
Level crossing instabilities in inviscid isothermal compressible

Couette flow

Govind S. Krishnaswami, Sonakshi Sachdev and Pritish Sinha
Physics Department, Chennai Mathematical Institute, SIPCOT IT Park, Siruseri 603103, India

Email: govind@cmi.ac.in, sonakshi@cmi.ac.in, pritish@cmi.ac.in

30 December, 2024

Abstract

We study the linear stability of inviscid steady parallel flow of an ideal gas in a channel
of finite width. Compressible isothermal two-dimensional monochromatic perturbations are
considered. The eigenvalue problem governing density and velocity perturbations is a com-
pressible version of Rayleigh’s equation and involves two parameters: a flow Mach number
M and the perturbation wavenumber k . For an odd background velocity profile, there is a
Z2×Z2 symmetry and growth rates γ come in symmetrically placed 4-tuples in the complex
eigenplane. Specializing to uniform background vorticity Couette flow, we find an infinite
tower of noninflectional eigenmodes and derive stability theorems and bounds on growth
rates. We show that eigenmodes are neutrally stable for small k and small M but that
they otherwise display an infinite sequence of stability transitions with increasing k or M .
Using a search algorithm based on the Fredholm alternative, we find that the transitions
are associated to level crossings between neighboring eigenmodes. Repeated level crossings
result in windows of instability. For a given eigenmode, they are arranged in a zebra-like
striped pattern on the k -M plane. A canonical square-root power law form for γ(k,M)
in the vicinity of a stability transition is identified. In addition to the discrete spectrum,
we find a continuous spectrum of eigenmodes that are always neutrally stable but fail to be
smooth across critical layers.
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1 Introduction

The stability of parallel shear flows has been a topic of long-standing interest, going
at least as far back as the work of Kelvin and Helmholtz [1]. They are of relevance
to both laboratory [2] and astrophysical flows [3]. The roll-up of a vortex sheet is
a striking physical manifestation of an instability in a shear flow. Perhaps the ear-
liest mathematical model for shear flow instabilities was that of Rayleigh [4], who
considered incompressible two-dimensional monochromatic perturbations to steady
inviscid parallel flow and showed that an inflection point in the background velocity
profile u(y) is necessary for a linear instability. Fjørtoft [1], obtained a global neces-
sary condition for the existence of a nonneutral mode in a monotonic velocity profile:
u′′(y)[u(y) − u(ys)] < 0 for all y , where ys is the inflection point. Howard’s semi-
circle theorem [5, 6] gives a bound on the growth rate γ for unstable eigenmodes
in incompressible shear flows. Extensions of Rayleigh’s stability criterion and the
semicircle theorem to compressible adiabatic flows were obtained by Lees and Lin
[7] and Eckart [8] respectively. Additional results on the stability of compressible
inviscid shear flows may be found in [9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14]. In the viscous case, the
story begins with the Orr-Sommerfeld equation [1] for the stability of incompressible
parallel flows followed by extensive studies of the stability of boundary layer flows
[15]. An account of the stability of parallel gas flows may be found in the book by
Shivamoggi [16].

The present work is a detailed examination of the linear stability of an inviscid
linear shear layer (u(y) ∝ y ) in the isothermal dynamics of an ideal gas confined
to a channel of finite width with impenetrable walls at y = ±L . From a theoreti-
cal standpoint, an inviscid Couette flow is interesting for several reasons. To begin
with, a linear background velocity profile has no inflection point. In fact, it is well-
known [1, 4, 17] that inviscid incompressible Couette flow has no unstable modes:
the discrete spectrum is empty while the continuous spectrum of eigenperturbations
has purely imaginary growth rates. The absence of inflectional instabilities makes
Couette flow a relatively uncluttered arena to study the effects of compressibility.
In [18, 19], the stability of compressible Couette flow has been examined, although
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the focus is on the viscous case. In keeping with our theme of simplicity, we restrict
ourselves to isothermal inviscid flow of an ideal gas, so that pressure and density are
not independent and there is no need for an energy equation to supplement the con-
tinuity and compressible Euler equations. There are physical limitations that arise
from our simplifications. For the atmosphere modeled as an ideal gas, the isothermal
approximation fails especially at high Mach numbers, where the assumption of an
adiabatic flow is more accurate. What is more, at high Mach numbers, transverse
sound waves could lead to shocks, which we do not consider in our linear stability
analysis. Despite these limitations, its simplicity allows us to view inviscid isother-
mal Couette flow as a laboratory to find and study compressional instabilities that
may be harder to isolate in other flows. In fact, upon including compressible per-
turbations, we find that a discrete spectrum of eigenmodes germinates and displays
a striking pattern of instabilities, while the continuous spectrum remains neutrally
stable. It is natural to examine the growth rates γ of modes as a function of the two
dimensionless parameters in the problem: a perturbation wavenumber k (in units of
1/L) and a flow Mach number M . Using a combination of stability theorems, growth
rate bounds, (asymptotic) analytical methods and a powerful numerical search algo-
rithm, we obtain a quantitative picture of the pattern of instabilities. While the flow
is neutrally stable when either k or M is small, each mode undergoes an infinite
sequence of stability-instability transitions as k or M is increased. These result in
bands of instability that form a zebra-like pattern (Fig. 5) on the k -M parameter
plane. Interestingly, these widows of instability arise from ‘level crossings’ (some-
times called ‘resonant interactions’ or ‘mode conversions’) between the growth rates
of adjacent modes. As k or M is increased, a pair of imaginary growth rates collide
on the imaginary γ axis, perform symmetrical excursions into the complex plane
and then merge on the same axis. Our level crossing instability transitions may be
viewed as degenerate cases of transcritical bifurcations: a pair of neutrally stable
modes interact leaving one stable and the other unstable. Since the tower of modes
that we find arises due to compressibility, they are expelled from the spectrum as
M → 0, where our equations reduce to Rayleigh’s eigenvalue problem [4]. More-
over, the instabilities we find are relatively short wavelength instabilities in contrast
with Rayleigh’s inflectional modes [20] and the Tollmien-Schlichting waves [1, 15] in
viscous shear flows, which display long wavelength instabilities.

Although our phase diagram of instabilities as well as asymptotic approximations,
a priori bounds and stability criteria seem to be new results on inviscid isothermal
compressible Couette flow, some ingredients in this picture have been glimpsed by
other authors. Notably, while studying sonic instabilities in an inviscid adiabatic
linear supersonic shear layer in an astrophysical context, Glatzel [21] found a pat-
tern of instabilities as a function of Mach number similar to the ones we find as a
function of both M and k . However, while Glatzel’s perturbations were adiabatic
and homentropic, ours are isothermal. Moreover, our perturbed flows can have any
specific heat ratio γ = cp/cv > 1 and are not obtainable as γ → 1 limits of adiabatic
flows. For recent work on the singular nature of the γ → 1 limit in a polytropic gas
model of the solar wind, see [22]. Furthermore, the numerical method we adopt is
altogether different from the techniques used in [21]. On the other hand, Renardy
[23] provides a proof of an instability arising from eigenvalue crossing in a transonic
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linear shear flow in shallow water (with Froude number playing the role of Mach
number) and in plane Couette flow of a viscoelastic fluid. Taken together, these
results suggest that the compressional modes and level crossing instabilities that we
uncover are a general feature and not artifacts of our simplifying assumptions of
isothermal inviscid flow.

The picture that emerges from our linear stability analysis could be modified by
effects not considered. For instance, nonlinear saturation could mute the growth of
some of our linear instabilities while a linearly stable flow can be nonlinearly desta-
bilized (e.g., via subcritical bifurcations). On the other hand, in regimes (such as
those of small k or M ) where we have found neutral linear stability, there could
be transient instabilities due to polynomial-time growth of generalized eigenvectors,
that is not captured by eigenvectors with exponential (eγt) time-dependence. It is
recognized [24] that such transients can arise when the linearized flow is described
by a nonnormal operator that fails to be completely diagonalizable. See [25] and ref-
erences therein for recent work on Couette flow where such possibilities are explored.

Finally, we point out the difference between our setup and the one employed in
discussions of ‘shear sheltering’ [26, 27]. In the latter, a spatially localized pressure
pulse is introduced in the vicinity of a point (0, y0) in a sheared flow. According to
a stationary observer, the sheared flow will tend to longitudinally stretch and carry
away the pulse aside from its spread due to the backward propagating wave and waves
possibly reflected off upper and lower walls. Thus, it is heuristically argued that at
the stationary observer’s position, there cannot be any perpetual growth in the wave
due to sound. By contrast, we have considered a mode of definite wave number,
which is consequently not spatially localized. Moreover, we have only allowed for
modes with exponential time-dependence and not addressed the full-fledged initial
value problem. Thus, arguments based on shear sheltering do not contradict the
linear instabilities that we have found. We now outline the organization of this
paper and summarize our results.

2 Summary of results

We begin in §3.1 by considering the inviscid isothermal dynamics of an ideal gas in
a channel with impenetrable boundaries at y = ±L . We take as our background,
a steady constant density parallel shear flow v = (u(y), 0, 0) that is translation-
invariant in the x-z plane. Special cases include inviscid Couette flow as well as a
vortex sheet in the x-z plane. In §3.2, we derive linear equations for two-dimensional
perturbations of the form ρ̂(y)eikx+γt and (û(y), v̂(y), 0)eikx+γt . The resulting eigen-
value problem for the growth rate γ depends on two parameters: the perturbation
wave number k and a background flow Mach number M . It is a system of three cou-
pled first order ordinary differential equations (ODEs) with coefficients depending on
the undisturbed velocity profile u(y). For an odd velocity profile, the absence of dis-
sipation implies that the system admits two discrete symmetries (§3.3) that constrain
eigenfunctions and ensure that eigenvalues come in 4-tuples (γ,−γ∗,−γ, γ∗). The
equations for 3d perturbations take a similar form and admit analogous symmetries.

In §4, we specialize to disturbances around a linear velocity profile: steady Couette
flow. The eigenvalue equations are reduced in §4.1 to a single second order ODE for
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the vorticity (or density or velocity) perturbations with γ appearing nonlinearly.
Although it is transformable into a confluent hypergeometric equation (Appendix
C), we do not attempt an explicit analytic determination of the spectrum of growth
rates in this paper. Instead, we develop a quantitative picture of linear instabilities by
combining stability theorems, growth rate bounds, limiting cases, series solutions and
a numerical approach. Elsewhere, we hope to prove the key features of our numerical
spectra by careful examination of the complex analytic properties of the associated
ODEs and their Wronskians. In a slightly different direction, it is worth noting
that in Chapt. 7 of [16], Shivamoggi discusses a qualitative phase plane analysis
around the trivial fixed point of an equation that reduces (at constant temperature)
to that for our vorticity perturbations. However, in this analysis of subsonic and
supersonic disturbances, only neutral perturbations are considered and our finite
channel boundary conditions are not imposed.

In §4.2, we derive stability theorems for this flow: (i) necessity of a ‘critical
layer’ inside the channel for instability, (ii) an analog of Howard’s semicircle the-
orem bounding growth rates of unstable modes, (iii) a lower bound on |ℑγ| for
neutrally stable modes which disallows level crossings between conjugate modes and
(iv) a necessary condition on M and k for a neutrally stable mode to have a crit-
ical layer within the channel. In §5, the perturbation ODEs are solved analytically
(with details in Appendix A) in tractable limits such as small k , small M and large
oscillation frequency |ℑγ| , to reveal an infinite tower (n = 0, 1, 2, . . .) of noninflec-
tional compressional eigenmodes (and their conjugates 0∗, 1∗, . . .) that are neutrally
stable. We find that sufficiently subsonic Couette flow (M ≪ 1) is neutrally stable
to perturbations of any wave number. At higher Mach numbers, it continues to
be neutrally stable to perturbations of sufficiently large wavelength. Instabilities,
if present at higher Mach numbers, can arise only from moderate or short wave-
length perturbations. In §6, we use a numerical approach based on the Fredholm
alternative (described in Appendix §B) to solve the perturbation equations around
Couette flow. By using an iterative search method, we discover an infinite sequence
of stability transitions in each mode as k or M is increased. The opening and clos-
ing of a window of instability coincides with the merger and subsequent demerger
of the eigenvalue γn with a neighboring eigenvalue. For a given eigenmode, these
level-crossing instabilities produce a zebra-like pattern of bands in the k -M plane,
which we describe in §6.3 for the ground (n = 0) mode. In §6.4, the behavior of
an eigenvalue undergoing a level crossing (as k or M is varied) is captured by solu-
tions of a canonical biquadratic equation that neatly incorporates both the discrete
symmetries and a square-root power law behavior near a stability transition. In
§7, we show that the linear stability equations also admit a continuous spectrum
of neutrally stable eigenmodes. Although the discrete and continuous spectra can
overlap, the eigenfunctions of the latter fail to be smooth across critical layers where
the equations are singular due to isolated real zeros in the (imaginary part of the)
Doppler-shifted growth rate.
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3 Background flow and its perturbations

3.1 Steady parallel shear flow

We consider isothermal compressible flow of an ideal gas governed by the Euler and
continuity equations and equation of state

∂v

∂t
+ v ·∇v = −∇p

ρ
,

∂ρ

∂t
+∇ · (ρv) = 0 and p = ρkBT/µ. (1)

Here T is the constant temperature throughout the flow and µ the molecular mass.
Under isothermal conditions, it is convenient to introduce the specific Gibbs free
energy g(ρ) = (kBT/µ) log(ρ/ρ0) which is determined up to an additive constant by
the condition ∇g = (∇p)/ρ . Similarly, the specific entropy for isothermal flow of
an ideal gas satisfying the caloric condition is defined up to a constant:

s = s0 + (kB/µ) log(ρ0/ρ) (2)

and evolves according to ∂s
∂t + v ·∇s = (kB/µ)∇ · v .

We will be interested in investigating the stability of a steady plane parallel shear
flow in the x-direction, where the density ρ(y) and velocity field (u(y), 0, 0) depend
only on the height y (see Fig. 1). The corresponding vorticity points in the z di-
rection: w = ∇ × v = −u′(y)ẑ . The steady continuity equation ∂x(ρ(y)u(y)) = 0
is identically satisfied. Only the y component of the steady Euler equation sur-
vives, leading to g′(y) = 0 but leaving u(y) undetermined. Thus we have a steady
background flow in the streamwise (x) direction with constant density and pressure:

v̄ = (u(y), 0, 0), ρ = ρ0 and p = p0 = ρ0kBT/µ. (3)

As a consequence of (2), this background flow is homentropic: spatially homogeneous
with specific entropy s0 . We will be particularly interested in such a flow in a
channel of finite height |y| ≤ L . The impenetrability conditions at the channel
boundaries (y = ±L) are automatically satisfied by (3). In the absence of viscosity,
the tangential velocity components u(±L) are unconstrained.

The ratio of background flow speed u0 at a reference height [e.g., u0 = |u(L)| ] to
the isothermal sound speed cs is a useful dimensionless Mach number associated to
this background flow:

M2 = u20/c
2
s = u20µ/kBT = ρ0u

2
0/p0. (4)

From §4 onwards, we will specialize to a linear background velocity profile

u(y) = −Ωy with ρ(y) = ρ0. (5)

The corresponding background vorticity is uniform: w = Ωẑ . We will use the term
inviscid planar Couette flow for this undisturbed profile.
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Velocity perturbations

ẑ

Figure 1: Steady inviscid plane Couette flow. The background density, pressure and temperature are
uniform. Perturbations are assumed isothermal but compressible.

3.2 Compressible perturbations to undisturbed flow

To study the linear stability of the plane shear flow (3), we will consider compressible
isothermal perturbations

v = v̄(y) + δv(x, y) and ρ = ρ0 + δρ(x, y). (6)

The perturbations are taken to be two-dimensional since one expects, based on an
extrapolation of Squire’s Theorem [1], that the least stable perturbations are two-
dimensional. Thus δv = (δu, δv, 0) and δρ are assumed to preserve z -translation
invariance but could depend on x, y and t . Due to the x translation-invariant
background, we may take the perturbations to be monochromatic in their dependence
on x and thus write

δρ = ρ̂(y)eγt+ikx, δu = û(y)eγt+ikx and δv = v̂(y)eγt+ikx. (7)

The growth rate γ(k) would be purely imaginary for oscillatory modes while it would
have a positive real part for unstable modes. Although k̃ can have either sign we
will take k̃ ≥ 0 to avoid having to write |k̃| in various places below. The physical
perturbations are given by the real parts ℜ(ρ̂eγt+ikx) etc., with both ℜρ̂ and ℑρ̂
contributing. Since the equations for perturbations are linear, we are free to work
with complex disturbances and finally take real parts.

It is convenient to work with dimensionless variables. We use the constant back-
ground density ρ0 , reference flow speed u0 (e.g., flow speed |u(L)| at the boundary)
and some reference length θ (such as the semi-height L of the channel) to nondi-
mensionalize variables:

ỹ =
y

θ
, U =

u

u0
, ρ̃ =

ρ̂

ρ0
, ũ =

û

u0
, ṽ =

v̂

u0
, k̃ = θk, γ̃ =

γθ

u0
. (8)

The linearized continuity equation

∂tδρ+ ∂x(ρ δu+ u δρ) + ∂y(ρδv) = 0 (9)
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becomes
Γρ̃ = −(ik̃ũ+ ṽ′) (10)

where primes denote derivatives with respect to ỹ and

Γ(y) = γ̃ + ik̃U. (11)

is a height-dependent ‘Doppler-shifted’ growth rate.
The specific entropy perturbation δs = s − s0 = ŝeγt+ikx is nondimensionalized

via s̃ = µŝ/kB . Linearizing (2) we find that it satisfies Γs̃ = ik̃ũ+ ṽ′ . Thus s̃ = −ρ̃ .
Notably, although our isothermal background flow is homentropic, the perturbations
are not. This is in contrast with the homentropic adiabatic perturbations studied
by Glatzel [21]. We note that our perturbed isothermal flow cannot in general be
obtained by taking the limit of an adiabatic flow as the specific heat ratio cp/cv → 1.
In particular, the isothermal gas flows considered in this work can have any specific
heat ratio cp/cv ≥ 1.

Next, we compute the x and y components of the terms in the linearized Euler
equation

δ(∂tv) + δ(v ·∇v) = −δ∇g. (12)

The linearized time derivative terms are

δvt =
u20
θ
γ̃eikx+γt(ũ, ṽ). (13)

The components of the linearized advection term are

δ(v ·∇v) =
u20
θ
eikx+γt(ṽU ′ + ik̃Uũ, ik̃Uṽ). (14)

The perturbation of the pressure gradient term is

δ∇g =
p0
ρ0

∇
(
δρ

ρ0

)
=

u20
θM2

eikx+γt(ik̃ρ̃, ρ̃′). (15)

Thus, the x and y components of the linearized Euler equation are

Γũ+ ṽU ′ = − 1

M2
ik̃ρ̃ and Γṽ = − 1

M2
ρ̃′, (16)

Combining (10) and (16), the perturbation equations are the eigenvalue problem

Q

ρ̃ũ
ṽ

 = γ̃

ρ̃ũ
ṽ

 where Q =

 −ik̃U −ik̃ −∂ỹ
−ik̃M−2 −ik̃U −U ′

−M−2∂ỹ 0 −ik̃U

 . (17)

We note in passing that even for k = 0, this operator Q does not commute with its
adjoint, relative to the L2 inner product. Although we do not explore it here, this
opens up the possibility of generalized eigenmodes that display transient polynomial
time-dependence (see [24, 25]). Returning to (17), the scalar diagonal part of Q may
be combined with the eigenvalue γ to give the Doppler-shifted growth rate Γ(y), in
terms of which (17) becomes

(Q+ ik̃U(ỹ))ψ = Γ(ỹ)ψ where ψ =
(
ρ̃ ũ ṽ

)t
. (18)

The above system of equations are a compressible analogue of Rayleigh’s equation
(20) for incompressible perturbations to constant density shear flows.
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Incompressible limit and Rayleigh’s equation. In fact, the linearized equa-
tions (17) simplify in the incompressible limit. To take this limit, we expand variables
in powers of M2 and take M2 → 0 [28]. For the pressure gradient terms in (16) to
have a finite limit we must have ρ̃ = ρ∗M

2 + O(M4) while ũ, ṽ, γ̃ and U assume
nonzero finite limits. The perturbation equations as M → 0 are

ṽ′ = −ikũ, Γũ = −ikρ∗ − U ′ṽ and Γṽ = −ρ′∗ (19)

where Γ = γ̃+ ik̃U . Eliminating ρ∗ and ũ from these equations we arrive at a single
equation for ṽ which agrees with Rayleigh’s equation [4]:( γ

ik
+ U

)
(v′′ − k2v)− U ′′ṽ = 0. (20)

Mach number for perturbation phase velocity. Introducing γ = γr + iγi ,
the perturbations are ∼ ei(kx+γit)+γrt . Thus, the phase velocity of perturbations
is cp = −γi/k . The nondimensional phase velocity is c̃p = −γ̃i/k̃ = cp/u0 . It is
convenient to introduce a Mach number for the phase speed of perturbations

Mp = |cp/cs| or Mp = |c̃p|M = |γ̃iM/k̃|, (21)

which we will refer to in the sequel. A related height-dependent Mach number is also
useful, where the phase speed of the disturbance with respect to an observer moving
with the background flow at height y is considered:

Mrel(y) = |(ℑΓ(y))M/k̃|. (22)

Three-dimensional perturbations. If we allow for 3d velocity perturbations
whose dependence on x and z may be taken monochromatic, i.e.,

δρ = ρ̂(y)eγt+i(kxx+kzz) and δv =

v̂x(y)v̂y(y)
v̂z(y)

 eγt+i(kxx+kzz), (23)

then the perturbation equations become

Q


ρ̃
ṽx
ṽy
ṽz

 = γ̃


ρ̃
ṽx
ṽy
ṽz

 where Q =


−ik̃xU −ik̃x −∂ỹ −ik̃z

−ik̃xM−2 −ik̃xU −U ′ 0

−M−2∂ỹ 0 −ik̃xU 0

−ik̃zM−2 0 0 −ik̃xU

 . (24)

Upon putting k̃z = 0, this reduces to the 2d case (17), as v̂z must necessarily vanish.

3.3 Discrete symmetries of perturbation equations

In the absence of dissipation, ours is a conservative system. Thus, we should expect
each growing mode to be paired with a decaying mode. This leads to a discrete Z2

symmetry of (17). If in addition, the background profile U(y) is an odd function,
then (17) admits another Z2 symmetry. In particular, for Couette flow, i.e., linear
U(y) there is a symmetry about the center of the channel. These symmetries allow
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us to restrict the search for eigenvalues to one quadrant of the complex γ̃ plane.
They also constrain the form of eigenfunctions.
(A) Taking the complex conjugate of (17) and adjusting signs, it may be written
as Q(ρ̃∗, ũ∗,−ṽ∗)t = −γ̃∗(ρ̃∗, ũ∗,−ṽ∗)t . Thus, if (ρ̃, ũ, ṽ)t is an eigenvector with
eigenvalue γ̃ , so is (ρ̃∗, ũ∗,−ṽ∗)t with eigenvalue −γ̃∗ . This symmetry relates an
exponentially growing to a decaying mode, both either left- or right-moving.
(B) There is an additional symmetry if U(ỹ) is odd. Upon taking ỹ → −ỹ in
(17), we get Q(ρ̃(−ỹ),−ũ(−ỹ), ṽ(−ỹ))t = −γ̃(ρ̃(−ỹ),−ũ(−ỹ), ṽ(−ỹ))t . Thus, if
(ρ̃(ỹ), ũ(ỹ), ṽ(ỹ))t is a solution with eigenvalue γ̃ , then so is (ρ̃(−ỹ),−ũ(−ỹ), ṽ(−ỹ))t
with eigenvalue −γ̃ . Remarks: (i) If ℜγ̃ ̸= 0, this means an exponentially grow-
ing right-moving perturbation is paired with an exponentially decaying left-moving
perturbation. (ii) If ℜγ̃ = 0, then this symmetry relates an oscillatory left-moving
perturbation to an oscillatory right-moving one.

Eigenvalues come in 4-tuples. Combining symmetries (A) and (B) which com-
prise the group Z2×Z2 , we see that eigenmodes generically come in 4-tuples. If any
one of the following is a solution to (17), then so are the other three:

(ρ̃(ỹ), ũ(ỹ), ṽ(ỹ), γ̃), (ρ̃∗(ỹ), ũ∗(ỹ),−ṽ∗(ỹ),−γ̃∗),
(ρ̃(−ỹ),−ũ(−ỹ), ṽ(−ỹ),−γ̃) and (ρ̃∗(−ỹ),−ũ∗(−ỹ),−ṽ∗(−ỹ), γ̃∗). (25)

Forms of eigenfunctions for real or imaginary γ̃ . Assuming nondegeneracy
of eigenvalues, these symmetries restrict eigenfunctions. E.g., for real γ̃ and odd
background velocity U(ỹ), (ρ̃, ũ, ṽ) must be of the form eiα(ρe(ỹ) + iρo(ỹ), uo(ỹ) +
iue(ỹ), vo(ỹ) + ive(ỹ)), where the subscripts e and o denote even and odd functions
and α is real. Similarly, for imaginary γ̃ , (ρ̃, ũ, ṽ) must be of the form eiα(ρr, ur, ivi)
where ρr, ur and vi are real functions of ỹ . We now show how these arise.

Real γ̃ . Applying both symmetries, if (γ̃, ρ̃(ỹ), ũ(ỹ), ṽ(ỹ)) is a solution, so is
(γ̃∗, ρ̃∗(−ỹ),−ũ∗(−ỹ),−ṽ∗(−ỹ)). Now, if γ̃ is real and nondegenerate, then (ρ̃(ỹ),
ũ(ỹ), ṽ(ỹ)) must be a multiple of (ρ̃∗(−ỹ),−ũ∗(−ỹ),−ṽ∗(−ỹ)). The multiplicative
factor must be a phase eiθ as the symmetries do not alter the magnitudes of any of
the fields. Isolating the real and imaginary parts, we get the following condition:ρ̃r(ỹ) + iρ̃i(ỹ)

ũr(ỹ) + iũi(ỹ)
ṽr(ỹ) + iṽi(ỹ)

 = eiθ

 ρ̃r(−ỹ)− iρ̃i(−ỹ)
−ũr(−ỹ) + iũi(−ỹ)
−ṽr(−ỹ) + iṽi(−ỹ)

 for all ỹ. (26)

In particular, if θ = 0 then ρ̃r , ũi and ṽi must be even and ρ̃i , ũr and ṽr must be
odd. More generally, we will show that ρ̃ = eiα(ρe + iρo) while ũ = eiα(uo + iue)
and ṽ = eiα(vo + ive) where α ≡ θ/2 mod π and the subscripts e, o denote even
and odd real functions of ỹ . To see this, we rewrite (26) as

e−iθ/2

ρ̃(ỹ)ũ(ỹ)
ṽ(ỹ)

 = eiθ/2

 ρ̃∗(−ỹ)
−ũ∗(−ỹ)
−ṽ∗(−ỹ)

 ⇔ e−iθ/2

ρ̃(ỹ)ũ(ỹ)
ṽ(ỹ)

 =

 e−iθ/2ρ̃(−ỹ)
−e−iθ/2ũ(−ỹ)
−e−iθ/2ṽ(−ỹ)

∗

(27)
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Thus χ = e−iθ/2(ρ̃(ỹ), ũ(ỹ), ṽ(ỹ)) satisfies (26) with θ = 0. Consequently, ℜχ1 , ℑχ2

and ℑχ3 must be even while ℑχ1 , ℜχ2 and ℜχ3 must be odd, leading to:

ρ̃ = eiα(ρe(ỹ) + iρo(ỹ)), ũ = eiα(uo(ỹ) + iue(ỹ)), ṽ = eiα(vo(ỹ) + ive(ỹ)). (28)

Here α ≡ θ/2 (mod π) where we have included a possible overall minus sign in
defining the functions on the RHS.

Imaginary γ̃ . A similar analysis applies when γ̃ is imaginary. Under symmetry (A),
the eigenpair (γ̃, ρ̃(ỹ), ũ(ỹ), ṽ(ỹ)) 7→ (−γ̃∗, ρ̃∗(ỹ), ũ∗(ỹ),−ṽ∗(ỹ)). If γ̃ is imaginary
and nondegenerate, then as before, (ρ̃(ỹ), ũ(ỹ), ṽ(ỹ)) can differ from (ρ̃∗(ỹ), ũ∗(ỹ),
−ṽ∗(ỹ)) at most by a multiplicative phase:ρ̃r(ỹ) + iρ̃i(ỹ)

ũr(ỹ) + iũi(ỹ)
ṽr(ỹ) + iṽi(ỹ)

 = eiθ

 ρ̃r(ỹ)− iρ̃i(ỹ)
ũr(ỹ)− iũi(ỹ)
−ṽr(ỹ) + iṽi(ỹ)

 for all ỹ . (29)

If θ = 0, ρ̃, ũ must be real and ṽ must be imaginary. More generally, ρ̃ and ũ can
differ from real functions and ṽ can differ from an imaginary function at most by
a phase: ρ̃(ỹ) = eiαρ̃r(ỹ), ũ(ỹ) = eiαũr(ỹ) and ṽ(ỹ) = eiαiṽi(ỹ) where α = θ/2
(mod π). To see this, we rewrite (29) as

e−iθ/2

ρ̃(ỹ)ũ(ỹ)
ṽ(ỹ)

 = eiθ/2

 ρ̃∗(ỹ)
ũ∗(ỹ)

−ṽ∗(−ỹ)

 ⇔ e−iθ/2

ρ̃(ỹ)ũ(ỹ)
ṽ(ỹ)

 =

 e−iθ/2ρ̃(ỹ)

e−iθ/2ũ(ỹ)

−e−iθ/2ṽ(ỹ)

∗

.

(30)
Thus, e−iθ/2ρ̃(ỹ) and e−iθ/2ũ(ỹ) must be real and e−iθ/2ṽ(ỹ) must be imaginary,
leading us to the proposed forms.

Symmetries of 3d perturbation equations. Symmetries (A) and (B) also apply
to 3d perturbations (24). In particular, eigenmodes continue to come in 4-tuples:

(ρ̃(ỹ), ṽx(ỹ), ṽy(ỹ), ṽz(ỹ), γ̃), (ρ̃∗(ỹ), ṽ∗x(ỹ),−ṽ∗y(ỹ), ṽ∗z(ỹ),−γ̃∗),
(ρ̃(−ỹ),−ṽx(−ỹ), ṽy(−ỹ),−ṽz(−ỹ),−γ̃) & (ρ̃∗(−ỹ),−ṽ∗x(−ỹ),−ṽ∗y(−ỹ),−ṽ∗z(−ỹ), γ̃∗).(31)

As a consequence of these symmetries, the eigenfunctions must take certain simple
canonical forms if the eigenvalues are either real or purely imaginary. For a nonde-
generate real eigenvalue γ̃ = γ̃∗ , the eigenfunction (ρ̃, ṽx, ṽy, ṽz) is always of the form
eiα(ρ̃e+iρ̃o, ṽxo+iṽxe, ṽyo+iṽye, ṽzo+iṽze). Similarly, for a nondegenerate imaginary
eigenvalue γ̃ = −γ̃∗ , the eigenfunction must be of the form eiα(ρ̃r, ṽxr, iṽyi, ṽzr).

4 Stability of compressible Couette flow

4.1 Perturbation equations for linear background velocity

In this section, we focus on velocity perturbations ( ũ(ỹ), ṽ(ỹ)) around a linear back-
ground velocity (u(y) = −Ωy ) corresponding to a constant background vorticity
(wz(y) = −u′(y) = Ω). Thus, we will be studying the linear stability of isothermal
compressible planar inviscid Couette flow of an ideal gas. We focus on flow in a layer
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with impenetrable boundaries at y = ±L (so that the perturbation v̂(y = ±L) = 0).
Now, we choose our reference values (8) for nondimensionalization as:

θ = L and u0 = −ΩL, so that U ′(ỹ) = 1. (32)

The Mach number M defined in (4) then becomes

M2 =
u20
c2s

=
Ω2L2

kBT/µ
. (33)

Note that this is the maximum Mach number of the Couette flow. The nondimen-
sional perturbation equations (10) and (16) for the linear background U(ỹ) = ỹ
are

Γρ̃ = −(ik̃ũ+ ṽ′), Γũ+ ṽ = −ik̃ ρ̃

M2
and Γṽ = − ρ̃′

M2
(34)

where Γ = γ̃+ik̃ỹ is linear in ỹ . We will now show that these coupled equations may
be reduced to self-contained 2nd order ODEs for any one of the disturbances: ũ , ṽ ,
ρ̃ or the vorticity perturbation w̃ = ik̃ṽ − ũ′ with appropriate boundary conditions
(BCs): Dirichlet for ṽ , Neumann for w̃ and ρ̃ and Robin for ũ . Subject to these
BCs, we may of course rescale the eigenmode (ρ̃, ũ, ṽ) corresponding to eigenvalue
γ̃ by an overall normalization factor. Interestingly, the BC on ṽ makes it more
convenient for numerical purposes (see §6) while the equation for w̃ is suited for the
analytic approaches in §5 and Appendix A.

Equation for w̃ . Taking the ‘curl’ ik̃(y−cpt)−(x−cpt)′ and using the ρ̃ equation,
we find that w̃ = −ρ̃ :

ik̃Γṽ − (Γũ)′ + (ṽΓ)′ = Γ(ik̃ṽ − ũ′)− (ik̃ũ+ ṽ′) = 0 ⇒ w̃ = −ρ̃. (35)

Thus, we eliminate ρ̃ in favor of w̃ in the perturbation equations (34):

Γw̃ = (ik̃ũ+ ṽ′), Γũ+ ṽ =
ik̃

M2
w̃ and Γṽ =

1

M2
w̃′. (36)

The latter two equations allow us to write ũ and ṽ in terms of w̃ :

ũ =
1

ΓM2

(
ik̃w̃ − w̃′

Γ

)
and ṽ =

w̃′

ΓM2
. (37)

Putting (37) in the first equation of (36), we get a self-contained equation for w̃ :

w̃′′ − 2
ik̃

Γ
w̃′ − (k̃2 +M2Γ2)w̃ = 0. (38)

To determine w̃ from the ‘eigenvalue’ problem (38), we must supplement the BCs
w̃′(±1) = 0 (coming from the second equation of (37)) with, say, the value of w̃
somewhere to set the scale as this is a linear system. This equation has a regular
singularity at ỹc = −γ̃/ik̃ where Γ vanishes and an essential singularity at ỹ = ∞ .
The singularity at ỹc is related to the concept of a critical layer, which will be
discussed in §4.2. Having found w̃ , we may use (35) and (37) to get ρ̃, ũ and ṽ . In
fact, ρ̃ satisfies the same equation as w̃ .
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As shown in Appendix C, Eqn. (38) can be transformed into the confluent hy-
pergeometric equation as Glatzel [21] does in his study of the stability of Couette
flow under adiabatic conditions (see also the earlier work of Dyson [29]). The al-
lowed eigenvalues γ̃ are determined by imposing boundary conditions leading to the
transcendental equation (108). Since an explicit solution of (108) is not available,
we will resort to asymptotic approximations and numerical approaches to find the
spectrum of growth rates in §5 and §6.

Remark. It is noteworthy that (38) also arises in Shivamoggi’s discussion of sub-
sonic and supersonic inviscid pressure disturbances in parallel flows. Indeed Eqn.
10 of Chapt. 7 of [16] for pressure perturbations at a constant temperature reduces
to our vorticity perturbation equation (38). In this reference, a qualitative phase
plane analysis of this nonautonomous equation is discussed around the fixed point
(w̃ = 0, ṽ = 0). It reveals a distinction between subsonic and supersonic distur-
bances: a change from saddle to node. The disturbances are classified as subsonic
and supersonic using Mrel of (22). However, some differences from our study must
be pointed out. In the analysis of [16], γ̃ is imaginary so only neutral disturbances
are considered. More importantly, the channel is unbounded, so our boundary con-
ditions at y = ±L are not imposed. Thus, our discrete spectrum of modes does not
appear in this phase plane analysis.

Equation for ṽ . Given that ṽ satisfies Dirichlet BCs, it is advantageous (espe-
cially for numerical purposes) to have an ODE for ṽ . Differentiating the equation
for ṽ in (37), we get

Γṽ′ + ik̃ṽ =
1

M2
w̃′′. (39)

We use (37) and (39) in (38) to eliminate w̃′ and w̃′′ in favor of ṽ and ṽ′

Γṽ′ − ik̃ṽ =

(
k̃2

M2
+ Γ2

)
w̃. (40)

Differentiating in ỹ and using Γ′ = ik̃ , we get

Γṽ′′ =

(
k̃2

M2
+ Γ2

)
w̃′ + 2Γik̃w̃. (41)

Finally, we use (37) and (40) to arrive at an ODE for ṽ :

(k̃2 +M2Γ2)ṽ′′ − 2M2Γik̃ṽ′ − ((k̃2 +M2Γ2)2 + 2k̃2M2)ṽ = 0. (42)

This equation has 2 regular singular points at ỹ = ±1/M + iγ̃/k̃ and one essential
singularity at ỹ = ∞ . Having found ṽ , we may get w̃ = −ρ̃ by using (40). Finally,
ũ can be obtained from the algebraic relation Γρ̃ = −(ik̃ũ+ ṽ′) (34) or from (37).

Equation for ũ. The equation for ũ is structurally the simplest although it sat-
isfies Robin BCs. We use ṽ = w̃′/(ΓM2) (37) to eliminate ṽ from w̃ = ik̃ṽ − ũ′ to
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get Γũ′ = Γw̃− ik̃w̃′/M2 . We also have M2Γ2ũ = Γik̃w̃− w̃′ from (37). Combining,
we write w̃ and w̃′ in terms of ũ and ũ′ :

w̃ = −M2 (ũ
′ + ik̃Γũ)

(k̃2 +M2)
and w̃′ = −ΓM2 (ik̃ũ

′ +M2Γũ)

(k̃2 +M2)
. (43)

Equating expressions for w′ , we get an ODE for ũ :

ũ′′ − (k̃2 +M2Γ2)ũ = 0. (44)

It has no regular singular points but one essential singularity at ỹ = ∞ . The BCs
w̃′(±1) = 0 upon use of (43) take a Robin form: ik̃ũ′(±1) + (γ̃ ± ik̃)M2ũ(±1) = 0,
provided Γ(±1) ̸= 0.

4.2 Stability theorems: bounds and instability criteria

Here, we derive conditions for the background Couette flow to be stable/unstable. (i)
We show that |ℑγ̃| < k̃ is a necessary condition for a mode to be unstable. Writing
γ̃ = γ̃r + iγ̃i , this is the condition that the phase velocity c = −γ̃i/k̃ of the mode
matches that of the background flow U(ỹ) = ỹ at some ỹ = ỹc in the channel |ỹ| ≤ 1.
Such a ỹc , which may also be defined by the condition ℑΓ(ỹc) = γi + k̃ỹc = 0, is
called a critical layer1. So a critical layer must lie inside the channel for a mode to be
unstable. (ii) An analogue of Howard’s semicircle theorem is obtained: if a mode is
unstable, then its complex growth rate γ̃ must lie inside a disk of radius k̃ . (iii) Since
|ℑγ̃| < k̃ is necessary for a mode to be unstable, it is valuable to find a necessary
criterion for a neutrally stable mode to satisfy γ̃i < k̃ , as such a mode may be viewed
as a candidate to develop an instability. We show that such a necessary condition is
the lower bound M ≥ (1/2)[1 + 1/2k̃2]1/2 . When this condition is met, a neutrally
stable mode can exist whose critical layer is inside the channel. (iv) Finally, we find a
lower bound |γ̃i| > k̃(1/M−1) for neutrally stable modes. In particular, this implies
that level crossings between neutrally stable conjugate modes (with eigenvalues iγ̃i
and −iγ̃i ) cannot occur for a subsonic background flow (M < 1). This is significant
since we find numerically that instabilities typically begin at a crossing between the
lowest mode and its conjugate.

Integral identity for stability criteria. We divide (38) by Γ2 and combine the
first two terms using the Leibniz rule, to get(

w̃′

Γ2

)′
−

(
k̃2

Γ2
+M2

)
w̃ = 0. (45)

Multiplying by w̃∗ , this becomes(
w̃∗w̃′

Γ2

)′
− |w̃′|2

Γ2
−

(
k̃2

Γ2
+M2

)
|w̃|2 = 0. (46)

1Some authors (see §7) define a critical layer by Γ(ỹc) = 0 rather than ℑΓ(ỹc) = 0. By this definition, since
Γ = γ̃ + ik̃ỹ , the ‘critical layer’ ỹc of an unstable mode would not be real although ℜỹc would correspond to our
critical layer lying inside the channel.
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Integrating in ỹ , the first term vanishes due to the BCs [w̃′(±1) = 0] and we get

−
∫ 1

−1

1

Γ2
(|w̃′|2 + k̃2|w̃|2)dỹ =M2

∫ 1

−1
|w̃|2dỹ. (47)

Taking the real part, we obtain

−
∫ 1

−1

ℜ(Γ∗2)

|Γ|4
(|w̃′|2 + k̃2|w̃|2)dỹ =M2

∫ 1

−1
|w̃|2dỹ. (48)

These integral identities will be put to use below in deriving criteria for instability.

4.2.1 Critical layer condition for instability

Noting that ℑ(1/Γ2) = −2γ̃r(γ̃i + k̃ỹ)/|Γ|4 and taking the imaginary part of (47),
we get

2γ̃r

∫ 1

−1
(γ̃i + k̃ỹ)

(|w̃′|2 + k̃2|w̃|2)
|Γ|4

dỹ = 0. (49)

For an unstable mode ( γ̃r > 0), this can happen only if γ̃i + k̃ỹ changes sign in the
channel. In other words, there must be a |ỹc| < 1 such that ℑΓ(ỹc) = 0. Such a layer
ỹc = −γ̃i/k̃ is called a critical layer. Thus, a necessary condition for the mode γ̃ to
be unstable is that the critical layer must lie inside the channel. Stated differently,
for a mode to be unstable, its wavenumber must be sufficiently large, in the sense
that k̃ > |γ̃i| . We observe that when this condition is met, the CC approximation of
§5.3 breaks down and we enter the level crossing (LC) regime to be discussed in §6.1
and §6.2. Pleasantly, our numerical calculations show the onset of instabilities in the
LC regime. Moreover, since higher modes have larger |γ̃i| , it would typically require
a higher wave number perturbation to destabilize a higher mode. This is borne out
by the numerical results shown in Fig. 4.

4.2.2 Analogue of semicircle theorem

Now, we establish an analog of Howard’s semicircle theorem for isothermal compress-
ible inviscid Couette flow. Denoting G2 = (|w̃′|2 + k̃2|w̃|2)/|Γ|4 > 0, (48) becomes

−
∫ 1

−1
(γ̃2r − (γ̃i + k̃ỹ)2)G2dỹ =M2

∫ 1

−1
|w̃|2dỹ. (50)

For an unstable mode, γ̃r > 0 and (49) implies that∫ 1

−1
(γ̃i + k̃ỹ)G2dỹ = 0. (51)

Upon using (51), (50) becomes

−(γ̃2r + γ̃2i )

∫ 1

−1
G2dỹ + k̃2

∫ 1

−1
ỹ2G2dỹ =M2

∫ 1

−1
|w̃|2dỹ. (52)

Since |ỹ| < 1, this implies that

(k̃2 − γ̃2r − γ̃2i )

∫ 1

−1
G2dỹ > M2

∫ 1

−1
|w̃|2dỹ > 0. (53)

Since G2 ≥ 0, the prefactor on the left must be positive. Thus, for an unstable
mode, γ̃ must lie inside a disk of radius k̃ in the complex plane: γ̃2r + γ̃2i < k̃2 .
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4.2.3 Lower bound on neutrally stable mode eigenvalues

If a mode is neutrally stable i.e., γ̃r = 0, then Γ∗2 = −|Γ|2 and (48) implies∫ 1

−1

|w̃′|2

|Γ|2
dỹ =

∫ 1

−1

(
M2 − k̃2

|Γ|2

)
|w̃|2dỹ. (54)

The first term is nonnegative, so there must be |ỹ| < 1 such that the quantity in
parenthesis is nonnegative. Using Γ2 = −(γ̃i + k̃ỹ)2 , we get

(γ̃i + k̃ỹ)2 ≥ k̃2/M2 ⇒ |γ̃i| ≥ k̃(1/M − 1). (55)

Thus we have a lower bound on |γ̃i| for any neutrally stable mode around subsonic
flow. Hence, for M < 1, there cannot be a crossing of a neutral mode γ̃ = iγ̃i with its
conjugate γ̃∗ = −iγ̃i . As modes are ordered with increasing γ̃i , this implies a spectral
gap between the lowest neutrally stable mode and its conjugate. Interestingly, for
M > 1/2, (55) implies that |γ̃i| > k so that γ̃ for the stable mode lies outside
Howard’s circle implying that the mode cannot develop an instability for any k .

Our numerical results from §6.1 and §6.2 indicate that the first instability with
increasing k or M occurs at a confluence of the lowest lying mode and its conjugate
( γ̃0 and γ̃∗0 ). Coupled with this numerical observation, the above spectral gap implies
there cannot be any instability for M < 1. This is consistent with the results in
Figs. 3 and 5.

4.2.4 Condition for a neutrally stable mode to have a critical layer

Using the differential identities

w̃′

Γ
= ik̃

w̃

Γ2
+

(
w̃

Γ

)′
and w̃′′ = 2ik̃

(
w̃

Γ

)′
+

(
w̃

Γ

)′′
, (56)

the first derivative terms in the w̃ perturbation equation (38) can be eliminated:(
w̃

Γ

)′′
−

(
k̃2 +M2Γ2 − 2

k̃2

Γ2

)
w̃

Γ
= 0. (57)

Multiplying by (w̃/Γ)∗ and using the product rule, we get(
w̃∗

Γ∗

(
w̃

Γ

)′)′

−
∣∣∣∣( w̃Γ

)′∣∣∣∣2 −
(
k̃2 +M2Γ2 − 2

k̃2

Γ2

)∣∣∣∣ w̃Γ
∣∣∣∣2 = 0. (58)

Integrating over −1 < ỹ < 1 and using the BCs (w̃/Γ)′|±1 = (−ik̃w̃/Γ2)|±1 , we get

− ik̃
Γ

∣∣∣∣ w̃Γ
∣∣∣∣2 ∣∣∣∣1

−1

−
∫ 1

−1

∣∣∣∣( w̃Γ
)′∣∣∣∣2 dỹ =

∫ 1

−1

(
k̃2 +M2Γ2 − 2

k̃2

Γ2

)∣∣∣∣ w̃Γ
∣∣∣∣2 dỹ. (59)

Let us now specialize to a neutrally stable mode (γ̃r = 0) that has a critical layer,
i.e., |γ̃i| < k . This implies (Γ/ik̃)|∓1 = (γ̃i/k̃)∓ 1 ≶ 0, so that the LHS is negative.
Consequently,

k̃2 +M2Γ2 − 2
k̃2

Γ2
< 0 for some |ỹ| < 1. (60)
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Since |γ̃i| < k̃ , Γ2 = −(γ̃i + k̃ỹ)2 > −4k̃2 . Using this, we deduce a necessary
condition for a neutrally stable mode to have a critical layer inside the channel:

M2 >
1

4
+

1

8k̃2
. (61)

When a neutrally stable mode has a critical layer inside the channel, the critical layer
satisfies ℜΓ̃(ỹc) = 0 in addition to ℑΓ(ỹc) = 0 so that ỹc is a regular singularity
of (38). Moreover from (100) we find w̃′(ỹc) = 0. Thus, the critical layer for such
a stable mode is also where the vorticity and density perturbations are extremal.
In §6 we will relate instabilities to level crossings. It follows that an instability
arises (when k̃ or M is varied) when two neighboring local extrema of the vorticity
perturbation ‘annihilate’ leaving an unstable mode. On the other hand, for any
fixed k̃ if M < (1/2)(1 + 1/2k̃2)1/2 then |γ̃i| > k̃ which from §4.2.1 implies that all
modes are neutrally stable. This is an improvement on the M < 1/2 bound of §4.2.3
guaranteeing neutral stability.

Remark. Eqn. (61) allows us to improve on the bound M < 1 obtained in §4.2.3
that ensures |γ̃i| > 0 thereby precluding crossings between conjugate modes. In fact,
combining these two results, M2 < max{1, 1/4 + 1/(8k̃2)} is a sufficient condition
to avoid such crossings. Thus, for k̃ < 1/

√
6, there is a range of supersonic Mach

numbers (see Fig. 5) for which the Couette flow is neutrally stable. Furthermore,
for k̃ > 1/

√
6 there is a range of subsonic Mach numbers for which the neutrally

stable modes may admit a critical layer inside the channel but for which resonant
interactions between conjugate modes is still forbidden. If such a flow displays an
instability, it cannot arise from conjugate mode crossings. Our numerical results in
§6 indicate that this does not happen since a crossing between the lowest mode and
its conjugate precedes any other crossing.

5 Neutrally stable regime: infinite tower of modes

We find that perturbations to inviscid compressible Couette flow governed by the
equations of §4.1 can manifest a variety of stability characteristics depending on wave
and Mach numbers k̃ and M . In this section, we examine the stability of this flow by
estimating the growth rate γ̃ by solving (42) and (38) in several limits: small k̃ (§5.1),
small M (§5.2) and large ℑγ̃ (§5.3). In each of these limits, we find an infinite tower
of neutrally stable modes. Subsequently, in §6, we treat the perturbation equation
(42) via a more general numerical method and discover instabilities arising from level
crossings.

5.1 Small wave number limit

We discuss two possibilities for small k̃ which we will interpret as excited and ground
modes.
Excited modes (n ≥ 1). First, we suppose that γ̃ has a nonzero (possibly infinite)
limit as k̃ → 0 while ṽ and its derivatives have finite limits. In this case, (42)
becomes:

ṽ′′ −M2γ̃2ṽ = 0. (62)
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Viewing γ̃ṽ ∼ ṽt , we recognize this as the wave equation with propagation speed√
1/M , which is that of sound only when M = 1. Imposing impenetrable BCs, we

find a pair of neutrally stable eigenmodes for each positive integer n :

±γ̃n = ± inπ
2M

and ṽn(ỹ) = e
inπỹ

2 + (−1)n+1e−
inπỹ

2 . (63)

Although ṽn(ỹ) for both γ̃n and −γ̃n are the same, the corresponding ρ̃n ∝ ṽ′n (35,
40) and ũn (37) have opposite signs. Thus, the eigendisturbances (ρ̃, ũ, ṽ) for γ̃ and
−γ̃ are linearly independent.
Ground modes (n = 0). Note that in (63), n = 0 is not admissible since we
assumed that γ̃ has a nonzero limit. However, it turns out that there is a pair of
modes for which γ̃ → 0 as k̃ → 0 (see Fig. 4b) which we turn to now. Let us suppose
that γ̃ = ik̃s+O(k̃2) where s is a complex constant and ṽ and its derivatives have
finite limits as k̃ → 0. Then (42) becomes(

k̃2 +M2Γ2
)
ṽ′′ − 2M2Γik̃ṽ′ − 2k̃2M2ṽ = 0. (64)

To solve this ODE we put Γ/ik̃ ≈ s + ỹ in the series solution for ṽ (103) obtained
in Appendix A to get

ṽ(ỹ) = ik̃

[
1

M2
+ (s+ ỹ)2 + . . .

]
a0 +

[
3
(s+ ỹ)

ik̃M2
+ k̃

(s+ ỹ)3

2iM2
+
ik̃

4
(s+ ỹ)5 + . . .

]
a3.

(65)
As k̃ → 0, we retain only the leading terms in each parentheses. The BCs ṽ(±1) = 0
become (

ik̃( 1
M2 + (s+ 1)2) 3

ik̃M2
(s+ 1)

ik̃( 1
M2 + (s− 1)2) 3

ik̃M2
(s− 1)

)(
a0
a3

)
= 0. (66)

For a nontrivial solution to exist we must have s = ±
√

1 + 1
M2 leading to the pair

of purely imaginary eigenvalues:

±γ̃0 = ±ik̃
√
1 + 1/M2. (67)

It follows that a3/a0 = (±2/3)k̃2M
√
M2 + 1 is of order k̃2 which justifies our keep-

ing only the leading terms in (65). The corresponding eigenfunctions are quadratic
in height y :

ṽ(ỹ) =M−2 − 2s(ỹ + s) + (ỹ + s)2. (68)

The eigenvalue γ̃0 in (67) is in quantitative agreement with our numerical results for
small k̃ (Fig. 4) as well as with other approximation schemes (Fig. 2b).

Combining (67) with (63), for small k̃ , we have found an infinite tower of neutrally
stable modes, ±γ̃n for n = 0, 1, 2, . . . . These are compressible noninflectional modes
that do not have incompressible counterparts. While the eigenvalues of the ground
modes ±γ̃0 vanish linearly with k̃ , those of the excited modes ±γ̃n>0 approach
nonzero (imaginary) values, as is also visible in Figs. 2b, 2c and 4. Interestingly,
all these neutrally stable modes are supersonic (Mp > 1) for the phase speed of
perturbations. Indeed, from (21)

M0
p =

√
1 +M2 and Mn

p =Mγ̃n/k̃ = nπ/2k̃ for k̃ ≪ 1 and n ≥ 1. (69)
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5.2 Small Mach number limit

Assuming ṽ, ṽ′, ṽ′′ and γ̃ all have finite limits as M → 0, the ṽ equation (42)
simplifies to ṽ′′ − k̃2ṽ = 0 with γ̃ dropping out so that this ceases to be an eigen-
value problem. Moreover, the solutions A cosh k̃y + B sinh k̃y cannot satisfy the
BCs ṽ(±1) = 0. Thus, there is no such eigenmode. This may also be seen from
the series solution (103). Indeed, as M → 0, the recursion relation simplifies to

an+4 =
k̃2

(n+4)(n+1)an+2 and the series solution may be summed to give

ṽ(ỹ) =
1

M2

(
ik̃a0 cos(γ̃ + ik̃ỹ)− 3a3

k̃2
sin(γ̃ + ik̃ỹ)

)
(70)

Note that γ̃ can be absorbed into the arbitrary coefficients a0, a3 . However, there is
no such nontrivial solution that satisfies the BCs v(±1) = 0. In fact, the determinant
of the coefficient matrix (3i/k̃) sin(2ik̃) is independent of γ̃ and nonvanishing for all
k̃ . Thus, there is no eigenmode with a finite value of γ̃ as M → 0.

A complementary possibility is that ℑγ̃ diverges as M → 0. The simplest way is
for γ̃ = ir/M+r0+r1M+ · · · where r is a complex constant with nonzero real part.
Assuming that ṽ and its derivatives have finite limits as M → 0, the ṽ differential
equation (42) becomes:

ṽ′′ −
(
k̃2 − r2

)
ṽ = 0. (71)

We first consider the possibility that k̃2 − r2 = 0 which implies that γ̃ = ±ik̃/M .
In this case (71) reduces to ṽ′′(ỹ) = 0 whose solution upon imposing the BCs is
ṽ(ỹ) ≡ 0. Interestingly, this leads to a nontrivial disturbance, since from (37), w̃′ =
ΓM2ṽ = 0 so that the vorticity perturbation w̃ is a constant and from w̃ = ikṽ− ũ′ ,
ũ is linear in ỹ . We will regard these as the zeroth/ground modes. They are both
neutrally stable at small M .

On the other hand, assuming k̃2 − r2 ̸= 0 and imposing impenetrable BCs, we
find a pair of eigenmodes for each nonnegative integer n :

γ̃n = ±(i/2M)

√
4k̃2 + n2π2 and ṽn(ỹ) = e

inπỹ
2 + (−1)n+1e

−inπỹ
2 (72)

However, for n = 0, γ̃0 = ±ik̃/M reduce to the ground modes. It is noteworthy
that although ṽn(ỹ) for γ̃n and −γ̃n are equal, the corresponding

ρ̃n → − γ̃nṽ
′

k̃2/M2 + γ̃2n
= ± 2Mi

n2π2

√
4k̃2 + n2π2 ṽ′ (73)

from (35) and (40) have opposite signs and make the eigendisturbances (ρ̃, ũ, ṽ) for
γ̃ and −γ̃ linearly independent.

Thus for small M (as for small k̃ ), we have an infinite sequence of pairs of
neutrally stable eigenmodes (labelled by nonnegative integers) with purely imaginary
eigenvalues. These are compressible noninflectional modes since all these eigenvalues
∼ 1/M , and are expelled from the spectrum in the incompressible limit M → 0.
This is evident in Fig. 2a and Fig. 3b. As for small k̃ , these modes are supersonic
for the phase speed of perturbations (21):

Mn
p =

√
1 + n2π2/4k̃2 ≥ 1 for M ≪ 1 and n ≥ 0. (74)
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Thus, from (71), for small M , the ground modes (0, 0∗) have Mp = 1, propagate
horizontally and are longitudinal ( ũ ̸= 0 while ṽ = 0) while the higher modes have
Mp > 1 and display velocity perturbations that are both longitudinal and transverse
to the unperturbed flow (see (72)).

A nice feature of this small M limit is that it captures compressional modes which
are not present if one takes the strict M → 0 as in (20).

5.3 High frequency or large ℑγ̃ limit

Here we turn to another approximation which we refer to as the constant coefficient
(CC) limit. It encompasses small M for all modes and small k̃ for excited modes.
The idea is to reduce (38) to a constant coefficient equation by supposing that Γ =
γ̃ + ik̃ỹ ≈ γ̃ . This happens provided

|ℑγ̃| ≫ |k̃|. (75)

In particular, in the CC limit, γ̃ cannot be real. In fact, it may be viewed as a limit
where eigenmodes display high frequency oscillations. The conditions under which
the CC approximation holds will be clarified at the end of this section.

When |ℑγ̃| ≫ |k̃| , the perturbation equation for w̃ (38) becomes

w̃′′ − 2(ik̃/γ̃)w̃′ − (k̃2 +M2γ̃2)w̃ = 0. (76)

Putting w̃ ∼ eδỹ , we find that

δ = α± β where α = ik̃/γ̃ and β =

√
k̃2 + γ̃2M2 − k̃2/γ̃2, (77)

resulting in w̃ = Ae(α+β)ỹ +Be(α−β)ỹ . Imposing w̃′ = 0 at ỹ = ±1 we get the pair
of equations (

(α+ β)e(α+β) (α− β)e(α−β)

(α+ β)e−(α+β) (α− β)e−(α−β)

)(
A
B

)
= 0. (78)

For A and B to not both be zero, the determinant must vanish giving the condition

(α2 − β2) sin(2iβ) = 0. (79)

So either (i) α2 = β2 or (ii) 2iβ = nπ which implies β2 + n2π2/4 = 0 where n ∈ Z .
In case (i),

γ̃2 +
k̃2

M2
= 0 ⇒ γ̃ = ± ik̃

M
. (80)

This eigenvalue is realized provided the CC condition |ℑγ̃| ≫ |k̃| holds; this happens
provided M ≪ 1. For α = β , we must have A = 0 while for α = −β , B = 0.
In both cases, w̃′(ỹ) ≡ 0 and the corresponding eigenvorticity perturbation must be
a constant. These modes turn out to be the ones with smallest |ℑγ̃| and may be
identified with the ground (n = 0) modes of §5.1 and §5.2. In case (ii), γ̃2 must
satisfy the quadratic equation

−k̃2 − γ̃2M2 + k̃2/γ̃2 = n2π2/4, (81)
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implying that

γ̃2 = (1/2M2)

[
−(k̃2 + n2π2/4)±

√
(k̃2 + n2π2/4)2 + 4k̃2M2

]
. (82)

Since M2 > 0, we get two real and two imaginary eigenvalues γ̃ . The real γ̃ are
disallowed as they violate the condition |ℑγ̃| ≫ |k̃| . Imposing this requirement
on the imaginary eigenvalues γ̃ = ±iσn , we get a condition for the validity of the
constant coefficient approximation:

σn =
1√
2M

[
(k̃2 + n2π2/4) +

√
(k̃2 + n2π2/4)2 + 4k̃2M2

]1/2
≫ |k̃|. (83)
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Figure 2: (a) ℑγ̃n(M) for k̃ = 1 and ℑγ̃n(k̃) for (b) M = 0.25 and (c) M = 4.75 for a few low lying
modes in the constant coefficient approximation where ℜγ̃n is identically zero. The CC approximation
is valid when |ℑγ̃| ≫ k̃ and invalid in the shaded regions. From (a), for any fixed k̃ and n , the CC
approximation is valid for small M . For small enough M (e.g. (b)) the CC approximation is valid for
every mode at all values of k̃ . For large k̃ , ℑγ̃n for excited modes asymptote to ℑγ̃0 = k̃/M . For
larger M (as in (c)) the CC approximation holds only for excited modes and at small k̃ . When the CC
approximation holds, ℑγ̃n form an increasing sequence with no level crossings or instabilities (ℜγ̃n = 0).

For fixed values of the parameters M and k̃ , this condition is always satisfied for
sufficiently large n2 . Thus we have an infinite tower of imaginary eigenvalues ±γ̃n
for sufficiently large n≫ 1. The corresponding vorticity perturbations are

w̃n(y) = (α− β)e(α+β)ỹ − (−1)n(α+ β)e(α−β)ỹ

= 2ine
− ik̃

γ̃n
ỹ

[
k̃

γ̃n
sin
(nπ

2
(ỹ − 1)

)
− inπ

2
cos
(nπ

2
(ỹ − 1)

)]
. (84)

Note that this vanishes identically for n = 0. In fact, when n = 0, from (37)
ṽ = 1/(γ̃M2)w̃′ = 0 and from the definition of w̃ , ũ′ = 0 so that ũ must be a
constant. However, a nonzero constant ũ violates the w̃′(±1) = 0 BC from (43) .
Thus, the nontrivial modes are given by n = 1, 2, 3, . . . . Combining cases (i) and (ii),
in the CC approximation we have an infinite sequence of neutrally stable modes w̃n

with increasing frequencies σ0 < σ1 < σ2 < · · · . The excited modes have supersonic
phase speeds (Mn

p > 1) while for the ground mode, M0
p = 1.

Validity of CC approximation. The CC approximation holds provided |ℑγ| ≫
|k̃| (75). Here, we comment on its validity as the parameters M , k̃ and the mode
number n are individually varied.
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(i) It is always valid for sufficiently small M . It ceases to be reliable for sufficiently
large M since ℑγ̃ → 0 as M → ∞ . Thus, instabilities may occur for large M .

(ii) For excited modes (n = 1, 2, . . .), the CC approximation can be trusted as
long as k̃ is sufficiently small. Thus instabilities in these modes can occur only for
relatively short wavelength perturbations. The validity of the CC approximation for
the lowest mode (n = 0) is independent of k̃ , it is governed by the value of M . The
same applies to the higher modes when k̃ is sufficiently large.

(iii) In the CC approximation, |ℑγ̃n| → nπ/2M grows with n . Thus, for fixed k̃
and M , the CC approximation is always valid for large enough n .

6 Level crossing regime: onset of instabilities

In this section, we numerically solve the linear stability equation (42) for a hor-
izontal parallel flow with constant background vorticity. We use the methods of
Appendix B to find the complex growth rates γ̃n of various eigenmodes as functions
of M and k̃ . Where possible, the results are validated using stability theorems and
approximations of §5. Interestingly, when we go beyond the regimes of validity of
these approximations, we discover new phenomena including level crossings, stability
transitions and windows of stable and unstable behavior as M and k̃ are varied.

As expected from §5, our numerical investigations of (42) reveal an infinite tower
of modes that may be labelled by a nonnegative integer n = 0, 1, 2, · · · . These
modes are neutrally stable in the CC approximation (i.e., γ̃n = iσn with 0 < σ0 <
σ1 < σ2 . . .). Moreover, due to the symmetries of §3.3, each such eigenmode has
a ‘partner’ mode with eigenvalue γ̃∗n = −iσn . However, once parameters leave the
regime of validity of the CC approximation, we find that modes may start developing
instabilities in a sequential manner beginning with the lowest lying mode n = 0.
Interestingly, the onset of each instability is associated with a level crossing between
a pair of adjacent eigenvalues on the imaginary γ̃ -axis, as either M or k̃ is varied.

6.1 Stability transitions as the Mach number increases

To illustrate the pattern of these instabilities, we imagine increasing M from 0
holding k̃ fixed. As M → 0, all γ̃n → ±i∞ in the manner expected from §5.2
(see Fig. 2a) and the flow is neutrally stable (for all k̃ ). In other words, each γ̃n
is imaginary and decreases in magnitude with increasing M as in Fig. 3b. As M
increases, each eigenmode (beginning with n = 0) eventually leaves the CC regime
[the condition |ℑγ̃| ≫ |k̃| (75) is violated] and subsequently enters a level-crossing
regime ( |ℑγ̃| < |k̃|) where it goes on to develop an instability (ℜγ̃ ̸= 0) as manifested
in the arches of Fig. 3a. The first instability occurs when γ̃0 vanishes at a finite M
(≈ 4.203 for k̃ = 1) where it merges with its partner mode −γ̃0 . As M is further
increased, they split into a pair of real eigenvalues −γ̃0∗,0 < 0 < γ̃0∗,0 signaling an
instability. However, the instability persists only for a small interval in M , by the
end of which the real eigenvalues merge once again and split into the imaginary pair
γ̃0,−γ̃0 . The next instability involves a similar merger-demerger encounter between
the modes n = 0 and n = 1.

In fact, we find a common pattern to stability-instability transitions that we now
describe. To begin with, each such transition is a local phenomenon involving an
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Figure 3: (a) ℜγ̃ and (b) ℑγ̃ vs M for k̃ = 1. The flow is stable for small M and unstable modes are
manifested as ‘arches’ in (a). As M grows, an increasing number of low-lying modes undergo stability
transitions which occur at level crossings, many of which are visible in (b). The number of modes that
participate in the instability is expected to grow with M although the severity of the instabilities decrease
with M as shown in (a). In (b) when levels with equal ℑγ̃ (e.g. (0, 1)) split, the one with larger |ℑγ̃|
is assigned the larger mode number. Note that we only show the modes with ℜγ̃,ℑγ̃ ≥ 0. For each such
γ̃ , there are up to 3 other modes related to it via the symmetries of §3.3.

adjacent pair of modes (the remaining modes are spectators and may be stable or
unstable during this transition). (i) Each stable to unstable transition is associated
with the confluence of two imaginary eigenvalues (e.g., γ̃1, γ̃2 or γ̃0, γ̃

∗
0 = −γ̃0 ) on

the imaginary γ̃ axis and is manifested by the opening of an arch in the graph of ℜγ̃
in Fig. 3a. (ii) Within the unstable interval of M (arch in ℜγ̃ ), the eigenvalues that
had met on the imaginary axis split off into the pair γ̃,−γ̃∗ . Their real parts increase
in magnitude to a maximal value and then decrease to zero. (iii) At this point the
instability arch closes signaling an unstable to stable transition associated with the
meeting of two complex eigenvalues γ̃,−γ̃∗ on the imaginary γ̃ axis. (iv) In each
window of neutral stability, the eigenvalues that had met on the imaginary axis move
apart on the imaginary axis till each of them meets another imaginary eigenvalue
at which point a stable to unstable transition occurs as in (i). The cycle (i)–(iv)
repeats itself as M is increased with an increasing number of modes participating
in instabilities. Accounting for the tower of eigenvalues, this results in a sequence
of M intervals where a pair of adjacent modes n, n+ 1 participate in an instability
arch. It is noteworthy that the instability arches may overlap leading to multi-
mode instabilities. In fact, every mode eventually develops an instability at some
M leading to an infinite sequence of instability arches, though the strength of the
instability tends to decrease with M . More precisely, when Fig. 3b is viewed as a
directed graph with increasing M , the height of instability arches (in Fig. 3a) is a
decreasing function along any edge path.

6.2 Stability transitions as the wavenumber increases

As Fig. 4 indicates, the pattern of instabilities that develop as k̃ is varied holding
M fixed is similar to the pattern described above, where M was varied holding k̃
fixed. We distinguish between two regimes: (a) small M < 1 and (b) moderate
M > 1. (a) For small enough M , all modes are neutrally stable to perturbations of
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any wavenumber, as shown in §5.2 and in Fig. 2b. (b) For larger M , the behavior for
small k̃ is captured by our small k̃ expansion of §5.1 with all modes being neutrally
stable. In particular, as k̃ → 0, from (63) and (67), all the eigenvalues have finite
limits

γ̃0 ∼ ik̃
√

1 + 1/M2 and γ̃n≥1 → inπ/2M. (85)

However as k̃ grows, the small k̃ and CC approximations fail and every mode
eventually becomes unstable, as illustrated in Fig. 4. These instabilities arise at
level crossings between adjacent modes. The first instability occurs when the two
imaginary eigenvalues γ̃0 and −γ̃0 merge and split into a pair of real eigenvalues
−γ̃0∗,0 < 0 < γ̃0∗,0 which exist for a small interval of wavenumbers. This unstable
window leads to the first arch in Fig. 4a which ends when the real eigenvalues coalesce
into the imaginary pair γ̃0,−γ̃0 . The succeeding instabilities involve similar merger-
demerger encounters between adjacent modes (0, 1 followed by 1, 2 and 0, 0 etc.).
Thus, there is a sequence of wavenumber intervals where a pair of adjacent modes
n, n + 1 participate in an instability arch. Although there appear to be an infinite
number of instability arches, the strength of the instabilities (heights of arches) tend
to decrease with k̃ as happened with increasing M . However, unlike in the latter
case, as k̃ grows there is no bound on the magnitude of ℑγ̃ at which level crossings
occur; this is expected from the critical layer condition of §4.2.1.
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Figure 4: (a) ℜγ̃ and (b) ℑγ̃ vs wave number k̃ for M = 4.75. (a) shows that the flow is stable for
small k̃ . As k̃ grows an increasing number of modes undergo stability transitions which occur at level
crossings. The number of modes participating in the instabilities grows with k̃ although the severity of
the instabilities decrease with k̃ as happened with increasing M in Fig. 3.

6.3 Instability stripes in the k̃ -M plane

For a given mode n , it is interesting to find the regions of instability in the k̃ -M
parameter plane. Unlike in the viscous case, there are no curves of marginal stability.
Instead, we have regions of instability (ℜγ̃n ̸= 0) and regions of marginal stability
(ℜγ̃n = 0). Here, we find these regions for the ground mode n = 0. To this end,
we numerically determine the first 4 instability arches for the ground mode with
increasing M holding k̃ = 1 and k̃ = 1.6 fixed. The same is done with increasing k̃
keeping M = 4.75 and M = 7.6 fixed. As shown in Fig. 3 and 4, there are successive
windows of instability associated with level crossings of the n = 0 mode with either
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its conjugate mode n = 0∗ or with the 1st excited mode n = 1. Combining these,
we find that the k̃ -M plane is partitioned into an infinite sequence of alternating
stripes of neutrally stable and unstable behavior. This is indicated in Fig. 5 with
unstable (grey) stripes interspersed with neutrally stable (white) regions. Unstable
bands associated to (0∗, 0) mode mergers alternate with those associated to (0, 1)
mergers. Amusingly, a similar pattern of stripes separates regions where a coin toss
results in a heads or tails in the (initial) excess height − rotational energy plane
[30].

We may infer from Figs. 3 and 4, that a similar zebra like pattern is expected
for higher modes as well, with instability bands alternating between (n − 1, n) and
(n, n+1) mode mergers. As the mode number grows, the entire pattern of instability
stripes shifts towards the North-East. In fact, the saturation of inequality (83) (for
any given n ≥ 1) should provide a rough boundary beyond which bands of instability
should form. The instability stripes for distinct modes may of course overlap, just as
with the instability arches in Figs. 3a and 4a. Although the neutrally stable region
is expected to shrink upon including unstable regions from additional modes, the
strength of the instabilities declines as both M and k̃ grow.
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Figure 5: Solid line segments are windows of instability in the lowest lying mode (n = 0) for indicated
values of k̃ and M . Combining these, shaded regions roughly indicate unstable regions in the k̃ -M plane
for the ground mode n = 0. Although not indicated, these regions extend to larger values of k̃ and M .
The pattern of alternating bands of neutrally stable and unstable behavior repeats as we go further out
in the first quadrant of the k̃ -M plane. The successive instability stripes alternatively involve a merger
of the (0∗, 0) and (0, 1) modes. Note from §4.2.3 that for M < 1/2 (dotted horizontal line) there are no
instabilities for any k̃ . On the other hand, no such lower bound on k̃ would guarantee neutral stability
for all M : given a k̃ one expects an instability provided M is large enough. The Remark in §4.2.4 shows
that below the solid curve (for k̃ < 1/

√
6) and the dashed horizontal line (for k̃ > 1/

√
6), there cannot

be any instabilities.

Remark. Our results suggest that the first instability with increasing M or k̃
is the one arising from a resonant interaction between the ground modes [(0∗, 0)
merger]. It would be reassuring to prove that a level crossing between any other pair
of modes (for which |γ̃i| < k̃ ) cannot precede the (0∗, 0) merger. Note that for any
fixed M and k̃ , our results from §5.3 and §4.2.1 imply that sufficiently excited modes
cannot be involved in level crossings and are guaranteed to be neutrally stable.
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6.4 Canonical power law form for growth rate near level crossings

For fixed k̃ , consider a neutrally stable to unstable transition at M = Mc at which
a pair of modes [say n = 0 and its symmetric counterpart n′ = 0∗ or (n and
n′ = n ± 1)] undergo a level crossing (left end of an instability arch in Fig. 3a).
Thus, for M < Mc , γ̃0 and γ̃∗0 (or γ̃n and γ̃n′ ) are both imaginary and for M > Mc

they acquire nonzero real parts. Moreover, let us use the symbol γ̃c for γ̃(Mc) which
is always imaginary. Here, we propose a canonical form for the growth rates γ̃ of
these neighboring modes near the level crossing. Fig. 3 indicates that both ℜγ̃ and
ℑγ̃ display power-law behaviors as functions of |M −Mc| . In fact, if we view the
eigenvalues γ̃ as solutions of the characteristic equation det(Q − γ̃I) = 0 for the
differential operator in (17), then in the vicinity of Mc , it is reasonable to suppose
that only the 2 × 2 block associated to the modes participating in this crossing
are relevant while the contributions of other modes may be ignored. Accounting
for the requirements that (i) for M < Mc the roots are purely imaginary, (ii) when
M =Mc , the roots merge at γ̃c and (iii) for M > Mc the roots take the form γ̃,−γ̃∗
dictated by symmetry A of §3.3, we propose the quadratic characteristic equation

(γ̃ − γ̃c)
2 +A2(Mc −M) = 0 for small |M −Mc| (86)

at the left end of an instability arch. Here A is a real parameter that could depend
on k̃ and the modes involved in the transition. Thus, for small |M − Mc| , the
eigenvalues are the branches of the 2-valued function γ̃(M) defined by (86) and are
given by

γ̃(M) = γ̃c ± iA
√
Mc −M. (87)

This leads to the asymptotic behaviors

ℑ(γ̃ − γ̃c) ≈ A
√
Mc −M for M < Mc

ℜ(γ̃ − γ̃c) ≈ A
√
M −Mc for M > Mc. (88)

According to (87) ℑγ̃ is constant (and equal to −iγ̃c ) for M > Mc . However,
Fig. 3b indicates a linear dependence on M . This may be captured by adding a
purely imaginary linear correction term to (87). Thus for |M −Mc| ≪ 1 we have:

γ̃ ≈ γ̃c ± iA
√
Mc −M + iB(Mc −M). (89)

The corresponding equations near an unstable to neutrally stable transition at the
right end of an instability arch takes the same form as above except that M −Mc

is replaced with Mc −M .
We may extend the canonical form (86) to include the counterparts γ̃∗,−γ̃ of the

above eigenvalues γ̃,−γ̃∗ obtained via symmetry B of §3.3. These four eigenvalues
in the vicinity of a neutrally stable to unstable transition at Mc may be modeled as
the roots of the following biquadratic equation with real coefficients

(γ̃2 − γ̃2c +A2(Mc −M))2 + 4γ̃2cA
2(Mc −M) = 0. (90)

To test the canonical form (88), we fit our numerically determined γ̃ at either
end of the first instability arch (0∗, 0). The log-log plots of Fig. 6a show that both
ℜγ̃ and ℑγ̃ display square-root power law behaviors as functions of |M −Mc| at
either end of the arch. This confirms our hypothesis that for the stability transition
at M = Mc , the characteristic equation for Q admits the quadratic factor in (86)
associated to the two crossing modes.
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Figure 6: (a) Log-Log plots of ℜγ̃ and ℑγ̃ vs |M −Mc| for the stable to unstable and unstable to
stable transitions at either end (Mc1 = 4.203,Mc2 = 5.4535) of the (0∗, 0) instability arch of Fig. 3.
Here γ̃c = 0 and k̃ = 1. The fitted slopes 0.50 (ℑγ̃ ) and 0.49 (ℜγ̃ ) at the left end of the arch (Mc1 ) as
well as 0.51 (ℑγ̃ ) and 0.52 (ℜγ̃ ) at the right end of the arch (Mc2 ) confirm the square-root power law
behavior proposed in (88). (b) Comparison of model (91) with numerical data around this arch.
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Figure 7: (a) Log-log plots of ℜγ̃ and ℑγ̃ vs |k̃ − k̃c| for the stable to unstable and unstable to stable
transitions at either end ( k̃c1 = 0.8755, k̃c2 = 1.1415) of the (0∗, 0) instability arch of Fig. 4. Here
γ̃c = 0 and M = 4.75. The fitted slopes 0.50 (ℑγ̃ ) and 0.51 (ℜγ̃ ) at the left end of the arch ( k̃c1 ) as
well as 0.51 (ℑγ̃ ) and 0.49 (ℜγ̃ ) at the right end of the arch ( k̃c2 ) confirm the square-root power law
behavior. (b) Comparison of model for γ̃(k̃) (91) with numerical data around first (0∗, 0) instability arch
for M = 4.75. The value of logA = −1.29 from the analogue of (92) roughly matches the numerical
intercepts (logA ≈ −1.28,−1.33,−1.20 and −1.32) in (a).

Ansatz for an instability arch. We may combine the behaviors at both ends
Mc1 < Mc2 of an instability arch with the linear behavior of ℑγ̃ to propose a
simple interpolating functional form for γ̃ in the neighborhood of the arch (i.e.,
Mc1 − ϵ ≲M ≲Mc2 + ϵ for small ϵ)

γ̃ =

(
γ̃c1 + γ̃c2

2

)
+

[
γ̃c1 − γ̃c2
Mc1 −Mc2

] [
M − Mc1 +Mc2

2

]
± 2iℜγ̃mid

Mc2 −Mc1

√
(Mc1 −M)(Mc2 −M).

(91)

Here γ̃c = γ̃(Mc) and γ̃mid = γ̃
(
Mc1+Mc2

2

)
. Fig. 6b shows that this form roughly

captures the behavior of γ̃ over the whole level crossing merger-demerger of a pair of
neighboring eigenmodes. Moreover, (91) predicts a value for the coefficient in (88):

A = 2ℜγ̃mid/
√
Mc2 −Mc1 . (92)
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For the first (0∗, 0) arch, this suggests logA ≈ −2.07 which roughly agrees with the
intercepts (logA = −1.97,−2.04,−2.11,−2.10) from the straight line fits in Fig. 6a.

An entirely analogous canonical form for γ̃ holds near stability transitions involv-
ing neighboring modes when k̃ is varied holding M fixed. The |

√
k − kc| behaviors

of ℜ(γ̃ − γ̃c) and ℑ(γ̃ − γ̃c) are demonstrated in Fig. 7.

7 Continuous spectrum of perturbations to Couette flow

It turns out that the eigenvalue problem for compressible Couette flow (34) admits
a continuous spectrum of imaginary growth rates that we deduce by solving the w̃
equation (38). However, these correspond to w̃ perturbations that fail to be smooth
at a critical layer. The approach we follow is a compressible analogue of the method
adopted by Drazin in Chapt. 8 of [31] for incompressible Couette flow. Alternatively
one may use the branch cut discontinuities of the Resolvent/Green’s functions to
examine the continuous spectrum, as done by Case [17] for incompressible Couette
flow. In either approach, one chooses to work with one of the second order ODES
(Case & Drazin work with ṽ while we choose to work with w̃ ). We will comment on
other possibilities at the end of this section.

For definiteness, we consider the ODE (38) for w̃ . We will define the critical layer
ỹ = ỹγ̃ by the condition that the Doppler-shifted growth rate Γ(ỹγ̃) vanishes (this
reduces to the definition in §4.2 since γ̃ will be imaginary). For those γ̃ for which the
critical layer lies inside the vertical channel |ỹ| < 1, (38) admits a patched solution
with ṽ being continuous across the critical layer and obeying impenetrable outer
BCs. It turns out that such a critical layer exists for any γ̃ ∈ {ik̃ỹ| − 1 < ỹ < 1} .
For any such γ̃ , the critical layer is given by ỹγ̃ = iγ̃/k̃ . Thus, in addition to the
discrete spectrum discussed in §6, there is a continuous spectrum along the imagi-
nary axis consisting of −ik̃ < γ̃ < ik̃ . Although the corresponding eigenfunctions
depend on both M and k̃ , the range of this continuous spectrum only depends on
k̃ . Interestingly, the continuous spectrum overlaps with a discrete eigenvalue when
the latter lies in the level crossing regime ( |ℑγ̃| < k̃ ). However, it is noteworthy that
the wave functions corresponding to these discrete and continuous spectra belong to
different regularity classes (smooth and C2 respectively).

We begin our analysis of the continuous spectrum by observing that at the critical
layer where Γ(ỹγ̃) = 0, (38) reduces to w̃′(ỹ) = 0. Thus, it is natural to divide
the channel into two layers above and below the critical layer ỹ = ỹγ̃ and seek a
patched solution with (i) impenetrable outer BCs w̃′(±1) = 0 and (ii) continuity of
ṽ across the critical layer. We note that any such patched solution of (38) would
automatically satisfy w̃′ = 0 when the critical layer is approached from either side.
It is also noteworthy (from (37)) that ṽ = 0 is equivalent to w̃′ = 0 as long as Γ ̸= 0
as happens at outer boundaries. This equivalence fails at the critical layer.

To construct such a patched solution, we observe that w̃ in each of the layers can
be written in terms of the series solutions of (38) introduced in (100) of Appendix
A, which may be expressed as

w̃(y) = a0 E(Γ(ỹ)) + a3 O(Γ(ỹ)), (93)

where E(−Γ(ỹ)) = E(Γ(ỹ)) and O(−Γ(ỹ)) = −O(Γ(ỹ)) are even and odd functions
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of Γ. Explicitly, from (100),

E(Γ) = 1− k̃2

2

(
Γ

ik̃

)2

− k̃2
(k̃2 + 2M2)

8

(
Γ

ik̃

)4

− k̃4
(k̃2 − 2M2)

144

(
Γ

ik̃

)6

+ . . . (94)

and

O(Γ) =

(
Γ

ik̃

)3

+
k̃2

10

(
Γ

ik̃

)5

+ k̃2
(k̃2 − 10M2)

280

(
Γ

ik̃

)7

+ . . . . (95)

So
w̃′(ỹ) = ik̃[a0E

′(Γ) + a3O
′(Γ)]. (96)

We see from these expansions that w̃′(ỹ) vanishes on the critical layer as anticipated.
Let w̃+ and w̃− be the solutions above (1 > ỹ > ỹγ̃ ) and below (−1 < ỹ < ỹγ̃ ) the
critical layer respectively. The outer BCs w̃′(±1) = 0 require that

E′(Γ(±1))a±0 +O′(Γ(±1))a±3 = 0, (97)

where Γ(±1) = γ̃ ± ik̃ = −ik̃(ỹγ̃ ∓ 1). It is reasonable to suppose that for generic
values of parameters ( k̃,M ) and any γ̃ ∈ (−ik̃, ik̃), E′(Γ(±1)) and O′(Γ(±1)) are
not identically zero for all such γ̃ . Thus, we may solve for a±3 in terms of a±0 :

a±3 = −E
′(Γ(±1))

O′(Γ(±1))
a±0 =

−k̃2
(
Γ(±1)

ik̃

)
− k̃2 (k̃

2+2M2)
2

(
Γ(±1)

ik̃

)3
− . . .

3
(
Γ(±1)

ik̃

)2
+ k̃2

2

(
Γ(±1)

ik̃

)4
+ . . .

a±0 (98)

Now, we are left with 2 undetermined coefficients a±0 . To relate these, we require
that ṽ be continuous across the critical layer:

ṽ+(ỹγ̃) = ṽ−(ỹγ̃) ⇒ a+2 = a−2 ⇒ a+0 = a−0 (99)

using (103) and (101). This leaves one undetermined constant, say a+0 , which is an
overall factor in the eigenvector. Although a±0 are equal, (98) shows that a±3 (as
well as a±2n+1 for n > 1) are generally unequal since Γ(±1) are generally distinct.
Consequently, while w̃, w̃′ and w̃′′ are continuous, w̃′′′ is generally discontinuous at
the critical layer.

Remark. The nature of the continuous spectrum depends crucially on the regular-
ity class of the eigenfunctions. In the above patched solution, w̃ is C2 and ṽ has a
discontinuous first derivative at the critical layer. One could look for other types of
patched solutions, say, by starting with the ṽ equation (42) and defining the critical
layer ỹγ̃ by the condition that the coefficient of ṽ′′ vanishes. This will potentially
lead to a different continuous spectrum given by {ik̃ỹγ̃ ± ik̃/M | − 1 < ỹγ̃ < 1} with
solutions lying in other regularity classes. Unlike the previous example, notice that
this spectrum depends on M .

Admittedly, this is an incomplete study of the continuous spectrum. It remains
to (i) examine the physical relevance of the continuous spectrum we have found,
(ii) study the extent to which the continuous spectrum solutions to the ũ, ṽ and w̃
ODEs are related when they fail to be smooth across critical layers and (iii) compare
it with solutions obtained using methods of Green’s functions.
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A Power series solution for w̃ and its regularity

Here, we solve the w̃ equation (38) via a power series to get expansions for w̃, ρ̃, ũ
and ṽ in powers of Γ(ỹ). We find that these expansions define solutions that are
entire functions of ỹ . In particular, the eigenmodes corresponding to the discrete
spectrum must be smooth functions of ỹ unlike the patched solutions corresponding
to the continuous spectrum discussed in §7.

The w̃ equation (38) is a 2nd order linear homogenous ODE with a regular
singularity at ỹ0 = −γ̃/ik̃ . Although the indices r = 0, 3 at ỹ0 are integers, the
solutions w̃(ỹ) are regular at ỹ0 (i.e., there are no logarithmic terms [see Chapt. X
of [32]])

w̃(ỹ) =
n=∞∑
n=0

an

(
ỹ +

γ̃

ik̃

)n

=
n=∞∑
n=0

an

(
Γ

ik̃

)n

(100)

where

a1 = 0, a2 = − k̃
2

2
a0, an+4 =

k̃2

(n+ 4)(n+ 1)
[an+2 −M2an]. (101)

The coefficients a0 and a3 are determined by BCs while the next few are

a4 = − k̃
2

8
a0(k̃

2 + 2M2), a5 = k̃2
a3
10

and a6 = −k̃4 (k̃
2 − 2M2)

144
a0. (102)

Since (38) has no singular points other than ỹ0 and ∞ , the above power series must
have infinite radii of convergence. So w̃ is entire as is ρ̃ (35). Using (37), we find
that ṽ and ũ also have no singularities since a1 = 0 and a0 + 2a2/k̃

2 = 0 resulting
in

ṽ =
∞∑
0

n+ 2

ik̃M2
an+2

(
Γ/ik̃

)n
and ũ =

∞∑
0

1

M2

(
an+1 +

n+ 3

k̃2
an+3

)(
Γ/ik̃

)n
.

(103)

B Search algorithm based on the Fredholm alternative

Here, we describe the numerical method adopted to find the growth rate γ̃ by solving
Eq. (42) for small perturbations to the ideal background Couette flow (5)

Tγ̃ ṽ = (k̃2 +M2Γ2)ṽ′′ − 2M2Γik̃ṽ′ − ((k̃2 +M2Γ2)2 + 2k̃2M2)ṽ = 0 (104)

for |ỹ| ≤ 1 subject to impenetrable boundary conditions ṽ(±1) = 0. This may be
regarded as an unconventional eigenvalue problem for the 2nd order linear ordinary
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differential operator Tγ̃ , with the eigenvalue γ̃ appearing parametrically via Γ = γ̃+
ik̃ỹ . We will use the Fredholm alternative (also called the ‘resolvent method’) to find
eigenvalues γ̃ and the corresponding eigenperturbations ṽ(ỹ). Subject to suitable
hypotheses, the Fredholm alternative [33, 34] says that either (a) the homogeneous
equation Tγ̃ ṽ = 0 has a nontrivial solution ṽ or (b) Tγ̃ ṽ = f has a solution ṽ for
every source function f(ỹ). Thus, we search for γ̃ such that Tγ̃ ṽ = f has no solution
for some f . In practice, for a suitable fixed f(ỹ) (e.g., f = ỹ2 − 1 or cos(πỹ/2),
although f need not satisfy the BCs), we move around in the complex γ̃ plane
till we reach a point where the solution ṽ(ỹ) to (104) becomes ill-defined. In our
numerical implementation (see also [35, 36] for earlier examples), we start with a
4× 4 rectangular grid of trial complex values for γ̃ and solve Tγ̃ ṽ = f (at all γ̃ on
the grid) for ṽ and compute their norms. Then we move (and eventually shrink) the
γ̃ grid in the complex plane to locate a point where the norm of ṽ tends to become
unbounded. This allows us to find an eigenvalue γ̃ with eigenfunction proportional
to the corresponding ṽ . We find that different choices for the forcing function f
produce essentially the same eigenvalue γ̃ . What is more, there is an infinite tower
of eigenvalues γ̃ , so we need to choose the initial location of the grid to lie in the
‘basin of attraction’ of the desired eigenvalue. In practice, we use our analytical
estimates for eigenvalues γ̃ [in the small k̃ , small M or high frequency limits (see
§5)] to initialize the grid center in the search for eigenvalues.

C Reduction to confluent hypergeometric equation

Upon making the transformation

W = (k̃/Γ)1/2w̃ and Y = (M/k̃)Γ2 (105)

where Γ = γ̃ + ik̃ỹ , equation (38) reduces to Whittaker’s equation [37]

d2W

dY 2
+

(
−1

4
+
ν

Y
+

1
4 − µ2

Y 2

)
W = 0 where ν =

k̃

4M
and µ =

3

4
. (106)

Solutions can be written as W (Y ) = c1Mν,µ(Y ) + c2Mν,−µ(Y ) where

Mν,µ(Y ) = e−Y/2Y µ+1/2
1F1(1/2 + µ− ν, 1 + 2µ, Y ). (107)

Here 1F1 is Kummer’s confluent hypergeometric function. Impenetrable boundary
conditions lead to

k̃W (Y±1) + 4M(γ̃ ± ik̃)2W ′(Y±1) = 0 (108)

where Y±1 = (M/k̃)(γ̃ ± ik̃)2 . In principle, one could solve this to determine the
allowed growth rates γ̃(M, k̃). However, we do not pursue such a direct analytical
approach in this paper, opting instead to obtain a quantitative picture of linear in-
stabilities by combining stability theorems, growth rate bounds, limiting cases, series
solutions and numerical spectra. We hope to return elsewhere to an examination of
the spectrum of this eigenvalue problem (and its parametric dependence on k̃ and
M ) using complex analytic methods (see [38] and also [21]). In §5 we will solve (38)
in limiting cases analytically and treat the general case numerically in §6.
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