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Abstract

We study the monotone nonlinear energy stability of magnetohy-
drodynamics plane shear flows, Couette and Hartmann flows. We
prove that the least stabilizing perturbations, in the energy norm,
are the two-dimensional spanwise perturbations and give some criti-
cal Reynolds numbers ReE for some selected Prandtl and Hartmann
numbers. This result solves a conjecture given in a recent paper
by Falsaperla et al. [1] and implies a Squire theorem for nonlin-
ear energy: the less stabilizing perturbations in the energy norm are
the two-dimensional spanwise perturbations. Moreover, for Reynolds
numbers less than ReE there can be no transient energy growth.
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1 Introduction

It is well known that the study of the stability of laminar flows in mag-
netohydrodynamics is important for the numerous applications to different
fields: geophysics, astrophysics, industry, biology, in metallurgy, in biofilms,
and medicine, see [2] - [20], and the references therein.

Many stability problems in magnetohydrodynamics even in the presence of
temperature have been studied and some notable results have been obtained
by Rionero [21] - [27], also in porous media. In particular, in the work [22],
Rionero proves, in the magnetohydrodynamics case, the fundamental existence
theorem of the maximum of a functional ratio connected to the Reynolds-Orr
energy equation.

In a recent paper Falsaperla et al. [1], studied the monotone nonlinear
energy stability of Couette and Hartmann motions with respect to three-
dimensional perturbations in magnetohydrodynamics. They found that the
streamwise perturbations are stabilizing for any Reynolds number. This is in
contradiction with the results of Alexakis et al. [2]. In order to solve this
contradiction, Falsaperla et al. [1] made a conjecture: the maximum of the
functional ratio that comes from the Reynolds-Orr energy equation is obtained
in a subspace of the space of kinematically admissible perturbations, the
space of physically admissible perturbations competing for the maximum, the
two-dimensional spanwise perturbations.

The main purpose of this paper is to prove that this conjecture is true:
the maximum of the functional ratio that comes from the Reynolds-Orr
energy equation, and consequently the critical nonlinear Reynolds number
for monotone energy stability, is obtained on two-dimensional perturbations,
the spanwise perturbations. To obtain this result, we write the Reynolds-Orr
energy equation and, as Lorentz [30], ( see also [31]), has observed in the fluid-
dynamics case, we remark that a scale invariance property holds for the terms
of the energy equation. Then, we compare two functional ratios and study the
maximum obtained with the Euler-Lagrange equations.

The plan of the paper is the following. In Section 2 we introduce the basic
motions and the perturbation equations. In Section 3 we study the nonlinear
energy stability with respect to three-dimensional perturbations and find that
the critical Reynolds numbers for monotone energy stability are obtained on
the spanwise two-dimensional perturbations.

In Section 4 we report some graphs of the critical Reynolds numbers
obtained with the Chebyshev collocation method for fixed Prandtl and
Hartmann numbers. Finally, in section 5, we draw a conclusion.

2 Basic motions and perturbation equations

Consider a layer D = R2 × [−1, 1] filled with an electrically conducting fluid,
[20]. We can write the magnetohydrodynamics system for stationary flows in
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the non-dimensional form [7, 20], and [16, formula (14)]:
v·∇v = Ha2Re−1Rm B̂·∇B̂−∇Π + Re−1∆v
∇·v = 0

v·∇B̂− B̂·∇v = Rm−1 ∆B̂

∇·B̂ = 0,

(1)

where (x, y, z) ∈ D and v, B̂ are the unknown fields, respectively the velocity of
the fluid, the magnetic induction field, and Π is the effective pressure (including
the magnetic pressure). They are regular fields (at least C2(D)). The other
symbols in (1) are the positive non-dimensional parameters

• Re = V0d/ν, the Reynolds number,
• Rm = V0d/η, the magnetic Reynolds number,

• Pm =
ν

η
=

Rm

Re
, the magnetic Prandtl number,

• Ha =
B0d√
ρνµη

, the Hartman number.

V0 and B0 are a reference velocity (generally the maximum velocity is consid-
ered) and a reference magnetic field. d, ν, η, ρ, µ are the half width of the
layer, the viscosity, the electric resistivity, the density and the magnetic per-
meability, respectively; they are positive numbers. ∇ is the gradient operator
and ∆ is the three-dimensional Laplacian.

Following [15] we restrict our analysis to z-dependent laminar solutions of
the form (we call them mean or basic solutions)

v(z) = (U(z), 0, 0), B̂(z) = (B̄(z), 0,Rm−1)

and we choose boundary conditions for plane Couette and Hartmann flows
which correspond to rigid conditions for the kinetic field and non-conducting
boundaries, (cf. [2]). We also assume that there is no forcing pressure in the
channel.

We recall the following Theorems (see [2], [7], [8], [15]):

Theorem 2.1 The basic solution of system (1) satisfying the boundary conditions

U(−1) = −1, U(1) = 1, B̄(−1) = B̄(1) = 0

is the magnetic Couette flow

U(z) =
sinh(Ha z)

sinh (Ha)
, B̄(z) =

cosh (Ha)− cosh(Ha z)

Ha sinh (Ha)

Theorem 2.2 The basic solution of system (1) satisfying the boundary conditions

U(−1) = U(1) = 0, B̄(−1) = B̄(1) = 0

is the Hartmann flow

U(z) =
cosh(Ha)− cosh(Ha z)

cosh(Ha)− 1
, B̄(z) =

sinh(Ha z)− z sinh(Ha)

Ha(cosh(Ha)− 1)
.
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We note that, with the given values of v(z) and B̂(z), the pressure Π can
be obtained by solving (1)1 with respect to Π.

We want to investigate the nonlinear stability of these basic solutions. To
this end, we consider a regular (C2(D× [0,+∞)) disturbance of the stationary
solution

v+u = (U(z), 0, 0)+(u, v, w), B̂ + h = (B̄(z), 0,Rm−1)+(h, k, `), Π+ π̄,

with (u, v, w), (h, k, `) and π̄ depending on the variables x, y, z, and t.
Denoting with

A = Ha2Re−1Rm = Ha2Pm, (2)

the equations which govern the evolution of the difference fields u,h, π̄ (often
such difference fields are improperly called perturbations or disturbances) are:

ut + U(z)ux + wU ′(z)i + u · ∇u = A[B̄(z)hx +
hz

Rm
+

+`B̄′(z)i + h · ∇h]−∇π̄ +
∆u

Re

ht + wB̄′(z)i + U(z)hx + u · ∇h− B̄(z)ux −
uz

Rm
− `U ′(z)i+

−h · ∇u =
∆h

Rm

∇·u = 0, ∇·h = 0 ,

(3)

where the suffixes t, x and z denote derivatives with respect to the corre-
sponding variables, the superscript denotes first derivative with respect to
z.

We assume that the perturbations are periodic in the variables x and y,

denote with Ω = [0,
2π

a
] × [0,

2π

b
] × [−1, 1] a periodicity cell [15], and denote

with L2(Ω) the space of real square-integrable functions in Ω. We indicate with
the symbols (·, ·) and ‖ · ‖ the usual scalar product and the norm in the space
of square-summable functions in Ω, L2(Ω).

The most common boundary conditions for u,h on the planes z = ±1 are
(see Chandrasekhar [19])

1. rigid (r), u = v = w = 0
2. stress-free (sf ), uz = vz = w = 0
3. non-conducting (n), h = k = ` = 0
4. conducting (c), hz = kz = ` = 0.

Here we consider only the rigid and non-conducting case. Other boundary
conditions will be consider in future papers.

We recall the (usual) definitions of streamwise and spanwise perturbations:
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Definition 2.1 The perturbations streamwise (or longitudinal) are perturbations
u,h, π̄ which do not depend on x.

Definition 2.2 The perturbations spanwise (or transverse) are perturbations
u,h, π̄ which do not depend on y. The two-dimensional spanwise perturbations are
the spanwise perturbations with v = k = 0.

3 Nonlinear energy stability

First we recall the main nonlinear energy stability definitions.

Definition 3.1 We define the energy (see [15]) of a disturbance u,b,

E(t) =
1

2
(‖u‖2 +A‖h‖2),

with the coupling parameter A given by (2).

Definition 3.2 A basic motion v(z) = (U(z), 0, 0), B̂(z) = (B̄(z), 0,Rm−1) is
monotone stable in the energy norm E of a disturbance, and ReE is the critical
Reynolds number, if the time orbital derivative of the energy, Ė, is always less than
zero,

Ė < 0, (4)

when Re < ReE . In particular the stability is monotone and exponential decreasing
if there is a positive number α such that E(t) ≤ E(0) exp{−αt} for any t ≥ 0 and
Re < ReE .

Definition 3.3 A basic motion v(z) = (U(z), 0, 0), B̂(z) = (B̄(z), 0,Rm−1) to the
Navier-Stokes magnetohydrodynamics equations is globally stable to perturbations if
the perturbation energy E satisfies

lim
t→+∞

E(t)

E(0)
= 0, ∀E(0) > 0. (5)

Now we study (and recall some results in [15]) the nonlinear stability of the
shear flows by using the Lyapunov second method with the classical energy
(see [15])

E(t) =
1

2
(‖u‖2 +A‖h‖2).

Taking the orbital derivative of E(t) and considering equations (3), the
periodicity, the boundary conditions and the solenoidality of u and h, we
obtain the Reynolds-Orr [28], [29] equation (see [15])

Ė = −(wU ′, u) +A
[
(`B̄′, u)− (wB̄′, h) + (`U ′, h)

]
+

−Re−1‖∇u‖2 −ARm−1‖∇h‖2. (6)
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As in the case of fluid-dynamics (see Lorentz [30], Lamb [31], p. 640) we
note that “the relative magnitude of the two terms on the right-hand side is
unaffected if we reverse the signs of u, v, w, and of h, k and ` or if we multiply
them by any constant factor. The stability of a given state of mean motion
should not therefore depend on the scale of the disturbance” (the constant
factor must be the same for u and h). Therefore, in the study of the following
maximum problems we will always assume that this scale invariance property
holds.

3.1 Nonlinear stability with respect to three-dimensional
perturbations

Applying classical methods, see [22, 32, 33], we define

I = −(U ′w, u) +A
[
(`B̄′, u)− (wB̄′, h) + (`U ′, h)

]
, (7)

and assume that the perturbations satisfy the conditions u = 0 and b = 0 on
the boundaries, are divergence-free, periodic in x and y, and they satisfy the
condition ‖∇u‖+ ‖∇h‖ > 0, and the scale invariance property. We can write
the energy equation in this way

Ė = I − Re−1‖∇u‖2 −ARm−1‖∇h‖2. (8)

Introducing the space S of the kinematically admissible perturbations u and
h periodic in x and y,

S = {u,h ∈W 2,1(Ω), u = h = 0 when z = ±1,∇ · u = ∇ · h = 0,
‖∇u‖+ ‖∇h‖ > 0}, (9)

where W 2,1(Ω) is the Sobolev space defined as the subspace of the space of
vector fields with their components fi (i = 1, 2, 3) in L2(Ω) such that fi and
its weak derivatives up to the first order have a finite L2-norm.

In order to solve the conjecture made in [1], we use the method given in
[34].

Firstly, we observe that in the case I ≤ 0 we have Ė < 0, and the
perturbations are monotonically stable.

If instead I is greater than zero, then for any perturbation in S that satisfy
the scale invariance property, we may write (8) in the following way

Ė =

[
I

‖∇u‖2 + Ha2‖∇h‖2
− Re−1

]
(‖∇u‖2 + Ha2‖∇h‖2). (10)

In the case I greater than zero, for any perturbation u,h in S, we have

I

‖∇u‖2 + Ha2‖∇h‖2
≤ I

‖∇u‖2 + ‖∇w‖2 + Ha2[‖∇h‖2 + ‖∇`‖2]
. (11)
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Defining

D1 = ‖∇u‖2 + ‖∇w‖2 + Ha2[‖∇h‖2 + ‖∇`‖2],

and
D = ‖∇u‖2 + Ha2[‖∇h‖2],

we now prove that

max
S

I

D
= max
S0

I

D1
, (12)

where S0 is the subspace of S of the two-dimensional spanwise perturbations.
To see this, we choose any element (u,h) in S, we have

I

D
≤ I

D1
≤ max

S

I

D1
. (13)

From this inequality it follows that maxS
I

D1
is an upper bound of the set

of elements
I

D
when (u,h) vary in S. Therefore, maxS

I

D
is the least upper

bound, and

max
S

I

D
≤ max

S

I

D1
.

Finally, in the next subsection we shall prove that

max
S

I

D1
= max
S0

I

D1
. (14)

This implies (12), because S0 is a subspace of S.
Assuming D1 > 0 and observing that the Poincaré’s inequality holds, we

have that the ratio
I

D1
is bounded from above in S. A theorem due to Rionero

[22] (see also Galdi and Rionero [35]) proves that the functional ratio

F =
I

D1
=

I

‖∇u‖2 + ‖∇w‖2 + Ha2[‖∇h‖2 + ‖∇`‖2]
admits a maximum in S.

Denoting this maximum with

Re−1E = m = max
S

−(U ′w, u) +A
[
(`B̄′, u)− (wB̄′, h) + (`U ′, h)

]
‖∇u‖2 + ‖∇w‖2 + Ha2[‖∇h‖2 + ‖∇`‖2]

, (15)

from (10), (11) and (15), we have the inequality

Ė ≤ (Re−1E − Re−1)[‖∇u‖2 + Ha2‖∇h‖2]. (16)

From this inequality and the Poincaré’s inequalities

π2

4
‖u‖2 ≤ ‖∇u‖2, π2

4
‖v‖2 ≤ ‖∇v‖2, π2

4
‖w‖2 ≤ ‖∇w‖2,
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π2

4
‖h‖2 ≤ ‖∇h‖2, π2

4
‖k‖2 ≤ ‖∇k‖2, π2

4
‖`‖2 ≤ ‖∇`‖2,

it follows that condition
Re < ReE

implies nonlinear monotone energy stability of magnetic Couette and Hart-
mann motions:

Theorem 3.1 Assuming that the Reynolds number satisfies condition

Re < ReE ,

the basic magnetic Couette and Hartmann motions are monotone asympotically
stable in the energy norm E according to the inequality

E(t) ≤ E(0)e
π2

2 c0(Re−ReE)t,

with a positive constant c0 depending on Ha and Pm.

3.2 Nonlinear critical Reynolds number

We prove here that the nonlinear critical Reynolds number is obtained on two-
dimensional spanwise disturbances (the Orr perturbations in fluid dynamics).

In order to compute the critical Reynolds number for the monotone nonlin-
ear energy stability, we have to compute ReE or m = 1/ReE . For this purpose
we must write the Euler-Lagrange equations of the functional F .

The Euler-Lagrange equations of the maximum problem (15) are (see [15],
[32]) {

[−U ′wi− U ′uk +AB̄′`i−AB̄′hk] + 2m(∆ui + ∆wk) = ∇λ1
A[B̄′uk− wB̄′i + U ′`i + U ′hk] + 2mHa2(∆hi + ∆`k) = ∇λ2,

(17)

where λ1 and λ2 are Lagrange multipliers which depend on x, y, z.
We can write the Euler-Lagrange equations in components

−U ′w +AB̄′`+ 2m∆u =
∂λ1
∂x

0 =
∂λ1
∂y

−U ′u−AB̄′h+ 2m∆w =
∂λ1
∂z

A[−wB̄′ + U ′`] + 2mHa2∆h =
∂λ2
∂x

0 =
∂λ2
∂y

A[B̄′u+ U ′h] + 2mHa2∆` =
∂λ2
∂z

ux + vy + wz = 0, hx + ky + `z = 0,

(18)
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therefore the two multipliers λ1 and λ2 do not depend on y.
If λ1 = 0 and λ2 = 0, we take into account the conditions of solenoidality

ux + vy +wz = 0, hx +ky + `z = 0 and the boundary conditions w = wz = ` =
`z = v = k = 0 (the boundary conditions for wz and for `z are obtained from
the solenoidality of u and b and from the boundary conditions for u, v, h and
k.) Then, we take the successive derivatives with respect to z of each equation
of (18). It is not difficult to prove that u,w, h, ` and all their derivatives with
respect to z are zero on the boundary, therefore u,w and h, ` are identically
zero. This implies that u = h = 0 in Ω that has been excluded.

If λ1 and λ2 are non-zero functions dependent on x and z, taking into
account thatm is the maximum in (15), it is not difficult to prove (see [34]) that
v = 0 and k = 0, and now the solenoidality conditions are ux+wz = hx+`z = 0.
We derive (18)1 with respect to z and (18)3 with respect to x, we subtract
and take into account the conditions of solenoidality (18)7. Likewise, we derive
(18)4 with respect to z and (18)6 with respect to x, we subtract and take into
account the conditions of solenoidality (18)7. We obtain
−U ′wz − U ′′w +AB̄′′`+AB̄′`z + 2m∆uz + U ′ux +AB̄′hx − 2m∆wx = 0

AU ′`z +AU ′′`−AB̄′′w −AB̄′wz −AB̄′ux −AU ′hx + 2mHa2∆hz+

−2mHa2∆`x = 0.

(19)
By differentiating each of the equations with respect to x and applying the
conditions of solenoidality, we finally have:{

2U ′wxz + U ′′wx −AB̄′′`x + 2m∆(wxx + wzz) = 0

−2AU ′`xz −AU ′′`x +AB̄′′wx + 2mHa2∆(`xx + `zz) = 0,
(20)

with the boundary conditions

w = wz = ` = `z = 0, (21)

on z = ±1.
We observe that, as it is easy to check, the maximum of (15) is obtained

when uy = 0, wy = 0, hy = 0 and `y = 0. Therefore, u,w, h, ` depend only on

x and z, and in (20) we have ∆ =
∂2

∂x2
+

∂2

∂z2
.

Since system (20) is linear, we seek solution of the form (see [19, 32, 33, 36]):

F (x, y, z) = f(z)eiax , (22)

with F = w, ` in the domain Ω. We have the system{
2iaU ′Dw + iaU ′′w − iaAB̄′′`+ 2m(D2 − a2)2w = 0

−2iaAU ′D`− iaAU ′′`+ iaAB̄′′w + 2mHa2(D2 − a2)2` = 0,
(23)
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with D =
d

dz
.

System (23) is the Orr system for shear flows in magnetohydrodynamics.
This ordinary linear differential system with coefficients that depend on z is
an eigenvalue problem for m (or ReE).

The critical Reynolds numbers we obtain from this system correspond
exactly to the critical Reynolds numbers obtained by Orr [29] (see also recent
results of Falsaperla et al. [1]) in fluid dynamics (i.e. the critical Reynolds num-
bers are reached for the two-dimensional spanwise perturbations). The Orr’s
system in fluid dynamics is formally obtained from (23) by setting therein
Ha = 0.

This result proves the relation (14) holds, and (12) is shown.
A consequence of this result is that a Squire theorem, [37], holds for

nonlinear energy stability in magnetohydrodynamics: the less stabilizing per-
turbations in the energy norm are the two-dimensional spanwise perturbations.
We observe that in the linear case Takashima, [7], and [8], p. 109, writes “It
is evident from Eqs. (2.30)-(2.32) and the boundary conditions (2.33)-(2.35)
that Squire’s theorem is valid, and therefore we shall hereafter consider only
two-dimensional disturbances in the z − x plane (i.e., β = 0).”

4 Some numerical results

We show here some numerical results. These results are obtained solving sys-
tem (23) with boundary condition (21). Eigenvalue problem (23)-(21) has been
solved in [1] with a Chebyshev collocation method, using between 50 and 70
base polynomials. For completeness, we report here their result for spanwise
perturbations. We fix Pm = 0.1 and Ha = 0.1, 1, 10, 50.

Fig. 1 Orr-Reynolds critical number Re for magnetic Couette flow (left panel) and Hart-
mann (magnetic Poiseuille) flow (right panel) as a function of the wave number a and
magnetic Prandtl number Pm = 0.1.

In Fig. 1 we fix Pm = 0.1 and Ha = 0.1, 1, 10, 50 and we obtain the Reynolds
number Re as a function wave number a. For each fixed value of Ha the critical
Reynolds value, Re E is found taking the minimum of Re with respect to the
parameter a.
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5 Conclusion

In this paper we study the monotone nonlinear energy stability of magne-
tohydrodynamics plane Couette and Hartmann shear flows with rigid and
non-conducting boundaries.

We solve the conjecture given in [1] proving that the nonlinear critical
Reynolds number is obtained on spanwise perturbations. To prove this we
compare two functional ratios and take into account that the second member
of the energy equation has a scale invariance property with respect to the fields
u and h. We therefore solve the Euler-Lagrange equations and prove that the
maximum is obtained on the functions which have v = 0, k = 0 and do not
depend on y.

This results implies a Squire theorem for nonlinear stability. Moreover, for
Reynolds numbers less than ReE there can be no transient energy growth.
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