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On Green’s function of the vorticity formulation for the 3D Navier-Stokes

equations

Igor Kukavica, Fei Wang, and Yichun Zhu

ABSTRACT. We give a novel vorticity formulation for the 3D Navier-Stokes equations with Dirichlet boundary
conditions. Via a resolvent argument, we obtain Green’s function and establish an upper bound, which is the
3D analog of [24]. Moreover, we prove similar results for the corresponding Stokes problem with more general

mixed boundary conditions.
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1. Introduction

We consider the Cauchy problem for the 3D incompressible Navier-Stokes equations

Oy —vAu+u-Vu+Vp=0

divu =0
ul—0 = ug
on the half-space
H=T2?xR,,

where R = [0, 00), with the no-slip boundary condition

ulom = 0.
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(1.1)
(1.2)
(1.3)

1.4

(1.5

Here, v > 0 is the kinematic viscosity. Formally setting v = 0 in (1.1)—(1.3) we arrive at the 3D incom-
pressible Euler equations, with the so called slip boundary condition given by u-n|sg = 0. It is well-known
that the vorticity plays an important role in studying the Navier-Stokes equations. For instance, in the do-
mains without boundaries, the Navier-Stokes equations can be equivalently considered using the vorticity
instead of the velocity. A benefit of such formulation is eliminating the pressure, which is replaced by the
Biot-Savart law. However, when considering the Navier-Stokes equations in the presence of boundaries,
there is a difficulty with the boundary conditions for the vorticity, and thus the vorticity formulation is not as
commonly used. This difficulty was overcome by Anderson, who introduced in [1] the boundary conditions
for the vorticity in the 2D case. Using Anderson’s boundary conditions [1], Maekawa in [19] reformulated
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the 2D Navier-Stokes equation using the vorticity by a semigroup approach. The reformulation allowed
him to obtain a result stating that the inviscid limit holds in the half-space provided the initial vorticity is
compactly supported.

The Anderson-Maekawa vorticity formulation [1, 19] was further explored by Nguyen and Nguyen [24],
who computed Green’s function and obtained an upper bound for its derivatives. This paper is the starting
point for our main results. Namely, the main goal of the present paper is to obtain a new formulation
of the 3D Navier-Stokes vorticity setting (see (2.19a)—(2.19¢)), derive the corresponding Green’s function
(see (4.1)), and obtain upper bounds for the Green’s function (see Theorem 4.3). In particular, we show that
the Navier-Stokes equations with no-slip boundary conditions can be written as

wt+u-Vw—vAw =w-Vu (1.6)
V(0. + A)wr +vVATIV, - w,

= 0.(—Ap) ' (~u-Vw,; +w-Vu,) + Vo (—AN) " (—u - Vws +w - Vu,) on OHI, 1.7)
w3 =0  ondH, (1.8)

where 7 indicates the tangential components; see Section 2 for the definitions of (—Ap)~! and (—Ax) ™'
For the corresponding Stokes problem, we get a decomposition of the Green function mode by mode in
Fourier frequency

Ge(t,y;2) = He(t,y; 2) + Re(t,y; 2),

where H¢(t,y; z) is the heat kernel with homogeneous boundary condition in positive half line and the
remainder term R (t,y; z) satisfies a bound as the heat kernel with a fast decay tail (see (4.11) and (4.12)
for more details). After finding Green’s function for the problem (1.6)—(1.8), we obtain the upper bounds
(4.11) and (4.12) where G satisfies (4.6). In 2D, such upper bounds were obtained by Nguyen and Nguyen
in [24]; the bounds proved to be extremely useful in the inviscid limit problem ([2, 15, 16, 24]). The form
of the upper bounds allows one to obtain the 3D analog of the result from [15, 16] on the inviscid limit for
data that are analytic in a neighborhood of the boundary and Sobolev away from the boundary.

We point out that in the paper [13], Kosaka and Maekawa obtained a vorticity boundary conditions,
which agree with (1.7) for the horizontal components of the vorticity; however, the condition O3w3+V'-w' =
0 from [13] is replaced by the simple Dirichlet condition ws = 0. Our simplification of the boundary condi-
tions allows for a simpler treatment of the Green’s function and easier derivation of the upper bounds stated
in Theorem 4.3. Besides simplifying the boundary conditions, the derivation of the conditions also appears
to be new. Instead of the explicit verification, we justify our conditions by a new uniqueness argument; see
the proof of Theorem 2.5 (see the argument after the proof of Lemma 2.4). Finally, note that our last section
provides an upper bound for the semigroup under general conditions on the Stokes problem.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we prove that all solutions of the Stokes system satisfy
the Neumann/Dirichlet boundary conditions. Note that the basic step is the uniqueness argument presented
at the end of the section. Section 3 introduces the analytic semigroup using the resolvent inequality, stated
in Theorem 3.1. Section 4 introduces Green’s function with Theorem 4.2, which is the sum of the classical
heat Neumann and residual kernels. The following statement, Theorem 4.3 contains an upper bound for the
spatial derivatives of the residual kernel. The proof of this statement is inspired by [24]. The upper bounds
apply to the inviscid limit problem for the half-space, which states that the inviscid limit holds locally in
time for data that is analytic close to the boundary and Sobolev regular elsewhere. We do not present the
details since they follow [16] (see also [30] for an alternative approach). In the last part of the section, we
prove Duhamel’s formula. Section 5 then contains the derivation of the resolvent and Green’s function upper
bounds in the case of general boundary conditions.

2. Vorticity formulation

2.1. A derivation of the vorticity formulation. In this section, we provide the derivation of the new
vorticity formulation. Throughout the paper, we use 7 to denote the tangential component of a vector. We
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denote by (Ap)~! f the solution & to the Dirichlet problem
—Ah=f inH
v(h) =0,

where both f and h are smooth and with the necessary decay for h at infinity; we denote by -~y the trace of
the function on OH, or R, depending on the context. Similarly, we denote by (Ax)~!f the solution & to
the Neumann problem

—Ah=f inH
7(0:h) =0
with lim,_,~ h(z) = 0. Also, we introduce the operator
®(h) = ((=Ap)~'hr, (—AN) " hy) . 2.1)

Then we have the following lemma.

LEMMA 2.1. Assume that h: H — R3, smooth with compact support in H, is such that h = 0 on OH
and div h = 0 in H, then we have curl(®(curlh)) = h in H.

PROOF OF LEMMA 2.1. First, observe that
/ curl h(z)o(z)dx = / h(z) curl ¢(z) dx, (2.2)
H H
for all h,¢ € (C0°° (E))3 such that h, = 0 on JH. Using the Helmholtz decomposition, for every f €
(C(‘)’O(E))?’ there exist ¢: H — R and ¢: H — R? such that f = V¢ + curl ¢ and (curl ¢)3 = 0 on 9H
the functions ¢ and ¢ belong to all W*®, where k € Ny and p € (1,00); see [22]. Thus we have

/RS curl(®(curlh))(z) - f(x)dx = / curl(®(curl h))(z) - (Va—i- curl(¢)) dz. (2.3)

R3
Let g = ®(curl h), and note that by the definition of ®, we have g, = 0 on JH. Since
curl(Vo) = 0
and
curlcurl = —A¢ + V(div ¢), (2.4)

we obtain, using (2.2), (2.3), and (2.4),
/ curl(®(curl h))(z) - f(x)dx = / (—Ag(x) + V(div g)(x)) - ¢(x) dz.

R3 R3

By the definition of ®, we have
—Ag(z) = curl h.
Since h; = 0 on OH, we may use (2.2) again to obtain
/ curl(®(curl h))(x) - f(z)dx = / (h(z) - curl ¢(z) + V(div g)(z) - ¢(x)) dz.
R3 R3
On the other hand, since A(divg) = div(Ag) = —div(curl h) = 0 and
gr =0 and a393 =0,
we get A(div g) = 0 and y(div g) = 0, which implies div g = 0. Hence, we have
/ curl(®(curlh))(z) - f(x)dx = / h(z) - curl ¢(x) dz
R3

R:
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Finally, since div A = 0, we have
/ h(z) - V(x)dz = 0.
R3
Therefore, using also f = V(?S + curl(¢), we conclude that

/ curl(®(curl h))(z) - f(x)dx :/ h(z) - f(z) dx,

R3 R3

which proves the result. ([l
We also need the following identities.

LEMMA 2.2. For a smooth function f, we have
05 Af) = v(05f) + A (v(f)) (2.5)

and
YAVAS) = () + A7 (7(95.1)), (2.6)

where A = (—AT)l/ 2 and v is the trace operator restricted at z = 0.

PROOF OF LEMMA 2.2. The function g = ABIAf satisfies

Ag=Af
7(g) = 0.
Then
Alg—f)=0
(g = f)=—(f)

By the definition of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map DN, we have v(93(g — f)) = DN(v(f)) (note that the
normal derivative on OH equals —03), from where we get

Y(939) = v(95f) + DN(v(f)) = v(05f) + A-(v(f)),

which gives (2.5) since (03¢g) equals the left-hand side in (2.5).
To get (2.6), we set g = AglAf so that

Ag=Af
v(03g) = 0.
This leads to
Alg—f)=0

Y(95(g = f)) = —v(03f).

Denoting by ND = DN~! the Neumann-to-Dirichlet map, we have y((g— f)) = ND(y(d5f)) (again noting
that the normal derivative and 03 have opposite signs) and thus

1(g9) = v(f) + ND(v(33f)) = v(f) + A7 (v(951)),
from where (2.6) follows. ]

Now, we are ready to derive the vorticity formulation of the 3D Navier-Stokes equations. Applying the
curl to the equation (1.1) gives
wt+u-Vw—rvAw =w - Vu.
By Lemma 2.1, the Biot-Savart law for the mixed Dirichlet-Neumann condition reads
u=curl W, where W = ®(w) 2.7
We next obtain the boundary conditions for w. For the third component of the vorticity, we have

w3 = 81UQ — 82u1 =0 on OH
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To get the boundary conditions for the horizontal component wo, first note that
w = 0oWs — 93Wa = 9o(—AN) 'ws — 93(—Ap) ' ws. (2.8)
Using (1.1) and (2.8), we obtain
—9ur = (93(—Ap) ' Ows) — (Oa(—AN) ' Opws)
= (83(—AD)_1(—u -Vwy +w - Vug + VAwg)) (2.9)
- <82(—AN)_1(—U -Vws +w - Vus + I/A(Ug)) on OH.

By (2.5), we have
Y(03(—Ap)  Aws) = —y(d3wa + Ayws) (2.10)
while (2.6) implies
Y(02(=AN) " Aws) = —y(Daws + Do A;  Dsuw3). (2.11)
Using y(u1) = 0, along with (2.10) and (2.11) in (2.9), we get

vy((93 + Ay)ws) — vy(O2 AT D3w3)

1 1 (2.12)
=7(035(=Ap) M (~u- Vws + w - Vug)) — v(82(—An) " (—u - Vws + w - Vug)).
Analogously, we obtain the boundary condition for w; as
vy((03 + Ay )wi) — vy (01 A Dsw3) @13
=7(03(—=Ap) M (~u- Vwi + w- Vu)) = v(02(—An) " (—u - Vws +w - Vug)). '
Using also the divergence-free condition Osw3 = —V, - w;, in (2.12) and (2.13), we obtain the vorticity
formulation for the 3D Navier-Stokes equations with mixed boundary conditions,
wi+u-Vw—vAw =w-Vu (2.14)

v(0, + AH)w, + uvTA;lvT C Wy
= 0.(—Ap) H~u-Vw, +w-Vu,) + V,(~Ayx)"! (—~u- Vws +w - Vu,) on OH, (2.15)
w3 =0 on OHL (2.16)

2.2. Equivalence of the vorticity and velocity formulations. Next, we show that the vorticity system
obtained above is equivalent to the original Navier-Stokes system.

THEOREM 2.3. Consider the Navier-Stokes system (1.1)—(1.3) with the initial data ug € H2(H) with
the classical compatibility conditions. Then the system is equivalent to (2.14)—(2.16).

Note that the H2(H) initial velocity does not require any compatibility condition other than div ug = 0
and y(ug-n) = 0 (see [27]). This guarantees that u € L*([0, 7], H3(H)), which allows us to define the trace
of O.w. Note that the H? regularity of the vorticity is sufficient to define the trace of 7(0zwr¢) for t > 0.

We prove Theorem 2.3 by considering, more generally, the Stokes problem

ou—vAu+Vp=f (2.17a)
divu =0 (2.17b)
u=0 on R (2.17¢)

Uli—o = g (2.17d)
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and its vorticity formulation

w; — VAw = curl f (2.18a)
v(0, + Ar)wr + uvTA;lvT cwr = Ky (curl f)  onORy, (2.18b)
w3 =0 on OR . (2.18c)
wli=p = curluy (2.18d)

where
K.(9) = 0.(—Ap) 'gr + V. (—An) g3,

assuming a mild decay of wug, f, u, and w in z. Taking the Fourier transform of (2.18) with respect to the
tangential variables gives

Opwe — vAgwe = (curl f)e (2.19a)
— (05 + |€))wr g + VEE]TIE - wre = (K (curl £))e  on IR, (2.19b)
wze =0 on OR, (2.19¢)

for which we may derive uniqueness of solutions, where
Ag = — ] + 2. (2.20)

In the most of the paper, we consider ¢ € Z? fixed. For the Stokes problem, we assume that (curl f )e
and (K (curl f))¢ are sufficiently smooth with a sufficient decay at infinity. For instance, we can take
(curl f)e € L2([0,T], L*(Ry)) and (K, (curl f)¢|) continuous in time.

LEMMA 2.4. There exists a unique solution in L>([0,T], H'(R,))N L2([0,T], H%(R.)) to the Stokes
problem (2.19) with the initial vorticity in H' (R ).

PROOF OF LEMMA 2.4. The existence is due to the classical existence result of Stokes system and we
then turn to the uniqueness part. It suffices to prove that O is the only solution of the equation

Oywe — VAgwe =0 (2.21a)
—(8; + |€])wr.g]m0 + VEIE|THE - wrg]mo = 0 (2.21b)
w3 ¢|:=0 = 0, (2.21¢)

with the initial condition 0 for every & € Z? and with the velocity in L>([0, T], H2(R))NL2([0,T], H3(R.)).
From

8tw3,5 — I/Agu)&g =0
w3,§‘z:0 = 07

we first obtain that w3 ¢ = 0.
Taking a dot product with § with the equations for wy ¢ and ws ¢ in (2.21a), we obtain

O (& - wrg) —VA(E - wre) =0. (2.22)
Then, multiplying both sides of (2.21b) with £ leads to
—v(0: + [£)€ - wre +V[E[ - wre =0 ondRy,
which gives, after a cancellation,
0.(6-wre) =0  ondR,. (2.23)
Combining (2.22), (2.23), and & - w, ¢|¢—o = 0 gives
§-wre=0 (2.24)
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for ¢t > 0. Using (2.24) in (2.21b), we obtain

Opwr e — VAcwre =0
(0 + [¢])wre =0 ondR,.

Taking an inner product of (2.22) with w; ¢, we get

1d 9
2 g orellie e, ) = /R (—I* + 02)wre(2) - wre(2)dz
+
2 2 2
= —I€P - lonelEae, )~ €l loncOF = [ 10won(2)Pdz <0,
where we integrated by parts in the second step. This implies that w, ¢ = 0, concluding the proof. g

THEOREM 2.5. Consider the Stokes problem (2.17) with the initial data ug € Hz(H) and the force
f € L([0,T], H' (1)), with the classical compatibility conditions. Then the system is equivalent to (2.18).

PROOF OF THEOREM 2.5. The argument above, starting with (2.7), showing if u solves (1.1)—(1.5),
then w = curlu solves (2.14)—(2.16), carries over to the Stokes case. Namely, the argument shows that if «
is a solution of (2.17a)—(2.17d), then w = curlw solves (2.18a)—(2.18d). Conversely, assuming that w solves
the equations (2.18a)—(2.18d), and letting u = ®(w), we claim that u solves (2.17a)—(2.17d). Consider the
solution u of the problem (2.17a)—(2.17d); we claim that v = u. The vorticity w corresponding to u, i.e.,
w = curlu, satisfies (2.18a)—(2.18b). By Lemma 2.4, we obtain w = w, from there u = ®(curlw) =
®(curlw) = u, which gives u = w, as claimed. O

PROOF OF THEOREM 2.3. The proof follows directly from Theorem 2.5 by setting f = —u - Vu in the
equations (2.17). O

3. Analytic semigroup

In this section, we study the horizontal components of the system (2.18), which leads to the resolvent
equations

)\w§ — I/Agu)g = f
— (05 + |€])we|2=0 + EJ€]THE - we|sm0 = 0,

for fixed £&. And the vertical component satisfies the heat equation with the Dirichlet boundary condition,
for which the analysis is standard.

DEFINITION 3.1. Let A be the realization of the Laplace operator vA¢ with the boundary condition
(05 + [€)u + €¢I u =0,
in L?(R. ), where vy denotes the trace operator at {z = 0}. We define the domain of A¢ by
D(A¢) = {u € HA(Ry) : —(Bs + €]yu + €[] 1€ - u = 0}

Above and in the sequel, we do not distinguish in notation between vector and scalar valued function
spaces; for example, we write L?(R ) for (L?(R))2.
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3.1. Resolvent equation in L2, We first solve the resolvent equation

(A =vAgu = f, 3.1)
—7(0s + §))u + €[] 7'¢ - u =0 (3.2)
for f € L?(R,), where £ € Zis fixed and A € (—|¢|?v, +00) \ {0}. Tt is straight-forward to check that the
results obtained below extend to A € C \ ((—o0, —|£|?v] U {0}). To start, we extend f evenly to f on R by

sy {f(z), z € [0,+00)

f(=2), z€(=00,0]

and solve the non-homogeneous equation

A =vAgv=f (3.3)

in L?(R). Since f € L?(R,) and thus f € L?(R), we may take the Fourier transform of (3.3) in z and
obtain

A+ v(EP + [C))F(v) = F(f), 3.4)
with ¢ denoting the corresponding Fourier variable. Hence, we get

v=F (A + vl + 1PN TF) = FH O+ vl + 16P)71) + .

where * denotes the convolution in z variable. Letting

pw=v"2/ N+ ¢)? (3.5)

results in
FHOA P+ ) = [ e de= o [ e
v e 1P i) T
Recalling the Fourier transform of the Poisson kernel, we have
-1 2 2\ —1 I
FH O+ v€P + 1027 (2) = 5, e
Therefore, we obtain
SR S e P Y50 S S (G [ N SR/ ) RPN

v(z) = on _Ooe f(zhds = i )y (e +e >f(z )dz'.

The difference w = u — v satisfies
A=vAgw =0

3.6
(0 + €] + A€l - w = (s + €]y — V(€€ v) o IR, G0

In order to obtain a solution in L2 (R4), we note that, based on the first equation in (3.6), w has the form
w(z) = cpe H?, (3.7)
where ¢y € C2. To find ¢y, we first compute the value of (9, + [£|)w + £]¢| 1€ - w at the boundary,
(=8 + [EDw + €] - w) = y(peoe™ — [Eleoe + E[E]THE - coe)
— pieo — [€lea + E[€1 1€ - o, oy

From (3.8), we thus obtain

Beo = 7((8 + [€])v — €] 71¢ - v), 3.9)

where the matrix B is given by

_ (g + &gt &1621€] )
b= < &i&l¢™! w— €|+ E3E7 ) (3.10)
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It is easy to check

det B = pu(u — |¢]),

, which holds if A # —v¢? and A # 0. We then obtain
co from (3.9), which then gives w by (3.7). Then u = v + w satisfies the system (3.1) with the boundary
condition (3.2). For a solution u € L?(R ), denoting

u=R(N\A)f = (A~ 47,

then we have
R(A;Ag)f =v+w

where ) ~

o) =5 (e—fﬂz—y' + e—”‘”y‘) F(2)dz G.11)
and

w(y) = B~'y((9s + [€])v — €l¢[ € - v)e Y, (3.12)
with u as in (3.5).

Next, we show that the operator A¢ is sectorial and thus generates an analytic semigroup
Se(t) := / eMR(\; Ag)d), (3.13)
r

where I' C p(A¢) is a path which starts as Re A — —oo as Im A — —o0, encircles 0 on the right side and
ends as Re A - —oo and Im A — oo.

THEOREM 3.1. The operator A¢ is sectorial and generates an analytic semigroup S¢ on L2 The
resolvent set p(Ag¢) of Ag contains C\ ((—oo, —v[£[*] U {0}). Moreover, we have

IR A 122 < Col A+ v[e]?[™ (3.14)
and
IR Ag) || 2oy mn < Cov™ V2N + w2712 (3.15)

for
A€ Spe={N€eC:|N|>colé |arg V| < 6},

where 0 € (0,7) is a constant and co > 0 is arbitrarily small.

PROOF OF THEOREM 3.1. With Au — Agu = f, we aim to bound ||u|| 2 by || f|| 2. Recall that u(y) =
v(y) + w(y), where v and w are given in (3.11) and (3.12), respectively. By (3.4) and Plancherel’s identity,
we have

2 _ 2 _ oo 1 n 2
HfUHL2 - H‘F(U)HLZ _C/O ’)\+V(‘§’2+ K,Q),Q‘f(f)(g)’ dC S ’)\_’_ ‘6’2’2”.]0”[/27 (316)

where c is a constant. For w, note that

-1 _ 1 <M|f|—f% —&162 >
Elup—1E) \ —&&  pll-&

and
(@ +[€)v —€lelT' e v =¢lv—¢lg[7'¢- v onOR,.

Hence, we have

w(z) ’6‘( ! ’5‘) < 62 >’Y(§2vl - 517)2)6_uz'
Since also

(O] S

L
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we get
e 1 ¢
lwlz2 S wO) S —5 £l L2,
B i —TeD] v [ — e[
where the norms are taken in the z variable. Recalling the definition of y from (3.5), we obtain
€] 1
[wllze < 1fllze < : (3.17)
A+ v[€2] 1 — (€] (VI+A/V[EP = D)IA+v[E?
Since A € Sp ¢, there exists a constant Cy ,, such that
C@w
w||z2 fllze- (3.18)
Combining (3.16) and (3.18), we obtain (3.14). Next, by Young’s inequality, we have
1 +oc0o V|<|2 _
2 2 2
o2 = [CF )2 = & / FHQ)P d¢
” ”Hl H ( )”L2 v Jo ‘)\—FVUSP—F‘CP)P’ ( )( )‘ 3.19)
<L e |
= A+ [T
Similarly,
RS S 1
[wllg < lw(0)] < [fllze < 1fllz2- (3.20)
[(u— 1D vpln— €] (V14 AVIER = DA+ v[E][V2 /v
Combining (3.19) and (3.20), we then obtain (3.15). ]

3.2. Extension of G ¢ and S¢(t). We now extend our definition of R()\, A¢) and Se(t) from L%(Ry)
to the space of finite Borel measures M = M (R, ). We first prove the following lemma.

LEMMA 3.2. The operator R(\; A¢) is symmetric for all X € p(Ag).

PROOF OF LEMMA 3.2. For any u,v € D(A¢) € C*(Ry), we denote f = (A — Ag)u and g =
(A — Ag)v. Integrating by parts gives

(f, R\ Ag)g) 2 = (A = Ag)u, v) 12
= (u, A+ vIE[*)0) 2 — v8ou(2) - 0(2) =0
+00
+vu(z) - 0,0(2)|s=0 — / u(z) - v0*0(2) dz
0
Since u,v € D(Ag), applying the boundary condition gives
(A= Ag)u,v) 2 = (u, (A + [€]%)0) L2 + u - v(|€]o + 8.0 — E[E] 7€ - D)=

+o0o
- / u(z) - v92o(2)dz
0

from where it follows
(f; B(X; Ag)g) 12 = (A = Ag)u, v) 12 = (u, (A = Ag)v) 2 = (R(A; Ae) f, 9) >
and the proof is complete. O
For ¢ € M, we consider the linear functional Tjs: L?(R4) — R defined by
Ty(f) = (6, RO AQ)f), [ e LX(Ry)

Since R(\; Ag)f € HY(R4) € Cy(R4) for f € L*(R,), we obtain by (3.15), that T}, is a bounded linear
functional on L?(R}.). Therefore, for ¢ € M, we may define R()\; A¢)¢ as an element in L?(R..).
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DEFINITION 3.2. For any ¢ € M, we define R(\; A¢)¢ to be an element in L?(R. ) such that
(R(A; Ae)d, framy) = (@ BN Ae) ) mxcy(R)»
forall f € L?(Ry) and A € p(Ag).

Since S¢(t) is an analytic semigroup, we have S¢(t)f € D(A) for f € L*(Ry) and ¢ > 0, and hence
Se(t)f € L*°(Ry). Therefore, for ¢ € M, we may similarly define Se(t)¢ as an element in L*(R.) as
follows.

DEFINITION 3.3. Forany ¢ € M and ¢ > 0, we define S¢(t)¢ as an element in L?(R}.) such that
(Se(O)@, Flraw,) = (6, Se(t) f) mxcy(ry)-
for any f € L%(R;).

REMARK 3.3. Due to analyticity of the semigroup, we immediately obtain that S¢(t)f € C°°(Ry.) for
t>0and f € L%

4. Green’s Function
4.1. Analytic representation of Green’s function. Now, we introduce Green’s function
Ghre(2) == R(\; Ag)diag(0.,92). 4.1)
From Definition 3.2, we have
<G)\,§(y)7 f> = <dlag(6y7 5y)7 R()‘v Aﬁ)f>7 f € (L2(R+))27
where the duality M-C,(R) is understood. By (3.11) and (3.12), we have
1 o o
Grew) ) =5 [ e fas 4 [T MG e @)
Vi Jo 0

where M (z) € R?*2 solves the equation
1
BM f(y) = @(82 13 G AV

1 _ ly— _
B %5\61 e (et el L,
and B is given in (3.10). Hence, we obtain

<M— €] + &gl &1&E™ )M(z)f _e” ( (& f1 — &i&afo)lEl™ >
St w— &+ &€ v \(=&i&fi + & f)lE

for any f € R?, which implies that
plEl -6 &é > e < & —§1€2>
("8 wie)ue=S0 (G 8°) 3
Computing M (z) from (4.3) then leads to
_e” 1 plgl - & —&é > < & —51€2>
M(z) = v | (p— [€]) ( —&&  plEl-&)\—a&L &

e L ( & —§1§2>
v [€l(p— &) \—&& & )’
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and replacing this in (4.2), we get

(Gre(y), f) = /OOO i(e_“‘y_z‘ + e+l <§1(«2§> dz

v 2(%
> i —pl|y+z| 1 ( f% _§1§2> <f1(2)>
o w mm ee &) (BG) =
Finally, we note that
1 _ mA €] _ ¢

vplél (e —1gl) — plél(vu —vIgl?) — plglA

Thus we obtain the following result.

LEMMA 4.1. Let = v~ Y2 /X + [€[2v where X € C\ (—o0, —|€|>v] and \ # 0. There holds

(Grely / Gre(y,2)f(2)dz, feC(Ry),
and the kernel G ¢(z,y) is given by
G)\@(y7 Z) = H)\,f(y7 Z) + R)\,ﬁ(y7 Z)a

where .
— = (o Hly—2] —ply+z|
Hje(y, 2) 2w (e +e )2
and €] 3
B+ &5 —£1£2> —uly+2|
Rye(z,y) = ulytal 44
re(2:Y) pA|€| (-5152 &2 c (@4)

with I5 denoting the 2 X 2 identity matrix.

Next, we calculate the time-dependent kernel G¢(t,y) = Sg(t)dy, where t > 0. By Definition 3.3, we
have

(Se(t)3y, f) =0y, Se(t)f),  fe L (Ry).
Using Definitions 3.2 and 3.3, we obtain
(Ge(t,y), £) = (Se(t)dy, [) = by, Se(t) f) = /F {3y, RO\ A) f) dA = / M(R(X; Aoy, f) dA

where I is a path as in after (3.13). By Lemma 4.1 and Fubini’s Theorem, we arrive at

(Ge(t,y), / )‘t/ Gre(y, 2)f(2)dzd\ = /000 </F e)‘tGA,g(y,z) d)\> f(2)dz.

Defining
Gf (t7 Y Z) = / e)\tGA,S(yv Z) d>\7 (45)
r
we have the following theorem.

THEOREM 4.2. The kernel G¢(t,y; z) has the form

Ge(t,y; 2) = He(t,y; 2) + Re(t, y; 2), (4.6)
where
1 lz—y|? lz+y|? 2
He(t,y,z) = —= e Wt +e  av e VIl 'r, 4.7
Vit
and

o [ ouptlEl & —§1§2> —ply+2|
Rg(t,y,z)—/re e <_§1§2 &2 e MIYTELd ), (4.8)
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with p = v=Y2 /X + |€|2v and I denoting the 2 x 2 identity matrix. The matrix function (4.6) solves the
system

0iGe(t,y;2) —vDAeGe(t,y;2) =0, t>0 (4.9a)
(0. + |E)Ge(t,y; 2) |20 + vEIE| 7' - Ge(t,y; 2) =0 = 0, (4.9b)
Ge(t, y; 2)|i=0= 6y(2)I2, z >0, (4.90)

fory > 0.

PROOF OF THEOREM 4.2. We get the equation (4.7) by solving the heat equation with the homoge-
neous Neumann condition, while (4.8) follows directly from (4.4) and (4.5). By Lemma 4.1, both G¢
and H are continuous with respect to z, and (4.9b) holds. To prove (4.9a), it suffices to check that
(01Ge(t,y) — AeGe(t,y), f) = 0, for any f € Cg°(R4). Indeed, integration by parts gives

(AcGelto). ) = [ T4 )Gty ) f(2) dz = / T Gelt, s ) (—€ 1 ) (=) d.
0 0
Hence, we have

(0iGe(t,y) — AcGe(t, y), f) = (OeSe(t)dy, ) — (Ge(t,y), Acf).

By the absolute convergence of the integral

/ / MGy ¢ (y, 2) ANf(2) dz,
0o Jr
we have

<atsf(t)5y7 f> = <5y7 8t55(t)f>
Hence, we obtain

(0:Ge(t,y) — AcGe(t,y), f) =(8y, 0pSe(t) f) — (Se(t)dy, Acf)
:<5y= 8t55(t)f> - <5y7 Aisﬁ(t)ﬁ'

By the analytic semigroup property of S¢ in L?, there holds
pSe(t)f — AeSe(t) f = 0,

from where

(Oy, OpSe() f — AeSe(t) f) =0,

establishing (4.9a).
The boundary condition (4.9b) follows by a direct computation, and we omit further details.
Finally, we check (4.9¢c). For f € C§°(R4.), we have

(Se(t)dy, f) = (0, Se(t)f) and  lim Se(t)f = f,
by Definition 3.3, where the convergence holds uniformly on compact sets. Therefore, we have

which implies (4.9¢). ]
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4.2. An estimate for Green’s function. In this section, we prove a result of Nguyen-Nguyen type,
providing an upper bound for Green’s function.

THEOREM 4.3. The residual kernel R¢ may be decomposed as

Re = R + RY (4.10)
where RV and R® are defined in (4.13) and (4.14) below, with the two kernels satisfying the bounds
OF R (t,y,2)| < plTle P02 ke N @.11)
and
|8fR§2)(t,y, 2)| < ;6_%6_#, k € Ny (4.12)

~ (Vt)(k+1)/2

where 6y > 0 is a constant and the boundary remainder coefficient is given by py = po(&,v) = [€|+ \/5_1
The implicit constants in (4.11) and (4.12) depend on k.

PROOF OF THEOREM 4.3. We first consider the case when v|£ |2 < 1 and, as in [24], decompose the
contouras I' :=T"_ UT' Uy, where

r_.— {A - —%y|£|2 +v(a* — b%) + 2viab — iM, b € (—00,0]} ,
1 .
Loim { A= = 5P 4 va + M, 0 € [-n/2m/2 |

1

where a = |y + z|/2vt and M > 0 is large enough so that 0 is on the left-hand side of the contour I'.
We first consider the integral on I';. Recalling (3.5), we have

Re A Re A 1
Rep > \/L+|£|2> Vi (|5|+ﬁ>

and

Reu > /ReA/v > a.

Since |A| 2 1 on I, there exists a constant 6, depending on the choice of T, such that

a
Re > Oopuo + -

2
For the case v|¢|? < 1, we set
Rél)(t,y, z) :/ MRe(N,y, 2) dX (4.13)
Te
and
Rf) = / e)‘th(/\,y, z) dA. (4.14)
r_ury

Then we have
‘Rél)(t,y, z)‘ </ Mt gva?t ,— 2|y+| ;—~Bopoly-+2]

Gl 1 €[,

Recalling that © = v~ 1/2 /X + |€]2v from (3.5), we bound

2
g < g+ L '5'”5"\/“'?5”2

~ MO?
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obtaining

/ e’\th(t,y,z) d)\' < poeloroly+2l,

C

For the integrals on I'_ and ', we have

1 2 ly+2|? 2
< e—Eu\S\ b~ “ant e—ub t

‘ekte—ulyﬂl

, Ael_uUly,

which gives

212
/ eMRg()\,y,Z) d)\‘ §/ e‘%l/|§|2t6_\yz’t\ e_ubZt
r_ury r_ury

A I
L

Since on I'_ UTy, we have A = —3v[¢|? + v(a? — b%) + 2viab £ iM, we obtain
d\ = —2vi(a + bi) db,
and thus
polel L 2ilatbi)
pA )

Since u? = M\/v + [£[2 on T_ UT, we get

1 ) . _
pt = lE* 4 (a+ib)? £ My,
which implies
la+b]> S [ul + €7 + v S
Therefore, we obtain that

/ e*th(/\,y, z) d/\‘ S/ 6_%”‘5‘2%_‘yjuzt‘ze_”b%i‘g’ “|a + bil
r_ury R (= 1€1)]

</e—%l/52te—%ztze_”b2t7|£|'|'u| db.
~ Jr l(pe = [€])]

Let v|£|? = 7~ 1, and note that 1 < r. Since 1 < |A\ on '_ UT, we may write

€] < 1 < 14 /7|l <1
=&l = |VT+rx—1] 7|Al

db

Hence,

‘ZJ‘FZ‘Z \y+z\2

For the derivatives, we have

% / e”Ra(A,y,zw‘s / e forolut=]
I

c

pA Il
— | [&]]dA].
]
Since p < v~'/2 < g, under the condition |¢|2v < 1, we may bound
‘/ e)‘th(/\,y, Z) d/\‘ < M§+1600M0‘y+z‘.
Te

The derivative for the part of I'_ U I'; can be treated similarly as for I'.
We now address the case v|¢|? > 1, considering the contour

[:={\=—v|¢” +v(6%a® — b*) + 2vifab, b € R},

/ eAtRﬁ(/\&/’ z) d/\‘ 5/ e~ Vet~ ot g < (Vt)_1/2e_%”‘5‘2te_w.
r_ur, r_ur,

15
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where = 1 when a/|{| € (—00,1/2) U (3/2,00) and 6 = 1/2 when a/|{| € (1/2,3/2). Note that we do
not require that O is on the left of the contour any more; we have

Re(t,:2) = B (0,052) + RO (00i2) = B (tyi2) + [ e Bl gy

where Rél)(t, y; z), for the case v|¢|? > 1, is defined as the residue of eM R¢ (), y, 2) at the pole A = 0if 0
is on the right of the contour I" and 0 otherwise. On I', we may write

pw=~6a+ib and X\ =v(0a+ib+ [£])(0a+ib—|E])

and
€| fa + ib + | .
B BHgldN] = 2u(6 b)| |db
‘ o | = e e s+ ) e £ o —Jep /20 + b)) ldb
€]
=——>_|db| < |db|.
Gt ib— g = 1
Therefore,

2
|

[e.e]
/e)‘te_“y+zL|£||§|d/\ SC’oe_”‘s‘Qte_‘yth / eVt db.
T ,U/\ —0o0

IR (t,y;2)| <

When v|¢|? > 1, a direct calculation gives
]Rél)(t,y; 2)| < 2I¢|e el < 906 zrolutal,
proving (4.11) and (4.12) for £ = 0. The estimates for k£ > 0 follows similarly to the previous case. O

4.3. Duhamel’s principle. Finally, we address Duhamel’s principle for the Stokes problem. We con-
sider the equation

Oywe — VAgwe = f (4.15a)
(0 + € wrglsmo0 + VEIE|TE - wr gm0 = g (4.15b)
w3.¢|s=0 = 0, (4.15¢)

with f, g sufficiently smooth, and ¢ € Z? is fixed. From the discussion above, it is easy to check that Green’s
function for the equation has the form

Ge +(t,y; 2) 0
Gelt,y;2) = | &7\ ,
e(t:4:2) < 0 Ges(t,y; 2)
where
1 _ \Z*y\Q _ \z+y\2 _ 2 12 + ‘g’ 62 —6162 _
Ger(ty;2) = — | e Wt +e vt e VIEFtT _|_/e)\t 2 e Hlytzl gy
ertn) = 5 Jerrn [ (e 8
Due to the Dirichlet boundary condition, there holds
1 Bl lz+y|? 2
Ges(t,y;2) = —— | e7 et —e avt e VIERt,
5,3( Y ) m( >

Now we are ready to establish Duhamel’s formula.

THEOREM 4.4. For any T > 0, and for any f € L>(0,T;L*(Ry)) and g € L>(0,T), the unique
solution in L*([0, T, H' (R,)) N L>=([0,T], L?>(R)) to the linear Stokes equation (4.15), with the initial
data wy ¢(2) in LY(R.), has the representation

00 t 00
wg(t,y):/o Gg(t,y;z)wo,g(z)dz—k/o/o Ge(t —s,y:2) f(s,2) dzdt

t 4.16)
+/0 Ge(s,952)] =0 (9(08)> ds.
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The proof of this theorem is obtained by standard methods, and thus the proof is omitted.

As pointed out in the introduction, Green’s function representation (4.16), together with (5.10)—(5.11)
and the upper bounds in Theorem 4.3 have as an immediate consequence the 3D analog of the result [15],
which states that the inviscid limit holds, locally in time, for the Navier-Stokes equations with data analytic
close to the boundary and Sobolev in the rest of the domain. For the seminal work on the inviscid problem in
domains with the boundary, see [11]; for various works on the Kato criteria from [11], see [5, 6, 7, 8, 12, 28,
31]. For the results with analytic data analytic or analytic close to the boundary, see [2, 4, 9, 14, 15, 16, 20,
25, 26, 29] for results on flows with symmetry, see [17, 18, 23], and for other results and a review [3, 10, 21].

5. Green’s function for general boundary condition

In this section, we compute Green’s function for more general boundary conditions and then provide its
upper bound. To be specific, we consider the Stokes problem

8tw§ — I/Agu)g = Ng
—VO,wrg|=0 + vD(§)wrglm0 = —Brg
w3¢|z=0 = 0, .
We assume that D(&) satisfies the following hypothesis.
HYPOTHESIS 1. We assume that the matrix D(&) is of the form
() 7(5))
D(£) =
©=(59 5
where the entries satisfy

(1) det D(§) =0 and
(2) «(§),b(¢) > 0and a(§) + B(§) < Cpl€|, where Cy > 0,

for all ¢ € Z2.

5.1. Analytic semigroup. We first consider the realization of the Laplace operator vA with a more
general boundary condition.

DEFINITION 5.1. Let A¢ be the realization of the Laplace operator A¢ with the boundary condition
—0u~+ D(§)ul.—o =0,
in (L?(R4))2. We define the domain of A¢ by
D(A¢) = {u € (H2(R}))* and — d.u + D(€)u)amp = 0} .
Similarly to Section 3, we have the following resolvent estimates.
THEOREM 5.1. Assuming that Hypothesis 1 holds, the operator A¢ is sectorial. The resolvent set p(Ag)
of Ag, contains C \ ((—oo, —v|¢]?] U {v((a + B)% — [£*)}). Moreover; we have
IR(X; Ag)ll 22 So V2IA+vIEP™! (5.2)

and
RO A o So V2o Y2 A+ vje? 7, (5.3)

for
A€ S@,g,a,ﬁ = {/\/ €C: |/\/| > Cv max((a + ﬁ)27 |£|2)7 |arg )‘/| < 9}7

forany 0 € (0,7) and C sufficiently large.
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PROOF OF THEOREM 5.1. We consider the resolvent equation
(/\ - I/Ag)u :f

with A € Rand f € L?(R,). As in Section 3, let = v~ /2 /X + |€]2v. As in Section 3.1, the function v
defined by

(5.4)

v(y) = /0 ﬁ (e—u\z—y\ + e—u\ery\) f(2)dz,

solves (A — vA¢)v = f, with the homogeneous Neumann boundary condition. To match the boundary
condition, we write u = v + w where

/ M(2)f(z)eMdz. (5.5)
The function M : R, — C2*? is chosen so that
A—vAgw =0
(A —vAgw 5.6)
V(03(w +v) + D(§)(w +v)) = 0.
Following the arguments in Sections 3 and 4, we obtain
(0w + D) = (- D(E)) [ MC:
and -
e
Yow + DEW) = D) [ S fa)dz,
o v
which then leads to
0o ,—puz
/ M(2)f(2)dz + (u — D(€))"'D(€) / ew f(z)dz = 0. (5.7)
0
It is easy to check that when A\ # v((a + 8)? — |€]?), the matrix u — D(&) is invertible, and we have
- 1 -8 a v
- (1))
=D 0O = (57,70 (4]
Using det D(¢) = a8 — 2 = 0, we obtain
1
— D)D) = ————D(¢). 5.8
(4= D)D) = 55 010) 59
Using (5.8) in (5.7), together with
A— I/Ag)/ M2)f(z)e™dz=0 inRy, (5.9
0

resulting from (5.5) and (5.6)1, we obtain, after some computation,
e H*

T

Thus, for any f € (L*(Ry))? and A € C\ {v((a + B)? — |¢|?)}, we obtain an explicit solution to the
system (5.4), which reads

0o 00 e Hly+z|
u(y) = /0 ﬁ (e‘”‘z_y‘ + e_“‘zﬂ/‘) f(z)dz +/0 e _M(a n 5))D(§)f(z)dz.

To derive (5.2), we observe that instead of (3.17) we have
Juw G

I S VP T T AR — (o + B)lel

1f1l Lz
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Hence, as in Theorem 3.1, upon choosing our contour Sy, o g carefully so that the term /1 + \/v|€]? —
(ac+ B)/|€| is bounded from below, there exists a constant Cy ,, o g such that (5.2) holds. The proof of (5.3)
is similar to (3.20) in Theorem 3.1. O

5.2. Green’s function. From the previous considerations, it is easy to check that Green’s function for
the system (5.1) takes the form

v (Ger(tys 2) 0
Gg(t,y72) - < 0 Gg’g(t,y;Z) ) (510)
where
1 [ =2 e\ e _ D(§)
G (t,y’ Z) P, <e wt +e Avt > e V|§| t_|_ / eAte H‘y‘i’z‘ d)\
o Vot r vl — (@ + B))
=:Her(t,y;2) + Re 7 (L, 43 2)
and
1 e s
Ges(t,y; 2) = ﬁ (e_ T e S > e vIEPt, (5.11)
Similarly to Theorem 4.3, we have the following statement.
THEOREM 5.2. The residual kernel R¢, may be decomposed as R¢ r = Réll + Ré 3 with the two
kernels satisfying the bounds
R (b, 2)| S e ool e ®™eR g e (5.12)
and
9 1 _wt2)?  _vjg?
OFRE)(t,y. 2)| < T (5.13)

where 6y > 0 is a constant and the boundary remainder coefficient is given by po = po(&,v) = [€|+ \/5_1.
The implicit constants in (5.12) and (5.13) depend on k.

REMARK 5.3. Note that this result should be seen as a generalization of Theorem 4.3. In fact, if we
further assume that o + 8 < |¢], then the two results coincide.

PROOF OF THEOREM 5.2. Since
1 p+ (a+B)

vp(p — (a+B))  wA+ (€ = (a+B)?)’

we have

Re - (t,y; 2) = / eMeHlytal pta+p D(&) d.

r pA+v(EP = (a+p)?)
By Hypothesis 1, there holds

D] < I€]-

We first consider the case when v/|¢|? < 1 and decompose the contour as I' := T'_ UT, UT, with

1

r_ .= {A = —§y’§‘2 +v(a* — b%) + 2viab — iM, —b € [0,00)} :
1 .

T, := {/\ = —§y|§|2 +va?+ Me?, 0 e [—7T/2,7T/2]} )

1
I, = {)\ = _§U|§|2 +v(a® — b%) + 2viab + iM, +b € [0,00)},
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for some positive number M large enough so that a ball B centered at v((a + 8)? — |€[?) with radius 2Cy
is on the left-hand side of the contour I' , where Cyy > 0 is as in Hypothesis 1 and

_y+ 2|
aq = —-.

5.14
2ut ( )

Similarly to the proof of Theorem 4.3, we have

a
Re p1 > Oopio + 7

Recalling

w+a+p
(A +v([E)? = (a+ 8)?))

Re(Ay,2) = 6_“'“2'# D(¢),

we obtain

‘Ré—l)(t7y72)‘ — ‘/ e)\th()\7y7z) d}\‘ 5 eMteuazte—%|y+z|e—6)0,uo\y+z\ |M||+| |£| lf‘d)\
I L. K

where we used that v|¢|? < 1. Hence, we get

/ e Re(t,y, 2) d)\‘ < poelorolytlr(athy—ler)t,

C

For the integral on I'_ U I', we have

y+z|?

1 2 | 2
‘exte—u\yw\ < e 3VIEPLe= U gt

which gives

Xt _lyjge vz ey ptatp
eV Re(N,y, 2 d/\‘ §/ e 2 e~ wt e E|ldA.
fo, RO S [ WO+ e =t o) |

Since A = —1v[¢|? + v(a® — b%) + 2viab £ iM onI'_ UT', we have
d\ = —2vi(a + bi)db.

Similarly to the proof of Theorem 4.3, we have |a + ib| < |u|. Therefore, we may write

[o¢] 212
/ M Re(\.y,2) d/\‘ S / e dvlePte- i e It o T IR g
r_ur, —0 [1? = (a+ B)?|

5/00 e—%V|§|2te_%e_”b2t7|£| db.
. l—a— B

Since 2Cy < |AonI'_ UT', we have

| rmwuﬁ 1 o
gl W1+ @lER) A =G

Hence,

ly+2|2

e} > 2
/ eAth()\,y,z) d)\‘ SJ/ e VIt ot gy < (Vt)_l/ze_%”‘g‘%e_%.
F,UF+ —0o0

The proof for the derivatives is the same as in the proof of Theorem 4.3.
We now consider the case when v[£|? > 1 using a contour

[={\=—v|¢” + v(6%a® — b*) + 2vifab, b € R},
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similar to the one in the proof of Theorem 4.3, where § = 1 when a/(a + 3) € (—00,1/2) U (3/2,00) and
0 =1/2 when a/(a + ) € (1/2,3/2), where a is defined in (5.14). Then
Re(t.y;2) = RO (ty;2) + RO (ty; 2)
_ pWy At —ply+z] pt+a+p
=R (t,y7z)+/e e M
¢ r pA+v(EP = (a+ B)?))

where Réz) (t,y; 2) is the residue of eM R¢ (), y, 2) at the pole A = v(—|&2+ (a+3)?) if v(—[£2+ (a+B)?)
is on the right of the contour I" and 0 otherwise. On I', we have

p=~0a+ib, X =v(0a+ib+ [£])(fa +ib— [¢])

D(&)dA

and
w+a+ 3 fa+ib+a+f .
d\| = 2v(0 b)||db
u()\—l—u(\g]?—(a—i—ﬁ)?))" | ‘(6a+ib)y(9a+z‘b+a+5)(9a+z’b—a—B) V(6 + b)) |db|
1
= <
|6a + ib — o — 6[|db| S ldbl
Therefore,
w+o+p

[D(E)[|dA]

Rt yi2)| < [ e
r

pA + v([€]* = (o + B)?))
< Coe_’j'g'zte_‘yjf / eVt dp,
R

When v|¢|? > 1, a direct calculation gives

RO (2,3 2)| < e (@) ~1PNg)g|elellr=] < 9yp0e= bbbl ov(lat)?~le)

proving (5.12) and (5.13) for £ = 0. The estimates for £ > 0 follows similarly as in the previous case,
concluding the proof. ([l
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