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Abstract

In this paper, we investigate the instability of the trivial steady states to the incom-
pressible viscous fluid with Navier-slip boundary conditions. For the linear instability,
the existence of infinitely many normal mode solutions to the linearized equations is
shown via the operator method of Lafitte and Nguyen (2022). Hence, we prove the non-
linear instability by adapting the framework of Desjardins and Grenier (2003) studying
some classes of viscous boundary layers to obtain two separated solutions at escaping
time. Our work performs a different approach from that of Ding, Li and Xin (2018).

1 Introduction

1.1 Formulation of the problem

Let T be the usual 1D torus and let us consider a horizontal slab domain Q = 27 LT x (-1, 1),

with the length of periodicity L > 0. In this paper, we consider an incompressible fluid,

governed by the Navier-Stokes equations
du+u-Vu+Vp—puAu=0, in, t >0, (1.1)
V-u=0, inQ, t>0, '

where u(xy, z9,t) = (uy(xq, x2,t), us(x1, 2,t)) and p(xy, z9,t) are the velocity and pressure
of the flow respectively.

The Navier-Stokes equations are frequently studied with Dirichlet boundary condition
(see e.g. [29]), i.e. the fluid does not slip along the boundary, formulated by Stokes in 1845.
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There are also other types of boundary conditions in physical phenomena. For instance, the
Navier-slip boundary conditions is proposed by Navier [21] since 1827, that allows the fluid
to slip and that will be considered in this paper. Another type of boundary conditions for
(1.1) is the diffusive-free boundary conditions, recently studied by Lin and Kerswell [23] and
Dormy and Gerard-Varet [12].

Let ¥y = 27LT x {3 = £1}, the Navier-slip boundary conditions are given on ¥ as
follows

u-n=0 onX,UX_,

[(—pI + pu(Vu+ V7)) -n] 7 =€@u-r, on ¥, U (1.2)

where the superscript 1" means matrix transposition, [ is the 2 x 2 identity matrix, n is the
outward unit normal vector and 7 is the corresponding tangent vector of the boundary. In
(1.2), for simplicity, let £(x) be a scalar function describing the slip effect on the boundary,
only taking constant values {1 on Y., respectively. We refer to other papers [19, 13, 20],
where the authors consider variable &.

One of the first study on the well-posedness of Navier—Stokes equations with Navier
boundary conditions was due to Solonnikov and Scadilov [27] for the stationary equations,
see also some papers of Amrouche and his collaborators [, 3, 2]. For analytical study on
the time-dependent Navier—Stokes equations in a bounded domain or on the half-space, we
refer to Clopeau et al. [3], or to da Veiga [30], showing the existence of the regular solution.
Let us mention also other problems related to the incompressible Navier—Stokes equations
with Navier-slip boundary conditions, the control problem studied by Coron [9] and the
inviscid limit problem, studied by Iftimie and Sueur [18]. For numerical study, we refer to

[7 b I ) Y ) I ]‘

1.2 The goal of this paper

Our main interest here is to study the nonlinear instability of the steady state solution (0, py)
(ps is a constant) to this boundary value problem (1.1)-(1.2), revisiting the previous result
of Ding, Li and Xin [10] in a slab domain. In that paper, the authors obtain a threshold
of viscosity depending on slip length, that separates the regimes of nonlinear stability and
nonlinear instability. We also refer to another paper [22] solving the case of bounded domain.
In this paper, we aim at showing the nonlinear instability of the state (0, p;) in the subcritical
regime 1 < j, by an alternative method, inspired by Lafitte and the author [21] and by
Desjardins and Grenier [1 1]

To prove the linear instability, we study the spectral analysis following normal mode
ansatz of Chandrasekhar [7]. Precisely, for any horizontal spatial frequency k € L™'Z\ {0},
we define the k-subcritical regime of the viscosity coefficient p < p.(k,Z) (see u.(k, =)
in Proposition 2.1). Thus we prove that there exists an infinite sequence of normal mode
solutions to the linearized equations thanks to the operator method of Lafitte and the author.
This is stated in Theorem 2.1.

The second part is to prove the nonlinear instability in the subcritical regime

p<pe(E)=sup p(k,E). (1.3)
keL-17\{0}
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Following Desjardins and Grenier [11], where they studied the nonlinear instability of some
classes of boundary layers to the incompressible rotating fluid, we prove the nonlinear insta-
bility in the sense of [11, Theorem 2.3]. Thanks to the existence of infinitely many normal
mode solutions to the linearized equations (2.3), we intend to construct two separated solu-
tions at the escaping time. The statement will be shown in Theorem 2.2.

2 Main results

Denote the perturbation by
UIU—O, g =T — Ts.

Hence, (u, q) satisfies the nonlinear equations

{8tu+u~Vu+Vq—,uAu:0,

2.1
divu = 0. (21)

In our setting, n = (0,1) on ¥} and n = (0, —1) on X_, while 7 = (1,0) on both X,. Hence,
the boundary conditions (1.2) in the slab domain can be written under the form
uy =0 on X UX_,
pOuy = & uy on X, (2.2)
uagul = —€,U1 on >_.

From now on, we move to study the instability of trivial state to (2.1)-(2.2).
Linearizing (2.1)—(2.2) around the trivival steady state yields the linearized equations

rﬁtu—l—Vq—,uAu:O in €,
divu =0 in Q,
us =0 on X, UX_| (2.3)
nouy = Eyuy on X,
\uﬁgul =& uy on x_.
We will solve problem (2.3) by the standard normal mode analysis, see [7]. That means, we

look for v and ¢ of the form

up(t, 21, 22) = eMsin(kxy ) (zs),

ug(t, x1, 19) = M cos(kxy)d(x), (2.4)

Q<t7 Ty, x2) = 6)\
where k € L7'Z\ {0} is called the wavenumber and A = A\(k) € C is called the characteristic
values of the linearized equations (after [7]). Since we are interested in the linear instability

in this section, we look for A with positive real part. Substituting (2.4) into (2.3), we obtain
the following system of ODEs

teos(kxy)m(xa),

M — ki — (k2 — ) = 0,
Ao+ — (k26— ¢") = 0, (2.5)
K+ =0



with boundary conditions
B =0, p'(1) = €0(1), ! (—1) = —€ (1), (2.6)
Eliminating 7 from (2.5); and ¢ from (2.5), gives us a fourth order ODE for ¢, that is
A(R?) = ¢") + p(¢™ — 2k%¢" + K'¢) = 0, (2.7)
with the boundary conditions

D) =0, ud(1) = &8/(1), pd'(~1) =~ ¢'(-1). (2.8)

Hence, solving the system (2.5) with boundary conditions (2.6) is reduced to study the ODE
(2.7) with boundary conditions (2.8).

Let k be fixed, we aim at solving a solution ¢ € H*((—1,1)) to (2.7)—(2.8) with positive
A. In this paper, we utilize an operator approach initiated by Lafitte and the author [21]
to prove the existence of infinitely many characteristic values A to the linearized equations
(2.3). The line of investigation is similar to that one of viscous Rayleigh-Taylor instability
to incompressible fluid with Navier-slip boundary conditions [25]. That means, we will place
ourselves in the k-subcritical regime of the viscosity coefficient p < p.(k,Z) with = = (£, &4)

To state the linear results, we recall the properties of p.(k, Z) and p.(Z) (see (1.3)) from
[25, Proposition 3.1].

Proposition 2.1. Let H*((—=1,1)) = {¢ € H*((—1,1)),(£1) = 0} with s > 1. The
following results hold.

1. For any k > 0, we have
P Y ) <80 &
pei2(-1,0) [ ((¢")? + 2k%(¢')? + k1¢?)dx,
(sinh(2k) cosh(2k) — 2k) (&4 + €_) (2.9)
1

= uk snn?(2%) | 4+ (sinh(2k) — 2k cosh(2k))? (&4 + €.)3 :
+ sinh?(2k) (sinh? (2k) — 4k%) (& — &)

2. pe(k,2) is a decreasing function in k € Ry and satisfies

() =0, Jim (5 2) = sup (k) = ). (2.10)
3. We have
- E(P(=D)+&6 (1) 1 > 2
He(B) = e T e = (e e+ B e +2).

(2.11)
Hence, in the subscritical regime p < p.(Z), we show the following theorems.
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Theorem 2.1. Let k be fized and p € (0, u.(k,Z)). There exists an infinitely sequence
(Any &n)n>1 with A (k) > 0 increasing towards infinity as n — oo and nontrivial function
bn € HY((—1,1)) satisfying (2.7)~(2.8) as A = \,.

Once the linear instability is proven, we move to prove the nonlinear instability in the
spirit of Desjardins-Grenier’s framework [11]. The authors in [10] follow the approach of
Guo-Strauss [14] to obtain an exponentially unstable solution under L?-norm. Instead of
that, we will formulate a linear combination of finitely many normal mode solutions, found
in Theorem 2.1, to approximate the nonlinear equations (2.1). That helps us to obtain two
solutions that diverge at exponentially escaping time.

Theorem 2.2. Assume that u € (0, u.(Z)). The trivial state of (2.1)—~(2.2) is nonlinearly
unstable in the following sense: there exist two positive constants oy and ey sufficiently small
such that for § € (0,0y), Eq. (2.1)~(2.2) admits two solutions u*° and u*° satisfying

1" (0) |2 + [1u**(0) |2 < 6,

and
||u1’6(T5) — u2’5(T5)||L2 > moeg > 0

for some positive time T?, where mg > 0 is fized and independent of §, and T° goes to 0 as
0 goes to 0.

3 The linear instability

3.1 Auxiliary operators

In this section, we study the ODE (2.7)-(2.8). Of importance is to construct a continuous
and coercive bilinear form By for fixed k on the functional space H?((—1,1)), so that the
finding of a solution ¢ € H*((—1,1)) of Eq. (2.7)-(2.8) on (—1,1) is equivalent to finding a
weak solution ¢ € H2((—1,1)) to the variational problem

1
)\/ (k200 + ¢'0')dxy = Bi(¢,0) for all § € H*((—1,1)), (3.1)

1

and thus improving the regularity of that weak solution ¢.
Proposition 3.1. Suppose that 11 < p.(k, =), the followings hold.

1. The bilinear form

1
Bi(9,0) = &' (1)e'(1) + &' (=1)d'(—1) — M/ (00" +2k*0'd' + k*o)dw  (3.2)
-1
is continuous and coercive on H*((—1,1)).

2. There exists a unique operator Y, such that B(¥9, o) = (Y30, 0) for all o € H*((—1,1)).
In a weak sense, we have that

Vi = —p(¢W — 2K°¢" + ko).
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3. Let f € L*((—1,1)) be given, there exists a unique solution ¢ € H*((—1,1)) satisfying
the boundary conditions (2.8) such that Yy = f.

Proof. It can be seen from (2.9) that By is coercive if and only if u < p.(k,=Z). As By is
a coercive form on H?((—1,1)), we have that \/Bi(-,-) is a norm on H?((—1,1)). Hence,
the proof of other parts is straightforward thanks to Riesz’s representation theorem and a
bootstrap argument, so we omit the details. O

Thanks to Proposition 3.1, we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. 1. The operator Qrp = —¢" + k¢ from H?*((—1,1)) to L*((—1,1)) is
symmetric and positive.

2. The operator Sy := i/zYk’lQi/z is compact and self-adjoint from H'((—1,1)) to itself.

Proof. The proof of Part 1 is obvious. Let us focus on Part 2.

From Part 1, the operator Qy has an orthogonal basis of H* with the eigenvalues v, € R
Hence, the operator Q,lf/ ’isa symmetric operator with eigenvalues /v, and Q,lf/ % is a closed
operator because of Sobolev embedding H2 < H' < L2. The von Neumann theory suggests
that Q,lg/ ’isa self-adjoint operator.

Proposition 3.1 helps us to define the inverse operator Y, ! of Y, from L?((—1,1)) to
a subspace H*((—1,1)) requiring all elements satisfy (2.8). As a result, we deduce that Sy
sends H'((—1,1)) to H3((—1,1)). Composing S, with the continuous injection H? < H9 for
p > g > 0, we obtain the compactness and self-adjointness of Si. The proof of Proposition
3.2 is complete. O

3.2 Normal mode solutions

We are in situation to demonstrate Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. As a result of the spectral theory of compact and self-adjoint opera-
tors, the point spectrum of Sy, is discrete, i.e. is a sequence {7, (k)},>1 of eigenvalues of Sy,
associated with normalized orthogonal eigenfunctions {,, },>1 in L?*((—1,1)). That means

Sk, = i/QYk_lQ,lg/an = Y (k).
So that ¢, = Y, ( ,i/an) belongs to H*((—1,1)) and satisfies (2.2). One thus has

and ¢, satisfies (2.2). Eq. (3.3) also tells us that ~, (k) > 0 for all n. Indeed, we obtain

1 1

(Yidn) budas = / (6)2 + K262 ]day > 0.

-1

0B 62) = 20l [

-1

Hence, by reordering, we have that {,(k)},>1 is a positive sequence decreasing towards 0

as n — oo. For each n, set \, = %, we complete the proof of Theorem 2.1. n



Let us finish this section by proving the variational formulation of \; (k).

Proposition 3.3. There holds

E(S (=) + & (¢/(1)) — p [1,((8)2 + 2K3(¢)? + k¢?)ds

A1 = max (3.4)
$EH2((~1,1)) J5L((9)2 + k262 day
Proof. Set
B E (@ (—) + €4 (D) — 1L ((6") + 2R3 (&)? + ki2)dy
b= max ,
$eH2((-1,1) [ ()2 + k2¢?)dxs

we prove that A\; < . Let us consider the Lagrangian functional
1

E@Jﬂ=64¢@ﬂf+f4dﬂ»”—g/(@U”+%%¢f+k%5mu

-1

o [ @+ wean 1),

—1
Thanks to the Lagrange multiplier theorem, the extrema of the quotient

E(Q (1)) + (0 (1)) — p [1((0")% + 2k2(&)? + k*¢?)durs
f_l((cb’) + k2¢?)das

are necessarily the stationary points (3, ¢,) of £, which satisfy

AR (3.5)

1

and

1
P (—=10(—1) + &.0L0°(1) — u/ (670" + 2K2¢,0" + k' ¢.0,)dy
- (3.6)

1
=6[5¢0+H@mw%

for all # € H*((—1,1)). Restricting 8 € C°((—1,1)), one deduces from (3.6) that ¢, has to
satisfy Yi¢, = BQrd, in a weak sense. We further get that ¢, € H*((—1 1)) and satisfies
(3.5) and the boundary conditions (2.2) after a bootstrap argument. Hence, 3 is an eigenvalue
of the compact and self-adjoint operator Sy, from H'((—1,1)) to itself, with Y,” le ¢, being
an associated eigenfunction. That implies \; < .

Now, we prove the reverse inequality A\; > (. Since S is a self-adjoint and positive

operator, we have that
1 (Skw, w)
— =y = max ———.
At weH((-1,1)) HWHHI((AJ))



Hence, let & € H'((—1,1)) be an extremal function, there exists ¢ = Yk’lQ,lc/QcT) € H*((—1,1))
and we have (Y0, ¢) = (Spw,w). It yields
<Sk&j, (:J>2

Ha”fll((fl,l))

1 ~ o~ _ ~ ~
)\_1<Yk¢a ¢> - = ||Skw||%1((,171)) - <Qk¢a ¢>

Hence, )\1<Qk$, 5} = <Yk<g, 5} As a result \; < . The reverse inequality helps us to
complete the proof of Proposition 3.3. n

As a consequence of Proposition 3.3, let

A= max A (k) < +oo. (3.7)
keL—17\{0}
The following property of A was proven in [10), Proposition 4.2].

Proposition 3.4. Let w = (wy,we) € HX(Q) N H*(QY), then it holds that

—u/ ’VW‘2d$+f+/ lwi (21, 1)) doy + & lwy (21, —1)* dy SA/ |w|?dx, (3.8)
Q 27 LT 0

2w LT

where A is defined in (3.7).

4 The nonlinear instability

In this section, the constant C' is a generic constant depending physical parameters.

4.1 Linear combination of normal modes

For any p € (0, u.(Z)), it follows from Proposition 2.1(2) that there exists a critical wavenum-
ber k. € L7'Z\ {0} such that

< pie(k,Z) < pe(2) for k| < |k, and p > p.(k,=) for |k| > |k,

We now fix a wavenumber k € L™'Z \ {0} with |k| < |k.]. Thanks to Theorem 2.1, we
obtain an infinite sequence (), @, ),>1 such that non trivial function ¢, € H*((—1,1)) is a
solution of (2.1)-(2.2) as A = A, (k). That helps us to find a solution to the system (2.5) as
A = \,. Hence, we define

(b/

_ _n _1 o 2 R
Yn=—-" and Wn_k()\nwn (k0 — 1y)),

and obtain that
sin(kx1),( )
¢

k’, T
un,lyun,%Qn)T(k?x) = eAn(k)t COS(I’CZL‘l) n(k:7x2)
cos(kxy)mn(k, z2)

6/\n(lc)t<



is a real-valued solution to the linearized equations (2.3). Due to (3.7) and the decrease in k
of Ay (see [10, Proposition 3.7], we have that A\;(k) > 4 after decreasing k if necessary. With
that k, let us split the sequence of characteristic values

A
5<)\1<>\2<"'<)\N<A<>\N+1<-~' (41)

We formulate two linear combination of normal mode solutions
uN N U aN e, U
t,r) = c~e)‘ft< j) x), and ( ) t,x) = ce)‘ft( j) x 4.2
() en =S ()@ ma (G)en=Se ()w @2

Let 6 > 0, using 0vN(0, ) as the initial datum, the nonlinear equations (2.1)-(2.2) admits a
local solution (v°,7%) € C([0,T™), H2(Q2) x HY(Q)), with (v,7) = (u, p) or (u,p).
Let 0 < g9 < 1 be fixed later and

N
In(t) = Z ;e
j=1

Hence, there is a unique 7° such that §Fy(T°) = g¢. Let C; = ||[uN(0)]|z2, we define
T* =sup{t € (0,7") | [[u’(t) | =2 + || (1) | w2 < 2C100}, (4.3)

and
T* = sup{t € (0,7™) | [[u’ ()|l 2 + [|@°(t)]| > < 3CLoFn(t)}. (4.4)

Note that
Hu6(0>HH2 + H’&/&(O)H[_p < 2015 < 20150,

thus T* > 0 is well-defined. Similarly, we have T** > 0.
For any t < min{T™*, T**,T°}, it follows from [10, Proposition 4.1] that (for v = u or @)

t
[ @)z + 100" ()22 < Cllo°(0) |2 + C/O [0 ()| ds

t
< O[v°(0) | = + 05/ Fn(s) ds
0

N
<C5+C8Y |§\—j|(e)‘jt —1)

j=1 "

< Chro Py ().
4.2 The difference function
Still let (v,r) = (u,p) or (u,p). Denote

vl =00 — 5N, =0 — 5N,



that solve the boundary value problem

(0,0 + Vrd — pAvt = —v° - Vo, in €,
dive? =0 in €2,
vd=0 on ¥, UX_| (4.6)
poavf = & vf on X,

s = —¢_o on s,

with the initial datum v¢(0) = 0.
Multiplying (4.6); by v?, we obtain

1d
5%/ ) = / (& fvt (2, )PP + & fug(z, —1) ) day — M/ V|2 — /(05 V) -t
Q 2w LT 0 5

Notice that
v Voot < ul - VOO0 e < O[3 07|22,

and that (see [10, Proposition 4.2])
| (et DF + o febe, -0~ [ (90 < [P,
27 LT Q

Combining the previous inequalities gives us that
d, g d 52
1V e < Al + Ol

Making use of the preceding inequality with (4.5), we obtain
d. g d 2 2
S [Vl < Allvlre + COTER(2).

Thus, using the condition 2\; — A > 0, it follows from the Gronwall inequality that

t
|ud(t)]| 22 < C’éze’\t/ e MEN(2s)ds
0

N t

< 02526At/ 6(2)\-7_A)8d8
j=1 0

< C38°FR(t).

4.3 Proof of Theorem 2.2

We are in position to prove the main theorem. Note that (due to (4.1))

N
Ep = 52 |Cj|6>\jT5 S C45|CN|€>\NT6.

J=1
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Thus, we us show that

T° = min{T*,T**,T°}, provided that £, < min {21—0520, % @}. (4.7)
In fact, if T* < T°, we have (due to (4.5))

| (u®, @) (T°)|| g2 < 2C36 Fn(T?) = 2C5e0 < C1dp.
If T** < T°, we have (due to (4.7))

1, @) (T2 < Ol (u™, @) (T) 22 + [I(u, @) (T°)] 2
<2016 FN(T?) + C36* FE(T?)
< 3CLSFN(T).
Those inequalities contradict to the definition of 7* (4.3) and of T** (4.4). That implies
T° = min{T*, T**,T°}.
Once we have that 7° < min{T™*, T**}, we deduce

[ (T°) = @ (T°) |22 > 8llu™(T?) = @ (T°) |2 — u(T°)[|z2 — [|[a(T°)l| 2

> len|eMT” — 20582 F3(T?) (4.8)
1 1
> gy — 20562 > —¢,.
= 0450 380 2 20450
Theorem 2.2 thus follows.
Acknowledgements
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