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Abstract: This paper addresses the well-posedness of the two-dimensional Boussinesq boundary
layer system without monotonicity constraints. Compared with the classical Prandtl equations, mutual
velocity-temperature nonlinear coupling generates double derivative loss in both the momentum and
thermal equations, which introduces new analytical obstacles beyond those appearing in the Prandtl
setting and degenerates the solution regularity. To overcome this obstacle, we adopt analytic phase
modulation and Gaussian-type decaying weights, construct anisotropic weighted Sobolev spaces, and
combine refined nonlinear energy estimates and fractional damping absorption techniques. Under small
initial data, we establish the long-time existence and uniqueness of analytic solutions, and derive the
explicit solution lifespan scaling Tε ∼ ε−4/3.
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1. Introduction

Many geophysical and engineering buoyancy driven flows in the atmosphere and oceans can be
described by the Boussinesq system [1]. This approximation holds for flows with small temperature-
induced density variations, negligible compressibility, and nearly constant transport coefficients. For
viscosity and thermal diffusivity of comparable small magnitudes, both viscous and thermal boundary
layers develop near solid walls. Following the double-scale asymptotic ansatz underlying Prandtl’s
theory, one formally derives the associated Boussinesq boundary layer system [2], which applies only
to laminar flow regimes and inherits all physical limitations of the original Boussinesq approximation.
In the present work, we use this classical boundary layer formulation and further omit the viscous
dissipation heating source term in the thermal balance equation. This simplification is physically
justified for low Mach number buoyancy-driven flows with moderate temperature differences, where
viscous heating constitutes a higher-order effect that is negligible compared with thermal advection and
diffusion. We refer to Baranovskii [3] for mathematical investigations of stationary Boussinesq-type
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systems equipped with regularized viscous dissipation source terms in the heat equation.
In the present paper, we consider the following two-dimensional Boussinesq boundary layer system

defined on the half space domain R2
+ = {(x, y) ∈ R2, y > 0}:

∂tv + v∂yv + u∂xv − ∂2
xv = −∂yP + θ,

∂tθ + v∂yθ + u∂xθ − ∂
2
xθ = 0,

∂xu + ∂yv = 0,
u
∣∣∣
x=0
= v

∣∣∣
x=0
= 0, ∂xθ

∣∣∣
x=0
= 0,

lim
x→+∞

v = V(t, y), lim
x→+∞

θ = Θ(t, y),

v
∣∣∣
t=0
= v0(x, y), θ

∣∣∣
t=0
= θ0(x, y),

(1.1)

where u(t, x, y), v(t, x, y) represents the velocity field, θ(t, x, y) denotes the temperature field, and P(t, y)
stands for the pressure. The known functions V(t, y), Θ(t, y), and P(t, y) are the traces at the bound-
ary {x = 0} of the vertical velocity, temperature, and pressure of the outer flow, which satisfy the
Bernoulli equations {

∂tV + V∂yV = −∂yP + Θ,
∂tΘ + V∂yΘ = 0.

(1.2)

When the temperature field θ ≡ 0, the Boussinesq boundary layer system (1.1) simplifies to the
standard Prandtl system. The primary difficulty in proving the well-posedness of the classical Prandtl
system stems from the loss of tangential derivatives in nonlinear terms such as u∂xv. To resolve this
critical issue, two mainstream research approaches have been proposed. The first method is based on
Oleinik’s monotonicity condition. Using the Crocco transformation, Oleinik proved the local existence
of smooth solutions [4, 5]. Instead of the Crocco transformation, Alexandre et al. [6] and Masmoudi
and Wong [7] independently derived the local well-posedness of two-dimensional Prandtl equations in
weighted Sobolev spaces via nonlinear energy estimates, without applying the Crocco transformation.
Based on these pioneering works, Xu and Zhang [8] further extended the relevant conclusions and
obtained the long-time well-posedness in high-order Sobolev spaces. Recently, Xin et al. [9, 10]
established the global weak well-posedness of Prandtl equations under the favorable pressure gradient
condition ∂x p ≤ 0.

A second distinct research line investigates the Prandtl boundary layer equations without Oleinik’s
monotonicity constraint on the normal velocity gradient. Without this stabilizing structural condition,
nonlinear convective terms trigger the loss of tangential derivatives, which leads to ill-posedness in
standard Sobolev spaces; consequently, well-posedness results for non-monotonic initial configurations
are mostly constructed within Gevrey spaces, an intermediate function class between analytic functions
and general smooth C∞ functions. Gérard-Varet and Masmoudi [11] first pioneered this direction,
establishing local well-posedness for two-dimensional non-monotonic Prandtl flows in the Gevrey
class G7/4 via a composite anisotropic energy strategy. Their work raised an open conjecture that
the critical Gevrey threshold could be extended up to σ = 2. This conjecture was fully resolved by
Li et al. [12], where they proved the local well-posedness for all Gevrey indices σ ∈ [3/2, 2] under
non-degenerate critical point conditions, significantly broadening the admissible regularity range of
initial data. Separately, Li et al. [13] uncovered the intrinsic subelliptic property of the Prandtl system
and derived explicit Gevrey smoothing effects valid for monotonicity-free setups, complementing the
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existence theory with regularity propagation results. Later extensions by Li and Yang [14] further
generalized the Gevrey well-posedness framework to three-dimensional (3D) Prandtl boundary layers
without monotonicity restrictions, completing a systematic series of theoretical outcomes built upon
Gevrey functional spaces for non-monotonic boundary layer flows.

In contrast to the classical Prandtl system, the Boussinesq boundary layer equations (1.1) raise extra
difficulties when analyzing well-posedness, as derivative loss takes place in both velocity equations and
the nonlinear parts of the temperature equation. To resolve the double derivative loss arising in both
velocity and temperature equations of the 3D Boussinesq boundary layer system, the authors of [2]
extended the cancellation trick for Prandtl equations and introduced extra-good unknowns for thermal
terms, then established its local well-posedness in the Gevrey-2 space without structural assumptions
via energy estimates and the abstract Cauchy–Kowalewski theorem. Different from prior work [2],
this paper establishes the long-time well-posedness for (1.1) and (1.2) within the analytic function
framework without any structural constraints on the initial velocity profiles, and further also provides
explicit lifespan scaling with respect to the small initial data norm ε. Without loss of generality, we
consider the case that V(t, x, y) = Θ(t, x, y) = 0, which implies that P(t, x, y) is a constant, and thus the
Boussinesq boundary layer equations (1.1) and (1.2) reduce to

∂tv + v∂yv + u∂xv − ∂2
xv = θ,

∂tθ + v∂yθ + u∂xθ − ∂
2
xθ = 0,

∂xu + ∂yv = 0,
u
∣∣∣
x=0
= v

∣∣∣
x=0
= 0, ∂xθ

∣∣∣
x=0
= 0,

lim
x→+∞

v = 0, lim
x→+∞

θ = 0,

v
∣∣∣
t=0
= v0(x, y), θ

∣∣∣
t=0
= θ0(x, y).

(1.3)

While part of our analytic phase-modulation and Gaussian-weight energy setup is inspired by the
previous work [15], new difficulties arise from the two-way velocity–temperature coupling in the
Boussinesq boundary layer system. For the Prandtl system, derivative loss only appears within the
velocity nonlinear convective terms. In our Boussinesq model, the nonlinear terms v∂yθ and u∂xθ

in the temperature equation generate additional derivative loss structures. Combined with nonlinear
interactions in the velocity equation, they yield the so-called double derivative loss. This coupled
loss cannot be reduced to a trivial extension of the Prandtl analysis, and thus it forces us to treat
cross velocity–temperature interaction terms in the weighted energy estimates, modify the closed-form
ordinary differential equations (ODE) for the regularity tracking function ρ(t), and jointly control
velocity–temperature contributions in the absorbtion argument for nonlinear terms.

To overcome the double derivative loss in both the velocity and temperature equations of the two-
dimensional (2D) Boussinesq boundary layer system (1.3). First, we introduce an analytic phase
modifier uΦ via Fourier multiplier transformation with the time-dependent phase function Φ(t, ξ) =
(1− λρ(t))(1+ |ξ|2)

1
2 . The non-decreasing control function ρ(t) dynamically tracks the analytic regularity

loss over time, and the large constant parameter λ provides a positive high-order fractional dissipation
term to offset the nonlinear derivative-losing interactions from u∂xv, v∂yv, u∂xθ, v∂yθ. Second, we equip
all energy norms with a Gaussian-type decaying weight Ψ(t, x) = 1+x2

8⟨t⟩ along the horizontal direction
x → +∞. This weight satisfies a crucial differential identity ∂tΨ + 2(∂xΨ)2 ≤ 0, which generates an
extra self-damping term during integration by parts and suppresses the far-field growth of weighted
norms, enabling uniform control of solutions defined on the half-space R2

+. Third, we adopt anisotropic
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weighted Sobolev spaces Hk,ℓ to separate horizontal and vertical regularity, and establish a series of
sharp product estimates for the phase-modified nonlinear terms ( f g)Φ, which convert the nonlinear
interaction bounds into linear expressions of ρ̇(t). This transformation allows us to absorb all nonlinear
terms into the positive analytic damping term λρ̇(t)⟨D⟩ after selecting a sufficiently large λ.

For the uniqueness argument, we construct a composite phase function Φ̃ associated with the sum of
the regularity tracking functions of two distinct solutions, and exploit the subadditivity of the analytic
phase exponents to perform weighted energy estimates on the difference system of two solution pairs.
By combining Gronwall’s inequality and vanishing initial difference data, we eliminate the residual
nonlinear coupling terms and verify the uniqueness of analytic solutions on the whole existence interval.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. Section 2 formulates our main theorem.
Section 3 establishes a priori bounds for solutions of Eq (1.3) via the energy argument. Finally, we
prove the uniqueness of solution and finish the rigorous proof of Theorem 2.1 in Section 4.

2. Main results

Following the notations adopted in the previous literature [15–17], we introduce the following
weighted Fourier transformation formulation for the solution decomposition:

uΦ(t, x, y) = F −1
ξ→y(e

Φ(t,ξ)û(t, x, ξ)) with Φ(t, ξ) = (1 − λρ(t))(1 + |ξ|2)
1
2 (2.1)

where λ denotes a sufficiently large positive constant to be determined subsequently. The phase function
Φ(t, ξ) ≥ 0 is constructed to characterize the time-dependent analytic radius of the solution, and the
time-varying quantity ρ(t) is governed by the following ODE

ρ̇(t) = ⟨t⟩
1
4
(∥∥∥eΨ∂xvΦ(t)

∥∥∥
H0,1 +

∥∥∥eΨ∂xθΦ(t)
∥∥∥

H0,1

)
with ρ(0) = 0, (2.2)

in which ⟨t⟩ = 1 + t .
As in [15, 18], we next define the weighted anisotropic Sobolev space norm utilized throughout this

work as follows:

∥u∥Hk,ℓ :=
k∑

n=0

∥∂n
xu∥L2

x(R+;Hℓy). (2.3)

To capture the spatial decay property of solutions in the x-direction over time, we introduce the
time-dependent weight function

Ψ(t, x) :=
1 + x2

8⟨t⟩
,

which satisfies the crucial dissipation identity

∂tΨ(t, x) + 2
(
∂xΨ(t, x)

)2
≤ 0. (2.4)

We always assume t < T∗, where T∗ is defined by

T∗
def
= sup

{
t > 0

∣∣∣ ρ(t) < 1
λ

}
. (2.5)
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Then by virtue of (2.1), for any t < T∗, the following convex inequality holds:

Φ(t, ξ) ≤ Φ(t, ξ − η) + Φ(t, η), ∀ ξ, η ∈ Rd−1.

With the notations above and preliminary definitions in hand, we now state the main well-posedness
result of this paper in the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1. Let ε > 0 be sufficiently small and assume that the initial data u0, θ0 satisfy∥∥∥∥∥e
1+x2

8 e⟨D⟩v0

∥∥∥∥∥
H0,1
+

∥∥∥∥∥e
1+x2

8 e⟨D⟩θ0
∥∥∥∥∥

H0,1
≤ ε. (2.6)

Then a unique solution (u, θ) to (1.3) on [0,Tε] (with Tε ∼ ε−
4
3 ) exists such that

(eΨvΦ, eΨθΦ)(t, ·) ∈ L∞(0,Tε; H0,1) ∩ L2(0,Tε; H1,1).

Remark 2.1. The existence argument shares some similarities with that in [15] (see also [19]). There-
fore, we only present the uniform a priori estimates and uniqueness for the solution in the following.

3. Uniform a priori estimates

This section is dedicated to establishing the long-time uniform a priori estimates for solutions to
System (1.3), which serve as the core ingredient for the long-time well-posedness theory. We borrow
the analytic phase-modulation formalism from [15]. However, due to velocity-temperature nonlinear
couplings and the double derivative loss coming from both the velocity and temperature equations, we
need to derive new coupled energy inequalities for the joint (vΦ, θΦ) unknown pair, and the ODE for the
regularity indicator ρ(t) now involves norms of both velocity and temperature components.

By virtue of the original System (1.3) and the phase-weighted transformation (2.1), we can derive
the evolution equations satisfied by the phase-modified solutions vΦ and θΦ

∂tvΦ + λρ̇⟨D⟩vΦ + (v∂yv)Φ + (u∂xv)Φ − ∂2
xvΦ = θΦ,

∂tθΦ + λρ̇⟨D⟩θΦ + (v∂yθ)Φ + (u∂xθ)Φ − ∂2
xθΦ = 0,

uΦ = −
∫ x

0
∂yvΦ(t, z, y)dz,

vΦ|x=0 = vΦ|x=0 = ∂xθΦ|x=0 = 0, lim
x→+∞

vΦ = 0, lim
x→+∞

θΦ = 0

vΦ|t=0 = e⟨D⟩v0(x, y), θΦ|t=0 = e⟨D⟩θ0(x, y),

(3.1)

where ⟨D⟩ denotes the standard Fourier multiplier operator in the horizontal variable with symbol
(1 + |ξ|2)

1
2 .

Lemma 3.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.1, a solution (v, θ) to (1.3) exists such that(∥∥∥eΨvΦ(t)
∥∥∥2

H0,1 +
∥∥∥eΨθΦ(t)

∥∥∥2

H0,1

)
+

∫ t

0

(∥∥∥eΨ∂xvΦ
∥∥∥2

H0,1 +
∥∥∥eΨ∂xθΦ

∥∥∥2

H0,1

)
ds

≤
(∥∥∥e

1+x2
8 e⟨D⟩v0

∥∥∥2

H0,1 +
∥∥∥e

1+x2
8 e⟨D⟩θ0

∥∥∥2

H0,1

)
,

for t ∈ [0,Tε].
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Proof. We perform the standard energy method by taking the H0,1-inner product of the evolutionary
System (3.1) with e2ΨvΦ and e2ΨθΦ, respectively, which yields the coupled energy variational equations:

(
eΨ∂tvΦ, eΨvΦ

)
H0,1 + λρ̇

(
⟨D⟩eΨvΦ, eΨvΦ

)
H0,1

+
(
eΨ(u∂xv)Φ, eΨvΦ

)
H0,1 +

(
eΨ(v∂yv)Φ, eΨvΦ

)
H0,1

−
(
eΨ∂2

xvΦ, e
ΨvΦ

)
H0,1 =

(
eΨθΦ, eΨvΦ

)
H0,1 ,(

eΨ∂tθΦ, eΨθΦ
)

H0,1 + λρ̇
(
⟨D⟩eΨθΦ, eΨθΦ

)
H0,1

+
(
eΨ(u∂xθ)Φ, eΨθΦ

)
H0,1 +

(
eΨ(v∂yθ)Φ, eΨθΦ

)
H0,1

−
(
eΨ∂2

xθΦ, e
ΨθΦ

)
H0,1 = 0.

(3.2)

We now analyze and estimate each term in (3.2) term by term. For the time-derivative term, the
fractional diffusion term and the Laplacian term, we derive the following identities and inequalities
respectively:

(
eΨ∂tvΦ, eΨvΦ

)
H0,1 =

1
2

d
dt
∥eΨvΦ∥2H0,1 −

∫ +∞

0
∂tΨ∥eΨvΦ∥2H1

y
dx (3.3)

and

λρ̇
(
⟨D⟩eΨvΦ, eΨvΦ

)
H0,1 = λρ̇∥eΨvΦ∥2

H0, 32
, (3.4)

−
(
eΨ∂2

xvΦ, e
ΨvΦ

)
H0,1

=
(
eΨ∂xvΦ, eΨ∂xvΦ

)
+

(
2∂xΨeΨ∂xvΦ, eΨvΦ

)
≥

1
2
∥eΨ∂xvΦ∥2H0,1 − 2

∫ +∞

0
(∂xΨ)2∥eΨvΦ∥2H1

y
dx, (3.5)

where we used the boundary conditions vΦ|x=0 = 0 and vΦ|x=∞ = 0.
For the coupling source term, we apply the standard Cauchy–Schwarz inequality to obtain

(
eΨθΦ, eΨvΦ

)
H0,1 ≤

1
2
∥eΨθΦ∥H0,1 +

1
2
∥eΨvΦ∥2H0,1 . (3.6)

We next handle the nonlinear convective terms. To this end, we adopt the key nonlinear estimate
established in [15]

∥( f g)Φ∥Hs
y ≲ ∥ fΦ∥H1

y
∥gΦ∥Hs

y , 0 ≤ s ≤ 1, (3.7)

which implies ∣∣∣(eΨ(v∂yv)Φ, eΨvΦ
)

H0,1

∣∣∣
≲

∣∣∣(eΨ⟨D⟩ 1
2 (v∂yv)Φ, eΨ⟨D⟩

3
2 uΦ

)
L2

x,y

∣∣∣
≲

∫ ∞

0
e2Ψ

∥∥∥(v∂yv)Φ
∥∥∥

H
1
2

y

∥∥∥vΦ
∥∥∥

H
3
2

y

dy

≲

∫ ∞

0
e2Ψ∥vΦ∥H1

y
∥∂yvΦ∥

H
1
2

y

∥vΦ∥
H

3
2

y

dx
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≲ ∥vΦ∥L∞x (H1
y )

∥∥∥eΨvΦ
∥∥∥2

H0, 32
.

Because of vΦ(t, x, y) =
∫ x

0
(∂ξvΦ)(t, ξ, y) dξ, we have

∥vΦ∥L∞x (H1
y ) ≲

∥∥∥∥∥ ∫ x

0
e−Ψ

∥∥∥eΨ∂ξvΦ
∥∥∥

H1
y
dξ

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞x
≲ ∥e−Ψ∥L2

x

∥∥∥eΨ∂xvΦ
∥∥∥

H0,1 . (3.8)

Furthermore, a direct calculation based on the explicit form of Ψ(t, x) gives

∥e−Ψ∥L2
x
≲ ⟨t⟩

1
4 . (3.9)

Combining the three inequalities above, we ultimately obtain the controlled bound for the vertical
nonlinear term: ∣∣∣(eΨ(v∂yv)Φ, eΨvΦ

)
H0,1

∣∣∣ ≲ ⟨t⟩ 1
4
∥∥∥eΨ∂xvΦ

∥∥∥
H0,1

∥∥∥eΨvΦ
∥∥∥2

H0, 32

≲ ρ̇(t)
∥∥∥eΨvΦ

∥∥∥2

H0, 32
. (3.10)

By virtue of Hölder’s inequality together with (3.7), we get∣∣∣(eΨ(u∂xv)Φ, eΨvΦ
)

H0,1

∣∣∣ ≲ ∣∣∣(eΨ⟨D⟩ 1
2 (u∂xv)Φ, eΨ⟨D⟩

3
2 vΦ

)
L2

x,y

∣∣∣
≲

∫ ∞

0
e2Ψ

∥∥∥(u∂xv)Φ
∥∥∥

H
1
2

y

∥∥∥vΦ
∥∥∥

H
3
2

y

dx

≲

∫ ∞

0
e2Ψ∥uΦ∥

H
1
2

y

∥∂xvΦ∥H1
y
∥vΦ∥

H
3
2

y

dx

≲ ∥uΦ∥
L∞x (H

1
2

y )

∥∥∥eΨ∂xvΦ
∥∥∥

H0,1

∥∥∥eΨvΦ
∥∥∥

H0, 32
.

In view of the divergence-free relation (3.1)3, we derive the uniform bound of uΦ

∥uΦ∥
L∞x (H

1
2

y )
=

∥∥∥∥∥ ∫ x

0
∂yvΦ

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞x (H

1
2

y )

≲

∥∥∥∥∥ ∫ x

0
e−ΨeΨ∥vΦ∥

H
3
2

y

dx
∥∥∥∥∥

L∞x

≲ ∥e−Ψ∥L2
x

∥∥∥eΨvΦ
∥∥∥

H0, 32
. (3.11)

Thus, we can see that ∣∣∣(eΨ(u∂xv)Φ, eΨvΦ
)

H0,1

∣∣∣ ≲ ⟨t⟩ 1
4
∥∥∥eΨ∂xvΦ

∥∥∥
H0,1

∥∥∥eΨvΦ
∥∥∥2

H0, 32

≲ ρ̇(t)
∥∥∥eΨvΦ

∥∥∥2

H0, 32
. (3.12)

Gathering all the term-by-term estimates (3.3)–(3.6), (3.10), and (3.12), utilizing the dissipation
property (2.4) of the weight function Ψ, and choosing the constant λ to be sufficiently large to absorb all
nonlinear terms, we arrive at the energy inequality for the velocity component

d
dt

∥∥∥eΨvΦ
∥∥∥2

H0,1 +
∥∥∥eΨ∂xvΦ

∥∥∥2

H0,1 + 2λρ̇(t)
∥∥∥eΨvΦ

∥∥∥2

H0, 32
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≤
∥∥∥eΨvΦ

∥∥∥2

H0,1 +
∥∥∥eΨθΦ

∥∥∥2

H0,1 . (3.13)

The energy estimation procedure for the temperature component θΦ is completely analogous to that
for vΦ. For the estimates of the linear terms (3.2)2, we have

(
eΨ∂tθΦ, eΨθΦ

)
H0,1 =

1
2

d
dt
∥eΨθΦ∥2H0,1 −

∫ +∞

0
∂tΨ∥eΨθΦ∥2H1

y
dx

and

λρ̇
(
⟨D⟩eΨθΦ, eΨθΦ

)
H0,1 = λρ̇∥eΨθΦ∥2

H0, 32
,

−
(
eΨ∂2

xθΦ, e
ΨθΦ

)
H0,1

=
(
eΨ∂xθΦ, eΨ∂xθΦ

)
+

(
2∂xΨeΨ∂xθΦ, eΨθΦ

)
≥

1
2
∥eΨ∂xθΦ∥

2
H0,1 − 2

∫ +∞

0
(∂xΨ)2∥eΨθΦ∥2H1

y
dx,

where we used the boundary condition ∂xθΦ|x=0 = 0 and θΦ|x=+∞ = 0.
For the nonlinear term v∂yθ, using (3.7)–(3.9), we deduce∣∣∣(eΨ(v∂yθ)Φ, eΨθΦ

)
H0,1

∣∣∣
≲

∣∣∣(eΨ⟨D⟩ 1
2 (v∂yθ)Φ, eΨ⟨D⟩

3
2 θΦ

)
L2

x,y

∣∣∣
≲

∫ ∞

0
e2Ψ

∥∥∥(v∂yθ)Φ
∥∥∥

H
1
2

y

∥∥∥θΦ∥∥∥
H

3
2

y

dy

≲

∫ ∞

0
e2Ψ∥vΦ∥H1

y
∥∂yθΦ∥

H
1
2

y

∥θΦ∥
H

3
2

y

dx

≲ ∥vΦ∥L∞x (H1
y )

∥∥∥eΨθΦ
∥∥∥2

H0, 32

≲ ⟨t⟩
1
4
∥∥∥eΨ∂xvΦ

∥∥∥
H0,1

∥∥∥eΨvΦ
∥∥∥2

H0, 32

≲ ρ̇(t)
∥∥∥eΨvΦ

∥∥∥2

H0, 32
.

By virtue of Hölder’s inequality, (3.7) together with (3.9) and (3.11), we derive∣∣∣(eΨ(u∂xv)Φ, eΨvΦ
)

H0,1

∣∣∣ ≲ ∣∣∣(eΨ⟨D⟩ 1
2 (u∂xv)Φ, eΨ⟨D⟩

3
2 vΦ

)
L2

x,y

∣∣∣
≲

∫ ∞

0
e2Ψ

∥∥∥(u∂xv)Φ
∥∥∥

H
1
2

y

∥∥∥vΦ
∥∥∥

H
3
2

y

dx

≲

∫ ∞

0
e2Ψ∥uΦ∥

H
1
2

y

∥∂xvΦ∥H1
y
∥vΦ∥

H
3
2

y

dx

≲ ∥uΦ∥
L∞x (H

1
2

y )

∥∥∥eΨ∂xvΦ
∥∥∥

H0,1

∥∥∥eΨvΦ
∥∥∥

H0, 32

≲ ⟨t⟩
1
4
∥∥∥eΨ∂xvΦ

∥∥∥
H0,1

∥∥∥eΨvΦ
∥∥∥2

H0, 32

≲ ρ̇(t)
∥∥∥eΨvΦ

∥∥∥2

H0, 32
.

Electronic Research Archive Volume 34, Issue 11, 8553–8568.



8561

Collecting the all estimates above and selecting λ to be large enough to eliminate all residual
nonlinear terms, we obtain the corresponding energy inequality for the temperature field

d
dt

∥∥∥eΨθΦ
∥∥∥2

H0,1 +
∥∥∥eΨ∂xθΦ

∥∥∥2

H0,1 + 2λρ̇(t)
∥∥∥eΨθΦ

∥∥∥2

H0, 32
≤ ρ̇(t)

∥∥∥eΨvΦ
∥∥∥2

H0, 32
. (3.14)

We now sum up the two energy inequalities (3.13) and (3.14). By virtue of the continuous Sobolev
embedding H

3
2 ↪→ H1 and taking λ to be sufficiently large to absorb all nonlinear cross-terms, the total

energy dissipation inequality simplifies to

d
dt

(∥∥∥eΨvΦ
∥∥∥2

H0,1 +
∥∥∥eΨθΦ

∥∥∥2

H0,1

)
+

(∥∥∥eΨ∂xvΦ
∥∥∥2

H0,1 +
∥∥∥eΨ∂xθΦ

∥∥∥2

H0,1

)
+ 2λρ̇(t)

(∥∥∥eΨvΦ
∥∥∥2

H0, 32
+

∥∥∥eΨθΦ
∥∥∥2

H0, 32

)
≤ 0. (3.15)

The uniform estimate (3.15) relying on the assumption concerning the phase function

Φ(t, ξ) :=
(
1 − λρ(t)

)
(1 + |ξ|2)

1
2

must remain non-negative for all admissible t, ξ. This imposes the crucial constraint

ρ(t) ≤
1

2λ
. (3.16)

Integrating (3.15) with respect to time over the interval [0, t], combining the initial data assump-
tion (2.6) and the definition of ρ̇(t), we deduce the uniform energy bound(∥∥∥eΨvΦ(t)

∥∥∥2

H0,1 +
∥∥∥eΨθΦ(t)

∥∥∥2

H0,1

)
+

∫ t

0

(∥∥∥eΨ∂xvΦ
∥∥∥2

H0,1 +
∥∥∥eΨ∂xθΦ

∥∥∥2

H0,1

)
ds

≤
(∥∥∥e

1+x2
8 e⟨D⟩v0

∥∥∥2

H0,1 +
∥∥∥e

1+x2
8 e⟨D⟩θ0

∥∥∥2

H0,1

)
≤ ε2. (3.17)

We finally verify the feasibility of the constraint (3.16) via a rigorous estimate of ρ(t). By the
Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and the uniform energy bound (3.17), we compute

ρ(t) =
∫ t

0
⟨s⟩

1
4
(∥∥∥eΨ∂xvΦ

∥∥∥
H0,1(s) +

∥∥∥eΨ∂xθΦ
∥∥∥

H0,1(s)
)

ds

≤

(∫ t

0
⟨s⟩

1
2 ds

) 1
2
(∫ t

0

∥∥∥eΨ∂xvΦ
∥∥∥2

H0,1(s) ds
) 1

2

+

(∫ t

0
⟨s⟩

1
2 ds

) 1
2
(∫ t

0

∥∥∥eΨ∂xθΦ
∥∥∥2

H0,1(s) ds
) 1

2

≤

√
2
3
(
1 + t

) 3
4ε.

A direct algebraic calculation shows that the non-negativity condition (3.16) holds, provided that the
time variable satisfies

0 ≤ t ≤
(
3
8

) 2
3

λ−
4
3ε−

4
3 − 1.
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We then have

sup
t∈[0,T1]

ρ(t) ≤
1

2λ
, for T1 =

(
3
8

) 2
3

λ−
4
3ε−

4
3 − 1

By virtue of (2.5), we have T∗ ≥ T1. Combining this with (3.17), we arrive at the desired result. This
finishes the existence part of Theorem 2.1.

4. The proof of the uniqueness of solution

This section is devoted to proving the uniqueness of the solution to System (1.3) within the lifespan
[0,Tε]. Let (v1, θ1) and (v2, θ2) be two arbitrary solutions of (1.3) satisfying the same initial data and
boundary conditions. We define the difference functions v = v1 − v2 and θ = θ1 − θ2. It follows
from the original System (1.3) that the difference pair (v, θ) satisfies the following homogeneous
perturbation system: 

∂tv − ∂2
xv + F = θ,

∂tθ − ∂
2
xθ +G = 0,

∂xu + ∂yv = 0,
u
∣∣∣
x=0
= v

∣∣∣
x=0
= 0, ∂xθ

∣∣∣
x=0
= 0,

lim
x→+∞

v = 0, lim
x→+∞

θ = 0,

v
∣∣∣
t=0
= 0, θ

∣∣∣
t=0
= 0,

(4.1)

where the nonlinear perturbation source terms are given by{
F = v1∂yv + v∂yv2 + u1∂xv + u∂xv2,

G = v1∂yθ + v∂yθ
2 + u1∂xθ + u∂xθ

2.
(4.2)

For the two solution branches, we define the corresponding time-varying modulation functions
ρi(t) (i = 1, 2) by

ρ̇i(t) = ⟨t⟩
1
4
(∥∥∥eΨ∂xvi

Φi(t)
∥∥∥

H0,1 +
∥∥∥eΨ∂xθ

i
Φi(t)

∥∥∥
H0,1

)
with ρi(0) = 0. (4.3)

To perform the energy estimation for difference solutions, we introduce the composite modulation
parameter and the new phase function

ϱ(t) def
= (ρ1 + ρ2)(t), Φ̃(t, ξ) def

=

(
1
2
− λϱ(t)

)
(1 + |ξ|2)

1
2 , (4.4)

together with the individual phase functions for each solution

Φi(t, ξ) def
= (1 − λρi(t))(1 + |ξ|2)

1
2 , for i = 1, 2.

We restrict our consideration to a sufficiently small time t such that the non-negativity condition

1
2
− λϱ(t) ≥ 0
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holds, which guarantees the subadditivity property of the phase function

Φ̃(t, ξ) ≤ Φ̃(t, ξ − η) + Φ̃(t, η) for ∀ ξ, η ∈ R.

Since Φ̃(t) ≤ min{Φ1(t),Φ2(t)}, we have the following for i = 1, 2:∥∥∥eΨ∂xvi
Φ̃

∥∥∥
H0,1 ≲

∥∥∥eΨ∂xvi
Φi

∥∥∥
H0,1 (4.5)

Applying the phase transformation associated with Φ̃ to System (4.1), we derive the evolutionary
equations for the phase-weighted difference solutions{

∂tvΦ̃ + λϱ̇⟨D⟩vΦ̃ − ∂
2
xvΦ̃ + FΦ̃ = θΦ̃,

∂tθΦ̃ + λϱ̇⟨D⟩θΦ̃ − ∂
2
xθΦ̃ +GΦ̃ = 0.

(4.6)

We then implement the weighted energy method again by taking the H0,1-inner product of Sys-
tem (4.6) with e2ΨvΦ̃ and e2ΨθΦ̃, respectively, leading to the variational energy equations for the
difference solutions

(
eΨ∂tvΦ̃, e

ΨvΦ̃
)

H0,1 + λϱ̇
(
⟨D⟩eΨvΦ̃, e

ΨvΦ̃
)

H0,1

−
(
eΨ∂2

xvΦ̃, e
ΨvΦ̃

)
H0,1 +

(
eΨFΦ̃, e

ΨvΦ̃
)

H0,1 =
(
eΨθΦ̃, e

ΨvΦ̃
)

H0,1 ,(
eΨ∂tθΦ̃, e

ΨθΦ̃
)

H0,1 + λϱ̇
(
⟨D⟩eΨθΦ̃, e

ΨθΦ̃
)

H0,1

−
(
eΨ∂2

xθΦ̃, e
ΨθΦ̃

)
H0,1 +

(
eΨGΦ̃, e

ΨθΦ̃
)

H0,1 = 0.

(4.7)

Similar to the estimates of (3.15) and using (2.4), we obtain the total energy inequality for the
difference solution pair

d
dt

(∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃
∥∥∥2

H0,1 +
∥∥∥eΨθΦ̃

∥∥∥2

H0,1

)
+

(∥∥∥eΨ∂xvΦ̃
∥∥∥2

H0,1 +
∥∥∥eΨ∂xθΦ̃

∥∥∥2

H0,1

)
+ 2λϱ̇(t)

(∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃
∥∥∥2

H0, 32
+

∥∥∥eΨθΦ̃
∥∥∥2

H0, 32

)
≤

∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃
∥∥∥2

H0,1 +
∥∥∥eΨθΦ̃

∥∥∥2

H0,1 +
(
eΨFΦ̃, e

ΨvΦ̃
)

H0,1 +
(
eΨGΦ̃, e

ΨθΦ̃
)

H0,1 . (4.8)

We now estimate each nonlinear term on the right-hand side of (4.8). We estimate the first term by
applying Hölder’s inequality.∣∣∣(eΨ(v1∂yv)Φ̃, e

ΨvΦ̃
)

H0,1

∣∣∣
≲

∣∣∣(eΨ⟨D⟩ 1
2 (v1∂yv)Φ̃, e

Ψ⟨D⟩
3
2 uΦ̃

)
L2

x,y

∣∣∣
≲

∫ ∞

0
e2Ψ

∥∥∥(v1∂yv)Φ̃
∥∥∥

H
1
2

y

∥∥∥vΦ̃
∥∥∥

H
3
2

y

dy

≲

∫ ∞

0
e2Ψ∥v1

Φ̃
∥H1

y
∥∂yvΦ̃∥H

1
2

y

∥vΦ̃∥H
3
2

y

dx

≲ ∥v1
Φ̃
∥L∞x (H1

y )

∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃
∥∥∥

H0, 32

∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃
∥∥∥

H0, 32

≲ ∥e−Ψ∥L2
x

∥∥∥eΨ∂xv1
Φ̃

∥∥∥
H0,1

∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃
∥∥∥

H0, 32

∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃
∥∥∥

H0, 32

≲ ⟨t⟩
1
4
∥∥∥eΨ∂xv1

Φ̃

∥∥∥
H0,1

∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃
∥∥∥2

H0, 32

≲ ⟨t⟩
1
4
∥∥∥eΨ∂xv1

Φ1

∥∥∥
H0,1

∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃
∥∥∥2

H0, 32
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≲ ϱ̇(t)
∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃

∥∥∥2

H0, 32
, (4.9)

where (4.5) is used for the penultimate inequality.
To handle the nonlinear cross-terms involving mixed solution components, we establish a key

embedding relation between different phase-weighted spaces. By the definition of fractional Sobolev
norms and the phase monotonicity, we have∥∥∥eΨ∂yvi

Φ̃

∥∥∥2

H0,1
y
=

∫
R

⟨ξ⟩2e2Ψe2Φ̃|∂yv̂i|2dξ

≲

∫
R

⟨ξ⟩2e2Ψe2Φi
e−|ξ||∂yv̂i|2dξ

≲

∫
R

e2Ψe2Φi
|∂yv̂i|2dξ

=
∥∥∥eΨvi

Φi

∥∥∥
H0,1

y

which implies ∥∥∥eΨvi
Φ̃

∥∥∥
H0,2

y
≲

∥∥∥eΨvi
Φi

∥∥∥
H0,1

y
, i = 1, 2. (4.10)

This inequality justifies the introduction of the composite phase function Φ̃(t, ξ) in (4.4) and enables
the control of nonlinear cross-terms.

Using (3.8), (3.9), and (4.10), we can conclude that∣∣∣(eΨ(v∂yv2)Φ̃, e
ΨvΦ̃

)
H0,1

∣∣∣
≲

∣∣∣(eΨ⟨D⟩(v∂yv2)Φ̃, e
Ψ⟨D⟩uΦ̃

)
L2

x,y

∣∣∣
≲

∫ ∞

0
e2Ψ

∥∥∥(v∂yv2)Φ̃
∥∥∥

H1
y

∥∥∥vΦ̃
∥∥∥

H1
y
dx

≲

∫ ∞

0
e2Ψ∥vΦ̃∥H1

y
∥∂yv2

Φ̃
∥H1

y
∥vΦ̃∥H1

y
dx

≲ ∥∂yv2
Φ̃
∥L∞x (H1

y )

∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃
∥∥∥

H0,1

∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃
∥∥∥

H0,1

≲ ∥e−Ψ∥L2
x

∥∥∥eΨ∂xv2
Φ̃

∥∥∥
H0,2

∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃
∥∥∥2

H0,1

≲ ⟨t⟩
1
4
∥∥∥eΨ∂xv2

Φ2

∥∥∥
H0,1

∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃
∥∥∥2

H0,1

≲ ϱ̇(t)
∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃

∥∥∥2

H0, 32
. (4.11)

For the estimate of the nonlinear term u1∂xv∣∣∣(eΨ(u1∂xv)Φ̃, e
ΨvΦ̃

)
H0,1

∣∣∣ ≲ ∣∣∣(eΨ⟨D⟩1(u1∂xv)Φ̃, e
Ψ⟨D⟩1vΦ̃

)
L2

x,y

∣∣∣
≲

∫ ∞

0
e2Ψ

∥∥∥(u1∂xv)Φ̃
∥∥∥

H1
y

∥∥∥vΦ̃
∥∥∥

H1
y
dx

≲

∫ ∞

0
e2Ψ∥u1

Φ̃
∥H1

y
∥∂xvΦ̃∥H1

y
∥vΦ̃∥H1

y
dx

≲ ∥u1
Φ̃
∥L∞x (H1

y )

∥∥∥eΨ∂xvΦ̃
∥∥∥

H0,1

∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃
∥∥∥

H0,1
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≲ ∥e−Ψ∥L2
x

∥∥∥eΨv1
Φ̃

∥∥∥
H0,2

∥∥∥eΨ∂xvΦ̃
∥∥∥

H0,1

∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃
∥∥∥

H0,1

≲ ⟨t⟩
1
4
∥∥∥eΨv1

Φ1

∥∥∥
H0,1

∥∥∥eΨ∂xvΦ̃
∥∥∥

H0,1

∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃
∥∥∥

H0,1 (4.12)

where the penultimate inequality follows from (3.9) and the last inequality follows from (3.11) together
with (4.10).

For the estimate of the nonlinear term u∂xv2,∣∣∣(eΨ(u∂xv2)Φ̃, e
ΨvΦ̃

)
H0,1

∣∣∣ ≲ ∣∣∣(eΨ⟨D⟩ 1
2 (u∂xv2)Φ̃, e

Ψ⟨D⟩
3
2 vΦ̃

)
L2

x,y

∣∣∣
≲

∫ ∞

0
e2Ψ

∥∥∥(u∂xv2)Φ̃
∥∥∥

H
1
2

y

∥∥∥vΦ̃
∥∥∥

H
3
2

y

dx

≲

∫ ∞

0
e2Ψ∥u1

Φ̃
∥

H
1
2

y

∥∂xvΦ̃∥H1
y
∥vΦ̃∥H

3
2

y

dx

≲ ∥uΦ̃∥L∞x (H
1
2

y )

∥∥∥eΨ∂xv2
Φ̃

∥∥∥
H0,1

∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃
∥∥∥

H0, 32

≲ ∥e−Ψ∥L2
x

∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃
∥∥∥

H0, 32

∥∥∥eΨ∂xv2
Φ̃

∥∥∥
H0,1

∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃
∥∥∥

H0, 32

≲ ⟨t⟩
1
4
∥∥∥eΨ∂xv2

Φ̃

∥∥∥
H0,1

∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃
∥∥∥2

H0, 32

≲ ϱ̇(t)
∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃

∥∥∥2

H0, 32
. (4.13)

By the analogous arguments of (4.9), (4.11), and (4.13), we obtain the following estimates for all
remaining nonlinear terms:

∣∣∣(eΨ(v1∂yθ)Φ̃, e
ΨθΦ̃

)
H0,1

∣∣∣ ≲ ⟨t⟩ 1
4

∥∥∥eΨ∂xv1
Φ̃

∥∥∥
H0,1

∥∥∥eΨθΦ̃
∥∥∥2

H0, 32

≲ ϱ̇(t)
∥∥∥eΨθΦ̃

∥∥∥2

H0, 32
,∣∣∣(eΨ(v∂yθ

2)Φ̃, e
ΨθΦ̃

)
H0,1

∣∣∣ ≲ ϱ̇(t)∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃
∥∥∥

H0, 32

∥∥∥eΨθΦ̃
∥∥∥

H0, 32
,∣∣∣(eΨ(u1∂xθ)Φ̃, e

ΨθΦ̃
)

H0,1

∣∣∣ ≲ ⟨t⟩ 1
4

∥∥∥eΨv1
Φ1

∥∥∥
H0,1

∥∥∥eΨ∂xθΦ̃
∥∥∥

H0,1

∥∥∥eΨθΦ̃
∥∥∥

H0,1 ,∣∣∣(eΨ(u∂xθ
2)Φ̃, e

ΨθΦ̃
)

H0,1

∣∣∣ ≲ ϱ̇(t)∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃
∥∥∥

H0, 32

∥∥∥eΨθΦ̃
∥∥∥

H0, 32
.

(4.14)

Substituting (4.9) and (4.11)–(4.14) into (4.8), choosing λ to be sufficiently large to absorb all high-
order controlled terms, and applying Young’s inequality, we obtain the simplified differential inequality
for the total energy of difference solutions

d
dt

(∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃
∥∥∥2

H0,1 +
∥∥∥eΨθΦ̃

∥∥∥2

H0,1

)
+

(∥∥∥eΨ∂xvΦ̃
∥∥∥2

H0,1 +
∥∥∥eΨ∂xθΦ̃

∥∥∥2

H0,1

)
+ 2λϱ̇(t)

(∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃
∥∥∥2

H0, 32
+

∥∥∥eΨθΦ̃
∥∥∥2

H0, 32

)
≲ ⟨t⟩

1
2
∥∥∥eΨv1

Φ1

∥∥∥2

H0,1

(∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃
∥∥∥2

H0,1 +
∥∥∥eΨθΦ̃

∥∥∥2

H0,1

)
,

which implies

d
dt

(∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃
∥∥∥2

H0,1 +
∥∥∥eΨθΦ̃

∥∥∥2

H0,1

)
≲ ⟨t⟩

1
2
∥∥∥eΨv1

Φ1

∥∥∥2

H0,1

(∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃
∥∥∥2

H0,1 +
∥∥∥eΨθΦ̃

∥∥∥2

H0,1

)
,
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which, combined with Gronwall’s inequality, leads to

(∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃
∥∥∥2

H0,1 +
∥∥∥eΨθΦ̃

∥∥∥2

H0,1

)
≲ M(0) exp

{ ∫ t

0
⟨s⟩

1
2 H(s)ds

}
, (4.15)

where the initial energy and time-dependent coefficient are defined by

M(0) =
(∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃(0)

∥∥∥2

H0,1 +
∥∥∥eΨθΦ̃(0)

∥∥∥2

H0,1

)
and

H(s) =
∥∥∥eΨv1

Φ1

∥∥∥2

H0,1 .

Recall that the difference solutions satisfy zero initial data, i.e., M(0) = 0. This immediately
implies that ∥∥∥eΨvΦ̃

∥∥∥2

H0,1 +
∥∥∥eΨθΦ̃

∥∥∥2

H0,1 = 0.

for all sufficiently small t > 0. By a standard time-continuous extension argument, this trivial identity
holds for the entire existence interval [0,Tε], which yields v ≡ 0 and θ ≡ 0.

Therefore, the solution to System (1.3) is unique within the maximal lifespan Tε. The proof of
Theorem 2.1 is thus completed.

5. Conclusions

This paper establishes the long-time well-posedness of analytic solutions to the 2D Boussinesq
boundary layer equations without monotonicity constraints. We resolve the double derivative loss from
coupled velocity–temperature nonlinearities via analytic phase modulation, Gaussian decaying weights,
and anisotropic weighted energy estimates, and derive the explicit solution lifespan scaling Tε ∼ ε−4/3

under small analytic initial data. This scaling quantitatively reveals that the maximal existence time of
analytic solutions decays as the amplitude of initial perturbations increases, and provides a theoretical
basis for the reliable time window in high-order numerical simulations of perturbed buoyancy-driven
boundary layer flows. The results remove the structural assumptions required by classical boundary
layer theories and offer mathematical support for thermal convection flow analysis in atmospheric
and engineering thermal problems. Future work can extend this theory to 3D cases and lift the small-
data limitation.
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tonicity, Ann. Sci. Éc. Norm. Supér., 48 (2015), 1273–1325. https://doi.org/10.24033/asens.2270

12. W. X. Li, N. Masmoudi, T. Yang, Well-posedness in Gevrey function space for 3D Prandtl
equations without structural assumption, Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 75 (2022), 1755–1797.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/cpa.21989

13. W. X. Li, D. Wu, C. J. Xu, Gevrey class smoothing effect for the Prandtl equation, SIAM J. Math.
Anal., 48 (2016), 1672–1726. https://doi.org/10.1137/15M1020368

14. W. X. Li, T. Yang, Well-posedness in Gevrey function spaces for the Prandtl equations with non-
degenerate critical points, J. Eur. Math. Soc., (2019), 717–775.https://doi.org/10.4171/JEMS/931

Electronic Research Archive Volume 34, Issue 11, 8553–8568.

https://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jde.2011.01.002
https://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jde.2025.113725
https://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1134/S0001434624050031
https://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1201/9780203749364
https://dx.doi.org/http://doi.org/10.1090/S0894-0347-2014-00813-4
https://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/cpa.21595
https://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jde.2017.08.046
https://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/S0001-8708(03)00046-X
https://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1137/23M1547238
https://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.24033/asens.2270
https://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/cpa.21989
https://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1137/15M1020368
https://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.4171/JEMS/931


8568

15. S. Q. Ren, Z. F. Zhang, Global well-posedness and finite time blowup of the Prandtl equation, Sci.
China Math., 48 (2018), 1415–1426. https://doi.org/10.1360/N012017-00180

16. C. Wang, Y. Wang, P. Zhang, On the global small solution of 2D Prandtl sys-
tem with initial data in the optimal Gevrey class, Adv. Math., 440 (2024), 109517.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2024.109517

17. M. Paicu, P. Zhang, Global hydrostatic approximation of the hyperbolic Navier-Stokes
system with small Gevrey class 2 data, Sci. China Math., 65(6)(2022), 1109–1146.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11425-021-1956-8

18. D. X. Chen, Y. X. Wang, Z. F. Zhang, Well-posedness of the Prandtl equation
with monotonicity in Sobolev spaces, J. Differ. Equations, 264 (2018), 5870–5893.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jde.2018.01.024

19. P. Zhang, Z. F. Zhang, Long time well-posedness of Prandtl system with small and analytic initial
data, J. Funct. Anal., 270 (2016), 2591–2615. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfa.2016.01.004

© 2026 the Author(s), licensee AIMS Press. This
is an open access article distributed under the
terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License
(https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0)

Electronic Research Archive Volume 34, Issue 11, 8553–8568.

https://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1360/N012017-00180
https://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2024.109517
https://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/s11425-021-1956-8
https://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jde.2018.01.024
https://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfa.2016.01.004
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0

	Introduction
	Main results
	Uniform a priori estimates
	The proof of the uniqueness of solution
	Conclusions

