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Abstract

This paper is concerned with the validity of the Prandtl boundary layer theory in the
inviscid limit of the steady incompressible Navier-Stokes equations, which is an extension
of the pioneer paper [13]|(Y. Guo et al., 2017, Ann. PDE) from a domain of [0, L] x R
to [0, L] x [0, 2]. Under the symmetry assumption, we establish the validity of the Prandtl
boundary layer expansions and the error estimates. The convergence rate as ¢ — 0 is also
given.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Formulation of the problem
In this paper, we consider the following steady incompressible Navier-Stokes equations
UUx +VUy 4+ Px =eUxx + eUyy,

UVx + VVy + Py =eVxx +eVyy, (1.1)
Ux +Vy =0,

in the domain
Q={(X,V)|0<X <L 0<Y <2}
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with moving boundary conditions
U(X,0)=U(X,0) =u, >0, V(X,0) =V(X,2) =0.

We will focus on the problem when ¢ — 0. As e — 0, a formal limit of the solution of
(LI should be the shear flow [Up, Vo] = [u2(Y), 0], which satisfies the corresponding Euler

e

equations. We assume that this smooth positive function u?(-) satisfies u2(1 —Y) = u2(1+Y),

for any Y € [0,1] and u2(0) = u%(2) = u. # up. Accordingly, we assume that the solution
[U, V] to (ILI) satisfies the following symmetrical conditions with respectto Y = 1

UX,1-Y)=U(X,1+Y),V(X,1-Y)=-V(X,1+Y),Y €[0,1].

It should be noted that, due to this assumption, the pair [U, V];<y <2 satisfies equations (L.I)
as long as [U, V]o<y <1 does. Then our discussion can be restricted to the domain

Qo ={(X,)V)0<X<LO0O<Y <1}
and the boundary conditions turn to
[U’ V](Xa 0) = [Ub,O], [Uy,V](X, 1) = [0?0]

Now we introduce the Prandtl’s scaling
Y
= X = —
x 7 y \/g
and the new unknown functions
1
Ue(x7 y) = U(X7 Y)7 Vs(x7 y) = %V(X7 Y)

Under this transformation, system (LI can be rewritten as

USUS + VEUS + PS = Ug, + eUs,,

UVE + VEVE + PSfe = Vi, + eV, (1.2)
Us + Vg =0,

in the domain

Q. :={(z,y)0<2z<L0<y< —},

-

with the boundary conditions

(U=, VE](2,0) = [up, 0], [Uy, VZ](x, %) = [0,0]. (1.3)

In what follows, we intend to find the exact solutions [U<, V¢, P¢] in form of

US(z,y) = Uapp(z,y) + EW%uE(x,y),

Ve(x7y) :Uapp(xay) +€’Y+%U€(w’y)7 (]4)
1

PE(2,y) = papp(,y) + 7 2p (2, y),
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where

Uapp(2,Y) = ud(VEY) + up(2,y) + Veul(z, Vey) + Veuy(z,y),
Vapp (T, y) = V) (2,y) + vi (2, V/EY) + VEu, (2, y), (L1.5)
Papp(,y) = fpe( VeEy) +Vepy(x,y) + epp(a,y).

Substituting (L.4) into (L.2), we get

Ry +e7t3 [(uf 0y + V°0y ) Uapp + (UappOz + VappOy)u® + 5, — Acuf]

app
+€2’y+1(usax + Usay)us =0,
Rapp + e1t3 (w0 + 0% 0y )vapp + (UappOs + VappOy)v° + /e — Acv7] (1.6)

+e21 T (uf D, + v°0,)vF = 0,
OnUapp + Oyvapp + 73 (ug +vy) =0,

where A, := 9} 4 €07 and the errors caused by the approximation

RZLLPP (uappa + Uappay )uapp + 8mpapp - Aeuapzn
Rapp = (tappOsz + VappOy )Wapp + OyPapp/€ — AcVapp,

or precisely

Riyyp = [(ug +up + Velue + up))0s + (v + vg + vEvy)0y] (ug +up + Velug +uy))

>
+ O <f[pe +ppl +epl) — (0 +€07) (u + up + Velug + up)), (1.7)
Ry = [(u + u + \/_[u +u ])8;,3 + (vg + v; + \/Ev}))ay] (vg + v; + \/Ev}))
+ 0y (pt + pp + VeEps)/VE — (0 +€02) (V) + v} + Veup). (1.8)

Now the boundary conditions can be rewritten as

{uapp(x,O) + E%L%Ue(x?()) = Up,  OyUapp(T, \/_) E%L“‘y(x’ NG (1.9

)
1
Uapp(x,O) _|_€’Y+§,U€(x,0) :0, ’Uapp(CC, \/g) e’H—QU (:C,%) = 0.
It is clear that there are only three equations with two boundary conditions, but there are

twelve unknown functions, which makes this system unclosed. To construct the approximate
solution, we have to divide this big system into a few subsystems in terms of the order of ¢.

1.2 Boundary conditions

Let us see how to impose boundary conditions for each subsystem. For convenience, denote

2 = +/ey.

Boundary conditions on {y = 0}:

ul(0) + ug(x,0) = up, ul(z,0) 4 up(z,0) =0, uf(z,0) =0;  (1.10)
vg(x,O) + vl (x,0) =0, vll,(x,O) =0, v®(x,0) = 0. (1.11)



Boundary conditions on {y = %}

1 1 1
0 _ 1 _ 1 _ -0
upy(xa%) =0, uez(xa 1) =0, upy(xa%) =0, uZ(x’%) _Oa (112)
1 1 1
vg(m,%) =0, vl(z,1) =0, vzl,(m,%) =0, vs(x,%) =0. (1.13)
Boundary conditions on {z = 0} :
up(0,9) = ao(y),  u0,2) =up(2),  wp(O0y) =w(y), w(0,9)=0; (114)
ve(0,2) = Vio(2),  v*(0,9) = 0. (1.15)
Boundary conditions on {x = L}:
ve(Ly2) = Vir(2),  [p° — 2eu, uf, + ev3](L,y) = 0. (1.16)
Denote u, := u2(0), which, in general, is not equal to u,. Then by the first condition in
(LI0). we shall take u)(x,0) = up — ue. Similarly, we will take u,(z,0) = —ul(x,0) and
vg(x,0) = —v)(2,0), as ul(x,0) and v} (x,0) will be defined automatically by the profile u}

and vg, respectively.
For the existence of the Euler corrector [u
following compatibility conditions:

1

L vl pl], it is necessary for us to impose the

Vio(0) = —vp(0,0),  V5r.(0) = —vp(L,0),  Vio(1) = V(1) = 0.

In addition, as will be seen in Section 3 that v.,.(z,1) = 0 follows directly from the
boundary condition v!(x,1) = 0 and the elliptic equation v} satisfies, we should also set that
V(1) = V7 (1) = 0. Moreover, the boundary condition u_,(z,1) = 0 follows as soon as the
compatibility condition u;_(1) = 0 is given, since that

Ué(.%',Z) = ull)(z) - / UéZ(S,Z)dS,
0

which is a natural solution by the divergence-free condition u!, + vl = 0.

Collecting the functions prescribed in (LI4) and (LI3), precisely, @o(y), u}(2), @1 (y) and
Vio(z), one yields the following boundary conditions on {z = 0} for (U¢, V¢), which represent
the in-flow conditions:

US(0,y) = ug(2) + o (y) + Veuy(2) + Ve (y); (1.17)
VE(0,y) = v9(0,y) + Vio(2) + Vevy (0, y). (1.18)

Here, we infer that vg(O, y) and \/Ev}) (0,y) are unnecessary to be prescribed since they can be
determined respectively by the parabolic equations they satisfy.

Finally, the prescribed conditions in (LI6) give the out-flow conditions for (U®,V*¢), in
which only v}, u® and v* are prescribed as these profiles satisfy elliptic equations. Physically,
the out-flow condition for (u®, v®) in (LI6) is called the stress-free condition.
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1.3 Main result and discussion

We state our main result of the present paper as follow:

Theorem 1.1. Let u, > 0 be a constant tangential velocity of the Navier-Stokes flow on the
boundary {Y = 0}, and let u?(Y') be a smooth positive Euler flow satisfies u®,(1) = 0. Sup-
pose that the boundary conditions prescribed in (L10)-(L16l) hold and compatibility conditions
discussed after those boundary conditions in subsection 1.2 are valid. Suppose further that the
positive condition min,{ul(/2y) + to(y)} > 0 holds. Then there exists a constant Ly > 0,
which depends only on the prescribed data, such that for 0 < L < Lg and v € (0, %) the
asymptotic expansions stated in (L4)-(L3) is a solution to equations (L2) on Q. together with
the corresponding boundary conditions. The approximate solutions appearing in the expansions
are constructed in Section 2, 3, 4 and 5, in which the remainder solutions [u®, v%] satisfies the

estimate

IV 20 + IV 2y + o) + VEIF oy < Co. (119)

With this Theorem and the corresponding estimates for each component of the expansions,
we can obtain the convergence rate of this sequence as ¢ — 0, which indicates the validity of
the asymptotic expansions (L.4)-(L.3). Precisely, we have the following

Corollary 1.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem[L1] there is an exact solution [U, V] to the
original system (L) on the rectangle domain [0, L] x [0, 2] with the corresponding boundary
conditions, such that

sup U(X,Y)—ug(Y)—ug <X,£> —\/Eui(X,Y)‘ SE%; (1.20)
(X,Y)eQ Ve
Y
sup |V(X,Y) — \/EUIO, <X, —> - \/Ev;(X,Y)' < 5%4”, (1.21)
(X,Y)eQ NG

0

as € — 0, where the zeroth order Prandtl profile [ug, vp] and the first order Euler corrector
1,1

[ug, v | are constructed in Section 2 and Section 3, respectively. In particular, in the zero vis-

cosity limit, the convergence [U, V| — [uQ,0] discussed at the beginning of this paper is valid in
1

the usual LP norm with convergence rate of order £2r, 1 < p < +00.

Before continuing, let us give a short historical review on the study of the Prandtl boundary
layer theory. It is well known that the Prandtl boundary layer theory was first proposed by
L. Prandtl in 1904 in the celebrate lecture ’On fluid motion with very small fraction” at the
Heidelberg mathematical congress, see [28]]. In this lecture, Prandtl used theoretical approach
with some simple experiments to show that the flow past a body can be divided into two regions:
a very thin layer close to the boundary where the viscosity is important, and the remaining
region outside this layer where the viscosity can be neglected. Over more than one hundred
years, great achievements have been made on the application of computational fluid mechanics
and simulation. However, the rigorous proof for the validity of this theory, at least in general
cases, is still uncompleted.



One of the main problem on the road to the validity of the Prandtl boundary layer theory
is the well-posedness of the Prandtl equation, which was initiated by O. Oleinik in with
p < 0 for the steady setting, and in [30] with assuming monotonic-in-y to the initial data of
tangential velocity for the unsteady setting, see also the book [31]]. Subsequently, these problems
attracted considerable attention of many excellent mathematicians. In the steady case, if p, > 0,
then boundary layer separation will appear in the physical pointview, which has been studied by
Goldstein and Stewartson [[15l[32]], see also [3]]. For the unsteady case, the local well-posedness
of Prandtl equation in [0, L] x R, and global well-posedness for L sufficiently small were ob-
tained in [30,31]], by the Crocco transformation. Afterwards, still by the Crocco transformation,
this global well-posedness was extended to arbitrary L. < 4-oc in the sense of weak solution, un-
der the assumption of p, < 0 by Z. Xin et al [36]. Without the Crocco transformation, the local
well-posedness was also established in [2,126] by energy method under the same monotonicity
assumption. So far, the global existence of regular solutions to Prandtl equation is still open,
even with the monotonicity assumption. When the monotonicity assumption is generalized to
multiple monotonicity regions, the local well-posedness is also valid in the analytic setting [21]].
In the direction of removing the monotonicity assumption, we refer to [7,[17,22] 24} [33][34]
for some results in analytic or Gevery setting, while in the Sobolev setting, the equations are ill-
posed(Cf. [5[8]]). There are also some results on the finite-time blow-up solutions, see [41[16,23]].

The main purpose of the present paper is to study the validity of the expansions (L.4)-(T.3)
to the solutions of the steady Navier-Stokes equations. In the unsteady cases, the local validity
is given by [33l34]] in analytic setting, by [6] with Gevery setting, and by under the assump-
tion that the initial vorticity distribution is supported away from the boundary, also see for
other related results. In addition, there are also some proofs for the invalidity in Sobolev spaces,
see [OH121[14]]. The first study of the validity for the steady incompressible Navier-Stokes equa-
tions was due to the pioneer paper by Y. Guo and T. Nguyen in which the problem was set
on an infinite domain [0, L] x R with L small, and the limit is a shear Euler flow. Subsequently,
S. Iyer extended L to oo with the constant limit flow (1,0) [19]. He also obtained the validity
result in the case when the limit Euler flow is a non-shear one with L smll [20]]. Similar result
in a rotating disk [0, 6p] x [Ro, +00) with 6 small is given in [I8].

This paper aims to extend the results of to a bounded domain, y € [0,2], which is
more suitable to the physical reality. To our knowledge, so far, there is no results on a rectangle
domain. The main difference between this paper and is that the boundary layer consist of
two components, {Y = 0} and {Y = 2}, while in there is only one component, {Y =
0}. The extra boundary {Y = 2} makes it difficult to couple with each other in the analysis
of the boundary layers. To overcome this difficulty, we assume that the limit Euler flow is
symmetrical, i.e. ul(Y) = u2(2 — Y, and make effort to construct the symmetrical Prandtl
layer expansions. Since the boundary conditions on {Y" = 1} are generated automatically by the
symmetry assumptions, we have to deal with them carefully in the construction of each layers.

The detailed novelties of this paper, we think, can be stated in the following comments.

(a) In the step of constructing the zeroth order Prandtl profiles [ug, vg], we first consider to
solve the Prandtl equations in [0, L] x R in order to use the Von Mises transformation. After
the solutions are constructed, we construct [u), v9] in [0, L] x I. by cut-off method which will
yield some new error terms and give rise to some new estimates.



(b) The construction of the first order Euler corrector [ul

L wl, pl]is done directly on [0, L] x
[0,1], where a trouble boundary term u0(1)v! (z,1) appears. To deal with it, we add the z-
depending term [ u?(1)v}, (s, 1)ds to the pressure p_ so that an elliptic equation will be derived
for v}

(c) Similar to the idea of constructing [ug, vg], the extension and cutoff to the domain is
also used in the construction of the first order Prandtl corrector [u), v}, pj], where the proof
of some weighted estimates is the most difficult part, especially in dealing with vy, v, and
Upaz- In [13], the authors stated the result of the weighted estimates ||(y)" vpayl|r272 and
1<) Vpayy |l .2 1z and proved the unweighted one (n = 0), gave an idea for the proof of the
case n # 0 without details which says that one can test equation (@.I6) by (y)" vz, (¥) vz
to get the weighted estimates. However, we find that this is not a trivial problem. The main
problem is that the low order term ||v; | 72 r2 can only be controlled by () Vpayll 2 £z but
not by ||vpay||, which leads to the failure of the iteration on the index n as stated in [13]. To
overcome this difficulty, we use different test functions and weights, say y"v,,. We first estab-
lish the weighted estimate [[y"vyyy[| 2212 and ||y vayyy [l 1212, see@I8), for the solution of the
linearized equation (4.16). The reason we use the weight 3" but not (y)" is that if one uses the
weight (y)", then some extra (bad) boundary terms will appear. Fortunately, after proving the
solvability of the original equation by the fixed point theorem, with the weighted estimates for
19" Vpyyyll 2222 and ||y Vpayyyll 12 12, We can recover the (y)"-weighted estimates for v,y and
Upzzy DY using the stream function and a new defined function. Of cause, the cutoff from R to
I will also produce some extra terms.

(d) The construction of the remainders [u®, v®, pf| is based on the linearized results from

[13]. We use the contraction mapping theory to prove the existence of the remainders with
ol Y1
(LI9), compared to || Vou|| 20y + ([ Vv 20y +€2 [[uf | oo (o) + 2 72|07 oo,y < Co,
. . . . 1,1
with0 < v < i in [13]]. Therefore, the rate of convergence in (IL2I) is as fast as €275, whereas

in the fastest rate is £275.
Notations. Throughout this paper, we shall use the following notations. We shall use (y) =
Vy?+ 1 and denote I. := [0, %] For convenience, we will use | - ||, (1 < p < +o0),

and || - ||z« (k > 1), to denote the usual L” norm and W*?2 norm of functions defining on
various domains, such as (g, )., and sometimes R, and /., depending on the context. We
also denote C'(-) a universal constant, which depends on the given data listed in the parenthesis.
Occasionally, we write C' or use the notation < in the estimates for simplification. It should
be noted that the uniform estimates are always independent of L and €. The smallness of L
depends only on the given data, while ¢ is always taken to be small sufficiently. Denote that x(-)
is a smooth cut-off function supported in [0, 1] with x(0) = 1, x(1) = 0, x’(0) = x/(1) = 0.

In the rest of this paper, we will construct the zeroth order Prandtl profile [ug, vg, 0] in Sec-
tion 2, construct the first order Euler corrector [ul, v}, pt] and p, in Section 3. After constructing

e’
the first order Prandtl corrector [ull,, vl,p},] in Section 4, we will, finally, prove the existence of

P
the reminder in Section 5, which completes the proof of the main results of the present paper.



2 The zeroth order Prandtl profile

In order to construct the zeroth order Prandtl profile [ug, vg, 0], we denote
Ry = (ug + )y (ug + up) + (v + v2)8y (ug + wp) — 9 (u + ).
Since the Euler profile is always evaluated at (z, z) = (z, /2y), we note that

0_ 0, .1 0_ 0, .1\,0 220_ _0
Dpug =0, (v + v, )Oyu, = \/E(vp + U VU, Dy = €U,

0,0 1,0 __ 0 1 0 0,0 1,0 0
Ug Uy + Ve Upyy = Uelpy, + Vg (z, O)upy + \/Ey(uezupx + vezupy) + E°,

where u, = u2(0) and

5. /0 ’ / W (Ve (e, y) + o (e VIl ()] drdr. 1)
Yy

In view of the divergence-free condition, we let

(ue 4+ uf)ud, + (v + vl (x,0))ud, —up,, =0, 2.2)
ud, 4 vp, = 0.
Then, the zeroth order error term R is reduced to
6 = Ve) +vo)ul, + Vey(udud, + viun,) + E° — cul,... (2.3)
Base on (1.9), we give the following boundary conditions
1
ug(x, 0) = up — ue, ugy(m, %) =0, [vg + v!](z,0) = 0.
Since that ugw + Ugy =0, vg can be expressed as
L
vg(x,y) = ugm(x,ﬁ)dﬁ,
y
and the coefficient vg + vl (x,0) can be rewritten as
0 0 Y0 Y0
vy (7, y) — v, (,0) = /0 Uy (2,0)d0 = —/0 Uy (2, 0)d0.
Then the system (2.2)) is reduced to the following nonlinear parabolic system of ugz
(ue + up)ug, — [ u,dOu), =u),. . y € I, 0.4
ug(x70) = Up — Ue, ugy(x7%) =0, ug(oay) ZEO(y) .

First, we extend the domain I to R with lim ug(:c, y) = 0 in place of the boundary condition
Y—00

ugy(m, ﬁ) = (. Since we shall cut-off the domain from R to I, after establishing the estimates
for the solution, we denote here by [u;°, v;°], for distinction.



Now, use the von Mises transformation:

y
7= / (e + up”(,0))do, w(x,n) = ue +uy (z,y(n)),
0
The function w then solves
W, = (Wwy)),, in Qg :=1[0,L] x Ry,

which is a standard one-dimensional porous medium equation and is solvable over {2, at least
when L is small [33]. In addition, by the Maximum Principle of the porous medium equation,
we have

0<co:= rrgn{ub,ue,ue +ap(y)} <w< mgx{ub,ue,ue + up(y)} = co. (2.5)

Now, it remains to derive the energy estimates. Since w does not vanish on the boundary, we
introduce w := w — u, — [up — ueJe”". Then w satisfies

Wy = [Wwyly — [up — ue][we™"y — Fy, 26
w(z,0) =0, lim w(z,n) =0, (2.6)
N—00

where F (1) := [up — ue|[ue + [te —up)e e ". Clearly, ()" F(-) € W*P(R, ), for any k > 0
and p € [1,400]. In what follows, we will give the regularity estimates for unique smooth
solution to system (2.6).

First, we introduce the following weighted iterative norm:

J J x
.M@:ijp/«w@wh};//<wwmwmzx @7
k=0 Ry k=070 JRy

_ 0<s<z

Multiplying (2.6); by (n)"w and integrating by parts over R, leads to

1d

32 [ @l + [ s [l + wliF), @8

where the positive upper and lower bounds of w have been used. Applying Cauchy’s inequality
to the right-hand side of (2.8)) gives

d
= o+ fwrtoP s [arel + [amie?, 9
which together with the Gronwall’s inequality implies that

sup /(n>”]w[2 + /j/(?ﬁ"\wnlz < C(L)(Np(0) +1). (2.10)

0<s<z

This means Ny(z) < C(Np(0) + 1), for some constant C' > 0 depends only on L, e, up, tg.



Next, applying 0, to (2.6); yields
Wae = [WWayly + [wawy]y — [up — ue[wze™ "], (2.11)

Similarly, multiplying @2.11) by (n)"w, and integrating by parts over R, we get
1d
S KR K
< /(77)"[|wx||wm| + |wp||lwa|[wen| + |wm|2|wn| + |w$|2]a (2.12)

integrating which over [0, z], together with using the Cauchy’s inequality, leads to

p/ ol + // 1wl < N3 (0) // Y wal? + foy 0z ]
0<s<z
SN+ [t ) [t @13

To bound ||wy||s, due to the equation (2.€)), we have

o0
| < / g ld < / (ws] + [y ? + ] + |Fy])
n

< ( / <n>"|wm|2)1/2 + [+ 1.

Furthermore, multiplying (Z.6); by (n)"w, integrating by parts over R and using Cauchy’s
inequality, we yield

St 5 [ @l + sl +1F,) £ M@) +1, @14
which implies that
[wylloo S Ni(z) + (2.15)

Now, substituting (2.13) into 2.13) yields

oi‘i%/ ()"l + /o/ ()" [wan|” < N1 (0) + /Omﬂ LN [, @16

and hence, it follows from (2.16)) together with (2.10) that
X
Ni(z) < C(N1(0) +1) +/ (Ni(s))3ds, (2.17)
0
which, by Gronwall’s inequality, implies that N (z) < C'(N71(0) + 1), for L sufficiently small.

In what follows, we shall prove the general estimate for A;(z) by mathematical induction.
Assume that there holds

Ni(x) < C(Ng(0) + 1), (2.18)
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for some k& > 1. Then applying 9%+ to (Z.6);, we get

k
Oy = [wok T wyly + 3 Oy 05 wdwy )y — [up — w05 we ], (2.19)
=0

Similarly as above, multiplying it by <77>"8§+1w and integrating over R leads to

d
= [arioErtop+ [ ok,
k

k k k+1—1i i k
S [ o tunlioE el + [ Y 108 w0k 05 )
=0

k
+ [ o108 w0k, 08wl + [ (n)lok P, 220)
1=0

where the positive upper and lower bounds of w have been used.
It follows by Cauchy’s inequality that

ookt tuyos ) <5 [[iokt e, P+ [arektult @an

k
oS 108+ w0k, o,

i=1

k
<5 [ ekt + 0 Y 105wl [0, P e
i=1
k . .
oS08 w0k 05

i=1

k
<c [uriostiuf + ¢ 3108wl [ )" 0k )

=1

For case ¢ = 0, there holds
ook w05 ) <8 [ okt + Ol [kt e, @24
oottt < €0+, %) [ 1okl (225)
Substituting 2.21))-(2.23)) into 2.20Q)), together with using (2.13)), we obtain

d n n
= [wriotap + [ okt

k
< (14N (@) / Okl £+ 3 o2, / o (2.26)

i=1
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It remains to give bound on ||@2w|% for 1 < i < k. Recalling that w vanishes on = 0 and
1n = oo. Then there holds

. n . . . . .
ol = [ 0,0k < [ 1bwloiw) < [ okl + [ ok

< [10tl + [P + [0, [ 105w,
0
§M+1(ﬂf)+/|a:iwn(0’77)|2’

which gives
[0kw]|2 < Niga(x) + / 0wy, (0,m) [ (2.27)

For the estimate to 9w, (0,7), we should also prove by mathematical induction. Indeed, for
1 = 1, multiplying (2.11)) by w,. and integrating by parts over R gives

/ Bpy? < / ([l ws] + [Batwgl[wellwg] + el |Bswyll, (2.28)

applying Cauchy’s inequality to which implies that
[ 1w S @l [lwaf + [lunl < ca@) 417 @29
Taking z — 0 yields [ [0;w,(0,1)[* < C(N2(0) + 1)%. Next, assume that there holds

i—1
S [105un 0.0 < CN:(0) +17 230
a=1

for i > 2. Then, similarly applying 0% to (2.6);, multiplying the result by 9’w and integrating
by parts over R, we have

i—1
/I@Z%I2 S (1 [fwg |2 N () + > H@’J”‘w\lio/|<9§§‘wn|2
a=1

i—1
S Wi + 02+ Y [ (05wl + 0 wf) [1ofw @3n
a=1

Hence, taking x — 0 in (2.31)), together with (2.30), we get

> [ 102,00 < O (0) + 17 2.32)
a=1

12



Therefore, by mathematical induction, (2.32)) holds for any 7 > 1. Now, substituting (2.32)) into
@2.27) and further substituting (2.27) into (2.26), we have

d b <
L [riour + [arioh i £ M@ + Wera@ + DY [0 1ok
=1
(2.33)

Finally, integrating (2.33)) over [0, z], add the result to (2.I8]) and using Gronwall’s inequality
give

Nig1(z) < C(Np41(0) + 1), (2.34)

and hence, by mathematical induction, 2.18)) is valid for any k& > 0.

Basing on the solvability of system (2.6) and the estimates (2.34) for the solution, we are
able to prove the solvability of (2.4) and the estimates for solution uy”. Precisely, we prove the
following:

Proposition 2.1. Assume that u;°(0,y) = o (y) is smooth. Then there exists an smooth solu-
tion uyX to system (2.4) satisfies that for any n, k € N

Sl[épm [ {y)" O o |2y + [y ) Ok upyll20,2:22(R4 ) < Co(n, K, o). (2.35)
z€|0,

Proof. In view of the definition of w, we obtain that there exists an unique solution u;°(x, y(1))
= w(z,n) + [up — ucJe™" satisfies @.4) on [0, L] x Ry. Moreover, since that u. + uy° is
positively bounded from lower and upper, 7 is equivalent to y. Therefore (2.33) follows from
(2.34) and the reversibility of the von Mises transformation. O

Corollary 2.2. Let u,° be constructed in Proposition 21 and vy be obtained directly by the
divergence-free condition. Then, there holds

Ity ()" 0507 [u2, vl poqr.y < Co(n, k, 4, o), (2.36)
z€|0,

for any given n,j, k € N.

Proof. Clearly, (2.33)) gives the estimate of u;° in (Z.36) with j = 0.
Applying 9, to equation 2.4); implies that Upy satlsﬁes
Y
(te + up”)upy, — / UpedOupe, = Upp .. (2.37)
0

In addition, in view of (2.4), we obtain the following boundary conditions

Upyy, (2,0) =0, hr%u (z,9) = 0,upy (0,y) = Tp(y). (2.38)

13



Then, applying 8’; to (2.37), multiplying the result by 85 %(y)Z" and integrating by parts over

R+ yleld
1 d o0 o0 n
5@/(% +ue)| 0] py‘ )2 /’ pyy’
1 Y oo k u® 2n k oo qk. oo
:_i/A upxda‘a ’ 8 /8$ pyyaar pya [< > ]
k—1
14 k—/¢ oo V'S k—/¢ oo V'S k, oo n
-y C / [a c0buze, / Ok ~tuednoL, pyy] OFuse (y)?
=0
= Il —}—Ig +Ig +I4. (239)
Note that
T+ T < 10855, )" 3 + O (s )" + 1) 0k ()" 3, (2.40)
k—1
T3 < C Y 1108 urs () 12105 sy ()™ 12| O g ()™ |2
=0
<CZH8£ Upe (y) H2+CZH@£ upe ()" 13195 s, ()" 13, (2.41)
- Yy
14_ /a'f 50 DS B >2"+Z//O ok~ bk, [y )]
=0
<CZH3’““ Cuse ()™ |21 05ups ()™ (12| OFugs, (y) " |2
(=0
k—1
+ O 05w () | 05ugs (1) 205 ups ()™ 12
£=0
1 k—1
ZH@’E upe ()15 + Cllogupe (W)™ 1I5 + C D 05 use ()" 1310wy ()™ 13-
=0
(2.42)

Substituting (2.40)-(2.42) into (2.39), applying Gronwall’s inequality and using (2.35)) and the
positivity condition ue + up® > ¢o, we have
Sl[épL] ||< >na]; ;)Z||L2(R+) + H< >naarupyy||L2(O,L;L2(R+)) < C(’I’L, k,ﬂo). (2.43)
xe|0,
This gives the estimate of u;° in (2.36) with j = 1.
Similarly, applying 9% to (Z3)) yields

k
Ofuse =" CRoE " (ue + u? afguggngZCk/ O~ tuse ooty
=0

T pyy

14



Direct calculation gives the estimate of u° in (2.36) with j = 2, where (2.43) has been used.
Then, by iteration method, the estimate of ,° in (2.36) can be derived with arbitrary j.

With the estimates of ugo in hand, we are able to derive the estimates for vgo. In view of the
divergence-free condition, we have

/ 8k+1 ooda

for any m € N. This together with (2.33)) implies that

‘ak 00’2 < CHak‘Jrl oo< >mH2< >2 2m

10505 ()" 113 < Ol e ()™ |13 /<y>2"+2_2m < C(k,n, 1),

where we take m = n + 2. '
Finally, for any j > 1, since that 9Fdjv5° = ok gt us®, the proof of 2.36) is com-
pleted directly by the established estimates of u,°. O

Proposition 2.3. Under the assumptions in Theorem 1.1, there exists smooth functions [ul, vY)],

P> Upl
defined in 2., satisfying the following inhomogeneous system:

(ue + ug)ugx + (vg + vl (z, O))u pyy =Ry 0

0 0 _
Up, + vy, = 0, (2.44)
ud(2,0) = up — Ue, ud,(x ,\/) =0, [v) +v](x,0) = 0, v (x ,\/) 0,

where the inhomogeneous term RZ’O is a higher order term of \/c. In addition, it holds that

. [(y)" 0k 03 [ub, v0]|| £2(1.) < Co(n, k, j, o), (2.45)
ze|0,

for any given n,j, k € N.

Proof. Let u,” be constructed in Proposition 21l and vp° be obtained directly by the divergence-
free condition. Define that

Ww9) = (VRN )~ VX (VE) [ a0,
vp(,9) = X(Vey)up* (. ). (2.46)

Then, it follows from directly calculation that [ug, vg] satisfies (2.44) with
(o]
R;’O :\/EX/ X' dO(us? Up Upe + V) Uy ) — \/Exlxu?,;/ u, do
y
y
— VR e ) = 3VE gy + 2V [ o
/ v / /! N2 o
oo o0 (o.0] o o
+ 2ex'u, /0 X'vy0d0 — 3ex"uy” +e(x') v, /y u, do

15



—ex" (xuy® — v(0)) / usedd) + 32" / up°df
Y Y

=/ZE) + ¢Fs. (2.47)

Finally, using ([2.36)) together with the definition of x(-) give estimate (2.43). O

3 The first order Euler corrector

1

L vl pl], we first formulate a closed system for

To construct the first order Euler corrector [u
these functions. For one hand, denote

1 1N, 0 0 0\ 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
RY i=(ue + wy)up, + (ue + up) (Uey + Uy ) + 0,0y (ue + uy) + (v, + v2) 9y (ue + uy)
+ (pi:v + pzl)m) - ag(ué + uzl)) + (Ug + v;)u(e]z + y(ugzug:v + v;zugy) + Ey.

Note that

0 1 1 0 1y, 1 2,1 1
(Up + Ue)ayue - \/E(Up + Ue)uezv ayue = ElUeyy-

! v, pl] and Prandtl corrector [u}

Since the unknown Euler corrector [u,, s

other, we take equation

vzl, , pll,] couple with each

Uty + veug, + peg = 0, 3.1)
for the first order Euler corrector and when it has been constructed, we take
1 1y, 0 0 0y,,1 0,1 1 0y,,1 1 0 0
(ue + up)up:v + (ue + up)up:v + upuem + (ve + vp)upy + vpay(ue + up)
+ pjlmr - u})yy + Ugu(e)z + y(ugzu?)x + Uizugy) + By =0. (3.2)
for the first order Prandtl corrector. Hence, the error R} then reads
\/E(vg + o ul, —eul .. (3.3)
On the other hand, in view of the divergence-free condition, we have
1 1 _
Uey + Vez = 0’ (34)
Upy + Vpy = 0. (3.5)

Even so, the equations above are still not enough to construct neither [u}, v}, pl] or [u), v}, p).

This motivates us to consider the vertical component (L8]
Denote that

1
0 0y/. .0 1 0 1 0 1 1, P 2 2,0 1
RY = (ug 4+ up) (U, + vey) + (vp 4+ v)0y (v) + vg) + P, + % +p, — 07 (v +v;)

Clearly, the leading term in Rf is p), . Let p), = 0, that is,

pp = pp(2)- (3.6)

16



Similar to (3.I) and (3.2), we take

UV, + e = 0, 3.7)
and
(u + ug)vgx + ugv;x + (vg + v;)vgy + pgy - vgyy =0. (3.8)
Then the error R is reduced to
VE(vp +v3)v,, — v, (3.9)

In conclusion, we get a system consisting of (3.1), (3.4) and (3.7) to construct [u}, v}, pl],
and another system consisting of (3.2), (3.3) and (B.6) to construct [uy, vy, py]. After these
functions being given, pf, will be determined directly by (3.8).

In this section, we only focus on the construction of [u., v}, pl], while the construction of
11,, v},, pzl,] will be done in the next section.
Eliminating p! in (3.I) and (3.7) by using equation (3.4)), we deduce the following elliptic

equation for v}:

[

—ulAv! +ud vl =0, in Q, (3.10)

€zz e

with A := 92 + 2. In order to solve this equation, we take the following boundary conditions
vl (x,0) = —vg(x,O), vz, 1) =0, v1(0,2) = Vio(2), v1(L, 2) = Vir(2), (3.11)
with the compatibility assumption:
[V0(0), Vo (0)] = —[},(0,0), v (L, 0)] and Vip(1) = Vpr (1) = 0. (3.12)

To avoid singularity caused by the presence of corners in )y, we instead consider the modi-
fied elliptic problem:
—ulAv! + 40 vl = Ey, inQq, (3.13)

€zz e

with boundary conditions (3.IT)). Later, we shall construct a proper potential £} such that v_,
the solution of the elliptic equation (3:13), is regular enough and that [ Eydf — 0 as e — 0.
To define Ej, we first introduce

1\ Y(2) o z Vor(2) o
B(z,z) = (1 L) vg(o,o)vp(x,O) + ng(L,O)Up(x’O)’ (3.14)

in the case of both vg (0,0) and vg(L, 0) are nonzero, while in the case that vg (0,0) = 0 or

v9(L,0) = 0, we simply replace the ratio ngé’o(j))) v (,0) by Vyo(z) —v(x,0)(1 — z), or replace

1}3’{5730)) vh(x,0) by Vyr,(2) — v)(z,0)(1 — 2), respectively. We infer that B(z, z) satisfies all the
boundary conditions in (3.11)).

17



—uOAB + uY__B. In view of the estimates

Then denote Fi(x,z) := s (2.36), it is clear that
B € WFP(Qy) for arbitrary & > 0,p > 1, provided Vig(2), Vir(2) € WHP(0,1), and hence
F, € WEP(Qy).

Now, take Fj, =: x(%)F.(z,0). Before solving equation (3.13)) and derive estimates for v,

we consider the following auxiliary problem

{—UOA’U) + uezzw = Eb B Fe’in QO’ (315)

w‘ago =0.

Precisely, we prove the following lemma:
Lemma 3.1. Assume that F.(x,z) € WFP(Qq) for any k > 0,p > 1. Then there exists a
unique smooth solution to the boundary value problem (3.13) satisfying that

- - - _3
[0 Lo (o) + 101 22(00) < O N0 H3(00) < CE™2, |0 r4(0) < Ce™ 2, (3.16)

where C'is independent of c. In addition,there holds
~ - 141 - 1
6]l w2agg) < Cs 1dllwsagg) < Ce™ e, [@llwasn,) < Ce e, (3.17)
forany q € (1,400) and C being independent of ¢.
Proof. Define bilinear form on H} ()
u0
D, U] :// (V@-V@—i— eézﬁ)@).
Qo Ue
Note that, on one hand,
1 1 ~ 2 1 ~ ~ 2
w w w
oot = [Clo- (G )| = [ lo- () o+ g
! @\ | 02 M| 0|2 ! w\ W g 9
= o G| e [ 1G] 2 [l () ot
! ZAYR 02 Ha 02 M 0,0
= [ |9, (— — — | |
/0 z <ug> |ue +/0 ‘ g |uez| /0 ug [ueuez]z
<N 2
_/la<£> |u02_/1u2zz~2
- 4 0 e 0 bl
0 Ue 0 Ue
which implies that
2 Ul o @\ | 02
0. 0]° + —FFw° | = O\ =5 || luel™ (3.18)
Qo Ue Qo Ue
On the other hand, thanks to the positivity and smoothness of u_, we have
() o () e 5
e Qo e Qo | Ue

Jh, o= 1,
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o
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N
N~

|°|

INA
=
A
7 N

Jug|?, (3.19)

<Co// (@)

where the inequality |f(z)| < +/z|f:(2)||2 has been used. Then, by applying the Poincaré
inequality, it follows that

Blw,w] > ad||%, (3.20)
where « is a positive constant. In addition, by applying the Cauchy inequality, there holds that
Blw,v] < Bllwll g [[0]l e (3.21)
for any w, o € HJ (). Moreover, since F, € W*?(Qq), k>0, p > 1, it is clear that
15yl < C=™*.

Therefore, by Lax-Milgram theorem, there exists an unique weak solution W € H}(€) to
problem (3.13) satisfying ||| ;1 < C.
Now, rewrite (3.15)) as below:
{—A?I} =G =: (By — Fe — u2,,w) /ul,in Q, (3.22)

w{ago =0.

Clearly, G. € L?(€). Then by the elliptic estimates, we have
0] g2 < C|Gell2 < C.

In addition, since w = 0 on the boundary, we obtain that

T x z 1/2
|w(z, 2)| < / | Wy (s, 2)|ds < 2/ (/ |u~)xﬁim|d9> ds
0 0

1/2
< 2v/|te | ot 1=l gy < CVE,

which implies the uniform boundedness of w.

Next, we derive the higher regularity estimates for . Since that E(z,0) — F'(z,0) = 0, we
get Ge(x,0) = 0 and hence, by equation (3.22), w = w,, = 0 on z = 0. Then, applying 0, and
0. to (3.22) yields the elliptic problems for w, and w,,, respectively:

_ . — — - v 0 Y [
{ ~sz 0 [(Eb Fe U’Nezzw)/ue} i o, (3.23)
wz‘ = 07 wzz‘ - 07

x=0,L = wZZ‘zzO z=1
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and

{—szz =0? ~[(Eb — Fe —ud,w) /ul] ,in Qo (3.24)
= wz

= 07 UN)ZZ‘ = 07

U~)ZZ| z |z:0

z=0,L z=1

where the higher order compatibility condition V;{(1) = V}; (1) = 0 has been used.
Again, the elliptic estimates for 2 norm and the estimates for £, and F, then give

10|l 2 < Ce 7, k=1,2.

To complete the H? and H* estimates for 0, it remains to estimate L? and H' norm for @y,
Applying 9, to equation (3.22)), we have

—Wezr = Waze + a:v [(Eb —Fe — u(e)zzﬁ})/u(e]] ’

which give the L? and H' norm estimates for i, and hence completes the proof of (3.16)).
Finally, the "4 estimates follow simply from the standard elliptic theory. The proof of this
lemma is completed. U

Now, take v} = B+1w. Then, recalling that B satisfies boundary conditions (3.11)), it follows
that v} € WkP(Qy) is the unique smooth solution to equation (3.13) with boundary conditions
(BI0). It should be noted that v!__(x, 1) = 0, since the definition of F}, and the equation (3.13).

€zz

In addition, as B € W*4(£)y), there holds
1
loélloo + llve w2 < C, llog lwasra < Ce™ o,k = 1,2. (3.25)
Furthermore, in view of equation (3.4) and (3.7)), we take
1 1 ‘o
ue(x7z) - ub(z) - / Uez(gaz)dgv
0
1 ! 1 ¢ 1
Py = [ alOulle o)~ [l (s, s,
z 0

where u} (z) = ul(0, 2) satisfies 0,u} (1) = 0, and hence we have u,(z,1) = 0.
Substituting !, p! into (3I) and integrating by parts yield

1 1
wtul, + ot ke = [ (@00t — o)t =~ [ Ey(a,0)ab,
z z

Base on the estimates for v} and Ej, we infer that

_1

luell ey < Oy el < Ce71,
_1 1 .,
HuézzHL%Qg) <(Ce 4 HuézzHLQ(O,l) + Ce 4HU;ZZZHL2(QO) < Ce 1

_1
1(vp + ve)uesll 20 < 0y + vellLe (@ el 2.y < Ce™4,
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Ey(x,0)do < Ce™i|| Byl 2y < Ce.

/.
Vey L2(9)

Hence, it follows that

1
IR 20 < VIR + o)l 2o + el @Pulllzn, + H Ey(z, 6)d0
Vey L2(Q0)
< Cet, (3.26)
1
1RSI z2(.) < VEIv) + vill Loy vl z2(.) + ellveszllze o) < Ced, (3.27)

Finally, we estimate E°, which is defined in (Z.I). Note that

< Clud,(z,y)] . ul..(2)|(y)?,
ze|0,

y T
W0, (z,y) / / W0 (Var)drdr
0 Jy

_1
<(Ce 1 |ugy(xa y)”WézzHLQ(O,l) <y>2

y rr
W0, (z,y) / / o (2, /) drdr
0 Jy

Then, it follows that

3
HEOHLQ(QE) < C€Hu2x<y>2HL2(IE) Sl[lopu \ugzz(z)’ + Cei Hugy<y>2HL2(IE)Hvézz”B(Qo)
z€|0,

< Cel, (3.28)

where the estimate (2.36) has been used.

4 The first order Prandtl corrector

In this section, we shall construct the first order Pranndtl corrector [u),, v}, pj], which solves

p> Up
.2, 3.3) and B.6)). For convenience, we denote u° := u, + ug.
It should be noted that

y
(ug = ue)uy, = \/Eu},x/ ul,(v/20)df, vydyud = \evjug, .
0

Then, (3.2) can be rewritten as

0,1 0,1, .01 0 1y 1 1 1
U g+ Ugly + Uy Uy + (VU + Ve JUpy + Ppo — Upyy

_ 0,1 0,1 0 0 0 0,1 —
= —UppUe — Uplhey — (Vy + YUy ) U, — YUy Ve, — By = F.

We infer that, by Section 2, u? is positively bounded from both lower and upper. In addition, the
error terms should be added to

~ y
Vs Vel / W, (VZ0)d9 + VEulul,. (@.1)
0
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: 1 ST 1 1,1
Tak'lng p,, to be an absolute constant implies that p,,, = 0. Then the system for [up, vp] can
be rewritten as follows:
0,1 0,1 0,1 0 1,1 1
U Uy + Uty + UV, + (V) + Ve Uy, — Uy, = B, 42)
1 1 _ :
Upg + Upy =0,

with the boundary conditions

ub(0,9) = @ (), ub(z,0) = —ul(x, 0), ud, (&, )= 0.

i 2 v

Similar to the situation in Section 2, we first extend the domain from I, to R, with the

boundary condition w, (z, ﬁ) = vp(, 5=) = 0 being replaced by u,,(x, 00) = v, (x,00) =0,

) = v,(@,0) = vy (z,

and denote the unknown functions in @.2)) by [u,, v,], for distinction. To the given functions,

define that u2(z) = u2(1), wl(z,2) = ul(z,1), vi(z,2) = 0in 2z € (1,+0c0), and also

u1(y) = ﬂl(%) iny € (LE, +00). For convenience, we still denote them by uY, ul, v}, u;.

Then, applying 0, to (4.2); and using (£.2) yields
0 0 0 0 1 1
— U Vpyy F Uy Up + Uy Up + (U + Ve JUpyy + VEV Upy — Upyyy = Fpy,

which also can be rewritten as

(% U
vy Py _
o+ = (G8),,, = G *)
where we denote
G = 1 F 0 0 1 1 9 1 1
P 0 [ py — UgylUp — (Up + g )Upyy — \/Evezupy] - w0 Upyy — u0 Upy-
y vy

Furthermore, applying 9,. to (£3), we get

0 0
U v u 1
~Upayy + ﬁ”pr + <%)yy = Gpa — < uyoy> Up — Kuo)m upy] yy- 4.4
xX

The proof of solvability of @.2) on [0, L] x R consists of several steps.

Step 1, we establish the estimates for the boundary conditions of v, in term of the given data
@1 (y). For simplification, we denote |[(y)" [ gr := Zfzo 1{y)" 8} f
f € HF,

9, for any n, k > 0 and

Lemma 4.1. Let [uy, vy,] be smooth solutions of (#2). Then there holds that

1{0) Vpyy (0, I 2y < Co (1+ [1{y) " tall gar,)) » 4.5)
1Y) Upayy (0, )| 2y < Co (14 1) ]l 5wy ) + [[tee (0, )l 1 m1)) 5 (4.6)

for any n. > 0 and some constant Cy = Cp(u?, vg, ué, Vio)-
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Proof. Define stream function ¢)(z,y) = — fyoo up(x,0)dl. Then uy, = 1)y, v, = —1),. Further

denote ¢ := utp, — uftp. Then @2); becomes
Gz = —Ugyw - (US + Ué)upy + Upyy + Fp.
By the definition of ¢, we have

1) By (0, )2 S 1)ty (0, )l + [[{y) gy (0, )2 < Coll{y) @l a1 -
In view of (@.7)), we get
)" 00 (0, ) e S N1y)" [ugy ¥ + (vp + v Jpy — tpyy — Ep)(0,-) ]| 1
< Coll{y)" url| s + 1(y)" Fp(0, )| -
In addition, the definition of F), gives
[{y)" Fp(0, )| g3 < Co,

substituting which into (4.9) implies that

(1) @2 (0, )|z < Co (1 + [[{y)" U] 3) -

On the other hand, by the definition of ¢, we have

T,Z) _ _uo /OO (b(x?a)da,
Yy

(u?)?

which implies that

— oy — 0 OO& o [~ )
vp = T/Jx—ua:/y (u0)2d6+u/y <(u0)2>$d0'

19" 0p(0, )l zz2 < C (I[{y)" Dy (0, )| 22 + [1(9)" 62 (0, ) |21 -

This estimate, together with (4.8)) and (.10)), derives (.3).
Moreover, applying 9, to (&7) yields

Then, we get

0 0 0 1 0 1
¢$$ = _umaﬂyw + umyvp - [vpx + vex]upy + [Up + ve]vpyy — Upyyy + FPJB'

Then we obtain that

1{9)" @22 (0, )l < Coll(y)" uall 2 + Coll (W)™ vp(0, )l 1za + 1{y)"™ Fp (0, )l -

It should be noted that

)" Epa (0, Mzt < Co(L + [t (0, )l r1)-
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In addition, it follows from (&.3)) that

UO (Y u
1) ™00 (0, Mlzs < 14" G0, )2 + 1) =257 (0, )l 2 + 1)~ 5 (0, ) s

< Co (Iy)" Fp(0, )l zzs + 1K) tall s + 1) 0p (0, )| 1r2)
< Co(1 + [[{y) w1 g5 )- (4.14)

Therefore, in view of (@.11)-(@.14), we have

1€9) " 0pa (0, ) 2 S )" By (0, )l 22 + 1Y) B2 (0, ) 1 + [[(y)"™ P (0, )| 1
< Co (14 W) s + lttd (0, )l 1) - 4.15)

This completes the proof of this lemma. U

Step 2, we give the following auxiliary lemma.

Lemma 4.2. For any L > 0, denote Qo := [0, L] x R.. Assume that (%f, ag;g € L*(Q),j =
0,1, decays fast as y — oco. Then the following fourth order partial deferential equation

uo U
et et () =St (4.16)

on Qo has an unique smooth solution satisfying initial data v(0,y) = vy(y), boundary condi-
tions v =v, = 0ony = 0andy = oo, and the estimate

SUP Hajuyy( Nz + Hag;va»‘yHLQ(Qoo)
0<z<
J

< CY (1900, Va2 + 10 I zay + 140)2Ohgll o) o = 0,1 417)

=0

Moreover, there holds the weighted estimate

sup [[(y)" 0oy, ()| 22 + 1" 0hvyyy |l 22 00
0<z<L

J
<Oy ()" 0wy (0,22 + 1) 0 f 220y + 1(9)" D0l L200)) 55 = 0, 1. (4.18)
=0

Proof. First, restrict the domain on Qy := [0, L] x [0, N] and give the approximate boundary
conditions v = v, = 0 ony = N, instead of y = oo. We introduce the inner product on
H2(0,N):
w0
[[u,v]] = /[uyvy + ﬁuv]dy (4.19)

for any u,v € H?(0,N). Let {¢’(y)}32, be an orthogonal basis of H?(0, N) satisfying the
same boundary conditions as v doing. Here the orthogonality is obtained with respect to the
inner product defined in (4.19) and it holds that

[[e e ]] = 05,1, > 1.
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Base on (3.20) and (3.21)), one can show that [[-,-]] is equivalent to the usual inner product on
H1(0, N). Then such an orthogonal basis exists.
Now we introduce the weak formulation of (4.16]) as follows

i ”yyeyy i
[[ve,€']] + 0 ——=dy = [ (= fvzy + ge")dy (4.20)
for any e(y),i > 1. We will construct an approximate solution in Span{e’(y)}*_, for @20)
defined as i
= dl (@) (y)
=1

for each k. Substituting v* into (@20) in place of v, with the orthogonality of {e’(y)}~_,, yields

(v, ']l + / %—?’ydy = / (—fe, +ge')dy, (4.21)
which is equivalent to a system of ODE equations:
i : j eéyeéy _ i i
al + ]Z; a / — 5y = /(—fey + ge')dy. (4.22)
Since f, g € L?*(Qy), there exists an unique smooth solution (a', a? a®) for @22)), that s,

there exists an unique smooth solution v* for @20). In order to take k: tends to infinity, we need
some energy estimates.
Multiplying (#.2]) by a’, and take the sum over 7 from 1 to k, we get

1d 2 1/1
[V}, o5]] + 55/ w Z%) dy = / (—fv’;ergv’; +3 <@> (v’;y)2> dy. (4.23)

Similar to the analysis in (3.18) and (3.19), we have

[0k, o8] = allofy 1720 - (4.24)

Then, applying the Gronwall’s inequality gives that

z€|0,

e k 2
SupL] HvyyH%Q(QN) + vayH%Q (Qn) ~ HU ( 7')”%2(07N) + H(f7 <y>29)H%Q(QN) (4.25)
Taking k£ — oo yields the weak solution v(x, y) to (4.16), which satiesfies

3
sup | HvyyH%%QN) + vayH%%QN) S lloyy (0, ')”%2(07]\/) + (£, <y>29)Hi2(QN)- (4.26)

z€|0,

Next, we should derive higher regularity for the weak solution. Applying 0, to (@.21),
multiplying the result by a’, and take the sum over i from 1 to k, we have

bop o td [ ()

[[Ummv Umm]] 2 d:l? w0 dy
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1 1 ug), 1 k ok
:§/<E> (:ryy) dy /(F) Vg :m:dy /<$> vyyvmmyydy

+ / (—fxv’;xy + ng’;gg) dy == Ji + o+ T3 + Ju. (4.27)
Note that
d 1 [ 1
N+ Ts=-—— (@)x”yyvxyydy +/ <@>m yuVryydy + 30
d 1 ko2 k2
< _% E yy :vyy + C( )(”U:vyyHLQ(O,N) + HvyyHLQ(O,N))7 (4.28)
and that

3
o T < 80y 220y + CC0®) ([0 a0y + 1o 00 o) - (429)
In addition, similar to (@.24), we have

(050 vha]] > allvfayll7 20 (4.30)

Then substituting (@.28)-(@.30) into (#.29) and applying the Gronwall’s inequality gives

k
Osup vayyHL2 0,N) + vamyHL2 (Qn) ~ E :Ha;c yy HL2 (0,N) + Sllp HvyyHL2 (0,N)
<z<

+ H%Hmmm + (| (fa, <y>§gﬂc)HL2(QN)7
which together with (£.23) gives

k 2 k 2
sup |[vgyy 7205y + 1Vzayllz2
ve[0.1] zyyllL2(0,N) zzyllL2(QN)

1

S 3 (10205, 0.) o ) + 1051, )20k 3, @31)

=0

Again, taking £ — oo yields

sup ‘|aivyy||%2(o,N) + ||aivmy‘|%2(QN)
z€[0,L]

J

3 .
3 (10500 (0. Baon) + 1O S, 0)209) 320y ) o5 =01 (432)
=0

It should be noted that all the constants C' in the estimates above are independent of N, and
hence the unweighted estimates (&.17)) is proved as taking N — oo.

Finally, let us derive the weighted estimates. The readers should notice that the weight
function for diffusion terms is y", but we sometimes write the other terms by weight function

(y)™ since y™ < (y)™.
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On one hand, multiplying (.I6) by y*"v,, and integrating by part over R, we get

d |y Vyyy |
——/|y"vyy|2+/%
U
/ _|_/<vyy) ( Qn) _|_/ ugy 2n
”r”yyy u0 y”yy Y )y (uo)zvyyvyyyy
6
/fvyyyy +/fvyy /gvyyy Z’Ci-
i=1

Note that

Ky S/Iugyyllvxllvyyly% S IInyIILz/Iugyyllvyyl(w%“

Sllvayll21)™  upyy 21w vyyll2 < Cllw) " vy 13 + Cllvayll3,

K2+ K3 N/‘UyyyHUyy‘y +/’Uyy’2 < 5Hy"vyyyH%—i—CH(yYLvyyH%,
6

S K< / | Flloguylv® + / Fllog Iy + / 9l[oyly™
=4

<01y vyyyll3 + Cllw) vy l13 + ClG" F1I5 + Cll )" gl3-

Substituting these estimates into (£.33]) with taking § small enough yields

5" vullz + 19" vgyllz S 1) 0y 13+ vayllz + 10)" F112 + )" g3,

applying Gronwall’s inequality to which, together with estimate (£.17)), implies that

sub 10" ol + 10" v ) 5 100" 0 0. + 10" (-9l
xe|0,

(4.33)

(4.34)

On the other hand, applying 9, to equation (£I6), multiplying the result by y?"v,,, and

integrating by part over R, we have

/|y myy|2 / ly" Umyyy|
0 0
_ Upyy¥ I A o [ YzyyUpy 2n
= uO xyyy (u0)? VzyyyY (u0)? VzyyyY
xr
1 omn < Vyy ) on
/ < u0 > » VyyVaeyyyY / w0 ) ay Vayy (Y™ )y

7
+/fm(vryy92n)y _/gmvxyyy% = Zﬁi'
i=1
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Similar to the estimates on K;, we infer that

ﬁl S /(‘ug:vyy"vx‘ + ‘ugyy"ugzv”vx‘ + ‘Ugyyuvm‘)‘%yy‘y%

S Mvayl3 + [1vaay 13 + 1) vayy 3,

4
L; S /(|Uyyy||ugx| + |Umyy||ugy| + |Uyy||ug;cy| + |Uyy||u2x||ugy|)|v:vyyy|y2n
=2

< 5Hynvayyug + CHynvyyyH% +C (H<y>nvmyyH§ + H<y>"vyyH§) )
Ls < /(|ug||ug||vyy| + |u2y||vyy| + |u2:||vyyy| + |vmyyy| + |U2||nyy|)|vxyy|yzn_1
<Y vayyyll3 + Clly" vyyylls + C (I10) vayyll3 + 11(0) " vyy13) ,
7
L% [ 1elloamnls™ + [ 1alleenl?™ + [ lgcllvan o™
=6

< 8lly vayyy 13 + C (1) vayy 13 + 11)" (o, 92)I13) -

(2

Substituting the estimates of £; into (£.33) with ¢ sufficiently small, we get
d 2 2
%Hyn”myynz + 1Y Vayyyll2

1
S D) 0oy 13 + 10502y 13) + 1y 0y 13 + 1) (: fos 92 13- (4.36)
=0

(2
Finally, applying Gronwall’s inequality with using estimates (4.17) and (@.34) derive @I8). O

Step 3, with these two lemmas in hand, we are able to prove the existence of smooth solutions
for system (.2) on Qo := [0, L] x R.

Lemma 4.3. Under the assumptions in Theorem 1.1, there exists an unique smooth solution
[up, vp) to system (2) satisfying that

1, vl + s W) pyllz2@e) + 19" mmpyllrz(e) < CLLR)ET, (4.37)
<a<

for some k. > 0 small sufficiently. Moreover, the following higher regularity estimate

sup

S H<y>n7’pwyy”L2(R+) + HynvpxyyyHLQ(Qoo) < C(L)gil (4.38)
_:B_

holds uniformly in small ¢, in which the constant C(L) depends only on [u°,v?

, p], the given
boundary data and L.

Proof. Denote

V= vy — yx(y)uéx(x, 0) := v, + 0. (4.39)
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Then v = v, = 0 on y = 0 and y = oo. Furthermore, v satisfies equation
0 - 0
Uy, U 1
~Vayy + $+{u } :Gpw—{ﬁ} vp+<upy{ﬁ} )
vy z z/ yy
- Uy v
gy — 0, {%} —fyte 440
vy
where we denote
1 00 4 v} 1 vl u
= (upy{@} > + puo evpyy"‘%pyy{@} = py Zf“ (4.41)
r/y Yy
1 V)
g = {@} [pr - upugy + (US + Ué)upyy - \/Evézupy] + {ﬁ} Upy
T Y

- Upyy — £Upyy § —G —Upy N\ 5 ~Upyy\ 7o
u? y u? xy u? zyy u? vy

Ve

1 1
0 0 0 1 1
- FPJ»‘ (@ - @(upxu:vy + UpUpg gy + Up:vupyy) - w0 (Ue:vzupy + Uezupl‘y)
Y

0 0
U B Uy D
—{ﬁ} Up + Tayy = — 50z = {yy} Zgz, (4.42)
xr

with
Fp - ug:vui - uguix (v;()] + yug:v) Ue yupy ez + El
Due to the divergence-free condition, we infer that u,, = —v,, = —v, + v,. We shall work
with the norm:
2 — 2 — 2
[ollI" = sup [[(1)"yy(@)[|5 + 1" Vyyy 72000 )- (4.43)
0<z<L

In view of Lemma4.2] we have

7P < € (16)" 035 0,018 + 1) F By + 10" 0l3e0y) 444

with (f, g) being defined as in (4.41) and @.42)). Recall that © = v}, 4+ 0. Then by the definition
of ¥ and estimate (4.3), it follows that

1) 0yy (0, ) ll2 < [1(9) " Upyy (0, ) |2 + € < Co(1 + [[{y) "t s), (4.45)

where we have used the fact that

1
¢ (0, 0)] S/O [(z = 1)ve- (0, 2)]:|dz < Vool 20,1y < C-
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Next, let us give bounds on f and g. We infer that
o0
o< [ oldd S 1) o ol (4.46)
2
1< [ 0,18 S 1) o late) @47
Y
Thus, we obtain
o0 o0
/O 52 < Ol ()"t 1 /0 ()28 < 1ol
o0 o0
/O 5,2 < Cll )",y 3 /0 ()2 < 1ol

for some n large enough. In addition, there hold that

[e'e) [’ e L
/ |up|2§/ |a1|2+L/ / it ?
0 0 0 0

a4 [ mPrL [ [
Qoo Qoo
<Ll +C (1) mlB + luke(o: 0320,

o0
/0 P <N G+ L [ () g
<CL||[9][|* + C () @} |13 + [luty (2, 0)||7
< Yy 112 ex\Ls L2(0,L) ) »
Hence, in view of equation {.2)), we get
//Q |upyy|2 < /Q |u0up:v +upu9: +Upu2 + [Ug +Ué]upy - Fp|2
< [0+ 2+ gl + [0 + 157 + P + )
<CLIP +C ()" + ke (@, 0320,y +1)
Therefore, we have
2 2 2 L 1 112 o 2 2
S wrins i [l [l [0 )
< oLllfell + ¢ ()" B + luk (.02 py +1) @48

J[ wins sl <[] @ o < CLIBIE + Cledy (0,0l sy 449
L
I P S [+ okl + okel) +1
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C(1+ ||lvdllwsa) < C(L, k)" (4.50)

Similarly, it follows that

L 0o
JI Pl <[] FP + P+l e [kl [

< CLllpll? + ¢ (1) @B + luk(@, 0 Ba g +1), @51
S el 5 [ e+ 1) [

< CL|lIP + € (1K) a3 + ke, 0)3a0py + 1) (452)
S o 5 El i ol + 1) [ 007

< CLllll? + C (k@ 0320, + 1) (453)

6
Z;//Q (y) 2”‘92’2 S // 2n ‘upy‘Q + ‘Upyy‘ // ’upyy’2
< CLlP +C (1) a3 + ek, 0) 220, +1) @459

I wias [ wrisk < o (4.55)
T @ik <[] Qo+ linl? +
Qoo Qoo

<CrllplP +¢ (1)l + Ik .0 B +1), @56

L oo
JI @l s [ okt [0 P+ ol [ 01 ol
<CrllollP + ¢ (1)l + luke (e 0 sy +1) . @57

S [ ol s [ we s [ ko o

=10
< CL||[o|l* + Cllueg (2, 0)l[72(0,1y + Cllttena(®: 720,y (4.58)

It should be noted that

ZH% i:}: (z,0) ||L2 0,L) Z\Iaé ;z (z,0) ||L2(0,L)

1
<Z// (ECERCRES of | NCEAES o | RY RN
o i=0 7 /%0 i=0 7 /%0
< Z 105ve. 3 + Z 1050 105 vesllg < Ce=2, (4.59)
2 2
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for sufficiently small x > 0. In conclusion, we obtain
[olll < CL{lJo[[| + C(L, k)e™", (4.60)

which with sufficiently small L give the uniform bound for |||7]||.

Furthermore, since equation (4.4Q) is linear with respect to o, together with estimate (4.60),
it is easy to apply the contraction mapping theorem to show the existence of the unique solution
for and hence (@.4). Then, it follows from the boundedness of |||7]|| that

L
sup [[(u)" vy 13 + / 1 pgll? < C (L. k)", 4.61)
0<z<L 0

The boundedness of v, follows by the calculation similar to (4.46) and @.47):

\Up(x,y)] < / ’Upy’d‘g < /R (y>_"+1H(y>"vpyyH2dy < CH<y>nUpyyH27 (4.62)
Yy +

which implies that
[oplloc S sup [[(y)" vpyylla < C(L; w)e™".
0<z<L

<<

Similarly, the boundedness of u,, follows from the definition

wy(,y) = w1 (y) — /O Upyds,

which gives that

L
lup(z,y)| < [u1(y)] +/0 |vpyldz < [[{y)" @ |2 +C/ )" Vpyyll2-
Then, we have

uplloo < )" @1[l2 + sup [[(y) " vpyylla < C(L, k)e™".
0<z<L

To complete the proof of the lemma, we are now concerned with the higher regularity esti-
mate. Again, applying Lemmal£.2]to equation (£.40), we also get

L
sup [[(4)"agy |3 + / 1" Ty 2
0<z<L

<OZ(H rol0 8+ [ o+ [ H<y>”a;gu%),

which, in view of estimate (#.60), is reduced to

L
sup [ 0as B+ [ 15" 0o
0<z<L 0
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L

L
S 1) Ty (0, )13 +/0 1y)"™ fall3 +/0 )" gall5 + C(L, r)e .
Recalled by (4.6)) that
1) Ty (0, )2 < 1Y) pinyy (0, ) |2 + Clirgs (0, 0)]
5 1+ |uea:a:(0’0)| + ||ueazaa(0a \/E)HHI

Note that

L2200 = - [ 0uln )82t < 113 + 200 el el
which gives
FO) < L2 fll 20,0 + VA 1 1 Fll 2lo 0y

Then, using the estimate of v} in Section 3, we have

”uémaﬂ(ov \/g')“LQ(R+) < 08_1/4”?};@‘2:(07 ')HL2 (0,1)
_ 1/2 1/2
< CD)* (Jlokellizn) + I0hall ot 0keas oty
< C( ) —1/4 —1/4 < C(L)e_l/Q,

Huéxxy(ov \/E')HL2(R < 081/4“1)69322( ')”L2(01

1/2 1/2

< C(L)€1/4 <Hvea:zz”L2(Qo) + ”UemzzHL2 (Q0) ” emmzzHL2 (Q0)

< C(L)eY et < o(L)e~/4.
Also, there holds

| e:m:(o 0)|2 < ||uemm(0’ ')HLQ(O,I)Huix:vz(O")HLQ(O,I)
< ||vemz(o’ ')HLQ(O,l)Hv;xzz(O’ ')HLQ(O,l)
< C(L)e Vet < o(L)e 32

These implies that
() 2y (0, )[l2 < C(L)e4,
and hence it follows from (@.63)) that

L
sup )" tpenl + /0 -

0<z<
L
SC(L)e3? +0§up [ (2, 0) 1 + [[tgg (2, 0) 7201 +/O )" (far 92) 13-
$
‘We infer that

Hui:m:(x’o)H%Q(O,L) S 2/Q |uémmui:m:z| S 2/Q |vémzv;xzz
0

0

33

(4.63)

)

(4.64)



< Cllotyll 2@ 0dsesll 2oy < Ce™72,

ETZZ

Huix:m:(x70)H%2(0,L) < 2/Q ‘uémmmuémmmz’ < 2/Q ‘Uémzzvémmzz
0 0

< CHU€$$ZHL2 (Q0) HvemmzzHLQ (Q0) < 08_27

and then

sup Huémm(x7O)H% < LHuizm::v(x7O)H%2(O7L) + ‘uémm(070)’2 < 0872'
0<z<L

Substituting these estimates for boundary terms into (4.64)), we obtain

sup |
0<z<L

<y>nvpxyyH%+/ y" Upﬂﬂyyy”2 <C(L)e 2+C/ f$7gl‘)H2 (4.65)

Since that the estimates for f,, g, are similarly as done above, we omit the details here. The

proof of this lemma is completed. U
Since we will use the estimates on v}, v, and v}, in estimating the L? norm of RY,,
and Ry, ,, we give the following

Corollary 4.4. Let v, be the solution constructed in Lemmal.3) then it follows that

H<?/>n(vp:v,vp:vy)”L2(Qoo) <C(L,k)e™", ||<y>n(vpmaUpmy)HL?(Qoo) < C’(L)e_l, (4.66)
foranyn € Ny.

Proof. By virtue of (@.17)), we have

10200yl 20y S D (19030 0,z + N@LF. ()09 12000 )

- 10

(II( )" 050y (0, )12 + ()™ (4. f. 29| 12(0)) » 7= 0,1,

~
Il
o

where f and g are defined as in (@.4])) and (@.42)), respectively. Then we can deduce the un-
weighted estimates from estimates (£.60) and (4.63)) that

lopayllz2(000) < C(LyK)E™, [10aUpayllz20n) < C(L)™ (4.67)
For the corresponding weighted estimates, we recall the notations in the proof of Lemma [4.1]

o(x,y) == u° Up — U 1/), Oy = u° Upy — ugy
0
¢$ - _umy - (Up + Ue)upy + Upyy + Fp’

0 0 0 1 0, .1
Gz = _ummyw + UgyUp — [vp:v + ve:v]upy + [vp + Ue]vpyy ~ Upyyy + pr’
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where (2, ) := — fyoo up(x,0)df and

_ 0,1 0,1 0 0 0 0,1
Fp = TUppUe — Upley — (Up + yup:v)uez = YUpy Ve, + Ey.

It is easy to see that
2 192 g 12
0" Pty S 1+ b+ [ sup et < .
z
L
1) Foe |72y S 1 +/O <sup [ve]? + sup [ve. | + sup \vimz!2> < C(L,r)e™",
z z z

where we have used the inequality

+=1

==
Q|

1
IFO)f = /O [(z = DIf)PLdz < [IF15+ 1 1ol f= 1o

Then, thanks to Lemma[4.]] there holds
g™ dyllr2n) < 1) anllr + sup ()™ vpyyll2 < C (L, £)e™,
1" @allz2(20) S 1)l +sup [0 ™ vpyyll2 + )" Fpll L2 (00) < C(Ly )T,
19" baallr2) S 1Y) U]l + (1 + IIU§HH2)SI;I> [1{y) ™ vpyy 2
1Y vpyyyll 12 (0000 + 10" Fpall L2000y < C(L; R)ET".

Here we again remind the readers of the fact that 4" < (y)", for any n € N_.. Further, note that
o o0
0 ¢ 0 ¢
Vy = U df + u / <—> do.
vk | G s \(W@P),

19" VpayllL2(000) S 19" (Dys G2y aa) | L2(00) < C(LK)ETT,

which, together with (£.67) gives ||(y)" vpayll 12(0.) < C(L, £)e™", and hence

Thus,

()" vpall 22(00) < YY" Pvpayll L2 () < C(L, )"
In addition, applying O, to ¢, yields
¢mmm = ngyylb + ugyvpiv - [vg:v:v + Uém]“py + [Ug + U;]Upmyy — Upzyyy + Fpmm;
in which we infer that

_1 _3
)" Foaall 12(0.0) S 1+ €71 (lvezllz2(0o) + ezl 2(00) + 1Verazll22(00)) < Ce%.

Further, there holds
o 1
197 0wl < (1 [ supledaal) 160" 0 iot0y + 1" 0
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+ ||<y>nvpmyy||L2(Qoo) + Hynvp:vyyyHL?(Qoo) + [[{y)" p:v:vHLQ(Qoo)
<C(L)e .

Therefore, we get

Hynvp:v:vyHLQ(Qoo) Sy (@y, us Gz ¢mm)HL2(Qoo) < C’(L)e_l.
Similarly, one can deduce the second part of (4.66) and hence finish the proof of it. U

Now, similar to Section 2, we cut-off the solutions from €, to (2. and prove the following

Proposition 4.5. Under the assumptions in Theorem 1.1, there exists smooth functions [u}, v}],

PP
defined in 2., satisfying the following inhomogeneous system:

uou},x + ugu}, + ugv}, + [vg + vé]u},y — ull,yy = Rg’l,
1 1 _

Upy + Vpy = 0,

up(0,y) = 11 (y), up(x,0) = —ul(z,0),

u, (x, %) = v} (2,0) = vj(x, \%) =0,

(4.68)

where the inhomogeneous term R;,"l is a higher order term of \/c. In addition, there holds that

H[u;)a U})]”LW(QS) + OEHEL H<y>nvjl2yy”[/2(lg) + H<y>n(vjlma U})J}y)HLQ(QE) < C(L7 /g)g_H’
ST

(4.69)

D (0 Oy 120+ 40" (O V) 1202y < O, (4.70)

for any given n € N.

Proof. Let [u,, v, be constructed in Lemma[.3]and define that

y
ub(e.9) = X(VED)un(w.9) ~ VEX'(VED) [yl 6)d,
0
vp(x,y) == x(Vey)vp(z, y).
Then it follows directly from calculation that [uzl,, v},] satisfies (4.68]) with
y
R;f’l =vexu v, + Vex'ul /0 upd + Qﬁx/[vg + vl]up — 3vVEX Upy
y y y
+ \/EFp/ X'do + ax"[vg + 0} / updf — 3ex"u, — 53/2)("’/ updf.  (4.71)

0 0 0

Clearly, by the estimates in Lemmal4.3] we get

y
VAV (VD) [ (o 08| < VRN (VED gl < L)
0
Hence, (4.69) and (@.70Q) follows from Lemma[43l The proof of this lemma is completed. [
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Corollary 4.6. Assume that [ull), vll), p})] is the solution to (4.68)), where pll) is an absolute con-

stant. Then, for any k > O small sufficiently, there holds that
~ 1 1
1R} [|z2(00) + 1R 220y < C(Lyw)eT™, Ipp, 2. < O™ (4.72)

where }NR%, p?, are defined as in ({.1) and (3.8),respectively. is a small enough constant.

Proof. Thanks to Lemmal4.3] there holds that

1B 120 S 1) Upyy I 20 108 N 20,0y + €2 0p 36 e 120,

<C(L,K)e2 2, (4.73)
RS sy SVELIoalE + ellunle [ [ (21l

+suup||io// |v2+v;|2+e// |upy|2+e// W),

QE QE QE

+elup2, / /Q 00+ 02+ £¥2]juy |2

<C(L,r)e ", (4.74)

In view of equation (3.8)), we get

1/ve
p?m = / [(ug + uo) gm + ugv;m + (v + v}l Vpary vgxyy] (z,6)d6. (4.75)
y

Note that

1/VE
[t et < OO o) e

Y

1/v/e
[ et < Ol )" 8, el o VE o

l/ve 0 1 —n—+1y,,0 0
(Up + Ue) Upzy = < C( > Hue + upHOOH<y> pa:y”27
Yy

1/ve
[ e <O Bl
Hence, taking n > 3, we have
92|20y < Ce™ V4 (4.76)
The proof of this corollary is completed. U

With the zeroth order Prandtl profiles, first order Euler correctors and the first order Prandtl
corrector in hand, together with those various estimates on the approximate solution, we are able
to give the error estimates as follows.

37



Proposition 4.7. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 1.1, there exists approximate so-
lutions [Uapp, Vapp, Papp) SUch that
3_
IRappllz20e) + VEIIRG N 220,y < C(L, K)ETT, (4.77)
where C' depends on initial data and L, k.

Proof. Collecting errors from R in @3), R, i Yin @47, R* in 326), R* in @I), RY" in

(@.71), and the remaining e-order terms in R, we yield

RY,, =Eo —eul,, + cBy + VeR} + VER} + VERW!
+e [(ufl3 +uy) 0y + )0y (uf + uy) + epo, — €03 [uy + Ve(ug + up)]
In view of (3.28), 3.26), 3.27), and (@.72)), we immediately get

1B — eul., + VERY + eRY + VERY + ep2,ll 20,y < C(L,K)ei ™. (4.78)

Similarly, using the estimates for [ul, ], [up, v}], and u), we have

el (ug +up)0u (ug +up) 200y < € (ltelloo + l[uplloo) (Ul + gy ll2)
< C(L,k)e'",
gt + )l < el (VELL e + o 12) < CCL e
8“82(u + \/771’ + \/—u )HLQ(Q ) < EHupa:a:HQ + 82 (HveszQ + vaa:yH ) < Cez™",
where we have used Proposition 4.3 with x /2.
In addition, recalling the definition of E in (2.47)), one has
B2l 2200y SIKmupllallvp®llos + llup?llz + [[{m)up® ll2[vpll2
+ I ll2 (o2 llz + llopgll2) + [Kyhug”ll2[1x™ (12
<C(L).

Thus, we deduce that

3_k
HRgppHLQ(QE) < C(La’{)€4 :

Next, we will give estimates for R;,,. Recalling the remaining terms of R in (3.9) and the

v
definition of R;,,, we infer that

RY,, =R+ VE [(ul + uf + VE[ul + up)d: + (v + vl] + VEvy)d,] v,
—|—\/_[(ue—|—up)am—|—vzl,8y] (vp—i—ve)—\/_vpyy—sﬁg [(vp%—v)—l—\/gvzl,].

Similarly as above, we have that

Ve [[(ud +up + Velug + up))ds + ([ + vl + Vev,)0y] vy gy
—
<C\/7H[uevupvvp7ue7vemoo (vaxHLQ + vayH ) < C(L,,k;){-:4 )
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and that

VE Nt 4 ub)o 4 130,] (08 + o)
<CVelllug; up, vpllloo ([[vpe + vexll2 + llvpy + veve,ll2)
<C(L, f@)si*“.

Moreover, one has
1
IV/Ebl,, — €020 + v + VEuh)ll 2,y < C(L)E ™.
Putting these estimates together and using the estimate (3.27) yield
1
HRgppHLQ(QE) < C(La l{)64 Ha

which completes the proof of this Proposition. O

5 The existence of remainder solutions

Now we are on the final step to prove the main theorem: the existence of the remainder solutions.
Denote that

us(2,y) = u(Vey) +up(@,y) + Veue(e,Ve), vs(z,y) = vp(z,y) + ve (2, Vey). (5.1)

Then the remainder solutions [u®, v®, pf| solves

U + USUsy + VsUp, + VoUsy + G — Acu® = Ry (uf,0),
UsUG + UTVsy + VsV + Vg +p§/€ — Av® = Ro(uf,v%), (5.2)

3 [ON—
ug + vy = 0,

where
1
Ry(uf,v%) = "Ry, — /e [(ull, + Tt )ul, + ueu},x + (1)[1, + 7% )uy, + veu},y] ,
1
Ry(uf,v%) == e VT2 Ry, — Ve [(upy + €70 )05 + uSuy, + (v + )0 + vy, | -

The errors R}jpp and Rgp in Ry and Ry have been estimated in Proposition [£.7] It should be
noted that, since min, {ul(y/zy) +to(y)} > 0 and ||ul||oc < C, the known function u; in (3.2)
is strictly positive as € and L small sufficiently. This is very important in using the positivity as
is done in (3.18) and (3.19).

Before begining to prove the existence of the remainder [u®, v¢, p°], we first give the follow-
ing two Propositions, the proof of which are stated in Section 3 and Section 4 of [13]], respec-
tively, and hence we omit the detail here.

The first proposition gives the linear stability estimates for (3.2)):
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Proposition 5.1. For any given f,g € L?(S).), there exists some positive number L such that
the linear problem

Usly + Ullsy + Vsly + VUgy + Pz — Acu = f,
UsVg + UWVsy + UsUy + VUsy + Py /e — Ao =g,  inf), (5.3)

Uy + vy = 0,

together with boundary conditions

{[u,v]yo =0, [uy,v]y:% =0,

5.4)

[u’ U]:B=0 =0, [P — 2euy, Uy + 5vx]x:L =0,

has an unique solution [u, v, p| defined on Q.. In addition, there holds
IVeull 2.y + IVevlirzy S Ifll2n) + VeIl 2.y (5.5)

The second one provides L°° estimates of the solution to the corresponding Stokes problem:
Proposition 5.2. For any given f, g € L?(S).), consider the incompressible Stokes equation
—Acu+py = f,

—Av+pyle =g, in, (5.6)
Uy + vy = 0,

together with the same boundary conditions as in (3.4). Then, for any v > 0, there holds that
[ull o< 0.y + Vellvllze o,
_a
SChne” 4 (IVeull e + IVevllz@.) + 120 + VEllgllze.)) » (5.7
for some constant C., 1, depending only on ~y and L.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. With these two propositions in hand, we are able to apply the standard
contraction mapping principle for the existence of solutions to the nonlinear problem, which is
consisted of several steps.

Step 1. We introduce the function space 2~ endowed with the norm:

[Tw®, 7]

2 = |Veu |2 +IIVerlrz) + 16l o) + VeI =@, (5.8)
where V. := 0,+1/€0,.. And, we choose the following subspace of .2~ with K to be determined:
Xy = {[ue,ve] € %{H[UE,UE]H% < K}

Step 2. For each [u®, v°] € 2k, we solve the corresponding linearized problem for [u®, v¢]:

U + USUsy + VsUp, + VU + Y — Acu® = Ry (uf, 0°),
usV + USUsy + Vs + 0 Usy +p§/a — Av® = Ro(uf, %), (5.9)
ug + vy =0,
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equips with the same boundary conditions as (3.4). Then, by Proposition 5.1} there exists an
unique strong solution [u®, v®, p?| satisfying that

19c0 Nz + Vet ooy < 1B 5)llz2an) + VEIR(E 5 20y (5.10)

Now, we give estimates for Ry, Rs. In view of Proposition [£7], for any x > 0, it follows that

e772 [|RY 2 @) + VEIR 2] < C(L, k)eT R, (5.11)

app app
In addition, using the estimates for [uzl,, v},] in Proposition and the divergence-free condition
us, + U; = 0, we infer that
Vell(up + €a)ag + (v, +€70%)ag |l 2 o)
<Ve [(lupllse + €7 l1a o) 19512 + (lvp oo + 7119 [loo )15 I2]
<Velllup, vplllolll@, o°]ll + 7| [@, o°]1I%

<C(L,k)e? *K + K2, (5.12)

and that

Vellttuy, + 07 up [l 1200y < CVE [I|ig])2 sup 1Y) upell2 + (1752 sup () up, |12
< C(L,k)e2 |[af, %) < C(L, k)e? K, (5.13)

in which we have used the fact that |[u®, v°]| < \/yl|[u, vy]|2-
Similarly, for the term in Ro, there holds that

Vel (uy, + €7a°)05 + (vp + €70°)0 | 120,
<(luplloo + €717 [loo) [VED; 12 + VE(lUplloo + 715 l0) 1T |2
<Cluy, vpllloo |7, 7]l 2= + 7|[[@°, %)%
<C(L,k)e "K + K2, (5.14)

and that

\/gHaevzl)m + 2_}Evzl)yHLQ(QE)
<CVe |18 || |vpall2 + 15512 sup [[(y) " vpy 12
X
<C(L,r)e2"||[a,v%)|| o < C(L, k)e? " K. (5.15)

where the estimate ||v), || 12(q.) < Ce™" has been used.
In conclusion, we yield

1R (3%, 0) | 2.y + VeI R2(85, 0°) | 220
- B 2
< C(L,k)ei ™7 + C(L,k)ez "K + 'K, (5.16)
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which implies the estimate for the gradient of [u®, v°]:

IVeuf| 2.y + [ Vev®llL2an)

1_

<C(us,vs, L, ,'4)5%_“_7 + C(us,vs, L, k)e2 "K + C(us, US)EVKZ. (5.17)

It remains to estimate the L norm for [u®, v°]. Recalling Proposition [5.2 with
€ —_—
Y

=€

P g 15 £
g = Ro —usv;, — vgpu” — VsUy — U Vgy,

P 15 € — £
f =R — usu, — usput® — vsl UV Ugy,

it follows from (3.7)) that

[ [| oo 00y + Vel | oo )

gC%La‘% ([IVeufll2 4 [Vev®|l2 + | Ry — usu, — use® — st — v5ugy|l2)

1y _
+ Cyre2” 4||Ry — usv; — Vgpu® — US/UZ — VU Uy |2 (5.18)

Since that (3.17) and (3.16) have give the desired estimate for [V.u®, V0] and [R;, Rs], re-
spectively, it remains to estimate the rest terms with respect to [us, vs]. Indeed, note that

SUp || V/ytisa | 12(r.) < sup () a2 + sup lve. 12
< sup () upellz + llvezpll2 + 10:Vaoll2,
sup || Vytsyllz2 ) < g ll2 + sup () ey ll2 + sup [
< Jlug.ll2 + sup ) upyll2 + e ll2 + llve. 2,
s, vsll e .y < lulloo + Il [, vpllloo + lle, vellloo

we have

[usau® + usyv™|l L2,y < (HUZHz SUp [|y/Ytsz 2 + [lvg |2 sup H\/ﬂusyllz>
x xT

< Cll[Veu, Vo] |z,

[usuz + vsuyll L2 .y < lus, vs]lloo [y, vyllle < Cl[[Vers, Vev]|la.

Similarly, there holds that

[vs2” +vsyv%[ L2020y < (HUZ}Hz Sup [|v/yvsz |2 + [[oy |2 sup Hﬂwl!z)
x xT

1
< Ce2||[Veus, Vor]llz,
1
st + vt 2,y < s, vl I, 0512 < Ce™2|[Vet, Verr] |z,

in which the following estimate has been used:

_1
sup [lv/yvszll 22(1) < sup || (y)vpell2 + €72 sup [lug, (2, )12
xT xT xT

42



0 11 1
< sup ||<y>vp:v||2 +e 2 ||vem||2Her:v:vH2'
xr
Substituting these estimates together with (3.17), (3.16) into (3.I8) then gives

[ Lo (@22) + VENV | Lo 20
<O(us, v5, L, k)ed ™1 + Clug, v, L, £)e2 " 1 K + C(uy, v5)e 1 K2. (5.19)

Now, adding up (5.18) and (5.19), noting that + — x — %’Y > 0and e < 1, we get

l[u, v°]]| 2= < Cl(us,vs, L, k) + C(us, vs, L, Ii)&iK + C(us,vs)e%KZ. (5.20)

Then, we take K := C(us, vs, L, ) + 1 and hence ||[u®,v¢]|| 2~ < K, for any small € so that
C(us,vs,L,ﬂ)aiK—i— C’(us,vs)&t%[(2 <1.

This proves that the operator M : [a°, 0°] — [u®, v®] maps 2 into itself.

Step 3. In order to apply the contraction mapping theorem, it remains to prove that the
operator M is a contractive mapping. Indeed, for any two pairs [a], ¥5] and [u5, ¥5] in 2, it
follows from the similar approach that

TR 1 e e e
I[uf = us,vi = vs]ller < Clug,vs, Lik)(e2 ™73 + 4 K)|[af — a5, 55 — 52,

which at once implies the contraction of M, for any ¢ small sufficiently.
This proves the existence of the unique solution to (3.2)) via standard contraction mapping
theorem and hence completes the proof of the Theorem [L.11 U
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