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Effect of weak elasticity on the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability
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Abstract

In this paper, we present an analysis of the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability in two-dimensional

ideal compressible elastic flows, providing a rigorous confirmation that weak elasticity has a

destabilizing effect on the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability. There are two critical velocities, Ulow

and Uupp, where Ulow and Uupp represent the lower and upper critical velocities, respectively. We

demonstrate that when the magnitude of the rectilinear solutions satisfies Ulow + cǫ0 ≤ |v̇+1 | ≤
Uupp−cǫ0, the linear and nonlinear ill-posedness of the piecewise smooth solutions of the Kelvin-

Helmholtz problem for two-dimensional ideal compressible elastic fluids is established uniformly,

where c is the sound speed and ǫ0 is some small enough positive constant.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we will prove that weak elasticity has a destabilizing effect on the Kelvin-Helmholtz

instability for the ideal compressible elastic fluids. The two-dimensional compressible inviscid elas-

todynamics in the domain R2 for time t ≥ 0 is considered as the following form:











∂tρ+ div(ρu) = 0,

∂t(ρv) + div(ρu⊗ u) +∇p = div(ρFF T ),

∂t(ρFj) + div(u⊗ ρFj − ρFj ⊗ u) = 0,

(1.1)

where the functions ρ, u, p and Fj represent the fluid density, the velocity, the pressure and the jth

column of the deformation gradient Fij , i, j = 1, 2 respectively, p is a C∞ function of ρ, defined on

(0,+∞), and such that p′(ρ) > 0 for all ρ. The speed of sound c(ρ) in the fluid is defined by the

relation:

∀ρ > 0, c(ρ) =
√

p′(ρ). (1.2)

The system (1.1) is supplemented by the divergence constraint

div(ρFj) = 0, j = 1, 2 (1.3)
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and this property holds at any time if it is satisfied initially.

Assume U(t, x1, x2) = (ρ, u, F )(t, x1, x2) to be the solution of the system (1.1) which is smooth

on each side of the surface Γ(t) := {x2 = f(t, x1)}, here function f describing the discontinuity front

is part of the unknown of the problem, i.e. this is a free boundary problem and x1 is tangential

coordinate. The whole space R2 can be seperated by Γ(t) into the upper domain Ω+(t) and the

lower domain Ω−(t), which are defined by

Ω+(t) := {x2 > f(t, x1)},

and

Ω−(t) := {x2 < f(t, x1)}.

We denote the solutions of the upper and lower fluids by

U =

{

U+(t, x1, x2), in Ω+(t),

U−(t, x1, x2), in Ω−(t),
(1.4)

where U± = (ρ±, u±, F±). As we are interested in the smooth solutions of (1.1) on either side of

Γ(t), such piecewise smooth solutions U to be weak solutions of (1.1) should satisfy the Rankine-

Hugoniot conditions:






















∂tf [ρ]− [ρu · n] = 0,

∂tf [ρu]− [(ρu · n)u]− [p]n+ [ρFF Tn] = 0,

∂tf [ρFj]− [(ρu · n)ρFj ] + [(ρFj · n)u] = 0,

[ρFj · n] = 0,

(1.5)

where the notation [φ] = φ+|Γ(t)−φ−|Γ(t) denotes the jump of a quantity φ across Γ(t), n = (−∂1f, 1)
is a normal vector to Γ(t) with ∂1 = ∂/∂x1. If we denote mass transfer flux by S± = ρ±(∂tf−u± ·n),
in according with the first condition in (1.5), we get [S] = 0. In order to induce Kelvin-Helmholtz

instability, we assume that S± = 0 and F±
j · n = 0 on Γ(t). Therefore, for Kelvin-Helmholtz

instability, the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions (1.5) give the boundary conditions

p+ = p−, ∂tf = u+ · n = u+ · n, F+
j · n = F−

j · n = 0 on Γ(t). (1.6)

To complete the statement of the problem, we specify initial conditions. For the initial front f(0),

we give the initial interface Γ(0) = {x2 = f(0, x1) = f0(x1)}, which yields the open sets Ω±(0) on

which we specify the initial density, velocity and deformation gradient, ρ±(0) = ρ±0 : Ω±(0) → R+,

u±(0) = u±0 : Ω±(0) → R2 and F±(0) = F±
0 : Ω±(0) → R2×2, respectively.

Because p′(ρ) > 0, the function p = p(ρ) can be inverted, allowing us to write ρ = ρ(p). Given

a positive constant ρ̇ > 0, we introduce the quantity σ(p) = log(ρ(p)/ρ̇) and consider σ as a new

unknown quantity. In terms of (σ, u, F ), the equations (1.1) become














∂tσ + (u · ∇)σ +∇ · u = 0,

∂tu+ (u · ∇)u+ c2∇σ =
∑2

j=1(Fj · ∇)Fj ,

∂tFj + (u · ∇)Fj = (Fj · ∇)u,

(1.7)

where the speed of sound is considered as a function of σ, i.e., c = c(σ).

The jump conditions (1.6) may be rewritten as

u+ · n = u− · n, σ+ = σ−, F+
j · n = F−

j · n = 0 on Γ(t). (1.8)
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1.1. Rectilinear solution

It is easy to see that the system (1.1)-(1.6) admits contant solutions U̇ = (ḟ , ρ̇, u̇, Ḟ ) with the

corresponding interface satisfying Γ := {x2 = 0} for all t ≥ 0. Then the corresponding domain

satisfies Ω+ = Ω+(t) = R× (0,∞) and Ω− = Ω−(t) = R× (−∞, 0) for all t ≥ 0. More precisely, the

front is flat, i.e., ḟ = 0. To make sure the constant density ρ̇± satisfy the jump condition (1.5), we

must impose that

ρ̇+ = ρ̇− =: ρ̇, (1.9)

where ρ̇ is a positive constant. Under a Galiean transformation, we may assume that the upper

fluid moves in the horizontal direction with some constant velocity and the lower fluid moves by the

same constant velocity in the opposite direction, i.e, the constant velocity field u̇ is the following

form:

u̇ =

{

(u̇+1 , 0) x2 ≥ 0,

(u̇−1 , 0) x2 < 0,
(1.10)

where the constants u̇+1 , u̇
−
1 satisfy

u̇+1 = −u̇−1 . (1.11)

Under the change of the scale of measurement, the constant deformation gradient Ḟ is the

following form:

Ḟ =























[

Ḟ+
11 Ḟ+

12

0 0

]

x2 ≥ 0,

[

Ḟ−
11 Ḟ−

12

0 0

]

x2 < 0,

(1.12)

where the constants Ḟ+
11, Ḟ

+
12, Ḟ

−
11, Ḟ

−
12 satisfy

Ḟ+
11 = −Ḟ−

11, Ḟ
+
12 = −Ḟ−

12. (1.13)

1.2. History result

In Chandrasekhar’s book [2], the stability problem of superposed fluids can be divided into two

kinds, the first kind of instability is called Rayleigh-Taylor instability. There are lot of works about

mathematical analysis of the Rayleigh-Taylor instability problem ([1], [16], [17],[18],[21], [22]). Ebin

in [14] proved the instability for the Rayleigh-Taylor problem of the incompressible Euler equation,

while Guo and Tice in [17] showed the instability of this problem for the compressible inviscid

case. Moreover, the Rayleigh-Taylor instability for the viscous compressible fluids was proved in

[18] and for the inhomogeneous Euler equation in [21]. The second type of instability arises when

the different layer of stratified heterogeneous fluids are in relative horizontal motion. In this paper,

we study the second kind.

The stability problem of two fluids in a relative motion has attracted a wide interest of researchers

of various fields. This type of instability is well known as the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability which

was first studied by Hermann von Helmholtz in [20] and by William Thomson (Lord Kelvin) in [23].

The Kelvin-Helmholtz instability is important in understanding a variety of space and astrophysical

phenomena involving sheared plasma flow such as the stability of the interface between the solar
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wind and the magnetosphere ([11],[19], [30]), interaction between adjacent streams of different

velocities in the solar wind [33] and the dynamic structure of cometary tails [12].

There are a lot of progress on the well-posedness of solutions for the Kelvin-Helmholtz prob-

lem of the ideal fluids. The Kelvin-Helmholtz instability configuration is also known in literature

as the ‘vortex sheets’, as their vorticity distribution is described by a δ-function supported by a

discontinuity in the velocity field at the sheet location. In the pioneer works [8], [9], Coulombel

and Secchi proved the nonlinear stability of vortex sheets for the ideal compressible flows by using

a micro-local analysis and Nash-Moser method. Later on, Morando, Trebeschi and Wang [27], [28]

generalized this result to the two-dimensional ideal nonisentropic compressible flows. Their method

in [8] also has been used to deal with the two-dimensional magnetohydrodynamics (MHD) flows, a

necessary and sufficient condition is obtained for the linear stability of the rectilinear vortex sheets in

Wang and Yu [40]. Moreover, for the three-dimensional compressible magnetohydrodynamics flows,

Trakhinin [35], [36] and Chen-Wang [3] adopted a different symmetrization approach to prove the

linear and nonlinear stability of compressible vortex sheets. These results indicate the stabilization

effects of the magnetic fields on the current vortex sheets. On the other hand, these stabilization

effects of the magnetic fields on the current vortex sheets are also shown in the incompressible case.

Under the Syrovatskij stability condition [31], Morando, Trakhinin, and Trebeschi [26] proved an a

priori estimate with a loss of three-order derivatives for the linearized system. Trakhinin [36] proved

an a priori estimate without loss of derivative from data for the linearized system with variable co-

efficients under a strong stability condition. In a recent work [10], Coulombel, Morando, Secchi,

and Trebeschi proved an a priori estimate without loss of derivatives for the nonlinear current-

vortex sheet problem under the strong stability condition. Nonlinear stability of the incompressible

current-vortex sheet problem was proved by Sun-Wang-Zhang under Syrovatskij stability condition

in [34]. For vortex sheets in elastic flows, Chen, Hu and Wang ([5], [6]) proved strong elasticity can

inhibit Kelvin-Helmholtz vortices. Further, Chen, Huang, Wang and Yuan proved the stabilization

effect of elasticity on three-dimensional compressible vortex sheets in [7].

Meanwhile, there are some progress on the ill-posedness of solutions for the Kelvin-Helmholtz

problem of the ideal fluids. For Kelvin-Helmholtz instability in the incompressible Euler flows,

Ebin in [14] proved linear and nonlinear ill-posedness of the well-known Kelvin-Helmholtz problem.

Recently we prove linear and nonlinear ill-posedness of the Kelvin-Helmholtz problem for incom-

pressible MHD fluids [38] under the condition violating the Syrovatskij stability condition. On the

other hand, for Kelvin-Helmholtz instability in the compressible Euler flows. It has been well-known

by Landau [24] that the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability is suppressed in compressible supersonic flows.

By the normal mode analysis, it is also shown in [15], [25] that the linear Kelvin-Helmholtz instabil-

ity can be inhibitied when the Mach numberM :=
|v̇+

1
|

c >
√
2 and the solutions of the linear equation

are violently unstable whenM <
√
2. Our work [39] proved ill-posedness of Kelvin-Helmholtz prob-

lem for the nonlinear Euler fluids exhibit the same ill-posedness as their linearized counterparts in

[15], [25] under the condition ǫ0 ≤M ≤
√
2− ǫ0, where ǫ0 is a small but fixed number.

Our aim of this paper is to prove weak elasticity has a destabilizing effect on the Kelvin-

Helmholtz instability of the two-dimensional ideal compressible elastic fluids. By the eigenvalue

analysis for the linearized system to the Kelvin-Helmholtz problem of the two-dimensional ideal

compressible elastic fluids, we show that the front will grow instantaneously with time envloves

for the high frequency case when Ulow < |v̇+1 | < Uupp. Inspired by the works [17], [29] and
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[39], we prove the ill-posedness of the nonlinear system (1.1)-(1.6) uniformly when the recti-

linear solutions satisfy Ulow + cǫ0 ≤ |v̇+1 | ≤ Uupp − cǫ0 with Ulow :=
√

((Ġ+
11)

2 + (Ġ+
12)

2) and

Uupp :=
√

2c2 + ((Ġ+
11)

2 + (Ġ+
12)

2).

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we reformulate the system in a new

coordinate and derive the wave equation of the pressure. Besides, we state the main result in the

flatting coordinate. In Section 3, we give an analysis of the root for the symbol of the linearized

system to the Kelvin-Helmholtz problem of the two-dimensional ideal compressible elastic fluids,

which help us identify the instability condition that the rectilinear solutions need satisfy. In Section

4 and Section 5, we prove the linear and nonlinear ill-posedness of Kelvin-Helmholtz problem for

the ideal compressible elastic fluids.

2 The new formulation and main result

2.1. The new formulation

Our analysis in this paper relies on the reformulation of the problem under consideration in new

coordinates. To begin with, we define the fixed domains Ω± as

Ω+ :=
{

x ∈ R2 : x2 > 0
}

,

Ω− :=
{

x ∈ R2 : x2 < 0
}

.
(2.1)

Define the fixed boundary Γ as

Γ :=
{

x ∈ R2 : x2 = 0
}

.

To reduce our free boundary problem to the fixed domain Ω±, we consider a change of variables by

(t, x) 7→ (t, x1, x2 + ψ(t, x)) with x = (x1, x2) which maps the fixed domains into the free boundary

domains. We construct such ψ via multiplying the front f by a smooth cut-off function depending

on x2:

ψ(t, x1, x2) = θ(
x2

3(1 + a)
)f(t, x1), a = ‖f0‖L∞(R), (2.2)

where θ ∈ C∞
c (R) is a smooth cut-off function with 0 ≤ θ ≤ 1, θ(x2) = 1, for |x2| ≤ 1, θ(x2) = 0 for

|x2| ≥ 3, and |∂2θ(x2)| ≤ 1 for all x2 ∈ R, writing ∂j = ∂/∂xj . We also assume

‖f0‖L∞(R) ≤ 1. (2.3)

Moreover, we have
ψ(t, x1, 0) = f(t, x1),

∂2ψ(t, x1, 0) = 0,

|∂2ψ| ≤
1

3(1 + a)
|f |.

(2.4)

The change of variables that reduces the free boundary problem (1.1) to the fixed domain Ω±

is given in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Define the function Ψ by

Ψ(x1, x2) := (x1, x2 + ψ(t, x)) , (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× Ω. (2.5)

5



Then Ψ : (x1, x2) 7→ (x1, x2 + ψ(t, x)) is a diffeomorphism transform from Ω± to Ω±(t) for all

t ∈ [0, T ]. In particular, we emphasis that Ψ|t=0 : Ω̄
± 7→ Ω̄±(0) is a diffeomorphism transform.

Proof. Since ‖f0‖L∞(R) ≤ 1, one can prove that there exists some T > 0 such that sup[0,T ] ‖f‖L∞ <

2, the free interface is still a graph within the time interval [0, T ] and

∂2Ψ2(t, x) = 1 + ∂2ψ(t, x) ≥ 1− 1

3
× 2 =

1

3
,

which ensure that Ψ : (x1, x2) 7→ (x1, x2 +ψ(t, x)) is a diffeomorphism transform from Ω± to Ω±(t)

for all t ∈ [0, T ].

We introduce the following operator notation

A = [DΨ]−1 =

(

1 0

−∂1ψ/J 1/J

)

,

a = JA =

(

J 0

−∂1ψ 1

)

,

and J = det[DΨ] = 1 + ∂2ψ. Now we may reduce the free boundary problem (1.7)-(1.8) to a

problem in the fixed domain Ω± by the change of variables in Lemma 1.1. Let us set

v±(t, x) := u±(t,Ψ(t, x)), G±(t, x) := F±(t,Ψ(t, x)),

q±(t, x) := p±(t,Ψ(t, x)), ̺±(t, x) := ρ±(t,Ψ(t, x)),

h±(t, x) := σ±(t,Ψ(t, x)).

(2.6)

Throughout the rest paper, an equation on Ω means that the equation holds in both Ω+ and Ω−.

For convenience, we consolidate notation by writing v, Gj , q, ̺, h to refer to v±, G±
j , q

±,̺±, h±

except when necessary to distinguish the two.

We also introduce the notation:

∇ψ = AT∇,∆ψ = (AT∇) · (AT∇). (2.7)

Then equations (1.7) and boundary condition (1.8) can be reformulated as:















































∂th+ (v̆ · ∇)h+∇ψ · v = 0 on Ω,

∂tv + (v̆ · ∇)v + c2∇ψh =
∑2

j=1(Ğj · ∇)Gj on Ω,

∂tGj + (v̆ · ∇)Gj = (Ğj · ∇)v on Ω,

∇ψ · (̺Gj) = 0 on Ω,

∂tf = v · n on Γ,

[v · n] = 0, [h] = 0, Gj · n = 0 on Γ.

(2.8)

with the initial data

{

h|t=0 = h0, v|t=0 = v0, Gj |t=0 = G0,j on Ω,

f |t=0 = f0 on Γ.
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where we have define
v̆ := Av − (0, ∂tψ/J) = (v1, (v · n− ∂tψ) /J) ,

Ğj := AGj = (G1j , Gj · n/J) .
(2.9)

Notice that

J = 1, v̆2 = 0, Ğ2j = 0 on Γ. (2.10)

The initial data are required to satisfies

∇ψ0 · (ρ0G0,j) = 0 in Ω,

h+0 = h−0 , v
+
0 · n0 = v−0 · n0, G+

0,j · n0 = G−
0,j · n0 = 0 on Γ.

(2.11)

Since we are interested in Kelvin-Helmholtz instability, the instability behavior firstly happens

on the boundary. To see this, we are going to derive an second order evolution equation for the

front f on the fixed boundary Γ. By using the momentum equation of (2.8), we deduce that

∂2t f =∂tv
+ · n+ v+ · ∂tn

=− (
(

v̆+ · ∇
)

v+ −
2
∑

j=1

(Ğ+
j · ∇)G+

j + c2∇ψh+) · n− v+ · (∂1∂tf, 0)

=− v+1 ∂1v
+ · n+

2
∑

j=1

G+
1j∂1G

+
j · n− c2∇ψh+ · n− v+1 ∂1∂tf

=v+1 ∂1n · v+ − v+1 ∂1∂tf +

2
∑

j=1

G+
1j∂1G

+
j · n+ c2∇ψh+ · n− v+1 ∂1∂tf

=− 2v+1 ∂1∂tf − c2∇ψh+ · n− (v+1 )
2∂211f +

2
∑

j=1

(G+
1j)

2∂211f on Γ.

(2.12)

Similarly, we can also derive an evolution equation of f from the negative part:

∂2t f = −2v−1 ∂1∂tf − c2∇ψh− · n− (v−1 )
2∂211f +

2
∑

j=1

(G−
1j)

2∂211f on Γ. (2.13)

Therefore summing up the “ + ” equation (2.12) and “− ” equation (2.13) to get

∂2t f + (v+1 + v−1 )∂1∂tf +
1

2
((c+)2∇ψh+ · n+ (c−)2∇ψh− · n)

+
1

2
((v+1 )

2 + (v−1 )
2)∂211f − 1

2

2
∑

j=1

((G+
1j)

2 + (G−
1j)

2)∂211f = 0 on Γ.
(2.14)

2.2. The wave equation for h

Applying the equation ∂t+ v̆ ·∇ to the first equation of (2.8) and ∇ψ· to the second one of (2.8)

gives














(∂t + v̆ · ∇)2h+ (∂t + v̆ · ∇)∇ψ · v = 0,

∇ψ · ((∂t + v̆ · ∇)v) +∇ψ · (c2∇ψh) = ∇ψ · (
2
∑

j=1

(Ğj · ∇)Gj).
(2.15)
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Next, we take the difference of the two equations in (2.15) to deduce a wave-type equation:

(∂t + v̆ · ∇)2h− c2∆ψh−
2
∑

j=1

(Ğj · ∇)(∇ψ ·Gj) = F , (2.16)

where the term F = −[∂t + v̆ · ∇,∇ψ]v −∇ψc2 · ∇ψh+
∑2

j=1∇ψĞj · ∇Gj is a lower order term in

the second order differential equation for h, here [f, g]a = f(ga)− g(fa) is a commutator.

As for the term
∑2

j=1(Ğj · ∇)(∇ψ ·Gj), by using the divergence constraint in (2.8), we rewrite

it as follows:

∇ψ · (̺Gj) = ∇ψ̺ ·Gj + ̺∇ψ ·Gj = 0, (2.17)

thus, we have

2
∑

j=1

(Ğj · ∇)(∇ψ ·Gj) = −
2
∑

j=1

(Ğj · ∇)(
∇ψ̺

̺
·Gj) = −

2
∑

j=1

(Ğj · ∇)(∇ψh ·Gj)

= −
2
∑

j=1

Gsj∂
ψ
s (∂

ψ
l hGlj) = −

2
∑

j=1

GsjGlj∂
ψ
s ∂

ψ
j h−Gsj∂

ψ
s Glj∂

ψ
l h.

(2.18)

Finally, substituting (2.18) into (2.16) and we deduce a wave-type equation for h:

(∂t + v̆ · ∇)2h− c2∆ψh−
2
∑

j=1

GsjGlj∂
ψ
s ∂

ψ
j h = Gsj∂

ψ
s Glj∂

ψ
l h+F , (2.19)

note that all terms in the right hand side of (2.19) are lower order terms.

From the boundary conditions in (2.8), we already know that

[h] = 0 on Γ. (2.20)

To determine the value of h, we add another condition involving the normal derivatives of h.

More precisely, Taking the difference of two equations (2.12) and (2.13), we can obtain the jump of

the normal derivatives ∇h± · n on Γ,

[c2∇ψh · n] = [−2v1∂1∂tf − (v1)
2∂211f +

2
∑

j=1

(G1j)
2∂211f ] on Γ. (2.21)

Combining (2.19), (2.20) with (2.21) to obtain the nonlinear system for h,







































(∂t + v̆ · ∇)2h− c2∆ψh−
2
∑

j=1

GsjGlj∂
ψ
s ∂

ψ
j h = Gsj∂

ψ
s Glj∂

ψ
l h+ F on Ω,

[h] = 0 on Γ,

[c2∇ψh · n] = [−2v1∂1∂tf − (v1)
2∂211f +

2
∑

j=1

(G1j)
2∂211f ] on Γ.

(2.22)
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2.3. Definitions and Terminology

Before stating the main result, we define some notation that will be used throughout the paper.

Throughout the paper, C > 0 will denote a generic constant that can depend on the parameters

of the problem, but does not depend on the data, etc. We refer to such constants as universal

constants. They are allowed to change from one inequality to the next one. We will employ the

notation a . b to mean that a ≤ Cb for a universal constant C > 0. Also the notation a & b

denotes a ≥ Cb. R means the real part of the complex function or number. We use x to mean the

2 dimensional vector (x1, x2). It is conventional that e2 = (0, 1) means the unit vector in R2.

Since we study two disjoint fluids, for a function ψ defined in Ω, we write ψ+ for the restriction

to Ω+ and ψ− for the restriction to Ω−. For all j ∈ R, We define the piecewise Sobolev space by

Hj(Ω) := {ψ|ψ+ ∈ Hj(Ω+), ψ− ∈ Hj(Ω−)}, (2.23)

endowed with the norm ‖ψ‖2
Hj = ‖ψ+‖2

Hj(Ω+)
+ ‖ψ−‖2

Hj(Ω−)
. The usual Sobolev norm ‖ψ‖2

Hj (Ω±)

is equipped with the following norm:

‖ψ‖2Hj (Ω±) : =

j
∑

s=0

∫

R×I±
(1 + η2)j−s|∂s2ψ̂±(η, x2)|2dηdx2

=

j
∑

s=0

∫

R
(1 + η2)j−s‖∂s2ψ̂±(η, x2)‖2L2(I±)dη,

(2.24)

where I− = (−∞, 0) and I+ = (0,∞) and ψ̂ is the Fourier transform of ψ via

ψ̂(η) =

∫

R
ψe−ix1ηdx1, (2.25)

for a function ψ defined on Γ, we define usual Sobolev space by

‖ψ‖2Hj (Γ) :=

∫

R
(1 + η2)j |ψ̂(η)|2dη. (2.26)

To shorten notation, for k ≥ 0, we define

‖(f, h, v,Gj)(t)‖Hk = ‖f(t)‖Hk(Γ) + ‖h(t)‖Hk(Ω) + ‖v(t)‖Hk(Ω) + ‖Gj(t)‖Hk(Ω). (2.27)

2.4. Main result

This paper is devoted to proving the ill-posedness of Kelvin-Helmholtz problem of the ideal

compressible elastic system under the following condition:

Ulow + cǫ0 ≤ |v̇+1 | ≤ Uupp − cǫ0, (2.28)

where we define Ulow :=
√

((Ġ+
11)

2 + (Ġ+
12)

2) and Uupp :=
√

2c2 + ((Ġ+
11)

2 + (Ġ+
12)

2), here ǫ0 is a

small but fixed constant, Ġ+
11 and Ġ+

12 are defined by (3.3), c = c(ρ̇) is the sound speed defined as

(1.2).
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Definition 2.2. We say that the problem (2.8) is locally well-posedness for some k ≥ 3 if there

exist δ, t0, C > 0 such that for any initial data (f10 , h
1
0, v

1
0 , G

1
0,j), (f

2
0 , h

2
0, v

2
0 , G

2
0,j) satisfying

‖(f10 − f20 , h
1
0 − h20, v

1
0 − v20, G

1
0,j −G2

0,j)‖Hk < δ, (2.29)

there exist unique solutions (f1, h1, v1, G1
j ) and (f2, h2, v2, G2

j ) ∈ L∞([0, t0];H
3) for the system (2.8)

with initial data (fk, hk, vk, Gkj )|t=0 = (fk0 , h
k
0 , v

k
0 , G

k
0,j), k = 1, 2 and there holds

sup
0≤t≤t0

‖(f1 − f2, h1 − h2, v1 − v2, G1
j −G2

j )(t)‖H3

≤ C(‖(f10 − f20 , h
1
0 − h20, v

1
0 − v20 , G

1
0,j −G2

0,j)‖Hk).
(2.30)

Theorem 2.3. Let the initial domain to be R2 = Ω+(0) ∪ Ω−(0) ∪ Γ(0). Suppose that the initial

data satisfies the constraint condition (2.3) and (2.11), further we assume the rectilinear solution

satisfies the instability condition (2.28). Then the Kelvin-Helmholtz problem of (2.8) is not locally

well-posed in the sense of Definition 2.2.

Remark 2.1. We construct the growing normal mode solution for the front f when the background

velocity satisfies Ulow < |v̇+1 | < Uupp. While for the linear and nonlinear problem, we can prove the

ill-posedness of the solutions (h, v,Gj) of the Kelvin-Helmholtz problem to the ideal compressible

elastic flow uniformly when Ulow + cǫ0 ≤ v̇+1 ≤ Uupp − cǫ0, where ǫ0 is some fixed small enough

positive constant and c is the sound speed.

Remark 2.2. Since Ψ : (t, x) 7→ (t, x1, x2 +ψ(t, x)) is a diffeomorphism transform, the ill-poseness

of system (2.8) in the flatten coordinate implies the ill-poseness of the solution to the original system

(1.1)-(1.6).

Remark 2.3. In this paper, we take (f2, h2, v2, G2
j ) exactly by the rectilinear solution (ḟ , ˙̺±, v̇±, Ġ±

j ).

Thus we prove the ill-posedness of the solution near the rectilinear solution for the free boundary

value problem of the two-dimensional ideal compressible elastic flows.

Remark 2.4. By taking Ġ = 0, the instability condition (2.28) becomes

ǫ0 ≤M :=
|v̇+1 |
c

≤
√
2− ǫ0, (2.31)

which reduces to the instability condition of Kelvin-Helmholtz problem for the compressible Euler

fluids(refer to [39] ) .

3 The Linearized Equations in new coordinate

In this section, we consider a linearized system in new coordinate and would construct a growing

normal mode solution for this linearized system. By taking Fourier trnasform of linearized system

and solving the linear equation for m̂, we finally derive a second order ordinary equation for ĝ and

obtain the symbol for ĝ. With the analysis of the symbol of ĝ, we show the instability condition of

the linear system of Kelvin-Helmholtz problem for the ideal compressible elastic fluids.
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Effect of elasticity on the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability

3.1. Construction of a growing solution of the linearized system.

It is easily verified that the particular solution in Euler coordinate is also a particular solution

in new coordinate such that

v̇± = u̇± =

{

(v̇+1 , 0) x2 ≥ 0,

(v̇−1 , 0) x2 < 0,
(3.1)

and

˙̺+ = ˙̺− := ˙̺. (3.2)

and

Ġ = Ḟ =























[

Ġ+
11 Ġ+

12

0 0

]

x2 ≥ 0,

[

Ġ−
11 Ġ−

12

0 0

]

x2 < 0.

(3.3)

Now we will consider a constant coefficient linearized equations which is derived by linearization

of equations (2.8), (2.14) and (2.22) around the rectilinear solutions: constant velocity v̇± = (v̇±1 , 0),

constant deformation matrix Ġ± = (Ġ±
11, Ġ

±
12, 0, 0), constant pressure ḣ

+ = ḣ−, flat front Γ = {x2 =
0} and around the outer normal vector e2 = (0, 1). Moreover, all the rectilinear solutions can be

transformed to the following form under the Galilean transformation and by the change of the scale

of measurement

v̇+1 + v̇−1 = 0, Ġ+
11 + Ġ−

11 = 0, Ġ+
12 + Ġ−

12 = 0. (3.4)

Remark 3.1. From now on and throughout this paper, We use the new notation (ḟ , ˙̺±, v̇±, Ġ±) to

denoe the rectilinear solution (ḟ , ρ̇±, u̇±, Ḟ±), which is in fact the same constant quantity. Here we

use the new notation to match the notation in the new coordinates.

Therefore, we have the following linearized equation around the rectilinear solution (ḟ , ˙̺±, v̇±, Ġ±)



























∂th+ v̇1∂1h+ divv = 0 in Ω,

∂tv + v̇1∂1v + c2(ḣ)∇h =
∑2

j=1 Ġ
+
1j∂1G

+
j in Ω,

∂tGj + v̇1∂1Gj = Ġ1j∂1v in Ω,

∂tf = v2 − v̇1∂1f on Γ.

(3.5)

To linearize the boundary conditions in (2.8), we let v = v̇ + ṽ and n = e2 + ñ, therefore we have:

[(v̇ + ṽ) · (e2 + ñ)] = [ṽ · e2] + [v̇ · ñ] + [ṽ · ñ] = 0,

where ñ = (−∂1f̃ , 0). Obviously, the third term is nonlinear term, it follows that

[ṽ · e2] = −[v̇ · ñ] = 2v̇+1 ∂1f̃ .

Similarly, we can deduce that

G̃2j − Ġ1j∂1f̃ = 0.

Thus, the boundary conditions can be linearized as follows:

[h] = 0, [v · e2] = 2v̇+1 ∂1f, G2j − Ġ1j∂1f = 0 on Γ. (3.6)
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We also get a linearized equation for the front f

∂2t f + (v̇+1 )
2∂211f +

c2

2
∂2(h

+ + h−)− ((Ġ+
11)

2 + (Ġ+
12)

2)∂211f = 0 on Γ, (3.7)

and a linearized system for the pressure h











(∂t + v̇1∂1)
2h− c2∆h− ((Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ+

12)
2)∂211h = 0, on Ω,

[h] = 0, on Γ,

[c2∂2h] = −4v̇+1 ∂t∂1f on Γ.

(3.8)

Since we want to construct a solution to the linear system (3.5)-(3.8) that has a growing Hk

norm for any k. To begin with, we assume the solution is in the following normal mode form:

h(t, x1, x2) = eτtm(x1, x2), v(t, x1, x2) = eτtw(x1, x2),

Gj(t, x1, x2) = eτtEj(x1, x2), f(t, x1) = eτtg(x1),
(3.9)

here we assume that τ = γ+ iδ ∈ C\{0} is the same above and below the interface. A solution with

R(τ) > 0 corresponds to a growing mode. Plugging the ansatz (3.8) into (3.5)-(3.8), we have



































τm+ v̇1∂1m+ divw = 0 in Ω,

τw + v̇1∂1w + c2∇m =
∑2

j=1 Ġ
+
1j∂1E

+
j in Ω,

τEj + v̇1∂1Ej = Ġ1j∂1w in Ω,

τg = w2 − v̇1∂1g on Γ,

[m] = 0, [w · e2] = 2v̇+1 ∂1g, E2j − Ġ1j∂1g = 0 on Γ.

(3.10)

and

τ2g + (v̇+1 )
2∂211g +

c2

2
∂2(m

+ +m−)− ((Ġ+
11)

2 + (Ġ+
12)

2)∂211g = 0 on Γ, (3.11)

and










(τ + v̇1∂1)
2m− c2∆m− ((Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ+

12)
2)∂211m = 0 on Ω,

[m] = 0 on Γ,

[c2∂2m] = −4v̇+1 τ∂1g on Γ.

(3.12)

3.2. The formula for ∂2m̂
+ + ∂2m̂

− on Γ

By taking the Fouier transform of problem (3.11) and (3.12), we deduce a formula for ∂2m̂
++∂2m̂

−

on Γ, then substituting this formula into (3.11), it follows that an second-order wave-type equation

for the front g. More precisely, we define the Fourier transform of m and g with respect to the x1
variable as follow:

m̂(η, x2) =

∫

R
m(x1, x2)e

−ix1ηdx1, ĝ(η) =

∫

R
g(x1)e

−ix1ηdx1.

Taking the transform of the problem (3.11) and (3.12), we derive the following equations

τ2ĝ − (v̇+1 )
2η2ĝ +

c2

2
∂2(m̂

+ + m̂−) + ((Ġ+
11)

2 + (Ġ+
12)

2)η2ĝ = 0 on Γ, (3.13)
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and










(τ + iv̇1η)
2m̂+ c2η2m̂− c2∂222m̂+ ((Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ+

12)
2)η2m̂ = 0 in Ω,

[m̂] = 0 on Γ,

[c2∂2m̂] = −4iv̇+1 τηĝ on Γ.

(3.14)

Solving the system (3.14), we obtain

m̂ =



















4iv̇+1 τηĝ

c2(µ+ + µ−)
e−µ

+x2 x2 ≥ 0,

4iv̇+1 τηĝ

c2(µ+ + µ−)
eµ

−x2 x2 < 0,

(3.15)

where µ± =

√

(τ±iv̇+
1
η)2+((Ġ+

11
)2+(Ġ+

12
)2)η2

c2
+ η2 are the root of the equation

−c2s2 + (τ ± iv̇+1 η)
2 + ((Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ+

12)
2)η2 + c2η2 = 0, (3.16)

here we notice that Rµ± > 0 since Rτ > 0.

By direct computation, we deduce

c2(∂2m̂
+ + ∂2m̂

−) = −4iv̇+1 ητ ĝ
µ+ − µ−

µ+ + µ−
on Γ, (3.17)

substituting (3.17) into (3.13) to obtain an second-order equation for ĝ

(τ2 − (v̇+1 )
2η2 − 2iv̇+1 ητ

µ+ − µ−

µ+ + µ−
+ ((Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ+

12)
2)η2)ĝ = 0 on Γ. (3.18)

3.3. Study of the roots of the symbol Σ

In order to further analysis the equation (3.18), we define the symbol of (3.18) by Σ:

Σ(τ, η) = τ2 − (v̇+1 )
2η2 − 2iv̇+1 ητ

µ+ − µ−

µ+ + µ−
+ ((Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ+

12)
2)η2, (3.19)

and define a set of “frequencies”

Ξ = {(τ, η) ∈ C× R : Rτ > 0, (τ, η) 6= (0, 0)}. (3.20)

Since we already know that Rµ± > 0 in all points with Rτ > 0. It follows that R(µ++µ−) > 0

and thus µ+ + µ− > 0 in all such points. In this paper, we are interested only in the unstable case,

the symbol Σ is defined in points (τ, η) ∈ Ξ.

We also need to know whether the difference µ+ − µ− vanishes.

Lemma 3.1. Let (τ, η) ∈ Ξ. Then µ+ = µ− if and only if (τ, η) = (τ, 0).

Proof. From (3.16), it implies that (µ+)2 = (µ−)2 if and only if η = 0 or τ = 0. Since (τ, η) ∈ Ξ,

only η = 0 case need to study. When η = 0, it follows that µ+ = µ− = τ/c.

We will discuss the roots of the symbol (3.19) in the instability case.
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Lemma 3.2. Let Σ(τ, η) be the symbol defined in (3.19), for (τ, η) ∈ Ξ. If Ulow < v̇+1 < Uupp, then

Σ(τ, η) = 0 if only if

τ = X1η, (3.21)

where X2
1 =

√

c4 + 4((Ġ+
11)

2 + (Ġ+
12)

2 + c2)(v̇+1 )
2 − (v̇+1 )

2 − (Ġ+
11)

2 − (Ġ+
12)

2 − c2 > 0. The root

τ = X1η is simple, i.e. there exists a neighborhood V of (X1η, η) ∈ Ξ and a smooth F defined on V
such that

Σ = (τ −X1η)F (τ, η), F (τ, η) 6= 0 for all(τ, η) ∈ V,

where F (τ, η) is defined as c2η2 dφdX (αX1 + (1− α)X)).

Proof. In according with the definition of Σ and Lemma 3.1, we can easily verify Σ(τ, 0) = τ2 6= 0

for (τ, 0) ∈ Ξ. Meanwhile, it is easy to check that Σ(τ, η) = Σ(τ,−η). Thus we can assume without

loss of generality that τ 6= 0, η 6= 0 and η > 0 and from Lemma 3.1 we know that µ+ − µ− 6= 0.

Therefore we compute
µ+ − µ−

µ+ + µ−
=

(µ+ − µ−)2

(µ+)2 − (µ−)2
=
c2(µ+ − µ−)2

4iv̇+1 τ
, (3.22)

and

(µ+ − µ−)2 = 2((
τ

c
)2 − (

v̇+1 η

c
)2 +

((Ġ+
11)

2 + (Ġ12)
2)η2

c2
+ η2 − µ+µ−), (3.23)

therefore we deduce that

µ+ − µ−

µ+ + µ−
=

2[τ2 − (v̇+1 η)
2 + ((Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ12)

2)η2 + c2(η2 − µ+µ−)]

4iv̇+1 τ
(3.24)

and substituting the above expression (3.24) into (3.18) we can rewrite it as

c2(µ+µ− − η2)ĝ = 0, on Γ. (3.25)

The symbol Σ can be reformulated as

Σ = c2(µ+µ− − η2). (3.26)

Let us set µ+µ− − η2 = 0 and introduce two quantities:

X =
τ

η
, µ̃± =

µ±

η
. (3.27)

Therefore we can deduce

µ̃+µ̃− = −1, (3.28)

and

(µ̃+)2(µ̃−)2 = 1. (3.29)

By the formula of the roots µ±, it follows that

(µ̃+)2 =
1

c2
[(X + iv̇+1 )

2 + (Ġ+
11)

2 + (Ġ+
12)

2] + 1, (3.30)

and

(µ̃−)2 =
1

c2
[(X − iv̇+1 )

2 + (Ġ+
11)

2 + (Ġ+
12)

2] + 1, (3.31)
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Hence we have

[(X + iv̇+1 )
2 + (Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ+

12)
2 + c2][(X − iv̇+1 )

2 + (Ġ+
11)

2 + (Ġ+
12)

2 + c2] = c4, (3.32)

which leads to the following equation for X2:

X4 + 2((v̇+1 )
2 + (Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ+

12)
2 + c2)X2 + (v̇+1 )

4 − 2((Ġ+
11)

2 + (Ġ+
12)

2 + c2)(v̇+1 )
2

+ ((Ġ+
11)

2 + (Ġ+
12)

2)2 + 2c2((Ġ+
11)

2 + (Ġ+
12)

2) = 0.
(3.33)

Using the quadratic formula, the two roots of the above equation are

X2
1 = −(v̇+1 )

2 − (Ġ+
11)

2 − (Ġ+
12)

2 − c2 +

√

c4 + 4((Ġ+
11)

2 + (Ġ+
12)

2 + c2)(v̇+1 )
2, (3.34)

and

X2
2 = −(v̇+1 )

2 − (Ġ+
11)

2 − (Ġ+
12)

2 − c2 −
√

c4 + 4((Ġ+
11)

2 + (Ġ+
12)

2 + c2)(v̇+1 )
2, (3.35)

We claim that the points (τ, η) ∈ Σ with τ = ±X2η are not the roots of µ+µ− = η2. Without loss

of generality, we can assume that Y2 is positive. From (3.35), we deduce

X2 = iY2, Y2 ≥ v̇+1 +

√

(Ġ+
11)

2 + (Ġ+
12)

2 + c2, (3.36)

from this we deduce Y2 ± v̇+1 >
√

(Ġ+
11)

2 + (Ġ+
12)

2 + c2. In accord with the equation (3.32) and

(3.33), it follows that

µ̃+ = i

√

(Y2 + v̇+1 )
2 − (Ġ+

11)
2 − (Ġ+

12)
2

c2
− 1, µ̃− = i

√

(Y2 − v̇+1 )
2 − (Ġ+

11)
2 − (Ġ+

12)
2

c2
− 1.

From which we know that µ̃+µ̃− = 1 is not satisfied. Similarly, we can show that (τ, η) ∈ Σ with

τ = −X2η is not root of µ+µ− = η2. On the other hand, from (3.36), we know that τ = iY2η is

imaginary root, thus it implies that Rτ = 0 and (±X2η, η) * Ξ.

Now we focus on the root X2
1 . If Ulow < v̇+1 < Uupp, from (3.34), we know that X2

1 is positive, it

follows that τ = ±X1η are real. The point (−X1η, η) * Ξ, thus we omit this point, we only study

the root τ = +X1η. Using a fact that square roots of the complex number a+ ib are

±{
√

r + a

2
+ isgn(b)

√

r − a

2
}, r = |a+ ib|. (3.37)

In our case here, we compute

µ+ =

√

r + a

2
+ i

√

r − a

2
, µ− =

√

r + a

2
− i

√

r − a

2
, (3.38)

where

a =
X2

1 − (v̇±1 )
2 + (Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ+

12)
2 + c2

c2
η2, b =

2X1v̇
±

c2
η2, (3.39)

so that µ+µ− = r > 0, therefore we deduce that in case of Ulow < v̇+1 < Uupp, the root of the symbol

Σ is the point (+X1η, η). In summary we can get a root (τ, η) with Rτ > 0, which is a unstable

solution.
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Now we prove that the root (X1η, η) are simple. We define φ(X) = µ̃+µ̃−−1, therefore we have

Σ = c2η2φ(X). By Taylor formula, we can write

Σ = c2η2(φ(X1) + (X −X1)
dφ

dX
(αX1 + (1− α)X)), 0 < α < 1. (3.40)

By direct computation, we have

φ(X1) = 0,
dφ

dX
=

2X/c

µ̃+µ̃−
{(X
c
)2 + (v̇+1 /c)

2 + 1}.

Since dφ
dX (X1) 6= 0, by the continuity of dφ

dX , it follows that dφ
dX (αX1 + (1 − α)X)) 6= 0. Therefore

we complete the proof of this lemma.

4 Ill-posedness of solutions for the linear problem

4.1. Uniqueness for the linearized equations (3.5)-(3.6)

To begin with, we prove a uniqueness result for the linearized system (3.5)-(3.6).

Lemma 4.1. Let f, h, v,Gj be the solution to the linearized equations (3.5)-(3.6) with the initial

data (f, h, v,Gj)|t=0 = 0. Then it holds (f, h, v,Gj) ≡ 0.

Proof. Taking the standard inner product of the first equation and second equation in (3.5) with

h+, v+ and integrating over Ω+, we obtain

1

2
∂t

∫

Ω+

c2|h+|2 + 1

2

∫

Ω+

v̇1∂1(c
2|h+|2) +

∫

Ω+

c2h+divv+ = 0. (4.1)

and
1

2
∂t

∫

Ω+

|v+|2 + 1

2

∫

Ω+

v̄+1 ∂1(|v+|2) +
∫

Ω+

c2∇h+ · v+ =

2
∑

j=1

∫

Ω+

Ġ+
1j∂1G

+
j v

+. (4.2)

Meanwhile, we take the inner product of the third equation in (3.5) with Gj and integrate over Ω+

to arrive at
1

2
∂t

∫

Ω+

|G+
j |2 +

1

2

∫

Ω+

v̇+1 ∂1(|G+
j |2) =

2
∑

j=1

∫

Ω+

Ġ+
1j∂1vG

+
j . (4.3)

After integrating by parts, the second terms on the left hand side of (4.1) and (4.2) vanish, also the

sum of the terms on the right hand side of (4.2) and (4.3) vanish, thus adding (4.1), (4.2) and (4.3)

and integrating by parts, we get

1

2
∂t

∫

Ω+

(c2|h+|2 + |v+|2 + |G+
j |2) = c2(̺0)

∫

Γ
h+v+ · e2. (4.4)

A similar result holds on Ω− with the opposite sign on the right hand side:

1

2
∂t

∫

Ω−

(c2|h−|2 + |v−|2 + |G−
j |2) = −c2(̺0)

∫

Γ
h−v− · e2. (4.5)

Adding (4.4) and (4.5) implies

1

2
∂t

∫

Ω
(c2|h|2 + |v|2 + |Gj |2) = c2

∫

Γ
[hv · e2] = 2c2(̺0)

∫

Γ
hv̄+1 ∂1f. (4.6)

16
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Also multiplying the fourth equation in (3.5) by f , we have

1

2
∂t

∫

Γ
|f |2 =

∫

Γ
v2f. (4.7)

Adding (4.6) and (4.7) and using the Holder inequality yields

1

2
∂t

∫

Ω
(c2|h|2 + |v|2 + |Gj |2) +

1

2
∂t

∫

Γ
|f |2

= 2c2
∫

Γ
hv̇+1 ∂1f +

∫

Γ
v2f

≤ 2c2v̇+1 ‖h‖L2(Γ)‖∂1f‖L2(Γ) + ‖v2‖L2(Γ)‖f‖L2(Γ) := J.

(4.8)

To avoid the loss of derivatives, we suppose that the solutions are band-limited at radius R > 0,

i.e., that

∪
x2∈R

supp(|f̂(·)|+ |ĥ(·, x2)|+ |v̂(·, x2)|+ |Ĝj(·, x2)|) ⊂ B(0, R),

also we introduce an anisotropic trace estimate in Lemma B.1 ([37]):

‖φ‖2L2(Γ) ≤ C(‖v̇ · ∇φ‖L2(Ω)‖φ‖L2(Ω) + ‖φ‖2L2(Ω)), (4.9)

where v̇ = (v̇1, 0) with v̇
+
1 = Ulow + cǫ0 > 0. Now we estimate J as follows:

J . (‖v̇+1 ∂1h‖L2(Ω)‖h‖L2(Ω) + ‖h‖2L2(Ω))
1

2 ‖ηf̂‖L2(Γ)

+ (‖v̇+1 ∂1v2‖L2(Ω)‖v2‖L2(Ω) + ‖v2‖2L2(Ω))
1

2 ‖f‖L2(Γ)

. ((v̇+1 R+ 1)R2‖h‖2L2(Ω))
1

2‖f‖L2(Γ) + ((v̇+1 R+ 1)‖v2‖2L2(Ω))
1

2 ‖f‖L2(Γ).

(4.10)

Finally plugging (4.10) into (4.8) and taking use of Gronwall’s inequality, for arbitrary R, we have

‖f‖2L2(Γ) + ‖h‖2L2(Ω) + ‖v‖2L2(Ω) + ‖Gj‖2L2(Ω) ≤ C(‖f0‖2L2(Γ) + ‖h0‖2L2(Ω) + ‖v0‖2L2(Ω) + ‖G0,j‖2L2(Ω)).

(4.11)

From this, we infer that if (f, h, v,Gj)|t=0 = 0, then it follows that (f, h, v,Gj) ≡ 0.

4.2. Discontinuous dependence on the initial data

In according with Lemma 3.2 and (3.34), if
√

(Ġ+
11)

2 + (Ġ+
12)

2 < v̇+1 <
√

2c2 + (Ġ+
11)

2 + (Ġ+
12)

2,

we deduce that X2
1 is positive, it follows that τ = X1η is real and positive. Next, we claim that the

equation (3.7) can be simplied to the following form

∂2t f + λ∂21f = 0. (4.12)

where λ must be positive in the case of
√

(Ġ+
11)

2 + (Ġ+
12)

2 < v̇+1 <
√

2c2 + (Ġ+
11)

2 + (Ġ+
12)

2. In fact,

plugging f = eτtg into equation (4.12), we get τ2g + λ∂2xg = 0. Then we take Fourier transform of

this identity with respect the x1 variable, we have

(τ2 − λη2)ĝ = 0, (4.13)

17



which yields λ = τ2

η2
. From Lemma 3.2, we know thatX2

1 = τ2

η2
> 0 in the case of

√

(Ġ+
11)

2 + (Ġ+
12)

2 <

v̇+1 <
√

2c2 + (Ġ+
11)

2 + (Ġ+
12)

2. Thus we have λ = X2
1 > 0. Therefore (3.7) is indeed a linear elliptic

equation.

Firstly, we state the following lemma which gives the explicit expression of the solutions ŵ1, ŵ2

and Ê1j , Ê2j in terms of ĝ(η).

Lemma 4.2. The horizontal Fourier transform of the solution wi snd Eij with i, j = 1, 2 to (3.10)

satisfies the following equality

ŵ1(η, x2) =



















− (µ+ − µ−)c2iη(τ + iv̇+1 η)

(τ + iv̇+1 η)
2 + ((Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ+

12)
2)η2

ĝ(η)e−µ
+x2 x2 ≥ 0,

− (µ+ − µ−)c2iη(τ − iv̇+1 η)

(τ − iv̇+1 η)
2 + ((Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ+

12)
2)η2

ĝ(η)eµ
−x2 x2 < 0,

(4.14)

ŵ2(η, x2) =



















(µ+ − µ−)c2µ+(τ + iv̇+1 η)

(τ + iv̇+1 η)
2 + ((Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ+

12)
2)η2

ĝ(η)e−µ
+x2 x2 ≥ 0,

− (µ+ − µ−)c2µ−(τ − iv̇+1 η)

(τ − iv̇+1 η)
2 + ((Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ+

12)
2)η2

ĝ(η)eµ
−x2 x2 < 0,

(4.15)

Ê1j(η, x2) =























−
iĠ+

1jη(µ
+ − µ−)c2iη(τ + iv̇+1 η)

(τ + iv̇+1 η)[(τ + iv̇+1 η)
2 + ((Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ+

12)
2)η2]

ĝ(η)e−µ
+x2 x2 ≥ 0,

−
iĠ−

1jη(µ
+ − µ−)c2iη(τ − iv̇+1 η)

(τ − iv̇+1 η)[(τ − iv̇+1 η)
2 + ((Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ+

12)
2)η2]

ĝ(η)eµ
−x2 x2 < 0,

(4.16)

and

Ê2j(η, x2) =























iĠ+
1jη(µ

+ − µ−)c2µ+(τ + iv̇+1 η)

(τ + iv̇+1 η)[(τ + iv̇+1 η)
2 + ((Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ+

12)
2)η2]

ĝ(η)e−µ
+x2 x2 ≥ 0,

−
iĠ−

1jη(µ
+ − µ−)c2µ−(τ − iv̇+1 η)

(τ − iv̇+1 η)[(τ − iv̇+1 η)
2 + ((Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ+

12)
2)η2]

ĝ(η)eµ
−x2 x2 < 0.

(4.17)

Proof. Taking the horizontal Fourier transform of the second and third equation in (3.10), we arrive

(τ + iv̇1η)ŵ1 + c2iηm̂ = i
2
∑

j=1

Ġ1jηÊ1j , (4.18)

and

(τ + iv̇1η)ŵ2 + c2∂2m̂ = i

2
∑

j=1

Ġ1jηÊ2j , (4.19)

and

(τ + iv̇1η)Ê1j = iĠ1jηŵ1, (4.20)

and

(τ + iv̇1η)Ê2j = iĠ1jηŵ2, (4.21)

Then we substitute (4.20) into (4.18) to obtain

(τ + iv̇1η)
2ŵ1 + c2(τ + iv̇1η)iηm̂ = −((Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ+

12)
2)η2ŵ1,

18
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similarly substituting (4.21) into (4.19) to obtain

(τ + iv̇1η)
2ŵ2 + c2(τ + iv̇1η)∂2m̂ = −((Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ+

12)
2)η2ŵ2.

Taking use of (3.15), we obtain (4.14) and (4.15). Futher, we can derive (4.16) and (4.17) by (4.20)

and (4.21).

We are now in a position to prove ill-posedness for this linear problem (3.5)-(3.6) in the following

lemma:

Lemma 4.3. In the case of

√

(Ġ+

11
)2+(Ġ+

12
)2

c2 + ǫ0 ≤ M :=
|v̇+

1
|

c ≤
√

2 +
(Ġ+

11
)2+(Ġ+

12
)2

c2 − ǫ0, the linear

equations (3.5) with the corresponding jump boundary conditions (3.6) is ill-posed in the sense of

Hadamard in Hk(Ω) for every k. More precisely, for any k, j ∈ N with j ≥ k and for any T0 > 0

and α > 0, there exists a sequence {(fn, vn, hn), Gn,l}∞n=1 with l = 1, 2 to (3.5), satisfying boundary

conditions (3.6), so that

‖(fn(0), hn(0), vn(0), Gn,l(0))‖Hj .
1

n
, (4.22)

but

‖(fn(t), hn(t), vn(t), Gn,l(t))‖Hk ≥ α, for all t ≥ T0. (4.23)

Proof. For any j ∈ N, we let χn(η) ∈ C∞
c (R) be a real-valued function so that supp(χn) ⊂ B(0, n+

1)\B(0, n) and
∫

R
(1 + |η|2)j+1|χn(η)|2dη =

1

C̄j
2
n2
, (4.24)

where C̄j is a constant depend on j. We can choose ĝn = χn(η) which solves (4.13). We define

fn(t) = eτtgn =
1

4π2

∫

R
eX1ηtχn(η)e

iηx1dη, (4.25)

which solves (4.12). Here we take use of τ = X1η in according with Lemma 3.2 . From this, we

can see that the front of the linear equation is qualitatively more unstable for large frequencies η.

Since η → ∞, the solutions (4.12) with a higher frequency grow faster in time, which provides a

mechanism for Kelvin-Helmholtz instability. By the choice of χn, we have the estimate

‖fn(0)‖Hj (Γ) = ‖gn‖Hj(Γ)

= (

∫

R
(1 + |η|2)j |χn(η)|2dη)1/2 .

1

n
.

(4.26)

Meanwhile for n+ 1 ≥ η ≥ n and t ≥ T0, we get

‖fn(t)‖2Hk(Γ) ≥ e2X1nT0

∫

R
(1 + |η|2)k|χn(η)|2dη

≥ e2X1nT0

(1 + (n+ 1)2)j−k+1

∫

R
(1 + η2)j+1|χn(η)|2dη.

(4.27)

Let n be sufficiently large so that

e2X1nT0

(1 + (n+ 1)2)j−k+1
≥ α2C̄j

2
n2, (4.28)
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where α is some positive constant independed of n. Thus we may estimate

‖fn(t)‖Hk(Γ) ≥ α. (4.29)

From (3.15), we know that

m̂n(η, x2) =



















4iv̇+1 ητ

c2(µ+ + µ−)
ĝn(η)e

−µ+x2 x2 ≥ 0,

4iv̇+1 ητ

c2(µ+ + µ−)
ĝn(η)e

µ−x2 x2 < 0.

(4.30)

Since τ = X1η > 0 and η > 0, from lemma 3.1 we know that µ+ − µ− 6= 0, then (4.30) can be

rewritten as

m̂n(η, x2) =

{

(µ+ − µ−)ĝn(η)e
−µ+x2 x2 ≥ 0,

(µ+ − µ−)ĝn(η)e
µ−x2 x2 < 0,

(4.31)

here we note that µ± only depend on η, since we get τ = X1η, therefore it implies that µ(τ, η) =

µ(X1η, η).

Then, by (3.38) in Lemma 3.2, we deduce that

∣

∣

µ+ − µ−

µ±

∣

∣

2
=

|2i
√

r−a
2 |2

|
√

r+a
2 ± i

√

r−a
2 |2

= 2
r − a

r
. (4.32)

In order to simplify the computation, we introduce the notation K =

√

(Ġ+

11
)2+(Ġ+

12
)2

c2
and X̃1 =

X1

c ,

thus the condition (2.28) is rewritten as K + ǫ0 ≤ M ≤
√
K2 + 2 − ǫ0 and the equality (3.34) is

rewritten as X̃2
1 =

√

1 + 4(K2 + 1)M2 −M2 −K2 − 1. At the same time, we rewrite (3.39) by

a = (X̃2
1 −M2 +K2 + 1)η2

= (
√

1 + 4(K2 + 1)M2 − 2M2)η2.
(4.33)

We estimate a as follows:

−η2 < a ≤ (
√

1 + 4(K2 + 1)(K + ǫ0)2 − 2(K + ǫ0)
2)η2, (4.34)

where the lower bound in (4.34) holds when M =
√
K2 + 2 in (4.33). Also we compute

|µ+| = |
√

r + a

2
+ i

√

r − a

2
| =

√
r,

|µ−| = |
√

r + a

2
− i

√

r − a

2
| =

√
r,

(4.35)

In according with (3.34) and (3.39), it implies that

r2 = a2 + b2 = η4. (4.36)

Finally, combining with (4.32), (4.33), (4.34) and (4.36) implies that

C1 := 2− 2(
√

1 + 4(K2 + 1)(K + ǫ0)2 − 2(K + ǫ0)
2) ≤ |µ

+ − µ−

µ±
|2 < 4, (4.37)
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here we remark that

√

(Ġ+

11
)2+(Ġ+

12
)2

c2 + ǫ0 ≤ M must be satisfied, where ǫ0 is a small but fixed

number. Because if March number M tends to

√

(Ġ+

11
)2+(Ġ+

12
)2

c2
, this lower bound of (4.37) would

tend to zero.

At the same time, we need to estimate the term | µ±

µ++µ− |, by (4.33), (4.35) and (4.36), after the

direct computation, we can obtain
∣

∣

∣

∣

µ±

µ+ + µ−

∣

∣

∣

∣

=
1

√
2
√

√

1 + 4(K2 + 1)M2 + 1− 2M2

Then, since K + ǫ0 ≤M ≤
√
K2 + 2− ǫ0, it is easy to verified that

1

2
<

∣

∣

∣

∣

µ±

µ+ + µ−

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C∗, (4.38)

where C∗ is defined by

C∗ :=
1√
2

1
√

1 +
√

(2K2 + 3)2 − 4(K2 + 1)ǫ0(2
√
K2 + 2− ǫ0)− 2(

√
K2 + 2− ǫ0)2

.

We remark that when ǫ0 goes to 0, C∗ would go to infinity, which would not obtain the uniform

upper bound.

Therefore employing (4.37), (4.31) and (4.35), we estimate ‖hn(0)‖Hj (Ω) as follows

‖hn(t = 0)‖2Hj (Ω) = ‖mn‖2Hj(Ω)

≤
j
∑

s=0

∫

R
(1 + η2)j−s|µ+ − µ−|2|ĝn(η)|2

∫ ∞

0
|∂s2e−µ

+x2 |2dx2dη

+

j
∑

s=0

∫

R
(1 + η2)j−s|µ+ − µ−|2|ĝn(η)|2

∫ 0

−∞
|∂s2eµ

−x2 |2dx2dη

≤
j
∑

s=0

∫

R
(1 + η2)j−s|µ+ − µ−|2|ĝn(η)|2

∫ ∞

0
|µ+|2se−2

√

r+a
2
x2dx2dη

+

j
∑

s=0

∫

R
(1 + η2)j−s|µ+ − µ−|2|ĝn(η)|2

∫ 0

−∞
|µ−|2se2

√

r+a
2
x2dx2dη

≤ 2C∗

j
∑

s=0

∫

R
(1 + η2)j−s

∣

∣

∣

∣

µ+ − µ−

µ+

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

|µ+|2s+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

µ+

µ+ + µ−

∣

∣

∣

∣

|χn(η)|2dη

+ 2C∗

j
∑

s=0

∫

R
(1 + η2)j−s

∣

∣

∣

∣

µ+ − µ−

µ−

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

|µ−|2s+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

µ−

µ+ + µ−

∣

∣

∣

∣

|χn(η)|2dη

< 4C∗(j + 1)

∫

R
(1 + η2)j+1|χn(η)|2dη .

1

n2
.

(4.39)

While for the lower bound of ‖hn(t)‖2Hk(Ω)
, by the definition of the Hk norm and (4.30), noting

that µ+ =
√

r+a
2 + i

√

r−a
2 , µ− =

√

r+a
2 − i

√

r−a
2 and supp(χn) ⊂ B(0, n + 1)\B(0, n), by (4.35)
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and (4.36), we have

‖hn(t)‖2Hk(Ω) = ‖eτtmn‖2Hk(Ω)

≥
∫

R
(1 + η2)k|µ+ − µ−|2|eτtĝn(η)|2

∫ ∞

0
|e−µ+x2 |2dx2dη

+

∫

R
(1 + η2)k|µ+ − µ−|2|eτtĝn(η)|2

∫ 0

−∞
|eµ−x2 |2dx2dη

≥
∫

R
(1 + η2)k

|µ+ − µ−|2
|µ+|2 e2τt|ĝn(η)|2

∣

∣

∣

∣

µ+

µ+ + µ−

∣

∣

∣

∣

|µ+|dη

+

∫

R
(1 + η2)k

|µ+ − µ−|2
|µ−|2 e2τt|ĝn(η)|2

∣

∣

∣

∣

µ−

µ+ + µ−

∣

∣

∣

∣

|µ−|dη

≥
∫

R
(1 + η2)k|µ

+ − µ−

µ+
|2e2X1ηt |µ+|

|µ+|+ |µ−| |µ
+||χn(η)|2dη

+

∫

R
(1 + η2)k|µ

+ − µ−

µ−
|2e2X1ηt |µ−|

|µ+|+ |µ−| |µ
−||χn(η)|2dη

≥ C1

∫

R
(1 + η2)ke2X1ηt|χn(η)|2dη,

(4.40)

where we use the triangle inequality |µ+ + µ−| ≤ |µ+| + |µ−| in the second to the last inequality

above . Meanwhile for η ≥ n ≥ 1 and t ≥ T0, we may estimate (4.40) as follows

‖hn(t)‖2Hk(Ω) ≥ C1
e2X1nT0

1 + (n + 1)j−k+1

∫

R
(1 + η2)j+1|χn(η)|2dη, (4.41)

Let n be sufficiently large so that

C1
e2X1nT0

1 + (n+ 1)j−k+1
≥ α2n2C̄2

j , (4.42)

where α is some positive constant independent of n. Hence we may estimate

‖hn(t)‖Hk(Ω) ≥ α. (4.43)

To estimate ‖vn(0)‖Hj (Ω) and ‖vn(t)‖Hk(Ω), we need to estimate | iη(τ±iv̇+
1
η)

(τ±iv̇+
1
η)2+((Ġ+

11
)2+(Ġ+

12
)2)η2

| and

| µ±(τ±iv̇+
1
η)

(τ±iv̇+
1
η)2+((Ġ+

11
)2+(Ġ+

12
)2)η2

| as follows:

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

iη(τ ± iv̇+1 η)

(τ ± iv̇+1 η)
2 + ((Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ+

12)
2)η2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

=
X2

1 + (v̇+1 )
2

(X2
1 + (v̇+1 )

2)2 + 2((Ġ+
11)

2 + (Ġ+
12)

2)(X2
1 − (v̇+1 )

2) + ((Ġ+
11)

2 + (Ġ+
12)

2)2

=
X̃2

1 +M2

c2[(X̃2
1 +M2)2 + 2K2(X̃2

1 −M2) +K4]

=

√

1 + 4(K2 + 1)M2 −K2 − 1

c2[(
√

1 + 4(K2 + 1)M2 −K2 − 1)2 + 2K2(
√

1 + 4(K2 + 1)M2 − 2M2 −K2 − 1) +K4]
,

(4.44)
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Let z =
√

1 + 4(K2 + 1)M2, the last equality in (4.44) can be written a function of z as following

1

c2
(K2 + 1)(z −K2 − 1)

z2 − 2(K2 + 1)z + 2K2 + 1
. (4.45)

Since K + ǫ0 ≤M ≤
√
K2 + 2− ǫ0, then

√

1 + 4(K2 + 1)(K + ǫ0)2 ≤ z < 2K2 + 3, the function in

(4.45) is monotone decreasing when
√

1 + 4(K2 + 1)(K + ǫ0)2 ≤ z < 2K2 + 3, thus we know that

√
K2 + 2

2c
<

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

iη(τ ± iv̇+1 η)

(τ ± iv̇+1 η)
2 + ((Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ+

12)
2)η2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C2

c
, (4.46)

where C2 =

√ √
1+4(K2+1)(K+ǫ0)2−K2−1

c2[(
√

1+4(K2+1)(K+ǫ0)2−K2−1)2+2K2(
√

1+4(K2+1)(K+ǫ0)2−2(K+ǫ0)2−K2−1)+K4]
and the

lower bound holds when z = 2K2 + 3 in the above inequality (4.45). Similarly we also get an

estimate as follows:

√
K2 + 2

2c
< | iη(τ ± iv̇+1 η)

(τ ± iv̇+1 η)
2 + ((Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ+

12)
2)η2

| ≤ C2

c
, . (4.47)

Therefore employing (4.46), (3.9), (4.14) and (4.38), noting that µ+ =
√

r+a
2 + i

√

r−a
2 , µ− =

√

r+a
2 − i

√

r−a
2 , we deduce

‖vn,1(0)‖2Hj (Ω) = ‖wn,1‖2Hj (Ω)

≤
j
∑

s=0

∫

R
(1 + η2)j−s

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(µ+ − µ−)c2iη(τ + iv̇+1 η)

(τ + iv̇+1 η)
2 + ((Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ+

12)
2)η2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

|ĝn(η)|2
∫ ∞

0
|∂s2e−µ

+x2 |2dx2dη

+

j
∑

s=0

∫

R
(1 + η2)j−s

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(µ+ − µ−)c2iη(τ − iv̇+1 η)

(τ − iv̇+1 η)
2 + ((Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ+

12)
2)η2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

|ĝn(η)|2
∫ 0

−∞
|∂s2eµ

−x2 |2dx2dη

≤ c2C2
2

j
∑

s=0

∫

R
(1 + η2)j−s|µ

+ − µ−

µ+
|2|µ+|2s+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

µ+

µ+ + µ−

∣

∣

∣

∣

|χn(η)|2dη

+ c2C2
2

j
∑

s=0

∫

R
(1 + η2)j−s|µ

+ − µ−

µ−
|2|µ−|2s+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

µ−

µ+ + µ−

∣

∣

∣

∣

|χn(η)|2dη

< 8c2C∗C
2
2 (j + 1)

∫

R
(1 + η2)j+1|χn(η)|2dη .

1

n2
.

(4.48)

Computing similarly as above, then we have

‖vn,2(0)‖2Hj (Ω) .
1

n2
. (4.49)
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Noting that supp(χn) ⊂ B(0, n+ 1)\B(0, n), by (4.35)-(4.37) and (4.46), (4.38), we deduce

‖vn,1(t)‖2Hk(Ω) = ‖eX1ηtwn,1‖2Hk(Ω)

≥
∫

R
(1 + η2)k

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(µ+ − µ−)c2iη(τ + iv̇+1 η)

(τ + iv̇+1 η)
2 + ((Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ+

12)
2)η2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

e2X1ηt|ĝn|2
∫ ∞

0
|e−µ+x2 |2dx2dη

+

∫

R
(1 + η2)k

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(µ+ − µ−)c2iη(τ − iv̇+1 η)

(τ − iv̇+1 η)
2 + ((Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ+

12)
2)η2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

e2X1ηt|ĝn|2
∫ 0

−∞
|eµ−x2 |2dx2dη

≥ (K2 + 2)c2

4

∫

R
(1 + η2)k|µ

+ − µ−

µ+
|2e2X1ηt|χn(η)|2

∣

∣

∣

∣

µ+

µ+ + µ−

∣

∣

∣

∣

|µ+|dη

+
(K2 + 2)c2

4

∫

R
(1 + η2)k|µ

+ − µ−

µ−
|2e2X1ηt|χn(η)|2

∣

∣

∣

∣

µ−

µ+ + µ−

∣

∣

∣

∣

|µ−|dη

≥ (K2 + 2)c2C1

8

e2X1nT0

1 + (n+ 1)j−k+1

∫

R
(1 + η2)j+1|χn(η)|2dη,

(4.50)

where c is the sound speed defined in (1.2). Let n be sufficiently large so that

(K2 + 2)c2C1

8

e2X1nT0

1 + (n + 1)j−k+1
≥ α2n2C̄2

j , (4.51)

where α is some positive constant independent of n. Hence we may estimate

‖vn,1(t)‖Hk(Ω) ≥ α. (4.52)

Similarly we have

‖vn,2‖Hk(Ω) ≥ α. (4.53)

To estimate terms of ‖Gn,l(t, x1, x2)‖2Hj , we need to rewrite | iη

τ±iv̇+
1
η
| and | µ±

τ±iv̇+
1
η
| as follows:

∣

∣

∣

∣

iη

τ ± iv̇+1 η)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

=
1

X2
1 + (v̇+1 )

2
=

1

c2(
√

1 + 4(K2 + 1)M2 −K2 − 1)
. (4.54)

Since K + ǫ0 ≤M ≤
√
K2 + 2− ǫ0, we know by (4.54) that

1

c2(K2 + 2)
<

∣

∣

∣

∣

iη

τ ± iv̇+1 η)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤ C3, (4.55)

where C3 =
1

c2(
√

1+4(K2+1)(K+ǫ0)2−K2−1)
.

The estimates (4.35) and (4.55) then imply that

1

c2(K2 + 2)
<

∣

∣

∣

∣

µ+

τ ± iv̇+1 η

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

=
1

X2
1 + (v̇+1 )

2
≤ C3. (4.56)
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Effect of elasticity on the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability

Then, by (4.16), making use of (4.55) and (4.46), we get with l = 1, 2

‖Gn,1l(t = 0, x1, x2)‖2Hj(Ω) = ‖En,1l(x1, x2)‖2Hj(Ω)

≤
j
∑

s=0

∫

R
(1 + η2)j−s

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

iĠ+
1lη(µ

+ − µ−)c2iη(τ + iv̇+1 η)

(τ + iv̇+1 η)[(τ + iv̇+1 η)
2 + ((Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ+

12)
2)η2]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

|ĝn(η)|2
∫ ∞

0
|∂s2e−µ

+x2 |2dx2dη

+

j
∑

s=0

∫

R
(1 + η2)j−s

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

iĠ−
1lη(µ

+ − µ−)c2iη(τ − iv̇+1 η)

(τ − iv̇+1 η)[(τ − iv̇+1 η)
2 + ((Ġ+

11)
2 + (Ġ+

12)
2)η2]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

|ĝn(η)|2
∫ 0

−∞
|∂s2eµ

−x2 |2dx2dη

≤ c2C3C
2
2 |Ġ+

1l|2
j
∑

s=0

∫

R
(1 + η2)j−s

∣

∣

∣

∣

µ+ − µ−

µ+

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

|ĝn(η)|2|µ+|2s+2

∫ ∞

0
e
−2

√

r+a
2
x2dx2dη

+ c2C3C
2
2 |Ġ−

1l|2
j
∑

s=0

∫

R
(1 + η2)j−s

∣

∣

∣

∣

µ+ − µ−

µ−

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

|ĝn(η)|2|µ−|2s+2

∫ 0

−∞
e
2
√

r+a
2
x2dx2dη

. c2C∗C3C
2
2 (j + 1)

∫

R
(1 + η2)j+1|χn(η)|2dη .

1

n2
.

(4.57)

Similarly, by (4.17), we have

‖Gn,2l(t = 0, x1, x2)‖2Hj (Ω) .
1

n2
. (4.58)

Whereas for n+ 1 ≥ η ≥ n and t ≥ T0, similar process with (4.50), we deduce

‖Gn,1l(t)‖2Hk(Ω) = ‖eX1ηtEn,1l(x1, x2)‖2Hk(Ω)

>
(|Ġ+

1l|2 + |Ġ−
1l|2)C1

8

e2X1nT0

1 + (n+ 1)j−k+1

∫

R
(1 + η2)j+1|χn(η)|2dη.

(4.59)

As previous, we let n be sufficiently large so that

‖Gn,1l(t)‖Hk(Ω) ≥ α. (4.60)

Also we have

‖Gn,2l(t)‖Hk(Ω) ≥ α. (4.61)

Collecting the estimates (4.26), (4.39) and (4.48) gives

‖fn(0)‖Hj (Γ) + ‖hn(0)‖Hj (Γ) + ‖vn(0)‖Hj (Ω) + ‖Gn,l(0)‖Hj (Ω) .
1

n
, (4.62)

but the estimates (4.29), (4.43) (4.52) and (4.53) yield

‖fn‖Hk(Γ) + ‖hn‖Hk(Ω) + ‖vn‖Hk(Ω) + ‖Gn,l‖Hk(Ω) ≥ α, for all t ≥ T0, (4.63)

which completes the proof of Lemma 4.3.

5 Ill-posedness for the nonlinear problem

Now we will prove nonlinear ill-posedness for the nonlinear problem (2.8). To begin with, we

rewrite the nonlinear system (2.8) in a perturbation form around the steady state. Let

f = 0 + f̃ , v = v̇ + ṽ, h = ḣ+ h̃,

Ψ = Id+ Ψ̃, ̺ = ˙̺ + ˜̺, ψ = 0 + ψ̃,

Gj = Ġj + G̃j , n = e2 + ñ, A = I −B,

(5.1)
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where Gj means the jth column of the 2× 2 matrix (Gij) with i, j = 1, 2, i.e. Gj = (G1j , G2j)
T . ψ

and Ψ are defined by (2.2) and (2.5), respectively. Meanwhile, B can be represented as following

B =
∞
∑

n=1

(−1)n−1(DΨ̃)n. (5.2)

We can rewrite the term v̆ as follows

v̆ = (I −B)(v̇ + ṽ)− (0,
∂tψ̃

1 + ∂2ψ̃
)

= v̇ + ṽ −B(v̇ + ṽ)− (0,
∂tψ̃

1 + ∂2ψ̃
) := v̇ +M,

(5.3)

where the M is defined as follows

M = ṽ −B(v̇ + ṽ)− (0,
∂tψ̃

1 + ∂2ψ̃
). (5.4)

Similarly we rewrite the term Ğj as follows

Ğj = (I −B)(Ġj + G̃j)

= Ġj + G̃j −B(Ġj + G̃j) := Ġj +N,
(5.5)

where the N is defined as follows

N = G̃j −B(Ġj + G̃j). (5.6)

To linearize the term c2(h) = c2(ḣ+ h̃), we employ Taylor formula to get

c2(ḣ+ h̃) = c2(ḣ) +R, (5.7)

where the remainder term is defined by

R = (c2)′(ḣ+ (1− α)h̃)h̃, 0 < α < 1. (5.8)

For the term v · n and Gj · n, we can rewrite it as

v · n = (v̇ + ṽ) · (e2 + ñ) = ṽ2 − v̇1∂1f̃ + ṽ · ñ, (5.9)

and

Gj · n = (Ġj + G̃j) · (e2 + ñ) = G̃2j − Ġ1j∂1f̃ + G̃j · ñ. (5.10)

Then the nonlinear system (2.8) can be rewritten a linear system of the perturbation terms

(h̃, ṽ, f̃ , G̃j) as following



































∂th̃+ (v̇ · ∇)h̃+∇ · ṽ = −(M · ∇)h̃+BT∇ · ṽ in Ω,

∂tṽ + (v̇ · ∇)ṽ + c2(ḣ)∇h̃−∑2
j=1(Ġj · ∇)G̃j = −(M · ∇)ṽ

+
∑2

j=1(N · ∇)G̃j + c2(ḣ)BT∇h̃−R(∇h̃−BT∇h̃) in Ω,

∂tG̃j + (v̇ · ∇)G̃j − (Ġj · ∇)ṽ = −(M · ∇)G̃j + (N · ∇)ṽ on Γ,

∂tf̃ + v̇1∂1f̃ − ṽ2 = ṽ · ñ on Γ.

(5.11)
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Effect of elasticity on the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability

The jump conditions take new form in terms of h̃, ṽ, G̃j














(ṽ+ − ṽ−) · e2 + (v̇+ − v̇−) · ñ = −(ṽ+ − ṽ−) · ñ on Γ,

G̃+
j · e2 + Ġ+

j · ñ+ G̃+
j · ñ = 0, G̃−

j · e2 + Ġ−
j · ñ+ G̃−

j · ñ = 0 on Γ,

ḣ+ + h̃+ = ḣ− + h̃− on Γ.

(5.12)

Proof of Theorem 2.3 Now we are ready to prove the main Theorem 2.3. We prove it by

the method of contradiction. Suppose that the system (2.8) is locally well-posedness for some

k ≥ 3. Let δ, t0, C > 0 be the constants provided by Definition 2.2. For ε > 0, let (f ε, hε, vε, Gεj)(t)

with initial data (f ε, hε, vε, Gεj)|t=0 = (f ε0 , h
ε
0, v

ε
0, G

ε
0,j) is a solution sequence of the system (2.8).

We choose (f1, h1, v1, G1
j ) to be (f ε, hε, vε, Gεj). We also replace (f20 , h

2
0, v

2
0 , G

2
0,j) by the rectilinear

solution U ≡ (ḟ , ḣ, v̇, Ġj) defined in section 1.1. Obviously, U is always the solution of the system

(2.8). For simplicity, we always take this steady-state U as the solution of the system (2.8), i.e.,

(f2, h2, v2, G2
j )(t) = U for t ≥ 0.

Fix n ∈ N so that n > C. Applying Lemma 4.2 with this n, T0 = t0/2, k ≥ 3, and α = 2, we can

find fL, hL, vL, GLj solving (3.5) so that

‖(fL0 , hL0 , vL0 , GL0,j)‖Hk .
1

n
, (5.13)

but

‖(fL(t), hL(t), vL(t), GLj (t))‖H3 ≥ 2 for t ≥ t0/2. (5.14)

We define f̃ ε0 = f ε0 − ḟ := εfL0 , h̃
ε
0 = hε0 − ḣ := εhL0 , ṽ

ε
0 = vε0 − v̇ := εvL0 and G̃ε0,j = Gε0,j − Ġj :=

εGL0,j . Then for ε < δn, we have ‖(f̃ ε0 , h̃ε0, ṽε0, G̃ε0,j)‖Hk < δ, so according to Definition 2.2, there ex-

ists a solution
(

f̃ ε := f ε − ḟ , h̃ε := hε − ḣ, ṽε := vε − v̇, G̃εj := Gεj − Ġj

)

∈ L∞
(

[0, t0] ;H
3(Ω)

)

that

solves (5.11)-(5.12) with initial data (f̃ ε0 , h̃
ε
0, ṽ

ε
0, G̃

ε
0,j) and satisfies the inequality

sup
0≤t≤t0

∥

∥

∥

(

f̃ ε, h̃ε, ṽε, G̃εj

)

(t)
∥

∥

∥

H3
≤ C

(
∥

∥

∥

(

f ε0 , h
ε
0, v

ε
0, G̃

ε
0,j

)
∥

∥

∥

Hk

)

≤ Cε
1

n
< ε.

(5.15)

Now define the rescaled functions f̄ ε = f̃ ε/ε, h̄ε = h̃ε/ε, v̄ε = ṽε/ε, Ḡεj = G̃εj/ε; rescaling (5.15)

then shows that

sup
0≤t≤t0

∥

∥(f̄ ε, h̄ε, v̄ε, Ḡεj)(t)
∥

∥

H3 < 1. (5.16)

By construction, we know that (f̄ ε0 , h̄
ε
0, v̄

ε
0, Ḡ

ε
0j) = (fL0 , h

L
0 , v

L
0 , G

L
0j). Next, we are going to show

that the rescaled functions (f̄ ε, h̄ε, v̄ε, Ḡεj) converge as ε→ 0 to the solutions (fL, hL, vL, GLj ) of the

linearized equations (3.2).

Now we are going to reformulate (5.11)-(5.12) in terms of rescaled functions (f̄ ε, h̄ε, v̄ε, Ḡεj) and

show some convergence results. The third equation in (5.7) can be rewritten in terms of rescaled

function (f̄ ε, h̄ε, v̄ε, Ḡεj) as follows:

∂tf̄
ε + v̇1∂1f̄

ε − v̄ε2 = εv̄ε · nε. (5.17)

where nε = (−ε∂1f̄ε,0)
ε = (−∂1f̄ ε, 0) is well defined and uniformly bounded in L∞

(

[0, t0] ;H
2(Γ)

)

since

‖nε‖H2(Γ) ≤ ‖f̄ ε‖H3(Γ) < 1, (5.18)
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where the above inequality holds according to (5.16). Hence, by (5.16) and(5.18), we obtain

lim
ε→0

sup
0≤t≤t0

∥

∥∂tf̄
ε + v̇1∂1f̄

ε − v̄ε2
∥

∥

H2 = 0 (5.19)

and

sup
0≤t≤t0

∥

∥∂tf̄
ε(t)
∥

∥

H2 ≤ |v̇1| sup
0≤t≤t0

∥

∥∂1f̄
ε(t)
∥

∥

H2 + sup
0≤t≤t0

‖v̄ε2‖H2 ≤ C (5.20)

Expanding the first equation in (5.11) implies that

∂th̄
ε + (v̇ · ∇)h̄ε +∇ · v̄ε = −ε(M ε · ∇)h̄ε + ε(Bε)T∇ · v̄ε, (5.21)

where we define M ε as follows

M ε = v̄ε −Bε(v̇ + εv̄ε)− (0,
∂tψ

ε

1 + ε∂2ψε
), with ψε = θf̄ ε defined in (2.2) . (5.22)

In order to estimate the bound of M ε, we firstly estimate the bound of Bε. We assume that ε

is sufficiently small so that ε < 1/ (2C1), where C1 > 0 is the best constant in the inequality

‖UV ‖H2 ≤ C1‖U‖H2‖V ‖H2 for 3 × 3 matrix-valued functions U, V . This assumption guarantees

that Bε := (I− (I+ ε∇Ψε)−1)/ε is well defined and uniformly bounded in L∞
(

[0, t0] ;H
2(Ω)

)

since

‖Bε‖H2 =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞
∑

n=1

(−ε)n−1(∇Ψε)n

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

H2

≤
∞
∑

n=1

εn−1 ‖(∇Ψε)n‖H2

≤
∞
∑

n=1

(εC1)
n−1 ‖∇Ψε‖nH2 ≤

∞
∑

n=1

1

2n−1
‖ψε‖nH3

≤
∞
∑

n=1

1

2n−1

∥

∥f̄ ε
∥

∥

n

H3 <

∞
∑

n=1

1

2n−1
= 2,

(5.23)

whereas we shows that

‖M ε‖H2 ≤ ‖v̄ε‖H2 + |v̇|‖Bε‖H2 + ε‖Bε‖H2‖v̄ε‖H2 + ‖∂tψε‖H2

≤ ‖v̄ε‖H2 + |v̇|‖Bε‖H2 + ε‖Bε‖H2‖v̄ε‖H2 + ‖∂tf̄ ε‖H2

≤ C.

(5.24)

Therefore, by employing (5.16),(5.23) and (5.24), we get by (5.21)

lim
ε→0

sup
0≤t≤t0

∥

∥∂th̄
ε + (v̇ · ∇)h̄ε +∇ · v̄ε

∥

∥

H2 = 0, (5.25)

and

sup
0≤t≤t0

∥

∥∂th̄
ε(t)
∥

∥

H2 < C. (5.26)

Expanding the second equation in (5.11), we find that

∂tv̄
ε + (v̇ · ∇)v̄ε + c2∇h̄ε −

2
∑

j=1

(Ġj · ∇)G̃j = −ε(M ε · ∇)v̄ε

+

2
∑

j=1

ε(N ε · ∇)G̃j + εc2(Bε)T∇h̄ε + εRε(∇h̄ε − ε(Bε)T∇h̄ε),
(5.27)
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where we define N ε as follows

N ε = Ḡεj −Bε(Ġj + εḠεj). (5.28)

Making full use of (5.25), we show that

‖N ε‖H2 ≤ ‖Ḡεj‖H2 + |Ġj |‖Bε‖H2 + ε‖Bε‖H2‖Ḡεj‖H2

≤ C.
(5.29)

We also define the normalized remainder function by

Rε(x, t) =
(c2)′(ḣ+ (1− α)εh̄ε)εh̄ε

ε
= (c2)′(ḣ+ (1− α)εh̄ε)h̄ε. (5.30)

It is easy to show that ḣ+(1−α)εh̄ε is bounded above by a positive constant. Taking use of (5.16)

implies

sup
0≤t≤t0

‖Rε(x, t)‖H3 ≤ C. (5.31)

Therefore, from (5.31) and (5.16), we deduce by (5.27) that

lim
ε→0

sup
0≤t≤t0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂tv̄
ε + (v̇ · ∇)v̄ε + c2∇h̄ε −

2
∑

j=1

(Ġj · ∇)G̃j

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

H2

= 0 (5.32)

and

sup
0≤t≤t0

‖∂tv̄ε(t)‖H2 < C. (5.33)

Finally, we expand the third equation in (5.11) to find that

∂tḠ
ε
j + (v̇ · ∇)Ḡεj − (Ġj · ∇)v̄ε = −ε(M ε · ∇)Ḡεj + ε(N ε · ∇)v̄ε. (5.34)

In according with (5.24) and (5.32), we deduce that

sup
0≤t≤t0

∥

∥(M ε · ∇)Ḡεj + (N ε · ∇)v̄ε
∥

∥

H2
≤ C. (5.35)

Therefore from (5.31), (5.16) and (5.35), we deduce that

lim
ε→0

sup
0≤t≤t0

∥

∥

∥
∂tḠ

ε
j + (v̇ · ∇)Ḡεj − (Ġj · ∇)v̄ε

∥

∥

∥

H2
= 0 (5.36)

and

sup
0≤t≤t0

∥

∥∂tḠ
ε
j(t)
∥

∥

H2
< C. (5.37)

Next, we deal with some convergence results for the jump conditions. For the first equation in

(5.12) we rewrite the normal vector n as follows

n = e2 + ñε := e2 + εnε, nε = (−∂1f̄ ε, 0).

Noting that v̇+ · e2 = 0 and Ġ+
j · e2 = 0, so we may rewrite the second equation in (5.12) as

(

v̄+,ε − v̄−,ε
)

· e2 + (v̇+ − v̇−) · nε = −ε(v̄+,ε − v̄−,ε) · nε (5.38)
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and

Ḡ+,ε
j · e2 + Ġ+

j · nε = −εḠ+,ε
j · nε, Ḡ−,ε

j · e2 + Ġ−
j · nε = −εḠ−,ε

j · nε. (5.39)

Since

‖nε(t)‖L∞ ≤ ‖nε‖H3(Γ) < 1

and
∥

∥(v̄ε, Ḡεj)(t)
∥

∥

L∞
≤
∥

∥(v̄ε, Ḡεj)(t)
∥

∥

H3 < 1

is bounded uniformly, we find that

sup
0≤t≤t0

∥

∥e2 · (v̄+,ε − v̄−,ε) + (v̇+ − v̇−) · nε
∥

∥

L∞ → 0 as ε→ 0 (5.40)

and

sup
0≤t≤t0

‖e2 · Ḡ+,ε
j + Ġ+

j · nε‖L∞ → 0 as ε→ 0 (5.41)

and

sup
0≤t≤t0

‖e2 · Ḡ−,ε
j + Ġ−

j · nε‖L∞ → 0 as ε→ 0. (5.42)

Therefore we have

[v̄ε · e2] = 2v̇+1 ∂1f
ε on Γ. (5.43)

and

Ḡ+,ε
j · e2 = Ġ+

1j∂1f
ε, Ḡ−,ε

j · e2 = Ġ−
1j∂1f

ε on Γ. (5.44)

We expand the third equation in (5.12) as follows

ḣ+ + εh̄+,ε = ḣ− + εh̄−,ε on Γ. (5.45)

Since ḣ+ = ḣ−, we may eliminate these two terms from equation (5.45) and divide both sides of

the result equation by ε to get

h̄+,ε = h̄−,ε on Γ. (5.46)

According to the bound (5.16) and sequential weak-∗ compactness, we have that up to the

extraction of a subsequence (which we still denote the subsequence by using ε )

(f̄ ε, h̄ε, v̄ε, Ḡεj)
∗
⇀ (f⋆, h⋆, v⋆, G⋆j ) weakly − ∗ in L∞

(

[0, t0] ;H
3(Ω)

)

as ε→ 0. (5.47)

By lower semicontinuity, we have

sup
0≤t≤t0

∥

∥(f⋆, h⋆, v⋆, G⋆j )(t)
∥

∥

H3
≤ 1. (5.48)

In according with (5.20), (5.26), and (5.33), we get

lim sup
ε→0

sup
0≤t≤t0

∥

∥(∂tf̄
ε, ∂th̄

ε, ∂tv̄
ε, ∂tḠ

ε
j)(t)

∥

∥

H2
<∞. (5.49)

By Lions-Abin lemma in [32], we then have that the sequence
{(

f ε, hε, vε, Gεj

)}

is strongly

precompact in the space L∞
(

[0, t0] ;H
8/3(Ω)

)

, thus

(f̄ ε, h̄ε, v̄ε, Ḡεj) → (f⋆, h⋆, v⋆, G⋆j ) strongly in L∞
(

[0, t0] ;H
8/3(Ω)

)

. (5.50)
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This strong convergence, together with (5.19), (5.26),(5.33), implies that

(∂tf̄
ε, ∂th̄

ε, ∂tv̄
ε, ∂tḠ

ε
j) →

(

∂tf
⋆, ∂th

⋆, ∂tv
⋆, ∂tG

⋆
j

)

strongly in L∞
(

[0, t0] ;H
5/3(Ω)

)

, (5.51)

The index 8
3 and 5

3 are sufficient large to ensure L∞([0, t0];L
∞) convergence of

{(

f ε, hε, vε, Gεj

)}

as ε goes to zero, thus we have






































∂th
⋆ + (v̇ · ∇)h⋆ +∇ · v⋆ = 0 in Ω,

∂tv
⋆ + (v̇ · ∇)v⋆ + c2∇h⋆ =

2
∑

j=1

(Ġj · ∇)G⋆j in Ω,

∂tG
⋆
j + (v̇ · ∇)G⋆j = (Ġj · ∇)v⋆ in Ω,

∂tf
⋆ + v̇1∂1f

⋆ − v⋆2 = 0 on Γ,

(5.52)

and
(

v+,⋆ − v−,⋆
)

· e2 = 2v̇+1 ∂1f
⋆ on Γ.

G+,⋆
j · e2 = Ġ+

1j∂1f
⋆, G−,⋆

j · e2 = Ġ−
1j∂1f

⋆ on Γ,

h+,⋆ = h−,⋆ on Γ.

(5.53)

We also pass to the limit in the initial conditions (f̄ ε0 , h̄
ε
0, v̄

ε
0, Ḡ

ε
0,j) = (fL0 , h

L
0 , v

L
0 , G

L
0,j) as ε goes to

0 to obtain

(f⋆0 , v
⋆
0 , h

⋆
0, G

⋆
0,j) = (fL0 , h

L
0 , v

L
0 , G

L
0,j).

Now we can see that (f⋆, v⋆, h⋆, G⋆j )(t, x) are solutions to (2.2) with boundary conditions (2.3)

satisfying the same initial data. In according with the uniqueness result in lemma 4.1, we have

(f⋆, v⋆, h⋆, G⋆j )(t, x) = (fL, vL, hL, GLj )(t, x). (5.54)

Therefore we combine inqualities (5.48) and (5.14) to get

2 = α ≤ sup
0≤t≤t0

∥

∥(f⋆, h⋆, v⋆, G⋆j )(t)
∥

∥

H3 ≤ 1. (5.55)

which is a contradiction. Therefore, the proof of Theorem 2.3 is completed.
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