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Abstract. In this article, we prove that the threshold of instability of the classical
Couette flow in Hs for large s is ν1/2. The instability is completely driven by the
boundary. The dynamic of the flow creates a Prandtl type boundary layer of width
ν1/2 which is itself linearly unstable. This leads to a secondary instability which in turn
creates a sub-layer.

1. Introduction

In this article, we consider the instability of the Couette flow with respect to the
incompressible Navier-Stokes equations

(1) ∂tu
ν + (uν · ∇)uν − ν∆uν +∇pν = f ν ,

(2) ∇ · uν = 0,

posed in the two dimensional infinite strip

ΩR = {(x, y) | x ∈ R, −1 < y < +1},
or in the periodic strip

ΩT = {(x, y) | x ∈ T, −1 < y < +1},
together with the initial condition uν(0, ·, ·) = uν0 and the boundary conditions

(3) uν(t, ·,−1) = (−1, 0), uν(t, ·,+1) = (1, 0).

Let

Us(y) = (y, 0)

be the Couette flow.
When ν goes to 0, we expect that boundary layers of size ν1/2, namely of Prandtl type,

appear near the lower and upper boundaries y = ±1. As a consequence, even if we start
with an initial data uν0 which has no boundary layer and whose derivatives are bounded,
immediately, uν has large gradients near y = ±1. This leads to the following instability
result in Sobolev spaces.

Theorem 1.1. Let s be arbitrarily large and let β > 0. Then there exists a sequence of
solutions uν of (1), (2), and (3) with corresponding forces f ν and a sequence of times T ν,
such that uν(0, ·,±1)− (±1, 0) = 0,

(4) ∥uν(0, ·, ·)− Us(·)∥Hs ≤ νβ,

(5) ∥f ν∥L∞([0,T ν ],Hs) ≤ νN ,
1
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and such that

(6) lim
ν→0

ν−β∥ ∇uν(T ν , ·, ·)∥H1 = +∞,

(7) lim
ν→0

ν−β∥∇ × uν(T ν , ·, ·)∥L∞ = +∞,

with limν→0 T
ν = 0.

Note that this result is valid for any β > 0. Even for very small solutions (very large
β), a boundary layer appears, leading to large amplifications of the gradient and of the
vorticity of uν .

In this article we study the instability of this boundary layer. To state an instability
result, we have first to design a norm which is well-adapted to solutions having a boundary
layer of size ν1/2, since, as is apparent in the previous theorem, Sobolev norms are not
adequate.

A first possibility is to introduce the norms

(8) ∥|uν∥|s =
∑

α+β≤s

∥ϕ−β∂αx∂
β
y u

ν∥L∞

where

ϕ(x, y) = 1 +
e−(y+1)/δ

√
ν

√
ν

+
e−(1−y)/δ

√
ν

√
ν

,

where δ > 0 is some parameter. We can also replace L∞ by L2 in (8). These norms
appear to be very convenient to describe boundary layers.

However, in this article, we are interested in instability results, and an instability is
stronger the larger the space of arrival. Thus we will focus on a much larger norm

∥uν∥s =
∑

α+β≤s

√
ν
β∥∂αx∂βy uν∥L∞ .

Functions with boundary layers of size
√
ν are uniformly bounded for these norms. This

space also contains functions whose gradients are large ”in the interior”. We will prove
that the threshold of instability for these norms is β = 1/2.

We first prove an instability result when β < 1/2. The construction of the instability
relies on a linear instability of the Prandtl boundary layer for the Rayleigh operator which
is defined as follow. For a given function Vs(Y ) and a given real number α ̸= 0, we define
the Rayleigh operator to be

Rayα,Vs = Vs − V ′′
s (∂

2
Y − α2)−1,

where (∂2Y − α2)−1 is the inverse of (∂2Y − α2) with the Dirichlet boundary condition (see
section 2.1 for more details).

Our instability result relies on the following claim.

Claim: Let

ϕ(t) = − cos t− a sinh
3

2
cos

t

2
− a sinh

1

2
cos

3t

2
,

where

a = −
(
sinh

1

2
+ sinh

3

2

)−1

.
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Let w(t, Y ) be the solution of

∂tw − ∂2Yw = 0

with initial condition w(0, ·) = 0 and boundary conditions

w(t, 0) = ϕ(t), and lim
Y→∞

w(t, Y ) = 0.

Then there exist t0 > 0 and α0 > 0 such that the Rayleigh operator Rayα0,Vt0 (Y ) associated
with α0 and Vt0(Y ) = ϕ(t0) + w(t0, Y ) has a non-real eigenvalue.

Note that w(t, y) can be explicitly computed using double layers potentials. It is also
possible to prove that w(t, y) has an inflection point for some values of t, which implies
that Rayleigh and Fjortoft criteria can not be applied.

Unfortunately there is no known method to prove that the Rayleigh operator has non
real eigenvalues. However, it is numerically very simple and very classical to compute
numerical approximations of the spectrum of Rayleigh operator. The problem reduces to
the evaluation of the eigenvalues of a fixed matrix, or to the numerical integration of a
simple non stiff ordinary differential equation.

In this paper, using two different and independent approaches, we will give numerical
evidences of the claim.

By accepting the claim, we prove the following instability result.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that the claim is true. Let s > 0 and N > 0 be arbitrarily large,
and let β < 1/2. Then there exists a sequence of solutions uν of (1), (2), and (3) with
corresponding forces f ν and a sequence of times T ν such that

(9) ∥uν(0, ·, ·)− Us(·)∥Hs ≤ νβ,

(10) ∥f ν∥C1([0,T ν ],Hs) ≤ νN ,

and such that

(11) lim
ν→0

ν1/2−β∥∇uν(T ν , ·, ·)∥L∞ = +∞,

(12) lim
ν→0

ν1/2−β∥∇ × uν(T ν , ·, ·)∥L∞ = +∞,

where T ν ≈ 1. At time T ν, uν has the scales 1, ν1/2 and ν3/4−β/2 in the y variable.

In particular the vorticity is not bounded as ν goes to 0. As physically expected, the
instability is linked to the creation of a large vorticity near the boundary. More precisely,
such an instability is due to the generation of a sub-layer with smaller size. Such a
sub-layer does not appear in the case β > 1/2, where we have the following theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Let us consider the Couette flow in the infinite strip ΩR or the periodic
strip ΩT. Let β > 1/2. Let s,N be large enough. Suppose that the initial data satisfies

∥uν(0, ·, ·)− Us(·)∥Hs ≤ νβ.

Then, for any fixed T > 0, and any forcing satisfying

∥f ν∥C1([0,T ],Hs) ≤ νN ,
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it holds that
∥uν − Us∥L∞([0,T ],L2) ≤ Cνβ,

∥uν − Us∥L∞([0,T ],L∞) ≤ Cνβ,

∥∇(uν − Us)∥L∞([0,T ],L∞) ≤ Cνβ−1/2,

for some constant C independent on ν. In particular,

lim sup
ν→0

ν1/2−β∥∇ × (uν − Us)∥L∞([0,T ],L∞) <∞.

With the same method, a similar result can be proved for the pipe flow (0, 0, 1−(x2+y2))
in the infinite tube

TR = {(x, y, z) | z ∈ R, |x|2 + y|2 < 1
}

or in the periodic tube

TT = {(x, y, z) | z ∈ T, |x|2 + |y|2 < 1
}
.

Before going into the proof, let us discuss the physical mechanisms underlying these
instabilities. Let us assume that uν0 − Us is of order νβ for some β > 0. When ν goes to
0, we expect that uν is described by Prandtl Ansatz, namely that uν is of the form

uν(t, x, y) = uint(t, x, y) + u+
(
t, x,

y − 1√
ν

)
+ u−

(
t, x,

1 + y√
ν

)
+ o(1)L∞ ,

where uint describes the flow away from the boundary, and where u+ and u−, which
rapidly decay in their last variable, describe the boundary layers which appear at y = ±1.
Moreover, we expect that uint is a solution of Euler equations, whereas u± satisfy Prandtl
equations. In other words, even if we start with a perturbation which vanishes at y = ±1,
we expect that the dynamics of the Navier-Stokes equations creates a boundary layer of
width ν1/2 and amplitude νβ by itself. The onset of this boundary layer leads to (6) and
(7).

In physics, the stability of a boundary layer is investigated through its Reynolds number

ReBL =
UL

ν
where U is the typical velocity in the boundary layer and L its thickness. In our case,

ReBL =
νβν1/2

ν
= νβ−1/2.

If ReBL → +∞, namely if β < 1/2, we expect the boundary layer to be linearly and non-
linearly unstable. On the contrary if ReBL → 0, namely if β > 1/2, these boundary layers
are expected to be linearly stable, and more precisely, the L2 norm of any perturbation
in the boundary layer goes to 0 and decreases monotonically.

We will prove that, if β < 1/2, this Prandtl boundary layer is indeed unstable, leading to
a secondary instability and a sub-layer of size ν3/4−β/2. This part relies on the numerical
investigation of the claim previously stated. There exist arbitrarily small and smooth
perturbations, of size νN in Hs for any arbitrarily large N and s, which grow exponentially
fast. These perturbations have two scales in y: the ν1/2 scale, which is the scale of the
Prandtl layer which creates them, but also a ν3/4−β/2 scale, which corresponds to a viscous
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sub-layer. At these times, the solution uν has three scales, namely 1 (scale of the domain),
ν1/2 (scale of Prandtl boundary layer) and ν3/4−β/2 (scale of the sub-layer created by the
linear instability of Prandtl boundary layer).

The stability of the Couette flow has been studied in the pioneer works of Kelvin [7],
Rayleigh [13], Orr [12], and Sommerfeld [14]. It was suggested by Lord Kelvin [7] that
the stability/instability of the system is related to the size of the perturbation, and the
threshold size is decreasing as ν → 0. With this perspective, the transition threshold
problem, initially proposed by Trefethen et al. [15], was later mathematically formulated
by Bedrossian-Germain-Masmoudi [1]:

Given a norm ∥ · ∥X , find a β = β(X) so that

(13)
∥ωin∥X ≤ νβ ⇒ stability,

∥ωin∥X ≫ νβ ⇒ instability.

Without boundary, for the 2D Couette flow, stability results have been established in
different function spaces. For perturbations in Gevrey space (Gevrey-1

s
, 1
2
< s ≤ 1), β ≥ 0

indicates stability [3]; for perturbations in Gevrey-1
s
with 0 ≤ s ≤ 1

2
, β ≥ 1−2s

3−3s
indicates

stability [8]; for perturbations in Sobolev space (Hσ, σ ≥ 2), β ≥ 1
3
indicates stability

[11, 16]; and for perturbations in L2 space, β ≥ 1
2
indicates stability [10]. In a recent

work, Li-Masmoudi-Zhao [9] proved that the transition threshold for L2 space is β = 1
2
.

With boundary, two kinds of boundary conditions are studied. For the Navier-slip
boundary condition, it was proved recently in [2] that for perturbations in Gevrey space
(Gevrey-1

s
, 1

2
< s < 1), β ≥ 0 indicates stability. For the non-slip boundary condition, it

was proved in [5] that for perturbations in H1, β ≥ 1
2
indicates stability. Our result in

the paper shows that β = 1
2
is optimal threshold for Sobolev perturbations.

Remark 1. The initial perturbation uν(0)−Us has compact support. With the same forcing
and initial perturbations in the whole space setting, T×R, it is easy to show that at t = T ν,
∥uν(T ν , ·, ·)−Us∥Hs ≲ νβ. Thus for β ≥ 1

3
, the asymptotic stability holds. The instability

in Theorem 1.2 is boundary driven.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.1

We first prove Theorem 1.1 in the periodic case, namely in ΩT.

2.1. Preliminaries . We first recall the classical Rayleigh and Orr-Sommerfeld equations
which govern the spectral stability of shear flows for Euler and Navier-Stokes equations.

We take the Fourier transform in x of these equations, with dual Fourier variable α, and
Laplace transform in time, with dual variable λ. We define c by λ = −iαc. The spectral
stability of Us is linked to the existence of an non zero function ψ and of a complex number
c with ℑc > 0, solutions of the Orr-Sommerfeld equation

(14) (Us − c)(∂2y − α2)ψ − U ′′
s ψ = ε(∂2y − α2)2ψ,

(15) ψ(±1) = 0, ∂yψ(±1) = 0,

where ε = ν/iα. When ν = 0, these equations degenerate into Rayleigh equation

(16) (Us − c)(∂2y − α2)ψ − U ′′
s ψ = 0
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with boundary condition

(17) ψ(±1) = 0.

According to Rayleigh’s criterion, if there exists a solution (c, ψ) of Rayleigh equation
with ℑc > 0, then Us must have an inflexion point. The reciprocal is however not true.

2.2. Onset of the boundary layer. We will consider initial data of the form

uν0(x, y) = (y, 0) + νβu1(x, y),

where u1 is a smooth vector filed which satisfies

u1(x,−1) = u1(x,+1) = 0

for any x. We expect the solution uν to follow Prandtl Ansatz, namely to be of the form

(18) uν(t, x, y) = (y, 0) +
N∑
j=1

νβjuj(t, x, y) + νβjubj(t, x, Y ) + νβjub,1j (t, x, Z)

where

Y =
y + 1

ν1/2
, Z =

y − 1

ν1/2

and where β1 < β2 < · · · are various exponents of the form kβ + l/2 with (k, l) ∈ N2 and
(k, l) ̸= (0, 0). In particular, β1 = β.

In this Ansatz, the vector fields uj describe the behavior in the interior of the flow,

whereas ubj and ub,1j are boundary layer correctors, describing what happens close to the
boundaries y = −1 and y = 1.
The equations on these various vector fields can be obtained by inserting (18) into

Navier-Stokes equations. In particular, the leading profile u1(t, x, y) satisfies the linearized
Euler equations

(19) ∂tu1 + (Us · ∇)u1 + (u1 · ∇)Us +∇p1 = 0,

(20) ∇ · u1 = 0.

Moreover, the various uj satisfy the same equation with some forcing term, coming from
quadratic interactions between ul with l < j, or from the diffusion of some ul with l < j.
We now explicitly construct a solution of (19) which does not vanish on the boundary.

Let us fix some α > 0. Let us look for u1 under the form

u1(t, x, y) = ∇⊥(eiαxψ1(t, y)) + c.c.

where c.c. stands for “complex conjugate”. Then the corresponding vorticity

ω1(t, y) = (∂2y − α2)ψ1(t, y)

satisfies the transport equation

(21) ∂tω1(t, y) + iαyω1(t, y) = 0.

Hence

ω1(t, y) = ω1(0, y)e
−iαyt + c.c.
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Let

Gα(y
′, y) =

−1

α sinhα

{
sinhα(y − 1) sinhα(y′ + 1) − 1 ≤ y′ ≤ y ≤ 1

sinhα(y′ − 1) sinhα(y + 1) − 1 ≤ y ≤ y′ ≤ 1

be the Green function of ∂2y − α2 with Dirichlet boundary conditions on [−1, 1]. Then

ψ1(t, y) =

∫ +1

−1

Gα(z, y)ω1(0, z)e
−iαzt dz.

By construction of the Green function,

ψ1(t, 1) = ψ1(t,−1) = 0

for any t ≥ 0. Moreover,

(22) ∂yψ1(t,±1) =

∫ +1

−1

∂yGα(z,±1)ω1(0, z)e
−iαzt dz.

We take ω1(0, y) of the form

(23) ω1(0, y) = a1δb1 + a2δb2 + a3δb3

where −1 < b1 < b2 < b3 < 1 and where δbi is the Dirac mass at bi. We then have

(24)
∂yψ1(t,±1) =∂yGα(b1,±1)a1e

−iαb1t + ∂yGα(b2,±1)a2e
−iαb2t

+ ∂yGα(b3,±1)a3e
−iαb3t.

At t = 0, ∂yψ1(0,±1) = 0 leads to the system

(25)
{
a1 sinhα(b1 + 1) + a2 sinhα(b2 + 1) + a3 sinhα(b3 + 1) = 0,
a1 sinhα(b1 − 1) + a2 sinhα(b2 − 1) + a3 sinhα(b3 − 1) = 0.

We choose

a2 =
1

sinhα
, b1 = −1

2
, b2 = 0, b3 =

1

2
.

This leads to

a1 sinh
α

2
+ a3 sinh

3α

2
= −1,

a1 sinh
3α

2
+ a3 sinh

α

2
= −1,

which gives

(26) a1 = a3 = −
(
sinh

α

2
+ sinh

3α

2

)−1

.

Then, up to a factor sinhα,

∂yψ1(t,−1) = a1 sinh
3α

2
eiαt/2 + a2 sinhα + a3 sinh

α

2
e−iαt/2.

Thus, ∂yψ(t,±1) is periodic, of period 4πα−1. This leads to

u1,h(t, x,−1) = ℜ
[
a1 sinh

3α

2
eiαt/2eiαx + a2 sinhαe

iαx + a3 sinh
α

2
e−iαt/2eiαx

]
,

where u1,h(t, x, y) is the horizontal component of u1. In particular,

(27) u1,h(t, x,−1) = cosαx+ a1 sinh
3α

2
cosα

(
x+

t

2

)
+ a3 sinh

α

2
cosα

(
x− t

2

)
.
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In particular, u1,h(t, x,−1) does not identically vanish on the boundary. This implies that
a boundary layer appears, namely that ub does not identically vanish. We study this
boundary layer in the next section.

By continuity we can choose a smooth initial vorticity ω1(0, y) such that u1,h(t, x,−1)
remains arbitrarily close to (27). More precisely, let χ(y) be a smooth non-negative
function, supported in [−1, 1] with unit integral. We replace (23) by

(28) ω1(0, y, µ) =
a1(µ)

µ
χ
(y − b1

µ

)
+
a2(µ)

µ
χ
(y − b2

µ

)
+
a3(µ)

µ
χ
(y − b3

µ

)
where µ > 0 is some small parameter. Let ψ1(0, y, µ) be the corresponding stream func-
tion. We have

(29) ∂yψ1(t,±1, µ) =

∫ +1

−1

∂yGα(z,±1)ω1(0, z, µ)e
−iαzt dz.

Then ∂yψ1(0,±1, µ) = 0 leads to

(30)
3∑

k=1

ak(µ)A
±
k (µ) = 0

where

A±
k (µ) = µ−1

∫ +1

−1

χ
(z − bk

µ

)
∂yGα(z,±1) dz.

As µ goes to 0, the coefficients A±
k (µ) converge to the corresponding coefficients of the

system (25). As a consequence, choosing a2(µ) = (sinhα)−1, the corresponding solution
a1(µ) and a3(µ) of (30) converge to a1 and a3 given by (26). Now the value of ∂yψ1(t,−1)
is given by (29). Thus, by continuity, for any fixed T > 0, ∂yψ1(t,−1, µ) converges
uniformly as µ goes to 0 to ∂yψ1(t,−1), namely to the case µ = 0.
Note that this regularization is independent on ν. It provides an horizontal velocity

u1,h(t, x,−1) arbitrarily close to (27).

2.3. Study of the boundary layer. We now turn to the study of the boundary layer
ub1(t, x, Y ). We insert the Ansatz in Navier-Stokes equations and follow the classical
derivation of Prandtl equations. Let Y be of order O(1), and let us define v1 and v2 by

uν(t, x, y) = (−1, 0) + νβ
(
v1(t, x, Y ), ν1/2v2(t, x, Y )

)
+
(
O(ν2β) +O(

√
ν), O(ν)

)
,

since, as usual in boundary layers, using the divergence free condition, the vertical velocity
is a factor

√
ν smaller than the horizontal velocity. For Y of order O(1), the equation on

the horizontal velocity gives, at order O(νβ),

∂tv1 − ∂xv1 − ∂2Y v1 + ∂xp = 0

since v1∂xv1 and v2∂Y v1 are both negligible with respect to νβ. The equation on the
vertical velocity leads to

∂Y p = 0,

namely to p = 0, where p is the corresponding pressure since p vanishes at infinity. Thus,
as usual in boundary layer theory, the pressure does not change at leading order in the
boundary layer.
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The divergence free condition gives

∂xv1 + ∂Y v2 = 0.

We are thus lead to solve

(31) ∂tu
b
1,h − ∂xu

b
1,h − ∂2Y u

b
1,h = 0

with the boundary condition

(32) ub1,h(t, x, 0) = −u1,h(t, x,−1).

In order to remove the term −∂xub1,h in (31), we change the x coordinates and from now on
we work in a frame which moves with the flow at y = −1, namely with velocity−1. Navier-
Stokes equations are invariant under this change of frame, and now the boundary condition
is the usual Dirichlet condition u = 0 at y = −1. Let w(t, x, Y ) = ub1,h(t, x− t, Y ), then

∂tw − ∂2Yw = 0

with in particular, when ω1(0, y) is given by (23),

w(t, 0, 0) = − cosαt− a1 sinh
3α

2
cos

αt

2
− a3 sinh

α

2
cos

3αt

2
.

Note that the boundary condition is periodic of period 4π/α. When µ goes to 0, w(t, 0, 0)
converges to this explicit formula uniformly on every compact set in time. Also note that,
the boundary value of v will increase then decrease as t getting larger, namely, ∂2Yw = ∂tw
at the boundary will change the sign which creates an inflection point for Y > 0.
The various profiles ubj and u

b,1
j satisfy linearized Prandtl equations with similar source

terms. The construction of an asymptotic expansion of the form (18) is standard and we
will not detail it here. We fix N large enough in the Ansatz. By construction, uν satisfies
Navier-Stokes equation up to a small error term. We define f ν to be this error term.
This ends the proof of the Theorem 1.1, since, as soon as t > 0, ub1,h does not vanish,

hence ∇uν is of order νβ−1/2 is the boundary layer, which gives (6) and (7).
Note that w(t, 0, Y ) can be explicitly computed using the Green function of the heat

equation (double layer potentials ). In particular, w(t, 0, Y ) is rapidly decaying at infinity,
like the Gaussian, and in particular faster than any exponential. It can also be easily
numerically computed using for instance an implicit scheme.

Let us now discuss the evolution of the boundary layer in the particular case α = 1 and
in the limit case where ω1(0, y) is given by (23). Let

Vs(t, Y ) = u1,h(t,−t,−1) + ub1,h(t,−t, Y ).

We note that u1,h(t,−t,−1) oscillates in time. At first it decays with time. As a con-
sequence, in small time, Vs(t, Y ) is convex in Y . However, later, the speed at infinity
increases with time. This creates an inflexion point near the boundary and even an
“overshoot” of the flow.
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3. Numerical investigation of the claim

In this section, we numerically show that for some value of t0, the boundary layer at
x0 = −t0

Vs(t0, Y ) = u1,h(t0, x0,−1) + ub1,h(t0, x0, Y )

is unstable for linearized Euler equations. Note that Vs(t0, Y ) has been computed in the
previous section.

We look for an instability of the form

vRay(t, x, Y ) = ∇⊥
[
eiαRay(x−ct)ψRay(Y )

]
.

In the sequel, we choose αRay = ±
√
0.1. We thus study the corresponding Rayleigh

equation

(33) (νβVs − c)(∂2Y − α2
Ray)ψRay − νβV ′′

s ψRay = 0.

We rescale c by

c = νβcRay,

which leads to the usual Rayleigh equation

(34) (Vs − cRay)(∂
2
Y − α2

Ray)ψRay − V ′′
s ψRay = 0,

(35) ψRay(0) = 0, lim
Y→+∞

ψRay(Y ) = 0.

We thus look for a solution (cRay, ψRay) of (34,35) with ℑcRay > 0, where Vs is explicitly
given. The spectrum of Rayleigh operator is composed of two parts. First a continuous
spectrum, which is the range of Vs, and lies on the real axis. There may also exist
eigenvalues, which come in conjugate pairs. There may also exist embedded eigenvalues.

Unfortunately, there are few theoretical results to study the existence of unstable eigen-
values, namely eigenvalues with ℑcRay ̸= 0. Rayleigh criterium and its improvement by
Fjortjoft, can not be applied since Vs(t0, Y ) has an inflexion point, and there is no theo-
retical way to construct an unstable mode with a profile as complex as Vs. We thus have
to rely on numerical computations.

There are two ways to study numerically (34,35). We can see it as a spectral problem
or as a shooting problem. In order to obtain reliable numerical results, we follow both
approaches.

To compute the spectrum of Rayleigh, we rewrite (33) under the form

VsωRay − V ′′
s (∂

2
Y − α2)−1ωRay = cRayωRay

where

ωRay = (∂2Y − α2)ψRay.

We thus introduce the operator

Ray ω := Vsω − V ′′
s Aω

where A is the inverse of the Laplace operator, namely

(∂2Y − α2
Ray)Aω = ω
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with boundary conditions Aω(0) = 0 and Aω(Y ) → 0 as Y → +∞. Then Ray, the
Rayleigh operator in vorticity formulation, is a perturbation of the inverse of the Laplace
operator.

We now have to numerically evaluate the spectrum of Ray. For this we choose some
large Y0 (Y0 = 30 in our computations) and discretize 0 ≤ Y ≤ Y0 using a small step h
(h = 0.001). Let ωk be the approximation of ω at xk = hk. We approximate A by the
classical finite difference scheme

∂2Y ω(xk) ≈
ωk+1 + ωk−1 − 2ωk

h2

for 1 ≤ k ≤ N , together with the boundary conditions ω0 = 0 (Dirichlet boundary
condition at y = 0) and ωN+1 = ωN (Neumann boundary condition at Y = N). This
approximation leads to a N × N matrix, whose spectrum can be numerically evaluated.
This gives a first numerical evaluation c̃Ray of the most unstable eigenvalue of Ray.

To check these numerical computations, we follow a completely different approach. We
rewrite (34) as an ordinary differential equation

(36) ∂2Y ψ = α2
Rayψ +

V ′′
s (t0, Y )

Vs(t0, Y )− c
ψ

with ψ(Y ) → 0 as Y → +∞. We note that V ′′
s (Y ) converges more than exponentially

fast to 0. Classical results on ordinary differential equations then provide the existence of
two solutions ψ±(Y, c), such that

ψ±(Y, c) ∼ e±αRayY

as Y → +∞. As we are looking for eigenmodes ψRay which go to 0 at infinity, ψRay must
be a multiple of ψ−. Up to the multiplication by a constant, we may thus assume that
ψRay = ψ−(Y, cRay).
Thus, c, with ℑc > 0 is an eigenvalue of Rayleigh equation if and only if

(37) ψ−(0, c) = 0.

This is a shooting problem: we have to adjust c such that (37) is satisfied. We numerically
solve (36) and then use a Newton method to determine its zero.

The numerical integration of (36) is standard. For this we choose some large Y0 (Y0 = 30
in our computations), and solve (36) backwards to Y = 0, using a classical Runge-
Kutta algorithm, starting from ψ(Y0, c) = e−αRayY0 and ∂Y ψ(Y0, c) = −αRaye

−αRayY0 .
This procedure gives a numerical approximation of ψ(0, c). Note that this computation
can be arbitrarily precise, provided the time step is small enough.

Remark 2. Fix α > 0. Notice that here we focus on the case c /∈ RanVs(t0, Y ). Thus the
classical ODE argument together with the fact that |V ′′

s (t0, Y )| ≲ e−c1Y for c1 > 0 gives us
that, there are two linearly independent solutions ψ1 and ψ2, such that at Y0,

ψ1(Y0) = e−αY0 , ∂Y ψ1(Y0) = −αe−αY0 ,

ψ2(Y0) = eαY0 , ∂Y ψ2(Y0) = αeαY0 .

Then

ψ1(Y ) = e−αY + e−αY

∫ Y

Y0

∫ y

Y0

V ′′
s (t0, z)

Vs(t0, z)− c
ψ1(z)e

2αy−αzdzdy,
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ψ2(Y ) = eαY + eαY
∫ Y

Y0

∫ y

Y0

V ′′
s (t0, z)

Vs(t0, z)− c
ψ2(z)e

−2αy+αzdzdy,

which together with a classical fixed point argument gives that for Y > Y0 with Y0 large
enough,

|ψ2(Y )− eαY | ≤ δY0e
αY

for some 0 < δY0 < 1. Thus

ψ1(Y ) = −2αψ2(Y )

∫ Y

Y0

1

ψ2(Z)2
dZ + e−2αY0ψ2(Y )

and

ψ(Y ) = −2αψ2(Y )

∫ Y

∞

1

ψ2(z)2
dz

= −2αψ2(Y )

∫ Y

Y0

1

ψ2(z)2
dz − 2αψ2(Y )

∫ Y0

∞

1

ψ2(z)2
dz.

It is easy to check that, if ψ(0) = 0 for some c, then c is the eigenvalue and ψ is the
associated eigen-function. We also have |ψ1(0)−ψ(0)| → 0 as Y0 → ∞. In the numerical
computation, we find zeros for ψ1(0) instead of ψ(0) and take Y0 large enough.

We now use a Newton algorithm to solve (37). We start from c̃Ray, given through the
spectral approach, which is an approximate eigenvalue of (37).

Newton algorithm gives another numerical approximation ĉRay. It turns out that c̃Ray

and ĉRay are very close, which validates the numerical computations, since the same result
has been obtained by two different methods sharing no common computer lines code.

Let us now detail the numerical computations For α = 1, at t0 = 7.65, the velocity
profile is displayed on figure 1. This profile is not convex and has an inflexion point.

We choose αRay =
√
0.1. Figure 2 diplays the imaginary part of the most unstable

eigenvalue of Rayleigh operator, if there is one, and 0 if all the eigenvalues are real. An
unstable mode appears at t ≈ 4. The rate of growth of the instability is maximal at
t0 ≈ 7.6 and then decays before growing again. Figure 3 shows the spectrum of the
corresponding Rayleigh equation. There exist two conjugate eigenvalues which are not
real. The continuous spectrum is the range of Us, between approximately −0.2 and 0.8.
The real and imaginary parts of the unstable vorticity ωRay and of the eigenfunction ψRay

are displayed on figures 4 and 5.
The output of this numerical analysis is a solution (cRay, ψRay) of the Rayleigh equations

(34,35) such that ℑcRay > 0. Figure 5 shows the eigenfunction ψRay(Y ). Note that ψRay

goes exponentially fast to 0 at infinity, and that ψRay(0) = 0. We note that

(38) ∂Y ψRay(0) ̸= 0.

The unstable eigenvalues of Rayleigh operator depend smoothly on the profile Vs. Thus,
provided µ is small enough, the profile Vs has an unstable eigenvalue which is close to
cRay with a corresponding eigenmode which is close to ψRay.
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Figure 1. The boundary layer velocity Vs(t0, Y ) at t0 = 7.65

Figure 2. Speed of growth of the most unstable mode as a function of time

4. Proof of Theorem 1.2

4.1. Viscous linear instability in the boundary layer. Using the claim, we obtain
that

Vs(t0, Y ) = u1,h(t0, x0,−1) + ub1,h(t0, x0, Y )
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Figure 3. Numerical approximation of the spectrum of Rayleigh at t0 = 7.65

Figure 4. Vorticity ωRay of the eigenfunction at t0 = 7.65 (real part in
blue, imaginary part in red)

is linearly unstable for Euler equation, with corresponding exponentially growing solution

vRay(T,X, Y ) = ∇⊥
[
eiαRay(X−νβcRayT )ψRay(Y )

]
.

The next step is to construct an approximate unstable mode (cOrr, ψOrr) for the Orr-
Sommerfeld equations which are, taking into account the νβ factor,

(Vs − c)(∂2Y − α2
Ray)ψ − V ′′

s ψ =
iν̃

αRayνβ
(∂2Y − α2

Ray)
2ψ.
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Figure 5. Unstable eigenfunction ψRay at t0 = 7.65 (real part in blue,
imaginary part in red)

Let

ν̂ =
ν̃

νβ
= ν1/2−β.

As ∂Y ψRay(0) ̸= 0, we have to add a new boundary layer in order to recover the boundary
condition ψOrr(0) = ∂Y ψOrr(0) = 0. The construction is classical [6]. We look for ψOrr

and cOrr under the form

(39) ψOrr(Y ) =
∑
n≥0

ν̂n/2ψn(Y ) + ν̂n/2ψb
n(Ỹ )

where

Ỹ =
Y

ν̂1/2
=

Y

ν1/4−β/2
=

y + 1

ν3/4−β/2
.

We also look for cOrr under the form

(40) cOrr =
∑
n≥0

ν̂n/2cn.

The sums (39) and (40) are just asymptotic expansions. In the sequel, we truncate them
at some large integer M , which leads to approximate eigenvectors and eigenvalues of
Orr-Sommerfeld equation.

We start with ψ0 = ψRay, ψ
b
0 = 0 and c0 = cRay. The construction of the various

ψn, ψ
b
n and cn is straightforward. We insert these Ansatz in Orr-Sommerfeld equation,

which gives a series of equation, one by power of ν̂1/2. This provides, after truncation,
an approximate solution of Orr-Sommerfeld equation. We do not detail the construction
any further.
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4.2. Nonlinear instability in the boundary layer. We now turn to the construction
of the nonlinear instability of the boundary layer. We fix t0 = 7.65 and x0 = −t0, and
construct a linear instability at this time and this point. First we make an isotropic
change of variables

(T,X, Y ) =
t− t0, x− x0, y + 1√

ν
.

Navier Stokes equations remain invariant, expect for the viscosity which is now

ν̃ = ν1/2.

In these new variables uν becomes

ũν(T,X, Y ) = uν(t0 + ν1/2T, x0 + ν1/2X,−1 + ν1/2 Y )

and slowly depends on the rescaled variables T , X and Y .
We now construct an instability in the boundary layer by following the general strategy

of [4]. In the (T,X, Y ) variable, ũν is changing in times of order ν−1/2, in X of order ν−1/2

and in Y of orders 1 (boundary layer) and ν−1/2 (interior behavior).
In the previous paragraph, we have constructed an unstable mode for linearized Navier-

Stokes equations around Vs(Y ). This exponentially growing solution is of the form

v1(T,X, Y ) = ∇⊥
[
eiαRay(X−νβcOrrT )ψOrr(Y )

]
.

It grows over times T of order ν−β (corresponding to times t of order ν1/2−β), and is
periodic in X with a period 2π/αRay (corresponding to a very small period 2πν1/2/αRay

in the x variables). Moreover it has two scales in Y , namely 1 and ν̂1/2 = ν1/4−β/2,
corresponding to ν1/2 and ν3/4−β/2 in the original y variable.
Following Theorem 4.1 of [4] which is recalled in the Appendix, we can then construct

a nonlinear instability starting form v1. This instability then almost reaches a size νβ.
This ends the proof of Theorem 1.2.

4.3. Instability in ΩR . The proof in the whole strip ΩR is obtained by ”localizing” the
previous proof. Namely, we look for u1(t, x, y) which is of the form

(41) u1(t, x, y) = ∇⊥
∫
χ(α)ψα(t, y)e

iαxdα + c.c.

where χ(α) is a smooth positive function, supported on [1−η, 1+η] for some small η, with
unit integral. The functions ψα are constructed as the function ψ1. Using a stationary
phase theorem, we see that u1 rapidly decays at infinity. The end of the proof is similar.

5. Proof of Theorem 1.3

We now turn to the proof of Theorem 1.3. Let uν0 be a sequence of initial data such
that

∥uν0 − (y, 0)∥Hs ≤ νβ

with β > 1/2. The first step is to construct an approximate solution uapp of the form (18)
on some time interval [0, T ]. Note that T may be arbitrarily large. By construction, uapp

satisfies the Navier-Stokes equation, up to a very small error term

∂tu
app + (uapp · ∇)uapp − ν∆uapp +∇papp = νN

′
Rapp,
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∇ · uapp = 0,

where Rapp and ∂tR
app are uniformly bounded in L∞([0, T ], H3).

Let uν be the genuine solution of Navier-Stokes equations with initial data uν0. Then

vν = uν − uapp

satisfies

∂tv
ν + (uapp · ∇)vν + (vν · ∇)uapp + (vν · ∇)vν − ν∆vν +∇pν = −νN ′

Rapp + f ν ,

∇ · vν = 0.

Moreover, by construction of the Ansatz, vν = 0 at t = 0. We note that

∥∇uapp∥L∞ ≲ 1 + νβ−1/2 ≤ C

thus, a classical energy estimate gives

1

2
∂t∥vν∥2L2 + ν∥∇vν∥2L2 ≤ C∥vν∥2L2 + Cν2N

′

and, for any 0 ≤ t ≤ T , using Gronwall inequality,

∥vν(t)∥2L2 + ν

∫ t

0

∥∇vν(τ)∥2L2dτ ≤ Cν2N
′
.

We also have ∥⟨∂x⟩2∂xuapp∥L∞ ≲ νβ and ∥⟨∂x⟩3∇uapp∥L∞ ≲ 1, where

∥⟨∂x⟩mf∥L2 :=

(∑
k∈Z

∥(1 + α2)
m
2 f̂(α, ·)∥2L2

y

) 1
2

≈
m∑
i=0

∥∂ixf∥L2

and f̂ is the Fourier transform of f in x variable. Thus by a similar argument, we obtain
that

1

2

d

dt
∥∂xvν∥2L2 + ν∥∇∂xvν∥2L2 ≲∥∂xvν∥2L2 + ν2β∥∇vν∥2L2

+ ∥∂xvν∥L2∥∇∂xvν∥L2∥∇vν∥L2 + ν2N
′
,

1

2

d

dt
∥∂xxvν∥2L2 + ν∥∇∂xxvν∥2L2 ≲∥⟨∂xx⟩vν∥2L2 + ν2β∥∇vν∥2L2 + ν2β∥∇∂xvν∥2L2

+ ∥∂xvν∥
1
2

L2∥∇∂xvν∥
3
2

L2∥vνxx∥
1
2

L2∥∇∂2xvν∥
1
2

L2

+ ∥∂2xvν∥L2∥∇∂2xvν∥L2∥∇vν∥L2 + ν2N
′
,

1

2

d

dt
∥∂3xvν∥2L2 + ν∥∇∂3xvν∥2L2 ≲∥⟨∂x⟩3vν∥2L2 + ν2β∥⟨∂x⟩2∇vν∥2L2 + ν2β∥∇vν∥2L2

+ ∥⟨∂x⟩2vν∥
1
2

L2∥∇⟨∂x⟩2vν∥
3
2

L2∥vνxxx∥
1
2

L2∥∇∂3xvν∥
1
2

L2

+ ∥∂3xvν∥L2∥∇∂3xvν∥L2∥∇vν∥L2 + ν2N
′

which gives that

∥⟨∂x⟩3vν∥L∞L2 + ν∥⟨∂x⟩3∇vν∥L2L2 ≲ νN
′
.

We now estimate ∂tv
ν . We have

∂t∂tv
ν + (uapp · ∇)∂tv

ν + (∂tu
app · ∇)vν + (∂tv

ν · ∇)uapp + (vν · ∇)∂tu
app
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+(∂tv
ν · ∇)vν + (vν · ∇)∂tv

ν − ν∆∂tv
ν +∇∂tpν = −νN ′

∂tR
app.

We fulfill L2 energy estimates on ∂tv
ν . We have, using that ∥∇uapp∥L∞ is bounded,

1

2
∂t∥∂tvν∥2L2 + ν∥∇∂tvν∥2L2 ≤

∫
|∂tvν(∂tuapp · ∇)vν |+ C∥∂tvν∥2L2 +

∫
|∂tvνvν · ∂t∇uapp|

+

∫
|∂tvν |2|∇vν |+ ν2N

′∥∂tRapp∥2L2 .

We have, using that ∂tu
app is uniformly bounded in ν,∣∣∣∫ ∂tv

ν(∂tu
app · ∇)vν

∣∣∣ ≤ C∥∂tv∥L2∥∇vν∥L2 ≤ C∥∂tvν∥2L2 + C∥∇vν∥2L2

where the second term is bounded by νN
′−1 in L2([0, T ]) norm. Moreover, as ν1/2∥∂t∇uapp∥L∞

is uniformly bounded,∣∣∣∫ ∂tv
νvν · ∂t∇uapp

∣∣∣ ≤ Cν−1/2∥∂tvν∥L2∥vν∥L2 ≤ C∥∂tvν∥2L2 + Cν−1∥vν∥2L2 ,

where the second term is bounded by CνN−1 in L∞([0, T ]). Next∫
|∂tvν |2|∇vν | ≤ ∥∂tvν∥2L4∥∇vν∥L2 ≤ ∥∂tvν∥L2∥∂t∇vν∥L2∥∇vν∥L2

≤ ν

2
∥∇∂tvν∥2L2 + Cν−1∥∇vν∥2L2∥∂tvν∥L2 ,

where ν−1∥∇vν∥2L2 is bounded in L1([0, T ]) by νN−1. Combining all these estimates, we
obtain that

∂t∥∂tvν∥2L2 + ν∥∇∂tvν∥2L2 ≤
(
C + νN−1ϕ1(t)

)
∥∂tvν∥2L2 + νN−2ϕ2(t)

where ϕ1 and ϕ2 are bounded in L1([0, T ]). Using Gronwall inequality and the fact that
∂tv|t=0 = −νN ′

Rapp+f ν , we obtain that ∂tv
ν is bounded by νN

′−2+νN in L∞([0, T ], L2)∩
L2([0, T ], H1).

Now we use the Stokes estimates, namely,

ν∥∆vν∥L2 + ∥∇p∥L2 ≲ ∥F ν∥L2(42)

where

F ν = −∂tvν − (uapp · ∇)vν − (vν · ∇)uapp − (vν · ∇)vν − νN
′
Rapp + f ν .

Therefore, it holds that

∥F ν∥L2 ≲∥∂tvν∥L2 + νβ∥∇vν∥L2 + ∥vν∥L2 + ∥vν∥
1
2

L2∥∇vν∥L2∥∇2v∥
1
2

L2 + νN
′
+ νN

≲ νN
′−2 + νβ∥vν∥

1
2

L2∥∇2vν∥
1
2

L2 + ∥vν∥L2∥∇2v∥L2 + νN
′
+ νN

which together with (42) gives that

ν∥∆vν∥L2 + ∥∇p∥L2 ≲ νN
′−2.
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By taking the Fourier transform in x, we have

∥∂yvν∥L∞
x,y

≲
∑
α

∥∂̂yvν(α, ·)∥L∞
y

≲
∑
α

∥⟨α⟩3v̂ν(α, ·)∥
1
4

L2
y
∥∂̂2yvν(α, ·)∥

3
4

L2
y
⟨α⟩−

3
4

≲ ∥⟨∂x⟩3vν∥
1
4

L2∥∇2vν∥
3
4

L2 ≲ νN
′− 9

4 ,

and

∥∂xvν∥L∞
x,y

≲
∑
α

∥⟨α⟩3v̂ν(α, ·)∥
3
4

L2
y
∥∂̂2yvν(α, ·)∥

1
4

L2
y
⟨α⟩−

5
4

≲ ∥⟨∂x⟩3vν∥
3
4

L2∥∇2vν∥
1
4

L2 ≲ νN
′− 3

4 ,

which gives ∥∇vν∥L∞ ≲ νN
′− 9

4 . This ends the proof of Theorem 1.3.

6. The case of the pipe flow

The pipe flow is the flow Us(r) = 1 − r2 in the cylinder of unit radius. This flow is
physically known to be spectrally stable at any Reynolds number, exactly like the Couette
flow.

Under axisymmetric perturbations without swirl, the vorticity equation is

(43) ∂tω + (1− r2)∂zω − ν(∂2r +
1

r
∂r −

1

r2
+ ∂2z )ω + ur∂rω + uz∂zω = 0,

which has a similar linearized equation to (21) when ν = 0. The computations are then
similar.

7. Appendix

We now recall the Theorem 4.1 of [4]. Let uε(t, x, y) be a sequence of solutions of
Navier-Stokes equations which slowly depend on time, have ”large structures” in the x
and y variables, and a ”boundary layer behavior” near y = 0, namely let uε(t, x, y) be a
sequence of solutions of the form

(44) uε(t, x, y) =

(
U int,ε
1 (εt, εx, εy) + U bl,ε

1 (εt, εx, y)

U int,ε
2 (εt, εx, εy) + εU bl,ε

2 (εt, εx, y)

)
where ε, which depends on ν, goes to 0 as ν → 0. We assume that U int,ε

1 and U int,ε
2 are

smooth in T = εt, X = εx and Y = εy, and converge to some functions U int,0
1 and U int,0

2

in C∞ as ε→ 0.
We moreover assume that U bl,ε

1 and U bl,ε
2 are smooth in T , X and y, are exponen-

tially decaying in y (as well as all their derivatives), and converge in C∞ (with uniform

exponential decay) to some functions U b,0
1 and U b,0

2 . We define

U ε
1 (t, x, y) = U int,ε

1 (εt, εx, εy) + U bl,ε
1 (εt, εx, y)

and
U ε
2 (t, x, y) = U int,ε

2 (εt, εx, εy) + εU bl,ε
2 (εt, εx, y),

and similarly for U0
1 and U0

2 .
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Theorem 7.1. Let us assume that (U int,0
1 (0, 0, 0)+U b,0

1 (0, 0, y), 0) is a spectrally unstable
shear layer for Euler equations, namely that there exists a solution (αRay, cRay, ψRay) to
the Rayleigh equation with ℑcRay > 0, αRay ̸= 0, ψRay(y) ̸≡ 0 and ψRay(0) = 0.
Assume that ε(ν) ≲ νγ for some γ > 0. Then, for any arbitrarily small positive θ, for

any arbitrarily large N and arbitrarily large s, there exists a solution vν of Navier-Stokes
equations with forcing term f ν, and a time T ν, such that, for ν small enough,

(45) ∥vν(0, ·, ·)− uε(ν)(0, ·, ·)∥Hs ≤ νN ,

(46) ∥f ν∥L∞([0,T ν ],Hs) ≤ νN

and

(47) ∥uν(T ν , ·, ·)− uε(ν)(T ν , ·, ·)∥L∞ ≥ νθ,

with

T ν ∼ C0 log ν
−1

for some positive constant C0.
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