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Abstract. In [20], we derived representation formulae for spatially peri-
odic solutions to the generalized, inviscid Proudman-Johnson equation
and studied their regularity for several classes of initial data. The pur-
pose of this paper is to extend these results to larger classes of functions
including those having arbitrary local curvature near particular points
in the domain.
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1. Introduction

In this article, we extend the analysis initiated in [20] concerning blow-up, and blow-
up properties, in solutions to the initial boundary value problem for the generalized,
inviscid Proudman-Johnson equation ([19], [4], [17])

Uzt + Ulgy — ANUZ = I(t), t>0,
u(z, 0) = uo(x), z € [0,1], (1.1)
I(t) = —(A+ 1) [, u3 da,

where A € R and solutions are subject to periodic boundary conditions

w(0,t) = u(1,t), wuz(0,t) = ug(1,t). (1.2)

We note that the equation arises in several important applications, in the presence
or absence of the nonlocal term I(t). For A = —1, (1.1)i), iii) reduces to the inviscid
Burgers’ equation of gas dynamics differentiated once in space. If A = —1/2, the
Hunter Saxton equation (HS) describes the orientation of waves in a massive direc-
tor field of a nematic liquid crystal ([13], [2], [8], [25]). For periodic functions, the
HS equation also has a deep geometric meaning as it describes geodesics on a group
of orientation preserving diffeomorphisms on the unit circle modulo rigid rotations
with respect to a right-invariant metric ([15], [2], [22], [16]). If A = Lo, n > 2,
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(1.1) i), iii) can be obtained directly from the n—dimensional incompressible Euler
equations

ur+ (u-Viu=-Vp, V-u=0

using stagnation point-form velocities u(z,z’,t) = (u(z,t), —Ax'us(x,t)), ' =
{z2, ..., xn}, or through the cylindrical coordinate representation u” = —Arug(z,t),
u’ = 0 and u* = u(x,t), where r = |z'|, ([4], [23], [21], [17], [10]). Finally, in the
local case I(t) = 0, the equation appears as a special case of Calogero’s equation

Uzt + Ulge — ®(uz) =0

for arbitrary functions ®(-) ([3]).

In [20] we derived representation formulae for periodic solutions to (1.1)-(1.2) and,
for several classes of mean-zero initial data, examined their LP regularity for p €
[1,+o00]. For convenience of the reader, the main results established in [20] are
summarized in Theorems 1.3-1.5 below.

Theorem 1.3. Constider the initial boundary value problem (1.1)-(1.2). There exist
smooth, mean zero initial data such that:

1. For \ € (—oo, —2]U(1, +00), there is a finite t. > 0 such that limee, |ug(z,t)] =
+oo for every x € [0,1]. Additionally, the blow-up is two-sided (two-sided, ev-
erywhere blow-up).

2. For \ € (=2,0), there is a finite time t. > 0 and a finite number of z; € [0, 1],
J €N, such that limge, usz(z;,t) = —00 (one-sided, discrete blow-up).

3. For X € [0,1], solutions persist globally in time. More particularly, these vanish
ast 1 t. = 4oo for A € (0,1) but converge to a nontrivial steady state for
A=1.

For t. > 0 as in Theorem 1.3 above, Theorem 1.4 below examines L? (0, 1) regularity
of u, for t € [0,t,) and p € [1,+00).

Theorem 1.4. Let u in Theorem 1.3 be a solution to the initial boundary value
problem (1.1)-(1.2) defined for t € [0,t+). Then

1. Forp>1 and 132p <A <1 limege, [Juel], < +oo.

2. Forp € (1,+00) and A € (—o0, —2/p| U (1, +00), limee, [[uel|, = +oo.

8. The energy E(t) = ||us|3 diverges if X € R\(=2/3,1] as t 1 t. but remains
finite for t € [0,t.] otherwise. Moreover, E(t) blows up to +o0o as t 1 t. when
A€ R\[-1/2,1] and E(t) = 0 for A = —1/2; whereas, limyy,, E(t) = —oc if
X € (—1/2,-2/5] but remains bounded when X € (—2/5,1] for all t € [0,1.].

See §2 for details on the class of initial data used to establish Theorems 1.3 and 1.4.
Lastly, let PCg(0,1) denote the family of piecewise constant functions with zero
mean in [0, 1]. Then, in [20] we proved the following:

Theorem 1.5. For the initial boundary value problem (1.1)-(1.2),

1. Suppose ug(z) € PCr(0,1) and X > 1/2. Then, there exist solutions and
a finite t. > 0 for which u, undergoes a two-sided, everywhere blow-up as
t 1 te. If A <0, a one-sided discrete blow-up may occur instead. In contrast,
for A € [0,1/2], solutions may persist globally in time. More particularly,
these either vanish as t 1 t. = +oo if A € (0,1/2), or converge to a nontrivial
steady-state for X =1/2.
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2. Suppose uy(z) € PCr(0,1) and assume solutions are defined for all t €
[0,T], T > 0. Then no Wﬂé"x’(O,l) solution may exist for T > t., where
0 < te <400 if A <0, and t. = 00 for A > 0. Further, limyy, ||ue|, = +o0
when A < —1, while

}1m Huz”p: L
Tt 400, 71§/\<f;, p>1,

where the constants C € RT depend on the choice of A and p.

The reader may refer to [20] for details, and the works [18], [7], [14], [6], [5], [24]
for additional background. The purpose of this work is to extend the above results
to initial data which belongs to classes of functions with varying concavity profile
near certain points in the domain. More particularly, we suppose throughout that
ug(x) is bounded and, at least, C°(0,1) a.e. Then, for A > 0, we will assume there
are constants g, Mo € RT and C; € R™, and a finite number of points @; € [0, 1]
such that, near @;,

ug(a) ~ Mo + C1 |a — a7 . (1.6)

Analogously, for A < 0, we suppose there are constants Ca € RT, mg € R™, and a
finite number of locations a; # @; in [0, 1] such that, in a neighbourhood of a;,

ug () ~m0+02|a—gj|q‘ (1.7)

We refer to §2.2 for specifics of the above. It is worth mentioning that, for g €
(0,1), the above local estimates may lead to cusps in the graph of ug, therefore
possible jump discontinuities in ug of infinite magnitude across @; and/or a;. In
contrast, a jump discontinuity of finite magnitude in u§ may occur if ¢ = 1. As
we will see in the coming sections, the finite or infinite character in the size of this
jump plays a decisive role, particularly in the formation of spontaneous singularities
for the special case of stagnation point-form solutions to the three dimensional
incompressible Euler equations.

The remaining of the paper is organized as follows. In §2, we provide an outline
for the derivation of the representation formulae established in [20] and provide
further details on the class of initial data to be considered in this article. Then,
new blow-up results are stated and proved in §3, while specific examples are to be
found in §4.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. The General Solution

In [20], we used the method of characteristics to derive a representation formula
for periodic solutions to (1.1). For convenience of the reader, below we give a brief
outline of the derivation.

Define the characteristics, 7y, as the solution to the initial value problem

Y(a,t) = u(y(a, t), t), v(e,0) = a € [0, 1], (2.1)
so that

Faler ) = wa((a, 1), ) - a0 ). (2.2)
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Then, using (1.1)i), iii) and the above, we obtain
':}./a = (Ua:t +Uuaca:) o0y Ya + (Ux O’Y) ';Ya
= (Ut + Ulhgz) O - Yo + U2 O - Ya

=(\+1) (ui oy — /01 uim) e (2.3)
=(A+1) ((7;1 o) —/Oluidw) Y

which for A £ 0, I(t) = —(A+ 1) fol u2dz, and w(a,t) = va(a,t)™*, can be written
as

w(a,t) + A (H)w(a,t) = 0. (2.4)

Assume we have two linearly independent solutions ¢1(t) and ¢2(t) to (2.4) satis-
fying ¢1(0) = ¢2(0) = 1 and ¢1(0) = ¢2(0) = 0. Then, since & = —XAya MY, and
Ya(a,0) = 1, we deduce that

ds

t
wlant) = on(®) (1= nup(@)) . a0 = [ (25)
o ?1(s)
Now, uniqueness of solution to (2.1) and periodicity implies that
Y(a+1,t) —y(a,t) =1 (2.6)

for as long as u is defined. Consequently, simplifying and integrating (2.5)i) with
respect to o gives

Ya = Ko/Ko (2.7)
where we define
1 - ! da
Ki(a,t) = ————, KCi(t :/ _—, 2.8
(0 T(a,t)*+3 =], T (o, 1) > @8
for i € NU {0}, and
J(a,t) = 1 — A\n(t)ug(a), J(a,0) =1. (2.9)
As a result, (2.2) and (2.9)i) yield, after further simplification,
1 1 K (t)
Ux(’y avt)vt) = — ( T ) . 2.10
( M) Ko(t)*r \T (1) Ko(t) (210
The strictly increasing function 7n(¢) satisfies the initial value problem
_ —2X
n(t) =Ko() ,  n(0)=0, (2.11)

from which the existence of an eventual finite blow-up time ¢, > 0 for (2.10) will
depend, in turn, upon the existence of a finite, positive limit

) L J 22
t. = lim / _de ) g (2.12)
vt Jo \Jo (0 M) 3

for n. > 0 to be defined. Moreover, assuming sufficient smoothness, (2.7) and (2.10)
imply that

up (@)

uII(W(av t)vt) = j(o&,t)Q_%

Ko(t)' =2, (2.13)
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so that, for as long as it exists, u maintains its initial concavity profile.

2.2. The Data Classes

Suppose solutions exist for ¢ € [0,¢.), 0 < ¢« < 4o00. Define

M(t) = set[?l]{um(v(a’t)i)}» M(0) = Mo (2.14)
and
m(t) = aér[lof’l]{uz(’}/(oﬁ t)7t)}7 m(O) = Mo, (2.15)

where @i, ¢ = 1,2,...,m, and a;, j = 1,2,...,n, denote the finite! number of lo-
cations in [0,1] where ug(a) attains its greatest and least values Moy > 0 > my,
respectively. Then, it follows from (2.10) ([20]) that

M(t) = ua(y(ai, 1), 1), m(t) = us(v(a;,t),t) (2.16)

for 0 <t < t.. Now, the results of Theorems 1.3-1.5 suggest that the curvature of
ug near @; and/or a; plays a decisive role in the regularity of solutions to (1.1).
Therefore, in the following sections, we further examine this interaction by consid-
ering a large class of functions in which uj(z) is assumed to be bounded, at least
C°(0,1) a.e., and has arbitrary curvature near the location(s) in question. More
particularly, for A > 0, we will assume there are constants ¢ € RT and C; € R~
such that

’U,B(Oé) ~ My + C1 ‘Oé—ai‘q (2.17)
for 0 < | — @;| < 7, and small enough 0 < r < 1, r = miny<j<m {r; }. Similarly, for
X < 0, we suppose there is Cy € RT such that

ug(ar) ~ mo + Cs | — a;|* (2.18)

for 0 < ’a fgj| <sand 0 < s <1, s=mini<;j<n{s;}. See Figure 1 below. Now,
for r and s as above, define
D; = [a; —r,a; + 1], D; = [a; — 5,0, + 5]

Then, below we list some of the data classes that admit the asymptotic behaviour
(2.17) and/or (2.18) for particular values of ¢ > 0.

o up(z) € C(0,1) for ¢ = 2k and k € Z" (see definition 3.108).

o If g=1, ug(z) € PC(D;) for A > 0, or ug(xz) € PC(D;) if A < 0.

e In the limit as ¢ — +oo, up(z) € PC(D;) for A > 0, or ug(z) € PC(Dy) if

A <O0.
e From (2.17), we see that the quantity

‘ a€D; |Oé - Qg ‘q
is finite. As a result, for 0 < ¢ < 1 and X > 0, u( is Holder continuous
at @;. Analogously for A < 0, since

w1000 )
0 g a€D; |O{ _gj|q

(2.20)

1One possibility for having an infinite number of these points will be considered later on
via a limiting argument.
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is defined by (2.18).

e For A > 0 and either N < g < N+1, N € N, or ¢ > 0 odd, ug(a) € C
Similarly for A < 0.

N+1

(Ds).

1o e gq=2
o — T g =1

I
o A
” /N q=05

“\\
06 / \\\
. // g=03
04 0 [X3 —ar &

FIGURE 1. Local behaviour of u((«) satistying (2.17) for
several values of ¢ > 0, @ =1/2, My =1 and C; = —1.

3. Blow-up

In this section, we study regularity properties in solutions to (1.1)-(1.2) which,
according to the sign of A, arise from initial data satisfying (2.17) and/or (2.18).
More particularly, finite-time blow-up and global existence in time are examined
using LP(0,1) Banach spaces for p € [1,+o0]. Set

L A>0
v =4 Mo’ ’ 3.1
K {A17 A <0. (3:1)
mo

Then, as 7 T 7«, the space-dependent term in (2.10) will diverge for certain choices
of o and not at all for others. Specifically, for A > 0, J(c,t)™" blows up earliest as
n 1T N« at a = @, since

SN | _1 1
i =(1- M, = ———.
@07 = A= XM > +oo as g tae =
Similarly for A < 0, J(c, t) ! diverges first at a = a; and
-1 o 1 . 1
ey )™ = (1= Mtyma) ™ > 400 as nta. =

However, blow-up of (2.10) does not necessarily follow from this; we will need to
estimate the behaviour of the time-dependent integrals

— . ! do — _ ! do
Ko(t) = /O FTINS K (t) = /0 T
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as i T m«. To this end, in some of the proofs we find convenient the use of the Gauss
hypergeometric series ([1], [9], [12])
(@), (0)k
oF [a,b;¢; 2] = A AL
kzzo (c), k!
for c ¢ Z7 U{0} and (z)x, k € NU {0}, the Pochhammer symbol (z)o = 1, (z)r =
z(z+1)...(x + k — 1). Also, we will make use of the following results:

lz| <1, (3.2)

Lemma 3.3. Suppose |arg(—z)| < m and a,b,c,a — b & Z, then the analytic contin-
uation for |z| > 1 of the series (3.2) is given by

L'(e)l(a —b)(=2) "2 Fi[b,1+b—c;1+b—a;z7"

oFifa,b;c; 2] =

I'(a)l(c—b) (3.4)
" L()T(b—a)(—2)"*2Fifa,14+a—c;14+a—b;z7 "] .
T®)(c—a)
where T'(+) denotes the standard gamma function.
Proof. See for instance [9], [12]. O

Lemma 3.5. Suppose b <2, 0< |8 —Fo| <1 and e > Cy for some Co > 0. Then

1 d L., 1 GolB—Bol
E@((B_BO)QF& |:57b71+q7 €

for all g € R" and b # 1/q.

[)=(rcos-sin o

Lemma 3.5 above is a generalization of Lemma 4.5 in [20]. Its proof follows similar
reasoning. Finally, the next Lemma provides us with additional tools for estimating
the behaviour, as 7 1 7., of time-dependent integrals of the type KC;(t). Its proof is
deferred to §3.2.

Lemma 3.7. For some q € RT, suppose ug(a) satisfies (2.17) when A € RT, or
(2.18) if A € R™. It holds:

1 IfAeRY andb> 1,

1
/0 ﬁ ~ CJ (@i, t)a " (3.8)
for n. —n > 0 small and positive constants C' given by
o 2mI’ (1+5)F(b— é) <]\40)é (39)
() ICil)
Here, m € N denotes the finite number of locations &; in [0, 1].
2. IfX€R™ andb> 1,

! do 1_y
-~ . 3.10
|, Faap ~ c7t 10
for n. —n >0 small and positive constants C' determined by
1 1
o 2nl (1+5)F(b_5) ol \ ¥ (3.11)
T (b) Co '

Above, n € N represents the finite number of points a; in [0,1].
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3. Suppose ¢ > 1/2 and b € (0,1/q), or ¢ € (0,1/2) and b € (0,2), satisfy %, b,
b— é ¢ Z. Then for A # 0 and n. as defined in (3.1),

A ?%%ﬁ”“c (3.12)

for i« —n > 0 small and positive constants C' that depend on the choice of A\, b
and q. Similarly, the integral remains bounded, and positive, for all n € [0,7.] and
X # 0 when b <0 and ¢ € RT.

The outline of this section is as follows. In §3.1, we examine LP, p € [1,+o0]
regularity of solutions arising from initial data satisfying (2.17) and/or (2.18) for
g = 1. Then, in §3.2 the case of arbitrary ¢ € RT is studied. Also, regularity results
concerning a class of smooth initial data larger than the one studied in [20] are
discussed. We remark that the case ¢ = 1 is considered separately from the more
general argument in §3.2, due to the assumptions in Lemma 3.7.

3.1. Global Estimates and Blow-up for ¢ =1

In [20], we showed that for a particular choice of piecewise linear ug(c), a special
class of solutions to the 2D Euler equations (A = 1) could develop a singularity in
finite-time, whereas, for the corresponding 3D problem (A = 1/2), solutions may
converge to a nontrivial steady state as ¢t — +00.? Therefore, it is of particular
interest to determine how these results generalize to initial data satisfying (2.17)
for ¢ = 1. In fact, in this section we will examine L? regularity in u, for A € R and
p € [1, 400].

3.1.1. L™ Regularity for ¢ = 1.

Theorem 3.13. Consider the initial boundary value problem (1.1)-(1.2) with ugp(c)
satisfying, for q =1, either (2.17) when A > 0, or (2.18) if A < 0. It holds,

1. For A\ > 1/2, there exists a finite t. > 0 such that both the mazimum M (t)
and the minimum m(t) diverge to +o0o and respectively to —oo as t 1 tx.
Moreover, for every o ¢ U, ;{ai} U{ay}, limere, ua(v(e,t),t) = —oco (two-
sided, everywhere blow-up).

2. For X\ € [0,1/2], solutions exist globally in time. More particularly, these van-
ish as t 1 t« = +oo for X € (0,1/2) but converge to a nontrivial steady-state
ifA=1/2.

3. For A < 0, there is a finite t. > 0 such that only the minimum diverges,
m(t) = —oo, as t T t. (one-sided, discrete blow-up).

Proof. Let C denote a positive constant which may depend on A # 0.
Proofs of Statements (1) and (2)

For simplicity, we prove (1) and (2) for the case where My occurs at a single location
@ <€ (0,1)3. By (2.17), there is 0 < r < 1 small enough such that e + My — uf(a) ~

2see Theorem 1.5 in §1.

3The case of finitely many @; € [0, 1] follows similarly.
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e—Cila—alfor0<|a—a|l <r, C; <0and e >0. Then

/E+r ClOc /a+r da
w-r (e4+ Mo —ul(a))> Ja—r (e—Cila—al)>

" (3.14)
_ -+ -+
Gl (1= (¢ (e+1crn)' )
for A € (0,+00)\{1}. Consequently, setting € = Tln — My in (3.14) gives
_ C, A>1,
Ko(t) ~ (3.15)
ICl\(l A).7(0c ) A€ (0,1)
for . —n > 0 small, 1. = A—&O and J(a,t) = 1 — An(t)Mo. Following a similar
argument, or using Lemma 3.7(1) with b= 1+ § and ¢ = 1, we estimate
- 2A M 1
Ki(t) ~ 2220 7 (@, ¢) > (3.16)
|C1l
for any A > 0. Suppose A > 1. Then, (2.10), (3.15)i) and (3.16) give
1 C
uz(y(a,t),t) ~ C — 3.17
(0, ),) (Wm g(a,t);> (317)

for n, —n > 0 small. Setting a = @ into (3.17) and using (2.16)i) implies that

C

M)~ —— — 4+00
O~ 7@
as n 1 n.. However, if a # @, the second term in (3.17) dominates and
s (Y(a ), 1) ~ ——— — —c0.

J (@, t)x
The existence of a finite ¢, > 0 for all A > 1 follows from (2.11) and (3.15)i), which
imply

te =t~ C(ne — ).

Now let A € (0,1). Using (3.15)ii) and (3.16) on (2.10), yields

N I 1-2A _\2(1-N)
uE(’Y(a7t)7 t) C (j(a,t) J(@ t)) J(O{,t) (318)
for n, —n > 0 small. Setting « = @ in (3.18) implies
- 0, A€ (0,1/2),
M(t) ~ ) 1
@)~ CI@ e = {+oo, e (1/2,1) (3.19)
as n T n«. If instead a # @,
e 0, A €(0,1/2),
. t),t) ~ — )= 2
w3 8).0) ~ ~CT (@) {Oo’ RVSENCED

as 1 T .. For the threshold parameter A = 1/2, we keep track of the constants and
find that, as 7 1 7,

[Ca]

wa (0 1), 1) e{ ‘

’

a =
3.21
41|7 o # ( )

ol <l
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Finally, (2.11) and (3.15)ii) imply that dt ~ C 7 (@, t)**~Vdn so that

5 (C -1 L)t D\{1/2
o = lim t(n) ~ | D1 (O lmarn (0 =m)” 7). X e (0. D)\{1/2),
N1 —C limyyy, log(n« — n), A=1/2.
As a result, ¢, = +oo if A € (0,1/2] but 0 < t. < 400 for A € (1/2,1). Lastly,
= 2M,
Ko ~ =157 Cl(l) log(n- — ) (3.22)

for 0 < n« —m << 1 small and A = 1. Then, two-sided, everywhere blow-up in
finite-time follows just as above from (2.10), (2.11), (3.16) and (3.22). Finally, the
case A = 0 follows from the results in [20].

Proof of Statement (3)

For A < 0, set . = % Then Ko(t) remains finite, and positive, for all n € [0,7.].

In fact, one can easil;/n ghow that
1
_ T
1< Kolt) < (1 4 Mo ) (3.23)
Imol
if A € [—1,0), while
1 / oI B
0< / (1 + M) da < Ko(t) <1 (3.24)
0 Imol
for A < —1. Similarly, when A € [—1,0) and 7 € [0, 7],
<R mol )3 (3.25)
< ) <|———F— . .
<0 = (7 i)

However, if A < —1, we need to estimate Ki(t) for 7. — 7 > 0 small. To do so,
we proceed analogously to the derivation of (3.15). For simplicity, assume ug(c)
achieves its least value mg < 0 at a single point o € (0,1). Then (2.18) with ¢ =1
implies that ug(a) ~mo+Cela—a|for 0 < Ja—a| <s,C2>0and 0 < s < 1. Tt
follows that

/a+s da /a+a do
a—s (e—|—u6(a)—mo)l+% a—s (e+Cs |a—g|)1+%
2|\ e
= — AN — elA]
o ((e—l—Czs) € )

Ln into (3.26), we find that C1(¢) has a finite,

(3.26)

for € > 0. By substituting € = mo — 5

positive limit as n 1 7, for A < —1. This implies that for A < 0, both time-dependent

integrals in (2.10) remain bounded and positive for all € [0, 7.]. Consequently,

blow-up of (2.10), as i 1 1., will follow from the space-dependent term, J(a,t)”",

evaluated at a = . In this way, we set & = « into (2.10) and use (2.16)ii) to obtain
Cmo

m(t) ~
O~ 7@
as n T n«. In contrast, for a # a, the definition of mo implies that the space-
dependent term now remains bounded for n € [0,7,]. Finally, the existence of a

finite blow-up time ¢. > 0 for the minimum follows from (2.11) and the estimates
on Co(t). In fact, by (2.11), t. = n. for A = —1, while ([20])

— —00

7}*§t*<+00, )\<—1,

5 3.27
ne(1-M0) "<t <, Ae(-1,0) (320)
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See §4 for examples. O

In preparation for the next section, we recall some formulas, as well as upper and
lower bounds, derived in [20] for the L? norm of u,. For as long as a solution exists,
(2.7) and (2.10) imply that

P

1 1 1 K1(t)
e ()17 = o | I | da
TP Ko@) o | 7,0 Ko7 (@)%

for A # 0 and p € [1,+00). Using the above and some standard inequalities yields

w (- D[P op—1 ! do K1(t)"
=00l = P Ko™ </ Tt} +’C0<t>’”) e
and
1 ! do Kit) [* da
llua (-, O, > T T -7 — . (3.29)
()] Ko() 7 /0 T(a, ) > Ko(t)/o T(a, )

Moreover, the energy function E(t) = ||us(-,t)||3 is explicitly given by

_ -2 _ _
E(t) = (An(t)/co(t)””) (Ro(H)Ea(t) — K (1)?) . (3.30)
Lastly, multiplying (1.1)i) by u,, integrating by parts, and using (1.2), (2.7) and
(2.10), gives

1

Et) =1+ 2)\)/0 ug (1) dr = (14 2)\)/0 s (Y(a, 1), 1) ya (a, t) dox

Ks(t) 3820, (Ka®)\
Ki(t)  Ko(t) +2<I€o(t)>

3.31
142X ( )

(An(1))?

The reader may refer to [20] for details on the above.

K1 ()
;@0 (t) 1+6X°

3.1.2. Further L? Regularity for A 20, ¢ =1 and p € [1, +00).
In the previous section, we established the existence of a finite t. > 0 such that
|luzll,, diverges as t 1 t. for all A € R\[0,1/2] and initial data satisfying (2.17)
and/or (2.18) for g = 1 relative to the sign of A. If instead, A € [0,1/2], we proved
that solutions remain in L° for all time. In this section, we examine further LP
regularity of us, as t 1 t., for A € R\[0,1/2] and p € [1, +00).

Theorem 3.32. For the initial boundary value problem (1.1)-(1.2), let t. > 0 denote
the finite L* blow-up time for u, in Theorem 3.13. Further, for ¢ = 1, suppose
up () satisfies (2.17) when X > 0, or (2.18) if A < 0.
1. For A>1/2 and p > 1, limyre, [Juel|, = +oo.
2. For A < 0 and t € [0,ts], uz remains integrable; moreover, if ﬁ <A<O
and p > 1, then ug € L? for all t € [0,1.].
8. The energy E(t) = |jus |5 diverges if A € (—oo, —1] U (1/2,+00) as t 1 t. but
remains finite for t € [0,t.] if A € (=1,0). Also, lim, E(t) = 400 when
X € (—o0, —1/2)U(1/2, 4+00), whereas, E(t) = 0 if \ = —1/2 while E(t) stays
bounded for t € [0,t.] if X € (—1/2,0).
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Proof. Let C denote a positive constant that may depend on the choice of A and
p € [1,+00).

Proof of Statement (1)

First, suppose A > 0 and set 1. = )\TIIO
assumption that My > 0 occurs at a single point @ € (0, 1). Using Lemma 3.7(1)
with b =1+ 5, g =1 and p > 1, yields

. For simplicity, we prove part (1) under the

! d 2p M, 1
/ e ARAG (3.33)
o J(a,t)F |C1]

for n. —n > 0 small. Similarly, taking b = p + % we find that

1 da 22\ Mo T,
-~ J(a,t) P X, 3.34
/o Tt “ - nrnY *) (339

Moreover, following the argument that led to estimate (3.15), with %p instead of
%, gives
2XpM, — 1-5L
/1 do ~ |Cl|(11—(;\p) j(Oé, t) Ap ) )‘ € (0’ 1/p)7 (335)
1
o J(a,t) > C, A>1/p

for p > 1 and . —n > 0 small. Suppose A,p > 1 so that A\ > 1/p. Then, using
(3.15)i), (3.16), (3.33) and (3.35)ii) in (3.29), implies that

1 1
\|uz(.7t)||p > 71 g L / dOéH—L - El(i)/ do .
(0] Ko7 1o F(a, 0> o) Jo J(a,t)%

~C|0d (@0~ I@.0)

~ CT(@, )% — o0

as n 1T n«. Next, let p € (1,2) and X € (1/2,1/p) C (1/2,1). Then, using (3.15)ii),
(3.16), (3.33) and (3.35)i) in (3.29), gives

1 1
Hux(at)“p > 71 a1 / da1+; - Elgg/ da 1
A Ko(t) 7 |70 T(ayt) " o) Jo J(a,t)>e
1—A
1—-XAp
=CJ(a, t)p(%p)

~cli-

for n. —n > 0 small and p(A,p) =2(1—\) — %. However, for A and p as prescribed,
we see that p(A,p) < 0 for 1 — % <AL % and p € (1,3/2). Therefore, for any
A € (1/2,1) there is 1 — p > 0 arbitrarily small such that [juz|, — 400 as n 1 n..
Finally, if A = 1 we have A > 1/p for p > 1, as a result, (3.16), (3.22), (3.33) and
(3.35)iii) imply that

1 1
Huz("t)“p = _1 2a+1 / daui o El(?/ c 1
() Ko@) % [0 F(a, ) Ko Jo (1)

~ CT(@,t) "} (~log(n. — )~
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for 0 <. —n << 1 small, and so, [|ucl|, = +o0 as n T n.. The existence of a finite
blow-up time ¢, > 0 follows from Theorem 3.13.

Proof of Statement (2)
Suppose A < 0 and set 1. = +=. First, recall from the proof of Theorem 3.13

Amg ”
that KC;(t), i = 0,1 remain finite (;md positive for all € [0,7.]. Furthermore, in
Theorem 3.13 we established the existence of a finite blow-up time ¢, > 0 for the
minimum m(¢). Consequently, the upper bound (3.28) implies that
. do

lim [|uz (-, t)[[, < +oo & lim ——— <+ (3.36)

1t tTtx Jo j(a,t)p+A
for A < 0 and p > 1. However, if p = 1, (3.36)ii) is just K;(¢), which remains finite
as t T t.. As a result, u, € L' for all t € [0,¢.] and A < 0. If p > 1, we recreate
the argument in (3.26), with p + % instead of 1+ %, and find that for ﬁ <A<O0
and p > 1, the integral remains finite and positive as 1 1 n.. Consequently, (3.36)
implies that

lim [z, )], < +o0

for all ﬁ < A< 0and p > 1. We remark that the lower bound (3.29) yields no
information regarding L? blow-up of us, as t 1 t., for parameter values —oo < A <
ﬁ, p > 1. Nonetheless, we can use (3.30) and (3.31) to obtain additional blow-up
information on energy-related quantities.

Proof of Statement (3)

For A > 1/2, blow-up of E(t) and E(t) to 400 as t 1 t. is a consequence of part (1)
above. Further, setting p = 2 in part (2) implies that F(t) remains bounded for all
A€ (—1,0) and t € [0, t.]. Now, (3.31)i) yields

B < 11+ 2] lua (D1, (3.37)

and so setting p = 3 in part (2) implies that E(t) remains finite for A € [—1/2,0)
and t € [0,t.]. According to these results, we have yet to determine the behaviour
of E(t) ast 1 t. for A < —1 and E(t) when A\ < —1/2. To do so, we will use formulas
(3.30) and (3.31). From Lemma 3.7(2) with b =3+ §, ¢ = 1 and A < —1/2, we
find that ol
. 2\ mo
Kal) ~ i1 on

for . —n > 0 small. Also, following the argument in (3.26), with 2 + % instead of
1+ %, we derive

Jla,t)"2" % (3.38)

2X|mg -1-3
Cz(1+0)\)j(gat) A, A< _17
Ka(t) ~ —C'log(n« — ), A=-—1, (3.39)

C, A€ (—1,0).
Since both IC;(t), i = 0, 1 stay finite and positive for all n € [0,7.] and A < 0, (3.30)

tells us that blow-up in K2(t) leads to a diverging F(t). Then, (3.39)i) implies that
for A < —1,

E(t) ~ CT(a,t) "% = 400

as n 1 n.. Similarly for A = —1 by using (3.39)ii) instead. Clearly, this also implies
blow-up of E(t) to 400 as t 1 t« for all A < —1. Finally, from (3.31)ii), (3.38) and
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(3.39)iii),
3
By ~ o2
J(a, t)**x
as n T n. for all A € (—1,—1/2). The existence of a finite ¢, > 0 follows from
Theorem 3.13(3). O

From the results established thus far, we are able to obtain a complete description
of the L? regularity for uy: if A € [0,1/2], lim¢— 4oo [|usy = C where C € RT for
A=1/2but C =0if X € (0,1/2), while, for ¢, > 0 the finite L°° blow-up time for
g in Theorem 3.13,

. +007 >‘e (_007_1/2]U(1/27+OO)7
lim Huﬂ?(vt)H:s = + (3.40)
tht. CeR", Xe(-1/2,0).

Remark 3.41. For ¢, > 0 the finite L> blow-up time for u, in Theorem 3.13, we
may use (3.31), (3.38) and (3.39), as well as Theorem 3.32, to establish a global

bound on fol uddz if A € [0,1/2], or for t € [0,¢.] when X € (—1/2,0), whereas

1
lim ug(z, t)Sda: = {

it Jo

+00, A>1/2 (3.42)
—oco, A< —1/2.
We also note that, unlike the result in Theorem 1.4(3) of §1, (3.42) and the change
in sign through A = —1/2 of the term 1 + 2X in (3.31), prevent the possibility of
blow-up of E (t) towards —oo, which might otherwise have played a role in the study
of weak solutions from the point of view of energy dissipation.

Remark 3.43. Notice that the two-sided, everywhere blow-up found in Theorem
3.13 for A > 1/2 corresponds, in Theorem 3.32, to L? blow-up of u, for any p > 1.
On the other hand, u, remains integrable for all A\ < 0 and ¢ € [0, ¢.] but, as ¢ 1 ¢,
undergoes an L blow-up of the one-sided, discrete type for A < 0. Then, as the
magnitude of A < 0 decreases, u, is guaranteed to remain, for ¢ € [0, t,], in smaller
L? spaces with p € (1,+00). In the coming sections, we will find that a similar
correspondence between the “strengths” of the L* and L?, p € [1,4+0c0), blow-up
in ug, as t T t«, also holds for other ¢ > 0.

3.2. Global Estimates and Blow-up for A € R and ¢ > 0

In this section, we study the case of arbitrary g > 0. As in the previous sections, L”
regularity of u, for A € R and p € [1, +00] is examined. In addition, the behaviour
of the jacobian (2.7) is considered. Particularly, we will show that if ¢ > 1, no
blow-up occurs in stagnation point-form solutions to the 3D incompressible Euler
equations, whereas, for the corresponding 2D case, no spontaneous singularity forms
when ¢ > 2. Finally, a class of smooth, periodic initial data larger than the one
considered in [20] is studied. Before stating and proving our results, we first establish
Lemma 3.7 and obtain estimates on KCo(t) and K (t).

Proof of Lemma 3.7(1)

For simplicity, we prove statement (1) for functions u( that attain their greatest
value Mo > 0 at a single location @ € (0,1). The case of several @&; € [0,1] follows
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similarly. From (2.17), there is 0 < r < 1 such that e+ Mo —up(a) ~ e—Ci |a — @|?
for g € RT, € > 0 and 0 < |a — @| < 7. Therefore

/H+T da /H"'T do
ar (e+Mo—ug(a)) Js_, (e—C1 \a*al)

—? [/j <1+ |Cl a ) (1+ %‘ (a—a)q>_bda}

for b € R. Making the change of variables

@(a—a)% = tan#, ‘%'(a—a)

a
2

= tan@

in the first and second integrals inside the bracket, respectively, we find that

b—2_1
o dex 4 3 (cosf) °
L (e + Mo — up(a))® T b_;/ ——df (3.44)
a—r 0 0 q |C1“1 € q JoO (Slne) q

for small € > 0. Suppose b > %, then setting € = )\%7 — My in (3.44) implies

=
o J(a,t)b J(a,t)bi% (3.45)

for s —n > 0 small, n. = )\TI/IO and

26—2 1

1 x 2
c=1 (%) ! /2 %d&. (3.46)
q \|C1] 0 (sin&)lia
Now, since the beta function satisfies (see for instance [11]):
L L, TEI)
B = [ - At = F(1+4y) =yl 3.47
o= [ eta-nTa= G ey are) @47

for p, s,y > 0, then, letting t = sin? 6, p = % and s =b— é into (3.47)i), and using
(3.47)ii), one has

x 20-2-1 1 _1
2/5 eos) _——ap qr(1+§)br & q), b> 1. (3.48)
0 (sing) ¢ ( ) q

The result follows from (3.45), (3.46) and (3.48).

Proof of Lemma 3.7(2)

Follows from an analogous argument using (2.18) and n. = ﬁ instead.

Proof of Lemma 3.7(3)

The last claim in (3) follows trivially if b < 0 and ¢ € RT due to the “almost
everywhere” continuity and boundedness of u(. To establish the remaining claims,
we make use of Lemmas 3.3 and 3.5. However, in order to use the latter, we require
that b € (0,2) and b # 1/q. Since the case b > 1/q was established in parts (1)
and (2) above, suppose that b € (0,1/¢) and b € (0,2), or equivalently ¢ > 1/2 and
be(0,1/q), or ¢ € (0,1/2) and b € (0,2). First, for ¢ and b as prescribed, consider
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A > 0 and, for simplicity, assume My occurs at a single point @ € (0,1). Then,
(2.17) and Lemma 3.5 imply that

/‘E«&»T dO& /E«H" da
a—r (e+Mo—up(a))®  Jo_, (€= Cila—al)

q
= 27‘67’]2}‘_‘1 |:1,b, 1+ 1, Cur
q q €

(3.49)

fore > |Ci| > |C1|r? > 0and 0 < |a — @| < r. Now, the restriction on € implies that

-1< C%q < 0. However, our ultimate goal is to let € vanish, so that, eventually,
Cyir?

the argument
€

Ccird
€

of the series in (3.49)ii) will leave the unit circle, particularly

"~ < —1. At that point, definition 3.2 for the series no longer holds and we turn
to its analytic continuation in Lemma 3.3. Accordingly, taking € > 0 small enough
such that |C1|r? > e > 0, we apply Lemma 3.3 to (3.49) and obtain

1 1
o 1 1 Cyr gpl-ab 2r (1+5)F(b_a)

— 21|01+, = y T T, 1 +9(e)
€ q q € (1 —bq)|C1| T'(b)|Cy|a "5

(3.50)

for ¢(e) = o(1) as € — 0, and either ¢ > 1/2 and b € (0,1/q), or ¢ € (0,1/2) and
b € (0,2). In addition, due to the assumptions in Lemma 3.3 we require that %, b,
b— ¢ ¢ Z. Finally, since b— ¢ < 0, substituting € = 5, — Mo into (3.49) and (3.50),
implies that

b da

for n« —n > 0 small, n, = ﬁ7 and positive constants C' that depend on A > 0, b
and ¢. An analogous argument follows for A < 0 by using (2.18) instead of (2.17).00
Using Lemma 3.7, we now derive estimates for C;(t), 4 = 0, 1, which will be used
in subsequent regularity Theorems.

3.2.1. Estimates for Co(t) and K1 (2).
For parameters A > 0.
For A > 0, we set b= + into Lemma 3.7(1)-(3) to obtain

_ C, A>qg> 1 €(0,1/2), x> 1,
Ro(t) ~ - 0>z o ae O Az )
CsJ (@i, t)a" >,  ¢>0, A€ (0,q)
for n, —n > 0 small and positive constants C3 given by
2mr(1+l)r(l—l) IRy
Cs = VAR (—0) . (3.53)
r (X) |C1]
Also, in (3.52)i) we assume that A and ¢ satisfy, whenever applicable,
q 1
A #£ , ¢g#— V neN (3.54)
1 —ng n

We note that corresponding estimates for the missing values may be obtained via
a simple continuity argument.
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Similarly, taking b =1+ % we find

R (t) C, qge (1/2,1), x> L or g€ (0,1/2), A>1,
' Ca (@i, 1)1 37", qe(0,1), 0<A< L or ¢>1, A>0

(3.55)
with positive constants C4 determined by
2l (14 )T (143 =1) /ap\ s
Cy = T ( ) . (3.56)
ACEY [A
Additionally, for (3.55)i) we assume that A and ¢ satisfy (3.54).
For parameters A < 0.
For A < 0 and b = 5, Lemma 3.7(3) implies that
Ko(t) ~C (3.57)
for . —n > 0 small. Similarly, parts (2) and (3), now with b =1+ }, yield
Ki(t) ~C (3.58)
for either
q>0, A€ [_170)7
qge (0,1), A< -1 satisfying (3.54), (3.59)
qg>1, T <A< -1,
whereas
— 1 1
Ki(t) ~ CsJ (a;,t)a > (3.60)
forg>1, A< %q and positive constants Cs determined by
onl (14T (1++ -1 L
Cs = (i) (1 k), (—‘m°|>q. (3.61)
L(1++5) C>

3.2.2. L* Regularity for A € R* U {0},¢q € R*.

In this section, we use the estimates in §3.2.1 to examine the L regularity of u, for
A € RTU{0} and uy satisfying (2.17) for some ¢ € R*. Furthermore, the behaviour
of the jacobian (2.7) is also studied.

Theorem 3.62. Consider the initial boundary value problem (1.1)-(1.2) for ugp(a)
satisfying (2.17).

1. If € R and X € [0,q/2], solutions exist globally in time. More particularly,
these vanish as t 1 t. = +oo for A € (0,q/2) but converge to a nontrivial
steady state if A = q/2.

2. If g € RY and X\ € (q/2,q), there exists a finite t. > 0 such that both the
mazimum M (t) and the minimum m(t) diverge to +oo and respectively to
—00 as t T t.. Moreover, limut, us(y(av,t),t) = —oo for a ¢ U, ;{a:} U{e,}
(two-sided, everywhere blow-up).

3. Forq€ (0,1/2) and A > 1 such that q # % and \ # lfnq for allm € N, there
is a finite t« > 0 such that only the mazimum blows up, M (t) — +00, ast T t«
(one-sided, discrete blow-up). Further, if 3 < A < i, forq € (1/3,1/2), a
two-sided, everywhere blow-up (as described in (2) above) occurs at a finite
t. > 0.
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4. Suppose q € (1/2,1). Then for g < A < 1%(1, there ezists a finite t,. > 0 such
that, as t T t«, two-sided, everywhere blow-up develops. If instead \ > 1%(1,
only the mazimum diverges, M(t) — 400, as t T t. < 4o0.

5. For A\ > q > 1, there is a finite t, > 0 such that u, undergoes a two-sided,

everywhere blow-up as t 1 t.

Proof. Suppose A, q > 0, let C' denote a positive constant which may depend on A
and ¢, and set 7. = ,\Tleo'

Proof of Statements (1) and (2)

Suppose A € (0, q) for some ¢q > 0. Then, for 7. —1 > 0 small Ko(t) satisfies (3.52)ii)
while K1 (t) obeys (3.55)ii). Consequently, (2.10) implies that

My (m - 04) T (@i t) (3.63)

Uz (’Y(Oév t)7 t) ~

>\ Jlat) Cs
for positive constants Cs and Cy given by (3.53) and (3.56). But for y1 = § — %
and y2 = 5, (3.47)ii), (3.53) and (3.56) yield
Cs Ty +DT(y2) w0 A
Ta_ W)W UL 2, A € (0,q). 3.64
O T+ v g SO 0. B
As a result, setting o = @; in (3.63) and using (2.16)i) implies that
Mo (X _2)
Mo~ 2% () T (3.65)
3" \«q
for n. —n > 0 small, whereas, if « # @,
A\ M 2
uz (Y0, t),1) ~ — (1 — 7) o J (@i t)' (3.66)
q) C;
Clearly, when A = ¢/2,
Mo
M
(t) — 207 >0
as n T n«, while, for o # @,
wa(y(ant),t) — — 2o g
z (Y&, 1), 203(1 .
If X € (0,¢/2), (3.65) now implies that
M(t) — 0t
as n 1 1., whereas, using (3.66) for « # @;,
ue(y(e,t),t) = 0.
In contrast, if A € (¢/2,9), 1 — 2 < 0. Then (3.65) and (3.66) yield
M(t) — +oo (3.67)
as n 1 n«, but
ug (y(a, t),t) = —o0 (3.68)
for a # @;. Lastly, rewriting (2.11) as
dt = Ko(t)**dn (3.69)
and using (3.52)ii), we obtain
oy
t—t~ c/ (1= AuMo) @ 2du (3.70)

n
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or equivalently

22 _ . 22
ot {C (Con=m% ™ —limuy. 0. =7 ) X (0,0\a/2},
C (log(nx — n) — limypy, log(n. — p)), A=q/2.

3.7
Consequently, t. = +oo for A € (0,¢/2], while 0 < ¢, < 400 if A € (¢/2,q). L(astly),
the case A = 0 follows from the results in [20].
Proof of Statement (3)
First, suppose ¢ € (0,1/2) and A > 1 satisfy (3.54). Then Ko(t) and Ki(¢) satisfy
(3.52)i) and (3.55)i), respectively. Therefore, (2.10) implies that

uz(y(et),t) ~ C (j(;t) - C) (3.72)

for . —n > 0 small. Setting o = @; into (3.72) and using (2.16)i) gives

M(t) ~ — 400

C
J (@i, t)
as 1 1 1, while, if « # @;, uz(y(a, t),t) remains finite for all n € [0,7.] due to the
definition of My. The existence of a finite blow-up time t. > 0 for the maximum is
guaranteed by (3.52)i) and (3.69), which lead to
te =t~ C(ns —m). (3.73)
Next, suppose = < XA < —L for q € (1/3,1/2), so that -~ € (1/2,1). Then, usin
(3:52)i) and (3.55)i) in (2.10), we ﬁlgd/that/ ) Sl eab :
C
Uz (y(a, t),t) ~ C (m
for n. —m > 0 small. Set a« = @; into the above and use A > ¢ to obtain
C
J (a, t)
as 1 1 1«. On the other hand, for « # @;, the space-dependent in (3.74) now remains
finite for all n € [0,7.]. As a result, the second term dominates and

_j(ai,t)%f%fl) (3.74)

M(t) ~ — 400 (3.75)

11,
us(y(a,t),t) ~ —CT (@, t)" ~ = —oo (3.76)

as 1 T n«. The existence of a finite blow-up time . > 0, follows, as in the previous

case, from (3.69) and (3.52)i).

Proof of Statement (4)

Part (4) follows from an argument analogous to the one above. Briefly, if ¢ <

A < 1 for g € (1/2,1), we use estimates (3.52)i) and (3.55)ii) on (2.10) to get

(3.74), with different positive constants C'. Two-sided, everywhere blow-up in finite-

time then follows just as above. If instead A > % for ¢ € (1/2,1), then (3.52)i)

still holds but K1(t) now remains bounded for all € [0,7.]; it satisfies (3.55)i).

Therefore, up to different positive constants C, (2.10) leads to (3.72), and so only

the maximum diverges, M (¢t) — +o00, as t approaches some finite ¢, > 0 whose

existence is guaranteed by (3.73).

Proof of Statement (5)

For A > ¢ > 1, (3.52)i), (3.55)ii) and (2.10) imply (3.74). Then, we follow the argu-

ment used to establish the second part of (3) to show that two-sided, everywhere

finite-time blow-up occurs. See §4 for examples. O
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Remark 3.77. Theorems 3.13 and 3.62 allow us to predict the regularity of stagna-
tion point-form (SPF) solutions to the two (A = 1) and three (A = 1/2) dimensional
incompressible Euler equations assuming we know something about the curvature
of the initial data uo near @;. Setting A = 1 into Theorem 3.62(1) implies that SPF
solutions in the 2D setting persist for all time if ug satisfies (2.17) for arbitrary
g > 2. On the contrary, Theorems 3.13 and 3.62(2)-(4), tell us that if ¢ € (1/2,2),
two-sided, everywhere finite-time blow-up occurs. Analogously, solutions to the cor-
responding 3D problem exist globally in time for ¢ > 1, whereas, two-sided, every-
where blow-up develops when ¢ € (1/2,1). See Table 1 below. Finally, we remark
that finite-time blow-up in u, is expected for both the two and three dimensional
equations if ¢ € (0,1/2]. See for instance §4 for a blow-up example in the 3D case
with ¢ =1/3.

TABLE 1. Regularity of SPF solutions to Euler equations

q 2D Euler 3D Euler
(1/2,1) Finite time blow up Finite time blow up
[1,2) Finite time blow up Global in time
[2, +00) Global in time Global in time

Corollary 3.78 below briefly examines the behaviour, as t 1 t., of the jacobian (2.7)
for t. > 0 as in Theorem 3.62.

Corollary 3.78. Consider the initial boundary value problem (1.1)-(1.2) with ug(c)
satisfying (2.17) for ¢ € RT, and let t. > 0 be as in Theorem 3.62. It follows,

1. For ¢ >0 and X € (0,q),

lim vo (o, t) = (3.79)

1t

+o00, o = Qg
0, Ot?éai

where t, = +oo for A € (0, q/2], while 0 < t. < 400 if X € (¢/2,q).
2. Suppose A >q > 1/2, or q € (0,1/2) and A > 1/2, satisfy (3.54). Then, there
exists a finite t« > 0 such that

lim vo (o, t) = (3.80)

1t

00, a = qy,
Cla), a#aq;

where C(a) € RT depends on the choice of )\, q¢ and o # @;.

Proof. The limits (3.79) and (3.80) follow straightforwardly from (2.7) and esti-
mates (3.52)ii) and (3.52)i), respectively; whereas, the finite or infinite character of
t« > 0 is a consequence of Theorem 3.62. O

3.2.3. Further L? Regularity for A € [0,+00),q € R and p € [1, +00).

From Theorem 3.62, if A € [0, ¢/2] for ¢ € RT, solutions remain in L>° for all time;
otherwise, |lu.||,, diverges as t approaches some finite ¢, > 0. In this section, we
study further properties of LP regularity in us, as ¢t 1 t., for A > ¢/2, p € [1,+0)
and initial data ugy(a) satisfying (2.17). To do so, we will use the upper and lower
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bounds (3.28) and (3.29). Consequently, for . —n > 0 small and 7. = ﬁ,

estimates on the behaviour of the time-dependent integrals

1 1 1
/ dio‘l’ / dial’ / dial (3.81)
0 J(a,t)>e 0 J(a,t)' o J(a,t)P*x

are required. Since these may be obtained directly from Lemma 3.7(1)-(3), we omit
the details and state our findings below. For p € [1, +00),

/1 da C, q€(0,1/2), \> 5 or ¢> 3, A> 1,
- 1 1_ 1
0 ()% \CeT@ 1), q>0, A€ (0,9/p)

(3.82)

with positive constants

() s

Also 1
/ dial ~C (3.84)
0 J(a,t)
for either
€(0,1/2), A> 1,
{ q€(0,1/2) (3.85)
q€(1/271)7 A> (1 q)’
whereas 1
/ _de @i (3.86)
0 J(a,t) 55
for
qE (07 1)7 0<Aa< p(l q)’ (387)
qg>1, A>0.

The positive constants C7 in (3.86) are obtained by replacing every A term in
(3.83) by 1 + )\p Also, due to Lemma 3.7, (3.82)i) and (3.84) are valid for
q 1
A#FE —""—, q#— VYV neNU{0}, 3.88
p(i —na) n o (3:55)
where a simple continuity argument may again be used (see (3.54)) to obtain esti-
mates for the missing values. Finally

1
/ _de e (3.89)
0o J(a,t)PTx

for either
0,1/2 1,2 A>
q€(0,1/2), pe€ll,2), ”, (3.90)
€(1/2,1), pe[l,1/q), A > 2L,
while i
/ A og(@ i (3.91)
0 j(aat)pJ’»X
if

€(0,1, pel,1/q), 0 <A< Lo,
€01, p>g, A>0, (3.92)
qg>1, p>1, A>0.
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Estimate (3.89) is in turn valid for

A;Am, q;«é%VneN (3.93)
In what follows, t. > 0 will denote the L°° blow-up time for u, in Theorem 3.62.
Also, we will assume that (3.54), (3.88) and (3.93) hold whenever their correspond-
ing estimates are used. We begin by considering the lower bound (3.29). In particu-
lar, we will show that two-sided, everywhere blow-up in Theorem 3.62 corresponds
to a diverging Huz||p for all p > 1. Then, by studying the upper bound (3.28), we
will find that if ¢ € R and X > ¢ are such that only the maximum diverges at a
finite ¢« > 0, then u, remains integrable for all ¢ € [0, t.], whereas, its regularity in
smaller L? spaces for ¢ € [0, ¢.] will vary according to the value of the parameter A
as a function of either p, ¢, or both.

Suppose q/2 < A < q/p for ¢ € Rt and p € (1,2). Then (3.82)ii) holds as well as
(3.52)ii), since (g/2,q/p) C (0,q). Now, if ¢ € (0,1) then 0 < <A < < ¢ < 2,
and so (3.55)ii) applies, otherwise, (3.55)ii) also holds for ¢ > 1 and A > 0. Similarly
for ¢ € (0,1), we have that 0 < § < A < 1 < .51 so that (3.86) is valid.
Alternatively, this last estimate also holds if ¢ > 1 for A > 0. Accordingly, using
these estimates in (3.29) yields, after simplification,

e )], > 1 /1 do_ Ki(t) /1 dov
T @ Ko@) o ga,nT Kol o g(a,0)3
~C(p—-1J(a, t)d(pwqyk)

for n. —n > 0 small and o(p,q,\) =1+ % (1 — % — 2/\) . Consequently, ||uz|\10 will

diverge as n 1 1. if o(p, ¢, ) < 0, or equivalently for p(1 + ¢ — 2)\) — 1 < 0. Since
q/2 < X< gq/pfor g>0andpe (1,2), we find this to be the case as long as

1 1
geRY, 1<p<i+ T f(q+177)<)\<g.
1+4q 2 p p

Therefore, by taking p — 1 > 0 arbitrarily small, we find that

lim llua (), = +o0

for A € (¢/2,q) and ¢ > 0. The existence of a finite blow-up time ¢, > 0 follows
from Theorem 3.62(2), while the embedding

L® — L7, s> p, (3.94)

yields L? blow-up for any p > 1. Next, for ¢ € (1/3,1/2) we consider values of A
lying between stagnation point-form solutions to the 2D (A = 1) and 3D (A =1/2)
incompressible Euler equations. Suppose 1 < A < ﬁ forl < p< f—q and
g € (1/3,1/2). The condition on p simply guarantees that ﬁ >

2 —
L for ¢ as
specified. Furthermore, we have that

2

1 1 q q
0< — < =< A —/—"— < —— 1/2,1
<3 <3< <p(17q)<17q€(/7)7
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so that relative to our choice of A and ¢, A € (1/2,1). Using the above, we find that
(3.52)i), (3.55)ii), (3.82)i) and (3.86) hold, and so (3.29) leads to

1 i 1
sty > ——— | [ T [
()] Ko(t)™ 7 |0 o R o J(a )

~Cleg@ i - g@ i

~CT (@ t)a >

for 7. —n > 0 small. Therefore, as n 1 7, [lus||, will diverge for all 2 <A< FICEL
g€ (1/3,1/2) and 1 <p < 2‘7 . Here, we can take p —1 >0 arbltrarlly small and
use (3.94) to conclude the fimte time blow-up, as t 1 t., of ||ux|\p for all <A<
14, ¢ € (1/3,1/2) and p > 1. The existence of a finite blow-up time t* > 0 is
guaranteed by the second part of Theorem 3.62(3). Now suppose ¢ € (1/2,1) and
<A< a5 f0r1<p<—Thlsmeansthat/\>q>1/2and

q q
O<7<q</\<7<—. 3.96
p p(l—q) 1-g¢ (3.96)
Consequently, using (3.52)i), (3.55)ii), (3.82)i) and (3.86) in (3.29), implies (3.95),
possibly with distinct positive constants C'. Then, as 1 1 7,
l[uell, = +o0

forallq<)\< (1 L
above, but e )</\<

q E (1/2,1) and 1 < p < flq. Similarly, if ¢ and p are as
4., (3.52)i), (3.55)ii), (3.82)i) and (3.84) imply

e (D, > ! / do___Ka(t) / do

x\"y = 1 1 I 1

T R o g(a T Ko o g(a,t)a

~Clo-g@ i
_ 1_1_4
~CJ@,t)a 37" — 400

as 1 7 n«. From these last two results and (3.94), we see that, as n 1 7., ||ua Hp — +00
forall g < A < 1%(1, g € (1/2,1) and p > 1. The existence of a finite ¢, > 0 follows
from Theorem 3.62(4). Lastly, suppose A > ¢ > 1 and p > 1. Then, estimates
(3.52)i), (3.55)ii), (3.82)i) and (3.86) hold for n. — n > 0 small. As a result, (3.29)
implies (3.95), which in turn leads to L? blow-up of u, for any A > ¢ > 1l and p > 1,
as 1 17 n«. The existence of a finite ¢, > 0 is due to Theorem 3.62(5).
Notice from the results established so far, that some values of A > ¢/2 for ¢ > 0
are missing. These are precisely the cases for which the lower bound (3.29) yields
inconclusive information about the L? regularity of u, for p € (1, +00). To examine
some aspects of the L regularity of u, for ¢ € [0,t.] and p € [1,400) in these
particular cases, we consider the upper bound (3. 28) First, suppose ¢ € (0,1/2)
and A > 51 for p € [1,2). Then XA > 522 > 1> 4. > ¢, so that (3.52)i), (3.55)i)
and (3.89), imply that the integral terms in (3. 28) remaln bounded, and nonzero,
for n € [0,7.]. We conclude that

lim |uz (-, ¢)]], < +o0 (3.97)

Tt
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for all A > ﬁ, g € (0,1/2) and p € [1,2). Here, t. > 0 denotes the finite L> blow-
up time for u, established in the first part of Theorem 3.62(3). Particularly, this
result implies that even though limqy, ||uz||,, = +oo for all A > 1 when g € (0,1/2),
u, remains integrable for ¢ € [0,t¢.]. Finally, suppose ¢ € (1/2,1) and A > 1_qpq

forp € [1,1/q). Then A > = > 1. >1>q > 1, and so (3.52)i), (3.55)i) and

Tpa 2
(3.89) hold. Consequently, (3.21)6(31) implies that limee, [|ua ||, < 4o forall A > -1-,
g € (1/2,1) and p € [1,1/q). This time, t. > 0 stands as the finite L blow-up
time for u, established in the second part of Theorem 3.62(4). Furthermore, this
result tells us that even though lim¢te, ||zl = 400 for A > +%- and ¢ € (1/2,1),
ug stays integrable for all ¢ € [0,t.]. These last two results on the integrability of
Ug, for t € [0, t«], become more apparent if we set p =1 in (3.28) to obtain
O o S
n(6) Ko (61

The result then follows from the above inequality and estimates (3.52)i) and (3.55)i).
Theorem 3.98 below summarizes the above results.

Theorem 3.98. Consider the initial boundary value problem (1.1)-(1.2) for ugy(c)
satisfying (2.17), and let t. > 0 be as in Theorem 3.62.

1. For ¢ > 0 and X\ € [0,q/2], lim¢ioc [lual, < 400 for all p > 1. More
particularly, lim:—, oo Huz”p = 0 for A € (0,q/2), while, as t — +00, ux
converges to a nontrivial, L= function when A = q/2.

2. Let p > 1. Then, there exists a finite t« > 0 such that for all ¢ > 0 and
A€ (q/2,9), limepe, [lua||, = +oo. Similarly for A > q > 1, or 1<a< 4,
q€(1/3,1/2).

3. For all g € (0,1/2), A > ﬁ and p € [1,2), there exists a finite t. > 0 such
that limeye, [[uzl], < 400 (see Theorem 3.62(3)).

4. Suppose q € (1/2,1). Then, there exists a finite t. > 0 such that limee, [[uzl|, =
400 for g < X < Lq and p > 1, whereas, if A > —— and p € [1,1/q),

1— 1-pg
limyre, [|uell, < +oo (see Theorem 3.62(4)).

3.2.4. L regularity for A < 0 and ¢ € R™.
We now examine the L regularity of u, for parameters A\ < 0 and initial data
satisfying (2.18) for arbitrary ¢ € RT. We prove Theorem 3.99 below.

Theorem 3.99. Consider the initial boundary value problem (1.1)-(1.2) for us(a)
satisfying (2.18). Furthermore,
1. Suppose XA € [—1,0) and q > 0. Then, there exists a finite t. > 0 such that only
the minimum diverges, m(t) — —oo, as t T t« (one-sided, discrete blow-up).
2. Suppose A < —1 and q € (0,1) satisfy X\ # l—qnq and q # % ¥V n €N. Then, a
one-sided discrete blow-up, as described in (1), occurs in finite-time. Similarly
forﬁ</\<—l and g > 1.
3. Suppose \ < %q and g > 1. Then, there is a finite t. > 0 such that both
the mazimum M (t) and the minimum m(t) diverge to +0o and respectively to
—00 as t T t.. Moreover, limute, ua(y(e, t),t) = 400 for a ¢ U, j{as} U {a;}
(two-sided, everywhere blow-up).

Finally, for A\ <0, ¢ > 0 and t. > 0 as above, the jacobian (2.7) satisfies

lim ya (cr £) = 4 e (3.100)
Tt Cla), a# &
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where C(a) € RT depends on the choice of \, ¢ and o # a;.

Proof. Throughout, let C' denote a positive constant that may depend on A < 0,
g > 0 and recall that 7. = =

Amg
Proof of Statement (1)

Suppose A € [—1,0) and assume ug () satisfies (2.18) for some g > 0. Then (3.57)
and (3.58) imply that both integral terms in (2.10) remain finite and nonzero as
n 1 n..* More particularly, one can show that (3.23) and (3.25) hold for all €
[0, 1+]. Therefore, blow-up of (2.10) depends, solely, on the behaviour of the space-
dependent term 7 («,t)™!. Accordingly, we set a = a; into (2.10) and use (2.16)ii)
to find that the minimum diverges, m(t) — —oo, as n T n.. However, if o # a;,
the definition of mo implies that the space-dependent term now remains bounded,
and positive, for n € [0,7.]. The existence of a finite blow-up time ¢, > 0 for the
minimum follows from (2.11) and (3.57). In fact, we may use (2.11) and (3.23) to
obtain the estimate

|l
B L R .
N (mo — Moz == (3.101)

Proof of Statements (2) and (3)

Now suppose A < —1. As in the previous case, the term Ko(t) remains finite, and
positive, for all i € [0,7.]. Particularly, Ko(t) satisfies (3.24) for all n € [0,7.]. On
the other hand, K1(t) now either converges or diverges, as 1 T 7., according to
(3.58) or (3.60), respectively. If A < —1 and g > 0 are such that (3.58) holds, then
part (2) follows just as part (1). However, if ¢ > 1 and A < 1%, we use (3.57) and
(3.60) on (2.10), to obtain

“ﬂﬂ%”¢>~0mo( —cy@ﬁw?%*j

1
T (e t)
for n. —n > 0 small. Setting o = @; into the above implies that

Cmo
J(a,t)

as 1 1 1«, whereas, for a # q;, the space-dependent term now remains bounded, as
a result, the second term dominates and

m(t) ~

— —00

e (Y, 1), ) ~ C [mo| T(a;, 1) 73! = +o0

as 1 T n«. The existence of a finite blow-up time ¢. > 0 follows as in the case
A € [-1,0). In fact, (2.11) and (3.24) yield the lower bound 7, < t..° Finally,
(3.100) is derived straightforwardly from (2.7) and (3.57). See §4 for examples. O

3.2.5. Further L” regularity for A\ € R™, ¢ € RT and p € [1,4-c0).

Let ¢« > 0 denote the finite L°° blow-up time for u, in Theorem 3.99 above. In
this last section, we briefly examine the LP regularity of us, as t 1 t., for A € R™,
p € [1,+00) and u( satisfying (2.18) for some ¢ € R™. As in §3.2.3, we will make

4Recall that u6 is assumed to be bounded and, at least, CO(O, 1) a.e.
5Which we may compare to (3.101). From (2.11), we see that the two coincide, t. = nx,
in the case of Burgers’ equation A = —1.
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use of (3.28) and (3.29). First of all, by the last part of Lemma 3.7(3), we have that
forg>0and p>1,

1
/ _do ¢ (3.102)
0 j(a’ t)TP
for n« —n > 0 small, n. = %mo and A < 0. Similarly
1
/ _d ¢ (3.103)
o J(a,t)PTx

for —X < X < 0. Moreover, due to the first part of (3) in the Lemma, estimate

(3.103) is also seen to hold, with different positive constants C, for A < —%, p>1
and ¢q > 0 satisfying either of the following

q€(0,1/2), peL,2], A< =1,
q€(0,1/2), p>2, 7 <A< 1,
g€ (1/2,1), pel,1/q], A< =2, (3.104)
q€(1/2,1), p>yq, - <A< -1
q>1, p>1, e <A< 1,
as well as
Aez{ q Lt } g4V nen. (3.105)
1—glp+n)’ 1-p n

We remark that in the cases where (3.103) diverges, it dominates the other terms
in (3.28), regardless of whether these converge or diverge, and so no information
on the behaviour of ||ur|\p is obtained. Consequently, we will omit those instances.
Finally, using Lemma 3.7(2), one finds that

1 1 1
/ e — ~CJ(a;,t)a %! (3.106)
0 j(

o, t) e

forg > 1,p>1and A < ﬁ. Analogously, if (3.106) converges, the lower
bound (3.29) yields no information on the LP regularity of u,. For the remaining
of this section, we will assume that (3.54) holds whenever (3.58) is used for A < —1
and g € (0,1). Also, (3.105) will be valid in those cases where estimate (3.103) is
considered for A, p and ¢ as in (3.104). Suppose 11, < A < ﬁ for ¢ > 1 and
p > 1. Then, using (3.57), (3.58), (3.102) and (3.106), in the lower bound (3.29),
implies that

lim Jlu (-, )|, = +oo.

If instead, A < {Z for ¢ > 1 and p > 1, then (3.57), (3.60), (3.102) and (3.106)
give

1 1
sty > ———— | [ T [
M@ Ko() ™ 7 |70 T(a,t) " ott) Jo J(a,t)>w
~C Cj(g,t)%*%fl_j(g,t)%*%*l‘

~CJ(a, t)%f%zf1 — 400

as 11 T .. For the upper bound (3.28), we simply mention that estimates (3.57),
(3.58) and (3.103) lead to several instances where ||us ||, remains finite for all ¢ €
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[0,¢4]. This can be shown, just as above, by using the appropriate estimates. For
simplicity, we omit the details and summarize the results in Theorem 3.107 below.

Theorem 3.107. Consider the initial boundary value problem (1.1)-(1.2) for uy(c)
satisfying (2.18), and let t. > 0 denote the finite L™ blow-up time for uy as de-
scribed in Theorem 3.99.
1. Let q € (0,1/2). Then, lime, [|ual|, < +o0 for either A < 0 and p € [1,2],
orﬁ<)\<0andp>2.
2. Let g € (1/2,1). Then, limere, ||ual, < +oo for either A <0 and p € [1,1/q],
or - <A< 0andp>1/q.

1-pq

3. Let ¢ > 1. Then limpe, [|uall, < +oo for s <A <0 andp > 1, whereas

limyre, [|uell, = +o0 for A < ﬁ andp > 1.
When applicable, (3.54) and (3.105) apply to (1) and (2) above.

3.2.6. Further regularity results for smooth initial data.

Definition 3.108. Suppose a smooth function f(z) satisfies f(xo) = 0 but f is not
identically zero. We say f has a zero of order k € N at © = z¢ if

f(xo) = f'(z0) = ... = f¥ D (w0) = 0, F®(xo) # 0.

In [20], we examined a class of smooth, mean-zero, periodic initial data characterized
by ug () having zeroes of order k = 1 at the finite number of locations @&; for A > 0,
orat a; if A <0, that is, ug’ (@) < 0 or ug’(a;) > 0. Consequently, in each case, we
were able to use an appropriate Taylor expansion up to quadratic order to account
for the local behaviour of u(, near these points. This approach, in turn, led to the
results summarized in Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 of §1. Assuming the order k of these
particular zeroes, @; or @;, of u( is the same regardless of location, and noticing
that & > 1 must be odd due to u( being even in a small neighbourhood of these
points, we may use definition 3.108 to generalize the results in [20] to a larger class
of smooth, mean-zero, periodic initial data characterized by u{ having zeroes of
higher orders, k¥ = 1,3,5,..., at every @; if A > 0, or a; for A < 0. Since this
corresponds to replacing ¢ in (2.17) or (2.18) by k+ 1, we obtain our results simply
by substituting ¢ in Theorems 3.62, 3.98, 3.99 and 3.107, by 1 + k in those cases
where ¢ > 2. The results are summarized in Corollary 3.109 below.

Corollary 3.109. Consider the initial boundary value problem (1.1)-(1.2) for smooth,
mean-zero, periodic initial data. Furthermore,

1. Suppose ug (o) has a zero of order k > 1 at every &;, i = 1,2,...,m. Then

o For0 < X < %k, solutions exist globally in time. More particularly,
these vanish as t T t. = +oo for 0 < X < # but converge to a
nontrivial steady state if A\ = %

e For % < A < Ho0, there ezists a finite t. > 0 such that both the
mazimum M (t) and the minimum m(t) diverge to +o0o and respec-
tively to —oo as t 1 t«. Furthermore, limse, uz(y(a, t),t) = —oo if
a ¢ U, {ait U{e;} and limege, ||lusll, = +oo for all p > 1.

2. Suppose ug (a) has a zero of order k > 1 at each a;,j=1,2,..,n. Then
o For —E <« X < 0, there exists a finite t. > 0 such that only the

k

minimum diverges, m(t) — —oo, as t 1 t«, whereas, for % <AL

0 and p > 1, limyre, [|uel|, < +oo.
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o For A < —tE there is a finite t. > 0 such that both M(t) and m(t) di-

verge to 400 and respectively to —oo ast 1 t«. Additionally, limgys, ug (y(, ), )

+oo for a & U, j{ai} U{a;} and limere, [|ual|, = +o0 if A < —1:—; and
p>1.

Remark 3.110. It turns out that, unless the initial data is smooth, the results
established in this paper for periodic boundary conditions extend to a Dirichlet
setting. For smooth initial data, if there are @; € {0,1} when A > 0, or a; € {0,1}
for A < 0, then the results in the periodic setting will extend to Dirichlet boundary
conditions as long as u{ vanishes at those end-points. This last condition prevents
a Lipschitz-type behaviour of ug at the boundary, which could otherwise lead to
finite-time blow-up from smooth initial data under Dirichlet boundary conditions.
Details on this will be presented in an upcoming paper. Also, notice that letting
q — oo in either (2.17) or (2.18) implies that u{, ~ My near @;, or uy ~ mo for
a ~ a;, respectively. Then, letting k — 400 in Corollary 3.109(1) implies that, for
this particular class of locally constant ug, a solution that exists locally in time for
any A € R, will persist for all time.

4. Examples

Examples for Theorems 3.13, 3.62 and 3.99 are now presented. For simplicity, we
consider initial data satisfying Dirichlet boundary conditions®

u(0,z) = u(l,t) =0,
and we note that (2.10) is equivalent to the representation formula (see [20])

1 ug () 1 /1 up(a)da
w0l 0 = <.7(a,t) Ko(t) Jo j(a,t)m) oWy
For several choices of A € R, the time-dependent integrals in (4.1) are evaluated
and pointwise plots are generated using MATHEMATICA. Whenever possible, plots
in the FEulerian variable z, instead of the Lagrangian coordinate «, are provided.
For practical reasons, details of the computations in most examples are omitted.
Also, due to the difficulty in solving for the time variable ¢ through the IVP (2.11)
for n(t), most plots for uz(vy(a,t),t) are against the variable 7 rather than ¢.
Example 1 below applies to stagnation point-form (SPF) solutions to the incom-
pressible 3D Euler equations (A = 1/2). We consider two types of data, one satisfy-
ing (2.17) for q € (0,1), and other having ¢ > 1. Recall from Table 1 that if ¢ > 1,
global existence in time follows, while, for ¢ € (1/2,1), finite-time blow-up occurs.
Below, we see that a spontaneous singularity may also form if ¢ = 1/3.
Example 1. Regularity of SPF solutions to 3D Euler for ¢ = 1/3 and ¢ = 6/5
First, for A =1/2 and a € [0, 1], let

uo(a) = a1l — a%), (4.2)

Then ug(a) = 1 — %a% achieves its maximum My = 1 at @ = 0. Also, ¢ = 1/3,
N = 2, and uh(a) ¢ C*(0,1), i.e. limajouf(a) = —o0; a jump discontinuity of

6The reader may refer to [20] for examples involving periodic, mean-zero data satisfying
(2.17), and/or (2.18), for ¢ = 2 or in the limit as ¢ — +o0.
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infinite magnitude in ugy. Evaluating the integrals in (4.1), we obtain

i 4(n(t) — 6)n(t) — 812 — () (6 + (1)) arctanh (FH0)

4(6 +n(t))n(t)?
and
Cuha)da 2T (92 = n(t)(6 + (1) Tog (53t —3))
o J(a,t)? 8(6 +n(t))*n(t)*
27 (85(6)(54 — (1(¢) — 9)n(1)) + 6n(£)(6 + (1))? arctan (240 ))
8(6 4 n(t))*n(t)*
(4.4)
for 0 < 1 < 2. Furthermore, in the limit as n 1 7. = 2, Ko(t.) = 27/16 whereas
) “hledds  foo. Also, (2.11) and (4.3) yield

9 (277(6 — 51) + 9(n — 2)%arctanh (%))

t(n) = 16772 )

so that t, = lim,ot(n) = 9/4. Using (4.3) and (4.4) on (4.1), we find that
ug (y(a, t), t) undergoes a two-sided, everywhere blow-up as ¢ 1 9/4.

Next, replace ¢ = 1/3 in (4.2) by ¢ = 6/5. Then, uj(a) = 1 — %ag so that ug
is now defined as « | 0. Also, for this data, both integrals now diverge to oo as
n 1 2. Particularly, this causes a balancing effect amongst the terms in (4.1) that
was previously absent when g = 1/3. Ultimately, we find that as t — t. = +oo0,
ug (v(a,t),t) — 0 for every a € [0, 1]. See Figure 2 below.

e |, | o

? @) { ®)

FIGURE 2. Example 1 for A = 1/2 and ¢ € {1/3,6/5}. Fig-
ure A depicts two-sided, everywhere blow-up of u, (vy(a, t),t)

for g =1/3 asn 12 (t 1 9/4), whereas, for ¢ = 6/5, Figure
B represents its vanishing as n 1 2 (t — +00).

In [20] (see Theorem 1.3 in §1), we showed that for a class of smooth, periodic
initial data (¢ = 2), finite-time blow-up occurs for all A > 1. Example 2 below is an
instance of Theorem 3.62(1). For A € {2,5/4}, we consider initial data satisfying
(2.17) for g € {5,5/2}, respectively, and find that solutions persist globally in time.
Also, the example illustrates the two possible global behaviours: convergence of
solutions, as t — +o00, to nontrivial or trivial steady states.
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Example 2. Global existence for A =2, ¢ =5and A =5/4, ¢ = 5/2
First, let A =2 and

uo(a) = a(l — a®). (4.5)

Then uj(a) = 1 — 6a” achieves its greatest value Mo = 1 at @ = 0 and 7. = 1/2.
Since A =2 € [0,5/2) = [0, ¢/2), Theorem 3.62(1) implies global existence in time.
Particularly, uz (y(a, t),t) — 0 as ¢ — +o00. See Figure 3(A). Now, suppose A = 5/4
and replace ¢ = 5 in (4.5) by ¢ = 5/2. Then, uy(a) = 1 — %of’/Z attains My = 1
at @ = 0 and 7. = 4/5. Because A = 5/4 = ¢/2, Theorem 3.62(1) implies that u,
converges to a nontrivial steady-state as t — 400. See Figure 3(B).

5 (A)

FIGURE 3. For example 2, Figure A represents the vanishing
of uy(y(a,t),t) asn 1 1/2 (t - +o0) for A =2 and ¢ = 5,
whereas, Figure B illustrates its convergence to a nontrivial
steady state as n 1 4/5 (t = +o00) if g=5/2 and A =5/4 =
q/2.

Example 3. Two-sided, everywhere blow-up for A = % and g = 6.

Suppose A = 11/2 and uo(a) = & (1 — a®). Then, up(a) = 5(1 — 7a’) attains
its greatest value My = 1/11 at @ = 0. Also, . = 2 and A = 11/2 € (¢/2,q).
According to Theorem 3.62(2), two-sided, everywhere finite-time blow-up occurs.
The estimated blow-up time is t. ~ 22.5. See Figure 4(A).

Example 4. One-sided, discrete blow-up for A = —5/2 and ¢ = 3/2

Let A = —5/2 and ug(a) = a(a% —1). Then ug attains its minimum mo = —1
at a = 0 and 7. = 2/5. Since 1, < A < —1, Theorem 3.99(2) implies one-sided,
discrete finite-time blow-up and t. ~ 0.46. See Figure 4(B). We remark that in [20],
the same value for A with smooth, periodic initial data, and ¢ = 2 led to two-sided,
everywhere blow-up instead.

In these last two examples, we consider smooth data with either mixed local be-
haviour near two distinct locations o, for A = —1/3, or Mo occurring at both
endpoints for \ = 1.
Example 5. One-sided, discrete blow-up for A = —1/3 and ¢ = 1, 2.
For A = —1/3, let
3 ( 1+4v22 )

Y a———7F).

up(a) = a(l — a)(a — 1 36
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24 (A) s B) |

FI1GURE 4. Figure A for example 3 depicts two-sided, ev-
erywhere blow-up of wu,(y(e,t),t) as n T 2 (¢ 1 22.5) for
A = 11/2 and ¢ = 6, while, Figure B for example 4 illus-
trates one-sided, discrete blow-up, m(t) = u,(0,t) — —oo,
asn12/5 (t1te ~0.46) for A = —5/2 and ¢ = 3/2.

Then mg ~ —0.113 occurs at both a; = 1 and o, = %‘iﬁ ~ 0.36. Now, near a,,
uy behaves quadratically (¢ = 2), whereas, for 1 — a > 0 small, it behaves linearly
(g = 1). The quadratic behaviour is due to ug having zero of order one at a, ~ 0.36,
thus, Corollary 3.109 implies a discrete, one-sided blow-up. Similarly in the case of
linear behaviour according to Theorem 3.13. After evaluating the integrals, we find
that m(t) - —oo as t 1 t« ~ 17.93. Due to the Dirichlet boundary conditions, we
have that v(0,¢) = 0 and v(1,¢) = 1 for a s long a s u is defined. Then, one blow-up
location is given by the boundary z; = 1, while the interior blow-up location, z.,,
is obtained by integrating (2.7). This yields the characteristics:

et = [ j(ji)i </ J(Zi)i>_ |

Setting o = a2 and letting n 1 7. = ﬁ, we find that z, ~ 0.885. See Figure 5(A).
Example 6. Two-sided, everywhere blow-up of SPF solutions to 2D Euler (A = 1) for
qg=1.

For A = 1, let up(a) = a(a—1)(a—1/2). Then, My = 1/2 occurs at both endpoints
@; = {0,1}. Also n, = 2 and since

ug(a) = Mo — 3a+ 30 = Mo — 3| — 1| 4+ 3(a — 1),

the local behaviour of ug near both endpoints is linear (¢ = 1). The integrals in
(4.1) evaluate to

— _ 2arctanh(y(¢)) Yup(a)da  dKo(t)

Folt) = Ve @+n)  Jo Jet)*  dy

for 0 < m < 2and y(t) = 7W. Using the above on (4.1), we find that

M(t) = uz(0,t) = uz(1,t) — 400 as 7 1 2, while ug(x,t) — —oo for all z € (0, 1).
The blow-up time is estimated from (2.11) and Ko(¢) above as t. ~ 2.8. See Figure
5(B).
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0.4/ s (B)
o5
e o\ /
rrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr . 10 ol \ t=0 /
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0.2] t=0
=176 o
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FIGURE 5. Figure A for example 5 with A = —1/3 and ¢ =
1,2, depicts one-sided, discrete blow-up, m(t) =— —oo, as
t 1 17.93. The blow-up locations are z; = 1 and x4 ~ 0.885.
Then, Figure B for example 6 with A = 1 and ¢ = 1, repre-
sents two-sided, everywhere blow-up of u,(z,t), as t 1 2.8.
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