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Global well-posedness of the MHD boundary layer equations in the
Sobolev Space

Wei-Xi Li, Zhan Xu and Anita Yang

Abstract. We study the two-dimensional MHD boundary layer equations. For small
perturbation around a tangential background magnetic field, we obtain the global-in-
time existence and uniqueness of solutions in Sobolev spaces. The proof relies on
the novel combination of the well-explored cancellation mechanism and the idea of
linearly-good unknowns, and we use the former idea to deal with the top tangential
derivatives and the latter one admitting fast decay rate to control lower-order deriva-
tives.
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1. Introduction and main result

Magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) is the study of the interaction between electromag-
netic fields and conducting fluids, describing the motion of conducting fluid under
the influence of the magnetic fields. In this work we consider the two-dimensional
(2D) case and assume the fluid moves in the half-space Q. Then in the incompressible
framework, the governing equations read

1
QU+ (U VU ~ (B-V)B+ VP~ =AU =0,

1
6,B—VX(UXB)—EAB=O, (11)
V.U=V-B=0,
Uli=o = Uin, Bli=0 = Bin,

where U and B are the velocity and magnetic fields, respectively, and Re and Rm
stand for the hydrodynamic and magnetic Reynolds numbers, respectively. Moreover,
suppose system (1.1) is complemented with an uniform background magnetic field and
the no-slip boundary condition on the velocity field, saying

Ulpa =0, Blsq =€,

for some constant vector e. Formally, as the Reynolds numbers Re and Rm go to +oco
we expect system (1.1) will trend to the ideal MHD system. However, in the case with
physical boundaries, the mathematically rigorous justification of this process of high
Reynolds limit is more complicated and interesting, due to the mismatched bound-
ary conditions between (1.1) and the limiting ideal system which lead to the appear-
ance of a boundary layer. In the specific case when Re = Rm, following the argument
of Prandtl’s ansatz, Gérard-Varet and Prestipino [9] derived the following governing
equations for the boundary layer:

Ot + (udy +vdy)u + Oxp — Byu = (b1 + bydy) b1,
8ib1 + (u0x +v0y)b1 — 05by = (b10x + bady)u, (1.2)
Ot +dyv =0, dcby+dyby =0,

which are posed on the half-space R = {(x, y) € R?,y > 0}, and complemented with
the boundary condition

(u’ U)|y:0 = (0’ O) and (bl’ b2)|y:0 =€, yl—i{-{loo(u’ bl) = (Q’(t,x),ﬁ(t,x)), (13)
and the initial condition

(u, b1)|1=0 = (tin, bin). (1.4)
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Here (u,v) and (by, by) are the velocity and the magnetic fields, respectively, and
(a(t,x), B(t,x), p(t,x)) are given functions of (7, x), standing for the outflow of ve-
locity, magnetic and pressure, which satisfy the Bernoulli’s law:

(0 +a-dy)a+dxp — BB =0,

(0 +a-0y)B— Boxa =0.
Without loss of generality, we will consider a uniform outflow («, 8) = (0, 1). More-

over, we consider (b1, b;) as a small perturbation around the uniform background mag-
netic field e = (1,0). Then using the notation that

(b1,b2) =(1+f,8),
we may rewrite the initial-boundary problem (1.2)-(1.4) as
Ot + (udy +v0y)u — gu = (1+ )0 f + g0y f,
Oif + (udx +00y) f = 05 f = (1+ f)0xu + gdyu,
Oxu+0y0=0, O0yf+0,8=0, (1.5)
(0. f.8)ly=0 = (0,0.0,0),  Tim (u.f) = (0.0),
(u, =0 = (in, fin)s

where fi,, = b;, — 1. This paper aims to investigate the global-in-time existence and
uniqueness of solutions to the MHD layer system (1.5) in the Sobolev space.
Notations. Before stating the main result, we first list some notations to be used
throughout the paper. We will use || - ||;2 and (-,-);» to denote the norm and inner
product of L?> = L*(R2?) and use the notation || - || L and (-,-) L2 when the variable

y is specified. Similar notation will be used for L*. Moreover, denote by L% Lg =
LP(R; L9(R,)) the classical Lebesgue space, and similarly for the Sobolev space HY Hg .

For any given norm || - || we use the convention that
%
. 2
lal=( > 14,02)
1<j<k
for vector-valued functions A = (A1, Ay, - -+, Ag).

We define the weighted Lebesgue space with a given non-negative function w by

setting
1

Li) = {h : Ri = Ry Al 2, = (/RZ cuhzd)ca?y)7 < +oo},

which is equipped with the norm [ - || > and the inner product (-, -) ;> . More generally,
define

m k 1
H™E = {h (RS R Al = (ZZ ||a;a;h||ii)2 < +oo}. (1.6)
i=0 j=0
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In this paper we will work with the following time-dependent weight function:
2

po=pt,y) =eXp(4yw), (1.7)
where here and below
(ty :=1+t.
More generally, we define
Ay?
Ua ::u,l(t,y):exp(ﬁ), 0<A<1. (1.8)

The parameter A in (1.8) is allowed to be negative so that we have
VA<0, V120, [luallz < Ca (o) (1.9)

with constant C, depending only on A.
We will solve system (1.5) in the weighted Sobolev space H,Sjo N HZ’AI with any
0 < A < 1. So the initial data u;,, f;, in (1.5) satisfy the compatibility condition that

(tin, fin)|y:0 = yl_if_{loo(uin, fin) = (0,0). (1.10)

Theorem 1.1. Assume the initial data in (1.5) satisfy that u;y, fin € Hﬁ’fi N HZ;L with

Hin = (0, y) =eXp(yzz).

Moreover suppose that the compatibility condition (1.10) is fulfilled and that
+00 +00
VxeR, / uin(x,y)dy =0 and / fin(x,y)dy = 0. (1.11)
0 0

Let() <6 < % be an arbitrarily given number. Then for any 0 < A < 1, there exists a

small constant £y > 0 and a constant C > 0, both depending on A and &, such that if
lCetin, fin)ll o + Wl tins fin)ll s < &0, (1.12)

then the MHD boundary layer system (1.5) admits a unique global-in-time solution
u, f € L¥([0,+o0] ; H;8[0 N Hf,’/ll), satisfying that

1
2

-6 o s
sup (% N Nlggo + ([ O F 10,000 o) < Can,
t>0 H 0 H
and that

04k gk gk
sup > (07T 201,05 )l 0
120 g<x<1 !
1

+00 5.5 3
¥ ( D / @ T8 0, 8 I dr) < Cey.
0<k=1v0 Ha
Recall u, py are defined in (1.7) and (1.8), respectively.

Remark 1.2. Without the smallness assumption (1.12), the MHD boundary layer sys-
tem (1.5) is usually ill-posed in the Sobolev space, seeing [22, Theorem 1.2].



GLOBAL SOBOLEV WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE MHD BOUNDARY LAYER EQUATIONS 5

Remark 1.3. As to be seen below, the proof of Theorem 1.1 combines the cancel-
lation mechanism in [20] and the idea of linearly-good unknowns in [27]. Precisely,
we will apply the cancellation mechanism for the treatment of top tangential deriva-
tives and meanwhile the linearly-good unknowns idea when dealing with lower-order
derivatives. The former technique is used to overcome the loss of derivatives and the
advantage of the latter one is that the Sobolev norm of the new good unknowns decays
faster than that of the velocity and magnetic fields themselves. More details can be
found in Subsection 2.2 below.

We briefly review some related works on the Prandtl and MHD boundary layer
equations. In the absence of magnetic fields, the MHD layer system (1.5) is reduced to
the classical Prandtl equation which was derived by L. Prandtl in 1904. The mathemat-
ical study on the Prandtl boundary layer has a long history, and the well/ill-posedness
property is well-explored in various function spaces, seeing e.g. [1, 2, 5-7, 12-19, 31—
33] and the references therein. To explore the well-posedness theory of the Prandtl and
MHD boundary layer equations, the main difficulty lies in the loss of derivatives which
occurs in the nonlocal terms

y y
v(t,x,y) = _/0 Oxu(t,x,y)dy and g(t,x,y) = —‘/O Ox f(t,x,y)dy.

Compared with the Prandtl equations, the MHD layer system (1.5) has additional de-
generacy property caused by the normal component g of magnetic fields. In order to
overcome the loss of derivatives, there are basically two main settings for the well-
posedness theory of the Prandtl and MHD boundary layer equations, based on whether
or not the structural assumption is imposed. One refers to the analytic or more general
Gevrey spaces without any structural assumption on the initial data, and another one
refers to function spaces with finite order of regularity under some structural conditions
in two space dimensions.

For the 2D Prandtl equation, Oleinik’s monotonicity condition plays a crucial role
when investigating the well-posedness in spaces with finite order of regularity, seeing
e.g. Oleinik-Samokhin’s book [26] for the local existence and uniqueness of classical
solutions by using the Crocco transformation. Using a new idea of cancellation mech-
anism, two groups Alexandre-Wang-Xu-Yang [1] and Masmoudi-Wong [25] indepen-
dently proved the local Sobolev well-posedness through the energy method. Hence, the
loss of tangential derivatives can be overcame by using either Crocco transformation
or cancellation mechanism under the monotonicity condition. For the MHD boundary
layer equations, thanks to the stabilizing effect of magnetic fields, the Sobolev well-
posedness in the two-dimensional case is also available even when the velocity field
does not satisfy Oleinik’s monotonicity assumption; In fact, inspired by the idea of
cancellation mechanism initiated by [1, 25], Liu-Xie-Yang [23] established the local
Sobolev well-posedness under the hypothesis that the tangential component of mag-
netic fields does not degenerate.
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Without any structural assumption on initial data, motived by the abstract Cauchy-
Kowalewski theorem it is natural to work with the analytic functions space to overcome
the loss of one-order derivative. The local well-posedness theory in the analytic func-
tions setting was proved by Sammartino-Caflisch [28]. Furthermore, by virtue of the
intrinsic cancellation structure of the Prandtl equations, the analyticity regularity may
be relaxed to general Gevrey class. In fact, based on a new understanding of the cancel-
lation mechanism, Dietert and Gérard-Varet [5] and Li-Masmoudi- Yang [18] proved in
the 2D and 3D cases, respectively, that the Prandtl equations are indeed local well-
posed in Gevrey 2 space. Note that the Gevrey index 2 in [5, 18] is optimal in view
of the ill-posedness theory in the work [7] of Gérard-Varet and Dormy. Hence the op-
timality of the well/ill-posedness theory for the 2D and 3D Prandtl equations without
any structural assumption is well justified. However, for the counterpart of the MHD
boundary layer system, the Gevrey well-posedness is more complicated because of
the additional loss of derivatives in magnetic fields. For this, so far only Gevrey in-
dex up to % rather than 2 is achieved for the local well-posedness for the 2D and 3D
MHD boundary systems(cf. [21]). Compared with the Prandtl counterparts [5, 18], this
Gevrey index % is expected not to be critical for the well-posedness theory of the MHD
boundary layer equations.

The aforementioned works are mainly about the local existence. Much less is known
for the global well-posedness theory. Here we mention Xin-Zhang’s work [31] on the
global existence of weak solutions to the 2D Prandtl equations under an additional
favorable pressure condition. On the other hand, without the monotonicity condition,
boundary layer separation is well expected (see e.g. [4, 29] for the justification of the
Goldstein singularity) and there are lots of works on the instability phenomena. In-
terested readers may refer to the works of E-Engquist [6] about the construction of
blowup solutions for large data (see also Collot-Ghoul-Masmoudi [3] for the formula-
tion of singularity), Grenier [10] on the unstable Euler shear flow that yields instability
of the Prandtl equations, and [7, 8, 11, 12] about the instability around shear flows.

However, for small and analytic data we may expect the global solutions to the
Prandtl and MHD boundary layer equations even when the structural assumptions are
violated. In fact, inspired by the nonlinearly-good unknown idea in Masmoudi-Wong’
work [25], Ignatova-Vicol [13] introduced a new linearly-good unknown with decay
rate faster than that of the velocity itself and then take advantage of the better decay
rate to construct the almost global analytic solutions for the 2D Prandtl equations,
after the earlier work [33] of Zhang-Zhang on the long time behavior. This idea of
linearly-good unknown is further developed by Paicu-Zhang [27], where the global
analytic solution is established by introducing another new linearly-good unknown
with the analytic norm decaying fast enough. We refer to Wang-Wang-Zhang [30] for
the further generalization of [27] to the Gevrey setting, and [17, 24] for the application
of the linearly-good unknown idea to the global well-posedness of the MHD boundary
layer equations in the analytic setting. Note the works mentioned above are limited to
the analytic or Gevrey setting and the global existence in Sobolev spaces remains open.
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The purpose of this work is to study the global well-posedness of the MHD boundary
layer system (1.5) in the Sobolev setting.

The organization of the paper is as follow. In Section 2 we state the key a priori
estimate for proving Theorem 1.1 and discuss the idea in the proof of the a priori
estimate. Sections 3-5 are devoted to proving the a priori estimate. In Appendices A
and B we present the derivation of the evolution equations obeyed by the auxiliary
functions introduced in this text.

2. A priori estimate

The key part for proving Theorem 1.1 is to derive a priori energy estimate for system
(1.5). Then the global-in-time existence and uniqueness will follow from a standard
regularization procedure. Hence, we only present in detail the proof of the a priori
estimate stated in Subsection 2.2 and omit the regularization procedure for brevity.

2.1. Cancellation mechanism and good unknowns

Because of the loss of tangential derivatives in nonlocal terms, the Prandtl and MHD
boundary layer equations are usually ill-posed in the Sobolev setting (cf. [7, 22] for in-
stance). To overcome the degeneracy caused by the absence of the horizontal diffusion,
two groups Alexandre-Wang-Xu-Yang [1] and Masmoudi-Wong [25] introduced inde-
pendently the following nonlinearly-good unknown for the Prandtl equations:

P LI
@ = Dy = 5= Oy y(ay_u)’ @.1)

provided Oleinik’s monotonicity condition is fulfilled (i.e., dyu # 0). Note the quantity
@ above behaves better than u and dyu, and in fact @ satisfies an evolution equation
where the terms involving the loss of tangential derivatives are cancelled out. This
advantage, with the help of Hardy’s inequality, enables to conclude the local-in-time
well-posedness of the 2D Prandtl equation in Sobolev spaces (cf. [1, 25] for more
details). Inspired by this cancellation idea, under the hypothesis that the tangential
component of magnetic field does not degenerate, Liu-Xie-Yang [23] proved the local
well-posedness for the 2D MHD boundary layer system, basing on the observation of
a new cancellation mechanism. This justifies the stabilizing effect of magnetic fields.

The idea in [25] was further developed by Ignatova-Vicol [13], where the authors
introduced a new linearly-good unknown of the following form:

_9e(y)
6}’¢(t’ y)

with ¢(¢,y) well chosen function such that

¥ = "= (ay¢)ay(i), 2.2)

dy¢

52 , . .. .
> PUV) 5 the heat self-similar variable

- ay o (t,y)
% (e.g. 0y¢ = u with u defined in (1.7)). Note that Oleinik’s monotonicity condition

does not hold anymore in [13], so that in order to overcome the one-order loss of
tangential derivative, the strong tangential analyticity is required for initial data. By a
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new observation that the analytic norm of the good unknown ¥ in (2.2) decays faster
than that of u itself, Ignatova-Vicol [13] established the almost global-in-time solution
to the 2D Prandtl equation in the space of analytic functions. Motivated by ¥ in (2.2),
Paicu-Zhang [27] worked with another new linearly-good unknown:

y .
G=u+ mg& with 0y = u. 2.3)
Compared with the quantity ¥ in (2.2), the analytical norm of d,G decays almost
like (t)_%, faster than the decay rate of the analytical norm of W which is almost like
(t)_%. Basing on this new decay rate, Paicu-Zhang [27] established the global-in-time
existence of solutions to the 2D Prandtl equation with small analytic data.

2.2. Methodology and statement of a priori estimate

This work is strongly inspired by the idea of cancellation mechanism and good un-
knowns recalled in the previous part. On one side, the cancellation mechanism works
well for the Sobolev well-posedness, but only the local-in-time existence may be ex-
pected. On the other side, one may get the global-in-time well-posedness using the idea
of linearly-good unknowns, but ask strong analytic or Gevrey regularity for initial data.
Rather than the sole use of the cancellation mechanism or the linearly-good unknown
idea in the aforementioned works, we will combine the two techniques in this work.

To investigate the Sobolev well-posedness of system (1.5), the main difficulty arises
from the loss of tangential derivatives in the terms v and g. To overcome this degener-
acy, we adopt the cancellation mechanism observed in [20], which is inspired by the
earlier work [23]. Precisely, define

Oyu

O™ + e ifm>1,
up =TT 8 (2.4)
u, if m=0,
and
oy f
O+ —=—0""lg  if m>1,
fn = xf T+s 8 2.5)
f, if m=0.

Similar to the nonlinearly-good unknown @ in (2.1), in the evolution equations of u,,
and f;,, above, the terms involving the loss of derivatives are cancelled out, that is (see
Appendix B for more detail),

(at +udy + vy - 63) tm — ((1+ )0y +89y) fn = Lo 1.,
2.6)
(at +udy + vy - 63) Fon = (14 )0 + g0y )t = Lo 1.,

where [.0.t. refers to lower-order terms. This enables to perform energy estimates in the
Sobolev setting for the above system. On the other hand, the decay rate of the Sobolev
norms of u,, and f;, is not fast enough to ensure the global-in-time existence. For this
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we introduce the good unknown in (2.3) and define two linearly-good unknowns U
and 7 by setting

y
U(t,x, u(t,x, +— ut,x,”d”, F o= +—/ dy. 2.7
(t.x,y) = u(t,x,y) 0 (t,x,5)dy fzmofy()
Applying 8y, to the equations above ylelds that
/udy 21y (0yU — dyu) /fdy 2(1)y (ByF = By f) — vf.
0

Then if the terms on the right-hand side trend to 0 as y going to +co, we have

+00 +00
/ udy =0 and / fdy =0. (2.8)
0 0

Thus we may rewrite U and ¥ in (2.7) as

+00

cul ; _ Y [ s
U=u 7@ J, udy, F=f 2(t)/ fdy. 2.9)

Different from system (2.6), there is no cancellation mechanism in the evolution equa-
tions solved by the top tangential derivatives of U and 7, so that the loss of tangential
derivatives may occur. However, we can perform Sobolev estimates for the lower or-
der derivatives of U and . When dealing with the quadratic nonlinear terms, we will
control top tangential derivatives of u and f in terms of u,, and f;, (see Lemma 3.3
below), and the lower order derivatives of u and f by the Hf;l-norms of U and F (see
Lemma 3.1 below). Roughly speaking, u,, and f,, behave as the heat equation so that
the decay rate in the Li space is almost like —% order with respect to time (see Lemma
3.4 below). On the other hand, U and ¥ behave as a heat equation with an additional
damping term %, which yields that the decay rate of the lel of U and 7 is almost like

—% order (see Remark 3.5 below). This motives us to define the energy as follows.

Definition 2.1. Let ¢ be an arbitrarily fixed number, satisfying that
0<o< i
25°
We define the energy Es = E5(¢) by

-5 o\k s
E5:= 3 0T N )l + D7 (5) 0T HN@UANPI s 210)

m<8 0<k<1
Accordingly, define Ds = Ds(t) by
1-6
Ds = ) 6407 @yt By fu) 7,

m<8

@2.11)

0<k<l1 2

S\ k+1 55
+ 2 (5) @ NEE U I s

Recall u,y,, f,, and U, F are defined in (2.4), (2.5) and (2.7), and the weighted Sobolev
spaces are defined in (1.6).
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Theorem 2.2 (A priori estimate). Let the initial data u;, and fi, in (1.5) satisfy as-
sumption (1.11) and the compatibility condition (1.10). Then there exists a small con-
stant € > 0 such that if

Es(0) < & (2.12)
and if u, f € L=([0,4o0[; H80 N H5 l) 0 < A < 1, is any global solution to system
(1.5) satisfying that

1 t
Vi>0, &Es(1)+ E/ Ds(s)ds < 2&°,
0

then L
Vi>0, &Es(1)+ 5/ Ds(s)ds < €. (2.13)
0

The proof of Theorem 2.2 is postponed to Sections 3-5. By bootstrap principle, if
u, f € L*([0,+co[; H8 on H5 l) solve the MHD boundary layer system (1.5), then
assertion (2.13) holds true, prov1ded the smallness assumption (2.12) is fulfilled.

Remark 2.3. As shown by Lemma 3.1 in the next section, the weighted Sobolev norm
of lower order derivatives of (u, f) can be controlled by that of (U, ), that is, for any
0 < A < 1itholds that
2 TN N0 <€ YL 0T NOFUPI,s0 < CEs,
0<k<1 0<k<I
and similarly,
O, OFN@ w0 NI < CDs,
0<k<I
where the constant C depends on ¢ and A. Moreover, if Es is small enough, then it
follows from Lemma 3.3 below that

03" N, NI, s0 < €8s and (02 10y, f)||280 < CDs.

So the Hﬁ’o N HZ’AI-norm of (u, f) can be controlled by the energy &s. On the other
hand, if || fin || < l, then we can verify directly that, by Lemma 2.5 below,

E5(0) = Cllin. fi) Pyno (141t fir) Py ) + Clluin i) Py

Hin

So assumption (1.12) yields the smallness condition (2.12).
2.3. Inequalities with time-dependent weights
We list in this part some weighted inequalities to be used frequently in the proof of

Theorem 2.2.

Lemma 2.4 (cf. Lemma 2.5 in [30]). Let u, be defined in (1.8), and let h be a function
belonging to H" in y variable, which decays to zero sufficiently fast as y — +co. Then

for0 <A < 1we have
1

(2 (1))

Az < N0yhllzz (2.14)
HA HA
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and

1
bE: Pl
Il + || < 20ldyhll 2.15)
t 2

Proof. For the sake of completeness we re-present the proof given in [30, Lemma 2.5].
It suffices to consider the case of 0 < A4 < 1. Using integration by parts yields

+00 5 ﬁ +00 ) ﬁ
hee* dy = — YOy | h7e* | dy
0 0

+00 /l +00 /ly2
= —2/ yh(dy h)e4<f> dy — —— v h*e T dy. (2.16)
0 2(t)

This, with the fact that

B = 24) 2,2
—2/ yh(ﬁ h)e4<t> dy < W h e4<r> dy + — ((’jyh) e¥ 0 dy,
0 0

yields
el t a2
/ h2e o dy < ﬁ (6yh)2e A0 dy.
0 0

Multiplying the above estimate by 2<’l—t>, we obtain assertion (2.14) in Lemma 2.4.
On the other hand, combining (2.16) with the fact that

+00 /l +00 2 ) <t> 5 ﬁ
-2 yh(ﬁ h)e*® 4<t> dy < — h e4<r> dy + — ((’jyh) e¥ 0 dy,
0 4 (1) 0

yields
e 4t 2
/ hze 4<f> dy + — / 2h2e 4<r> dy < —~ < ) (3yh)2e a0 dy.
0
Multiplying the above estimate by m, we obtain the second assertion (2.15). The
proof of Lemma 2.4 is thus completed. O

Lemma 2.5. Let u, be defined in (1.8) and let h be a function belonging to H' in 'y
variable, which decays to zero sufficiently fast as y — +oo. Then

1
VOSA<l, lughley < Co? luasdyhllg,
where the constant C, depends only on A.

Proof. Tt just follows from straightforward verification. In fact, observe w, is an in-
creasing function of y. Then for any 0 < A < 1 it holds that

+00 +00
gty =y [ ovnds| <| [ s Gaa 10,na5
y y

1
< a2 st Dbl < Cadty* s Oyl .

the last inequality using (1.9). This completes the proof of Lemma 2.5. O
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3. Preliminary lemmas

Before proving the a priori estimate, we first list some lemmas to be used frequently
in the proof. We begin with the treatment of 0]'u and 97" f. Although these terms are
not involved in the definition of &5 and Ds when m > 1, as to be seen in Lemmas
3.1 and 3.3 below, they can be controlled by the auxiliary functions u,, and f,,, and
furthermore by 07U and 07'F it m < 5.

To simplify the notations, throughout the proof we will use C, to denote some
generic constants depending only on the number A in (1.8). Moreover we use C to
denote some generic constants which may vary from line to line and depend only on
the Sobolev embedding constants and A, but are independent of ¢ and &.

Lemma 3.1. Let u, be defined in (1.8). For any 0 < A < 1 it holds that
k k k k _
105l 5o < CalloE Uz, 108l yso < CalldfFllyso k=0,1.2. (G.1)

Proof. We proceed to prove (3.1) for k = 0, 1 and 2. It suffices to derive the estimate
on u, since the treatment of f is similar.
Step 1). (Estimate on u). By definition (2.9) of U and (2.8), we have

y +00 . L +00 S
(6y+2<t>)/y udy = M+2(t)‘/y udy = -U,

+00
/ udy = 0.
0

Solving this ODE system (3.2), we get

(3.2)

+00 2 y )
/y udy = —exp ( - élyw)/o exp (ﬁ)’ﬂd}”}.

Then we have, forany0 < m < 5andany 0 < A < 1,

exp (;Ty;)) /y+oo 0Y'udy

= —exp ((ﬂg—ﬁi))yz) /Oy exp (y; Zt;;2) exp (8)7(20 )6;"114137. (3.3)

On the other hand, observing
2 § 2
VESO, e ¢ / e dz <2,
0

we have

y

/oyexp(%)dhzoﬁexp(—%)/02 U edz <t
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As a result, in view of (3.3),

e, / amudy( [exo ( ;?;) /+°°a;”udy|2

Sexp(%)[/oyexp( 70 )dy]“&'"’bl”

<4 (t)% exp (7(/14_;)”

which yields that, for any 0 < m < 5,

||L/+ooam
20y Jy

L2’

o2

1 e y2 (/l_l)yz m 2 m
< [ e (S e, < caar;

where in the last inequality we used the fact that

. +00 y2 (/l—l)y2 +co (-1 2
VO<A<], <;)7/ < ex —d:/ 25T Ydy<C
o <t)2 P( 40 )y A y y a-

LZ’

Thus, using (2.9) yields

Y
V<A<, ”M”H;/;) < “2<t> / udy|

Step 2). (Estimate on 0yu). We apply dy to the representation of U in (2.9) to get

Ot = O + — /m dy — —
u= — udy — ——u.
MENETI S, " T 20

50 Ul o < CallUll o B4

This yields

1 +00
0yl 50 < ||ayfu||HZ,Ao+m”/y uds ] 2<>

For the second term on the right-hand side, we use Lemma 2.4 and (3.4) to get

2(t) H/

Moreover, for any 0 < A < 1, we use the fact that ||y2e‘“y2 ||z~ < C, for any constant
a > 0,to compute

iy ullpse- 3.5

~a
H5 0o S ( >l ”u“Hz; < — P > ||(L[||HS o < Calldy (u”Hs 0
)2

Cy
Ty ullgso < —rllull s (3.6)

2 <t> <I) Hag =

the second inequality using (3.4) and the last inequality following from Lemma 2.4.
Now we combine the above estimates with (3.5) to conclude that

VO<A<L, dyulys0 < CalldyUllyso- 3.7)
A
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Step 3). (Estimate on Bgu ). We apply 6y2 to the representation of U in (2.9) to get
1 y

— U — ———0yu.

0" 2w

Using Lemma 2.4 and (3.4) again yields that, forany 0 < A < 1,

2 2
02u = 02U ~

/l
7 >||u||,,s 0 < <t> U0 < = e 185Ul 50 < CallO3UI yy50-

Moreover, repeating the argument in (3.6) and then using (3.7) we have

1 Ca ’
Ty 1ydyull s < loyullpyso < —IIB Ull 5o < Callog Ul s,
240 T 8 T g g8 K
the last inequality following from Lemma 2.4. As a result, we combine the above esti-
mates to conclude that, forany 0 < 4 < 1,

|I3y2u||H3f < |I3§WIIH3.0 T >IIMIIHW t3u >|Iy3 yitll o < Ca||32‘U||Hso
This together with (3.4) and (3.7) yields the desired estimate on u in (3.1). The proof
of Lemma 3.1 is thus completed. O

As an immediate consequence of Lemma 3.1 and definitions (2.10) and (2.11) of
&Es and D, we have the following

Corollary 3.2. Forany 0 < A < 1 and anyt > 0 it holds that

I\)I—

Z (2)% <f>_+2 ||(6ku ok f)”Hso < C/l(gé(,))

0<k<l
and
S\ seLk K+l ok+l 3
2 (5) T OF NGO w0 Pl s < Ca(Ds(0)*.
0<k<l1
Thus if
sup E5(1) < 2¢2,
t>0
then
S\5 5ok
VO<A<1,Vi>0, (5) ()T 150 )l g0 < 6Cac (38)

0<k<l1

The following lemma is devoted to controlling (97'u, 37" f) in terms of (U, fin)
under the smallness assumption.

Lemma 3.3. There exists a small constant € > 0 such that if

sup E5(1) < 2&7,

t>0

then for each 1 < m < 8 it holds that

O 0@ 8 Pl < €O N Sl < C(E5(D)7 < Co. (3.9)
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and that
54 (1) ' 1180y, 0770, Pl < C(Ds(0)*
Proof. From Lemma 2.5 and assertion (3.8) in Corollary 3.2, it follows that
Ifllzs < € (1) 195l = Cest.

Thus we can find a small & > 0 such that Ced~* < 2 This yields

(3.10)

N W

V (1,x,y) € [0,+c0[ xR2, <1+ f(t,x,y) <

N =

Thus, by definition (2.4) of u,,,
Vism<8 [0%ull < lumll +2017 ' 9)dyull, .
On the other hand, we use Lemma 2.5 to compute
107 9)dyull 2 < Ml 07 gl 2 sl el o

- - 3.11
< C 107 fllglogul o < s Hiar sl MY
2

the last inequality using (3.8) again. Combining the above estimates yields
107l < lltmll 2 + Ce6™ 2102 £l 5.
Similarly, we have
102 Fll 2 < Nl fnll 3 + Cod™ 2103wl 5.
As a result, by choosing & such that &6 =1 is small sufficiently, we have
Vi<m<8 1009l < Ol fi)llz,

which with definition (2.10) of & yields the first assertion in Lemma 3.3.
It remains to prove the second assertion. By definition (2.4) of u,,,

m (9 6214 oM 1 (6 u)[)yf m—1
6xayu_6yum l+f Xf_l+f 8+ 2 (1+ f)z X

Following the argument in (3.11) we can verify that

(3.12)

6ml

1 m 2 5 5
|| T+ fox 2 < C(H)7 |0y f”Lﬁuay””H,‘,; < Ce{t)? Hay(u”H};“’

the last inequality using Lemma 3.1 and the fact that
1om N S 8
O3l < )* )+ 1107 fllpz < Ce ) (3.13)
due to (3.9). Similarly,

|22 ars],, <200, 02 N = € OF 1850107 i

< C{yi ||(9y2(LI||Hlll,0||5)Tf||lel < Ce ()t ||6y2(u||Hl11,0.
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Moreover, using Lemma 2.5 and estimate (3.8) as well as (3.13),
| (ay”)ayf
(1+/)?
1 1 om _1
< COF 10U oll0y Fllgro (OF 107 F113) < Ce*57F 102U 0.
3

orlg

-1
) < 4”#%6)1”””"”ﬂ%ayf”L;OLy%”,U%a)’(n g”L}(L;O

Combining the above estimates with (3.12) yields that, forany 1 < m < 8,
18
10yl 2 < 10yumll 2 +Ce6™2 ()% 102Ul 10,

and thus, by definition (2.11) of D and the fact that 5~ is small,

NI-—

57 (0T 90 dyull ;< (Ds(1)? +Ces™ (5 (1) 165U 10) < C(D5(1)7.

Similarly for ||3}" 0y, f1| L2 Thus the second assertion in Lemma 3.3 follows. The proof
is thus completed. O

Lemma 3.4 (Technical lemma). Let ¢ € Hg’l and y € Lf, satisfy that

(0= 0)p =, @dyply=0=0. (3.14)
Then we have
L1gl2, + S 2612, + ol <2y, ¢) (3.15)
dt(pozt 2<>§0 2 y‘Ple‘— ‘!h‘Ple‘, .
and
d 1= 1= 1=
(O el ) +5 0T Nyl <20 W @) G16)

Proof. 1t suffices to prove the first assertion (3.15), since the second one (3.16) will
follow if we multiply (3.15) by (r) "2* and then use the fact that

S0 =0
By virtue of the fact that
2 2
o=y, =+ 1,
4< 1) 2 4

we compute

d 5 5 d 5 ”)’90”
21 (@ dxdy = — - O p)dxdy = — ,
L ooreucas = el ~ [ & @uodsas = el + -
—2/ (07¢) pudxdy = 2|I3y<p|ILz +2/2(ﬁy¢)¢ﬁyudxdy
) - .1 yell7,
=2||0 - O, ndxdy = 2|0 - - .
lovelly, = [ omay = 2oyl = srllelly ~— s
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As a result, we take Lf, -product with 2¢ in (3.14) and then combine the two equations
above to get

d
Sl + 200,61, ~ sl =2 o). 3.17)

Moreover, it follows from (2.14) in Lemma 2.4 that

<>||<,o||22 < 19,912,

and thus
N%@MZ—MQMH2+Q—6W®¢ﬁﬁzﬂﬁwﬁﬁ 2<>H‘,0|I
Substituting the above estimate into (3.17) yields the first assertion in Lemma 3.4. The
proof is thus completed. O
Remark 3.5. If ¢ € Hg’l and y € Li satisfy that
(0 = 05)p + 0 ><p U, @dyply-0=0

then it follows from (3.15) in Lemma 3.4 that

d 2 90— 2

Il + Sl + 30l <206 0),

Thus, similar to (3.16), it follows from the above estimate that

L0 N, )+ 0 lageliy <2007 (0, ¢

4. Estimate on the auxiliary functions u«,, and f,,
This part is devoted to dealing with the terms (u,,, f;) in definitions (2.10) and
(2.11) of Es and D 5. The main result can be stated as follows.

Proposition 4.1. Let € be the small constant given in Lemma 3.3. Suppose
1 t
Vi>0, &Es(f)+ 5/ Ds(s)ds < 2&°. 4.1)
0
Then

- Z O Nt fudllys +6 D (0 1@y, 0y S}, < Ce67Ds. (42
m<8

Proof. Tt suffices to consider the case of 1 < m < 8§, since the energy estimate for

(tm, fm) with m = 0 is straightforward. For each fixed 1 < m < 8, the auxiliary
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functions u,,, f,, solve the following equations (see Appendix B for the derivation in
detail):

(6t+u6 + 00, ) (14 Bx+80y) fn= Y S
1<j<3

) (4.3)
(80 + w0 + 00y = 02) fon = ((1+ )0 + 80 )it = D" Sy

1<j<3

where S, ; and §m, ;j are given in (B.5)-(B.10). It suffices to perform estimates for the
first evolution equation in (4.3). To do so we recall the representations of S, ; given in
(B.5)-(B.7), that is,

Sm1 =) (’,’j) (@ Na ™1 f = (oxw) o™ u]
k=1
m—1
+ ( ) [(0kg)om—Fa, f — (9kv)ar—Foyu], (4.4)
k=1
and
Z( ) (05 )3 v - (95g)ar"u]
k:
Z( ) [(85u)am*g - (0kv)am ], (4.5)
k:
and
B 8oy f Oyu g0yu oy (6yf)26 U, .
sma= |y g 020 (g o - o pomn 2 G s
(9 N)0xf = (Byw)du g(ayf)2 — g(Byu)> +2(8y )D2u o
I+f (1+f)? x &
(4.6)

Applying Lemma 3.4 to the first equation in (4.3), we have

d 1= 1=
(@5 unlZ;)+6 05 N0uml2,y
<207 [+ Dacs g0, s um)  +20F lemly, 3 Wil a7y

1<j<3

-2 (t)l_TJ ((uax + 00y ), um)Lz.

We claim that

_1 _1 -
D ISmilly < €0 (867410, By Pl o + 102Ul y30 +67°Ds), (45,

1<j<3
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with the proof postponed. Estimate (4.8) with Lemma 2.4 yields

1-6
O Nuamllz Y MSmslzz

1<j<3

< €0 9yl 2 (5571040, 0, )l yso + £193U 50
+C67207% flumll 3. Ds

< Ced ™D,

the last inequality using definitions (2.10) and (2.11) of &5 and D5, Lemma 3.3 and the
smallness assumption (4.1). For the last term on the right-hand side of (4.7), integrating
by parts and then using the divergence-free condition dyxu + dyv = 0, we have

/ vu,0y (e 4‘_)dxdy‘
R}

< C(n IIMIIHzo llumll 2

1 -5
(1’2" (w0 + 00y, um)Lz =307

u

scn™ ol llumll 2

§

<t Y
<Ce()' ™ 10yttmll? > < cm“m,
u
4.9)
where in the second inequality we used Lemma 2.5 and in the last line we used (3.8)

and (2.15) as well as definition (2.11) of Ds. Substituting the above estimates into
(4.7) yields

<t>

< Ce ()37 (™ IIMmIIL2

2
Ly

X
(ty ™lez

d 1-6 2 1-6 2
(@ Nl ) +5 05 13yl
1-5 _
<25 ([(1 + 1)y + 80y funr um)L2 + Ce572Ds.
'
Similarly, repeating the argument above for the second equation in (4.3) we have
d 1-6 2 1-5 2
(@O Wl ) #5005 10, 2y
<2 ([(1 + )0 + g0y |t fm)L2 +Ce672Dy.
'

On the other hand, by a similar argument to that in (4.9), we have
1= 1=
W [+ )0+ 80y fns )+ 0T ([(1+ )0+ g0y ]tms )
L} Ly

s 2 1
=—(1)7 / g fnttmOy (30 )dxdy < Ced™' D,
RZ

¥

As a result, combining the above estimates yields that, forany 1 < m < 8§,

d 1=s 15 -
(O Nt f) 123+ 6 0 1@y10m, 05 f) I3, < Ce672Ds.

Note the above estimate still holds true for m = 0 by performing straightforward energy
estimate for system (1.5). Thus assertion (4.2) in Proposition 4.1 follows.



20 W.-X. LI, Z. XU AND A. YANG

So to complete the proof of Proposition 4.1, it remains to prove assertion (4.8), and
we proceed through the following three steps. In the following discussion, let 1 < m <
8 be fixed.

Step 1 (Estimate on S,,1). For any k with 1 < k < [%] < 4, we use Sobolev
inequality to compute

DX Fll s < s 05 Flor e 02 Fll 2

1 1_5-6 -1
< COF I fllgzo 10y fll o < Ce (x5 110y fllygo < Ce (D)2 10y fll 0.
2

the last line using Lemma 2.5 as well as (3.8). Similarly, for any k with [5] +1 < k <
m < 8, wehave m + 1 — k < 4 and thus

DL F s < e 0% Flliz g s 02 Fll o

1 _1
< COF 0y fllggoll fllgso < Ce )™= 10y fll yso-
2

Combining the above estimates yields that

m
m ] — _1
Z( k)nwi‘f)ax*‘ “fliz < Ce ()72 119y fllyso- (4.10)
k=1
In the same way we have that
0 (m kN qm+l—k -1
Z(k)n(axu)ax ull 2 < C ()~ layullyso, @.11)
k=1

and that, observing dyg = —dx f and || f|l 80 < (2 (t))% 10y f1l 8.0 by Lemma 2.4,
" "

m—1

m—1 [ 2 ]
m — 1 m— m—
Z( L )||(6§g)6x “Oyfliy <C ) Iuydfgliisllu oy oy fll.e
k=1 k=1
m—1
+C DL g otelrglluy 0oy flle s
k=[5 ]+1
. | 4.12)
< COH M ggo 10y Fllggo +C OF Ufllgoll s
1 1 1
< C(OF Ifllgo + O O 10, 150 )10y g0
7 7
< Co6™2 (172 10y fl 301

the last inequality following from (3.8). Similarly,
m—1

m-—1 ~ B B
(" watnar-tau < cos s -t oyu
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Combining the two estimates above and estimates (4.10)-(4.11) with (4.4), we con-
clude that
1 1
Smi1 < Ced 2 ()2 ||(6yu,ayf)||Hs,o. (4.13)
"

Step 2 (Estimate on Sp,2). In view of (3.10), we follow the argument in (4.12) to
compute, using Lemmas 2.5 and 3.3 and assertion (3.8),

3 s

1 2 1 1
< CO 10Zull gy (O 1l so lalgyo + O 17 L grollul )
7 7 7

2

m—1
k -k
;=€ ; s Byull= 11O )7 oll 5.

< Ca? ()7 Ul yro ()77 (07T < Co ()72 103U ys0.
Similarly,

m—1 m—l 6 u
> (" (I fwfg)a;"‘ku

S

Combining the estimates above with (4.5), we conclude that

Oyl 4 ok
+||l+f(a"u)6" gLf,)

)6m k

1
L S CaO I U 0.
o

-1
1Smallz < Ce ()™ 105Ul 0. (4.14)

Step 3 (Estimate on S, 3). It just follows from straightforward computation. In fact,
using (3.10) again yields

8oy f Oyu m
H[1+f (1+f)]a
< Clluy 0% fllz g lliey (80y.f +05u+ (yu)dy )| o2

1
< COF 110y fllgsolly (80y £ + Ou + By f)| o -
On the other hand, using Lemmas 3.1 and 2.5 we compute

2 2
iy 02ul o2 < CIORUI 50,

and

1
71192
ey (By)dy flipera < g dyulliellp 0y fll gz < C(0)* I|6yM||H3,§ |I6yf||H;,§
1 2 10
< COH 0 Ul zolldy fllpggo < Ce672 110, Ul s,
2

the last inequality using (3.8). Similarly, using Lemma 2.4 additionally,
1
380y fllzry < CAO* I gz 19y fll o
i b

1,1 2 2
< C{t)i*z ”f”Hi;) ”ayf”Hf,? < CEHayT”Hf[O'
7 2
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As a result, combining the above estimates, we conclude that

1555+ (75 Jow,

Following the above argument with slight modification, we can verify that the Li-

< C5 O 10, s (U, 3F) | 0.

2

norms of the remaining terms in (4.6) are bounded above from above by
o4yt (10yull o+ 11 f o) 11O2T, ) s,
and thus
Sy < C5THDF (18yull a0 + 1 gz + 10y 1 gso J IO G2F) 50
< €672 (1) 1Byt 0y ) 3ol (UL O3F) 30 < €672 (1) % D ),

the second inequality using Lemma 2.4 and the last inequality following from Lemma
3.3 as well as definition 2.11 of D. This with (4.13) and (4.14) yields (4.8). Thus the
proof of Proposition 4.1 is completed. O

5. Estimate on the auxiliary functions 2/ and ¥
In this section, we first derive the estimate on (U, F) defined in (2.9), and then
complete the proof of Theorem 2.2.

Proposition 5.1. Let € be the small constant given in Lemma 3.3. Suppose that the
small assumption (4.1) holds. Then

<t)_ (U, 7:)||Hso) +6(07 (9yU. Nal s0 < Ced” 'Ds. (5

Proof. Step 1). Note that U and ¥ satisfy the following equations (see Appendix A
for the derivation):

(0 2)ru+ﬂfu OxF = —(udy + vdy)u + (fOx +80y) f

y [ i
+m/y [(“f’xﬂay)u— (f6x+g6y)f]dy (5.2)

and

(0 = 05)F + %?— OxU = —(udy +vy) f + (fOx + gdy)u

+00
2 / | (Wi +00,)f = (for+80,)u|ds. (53)
241) Jy
Observe the two equations above are supplemented with the boundary condition that

Uly=o = Fly=o = 0. (5.4)
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We first perform estimates for ¢. For any m € Z, with 0 < m < 5, applying d}" to the
equation (5.2) yields

(0, — 0PI U + Uamfu " F + Ryt + R (5.5)
with
Rt =000 = (udy + 09, )u+ (£ + 505 £ .

, ) (5.6)
R =m/y a;"[(uaxﬂay)u - (f6x+g6y)f]dy.

We take the Li -product with 97"U in (5.5) and then observe Remark 3.5, to obtain that

d (1 \5E | am 558 1 am
(@ nor R, )+ o 0= oo ull,

5.7)
<20 (077, a’"fu) +2(07 3 Rl 107U

1<j<2

Step 2). In this step we will deal with the last term on the right-hand side of (5.7),
and prove that

_1
D MR llzy < Co 0 E 10U, 3Pl y50- (5.8)

1<j<2

For each 0 < m < 5 we have ||6;”(u6xu)||L,zl < ||(;1%u)uz_1‘6xu||H§L§ and thus

1
10" (udxu)llpz < Cllpsull s ppllps dxullys 2 < C(0)* ||t9yu||h,3.3o/4 |I6xu||H3,30/4,
(5.9)
the last inequality using Lemma 2.5. For the last term on the right-hand side, it follows
from the interpolation inequality that

[10x ltH;,so < llull o < (?HMH;Igo ”ul|%so
o “3/4 “3/4 (5.10)

l]
< Ce(t)” 4X3(w 4X1<<Cs(w (A

01

where in the last line we use Lemma 3.3 and assertion (3.8). As a result, we substitute
(5.10) into (5.9) and then use Lemma 3.1 as well as the fact that 0 < ¢ < %, to
conclude that

11

103 (o)l < Ce ()™ B E (¥ 1yullysa < Ce (07 0y Ullzo. (.11

Following the above argument with slight modification, we can verify that, for any
0<m<5,

”@T(Uay”)“Lﬁ < C||ﬂ1/4U||H§L;?||lll/4ay”“H§L§,
1 _1
< O Iauulygo 10,ullyzo, < Co 07 10Ul g0
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where the first inequality in the last line follows from Lemma 2.5 and the last inequality
holds because of (5.10). Similarly,

102 (O, + 10 (805 F)ll 3, < Ce )™ 10yF s
Combining the above estimates and (5.11) with (5.6) yields
IRmllzz < Ce 077 1@, NI gso- (5.12)
In view of (5.6), we apply (2.15) in Lemma 2.4 with
h= /ym 03| b+ vdy)u = (fo. +d) f| a5,
to obtain that, observing dyh = R,y 1,

. < ClRmill

IRm2llzz = |55

which with (5.12) yields (5.8).
Step 3 ) For each m < 5, using (5.8) and Lemma 2.4 yields

O Z IRmjll 2 108Ul 2 < Ce OO [CR 7N VI o lUl 0

1<j<2

< Ce ()" 10U, D 7:)”250 < Ces™'Ds,

the last inequality using definition (2.11) of Ds. Substituting the above estimate into
(5.7), we conclude that

d RE) m 2 m
= (@ oy, ) + 5 0% oz, ul,
<2 (6’"*'?‘ a’"fu) +c85-11)5.

Similarly, we repeat the above argument for the evolution equation (5.3) of # to con-
clude that

(0 1, )+ o 0% Naa, 7L,
<2 (a”“‘fu 6’”?) + Cs(s-'pé.
Combining the two estimates above and observing the fact that
(o317, B,L"%I)Lﬁ + (o, a;rff)Li =
we obtain the assertion in Proposition 5.1. The proof of is thus completed. O

Proposition 5.2. Under the hypothesis of Proposition 5.1, we have

( O [CR 7 Nal 0) S II(32W,32¢)IIHs 0

1 ||(a Uu,d ¢)||250+csa Ds. (5.13)

NIQ':
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Proof. Forany 0 < m < 5, applying dy to equation (5.5) of 97"U yields

(0 — 87)0 0y U + 7 >a’"a VU = 07 0y F + ByRin,1 + OyRpn 2, (5.14)

recalling R,,, 1 and R, » are given in (5.6). By the boundary condition in (1.5), the trace
at y = 0 of the source term in (5.2) is equal to 0. This with (5.4) yields that, taking y = 0
in equation (5.2),

05 Uly=0 =0 and Rin,1ly=0 = Rim,2ly=0 = 0.

Thus we take the Li-product with 07'0y,U on both sides of (5.14) and then apply
Remark 3.5 to get

5 -
2 2 2q /112
SITa.UR, + S I, Ul + sloroiul?,
<5 (6;n+16y?', a;"ayfu)Lz +2 3 (3R, OONU) 5,
H 1<j<2
or equivalently,

T -
IIB’"B %I||22 + —Ilﬁmﬁ 'Ll||22 ]
2(t) 1

1
< alla;”ayﬂuii +2 (a;nﬂayif, a;”ayfu)Lz +2 3 Rl 073U 2.

1<j<2

Multiplying the above equation by () = and observing
s 7-96

S0 =05 2

we get
d 1=s 1= 556
(@ Nora, Uz, ) +5 0T Iaraiull, < 0 lore, U,

+2<;>%(a;f+layff, a;"ayfu) 207 3 ||Rm,||L2||ama2fu||Lﬁ.

1<j<2

For the last term on the right-hand side, we use (5.8) and Lemma 2.4 as well as defini-
tion (2.1 1) of Dy, to conclude that, for each m < 5,

19 _1
0= Z IRl 2 105U 1, < Ce (o) = (077 10U, 6yT)|IH3,o||3y2(HIIH3,o

1<j<2

< Ce () (02U, 92F)|2 50 < Ce672Ds.
M
Combining the two estimates above, we have, forany 0 < m < 5,
d -5 -5
= (0 nara,ui, ) + s 05 joraju,

< (1) 3" [|omay uly, 205" (am“a F, 9" fu) +Ces2 Dy,
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Similarly, for any 0 < m < 5 it holds that
d 58 am 2 L8\ am 4202
(@05 1o, FIL, )+ 0T Norai I,
1 1 1
< ()T 000, FIP, +2(1) 7 (a;y“ayru, a;rayff)Lz + Ce672D;.
H 1
As a result, we combine the above two estimates with the fact that

(o107, arayu) |, +(omo,u, 670,7)

2 , = 0,
Ly Ly

to obtain that

d 1= =
- (@7; l@yu. amui,s,o) +6407 @ U S)I1

5,0
HH

5-¢ -
<07 IOy U, F)3 50 + Ce8*Dss.
M

Multiplying the above estimate by % yields the assertion in Proposition 5.2. The proof
is thus completed. O

Completing the proof of Theorem 2.2. We take summation of estimates (5.1) and (5.13)
and observe the first term on the right-hand side of (5.13) can be absorbed by that on
the left side of (5.1); this gives

=3 |6) oF i@k ot

dt 0<k<lI 2

S\kHl s )
3 (5) O 2N U O PP 50 < Ce6™' D
0<k<l M

Moreover, by Proposition 4.1,

d Ls Lo -
7 2 O W )3 + D 84 1@y, By fin) I, < Ce67>Ds.
m<8

m<8§

In view of definitions (2.10) and (2.11) of &5 and D s, we combine the above estimates
to conclude that

d
Vi>0, —8s(1)+Ds(1) < Ced™2Ds(1).
We choose & small enough such that Ced~2 < % Then
1 t
Vi>0, &Es(t)+ 5/ Ds(s)ds < E5(0) < &
0

The proof of Theorem 2.2 is thus completed. O
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Appendix A. Equations for 2/ and ¥

This part is devoted to deriving the equations solved by U and 7, recalling
y +00 y +00
U=u—— udy and Tzf——/ fdy. (A.1)
2(t) Jy 2(t) Jy

To do so, integrating on [y, +co) with respect to y for the first equation in (1.5), we get
+00 +00 +00
(0 - 2) / udy - 0, / fds = / |(£0x+ 804) £ = (L +00,)u| 5.
y y y

Multiplying the above equation by % and observing that

% (a, - ayz) /y " udy

:(6,—65)($/y ooudi)+2<};>2/y mudi—%u,

—— L
- <r>(u

we get
© N
fdy)——ﬂ

(o-33) (5 [ wav)-o: 555 ] g
y +00

= m ; [(fax +g(9y)f - (u[)x + v[)y)u]dj;

Then in view of (A.1), we subtract the above equation by the first equation in (1.5) to
get

(0 - 63)‘[1 + %(LI — OxF = —(udy + v0y)u+ (fOx +gdy) f

y [ 3
10 /y [(u@x +ody)u — (£, +g6y)f]dy.

In the same way, we have

(8 — 01T + %?‘ — 0 U = —(udy + vdy) f + (fx + gy )u

y [ )
+m£ I:(Max+l)(9y)f—(fax+g6y)u]dy.

Appendix B. Equations for u,, and f,,

We begin with the evolution equation solved by g. In view of (2.8), we may write

y o y oo
g:—/ Bxfdj/:/ Oy fdy and v:—/ Bxud)?:/ O udy.
0 y 0 y
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Using integration by part yields

+00 +00 +00 +00
/ vayfdiz‘/ (Oxu)fdy —vf, / g0yudy =/ (Oxfludy — gu.
y y y y

Then integrating the second equation in (1.5) over (y, +co) with respect to the normal
variable, we have

o [ 10as-or- [ seas=o. [ uar- g
y y y
Applying 0, to the above equation yields

9 — (0x0) f — 005 f — 82g = B0 — (Dx8)u — gD,

This with the divergence-free condition yields

0,8 +u0yg +v0yg —Byzg = (1+ f)0xv — gOxu. (B.1)
Applying 07! to equation (B.1) and using divergence conditions again, we have
(at +udy + vy - 63) Mg = (14 £)0™0 — g™ u + L, (B.2)
where
m—1
-3 "5 iknar -t @toor-tal
k=1

- Z ( ) [(05u)oy " g = (30107 ] .
On the other hand, we apply 97" to first second equations in (1.5) to obtain
(a, +udy + vy - ayz) O™ — ((1+ £)dy + gdy) O™ f
=—(070)0yu + (07'8)0yf +Jm (B.3)
with

=3 ()1t narets - @twarul

k=1
m=1
m m— m—
+;(k)[(aj§g)ax koyf — (koo .

Multiplying equation (B.2) by '191—'; and taking summation with the equation (B.3) for

07'u, we obtain that, recalling u,, = 07'u + 1 6’" lg,

(6, +udy + vy — 85) um = ((1+ f)0x +gdy) 3 f
(B.4)

goyu Oyu
:(a;(ng)ayf"'-]m_l_i_yfa;ﬂu"'lifm m»
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where, denoting by [P, Q] the commutator between two operators P and Q,

Oyu B
Ky = [(a,+uax+vay—a§), Pi—f]a;n g
ghf| o @ g(ayu)?
[6 Hf+ flax N YT
(ayf)‘92 (ayf)zay"‘ m—1 ﬁyu m
[2 oy e LR (e L
Moreover, recalling fp, = 97 (19+){ omlg,

—((1+ f)0x +80y) 0 f = —((1+ f)Ox + 6)( - ayfa’"‘l )
f)0x +80y)0 " f = )0x + 80y)\ fin l+fxg

(14 )3+ 803 fu + (0 )05 = T 500

(ayf)axf + g(ayf)2
1+f (1+f)2

go3f| -
d 6yf+ fla;" lg -

Substituting the above equation into (B.4) and observing the term (0}'g)d, f therein is
cancelled out, we have

(80 + w0, + 00, - ayz) ttm = ((1+ )3 +g0y) fon

gﬁyf Oyu ~
T/ xf— f +Jm+mlm+l(m,
where
= |0y )OS N 8Oy N (Oyu)oxu N g(Byu)?
"l 1+ f (1+ /)2 1+ f (1+1)2
((9yf)(9§bt (6yf)23yu m—1 6yu m
+[2 T+ 77 -2 L+ 7)3 0y g+2(6yl+f)6xf.
Equivalently,
(00 + u0s+ 00y = 02t = (14 PO+ 803) fn = D S
1<j<3
with

Sm,1 = Im ZZ (m) [(ﬁ)l:f)[);"_k“f - ((9),((14)(9;"_"“14]
(B.5)
+ (r:) [(8fg)0r—F o, f — (9kv) o oyu],
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I = (’"k )[(a £k — (5 g)amFul

(B.6)
dyu mol

(’"; 1) [(05w)d7 g = (0x0)8 " £].

and

d _
ST gy~ EDM gy 4 R,
1+f I+ f

gayf 6yu om ga u am (6yf)26 w.o
Tt/ 23y(m) f— f"u 2(1 Y o
+ [(3yf)3xf— (By)Ost g(ayf)z — g(dyu)* +2(dy f)d5u gm-lg

Sm,3 =

1+ f 1+ f)? *
(B.7)
By similar computation to above, we have that

(a,+uax+vay—ay2) = (L NOx+ 80y tum =Y. Sy

with
S =3 () [@Enaw-u— @twar 1]
_ (B.8)
+ 2 (7] @k tau- @toar-tos).
k=1

m—1
Sma = (’"; ) O] [(8%f)om— o — (65 g)om  u]
(B.9)

m—1
m-1) 0 — —
- ( L )1 T [(0wa g = (0509 1],

and
| &9yu oyf gayf
Sma= |57 200 (125 ) Jowr - 15
(0x)dy f = (Byw)dsf 2(6yf>6§f _200,0)°
’ (+7 (+0? ~ (A+/)

(B.10)
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