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STABILITY THRESHOLD FOR TWO-DIMENSIONAL BOUSSINESQ SYSTEMS

NEAR-COUETTE SHEAR FLOW IN A FINITE CHANNEL

TAO LIANG, YONGSHENG LI, AND XIAOPING ZHAI

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we investigate the stability threshold problem of the two-dimensional

Navier-Stokes Boussinesq equations in a finite channel T× [−1,1], focusing on the stability around

the near Couette shear flow (U(y),0), assuming the Navier slip boundary conditions are satisfied.

In particular, when the initial data for the vorticity resides in an anisotropic Sobolev space of size

O(min{µ
1
2 ,ν

1
2 }), and the initial perturbation of the temperature resides in an anisotropic Sobolev

space of size O(min{µ ,ν}), we derive the nonlinear enhanced dissipation effect and the inviscid

damping effect for the NSB system.

1. INTRODUCTION AND THE MAIN RESULTS

In this paper, we consider the two-dimensional Navier-Stokes Boussinesq system with Navier

slip boundary conditions over a finite channel (x,y) ∈ T× [−1,1], given as follows:







∂tv+v ·∇v−µ(σ∂ 2
x +∂ 2

y )v+∇P = ρge2,

∂tρ +v ·∇ρ −ν(σ∂ 2
x +∂ 2

y )ρ = 0,

divv = ∂xv1 +∂yv2 = 0,

v2(t,x,±1) = 0, ∂yv1(t,x,±1) = 0, ρ(t,x,±1) = c0,

v(0,x,y) = vin(x,y), ρ(0,x,y) = ρin(x,y).

(1.1)

The variables u, ρ , and P denote the velocity, the temperature, and the pressure, respectively. Here,

µ , ν and g represent the viscosity coefficient, thermal diffusivity coefficient, and the gravitational

constant, respectively, while e2 = (0,1) denotes the unit vector in the vertical direction. In System

(1.1), the boundary conditions imply that the fluid is allowed to slip freely near the boundary,

while ρ(t,x,±1) = c0 represents a fixed temperature boundary condition. Combining these two

velocity boundary conditions with the temperature boundary condition, the system likely models an

interaction between low-friction flow and thermal convection. In order to simplify the discussion

without loss of generality, we normalize the constants such that g = c0 = 1.

In this paper, we consider the stability problem in the vicinity of the following steady-state

solution

vs = (U(t,y),0)T, ρs = 1, Ps = y+ c. (1.2)

Here, note that

U(t,y) = y+∂y

∫ 1

−1
G(y,y′)W (t,y′) dy′
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is the shear flow determined by the Biot-Savart law, where

G
(
y,y′
)
=

{−(y′−1)
2

(y+1), for y ≤ y′
−(y′+1)

2
(y−1), for y ≥ y′

is the Green’s function determined by ∂ 2
y G(y,y′)= δ (y−y′) with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary

conditions (for y ∈ [−1,1]); and W (t,y) = eµ∂ 2
y tWin(y) (for y ∈ [−1,1]) is the solution to the heat

equation
{

∂tW (t,y)−µ∂ 2
y W (t,y) = 0,

W |t=0 =Win(y), W (t,±1) = 0.

Let u = v−vs, θ = ρ −ρs, p = P−Ps, then system (1.1) can then be rewritten as the equation

for (u,θ , p) as follows:






∂tu+U∂xu+

(
u2∂yU

0

)

+u ·∇u−µ(σ∂ 2
x +∂ 2

y )u+∇p =

(
0

θ

)

,

∂tθ +U∂xθ +u ·∇θ −ν(σ∂ 2
x +∂ 2

y )θ = 0,

divu = 0,

u2(t,x,±1) = 0, ∂yu1(t,x,±1) = 0, θ(t,x,±1) = 0.

(1.3)

By introducing the vorticity ω = ∇×u = ∂yu1 − ∂xu2, the above system can be reformulated as

follows






∂tω +U∂xω −U ′′∂xψ +u ·∇ω −µ(σ∂ 2
x +∂ 2

y )ω =−∂xθ ,

∂tθ +U∂xθ +u ·∇θ −ν(σ∂ 2
x +∂ 2

y )θ = 0,

ω(0,x,y) = ωin(x,y), θ(0,x,y) = θin(x,y),

ω(t,x,±1) = 0, θ(t,x,±1) = 0,

u = ∇⊥ψ = (∂yψ,−∂xψ), ∆ψ = ω.

(1.4)

We investigate the following stability threshold problem:

Given norms ‖ · ‖Y1
and ‖ · ‖Y2

, find α = α (Y1,Y2) and β = β (Y1,Y2) such that

‖ωin‖Y1
≤ µα and ‖θin‖Y2

≤ νβ ⇒ stability

‖ωin‖Y1
≫ µα or ‖θin‖Y2

≫ νβ ⇒ instability .

1.1. Background and recent studies. The Navier-Stokes Boussinesq (NSB) system serves as

a fundamental model for buoyancy-driven flows and finds extensive applications in atmospheric

sciences, oceanic circulation, mantle convection, and engineering heat transfer [9, 10]. Its core

assumption is the Boussinesq approximation, which retains density variations only in the buoyancy

term (such as temperature or salinity fluctuations) while neglecting them in the inertial term. This

model effectively captures key phenomena such as Rayleigh-Bénard convection and stratified shear

flows [6, 8]. Moreover, the vortex dynamics in 2D flows differ significantly from those in 3D:

energy cascades inversely towards larger scales, while the coupling between buoyancy effects and

viscous dissipation influences turbulence structures [14]. Additionally, the 2D NSB system retain

some crucial features of the 3D Euler and Navier-Stokes equations, such as the vortex stretching

mechanism, which plays a significant role in the nonlinear dynamics and energy transfer processes

[11].
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Before stating our results, we first review previous studies on the stability of perturbations

around steady states for System (1.1). The stability analysis is generally classified into two main

categories based on the domain: one for T×R and the other for T× [−1,1].
For the domain T×R, when considering perturbations around the shear flow vs = (U(y),0)

and in the absence of hydrostatic equilibrium ρs = 1, Tao and Wu [16] first established the linear

stability of System (1.4) in the upper half-space T×R
+. Notably, they demonstrated that enhanced

dissipation effects can be obtained with dissipation present only in the vertical direction (σ = 0).

Subsequently, Deng et al. [7] used Fourier multipliers to establish the nonlinear stability of System

(1.4) under the same vertical dissipation assumption (σ = 0 and µ = ν), provided that the initial

perturbation satisfy

‖ωin‖Hb . ν
2
3 , and ‖θin‖Hb +‖〈∂x〉

1
3 θin‖Hb . ν

with b > 4
3
. Additionally, they established the nonlinear stability of System (1.4) under full dissi-

pation when the initial perturbation satisfy

‖ωin‖Hb . ν
1
2 , and ‖θin‖Hb +ν

1
6‖〈∂x〉

1
3 θin‖Hb . ν

with b > 1, thereby improving the stability threshold. Their results, mathematically reveal the

mechanism of inviscid damping and enhanced dissipation. Recently, Zhang and Zi [20] further

refined the stability threshold in [7] under the assumption that the initial perturbation satisfy

‖ωin‖Hb +ν− 1
2‖θin‖Hb +ν− 1

3‖〈∂x〉
1
3 θin‖Hb . ν

1
3

with b > 7. Meanwhile, Niu and Zhao [15] combined the quasi-linearization method from [4, 5]

with the time-dependent elliptic operator Λ2
t = 1 − ∂ 2

x − (∂y + t∂x)
2 constructed in [7, 17] and

employed Fourier analysis to further improve the stability results of [20]. Notably, they raised

the threshold for the initial temperature perturbation to ν
2
3 . To the best of our knowledge, this

is the optimal stability threshold currently available when µ = ν . When considering perturba-

tions around shear flow with hydrostatic equilibrium, i.e., vs = (U(y),0) and ρs = ρs(y), Yang and

Lin [18] first established the linear stability of system (1.1) in the inviscid case for the Couette

flow vs = (y,0) in the inviscid case, where ρs(y) represents an exponentially stratified density pro-

file. Subsequently, Bianchini et al. [3] extended this result to the linear stability near Couette flow

vs = (U(y),0)(‖U(y)−y‖Hs ≪ 1). Later, under appropriate constraints on the Richardson number,

Bedrossian et al. [1] demonstrated that, given an initial perturbation of Gevrey class with magni-

tude ε , the system exhibits shear-buoyancy instability. Moreover, Masmoudi et al. [12] proved the

stability of initial data in Gevrey−1
s
(1

3
< s ≤ 1) in the absence of thermal diffusion. Additionally,

Zhai and Zhao [19] recently investigated the nonlinear asymptotic stability of the Couette flow un-

der certain constraints on the Richardson number, further extending the understanding of stability

in this setting.

For the domain T× [−1,1], the study of stability remains relatively limited. When considering

perturbations around the shear flow vs = (U(y),0) and in the absence of hydrostatic equilibrium

ρs = 1, Masmoudi et al. [13] established the nonlinear stability of system (1.4) for the Couette shear

flow by constructing suitable weighted energy norms and leveraging the resolvent estimates of

the linearized operator from [4], along with space-time estimates for the linearized Navier-Stokes

equations. This result further advances the understanding of the long-term dynamical behavior of

the Boussinesq system in a finite domain, particularly in relation to stability mechanisms under

small initial perturbations.
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1.2. Main results. First, we analyze the linearized stability of System (1.4), denoting ωk(t,y) =
1

2π

∫ π
−π ω(t,x,y)e−ikxdx. Let us begin by performing a Fourier expansion in the periodic direction

x, which yields the modes of (ω,θ) for each wave number k as follows:






∂tωk + ikUωk − ikU ′′ψk −µ(−σk2 +∂ 2
y )ωk =−ikθk,

∂tθk + ikUθk −ν(−σk2 +∂ 2
y )θk = 0,

∆kψk = ωk,

ψk(t,±1) = ωk(t,±1) = 0, θk(t,±1) = 0,

(1.5)

where ∆k = (−k2 +∂ 2
y ).

Now, the main results of this paper are stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. (Linearized stability) Let σ = 0, and suppose (ω,θ) is the solution to the linearized

equations corresponding to System (1.4). Consider the initial boundary condition Win|y=±1 =

ωin|y=±1 = 0, there exist a small positive constant δ0 ∈ (0, 1
2
) such that, if

‖Win(·)‖H4
y
≤ δ0, (1.6)

then for any integer k 6= 0 and any t > 0,

‖θk‖2
L2 +ν

2
3 |k|− 2

3‖∂yθk‖2
L2 ≤C0Φθin

e−c0ν
1
3
|k|

2
3 t

, (1.7)

and

‖ωk‖2
L2 +µ

2
3 |k|− 2

3‖∂yωk‖2
L2 ≤C0Φωin

e−c0µ
1
3
|k|

2
3 t

+C0 min{µ,ν}− 2
3 |k| 2

3 Φθin
e−c0 min{µ,ν}

1
3
|k|

2
3 t

.
(1.8)

where C0 and c0 are two constants independent of k and t. Here Φωin
and Φθin

are defined as

Φωin
= ‖ωin(k,y)‖2

L2 +µ
2
3 |k|− 2

3‖∂yωin(k,y)‖2
L2,

Φθin
= ‖θin(k,y)‖2

L2 +ν
2
3 |k|− 2

3‖∂yθin(k,y)‖2
L2.

Remark 1.1. Theorem 1.1 extends the result of Tao and Wu [16] from T×R
+ to the current

setting.

The nonlinear stability result is presented as follows.

Theorem 1.2. (Nonlinear stability) Let σ = 1, and consider the initial boundary conditionWin|y=±1 =
ωin|y=±1 = θin|y=±1 = 0, there exist small positive constants δ0,ε0,ε1 such that, if

‖Win‖H4
y
≤ δ0,

1

∑
j=0

‖(µ 1
3 ∂y)

j〈∂x〉m− j
3 ωin‖L2 ≤ ε0 min{µ

1
2 ,ν

1
2} (1.9)

1

∑
j=0

‖(ν 1
3 ∂y)

j〈∂x〉m− j
3 θin‖L2 ≤ ε1 min{µ,ν}, (1.10)
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Then, for any sufficiently small δ1 (independent of ν and µ) and for µ,ν ∈ (0,1), the solution

(ω,θ) of System (1.4) is globally well-posed in time and satisfies the following stability estimate:

1

∑
j=0

‖(µ 1
3 ∂y)

jω0‖L2 . ε0 min{µ− 1
2 ,ν− 1

2}e−δ1 min{µ,ν}t , ∀t ∈ [0,+∞), (1.11)

1

∑
j=0

‖(ν 1
3 ∂y)

jθ0‖L2 . ε1 min{µ−1,ν−1}e−δ1 min{µ,ν}t , ∀t ∈ [0,+∞), (1.12)

1

∑
j=0

‖(µ 1
3 ∂y)

j〈∂x〉m− j
3 ω6=‖L2 . ε0 min{µ− 1

2 ,ν− 1
2}e−δ1 min{µ

1
3 ,ν

1
3 }t , ∀t ∈ [0,+∞), (1.13)

1

∑
j=0

‖(ν 1
3 ∂y)

j〈∂x〉m− j
3 θ 6=‖L2 . ε1 min{µ−1,ν−1}e−δ1 min{µ

1
3 ,ν

1
3 }t , ∀t ∈ [0,+∞), (1.14)

Remark 1.2. Compared to the work of Masmoudi et al. [13], our study also establishes a stability

threshold for shear flows near the Couette flow. However, we raise the threshold for the initial data

of θin from 11
12

to 1. Meanwhile, an important finding of this paper is the identification of nonlinear

inviscid damping and enhanced dissipation( where µ and ν are not necessarily identical).

2. LINEARIZED STABILITY

Throughout this paper, C0 > 0 denotes a generic constant that is independent of the relevant

quantities. For brevity, we use the notation f . g to indicate that f ≤ Cg for some constant C0.

Let A and B be two operators. We denote by [A,B] = AB−BA the commutator between A and B.

Additionally, we use 〈 f ,g〉 to represent the L2
y([−1,1]) inner product of f and g.

2.1. Preliminaries. First, we construct two coercive energy functional(the constant cα ∈ (0,1)
remains to be determined)

Eω,k[ωk] = 128‖ωk‖2
L2 +4µ

2
3 |k|− 2

3‖∂yωk‖2
L2 +µ

1
3 |k|− 4

3 Re〈ikωk,∂yωk〉+ cα Re〈ωk,Jk[ωk]〉
(2.1)

and

Eθ ,k[θk] = 16‖θk‖2
L2 +ν

2
3 |k|− 2

3‖∂yθk‖2
L2 +ν

1
3 |k|− 4

3 Re〈ikθk,∂yθk〉 (2.2)

to examine the asymptotic behavior of (ωk,θk) for each mode k.The singular integral operator Jk

in Eω,k[ωk] is defined as follows

Jk[ f ](y) := |k|p.v. k

|k|

∫ 1

−1

1

2i(y− y′)
Gk(y,y

′) f (y′)dy′, (2.3)

where Gk(y,y
′) denotes the Green’s function determined by ∆kG(y,y′) = δ (y− y′) with homoge-

neous Dirichlet boundary conditions. The exact expression for Gk(y,y
′) is given by

Gk

(
y,y′
)
=− 1

k sinh(2k)

{

sinh(k (1− y′))sinh(k(1+ y)), y ≤ y′;
sinh(k(1− y))sinh(k (1+ y′)) , y ≥ y′

. (2.4)

5



Let us briefly recall the properties of the singular integral operator Jk introduced in [2]( with

k 6= 0 in the following three lemmas). First, we demonstrate that Jk is a bounded linear operator

from L2 to L2, with the detailed proof provided in [2].

Lemma 2.1. The singular integral operator Jk is a bounded linear operator on L2 → L2 and

moreover

‖Jk‖L2→L2 . 1.

The next lemma captures the estimate for the commutator [∂y,Jk].

Lemma 2.2. For the commutator [∂y,Jk], there holds

‖[∂y,Jk]‖L2→L2 . |k|.
Finally, we describe the conjugate symmetry and self-adjointness of the operator Jk.

Lemma 2.3. For all f ,g ∈ L2 there holds

Jk[ f ] =−Jk[ f̄ ],

and
∫ 1

−1
f̄Jk[g]dy =−

∫ 1

−1
Jk[ f̄ ]gdy =

∫ 1

−1
Jk[ f ]gdy.

In particular, we have Jk = J∗k .

2.2. Enhanced Dissipation Effect For θk. In this subsection, we establish the enhanced dissi-

pation effect for θk using the coercive energy functional constructed from (2.2). Specifically, we

obtain the following lemma:

Lemma 2.4. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, we have the following:

d

dt
Eθ ,k +

1

4
ν

1
3 |k| 2

3‖θk‖2
L2 +ν‖∂yθk‖2

L2 +2ν
5
3 |k|− 2

3‖∂yyθk‖2
L2 ≤ 0. (2.5)

Proof. For the first two fundamental energy functionals in Eθ ,k[θk], we can directly obtain

1

2

d

dt
‖θk‖2

L2 +ν‖∂yθk‖2
L2 = 0, (2.6)

and

1

2

d

dt
ν

2
3 |k|− 2

3‖∂yθk‖2
L2 +ν

5
3 |k|− 2

3‖∂yyθk‖2
L2 =−ν

2
3 |k|− 2

3 Re〈ikU ′θk,∂yθk〉. (2.7)

According to the definition of U and the Green’s function G, we have

U ′(t,y) = 1+

∫ 1

−1
∂yyG(y,y′)W (t,y′)dy′ = 1+W (t,y), (2.8)

it follows from the heat equation satisfied by W (t,y) and the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary

conditions that we can readily obtain

‖W (t,y)‖H4 ≤ ‖Win‖2
H4 ≤ δ0. (2.9)

6



For the local term in (2.7), we obtain the following estimate using Young’s inequality
∣
∣ν

2
3 |k|− 2

3 Re〈ikU ′θk,∂yθk〉
∣
∣≤ ν

2
3 |k| 1

3‖U ′‖L∞‖θk‖L2‖∂yθk‖L2

≤ 2ν
2
3 |k| 1

3‖θk‖L2‖∂yθk‖L2

≤ 4ν‖∂yθk‖2
L2 +

1

4
ν

1
3 |k| 2

3‖θk‖2
L2. (2.10)

1

2

d

dt
ν

2
3 |k|− 2

3‖∂yθk‖2
L2 +ν

5
3 |k|− 2

3‖∂yyθk‖2
L2 ≤ 8ν‖∂yθk‖2

L2 +
1

8
ν

1
3 |k| 2

3‖θk‖2
L2. (2.11)

Next, we consider the following cross terms to generate the enhanced dissipation effect, we have

d

dt
Re〈ikθk,∂yθk〉= Re〈ik(−ikUθk +ν∂yyθk),∂yθk〉+Re〈ikθk,∂y(−ikUθk +ν∂yyθk)〉

=−|k|2
2

‖
√

U ′θk‖2
L2 +Re〈ikν∂yyθk,∂yθk〉+Re

∫ 1

−1
ikθk ·−ikU ′θkdy

+Re

∫ 1

−1
ikθk ·−ikU∂yθkdy+Re

∫ 1

−1
ikθk ·ν∂yy∂yθkdy

=−|k|2‖
√

U ′θk‖2
L2 − Imk〈ν∂yyθk,∂yθk〉− Imk〈ν∂yy∂yθk,θk〉. (2.12)

By applying integration by parts (θk|y=±1 = 0) and Hölder’s inequality, we obtain

ν
1
3 |k|− 4

3

∣
∣ Imk〈ν∂yyθk,∂yθk〉+ Imk〈ν∂yy∂yθk,θk〉

∣
∣≤ 2ν

4
3 |k|− 1

3‖∂yθk‖L2‖∂yyθk‖L2

≤ ν‖∂yθk‖2
L2 +ν

5
3 |k|− 2

3‖∂yyθk‖2
L2 (2.13)

Collecting (2.12) and (2.13) yields

ν
1
3 |k|− 4

3
d

dt
Re〈ikθk,∂yθk〉+ν

1
3 |k| 2

3‖
√

U ′θk‖2
L2 ≤ ν‖∂yθk‖2

L2 +ν
5
3 |k|− 2

3‖∂yyθk‖2
L2. (2.14)

Finally, multiplying (2.6) by 32, (2.11) by 2, and adding (2.14) gives (2.5). �

2.3. Enhanced Dissipation Effect For ωk. In this subsection, we establish the enhanced dissipa-

tion effect for ωk using the coercive energy functional constructed from (2.1). The main difficulty

arises from the presence of the local term −iU ′′ψk in the vorticity equation. To handle this, we

introduce the singular integral operator Jk from [2]. Additionally, for convenience, we define the

energy of some dissipative terms as follows:

Disω,1 = µ‖∂yωk‖2
L2, Disω,2 = µ

5
3 |k|− 2

3‖∂yyωk‖2
L2,

Disω,3 = µ
1
3 |k| 2

3‖ωk‖2
L2, Disω,4 = |k|2‖∇kψk‖2

L2 (where∇k = (ik,∂y)
T ).

Next, we proceed to estimate the energy functional defined in (2.1) term by term.

Lemma 2.5. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, we have

1

2

d

dt
‖ωk‖2

L2 +µ‖∂yωk‖2
L2 ≤C0δ0|k|−1 Disω,4+δ ∗ Disω,3+

1

4δ ∗ µ− 1
3 |k| 4

3‖θk‖2
L2. (2.15)

Proof. Taking the inner product of the first equation of system (1.5) with ωk in L2, and then taking

the real part Re, we obtain

1

2

d

dt
‖ωk‖2

L2 +µ‖∂yωk‖2
L2 = Re〈ikU ′′ψk,ωk〉−Re〈ikθk,ωk〉. (2.16)
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For the non-local terms involving ikU ′′ψk in the above expression, since ωk = ∆kψk, by performing

integration by parts, we can directly obtain
∣
∣Re〈ikU ′′ψk,ωk〉

∣
∣=
∣
∣Re〈ikU ′′∇kψk,∇kψk〉+Re〈ikU ′′′ikψk,∂yψk〉

∣
∣

≤ |k|2‖U ′′′‖L∞‖ψk‖L2‖∂yψk‖L2 ≤C0δ0|k|−1 Disω,4 . (2.17)

where we have used the fact Re〈ikU ′′∇kψk,∇kψk〉= 0. For the terms involving the non-local term

ikθk, we directly apply Young’s inequality to obtain

∣
∣Re〈ikθk,ωk〉

∣
∣≤ δ ∗ Disω,3+

1

4δ ∗ µ− 1
3 |k| 4

3‖θk‖2
L2. (2.18)

Collecting (2.16)-(2.18) gives rise to (2.15). �

Lemma 2.6. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, we have

1

2

d

dt
µ

2
3 |k|− 2

3‖∂yωk‖2
L2 +

1

2
µ

5
3 |k|− 2

3‖∂yyωk‖2
L2

≤ (16+
C0

2
δ0)Disω,1+(

1

16
+

C0

2
δ0)Disω,3+C0µ− 1

3 |k| 4
3‖θk‖2

L2. (2.19)

Proof. By applying a similar procedure as in (2.16), we obtain

1

2

d

dt
µ

2
3 |k|− 2

3‖∂yωk‖2
L2 +µ

5
3 |k|− 2

3‖∂yyωk‖2
L2 =−µ

2
3 |k|− 2

3 Re〈ik
(
U ′ωk −∂y(U

′′ψk)+∂yθk

)
,∂yωk〉.

(2.20)

Here, we have used integration by parts and the fact that

∂yyωk|y=±1 =
∫ 1

−1
∂ 2

yyGk(y,y
′)ωk(y

′)dy′|y=±1 = 0.

Next, we need to estimate each term on the right-hand side of the above expression. For the first

term, using an estimate similar to that in (2.10), we obtain

µ
2
3 |k|− 2

3 Re〈ikU ′ωk,∂yωk〉 ≤ 16µ‖∂yωk‖2
L2 +

1

16
µ

1
3 |k| 2

3‖ωk‖2
L2. (2.21)

For the second term, we directly apply (2.9) to give rise to

µ
2
3 |k|− 2

3 Re〈ik∂y(U
′′ψk),∂yωk〉. µ

2
3 |k|− 2

3

(
‖U ′′′‖L∞ |k|‖ψk‖L2 +‖U ′′‖L∞|k|‖∂yψk‖L2

)
‖∂yωk‖L2

≤C0δ0µ
2
3 |k|− 2

3‖ωk‖L2‖∂yωk‖L2

≤ C0

2
δ0µ‖∂yωk‖2

L2 +
C0

2
δ0µ

1
3 |k| 2

3‖ωk‖2
L2. (2.22)

where we have used the following fact

‖ωk‖2
L2 =

∫ 1

−1
(−k2ψk +∂yyψk)

2dy = k4‖ψk‖2
L2 +‖∂yyψk‖2

L2 +2|k|2‖∂yψk‖2
L2

≥ 1

2
(|k|‖ψk‖L2 + |k|‖∂yψk‖L2)2. (2.23)

For the third term, by performing integration by parts and then applying Young’s inequality, we

can get

µ
2
3 |k|− 2

3 Re〈ik∂yθk,∂yωk〉 ≤
1

2
µ

5
3 |k|− 2

3‖∂yyωk‖2
L2 +

1

2
µ− 1

3 |k| 4
3‖θk‖2

L2. (2.24)
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By substituting (2.21), (2.22), and (2.24) into (2.20), we obtain (2.19). �

Next, we consider the following cross terms to induce the enhanced dissipation effect of ωk.

Lemma 2.7. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, we have

µ
1
3 |k|− 4

3
d

dt
Re〈ikωk,∂yωk〉+µ

1
3 |k| 2

3‖
√

U ′ωk‖2
L2

≤ 1

2
Disω,1+C0δ0 Disω,3+Disω,1+Disω,2+C0µ− 1

3 |k| 4
3‖θk‖2

L2. (2.25)

Proof. First, we compute the following time derivative, which gives

µ
1
3 |k|− 4

3
d

dt
Re〈ikωk,∂yωk〉= µ

1
3 |k|− 4

3 Re〈ik(−ikUωk + ikU ′′ψk +µ∂yyωk − ikθk),∂yωk〉

+µ
1
3 |k|− 4

3 Re〈ikωk,∂y(−ikUωk + ikU ′′ψk +µ∂yyωk − ikθk)〉

= 2µ
1
3 |k|− 4

3

(

Re〈|k|2Uωk,∂yωk〉−Re〈|k|2U ′′ψk,∂yωk〉

+µ Re〈ik∂yyωk,∂yωk〉+ |k|2 Re〈θk,∂yωk〉
)

(2.26)

For the first term above, we can directly obtain the result by performing integration by parts,

yielding

2µ
1
3 |k|− 4

3 Re〈|k|2Uωk,∂yωk〉=−µ
1
3 |k| 2

3‖
√

U ′ωk‖2
L2. (2.27)

For the second term, by applying integration by parts and utilizing the fact from (2.23), we obtain

−2µ
1
3 |k|− 4

3 Re〈|k|2U ′′ψk,∂yωk〉 ≤ 2µ
1
3 |k|− 1

3
(
‖U ′′‖L∞‖k∂yψk‖L2 +‖U ′′′‖L∞‖kψk‖L2

)
‖ωk‖L2

≤C0δ0 Disω,3 . (2.28)

For the last two terms, we directly apply Young’s inequality to obtain

2µ
1
3 |k|− 4

3

(

µ Re〈ik∂yyωk,∂yωk〉+ |k|2 Re〈θk,∂yωk〉
)

≤ 1

2
Disω,1+2Dis

1
2

ω,1 Dis
1
2

ω,2+2µ− 1
3 |k| 4

3‖θk‖2
L2 (2.29)

Collecting (2.26)-(2.29) gives rise to (2.25). �

Lemma 2.8. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, we have

d

dt
Re〈ωk,Jk[ωk]〉+

1

4
Disω,4 ≤

C0

4
Disω,1+C0 Disω,2+δ ∗ Disω,3+

C2
0

4δ ∗ µ− 1
3 |k| 4

3‖θk‖2
L2. (2.30)

Proof. By directly computing the time derivative and applying Lemma 2.3, we can get

d

dt
Re〈ωk,Jk[ωk]〉= Re

∫ 1

−1

d

dt
ωk ·Jk[ωk]dy+Re

∫ 1

−1
ωk ·Jk[

d

dt
ωk]dy

= 2Re

∫ 1

−1

d

dt
ωk ·Jk[ωk]dy

= 2Re〈µ∂yyωk + ikU ′′ψk + ikUωk − ikθk,Jk[ωk]〉

:=
4

∑
i=1

Hi (2.31)
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For the first term H1, by applying Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.3, we obtain

H1 = 2µ Re

∫ 1

−1
∂yyωk ·Jk[ωk]dy = 2µ Re

∫ 1

−1
Jk[∂yyωk] ·ωkdy

. µ‖∂yyωk‖L2‖ωk‖L2 ≤ C0

4
Disω,1+C0 Disω,2 . (2.32)

For the second term H2, by applying Lemma 2.1-Lemma 2.2, and the fact that ωk = (−k2+∂yy)ψk,

we can get

H2 = 2Re

∫ 1

−1
ikU ′′ψk ·Jk[−k2ψk]+2Re

∫ 1

−1
ikU ′′ψk ·Jk[∂yyψk]dy

=−2Re

∫ 1

−1
(ik)ikU ′′ψk ·Jk[ikψk]+∂y(ikU ′′ψk) ·Jk[∂yψk]− ikU ′′ψk · [Jk,∂y][∂yψk]dy

. |k|‖(U ′′,U ′′′)‖L∞

(
‖Jk‖L2 + |k|−1‖[Jk,∂y]‖L2

)
‖∇kψk‖2

L2

≤C0δ0‖∇kψk‖2
L2. (2.33)

For the fourth term H4, we can apply Lemma 2.1 and Young’s inequality to obtain

H4 ≤C0|k|‖θk‖L2‖ωk‖L2 ≤ δ ∗ Disω,3+
C2

0

4δ ∗ µ− 1
3 |k| 4

3‖θk‖2
L2. (2.34)

The most challenging term here is H3. First, by applying Lemma 2.3, we obtain

H3 = Re
(

− ik

∫ 1

−1
Uωk ·Jk[ωk]dy+ k

∫ 1

−1
iUωk ·Jk[ωk]dy

)

= Re
(

− ik

∫ 1

−1
Uωk ·Jk[ωk]dy+ k

∫ 1

−1
Jk[iUωk] ·ωkdy

)

=
k2

2
Re

∫ 1

−1

∫ 1

−1

U(y)−U(y′)
y− y′

Gk(y,y
′)ωk(y)ωk(y

′)dy′dy. (2.35)

Recalling the integral remainder form of Taylor’s formula, we have

U(y)−U(y′)
y− y′

=U ′(y)+
1

2
U ′′(y)(y− y′)+

1

6
h(y,y′).

where h(y,y′) = 1
y−y′

∫ y′
y U ′′′(s)(y′− s)2ds. Then, term H3 can be decomposed into the following

three terms for further analysis

H3 = H31 +H32 +H33,

Here, the right-hand side of the above equation is defined as follows:

H31 :=
k2

2
Re

∫ 1

−1

∫ 1

−1
U ′(y)Gk(y,y

′)ωk(y)ωk(y
′)dy′dy,

H32 :=
k2

4
Re

∫ 1

−1
ωk(y)

∫ 1

−1
K1(y,y

′)ωk(y
′)dy′dy,

H33 :=
k2

12
Re

∫ 1

−1
ωk(y)

∫ 1

−1
K2(y,y

′)ωk(y
′)dy′dy,

10



where the kernel functions K1(y,y
′) and K2(y,y

′) are defined in the Appendix. Since Gk(y,y
′) and

ψk(y
′) vanish at the boundary y′ =±1, we can obtain the result by applying integration by parts

H31 =
k2

2
Re

∫ 1

−1
ωk(y)U

′(y)
∫ 1

−1
Gk(y,y

′)∆kψk(y
′)dy′dy

=
k2

2
Re

∫ 1

−1
U ′(y)ψk(y)∆kψk(y)dy

=−k2

2
‖
√

U ′∇kψk‖2
L2 −

k2

2
Re

∫ 1

−1
U ′′(y)ψk∂yψkdy

≤−k2

2
‖
√

U ′∇kψk‖2
L2 +C0δ0 Disω,4 . (2.36)

For term H32, applying integration by parts twice and using the boundary condition of Gk(y,y
′)

along with Lemma A.2, we obtain

H32 =
k2

4
Re

∫ 1

−1
∇kψk(y)

∫ 1

−1
∇k

(
ikK1(y,y

′) · ikψk(y
′)+∂y′K1(y,y

′)∂y′ψk(y
′)
)
dy′dy

. k2‖∇kψk‖2
L2

(

k2‖K1(y,y
′)‖L2

y,y′
+ |k|‖(∂yK1(y,y

′),∂y′K1(y,y
′))‖L2

y,y′
+‖∂yy′K1(y,y

′)‖L2
y,y′

)

≤C0δ0 Disω,4 . (2.37)

Similarly, it follows from Lemma A.3 that

H33 =
k2

12
Re

∫ 1

−1
∇kψk(y)

∫ 1

−1
∇k

(
ikK2(y,y

′) · ikψk(y
′)+∂y′K2(y,y

′)∂y′ψk(y
′)
)
dy′dy

. k2‖∇kψk‖2
L2

(

k2‖K2(y,y
′)‖L2

y,y′
+ |k|‖(∂yK2(y,y

′),∂y′K2(y,y
′))‖L2

y,y′
+‖∂yy′K2(y,y

′)‖L2
y,y′

)

≤C0δ0 Disω,4 . (2.38)

Collecting (2.36)-(2.38) gives rise to

H3 ≤−k2

2
‖
√

U ′∇kψk‖2
L2 +3C0δ0 Disω,4 . (2.39)

Combining the estimates for H1-H4, we can immediately obtain (2.30) when δ0 is sufficiently

small. �

Lemma 2.9. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, we have

d

dt
Eω,k +2Disω,1+2Disω,2+

1

4
Disω,3+

1

16
cα Disω,4 ≤C0µ− 1

3 |k| 4
3‖θk‖2

L2. (2.40)

Proof. First, setting δ ∗ = 1
163 , then multiplying equation (2.15) by 256, (2.19) by 8, adding (2.25),

and adding cα times (2.30), we obtain

d

dt
Eω,k +4Disω,1+2Disω,2+

1

2
Disω,3+

1

8
cα Disω,4

≤ 256C0δ0 Disω,4+C0cα Disω,1+
cα

163
Disω,3+C0µ− 1

3 |k| 4
3‖θk‖2

L2. (2.41)

Further setting cα = min{ 4
C0
,1}, we obtain (2.40), which completes the proof of this lemma. �
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2.4. Completion the proof of Theorem 1.1. From the definition of Eθ ,k, it follows that Eθ ,k ≈
‖θk‖2

L2 + ν
2
3 |k|− 2

3‖∂yθk‖2
L2 is a coercive energy functional. Then, by applying Lemma 2.4, we

obtain

d

dt
Eθ ,k +

1

4
ν

1
3 |k| 2

3
(
‖θk‖2

L2 +ν
2
3 |k|− 2

3‖∂yθk‖2
L2

)
≤ 0.

Applying Gronwall’s inequality to the above equation, we directly obtain the result of (1.7) in

Theorem 1.1. Similarly, Eω,k ≈ ‖ωk‖2
L2 + µ

2
3 |k|− 2

3‖∂yωk‖2
L2 is also a coercive energy functional.

We can simplify (2.40) as follows,

d

dt
Eω,k +

1

4
µ

1
3 |k| 2

3
(
‖‖ωk‖2

L2 +µ
2
3 |k|− 2

3‖∂yωk‖2
L2

)
≤C0µ− 1

3 |k| 4
3‖θk‖2

L2. (2.42)

and then applying Gronwall’s inequality, we also obtain the result of (1.8). This completes the

proof of Theorem 1.1. �

3. NONLINEAR STABILITY

In this section, we focus on the case σ = 1 to establish the proof of Theorem 1.2. The proof

is divided into four subsections. The first subsection introduces some energy functionals and pre-

liminary lemmas. The second subsection presents the nonlinear estimates for the zero mode. The

third subsection provides the nonlinear estimates for the nonzero modes. The fourth subsection

employs the bootstrap method to establish global nonlinear stability.

3.1. Notations and Preliminary Lemmas. For convenience, we slightly modify the dissipative

energy functional from the linear stability analysis in Section 2 as follows:

Disθ ,1 = ν‖∇kθk‖2
L2, Disθ ,2 = ν

5
3 |k|− 2

3‖∂y∇kθk‖2
L2,

Disθ ,3 = ν
1
3 |k| 2

3‖θk‖2
L2

and

Disω,1 = µ‖∇kωk‖2
L2, Disω,2 = µ

5
3 |k|− 2

3‖∂y∇kωk‖2
L2,

Disω,3 = µ
1
3 |k| 2

3‖ωk‖2
L2, Disω,4 = |k|2‖∇kψk‖2

L2,

Disω,5 = µ
2
3 |k| 4

3‖∂y∇kψk‖2
L2 (where∇k = (ik,∂y)

T ).

Additionally, for the nonlinear stability analysis, we first set λ =min{µ,ν}, and then we also need

to introduce the energy functional corresponding to the linear stability as follows:

Eθ ,0 = 16e2δ1λ t‖θ0‖2
L2 + e2δ1λ tν

2
3‖∂yθ0‖2

L2, Eθ , 6= = e2δ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k 6=0

|k|2mEθ ,k[θk], Eθ = Eθ ,0+Eθ , 6=,

Dθ ,0 = 32e2δ1λ tν‖∂yθ0‖2
L2 +2e2δ1λ tν

5
3‖∂yyθ0‖2

L2, Dθ ,i = e2δ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k 6=0

|k|2m Disθ ,i, Dθ , 6= =
3

∑
i=1

Dθ ,i,

Dθ = Dθ ,0+Dθ , 6=.
12



and

Eω,0 = 128e2δ1λ t‖ω0‖2
L2 +4e2δ1λ t µ

2
3‖∂yω0‖2

L2, Eω, 6= = e2δ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k 6=0

|k|2mEω,k[ωk], Eω = Eω,0 +Eω, 6=,

Dω,0 = 256e2δ1λ t µ‖∂yω0‖2
L2 +8e2δ1λ t µ

5
3‖∂yyω0‖2

L2, Dω,i = e2δ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k 6=0

|k|2m Disω,i, Dω, 6= =
5

∑
i=1

Dω,i,

Dω = Dω,0 +Dω, 6=.

Here, the coercive functional Eω,k[ωk] defined in Section 2 is also modified as follows

Eω,k[ωk] = 128‖ωk‖2
L2 +4µ

2
3 |k|− 2

3‖∂yωk‖2
L2 +µ

1
3 |k|− 4

3 Re〈ikωk,∂yωk〉
+ cα Re〈ωk,Jk[ωk]〉+ cαcβ µ

2
3 |k|− 2

3 Re〈∂yωk,Jk[∂yωk]〉
:= E1

ω,k[ωk]+ cβ µ
2
3 |k|− 2

3 Re〈∂yωk,Jk[∂yωk]〉.

Unlike the case σ = 0 in Theorem 1.1, when σ = 1, we can further obtain the dissipation of

higher-order derivatives of the stream function ψk. Specifically, we first analyze the linear stability

of System (1.5), we obtain

Lemma 3.1. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.2, consider the stability of System (1.5). Then for

any integer k 6= 0 and any t > 0, we have

d

dt
Eω,k +Disω,1+Disω,2+

1

8
Disω,3+

1

16
cα Disω,4+

1

4
cβ Disω,5 ≤C0µ− 1

3 |k| 4
3‖θk‖2

L2. (3.1)

and

d

dt
Eθ ,k +Disθ ,1+2Disθ ,2+

1

4
Disθ ,3 ≤ 0. (3.2)

Proof. We first consider the higher-order derivative terms of the stream function ψk in Eω,k[ωk],
by directly computing the following derivative, we obtain

∂t∂yωk =
(
µ∆k − ikU + ikU ′′∆−1

k

)
∂yωk − ikU ′ωk + ikU ′′∆−1

k ωk − ik∂yθk + ikU ′′[∂y,∆
−1
k ]ωk

:=
7

∑
i=1

Rk,i.

Taking the direct L2 inner product in the above equation, we obtain

d

dt
µ

2
3 |k|− 2

3 Re〈∂yωk,Jk[∂yωk]〉=
7

∑
i=1

µ
2
3 |k|− 2

3 Re〈∂yωk,Jk[Rk,i]〉 (3.3)

The treatment of Rk,2 and Rk,3 is similar to that of H2 and H3 in Section 2, and we can directly

obtain

3

∑
i=2

µ
2
3 |k|− 2

3 Re〈∂yωk,Jk[Rk,i]〉 ≤ −1

2
µ

2
3 |k| 5

3‖
√

U ′∂y∇kψk‖2
L2 +C0δ0 Disω,5 . (3.4)
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For the treatment of Rk,1, we need to apply Lemmas 2.1 to 2.3, obtaining

µ
2
3 |k|− 2

3 Re〈∂yωk,Jk[Rk,1]〉= µ
5
3 |k|− 2

3 Re

∫ 1

−1
Jk[∆k∂yωk]∂yωkdy

= µ
5
3 |k|− 2

3 Re

∫ 1

−1

(

−Jk[∂y∇kωk]∂y∇kωk +[Jk,∂y]∂yωk

)

dy

≤C0 Disω,2 . (3.5)

For the three terms from Rk,4 to Rk,6, it follows from Lemma 2.2 that

6

∑
i=4

µ
2
3 |k|− 2

3 Re〈∂yωk,Jk[Rk,i]〉 ≤C0µ
2
3 |k| 1

3‖∂yωk‖L2‖(ωk,θk)‖L2

≤ C0

2
Disω,1+C0 Disω,3+C0µ− 1

3 |k| 4
3‖θk‖2

L2. (3.6)

For the term Rk,7, using the fact that ‖(∂y′Gk(y,y
′),∂yGk(y,y

′))‖L∞
y′y
. 1, we apply Young’s inequal-

ity to obtain

µ
2
3 |k|− 2

3 Re〈∂yωk,Jk[Rk,7]〉 ≤C0δ0µ
2
3 |k| 1

3‖∂yωk‖L2‖[∂y,∆
−1
k ]ωk‖L2

≤C0δ0µ
2
3 |k| 1

3‖ωk‖L2‖∂yωk‖L2

≤ C0

2
Disω,1+C0 Disω,3 . (3.7)

Collecting (3.3)-(3.7) gives rise to

d

dt
µ

2
3 |k|− 2

3 Re〈∂yωk,Jk[∂yωk]〉+
1

4
Disω,5

≤C0 Disω,1+C0 Disω,2+2C0 Disω,3+C0µ− 1
3 |k| 4

3‖θk‖2
L2. (3.8)

For the energy functional E1
ω,k[ωk] in Eω,k[ωk], we can obtain the result using a method similar to

that of (2.40)

d

dt
E1

ω,k +2Disω,1+2Disω,2+
1

4
Disω,3+

1

16
cα Disω,4 ≤C0µ− 1

3 |k| 4
3‖θk‖2

L2. (3.9)

Taking cβ = min{ 1
16C0

,1} and combining (3.8) and (3.9), we obtain (3.1). Furthermore, by follow-

ing the proof of (2.5), we derive (3.2), which completes the proof of the lemma. �

3.2. Nonlinear Estimates For Zero Mode. In this subsection, we analyze the nonlinear estimates

for the zero mode of System (1.4). Specifically, we consider the following system:
{

∂tω0 = µ∂yyω0 − (∇T ψ ·∇ω)0,

∂tθ0 = ν∂yyθ0 − (∇T ψ ·∇θ)0.
(3.10)

Lemma 3.2. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.2, we have

d

dt
Eθ ,0+

1

2
Dθ ,0+(c0ν −2δ1λ )Eθ ,0 ≤C0ν− 1

2 D
1
2

θ D
1
2

ωE
1
2

θ +C0ν− 1
3 DθE

1
2
ω (3.11)

and

d

dt
Eω,0+

1

2
Dω,0 +(c0µ −2δ1λ )Eω,0 ≤C0µ− 1

2 DωE
1
2
ω (3.12)
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Proof. By applying a direct L2 energy estimate, we obtain

d

dt
Eθ ,0 =Lθ ,0+Nθ ,0 +2δ1λEθ ,0, (3.13)

where

Lθ ,0 = 32e2δ1λ tν Re〈∂yyθ0,θ0〉+2e2δ1λ tν
5
3 Re〈∂yyyθ0,∂yθ0〉

Nθ ,0 =−32e2δ1λ t Re〈θ0,(∇
T ψ ·∇θ)0〉−2e2δ1λ tν

2
3 Re〈∂yθ0,∂y(∇

T ψ ·∇θ)0〉

For the linear term Lθ ,0, the boundary conditions of θ0|y=±1 = 0 imply that θ0 and ∂yθ0 satisfy the

Poincaré inequality ( c0 denotes the Poincaré constant). Thus, we have

Lθ ,0 ≤−1

2
Dθ ,0 − c0νEθ ,0. (3.14)

For the nonlinear term Nθ ,0, we first perform the Fourier expansion of the zero mode of the advec-

tion term ∇T ψ ·∇θ , obtaining

Nθ ,0 =−32e2δ1λ t Re〈θ0, ∑
l∈Z

∂yψl · i(−l)θ−l − ∑
l∈Z

ilψl ·∂yθ−l〉

−2e2δ1λ tν
2
3 Re〈∂yθ0,∂y ∑

l∈Z
∂yψl · (−l)θ−l − ∑

l∈Z
ilψl ·∂yθ−l〉

= 32e2δ1λ t Re〈θ0,∂y

(

∑
l∈Z\{0}

ilψlθ−l

)
〉+2e2δ1λ tν

2
3 Re〈∂yθ0,∂

2
y

(

∑
l∈Z\{0}

ilψlθ−l

)
〉

:= N0 +N1. (3.15)

For the term N0, applying integration by parts and the Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality yields

|N0|= |32e2δ1λ t Re〈∂yθ0, ∑
l∈Z\{0}

ilψlθ−l〉|. e2δ1λ t‖∂yθ0‖L2 ∑
l∈Z\{0}

‖ilψl‖L∞‖θ−l‖L2

. eδ1λ tν− 1
2 D

1
2

θ ,0 ∑
l∈Z\{0}

|l|‖ψl‖
1
2

L2‖∂yψl‖
1
2

L2‖θ−l‖L2 . e2δ1λ tν− 1
2 D

1
2

θ ,0 ∑
l∈Z\{0}

|l|‖∇kψl‖L2‖θ−l‖L2

. ν− 1
2 D

1
2

θ ,0D
1
2

ω,4E
1
2

θ , 6=

For the term N1, we can decompose it into the following two parts

|N1|= |2e2δ1λ tν
2
3 Re〈∂yyθ0,∂y

(

∑
l∈Z\{0}

ilψlθ−l

)
〉|

. e2δ1λ tν
2
3‖∂yyθ0‖L2

(

∑
l∈Z\{0}

‖il∂yψl‖L∞‖θ−l‖L2 +‖ilψl‖L∞‖∂yθ−l‖L2

)

:= N11 +N12.
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For the first term above, we can directly obtain the result applying (2.23) and the Gagliardo–Nirenberg

inequality

N11 . e2δ1λ tν
2
3‖∂yyθ0‖L2 ∑

l∈Z\{0}
|l|‖∂yψl‖

1
2

L2‖∂yyψl‖
1
2

L2‖θ−l‖L2

. eδ1λ tν
2
3‖∂yyθ0‖L2 · eδ1λ t ∑

l∈Z\{0}
|l|‖ωl‖L2‖θ−l‖L2

. ν− 1
3 D

1
2

θ ,0D
1
2

θ ,3E
1
2

ω, 6=. (m >
1

3
)

Similarily, we have

N12 . e2δ1λ tν
2
3‖∂yyθ0‖L2 ∑

l∈Z\{0}
|l|‖∂yψl‖

1
2

L2‖ψl‖
1
2

L2‖∂yθ−l‖L2

. e2δ1λ tν
2
3‖∂yyθ0‖L2 ∑

l∈Z\{0}
|l| 1

2‖∇lθl‖L2‖∂yθ−l‖L2

. ν− 1
3 D

1
2

θ ,0D
1
2

ω,4E
1
2

θ , 6=. (3.16)

Collecting (3.14)-(3.16), we obtain (3.11) in the lemma. Next, we consider the nonlinear estimates

for the zero mode of ω .

d

dt
Eω,0 =Lω,0 +Nω,0 +2δ1λEω,0, (3.17)

where

Lω,0 = 256e2δ1λ tν Re〈∂yyω0,ω0〉+8e2δ1λ tν
5
3 Re〈∂yyyω0,∂yω0〉,

Nω,0 =−256e2δ1λ t Re〈ω0,(∇
T ψ ·∇ω)0〉−8e2δ1λ tν

2
3 Re〈∂yω0,∂y(∇

T ψ ·∇ω)0〉.
For the linear term Lω,0, the boundary conditions of ω0|y=±1 = 0 imply that ω0 and ∂yω0 satisfy

the Poincaré inequality ( c0 denotes the Poincaré constant). We can get

Lω,0 ≤−1

2
Dω,0 − c0µEω,0.

In fact, for the nonlinear term (u ·∇ω)0, a similar treatment of the advection term (u ·∇θ)0 allows

us to obtain

Nω,0 . µ− 1
2 DωE

1
2
ω . (3.18)

Combining (3.17)-(3.18), we obtain (3.12), which completes the proof of the lemma. �

3.3. Nonlinear Estimates For Nonzero Mode. In this subsection, we analyze the nonlinear esti-

mates for the nonzero mode of System (1.4). Specifically, we consider the following system:
{

∂tωk =Lω,k +Nω,k,

∂tθk =Lθ ,k+Nθ ,k.
(3.19)

where

Lω,k =−ikUωk + ikU ′′ψk +µ∆kωk − ikθk, Lθ ,k =−ikUθk +ν∆kθk,

Nω,k =−(∇T ψ ·∇ω)k, Nθ ,k =−(∇T ψ ·∇θ)k.
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According to the definitions of Eθ , 6= and Eω, 6=, we directly compute the following time derivative

d

dt
Eθ , 6= = e2δ1λ

1
3 t ∑

k∈Z\{0}
|k|2m d

dt
Eθ ,k +2δ1λ

1
3 Eθ , 6= =Lθ , 6=+Nθ , 6=+2δ1λ

1
3 Eθ , 6=. (3.20)

d

dt
Eω, 6= = e2δ1λ

1
3 t ∑

k∈Z\{0}
|k|2m d

dt
Eω,k +2δ1λ

1
3 Eω, 6= =Lω, 6=+Nω, 6=+2δ1λ

1
3 Eω, 6=. (3.21)

where

Lθ , 6= = 32e2δ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k∈Z\{0}
|k|2m Re〈θk,Lθ ,k〉+2e2δ1λ

1
3 tν

2
3 ∑

k∈Z\{0}
|k|2m− 2

3 Re〈∂yθk,∂yLθ ,k〉

+ e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

1
3 ∑

k∈Z\{0}
|k|2m− 4

3

[

Re〈ikθk,∂yLθ ,k〉+Re〈ikLθ ,k,∂yθk〉
]

,

Lω, 6= = 256e2δ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k∈Z\{0}
|k|2m Re〈ωk,(1+

cα

128
Jk)Lω,k〉

+8e2δ1λ
1
3 t µ

2
3 ∑

k∈Z\{0}
|k|2m− 2

3 Re〈∂yωk,(1+
cβ

4
Jk)∂yLω,k〉

+ e2δ1λ
1
3 t µ

1
3 ∑

k∈Z\{0}
|k|2m− 4

3

[

Re〈ikωk,∂yLω,k〉+Re〈ikLω,k,∂yωk〉
]

.

and

Nθ , 6= = 32e2δ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k∈Z\{0}
|k|2m Re〈θk,Nθ ,k〉+2e2δ1λ

1
3 tν

2
3 ∑

k∈Z\{0}
|k|2m− 2

3 Re〈∂yθk,∂yNθ ,k〉

+ e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

1
3 ∑

k∈Z\{0}
|k|2m− 4

3

[

Re〈ikθk,∂yNθ ,k〉+Re〈ikNθ ,k,∂yθk〉
]

,

:=Nθ ,α +Nθ ,β +Nθ ,γ

Nω, 6= = 256e2δ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k∈Z\{0}
|k|2m Re〈ωk,(1+

cα

128
Jk)Nω,k〉

+8e2δ1λ
1
3 t µ

2
3 ∑

k∈Z\{0}
|k|2m− 2

3 Re〈∂yωk,(1+
cβ

4
Jk)∂yNω,k〉

+ e2δ1λ
1
3 t µ

1
3 ∑

k∈Z\{0}
|k|2m− 4

3

[

Re〈ikωk,∂yNω,k〉+Re〈ikNω,k,∂yωk〉
]

:=Nω,α +Nω,β +Nω,γ .
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For the linear terms Lθ , 6= and Lω, 6=, we have already provided estimates in Lemma 3.1. Specifi-

cally, Lθ , 6= and Lω, 6= satisfy the following estimates:

Lθ , 6= ≤−1

4
Dθ , 6=− 1

2
ν

1
3 e2δ1λ

1
3 t ∑

k∈Z\{0}
|k|2m+ 2

3 Eθ ,k (3.22)

Lω, 6= ≤− 1

16
cβ Dω, 6=− 1

2
µ

1
3 e2δ1λ

1
3 t ∑

k∈Z\{0}
|k|2m+ 2

3 Eω,k +C0e2δ1λ
1
3 t µ− 1

3 ∑
k∈Z\{0}

|k| 4
3‖θk‖2

L2

≤− 1

16
cβ Dω, 6=− 1

2
µ

1
3 e2δ1λ

1
3 t ∑

k∈Z\{0}
|k|2m+ 2

3 Eω,k +C0µ− 1
3 ν− 2

3 D
1
2

θ ,1D
1
2

θ ,3. (3.23)

Next, we first estimate the nonlinear terms in the (ω,θ) equation. We analyze these three nonlinear

terms (Nθ ,α ,Nθ ,β ,Nθ ,γ) separately, leading to the following three specific lemmas

Lemma 3.3. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.2, then for any integer k 6= 0 and any t > 0, we

have

Nθ ,α . ν− 1
2 D

1
2

θ D
1
2

ωE
1
2

θ +ν− 1
2 DθE

1
2
ω +ν− 1

6 µ− 1
3 D

1
2

θ D
1
2

ωE
1
2

θ . (3.24)

Proof. First, we decompose the k-mode of the advection term into the following three parts

Nθ ,α =−32e2δ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k∈Z\{0}
|k|2m Re〈θk, ∑

l∈Z
∂yψk−l · ilθl〉+32e2δ1λ

1
3 t ∑

k∈Z\{0}
|k|2m Re〈θk, ∑

l∈Z
i(k− l)ψk−l ·∂yθl〉

=−32e2δ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k∈Z\{0}
|k|2m Re〈θk,∂yψ0 · ikθk〉+32e2δ1λ

1
3 t ∑

k∈Z\{0}
|k|2m Re〈θk, ikψk ·∂yθ0〉

−32e2δ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

|k|2m Re〈θk,∇
T
k−lψk−l ·∇lθl〉

:= P0, 6=+P6=,0 +P6=, 6=. (3.25)

For the term P0, 6=, we can directly obtain

P0, 6= = 32e2δ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k∈Z\{0}
|k|2m Re

∫ 1

−1
θk · (−ik) ·θk∂yψ0dy

= 32e2δ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k∈Z\{0}
|k|2m Re

∫ 1

−1
ik|θk|2 ·∂yψ0dy = 0. (3.26)

For the term P6=,0, applying Hölder’s inequality and the Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality yields

|P6=,0|. e2δ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k∈Z\{0}
‖|k|mθk‖L2‖|k|m+1ψk‖L∞‖∂yθ0‖L2

. eδ1λ
1
3 tν− 1

2 D
1
2

θ ,0E
1
2

θ

{

∑
k∈Z\{0}

‖|k|m+1ψk‖L2‖|k|m+1∂yψk‖L2

} 1
2

. ν− 1
2 D

1
2

θ ,0E
1
2

θ D
1
2

ω,4. (3.27)
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where we have used the fact

e2δ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k 6=0

|k|2m+2‖ψk‖2
L∞ . e2δ1λ

1
3 t ∑

k∈Z\{0}
‖|k|m+1ψk‖L2‖|k|m+1∂yψk‖L2 . Dω,4. (3.28)

For the term P6=, 6=, we need to decompose the advection term into the following two parts for

estimation

P6=, 6= =−32e2δ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

|k|2m Re〈θk,∂yψk−l · ilθl〉+32e2δ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

|k|2m Re〈θk, i(k− l)ψk−l ·∂yθl〉

= 32e2δ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

|k|2m Re〈θk,∂y(i(k− l)ψk−l ·θl)〉−32e2δ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

|k|2m Re〈θk, ik∂yψk−l ·θl〉

:= P6=, 6=,1+P6=, 6=,2. (3.29)

For the first term in the above expression, we first apply Hölder’s inequality, followed by Young’s

inequality for convolutions, to obtain

|P6=, 6=,1|= 32e2δ1λ
1
3 t
∣
∣
∣ ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

|k|2m Re〈∂yθk, i(k− l)ψk−l ·θl〉
∣
∣
∣

. e2δ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

|k|m
(
|k− l|m+ |l|m

)
‖∂yθk‖L2‖(k− l)ψk−l‖L∞‖θk‖L2

. e2δ1λ
1
3 t
(

∑
k 6=0

|k|2m‖∂yθk‖2
L2

) 1
2 ·
(

∑
k 6=0

|k|2m+2‖ψk‖2
L∞

) 1
2 ·
(

∑
k 6=0

‖θk‖L2

)

+ e2δ1λ
1
3 t
(

∑
k 6=0

|k|2m‖∂yθk‖2
L2

) 1
2 ·
(

∑
k 6=0

|k|2m‖θk‖2
L2

) 1
2 ·
(

∑
k 6=0

|k|‖ψk‖L∞

)

. ν− 1
2 D

1
2

θ ,1D
1
2

ω,4 ·
(

∑
k 6=0

‖θk‖L2

)

+ν− 1
2 D

1
2

θ ,1E
1
2

θ ·
(

∑
k 6=0

|k|2m+2‖ψk‖2
L∞

) 1
2
(

∑
k 6=0

|k|−2m
) 1

2

. ν− 1
2 D

1
2

θ ,1D
1
2

ω,4E
1
2

θ , (3.30)

where we have used the facts (3.28) and m > 1
2
. For the second term P6=, 6=,2, we need to decompose

the frequency k. First, let A1(k, l) := {(k, l) ∈ Z \ {0}
∣
∣|k − l| ≤ |l|

2
and k 6= l}, we define the

following two characteristic functions:

χ0(k, l) =

{

1, for (k, l) ∈ A1

0, for (k, l) /∈ A1

and χ1(k, l) =

{

0, for (k, l) ∈ A1

1, for (k, l) /∈ A1

19



Here, we can decompose the term P6=, 6=,2 into the following two parts

|P6=, 6=,2|. e2δ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

|k|2m+1‖θk‖L2‖∂yψk−l‖L∞‖θl‖L2

. e2δ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

(

χ0(k, l)+χ1(k, l)
)

|k|2m+1‖θk‖L2‖∂yψk−l‖L∞‖θl‖L2

:= P6=, 6=,χ0
+P6=, 6=,χ1

. (3.31)

For (k, l)∈ A1, we have |k|. |l|. Directly applying Hölder’s inequality and Young’s inequality, we

obtain

|P6=, 6=,χ0
|. e2δ1λ

1
3 t ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

|k|m+ 1
3‖θk‖L2|l|m+ 2

3‖θl‖L2‖∂yψk−l‖L∞

. eδ1λ
1
3 tν− 1

6 D
1
2

θ ,3

(

∑
k 6=0

|k|2m+ 4
3‖θk‖2

L2

) 1
2
(

∑
k 6=0

‖∂yψk‖L∞

)

. ν− 1
2 D

3
4

θ ,3D
1
4

θ ,1E
1
2
ω , (3.32)

where we have used the facts

e2δ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k 6=0

|k|2m+ 4
3‖θk‖2

L2 . e2δ1λ
1
3 tν− 2

3 ∑
k 6=0

(

ν
1
6 |k|m+ 1

3‖θk‖L2

)(

ν
1
2 |k|m‖∇kθk‖L2

)

. ν− 2
3 D

1
2

θ ,3D
1
2

θ ,1. (3.33)

and

eδ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k 6=0

‖∂yψk‖L∞ . eδ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k 6=0

|k|−m
(

|k|m
2 ‖∂yψk‖

1
2

L2

)(

|k|m
2 ‖∂yyψk‖

1
2

L2

)

. eδ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k 6=0

|k|−m
(

|k|m‖∂yyψk‖L2

)

. E

1
2
ω .

For (k, l) /∈ A1, we have |k| . |k − l|+ |l| . |k − l|. Directly applying Hölder’s inequality and

Young’s inequality, we obtain

|P6=, 6=,χ1
|. e2δ1λ

1
3 t ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

|k|m+ 1
3‖θk‖L2|k− l|m+ 2

3‖∂yψk−l‖L∞‖θl‖L2

. eδ1λ
1
3 tν− 1

6 D
1
2

θ ,3

(

∑
k 6=0

|k|2m+ 4
3‖∂yψk‖2

L∞

) 1
2
(

∑
k 6=0

‖θk‖L2

)

. ν− 1
6 µ− 1

3 D
1
2

θ ,3D
1
2

ω,5E
1
2

θ , (3.34)
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where

e2δ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k 6=0

|k|2m+ 7
3‖∂yψk‖2

L∞ . e2δ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k 6=0

|k|m+ 2
3‖|k|∂yψk‖L2 · |k|m+ 2

3‖∂yyψk‖L2 . µ− 2
3 Dω,5.

(3.35)

Collecting (3.25)-(3.34), we complete the proof of the lemma. �

Lemma 3.4. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.2, then for any integer k 6= 0 and any t > 0, we

have

Nθ ,β . ν− 1
2 D

1
2

θ D
1
2

ωE
1
2

θ +(ν− 1
2 +ν− 1

3 +µ− 1
6 )DθE

1
2
ω +ν− 1

6 µ− 1
3 D

1
2

θ D
1
2

ωE
1
2

θ . (3.36)

Proof. First, following a method similar to (3.25), we decompose the frequency (k, l) into three

cases: k = l, l = 0, and k 6= l with l 6= 0. Specifically, we have

Nθ ,β =−2e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

2
3 ∑

k∈Z\{0}
|k|2m− 2

3 Re〈∂yθk,∂y

[

∑
l∈Z

∂yψk−l · ilθl

]

〉

+2e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

2
3 ∑

k∈Z\{0}
|k|2m− 2

3 Re〈∂yθk,∂y

[

∑
l∈Z

i(k− l)ψk−l ·∂yθl

]

〉

=−2e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

2
3 ∑

k∈Z\{0}
|k|2m− 2

3

(

Re〈∂yθk,∂y

[
∂yψ0 · ikθk

]
〉−Re〈∂yθk,∂y

[
ikψk ·∂yθ0

]
〉
)

−2e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

2
3 ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

|k|2m− 2
3 Re〈∂yθk,∂y

[
∇T

k−lψk−l ·∇lθl

]
〉

:= Q0, 6=+Q 6=,0 +Q 6=, 6=. (3.37)

For the case k = l, we decompose it into the following two terms

Q0, 6= =−2e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

2
3 ∑

k∈Z\{0}
|k|2m− 2

3

(

Re〈∂yθk,∂yψ0 · ik∂yθk〉+Re〈∂yθk,∂yyψ0 · ikθk〉
)

:= Q0, 6=,1 +Q0, 6=,2. (3.38)

For the first term in the above expression, we can directly obtain Q0, 6=,1 = 0. For the second term,

applying Hölder’s inequality and the Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality, we obtain

|Q0, 6=,2|. ∑
k∈Z\{0}

ν
1
2 |k|m‖∂yθk‖L2 ·ν

1
6 |k|m+ 1

3‖θk‖L2‖∂yyψ0‖L∞

. D
1
2

θ ,1D
1
2

θ ,3‖ω0‖L∞ . D
1
2

θ ,1D
1
2

θ ,3‖ω0‖
1
2

L2‖∂yω0‖
1
2

L2

. µ− 1
6 D

1
2

θ ,1D
1
2

θ ,3E
1
2

ω,0. (3.39)
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For the case l = 0, applying Hölder’s inequality and (3.28) yields

|Q 6=,0|= 2e2δ1λ
1
3 t
∣
∣
∣ν

2
3 ∑

k∈Z\{0}
|k|2m− 2

3 Re〈∂yyθk, ikψk ·∂yθ0〉
∣
∣
∣

. e2δ1λ
1
3 tν− 1

6 ∑
k∈Z\{0}

ν
5
6 |k|m− 1

3‖∂yyθk‖L2 · |k|m+ 2
3‖ψk‖L∞‖∂yθ0‖L2

. ν− 1
2 D

1
2

θ ,2D
1
2

ω,4E
1
2

θ ,0. (3.40)

For the case k 6= l and l 6= 0, we handle the first term using integration by parts and expand the

second term, obtaining the following three terms

Q 6=, 6= =−2e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

2
3 ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

|k|2m− 2
3 Re

〈

∂yθk,∂y

(
∂yψk−l · ilθl

)
−∂y

(
i(k− l)ψk−l ·∂yθl

)〉

= 2e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

2
3 ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

|k|2m− 2
3

[

Re〈∂yyθk,∂yψk−l · ilθl〉+Re〈∂yθk, i(k− l)∂yψk−l ·∂yθl〉
]

+2e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

2
3 ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

|k|2m− 2
3 Re〈∂yθk, i(k− l)ψk−l ·∂yyθl〉

:= Q 6=, 6=,1 +Q 6=, 6=,2 +Q 6=, 6=,3. (3.41)

For the second term Q 6=, 6=,2, we use the two characteristic functions defined in the Lemma 3.3 to

decompose it into the following two parts

Q 6=, 6=,2 = 2e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

2
3 ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

(

χ0(k, l)+χ1(k, l)
)

|k|2m− 2
3 Re〈∂yθk, i(k− l)∂yψk−l ·∂yθl〉

:= Q2,χ0
+Q2,χ1

. (3.42)

For (k, l) ∈ A1, we have |k|. |l|. Directly applying Young’s inequality and (3.35), we obtain

Q2,χ0
. e2δ1λ

1
3 tν− 1

6 ∑
k,l∈Z\{0}

k 6=l

ν
1
3 |k|m− 1

3‖∂yθk‖L2ν
1
2 |l|m− 1

3‖∂yθl‖L2‖|k− l|∂yψk−l‖L∞

. ν− 1
6 D

1
2

θ ,1E
1
2

θ ∑
k 6=0

|k|−m− 1
6 |k|m+ 7

6‖∂yψk‖L∞ . ν− 1
6 µ− 1

3 D
1
2

θ ,1E
1
2

θ D
1
2

ω,5. (3.43)

For (k, l) /∈ A1, we have |k|. |k− l|+ |l|. |k− l|. Similarly, we can get

Q2,χ1
. e2δ1λ

1
3 tν

1
3 ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

ν
1
3 |k|m− 1

3‖∂yθk‖L2‖∂yθl‖L2|k− l|m+ 2
3‖∂yψk−l‖L∞

. ν− 1
6 µ− 1

3 D
1
2

θ ,1E
1
2

θ D
1
2

ω,5. (3.44)
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For the term Q 6=, 6=,3, we handle it similarly to Q 6=, 6=,2 by decomposing it into two parts

Q 6=, 6=,3 = 2e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

2
3 ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

(

χ0(k, l)+χ1(k, l)
)

|k|2m− 2
3 Re〈∂yθk, i(k− l)ψk−l ·∂yyθl〉

:= Q3,χ0
+Q3,χ1

.

For the first term, similar to the estimation of Q2,χ0
and using (3.28), we obtain

Q3,χ0
. e2δ1λ

1
3 tν− 1

2 ∑
k,l∈Z\{0}

k 6=l

ν
1
3 |k|m− 1

3‖∂yθk‖L2|k− l|‖ψk−l‖L∞ ·ν 5
6 |l|m− 1

3‖∂yyθl‖L2

. ν− 1
2 D

1
2

θ ,2E
1
2

θ D
1
2

ω,4. (3.45)

For the second term, similar to the estimation of Q2,χ1
and using (3.28), we can get

Q3,χ1
. e2δ1λ

1
3 tν

1
3 ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

ν
1
3 |k|m− 1

3‖∂yθk‖L2|k− l|m+ 2
3‖ψk−l‖L∞‖∂yyθl‖L2

. eδ1λ
1
3 tν

1
3E

1
2

θ

(

∑
k 6=0

‖∂yyθk‖2
L2

) 1
2

∑
k 6=0

|k|m+ 2
3‖ψk‖L∞

. ν− 1
2E

1
2

θ D
1
2

θ ,2 ∑
k 6=0

|k|m+ 1
6‖∇kψk‖L2

. ν− 1
2 D

1
2

θ ,2E
1
2

θ D
1
2

ω,4. (3.46)

For the term Q 6=, 6=,1, we handle it similarly to Q 6=, 6=,2 by decomposing it into two parts

Q 6=, 6=,1 = 2e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

2
3 ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

(

χ0(k, l)+χ1(k, l)
)

|k|2m− 2
3 Re〈∂yyθk,∂yψk−l · ilθl〉

:= Q1,χ0
+Q1,χ1

.

For the first term above, using Young’s inequality along with (3.33) and (2.23), we obtain

Q1,χ0
. e2δ1λ

1
3 tν− 1

6 ∑
k,l∈Z\{0}

k 6=l

ν
5
6 |k|m− 1

3‖∂yyθk‖L2|l|m+ 2
3‖θl‖L2‖∂yψk−l‖L∞

. eδ1λ
1
3 tν− 1

6 D
1
2

θ ,2

(

∑
k 6=0

|k|2m+ 4
3‖θk‖2

L2

) 1
2

∑
k 6=0

‖∂yψk‖L∞

. ν− 1
2 D

1
2

θ ,2D
1
4

θ ,1D
1
4

θ ,3 ∑
k 6=0

‖ωk‖L2 . ν− 1
2 D

1
2

θ ,2D
1
4

θ ,1D
1
4

θ ,3E
1
2
ω . (3.47)
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Similarly, for the second term, we also obtain from (3.33) that

Q1,χ1
. e2δ1λ

1
3 tν− 1

6 ∑
k,l∈Z\{0}

k 6=l

ν
5
6 |k|m− 1

3‖∂yyθk‖L2|k− l|m− 1
3‖∂yψk−l‖L∞‖|l|θl‖L2

. eδ1λ
1
3 tν− 1

6 D
1
2

θ ,2

(

∑
k 6=0

|k|2‖θk‖2
L2

) 1
2

∑
k 6=0

|k|m− 1
3‖∂yψk‖L∞

. ν− 1
3 D

1
2

θ ,2D
1
2

θ ,3E
1
2
ω . (3.48)

In the last inequality, we used the fact that

eδ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k 6=0

|k|m− 1
3‖∂yψk‖L∞ . eδ1λ

1
3 t ∑

k 6=0

|k|m− 1
3‖ωk‖

1
2

L2‖∂yψk‖
1
2

L2 . eδ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k 6=0

|k|m− 5
6‖ωk‖L2 . E

1
2
ω .

Collecting (3.37)-(3.48), we complete the proof of the lemma. �

Lemma 3.5. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.2, then for any integer k 6= 0 and any t > 0, we

have

Nθ ,γ . ν− 1
2 D

1
2

θ D
1
2

ωE
1
2

θ +(ν− 1
3 +µ− 1

6 )DθE
1
2
ω +(ν− 1

6 µ− 1
6 +µ− 1

6 )D
1
2

θ D
1
2

ωE
1
2

θ . (3.49)

Proof. First, following a method similar to (3.25), we decompose the frequency (k, l) into three

cases: k = l, l = 0, and k 6= l with l 6= 0. Specifically, we have

Nθ ,γ =−2e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

1
3 ∑

k 6=0

|k|2m− 4
3 Re〈ikθk,∂y(∇

T ψ ·∇θ)k〉

=−2e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

1
3 ∑

k 6=0

|k|2m− 4
3 Re

〈

ikθk,∂y

(
∂yψ0 · ikθk

)〉

+2e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

1
3 ∑

k 6=0

|k|2m− 4
3 Re

〈

ikθk,∂y

(
ikψk ·∂yθ0

)〉

−2e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

1
3 ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

|k|2m− 4
3 Re

〈

ikθk,∂y

(
∇T

k−lψk−l ·∇lθl

)〉

:= R0, 6=+R 6=,0 +R 6=, 6=. (3.50)

For the case k = l, in the above expression, we first expand this term and then apply integration by

parts to obtain

R0, 6= =−2e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

1
3 ∑

k 6=0

|k|2m− 4
3 Re〈ikθk,∂yyψ0 · ikθk〉−2e2δ1λ

1
3 tν

1
3 ∑

k 6=0

|k|2m− 4
3 Re〈ikθk,∂yψ0 · ik∂yθk〉

=−e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

1
3 ∑

k 6=0

|k|2m+ 2
3 Re〈θk,∂yyψ0 ·θk〉. Dθ ,3‖∂yyψ0‖L∞

. Dθ ,3‖ω0‖
1
2

L2‖∂yω0‖
1
2

L2 . µ− 1
6 Dθ ,3E

1
2
ω . (3.51)
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For the case l = 0, we first apply integration by parts and then use Hölder’s inequality along with

(3.28) to obtain

R0, 6= = 2e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

1
3 ∑

k 6=0

|k|2m− 4
3 Re〈ik∂yθk, ikψk ·∂yθ0〉

. e2δ1λ
1
3 tν− 1

2 ∑
k 6=0

ν
1
2 |k|m‖∂yθk‖L2|k|m+ 2

3‖ψk‖L∞ ·ν 1
3‖∂yθ0‖L2

. ν− 1
2 D

1
2

θ ,1D
1
2

ω,4E
1
2

θ . (3.52)

For the case k 6= l and l 6= 0, we expand the advection term into the following two parts

R 6=, 6= =−2e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

1
3 ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

|k|2m− 4
3 Re

〈

ikθk,∂y

(
∂yψk−l · ilθl

)〉

+2e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

1
3 ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

|k|2m− 4
3 Re

〈

ikθk,∂y

(
i(k− l)ψk−l ·∂yθl

)〉

:= R 6=, 6=,1 +R 6=, 6=,2.

(3.53)

For the term R 6=, 6=,2, applying integration by parts and using (3.28) yields

R 6=, 6=,2 . e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

1
3 ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

|k|m− 1
3‖∂yθk‖L2

(
|k− l|m+ |l|m

)
· |k− l|‖ψk−l‖L∞‖∂yθl‖L2

. e2δ1λ
1
3 t
(

∑
k 6=0

ν
2
3 |k|2m− 2

3‖∂yθk‖2
L2

) 1
2
(

∑
k 6=0

|k|2m+2‖ψk‖2
L∞

) 1
2
(

∑
k 6=0

‖∂yθk‖L2

)

+ e2δ1λ
1
3 t
(

∑
k 6=0

ν
2
3 |k|2m− 2

3‖∂yθk‖2
L2

) 1
2
(

∑
k 6=0

|k|2m‖∂yθk‖2
L2

) 1
2
(

∑
k 6=0

|k|‖ψk‖L∞

)

. ν− 1
2 D

1
2

θ ,1D
1
2

ω,4E
1
2

θ . (3.54)

For the term R 6=, 6=,1, we decompose it into the following two parts

R 6=, 6=,1 =−2e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

1
3 ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

|k|2m− 4
3 Re

〈

ikθk,∂yyψk−l · ilθl

〉

−2e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

1
3 ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

|k|2m− 4
3 Re

〈

ikθk,∂yψk−l · il∂yθl

〉

:= R1,L +R1,R. (3.55)
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For the first term in the above expression, we need to decompose the frequency. Similar to (3.31),

we have

R1,L =−2e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

1
3 ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

(

χ0(k, l)+χ1(k, l)
)

|k|2m− 4
3 Re

〈

ikθk,∂yyψk−l · ilθl

〉

:= R1,L,χ0
+R1,L,χ1

.

For (k, l) ∈ A1, we have |k|. |l|. Then, applying Young’s inequality and the estimate from (3.51)

give rise to

R1,L,χ0
. e2δ1λ

1
3 tν

1
3 ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

|k|m+ 1
3‖θk‖L2‖∂yyψk−l‖L∞|l|m+ 1

3‖θl‖L2

. µ− 1
6 Dθ ,3E

1
2
ω . (3.56)

For (k, l) /∈ A1, we have |k| . |k − l|+ |l| . |k − l|. Using Young’s inequality and the fact that

‖∂yyψk‖L2 ≤ ‖ωk‖L2 yields

R1,L,χ1
. e2δ1λ

1
3 tν

1
3 ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

|k|m+ 1
3‖θk‖L2|k− l|m+ 1

3‖∂yyψk−l‖L2‖θl‖L∞

. ν
1
6 µ− 1

6 D
1
2

θ ,3D
1
2

ω,3 ∑
k 6=0

‖θk‖L∞

. ν
1
6 µ− 1

6 D
1
2

θ ,3D
1
2

ω,3 ∑
k 6=0

|k| 1
6−m · |k|m

2 ‖θk‖
1
2

L2 · |k|
m
2 − 1

6‖∂yθk‖
1
2

L2

. µ− 1
6 D

1
2

θ ,3D
1
2

ω,3E
1
2

θ . (3.57)

where we have used the fact that m > 2
3
. Next, we handle the most challenging term R1,R. First,

we need to decompose the frequency k, obtaining

R1,R =−2e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

1
3 ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

|k|m− 2
3

[

|k|m− 2
3 −|l|m− 2

3

]

Re
〈

ikθk,∂yψk−l · il∂yθl

〉

−2e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

1
3 ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

|k|m− 2
3 · |l|m− 2

3 Re
〈

ikθk,∂yψk−l · il∂yθl

〉

:= R1,R,L +R1,R,R.

For the second term in the above expression, we directly obtain the result using Young’s inequality

and (3.51):

R1,R,R =−e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

1
3 ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

|k|m− 2
3 · |l|m− 2

3 Re
〈

ikθk,∂yyψk−l · ilθl

〉

. Dθ ,3 ∑
k 6=0

‖∂yyψk‖L∞ . µ− 1
6 Dθ ,3E

1
2
ω . (3.58)
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For the first term, by applying a method similar to that used in (3.31), we obtain

R1,R,L =−2e2δ1λ
1
3 tν

1
3 ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

(

χ0(k, l)+χ1(k, l)
)

|k|m− 2
3

[

|k|m− 2
3 −|l|m− 2

3

]

Re
〈

ikθk,∂yψk−l · il∂yθl

〉

:= R1,R,χ0
+R1,R,χ1

.

We first consider the first term in the above expression. For (k, l) ∈ A1, we have |k| ≈ |l|. By

applying the mean value theorem, we obtain

∣
∣
∣|k|m− 2

3 −|l|m− 2
3

∣
∣
∣= (m− 2

3
)|k− l|

∣
∣
∣α1k+(1−α1)l

∣
∣
∣

m− 2
3−1

. |k− l||l|m− 5
3

Applying Young’s inequality, the Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality, and the fact from (2.23) give

rise to

R1,R,χ0
. e2δ1λ

1
3 tν

1
3 ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

|k|m+ 1
3‖θk‖L2 · |k− l| 2

3‖∂yψk−l‖L∞ · |l|m− 1
3‖∂yθl‖L2

. e2δ1λ
1
3 tν− 1

6

(

∑
k 6=0

ν
1
3 |k|2m+ 2

3‖θk‖2
L2

) 1
2
(

∑
k 6=0

ν
2
3 |k|2m− 2

3‖∂yθk‖2
L2

) 1
2

∑
k 6=0

|k| 2
3‖∂yψk‖L∞

. ν− 1
6 D

1
2

θ ,3E
1
2

θ ∑
k 6=0

|k| 1
6‖ωk‖L2

. ν− 1
6 µ− 1

6 D
1
2

θ ,3D
1
2

ω,3E
1
2

θ (3.59)

Similarily, we have

R1,R,χ1
. e2δ1λ

1
3 tν

1
3 ∑

k,l∈Z\{0}
k 6=l

|k|m+ 1
3‖θk‖L2 · |k− l|m+ 1

3‖∂yψk−l‖L∞ · ‖∂yθl‖L2

. e2δ1λ
1
3 tν− 1

3

(

∑
k 6=0

ν
1
3 |k|2m+ 2

3‖θk‖2
L2

) 1
2
(

∑
k 6=0

|k|2m+ 2
3‖∂yψk‖2

L∞

) 1
2

∑
k 6=0

ν
1
2‖∂yθk‖L2

. ν− 1
3 D

1
2

θ ,3D
1
2

θ ,1E
1
2
ω . (3.60)

where we have used the fact that

e2δ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k 6=0

|k|2m+ 2
3‖∂yψk‖2

L∞ . e2δ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k 6=0

|k|2m+ 2
3‖∂yψk‖L2‖∂yyψk‖L2

. e2δ1λ
1
3 t ∑

k 6=0

|k|2m− 1
3‖ωk‖2

L2 . Eω .

Collecting (3.51)-(3.60), we can complete the proof of the lemma. �
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Lemma 3.6. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.2, then for any integer k 6= 0 and any t > 0, we

have

d

dt
Eθ +

1

4
Dθ . ν− 1

2 D
1
2

θ D
1
2

ωE
1
2

θ +(ν− 1
2 +µ− 1

6 )DθE
1
2
ω +ν− 1

6 µ− 1
3 D

1
2

θ D
1
2

ωE
1
2

θ , (3.61)

d

dt
Eω +

1

16
cβ Dω . µ− 1

2 DωE
1
2
ω +µ− 1

3 ν− 2
3 Dθ . (3.62)

Proof. First, we take δ1 = min{1
8
, c0

4
} (where c0 is a constant determined in Lemma 3.2). Then,

for 0 < µ,ν ≤ 1, we can directly obtain (3.61) using Lemmas 3.2-3.5. Next, we proceed to prove

(3.62). It suffices to estimate the nonlinear terms Nω,α , Nω,β , and Nω,γ . For the term Nω,α , using

a method similar to Lemma 3.3 and the boundedness of the operators Jk and [∂y,Jk] (from Lemma

2.1 and Lemma 2.2), we obtain

Nω,α . µ− 1
2 DωE

1
2
ω (3.63)

For the term Nω,β , using a method similar to Lemma 3.4 and the fact that ‖∂yJk f‖L2 . ‖[∂y,Jk] f‖L2+
‖Jk∂y f‖L2 . ‖∇k f‖L2 , we obtain

Nω,β . µ− 1
2 DωE

1
2
ω (3.64)

For the term Nω,γ , we can directly obtain the result by following the method in Lemma 3.5:

Nω,γ . µ− 1
2 DωE

1
2
ω . (3.65)

Combining the above three equations with Lemma 3.2 and (3.23), we obtain (3.62). �

3.4. Completion the proof of the nonlinear stability of Theorem 1.2. In this subsection, we

investigate the enhanced dissipation and the inviscid damping of the solution . Before proceeding

with the proof, for convenience, we define the following two energy functionals

Eθ ,total(t) := Eθ (t)+
1

4

∫ t

0
Dθ (τ)dτ, Eω,total(t) := Eω(t)+

1

16
cβ

∫ t

0
Dω(τ)dτ.

Eθ ,total(t). Eθ ,total(0)+
(
ν− 1

2 +ν− 1
6 µ− 1

3

)
Eθ ,total(t)E

1
2

ω,total(t), (3.66)

Eω,total(t). Eω,total(0)+µ− 1
2E

3
2

ω,total(t)+µ− 1
3 ν− 2

3Eθ ,total(t). (3.67)

It is straightforward to verify from

1

∑
j=0

‖(µ 1
3 ∂y)

j〈∂x〉m− j
3 ωin‖L2 ≤ ε0 min{µ− 1

2 ,ν− 1
2}

and
1

∑
j=0

‖(ν 1
3 ∂y)

j〈∂x〉m− j
3 θin‖L2 ≤ ε1 min{µ−1,ν−1}

that Eθ ,total(0)≤Cε1 min{µ−2,ν−2} and Eω,total(0)≤Cε0 min{µ−1,ν−1}.

Therefore, for sufficiently small ε0 and ε1, by the bootstrap argument, we can deduce from (3.66)

and (3.67) that

Eθ ,total(t)≤Cε1 min{µ−2,ν−2}, Eω,total(t)≤Cε0 min{µ−1,ν−1}.
This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2. �
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APPENDIX

In this section, we provide some useful properties of integral kernel functions. Before we begin,

we define the integral form h(y,y′) as follows

h(y,y′) :=
1

y− y′

∫ y′

y
U ′′′(s)(y′− s)2ds

Lemma A.1. Consider W (t,y) satisfying the initial and boundary conditions Win|y=±1 = 0. If the

initial condition satisfies (1.6), then the function h(y,y′) has the following estimate

|h(y,y′)|. δ0|y− y′|2, |∂yh(y,y′)|+ |∂y′h(y,y
′)|. δ0|y− y′|, |∂y∂y′h(y,y

′)|. δ0. (A.1)

Proof. First, by applying the Mean Value Theorem for integrals, we directly obtain

h(y,y′) =−α2U ′′′(αy+(1−α)y′)(y− y′)2

≤ ‖∂yyW‖L∞(y− y′)2 . δ0|y− y′|2. α ∈ (0,1) (A.2)

Then, by directly computing the spatial derivative, we can get

∂yh(y,y′) =−U ′′′(y)(y− y′)+α2(y− y′)U ′′′(αy+(1−α)y′). δ0|y− y′|. α ∈ (0,1) (A.3)

Similarly, we have ∂y′h(y,y
′). δ0|y− y′| and ∂y′∂yh(y,y′). δ0. �

Next, we define the following two integral kernel functions K1(y,y
′) = (y− y′)U ′′(y)Gk(y,y

′)
and K2(y,y

′) = h(y,y′)Gk(y,y
′).

Lemma A.2. Under the conditions of Lemma A.1, for any k 6= 0, we have the following

‖K1(y,y
′)‖L2

y,y′
.

δ0

k2
, (A.4)

and

‖∂yK1(y,y
′)‖L2

y,y′
+‖∂y′K1(y,y

′)‖L2
y,y′

.
δ0

|k| , (A.5)

and

‖∂y∂y′K1(y,y
′)‖L2

y,y′
. δ0. (A.6)
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Proof. First, by directly computing, we obtain

‖K1‖2
L2

y,y′
=

∫ 1

−1

∫ 1

−1
|U ′′(y)|2|y− y′|2|Gk(y,y

′)|2dy′dy

≤ ‖U ′′‖2
L∞

(∫ 1

−1

∫ y

−1
|y− y′|2 1

k2 sinh2(2k)

[
sinh(k(1− y))sinh

(
k
(
1+ y′

))]2
dy′dy

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I1

+

∫ 1

−1

∫ 1

y
|y− y′|2 1

k2 sinh2(2k)

[
sinh(k(1+ y))sinh

(
k
(
1− y′

))]2
dy′dy

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I2

)

. (A.7)

Next, we estimate each term of the two expressions above term by term,

I1 =
1

k2 sinh2(2k)

∫ 1

−1
[sinhk(1− y)]2

∫ y

−1

(
y− y′

)2

[

−1+
e2k(1+y′)+ e−2k(1+y′)

4

]

dy′dy

=
1

k2 sinh2(2k)

∫ 1

−1
[sinhk(1− y)]2

[
1

3

(
y′− y

)3

∣
∣
∣
∣

y

−1

+
∫ y

−1
(y− y′)2 cosh2k(1+ y′)

2
dy′
]

dy

:= I11 + I12. (A.8)

For the term I11, we decompose it into the following two terms:

I11 =
1

3k2 sinh2 2k

∫ 1

−1

[

−1+
cosh2k(1− y)

2

]

(y+1)3dy := I111 + I112. (A.9)

Term I111 is obtained by directly applying integration by parts, yielding

∣
∣I111

∣
∣.
∣
∣

4

3k2 sinh2 2k

∣
∣.

1

k4
. (A.10)

Similarly, term I112 can also be directly computed, yielding

∣
∣I112

∣
∣.
∣
∣

1

k4 sinh2 2k
+

cosh4k

k4 sinh2 2k

∣
∣.

1

k4
. (A.11)

By combining (A.10) and (A.11), we obtain

|I11|.
1

k4
(A.12)

Next, we estimate term I12. First, we consider the integral terms with respect to y′ in I12, which are

given by
∫ y

−1
(y− y′)2 cosh2k(1+ y′)

2
dy′ =−1

k

∫ y

−1

(
y′− y

)
· sinh2k

(
1+ y′

)
dy′

=− 1

2k2
(y+1)+

1

4k3
sinh2k(1+ y). (A.13)

Therefore, we can decompose term I12 into the following two terms

I12 =
1

2k2 sinh2 2k

∫ 1

−1
[sinhk(1− y)]2

[

− 1

2k2
(y+1)+

1

4k3
sinh2k(1+ y)

]

dy

:= I121 + I122 (A.14)
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For the terms I121 and I122 , we can directly compute it to obtain

∣
∣I121

∣
∣.

1

4k4 sinh2 2k

∫ 1

−1
1+ cosh2k(1− y)dy .

1

k4
,

and

I122 =− 1

8k5 sinh2 2k

∫ 1

−1
sinh2k(1+ y)dy+

1

16k5 sinh2 2k

∫ 1

−1
cosh2k(1− y)sinh2k(1+ y)dy

.
1

k4
+

1

16k5 sinh2 2k

∫ 1

−1

sinh4k

2
+

sinh4ky

2
dy .

1

k4
.

By combining the above two equations and (A.12), we obtain

|I1|.
1

k4
. (A.15)

For term I2, we obtain the result by handling it in a similar manner to I1, yielding

|I2|.
1

k4
. (A.16)

By substituting (A.15) and (A.16) into (A.7), we obtain (A.4). Next, we estimate terms ∂yK1,

∂y′K1 and ∂y∂y′K1. By directly differentiating, we obtain

∂yK1 =U ′′′(y)(y− y′)Gk(y,y
′)+U ′′(y)Gk(y,y

′)+U ′′(y)(y− y′)∂yGk(y,y
′), (A.17)

∂y′K1 =−U ′′(y)Gk(y,y
′)+U ′′(y)(y− y′)∂y′Gk(y,y

′). (A.18)

∂y∂y′K1 =−U ′′′(y)Gk(y,y
′)−U ′′(y)∂yGk(y,y

′)+U ′′′(y)(y− y′)∂y′Gk(y,y
′)

+U ′′(y)∂y′Gk(y,y
′)+U ′′(y)(y− y′)∂yy′Gk(y,y

′) (A.19)

For the first term on the right-hand side of (A.17), we can directly obtain it from the proof of

‖K1‖2
L2

y,y′
. For the second term on the right-hand side of (A.17), integration by parts introduces

an extra factor of 1
k
. However, for the third term, since ∂yGk(y,y

′) cancels out a factor of 1
k
, the

remaining estimates follow from those in ‖K1‖2
L2

y,y′
. Therefore, we obtain the following estimates

(a similar estimate holds for terms ∂y′K1 and ∂y∂y′K1)

‖∂yK1(y,y
′)‖L2

y,y′
+‖∂y′K1(y,y

′)‖L2
y,y′

. ‖U ′′′‖L∞
1

k2
+‖U ′′‖L∞

1

|k| ,

‖∂y∂y′K1(y,y
′)‖L2

y,y′
. ‖U ′′′‖L∞

1

k2
+‖(U ′′,U ′′′)‖L∞

1

|k| +‖U ′′‖L∞,

which uses the fact that ‖(U ′′,U ′′′)‖L∞ . ‖W (t, ·)‖H4
y
≤ δ0, completing the proof of Lemma A.2.

�

Additionally, for the estimate of the integral kernel K2(y,y
′), using the results of Lemma A.1

and Lemma A.2, we can directly obtain the following result:
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Corollary A.3. Under the conditions of Lemma A.1, for any k 6= 0, we have the following

‖K2(y,y
′)‖L2

y,y′
.

δ0

k2
, (A.20)

‖∂yK2(y,y
′)‖L2

y,y′
+‖∂y′K2(y,y

′)‖L2
y,y′

.
δ0

|k| , (A.21)

‖∂y∂y′K2(y,y
′)‖L2

y,y′
. δ0. (A.22)
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