T e H,
N—_——

n—1 times
one observes that
1
(3.6) 1T = SrAa(@)ol] = vs || fa Il
which implies
dist (ly)\l(Q),spec(T)> < vy, o H
2 £l
Thus,
1 . 1 || £ |
vA1(2) < infspec(T) < —vA1(2) + v,
2 2 £l
and hence

1
§V)\1(Q)(1 — Re*) = infspec(T)(1 + O(Re*)) as Re* =0,

which completes the proof.
O

Remark 3.2. The positive definiteness of the operator T' is the manifestation of a geometric
variant of the Birman-Schwinger principle for off-diagonal perturbations as presented in |14,
Corollary 3.4]).
Indeed, the operator T, = S — puJ, p € (0,0vA1(R2)), is positive definite if and only if
2v,|Re (div v, p)|
v(p) = sup 2 2
vapeH}(Q)neL2(@) v(grad v, grad v) — p[jo]|” + plp||
But we have already seen (cf. (2.20) and 2.21))) that

_ 1
Y (Mopt) < Re* < 1, with Hopt = 57/)\1(9)7
which shows that T' =T, is positive definite.

Remark 3.3. By [3, Corollary 2.1], the essential spectrum of the operator matrix T can be
computed explicitly as

1 U*2 1 1 ’0*2
Specess(T) = {iy)\l(Q) — 751/)\1(9) _ 5 - }
and thus
1 *2 1 1
(37) inf Specess(T) - 51/)\1 (Q) _ Uy _ §y)\1(Q) <1 — §[Re*]2> )

In particular, it follows from (3.3) that for large values of the Reynolds number the essential
spectrum of T coincides with the lower edge of its spectrum,

2
and hence inequality (3.3) turns into an equality.

1 1
inf specess(T') = inf spec(T') = —vA1 () (1 — §[Re*]2> for Re* > 2
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We also remark that if Re* < 2, then by Theorem the spectra of the absolute value
|S| of the Stokes operator restricted to the non-negative subspace of S and to its orthogonal
complement are subordinated (cf. [[14, Theorem 4.2]). That is,

max spec(|S|Ran(Eg(—o0,0)) < minspec(|S|ran(Eg(0,00)))-

Our main motivation for the discussion of the low Reynolds number hypothesis (Re* < 1)
and its implications is to better understand the functional-analytic aspects of the Ladyzhenskaya
stability result that concerns the asymptotic behavior of solutions to the 2D Navier-Stokes equa-
tion

ov

1
E—i—(v,VM}—VAU:—;gradp—i-f,

dive =0, v|gg = 0, v|t=0 = vo.

Here, as usual, we are dealing with a (nonstationary) flow v of an incompressible fluid that
does not move close to the (smooth) boundary OS2 of a (bounded) domain §2 and u, p, and f
stand for the velocity field, pressure, and the acceleration due to external forcing, respectively.
Furthermore, p and v are the constant density and viscosity of the fluid and v is the initial
velocity of the flow.

Proposition 3.4 ([21, Theorem 6.5.12]). Suppose that ) is a bounded domain in R? with C?-
boundary and that vy is a stationary solution of the two dimensional Navier-Stokes equation

1
(vy - grad)vy — vAvg + ;gradp =f,

div Vst = 0, Ust|8Q = 0,
such that the generalized Reynolds number

20,

U/ )\1 (Q)
is less than one, where

< Ovg 2

(3.8) Ve = // ‘ drdy
Ox

Q

Let v be a solution for the non-stationary problem corresponding to the same force f with
the initial data v|,—y € H 2(9)2 N Jo,1, where Jy 1 is the closure in H Lnorm of the smooth
solenoidal vector fields of compact support in €.

Then the difference u = v — vy between these two solutions satisfies the inequality

Ju(z, t)|| < |lu(z,0)[|exp(—at), z€Q, t>0,

Re* =

1/2
) /

. Ovg

0y

where
3.9 a=rvA(Q2)(1—Re").

We remark that the Ladyzhenskaya stability hypothesis Re* < 1 of Proposition implies
the Stability Laws (i), (ii), and (iii). Moreover, applying Theorem 3.1lnow shows that the decay
exponent « provides a lower bound for inf spec(7),

a=rvA(2)(1 —Re*) <2-infspec(T),

which is asymptotically sharp in the sense that
I - 2
m ——FF— = 4.
Re* 10 inf spec(T")
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Also notice that the lowest eigenvalue of the principal symbol

ey (VER—AuA(Q) vk
try o' k) = < —ivk L@

of the operator 7" evaluated at k = 1/ A1(Q2),

1 1 i Re*
t=5vh@) <—iRe* 1 )

equals one half of the decay exponent in (3.9), that is,
a = 2inf spec(t).

All that combined together now sheds some light on the functional analytic nature of the 2D
stability in fluid dynamics.

APPENDIX A. DIMENSIONAL ANALYSIS

In this appendix we present (i) a heuristic consideration that motivated the particular choice
of the Stokes block operator and (ii) apply the general dimensional theory to perform spectral
analysis of the Stokes system.

(i). Assume that the Navier-Stokes equation has a steady-state solution vy and linearize the
equation in a neighborhood of this solution to get

ou 1 N
T + (vg, VYu + (u, V) vy — VAU = - gradp + f,
divu =0, ul|pn = 0, uli=o = uo.
We assume that the field of external mass forces f is time-independent.
Then, one observes that for smooth data, the solution (u, p) of the corresponding stationary
problem satisfies the system of equations

((vst,v>.+_(;1,ivv> vy — VA grgd) (g) _ (g)

p
which can equivalently be rewritten as

(T ) (1))

Vi P
Here we choose the parameter v, as a characteristic velocity of the stationary flow. Note that in
dimension n = 2, v, given by (3.8)) has indeed the dimension of velocity.
Neglecting the lower order terms (vy, V) u + (u, V) vy in the limit Re, — 0[], one obtains
the system

—vA v, grad v\ _(f
(A2) (—U*div 0 > <q> B <0> ’

where the “renormalized pressure” ¢ is given by

-~

p
Vi
Finally, it remains to observe that the left-hand side of is nothing but the Stokes operator
matrix S = S(v,v,) defined by (L.2).

a:

1Introducing a characteristic velocity u* of the stationary solution u of the system (A.I), one observes (on a
heuristic level) that the terms (v, V) u and (-, V) vy are of the order v.u™4/A1(§2) each, meanwhile v Aw is of
the order v\ (2)u*, and thus

(v, VY u + (u, V) vy = Re . O(—vAu).
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(ii). Clearly, typical physical dimensional variables associated with the steady motion vy
of incompressible fluid in a bounded domain are 7' (time), V' (velocity), v (viscosity) and L
(Iength). Recall that in the framework of general dimensional analysis (see, e.g., [22, §19],
[25]), given the fundamental units which are in our case the ones of length and time, to every
monomial power TV 517 L° of the physical variables, one assigns the vector (c, 3,7, 6) in a
4-dimensional space

TVA L — (o, B,7,0) € R

In this setting, the dimensionless quantities/monomials form a 2-dimensional plane P in R*

determined by the equations
P . a=f=7=0
B+2y+0=0.

It is easy to see that the two-dimensional square lattice A = Z* N IP has an orthogonal basis
(r,s) associated with the dimension free variables

VL TV
—+—»r=(0,1,-1,1) and — —s=(1,1,0,—-1).
v L
That is,
A={ms+nr|mmnecZ}=7"NP.

The lattice A has the square sublattice A’ of index 2 (see 4, 1.2.2] for the definition of the

index),
N = {ms+nr|m =n (mod 2),m,n € Z} C A.

In turn, the sublattice A’ has an orthogonal basis (¢, d) (of minimal Euclidean length) associated
with the new pair of dimension free variables (see Fig. 1)

TV?
——c=s+r=(1,2,-1,0)

v
and

Tv

ﬁ ’-}d:S—r: (1,0,1,—2)
That is,

A = {mc+nd|m,n € Z}.

r=0, 1, -1, 1)
s=(1, 1,0, -1)
e=(1, 2, -1, 0)

d=(1,0,1,-2)

Fig. 1. Lattice A versus sublattice A’ of index 2.

Introduce the characteristic length scale L. ~ k~!, where the wave number k is given by
(2.22)) (see Theorem[2.3)), the characteristic velocity v, and finally the (characteristic) time scale
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7, which, in the current setting, is at our disposal. Then one observes that the dimensionless
quantity Y£ transforms into the Reynolds number (cf. [22], §19])

VL Vs
A.3) — —b Rey = —— asV — v, and L — 1// 21 ().
( v v/ N (Q) V()
In turn, the dimension-free variable ZY glves rise to the Strouhal type number (cf. [22, §19])
TV
(A4) - St = v/ M(Q) asT — 7.

Note that the factor v,/ A1 (£2) in has the dimension of a frequency and can be interpreted
as the “circulation frequency” associated with the stationary flow vy in the bounded domain 2.

Upon the identifications above, it is striking to observe that the new set of dimensionless vari-
ables TV and T2 carries important spectral information on the Stokes operator in the following
sense. The product St.Re . is proportional to the distance from the bottom of the spectrum of
the Stokes operator to the origin and the ratio St /Re . is proportional to the length of spectral
gap of the diagonal part of the Stokes operator. That is,

2 2
TV — St.Re, = TUT = 7| inf spec(S)|

and
Tv
2
Moreover, from (2.23)) one also derives that

— Stx/Re . = A1 ().

(A5) i Dfspec(S) . infspec(S) 1
' St«l0  Re Sty Re.l0 Re .St T

and that

(A.6) lim M = lim M — l

St«40 Sty /Res  Re.l0Sty/Res, 7

We also notice that the upper bound € for the norm ||©|| of the operator angle (2.24) in
Theorem [2.5] can be read off from the following diagram.

Stability zone

Re* =2Re, < 1

—2St.Res 0O

Fig. 2. Strouhal-Reynolds-Rotation angle diagram.

Here, the Strouhal number St,, the height of the right triangle on the diagram, coincides with
the geometric mean of the dimensionless quantities 2St,Re , and %St* /Re .. Moreover,

Sty 20*
tan 2||0| < tan 260 = = ! = 2Re, = Re™.

3St./Res v/ A (Q)
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APPENDIX B. SADDLE-POINT FORMS AND NUMERICAL RANGES

In this appendix we recall the concept of a saddle-point form with respect to a decomposition
H=H OH_.
Assume that AL > 0 are non-negative self-adjoint operators acting in H..
On Dom|a] = Dom(Ai/ 2)@Dom(A1_/ 2) C H introduce the diagonal saddle-point sesquilin-
ear form
CI[SC, y] = aJr[era er] —a- [CE,, y*]a
where x4, y1+ € Dom[ai] = Dom(Ali/z) and

aslre,ys] = (AY?22, AY?ys), a4 ys € Dom[as] = Dom(AY?),

are the non-negative closed forms associated with the self-adjoint operators A and A_, respec-
tively.

We say that a form b is a saddle-point form with respect to the decomposition H = Hy S H_
if it admits the representation

blz,y] = a[z,y] + v[z,y], =,y € Dom[b] = Dom/a],
where v is a symmetric off-diagonal form with respect to the decomposition, that is
o[z, Jy] = —v[Jx,y],
with J = Iy, & (—I_).
We also require that the off-diagonal form v is a form bounded perturbation of the diagonal
form a in the sense that
lofz]| < B((|A]"?z,|A['?) + ||=[|*), 2 € Doml[v],

for some 3 > 0.
We start with citing the First Representation Theorem proven in [24, Theorem 2.7], [[13], [14]]
in a more general setting and adapted here to the case of saddle-point forms.

Theorem B.1. Let b be a saddle-point form with respect to the decomposition H = H, & H_.
Then there exists a unique self-adjoint operator B such that
Dom(B) C Dom/b]
and
blz,y| = (x,By) forall x € Dom[b] and y € Dom(B).

We say that the operator B associated with the saddle-point form b via Theorem [B.1] satisfies
the domain stability condition if

(B.1) Dom|[b] = Dom(|A|'/?) = Dom(|B|/?).

For completeness sake, we cite the corresponding Second Representation Theorem (see [24,
Theorem 3.1], [IL3]], [14]).

Theorem B.2. Let b be a saddle-point form with respect to the decomposition H = Hy & H_
and B the associated operator referred to in Theorem [B_1}

If the domain stability condition (B)) holds, then the operator B represents this form in the
sense that

blx,y] = (|B|"/?x,sign(B)|B|"?y) forall 2,y € Dom[b] = Dom(|B|"/?).
Recall that the numerical range of an operator B is denoted as
W(B) := {(x, Bz) | z € Dom(B), ||z| = 1}.
Accordingly, we define the numerical range of a saddle-point form b as
Wb] := {b[z] | = € Dom[b], ||z| = 1}.
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Next, we generalize the concept of the quadratic numerical range for operator matrices pre-
sented in [27]] to the case of saddle-point forms.

Given a saddle-point form b with respect to the decomposition H = H & H_, we define its
quadratic numerical range

W = U e (et o).
z4+@x—€Dom[at]®Dom[a_], o o
lz+lI=llz—|I=1

Here we use the standard shorthand notation ay[z4]| = ay[zy, z4].

Lemma B.3 (cf. [27, 28]]). Let b be a saddle-point form with respect to the decomposition
H = H4 ® H_ associated with the self-adjoint operator B and let a = a; @ (—a_) be the
diagonal part of b.
Then

(i) spec(B) C W?2[b];

(i) W(B) C Wb C W(B) C (fspec(B), supspec(B));

(iii) W2[b] C Wb];

(iv) inf spec(B) = inf W2[b], supspec(B) = sup W2[b];

(v) Wiag] CW?2b] ifdimHg > 1,

(vi) if ax > a4l for some ay > 0, then

spec(B) C (—oo, —a_] U [a4, 00).

Proof. (1). First, let A € R be an eigenvalue of B with corresponding eigenfunction u &
Dom(B). Since Dom(B) € Dom(|A|*/2) = Dom(A 12 ) & Do (Ai/Q), we have the unique

decomposition u = uy & u_ withuy € Dom(Ali/Q). We set 14 = |Jus||"tu if uy # 0 and
choose 4 in Dom(Ai/ 2) arbitrary with ||44| = 1if ux = 0. From the eigenvalue equation,

we obtain that

(g, Bu) = XNty ,uy), (t—,Bu) = At_,u_).
By the First Representation Theorem for saddle-point forms [24, Theorem 2.7] (see also [[13]])
we can rewrite these equations in a 2 X 2 matrix form

(o) i) () =2 (o)

As a consequence, A € W?2[b].

If A € o(B) is not an eigenvalue, the Weyl criterion [23] Theorem VII.12] implies that there
exists a sequence (u(™),eny C Dom(B) with [|u(™ | = 1 and (B — \)u(™ — 0, n — cc.

In the same way as above, we write u(") = uS:L) au™ € Dom(|A|'/?) and introduce ﬂ(in)
for the normalized components. Then, we have that

(B —Nu™, i @0) = o, (B Nu™, 000" =",

both converge to zero. By the First Representation Theorem again, these equations can be
rewritten as

| (@ =Vl ofa. ol )(Hu ||> ( )
e (ww o+ ) ) = o

Let B,, — )\ denote the matrix in (B.2). Then
L=l )2

B () 2 _ \/(”+ P+ )
<|[(Bp — A7 - \/(v+ P+ ()= dist(\, spec(By))
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Hence

dist(A, spec(B,)) < \/(US[L))Q + (v(_n))2 — 0, n — o0
and consequently \ € W2[b].
(ii). The first inclusion W (B) C Wb] follows directly from the First Representation Theo-
rem for saddle-point forms (see [13} 24]) noting that Dom(B) C Dom/[b].
For the second inclusion, W[b] C W (B), one can use [16, Lemma VIL.3.1] on the form v to
get that

bl ] = ((|A] + 1)z, (J + R)(|A| + 1)) = (x, J)
holds for 2 € Dom[b] = Dom((|A| + I)/?). Since
B = (JA|+D'?(J + R)(JA| + D)'/* — J,

it follows from [[13, Theorem 2.3] that Dom(B) is a core for the operator (|A| + I)'/2. The
claim then is a consequence of the core property.

The last inclusion, W (B) C (inf spec(B),supspec(B)), follows directly from the well
known convexity of the numerical range and statement [29, Aufgabe VII.5.24(c)] on the ex-
tremal points.

(iii). Let A € W?2[b]. Then, there exist 74 € Dom(Ai_L/Q) with ||z1|| = 1and ¢ = (¢1,¢2) €
R? with ||c|| = 1 such that

iy i) ()2 (2)

Taking the scalar product with c yields

blcixy ® o] = A

Since ||c1z4+ @ cox_|| = 1, the claim follows.
(iv). Note that by parts (i) and (iii), we have W2[b] C (inf spec(B),supspec(B)). The
claim now follows from part (i) since inf spec(B), sup spec(B) € W2[b].

(v). Assume that dimH_ > 1. Then, for each x; € Domlay|, [|z4|| = 1, there is an
element z_ € Dom[a_], ||z_| = 1 with v[z,z_] = 0. To see this, note that by [16, Lemma
VI.3.1]

ofer.a] = (R (A + D)2a., (A + 1)),

Let f € H. Then, by dim H_ > 1, there exists an element g € H_ such that (R*f, g)3;_ = 0.
By the bijectivity of (|A| + I)'/2: Dom((|A| + I)'/?) — H, there exists a suitable z_ with
o[z, z_] = 0. In this case, we have that

at[r4] € spec <a+[gc+] 0 &]) C W2[b).

(vi). The claim follows directly, noting that the spectrum of the 2 X 2 matrix

a v
<+ ), 0<ar <oo, wveC,

v —a_

is located outside of the interval (—a_, a ). As a consequence, W2[b] N (—a_,a ) = @ and
the claim follows. g
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