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Global weak solutionsfor SQG in bounded domains

Peter Constantin and Huy Quang Nguyen

ABSTRACT. We prove existence of global wedk solutions of the inviscid SQG equation in bounded do-
mains.

1. Introduction

The surface quasigeostrophic equation (SQG) of geopHysgrficance 8] has many similarities with the
incompressible Euler equatidf][ One difference however has to do with the behavior of theesponding
nonlinearities in rough function spaces: SQG has weak woityi in L2, while the Euler equation does
not. The weak continuity is due to a remarkable commutatarciire, and this property was used to
prove existence of global weak solutions for SQG in the wheglace in the thesis of S. ResnicZ].
The weak continuity was revisited in the periodic caseé3J (ised in the proof of absence of anomalous
dissipation in[f] and generalized for equations with more singular cortstéuaws in ]. In this paper
we are concerned with the issue of weak solutions in boundethihs. The dissipative critical SQG has
global weak solution€4] and global interior regularityd]. In this paper we prove that the inviscid equation
has globalL? weak solutions in bounded domains. The commutator streésumodified by the absence of
translation invariance. The commutator estimates fidjrafe used to handle the nonlinearity; additional
commutator estimates, based on those5jnafe used to handle the ill effects of absence of translation
invariance. The proof uses Galerkin approximations basethe eigenfunctions of the Laplacian with
homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions. The resultalaa be obtained using a vanishing viscosity
approximation.

LetQ c RY d > 2, be an open bounded set with smooth boundary. The inviscfdcguquasigeostrophic
equation inf is the equation

0 +u-Vo =0, (1.1)
wheref = 0(x,t), u = u(z,t) with (z,t) € 2 x [0, 00) and with the velocity given by
u=R50 = V*+(-A)"20. (1.2)

Fractional powers of the LaplacianA are based on eigenfunction expansions of the Laplaci&hvrith
homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions. Our main tesul

THEOREM 1.1. Letf, € L*(Q). There exists a weak solution @), 6 € L°°(]0, oo); L2(£2)) with initial
datafy. That is, for anyl’ > 0 and¢ € C3°((0,T') x ), 6 satisfies

/ / x,t)0pp(x,t) dmdt+/ / x,t)u(x,t) - Vo(x, t)dedt = 0. (1.3)
Moreover,) = A6 € C([0, 00); Hy () for any0 < e < 1 and the initial data is attained
0(-,0) =6p(-) In H5(Q). (1.4)

The Hamiltonian

/th A7Y(z, t)dr = = /90 A 100(z)dx (1.5)

Key words and phrasesSQG, global weak solutions, bounded domains.
MSC Classification: 35Q35, 35Q86.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1612.02489v1

is constant in time and, moreovérpbeys the energy inequality
1 1
5”9('7t)”2LQ(Q) < §|’90”2L2(Q) a.et>0. (1.6)

REMARK 1.2. The weak formulatior_(1.3) means that the SQG equasizatisfied in the sense of dis-
tributions. In fact, because of the boundednesskef in L2(12), the productfu is a function,fu <
L>=([0,T]; L*(Q)). The HamiltonianH is well-defined for allmost alt > 0 becauseA =10 € H{(Q).
The linear map\ : H} °(Q) — H~*(Q) is continuous, and s € C([0, 00); H~*(Q)).

2. Preliminaries

Let Q be an open bounded set B&f, d > 2, with smooth boundary. The LaplacianA is defined on
D(=A) = H*(Q) N Hy(2). Let{w;}52, be an orthonormal basis éf*(2) comprised of..*—normalized
eigenfunctionsy; of —A, i.e.

—Aw; = \jwj, / wjz»daz =1,
Q

With0<)\1<)\2§...§)\j—>oo.
The fractional Laplacian is defined using eigenfunctionaggions,

Nf=(-A)3f:= fofjwj with f =" fjw;, fj= /wajdx
j=1 j=1
fors € [0,2] andf € D(A®) := {f € L*(Q) : (Affj) € (*(N)}. The norm off in D(A®) is defined by

Iflls = (S ASF2)7.

j=1
It is also well-known tha(A) and H () are isometric. In the language of interpolation theory,
D(A®) = [L*(2),D(-A)]s Vo€ [0,2].
As mentioned above,
Hy(Q) = D(A) = [L*(Q), D(-A)]

I

o=

hence
D(A%) = [L*(Q), H} (V)]a Yo €[0,1].
Consequently, we can identifp (A“) with usual Sobolev spaces (see Chaptetd])[
Hg(Q) if o € [0,1]\ {3},
{HO%O(Q) = {ue H3(Q) :u/\/d@) € L2Q)}  ifa=1
Here and belowd(x) is the distance to the boundary of the domain:
d(z) = d(x,00). (2.2)

The following estimate for the commutator afwith multiplication by a function was proved id] using
the method of harmonic extension:

THEOREM 2.1 (Theorem 2,[4]). Letxy € B(Q) with B(Q)) = W2><(Q) n W= (Q) if d > 3, and
B(Q)) = W2P(Q) withp > 2 if d = 2. There exists a constant(d, p, ) such that

1A X9l s p < C(dsp, DBy 19111, p-

D(A*) = (2.1)

We also need a pointwise estimate for the commutator of #Hwtidmal Laplacian with differentiation.
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THEOREM2.2. For anyp € [1,00] ands € (0, 2) there exists a positive constafi{d, s, p, ) such that

1A%, V]i()| < C(ds,p, Q)d(x) 75| ooy
holds for allz € .
The proof follows closely the proof for the = co case which was done i (see Lemma 6 there) using
the heat kernel representation of the fractional Laplatigether with a cancelation of the heat kernel of
R<. We apply this theorem to the stream functior= A~ which is in 7} (©2) and thus not necessarily in
L*> (). The proof of Theore 22 is provided in the Appendix.
3. Proof of Theorem 11

Let Q@ ¢ R? be an open bounded set with smooth boundary. Denot®,pthe projection inL? onto the
linear span’.2, of eigenfunctions{wy, ..., w,, }, i.€.

me = ijll]j for f = ijll]j.

j=1 j=1
Lety € C5°(2) and letp; = fQ x)dx be the eigenfunction expansion coefficientgof et us note
that
|61 < OnATY (3.1)
holds withCy depending only o andN > 0, for j > 1,
Cn = 1A%l 12(0)- (3.2)

This follows from repeated integration by parts usingw; = A;w; and Schwartz inequalities. By elliptic
regularity estimates, we obtain for dlle N that

[will e (o) < CkV

We know from the easy part of Weyl's asymptotic law that> C' ﬁ. Therefore, with sufficiently largév
satisfying2 (N — E) > 1 we deduce that

LN
(L= Pr)dll gy < Z D5lllwsll ey < Ck,n Z A =0
Jj=m+1 j=m+1
asm — oo. We proved therefore:
LEMMA 3.1. Letp € C§°(R2). For all k € N we have
Jim (T =Py, 6| () = 0. (3.3)

Next, we adapt the well-known commutator representatioth@fonlinearity in SQG [[2], see alsolJ],
[2]) to take into account the lack of translation invariance\of

LEMMA 3.2. Lety € HE(Q), u = V1 andd = Ay Letg € C5°(9) be a test function. Then

/ Ou - Vodr = = / A, V] - Vopdar — = / VL - [N, Vode (3.4)

holds.



PrRooOF First, we note that
/ Ou - Vodr = / APV - Vodr = — / YVEAY - Vdz,
Q Q Q

where we integrated by parts and used the fact Yhat V¢ = 0. The first and middle terms are well
defined becauséu € L'(€) because botthy and V-4 are in L2(2). The last term is defined because
V¢ - V+Ay € H71(Q) andy € HE(Q). CommutingV+ with A and then withV ¢ leads to

/eu-wd:c:—/¢[VL,A]¢-v¢dx—/q,z)Aviw-wdm
Q Q Q
= [ oV A Vods - [ VE0- AT
Q Q
= — / V4, Al - Vouoda — / V- (A, Volihdr — / VL - VoApdz
Q Q Q
:—/[VL,A]w'Vqﬁwdx—/VLw-[A,Vqﬁ]zpdw—/Qu-ngdw.
Q Q Q

Noticing that the last term on the right-hand side is exatttly negative of the left-hand side, we proved

@E.4). O

Let us fixfy € L?(2) and a positive timd'.
Step 1. (Galerkin approximation) Theith Galerkin approximation of(1l.1) is the following ODE sgist in
the finite dimensional spad®,, L%(Q) = L2,

{9’m 4Pt - Vo) =0 t>0,

3.5
0, = Pbo t=0 (3:5)

with 0,,,(z, ) = 377", Oj(m)( Jw;(x) andu,, = Rp=6,, automatically satisfyingliv u,, = 0. Note that in

generaki,,, ¢ L2, . The existence of solutions ¢f(3.5) at fixedfollows from the fact that this is an ODE:

(m) m
9 9(m —

Jkl J
j,k=1

with )
(m) ) .
Vikl = )\j 2 /Q (V W Vwk> wydzx.

SinceP,, are self-adjoint in? , u,, are divergence-free and; vanish at the bounda§s?, an integration
by parts gives

/ O P (U, - VO )dx = / Oty - VO,,dv =0 Ym e N.
0 0
It follows that1 416, (-, ¢)[|2, = 0 and thus for alk € [0, 7]
1 1 1
5\\9m('at)”2L2(Q) = §HPm90('7O)H%2(Q) < §|’90H%2(Q)- (3.6)

This can be seen directly on the ODE becauj%? is antisymmetric irk, [. Therefore, the smooth solution

0., of (B.8) exists globally and obeys the? bound [3.6). Letp € C5°((0,T) x ) be a test function.
Integrating by parts we obtain

T T
/0 /Qﬂm(w,t)(?t(b(w,t)dmdt—k/o /Qﬂm(x,t)um(ac,t) - VP, ¢(z, t)dzdt = 0. (3.7)

Let us denote
Y =AT10,, € L2, (3.8)
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We also have
/ VP (U - VO )dz = / Y div(VE, 0, ) dx = — / Vb - VEhmbmdz = 0,
Q Q Q

and therefore
/ o (2, )0 (2, 1)t = / o (2, 0)0pn (2, 0)dz ¥t > 0, m € N, (3.9)
Q Q

Step 2. (Weak and strong convergences). In view[of3.6) the seaquépds uniformly inm bounded in
L>(]0,T); L?(2)) and consequently the same is truedgr = R0,,,. The sequence,,, = A~16,, is uni-
formly bounded inL>° ([0, T7; H}(£2)). In addition, the sequene®),,, is bounded in.>([0, T]; H"(12))

for r > 34 Indeed, from the equatiof (3.5) we have that

atwm - _A_l]P)m(v : (umem)) = ]P)m(RD)* : (umem) (310)

because\ ! andP,, commute, and thé&?(2) formal adjoint of Rp is R, = —A~'V. Testing with a test
function ¢ we have

/ Db = / (o) - R (Prd)da
Q Q

and by takingg € H(}(€2) we made sure thaP,,¢ is uniformly in m bounded inX,(2) = {p €
C’a(ﬁ), plao = 0}. Indeed, the expansion coefficients decay as in[(3]11)[(3.2), and choosing =
r > ktd ' > 4 ensures the uniform bound Bf,¢ in H*(Q) N HE () € Xa(©2). Now it is known that
Rp maps continuoush . (Q2) to L*°(Q2) (and better,1])). Therefore, from the uniform bound ag,6,, in
L>=([0,T], L*(2)) it follows that

‘ /Q O pdx

In view of the compact embedding} () c H)(Q2) we may use the Aubin-Lions lemm@d] with
spaced.%([0, T); H (2)) and L2([0, T); H~"(£2)) to extract a subsequencewf, which converges weakly
in L2([0,T); H} () to a functiony» and such that the convergence is strong’ifi0, T); Hy = ()) for

€ (0,1]. By lower semicontinuity we have also thate L>°([0,7]; H}(2)). The functiond = A is
then the weak limitinL2 ([0, T]; L*(Q2)) of the sequencé,, and the strong limit irC'([0, T]; H<(f2)). The
function§ belongs taL>°([0, T]; L*(9)).

Step 3. (Passage to limit) Let the test functigne C5°((0,7) x ) be fixed. We first applyL(313) (uniformly
in ) and Sobolev embedding to deduce

Jim V(I =P )| Los (j0,11x0) = 0,

< Cll0olZ2 () 18Il 1 0,77 5 52))- (3.11)

and hence the difference

T T
/ / O (x, ) Rp0,, (2, 1) - VP (, t)dadt — / / O (x, ) RpT0,, (2, t) - Vo (x, t)dxdt (3.12)
0 Q 0 Q

converges t® asm — oo. Next, using LemmBa3]2 we write
T T
I = / / O, Yt (1) - Vbl ) dardlt — / / Oz, t)u(a, 1) - Vo, t)dadt
/ / A, V(Y — 1) - Vorpdadt + = / / (A, VY - Vo (hm — ) dadt

! / / V(W — ) - [A, Velipdadt — - / / V4 - [A, V] — )dodt

[\7}—‘



According to Theorerh 212,
14, V4, 1) = (@, )| < Crd(a) m(8) = $(Oll12(0) < Collém(®) = Ol 2

on the support oV ¢ which stays away from the boundary. By virtue of the strongveogence of),, in
L%([0,T7]; L?(£2)) we deduce that

11| < Clivom — ¥l 2011220 1 VBl Loe (0,79 200 ) 19| 22 0,7 12(02)) — O

asm — oo. The same argument leads i, — 0. Next, because of of Theorem .\, Vo] €
L2([0,T); D(A%)) C L2([0,T); HL(€)) which combined with the fact thal X (¢,, — ¢) — 0 weakly
in L2([0, T]; L*(©2)), implies thatZ?, — 0. Regardingl,}, we apply Theoreri 211 to have

1I,| < ClIVYmll L2 o,m:22) IV @l Lo ((0,11: B)) |¥0m — 1/1”L2(0T,2, D)

In view of (Z1),4,, — 1 in L2([0,T]; 5, D). Consequently/,;, — 0 and thus,,, — 0. Sendingm to co
in (3.7) and taking[(3.12) into account, we obtdin {1.3). dawer, because of the strong continuitygah
H~¢ the initial data is attained

= i . = 1 . = . i —€
90('70) = n"%gnoo Hm( ,0) mlgnoo ]P’me()( ,0) 90( ,O) in H™ =,

where the third equality actually holds it¥. The conservation in time of the Hamiltonian follows from
the constancy in time off,,, fQ VA dr = HzpmHz (3:9). From strong convergence ©f, to v

in C([O,T];D(AE)) C C([O,T];H0 (Q2)) it follows that H(t) = ||| p IS constant in time. Finally, the
energy inequality((116) follows froni (3.6) and lower senmitiouity. ’
Appendix: Proof of Theorem[2.2

In view of the identity
Az = cs/ T (1 — e )t

0

with 0 < s < 2and
1= cs/ tTiT2 (1 —eh)dt

0

we have the representation of the fractional Laplacian g&t kernel:
A(x) = Cs/ 71— e (2)dt, 0<s <2 (3.13)
0
Let H(x,y,t) denote the heat kernel 6, i.e.
tA¢ /H:L"y, y)dy Yz € Q.

We have from[@] the following bounds orff and its gradient:

x r— 2
== < H(w 1) < Ctte R (3.14)
V. H(z,y, 1) < Ct3—4e R0 (3.15)

for all (z,y) € Q@ x Q andt > 0. In view of the expansion

H(z,y,t Ze Thwj (x)w; (y)

6



itis easily seen thatVv, H (z,y, t)| also obeys the bounf(3]15).
Using [3.138) and integration by parts we arrive at

A%, V]i(z) = e /O T /Q (Vo + V) H(z, y, )b(y)dydt. (3.16)

Letp € (1,00] and; = 1 — ;. We have

4, V(o) < el [t [ LI+ vty ar (3.17)

The problem reduces thus to estimating fi¥enorm of (V, + V) H (x,-,t). We distinguish two regions

of y: |z —y| > d(x and|x — y| <4 ) . We use the elementary estlmate
oo
/ t—l—%e—%dt < Crmp™, m,p, K >0. (3.18)
0
If |z — y| > “42) the gradient bound(3.15) implies
_d _d@?  Ja—yl?

(Ve +Vy)H(z,y,t)| < Ct™ 3 % m0Kie 2t Vi > 0,
hence, in view of[(3.18),

(o) q
/ 13 / (Vo4 V) Hz,y,0)|"dy]| di
0 jo—y|> 45

|2
/ e_q‘QK?i‘ dy
jw—y|> 42

1
1_d d(x)? e

o0 S
< Cl/ t—1=2-57 3¢~ 200t dt
0

< Cd(z) "

On the other hand, ifr — y| < d(x we have from Appendix 1 o]

x2
V. + V) H(z,y,t)| < Ct-3 561, t<d(z)?. (3.19)
Yy

Note that inR?, (V. + V,) H vanishes identically[{3.19) thus reflects the fact thatsi@tion invariance is
remembered in the solution of the heat equation with Digthbundary data for short time, away from the
boundary. The bound(3.118) then yields

1
q

d@?
/ 13 / (Vo + V) Hz,y,0)"dy| di
0 |z —y|< L)

d(x)?

d(x)? g P
_1—s_1_d 4
< C’l/ t7 2727 2d(w)ae C2t dt
0

To obtain the bound fo[ s V]w(x), it remains to estimate

1
1:/ 13 / (Vo + V) H(z,y, )| dy]| dt.
d(x)? jz—y| < 42)

=710
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Using the gradient boun@ (3115) we have

o 1_s_1_4d _ eyl
1<y 222 e TRt dy| dt
d(x)? |z—y|< L)

o0 s 1 d,d
< 02/ 1335 g gy
d(z)?

< Cd(z) "
Putting the above considerations together we arrive atairdwpise estimate
_e_1_d
[A®, V]ip()| < Cd(x) ™" 77|91
for all p € (1, 00]. The cas@ = 1 can be proved along the same lines.

Q=
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