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TRANSITION THRESHOLD FOR THE 2-D COUETTE FLOW IN A
FINITE CHANNEL

QI CHEN, TE LI, DONGYI WEI, AND ZHIFEI ZHANG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study the transition threshold problem for the 2-D Navier-
Stokes equations around the Couette flow (y,0) at large Reynolds number Re in a finite
channel. We develop a systematic method to establish the resolvent estimates of the lin-
earized operator and space-time estimates of the linearized Navier-Stokes equations. In
particular, three kinds of important effects: enhanced dissipation, inviscid damping and
boundary layer, are integrated into the space-time estimates in a sharp form. As an applica-

tion, we prove that if the initial velocity vg satisfies ||vg — (y,0)||z2 < cRe™ 2 for some small
¢ independent of Re, then the solution of the 2-D Navier-Stokes equations remains within

O(Refé) of the Couette flow for any time.

1. INTRODUCTION

Since Reynolds’s famous experiment [33], the hydrodynamics stability at high Reynolds
number has been an important field in fluid mechanics [35] [45], which is mainly concerned
with how the laminar flows become unstable and transition to turbulence. Theoretical anal-
ysis shows that some laminar flows such as plane Couette flow and pipe Poiseuille flow are
linearly stable for any Reynolds number [34] [I8]. However, the experiments show that they
could be unstable and transition to turbulence for small but finite perturbations at high
Reynolds number [37, 17]. In addition, some laminar flows such as plane Poiseuille flow be-
come turbulent at much lower Reynolds number than the critical Reynolds number of linear
instability. The resolution of these paradoxes is a long-standing problem in fluid mechanics.

There are many attempts to understand these paradoxes(see [I5] and references therein).
One resolution going back to Kelvin [22] is that the basin of attraction of the laminar flow
shrinks as Re — oo so that the flow could become nonlinearly unstable for small but finite
perturbations. Then an important question firstly proposed by Trefethen et al. [36](see also
[¥]) is that

Given a norm || - ||x, determine a = 5(X) so that
|uollx < Re™? = stability,
|ugllx > Re P = instability.

The exponent 5 is referred to as the transition threshold in the applied literature.

The goal of this paper is to study the transition threshold for the 2-D incompressible
Navier-Stokes equations in a finite channel Q = {(z,y) 1z € T,y € I = (=1,1)}:

Oov—vAv+v-Vuo+ VP =0,
(1.1) Vv =0,
'U(O,ﬂj‘,y) = U0($7y)7
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where v ~ Re~! is the viscosity coefficient, v(t,z,y) = (v!,v?) is the velocity, P(t,z,y) is the

pressure.
For the 2-D fluid, nonlinear effect is weak. More importantly, the vorticity w = 8yv1 — Og¥
has the following beautiful structure:

(1.2) Ow —vAw+v-Vw = 0.

2

Compared with strong nonlinear effect in 3-D(especially, lift-up effect), it seems to mean
that the 2-D Navier-Stokes equations are not a suitable model describing the transition to
turbulence. However, the boundary layer effect is still very strong in 2-D for large Reynolds
number if we impose non-slip boundary condition for the velocity. This effect could lead to
the instability of the flows. So, the study of the 2-D fluid is very interesting and should be
an important step toward understanding the stability of the 3-D fluid in the presence of the
physical boundary.

We will first study the stability of the Couette flow U = (y,0), which is a solution of (IL.I))
and linearly stable for any Reynolds number. Let u = v — U be the perturbation of the
velocity, which satisfies

Ou — vAu + yoyu + (uz,0) + u-Vu+ VP =0,
V.-u=0,
u(t,z,£1) =0,
u(0,2,y) = uo(z,y)-
Here we impose non-slip boundary condition for the perturbation wu.
There are a lot of works [19, 29 B2 [45] in applied mathematics and physics devoted
to estimating transition threshold for various flows such as Couette flow and Poiseuille flow.
Recently, Bedrossian, Germain, Masmoudi et al. made an important progress on the stability

threshold problem for the Couette flow in a series of works [5] [6] [7, 10l 11]. Roughly speaking,
their results could be summarized as follows.

When @ =T xR x T,

e if the perturbation is in Gevrey class, then 5 =1 [5] [6];
e if the perturbation is in Sobolev space, then § < % [7.

When Q =T x R,

e if the perturbation is in Gevrey class, then 5 = 0 [10;
e if the perturbation is in Sobolev space, then § < %ﬂ]:[ﬂ

(1.3)

The results in [B [7] seem to mean that the regularity of the initial data has an important
effect on the transition threshold. In a recent work [41], Wei and Zhang proved that the
transition threshold g < 1 still holds in Sobolev regularity for the Couette flow in 2 =
T x R x T. This result confirms the transition threshold conjecture proposed in [36](see also
[15]). On the other hand, the threshold is much smaller in 2-D due to the absence of lift-up
effect.

Previous results show that three kinds of linear effects(including enhanced dissipation,
inviscid damping, 3-D lift-up) and nonlinear structure play a key role in determining the
transition threshold in the absence of the boundary. In this paper, we would like to understand
how various effects, especially the boundary layer effect, influence the transition threshold in
the presence of the boundary. There are some mathematical papers [34], 23, 26|, 12] devoting
to nonlinear stability of the Couette flow in a channel, where they gave a rough bound of j3,
for example, 8 < 3 in 2-D and 5 < 4 in 3-D.



TRANSITION THRESHOLD FOR THE 2-D COUETTE FLOW 3

To study nonlinear stability, the key step is to establish the space-times estimates for the
linearized Navier-Stokes equations around the Couette flow, which takes as follows

Ou — vAu + yOyu + (uz,0) + VP =0,
{ V-u=0.
In terms of the vorticity w = ayul — 0,u?, it takes
oyw — vAw + yo,w = 0.

When Q2 = T xR, the space-time estimates could be established by using the Fourier transform
in (z,y). When Q = T x I, we need to use the resolvent estimates of the linearized opera-
tor. Let us emphasize that the spectrum of the operator A is not enough to determine the
behaviour of semigroup e*, when A is a non normal operator [38]. In [23] 36} 27, 2] 13, 14],
the authors established some resolvent estimates in some regimes of parameters Re and wave
number by using the rigorous analysis combined with numerical computations. However,
based on these estimates, one can only establish a rough bound of transition threshold.

In this paper, we first develop a systematic method to establish some sharp resolvent
estimates for the linearized operator under the Navier-slip boundary condition and non-
slip boundary condition respectively. In particular, for non-slip boundary condition, we use
many deep properties of the Airy function to give precise LP bounds on the solutions of
homogeneous Orr-Sommerfeld equation. Moreover, our resolvent estimates show that the
linearized operator has a much wider spectrum gap O(V%k:%)(usually O(v)) when the wave
number k # 0, which is related to the enhanced dissipation induced by mixing due to the
Couette flow. See [3] 25, 21], [44] 28] for the enhanced dissipation induced by the Kolmogorov
flow and [I6] for more general situation.

With the resolvent estimates at hand, a standard method for semigroup estimate is to use
the Dunford integral and choose a suitable contour including the spectrum of the linearized
operator. However, the semigroup estimate obtained in this way is not enough to obtain a
sharp threshold. In section 5, we develop a complete new method to establish the space-time
estimates of the solution of the linearized Navier-Stokes equations. Our space-time estimates
include |[Jul| L3212 due to inviscid damping, some estimates due to enhanced dissipation, and
L estimate of the velocity in sprit of maximum principle. Recently, the invisicd damping
as an analogue of Landau damping has been well understood at least at the linear level
9], 40, 42, [43], 44, @]

We believe that the method we develop to establish the resolvent estimates and space-time
estimates could be used to other related problems such as the transition threshold for general
flows and the stability analysis of boundary layer.

As an application of the space-time estimates, we prove the following nonlinear stability
of the Couette flow. To state our result, we define

T k0
Our result is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that ug € HE(Q) N H?(Q) with divug = 0. There exist constants vg

and ¢,C" > 0 independent of v so that if ||Juo||gz < CV%, 0 < v <y, then the solution u of
the system (L3)) is global in time and satisfies the following stability estimate:

1
Z B <Ccvz,
keZ
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where Ey = ||[W||pecr2 and for k # 0,
1 1
By =[l(1 = [yl 2 wil|poo 2 + klllunll 22 + k2 ukllpo roe + (6?)3 |wg]| 2 2.

To our surprise, the threshold is the same as one obtained by [I1] for the 2-D Navier-
Stokes equation in 2 = T x R. This means that the boundary layer effect does not give
rise to strong instability for the Couette flow due to weak nonlinear effect in 2-D fluid.
However, in 3-D case, nonlinear structure of the system is more complex so that it is very
hard to analyze how stabilizing mechanism (enhanced dissipation and inviscid damping) and
destabilizing mechanism(boundary layer and lift-up) influence different modes of the solution
and different components of the velocity, and complex interactions among them. We will
leave the transition threshold problem in 3-D to our future work.

2. THE LINEARIZED EQUATION AND KEY IDEAS OF THE PROOF

2.1. The linearized equation. The linearized Navier-Stokes equations around the Couette

flow, which takes as follows
51 Ou — vAu + yoyu + (uz,0) + VP =0,
2.1) V-u=0.

Due to the unknown pressure, it is not easy to handle the velocity equation directly. Thus, we
introduce two formulations in terms of the vorticity w and the stream function ® respectively,
which are defined by

w = 8yu1 —0pu?, u=V+td = (GytI), —(%CI)).
Then the vorticity formulation of ([2.1]) takes

(2.2) Oow — vAw + yo,w = 0.
Thanks to A® = w, we have
(2.3) QAP — VAP + y9, AP = 0.

Due to the beautiful structure ([2:2]), the 2-D Navier-Stokes equations have no lift-up effect.
Taking the Fourier transform in x € T, we get

w(t,z,y) Zwk t,y)eth” Zelkx — k) <I>k(t Y).

keZ kEZ

Then we have
(2.4) i (t,y) + Liwk(t,y) =0,

where Ly, = v(k? — 83) + iky.
For the linearized equations, we will study two kinds of boundary conditions. The first
one is the non-slip boundary condition:

(2.5) u(t,z,£1) = 0.

In this case, the stream function &Dk(t, y), k # 0 takes on the boundary:
(2.6) O (t, +1) = Bl (¢, +1) = 0.

The second one is the Navier-slip boundary condition:

2.7 u?(t,z,£1) =0, Oyu'(t,z,+1) =0.
Yy
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So, w(t,x,+1) =0 and for k # 0
(2.8) O (t, +1) = B (t,+1) = 0.

Standard method for the stability is to make the eigenvalue analysis for the linearized
equation. That is, we seek the solution of the form

T (t,y) = wi(y)e ™ By(t,y) = oply)e *M.
Then wy(y) and ¢ (y) satisfy the following Orr-Sommerfeld(OS) equation
(2.9) (02 — k), + ik(y — N, = 0,
(2.10) (02 — K2)2px + ik(y — A)(O2 — k2)pp = 0.

If there exists a nontrivial solution of ([2I0) with the boundary condition (26l or (28] for
Ak > 0 with ImA > 0, we say that the flow is linearly unstable.

For Navier-slip boundary condition, it is easy to see that the Couette flow is linearly stable
for any v > 0. Indeed, it follows from (2.9) and wy(£1) = 0 that

1
/ v(|0ywi|® + k|wk]?) + kImA|wy|*dy = 0,
—1

which implies that wy = 0 if kImA > 0.

For non-slip boundary condition, Romanov [34] proved that the Couette flow is also linearly
stable for any v > 0. In this case, the proof is highly nontrivial. In fact, Romanov studied
the Navier-Stokes equations in an infinite channel R x I, and proved that the eigenvalues
must lie in a region with ImA < —cv for some ¢ > 0. In a finite channel T x I, we proved
that the eigenvalues must lie in a region with Im\ < —ck3v3 for some ¢ > 0 if the wave
number |k| > 1, which is related to the enhanced dissipation induced by the Couette flow.
Thus, it is very interesting to investigate the long wave effect on nonlinear stability. Indeed,
the instability of many plane shear flows is due to the long wave. For example, the unstable
wave numbers k lie in a band O(Re_%) <k< O(Re_%) for the plane Poiseuille flow [18§].
So, it is also linearly stable for any v > 0 in a finite channel.

2.2. Key ideas and structure of the paper. In section 3, we study the resolvent estimates
of the linearized operator under the Navier-slip boundary condition:
(0] — K )w +ik(y — Nw =F, w(£l) =0,

The proof used the idea of multiplier introduced in [24] 25].
In section 4, we study the resolvent estimates of the linearized operator under the non-slip
boundary condition:

—v(0; — K)o +ik(y — N)(0; — k)¢ = F,
p(£1) =0, ¢'(+1)=0,
and w = (85 — k?*)¢. First of all, we decompose w into the solution wy, of the inhomoge-
neous OS equation with the Navier-slip boundary condition and the solutions wi,wy of the
homogeneous OS equation, i.e.,
W = WNg + CLw + Cowa.

One key point is that we derive the explicit formula of the coefficients c1,co and give very
precise estimates based on the resolvent estimates of the linearized operator under the Navier-
slip boundary condition, especially, a weak type resolvent estimate. Another key point is that
we derive the sharp LP bounds and weighted L? bounds on w;,ws, which will be proved in



6 QI CHEN, TE LI, DONGYI WEI, AND ZHIFEI ZHANG

section 5. To this end, we need to use many deep estimates of the Airy function derived in
section 8. In fact, some estimates have been implied in Romanov’s beautiful paper [34].

In section 6, we derive the space-time estimates of the linearized Navier-Stokes equations.
To apply them to nonlinear problem, we consider the following inhomogeneous problem:

Ow + Lpw = —ikfi — Oy fa, wli=o = wo(y),

where w = (92 — k)¢ with (1) = ¢/(£1) = 0. Usually, the space-time estimates can
be obtained by using the Dunford integral and resolvent estimates. Indeed, for Navier-slip
boundary condition, we can obtain the sharp bound of semigroup by using Gearhart-Priiss
theorem, since the linearized operator Lj is accretive in this case. However, for non-slip
boundary condition, one can only obtain a rough bound of semigroup in this way. Using this
rough bound, we can improve previous results on the transition threshold. However, it is far
from the bound obtained in Theorem [LT1

Our key idea is that we do not use the resolvent estimates directly, and instead use the ideas
of establishing the resolvent estimates in order to know how the boundary layer influences
the space-time estimates more precisely. To this end, we first decompose the problem into
inhomogeneous problem and homogeneous problem. After taking the Laplace transform for
the inhomogeneous problem, we use the ideas of establishing the resolvent estimates to prove
L?L? estimate, and then use energy method combined with the precise estimates for c1, co
and wy,wy to obtain L{°L? estimate. For the solution wy of the homogeneous problem, we
split it into three parts:

wy = wg) —I-wg) + wg),

where wg)(t, k,y) = e_(”k2)1/3t_itkywo(k, y), and wg) solves
(O — 1/(85 — k) + z'ky)wg) = —(vk? - (VkQ)%)wg) + Vagwg),
Wg)‘t:() =0, <w1(3)7 eiky> =0,

3)

and Wiy solves
(0 — (32 — k2) +iky)wyy =0, W |ico = 0, (W () +wip (1), ) = 0.

Now the estimates for wg) are direct. For wg), we can use the space-time estimates obtained

for the inhomogeneous problem. For wg)), we again need to use the LP estimates of wq, wo
and new weighted L? estimates for ¢, cs.

In summary, our space-time estimates take as follows
1 1
[ElllullZo oo + K [[ullZ2p + k)2 lwl| 72z + 11 = [y 2wl[Fe 12
_ _1 _
< C(lw(0)1Z> + k720, (0)l72) + C (v 2kl fullZ2p2 + v~ I f2llZor2)-
The estimate ||u|z272 is due to the inviscid damping and plays an important role in this
work(also in [4I]). The proof is relatively easier than the polynomial decay established in
[43]. The L estimate of the velocity is very surprising and takes in the homogeneous
case(f1 = fa = 0):
[ElllullZo oo < C(llw(0)]Z2 + k%[10,0(0)]172)

In some sense, this result means that maximum principle still holds for the linearized Navier-
Stokes equation (2.1]). This is similar to Abe and Giga’s breakthrough work on the analyticity
of the Stokes semigroup in spaces of bounded functions [I].
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In section 7, we prove nonlinear stability by using the vorticity formulation and the space-
time estimates.

Throughout this paper, we always assume v € (0,1] and |k| > 1, and denote by C a
constant independent of v, k, A\, which may be different from line to line.
3. RESOLVENT ESTIMATES WITH NAVIER-SLIP BOUNDARY CONDITION

In this section, we study the resolvent estimates of the linearized operator under the
Navier-slip boundary condition. More precisely, we consider the vorticity equation

(3.1) (0} — K w +ik(y — Nw=F, w(£l) =0,
and the stream function equation
{ — (02 — k*)2p+ik(y — \)(0; — k*)p = F,

(3.2 o(£1) =0, ¢"(£1)=0.

3.1. Resolvent estimate from L? to H?. First of all, we consider the case of A € R.

Proposition 3.1. Let w € H?(I) be a solution of [B1) with A\ € R and F € L?>(I). Then it
holds that

1,4 1,5 2,1 1
ve k|3 ||ull 2 + vo [k[6 [w]| 1+ v3ks|lw| 2 + (k)3 [lw]| 2 + [kl (y = Mwll2 < CIIF|l 2,
where u = (9yp, —ikyp) and (92 — k?)p = 0 with p(£1) = 0.
Proof. By integration by parts, we get

1
(Pow) = vl o+ k2l + 8 [ (5= Nl
Taking the real part, we get
2
vi[w'llze < 1P pzllwlge-
We also get by integration by parts that

1 1
(F,(y — Nw) = —V/1 w”(y — Nwdy + vk® / 1(y — N|w|dy + ik (y — Nw|32

1 1 1
—y / Wiy + v / (y — N [2dy + vk? / (y — Nlwl*dy + ikl (y — Nw|2..

-1 1 —1
Taking the imaginary part, we get

lll(y — Nwl2s < [Fllz2ll(y — Nwll gz + vl g2 lwll 2.
1y = NwlFz < k2132 + 20k wlw|| 2 w] 2.
Let § = vs|k|™3, E = (—1,1) N (A — 8, A+05), EC = (—1,1) \ (A — 6, A + 6). Then we have
lwlFa =llwlZage) + lwll2im < 0720 = Nwl3a + 26]w]|?
<O k| 2 F I + 2021k v || pellwll 2 + 28w’ | g2 el e
—(wk?) 3|2, + 48| el o < (k)3 FIZ + 4003 | FI| 2 w2,
which implies

_2 _ _2
lwlz2 < C((k*)75 + 8*v2)||FI[7. < C(wk*) 75| F|Ze,
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and thus,

_1
vl 2 < | F)l2llwllpe S (k) 75| F| 2.
For |[(y — Nw||z2, we have
1y — Mwll22 <[k[7HFI22 + 20k~ v|lw’| g2 wl| .2
<[k|"2(|F|22 + Clk| " v (v 5 k™5 | F|| ) (vk?) 75 | F| 2
<C|k[2||F|3..

ol = / fwldy + / fwldy
E (—L,\E

)

Notice that

1 1 3
< 82 ||wl|pe + / — d — Nwl[ze,
Jwllzs + ( U e y) Iy = Awlls

which gives
el S 8% (k) 5| Fllgz + 872 [k Fll 2 S vo k™8| F |,
from which and Lemma [9.3] we infer that
lullZ2 < €172 + K2 llel 7 S 1k~ w7
Summing up, we conclude the proof. O

Proposition 3] implies that the resolvent set of the linearized operator L, contains the
region

Q={A=A+i\: A < ev3|k]5,\ € R}

for some small ¢ < C~! with C given by Proposition B.Il As a corollary of Proposition 3.1}
1 2
we can deduce the following resolvent estimate for A € I'. = {)\ = —iev3 k|3 + A\ 2 A\ € R}.

Corollary 3.2. Let w € H?(I) be a solution of B1) with A\ € T and F € L*(I). Then it
holds that

v k|3 ull 2 + v k|8 [l g + w33 Wl 2 + (vk?)3|[w] g2 + [kl (y — Nwllz2 < C)IF g,
Proof. Let F = F + ez/%\k]%w. Then by Proposition Bl we get
1|2 > (| Fl 2 — ev3|k[3|[w] 2 > |Fll g2 — CellFllz = (1 — Ce)| |12
> (vs[k|3||ull g2 + 5 K]S lwll 2+ w5k [0 |2 + (k)3 w2 + [kl @y — Awllzz),
if we take € so that Ce < % O

3.2. Resolvent estimate from H~! to H'. For this, we need to use the stream function
1 2
formulation B2) for A € I'c = { —iev3[k|3 + X : A € R} with small € as above. That is,

. 1.2
33) { — (07 — k)’ +ik(y — M) (92 — K)o — evilk|3 (9] — k*)p = F,

p(£1) =0, $"(&£1) =0,
with A € R.
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Proposition 3.3. Let ¢ € H3(I) be a solution of [B3) with F € H~'(I). Then it holds that
IR 7 g2 + vl 2 + w5 [k[S ]l 2 < CIF g1
Here v = (0yp, —tky) and w = (85 — k).
The proposition is a direct consequence of Lemma B.4] and Lemma [B.5]
Lemma 3.4. Let w be as in Proposition [3.3. It holds that
vljw!llz + V3 [kl 5 wllz < ClE] 1.
Proof. Let 6 = Vs |k:|_% By integration by parts, we have
VE N fwll 2 [(Fw)] = (=005 = 2w + ik(y = Nw = evs k] 3w, w)]
(3.4) > vl |72 + vk w72 — eS| [w].
> vl — e k3 .

which gives

-1
1.2 14 14 1.2
vwlin < IElg-llwlm + evslklswllfe < = I1FllE- + 5 lwlfn + evs k] fwllz..

This shows that

(3.5) lwll g < v HIF | g1+ V2ed™ ]l 2.
Let us introduce a cutoff function p(y) as follows
-1 yE(—l,l)ﬂ(—l,)\—(S),
(3.6) ply) = sin(W(yTg)‘)) ye(=1,1)N(A—3\+9d),
1 ye(=1,1) N (A+4,1).

We get by integration by parts that
‘Im(zk‘(y - Nw — 1/(85 — k)w — Vs |k:|§w, pw)‘

1
> 0|k| lw|dy — I/‘Im/ 8510@,0(1@/‘
(=1,D)\(A—=8,\+9) —1

1
> 0|k| lw|?dy — l/‘ / w’@p'dy‘
(=1,1)\(A=9,A+9) -1

> 0|kl wi*dy — vlwlze [w']| 22 ]16'l| 2,
(=1, D)\ (A=8,A+9)

which implies
_1
5Ik|/ lwdy S|IF[lg-1llpwlgr + 62 |[w| g2 [[wl]| o
(=1,1)\(A=d,A+0)

This along with ||pw| g1 < ||w|| g + 6wl 2 shows

T _ _1
ol Zeq—iapomsnrsy SO R I lwllg + 67 IF | g llwl g2 + 6~ 2vw[| g2 [lw] ),
which implies

IFlg-lwllg | 1Flg-llwlzz | viw|pellwllze
k[0 |k|6° k|62

(3.7) lwliZ> < dllwlfee +
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Thanks to [|w[|?e < [Jw]z2]|w'||z2 and @3), we get

3 1
[Fl g lwla | [Fla-llwlze | vl lwlzs
w72 S8llwl| w2 +
g k0 ko2 k|63
IFI%-2 | (L4 VOIF |- [w]| 2

1) 3
S;IIFIIH—IIIwIIL2 + + (€3 + Vo) |lwl|7..

|k|ov | k|62

Due to § = v3 \k‘]—% and € small, we get by Young’s inequality that
lwll2 < Com3 k|3 |1 F)13-.

This along with ([B.5]) shows that v|jw| g1 < || Flg-1- O

Lemma 3.5. Let u be as in Proposition [T.3. It holds that

(1K) 2 lull 2 < ClIFllg-+.

Proof. Let § = v3 \k‘]—% and introduce a cut-off function x(y) as follows

y_% Y€ (_171) N (_17)‘ - 5)7
- A — A3
(3.8) x(y) = 2y52 _ W 54) ye(-=1,1)N(A—=3,X+0),
1
A ye(-1,1)Nn(A+4,1),

which satisfies
iz 672, Ihxlee S67% X2 S 62,

We get by integration by parts that

1
(F,xp) =V/ w'(x@)'dy+vk2/
—1

1
wyxpdy + tk / wpdy
(=1,1)\(A=9,A+9)
1

+ zk/ ((y — )\)X)u@dy — s ]k\% / wxedy.
(—1,)N(A—81+6) 1

Using the facts that |w|[Ze < [lw'l|z2]|w]r2 and [l@]Zee < |€'llz2]l¢ll 22, we get

lullZs = (w, ) = / wdy + / Wy
(—1,1)N(A—8\+5) (—1,1)\(A=8A+)

< dllwl oo llollzoe + R 7HCE X + vl | 2]l ) [z + ikl ol 2 [ 2 el o
+llwll 2 el oo 1y — Mxllzz 1 noesacay + ev3 kI3 [lwl g2 ] g2 lloll e
< S/ 1wl 2 I 22 0l 2 + el L i ol + vl = 22 (o) Il 2
ol E o]l 2 ] 2o 0l 2 + 0 [l 1l 2o + v 1~ 67 [l 1| 2 | ol 2o
Thanks to ||(x)||z2 < 0@ || 2 + 5_%||<,0||Loo, we get by Lemma [3.4] that
lal2e <0 k1R Il s 61 22l 2o+ Pl Ml o (5 M e + 672 ] o)

_1 1.2 " : 121 i .
+ 0 WK F|| g1 [ 22 llell f2 + 02073 RT3 ([ Fl g1 'l 2 1l 72
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121 s 1
+ev s [kT56 2 [Fl g [l fallll e

1o, 1
As flullpz ~ ll¢'llz2 + [Klllellzz, 19172 I )l 22 < [[ullzz, we have

lullZ> <

~

(5 k|5 + 67 K|+ 072 k|2 + 67 2w K| + 02075 k]S
1T 1

e 3 [k[TEOT2) | F g [full 2
1 1 2 1 1

SR+ 3RS + s R (F e ull e

When vk? < 1, we deduce that V%\kH]uHLz < ||F||g-1. When vk? > 1, we get by Lemma [B.4]
that

—_ S S S N [
lullze S k7 Hlwllze S w72 k7 @S kTSI Fllg-1 < w72 k7] o

3.3. Weak type resolvent estimate.

Lemma 3.6. Let (¢, w) be as in Proposition [Z.3. Assume that vk* <1 and f € H*(-1,1),
j € {£1} and f(—j) =0. Then it holds that

[, £)] <CIR M E -+ (0721l (rmmr-ss9)
F DI = M +8) 71677+ [l +07H [ Fxllze).
Here § = I/%|k’|_% and x s a cut-off function defined in (B.8)).
Proof. For ¢ € H}(—1,1), we get by integration by parts that
1l Il = [(F 0] = | (02 — k2w + ik(y — Ayw — e {3, )
> vl |26l 2 — [vh? — ev3 k|3 [l 2 |l 2 + [y — Nw, ).

As vk? < 1, we have ‘sz - ez/%\k‘]%

[E[[(w, (y = A)¢)

< I/%Vﬁ’% Then by Lemma 4], we get

1 2
<IFz-llolm +vlwlrzlgllze + vE k5wl e 6] L2
_1 1
SC([F |l g-1l10llgr + Cvs [k [|F|[ -1 |9l 22

(3.9) =C|F g1 (Il + 8 I6ll2)-

Next we deal with the case when ¢ € H'(—1,1), ¢(—1) = 0. In this case, for every

dx € (0,0] C (0,1], let x1(y) = max(1 — (1 —y)/ds,0) and ¢1(y) = ¢(y) — ¢(1)xa(y) for
€ [-1,1]. Then we have 1 € H*(—1,1), ¢1 € Hi(—1,1), suppx1 = [1 — &, 1] and

balles =1, Il <62, il <607
(v = Mxallee < Mly = Moo quzs., i lIxallzee < [T = A + ds.
As w(1) = 0, we have [u(y)] = | [} v/(2)d=] < |1 yf3 o/ 2 < 6 2 for y € (1~ 5.,1]
and [Jwl| 15, 1)) < 5§||w’||L2. By Lemma B4 and (3.9]), we get
[(w, (y = Mo < |o(1){w, (y = Mxa)| + Kw, (y = A)¢1)]
< loMWIlwllzr -5, 1y = Mxalle + CIEITHF g1 (én g+ 67 61]2)
< |B(DI82 'l z2(1L = Al +8) + ClRH S (e s + 6~ bl z2)
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+ CITHF -1 ([l + 67|l 2)
3 E | 1
< Clo)[82 v | Fll g1 (1L = Al +8) + ClEI " oW Fll g1 (86 > + 62 +67102)
+CIETHF -1 ([l + 67|l 2)
3 1
< CIRITHOWIE -1 (82 (1L = Al + )62 + 6. 2) + Okl Fll =1 ([0l a2 + 67 1]l 2)-
Here we used the fact that v=!|k| = 673, Taking d, = (|1 — A| + 5)_%5%, we get
1 3
[(w, (y = Mo <Ok S Fll g1 (|1 = Al +0)7077
+ CIR[THIF N -1 (19l + 0 0llz2)

for ¢ € H'(—1,1) with ¢(—1) = 0.
Now for f € HY(—1,1), f(—1) =0, let ¢ = fx. Then we have ¢ € H'(—1,1), ¢(—1) = 0.
Thus, we have

[w, £)] <[[wllg2llf — (5 = Nllz2 + [, (y — N)@)]
<Cv 3|73 | Fllg-1[lf — (y — Moz + ClEI oW F -1 (11— Al +6) 167 3
+ ClRTE -1 (1] + 6] 2)
=CE[ Y E || -1 (57201 F = (y = Nbllzz + (6D = Al +6)T67T + [[¢ll g + 67| 2).

As0<1—(y—Ax<lforye[-1,1]and 1 —(y—N)x =0fory & (A—0,\+J), we have

1

1f = (=Nl =f(1 = (y = Nx)llp2 < (20) 2| fll oo ((—1,1)n(A=5.1+6)) -
Thanks to |x(y)] < C(ly — A| +6)7t for y € [-1,1], we get

lp(D)] =[x < CIFDI(IT = A +8)"
Thus, we conclude that
_ _3
[(w, )] <CIEITF N -1 (6721 fll oo ((—1,100(0—5.046))
3.3 _
FIFOI =N+ 07167 + lfxllan + 67 I xllz2)-

The case of f(1) = 0 can be proved similarly. O

4. RESOLVENT ESTIMATES WITH NONSLIP BOUNDARY CONDITION

In this section, we study the resolvent estimates of the linearized operator under the non-
slip boundary condition. For this, we will use the stream function formulation

. 1 2
1) { — (02 — k2o +ik(y — N)(02 — kg — ev3 k|5 (2 — k*)p = F,

p(+1) =0, ¢'(+1) =0,
where A € R and € > 0 small enough independent of v, k, A\. We introduce

w = (85 - k2)(107 u = (—0y90,1/<;<p)
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4.1. Reformulation of the problem. We introduce the following decomposition
(4.2) $ = PNa + 11 + C2p2,
where ppn, solves the OS equation with the Navier-slip boundary condition
. 1.2
— (02 — k)2 ona + ik(y — M) (02 — k*)ona — ev3 k|3 (92 — k*)ong = F,
pra(E1) =0, @i, (1) =0,

and 1, @9 solve the following homogeneous OS equations

(4.3)

(4.4) { — V(02— K21 + ik(y — N)(9F — k)1 — ev3 k|3 (97 — K)pr = 0,
pr(£1) =0, ¢1(1) =1, ¢i(-1)=0,
and
(4.5) { V(@ — K er +ik(y = N0 — K)oz — ev[k]5 (9] — K)pr =0,
2(£1) =0, @y(=1)=1, ¥5H(1)=0.
Let wna = ( — k?)¢pnq and w; = (85 — k?)¢;. Then we have

(4.6) W = WNq + crwy + cowg = (82 — k‘z)go.

Next we determine the coefficients ¢, ca. The boundary condition p(+1) = ¢/'(+1) = 0
implies that

1 1
| oy = [ ;- 1)ptdy =o,
-1 -1

1 1
|y = [ 008 ) )y = 2,
-1 1

1 1
/_ M wy(y)dy = / (02 — K)o (y)dy = —eF.

1 -1
Then we infer that

1 1 1 1
0= / " (y)dy = / eVwna(y)dy + c1 / " wy (y)dy + c2 / ews (y)dy

-1 -1 -1 -1

1
= / e Vwng(y)dy + eFer — e Fea,
-1

1 1

e "y (y)dy + c2 / e "y (y)dy
1

1
kyw dy—/ e_kwaa(y)dy—l-cl/

/ : :
/s

kwa dy—l—e c1 — ey,

That is,
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Hence, we obtain

1 1 1 B
() = —m</_l ek(y“)wzva(y)dy—/_le H D, (y)dy)

Usinh k(y + 1)
4. =— ————wna(y)dy,
(47) /1 sinh 2k wna(y)dy

) =~ e[ ety — [ 0D )
(4.8) = /_ 11 miﬁ#wm@)dy.
4.2. Bounds on ¢; and ¢y. We assume that vk? < 1.
Lemma 4.1. If F € L*(I), then we have
(49) (L KO = DDler| + (U4 K3+ DDlea| < Co™6 k78| F]| .
Proof. For the case of |\ — 1| < |k|~!, we get by [@1) and Corollary B.2] that
le1] < Cllwall g < Cos k7 |F) 2.

For the case of A — 1 > |k|™!, we have A —y > A —1 > 0 for y € (—1,1). Then we get by
Corollary and Lemma [0.7] that

1] ‘/ smhk:l—l—y d‘
e  sinh2k Ny

([ (Y a) i - Ml

_1 —
SIETZ = D)7y = Nwwallr:

_3 _ 1. _5 —_
SIETEO = D) THIF] 2 < v7E[RTE[R(A = DITHIF 2.

For the case of 1—\ > |k|7L, let By = (—1,1)N(—o0, (A+1)/2). Then [A—y| > [A—1]/2 >0
for y € (—1,1) \ Eq. By Corollary B.2] Lemma and Lemma [0.2] we get

smhk‘ 1+ y
el =] | wady|

 sinh2k
sinh k(1 +y) \2 5 Hsinhk(l—ky)u
< ST Y) _ sinh k(1 +y)
_</( 1,)\E; ((y -A) sinh2l<:> dy) Iy = Mwnallr2 + sinh 2k LOO(El)HwNaHLl

<72 A = 17y — Nwnallzz + e FOD2 g | 10
SIK|E A = 17| g2 + e FION2075 k|8 P 2
<R\ = 1)L 6 k| 78| FY| 2.
Summing up, we conclude that
(1+ [k = D)er] S v 5 k|78 F| 2.
The estimate of ¢y is similar. O

Lemma 4.2. If F € H~'(I), then we have
(4.10) (1+ [k = D) T[er] + (1+ [k + 1)) T |ea] < Cv72 |k 72| F|| 1.



TRANSITION THRESHOLD FOR THE 2-D COUETTE FLOW 15

Proof. Let 0 = l/%|k’|_% < |k|7'. We split the proof into three cases.
Case 1. A > 1+ 2]k|7L.
As (-1, 1)Nn(A=0,A+0) = &, x(y) = y_%, where x(y) is defined in (B8]). Applying

Lemma [3.6] with f(y) = % and j = 1, we deduce that

erl = fvar£)] < GBI+ (1= A +0) 750 4 [ Lo L),

Thanks to Lemma [0.1] we have

1)
=5

<17 lee = |\Lm+2|rf|mu—2um+|rfuL2H e
,s|k|2|1—A| R A R A
SR+ R = D)),
1
S Ml o= e S IRTHL = N7 JbIE (0 RO = D)7,

725

Due to 61 > |k|, (|1 — Al + 6)_%5_% <o~

3
2

(14 k(X — 1)])_% Thus, we obtain
et S kT F 1672 (14 k(A= D)7 = v 2 [k (1 + [k(A = D) F|l 1.
Case 2. |\ — 1| < 2|k|7L.

Applying Lemma B.6l with f(y) = % and j = 1, we get

. _3 3.3
le1] = [(wnva, )] SCIEITHIE N -1 (0721 fll ooy + (11— A +8) 71671 + [ f x|
(4.11) +6 1 fxllz2)s
where E = (—=1,1) N (A — 6, A + 0). Using the facts that

LEx U < AF ez lixlizee + If e X NTze + 1 llzee X e,

3

<OYk|Z +672 +672 <62(14 k(A — 1)) 1,
1

XNz < Ifllzeelixlize S 672 S 67 3(1+ k(A — 1)),
we deduce that
lex] S 1K1 Pl =167 2 (1+ [k(A = 1)))71 = v~ 2 k[ 721+ [k(A = D)) 71| F| 1.
Case 3. A< 1-2[k|7L

Let E; —( 1 1) (=00, (A+1)/2) and Ef = (—1,1)\ (o0, (A+1)/2). Due to 2+ > A+,
y—)\ and E C Ej. It is easy to see that

||f><||L2 < ||f||L°°(E1)||X||L2(E1) + ||f||L2(Ef)||X||L°°(Ef)

< [ fllzeemnlixllz 1) + 12,1/ (Y = Mo ze).
1 x N2 < 0 oo ey IXN 2y + 1 F L2 e X Los (2

< ||f/||L°°(E1)HXHL?(—LI) + ||f/||L2(—1,1)||1/(l/ - >‘)||L°°(Ef)a
1FX 2 < N FllzeomnlIX N2y + 1 FlL2 o) 1X 1 Los (2

<N oo X 210y + 1F L2112/ (= X)L ) -
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By Lemma[0.]] Lemma 0.2 and [[1/(y — A)[|pec(me) < 2/(1 — A), we infer that

1

Ifxllze S e MA=N2675 4 [k[73 (1~ X)7 S 8TE(L + k(1 - A7,
1%z < Tele™ I N/2675 4 (k)2 (1 - A)7L <673 (1 + [R(1 - N)]) 71,
X Nz < e A N2673 4 k72 (1= N2 <72 (1+ [k(1 = )74
This shows that
Xl < I xlze + 1FX e + 1 Fxlze S 072 (1+ k(A — D))7T.
On the other hand, we have
62| Fllzoo(y < 6 21l < 2 WAV < 6731+ k(1 - A))75,
(J1= A +0)"1671 <5 3(1+ k(A — 1))~ 1.
Plugging these inequalities above into (£I1]), we get
ler] V2 k|72 (L (RN = D)5 F| g
Combining three cases, we get
(L+ kO = DD fer] S vz k|72 F .
In a similar way, we can deduce the estimate of cs. O

4.3. Bounds on w; and wsy. For the solutions w1y, wsy of the homogeneous equation, we have
the following uniform bounds.

Proposition 4.3. Let L = (%)% There exists ko and ég independent of v such that if L > 6k
or L >k >ky and € € [0,0¢), there holds

i ]|z < Cv™3 (1 4 [k|[A = 1])3,

wa| e < Cr=2(1+ [K|[A+ 1))z,
w1y + [Jwallpr < C.

NI

SIS

Let pr be a weight function defined as
Ly+1) ye[-1,-1+L71Y,
(4.12) orly) =4 1 yel-1+L71-17,
L(l—y) ye[l—-L7Y1].
We also need the following weighted version.

Proposition 4.4. There exists ko and dy independent of v such that if L > 6k or L > k > kg
and € € [0,0), there holds

_ 1

(4.13) lpg wille < Cv=2i k|72 (1 4 [k(A = 1)))5,
_ 1

(4.14) pg wallL2 < Cv=2i k|72 (1 4 k(A + 1)),
1 1

(4.15) lpZwi g2 + |lpZwall > < CL2,

Let us remark that if vk? < 1 and v < ¢y = 6_3k‘0_2, then we have L > 6k or L > k > k.

The proof of Proposition and Proposition 4] is very technical. So, the proof is left to
next section.
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4.4. Resolvent estimates for vk? > 1. This case can be proved directly by using integra-
tion by parts.

Proposition 4.5. Let ¢ be a solution of ([&I). If F € L*(I), then we have
vz k]S w2 < vk w2 < CIF 2.
If F € H-Y(I), then we have
(k)2 ully> S vkl 2 < O,
vilk| el S vikllwllz: < CIE] g
Proof. By integration by parts, we get

(—F, ) =((02 — k)% — ik(y — N)(92 — k) + e k|3 (02 — K)o, )
1
" 1 2 . _
= (||" (122 + 2K2)| 1122 + K lel22) — ev3 k]S (l¢]122 + K2l 0l|2) + ik / By
1 1
ik / (y — N)lg2dy + ik / (y — N)|¢ Py,
-1 -1

which implies
1
” 1 2
(E o) 2v(lle 172 + 28|97z + K lelZ2) — evslkls (117 + K2 llel72) — K] /1 o’ |dy

” 1 2
>v(lle 172 + 2k |1¢' 172 + Klel72) —evs k5 (11172 + K llell72)

1,1 09 4 2
- 5(—1/192 11172 + vE* | l|72)
1 1 1 1
ZZV(HCP 172 + 2611172 + Kl 72) = ZV”wﬂsz > —vk?||wl| 2] L2

by using the facts that vk? > 1, |wl|z2 > k?||¢| 12, and taking € < 1. This implies the first
inequality of the lemma.
Notice that

v(llo 2 + 2K2 € 72 + K lell72) > vk?[lullZ..

Then we have

1
VR lulze <KE Q) < IFllp=llelm < 1Fllg-rllule,
which gives the second inequality. On the other hand,

1 _

Vvl <KE @) < IFllg-llullzz < CR*) P,
which gives the third inequality. O
4.5. Resolvent estimates for vk? < 1.
Proposition 4.6. Let ¢ be a solution of [A&I). If F € L*(I), then we have

1.5 5,5
velk[s |wll g +viz[k[s w2 < C[F| 2.

If F € H7Y(I), then we have

3,1 2, 1, % 1
valk|z|wl gz + v k3] pRwll 2 + (WE*) 2 |ull 2 < C|IF| g1
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Proof. First of all, we consider the case of F' € L?(I). By Corollary B.2] Proposition and
Lemma [Z1], we get

lwllpr <[lwnallpr + ledllfwrllpr + leall[wa 1
Sllwnallzr + Cler| + Clez|

_1,.,._5
Slwnallpr S v |kl 7s || Fl 2.
By Proposition 3] and Lemma 1] we have
1 1 1 1 5,5
lelllwi [z < ferlllwillZullwillfe < Cler|v™3 (1 + [k[]A = 1))7 < Cv72 || 75| F| 2.
Similarly, we have
5., 5
|cal[|wa[r2 < Cv™ 2 |K| o[ F| 2.
Then by Corollary B2l we get
lwllz2 <llwnallzz + lerllwillzz + lea|[|wel| 2
SWA) TS| Fll g2 + v K[ Fll e S v 2 k6|1 2.
Next we consider the case of '€ H~!(I). By Lemma 2 and Proposition 3], we have
3., _1
lexllJwi| g2 4 |ea|l|wel[ 2 < Cva[k[ 2| F||g-1,
which along with Proposition [B.3] gives
lwlizz < llwnallzz + lexllwillrz + |ea| w2
2 1 3 1 3 1
< v P s + o KA P e S o SR e,

By Lemma and Proposition 4] we have

lerllpfwill e + lealllog wall e < Co 3 k=3 | F L1,
which along with Proposition gives

1 1 1 1

lpfwllre < |lpfwnallrz + leilllpf w2 + |eall|pg w2l L2
S llwnallze + v 3K TS| Fllg-r S v 5 k73| F i
By Lemma [4.2] and Proposition [£.3], we have
leallfwi ]l g2 + leallwall 1 < Cv™3 [k~ 2 | Fl .
For the velocity, we have
U = UNg + C1UT + CoU9,

where u; = (—9y;, ikep;) and (82 —k*)p; = w; with ¢;(£1) = 0,7 = 1,2. Then by Proposition
and Lemma 0.3l we get

lull 2 < llunallz + leallun 2 + lealluall 2 S v=2 |67 Pl 1.

This completes the proof. ]
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5. LP BOUNDS ON wj AND wsg
Recall that w; = (85 — k?)p;(i = 1,2), where @1, 3 solve
. 1,2
{ — (02 — k221 +ik(y — N (92 — k)1 — ev [k[3(92 — k2)gr = 0,
and
. 1,2
{ — (02 — k)2 pa + ik(y — N (92 — k) — ev3 |k[3 (92 — k)2 = 0,
pa(£1) =0, @h(-1) =1, ¢5H(1)=0.
In this section, we use the Airy function to solve w; and give the LP bounds on w;. Let

1
L= (%)E We always assume that L > 6k or L > k > kg for some big k.

5.1. Airy function and the OS equation. Let Ai(y) be the Airy function, which is a
nontrivial solution of f” —yf = 0. Let

hily) = Ai(e'Sy),  faly) = Ai(e'T ).
Then f; and fy are two linearly independent solutions of f” — iy f = 0. Hence,
Wily) = Ai(e8 (L(y — A — ikv) +i€)), Waly) = Ai(e's (L(y — A — ikv) + ic))
are two linearly independent solutions of the homogeneous OS equation
—v(w” — k*w) 4 ik(y — Nw — eV |k:|§w = 0.
Thus, wy and wo can be expressed as
(5.1) wy = CuuWi(y) + C1aWa(y), w2 = CuWi(y) + Co2Wa(y),
where Cjj;,4,j = 1,2 are constants. Thanks to the facts that

1 1
/ eV, (y)dy = e*, / ey (y)dy = e,
—1 —1

we get
1

1
ek = C’u/ ekywl(y)dercm/ ekyWQ(y)dy,
1 —1
1

1
e — Oy / Ry (y)dy + Cap / R IWa (y) dy.
—1 -1

(A B
1=(5 %)

1 1
A = / MW (y)dy,  Ag = / e F W () dy,
1 —1

Define the matrix J as

where

1

1
B — / e F Wy (y)dy, By = / VIV () dy.
—1 -1

Thus, if A1 As — By By # 0, then the solution exists and we have
Agek — Bge_k —Age_k + Bgek >

(5.2) < Cii > _ ( —Bief + Aje >7 < oy > _ < Bre—k — Ajek

C(12 A1A2 - BlBQ C22 A1A2 — BlBg
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5.2. Estimates of C;; and W;. We introduce some notations

Ag(z) = / Ai(t)dt = e™/° / Ai(e"™/5¢)dt,

im/6 4 z

d=—1—X—ikv, d=—1+\—ikuv.
Lemma 5.1. It holds that

CLe 2%k CL
C S B ) C S g ?
nl s rraer 9l |Ao(Ld + ic)|
CL CLe 2%k
|Ca1| < A Ld il |Caa| < —=.
|Ao(Ld + i) |Ao(Ld + i€))|

Lemma 5.2. It holds that

L 1 1
m”wﬂhw <Cvz(1+[k(A+1)])2,
L 1
m”wﬂ\m < CV_%(l + [k(A — 1)’)57
0 1€
L L
——||W + — || WX <,
\Ao(LdHe)\” e |A0(Ld+z'e)|H 2l
and
L i + 1P Wall 2 < CL
—_— 2 -~ — 2 S .
[Ao(Ld+ie)] Pk Ta e R

In order to prove Lemma 5.1l and Lemma [5.2] we need to use many deep estimates on the
Airy function. To lighten the reader’s burden, a complete proof will be presented in section
8.

5.3. Proof of Proposition and Proposition 4.4l Proposition is a direct conse-
quence of Lemma [5.1] and Lemma Next we prove Proposition 4]

Proof. First of all, (£I57]) is a direct consequence of Lemma [5.]] and Lemma [5.2]

Let 6, = l/%(l—Hk’()\—l-l)D_%. Due to ([£IZ), we know that p;(y) = 1 > L, for |y| < 1-L~1,
pr(y) = L(1—|y|) > LS, for 1 - L7 < |y| <1—6,, and p(y) = L(1—|y|) for 1 -6, < |y| < 1.
Then we deduce from Proposition that

1 1 1 1.1 1 1
[willze < flwillfallwillfe < C72 (1 +[K||A=1])2)2 = Cv7a(1 + [k[|A = 1)1,
and that

||/01;%w1||L2 SHP}ZiwIHB(—l—M*,I—&*) + ||P;iw1HL2((—1,—1+5*)U(1—6*,1))
<(L6.) 1 w2 + 1B = 1) [ z21,-146.)00-60 w20
<C(L8.) S H (1 + KA — L)% + CL 36103 (1 + KA — 1))?

<CL 1 8(1+|k|[A—1))§ = Cv 21|k "= (1 + |k(\ — 1)|)5.

NS,

_1
The estimate of ||p,, *ws||2 is similar. This proves (I3 and (ZI3). O
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6. SPACE-TIME ESTIMATES OF THE LINEARIZED NS EQUATIONS

In this section, we establish the space-time estimates of the linearized 2-D Navier-Stokes
equation in the vorticity formulation:

(6.1) Ow + Lyw = —ikfi — Oy f2, wli=0 = wo(k,y),
where w = (97 — k)¢ with ¢(£1) = ¢/(£1) = 0 and
Liyw = V(@S — kH)w + ikyw.
We introduce the following norms
1o = INF O | oy W lzoze = 17 Ozo | o
The main result of this section is the following space-time estimates.

Proposition 6.1. Let 0 < v < ¢y and w be a solution of G1) with wy € H'(I) and fy, fo €
L?L?, where wy satisfies (wo,e™™) = 0. Then there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of
v,k so that

1 1
[l l[ullfoo poo + K2 [lullFope + (V)2 wlF2ge + (1 = [y) 2wl|7e 12
_ _1 _
< C(llwollz2 +k7218ywoll72) + C (w2 |kl fillFzpe + v I foll72re)-
Here v = (0yp, —iky).
We remark that the condition (wo, e**¥) = 0 is equivalent to 9y po(£1) = 0 or ug € H(I).

6.1. Semigroup bounds. First of all, we consider the linearized equation with the Navier-
slip boundary condition:

(6.2) OwnNa + Lywne =0,  wina(t, kb, £1) =0,  wnali—o = wo(k,y),

where Ly, = v(k* — 0;) + iky with D(Ly) = H* N Hy(—1,1) = {f € H*(—=1,1) : f(£1) = 0}.
Thanks to the fact that for f € D(Ly)

(6.3) Re(Lif, f) = vk?[I £l + VI £l 7,

Ly is an accretive operator for any k € Z. Let us recall that an operator A in a Hilbert space

H is accretive if Re(Af, f) > 0 for all f € D(A), or equivalently [[(A + A)f] > A||f]| for
all f € D(A) and all A > 0. The operator A is called m-accretive if in addition any A < 0
belongs to the resolvent set of A. We define
W(4) = inf {[|(A—iNf]| - f € D(A), AR, [Ifl| =1}.
We need the following Gearhart-Priiss type lemma with sharp bound [40].
Lemma 6.2. Let A be a m-accretive operator in a Hilbert space H. Then ||e | < e~ t¥+7/2
for any t > 0.

Lemma 6.3. Let wy, be a solution of [62) with wyg € L*(I). Then for any k € 7Z, there
exist constants C,c > 0 independent with v,k such that

L2
le™ wol 2 < CemHHTE g | 2,
Moreover, for any |k| > 1,

1, _
(vk*)3le™ rwo 722 < CllwolZe.
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Proof. Thanks to Proposition B and (6.3]), there exists ¢ > 0 so that for any k € Z,
U(Lg) > c(uk2)% +v,

which along with Lemma gives the first inequality. The second inequality is a direct
consequence of the first one. O

Next we consider the linearized equation (GII) with non-slip boundary condition. In this
case, L is not an accretive operator. By [34] and the argument in Section 5 and Section

8, we know that the eigenvalues of L; must lie in a region with Im\ < —ck3vs for some
¢ >0, vk? < 1. This implies a rough bound

1 2
lle™*wol| 2 < Clw, k)e™ ™ M flwg | 2.

This bound ensures that we can take the Fourier transform in . In fact, we can give a more
precise bound of e~ *£+ via the Dunford integral and the resolvent estimates:

L Ce Ywollp2, vk*>1,
lle™woll 2 < 1 5005 3|k)3 2
Ct vz |klze "  FE w2, vE? < L.

6.2. Space-time estimates for vk? > 1.

Proposition 6.4. Let vk? > 1 and w be a solution of [GJ)) with wy € L*(I) and f1, f2 €
L?L?. Then there exists a constant C > 0 independent of v,k so that

K ulgeo g2 + K2 Julgare + VA (wlF2 e + [lwl 7o 12
< Cv (I All72pe + 1f2llZ2p2) + lwol 72
Proof. Taking L? inner product between (6.1 and ¢, we get
(0 = v(0] — k) + iky)w, —p) = ( —ikfi — Oy fa, =),

which gives

1 1 1
(Opu,u) + vlw|)3- +i/€/ w’@dyﬂ‘k/ y!w!2dy+z‘k3/ yl¢'|Pdy
1 1 1

= (—ikfi — Oyfo, —p) = (ik f1,) — (f2, Oyp).
Taking the real part of the above equality, we get

5&”“%? + vllwll7:
1
_ 1 _ 1
<1 [ 1@ty + R AL + kel + )l + 3ok s
1,1 1 _
< 3 Cllel I + vklgla) + o026 s + KlelEs) + @R (LAl + 1212)

3v _
< Z(k‘zllsﬁ’lliz + kY elz2) + WE) T 10132 + 1 f2llZ2)

3v _
< Z\leliz + (WE) AT + 1 f2ll70)-

This shows that
d

1 _
S lulze + svlwllze S k)T (I AlIZ: + 1 £20172),
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which gives

t
lu(®)l1Z2 + V/o lw(s)l72ds < WE) 7M1 fillZege + 1 f2llZ2re) + IluollZe,

that is,
K (ull7ee o + vk Wl 722 S v il 22 + [ f2llF2pe) + K2 [luoll7e.
Thanks to k2|[ull2, < [Jw[. < vk?||w||3,, ., we get

Kl p2 + K2 |[ullfepe + vk w22 S v (il T2 + I f2llFep2) + lwoll7e.
It remains to estimate [|w|| ;2. Let F1 = 9y + ikye, which holds
(07 — k) Fy = Opw + ikyw + 2ikdyp,  Fily—t1 = 0y Fi|y—s1 = 0.
We get by integration by parts that
(ikf1, F1) — (f2,0,F1) = ( — ik f1 — Oy fo, —F1) = ((0; — V(8§ — k?) + iky)w, —F})
= ((0; — k), — v(0] — k*)w — 2ikdyp, —FY)
= ||8yF1||%2 + k72||F1||%2 + V<w, (85 — k‘z)F1> + <2z’k‘8y<,p, F1>
= (|0, F1||22 + K> || F1 )2 + v(w, Ow + ikyw + 2ikdyp) + (2ikdyp, Fy ).
Taking the real part of the above equality, we get
vd
2dt
< 2v|k|[{w, Byp)| + 21| By, F1)| + [(ik f1, F1)| + | f2, 8y F1)|
< vlwlizs + vA(10yellz: + 200,017 + K21 FLIZ2 /2 + 1f1llZ2/2 + K[| F11Z2 /2
+ 1 fall72/2 + 10y Ful72/2
= vllwllZz + Wk + 210y ellz2 + K[ FLIZ: + (1f1lIZ2 + 1f2llZ2)/2 + 10y FillZ2 /2,

which gives

loliZz + 10y FilIZ2 + K[ 7122

v la + 10, Fu s < 1113 + ol + 20wl + 208 + 2) 0,12
This along with the fact that
(vk? +2)[10y 01172 < 3vk*[[9ypll72 < Bv|wll7e,
yields that

viw®llze < IfillZere + 20722 + 8vwliZape + vlwolZ.-

Thus, we have

lwlFoor2 YT fill72 g2 + I f2ll72p2) + lwllF2p2 + llwoll72
Sy Al e + 2 ll722) + llwoll?e-

Summing up, we conclude the proof. O
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6.3. Space-time estimates for vk? < 1. We decompose w = wy + wp, where wy solves

(6.4) (O — 1/(85 — k%) +iky)wr = —ikfi — Oyfa, wili—o =0,
and wpy solves
(6.5) (0 — 1/(85 — k%) +iky)wy =0, whli—o = wolk,y),

together with the boundary conditions
wr = (0 — k*)er,  @r(£1) = ¢ (£1) =0,
wir = (02 = kK)om, wu(+l) = ¢l (£1) = 0.
6.3.1. Space-time estimates of the inhomogeneous problem.

Proposition 6.5. Let vk? < 1 and wy be a solution of ([6.4). Then there exists a constant
C > 0 independent of v,k such that

104 3 2
)3l pfwila o + KurBage + A2)E i la o + WA?) flor e
_1..4 —
< C(vs k3 | fillFage + v I follZere),

Proof. We take the Fourier transform in ¢:

400 ) t+oo .
w\ k,y) = / wj(t,k,y)e_’t)‘dt, Fi(\k,y) = fi(t, k,y)e_”)‘dt, j=1,2.
0 0
Thus, we have
(6.6) (iX — v(02 — k) + iky)w(\, k,y) = —ikFi(\ k,y) — 0,Fo (X, k,y)

with f_ll w(\, k,y)et*¥dy = 0. Using Plancherel’s theorem, we know that
/ Jwr(8)|2.dt ~ / (N[22, / o wr(t)|2adt ~ / loEw(N) [22dA,
0 R 0 R
—+o0
/0 s ()2t ~ /R (k. 9,)(02 — 1) (V)| 22d,

“+oo
|10k~ [ 150G =12
We further decompose w as follows

w(\ k,y) = wg\}i + wg\z,l + (cgl)()\) + c§2)()\))w1 + (cél)()\) + céz)()\))wg,

where wg\}l and w](\?zb solve

(6.7) (iA — V(D2 — k) + iky)wy) (A by y) = —ikFy (A by ), wii)ly=te1 = 0,
(6.8) (A — V(D2 — k) + iky)wi) (A kyy) = —0, (A, kyy), wielly—i1 = 0,

and w; = (85 — k?)g; with @1, oo solving @), () with € = 0, A replaced by N = —\/k,
and

1 ..
@)y _ [ sinhk(y+1) (j

1 .
() yy _ sinh k(1 —y) ()
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By Corollary 3.2, we have
v |K|3 | (k,0,) (92 — k) w (V2 + k)3 w2 < ClEF(N)| g2,
and by Proposition [3.3]
(WIk[2)2 |k, 0,) (02 = k) w b (V) 12 + v K[ 5 [wh (N |2 < CIIE(N) |2
By Lemma (1], Proposition E.3] and Proposition 4] we have
e OMllwn g2 + 1) D l[wall e < Cv= T k|8 |kE (A2,
DMl wil 2 + 160 Wl wsl 2 < Cv=3 K3 [RFL ()],
Nl + 1687 (W ewall g < Cv78 k|78 [KF (A g2,
and by Lemma [4.2] Proposition and Proposition [4.4]
e w2 + 162 (N lwallz2 < Cv=1|k]72 [ BNz
D Moz wnl e + 1P W lIpFwsll 2 < Cv3 k= | Fa(V)| 2,
e Ollws [l1+ e (W lwall gy < Cv=2 |72 | By(M)] 2.
This shows that
lwo(N)llze <INz + lwis Mz + le w22 + e (V] [|we]| 2
+ 1D ) w2 + 12 () lws 2
<CWk?) 3 [kFy ()| g2 + Cv=5 [k 75 | B (V)| 2
+ CrT i k|78 [RFy (V)2 + Cv 1 k|72 | Fa(N) | 2
<Cv T [k R [RFY (V)2 + Cv 3 k]2 [ Fa(N)| 2,
and
I wNllze < COR R (N g2 + O3 k3 [ B ()52,
and by Lemma [9.3]
1k, 9,) (02 — K*) " w(A)]| 2
<[k, 0y) (92 — B2) " ik (V|2 + 1 (k, 0,)(02 — k)~ wgh (V)| 2
+ 1 OOk, 8,)(02 — K2~ wn g2 + e (VI (k, 8,)(82 — k)~ Lawa| 12
+ 1 (R, 0,) (02 — K2~ wn | 2 + [e5” (WIII(K, 8,)(02 — k) Lawa| 2
< Cvs K73 (R (V)2 + C k)2 [ o)z + B2 (| (V) | o
+ e V) lwall e + 12 ) lwn [+ 68 (W]l 1)
< CUTE K|S [RFY (V)12 + C(wk?) "2 || B(M) 2.
In summary, we conclude that

1, L 1
(k)3 |pRwrll7ape + K2 lurllF2pe + (VE?)2 |lwr |72 2

1
~ Wkl w N 22 | oy + K210k, 0,02 = )T w2 |72y + W) [[[lw(A)

75 k|75 ||| Fa(N)

wl»—'

< CWk?)3 Wk?) 5 [IRF (V)] 2|2 gy + C0k?) el 7wy

25

2
HLZHLQ(R)
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+ CR2 5 k|75 |||k FL(N) + CR k)Y 1B (N

2 2
Mieel|72my ez llz2 ey
+ Cwk?) w8 k|3 [ IRE ) 2| oy + COAD 202 R E() 22| Gy

< CvTa k[ ||| R () \LZHLz + CrH[[I (N ”LQHiZ(R)

~ v SRS fillfe e + v—1|rf2HL2Lz.
It remains to consider L>®°L?2 estimate of w;. Let wy, be a solution of
(0 — 1/(82 — k?) + iky)wng = —ikfi — Oyf2, wnalt=0 =0, wnaly=+1 =0.
Set wna(\, k,y) = +°° wWna(t, k,y)e” " dt, which satisfies
(ix —v(0] — k2) +iky)wna(\ k,y) = —ikFi(\ k,y) — Oy Fa(\ K, y),  wNaly=1 = 0.

Thus, wy, = wgvt)l + wﬁl By Plancherel’s theorem, we have

(k)3 llonallfae ~ (4R*)5 [llwna) 22172 e

< 2(k2)3 (|| leofa W 22 |2y + oA 22 32 )

< COR)E (@RS IRF Ol 2 gy + 17 3 K3 E ()22 2 e
= Cr R I FL )Lz |7 gy + Cv 1Bz |7 e

IR _
~ v k|3 || ful e + v 1”f2HL2L2'

Moreover, we have
+o00 )
| i) e ke
0

= w(\ k,y) = ek, y) = () () + e () wr + (57 (V) + 57 (V) ws.
Thus, we can write
WI = WNgq +w§ ) +w(2) —i—w(l) +w§ ),
where for j = 1,2,

WOt k,y) = ! /C(l)()\)wj()\ k,y)e™dX, > 0.

o
Now we estimate ||wnq| 2 and ||wj || Loo 2 separately. Notice that

8tHWNa”2L2/2 + VHawaaH%Z + szHWNaH%Z

= Re<(at - V(ag - k2) + Z‘ky)("-)Na:C‘-’Na>

=Re( — ik fi — Oy fa,wna) = Re( — ik{f1,wna) + (f2, Oywna))

< k[l fill2llwnallzz + [ f2ll 2 19ywnall 2,
which gives

1,4 1 _

Orllwnallfz + vlOywnallZe + 20k lwnall7e < v S[R3 | filZe + (vR?)3 lwnalFz + v foll -

As wngli=0 = 0, this shows that

t 1 4
lonva(®)]172 S/O (Vs k3 A2 + (k)3 Jwna(9)F2 + v | fa()]2 ) ds
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<vS k[ 1Al ge + (A?)5 |wonal o ge + vt 1 ol Fe e
1, .4 _

Sy RS ANT 2 + v 2l e

Thus, we get
_1,..4 _
lwnallferz < O3 RIS fill 722 + v I f2llF2p2)-
Notice that (6.7)) is equivalent to
(—0(02 = k) + ik(y = X)wiiy(\ b y) = —ikFi(\ k,y),  wiihly=s1 =0,
with ' = —\/k. By Lemma [LT] and Proposition 3] we have
(14 [k(=2/k = DD T et V) l[will 2 < Cv 72 (k|75 R (V)] 2.

Thanks to |[k(=A/k —1)] = [\ + k| and |[(1 + |A + k|)_%”L2(R) < C, we have

o Ol <5 [ 16 s ()2
<CA+ A+ )T = R BV 22 1
<Cum k[ [[(1+ A+ k)7 | 2y | Fr )| 2 | gy ~ v (KI5 | fill 22,
which shows that
(Wk?)2|lwiV |2 2 < C0k?)2 (0™ 2 k|5 | fill p22) = O3 k|3 [|fu]2 -
Similarly, we have
(k)2 |wi 2 2 < CUTE R[S fo]32 00
By Lemma [4.2] and Proposition 4] we have
(1+ k(= k = D51 )]l < Co 5[k Fa(N) 12,
(1+ k(=2/k = DDEE@ W llog Twn 2 < CvH k|7 | Fo(V)| o,

which give

3, (2 1 1 3. (2 -1 42
A+ K2 [P )Pl pgwi |22 + k)T A+ K| 5[ ) Pllog w22 < Cos k|75 [|Fa(A)]22.

Thus, we obtain
2

W@ k) < \ J e

27

3 1 3 1
< /R (A + k212 ) Por()lwr (0, 9) [+ k) TN + k|5 [P () 2y, 2 () wn (A k) |2]) dA

-1

_1
x / (A4 kE o) + (k)5 + kL3 2 (9)) ",
R

for t >0, y € (—1,1). Notice that
_1
3+ k2 ou) + A+ K L ()
R

2=(Mk) 2 (y) (k) "3 s f 18 o, ol 1
el /R (23002 () h?)} + k) 3120 pr2(y) 2 () (k) S
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— (k) /(|z|3 F 1213 Mz = Ck?) % < +oo.
R

Thus, we have
1 1 1 3
2013 = [ o @hPy < e [ [ 3+ P WPl (k)P
_1
+ (R A+ k|1l (V) o, 2 ()] (N, b, ) ) dyd
1
6

_ 3 1 1 3 1
— C(vk?) /R (A4 KZ 1S ) Plpw 122 + (k)TN + k[T 12 ()Pl wr[|22)dA

1 4 2 3
< Cwk?)h / A KRB (V) |22dA ~ v 2 K7L foll 2
which shows that
1 2 1 _3 _ _
k)2 |2 2 < CR?) T2 (K| fal 222 = Cv Y| o222
Similarly, we have
k)2 [w$ 2o g2 < OV fol 22 -
In summary, we conclude that
2
1 1 1
(k)2 [|wl2 e 2 < CllonalZere +C > k)2 [|wl”|2 12
jl=1

_1 4 —
< O3 k3| fill2ape + v fol2a2).

6.3.2. Space-time estimates of the homogeneous problem.

Proposition 6.6. Let vk?* < 1 and wy be a solution of (B3] with (wo, e ) = 0. Then there
exists a constant C > 0 independent of v,k such that

1 1 1 1
W) lwn |72 g2 + (VA?)2 |wa ] 2 + (VE*)3 | 0Rwr |22 + K Jurr |2 2
1 _4
< CllwollZz + Cvs[k|™5(|8ywol 72

Proof. We introduce

W (b k,y) = e 0 (0,k,y), tER,
W (k) = eSO (¢ k), >0,

Then we have
(0 + z’ky)wg) =0, (0 +iky+ (sz)l/?’)wg) =0,
Wi (0) =i (0 = w(0), el B2 = lwor (O)llz2,
(O — V(@S — kY + z'k‘y)wg) = (vk? — (l/k‘z)%)wg) - Vﬁzwg).
Thus, we can decompose wy as follows
wy = wg) + wg) + wg),
(2)

where w;;” solves

(0 — V(8§ — k%) + z'k‘y)wg) = —(vk? — (l/k‘2)%)wg) + Vﬁgwg),
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wilimo =0, (W}, ey 0.

3)

and w;;” solves
(0 — V(02 — k) + iky)wly =0, WPl = 0, (Wi () +wiy (), ) = 0.
We denote
uH (y7Z)(10H7 QDH (y )wH7] y Ly Sy e

Step 1. Estimates of w(]) ,ji=1,2.
By Proposition 6.5 we have

(sz) ”Pka HL2L2 ‘H‘52HUH ”L2L2 + (sz) HW HL2L2 + (Vk2) HW ”LooL2
< C(v‘g\k!‘g\\(ka (sz) )WH 7272 "‘VHayWH I72r2)
< C(R)3 w21 + 10wy 2 2)-

It is easy to see that

— Jle —(vk2)1/3¢ (0)( £)

_(,1:2Y1/3
2 = e “F o] e,

lwiy ()12
(k?)3 i [2ape = (kD)3 ™2, 0 L lwoll2e = llwoll2 /2.

and

18yl (0) 112 =119y (e~ CF P mithugy (ke )| 2 = €= R P e= Ry (9, — itk (K, y) | 2
<e= R (19,0l 12 + [tk lwoll 2),
and
|0y 222 < 200”2, o 10ywollZ + 20 tke R, w2
= v k|75 || 9yw0 122 + 2|lwol|2.
This shows that
(6'9) (Vk2)%HPk ”L2L2 + kz”uH HLZL2 + (Vk2) HW HL2L2 + (sz) HWH ”LooL2
< Ollw(0)]122 + Cv5 k|75 [8,0(0) |2,

and

1.1 1 1 1 1
(6.10) k)5 ||lpR w22 2 + (uk2>2 1222 + k)7 0 |2 2
< 2wk?) 5| 2o 2 + l0$ 2o p2 < Cllw(0)]2
We use the basis in L?([—1,1]) : ¢;(y) = sin(7j(y + 1)/2), j € Z4. Then we have

too +oo (0)
0 0 0 0 <w , P >
Wl = Z(wg),ﬁﬂﬁ%‘, iy 132 = Z! W el o = 27(77]/1;) ’ 2%
i=1 i=

o)

0 0 9 :
[0 )22 = 18,09 ()22 + k2105 (D)]122 = — (&9 (1), Z m/z +k2'

=1
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Thanks to wg) (t,k,y) = e Yy (k,y), we have

1
W (1), 5 = / e~ (I, ) (4)dy,

-1
from which and Plancherel’s formula, we infer that

or (1 2
/ WD (8), )2t = 2% / lwo(k, 903 () dz < 22 o 2.
. W) 7

Therefore, we have

|(w ol
/Hu ”Lth Z/ 7Tj/2 —|—k:2 Z|kz| (77/2)2 + k2

+oo on Hon 5 2
< L gy = T |lwpl|?s,
_/0 7 (mz/22 + e = e ol

from which and ug) = e—(VkQ)l/Stug), we infer that

1 0
(6.11) K2 )|u 220 < B2|ul 222 < Cllwol2e.

Step 2. Estimates of wg’).

We introduce

L sinh k +1 L sinh k +1
ar(t) = / Snh My £1) )y g vy = — / Sh My £ 1) 64 1y,
1

sinh 2k _1 sinh2k
Usinhk(1—y) Usinh k(1 — y) L)
_ _J S S S A t.k,y)d
a(t) /_1 sinh 2k H (. K, y)dy /_1 sinh 2k i (R y)dy,
1 1 .
), sinhk(y +1) (o) ©) / sinhk(1 —y) () ;
al (t) - /_1 Slnh2k wH (t7k7y)dy7 a2 (t) - 1 Slnth’ wH ( 7k7y)dy

Then we have
ar(t) = e PO 1) ay(t) = e OB D 1),

We take the Fourier transform in ¢:

w\ k,y) = / w%)(t, k,y)e” " dt, ci(A) ::/ aj(t)e_’t)‘dt, j=12.
0 0
Then we have

(iX — v(0; — k) + iky)w(\, k,y) =0,

Lsinh k(1 + y) Lsinh k(1 — y)
c1(N) = — /_1 W“’Q\a k,y)dy, ca(X) =— /_1 Ww(/\’ k,y)dy.

Thus, we have

w = —c1(ANw; — ca(N)wa,
where w1, wo are defined as in section 4.1. Let us first claim that
(6.12) 1L+ [A+ E[)er T2y < ClEIHlwoll 72,
(6.13) 1L+ [A = &)e2 |72y < ClkI ™ |wol 7.
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By Proposition 1.3 we know that
lwi]| g2 < Cv™3(1+ k|| — A/k — 1))
lwall g2 < Cv=3(1 + [K|| — Ak + 1))

from which, we infer that

Cv~
Cv~

I+ X+ k)T,
(1+|X=Ek])1,

L b
I

)M»-ﬂ >J>I>—'
M»—‘ »hl»—'

[Nz = [ler(Mwr + ca(Nwel| g2 < Jer(M[lwr 2 + [ea(M)][lwa | 2
< Ov i (Jer I+ A+ KD T+ fe2(VIL+ A= kDY),
By Proposition A3] we have ||wi||;1 + ||wz|[z1 < C, which along with Lemma 0.3 implies
I1(k, 8,)(85 — k)~ (V)] 2
< et NI (k, 9,) (95 — k)" wn | g2 + [e2 (M|l (K, 9y) (9 — k) " Hwa | 2
< [ 2 (jer Ml llzs + lez(Wlwzllze) < CIR72 (Jen (W] + e (W)
By Proposition L4, we have HpéleLz + Hp,%wQHLz < CL2 with L = (k:/z/)%, which gives

1 1 1 1 1
o wMlze = ller(Mpgwn + e2(A)pgwall > < \01( Mpgwillp> + lea(Mlllpg wal 2

< CL3 (e (V)] + |ex(V)]) = Ck/v)5 (Jer (V)] + [ea(N)]).

Summing up, we conclude that
(k) |pRw |22 0 + K20 2o e + (A2 3|0l |22,

e k)3 llF w2 22 gy + R2INNCE. ) (@ — ) (W e 2oy + A2) 3 [w0(A)
<c@#)@w)mqhmR+kﬁy®)+0WW1mﬁhmR+kﬂm@)

+ CWk?)2v 3 (|1 + A+ kD TerZagg) + 11+ A = KD Teal|2aq))
< 0|k|<||<1+|A+k|>%c1||i2<R I+ A = kDol 2o ).

2
HL2 HLQ(R)

Thanks to w! H = 5~ fR M)et d\, we also have
1 1
(Vk2)2HwH [Foore < Wk*)2 )]l 22171 ry
11 1 1
<CWk)zv 2 (| + N+ kD Terlfg + 10+ 1A = E)Tell L g))-
Then it follows from ([6.12) and (GI3) that

(sz) ||10ka HL2L2 —|—k:2||uH HL?L? + (sz) ||WH HL2L2 + (Vk’2) ||W ||LooL2
< ORI+ 3+ k) Fer ) + 10+ A~ D el aqey)
1
+ CWk) 22 ([(1+ A+ kD Ter 3z + 11+ X = B Tealf 1 )
(6.14) < CIRI(IA + X+ EDerllZag) + 101+ A = kDezllZag)) < Cllwolze.
Step 3. Proof of ([6.12)) and (6I3).
Let us assume that (wg,e*™) = 0. Then we have a;(0) = a3(0) = 0. Thanks to
(0)(15 k,y) = e” " (k, y), we get

), sinhk(y + 1) RO /1 sinhk(y +1) iy
“ (t)_/l sinh 2k w (& ky)dy = _, sinh2k ¢ wo(k, y)dy,
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from which and Plancherel’s formula, we infer that

27
|a (t)]2dt =
/ %[ J-

Using the formula

sinhk(y +1) 2 0m
—— ok dz < — .
sinh 2k WO( 7y) 2> ’k‘ ||w0HL2

1 .
0?0 + ikl (1) = [ k(1 - y)SEW D) itk 0 5 yay,

1 sinh 2k
we get
. 2
(0) k dt = 2m k(1 — w k d <2_7T 2
[ 0re) + iwal? e = 2 [ it ) D) < 2

here we used "Lk’(l - )%‘ < k(1 —y)(2e*0-9)) < 1 for y € [-1,1]. As a1(t) =

e~ %4(0) (1) e have

i ikt—(vk?)1/3 -
le™t a1 (£) 13200 400y = ™GO 0)]125 4 4 o) < CIEI ol
and (using vk? < 1)
7 1kt— (v / .
191 (™ a1 ()32, 400y = €™~ (34017 (1) + ikal® (1) — ()30l (1) 20,4 00)

0
< 20,0\ () + ikal” (8)]22 + 2)| (&) 30 (1) 12
< Clk|Y|wol |-

We define @ (t) = e?**ay(t) for t > 0 and a;(t) = 0 for t < 0. Due to a1(0) = 0, we have
ai(t) € HY(R) and |[a; (¢ )”Hl(R < Clk|™Hwo||3 2. Moreover,

. +m . .
/ ay(t)e M dt = / ar (t)e™ Gt = ¢y (A — k),
R 0

which gives

() By ~ (1 AD?lex (= R)PdA = 1+ A+ FDer e
Thus, we obtain
11+ X+ kDerlz2 < Okl wollZ.-
Similarly, we can prove (6.13]).
Now the result follows from (6.9)), (610), (611)) and (G6.14). O
6.3.3. Space-time estimates of the full problem.

Proposition 6.7. Let vk? < 1 and w be a solution of (GI)). Then there exists a constant
C > 0 independent of v,k such that

3 1 1 1, 4
IR wl oo 2 + (VE*)Z w72 p2 + (WK 2 ||w]| T oo 2 + (V)3 || pRwl 22 + K2 (|ullF2 2

1. _4 _1 4 —_
< Cllwolgz + Cvslk[ 73[90l + C 75 kI3 [ illZ2p2 + v I fallZore)-
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Proof. Tt follows from Proposition and Proposition that
1 1 1
(6.15) (k)2 |wllFzpz + (k)2 w12 + WE)3 E w22 + K2 [ulf32 2
1,4 1,4 _
< Cllwoll72 + Cvs k|73 [[dywoll72 + C (73 [k[3 | fill72re + v I fall72r2)-

3
It remains to estimate ||p7wl|7 . ;.. For this, we introduce a new weight function f, defined
as follows

(Ly+L—-13+1 ye[-1,-1+L7Y,
(6.16) pr(y) =9 1 yel-1+L71-L71,
(L—Ly—12+1 yel-L11],

where L = (‘ﬁ)% It is easy to see that

14
pr€C*(=11), oI SL, |a"l S L
And there exits a constant number C, independent of v, k, so that C~'p, < g, < Cpr. We
1
also have vL? = (vk?)3. Recall that w satisfies ([G.I)). By integration by parts, we get

1d
2 dt

3 3 3 1
l52w2s + v (1526 |20 + K3I15Ew]%) = Re( — v / B dy

-1
—ik{f1, prw) + {f2,0y(Fiw)))

1
<V /1 jwl?(52)"dy| + kIl full 2 ARl 2 + 1L f2ll 2 (Bl kNl oos Nl GRwll 22 + [l 57wl 2)

1
- _ - 1 1.4 1 1o
< (6|77~ + 5’)||,0'/$HL°<>)/1 w|*prdy + 5V 3 lkls 1f1ll72 + §(Vk2)3 57w 7
+ v fallZe + 3Vl 2 AR 172 + vl || 24
which shows that
d 8 12 o oroisy oo Sl 2 oylis3 19 12
%HPkWHB SvLP|ppwllze + v slk3 [ fillze + (k)3 | ppwllze + v [ f2llze
_1,..4 1.4 _
Svslkls | AlZe + WE)sIpRwlZz + v falZes
from which and (6.15]), we infer that
3 Lo, _4 _l, 4 _
lpEwl oz < CllwollZz + Crs k=5 18ywoll 72 + C (v 3 k|3 | fill ez + v fal o)
This completes the proof. ]
6.4. Proof of Proposition
Proof. For the case of vk? < 1, we have
valkl "5 = k2 (wk?)s, valklE = v k|k?)s < vTe k],
which along with Proposition imply that
1 1 3
(6.17) K lulZa e + B2 [w]| 722 + WE?) 2 |lwl|foe 12 + 107wl F oo 12

— _1 _
< O(llwollz> + k72 [10ywol72) + C (V2 Kl fill 722 + v I fallZ22)-
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Due to the definition of pg, we know that pk( )=1>(1- \y[)l for |yl <1 - L7

5 3 3 3 1 1
pi(y)ZLz(l—lylgzzLjW( |y|)21=| 21—y > (1 |y|)2f0r1 L7t <yl <1-v2,
where L = (|k|/v)3 <v™2 and (vk?)2 > v 1>1-— ly| for 1 — v < ly| < 1. Thus,

1
(6.18) 11 = 9D 2wl Foe 2 < A7 w3 2 + HpkaLooLz

3 3
Since 0 <1—p2 <1for |y|<land1—p? =0for |y <1— L', we have

3
1= 2wl < Illrapotgy + lollor 1, 1s-1):

Notice that

1

2 e 3 3
2 o — N—
[ P /1_L1L (1-y)~"dy
3 -2 — 1o 3 4 _ 1,

==L (1 — y) |1—L71 S §L 14 §V€’

Thus, we have
lwllzra—r-1,1) = HWHLl L1 + [|wl] L)
3 _3
SHpEWHLszk | v ol

L2(1-L-1,1-v3)
1,03 1
<2lk| % | p7wll e + v |lwll 2
Similarly, we have
1, 2 1
HWHLH—1;&+L*U < 20k["2||piwllpe + viflw| L2
This shows that
3 _1. 3 1
—PR)WILt = Li(1-L—11) LY (=1,-14L~1) = L Wllir2 r2)-

11 = pp)wllpr < Jlwl] + Jlw]] < C(lkI72ppwll e + v[|wl|2)

By Lemma [0.3] we have
2 ,2v-1 5 2 2y-1 5
[ullzoe <[[(0y, k)(8y — k7)™ prwllree + 18y, k)9 — k%)~ (1 = pp Jwl| Lo
_1, 3 2
<C([kI"2lpgwlize + 11 = pp)wlir)
1, 2 1
<C(Ik["2llpgwllze +vifwlL2),
which gives
3 1

(6.19) [l l[ul e oo < Cllpg wll7oc 2 + ClklrZ]|w]|F oo 2.

Then the desired result follows from (6.17)), (G.I8) and (G.19)).

For the case of vk? > 1, we have |/’<:|Hu||LooLoo < C’||w||LOOL2, and then the result follows

from Proposition [6.4] and the facts that (Vk:2)2 <vk?, v~ \k‘](uk2)_% <v: |kl. O
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7. NONLINEAR STABILITY

In this section, we prove Theorem [[LIl For the 2-D Navier-Stokes equation, the global
existence of smooth solution is well-known for the data ug € H?($2). Main interest of Theorem
I is the stability estimate: ), , F < Cevz. Let us recall that By = ||| oo 2 and for
k#0,

1 1 1
Ey =[I(1 = [y) 2wl o 2 + Kl l[urll 22 + K[> [[ug]| Lo e + (V/<52)4 [wk |22

First of all, we derive the evolution equations of %(t,y) and wy(t,y) = 5- fT w(t,z,y)e " dx.
We denote

filty) = Zultywklty) fity) = Zultywklty)

= leZ
Thanks to divu = 0, we have u?(t,y) = 0. Due to Py(u'd,u') = 0, we find that
(O — Vaj)ﬂl (ty) =— Z ul2 (t, y)ayul—l(t7 y) =— Z ul2 (t,y)w_i(t,y) = _f02(t7 Y).
1eZ\{0} leZ\{0}

And wi(t,y)(k # 0) satisfies
(0 — (0 — k) + iky)wr(t,y) = =ik fi(t,y) — O, fi (t,y)-
Next we estimate Ey. By integration by parts, we get
_ _ 1 _ _ =2 o
(O —vopy', —05a') = SO0y (Bl + 0@ @72 = (F, ;")

which gives

ail|ayat ()72 + vl ogat (N7 S v I 91 7e
from which and d,u'(t,y) = w(t,y), we infer that
(7.1) Ef = |[@l ]2 S v N2 + [Woll7e-

Now we estimate Ej,. It follows from Proposition [6.1] that

(7.2) B} vz k|l fH3a e + v £ IR e + o k32 + 1B w0 k13-
For k # 0, we have

H up(t,y) |2 :H “up IUi(t,y)P‘

(1—|ypz lezee ey 11yl N

| J{ 0-ui(t, 2)dz? | J?) 0:ui(t, 2)dz?
:H max { sup , S
ye[0,1] 1— |yl ye[~1,0] 1— |yl
<410y uillF2pe = Ak |lug 722 < 4ER.

from which, we infer that for k € Z,

(7.3) 122 < H L2L°°”(1 — [y 2wrillpeor2 <2 BBk,
i (1= Jy))? IeZ

}

Ll

ulty

=

and
I fallpzr2 Il zoo oo lwillz2re + lullp2poo @] poc 2

+ > g ez llwk—ill 22
1eZ\{0,k}
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Thanks to |||k — 1| 2 |k|(l # 0,k), we have
11 _1
> lutllperellwiillpzre S Y [T 2Ew Tk =172 By
1€7\{0,k} 1€7\{0,k}
SJk|"zv7d Z E B,
1€Z\{0,k}
and
_ _ _ _1
[ || Lo oo [lwpe |l 2 22 + [l 2 oo [ oo L2 S @] oo 2 lwicll 22 S (vE?) ™1 By Eo.
This shows that

(7.4) 1Al 2re S WK 5 Y BBy,
lEZ

It follows from (7.10), (2], (Z4) and (73] that
_1 _
By Sv72 Y BB+ lwoklze + [k 10ywo k] 2,
leZ
1 _
Ey<v 2 Z EE _ + HwQHLz,
leZ\{0}
which lead to

(7.5) S ESv Y S EBEC+ Y lwoglz + > kT I0yworlle-

keZ keZ 1T, ke kez\{0}

Due to [Jugl| g2 < cv, it is easy to verify that

_ 1
S lwople + 3 KT Oywonlze < Cevi.

kEZ kezZ\{0}
If ¢ is suitably small, then we can deduce from (7.5]) and a continuous argument that
Z E; < Cevs.
keZ

This completes the proof of Theorem LI

8. SOME KEY ESTIMATES RELATED TO THE AIRY FUNCTION

8.1. Basic properties of the Airy function. Let Ai(z) be the classical Airy function,
which satisfies
D2 Ai(z) — zAi(z) = 0.
We have the following asymptotic formula for |argz| < m —¢,e > 0(see [39] 34]):
1 1 2.3

Ai() = 5= e (L4 RE). R(:) =063,

Thus, we may define
+m . +m .
Ao(z) = / Ai(t)dt = e™/6 / Ai(e™/5¢)dt.
ei‘rr/Gz 2
For Ay(z), we have the following important properties from [34].

Lemma 8.1. It holds that
1. There exists 6o > 0 so that Ay(z) has no zeros in the half plane ITmz < 4.
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2. Let a(d) = sup {Re(ﬁggzg) cImz < (5}. There exists 69 > 0 so that a(0) € C([0,dp])

and

a(0) = —0.4843... < —1/3.

3. For| arg(ze%r)| <7m—e¢, € >0, we have the asymptotic formula

Ap(2) )6 (., in/6)5 ~1
= /P (z2e™P)2 + O(z7 ).
Ao(z) ( ) =)

Using Lemma Bl we can deduce the following important estimates on Ag(z).

Lemma 8.2. Let &g be as in Lemma 8l There exists ¢ > 0 so that for Imz < §,
Al(2) ‘ 1 Aj(z) 1
<1422, Re=LZ2 < —¢(1 4 |2]2).
st RegEE < e+ 1)
Proof. For |z| > Ry > 1 and Imz < ¢y, we use the asymptotic formula in Lemma For
|z| < Ry and Imz < §p, we use the facts that

A
A

Ap(2)
A()(Z) -

| Ag(2)] ~ 1, ‘222‘50 Re

We introduce

_ Aoleta) [T At
Wz = =4 p(/o Ao(z+t)dt)'

Lemma 8.3. There exists 61 > 0 so that for Imz < §; and x > 0,
jw(z,z)| < €75,

Proof. Thanks to Lemma BI] there §; > 0 so that a(e) > 1 for € € [0,6;]. Thus, for Imz < 6
and x > 0, we have

lw(z,z)| = ‘exp (/Ox %dt)‘ = ‘exp (Re/ox %dtﬂ <es.

8.2. Estimates of Wi, W5. In this subsection, we prove Lemma Let us recall that
Wi(y) = Ai(ei% (L(y — A —ikv) +ie)), Wa(y) = Ai(ei%r (L(y — A — ikv) + ie)),
where L = (%)é and € > 0. We need the following technical lemma.

Lemma 8.4. Let 0 < e < 1. It holds that for any x > 0,
(8.1) /Lm (1+ |t + Ld + ie|2)dt > Lx|Ld|? + |La|?,
where d = —1 — \ — z'k‘y(.)
Proof. Notice that
V4 [t + Ld+ie]2 =1+ [t — LN+ 1) — (k)3 +ie[2 > 1+ [t — LA+ 1)|2 + (vk?)3
and |Ld| ~ |L(A+ 1)| + (vk2)3. Thus, we have

Lz Lz
/ (1+|t+Ld+ie|%)dt~/ (14 (k)3 + |t — LA+ 1)]2)dt.
0 0
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For the case of Lz < L(\+ 1), we have

Lx 1 1 Lx 1 1
/ (1+ (vk?)s +yt—L(A+1)\§)dt:/ (14 (vk*)3 + (LA + 1) —t)2)dt
0 0

— La(l + (Wk?)3) + ; (1)} = (LO+ 1) — La)]
> La((L(A+1))2 + (vk?)3) ~ La|Ld|2 + |La|?.
For the case of Lx > L(A+ 1) > 0, we have
/LI(H(UH)% Flt— LA+ 1)[2)dt
0
= La(1+ (vk®)3) + /L(AH)(L()\ +1)—t)zdt + /Lw (t— L(\+1))2dt
0 L(A+1)

2
= Lz(l+ (uk:z)%) t3 (LA + 1))% + (Lx — LA + 1))%]
> |Lx|% + L:L'(l/k‘Q)% ~ Lm|Ld|% + |Lx|%
For the case of L(A+ 1) < 0, we have
Lx Lz
/ (14 (k)3 + [t — L(\ + 1) 2)dt ~ (La(1 + (vk?)3 + L\ +1)]2) + / 2
0 0

tz2dt
> La((L(A + 1))2 + (vk?)3) + (2/3)|La|2 ~ Lz|Ld|2 + |La|2.
Summing up, we conclude the lemma.

Now we are in a position to prove Lemma
Proof. Step 1. L estimate
Thanks to the definition of W7y, we find that

LWi(y)|  LIAi(e's (L(y + 1+ d) + ie))|
|Ao(Ld +i€)| |Ao(Ld + i€))|
Thanks to |A}(z)| = |Ai(e'5 2)|, we get

LiWy(z—1)] L\A{)(Lx—FLd—i-z'e)\ |Ao(Lx + Ld + ie)|
|Ao(Ld +i€)| " |Ao(Lz + Ld +ie)|  |Ao(Ld + ie)|
By Lemma B.2] we have
AB(LJB—I—Ld—I—Z’e) o1 1
1+|L L <1+ |L Ld|z.
AoLot Ldtiol ~ + |Lx + Ld +i€]2 <1+ |Lx + Ld|?
from which and Lemma B3] we infer that for any x € [0, 2]
LWy (z —1)| _ —La/3
_ 1+ |Lz+ Ld v
Ao(Ld 1 ie)] ~L+ L L2 e

<L(1+ |Ld|2) < L(1 + |L(1 + \)]

1 1 1
2(vk?)s < v~ 2, we have

=

) =L+ |k(1+\)/vl2.
As L = (\k‘]/z/)% =v-

L . N
mHWH\LwSC(L+]I<:(1+)\)/V\2)§CV 2(14—‘/&‘()\4—1)’)
The proof of

o=

mHWﬂILw is similar.
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Step 2. L' estimate
Thanks to the definition of W7, we have

L

L 1 -
T Wil = Ai(e's (L(y — A — ik ie))|d
Ao =Ty [, T B = i) iy

- Ai( L L d
|A0(Ld+ze|/ | 4i(e'8 (La + Ld + ie))|do

—L/ |A{(Lx + Ld + ie€)| |Ao(Lz + Ld + i€)|
N |Ao(Lx + Ld +ie)|  |Ao(Ld + ie)|

For the case of |Ld| < 1, we get by Lemma B2] and Lemma [B3] that

L
|Ao(Ld + i€)|

2
Will SE [0+ |2+ Lafe 250
0

2
5L/ (1+ |Lz|2)e Lo1/3dz < 1.
0

For the case of |Ld| > 1, by Lemma and the proof of Lemma B3] and Lemma B4, we
infer that

L 2 1 Lx 1
— || W <L 1+ |La + Ld|2)e¢Jo (+t+Ld|[Z)dt g,
i Wil <E [ (et L)
2 1
,SL/ (1+ |L:E+Ld|%)e_CLx‘Ld‘2d:E <1,
0

here we used

2 1 2 1
L/ e—ch\Ld\de _ / e—cL:c|Ld|7 d(LJI) 5 1
0 0
2 1 1 2 1 1
L/ |La|2e~cbelld? gy — / |La|zectaIld® g(ra) <1
0 0
2 1 ! 2 5 1
L/ yLdyze—CL“d?dxz/ e~cbelLdl® q(Lx|Ld)z) < 1
0 0

The proof of HW2||L1 1 is similar.

| Ao (Ld+z
Step 3. Weighted L? estimate
We have
L L 1 o L
T - . . W - A 1= L _ )\ o k . 2d
Wl = (| A L = A i) + i)y
L 1

2
ZM% pr(@ = V)| Ai(F (L(z + d) + ic))[*dz)

2 A (Lx + Ld + i€)|? |Ao(Lz + Ld + i€)|?  \ 3
:L</ pk(x_l)’ 0( )’2‘ 0( : 2)‘ >2'
0 |Ao(Lx + Ld + ie)| |Ag(Ld + ie€)|

For the case of |Ld| < 1, we have

L
[Ao(Ld + ic)]

D=

2
loeWalze < L / (1+ |La + L)) #/5az)* < L3,
0
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For the case of |Ld| > 1, we have

L / 1 3
m“pleHLZ <L(/ pk T — 1 1 + ]Lx + Ld‘) —2 Lm|Ld|2d.’I’) :
0

2 1
o [0 Lo ey )

0
2 / 3 % 1
L(/ (1+ Lz + Lz|Ld|)e > L””|Ld|2dx) <Lz,

0

The proof of M(Tupk Wal|r2 < L? is similar. O

8.3. Estimates of Cj;. In this subsection, we prove Lemma [B.Il We need the following
lemmas.

Lemma 8.5. Let &g be as in Lemmal[8A. Then it holds that for Imz < 0y and x > 0,
w(z,z)] < e

Proof. By Lemma [B.2] we get

x / T
o [ ) s (- [0+t s

where we used Lemma [84] so that
z 1 La! 1 /3 3
/(1—|—|z+t|2)dt:/ (L4 |t + Ld+ie|b)dt > |La'|3 = 28,
0 0

by writing 2 = Ld + ie,x = Lx’. O
Lemma 8.6. Let 61 be as in Lemmal83. There exists kg > 1 so that if L > 6k or L > k > kg,
then we have

2k —2k L
e ‘1 —e “"w(z,2L) — 7 e L w(z,t)dt‘
0

2L
> \/5‘1 — (2, 2L) + %/ e%w(z,t)dt‘ for Imz < 4.
0

Proof. We first consider the case of L > 6k, k > 1. It follows from Lemma that for
Imz < 51,

ok k 2L e ok k 2L okt
1—e*w(z,2L) — T e L w(z,t))dt‘ >1 —e “"lw(z,2L0)| — 7 e L|w(z,t)|dt
0 0

k: 2L kt t
>1 — e 2kem2L/3 _ T / e"LT73dt
L Jy

1
y>1-—
3)_

[N

k k
>]—e 2k Dy
- ¢ L(L+
and

k 2L k 2L
1—ée**w(z,20) + f/ e%w(z,t)dt <1+ e*|w(z,2L)| + f/ e%|w(z,t)|dt
0 0

k 2L kt t
<14 e2ke2L/3 4 —/ el 3dt
0
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kK, 1 k 1 1,1 1 7
<l4e g /(2 D<l+-4-/(=2-2)< =
St /G- DSt e/5 o5 =3
This shows that
ko[ 2
V2|1 — e w(z,2L) + E/ e%w(z,t)dt‘ < % <10/3<7/2<e?/2 < e )2
0
2k —2k L
<e ‘1—6 w(z,2L)—f e Lw(zt)dt|.
0
For the case of L > k > kg, on one hand, we have
oL 2L
‘1—6_2kw(z,2L)—E/ e_%w(z,t))dt‘ 21—6_2k€_2L/3—E/ e~ T84t
L Jo L Jo
kE, k 1 1
ST e Sk _ N RS

on the other hand, by Lemma B35l we have
k 2L bt 2L
‘1 —e®Fw(z,2L) + f/ efw(z,t)dt‘ <1+ e®*|w(z,2L)| + / etw(z,t)|dt
0 0

2k —c(2L)3/2 2k t—ct3/?
§1+eec()+/ecdt
0

<1+ 2= 4 0 < ¢y,

here C > 3 is an absolute constant. Choose kg > 1 so that e?*¢ > 8y/2Cj. Then we have

°L
1 — e (o) - % / e Fule, )| > H0 /8 > V20
0

ok k 2L Kt
2\/5‘1—6 w(z,2L)+E eLw(z,t)dt‘.
0
This completes the proof of the lemma . O

Now we are in a position to prove Lemma 5.1l Let us recall that
Agek — Bge_k —Age_k + Bgek
< Cn ) B —Byek + Aje* < Co > . Bie % — Aje¥

012 A1A2 — BlBQ C’22 A1A2 — BlBg ’

where

1 1
A = / VW (y)dy, Ay = / FIWy (y)dy,
—1 -1

1 1
By — / Ry (y)dy, By = / F YWy (y)dy.

1 -1

Proof. Let y + 1=z = +. Due to Aj(z) = —e'™/6 Aj(e'™/02), we have

2
B = / =MD 43/ (L(z + d) + ie))dx
0
ek—iw/ﬁ

L

ek 2L, s 2L 4y
:f/o e™ L Ai(e™/5((t + Ld) + ie))dt = — /0 e L Ay(t+ Ld + ie)dt
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ek—iw/ﬁ Lo 2L ot
-- [e_%AO(2L + Ld+i€) = Ao(Ld +i€) + T / e T Ag(t + Ld + z‘e)dt}
0
k—im/6 L 2L
(8.2) =— Ao(Ld + ie)eT [e—%w(Ld +ie,2L) — 1+ 7 / e~ T w(Ld + e, t)dt} .
0
Similarly, we have
—k—im/6 k 2L
(8.3) A= —Ao(Ld + ie)eT [e%(Ld +ie,2L)—1- 7 / T w(Ld+ z‘e,t)dt].
0
Then we infer from Lemma B.6] that
(8.4) é‘ :e_%‘ 1 —e?*w(Ld +ie, 2L) + L 02LekLw(Ld+Z€ t)dt ‘ < £
By 1 — e 2kw(Ld + ie,2L) fo 2k e_kfw Ld +ie, t)dt' — 2

Thanks to Ai(z) = Ai(Z), we have

1
B — / R Ai(e= /S (L(y — A+ ikw) — ie))dy
—1

1
= / e M Ai(e™O(L{y + X — ikv) + i€))dy
-1

- ek)—iT(/G oh . k 2L i _
(85) = —Ao(Ld+ie) [ (L +ie,20) ~1+ & / e u(Ld + ie, t)dt].
0
Similarly, we have
o - e~ k—im/6 - Eor2Lo. _
(8:6) Az = —Ao(Ld+ie) —— [e%(Ld +ie,2L) —1- > / eTw(Ld + z'e,t)dt].
0
Thus, by Lemma B.6] we get
\/_
8.7 —‘ Ve
( ) Byl = 27

Now it follows from (8.4]) and (8.7) that
|A1A2 — B1B2| 2 |B1B2|
From the proof of Lemma [B.6] and ([83)), we know that

oL
B > Ao Ld +ie) |1 — e 2 |w(Ld + ie, 2L i e_%de—Fz'e,t dt
L
0

>__
3L |A0(Ld—|— Z€)|

Similarly, [Bs| > £5 |A0(Ld—|—ze)| Thus,

_ 2k
|A1 Ag — B1Ba| = |Ao(Ld + i€)|| Ao (Ld + ie) eL—2

Furthermore, we also have

k k
e . (& 3.
[Bi| < 2= |Ao(Ld+ie)|,  [By| < 2—|Ao(Ld +ie)]

—k —k "
[At] < Co=|Ao(Ld +ie)|, |4z < Co—|Ao(Ld +ie)]

Summing up, we can conclude the estimates of Cj;.
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9. APPENDIX

Lemma 9.1. [t holds that for any |k| > 1,

Lisinh k(1 +y) |2 sinh k(
——| dy = 7‘ dy < 2|k|™,
/_1 sinh 2k ‘ v /_1 sinh 2k k1™
L cosh k(1 +y) |2 cosh k(1 1
= S < .
/_1‘ sinh 2k ‘ dy /_1‘ sinh 2k ‘ dy < 8|k
Proof. Use the facts that
sinh k(1 4 ¥) < 9o HO-0) ‘coshk(l +y)| < geIHI=0),

sinh 2k sinh 2k

we infer that

sinh k(1 + y) ! —olk|(1— _
T gy < e 2k =Y) 10, < 2k 1
/_1‘ sinh 2k ‘ /_1 ‘ y <2k

cosh k(1 + ) ! —olkl(1— _
—— | dy < 1 B1(=v) gy < 8|k| 7.
/1 ‘ sinh 2k ‘ / Ge y < 8lk|

Lemma 9.2. Let |k| > 1. If 1 — X\ > |k|™!, then we have

Hw < 2~ HI(-X)/2

sinh 2k HLOO(E1)
| QLD ety
sinh 2k llzee(my) = ’

where By = (—=1,1) N (— oo, (A+1)/2). If A+ 1> |k|™!, then we have

HWH < 9~ IKI(1+X)/2
sinh 2k |lLoo(my) = ’
< ge-lKIO+N/2,

H cosh k(1 —y) H
sinh 2k L (Ey)

where Ey = (—1,1) N ((A = 1)/2,+00).
Proof. If 1 — X\ > |k|™!, then we have for y € Ey,

sinhk(l + y) —|k|(1— _ _
SR T Y| Y) < [kl(1=A)/2
‘ sinh 2k ‘ s 2 =2 7
‘W‘ < 4~ KIA=Y) < ge—IkI(A1=2)/2

sinh 2k - n '

This gives the first inequality. The proof of the second inequality is similar.

Lemma 9.3. If (02 — k)¢ = w, ¢(£1) =0, |k| > 1, then we have
Y
€172 + #llell7 = (—w,¢) S [k Hwll,
19"l Lo + [KlllellLee < llwllze,
_1
1€ e + [Ellllloe < K72 Jw]l 22

43
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Proof. The first inequality follows from the following
1 1
€' 172 + K2llell 72 = (—w, ) < Jwllpillelze S lwllzll'llZ: el 7

1
S lwll o (B N7 + [kllel7z) 2
Using the first inequality, we infer that

1 1 1
Elllpllze S k72 llel 22 S (Rl IZ2 + £ llelZ2)) % S llwllpr
For y € [0,1], we choose y; € (y — 1/k,y) so that |¢'(y1)|* < |k[[|¢'||2.. Then we have

Yy
W <le'wl+ [ 1" (2)ldz
Y1

<(klI¢ 12 + / "Ik (2) + w(z)|dz

Y1
<Cllwllzr + Iy = yilk? ||l + [Jw] 2
<Cllwllpr + |k[l[ellze < Cllwllzr-

Similarly, |¢'(y)| < C||lwl|;1 for y € [—1,0]. This proves the second inequality.
Thanks to w2, = |02 — K2)pl2 = ¢ 2. + 2k2¢/ |2 + k1]p]2s, we have

1 1 1 1
€' llLe + [Klllellzee SN I72 1171172 + 11" L2 Rl | F2 11l 2
_1 1 3 _1
<IkI2ll"ll e + [KI2 (1€l L2 + K2 el L2 S K2 ]lw]l 2,
which gives the third inequality. O
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