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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study the stability threshold of the two-dimensional Boussinesq equa-
tions around the Couette flow in an infinite channel R× [−1,1] under no-slip boundary condi-
tions. We prove that the Couette flow is asymptotically stable under initial perturbations satisfy-
ing ∥vin − (y,0)∥H2 ≤ ε0ν

1
2 , and ∥ρ in − 1∥H1 +

∥∥|∂x|
1
3 ρ in

∥∥
H1 ≤ ε1ν

5
6 . Compared with the work of

Masmoudi, Zhai, and Zhao [J. Funct. Anal., 284 (2023), 109736], where the asymptotic stability
of the 2D Navier-Stokes-Boussinesq system around Couette flow in a finite channel T× [−1,1] was
established, our result improves the stability threshold for the temperature from ν

11
12 to ν

5
6 .
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1. INTRODUCTION AND THE MAIN RESULT

1.1. Two dimensional Navier-Stokes Boussinesq equations. In this paper, we study the two
dimensional Navier-Stokes-Boussinesq system under the no slip boundary condition in an infinite
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channel domain (x,y) ∈ R× [−1,1], which is formulated as follows:

∂tv+v ·∇v−ν(∂ 2
x +∂

2
y )v+∇P = ρge2,

∂tρ +v ·∇ρ −µ(∂ 2
x +∂

2
y )ρ = 0,

divv = ∂xv1 +∂yv2 = 0,

v(t,x,±1) = (±1,0), ρ(t,x,±1) = c0,

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

(1.1)

Here, v = (v1,v2), ρ , and P denote the velocity, temperature, and pressure, respectively. The
constants ν , µ , and g represent the viscosity coefficient, thermal diffusivity coefficient, and grav-
itational constant, respectively, while e2 = (0,1) is the unit vector in the vertical direction. For
simplicity and without loss of generality, we normalize the constants by setting g = c0 = 1.

This paper focuses on the stability problem near the following steady-state solution:

vs = (y,0), ρs = 1, Ps = y+ c.

Let u = v− vs, θ = ρ −ρs, and p = P−Ps. Then the system (1.1) can be reformulated as the
following equations for (u,θ , p):

∂tu+ y∂xu+u ·∇u−ν(∂ 2
x +∂

2
y )u+∇p =

(
0
θ

)
,

∂tθ + y∂xθ +u ·∇θ −µ(∂ 2
x +∂

2
y )θ = 0,

divu = 0,

u(t,x,±1) = 0, θ(t,x,±1) = 0.

(1.2)

By introducing the vorticity ω = ∇×u = ∂yu1 −∂xu2, the above system (1.2) can be reformulated
as follows 

∂tω + y∂xω +u ·∇ω −ν(∂ 2
x +∂

2
y )ω =−∂xθ ,

∂tθ + y∂xθ +u ·∇θ −µ(∂ 2
x +∂

2
y )θ = 0,

u = ∇
⊥

ψ = (∂yψ,−∂xψ), ∆ψ = ω,

ψ(t,x,±1) = ∂yψ(t,x,±1) = 0, θ(t,x,±1) = 0,

ω(0,x,y) = ω
in(x,y), θ(0,x,y) = θ

in(x,y).

(1.3)

The transition from laminar to turbulent flow has been a fundamental challenge in fluid dynamics
since Reynolds’ pioneering experiments [40]. Although certain laminar flows remain linearly sta-
ble at all Reynolds numbers [19, 41], they can exhibit nonlinear instability when subjected to finite
amplitude perturbations at high Reynolds numbers [16, 43]. Kelvin first observed [24] that the
basin of attraction of laminar flow shrinks as Re → ∞, making nonlinear instability possible. This
observation motivates the central question posed by Trefethen et al. [44]: determining the transi-
tion threshold the minimum disturbance amplitude that triggers instability and its scaling behavior
with the Reynolds number.

To address this question, we adopt the stability threshold framework introduced by Bedrossian,
Germain, and Masmoudi [2]. In this framework, one seeks exponents α = α(Y1,Y2) and β =
β (Y1,Y2) associated with given norms ∥ · ∥Y1 and ∥ · ∥Y2 such that:
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•
∥∥ω in

∥∥
Y1
≤ να and

∥∥θ in
∥∥

Y2
≤ µβ ⇒ stable;

•
∥∥ω in

∥∥
Y1
≫ να or

∥∥θ in
∥∥

Y2
≫ µβ ⇒ unstable.

The exponents α and β are referred to as the transition threshold.

1.2. Historical comments. The Navier-Stokes-Boussinesq (NSB) system serves as a fundamen-
tal model for buoyancy driven flows, with broad applications across atmospheric science, oceanic
circulation, mantle convection, and engineering heat transfer [21, 32]. Based on the Boussinesq
approximation, this approach retains density variations exclusively in the buoyancy term such as
those caused by temperature or salinity differences while neglecting them in inertial terms. This
model effectively captures essential phenomena including Rayleigh-Bénard convection and strati-
fied shear flows [13, 20].

Before presenting our main results, we provide a brief review of existing studies on the stabil-
ity of perturbations about steady states for System (1.1). The stability analysis is conventionally
classified into three categories according to the domain type: perturbations defined on T×R, on
T× [−1,1], and on R×R.

(I) The domain T×R.
• For perturbations about the shear flow vs = (U(y),0) in the absence of hydrostatic equilib-

rium (ρs = 1), Tao and Wu [42] established the linear stability of System (1.3) in the upper
half-space T×R+, demonstrating that enhanced dissipation occurs even when dissipation
is only present in the vertical direction. Subsequently, Deng et al. [17] proved the asymp-
totic stability of the steady state under the condition that the initial perturbations (ω in,θ in)
satisfy ∥∥∥ω

in
∥∥∥

Hs
≤ cν

α ,
∥∥∥θ

in
∥∥∥

Hs
≤ cν

β ,
∥∥∥|Dx|

1
3 θ

in
∥∥∥

Hs
≤ cν

δ ,

where s > 1, α ≥ 1
2 , δ ≥ α + 1

3 , β ≥ δ −α + 2
3 . The threshold of [17] was improved by

Zhang and Zi [59] to∥∥∥uin
∥∥∥

Hs+1
≤ ε0ν

1
3 ,

∥∥∥θ
in
∥∥∥

Hs
+ν

1
6

∥∥∥|Dx|
1
3 θ

in
∥∥∥

Hs
≤ ε1ν

5
6 ,

where s > 7. Later, Niu and Zhao [37] combined the quasi-linearization technique intro-
duced in [7, 8] with the time-dependent elliptic operator Λ2

t = 1− ∂ 2
x − (∂y + t∂x)

2, con-
structed in [17, 50], and applied Fourier analysis to further improve the stability results
from [59]. Specifically, they showed that the steady state is asymptotically stable provided
the initial perturbations satisfy∥∥∥uin

∥∥∥
Hs+1

≤ ε0ν
1
3 ,

∥∥⟨∂x⟩θ
in∥∥

Hs ≤ ε0ν
2
3 ,

where s > 5.

• When examining perturbations around the shear flow vs = (U(y),0) in the presence of
hydrostatic equilibrium (ρs = ρs(y)), Yang and Lin [56] established the linear stability of
system (1.1) for the inviscid Couette flow vs = (y,0) with an exponentially stratified den-
sity ρs(y). This result was later extended by Bianchini et al. [4] to near-Couette flows
vs = (U(y),0) satisfying ∥U(y)− y∥Hs ≪ 1. Subsequently, Bedrossian et al. [1] demon-
strated shear-buoyancy instability for Gevrey-class initial perturbations of size ε , under
specific constraints on the Richardson number. In the non-diffusive case, Masmoudi et al.
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[35] established stability for Gevrey−1
s initial data with 1

3 < s ≤ 1. For the fully dissipative
system, Zillinger obtained nonlinear stability and enhanced dissipation in [60], and later
extended these results in [61] to oscillatory temperature profiles under vertical-only vis-
cous and thermal dissipation. Additionally, Zhai and Zhao [58] derived a Sobolev stability
threshold of ν

1
2 for the two-dimensional Boussinesq equations with µ = ν around Couette

flow, under the condition that the Richardson number satisfies γ2 > 1
4 . This threshold was

later improved by Knobel [25] to ν
1
3 using a method that reduces nonlinear stability to a

linear analysis. Concurrently, Ren and Wei [38] weakened the regularity assumptions re-
quired in [58]. For the case of distinct viscosity ν and thermal diffusivity µ with γ2 > 1

4 ,
Ren and Wei [38] established asymptotic stability under the condition ν+µ

2γ
√

νµ
< 2− ε with

0 < ε < 1
γ
, assuming the initial data satisfy∥∥vin − (y,0)

∥∥
Hs+ 1

2
+
∥∥ρ

in + γ
2y−1

∥∥
Hs+ 1

2
≤ cmin{ν ,µ}

1
3 ,

where s > 3
2 . In a separate work, Liang et al. [29] proved asymptotic stability in the regime

µ3 ≤ ν ≤ µ
1
3 , provided the initial perturbations (uin,θ in) satisfy∥∥vin − (y,0)

∥∥
HN+1 +

∥∥ρ
in + γ

2y−1
∥∥

HN+2 ≤ cmin{ν ,µ}
1
2+

4
3 α ,

where N ≥ 6 and 0 < α ≪ 1.
In subsequent work, Zelati, Zotto, and Widmayer [57] investigated the stability threshold

for system (1.1) in the three-dimensional setting. Their analysis suggests, from a mathe-
matical perspective, that while a Richardson number γ2 > 1

4 is sufficient for stability, it
may not be a necessary condition in the 3D case.

(II) The domain T× [−1,1].
• When studying perturbations around the shear flow vs = (U(y),0) in the presence of hy-

drostatic equilibrium (ρs = 1), Masmoudi et al. [36] established the nonlinear stability of
system (1.3) for the Couette flow U(y) = y if the initial velocity and initial temperature
(vin,ρ in) satisfies

∥vin − (y,0)∥H2
x,y
≤ ε0 min{ν ,µ}

1
2 , ∥ρ

in −1∥H1
x L2

y
≤ ε1 min{ν ,µ}

11
12 .

Liang et al. [31] investigated stability around near-Couette shear flows (U(y),0) under
Navier slip boundary conditions. They proved nonlinear stability under the condition that
the initial vorticity lies in an anisotropic Sobolev space with norm of order O(min µ

1
2 ,ν

1
2 ),

while the initial temperature perturbation lies in an anisotropic Sobolev space of size
O(min µ,ν).

(III) The domain R×R.
• In the whole plane, Wang and Wang [46] established the asymptotic stability of the steady

state under the condition that the initial perturbations (uin,θ in) satisfy∥∥∥ω
in
∥∥∥

H1∩L1
≤ ε0ν

3
4 ,

∥∥∥θ
in
∥∥∥

H1∩L1
≤ ε1ν

5
4 .

In a related work, Chen et al. [10] derived the asymptotic stability threshold for the 2D
Boussinesq system with Couette flow under the assumption that the initial perturbations lie

4



in Sobolev spaces with controlled low horizontal frequencies. They showed that the stabil-
ity threshold is at most

{1
3+, 2

3+
}

. Further extending these results, Liang et al. [30] proved
the nonlinear asymptotic stability of the Couette flow for the two-dimensional Boussinesq
equations with fractional dissipation (−∆)α , where α ∈

(√
2

2 ,1
]
. They obtained a stability

threshold of ν
1

2α .

(IV) For the 3D Boussinesq equations via the Couette flow, we refer to [11, 12, 14, 57] and the
reference therein.

Moreover, we refer to [5, 6, 15, 22, 27, 28] for results concerning the well-posedness of system
(1.1) in both the whole space and bounded domains.

1.3. Main result. To make the statement precise, we define, for (x,y) ∈ R× [−1,1],

fk(t,y) =
∫
R

f (t,x,y)e−ikxdx.

By taking the Fourier transform with respect to the horizontal variable x, we decompose (ω,θ)
into their Fourier modes corresponding to each wave number k ∈ R as follows:

∂tωk + ikyωk −ν(∂ 2
y − k2)ωk =−ikθk − (u ·∇ω)k,

∂tθk + ikyθk −ν(∂ 2
y − k2)θk =−(u ·∇θ)k,

uk = (∂yψk,−ikψk), ∆kψk = (−k2 +∂
2
y )ψk = ωk,

ψk(t,±1) = ∂yψk(t,±1) = 0, θk(t,±1) = 0.

(1.4)

Theorem 1.1. Consider the case ν = µ . Let (u,θ) be a solution to the system (1.2) with initial
data (uin,θ in). Then there exist positive constants ν0, ε0, ε1, and C > 0, independent of ν , such
that if 0 < ν ≤ ν0 and the initial data satisfy the smallness condition

∥uin∥H2 ≤ ε0ν
1
2 ,

∥θ
in∥H1 +

∥∥ |∂x|
1
3 θ

in∥∥
H1 ≤ ε1ν

5
6 ,

then the system (1.2) admits a global-in-time solution (u,θ). Moreover, the solution satisfies the
following uniform stability estimates:∥∥Ek[ωk]

∥∥
L1

k(R)
≤Cε0ν

1
2 and

∥∥Ek[θk]
∥∥

L1
k(R)

≤Cε1ν
5
6 ,

where

Ek[ωk] =



∥ωk∥L∞
t L2

y
+ν

1
2∥ωk∥L2

t L2
y
+∥uk∥L∞

t L∞
y +ν

1
2∥uk∥L2

t L2
y
, 0 ≤ |k| ≤ 10ν ;

∥(1−|y|) 1
2 ωk∥L∞

t L2
y
+ν

1
4 |k|− 1

4∥ωk∥L∞
t L2

y
+ν

1
4 |k| 1

4∥ωk∥L2
t L2

y

+∥uk∥L∞
t L∞

y + |k| 1
2∥uk∥L2

t L2
y
, 10ν ≤ |k| ≤ 1;

∥(1−|y|) 1
2 ωk∥L∞

t L2
y
+ν

1
4 |k| 1

2∥ωk∥L2
t L2

y
+ |k| 1

2∥uk∥L∞
t L∞

y + |k|∥uk∥L2
t L2

y
, |k| ≥ 1,

5



and

Ek[θk] =


∥θk∥L∞

t L2
y
+ν

1
2∥θk∥L2

t L2
y
, 0 ≤ |k| ≤ 10ν ;

∥θk∥L∞
t L2

y
+ν

1
6 |k| 1

3∥θk∥L2
t L2

y
, 10ν ≤ |k| ≤ 1;

|k| 1
3∥θk∥L∞

t L2
y
+ν

1
6 |k| 2

3∥θk∥L2
t L2

y
, |k| ≥ 1.

Remark 1.1. To the best of our knowledge, this study establishes the first rigorous asymptotic
stability result for the two-dimensional Boussinesq system in the vicinity of Couette flow within
an infinite channel domain.

Remark 1.2. In the work of Masmoudi, Zhai, and Zhao [36], the thresholds for (ω,θ) on T×
[−1,1] were obtained as

(
O(ν

1
2 ),O(ν

11
12 )
)

. Owing to the one-derivative loss in the buoyancy
term, they ingeniously compensated for most of this loss by exploiting the enhanced dissipation of
the vorticity, ν

1
4 |k| 1

4∥ωk∥L2
t L2

y
, and that of the temperature, ν

1
6 |k| 1

3∥θk∥L2
t L2

y
. The fractional operator

|∂x|
1
6 was then used to measure and control the remaining unabsorbed portion of the derivative loss.

In contrast, in the present paper, it suffices to assume an additional 1
3 derivative of regularity on the

high-frequency component of θ , which allows us to larger the temperature threshold to O(ν
5
6 ).

Remark 1.3. The result of Theorem 1.1 remains valid in a periodic channel T× [−1,1], where,
for any fixed wavenumber k, the shear-enhanced dissipation rate scales as ν

1
3 |k| 2

3 . However,
in the infinite channel R× [−1,1] with continuous wavenumber spectrum, the long-wave limit
k → 0 presents a fundamental obstruction: the enhanced dissipation rate ν

1
3 |k| 2

3 vanishes, lead-
ing to an extremely weak enhanced dissipation effect. Consequently, the dissipation time scale
∼ ν−1/3|k|− 2

3 becomes very long. Similarly, the decay rate of inviscid damping, which scales as
∼ 1

|k|t2 , also becomes slow. This permits persistent nonlinear excitation of nearly dissipation-free
long-wave modes, potentially preventing decay to equilibrium and inducing instability.

Remark 1.4. To control the buoyancy term ∂xθ , one can normally use the enhanced dissipation
effects of ω and θ together with the viscous effects. This typically leads to the stability threshold
for θ being lower than that of ω by ν

1
2 . More precisely, we have

Re⟨ωk,∂xθ⟩ ≤ εν
1
3 |k|

2
3∥ωk∥2

L2
y
+

1
4ε

ν
− 1

3 |k|
4
3∥θk∥2

L2
y

≤ εν
1
3 |k|

2
3∥ωk∥2

L2
y
+

1
4ε

ν
−1(ν

1
3 |k|

2
3∥θk∥2

L2
y
+ν |k|2∥θk∥2

L2
y
).

If there were no derivative loss in the buoyancy term, the stability threshold for the temperature
would be lower than that of the vorticity by ν

1
3 . Therefore, we expect that when there is a derivative

loss in the buoyancy term, the temperature’s stability threshold behaves similarly. To raise the
temperature threshold να , we need to assume an extra 1

3 derivative of regularity on the initial
temperature. This compensates for the one-derivative loss from the buoyancy term, allowing the
enhanced dissipation and viscous effects to jointly control it. As a result, the threshold for the
temperature remains lower than that of the vorticity by ν

1
3 , which is the same as in the case without

derivative loss.
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Notations. Throughout this paper, we use C > 0 to denote a generic constant that is independent
of all relevant quantities and may vary from line to line. For brevity, we write f ≲ g if there exists
such a constant C satisfying f ≤Cg. In addition, we denote by ⟨ f ,g⟩ the L2

y([−1,1]) inner product
of f and g.

2. SPACE-TIME ESTIMATES FOR THE LINEARIZED BOUSSINESQ EQUATIONS

In this section, inspired by the works [7, 9] on the two-dimensional incompressible Navier–
Stokes equations, they establish refined resolvent estimates for both the no-slip and Navier-slip
boundary conditions. In particular, by exploiting properties of the Airy function, they achieve
precise control over the boundary layers. As a first step, space-time estimates for the vorticity
are obtained. For the temperature equation, by decomposing the problem into homogeneous and
nonhomogeneous components and treating the enhanced dissipation, boundary layer effects, and
the influence of the initial data separately, we derive space-time estimates for the temperature at
different horizontal frequencies. For the nonlinear terms in the first two equations of system (1.4),
we exploit the incompressibility condition divu = 0 to represent their k-th Fourier modes as

− (u ·∇ω)k =−ik
∫
R

u1
ℓ ·ωk−ℓdℓ−∂y

∫
R

u2
ℓ ·ωk−ℓdℓ :=−ik f 1

k −∂y f 2
k ,

− (u ·∇θ)k =−ik
∫
R

u1
ℓ ·θk−ℓdℓ−∂y

∫
R

u2
ℓ ·θk−ℓdℓ :=−ikg1

k −∂yg2
k .

For convenience, we denote A =−ν(∂ 2
y − k2)+ iky.

For the periodic channel problem T× [−1,1], for each fixed wave number k, the linearized opera-
tor A in the y-direction constitutes a Sturm–Liouville problem with a non-self-adjoint perturbation
with a discrete spectrum. Due to the shear effect of the Couette flow, the enhanced dissipation rate
is effectively amplified to ∼ ν

1
3 |k| 2

3 .
In the present paper, we consider the infinite channel R× [−1,1], where the horizontal wave

number k varies continuously. The most critical difficulty arises as k → 0 (corresponding to long-
wave perturbations), for which the enhanced dissipation rate ∼ ν

1
3 |k| 2

3 tends to zero. In this
regime, the enhanced dissipation effect becomes extremely weak, and the dissipative time scale
∼ ν

− 1
3 |k|− 2

3 becomes very long. Likewise, the inviscid damping rate ∼ 1
|k|t2 also slows down sig-

nificantly. Consequently, nonlinear interactions can continually generate and excite these nearly
undamped long-wave modes, making it difficult for the solution to decay toward equilibrium and
potentially leading to instability.

2.1. Space-Time Estimates for the Vorticity ωk. Inspired by [9], we decompose the horizontal
wave numbers into three regimes: low (long-wave perturbations), intermediate, and high frequen-
cies. For each range of the horizontal wave number k, we employ a combination of energy meth-
ods and Airy function analysis to derive relatively sharp space–time estimates corresponding to the
three frequency regimes. More precisely, we have the following result:

7



Proposition 2.1. [9] Let ωk be a solution to system (1.4) with initial data ω in
k , and assume that

f 1
k , f 2

k ∈ L2
y . Then there holds

Ek[ωk]≲



∥ω
in
k ∥L2

y
+ν

− 1
6 |k|

2
3∥( f 1

k ,θk)∥L2
t L2

y
+ν

− 1
2∥ f 2

k ∥L2
t L2

y
, 0 ≤ |k| ≤ 10ν ;

∥(ω in
k ,ν

1
3 |k|−

1
3 ∂yω

in
k )∥L2

y
+ν

− 1
6 |k|

2
3∥( f 1

k ,θk)∥L2
t L2

y

+ν
− 1

2∥ f 2
k ∥L2

t L2
y
, 10ν ≤ |k| ≤ 1;

∥(ω in
k , |k|−1

∂yω
in
k )∥L2

y
+min{ν

− 1
6 |k|

2
3 ,ν− 1

2}∥( f 1
k ,θk)∥L2

t L2
y

+ν
− 1

2∥ f 2
k ∥L2

t L2
y
, |k| ≥ 1.

In addition, we consider the following non-self-adjoint perturbation of a Sturm–Liouville prob-
lem: {

−ν(∂ 2
y − k2) f + ik(y−λ ) f − εν

1
3 |k|

2
3 f = F,

f |y=±1 = 0.
(2.1)

We now state the following a priori resolvent estimates for the above system, mapping L2 → H2

and H−1 → H1.

Proposition 2.2. (((LLL222 →→→ HHH222))) : Let f ∈ H2
y be a solution of (2.1) with λ ∈R and F ∈ L2

y . Then, for
any k ∈ R, there exists a constant C > 0 independent of ν , k, and λ , such that

ν
2
3 |k|

1
3∥∂y f∥L2

y
+(νk2)

1
3∥ f∥L2

y
+ |k|∥(y−λ ) f∥L2

y
≤C∥F∥L2

y
.

(((HHH−1 →→→ HHH111))) : Let f ∈ H1
y be a solution of (2.1) with λ ∈ R and F ∈ H−1

y . Then, for any k ∈ R,
there exists a constant C > 0 independent of ν , k, and λ , such that

ν∥∂y f∥L2
y
+ν

2
3 |k|

1
3∥ f∥L2

y
≤C∥F∥H−1

y
.

Proof. We can establish these resolvent bounds by adapting the arguments developed in [7], specif-
ically Proposition 3.1 and Lemma 3.4 therein. □

2.2. Space-time estimates for the temperature θk. In this subsection, we decompose the sec-
ond equation of system (1.4) into homogeneous and nonhomogeneous components. Through this
quasi-linearization approach, the ”bad” nonlinear terms are isolated into an error system. By ex-
ploiting the zero initial data of the error system together with semigroup estimates for the linearized
part, we can obtain certain decay properties, thus avoiding further restrictions on the size of the
main system. More precisely, we decompose the temperature equation of θk into the homogeneous
part θ H

k and inhomogeneous part θ I
k:{

∂tθ
H
k + ikyθ

H
k −ν(∂ 2

y − k2)θ H
k = 0,

θ
H
k
∣∣
t=0 = θ

in
k (y), θ

H
k
∣∣
y=±1 = 0,

(2.2)

and {
∂tθ

I
k + ikyθ

I
k −ν(∂ 2

y − k2)θ I
k =−ikg1

k −∂yg2
k ,

θ
I
k
∣∣
t=0 = 0, θ

I
k
∣∣
y=±1 = 0.

(2.3)
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Next, we derive estimates for the homogeneous and nonhomogeneous components separately.
We begin with the homogeneous part. Owing to the refined resolvent bounds and the enhanced
dissipation structure of the linearized operator, we are able to obtain the following relatively sharp
estimates.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that θ H
k is a solution of system (2.2) with initial data θ in

k ∈ L2
y . Then, for any

k ∈ R, the following estimate holds

∥θ
H
k ∥L2

y
≤Ce−c[(νk2)

1
3 +ν ]t∥θ

in
k (y)∥L2

y
.

Moreover, it follows that (
ν +(νk2)

1
3
)
∥θ

H
k ∥2

L2
t L2

y
≤C∥θ

in
k (y)∥2

L2
y
.

Proof. First, we introduce the notation

(A− iλ )θ H
k := F

for later convenience.
Then, applying Proposition 2.2 to the homogeneous system, we immediately obtain

(νk2)
1
3∥θ

H
k ∥L2

y
≲ ∥F∥L2

y
= ∥(A− iλ )θ H

k ∥L2
y
.

According to the definition of Φ(A)(see Appendix), we obtain

Φ(A)≳ (νk2)
1
3 . (2.4)

On the other hand, by taking the L2−inner product of (A− iλ )θ H
k with θ H

k , we obtain

Re
〈
(A− iλ )θ

H
k ,θ H

k
〉
= νk2∥θ

H
k ∥2

L2
y
+ν∥∂yθ

H
k ∥2

L2
y
≤ ∥(A− iλ )θ H

k ∥L2
y
∥θ

H
k ∥L2

y
.

Using the homogeneous boundary conditions satisfied by θ H
k ( θ H

k

∣∣
y=±1 = 0), and applying the

Poincaré inequality, we naturally obtain

∥(A− iλ )θ H
k ∥L2

y
≳ ν∥θ

H
k ∥L2

y
.

Combining the above estimate with (2.4), we obtain

Φ(A)≳ (νk2)
1
3 +ν .

It is straightforward to verify that Re⟨A f , f ⟩ ≥ 0, for any f , which implies that A is an accretive
operator. Moreover, for every λ < 0, one can check that H = R(λ I −A), so that A is in fact
m−accretive. Therefore, by invoking Lemma A.1, we conclude that

∥θ
H
k ∥L2

y
= ∥e−At

θ
in
k (y)∥L2

y
≤Ce

π

2 e−Φ(A)∥θ
in
k (y)∥L2

y
≤Ce−c[(νk2)

1
3 +ν ]t∥θ

in
k (y)∥L2

y
.

This completes the proof of the first inequality in the lemma. The second inequality follows directly
by integrating the above estimate in time. □

Next, we proceed to derive the resolvent estimates for the inhomogeneous part of the temper-
ature equation θ I

k. It is worth emphasizing that the underlying mechanisms differ substantially
across frequency regimes; as a consequence, the inhomogeneous term exhibits markedly different
behaviors in the high- and low-frequency ranges. Taking this distinction into account, we obtain
the following estimates separately for the two regimes:
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Lemma 2.4. Let θ I
k be a solution of system (2.3). For k in the medium-high frequency regime

|k| ≥ 10ν , there exists a constant C > 0, independent of ν , such that

∥θ
I
k∥L∞

t L2
y
+(νk2)

1
6∥θ

I
k∥L2

t L2
y
≤C

(
ν
− 1

6 |k|
2
3∥g1

k∥L2
t L2

y
+ν

− 1
2∥g2

k∥L2
t L2

y

)
. (2.5)

In addition, for the low-frequency region 0 ≤ |k| ≤ 10ν , one has

∥θ
I
k∥L∞

t L2
y
+ν

1
2∥θ

I
k∥L2

t L2
y
≤C

(
ν
− 1

6 |k|
2
3∥g1

k∥L2
t L2

y
+ν

− 1
2∥g2

k∥L2
t L2

y

)
. (2.6)

Proof. To begin with, in the treatment of the medium- and high-frequency modes, we further refine
the inhomogeneous contribution. Specifically, we decompose θ I

k into two components and examine
separately the evolution equations satisfied by each part:∂tθ

(I,1)
k + ikyθ

(I,1)
k −ν(∂ 2

y − k2)θ
(I,1)
k =−ikg1

k , θ
(I,1)
k

∣∣
t=0 = θ

(I,1)
k

∣∣
y=±1 = 0,

∂tθ
(I,2)
k + ikyθ

(I,2)
k −ν(∂ 2

y − k2)θ
(I,2)
k =−∂yg2

k , θ
(I,2)
k

∣∣
t=0 = θ

(I,2)
k

∣∣
y=±1 = 0.

(2.7)

We then take the Fourier transform in the time variable t. More precisely, we define

Θ
(I,i)(λ ,k,y) =

∫
∞

0
θ
(I,i)
k · e−iλ tdt, and Gi(λ ,k,y) =

∫
∞

0
gi

k · e
−iλ tdt, i = 1,2.

Next, we apply the Fourier transform in the time variable t to system (2.7). This yields the follow-
ing transformed system:

ik
(

y− λ

k

)
Θ
(I,1)
k −ν(∂ 2

y − k2)Θ
(I,1)
k =−ikG1, Θ

(I,1)∣∣
y=±1 = 0,

ik
(

y− λ

k

)
Θ
(I,2)
k −ν(∂ 2

y − k2)Θ
(I,2)
k =−∂yG2, Θ

(I,2)∣∣
y=±1 = 0.

By invoking Proposition 2.2, we obtain the corresponding estimates for both Θ
(I,1)
k and Θ

(I,2)
k sep-

arately.

(νk2)
1
3∥Θ

(I,1)∥L2
y
≤C∥kG1∥L2

y
and ν

2
3 |k|

1
3∥Θ

(I,2)∥L2
y
≤C∥G2∥L2

y
.

Next, by applying the Plancherel theorem together with the above inequalities, we obtain the fol-
lowing L2-in-time estimate for θ I

k:

(νk2)
1
6∥θ

I
k∥L2

t L2
y
≈ (νk2)

1
6
(
∥Θ

(I,1)∥L2
λ

L2
y
+∥Θ

(I,2)∥L2
λ

L2
y

)
≲ ν

− 1
6 |k|

2
3∥G1∥L2

λ
L2

y
+ν

− 1
2∥G2∥L2

λ
L2

y

≈ ν
− 1

6 |k|
2
3∥g1

k∥L2
t L2

y
+ν

− 1
2∥g2

k∥L2
t L2

y
. (2.8)

For the L∞-in-time estimate of θ I
k, we can directly perform an L2 energy estimate on system (2.3),

which yields:

Re
〈
(∂t −A)θ

I
k,θ

I
k
〉
=−Re

〈
ikg1

k +∂yg2
k ,θ

I
k
〉
.

The left-hand side of the above expression can be written as

LHS =
1
2

d
dt
∥θ

I
k∥2

L2
y
+ν∥∂yθ

I
k∥2

L2
y
+νk2∥θ

I
k∥2

L2
y
.
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The right-hand side of the above expression can be controlled by applying Young’s inequality and
integration by parts, yielding

RHS ≤ 1
4
(νk2)

1
3∥θ

I
k∥2

L2
y
+ν

− 1
3 |k|

4
3∥g1

k∥2
L2

y
+

1
4

ν∥∂yθ
I
k∥2

L2
y
+ν

−1∥g2
k∥2

L2
y
.

Combining the result of (2.8), we immediately obtain the estimate in (2.5). In fact, this estimate
holds for all k ∈ R.

Next, we require stronger control for the low-frequency regime. When k = 0, (2.6) clearly holds.
For k ̸= 0, a direct L2 energy estimate gives

1
2

d
dt
∥θ

I
k∥2

L2
y
+

3
4

ν∥∂yθ
I
k∥2

L2
y
+νk2∥θ

I
k∥2

L2
y
≤ 1

4
(νk2)

1
3∥θ

I
k∥2

L2
y
+ν

− 1
3 |k|

4
3∥g1

k∥2
L2

y
+ν

−1∥g2
k∥2

L2
y
.

Using the homogeneous boundary conditions satisfied by θ I
k, we can apply the Poincaré inequality

∥∂yθ
I
k∥2

L2
y
≳ ∥θ

I
k∥2

L2
y
,

which completes the proof of the lemma. □

Combining the results of Lemma 2.3 and Lemma 2.4, we obtain the resolvent estimates for θk
in both the high- and low-frequency regimes. More precisely, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.5. Let θk be a solution of system (1.4). For k in the medium-high frequency regime
|k| ≥ 10ν , there exists a constant C > 0, independent of ν , such that

∥θk∥L∞
t L2

y
+(νk2)

1
6∥θk∥L2

t L2
y
≤C∥θ

in
k ∥L2

y
+C
(
ν
− 1

6 |k|
2
3∥g1

k∥L2
t L2

y
+ν

− 1
2∥g2

k∥L2
t L2

y

)
.

In addition, for the low-frequency region 0 ≤ |k| ≤ 10ν , one has

∥θk∥L∞
t L2

y
+ν

1
2∥θk∥L2

t L2
y
≤C∥θ

in
k ∥L2

y
+C
(
ν
− 1

6 |k|
2
3∥g1

k∥L2
t L2

y
+ν

− 1
2∥g2

k∥L2
t L2

y

)
.

3. NONLINEAR STABILITY ANALYSIS FOR THE BOUSSINESQ EQUATIONS

In this section, our primary goal is to control the nonlinear terms and the buoyancy contribution
in the velocity equation. To this end, we begin by decomposing the frequencies in the x−direction
into three ranges: low, medium, and high frequencies. Since the nonlinear interactions involve
products of modes from different frequency ranges, the decomposition leads to nine possible inter-
action scenarios. This separation enables us to take advantage of the distinct dissipation or mixing
mechanisms available in each frequency regime, thereby allowing for a more effective control of
the nonlinear contributions.

More precisely, we partition the horizontal frequencies into the following three regions:

R= ∪3
i=1Ii, I1 =

{
k
∣∣|k| ≤ 10ν

}
, I2 =

{
k
∣∣10ν ≤ |k| ≤ 1

}
, I3 =

{
k
∣∣|k| ≥ 1

}
.

To further control the buoyancy term in the vorticity equation, it is necessary to refine the analysis
within the high-frequency regime I3. In particular, we decompose this region into the following
two subranges:

I3 = I4 ∪ I5, with I4 =
{

k
∣∣1 ≤ |k| ≤ ν

− 1
2

}
and I5 =

{
k
∣∣|k| ≥ ν

− 1
2

}
.
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Based on the definitions of Ek[ωk] and Ek[θk] in the respective frequency regions, we can apply the
Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality to obtain

∥∥u1
k
∥∥

L∞
t L∞

y
≲ min{1, |k|−

1
2}Ek[ωk],

∥∥u1
k
∥∥

L2
t L∞

y
≲


ν− 1

2 Ek[ωk], k ∈ I1;
ν
− 1

8 |k|− 3
8 Ek[ωk], k ∈ I2;

ν
− 1

8 |k|− 3
4 Ek[ωk], k ∈ I3;

(3.1)

and

∥θk∥L∞
t L2

y
≲

{
Ek[θk], k ∈ I1 ∪ I2;
|k|− 1

3 Ek[θk], k ∈ I3;
, ∥θk∥L2

t L2
y
≲


ν− 1

2 Ek[θk], k ∈ I1;
ν
− 1

6 |k|− 1
3 Ek[θk], k ∈ I2;

ν
− 1

6 |k|− 2
3 Ek[θk], k ∈ I3.

(3.2)

For the convenience of the subsequent analysis, we first introduce the following two energy func-
tionals:

Eω =
∥∥Ek[ωk]

∥∥
L1

k(R)
and Eθ =

∥∥Ek[θk]
∥∥

L1
k(R)

.

Based on the introduced energy functionals and by applying Proposition 2.1, the nonlinear terms
f 1
k and f 2

k can be controlled separately following the approach developed in [9]. Consequently, we
obtain∥∥Ek[ωk]

∥∥
L1

k(R)
≲
∥∥∥E in

k [ωk]
∥∥∥

L1
k(R)

+
∥∥∥min{ν

− 1
6 |k|

2
3 ,ν− 1

2}
(

f 1
k ,θk

)∥∥∥
L1

kL2
t L2

y

+ν
− 1

2
∥∥ f 2

k
∥∥

L1
kL2

t L2
y

≲
∥∥∥E in

k [ωk]
∥∥∥

L1
k(R)

+ν
− 1

2
∥∥Ek[ωk]

∥∥2
L1

k(R)
+
∥∥∥min{ν

− 1
6 |k|

2
3 ,ν− 1

2}θk

∥∥∥
L1

kL2
t L2

y

.

In the treatment of the buoyancy term described above, by combining (3.2) with the frequency
decomposition applied to I3, we obtain

∥∥∥min{ν
− 1

6 |k|
2
3 ,ν− 1

2}θk

∥∥∥
L1

kL2
t L2

y

≲



ν
− 1

6 ν− 1
2

∥∥∥|k| 2
3 Ek[θk]

∥∥∥
L1

k(I1)
, k ∈ I1;

ν
− 1

6 ν
− 1

6

∥∥∥|k| 1
3 Ek[θk]

∥∥∥
L1

k(I2)
, k ∈ I2;

ν
− 1

6 ν
− 1

6 ∥Ek[θk]∥L1
k(I4)

, k ∈ I4;

ν
− 1

6 ν− 1
2

∥∥∥|k|− 2
3 Ek[θk]

∥∥∥
L1

k(I5)
, k ∈ I5;

≲ ν
− 1

3
∥∥Ek[θk]

∥∥
L1

k(R)
.

As a result, we obtain the following energy estimate, in which the threshold for the temperature
needs only to be lower than that of the velocity by O(ν

1
3 ):∥∥Ek[ωk]

∥∥
L1

k(R)
≲
∥∥∥E in

k [ωk]
∥∥∥

L1
k(R)

+ν
− 1

2
∥∥Ek[ωk]

∥∥2
L1

k(R)
+ν

− 1
3
∥∥Ek[θk]

∥∥
L1

k(R)
. (3.3)

Therefore, it remains to estimate the nonlinear terms in the temperature equation. According to
Proposition 2.5, the behavior of θk differs across the low-, medium-, and high-frequency regimes.
Accordingly, we divide the nonlinear estimates for the temperature into three subparts–corresponding
to the low-, medium-, and high-frequency ranges and analyze each part separately.
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3.1. Nonlinear estimates for low frequency. For the low-frequency regime, specifically, we have

Lemma 3.1. Let θk be a solution to system (1.4). For the low-frequency regime |k| ≤ 10ν , there
exists a constant C, independent of ν and k, such that∥∥∥∥θk∥L∞

t L2
y

∥∥∥
L1
|k|≤10ν

+ν
1
2

∥∥∥∥θk∥L2
t L2

y

∥∥∥
|k|≤10ν

≤C
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥θ

in
k

∥∥∥
L2

y

∥∥∥∥
L1
|k|≤10ν

+Cν
− 1

2Eω ·Eθ .

Proof. Based on the definition of Ek[θk] and in combination with Lemma 2.5, we can directly
perform an energy estimate to obtain∥∥Ek[θk]

∥∥
L1
|k|≤10ν

≲

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥θ
in
k

∥∥∥
L2

y

∥∥∥∥
L1
|k|≤10ν

+
∫
|k|≤10ν

(
ν
− 1

6 |k|
2
3
∥∥g1

k
∥∥

L2
t L2

y
+ν

− 1
2
∥∥g2

k
∥∥

L2
t L2

y

)
dk

≲

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥θ
in
k

∥∥∥
L2

y

∥∥∥∥
L1
|k|≤10ν

+RL
1 +RL

2 . (3.4)

Next, we estimate the terms RL
1 and RL

2 individually. For RL
2 , by applying the Gagliardo–Nirenberg

inequality
∥∥u2

ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L∞
y
≲
∥∥u2

ℓ

∥∥ 1
2
L2

t L2
y
·
∥∥∂yu2

ℓ

∥∥ 1
2
L2

t L2
y

together with the Poincaré inequality
∥∥u2

ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
≲∥∥∂yu2

ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
, it can be decomposed into three components as follows:

RL
2 ≲ν

− 1
2

3

∑
i=1

∫
I1

∫
Ii

∥∥u2
ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L∞
y
∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y
dℓdk

≲ν
− 1

2

3

∑
i=1

∫
I1

∫
Ii

∥∥∂yu2
ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
· ∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y
dℓdk

≲ν
− 1

2

3

∑
i=1

∫
I1

∫
Ii

|ℓ|
∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
· ∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y
dℓdk

:=RL
2,1 +RL

2,2 +RL
2,3.

For the first component RL
2,1, using (3.2) and the fact that

∥∥ℓu1
ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
≲ Ek[ωk], we obtain

RL
2,1 ≲ ν

− 1
2

∫
I1

∫
I1

Eℓ[ωℓ] ·Ek−ℓ[θk−ℓ]dℓdk ≲ ν
− 1

2Eω ·Eθ .

For the second component RL
2,2, in view of Lemma A.2, it is straightforward to deduce

RL
2,2 ≲ ν

− 1
2

(∫
0≤|k−ℓ|≤10ν

+
∫

10ν≤|k−ℓ|≤2

)∫
10ν≤|ℓ|≤1

|ℓ|
∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
· ∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y
dℓdk

≲ ν
− 1

2Eω ·Eθ .

For the third component RL
2,3, since |k| ≤ 10ν and |ℓ| ≥ 1, it can be further decomposed into three

subregions for separate treatment. Subsequently, by applying (3.2) together with the fact that
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∥∥ℓu1
ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
≲ Ek[ωk], we obtain

RL
2,3 ≲ ν

− 1
2

(∫
0≤|k−ℓ|≤10ν

+
∫

10ν≤|k−ℓ|≤1
+
∫
|k−ℓ|≥1

)∫
|ℓ|≥1

|ℓ|
∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
· ∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y
dℓdk

≲ ν
− 1

2Eω ·Eθ .

Next, we turn to the treatment of RL
1 , Similar to the approach for RL

2 , we decompose RL
1 into three

subparts according to frequency:

RL
1 ≲ ν

− 1
6

3

∑
i=1

∫
0≤|k|≤10ν

∫
Ii

|k|
2
3
∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L∞
y
∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y
dℓdk := RL

1,1 +RL
1,2 +RL

1,3.

For RL
1,1, when 0 ≤ |k| ≤ 10ν and 0 ≤ |ℓ| ≤ 10ν , we have 0 ≤ |k− ℓ|≲ 10ν . By combining (3.1),

(3.2), and Hölder’s inequality, we obtain

RL
1,1 ≲ ν

− 1
6

∫
0≤|k−ℓ|≲10ν

∫
I1

|ν |
2
3
∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L∞
y
∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y
dℓdk

≲ ν
− 1

2Eω ·Eθ .

For RL
1,2, when 0 ≤ |k| ≤ 10ν and 10ν ≤ |ℓ| ≤ 1, we have 0 ≤ |k− ℓ|≲ 1. Using (3.1) and the fact

that |k| · |ℓ|−1 ≤ 1, we deduce

RL
1,2 ≲ ν

− 1
6−

1
8

∫
0≤|k−ℓ|≲1

∫
10ν≤|ℓ|≤1

|k|
2
3 |ℓ|−

3
8 Eℓ[ωℓ] ·Ek−ℓ[θk−ℓ]dℓdk

≲ ν
− 7

24Eω ·Eθ .

For RL
1,3, when 0 ≤ |k| ≤ 10ν and |ℓ| ≥ 1, noting that 10ν ≤ 10ν0 ≤ 1

2 , we have |k − ℓ| ≈ |ℓ|.
Applying (3.1) once more, we finally obtain

RL
1,3 ≲ ν

− 1
6−

1
8

∫
|k−ℓ|≳1

∫
|ℓ|≥1

|k|
2
3 |ℓ|−

3
4 Eℓ[ωℓ] ·Ek−ℓ[θk−ℓ]dℓdk

≲ ν
− 7

24Eω ·Eθ .

Combining all the above estimates, we complete the proof of the lemma. □

3.2. Nonlinear estimates for medium frequency. For the medium-frequency regime, specifi-
cally, we have

Lemma 3.2. Let θk be a solution to system (1.4). For the medium-frequency regime 10ν ≤ |k| ≤ 1,
there exists a constant C, independent of ν and k, such that∥∥∥∥θk∥L∞

t L2
y

∥∥∥
L1

10ν≤|k|≤1

+ν
1
6

∥∥∥∥∥|k| 1
3 θk
∥∥

L2
t L2

y

∥∥∥
10ν≤|k|≤1

≤C
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥θ

in
k

∥∥∥
L2

y

∥∥∥∥
L1

10ν≤|k|≤1

+Cν
− 1

2Eω ·Eθ .

Proof. By applying an estimate analogous to that of (3.4), we obtain∥∥Ek[θk]
∥∥

L1
10ν≤|k|≤1

≲

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥θ
in
k

∥∥∥
L2

y

∥∥∥∥
L1

10ν≤|k|≤1

+
∫

10ν≤|k|≤1

(
ν
− 1

6 |k|
2
3
∥∥g1

k
∥∥

L2
t L2

y
+ν

− 1
2
∥∥g2

k
∥∥

L2
t L2

y

)
dk

≲

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥θ
in
k

∥∥∥
L2

y

∥∥∥∥
L1

10ν≤|k|≤1

+RM
1 +RM

2 .
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Next, we turn to the treatment of RM
2 . Following the same strategy as in the analysis of RL

2 , we
decompose RM

2 into three parts:

RM
2 ≲ ν

− 1
2

∫
10ν≤|k|≤1

∥∥u2
ℓ ·θk−ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
dℓdk

≲ ν
− 1

2

3

∑
i=1

∫
I2

∫
Ii

∥∥u2
ℓ

∥∥ 1
2
L2

t L2
y

(
|ℓ|
∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y

) 1
2 · ∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y
dℓdk := RM

2,1 +RM
2,2 +RM

2,3. (3.5)

For RM
2,1 and RM

2,2, when 10ν ≤ |k| ≤ 1 and 0 ≤ |ℓ| ≤ 1, we have 0 ≤ |k− ℓ| ≲ 1. Using estimate
(3.2) together with ∥kuk∥L2

t L2
y
≲ Ek[ωk], we readily obtain

RM
2,1 +RM

2,2 ≲ ν
− 1

2

∫
0≤|k−ℓ|≲1

∫
0≤|ℓ|≤1

|ℓ|∥uℓ∥L2
t L2

y
∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y
dℓdk ≲ ν

− 1
2Eω ·Eθ .

For RM
2,3, using (3.2) directly yields

RM
2,3 ≲ ν

− 1
2

(∫
0≤|k−ℓ|≤1

+
∫
|k−ℓ|≥1

)∫
|ℓ|≥1

|ℓ|∥uℓ∥L2
t L2

y
∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y
dℓdk

≲ ν
− 1

2Eω ·Eθ .

Next, we turn to the treatment of the more delicate term RM
1 . We first perform a frequency decom-

position and rewrite RM
1 as the sum of the following three components:

RM
1 ≲ ν

− 1
6

3

∑
i=1

∫
10ν≤|k|≤1

∫
Ii

|k|
2
3
∥∥u1

ℓ ·θk−ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
dℓdk := RM

1,1 +RM
1,2 +RM

1,3.

For the term RM
1,1, when 10ν ≤ |k| ≤ 1 and 0 ≤ |ℓ| ≤ 10ν . In this regime we have 0 ≤ |k− ℓ|≲ 1,

so that u1
ℓ lies in the low–frequency region, while k− ℓ remains in the mid-low–frequency regime.

Consequently, we may directly invoke the estimates in (3.1) and (3.2) to obtain

RM
1,1 ≲ ν

− 1
6

(∫
0≤|k−ℓ|≤10ν

+
∫

10ν≤|k−ℓ|≲1

)∫
0≤|ℓ|≤10ν

|k|
2
3
∥∥u1

ℓ ·θk−ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
dℓdk

≲ ν
− 1

6

∫
0≤|k−ℓ|≤10ν

∫
0≤|ℓ|≤10ν

(
|k− ℓ|

2
3 + |ℓ|

2
3

)∥∥u1
ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L∞
y
∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y
dℓdk

+ν
− 1

6

∫
10ν≤|k−ℓ|≲1

∫
0≤|ℓ|≤10ν

(
|k− ℓ|

2
3 + |ℓ|

2
3

)∥∥u1
ℓ

∥∥
L∞

t L∞
y
∥θk−ℓ∥L2

t L2
y
dℓdk

≲ Eω ·Eθ +ν
− 1

3

∫
10ν≤|k−ℓ|≲1

∫
0≤|ℓ|≤10ν

(
|k− ℓ|

1
3 +

|ℓ| 2
3

|k− ℓ| 1
3

)
Eℓ[ωℓ] ·Ek−ℓ[θk−ℓ]dℓdk

≲ ν
− 1

3Eω ·Eθ .

To handle RM
1,2, we perform a further decomposition, which is given by the following partition.

RM
1,2 ≲ν

− 1
6

(∫
0≤|k−ℓ|≤10ν

+
∫

10ν≤|k−ℓ|≲1

)∫
10ν≤|ℓ|≤1

|k|
2
3
∥∥u1

ℓ ·θk−ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
dℓdk

:=RM
1,2,1 +RM

1,2,2.
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The subterm RM
1,2,1 can be treated in exactly the same manner as RM

1,1. Note that in this region the

inequality |k−ℓ|
2
3 +|ℓ|

2
3

|ℓ|
3
8

≲ 1 holds. Therefore, by combining estimates (3.1) and (3.2), we obtain

RM
1,2,1 ≲ν

− 1
6

∫
0≤|k−ℓ|≤10ν

∫
10ν≤|ℓ|≤1

(
|k− ℓ|

2
3 + |ℓ|

2
3

)∥∥u1
ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L∞
y
∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y
dℓdk

≲ν
− 7

24Eω ·Eθ .

For RM
1,2,2, we apply the inequality |k| ≤ |k− ℓ|+ |ℓ| to further decompose it into two terms:

RM
1,2,2 ≲ν

− 1
6

∫
10ν≤|k−ℓ|≲1

∫
10ν≤|ℓ|≤1

(
|k− ℓ|

2
3 + |ℓ|

2
3

)∥∥u1
ℓ ·θk−ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
dℓdk

:=RM
1,2,2,1 +RM

1,2,2,2.

The term RM
1,2,2,1 can be directly estimated using the energy estimates (3.1) and (3.2)

RM
1,2,2,1 ≲ν

− 1
6

∫
10ν≤|k−ℓ|≲1

∫
10ν≤|ℓ|≤1

|k− ℓ|
2
3
∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L∞

t L∞
y
∥θk−ℓ∥L2

t L2
y
dℓdk

≲ν
− 1

3Eω ·Eθ .

When 10ν ≤ |k− ℓ| ≲ 1 and 10ν ≤ |ℓ| ≤ 1, we have |k− ℓ|− 1
6 ≲ ν

− 1
6 , combining estimates (3.1)

and (3.2), we obtain

ν
− 1

6
∥∥u1

ℓ ·θk−ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
≲ ν

− 1
6

(∥∥u1
ℓ

∥∥
L∞

t L∞
y
∥θk−ℓ∥L2

t L2
y

) 5
9 ·
(∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L∞
y
∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y

) 4
9

≲ ν
− 1

2 |ℓ|−
1
6 Eℓ[ωℓ] ·Ek−ℓ[θk−ℓ]. (3.6)

Therefore, combining the above discussion, we obtain a complete estimate for RM
1,2,2,2:

RM
1,2,2,2 ≲ ν

− 1
2Eω ·Eθ .

Collecting all the estimates for RM
1,2, we then obtain:

RM
1,2 ≲ ν

− 1
2Eω ·Eθ .

Next, we consider the term RM
1,3. By performing a frequency decomposition, it can be written as

three components:

RM
1,3 ≲ν

− 1
6

(∫
0≤|k−ℓ|≤10ν

+
∫

10ν≤|k−ℓ|≤1
+
∫
|k−ℓ|≥1

)∫
|ℓ|≥1

|k|
2
3
∥∥u1

ℓ ·θk−ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
dℓdk

:=RM
1,3,1 +RM

1,3,2 +RM
1,3,3.

For RM
1,3,1 and RM

1,3,3, we can directly apply estimates (3.1) and (3.2) to obtain:

RM
1,3,1 ≲ ν

− 1
6

∫
0≤|k−ℓ|≤10ν

∫
|ℓ|≥1

(
|k− ℓ|

2
3 + |ℓ|

2
3

)∥∥u1
ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L∞
y
∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y
dℓdk

≲ ν
− 7

24Eω ·Eθ ,
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and

RM
1,3,3 ≲ν

− 1
6

∫
|k−ℓ|≥1

∫
|ℓ|≥1

|k− ℓ|
2
3
∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L∞

t L∞
y
∥θk−ℓ∥L2

t L2
y
dℓdk

+ν
− 1

6

∫
|k−ℓ|≥1

∫
|ℓ|≥1

|ℓ|
2
3
∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L∞
y
∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y
dℓdk

≲ν
− 1

3Eω ·Eθ .

The term RM
1,3,2 requires a further decomposition in order to control the contributions from different

frequency interactions separately

RM
1,3,2 ≲ν

− 1
6

∫
10ν≤|k−ℓ|≤1

∫
|ℓ|≥1

(
|k− ℓ|

2
3 + |ℓ|

2
3

)∥∥u1
ℓ ·θk−ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
dℓdk

:=RM
1,3,2,1 +RM

1,3,2,2.

The estimate for the first term can be readily verified as

RM
1,3,2,1 ≲ ν

− 7
24Eω ·Eθ .

Analogous to the treatment in estimate (3.6), by applying Hölder’s inequality with appropriate
weights, we obtain

ν
− 1

6
∥∥u1

ℓ ·θk−ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
≲ ν

− 1
6

(∥∥u1
ℓ

∥∥
L∞

t L∞
y
∥θk−ℓ∥L2

t L2
y

) 1
3 ·
(∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L∞
y
∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y

) 2
3

≲ ν
− 5

12 |ℓ|−
2
3 Eℓ[ωℓ] ·Ek−ℓ[θk−ℓ].

From the above, we immediately obtain the estimate for RM
1,3,2,2

RM
1,3,2,2 ≲ ν

− 5
12

∫
10ν≤|k−ℓ|≤1

∫
|ℓ|≥1

|ℓ|
2
3 · |ℓ|−

2
3 Eℓ[ωℓ] ·Ek−ℓ[θk−ℓ]dℓdk ≲ ν

− 5
12Eω ·Eθ .

Furthermore, by collecting the estimates for all the decomposed components of RM
1,3, we arrive at

the overall estimate for RM
1,3:

RM
1,3 ≲ ν

− 5
12Eω ·Eθ .

Finally, combining all the estimates for RM
1,1–RM

1,3, we complete the proof of the lemma. □

3.3. Nonlinear estimates for high frequency. For the high-frequency regime, specifically, we
have

Lemma 3.3. Let θk be a solution to system (1.4). For the high-frequency regime |k| ≥ 1, there
exists a constant C, independent of ν and k, such that∥∥∥|k| 1

3∥θk∥L∞
t L2

y

∥∥∥
L1
|k|≥1

+ν
1
6

∥∥∥∥|k| 2
3 θk∥L2

t L2
y

∥∥∥
|k|≥1

≤C
∥∥∥|k| 1

3 θ
in
k

∥∥∥
L1
|k|≥1

+Cν
− 1

2Eω ·Eθ .

Proof. First, we divide the frequencies into two regions, ν
1
6 |k| 1

3 ≤ 1( corresponding to I4) and
ν

1
6 |k| 1

3 ≥ 1( corresponding to I5), and estimate them separately. divide two cases .
17



• Case1: ν
1
6 |k| 1

3 ≤ 1. In this case, the enhanced dissipation term becomes dominant, thereby
exerting primary control over the behavior of the system.

By a straightforward energy estimate, we obtain

∥∥Ek[θk]
∥∥

L1
|k|≥1

≲

∥∥∥∥|k| 1
3

∥∥∥θ
in
k

∥∥∥
L2

y

∥∥∥∥
L1
|k|≥1

+
∫
|k|≥1

(
ν
− 1

6 |k|
∥∥g1

k
∥∥

L2
t L2

y
+ν

− 1
2 |k|

1
3
∥∥g2

k
∥∥

L2
t L2

y

)
dk

≲

∥∥∥∥|k| 1
3

∥∥∥θ
in
k

∥∥∥
L2

y

∥∥∥∥
L1
|k|≥1

+RH,L
1 +RH,L

2 .

Analogous to the treatment in estimate (3.5), we decompose the relevant term as follows

RH,L
2 ≲ν

− 1
2

3

∑
i=1

∫
I3

∫
Ii

|k|
1
3
∥∥u2

ℓ

∥∥ 1
2
L2

t L2
y

(
|ℓ|
∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y

) 1
2 · ∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y
dℓdk

:=RH,L
2,1 +RH,L

2,2 +RH,L
2,3 .

For RH,L
2,3 , when |k|, |ℓ| ≥ 1 and |k − ℓ| ≤ 1, we have |k| ≈ |ℓ|. In this case, by applying

estimate (3.2), we obtain

RH,L
2,3 ≲ ν

− 1
2

(∫
0≤|k−ℓ|≤1

+
∫
|k−ℓ|≥1

)∫
|ℓ|≥1

|k|
1
3
∥∥u2

ℓ

∥∥ 1
2
L2

t L2
y

(
|ℓ|
∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y

) 1
2 · ∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y
dℓdk

≲ ν
− 1

2

∫
0≤|k−ℓ|≤1

∫
|ℓ|≥1

|k|
1
3 |ℓ|−

1
2 Eℓ[ωℓ] ·Ek−ℓ[θk−ℓ]dℓdk

+ν
− 1

2

∫
|k−ℓ|≥1

∫
|ℓ|≥1

(
|k− ℓ|

1
3 + |ℓ|

1
3

)
|ℓ|−

1
2 Eℓ[ωℓ] · ∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y
dℓdk

≲ ν
− 1

2Eω ·Eθ .

For RH,L
2,1 , when |k| ≥ 1 and |ℓ| ≤ 10ν , since 10ν ≤ 10ν0 ≤ 1

2 , we have |k− ℓ| ≈ |k|. Com-
bining estimate (3.2) with the Poincaré inequality, we obtain

RH,L
2,1 ≲ ν

− 1
2

∫
|k|≥1

∫
|ℓ|≤10ν

|k|
1
3
∥∥u2

ℓ

∥∥ 1
2
L2

t L2
y

(
|ℓ|
∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y

) 1
2 · ∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y
dℓdk

≲ ν
− 1

2

∫
|k−ℓ|≳1

∫
|ℓ|≤10ν

|k− ℓ|
1
3 |ℓ|
∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
· ∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y
dℓdk

≲ ν
− 1

2Eω ·Eθ .
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For RH,L
2,2 , when |k| ≥ 1, 10ν ≤ |ℓ| ≤ 1 and |k−ℓ| ≥ 1, we have |k−ℓ| ≈ |k|. By an argument

analogous to that for RH,L
2,1 , we obtain

RH,L
2,2 ≲ν

− 1
2

∫
0≤|k−ℓ|≤1

∫
10ν≤|ℓ|≤1

|k|
1
3
∥∥u2

ℓ

∥∥ 1
2
L2

t L2
y

(
|ℓ|
∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y

) 1
2 · ∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y
dℓdk

+ν
− 1

2

∫
|k−ℓ|≥1

∫
10ν≤|ℓ|≤1

|k|
1
3
∥∥u2

ℓ

∥∥ 1
2
L2

t L2
y

(
|ℓ|
∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y

) 1
2 · ∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y
dℓdk

≲ν
− 1

2

∫
0≤|k−ℓ|≤1

∫
10ν≤|ℓ|≤1

(
|k− ℓ|

1
3 + |ℓ|

1
3

)
Eℓ[ωℓ] ·Ek−ℓ[θk−ℓ]dℓdk

+ν
− 1

2

∫
|k−ℓ|≥1

∫
10ν≤|ℓ|≤1

|k− ℓ|
1
3 Eℓ[ωℓ] · ∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y
dℓdk

≲ν
− 1

2Eω ·Eθ .

By combining the estimates for RH,L
2,1 through RH,L

2,3 , we obtain

RH,L
2 ≲ ν

− 1
2Eω ·Eθ .

Next, we turn to the most delicate term, RH,L
1 . To handle it, we first further decompose it

into the following three parts:

RH,L
1 ≲ ν

− 1
6

3

∑
i=1

∫
|k|≥1

∫
Ii

|k|
∥∥u1

ℓ ·θk−ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
dℓdk := RH,L

1,1 +RH,L
1,2 +RH,L

1,3 .

Each of these components will be estimated separately according to its respective frequency
structure. For RH,L

1,1 , when |k| ≥ 1 and |ℓ| ≤ 10ν , the condition 10ν ≤ 10ν0 ≤ 1
2 implies that

|k− ℓ| ≈ |k|. Using this observation together with the corresponding estimates in (3.1) and
(3.2), we can further derive

RH,L
1,1 ≲ ν

− 1
6

∫
|k−ℓ|≳1

∫
|ℓ|≤10ν

|k|
1
3
∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L∞

t L∞
y
|k− ℓ|

2
3 ∥θk−ℓ∥L2

t L2
y
dℓdk

≲ ν
− 1

2

∫
|k−ℓ|≳1

∫
|ℓ|≤10ν

ν
1
6 |k|

1
3 Eℓ[ωℓ] ·Ek−ℓ[θk−ℓ]dℓdk

≲ ν
− 1

2Eω ·Eθ ,

where, in the last step of the above estimate, we have used the fact that ν
1
6 |k| 1

3 ≤ 1.
For RH,L

1,2 , when the high-frequency modes (|k| ≥ 1) interact with the medium-frequency
modes (10ν ≤ |ℓ| ≤ 1), the frequency ranges still exhibit a certain degree of complexity.
Therefore, we further decompose RH,L

1,2 into three parts, which will be estimated separately:

RH,L
1,2 ≲ν

− 1
6

(∫
0≤|k−ℓ|≤10ν

+
∫

10ν≤|k−ℓ|≤1
+
∫
|k−ℓ|≥1

)∫
10ν≤|ℓ|≤1

|k|
∥∥u1

ℓ ·θk−ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
dℓdk

:=RH,L
1,2,1 +RH,L

1,2,2 +RH,L
123 . (3.7)

For the first term in (3.7), within the current frequency range we observe that
|k|

|ℓ|3/8 ≲ |ℓ|5/8 +
|k− ℓ|
|ℓ|3/8 ≲ 1.
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Hence, this term is well controlled in this regime. Combining this with the estimates in
(3.1) and (3.2), we obtain

RH,L
1,2,1 ≲ ν

− 1
6

∫
0≤|k−ℓ|≤10ν

∫
10ν≤|ℓ|≤1

|k|
∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L∞
y
∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y
dℓdk ≲ ν

− 7
24Eω ·Eθ .

For the second term in (3.7), when |k| ≥ 1, 10ν ≤ |ℓ| ≤ 1, and 10ν ≤ |k−ℓ| ≤ 1, we observe
that k and ℓ must share the same sign. Consequently, by applying the triangle inequality,
we further decompose this term into the following two parts:

RH,L
1,2,2 ≲ν

− 1
6

∫
10ν≤|k−ℓ|≤1

∫
10ν≤|ℓ|≤1

(|k− ℓ|+ |ℓ|)
∥∥u1

ℓ ·θk−ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
dℓdk

:=RH,L
1,2,2,1 +RH,L

1,2,2,2.

For the term RH,L
1,2,2,1, within the current frequency range we observe that

|ℓ|−3/16 ≲ ν
−3/16.

Therefore, by applying Hölder’s inequality with suitable weights, we obtain

RH,L
1,2,2,1 ≲ ν

− 1
6

∫
10ν≤|k−ℓ|≤1

∫
10ν≤|ℓ|≤1

|k− ℓ|
(∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L∞

t L∞
y
∥θk−ℓ∥L2

t L2
y

) 1
2

×
(∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L∞
y
∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y

) 1
2 dℓdk

≲ ν
− 1

2

∫
10ν≤|k−ℓ|≤1

∫
10ν≤|ℓ|≤1

|k− ℓ||k− ℓ|−
1
6 Eℓ[ωℓ] ·Ek−ℓ[θk−ℓ]dℓdk

≲ ν
− 1

2Eω ·Eθ .

When the frequencies satisfy 10ν ≤ |k− ℓ| ≤ 1 and 10ν ≤ |ℓ| ≤ 1, we have

|ℓ|−5/27 ≲ ν
−5/27.

Combining this with the estimates in (3.1) and (3.2), we obtain

ν
− 1

6
∥∥u1

ℓ ·θk−ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
≲ ν

− 1
6

(∥∥u1
ℓ

∥∥
L∞

t L∞
y
∥θk−ℓ∥L2

t L2
y

) 5
9 ·
(∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L∞
y
∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y

) 4
9

≲ ν
− 1

2 |ℓ|−
1
6 Eℓ[ωℓ] ·Ek−ℓ[θk−ℓ].

Based on the above estimates, we conclude that RH,L
1,2,2,2 satisfies the following bound:

RH,L
1,2,2,2 ≲ ν

− 1
2

∫
10ν≤|k−ℓ|≤1

∫
10ν≤|ℓ|≤1

|ℓ|
5
6 Eℓ[ωℓ] ·Ek−ℓ[θk−ℓ]dℓdk ≲ ν

− 1
2Eω ·Eθ .

For the third term in (3.7), when |k| ≥ 1, 10ν ≤ |ℓ| ≤ 1, and |k− ℓ| ≥ 1, since |k− ℓ| ≈ |k|,
we can directly apply the estimates in (3.1) and (3.2) to obtain

RH,L
123 ≲ν

− 1
6

∫
|k−ℓ|≥1

∫
10ν≤|ℓ|≤1

|k|
1
3
∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L∞

t L∞
y
· |k− ℓ|

2
3 ∥θk−ℓ∥L2

t L2
y
dℓdk

≲ν
− 1

2Eω ·Eθ ,

where in the final step of the above estimate, we have used the fact that ν
1
6 |k| 1

3 ≤ 1.
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By combining the estimates for the various components of RH,L
1,2 discussed above, we

obtain

RH,L
1,2 ≲ ν

− 1
2Eω ·Eθ .

For the estimate of RH,L
1,3 , we similarly employ a frequency decomposition method analo-

gous to that in (3.7), yielding

RH,L
1,3 ≲ν

− 1
6

(∫
0≤|k−ℓ|≤10ν

+
∫

10ν≤|k−ℓ|≤1
+
∫
|k−ℓ|≥1

)∫
|ℓ|≥1

|k|
∥∥u1

ℓ ·θk−ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
dℓdk

:=RH,L
1,3,1 +RH,L

1,3,2 +RH,L
1,3,3.

This allows us to uniformly control the contributions of RH,L
1,3 across the different frequency

regimes. For RH,L
1,3,1 and RH,L

1,3,2, when 0 ≤ |k− ℓ| ≤ 1, |k| ≥ 1, and |ℓ| ≥ 1, we have|k| ≈ |ℓ|
within this frequency range. Therefore, we can directly apply (3.1) and (3.2) to obtain the
corresponding estimates:

RH,L
1,3,1 +RH,L

1,3,2 ≲ ν
− 1

6

∫
0≤|k−ℓ|≤1

∫
|ℓ|≥1

|k|
∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L∞
y
∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y
dℓdk

≲ ν
− 7
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∫
0≤|k−ℓ|≤1

∫
|ℓ|≥1

|k|
1
4 Eℓ[ωℓ] ·Ek−ℓ[θk−ℓ]dℓdk

≲ ν
− 5

12Eω ·Eθ .

For the term RH,L
1,3,3, we first apply Lemma A.3 to decompose it into the following two parts:

RH,L
1,3,3 ≲ν

− 1
6

∫
|k−ℓ|≥1

∫
|ℓ|≥1

(
|k|m · |k− ℓ|1−m + |k|n · |ℓ|1−n)∥∥u1

ℓ ·θk−ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
dℓdk

:=RH,L
1,3,3,1 +RH,L

1,3,3,2.

For the first part, RH,L
1,3,3,1, taking m = 1

3 and using the key fact ν
1
6 |k| 1

3 ≤ 1, together with the
estimates in (3.1) and (3.2), we obtain

RH,L
1,3,3,1 ≲ν

− 1
6

∫
|k−ℓ|≥1

∫
|ℓ|≥1

|k|
1
3 · |k− ℓ|

2
3
∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L∞

t L∞
y
∥θk−ℓ∥L2

t L2
y
dℓdk

≲ν
− 1

3

∫
|k−ℓ|≥1

∫
|ℓ|≥1

|k|
1
3 |ℓ|−

1
2 Eℓ[ωℓ] ·Ek−ℓ[θk−ℓ]dℓdk

≲ν
− 1

2Eω ·Eθ .

For the second part, RH,L
1,3,3,2, in the frequency range where |k − ℓ| ≥ 1 and |ℓ| ≥ 1, by

applying the weighted Hölder’s inequality, we have

ν
− 1

6
∥∥u1

ℓ ·θk−ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
≲ ν

− 1
6

(∥∥u1
ℓ

∥∥
L∞

t L∞
y
∥θk−ℓ∥L2

t L2
y

) 1
3 ·
(∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L∞
y
∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y

) 2
3

≲ ν
− 11

36 |k− ℓ|−
1
3 |ℓ|−

2
3 Eℓ[ωℓ] ·Ek−ℓ[θk−ℓ].
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Furthermore, taking n = 1
3 and again using ν

1
6 |k| 1

3 ≤ 1, we can deduce

RH,L
1,3,3,2 ≲ν

− 11
36

∫
|k−ℓ|≥1

∫
|ℓ|≥1

|k|
1
3 · |ℓ|

2
3 |k− ℓ|−

1
3 |ℓ|−

2
3 Eℓ[ωℓ] ·Ek−ℓ[θk−ℓ]dℓdk

≲ν
− 17

36

∫
|k−ℓ|≥1

∫
|ℓ|≥1

Eℓ[ωℓ] ·Ek−ℓ[θk−ℓ]dℓdk

≲ν
− 17

36Eω ·Eθ .

By combining all the above estimates for the components of RH,L
1,3 , we arrive at

RH,L
1,3 ≲ ν

− 1
2Eω ·Eθ .

By combining the estimates for RH,L
1,1 through RH,L

1,3 , one can get

RH,L
1 ≲ ν

− 1
2Eω ·Eθ .

We thus complete the proof of the lemma in the case ν
1
6 |k| 1

3 ≤ 1.
• Case2: ν

1
6 |k| 1

3 ≥ 1. In this situation, Lemma 2.5 is no longer sufficient to provide further
information on dissipation, and the viscous term becomes the dominant factor.

Using the definition of Ek and standard energy estimates, together with Lemma A.4, we
obtain∥∥Ek[θk]

∥∥
L1
|k|≥1

≲

∥∥∥∥|k| 1
3

∥∥∥θ
in
k

∥∥∥
L2

y

∥∥∥∥
L1
|k|≥1

+
∫
|k|≥1

ν
− 1

2 |k|
1
3

(∥∥g1
k
∥∥

L2
t L2

y
+
∥∥g2

k
∥∥

L2
t L2

y

)
dk

≲

∥∥∥∥|k| 1
3

∥∥∥θ
in
k

∥∥∥
L2

y

∥∥∥∥
L1
|k|≥1

+RH,H
1 +RH,H

2 .

For the term RH,H
2 , we can proceed in a manner similar to that for RH,L

2 , yielding

RH,H
2 ≲ ν

− 1
2Eω ·Eθ .

Therefore, we omit further details for this estimate. Next, we focus on the term RH,H
1 .

Using a decomposition analogous to that in (3.7), we have

RH,H
1 ≲ ν

− 1
2

3

∑
i=1

∫
|k|≥1

∫
Ii

|k|
1
3
∥∥u1

ℓ ·θk−ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
dℓdk := RH,H

1,1 +RH,H
1,2 +RH,H

1,3 .

For the term RH,H
1,1 , when |k| ≥ 1 and |ℓ| ≤ 10ν , we have the frequency comparability

|k− ℓ| ≈ |k| Hence, combining the estimates (3.1) and (3.2), we obtain

RH,H
1,1 ≲ν

− 1
2

∫
|k−ℓ|≳1

∫
I1

|k|
1
3
∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L∞

t L∞
y
∥θk−ℓ∥L2

t L2
y
dℓdk

≲ν
− 2

3

∫
|k−ℓ|≳1

∫
I1

|k|
1
3 · |k− ℓ|−

2
3 Eℓ[ωℓ] ·Ek−ℓ[θk−ℓ]dℓdk

≲ν
− 1

2Eω ·Eθ ,
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where have we used the fact ν
− 1

6 |k|− 1
3 ≤ 1. For the term RH,H

1,2 , since it involves the inter-
action between high and intermediate frequencies, its structure is more delicate. Following
the same decomposition strategy as in (3.7), we further split RH,H

1,2 into the following three
parts:

RH,H
1,2 ≲ν

− 1
2

(∫
0≤|k−ℓ|≤10ν

+
∫

10ν≤|k−ℓ|≤1
+
∫
|k−ℓ|≥1

)∫
10ν≤|ℓ|≤1

|k|
1
3
∥∥u1

ℓ ·θk−ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
dℓdk

:=RH,H
1,2,1 +RH,H

1,2,2 +RH,H
123 .

For the term RH,H
1,2,1, when |k| ≥ 1, 10ν ≤ |ℓ| ≤ 1 and |k− ℓ| ≤ 10ν , the condition 10ν ≤

10ν0 ≤ 1
2 implies that

|k| ≈ |ℓ|.
Therefore, applying the estimates in (3.1) and (3.2), we obtain

RH,H
1,2,1 ≲ν

− 1
2

∫
|k−ℓ|≤10ν

∫
|ℓ|≳1

|k|
1
3
∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L∞
y
∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y
dℓdk

≲ν
− 1

2

∫
|k−ℓ|≤10ν

∫
|ℓ|≳1

|k|
1
3 ν

− 1
8 |ℓ|−

3
4 Eℓ[ωℓ] ·Ek−ℓ[θk−ℓ]dℓdk

≲ν
− 1

2Eω ·Eθ ,

where in the final step we have used the fact that ν
− 1

8 |k| 1
3 |ℓ|− 3

4 ≲ ν
− 1

8 |k|− 5
12 ≲ 1.

For the term RH,H
1,2,2, we further decompose the frequency of l into the following two parts:

RH,H
1,2,2 =ν

− 1
2

∫
10ν≤|k−ℓ|≤1

(∫
10ν≤|ℓ|≤ 1

2

+
∫

1
2≤|ℓ|≤1

)
|k|

1
3
∥∥u1

ℓ ·θk−ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
dℓdk

:=RH,H
1,2,2,1 +RH,H

1,2,2,2.

For the second part in the above decomposition, the frequency conditions imply that

|k| ≥ 1, 1
2 ≤ |ℓ| ≤ 1, 10ν ≤ |k− ℓ| ≤ 1,

and therefore |k| ≈ |ℓ|. Proceeding as in the estimate of RH,H
1,2,1, and using (3.1)-(3.2), we

obtain RH,H
1,2,2,2 ≲ ν− 1

2Eω ·Eθ .

For the first part in the decomposition of RH,H
1,2,2, when

|k| ≥ 1, 10ν ≤ |ℓ| ≤ 1
2 , 10ν ≤ |k− ℓ| ≤ 1,

the condition 10ν ≤ 10ν0 ≤ 1
2 yields |k| ≈ |k− ℓ|. Hence, we can directly apply the esti-

mates (3.1)-(3.2) to deduce that

RH,H
1,2,2,1 ≲ν

− 1
2

∫
|k−ℓ|≳1

∫
10ν≤|ℓ|≤ 1

2

|k− ℓ|
1
3 ·ν− 1

6 |k− ℓ|−
2
3 Eℓ[ωℓ] ·Ek−ℓ[θk−ℓ]dℓdk

≲ν
− 1

2Eω ·Eθ ,

where we have used the fact ν
− 1

6 |k− ℓ|− 1
3 ≲ 1.

For the term RH,H
123 , we observe that under the frequency conditions

|k| ≥ 1, 10ν ≤ |ℓ| ≤ 1
2 , |k− ℓ| ≥ 1,
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we have |k| ≈ |k− ℓ|. Hence, this term can be treated in the same manner as RH,H
1,2,2,1, which

yields

RH,H
123 ≲ ν

− 1
2Eω ·Eθ .

Combining the estimates for all components in RH,H
1,2 , we obtain

RH,H
1,2 ≲ ν

− 1
2Eω ·Eθ .

Next, we turn to the estimate of RH,H
1,3 . Following the same frequency decomposition as in

(3.7), we split it into the interactions among low, medium, and high frequencies with the
high-frequency part:

RH,H
1,3 ≲ν

− 1
2

(∫
0≤|k−ℓ|≤10ν

+
∫

10ν≤|k−ℓ|≤1
+
∫
|k−ℓ|≥1

)∫
|ℓ|≥1

|k|
1
3
∥∥u1

ℓ ·θk−ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
dℓdk

:=RH,H
1,3,1 +RH,H

1,3,2 +RH,H
1,3,3.

For the terms RH,H
1,3,1 and RH,H

1,3,2, under the frequency regime

|k| ≥ 1, |ℓ| ≥ 1, 0 ≤ |k− ℓ| ≤ 1,

we have |k| ≈ |ℓ|. Therefore, by an argument identical to that used for RH,H
1,2,1, we directly

obtain

RH,H
1,3,1 +RH,H

1,3,2 ≲ ν
− 1

2Eω ·Eθ .

For the term RH,H
1,3,3, we apply Lemma A.3 to transfer the frequency k to the frequencies

ℓ and k− ℓ, thereby decomposing it into the following two parts:

RH,H
1,3,3 ≲ν

− 1
2

∫
|k−ℓ|≥1

∫
|ℓ|≥1

(
|k|m · |k− ℓ|

1
3−m + |k|n · |ℓ|

1
3−n
)∥∥u1

ℓ ·θk−ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L2
y
dℓdk

:=RH,H
1331 +RH,H

1332

For the first part, RH,H
1331, taking m = 1

6 and using the estimates in (3.1) and (3.2), we obtain

RH,H
1331 ≲ν

− 1
2

∫
|k−ℓ|≥1

∫
|ℓ|≥1

|k|
1
6 · |k− ℓ|

1
6
∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L∞

t L∞
y
∥θk−ℓ∥L2

t L2
y
dℓdk

≲ν
− 1

2

∫
|k−ℓ|≥1

∫
|ℓ|≥1

|k|
1
6 |k− ℓ|

1
6 |ℓ|−

1
2 ·ν− 1

6 |k− ℓ|−
2
3 Eℓ[ωℓ] ·Ek−ℓ[θk−ℓ]dℓdk

≲ν
− 1

2Eω ·Eθ .

In the final step, we use the key fact:

ν
− 1

6 |ℓ|−
1
2 |k− ℓ|−

1
2 |k|

1
6 ≲ ν

− 1
6 |ℓ|−

1
2 |k− ℓ|−

1
2 |k− ℓ|

1
6 |ℓ|

1
6 ≲ ν

− 1
6 |k|−

1
3 ≤ 1.

For the second part, RH,H
1332, taking n = 1

12 , and under the frequency conditions |k− ℓ| ≥ 1
and |ℓ| ≥ 1, we have

|ℓ|−1|k− ℓ|−1 ≲ |k|−1.
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Hence, by combining the estimates in (3.1)-(3.2), we obtain the control

RH,H
1332 ≲ν

− 1
2

∫
|k−ℓ|≥1

∫
|ℓ|≥1

|k|
1

12 · |ℓ|
1
4
∥∥u1

ℓ

∥∥
L2

t L∞
y
∥θk−ℓ∥L∞

t L2
y
dℓdk

≲ν
− 1

2

∫
|k−ℓ|≥1

∫
|ℓ|≥1

|k|
1

12 |ℓ|
1
4 ·ν− 1

8 |ℓ|−
3
4 · |k− ℓ|−

1
3 Eℓ[ωℓ] ·Ek−ℓ[θk−ℓ]dℓdk

≲ν
− 1

2

∫
|k−ℓ|≥1

∫
|ℓ|≥1

Eℓ[ωℓ] ·Ek−ℓ[θk−ℓ]dℓdk

≲ν
− 1

2Eω ·Eθ .

In the penultimate step, we use the following observation:

|k|
1
12 |ℓ|

1
4 ·ν− 1

8 |ℓ|−
3
4 · |k− ℓ|−

1
3 ≲ ν

− 1
8 |ℓ|−

1
3 |k− ℓ|−

1
3 |k|

1
12 ≲ ν

− 1
8 |k|−

1
4 ≲ 1.

By combining the estimates for all components in RH,H
1,3 , we obtain

RH,H
1,3 ≲ ν

− 1
2Eω ·Eθ .

Furthermore, using the combined estimates for RH,H
1,1 through RH,H

1,3 , we complete the proof

of the lemma in the case ν
1
6 |k| 1

3 ≥ 1.

Finally, by synthesizing the discussions in Case 1 and Case 2, we conclude the complete proof of
the lemma. □

3.4. Completion the proof of the nonlinear stability of Theorem 1.1. Next, we complete the
proof of Theorem 1.1. First, based on Lemmas 3.1–3.3, which provide control over the nonlinear
temperature terms, we can summarize

Eθ ≲ Ein
θ +ν

− 1
2Eω ·Eθ . (3.8)

To this end, we define an energy functional as

Etotal = Eω +2Cν
− 1

3Eθ .

Then, combining (3.8) and (3.3), we obtain

Etotal ≤CEin
total +Cν

− 1
2E2

total.

Using the initial conditions and choosing ε0 and ε1 sufficiently small, under the bootstrap hypoth-
esis, we can deduce

Etotal ≤Cν
1
2 .

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1. □
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APPENDIX

Let H be a Hilbert space, and let A be a densely defined operator on H with domain D(A)⊂ H.
We define the quantity

Φ(A) := inf
{
∥(A− iλ ) f∥ : f ∈ D(A), λ ∈ R, ∥ f∥= 1

}
,

where ∥ · ∥ denotes the norm in H and i =
√
−1. Intuitively, Φ(A) measures the distance of A

from being purely imaginary in a certain sense.

Now, we have the following lemma, which provides an upper bound for the semigroup generated
by an m-accretive operator.

Lemma A.1. [48] Let A be a m-accretive operator in a Hilbert space H. Then ∥e−At∥ ≤
e

π

2 e−Φ(A) for any t ≥ 0.

In other words, the decay of the semigroup is controlled by Φ(A), which depends on the resol-
vent behavior of A along the imaginary axis.

Lemma A.2. Let k, ℓ ∈R, and assume that |k| ≤ 10ν and 10ν ≤ |ℓ| ≤ 1. If 10ν ≤ |k−ℓ| ≤ 2, then

|k− ℓ| ≈ |ℓ|.

Proof. First, by the triangle inequality, we have

|k− ℓ| ≤ |k|+ |ℓ| ≤ 2|ℓ|.
On the other hand, we consider the lower bound:

• If k, ℓ > 0, then |k− ℓ|= ℓ− k ≥ 10ν . Since ℓ≥ 10ν + k ≥ 2k, it follows that

|k− ℓ|= ℓ− k ≥ 1
2
|ℓ|.

• If k > 0 and ℓ < 0, then |k− ℓ|= k− ℓ≥ |ℓ|.
The cases k, ℓ < 0 and k < 0, ℓ > 0 are completely analogous to the two cases above, and

we omit the details.
Combining the upper and lower bounds, we conclude |k− ℓ| ≈ |ℓ|.

□

Lemma A.3. Let k, ℓ∈R with |k| ≥ 1 and |ℓ| ≥ 1. If |k−ℓ| ≥ 1, then for any α ≥ 0 and m,n∈ [0,α],
we have

|k|α ≲ |k|m · |k− ℓ|α−m + |k|n · |ℓ|α−n.

Proof. We consider two cases:

• If |k− ℓ| ≤ |k|
2 , then |k| ≈ |ℓ|, and the inequality holds trivially.

• If |k− ℓ| ≥ |k|
2 , then the first term |k|m|k− ℓ|α−m ≳ |k|α , so the inequality is obvious.

Thus, the desired inequality is established in both cases. □

Lemma A.4. Let θk be a solution of system (1.4). Assume that ν
1
6 |k| 1

3 ≥ 1. Then

∥θk∥L∞
t L2

y
+(νk2)

1
6∥θk∥L2

t L2
y
≤ ∥θk∥L∞

t L2
y
+(νk2)

1
2∥θk∥L2

t L2
y

≤C∥θ
in
k ∥L2

y
+Cν

− 1
2
(
∥g1

k∥L2
t L2

y
+∥g2

k∥L2
t L2

y

)
.
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Proof. The first inequality follows immediately from the assumption ν
1
6 |k| 1

3 ≥ 1, which implies
(νk2)

1
6 ≤ (νk2)

1
2 .

We now prove the second inequality. Taking the real part of the inner product of (∂t −A)θk
with θk gives

Re⟨(∂t −A)θk, θk⟩=−Re
〈
ikg1

k +∂yg2
k , θk

〉
.

Using Young’s inequality and integrating by parts in y, we obtain

∥θk∥2
L∞

t L2
y
+ν |k|2∥θk∥2

L2
t L2

y
+ν∥∂yθk∥2

L2
t L2

y
≤ ∥θ

in
k ∥2

L2
y
+

1
4

ν
(
|k|2∥θk∥2

L2
t L2

y
+∥∂yθk∥2

L2
t L2

y

)
+ν

− 1
2
(
∥g2

k∥2
L2

t L2
y
+∥g1

k∥2
L2

t L2
y

)
.

Absorbing the 1
4ν terms on the right-hand side completes the proof. □
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