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Abstract. Understanding the transition mechanism of boundary layer flows is of great significance
in physics and engineering, especially due to the current development of supersonic and hypersonic
aircraft. In this paper, we construct multiple unstable acoustic modes so-called Mack modes, which
play a crucial role during the early stage of transition in the supersonic boundary layer. To this end,
we develop an inner-outer gluing iteration to solve a hyperbolic-elliptic mixed type and singular
system.

1. Introduction

1.1. Physical background. The investigation of the transition mechanism of boundary layer flows
is of great significance in physics and engineering, especially due to the current development of
supersonic and hypersonic aircraft. The early stage of boundary layer transition often involves the
instability caused by viscous disturbance waves, commonly referred to as Tollmien–Schlichting (T–S)
waves. The origins of T-S waves can be traced back to influential contributions by Heisenberg,
Tollmien, Schlichting, C. C. Lin, etc. [5, 12, 18], who found lower and upper marginal stability
branches. See a curve of neutral stability of type (b) in FIGURE 1. In a breakthrough work [9],
Grenier, Guo and Nyugen first gave a rigorous mathematical construction of T-S waves of temporal
mode by developing the Rayleigh-Airy iteration scheme( see Remark 2.1 for more explanation). Chen
and the last two authors [4] confirm the existence of neutral curve for T-S wave mathematically, and
readers also refer to [1]. Let us refer to [2, 3, 6, 7, 8, 10] and references therein for more works on
nonlinear stability/instability of boundary layer flows.

Figure 1. Curves of neutral stability of a plane boundary layer for 2D incompressible
perturbations. (a)“inviscid” instability; (b)“viscous” instability. This picture is from
Fig. 15.9. in Chapter 15 in [18].

For the subsonic flow, Yang and Zhang [20] gave the first rigorous construction of the compressible
T-S waves of temporal mode, by developing a quasi-compressible and Stokes iteration. Recently,
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for the whole subsonic regime, we [15] constructed unstable T-S waves by introducing a new quasi-
incompressible-compressible iteration scheme. It should be noted that there is only a single unstable
solution for a given phase velocity. This type of unstable mode is referred to as a single mode.

In the supersonic case, the situation becomes much more complicated, and instability phenomenon
is different from the subsonic case. It is documented in the physical literature by physicist Mark
(see [18]) that

Using a numerical computation shows that there is an infinite number of neutral wave numbers
or modes with the same phase velocity if supersonic regime arises in the boundary layer. These
perturbations can be viscous or inviscid and do not depend on whether the boundary layer has a
generalized point of inflection.
Readers refer to [14] for an extensive summary by Mack. The multiple unstable modes are also
called Mack(acoustic) modes. According to physical observation, the multiple unstable acoustic
modes of supersonic boundary layer correspond to the inviscid instability and driven by the effect
of compressibility instead of the profile of basic flow. This is completely different from T-S waves
in the subsonic case, where the instability mechanisms are caused by the viscous sublayer. Smith
[19] found that T-S waves do not exist in the 2D supersonic flow. In the 3D supersonic flow, both
T-S waves and acoustic modes are present, with acoustic modes exhibiting the strongest instability
when Ma ≥ 2.2 [14]. See the appearance of acoustic modes in FIGURE 2. Mack [14] pointed out
that this instability is primarily generated by the inviscid part, with viscosity playing a stabilizing
role. We refer to [11, 13, 17] for the inviscid instability results in the incompressible and subsonic
cases.

Figure 2. Appearance of acoustic modes. This picture is from Fig. 15.33. in
Chapter 15 in [18].

1.2. Problem and Main results. As mentioned in the previous subsection, the inviscid instability
predominates in the supersonic case. Thus, we consider the 2D non-isentropic Euler equations in a
half-plane (X,Y ) ∈ R× R+: 

∂tρ+ div(ρu) = 0,

ρ(∂tu+ u · ∇u) + γ−1M−2
a ∇p = 0,

ρ(∂tT + u · ∇T ) = −(γ − 1)p divu,

p = ρT ,
v(X, 0) = 0.

(1.1)

Here u = (u, v) is the velocity, ρ is the density, T is the temperature, and p is the pressure respec-
tively. γ > 1 is the ratio of the specific heats and Ma > 0 is the Mach number. In this paper, we
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take γ = 1.4 in accordance with the specifications from both physical papers and numerical papers,
as indicated in [14, 19].

Inspired by Orr-Sommerfeld approach, we explore the instability of supersonic flow by considering
the linearized non-isentropic Euler equation around the basic flow (ρ0(Y ), u0(Y ), 0, T0(Y )), which is
given by 

∂tρ+ ∂X(u0ρ+ uρ0) + ∂Y (vρ0) = 0,

ρ0(∂tu+ u0∂Xu+ v∂Y u0) + γ−1M−2
a ∂Xp = 0,

ρ0(∂tv + u0∂Xv) + γ−1M−2
a ∂Y p = 0,

ρ0(∂tT + u0∂XT + v∂Y T0) = γ−1(γ − 1)(∂tp+ u0∂Xp),

p = ρT0 + T ρ0,
v(0) = ρ(∞) = u(∞) = v(∞) = T (∞) = 0.

(1.2)

Here the basic flow (ρ0(Y ), u0(Y ), 0, T0(Y )), a steady solution to (1.1), satisfies

ρ0(Y )T0(Y ) = 1, T0(Y ) = 1 +
1

2
(γ − 1)M2

a (1− u20(Y )),(1.3)

where the temperature T0(Y ) is considered with a thermally insulating wall. We introduce the
following structure assumptions on UB(Y ) = u0(Y ):

UB(0) = 0, lim
Y→+∞

UB(Y ) = 1,

0 < UB(Y ) < 1, for Y ∈ (0,+∞), ∂Y UB(Y ) > 0, for Y ∈ [0,+∞),

sup
Y≥0

|eη0Y ∂kY (UB(Y )− 1)| ≤ C, k = 0, 1, 2, 3.

(1.4)

Especially, the famous Blasius flow satisfies (1.4).
We construct the solution of (1.2) with the form

(ρ, u, v, T , p) = (ϱ, U, V, T, P )(Y )eiα(X−ct) + c.c.,

where c ∈ C and α > 0 and (ϱ, U, V, T, P )(Y ) satisfies the system

iα(UB − c)ϱ+ iαρ0U + ∂Y (V ρ0) = 0,

iα(UB − c)(Uρ0) + ρ0V ∂Y UB + iαγ−1M−2
a P = 0,

iα(UB − c)(V ρ0) + γ−1M−2
a ∂Y P = 0,

iα(UB − c)(ρ0T ) + ρ0V ∂Y T0 = γ−1(γ − 1)iα(UB − c)P,

P = ϱT0 + Tρ0,

(1.5)

with boundary condition

V (0) = ϱ(∞) = U(∞) = V (∞) = T (∞) = 0.(1.6)

If the boundary value problem (1.5)-(1.6) has a non-trivial solution for some c = cr+ ici with ci > 0
and wave number α > 0, then the basic flow is spectrally unstable, and the mode (α, c) is called an
unstable mode. The goal of this work is to construct unstable modes to the system (1.5) -(1.6) for
cr ∈ (1−M−1

a , 1) and 0 < ci ≪ cr.
We introduce the relative Mach number M̄(Y ) defined by

M̄(Y ) =
Ma(UB(Y )− c)

T
1
2
0 (Y )

= M̄r(Y ) + iM̄i(Y ).(1.7)
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Since the Mach number Ma > 1 and 0 < ci ≪ cr, we notice that |M̄r| > 1 near the boundary and
|M̄r| < 1 near infinity, which indicate that the system (1.5) is hyperbolic near the boundary and
elliptic near infinity, see Section 2.1.

To state our main results, we introduce a set H(UB,Ma), which is a restriction on the background
flow UB and Mach number Ma > 1:

H(UB,Ma) =

{
cr ∈ [T

1
2
0 (0)M−1

a , 1 +M−1
a ] : J(cr;Ma) ̸= 0

}
,(1.8)

where the integral J(cr;Ma) is given by

J(cr;Ma) =

∫ Y0(cr)

0
(M̄2

r − 1)−
1
2 Q̃1(Z; cr,Ma)dZ.

Here Y0 is the unique turning point satisfying M̄r(Y ) = 1 and

Q̃1(Y ; cr,Ma) = Q̃1(Y ;Y0(cr), cr,Ma) =
∂2Y M̄r

M̄r
− 2(∂Y M̄r)

2

M̄2
r

− 3

4

(∂2Y η)
2

(∂Y η)2
−

∂3Y η

2∂Y η
,

where η(Y ) satisfies ∂Y (M̄
2
r − 1)(Y0)η(Y )(∂Y η(Y ))2 = (M̄2

r (Y )− 1) with η(Y0) = 0.

Our main results are stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1 (General monotone flow). Assume that UB(Y ) satisfies the structure assumption
(1.4) and H(UB,Ma) ∩ (1 − M−1

a , 1) ̸= ∅ for some Mach number Ma > 1. Then for any cr ∈
H(UB,Ma) ∩ (1 −M−1

a , 1), there exists a sequence {(αk, ci,k)}∞k=1 with ci,k = ci(αk) such that the
linearized Euler system (1.2) has the solutions (ρk, uk, vk, Tk, pk)(t,X, Y ) with the form

(ρk, uk, vk, Tk, pk)(t,X, Y ) = (ϱk, Uk, Vk, Tk, Pk)(Y )eiαkXe−iαkckt,

where (ϱk, Uk, Vk, Tk, Pk)(Y ) ∈ L∞(R+)×W 1,∞(R+)
2×L∞(R+)×W 2,∞(R+) are solutions to (1.5)

for the pair (αk, ck) with ck = cr + ici,k. Moreover, there exists α0 ≫ 1 such that for any k ∈ N+

αk ≥ α0,
3

2
π < C1(cr)(αk+1 − αk) <

5

2
π,

0 < ci,k ∼ α−3
k e−C(cr)αk ,

where C1(cr) and C(cr) are positive constants dependent on cr, but independent of α.

Remark 1.2. Based on our construction, we know that the condition H(UB,Ma)∩ (1−M−1
a , 1) = ∅

is related to the neutral modes. We point out that the set of H(UB,Ma) ∩ (1 −M−1
a , 1) is not an

empty set. Indeed, the condition H(UB,Ma) ∩ (1 −M−1
a , 1) ̸= ∅ holds when UB(Y ) is an analytic

function. The precise statement is given in Proposition 7.2.

Remark 1.3. When the wave number α lies in the middle regime, the instability is stronger. For
this case, the framework for constructing the unstable modes will be completely different, and we will
study this subject in our forthcoming paper.

We can derive the following results from Theorem 1.1 for some analytic basic flows.

Theorem 1.4 (Analytic flow). Assume that UB(Y ) is an analytic function and satisfies the structure
assumption (1.4). Let Ma ≥ M0, where M0 > 1 is given in Proposition 7.2. Then there exists
C1(Ma), · · · , CN (Ma) with 1 − M−1

a < C1 < · · · < CN < 1, such that for any cr ∈ (C1, C2) ∪
(C3, C4) ∪ · · · (CN−1, CN ), the results in Theorem 1.1 hold.

For the Blasius flow, we can weaken the lower bound on the Mach number Ma.
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Theorem 1.5 (Blasius flow). Let UB(Y ) be the Blasius profile and Ma ≥ 3, then there exists
C1(Ma), · · · , CN (Ma) with 1 − M−1

a < C1 < · · · < CN < 1, such that for any cr ∈ (C1, C2) ∪
(C3, C4) ∪ · · · (CN−1, CN ), the results in Theorem 1.1 hold.

The lower bound for Ma ≥ 3 in Theorem 1.5 is not optimal. Our result to the Blasius flow is also
valid forMa ≥ 2.2 as the physical literature [14, 18] said. ForMa ∈ (1, 2.2), the most unstable mode
is the T-S waves (for 3D) and vorticity modes (for 2D), see [14, 18].

1.3. Notations. Throughout this paper, we denote by C a constant independent of α, which may
be different from line to line. A ≲ B means that there exists a constant C independent of α such that
A ≤ CB. Similar definitions hold for A ≳ B. Moreover, we use the notation A ∼ B if A ≲ B and

A ≳ B. The weighted Sobolev space W k,∞
w0 (k ∈ N ) has the norm ∥f∥

Wk,∞
w0

=
∑k

ℓ=0 ∥∂ℓY f∥L∞
w0

(R+),

where the definition of norm ∥f∥L∞
w0

(R+) is given by (3.13).

2. Main ideas and sketch of proof

2.1. The equation of the pressure. To solve the complicated eigenvalue system (1.5), we first
drive an equation for the pressure, which reflects the main characteristic of the compressible effect.

2.1.1. Refomulation via the pressure. From the equations of velocity in (1.5), we can write

V ρ0 = − ∂Y P

iα(UB − c)γM2
a

, ∂Y (V ρ0) = −
∂2Y P

iα(UB − c)γM2
a

+
∂Y UB∂Y P

iα(UB − c)2γM2
a

,

iαUρ0 =
∂Y UB∂Y P

iα(UB − c)2γM2
a

− iαP

(UB − c)γM2
a

,

which along with the continuity equation implies

iα(UB − c)ϱ+
2∂Y UB∂Y P

iα(UB − c)2γM2
a

− iαP

(UB − c)γM2
a

−
∂2Y P

iα(UB − c)γM2
a

= 0.(2.1)

On the other hand, from the last two equations in (1.5), we obtain

iα(UB − c)ϱ = − iα(UB − c)(Tρ0)

T0
+

iα(UB − c)P

T0
,

and

iα(UB − c)(Tρ0) = γ−1(γ − 1)iα(UB − c)P +
∂Y T0∂Y P

iα(UB − c)γM2
a

,

which implies

iα(UB − c)ϱ = − ∂Y T0∂Y P

iα(UB − c)γM2
aT0

+
iα(UB − c)P

γT0
.(2.2)

Therefore, by (2.1) and (2.2), we obtain

∂2Y P −
(2∂Y UB
UB − c

− ∂Y T0
T0

)
∂Y P − α2

(
1− M2

a (UB − c)2

T0

)
P = 0,

which along with M̄ =Ma(UB − c)/T
1
2
0 , F (Y ) = 1− M̄2 and the fact that

∂Y M̄

M̄
=

∂Y UB
UB − c

− ∂Y T0
2T0

,

implies

∂2Y P − 2∂Y M̄

M̄
∂Y P − α2F (Y )P = 0.
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The boundary condition (1.6) is equivalent to

∂Y P (0) = lim
Y→∞

∂jY P (Y ) = 0, j = 0, 1, 2.(2.3)

Once we obtain a solution P (Y ), we can rebuild (ϱ, U, V, T )(Y ) by the following formulas

V (Y ) =
iT0∂Y P

γM2
aα(UB − c)

, U(Y ) = − T0P

γM2
a (UB − c)

− T0∂Y P∂Y UB
γM2

aα
2(UB − c)2

,

ϱ(Y ) =
P

γM2
a (UB − c)2

+
∂Y P∂Y UB

γM2
aα

2(UB − c)3
− 1

γM2
aα(UB − c)2

∂Y (
∂Y P

UB − c
),

T (Y ) = PT0 − ϱT 2
0 .

(2.4)

Therefore, we only need to construct a non-zero solution P to the following equation∂2Y P (Y )− 2∂Y M̄

M̄
∂Y P (Y )− α2F (Y )P (Y ) = 0, Y > 0,

∂Y P (0) = P (∞) = 0,
(2.5)

where

M̄(Y ) =
Ma(UB − c)√

T0
, T0(Y ) = 1 +

1

2
(γ − 1)M2

a (1− U2
B(Y )), F (Y ) = 1− M̄2(Y ),(2.6)

and c = cr + ici with 0 < ci ≪ 1.

2.1.2. Mixed type and singularity. We denote

L[P ] := ∂2Y P (Y )− 2∂Y M̄

M̄
∂Y P (Y )− α2F (Y )P (Y ), F (Y ) = Fr(Y ) + Fi(Y ),

and

Fr(Y ) = 1− M̄2
r = 1− M2

a (UB − cr)
2

T0(Y )
, Fi(Y ) =

M2
a (ici(UB − cr) + c2i )

T0(Y )
.(2.7)

For (α, c) belonging H0 (see the definition (3.8)), there are two crucial points related to Y .

• Turning point Y0: changing the type of operator L.
There exists a unique Y0 ∼ 1 such that Fr(Y0) = 0. Moreover, Fr(Y ) < 0 and Fr(Y ) > 0 for

0 ≤ Y < Y0 and Y0 < Y < +∞ respectively. Indeed, by the definition of Fr(Y ), we have

Fr(Y0) = 0 ⇐⇒M2
a (UB(Y0)− cr)

2 = T0(Y0) = 1 +
1

2
(γ − 1)M2

a (1− U2
B(Y0)),

which implies that UB(Y0) is a solution to the following quadratic equation

1

2
(γ + 1)M2

ax
2 − 2M2

a crx+M2
a (c

2
r −

1

2
(γ − 1))− 1 = 0.

It is easy to see that ∆ = (γ2 − 1) + 2(γ + 1)M−2
a − 2(γ − 1)c2r > (γ + 1 − 2cr)

2. Then we use the
fact 0 ≤ UB(Y ) ≤ 1 for any Y ≥ 0 to deduce

UB(Y0) =
2cr −

√
∆

γ + 1
, Y0 ∼ 1.

By the definition of Fr(Y ), we know that

Y < Y0 ⇐⇒ Fr(Y ) < 0 ⇐⇒ |M̄r| > 1 : supersonic regime,

Y > Y0 ⇐⇒ Fr(Y ) > 0 ⇐⇒ |M̄r| < 1 : subsonic regime.
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Then we find that

L[P ] ∼


(∂2Y − α2|Fr(Y )|)P − 2∂Y M̄

M̄
∂Y P, Y > Y0︸ ︷︷ ︸

subsonic regime

: elliptic type operator,

(∂2Y + α2|Fr(Y )|)P − 2∂Y M̄

M̄
∂Y P, 0 ≤ Y < Y0︸ ︷︷ ︸

supersonic regime

: hyperbolic type operator.

Therefore, L[·] is a hyperbolic-elliptic mixed-type operator.

• The singularity: critical layer.

There exists a critical layer located at Yc, where UB(Yc) = cr. By the definition of M̄ , we have

M̄(Yc) =
−iMaci

T
1
2
0 (Yc)

∼ −iMaci =⇒
∂Y M̄(Yc)

M̄(Yc)
∼ ic−1

i M−1
a .

Therefore, in a neighborhood of Yc, the second term of L[·] is singular, that is,

2∂Y M̄

M̄
∂Y P ∼ ic−1

i M−1
a ∂Y P.(2.8)

In a small neighborhood of Yc, we know that a solution P to L[P ] = 0 behaves like

∂Y P ∼ M̄ log M̄ ∼ (UB − c) log(UB − c) =⇒ ∂Y V ∼ ∂2Y P ∼ log(UB − c),

which is singular when Y passes the critical point Yc.
Let’s note that the critical layer lies in the subsonic regime. That is Yc > Y0.

2.2. Inner-outer approximation. For any (α, c) belonging to a suitable subset of H0, we first
construct a homogeneous solution Pα,c(Y ) to the following equation∂2Y P − 2∂Y M̄

M̄
∂Y P − α2F (Y )P = 0,

P (∞) = 0.
(2.9)

2.2.1. Outer approximation. In this part, we show how to find an approximation of (2.9) for all Y
away from the critical layer. We start with the following asymptotic analysis of the toy model

Ltoy[P ] = (∂2Y − α2Fr(Y ))P = 0.(2.10)

In a small neighborhood of Y0, we can write

Ltoy[P ](Y ) = (∂2Y − α2∂Y F (Y0)(Y − Y0))P︸ ︷︷ ︸
change type of equation

+O(α2|Y − Y0|2)P︸ ︷︷ ︸
small terms

.

Thus, in a small neighborhood of Y0, (2.10) can be treated as

(∂2Y − α2∂Y F (Y0)(Y − Y0))Ptoy(Y ) = 0 : Airy type equation.

We know that Ai(κ(Y − Y0)) and Bi(κ(Y − Y0)) are two linear independent solutions to the above

equation, where κ = ∂Y F (Y0)
1
3α

2
3 . Therefore, (2.10) can be approximated by the Airy equation in

the layer of changing the type of equation, and the thickness of this layer is of order α− 2
3 .

To use the Airy function as the building block to construct the approximate solution, we need to
make the following key modifications:



8 N. MASMOUDI, Y. WANG, D. WU, AND Z. ZHANG

• Applying the Langer transformation to zoom small layer of Y0 to a larger domain. Here
the Langer transformation η(Y ) is the solution to ∂Y Fr(Y0)η(Y )(∂Y η(Y ))2 = Fr(Y ) with
η(Y0) = 0. Then we have

L[Ai(κη)](Y ) =
(
− 2

∂Y M̄

M̄
+
∂2Y η

∂Y η

)
∂Y (Ai(κη)),

L[Bi(κη)](Y ) =
(
− 2

∂Y M̄

M̄
+
∂2Y η

∂Y η

)
∂Y (Bi(κη)).

We notice that Ai(κη(Y )) is already a good approximation in the subsonic regime except
around the critical layer. However, Ai(κη(Y )) is not a good approximation in the supersonic
regime. Hence, we need to make a further modification.

• Introducing a function of amplitude E(Y ) = M̄/(∂Y η)
1
2 to cancel singular terms, which is a

solution to

∂YE

E
=
∂Y M̄

M̄
−

∂2Y η

2∂Y η
.

Then we introduce

A(Y ) = E(Y )Ai(κη(Y )), B(Y ) = E(Y )Bi(κη(Y )),(2.11)

which satisfy

L[A] = (Q1(Y ) +Q2(Y ))A, L[B] = (Q1(Y ) +Q2(Y ))B.

Here |Q1(Y )| ∼ 1 and Q2(Y ) ∼ ci when Y is away from Yc. Hence, (Q1(Y ) +Q2(Y ))A and
(Q1(Y ) +Q2(Y ))B can be treated as small errors. Therefore,

Lapp[P ] = L[P ]− (Q1 +Q2)P

is a good approximation of L[P ] in the R+ except around the critical layer.

To construct the exact solution to (2.9), we need to solve the non-homogeneous equation for a
given f

L[Pnon,f ] = f, Pnon,f (∞) = 0.(2.12)

For this, we solve the following approximate equation

Lapp[Pnon,f ](Y ) = f, Pnon,f (∞) = 0,(2.13)

where Pnon,f can be written as

Pnon,f (Y ) =− κ−1πA(Y )

∫ Y

0
B(Z)M̄−2f(Z)dZ − κ−1πB(Y )

∫ +∞

Y
A(Z)M̄−2f(Z)dZ,(2.14)

and write Pnon,f = L−1
app(f) for convenience.

2.2.2. Inner approximation. In the critical layer, Lapp[·] = L[·]− (Q1+Q2) is not a good approxima-
tion of L[·] due to Q1(Y ) ∼ (|Y −Yc|+ ci)−2 ≫ α2. Instead, we introduce φ = ∂Y P/M̄ to transform
the equation of pressure to one related to the vertical velocity, that is,

L[P ] = 0 ⇐⇒ Lcr[φ] = M̄

(
∂Y

(
∂Y
F (Y )

)
− α2

)
φ− ∂Y

(
∂Y M̄

F (Y )

)
φ = 0.

For Y near Yc, two linearly independent solutions behave as

M̄(Y ) and M̄ log M̄(Y ) in the critical layer.
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Besides, we know that φ ∼ e−αY away from the critical layer. Hence, we can use the following
localized equation as a good approximation in the critical layer

Lcr[φ] = 0, φ(Ȳ ∗
1 ) = φ(Ȳ ∗

2 ) = 0,(2.15)

where Yc ∈ [Ȳ ∗
1 , Ȳ

∗
2 ] lies in the subsonic regime. This is a Rayleigh-type equation.

We also need to solve the following non-homogeneous Rayleigh type equation

Lcr[φ] = ∂Y

(
f

1− M̄2

)
, φ(Ȳ ∗

1 ) = φ(Ȳ ∗
2 ) = 0, φnon,f = ∂Y Pnon,f/M̄,(2.16)

and write φ = L−1
cr (f) for convenience.

2.3. Inner-outer gluing iteration scheme. Based on the above inner-outer approximation, we
shall construct a solution P (Y ) to (2.9) via an inner-outer gluing procedure. We denote

G1(P ) :
def
= −

∫ +∞

Y
χ1(Z)∂ZP (Z)dZ.

Since the way passing the information in the critical layer to the supersonic regime is crucial, we
recover the corresponding pressure in two different ways

Pnloc(Y ) := −
∫ +∞

Y
χ2φ(Z)dZ :

def
= G2,nloc ◦ φ,

P loc(Y ) := −χ3

∫ +∞

Y
χ2φ(Z)dZ :

def
= G2,loc ◦ φ,

where χ2 and χ3 are smooth cut-off functions such that supp(1 − χ1) ⊂ supp(χ2) ⊂ [Ȳ ∗
1 , Ȳ

∗
2 ] ⊂

supp(χ3) ⊂ [Y0 + δ,+∞). Then supp(Pnloc) ∩ [0, Y0] ̸= ∅ and supp(P loc) ∩ [0, Y0] = ∅.
The non-local pressure Pnloc is crucial to construct the leading order term of the pressure, and in

the subsequent iteration, the local pressure P loc is crucial to ensure that the pressure related to the
critical layer does not affect the leading order term.

2.3.1. Construction of leading order term. According to the argument in the previous part, we know
that

L[A](Y ) = (Q1(Y ) +Q2(Y ))A(Y ), A(∞) = 0,

where

Q1(Y ) ∼ 1 for Y away from Yc and Q1(Y ) ∼ c−2
i for Y near Yc.

Hence, A(Y ) is the approximation of P (Y ) in the regime away from the critical layer. However,
A(Y ) can not be treated as the leading order term.

Now we show main steps constructing the leading order term P (0)(Y ) = P0,0(Y ) + P0,1(Y ) +
P0,2(Y ).

(1) We first define

P0,0(Y ) := −
∫ +∞

Y
χ1(Z)∂ZA(Z)dZ :

def
= G1(A).

Then we have

L[P0,0] = Errcr0,0 + Errncr0,0 .
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(2) We next define

P0,1(Y ) := G2,nloc ◦ L−1
cr (−Errcr0,0).(2.17)

Notice that supp(P0,1)∩ [0, Y0] ̸= ∅, which means that the information in the critical layer is
conveyed by non-local pressure P0,1 to the supersonic regime. Then we have

L[P0,1] = −Errcr0,0 + Errcr0,1 + Errncr0,1 + Errsup0,1 ,

where Errsup0,1 supported in the supersonic regime, carries the key information (containing

the term like (UB − c) log(UB − c)) from the critical layer. The wave generated by Errsup0,1

can lead to the instability.
(3) We finally construct P0,2(Y ), which is used to correct the errors from the previous steps

P0,2(Y ) := G1 ◦ L−1
app(−Errncr0,0 − Errncr0,1 )︸ ︷︷ ︸

P̃
(1)
0,2

+χ̄1P̃
(2)
0,2 (Y ),

where χ̄1 is a cut-off function supported in the supersonic regime and P̃
(2)
0,2 satisfies

L[P̃ (2)
0,2 ] = −Errsup0,1 + (Q1 +Q2)P̃

(2)
0,2 ,(2.18)

which is given by

P̃
(2)
0,2 (Y ) =− κ−1πA(Y )

∫ +∞

Y
B(Z)M̄−2Errsup0,1 dZ − κ−1πB(Y )

∫ Y

0
A(Z)M̄−2Errsup0,1 dZ.(2.19)

In fact, P̃
(2)
0,2 (Y ) is a solution to L−1

app[Err
sup
0,1 ] with P̃

(2)
0,2 (Y ) ∼ eαY → ∞ as Y → ∞. We find

that

L[P0,2] = −Errncr0,0 − Errncr0,1 − Errsup0,1 + Errcr0,2 + Encr0,2 .

Then we have P (0) = P0,0(Y ) + P0,1(Y ) + P0,2(Y ) with

L[P (0)] = Err(0)cr + Err(0)ncr,

where

Err(0)cr = Errcr0,1 + Errcr0,2 and Err(0)ncr = Errncr0,2 .

P0,0 P0,1 P0,2

P̃
(2)
0,2

P̃
(1)
0,2

Errcr0,0

Errncr0,0

Errsup0,1

Errncr0,1

Figure 3. Construction of leading order term
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2.3.2. Iteration scheme. We show the iteration scheme of the construction. Assume that for j ≥ 0,
the error of P (j)(Y ) can be written as

L[P (j)](Y ) = Err(j)cr + Err(j)ncr := Err(j).

We define

Pj+1,1(Y ) = G2,loc ◦ L−1
cr (−Err(j)cr ).(2.20)

Then we have

L[Pj+1,1] =− Err(j)cr + Errcrj+1,1 + Errncrj+1,1,

Next we define

Pj+1,2(Y ) = G1 ◦ L−1
app(−Err(j)ncr − Errncrj+1,1).

Therefore, P (j+1) = Pj+1,1 + Pj+1,2 satisfies

L[P (j+1)] =− Err(j)cr − Err(j)ncr + Err(j+1)
cr + Err(j+1)

ncr︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=Err(j+1)

=− Err(j) + Err(j+1),

where

Err(j+1)
cr = Errcrj+1,1 + Errcrj+1,2 and Err(j+1)

ncr = Errncrj+1,2.

Thus, L[
∑N

j=0 P
(j)] = Err(N)(Y ) and P =

∑∞
j=0 P

(j) solves (2.9) formally.

Remark 2.1. The inner-outer gluing iteration scheme developed in this paper has some similarities
with the Rayleigh-Airy iteration developed by Grenier-Guo-Nyugen [9]. Both iteration methods are
based on the fact that the original equations can be approximated by the Rayleigh equation and Airy
equation under different scales. However, the principles of these two methods are fundamentally
different.

The Rayleigh-Airy iteration solves the Orr-Sommerfeld (OS) equation, utilizing the Rayleigh equa-
tion and the Airy equation at low and high frequencies, respectively. Specifically, at low frequencies,
the viscous term acts as a small perturbation, allowing the OS equation to be approximated by the
Rayleigh equation. Conversely, at high frequencies, the nonlocal term becomes a small perturbation,
leading to the approximation of the OS equation by the Airy equation. This method constitutes a
gluing iterative approach from the standpoint of frequency space.

In contrast, the inner-outer gluing iteration scheme solves the system (2.9) from the standpoint
of physical space. More precisely, in the region around the critical layer, (2.9) consistently exhibits
elliptic-type behavior. Thus, within this interval, we employ the Rayleigh-type equation to approxi-
mate the solution of (2.9). Conversely, in the region away from the critical layer, (2.9) undergoes
a change in type, prompting us to approximate them with the Airy-type equation. The Airy-type
equation also effectively captures the decaying behavior at infinity. Subsequently, cut-off functions
and a gluing method in physical space are introduced to construct the solution on the whole physical
space (i.e., Y ∈ [0,+∞)).

2.4. The dispersion relation. After we construct the solution P to (2.9), we need to match the
boundary value and derive the dispersion relation. The asymptotic formula of ∂Y P (0) takes as
follows

∂Y P (0) = ∂YA(0) + C0α
−1∂YB(0) + iC1αci∂YB(0) + C2Kcr∂YA(0)∂YB(0) = H(α, c).
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Then the dispersion relation is equivalent to H(α, c) = 0. Taking the real part will give

cr ∼
1

D0α tan(θ0α− π/4) +D1
,(2.21)

where D0, θ0 ̸= 0 are independent of α. Taking the imaginary part will give

ci ∼ Im(Kcr)α
− 7

6 cr cos(θ0α− π/4).(2.22)

For a fixed cr, by (2.21), there is a sequence {αk}+∞
k=1 such that

αk tan(θ0αk − π/4) = nonzero constant.

By using (2.22) and the different period of functions cos(θ0α− π/4) and tan(θ0α− π/4), we deduce

Sign

(
ci(αk)

ci(αk+1)

)
= Sign

(
cos(θ0αk − π/4)

cos(θ0αk+1 − π/4)

)
= −1.

Thus, we can find a subsequence {αnk
}+∞
k=1 ⊂ {αk}+∞

k=1 such that

Sign(cos(θ0αnk
− π/4)) = Sign(Im(Kcr)),(2.23)

which implies

0 < ci,k = ci(αnk
) ∼ α− 7

6 Im(Kcr).

2.5. Organization. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 3, we introduce Langer transform
and solve the mixed-type outer system (2.13). In Section 4, we solve the inner singular system
(2.16). In Section 5, we construct a solution of system (2.9) via inner-outer gluing iteration scheme.
In Section 6, we give the expansion of boundary values of the solution constructed in Section 5. In
Section 7, we deduce the dispersion relation and construct multiple unstable modes. Finally, we give
the proof of Theorem 1.1-1.5.

3. The hyperbolic-elliptic mixed type system

This section is devoted to solving the approximate hyperbolic-elliptic mixed-type system in the
regime away from the critical layer, which takes as followsLapp[P ] = ∂2Y P − 2∂Y M̄

M̄
∂Y P − α2F̃ (Y )P −Q1(Y )P = f,

P (∞) = 0.
(3.1)

Here F̃ (Y ) is a small modification of Fr(Y ) given by

F̃ (Y ) =Fr(Y ) + (1− χ0(Y ))Fi(Y ),(3.2)

where χ0 is a smooth cut-off function satisfying χ0 = 1 and χ0 = 0 for Y ∈ [0, Ȳ ∗
2 + δ0] and

Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗
2 +2δ0,+∞) respectively. We point out that on both sides of Y0, the function F̃ (Y ) changes

the sign, so (3.1) is a mixed-type equation. In addition, Q1(Y ) is given by

Q1(Y ) =
∂2Y M̄

M̄
− 3

4

(∂2Y η)
2

(∂Y η)2
−

∂3Y η

2∂Y η
− 2(∂Y M̄)2

M̄2
.(3.3)

Moreover, η(Y ) is the solution to

∂Y F̃r(Y0)η(Y )(∂Y η(Y ))2 = F̃r(Y ) with η(Y0) = 0,(3.4)
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where Y0 is the turning point satisfying Fr(Y0) = 0 with Y0 ∼ 1. It is easy to see ∂Y F̃ (Y0) =
∂Y Fr(Y0). By solving the equation (3.4), we obtain

η(Y ) :=


(3
2

∫ Y

Y0

( F̃ (Z)

∂Y F̃ (Y0)

) 1
2
dZ
) 2

3
, Y ≥ Y0,

−
(3
2

∫ Y

Y0

( −F̃ (Z)
∂Y F̃ (Y0)

) 1
2
dZ
) 2

3
, Y ≤ Y0.

(3.5)

Let’s mention that by the definition of F̃ (Y ), we know that

Im(F̃ (Y )) = 0, F̃ (Y ) = Fr(Y ), Y ≤ Ȳ ∗
2 + δ0,

|F̃ (Y )− Fr(Y )| ≤ Cci, Y > Ȳ ∗
2 + δ0.

(3.6)

We infer from (3.5)-(3.6) that

Imη(Y ) = 0, ∀Y ≤ Ȳ ∗
2 + δ0 and |∂kY η(Y )| ≤ C|Y − Y0|

2
3
−k, k ≥ 0, ∀Y > Ȳ ∗

2 + δ0.(3.7)

In this section, we always assume that (α, c) ∈ H0, where

H0 := {(α, c) ∈ R+ × C : cr ∈ (1−M−1
a , 1), Yc − Y0 ≳ 1, 0 < ci ≪ α−n,∀n > 0 and α ≥ α0 ≫ 1}.(3.8)

As in Section 2.2.1, we introduce

A(Y ) = E(Y )Ai(κη(Y )), B(Y ) = E(Y )Bi(κη(Y )), E(Y ) = M̄(Y )/(∂Y η(Y ))
1
2 ,(3.9)

where

κ3 = α2∂Y F̃ (Y0) = α2∂Y Fr(Y0) is a real number with relation α ∼ κ
3
2 .(3.10)

Here Ai(z) and Bi(z) are two Airy functions satisfying the equation f ′′ − zf = 0, with asymptotic
expansions presented in Lemma 3.3. It is easy to check that Lapp[A](Y ) = Lapp[B](Y ) = 0 and the
Wronskians

∂YA(Y )B(Y )−A(Y )∂YB(Y ) =− κπ−1∂Y ηE(Y )2 = −κπ−1M̄2.

For any given suitable source term f(Y ) with f(Y ) → 0 as Y → ∞,

P (Y ) =Af (Y )A(Y ) + Bf (Y )B(Y )(3.11)

is a solution to the system (3.1), where

Af (Y ) = −κ−1π

∫ Y

0
B(Z)f(Z)M̄−2(Z)dZ, Bf (Y ) = −κ−1π

∫ +∞

Y
A(Z)f(Z)M̄−2(Z)dZ.(3.12)

We introduce a real function

w0(Y ) = 1{Y≥Y0}(Y )

∫ Y

Y0

Re(F̃
1
2 )(Z)dZ,(3.13)

and the weighted norms

∥f∥L∞
w0

= ∥eαw0f∥L∞([0,∞)), ∥f∥L∞
w0

([a,b]) = ∥eαw0f∥L∞([a,b]).(3.14)

We see from (3.13) that

w0(Y ) =

∫ Y

Y0

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ for Y ∈ [Y0, Ȳ

∗
2 + δ0].

We will construct a solution to (3.1) via (3.12) for a source term

f(Y ) = a(Y )A(Y ) + b(Y )B(Y ) with ∥(1 + Y )2a∥L∞ + ∥(1 + Y )2b∥L∞
2w0

≤ C,(3.15)
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and the following four kinds of special source terms:

(1− χ)

∫ +∞

Y
g(Z)dZ, f, (1− χ)

∫ ∞

Y
f(Z)dZ, (1− χ)h

∫ ∞

Y
f(Z)dZ.(3.16)

Five kinds of source terms involve different information, which is essential to guarantee convergence
in the iteration scheme and capture the information of the imaginary part in the dispersion relation.
Here χ is a smooth cut-off function such that χ = 1 for Y ∈ [Y1 − δ0, Y2 + δ0] and χ = 0 for
Y ∈ [0, Y1 − 2δ0] ∪ [Y2 + 2δ0,+∞), and the supports of functions f, g, h are given by

supp(g) ⊆ [Y1, Y1 + δ0] ∪ [Y2 − δ0, Y2], supp(f) ⊆ [Y ∗
1 − δ0, Y

∗
1 ] ∪ [Y ∗

2 , Y
∗
2 + δ0],

supp(h) ⊆ [Ȳ ∗∗
1 ,+∞), ∥g∥L∞

w0
+ ∥f∥L∞

w0
+ ∥h∥L∞ ≤ C.

Moreover, the relations for points are given by

Y0 < Ȳ ∗∗
1 < Y ∗

1 − δ0 < Y ∗
1 < Y1 − 2δ0 < Y1 + 2δ0 < Yc < Y2 − 2δ0 < Y2 + 2δ0 < Y ∗

2 < Y ∗
2 + δ0 < Ȳ ∗

2 ,

and Yc is the critical point satisfying UB(Yc) = cr.
The following decomposition is used frequently in this section. For a complex-valued function f

in the formula (3.12), we divide f = Ref + iImf , and define ARef , AImf , BRef , BImf , which are four
complex-valued functions, as

Af = ARef + iAImf , Bf = BRef + iBImf .(3.17)

Thus we have

|Af | ≤ |ARef |+ |AImf |, |e2αw0Bf | ≤ |e2αw0BRef |+ |e2αw0BImf |,
ImAf = ImARef − ReAImf , ImBf = ImBRef − ReBImf .

(3.18)

As a result, to get the estimates of Af and Bf with a complex-valued function f , we first assume f
is a real function and use the decomposition (3.17) and (3.18) to get the results for general f .

3.1. Langer transformation and Airy function. We first show the estimates of the Langer
transformation η(Y ).

Lemma 3.1. There exists a small positive constant L ∈ (0, 1) such that η(Y ) ∈ C∞(R+) satisfies
the following properties: for any Y ≥ 0, we have

|∂kY η(Y )| ≤ C(1 + |Y − Y0|)
2
3
−k, k = 0, 1, 2, 3.

Moreover, for any |Y − Y0| ≤ L, we have

|η(Y )− (Y − Y0)| ≤ C|Y − Y0|2, |∂Y η(Y )− 1| ≤ C|Y − Y0|,

and for any |Y − Y0| ≥ L, we have

|∂kY η(Y )| ≥ C−1(1 + |Y − Y0|)
2
3
−k, k = 0, 1.

Proof. The proof is very similar to the process in Lemma A.6 in our previous paper [15], by using
(3.5)-(3.7), and we omit details here. □

With the estimates of η(Y ) at hand, we present the estimate for Q1(Y ) in the regime away from
the critical layer.

Lemma 3.2. In the regime away from the critical layer, we have

|Q1(Y )|+ c−1
i |ImQ1(Y )| ≤ C(|∂2Y UB|+ |∂Y UB|2 + (1 + |Y − Y0|)−2).(3.19)
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Proof. In the regime away from the critical layer, we have C−1 ≤ |M̄(Y )| ≤ C, which uses a direct
calculation to give∣∣∣∣∂2Y M̄M̄

∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣(∂Y M̄)2

M̄2

∣∣∣∣+ c−1
i

(∣∣∣∣Im(∂2Y M̄M̄
)∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣Im((∂Y M̄)2

M̄2

)∣∣∣∣) ≤C
(∣∣∂2Y UB∣∣+ |∂Y UB|2

)
.(3.20)

By Lemma 3.1, we have∣∣∣∣(∂2Y η)2(∂Y η)2

∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣ ∂3Y η2∂Y η

∣∣∣∣+ c−1
i

(∣∣∣∣Im((∂2Y η)
2

(∂Y η)2

)∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣Im( ∂3Y η

2∂Y η

)∣∣∣∣) ≤ C(1 + |Y − Y0|)−2.(3.21)

Combining (3.20)-(3.21) and using the definition of Q1 in (3.3), we get the estimate (3.19). □

Next we present some asymptotic formulas of the Airy functions, which can be found in the book
[16]. For convenience, we introduce a function

Θ(z) =
2

3
z

3
2 − π

4
.(3.22)

Lemma 3.3. ([16]) As z → ∞ the following asymptotic expansions are valid uniformly in the stated
sectors. There exists a constant M > 0 such that

(1) for |arg(z)| ≤ π − δ with δ > 0 and |z| ≥M ,

Ai(z) =
1

2
√
π
z−

1
4 e−

2
3
z
3
2 (1 +O(z−

3
2 )), ∂zAi(z) = − 1

2
√
π
z

1
4 e−

2
3
z
3
2 (1 +O(z−

3
2 )).

(2) for |arg(z)| ≤ 1
3π − δ with δ > 0 and |z| ≥M ,

Bi(z) =
1√
π
z−

1
4 e

2
3
z
3
2 (1 +O(z−

3
2 )), ∂zBi(z) =

1√
π
z

1
4 e

2
3
z
3
2 (1 +O(z−

3
2 )).

(3) for z ∈ R and positive constants 0 < a0 ̸= b0 > 0 with z < −M ,

Ai(z) =
1

√
π(−z)

1
4

(
cosΘ(−z)) + a0(−z)−

3
2 sin(Θ(−z))

)
(1 +O(z−3)),

∂zAi(z) =
(−z)

1
4

√
π

(
sin(Θ(−z)) + b0(−z)−

3
2 cos(Θ(−z))

)
(1 +O(z−3)),

Bi(z) ∼ 1
√
π(−z)

1
4

(
− sin(Θ(−z)) + a0(−z)−

3
2 cos(Θ(−z))

)
(1 +O(z−3)),

∂zBi(z) ∼
(−z)

1
4

√
π

(
cos(Θ(−z))− b0(−z)−

3
2 sin(Θ(−z))

)
(1 +O(z−3)).

(4) for |z| ≤M ,

|Ai(z)|+ |Bi(z)|+ |∂zAi(z)|+ |∂zBi(z)| ≤ C.

We decompose R+ ∪ {0} = N− ∪N ∪N+, where

N+ = {Y ≥ Y0 : |κη(Y )| ≥M}, N = {Y : |κη(Y )| ≤M}, N− = {0 ≤ Y ≤ Y0 : |κη(Y )| ≥M},

and M > 0 is a large constant given in Lemma 3.3. Moreover, we shall rewrite intervals N−,N and
N+ as

N− = [0, Y −], N = [Y −, Y +] N+ = [Y +,+∞),(3.23)

with the relation 1 ∼ Y − < Y0 < Y + ∼ 1.
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Remark 3.4. We point out that for Y ∈ [Y0, Y
+], |αw0(Y )| ≤ C and for Y ≥ Y +,

2

3
(κη(Y ))

3
2 = κ

3
2

∫ Y

Y0

( F̃ (Z)

∂Y F (Z0)

) 1
2
dZ = α

∫ Y

Y0

F̃
1
2 (Z)dZ,

Re
(2
3
(κη(Y ))

3
2

)
= α

∫ Y

Y0

Re(F̃
1
2 )(Z)dZ,

∣∣∣e± 2
3
(κη(Y ))

3
2
∣∣∣ = e

±α
∫ Y
Y0

Re(F̃
1
2 )(Z)dZ

.

In particular, for Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Ȳ ∗
2 ] with δ > 0 independent of α, we deduce from (3.6) that

Ai(κη(Y )) ∼ α− 1
6 e

−α
∫ Y
Y0
F

1
2
r (Z)dZ

, Bi(κη(Y )) ∼ α− 1
6 e
α
∫ Y
Y0
F

1
2
r (Z)dZ

.

With asymptotic expansions of Ai(z) and Bi(z) presented in Lemma 3.3, we can deduce the
following result.

Lemma 3.5. For L ∈ (0, 1) given in Lemma 3.1, it holds that

(1) for Y ∈ [0, Y −], we have

|Ai(κη)Bi(κη)(∂Y η)−1|+ |Ai(κη)2(∂Y η)−1|+ |Bi(κη)2(∂Y η)−1| ≤ Cκ−
1
2 max{L− 1

2 , |Y − Y0|−
1
2 }.

(2) for Y ∈ [Y −, Y +], we have

|Ai(κη)Bi(κη)(∂Y η)−1|+ |Ai(κη)2(∂Y η)−1|+ |Bi(κη)2(∂Y η)−1| ≤ C.

(3) for Y ∈ [Y +,+∞), we have

|Ai(κη)Bi(κη)(∂Y η)−1|+ |e2αw0Ai(κη)2(∂Y η)
−1|

+ |e−2αw0Bi(κη)2(∂Y η)
−1| ≤ Cκ−

1
2 max{L− 1

2 , |Y − Y0|−
1
2 }.

(4) for Y ∈ [0, Ȳ ∗
2 + δ0], we have

Im(η(Y )) = 0, and η(Y ), Ai(κη), Bi(κη) are real functions.

Proof. The above estimates are direct consequences by using (3.7), Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.3 and the

fact η(∂Y η)
2 = F̃ (∂Y F̃ (Y0))

−1. □

3.2. Solving the mixed type system with a source term f = a(Y )A(Y ) + b(Y )B(Y ). Let
δ > 0 be a suitable small constant independent of α. The results are given as follows.

Proposition 3.6. Let (α, c) ∈ H0 and a(Y ), b(Y ) be two complex-valued functions with (1 +

Y )2(|a|, |e2αw0b|) ∈ L∞. Then there exists a solution P̃ (Y ) ∈ W 2,∞
w0 to the system (3.1) with the

source term f(Y ) = a(Y )A(Y ) + b(Y )B(Y ). More precisely, there exist Af (Y ) and Bf (Y ) with
(|Af |, |e2αw0Bf |) ∈ L∞ such that

P̃ (Y ) = Af (Y )A(Y ) + Bf (Y )B(Y ),

and the following estimates hold

(1) for Y ∈ [0,+∞), we have

|Af (Y )| ≤ Cα−1
(
∥(1 + Y )2a∥L∞([0,Y ]) + ∥(1 + Y )2b∥L∞

2w0
([0,Y ])

)
,

|e2αw0(Y )Bf (Y )| ≤ Cα−1
(
∥a∥L∞([0,Y ++δ]) + α−1∥a∥L∞ + ∥b∥L∞

2w0

)
.
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(2) for Y ∈ [0, Ȳ ∗
2 + δ0], we have

|Im(Af (Y ))| ≤ Cα−1
(
∥(1 + Y )2Ima∥L∞([0,Y ]) + ∥(1 + Y )2Imb∥L∞

2w0
([0,Y ])

)
,

|e2αw0(Y )Im(Bf (Y ))| ≤ Cα−2e2αw0(Y )e−2αw0(Ȳ ∗
2 +δ0)

(
∥a∥L∞ + ∥b∥L∞

2w0

)
+ Cα−1

(
∥Ima∥L∞([0,Y ++δ]) + α−1∥Ima∥L∞ + ∥Imb∥L∞

2w0

)
.

Proof. By (3.9) and (3.12), Af (Y ) and Bf (Y ) with f(Y ) = a(Y )A(Y ) + b(Y )B(Y ) are given by

Af (Y ) = −κ−1π

∫ Y

0
Bi(κη(Z))

(
a(Z)Ai(κη(Z)) + b(Z)Bi(κη(Z))

)
∂Zη(Z)

−1dZ,

Bf (Y ) = −κ−1π

∫ +∞

Y
Ai(κη(Z))

(
a(Z)Ai(κη(Z)) + b(Z)Bi(κη(Z))

)
∂Zη(Z)

−1dZ.

(3.24)

For convenience, we drop subscript in Af and Bf , and write A and B for short, and assume a(Y )
and b(Y ) are two real functions. For the case when a(Y ) and b(Y ) are complex functions, we use
the decomposition (3.17) and relation (3.18) to get the final result.

Estimates of A(Y ). For Y ∈ [0, Y −], we use the first statement in Lemma 3.5 to get

|A(Y )| ≤Cκ−
3
2

∫ Y

0

(
|a(Z)Ai(κη(Z))Bi(κη(Z))|+ |b(Z)Bi(κη(Z))2|

)
|(∂Y η)−1|dZ

≤Cκ−
3
2

∫ Y

0
(|a(Z)|+ |b(Z)|)max{L− 1

2 , |Z − Y0|−
1
2 }dZ

≤Cα−1(∥a∥L∞([0,Y ]) + ∥b∥L∞([0,Y ])),

(3.25)

by using the fact
∫ Y
0 max{L− 1

2 , |Z − Y0|−
1
2 }dZ ≤ C and (3.10) in the last line.

For any Y ∈ [Y −, Y +], we notice that

A(Y ) =A(Y −)− κ−1π

∫ Y

Y −
Bi(κη(Z)) (a(Z)Ai(κη(Z)) + b(Z)Bi(κη(Z))) ∂Zη(Z)

−1dZ

=A(Y −) + I1.

From (3.25), we can obtain |A(Y −)| ≤ Cα−1(∥a∥L∞([0,Y −]) + ∥b∥L∞([0,Y −])). According to Lemma
(3.1), the second statement in Lemma 3.5 and (3.10), we get

|I1| ≤Cκ−1
(
∥aAi(κη)Bi(κη)∥L∞([Y −,Y ]) + ∥bBi(κη)2∥L∞([Y −,Y ])

) ∫ Y

Y −
1dZ

≤Cα− 4
3 (∥a∥L∞([Y −,Y ]) + ∥b∥L∞([Y −,Y ])).

Therefore, we infer that for any Y ∈ [Y −, Y +],

|A(Y )| ≤ Cα−1(∥a∥L∞([0,Y ]) + ∥b∥L∞([0,Y ])).(3.26)

For Y ∈ [Y +,+∞), we notice that

A(Y ) =A(Y +)− κ−1π

∫ Y

Y +

Bi(κη(Z))(a(Z)Ai(κη(Z)) + b(Z)Bi(κη(Z)))∂Zη(Z)
−1dZ

=A(Y +) + I2.
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According to (3.26), we first have |A(Y +)| ≤ Cα−1(∥a∥L∞([0,Y +]) + ∥b∥L∞([0,Y +])). Using the third
statement in Lemma 3.5, we have

|I2| ≤Cκ−
3
2 ∥(1 + Y )2(a, e2αw0b)∥L∞([Y +,Y ])

∫ Y

Y +

(1 + Z)−2max{L− 1
2 , |Z − Y0|−

1
2 }dZ

≤Cα−1∥(1 + Y )2(a, e2αw0b)∥L∞([Y +,Y ]).

Therefore, we obtain that for any Y ∈ [Y +,+∞),

|A(Y )| ≤ Cα−1(∥(1 + Y )2a∥L∞([0,Y ]) + ∥(1 + Y )2b∥L∞
2w0

([0,Y ])).(3.27)

We collect (3.25), (3.26) and (3.27) together to deduce that for Y ∈ [0,+∞),

|A(Y )| ≤ Cα−1(∥(1 + Y )2a∥L∞([0,Y ]) + ∥(1 + Y )2b∥L∞
2w0

([0,Y ])),

which gives the first estimate in the statement (1).
By statement (4) in Lemma 3.5 and real functions a(Y ), b(Y ), we obtain Im(A(Y )) = 0 for

Y ∈ [0, Ȳ ∗
2 + δ0], which along with (3.18) implies the first estimate in result (2).

Estimates of B(Y ). For Y ∈ [Y + + δ,+∞), we notice that

B(Y ) = −κ−1π

∫ +∞

Y
Ai(κη(Z))(a(Z)Ai(κη(Z)) + b(Z)Bi(κη(Z)))∂Zη(Z)

−1dZ.

By statement (3) in Lemma 3.5, we have that for any Z ∈ [Y + + δ,+∞),

|Ai(κη)Bi(κη)(∂Zη)−1|+ |e2αw0Ai(κη)2(∂Zη)
−1| ≤ Cκ−

1
2 .

Thus, we can obtain that for any Y ∈ [Y + + δ,+∞),

|B(Y )| ≤Cκ−
3
2

∫ +∞

Y

(
|a(Z)|e−2αw0(Z) + |b(Z)|

)
dZ

≤Cκ−
3
2
(
∥a∥L∞([Y,∞)) + ∥e2αw0b∥L∞([Y,∞))

) ∫ +∞

Y
e−2αw0(Z)dZ

≤α−2e−2αw0(Y )(∥a∥L∞ + ∥b∥L∞
2w0

).

(3.28)

For Y ∈ [Y −, Y + + δ], we notice that

Bf (Y ) =Bf (Y + + δ)− κ−1π

∫ Y ++δ

Y
Ai(κη(Z)) (a(Z)Ai(κη(Z)) + b(Z)Bi(κη(Z))) ∂Zη(Z)

−1dZ

=Bf (Y + + δ) + I4.

By results (2)-(3) in Lemma 3.5, we know that for Z ∈ [Y −, Y + + δ],

|Ai(κη(Z))2(∂Zη)−1|+ |Ai(κη(Z))Bi(κη(Z))(∂Zη)−1| ≤ C,

which along with the fact
∫ Y ++δ
Y e−αw0(Z)dZ ≤ Cκ−1 implies

|I4| ≤Cκ−1∥(a, b)∥L∞([Y,Y ++δ])

(∫ Y ++δ

Y
e−αw0(Z)dZ

)
≤ Cα− 4

3 ∥(a, b)∥L∞([Y,Y ++δ0]).

Then by (3.28) and the above estimates, we obtain that for Y ∈ [Y −, Y + + δ],

|B(Y )| ≤Cα−2
(
∥a∥L∞ + ∥b∥L∞

2w0

)
+ Cα− 4

3

(
∥a∥L∞([Y,Y ++δ]) + ∥b∥L∞

2w0
([Y,Y ++δ])

)
.(3.29)
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For Y ∈ [0, Y −], we write

B(Y ) =B(Y −)− κ−1π

∫ Y −

Y
Ai(κη(Z))(a(Z)Ai(κη(Z)) + b(Z)Bi(κη(Z)))∂Zη(Z)

−1dZ

=B(Y −) + I5.

By statement (1) in Lemma 3.5, we obtain

|I5| ≤Cκ−
3
2 (∥a∥L∞([0,Y −]) + ∥b∥L∞([0,Y −]))|η(0)|

1
2 ≤ Cα−1(∥a∥L∞([0,Y −]) + ∥b∥L∞([0,Y −])),

which along with (3.29) implies that for Y ∈ [0, Y −],

|B(Y )| ≤Cα−2
(
∥a∥L∞ + ∥b∥L∞

2w0

)
+ Cα−1

(
∥a∥L∞([0,Y ++δ]) + ∥b∥L∞

2w0
([0,Y ++δ])

)
.(3.30)

Thus, we collect (3.28), (3.29) and (3.30) to deduce that for Y ∈ [0,+∞),

|e2αw0(Y )Bf (Y )| ≤ Cα−1
(
∥a∥L∞([0,Y ++δ]) + α−1∥a∥L∞ + ∥b∥L∞

2w0

)
,

which gives the second estimate in the statement (1).
For Y ∈ [0, Ȳ ∗

2 + δ0], we write

B(Y ) = B(Ȳ ∗
2 + δ0)− κ−1π

∫ Ȳ ∗
2 +δ0

Y
Ai(κη(Z)) (a(Z)Ai(κη(Z)) + b(Z)Bi(κη(Z))) ∂Zη(Z)

−1dZ.

According to Lemma 3.5, the imaginary part of the second term above is zero, which implies
Im(B(Y )) = Im(B(Ȳ ∗

2 + δ0)). Then we use (3.28) to obtain that for Y ∈ [0, Ȳ ∗
2 + δ0],

|Im(B(Y ))| ≤ Cα−2e−2αw0(Ȳ ∗
2 +δ0)(∥a∥L∞ + ∥b∥L∞

2w0
),

which along with (3.18) implies the second estimate in the statement (2). □

3.3. Solving the mixed type system with special source terms. First, we give estimates for
the first kind of source term in (3.16).

Proposition 3.7. Let (α, c) ∈ H0 and g(Y ) be a complex-valued function with eαw0 |g| ∈ L∞ and

supp(g) ⊆ [Y1, Y1 + δ0] ∪ [Y2 − δ0, Y2]. Then there exists a solution P̃ ∈ W 2,∞
w0 to the system (3.1)

with the source term Kg(Y ) = (1−χ)
∫ +∞
Y g(Z)dZ. More precisely, there exist AKg(Y ) and BKg(Y )

with (|AKg|, |e2αw0BKg|) ∈ L∞ such that

P̃ (Y ) = AKg(Y )A(Y ) + BKg(Y )B(Y ),

and it holds that supp(BKg) = [0, Y1 − δ0] and

|AKg(Y )|+ |e2αw0(Y )BKg(Y )| ≤ Cα− 17
6 e

−α
∫ Y1
Y1−δ0

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ∥g∥L∞

w0
,

|Im(AKg(Y ))|+ |e2αw0(Y )Im(BKg(Y ))| ≤ Cα− 17
6 e

−α
∫ Y1
Y1−δ0

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ

(ci∥g∥L∞
w0

+ ∥Img∥L∞
w0
).

Moreover, for Y ∈ [Y1 − δ0,+∞), it holds that AKg(Y ) = AKg(Y1 − δ0).

Proof. According to supp(g) = [Y1, Y1+δ0]∪[Y2−δ0, Y2] and supp(1−χ) = [0, Y1−δ0]∪[Y2+δ0,+∞),
we have

Kg(Y ) =

(1− χ)

∫ Y2

Y1

g(Z)dZ, Y ∈ [0, Y1 − δ0],

0, Y ≥ Y1 − δ0.
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Then we can obtain that for Y ∈ [0, Y1 − δ0],

|Kg(Y )| ≤
∫ Y2

Y1

|g(Z)|dZ ≤ C∥g∥L∞
w0

∫ Y2

Y1

e−αw0(Z)dZ ≤ Cα−1e−αw0(Y1)∥g∥L∞
w0
.(3.31)

By the definition in (3.12), we write

AKg(Y ) = −κ−1π

∫ Y

0
Bi(κη(Z))Kg(Z)M̄

−1(Z)∂Zη(Z)
− 1

2dZ,

BKg(Y ) = −κ−1π

∫ +∞

Y
Ai(κη(Z))Kg(Z)M̄

−1(Z)∂Zη(Z)
− 1

2dZ.

(3.32)

For convenience, we drop subscript in AKg and BKg, and write A and B for short, we assume g is
a real function. For the case when g is a complex function, we use the similar decomposition (3.17)
and relation (3.18) to get the final result.

Estimates of A(Y ). For Y ∈ [0, Y −], we get by Lemma 3.5 that

|A(Y )| ≤Cκ−1α−1e−αw0(Y1)∥g∥L∞
w0

∫ Y

0
|Bi(κη(Z))(∂Zη(Z))−

1
2 |dZ

≤Cα− 11
6 e−αw0(Y1)∥g∥L∞

w0
.

(3.33)

For Y ∈ [Y −, Y + + δ], we write

A(Y ) = A(Y −)− κ−1π

∫ Y

Y −
Bi(κη(Z))Kg(Z)M̄

−1(Z)∂Zη(Z)
− 1

2dZ = A(Y −) + I0.

By (3.33) and Lemma 3.5, we have

|A(Y −)| ≤ Cα− 11
6 e−αw0(Y1)∥g∥L∞

w0
, |I0| ≤ Cα− 7

3 e−αw0(Y1)eαw0(Y )∥g∥L∞
w0
,

which gives that for Y ∈ [Y −, Y + + δ],

|A(Y )| ≤ Cα− 7
3 e

−α
∫ Y1
Y ++δ

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ∥g∥L∞

w0
.(3.34)

For Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y1 − δ0], we notice that

A(Y ) = A(Y + + δ)− κ−1π

∫ Y

Y ++δ
Bi(κη(Z))Kg(Z)M̄

−1(Z)∂Zη(Z)
− 1

2dZ = A(Y + + δ) + I1.

By Lemma 3.5, we know that for Z ≥ Y + + δ,

|e−αw0(Z)Bi(κη(Z))(∂Zη)
− 1

2 | ≤ Cκ−
1
4 ,

which along with (3.31) implies

|I1| ≤Cκ−
5
4α−1e−αw0(Y1)∥g∥L∞

w0

∫ Y

Y ++δ
eαw0(Z)dZ ≤ Cα− 17

6 e−α
∫ Y1
Y F

1
2
r (Z)dZ∥g∥L∞

w0
.

Thus, we use (3.34) to infer that for Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y1 − δ0],

|A(Y )| ≤ Cα− 17
6 e

−α
∫ Y1
Y1−δ0

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ∥g∥L∞

w0
.(3.35)

Moreover, by (3.31), we know that A(Y ) = A(Y1 − δ0) for any Y > Y1 − δ0. From which and
(3.33)-(3.35), we deduce that for any Y ≥ 0,

|A(Y )| ≤ Cα− 17
6 e

−α
∫ Y1
Y1−δ0

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ∥g∥L∞

w0
.
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Estimates of B(Y ). Again by (3.31), we have that B(Y ) ≡ 0 for any Y > Y1 − δ0. For Y ∈
[Y + + δ, Y1 − δ0], we first notice that

B(Y ) = −κ−1π

∫ Y1−δ0

Y
Ai(κη(Z))Kg(Z)M̄

−1(Z)∂Zη(Z)
− 1

2dZ.

By Lemma 3.5, we know that for Z ∈ [Y + + δ, Y1 − δ0],

|eαw0Ai(κη(Z))(∂Zη)
− 1

2 | ≤ Cκ−
1
4 ,

which along with (3.31) implies that for Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y1 − δ0],

|B(Y )| ≤Cκ−
5
4α−1e−αw0(Y1)∥g∥L∞

w0

∫ Y1−δ0

Y
e−αw0(Z)dZ

≤Cα− 17
6 e−α

∫ Y1
Y F

1
2
r (Z)dZe−2αw0(Y )∥g∥L∞

w0
.

For Y ∈ [Y −, Y + + δ], we can write

B(Y ) =B(Y + + δ)− κ−1π

∫ Y ++δ

Y
Ai(κη(Z))Kg(Z)M̄

−1(Z)∂Zη(Z)
− 1

2dZ.

By Lemma 3.5 and similar procedure of A(Y ) in [Y −, Y + + δ], we have for Y ∈ [Y −, Y + + δ],

|B(Y )| ≤Cα− 17
6 e

−α
∫ Y1
Y ++δ

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ

e−2αw0(Y ++δ)∥g∥L∞
w0

+ Cα− 7
3 e−αw0(Y1)e−αw0(Y )∥g∥L∞

w0

≤Cα− 7
3 e−αw0(Y1)e−αw0(Y )∥g∥L∞

w0
.

For Y ∈ [0, Y −], we write

B(Y ) = B(Y −)− κ−1π

∫ Y −

Y
Ai(κη(Z))Kg(Z)M̄

−1(Z)∂Zη(Z)
− 1

2dZ.

By Lemma 3.5 and a similar argument as above, we can obtain that for Y ∈ [0, Y −],

|B(Y )| ≤ Cκ−1κ−
1
4α−1e−αw0(Y1)∥g∥L∞

w0
+ Cα− 7

3 e−αw0(Y1)∥g∥L∞
w0

≤ Cα− 11
6 e−αw0(Y1)∥g∥L∞

w0
.

Thus, we infer that for any Y ≥ 0,

|B(Y )| ≤ Cα− 17
6 e

−α
∫ Y1
Y1−δ0

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ

e−2αw0(Y )∥g∥L∞
w0
.

On the other hand, by the definition of M̄, F (Y ) and Kg(Y ) = 0 for Y ≥ Y1 − δ0, we know that
the imaginary part of A and B comes from the function M̄ . That is,

Im(A(Y )) = −κ−1π

∫ Y

0
Bi(κη(Z))Kg(Y )Im(M̄−1(Z))∂Zη(Z)

− 1
2dZ,

Im(B(Y )) = −κ−1π

∫ +∞

Y
Ai(κη(Z))Kg(Y )Im(M̄−1(Z))∂Zη(Z)

− 1
2dZ.

Moreover, for any Y ∈ [0, Y1 − δ0], we have |Im(M̄(Y )−1)| ≤ Cci. Therefore, by a similar argument
as above and the decomposition (3.17)-(3.18), we obtain the estimates for the imaginary part. □

For the second kind of source term in (3.16), we have the following results.
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Proposition 3.8. Let (α, c) ∈ H0 and f(Y ) be a complex-valued function with eαw0 |f | ∈ L∞ and

supp(f) ⊆ [Y ∗
1 − δ0, Y

∗
1 ] ∪ [Y ∗

2 , Y
∗
2 + δ0]. There exists a solution P̃ ∈W 2,∞

w0 to the system (3.1) with
the source term f(Y ). More precisely, there exist Af (Y ) and Bf (Y ) with (|Af |, |e2αw0Bf |) ∈ L∞

such that

P̃ (Y ) = Af (Y )A(Y ) + Bf (Y )B(Y ),

and the following estimates hold

(1) for Y ≥ 0, we have

|Af (Y )| ≤ Cα− 5
6 ∥f∥L∞

w0
, Supp(Af ) ⊆ [Y ∗

1 − δ0,+∞),

|Bf (Y )| ≤ Cα− 11
6 e−2αw0(Y )∥f∥L∞

w0
, Supp(Bf ) ⊆ [0, Y ∗

2 + δ0].

(2) in particular, for Y ∈ [0, Y ∗
2 ], we have

|Af (Y )| ≤ Cα− 5
6 ∥f∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ]).

(3) in particular, for Y ∈ [Y ∗
1 − δ0, Y

∗
2 ], we have

|Bf (Y )| ≤ Cα− 11
6 e−2αw0(Y )

(
∥f∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ]) + e−2α

∫ Y ∗
2

Y F
1
2
r (Z)dZ∥f∥L∞

w0

)
,

and for Y ∈ [0, Y ∗
1 − δ0], we have

|Bf (Y )| ≤ Cα− 11
6

(
e−2αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)∥f∥L∞
w0

([Y ∗
1 −δ0,Y ∗

1 ]) + e−2αw0(Y ∗
2 )∥f∥L∞

w0

)
.

Proof. By(3.12), we have

Af (Y ) = −κ−1π

∫ Y

0
Bi(κη(Z))f(Z)M̄−1(Z)∂Zη(Z)

− 1
2dZ,

Bf (Y ) = −κ−1π

∫ +∞

Y
Ai(κη(Z))f(Z)M̄−1(Z)∂Zη(Z)

− 1
2dZ.

Again we drop subscript in Af and Bf , and write A and B for short, and assume f is a real function.
Recall that supp(f) = [Y ∗

1 − δ0, Y
∗
1 ] ∪ [Y ∗

2 , Y
∗
2 + δ0]. Then we have

supp(A) ⊆ [Y ∗
1 − δ0,+∞), supp(B) ⊆ [0, Y ∗

2 + δ0].

Estimates of A(Y ). For Y ∈ [Y ∗
1 − δ0, Y

∗
1 ], we notice that

A(Y ) = −κ−1π

∫ Y

Y ∗
1 −δ0

Bi(κη(Z))f(Z)M̄−1(Z)∂Zη(Z)
− 1

2dZ.

By the fact [Y ∗
1 − δ0, Y

∗
1 ] ⊂ [Y +,+∞) and Lemma 3.5, we derive that for Y ∈ [Y ∗

1 − δ0, Y
∗
1 ],

|A(Y )| ≤Cκ−1κ−
1
4

∫ Y

Y ∗
1 −δ0

eαw0(Z)|f(Z)|dZ ≤ Cα− 5
6 ∥f∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ]).

Notice that A(Y ) = A(Y ∗
1 ) for Y ∈ [Y ∗

1 , Y
∗
2 ]. Then we infer that for any Y ∈ [0, Y ∗

2 ],

|A(Y )| ≤ Cα− 5
6 ∥f∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ]).(3.36)

For Y ∈ [Y ∗
2 ,+∞), we write

A(Y ) = A(Y ∗
2 )− κ−1π

∫ Y

Y ∗
2

Bi(κη(Z))f(Z)M̄−1(Z)∂Zη(Z)
− 1

2dZ = A(Y ∗
2 ) + I1.
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Again by Lemma 3.5, we obtain that for Y ∈ [Y ∗
2 ,+∞),

|I1| ≤ Cκ−
5
4

∫ Y

Y ∗
2

eαw0(Z)|f(Z)|dZ ≤ Cα− 5
6 ∥f∥L∞

w0
.

Therefore, we obtain that for Y ∈ [Y ∗
2 ,+∞),

|A(Y )| ≤ Cα− 5
6 ∥f∥L∞

w0
.(3.37)

Then by (3.36) and (3.37), we obtain that

|A(Y )| ≤

Cα
− 5

6 ∥f∥L∞
w0
, Y ≥ 0,

Cα− 5
6 ∥f∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ]), Y ∈ [0, Y ∗

2 ],

Estimates of B(Y ). For Y ∈ [Y ∗
2 , Y

∗
2 + δ0], we have

B(Y ) = −κ−1π

∫ Y ∗
2 +δ0

Y
Ai(κη(Z))f(Z)M̄−1(Z)∂Zη(Z)

− 1
2dZ.

By Lemma 3.5, we have that for Y ∈ [Y ∗
2 , Y

∗
2 + δ0],

|B(Y )| ≤Cκ−
5
4

∫ Y ∗
2 +δ0

Y
e−αw0(Z)|f(Z)|dZ

≤Cκ−
5
4 ∥f∥L∞

w0

∫ Y ∗
2 +δ0

Y
e−2αw0(Z)dZ ≤ Cα− 11

6 e−2αw0(Y )∥f∥L∞
w0
.

Notice that B(Y ) = B(Y ∗
2 ) for Y ∈ [Y ∗

1 , Y
∗
2 ]. Then we have for Y ∈ [Y ∗

1 , Y
∗
2 ],

|B(Y )| ≤Cα− 11
6 e−2αw0(Y ∗

2 )∥f∥L∞
w0

≤ Cα− 11
6 e−2αw0(Y )e−2α

∫ Y ∗
2

Y F
1
2
r (Z)dZ∥f∥L∞

w0
.

For Y ∈ [Y ∗
1 − δ0, Y

∗
1 ], we can write

B(Y ) = B(Y ∗
1 )− κ−1π

∫ Y ∗
1

Y
Ai(κη(Z))f(Z)M̄−1(Z)∂Zη(Z)

− 1
2 )dZ = B(Y ∗

1 ) + I2.

Again by Lemma 3.5, we have that for Y ∈ [Y ∗
1 − δ0, Y

∗
1 ],

|I2| ≤ Cκ−
5
4 ∥f∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ])

∫ Y ∗
1

Y
e−2αw0(Z)dZ ≤ Cα− 11

6 e−2αw0(Y )∥f∥L∞
w0

([Y ∗
1 −δ0,Y ∗

1 ]).

Then we obtain that for any Y ∈ [Y ∗
1 − δ0, Y

∗
1 ],

|B(Y )| ≤Cα− 11
6 e−2αw0(Y )∥f∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ]) + Cα− 11

6 e−2αw0(Y ∗
2 )∥f∥L∞

w0

≤Cα− 11
6 e−2αw0(Y )(∥f∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ]) + e−2α

∫ Y ∗
2

Y F
1
2
r (Z)dZ∥f∥L∞

w0
).

Notice that B(Y ) = B(Y ∗
1 − δ0) for Y ≤ Y ∗

1 − δ0. Thus, we deduce that for Y ≤ Y ∗
1 − δ0,

|B(Y )| ≤Cα− 11
6 (e−2αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)∥f∥L∞
w0

([Y ∗
1 −δ0,Y ∗

1 ]) + e−2αw0(Y ∗
2 )∥f∥L∞

w0
).

Gathering the above results about B(Y ), we infer that for any Y ≥ 0,

|B(Y )| ≤ Cα− 11
6 e−2αw0(Y )∥f∥L∞

w0
.

In particular, for Y ∈ [Y ∗
1 − δ0, Y

∗
2 ],

|B(Y )| ≤ Cα− 11
6 e−2αw0(Y )(∥f∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ]) + e−2α

∫ Y ∗
2

Y F
1
2
r (Z)dZ∥f∥L∞

w0
),



24 N. MASMOUDI, Y. WANG, D. WU, AND Z. ZHANG

and for Y ∈ [0, Y ∗
1 − δ0],

|B(Y )| ≤Cα− 11
6 (e−2αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)∥f∥L∞
w0

([Y ∗
1 −δ0,Y ∗

1 ]) + e−2αw0(Y ∗
2 )∥f∥L∞

w0
).

□

For the third kind of terms in (3.16), we obtain the following results.

Proposition 3.9. Let (α, c) ∈ H0 and f(Y ) be a complex-valued function with eαw0 |f | ∈ L∞ and

supp(f) ⊆ [Y ∗
1 − δ0, Y

∗
1 ] ∪ [Y ∗

2 , Y
∗
2 + δ0]. There exists a solution P̃ ∈W 2,∞

w0 to the system (3.1) with

the source term Kf (Y ) = (1−χ)
∫ +∞
Y f(Z)dZ. More precisely, there exist AKf

(Y ) and BKf
(Y ) with

(|AKf |, |e2αw0BKf |) ∈ L∞ such that

P̃ (Y ) = AKf
(Y )A(Y ) + BKf

(Y )B(Y ),

and the following estimates hold

(1) for Y ∈ [0,+∞), we have supp(BKf
) ⊆ [0, Y ∗

2 + δ0] and

|AKf
(Y )|+ αe2αw0(Y )|BKf

(Y )| ≤ Cα− 11
6 ∥f∥L∞

w0
.(3.38)

(2) in particular, for Y ∈ [0, Y ∗
2 ], we have

|AKf
(Y )| ≤ Cα− 11

6

(
∥f∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ]) + e−αw0(Y ∗

2 )eαw0(Y )∥f∥L∞
w0

)
.(3.39)

(3) in particular, for Y ∈ [Y ∗
1 − δ0, Y

∗
2 ], we have

|Bf (Y )| ≤ Cα− 17
6 e−2αw0(Y )

(
∥f∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ]) + e−α

∫ Y ∗
2

Y F
1
2
r (Z)dZ∥f∥L∞

w0

)
,

and for Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗
1 − δ0], we have

|Bf (Y )| ≤ Cα− 17
6 e−αw0(Y )

(
e−αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)∥f∥L∞
w0

([Y ∗
1 −δ0,Y ∗

1 ]) + e−αw0(Y ∗
2 )∥f∥L∞

w0

)
,(3.40)

and for Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ], we have

|BKf
(Y )| ≤ Cα− 11

6

(
∥f∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ])e

−αw0(Y ∗
1 −δ0) + ∥f∥L∞

w0
e−αw0(Y ∗

2 )
)
.

Proof. By (3.12), we have

AKf
(Y ) = −κ−1π

∫ Y

0
Bi(κη(Z))Kf (Z)M̄

−1(Z)∂Zη(Z)
− 1

2dZ,

BKf
(Y ) = −κ−1π

∫ +∞

Y
Ai(κη(Z))Kf (Z)M̄

−1(Z)∂Zη(Z)
− 1

2dZ.

Again we drop subscript in AKf
and BKf

, and write A and B for short, and assume f is a real
function.
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Recall that supp(1−χ) = [0, Y1 − δ0]∪ [Y2 + δ0,+∞) and supp(f) ⊆ [Y ∗
1 − δ0, Y

∗
1 ]∪ [Y ∗

2 , Y
∗
2 + δ0].

Therefore, we have

Kf (Y ) =



∫ Y ∗
1

Y ∗
1 −δ0

f(Z)dZ +

∫ Y ∗
2 +δ0

Y ∗
2

f(Z)dZ, Y ∈ [0, Y ∗
1 − δ0],∫ Y ∗

1

Y
f(Z)dZ +

∫ Y ∗
2 +δ0

Y ∗
2

f(Z)dZ, Y ∈ [Y ∗
1 − δ0, Y

∗
1 ],

(1− χ(Y ))

∫ Y ∗
2 +δ0

Y ∗
2

f(Z)dZ, Y ∈ [Y ∗
1 , Y

∗
2 ],∫ Y ∗

2 +δ0

Y
f(Z)dZ, Y ∈ [Y ∗

2 , Y
∗
2 + δ0],

0, Y > Y ∗
2 + δ0,

which implies

|Kf (Y )| ≤ Cα−1



e−αw0(Y ∗
1 −δ0)∥f∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ]) + e−αw0(Y ∗

2 )∥f∥L∞
w0
, Y ∈ [0, Y ∗

1 − δ0],

e−αw0(Y )∥f∥L∞
w0

([Y ∗
1 −δ0,Y ∗

1 ]) + e−αw0(Y ∗
2 )∥f∥L∞

w0
, Y ∈ [Y ∗

1 − δ0, Y
∗
1 ],

e−αw0(Y ∗
2 )∥f∥L∞

w0
, Y ∈ [Y ∗

1 , Y
∗
2 ],

e−αw0(Y )∥f∥L∞
w0
, Y ∈ [Y ∗

2 , Y
∗
2 + δ0],

0, Y > Y ∗
2 + δ0.

(3.41)

Estimates of A(Y ). For Y ∈ [0, Y ∗
1 − δ0], we write

A(Y ) =− κ−1π
(∫ Y ∗

1

Y ∗
1 −δ0

f(Z)dZ +

∫ Y ∗
2 +δ0

Y ∗
2

f(Z)dZ
)∫ Y

0
Bi(κη(Z))M̄−1(Z)∂Zη(Z)

− 1
2dZ.

Then we get by (3.41) and Lemma 3.5 that

|A(Y )| ≤Cκ−
5
4α−1

(
e−αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)∥f∥L∞
w0

([Y ∗
1 −δ0,Y ∗

1 ]) + e−αw0(Y ∗
2 )∥f∥L∞

w0

)∫ Y

0
eαw0(Z)dZ

≤Cα− 11
6 eαw0(Y )

(
e−αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)∥f∥L∞
w0

([Y ∗
1 −δ0,Y ∗

1 ]) + e−αw0(Y ∗
2 )∥f∥L∞

w0

)
≤Cα− 11

6

(
∥f∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ]) + eαw0(Y )e−αw0(Y ∗

2 )∥f∥L∞
w0

)
.

(3.42)

For Y ∈ [Y ∗
1 − δ0, Y

∗
1 ], we write

A(Y ) =A(Y ∗
1 − δ0)− κ−1π

∫ Y

Y ∗
1 −δ0

Bi(κη(Z))Kf (Z)M̄
−1(Z)∂Zη(Z)

− 1
2dZ

=A(Y ∗
1 − δ0) + I1.

By (3.42), we have

|A(Y ∗
1 − δ0)| ≤Cα− 11

6

(
∥f∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ]) + e

−α
∫ Y ∗

2
Y ∗
1 −δ0

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ

∥f∥L∞
w0

)
.
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Then by (3.41) and Lemma 3.5, we have

|I1| ≤Cκ−
5
4α−1∥f∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ])

∫ Y

Y ∗
1 −δ0

1dZ

+ Cκ−
5
4α−1e−αw0(Y ∗

2 )∥f∥L∞
w0

∫ Y

Y ∗
1 −δ0

eαw0(Z′)dZ ≤ Cα− 11
6 ∥f∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ]).

(3.43)

By (3.42) and (3.43), we obtain that for Y ∈ [Y ∗
1 − δ0, Y

∗
1 ],

|A(Y )| ≤ Cα− 11
6

(
∥f∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ]) + e−α

∫ Y ∗
2

Y F
1
2
r (Z)dZf∥L∞

w0

)
.(3.44)

For Y ∈ [Y ∗
1 , Y

∗
2 ], we write

A(Y ) =A(Y ∗
1 )− κ−1π

∫ Y

Y ∗
1

Bi(κη(Z))Kf (Z)M̄
−1(Z)∂Zη(Z)

− 1
2dZ = A(Y ∗

1 ) + I2.

According to (3.41) and Lemma 3.5, we infer that for Y ∈ [Y ∗
1 , Y

∗
2 ],

|I2| ≤ Cκ−
5
4α−2e−αw0(Y ∗

2 )eαw0(Y )∥f∥L∞
w0

≤ Cα− 17
6 e−α

∫ Y ∗
2

Y F
1
2
r (Z)dZ∥f∥L∞

w0
.

Hence, we obtain that for Y ∈ [Y ∗
1 , Y

∗
2 ],

|A(Y )| ≤ Cα− 11
6

(
∥f∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ]) + e−α

∫ Y ∗
2

Y F
1
2
r (Z)dZ∥f∥L∞

w0

)
.(3.45)

In particular, for Y ∈ [0, Y ∗
2 ], we have

|A(Y )| ≤ Cα− 11
6

(
∥f∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ]) + e−αw0(Y ∗

2 )eαw0(Y )∥f∥L∞
w0

)
.(3.46)

For Y ∈ [Y ∗
2 , Y

∗
2 + δ0], we write

A(Y ) =A(Y ∗
2 )− κ−1π

∫ Y

Y ∗
2

Bi(κη(Z))Kf (Z)M̄
−1(Z)∂Zη(Z)

− 1
2dZ = A(Y ∗

2 ) + I3.

We use (3.41) and Lemma 3.5 to get

|I4| ≤ Cκ−
5
4α−1∥f∥L∞

w0
≤ Cα− 11

6 ∥f∥L∞
w0
.

Therefore, for Y ∈ [Y ∗
2 , Y

∗
2 + δ0],

|A(Y )| ≤ Cα− 11
6 ∥f∥L∞

w0
,

which along with the fact that A(Y ) = A(Y ∗
2 + δ0) for Y > Y ∗

2 + δ0 implies that for Y ≥ Y2,

|A(Y )| ≤ Cα− 11
6 ∥f∥L∞

w0
.

The above result combined with (3.42), (3.44), (3.45) and (3.46) implies that for Y ≥ 0,

|A(Y )| ≤ Cα− 11
6 ∥f∥L∞

w0
.

In particular, for Y ∈ [0, Y ∗
2 ], we have

|A(Y )| ≤ Cα− 11
6

(
∥f∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ]) + e

−α
∫ Y ∗

2
Y ∗
1
F

1
2
r (Z)dZ

∥f∥L∞
w0

)
.
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Estimates of B(Y ). We first notice that B(Y ) ≡ 0 for any Y ∈ [Y ∗
2 +δ0,+∞). For Y ∈ [Y ∗

2 , Y
∗
2 +δ0],

we have

B(Y ) =− κ−1π

∫ Y ∗
2 +δ0

Y
Ai(κη(Z))Kf (Z)M̄

−1(Z)∂Zη(Z)
− 1

2dZ.

On the other hand, by Lemma 3.5, we know that for Z ∈ [Y ∗
1 − δ0, Y

∗
2 + δ0],

|Ai(κη(Z))| ≤ Cκ−
1
4 e−αw0(Z).(3.47)

Then we use (3.41) to obtain that for Y ∈ [Y ∗
2 , Y

∗
2 + δ0],

|B(Y )| ≤Cκ−
5
4α−1∥f∥L∞

w0

∫ Y ∗
2 +δ0

Y
e−2αw0(Z)dZ ≤ Cα− 17

6 e−2αw0(Y )∥f∥L∞
w0
.(3.48)

For Y ∈ [Y ∗
1 , Y

∗
2 ], we write

B(Y ) =B(Y ∗
2 )− κ−1π

∫ Y ∗
2

Y
Ai(κη(Z))Kf (Z)M̄

−1(Z)∂Zη(Z)
− 1

2dZ = B(Y ∗
2 ) + II1.

By (3.47) and (3.41), we deduce that for Y ∈ [Y ∗
1 , Y

∗
2 ],

|II1| ≤Cκ−1α−1α− 7
6 e−αw0(Y ∗

2 )e−αw0(Y )∥f∥L∞
w0

≤ Cα− 17
6 e−α

∫ Y ∗
2

Y F
1
2
r (Z)dZe−2αw0(Y )∥f∥L∞

w0
,

which along with (3.48) implies

|B(Y )| ≤Cα− 17
6 e−2αw0(Y ∗

2 )∥f∥L∞
w0

+ α− 17
6 e−αw0(Y ∗

2 )eαw0(Y )e−2αw0(Y )∥f∥L∞
w0

(3.49)

≤Cα− 17
6 e−α

∫ Y ∗
2

Y F
1
2
r (Z)dZe−2αw0(Y )∥f∥L∞

w0
.

For Y ∈ [Y ∗
1 − δ0, Y

∗
1 ], we can write

B(Y ) =B(Y ∗
1 )− κ−1π

∫ Y ∗
1

Y
Ai(κη(Z))Kf (Z)M̄

−1(Z)∂Zη(Z)
− 1

2dZ = B(Y ∗
1 ) + II2.

We use (3.41) and (3.47) to imply that Y ∈ [Y ∗
1 − δ0, Y

∗
1 ],

|II2| ≤ Cκ−
5
4α−1

(
∥f∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ])

∫ Y ∗
1

Y
e−2αw0(Z)dZ + ∥f∥L∞

w0
e−αw0(Y ∗

2 )

∫ Y ∗
1

Y
e−αw0(Z)dZ

)
≤ Cα− 17

6 e−2αw0(Y )
(
∥f∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ]) + e−α

∫ Y ∗
2

Y F
1
2
r (Z)dZ∥f∥L∞

w0

)
.

Then we use (3.49) to obtain that for Y ∈ [Y ∗
1 − δ0, Y

∗
1 ],

|B(Y )| ≤Cα− 17
6 e−2αw0(Y )

(
∥f∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ]) + e−α

∫ Y ∗
2

Y F
1
2
r (Z)dZ∥f∥L∞

w0

)
.(3.50)

For Y ∈ [0, Y ∗
1 − δ0], we write

B(Y ) =B(Y ∗
1 − δ0)− κ−1π

∫ Y ∗
1 −δ0

Y
Ai(κη(Z))Kf (Z)M̄

−1(Z)∂Zη(Z)
− 1

2dZ

=B(Y ∗
1 − δ0) + II3.

By (3.50), we have

|B(Y ∗
1 − δ0)| ≤Cα− 17

6

(
e−αw0(Y ∗

2 )e−αw0(Y ∗
1 −δ0)∥f∥L∞

w0
+ e−2αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)∥f∥L∞
w0

([Y ∗
1 −δ0,Y ∗

1 ])

)
.

On the other hand, according to Lemma 3.5, we know that for Z ∈ [0, Y ∗
1 − δ0],

|Ai(κη(Z))||∂Zη(Z)|−
1
2 ≤ Cmin{1, |κη(Z)|−

1
4 |∂Zη(Z)|−

1
2 }e−αw0(Z),
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which along with (3.41) implies that for Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗
1 − δ0],

|II4| ≤Cκ−1α−1
(
e−αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)∥f∥L∞
w0

([Y ∗
1 −δ0,Y ∗

1 ]) + e−αw0(Y ∗
2 )∥f∥L∞

w0

)∫ Y ∗
1 −δ0

Y
e−αw0(Z)dZ

≤Cα− 17
6 e−αw0(Y )

(
e−αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)∥f∥L∞
w0

([Y ∗
1 −δ0,Y ∗

1 ]) + e−αw0(Y ∗
2 )∥f∥L∞

w0

)
,

and for Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ],

|II4| ≤Cα− 17
6

(
e−αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)∥f∥L∞
w0

([Y ∗
1 −δ0,Y ∗

1 ]) + e−αw0(Y ∗
2 )∥f∥L∞

w0

)
e−αw0(Y ++δ)

+ Cκ−
5
4α−1∥f∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ])e

−αw0(Y ∗
1 −δ0) + Cκ−

5
4α−1∥f∥L∞

w0
e−αw0(Y ∗

2 )

≤Cα− 11
6

(
e−αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)∥f∥L∞
w0

([Y ∗
1 −δ0,Y ∗

1 ]) + e−αw0(Y ∗
2 )∥f∥L∞

w0

)
.

Therefore, we obtain that for Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗
1 − δ0],

|B(Y )| ≤Cα− 17
6 e−αw0(Y )

(
e−αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)∥f∥L∞
w0

([Y ∗
1 −δ0,Y ∗

1 ]) + e−αw0(Y ∗
2 )∥f∥L∞

w0

)
,

and for Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ],

|B(Y )| ≤ Cα− 11
6 (∥f∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ])e

−αw0(Y ∗
1 −δ0) + ∥f∥L∞

w0
e−αw0(Y ∗

2 )).

Thus, we infer that supp(B) ⊆ [0, Y ∗
2 + δ0] and for Y ≥ 0,

|B(Y )| ≤Cα− 17
6 e−2αw0(Y )∥f∥L∞

w0
.

□

The following results are about the fourth kind of source terms in (3.16).

Proposition 3.10. Under the assumption on f(Y ) in Proposition 3.9, there exists a solution P̃ ∈
W 2,∞
w0 to the system (3.1) with the source term hKf (Y ) for supp(h) ⊆ [Ȳ ∗∗

1 ,+∞). More precisely,
there exist AhKf

(Y ) and BhKf
(Y ) with (|AhKf |, |e2αw0BhKf |) ∈ L∞ such that

P̃ (Y ) = AhKf
(Y )A(Y ) + BhKf

(Y )B(Y ),

supp(AhKf
) ⊂ supp(h), and the estimates (3.38)-(3.40) hold. Moreover, for Y ∈ [0, Ȳ ∗∗

1 ],

|BKf
(Y )| ≤ Cα− 11

6 e−αw0(Ȳ ∗∗
1 )
(
∥f∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ])e

−αw0(Y ∗
1 −δ0) + ∥f∥L∞

w0
e−αw0(Y ∗

2 )
)
.

Proof. The proof is quite similar to Proposition 3.9. We point out that the support of h does
not touch the supersonic regime. It is easy to deduce that AhKf

(Y ) = 0 for Y ∈ [0, Ȳ ∗∗
1 ] and

BhKf
(Y ) = BhKf

(Ȳ ∗∗
1 ) for Y ∈ [0, Ȳ ∗∗

1 ]. □

4. The Rayleigh type equation

In this section, we consider the approximate system in the regime near the critical layer, which
can be described by the following Rayleigh-type equation in a finite interval Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗

1 , Ȳ
∗
2 ]:M̄

(
∂Y

(
∂Y
F (Y )

)
− α2

)
φ− ∂Y

(
∂Y M̄

F (Y )

)
φ = f, Y ∈ (Ȳ ∗

1 , Ȳ
∗
2 ),

φ(Ȳ ∗
1 ) = φ(Ȳ ∗

2 ) = 0,

(4.1)

where f is a suitable function with the support away from the critical layer. Here the definitions of
F (Y ) and M̄(Y ) are given in (2.6). For M̄ = (UB − c) and F = 1, the system (4.1) is reduced to
the classical Rayleigh equation.
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Let Yc ∈ (Ȳ ∗
1 , Ȳ

∗
2 ) be the critical point which satisfies UB(Yc) = cr. According to (1.7) and (2.7),

it is easy to see that

Fr(Yc) = 1, F ′
r(Yc) = 0, M̄r(Yc) = 0, M̄ ′

r(Yc) =
Ma∂Y UB(Yc)

T0(Yc)
1
2

.(4.2)

Since UB(Y ) is a monotone function and [Ȳ ∗
1 , Ȳ

∗
2 ] is a finite interval with length independent of α,

there exists a constant c0 > 0 such that

∂Y UB ≥ c0 > 0 for Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗
1 , Ȳ

∗
2 ].(4.3)

Therefore, there exists a constant C > 1 such that for Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗
1 , Ȳ

∗
2 ]

C−1 ≤ |F (Y )| ≤ C, C−1 ≤ Fr(Y ) ≤ C, |Fi(Y )| ≤ Cci|Y − Yc|+ c2i ,(4.4)

C−1(|Y − Yc|+ ci) ≤ |M̄ | ≤ C(|Y − Yc|+ ci), C−1|Y − Yc| ≤ |M̄r| ≤ C|Y − Yc|.(4.5)

Let δ > 0 be a suitable constant independent of α, and Ȳ1 and Ȳ2 are two points such that
Ȳ ∗
1 < Ȳ1 − δ < Ȳ1 < Yc < Ȳ2 < Ȳ2 + δ < Ȳ ∗

2 . Moreover, we assume that |wc(Ȳ ∗
1 )| ≠ |wc(Ȳ ∗

2 )|, where

wc(Y ) =

∫ Y

Yc

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ.

The main result of this section is presented as follows.

Proposition 4.1. Let (α, c) ∈ H0 and |wc(Ȳ ∗
1 )| ≠ |wc(Ȳ ∗

2 )|. Assume f is a complex-valued function
with supp(f) ⊂ [Ȳ1−δ, Ȳ1]∪[Ȳ2, Ȳ2+δ] and eαw0 |f | ∈ L∞. Then there exists a solution φ(Y ) ∈W 2,∞

to system (4.1). Moreover, we have

|φ(Y )| ≤ Cα−1e−αw0(Y )∥f∥L∞
w0
, Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗

1 , Ȳ
∗
2 ],

|Imφ(Y )| ≤ Cα−1e−αw0(Y )(α−1∥f∥L∞
w0

+ ∥Imf∥L∞
w0
), Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗

1 , Ȳ1] ∪ [Ȳ2, Ȳ
∗
2 ],

and for Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗
1 , Ȳ1 − δ], we have

|φ(Y )| ≤ Cα−2e−2α
∫ Ȳ1−δ
Y F

1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

e−αw0(Y )∥f∥L∞
w0
,

|Imφ(Y )| ≤ Cα−2e−2α
∫ Ȳ1−δ
Y Fr(Y ′)dY ′

e−αw0(Y )(α−1∥f∥L∞
w0

+ ∥Imf∥L∞
w0
).

For convenience, we introduce the following two kinds of definitions of operators

Lξ(·) := ∂Y

(
ξ(Y )2

F (Y )
∂Y

(
·
ξ

))
and L̃ξ(·) := ∂Y

(
ξ(Y )2

F (Y )
∂Y

)
.(4.6)

Then we can write that Lcr(φ) = LM̄ (φ)− α2M̄φ. Moreover. we denote L1(·) = ∂Y (F (Y )−1∂Y ).
To solve the system (4.1), we first construct a homogenous solution related to the system (4.1),

which is expressed as follows{
Lcr(ϕ) = LM̄ (ϕ)− α2M̄ϕ = 0, Y ∈ (Ȳ ∗

1 , Ȳ
∗
2 ),

ϕ|Y=Yc = M̄(Yc), ∂Y ϕ|Y=Yc = ∂Y M̄(Yc).
(4.7)

With ϕ at hand, the non-homogenous system (4.1) is equivalent to

Lϕ(φ) =
ϕf

M̄
, Y ∈ (Ȳ ∗

1 , Ȳ
∗
2 ) and φ(Ȳ

∗
1 ) = φ(Ȳ ∗

2 ) = 0.
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4.1. Solving the homogeneous equation. The first step is to construct the solution of the ho-
mogeneous Rayleigh type equation in (4.7). To construct the solution ϕ to (4.7), we are going to find

an accurate profile ψ(Y ) of ϕ(Y ) such that ϕ(Y ) = ψ(Y )ϕ̃0(Y ), where ϕ̃0(Y ) is a small perturbation
around 1. On the other hand, we notice for any function ψ, the following identity holds: if ϕ(Y ) is
the solution to (4.7), then

Lψ(ϕ) =ψ(α2ϕ+ M̄−1∂Y (F
−1∂Y M̄)ϕ)− ϕL1(ψ)

=ϕ(α2ψ − L1(ψ))ϕ+ M̄−1∂Y (F
−1∂Y M̄)ϕψ.

(4.8)

For the first term on the right-hand side of the above equality, there is a large factor α2. To eliminate
this term, we choose function ψ to approximatively solve the variable coefficient elliptic equation

L1(f) = α2f . Taking ψ(Y ) = F
1
4
r (Y ) sinhαwc(Y ) or ψ(Y ) = F

1
4
r (Y ) coshαwc(Y ), it is easy to verify

that

L1(ψ) = α2ψ + F
− 1

4
r ∂Y (F

−1
r ∂Y (F

1
4
r ))ψ + ∂Y ((F

−1 − F−1
r )∂Y ψ),

which gives an approximated solution to the equation L1(f) = α2f . To match the boundary condi-
tion in (4.7), we finally choose

ψ(Y ) =α−1∂Y M̄(Yc)F
1
4
r (Y ) sinhαwc(Y ) + M̄(Yc)F

1
4
r (Y ) coshαwc(Y )(4.9)

=ψr(Y ) + iψi(Y ).

It is easy to check that ψ(Yc) = M̄(Yc) and ∂Y ψ(Y ) = ∂Y M̄(Yc). Therefore, we have

|ψ(Y )| ∼ α−1 sinhα|wc(Y )|+ ci.(4.10)

Proposition 4.2. Let (α, c) ∈ H0 and ψ be defined as (4.9). Then there exists a solution ϕ ∈
W 2,∞([Ȳ ∗

1 , Ȳ
∗
2 ]) with the form of ϕ = ψϕ̃0, where ϕ̃0 satisfies

C−1 ≤ ∥ϕ̃0∥L∞ ≤ C, ∥Imϕ̃0∥L∞ ≤ Cci(| log ci|+ α), |1− ϕ̃0(Y )| ≤ Cmin{α−1 logα, |Y − Yc|}.

Moreover, we have

C−1α−1
(
sinhα|wc(Y )|+ αci

)
≤ |ϕ(Y )| ≤ Cα−1

(
sinhα|wc(Y )|+ αci

)
.(4.11)

More precisely, we have

|ϕr| ≤ C(α−1 sinhα|wc(Y )|+ c2i (| log ci|+ α)), |ϕi| ≤ Ccie
α|wc(Y )|,(4.12)

where ϕ = ϕr + iϕi.

Proof. We choose ψ(Y ) defined as (4.9). To construct the solution ϕ to (4.1), we are left with the

construction with ϕ̃0 = ϕ/ψ, which satisfies

L̃ψ(ϕ̃0) = ∂Y

(
ψ2F−1∂Y ϕ̃0

)
= ϕ̃0g and ϕ̃0(Yc) = 1, ∂Y ϕ̃0(Yc) = 0,(4.13)

where

g =
(
ψ2M̄−1∂Y (F

−1∂Y M̄)− F
− 1

4
r ∂Y (F

−1
r ∂Y (F

1
4
r ))ψ

2 − ψ∂Y ((F
−1 − F−1

r )∂Y ψ)
)
= g1 + g2 + g3.

Then ϕ̃0 can be represented as

ϕ̃0(Y ) =1 +

∫ Y

Yc

(Fψ−2)(Y ′)

∫ Y ′

Yc

(g1 + g2 + g3)(Y
′′)ϕ̃0(Y

′′)dY ′′dY ′ :
def
= 1 + T ϕ̃0.(4.14)
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For Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗
1 , Ȳ

∗
2 ], we have

|g1(Y )| ≤ C|ψ|2

|M̄ |
, |g2(Y )| ≤ C|ψ|2 and |g3(Y )| ≤ Cα2ci|ψ|2.(4.15)

To show the existence of ϕ̃0, we only need to show T is a contracted operator in ∥ · ∥X , where
∥f∥X := ∥f∥L∞([Ȳ ∗

1 ,Ȳ
∗
2 ]) + α−1∥∂Y f∥L∞([Ȳ ∗

1 ,Ȳ
∗
2 ]) + α−2∥M̄∂2Y f∥L∞([Ȳ ∗

1 ,Ȳ
∗
2 ]).

For the first term in Tf with f ∈ X, we use (4.4)-(4.5), (4.10) and (4.15) to obtain∣∣∣ ∫ Y

Yc

(Fψ−2)(Y ′)

∫ Y ′

Yc

g1(Y
′′)f(Y ′′)dY ′′dY ′

∣∣∣
≤C

∫ Y

Yc

1

|ψ(Y ′)|2

∫ Y ′

Yc

(|ψ|2|M̄ |−1)(Y ′′)dY ′′dY ′∥f∥L∞

≤C
∫ Y

Yc

α2ci|Y ′ − Yc|
sinh2 αwc(Y ′) + α2c2i

dY ′∥f∥L∞

+ C

∫ Y

Yc

1

sinh2 αwc(Y ′) + α2c2i

∫ Y ′

Yc

sinh2 αwc(Y
′′)

|Y ′′ − Yc|+ ci
dY ′′dY ′∥f∥L∞ = I1 + I2.

For I1, we have

|I1| ≤Cαci
∫
|Y ′−Yc|≤α−1

1

α|Y ′ − Yc|+ αci
dY ′∥f∥L∞(4.16)

+ Cαci

∫
|Y ′−Yc|≥α−1

α|Y ′ − Yc|e−2Cα|Y ′−Yc|dY ′∥f∥L∞ ≤ Cci| log ci|∥ϕ̃0∥L∞ .

For I2, we change the order of the integral to get

|I2| ≤Cα−1

∫ α|wc(Y )|

0

dx

sinh2 x

∫ |x|

0

sinh2 z

z
dz∥f∥L∞(4.17)

≤Cα−1

∫ Cα

0

sinh2 zdz

z

∫ +∞

|z|
sinh−2 xdx∥ϕ̃0∥L∞

≤Cα−1

∫ Cα

0

1− e−2z

z
dz∥f∥L∞ ≤ C(α−1 + α−1 logα)∥f∥L∞ .

Collecting (4.16) and (4.17), we obtain∣∣∣ ∫ Y

Yc

(Fψ−2)(Y ′)

∫ Y ′

Yc

g1(Y
′′)f(Y ′′)dY ′′dY ′

∣∣∣ ≤ C(ci| log ci|+ α−1 + α−1 logα)∥f∥L∞ .(4.18)

For the second and the third term in Tf , the procedure is much easier than the first term because
there is not a singular factor M̄−1. As |g2| ≤ C|ψ(Y )|2 and |g3| ≤ Cα2ci|ψ(Y )|2, we use (4.10) and
similar argument in (4.16) and (4.17) to get∣∣∣ ∫ Y

Yc

(Fψ−2)(Y ′)

∫ Y ′

Yc

(g2 + g3)(Y
′′)f(Y ′′)dY ′′dY ′

∣∣∣(4.19)

≤ C

∫ Y

Yc

1

|ψ2(Y ′)|

∫ Y ′

Yc

|ψ(Y ′′)|2dY ′′dY ′∥f∥L∞ ≤ Cα−1∥f∥L∞ .

Combining (4.18)-(4.19) together, we arrive at

∥Tf∥L∞ ≤ C(ci| log ci|+ α−1 + α−1 logα)∥f∥L∞ ≤ α−1 logα∥f∥X(4.20)
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by using (α, c) ∈ H0.
Now we turn to focus on ∂Y Tf(Y ). We have

∂Y Tf(Y ) = (Fψ−2)(Y )

∫ Y

Yc

(g1 + g2 + g3)(Y
′)f(Y ′)dY ′.

By a similar argument as above, we have∣∣∣(Fψ−2)(Y )

∫ Y

Yc

g1(Y
′)ϕ̃0(Y

′)dY ′
∣∣∣

≤ C
α2ci|Y − Yc|

sinh2 αwc(Y ) + α2c2i
∥f∥L∞ +

C

sinh2 αwc(Y ) + α2c2i

∫ Y

Yc

sinh2 αwc(Y
′)

|Y ′ − Yc|+ ci
dY ′∥f∥L∞

≤ C∥f∥L∞

(
1 +

α

sinh2 αwc(Y ) + α2c2i

∫ Y

Yc

sinhαwc(Y
′)dY ′

)
≤ C∥f∥L∞ ,

∣∣∣(Fψ−2)(Y )

∫ Y

Yc

(g2 + g3)(Y
′)ϕ̃0(Y

′)dY ′
∣∣∣ ≤ C

|ψ2(Y )|

∫ Y

Yc

|ψ(Y ′)|2dY ′∥f∥L∞ ≤ C∥f∥L∞ .

Therefore, we obtain

∥∂Y Tf∥L∞ ≤ C∥f∥L∞ ≤ C∥f∥X .(4.21)

Next we consider ∂2Y Tf . By the definition of T , we have

M̄∂2Y Tf(Y ) =
gfM̄F

ψ2
− M̄ψ2∂Y Tf∂Y (ψ

−2F )

F
,

which along with the fact∣∣∣gfM̄F

ψ2
(Y )
∣∣∣ ≤ C∥f∥L∞ ,

∣∣∣M̄ψ2∂Y Tf∂Y (ψ
−2F )

F (Y )

∣∣∣ ≤ Cα∥∂Y Tf∥L∞ ≤ Cα∥f∥L∞ ,

implies

∥M̄∂2Y Tf(Y )∥L∞ ≤ Cα∥f∥L∞ ≤ Cα∥f∥X .(4.22)

According to (4.20), (4.21) and (4.22), we obtain

∥Tf∥X ≤ Cα−1 logα∥f∥L∞ ≤ Cα−1 logα∥f∥X ,

which implies that I − T3 is invertible in X. Then we obtain that ϕ̃0 = (I − T )−11. Moreover,

C−1 ≤ ∥ϕ̃0∥L∞ ≤ C, |1− ϕ̃0(Y )| ≤ Cmin{α−1 logα, |Y − Yc|}.

Then we use (4.10) to obtain (4.11).

Next we give the estimates for the real part and imaginary part of ϕ̃0. To achieve that, we
introduce ϕ̃0 = ϕ̃01ϕ̃02, where ϕ̃01 is a real function solving the following system

∂Y

(ψ2
r

Fr
∂Y ϕ̃01

)
= ϕ̃01gr, and ϕ̃01(Yc) = 1, (ψ2

r∂Y ϕ̃01)(Yc) = 0

and ϕ̃02 satisfiesL̃ψ(ϕ̃02) +
(Frψ2

Fψ2
r

gr − g
)
ϕ̃201ϕ̃02 − (

ψ2Fr
ψ2
rF

− 1)∂Y (F
−1
r ψ2

r )∂Y ϕ̃01ϕ̃01ϕ̃02 = 0,

ϕ̃02(Yc) = 1, (ψ2∂Y ϕ̃02)(Yc) = M̄2(Yc)ϕ̃
′
01(Yc) ∼ c2i .

(4.23)
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Here

gr = ψ2
r (M̄

−1)r∂Y (F
−1
r ∂Y M̄r)− F

− 1
4

r ∂Y (F
−1
r ∂Y (F

1
4
r ))ψ

2
r = g1r + g2r.

Moreover, we have

|g1r| ≤
C|Y − Yc||ψr|2

|Y − Yc|2 + c2i
and |g2r| ≤ C|ψr|2.(4.24)

It is easy to check that

ϕ̃01(Y ) = 1 +

∫ Y

Yc

Frψ
−2
r

∫ Y ′

Yc

(ϕ̃01gr)(Y
′′)dY ′′dY ′ :

def
= 1 + Trϕ̃01.

Using similar argument in T , we can deduce that for any f ∈ X,

∥Trf∥X ≤Cα−1(1 + logα)∥f∥X ,

by taking α large. Then I − Tr is invertible in X and we construct ϕ̃01 by ϕ̃01 = (I − Tr)
−11, which

gives

C−1 ≤ |ϕ̃01| ≤ C, ∥∂Y ϕ̃01∥L∞ ≤ C and ∥1− ϕ̃01∥L∞ ≤ Cα−1 logα.(4.25)

Moreover, we can obtain the estimates of ∂Y ϕ̃01 for Y close to Yc. Indeed, we use the behavior
ψr(Y ) ∼ α−1 sinhαwc(Y ) to have∣∣∣Frψ−2

r

∫ Y

Yc

(ϕ̃01g1r)(Y
′)dY ′

∣∣∣ ≤ C

sinh2 αwc(Y )

∫ Y

Yc

|Y ′ − Yc| sinh2 αwc(Y ′)

|Y ′ − Yc|2 + c2i
dY ′∥ϕ̃01∥L∞ ,

which implies that for |Y − Yc| ≤ α−1,∣∣∣Frψ−2
r

∫ Y

Yc

(ϕ̃01g1r)(Y
′)dY ′

∣∣∣ ≤ Cα2|Y − Yc|3

α2|Y − Yc|2

∫ Y

Yc

1

|Y ′ − Yc|2 + c2i
dY ′∥ϕ̃01∥L∞

≤ Cc−1
i |Y − Yc|∥ϕ̃01∥L∞ .

Thus, for |Y − Yc| ≤ α−1, we have∣∣∣Frψ−2
r

∫ Y

Yc

(ϕ̃01g1r)(Y
′)dY ′

∣∣∣ ≤ Cc−1
i |Y − Yc|∥ϕ̃01∥L∞ .

We point out that for the estimate in the region |Y −Yc| ≤ α−1, we obtain a good factor |Y −Yc| at
the price of factor c−1

i , and this estimate will be used to deal with ϕ̃0,2. Similar process for g2r gives∥∥∥Frψ−2
r

∫ Y

Yc

(ϕ̃01g2r)(Y
′)dY ′

∥∥∥
L∞

≤C|Y − Yc|∥ϕ̃01∥L∞ ≤ C∥ϕ̃01∥L∞ .

The above three estimates ensure that for |Y − Yc| ≤ α−1,

|∂Y ϕ̃01| ≤ c−1
i |Y − Yc|∥ϕ̃01∥L∞ ≤ c−1

i |Y − Yc|.(4.26)

We turn to give the estimates for ϕ̃02. First, ϕ̃02 can be represented as

ϕ̃02(Y ) =1 +
(
α2M̄2(Yc)ϕ̃

′
01(Yc)

)∫ Y

Yc

(Fψ−2)(Y ′)dY ′

+

∫ Y

Yc

(Fψ−2)(Y ′)

∫ Y ′

Yc

(
W1(Y

′′)ϕ̃201 +W2(Y
′′)∂Y ϕ̃01ϕ̃01

)
ϕ̃02dY

′′dY ′

def
=1 +

(
α2M̄2(Yc)ϕ̃

′
01(Yc)

)∫ Y

Yc

(Fψ−2)(Y ′)dY ′ + Ti(ϕ̃02),
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where

W1(Y ) = −
(Frψ2

Fψ2
r

gr − g
)
and W2(Y ) = (

ψ2Fr
ψ2
rF

− 1)∂Y (F
−1
r ψ2

r ).

For W1(Y ), notice that

|W1(Y )| =|F−1ψ−2
r (Frψ

2g1r − g1Fψ
2
r ) + F−1ψ−2

r (Frψ
2g2r − g2Fψ

2
r )− g3|

≤|F−1ψ−2
r (Frψ

2g1r − g1Fψ
2
r )|+ |F−1ψ−2

r (Frψ
2g2r|+ |g3|,

which along with the facts

|F−1ψ−2
r (Frψ

2g1r − g1Fψ
2
r )| =

∣∣F−1ψ2
(
Fr(M̄

−1)r∂Y (F
−1
r ∂Y M̄r)− FM̄−1∂Y (F

−1∂Y M̄)
)∣∣ ≤ Cci|ψ|2

|M̄ |2
,

|F−1ψ−2
r (Frψ

2g2r − g2Fψ
2
r )| = |F−1F

− 1
4

r ∂Y (F
−1
r ∂Y (F

1
4
r ))ψ

2(Fr − F )| ≤ Cci|ψ|2, |g3| ≤ Cα2ci|ψ|2,
implies

|W1(Y )| ≤ Cci(α
2 + |M̄(Y )|−2)|ψ|2.(4.27)

We also have

|W2(Y )| =
∣∣∣∣(ψ2Fr
ψ2
rF

− 1)∂Y (F
−1
r ψ2

r )

∣∣∣∣ ≤(|ψr|+ |ψi|)|ψi||∂Y ψr|
|ψr|

+ Cci|ψr∂Y ψr|.

By the similar argument in (4.17), we have∫ Y

Yc

1

sinh2 αwc(Y ′)

∫ Y ′

Yc

sinh2 αwc(Y
′′)

|Y − Yc|2 + c2i
dY ′′dY ′

≤
∫ Cα

0

sinh2 z

z2 + α2c2i
· e−2z

1− e−2z
dz ≤ C(1 + log(αci)),

which along with (4.16),(4.25), (4.27) deduce that∣∣∣∣∣
∫ Y

Yc

(Fψ−2)(Y ′)

∫ Y ′

Yc

W1(Y
′′)ϕ̃201fdY

′′dY ′

∣∣∣∣∣(4.28)

≤C(ci| log ci|+ αci + ci log(αci))∥f∥L∞ ≤ Cci(| log ci|+ α)∥f∥L∞ .

For the second term in Tif , when |Y − Yc| ≤ α−1, we use |∂Y ψr| ≤ C, |ψi| ≤ Cci and (4.25) to
infer

ci

∫ Y

Yc

1

|ψ(Y ′)|2

∫ Y ′

Yc

|∂Y ψr∂Y ϕ̃01|dY ′′dY ′ ≤Cci
∫ Y

Yc

|Y ′ − Yc|
|Y ′ − Yc|2 + c2i

dY ′ ≤ Cci| log ci|,

and use (4.26) to obtain ∫ Y

Yc

1

|ψ(Y ′)|2

∫ Y ′

Yc

c2i |ψ′
r|

|ψr|
|∂Y ϕ̃01f |dY ′′dY ′

≤C
∫ Y

Yc

1

|Y ′ − Yc|2 + c2i

∫ Y ′

Yc

ci|Y ′′ − Yc|
|Y ′′ − Yc|

dY ′′dY ′∥f∥L∞

≤Cci
∫ Y

Yc

1

|Y ′ − Yc|+ ci
dY ′∥f∥L∞ ≤ Cci| log ci|∥f∥L∞ ,

and ∫ Y

Yc

1

|ψ(Y ′)|2

∫ Y ′

Yc

ci|ψr∂Y ψr|∂Y ϕ̃01f |dY ′′dY ′
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≤C
∫ Y

Yc

1

|Y ′ − Yc|2 + c2i

∫ Y ′

Yc

ci(|Y ′ − Yc|+ ci)dY
′′dY ′∥f∥L∞ ≤ Cci∥f∥L∞ .

When |Y −Yc| ≥ α−1, we use |∂Y ψr(Y ′′)| ≤ Ceα|wc(Y ′′)|, ψi(Y
′′)| ≤ Ccie

α|wc(Y ′′)| for |Y ′′−Yc| ≥ α−1

and |ψi(Y ′′)| ≤ Cci for |Y ′′ − Yc| ≤ α−1 to have the following estimates∫ Y

Yc

1

|ψ(Y ′)|2

∫ Y ′

Yc

|ψi∂Y ψr∂Y ϕ̃01f |dY ′′dY ′

≤Cci| log ci|∥f∥L∞ + Cαci

∫
|Y ′−Yc|≥α−1

e−2α|wc(Y ′)|
∫ Y ′

Yc

αe2α|wc(Y ′′)|dY ′′dY ′∥f∥L∞

≤Cci| log ci|∥f∥L∞ + Cciα∥f∥L∞ ≤ Cci(| log ci|+ α)∥f∥L∞ ,

and∫ Y

Yc

1

|ψ(Y ′)|2

∫ Y ′

Yc

|ψ2
i ∂Y ψr|
|ψr|

|∂Y ϕ̃01f |dY ′′dY ′

≤Cci| log ci|∥f∥L∞ + C

∫
|Y ′−Yc|≥α−1

e−2α|wc(Y ′)|
(
αci +

∫
|Y ′′−Yc|≥α−1

α3c2i e
2α|wc(Y ′′)|dY ′′

)
dY ′∥f∥L∞

≤C(ci| log ci|+ ci + α2c2i )∥f∥L∞ ≤ Cci| log ci|∥f∥L∞ ,

and ∫ Y

Yc

1

|ψ(Y ′)|2

∫ Y ′

Yc

ci|ψr∂Y ψr|∂Y ϕ̃01f |dY ′′dY ′

≤Cci∥f∥L∞ + Cci

∫
|Y ′−Yc|≥α−1

e−2α|wc(Y ′)|
(
1 + e2α|wc(Y ′)|

)
dY ′∥f∥L∞ ≤ Cci∥f∥L∞ .

Then we obtain∣∣∣ ∫ Y

Yc

(Fψ−2)(Y ′)

∫ Y ′

Yc

W2(Y
′′)∂Y ϕ̃01ϕ̃01fdY

′′dY ′
∣∣∣ ≤ Cci(| log ci|+ α)∥f∥L∞ .(4.29)

Combining (4.28) and (4.29), we arrive at

|Tif(Y )| ≤ Cci(| log ci|+ α)∥f∥L∞ .

Thus, the operator I − Ti is invertible in L∞ due to (α, c) ∈ H0 such that ci(| log ci|+ α) ≤ 1
2 , and

it holds that

ϕ̃02 = (I − Ti)
−1

(
1 +

(
M̄2(Yc)∂Y ϕ̃01(Yc)

)∫ Y

Yc

(Fψ−2)(Y ′)dY ′
)
.

On the other hand, notice that∣∣∣ ∫ Y

Yc

(Fψ−2)(Y ′)dY ′
∣∣∣ ≤∫

|Y ′−Yc|≤α−1

C

|Y ′ − Yc|2 + c2i
dY ′ + Cα2

∫
|Y ′−Yc|≥α−1

e−2α|wc(Y ′)|dY ′

≤C(c−1
i + α) ≤ Cc−1

i ,

which implies ∣∣∣M̄2(Yc)∂Y ϕ̃01(Yc)

∫ Y

Yc

(Fψ−2)(Y ′)dY ′
∣∣∣ ≤ Cci.

Thus, we obtain

|ϕ̃02 − 1| ≤ Cci(| log ci|+ α).
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According to ϕ̃0 = ϕ̃01ϕ̃02 and ϕ̃01 a real function, we have

C−1 ≤ |ϕ̃0,r| ≤ C, |ϕ̃0,i| ≤ Cci(| log ci|+ α).

Using the relation ϕ = ϕ̃0ψ = (ϕ̃0,r + iϕ̃0,i)(ψr + iψi), we get

ϕr = ϕ̃0,rψr − ϕ̃0,iψi, ϕi = ϕ̃0,rψi + ϕ̃0,iψr,(4.30)

which gives

|ϕr| ≤Cα−1(sinhα|wc(Y )|+ c2iα(| log ci|+ α) coshα|wc(Y )|)
≤C(α−1 sinhα|wc(Y )|+ c2i (| log ci|+ α)),

|ϕi| ≤Cα−1(αci coshα|wc(Y )|+ ci(| log ci|+ α) sinhα|wc(Y )|) ≤ Ccie
α|wc(Y )|.

The proof is completed. □

4.2. Solving the non-homogeneous equation. In this section, we first give the representation
formula of the solution φ(Y ) to the non-homogeneous system (4.1) via the solution ϕ(Y ) to homo-
geneous system (4.7) obtained in Section 4.1. Based on this formula, we prove Proposition 4.1. For
convenience, we let

Gf (Y ) =
F (Y )

ϕ2(Y )

∫ Y

Yc

ϕ(Y ′)

M̄(Y ′)
f(Y ′)dY ′ = Gf,r(Y ) + iGf,i(Y ).(4.31)

Here we always assume that ϕ is the solution of the system (4.7) constructed in Proposition 4.2.

Proposition 4.3. We have the following representation formula for the solution of (4.1):

φ(Y ) = ϕ(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

Gf (Y
′)dY ′ + µf (c)ϕ(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

F (Y ′)

ϕ2(Y ′)
dY ′(4.32)

where µf (c) is a constant given by

µf (c) = −
(∫ Ȳ ∗

2

Ȳ ∗
1

Gf (Y
′)dY ′

)(∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Ȳ ∗
1

F (Y )

ϕ2(Y )
dY
)−1

.(4.33)

Proof. The nonhomogeneous Rayleigh-type equationM̄
(
∂Y

(
∂Y φ

F (Y )

)
− α2φ

)
− ∂Y

(
∂Y M̄

F (Y )

)
φ = f, Y ∈ (Ȳ ∗

1 , Ȳ
∗
2 ),

φ(Ȳ ∗
1 ) = φ(Ȳ ∗

2 ) = 0.

is equivalent to

Lϕ(φ) =
ϕf

M̄
, Y ∈ (Ȳ ∗

1 , Ȳ
∗
2 ) and φ(Ȳ

∗
1 ) = φ(Ȳ ∗

2 ) = 0.

This gives our result by the integration and noting that µf (c) is well-defined for ci > 0. □

Remark 4.4. There are two formulas for φ. For Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗
1 , Yc], we use the formula (4.32). For

Y ∈ [Yc, Ȳ
∗
2 ], we use the formula

φ(Y ) = −ϕ(Y )

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Y
Gf (Y

′)dY ′ − µf (c)ϕ(Y )

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Y

F (Y ′)

ϕ2(Y ′)
dY ′.(4.34)

We first give estimates for the first term in (4.32) and (4.34).
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Lemma 4.5. Assume that f is a real function and supp(f) ⊂ [Ȳ1− δ, Ȳ1]∪ [Ȳ2, Ȳ2+ δ] with eαw0f ∈
L∞. It holds that∣∣∣ϕ(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

Gf (Y
′)dY ′

∣∣∣ ≤
Cα−2e−αw0(Y )e−2α

∫ Ȳ1−δ
Y Fr(Y ′)dY ′∥eαw0f∥L∞ , Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗

1 , Ȳ1 − δ],

Cα−1e−αw0(Y )∥eαw0f∥L∞ , Y ∈ [Ȳ1 − δ, Yc],∣∣∣Im(ϕ(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

Gf (Y
′)dY ′

)∣∣∣ ≤
Cα−1cie

−αw0(Y )e−2α
∫ Ȳ1−δ
Y Fr(Y ′)dY ′∥eαw0f∥L∞ , Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗

1 , Ȳ1 − δ],

Ccie
−αw0(Y )∥eαw0f∥L∞ , Y ∈ [Ȳ1 − δ, Yc],

and for Y ∈ [Yc, Ȳ
∗
2 ],

α
∣∣∣ϕ(Y )

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Y
Gf (Y

′)dY ′
∣∣∣+ c−1

i

∣∣∣Im(ϕ(Y )

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Y
Gf (Y

′)dY ′
)∣∣∣ ≤ Ce−αw0(Y )∥eαw0f∥L∞ .

Moreover, we have∣∣∣ ∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Ȳ ∗
1

Gf (Y
′)dY ′

∣∣∣+ (αci)
−1
∣∣∣ ∫ Ȳ ∗

2

Ȳ ∗
1

Gf,i(Y
′)dY ′

∣∣∣ ≤ Ce−αw0(Yc)∥eαw0f∥L∞ .

Proof. In view of the definition of Gf (Y ) in (4.31) and supp(f) ⊂ [Ȳ1 − δ, Ȳ1]∪ [Ȳ2, Ȳ2 + δ], we know
that supp(Gf ) ⊂ [Ȳ ∗

1 , Ȳ1] ∪ [Ȳ2, Ȳ
∗
2 ] and Gf (Y ) has no singularity. The following inequalities are

used frequently: for Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗
1 , Ȳ1] ∪ [Ȳ2, Ȳ

∗
2 ],

|Y − Yc| ≳ 1, C−1 ≤ |F (Y )| ≤ C,

C−1α−1eα|wc(Y )| ≤ |ϕ(Y )|, |ϕr(Y )| ≤ Cα−1eα|wc(Y )|, |ϕi(Y )| ≤ Ccie
α|wc(Y )|,

(4.35)

which follow from Proposition 4.2. From (4.35), we know that for |Y − Yc| ≳ 1,∣∣∣∣ ϕM̄
∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣Re( ϕ

M̄

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C|ϕ| ≤ Cα−1eα|wc(Y )|,

∣∣∣∣Im( ϕ

M̄

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ccie
α|wc(Y )|,

|ϕ−2|+ |Re(ϕ−2)| ≤ Cα2e−2α|wc(Y )|, |Im(ϕ−2)| ≤ Cα3cie
−2α|wc(Y )|.

(4.36)

Estimates of Gf (Y ) and Gf,i(Y ):

Case 1. Y ∈ [Ȳ1 − δ, Ȳ1]. By using (4.36) and |wc(Y )| = −wc(Y ) for Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗
1 , Yc], we have

|Gf (Y )| ≤Cαe−2α|wc(Y )|
∫ Ȳ1

Y
e−αwc(Y ′)e−αw0(Y ′)dY ′∥eαw0f∥L∞

≤Cαe2αwc(Y )eαw0(Yc)

∫ Ȳ1

Y
e−2αw0(Y ′)dY ′∥eαw0f∥L∞

≤Ce−αw0(Yc)∥eαw0f∥L∞ ,

(4.37)

and

|Gf,i(Y )| ≤
∣∣∣Re( F (Y )

ϕ2(Y )

)∫ Y

Yc

Im
( ϕ(Y ′)

M̄(Y ′)

)
f(Y ′)dY ′

∣∣∣
+
∣∣∣Im( F (Y )

ϕ2(Y )

)∫ Y

Yc

Re
( ϕ(Y ′)

M̄(Y ′)

)
f(Y ′)dY ′

∣∣∣
≤Cα2cie

−2α|wc(Y )|
∫ Ȳ1

Y
e−αwc(Y ′)e−αw0(Y ′)dY ′∥eαw0f∥L∞

≤Cαcie−αw0(Yc)∥eαw0f∥L∞ .

(4.38)
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Case 2. Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗
1 , Ȳ1 − δ]. By using (4.36) again and similar argument as above, and supp(f) ⊂

[Ȳ1 − δ, Ȳ1] ∪ [Ȳ2, Ȳ2 + δ], we infer

|Gf (Y )|+ (αci)
−1|Gf,i(Y )| ≤Cαe−2α|wc(Y )|eαw0(Yc)

∫ Ȳ1

Ȳ1−δ
e−2αw0(Y ′)dY ′∥eαw0f∥L∞

≤Ce−αw0(Yc)e−2α
∫ Ȳ1−δ
Y Fr(Y ′)dY ′∥eαw0f∥L∞ .

(4.39)

Case 3. Y ∈ [Ȳ2, Ȳ2 + δ]. Similar to Case 1, we have

|Gf (Y )|+ (αci)
−1|Gf,i(Y )| ≤Cαe−2αwc(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ2

eαwc(Y ′)e−αw0(Y ′)dY ′∥eαw0f∥L∞

≤Cαe−αw0(Yc)e−2αwc(Y )|Y − Ȳ2|∥eαw0f∥L∞ .

(4.40)

Case 4. Y ∈ [Ȳ2 + δ, Ȳ ∗
2 ]. Similar to Case 2, we have

|Gf (Y )|+ (αci)
−1|Gf,i(Y )| ≤Cαe−2αwc(Y )

∫ Ȳ2+δ

Ȳ2

eαwc(Y ′)e−αw0(Y ′)dY ′∥eαw0f∥L∞

≤Cαe−αw0(Yc)e−2αwc(Y )|Ȳ2 + δ − Ȳ2|∥eαw0f∥L∞ .

(4.41)

Estimtes of ϕ(Y )
∫ Y
Ȳ ∗
1
Gf (Y

′)dY ′ and Im
(
ϕ(Y )

∫ Y
Ȳ ∗
1
Gf (Y

′)dY ′
)
for Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗

1 , Yc]:

Case 1. Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗
1 , Ȳ1 − δ]. By (4.39), we have∣∣∣ ∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

Gf (Y
′)dY ′

∣∣∣+ (αci)
−1
∣∣∣ ∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

Gf,i(Y
′)dY ′

∣∣∣ ≤Ce−αw0(Yc)

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

e−2α
∫ Ȳ1−δ

Y ′ Fr(Y ′′)dY ′′
dY ′∥eαw0f∥L∞

≤Cα−1e−αw0(Yc)e−2α
∫ Ȳ1−δ
Y Fr(Y ′)dY ′∥eαw0f∥L∞ ,

which along with Proposition 4.2 and (4.35) implies∣∣∣ϕ(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

Gf (Y
′)dY ′

∣∣∣+ (αci)
−1
∣∣∣Im(ϕ(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

Gf (Y
′)dY ′

)∣∣∣
≤ Cα−2eα|wc(Y )|e−αw0(Yc)e−2α

∫ Ȳ1−δ
Y Fr(Y ′)dY ′∥eαw0f∥L∞

≤ Cα−2e−αw0(Y )e−2α
∫ Ȳ1−δ
Y Fr(Y ′)dY ′∥eαw0f∥L∞ .

Case 2. Y ∈ [Ȳ1 − δ, Ȳ1]. By (4.37)-(4.39) and the above result, we have∣∣∣ ∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

Gf (Y
′)dY ′

∣∣∣+ (αci)
−1
∣∣∣ ∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

Gf,i(Y
′)dY ′

∣∣∣
≤ Ce−αw0(Yc)∥eαw0f∥L∞

(∫ Ȳ1−δ

Ȳ ∗
1

e−2α
∫ Ȳ1−δ

Y ′ Fr(Y ′′)dY ′′
dY ′ + Ce−αw0(Yc)

∫ Y

Ȳ1−δ
dY ′

)
≤ Ce−αw0(Yc)(α−1 + |Y − (Ȳ1 − δ)|)∥eαw0f∥L∞ ≤ Ce−αw0(Yc)∥eαw0f∥L∞ ,

(4.42)

which along with (4.35) implies∣∣∣ϕ(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

Gf (Y
′)dY ′

∣∣∣+ (αci)
−1
∣∣∣Im(ϕ(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

Gf (Y
′)dY ′)

∣∣∣
≤ Cα−1eα|wc(Y )|e−αw0(Yc)∥eαw0f∥L∞ ≤ Cα−1e−αw0(Y )∥eαw0f∥L∞ .
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Case 3. Y ∈ [Ȳ1, Yc]. For Y ∈ [Ȳ1, Yc − α−1], we have ϕ(Y ) ∼ α−1eα|wc(Y )| = α−1e−αwc(Y ) and
for Y ∈ [Yc − α−1, Yc], we have ϕ(Y ) ∼ |Y − Yc|+ ci, which along with (4.42) for Y = Ȳ1 gives∣∣∣ϕ(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

Gf (Y
′)dY ′

∣∣∣ ≤ Cα−1e−αwc(Y )
∣∣∣ ∫ Ȳ1

Ȳ ∗
1

Gf (Y
′)dY ′

∣∣∣ ≤ Cα−1e−αw0(Y )∥eαw0f∥L∞ ,

and ∣∣∣Im(ϕ(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

Gf (Y
′)dY ′

)∣∣∣ ≤Ccie−αw0(Y )∥eαw0f∥L∞ .

Estimtes of ϕ(Y )
∫ Ȳ ∗

2
Y Gf (Y

′)dY ′ and Im(ϕ(Y )
∫ Ȳ ∗

2
Y Gf (Y

′)dY ′) for Y ∈ [Yc, Ȳ
∗
2 ]:

Case 1. Y ∈ [Ȳ2 + δ, Ȳ ∗
2 ]. By (4.41), we have∣∣∣ ∫ Ȳ ∗

2

Y
Gf (Y

′)dY ′
∣∣∣+ (αci)

−1
∣∣∣ ∫ Ȳ ∗

2

Y
Gf,i(Y

′)dY ′
∣∣∣

≤ Cαe−αw0(Yc)|Ȳ2 + δ − Ȳ2|
∫ Ȳ ∗

2

Y
e−2αwc(Y ′)dY ′∥eαw0f∥L∞

≤ Ce−αw0(Yc)e−2αwc(Y )∥eαw0f∥L∞ ,

which along with (4.35) deduces∣∣∣ϕ(Y )

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Y
Gf (Y

′)dY ′
∣∣∣+ (αci)

−1
∣∣∣Im(ϕ(Y )

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Y
Gf (Y

′)dY ′
)∣∣∣ ≤Cα−1e−αw0(Y )∥eαw0f∥L∞ .

Case 2. Y ∈ [Ȳ2, Ȳ2 + δ]. By using the above result and (4.40), we have∣∣∣ ∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Y
Gf (Y

′)dY ′
∣∣∣+ (αci)

−1
∣∣∣ ∫ Ȳ ∗

2

Y
Gf,i(Y

′)dY ′
∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣ ∫ Ȳ ∗

2

Ȳ2+δ
Gf (Y

′)dY ′
∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣ ∫ Ȳ2+δ

Y
Gf (Y

′)dY ′
∣∣∣

≤ Ce−αw0(Yc)e−2αwc(Ȳ2+δ)∥eαw0f∥L∞

+ Cαe−αw0(Yc)

∫ Ȳ2+δ

Y
e−2αwc(Y ′)|Y ′ − Ȳ2|dY ′∥eαw0f∥L∞

≤ Ce−αw0(Yc)e−2αwc(Y )∥eαw0f∥L∞ ,

(4.43)

which along with (4.35) implies∣∣∣ϕ(Y )

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Y
Gf (Y

′)dY ′
∣∣∣+ (αci)

−1
∣∣∣Im(ϕ(Y )

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Y
Gf (Y

′)dY ′
)∣∣∣ ≤Cα−1e−αw0(Y )∥eαw0f∥L∞ .

Case 3. Y ∈ [Yc, Ȳ2]. For Y ∈ [Yc + α−1, Ȳ2], we have ϕ(Y ) ∼ α−1eαwc(Y ) and for Y ∈
[Yc, Yc + α−1], we have ϕ(Y ) ∼ |Y − Yc|+ ci, which along with (4.43) for Y = Ȳ2 gives∣∣∣ϕ(Y )

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Y
Gf (Y

′)dY ′
∣∣∣ ≤ Cα−1eαwc(Y )

∣∣∣ ∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Ȳ2

Gf (Y
′)dY ′

∣∣∣ ≤ Cα−1e−αw0(Y )∥eαw0f∥L∞ ,

and ∣∣∣Im(ϕ(Y )

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Y
Gf (Y

′)dY ′
)∣∣∣ ≤Ccie−αw0(Y )∥eαw0f∥L∞ .
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From the above estimates and the fact Gf (Y ) = 0 for Y ∈ [Ȳ1, Ȳ2], we deduce that∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Ȳ ∗
1

Gf (Y
′)dY ′ =

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Ȳ2

Gf (Y
′)dY ′ +

∫ Ȳ1

Ȳ ∗
1

Gf (Y
′)dY ′.

Then we have∣∣∣ ∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Ȳ ∗
1

Gf (Y
′)dY ′

∣∣∣+ (αci)
−1
∣∣∣ ∫ Ȳ ∗

2

Ȳ ∗
1

Gf,i(Y
′)dY ′

∣∣∣ ≤Ce−αw0(Yc)∥eαw0f∥L∞ .

□

Next we present the estimates for the numerator of the second term in (4.32) and (4.34).

Lemma 4.6. It holds that∣∣∣ϕ(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

F (Y ′)

ϕ2(Y ′)
dY ′

∣∣∣ ≤ Ce−α|wc(Y )|, Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗
1 , Yc],(4.44)

∣∣∣ϕ(Y )

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Y

F (Y ′)

ϕ2(Y ′)
dY ′

∣∣∣ ≤ Ce−α|wc(Y )|, Y ∈ [Yc, Ȳ
∗
2 ].(4.45)

Moreover, for the imaginary part, we have∣∣∣Im(ϕ(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

F (Y ′)

ϕ2(Y ′)
dY ′

)∣∣∣ ≤ Cciαe
−α|wc(Y )|, Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗

1 , Yc − α−1],(4.46)

∣∣∣Im(ϕ(Y )

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Y

F (Y ′)

ϕ2(Y ′)
dY ′

)∣∣∣ ≤ Cciαe
−α|wc(Y )|, Y ∈ [Yc + α−1, Ȳ ∗

2 ].(4.47)

Proof. We only give the proof for (4.44) and (4.46). The proof for (4.45) and (4.47) are similar and
we left details to readers.

For Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗
1 , Yc − α−1], since the function ϕ−2 has no singularity, we get by (4.35) that∣∣∣ϕ(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

F (Y ′)

ϕ2(Y ′)
dY ′

∣∣∣ ≤Cα−1eα|wc(Y )|
∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

α2e−2α|wc(Y ′)|dY ′ ≤ Ce−α|wc(Y )|,

and ∣∣∣Im(ϕ(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

F (Y ′)

ϕ2(Y ′)
dY ′

)∣∣∣ ≤Ccieα|wc(Y )|
∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

α2e−2α|wc(Y ′)|dY ′

+ Cα−1eα|wc(Y )|
∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

cie
α|wc(Y ”)|α3e−3α|wc(Y ′)|dY ′

≤Cαcie−α|wc(Y )|.

For Y ∈ [Yc − α−1, Yc], we get by Proposition 4.2 that∣∣∣ϕ(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

F (Y ′)

ϕ2(Y ′)
dY ′

∣∣∣ ≤C(|Y − Yc|+ ci)
(∫ Yc−α−1

Ȳ ∗
1

α2e−2α|wc(Y ′)|dY ′ +

∫ Y

Yc−α−1

1

|Y ′ − Yc|2 + c2i
dY ′

)
≤Cα(|Y − Yc|+ ci) + |Y − Yc||Y − Yc|−1 + cic

−1
i ≤ C ≤ Ce−α|wc(Y )|.

□

The following results are related to µf (c).
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Lemma 4.7. Assume that (α, c) ∈ H0 and |wc(Ȳ ∗
1 )| ≠ |wc(Ȳ ∗

2 )|. Then there exists C > 1 such that

C−1α ≤
∣∣∣ ∫ Ȳ ∗

2

Ȳ ∗
1

F (Y )

ϕ2(Y )
dY
∣∣∣ ≤ Cα,

Im
(∫ Ȳ ∗

2

Ȳ ∗
1

F (Y )

ϕ2(Y )
dY
)
= −

∂2Y M̄r(Yc)π

∂Y M̄r(Yc)3
+O(α2ci| log ci|).

Proof. Let I =
∫ Ȳ ∗

2

Ȳ ∗
1

F (Y )
ϕ2(Y )

dY . We can write

I = −
∫ Ȳ ∗

2

Ȳ ∗
1

M̄2(Y )

ϕ2(Y )
dY +

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Ȳ ∗
1

ϕ−2(Y )dY = I1 + I2.

According to Proposition 4.2, we first have

|I1| =
∣∣∣ ∫ Ȳ ∗

2

Ȳ ∗
1

M̄2(Y )

ϕ2(Y )
dY
∣∣∣ ≤ C

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Ȳ ∗
1

|Y − Yc|2

(α−1 sinh(α|Y − Yc|) + ci)2
≤ C.(4.48)

Notice that

|Im(M̄2/ϕ2)| ≤ |ϕ|−4(|(UB − cr)
2 − c2i ||ϕrϕi|+ ci(UB − c)|ϕ2r − ϕ2i |),

which implies

|Im(I1)| ≤ Cci

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Ȳ ∗
1

1

|Y − Yc|+ ci
dY + Cc3i

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Ȳ ∗
1

1

(|Y − Yc|+ ci)3
dY ≤ Cci| log ci|.(4.49)

Now we turn to focus on I2. We write

I2 =
1

∂Y ϕ(Yc)

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Ȳ ∗
1

∂Y ϕ(Y )

ϕ2(Y )
dY +

1

∂Y ϕ(Yc)

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Ȳ ∗
1

∂Y ϕ(Yc)− ∂Y ϕ(Y )

ϕ2(Y )
dY = I21 + I22.

For I21, we have

I21 =
1

∂Y M̄(Yc)

(
1

ϕ(Ȳ ∗
1 )

− 1

ϕ(Ȳ ∗
2 )

)
,

from which and (4.11), we deduce that |I21| ≤ C and |ImI21| ≤ Cci. We introduce

g(Y ) = ∂Y ϕ(Y )− ∂Y ϕ(Yc)−
∂2Y ϕ(Yc)

∂Y ϕ(Yc)∂Y ϕr(Yc)
∂Y ϕ(Y )ϕr(Y ),

which holds

g(Yc) = g′(Yc) = 0, |g(Y )| ≤ C|Y − Yc|2, |Img(Y )| ≤ Cci|Y − Yc|2.
Then we have

I22 =− 1

∂Y ϕ(Yc)

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Ȳ ∗
1

g(Y ′)

ϕ(Y )2
dY −

∂2Y ϕ(Yc)

(∂Y ϕ(Yc))2∂Y ϕr(Yc)

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Ȳ ∗
1

∂Y ϕ(Y )ϕr(Y )

ϕ2(Y )
dY

=− 1

∂Y ϕ(Yc)

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Ȳ ∗
1

g(Y ′)

ϕ(Y )2
dY +

∂2Y ϕ(Yc)

(∂Y ϕ(Yc))2∂Y ϕr(Yc)
log

ϕ(Ȳ ∗
2 )

ϕ(Ȳ ∗
1 )

+ i
∂2Y ϕ(Yc)

(∂Y ϕ(Yc))2∂Y ϕr(Yc)

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Ȳ ∗
1

ϕi(Y )∂Y ϕ(Y )

ϕ2(Y )
dY

=I122 + I222 + I322.
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For I122, we get

|I122| ≤ C

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Ȳ ∗
1

|Y − Yc|2

|Y − Yc|2 + c2i
dY ≤ C,

and

|ImI122| ≤Cci
∫ Ȳ ∗

2

Ȳ ∗
1

|g(Y ′)||Y − Yc|
(|Y − Yc|2 + c2i )

2
dY ′ + C

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Ȳ ∗
1

|Img(Y )|
|Y − Yc|2 + c2i

dY

≤Cci
∫ Ȳ ∗

2

Ȳ ∗
1

|Y − Yc|3

(|Y ′ − Yc|2 + c2i )
2
dY + Cci

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Ȳ ∗
1

|Y − Yc|2

|Y ′ − Yc|2 + c2i
dY ≤ Cci| log ci|.

For I222, by (4.7) and Proposition 4.2, ∂Y ϕr(Yc) = ∂Y M̄r(Yc) + O(ci(α + | log ci|)) and ∂2Y ϕ(Yc) =
∂2Y M̄(Yc) +O(α2ci). Then we have

∂2Y ϕ(Yc)

(∂Y ϕ(Yc))2∂Y ϕr(Yc)
=

∂2Y M̄(Yc)

(∂Y M̄(Yc))2∂Y M̄r(Yc)
+O(α2ci).(4.50)

Again by Proposition 4.2, we have

ϕ(Ȳ ∗
1 )

ϕ(Ȳ ∗
2 )

=
ψ(Ȳ ∗

1 )ϕ̃0(Ȳ
∗
1 )

ψ(Ȳ ∗
2 )ϕ̃0(Ȳ

∗
2 )

=
ψ(Ȳ ∗

1 )

ψ(Ȳ ∗
2 )

(1 + (
ϕ̃0(Ȳ

∗
1 )

ϕ̃0(Ȳ ∗
2 )

− 1)).(4.51)

According to (4.10), we have∣∣∣ψ(Ȳ ∗
1 )

ψ(Ȳ ∗
2 )

∣∣∣ ∼ eα|wc(Ȳ ∗
2 )|e−α|wc(Ȳ ∗

1 )| and arg
(ψ(Ȳ ∗

1 )

ψ(Ȳ ∗
2 )

)
= π +O(ci).(4.52)

On the other hand, by Proposition 4.2, we get∣∣∣ ϕ̃0(Ȳ ∗
1 )

ϕ̃0(Ȳ ∗
2 )

− 1
∣∣∣ ≤ Cα−1 logα and

∣∣∣Im( ϕ̃0(Ȳ ∗
1 )

ϕ̃0(Ȳ ∗
2 )

− 1
)∣∣∣ ≤ Cci| log ci|,

which implies ∣∣∣ ϕ̃0(Ȳ ∗
1 )

ϕ̃0(Ȳ ∗
2 )

∣∣∣ ∼ 1 and arg
( ϕ̃0(Ȳ ∗

1 )

ϕ̃0(Ȳ ∗
2 )

)
∼ ci| log ci|.(4.53)

By gathering (4.51), (4.52) and (4.53), we arrive at∣∣∣ϕ(Ȳ ∗
1 )

ϕ(Ȳ ∗
2 )

∣∣∣ ∼ eα|wc(Ȳ ∗
2 )|e−α|wc(Ȳ ∗

1 )| and arg
(ϕ(Ȳ ∗

1 )

ϕ(Ȳ ∗
2 )

)
= π +O(ci),

which along with (4.50) implies

|I222| ∼ α||wc(Ȳ ∗
1 )| − |wc(Ȳ ∗

2 )|| ∼ α, ImI222 = −
∂2Y M̄r(Yc)

∂Y M̄r(Yc)3
π +O(ci).

For I322, by Proposition 4.2, we have∣∣∣ ∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Ȳ ∗
1

ϕi(Y )∂Y ϕ(Y )

ϕ2(Y )
dY
∣∣∣ ≤∣∣∣ ∫ Ȳ ∗

2

Ȳ ∗
1

ϕ̃0,rψi∂Y ϕ(Y )

ϕ2(Y )
dY
∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣ ∫ Ȳ ∗

2

Ȳ ∗
1

ϕ̃0,iψr∂Y ϕ(Y )

ϕ2(Y )
dY
∣∣∣

≤Cci| log ci|+
∣∣∣ ∫ Ȳ ∗

2

Ȳ ∗
1

∂Y (ϕ̃0,rψi)

ϕ(Y )
dY
∣∣∣+ ci

∣∣∣ ∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Ȳ ∗
1

1

|ϕ(Y )|
dY
∣∣∣

≤ci(| log ci|+ α),
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which along with (4.50) implies that |I322| ≤ Cciα| log ci|. Putting I122 − I322 together, we get

|ReI22| ∼ α, ImI22 = −
∂2Y M̄r(Yc)π

∂Y M̄r(Yc)3
+O(ciα

2| log ci|).

Finally, we conclude that

|ReI2| ∼ α, ImI2 = −
∂2Y M̄r(Yc)π

∂Y M̄r(Yc)3
+O(ciα

2| log ci|).

□

4.3. Proof of Proposition 4.1. With results in Lemma 4.5-Lemma 4.7, we are in a position to
prove Proposition 4.1.

Proof. For Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗
1 , Yc], we use the formula (4.32) for φ(Y ). By Lemma 4.5-4.7 , we have∣∣∣ϕ(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

Gf (Y
′)dY ′

∣∣∣ ≤ Cα−1e−αw0(Y )∥eαw0f∥L∞ ,
∣∣∣ϕ(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

F (Y ′)

ϕ2(Y ′)
dY ′

∣∣∣ ≤ Ce−α|wc(Y )|,

∣∣∣ ∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Ȳ ∗
1

Gf (Y
′)dY ′

∣∣∣ ≤ Ce−αw0(Yc)∥eαw0f∥L∞ ,
∣∣∣ ∫ Ȳ ∗

2

Ȳ ∗
1

F (Y ′)

ϕ2(Y ′)
dY ′

∣∣∣ ≥ C−1α,

and for Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗
1 , Ȳ1 − δ],∣∣∣ϕ(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

Gf (Y
′)dY ′

∣∣∣ ≤Cα−2e−αw0(Y )e−2α
∫ Ȳ1−δ
Y Fr(Y ′)dY ′∥eαw0f∥L∞ ,

from which, we infer that for Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗
1 , Yc],

|φ(Y )| ≤ Cα−1e−αw0(Y )∥eαw0f∥L∞ .

Moreover, for Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗
1 , Ȳ1 − δ], we have

|φ(Y )| ≤Cα−2e−αw0(Y )e−2α
∫ Ȳ1−δ
Y Fr(Y ′)dY ′∥eαw0f∥L∞

+ Cα−1e−α|wc(Y )|e−αw0(Yc)∥eαw0f∥L∞

≤Cα−2e−αw0(Y )e−2α
∫ Ȳ1−δ
Y F

1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′∥eαw0f∥L∞ .

Similar procedure gives that for Y ∈ [Yc, Ȳ
∗
2 ],

|φ(Y )| ≤Cα−1e−αw0(Y )∥eαw0f∥L∞ .

Next we give the estimates for Imφ. Since φ satisfies Lcr[φ] = f with f = Ref + iImf , we divide
φ = φ1 + iφ2, where Lcr[φ1] = Ref, Lcr[φ2] = Imf . Then Imφ = Imφ1 − Reφ2. To estimate Reφ2,
we use the above estimates to obtain

|Reφ2(Y )| ≤ |φ2(Y )| ≤ Cα−1e−αw0(Y )∥eαw0Imf∥L∞ , Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗
1 , Ȳ

∗
2 ],

|Reφ2(Y )| ≤ |φ2(Y )| ≤ Cα−2e−αw0(Y )e−2α
∫ Ȳ1−δ
Y F

1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′∥eαw0Imf∥L∞ , Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗

1 , Ȳ1 − δ].

Then we focus on the estimates for Imφ1. By Lemma 4.5, for Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗
1 , Ȳ1 − δ], we have∣∣∣Im(ϕ(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

GRef (Y
′)dY ′

)∣∣∣ ≤Cα−1cie
−αw0(Y )e−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y Fr(Y ′)dY ′∥eαw0Ref∥L∞ ,(4.54)
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and for Y ∈ [Ȳ1 − δ, Ȳ1] ∪ [Ȳ2, Ȳ
∗
2 ],∣∣∣Im(ϕ(Y )

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Y
GRef (Y

′)dY ′
)∣∣∣ ≤Ccie−αw0(Y )∥eαw0Ref∥L∞ ,(4.55)

and ∣∣∣ ∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Ȳ ∗
1

GRef (Y
′)dY ′

∣∣∣+ (αci)
−1
∣∣∣ ∫ Ȳ ∗

2

Ȳ ∗
1

GRef,i(Y
′)dY ′

∣∣∣ ≤ Ce−αw0(Yc)∥eαw0Ref∥L∞ .

By Lemma 4.7, we have∣∣∣( ∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Ȳ ∗
1

F (Y ′)

ϕ2(Y ′)
dY ′

)−1∣∣∣ ≤ Cα−1,
∣∣∣Im((∫ Ȳ ∗

2

Ȳ ∗
1

F (Y ′)

ϕ2(Y ′)
dY ′

)−1)∣∣∣ ≤ Cα−2.

The above estimates along with Lemma 4.6 and (4.33) ensure that for Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗
1 , Ȳ1],∣∣∣Im(µRef (c)ϕ(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

F (Y ′)

ϕ2(Y ′)
dY ′

)∣∣∣ ≤Cα−2e−2α|wc(Y )|e−αw0(Y )∥eαw0Ref∥L∞

≤Cα−3e−αw0(Y )e−2α
∫ Ȳ1−δ
Y Fr(Y ′)dY ′∥eαw0Ref∥L∞ .

(4.56)

Similarly, for Y ∈ [Ȳ2, Ȳ
∗
2 ], we have∣∣∣Im(µRef (c)ϕ(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

F (Y ′)

ϕ2(Y ′)
dY ′

)∣∣∣ ≤ Cα−2e−αw0(Y )∥eαw0Ref∥L∞ ,(4.57)

which gives

|Imφ1(Y )| ≤ Cα−2e−αw0(Y )∥eαw0Ref∥L∞ , Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗
1 , Ȳ1] ∪ [Ȳ2, Ȳ

∗
2 ],

|Imφ1(Y )| ≤ Cα−3e−αw0(Y )e−2α
∫ Ȳ1−δ
Y Fr(Y ′)dY ′∥eαw0Ref∥L∞ , Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗

1 , Ȳ1 − δ].

In the end, we combine the estimates of Reφ2 to obtain the results of Imφ. □

5. Inner-outer gluing iteration scheme

The goal of this section is to construct a homogeneous solution P (Y ) to the following systemL[P ] = ∂2Y P − 2∂Y M̄

M̄
∂Y P − α2(1− M̄2)P = 0,

lim
Y→+∞

P (Y ) = 0,
(5.1)

such that P (Y ) contains the interaction between the supersonic regime and the critical layer in the
subsonic regime. We point out that the solution to (5.1) doesn’t give a restriction at Y = 0.

5.1. Roadmap of our construction. We introduce the inner-outer gluing iteration.

• The initial step. In this step, we give the leading order P (0)(Y ) of the solution P (Y ). That

is, P (0) = P0,0 + P0,1 + P0,2. The operators G1, G2,nloc and G2,loc related to the inner-outer gluing
iteration are defined in Section 2.3. We define that for any Y ≥ 0,

P0,0(Y ) = G1(A).

We split L[P0,0] = H1[A] +H2[A], where H1[A] and H2[A] are the errors in the regime near and far
away from critical layer respectively. The exact formulas of H1[·] and H2[·] are given in (5.7).

We define

P0,1(Y ) = G2,nloc ◦ φ0, φ0 = L−1
cr (−H1[A]).
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Then we have

L[P0,1] = −H1[A] +H3[φ0] +H4[φ0],

where H4[φ0] and H3[φ0] are the errors related to φ0 in the regime near and far away from the
critical layer respectively. The exact formulas of H3[·] and H4[·] are given in (5.7). Therefore, we
obtain

L[P0,0 + P0,1] = H2[A] +H3[φ0] +H4[φ0],

We write

H3[φ0] = Hncr
3 [φ0] +Hsup

3 [φ0].

We define

P0,2(Y ) = G1 ◦ P̃ (1)
0,2 + χ̄1P̃

(2)
0,2 (Y ), P̃

(1)
0,2 = L−1

app(−H2[A]−Hncr
3 [φ0]),(5.2)

where χ̄1 is a smooth cut-off function supported in the supersonic regime, and the reverse wave P̃
(2)
0,2

satisfies

L[P̃ (2)
0,2 ] = −Hsup

3 [φ0] + (Q1 +Q2)P̃
(2)
0,2 ,(5.3)

and is given by

P̃
(2)
0,2 (Y ) =− κ−1πA(Y )

∫ +∞

Y

B(Z)M̄−2Hsup
3 [φ0](Z)dZ − κ−1πB(Y )

∫ Y

0

A(Z)M̄−2Hsup
3 [φ0](Z)dZ.(5.4)

We emphasize that P̃
(2)
0,2 (Y ) is the key part to obtain the instability, which carries the effect of the

critical layer and oscillates in the supersonic regime. Then we have

L[P0,2] = −H2[A]−H3[φ0] +H1[P̃
(1)
0,2 ] +H2[P̃

(1)
0,2 ] + H̃21[P̃

(2)
0,2 ],

which implies

L[P (0)] = H4[φ0] +H1[P̃
(1)
0,2 ]︸ ︷︷ ︸

near critical layer

+H2[P̃
(1)
0,2 ] + H̃21[P̃

(2)
0,2 ]︸ ︷︷ ︸

away from critical layer

.

• Iteration scheme. For j = 1, we define

P1,1(Y ) = G2,loc ◦ φ1, φ1 = L−1
cr (−H1[P̃

(1)
0,2 ]−H4[φ0]).

Then we have

L[P1,1] =−H4[φ0]−H1[P̃
(1)
0,2 ] + H̃3[φ1] +H4[φ1],

where H̃3[φ1] is the error related to φ1 and the support of H̃3[φ1] lies in the regime away from the
critical layer and the supersonic regime. Next we define

P1,2(Y ) = G1 ◦ P̃1,2, P̃1,2 = L−1
app(−H2[P̃

(1)
0,2 ]− H̃21[P̃

(2)
0,2 ]− H̃3[φ1]).

Then we denote P (1) = P1,1 + P1,2 and we obtain

L[P (0) + P (1)] = H1[P̃1,2] +H2[P̃1,2] +H4[φ1] := Err(1)(Y ).

For any j ≥ 2, we assume that Err(j−1)(Y ) is the error from the (j − 1)−th iteration with the form

of Err(j−1) = H4[φj−1] +H1[P̃j−1,2] +H2[P̃j−1,2]. We define

Pj,1(Y ) = G2,loc ◦ φj , φj = L−1
cr (−H1[P̃j−1,2]−H4[φj−1]),(5.5)

Pj,2(Y ) = G1 ◦ P̃j,2, P̃j,2 = L−1
app(−H2[P̃j−1,2]− H̃3[φj ]).(5.6)
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Therefore, we obtain that P (j) = Pj,1 + Pj,2 satisfies

L[P (j)] =−H4[φj−1]−H1[P̃j−1,2](Y )−H2[P̃j−1,2](Y )

+H4[φj ] +H1[P̃j,2](Y ) +H2[P̃j,2](Y ) = −Err(j−1)(Y ) + Err(j)(Y ).

We can obtain iteratively that L[
∑N

j=0 P
(j)] = Err(N)(Y ). Then we know P =

∑∞
j=0 P

(j) solves

(5.1) formally.

Proposition 5.1. Let (α, c) ∈ H0. Then
∑∞

j=0 P
(j) converges in W 2,∞

w0 and P =
∑∞

j=0 P
(j) is a

solution to (5.1). Moreover, we have

∂Y P (0) = ∂YA(0) + ∂Y P̃
(1)
0,2 (0) + ∂Y P̃

(2)
0,2 (0) +

∞∑
j=1

∂Y P̃j,2(0).

We give the definitions related to the errors in the process of iteration:

H1[P̃ ] =χ

(
(Q1 +Q2)χ1P̃ − α2F

∫ +∞

Y
∂Zχ1P̃ dZ

)
+ ∂Y χ1∂Y P̃ ,

H2[P̃ ] =(1− χ)

(
(Q1 +Q2)χ1P̃ − α2F

∫ +∞

Y
∂Zχ1P̃ dZ

)
=: H21[P̃ ] +H22[P̃ ],

H̃21[P̃ ] =

(
χ̄1(Q1 +Q2) + ∂2Y χ̄1 −

2∂Y M̄

M̄
∂Y χ̄1

)
P̃ + 2∂Y χ̄1∂Y P̃ ,

with supp(H̃21[P̃ ]) ⊂ [0,
3

2
Ȳ ] ⊂ [0, Y −],

H3[φ] =2∂Y χ2M̄φ+ (1− χ)(1− χ̄)(1− M̄2)KB[φ] + χ̄(1− M̄2)KB[φ]

=:H31[φ] +H
(1)
32 [φ]︸ ︷︷ ︸

Hncr
3 [φ]

+H
(2)
32 [φ]︸ ︷︷ ︸

Hsup
3 [φ]

,

H̃3[φ] =2∂Y χ2M̄φ+
(
(1− M̄2)χ3(1− χ) + α−2(

2∂Y M̄

M̄
∂Y χ3 − ∂2Y χ3)

)
KB[φ]

=:H31[φ] + H̃32[φ],

H4[φ] =χ(1− M̄2)KB[φ].

(5.7)

Here

Q2(Y ) = −α2Fi(Y )χ0(Y ), KB[f ](Y ) =

∫ +∞

Y
∂Z

(∂Zχ2M̄
2

1− M̄2

)
M̄−1fdZ.(5.8)

Remark 5.2. We gather the relation of the support of these cut-off functions as follows. Let δ0 ∼ 1
be a positive constant dependent of distance Yc−Y0, but independent of α. Let Ȳ lie in the supersonic
regime such that 0 < 3

2 Ȳ ≤ 9
10Y0 < Y −.

(1) The smooth cut-off function χ1(Y ) satisfies χ1(Y ) = 1 for Y ∈ [0, Y1]∪[Y2,+∞) and χ1(Y ) =
0 for Y ∈ [Y1 + δ0, Y2 − δ0], where

Y1 + 2δ0 < Yc < Y2 − 2δ0.

In section 4, we take Ȳ1 = Y1+δ0, Ȳ2 = Y2−δ0 and δ = 3δ0. Thus we write Ȳ1−δ = Y1−2δ0.
(2) The smooth cut-off function χ̄1(Y ) satisfies χ̄1(Y ) = 1 for Y ∈ [0, Ȳ ] and χ̄1(Y ) = 0 for

Y ∈ [32 Ȳ ,+∞). The smooth cut-off function χ̄(Y ) satisifes supp(χ̄) = [0, Ȳ ], which holds
that χ̄χ̄1 = χ̄.
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(3) The smooth cut-off function χ(Y ) satisfies χ(Y ) = 1 for Y ∈ [Y1 − δ0, Y2 + δ0] and χ(Y ) = 0
for Y ∈ [0, Y1 − 2δ0] ∪ [Y2 + 2δ0,+∞).

(4) The smooth cut-off function χ2(Y ) satisfies χ2(Y ) = 1 for Y ∈ [Y ∗
1 , Y

∗
2 ] and χ2(Y ) = 0 for

Y ∈ [0, Y ∗
1 − δ0] ∪ [Y ∗

2 + δ0,+∞), where

Ȳ ∗
1 + 2δ0 < Y ∗

1 < Y1 − 3δ0 and Y2 + 3δ0 < Y ∗
2 < Ȳ ∗

2 − 2δ0.

(5) The smooth cut-off function χ3(Y ) satisfies χ3(Y ) = 1 for Y ≥ Ȳ ∗
1 and χ3(Y ) = 0 for

Y ≤ Ȳ ∗∗
1 , where

Y + + 2δ0 < Ȳ ∗∗
1 < Ȳ ∗

1 − 2δ0.

(6) The smooth cut-off function χ0(Y ) satisfies χ0(Y ) = 1 for Y ∈ [0, Ȳ ∗
2 + δ0] and χ0(Y ) = 0

for Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗
2 + 2δ0,+∞).

5.2. Proof of Proposition 5.1. By the construction of P (Y ) introduced above, we know that for

j = 0, P (0)(Y ) = P0,0(Y ) + P0,1(Y ) + P0,2(Y ), where

P0,0(Y ) = G1(A), P0,1(Y ) = G2,nloc ◦ φ0, P0,2(Y ) = G1 ◦ P̃ (1)
0,2 + χ̄1P̃

(2)
0,2 (Y ).(5.9)

For j ≥ 1, we have P (j)(Y ) = Pj,1(Y ) + Pj,2(Y ), where

Pj,1(Y ) = G2,loc ◦ φj , Pj,2(Y ) = G1 ◦ P̃j,2.(5.10)

We introduce the following notations related to P̃j,2. For j = 0, we denote

P̃0,2(Y ) := P̃
(1)
0,2 (Y ) = A0(Y )A(Y ) + B0(Y )B(Y ), P̃

(2)
0,2 (Y ) = Ã0(Y )A(Y ) + B̃0(Y )B(Y ).(5.11)

For j ≥ 1, we denote

P̃j,2(Y ) = Aj(Y )A(Y ) + Bj(Y )B(Y ).(5.12)

To avoid heavy notations, we put the definitions of (Aj(Y ),Bj(Y )), j ≥ 0 and (Ã0(Y ), B̃0(Y )) in
the next subsection (see the precise definitions in (5.23)-(5.24)).

We introduce the following functional space

X :=
{
u ∈W 2,∞

w0
: ∥u∥X < +∞

}
,

where

∥u∥X := α∥u∥L∞
w0

+ ∥∂Y u∥L∞
w0

+ α−1∥∂2Y u∥L∞
w0
.

Our goal is to prove the convergence of the series
∑∞

j=0 P
(j) in X . For this purpose, we introduce

that for j ≥ 1,

Ej =∥Aj∥L∞ + α∥Aj∥L∞([0,Y ∗
2 ]) + α∥Bj∥L∞

2w0

+ α− 5
6 ∥φj∥L∞

w0
+ α

1
6 e

2α
∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ

∥φj∥L∞
w0

([Ȳ ∗
1 ,Y

∗
1 ]),

and for j = 0,

E0 =∥A0∥L∞ + α∥A0∥L∞([0,Y ∗
2 ]) + α∥B0∥L∞

2w0
+ αeαw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)(∥Ã0∥L∞([0,Y −]) + ∥B̃0∥L∞([0,Y −]))

+ α− 5
6 ∥φ0∥L∞

w0
+ α

1
6 e

2α
∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ

∥φ0∥L∞
w0

([Ȳ ∗
1 ,Y

∗
1 ]).

The following two propositions will be used frequently. The proof is left to subsequent subsections.
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Proposition 5.3. Let (α, c) ∈ H0. It holds that for j = 0,

∥φ0∥L∞
w0

+ αe
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ

∥φ0∥L∞
w0

([Ȳ ∗
1 ,Y

∗
1 ]) ≤ Cα

5
6 ,

and for j ≥ 1,

∥φj∥L∞
w0

+ αe
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ

∥φj∥L∞
w0

([Ȳ ∗
1 ,Y

∗
1 ]) ≤Cα− 1

6Ej−1.

Proposition 5.4. Let (α, c) ∈ H0. It holds that for j = 0,

∥A0∥L∞ + α∥A0∥L∞([0,Y ∗
2 ]) + α∥B0∥L∞

2w0
+ αeαw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)(∥Ã0∥L∞([0,Y −]) + ∥B̃0∥L∞([0,Y −])) ≤ C,

and for j ≥ 1,

∥Aj∥L∞ + α∥Aj∥L∞([0,Y ∗
2 ]) + α∥Bj∥L∞

2w0
≤ α−1Ej−1.

5.2.1. Estimates of Pj,1. Recall that φj is the solution of the Rayleigh type equation on interval
[Ȳ ∗

1 , Ȳ
∗
2 ]:

Lcr[φj ] = ∂Y

( gj
1− M̄2

)
,(5.13)

where we denote

fj = ∂Y

( gj
1− M̄2

)
, j ≥ 0, g0 = −H1[A], gj = −(H1[P̃j−1,2] +H4[φj−1]), j ≥ 1,(5.14)

and we extend φj = 0 for Y ∈ R+/[Ȳ
∗
1 , Ȳ

∗
2 ]. Then ∥φj∥L∞

w0
= ∥φj∥L∞

w0
([Ȳ ∗

1 ,Ȳ
∗
2 ]). It is easy to verify

that P̃j,1 satisfies the following equation on [Ȳ ∗
1 , Ȳ

∗
2 ]:

L[P̃j,1] = gj , ∂Y P̃j,1 = M̄φj .

By the definition of Pj,1 in (5.9), we have

∂Y P0,1 =χ2∂Y P̃j,1 = χ2M̄φ0,

∂2Y P0,1 =χ2(2∂Y M̄φ0 + α2(1− M̄2)P̃0,1 + g0) + ∂Y χ2M̄φ0,
(5.15)

and for j ≥ 1,

∂Y Pj,1 =χ2∂Y P̃j,1 − ∂Y χ3

∫ +∞

Y
χ2M̄φjdZ,

∂2Y Pj,1 =χ2(2∂Y M̄φj + α2(1− M̄2)P̃j,1 + gj) + ∂Y χ2M̄φj − ∂2Y χ3

∫ +∞

Y
χ2M̄φjdZ.

(5.16)

Lemma 5.5. Let (α, c) ∈ H0. It holds that for j ≥ 0,

∥Pj,1∥X ≤ Cα− 1
6Ej−1,

where we define E−1 = α.

Proof. For j = 0, according to the definition of P0,1 in (5.9) and (5.15) , we have

∥P0,1∥L∞
w0

≤ C∥φ0∥L∞
w0

∫ +∞

Y
χ2|M̄ |e−αw0(Z)dZ ≤ Cα−1∥φ0∥L∞

w0
,

∥∂Y P0,1∥L∞
w0

≤ ∥χ2∂Y P̃0,1∥L∞
w0

≤ C∥φ0∥L∞
w0
,

∥∂2Y P0,1∥L∞
w0

≤ C∥φ0∥L∞
w0

+ Cα2∥P̃0,1∥L∞
w0

+ C∥χ2f0∥L∞
w0

+ C∥∂Y χ2M̄φ0∥L∞
w0

≤ Cα∥φ0∥L∞
w0

+ C∥χ2g0∥L∞
w0
.
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For j ≥ 1, we use (5.9), (5.16) and the fact |
∫ +∞
Y χ2M̄φjdZ| ≤ Cα−1∥φj∥L∞

w0
to imply

∥Pj,1∥L∞
w0

≤ Cα−1∥φj∥L∞
w0
,

∥∂Y Pj,1∥L∞
w0

≤ C∥φj∥L∞
w0

+ Cα−1∥φj∥L∞
w0

≤ C∥φj∥L∞
w0
,

∥∂2Y Pj,1∥L∞
w0

≤ Cα∥φj∥L∞
w0

+ C∥χ2gj∥L∞
w0
.

Then we are left with the estimates of ∥χ2gj∥L∞
w0
. For j = 0, we use χ2H1[A] = H1[A] with the

definition in (5.7) to get

∥χ2g0∥L∞
w0

=∥H1[A]∥L∞
w0

≤ Cα∥A∥L∞
w0

([Y ∗
1 ,Y

∗
2 ]) + C∥∂YA∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 ,Y
∗
2 ]) ≤ Cα

5
6 ,

where we have used |A(Y )|+α−1|∂YA(Y )| ≤ Cα− 1
6 e−αw0(Y ) for Y ∈ [Y ∗

1 , Y
∗
2 ] in the last step. Then

we get by Proposition 5.3 that

∥P0,1∥X ≤ C∥φ0∥L∞
w0

+ Cα−1∥χ2g0∥L∞
w0

≤ C∥φ0∥L∞
w0

+ Cα− 1
6 ≤ Cα

5
6 .

For j ≥ 1, we have

χ2gj = −χ2(H1[P̃j−1,2] +H4[φj−1]) = −(H1[P̃j−1,2] +H4[φj−1]).

Notice that

∥H1[P̃j−1,2]∥L∞
w0

≤∥χ(Q1 +Q2)χ1P̃j−1,2∥L∞
w0

+ α2
∥∥∥χF (Y )

∫ +∞

Y
∂Zχ1(Z)P̃j−1,2(Z)dZ

∥∥∥
L∞
w0

+ ∥∂Y χ1∂Y Pj−1,2∥L∞
w0

≤Cα∥P̃j−1,2∥L∞
w0

([Y ∗
1 ,Y

∗
2 ]) + C∥∂Y P̃j−1,2∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 ,Y
∗
2 ])

≤Cα− 1
6 (α∥Aj−1∥L∞([0,Y ∗

2 ]) + α∥Bj−1∥L∞
2w0

) ≤ Cα− 1
6Ej−1,

and by Lemma 6.2, we have

∥H4[φj−1]∥L∞
w0

≤
∥∥χ(1− M̄2)KB[φj−1]

∥∥
L∞
w0

≤ Cα−1∥φj−1∥L∞
w0

≤ Cα− 1
6Ej−1,

which give

∥χ2gj∥L∞
w0

≤Cα− 1
6Ej−1.

Thus, by Proposition 5.3, we infer that for j ≥ 1,

∥Pj,1∥X ≤C∥φj∥L∞
w0

+ Cα−1∥χ2gj∥L∞
w0

≤ Cα− 1
6Ej−1.

□

5.2.2. Estimates about Pj,2. According to the definition of Pj,2, we have

P0,2 = χ1P̃0,2 +

∫ +∞

Y
∂Zχ1P̃0,2(Z)dZ + χ̄1P̃

(2)
0,2 ,

∂Y P0,2 = χ1∂Y P̃0,2 + χ̄1∂Y P̃
(2)
0,2 + ∂Y χ̄1P̃

(2)
0,2 ,

∂2Y P0,2 = χ1

(
2
∂Y M̄

M̄
∂Y P̃0,2 + α2(1− M̄2)P̃0,2 + h

(1)
0

)
+ ∂Y χ1∂Y P̃0,2

+ χ̄1

(
2
∂Y M̄

M̄
∂Y P̃

(2)
0,2 + α2(1− M̄2)P̃

(2)
j,2 + h

(2)
0

)
+ 2∂Y χ̄1∂Y P̃

(2)
0,2 + ∂2Y χ̄1P̃

(2)
0,2 .

(5.17)
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and for j ≥ 1,

Pj,2 =χ1P̃j,2 +

∫ +∞

Y
∂Zχ1P̃j,2(Z)dZ, ∂Y Pj,2 = χ1∂Y P̃j,2,

∂2Y Pj,2 =χ1

(
2
∂Y M̄

M̄
∂Y P̃j,2 + α2(1− M̄2)P̃j,2 + hj

)
+ ∂Y χ1∂Y P̃j,2,

(5.18)

where

h
(1)
0 = −H2[A]−H31[φ0]−H

(1)
32 [φ0], h

(2)
0 = −H(2)

32 [φ0],

h1 = −H2[P̃
(1)
0,2 ]− H̃21[P̃

(2)
0,2 ]− H̃3[φ1], hj = −H2[P̃j−1,2]− H̃3[φj ], j ≥ 2.

(5.19)

Lemma 5.6. Let (α, c) ∈ H0. It holds that for j ≥ 0,

∥Pj,2∥X ≤ Cα− 1
6Ej−1,

where we define E−1 = α.

Proof. For j = 0, by (5.17) and Proposition 5.4, we get

∥P0,2∥L∞
w0

≤C∥χ1P̃0,2∥L∞
w0

+ C

∥∥∥∥∫ +∞

Y
∂Zχ1P̃0,2(Z)dZ

∥∥∥∥
L∞
w0

+ ∥χ̄1P̃
(2)
0,2 ∥L∞

w0

≤C(∥A0A∥L∞
w0

([0,Y ∗
2 ]) + ∥A0A∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

2 ,∞)) + ∥B0B∥L∞
w0
)

+ C(∥Ã0A∥L∞([0, 3
2
Ȳ ]) + ∥B̃0B∥L∞([0, 3

2
Ȳ ]))

≤C(∥A0∥L∞
w0

([0,Y ∗
2 ]) + α− 1

6 ∥A0∥L∞
w0

+ ∥B0∥L∞
w0
)

+ Cα− 1
6 (∥Ã0∥L∞([0,Y −]) + ∥B̃0∥L∞([0,Y −])) ≤ Cα− 1

6 ,

and

∥∂Y P0,2∥L∞
w0

≤C∥χ1∂Y P̃0,2∥L∞
w0

+ ∥χ̄1∂Y P̃
(2)
0,2 ∥L∞

w0
+ ∥∂Y χ̄1P̃

(2)
0,2 ∥L∞

w0

≤Cα(∥A0∥L∞
w0

([0,Y ∗
2 ]) + α− 1

6 ∥A0∥L∞
w0

+ ∥B0∥L∞
w0
)

+ Cα
5
6 (∥Ã0∥L∞([0,Y −]) + ∥B̃0∥L∞([0,Y −])) ≤ Cα

5
6 ,

and

∥∂2Y P0,2∥L∞
w0

≤C(∥χ1∂Y P̃0,2∥L∞
w0

+ α2∥P̃0,2∥L∞
w0

+ ∥χ1g
(1)
0 ∥L∞

w0
) + C∥∂Y χ1∂Y P̃0,2∥L∞

w0

+ C(∥χ̄1∂Y P̃
(2)
0,2 ∥L∞

w0
+ α2∥χ̄1P̃

(2)
0,2 ∥L∞

w0
+ ∥χ̄1f

(2)
0 ∥L∞

w0
)

+ C(∥∂Y χ̄1∂Y P̃
(2)
0,2 ∥L∞

w0
+ ∥∂2Y χ̄1P̃

(2)
0,2 ∥L∞

w0
)

≤Cα
11
6 + C∥χ1h

(1)
0 ∥L∞

w0
+ C∥χ̄1h

(2)
0 ∥L∞

w0
.

Using the similar argument as above and (5.18), we infer that for j ≥ 1,

∥Pj,2∥L∞
w0

≤ Cα− 1
6 (α∥Aj∥L∞

w0
([0,Y ∗

2 ]) + ∥Aj∥L∞
w0

+ α∥Bj∥L∞
w0
) ≤ Cα− 7

6Ej−1,

∥∂Y Pj,2∥L∞
w0

≤ Cα
5
6 (α∥Aj∥L∞

w0
([0,Y ∗

2 ]) + ∥Aj∥L∞
w0

+ α∥Bj∥L∞
w0
) ≤ Cα− 1

6Ej−1,

∥∂2Y Pj,2∥L∞
w0

≤ Cα
11
6 (α∥Aj∥L∞

w0
([0,Y ∗

2 ]) + ∥Aj∥L∞
w0

+ α∥Bj∥L∞
w0
) + C∥χ1hj∥L∞

w0

≤ Cα
5
6Ej−1 + C∥χ1hj∥L∞

w0
.
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Next we focus on ∥χ1h
(1)
0 ∥L∞

w0
, ∥χ̄1h

(2)
0 ∥L∞

w0
and ∥χ1hj∥L∞

w0
for j ≥ 1, where h

(1)
0 , h

(2)
0 and hj (j ≥ 1)

are given in (5.19). For j = 0, we infer from Proposition 5.3 that

∥H2[A]∥L∞
w0

≤C∥(1− χ)(Q1 +Q2)χ1A∥L∞
w0

+ Cα2

∥∥∥∥F (Y )

∫ +∞

Y
∂Zχ1(Z)A(Z)dZ

∥∥∥∥
L∞
w0

≤C + Cα
5
6 ≤ Cα

5
6 ,

∥H31[φ0]∥L∞
w0

≤C∥∂Y χ2M̄φ0∥L∞
w0

≤ Cα
5
6 ,

∥H(1)
32 [φ0]∥L∞

w0
≤C∥(1− χ)(1− χ̄1)(1− M̄2)KB[φ0]∥L∞

w0
≤ Cα−1∥φ0∥L∞

w0
≤ Cα− 1

6 ,

∥H(2)
32 [φ0]∥L∞

w0
≤C∥χ̄1(1− M̄2)KB[φ0]∥L∞

w0
≤ Cα−1∥φ0∥L∞

w0
≤ Cα− 1

6 ,

which imply

∥χ1h
(1)
0 ∥L∞

w0
≤ Cα

5
6 , ∥χ̄1h

(2)
0 ∥L∞

w0
≤ Cα− 1

6 .

Thus, we obtain

∥P0,2∥X ≤ Cα
5
6 .

For j ≥ 1, we get by Proposition 5.3 that

∥H2[P̃j−1,2]∥L∞
w0

≤C∥(1− χ)(Q1 +Q2)χ1P̃j−1,2∥L∞
w0

+ Cα2∥F (Y )

∫ +∞

Y
∂Zχ1(Z)P̃j−1,2(Z)dZ∥L∞

w0

≤C(α
5
6 ∥Aj−1∥L∞([0,Y ∗

2 ]) + α− 1
6 ∥Aj−1∥L∞ + α

5
6 ∥Bj−1∥L∞

2w0
) ≤ Cα− 1

6Ej−1,

and

∥H̃3[φj ]∥L∞
w0

≤C∥∂Y χ2M̄φj∥L∞
w0

+ C∥KB[φj ]∥L∞
w0

≤ C∥φj∥L∞
w0

≤ Cα− 1
6Ej−1,

and

∥H̃21[P̃
(2)
0,2 ]∥L∞

w0
≤C(∥P̃ (2)

0,2 ∥L∞([0, 3
2
Ȳ ]) + ∥∂Y P̃ (2)

0,2 ∥L∞([0, 3
2
Ȳ ]))

≤Cα
5
6 (∥Ã0∥L∞([0,Y −]) + ∥B̃0∥L∞([0,Y −])) ≤ Cα− 1

6E0,

which imply

∥χ1h1∥L∞
w0

≤ Cα− 1
6E0, ∥χ1hj∥L∞

w0
≤ Cα− 1

6Ej−1, j ≥ 2.

Thus, we conclude that for j ≥ 1,

∥Pj,2∥X ≤Cα− 1
6Ej−1 + Cα−1∥χ1hj∥L∞

w0
≤ Cα− 1

6Ej−1.

□

5.2.3. Convergence of the iteration. In this part, we give the proof of the convergence of the series∑∞
j=0 P

(j) in X . To achieve this, we need the following lemma related to the iteration scheme.

Lemma 5.7. Let (α, c) ∈ H0, then we have for j ≥ 0,

Ej ≤ Cα−1Ej−1 ≤ Cα−j ,

where we define E−1 = α.
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Proof. By Proposition 5.3 and Proposition 5.4, we have E0 ≤ C, and for j ≥ 1,

∥Aj∥L∞ + α∥Aj∥L∞([0,Y ∗
2 ]) + α∥Bj∥L∞

2w0
≤ Cα−1Ej−1,

α− 5
6 ∥φj∥L∞

w0
+ α

1
6 e

2α
∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ

∥φ0∥L∞
w0

([Ȳ ∗
1 ,Y

∗
1 ]) ≤ Cα−1Ej−1.

Hence, for j ≥ 0, we have

Ej ≤ Cα−1Ej−1 ≤ Cα−j .

□

Now we are in a position to prove Proposition 5.1.

Proof of Proposition 5.1 . Recall that

P (0)(Y ) = P0,0(Y ) + P0,1(Y ) + P0,2(Y ),

and it is easy to get ∥P0,0∥X ≤ Cα
5
6 . This along with Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 5.6 deduces that for

j = 0,

∥P (0)∥X ≤ Cα
5
6 + Cα− 1

6E−1 ≤ Cα
5
6 .

For j ≥ 1, recall that P (j) = Pj,1 + Pj,2, which along with Lemma 5.5-5.7 implies

∥P (j)∥X ≤ Cα− 1
6Ej−1 ≤ Cα−j+ 5

6 .

Therefore, we have

∥
∞∑
j=0

P (j)∥X ≤
∞∑
j=0

∥P (j)∥X ≤ Cα
5
6 +

∞∑
j=1

α−j+ 5
6 ≤ Cα

5
6 .

By the definition of P (j)(Y ), we know that

∂Y P
(0)(0) = ∂YA(0) + ∂Y P̃

(1)
0,2 (0) + ∂Y P̃

(2)
0,2 (0), ∂Y P

(j)(0) = ∂Y P̃j,2(0),

which implies

∂Y P (0) = ∂YA(0) + ∂Y P̃
(1)
0,2 (0) + ∂Y P̃

(2)
0,2 (0) +

∞∑
j=1

∂Y P̃j,2(0).

□

5.3. Proof of Proposition 5.3. Since φj , j ≥ 0 satisfies Rayleigh type equation (5.13), we finish
the proof of Proposition 5.3 by using Proposition 4.1 and Lemma 5.8 directly.

Lemma 5.8. For (α, c) ∈ H0, it holds that

∥f0∥L∞
w0

≤ Cα
11
6 , ∥fj∥L∞

w0
≤ Cα

5
6Ej−1, j ≥ 1,

with supp(fj) ⊂ [Y1 − 2δ0, Y1 + δ0] ∪ [Y2 − δ0, Y2 + 2δ0] for j ≥ 0. Here fj is given in (5.14).

Proof. We first estimate f0. Recalling the definition of H1(A), a direct calculation gives

f0 =∂Y χ1

(
α2A+

∂2YA

1− M̄2

)
+ ∂Y

(
∂Y χ1

1− M̄2

)
∂YA+ ∂Y

(
χχ1(Q1 +Q2)A

1− M̄2

)
+ α2∂Y χ

∫ +∞

Y
∂Zχ1AdZ.
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According to L[A] = (Q1 +Q2)A, we get

∂2YA = 2
∂Y M̄

M̄
∂YA+ α2(1− M̄2)A+ (Q1 +Q2)A,

which gives

f0 =2α2∂Y χ1A+
∂Y χ1

1− M̄2

(
2∂Y M̄

M̄
∂YA+ (Q1 +Q2)A

)
+ ∂Y

(
∂Y χ1

1− M̄2

)
∂YA+ ∂Y

(
χχ1(Q1 +Q2)A

1− M̄2

)
+ α2∂Y χ

∫ +∞

Y
∂Zχ1AdZ.

(5.20)

By Lemma 3.2 and A(Y ) ∼ α− 1
6 e−αw0(Y ), ∂YA(Y ) ∼ α

5
6 e−αw0(Y ) for Y ∈ [Y1 − 2δ0, Y2 + 2δ0], and

the facts that

|(1 + Y )2Q2| ≤ Cα2|Fi| ≤ Cα2ci,(5.21) ∥∥∥∂Y χ∫ +∞

Y
∂Zχ1AdZ

∥∥∥
L∞
w0

≤ Cα− 1
6 e

−α
∫ Y1
Y1−δ0

F
1
2
r (Y )dY

,

we infer that

∥f0∥L∞
w0

≤Cα− 1
6 (α2 + α2ci + α2e

−α
∫ Y1
Y1−δ0

F
1
2
r (Y )dY

) ≤ Cα
11
6 .

Recalling the definition of H4(φj−1) for j ≥ 1, we have

∂Y

(H4(φj−1)

1− M̄2

)
=∂Y

(
χKB[φj−1]

)
= ∂Y χ KB[φj−1](Y ) = ∂Y χ KB[φj−1](Y

∗
2 ),

by using χ∂Y χ2 = 0 and supp(∂Y χ) ⊂ [Y1−2δ0, Y1−δ0]∪[Y2+δ0, Y2+2δ0]. Using a similar argument
of f0, we get for j ≥ 1,

fj =∂Y χ1

(
α2P̃j−1,2 +

∂2Y P̃j−1,2

1− M̄2

)
+ ∂Y

( ∂Y χ1

1− M̄2

)
∂Y P̃j−1,2

+ ∂Y

(χχ1(Q1 +Q2)P̃j−1,2

1− M̄2

)
+ α2∂Y χ

∫ +∞

Y
∂Zχ1P̃j−1,2dZ + ∂Y χ KB[φj−1](Y

∗
2 ).

By the facts ∂Y χ1(1−χ) = 0 and ∂Y χ1∂Y χ2 = 0, we have ∂Y χ1H2[·] = ∂Y χ1H31[·] = ∂Y χ1H
(1)
32 [·] =

∂Y χ1H̃32[·] = ∂Y χ1H̃21[·] = 0, which combines the equations of P̃0,2 := P̃
(1)
0,2 and P̃j,2(j ≥ 1) in (5.2)

and (5.6) to get

∂Y χ1∂
2
Y P̃j−1,2 = ∂Y χ1

(2∂Y M̄
M̄

∂Y P̃j−1,2 + α2(1− M̄2)P̃j−1,2 + (Q1 +Q2)P̃j−1,2

)
.

Hence, we deduce

fj =2α2∂Y χ1P̃j−1,2 +
∂Y χ1

1− M̄2

(2∂Y M̄
M̄

∂Y P̃j−1,2 + (Q1 +Q2)P̃j−1,2

)
+ ∂Y χ KB[φj−1](Y

∗
2 )

+ ∂Y

( ∂Y χ1

1− M̄2

)
∂Y P̃j−1,2 + ∂Y

(χχ1(Q1 +Q2)P̃j−1,2

1− M̄2

)
+ α2∂Y χ

∫ +∞

Y

∂Zχ1P̃j−1,2dZ.

(5.22)

For Y ∈ [Y1 − 2δ0, Y2 + 2δ0] ⊂ [Y ∗
1 , Y

∗
2 ] and P̃j,2 = AjA+ BjB, we have

|P̃j−1,2| ≤ |Aj−1||A|+ |Bj−1||B| ≤ Cα− 1
6 e−αw0(Y )(|Aj−1|+ e2αw0(Y )|Bj−1|),

|∂Y P̃j−1,2| ≤ |Aj−1||∂YA|+ |Bj−1||∂YB| ≤ Cα
5
6 e−αw0(Y )(|Aj−1|+ e2αw0(Y )|Bj−1|),
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which along with ∥∂Y χ KB[φj−1](Y
∗
2 )∥L∞

w0
≤ Cα−1∥φj−1∥L∞

w0
show

∥fj∥L∞
w0

≤Cα
11
6

(
∥Aj−1∥L∞([Y ∗

1 ,Y
∗
2 ]) + ∥Bj−1∥L∞

2w0
([Y ∗

1 ,Y
∗
2 ])

)
+ α−1∥φj−1∥L∞

w0
≤ Cα

5
6Ej−1.

From (5.20) and (5.22) and the definition of χ, χ1 in Remark 5.2, we infer that

Supp(fj) ⊂ [Y1 − 2δ0, Y1 + δ0] ∪ [Y2 − δ0, Y2 + 2δ0], j ≥ 0.

□

5.4. Proof of Proposition 5.4. Let’s first introduce the following notations.

A0 =

4∑
k=1

Ak
0 = −AH21[A] −AH22[A] −AH31[φ0] −A

H
(1)
32 [φ0]

, Ã0 = −Ã
H

(2)
32 [φ0]

,

B0 =
4∑

k=1

Bk0 = −BH21[A] − BH22[A] − BH31[φ0] − B
H

(1)
32 [φ0]

, B̃0 = −B̃
H

(2)
32 [φ0]

.

(5.23)

and for j ≥ 1,

Aj =
5∑

k=1

Ak
j = −AH21[P̃j−1,2]

−AH22[P̃j−1,2]
−AH31[φj ] −AH̃32[φj ]

− 1j=1AH̃21[P̃
(2)
0,2 ]
,

Bj =
5∑

k=1

Bkj = −BH21[P̃j−1,2]
− BH22[P̃j−1,2]

− BH31[φj ] − BH̃32[φj ]
− 1j=1BH̃21[P̃

(2)
0,2 ]
.

(5.24)

where A5
j = B5

j = 0 for j ≥ 2 and

Af (Y ) = −κ−1π

∫ Y

0
B(Z)f(Z)M̄−2(Z)dZ, Ãf (Y ) = κ−1π

∫ +∞

Y
B(Z)f(Z)M̄−2(Z)dZ,

Bf (Y ) = −κ−1π

∫ +∞

Y
A(Z)f(Z)M̄−2(Z)dZ, B̃f (Y ) = κ−1π

∫ Y

0
A(Z)f(Z)M̄−2(Z)dZ.

Proof of Proposition 5.4. We first prove the case j = 0. For A1
0 and B1

0, we use Proposition 3.6 and
take a = (1− χ)(Q1 +Q2)χ1 and b = 0. By Lemma 3.2 and (5.21), we have

∥(1 + Y )2a∥L∞ ≤ C(1 + α2ci) ≤ C,

which implies

∥A1
0∥L∞ + ∥B1

0∥L∞
2w0

≤ Cα−1∥(1 + Y )2a∥L∞ ≤ Cα−1.

For A2
0 and B2

0, we apply Proposition 3.7 by taking g = −α2∂Y χ1A with ∥g∥L∞
w0

≤ Cα
11
6 , to

obtain

∥A2
0∥L∞ + ∥B2

0∥L∞
2w0

≤ Cα− 17
6 e

−α
∫ Y1
Y1−δ0

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ∥g∥L∞

w0
≤ Cα−1e

−α
∫ Y1
Y1−δ0

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ

.

For A3
0 and B3

0, we take f = ∂Y χ2M̄φ0 in Proposition 3.8 and use Proposition 5.3 to get

∥A3
0∥L∞ + α∥B3

0∥L∞
2w0

≤Cα− 5
6 ∥f∥L∞

w0
≤ Cα− 5

6 ∥φ0∥L∞
w0

≤ C,

and for Y ∈ [0, Y ∗
2 ],

|A3
0(Y )| ≤ Cα− 5

6 ∥f∥L∞
w0

([Y ∗
1 −δ0,Y ∗

1 ]) ≤ Cα− 5
6 ∥φ0∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ]) ≤ Ce

−2α
∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ

.
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For A4
0 and B4

0, we take f = ∂Y

(
∂Y χ2(Y )M̄2(Y )

1−M̄2(Y )

)
M̄−1φ0(Y ) in Proposition 3.9 and use Proposition

5.3 to obtain

∥A4
0∥L∞ + α∥B4

0∥L∞
2w0

≤ Cα− 11
6 ∥f∥L∞

w0
≤ Cα− 11

6 ∥φ0∥L∞
w0

≤ Cα−1.

Gathering the above estimates, we arrive at

∥A0∥L∞ + α∥A0∥L∞([0,Y ∗
2 ]) + α∥B0∥L∞

2w0
≤ C.

For Ã0 and B̃0, by Lemma 3.5 and the fact |KB[φ0](Y
∗
1 − δ0)| ≤ Cα−1e−αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0), we infer that
for Y ∈ [0, Y −],

|Ã0(Y )| =|Ã
H

(2)
32 [φ0]

(Y )| ≤ κ−1π

∫ +∞

Y
|BM̄−2χ̄(1− M̄2)KB[φ0](Z)|dZ

≤Cκ−1|KB[φ0](Y
∗
1 − δ0)|

∫ 3
2
Ȳ

0
|B(Z)|dZ

≤Cκ−
5
4α−1e−αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)∥φ0∥L∞
w0

≤ Cα−1e−αw0(Y ∗
1 −δ0),

and

|B̃0(Y )| =|B̃
H

(2)
32 [φ0]

(Y )| ≤ κ−1π

∫ Y

0
|AM̄−2χ̄(1− M̄2)KB[φ0](Z)|dZ

≤Cκ−1|KB[φ0](Y
∗
1 − δ0)|

∫ 3
2
Ȳ

0
|A(Z)|dZ ≤ Cα−1e−αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0),

which gives

∥Ã0∥L∞([0,Y −]) + ∥B̃0∥L∞([0,Y −]) ≤ Cα−1e−αw0(Y ∗
1 −δ0).

Thus, we conclude that

∥A0∥L∞ + α∥A0∥L∞([0,Y ∗
2 ]) + α∥B0∥L∞

2w0
+ αeαw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)(∥Ã0∥L∞([0,Y −]) + ∥B̃0∥L∞([0,Y −])) ≤ C.

Next we consider the case j ≥ 1. For A1
j and B1

j , we use Proposition 3.6 and take a = (1−χ)(Q1+

Q2)χ1Aj−1 and b = (1− χ)(Q1 +Q2)χ1Bj−1. By Lemma 3.2 and (5.21), we get

∥(1 + Y )2a∥L∞([0,Y ]) = ∥(1 + Y )2(1− χ)(Q1 +Q2)χ1Aj−1∥L∞([0,Y ]) ≤ C∥Aj−1∥L∞([0,Y ]),

∥(1 + Y )2b∥L∞
2w0

= ∥(1 + Y )2(1− χ)(Q1 +Q2)χ1Bj−1∥L∞
2w0

≤ C∥Bj−1∥L∞
w0
.

Then we obtain

∥A1
j∥L∞ ≤ Cα−1(∥Aj−1∥L∞ + ∥Bj−1∥L∞

2w0
) ≤ α−1Ej−1,

∥B1
j ∥L∞

2w0
≤ Cα−1(∥Aj−1∥L∞([0,Y ∗

2 ]) + α−1∥Aj−1∥L∞ + ∥Bj−1∥L∞
2w0

) ≤ α−2Ej−1.

Thanks to Y ∗
2 > Y + + δ, we have

∥A1
j∥L∞([0,Y ∗

2 ]) ≤ Cα−1(∥Aj−1∥L∞([0,Y ∗
2 ]) + ∥Bj−1∥L∞

2w0
) ≤ α−2Ej−1.

For A2
j and B2

j , by applying Proposition 3.7 with g = −α2∂Y χ1P̃j−1,2 and the fact

∥g∥L∞
w0

≤ Cα2∥∂Y χ1P̃j−1,2∥L∞
w0

≤ Cα
11
6 (∥Aj−1∥L∞ + ∥Bj−1∥L∞

2w0
),

we obtain

∥A2
j∥L∞ + ∥B2

j ∥L∞
2w0

≤Cα− 17
6 e

−α
∫ Y1
Y1−δ0

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ∥g∥L∞

w0
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≤Cα−1e
−α

∫ Y1
Y1−δ0

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ

(∥Aj−1∥L∞ + ∥Bj−1∥L∞
2w0

) ≤ α−2Ej−1.

For A3
j and B3

j , we use Proposition 3.8, Proposition 5.3 and take f = ∂Y χ2M̄φj to have

∥A3
j∥L∞ + α∥B3

j ∥L∞
2w0

≤Cα− 5
6 ∥f∥L∞

w0
≤ Cα− 5

6 ∥φj∥L∞
w0

≤ Cα−1Ej−1,

and

∥A3
j∥L∞([0,Y ∗

2 ]) ≤Cα− 5
6 ∥f∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ]) ≤ Cα− 5

6 ∥φj∥L∞
w0

([Y ∗
1 −δ0,Y ∗

1 ]) ≤ Cα−2Ej−1.

ForA4
j and B4

j , we use Proposition 3.10, Proposition 5.3 and take f = ∂Y

(
∂Y χ2(Y )M̄2(Y )

1−M̄2(Y )

)
M̄−1φj(Y )

to infer that for Y ≥ 0,

∥A4
j∥L∞ + α∥B4

j ∥L∞
2w0

≤Cα− 11
6 ∥f∥L∞

w0
≤ Cα− 11

6 ∥φj∥L∞
w0

≤ Cα−2Ej−1.

In particular, for j = 1, we have

4∑
k=1

(∥Ak
1∥L∞ + α∥Ak

1∥L∞([0,Y ∗
2 ]) + α∥Bk1∥L∞

2w0
) ≤ α−1E0,(5.25)

and for j ≥ 2, we have

∥Aj∥L∞ + α∥Aj∥L∞([0,Y ∗
2 ]) + α∥Bj∥L∞

2w0
≤ α−1Ej−1.

It remains to estimate A5
1 and B5

1. Recall that

H̃21[P̃
(2)
1,2 ] = (χ̄1(Q1 +Q2) + ∂2Y χ̄1 −

2∂Y M̄

M̄
∂Y χ̄1)P̃

(2)
1,2 + 2∂Y χ̄1∂Y P̃

(2)
1,2 ,

P̃
(2)
1,2 = Ã0A+ B̃0B, ∂Y P̃

(2)
1,2 = Ã0∂YA+ B̃0∂YB.

By Lemma 3.5, we have

∥P̃ (2)
0,2 ∥L∞([0,Y −]) ≤ Cα− 1

6 (∥Ã0∥L∞([0,Y −]) + ∥B̃0∥L∞([0,Y −])),

∥∂Y P̃ (2)
0,2 ∥L∞([0,Y −]) ≤ Cα

5
6 (∥Ã0∥L∞([0,Y −]) + ∥B̃0∥L∞([0,Y −])),

which gives

∥H̃21[P̃
(2)
1,2 ]∥L∞([0,Y −]) ≤ Cα

5
6 (∥Ã0∥L∞([0,Y −]) + ∥B̃0∥L∞([0,Y −])).

By using the argument in Proposition 3.6, we have

|A5
1| ≤Cκ−1∥H̃21[P̃

(2)
1,2 ]∥L∞([0,Y −])

∫ 3
2
Ȳ

0
|B(Z)|dY ≤ Cκ−

5
4 ∥H̃21[P̃

(2)
1,2 ]∥L∞([0,Y −])

≤C(∥Ã0∥L∞([0,Y −]) + ∥B̃0∥L∞([0,Y −])).

Similarly, we obtain

|B5
1| ≤C(∥Ã0∥L∞([0,Y −]) + ∥B̃0∥L∞([0,Y −])).

Along with (5.25), we show that

∥A1∥L∞ + α∥A1∥L∞([0,Y ∗
2 ]) + α∥B1∥L∞

2w0
≤ α−1E0 + C(∥Ã0∥L∞([0,Y −]) + ∥B̃0∥L∞([0,Y −])) ≤ Cα−1E0.

As a result, we conclude that for j ≥ 1,

∥Aj∥L∞ + α∥Aj∥L∞([0,Y ∗
2 ]) + α∥Bj∥L∞

2w0
≤ α−1Ej−1.

□
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6. Asymptotic expansion of boundary value

At the boundary Y = 0, by the notations in (5.11) and (5.12) and the fact Aj(0) = B̃0(0) = 0 for
any j ≥ 0, we get

∂Y P̃
(1)
0,2 (0) = B0(0)∂YB(0), ∂Y P̃

(2)
0,2 (0) = Ã0(0)∂YA(0), ∂Y P̃j,2(0) = Bj(0)∂YB(0), j ≥ 1,

which along with the results in Proposition 5.1 implies

∂Y P (0) = (1 + Ã0(0))∂YA(0) +
(
B0(0) +

+∞∑
j=1

Bj(0)
)
∂YB(0).(6.1)

To state our main result in this section, we introduce the following definitions and notations.
First, we introduce a set of (α, c)

H = H0 ∩ {(α, c) ∈ R+ × C : κ
3
2 tanΘ(−κη(0)) ∈ (C1, C2), 0 < ci ≪ αne−αw0(Ỹ )},

for some n > 0, where κ3 = α2∂Y F̃ (Y0) = α2∂Y Fr(Y0) and Ỹ is given in Lemma A.2.

For a fixed Mach number Ma > 1, we introduce a function on interval [T
1
2
0 (0)M−1

a , 1 +M−1
a ]

J(cr;Ma) =

∫ Y0(cr)

0

(−F̃ (Z))− 1
2 Q̃1(Z; cr,Ma)dZ, with Q̃1(Z; cr,Ma) = Q̃1(Z;Y0(cr), cr,Ma),(6.2)

where

Q̃1(Y ;Y0(cr), cr,Ma) =
∂2Y M̄r

M̄r
− 2(∂Y M̄r)

2

M̄2
r

− 3

4

(∂2Y η)
2

(∂Y η)2
−

∂3Y η

2∂Y η
(6.3)

is a real function independent of ci for Y ≤ Y0, and Y0(cr) is determined by the relation Ma(cr −
UB(Y0)) = T

1
2
0 (Y0) involved in Langer tansform η(Y ). It is easy to see |Q1 − Q̃1| ≤ Cci.

Moreover, we introduce a set H(UB,Ma), which is determined by the background flow UB and
Mach number Ma > 1

H(UB,Ma) =
{
cr ∈ [T

1
2
0 (0)M−1

a , 1 +M−1
a ] : J(cr;Ma) ̸= 0

}
.(6.4)

In addition, we denote

D0 := D0(α, c)
def
= κ−1α−2πKB[φ0](Ȳ

∗
1 ),(6.5)

which is an important quantity in obtaining the precise expansion of boundary value. Here φ0 =
L−1
cr (−H1[A]).

The main result of this section is presented as follows.

Proposition 6.1. Let (α, c) ∈ H and Y ∗
1 , Y

∗
2 be chosen in Lemma A.2. Suppose that P (Y ) is the

solution to (5.1) constructed in Proposition 5.1. Then we have

∂Y P (0) = (1 + Ã0(0))∂YA(0) +
(
B0(0) +

+∞∑
j=1

Bj(0)
)
∂YB(0).

Moreover,

• it holds that

B0(0) = d10(α, c) α
−1 + id20(α, c) αci +D0(α, c) d

3
0(α, c),(6.6)

Ã0(0) = D0(α, c)
(
∂YB(0)M̄(0)−2 + d40(α, c)

)
,(6.7)
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+∞∑
j=1

Bj(0) = α−1
(
d11(α, c) α

−1 + id21(α, c) αci
)

(6.8)

+D0(α, c)
(
d31(α, c) + ∂YA(0)M̄

−2(0)(CP,1 + d41(α, c)
)
,

where

|d10(α, c)| ≲ 1 + α−1,(6.9)

and

|d20(α, c)| ∼ 1 + α−1,

|dj1(α, c)| ≲ 1 + α−1, |∂cid
j
0(α, c) + |∂cid

j
1(α, c)| ≲ 1 + α−1, j = 1, 2,

|dj0(α, c)|+ |dj1(α, c)| ≲ α− 2
3 , |∂cid

j
0(α, c)|+ |∂cid

j
1(α, c)| ≲ α− 2

3 , j = 3, 4,

CP,1 = κ−1π

∫ Ȳ ∗
1

0
A(Z)M̄−2(Z)∂Z χ̄1(Z)∂ZB(Z)dZ, |CP,1|+ c−1

i |ImCP,1| ≲ 1.

(6.10)

• in particular, for (α, c) ∈ H with cr ∈ H(UB,Ma) ∩ (1−M−1
a , 1), (6.7)-(6.8) and (6.10) still

hold with (6.9) replaced by

|d10(α, c)| ∼ 1 + α−1.(6.11)

We first present the bound for KB[φ0](Y ), which is used frequently in the following arguments.

Lemma 6.2. Let (α, c) ∈ H0 and Y ∗
1 , Y

∗
2 be given in Lemma A.2 and φ0 = L−1

cr (−H1[A]). Then we
have

KB[φ0](Y ) ≡ 0, Y ≥ Y ∗
2 + δ0, KB[φ0](Y ) ≡ KB[φ0](Y

∗
1 − δ0), Y ∈ [0, Y ∗

1 − δ0],

|KB[φ0](Y )| ≤ Cα
5
6 e−αw0(Y ), Y ∈ [Y ∗

1 − δ0, Y
∗
2 + δ0],

|KB[φ0](Y )| ≤ Cα− 1
6

(
e−αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)e
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

+ αe−αw0(Y ∗
2 )
)
, Y ∈ [0, Y ∗

1 − δ0].

In addition, if ci ≪ αne−αw0(Ỹ ) for some n > 0, then there exists Y̊ ∈ [Yc, Ỹ ] such that

|Im(KB[φ0])(Y
∗
1 − δ0)| ∼ α

5
6 e−αw0(Y̊ ), Sign(Im(KB[φ])) = Sign(∂2Y M̄(Yc))SignM,

where Ỹ is determined in Lemma A.2.

The proof of Lemma 6.2 is based on Lemma A.1-A.2. For the readability of the article, we leave
the proof in Appendix A.

6.1. Expansion of boundary value for j = 0. We adopt notations in (5.23) with the form of

(A0(Y ),B0(Y )) =
∑4

k=1(Ak
0(Y ),Bk0(Y )). In details, we can write

B1
0(0) = κ−1π

∫ +∞

0
A(Y )2M̄−2(Y )(1− χ)(Q1(Y ) +Q2(Y ))dY = IQ1 + IQ2 .

where Q1(Y ) is given in (3.3) and Q2(Y ) = −α2Fi(Y )χ0(Y ). To obtain the precise dispersion
relation, we need to get the upper and lower bound of Re(B1

0(0)) and Im(B1
0(0)).

Lemma 6.3. The following three results hold.

(1) Let (α, c) ∈ H0. It holds that

|Re(B1
0(0))| ≲ α−1, Im(B1

0(0)) ∼ αci.
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(2) In particular, let (α, c) ∈ H0 with cr ∈ H(UB,Ma) ∩ (1−M−1
a , 1). It holds that

|Re(B1
0(0))| ∼ α−1.

Proof. By Lemma 3.2, we know that

∥(1− χ)Q1∥L∞ ≤ C and ∥Im((1− χ)Q1)∥L∞ ≤ Cci.

Then we use the fact |Q2| ≤ Cα2ci and Proposition 3.6 to deduce

|Re(IQ1)| ≤ Cα−1, |Im(IQ1)| ≤ Cα−1ci, |IQ2 | ≤ Cαci.(6.12)

Proof of (1). From (6.12), it is easy to deduce

|IQ1 | ≲ α−1, |Re(B1
0(0))| ≲ α−1.

About IQ2 , we can write

IQ2 =− α2κ−1π

∫ +∞

0
A(Y )2M̄−2χ0(1− χ)Fi(Y )dY

=− 2iM2
aα

2κ−1πci

(∫ Y −

0
+

∫ Y +

Y −
+

∫ +∞

Y +

)Ai(κη(Y ))2(UB(Y )− cr)χ0(1− χ)

∂Y η(Y )T0(Y )
dY

−M2
aα

2κ−1πc2i

∫ +∞

0

Ai(κη(Y ))2χ0(1− χ)

∂Y η(Y )T0(Y )
dY

=− 2iM2
aα

2κ−1πci(Ĩ1 + Ĩ2 + Ĩ3)−M2
aα

2κ−1πc2i Ĩ4.

For Ĩ2, Ĩ3 and Ĩ4, we get by Lemma 3.5 that

|Ĩ2|+ |Ĩ3| ≤Cκ−1 ≤ Cα− 2
3 , |Ĩ4| ≤ Cκ−

1
2 ≤ Cα− 1

3 .(6.13)

Then we focus on Ĩ1. We first notice that Im(Ĩ1) = 0 and Ĩ1 < 0. Moreover, we have

|Ĩ1| >
∫ Y0/2

0
Ai(κη(Y ))2∂Y η(Y )−1|UB(Y )− cr|T−1

0 dY ≥ C−1

∫ Y0/2

0
(−η(Y ))

1
2Ai(κη(Y ))2dY,

due to the fact (−η(Y ))−
1
2∂Y η(Y )−1|UB(Y ) − cr|T−1

0 ≥ C−1 for Y ∈ [0, Y0/2]. By Lemma 3.3, we
have∫ Y0/2

0
(−η(Y ))

1
2Ai(κη(Y ))2dY =

1

8πκ
1
2

∫ Y0/2

0
1dY +

1

8πκ
1
2

∫ Y0/2

0
(cos(2Θ(−κη(Y )))dY +O(κ−2)

≥C−1α− 1
3 − Cα− 4

3 ≥ C−1α− 1
3 ,

which implies

|Ĩ1| ≥ C−1α− 1
3 .(6.14)

This along with (6.13) shows that Im(IQ2) > 0 and

Im(IQ2) ≥ C−1ciα
2κ−1(|Ĩ1| − |Ĩ2| − |Ĩ3|)− C−1α2κ−1c2i |Ĩ4| ≥ C−1ciα,

from which and (6.12), we deduce Im(IQ2) ∼ αci. Then due to |Im(IQ1)| ≤ Cα−1ci in (6.12), we get
Im(B1

0(0)) ∼ αci.
Proof of (2). In this case, we shall prove that for (α, c) ∈ H0 with cr ∈ H(UB,Ma) ∩ (1 −

M−1
a , 1), we can get improved estimates (lower bound estimates) compared to (1). Using the fact

A(Y )2M̄−2(Y ) = Ai(κη(Y ))2(∂Y η)
−1, we write

IQ1 =κ−1π

∫ Y −

0
Ai(κη(Y ))2(∂Y η)

−1Q1(Y )dY +R1,
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where

R1 = κ−1π

∫ +∞

Y −
Ai(κη(Y ))2(∂Y η)

−1(1− χ)χ1Q1(Y )dY.

By Lemma 3.5, it is easy to see |R1| ≤ Cκ−2 ≤ Cα− 4
3 . So, we focus on the first term and apply

Lemma 3.3 and (3.4) to write∫ Y −

0
Ai(κη(Y ))2(∂Y η)

−1Q1(Y )dZ

= κ−
1
2 (∂Y F̃ (Y0))

1
2

∫ Y −

0
(−F̃ (Y ))−

1
2

(
cos(Θ(−κη(Y ))) + a0(−κη(Y ))−

3
2 sin(Θ(−κη(Y )))

)2
· (1 +O((−κη(Y ))−3))Q1(Y )dZ

= κ−
1
2 (∂Y F̃ (Y0))

1
2

∫ Y −

0
(−F̃ (Y ))−

1
2 cos(Θ(−κη(Y )))2Q1(Y )dZ +R2.

By |Q1(Y )| ≤ C for Y ∈ [0, Y −] and Lemma 3.1, we have

|R2| ≤ Cκ−2

∫ Y −

0

1

|Y − Yc|2
dY ≤ Cκ−1.

We notice that

κ−
1
2 (∂Y F̃ (Y0))

1
2

∫ Y −

0
(−F̃ (Y ))−

1
2 cos(Θ(−κη(Y )))2Q1(Y )dY

=
1

2
κ−

1
2 (∂Y F̃ (Y0))

1
2

∫ Y −

0
(−F̃ (Y ))−

1
2Q1(Y )dY +R3.

About the remainder R3, we get by integration by parts that

|R3| ≤Cκ−2
∣∣∣(−F̃ (Y ))−1 sin(2Θ(−κη(Y )))Q1(Y )

∣∣∣Y=Y −

Y=0

∣∣∣
+ Cκ−2

∣∣∣ ∫ Y −

0
∂Y ((−F̃ (Y ))−1Q1) sin(2Θ(−κη(Y )))dY

∣∣∣ ≤ Cκ−1.

Thus, we infer from the above analysis and notations (6.2)-(6.3) that

IQ1 =
πκ−

3
2

2
(∂Y F̃ (Y0))

1
2

∫ Y −

0
(−F̃ (Y ))−

1
2Q1(Y )dY +O(α− 4

3 )(6.15)

=
πκ−

3
2

2
(∂Y F̃ (Y0))

1
2

∫ Y0

0
(−F̃ (Y ))−

1
2 Q̃1(Y )dY +O(α− 4

3 + α−1ci)

=
πκ−

3
2

2
(∂Y F̃ (Y0))

1
2J(cr;Ma) +O(α− 4

3 ),

by using (α, c) ∈ H0 in the last line. For any cr ∈ H(UB,Ma)∩ (1−M−1
a , 1), it holds J(cr;Ma) ̸= 0.

According to (6.15) , we get |IQ1 | ∼ α−1. By (6.12) and (α, c) ∈ H0, we obtain estimates in (2). □

Then we give the pointwise upper bound for Ak
0 and Bk0 , k = 1, 2, 3 in the interval [0, Y ∗

2 ], which
shall be used in the iteration scheme for j ≥ 1.

Lemma 6.4. Let (α, c) ∈ H0. Then it holds that for any Y ∈ [0, Y ∗
2 ],(

|A1
0(Y )|+ e2αw0(Y )|B1

0(Y )|
)
+ e

α
∫ Y1
Y1−δ0

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ

(
|A2

0(Y )|+ e2αw0(Y )|B2
0(Y )|

)
≤ Cα−1,
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|Im(A1

0(Y )|+ e2αw0(Y )|Im(B1
0(Y )|

)
+ α2e

α
∫ Y1
Y1−δ0

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ

(
|Im(A2

0(Y ))|+ e2αw0(Y )|Im(B2
0(Y ))|

)
≤ Cαci,

|A3
0(Y )| ≤ Cα−1e

−2α
∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

1[Y ∗
1 −δ0,Y ∗

2 ],

|B3
0(Y )| ≤


Cα−2e−2αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)e
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ

+ α−1e−2αw0(Y ∗
2 ), Y ∈ [0, Y ∗

1 − δ0],

Cα−2e−2αw0(Y )e
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ

1[Y ∗
1 −δ0,Y ∗

1 ] + α−1e−2αw0(Y ∗
2 ), Y ∈ [Y ∗

1 − δ0, Y
∗
2 ].

Proof. The first estimate is a direct result of the procedure in Proposition 5.4. So, we focus on the
estimates for the last three ones.

Estimates of ImA1
0 and ImB1

0. We use Proposition 3.6 and take a(Y ) = (1 − χ)(Q1 + Q2)χ1 and

b(Y ) = 0. By Lemma 3.2, we have

|(1 + Y )2a(Y )| ≤ C and |(1 + Y )2Im(a(Y ))| ≤ Cα2ci,

which implies that for any Y ∈ [0, Y ∗
2 ],

|Im(A1
0(Y ))|+ |e2αw0(Y )Im(B1

0(Y ))| ≤ Cαci.

Estimates of ImA2
0 and ImB2

0. We use Proposition 3.7 and take g(Y ) = −α2∂Y χ1A(Y ) with

∥g∥L∞
w0

+ c−1
i ∥Img∥L∞

w0
≤ Cα

11
6 , to obtain

∥ImA2
0∥L∞ + ∥ImB2

0∥L∞
2w0

≤Cα− 17
6 e

−α
∫ Y1
Y1−δ0

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ

(ci∥g∥L∞
w0

+ ∥Img∥L∞
w0
)

≤Cciα−1e
−α

∫ Y1
Y1−δ0

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ ≪ Cαci.

Estimates of A3
0 and B3

0. By the definition, we know

A3
0(Y ) =2κ−1π

∫ Y

0
B(Z)M̄(Z)−2∂Zχ2M̄(Z)φ0(Z)dZ,

B3
0(Y ) =2κ−1π

∫ +∞

Y
A(Z)M̄(Z)−2∂Zχ2M̄φ0(Z)dZ,

which implies

A3
0(Y ) ≡ 0 on [0, Y ∗

1 − δ0] and A3
0(Y ) ≡ A3

0(Y
∗
1 ) on [Y ∗

1 , Y
∗
2 ],

B3
0(Y ) ≡ B3

0(Y
∗
2 ) on [Y ∗

1 , Y
∗
2 ], B3

0(Y ) ≡ B3
0(Y

∗
1 − δ0) on [0, Y ∗

1 − δ0].

On the other hand, notice that

|φ0(Y )| ≤ Cα− 1
6 e−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y F

1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

e−αw0(Y ), Y ∈ [Y ∗
1 − δ0, Y

∗
1 ],

|φ0(Y )| ≤ Cα
5
6 e−αw0(Y ), Y ∈ [Y ∗

2 , Y
∗
2 + δ0]

which along with Proposition 3.8 implies

|A3
0(Y )| ≤Cα−1e

−2α
∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

1[Y ∗
1 −δ0,Y ∗

2 ], Y ∈ [0, Y ∗
2 ],
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|B3
0(Y )| ≤


Cα−2e−2αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)e
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ

+ α−1e−2αw0(Y ∗
2 ), Y ∈ [0, Y ∗

1 − δ0],

Cα−2e−2αw0(Y )e
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ

1[Y ∗
1 −δ0,Y ∗

1 ] + α−1e−2αw0(Y ∗
2 ), Y ∈ [Y ∗

1 − δ0, Y
∗
2 ].

□

We introduce an inequality which is used frequently in the following part. Let Ȳ ∗∗
1 ∈ (Y +, Ȳ ∗

1 )
with 2w0(Ȳ

∗∗
1 ) > w0(Y1+ δ)+w0(Y

++ δ) for some suitable small δ > 0 but independent of α. Then
by Lemma A.2 and Lemma 6.2, it holds that

eαw0(Y ++δ0)e−αw0(Ȳ ∗∗
1 )
(
e−αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)e
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

+ αe−αw0(Y ∗
2 )
)

≪ α− 2
3 · α− 11

6 e−αw0(Ỹ ) ≤ α− 2
3 |Im(D0(α, c))|.

(6.16)

Next we give pointwise estimates for A4
0(Y ) and B4

0(Y ) in the interval Y ∈ [0, Y ∗
2 ].

Lemma 6.5. Let (α, c) ∈ H and Y ∗
1 , Y

∗
2 be given as in Lemma A.2. Then there holds for any

Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ],

A4
0(Y ) =D0(α, c)(∂YB(Y )M̄(Y )−2(1− χ̄) +B(Y )M(Y )−2∂Y χ̄+RA4

0
(Y )),(6.17)

B4
0(Y ) =D0(α, c)(−∂YA(Y )M̄−2(Y )(1− χ̄)−A(Y )M(Y )−2∂Y χ̄+RB4

0
(Y )),(6.18)

where

|RA4
0
(Y )|+ c−1

i |Im(RA4
0
(Y ))| ≤ Cα− 2

3 eαw0(Y ),

|RB4
0
(Y )|+ c−1

i |Im(RB4
0
(Y ))| ≤ Cα− 2

3 e−αw0(Y ).

For any Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗
2 ], we have

|A4
0(Y )| ≤Cα−2

(
e
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

+ αe−α
∫ Y ∗

2
Y F

1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

)
,(6.19)

|B4
0(Y )| ≤Cα−3e−2αw0(Y )

(
e
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

+ αe−α
∫ Y ∗

2
Y F

1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

)
.(6.20)

In particular, we have

B4
0(0) =D0(α, c)RB4

0
(0).(6.21)

Proof. By the definition, we write for any Y ≤ Y + + δ,

A4
0(Y ) = κ−1π

∫ Y

0
B(Z)M̄(Z)−2(1− M̄(Z)2)(1− χ̄)KB[φ0](Z)dZ,

B4
0(Y ) = κ−1π

∫ +∞

Y
A(Z)M̄(Z)−2(1− M̄(Z)2)(1− χ)(1− χ̄)KB[φ0](Z)dY.

Estimates of A4
0(Y ) for any Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ]. By the factKB[φ0](Y ) = KB[φ0](Ȳ

∗
1 ) for Y ∈ [0, Y ∗

1 −
δ0], we first write

A4
0(Y ) =D0(α, c)

∫ Y

0
α2F (Z)B(Z)M̄(Z)−2(1− χ̄)dZ.(6.22)

We use the equation L[B] = (Q1 +Q2)B and integration by parts to write∫ Y

0
α2F (Z)B(Z)M̄(Z)−2(1− χ̄)dZ
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=

∫ Y

0
(∂2ZB − 2∂Y M̄

M
∂ZB − (Q1 +Q2)B)M̄(Z)−2(1− χ̄)dZ

=∂YB(Y )M̄(Y )−2(1− χ̄) +B(Y )M(Y )−2∂Y χ̄−
∫ Y

0
Q1(Z)B(Z)M̄(Z)−2(1− χ̄)dZ

−
∫ Y

0
B(Z)∂Z(M̄

−2∂Z χ̄)dZ −
∫ Y

0
Q2(Z)B(Z)M̄(Z)−2(1− χ̄)dZ

=∂YB(Y )M̄(Y )−2(1− χ̄) +B(Y )M(Y )−2∂Y χ̄+ I1 + I2 + I3.

By Lemma 3.5 and (5.21), it is easy to see

|I3| ≤ Cκ−
1
4α2cie

αw0(Y ) ≤ Cα
11
6 cie

αw0(Y ).

Next, we give an estimate of I1. For Y ∈ [0, Y −], we use the similar argument above to get

I1 =− α−2∂YBQ1M̄
−2F−1(1− χ̄)

∣∣∣Y
Y=0

+ α−2

∫ Y

0
∂ZB(Z)M̄−2∂Z(Q1F

−1(1− χ̄))dZ

+ α−2

∫ Y

0
(Q1 +Q2)B(Z)Q1M̄

−2F−1(1− χ̄)dZ = I11 + I21 + I31 .

According to Lemma 3.5, we have

3∑
k=1

(|Ik1 |+ c−1
i |ImIk1 |) ≤Cα−2α

5
6 |Y − Y0|−

3
4 ≤ Cα− 2

3 ,

which implies that for Y ∈ [0, Y −], it holds that |I1|+ c−1
i |ImI1| ≤ Cα− 2

3 . For Y ∈ [Y −, Y + + δ], we
have

I1 = −
∫ Y −

0
Q1(Z)B(Z)M̄(Z)−2(1− χ̄)dZ −

∫ Y

Y −
Q1(Z)B(Z)M̄(Z)−2(1− χ̄)dZ = I41 + I51 ,

Similarly, we have

5∑
k=4

(|Ik1 |+ c−1
i |ImIk1 |) ≤ Cα− 2

3 eαw0(Y ).

Then for Y ∈ [Y −, Y + + δ], we have |I1|+ c−1
i |ImI1| ≤ Cα− 2

3 eαw0(Y ). Thus, for Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ], we
arrive at

|I1|+ c−1
i |ImI1| ≤ Cα− 2

3 eαw0(Y ).

Using a similar argument in I1, we also get

|I2|+ c−1
i |ImI2| ≤Cα− 2

3 eαw0(Y ).

Gathering estimates about I1, I2 and I3, we obtain∫ Y

0
α2F (Z)B(Z)M̄(Z)−2(1− χ̄)dZ = ∂YB(Y )M̄(Y )−2(1− χ̄) +B(Y )M(Y )−2∂Y χ̄+RA4

0
(Y ),

where

|RA4
0
(Y )|+ c−1

i |Im(RA4
0
(Y ))| ≤ Cα− 2

3 eαw0(Y ).

Then (6.17) follows by putting the above estimate into (6.22).

Estimates of A4
0(Y ) for any Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗

2 ]. (6.19) follows by Proposition 3.9 and Proposition
4.1.
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Estimates of B4
0(Y ) for any Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗

2 ]. Again by the proof of Proposition 3.9 and Proposi-

tion 4.1, we know that for any Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗
2 ],

|B4
0(Y )| ≤α−3e−2αw0(Y )

(
e
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

+ αe−α
∫ Y ∗

2
Y F

1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

)
,

which gives (6.20).

Estimates of B4
0(Y ) for any Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ]. We first write for any Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ],

B4
0(Y ) =B4

0(Y
∗
1 − δ0) +D0(α, c)

∫ Y ∗
1 −δ0

Y
α2A(Z)M̄(Z)−2(1− M̄(Z)2)(1− χ̄)dY,(6.23)

where we used the fact KB[φ0](Y ) = KB[φ0](Ȳ
∗
1 ) for Y ∈ [0, Y ∗

1 − δ0]. For the first term, we use the
proof of Proposition 3.9 and Proposition 4.1 to get

|B4
0(Y

∗
1 − δ0)| ≤Cα−3e−αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)
(
e−αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)e
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

+ αe−αw0(Y ∗
2 )
)

≪α− 2
3 |Im(D0(α, c))|e−αw0(Y ),

here we used (6.16) in the last line.
For the second term, we use a similar process in A4

0(Y ) for Y ∈ [0, Y ++δ]. Indeed, by integration
by parts, we have∫ Y ∗

1 −δ0

Y
α2A(Z)F (Z)M̄(Z)−2(1− χ̄)dZ

= −∂YA(Y )M̄−2(Y )(1− χ̄)−A(Y )M̄−2(Y )∂Y χ̄−
∫ Y ∗

1 −δ0

Y
Q1A(Z)M̄

−2(Z)(1− χ̄)dZ

−
∫ Y ∗

1 −δ0

Y
A(Z)∂Z(M̄

−2∂Z χ̄)dZ −
∫ Y ∗

1 −δ0

Y
Q2A(Z)M̄

−2(Z)(1− χ̄)dZ

+ ∂YA(Y
∗
1 − δ0)M̄(Y ∗

1 − δ0)
−2

= −∂YA(Y )M̄−2(Y )(1− χ̄)−A(Y )M̄−2(Y )∂Y χ̄+ II1 + II2 + II3 + II4.

Using a similar argument in I1, we have

|II1|+ |II2|+ c−1
i (|ImII1|+ |ImII2|) ≤ Cα− 2

3 e−αw0(Y ), |II3| ≤ Cα
11
6 cie

−αw0(Y ),

|II4|+ c−1
i |ImII4| ≤ Cα

5
6 e−αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0) ≤ Cα− 2
3 e−αw0(Y ).

Thus, we obtain∫ Y ∗
1 −δ0

Y
α2A(Z)F (Z)M̄(Z)−2(1− χ̄)dZ = −∂YA(Y )M̄−2(Y )(1− χ̄)−A(Y )M̄−2(Y )∂Y χ̄+RB4

0
(Y ),

where

|RB4
0
(Y )|+ c−1

i |Im(RB4
0
(Y ))| ≤ Cα− 2

3 e−αw0(Y ).

This along with (6.23) shows that for Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ],

B4
0(Y ) =D0(α, c)(−∂YA(Y )M̄−2(Y )(1− χ̄)−A(Y )M̄−2(Y )∂Y χ̄+RB4

0
(Y )),

which gives (6.18). In particular, taking Y = 0, we obtain (6.21). □

In the following, we shall give the estimates for Ã0(Y ) and B̃0(Y ) when Y ∈ [0, Y −].
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Lemma 6.6. Let (α, c) ∈ H and Y ∗
1 , Y

∗
2 be given as in Lemma A.2. There holds for any Y ∈ [0, Y −],

Ã0(Y ) =−D0(α, c)
(
− ∂YB(Y )M̄(Y )−2χ̄(Y ) +B(Y )M̄(Y )−2∂Y χ̄(Y ) +RÃ0

(Y )
)
,(6.24)

and

B̃0(Y ) =−D0(α, c)
(
∂YA(Y )M̄−2(Y )χ̄(Y )− ∂YA(0)M̄

−2(0)−A(Y )M̄(Y )−2∂Y χ̄(Y ) +RB̃0
(Y )
)
,

(6.25)

where

|RÃ0
(Y )|+ |RB̃0

(Y )|+ c−1
i

(
|Im(RÃ0

(Y )) + |Im(RB̃0
(Y ))|

)
| ≤ Cα− 2

3 .

In particular, we have

Ã0(0) = −D0(α, c)
(
− ∂YB(0)M̄(0)−2 +RÃ0

(0)
)
.(6.26)

Proof. According to the definition of Ã0(Y ) and B̃0(Y ), we write for any Y ∈ [0, Y −],

Ã0(Y ) = −κ−1π

∫ +∞

Y
B(Z)M̄(Z)−2(1− M̄(Z)2)χ̄(Z)KB[φ0](Z)dZ,

B̃0(Y ) = −κ−1π

∫ Y

0
A(Z)M̄(Z)−2(1− M̄(Z)2)χ̄(Z)KB[φ0](Z)dZ.

Estimates of Ã0(Y ) for Y ∈ [0, Y −]. As supp(χ̄) = [0, Ȳ ] ⊂ [0, Y −], we know that for any Y ∈
[0, Y −],

Ã0(Y ) = −D0(α, c)

∫ Y −

Y
α2F (Z)B(Z)M̄(Z)−2χ̄(Z)dZ.(6.27)

Using the equation L[B] = (Q1 +Q2)B, we integrate by parts and write∫ Y −

Y
α2F (Z)B(Z)M̄(Z)−2χ̄(Z)dZ =

∫ Y −

Y
(∂2ZB − 2M̄

M
∂ZB − (Q1 +Q2)B)M̄(Z)−2χ̄(Z)dZ

= −∂YB(Y )M̄(Y )−2χ̄(Y ) +B(Y )M̄(Y )−2∂Y χ̄(Y )−
∫ Y −

Y
Q1(Z)B(Z)M̄(Z)−2χ̄(Z)dZ

+

∫ Y −

Y
B(Z)∂Z(M̄

−2∂Z χ̄)dZ −
∫ Y −

Y
Q2(Z)B(Z)M̄(Z)−2χ̄(Z)dZ

= −∂YB(Y )M̄(Y )−2χ̄(Y ) +B(Y )M̄(Y )−2∂Y χ̄(Y ) +RÃ0
(Y ).

Using a similar argument in Lemma 6.5, we dedude

|RÃ0
(Y )|+ c−1

i |Im(RÃ0
(Y ))| ≤ Cα− 2

3 .

Then (6.24) follows by plugging the above equality into (6.27). Taking Y = 0 in (6.24), we obtain
(6.26).

Estimates of B̃0(Y ) for Y ∈ [0, Y −]. We first notice that

B̃0(Y ) = −D0(α, c)

∫ Y

0
α2F (Z)A(Z)M̄(Z)−2χ̄(Z)dZ,(6.28)

where ∫ Y

0
α2A(Z)F (Z)M̄(Z)−2χ̄(Z)dZ
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= ∂YA(Y )M̄−2(Y )χ̄(Y )− ∂YA(0)M̄
−2(0)−A(Y )M̄(Y )−2∂Y χ̄(Y )

−
∫ Y

0
Q1(Z)A(Z)M̄

−2(Z)χ̄dZ +

∫ Y

0
A(Z)∂Z(M̄

−2∂Z χ̄)dZ

−
∫ Y

0
Q2(Z)A(Z)M̄

−2(Z)χ̄dZ

= ∂YA(Y )M̄−2(Y )χ̄(Y )− ∂YA(0)M̄
−2(0)−A(Y )M̄(Y )−2∂Y χ̄(Y ) +RB̃0

(Y ).

By a similar argument, we know that

|RB̃0
(Y )|+ c−1

i |Im(RB̃0
(Y ))| ≤ Cα− 2

3 .

Then (6.25) follows by plugging the above equality into (6.28). □

For convenience, we denote

A123
0 =

3∑
k=1

Ak
0, B123

0 =
3∑

k=1

Bk0 .

Finally, we present the pointwise estimates of P̃
(1)
0,2 and P̃

(2)
0,2 on the internal [0, Y ∗

2 ]. Here P̃
(1)
0,2 and

P̃
(2)
0,2 are defined in (5.11).

Proposition 6.7. Let (α, c) ∈ H and Y ∗
1 , Y

∗
2 be given as in Lemma A.2. Then

(1) for Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ], we have

P̃
(1)
0,2 (Y ) =A123

0 (Y )A(Y ) + B123
0 (Y )B(Y ) +D0(α, c)

(
π−1κ(1− χ̄(Y )) +R

P̃
(1)
0,2

(Y )
)
,

where∣∣A123
0 (Y )

∣∣+ e2αw0(Y )|B123
0 (Y )|+ (α2ci)

−1|Im(A123
0 (Y ))| ≤ Cα−1,

|Im(B123
0 (Y ))| ≤ C

(
αcie

−2αw0(Y ) + α−2e−2αw0(Y ∗
1 −δ0)e

−2α
∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

Fr(Z)dZ
+ α−1e−2αw0(Y ∗

2 )
)
,∣∣∣R

P̃
(1)
0,2

(Y )
∣∣∣+ c−1

i

∣∣∣Im(R
P̃

(1)
0,2

(Y ))
∣∣∣ ≤ Cα− 2

3 .

(2) for Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗
2 ], we have

P̃
(1)
0,2 (Y ) = A0(Y )A(Y ) + B0(Y )B(Y ),

where

|A0(Y )|+ e2αw0(Y )|B0(Y )| ≤ Cα−1,

|Im(A0(Y ))|+ e2αw0(Y )|Im(B0(Y ))|

≤ C
(
αci + α−1e

−2α
∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

+ α−1e−α
∫ Y ∗

2
Y F

1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

)
.

(3) for Y ∈ [0, Y −], we have

P̃
(2)
0,2 (Y ) =D0(α, c)

(
π−1κχ̄+ ∂YA(0)M̄(0)−2B(Y ) +R

P̃
(2)
0,2

(Y )
)
,

∂Y P̃
(2)
0,2 (Y ) =D0(α, c)

(
π−1κ∂Y χ̄(Y ) + ∂YB(Y )∂YA(0)M̄(0)−2 −R

∂Y P̃
(2)
0,2

(Y )
)
,

where∣∣∣R
P̃

(2)
0,2

(Y )
∣∣∣+ c−1

i

∣∣∣Im(R
P̃

(2)
0,2

(Y ))
∣∣∣ ≤ Cα− 2

3 ,
∣∣∣R

∂Y P̃
(2)
0,2

(Y )
∣∣∣+ c−1

i

∣∣∣Im(R
∂Y P̃

(2)
0,2

(Y ))
∣∣∣ ≤ Cα

1
6 .
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Proof. According to the definition of P̃
(1)
0,2 (Y ), we have

P̃
(1)
0,2 (Y ) =A0(Y )A(Y ) + B0(Y )B(Y ) = (A123

0 (Y ) +A4
0(Y ))A(Y ) + (B123

0 (Y ) + B4
0(Y ))B(Y ).

Estimates of P̃
(1)
0,2 (Y ) for Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ]. By Lemma 6.4, we know that for any Y ∈ [0, Y ∗

2 ],

|A123
0 (Y )|+ e2αw0(Y )|B123

0 (Y )| ≤ Cα−1,(6.29)

and for Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ],

|Im(A123
0 (Y ))| ≤ Cαci,(6.30)

|Im(B123
0 (Y ))| ≤ C

(
αcie

−2αw0(Y )(6.31)

+ α−2e−2αw0(Y ∗
1 −δ0)e

−2α
∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

Fr(Z)dZ
+ α−1e−2αw0(Y ∗

2 )
)
.

By Lemma 6.5, we deduce that for Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ]

A4
0(Y )A(Y ) + B4

0(Y )B(Y )

= D0(α, c)
(
A(Y )∂YB(Y )−B(Y )∂YA(Y )

)
M̄(Y )−2(1− χ̄) +D0(α, c)RP̃

(1)
0,2

(Y )

= D0(α, c)
(
π−1κ(1− χ̄(Y )) +R

P̃
(1)
0,2

(Y )
)
,

where

R
P̃

(1)
0,2

(Y ) = RA4
0
(Y )A(Y ) +RB4

0
(Y )B(Y ),

with ∣∣∣R
P̃

(1)
0,2

(Y )
∣∣∣+ c−1

i

∣∣∣Im(R
P̃

(1)
0,2

(Y ))
∣∣∣ ≤ Cα− 2

3 .(6.32)

Thus, we obtain that for any Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ],

P̃
(1)
0,2 (Y ) =A123

0 (Y )A(Y ) + B123
0 (Y )(Y )B(Y ) +D0(α, c)

(
π−1κ(1− χ̄(Y )) +R

P̃
(1)
0,2

(Y )
)
,

and (6.29)-(6.32) hold. This gives the result in (1).

Estimates of P̃
(1)
0,2 (Y ) for Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗

2 ]. We know by Lemma 6.4 that

|Im(A123
0 (Y )|+ e2αw0(Y )|Im(B123

0 (Y ))|

≤ C
(
αci + α−1e

−2α
∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

+ α−1e−2α
∫ Y ∗

2
Y F

1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

)
.

By Lemma 6.5, we know that for any Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗
2 ],

|A4
0(Y )|+ αe2αw0(Y )|B4

0(Y )| ≤Cα−2
(
e
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

+ αe−α
∫ Y ∗

2
Y F

1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

)
,

which along with (6.29) gives that for Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗
2 ],

|A0(Y )|+ e2αw0(Y )|B0(Y )| ≲ α−1,

|Im(A0(Y ))|+ e2αw0(Y )|Im(B0(Y ))| ≤ C
(
αci + α−1e

−2α
∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

+ α−1e−α
∫ Y ∗

2
Y F

1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

)
.

This proves the result in (2).
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Estimates of P̃
(2)
0,2 (Y ) and ∂Y P̃

(2)
0,2 (Y )for Y ∈ [0, Y −]. By Lemma 6.6, we obtain that for any Y ∈

[0, Y −],

P̃
(2)
0,2 (Y ) =Ã0(Y )A(Y ) + B̃0(Y )B(Y )

=D0(α, c)
(
π−1κχ̄+ ∂YA(0)M̄(0)−2B(Y ) +R

P̃
(2)
0,2

(Y )
)
,

∂Y P̃
(2)
0,2 (Y ) =Ã0(Y )∂YA(Y ) + B̃0(Y )∂YB(Y )

=D0(α, c)
(
π−1κ∂Y χ̄(Y ) + ∂YB(Y )∂YA(0)M̄(0)−2 −R

∂Y P̃
(2)
0,2

(Y )
)
,

where

R
P̃

(2)
0,2

(Y ) = −A(Y )RÃ0
(Y )−B(Y )RB̃0

(Y ), R
∂Y P̃

(2)
0,2

(Y ) = −∂YA(Y )RÃ0
(Y )− ∂YB(Y )RB̃0

(Y ),

with ∣∣∣R
P̃

(2)
0,2

(Y )
∣∣∣+ c−1

i

∣∣∣Im(R
P̃

(2)
0,2

(Y ))
∣∣∣ ≤ Cα− 2

3 ,
∣∣∣R

∂Y P̃
(2)
0,2

(Y )
∣∣∣+ c−1

i

∣∣∣Im(R
∂Y P̃

(2)
0,2

(Y ))
∣∣∣ ≤ Cα

1
6 ,

which gives (3). □

6.2. Expansion of boundary values for j ≥ 1. This subsection is devoted to giving the pointwise
estimates for the imaginary part of Aj(Y ) and Bj(Y ) in the interval [0, Y ∗

2 ], which are used to deduce
(6.8). We first introduce a function on the interval Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ]

Enear(Y ) = ci + α− 2
3 eαw0(Y ) |Im (D0(α, c))|+ α−1

∣∣Im (D0(α, c)∂YA(0)M̄
−2(0)

)∣∣ ,(6.33)

and a function on the interval Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗
2 ]

Efar(Y ) =Enear(Y + + δ0) + α−2e
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

+ α−2e−α
∫ Y ∗

2
Y F

1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

+ α
1
6 e

−α
∫ Y ∗

2
min{Y,Y1−δ0}

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

.

(6.34)

In particular, for Y = 0, we have

Enear(0) = ci + α− 2
3 |Im (D0(α, c))|+ α−1

∣∣Im (D0(α, c)∂YA(0)M̄
−2(0)

)∣∣ .
Moreover, we introduce a function defined in [0, Y −]

Ẽnear(Y ) =
∣∣Im (D0(α, c)∂YA(0)M̄

−2(0)
)∣∣1[0,Y −](Y ),

which appears in the estimate of B1(Y ) in the interval Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ]. Besides, Ẽnear(Y ) is larger
than the third term in Enear(Y ) when Y ∈ [0, Y −], and is also an essential term in the estimate of
B1(Y ).

Thus, we need to focus on the estimates for the imaginary part. The goal is to obtain the following
estimates:

(1) For Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ], we have and for j ≥ 1

|Im (Aj(Y ))|+ e2αw0(Y ) |Im (Bj(Y ))| ≲ α−j+1(Enear(Y ) + Ẽnear(Y )),(6.35)

(2) For Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗
2 ] and for j ≥ 1

|Im (Aj(Y ))|+ e2αw0(Y ) |Im (Bj(Y ))| ≲ α−j+1Efar(Y ).(6.36)

We will use the induction to prove the above estimates (6.35)-(6.36). We present the main result
in this subsection.
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Proposition 6.8. Let (α, c) ∈ H and Y ∗
1 , Y

∗
2 be given as in Lemma A.2. Then the estimates (6.35)

and (6.36) hold. Moreover, we have∣∣∣Im(( +∞∑
j=1

Bj(0)
)
−D0(α, c)∂YA(0)M̄

−2(0)CP,1

)∣∣∣ ≲ Enear(0),(6.37)

where

CP,1 = κ−1π

∫ Ȳ ∗
1

0
A(Z)M̄−2(Z)∂Z χ̄1(Z)∂ZB(Z)dZ, |CP,1|+ c−1

i |ImCP,1| ≲ 1.

In order to obtain the results in Proposition 6.8, we should deal with the imaginary part of
A1

1(Y ) +A5
1(Y ) and B1

1(Y ) + B5
1(Y ) in [0, Y ∗

2 ] firstly. We emphasize that A5
1(Y ) and B5

1(Y ) related

to P̃
(2)
0,2 only appear for j = 1.

Lemma 6.9. Let (α, c) ∈ H and Y ∗
1 , Y

∗
2 be given as in Lemma A.2. The following results hold

(1) For any Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ], we have

|Im(A1
1(Y ) +A5

1(Y ))|+ e2αw0(Y )|Im(B1
1(Y ) + B5

1(Y ))| ≲ Enear(Y ) + Ẽnear(Y ).

(2) For any Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗
2 ], we have

|Im(A1
1(Y ) +A5

1(Y ))|+ e2αw0(Y )|Im(B1
1(Y ) + B5

1(Y ))| ≲ Efar(Y ).

(3) Moreover, we obtain∣∣Im (B1
1(0) + B5

1(0)− κ−1πα−2KB[φ0](Ȳ
∗
1 )∂YA(0)M̄

−2(0)CP,1
)∣∣ ≲ Enear(0),

where CP,1 is given in Proposition 6.8.

Proof. By Proposition 6.7, for Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ], we write

H21[P̃
(1)
0,2 ](Y ) + H̃21[P̃

(2)
0,2 ](Y ) = (Q1 +Q2)

(
A123

0 A+ B123
0 B + α−2KB[φ0](Ȳ

∗
1 )
)

+ (Q1 +Q2)D0(α, c)∂YA(0)M̄(0)−2Bχ̄1

+ (Q1 +Q2)D0(α, c)

(
R
P̃

(1)
0,2

+R
P̃

(2)
0,2

χ̄1

)
+

((
∂2Y χ̄1 −

2∂Y M̄

M̄
∂Y χ̄1

)
P̃

(2)
0,2 + 2∂Y χ̄1∂Y P̃

(2)
0,2

)
= J1(Y ) + · · ·+ J4(Y ),

and for any Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗
2 ], we write

H21[P̃
(1)
0,2 ](Y ) + H̃21[P̃

(2)
0,2 ](Y ) = H21[P̃

(1)
0,2 ](Y ) = (1− χ)χ1(Q1 +Q2)(A0A+ B0B)(Y ).

Estimates of A1
1(Y ) +A5

1(Y ). We first give the estimates for Y ∈ [0, Y ++ δ]. We write for any

Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ],

A1
1(Y ) +A5

1(Y ) =

4∑
j=1

κ−1π

∫ Y

0
B(Z)M̄−2(Z)Jj(Z)dZ =

4∑
j=1

IJj .(6.38)

In the following, we give the estimates of IJj , j = 1, · · · , 4 term by term.
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Estimates of IJ1 . We write for Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ],

IJ1 = κ−1π

∫ Y

0
B(Z)M̄−2(Z)(Q1 +Q2)(A123

0 A+ B123
0 B)(Z)dZ

+D0(α, c)

∫ Y

0
(Q1 +Q2)B(Z)M̄−2(Z)dZ = I1J1 +D0(α, c)I

2
J1 .

(6.39)

We notice that by Proposition 6.7, Lemma 3.2 and |Q2| ≤ Cα2ci for Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ],

|(Q1 +Q2)A123
0 (Y )|+ e2αw0(Y )|(Q1 +Q2)B123

0 (Y )| ≲ α−1,

|Im((Q1 +Q2)A123
0 (Y ))| ≲ αci,

|Im((Q1 +Q2)B123
0 (Y ))|

≲
(
αcie

−2αw0(Y ) + α−2e−2αw0(Y ∗
1 −δ0)e

−2α
∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

Fr(Z)dZ
+ α−1e−2αw0(Y ∗

2 )
)
,

(6.40)

which along with Proposition 3.6 imply that for any Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ],∣∣∣ImI1J1∣∣∣ ≲ci + e2αw0(Y )
(
α−3e−2αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)e
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

+ α−2e−2αw0(Y ∗
2 )
)

≲Enear(Y ).

(6.41)

Here we used (6.16) in the last line.
We also have that for Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ],

|I2J1 |+ c−1
i |ImI2J1 | ≤ Cα− 2

3 eαw0(Y ),(6.42)

which along with (6.41) and (6.42) implies that for any Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ],

|ImIJ1 | ≲Enear(Y ) + α− 2
3 eαw0(Y )|Im(D0(α, c))| ≲ Enear(Y ).(6.43)

Estimates of IJ2 . We write for Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ],

IJ2 = D0(α, c)∂YA(0)M̄
−2(0)CB(Y ),

where

CB(Y ) = κ−1π

∫ Y

0
(Q1 +Q2)B(Z)2M̄−2(Z)χ̄1(Z)dZ,

with |CB(Y )| ≤ Cα−1 and |Im(CB(Y ))| ≤ Cαci. Therefore, we obtain

|ImIJ2 | ≲ α−1|Im
(
D0(α, c)∂YA(0)M̄

−2(0)
)
|+ ci ≲ Enear(Y ).(6.44)

Estimates of IJ3 . By a similar argument as (6.43) , we obtain

|ImIJ3 | ≲ α− 3
2 eαw0(Y )|Im(D0(α, c))|+ ci ≲ Enear(Y ).(6.45)

Estimates of IJ4 . We first notice that

IJ4 =κ−1π

∫ Y

0
B(Z)M̄−2(Z)

(
∂2Z χ̄1 −

2∂ZM̄

M̄
∂Z χ̄1

)
P̃

(2)
0,2 (Z)dZ

+ 2κ−1π

∫ Y

0
B(Z)M̄−2(Z)∂Z χ̄1(Z)∂Z P̃

(2)
0,2 (Z)dZ = I1J4 + I2J4 .
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On the other hand, we use Proposition 6.7 and the fact ∂Z χ̄1χ̄ = ∂2Z χ̄1χ̄ = ∂Z χ̄1∂Z χ̄ = 0 to write
that (

∂2Z χ̄1 −
2∂ZM̄

M̄
∂Z χ̄1

)
P̃

(2)
0,2 (Z)

= D0(α, c)
(
∂2Z χ̄1 −

2∂ZM̄

M̄
∂Z χ̄1

)(
∂YA(0)M̄(0)−2B(Z) +R

P̃
(2)
0,2

(Z)
)
,

(6.46)

and

∂Z χ̄1(Z)∂Z P̃
(2)
0,2 (Z) = D0(α, c)∂Z χ̄1

(
∂YA(0)M̄(0)−2∂ZB(Z)−R

∂Y P̃
(2)
0,2

(Z)
)
.(6.47)

Therefore, by a similar argument as (6.44), we obtain∣∣ImI1J4∣∣+ ∣∣ImI2J4∣∣ ≲α−1|Im
(
D0(α, c)∂YA(0)M̄

−2(0)
)
|+ α− 3

2 |Im (D0(α, c)) |+ ci ≲ Enear(Y ),

where we used the estimate∣∣∣κ−1π

∫ Y

0
M̄−2(Z)∂Z χ̄1(Z)B(Z)∂ZB(Z)dZ

∣∣∣
≤ 1

2

∣∣∣κ−1π

∫ Y

0
∂Z(M̄

−2(Z)∂Z χ̄1(Z))B
2(Z)dZ

∣∣∣
+

1

2

∣∣∣κ−1πM̄−2(Z)∂Z χ̄1(Z)B
2(Z)

∣∣∣Z=Y
Z=0

∣∣∣ ≤ Cα−1.

Therefore, we obtain

|ImIJ4(Y )| ≲Enear(Y ).(6.48)

By gathering (6.38), (6.43)-(6.48), we obtain that for any Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ],

|Im(A1
1(Y ) +A5

1(Y ))| ≤
4∑
j=1

|ImIJj (Y )| ≲ Enear(Y ).(6.49)

Next we estimate A1
1(Y ) +A5

1(Y ) for Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗
2 ]. We write

A1
1(Y ) +A5

1(Y ) =A1
1(Y

+ + δ) +A5
1(Y

+ + δ) + κ−1π

∫ Y

Y ++δ
B(Z)M̄−2(Z)H21[P̃

(1)
0,2 ](Z)dZ

=A1
1(Y

+ + δ) +A5
1(Y

+ + δ) + I1,

where

H21[P̃
(1)
0,2 ](Y ) = (1− χ)χ1(Q1 +Q2)(A0A+ B0B)(Y ).

By Proposition 3.6 and Proposition 6.7, we obtain that for any Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗
2 ],

|ImI1(Y )| ≲
(
ci + α−2e

−2α
∫ Y1−δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

+ α−2e−α
∫ Y ∗

2
Y F

1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

)
≲ Efar(Y ),

which along with (6.49) for Y = Y + + δ shows that for any Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗
2 ],

|Im(A1
1(Y ) +A5

1(Y ))| ≲ Enear(Ȳ ∗
1 ) + Efar(Y ) ≲ Efar(Y ).(6.50)

Estimates of B1
1(Y ) + B5

1(Y ). For Y ∈ [Y + + δ,+∞), it holds that

|H21[P̃
(1)
0,2 ](Y )| ≤ Cα− 1

6 e−αw0(Y )(∥A0∥L∞
w0

+ ∥B0∥L∞
2w0

) ≤ Cα− 1
6 e−αw0(Y ),

where

H21[P̃
(1)
0,2 ](Y ) = (1− χ)χ1(Q1 +Q2)(A0A+ B0B)(Y ), H̃21[P̃

(2)
0,2 ](Y ) = 0.
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Then by Proposition 3.6, we get

|B1
1(Y

∗
2 )| ≤Cα−2e−2αw0(Y ∗

2 ) = Cα−2e−2α
∫ Y ∗

2
Y F

1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

e−2αw0(Y ), B5
1(Y ) = 0, Y ∈ [Y −,+∞).

Thus, for Y ∈ [0, Y ∗
2 ], we write

B1
1(Y ) + B5

1(Y ) = B1
1(Y

∗
2 ) + κ−1π

∫ Y ∗
2

Y
A(Z)M̄−2(Z)

(
H21[P̃

(1)
0,2 ] + H̃21[P̃

(2)
0,2 ]
)
dZ = B1

1(Y
∗
2 ) + II.

By Proposition 3.6 and Proposition 6.7, we obtain that for Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗
2 ],

|ImII| ≲
(
ci + α−2e

−2α
∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

+ α−2e−α
∫ Y ∗

2
Y F

1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

)
e−2αw0(Y )

≲Efar(Y )e−2αw0(Y ),

which gives that for Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗
2 ],

|Im(B1
1(Y ) + B5

1(Y ))| ≲ Efar(Y )e−2αw0(Y ).(6.51)

For Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ], we use B5
1(Y

∗
1 − δ0) = 0 to write

B1
1(Y ) + B5

1(Y ) =κ−1π
4∑
j=1

∫ Y ∗
1 −δ0

Y
A(Z)M̄−2(Z)Jj(Z)dZ + B1

1(Y
∗
1 − δ0) =

4∑
j=1

IIJj + B1
1(Y

∗
1 − δ0).

By (6.51), we have

|B1
1(Y

∗
1 − δ0)| ≲ Efar(Y ∗

1 − δ0)e
−2αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)

≲
(
Enear(Y + + δ0) + α−2e

−2α
∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

+ α
1
6 e

−α
∫ Y ∗

2
Y ∗
1 −δ0

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′)

e−2αw0(Y ∗
1 −δ0)

≲
(
α−2e−αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)e
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

+ α
1
6 e−αw0(Y ∗

2 )
)
e−αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)

+ Enear(Y )e−2αw0(Y ) ≲ Enear(Y )e−2αw0(Y ),

(6.52)

here we used (6.16) in the last line.

Estimates of IIJ1 . We write

IIJ1 =κ−1π

∫ Y ∗
1 −δ0

Y
A(Z)M̄−2(Z)(Q1 +Q2)(A123

0 (Z)A(Z) + B123
0 (Z)B(Z))dZ

+D0(α, c)

∫ Y ∗
1 −δ0

Y
A(Z)M̄−2(Z)dZ = II1J1 +D0(α, c)II

2
J1 .

By Proposition 3.6, Lemma 6.4 , (6.16) and (6.40), we obtain∣∣ImII1J1∣∣ ≲(cie−2αw0(Y ) + α−3e−2αw0(Y ∗
1 −δ0)e

−2α
∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

Fr(Z)dZ
+ α−2e−2αw0(Y ∗

2 )
)

≲cie
−2αw0(Y ) + α− 2

3 e−αw0(Y )|Im(D0(α, c))| ≲ Enear(Y )e−2αw0(Y ).

We also notice that ∣∣II2J1∣∣ ≲ α− 2
3 e−αw0(Y ),

∣∣ImII2J1∣∣ ≲ α− 2
3 cie

−αw0(Y ),

which implies that for Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ],

|ImIIJ1 | ≲ci + α− 2
3 e−αw0(Y )|Im(D0(α, c))|+ Enear(Y )e−2αw0(Y ) ≲ Enear(Y )e−2αw0(Y ).(6.53)
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Estimates of IIJ2 . For Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ], we notice that

IIJ2 = −D0(α, c)∂YA(0)M̄
−2(0)CA(Y ),

where

CA(Y ) = κ−1π

∫ Y ∗
1 −δ0

Y
(Q1 +Q2)A(Z)B(Z)M̄−2(Z)χ̄1(Z)dZ,

with |CA(Y )| ≲ α−1, |Im(CA(Y ))| ≲ αci. Then we obtain

|ImIIJ2 | ≲
(
ci + α−1

∣∣Im (D0(α, c)∂YA(0)M̄
−2(0)

)∣∣)1[0,Y −] ≲ Enear(Y )e−2αw0(Y ).(6.54)

Estimates of IIJ3 . By a similar argument as (6.53) , we have

|ImIIJ3 | ≲cie−2αw0(Y ) + α− 3
2 e−αw0(Y )|Im(D0(α, c))| ≲ Enear(Y )e−2αw0(Y ).(6.55)

Estimates of IIJ4 . We write

IIJ4 = κ−1π

∫ Y ∗
1 −δ0

Y
A(Z)M̄−2(Z)

(
∂2Z χ̄1 −

2∂ZM̄

M̄
∂Z χ̄1

)
P̃

(2)
0,2 (Z)dZ

+ 2κ−1π

∫ Y ∗
1 −δ0

Y
A(Z)M̄−2(Z)∂Z χ̄1(Z)∂Z P̃

(2)
0,2 (Z)dZ = II1J4 + II2J4 .

According to (6.46) and (6.47), we use the similar argument in IJ4 to deduce∣∣ImII1J4∣∣ ≲α−1
∣∣Im (D0(α, c)∂YA(0)M̄

−2(0)
)∣∣1[0,Y −]

+ α− 3
2 e−αw0(Y )|Im (D0(α, c)) | ≲ Enear(Y )e−2αw0(Y ),

and ∣∣ImII2J4∣∣ ≲ ∣∣Im (D0(α, c)∂YA(0)M̄
−2(0)

)∣∣1[0,Y −]

+ α− 2
3 e−αw0(Y )|Im (D0(α, c)) | ≲ (Enear(Y ) + Ẽnear(Y ))e−2αw0(Y ),

where we used the estimate

|κ−1π

∫ Y

0
M̄−2(Z)∂Z χ̄1(Z)A(Z)∂ZB(Z)dZ| ≤ C.

We emphasize that Ẽnear(Y ) appears in ImII2J4 . Then we obtain

|ImIIJ4 | ≲(Enear(Y ) + Ẽnear(Y ))e−2αw0(Y ).(6.56)

In particular, we have

II2J4(0) =2D0(α, c)(∂YA(0)M̄
−2(0)CP,1 + CP,2),

where

CP,1 = κ−1π

∫ Ȳ ∗
1

0
A(Z)M̄−2(Z)∂Z χ̄1(Z)∂ZB(Z)dZ,

CP,2 = κ−1π

∫ Ȳ ∗
1

0
A(Z)M̄−2(Z)∂Z χ̄1(Z)R∂Y P̃

(2)
0,2

(Z)dZ,

with |CP,1|+ c−1
i |ImCP,1| ≲ 1, |CP,2|+ c−1

i |ImCP,2| ≲ α− 2
3 . Then we obtain∣∣Im (IIJ4(0)− 2D0(α, c)∂YA(0)M̄

−2(0)CP,1
)∣∣ ≲ Enear(0).(6.57)
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Therefore, we gather (6.52), (6.53), (6.54), (6.55) and (6.56) to deduce that for Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ],

|Im(B1
1(Y ) + B5

1(Y ))| ≲(Enear(Y ) + Ẽnear(Y ))e−2αw0(Y ).(6.58)

Moreover, by (6.57), we have∣∣Im(B1
1(0) + B5

1(0)−D0(α, c)∂YA(0)M̄
−2(0)Cp,1)

∣∣ ≲ Enear(0).

□

Lemma 6.10. Let (α, c) ∈ H and Y ∗
1 , Y

∗
2 be given as in Lemma A.2.

(1) Assume that (6.36) holds for the j-th (j ≥ 0) step. Then we have

|Im(A2
j+1(Y ))|+ e2αw0(Y )|Im(B2

j+1(Y ))| ≲

{
α−jEnear(Y ), Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ0]

α−jEfar(Y ), Y ∈ [Y + + δ0, Y
∗
2 ].

(2) For j ≥ 0, we have

(|A3
j+1(Y )|+ |A4

j+1(Y )|) + e2αw0(Y )|(B3
j+1(Y )|+ |B4

j+1(Y )|) ≲

{
α−jEnear(Y ), Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ0]

α−jEfar(Y ), Y ∈ [Y + + δ0, Y
∗
2 ].

(3) Assume that (6.35) -(6.36) hold for the j-th (j ≥ 1) step. Then we have

|Im(A1
j+1(Y ))|+ e2αw0(Y )|Im(B1

j+1(Y ))| ≲

{
α−j(Enear(Y ) + Ẽnear(Y )), Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ0],

α−jEfar(Y ), Y ∈ [Y + + δ0, Y
∗
2 ].

Proof. We first show the results in (1).
Estimates of A2

j+1, By the definition, we write

A2
j+1(Y ) = α2κ−1π

∫ Y

0
B(Z)M̄−2(1− χ)F (Z)

∫ +∞

Z
∂Y ′χ1P̃j,2(Y

′)dY ′dZ,

where P̃j,2(Y ) = Aj(Y )A(Y ) + Bj(Y )B(Y ), j ≥ 0 and P̃0,2(Y ) = P̃
(1)
0,2 (Y ). By the definitions of χ

and χ1, we know A2
j+1(Y ) = A2

j+1(Y1 − δ0) for Y ∈ [Y1 − δ0, Y
∗
2 ]. For Y ∈ [Y1, Y2], we use (6.36),

Lemma 5.7, Proposition 6.7 and the fact

α
1
6 e

−α
∫ Y ∗

2
min{Y,Y1−δ0}

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

≲ α−2e−α
∫ Y ∗

2
Y F

1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

,

to obtain

|P̃j,2(Y )| ≲ α− 1
6 e−αw0(Y )

(
|Aj(Y )|+ e2αw0(Y )|Bj(Y )|

)
≲ α−j− 7

6 e−αw0(Y ),

|Im(P̃j,2(Y ))| ≲ α− 1
6 e−αw0(Y )

(
ci|Aj(Y )|+ cie

2αw0(Y )|Bj(Y )|+ |Im(Aj(Y ))|+ e2αw0(Y )|Im(Bj(Y ))|
)

≲ e−αw0(Y )α−j+ 5
6

(
Enear(Y + + δ0) + α−2e

−2α
∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′)

+ α−j− 7
6 e−αw0(Y ∗

2 ),

which show∫ Y2

Y1

|P̃j,2(Z)|dZ ≲ α−j− 13
6 e−αw0(Y1),∫ Y2

Y1

|ImP̃j,2(Z)|dZ ≲ e−αw0(Y1)α−j− 1
6

(
Enear(Y + + δ0) + α−2e

−2α
∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′)

+ α−j− 7
6 e−αw0(Y ∗

2 ).
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For Y ∈ [0, Y1 − δ0], by Lemma A.2 and Lemma 6.2, we have

|Im(A2
j+1(Y ))| ≲ α2κ−1

∫ Y

0
|B(Z)|

∫ Y2

Y1

(
ci|P̃j,2(Y ′) + |ImP̃j,2(Y ′)|

)
dY ′dZ

≲α2κ−1ci

∫ Y

0
eαw0(Z)α−j− 13

6 e−αw0(Y1)dZ + α2κ−1α−j− 7
6 e−αw0(Y ∗

2 )

∫ Y

0
eαw0(Z)dZ

+ α2κ−1

∫ Y

0
eαw0(Z)e−αw0(Y1)α−j− 1

6

(
Enear(Y + + δ0) + α−2e

−2α
∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′)

dZ

≲α−jci + α−jeαw0(Y )
(
e−αw0(Y1)α

7
6

(
Enear(Y + + δ0) + α−2e

−2α
∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′)

+ α
1
6 e−αw0(Y ∗

2 )
)

≲α−j(ci + α− 2
3 eαw0(Y )|Im(D0(α, c))|) ≲ α−jEnear(Y ),

(6.59)

For Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗
2 ], we have

|Im(A2
j+1(Y ))| ≲α−jci + α−j

(
Enear(Y + + δ0) + α−2e

−2α
∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

+ α
1
6 e

−α
∫ Y ∗

2
min{Y,Y1−δ0}

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′)

≲ α−jEfar(Y ).

(6.60)

Estimates of B2
j+1. The process is similar to A2

j+1(Y ). We have B2
j+1(Y ) = 0 for Y ∈ [Y1− δ0, Y ∗

2 ]

and for Y ∈ [0, Y1 − δ0], we have

e2αw0(Y )|Im(B2
j+1(Y ))| ≲ α−jEnear(Y ).

Thus, we infer that for Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗
2 ]

|Im(B2
j+1(Y ))| ≲ α−jEfar(Y )e−2αw0(Y ),(6.61)

and for Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ],

|Im(B2
j+1(Y ))| ≲α−jEnear(Y )e−2αw0(Y ).(6.62)

Collecting (6.59), (6.60), (6.61) and (6.62), we obtain the results in (1).

Next we turn to prove the results in (2).

Estimates of A3
j+1. By Proposition 3.8, 4.1, 5.3 and Lemma 5.7, we have

A3
1(Y ) ≡ 0, Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ],(6.63)

and for Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗
2 ],

|A3
j+1(Y )| ≲α− 5

6 ∥φj+1∥L∞
w0

([Y ∗
1 −δ0,Y ∗

1 ]) ≲ α−jα−2e
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ

.(6.64)

Estimates of A4
j+1. By the definition, we write

A4
j+1(Y ) = κ−1π

∫ Y

0
B(Z)M̄−2(Z)H̃32[φj+1](Z)dZ,
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where

H̃32[φj+1](Z) =
(
(1− M̄2)χ3 + α−2(

2∂ZM̄

M̄
∂Zχ3 − ∂2Zχ3)

)
KB[φj+1](Z)

=



0, Z ∈ [0, Ȳ ∗∗
1 ] ∪ [Y ∗

2 + δ0,+∞)(
(1− M̄2)χ3 + α−2(

2∂ZM̄

M̄
∂Zχ3 − ∂2Zχ3)

)
KB[φj+1](Ȳ

∗
1 ), Z ∈ [̄̄Y ∗∗

1 , Ȳ ∗
1 ],

(1− M̄2)KB[φj+1](Z), Z ∈ [Ȳ ∗
1 , Y

∗
1 ] ∪ [Y ∗

2 , Y
∗
2 + δ0],

(1− M̄2)KB[φj+1](Y
∗
2 ), Z ∈ [Y ∗

1 , Y
∗
2 ].

(6.65)

Hence, by Proposition 3.10, (6.16) and Lemma 5.7, we infer that for Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ]

|A4
j+1(Y )| = 0,(6.66)

and for Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗
2 ],

|A4
j+1(Y )| ≲α−j

(
α−3e

−2α
∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

+ α−2e−α
∫ Y ∗

2
Y F

1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

)
≲ α−jEfar(Y ).(6.67)

Estimates of B3
j+1. Notice that

B3
j+1(Y ) = B3

j+1(Y
∗
1 − δ0), Y ∈ [0, Y ∗

1 − δ0] and B3
j+1(Y ) = 0, Y ≥ Y ∗

2 + δ0.

By Proposition 3.8 and Lemma 5.7, we deduce that for Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗
2 ],

|B3
j+1(Y )| ≲α− 11

6 e−2αw0(Y )
(
∥φj+1∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ]) + e−2α

∫ Y ∗
2

Y F
1
2
r (Z)dZ∥φj+1∥L∞

w0

)
≲α−j−3e−2αw0(Y )

(
e
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

Fr(Z)dZ
+ αe−2α

∫ Y ∗
2

Y F
1
2
r (Z)dZ

)
≲α−jEfar(Y ),

(6.68)

and for Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ]

|B3
j+1(Y )| ≲α−j−3e−2αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)e
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

Fr(Y ′)dY ′

+ α−j−2e−2αw0(Y ∗
2 )

≪α−jα− 2
3 e−αw0(Y )|Im

(
κ−1πα−2KB[φ0](Ȳ

∗
1 )
)
| ≲ α−jEnear(Y )e−2αw0(Y ),

(6.69)

by using (6.16).

Estimates of B4
j+1. We recall H̃32[φj+1](Z) in (6.65) and we know B4

j+1(Y ) = B4
j+1(Ȳ

∗∗
1 ) for

Y ∈ [0, Ȳ ∗∗
1 ]. By Proposition 3.10 and Lemma 5.7, we have for Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗

2 ],

|B4
j+1(Y )| ≲α−j−3

(
e
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

+ αe−α
∫ Y ∗

2
Y F

1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

)
e−2αw0(Y )(6.70)

≲α−jEfar(Y )e−2αw0(Y ),

and for Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ], we have

|B4
j+1(Y )| = |B4

j+1(Ȳ
∗∗
1 )|(6.71)

≤Cα−3−j
(
e−αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)e
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

+ αe−αw0(Y ∗
2 )
)
e−αw0(Ȳ ∗∗

1 )

≪α− 2
3 |e−αw0(Y )Im(D0(α, c))| ≲ α−jEnear(Y )e−2αw0(Y ),
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and by a similar argument in (6.16), we have

eαw0(Y ++δ0)e−αw0(Ȳ ∗∗
1 )
(
e−αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)e
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

+ αe−αw0(Y ∗
2 )
)

≪ e−αw0(Ỹ ) ≤ |Im(D0(α, c))|.
(6.72)

Collecting (6.63)-(6.71) , we obtain the results in (2).

Finally, we prove the results in (3). Here j ≥ 1.

Estimates of A1
j+1. By Proposition 3.6, we have for Y ∈ [0, Y ∗

2 ],∣∣Im (A1
j+1(Y )

)∣∣ ≲ α−1
(
∥ImAj∥L∞([0,Y ]) + ∥ImBj∥L∞

2w0
([0,Y ])

)
.

Hence, we use (6.35) and (6.36) to deduce that for Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ],∣∣Im (A1
j+1(Y )

)∣∣ ≲ α−jEnear(Y ),(6.73)

and for Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗
2 ],

|Im(A1
j+1(Y ))| ≲α−j

(
Enear(Y + + δ0) + α−2e

−2α
∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

(6.74)

+ α−2e−α
∫ Y ∗

2
Y F

1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

+ α
1
6 e

−α
∫ Y ∗

2
min{Y,Y1−δ0}

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′)

≲α−jEfar(Y ).

Estimates of B1
j+1. By definition, we have

B1
j+1(Y ) = κ−1π

∫ ∞

Y
A(Z)M̄−2(1− χ)(Q1 +Q2)P̃j,2(Z)dZ,

where P̃j,2 = AjA+ BjB. For Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗
2 ], we write

B1
j+1(Y ) = B1

j+1(Y
∗
2 ) + κ−1π

∫ Y ∗
2

Y
A(Z)M̄−2(1− χ)(Q1 +Q2)P̃j,2(Z)dZ = B1

j+1(Y
∗
2 ) + I1.

By Proposition 3.6 and Lemma 5.7, we have

|B1
j+1(Y

∗
2 )| ≲α−2e−2αw0(Y ∗

2 )(∥Aj∥L∞ + ∥Bj∥L∞
2w0

)

≲α−2−je−2αw0(Y ∗
2 ) ≲ α−je−2αw0(Y )α−2e−2α

∫ Y ∗
2

Y F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

≲α−jEfar(Y )e−2αw0(Y ).

By (6.36), we have

|Im(P̃j,2(Z))| ≲α−j+1α− 1
6

(
e−αw0(Y )

(
Efar(Y )− α−2e−α

∫ Y ∗
2

Y F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

)
+ α−2e−αw0(Y ∗

2 )
)

+ α−j− 1
6 ci,

which implies

e2w0(Y ) |ImI1| ≲α−jci + α−j−1Efar(Y ) ≲ α−jEfar(Y )e−2αw0(Y ).

Thus, we infer that for Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗
2 ]

|Im(B1
j+1(Y ))| ≲α−jEfar(Y )e−2αw0(Y ).(6.75)
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For Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ], we write

B1
j+1(Y ) =B1

j+1(Y
∗
1 − δ0) + κ−1π

∫ Y ∗
1 −δ0

Y
A(Z)M̄−2(1− χ)(Q1 +Q2)P̃j,2(Z)dZ

=B1
j+1(Y

∗
1 − δ0) + I2.

By taking Y = Y ∗
1 − δ0 in (6.75), we get

|Im(B1
j+1(Y

∗
1 − δ0)| ≲α−jEfar(Y ∗

1 − δ0)e
−2αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0) ≲ α−jEnear(Y )e−2αw0(Y ),

where we used (6.72) in the last line.
For I2, we shall use (6.35) and (6.36) for the jth step. Indeed, we get by Proposition 3.6 that

|ImI2| ≲ciα(∥Aj∥L∞[0,Y ∗
1 −δ0] + α−1∥Aj∥L∞ + ∥Bj∥L∞

2w0
)e−2αw0(Y )

+ κ−1

∫ Y ∗
1 −δ0

Y ++δ
|Ai(κη(Z))|

(
|Ai(κη(Z))|+ |e−2αw0(Z)Bi(κη(Z))|

)
α−j+1Efar(Z)dZ

+ κ−1

∫ Y ++δ

Y
|Ai(κη(Z))|

(
|Ai(κη(Z))|+ |e−2αw0(Z)Bi(κη(Z))|

)
α−j+1Enear(Z)dZ

≲ciα
−je−2αw0(Y ) + α−jEnear(Y )e−2αw0(Y ) + α−j−1e−αw0(Y ++δ)e−αw0(Y ∗

2 )

≲α−jEnear(Y )e−2αw0(Y ),

which shows that for Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ],

|Im(B1
j+1(Y ))| ≲α−jEnear(Y )e−2αw0(Y ).(6.76)

Collecting (6.73)-(6.76) together, we get the results in (3). □

We are in a position to prove Proposition 6.8.

Proof. By (2) in Proposition 6.7 and (6.72), we have for Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗
2 ],

|Im(A0(Y ))|+ e2αw0(Y )|Im(B0(Y ))| ≲ αEfar(Y ),

which deduces that (6.36) is valid for j = 0. Then we use (1) in Lemma 6.10 to get for j ≥ 1,

|Im(A2
j (Y ))|+ e2αw0(Y )|Im(B2

j (Y ))| ≲

{
α−j+1Enear(Y ), Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ],

α−j+1Efar(Y ), Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗
2 ].

By (2) in Lemma 6.10, we get for j ≥ 1,

(|A3
j (Y )|+ |A4

j (Y )|) + e2αw0(Y )|(B3
j (Y )|+ |B4

j (Y )|) ≲

{
α−j+1Enear(Y ), Y ∈ [0, Y + + δ],

α−j+1Efar(Y ), Y ∈ [Y + + δ, Y ∗
2 ].

Afterwards, we use Lemma 6.9, Lemma 6.10 and the above results to obtain (6.35) and (6.36).
Taking j ≥ 2 in (6.35), we have∣∣∣Im( +∞∑

j=2

Bj(0)
)∣∣∣ ≲ Enear(0)

+∞∑
j=2

α−j+1 ≲ α−1(Enear(0) + Ẽnear(0)) ≲ Enear(0),

which along with (3) in Lemma 6.9 gives (6.37). □
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6.3. Proof of Proposition 6.1. With estimates obtained in the previous two subsections, we are
in a position to prove Proposition 6.1.

Proof. We write B0(0) =
∑4

k=1 Bk0(0) and recallD0(α, c) = κ−1α−2πKB[φ0](Ȳ
∗
1 ). By Lemma 6.3-6.5,

for (α, c) ∈ H, we have

|B1
0(0)| ≲ α−1 + iαci, |B2

0(0)| ≪ α−1, |Im(B2
0(0))| ≪ αci,

|B3
0(0)| ≪ α− 2

3 |ImD0(α, c)|, B4
0(0) = D0(α, c)RB4

0
(0),

where we have used Lemma A.2, Lemma 6.2 and (6.16) for B3
0(0). Thus, we get (6.6) with bounds

in (6.9) and (6.10).
By Lemma 6.6, we have

Ã0(0) = −D0(α, c)
(
− ∂YB(0)M̄(0)−2 +RÃ0

(0)
)
,

which gives (6.7). By Lemma 5.7, we have for j ≥ 1, |Bj(0)| ≤ Cα−j−1, which gives
∑+∞

j=1 |Bj(0)| ≤
Cα−2. By Proposition 6.8, we have∣∣∣Im(( +∞∑

j=1

Bj(0)
)
−D0(α, c)∂YA(0)M̄

−2(0)CP,1

)∣∣∣
≲ ci + α− 2

3 |ImD0(α, c)|+ α−1
∣∣Im (D0(α, c)∂YA(0)M̄

−2(0)
)∣∣ ,

which gives (6.8). The above estimates show the results in (1).
In particular, for any cr ∈ H(UB,Ma) ∩ (1−M−1

a , 1), we use (2) in Lemma 6.3 to get (6.6) with
bound in (6.11) instead of (6.9). This gives the result in (2). □

7. The dispersion relation

In Section 6, we have obtained the asymptotic expansion of boundary value in Proposition 6.1.
Then for any (α, c) ∈ H with cr ∈ H(UB,Ma) ∩ (1 −M−1

a , 1), according to Proposition 6.1, the
boundary condition ∂Y P (0) = 0 is equivalent to the following dispersion relation

∂YA(0) (1 +D0(α, c)d0(α, c))

+ ∂YB(0)
(
d1(α, c) α

−1 + id2(α, c) αci +D0(α, c)D1(α, c)
)
= 0,

(7.1)

where D1(α, c) = ∂YA(0)M̄
−2(0)(1 + CP,1 + d3(α, c)) + d4(α, c) and

|dj(α, c)| ∼ 1 + α−1, |∂cidj(α, c)| ≲ 1 + α−1, j = 1, 2,

|dj(α, c)| ≲ α− 2
3 , |∂cidj(α, c)| ≲ α− 2

3 , j = 0, 3, 4.
(7.2)

Here we take a suitable cut-off function χ̄1 such that |1 + CP,1| ≠ 0, where CP,1 is given in (6.10).
The main result of the pressure system (2.5) is presented as follows.

Theorem 7.1. Assume that UB(Y ) satisfies the structure assumption (1.4) and H(UB,Ma) ∩ (1−
M−1
a , 1) ̸= ∅ for some Mach number Ma > 1. Then for any cr ∈ H(UB,Ma) ∩ (1 −M−1

a , 1), there
exists a sequence {(αk, ci,k)}∞k=1 with ci,k = ci(αk) such that the system (2.5) contains a sequence of

non-trivial solutions Pk(Y ) with eαkw0(Y )P (Y ) ∈W 2,∞(R+) for the pair (αk, ck) with ck = cr+ici,k.
Moreover, we have (αk, ck) ∈ H, and there exists α0 ≫ 1 such that for any k ∈ N+

αk ≥ α0,
3

2
π < C1(cr)(αk+1 − αk) <

5

2
π, 0 < ci,k ∼ α−3

k e−αkw0(Y̊ (cr)),(7.3)

where C1(cr) and Y̊ = Y̊ (cr) are positive constants dependent on cr, but independent of αk. Here Y̊
is given in Lemma 6.2
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We shall illustrate that H(UB,Ma) ∩ (1−M−1
a , 1) is not an empty set.

Proposition 7.2. H(UB,Ma) ∩ (1−M−1
a , 1) ̸= ∅ holds when UB(Y ) is an analytic function. More

precisely,

(1) if UB(Y ) is an analytic function, then there exists M0 > 1 such that for any Ma ≥ M0, it
holds that H(UB,Ma) ∩ (1−M−1

a , 1) ̸= ∅.
(2) Furthermore, if UB(Y ) is the Blasius profile, then for any Ma ≥ 3, it holds that H(UB,Ma)∩

(1−M−1
a , 1) ̸= ∅.

Moreover, there exist C1(Ma), · · · , CN (Ma) with 1−M−1
a < C1 < · · · < CN < 1, such that

(C1, C2) ∪ (C3, C4) ∪ · · · (CN−1, CN ) ⊂ H(UB,Ma) ∩ (1−M−1
a , 1).

7.1. Proof of Theorem 7.1. Before giving the proof of Theorem 7.1, we solve the dispersion
relation (7.1) under the estimates in (7.2) firstly.

The following lemma is the equivalence of dispersion relation (7.1).

Lemma 7.3. Let (α, c) ∈ H and cr ∈ H(UB,Ma) ∩ (1−M−1
a , 1) ̸= ∅. Then the dispersion relation

(7.1) is equivalent to

cr =
D3(α, c)

D1(α, c)κ
3
2 tanΘ(−κη(0)) +D2(α, c)

,(7.4)

ci = α−1crIm(D0(α, c))Re((1 + CP,1)∂YA(0))(D4 +R(α, c)),(7.5)

where κ3 = α2∂Y F̃ (Y0) = α2∂Y Fr(Y0) and for j = 1, 2, 3,

Dj(α, c) ∼ 1 + α−1 + αc2i +Re(D0(α, c)) + ciIm(D0(α, c)),

|∂ciDj(α, c)| ≲ αci + (1 + α2| log ci|)Re(D0(α, c)) + Im(D0(α, c)) ≲ e−αw0(Y ∗
1 −δ0),

(7.6)

and D4 is a constant independent of α and c, and

R(α, c) ∼ α−1 + α2c2i +Re(D0(α, c)) + ciIm(D0(α, c)),

|∂ciR(α, c)| ≲ α2ci + (1 + α2| log ci|)Re(D0(α, c)) + Im(D0(α, c)) ≲ e−αw0(Y ∗
1 −δ0).

Proof. According to Lemma 3.5, a direct calculation gives

∂YA(0) =∂YE(0)Ai(κη(0)) + E(0)Ai′(κη(0))

=
(
e1E(0)κ

5
4 sinΘ(−κη(0)))

+ κ−
1
4 (e2∂YE(0) + e3E(0)) cosΘ(−κη(0)))

)
(1 +O(κ−3)),

(7.7)

and

∂YB(0) =∂YE(0)Ai(κη(0)) + E(0)Ai′(κη(0))

=
(
ẽ1E(0)κ

5
4 cosΘ(−κη(0)))

+ κ−
1
4 (ẽ2∂YE(0) + ẽ3E(0)) sinΘ(−κη(0)))

)
(1 +O(κ−3)).

(7.8)

Here E(0) = − Mac

T0(0)
1
2 ∂Y η(0)

1
2
and ej ẽj , j = 1, 2.3 are non-zero constants independent of α and c. By

Lemma 4.7, Lemma 6.2 and D0(α, c) = κ−1α−2πKB[φ0](Ȳ
∗
1 ), we have

|D0(α, c)| ≲ α− 17
6 e−αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0), |ImD0(α, c)| ∼ α− 11
6 e−αw0(Y̊ ),

|∂ciD0(α, c)| ≤ Cα2| log ci||D0(α, c)|, |D1(α, c)|+ c−1
i |ImD1(α, c)| ≲ |Re(∂YA(0))|+ α− 2

3 .
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By taking the real part of (7.1), we use (7.7)-(7.8) and the above estimates to get

D1(α, c)crκ
5
4 sinΘ(−κη(0))) + κ−

1
4 (D2(α, c)cr +D3(α, c)) cosΘ(−κη(0)) = 0,

which gives

cr =
D3(α, c)

D1(α, c)κ
3
2 tanΘ(−κη(0)) +D2(α, c)

,(7.9)

where for j = 1, 2, 3,

Dj(α, c) ∼ 1 + α−1 + αc2i +Re(D0(α, c)) + ciIm(D0(α, c)),

|∂ciDj(α, c)| ≲ αci + (1 + α2 log ci)Re(D0(α, c)) + Im(D0(α, c)) ≲ e−αw0(Y ∗
1 −δ0).

(7.10)

Similarly, we use the above process to take the imaginary part of (7.1) to derive

ci = α−1crIm(D0(α, c))Re((1 + CP,1)∂YA(0))(D4 +R(α, c)),(7.11)

where D4 is a constant independent of α and c, and

R(α, c) ∼ α−1 + α2c2i +Re(D0(α, c)) + ciIm(D0(α, c)),

|∂ciR(α, c)| ≲ α2ci + (1 + α2 log ci)Re(D0(α, c)) + Im(D0(α, c)) ≲ e−αw0(Y ∗
1 −δ0).

From the above process, the dispersion relation (7.1) is equivalent to (7.9) and (7.11). □

Now we are in a position to prove Theorem 7.1.

Proof. We first prove the existence of sequence {(αk, ci,k)}+∞
k=1 to the dispersion (7.1). For any α ≥ α0

and a fixed cr ∈ H(UB,Ma) ∩ (1−M−1
a , 1), we define

c
(j)
i = α− 17

6 cre
−αw0(Ỹ )sign(Im(D0(α, cr + ic

(0)
i )))Re((1 + CP,1)∂YA(0))(D4 +R(α, cr + ic

(j−1)
i )),

with c
(0)
i = α−3e−αw0(Y̊ ), by using Lemma 6.2 to ensure |Im(D0(α, c))| ∼ α− 11

6 e−αw0(Y̊ )(1+ R̃(α, c))

and putting R̃ into R for convenience. Since |∂ciR(α, c)| ≤ Cα2| log ci|e−αw0(Y ∗
1 −δ0) + Cci ≤ Cα−1,

we have

|c(j+1)
i − c

(j)
i | ≤α− 17

6 cr|Re((1 + CP,1)∂YA(0))||R(α, cr + ic
(j)
i )−R(α, cr + ic

(j−1)
i )|

≤Cα− 17
6
−1|c(j)i − c

(j−1)
i | ≤ 1

2
|c(j)i − c

(j−1)
i |,

by taking α ≥ α0 large. Then we define ci = limj→∞ c
(j)
i , which solves (7.5). Thus, we view ci a

function of α and cr. Since cr is a given number, we write ci = ci(α).
With ci = ci(α) solved, we write Dj(α, c) = Dj(α), j = 1, 2.3, which is a function of α, with

bound |Dj(α)| ∼ 1, j = 1, 2, 3 . We define

F(α) = cr −
D3(α)

D1(α)κ
3
2 tanΘ(−κη(0)) +D2(α)

= cr −
D3(1 +O(α−1))

D1κ
3
2 tanΘ(−κη(0)) +D2

,

where Dj , j = 1, 2, 3 are constants independent of α with |Dj(α) − Dj | ≲ α−1. To solve (7.4) is
equivalent to finding a zero point of F(α). We choose C1, C2 and take α ≥ α0 large to hold

D3(1 +O(α−1))

D1C1 +D2
< cr,

D3(1 +O(α−1))

D1C2 +D2
> cr.
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For the equation κ
3
2 tanΘ(−κη(0)) = Cj , j = 1, 2, there exists a sequence {κj,k}∞k=1, j = 1, 2 with

κ
3
2
j,k = κ(αj,k) = αj,k(∂Y Fr(Y0))

1
2 ≳ α0 such that

κ
3
2
1,k tanΘ(−κ1,kη(0)) = C1, κ

3
2
2,k tanΘ(−κ2,kη(0)) = C2,

which is equivalent to

α1,k tanΘ
(
α1,kw(Y0)−

π

4

)
= C1(∂Y Fr(Y0))

− 1
2 , α2,k tanΘ

(
α2,kw(Y0)−

π

4

)
= C2(∂Y Fr(Y0))

− 1
2 ,

where we denote w(Y0) =
∫ Y0
0 (−Fr(Z))

1
2dZ > 0 and for any k ∈ N+,

w(Y0)|α1,k − α2,k| ≤ π,
π

2
< w(Y0)(αj,k+1 − αj,k) <

3

2
π, j = 1, 2.

As a result, we deduce

F(α1,k) > 0, F(α2,k) < 0, κj,k = α
2
3
j,k(∂Y Fr(Y0))

1
3 , j = 1, 2.

As the function F(α) is continuous on α, we find αk ∈ (α1,k, α2,k) ( or αk ∈ (α2,k, α1,k)) such that

F(αk) = 0. Meanwhile, we obtain a sequence {ci,k}+∞
k=1 with ci,k = ci(αk). In conclusion, given

cr ∈ H(UB,Ma) ∩ (1 −M−1
a , 1), we find a sequence {(αk, ci,k)}+∞

k=1, which solves (7.4) and (7.5).

Then by Lemma 7.3, we obtain {(αk, ci,k)}+∞
k=1 solves (7.1).

Next, we show (αk, ck) ∈ H and (7.3) with ck = c(αk) = cr + ci,k. According to (7.9) and (7.10),
we write

κ
3
2 tanΘ(−κη(0)) = D3(α, c)

crD1(α, c)
− D2(α, c)

D1(α, c)
=

D3

crD1
− D2

D1
+O(α−1) ∈ (C1, C2),

by taking α large. Then we can get a sequence of {κk} with κk = α
2
3
k (∂Y Fr(Y0))

1
3 such that

κ
3
2
k tanΘ(−κkη(0)) = C̄ ∈ (C1, C2) and π

2 < w(Y0)(αj,k+1 − αj,k) < 3
2π. Moreover, we have

| sinΘ(−κkη(0))| ∼ κ
− 3

2
k and | cosΘ(−κkη(0))| ∼ 1. By using (7.11) and denoting D0(αk) =

D0(αk, cr + ci(αk)), R(αk) = R(αk, cr + ci(αk)), we have

ci,k = ci(αk) =α
−1
k crIm(D0(αk)Re((1 + CP,1)∂YA(0, αk))(D4 +R(αk))

=D4α
−1
k crIm(D0(αk)Re((1 + CP,1))Re(∂YA(0, αk))

=D4α
−2
k crIm(D0(αk)Re((1 + CP,1))Re(∂YB(0, αk))

=D4α
− 7

6
k Im(D0(αk)Re((1 + CP,1)) cosΘ(−κkη(0)) ̸= 0.

Since the different periods of functions cosΘ(−κkη(0)), and tanΘ(−κkη(0)), we derive

Sign
( ci(αk)

ci(αk+1)

)
= Sign

( cosΘ(−κkη(0))
cosΘ(−κk+1η(0))

)
= −1.

Thus, we can choose a subsequence {κnk
}∞k=1 (it must be the odd terms or even terms of {κk}∞k=1)

from sequence {κk}∞k=1 such that

sign(cosΘ(−κnk
η(0))) = sign(D4)Re((1 + CP,1))Im(D0(αnk

)).

In the following, we still use notation {κk}∞k=1 for convenience with distance

3

2
π < w(Y0)(αk+1 − αk) <

5

2
π.
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By Lemma 6.2, we have

0 < ci,k ∼ α
− 7

6
k |Im(D0(αk)| ∼ α−3

k e−αkw0(Y̊ (cr)).

Thus, we get (αk, ck) ∈ H with 0 < ci,k ∼ α−3
k e−αkw0(Y̊ (cr)). Finally, we construct the solution Pk to

(2.5). □

7.2. Proof of Proposition 7.2.

Proof. We first compute the derivatives of η at the turning point Y0. By the Langer transform (3.5),
a direct calculation gives

∂Y η(Y0) = 1, ∂2Y η(Y0) =
1

5

∂2Y F̃ (Y0)

∂Y F̃ (Y0)
, ∂3Y η(Y0) =

1

7

∂3Y F̃ (Y0)

∂Y F̃ (Y0)
− 12

175

(
∂2Y F̃ (Y0)

∂Y F̃ (Y0)

)2

.

We recall

Q̃1(Y ; cr,Ma) =
∂2Y M̄r

M̄r
− 2(∂Y M̄r)

2

M̄2
r

− 3

4

(∂2Y η)
2

(∂Y η)2
−

∂3Y η

2∂Y η
, Y ∈ [0, Y0].

Notice that F̃ (Y ) = Fr(Y ) for Y ∈ [0, Y0] and Fr(Y ) = 1 − M̄2
r (Y ). Taking (Z, Y0) = (0, 0) with

cr = T
1
2
0 (0)M−1

a , we have M̄r(0) = −1, ∂Y η(0) = 1 and

Q̃1(0;T
1
2
0 (0)M−1

a ,Ma) =

(
11

14
− 3

50
− 12

175

)
∂2Y M̄r(0)

M̄r(0)
−
(
203

100
+

6

175

)(
∂Y M̄r(0)

M̄r(0)

)2

−
(

3

100
+

6

175

)(
∂2Y M̄r(0)

∂Y M̄r(0)

)2

− 1

14

∂3Y M̄r(0)

∂Y M̄r(0)
:= G(Ma).

From the above equality, we know that Q̃1(0;T
1
2
0 (0)M−1

a ,Ma) = G(Ma) is a nonzero function of Ma

and is analytically related to Ma. Thus, the roots of G(Ma) are isolated.

• UB is an analytic function. Since the roots of G(Ma) are isolated, there existsM0 > 0 such that

for any Ma ≥ M0, it holds that Q̃1(0;T
1
2
0 (0)M−1

a ,Ma) ̸= 0, where M0 is the maximum of roots

of G(Ma) in the finite interval. Since Q̃1(Z; cr,Ma) is continuos in variable (Z, cr), there exists

ε0 > 0 such that Q̃1(Z, cr,Ma) ̸= 0 for 0 ≤ Z + |cr − T
1
2
0 (0)M−1

a | ≤ 4ε0. Especially, we have

Q̃1(Z;T
1
2
0 (0)M−1

a + ε0,Ma) ̸= 0 for Z ∈ [0, ε0]. Thus, we get J(T
1
2
0 (0)M−1

a + ε0) ̸= 0, which means

that J(cr) is a nonzero function on [T
1
2
0 (0)M−1

a , 1 +M−1
a ]. As UB is analytic, we deduce that J(cr)

is also analytic, which implies that the roots of J(cr) are isolated and the number of roots is finite.
As a result, there exist C1(Ma), · · · , CN (Ma) with 1−M−1

a < C1 < · · · < CN < 1, such that

(C1, C2) ∪ (C3, C4) ∪ · · · (CN−1, CN ) ⊂ H(UB,Ma) ∩ (1−M−1
a , 1).

Thus, the statement in (1) is true.

• UB is the Blasius profile. We claim that for anyMa ≥ 3, it holds that Q̃1(0;T
1
2
0 (0)M−1

a ,Ma) ̸= 0.

For the Blasius profile, we have UB(0) = ∂2Y UB(0) = ∂3Y UB(0) = 0. A direct calculation gives

∂Y T0(0) = ∂3Y T0(0) = 0, ∂2Y T0 = −(γ − 1)M2
a (∂Y UB(0))

2,

M̄(0) = −1, ∂Y M̄(0) =MaT0(0)
− 1

2∂Y UB(0), ∂2Y M̄(0) =
1

2
T0(0)

−1∂2Y T0(0),

∂3Y M̄(0) = −3

2
MaT0(0)

− 3
2∂2Y T0(0)∂Y UB(0).
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Thus, we obtain

Q̃1(0, T
1
2
0 (0)M−1

a ,Ma) = C0(Ma)T0(0)
−1M2

a (∂Y UB(0))
2,

where for any Ma ≥ 3

C0(Ma) =
2

7
(γ − 1)− (γ − 1)(

3

100
+

6

175
)− (

3

100
+

6

175
)

1

4T0(0)
− (

203

100
+

6

175
) < 0,

which gives Q̃1(0;T
1
2
0 (0)M−1

a ,Ma) < 0. Thus, the statement in (2) is true. □

7.3. Proof of the Theorem 1.1, 1.4-1.5. With results in Theorem 7.1 and Proposition 7.2 at
hand, we are in a position to prove main theorems.

Proof. In Theorem 7.1, we have constructed the multiple unstable modes {(αk, ck)}∞k=1 to the pres-
sure system (2.5). By the relation (2.4), we can rebuild (ϱk, Uk, Vk, Tk)(Y ) through Pk(Y ) and

(ϱk, Uk, Vk, Tk, Pk)(Y ) ∈ L∞(R+)×W 1,∞(R+)
2 × L∞(R+)×W 2,∞(R+)

which satisfies the system (1.5)-(1.6). Moreover, we have

(ρk, uk, vk, Tk, pk)(t,X, Y ) = (ϱk, Uk, Vk, Tk, Pk)(Y )eiαkXe−iαkckt,

which are solutions to the linearized Euler system (1.2) with (αk, ck) satisfying (7.3). The results in
Theorem 1.4-1.5 are direct conclusions of Proposition 7.2. □

Appendix A. Some estimates related to critical layer

For this section, we are devoted to giving some important estimates related to D0(α, c), which are
used to give the main part of the imaginary part through the dispersion relation.

Lemma A.1. Let (α, c) ∈ H0 and f = ∂Y

(
−H1[A]
1−M̄2

)
in the formula of Gf (Y ) in (4.31). Then we

have

0 < Re
(∫ Ȳ ∗

2

Ȳ ∗
1

Gf (Y )dY
)
∼ α

11
6 e−αw0(Yc).

Proof. As in Lemma 5.8, we write

f = ∂Y

(
−H1[A]

1− M̄2

)
= f1 +R1, Gf (Y ) = Gf1(Y ) +GR1(Y ),

where f1 = −2α2∂Y χ1A and ∥R1∥L∞
w0

≤ Cα
5
6 with supp(R1) ⊂ [Y1−2δ0, Y1−δ0]∪ [Y2−δ0, Y2+2δ0].

By Lemma 4.5 (taking Ȳ1 = Y1 + δ0, Ȳ2 = Y2 − δ0, δ = 3δ0), we get

|GR1(Y )| ≤ Cα
5
6 e−αw0(Yc).(A.1)

Taking f = −2α2∂Y χ1A(Y ) in (4.31), we have

Gf1(Y ) =− 2α2 F (Y )

ϕ2(Y )

∫ Y

Yc

∂Y ′χ1ϕ(Y
′)Ai(κη(Y ′))(∂Y ′η(Y ′))−

1
2dY ′.

For Y ∈ supp(∂Y χ1), it holds that η(∂Y η)
2 ∼ 1, which gives

(∂Y η(Y ))−
1
2Ai(κη(Y )) ∼ 1

(κη(Y ))
1
4 (∂Y η(Y ))

1
2

e−
2
3
(κη(Y ))

3
2 ∼ α− 1

6 e−αw0(Y ).(A.2)
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Define a real function

G̃f1(Y ) =
−2α2Fr(Y )ϕ2r(Y )

|ϕ(Y )|4

∫ Y

Yc

∂Y ′χ1ϕr(Y
′)Ai(κη(Y ′))(∂Y ′η(Y ′))−

1
2dY ′.

By Proposition 4.2 and a similar argument in Lemma 4.5, it is easy to get∣∣∣ ∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Ȳ ∗
1

(Gf1 − G̃f1(Y ))dY
∣∣∣ ≤ Cα

17
6 cie

−αw0(Yc).(A.3)

Next, we focus on G̃f1(Y ). For Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗
1 , Ȳc], we notice G̃f1(Y ) > 0, and it follows from (4.37) and

(4.39) that

0 <

∫ Yc

Ȳ ∗
1

G̃f1(Y )dY ≤ Cα
11
6 e−αw0(Yc).

On the other hand, for Y ∈ [Y1 +
1
4δ0, Y1 +

3
4δ0], it holds that |∂Y χ1| ≥ c0. Then we deduce

G̃f1(Y ) ≥C−1α
17
6 e−2α|wc(Y )|

∫ Y1+
3
4 δ0

Y

eα|wc(Y
′)|w−αw0(Y

′)dY ′ ≥ C−1α
11
6 e−αw0(Yc)

(
1− e−2α

∫ Y1+ 3
4
δ0

Y F
1
2
r dZ

)
,

which implies ∫ Yc

Ȳ ∗
1

G̃f1(Y )dY ≥ C−1α
11
6 e−αw0(Yc).

Thus, we have

0 <

∫ Yc

Ȳ ∗
1

G̃f1(Y )dY ∼ α
11
6 e−αw0(Yc).(A.4)

By (4.40) and (4.41), we have for Y ∈ [Ȳ2, Ȳ
∗
2 ]: G̃f1(Y ) < 0 and

|G̃f1(Y )| ≤ Cα
11
6 αe−2αwc(Y )e−αw0(Yc) ≪ α

11
6 e−αw0(Yc),

which gives ∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Yc

|G̃f1(Y )|dY ≪ α
11
6 e−αw0(Yc).(A.5)

It follows from (A.4) and (A.5) that

0 <

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Ȳ ∗
1

G̃f1(Y )dY ∼ α
11
6 e−αw0(Yc),

which along with (A.1) and (A.3) gives

0 < Re
(∫ Ȳ ∗

2

Ȳ ∗
1

Gf (Y )dY
)
∼ α

11
6 e−αw0(Yc).

□

We introduce a quantity which is related to KB[φ0](Y )

M =−
∫ Yc

Ȳ ∗
1

χ2M̄(Y )ϕ(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

F (Y ′)

ϕ2(Y ′)
dY ′dY(A.6)

+

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Yc

χ2M̄(Y )ϕ(Y )

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Y

F (Y ′)

ϕ2(Y ′)
dY ′dY = I1 + I2.
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To give the estimates for M, both for the real part and the imaginary part, we set Fr(Y ) ≥ 9
10 for

any Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗∗
1 , Yc + 3δ0] and assume that Yc − Y1 = Y2 − Yc = δ1 > 2δ0.

Lemma A.2. Let (α, c) ∈ H0 and ϕ be the solution to the system (4.7) constructed in Proposition

4.2. Then there exist Y ∗
1 ∈ [Ȳ ∗

1 + 3δ0, Y1 − 3δ0], Y
∗
2 ∈ [Y2 + 3δ0, Ȳ

∗
2 − 3δ0] and Ỹ ∈ (Yc, Y

∗
2 − δ0)

satisfying

e−αw0(Y1)e
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y )dY

+ e−αw0(Y ∗
2 ) ≪ e−αw0(Ỹ ),(A.7)

such that

− Cα−1 ≤ Re(M) ≤ −C−1α−1eαw0(Yc)e−αw0(Ỹ ) +O(c2i | log ci|),

or

Cα−1 ≥ Re(M) ≥ C−1α−1eαw0(Yc)e−αw0(Ỹ ) +O(c2i | log ci|),

where M is given in (A.8). Moreover, we have

|Im(M)| ≤ Cci| log ci|.

Proof. We recall that χ2 is a smooth cut-off function such that χ2 ≡ 1 for any Y ∈ [Y ∗
1 , Y

∗
2 ] and

χ2 ≡ 0 for any Y ∈ [0, Y ∗
1 − δ0] ∪ [Y ∗

2 + δ0,+∞). Here Y ∗
1 and Y ∗

2 will be determined later. By
Lemma 4.6, it is easy to obtain |M| ≤ Cα−1. We introduce

Ĩ1 = −
∫ Yc

Ȳ ∗
1

χ2M̄r(Z)ϕr(Z)

∫ Z

Ȳ ∗
1

Fr(Y
′)ϕ2r(Y

′)

|ϕ4(Y ′)|
dY ′dZ < 0,

Ĩ2 =

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Yc

χ2M̄r(Z)ϕr(Z)

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Z

Fr(Y
′)ϕ2r(Y

′)

|ϕ4(Y ′)|
dY ′dZ > 0.

We first choose Ỹ1 such that

2

∫ Y1−2δ0

Ỹ1

F
1
2
r (Y )dY ≥

∫ Yc

Y1

F
1
2
r (Y )dY +max

{∫ Yc

Ỹ1

F
1
2
r (Y )dY,

∫ 2Yc−Ỹ1

Yc

F
1
2
r (Y )dY

}
+ 4δ0,(A.8)

which is guaranteed by the following: for any Y1 − Ỹ1 ≥ 11δ0 + 3δ1,

2

∫ Y1−2δ0

Ỹ1

F
1
2
r (Y )dY ≥9

5
(Y1 − Ỹ1 − 2δ0) ≥ (2Yc − Ỹ1 − Y1) + 4δ0

≥
∫ Yc

Y1

F
1
2
r (Y )dY +max

{∫ Yc

Ỹ1

F
1
2
r (Y )dY,

∫ 2Yc−Ỹ1

Yc

F
1
2
r (Y )dY

}
+ 4δ0.

From (A.8), we can obtain that for any Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗
1 , Ỹ1 + 2δ0],

e−αw0(Y1)e−2α
∫ Y1−2δ0
Y F

1
2
r (Z)dZ ≤ e−αw0(Yc)min

{
e−α

∫ Yc
Y F

1
2
r (Z)dZ , e−α

∫ 2Yc−Y
Yc

F
1
2
r (Z)dZ

}
e−4δ0α.(A.9)

We introduce the following quantity M̃ ∈ R,

M̃(Y ; Ỹ1) =−
∫ Yc

Ỹ1

M̄r(Y )ϕr(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

Fr(Y
′)ϕ2r(Y

′)

|ϕ4(Y ′)|
dY ′dY︸ ︷︷ ︸

<0

+

∫ Y

Yc

M̄r(Z)ϕr(Z)

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Y

Fr(Y
′)ϕ2r(Y

′)

|ϕ4(Y ′)|
dY ′dZ︸ ︷︷ ︸

>0

.

We first notice that M̃(Yc) < 0. Here we choose Y ∗
2 = 2Yc − Ỹ1 +3δ0. Then we split our proof into

the following two cases.
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Case 1. M̃(Y ∗
2 ) ≤ 0. In this case, we take Y ∗

1 = Ỹ1 − δ0. Then we have

Ĩ1 + Ĩ2 ≤−
∫ Ỹ1

Y ∗
1

M̄r(Y )ϕr(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

Fr(Y
′)ϕ2r(Y

′)

|ϕ4(Y ′)|
dY ′dY

−
∫ Y ∗

1

Y ∗
1 −δ0

χ2M̄r(Y )ϕr(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

Fr(Y
′)ϕ2r(Y

′)

|ϕ4(Y ′)|
dY ′dY

+

∫ Y ∗
2 +δ0

Y ∗
2

χ2(Y )M̄r(Y )ϕr(Y )

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Y

Fr(Y
′)ϕ2r(Y

′)

|ϕ4(Y ′)|
dY ′dY.

(A.10)

On the other hand, by Proposition 4.2, we have

0 <

∫ Ỹ1

Y ∗
1

M̄r(Y )ϕr(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

Fr(Y
′)ϕ2r(Y

′)

|ϕ4(Y ′)|
dY ′dY

∼α
∫ Ỹ1

Y ∗
1

eα|wc(Y )|
∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

e−2α|wc(Y ′)|dY ′ ∼ α−1e
−α

∫ Yc
Ỹ1

F
1
2
r dY

.

(A.11)

By a similar argument as above, we can obtain∣∣∣ ∫ Y ∗
1

Y ∗
1 −δ0

χ2(Y )M̄r(Y )ϕr(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

Fr(Y
′)ϕ2r(Y

′)

|ϕ4(Y ′)|
dY ′dY

∣∣∣ ≲ α−1e
−α

∫ Yc
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r dY ≪ α−1e

−α
∫ Yc
Ỹ1

F
1
2
r dY

,(A.12)

and ∣∣∣ ∫ Y ∗
2 +δ0

Y ∗
2

χ2(Y )M̄r(Y )ϕr(Y )

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Y

Fr(Y
′)ϕ2r(Y

′)

|ϕ4(Y ′)|
dY ′dY

∣∣∣ ≲ α−1e−α
∫ Y ∗

2
Yc

F
1
2
r ≪ α−1e

−α
∫ Yc
Ỹ1

F
1
2
r dY

.(A.13)

Then by (A.10)-(A.13), we arrive at

Ĩ1 + Ĩ2 ≤ −Cα−1e
−α

∫ Yc
Ỹ1

F
1
2
r dY

< 0,(A.14)

which implies

e−αw0(Yc)|Ĩ1 + Ĩ2| ≥α−1e−αw0(Yc)e
−α

∫ Yc
Ỹ1

F
1
2
r dY ≥ α−1e−αw0(Y1)e

−2α
∫ Y1−2δ0
Ỹ1

F
1
2
r (Y )dY

e4αδ0

≥α−1e−αw0(Y1)e
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y )dY

e4αδ0 ≫ e−αw0(Y1)e
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y )dY

,

and

e−αw0(Yc)|Ĩ1 + Ĩ2| ≥α−1e−αw0(Yc)e
−α

∫ Yc
Ỹ1

F
1
2
r dY ≥ α−1e−αw0(Y ∗

2 )e4δ0α ≫ e−αw0(Y ∗
2 ).

Therefore, we conclude that there exits Ỹ ∈ (Yc, Y
∗
2 − δ0) such that

0 > e−αw0(Yc)(Ĩ1 + Ĩ2) ≥ −α−1e−αw0(Ỹ ),(A.15)

with

e−αw0(Y1)e
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r
+ e−αw0(Y ∗

2 ) ≪ e−αw0(Ỹ ).
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Case 2. M̃(Y ∗
2 ) > 0. In this case, we take Y ∗

1 = Ỹ1 + 2δ0 and we get

Ĩ1 + Ĩ2 =M̃(Y ∗
2 ) +

∫ Y ∗
1 −δ0

Ỹ1

M̄r(Y )ϕr(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

Fr(Y
′)ϕ2r(Y

′)

|ϕ4(Y ′)|
dY ′dY

+

∫ Y ∗
1

Y ∗
1 −δ0

(1− χ2)M̄r(Y )ϕr(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

Fr(Y
′)ϕ2r(Y

′)

|ϕ4(Y ′)|
dY ′dY

+

∫ Y ∗
2 +δ0

Y ∗
2

χ2(Y )M̄r(Y )ϕr(Y )

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Y

Fr(Y
′)ϕ2r(Y

′)

|ϕ4(Y ′)|
dY ′dY

≥
∫ Y ∗

1 −δ0

Ỹ1

M̄r(Y )ϕr(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

Fr(Y
′)ϕ2r(Y

′)

|ϕ4(Y ′)|
dY ′dY.

(A.16)

On the other hand, by a similar argument as (A.11), we can deduce that

0 <

∫ Y ∗
1 −δ0

Ỹ1

M̄r(Y )ϕr(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

Fr(Y
′)ϕ2r(Y

′)

|ϕ4(Y ′)|
dY ′dY ∼ α−1e

−α
∫ Yc
Ỹ1+δ0

F
1
2
r dY

,

which along with (A.16) implies

Ĩ1 + Ĩ2 ≥ Cα−1e
−α

∫ Yc
Ỹ1+δ0

F
1
2
r (Y )dY

> 0.

Moreover, we have

e−αw0(Yc)|Ĩ1 + Ĩ2| ≥α−1e−αw0(Yc)e
−α

∫ Yc
Ỹ1+δ0

F
1
2
r dY ≥ α−1e−αw0(Yc)e

−α
∫ Yc
Y ∗
1
F

1
2
r dY

e−αδ0

≥α−1e−αw0(Y1)e
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y )dY

eαδ0 ≫ e−αw0(Y1)e
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y )dY

,

and

e−αw0(Yc)|Ĩ1 + Ĩ2| ≥α−1e−αw0(Yc)e−α
∫ 2Yc−Ỹ1
Yc

F
1
2
r dY ≥ α−1e−αw0(Y ∗

2 )e2δ0α ≫ e−αw0(Y ∗
2 ).

Thus, we infer that there exits Ỹ ∈ (Yc, Y
∗
2 − δ0) such that

0 < e−αw0(Yc)(Ĩ1 + Ĩ2) ≤ α−1e−αw0(Ỹ ),(A.17)

with

e−αw0(Y1)e
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r
+ e−αw0(Y ∗

2 ) ≪ e−αw0(Ỹ ).

Now we turn to show the difference I1 − Ĩ1 and I2 − Ĩ2. We have

|I1 − Ĩ1|+ c−1
i |ReI1 − Ĩ1| ≤ Cci

∫ Yc

Y ∗
1 −δ0

|ϕ|−1(Y )dY ≤ Cci| log ci|,

Similarly, we have

ci|I2 − Ĩ2|+ |ReI2 − Ĩ2| ≤ Cc2i | log ci|.

The proof is completed. □

With results in Lemma A.1-A.2 at hand, we are in a position to prove Lemma 6.2
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Proof. According to the definition of χ2, we first have

supp

(
∂Y

(∂Y χ2M̄
2

1− M̄2

))
⊆ supp(∂Y χ2) = [Y ∗

1 − δ0, Y
∗
1 ] ∪ [Y ∗

2 , Y
∗
2 + δ0].

Therefore, for any Y ≥ Y ∗
2 + δ0, we have KB[φ] ≡ 0; for any Y ∈ [Y ∗

1 − δ0, Y
∗
2 + δ0], we have

|KB[φ0](Y )| ≤ C

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Y
|φ0(Z)|dZ ≤ Cα

5
6 e−αw0(Y ),

and for any Y ≤ Y ∗
1 − δ0, we have KB[φ0](Y ) ≡ KB[φ0](Y

∗
1 − δ0). Along with Proposition 4.1, we

obtain

|KB[φ](Y )| ≤C
∫ Y ∗

1

Y ∗
1 −δ0

|φ0(Z)|dZ + C

∫ Y ∗
2 +δ0

Y ∗
2

|φ0(Z)|dZ

≤Ce−αw0(Y ∗
1 −δ0)∥φ0∥L∞

w0
([Y ∗

1 −δ0,Y ∗
1 ]) + Ce−αw0(Y ∗

2 )∥φ0∥L∞
w0

≤Cα− 1
6

(
e−αw0(Y ∗

1 −δ0)e
−2α

∫ Y1−2δ0
Y ∗
1

F
1
2
r (Y ′)dY ′

+ αe−αw0(Y ∗
2 )
)
,

by using Proposition 5.3.
Next we shall show the lower bound of Im(KB[φ0](Y

∗
1 − δ0)). For this purpose, we first notice

that

LM̄ [φ0] = α2M̄φ0 + ∂Y

(−H1[A]

1− M̄2

)
= α2M̄φ0 − 2α2∂Y χ1A+R1,

where ∥R1∥L∞
w0

+ c−1
i ∥ImR1∥L∞

w0
≤ Cα

5
6 . We get by integration by parts that∫ +∞

Y ∗
1 −δ0

∂Y

(∂Y χ2M̄
2

1− M̄2

)
M̄−1φ0(Y )dY =

∫ Y ∗
2 +δ0

Y ∗
1 −δ0

χ2

( M̄2

1− M̄2

(φ0(Y )

M̄

)′)′
dY

=

∫ Y ∗
2 +δ0

Y ∗
1 −δ0

χ2(α
2M̄φ0(Y )− 2α2∂Y χ1A(Y ) +R1(Y ))dY.

On the other hand, it is easy to find that∣∣∣Im(∫ Y ∗
2 +δ0

Y ∗
1 −δ0

α2∂Y χ1A(Y )dY
)∣∣∣+ α

∣∣∣Im(∫ Y ∗
2 +δ0

Y ∗
1 −δ0

R1(Y )dY
)∣∣∣ ≤ Cα

5
6 cie

−αw0(Y ∗
1 −δ0).(A.18)

Hence, we only need to pay attention to

Im
(∫ Y ∗

2 +δ0

Y ∗
1 −δ0

χ2α
2M̄φ0(Y )dY

)
.

We denote φ0 = φ01 + φ02, where

φ01(Y ) =


ϕ(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

Gf (Y
′)dY ′, Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗

1 , Yc],

− ϕ(Y )

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Y
Gf (Y

′)dY ′, Y ∈ [Yc, Ȳ
∗
2 ],

φ02(Y ) =


µf (c)ϕ(Y )

∫ Y

Ȳ ∗
1

F (Y ′)

ϕ2(Y ′)
dY ′, Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗

1 , Yc],

− µf (c)ϕ(Y )

∫ Ȳ ∗
2

Y

F (Y ′)

ϕ2(Y ′)
dY ′, Y ∈ [Yc, Ȳ

∗
2 ],
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and f = ∂Y

(
−H1[A]
1−M̄2

)
with ∥f∥L∞

w0
≤ Cα

11
6 . Here µf (c) is given in (4.33). By Lemma 4.5 and (A.2),

we have for Y ∈ [Ȳ ∗
1 , Ȳ

∗
2 ],

|φ01| ≤ Cα
5
6 e−αw0(Y ), |Imφ01| ≤ Cα

11
6 cie

−αw0(Y ),

which gives ∣∣∣Im(∫ Y ∗
2 +δ0

Ȳ ∗
1

χ2α
2M̄φ01(Y )dY

)∣∣∣ ≤Cα 17
6 cie

−αw0(Y ∗
1 −δ0).(A.19)

We focus on φ02. We write ∫ Y ∗
2 +δ0

Y ∗
1 −δ0

χ2α
2M̄φ02(Y )dY = −α2µf (c)M,

where M is defined in (A.6). By Lemma 4.5, Lemma 4.7 and A.1, we obtain

|Re(µf (c))| ≤ Cα
5
6 e−αw0(Yc), −Im(µf (c)) ∼ α− 1

6∂2Y M̄(Yc)e
−αw0(Yc),

from which and Lemma A.2, we infer

Im
(∫ Y ∗

2 +δ0

Y ∗
1 −δ0

χ2α
2M̄φ02(Y )dY

)
∼ α

11
6 ∂2Y M̄(Yc)e

−αw0(Yc)Re(M).

This along with Lemma A.2 shows

Cα
5
6 e−αw0(Yc) + Cc2i | log ci| ≥

∣∣∣Im(∫ Y ∗
2 +δ0

Y ∗
1 −δ0

χ2α
2M̄φ02(Y )dY

)∣∣∣ ≥ C−1α
5
6 e−αw0(Ỹ ) − C−1c2i | log ci|,

and

Sign
(
Im
(∫ Y ∗

2 +δ0

Y ∗
1 −δ0

χ2α
2M̄φ02(Y )dY

))
= Sign(∂2Y M̄(Yc))SignM.

Therefore, we combine (A.18)-(A.19) and use the assumption ci ≪ αne−αw0(Ỹ ) for some n > 0 to
conclude that

Cα
5
6 e−αw0(Yc) ≥ |Im(KB[φ](Y

∗
1 − δ0)| ≥ C−1α

5
6 e−αw0(Ỹ )

with

Sign(Im(KB[φ])) = Sign(∂2Y M̄(Yc))SignM.

Then we choose Y̊ ∈ [Yc, Ỹ ] such that

|Im(KB[φ](Y
∗
1 − δ0)| ∼ α

5
6 e−αw0(Y̊ ).

The proof is completed. □
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