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INVISCID DAMPING OF MONOTONE SHEAR FLOWS FOR 2D

INHOMOGENEOUS EULER EQUATION WITH NON-CONSTANT DENSITY

IN A FINITE CHANNEL

WEIREN ZHAO

Abstract. We prove the nonlinear inviscid damping for a class of monotone shear flows with non-
constant background density for the two-dimensional ideal inhomogeneous fluids in T× [0, 1] when
the initial perturbation is in Gevrey- 1

s
( 1
2
< s < 1) class with compact support.
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1. Introduction

We consider the two-dimensional inhomogeneous incompressible Euler system in a finite channel
T× [0, 1]:

(1.1)





∂tρ+ v · ∇ρ = 0,

ρ(∂tv + v · ∇v) +∇P = 0,

div v = 0
1
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2 WEIREN ZHAO

where ρ > 0 is the density, v is the velocity and P is the pressure. By introducing m = ρ−1, we
have

(1.2)





∂tm+ v · ∇m = 0,

∂tv + v · ∇v+m∇P = 0,

div v = 0.

The system has a nontrivial steady state:

vs = (u(y), 0) ms = θ(y) Ps = cons..

In this paper, we study the global stability of this steady state. It is natural to introduce the
perturbation: v = (u(y), 0) + U , m = θ(y) + d(t, x, y) and P = cons. + P . We also introduce the
perturbed vorticity ω = ∇×U and the associated stream function ψ. Then we obtain the equations
of perturbation (U, d, ω, ψ, P ):

(1.3a)

{
∂tU

x + u(y)∂xU
x + u′(y)∂xψ + U · ∇Ux + θ∂xP + d∂xP = 0

∂tU
y + u(y)∂xU

y + U · ∇Uy + θ∂yP + d∂yP = 0,

and

(1.3b)

{
∂tω + u(y)∂xω − u′′(y)∂xψ − θ′(y)∂xP + ∂yP∂xd− ∂xP∂yd+ U · ∇ω = 0,

∂td+ u(y)∂xd+ θ′(y)∂xψ + U · ∇d = 0,

where

(1.3c)





U = ∇⊥ψ, ∆ψ = ω, div
(
(θ + d)∇P

)
= − div(u · ∇u)− 2u′(y)∂xxψ,

ψ(t, x, 0) = ψ(t, x, 1) = 0, ∂yP (t, x, 0) = ∂yP (t, x, 1) = 0,

ω|t=0 = ωin(x, y), d|t=0 = din(x, y).

In the homogeneous density case θ = 1, d = 0, (1.3) is the Euler equation around a shear flow
(u(y), 0). In [30], Orr observed that for the Couette flow case u(y) = y, the velocity will tend to
a shear flow as t → ∞. This phenomenon is called inviscid damping. Bedrossian and Masmoudi
[5] proved nonlinear inviscid damping around the Couette flow in Gevrey-m class (1 ≤ m < 2).
Deng and Masmoudi [14] proved some instability for initial perturbations in the Gevrey-m class
(m > 2). We refer to [18, 19] and references therein for other related interesting results. For the
monotone shear flow setting, Case [9] predicted the t−1 decay for the velocity. It is later proved by
Wei, Zhang, and Zhao [33]. We also refer to [38, 21, 20]. The nonlinear inviscid damping for stable
monotone shear flow was proved by Ionescu-Jia [16], and Masmoudi-Zhao [28]. For non-monotone
flows such as the Poiseuille flow and the Kolmogorov flow, another dynamic phenomenon should be
taken into consideration, which is the so-called vorticity depletion, predicted by Bouchet and Morita
[8] and later proved in [34, 35, 17]. See also [1, 26, 19] for similar depletion in various systems. For
the inhomogeneous Euler equation, very recently, Chen, Wei, Zhang, and Zhang [11] proved the
nonlinear inviscid damping for the Couette flow with the density near a constant, namely, θ = 1.

Our main result is

Theorem 1.1. Suppose u(y), θ(y) are smooth functions defined on [0, 1] which satisfy:

(1) (Monotone) There exists c0 > 0 such that u′ ≥ c0 > 0.
(2) (Positive density) There exists c0 > 0 such that θ ≥ c0 > 0.
(3) (Compact support) There exists κ0 ∈ (0, 1

10 ] such that suppu′′ ⊂ [4κ0, 1−4κ0] and supp θ′ ⊂
[4κ0, 1− 4κ0].

(4) (Linear stability) The distorted Rayleigh operator uId−
(
u′

θ

)′
∆̃−1 has no eigenvalue and no

embedded eigenvalue.
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(5) (Regularity) There exist K > 1 and s0 ∈ (0, 1) such that for all integers m ≥ 0,

sup
y∈R

∣∣∣∣
dm(θ′(y))
dym

∣∣∣∣+ sup
y∈R

∣∣∣∣
dm(u′′(y))
dym

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Km(m!)
1
s0 (m+ 1)−2.

For all 1 > s0 ≥ s > 1/2 and λin > 0, there exist λin > λ∞ = λ∞(λin,K, κ0, s) > 0 and
0 < ǫ0 = ǫ0(λin, λ∞, κ0, s) ≤ 1

2 such that for all ǫ ≤ ǫ0 if ωin, din have compact support in
T× [3κ0, 1− 3κ0] and satisfy

‖ωin‖2Gs,λin
=
∑

k

∫
|ω̂in(k, η)|2 e2λin〈k,η〉

s

dη ≤ ǫ2,

∫

T×[0,1]
ωin(x, y)dxdy = 0

and

‖din‖2Gs,λin
=
∑

k

∫ ∣∣∣d̂in(k, η)
∣∣∣
2
e2λin〈k,η〉

s

dη ≤ ǫ2,

∫

T×[0,1]
din(x, y)dxdy = 0

then the smooth solution ω(t) and d(t) to (1.3) satisfy:

1. (Compact support) For all t ≥ 0, suppω(t) ⊂ T× [2κ0, 1−2κ0] and suppd(t) ⊂ T× [2κ0, 1−
2κ0].

2. (Scattering) There exist f∞, d∞ ∈ Gs,λ∞ with supp f∞ ⊂ T × [2κ0, 1 − 2κ0] and suppd∞ ⊂
T× [2κ0, 1− 2κ0] such that for all t ≥ 0,

(1.4) ‖ω(t, x+ tu(y) + Φ(t, y), y)− f∞(x, y)‖Gs,λ∞ .
ǫ

〈t〉 ,

and

(1.5) ‖d(t, x+ tu(y) + Φ(t, y), y)− d∞(x, y)‖Gs,λ∞ .
ǫ

〈t〉 ,

where Φ(t, y) is given explicitly by

(1.6) Φ(t, y) =
1

2π

∫ t

0

∫

T

Ux(τ, x, y)dxdτ = u∞(y)t+O(ǫ2),

with u∞(y) = − 1
2π∂y

∫
T
∆−1f∞(x, y)dx.

3. (Inviscid damping) The velocity field U satisfies
∥∥∥∥
1

2π

∫
Ux(t, x, ·)dx − u∞

∥∥∥∥
Gs,λ∞

.
ǫ2

〈t〉2 ,(1.7)

∥∥∥∥Ux(t)−
1

2π

∫
Ux(t, x, ·)dx

∥∥∥∥
L2

.
ǫ

〈t〉 ,(1.8)

∥∥Uy(t)
∥∥
L2 .

ǫ

〈t〉2 .(1.9)

We list some remarks here.

(1) By modifying the Fourier multiplier, one can prove the asymptotic stability in the Gevrey-2
class.

(2) The compact support assumptions on u′′, θ′ and ωin, din seem necessary, which ensures the
Fourier analysis works in the estimate.

(3) In the proof, we construct a wave operator to absorb the nonlocal term. Such kind of op-
erators appears in the study of dispersive equations with potential, (also called distorted
Fourier transform, see [13, 15, 25, 31, 32, 36] for more details. Let us also mention that
recently, the wave operator was successfully used to solve important problems in fluid me-
chanics. In [24], the authors use the wave operator method to solve Gallay’s conjecture on
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pseudospectral and spectral bounds of the Oseen vortices operator. In [35], the wave oper-
ator method was used to solve Beck and Wayne’s conjecture. In [28], the authors use the
wave operator method to prove the nonlinear inviscid damping for stable monotone shear
flows.

(4) In [11], the authors introduce a well-constructed weight A∗ which captures the important
difference of regularities between the vorticity and density. There are other choices. The
weight introduced in [11] is constructed in a clever way. We use the same weight in this
paper. It helps us to simplify the proof and reduce more than 20 pages of this paper.

(5) It is quite interesting to study the stability threshold problem for the 2D inhomogeneous
incompressible Navier-Stokes equations at a high Reynolds number. For the Navier-Stokes
equations, we refer to [2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 10, 12, 22, 23, 27, 29] for the recent progress.

1.1. Main idea. The paper contains mainly two parts. The first part, from section 2 to section 5,
is the more important part, where we do the reduction. In this part, we introduce a good unknown,
pressure decomposition, nonlinear change of coordinates, and the wave operator to deduce a good
working PDE system. The following map (1) shows the main idea of reaching a good working
system. In each step, we ensure that the system is better for nonlinear energy estimates. In the
second part, we close the energy estimate by using time-dependent Fourier multipliers which capture
the growth of the solution at each frequency and each time.

We first introduce a good unknown to get rid of the linear pressure term θ′(y)∂xP , see section
2 for more details. This offers us a better equation (see equation (2.21)), at least at the linear
level. One can easily compare the linearized equation (2.21) of the good unknown with the classical
linearized Euler equation and obtain linear (in)stability results parallelly. Due to the new good
unknown, we have to study a distorted elliptic equation to recover the stream function, even at
(t, x, y) coordinate. Moreover, the equation for the pressure is also distorted by the background
density. In Appendix C, we study the Sturm-Liouville equation and obtain the decay estimate of
the Fourier transform of the corresponding Green function, see Proposition 8.3 and Proposition
10.1, which will be used in the elliptic estimates for the stream function and pressure. This part is
new. Roughly speaking, after being distorted by the density and nonlinear change of coordinates,
the main part of the elliptic operator still behaves as ∂2z +(∂v− t∂z)2, namely, the Fourier transform
of the Green function G satisfies

|G(t, k, ξ, η)| ≤ Cmin

{
e−λ∆〈ξ−η〉s

1 + k2 + (ξ − kt)2
,

e−λ∆〈ξ−η〉s

1 + k2 + (η − kt)2

}
.

Note that the denominator k2 + (ξ − kt)2 is the Fourier transform of −∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)
2.

The pressure term is one of the main difficulties: 1, the right-hand side of the pressure equation
(2.2) is not compactly supported; 2, the pressure equation is an elliptic equation with Neumann
boundary conditions, which is not friendly to the zero mode, namely, the compatibility condition
should be kept in the decomposition. The second step is pressure decomposition, which is mainly
because of the finite channel setting. Instead of solving the elliptic equation, we obtain the zero
mode of the pressure from the vertical velocity equation. See (5.7i) for the equation and section 9
for detailed estimates. For the nonzero modes, we first divide the pressure into the linear part Pl
and the nonlinear part Pn. We divide the pressure into 6 terms,

P = Pl,1 + Pl,2 + Pl,b + Pn,1 + Pn,2 + Pn,b.

Now we introduce the main idea of decomposition. For the nonlinear part Pn, we consider the
steady case, namely

−(θ + d)∂xPn = Ux∂xU
x + Uy∂yU

x =
1

2
∂x(U

x)2 + ∂xψ(Ω + ∂x∂xψ).
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Figure 1. The map of main ideas

∂tω + u(y)∂xω − u′′(y)∂xψ − θ′(y)∂xP + ... = 0

Step 1: good unknown ω̃ = ∂y
(
1

θ
∂yψ

)
+ 1

θ
∂xxψ

def
= ∆̃ψ

div
(
(θ + d)∇P

)
= − div(U · ∇U)− 2u′(y)∂xxψ

Step 2: pressure decomposition

∂tU
y + u(y)∂xU

y + U · ∇Uy + θ∂yP + d∂yP = 0

zero mode pressure

∂tω̃ + u(y)∂xω̃ + P0(U
x)∂xω̃ −

(
u′

θ

)′
Uy + ... = 0

Step 3: change of coordinates (t, x, y) → (t, z, v)

∂tΩ− ϕ1∂zP6=Ψ +U · ∇z,vΩ+NΩ[Ψ] +Na[Π] = 0

Step 4: wave operator

inverse change of coordinates

∂tω̃ + ∂xRω̃ = 0

The working system (5.7)

distorted elliptic equation

Sturm-Liouville Equation

div
(
(θ + d)∇Pl,2

)
= (χ′′

2u)(y) ∂yψ6=

elliptic commutator

Noticing that near the boundary d+ θ is constant, Ω = 0, we then have

Pn = −((∂xψ)
2 + (∂yψ)

2) +C

2(θ + d)

near the boundary. We use this idea to construct two boundary correction terms Pl,b and Pn,b to get
rid of the boundary value on the right-hand side of the pressure equation and make them compactly
supported. The same idea also works for the decomposition of the linear part, see section 2 for
more details. There is a derivative loss after the decomposition, which does not appear in the whole
space T × R setting, discussed in [11]. For example, for the linear part, before the decomposition,
one can formally regard ∆Pl ≈ −∂xxψ. After the decomposition, there is χ′′

2∂yψ on the right-hand
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side of the equation of Pl,2, see (2.5). Note that the derivative loss in y is bad because it will
lead to growth. Luckily, χ′′

2 vanishes on the support of θ′, d, χ1. So we first study ∆Pl,2 ≈ χ′′
2∂yψ

and control 〈∂x, ∂y〉Pl,2 by ψ. Then we study ∆(Pl,2χ1) ≈ 2χ′
1∂yPl,2 and control 〈∂x, ∂y〉2Pl,2χ1 by

〈∂x, ∂y〉Pl,2, which can be formally regarded as the estimate of the commutator

[∆−1, χ1](χ
′′
2∂yψ).

The same problem appears in the pressure decomposition of the nonlinear part. Roughly speaking,
the additional growth of Πl,2 and Πn,2 happens only near the boundary, which does not affect the
vorticity equation due to the compact support of a and θ′. We use the same strategy to treat Πl,2
and Πn,2, see section 10 for more details.

The third step is the nonlinear change of coordinates, which helps us to get rid of the non-
decaying zero mode in the transport term. The step will also distort the elliptic equation for the
stream function and pressure. But after separating the linear equation with the time-independent
coefficients, the time-dependent (solution-dependent) part is small, see (8.2) and (10.4) for the
decompositions, also see Proposition 8.3, Lemma 10.2, Lemma 10.3, Lemma 10.4, and Lemma 10.5
for the estimates of the solution-dependent part.

The original nonlocal term −u′′∂xψ − θ′∂xP , which does not appear in the Couette flow with
a constant background density case, is hard to deal with. After introducing the good unknown
ω̃ (see 2.1) and doing the nonlinear change of coordinates, we have a slightly better new nonlocal
term ϕ1∂zP6=Ψ. The new nonlocal term may lead to instability. However, under the linear stability
assumption (4) in Theorem 1.1, we can construct a wave operator to eliminate it. Similar to
[28], we have the following observations: 1, the operator can be constructed for each frequency
in z separately; 2, the nonlocal term is small for high frequencies in the z variable, which also
corresponds to the linear stability of the distorted Rayleigh operator in large wave numbers. So the
wave operator is not needed for higher frequencies; 3, the nonlocal term (ϕ1 ◦ u−1)(v)∂zP6=T̊ −1

1,D[Ω]

with time-independent coefficient (ϕ1 ◦ u−1)(v) is responsible for the linear instability. Thus, we
only construct a wave operator for lower frequencies in z to eliminate the time-independent part.
Due to the change of coordinates, even the linearized nonlocal term T̊ −1

1,D[Ω] is time-dependent. We
then introduce the inverse linear change of coordinates to make the nonlocal term time-independent.
We arrive at (2.21), which is the same as the linearized equation in the original variables but has
a different meaning. The construction of the wave operator is highly non-trivial. In section 3,
we study (2.21). This part is new. We obtain the representation formula of the solution, which
gives the linear inviscid damping. The representation formula leads us to the formula of the wave
operator. In section 4, we study the basic properties of the wave operator. The nice estimates of
its Fourier kernel, make the wave operator well-adapted to nonlinear interactions. More precisely,
the Fourier kernel D(t, k, ξ1, ξ2) of the wave operator satisfies

|D(t, k, ξ1, ξ2)| . e−λD |ξ1−ξ2|s0 .

In terms of regularity, one can simply regard the effect of the wave operator acting on the function
f as multiplying f by a smooth function, whose Fourier transform is e−λD |ξ|s0 . This is one reason
why the wave operator is well-adapted to the nonlinear system. The second reason is related to
the famous Orr mechanism [30]. In physical terms, because the mode of the vorticity in question
is initially well-mixed, and then proceeds to un-mix under the shear flow evolution, a transient
growth happens near the Orr critical time. In the breakthrough paper [5], the authors estimate
this transient growth mathematically rigorously by introducing a multiplier A(t,∇). In terms of
frequency, the wave operator has two effects: 1, it changes the amplitude of the function at each
frequency; 2, it essentially mixes the information near each frequency, due to the fast decay of its
Fourier kernel. It ensures that the critical time does not move too much. These good properties of
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the wave operator allow us to use the same multiplier A of [5] and use the same strategy as in [28]
to study the effect of the wave operator on the nonlinear terms.

With all the preparations done, we arrive at a good working system (5.7). In the second part,
we study the nonlinear problem and close the energy estimates. The main idea is to introduce
time-dependent Fourier multipliers which capture the different growths of different frequencies at
different times. We use the classical multiplier A(t,∇) (see Appendix D for details) of [5] to capture
the nonlinear growth from the nonlinear interactions of the transport term U · ∇Ω. We use an
additional multiplier B(t,∇) introduced in [11] to gain the derivative for the density a for short
times. It is useful in the estimate of the nonlinear interactions between a and the pressure Π when
a is in higher frequencies. We also use the multipliers M3,M4, and M5 by using the ideas from
[11] to control the pressure. We refer to [11] for some explanations about the new multipliers.
Some ideas related to the energy estimates and applying the weight are given in section 6 after we
introduce the working system and the Fourier multipliers, which are more technical.

The proof of the main theorem is based on a standard bootstrap argument. In section 6, we
introduce the bootstrap Proposition 6.7. In section 7, we give the key propositions which will be
used to prove Proposition 6.7 and finish the proof of Theorem 1.1 by admitting those propositions.
The rest of the paper is to prove propositions in section 7. Some estimates are done in the previous
papers [5, 28]. The key estimate is to control the pressure term, which is in section 9 and section
10.

1.2. Notations. For f(z, v) smooth with compact support in T×(u(0), u(1)), we define the Fourier
transform in the first variable F1f(k, v), the Fourier transform in the second variable F2f(z, η) and

the Fourier transform in both variables f̂k(η) where (k, η) ∈ Z× R,

F1f(k, v) =
1

2π

∫

T

f(z, v)e−izkdz,

F2f(z, η) =

∫

R

f(z, v)e−ivηdv,

f̂k(η) = f̂(k, η) =
1

2π

∫

T×R

f(z, v)e−izk−ivηdzdv.

We use a convention is to denote M,N as dyadic integers M,N ∈ D where

D =

{
1

2
, 1, 2, . . . , 2j , . . .

}
= 2N ∪ 1

2
.

This will be useful when defining Littlewood-Paley projections and paraproduct decompositions.
We will use the same A for A(t,∇)f = (A(η)f̂ (η))∨ or Af̂ = A(η)f̂(η), where A(t,∇) is a Fourier

multiplier. For function A(t, k, ξ), we denote the time derivative of A by Ȧ(t, k, ξ) = ∂tA(t, k, ξ).
We also denote the time derivative on the Fourier multiplier A(t,∇) by

Ȧ(t,∇)f = (Ȧ(t, k, η)f̂ (t, k, η))∨.

We use the notation f . g when there exists a constant C > 0 independent of the parameters
of interest such that f ≤ Cg (we define g & f analogously). Similarly, we use the notation f ≈ g
when there exists C > 0 such that C−1g ≤ f ≤ Cg. We use the notation c to denote a constant
such that 0 ≤ c < 1 which may be different from line to line.

We will denote the l1 vector norm |k, η| = |k|+ |η|, which by convention is the norm taken in our
work. Similarly, given a scalar or vector in Rn we denote

〈v〉 =
(
1 + |v|2

) 1
2 .
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We denote the projection to the kth mode of f(x, y) by

Pkf(x, y) = fk(x, y) =
1

2π

(∫

T

f(x′, y)e−ikx
′
dx′
)
eikx,

and denote the projection to the non-zero mode by

P6=f(x, y) = f 6= =
∑

k∈Z\{0}
fk(x, y).

and the projection to zero mode by

(P0f) (y) =
1

2π

(∫

T

f(x′, y)dx′
)
.

We also use f̂k(ξ) to denote f̂(k, ξ) to emphasize it is the Fourier transform of the k mode.
In some proofs, we use the Littlewood-Paley dyadic decomposition. Let ̺0 be a smooth function

such that ̺0 = 1 for |ξ| ≤ 1
2 and ̺(ξ) = 0 for |ξ| ≥ 3

4 . We define ̺ = ̺0(ξ/2) − ̺0(ξ) and

̺M(ξ) = ̺(M−1ξ) with dyadic numbers M = 1, 2, 4, ....

fM = ̺M(|∇|)f, f̂k(ξ)M = f̂k(ξ)ρM(k, ξ)

f<M = ̺0(|∇|)f +
∑

K∈2N:K<M

fK.

We denote the standard L2 norms by ‖ · ‖2. We make common use of the Gevrey-1s norm with
Sobolev correction defined by

‖f‖2Gs,λ,σ =
∑

k

∫ ∣∣∣f̂k(η)
∣∣∣
2
e2λ|k,η|

s〈k, η〉2σdη.

In the proof, we sometimes use Gs,σ instead where we omit λ = λ(t) for simplification and keep the
important index σ which represents the Sobolev corrections. We refer to this norm as the Gs,λ,σ
norm and occasionally refer to the space of functions

Gs,λ,σ =
{
f ∈ L2 : ‖f‖Gs,λ,σ <∞

}
.

We refer to section A.2 in [5] for a discussion of the basic properties of this norm and some related
useful inequalities. For η ≥ 0, we define E(η) ∈ Z to be the integer part. We define for η ∈ R and

1 ≤ |k| ≤ E(
√

|η|) with ηk ≥ 0, tk,η =
∣∣ η
k

∣∣− |η|
2|k|(|k|+1) and t0,η = 2|η| and the critical intervals

Ik,η =

{
[t|k|,η, t|k|−1,η] if ηk ≥ 0 and 1 ≤ |k| ≤ E(

√
|η|),

∅ otherwise.

For minor technical reasons, we define a slightly restricted subset as the resonant intervals

Ik,η =

{
Ik,η

√
|η| ≤ tk,η,

∅ otherwise.

We use 1A be the characteristic function which means 1A(x) =

{
1 x ∈ A

0 x /∈ A
. We also use the

smooth cut-off functions χ1 and χ2 in Gevrey- 2
s0+1 class which satisfies

suppχ1 ⊂ [κ0, 1− κ0], χ1(y) ≡ 1 for y ∈ [1− 2κ0, 2κ0],

suppχ2 ⊂
[κ0
2
, 1 − κ0

2

]
, χ2(y) ≡ 1 for y ∈ [κ0, 1− κ0],
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and there exist K1 > 1 such that for all integers m ≥ 0

sup
y∈R

∣∣∣∣
dmχi(y)

dym

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Km
1 (m!)

2
s0+1 (m+ 1)−2, i = 1, 2.(1.10)

2. Good unknown and coordinate system

There are two linear nonlocal terms −u′′∂xψ and −θ′∂xP in the vorticity equation of (1.3). The
first nonlocal term also appears in the Euler case [28], where the authors introduce the wave operator
to eliminate it. The second nonlocal term is new, which does not exist in the constant background
density case θ = 1. The idea of eliminating this term is to use the horizontal velocity equation,
which also contains ∂xP in the equation. We introduce the good unknown

ω̃ =
ω

θ
− θ′

θ2
∂yψ = ∂y

(
1

θ
∂yψ

)
+

1

θ
∂xxψ

def
= ∆̃ψ.(2.1)

2.1. New system in good unknown. A direct calculation gives

(2.2)





∂tω̃ + u(y)∂xω̃ −
(
u′

θ

)′
Uy + U · ∇ω̃ +

θ′

θ
∂xψω̃ +

(
θ′′

θ2
− (θ′)2

θ3

)
∂xψ∂yψ

+
∂xd∂yP − ∂yd∂xP

θ
+
θ′d∂xP
θ2

= 0,

∆̃ψ
def
= ∂y

(
1

θ
∂yψ

)
+

1

θ
∂xxψ = ω̃, U = (Ux, Uy) = ∇⊥ψ,

ψ(t, x, 0) = ψ(t, x, 1) = 0

∂td+ u(y)∂xd+ θ′(y)∂xψ + U · ∇d = 0,

div
(
(θ + d)∇P

)
= − div(U · ∇U)− 2u′(y)∂xxψ,

Let us mention some observations of the new system here.

• The new linear nonlocal term
(
u′

θ

)′
Uy has compact support.

• If d = 0, θ = 1, we are back to the Euler equation around shear flows.

2.2. Pressure decomposition. The pressure equation is not good for applying the Fourier trans-
form, because the right-hand side − div(U · ∇U) − 2u′(y)∂xxψ is not compactly supported. We
divide P into six terms: two linear terms Pl,1 and Pl,2, two nonlinear terms Pn,1 and Pn,2, and two
boundary corrections Pl,b Pn,b, namely,

P = Pl,1 + Pl,2 + Pl,b + Pn,1 + Pn,2 + Pn,b.

We define Pl,b =
u∂yψ6=−u′ψ6=

θ+d (1− χ2), where ψ6= = ψ − 1
2π

∫
T
ψ(t, x, y)dx is the projection of ψ onto

the non-zero mode. Then by using the facts

(1− χ2)ω = 0, u′′(1− χ2) = 0, (1− χ2)∇(
1

θ + d
) = 0,

we have

∂yPl,b =
u(P6=[ω]− ∂xxψ6=)

θ + d
(1− χ2)−

u∂yψ6= − u′ψ6=
θ + d

χ′
2

div
(
(θ + d)∇Pl,b

)
= ∆

(
(u∂yψ − u′ψ)(1 − χ2)

)

= (1− χ2)
(
u∂yxxψ6= − u′∂xxψ6=

)
− χ′′

2(u∂yψ6= − u′ψ6=)

− 2χ′
2(u∂yyψ6= − u′∂yψ6=)− 2χ′

2(u
′∂yψ6= − u′′ψ6=)
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+ (1− χ2)(u∂yyyψ6= + 2u′∂yyψ6= − u′∂yyψ6= − u′′∂yψ6= − u′′′ψ6=)

= −2(1− χ2)u
′∂xxψ6= + 2χ′

2(u∂xxψ6=)− χ′′
2(u∂yψ6= − u′ψ6=)

which gives ∂yPl,b(t, x, 0) = ∂yPl,b(t, x, 1) = 0 and

∂xd∂yPl,b − ∂yd∂xPl,b
θ

+
θ′d∂xPl,b

θ2
≡ 0, and d∂xPl,b ≡ 0.(2.3)

This means that the linear boundary correction does not affect the equation of ω̃. Then we define
Pl by solving the following equation:

{
div
(
(θ + d)∇Pl,1

)
= −2(χ2u

′)(y)∂xxψ − 2(uχ′
2)(y)∂xxψ − (u′χ′′

2)(y)ψ6=,

∂yPl,1(t, x, 0) = ∂yPl,1(t, x, 1) = 0,
(2.4)

and {
div
(
(θ + d)∇Pl,2

)
= (χ′′

2u)(y)∂yψ6=,

∂yPl,2(t, x, 0) = ∂yPl,2(t, x, 1) = 0.
(2.5)

It is easy to check that Pl,1 + Pl,2 + Pl,b solves{
div
(
(θ + d)∇(Pl,1 + Pl,2 + Pl,b)

)
= −2u′(y)∂xxψ,

∂y(Pl,1 + Pl,2 + Pl,b)(t, x, 0) = ∂y(Pl,1 + Pl,2 + Pl,b)(t, x, 1) = 0.
(2.6)

We then define the nonlinear boundary correction:

Pn,b(t, x, y) = −1

2

1

θ + d

[
(∂xψ)

2 + (∂yψ)
2
]
(1− χ2).(2.7)

Notice that ∂yPn,b(t, x, 0) = ∂yPn,b(t, x, 1) = 0 and

∂xd∂yPn,b − ∂yd∂xPn,b
θ

+
θ′d∂xPn,b

θ2
≡ 0, and d∂xPn,b ≡ 0

which means that the nonlinear boundary correction does not affect the equation of ω̃.
Now let us deduce the equation for Pn. A direct calculation gives

div
(
(θ + d)∇Pn

)
= − div(U · ∇U) +

1

2
div
(
(θ + d)∇

( 1

θ + d

[
(∂xψ)

2 + (∂yψ)
2
]
(1− χ2)

))

= −2(∂xyψ)
2 − 2(∂xxψ)

2 + 2ω∂xxψ

+
1

2
div
([

(∂xψ)
2 + (∂yψ)

2
]
(1− χ2)(θ + d)∇

( 1

θ + d

))

+
1

2
div
(
(1− χ2)∇

([
(∂xψ)

2 + (∂yψ)
2
]))

− 1

2
∂y

([
(∂xψ)

2 + (∂yψ)
2
]
χ′
2

)
.

Noticing that (1− χ2) = 0 on the compact support of ∇
(

1
θ+d

)
, we obtain that

div
(
(θ + d)∇Pn

)
= − div(U · ∇U) + div

(
(θ + d)∇

( 1

θ + d

[
(∂xψ)

2 + (∂yψ)
2
]
(1− χ2)

))

= −2(∂xyψ)
2 − 2(∂xxψ)

2 + 2ω∂xxψ

+
1

2
(1− χ2) div

(
∇
([

(∂xψ)
2 + (∂yψ)

2
]))

− χ′
2∂y

([
(∂xψ)

2 + (∂yψ)
2
])

− 1

2
χ′′
2

[
(∂xψ)

2 + (∂yψ)
2
]
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= −2χ2(∂xyψ)
2 − 2χ2(∂xxψ)

2 + 2ω∂xxψ

+ (1− χ2)∂xω∂xψ + (1− χ2)∂yω∂yψ

− χ′
2

([
2(∂xψ)∂xyψ + 2(∂yψ)∂xxψ

])
− 1

2
χ′′
2

[
(∂xψ)

2 + (∂yψ)
2
]
.

Noticing that (1− χ2) = 0 on the compact support of ∇ω, we obtain the equation of Pn

(2.8)





div
(
(θ + d)∇Pn

)
= −2χ2(∂xyψ)

2 − 2χ2(∂xxψ)
2 + 2ω∂xxψ

− χ′
2

([
2(∂xψ)∂xyψ + 2(∂yψ)∂xxψ

])
− 1

2
χ′′
2

[
(∂xψ)

2 + (∂yψ)
2
]
.

∂yPn(t, x, 0) = ∂yPn(t, x, 1) = 0.

Note that the last term (∂yψ)
2 in (2.8) requires an additional decomposition for Pn = Pn,1 + Pn,2

with

(2.9)





div
(
(θ + d)∇Pn,1

)
= −2χ2(∂xyψ)

2 − 2χ2(∂xxψ)
2 + 2ω∂xxψ

− χ′
2

([
2(∂xψ)∂xyψ + 2(∂yψ)∂xxψ

])
− 1

2
χ′′
2

[
(∂xψ)

2 + (∂yP6=ψ)
2
]
.

∂yPn,1(t, x, 0) = ∂yPn,1(t, x, 1) = 0.

and

(2.10)




div
(
(θ + d)∇Pn,2

)
= −χ′′

2(∂yP6=ψ)(∂yP0ψ)−
1

2
χ′′
2(∂yP0ψ)

2.

∂yPn,2(t, x, 0) = ∂yPn,2(t, x, 1) = 0.

By this decomposition, the functions of the right-hand side of equations (2.4), (2.5), (2.8), and
(2.10) have compact support. Let us give a formal discussion about the behavior of each pressure.
By dropping the lower order terms, coefficients, and the distorting effect in the elliptic equations,
in terms of regularity, one can formally regard that these equations are

∆Pl,1 ≈ χ2∂xxψ, ∆Pl,2 ≈ χ′′
2∂yψ6=, ∆Pn,1 ≈ ω∂xxψ, ∆Pn,2 ≈ χ′′

2(∂yψ6=).

2.3. Zero mode of the pressure. For the zero mode of the pressure, we use the equation

∂tU
y + u(y)∂xU

y + U · ∇Uy + θ∂yP + d∂yP = 0

to estimate the zero mode of the pressure. We have

(θ + P0(d))∂yP0(P ) + P0[P6=(d)∂yP6=(P )] = P0(U
x∂xU

y − Uy∂xU
x) = P0(−∂yψ∂xxψ + ∂xψ∂xyψ).

2.4. Nonlinear coordinate transform. Let us now introduce the change of variables (t, x, y) →
(t, z, v) to eliminate the non-decaying zero mode:

(2.11)
v(t, y) = u(y)− χ1(y)

t

∫ t

0

1

2π

∫

T

∂yψ(t
′, x, y)dxdt′,

z(t, x, y) = x− tv(t, y).

Thus Ranu = Ran v = [u(0), u(1)]. Let us also define ∂tv(t, v) and ∂yv(t, v) so that

∂tv(t, v(t, y)) = ∂tv(t, y), ∂yv(t, v(t, y)) = ∂yv(t, y).
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In order to simplify the notations, we introduce

(2.12)

ϕ1(y) =

(
u′

θ

)′
(y), ϕ2(y) =

θ′(y)
θ(y)

, ϕ3(y) =

(
θ′′

θ2
− (θ′)2

θ3

)
,

ϕ4(y) =
1

θ(y)
, ϕ5(y) = ϕ2(y)ϕ4(y), ϕ6(y) = −2(χ2u

′)(y)− 2(uχ′
2)(y),

ϕ7(y) = −(u′χ′′
2)(y), ϕ8(y) = (χ′′

2u)(y), ϕ9(y) = u′(y), ϕ10(y) = θ′(y),

ϕ11(y) = θ(y).

Here and below, for any function ϕ(y), we denote

ϕ(t, v(t, y)) = ϕ(y) and ϕ̃(u(y)) = ϕ(y).

We write two functions ϕ(t, v) and ϕ̃(v) both in (t, v) variable and regard ϕ̃(v) as the linear part of
ϕ(t, v). So we can expect

ϕδ(t, v)
def
= ϕ(t, v) − ϕ̃(v)(2.13)

is small.

Remark 2.1. Recall the notations ϕ(t, v(t, y)) = ϕ(y) and ϕ̃(u(y)) = ϕ(y), then ϕ(t, v) satisfies
the following transport equation

∂tϕ(t, v) + ∂tv(t, v)∂vϕ(t, v) = 0,

and ϕδ(t, v) = ϕ(t, v)− ϕ̃(v) satisfies

∂tϕ
δ + ∂tv(t, v)∂vϕ

δ = −∂tv(t, v)∂vϕ̃(v).
Also note that ϕ4(t, v), ϕ9(t, v), and ϕ11(t, v) do not have compact support, but ϕδj(t, v) has compact
support for j = 1, 2, ..., 11

Define Ω(t, z, v), a(t, z, v), Π(t, z, v) and Ψ(t, z, v) so that

(2.14)

Ω(t, z(t, x, y), v(t, y)) = ω̃(t, x, y), a(t, z(t, x, y), v(t, y)) = d(t, x, y),

Πl,1(t, z(t, x, y), v(t, y)) = Pl,1(t, x, y), Πl,2(t, z(t, x, y), v(t, y)) = Pl,2(t, x, y),

Πn,1(t, z(t, x, y), v(t, y)) = Pn,1(t, x, y), Πn,2(t, z(t, x, y), v(t, y)) = Pn,2(t, x, y),

Ψ(t, z(t, x, y), v(t, y)) = ψ(t, x, y), ω(t, z(t, x, y), v(t, y)) = ω(t, x, y)

hence the original 2D inhomogeneous Euler system (1.3) is expressed in the (t, z, v) variables as

(2.15)





∂tP0(ω) + ∂yvP0(∂zΨ∂vω − ∂vΨ∂zω)− ∂yvP0(∂zΠl∂va− ∂vΠl∂za)

− ∂yvP0(∂zΠn∂va− ∂vΠn∂za) = 0,

∂tΩ− ϕ1∂zP6=Ψ+U · ∇z,vΩ+NΩ[Ψ] +Na[Π] = 0,

∂ta+ θ′∂zΨ+U · ∇z,va = 0,

ϕ4∂zzΨ+ ∂yv(∂v − t∂z)
(
ϕ4∂yv(∂v − t∂z)Ψ

)
= Ω,

Ψ(t, z, u(0)) = Ψ(t, z, u(1)) = 0,

U = (0, ∂tv) + ∂yv∇⊥
v,zP6=(Ψ),

where N represents the nonlinear terms:

NΩ[Ψ] = ϕ2∂zΨΩ+ ϕ3∂zΨ∂yv(∂v − t∂z)Ψ(2.16)
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and Na[Π] = Na[Πl] +Na[Πn] with Πl = Υ2Πl,1 +Υ1Πl,2, Πn = Υ2Πn,1 +Υ1Πn,2, and

(2.17)
Na[Πl] = ϕ4∂yv(∂vΠl∂za− ∂zΠl∂va) + ϕ5a∂zΠl,

Na[Πn] = ϕ4∂yv(∂vΠn∂za− ∂zΠn∂va) + ϕ5a∂zΠn.

Here (Pl,1, Pl,2, Pn,1, Pn,2) solve the following equations.

(2.18a)





∂z

(
(a+ θ)∂zΠl,1

)
+ ∂yv(∂v − t∂z)

(
(a+ θ)∂yv(∂v − t∂z)Πl,1

)

= ϕ6∂zzΨ+ ϕ7P6=(Ψ),

(∂v − t∂z)Πl,1(t, z, u(0)) = (∂v − t∂z)Πl,1(t, z, u(1)) = 0,

and

(2.18b)





∂z

(
(a+ θ)∂zΠl,2

)
+ ∂yv(∂v − t∂z)

(
(a+ θ)∂yv(∂v − t∂z)Πl,2

)

= ϕ8∂yv(∂v − t∂z)P6=(Ψ),

(∂v − t∂z)Πl,2(t, z, u(0)) = (∂v − t∂z)Πl,2(t, z, u(1)) = 0,

and

(2.18c)





∂z

(
(a+ θ)∂zΠn,1

)
+ ∂yv(∂v − t∂z)

(
(a+ θ)∂yv(∂v − t∂z)Πn,1

)

= −2χ2(∂yv(∂v − t∂z)∂zΨ)2 − 2∂zzΨ
(
Ω− χ2∂zzΨ

)
,

− 2χ′
2∂yv

[
(∂zΨ)(∂v − t∂z)∂zΨ+ (∂v − t∂z)Ψ∂zzΨ

]

− 1

2
χ′′
2

[
(∂zΨ)2 + (∂yv)

2((∂v − t∂z)P6=Ψ)2
]
,

(∂v − t∂z)Πn,1(t, z, u(0)) = (∂v − t∂z)Πn,1(t, z, u(1)) = 0,

and

(2.18d)





∂z

(
(a+ θ)∂zΠn,2

)
+ ∂yv(∂v − t∂z)

(
(a+ θ)∂yv(∂v − t∂z)Πn,2

)

= −1

2
χ′′
2

[
2(∂yv)

2((∂v − t∂z)P6=Ψ)∂vP0Ψ+ (∂yv)
2(∂vP0Ψ)∂vP0Ψ

]
,

(∂v − t∂z)Πn,2(t, z, u(0)) = (∂v − t∂z)Πn,2(t, z, u(1)) = 0.

We also have that the zero mode of the pressure solves

(θ + P0(a))∂vP0(Π) + P0

[
P6=(a)P6=(∂v − t∂z)P6=(Π)

]
= P0

(
∂zΨ∂z(∂v − t∂z)Ψ − ∂zzΨ∂vΨ

)
.

Note that (2.15) is not our final working system. The main part of the nonlocal quasi-linear term
−ϕ1∂zP6=(Ψ) will be eliminated by applying the wave operator.

2.5. Linearization and the inverse linear change of coordinate. Let us also introduce the
linearization of (2.15) in (t, z, v) coordinates

(2.19)




∂tΩ− ϕ̃1∂zP6=Ψ = 0,

∆̃l
tΨ

def
= ϕ̃4∂zzΨ+ ũ′(∂v − t∂z)

(
ϕ̃4ũ′(∂v − t∂z)Ψ

)
= Ω,

Here we recall that ϕ̃1(v) =

((
u′

θ

)′
◦ u−1

)
(v), ϕ̃4(v) =

1
(θ◦u−1)(v) and ũ′(v) = (u′ ◦ u−1)(v). Let us

now introduce the inverse linear change of coordinate, namely, (t, z, v) → (t, x, y):

y = u−1(v), x = z + tu(y)(2.20)
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Define ω̃(t, x, y) = Ω(t, x− tu(y), u(y)) and ψ(t, x, y) = Ψ(t, x− tu(y), u(y)). Then we arrive at

∂tω̃ + ∂xRω̃ = 0, ψ = ∆̃−1ω̃,(2.21)

where R = uId −
(
u′

θ

)′
∆̃−1 is the distorted Rayleigh operator. Note that here we use the same

notation (t, x, y), ω̃, and ψ. They are different from the functions in (2.2) written in original (t, x, y)
coordinates.

3. Linear inviscid damping

In this section, we study the linearized equation (2.21). The main purpose is to introduce the
wave operator associated with the distorted Rayleigh operator R.

The wave operator related to a self-adjoint operator is well-known [13, 31, 15, 25, 32, 36]. Let
A,B be two self-adjoint operators in the Hilbert space H, then the wave operator D related to A
and B satisfies

AD = DB.

It can be defined by

D = lim
t→∞

e−itAeitB .

However, the wave operator related to non-self-adjoint operators is usually not easy to construct
and estimate. Let us explain the intuition of the construction on the operator i∂x associated with
the Fourier transform. More precisely, we know that λ and e−iλx are the generalized eigenvalue and
eigenfunction. For any function f ∈ L1 ∩ L2 we have the representation formula

f(x) =

∫

R

〈f, e−iλx〉e−iλxdλ.(3.1)

Let us define T (f)(λ) = 〈f, e−iλx〉 =
∫
R
f(x)eixλdx, then T ◦ (i∂x) = λT , and we can regard T as a

wave operator conjugating i∂x to the multiplication by λ.

3.1. The distorted Rayleigh equation. By taking the Fourier transform in x, we have

∂t∆̃kψ̂ + iku(y)∆̃kψ̂ − ik
(u′
θ

)′
ψ̂ = 0.

Let L̃kψ̂ = ∆̃−1
k

(
u(y)∆̃kψ̂ −

(
u′

θ

)′
ψ̂
)
. We then have

(3.2) ψ̂(t, k, y) =
1

2πi

∮

∂S
e−ickt(c− L̃k)−1ψ̂indc

where S contains the spectrum of L̃k. Next, we study the resolvent ΨI = (c − L̃k)−1ψ̂in. Then ΨI

solves the distorted inhomogeneous Rayleigh equation

(u− c)∂y

(
1

θ
∂yΨ

I

)
− (u− c)

k2

θ
ΨI −

(u′
θ

)′
ΨI = −∆̃kψ̂in = − ˆ̃ωin(3.3)

with boundary condition ΨI(0) = ΨI(1) = 0. We also introduce the homogeneous distorted Rayleigh
equation

(u− c)∂y

(
1

θ
∂yΨ

H

)
− (u− c)

k2

θ
ΨH −

(u′
θ

)′
ΨH = 0.(3.4)

Remark 3.1. Let u ∈ C4, u′ 6= 0 and θ > 0. Then we have the following facts:

• Ranu ⊂ σ(L̃k) is the continuous spectrum.
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• If c /∈ Ranu is an eigenvalue of L̃k, then (3.4) has a non-trivial solution in H2(0, 1) ∩
H1

0 (0, 1).

• If c = u(yc) ∈ Ranu is an embedded eigenvalue, then
(
u′

θ

)′
(yc) = 0. The boundary value

u(0), u(1) are not the embedded eigenvalue.

• If
(
u′

θ

)′
does not change sign in [0, 1], then L̃k has no eigenvalue or embedded eigenvalue.

3.2. Homogeneous equation. In this section, we show the existence of a smooth solution to the
homogeneous equation (3.4).

Proposition 3.2. Let y, y′ ∈ [0, 1], and let φ1 solve

(3.5) φ1(y, y
′, k) = 1 +

∫ y

y′

k2θ(z′)
(u(z′)− u(y′))2

∫ z′

y′

(u(z′′)− u(y′))2

θ(z′′)
φ1(z

′′, y′, k)dz′′dz′

or in the differential equation form

(3.6)




∂y

(
(u(y)− u(y′))2

θ(y)
∂yφ1(y, y

′, k)

)
= k2

(u(y)− u(y′))2

θ(y)
φ1(y, y

′, k),

φ1(y
′, y′, k) = 1 ∂yφ1(y

′, y′, k) = 0.

Then φ(y, y′, k) = (u(y)− u(y′))φ1(y, y′, k) solves (3.4) with c = u(y′) ∈ Ranu.
Let ǫ0 > 0 and for |ǫ| < ǫ0, let φ1(y, y

′, ǫ, k) solve

(3.7) φ1(y, y
′, ǫ, k) = 1 +

∫ y

y′

∫ z′

y′

k2θ(z′)(u(z′′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2

θ(z′′)(u(z′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2
φ1(z

′′, y′, ǫ, k)dz′′dz′

or in the differential equation form

(3.8)




∂y

(
(u(y) − u(y′)− iǫ)2

θ(y)
∂yφ1(y, y

′, ǫ, k)

)
= k2

(u(y) − u(y′)− iǫ)2

θ(y)
φ1(y, y

′, ǫ, k),

φ1(y
′, y′, ǫ, k) = 1 ∂yφ1(y

′, y′, ǫ, k) = 0.

Then φ(y, y′, ǫ, k) = (u(y)− u(y′)− iǫ)φ1(y, y
′, ǫ, k) solves (3.4) with c = u(y′) + iǫ.

Moreover, the following estimates hold for y, y′ ∈ [0, 1], k ∈ Z \ {0}, and |ǫ| < ǫ0.

φ1(y, y
′, k) ≥ 1, (y − y′)∂yφ1(y, y

′, k) ≥ 0(3.9)

C−1eC
−1|k|(|y−y′|) ≤ φ1(y, y

′, k) ≤ CeC|k||y−y′|,(3.10)

C−1|k|min{|k|(y − y′), 1} ≤ |∂yφ1(y, y′, k)|
φ1(y, y′, k)

≤ C|k|min{|k|(y − y′), 1}(3.11)

|∂yyφ1(y, y′, k)| ≤ Ck2φ1(y, y
′, k),(3.12)

0 ≤ φ1(y, y
′, k)− 1 ≤ Cmin{1, |k|2|y − y′|2}φ1(y, y′, k),(3.13)

and φ1(y, y
′, ǫ, k) → φ1(y, y

′, k) as ǫ → 0, and for ǫ0 small enough (may depend on k)

1

2
≤ |φ1(y, y′, ǫ, k)| ≤ CeC|k||y−y′|.(3.14)

Here C is a constant independent of k.

Proof. Existence part. We first show the existence of φ1(y, y
′, ǫ, k) for any fixed k ∈ Z \ {0} and

(y, y′, ǫ) ∈ [0, 1]2 × [−ǫ0, ǫ0]. We introduce the weighted norm

‖f‖X0

def
= sup

(y,y′)∈[0,1]2

∣∣∣∣
f(y, y′)

coshA(y − y′)

∣∣∣∣ ,
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‖f‖X def
= sup

(y,y′,ǫ)∈[0,1]2×[−ǫ0,ǫ0]

∣∣∣∣
f(y, y′, ǫ)

coshA(y − y′)

∣∣∣∣ ,

and

‖f‖Y0
def
=

2∑

k=0

∑

|β|=k
A−k‖∇β

y,y′f‖X0 ,

‖f‖Y def
= ‖f‖X +

1

A

(
‖∂yf‖X + ‖∂y′f‖X + ‖∂ǫf‖X

)
.

Consider the linear operator for 0 ≤ ǫ ≤ |ǫ0|

Tǫ[φ1] =

∫ y

y′

∫ z′

y′

θ(z′)(u(z′′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2

θ(z′′)(u(z′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2
φ1(z

′′, y′, ǫ, k)dz′′dz′,

it is easy to check that

‖T0[φ1]‖X0 ≤ C

A2
‖φ1‖X0 , ‖Tǫ[φ1]‖X ≤ C

A2
‖φ1‖X .

A direct calculation gives

∂yTǫ[φ1] =

∫ y

y′

θ(y)(u(z′′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2

θ(z′′)(u(y) − u(y′)− iǫ)2
φ1(z

′′, y′, ǫ, k)dz′′,

which gives

‖∂yT0[φ1]‖X0 ≤ C

A
‖φ1‖X0 , ‖∂yTǫ[φ1]‖X ≤ C

A
‖φ1‖X .

We also have

∂yyTǫ[φ1] = φ1 +

∫ y

y′

θ′(y)(u(z′′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2

θ(z′′)(u(y)− u(y′)− iǫ)2
φ1(z

′′, y′, ǫ, k)dz′′

− 2

∫ y

y′

θ(y)u′(y)(u(z′′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2

θ(z′′)(u(y)− u(y′)− iǫ)3
φ1(z

′′, y′, ǫ, k)dz′′,

which gives

‖∂yyT0[φ1]‖X0 ≤ C‖φ1‖X0 , ‖∂yyTǫ[φ1]‖X ≤ C‖φ1‖X .
A direct calculation gives for −ǫ0 ≤ ǫ ≤ ǫ0

(∂y + ∂y′)Tǫ[φ1] =

∫ y

y′

∫ z′

y′
(∂y′ + ∂z′ + ∂z′′)

(
θ(z′)(u(z′′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2

θ(z′′)(u(z′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2
φ1(z

′′, y′, ǫ, k)

)
dz′′dz′

=

∫ y

y′

∫ z′

y′
(∂y′ + ∂z′ + ∂z′′)

(
θ(z′)(u(z′′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2

θ(z′′)(u(z′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2

)
φ1(z

′′, y′, ǫ, k)dz′′dz′

+

∫ y

y′

∫ z′

y′

θ(z′)(u(z′′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2

θ(z′′)(u(z′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2
(∂y′ + ∂z′′)φ1(z

′′, y′, ǫ, k)dz′′dz′

and

(∂y + ∂y′)
2Tǫ[φ1]

=

∫ y

y′

∫ z′

y′
(∂y′ + ∂z′ + ∂z′′)

2

(
θ(z′)(u(z′′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2

θ(z′′)(u(z′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2

)
φ1(z

′′, y′, ǫ, k)dz′′dz′
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+

∫ y

y′

∫ z′

y′

θ(z′)(u(z′′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2

θ(z′′)(u(z′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2
(∂y′ + ∂z′′)

2φ1(z
′′, y′, ǫ, k)dz′′dz′

+

∫ y

y′

∫ z′

y′
(∂y′ + ∂z′ + ∂z′′)

(
θ(z′)(u(z′′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2

θ(z′′)(u(z′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2

)
(∂y′ + ∂z′′)φ1(z

′′, y′, ǫ, k)dz′′dz′,

which together with the fact that for 0 ≤ y′ ≤ z′′ ≤ z′ ≤ 1 or 0 ≤ z′ ≤ z′′ ≤ y′ ≤ 1
∣∣∣∣(∂y′ + ∂z′ + ∂z′′)

j

(
θ(z′)(u(z′′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2

θ(z′′)(u(z′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C, for j = 0, 1, 2,

gives that

‖(∂y + ∂y′)T0[φ1]‖X0 ≤ C

A2

(
‖(∂y + ∂y′)φ1‖X0 + ‖φ1‖X0

)
,

‖(∂y + ∂y′)Tǫ[φ1]‖X ≤ C

A2

(
‖(∂y + ∂y′)φ1‖X + ‖φ1‖X

)
,

‖(∂y + ∂y′)
2T0[φ1]‖X0 ≤ C

A2

(
‖(∂y + ∂y′)

2φ1‖X0 + ‖(∂y + ∂y′)φ1‖X0 + ‖φ1‖X0

)
,

‖(∂y + ∂y′)
2Tǫ[φ1]‖X ≤ C

A2

(
‖(∂y + ∂y′)

2φ1‖X + ‖(∂y + ∂y′)φ1‖X + ‖φ1‖X
)
.

We also have

∂ǫTǫ[φ1] = −2i

∫ y

y′

∫ z′

y′

θ(z′)(u(z′′)− u(y′)− iǫ)

θ(z′′)(u(z′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2
φ1(z

′′, y′, ǫ, k)dz′′dz′

+ 2i

∫ y

y′

∫ z′

y′

θ(z′)(u(z′′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2

θ(z′′)(u(z′)− u(y′)− iǫ)3
φ1(z

′′, y′, ǫ, k)dz′′dz′

+

∫ y

y′

∫ z′

y′

θ(z′)(u(z′′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2

θ(z′′)(u(z′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2
∂ǫφ1(z

′′, y′, ǫ, k)dz′′dz′,

which gives

‖∂ǫTǫ[φ1]‖X ≤ C

A
‖φ1‖X +

C

A2
‖∂ǫφ1‖X .

By combining all the estimates, we arrive at

‖T0[φ1]‖Y0 ≤ C

A2
‖φ1‖Y0 , ‖Tǫ[φ1]‖Y ≤ C

A2
‖φ1‖Y .

By using the equations

φ1(y, y
′, ǫ, k) = 1 + k2Tǫ[φ1](y, y

′, ǫ, k) and φ1(y, y
′, k) = 1 + k2Tǫ[φ1](y, y

′, k)

and taking A large enough, we show that Tǫ is the contraction map yields the existence of φ1(y, y
′, ǫ, k)

and φ1(y, y
′, k).

Estimate part. The estimate (3.9) follows directly from the fact that T0 is a positive operator.
We also get that for 0 ≤ y′ ≤ z′′ ≤ y ≤ 1 or 0 ≤ y ≤ z′′ ≤ y′ ≤ 1,

1 ≤ φ1(z
′′, y′, k) ≤ φ1(y, y

′, k).

Thus

φ1(y, y
′, k)− 1 = k2

∫ y

y′

∫ z′

y′

θ(z′)(u(z′′)− u(y′))2

θ(z′′)(u(z′)− u(y′))2
φ1(z

′′, y′, k)dz′′dz′

≤ Ck2|y − y′|2φ1(y, y′, k),
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|∂yφ1(y, y′, k)| = k2
∣∣∣∣
∫ y

y′

θ(y)(u(z′′)− u(y′))2

θ(z′′)(u(y) − u(y′))2
φ1(z

′′, y′, k)dz′′
∣∣∣∣

≤ k2|y − y′|φ1(y, y′, k),

which gives (3.13) and part of (3.11).

We introduce f(y, y′, k) = ∂yφ1(y,y′,k)
θ(y)φ1(y,y′,k)

then f(y, y′, k) ≥ 0 for y ≥ y′ and f(y, y′, k) ≤ 0 for y ≤ y′.
We also have

f ′ +
2u′

u(y)− u(y′)
f + f2θ =

k2

θ
,

and f ′(y′, y′, k) = k2

3θ(y′) > 0. By the continuity of f and the fact that 2u′

u(y)−u(y′)f ≥ 0, using a

classical contradiction argument, we have |f(y, y′, k)| ≤ |k|
θ(y) , which gives (3.11). We also get that

(3.15) |f ′(y, y′, k)| ≤ Ck2

and

φ1(z
′′, y′, k)

φ1(y, y′, k)
= exp

(∫ z′′

y
θ(z′)f(z′, y′, k)dz′

)
≥ e−|k||y−z′′|.

Thus we have for |y − y′| ≤ 1
|k| , 1 ≤ φ1(z

′′, y, k) ≤ φ1(y, y
′, k) ≤ C

∣∣∣∣
∂yφ1(y, y

′, k)
φ1(y, y′, k)

∣∣∣∣ = k2
∣∣∣∣
∫ y

y′

θ(y)(u(z′′)− u(y′))2

θ(z′′)(u(y) − u(y′))2
φ1(z

′′, y′, k)
φ1(y, y′, k)

dz′′
∣∣∣∣

≥ C−1k2|y − y′|

and for |y − y′| ≥ 1
|k| and if y > y′

∣∣∣∣
∂yφ1(y, y

′, k)
φ1(y, y′, k)

∣∣∣∣ = k2
∫ y

y′

θ(y)(u(z′′)− u(y′))2

θ(z′′)(u(y)− u(y′))2
φ1(z

′′, y′, k)
φ1(y, y′, k)

dz′′

≥ C−1k2
∫ y

y′

(u(z′′)− u(y′))2

(u(y)− u(y′))2
e−|k||y−z′′|dz′′

≥ C−1k2
∫ y

y− 1
2|k|

(u(z′′)− u(y′))2

(u(y)− u(y′))2
e−|k||y−z′′|dz′′ ≥ C−1|k|,

and if y < y′,
∣∣∣∣
∂yφ1(y, y

′, k)
φ1(y, y′, k)

∣∣∣∣ ≥ C−1k2
∫ y+ 1

2|k|

y

(u(z′′)− u(y′))2

(u(y)− u(y′))2
e−|k||y−z′′|dz′′ ≥ C−1|k|.

We now use

φ1(y, y
′, k) = exp

(∫ y

y′

∂yφ1(z
′, y′, k)

φ1(z′, y′, k)
dz′
)
≥ eC

−1|k||y−y′|,

which give (3.10). The estimate (3.12) follows directly from (3.15) and (3.12). The estimate (3.14)
follows from the fact that φ1(y, y

′, ǫ, k) is continuous in ǫ and (3.10). Thus we proved the proposition.
�



NONLINEAR INVISCID DAMPING 19

3.3. Inhomogeneous solution. In this section, we give the representation formula of the inho-
mogeneous solution to (3.3) and study the limit as ǫ→ 0. Let us first introduce

ρ(y′) = (u(y′)− u(0))(u(1) − u(y′)),

and

(3.16a)

J1(y
′, k)

def
= −(u(1) − u(y′))

θ(0)

u′(0)
− (u(y′)− u(0))

θ(1)

u′(1)

+ ρ(y′)
∫ 1

0

θ(z′)
(u(z′)− u(y′))2

( 1

φ1(z′, y′, k)2
− 1
)
dz′

− ρ(y′)H
[(
(θ ◦ u−1)(u−1)′

)′
χ[u(0),u(1)]

]
(u(y′))

= −(u(1)− u(y′))
θ(0)

u′(0)
− (u(y′)− u(0))

θ(1)

u′(1)

+ ρ(y′)
∫ 1

0

θ(z′)
(u(z′)− u(y′))2

( 1

φ1(z′, y′, k)2
− 1
)
dz′

+ ρ(y′)P.V.
∫ 1

0

1

u(z)− u(y′)

( θ(z)
u′(z)

)′
dz,

and

(3.16b) J2(y
′) = ρ(y′)

(
(θ ◦ u−1)(u−1)

)′
(u(y′)) = −ρ(y′) θ(y

′)2

u′(y′)3

(u′
θ

)′
(y′).

We then have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Let y′ ∈ [0, 1] and k ∈ Z \ {0}. Then u(y′) ∈ Ranu is an embedded eigenvalue of L̃k,
if and only if

J1(y
′, k)2 + J2(y

′)2 = 0.

Proof. Suppose J1(y
′, k)2 + J2(y

′)2 = 0, then
(
u′

θ

)′
(y′) = 0 and y′ 6= 0, 1. We have for 0 ≤ y < y′,

ϕ1(y, y
′) = φ(0, y′, k)φ(y, y′, k)

∫ y

0

θ(z)

φ(z, y′, k)2
dz

solves the homogeneous equation (3.4) with boundary condition ϕ1(0, y
′) = 0 and ∂yϕ1(0, y

′) = 1.

Next, we show that ϕ1 can naturally C2 extend to y′ ≤ y ≤ 1 under the assumption
(
u′

θ

)′
(y′) = 0.

A direct calculation gives for 0 ≤ y < y′,

ϕ1(y, y
′) =φ(0, y′, k)φ(y, y′, k)

∫ y

0

θ(z)

(u(z)− u(y′))2
dz

+ φ(0, y′, k)φ(y, y′, k)
∫ y

0

θ(z)

(u(z)− u(y′))2

( 1

φ1(z, y′, k)2
− 1
)
dz

=φ(0, y′, k)φ(y, y′, k)
∫ u(y)

u(0)

(θ ◦ u−1)(ũ)(u−1)′(ũ)
(ũ− u(y′))2

dũ

+ φ(0, y′, k)φ(y, y′, k)
∫ y

0

θ(z)

(u(z)− u(y′))2

( 1

φ1(z, y′, k)2
− 1
)
dz

=φ(0, y′, k)φ(y, y′, k)
∫ u(y)

u(0)

(θ ◦ u−1)(ũ)(u−1)′(ũ)− (θ ◦ u−1)(u(y′))(u−1)′(u(y′))
(ũ− u(y′))2

dũ
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− φ(0, y′, k)φ(y, y′, k)(θ ◦ u−1)(u(y′))(u−1)′(u(y′))
ũ− u(y′)

∣∣∣∣
u(y)

u(0)

+ φ(0, y′, k)φ(y, y′, k)
∫ y

0

θ(z)

(u(z)− u(y′))2

( 1

φ1(z, y′, k)2
− 1
)
dz = I1(y) + I2(y) + I3(y).

Note that the assumption
(
u′

θ

)′
(y′) = 0 gives

(
(θ ◦ u−1)(u−1)′

)′
(u(y′)) = 0, which gives that the

integral in I1
∫ u(y)

u(0)

[(θ ◦ u−1)(u−1)′](ũ)− [(θ ◦ u−1)(u−1)′](u(y′))
(ũ− u(y′))2

dũ

=

∫ u(y)

u(0)

[(θ ◦ u−1)(u−1)′](ũ)− [(θ ◦ u−1)(u−1)′](u(y′))−
(
(θ ◦ u−1)(u−1)′

)′
(u(y′))(ũ − u(y′))

(ũ− u(y′))2
dũ

is well defined for all y ∈ [0, 1] and Ij(y) ∈ C2, for j = 1, 2, 3. It is easy to check that I1 + I2 + I3 is
also well defined for all y ∈ [0, 1] which also solves homogeneous equation (3.4) with c = u(y′). We
also use ϕ1(y, y

′) to represent its extension. A direct calculation gives

ϕ1(1, y
′) = I1(1) + I2(1) + I3(1) = −φ1(0, y′, k)φ1(1, y′, k)J1(y′, k) = 0.

Thus ϕ1(y, y
′) is an eigenfunction associated with the embedded eigenvalue u(y′).

Suppose u(y′) is an embedded eigenvalue and ΦH ∈ H2 is the corresponding eigenfunction. Then

∂y
(
1
θ∂yΦ

H
)
= k2

θ Φ
H +

(
u′

θ

)′
ΦH (y)

u(y)−u(y′) ∈ L2. Thus either ΦH(y′) = 0 or
(
u′

θ

)′
(y′) = 0. If ΦH(y′) = 0, we

have

0 =

∫ 1

0

1

θ
(|∂yΦH |2 + k2|ΦH |2)dy +

∫ 1

0

(
u′

θ

)′|ΦH(y)|2
u(y)− u(y′)

dy

=

∫ 1

0

1

θ
(|∂yΦH |2 + k2|ΦH |2)dy − 2Re

∫ 1

0

(
u′

θ

)
∂yΦ

H(y)ΦH(y)

u(y)− u(y′)
dy +

∫ 1

0

(
u′

θ

)
u′|ΦH(y)|2

(u(y)− u(y′))2
dy

=

∫ 1

0

1

θ

∣∣∣∣∂yΦH − u′ΦH(y)
u(y)− u(y′)

∣∣∣∣
2

+
k2

θ
|ΦH |2dy,

which gives ΦH ≡ 0. Thus
(
u′

θ

)′
(y′) = 0 which means J2(y

′) = 0. Then by the argument in the first

part, ϕ1(y, y
′) is a C2 solution that solves the homogeneous equation (3.4) with c = u(y′). Then

ϕ1(y, y
′) is an eigenfunction if and only if ϕ1(1, y

′) = 0, which gives J1(y
′, k) = 0. Thus we proved

the lemma. �

By following a similar idea, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.4. Let k ∈ Z \ {0} and c = u(y′) + iǫ with 0 < |ǫ| ≤ ǫ0. Then c is an eigenvalue of L̃k if
and only if

∫ 1

0

θ(z′)
φ(z′, y′, ǫ, k)2

dz′ = 0

Proof. The function

ϕ(y, y′, ǫ, k) = φ(0, y′, ǫ, k)φ(y, y′, ǫ, k)
∫ y

0

θ(z′)
φ(z′, y′, ǫ, k)2

dz′ ∈ H2

is a solution to the homogeneous equation (3.4) with c = u(y′)+iǫ with boundary value ϕ(0, y′, ǫ, k) =
0 and ∂yϕ(0, y

′, ǫ, k) = 1. The integral is well-defined for all y ∈ [0, 1] by taking ǫ0 small enough.
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Thus ϕ(y, y′, ǫ, k) is an eigenfunction associated with c = u(y′) + iǫ if and only if ϕ(1, y′, ǫ, k) = 0.
The lemma follows directly from the fact that φ(0, y′, ǫ, k)φ(1, y′, ǫ, k) 6= 0 for ǫ 6= 0. �

Lemma 3.5. Under the assumption that L̃k has no embedded eigenvalue, we have

C−1(1 + k2ρ(y′)2) ≤ J1(y
′, k)2 + π2J2(y

′)2 ≤ C(1 + k2ρ(y′)2).

Proof. For |k| ≤M0, Lemma 3.3 implies

J1(y
′, k)2 + π2J2(y

′)2 ≈M0 1.

Let us now consider the case |k| > M0 with M0 large enough. By Proposition 3.2, we have
∫ 1

0

θ(z′)
(u(z′)− u(y′))2

( 1

φ1(z′, y′, k)2
− 1
)
dz′

≤ −C−1

∫

|z′−y′|≤ 1
|k|

1

(z′ − y′)2

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ y′

z′
∂yφ1(z

′′, y′, k)dz′′
∣∣∣∣∣ dz

′

≤ −C−1

∫

|z′−y′|≤ 1
|k|

k2dz′ ≤ −C−1|k|.

It is easy to check that
∣∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

θ(z′)
(u(z′)− u(y′))2

( 1

φ1(z′, y′, k)2
− 1
)
dz′
∣∣∣∣

≤ C

∫ 1

0

1

(z′ − y′)2
min{k2|z′ − y′|2, 1}dz′ ≤ C|k|,

and ∣∣∣H
[(
(θ ◦ u−1)(u−1)′

)′
χ[u(0),u(1)]

]
(u(y′))

∣∣∣ ≤ C‖
(
(θ ◦ u−1)(u−1)′

)′‖H1 .

Thus we have

J1(y
′, k)2 ≥

(
− (u(1) − u(y′))

θ(0)

u′(0)
− (u(y′)− u(0))

θ(1)

u′(1)

)2

+ ρ(y′)2
∣∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

θ(z′)
(u(z′)− u(y′))2

( 1

φ1(z′, y′, k)2
− 1
)
dz′
∣∣∣∣
2

−
(
ρ(y′)H

[(
(θ ◦ u−1)(u−1)′

)′
χ[u(0),u(1)]

]
(u(y′))

)2

≥ C−1(1 + k2ρ(y′)2)

and

J1(y
′, k)2 ≤

(
− (u(1) − u(y′))

θ(0)

u′(0)
− (u(y′)− u(0))

θ(1)

u′(1)

)2

+ ρ(y′)2
∣∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

θ(z′)
(u(z′)− u(y′))2

( 1

φ1(z′, y′, k)2
− 1
)
dz′
∣∣∣∣
2

+
(
ρ(y′)H

[(
(θ ◦ u−1)(u−1)′

)′
χ[u(0),u(1)]

]
(u(y′))

)2

≤ C(1 + k2ρ(y′)2).

Thus we prove the lemma. �
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Now let us study the inhomogeneous equation (3.3). By using the homogeneous solution, we
rewrite it as

∂y

(
φ2

θ
∂y

(
ΨI

φ

))
= − ˆ̃ωinφ1.

Thus, for c = u(y′) + iǫ with y′ ∈ [0, 1] and 0 < |ǫ| ≤ ǫ0, it holds that

(3.17)

ΨI(y, y′, ǫ, k) = −φ(y, y′, ǫ, k)
∫ y

0

θ(z′)
∫ z′
y′

ˆ̃ωin(z
′′, k)φ1(z′′, y′, ǫ, k)dz′′

(u(z′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2φ1(z′, y′, ǫ, k)2
dz′

+

∫ 1
0

θ(z′)
∫ z′

y′
ˆ̃ωin(z′′,k)φ1(z′′,y′,ǫ,k)dz′′

(u(z′)−u(y′)−iǫ)2φ1(z′,y′,ǫ,k)2 dz′

∫ 1
0

θ(z′)
(u(z′)−u(y′)−iǫ)2φ1(z′,y′,ǫ,k)2dz

′
φ(y, y′, ǫ, k)

∫ y

0

θ(z′)
φ(z′, y′, ǫ, k)2

dz′

= −φ(y, y′, ǫ, k)
∫ y

1

θ(z′)
∫ z′
y′

ˆ̃ωin(z
′′, k)φ1(z′′, y′, ǫ, k)dz′′

(u(z′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2φ1(z′, y′, ǫ, k)2
dz′

+

∫ 1
0

θ(z′)
∫ z′

y′
ˆ̃ωin(z

′′,k)φ1(z′′,y′,ǫ,k)dz′′

(u(z′)−u(y′)−iǫ)2φ1(z′,y′,ǫ,k)2 dz′

∫ 1
0

θ(z′)
(u(z′)−u(y′)−iǫ)2φ1(z′,y′,ǫ,k)2dz

′
φ(y, y′, ǫ, k)

∫ y

1

θ(z′)
φ(z′, y′, ǫ, k)2

dz′.

Note that Lemma 3.4 ensures that the above representation formula is well-defined by taking ǫ0
small enough. By the continuity of φ(y, y′, ǫ, k) in ǫ, it holds that

lim
ǫ→0

φ(y, y′, ǫ, k)
∫ y

1

θ(z′)
φ(z′, y′, ǫ, k)2

dz′ = φ(y, y′, k)
∫ y

1

θ(z′)
φ(z′, y′, k)2

dz′ for y′ < y ≤ 1

lim
ǫ→0

φ(y, y′, ǫ, k)
∫ y

0

θ(z′)
φ(z′, y′, ǫ, k)2

dz′ = φ(y, y′, k)
∫ y

0

θ(z′)
φ(z′, y′, k)2

dz′ for 0 ≤ y < y′

lim
ǫ→0

φ(y, y′, ǫ, k)
∫ y

j

θ(z′)
∫ z′
y′

ˆ̃ωin(z
′′, k)φ1(z′′, y′, ǫ, k)dz′′

(u(z′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2φ1(z′, y′, ǫ, k)2
dz′

= φ(y, y′, k)
∫ y

j

θ(z′)
∫ z′
y′

ˆ̃ωin(z
′′, k)φ1(z′′, y′, k)dz′′

(u(z′)− u(y′))2φ1(z′, y′, k)2
dz′ for j = 0, 1, y ∈ [0, 1].

We have for y′ ∈ (0, 1)
∫ 1

0

θ(z′)
(u(z′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2φ1(z′, y′, ǫ, k)2

dz′

=

∫ 1

0

θ(z′)
(u(z′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2

dz′ +
∫ 1

0

θ(z′)
(u(z′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2

( 1

φ1(z′, y′, ǫ, k)2
− 1
)
dz′

=

∫ u(1)

u(0)

(θ ◦ u−1)(u)(u−1)′(u)
(u− u(y′)− iǫ)2

du+

∫ 1

0

θ(z′)
(u(z′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2

( 1

φ1(z′, y′, ǫ, k)2
− 1
)
dz′

=
−(θ ◦ u−1)(u)(u−1)′(u)

(u− u(y′)− iǫ)

∣∣∣∣
u(1)

u(0)

+

∫ u(1)

u(0)

(
(θ ◦ u−1)(u−1)

)′
(u)

u− u(y′)− iǫ
du

+

∫ 1

0

θ(z′)
(u(z′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2

( 1

φ1(z′, y′, ǫ, k)2
− 1
)
dz′

→ θ(0)(u−1)′(u(0))
(u(0)− u(y′))

− θ(1)(u−1)′(u(1))
(u(1) − u(y′))
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−H
[(
(θ ◦ u−1)(u−1)′

)′
χ[u(0),u(1)]

]
(u(y′))± iπ

(
(θ ◦ u−1)(u−1)

)′
(u(y′))

+

∫ 1

0

θ(z′)
(u(z′)− u(y′))2

( 1

φ1(z′, y′, k)2
− 1
)
dz′ as ǫ→ 0±,

where H[f ](u) = P.V.
∫ f(u′)
u−u′ du

′ is the Hilbert transform and χ[u(0),u(1)](u) =

{
1, u ∈ [u(0), u(1)]

0, else,
is

the characteristic function. We also have for y′ ∈ (0, 1),

∫ 1

0

θ(z′)
∫ z′
y′

ˆ̃ωin(z
′′, k)φ1(z′′, y′, ǫ, k)dz′′

(u(z′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2φ1(z′, y′, ǫ, k)2
dz′

=

∫ 1

0

θ(z′)
∫ z′
y′

ˆ̃ωin(z
′′, k)dz′′

(u(z′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2
dz′ +

∫ 1

0

∫ z′

y′

θ(z′)ˆ̃ωin(z′′, k)
(u(z′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2

( φ1(z′′, y′, ǫ, k)
φ1(z′, y′, ǫ, k)2

− 1
)
dz′′dz′

=

∫ u(1)

u(0)

∫ ũ
u(y′)

ˆ̃ωin(u
−1(˜̃u), k)(u−1)′(˜̃u)d˜̃u

(ũ− u(y′)− iǫ)2
(θ ◦ u−1)(ũ)(u−1)′(ũ)dũ

+

∫ 1

0

∫ z′

y′

θ(z′)ˆ̃ωin(z′′, k)
(u(z′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2

( φ1(z′′, y′, ǫ, k)
φ1(z′, y′, ǫ, k)2

− 1
)
dz′′dz′

= −
(θ ◦ u−1)(ũ)

∫ ũ
u(y′)

ˆ̃ωin(u
−1(˜̃u), k)(u−1)′(˜̃u)d˜̃u

(ũ− u(y′)− iǫ)
(u−1)′(ũ)

∣∣∣∣
u(1)

u(0)

+

∫ u(1)

u(0)

(θ ◦ u−1)(ũ)ˆ̃ωin(u
−1(ũ), k)

(
(u−1)′(ũ)

)2

(ũ− u(y′)− iǫ)
dũ

+

∫ u(1)

u(0)

∫ ũ
u(y′)

ˆ̃ωin(u
−1(˜̃u), k)(u−1)′(˜̃u)d˜̃u

(ũ− u(y′)− iǫ)

(
(θ ◦ u−1)(ũ)(u−1)′

)′
(ũ)dũ

+

∫ 1

0

∫ z′

y′

θ(z′)ˆ̃ωin(z′′, k)
(u(z′)− u(y′)− iǫ)2

( φ1(z′′, y′, ǫ, k)
φ1(z′, y′, ǫ, k)2

− 1
)
dz′′dz′

ǫ→0±−−−−→ −
(θ ◦ u−1)(ũ)

∫ ũ
u(y′)

ˆ̃ωin(u
−1(˜̃u), k)(u−1)′(˜̃u)d˜̃u

(ũ− u(y′))
(u−1)′(ũ)

∣∣∣∣
u(1)

u(0)

−H
[
(θ ◦ u−1)ˆ̃ωin(u

−1(·), k)
(
(u−1)′

)2
χ[u(0),u(1)]

]
(u(y′))± iπ

ˆ̃ωin(y
′, k)θ(y′)

(u′(y′))2

+

∫ u(1)

u(0)

∫ ũ
u(y′)

ˆ̃ωin(u
−1(˜̃u), k)(u−1)′(˜̃u)d˜̃u

(ũ− u(y′))

(
(θ ◦ u−1)(ũ)(u−1)′

)′
(ũ)dũ

+

∫ 1

0

∫ z′

y′

θ(z′)ˆ̃ωin(z′′, k)
(u(z′)− u(y′))2

( φ1(z′′, y′, k)
φ1(z′, y′, k)2

− 1
)
dz′′dz′

= P.V.

∫ 1

0

θ(z′)
∫ z′
y′

ˆ̃ωin(z
′′, k)dz′′

(u(z′)− u(y′))2
dz′

+

∫ 1

0

∫ z′

y′

θ(z′)ˆ̃ωin(z′′, k)
(u(z′)− u(y′))2

( φ1(z′′, y′, k)
φ1(z′, y′, k)2

− 1
)
dz′′dz′ ± iπ

θ(y′)ˆ̃ωin(y′, k)
(u′(y′))2

def
= Π1[ˆ̃ωin]± iπΠ2[ˆ̃ωin].
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Lemma 3.6. It holds that

‖Π1[ˆ̃ωin]‖L2 ≤ C‖ˆ̃ωin‖L2 ,

where C > 0 is a constant independent of k.

Proof. By the L2 estimate of the Hilbert transform and the maximum function, we have
∥∥∥−H

[
(θ ◦ u−1)ˆ̃ωin(u

−1(·), k)
(
(u−1)′

)2
χ[u(0),u(1)]

]
(u(y′))

∥∥∥
L2

≤ C‖ˆ̃ωin‖L2 ,
∥∥∥∥∥∥
−
(θ ◦ u−1)(ũ)

∫ ũ
u(y′)

ˆ̃ωin(u
−1(˜̃u), k)(u−1)′(˜̃u)d˜̃u

(ũ− u(y′))
(u−1)′(ũ)

∣∣∣∣
u(1)

u(0)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L2

≤ C‖ˆ̃ωin‖L2 ,

and
∥∥∥∥∥∥

∫ u(1)

u(0)

∫ ũ
u(y′)

ˆ̃ωin(u
−1(˜̃u), k)(u−1)′(˜̃u)d˜̃u

(ũ− u(y′))

(
(θ ◦ u−1)(ũ)(u−1)′

)′
(ũ)dũ

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L2

≤ C‖ˆ̃ωin‖L2 .

We write
∫ 1

0

∫ z′

y′

θ(z′)ˆ̃ωin(z′′, k)
(u(z′)− u(y′))2

( φ1(z′′, y′, k)
φ1(z′, y′, k)2

− 1
)
dz′′dz′

=

∫

|u(z′)−u(y′)|≤ 2
|k|

∫ z′

y′

θ(z′)ˆ̃ωin(z′′, k)
(u(z′)− u(y′))2

( φ1(z′′, y′, k)
φ1(z′, y′, k)2

− 1)
)
dz′′dz′

−
∫

|u(z′)−u(y′)|≥ 2
|k|

θ(z′)
∫ z′
y′

ˆ̃ωin(z
′′, k)dz′′

(u(z′)− u(y′))2
dz′

+

∫

|u(z′)−u(y′)|≥ 2
|k|

∫ z′

y′

θ(z′)ˆ̃ωin(z′′, k)
(u(z′)− u(y′))2

φ1(z
′′, y′, k)

φ1(z′, y′, k)2
dz′′dz′

= I1 + I2 + I3.

By Proposition 3.2, we have

‖I1‖L2 ≤ C

∥∥∥∥∥

∫

|u(z′)−u(y′)|≤ 2
|k|

|k|
|y′ − z′|

∫ z′

y′
| ˆ̃ωin(z′′, k)|dz′′dz′

∥∥∥∥∥
L2

≤ C‖ˆ̃ωin‖L2 ,

‖I3‖L2 ≤ C

∥∥∥∥∥

∫

|u(z′)−u(y′)|≥ 2
|k|

|k|
|y′ − z′|

∫ z′

y′
| ˆ̃ωin(z′′, k)|dz′′e−C

−1|k||y′−z′|dz′
∥∥∥∥∥
L2

≤ C‖ˆ̃ωin‖L2 .

We have

I2 = −χ{|u(y′)−u(0)|≥ 2
|k|

}(u(y
′))
∫ u(y′)− 2

|k|

u(0)

(θ ◦ u−1)(u)(u−1)′(u)
∫ u
u(y′)

ˆ̃ωin(u
−1(ũ), k)(u−1)′dũ

(u− u(y′))2
du

− χ{|u(y′)−u(1)|≥ 2
|k|

}(u(y
′))
∫ u(1)

u(y′)+ 2
|k|

(θ ◦ u−1)(u)(u−1)′(u)
∫ u
u(y′)

ˆ̃ωin(u
−1(ũ), k)(u−1)′dũ

(u− u(y′))2
du

= χ{|u(y′)−u(0)|≥ 2
|k|

}(u(y
′))

(θ ◦ u−1)(u)(u−1)′(u)
∫ u
u(y′)

ˆ̃ωin(u
−1(ũ), k)(u−1)′dũ

(u− u(y′))

∣∣∣∣
u(y′)− 2

|k|

u(0)
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+ χ{|u(y′)−u(1)|≥ 2
|k|

}(u(y
′))

(θ ◦ u−1)(u)(u−1)′(u)
∫ u
u(y′)

ˆ̃ωin(u
−1(ũ), k)(u−1)′dũ

(u− u(y′))

∣∣∣∣
u(1)

u(y′)+ 2
|k|

−
∫

|u−u(z′)|≥ 2
|k|

(
(θ ◦ u−1)(u)(u−1)′(u)

)′ ∫ u
u(y′)

ˆ̃ωin(u
−1(ũ), k)(u−1)′dũ

u− u(y′)
du

−
∫

|u−u(z′)|≥ 2
|k|

(θ ◦ u−1)(u)((u−1)′(u))2 ˆ̃ωin(u−1(u), k)

u− u(y′)
du.

By the L2 estimate of the maximal Hilbert transform, and the maximum function, we have

‖I2‖L2(0,1) ≤ C‖ˆ̃ωin‖L2 .

Combining the above estimates, we prove the lemma. �

We conclude the above calculations by the following proposition.

Proposition 3.7. It holds that lim
ǫ→0±

ΨI(y, y′, ǫ, k) = ΨI
±(y, y

′, k). where

ΨI
±(y, y

′, k) =





− φ(y, y′, k)
∫ y

0

θ(z′)
∫ z′
y′

ˆ̃ωin(z
′′, k)φ1(z′′, y′, k)dz′′

(u(z′)− u(y′))2φ1(z′, y′, k)2
dz′

+
ρ(y′)(Π1[ˆ̃ωin]± iπΠ2[ˆ̃ωin])

J1(y′, k)± iπJ2(y′)
φ(y, y′, k)

∫ y

0

θ(z′)
φ(z′, y′, k)2

dz′, for y < y′

− φ(y, y′, k)
∫ y

1

θ(z′)
∫ z′
y′

ˆ̃ωin(z
′′, k)φ1(z′′, y′, k)dz′′

(u(z′)− u(y′))2φ1(z′, y′, k)2
dz′

+
ρ(y′)(Π1[ˆ̃ωin]± iπΠ2[ˆ̃ωin])

J1(y′, k)± iπJ2(y′)
φ(y, y′, k)

∫ y

1

θ(z′)
φ(z′, y′, k)2

dz′ for y′ < y.

We have the following uniform estimate.

Proposition 3.8. For any fixed k ∈ Z \ {0}, suppose that L̃k has no eigenvalue or embedded
eigenvalue. Then for all c /∈ Ranu, let ΨI solve (3.3) with boundary condition ΨI(0) = ΨI(1) = 0.
Then it holds that

‖ΨI‖H1 ≤ C‖ˆ̃ωin‖H1 ,(3.18)

where C is a constant independent of c.

Proof. It is easy to check that for c ∈ {c : dist(c,Ran u) > M} with M large enough, it holds that

‖ΨI‖H1 ≤ C‖ˆ̃ωin‖L2 .

So we only focus on the case c ∈ {c : dist(c,Ran u) ≤ M}. We prove the estimate (3.18) by a

contradiction argument. Suppose (3.18) does not hold, namely, there is (cn,Ψ
I
n, ˆ̃ωin,n) such that

{cn}n≥1 ⊂ {c : 0 < dist(c,Ran u) ≤M} and as n→ ∞, ‖ΨI
n‖H1 = 1, ‖ˆ̃ωn‖H1 → 0 and

(u− cn)∂y

(
1

θ
∂yΨ

I
n

)
− (u− cn)

k2

θ
ΨI
n −

(u′
θ

)′
ΨI
n = − ˆ̃ωin,n.

Then there exists a subsequence also denoted by (cn,Ψ
I
n, ˆ̃ωin,n), so that

cn → c∞, ΨI
n ⇀ ΨI

∞ ˆ̃ωin,n → 0 in H1.



26 WEIREN ZHAO

If c∞ /∈ Ranu, then ‖Ψl
n‖H3 ≤ C(‖ˆ̃ωin,n‖H1 + ‖Ψl

n‖H1), thus ΨI
n → ΨI

∞ and

(u− c∞)∂y

(
1

θ
∂yΨ

I
∞

)
− (u− c∞)

k2

θ
ΨI

∞ −
(u′
θ

)′
ΨI

∞ = 0.

It implies that c∞ is an eigenvalue that leads to a contradiction.
If c∞ = u(y∞) ∈ Ranu (without loss of generality, we assume that Im cn > 0), then we have

∂y

(
1

θ
∂yΨ

I
n

)
=
k2

θ
ΨI
n +

(
u′

θ

)′
ΨI
n − ˆ̃ωin,n

u− cn

=
k2

θ
ΨI
n + ∂y

((
u′

θ

)′
ΨI
n − ˆ̃ωin,n

u′
ln(u− cn)

)
− ∂y

((
u′

θ

)′
ΨI
n − ˆ̃ωin,n

u′

)
ln(u− cn)

which gives that for 1 < p < 2∥∥∥∥∥
1

θ
∂yΨ

I
n −

(
u′

θ

)′
ΨI
n − ˆ̃ωin,n

u′
ln(u− cn)

∥∥∥∥∥
L2∩Ẇ 1,p

≤ C.(3.19)

Therefore, we have for any δ0 > 0

‖∂yΨI
n‖L2((y∞−δ0,y∞+δ0)∩(0,1)) ≤ Cδ

1
3
0

Here the constant C is independent of n. We also have

ΨI
n → ΨI

∞ in H1(0, 1) \ (y∞ − δ0, y∞ + δ0).

Thus we have

ΨI
n → ΨI

∞ in H1(0, 1).

For any ϕ ∈ H1
0 , we also have

0 = −
∫ 1

0

∂yΦ
I
n(y)∂yϕ(y)

θ(y)
dy −

∫ 1

0

ΦIn(y)ϕ(y)

θ(y)
dy −

∫ 1

0

(u′
θ

)′
(y)

ΦInϕ

u− cn
dy +

∫ 1

0

ˆ̃ωin,nϕ

u− cn
dy

= −
∫ 1

0

∂yΦ
I
n(y)∂yϕ(y)

θ(y)
dy −

∫ 1

0

ΦIn(y)ϕ(y)

θ(y)
dy −

∫ 1

0

(u′
θ

)′
(y)

ΦInϕ

u′
∂y(ln(u− cn))dy

+

∫ 1

0

ˆ̃ωin,nϕ

u′
∂y(ln(u− cn))dy

= −
∫ 1

0

∂yΦ
I
n(y)∂yϕ(y)

θ(y)
dy −

∫ 1

0

ΦIn(y)ϕ(y)

θ(y)
dy +

∫ 1

0
∂y

((u′
θ

)′
(y)

ΦInϕ

u′

)
ln(u− cn)dy

−
(u′
θ

)′
(y)

ΦInϕ

u′
ln(u(y)− cn)

∣∣∣∣
1

0

+
ˆ̃ωin,nϕ

u′
ln(u(y) − cn)

∣∣∣∣
1

0

−
∫ 1

0
∂y

(
ˆ̃ωin,nϕ

u′

)
ln(u− cn)dy

→ −
∫ 1

0

∂yΦ
I
∞(y)∂yϕ(y)

θ(y)
dy −

∫ 1

0

ΦI∞(y)ϕ(y)

θ(y)
dy +

∫ 1

0
∂y

((u′
θ

)′
(y)

ΦI∞ϕ
u′

)
ln(u− cn)dy

− iπ
(u′
θ

)′
(y∞)

ΦI∞(y∞)ϕ(y∞)

u′(y∞)
.

By taking ϕ(y) = ΦI∞(y), we have
(
u′

θ

)′
(y∞)|ΦI∞(y∞)|2 = 0. Thus we have ΦI∞ ∈ H2 ∩H1

0 and c∞
is an embedded eigenvalue, which leads to a contradiction. �
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3.4. Linear damping, representation formula, and the wave operator. In this section, we
prove the weak linear inviscid damping and introduce the representation formula and the wave
operator which will be used in the nonlinear problem.

Lemma 3.9. Let ψ be the velocity solving the linearized equation (2.21). Then it holds that

‖(∂yψ̂, ψ̂)‖H1
t L

2
y
≤ C‖ˆ̃ωin‖H1

y
,

which implies lim
t→∞

‖(∂yψ̂, ψ̂)‖L2
y
= 0.

Proof. We have by (3.2), Proposition 3.8 , and Proposition 3.7 that

ψ̂(t, k, y) =
1

2πi

∫ 1

0
e−iu(y

′)kt(ΨI
−(y, y

′, k)−ΨI
+(y, y

′, k))u′(y′)dy′

∂tψ̂(t, k, y) =
1

2πi

∫ 1

0
(−iu(y′)k)e−iu(y′)kt(ΨI

−(y, y
′, k)−ΨI

+(y, y
′, k))u′(y′)dy′

and

‖ΨI
±(y, y

′, k)‖L∞
y′
H1

y
≤ C‖ˆ̃ωin‖H1

x,y
.

Therefore by Plancherel’s formula, we infer that

‖(∂yψ̂, ψ̂)‖2H1
t L

2
y
=

∫

R

(
‖(∂yψ̂, ψ̂)‖2L2

y
+ ‖∂t(∂yψ̂, ψ̂)‖2L2

y

)
dt

.

∫ 1

0

∫

R

(
|ψ̂(t, k, y)|2 + |∂yψ̂(t, k, ·)|2 + k2|∂tψ̂(t, k, y)|2 + |∂t∂yψ̂(t, k, y)|2

)
dtdy

.

∫ 1

0

∫

Ranu

(
k2|ΨI

±(y, y
′, k)|2 + |∂yΨI

±(y, y
′, k)|2

)
dcdy

≤ C

∫

Ranu
‖ˆ̃ωin(k, ·)‖2H1

y
dc . C‖ˆ̃ωin(k, ·)‖2H1

y
.

The lemma follows directly from the Sobolev embedding. �

In order to obtain the point-wise linear inviscid damping, one may need to study the regularity
of ΨI

±(y, y
′, k) in y′. We may not discuss it here.

We now introduce the representation formula.

Proposition 3.10. Let ψ be the velocity solving the linearized equation (2.21). Then it holds that

ψ̂(t, k, y) = −
∫ 1

0
e−iu(y

′)ktJ1(y
′, k)Π2[ˆ̃ωin](y

′)− J2(y
′)Π1[ˆ̃ωin](y

′, k)
J1(y′, k)2 + π2J2(y′)2

ρ(y′)u′(y′)e(y, y′, k)dy′

where

e(y, y′, k) =





φ(y, y′, k)
∫ y

0

θ(z)

φ(z, y′, k)2
dz 0 ≤ y < y′,

φ(y, y′, k)
∫ y

1

θ(z)

φ(z, y′, k)2
dz y′ < y ≤ 1.

(3.20)

Proof. The proposition follows directly from (3.2), Proposition 3.8, and Proposition 3.7 with a
simple calculation. �
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The representation formula in Proposition 3.10 leads to the wave operator. By taking t = 0, we
have the following representation formula:

(3.21) ψ̂in(k, y) = −
∫ 1

0
Du,k

[
∆̃kψ̂in

]
(y′, k)

θ(y′)
u′(y′)ρ(y

′)e(y, y′, k)
√
J1(y′, k)2 + π2J2(y′)2

dy′,

where

(3.22)

Du,k [ω̃] (y
′, k)

def
=

u′(y′)
θ(y′)

u′(y′)J1(y′, k)Π2[ω̃](y
′)− u′(y′)J2(y′)Π1[ω̃](y

′, k)√
J1(y′, k)2 + π2J2(y′)2

=
J1(y

′, k)ω̃(y′) + ρ(y′) θ(y
′)

u(y′)

(
u′

θ

)′
(y′)Π1[ω̃](y

′, k)
√
J1(y′, k)2 + π2J2(y′)2

.

4. Wave operator

In this section, we give the basic properties of the wave operator and study its Fourier kernel.

Proposition 4.1. For k 6= 0, let Ru,k = uId−
(
u′

θ

)′
∆̃−1
k . Suppose that for all k 6= 0, Ru,k has no

eigenvalue and no embedded eigenvalue. Let Du,k be defined in (3.22). Then there exists D1
u,k such

that

Du,kRu,k = uDu,k,(4.1)

and for ω, g ∈ L2(0, 1)
∫ 1

0
Du,k(ω)(y)D

1
u,k(g)(y)dy =

∫ 1

0
ω(y)g(y)dy.(4.2)

Moreover, there exists C > 1 independent of k such that

C−1 ≤ ‖Du,k‖L2→L2 ≤ C, C−1 ≤ ‖D1
u,k‖L2→L2 ≤ C.(4.3)

Note that (4.3) implies that the wave operator Du,k is invertible and

D1
u,k = (D−1

u,k)
∗.(4.4)

We give the representation formula of D−1
u,k in (4.12).

Proof. Proof of (4.1). Let ψ = ∆̃−1
k ω, namely ∂y

(
1
θ∂yψ

)
− k2

θ ψ = ω and ψ(0) = ψ(1) = 0. Then

Ru,k[ω](y
′) = u(y′)ω(y′)−

(
u′

θ

)′
ψ(y′). A direct calculation gives

Du,k [Ru,k[ω]] (y
′, k)

=
u′(y′)
θ(y′)

u′(y′)J1(y′, k)Π2[Ru,k[ω]](y
′)− u′(y′)J2(y′)Π1[Ru,k[ω]](y

′, k)√
J1(y′, k)2 + π2J2(y′)2

= u(y′)
u′(y′)J1(y′, k)Π2[ω]√
J1(y′, k)2 + π2J2(y′)2

u′(y′)
θ(y′)

−
J1(y

′, k) θ(y
′)

u′(y′)

(
u′

θ

)′
ψ(y′)

√
J1(y′, k)2 + π2J2(y′)2

u′(y′)
θ(y′)

− u′(y′)
θ(y′)

u′(y′)J2(y′)P.V.
∫ 1
0

θ(z′)
∫ z′

y′

(

u(z′′)ω(z′′)−
(

u′

θ

)′
ψ(z′′)

)

φ1(z′′,y′,k)dz′′

(u(z′)−u(y′))2φ1(z′,y′,k)2 dz′
√
J1(y′, k)2 + π2J2(y′)2

.
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Let us now simplify the second term. Recall that φ(y, y′, k) = (u(y)− u(y′))φ1(y, y′, k) solves

∂y

(
1

θ
∂yφ

)
− k2

θ
φ =

(
u′

θ

)′
φ1.

Then by using the integration by part, we have

P.V.

∫ 1

0

θ(z′)
∫ z′
y′

(
u(z′′)ω(z′′)−

(
u′

θ

)′
ψ(z′′)

)
φ1(z

′′, y′, k)dz′′

(u(z′)− u(y′))2φ1(z′, y′, k)2
dz′

= P.V.

∫ 1

0

θ(z′)
∫ z′
y′ u(z

′′)ω(z′′)φ1(z′′, y′, k)dz′′

(u(z′)− u(y′))2φ1(z′, y′, k)2
dz′

− P.V.

∫ 1

0

θ(z′)
∫ z′
y′ ψ(z

′′)
(
∂y
(
1
θ∂yφ(z

′′, y′, k)
)
− k2

θ φ(z
′′, y′, k)

)
dz′′

(u(z′)− u(y′))2φ1(z′, y′, k)2
dz′

= P.V.

∫ 1

0

θ(z′)
∫ z′
y′ u(z

′′)ω(z′′)φ1(z′′, y′, k)dz′′

(u(z′)− u(y′))2φ1(z′, y′, k)2
dz′ + P.V.

∫ 1

0

θ(z′)
∫ z′
y′ ψ(z

′′)k
2

θ φ(z
′′, y′, k)dz′′

(u(z′)− u(y′))2φ1(z′, y′, k)2
dz′

+ P.V.

∫ 1

0

θ(z′)
∫ z′
y′ ∂yψ(z

′′)
(
1
θ∂yφ(z

′′, y′, k)
)
dz′′

(u(z′)− u(y′))2φ1(z′, y′, k)2
dz′

− P.V.

∫ 1

0

(u(z′)− u(y′))ψ(z′)∂yφ1(z′, y′, k) + u′(z′)ψ(z′)φ1(z′, y′, k)− θ(z′)ψ(y′)
(
u′(y′)
θ(y′)

)

(u(z′)− u(y′))2φ1(z′, y′, k)2
dz′

= P.V.

∫ 1

0

θ(z′)
∫ z′
y′ u(z

′′)ω(z′′)φ1(z′′, y′, k)dz′′

(u(z′)− u(y′))2φ1(z′, y′, k)2
dz′ − P.V.

∫ 1

0

θ(z′)
∫ z′
y′ ω(z

′′)φ(z′′, y′, k)dz′′

(u(z′)− u(y′))2φ1(z′, y′, k)2
dz′

+ P.V.

∫ 1

0

∂yψ(z
′)

(u(z′)− u(y′))φ1(z′, y′, k)
dz′ −

∫ 1

0

ψ(z′)∂yφ1(z′, y′, k)
(u(z′)− u(y′))φ1(z′, y′, k)2

dz′

− P.V.

∫ 1

0

u′(z′)ψ(z′)φ1(z′, y′, k)− θ(z′)ψ(y′)
(
u′(y′)
θ(y′)

)

(u(z′)− u(y′))2φ1(z′, y′, k)2
dz′

= u(y′)Π1[ω] + I1[ψ] + I2[ψ] + I3[ψ].

We write

I1 =

∫ 1

0

∂yψ(z
′)

(u(z′)− u(y′))

( 1

φ1(z′, y′, k)
− 1
)
dz′ + P.V.

∫ 1

0

∂yψ(z
′)

(u(z′)− u(y′))
dz′

I2 =

∫ 1

0

ψ(z′)
(u(z′)− u(y′))

∂y

( 1

φ1(z′, y′, k)
− 1
)
dz′

I3 =

∫ 1

0
ψ(z′)∂y

( 1

(u(z′)− u(y′))

)( 1

φ1(z′, y′, k)
− 1
)
dz′

− P.V.

∫ 1

0

u′(z′)ψ(z′)− θ(z′)ψ(y′)
(
u′(y′)
θ(y′)

)

(u(z′)− u(y′))2
dz′

+ ψ(y′)
u′(y′)
θ(y′)

∫ 1

0

θ(z′)
(u(z′)− u(y′))2

( 1

φ1(z′, y′, k)2
− 1
)
dz′.
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Therefore, we obtain that

I1 + I2 + I3 = P.V.

∫ 1

0

∂yψ(z
′)

(u(z′)− u(y′))
dz′(4.5)

+ P.V.

∫ 1

0
∂y

( 1

u(z′)− u(y′)

)(
ψ(z′)− θ(z′)

u′(z′)
ψ(y′)

(
u′(y′)
θ(y′)

))
dz′

+ ψ(y′)
u′(y′)
θ(y′)

∫ 1

0

θ(z′)
(u(z′)− u(y′))2

( 1

φ1(z′, y′, k)2
− 1
)
dz′

= ψ(y′)
u′(y′)
θ(y′)

P.V.

∫ 1

0

1

u(z′)− u(y′)

( θ(z′)
u′(z′)

)′
dz′

−
θ(1)
u′(1)ψ(y

′)
(
u′(y′)
θ(y′)

)

u(1)− u(y′)
+

θ(0)
u′(0)ψ(y

′)
(
u′(y′)
θ(y′)

)

u(0)− u(y′)

+ ψ(y′)
u′(y′)
θ(y′)

∫ 1

0

θ(z′)
(u(z′)− u(y′))2

( 1

φ1(z′, y′, k)2
− 1
)
dz′

= ψ(y′)
u′(y′)

θ(y′)ρ(y′)
J1(y

′, k),

which gives that

P.V.

∫ 1

0

θ(z′)
∫ z′
y′

(
u(z′′)ω(z′′)−

(
u′

θ

)′
ψ(z′′)

)
φ1(z

′′, y′, k)dz′′

(u(z′)− u(y′))2φ1(z′, y′, k)2
dz′

= u(y′)Π1[ω] + ψ(y′)
u′(y′)

θ(y′)ρ(y′)
J1(y

′, k).

Then we can conclude that

Du,k [Ru,k[ω]] (y
′, k)

= u(y′)
u′(y′)
θ(y′)

u′(y′)J1(y′, k)Π2[ω]√
J1(y′, k)2 + π2J2(y′)2

− u(y′)
u′(y′)
θ(y′)

u′(y′)J2(y′)Π1[ω]√
J1(y′, k)2 + π2J2(y′)2

= u(y′)Du,k[ω].

Proof of (4.2). Let g ∈ H2(0, 1) ∩H1
0 (0, 1) and ψ = ∆̃−1

k ω, namely ∂y
(
1
θ∂yψ

)
− k2

θ ψ = ω and
ψ(0) = ψ(1) = 0. Then

∫ 1

0
ω(y)g(y)dy =

∫ 1

0
ψ(y)∆̃kg(y)dy.

By the representation formula (3.21), we have

∫ 1

0
ψ(y)∆̃k[g]dy = −

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0
Du,k [ω] (y

′, k)

θ(y′)
u′(y′)ρ(y

′)e(y, y′, k)
√
J1(y′, k)2 + π2J2(y′)2

dy′∆̃kg(y)dy

= −
∫ 1

0

∫ y

0
Du,k [ω] (y

′, k)
θ(y′)
u′(y′)

ρ(y′)φ(y, y′, k)
∫ y
1

θ(z)
φ(z,y′,k)2

dz
√
J1(y′, k)2 + π2J2(y′)2

dy′∆̃kg(y)dy

−
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

y
Du,k [ω] (y

′, k)
θ(y′)
u′(y′)

ρ(y′)φ(y, y′, k)
∫ y
0

θ(z)
φ(z,y′,k)2

dz
√
J1(y′, k)2 + π2J2(y′)2

dy′∆̃kg(y)dy
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=

∫ 1

0

Du,k [ω] (y
′, k)ρ(y′)√

J1(y′, k)2 + π2J2(y′)2
θ(y′)
u′(y′)

∫ 1

y′

θ(z)
∫ z
y′ φ(y, y

′, k)∆̃kg(y)dy

φ(z, y′, k)2
dzdy′

−
∫ 1

0

Du,k [ω] (y
′, k)ρ(y′)√

J1(y′, k)2 + π2J2(y′)2
θ(y′)
u′(y′)

∫ y′

0

θ(z)
∫ y′
z φ(y, y′, k)∆̃kg(y)dy

φ(z, y′, k)2
dzdy′

=

∫ 1

0

Du,k [ω] (y
′, k)ρ(y′)√

J1(y′, k)2 + π2J2(y′)2
θ(y′)
u′(y′)

∫ 1

0

θ(z)
∫ z
y′ φ(y, y

′, k)∆̃kg(y)dy

φ(z, y′, k)2
dzdy′.

We now simplify the integral by using integration by parts

∫ 1

0

θ(z)
∫ z
y′ φ(z

′′, y′, k)∆̃kg(z
′′)dy

φ(z, y′, k)2
dz

=

∫ 1

0

θ(z)
∫ z
y′ ∆̃kφ(z

′′, y′, k)g(z′′)dy

φ(z, y′, k)2
dz + P.V.

∫ 1

0

∂yg(z)

(u(z) − u(y′))φ1(z, y′, k)
dz

−
∫ 1

0

∂yφ1(z, y
′, k)g(z)

(u(z)− u(y′))φ1(z, y′, k)2
dz −

∫ 1

0

u′(z)φ1(z, y′, k)g(z) − θ(z) 1
θ(y′)u

′(y′)g(y′)

φ(z, y′, k)2
dz

= P.V.

∫ 1

0

θ(z)
∫ z
y′

(
u′

θ

)′
φ1(z

′′, y′, k)g(z′′)dy

φ(z, y′, k)2
dz + I1[g] + I2[g] + I3[g],

where I1, I2, I3 are defined in the previous step. Thus by (4.5), we get

∫ 1

0

θ(z)
∫ z
y′ φ(z

′′, y′, k)∆̃kg(z
′′)dy

φ(z, y′, k)2
dz = Π1

[(
u′

θ

)′
g

]
+

u′(y′)
θ(y′)ρ(y′)

J1(y
′, k)g(y′).

We define

D1
u,k[g] =

θ(y′)
u′(y′)ρ(y

′)Π1

[(
u′

θ

)′
g

]
+ J1(y

′, k)g(y′)
√
J1(y′, k)2 + π2J2(y′)2

,(4.6)

and then we obtain (4.2) for g ∈ H2(0, 1) ∩H1
0 (0, 1).

By Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 3.6, it is easy to obtain for any ω ∈ L2(0, 1) and k 6= 0,

‖Du,k[ω]‖L2 + ‖D1
u,k[ω]‖L2 ≤ C‖ω‖L2 .(4.7)

Here C > 0 is a constant independent of k.
Due to the fact that H2 ∩H1

0 is dense in L2, for any g ∈ L2, there is a sequence {gn}n≥1 such
that H2 ∩H1

0 ∋ gn → g in L2 and
∫ 1

0
Du,k(ω)(y

′)D1
u,k(gn)(y

′)dy′ =
∫ 1

0
ω(y)gn(y)dy.

Then
∣∣∣∣
∫ 1

0
Du,k(ω)(yc)D

1
u,k(g)(y

′)dy′ −
∫ 1

0
ω(k, y)g(k, y)dy

∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣
∫ 1

0
Du,k(ω)(y

′)D1
u,k(gn)(y

′)dy′ −
∫ 1

0
ω(k, y)(g(y) − gn(y))dy

∣∣∣∣
≤ C‖Du,k(ω)‖L2‖D1

u,k(g − gn)‖L2 + ‖ω‖L2‖g − gn‖L2 → 0.
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Thus we proved (4.2). The lower bound of Du,k and D1
u,k in (4.3) follow directly from a duality

argument, and the upper bound (4.7). Thus we proved the proposition. �

Remark 4.2. For any bounded function C−1 < p(y′) < C, the operators p(y′)Du,k and 1
p(y′)D

1
u,k

also satisfy the same properties in Proposition (4.1). The wave operator Du,k is normalized so that

if
(
u′

θ

)′
= 0, then Du,k = D1

u,k = Id.

Moreover, it is easy to check that

Du,k[ω](y
′)− D1

u,k[ω](y
′) =

θ(y′)
u′(y′)ρ(y

′)
√
J1(y′, k)2 + π2J2(y′)2

[(
u′

θ

)′
,Π1

]
[ω](y′).(4.8)

which is a commutator.

4.1. Wave operator in (t, z, v) coordinates. Recall that we construct the wave operator in
(t, x̃, ỹ) coordinates (we drop tildes and still use (t, x, y) in the above calculations for convenience),
which is from the nonlinear change of coordinates and then the linear inverse change of coordinates.
We show the relationship between different coordinate systems in the following map.

(t, x, y)︸ ︷︷ ︸
original system

nonlinear change of coordinates7−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→ (t, z, v)︸ ︷︷ ︸
working object

inverse linear change of coordinate−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−⇀↽−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−
linear change of coordinates

(t, x̃, ỹ)︸ ︷︷ ︸
wave operator

.

In this section, we give the representation formula of the wave operator in (t, z, v) coordinates.
Let us first rewrite Du,k and D1

u,k in different forms. We first define

b1(y
′, k) =

J1(y
′, k)√

J1(y′, k)2 + π2J2(y′)2
(4.9)

b2(y
′, k) = −

ρ(y′) θ(y
′)

u′(y′)√
J1(y′, k)2 + π2J2(y′)2

.(4.10)

Recall that ϕ1(y) =
(
u′

θ

)′
(y) defined in (2.12) and e(z, y′, k) defined in (3.20). A direct calculation

gives that

Π1[ω](y
′) = −P.V.

∫ 1

0

e(z, y′, k)
u(y′)− u(y)

ω(z)dz

which gives

(4.11)

Du,k(ω)(k, y) = b1(k, y)ω(y) + ϕ1(y)b2(k, y)p.v.

∫ 1

0

e(k, y′, y)
u(y′)− u(y)

ω(y′)dy′,

D1
u,k(ω)(k, y) = b1(k, y)ω(y) + b2(k, y)

∫ 1

0

e(k, y′, y)ϕ1(y
′)

u(y′)− u(y)
ω(y′)dy′.

By the (4.2), it is easy to obtain that the inverse of Du,k exists and has the following formula

D−1
u,k(ω)(k, y) = b1(k, y)ω(y) + ϕ1(y)

∫ 1

0

e(k, y, y′)
u(y)− u(y′)

b2(k, y
′)ω(y′)dy′.(4.12)

We also define B1(v, k), B2(v, k) and E(v, v′, k) so that

B1(u(y), k) = b1(y
′, k), B2(u(y), k) = b2(y

′, k), E(u(y), u(y′), k) = e(y, y′, k).(4.13)
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Let us now introduce the following operators associated with Du,k, D
−1
u,k, and D1

u,k. For any Schwartz

function f(t, z, v) defined on R× T×Ran u, we define

Du,k

(
F1f(t, k, ·)

)
(t, k, v)(4.14)

def
= B1(v, k)F1f(t, k, v)

+ ϕ̃1(v)B2(v, k)

∫ u(1)

u(0)
E(k, v1, v)

F1f(t, k, v1)e
−i(v1−v)tk

v1 − v
(u−1)′(v1)dv1,

D−1
u,k

(
F1f(t, k, ·)

)
(t, k, v)(4.15)

def
= B1(v, k)F1f(t, k, v)

+ ϕ̃1(v)

∫ u(1)

u(0)
E(k, v, v1)B2(k, v1)

F1f(t, k, v1)e
i(v1−v)tk

v − v1
(u−1)′(v1)dv1.

and

D1
u,k

(
F1f(t, k, ·)

)
(t, k, v)(4.16)

def
= B1(v, k)F1f(t, k, v)

+B2(v, k)

∫ u(1)

u(0)
E(k, v1, v)

ϕ̃1(v1)F1f(t, k, v1)e
−i(v1−v)tk

v1 − v
(u−1)′(v)dv1.

With these definitions, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 4.3. For k 6= 0, let ∆̃l
t,k = −k2ϕ̃4 + ũ′(∂v − itk)

(
ϕ̃4ũ′(∂v − itk)

)
and

Ru,k = vId− ϕ̃1(v)
(
∆̃l
t,k

)−1

be a modified Rayleigh operator. Then it holds for any f(t, z, v) and g(t, z, v) that

Du,kRu,k = vDu,k,(4.17)

Du,kD
−1
u,k = D−1

u,kDu,k = Id, D−1
u,k = (D1

u,k)
∗,(4.18)

[∂t,Du,k]
(
F1f(t, k, ·)

)
(t, k, v) = [ikv,Du,k]

(
F1f(t, k, ·)

)
(t, k, v),(4.19)

∫
Du,k

(
F1f(t, k, ·)

)
(t, k, v)D1

u,k

(
F1g(t, k, ·)

)
(t, k, v)dv =

∫
F1f(k, u)F1g(k, v)dv,(4.20)

C−1 ≤ ‖Du,k‖L2→L2 ≤ C, C−1 ≤ ‖D1
u,k‖L2→L2 ≤ C, C−1 ≤ ‖D−1

u,k‖L2→L2 ≤ C.(4.21)

Let Ω(t, z, v) be defined in (2.14). Then applying the inverse linear change of coordinate (2.20), we
get that

Du,k

(
F1Ω(t, k, ·)

)
(t, k, v)eikz

∣∣∣∣
z=x−u(y)t, v=u(y)

= Du,k

(
F1Ω(t, k, ·)

)
(t, k, u(y))eik(x−tu(y))

= Du,k
(
F1w(t, k, ·)

)
(t, k, y)eikx,

where w(t, x, y) = Ω
(
t, x− u(y)t, u(y)

)
is different from ω̃(t, x, y) in the original coordinate system.

Remark 4.4. We have changed D1
u,k in the (z, v) coordinate slightly to ensure that (4.20) holds.

Let Ω(t, z, v) be defined in (2.14). It holds that

D1
u,k

(
F1Ω(t, k, ·)

)
(t, k, v)eikz

∣∣∣∣
z=x−u(y)t, v=u(y)

=
1

u′(y)
D1
u,k

(
u′F1ω(t, k, ·)

)
(t, k, y)eikx,
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where w(t, x, y) = Ω
(
t, x− u(y)t, u(y)

)
.

The proposition follows directly from Proposition 4.1 and the representation formulas (4.11) and
(4.12) by a simple change of coordinates.

Remark 4.5. By the compact support property of b2. It is easy to check Du,k(F1Ω) has the same
compact support as Ω.

4.2. Gevrey regularity of the homogeneous solution. To obtain the Fourier kernels of Du,k,

D−1
u,k, and D1

u,k, we need to study the regularity of the coefficients B1(v, k), B2(v, k) and the kernel

E(v, v′, k). Indeed, all these functions are related to the homogeneous solution φ1(y, y
′, k) obtained

in Proposition 3.2.
Let us define Φ(v, v′, k) and Φ1(v, v

′, k) to be such that

Φ(u(y), u(y′), k) = φ(y, y′, k), Φ1(u(y), u(y
′), k) = φ1(y, y

′, k).(4.22)

By Proposition 3.2 and (3.5), we have

Φ(v, v′, k) = (v − v′)Φ1(v, v
′, k),

and

(4.23)
Φ1(v, v

′, k) = 1 +

∫ v

v′

k2θ̃(z′)(u−1)′(z′)
(z′ − v′)2

∫ z′

v′

(z′′ − v′)2

θ̃(z′′)
(u−1)′(z′′)Φ1(z

′′, v′, k)dz′′dz′

def
= 1 + k2(T0 ◦ T2,2)[Φ1],

where θ̃(v) = (θ ◦ u−1)(v), and for j1 ≤ j2 + 1, j2 = 0, 1, 2, ...

T0[f ](v, v
′, k) =

∫ v

v′
f(v1, v

′, k)dv1

Tj1,j2 [Φ1](z
′, v′, k) =

θ̃(z′)(u−1)′(z′)
(z′ − v′)2

∫ z′

v′

(z′′ − v′)2

θ̃(z′′)
(u−1)′(z′′)Φ1(z

′′, v′, k)dz′′.

For any k 6= 0, let M ≥ 1 be a large constant, then we define the following weighted Gevrey spaces:

GM |k|,s
ph,cosh([a, b]

2)
def
= {f ∈ C∞([a, b]2) : ‖f‖GM|k|,s

ph,cosh([a,b]
2)
<∞},(4.24)

with

(4.25) ‖f‖GM|k|,s
ph,cosh([a,b]

2)

def
= sup

(v,v′)∈[a,b]2,m≥m1≥0

|∂m−m1
v (∂v′ + ∂v)

m1f(v, v′)|
Γs(m)Mm|k|m coshM |k|(v − v′)

,

where Γs(m) = (m!)
1
s (m+ 1)−2.

Lemma 4.6. It holds that

sup
(v,v′)∈[a,b]2, m≥m1≥0

|∂m−m1
v ∂m1

v′ f(v, v
′)|

Γs(m)2m1Mm|k|m coshM |k|(v − v′)
≤ ‖f‖GM|k|,s

ph,cosh([a,b]
2)
.

Proof. We have

sup
(v,v′)∈[a,b]2,m≥m1≥0

|∂m−m1
v ∂m1

v′ f(v, v
′)|

Γs(m)2m1Mm|k|m coshM |k|(v − v′)

≤ sup
m1≥0

2−m1

m1∑

m2=0

m1!

m2!(m1 −m2)!
sup

(v,v′)∈[a,b]2,m≥m2≥0

|∂m−m2
v (∂v′ + ∂v)

m2f(v, v′)|
Γs(m)Mm|k|m coshM |k|(v − v′)
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≤ sup
m1≥0

2−m1

m1∑

m2=0

m1!

m2!(m1 −m2)!
‖f‖GM|k|,s

ph,cosh([a,b]
2)

≤ ‖f‖GM|k|,s
ph,cosh([a,b]

2)
.

Thus we proved the remark. �

Remark 4.7. It holds that

‖fg‖GM|k|,s
ph,cosh([a,b]

2)
≤ C‖f‖GM|k|,s

ph,cosh([a,b]
2)
‖g‖GM|k|,s

ph,1 ([a,b]2)
.

where the norm ‖ · ‖GM|k|,s
ph,1 ([a,b]2)

is defined in (A.7).

Proposition 4.8. Suppose (u−1)′′, θ̃ ∈ GKu,s0
ph,1 ([u(0), u(1)]), then there exists M0 = M0(Ku) ≥ 1,

such that for any M ≥M0, it holds that

‖T0 ◦ T2,2‖GM|k|,s0
ph,cosh ([u(0),u(1)]2)→GM|k|,s0

ph,cosh ([u(0),u(1)]2)
≤ C

M2k2
.

Proof. In this proof, we use the following notations for convenience. Let L1(v) = θ̃(v)(u−1)′(v) and

L2(v) =
(u−1)′(v)

θ̃(v)
, then

‖L1‖GM|k|,s
ph,1 ([u(0),u(1)]2)

+ ‖L2‖GM|k|,s
ph,1 ([u(0),u(1)]2)

≤ C.

It is easy to check that

(∂v + ∂v′)
mT0 ◦ T2,2f

=
∑

k1+k2≤m

m!

(m− k1 − k2)!k1!k2!

×
∫ v

v′

L
(k1+1)
1 (u1)

(u1 − v′)2

∫ u1

v′
(u2 − v′)2L(k2+1)

2 (u2)(∂u2 + ∂v′)
m−k1−k2f(k, u2, v

′)du2du1,

which gives us that∣∣∣∣
(∂v + ∂v′)

mT0 ◦ T2,2f

Γs0(m)Mm|k|m coshM |k|(v − v′)

∣∣∣∣

≤
∑

k1+k2≤m

m!

(m− k1 − k2)!k1!k2!
Γs0(m− k1 − k2)Γs0(k1)Γs0(k2)

×
∫ v

v′

1

(u1 − v′)2

∫ u1

v′
(u2 − v′)2 coshM |k|(u2 − v′)du2du1

× sup
0≤m1≤m

∣∣∣∣
(∂v + ∂v′)

m1f

Γs0(m1)Mm1 |k|m1 coshM |k|(v − v′)

∣∣∣∣ ‖L1‖GM|k|,s0
ph,1 ([u(0),u(1)])

‖L2‖GM|k|,s0
ph,1 ([u(0),u(1)])

≤ C

M2k2
sup

0≤m1≤m

∣∣∣∣
(∂v + ∂v′)

m1f

Γs0(m1)Mm1 |k|m1 coshM |k|(v − v′)

∣∣∣∣ ,

which implies

sup
m≥0

∣∣∣∣
(∂v + ∂v′)

mT0 ◦T2,2f

Γs0(m)Mm|k|m coshM |k|(v − v′)

∣∣∣∣ ≤
C

M2k2
sup
m≥0

∣∣∣∣
(∂v + ∂v′)

mf

Γs0(m)Mm|k|m coshM |k|(v − v′)

∣∣∣∣ .

We also have

∂vT0 ◦ T2,2f(v, v
′) = T2,2f(v, v

′)

∂2vT0 ◦ T2,2f(v, v
′) = (v − v′)L′

1(v)T3,2f − 2T3,2f + L1(v)L2(v)f(v, v
′)
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Claim: It holds for any s ∈ (0, 1) and j ≥ 0 that

(4.26)

sup
m1,m≥0

∥∥∥∥∥∥

∂m1
v (∂v + ∂v′)

m−m1

(
1

(v−v′)j+1

∫ v
v′(u

′ − v′)jf(u′, v′)du′
)

Γs(m)Mm|k|m coshM |k|(v − v′)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L∞([u(0),u(1)]2)

≤ C sup
m1,m≥0

∥∥∥∥
(∂v′ + ∂v)

m−m1∂m1
v f(v, v′)

Γs(m)Mm|k|m coshM |k|(v − v′)

∥∥∥∥
L∞([u(0),u(1)]2)

.

Let us admit the claim and finish the proof of the proposition first. Indeed, it is easy to check that

2∑

m=0

m∑

m1=0

∥∥∥∥∥
∂m1
v ∂m−m1

v′ T0 ◦ T2,2f

(M |k|)m coshM |k|(v − v′)

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞([u(0),u(1)]2)

≤ C

M2k2

2∑

m=0

∥∥∥∥
∂mv′ f

coshM |k|(v − v′)

∥∥∥∥
L∞([u(0),u(1)]2)

.

For m1 ≥ 2, by using the claim, we have that∥∥∥∥
(∂v′ + ∂v)

m−m1∂m1
v T0 ◦ T2,2f

Γs0(m)(M |k|)m coshM |k|(v − v′)

∥∥∥∥
L∞([u(0),u(1)]2)

≤

∥∥∥∥∥∥

(∂v′ + ∂v)
m−m1∂m1−2

v

(
(v − v′)L′

1(v)T3,2f
)

Γs0(m)(M |k|)m coshM |k|(v − v′)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L∞([u(0),u(1)]2)

+ 2

∥∥∥∥
(∂v′ + ∂v)

m−m1∂m1−2
v T3,2f

Γs0(m)(M |k|)m coshM |k|(v − v′)

∥∥∥∥
L∞([u(0),u(1)]2)

+

∥∥∥∥
(∂v′ + ∂v)

m−m1∂m1−2
v L1(v)L2(v)f(v, v

′))
Γs0(m)(M |k|)m coshM |k|(v − v′)

∥∥∥∥
L∞([u(0),u(1)]2)

≤ C

M2k2
sup

m2≤m1−2,m3≤m−m1

∥∥∥∥
(∂v′ + ∂v)

m3∂m2
v f(v, v′)

Γs0(m2 +m3)(M |k|)m2+m3 coshM |k|(v − v′)

∥∥∥∥
L∞([u(0),u(1)]2)

.

Finally, let us prove the claim. Indeed we have

∂m1
v (∂v + ∂v′)

m−m1

(
1

(v − v′)j+1

∫ u

v′
(u′ − v′)jf(u′, v′)du′

)

= ∂m1
v (∂v + ∂v′)

m−m1

(∫ 1

0
tjf(v′ + (v − v′)t, v′)dt

)

=

∫ 1

0
tjtm1

(
∂m1
v (∂v + ∂v′)

m−m1f
)
(v′ + (v − v′)t, v′)dt,

which gives that
∥∥∥∥∥∥

∂m1
v (∂v + ∂v′)

m−m1

(
1

(v−v′)j+1

∫ u
v′(u

′ − v′)jf(u′, v′)du′
)

coshM |k|(v − v′)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L∞[u(0),u(1)]2

≤
∫ 1
0 t

jtm1 cosh tM |k|(v − v′)dt

coshM |k|(v − v′)

∥∥∥∥
∂m1
v (∂v + ∂v′)

m−m1f

coshM |k|(v − v′)

∥∥∥∥
L∞[u(0),u(1)]2

≤ C

∥∥∥∥
∂m1
v (∂v + ∂v′)

m−m1f

coshM |k|(v − v′)

∥∥∥∥
L∞[u(0),u(1)]2

.

Thus we proved the proposition. �

By (4.23), Proposition 4.8 and Lemma 4.6, we have the following corollary:
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Corollary 4.9. Suppose that u, θ are the same as in Proposition 4.8 and Φ1 satisfies (4.23), then
there exist M0 and C(k) > 0 such that for any |k| 6= 0, for all integers m ≥ m1 ≥ 0 and M ≥M0,

∣∣∂m1
v ∂m−m1

v′ Φ1(v, v
′, k)

∣∣ ≤ C(k)Γs0(m)(2M)m|k|m.

Moreover there exists C ≥ 1 such that
∣∣∣∣∂m1
v ∂m−m1

v′

(Φ1(v, v
′, k)− 1

(v − v′)2

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(k)Γs0(m)(CM)m|k|m.

Proof. The second inequality follows directly from the first inequality and the fact that Φ1(v, v
′, k)

∣∣
v=v′

=

1 and ∂v′Φ1(v, v
′, k)

∣∣
v=v′

= ∂vΦ1(v, v
′, k) = 0

∣∣
v=v′

. So we only need to prove the first inequality.
By taking M0 large enough, it follows from (4.23) and Proposition 4.8 that

‖Φ1‖GM|k|,s0
ph,cosh ([u(0),u(1)]2)

≤ ‖k2T0 ◦ T2,2Φ1‖GM|k|,s0
ph,cosh ([u(0),u(1)]2)

+ C

≤ C

M2
‖Φ1‖GM|k|,s0

ph,cosh ([u(0),u(1)]2)
+ C,

which gives us that

‖Φ1‖GM|k|,s0
ph,cosh ([u(0),u(1)]2)

≤ C.

Then the corollary follows from Lemma 4.6. �

4.3. Gevrey regularity of the coefficients and Fourier kernels. In order to estimate the
Fourier kernels of Du,k, D

−1
u,k, and D1

u,k, we need write the kernel E(v, v′, k) in a good form. Recall

that in (y, y′) coordinates we have

e(y, y′, k) =





φ(y, y′, k)
∫ y

0

θ(z)

φ(z, y′, k)2
dz 0 ≤ y < y′,

φ(y, y′, k)
∫ y

1

θ(z)

φ(z, y′, k)2
dz y′ < y ≤ 1.

A direct calculation gives us that for j = 0, 1

φ(y, y′, k)
∫ y

j

θ(w)

φ(y,w, k)2
dw

= φ(y, y′, k)
∫ y

j

θ(w)

(u(w) − u(y′))2

( 1

φ1(w, y′, k)2
− 1
)
dy′

+ φ(y, y′, k)
∫ y

j

θ(w)

(u(w) − u(y′))2
dw

= φ(y, y′, k)
∫ y

j

θ(z)

(u(w) − u(y′))2

( 1

φ1(w, y′, k)2
− 1
)
dw

+ φ(y, y′, k)
∫ u(y)

u(j)

(
θ̃(u−1)′

)
(u1)−

(
θ̃(u−1)′

)
(u(y′))−

(
θ̃(u−1)′

)′
(u(y′))(u1 − u(y′))

(u1 − u(y′))2
du1

−
(
θ̃(u−1)′

)
(u(y′))

φ(y, y′, k)
u(w) − u(y′)

∣∣∣∣
w=y

w=j

+ φ(y, y′, k)
(
θ̃(u−1)′

)′
(u(y′)) ln |u(w) − u(y′)|

∣∣∣∣
w=y

w=j

.
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Thus we obtain

(4.27)
φ(y, y′, k)

∫ y

j

θ(w)

φ(y,w, k)2
dw

= −
(
θ̃(u−1)′

)
(u(y′)) + φ(y, y′, k)

(
θ̃(u−1)′

)′
(u(y′)) ln |u(y)− u(y′)|+ φrej (y, y′, k),

where φrej is the regular part

φrej (y, y′, k)

= φ(y, y′, k)
∫ y

j

θ(w)

(u(w) − u(y′))2

( 1

φ1(w, y′, k)2
− 1
)
dw

+ φ(y, y′, k)
∫ u(y)

u(j)

(
θ̃(u−1)′

)
(u1)−

(
θ̃(u−1)′

)
(u(y′))−

(
θ̃(u−1)′

)′
(u(y′))(u1 − u(y′))

(u1 − u(y′))2
du1

+
(
θ̃(u−1)′

)
(u(y′))(1 − φ1(y, y

′, k)) +
(
θ̃(u−1)′

)
(u(y′))

u(y)− u(y′)
u(j) − u(y′)

φ1(y, y
′, k)

− φ(y, y′, k)
(
θ̃(u−1)′

)′
(u(y′)) ln |u(j) − u(y′)|.

Note that the integral φ(y, y′, k)
∫ y
j

θ(w)
φ(w,y′,k)2 dw is well defined for y < y′ if j = 0 and for y > y′ if

j = 1. However, the right-hand side of (4.27) can be defined for y 6= y′.
Therefore, we have

(4.28)
e(y, y′, k) =−

(
θ̃(u−1)′

)
(u(y′)) + φ(y, y′, k)

(
θ̃(u−1)′

)′
(u(y′)) ln |u(y)− u(y′)|

+ φre0 (y, y′, k)(1R−(y − y′)) + φre1 (y, y′, k)(1R+(y − y′))

and thus

(4.29)
E(v, v′, k) =−

(
θ̃(u−1)′

)
(v′) + Φ(v, v′, k)

(
θ̃(u−1)′

)′
(v′) ln |v − v′|

+Φre0 (v, v′, k)(1R−(v − v′)) + Φre1 (v, v′, k)(1R+(v − v′))

where for j = 0, 1, Φrej (v, v′, k) satisfies Φrej (u(y), u(y′), k) = φrej (y, y′, k), namely,

Φrej (v, v′, k)

= Φ(v, v′, k)
∫ v

u(j)

θ̃(w)u−1(w)

(w − v′)2

( 1

Φ1(w, v′, k)2
− 1
)
dw

+Φ(v, v′, k)
∫ v

u(j)

(
θ̃(u−1)′

)
(u1)−

(
θ̃(u−1)′

)
(v′)−

(
θ̃(u−1)′

)′
(v′)(u1 − v′)

(u1 − v′)2
du1

+
(
θ̃(u−1)′

)
(v′)(1− Φ1(v, v

′, k)) +
(
θ̃(u−1)′

)
(v′)

v − v′

u(j) − v′
Φ1(v, v

′, k)

− Φ(v, v′, k)
(
θ̃(u−1)′

)′
(v′) ln |u(j) − v′|.
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We define

(4.30)

Φrej,1(v, v
′, k) =

Φrej (v, v′, k)

v − v′

= Φ1(v, v
′, k)

∫ v

u(j)

θ̃(w)u−1(w)

(w − v′)2

( 1

Φ1(w, v′, k)2
− 1
)
dw

+Φ1(v, v
′, k)

∫ v

u(j)

(
θ̃(u−1)′

)
(u1)−

(
θ̃(u−1)′

)
(v′)−

(
θ̃(u−1)′

)′
(v′)(u1 − v′)

(u1 − v′)2
du1

+
(
θ̃(u−1)′

)
(v′)

(1 − Φ1(v, v
′, k))

v − v′
+
(
θ̃(u−1)′

)
(v′)

1

u(j) − v′
Φ1(v, v

′, k)

− Φ1(v, v
′, k)

(
θ̃(u−1)′

)′
(v′) ln |u(j) − v′|.

We have the following proposition:

Proposition 4.10. It holds that

|∂m1
v ∂m−m1

v′ B1(v, k)| + |∂m1
v ∂m−m1

v′ B2(v, k)| ≤ C(k)Γs(m)(M)m.

Recall that χ̃2 = χ2 ◦u−1 is a smooth function with compact support such that suppχ2 ⊂ [κ02 , 1− κ0
2 ]

and satisfies (1.10).

|∂m1
v ∂m−m1

v′ χ̃2(v)χ̃2(v
′)Φrej (v, v′k)| ≤ C(k)Γs(m)(M)m, for j = 0, 1,

and

|∂m1
v ∂m−m1

v′ χ̃2(v)χ̃2(v
′)Φrej,1(v, v

′k)| ≤ C(k)Γs(m)(M)m, for j = 0, 1.

Proof. First, we write the numerator J1(y
′, k) of b1(y′, k) in v′ coordinate

J1(v
′, k)

def
= −(u(1) − v′)

θ(0)

u′(0)
− (v′ − u(0))

θ(1)

u′(1)

+ ρ̃(v′)
∫ 1

0

θ̃(w)(u−1)′(w)
(w − v′)2

( 1

Φ1(w, v′, k)2
− 1
)
dw

− ρ̃(v′)H
[(
(θ ◦ u−1)(u−1)′

)′
χ[u(0),u(1)]

]
(v′)

where ρ̃(v′) = (v′ − u(0))(u(1) − v′). Notice that
(
(θ ◦ u−1)(u−1)′

)′
has compact support. Thus by

Remark A.2, we have
∣∣Fv→ξ[(θ ◦ u−1)(u−1)′](ξ)

∣∣ ≤ Ce−λu,θ〈ξ〉
s

which implies ∣∣∣Fv′→ξ

[
H
[(
(θ ◦ u−1)(u−1)′

)′
χ[u(0),u(1)]

]
(v′)
]∣∣∣ ≤ Ce−λu,θ〈ξ〉

s

.

Thus by Lemma A.1, we have∣∣∣∂mv′
[
H
[(
(θ ◦ u−1)(u−1)′

)′
χ[u(0),u(1)]

]
(v′)
∣∣∣ ≤ CΓs(m)(M)m.

The estimates of B1, B2 follow directly from (3.9), Corollary 4.9, Lemma 3.5, and (A.9).
Now we prove the regularity of Φrej and Φrej,1. Notice that with the cut-off function, the ‘bad’

terms χ̃2(v)χ̃2(v
′)
(
θ̃(u−1)′

)
(v′) v−v′

u(j)−v′Φ1(v, v
′, k) is regular. For the term that contains logarithmic

function Φ(v, v′, k)
(
θ̃(u−1)′

)′
(v′) ln |u(j) − v′|, we notice that

(
θ̃(u−1)′

)′
(v′) has compact support.

Thus by using (3.9), Corollary 4.9, Lemma 3.5, and (A.9), we prove the proposition. �
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Although the wave operator is nonlocal both in physical space and frequency space, the next
proposition shows that the wave operator does not move frequencies a lot. Now we introduce the
Fourier kernels and the estimates.

Proposition 4.11. Recall that χ̃2 = χ2 ◦ u−1 is a smooth function with compact support such that
suppχ2 ⊂ [κ02 , 1 − κ0

2 ] and satisfies (1.10). Then for any 0 < |k| ≤ kM , there exist D(t, k, ξ1, ξ2),

D1(t, k, ξ1, ξ2) and D−1(t, k, ξ1, ξ2) such that

F2

(
Du,k

(
χ̃2F1f(t, k, ·)

))
(t, k, ξ1) =

∫
D(t, k, ξ1, ξ2)f̂k(t, ξ2)dξ2,

and

F2

(
χ̃2D

1
u,k

(
χ̃2F1f(t, k, ·)

))
(t, k, ξ1) =

∫
D1(t, k, ξ1, ξ2)f̂k(t, ξ2)dξ2,

and

F2

(
D−1
u,k

(
χ̃2F1f(t, k, ·)

))
(t, k, ξ1) =

∫
D−1(t, k, ξ1, ξ2)f̂k(t, ξ2)dξ2.

Moreover, there exists λD = λD(λ0, κ0, s0, s1, kM ) independent of t such that

|D(t, k, ξ1, ξ2)|+
∣∣D1(t, k, ξ1, ξ2)

∣∣+
∣∣D−1(t, k, ξ1, ξ2)

∣∣ . e−λD |ξ1−ξ2|s0 .(4.31)

Proof. Note that by (4.14), (4.15) and (4.16), the wave operator Du,k is similar to the operator D1
u,k

and the inverse wave operator D−1
u,k in structure. We only present the proof for the wave operator

Du,k. The estimates of D1
u,k and D−1

u,k are similar and we omit them.
We divide the nonlocal part of the wave operator into four different types of integral operators

whose kernels have different singularities:

Du,k

(
F1f̃(t, k, ·)

)
(t, k, v′) = B1(v, k)F1f̃(t, k, v) +

4∑

j=1

Πj(f̃),(4.32)

where

Π1(f̃) = ϕ̃1(v
′)B2(v

′, k)
∫ u(1)

u(0)
F1f̃(u1)e

−i(u1−v′)tk(u−1)′(u1)Φ
re
1,1(u1, v

′, k)du1,

Π2(f̃) = ϕ̃1(v
′)B2(v

′, k)
∫ u(1)

u(0)
F1f̃(u1)e

−i(u1−v′)tk(u−1)′(u1)Φ
re
0,1(u1, v

′, k)(1R−(u1 − v′))du1

− ϕ̃1(v
′)B2(v

′, k)
∫ u(1)

u(0)
F1f̃(u1)e

−i(u1−v′)tk(u−1)′(u1)Φ
re
1,1(u1, v

′, k)1R−(u1 − v′)du1,

Π3(f̃) = ϕ̃1(v
′)B2(v

′, k)
∫ u(1)

u(0)
F1f̃(u1)e

−i(u1−v′)tk(u−1)′(u1)

×
(
θ̃(u−1)′

)′
(v′)Φ1(u1, v

′, k) ln |u1 − v′|du1,

Π4(f̃) = −
(
θ̃(u−1)′

)
(v′)ϕ̃1(v

′)B2(v
′, k)

∫ u(1)

u(0)

F1f̃(u1)e
−i(u1−v′)tk

u1 − v′
(u−1)′(u1)du1.

By Lemma B.1, we get that there exists D(t, k, ξ1, ξ2) such that

F2

(
Du,k

(
χ̃2F1f(t, k, ·)

))
(t, k, ξ1) =

∫
D(t, k, ξ1, ξ2)f̂k(t, ξ2)dξ2.
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The behavior of D(t, k, ξ1, ξ2) depends only on the regularity of D1, D2 and E. Therefore by Lemma
B.1, Remark A.2, Corollary 4.9, Proposition 4.10, and Lemma B.2, we obtain Proposition 4.11. �

4.4. Commutator. In this section, let us study the difference between D1
u,k and Du,k and prove

the following proposition.

Proposition 4.12. There exists Dcom(t, k, ξ, ξ1) such that

F2

(
χ̃2Du,k(χ̃2F1f)− χ̃2D

1
u,k(χ̃2F1f)

)
(ξ) =

∫
Dcom(t, k, ξ, ξ1)f̂k(t, ξ1)dξ1.

Moreover, there exists λD = λD(λ0, θ0, s0, s1, kM ) independent of t such that

∣∣Dcom(t, k, ξ, ξ1)
∣∣ . min

(
e−λD |ξ−ξ1|s0

1 + |ξ − kt|2 ,
e−λD |ξ−ξ1|s0

1 + |ξ1 − kt|2

)
.

Proof. We have by (4.29) that

χ̃2Du,k(F1f)− χ̃2D
1
u,k(F1f)

= χ̃2B2(v, k)

∫ u(1)

u(0)
E(k, v1, v)

F1f(v1)e
−i(v1−v)tk

v1 − v

[
ϕ̃1(v)(u

−1)′(v1)− ϕ̃1(v1)(u
−1)′(v)

]
dv1

= −χ̃2B2(k, v)

∫ u(1)

u(0)

(
θ̃(u−1)′

)
(v)

F1f(v1)e
−i(v1−v)tk

v1 − v

[
ϕ̃1(v)(u

−1)′(v1)− ϕ̃1(v1)(u
−1)′(v)

]
dv1

+ χ̃2B2(k, v)

∫ u(1)

u(0)
Φ1(v1, v, k)

(
θ̃(u−1)′

)′
(v) ln |v1 − v|F1f(v1)e

−i(v1−v)tk

×
[
ϕ̃1(v)(u

−1)′(v1)− ϕ̃1(v1)(u
−1)′(v)

]
dv1

+ χ̃2B2(v, k)

∫ u(1)

u(0)
Φre0,1(v1, v, k)(1R− (v1 − v))F1f(v1)e

−i(v1−v)tk

×
[
ϕ̃1(v)(u

−1)′(v1)− ϕ̃1(v1)(u
−1)′(v)

]
dv1

+ χ̃2B2(v, k)

∫ u(1)

u(0)
Φre1,1(v1, v, k)(1R+(v1 − v))F1f(v1)e

−i(v1−v)tk

×
[
ϕ̃1(v)(u

−1)′(v1)− ϕ̃1(v1)(u
−1)′(v)

]
dv1.

Let Dcom(t, k, ξ, ξ1) be the Fourier kernel of the operator χ̃2Du,k(χ̃2F1f)− χ̃2D
1
u,k(χ̃2F1f), which

means that

F2

(
χ̃2Du,k(χ̃2F1f)− χ̃2D

1
u,k(χ̃2F1f)

)
(ξ) =

∫
Dcom(t, k, ξ, ξ1)f̂k(t, ξ1)dξ1.

Then by the same argument as in the proof of Proposition 4.11, we get that there exists λD such
that ∣∣Dcom(t, k, ξ, ξ1)

∣∣ . e−λD |ξ−ξ1|s0 .

Let us also study the derivate (∂v − itk) acting on χ̃2Du,k(F1f)− χ̃2D
1
u,k(F1f):

(∂v − itk)
(
χ̃2Du,k(F1f)− χ̃2D

1
u,k(F1f)

)

= χ̃2B2(v, k)

∫ u(1)

u(0)
Φ1(v1, v, k)

(
θ̃(u−1)′

)′
(v) ln |v1 − v|F1f(v1)e

−i(v1−v)tk
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× ∂v

[
ϕ̃1(v)(u

−1)′(v1)− ϕ̃1(v1)(u
−1)′(v)

]
dv1

+ χ̃2B2(v, k)

∫ u(1)

u(0)
Φre0,1(v1, v, k)(1R−(v1 − v))F1f(v1)e

−i(v1−v)tk

× ∂v

[
ϕ̃1(v)(u

−1)′(v1)− ϕ̃1(v1)(u
−1)′(v)

]
dv1

+ χ̃2B2(v, k)

∫ u(1)

u(0)
Φre1,1(v1, v, k)(1R+(v1 − v))F1f(v1)e

−i(v1−v)tk

× ∂v

[
ϕ̃1(v)(u

−1)′(v1)− ϕ̃1(v1)(u
−1)′(v)

]
dv1

+ good terms.

Here note that the derivative ∂v acting on ln |v1 − v| gives a good term:

ϕ̃1(v)(u
−1)′(v1)− ϕ̃1(v1)(u

−1)′(v)
v1 − v

∈ GKu,s
ph,1 ([u(0), u(1)]

2),

for some Ku > 0.
Therefore, there exists Dcom,1(t, k, ξ, ξ1) such that

(iξ − ikt)F2

(
χ̃2Du,k(χ̃2F1f)− χ̃2D

1
u,k(χ̃2F1f)

)
(ξ) =

∫
Dcom,1(t, k, ξ, ξ1)f̂k(t, ξ1)dξ1.

Moreover, Lemma B.2 gives us that there exists λ′D such that

|Dcom,1(t, k, ξ, ξ1)| . e−λ
′
D |ξ−ξ1|s0 ,

which together with the fact that

i(ξ − kt)Dcom(t, k, ξ, ξ1) = Dcom,1(t, k, ξ, ξ1),

gives us that

∣∣Dcom(t, k, ξ, ξ1)
∣∣ . e−λ

′
D |ξ−ξ1|s0

1 + |ξ − kt| .

We can repeat the above argument once more and get that

(∂v − itk)2
(
χ̃2Du,k(F1f)− χ̃2D

1
u,k(F1f)

)

= χ̃2B2(v, k)

∫ u(1)

u(0)
Φ1(v1, v, k)

(
θ̃(u−1)′

)′
(v)

F1f(v1)

v1 − v
e−i(v1−v)tk

×
[
ϕ̃1

′(v)(u−1)′(v1)− ϕ̃1(v1)(u
−1)′′(v)

]
dv1

+ χ̃2B2(v, k)Φ
re
0,1(v, v, k)F1f(v)

[
ϕ̃1

′(v)(u−1)′(v)− ϕ̃1(v)(u
−1)′′(v)

]

+ χ̃2B2(v, k)Φ
re
1,1(v, v, k)F1f(v)

[
ϕ̃1

′(v)(u−1)′(v)− ϕ̃1(v)(u
−1)′′(v)

]

+ good terms.

Therefore, there exists Dcom,2(t, k, ξ, ξ1) such that

(iξ − ikt)2F2

(
χ̃2Du,k(χ̃2F1f)− χ̃2D

1
u,k(χ̃2F1f)

)
(ξ) =

∫
Dcom,2(t, k, ξ, ξ1)f̂k(t, ξ1)dξ1.

Moreover, there exists λ′D such that

|Dcom,2(t, k, ξ, ξ1)| . e−λ
′
D |ξ−ξ1|s0 ,
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which together with the fact that

−(ξ − kt)2Dcom(t, k, ξ, ξ1) = Dcom,2(t, k, ξ, ξ1),

gives us that

∣∣Dcom(t, k, ξ, ξ1)
∣∣ . e−λ

′
D |ξ−ξ1|s0

1 + |ξ − kt|2 .

By using the fact that

1 + |ξ1 − kt|2
1 + |ξ − kt|2 .

1 + |ξ − kt|2 + |ξ − ξ1|2
1 + |ξ − kt|2 . 〈ξ − ξ1〉2,

we obtain Proposition 4.12 for some λD < λ′D. �

5. The good system

Now we apply the wave operator on Ω in (2.15). Let us first introduce the new good unknown

(5.1)

f(t, z, v)
def
= P0(Ω)(t, v) + P|k|≥kMΩ(t, z, v)

+
∑

0<|k|<kM

Du,k(F1Ω(t, k, ·))(t, k, v)eizk ,

where

P|k|≥kMΩ(t, z, v) =
∑

|k|≥kM

F1Ω(t, k, v)e
ikz .

Let us give the following remark and determine kM .

Remark 5.1 (Determination of kM ). To make the choice of kM more precise, let us first introduce
three constants:

(1) The constant Cell ≥ 1 only depends on the background flow. It is the constant appearing in
the linear elliptic estimate.

(2) The constant Cϕ′′
1
= 1 + ‖ϕ̃1‖Gs,σ+2 only depends on the Gevrey norm of ϕ̃1.

(3) The constant C0 ≥ 1 is a universal constant that depends on s and σ.

We choose kM such that

(5.2) kM ≥ 100C0Cu′′Cell.

Since Cu′′ and Cell only depend on the background flow, the constant kM is fixed once the background
flow is given.

By Remark 4.5, f has the same compact support as Ω.
Let us now deduce the equation of the new good unknown f . An easy calculation shows that

∂tf = ∂tP0(Ω) + ∂tPk≥kMΩ

+ ∂t
∑

0<|k|<kM

Du,k(F1Ω(t, k, ·))(t, k, v)eizk

= −P0 (U · ∇z,vΩ)− P0 (NΩ[Ψ])− P0 (Na[Π]) + ϕ1∂zPk≥kMΨ

− Pk≥kM

(
U · ∇z,vΩ

)
− Pk≥kM (NΩ[Ψ])− Pk≥kM (Na[Π])

+
∑

0<|k|<kM

[∂t,Du,k] (F1Ω(t, k, ·)) (t, k, v)eizk
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+
∑

0<|k|<kM

Du,k

(
F1

(
ϕ1∂z

(
Ψ
)))

(t, k, v)eizk

−
∑

0<|k|<kM

Du,k

(
F1

(
U · ∇z,vΩ

))
(t, k, v)eizk

−
∑

0<|k|<kM

Du,k

(
F1

(
NΩ[Ψ]

))
(t, k, v)eizk −

∑

0<|k|<kM

Du,k

(
F1

(
Na[Π]

))
(t, k, v)eizk .

By the fact that,

Du,k

(
F1

(
ϕ1∂zΨ

))
(t, k, v)

= Du,k

(
F1

(
ϕ̃1∂z

((
∆̃l
t

)−1
Ω
)))

(t, k, v) +Du,k

(
F1

(
ϕ1∂zΨ− ϕ̃1∂z

((
∆̃l
t

)−1
Ω
)))

(t, k, v)

= Du,k

(
F1

(
ϕ̃1∂z

((
∆̃l
t

)−1
Ω
)))

(t, k, v) +Du,k

(
F1

(
ϕδ1∂zΨ− ϕ̃1∂z

((
∆̃l
t

)−1
Ω−Ψ

)))
(t, k, v)

= −ikvDu,k (F1Ω(t, k, ·)) (t, k, v) +Du,k (ikF1vΩ(t, k, ·)) (t, k, v)
+Du,k

(
F1

(
ϕδ∂zΨ− ϕ̃1∂z

((
∆̃l
t

)−1
Ω−Ψ

)))
(t, k, v),

we obtain by (4.19) that

∂tf = −P0 (U · ∇z,vΩ)− P0 (NΩ[Ψ])− P0 (Na[Π]) + ϕ1∂zP|k|≥kMΨ(5.3)

− P|k|≥kM

(
U · ∇z,vΩ

)
− Pk≥kM (NΩ[Ψ])− Pk≥kM (Na[Π])

+
∑

0<|k|<kM

Du,k

(
F1

(
ϕδ1∂zΨ− ϕ̃1∂z

((
∆̃l
t

)−1
Ω−Ψ

)))
(t, k, v)eizk

−
∑

0<|k|<kM

Du,k

(
F1

(
U · ∇z,vΩ

))
(t, k, v)eizk

−
∑

0<|k|<kM

Du,k

(
F1

(
NΩ[Ψ]

))
(t, k, v)eizk

−
∑

0<|k|<kM

Du,k

(
F1

(
Na[Π]

))
(t, k, v)eizk .

Here we recall the notations used in the previous calculations

ϕδ1(t, v) = ϕ1(t, v)− ϕ̃1(v)

∆̃l
t = ϕ̃4∂zz + ũ′(∂v − t∂z)

(
ϕ̃4ũ′(∂v − t∂z)

)
.

We also have

∂tv(t, y) = −χ1(y)

t2

∫ t

0
P0(U

x)(t′, y)dt′ +
χ1(y)

t
P0(U

x)(t, y),

and

∂ttv(t, y) = ∂t
(
∂tv(t, v(t, y))

)
= ∂t

(
∂tv
)
(t, v(t, y)) + ∂tv(t, y)∂v

(
∂tv
)
(t, v(t, y))

which gives that

∂ttv(t, y) =
2χ1(y)

t3

∫ t

0
P0(U

x)(t′, y)dt′ − 2χ1(y)

t2
P0(U

x)(t, y) +
χ1(y)

t
P0(∂tU

x)(t, y)
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= −2

t
∂tv(t, y) +

χ1(y)

t
P0(∂tU

x)(t, y).

By using the fact that

∂tU
x + u(y)∂xU

x + u′(y)Uy + θ(y)∂xP + d∂xP + Ux∂xU
x + Uy∂yU

x = 0,

we obtain that

(5.4)
∂t(∂tv) + ∂tv∂v(∂tv) +

2

t
(∂tv) =−

χ1

t
∂yvP0

(
∇⊥
z,vP6=(Ψ) · ∇z,vU

x
)

−
χ1

t
P0

(
P6=(a)∂zP6=(Πl +Πn)

)
,

where Ux(t, z(t, x, y), v(t, y)) = Ux(t, x, y).
We also have

∂yv(t, y) = u′(y)− 1

t

∫ t

0
P0(ω)(t

′, y)dt′,

then it holds that

∂t

(
t
(
∂yv(t, y)− u′(y)

))
= −P0(ω)(t, y).

Let h(t, v(t, y)) = ∂yv(t, y)− u′(y), then h(t, v) satisfies

(5.5) ∂th+ ∂tv∂vh =
1

t

(
− P0(ω)− h

) def
= h̄ = ∂yv∂v∂tv.

We then get

(5.6)

∂th̄ = − h̄
t
− 1

t
(∂tP0(ω) + ∂th)

= − 2̄h

t
− ∂tv∂vh̄+

∂yv

t

(
P0(∂zΨ∂vω − ∂vΨ∂zω)− P0(∂zΠl∂va− ∂vΠl∂za)

− P0(∂zΠn∂va− ∂vΠn∂za)
)
.

We now introduce the cut-off function Υ1(v),Υ2(v) ∈ GM(κ0),
s+1
2

ph,1 which satisfies

suppΥ1(v) ⊂ [u(κ0), u(1 − κ0)]

suppΥ2(v) ⊂
[
u(κ02 ), u(1 − κ0

2 )
]

and Υ(v) ≡ 1, for v ∈ [u(κ0), u(1 − κ0)].
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5.1. The working system. We then rewrite the system by considering the compact support.

(5.7a)





∂tf = −P0 (Υ2U · ∇z,vΩ)− P0 (NΩ[Υ2Ψ])

− P0 (Na[Υ2Πl])− P0 (Na[Υ2Πn])

− P|k|≥kM

(
Υ2U · ∇z,vΩ

)
+ ϕ1∂zP|k|≥kM (Υ2Ψ)− P|k|≥kM (NΩ[Υ2Ψ])

− P|k|≥kM (Na[Πl])− P|k|≥kM (Na[Πn])

+
∑

0<|k|<kM

Υ2Du,k

(
F1

(
ϕδ1∂z(Υ2Ψ)− ϕ̃1∂z

(
T̊ −1
1,D[Ω]−Υ2Ψ

)))
(t, k, v)eizk

−
∑

0<|k|<kM

Υ2Du,k

(
F1

(
U · ∇z,vΩ

))
(t, k, v)eizk

−
∑

0<|k|<kM

Υ2Du,k

(
F1

(
NΩ[Υ2Ψ]

))
(t, k, v)eizk −Υ2D(Na[Π])

∂ta = −θ′∂z(Υ2Ψ)−Υ2U · ∇z,va,

U = (0, ∂tv) + ∂yv∇⊥
v,zP6=(Υ2Ψ),

Ω = ϕ4∂zzΨ+ ∂yv(∂v − t∂z)
(
ϕ4∂yv(∂v − t∂z)Ψ

)
.

where the operator T̊ −1
1,D is defined in (8.4) and D(Na[Π]) = D(Na[Πl]) +D(Na[Πn]) with

(5.7b)

D(Na[Πl]) =
∑

0<|k|<kM

Du,k

(
F1

(
Υ2Na[Πl]

))
(t, k, v)eizk

D(Na[Πn]) =
∑

0<|k|<kM

Du,k

(
F1

(
Υ2Na[Πn]

))
(t, k, v)eizk.

with Na(Π) being defined in (2.17) and

(5.7c) Πl = Υ2Πl,1 +Υ1Πl,2, Πn = Υ2Πn,1 +Υ1Πn,2.

We can recover Ω from f .

Ω(t, z, v) = P0(f) +
∑

0<|k|<kM

D−1
u,k

[
F1f

]
(t, k, v)eizk + P|k|≥kM [f ](t, z, v).(5.7d)

The pressure terms Π are solved from the elliptic systems:

(5.7e)





∂z

(
(a+ θ)∂zΠl,1

)
+ ∂yv(∂v − t∂z)

(
(a+ θ)∂yv(∂v − t∂z)Πl,1

)

= ϕ6∂zz(Υ2Ψ) + ϕ7P6=(Υ2Ψ),

(∂v − t∂z)Πl,1(t, z, u(0)) = (∂v − t∂z)Πl,1(t, z, u(1)) = 0,

and

(5.7f)





∂z

(
(a+ θ)∂zΠl,2

)
+ ∂yv(∂v − t∂z)

(
(a+ θ)∂yv(∂v − t∂z)Πl,2

)

= ϕ8∂yv(∂v − t∂z)P6=(Υ2Ψ),

(∂v − t∂z)Πl,2(t, z, u(0)) = (∂v − t∂z)Πl,2(t, z, u(1)) = 0,



NONLINEAR INVISCID DAMPING 47

and

(5.7g)





∂z

(
(a+ θ)∂zΠn

)
+ ∂yv(∂v − t∂z)

(
(a+ θ)∂yv(∂v − t∂z)Πn

)

= −2χ2(∂yv(∂v − t∂z)∂z(Υ2Ψ))2 − 2∂zz(Υ2Ψ)
(
Ω− χ2∂zz(Υ2Ψ)

)
,

− 2χ′
2∂yv

[
(∂z(Υ2Ψ))(∂v − t∂z)∂z(Υ2Ψ) + (∂v − t∂z)(Υ2Ψ)∂zz(Υ2Ψ)

]

− 1

2
χ′′
2

[
(∂z(Υ2Ψ))2 + (∂yv)

2((∂v − t∂z)(Υ2Ψ))2
]
,

(∂v − t∂z)Πn(t, z, u(0)) = (∂v − t∂z)Πn(t, z, u(1)) = 0.

and

(5.7h)





∂z

(
(a+ θ)∂zΠn,2

)
+ ∂yv(∂v − t∂z)

(
(a+ θ)∂yv(∂v − t∂z)Πn,2

)

= −1

2
χ′′
2

[
2(∂yv)

2((∂v − t∂z)P6=(Υ2Ψ))∂vP0(Υ2Ψ) + (∂yv)
2(∂vP0(Υ2Ψ))2

]
,

(∂v − t∂z)Πn,2(t, z, u(0)) = (∂v − t∂z)Πn,2(t, z, u(1)) = 0.

We have that the zero mode of the pressure solves

(5.7i)
∂vP0(ΠΥ1) + (ϕ4Υ2)P0(a)∂vP0(ΠΥ1) + (ϕ4Υ2)P0

[
P6=(a)P6=(∂v − t∂z)P6=(ΠΥ1)

]

= (ϕ4Υ2)P0

(
∂z(ΨΥ2)∂z(∂v − t∂z)(ΨΥ2)− ∂zz(ΨΥ2)(∂v − t∂z)(ΨΥ2)

)
.

We also list the equations related to the change of coordinates.

(5.7j)
∂t(∂tv) + ∂tv∂v(∂tv) +

2

t
(∂tv) =−

χ1

t
∂yvP0

(
∇⊥
z,vP6=(Υ2Ψ) · ∇z,v(Υ2U

x)
)

−
χ1

t
P0

(
P6=(a)∂zP6=

(
(Υ2Πl,1) + (Υ2Πl,2) + (Υ2Πn)

))
,

where

Ux(t, z, v) = −∂yv(∂v − t∂z)(Υ2Ψ).

For j = 1, 2, ..., 11, we have

(5.7k) ∂tϕ
δ
j + ∂tv(t, v)∂vϕ

δ
j = −∂tv(t, v)∂vϕ̃j(v)

We also have that h = ∂yv − u′ solves

(5.7l) ∂th+ ∂tv∂vh = h̄.

where h̄ solves

(5.7m)

∂th̄ = −2h̄

t
− ∂tv∂vh̄

+
∂yv

t

(
P0(∂z(Υ2Ψ)∂vω − ∂v(Υ2Ψ)∂zω)− P0(∂z(Πl)∂va− ∂v(Πl)∂za)

− P0(∂z(Υ2Πn)∂va− ∂v(Υ2Πn)∂za)
)
.
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6. Energy functional and bootstrap proposition

We will use the same multiplier A(t,∇) introduced in [5].

Ak(t, η) = eλ(t)〈k,η〉
s 〈k, η〉σJk(t, η).

The index λ(t) is the bulk Gevrey-1s regularity and will be chosen to satisfy

λ(t) =
3

4
λ0 +

1

4
λ′, t ≤ 1

λ̇(t) = − δλ
〈t〉2q̃ (1 + λ(t)), t ∈ (1,∞)

where λ0, λ
′ are parameters that depend on the regularity of the background flow u(y), density θ(y)

and chosen by the proof, δλ ≈ λ0 − λ′ is a small parameter that ensures λ(t) ≥ λ0
2 + λ′

2 for t ≥ 0

and 1
2 < q̃ ≤ s

8 + 7
16 is a parameter chosen by the proof.

The main multiplier for dealing with the Orr mechanism and the associated nonlinear growth is

(6.1) Jk(t, η) =
eµ|η|

1
2

wk(t, η)
+ eµ|k|

1
2 ,

where

(6.2) wk(t, η) =





wk(tE(√η),η, η) t < tE(√η),η

wNR(t, η) t ∈ [tE(√η),η, 2η] \ Ik,η
wR(t, η) t ∈ Ik,η

1 t ≥ 2η.

Here (wR(t, η), wNR(t, η)) is defined in the following way:
Let wNR be a non-decreasing function of time with wNR(t, η) = 1 for t ≥ 2η. For definiteness,

we remark here that for |η| ≤ 1, wNR(t, η) = 1, which will be a consequence of the definition. For
k = 1, 2, 3, ...,E(

√
η), we define

(6.3)
wNR(t, η) =

(
k2

η

(
1 + bk,η

∣∣∣t− η

k

∣∣∣
))Cκ1

wNR(tk−1,η, η),

∀t ∈ IRk,η =
[η
k
, tk−1,η

]
,

and

(6.4)
wNR(t, η) =

(
1 + ak,η

∣∣∣t− η

k

∣∣∣
)−1−Cκ1

wNR

(η
k
, η
)
,

∀t ∈ ILk,η =
[
tk,η,

η

k

]
.

The constant bk,η is chosen to ensure that k2

η

(
1 + bk,η

∣∣∣tk−1,η − η
k

∣∣∣
)
= 1, hence for k ≥ 2

(6.5) bk,η =
2(k − 1)

k

(
1− k2

η

)

and b1,η = 1− 1
η and similarly,

(6.6) ak,η =
2(k + 1)

k

(
1− k2

η

)
.
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On each interval Ik,η, we define wR(t, η) by

wR(t, η) =
k2

η

(
1 + bk,η

∣∣∣t− η

k

∣∣∣
)
wNR(t, η), ∀t ∈ IRk,η =

[η
k
, tk−1,η

]
,(6.7)

wR(t, η) =
k2

η

(
1 + ak,η

∣∣∣t− η

k

∣∣∣
)
wNR(t, η), ∀t ∈ ILk,η =

[
tk,η,

η

k

]
.(6.8)

We also define JR(t, η) and AR(t, η) to assign resonant regularity at every critical time:

(6.9)
JR(t, η) =





eµ|η|
1
2w−1

R (tE(√η),η, η) t < tE(√η),η

eµ|η|
1
2w−1

R (t, η) t ∈ [tE(√η),η, 2η]

eµ|η|
1
2 t ≥ 2η,

AR(t, η) = eλ(t)〈η〉
s 〈η〉σJR(t, η).

One may refer to [5] and Appendix D for more basic properties of the multiplier A(t,∇).

We also introduce the Fourier multiplier A∗(t,∇) = F−1(A∗
k(t, η)f̂k(t, η)) from [11],

A∗
k(t, η) = Ak(t, η)Bk(t, η), Bk(t, η) =

(
1 +

k2 + |η|
〈t〉2

) 1
2
.

The weight is well-constructed to capture the important regularity difference between the vorticity
f and the density a.

Remark 6.1. It holds that

∂tA
∗
k(t, η)

A∗
k(t, η)

=
∂tAk(t, η)

Ak(t, η)
− t(k2 + |η|)

〈t〉4 + (k2 + |η|)〈t〉2 ≈ ∂tAk(t, η)

Ak(t, η)
.

Proof. The remark follows directly from the fact that

t(k2 + |η|)
〈t〉4 + (k2 + |η|)〈t〉2 .

〈k〉 1
2

〈t〉 3
2

+
〈η〉 1

2

〈t〉2 .
〈k, η〉s
〈t〉2q̄ .

�

Let us mention some ideas for choosing the multiplier B. It is used to solve the problem from
the nonlinear interactions between the pressure and the density, which can be formally written as
∂zΠ∂va and ∂vΠ∂za. On one hand, if the pressure is in higher frequencies, namely, ∂zΠhigh∂valow
and ∂vΠhigh∂zalow, both terms behavior as the Reaction terms ∂zΨhigh∂vΩlow and ∂vΨhigh∂zΩlow.
They can be controlled easily. We only need to control

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΠΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

by the CK terms. However, it is not enough to close the elliptic estimate for the pressure Π. Indeed,
unlike the elliptic equation of the stream function, the elliptic error terms in the pressure equations
are not just zero mode, see Sa[Π] and its estimates in Lemma 10.3. Notice that Π behaves better

than the stream function Ψ, which allows us to replace
〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1
A(t,∇) by a stronger weight M3,

see Propositions 7.8, 7.9, and 7.10, and section 9 and section 10 for more details. On the other
hand, when the density a is in higher frequencies, namely, ∂zΠlow∂vahigh and ∂vΠlow∂zahigh, we
have derivative loss. Note that in similar terms that involve the stream function and vorticity, we
use the commutator to gain a 1/2 derivative. Here we put half more derivative in the multiplier of
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a for short time, which allows us to control these terms. Then we should be careful in estimating
the linear term −θ′∂z(Υ2Ψ) in the equation of a, because the added weight B will act on Ψ, see
Proposition 7.14 and section 13 for more details. The other place where we take advantage of the
operator B is the estimate of elliptic error term Sa(Π), see the proof of Lemma 10.3 for more details.

Let us now remark here that by the nice Fourier kernel estimates, the operator A commutates
well with the wave operator. The following two remarks can be found in [28].

Remark 6.2. There exists C = C(kM ) ≥ 1 independent of t such that for any λ < λD,

C−1‖Ω‖Gs,λ,σ(T×[u(0),u(1)]) ≤ ‖f‖Gs,λ,σ(T×[u(0),u(1)]) ≤ C‖Ω‖Gs,λ,σ(T×[u(0),u(1)]),

and that there exists C = C(kM ) ≥ 1 independent of t such that for any λ(t) < λD,

C−1‖AΩ‖22 ≤ ‖Af‖22 ≤ C‖AΩ‖22.
Remark 6.3. Proposition 4.11 gives us that for λ0 and λ′ sufficiently small,

−λ̇(t)
∥∥∥|∇|s/2AΩ

∥∥∥
2

2
+

∥∥∥∥∥

√
∂tw

w
ÃΩ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

. CKf ,

where

CKf =
∑

k∈Z

∫

R

|Ȧk(t, η)|Ak(t, η)|f̂k(t, η)|2dη.

Remark 6.4. The following fact will be frequently used: for any function ϕ of zero mode, we write

ϕ = ϕ̃+ ϕδ

∥∥∥∥∥

√
∂tw

w
Ã(ϕP6=f)

∥∥∥∥∥
L2

. ‖ϕ̃‖Gs,σ+2CKf + ‖ϕδ‖Gs,σ−6CKf +

∥∥∥∥∥

√
∂tw

w
ARϕδ

∥∥∥∥∥
2

‖f‖Gs,σ−6

. CKf + ǫCKϕδ ,

where

CKϕδ =

∫

R

ȦR(t, η)AR(t, η)|ϕ̂δ(t, η)|2dη.

We give the following remark, related to the operator A.

Remark 6.5. Let ℓ = k − l and ζ = ξ − η, then

(1) if ℓ 6= 0, k 6= 0, and l 6= 0, then

Ak(ξ) .Al(η)e
cλ|ℓ,ζ|s

(
1 +

|ξ|
k2 + (ξ − kt)2

1t∈Ik,ξ∩Ik,η1c|ξ|≤|η|≤ 1
c
|ξ|

)
1LH

+Aℓ(ζ)e
cλ|l,η|s

(
1 +

|ξ|
k2 + (ξ − kt)2

1t∈Ik,ξ∩Ik,ζ1c|ξ|≤|ζ|≤ 1
c
|ξ|

)
1HL

+ ecλ|l,η|
s

ecλ|ℓ,ξ|
s〈l, η〉σ/2+1〈ℓ, ξ〉σ/2+11HH,

(2) if ℓ = 0 and k 6= 0, then

Ak(ξ) .Ak(η)e
cλ|ζ|s1LH +AR(ζ)ecλ|k,η|

s

1HL

+ ecλ|k,η|
s

ecλ|ξ|
s〈k, η〉σ/2+1〈ξ〉σ/2+11HH,

where LH = {4|ℓ, ζ| ≤ |l, η|}, HL = {|ℓ, ζ| ≥ 4|l, η|}, and HH = {1
4 |ℓ, ζ| ≤ |l, η| ≤ 4|ℓ, ζ|}.
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6.1. Energy functionals. Now we define the energy functionals:

Ef =
∑

k∈Z

∫

R

|Ak(t, η)f̂k(t, η)|2dη, CKf =
∑

k∈Z

∫

R

|Ȧk(t, η)|Ak(t, η)|f̂k(t, η)|2dη,

Ea =
∑

k∈Z

∫

R

|A∗
k(t, η)f̂k(t, η)|2dη, CKa =

∑

k∈Z

∫

R

|Ȧ∗
k(t, η)|A∗

k(t, η)|f̂k(t, η)|2dη,

Eh =

∫

R

|AR(t, η)ĥ(t, η)|2dη, CKh =

∫

R

|ȦR(t, η)|AR(t, η)|ĥ(t, η)|2dη

Eh̄ =

∫

R

〈t〉2+2s

〈η〉2s |A0(t, η) ̂(∂yv∂v∂tv)(t, η)|2dη,

CKh̄ =

∫

R

〈t〉2+2s

〈η〉2s |Ȧ0(t, η)|A0(t, η)| ̂(∂yv∂v∂tv)(t, η)|2dη,

Eϕδ
j
=

∫

R

|AR(t, η)ϕ̂δj (t, η)|2dη, CKϕδ
j
=

∫

R

ȦR(t, η)AR(t, η)|ϕ̂δj (t, η)|2dη, j = 1, 2, ..., 11.

We also introduce an assistant functional:

E∂tv =
∫

R

〈t〉4−KDǫe2λ(t)〈η〉
s 〈η〉2σ−12|∂̂tv(t, η)|2dη.

We define the total energy functional

E(t) = Ef +
1

Ka
Ea + Eh̄ + E∂tv +

1

Kv

( 11∑

j=1

Eϕδ
j

)

where KD ≥ 1, Ka ≥ 1 and Kv ≥ 1 are large constants determined in the proof. Indeed, KD

depends on s, λ, λ′, Ka is mainly determined by the constant Cε0 in Proposition 7.14 and Kv is

mainly determined by the Gevrey norms of ϕ̃j and θ̃.

6.2. Determine kM . In this section, we explain why the constant kM is determined as it is in
Remark 5.1. We define

ILf,5
def
=

1

2π

∑

|k|≥kM

∫

R

Ak(t, η)
2 ̂(
ϕ̃1∂zT̊ −1

1,D(Ω)
)
k
(t, η)Ω̂k(t, η)dη.(6.10)

This is the linear part of If,5 which is defined in (7.1). We have the following Lemma.

Lemma 6.6. It holds for all kM ≥ 1 that

|ILf,5| ≤
Cϕ1

〈t〉2 ‖AP|k|≥kMf‖2L2 +
C0CellCϕ1

kM
CKf .(6.11)

Here both Cell > 1 and Cϕ1 > 1 are constants only depending on the background flow and density.
More precisely, the constant Cell is from Proposition C.9, and the constant Cϕ1 is given by the
Gevrey norm of ϕ̃1.

Proof. We have

ILf,5 =
1

2π

∑

|k|≥kM

∫

|η−ξ|≥8|k,ξ|
Ak(t, η)

2
(
̂̃ϕ1(η − ξ)ik˚̂T −1

1,D(Ω)k
(t, ξ)

)
Ω̂k(t, η)dξdη

+
1

2π

∑

|k|≥kM

∫

|η−ξ|≤ 1
8
|k,ξ|

Ak(t, η)
2
(
̂̃ϕ1(η − ξ)ik˚̂T −1

1,D(Ω)k
(t, ξ)

)
Ω̂k(t, η)dξdη
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+
1

2π

∑

|k|≥kM

∫

1
8
|k,ξ|≤|η−ξ|≤8|k,ξ|

Ak(t, η)
2
(
̂̃ϕ1(η − ξ)ik˚̂T −1

1,D(Ω)k
(t, ξ)

)
Ω̂k(t, η)dξdη

= IL,HLf,5 + IL,LHf,5 + IL,HHf,5 .

On the support of the integrand of IL,HLf,5 , we have

Ak(t, η) ≤ AR(t, η − ξ)ecλ〈k,ξ〉
s

,

which implies that

|IL,HLf,5 | ≤ C‖ARϕ̃1‖L2‖P|k|≥kM T̊ −1
1,D(Ω)‖Gs,λ,4‖AP|k|≥kMΩ‖L2

≤ Cell〈t〉2‖ARϕ̃1‖L2‖P|k|≥kMf‖Gs,λ,6‖AP|k|≥kMf‖L2 .

Here we use Proposition C.9
∑

|k|≥kM

‖〈k, ξ〉4ecλ〈k,ξ〉s ˚̂T −1
1,D(Ω)k

(t, ξ)‖2L2

=
∑

|k|≥kM

∥∥∥∥〈k, ξ〉4ecλ〈k,ξ〉
s

∫
GD,1(t, k, ξ, η)Ω̂k(t, η)dη

∥∥∥∥
2

L2

≤
∑

|k|≥kM

∥∥∥∥∥

∫
eλ〈k,ξ−η〉

s
e−λ∆〈ξ−η〉s

1 + k2 + (η − kt)2
〈k, η〉4ecλ〈k,η〉s Ω̂k(t, η)dη

∥∥∥∥∥

2

L2

≤
∑

|k|≥kM

∥∥∥∥∥

∫
e−

1
2
λ∆〈ξ−η〉s

〈t〉2 〈k, η〉6ecλ〈k,η〉s Ω̂k(t, η)dη
∥∥∥∥∥

2

L2

≤ 〈t〉−4Cell‖P|k|≥kMf‖2Gs,λ,6 .

A similar argument gives that

|IL,HHf,5 | ≤ Cell〈t〉2‖ARϕ̃1‖L2‖AP|k|≥kMf‖2L2 .

To estimate |IL,LHf,5 |, we have by Proposition C.9 that,

|IL,LHf,5 | =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

2π

∑

|k|≥kM

∫

|η−ξ|≤ 1
8
|k,ξ|

Ak(t, η)
2
(
̂̃ϕ1(η − ξ)ikGD,1(t, ξ, ζ)Ω̂k(ζ)

)
Ω̂k(t, η)dζdξdη

∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤ Cell
∑

|k|≥kM

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

|η−ξ|≤ 1
8
|k,ξ|

Ak(t, η)
2
(
e−λu,θ〈η−ξ〉

s |k|e−λ∆〈ζ−ξ〉s

k2 + (ζ − kt)2
Ω̂k(ζ)

)
Ω̂k(t, η)dζdξdη

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ CellCϕ1

∑

|k|≥kM

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

|η−ξ|≤ 1
8
|k,ξ|

(
e−

3
4
λu,θ〈η−ξ〉s |k|e

− 3
4
λ∆〈ζ−ξ〉s

k2 + (ζ − kt)2
Âfk(ζ)

)
Âfk(t, η)dζdξdη

∣∣∣∣∣ .

It is easy to check that for k ≥ kM

1

k2 + (ζ − kt)2
.

1

kM

√
Ȧk(t, η)

Ak(t, η)

√
Ȧk(t, ζ)

Ak(t, ζ)
〈ζ − ξ, η − ξ〉3

which implies that there is a universal constant C0 such that

|IL,LHf,5 | ≤ C0CellCϕ1

kM
CKf .

Thus we obtain (6.11) and finish the proof. �
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One can regard kM as the threshold after which we no longer need to apply the wave operator.

6.3. The bootstrap argument. The local wellposedness of the inhomogeneous incompressible
Euler equation in the Gevrey class is classical. In this way, we may safely ignore the time interval
[0, 1] by further restricting the size of the initial data.

The goal is next to prove by a continuity argument that this energy E(t) (together with some
related quantities) is uniformly bounded for all time if ǫ is sufficiently small.

We define the following controls referred to in the sequel as the bootstrap hypotheses for t ≥ 1
and some constant C(kM ),

(B1) E(t) ≤ 10C(kM )ǫ2;
(B2) Compact support of Ω and a:

suppΩ ⊂
[
2.5κ0 − 10C(kM )ǫ, 1 − 2.5κ0 + 10C(kM )ǫ

]
,

suppa ⊂
[
2.5κ0 − 10C(kM )ǫ, 1− 2.5κ0 + 10C(kM )ǫ

]
;

(B3) ‘CK’ integral estimates

∫ t

1

[
CKf +

1

Ka
CKa + CKh̄ + CK∂tv +

1

Kv

( 11∑

j=1

CKϕδ
j

)]
dτ ≤ 20C(kM )ǫ2,

Proposition 6.7 (Bootstrap). Let kM satisfy (5.2). There exists an ǫ0 ∈ (0, 12) depending only on
kM , λ0, λ

′, s and σ such that if ǫ < ǫ0 and on [1, T ∗] the bootstrap hypotheses (B1)-(B3) hold, then
for ∀t ∈ [1, T ∗],

1. E(t) ≤ 8C(kM )ǫ2,
2. Compact support of Ω and a:

suppΩ ⊂
[
2.5κ0 − 8C(kM )ǫ, 1 − 2.5κ0 + 8C(kM )ǫ

]
,

supp a ⊂
[
2.5κ0 − 8C(kM )ǫ, 1− 2.5κ0 + 8C(kM )ǫ

]
;

3. and the CK controls satisfy:

∫ t

1

[
CKf +

1

Ka
CKa + CKh̄ + CK∂tv +

1

Kv

( 11∑

j=1

CKϕδ
j

)]
dτ ≤ 18C(kM )ǫ2,

from which it follows that T ∗ = +∞.

The remainder of this paper is devoted to the proof of Proposition 6.7.

7. Energy estimate

7.1. Energy estimate for Ef . A direct calculation gives

1

2

d

dt
Ef + CKf

= − 1

2π

∑

k=0, |k|≥kM

∫

R

Ak(t, η)
2 ̂(Υ2U · ∇z,vΩ)k(t, η)Ω̂k(t, η)dη

− 1

2π

∑

0<|k|<kM

∫

R

Ak(t, η)
2F2

(
Du,k

(
F1

(
U · ∇z,vΩ

)))
k
(t, η)f̂k(t, η)dη
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− 1

2π

∑

k=0, |k|≥kM

∫

R

Ak(t, η)
2 ̂(NΩ[Υ2Ψ])k(t, η)Ω̂k(t, η)dη

− 1

2π

∑

k=0, |k|≥kM

∫

R

Ak(t, η)
2 ̂(Na[Π])k(t, η)Ω̂k(t, η)dη

+
1

2π

∑

|k|≥kM

∫

R

Ak(t, η)
2 ̂(
ϕ1∂z(Υ2Ψ)

)
k
(t, η)Ω̂k(t, η)dη

+
1

2π

∑

0<|k|<kM

∫

R

Ak(t, η)
2F2

(
Du,k

(
F1

(
ϕδ1∂z(Υ2Ψ)− ϕ̃1∂z

(
T̊ −1
1,D[Ω]−Υ2Ψ

))))
k
(t, η)f̂k(t, η)dη

− 1

2π

∑

0<|k|<kM

∫

R

Ak(t, η)
2F2

(
Du,k

(
F1

(
NΩ[Ψ]

)))
k
(t, η)f̂k(t, η)dη

− 1

2π

∑

0<|k|<kM

∫

R

Ak(t, η)
2 ̂(
D(Na[Π])

)
k
(t, η)f̂k(t, η)dη =

8∑

j=1

If,j.

(7.1)

We first treat If,2. The main idea is to recover the transport structure together with If,1. A usual
way to recover the transport structure U · ∇z,vDΩ is to study the commutator

[
D,U · ∇z,v

]
Ω.

However, it is not good here, because the commutator will mix the information of different frequen-
cies in z. The new idea is to use an important identity (4.20), which formally is that

∫
D(f)D1(g)dzdv =

∫
fgdzdv,(7.2)

where D1 = (D−1)∗ (see (4.4) for more details). More precisely, we need to control the following
term ∫

AD(U · ∇z,vΩ)AD(Ω)dzdv.

The idea is to remove the wave operator D using (7.2) and recover the transport structure:
∫

AD(U · ∇z,vΩ)AD(Ω)dzdv

=

∫
A(U · ∇z,vΩ)A(Ω)dzdv +

∫
[A,D1](U · ∇z,vΩ)DA(Ω)dzdv

+

∫
AD1(U · ∇z,vΩ)[A,D](Ω)dzdv +

∫
A(D −D1)(U · ∇z,vΩ)AD(Ω)dzdv.

With the previous brief idea in mind, now we present a precise calculation.

For 0 < |k| < kM , let

Ikf,2 =

∫
Ak(η)F2Du,k(F1Ω)k(η)Ak(η)F2

(
Du,k

(
F1

(
U · ∇z,vΩ

))
(t, k, ·)

)
(η)dη

then If,2 =
∑

0<|k|<kM
Ikf,2 and

Ikf,2 =

∫
Ak(η)F2Du,k(F1Ω)k(η)Ak(η)F2

(
Du,k

(
F1

(
U · ∇z,vΩ

))
(t, k, ·)

)
(η)dη
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=

∫
Ak(η)F2Du,k(F1Ω)k(η)Ak(η)F2

(
χ̃2D

1
u,k

(
χ̃2F1

(
U · ∇z,vΩ

))
(t, k, ·)

)
(η)dη

+

∫
Ak(η)F2Du,k(F1Ω)k(η)Ak(η)F2

[(
χ̃2Du,k − χ̃2D

1
u,k

)(
χ̃2F1

(
U · ∇z,vΩ

))
(t, k, ·)

]
(η)dη

=

∫
Ak(η)Ω̂k(η)Ak(η)

(
U · ∇z,vΩ

)∧
k
(η)dη

+

∫
(Ak(η)−Ak(ξ))D(t, k, η, ξ)Ω̂k(ξ)Ak(η)F2

(
χ̃2D

1
u,k

(
χ̃2F1

(
U · ∇z,vΩ

))
(t, k, ·)

)
(η)dξdη

+
∑

l

∫
F2Du,k

(
F−1
2 (Ak(η)Ω̂k)

)
(η)

× (Ak(η) −Ak(ξ))D1(t, k, η, ξ)
(
Ûk−l(ξ − ξ1) · (il, iξ1)Ω̂l(ξ1)

)
dξ1dξdη

+

∫
Ak(η)

¯̂
fk(η)Ak(η)F2

[(
χ̃2Du,k − χ̃2D

1
u,k

) (
χ̃2F1

(
U · ∇z,vΩ

))
(t, k, ·)

]
(η)dη

=

∫
Ak(η)Ω̂k(η)Ak(η)

(
U · ∇z,vΩ

)∧
k
(η)dη + Icom1

f,2,k + Icom2
f,2,k + Icom3

f,2,k

and then

If,1 + If,2 =− 1

2π

∑

k∈Z

∫

R

Ak(t, η)
2 ̂(ΥU · ∇z,vΩ)k(t, η)Ω̂k(t, η)dη

+
∑

0<|k|<kM

(
Icom1
f,2,k + Icom2

f,2,k + Icom3
f,2,k

) def
= Itrf + Icomf,2 .

(7.3)

We have the following proposition for Itrf .

Proposition 7.1. Under the bootstrap hypotheses,

|Itrf | . ǫCKf + ǫ2CKh + ǫ2CKϕδ
9
+

ǫ3

〈t〉2−KDǫ/2

+ ǫ

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

.

(7.4)

The proposition is proved in section 11.
Note that although the wave operator in this paper is new, we still have the same estimates of

the Fourier kernels of Du,k, D
1
u,k, and χ̃2Du,k − χ̃2D

1
u,k as that in [28], see Proposition 4.11 and

Proposition 4.12. Thus, the commutator term Icomf,2 which involves the wave operator can be treated

in the same way as [28].

Proposition 7.2. Under the bootstrap hypotheses,

|Icomf,2 | .ǫCKf + ǫCKh + ǫCKϕδ
9
+

ǫ3

〈t〉2−KDǫ/2

+ ǫ

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

.

We refer to the estimate of Πcom term in [28] for the proof and more details.
The last term in the previous two propositions will be controlled by the elliptic estimate.
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Proposition 7.3 (Precision elliptic control). Under the bootstrap hypotheses,

(7.5)

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P|k|≥kM (ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

≤ 2Cell

[
CKf + C(kM )ǫ2

(
CKh + CKϕδ

9
+ CKϕδ

4

)]
,

The constant Cell is the same constant in Lemma 6.6.
Generally, it holds that

(7.6)

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

.kM CKf + ǫ2
(
CKh + CKϕδ

9
+ CKϕδ

4

)
.

The basic idea of proving this proposition is to control the elliptic error terms, which is similar
to previous papers [5, 28]. However, a new Fourier analysis of the Green function is required, which
is given in Appendix C. The proof of this proposition is given in section 8.

The term If,3 and If,7 are arose from introducing the good unknown ω̃. They are lower-order
terms since there is no derivative loss. They are also different from the nonlocal error term I1f,6 or

nonlocal small term If,7 that will be discussed later. In If,3 and If,7, the function ∂z(Υ2Ψ) interacts
with the nonzero modes.

Proposition 7.4. Under the bootstrap hypotheses,

|If,3|+ |If,7| .ǫCKf +
ǫ3

〈t〉2−KDǫ/2

+ ǫ

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

.

The term If,6 contains two terms

If,6 =
1

2π

∑

0<|k|<kM

∫

R

Ak(t, η)
2F2

(
Du,k

(
F1

(
ϕδ1∂z(Υ2Ψ)

)))
k
(t, η)f̂k(t, η)dη

+
1

2π

∑

0<|k|<kM

∫

R

Ak(t, η)
2F2

(
Du,k

(
F1

(
ϕ̃1∂z

(
T̊ −1
1,D[Ω]−Υ2Ψ

))))
k
(t, η)f̂k(t, η)dη

def
= I1f,6 + I2f,6.

The first term I1f,6 can be treated as the reaction term, which is similar to Πu
′′,ǫ1 term in [28]. The

second term I2f,6 is relate to the elliptic error term T̊ −1
1,D[S1[Ψ]] (see (8.5)), which is similar to Πu

′′,ǫ2

term in [28].

Proposition 7.5. Under the bootstrap hypotheses,

|I1f,6|+ |I2f,6| .ǫCKf +
ǫ3

〈t〉2−KDǫ/2
+ ǫCKϕδ

1
+ ǫCKh + ǫCKϕδ

9
+ ǫCKϕδ

4

+ ǫ

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

.
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The terms If,5 have the same structure and can be treated in the same way. Indeed, If,5 is similar

to the term Πu
′′
in [28]. The key observation for this term is as follows:

1. we can treat it as the reaction term;
2. we can get an extra smallness if |k| ≥ kM with kM sufficiently large.

Proposition 7.6. Under the bootstrap hypotheses

|If,5| ≤
2C0Cϕ1Ef (t)

〈t〉2 +
1

50
CKf +

2C0CellCϕ1

kM

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1 |∇|s/2
〈t〉s ∆LP|k|≥kMA(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

+
2C0CellCϕ1

kM

∥∥∥∥∥1R
√
∂tw

w
∆LÃP|k|≥kM (ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

,

where 1R = 1t∈Ik,η for some kη > 0.

Remark 7.7. By applying (7.5) and using (5.2), we get that

|If,5| ≤
2C0Cϕ1Ef (t)

〈t〉2 +
1

10
CKf + C(kM )ǫ2

(
CKh + CKϕδ

9
+ CKϕδ

4

)
.

Proof. Let us outline the main idea of the proof of Proposition 7.6. As in the proof of Lemma 6.6,
we divide I5f into high-low, low-high, and high-high interactions based on the frequencies. For the
high-low and high-high interactions, we use the facts that

‖Pk≥kMΥ2Ψ‖Gs,σ−6 ≤ C

〈t〉2 ‖Pk≥kMΩ‖L2 ≤ C

〈t〉2 E
1
2
f

‖ARϕ1‖L2 ≤ ‖ARϕ̃1‖L2 + ‖ARϕδ1‖L2 ≤ 9

8
Cϕ1 ,

and obtain that

|I5f,HL|+ |I5f,HH| ≤
2C0Cϕ1Ef (t)

〈t〉2 .

For the low-high interactions, we get that

|I5f,LH| .
∑

k 6=0

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

|ξ−η|≤ 1
8
|k,ξ|

Af̂k(η)Ak(t, η)
(
ϕ̂1(η − ξ)1|k|≥kM |k|(̂ΨΥ)k(ξ)

)
dξdη

∣∣∣∣∣

.
∑

k 6=0

∣∣∣∣
∫

|ξ−η|≤ 1
8
|k,ξ|

[1NR,NR + 1NR,R + 1R,NR + 1R,R]1|k|≥kM

×Af̂k(η)Ak(t, η)
(
ϕ̂1(η − ξ)|k|(̂ΨΥ)k(ξ)

)
dξdη

∣∣∣∣

= I5;NR,NR
f,LH + I5;NR,R

f,LH + I5;R,NR
f,LH + I5;R,Rf,LH .

For I5;NR,NR
f,LH and I5;R,NR

f,LH , we use the fact that there is C such that for all kM

(7.7)
〈t〉s|k|
〈k, ξ〉s/2 1t/∈Ik,ξ1|k|≥kM ≤ C

kM

〈
ξ

tk

〉−1 |k, ξ|s/2
〈t〉s (k2 + (ξ − kt)2),

and obtain that

|I5;NR,NR
f,LH |+ |I5;R,NR

f,LH | ≤ C‖ϕ1‖Gs,λ,σ−6‖|∇|s/2Af‖2
∥∥∥∥

|∂z |
〈∇〉s/2 1NR1|k|≥kMP6=A(ΨΥ)

∥∥∥∥
2
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≤ C0/10

kM 〈t〉2s ‖ϕ1‖Gs,λ,σ−6‖|∇|s/2Af‖22

+
C0/10

kM
‖ϕ1‖Gs,λ,σ−6

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1 |∇|s/2
〈t〉s ∆LP|k|≥kMA(ΨΥ)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

.

For I5;NR,R
f,LH , we use the fact that

√
w(t, ξ)

∂tw(t, ξ)
|k| wR(t, ξ)

wNR(t, ξ)
1|k|≥kM1t∈Ik,ξ

≈
(
1 +

∣∣t− ξ

k

∣∣
) 1

2
|k|3
(
1 +

∣∣t− ξ
k

∣∣
)

ξ
1t∈Ik,ξ1|k|≥kM ≈ 1

kM

(
k2 + (ξ − kt)2

)
√
∂tw(t, ξ)

w(t, ξ)
.

and obtain that

|I5;NR,R
f,LH | ≤ C0/10

kM
‖ϕ1‖Gs,λ,σ−6

∥∥∥∥∥

√
∂tw

w
Ãf

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

+
C0/10

kM
‖ϕ1‖Gs,λ,σ−6

∥∥∥∥∥
|∇|s/2
〈t〉s Af

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

+
C0/10

kM
‖ϕ1‖Gs,λ,σ−6

∥∥∥∥∥

√
∂tw

w
∆LÃP|k|≥kM (ΨΥ)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

.

For I5;R,Rf,LH , we use the fact that

√
wk(t, ξ)

∂twk(t, ξ)
|k|1t∈Ik,ξ1|k|≥kM . |k|

√
1 +

∣∣∣t− ξ

k

∣∣∣1t∈Ik,ξ1|k|≥kM

. |k|
(
1 +

∣∣∣t− ξ

k

∣∣∣
)√

∂twk(t, ξ)

wk(t, ξ)
1t∈Ik,ξ1|k|≥kM .

(
k2 + (kt− ξ)2

)

kM

√
∂twk(t, ξ)

wk(t, ξ)
1t∈Ik,ξ1|k|≥kM ,

and obtain that

|I5;R,Rf,LH | ≤ C0/10

kM
‖ϕ1‖Gs,λ,σ−6

∥∥∥∥∥

√
∂tw

w
Ãf

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

+
C0/10

kM
‖ϕ1‖Gs,λ,σ−6

∥∥∥∥∥

√
∂tw

w
∆LÃP|k|≥kM1R(ΨΥ)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

.

Here C0 > 1 is a universal constant. By combining all the above estimates and using the bootstrap
assumptions, we obtain the proposition.

One may refer to the proof of Πu
′′
in [28] for more details. Indeed, the linear part of If,5 is treated

in Lemma 6.6, which is used to determine the kM before the bootstrap argument. �

Now we control the pressure. We first estimate the zero mode.

Proposition 7.8. Under the bootstrap hypotheses,

∥∥t(t2 + |∂v|2)(2− ∂2v )
−1A0P0

(
∂v(ΠΥ1)

)∥∥
2
. ǫ
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and ∥∥∥∥∥t(t
2 + |∂v |2)(2 − ∂2v)

−1
(√∂tw

w
+

〈∂v〉
s
2

〈t〉s
)
A0P0

(
∂v(ΠΥ1)

)
∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

.
ǫ4

〈t〉2s + ǫ2CKa + ǫ2CKϕδ
4

+ ǫ2

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
〈∇〉 s

2

〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

.

Proposition 7.8 is proved in section 9.
The estimates of the non-zero modes of pressure are highly non-trivial.

Proposition 7.9. Under the bootstrap hypotheses,
∥∥〈∂z〉t(t+ 〈∇〉)(1 −∆)−1

(
(∂v − t∂z)

2 + ∂2z
)
AP6=Π⋆

∥∥
2
. ǫ

and ∥∥∥∥∥〈∂z〉t(t+ 〈∇〉)(1 −∆)−1
(
(∂v − t∂z)

2 + ∂2z
)
(
〈∇〉 s

2

〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=Π⋆

∥∥∥∥∥
2

. ǫ2
( 1

〈t〉s + CK
1
2

ϕδ
6
+ CK

1
2

ϕδ
7
+ CK

1
2

θδ
+ CK

1
2
h + CK

1
2

ϕδ
8
+ CK

1
2

ϕδ
9
+ CK

1
2
a

)

+ ǫ

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

+ ǫ

∥∥∥∥∥t(t
2 + |∂v|2)(2− ∂2v )

−1
(√∂tw

w
+

〈∂v〉
s
2

〈t〉s
)
A0P0

(
∂v(ΠΥ1)

)
∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

,

where Π⋆ ∈ {Υ2Πl,1,Υ1Πl,2}.
Proposition 7.10. Under the bootstrap hypotheses,

∥∥〈∂z〉t(t+ 〈∇〉)(1 −∆)−1
(
(∂v − t∂z)

2 + ∂2z
)
AP6=Π⋆

∥∥
2
. ǫ2

and ∥∥∥∥∥〈∂z〉t(t+ 〈∇〉)(1 −∆)−1
(
(∂v − t∂z)

2 + ∂2z
)
(
〈∇〉 s

2

〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=Π⋆

∥∥∥∥∥
2

. ǫCK
1
2
f + ǫ2

( 1

〈t〉s + CK
1
2

ϕδ
4
+ CK

1
2

ϕδ
6
+ CK

1
2

ϕδ
7
+ CK

1
2

θδ
+ CK

1
2
h + CK

1
2

ϕδ
8
+ CK

1
2

ϕδ
9
+ CK

1
2
a

)

+

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

+ ǫ

∥∥∥∥∥t(t
2 + |∂v |2)(2 − ∂2v )

−1
(√∂tw

w
+

〈∂v〉
s
2

〈t〉s
)
A0P0

(
∂v(ΠΥ1)

)
∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

,

where Π⋆ ∈ {Υ2Πn,1,Υ1Πn,2}.
There are four key ideas in estimates: 1, the pressure decomposition in section 2 ensures the

Fourier analysis works in the problem; 2, the new Fourier analysis of the Green function associated
with the linearized equation is given in Appendix C; 3, the well-designed weights B, M3, M4, and
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M5 from [11] help control the elliptic error terms easily; 4, the iteration method helps us gain back
the derivative loss in the equation of Πl,2 and Πn,2, see section 10 for more details. These two
propositions are proved in section 10.

As a direct corollary, we have the point-wise decay estimate for the pressure.

Corollary 7.11. Under the bootstrap hypotheses,

‖∂vP0(Υ2Π)‖Gs,σ−6 .
ǫ

〈t〉3 ,

and

‖P6=(Π⋆)‖Gs,σ−6 .
ǫ

〈t〉4 ,

where Π⋆ ∈ {Υ2Πl,1,Υ2Πn,1,Υ1Πl,2,Υ1Πn,2}.
The terms If,4 and If,8 are new, which are the interactions between the density a and the pressure

Π. If the pressure is in higher frequencies, these terms behave as the Reaction term in [5]. If the
density a is in higher frequencies, there is a derivative loss. So we need the multiplier B to gain half
derivative. We have the following proposition for the estimates.

Proposition 7.12. Under the bootstrap hypotheses,

|If,4|+ |If,8| .
ǫ3

〈t〉3 + ǫCKf + ǫCKa

+ ǫ

∥∥∥∥∥t(t
2 + |∂v|2)(2− ∂2v )

−1
(√∂tw

w
+

〈∂v〉
s
2

〈t〉s
)
A0P0

(
∂v(ΠΥ1)

)
∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

+ ǫ

∥∥∥∥∥〈∂z〉t(t+ 〈∇〉)(1 −∆)−1
(
(∂v − t∂z)

2 + ∂2z
)
(
〈∇〉 s

2

〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=Π⋆

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

.

where Π⋆ = Υ2Πl,1 +Υ2Πn,1 +Υ1Πl,2 +Υ1Πn,2.

The proposition is proved in section 14.

7.2. Energy estimate of Ea. A direct calculation gives

1

2

d

dt
Ea + CKa = −

∫
A∗aA∗ (Υ2U · ∇z,va) dzdv −

∫
A∗aA∗(θ′∂z(Υ2Ψ)

)
dzdv

def
= Itra + I la.

We have the following proposition for the estimate of Itra .

Proposition 7.13. Under the bootstrap hypotheses,

|Itra | . ǫCKa + ǫ2CKh + ǫ2CKϕδ
9
+

ǫ3

〈t〉2−KDǫ/2

+ ǫ

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

.

(7.8)

The proposition is proved in section 11.
The linear term force I la is new because of the non-constant background density θ. However, it

is Uy∂yθ which can be regarded as the Reaction term RaN but without smallness.
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Proposition 7.14. Under the bootstrap hypotheses,

|I la| ≤
Cǫ2

〈t〉2 +CǫCKϕδ
10
+ ε0CKa

+Cε0

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

.

The proposition is proved in section 13.

7.3. Energy estimates of the coordinate system and coefficients. The coordinate system is
easy to control, which is similar to Proposition 2.5 in [5].

Proposition 7.15 (Coordinate system controls). Under the bootstrap hypotheses, for ǫ sufficiently
small and Kv sufficiently large there is a K > 0 such that

Eh +
1

4

∫ t

1
CKh(τ)dτ ≤ 1

2
Kvǫ

2,(7.9)

Eh̄ +
∫ t

1
CKh̄(τ) + dτ ≤ C(kM )ǫ2 +Kǫ3,(7.10)

〈t〉4−KDǫ‖∂tv‖2Gs,λ(t),σ−6 ≤ C(kM )ǫ2 +Kǫ3.(7.11)

Proof. We use to the estimate of ω in Corollary 8.4 to control the term P0(∂z(Υ2Ψ)∂vω−∂v(Υ2Ψ)∂zω).
The term which involves P0(∂zΠl∂va− ∂vΠl∂za) and P0(∂zΠn∂va− ∂vΠn∂za) can be controlled by
using the same idea of the proof of Proposition 7.12 in section 14. �

Proposition 7.16. Under the bootstrap hypotheses, for ǫ sufficiently small and Kv sufficiently large
there is a K > 0 such that for j = 1, 2, ..., 11,

Eϕδ
j
+

1

4

∫ t

1
CKϕδ

j
(τ)dτ ≤ 1

2
Kvǫ

2.(7.12)

The energy estimates for the coefficients ϕδj (j=1,...,11) is easier than h. They have the same
transport structure as the equation of h:

(7.13) (∂t + ∂tv∂v)U = F ,
where F represents one of the forcing terms ∂tv∂vϕ̃j . Due to the fact that ϕ̃j are smoother given
functions compared to the solutions, F has the same behavior as ∂tv which is better than the force

term h̄ = ∂yv∂v∂tv in the equation of h (5.5). By following the estimate of h in section 8.2 of [5],

one can obtain the estimate of Eϕδ
j
(t) easily.

7.4. Proof of the main theorem. Now, we prove the compact support result in Proposition 6.7
and conclude the proof. Under the bootstrap assumption, we have

∆ψ(t, x, y) = ω(t, x, y) = ω(t, x− tv(t, y), v(t, y)), ψ(x, 0) = ψ(x, 1) = 0.

Taking the Fourier transform in x, we get

F1ψ(t, k, y) =

∫ 1

0
Gk(y, z)ω(t, k, v(t, z))e

−iktv(t,z)dz,(7.14)

and

∂yF1ψ(t, k, y) =

∫ 1

0
∂yGk(y, z)ω(t, k, v(t, z))e

−iktv(t,z)dz,(7.15)
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where

Gk(y1, y2) =
1

k sinh k
×
{
sinh(k(1 − y2)) sinh ky1, y1 ≤ y2,

sinh(ky2) sinh(k(1 − y1)), y1 ≥ y2,

and

G0(y1, y2) =

{
(1− y2)y1, y1 ≤ y2,

y2(1− y1), y1 ≥ y2,

Integrating by parts in z in the identities (7.14)(twice) and (7.15) (once), we get that

|Uy(t, x, y)| . ǫ

〈t〉2 , |Ux− < Ux > | . ǫ

〈t〉 .(7.16)

Then let us define



d(X1,X2)

dt
(t, x, y) = (u(y) + Ux(t,X1,X2), Uy(t,X1,X2)),

(X1,X2)
∣∣
t=0

= (x, y).

Then d
dtω(t,X

1,X2) = (u′′∂xψ)(t,X1,X2) and |X2(t, x, y)− y| ≤ Cǫ, thus the for y /∈ [4κ0−Cǫ, 1−
4κ0+Cǫ],

d
dtω(t,X

1,X2) = 0. Note that we only need that u′′ to be equal to 0 close to the boundary.
Thus the support of ω(t) will always be away from the boundary.

This ends the proof of the bootstrap Proposition 6.7. �
Let us now go back to the original coordinate system and prove Theorem 1.1. Applying the same

method in section 2.4 of [5], we get for ω1(t, z, y) = ω(t, z, v) = ω(t, x, y), P1(t, z, y) = P (t, x, y) =
Π(t, z, v), d1(t, z, y) = d(t, x, y) = a(t, z, v) and ψ1(t, z, y) = Ψ(t, z, v) = ψ(t, x, y),

∂tω1 +∇⊥
z,yP6=ψ1 · ∇z,yω1 − u′′∂zψ1 − θ′(y)∂zP1 + ∂yP1∂zd1 − ∂zP1∂ya = 0,

and

∂td1 + θ′∂zψ1 +∇⊥
z,yP6=ψ1 · ∇z,yd1 = 0

Then we can define

f∞ =ω1(1)−
∫ ∞

1
∇⊥
z,yP6=ψ1(s) · ∇z,yω1(s)ds +

∫ ∞

1
u′′∂zψ1(s)ds

+

∫ ∞

1
θ′(y)∂zP1(s)ds −

∫ ∞

1
∂yP1∂zd1(s)ds+

∫ ∞

1
∂zP1∂ya(s)ds,

and

d∞ =d1(1) −
∫ ∞

1
θ′∂zψ1(s)ds−

∫ ∞

1
∇⊥
z,yP6=ψ1 · ∇z,yd1(s)ds.

Therefore there exists f∞, d∞ such that,

‖ω(t, x+ tu(y) + Φ(t, y)χ1(y), y)− f∞(x, y)‖Gs,λ∞ .
ǫ

〈t〉 .

‖d(t, x+ tu(y) + Φ(t, y)χ1(y), y) − d∞(x, y)‖Gs,λ∞ .
ǫ

〈t〉 .

Note that ω(t, x, y) = 0 for y /∈ [2κ0, 1 − 2κ0] so is f∞, thus we can replace Φ(t, y)χ1(y) by Φ(t, y)
which gives (1.4) and (1.5).

Now, we prove (1.7). We have

−∂yP0(U
x) = P0(ω), ∂tP0(U

x) + P0(U
yω) = 0,
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which implies that P0(U
x)(t, y) = CU for any t ≥ 1 and y ∈ [0, 2κ0] ∪ [1− 2κ0, 1]. Let Ũ

x(t, z, y) =

Ux(t, x, y), then
(
P0(Ũ

x)(t, y)− CU

)
has the same compact support as ω1 and satisfies

∂t

(
P0(Ũ

x)(t, y) − CU

)
= −P0(∇⊥

z,yP6=ψ1 · ∇z,yŨ
x)χ1(y)

= −P0(−∂yP6=(Υ2ψ1)∂z(∂y − t∂yv∂z)(Υ2ψ1) + ∂zP6=(Υ2ψ1)∂y∂z(Υ2ψ1)).

Then (1.7) follows from the fact that

‖Υ2ψ1‖Gs,λ′∞,2 .
ǫ

〈t〉2 .(7.17)

This ends the proof of Theorem 1.1. �

8. Elliptic estimate for steam function

In this section, we study the following elliptic equation

(8.1)




ϕ4∂zzΨ+ ∂yv(∂v − t∂z)

(
ϕ4∂yv(∂v − t∂z)Ψ

)
= Ω,

Ψ(t, z, u(0)) = Ψ(t, z, u(1)) = 0,

We rewrite the equation by separating its linear part and the nonlinear part.

(8.2)

Ω = ϕ4∂zzΨ+ ∂yv(∂v − t∂z)
(
ϕ4∂yv(∂v − t∂z)Ψ

)

= T1[Ψ] + ϕδ4∂zzΨ+ ∂yv(∂v − t∂z)
(
ϕ4(∂yv − ũ′)(∂v − t∂z)Ψ

)

+ ∂yv(∂v − t∂z)
(
ϕδ4ũ

′(∂v − t∂z)Ψ
)
+ (∂yv − ũ′)(∂v − t∂z)

(
ϕ̃4ũ′(∂v − t∂z)Ψ

)
.

where

T1[Ψ] = ϕ̃2∂zzΨ+ ũ′(∂v − t∂z)
(
ϕ̃2ũ′(∂v − t∂z)Ψ

)
.(8.3)

It is easy to see that T1 is an elliptic second-order differential operator. We define T −1
1,D to be the

inverse operator with Dirichlet boundary conditions, namely for any function f(t, z, v), T1
[
T −1
1,D[f ]

]
=

f with

T −1
1,D[f ](t, z, 0) = T −1

1,D[f ](t, z, 1)

We also define

T̊ −1
1,D = Υ2T −1

1,D.(8.4)

Proposition 8.1. Let Ω be compactly supported. Then there is GD,1(t, k, ξ, η) such that

̂(T̊ −1
1,D[Ω])(t, k, ξ) =

∫

R

GD,1(t, k, ξ, η)Ω̂(t, k, η)dη,

with estimate

|GD,1(t, k, ξ, η)| ≤ Cmin

{
e−λ∆〈ξ−η〉s

1 + k2 + (ξ − kt)2
,

e−λ∆〈ξ−η〉s

1 + k2 + (η − kt)2

}
.

The proposition is proved in Appendix C.1.
By applying T −1

1,D on equation (8.2) and multiplying the cut-off function Υ2, we get that

T̊ −1
1,D[Ω]−Υ2Ψ = T̊ −1

1,D[S1[Ψ]](8.5)
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where

(8.6)

S1[Ψ] =ϕδ4∂zzΨ+ ∂yv(∂v − t∂z)
(
ϕ4(∂yv − ũ′)(∂v − t∂z)Ψ

)

+ ∂yv(∂v − t∂z)
(
ϕδ4ũ

′(∂v − t∂z)Ψ
)
+ (∂yv − ũ′)(∂v − t∂z)

(
ϕ̃4ũ′(∂v − t∂z)Ψ

)

=ϕδ4∂zzΨ+ h1(∂v − t∂z)
2(Υ2Ψ) + h2(∂v − t∂z)(Υ2Ψ)

has compact support with suppS1[Ψ] ⊂ [κ0, 1− κ0] with

h1 = ∂yvϕ4(∂yv − ũ′) + ∂yvϕ
δ
4ũ

′ + (∂yv − ũ′)ϕ̃4ũ′

h2 = ∂yv∂v
(
ϕ4(∂yv − ũ′)

)
+ ∂yv∂v

(
ϕδ4ũ

′)+ (∂yv − ũ′)∂v(ϕ̃4ũ′).

8.1. Lossy estimate. We have the following lemmas.

Lemma 8.2. It holds for all 0 ≤ s1 ≤ σ − 1 that

‖∂2zΥ2P6=Ψ‖Gs,λ(t),s1−2 .
‖Ω‖Gs,λ(t),s1

〈t〉2 .(8.7)

With the estimate of the Fourier kernel of T̊ −1
1,D, the lossy estimate is simple. We refer to the

proof of Lemma 3.4 in [28].

8.2. Precision elliptic control. The precision elliptic control is slightly more complicated than
that in [28]. We have more terms here. The idea is to show that S1[Ψ] is small. We have the
following proposition.

Proposition 8.3. Under the bootstrap hypotheses,
∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P⋆
(
T̊ −1
1,D[S1[Ψ]]

)
∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

. ǫ

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P⋆(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

+ ǫCKh + ǫCKϕδ
9
+ ǫCKϕδ

4
,

(8.8)

and
∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)P⋆

(
T̊ −1
1,D[S1[Ψ]]

)
∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

. ǫ

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)P⋆(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

+ ǫ2,

(8.9)

where P⋆ ∈
{
P0<|k|<kM , P|k|≥kM

}
is the projecction.

Proof. By applying Proposition 8.1, we have
∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P⋆
(
T̊ −1
1,D[S1[Ψ]]

)
∥∥∥∥∥
2

.
∥∥M1

(
[S1[Ψ]]

)∥∥
2
+
∥∥M2

(
[S1[Ψ]]

)∥∥
2
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and ∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)P⋆

(
T̊ −1
1,D[S1[Ψ]]

)
∥∥∥∥∥
2

.
∥∥M0

(
[S1[Ψ]]

)∥∥
2

where

M0(t,∇) =

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

AP⋆,

M1(t,∇) =

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1 |∇|s/2
〈t〉s AP⋆,

M2(t,∇) =

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1
√
∂tw

w
ÃP⋆.

Let

T1 = h1(∂v − t∂z)
2(ΨΥ2), T2 = h2(∂v − t∂z)(ΨΥ2), T3 = ϕδ4∂zz(Υ2Ψ).(8.10)

Divide each via a paraproduct decomposition in the v variable only

T1 =
∑

M≥8

(h1)M(∂v − t∂z)
2(ΨΥ)<M/8 +

∑

M≥8

(h1)<M/8(∂v − t∂z)
2(ΨΥ)M(8.11)

+
∑

M∈D

∑

1
8
M≤M′≤8M

(h1)M′(∂v − t∂z)
2(ΨΥ)M

= T1
HL +T1

LH +T1
R,

T2 =
∑

M≥8

(h2)M (∂v − t∂z)(ΨΥ)<M/8 +
∑

M≥8

(h2)<M/8(∂v − t∂z)(ΨΥ)M(8.12)

+
∑

M∈D

∑

1
8
M≤M′≤8M

(h2)M′(∂v − t∂z)(ΨΥ)M

= T2
HL +T2

LH +T2
R,

T3 =
∑

M≥8

(ϕδ4)M(∂z)
2(ΨΥ)<M/8 +

∑

M≥8

(ϕδ4)<M/8(∂z)
2(ΨΥ)M(8.13)

+
∑

M∈D

∑

1
8
M≤M′≤8M

(ϕδ4)M′(∂z)
2(ΨΥ)M

= T3
HL +T3

LH +T3
R.

Note that T1 = h1(∂v− t∂z)2(ΨΥ) has a similar form as the term T1 = (1− (v′)2)(∂v− t∂z)2φ in [5].
The support of the functions is away from the boundary, which guarantees that the Fourier analysis
works well. Similarly, the term T2 has the same structure. The new term T3 here is even better
than T1. The key point in proof of Proposition 2.4, section 4.2.1 — 4.2.3 in [5] is that the Fourier
multipliers M0, M1 and M2 have some algebraic type properties. It is the same here. Thus we
have

3∑

j=1

∥∥∥M0T
j
LH

∥∥∥
2

2
. ǫ2 ‖M0∆LP⋆(ΨΥ)‖22

3∑

j=1

∥∥∥M1T
j
LH

∥∥∥
2

2
. ǫ2 ‖M1∆LP⋆(ΨΥ)‖22
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3∑

j=1

∥∥∥M2T
j
LH

∥∥∥
2

2
. ǫ2 ‖M1∆LP⋆(ΨΥ)‖22 + ǫ2 ‖M2∆LP⋆(ΨΥ)‖22 ,

and

3∑

j=1

∥∥∥M0T
j
HL

∥∥∥
2

2
. ǫ2 ‖M0∆LP⋆(ΨΥ)‖22 + ǫ4,

3∑

j=1

∥∥∥M1T
j
HL

∥∥∥
2

2
. ǫ2 ‖M1∆LP⋆(ΨΥ)‖22 + ǫ2CK2

h + ǫ2CK2
ϕδ
4
+ ǫ2CK2

ϕδ
9
,

3∑

j=1

∥∥∥M2T
j
HL

∥∥∥
2

2
. ǫ2 ‖M2∆LP⋆(ΨΥ)‖22 + ǫ2 ‖M1∆LP⋆(ΨΥ)‖22

+ ǫ2CK1
h + ǫ2CK1

ϕδ
4
+ ǫ2CK2

ϕδ
9
,

and

3∑

j=1

∥∥∥M0T
j
R

∥∥∥
2

2
. ǫ2 ‖M0∆LP⋆(ΨΥ)‖22 ,

3∑

j=1

∥∥∥M1T
j
R

∥∥∥
2

2
. ǫ2 ‖M1∆LP⋆(ΨΥ)‖22 ,

3∑

j=1

∥∥∥M2T
j
R

∥∥∥
2

2
. ǫ2 ‖M1∆LP⋆(ΨΥ)‖22 + ǫ2 ‖M2∆LP⋆(ΨΥ)‖22 ,

where ∆L = ∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2. Thus we prove the proposition. �

Now we prove Proposition 7.3.

Proof. We consider the case |k| ≥ kM first. In this case, Pkf = PkΩ. By using (8.5), and Proposition
8.3, we have

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P|k|≥kM (ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

≤ CellCKf +

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P|k|≥kM

(
T̊ −1
1,D[S1[Ψ]]

)
∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

≤ CellCKf + ǫ

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P|k|≥kM (ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

+ ǫCKh + ǫCKϕδ
9
+ ǫCKϕδ

4

which gives (7.5).
For the case 0 < |k| < kM , we have Pkf(t, z, v) = Du,k[F1Ω(t, k, ·)](t, k, v)eizk and thus

PkΩ(t, z, v) = D−1
u,k[F1f(t, k, ·)](t, k, v)eizk .
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By following the same argument, we have
∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P|k|≥kM (ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

≤
∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1
(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P|k|≤kM (Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

+ ǫCKh + ǫCKϕδ
9
+ ǫCKϕδ

4
.

To control the first term by CKf , we use Remark 6.3. Thus we prove the proposition. �

We conclude this section by introducing the following corollary, which will be used in the estimates
of pressure terms.

Corollary 8.4. Under the bootstrap hypotheses,∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)AP6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

. ǫ,

and

‖〈∂v〉A0P0(Υ2Ψ)‖2 . ǫ,
∥∥∥∥∥
(√∂tw

w
+

〈∂v〉
s
2

〈t〉s
)
〈∂v〉A0P0(Υ2Ψ)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

. CK
1
2
f + ǫ

(
CK

1
2
h + CK

1
2

ϕδ
4
+ CK

1
2

ϕδ
9

)
.

Moreover, we have estimate for ω(t, z, v) = θΩ+ ϕ
2
∂yv(∂v − t∂z)Ψ. It holds that

‖Aω‖L2 . ǫ,

and ∥∥∥∥∥
(√∂tw

w
A+

〈∇〉 s
2

〈t〉s Ã
)
ω

∥∥∥∥∥
2

. CK
1
2
f + ǫ

(
CK

1
2
h + CK

1
2

ϕδ
2
+ CK

1
2

ϕδ
4
+ CK

1
2

ϕδ
9

)
.

Proof. The estimates for nonzero modes and the estimates for ω in the corollary follow directly from
(8.5), (8.9) and Remark 6.2 and the estimate of zero mode of Υ2Ψ.

For the zero mode, similarly, we have the decomposition

(8.14) P0(Ω) = P0(T1[Ψ]) + h1∂vvP0(Υ2Ψ) + h2∂vP0(Υ2Ψ),

where

P0(T1[Ψ]) = ũ′∂v
(
ϕ̃2ũ′∂vP0(Ψ)

)
.(8.15)

We then have

〈∂v〉A0P0(Υ2Ψ) = 〈∂v〉T̊ −1
1,D

[
P0(Ω)− h1∂vvP0(Υ2Ψ)− h2∂vP0(Υ2Ψ)

]
.

Notice that Proposition 8.1 holds also for k = 0. Note that for |η| ≥ 2|ξ − η|
A0(ξ)

AR(η)
. ecλ〈ξ−η〉

s

, for some 0 < c < 1.

Thus we conclude that

‖〈∂v〉A0P0(Υ2Ψ)‖2 .
∥∥〈∂v〉−1A0P0Ω

∥∥
2
+
∥∥〈∂v〉−1A0(h1∂vvP0(Υ2Ψ))

∥∥
2

+
∥∥〈∂v〉−1A0(h2∂vP0(Υ2Ψ))

∥∥
L2

. ‖A0P0Ω‖2 + ǫ ‖〈∂v〉A0P0(Υ2Ψ)‖2
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+
(
‖ARh1‖L2 + ‖AR〈∂v〉−1h2‖L2

)
‖P0(Υ2Ψ)‖Gs,σ−6 .

Similarly, we have ∥∥∥∥∥
(√∂tw

w
+

〈∂v〉
s
2

〈t〉s
)
〈∂v〉A0P0(Υ2Ψ)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

. CK
1
2
f +

∥∥∥∥∥〈∂v〉
−1A0

(√∂tw

w
+

〈∂v〉
s
2

〈t〉s
)
(h1∂vvP0(Υ2Ψ))

∥∥∥∥∥
2

+

∥∥∥∥∥〈∂v〉
−1A0

(√∂tw

w
+

〈∂v〉
s
2

〈t〉s
)
(h2∂vP0(Υ2Ψ))

∥∥∥∥∥
L2

. CK
1
2
f + ǫ

∥∥∥∥∥
(√∂tw

w
+

〈∂v〉
s
2

〈t〉s
)
〈∂v〉A0P0(Υ2Ψ)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

+
(
CK

1
2
h + CK

1
2

ϕδ
4
+ CK

1
2

ϕδ
9

)
‖P0(Υ2Ψ)‖Gs,σ−6 ,

which gives the corollary. �

The Corollary 8.4 gives the estimates of ω(t, z, v) which is the same as Ω. The estimates of the zero
mode of the stream function P0(Υ2Ψ) are used in the estimate of A4 = χ′

2∂yv∂vP0(Υ2Ψ)∂zz(Υ2Ψ)

in the estimates of the pressure, see Lemma 10.7.

9. Zero mode of the pressure

In this section, we estimate the zero mode of the pressure. Unlike the whole space case, we will
not use the elliptic equation to study the zero mode of the pressure. Instead, we use (5.7i). Let us
define

M00(t, ξ) =
t(t2 + |ξ|2)
2 + ξ2

A0(ξ),

M01(t, ξ) =
t(t2 + |ξ|2)
2 + ξ2

(√∂tw

w
+

〈ξ〉 s
2

〈t〉s
)
A0(ξ)

By applying M00 and M01 on (5.7i), we have for j = 0, 1

(9.1)

M0j∂vP0(ΠΥ1)

=−M0j

(
(ϕ4Υ2)P0(a)∂vP0(ΠΥ1)

)
−M0j

(
(ϕ4Υ2)P0

[
P6=(a)P6=(∂v − t∂z)P6=(ΠΥ1)

])

+M0j

[
(ϕ4Υ2)P0

(
∂z(ΨΥ2)∂z(∂v − t∂z)(ΨΥ2)− ∂zz(ΨΥ2)(∂v − t∂z)(ΨΥ2)

))]
.

We first show that the first two terms in (9.1) are small.

Proposition 9.1. Under the bootstrap hypotheses,∥∥∥M00

(
(ϕ4Υ2)P0(a)∂vP0(ΠΥ1)

)∥∥∥
2
. ǫ‖M00∂vP0(ΠΥ1)‖L2 ,

∥∥∥M00〈∂v〉
(
(ϕ4Υ2)P0

[
P6=(a)P6=(∂v − t∂z)P6=(ΠΥ1)

])∥∥∥
2
. ǫ2,

∥∥∥M01

(
(ϕ4Υ2)P0(a)∂vP0(ΠΥ1)

)∥∥∥
2
. ǫ‖M01∂vP0(ΠΥ1)‖L2 +

ǫ2

〈t〉s + ǫCK
1
2
a

∥∥∥M01

(
(ϕ4Υ2)P0

[
P6=(a)P6=(∂v − t∂z)P6=(ΠΥ1)

])∥∥∥
2
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.
ǫ2

〈t〉s + ǫ
(
CK

1
2
a + CK

1
2

ϕδ
4

)

+ ǫ

∥∥∥∥∥
(√∂tw

w
+

〈∇〉 s
2

〈t〉s
)
〈∂z〉t(1 + 〈∂z〉+ |∂v |)(1−∆)−1

(
(∂v − t∂z)

2 + ∂2z
)
AP6=(ΠΥ1)

∥∥∥∥∥
L2

.

Proof. It is easy to check that

〈t〉3‖∂vP0(ΠΥ1)‖Gs,σ−6 . ‖M00∂vP0(ΠΥ1)‖L2 .

We have ∥∥∥M00

(
(ϕ4Υ2)P0(a)∂vP0(ΠΥ1)

)∥∥∥
2

. ‖AR(ϕ4Υ2)‖L2‖A∗a‖L2〈t〉3‖∂vP0(ΠΥ1)‖Gs,σ−6 + ǫ‖M00∂vP0(ΠΥ1)‖L2

. ǫ‖M00∂vP0(ΠΥ1)‖L2 .

and ∥∥∥M01

(
(ϕ4Υ2)P0(a)∂vP0(ΠΥ1)

)∥∥∥
2

. ‖(ϕ4Υ2)‖Gs,σ−6CK
1
2
a 〈t〉3‖∂vP0(ΠΥ1)‖Gs,σ−6 + ǫ‖M01∂vP0(ΠΥ1)‖L2

+ ǫ
( 1

〈t〉s + CK
1
2

ϕδ
4

)
〈t〉2‖∂vP0(ΠΥ1)‖Gs,σ−6

. ǫ‖M01∂vP0(ΠΥ1)‖L2 +
ǫ2

〈t〉s + ǫCK
1
2
a .

We also have for |ξ − η| ≤ 1
2 |η|

t(t2 + |ξ|2)
2 + ξ2

2 + k2 + η2

〈k〉t(t+ 〈k〉 + |η|) .
(t+ |ξ|)(t+ 〈k〉+ |ξ|)

〈k〉(t+ 〈k〉+ |η|)
2 + k2 + η2

2 + ξ2

. 〈k, ξ − η〉3
(
|η − kt|+ |k|

)
1|η−kt|≥ 1

2
|kt| +

|η|
|k|1|η−kt|≤ 1

2
|kt|,t∈Ik,η + |η − kt|1|η−kt|≤ 1

2
|kt|,t/∈Ik,η

and by (D.1), we get

A0(ξ)

Ak(η)
.

( |k|(|k| + |η − kt|)
|ξ| 1t∈Ik,η + 1

)
ecλ|η−ξ|

s

e−cλ|k|
s

.(9.2)

The case |ξ − η| ≥ 1
2 |η| is simple, in which case, we switch A0(ξ) to A∗

−k(ξ − η). Thus we have
∥∥∥M00〈∂v〉

(
(ϕ4Υ2)P0

[
P6=(a)P6=(∂v − t∂z)P6=(ΠΥ1)

])∥∥∥
2

. ‖AR(ϕ4Υ2)‖L2‖A∗a‖L2〈t〉4‖P6=(ΠΥ1)‖Gs,σ−6

+ ǫ
∥∥〈∂z〉t(1 + 〈∂z〉+ |∂v |)(1−∆)−1

(
(∂v − t∂z)

2 + ∂2z
)
AP6=(ΠΥ1)

∥∥
L2 . ǫ2

and by Lemma D.2
∥∥∥M01

(
(ϕ4Υ2)P0

[
P6=(a)P6=(∂v − t∂z)P6=(ΠΥ1)

])∥∥∥
2

. ‖(ϕ4Υ2)‖GsCK
1
2
a 〈t〉4‖P6=(ΠΥ1)‖Gs,σ−6

ǫ

∥∥∥∥∥
(√∂tw

w
+

〈∇〉 s
2

〈t〉s
)
〈∂z〉t(1 + 〈∂z〉+ |∂v |)(1−∆)−1

(
(∂v − t∂z)

2 + ∂2z
)
AP6=(ΠΥ1)

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
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+ ǫ
( 1

〈t〉s + CK
1
2

ϕδ
4

)
〈t〉4‖P6=(ΠΥ1)‖Gs,σ−6

.
ǫ2

〈t〉s + ǫ
(
CK

1
2
a + CK

1
2

ϕδ
4

)

+ ǫ

∥∥∥∥∥
(√∂tw

w
+

〈∇〉 s
2

〈t〉s
)
〈∂z〉t(1 + 〈∂z〉+ |∂v |)(1 −∆)−1

(
(∂v − t∂z)

2 + ∂2z
)
AP6=(ΠΥ1)

∥∥∥∥∥
L2

.

Thus, we prove the proposition. �

We now prove Proposition 7.8.

Proof. By Proposition 9.1, we only need to control the last term in (9.1). Indeed, we only need to
consider

Ij = M0j

[
(ϕ4Υ2)P0

(
∂zz(ΨΥ2)(∂v − t∂z)(ΨΥ2)

))]

due to the projection P0. By using the same idea in the proof of Proposition 7.8, we have for
|ξ − η| ≤ 1

2 |η|

t(t2 + |ξ|2)
2 + ξ2

〈 η
kt

〉
≈ t(t2 + |ξ|2)

2 + ξ2
|η|+ |kt|

|kt|

.
(
|η − kt|+ |k|

)
1|η−kt|≥ 1

2
|kt| +

|η|
|k|1|η−kt|≤ 1

2
|kt|,t∈Ik,η + |η − kt|1|η−kt|≤ 1

2
|kt|,t/∈Ik,η .

Then by (9.2),

‖I0‖L2 . ‖AR(ϕ4Υ2)‖L2〈t〉4‖P6=(ΨΥ2)‖2Gs,σ−6

+ ‖(ϕ4Υ2)‖Gs,σ−6〈t〉2‖P6=(ΨΥ2)‖Gs,σ−6

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)AP6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

. ǫ2,

and by Lemma D.2

‖I1‖L2 .
( 1

〈t〉s + CK
1
2
a + CK

1
2

ϕδ
4

)
〈t〉4‖P6=(ΨΥ2)‖2Gs,σ−6

+ ‖(ϕ4Υ2)‖Gs,σ−6〈t〉2‖P6=(ΨΥ2)‖Gs,σ−6

×
∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

.
ǫ2

〈t〉s + ǫ2CK
1
2
a + ǫ2CK

1
2

ϕδ
4

+

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

,

which gives Proposition 7.8. �
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10. Elliptic estimate for the pressure

In this section, we study the following elliptic equation

(10.1)




∂z

(
(a+ θ)∂zΠ

)
+ ∂yv(∂v − t∂z)

(
(a+ θ)∂yv(∂v − t∂z)Π

)
= Ξ,

(∂v − t∂z)Π(t, z, u(0)) = (∂v − t∂z)Π(t, z, u(1)) = 0,

where Π ∈ {Πl,1,Πl,2,Πn,1,Πn,2} and Ξ represents the right-hand side of equations (2.18) respec-
tively.

We rewrite the equation by separating its linear part and the nonlinear part.

Ξ = T2[Π] + ∂z

(
(a+ θδ)∂zΠ

)
+ (∂yv − ũ′)(∂v − t∂z)

(
(a+ θ)∂yv(∂v − t∂z)Π

)

+ ũ′(∂v − t∂z)
(
(a+ θδ)∂yv(∂v − t∂z)Π

)

+ ũ′(∂v − t∂z)
(
θ̃(∂yv − ũ′)(∂v − t∂z)Π

)
,

where

(10.2) T2[Π] = θ̃∂zzΠ+ ũ′(∂v − t∂z)
(
θ̃ũ′(∂v − t∂z)Π

)

Similar to T1, we define T −1
N to be the inverse operator of T2 with Neumann boundary conditions,

namely for any function f(t, z, v), T2
[
T −1
N [f ]

]
= f with

∂vT −1
N [f ](t, z, 0) = ∂vT −1

N [f ](t, z, 1)

We also define

T̊ −1
j,N = ΥjT −1

N , j = 1, 2.(10.3)

Proposition 10.1. Let Ξ be compactly supported. Then for k 6= 0 there is GN,j(t, k, ξ, η) such that
for j = 1, 2,

̂(T̊ −1
j,N [Ξ])(t, k, ξ) =

∫

R

GN,j(t, k, ξ, η)Ξ̂(t, k, η)dη,

with estimate

|GN,j(t, k, ξ, η)| ≤ Cmin

{
e−λ∆〈ξ−η〉s

1 + k2 + (ξ − kt)2
,

e−λ∆〈ξ−η〉s

1 + k2 + (η − kt)2

}
.

The proposition is proved in Appendix C.3.
Next, we rewrite the pressure equation by separating interactions with zero-mode and interactions

with a.

(10.4) Ξ = T2[Π] + S2[Π] + Sa[Π],
where the ‘pressure error’ terms are

S2[Π] = θδ∂zz(Υ2Π) + g1(∂v − t∂z)
2(Υ2Π) + g2(∂v − t∂z)(Υ2Π),

Sa[Π] = ∂z
(
a∂z(Υ2Π)

)
+ g3(∂v − t∂z)

(
a(∂v − t∂z)(Υ2Π)

)
+ g4a(∂v − t∂z)(Υ2Π).

with

g1 = (∂yv − ũ′)θ∂yv + ũ′θδ∂yv + ũ′θ̃(∂yv − ũ′)

g2 = (∂yv − ũ′)∂v(θ∂yv) + ũ′∂v(θ
δ∂yv) + ũ′∂v(θ̃(∂yv − ũ′))

g3 = (∂yv − ũ′)∂yv + ũ′∂yv + ũ′(∂yv − ũ′)
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g4 = (∂yv − ũ′)∂v(∂yv) + ũ′∂v(∂yv) + ũ′∂v((∂yv − ũ′)).

By acting T −1
N on (10.4) and multiplying the cut-off function, we get that

T̊ −1
j,N [P6=Ξ]−ΥjP6=Π = T̊ −1

j,N

[
P6=S2[Π] + P6=Sa[Π]

]
.(10.5)

We introduce three multipliers, which are constructed in [11]: for k ∈ Z \ {0}, ξ ∈ R, let

M3(t, k, ξ) =
〈k〉t(t+ 〈k〉+ |ξ|)

1 + k2 + ξ2
Ak(ξ),

M4(t, k, ξ) =
〈k〉t(t+ 〈k〉+ |ξ|)

1 + k2 + ξ2
|k, ξ| s2
〈t〉s Ak(ξ),

M5(t, k, ξ) =
〈k〉t(t+ 〈k〉+ |ξ|)

1 + k2 + ξ2

√
∂tw

w
Ãk(ξ).

It is easy to check that

〈k〉t(t+ 〈k〉+ |ξ|)
1 + k2 + ξ2

=
|kt|

|ξ|+ |kt|
(|ξ|+ |kt|)(t+ 〈k〉+ |ξ|)

k2 + ξ2 + 1
≥ |kt|

|ξ|+ |kt| ≈
〈
ξ

kt

〉−1

,(10.6)

which implies M4(t, k, ξ) ≥ M1(t, k, ξ) and M5(t, k, ξ) ≥ M2(t, k, ξ).

We first control the two error terms T̊ −1
j,N

[
P6=S2[Π]

]
and T̊ −1

j,N

[
P6=Sa[Π]

]

Lemma 10.2. Under the bootstrap hypotheses,∥∥∥M3(∂
2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)T̊ −1
j,NP6=

[
S2[Π]

]∥∥∥
2
. ǫ

∥∥M3(∂
2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)P6=(Υ2Π)
∥∥
2

∥∥∥(M4 +M5)(∂
2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)T̊ −1
j,NP6=

[
S2[Π]

]∥∥∥
2
. ǫ
(
CK

1
2

θδ
+ CK

1
2
h + CK

1
2

ϕδ
9

)

+ ǫ‖(M4 +M5)(∂
2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)P6=(Υ2Π)‖2.
Lemma 10.3. Under the bootstrap hypotheses,∥∥∥M3(∂

2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)T̊ −1
j,NP6=

[
Sa[Π]

]∥∥∥
2
. ǫ

∥∥M3(∂
2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)P6=(Υ2Π)
∥∥
2
+ ǫ2,

∥∥∥(M4 +M5)(∂
2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)T̊ −1
j,NP6=

[
Sa[Π]

]∥∥∥
2
. ǫ
(
CK

1
2

θδ
+ CK

1
2
h + CK

1
2

ϕδ
9
+ CK

1
2
a +

ǫ

〈t〉s
)

+ ǫ‖(M4 +M5)(∂
2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)P6=(Υ2Π)‖2
+ ǫ‖M01∂vP0(Υ2Π)‖L2 .

By applying Proposition 10.1, we have∥∥∥M3(∂
2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)T̊ −1
j,NP6=

[
S2[Π] + Sa[Π]

]∥∥∥
2

. ‖M3P6=S2[Π]‖2 + ‖M3P6=Sa[Π]‖2,∥∥∥(M4 +M5)(∂
2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)T̊ −1
j,NP6=

[
S2[Π] + Sa[Π]

]∥∥∥
2

. ‖(M4 +M5)P6=S2[Π]‖2 + ‖(M4 +M5)P6=Sa[Π]‖2.
The idea of the proof of these two lemmas is the same as the proofs of Lemma 3.2, Lemma 3.3, and
Lemma 3.4 of [11].

Proof. Estimate for S2[Π]: By fact that

〈k〉t(t+ 〈k〉+ |ξ|)
1 + k2 + ξ2

.c
〈k〉t(t+ 〈k〉+ |η|)

1 + k2 + η2
ecmin{〈ξ−η〉

1
2 ,〈k,η〉

1
2 },
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|k, ξ| s2
〈t〉s .

|k, η| s2
〈t〉s +

|η − ξ| s2
〈t〉s ,

and Remark 6.5, we get

M3(t, k, ξ) . AR(ξ − η)
〈k〉t(t + 〈k〉 + |η|)

1 + k2 + η2
ecλ|k,η|

s

+ ecλ|ξ−η|
sM3(t, k, η)

M4(t, k, ξ) .
|η − ξ| s2
〈t〉s AR(ξ − η)

〈k〉t(t + 〈k〉+ |η|)
1 + k2 + η2

ecλ|k,η|
s

+ ecλ|ξ−η|
sM4(t, k, η).

By Lemma D.2, we have

M5(t, k, ξ) .
( |η − ξ| s2

〈t〉s +

√
∂tw

w

)
AR(ξ − η)M3(t, k, η)e

cλ|k,η|s

+ ecλ|ξ−η|
s
(
M4(t, k, η) +M5(t, k, η)

)
.

Thus we have∥∥∥M3P6=[θ
δ∂zz(Υ2Π) + g1(∂v − t∂z)

2(Υ2Π)]
∥∥∥
L2

. ǫ
∥∥M3(∂

2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)P6=(Υ2Π)
∥∥
2
,

∥∥∥
(
M4 +M5

)
P6=[θ

δ∂zz(Υ2Π) + g1(∂v − t∂z)
2(Υ2Π)]

∥∥∥
L2

.
(
CK

1
2

θδ
+ CK

1
2
h + CK

1
2

ϕδ
9

) ∥∥M3(∂
2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)P6=(Υ2Π)
∥∥
2

+ ǫ‖(M4 +M5)(∂
2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)P6=(Υ2Π)‖2.
For the g2(∂v − t∂z)Π term, since there is one derivative loss in g2, we need to use the decay of

Π and the multiplier |k|t(t+|k,η|)
k2+η2

to gain the regularity, which plays a similar role to the multiplier
〈 η
kt

〉−1
in M1 and M2. We have for |ξ − η| ≥ 2|k, η| (the case g2 is in higher frequencies)

(10.7)
〈k〉t(t+ 〈k〉+ |ξ|)

1 + k2 + ξ2
1 + k2 + η2

〈k〉t(t+ 〈k〉+ |η|) .
〈k, η〉2

1 + k2 + ξ2

(
1 +

|η − ξ|
(t+ 〈k〉+ |η|)

)
.

〈k, η〉2
〈η − ξ〉 ,

and for |ξ − η| ≤ 2|k, η|
〈k〉t(t + 〈k〉+ |ξ|)

1 + k2 + ξ2
1 + k2 + η2

〈k〉t(t+ 〈k〉+ |η|) .
(
1 +

|ξ − η||ξ + η|
1 + k2 + ξ2

)(
1 +

|ξ − η|
t+ 〈k〉 + |η|

)
. 〈ξ − η〉3.

Then we have by Remark 6.5 and Lemma D.2,

‖M3[g2(∂v − t∂z)P6=(Υ2Π)]‖L2 . ǫ
∥∥M3(∂

2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)P6=(Υ2Π)
∥∥
2
,

∥∥(M4 +M5

)
P6=[g2(∂v − t∂z)(Υ2Π)]

∥∥
L2

.
(
CK

1
2

θδ
+ CK

1
2
h + CK

1
2

ϕδ
9

) ∥∥M3(∂
2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)P6=(Υ2Π)
∥∥
2

+ ǫ‖(M4 +M5)(∂
2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)P6=(Υ2Π)‖2.
This gives the lemma. �

Proof. Estimate for Sa[Π]: For the estimate of Sa[Π], we take advantage of the divergence form.

Note that switching from Ak(ξ) to Al(η), we will lose
ξ

k2+(ξ−kt)2 in the case t ∈ Ik,ξ ∩ Ik,η, k 6= l. By

taking out one derivative (∂z, ∂v − t∂z), in the worst case t ∈ Ik,ξ ∩ Ik,η, k 6= l, we multiply a small

fact ξ−kt
η−lt .
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We first consider the first two terms in Sa[Π] when Π is non-zero modes, namely, ∂z(a∂zP6=(Υ2Π))
and g3(∂v − t∂z)(a(∂v − t∂z)P6=(Υ2Π)). Since g3 is the zero-mode, using the idea of the proof of
S2[Π], we have

∥∥M3P6=
[
g3(∂v − t∂z)(a(∂v − t∂z)(Υ2Π))

]∥∥
L2 . ‖M3P6=[(∂v − t∂z)(a(∂v − t∂z)P6=(Υ2Π))]‖L2

∥∥(M4 +M5

)
P6=[g3(∂v − t∂z)(a(∂v − t∂z)P6=(Υ2Π))]

∥∥
L2

.
∥∥(M4 +M5

)
P6=[(∂v − t∂z)(a(∂v − t∂z)P6=(Υ2Π))]

∥∥
L2

+
( 1

〈t〉s + CK
1
2
h + CK

1
2

ϕδ
9

)
‖M3P6=[(∂v − t∂z)(a(∂v − t∂z)P6=(Υ2Π))]‖L2

Then we treat the last term in Sa[Π], namely, g4a(∂v − t∂z)(Υ2Π). If g4 is in lower frequencies, the
treatment is easier than g3(∂v− t∂z)(a(∂v− t∂z)(Υ2Π)). The difficulty happens when g4 is in higher
frequencies. In such a case, we follow the idea of the treatment of g2(∂v − t∂z)P6=(Υ2Π) term, then
by (10.7) we have

∥∥∥M3

[
g4P6=

(
a(∂v − t∂z)(Υ2Π)

)]∥∥∥
L2

.
∥∥∥M3(|∂z |+ |∂v − t∂z|)P6=

(
a(∂v − t∂z)P6=(Υ2Π)

)]∥∥∥
L2

+
∥∥∥M3(|∂z |+ |∂v − t∂z|)P6=

(
a∂vP0(Υ2Π)

)]∥∥∥
L2∥∥∥

(
M4 +M5

)
P6=
[
g4

(
a(∂v − t∂z)(Υ2Π)

)]∥∥∥
L2

.
( 1

〈t〉s + CK
1
2
h + CK

1
2

ϕδ
9

) ∥∥∥M3(|∂z |+ |∂v − t∂z|)P6=
(
a(∂v − t∂z)P6=(Υ2Π)

)]∥∥∥
L2

+
( 1

〈t〉s + CK
1
2
h + CK

1
2

ϕδ
9

) ∥∥∥M3(|∂z|+ |∂v − t∂z|)P6=
(
a∂vP0(Υ2Π)

)]∥∥∥
L2

+ ǫ‖(M4 +M5)(|∂z |+ |∂v − t∂z|)P6=(a(∂v − t∂z)(Υ2Π))‖2.
We have by Lemma D.4 and Remark 6.5 that for |k − l, η − ξ| ≤ |l, η|, k 6= 0, l 6= 0

|k|M3(t, k, ξ)

〈
t− ξ

k

〉

. M3(t, l, η)(|l| + |η − lt|) |k| + |ξ − kt|
|l|+ |η − lt|

〈k〉(t+ 〈k〉+ |ξ|)
〈l〉(t+ 〈l〉+ |η|)

1 + l2 + η2

1 + k2 + ξ2
ecλ|k−l,η−ξ|

s

+Al(η)
〈k〉t(t + 〈k〉 + |ξ|)

1 + k2 + ξ2
|ξ|(|k| + |ξ − kt|)
k2 + (ξ − kt)2

1t∈Ik,ξ∩Ik,η , k 6=l

. M3(t, l, η)(|l| + |η − lt|)ecλ|k−l,η−ξ|〈k − l, η − ξ〉5 +Al(η)
ξ/k

η/l
|l|
〈
t− η

l

〉
ecλ|k−l,η−ξ|

. ecλ|k−l,η−ξ|M3(t, l, η)(|l| + |η − lt|)
For |k − l, η − ξ| ≥ |l, η|, k 6= 0, l 6= 0, k 6= l, we have by Remark 6.5

|k|M3(t, k, ξ)

〈
t− ξ

k

〉

.
〈k〉t(t + 〈k〉+ |ξ|)

1 + k2 + ξ2
(|k| + |ξ − kt|)Ak−l(ξ − η)ecλ|l,η|

s

+
〈k〉t(t+ 〈k〉+ |ξ|)

1 + k2 + ξ2
Ak−l(ξ − η)

|ξ|(|k| + |ξ − kt|)
k2 + |ξ − kt|2 ecλ|l,η|

s

1t∈Ik,ξ∩Ik,ξ−η ,k 6=k−l
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. A∗
k−l(ξ − η)〈t〉3ecλ|l,η|s .

Similarly, by Lemma D.2, we have

|k|(M4(t, k, ξ) +M5(t, k, ξ))

〈
t− ξ

k

〉

. ecλ|k−l,η−ξ|(M4(t, l, η) +M5(t, l, η))(|l| + |η − lt|)

+
(√∂tw

w
+

|k − l, ξ − η| s2
〈t〉s

)
A∗
k−l(ξ − η)〈t〉2ecλ|l,η|s .

Thus, we get

‖M3P6=[(∂v − t∂z)(a(∂v − t∂z)P6=((Υ2Π)))]‖L2

. ǫ
∥∥M3

(
(∂v − t∂z)

2 + ∂2z
)
P6=(Υ2Π)

∥∥
2
+ ǫ〈t〉4‖P6=(Υ2Π)‖Gs,σ−6

‖(M4 +M5)P6=[(∂v − t∂z)(a(∂v − t∂z)P6=(Υ2Π))]‖L2

. ǫ
∥∥(M4 +M5)

(
(∂v − t∂z)

2 + ∂2z
)
P6=(Υ2Π)

∥∥
L2 + 〈t〉4‖P6=(Υ2Π)‖Gs,σ−6CK

1
2
a .

Next, we consider the second term in Sa[Π] when Π is the zero mode, namely, g3(∂v−t∂z)(P6=(a)∂vP0(Υ2Π)).
Again, we first get rid of g3:

∥∥M3

[
g3(∂v − t∂z)(P6=a∂vP0(Υ2Π))

]∥∥
L2 . ‖M3[(∂v − t∂z)(P6=a∂vP0(Υ2Π))]‖L2

∥∥(M4 +M5

)
[g3(∂v − t∂z)(P6=a∂vP0(Υ2Π))]

∥∥
L2

.
∥∥(M4 +M5

)
P6=[(∂v − t∂z)(a∂vP0(Υ2Π))]

∥∥
L2

+
( 1

〈t〉s + CK
1
2
h + CK

1
2

ϕδ
9

)
‖M3[(∂v − t∂z)(P6=a∂vP0(Υ2Π))]‖L2 .

We have for |ξ − η| ≤ 2|k, η|, (which is associated with the case a is in higher frequencies,)

〈k〉t(t+ 〈k〉+ |ξ|)
1 + k2 + ξ2

|ξ − kt|
Bk(η)

.
〈k〉t(t+ 〈k〉+ |ξ|)

1 + k2 + ξ2
t|ξ − kt|

t+ |ξ| 12 + |k|
〈ξ − η〉 1

2

. 〈t〉3〈ξ − η〉 1
2 ,

and for |ξ − η| ≥ 2|k, η|,
〈k〉t(t+ 〈k〉+ |ξ|)

1 + k2 + ξ2
|ξ − kt|

(t(t2 + (ξ − η)2)

2 + (ξ − η)2

)−1
. 〈k, η〉6 |ξ − kt|

t+ |ξ| .

Thus we obtain by Remark 6.5 that

‖M3[(∂v − t∂z)(P6=a∂vP0(Υ2Π))]‖L2 . ‖A∗a‖L2〈t〉3‖∂vP0(Υ2Π)‖Gs,σ−6

+ ‖a‖Gs,σ−6‖M00∂vP0(Υ2Π)‖L2 . ǫ2

and by Lemma D.2
∥∥(M4 +M5

)
P6=[(∂v − t∂z)(a∂vP0(Υ2Π))]

∥∥
L2

. ǫCK
1
2
a + ǫ‖M01∂vP0(Υ2Π)‖L2 .

Thus we proved the lemma. �

Now we introduce two lemmas with weaker weight.
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Lemma 10.4. Under the bootstrap hypotheses,
∥∥∥M3(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)

2)
1
2 T̊ −1

j,NP6=
[
S2[Π]

]∥∥∥
2

. ǫ
∥∥∥M3(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)

2)
1
2P6=(Υ2Π)

∥∥∥
2∥∥∥(M4 +M5)(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)

2)
1
2 T̊ −1

j,NP6=
[
S2[Π]

]∥∥∥
2

. ǫ
(
CK

1
2

θδ
+ CK

1
2
h + CK

1
2

ϕδ
9

)
+ ǫ‖(M4 +M5)(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)

2)
1
2P6=(Υ2Π)‖2.

Lemma 10.5. Under the bootstrap hypotheses,
∥∥∥M3(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)

2)
1
2 T̊ −1

j,NP6=
[
Sa[Π]

]∥∥∥
2

. ǫ
∥∥M3(∂

2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)P6=(Υ1Π)
∥∥
2
+ ǫ2,

∥∥∥(M4 +M5)(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)
2)

1
2 T̊ −1

j,NP6=
[
Sa[Π]

]∥∥∥
2

. ǫ
(
CK

1
2

θδ
+ CK

1
2
h + CK

1
2

ϕδ
9
+ CK

1
2
a +

ǫ

〈t〉s
)

+ ǫ
∥∥(M4 +M5)(∂

2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)P6=(Υ1Π)
∥∥
2

+ ǫ‖M01∂vP0(Υ2Π)‖L2 .

Noticing that, by applying Proposition 10.1, we only need to control
∥∥∥M3(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)

2)−
1
2P6=

(
S2[Π] + Sa[Π]

)∥∥∥
2

and ∥∥∥(M4 +M5)(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)
2)−

1
2P6=

(
S2[Π] + Sa[Π]

)∥∥∥
2
.

Notice that when the gaining (k2+(ξ−kt)2)− 1
2 is weak, namely, |ξ| ≈ |kt|, the weight 〈k〉t(t+〈k〉+|ξ|)

1+k2+ξ2
≈

1. The above two lemmas can be proved by using the same idea in the proof of Lemma 10.2 and
Lemma 10.3, and following the proofs step by step.

Proof. We have for |ξ − η| ≤ 2|k, η| and k 6= 0 that

〈k〉t(t+ 〈k〉+ |ξ|)
1 + k2 + ξ2

Ak(ξ)

(k2 + (ξ − kt)2)
1
2

.
〈k〉t(t + 〈k〉 + |η|)

1 + k2 + ξ2
〈ξ − η〉4

(k2 + (η − kt)2)
1
2

Ak(η)e
cλ〈ξ−η〉s

and for |ξ − η| ≥ 2|k, η| and k 6= 0, we have (10.7). Then we have by Remark 6.5 and Lemma D.2,
∥∥∥M3(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)

2)−
1
2 [g2(∂v − t∂z)P6=(Υ2Π)]

∥∥∥
L2

. ǫ
∥∥∥M3(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)

2)
1
2P6=(Υ2Π)

∥∥∥
2
,

∥∥∥
(
M4 +M5

)
(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)

2)−
1
2P6=[g2(∂v − t∂z)(Υ2Π)]

∥∥∥
L2

.
(
CK

1
2

θδ
+ CK

1
2
h + CK

1
2

ϕδ
9

) ∥∥M3(∂
2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)P6=(Υ2Π)
∥∥
2

+ ǫ‖(M4 +M5)(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)
2)

1
2P6=(Υ2Π)‖2.

This gives Lemma 10.4. �
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Proof. By using the same idea of the proof of Lemma 10.3, we only need to estimate

‖M3P6=[(a(∂v − t∂z)P6=(Υ2Π))]‖L2 , ‖M3P6=[(a∂zP6=(Υ2Π))]‖L2

and
∥∥(M4 +M5

)
P6=[(a(∂v − t∂z)P6=(Υ2Π))]

∥∥
L2 .

Considering the support of a, we have a(∂v − t∂z)P6=(Υ2Π) = a(∂v − t∂z)P6=(Υ1Π). Thus we use
Υ1Π and estimate

‖M3P6=[(a(∂v − t∂z)P6=(Υ1Π))]‖L2 , ‖M3P6=[(a∂zP6=(Υ1Π))]‖L2

and
∥∥(M4 +M5

)
P6=[(a(∂v − t∂z)P6=(Υ1Π))]

∥∥
L2 .

We have by Lemma D.4 and Remark 6.5 that for |k − l, η − ξ| ≤ |l, η|, k 6= 0, l 6= 0

M3(t, k, ξ)(|l| + |η − lt|)
. M3(t, l, η)(|l| + |η − lt|)eλ|k−l,η−ξ|s

+Al(η)
〈k〉t(t + 〈k〉+ |ξ|)

1 + k2 + ξ2
|ξ|(|l| + |η − lt|)
k2 + (ξ − kt)2

1t∈Ik,ξ∩Ik,η , k 6=l

. M3(t, l, η)e
cλ|k−l,η−ξ|〈k − l, η − ξ〉5 +Al(η)

ξ/k

η/l
|l|2
〈
t− η

l

〉2
ecλ|k−l,η−ξ|

. ecλ|k−l,η−ξ|M3(t, l, η)(|l| + |η − lt|)2.
The lemma follows from Remark 6.5 and Lemma D.2. �

10.1. Estimate of Πl,1. In this section, we obtain the estimate for P6=(Πl,1). We only need to

estimate M3(∂
2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)T̊ −1
j,N [P6=Ξ1], M4(∂

2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)T̊ −1
j,N [P6=Ξ1], and M5(∂

2
z + (∂v −

t∂z)
2)T̊ −1

j,N [P6=Ξ1] where

Ξ1 = ϕ6∂zz(Υ2Ψ) + ϕ7P6=(Υ2Ψ)

By Proposition 10.1, we have

(10.8)

∥∥∥M3(∂
2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)T̊ −1
j,N [P6=Ξ1]

∥∥∥
2
. ‖M3[P6=Ξ1]‖2 ,∥∥∥M4(∂

2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)T̊ −1
j,N [P6=Ξ1]

∥∥∥
2
. ‖M4[P6=Ξ1]‖2 ,∥∥∥M5(∂

2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)T̊ −1
j,N [P6=Ξ1]

∥∥∥
2
. ‖M5[P6=Ξ1]‖2 .

By using

(|t|+ |k|+ |ξ|)|k| . 〈k, ξ〉(|ξ − kt|+ |k|), for k 6= 0,(10.9)

and Remark 6.5, we then have for 2|k, η| ≥ |ξ − η|, k 6= 0,

|k|2 〈k〉t(t+ 〈k〉+ |ξ|)
1 + k2 + ξ2

Ak(ξ) . |k2|Ak(η)〈ξ − η〉3 〈k〉t(t+ 〈k〉+ |η|)
1 + k2 + η2

ecλ|ξ−η|
s

.
t|k|2|k, η|(|k| + |tk − η|)

1 + k2 + η2
|η|+ |kt|

|kt|
〈 η
kt

〉−1
Ak(η)e

cλ|ξ−η|s

. (k2 + (η − kt)2)
〈 η
kt

〉−1
Ak(η)e

cλ|ξ−η|s .
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and for 2|k, η| ≤ |ξ − η|, k 6= 0,

|k| 〈k〉t(t+ 〈k〉+ |ξ|)
1 + k2 + ξ2

Ak(ξ) . AR(ξ − η)eλ|k,η|
s〈t〉2〈k〉2

Thus we get that

‖M3[P6=Ξ1]‖2 . 〈t〉2‖P6=(Υ2Ψ)‖Gs,σ−6 +

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)AP6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

. ǫ.(10.10)

By Lemma D.2, we have
∥∥(M4 +M5

)
[P6=Ξ1]

∥∥
2
.
( 1

〈t〉s + CK
1
2

ϕδ
6
+ CK

1
2

ϕδ
7

)
〈t〉2‖P6=(Υ2Ψ)‖Gs,σ−6

+

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

.

Now we prove Proposition 7.9 for Π⋆ = Υ2Πl,1.

Proof. By (10.5), Lemma 10.2, Lemma 10.3, (10.8), and (10.10), we get that
∥∥M3(∂

2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)P6=(Υ2Πl,1)
∥∥
2

.
∥∥∥M3(∂

2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)T̊ −1
2,N [P6=Ξ1]

∥∥∥
2
+
∥∥∥M3(∂

2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)T̊ −1
j,N

[
P6=S2[Πl,1]

]∥∥∥
2

+
∥∥∥M3(∂

2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)T̊ −1
2,N

[
P6=Sa[Πl,1]

]∥∥∥
2

. ǫ+ ǫ
∥∥M3(∂

2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)P6=(Υ2Πl,1)
∥∥
2
+ ǫ2

and ∥∥(M4 +M5)(∂
2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)P6=(Υ2Πl,1)
∥∥
2

.
∥∥∥(M4 +M5)(∂

2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)T̊ −1
2,N [P6=Ξ1]

∥∥∥
2

+
∥∥∥(M4 +M5)(∂

2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)T̊ −1
j,N

[
P6=S2[Πl,1]

]∥∥∥
2

+
∥∥∥(M4 +M5)(∂

2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)T̊ −1
2,N

[
P6=Sa[Πl,1]

]∥∥∥
2

. ǫ
( 1

〈t〉s + CK
1
2

ϕδ
6
+ CK

1
2

ϕδ
7
+ CK

1
2

θδ
+ CK

1
2
h + CK

1
2

ϕδ
9
+ CK

1
2
a

)

+

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

+ ǫ‖(M4 +M5)(∂
2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)P6=(Υ2Πl,1)‖2
+ ǫ‖M01∂vP0(Υ2Π)‖L2 ,

which gives ∥∥M3(∂
2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)P6=(Υ2Πl,1)
∥∥
2
. ǫ,

and ∥∥(M4 +M5)(∂
2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)P6=(Υ2Πl,1)
∥∥
2

. ǫ
( 1

〈t〉s + CK
1
2

ϕδ
6
+ CK

1
2

ϕδ
7
+ CK

1
2

θδ
+ CK

1
2
h + CK

1
2

ϕδ
9
+ CK

1
2
a

)
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+

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

+ ǫ‖M01∂vP0(Υ2Π)‖L2 .

Thus we prove the estimates for P6=(Υ2Πl,1). �

10.2. Estimate of Πl,2. The Πl,2 term arose from the boundary correction. It seems worse than
Πl,1. However, on the support of ϕ8, Υ1 = 0. Thus to estimate Πl,2, we use two steps. First, we
get the estimate of Πl,2 using equation (5.7f). Second, we obtain an improved estimate for Υ1Πl,2,
namely, we study the following equation:

(10.11)





∂z

(
(a+ θ)∂z(Υ1Πl,2)

)
+ ∂yv(∂v − t∂z)

(
(a+ θ)∂yv(∂v − t∂z)(Υ1Πl,2)

)

= 2(∂yv)
2(∂vΥ1)

(
θ(∂v − t∂z)(Υ2Πl,2)

)
+ (∂yv)

2
(
θ(∂2vΥ1)(Υ2Πl,2)

)
,

(∂v − t∂z)Πl,2(t, z, u(0)) = (∂v − t∂z)Πl,2(t, z, u(1)) = 0.

Note that on the support of ∂vΥ1 or ∂2vΥ1, both θ and ∂yv are constant value.

We show the idea in the following inequalities:

Step 1. ‖Υ2Πl,2‖Y . ǫ‖Υ2Πl,2‖Y + ǫ‖Υ1Πl,2‖X + good terms,

Step 2. ‖Υ1Πl,2‖X . ǫ‖Υ1Πl,2‖X + ‖Υ2Πl,2‖Y + good terms.

Let us first estimate P6=(Υ2Πl,2).

Lemma 10.6. Under the bootstrap hypotheses,
∥∥∥M3(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)

2)
1
2P6=(Υ2Πl,2)

∥∥∥
L2

. ǫ+ ǫ
∥∥M3(∂

2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)P6=(Υ1Πl,2)
∥∥
2
,

and ∥∥∥(M4 +M5)(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)
2)

1
2P6=(Υ2Πl,2)

∥∥∥
L2

. +ǫ
∥∥(M4 +M5)(∂

2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)P6=(Υ1Πl,2)
∥∥
2

+ ǫ
(
CK

1
2

θδ
+ CK

1
2
h + CK

1
2

ϕδ
8
+ CK

1
2

ϕδ
9
+ CK

1
2
a +

1

〈t〉s
)

+ ǫ‖M01∂vP0(Υ2Πl,2)‖L2

+

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P|k|≥kM (ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

.

Moreover, it holds that

〈t〉3‖P6=(Υ2Πl,2)‖Gs,σ−6 + 〈t〉2
∥∥∥(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)

2)
1
2P6=(Υ2Πl,2)

∥∥∥
Gs,σ−6

. ǫ+ ǫ
∥∥M3(∂

2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)P6=(Υ1Πl,2)
∥∥
2
.

Proof. By (10.5) Lemma 10.4, and Lemma 10.5, we have
∥∥∥M3(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)

2)
1
2P6=(Υ2Πl,2)

∥∥∥
L2

.
∥∥∥M3(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)

2)
1
2 T̊ −1

2,N [P6=Ξ2]
∥∥∥
L2

+
∥∥∥M3(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)

2)
1
2 T̊ −1

j,NP6=
[
S2[Πl,2]

]∥∥∥
2



80 WEIREN ZHAO

+
∥∥∥M3(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)

2)
1
2 T̊ −1

j,NP6=
[
Sa[Πl,2]

]∥∥∥
2

. ǫ2 +
∥∥∥M3(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)

2)−
1
2 [P6=Ξ2]

∥∥∥
L2

+ ǫ
∥∥∥M3(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)

2)
1
2P6=(Υ2Πl,2)

∥∥∥
L2

+ǫ
∥∥M3(∂

2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)P6=(Υ1Πl,2)
∥∥
2
,

and ∥∥∥(M4 +M5)(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)
2)

1
2P6=(Υ2Πl,2)

∥∥∥
L2

.
∥∥∥(M4 +M5)(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)

2)
1
2 T̊ −1

2,N [P6=Ξ2]
∥∥∥
L2

+
∥∥∥(M4 +M5)(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)

2)
1
2 T̊ −1

j,NP6=
[
S2[Πl,2]

]∥∥∥
2

+
∥∥∥(M4 +M5)(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)

2)
1
2 T̊ −1

j,NP6=
[
Sa[Πl,2]

]∥∥∥
2

. ǫ‖(M4 +M5)(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)
2)

1
2P6=(Υ2Πl,2)‖2

+ǫ‖(M4 +M5)(∂
2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)P6=(Υ1Πl,2)‖2
+ ǫ
(
CK

1
2

θδ
+ CK

1
2
h + CK

1
2

ϕδ
9
+ CK

1
2
a +

ǫ

〈t〉s
)

+
∥∥∥(M4 +M5)(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)

2)−
1
2 [P6=Ξ2]

∥∥∥
L2

+ ǫ‖M01∂vP0(Υ2Πl,2)‖L2 ,

Now we control
∥∥∥M3(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)

2)−
1
2 [P6=Ξ2]

∥∥∥
L2

and
∥∥∥(M4 +M5)(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)

2)−
1
2 [P6=Ξ2]

∥∥∥
L2
.

where

Ξ2 = ϕ8∂yv(∂v − t∂z)P6=(Υ2Ψ)

By (10.9), we have for |ξ − η| ≤ 2|k, η|
〈k〉t(t+ 〈k〉+ |ξ|)

1 + k2 + ξ2
(η − kt)

|k|+ |ξ − kt|

.
(η − kt)

1 + |k|+ |ξ|
|η|+ |kt|

k

〈 η
kt

〉−1
. 〈η − ξ〉(k2 + (η − kt))2

〈 η
kt

〉−1

and for |ξ − η| ≥ 2|k, η|
〈k〉t(t+ 〈k〉+ |ξ|)

1 + k2 + ξ2
(η − kt)

|k|+ |ξ − kt| .
(η − kt)t

1 + |k|+ |ξ| . 〈t〉2|k, η|.

Thus we get by Remark 6.5 and Lemma D.2 that
∥∥∥M3(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)

2)−
1
2 [P6=Ξ2]

∥∥∥
L2

.

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)AP6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

+ (1 + ‖AR(ϕδ8)‖2)(1 + ‖ARh‖2 + ‖ARϕδ9‖2)〈t〉2‖P6=(ΨΥ2)‖ . ǫ,

and ∥∥∥(M4 +M5)(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)
2)−

1
2 [P6=Ξ2]

∥∥∥
L2
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.

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P|k|≥kM (ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

+
ǫ

〈t〉s + ǫCK
1
2

ϕδ
8
+ ǫCK

1
2

ϕδ
9
+ ǫCK

1
2
h .

Thus we proved the lemma. �

Now we use (10.11) to prove Proposition 7.9 for Π⋆ = Υ1Πl,2.

Proof. By (10.5), Lemma 10.2, Lemma 10.3, (10.8), and (10.10), we get that
∥∥M3(∂

2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)P6=(Υ1Πl,2)
∥∥
2

. ‖M3[P6=Ξ3]‖2 +
∥∥∥M3(∂

2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)T̊ −1
1,N

[
P6=S2[Πl,2]

]∥∥∥
2

+
∥∥∥M3(∂

2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)T̊ −1
1,N

[
P6=Sa[Πl,2]

]∥∥∥
2
.

and
∥∥(M4 +M5)(∂

2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)P6=(Υ1Πl,2)
∥∥
2

. ‖(M4 +M5)[P6=Ξ3]‖2
+
∥∥∥(M4 +M5)(∂

2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)T̊ −1
1,N

[
P6=S2[Πl,2]

]∥∥∥
2

+
∥∥∥(M4 +M5)(∂

2
z + (∂v − t∂z)

2)T̊ −1
1,N

[
P6=Sa[Πl,2]

]∥∥∥
2
,

with

Ξ3 = 2(∂yv)
2(∂vΥ1)

(
θ(∂v − t∂z)(Υ2Πl,2)

)
+ (∂yv)

2
(
θ(∂2vΥ1)(Υ2Πl,2)

)

We have for |ξ − η| ≤ 2|k, η|
〈k〉t(t+ 〈k〉+ |ξ|)

1 + k2 + ξ2
.

〈k〉t(t+ 〈k〉+ |η|)
1 + k2 + η2

〈ξ − η〉3,

and for |ξ − η| ≥ 2|k, η|
〈k〉t(t + 〈k〉+ |ξ|)

1 + k2 + ξ2
. 〈t〉2.

Thus we have by Remark 6.5 that

‖M3[P6=Ξ3]‖2 .
∥∥∥M3(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)

2)
1
2P6=(Υ2Πl,2)

∥∥∥
L2

+ ‖AR(∂yvΥ1)‖22‖ARθ‖L2〈t〉2‖(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)
2)

1
2P6=(Υ2Πl,2)‖Gs,σ−6 . ǫ.

and by Lemma D.2

‖(M4 +M5)[P6=Ξ3]‖2
.
∥∥∥(M4 +M5)(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)

2)
1
2P6=(Υ2Πl,2)

∥∥∥
L2

+
( 1

〈t〉s + CK
1
2
h + CK

1
2
θ

)
〈t〉2‖(−∂2z − (∂v − t∂z)

2)
1
2P6=(Υ2Πl,2)‖Gs,σ−6

By using Lemma 10.6, we proved the estimates for P6=(Υ1Πl,2). �
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10.3. Estimate of Πn,1. In this section, we treat the nonlinear pressure. Similarly, we first estimate

‖M3[P6=Ξ4]‖2 , and ‖(M4 +M5)[P6=Ξ4]‖2
where

Ξ4 = −2χ2(∂yv(∂v − t∂z)∂z(Υ2Ψ))2 − 2∂zz(Υ2Ψ)
(
Ω− χ2∂zz(Υ2Ψ)

)
,

− 2χ′
2∂yv

[
(∂z(Υ2Ψ))(∂v − t∂z)∂z(Υ2Ψ) + (∂v − t∂z)(Υ2Ψ)∂zz(Υ2Ψ)

]

− 1

2
χ′′
2

[
(∂z(Υ2Ψ))2 + (∂yv)

2((∂v − t∂z)P6=(Υ2Ψ))2
]
.

We have the following lemma:

Lemma 10.7. Under the bootstrap hypotheses,

‖M3[P6=Ξ4]‖2 . ǫ2,

and

‖(M4 +M5)[P6=Ξ4]‖2 .
ǫ2

〈t〉2 + ǫCK
1
2
f + ǫ2CK

1
2
h + ǫ2CK

1
2

ϕδ
4
+ ǫ2CK

1
2

ϕδ
9

+

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

.

Proof. We separate terms in Ξ4 into four classes:

A1 =
{
P6=
(
χ2(∂yv(∂v − t∂z)∂z(Υ2Ψ))2

)
, P6=

(
χ′′
2(∂yv)

2((∂v − t∂z)P6=(Υ2Ψ))2
)}

A2 =
{
P6=
(
∂zz(Υ2Ψ)P6=Ω

)
, P6=

(
χ2(∂zz(Υ2Ψ))2

)
, P6=

(
χ′′
2(∂z(Υ2Ψ))2

)
,

P6=
(
χ′
2∂yv(∂z(Υ2Ψ))(∂v − t∂z)∂z(Υ2Ψ)

)
, P6=

(
χ′
2∂yv(∂v − t∂z)P6=(Υ2Ψ)∂zz(Υ2Ψ)

)}

A3 =
{
∂zz(Υ2Ψ)P0Ω

}

A4 =
{
χ′
2∂yv∂vP0(Υ2Ψ)∂zz(Υ2Ψ)

}

The first term in each class is the typical term. By using (10.9), we have for |k − l, ξ − η| ≤ |l, η|
that

〈k〉t(t+ 〈k〉+ |ξ|)
1 + k2 + ξ2

(|η − lt|)|l| . 〈k − l, ξ − η〉4 〈l〉t(t+ 〈l〉+ |η|)
1 + l2 + η2

(|η − lt|)|l|

. 〈k − l, ξ − η〉4
〈 η
lt

〉−1
(l2 + (η − lt)2)

which together with Remark 6.5 and Lemma D.2, gives that for f ∈ A1, ‖M3f‖2 . ǫ2, and

‖(M4 +M5)f‖2 .ǫ2CK
1
2
h + ǫ2CK

1
2

ϕδ
9
+

ǫ2

〈t〉s

+ ǫ

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

.

We have k, l 6= 0 and k 6= l,

(k − l)2
〈k〉t(t+ 〈k〉+ |ξ|)

1 + k2 + ξ2
Ak(ξ)
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. 〈t〉2ecλ|k−l,ξ−η|sAl(η)

+ 〈l, η〉4
〈

ξ − η

(k − l)t

〉−1

((k − l)2 + (ξ − η − (k − l)t)2)Ak−l(ξ − η)ecλ|l,η|
s

,

which together with Remark 6.5 and Lemma D.2 gives for f ∈ A2, ‖M3f‖2 . ǫ2, and

‖(M4 +M5)f‖2 .ǫ2CK
1
2
h + ǫ2CK

1
2

ϕδ
9
+ ǫCK

1
2
f +

ǫ2

〈t〉s

+ ǫ

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

.

By Remark 6.5 and (10.9), we have for k 6= 0

k2
〈k〉t(t+ 〈k〉+ |ξ|)

1 + k2 + ξ2
Ak(ξ)

. 〈ξ − η〉3 (|k|+ |η − kt|)tk2
|k|+ |η|

η + kt

kt

〈 η
kt

〉−1
Ak(η)e

cλ|ξ−η|s

+ 〈k, η〉4 (|k|+ |η − kt|)tk2
|k|+ |η|

η

(k2 + (η − kt)2)
A0(ξ − η)ecλ|k,η|

s

+ 〈k, η〉4〈t〉2A0(ξ − η)ecλ|k,η|
s

. 〈k, η〉5〈t〉2A0(ξ − η)ecλ|k,η|
s

+ 〈ξ − η〉3(|k|2 + |η − kt|2)
〈 η
kt

〉−1
Ak(η)e

cλ|ξ−η|s

which gives that for f ∈ A3, ‖M3f‖2 . ǫ2. By Lemma D.2, it holds that

‖(M4 +M5)f‖2 .ǫCK
1
2
f +

ǫ2

〈t〉s

+ ǫ

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

.

By Remark 6.5 and (10.9), we have for

|ξ − η| 〈k〉t(t + 〈k〉+ |ξ|)
1 + k2 + ξ2

Ak(ξ)k
2

. 〈ξ − η〉4 t(〈k〉+ |η − kt|)
1 + |k|+ |η|

η + kt

kt

〈 η
kt

〉−1
Ak(ξ)k

2ecλ|ξ−η|
s

+ 〈t〉2〈k, η〉4 t+ |ξ − η|
t〈ξ − η〉(|k| + |ξ|) |ξ − η|A0(ξ − η)ecλ|k,η|

s ξ

k2 + (ξ − kt)2

. 〈ξ − η〉4(|k|2 + |η − kt|2)
〈 η
kt

〉−1
Ak(η)e

cλ|ξ−η|s

+ 〈t〉2〈k, η〉4|ξ − η|A0(ξ − η)ecλ|k,η|
s

,

which together with Corollary 8.4 and Lemma D.2 gives for f ∈ A4, ‖M3f‖2 . ǫ2, and

‖(M4 +M5)f‖2 .ǫCK
1
2
f +

ǫ2

〈t〉s + ǫ2
(
CK

1
2
h + CK

1
2

ϕδ
4
+ CK

1
2

ϕδ
9

)

+ ǫ

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

.
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Thus we prove the lemma. �

10.4. Estimate of Πn,2. The strategy of estimating Πn,2 is similar to the estimate of Πl,2. We first
get estimate for P6=(Υ2Πn,2), where we use Corollary 8.4. Then we study the elliptic equation for
P6=(Υ1Πn,2):

(10.12)





∂z

(
(a+ θ)∂z(Υ1Πn,2)

)
+ ∂yv(∂v − t∂z)

(
(a+ θ)∂yv(∂v − t∂z)(Υ1Πn,2)

)

= 2(∂yv)
2(∂vΥ1)

(
θ(∂v − t∂z)(Υ2Πn,2)

)
+ (∂yv)

2
(
θ(∂2vΥ1)(Υ2Πn,2)

)
,

(∂v − t∂z)Πn,2(t, z, u(0)) = (∂v − t∂z)Πn,2(t, z, u(1)) = 0.

The proof is similar. We omit the details.

11. Transport terms

The transport structure in the equation of a and f are similar. Here we only present the proof
for a. We rewrite Itra as

Itra = −1

2

∫
∇ · (ΥU)|A∗a|2dzdv +

∫
A∗a[A∗(ΥU · ∇a)−ΥU · ∇A∗a]dzdv

= −1

2

∫
∇ · (ΥU)|A∗a|2dzdv + 1

2π

∑

N∈D
(TaN +RaN) +

1

2π
Ra,

where T, R, and R are given by using the paraproduct decomposition:

(11.1)

TaN = 2π

∫
A∗a

[
A∗ ((ΥU)<N/8 · ∇z,vaN

)
−U<N/8 · ∇z,vA

∗aN
]
dx,

RaN = 2π

∫
A∗a

[
A∗ ((ΥU)N · ∇z,va<N/8

)
−UN · ∇z,vA

∗a<N/8

]
dx,

Ra = 2π
∑

N∈D

∑

1
8
N≤N′≤8N

∫
A∗a [A∗ ((ΥU)N · ∇z,vaN′)− (ΥU)N · ∇z,vA

∗aN′ ] dx.

Similarly, we have the decomposition for Itrf as in (11.1) by replacing A∗ by A and replacing a by

f . We denote them by TfN, R
f
N, and Rf respectively, also see (2.26) of [5].

By Sobolev embedding, σ > 5 and the bootstrap hypotheses, we have

∣∣∣∣
∫

∇ · (ΥU)|AΩ|2dx
∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖∇(ΥU)‖∞‖AΩ‖22 .

ǫ

〈t〉2−KDǫ/2
‖AΩ‖22 .

ǫ3

〈t〉2−KDǫ/2
.(11.2)
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11.1. Treatment of TaN. We rewrite

(11.3)

TaN =
∑

k=0

∫
A∗
k(η)âk(η)i∂̂tv(η − ξ)<N

8
ξA∗

k(ξ)âk(ξ)N

(√
〈t〉2 + k2 + |η|
〈t〉2 + k2 + |ξ| − 1

)
Ak(η)

Ak(ξ)
dξdη

+
∑

k 6=0

∑

l 6=k

∫
A∗
k(η)âk(η)

̂∂yvΥ2
2Ψk−l(η − ξ)<N

8
(kξ − lη)A∗

l (ξ)âl(ξ)N

×
(√

〈t〉2 + k2 + |η|
〈t〉2 + l2 + |ξ| − 1

)
Ak(η)

Al(ξ)
dξdη

+
∑

k=0

∫
A∗
k(η)âk(η)i∂̂tv(η − ξ)<N

8
ξA∗

k(ξ)âk(ξ)N

(Ak(η)
Al(ξ)

− 1
)
dξdη

+
∑

k 6=0

∑

l 6=k

∫
A∗
k(η)âk(η)

̂∂yvΥ2
2Ψk−l(η − ξ)<N

8
(kξ − lη)A∗

l (ξ)âl(ξ)N

(Ak(η)
Al(ξ)

− 1
)
dξdη

def
= TaN,1 +TaN,2 +TaN,3 +TaN,4.

For TfN term, we have an even simpler decomposition and there are no TfN,1 and TfN,2.

By fact that |l, ξ| ≈ |k, η|, |kξ − lη| ≤ |k − l, η − ξ||l, ξ|, and

|l, ξ|
(√

〈t〉2 + k2 + |η|
〈t〉2 + l2 + |ξ| − 1

)
Ak(η)

Al(ξ)

.
(|k − l|+ |η − ξ|)|l, ξ|√

〈t〉2 + l2 + |ξ|
Ak(η)

Al(ξ)
. e11µ|k−l,η−ξ||l, ξ|s〈t〉2−2s,

we obtain that
∑

N

TaN,1 . 〈t〉2−2s+2q̃‖∂tv‖Gσ−6CKa . E
1
2
∂tv

CKa . ǫCKa,

∑

N

TaN,2 . 〈t〉2−2s+2q̃‖∂yvΥ2‖Gσ−6‖Υ2Ψ‖Gσ−6CKa . ǫCKa.

As in [5], we write

Ak(η)

Al(ξ)
− 1 = [eλ|k,η|

s−λ|l,ξ|s − 1] + eλ|k,η|
s−λ|l,ξ|s

[Jk(η)
Jl(ξ)

− 1
]〈k, η〉σ
〈l, ξ〉σ

+ eλ|k,η|
s−λ|l,ξ|s

[〈k, η〉σ
〈l, ξ〉σ − 1

]

= CA
1 + CA

2 + CA
3 .

It is easy to check that

||l, ξ|CA
1 | . |l, ξ|secλ|k−l,η−ξ|s, ||l, ξ|CA

3 | . ecλ|k−l,η−ξ|
s

.

By Lemma D.4, Lemma D.5, we have by following the steps in section 5 of [5].

|CA
2 |l, ξ|| . ecλ|k−l,η−ξ|

s

e20µ|k−l,η−ξ|
1
2
(
|l, ξ|s + t2

√
∂twk(t, η)

wk(t, η)

√
∂twl(t, ξ)

wl(t, ξ)
1k 6=l

)
,
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which gives that

∑

N

TaN,3 . 〈t〉2q̃‖∂tv‖Gσ−6CKa . E
1
2
∂tv

CKa . ǫCKa,

∑

N

TaN,4 . 〈t〉2‖∂yvΥ2‖Gσ−6‖Υ2Ψ‖Gσ−6CKa . ǫCKa.

11.2. Treatment of RaN. We rewrite

RaN =
∑

k

∫
A∗
k(η)

2âk(η)i(η − ξ)∂̂tv(ξ)Nâk(η − ξ)<N/8dξdη

+
∑

M≥8

∑

k 6=0,l 6=0

∫
A∗
k(η)

2âk(η)i(kζ − lη)
(
∂̂yvΥ2(ξ − ζ)<M/8Υ̂2Ψl(ζ)M

)
N
âk−l(η − ξ)<N/8dξdηdζ

+
∑

M≥8

∑

k 6=0,l 6=0

∫
A∗
k(η)

2âk(η)i(kζ − lη)
(
∂̂yvΥ2(ξ − ζ)MΥ̂2Ψl(ζ)<M/8

)
N
âk−l(η − ξ)<N/8dξdηdζ

+
∑

M

∑

M/8≤M′≤8M

∑

k 6=0,l 6=0

∫
A∗
k(η)

2âk(η)i(kζ − lη)
(
∂̂yvΥ2(ξ − ζ)MΥ̂2Ψl(ζ)M′

)
N

× âk−l(η − ξ)<N/8dξdηdζ

−
∑

k,l

∫
A∗
k(η)âk(η)

(
(̂Υ2

2U)l(ξ)
)
N
·A∗

k−l(η − ξ)∇̂ak−l(η − ξ)<N/8dξdη

= RaN,1 +RaN,2 +RaN,3 +RaN,4 +RaN,5.

11.2.1. Treatment of RaN,1. For RaN,1, we have

√
〈t〉2 + k2 + |η|

〈t〉2 + k2 + |η − ξ| .
√
|η|1t+|k|≤√

η + 1t+|k|≥√
η

which together with Lemma D.4 gives that

|RaN,1| .
∑

k

∫
A∗
k(η)|âk(η)|

Ak(η)

A0(ξ)

(√
|η|1t+|k|≤√

η + 1t+|k|≥√
η

)
A0(ξ)|∂̂tv(ξ)N||∇̂ak(η − ξ)<N/8|dξdη

. ‖a‖Gσ−6‖A0|∂v|
1
2 (∂tv)N‖L2‖A∗a∼N‖L2 + 〈t〉‖a‖Gσ−6‖A0(∂tv)N‖L2‖A∗a∼N‖L2 ,

which together with the

∑

N

|RaN,1| .
ǫ3

〈t〉2s .(11.4)

We have for |k − l, η − ξ| ≤ 6
32 |l, ξ| that

(11.5)

Bk(t, η)

Bk−l(t, η − ξ)
=

√
〈t〉2 + k2 + |η|

〈t〉2 + (k − l)2 + |η − ξ|

.
(
1 +

|ζ| 12
〈t〉 1

〈t〉≤ 1
8
|ζ|

1
2 , |l|2≤ 1

8
|ζ|

+
|l|
〈t〉1〈t〉≤ 1

8
|l|, |l|2≥8|ζ|

)
〈k − l, η − ξ〉〈ζ − ξ〉
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11.2.2. Treatment of RaN,2. For RaN,2, we have

|ξ − ζ| ≤ 6

32
|l, ζ|, |k − l, η − ξ| ≤ 6

32
|l, ξ|

which gives |l, ζ| ≈ |l, ξ| ≈ |k, η|. We then have

A∗
k(η)

Al(ζ)
√

〈t〉2 + (k − l)2 + |η − ξ|

.
Ak(η)

Al(ζ)

√
〈t〉2 + k2 + |η|

〈t〉2 + (k − l)2 + |η − ξ|

.
Ak(η)

Al(ζ)
〈k − l, η − ξ〉〈ζ − ξ〉

(
1 +

|ζ| 12
〈t〉 1

〈t〉≤ 1
8
|ζ|

1
2 , |l|2≤ 1

8
|ζ|

+
|l|
〈t〉1〈t〉≤ 1

8
|l|, |l|2≥8|ζ|

)

def
= CA

4 + CA
5 + CA

6 .

We then have by following the argument in section 6 or [5] that

(11.6)

|l, ζ|CA
4 .ecλ|k−l,η−ξ|

s

ecλ|ξ−ζ|
s

e20µ|k−l,η−ξ|
1
2 e20µ|ζ−ξ|

1
2

×
(
|k, η|s/2|l, ζ|1−s/21t/∈Il,ζ

+

√
∂twk(η)

wk(η)

√
∂twl(ζ)

wl(ζ)

|ζ|2
l2〈ζ/t− l〉212|η| 12≤t≤2|η|

1t/∈Il,ζ

+
[√∂twk(η)

wk(η)
+

|k, η|s/2
〈t〉s

] wR(ζ)

wNR(ζ)

√
wl(ζ)

∂twl(ζ)
|l, ζ|1t∈Il,ζ

+

√
∂twk(η)

wk(η)

√
wl(ζ)

∂twl(ζ)
|l|1t∈Il,ζ

)

. ecλ|k−l,η−ξ|
s

ecλ|ξ−ζ|
s
[√∂twk(η)

wk(η)
+

|k, η|s/2
〈t〉s

]

×
〈
ζ

lt

〉−1 [ |l, ζ| s2
〈t〉s +

√
∂twl(ζ)

wl(ζ)

]
(l2 + (ζ − lt)2)1l 6=0.

The last inequality follows directly from Lemma 6.1 in [5]. We also have by Lemma D.4 that

|l, ζ|CA
5 . ecλ|k−l,η−ξ|

s

ecλ|ξ−ζ|
s|ζ| 32 〈t〉−11

〈t〉≤ 1
8
|ζ|

1
2 , |lt|≤ 1

2
|ζ|

. ecλ|k−l,η−ξ|
s

ecλ|ξ−ζ|
s 1

〈ζ〉 1
2 〈t〉

(l2 + (ζ − lt)2)1
〈t〉≤ 1

8
|ζ|

1
2

. ecλ|k−l,η−ξ|
s

ecλ|ξ−ζ|
s |ζ| 12
|l|〈t〉2 (l

2 + (ζ − lt)2)

〈
ζ

lt

〉−1

. ecλ|k−l,η−ξ|
s

ecλ|ξ−ζ|
s |η| s2 |ζ| s2

〈t〉2 (l2 + (ζ − lt)2)

〈
ζ

lt

〉−1
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and

|l, ζ|CA
6 . ecλ|k−l,η−ξ|

s

ecλ|ξ−ζ|
s |l|
〈t〉
(
1〈t〉≤ 1

8
|l|, |l|2≥8|ζ|, |lt|≥2|ζ| + 1〈t〉≤ 1

8
|l|, |l|2≥8|ζ|, |lt|≤2|ζ|

)

. ecλ|k−l,η−ξ|
s

ecλ|ξ−ζ|
s 1

〈t〉2 (l
2 + (ζ − lt)2)

〈
ζ

lt

〉−1

.

Therefore, we have
∑

N

|RaN,2| .CK
1
2
a ‖∂yvΥ2‖Gσ−6‖Ba‖Gσ−6

×
∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

.

For the term RfN,2, the estimate is simpler where the estimates of CA
5 and CA

6 are not needed.

11.2.3. Treatment of RaN,3. The treatment of RaN,3 is similar to the treatment of Rǫ,1N;HL in section

6.2.1 of [5]. Here we present the key steps and main estimates. In support of the integrand function,
we have

|ξ − ζ| ≈ |l, ξ| ≈ |k, η|.
We have

Bk(t, η)

Bk−l(t, η − ξ)
=

√
〈t〉2 + k2 + |η|

〈t〉2 + (k − l)2 + |η − ξ|

.
(
1 +

|ζ − ξ| 12
〈t〉 1

〈t〉≤ 1
8
|ζ−ξ|

1
2 , |l|2≤ 1

8
|ζ−ξ|

+
|l|
〈t〉1〈t〉≤ 1

8
|l|, |l|2≥8|ζ−ξ|

)
.

(11.7)

We will divide the integral based on the relative size of l and ξ. For the case 16|l| ≥ |ξ|, we have on
the support of the integrand,

|k − l, η − ξ| ≤ 3

16
|l, ξ|, |ξ − ζ| . |l|,

then by (11.7), we have

|l, ζ|A∗
k(η)

Al(ξ)Bk−l(t, η − ξ)
= |l, ζ| Bk(t, η)

Bk−l(t, η − ξ)

Ak(η)

Al(ξ)

. |l|
(
1 +

|l|
〈t〉1〈t〉≤ 1

8
|l|, |l|2≥8|ζ−ξ|

)Ak(η)
Al(ξ)

def
= CA

7 + CA
8 .

We then get

CA
7 . ecλ|k−l,η−ξ|

s

ecλ|ζ−ξ|
s|k, η| s2 |l|1− s

21t/∈Il,ξ ,l 6=0(11.8)

. ecλ|k−l,η−ξ|
s

ecλ|ζ−ξ|
s |k, η| s2

〈t〉s
〈
ζ

lt

〉−1 |l, ζ| s2
〈t〉s (l2 + (ζ − lt)2)1l 6=0,

CA
8 . ecλ|k−l,η−ξ|

s

ecλ|ζ−ξ|
s |l|2
〈t〉21〈t〉≤ 1

8
|l|, |l|2≥8|ζ−ξ|(11.9)

. ecλ|k−l,η−ξ|
s

ecλ|ζ−ξ|
s 1

〈t〉2 (l
2 + (ζ − lt)2)

〈
ζ

lt

〉−1

1l 6=0.
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For the case 16|l| < |ξ|, we have on the support of the integrand,

|k − l, η − ξ| ≤ 3

16
|l, ξ|, |l, ζ| ≤ 67

100
|ξ − ζ|,

and then

|l, ζ|A∗
k(η)

AR(ξ − ζ)Bk−l(t, η − ξ)
= |l, ζ| Bk(t, η)

Bk−l(t, η − ξ)

Ak(η)

AR(ξ − ζ)

. |l, ζ|
(
1 +

|ζ − ξ| 12
〈t〉 1

〈t〉≤ 1
8
|ζ−ξ|

1
2 , |l|2≤ 1

8
|ζ−ξ|

+
|l|
〈t〉1〈t〉≤ 1

8
|l|, |l|2≥8|ζ−ξ|

) Ak(η)

AR(ξ − ζ)

.
(
1 +

|ζ − ξ| 12
〈t〉 1

〈t〉≤ 1
8
|ζ−ξ|

1
2 , |l|2≤ 1

8
|ζ−ξ|

)
ecλ|k−l,η−ξ|ecλ|l,ζ|

def
= CA

9 + CA
10.

We get that

CA
9 . ecλ|k−l,η−ξ|ecλ|l,ζ|(11.10)

CA
10 . ecλ|k−l,η−ξ|ecλ|l,ζ|

|k, η| s2 |ζ − ξ| s2
〈t〉 .(11.11)

Combining all the estimates, we arrive at

∑

N

|RaN,3| .CK
1
2
a ‖∂yvΥ2‖Gσ−6‖Ba‖Gσ−6

×
∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

+

∥∥∥∥∥
〈∂v〉

s
2

〈t〉s A∗a

∥∥∥∥∥
L2

∥∥∥∥∥
〈∂v〉

s
2

〈t〉s AR(∂yvΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
L2

〈t〉2s−1‖Υ2Ψ‖Gσ−6‖Ba‖Gσ−6

+
1

〈t〉2 ‖A
∗a‖L2

∥∥∥AR(∂yvΥ2)
∥∥∥
L2

〈t〉2‖Υ2Ψ‖Gσ−6‖Ba‖Gσ−6

.ǫCK
1
2
a

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

+ ǫ2CK
1
2
a

(
1

〈t〉s + CK
1
2
h + CK

1
2

ϕδ
9

)
+

ǫ3

〈t〉2 .

11.2.4. Treatment of RaN,4. The treatment of RaN,4 is similar to that of Rǫ,1N,HL in section 6.2.1 of [5].

We divide it into two cases |l| > 100|ζ| and |l| ≤ 100|ζ|.
For the first case |l| > 100|ζ|, on the support of the integrand, we have

|k − l, η − ξ| ≤ 6

32
|l, ξ|, |ξ − ζ| ≤ 24|ζ| ≤ 24

100
|l, ζ|,

which gives

|ξ| . |ζ| . |l|, |l, ξ| ≈ |l| ≈ |k, η|
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|l, ζ| A∗
k(η)

Al(ζ)Bk−l(t, η − ξ)
. |l|Ak(η)

Al(ζ)

Bk(t, η)

Bk−l(t, η − ξ)
=

Ak(η)

Al(ζ)

√
〈t〉2 + k2 + |η|

〈t〉2 + (k − l)2 + |η − ξ|

. |l|1− s
2 |k, η| s2

(
1 +

|l|
〈t〉1|l|≥100t

)
1t/∈Il,ζe

λ|k−l,η−ξ|seλ|ξ−ζ|
s

.
|k, η| s2
〈t〉s

〈
ζ

lt

〉−1 |l, ζ| s2
〈t〉s (l2 + (ζ − lt)2)1l 6=0e

λ|k−l,η−ξ|seλ|ξ−ζ|
s

.

For the second case |l| ≤ 100|ζ|, on the support of the integrand, we have

|k − l, η − ξ| ≤ 3

16
|l, ξ|, |ξ − ζ| ≤ 24|ζ| ≤ 24|l, ζ|, |l, ζ| ≤ 101|ζ| ≤ 2424|ξ − ζ|

We have

eλ|k,η|
s ≤ eλ|l,ξ|

s+cλ|k−l,η−ξ|s ≤ ecλ|l,ζ|
s+cλ|ξ−ζ|s+cλ|k−l,η−ξ|s

and

Jk(η) . e2µ|k,η|
1
2 ≤ e2µ|l,ζ|

1
2+2µ|ξ−ζ|

1
2 +2µ|k−l,η−ξ|

1
2

and

Bk(t, η)

Bk−l(t, η − ξ)
. 〈k, η〉 . 1 + |l, ζ|+ |ξ − ζ|+ |k − l, η − ξ|

Thus we have

∑

N≥8

|RaN,4| .
ǫ3

〈t〉2 + ǫCKa + ǫ

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)
|∇| s2
〈t〉s AP6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

.(11.12)

11.2.5. Treatment of RaN,5. The treatment of RaN,5 is simple. We have

|RaN,5| . ‖A∗a∼N‖L2‖(Υ2U)N‖Hσ−6‖A∗a<N/8‖L2 ,

which gives that

∑

N≥8

|RaN,5| .
ǫ3

〈t〉2−KDǫ/2
.

11.3. Treatment of Ra. The treatment of Ra is similar to that of RaN,4, one can follow section 7

of [5] and obtain that

|Ra| . ǫ3

〈t〉2−KDǫ/2
.

12. The lower order terms in If

In this section, we estimate If,3 and If,9. Recall that

If,3 = − 1

2π

∑

|k|≥kM

∫

R

Ak(t, η)
2 ̂(
ϕ2∂zΨΩ

)
k
(t, η)f̂k(t, η)dη

− 1

2π

∑

|k|≥kM

∫

R

Ak(t, η)
2F
(
ϕ3∂zΨ∂yv(∂v − t∂z)Ψ

)
k
(t, η)f̂k(t, η)dη

= I1f,3 + I2f,3,
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and

If,9 = − 1

2π

∑

0<|k|<kM

∫

R

Ak(t, η)
2F2

(
Du,k

(
F1

(
ϕ2∂zΨΩ

)))
k
(t, η)f̂k(t, η)dη

− 1

2π

∑

0<|k|<kM

∫

R

Ak(t, η)
2F2

(
Du,k

(
F1

(
ϕ3∂zΨ∂yv(∂v − t∂z)Ψ

)))
k
(t, η)f̂k(t, η)dη

= I1f,9 + I2f,9.

The estimates are similar to each other. Here we present the treatment of the most technical term
I1f,9 which involves the wave operator. By Proposition 4.11, we have

|I1f,9| .

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

0<|k|<kM

∑

l 6=0

∫

R4

Ak(η)
2D(t, k, η, ξ1)ϕ̂2(ξ1 − ξ2)ilΥ̂2Ψl(ξ3)Ω̂k−l(ξ2 − ξ3)f̂k(η)dηdξ1dξ2dξ3

∣∣∣∣∣∣

.
∑

0<|k|<kM

∑

l 6=0

∫

R4

Ak(η)
2e−λD |η−ξ1|s |ϕ̂2(ξ1 − ξ2)||lΥ̂2Ψl(ξ3)||Ω̂k−l(ξ2 − ξ3)||f̂k(η)|dηdξ1dξ2dξ3

.
∑

0<|k|<kM

∑

l 6=0

∫

R4

e−cλD |η−ξ1|sAk(ξ1)|ϕ̂2(ξ1 − ξ2)||lΥ̂2Ψl(ξ3)||Ω̂k−l(ξ2 − ξ3)||Âf k(η)|dηdξ1dξ2dξ3

=
∑

N≥8

∑

0<|k|<kM

∑

l 6=0

∫

R4

e−cλD |η−ξ1|sAk(ξ1)
(
|ϕ̂2(ξ1 − ξ2)||lΥ̂2Ψl(ξ3)|

)
<N/8

× |Ω̂k−l(ξ2 − ξ3)N||Âfk(η)|dηdξ1dξ2dξ3

+
∑

N≥8

∑

M≥8

∑

0<|k|<kM

∑

l 6=0

∫

R4

e−cλD|η−ξ1|sAk(ξ1)
(
|ϕ̂2(ξ1 − ξ2)M||lΥ̂2Ψl(ξ3)<M/8|

)
N

× |Ω̂k−l(ξ2 − ξ3)<N/8||Âfk(η)|dηdξ1dξ2dξ3

+
∑

N≥8

∑

M≥8

∑

0<|k|<kM

∑

l 6=0

∫

R4

e−cλD|η−ξ1|sAk(ξ1)
(
|ϕ̂2(ξ1 − ξ2)<M/8||lΥ̂2Ψl(ξ3)M|

)
N

× |Ω̂k−l(ξ2 − ξ3)<N/8||Âfk(η)|dηdξ1dξ2dξ3

+
∑

N≥8

∑

M

∑

1
8
M≤M′≤8M

∑

0<|k|<kM

∑

l 6=0

∫

R4

e−cλD |η−ξ1|sAk(ξ1)
(
|ϕ̂2(ξ1 − ξ2)M′ ||lΥ̂2Ψl(ξ3)M|

)
N

× |Ω̂k−l(ξ2 − ξ3)<N/8||Âfk(η)|dηdξ1dξ2dξ3

+
∑

N

∑

1
8
N≤N′≤8N

∑

0<|k|<kM

∑

l 6=0

∫

R4

e−cλD|η−ξ1|sAk(ξ1)
(
|ϕ̂2(ξ1 − ξ2)||lΥ̂2Ψl(ξ3)|

)
N′

× |Ω̂k−l(ξ2 − ξ3)N||Âfk(η)|dηdξ1dξ2dξ3
def
= I1f,9,LH + I1f,9,HL,HL + I1f,9,HL,LH + I1f,9,HL,HH + I1f,9,HH.

12.1. The low-high interactions. For the low-high interaction, the estimate is easy. We have by
Lemma D.4

Ak(ξ1)

Ak−l(ξ2 − ξ3)
. ecλ|ξ1−ξ2|+cλ|l,ξ3|

(
1 +

ξ1
k2

1t∈Ik,ξ1

)
. ecλ|ξ1−ξ2|+cλ|l,ξ3|〈k − l, ξ2 − ξ3〉

1
2 〈t〉 1

2 ,
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which gives that

I1f,9,LH .kM ‖ϕ2‖Gσ−6〈t〉2‖Υ2Ψ‖Gσ−6

∥∥∥∥∥
|∇| s2
〈t〉 3

4

AΩ

∥∥∥∥∥
2

CK
1
2
f .kM ǫCKf .(12.1)

12.2. The high-low interactions. The treatment of I1f,9,HL,HL is similar to the Reaction term
RaN,3, but simpler. We will divide the integral based on the relative size of l and ξ3. For the case

16|l| ≥ |ξ3|, we have on the support of the integrand,

|l, ξ3| ≤
3

16
|ξ1 − ξ2|, |k − l, ξ2 − ξ3| ≤

3

16
|l, ξ1 − ξ2 + ξ3| . |ξ1 − ξ2|.

Then by (11.8), we have

|l|Ak(ξ1)
Al(ξ3)

. ecλ|k−l,ξ2−ξ3|
s+cλ|ξ1−ξ2|s |k, ξ1|

s
2

〈t〉s
〈
ξ3
lt

〉−1 |l, ξ3|
s
2

〈t〉s (l2 + (ξ3 − lt)2)1l 6=0

. 〈ξ1 − η〉ecλ|k−l,ξ2−ξ3|s+cλ|ξ1−ξ2|s |k, η|
s
2

〈t〉s
〈
ξ3
lt

〉−1 |l, ξ3|
s
2

〈t〉s (l2 + (ξ3 − lt)2)1l 6=0.

Here 〈ξ1 − η〉 will be absorbed by e−cλD |ξ1−η|s .
For the case 16|l| < |ξ3|, we have on the support of the integrand,

|ξ3| ≈ |l, ξ3| ≤
3

16
|ξ1 − ξ2|, |k − l, ξ2 − ξ3| ≤

3

16
|l, ξ1 − ξ2 + ξ3| . |ξ1 − ξ2|.

Then by (11.10), we have

|l| Ak(ξ1)

AR(ξ1 − ξ2)
. ecλ|k−l,ξ2−ξ3|

s+cλ|ξ3|s .

We then get that

I1f,9,HL,HL . ǫCK
1
2
f

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

+
ǫ3

〈t〉2 .

We then treat I1f,9,HL,LH, which is similar to the Reaction term RaN,2, but simpler, because the
derivative loss is only in z. On the support of the integrand, we have that

|ξ1 − ξ2| ≤
6

32
|l, ξ3|, |k − l, ξ2 − ξ3| ≤

6

32
|l, ξ1 − ξ2 + ξ3|

which gives |l, ξ1 − ξ2 + ξ3| ≈ |l, ξ3| ≈ |k, ξ1|. We then have by (11.6),

|l|Ak(ξ1)
Al(ξ3)

. ecλ|k−l,ξ2−ξ3|
s+cλ|ξ1−ξ2|s

[√∂twk(ξ1)

wk(ξ1)
+

|k, ξ1|s/2
〈t〉s

]

×
〈
ξ3
lt

〉−1 [ |l, ξ3|
s
2

〈t〉s +

√
∂twl(ξ3)

wl(ξ3)

]
(l2 + (ξ3 − lt)2)1l 6=0

. 〈ξ1 − η〉ecλ|k−l,ξ2−ξ3|s+cλ|ξ1−ξ2|s
[√∂twk(η)

wk(η)
+

|k, η|s/2
〈t〉s

]

×
〈
ξ3
lt

〉−1 [ |l, ξ3|
s
2

〈t〉s +

√
∂twl(ξ3)

wl(ξ3)

]
(l2 + (ξ3 − lt)2)1l 6=0,
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which gives that

I1f,9,HL,LH .CK
1
2
f ‖ϕ2‖Gσ−6‖Ω‖Gσ−6

×
∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

.ǫCKf + ǫ

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

.

The treatment of I1f,9,HL,HH is similar to that of RaN,4. We have

I1f,9,HL,HH .
ǫ3

〈t〉2 + ǫCKf + ǫ

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)
|∇| s2
〈t〉s AP6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

.

12.3. The high-high interactions. The treatment of I1f,9,HH is even simpler than that of Ra. We
have

I1f,9,HH .
ǫ3

〈t〉2−KDǫ/2
.

13. Linear force term in Ia

In this section, we estimate I la and prove Proposition 7.14. We write

I la = − 1

2π

∑

k 6=0

∫
A∗
k(η)

2âk(η)θ̂′(η − ξ)ikΥ̂2Ψk(ξ)dξdη

= − 1

2π

∑

N≥8

∑

k 6=0

∫
A∗
k(η)

2âk(η)θ̂′(η − ξ)<N/8ikΥ̂2Ψk(ξ)Ndξdη

− 1

2π

∑

N≥8

∑

k 6=0

∫
A∗
k(η)

2âk(η)θ̂′(η − ξ)NikΥ̂2Ψk(ξ)<N/8dξdη

− 1

2π

∑

N

∑

1
8
N≤N′≤8N

∑

k 6=0

∫
A∗
k(η)

2âk(η)θ̂′(η − ξ)N′ikΥ̂2Ψk(ξ)Ndξdη

def
= I la,LH + I la,HL + I la,HH.

For I la,LH, on the support of the integrand, we have

|η − ξ| ≤ 3

16
|k, ξ|

and then by Lemma D.4, it holds that

|k|A
∗
k(η)

Ak(ξ)
. |k|ecλ|η−ξ|s

√
1 +

k2 + |ξ|
〈t〉2 = CA

11.

We consider the following four cases:

1. if t ≤ 2
√

|ξ|, |k| ≤ 1
4

√
|ξ|, then

CA
11 ≤ |k|ecλ|η−ξ|s

√
|ξ|

〈t〉 . ecλ|η−ξ|
s

〈
ξ

kt

〉−1 ξ2

k〈t〉2 . ecλ|η−ξ|
s

〈
ξ

kt

〉−1 (ξ − kt)2 + k2

〈t〉2 .
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2. if t ≤ 2
√

|ξ|, |k| ≥ 1
4

√
|ξ| ≥ 1

8t, then

CA
11 ≤ |k|ecλ|η−ξ|s |k|〈t〉 . ecλ|η−ξ|

s

〈
ξ

kt

〉−1 |k||ξ|
〈t〉2 1|kt|≤2|ξ| + ecλ|η−ξ|

s

〈
ξ

kt

〉−1 |k|2
〈t〉 1|kt|≥2|ξ|

. ecλ|η−ξ|
s
(
(ξ − kt)2 + k2

)(〈 ξ

kt

〉−1 |ξ| 12
〈t〉2 1|k|≈

√
|ξ| +

〈
ξ

kt

〉−1 1

〈t〉3
)

. ecλ|η−ξ|
s
(
(ξ − kt)2 + k2

)〈 ξ

kt

〉−1 |ξ| s2 |k, η| s2
〈t〉2 .

3. if 2|ξ| > t ≥ 2
√

|ξ|, then t ∈ Il,ξ ∩ Ij,η for some l, j, and

CA
11 . |k|2ecλ|η−ξ|s

√
∂twl(ξ)

wl(ξ)

√
∂twj(η)

wj(η)

(
1 + |ξ

l
− t|

) 1
2
(
1 + |η

j
− t|

) 1
2

. |k|2ecλ|η−ξ|s
√
∂twl(ξ)

wl(ξ)

√
∂twj(η)

wj(η)

(
1 + | ξ

k
− t|

)〈 ξ

kt

〉−1

1|k|&|l|≈|j|

+ |k|2ecλ|η−ξ|s
√
∂twl(ξ)

wl(ξ)

√
∂twj(η)

wj(η)

(
1 + | ξ

k
− t|

)
1|kt|≤ 1

2
|ξ|

. ecλ|η−ξ|
s

√
∂twl(ξ)

wl(ξ)

√
∂twj(η)

wj(η)

(
k2 + |ξ − tk|2

)〈 ξ

kt

〉−1

.

4. if t ≥ 2|ξ|, then

CA
11 . k2ecλ|η−ξ|

s k2 + |ξ − tk|2
k2t2

〈
ξ

kt

〉−1

.

Thus, we have

I la,LH . CK
1
2
a

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

≤ ε0CKa + Cε0

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

.

(13.1)

For I la,HL, we consider two cases 16|k| ≤ |ξ| and 16|k| > |ξ|. For the first case 16|k| ≤ |ξ|, on the
support of the integrand, we have

|ξ| ≈ |k, ξ| ≤ 3

16
|η − ξ| ≈ |k, η| ≈ |η|.

Then we have

A∗
k(η)

AR(η − ξ)
. ecλ|k,ξ|

s
(
1 +

〈η〉 1
2

〈t〉
)
. ecλ|k,ξ|

s
(
1 +

|k, η| s2 |η − ξ| s2
〈t〉

)
.

For the second case 16|k| > |ξ|, on the support of the integrand, we have

|k| ≈ |k, ξ| ≤ 3

16
|η − ξ| ≈ |k, η|.

Then we have

A∗
k(η)

Ak(ξ)
. kecλ|η−ξ|

(
1 +

|ξ|+ k2

〈t〉2
) 1

2
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. |k|ecλ|η−ξ|
(
1 +

|k|
〈t〉
)
1 |k|

16
≤|ξ|<16|k| + |k|ecλ|η−ξ|

(
1 +

|k|
〈t〉 +

√
|ξ|

〈t〉
)
1|ξ|< 1

16
|k|

. ecλ|η−ξ|
〈
ξ

tk

〉−1

(k2 + (ξ − kt)2)
( |k| 12
〈t〉 3

2

+
|ξ|s
〈t〉2s

)
.

Therefore, we have

|I la,HL| .
ǫ2

〈t〉2 + ǫCK
1
2
a

∥∥∥∥∥
|∇| s2
〈t〉 ARθ′

∥∥∥∥∥
L2

+ CK
1
2
a

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

.
ǫ2

〈t〉2 + ǫCK
1
2
a

( 1

〈t〉 + CK
1
2

ϕδ
10

)

+ CK
1
2
a

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

.
ǫ2

〈t〉2 + ǫCKϕδ
10
+ ε0CKa

+ Cε0

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(ΨΥ2)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

.

The treatment of I la,HH is simple. We have

|I la,HH| .
ǫ2

〈t〉2 .

14. The nonlinear interactions with the pressure in If

In this section, we treat the If,4 and If,8. We have by (2.17) and Proposition 4.11 that

If,4 = − 1

2π

∑

l 6=0

∫

R3

A0(η)
[
h1(ξ

′)(l(ξ + ζ))(̂Π⋆)l(ξ)â−l(ζ)
]
A0(η)f̂0(η)dξdζdη

− 1

2π

∑

l 6=0

∫

R3

A0(η)
[
h2(ξ

′)(il)(̂Π⋆)l(ξ)â−l(ζ)
]
A0(η)f̂0(η)dξdζdη

− 1

2π

∑

k≥kM

∑

l

∫

R3

Ak(η)
[
h1(ξ

′)(−kξ + l(ξ + ζ))(̂Π⋆)l(ξ)âk−l(ζ)
]
Ak(η)f̂k(η)dξdζdη

− 1

2π

∑

k≥kM

∑

l 6=0

∫

R3

Ak(η)
[
h2(ξ

′)(il)(̂Π⋆)l(ξ)âk−l(ζ)
]
Ak(η)f̂k(η)dξdζdη

If,8 = − 1

2π

∑

0<k<kM

∑

l

∫

R4

Ak(η
′)D(t, k, η′, η)

×
[
h1(ξ

′)(−kξ + l(ξ + ζ))(̂Π⋆)l(ξ)âk−l(ζ)
]
Âfk(η

′)dξdζdηdη′

− 1

2π

∑

0<k<kM

∑

l 6=0

∫

R4

Ak(η
′)D(t, k, η′, η)
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×
[
h2(ξ

′)(il)(̂Π⋆)l(ξ)âk−l(ζ)
]
Âfk(η

′)dξdζdηdη′

= I1f,8 + I2f,8,

where ξ′ = η − ξ − ζ,

h1(ξ
′) =

∫

R

̂(ϕ4Υ2)(ξ
′′) ̂(Υ2∂yv)(ξ

′ − ξ′′)dξ′′, h2(ξ
′) = ϕ̂5(ξ

′).

and Π⋆ ∈
{
P6=(Υ2Πl,1), P6=(Υ1Πl,2), P6=(Υ2Πn,1), P6=(Υ1Πn,2), P0(Υ2Π)

}
.

We only present the estimates for I1f,8 which involves the wave operator, other terms are similar
or even easier. We have by Proposition 4.11 that

|I1f,8| .
∑

0<k<kM

∑

l

∫

R4

e−cλD|η−η′|s0Ak(η)
(
1|ξ′|≥4|k,η| + 14|ξ′|≤|k,η| + 1 1

4
|k,η|≤|ξ′|≤4|k,η|

)

×
[
|h1(ξ

′)|| − kξ + l(ξ + ζ)||(̂Π⋆)l(ξ)||âk−l(ζ)|
]
|Âfk(η′)|dξdζdηdη′

= IHL
f,8 + ILHf,8 + IHH

f,8 ,

Then we have by Remark 6.5 and Corollary 7.11 and fact that

‖ARh1‖2 . (1 + ‖ARϕδ4‖2)(1 + ‖ARh‖2 + ‖ARϕδ9‖2) . 1

that

IHL
f,8 + IHH

f,8 . ‖ARh1‖2‖P6=Π⋆‖Gs,σ−6‖a‖Gs,σ−6‖Af‖2

+ ‖ARh1‖2‖P0∂vΠ‖Gs,σ−6‖a‖Gs,σ−6‖Af‖2 .
ǫ3

〈t〉3 .

For ILHf,8 , by Remark 6.5, we have

ILHf,8 .
∑

0<k<kM

∑

l

∫

R4

e−cλD |η−η′|s0ecλ|ξ
′|s |h1(ξ

′)|
(
14|ξ′|≤|k,η|

)
Ak(ξ + ζ)

×
[
| − kξ + l(ξ + ζ)||(̂Π⋆)l(ξ)||âk−l(ζ)|

]
|Âfk(η′)|dξdζdηdη′

=
∑

0<k<kM

∫

R4

e−cλD|η−η′|s0ecλ|ξ
′|s |h1(ξ

′)|14|ξ′|≤|k,η|Ak(ξ + ζ)

×
(
1|ξ|≥4|k,ζ| + 14|ξ|≤|k,ζ| + 1 1

4
|k,ζ|≤|ξ|≤4|k,ζ|

)

×
[
| − kξ||P̂0(Π)(ξ)||âk(ζ)|

]
|Âfk(η′)|dξdζdηdη′

+
∑

0<k<kM

∑

l 6=0

∫

R4

e−cλD |η−η′|s0ecλ|ξ
′|s |h1(ξ

′)|14|ξ′|≤|k,η|Ak(ξ + ζ)

×
(
1|l,ξ|≥4|k,ζ| + 14|l,ξ|≤|k,ζ| + 1 1

4
|k,ζ|≤|l,ξ|≤4|k,ζ|

)

×
[
| − kξ + l(ξ + ζ)||(̂Π⋆)l(ξ)||âk−l(ζ)|

]
|Âfk(η′)|dξdζdηdη′

= IHL
f,8,0 + ILHf,8,0 + IHH

f,8,0 + IHL
f,8, 6= + ILHf,8, 6= + IHH

f,8, 6=.

The terms IHH
f,8,0 and IHH

f,8, 6= are easy. We have

IHH
f,8,0 .

ǫ3

〈t〉3 , IHH
f,8, 6= .

ǫ3

〈t〉4 .
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For the high-low interactions in IHL
f,8,0, we have

Ak(ξ + ζ) .A0(ξ)
(
1 +

ξ + ζ

k2 + (ξ + ζ − kt)2
1t∈Ik,ξ+ζ

)
ecλ|k,ζ|

s

.A0(ξ)
〈ξ〉 s

2

〈t〉s
t(t2 + ξ2)

2 + ξ2
〈ξ〉2− s

2

t1−s(t2 + ξ2)
ecλ|k,ζ|

s

+A0(ξ)
t(t2 + ξ2)

2 + ξ2
〈ξ〉3/k2
t(t2 + ξ2)

(
〈k, ζ〉2 + 〈η − η′〉2 + 〈ξ′〉2

)

(1 + (η′/k − t)2)
1
2 (1 + (ξ/k − t)2)

1
2

1t∈Ik,ξ+ζ
ecλ|k,ζ|

s

.A0(ξ)
〈ξ〉 s

2

〈t〉s
t(t2 + ξ2)

2 + ξ2
〈k, η′〉 s

2

t

(
〈k, ζ〉 s

2 + 〈η − η′〉 s
2 + 〈ξ′〉 s

2

)
ecλ|k,ζ|

s

+A0(ξ)
t(t2 + ξ2)

2 + ξ2

√
∂tw(ξ)

w(ξ)

√
∂twk(η′)
wk(η′)

(
〈k, ζ〉2 + 〈η − η′〉2 + 〈ξ′〉2

)
ecλ|k,ζ|

s

,

which gives that

IHL
f,8,0 . ǫCKf + ǫ

∥∥∥∥∥t(t
2 + |∂v |2)(2 − ∂2v)

−1
(√∂tw

w
+

〈∂v〉
s
2

〈t〉s
)
A0P0

(
∂v(ΠΥ1)

)
∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

.

The high-low interactions in IHL
f,8, 6= is similar to the Reaction term RaN, by using (11.6), we have

IHL
f,8, 6= . ǫCKf + ǫ

∥∥∥∥∥

〈
∂v
t∂z

〉−1

(∂2z + (∂v − t∂z)
2)

(
|∇| s2
〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=(Π⋆)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

.

Then by (10.6), we have

IHL
f,8, 6= . ǫCKf + ǫ

∥∥∥∥∥〈∂z〉t(t+ 〈∇〉)(1 −∆)−1
(
(∂v − t∂z)

2 + ∂2z
)
(
〈∇〉 s

2

〈t〉s A+

√
∂tw

w
Ã

)
P6=Π⋆

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

.

To treat the low-high interactions in ILHf,8,0 and ILHf,8, 6=, we take advantage of the multiplier B. We
have

|k|Ak(ξ + ζ) . |k|A∗
k(ζ)e

cλ|ξ|s t

t+ |k|+ |ζ| 12
. A∗

k(ζ)e
cλ|ξ|s〈t〉,

which gives that

ILHf,8,0 . ‖A∗a‖2〈t〉‖∂vP0(Υ2Π)‖Gs,σ−6‖Af‖L2 .
ǫ3

〈t〉2 .

We also have

| − kξ + l(ξ + ζ)|Ak(ξ + ζ)

. 〈l, ξ〉〈k − l, ζ〉A∗
k−l(ζ)e

cλ|l,ξ|s t

t+ |k − l|+ |ζ| 12
(
1 +

ξ + ζ

k2 + (ξ + ζ − kt)2
1t∈Ik,ξ+ζ∩Ik,ζ l 6=0

)

. 〈t〉2+2s |ζ|
s
2 |k, η′| s2
〈t〉2s A∗

k−l(ζ)e
cλ|l,ξ|s,

which gives that

ILHf,8, 6= . ǫCKa + ǫCKf .
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Appendix A. Gevrey spaces

The physical space characterization of Gevrey functions is also used in this paper. We start
with a characterization of the Gevrey spaces on the physical side. See Lemma A.1 in [18] for the
elementary proof.

Lemma A.1 ([18]). Suppose that d = 1, 2, 0 < s < 1, K > 1 and g ∈ C∞(Rd) with supp g ⊂ [a, b]d

satisfies the bounds

|Dαg(x)| ≤ Km(m+ 1)m/s, x ∈ Rd(A.1)

for all integers m ≥ 0 and multi-indices α with |α| = m. Then

|ĝ(ξ)| .K,s Le
−µ|ξ|s ,(A.2)

for all ξ ∈ Rd and some µ = µ(K, s) > 0.
Conversely, assume that, for some µ > 0 and s ∈ (0, 1),

|ĝ(ξ)| ≤ Le−µ|ξ|
s

,(A.3)

for all ξ ∈ Rd. Then there is K > 1 depending on s and µ such that

|Dαg(x)| .µ,s K
m(m+ 1)m/s, x ∈ Rd(A.4)

for all integers m ≥ 0 and multi-indices α with |α| = m.

For x ∈ [a, b]d and parameters s ∈ (0, 1) and M ≥ 1, we define the spaces

(A.5) GM,s
ph ([a, b]d)

def
=

{
g : [a, b]d → C : ‖g‖GM,s

ph ([a,b]d)
<∞

}
.

where

(A.6) ‖g‖GM,s
ph

([a,b]d)

def
= sup

x∈[a,b]d, m≥0, |α|≤m

|Dαg(x)|
(m+ 1)m/sMm

.

Here ‘ph’ represents the physical side.
We define the spaces

(A.7) GM,s
ph,1([a, b]

d)
def
=

{
g : [a, b]d → C : ‖g‖GM,s

ph,1([a,b]
d)
<∞

}
.

where

(A.8) ‖g‖GM,s
ph,1([a,b]

d)

def
= sup

x∈[a,b]d,m≥0, |α|≤m

|Dαg(x)|
Γs(m)Mm

,

with Γs(m) = (m!)
1
s (m+ 1)−2, also see [37] for more details.

By Stirling’s formula N ! ∼
√
2πN (N/e)N , it is easy to check that there exist K1 < K2 such that

Km
1 (m+ 1)m/s . Γs(m) . Km

2 (m+ 1)m/s,

which implies

GK1M,s
ph ([a, b]d) ⊂ GM,s

ph,1([a, b]
d) ⊂ GK2M,s

ph ([a, b]d).(A.9)

We also have

(A.10)

k∑

j=0

k!

j!(k − j)!
Γs(j)Γs(k − j) < Γs(k),
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which implies

‖fg‖GM,s
ph,1([a,b]

d)
≤ ‖f‖GM,s

ph,1([a,b]
d)
‖g‖GM,s

ph,1([a,b]
d)
.(A.11)

Remark A.2. Suppose g ∈ GM,s
ph,1(R

d) with supp g ⊂ [a, b]d, then for all integers m ≥ 0 and multi-

indices α with |α| = m. Then

|ĝ(ξ)| .K,s Le
−µ|ξ|s ,(A.12)

for all ξ ∈ Rd and some µ = µ(K, s) > 0.

We also introduce the composition lemma in [37].

Lemma A.3 ([37]). Let I, J be real open intervals and let f : J → R be a C∞-function such that

f ′ ∈ GL,sph,1(J) and g : I → J be a C∞-function such that g′ ∈ GM,s
ph,1(I). Let N be a real constant such

that

N ≥ max(M,L‖g′‖GM,s
ph,1(I)

).

Then the derivative (f ◦ g)′ of the composite function f ◦ g belongs to GN,sph,1(I) and satisfies

‖(f ◦ g)′‖GN,s
ph,1(I)

≤ N

L
‖f ′‖GL,s

ph,1(J)
.

We also introduce the estimate of the inverse function in the Gevrey class.

Lemma A.4 ([37]). Let I and J be real open intervals. Let f : I → J be a C∞-surjection such that

|f ′(x)| ≥ 1

A
, x ∈ I

for some A > 0 and such that f ′′ ∈ GL,sph,1(I). Then f has a C∞-inverse f−1 : J → I such that

(f−1)′ ∈ GM,s
ph,1(J) for some M > 0.

Appendix B. The Fourier transform of the integral operator

In this section, we make some preparations to study the Gevrey regularity of the nonlocal part of
the wave operator. Indeed, we will write the nonlocal part into the following four types of integral
operators:

Πm(F )(v
′) =

∫

R

K(v, v′)µm(v − v′)e−ikt(v−v
′)F (v)dv, m = 1, 2, 3, 4,

Π∗
m(F )(v) =

∫

R

K(v, v′)µm(v − v′)e−ikt(v−v
′)F (v′)dv′, m = 1, 2, 3, 4,

where K(v, v′) represents a smooth kernel with compact support which may vary from one line to
the other, and µ1 ∈ C∞(R) with compact support such that

µ1(u) =

{
1, |u| ≤ u(1)− u(0),

0, |u| ≥ 2(u(1) − u(0)),

µ2(u) = µ1(u)1R−(u) and µ3(u) = µ1(u) ln |u|, µ4(u) = p.v. 1u . Thus it holds that

|µ̂1(ξ)|+ |µ̂2(ξ)|+ |µ̂3(ξ)|+ |µ̂4(ξ)| . 1(B.1)

It is easy to check that Π∗
m, m = 1, 2, 3, 4 are the dual operators of Πm, m = 1, 2, 3, 4.

For a smooth kernel with compact support defined on R2, let K̂ be the Fourier transform in the

first variable and
̂̂
K be the Fourier transform in both variables.
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Lemma B.1. Suppose K(v, v′) ∈ C∞(R2) with compact support, then it holds for m = 1, 2, 3, 4 that

Π̂m(F )(η) =
1

2π

∫

R2

F̂ (ξ)
̂̂
K(−ξ − ξ′, η + ξ′)µ̂m(ξ

′ + kt)dξ′dξ,

and

Π̂∗
m(F )(ξ) =

1

2π

∫

R2

F̂ (η)
̂̂
K(−ξ − ξ′, η + ξ′)µ̂m(ξ

′ + kt)dξ′dη.

Proof. Let KL(v − v′, v′) = K(v, v′), then we have that

Πm(F )(v
′) =

∫

R

KL(v − v′, v′)µm(v − v′)e−ikt(v−v
′)F (u)dv

=
1

2π

∫

R

KL(v − v′, v′)µm(v − v′)e−ikt(v−v
′)

∫

R

F̂ (ξ)eiξvdξdv

=
1

2π

∫

R

F̂ (ξ)eiv
′ξ

∫

R

KL(v − v′, v′)µm(v − v′)e−ikt(v−v
′)eiξ(v−v

′)dvdξ

=
1

2π

∫

R

F̂ (ξ)eiv
′ξF1

(
KL(·, v′)µm

)
(−ξ + kt)dξ

=
1

2π

∫

R

∫

R

F̂ (ξ)eiv
′ξK̂L(−ξ − ξ′, v′)µ̂m(ξ

′ + kt)dξ′dξ.

Thus we get that

Π̂m(F )(η) =
1

2π

∫

R2

F̂ (ξ)
̂̂
KL(−ξ − ξ′, η − ξ)µ̂m(ξ

′ + kt)dξ′dξ.

We also have

̂̂
KL(ξ, η) =

∫

R2

KL(w, v
′)e−iwξ−icηdwdv′

=

∫

R2

KL(v − v′, v′)e−i(v−v
′)ξ−iv′ηdvdv′

=

∫

R2

K(v, v′)e−i(v−v
′)ξ−iv′ηdvdv′ =

̂̂
K(ξ, η − ξ),

which gives the first identity and the second identity can be obtained by the same argument. �

Lemma B.2. Suppose K(v, v′) ∈ GM,s0
ph,1 (R2) with compact support in [u(0), u(1)]2, then there exists

λ = λ(M,s0), such that for m = 1, 2, 3, 4,
∣∣∣∣
∫
̂̂
K(−ξ − ξ′, η + ξ′)µ̂m(ξ

′ + kt)dξ′
∣∣∣∣ . e−λ|η−ξ|

s0
.(B.2)

Proof. This lemma follows directly from (B.1), Remark A.2 and the fact that
∫

R

e−λ
′(|ξ+ξ′|2+|η+ξ′|2)

s0
2 dξ′ .

∫

R

e−λ|ξ−η|
s0

1 + |ξ + ξ′|2 + |η + ξ′|2 dξ
′ . e−λ|ξ−η|

s0
,

holds for 0 < λ < λ′. �

Remark B.3. We also point out that if the regularity assumption on K(v, v′) is replaced by

sup
m≥0

‖(∂v + ∂v′)
m(1− ∂vv − ∂v′v′)K(v, v′)‖L1

Γs(m)Mm
≤ C,(B.3)



NONLINEAR INVISCID DAMPING 101

then (B.2) also holds. Indeed, the weaker regularity assumption (B.3) implies that there is λ such
that

| ̂̂K(ξ, η)| . e−λ|ξ+η|
s

1 + |ξ|2 + |η|2 .(B.4)

Then (B.2) follows directly from (B.1).

Appendix C. Sturm-Liouville Equation

In this section, we consider two elliptic equations:

(C.1)




ϕ̃2∂zzΨ+ ũ′(∂v − t∂z)

(
ϕ̃2ũ′(∂v − t∂z)Ψ

)
= Ω,

Ψ(t, z, u(0)) = Ψ(t, z, u(1)) = 0,

and

(C.2)




θ̃∂zzΠ+ ũ′(∂v − t∂z)

(
θ̃ũ′(∂v − t∂z)Π

)
= ΞΥ,

(∂v − t∂z)Π(t, z, u(0)) = (∂v − t∂z)Π(t, z, u(1)) = 0.

For the first equation (C.1), if we let

(C.3) Q = F1[Ψ](t, k, v)e−itkv

then Q solves
{
∂v(h1(v)∂vQ)− k2h2(v)Q = F(v, k)

Q(α, k) = Q(β, k) = 0

where

(C.4)
α = u(0), β = u(1), F(v, k) = ũ′(v)−1F1[Ω]e

−iktv ,

h1(v) = ϕ̃2ũ′(v), h2(v) = ϕ̃2(v)ũ′(v)
−1.

For the second equation (C.2), if we let

R = F1[Π](t, k, v)e
−itkv(C.5)

then R solves
{
∂v(h1(v)∂vR)− k2h2(v)R = G(v, k)

∂vR(α, k) = ∂vR(β, k) = 0

where

(C.6)
α = u(0), β = u(1), G(v, k) = ũ′(v)−1F1[Ξ]e

−iktv,

h1(v) = θ̃ũ′(v), h2(v) = θ̃(v)ũ′(v)−1.

Both equations are Sturm-Liouville Equations.
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C.1. Dirichlet boundary conditions. In this section, we study the general Sturm-Liouville Equa-
tion {

∂v(h1(v)∂vQ)− k2h2(v)Q = F(v, k)

Q(α, k) = Q(β, k) = 0
(C.7)

where h1, h2 are positive functions and supph′j ⊂ [α1, β1] for j = 1, 2 with α < λ1 < β1 < β. We

also assume that h′1, h
′
2 ∈ GM,s

ph ([α, β]). Let us first study the homogeneous equation.

Lemma C.1. There exist positive functions qα(v, k), qβ(v, k) ≥ 1 such that qα(α, k) = qβ(β, k) = 1,
q′α(α, k) = q′β(α, k) = 0, and qα(v, k) solves

qα(v, k) = 1 + k2
∫ v

α

1

h1(v′)

∫ v′

α
h2(v

′′)qα(v
′′, k)dv′′dv′,

and qβ(v, k) solves

qβ(v, k) = 1 + k2
∫ v

β

1

h1(v′)

∫ v′

β
h2(v

′′)qβ(v
′′, k)dv′′dv′.

Moreover, it holds for v ∈ [α, β] that

C−1min{|k|2(v − α), |k|} ≤ q′α(v, k)
qα(v, k)

≤ Cmin{|k|2(v − α), |k|}

C−1min{|k|2(β − v), |k|} ≤ −
q′β(v, k)

qβ(v, k)
≤ Cmin{|k|2(β − v), |k|}

(C.8)

eC
−1|k||v−α| ≤ qα(v, k) ≤ eC|k||v−α|, eC

−1|k||v−β| ≤ qβ(v, k) ≤ eC|k||v−β|.(C.9)

The Wronskian is

W [qα, qβ ](v) =
q′β(α)h1(α)

h1(v)
= −q′α(β)h1(β)

h1(v)
< 0.

which also implies

−
q′β(α)

q′α(β)
≈ qβ(α)

qα(β)
≈ 1.

Proof. We only show the proof for qα.
Existence. It is easy to show that T [qα] =

∫ v
α

1
h1(v′)

∫ v
α h2(v

′′)qα(v′′, k)dv′′dv′ is a contraction map

in the weighted Gevrey space GM |k|,s
ph,cosh([α, β])

def
= {f ∈ C∞([α, β]) : ‖f‖GM|k|,s

ph,cosh([α,β])
<∞} by taking

M large enough, where

‖f‖GM|k|,s
ph,cosh([α,β])

def
= sup

v∈[α,β],m≥0

|∂mv f |
Γs(m)Mm|k|m coshM |k|(v − α)

and Γs(m) = (m!)
1
s (m+1)−2. The proof is simpler than the proof of Proposition 4.8. We omit the

details. Note that T is a positive operator, then qα(v, k) ≥ 1 and q′α(v, k) ≥ 0.
Estimates. Let fα = h1q

′
α/qα, then f′α + f2α/h1 = k2h2 which gives that 0 ≤ fα ≤ |k|

√
h2h1 and

thus 0 ≤ q′α/qα ≤ |k|
√
h2/h1 ≤ C|k|. Therefore, we have for v′′ ≤ v

1 ≥ qα(v
′′, k)

qα(v, k)
≥ e−C|k||v′′−v|.
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We have for |v − α| ≤ 1
|k| ,

q′α(v, k)
qα(v, k)

=
k2

h1(v)

∫ v

α
h2(v

′′)
qα(v

′′, k)
qα(v, k)

dv′′ ≈ k2(v − α).

As for |v − α| ≥ 1
|k| , we have

q′α(v, k)
qα(v, k)

≥ k2

h1(v)

∫ v

v− 1
2|k|

h2(v
′′)
qα(v

′′, k)
qα(v, k)

dv′′ ≥ C−1|k|.

Combining the above estimates, we get (C.8), (C.9) follows directly.
Let us now computer the Wronskian. A direct calculation gives

∂v

(
h1W [qα, qβ ]

)
= 0

which gives the formula of the Wronskian. �

Let us now construct two linearly independent solutions ql and qr:

ql(v, k) = qα(v, k) − qβ(v, k)/qβ(α, k)(C.10)

qr(v, k) = qβ(v, k) − qα(v, k)/qα(β, k)(C.11)

With the homogeneous solution qr and ql, we get that

Q(v, k) =
1

h1(v)

qr(v, k)

W [qr, ql]

∫ v

0
ql(v

′, k)F(v′, k)h1(v
′)dv′ +

1

h1(v)

ql(v, k)

W [qr, ql]

∫ 1

v
qr(v

′, k)F(v′, k)h1(v
′)dv′,

where

W [qr, ql] =
(
1− 1

qα(β)qβ(α)

)
W [qα, qβ ](v) =

(
1− 1

qα(β)qβ(α)

)q′β(α)h1(α)
h1(v)

We also express Q(v, k) by using qα and qβ .

(C.12)

Q(v, k) =
1

h1(v)

1

W [qr, ql]

∫ v

α

(
1 +

1

qβ(α)qα(β)

)
qβ(v, k)qα(v

′, k)F(v′, k)h1(v
′)dv′

+
1

h1(v)

1

W [qr, ql]

∫ β

v

(
1 +

1

qβ(α)qα(β)

)
qα(v, k)qβ(v

′, k)F(v′, k)h1(v
′)dv′

− 1

h1(v)

1

W [qr, ql]

∫ β

α

qα(v, k)qα(v
′, k)

qα(β)
F(v′, k)h1(v

′)dv′

− 1

h1(v)

1

W [qr, ql]

∫ β

α

qβ(v, k)qβ(v
′, k)

qβ(α)
F(v′, k)h1(v

′)dv′

We now introduce the Fourier kernel for the Sturm-Liouville type elliptic problem (C.7). For

any given fixed k, and positive Gevrey functions h1, h2 ∈ GM,s
ph ([α, β]) with constant values near the

boundary and any Gevrey cut-off function Υ with compact support suppΥ ⊂ (α, β), we define a
linear operator △−1

D,k to be such that for a function F,

△−1
D,kF = ΥQ(C.13)

where Q solves {
∂v(h1(v)∂vQ)− k2h2(v)Q = F(v, k)Υ(v)

Q(α, k) = Q(β, k) = 0.



104 WEIREN ZHAO

For the case k = 0, we have

△−1
D,0F =

∫ β

α
GD(v, v

′, 0)Υ(v)Υ(v′)F(v′, 0)dv′

where

GD(v, v
′, 0) =





(∫ β

α

1

h1(v)
dv
)−1(∫ v

α

1

h1(w)
dw
)( ∫ v′

β

1

h1(w)
dw
)
h1(v

′) α ≤ v ≤ v′ ≤ β

(∫ β

α

1

h1(v)
dv
)−1(∫ v′

α

1

h1(w)
dw
)( ∫ v

β

1

h1(w)
dw
)
h1(v

′) α ≤ v′ ≤ v ≤ β.

By (C.12), we have for k 6= 0

△−1
D,kF =

∫ β

α
GD(v, v

′, k)Υ(v)Υ(v′)F(v′, k)dv′

where

(C.14)

GD(v, v
′, k) = C1

α,β

1

|k|
qα(v

′, k)qβ(v, k)

qβ(α, k)

h1(v
′)

h1(v)
χR+(v − v′)

+ C1
α,β

1

|k|
qα(v, k)qβ(v

′, k)

qβ(α, k)

h1(v
′)

h1(v)
χR+(v′ − v)

+ C2
α,β

1

|k|
qα(v, k)qα(v

′, k)
qα(β, k)qα(β, k)

h1(v
′)

h1(v)

+ C3
α,β

1

|k|
qβ(v, k)qβ(v

′, k)

qβ(α, k)qβ(α, k)

h1(v
′)

h1(v)

with constants

(C.15)

C1
α,β =

|k|qβ(α)
q′β(α)

1

h1(α)

(
1 +

1

qβ(α)qα(β)

)(
1− 1

qα(β)qβ(α)

)−1

C2
α,β = −

(
1− 1

qα(β)qβ(α)

)−1 |k|qα(β)
q′β(α)h1(α)

C3
α,β = −

(
1− 1

qα(β)qβ(α)

)−1 |k|qβ(α)
q′β(α)h1(α)

,

where qα and qβ are obtained in Lemma C.1.
A direct calculation gives that

∂v△−1
D,kF =

∫ β

α
GD(v, v

′, k)Υ′(v)Υ(v′)F(v′, k)dv′

− h′1(v)
h1(v)

∫ β

α
GD(v, v

′, k)Υ(v)Υ(v′)F(v′, k)dv′

+

∫ β

α
G1
D(v, v

′, k)Υ(v)Υ(v′)F(v′, k)dv′,

(C.16)
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and

∂vv△−1
D,kF =

∫ β

α
GD(v, v

′, k)Υ′′(v)Υ(v′)F(v′, k)dv′

− 2
h′1(v)
h1(v)

∫ β

α
GD(v, v

′, k)Υ′(v)Υ(v′)F(v′, k)dv′

+ 2

∫ β

α
G1
D(v, v

′, k)Υ′(v)Υ(v′)F(v′, k)dv′

−
(h′1(v)
h1(v)

)′ ∫ β

α
GD(v, v

′, k)Υ(v)Υ(v′)F(v′, k)dv′

+

∫ β

α
G2
D(v, v

′, k)Υ(v)Υ(v′)F(v′, k)dv′

− 2
h′1(v)
h1(v)

∫ β

α
G1
D(v, v

′, k)Υ(v)Υ(v′)F(v′, k)dv′

+ C1
α,β

h1(v)

|k|

(
qα(v, k)

qβ(α, k)

(qβ(v, k)
h1(v)

)′
− qβ(v, k)

qβ(α, k)

(qα(v, k)
h1(v)

)′)
Υ(v)F(v, k)

(C.17)

where

G1
D(v, v

′, k) = C1
α,β

1

|k|
q′β(v, k)

qβ(v, k)

qα(v
′, k)qβ(v, k)

qβ(α, k)

h1(v
′)

h1(v)
χR+(v − v′)

+ C1
α,β

1

|k|
q′α(v, k)
qα(v, k)

qα(v, k)qβ(v
′, k)

qβ(α, k)

h1(v
′)

h1(v)
χR+(v′ − v)

+ C2
α,β

1

|k|
q′α(v, k)
qα(v, k)

qα(v, k)qα(v
′, k)

qα(β, k)qα(β, k)

h1(v
′)

h1(v)

+ C3
α,β

1

|k|
q′β(v, k)

qβ(v, k)

qβ(v, k)qβ(v
′, k)

qβ(α, k)qβ(α, k)

h1(v
′)

h1(v)
,

G2
D(v, v

′, k) = C1
α,β

1

|k|
q′′β(v, k)

qβ(v, k)

qα(v
′, k)qβ(v, k)

qβ(α, k)

h1(v
′)

h1(v)
χR+(v − v′)

+ C1
α,β

1

|k|
q′′α(v, k)
qα(v, k)

qα(v, k)qβ(v
′, k)

qβ(α, k)

h1(v
′)

h1(v)
χR+(v′ − v)

+ C2
α,β

1

|k|
q′′α(v, k)
qα(v, k)

qα(v, k)qα(v
′, k)

qα(β, k)qα(β, k)

h1(v
′)

h1(v)

+ C3
α,β

1

|k|
q′′β(v, k)

qβ(v, k)

qβ(v, k)qβ(v
′, k)

qβ(α, k)qβ(α, k)

h1(v
′)

h1(v)
.

C.2. Regularity of the Green’s function. In this section, we study the Gevrey regularity of the

Green’s function. According to the above decompositions, we only need to estimate
qα(v′,k)qβ(v,k)

qβ(α,k)

with v′ ≤ v,
qα(v,k)qβ(v

′,k)
qβ(α,k)

with v′ ≥ v and qα(v,k)
qα(β,k)

with v < β − δ,
qβ(v,k)
qβ(α,k)

with v ≥ α + δ for some

δ > 0. By Lemma C.1, it is easy to check all of the four terms are in Gevrey. So we only focus on
the uniformity in k of the Gevrey norm. Now we assume |k| ≥ k0 > 0 with k0 large enough which
is determined by h1, h2 and δ. Without loss of generality, we assume k ≥ k0 > 0.

Now let us first treat qα(v,k)
qα(β,k)

with v < β − δ,
qβ(v,k)
qβ(α,k)

with v ≥ α + δ for some δ > 0 and give the

following lemma:
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Lemma C.2. It holds for α+ δ < v ≤ β − δ
∣∣∣∣∂mv

( qα(v, k)
qα(β, k)

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ CΓs(m)Mm,(C.18)

and for α+ δ < v < β − δ
∣∣∣∣∂mv

( qβ(v, k)
qβ(α, k)

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ CΓs(m)Mm.(C.19)

Proof. Let us prove the first estimate and the second one can be obtained by the same argument.
Notice that q = {qα, qβ} solves

∂v(h1∂vq) = k2h2q.

Thus for m1 ≥ 2 or m1 ≥ 2, a direct calculation gives

∂m1
v q = ∂m1−2

v

(−h′1
h1

∂vq+ k2
h2
h1

q
)

=

m1−2∑

j=0

(m1 − 2)!

j!(m1 − 2− j)!
∂jv

(−h′1
h1

)
∂m1−2−j+1
v q+ k2

m1−2∑

l=0

(m1 − 2)!

l!(m1 − 2− l)!
∂lv

(h2
h1

)
∂m1−2−l
v q

We now use mathematical induction to prove the following result:
For all N ≥ 0, it holds that

(C.20)

∣∣∣∣∂Nv
( qα(v, k)
qα(β, k)

)∣∣∣∣ ≤
( N∑

j=0

N !

j!(N − j)!
Γs(N − j)CN−j(C|k|)je−C−1δ|k|

)
.

It follows directly by the monotonicity of qα(v, k) that

qα(v, k)

qα(β, k)
.

qα(β − δ, k)

qα(β, k)
. e−

∫ β

β−δ
fα(v)/h1(v)dv . eC

−1kδ,

and by (C.8), it holds that

q′α(v, k)
qα(β, k)

. k
qα(v, k)

qα(β, k)
. ke−

∫ β
β−δ

fα(v)/h1(v)dv . keC
−1kδ.

Let us now assume that (C.21) holds for any N ≤ m − 1 with m ≥ 2, then for N = m, and by
(A.10), we get that
∣∣∣∣
∂mv qα

qα(β, k)

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∂m−2
v

(−h′1
h1

∂vq+ k2
h2
h1

q
)
/qα(β, k)

∣∣∣∣

≤
m−2∑

j=0

(m− 2)!

j!(m− 2− j)!

∣∣∣∣∣∂
j
v

(−h′1
h1

)∂m−2−j+1
v qα(v)

qα(β, k)

∣∣∣∣∣+ k2
m−2∑

l=0

(m− 2)!

l!(m− 2− l)!

∣∣∣∣∂lv
(h2
h1

)∂m−2−l
v qα

qα(β, k)

∣∣∣∣

≤
m−2∑

j=0

(m− 2)!

j!(m− 2− j)!
M j

1Γs(j)
( mj∑

j1=0

mj!

j1!(mj − j1)!
Γs(mj − j1)C

mj−j1(C|k|)j1e−C−1δ|k|
)

+ k2
m−2∑

l=0

(m− 2)!

l!(m− 2− l)!
M l

1Γs(l)
(ml−1∑

l1=0

(ml − 1)!

l1!((ml − 1)− l1)!
Γs(ml − 1− l1)C

ml−1−l1(C|k|)l1e−C−1δ|k|
)

≤
m−2∑

j=0

mj∑

j1=0

(m− 2)!

j!(m − 2− j)!
Γs(j)

mj!

j1!(mj − j1)!
Γs(m− 1− j − j1)C

m−1−j1(C|k|)j1e−C−1δ|k|
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+

m−2∑

l=0

ml−1∑

l1=0

(m− 2)!

l!(m− 2− l)!
Γs(l)

(ml − 1)!

l1!((ml − 1)− l1)!
Γs(m− l − 2− l1)C

m−2−l1(C|k|)l1+2e−C
−1δ|k|

≤
m−1∑

j1=0

(m− 1)!

j1!(m− 1− j1)!
Γs(m− 1− j1)C

m−1−j1(C|k|)j1e−C−1δ|k|

+

m−2∑

l1=0

(m− l1)!

(l1 + 2)!(m− 2− l1)!
Γs(m− 2− l1)C

m−2−l1(C|k|)l1+2e−C
−1δ|k|,

where mj = m− 1− j. Thus we proved (C.20). The lemma follows directly by applying

(C|k|)je−C−1δ|k| . (Cδ)−j(jj/ej) < (Cδ)−jΓs(j),

and (A.10). �

Let us rewrite qβ. Note that qα(v) and

h1(α)qα(v)

∫ v

α

1

h1(w)qα(w)2
dw

are two linearly independent solutions. It is easy to get that

qβ(v) = qβ(α)qα(v) + q′β(α)h1(α)qα(v)
∫ v

α

1

h1(w)qα(w)2
dw

=
qα(v)

qα(β)
− h1(β)q

′
α(β)qα(v)

∫ v

β

1

h1(w)qα(w)2
dw.

Lemma C.3. It holds for v′ < v − δ and v, v′ ∈ [α+ δ, β − δ], that
∣∣∣∣∂m−m1
v ∂m1

v′

(qβ(v, k)qα(v′, k)
qβ(α, k)

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ CΓs(m)Mm,

and for v′ > v + δ
∣∣∣∣∂m−m1
v ∂m1

v′

(qα(v, k)qβ(v′, k)
qβ(α, k)

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ CΓs(m)Mm.

Proof. The two estimates can be proved by the same argument. Here we only prove the first
inequality. We write

(qβ(v, k)qα(v′, k)
qβ(α, k)

)
=
(qβ(v, k)qα(v, k)

qβ(α, k)

)(qα(v′, k)
qα(v, k)

)

=
qα(v)qα(v

′, k)
qα(β)qβ(α, k)

− h1(β)q
′
α(β)

qβ(α, k)
qα(v)qα(v

′)
∫ v

β

1

h1(w)qα(w)2
dw

For the first term, we have by Lemma C.2 that
∣∣∣∣∂m−m1
v ∂m1

v′

(qα(v)qα(v′, k)
qα(β)qβ(α, k)

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ CΓs(m)Mm,

Then by the monotonicity of qα, we have 0 <
qα(v′,k)
qα(v,k)

. e−C
−1δk and qα(v)

qα(w)
. e−C

−1k|v−w| for v ≤ w,

which gives that
∣∣∣∣qα(v)qα(v′)

∫ v

β

1

h1(w)qα(w)2
dw

∣∣∣∣ . k

∫ v

β
e−2C−1k|v−w|dwe−C

−1k|v−v′| . e−C
−1δk,
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∣∣∣∣(∂v , ∂v′)
(
qα(v)qα(v

′)
∫ v

β

1

h1(w)qα(w)2
dw
)∣∣∣∣ . k2

∫ v

β
e−2C−1k|v−w|dwe−C

−1k|v−v′| . ke−C
−1δk,

∣∣∣∣(∂v , ∂v′)2
(
qα(v)qα(v

′)
∫ v

β

1

h1(w)qα(w)2
dw
)∣∣∣∣ . k3

∫ v

β
e−2C−1k|v−w|dwe−C

−1k|v−v′| . k2e−C
−1δk.

We now use mathematical induction to prove the following result:
For all N = N1 +N2, it holds that

(C.21)

∣∣∣∣∂N1
v ∂N2

v

(qβ(v, k)qα(v′, k)
qβ(α, k)

)∣∣∣∣ ≤
( N∑

j=0

N !

j!(N − j)!
Γs(N − j)CN−j(C|k|)je−C−1δ|k|

)
.

Suppose that (C.21) holds for N1+N2 = 0, 1, 2, ...,m1 +m2+1, we get for N1 = m1+m2+2 Thus
we have

∣∣∣∣
∂m1+2
v qβ(v)∂

m2
v′ qα(v

′)

qβ(α, k)

∣∣∣∣

≤
m1∑

j=0

∣∣∣∣
(m1)!

j!(m1 − j)!
∂jv

(−h′1
h1

)
∂m1+1−j
v qβ(v)∂

m2
v′ qα(v

′)/qβ(α, k)

∣∣∣∣

+ k2
m1∑

l=0

∣∣∣∣
(m1)!

l!(m1 − l)!
∂lv

(h2
h1

)
∂m1−l
v qβ(v)∂

m2
v′ qα(v

′)/qβ(α, k)

∣∣∣∣

≤
m1∑

j=0

(m1)!

j!(m1 − j)!
CjΓs(j)

( Nj∑

j1=0

Nj !

j1!(Nj − j1)!
Γs(Nj − j1)C

Nj−j1(C|k|)j1e−C−1δ|k|
)

+ C−2
m1∑

l=0

(m1)!

l!(m1 − l)!
C lΓs(l)

( Nl∑

j2=0

Nl!

j2!(Nl − j2)!
Γs(Nl − j2)C

Nl−j2(C|k|)j2+2e−C
−1δ|k|

)

= I1 + I2,

where Nj = m1 +m2 + 1− j and Nl = m1 +m2 − l.
For the first term, we have

I1 =

m1∑

j=0

Nj∑

j1=0

(m1)!

j!(m1 − j)!
Γs(j)

Nj !

j1!(Nj − j1)!
Γs(Nj − j1)C

m1+m2+1−j1(C|k|)j1e−C−1δ|k|

=

m1∑

j=0

Nj∑

j1=0

(
m1!(m1 +m2 + 1− j)!

(m1 − j)!(m1 +m2 + 1− j1)!

)
(m1 +m2 + 1− j1)!

j1!(m1 +m2 + 1− j1)!

×
(
(Nj − j1 + j)!

j!(Nj − j1)!
Γs(Nj − j1)Γs(j)

)
Cm1+m2+1−j1(C|k|)j1e−C−1δ|k|

≤
m1+m2+1∑

j1=0

(m1 +m2 + 1− j1)!

j1!(m1 +m2 + 1− j1)!
Γs(m1 +m2 + 1− j1)C

m1+m2+1−j1(C|k|)j1e−C−1δ|k|.

Similarly, for the second term, we have

I2 = C−2
m1∑

l=0

Nl∑

j2=0

(m1)!

l!(m1 − l)!
Γs(l)

Nl!

j2!(Nl − j2)!
Γs(Nl − j2)C

m1+m2−j2(C|k|)j2+2e−C
−1δ|k|
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≤ C−2
m1+m2∑

j2=0

(m1 +m2 + 2− j2)!

(j2 + 2)!(m1 +m2 − j2)!
Γs(m1 +m2 − j2)C

m1+m2−j2(C|k|)j2+2e−C
−1δ|k|.

Combining the above estimate,
∣∣∣∣
∂m1+2
v qβ(v)∂

m2
v′ qα(v

′)

qβ(α, k)

∣∣∣∣ ≤
( N∑

j=0

N !

j!(N − j)!
Γs(N − j)CN−j(C|k|)je−C−1δ|k|

)

with N = m1 +m2 + 2. Using a similar argument, we can also get for any m1,m2,∣∣∣∣∣
∂m1
v qβ(v)∂

m2+2
v′ qα(v

′)

qβ(α, k)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
( N∑

j=0

N !

j!(N − j)!
Γs(N − j)CN−j(C|k|)je−C−1δ|k|

)

holds for N = m1 +m2 + 2. Thus we proved (C.21). The lemma follows directly by applying

(C|k|)je−C−1δ|k| . (Cδ)−j(jj/ej) < (Cδ)−jΓs(j),

and (A.10). �

By using the fact that h1, h2 are constant-valued functions near the boundary, and the boundary
condition of qα(v), we obtain that for α ≤ v ≤ α+ δ,

qα(v) = cosh
(
k

∫ v

α

√
h2
h1

(w)dw
)

and

k
√
h1(α)h2(α)qα(v)

∫ v

α

1

h1(w)qα(w)2
dw = sinh

(
k

∫ v

α

√
h2
h1

(w)dw
)
.

Let

eα,+(v) = qα(v) + h1(α)qα(v)

∫ v

α

1

h1(w)qα(w)2
dw = e

∫ v
α
sα,+(w)/h1(w)dw,(C.22)

then a direct calculation gives that eα,+(v) solves

∂v(h1∂veα,+(v)) = k2h2eα,+(v)

and that sα,+(v) =
h1(v)e′α,+(v)

eα,+(v) solves

s′α,+(v) +
sα,+(v)

2

h1(v)
= k2h2(v),

with boundary condition sα,+(α) = k
√
h1(α)h2(α).

Note that the above calculation for sα,+ is similar to fα.

Lemma C.4. There is k0 > 0 and there are C and M independent of k, so that for any k > k0, it
holds that

sup
m≥0

∣∣∣∂mv
(
sα,+(v)− k

√
h1(v)h2(v)

)∣∣∣ ≤ CΓs(m)Mm.

Proof. We use the idea of WKB approximation and rewrite sα,+(v) as

sα,+(v) = k
√
h1(v)h2(v)−

(
√
h1(v)h2(v))

′

2
√
h2(v)/h1(v)

+ r(v),
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then r solves

r′ + 2k
√
h2/h1r −

(
√
h1(v)h2(v))

′
√
h2(v)/h1(v)

r +
r2

h1
−
((
√
h1(v)h2(v))

′

2
√
h2(v)/h1(v)

)′
+
( (
√
h1(v)h2(v))

′

2
√
h2(v)

)2
= 0.

Let R(w) = r(v) with w(v) =
∫ v
α

√
h2/h1(z)dz, then

R′ + 2kR +A(w)R +B(w)R2 + C(w) = 0,

with initial data R(0) = 0, where

A(w) = −
√
h1/h2

(
√
h1(v)h2(v))

′
√
h2(v)/h1(v)

B(w) =

√
1

h1(v)h2(v)

C(w) = −
√
h1/h2

((
√
h1(v)h2(v))

′

2
√
h2(v)/h1(v)

)′
+
√
h1/h2

( (
√
h1(v)h2(v))

′

2
√
h2(v)

)2
.

By the Gevrey regularity of h1, h2 and composition Lemma A.3, it is easy to check that there are
C and M1 such that

sup
m≥0

|∂mw (A,B,C)(w)| ≤ CΓs(m)Mm
1 .

Let Dm = ∂mw
Γs(m)Mm , then we get that

1

2

d

dw
|DmR|2 + 2k|DmR|2 ≤ C( sup

0≤m1≤m
|Dm1R|+ 1)2|DmR|.

By the Gronwall’s inequality, we get that for k0 > 0 large enough and k > k0,

sup
m

|DmR(w)|2 .
1

k
,

which together with Lemma A.3 gives

sup
m≥0

|∂mv r(v)| ≤ C
Γs(m)Mm

1√
k

.

Thus we proved the lemma. �

Thus we have the following remark:

Remark C.5. It holds that for v ≥ α+ δ
∣∣∣∣∂m+1
v

( 1

eα,+(v)

)∣∣∣∣ . Γs(m)Mme−C
−1k|v−α|

Proof. We rewrite 1
eα,+(v) = ge(v)e

−
∫ v

α
k
√
h1h2(w)dw. Then Lemma C.4 gives that

∣∣∂m+1
v ge(v)

∣∣ . Γs(m)Mm.

We also have for v ≥ α+ δ
∣∣∣∂m+1
v e−

∫ v
α
k
√
h1h2(w)dw

∣∣∣ ≤ Γs(m)Mme−C
−1k|v−α|

which gives the remark. �
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Lemma C.6. For any β−α
100 > δ > 0, there are M and C independent of k, such that for |v′−v| ≤ δ

sup
m≥0

∫ β−δ

α+δ

∫

{0<v−v′≤δ}∩[α,β]

∣∣∣∣
(∂v + ∂v′)

m

Γs(m)Mm
|k|−1(1− ∂vv − ∂v′v′)

(qα(v′)
qα(v)

)∣∣∣∣ dvdv′ ≤ C.

and ∣∣∣∣
(∂v + ∂v′)

m

Γs(m)Mm

(qα(v′)
qα(v)

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C

Proof. Let us first use eα,+ to represent qα(v), by matching the boundary condition, we have

qα(v) = eα,+(v)− k
√
h1(α)h2(α)eα,+(v)

∫ v

α

1

h1(w)eα,+(w)2
dw.

Thus we have

qα(v)

qα(w)
=

eα,+(v)

eα,+(w)

(
1 +

k
√
h1(α)h2(α)

∫ v
w

1
h1(z)eα,+(z)2 dz

1− k
√
h1(α)h2(α)

∫ v
α

1
h1(w)eα,+(w)2 dw

)
(C.23)

By the fact that qα(v) ≥ 1 and (C.22), it is easy to

1− k
√
h1(α)h2(α)

∫ v

α

1

h1(w)eα,+(w)2
dw ≥ c0 > 0

for some c0 independent of k. By Remark C.5, we have that for m ≥ 1 and w ≥ α+ δ
∣∣∣∣∂mv

(
1− k

√
h1(α)h2(α)

∫ v

α

1

h1(w)eα,+(w)2
dw
)∣∣∣∣

. k

∣∣∣∣∂m−1
v

( 1

h1(w)eα,+(w)2

)∣∣∣∣ . Γs(m)Mm

and∣∣∣∣(∂v + ∂w)
m

(
k
√
h1(α)h2(α)

∫ v

w

1

h1(z)eα,+(z)2
dz

)∣∣∣∣

. k

∣∣∣∣
∫ v

w
∂mz

(
1

h1(z)eα,+(z)2

)
dz

∣∣∣∣ . Γs(m)Mm,

∥∥∥∥(∂v + ∂w)
m(1− ∂vv − ∂ww)

(
k
√
h1(α)h2(α)

∫ v

w

1

h1(z)eα,+(z)2
dz

)∥∥∥∥
L1
v,w({0<v<w−δ}∩[α+δ,β−δ]2)

.

∫ β−δ

α+δ
k

∣∣∣∣∂m+1
v

(
1

h1(v)eα,+(v)2

)∣∣∣∣ dv +
∫ β−δ

α+δ
k

∣∣∣∣∂m+1
w

(
1

h1(w)eα,+(w)2

)∣∣∣∣ dw

. Γs(m)Mm

here we use the fact that

eα,+(w) ≥ e−C
−1k|w−α|.

Note that

eα,+(v)

eα,+(w)
=
ge(v)

ge(w)
e
∫ v

w
k
√
h1h2(z)dz,

where ge(v) is defined in Remark C.5. Thus we obtain that for 0 ≤ w − v ≤ δ

(∂v + ∂w)
me

∫ v
w
k
√
h1h2(z)dz
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= (∂v + ∂w)
m−1e

∫ v

w
k
√
h1h2(z)dzk

( ∫ v

w
(
√
h1h2(z))

′dz
)

+ e
∫ v
w
k
√
h1h2(z)dzk

( ∫ v

w

dm

dzm
(
√
h1h2(z))dz

)
,

which gives that

|(∂v + ∂w)
me

∫ v
w
k
√
h1h2(z)dz| ≤ e−C

−1k|v−w|
m∑

j=0

(k|v − w|)jCm−jΓs(m− j)

. Γs(m)Mm,

and ∣∣∣(1− ∂vv − ∂ww)(∂v + ∂w)
me

∫ v
w
k
√
h1h2(z)dz

∣∣∣ . k2Γs(m)Mme−C
−1k|w−v|.

Combining all the estimates, together with (C.23), we get the lemma. �

Lemma C.7. It holds for |v′ − v| ≤ δ, v, v′ ∈ [α+ δ, β − δ] that

sup
m≥0

∫ β−δ

α+δ

∫

{0<v−v′≤δ}∩[α,β]

∣∣∣∣
(∂v + ∂v′)

m

Γs(m)Mm
|k|−1(1− ∂vv − ∂v′v′)

(qβ(v, k)qα(v′, k)
qβ(α, k)

)∣∣∣∣ dvdv′ ≤ C.

and for v − δ < v′ < v ∣∣∣∣
(∂v + ∂v′)

m

Γs(m)Mm

(qβ(v, k)qα(v′, k)
qβ(α, k)

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C

and

sup
m≥0

∫ β−δ

α+δ

∫

{0<v′−v≤δ}∩[α,β]

∣∣∣∣
(∂v + ∂v′)

m

Γs(m)Mm
|k|−1(1− ∂vv − ∂v′v′)

(qα(v, k)qβ(v′, k)
qβ(α, k)

)∣∣∣∣ dvdv′ ≤ C.

∣∣∣∣∂m−m1
v ∂m1

v′

(qβ(v, k)qα(v′, k)
qβ(α, k)

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ CΓs(m)Mm,

and for v′ − δ < v < v′ ∣∣∣∣
(∂v + ∂v′)

m

Γs(m)Mm

(qα(v, k)qβ(v′, k)
qβ(α, k)

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C.

Proposition C.8. Let ĜD be the Fourier transform of the kernel GD defined in (C.14), namely,

ĜD(k, ξ1, ξ2) =
1

2π

∫

R2

ĜD(v, v
′, k)Υ(v)Υ(v′)e−ivξ1−iv

′ξ2dvdv′.

Then there is λ∆ such that for all k ∈ Z,

|ĜD(k, ξ1, ξ2)| ≤ Cmin

{
e−λ∆〈ξ1+ξ2〉s

1 + k2 + ξ21
,
e−λ∆〈ξ1+ξ2〉s

1 + k2 + ξ22

}
.(C.24)

Proof. Notice that ∫

R2

ĜD(v, v
′, k)Υ(v)Υ(v′)e−ivξ1−iv

′ξ2dvdv′

=

∫

R2

ĜD(v, v + w, k)Υ(v)Υ(v + w)e−iv(ξ1+ξ2)−iv
′ξ2dvdw

(C.25)

The upper bound (C.24) follows from (C.14), (C.16), (C.17) Lemma C.2, Lemma C.3, Lemma C.7,
Lemma A.1, Lemma B.1, Lemma B.2 and Remark B.3. �
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By using (C.3) and (C.4), it is easy for us to obtain the following proposition which is equivalent
to Proposition 8.1.

Proposition C.9. Let Ψ solve (C.1) with Ω compactly supported. Then there is GD,1(t, k, ξ, η) such
that for k 6= 0

(̂ΨΥ)(t, k, ξ) =

∫

R

GD,1(t, k, ξ, η)Ω̂(t, k, η)dη,

with estimate

|GD,1(t, k, ξ, η)| ≤ Cellmin

{
e−λ∆〈ξ−η〉s

1 + k2 + (ξ − kt)2
,

e−λ∆〈ξ−η〉s

1 + k2 + (η − kt)2

}
.

Notice that from ∆ψ = ω, we have

(C.26)




∂zzΨ+ ũ′(∂v − t∂z)

(
ũ′(∂v − t∂z)Ψ

)
= ω

Ψ(t, z, u(0)) = Ψ(t, z, u(1)) = 0.

If we set Q = F1(Ψ)(t, k, v)e−itkv and h1(v) = ũ′(v), h2(v) = ũ′(v)−1 and F = F1[ω]e
−itkv, then we

also obtain the Sturm-Liouville Equation (C.7). We then have the following corollary:

Corollary C.10. Let Ψ solve (C.26) with ω compactly supported. Then there is G2(t, k, ξ, η) such
that

(̂ΨΥ)(t, k, ξ) =

∫

R

G2(t, k, ξ, η)ω̂(t, k, η)dη,

with estimate

|G2(t, k, ξ, η)| ≤ Cellmin

{
e−λ∆〈ξ−η〉s

1 + k2 + (ξ − kt)2
,

e−λ∆〈ξ−η〉s

1 + k2 + (η − kt)2

}
.

C.3. Neumann boundary conditions. We also study the general Sturm-Liouville Equation with
Neumann boundary conditions

{
∂v(h1(v)∂vR)− k2h2(v)R = G(v, k)

∂vR(α, k) = ∂vR(β, k) = 0
(C.27)

where h1, h2 are positive functions and supph′j ⊂ [α1, β1] for j = 1, 2. We also assume that

h′1, h
′
2 ∈ GM,s

ph ([α, β]).

By Lemma C.1, it is easy to get that

R(v, k) =
1

h1(v)

qβ(v, k)

W [qβ , qα]

∫ v

0
qα(v

′, k)G(v′, k)h1(v
′)dv′

+
1

h1(v)

qα(v, k)

W [qβ, qα]

∫ 1

v
qβ(v

′, k)G(v′, k)h1(v
′)dv′,

(C.28)

with

W [qβ , qα](v) = −W [qα, qβ ](v) = −
q′β(α)h1(α)

h1(v)
=

q′α(β)h1(β)
h1(v)

> 0.

We now introduce the Fourier kernel for the Sturm-Liouville type elliptic problem (C.27). For any

given fixed k, and positive Gevrey functions h1, h2 ∈ GM,s
ph ([α, β]) with constant values near the
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boundary and any Gevrey cut-off function Υ with compact support suppΥ ⊂ (α, β), we define a
linear operator △−1

N,k to be such that for a function G,

△−1
N,kG = ΥR(C.29)

where R solves {
∂v(h1(v)∂vR)− k2h2(v)R = G(v, k)Υ(v)

∂vR(α, k) = ∂vR(β, k) = 0.

By (C.28), we have for k 6= 0

△−1
N,kG =

∫ 1

0
GN (v, v

′, k)Υ(v)Υ(v′)G(v′, k)dv′

with

(C.30)

GN (v, v
′, k) =

1

h1(v)

qβ(v, k)

W [qβ, qα]
qα(v

′, k)h1(v
′)χR+(v − v′)

+
1

h1(v)

qα(v, k)

W [qβ, qα]
qβ(v

′, k)h1(v
′)χR+(v′ − v).

Similarly to Proposition C.9, by using the representation formula of the Green function (C.30) and
applying Lemma C.3 and Lemma A.1, we have the following proposition.

Proposition C.11. Let Π solve (C.2) with Ξ compactly supported. Then there is GN (t, k, ξ, η) such
that

(̂ΠΥ)(t, k, ξ) =

∫

R

GN (t, k, ξ, η)Ξ̂(t, k, η)dη,

with estimate

|GN (t, k, ξ, η)| ≤ Cmin

{
e−λ∆〈ξ−η〉s

1 + k2 + (ξ − kt)2
,

e−λ∆〈ξ−η〉s

1 + k2 + (η − kt)2

}
.

Appendix D. Properties of multiplier A

In this section, we list some key properties of the multiplier A from [5].

Lemma D.1 (Lemma 3.3 in [5]). For t ∈ Ik,η and t > 2
√

|η|, we have the following with τ = t− η
k

∂twNR(t, η)

wNR(t, η)
≈ 1

1 + |τ | ≈
∂twR(t, η)

wR(t, η)
.

Lemma D.2 (Lemma 3.4 in [5]). The following holds.

(1) For t ≥ 1, and k, l, η, ξ such that max{2
√

|ξ|, 2
√

|η|} < t < 2min{|ξ|, |η|},
∂twk(t, η)

wk(t, η)

wl(t, ξ)

∂twl(t, ξ)
. 〈η − ξ〉.

(2) For all t ≥ 1, and k, l, η, ξ, such that for some α ≥ 1, 1
α |ξ| ≤ |η| ≤ α|ξ|,

√
∂twl(t, ξ)

wl(t, ξ)
.α

[√
∂twk(t, η)

wk(t, η)
+

|η| s2
〈t〉s

]
〈η − ξ〉.

Lemma D.3 (Lemma 3.5 in [5]). For all t, η, ξ, we have

wNR(t, ξ)

wNR(t, η)
. eµ|η−ξ|

1
2 .



NONLINEAR INVISCID DAMPING 115

Lemma D.4 (Lemma 3.6 in [5]). We have for t ∈ Ik,η ∩ Ik,ξ with k 6= l that

Jk(η)

Jl(ξ)
.

|η|
k2 + (η − kt)2

e9µ|k−l,η−ξ|
1
2 .

we also rewrite it as

Jk(η)

Jl(ξ)
.

|η|
k2

√
∂twk(t, η)

wk(t, η)

√
∂twl(t, ξ)

wl(t, ξ)
e20µ|k−l,η−ξ|

1
2 .

In other cases, we have improved estimates

Jk(η)

Jl(ξ)
. e10µ|k−l,η−ξ|

1
2 .

Moreover, if t ∈ Il,ξ, t /∈ Ik,η and 1
α |ξ| ≤ |η| ≤ α|ξ| for some α > 0, then

Jk(η)

Jl(ξ)
.

|l|(l + |ξ − lt|)
|ξ| e11µ|k−l,η−ξ|

1
2 .(D.1)

Lemma D.5 (Lemma 3.7 in [5]). Let t ≤ 1
2 min{

√
|η|,
√

|ξ|}. Then
∣∣∣∣
Jk(η)

Jl(ξ)
− 1

∣∣∣∣ .
〈k − l, η − ξ〉√

|ξ|+ |η|+ |k|+ |l|
e11µ|k−l,η−ξ|

1
2 .
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