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Abstract

We construct solutions in R? with finite energy of the surface quasi-geostrophic equations
(SQQ) that initially are in C* (k > 2) but that are not in C* for t > 0. We prove a similar
result also for H® in the range s € (%,2). Moreover, we prove strong ill-posedness in the
critical space H2.
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1 Introduction

We say a function 0(z,t) : R? x Ry — R is a solution to the SQG equation with initial conditions
0(x,0) = Oy(x) if the equation

00 00 00

— — — =0 1

ot om0 M)
is fulfilled for every z € R? and the derivatives exists for every & € R2  The velocity field
v = (v1,v2) is defined by

9]
v = ——A‘19 = —Rge
81'2
Vg = iA719 = R19
axl
where R; are the Riesz transforms in 2 dimensions, with the integral expression
_I'3/2) (z; —y;)0(y)
7?,]9 = 7r3/2 PV. - Wdyldyg

for j = 1,2. We denote A“f = (—A)2 f by the Fourier transform A/a\f(«f) = |£|af(£).

This model arises in a geophysical fluid dynamics context (see [I8] and [27]) and its mathe-
matical analysis was initially treated by Constantin, Majda and Tabak in [I0] motivated by the
number of traits it shares with 3-D incompressible Euler system, where they already established
local existence in H*® (see also [I1] for bounded domains) and in the case of C** (k > 1 and
1 > a > 0) see [30] by Wu. In the critical Sobolev space H? Chae and Wu [§] proved local
existence for a logarithmic inviscid regularization of SQG (see also [20]). Finite time formation
of singularities for smooth initial data with finite energy remains an open problem for both SQG
and 3-D incompressible Euler equations.

Due to incompressibility and the transport structure of SQG the LP (1 < p < co0) norms of
the scalar 6 and the L? norm of the velocity field v = (v, v2) (kinetic energy) are conserved
quantities of the system (] for sufficiently regular solutions. Global existence of weak solutions in
L? was proven by Resnick in [28] (see also [I2] in the case of bounded domains) and extended by
Marchand in [25] to the class of initial data in L? with p > 3. However non-uniqueness of weak
solutions was obtained by Buckmaster, Shkoller and Vicol in [4] for solutions in A='¢ € C¢C?
With%<6<%anda<%.

One of the main objectives of this paper is to construct solutions in R? of SQG that initially
are in C*¥ N L% (k > 2) but are not in C* for t > 0. Note that if we consider a velocity field
v(0) = VEA~U+9(9) with € > 0, then we have local existence in C* for (). We also prove
strong ill-posedness in H? for critical and supercritical spaces in the range s € (%, 2]. Moreover
we construct solutions that are initially in H® for s € (2,2) but are not in H*® for ¢ > 0, and
that are unique in a certain sense that we will specify later. For the SQG equation, there were
no strong ill-posedness results in H* and C* prior to the ones obtained in this paper. There are
ill-posedness results for active scalars with more singular velocities obtained by Kukavica, Vicol
and Wang in [21] and, in the case of SQG, in [I5] Elgindi and Masmoudi a mild ill-posedness
result is obtained for perturbations of a stationary solution. This, however, does not imply mild
or strong ill-posedness for SQG. For more details about this as well as the specific definitions of
mild and strong ill-posedness, see subsection [[L4] below. A few days after our result appeared on
the arXiv, Jeong and Kim [I9] posted an article on the arXiv with a similar result to the one we
have for the critical space H?2.

There are some remarkable results regarding norm growth in the periodic setting for SQG.
Kiselev and Nazarov [22] showed that there exists initial conditions with arbitrarily small norm
in H® (s > 11) that become large after a long period of time. Recently, He and Kiselev proved in
[17] an exponential in time growth for the C? norm

supi<7|V?0|p~ > expyT  for v(6) > 0.



On the other hand numerical simulations suggested the existence of solutions with very fast
growth of |V0)| starting with a smooth profile by a collapsing hyperbolic saddle scenario (see [10],
[26] and [9]). Such a scenario cannot developed a singularity as shown analytically in [I3] and [14],
where a double exponential bound on |V is obtained. A different blow-up scenario was proposed
in [29] where the fast growth of |V6)| is associated to a cascade of filament instabilities.

1.1 The main theorems
In this paper we prove the following results:

Theorem 1.1. (Strong ill-posedness in C*) For any co > 0, M > 0,2 < k € N and t, > 0,
we can find a function O(z) € H* 3 N C* with ||0o(z)||cx < co such that the unique solution
O(x,t) € H* i to the SQG equation (@) with initial conditions 0o(z) satisfies ||0(z, t.)||cx > Mco.

Theorem 1.2. (Non existence in C*) Given co > 0, t. > 0 and 2 < k € N, there are initial
conditions 0 € H*/3 0 CF for the SQG equation () such that ||0o||cx < co and the unique
solution O(x,t) € H*/3 exists and satisfies that ||0(z,t)||cx = oo for all t € (0,t.].

In fact, for the initial conditions given by theorem [ 2 there cannot be a solution f(z,t) € L L2
to (@) with those initial conditions and ||0(x,t)||cr < M(t), M(t) : Ry — Ry, even if we allow
for ||M(t)||n~ = oco. For more details see remark [2 after theorem 212]

Theorem 1.3. (Strong ill-posedness in H*) For any co > 0, M > 0, s € (3,2] and t, > 0, we
can find a H? function 0y(x) with ||0o(x)||gs < co such that the only solution 0(z,t) € HP, with
B(s) > 2 to the SQG equation [d) with initial conditions 0y(x) satisfies ||0(x,t.)||ms > Meo.

Remark 1. The purpose of this paper is not to obtain the optimal range of Sobolev spaces in
which strong ill-posedness is achieved. There are refinements to the methods used in theorem [L.3
that would allow us to decrease the lower bound in the interval of ill-posedness.

Theorem 1.4. (Non existence in H* in the supercritical case) For any t., co >0 and s € (3,2)
we can find initial conditions Og(x), with ||0o(x)||gs < co such that there exists a solution 0(x,t)
to ) with 0(x,0) = Oo(x) satisfying ||0(x,t)||gs = oo for all t € (0,t.]. Furthermore, it is the
only solution with initial conditions O(x) such that 6(x,t) € LCe N LPLE (0 < o < 1) with
the property that ||0(z,t)||ge> < M(t) (1 < az < 2) for some function M(t).

Theorem 1.5. (Non uniform existence in H?) For any co > 0 there exist initial conditions 6(z,0)
with |10(x,0)|| g2 < co such that any solution 0(x,t) to [dl) satisfies

ess-supyepo o||0(x, t)[| g2 = o0

for any € > 0.

The proof of theorems [[.4] and can be adapted to work in the critical spaces Witsr ,
p € (1,00], but we will not go into detail since that is not the goal of the paper. For more

information regarding the necessary changes to adapt the proof for these cases, see remark [ after
theorem (.41

1.2 The strategy of the proof

Ill posedness in critical spaces for the incompressible Euler equations was already considered in
papers by Bourgain and Li (see [2] and [I]) obtaining strong ill-posedness for the velocity in the
2D and 3D Euler equations in C*, k > 1 and for the vorticity in the space H%? (with d the
dimension). In fact, they obtained stronger results, in [I] they obtain a velocity u satisfying that,
for0 <ty <1

eSS-SUPg <<, |[U(t; )| or = 00,
(0, )l[er < <o

and in [2] the vorticity w satisfies

€S5-SUPg <t <4, l[w(t, )|



(0] ;¢ < co-

Later, analogous results were obtained by Elgindi and Masmoudi in [I5] and Elgindi and Jeong in
[16] with a different approach. Recently, Kwon proved in [23] that there is still strong ill-posedness
in H! for a regularized version of the 2D incompressible Euler equations.

Our strategy in this paper for proving strong ill-posedness for SQG differs from the previous
works mentioned above since there is no global existence result for SQG in H®. More precisely
for theorems [[LT], T2 T3 and [[L4] we construct solutions by perturbing radial stationary solutions
6 = 6(r) and, in order to obtain precise bounds of the errors, we consider an explicit in time
pseudo-solution of SQG. We say that a function @ is a pseudo-solution to the SQG equation if it
fulfils the evolution equation with an appropiate small source term (for a more precise definition
see section 2.2 below). Namely to prove strong ill-posedness in C* we will use the following family
of pseudo-solutions in the time interval ¢ € [0, T

9_)\“]7]\[(7’,0&,15) =Af1(r)
sin(Nja — ANj2=d) _ 2\Cot — 1)
Nkijrl ’

F AN (r -1+ 1)

j=1

where (r, @) are the polar coordinates, f; are smooth compactly supported radial functions, v, (f1)
is the angular velocity generated by the function fi, the parameters fulfil A, J, N € (R, IN, IN) and
Cy is a constant that arises from the velocity operator. This ) ; x fulfills the evolution equation

05N n 0x.5.n va(Mf1)
ot Oa r

where H is the Hilbert transform with respect to the « variable. The ill-posedness arises from the
unboundedness of the operator H in the C* N L? spaces. Note however that the appearance of
an unbounded operator in our evolution equation does not imply directly ill-posedness, since for
example in the Burger-Hilbert’s equation

of of -
aJrf%ﬁLH(f)*O,

although the L> norm has a fast growth (see [5]) as long as the solution is C'!+%, Bressan and
Nguyen [3] proved the surprising result of global existence in L? N L.

+ /\COH(éA”]ﬁN) =0

We denote 0y j n(r, a,t) to be the unique H**3 solution of () satisfying initially
Ox.sn (@, 0) = 0y s n (7, ,0).
We will prove that that for sufficiently large N we have
10,8 (1, @, t) — By g n (ry e, )| g < CEN~(EFalk)

with a(k) > 0 and the constant C' depends on the parameters (X, J, k,T). With this bound and
the properties of the pseudo-solution we obtain

||9)\1J7N(T, O[,t)”ck Z CO\2ZTL(J>t

where C is a universal constant.
Once we have solutions with arbitrary large growth in norm we prove non existence of solutions
in C* by considering the following initial conditions

0(,0) = Y Tr, (Or,.1,.n,(x,0))

nelN

with Tr(f(21,22)) = f(z1+ R, z2). By choosing appropriately the parameters (Ap)nen, (Kn)nen,
(Np)nen and (Ry)nen we can show that the unique solution 0(z,t) € H*s with this initial data
will leave C* instantly. In particular the solution 6(z,t) is not in C* for any time ¢ € (0, 7.



In the case of strong ill-posedness in Sobolev spaces, theorem [[3] we will use a similar strategy
in the range below the critical exponent s = 2, although the proofs are more involved since we do
not have any existence result for the supercritical Sobolev spaces. However, in the critical case
(theorem [[H)) it is not clear that a suitable pseudo-solution could be constructed by perturbing a
radial solution. In order to overcome this obstacle we need a different strategy. In this case our
initial data is similar to the one consider in [2] with the following expression

J
I sin(2a) 1
95]17:60 ;C J , §>b>0,

where the radial function 0 < f € C* has supp(f) € [3,3], ¢ > 0 and J € IN. The main
difficulty when considering this type of initial conditions is that the usual energy estimates only
give existence for a short time interval which does not provide enough growth in H?. To obtain
improved time intervals of existence we decompose our solution as a sum of pseudo-solutions with
initial conditions o
FOIr)b sin(2a)

J
for j = 1,...,J. To finish the proof we perturb this solution with a small H? function localized
around the origin that will experience very large norm growth.

The paper is organized as follows. First in section 2 we prove strong ill-posedness and non
existence for the space C*. In section 3 we show strong ill-posedness and non existence for Sobolev
spaces in the supercritical case. Finally in section 4 we prove strong ill-posedness for the critical
H? space.

c

1.3 Notation

In this paper we will consider functions f(z) : R? — R in C* with k a positive integer and H*
with s a positive real number. These spaces allow many different equivalent norms, but we will
specifically use

WIM—ZZ%M&MMw

1=0 j=0

and for H®, when s is a positive integer we will use

@l = 3D Iz,

1=0 j=0

where the derivative is understood in the weak sense.
For s non integer, the standard way of defining the norm is by

£ @) llare = IF [+ 1D EF Sl

where F is the Fourier transform. We will not require to use this definition to compute the norm
in these spaces through this paper. For s a positive integer, we will sometimes write

f @) Lallme,

where 14 is the characteristic function in the set A. This is slightly an abuse of notation since the
function f(x)14 may not be in H®, but we will use this as a more compact notation to write

szﬁﬁﬁwm

=0 j=0

Analogously, we will use



| )
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=0 j=0

We will work both in normal cartesian coordinates and in polar coordinates, using the change of
variables 1 = rcos(a), z2 = rsin(a). We will sometimes define a function in the space (z1, z2)
f(z) and then refer to f(r,a) (or vice versa), and this is an abuse of notation since we should
actually write, if F'(r, «) is the change of variables that takes us from (r, ) to (x1,z2), f(F(r,a)).
Furthermore, given a function in polar coordinates, we define

f(ry )z = |1 (F(r, )] me,

(s e)llen = |1f(F(r, @)l

For two sets A1, Aa, we will use d(A1, As) to refer to the distance between the sets.

1.4 Ill-posedness

Since we will be dealing with ill-posedness through this paper, it is important that we clarify
exactly what we mean by mild and strong ill-posedness, specially since one can give similar (but
not necessarily equivalent) definitions of these concepts. Through this paper we will use the same
definition as in [I5], that is

Definition 1. Given spaces X, Y with Y continuously embedded in X and an evolution equation

of (z,t)
ot

f(x,0) = fo(x)

we say that the evolution equation is mildly ill-posed if we can find fo(x) € X such that there
exists a unique solution fc(x,t) in L°°([0,€];Y) to our evolution equation with initial conditions
fe(x) such that ||fe(x)||x < € but there exists a time t € (0,¢€] such that ||fe(z)||x > ¢ with ¢ >0
some constant independent of €. Furthermore, if we can take ¢ = %, then we say that the problem
is strongly ill-posed.

= G(f(x,1))

What these notions tell us about the evolution equation is that it is not well behaved in the
space X. More precisely, mild ill-posedness tells us that the solution map is not continuous with
respect to the initial conditions, and strong ill-posedness shows both that and arbitrarily fast norm
growth, which could potentially lead to an instantaneous blow up, and therefore, to non-existence
of solutions.

Although strong and mild ill-posedness are related, and in fact in some situations they are
equivalent (for example, if your evolution equation has appropriate scaling properties), one does
not imply the other. In fact, if we consider a radial function f(r) = r**7g(r) with g(r) a C*
function such that g(r) =1 if r € [0,1], g(r) = 0 if » > 2, we have that the evolution equation for
perturbations of f(r) for SQG, which is

a9;067"15
ot

is mildly ill-posed in C*? but not strongly ill-posed in C*7. The mild ill-posedness is easy to
obtain by noting that, if v(0pers(2,0))(z = 0) = (a,b) # (0,0), then, by using that Ope.¢(v,t) =
w(x,t) — f(r), with w(z,t) the solution to SQG with initial conditions Oper+(x,0) + f(r), we get
that

+ “(epert) “VOpert + u(f(r)) - VOpert + u(epert) -V f(r) =

050, ert(w " 0pert(a,
717amz( L (z=0)— 7‘7635? Y (x =h) k

i (Lim v = ) =TI6+.




and thus

k
tl_i>%1+ ||9;Dert($a Ollerr > g(@ +7)

and since this can be obtained independently of the norm of Oper(2,0), we obtain mild ill-
posedness. But since we know that solutions of SQG in C*7 fulfil

ll6llcx~

SO < Ol

then

OOpertllcrn O (1) + Opertllors  OLf(0)llors
ot - ot ot

< CIF () + Operel |G < CULF () Znn + [10pere[E.)

which implies that strong ill-posedness is not possible.

2 Strong ill-posedness and non existence in C*

To prove ill-posedness in C* we construct fast growth solutions by perturbing in a suitable way
a stationary smooth radial solution. In contrast, there are previous results ([6] and [7]) where
the perturbation of a radial function led to global C* rotating solutions and enhanced lifespan of
solutions respectively.

In this section we will show that, for a specific kind of perturbation we can predict the behaviour
of the solution with a very small error. The perturbation will be composed of functions of the
form

F(NY2(r — 1) + 1)sin(Nne)

with f a given smooth function and N,n integers. Below we will obtain the properties that will
alow us to work with this kind of functions.

2.1 Estimates on the velocity field.

In this section we will use the following expression of the velocity field

T — )t
W(00)) =~ py. /}R %

dy 1 dy2

with v = (v1,v2) and for a vector (a,b) we define (a,b)* := (—b, a).
We will omit the constant on the outside of the integral from now on, since all the results we

will obtain would remain the same if we were to change Fgff ) for an arbitrary (non-zero) constant.

Lemma 2.1. Given natural numbers n, N and a L function gn(r) : [0,00) = R with support

in (1— N;1/2,1+ N;l/z) we have that, for 0(r,a) = gn(r)sin(Nna), there exists a constant C

(depending on n) such that, for N big enough and r € [1 — N=z,1+ N’%]

r?a’gn(r + h)sin(Nna')
lo-(0(.,.))(r,a) — cos(Nn«) /RX[_TMT] 12+ 12 (o232 do' dh|
< Cllgnllz= N1
Analogously, for 6(r,a) = gn(r)cos(Nna) we have that
) r2a’gn(r + h)sin(Nna') |
[0, (8(.,.)) (r; @) + sin(Nna) /RX[_F,W] e

< Cllgn(r)||pe N~



Before we get into the proof, a couple of comments need to be made. First, v,, refers to the
radial component of the velocity at a given point, that is to say, if we call & to the unitary vector
in the direction of x then

oy [ et
v (0(.))(x) = PV. - PE—E dy1dys.

However, the expression obtained in lemma[Z Jlrequires us to work in polar coordinates. Therefore,
considering a generic function f(r)sin(ka) and making the usual changes of variables (x1,x2) =
r(cos(a), sin(a)), (y1,y2) = r'(cos(a’), sin(a’)) we obtain

ve(0( ., .))(r )

B )2 (cos(a)sin(a’) — sin(a)cos()) f(r')sin(ka’) o
= by /]RX[—ﬂ' ] |( dord

rcos(a) — r'cos(a’))? + (rsin(a) — ' sin(a’))2|3/2

. ’
_pv "o sin(a/ — a)
/Rx[—m] " [(r = 1")? +2rr'(1 = cos(a — ) [/2

f(")sin(ka)do' dr’

_ , sin(a — a) f(r")sin(ka’ — ka) )

= cos(ka)P.V. /RX[_TW] (r")? ) T 2 (L —cos(a — )P do/dr

_ sin(a/) f(r + h)sin(ka’) ,

= cos(ke)P.V. /Rx[_m] (r by |h2 +2(r + h)r(1 — cos(a’)) /2 do’dh, )

where we have used trigonometric identities and eliminated the terms that are odd with respect
to @’ — a. Note that in the last line we have relabeled o — « as o/ for a more compact notation.
Analogously if 0(r, o) = f(r)cos(ka) we obtain

sin() f(r + h)sin(ka')
|h2 4+ 2(r + h)r(1 — cos(a/))|3/2

ve(0( ., . ))(r,a) = sin(koz)/}R [ ](T+ h)? do/ dh.

With this, we are now ready to start the proof of lemma 211

Proof. We need to find bounds for

2 + 2 ()2 32
sin(a)gn (r + h)sin(Nna')

/ 2 gn(r + h)sin(Nno/)da,dh
Rx[—m,m]

_ h do'dh
Joco P T 2 R o
with gy (r) satisfying our hypothesis. We will first focus on
r?a’gn(r + h)sin(Nno') |
|/ L do'an 3)

B / (r + h)? jm(a Ygn (1 + h)sin(Nna') o dh|
A |h2 + 2(r + h)r(1 — cos(a’))[3/2
with A := [-2N~Y/2 2N~1/?] x [-2N~1/2 2N~1/2]. This is accomplished in several steps. It
should be noted that the constant C' may depend on n and it may change through the proof, as
it is the name we use for a generic constant that is independent of NV and g.



Step 1:

(sin(a/) — & )gn(r + h)sin(Nnd') |,
|/ T e el (= cos(a)) e @
' h)|
3 s loPlax(r+
= C/A(” ) T 20 T hyr(1 = cos(a)) P72

< c/ g (r + B)|do’ dh
A

do/dh

< ON7lgn|lze

Step 2: Defining
1 B 1
|h2 +2(r + h)r(1 — cos(a/))[3/2  |h2 + (r + h)r(a/)?)[3/2

we estimate the following integral by

F(r,h,d) :=

| / (r+ h)2d gy (r 4 h)sin(Nna')F(r, h, o/ )do' dh|
A

4
= /A [@llgn (r + )] |h2 + 2(r + h)r(1 — cos(a’))|7/2 @

<C [ Jowtr+ h)de’dn
A

< CN7Hlgn |z

Step 3:

9 oy &' gn(r 4+ h)sin(Nna') |
|/((r+h) —r )|h2 (T+h)r(a’)2)|3/2da dh|

[/ llgn (r + 1) :
<C/|h||h2 o Ml dh

lgn (r+ 1) /
C/|h2 -+ R

< ON"2[|gn|lLe

Combining all these three steps we conclude

|/ r2a’ gy (r + h)sin(Nno/ )do/dh 3 / (r + h)2sin(a/)gn (1 + h)sz'n(Nno/)da,dh'
A

|h2 + r(r + h)(a/)2]3/2 |h2 + 2(r + h)r(1 — cos(a’))|3/2
< Cllgn|lL=N"2,
and to bound the contribution of the integral in A we also need
r2a’gn(r + h)sin(Nna')  r2a’gn(r + h)sin(Nna')

— do'dh
g vy V= P

(«')?[h]
< c/ o ||gn (r + B)] T R @) do dh
2

h)
/ |h2|gN T+ ||1/2do/dh

<CON™ 1/QIIQNIILW-




Therefore adding and subtracting

/ r2a’gn (1 + h)sin(Nna')
a W2+ (r 4 h)r(a)?)[3/2

to [B]) we obtain that

Iy < Cllgn|lp=N"Y2
Finally, we need to deal with the integral outside of A. First we bound the following integral

/ r?a’gn (r + h)sin(Nna') do' dh
Rx[—m,w]\A

|h2 + r2(a’)2[3/2

_ 2/ / 7’20/g1\;(7’ +2h)si;L(]\;no/) deddh.
enzan-1/2) SNz g W22 (d)?

To do this we compute, fixed arbitrary h and r, the integral over an interval of the form a €
(k2 — 57—, (k+ 1)2= — 57| (which we will denote [ay, ck41]). Note that it has the length of

the period of sin(Nna) and that sin(Nna) is an even function around the point k2% + 52—
If we define

/
/ o o
H(d' h,r) = |h2 + 72 (a/)2[3/2

we have that

O/

. ’ ’
/[ak,akH] Sln(NnO‘ ) |h2 + 2 (a/)2|3/2 dox

= / sin(Nna') (H(m,h,r)
[k, 04 1] 2

8H(% for) o Gk Qki PH(c(a'),hyr) 1 g+ gy
3 19y . Jh, 1 o, /)
O2H(c(a!). h.7) 1
= sin(Nna’)M_(O/ _ M)Qda’
[og,p41] foJe! 2 2

. AL + Q1 2 1 ,

<c [ jsin(¥ne)|(@ - ) do

[k, k1] 2 |h2 + r2a%|2

IN

27\ 3 1
(Fs) e
Nn/ |h? 4+ r2a|?

where we have used a second degree taylor expansion around % for H, and ¢(') is where
we need to evaluate the second derivative to actually obtain an equality. Now, adding over all the
intervals [ag, agy1] with m — J%[—’; > ay > 2N~1/2, we get the upper bound

_2m

= 2r N3 1 . 27\ 1
Z C(—) TE e S Z C(—) ———
ap>2N-1/2 Nn |h2 +T2ak|2 S NL/2n Nn |h2 +T204k|2
2w \3 [ 1
S C(_Tr) / 1/2 2 2 21 T \2 de
Nn/ o Jutlza g W2 +r2(2 55 — 235 )°

IN

2m \3 [ 1
C(—) / S
Nn N/2n |h2+(mc%)2|2 T

™

o(xa) (7)o s oN

IN
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where we took N big to pass from the third to the fourth line. The only contribution missing now
from the integral in the o/ variable, if we call oy, the smallest oy, such that ag > 2N~/ and o,
the biggest one with m > o, is

O[/

- N / d /
/[2N1/2,ozk0]u[ozoo,7r] sin{Nna’) W2+ 2 (a2 PR

but

[e77 o
; N @ L
|/2N71/2 sin(Nnao/) |h2 + r2(a/)2]3/2 da'| < C,

" o C
in(Nna') ———————=da’| < —.
el | <

Combining all three contributions and integrating with respect to h we get

|2/ / r?a’gn(r + h)sin(Nna') dol dh|
[—eni/zan-1/2) Jpn-vea (B2 42 (ef)?P

< / Claw (r+ 1)|dh < Cllgn ||z~ N2,
[-2N1/2 2N—1/2]

The term

| / (r + h)? sin(a)gn (r + h)sin(Nna')
Rx[—,7]\A W% +2(r + h)r(1 — cos(a))[*/2
is bounded in a similar fashion, integrating first with respect to o’ in intervals of the form [a, g 41]

and then bounding by brute force the parts that are not covered exactly by said intervals, and
with that we would be done.

do dh|

O

Now that we have a manageable expression for the radial velocity we are ready to compute it
explicitly (with some error) for some special kind of functions.

Lemma 2.2. Given natural numbers n, N and a C? function gn(.) : R — R with support in the

interval (1 — N;l/z 1+ %/2) satisfying ||gn||ci < MNY? for i = 0,1,2 there exists a constant

Co # 0 (independent of N, n and gn ) such that for & € [1 — N=z,1+ Nfé]

5 5 sin(Nnho)h
Coon(@)— [ gl + ) 2o g

RX[—m,m] (h‘% + h§)3/2
< CMN~Y2 (4)
with C' depending on n.

Proof. The strategy of this proof is to first show that

.\ sin(Nnha)hso

| R (9 (& + h1) — gN(x))Wdhldhﬂ
< CMN~Y2, (5)
and then prove that
Inn = / sin(Nnhg)thldhg (6)
Rx[—m,m] (h? + h3)3/2

11



is a Cauchy series with respect to N, satisfying
TNy n = Ing | < Csup(Ny, No)~/2 (7)

with C' depending on n.
Combining both of these results and taking
Co =limyso0lnn

we obtain (), and we only need to check that Cj is different from zero and independent of n.
We start by obtaining bound (&), noting that, by parity

i+ h1) — gn (%)) sin(Nnhy) ————s——dhydh
Lo (0¥ 0) = )sin () ol
_ (gN(Z + h1) + gn (2 — h1) — 2gn/(T))sin(Nnha)hs
= s dhydhs|.
[0.2N=1/2)x [~,7] (hi + h3)

We start by fixing some h; and obtaining bounds for the integral with respect to has. This is
done as in lemma 2.1l dividing in periods of length & 2—“ starting at 53, and approximating h2 7 h2
by its second order Taylor expanswn since the ﬁrst two orders will cancel. That way, for the

interval with ho € [k2Z + 57—, (k + 1) 2 + 5] we obtain the bound

(k+1) R+ R h 27\ 3 1
sin(Nnh2)72dh2| < C(—) s (8)
k34 o (h3 +h3)3 Nn/ (h3 4 (%2)2)?

We can add periods contained in the interval [0,2N~1/2] and, if we denote by ko, = koo (N,n) the
biggest integer k such that (k 4+ 1)Nn + 53 < 2N /2 we get that

(koo +1) 75+ o5 ho
| sin(Nnhg) ——————=dhs|
X (hi +h3)?
Koo k
2\ 3 1 2 o 1
<> ) Garrma < () / T ENEZavIv i
= \Nn/ (W + (55 Nn/ o Jo o (b + (5F5)%)?
2 3 koo 1 2 DoJrthn 1
SC(—W) / 2T 4d$70( Tr) / 27 4d.CC
N/ Jo o (a4 55) Nn/  Jupye o (FE)
2w \2 1
< — —.
- C( n) h?

This allows us to bound the contribution when h; > % by dividing it in three parts:

2N~/ . sm By
| /2_7r / (gN(Z + h1) + gn (2 — h1) — QgN(i))sin(Nnhz)mdhgdhﬂ

1/2

2N~
< |C/ —MhQNh2 dhi] < CMN~/2,
27

12



2) If 3= < hy < (k +1)3E + 5

AN (koo +1) Rt 2R
| / (9@ + bn) + g(5 — ) ~ 29x/(@)

Nn

sin(Nnhz)hs

dhadh
CETTE

fid

aN—? koo 1) 5+ 2k m sin(Nnha)h
< F+h1)+gn(E — h1) — 29N (Z / S 22 b |dh
_/27r lgn ( 1) + gn( 1) — 29N (Z)| | o (12 + W3y 2|dh

Nn

aN~—1/2 2

< C’/ MhQN(2—7T) L ihy < CMN=og(N)
= Jan A\ Vn/) p3ih = -

s
Nn

3) If (koo + 1) 225 + 52— < hy < 2N~ V2

aN e o sin(Nnha)h
P+ h1) + gn (@ — ) — 2 et 2 dhadh
|/N— /mﬂm (ol ) (@ = ) = 20w (D) G pgyore dhacil
—1/2
<C Mdhy < CMN™3,
27
Nn

Finally, we bound the error when hy < %:
1) If |hy| < 2N—1/2
2N 1/2 h
|/ / (9n (& + h1) + gn (& — h1) — 29N (2 ))Sm(N”hz)m
1/2

i [N 2 1 1/2
< MhiN ————-dhodhy < CMN ™=,
_/ / 1 (h?+h%) 2 1>

dhadhy |

2) If |hy| > 2N /2

¥y sin(Nnha)hs
h —h 2 ———5—575-dhadh
[T ] ot )+ o= ) = 20w (0) T i

Nn 1
< —WN——dhydhy < CMN.
_/0 /2N*1/2 2 (hT + h3) 2=

Combining all these bounds we obtain (). Therefore, we have that it is enough to prove that

. . ho
|COgN(:E)/RX[ i gN(z)szn(Nnhg)mdh 1dha|

< CMN~/2,

which is equivalent to study the behaviour of Iy ,, defined as in (@)
_ To obtain the properties of I, we start by transforming the integral with a change of variables
h1 = Nnhy, ha = Nnhsy, although we will relabel hy, ho as hy, hy to simplify the notation.

ho
T sin(Nnhs) ——————dhidh
gN( )/[2N1/2,2N1/2]><[7r ] ( 2) (h2 h2)3/2 e

ha

=gn(T sin(h 7dh dh
( )/[—2an/2,2an/2]X[—NnTr,Nnﬂ'] ( 2) (h h’2)3/2 .

13



If we compare the integral for different values of N, N3 > Ns we get
I -1 —/ sin(h )hidh dh
N1,n NQ,’H, - AUB 2 (h2 + h2)3/2 1 2

with
A=[- 271]\71/2 2nN1/2] X [Nonm, Nynw| U [—2nN21/2, 2nN21/2] X [=Ninm, —Nanm|,

B = [2nNy?, 2nN;/?] x [=nNym, nNy7] U [-2nN)/?, —2nNa/?] x [-nNym, nNyx).

To get an estimate for the integral on A we use symmetry to focus on he > 0 and we separate the
integral into three parts, hy € [27ko+ 5,27 (koo +1) + 5] (with ko = ko(N2, n) the smallest integer
with 27kg + 5 > Nonm and ke = koo (Nl, n) the biggest one such that (koo +1)27 + § < Ninm),
hs € [Nanm, 27rk0 + 5] and ha € [(koo + 1)27 4 5, Nin7], and we estimate each part separately:

)Ifh2€[27rk0+ﬂ'27'r(k +1) ]

2nNY? p2m(koo+1)+ 3 ho
/ /2 S’LTL(hQ)mdhgdhﬂ

2nNy/? Jorko+ T
mNy/? ke mNy? koo 1
< /2 N1/2C (h2 ( dh1 < C/Q’an/2 h1 R ————dh
2nN,/? 2nN2/ )
/2nN1/2 /NQ”Z hi + a2m)1 (ny + azmy A= C/anl/2 (h1 + Nan)? i

N§/2n ,

2) If ho € [Nonm, 2mko + 5]

2nN1/ 2mko+ 3 h C
/ / Sln(hQ)mdhgdhll < N3/2 s

2n N21/2 Nonm

3) If ho € [(koo + 1)27 + T, Nynm]

1/2

2nN, Ninm h C
in(h 7dh dhy| <
/Qan/2/2 (bt ) i S’Ln( 2) (h h2)3/2 2 1| 3/2

For the integration in B we use a similar trick, using parity to consider only he > 0 and
separating in the parts ho < %’T, 57” < hy < 27(koo + 1) + 5 and 27 (koo + 1) + § < ho < Nin,
with koo = koo (IN1,7n) the biggest integer such that (koo + 1)27 4 5 < Nynm: 1) If %’T < hy <

14



2mNy/?om (koo 1)+ 5 ha
| / / sin(h2) —g——g—r=dhadh |
onny/? Sz (h2 4 h2)3/?
2N ke 1 2nN}/? koo 1
< C) 5 ——mgadh <C — = __dh
_/znzv;/z ; (h3+ (k2m)2)27 = Jyunyre ,; (hy + k2m)*
N2 N 1 N2
< C/ / ————dxdhy < C/ —dh
pnt® Jo it aze i ST e T
C
<
— Nayn?

anN;/?
ho C
/2 e / sin( hg h2)3/2 dhadhq| < 2712’

3) If27r(k:oo + 1) +% < hy < Nynm
Qan/ Ninm
ho C
sin(he) ——————dhadhs| <
2nNL/? /QTF(koo-f-l)-‘rg ( )(h2 + h3)3/2 | ]\73/2

Putting together the estimates in the regions A and B we have that limy_ooInn = Co(n),
and that |Cy — In,| < CN~'/2. The only thing left to do is to prove that Cp is indeed different
from 0 and independent of n.

To prove that Cy(n) is actually independent of n, it is enough to prove that, for two arbitrary
integers ni, na,

th%ooIN,nl - IN,ng =0.

The proof is equivalent to that of (), so we will omit it.
To prove that Cy # 0, we start by focusing on the integral with respect to ho for any fixed hq
on an interval of the form [-Kn, K, ] with K € N

) ha
ho)———5—~dh
/[_KW,KW] sin 2)(h%+h%)3/2 ’
/ (hs) g i — [sin(hs) gt |
= COS 55 — | Stn 5o
xmin (W] B3R Y13+ 132 na= ke

1 1
_ c08(hy)—————dh :2/ 05 (hy)——————dhs,
/[—KT(,K?T] ( 2>(h%+h§)1/2 ? [0,K 7] ( 2)(h%+h%)1/2 ?

and we can use this property to compute the integral in [-2nN'/2 2nN/?] x [- K7, K7] as

15



2nN1/2

2nN1/2 Kn Kr
/ / COS h2 h2 n h2 1/2 dhgdhl / /2nN1/2 COS h2 Wdhqdhg

2nN1/2
2nN1/2
e 1 2nN1/2 4n®N
_ L =Y 2TN1/2
= /0 cos(hQ) /_2”1}\[1/2 ($2 n 1)1/2 dxdhy = 2/0 COS(hg)lOg( I + (1 + h% ) )th
Kr 1/2 2 1/2
2nN 4n*N dnN
= 2/ cos(ha)(log( o +(1+ n_2)1/2) —log( " ))dh
0 hQ h2 h2
Knr 1/2
dnN
+2/ cos(ha)log( r )dhs.
0 2

And we can evaluate the last line by checking the two integrals separately

4nN1/? K
DY Vdhy = — / cos(ha)log(ha)dhs
0

/OK7r cos(ha)log(

- [log(x)sin(z) - Sz(:c)} :F = Si(Kn) >0,

where Si(x) = foz &t(t)dt is the sine integral function, and

Kr 1/2 2 1/2
2nN 4n“N 4nN
|| costhaog(Fp—+ (1 Zm)'2)  tog ()|
o ha h2 ha
Kr 2 1/2 3
ha 4nN |, 20N CK
< 1 /2 - dhy < :
—/0 e 12 ) Ry )2 <

Furthermore, we can bound the integral outside of the interval hy € [—-Km, K, x]. The particular
way we divide the integral depends on the parity of K and Nn. Here we will obtain the bounds

in the case K even and Nn odd, the other cases being analogous:

2nN1/2 Nnm h
/QHNI/Q/ COS h,2 h2 n h2)3/2 dhgdh1|

2nN1/2 an, 1 2nN1/2 Nnm
< I ERC AV ———dhadh
N /2nN1/2 (h2 (2 k) ) 1 / 2nN1/2 /Nn 1)m h2 + h2 .

— K
—2

2nN1/? an, -1
1 C
<C —dh
/ (h+2mkit

—K
2

3
2

onNL/2 1
<C / dhy +
) (hy +2r(E 1) 1 N

Q =

e
—~
=
\
[N}

Combining all these together we get that, for any K < nN

2nN1/2 nNm 1
ho)—=——5—~=dhodh

—2nN1/2

C CK? C
> Gi(K7) — (——)% — i
> Sk — ()~ 3
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and by taking K big enough so that M — (L_)2 > 0 and then N big enough so that

p)
K 3
51(2”)—CTK——>0wearedone O
N2

We can now combine both lemmas to obtain

Lemma 2.3. Given natural numbers n, N and a C? function gn(.) : R — R with support in the
interval (1 — N;/z,l + %/2) and ||gn||ci < MNY? for i = 0,1,2 , we have that there exists a

constant Coy # 0 such that, for r € (1 — ]\7—1/27 1+ N_l/Q),

|vr-(gn (r)sin(Nna)) — Cocos(Nna)gn (r)] < CMN~ 1/2 9)

with C' depending on n but not on N or g.
Analogously, we have that

lur(gn (r)cos(Nna)) + Cosin(Nna)gn (r)| < CMN /2 (10)
with C depending only on n.
Proof. We already know by lemma [2.T] that

|v-(gn (r)sin(Nna)) — cos(Nna) / ria’gn(r+ h)sin(Nna') dao/dh)| (11)

Rx[—m7,m] |h‘2 +T2(O/)2|3/2
< Cllgn (r)|lz=N""2

and, by a change of variables we have that

2o/ h)sin(N h N
/ ra gj\;(r —|—2 )fm;(g/Qna dhda! / / a'gn r—2|— 7“);3227;/(2 no )do/dh.
Rx[—m,m] |h +r (a ) | [=m,m] |h +a |

But, for any fixed r € [1/2,3/2], we have ||gn (r+rh)]
lemma 2.2 we get

ot < 2'lgn (r+h)]

¢i and thus applying

o r + hr)sin(Nnao' _
|Cogn (1) / / Al e 62/2|3/(2 ) da’dh| < 2CM N2, (12)

and combining (1) and ([2) we get the desired result.
We omit the proof of (I0) since it is completely analogous to the previous result. [l

All these results will allow us to compute locally the radial velocity with a small error, but
we would like to also have decay as we go far away from r = 1. For that we have the following
lemma.

—1/2
2 )

Lemma 2.4. Given a L™ function gn(.) : R = R with support in the interval (1 — 14+

N;/Q), and let 0 be defined as

0(r, ) := sin(Nna)gn(r)

with N,n natural numbers.
Then there is a constant C' such that, if N is big enough and 1/2 > |r—1| > N=Y2 orr > 3/2,
we have

Cllgn|lz=

|Ur(9)(7“, CY)| < m

17



Proof. To estimate |v,.(0)(r, )| we will use expression (@) and therefore we need to find upper
bounds for

sin(a’)gn (r + h)sin(Nna')

h do’dh).
AL 2 4 v
Let us fix h such that r + h € (1 — 1/ 1+ N;l/z) and with » > 1/2. Using that
i1y 2m
fi(gl)N" sin(Nna)da: = 0 and a degree one Taylor expansion around o/ = k3t + = for
Nn
sin(a’)

Tt r(I—eos(a 7z We can bound the integral over a single period

|/ sin(a/)sin(Nna) do|
25 (k1) 2] |h2 +2(r + h)r(1 — cos(a’))[3/2

Nn>

C 1
d !/
—/[ 32 (ka1 2] N IR+ 200 + )r(L— cos(@))P2
c 1
S 2 27 |37

with ¢ small and C big, where we used that r + h,r > 1/2 and that there exists ¢ > 0 such that
1(1—cos(e/)) > (a/)? if & € [, 7]. Adding over all the relevant periods we obtain

= (Nn)? |h+ck2% 3~ Jo1 (Nn)? [h+ co |3
CNn———de <CNn—Fx——
—1 |hs2 + xf3 hNn )2
C 1 C 1
Furthermore, since the support of gn(r) lies in (1 — 1/2 14 N—21/2) and [r— 1] > N-1/2 we
ave that > L=, so, integrating in h we get
h hat [h] > |T21| by g gin h we g
C lgn (r + 1)
~ (r+h)?=—5—=dh
ot
¢ C
= P — |
_/r+h_1e(_1\121/2,1\721/2) Nn|rf1|2||g||l‘ = N3/2p | 1|2||g||L

2.2 The pseudo-solution method for ill-posedness in C*

We say that a function @ is a pseudo-solution to the SQG equation if it fulfils that

00 o0 o0

_ 9 _ _
v1(0) = =5 ~(=2)"/%0 = —R.0
(@) = 2 (A25 = R\G
2 o 1
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9_(1" 0) = 90(':6)7
for some F(z,t). Obviously, this definition is not restrictive at all, since you can get essentially
anything by choosing the right F'(x,t). We will, however, try and use the term pseudo-solution
only for functions where F(z,t) is small in a suitable norm.
With this in mind we are ready to discuss the initial conditions we will be considering. Namely,
in polar coordinates we will work with initial conditions of the form

K .
M) + N2 r=1)+1) ) W>

k=1

with N and K natural numbers, A > 0 and where f; and f, satisfy the following conditions:
e Both fi(r) and f2(r) are C*° functions.

e f>(r) has its support contained in the interval (1/2,3/2) and f; has its support in (1/2,3/2)U
(My, Ms) with some My, My big.
o 2 _ 1 in (3/4,5/4).

T

e fo(r)=1in (3/4,5/4).
o va (1)

o —5+— is 0 when r = 1, k = 1,2, where v,(f1) is the velocity produced by f1 in the
angular direction.

We will use these pseudo-solutions to prove ill-posedness in C?, and at the end of this section
we will explain how to extend the proof to C*, k > 2.

It is not obvious that the properties we require for f; can be obtained, so we need the following
lemma.

Lemma 2.5. There exists a C* compactly supported function g(.) : [0,00) = R with support in
i va (9(.))(r)
(2,00) such that %(r =1)=a; withi=1,2 and a; arbitrary.

Proof. We start by considering a C* function h(x) : R — R which is positive, with support in
(=1/2,1/2) and [ hdz = 1. We define the family of functions

frime (r) = n1h(ni(r — n2)),
with no > n1 > 2, ny,ny € IN. These functions are C*° for any ni,ns , and have their support in
the interval (ng — i, ng + ﬁ) Now let’s consider the associated family of vectors
V = Uanﬂlza
with

L ava(fm,m) o a2va(fn1,n2) .
Vn17n2 = ( or (T = 1>a Or2 (T = 1))

Note that to prove our lemma it is sufficient to show that this family is in fact a base of the
space R?. Before we can actually prove that this is the case, we need to find expressions for V,, .
For our purposes it is enough to compute Ay, n,Vn, n, since this vectors will span the same space
as long as Ay, n, # 0.
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To begin with, we need to start deducing the expression for v,. Proceeding in a similar way
as for v,, and for simplicity only considering the case when 6(r, o) = f(r) we get

va(0( ., .))
r—y)* T — )t —9(x
pv [ 0 gy [ OO0,
P.V./ . (f(r") = f(r)(r — r'(cos(a)cos(a’) + sin(a)sin(a’)))da,dT/
Ry X [—7,7)

|(reos(a) — 1'cos(a’))? + (rsin(a) — r'sin(a’))?[3/2

r—r'cos(a/ — a)

=PV. !
/]R+><[7r77r] " |2 + (7)2 — 2r1’cos(a — ')

372 (f(r') = f(r))da/dr'". (13)

And, since we will be considering functions with support in (2, 00), after relabeling a — o’ as
o' we end up with the expression

o, r —r'cos(a’) , L
PV. / /WTW+ ; () = f)dr'del

)2 — 2rr'cos(a’))

Furthermore, if we write

/ /
Flro' o) = ¢/ r —reos(a)
(r,r',d) =71 12 + (11)2 — 271’ cos(a'))[3/2

for » = 1 we can use differentiation under the integral sign and obtain

g (f(. oF N,
vafj( )) (T - 1) N /(2,oo)><[7r,7r] W(r, e )(T - 1)f(r )dr dor’

But for f = f,, n, we have that

o
(o1 0 o Ol = [ G il <

»F
(2,00) X [—m,m] ori

with C' depending on r and, in particular, since span (V') is a closed set, by taking limpn, — oo Viry s
we get that

F F
(/[mﬂ %—T(l,ng,a')da’, /[mﬂ %(1,712,0/)6&1') € span(V)

Furthermore, we have that

_ T,( 1 B 3(r —r'cos(a’))? )(T _1)
|72 + (r)2 — 2rr'cos(a/)[3/2 |r2 + (r')2 — 2r7r'cos(a’)[5/2

and, integrating with respect to o/ we get

oF T
/[ﬂm] E(T, ng, o )(r = 1)da’ = — )2

(1+O(%)).

With the second derivative we obtain
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2
F
—%TQ (r,r’,a)(r =1)
,( 9(r — r'cos(a)) 15(r — r'cos(a’))3
_y _
[r2 + (r')2 — 2rr'cos(a/)|5/2 |r2 + (r')2 — 277’ cos(a’)|7/2

)(r:n.

Now before we get into more details regarding this value, note that

,(| 9(r — r'cos(a)) 3 15(r — r'cos(a’))3 |) (r 1
|72 + (r')2 = 2rr'cos(a/)|5/2 |r2 + (r')2 — 277’ cos()|7/2

Therefore, we have that

1 1 1
((”2)2 * O((nz)?’)’O((nz)?’

and again since span(V) is a closed set, the vector (1,0) belongs to span(V). Now we only need
to prove that there exists a point r’ such that

/[ | —7’/<|1 - 9(1 — ' cos(a’)) 7 15(1 — r'cos(a’))3 )do/ 20,

(r')2 = 2r'cos(a/)[5/2 |1+ (r')2 — 2r'cos(a)|7/2]

)) € span(V),

so that we can find a vector V;,, 5, of the form (a,b) with b # 0. But, for example, using that, for
0 > 0 and 7’ big

1 1 2 C

(1+ (r)2 — 2r'cos())? + (1+(r)2+2r'cos(’))? (14 (1)2)? = (r7)2(+1)

one can check that

/ _T,< 9(1 — r'cos(a)) 15(1 — r'cos(a’))?
[ 7] 1+

— do’
(r')2 = 2r'cos(a/)[?/2 |1+ (r')2 — 2r’cos(a’)|7/2|) “

with C' # 0, and taking 7’ big enough we are done.

O
Therefore, to obtain f; with the desired properties, we first consider a radial C'*° function with
support in (3,3) and derivative 1 in (3,2) and then add a C* function with support in [2, M]

that cancels the derivatives of the velocity at 7 = 1, and such a function exists thanks to lemma
)

Once we choose specific fi; and fy, this family of initial conditions has some useful proper-
ties that we will use later. First, for any fixed K and A our initial conditions are bounded in
H?*1/4 independently of the choice of N. Furthermore, the C2 norm is bounded for any fixed A
independently of both IV and K, and can be taken as small as we want by taking A small.

For any such initial conditions, we consider the associated pseudo-solution

K . 'Ua(fl)

_ sin(Nka — MNk-2>2 — \Cyt

Ok N (ra,t) == A(fa(r) + fo(NV2(r = 1)+ 1)) ( N2k )
k=1

with Cy the constant from lemma and 23] We don’t add subindexes for f; and fo since
we consider them fixed from now on. Furthermore, the constants appearing in most results will
also depend on f; and fs, but since we consider them fixed we will not mention this.
This function for N > 4 satisfies
0,k N (1,0, 1) n 0x kN va(M1) | ONf1_

ot o r + or Or(Ox,8) =0 (15)

), (14)
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with
5, (f(r)sin(ka + g(r) = Cof ()sin(ka + g(r) + 7)
if & # 0, and @,(f(r)) = 0. Note that, for arbitrary fixed T, these functions satisfy that

||é/\,K,N||H2+1/4 < CAK, with C depending only on T
Furthermore, we can rewrite (3] as

IO\ k.n(ryant)  00x kN va(Or k. N) +a§)\,K,N -

ot Jda r or vr (03,8
0 W\ f1— 6 O\f1—0 _
L kN (M1 —0x k) n (A1 /\,K,N)UT(Q)\’K’N)
Oa r or
oA _ _
+ h (Tr(Or,x,N) —vr(Ork,N)) =0

or

Therefore 6 is a pseudo-solution with source term

Fy kg n(z,t) =

00 o\ f1 =0 O\f1—6 _ O\ _ _
AN VoM = Oa ) + Ay )\’K’N)'UT(QA,K,N) + h (0r(Ox,5,N) — vr(Ox K, N))-
o r or or

Next we would like to prove that this source term is, indeed, small enough to obtain the desired
results. We start by proving bounds on L? and in H? for F) k n(z,t).

Lemma 2.6. Fort € [0,T] and a pseudo-solution 0y i ,n as in (IJ) the source term Fy i n(z,1)
satisfies

|| Fx i (2, 8)] |2 < CN~EF3/4)
with C' depending on K, A and T

Proof. We start bounding the term 63\7{‘1 (ET(O_)\,K,N) — Uy (é/\,K,N))- First we decompose each func-
tion

sin(Nka — XN =) 2\Cor)
N2k3
sin(Nk:a)cos()\tN@ + ACot) — cos(Nka)sm()\t@ + ACot)

N2k3

kva(f1)
and using that “—#—(r = 1) = 0 for k = 1,2, then for r € (1 —2N~1/2,1 + 2N~'/2) we have
that

avagﬂfl) C
| | < —
or N
and thus
8005(/\15]\716@ + ACot)
I or [lLe < C
dsin( ANk =) 1 2\Cot)
|| - s < C.

Therefore, we can directly apply lemma 23] to obtain
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sin(Nk:a)cos()\t@ + ACot)

oo (NY2 (= 1) 1) e )
— T (fa(NY2(r — 1) + 1) Sm(Nka)COS](VA;,% + 2G0t) | < N;; 5
on(fa(NY2(r — 1) + l)cos(Nka)sm]i[)\Qt];“(Tfl) + )\Cot))
(N — 1)+ 1)6"5(““)“"}@3:(7“ PO
With this we can estimate
/;N | R @Ok - 0. Pdadr < 15 1~

For r € (1/2,1 = N=Y/2)U (1 4+ N~'/2,00), we use that 7 is zero in those points and lemma
24 to obtain

1—-N—Y/ -
/ / (P02 0 (O 1) = (B .)))

1/2
—1/2
oh Nl
< S —— —)*dad
< O 1) /1/2 | G s
c . of
< sera g, lle=)? (1 fall=)?

and similarly
oA 5 c 0
/ o 1/2/ (L 000~ 0.0 Pdadr < o (152 1)U ello )

Combining all of these inequalities we get

oMf1 = C
HW(UT(H) = 0:(0))][22 < N
with C' depending on A\, K and T.

a0 Af1—6.
For the term =52~ valrfy - L1N) e simply use ||—A N || < & and

va(M1—OxkN) 1 ) < c
| r SUPP(GA,K,N)”LZ = N2+1/4

SO

||89/\KNUa(>\fl Oxx.N) c
Oa r - N3+1/4°
ONf1—0x k.N)
or

Similarly for Uy (é,\7 K,N) we have that

3 C
lor(Oxre.n)ll22 < Sz and |
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SO

IOrsen —M1) c
||% dOrsen)llee < e

and we are done. O

Lemma 2.7. Fort € [0,T), given a pseudo-solution 0 x n as in (IJ) the source term Fy i n(z,1)
satisfies

| Faie,n (1) s < ONP/*
with C' depending on K, X\, and T'.
Proof. To prove this we will use that, given the product of two functions, we have

W gllas < CUIfllz=llgllas + [ fllellgllaz + 1 fllezllgllar + 11 fllesllgllz2)-

_ Furthermore, for the pseudo-solutions considered, we have that [10x k.8 — Mfillor < CNF2,
10xrc.v — Mfallge < CNF=2714 I\ fi]|or < C with the constants C' depending on k, A and K.
Therefore we have that, using the bounds for the support of 0y x,n

90,5, N Va(Af1 — Ox k.N)

=5 . s
08 ) 0 )
< CO1 B oMy = Braean o + 155 o1 foa (A — Ol
08 ; % )
=g ez llva (M = O sem)l s+ =52 esllva (M = Ox sl 2)
<CN- 1/4,
analogously

o0 —A 7]
H%W@,K,Nmm

(| (9/\KN Af1) O0x kN — A1)

||z [[0r (O, 16,3 s + ||T||CI||Ur(9A,K,N)||H2
0 - A 3 o(0 - _
+ IIWHCQHUAGA,K,MHHI  ZOLY =MDy, B )l
T r
< CN71/4,
and finally
oA _ _
|| a:ll ('Ur(ez\ K,N)—’UT(G)\,K,N))HHs
oA oA

< C(H fl | Lo || (v (Ox,5.8) — Or(Ox5c.N )| | 15 + || fl llcr)|(vr-(Ox e.n) — 0 (O 5. ) || 22

OA O\
+1l fl||02||(vr(9AKN) = 0 (Ox k)l + ] f1||03||(vr(9AKN) — 0 (Oxx.3))|22)
S CN3/4
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We can combine these two lemmas and use the interpolation inequality for Sobolev spaces to
obtain that

||F||H2+1/4 < C(N—(2+3/4))1/4(N3/4)3/4 < CN_l/S.
With this, we are ready to study how the real solution behaves. If we define
Orx.N = Orx.N — Or KN,

with 0 r,n the only H 2+% solution to the SQG equation with the same initial conditions as
0.k, ~, we have that

09\ kN 00 kN 009 kN
e +v1(OxK.N) pr +v2(Ox k. N) Do
00 00
+ 'Ul(@/\,K,N)é\TI?N + U2(®A,K,N)§TIZ7N (16)
_ 00 _ 00
+ Ul(GA,K,N)M + 02(9/\,K,N)M — F\ g.n(x,t) =0,
o0x1 0xs

and we have the following results regarding the evolution of © i n.
Lemma 2.8. Let Oy i n defined as in ([I8), then if Ox kN exists for t € [0,T], we have that

Ct
Oz N (T t)|[2 < N(@+3/4)

with C' depending on A\, K and T.

Proof. We start by noting that

9 [19xk.nlTe _ 7/ o
o 2 2 OMEN

- 00 - 00
(01O 1) + 01 B 8) T2 (03O k) + 2B, )
0z O
00 06
+ v1(®>\,K,N)7$’;?N + Uz(@/\,K,N)ig;;N — Fx g n(, t))d:c,

but, by incompressibility we have that

_ o0 _ 00
/ GA,K,N((UI(G)\,K,N) + Ul((g)\,K,N))% + (UQ(@A,K,N) + UQ(GA,K,N))M)CLT =0,
R2 X1 (9:62

and therefore we get that

RSO NI
ot 2

90\ k. N 0\ k.
< @ ( @ ) ) 3y 3y
<] - iGN 01 ( /\,K,N)iaxl T

< N0 kcvllzz (1[0 lzellBnicvllor + 1P (@, 8)l122 ).

+ v2(Ox Kk, N) + FA,K,N(fE,t)) dz|

and using that ||Fy g n||r2 < W, [|0x.5c.N||ct < C and integrating we get that
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C(e€t —1)
[[©xx NlL2 < N

O

Lemma 2.9. Let Oy i n defined as in (I0), then for N big enough, Ox kN exists for t € [0,T]
and

Ct
1Ox, 5.~ (@, )| 24174 < NiE

with C' depending on A\, K and T

Proof. Tt is enough to prove that
Ct
||D2+1/4®A,K,N||L2 S W

since

Al < CUID® fllz2 +[1F1]22)
with D® = (—=A)*/? and we already have the result

Ct
1O kwllze < T

We will use the following result found in [24].

Lemma 2.10. Let s > 0. Then for any s1,s2 > 0 with s1+ s2 = s, and any f, g € S(]RQ), the
following holds:

1 3 1 s, s1 So
1D (fa) ~ Y oD g~ 3 2D |1 < CID% 2D gllsmo (17

[k|<s; i <s2

where j and k are multi-indezes, ¥ = —2—— ¥ = —2 _ and D33 is defined usin
J ’ it oxy?’ T8 9elt 9l fi g

D) = D) f ()
D3(e) = i Hak(¢)).

Although this result is for functions in the Schwartz space S, since we only consider compactly
supported functions we can apply it to functions in H*. We will consider s = 2 + 1/4, although
we will just write s for compactness of notation.

Then

9 ||D*Ox re v ]2
— = AR [ Dfe
ot 2 R2 AN

_ 00
D? ((U1(@A,K,N) + Ul(o/\,K,N))M

6901

7 00
+ (v2(Ox k. N) + 1’2(9>\,K,N))8)‘7;2(’N

00y 1. N
6902

00y 1. N

911 +F,\7K7N)(:L',t))d1'.

+v1(Ox,k,N) +v2(Ox k. N)

We will focus for now on

00 kN

00 k,N
— 20 V.
6901 ) *

D* D* (v (6
O\ KN (Ul( /\,K,N)) 0xo

+v2(0r.x.N)
R‘Z

Applying (I7) with s2 =1, g = v;(Orx.N)), f = 695%, i =1,2 we would get that
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1., . 1 ;
Faijs’Jg— Z Eangé’kf)B
' k|<sz

(D*Ox kN, D*(fg) =

[k|<s1
< Cl|D*Ox g nl|L2 D™ fl2]|D** || Brro
< C|D*Ox kN2 ||0x kN1 |Ox 1 N || 5 -

Furthermore we have that

00 Kk, N
X1

1 9 5 0 _
= — — (D? 2 0 — (D$ 2 9 de =
2 /R 9z, (D ONEN) 01 (O kon)) + 5 (DO k) a0 v )d = 0

00\ kN

(D*Ox k,n, D*( Jo1(Ox.1.N) + D3( Jv2(Ox. 5 N)) L2

and, for i = 1,2, using that the operators D*° are continuous from H® to H® ¢, we have the
following three estimates
1)
1 _ 00
s k,,. s,k A KN
(D*Ox kN, Y w2 vilbax.n))D ~ow, )2
k|=1
< ClID*Ox kNl L2 [0 (Ox ke )| 2 || O ke v | 2o
< ClID*Ox kw2105 & v || 2o

Ok, N||me

2)
1_..00 -
(D*®xkN, D .Ta]#DS’JUi(H/\,K,N))Lﬂ
=1 !
1..00 .
SC;J'DSGNKNHLQHE@ 5:5N||L2/(3*5) D*v; (03,5, 8)| L2/o-2)
J:
< C||D*Ox kN2 ||Oxx N 12 |05, 1 N |
3)
09\ kN

[(D*Ox kN, D*v; (05 1c,N)) 12|

al'i
< OlD*Ox g, nl|L2 11O 1 N || 76|05 7 N || 725 -

Most of the other terms are bounded in a similar way without any complication, although a
comment needs to be made about bounding the terms

8DS§A7K7N

8DS§,\,K,N
o, +’U2(@,\7K7N)7)d$.

Ds(@A,K,N)(m(@A,K,N) Do

]R2

At first glance one could think that, since we are considering éA, k,N bounded in A 2+1/4 byt

not in higher order spaces, we could have a problem bounding this integral. However, we actually
have that

OD%0y\ k. N

152 | < CIID* O svllrase < Clfa sl prsnjase < ONZH
1
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|0i(Ox & )|z < CTN™EH3/Y
and thus

GDsé aDsé
T (YL C TR VN

R2 81‘1 81‘2
< OT||D*(Ox k)| 2 N73/4%¢ < CT||D* (O k,3)|| 2N /5,

and combining all of this together plus similar bounds for the other terms, and using
NOx kNl <C, ||Farnllms < CN7Y8

with C depending on A\, K and T, we get

0 _
&”DS@A,K,NHQH <D0 k.| L2(CNTYE + C||Ox kN || s + CllOx kN [3r)
which gives us, using
Oxr,n s < C(1Ox kN2 + ID*Oxknllr2) < C(|I DO k|2 + N™ET34)

that

8 — S S
51D Okl < (CN Y8 4 O||D*Ox kN 12 + C|| DO kN[ ).

Now, we restrict ourselves to [0, 7], with T, the smallest time such that ||[D*©y x n||r2 <1
(or T if T, is bigger than T or it does not exist). Integrating for those times we get

C(e€t —1)
N1/8 ’

and since for NV big enough we have that T' < T, we are done.

[[D*Ox k., Nl|L2 <

Now we are finally prepared to prove strong ill-posedness in C? for the SQG equation.

Theorem 2.11. For any co > 0, M > 0 and t, > 0, we can find a C*> N H>tY* function Oy(x)
with ||00(x)||c> < co such that the only solution O(x,t) € H?t3 to the SQG problem (1) with
ingtial conditions Oo(x) that satisfy ||0(x,ts)||c2 = Mco.

Proof. We will prove this by constructing a solution with the desired properties. We fix arbitrary
cog >0, M > 0 and t,, and consider the pseudo-solutions §A7K7N. First, note that, for any N, K
natural numbers, for A > 0 small enough our family of pseudo-solutions has a small initial norm
in C?, so we consider A = g small so that ||0x, r n(7,0)||c2 < ¢o for all K, N natural and such
that |)\000t*| S %

These pseudo-solutions fulfill that, at time ¢, for o = /\Ot@

a2é)\0,K,N (SC, t)

| sin(Nka — Aot Nn =1 — x,Cyt)
oo

- )

| = Pofa(N2(r = 1) + 1)

MNEMN

Sin(—)\ocot)

= Mo fa(N2(r = 1) + 1) A )l

=

=1

> Nl fo(NY2(r — 1) 4 1)|In(K)|sin(—NoCot)|.
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Furthermore, we can find ¢ > 0 small such that , for o € [)\OtU“(Tfl) cNK,)\ tva(fl) +c ]
we have B
Phosen(t) O 1) + Dlin(E)lsin(=XoCot)
0a? =0 2 '
Therefore by using that f(r) =1 if r € (3/4,5/4) and defining
2 o(f1) 2r 2w Vo (f1) 2
B_UJE]N[NJFM r ‘NK’ N+)\Ot TNEK
and A =[1— 22 14 N2 hen
8 0 In(K)?
/ / (TN gy > )\OL)I|A||B|sin(—)\OCOt)|2, (18)
BT foJe! 4(1+N—32)2

with |A|, |B| the length of A and B respectively. We now consider K big enough such that
)\0[71(K)|S’L'7’L(—)\ocot*)| Z 16MCO,

and thus, for N big

//Br2 o egg,fN) dadr > 16M2C2|A||B|. (19)

Now, we can use lemmas 2.9 and [2.8| plus the interpolation inequality for sobolev spaces to obtain
that, for V big enough, we have

@0 k. ||z < CN7O7/4

for some a > 0 which can be computed explicitly but whose particular value is not relevant for
this proof. With this we have that the solution 0, x,n satisfies that, at ¢ = t,

a 05,13\ 2 1/2
//37’4 Oa? ) dadr)

. 1 0% QAU K,N
=z laxslli
169AK,N 16@)\,KN
> ||T_2#1A><B||L2 - || TOQLLXXB”LZ

> 4Mco|A|Y?|B|Y? — Ot N~ V/4

where we used that there is a constant C' such that if S C {3 < |z| < 3} then

1 0%

=5 55 1sll22 < CllgLs|l 2. (20)

But |A||B| > CN~1/2, so, taking N big enough we get

6 HAO,KN 2 1/2
//37"4 902 )dadr)

> 3Mco| A|Y/2|B|V2.

But, if S C {2 < |z < 2} then

1 &% < 2/|g1 <9 21
SWoes| 5 5031 < 2llglsllee < 2lgllez, (21)
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3 0705, k,N 1/2
/ /B rd oa? ) dadr)

< 2/ A|V2|BIY2([0x. 5.l 2,

and thus

3MCO
5

10x0, 5, N |02 >

2.3 Non existence in C*
Now we can prove the last result of this section.

Theorem 2.12. Given ¢y > 0, there are initial conditions 0y € H>TY3NC? for the SQG equation
(@) such that ||0o)|c> < co and the only solution O(z,t) € H2S with 0(x,0) = 0y(x) satisfies that
there exists a t, > 0 with ||0(x,t)||c2 = oo for all t in the interval (0,t.).

Remark 2. We can actually prove that, for the initial conditions 0y(x) obtained in theorem[2.12,
there is mo solution in L{°L2 such that O(x,t) € C? for t in some small time interval (even if we
allow ess-sup,cjg 1|0(x,t)]|c2 = 00), since, if we call 01(x,t) the solution found in theorem [2.12
and 02 (z,t) the new solution belonging pointwise in time to C? for a small time interval, we can
obtain the bound

9|102(z,t) — 01 (x, t)|| 12
ot
which implies that ||02(x,t) — 01(z,t)||r2 = 0.

< C||02(x,t) — O1(x, t)|| 2

Remark 3. The value of t, can be made arbitrarily big if wanted with very small adjustments on
the proof, but for simplicity we provide the proof without worrying about the specific value of t..

Proof. We consider a family of pseudo-solutions to the SQG equation
én(x’ t) = éknaKnaNn (’T’ t)

for n € N, with 0, k, n, defined as in (). Although 6,, depends on the choice of \,, K, and
N,,, we do not write the dependence explicitly to get a more compact notation. We start by fixing
A, satisfying

An <277,

and such that ||0,,(z,0)||c> < ¢o independently of the choice of K,, and N,,.
Note that this already tells us that for any fixed arbitrary T, if 0 <¢ < T then
_ o Ky
16t Dlloerss < O +1)

n

with C depending on T. We will only consider Np/® > K,,, so that 10 (2, )] grzsass < C277. We
fix now K,, so that A2in(K,) > 16n. Note that then, as seen in the proof of theorem 2.T1] we
have that there is a set S, = Sx, k..,~,.¢, (see (I8)) with measure |S,| > 1/2 > 0 such that

the function 0,,(z,t) fulfils that

1 92 e ( ) 15[ 1/2|sin (A Cot))|

I -

1Sn||L2 Z 4n

(22)

Let us consider now the initial conditions
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9(()‘71)71611\1, (Kn)nele (Nn)nelNa (Rn)nelN) = Z TRn (é’ﬂ (:L', 0))
nelN

with Tr(f(x1,22)) = f(z1+R, x2), with R, yet to be fixed. We will refer to these initial conditions
simply as 6(z,0) and to the unique H 2+3% solution to the SQG equation (@) with initial conditions
0(x,0), as O(x,t) for a more compact notation, keeping in mind that the function depends on
multiple parameters. Since ||0,,(x,0)|| g2+1/s < C27" we have that ||0(x,0)|| g2+1/s < C, and thus
we can use the a priori bounds to assure the existence of 6(x,t) for some time interval [0, t.,] and
also ||0(z,t)||g2+1/s < C for some big C for ¢ € [0,%=]. This also tells us that, in particular,

|[0;(0)]| Lo < Vimax for some big constant vpmae for t € [0, 42] and j = 1, 2.

We restrict ourselves now to study the interval ¢ € [0, t..;+] with

‘o :mm(te_”” T
erit 2 7 supp (M) Co2”

By construction, ,(z,0) is contained in a ball of a certain radius D. Then, if we consider
R, =R, 1+2D + 4vpazterit + Dp + D1 with D, D,,_1 > 0, we have that

d(supp(lBDermamtcn-t(—Rn,O)e(z’ t))? supp(@(z, t) - ]‘BD+2unLamtc,rit(_Rn,o)e(x7 t))) > Dy,

and
én(:n, t) := 0(x, t)lBD+2umaItCTit(7anO)
is a pseudo-solution fulfilling
aén A aén ~ 8én ~
ot +’U1( )8x1+02( ) $2+ 0
v1(0,) = ~ 0 A, = Ry
1\Un) — 8562 n — 2
v2(0,) = 9 A1, = R0
2\Un) — 8901 n — 1
. N = 00,
F = — _ _ —_n
n U1 (9 en)axl + U2(9 en) 8562

Gn(x, 0) = 9(‘1" 0)1BD+2vmaItcm-t(*RmO)'

If we now define ©,, := 0,, — Tr, (0,) we get

00, 00, 00,
ot Oy, 1O,
mn n 2
+ v (Qn)iazl + vy (9/\,1(,N)7ax2 (23)
_ 00, _ 00, -
+ 1)1(1971)6—361 + v2(Tr, (6n)) pra Tr, (Fx, k. n.(2,t) + F, =0,

with F, k., n, the source term of our pseudo-solution 0, = 9}"7 K,.,N, and therefore satisfying
the bounds given by lemmas 2.8 and 2.9]

C
X, k0 N, |12 < N2
n

and C
[Ex K N [ 20170 < NI

31



It is easy to prove that
||’Ul((9 - 9”)1supp(§n)||L°° < (D,,)?
(24)

(

and in fact c
[|vi(6 — 9")1supp(én)||ck < W
since o
d(supp(0r), supp(f — 0,)) > Dn.
243/4
2" to obtain that ||F,||,> < +3 we can argue as in lemma

n — Nn
Ct
[[Onl[z2 < W

Taking, for example, D
for all ¢ € [0,crit]. We can also estimate ||O,||g211/s as in lemma 2.9 being the only difference

2.8 to get that
that now we have the extra term F),. Therefore, it is enough to obtain bounds for
90, 90,
D*(0,)(D*(v1(0 — 6, 0—0, dx1d
- (On)(D* (v ( )axl va( )8962)) 1 d:
Using lemma 210 in the same way as we did in lemma [Z9] we can decompose this integral in

with s =2+1/8
several terms that are easy to bound using (24]) plus the term
e 00y
(9 — GH)DS—)d:cldxg

90,
D?*(O, 0 —0,)D°—

[ D'©)@ (- 6D G v, "
which is, in principle, too irregular to be bounded. However, using incompressibility and ©
0., — Tr, (0,) we get

, s 00, 90,
| D‘S(Gn)(vl (9 — Hn)D‘S— + V9 (9 Hn)Dé )d$1d$2|
R? 0z 0
_ _ 80, 6
0 V1 Hn)Ds— + ’02(9 — 9n) )d$1d$2|
8901
= OTg, (0,
) 2 (0 — Hn)D‘Sa &, ( >)dx1dx2|
8902

=| [ D*(Tg,(6n))(v1(6 —
RZ
N saTRn( n
D 781‘1 + v

=[ | D*0n)(v2(8 — )
RZ
C

=
IN

~ C
S ||D59n||L2 2+§
Ny *

Ct

Therefore, as in lemma 2.9 we get
1Onll 218 < —75-
Ny/®

Ct Ct
11/314 NL/Ata

This combined with the L? norm and using the interpolation inequality for Sobolev spaces
1©nl[m2 <
Ny,

gives us

with @ > 0, for all t € [0, terit]
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But, this means that, if we consider the polar coordinates around the point (—R,,,0), which
we will call (rg,,ar, ), and using (20)

1 0%0(z,t
||T2—%TRn,(1sn)llL2
Ry Ry,
1 020(x,t ~ _
> T, (o 0D g — 1~ T, Bl )
1/2]5in(An Cot)| Ct
Z 4n|Sn| / A o N L/Ata

but, using CotA, < 5, |Sy| > C‘K;an_l/2 and taking N, big enough we get

1 9%(x,t) »
||TR"(1S")T2—WHL2 > cnt| Sy /

n

for some small constant c.
But then

020, (z,t)

|2
(90[%%

1
TR, (1s,) ——
TRn

< ||Tr,0n (@, t)l|c2|Sal*

and thus ||Tg, (1s,)0(z,t)||cz > cnt and we are done since we can do this for every n.
O

Both results in this section can be obtained in C™ for m > 2, using exactly the same method.
To do it we consider pseudo-solutions of the form

K .
M)+ N2 1)+ 1) Y SV R)
k=1

).

The proof follows exactly the same method, only this time we have that the associated source
terms F i n of these pseudo-solutions fulfil ||F) g n||r2 < ﬁ, [|Fx g n|lgr < CNk-—m=1/4

which gives us, by taking k£ big an using the interpolation inequality that
_il4s
1Fx ] iy SONTZF

for 6 > 0 arbitrary.
Note also that analogous expressions as ([20) and ([2I]) exists for higher order derivatives in «,
albeit with different constants.

3 Strong ill-posedness and non existence in supercritical
Sobolev spaces

3.1 Pseudo-solutions for H°®

The proof for ill-posedness in supercritical Sobolev spaces follows a very similar strategy as before.
We find an appropriate pseudo-solution with the desired properties, we find bounds for the source
term and then we obtain bounds for the difference between the real solution and the pseudo-
solution. This time, we will consider pseudo-solutions of the form

sin(No — Vo (f1(r) Tﬁ
Or0.0) = ulr) + folr) O A
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with f1, fa compactly supported C* functions, ro > 0 and v, (f1(r)) is the angular velocity
generated by the function f(r).

The choice of f1, f2 and ¢ will depend on the specific behaviour we want our pseudo-solutions
to have. Before we start to specify how we choose them and how we will label the pseudo-solutions,
we need the following technical lemma.

Lemma 3.1. For any 8 € (%,2) and K,c > 0, there exists a C* radial function fi(r) : Ry X
[0,27] — R, with support in some [a1,as] X [0,27], 0 < a1 < as depending on K, ¢ and 8 such
Hralf1 () o
that || f1(r)||ge < ¢, and |————(r = &) > %
Proof. By lemmal[25] we can find a C* function g(r) : Ry x[0,27] — R with support in r € [2, M]
Hral@NE

such that ——(r= 1) = 1. If we consider now the functions
g(\ir)

I (r) ===, A, A>1
1 2( )\2)\§3 1

we have (for example using the interpolation inequalities for Sobolev spaces) that

97052 (M)l s < - (25)
2

with C' depending on ||g(7)||g=-

Furthermore, va (f(A))(%) = va(f(-))(r), 224G (£) = \2=lIO) () 0

or
aw(gh,?(.))(r)( 1 NE 2
—_————\r=—) = = .
or )\1 )\2 %1)\2

Therefore it is enough to take gy, x, with A2 big enough so that % < ¢ (C the constant in

28
@3)) and then A; big enough so that /\32 > K and gy, », with a1 = A%, as = A—A{ will have all

the properties desired. O

From now on we consider § a fixed value in the interval (%, 2). The family of pseudo-solutions
we consider to obtain ill-posedness in H? is, for N € IN

sin(Na — Ntfiva();1 ()
NB
with fi . x the function given by lemma [3.1] for the specific values of ¢ and K considered and
re,x = % given by the lemma. By continuity, we have that there exists an interval [re.k —€,Tc, k€]
such that if 7 € [re, xk — €,7¢, Kk + €] then

ONc i (r,ont) = fiex(r) + fz,c,K(T)TgK (26)

Hlalf1ex())(r) K
_ v  (r=7F)> _. 2
or (r=7)2 2F )

3
Te, K Tc,K] and

We take fo . to be a C° function with support in [rex — €,7c x + €] N[5, =5

fulfilling || fa,c.x||z2 = c.
These pseudo-solutions fulfil the evolution equation

aéN,c,K + Ua(fl,c,K(')) aéN,c,K

ot r da 0
and therefore they are pseudo-solutions with source term
Fnx (28)
- Ua(éN,c,K(') - f1,c,K(')) agN,C,K = aéN,c,K
= T NK (B e () )
VaON k() — frer(-)) 00N ¢ _ 90y .
_ (On, ,K()T frex(0) g(,l,K oo s () — frox() gTK)
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Next we need to obtain bounds for our source term. To do this, we start with a lemma
analogous to lemma 2.4t

Lemma 3.2. Given a L*™ function g(.) : R — R with support in the interval (a,b) then if we
define gy as

gn(r,a) = sin(Na + ag)gn (1)

with N a natural number, then there is a constant C' depending on (a,b) such that if r > b,
then

Cllgn|lz=
< ZNINIIL>=
|’U7~(9N)|(T, O[) — N|T _ b|2

Furthermore, we have that if ||gn||ci < MN® fori=0,1,...,m, then

O™, (gn CMN™ 1
o)y oy < S
' Oxh r =

with C depending on (a,b) and m.

Proof. The proof for the decay of the velocity it is analogous to that of lemma 24l As for the
higher derivatives, using that

vp(w) = cos(a(x))vr (w) + sin(a(z))ve(w),

one can obtain that

+CZ (a?zvl(-g—m )(r, @)
1=0 5=0

210" I 1o

91 (gn)
2 Gigyaimiz, )

~.
Il
=]
Q
o

with C' depending on m,a and b, and using the decay for v,., and

[lwllzx

|d(z, supp(w))[?

[lwl]zx

|d(z, supp(w))[?

o1 (w)(z)] <C

v2(w)(z)] <C

we are done.

With this, we are now ready to obtain the bounds for our source term.

Lemma 8.3. For t € [0,T] and a pseudo-solution O, as in (Z8) then the source term
Fn e r(x,t) as in (28) satisfies

||FN,C,K(SC,t>||L2 < C’N*(2ﬁ*1)
with C depending on ¢, K and T.
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Proof. In order to obtain the desired estimate we divide the source term in several parts. First
we have

||Ua(9_N,c,K(') - f1,c,K(')) agN,C,K

r Ja 2
, 0. C
< Ollva(On,e,x(+) = fl,c,K('))”LZH%HLw S y2r1
and analogously
- 00N c.xx — frex(r
e O () — e () 2O Sreac@)y
5 OO — f1,e.k(r)) C
< or(On,e, () = froe,x ()] L2]] o - Iz < 537

Finally, by using that supp(fi,¢,x) € [27¢,k, a2) (see lemma[BIand the definition of the pseudo-

solution ), supp(fa,c,x) € [“5=, MT”] and together with lemma [3.2] we have

7] f1,e.k(r)
oy B () — () 222
az C 1/2 C
< < .
< /2 . N T )47’d7’) <~ (29)
Combining all three bounds we obtain the desired result. |

Lemma 3.4. For t € [0,T] and a pseudo-solution Oy . as in (20) then the source term
Fnex(z,t) as in (28) satisfies, for k € N

C

[FN e, (@, )| e < NIk

with C depending on k, ¢, K and T.

Proof. We separate the source term in three different parts:
1) Using the properties of the support of O ¢ i

OON .k Vo (fi,e00 — ON e i)
I || e

Oa r
b90
N,c,K o
< O N v e = i) s
i=0
< C
— N2ﬁ717k’

OON . — frex)

UT(@_N,C,K)”H’c

or
k —
a 9 c - c )
< 03| Ot Pt ) s
=0
C
S NmIE
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3) To bound ||=5=% 6f1 <K ), (0N c.5)|| 3, We just apply lemma B2 as in (ZJ) to obtain

of _
—llfﬁzl%(eanK)HHk

9t flCK’UT .
—ZZH (9N K)) C C

Nﬁ+1 k SNQL% 1-k°

O

And applying the interpolation inequality for Sobolev spaces (with L? and for example H?)
we obtain the following corollary:

Corollary 3.4.1. For t € [0,T] and a pseudo-solution Oy . as in (20) then the source term
FN ek (z,t) as in (28) satisfies

||FN,c,K(fE,t)||HB+% < CN-B-2)
with C depending on ¢, K, T.

Now, as in last section, we define Oy . r(,t) to be the unique HP*2 solution to (@) with initial
conditions Oy ¢ kx(x,0) = Oy ¢,k (2, 0), and we denote

ONei = ON ek — ONc k- (30)
The next step now is to find bounds for Oy ¢ k.
Lemma 3.5. Let Oy i n defined as in (30), then if Ox x N exists for t € [0,T], we have that

Ct

||®N,C,K('Tat)||l/2 < m

with C' depending on A\, K and T.

Proof. As in the proof of lemma [2.8] we obtain the equation

aH@NcKH
<

00y . 90N,
(U1 (9N,C,K)% + U2(@N,C,K)M

Fx. ,t)d
X1 8562 + N, ’K(:E ) :E|

< 110l 2 (110.c.xcl a2l |0v,coxcllon + 1@, )2 )

By using that ||Fn ¢ xllr2: < N<26 =, 105k, n]|cr < C and integrating it follows

) .

C(e”
1ON . kllL2 < W

O

Before obtaining the bounds for the higher order norms of © 5 . k we need a couple of technical
lemmas:

Lemma 3.6. Given a C' function h(z) : R? — R with ||h||L~ < M, ||h||c: < MN anda € (0,1),
then there exists a constant C depending on a such that

[(=A)*2(h(2))||L~ < CMN".
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Proof. Using the integral expression from the fractional Laplacian

(h(@) ~h(=) .
|x — z|?te d

(-a) (b)) =C [

IRZ

and dividing the integral in two parts depending on the value of |x — z| we get

/ (h(z)ig(Z))dZSCNaHhHLOO :CMNa
o—z>4 o — 2T

/ (@) = () ;. < CN*"Y|h||cr = CMN®
lz—z|< |1' - Z|2+a

and we are done.
O

Lemma 3.7. Given a C* function h(z) : R? — R with ||h||r~ < M, ||h|lcx < MN and with
support in the set [—R, R]? for some R, we have that there exists a constant C' depending on R
such that fori=1,2

[|vi (h(x))]| e < CMlog(N).
Furthermore, if ||hllen < M,||h]|gn+1 < MN for some natural number n we also have that,
fori=1,2k=0,2,...n
I 0" v;(h(x))
8"*’%18’%2

Proof. The proof of the first part is the same as in lemma [B.6] but using the kernel for v; instead of
the one for (—A)?/2. For the second part we just need to use that, for sufficiently regular functions

we have that dvi(h(x) ; (ah(x))

|[Lee < CMlog(N).

896]- o axj

O

Lemma 3.8. Let On . x defined as in (30), then we have that, for N large, On . K exists for
t€[0,T] and

Ct

||®N,C,K($) t)||HB+% < Nﬂ_%

with C depending on A\, K and T.

Proof. The proof is very similar to that of lemma We will prove the inequality for the time

interval [0, 7*] with T* the smallest time fulfilling  ||©n.c.x (2, t)|| gas1/2 = log(N)N~B=3) (we

can just consider ¢ € [0, T] directly if T > T or if it does not exists) but note that this is enough

since then we can take IV big enough so that 7" > T'. Note also that, since we have local existence,

obtaining this bound also allows us to ensure that we have existence for the times considered.
First we have that, for s = 8 + %

9 ||ID*On c.kll7

~ = YNeKllp2 D* .

ot 2 R Onex
_ 0ON ¢

D? ((Ul(@N,c,K) + v (eN,C,K))#
1

00N .1
63@2

09N ¢,k

+ ('UQ(GN,C,K) + vg (éN7C7K)) ox
2

00N .1
6901

+v1(On,c,K) + v2(On ¢, k) + Fnc,i(, t)) dx.

We start bounding
0ON ¢ K

8561

aeN’C’K)dgc.

+ ’UQ(éN,c,K)aT
2

D*Oy ¢ kD’ (U1 (On.c.x))
IRZ
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Applying lemma ZI0 with s1 = s — 1, s =1, f = v;(On.c.x)), g = a@é\;’_ﬂ’K,

get that

i =1,2 we would

1 , 1.
(D*On s, D*(fg) = Y (g fD™ Mg = Y & gD™f) e
! —~ j!
k| <s1 il <ss
< ClD*OnN . xll2||D* fllBmollD*2 gl| >
< ClD*ON k2 ||ON e, k| 15,

where we used ||Dsl?}i(9_N7c7K)||Loc < C. Furthermore we have that

ON,c ; . 00N, _
(D°ON, e,k Ds(aNT’l’K)Ul(GN,c,K) +D (8]VT’2’K)U2(GN,C,K))L2
fl/ 9 (DO )21) (g )Jri(DS@ )21) (9— )dz =0
2 Rr2 021 N.,e,K) P1\UN,e,K Oy N,e,K) V2\UN,c,K =

and, for i = 1,2, using that the operators D*¥ are continuous from H® to H¢ stk

s 1 ~ s 09\ k. N
(D*Oncicr D 170 il e i) D* =225 ) o]
k|=1"" ¢
< OID*On e il 2|0 (ON e 6) |t || ON e 1| 1o
< CD*ON,e.xll2||ON x| e

where we used |[v;(6 — frex)llcr < Clog(N)NP~! (consequence of lemma [B.7) and
[vi(f1,e,5)|lcr < C.

We also have

N,c,K

1_.:00 i a
(D°O) kN, Z WWMDS’JW(GNKN))L”

lil=1
s 1 'ae)\aKaN S,j n
<C Z |D @A,K,N||L2||ﬁ3’TEi||L2||D i (Ox, 5,8 )| Lo
lil=1
< C Y ID*Os ke nl210x s w1 | D200 (0x ke )| o
lil=1

NN*2log(N)

< OlD*Ox k. N[z 1Ox k. N[ 1+ ( B

< CD*Ox k. NlL2||Ox kN || 1e,

+C)

‘where we used lemmas and B2, the expression for D*4 and the bounds for the derivatives
of 9]\[767[(. B

The last part to bound from the term with v;(On ¢ i) is, for i = 1,2
0OnN ¢ _
a]vT’iJ(sti(@N,c,K))Lﬂ
< C|D*On .k l2|ON e, k|| 11 || D¥ 7203 (AN e 1) || Lo
1 CN*2log(N)N?

NB

< C|ID*On.c.il|2N " 0og(N) < C||D*On ekl 12N "2,

|(D56N,C,K7

< C||ID*On,ckl| 2N~
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where we used that, for the times considered, using lemma and the interpolation inequality
we have ||©y c. k|| < CN~~2) (the bound is actually better, but this is enough).

The rest of the terms not depending on Fi . x are bounded in a similar fashion, and using
||é/\,K,N||HS < C, ||Fne,kllHs < CN—B-3) with C depending on ¢, K and T, we get

0 i _(B_3

g”D‘S@N,c,KH; <|ID*On e k|12 (CN~F=D) + C|On e 1re + CllON . x| [3r)
which gives us, using

10N .c.|lms < C|ON,c.icllz2 + |[D*On ckllr2) < C(||D*On,c.ic||r2 + N~

that

0 —(B—2 s s
5 ID° 0N e xllze < (ONTC2) + O|D*On o kll12 + ClID*Ox ke wll32),
and using || D°Ox g n||r2 < log(N)N~(F~2%) and integrating we get

Ceft —1)

D? <
|| 6N,C,KHL2 = Nﬁi%

3.2 Strong ill-posedness in supercritical Sobolev spaces

Now we are ready to prove strong ill-posedness in supercritical Sobolev spaces:

Theorem 3.9. (Strong ill-posedness in HB) For anycg >0, M > 1, 8 € (%,2) and t, > 0,
we can find a HP*= function 0y(x) with ||0o(x)||gs < co such that the unique solution 0(x,t) in

HP3 to the SQG equation [) with initial conditions 0y(z) is such that ||0(x,t.)||gs > Mco.

Proof. First we prove a bound for the pseudo-solution Oy . x defined in (Z6). More precisely

rngin(Noz) crﬁk
||f2,c,K(r) Nﬂ ||L2 S Nﬂ 9
and
B p—2
Iy - TC,Kszn(Noz) e < CCTc,k
2,¢,K Nﬂ H?2 > Nﬂ_Q )

which in combination with the interpolation inequality for Sobolev spaces and the bounds for
fi,e,x gives us -
10N e,k (%,0)||gs < Crc
with C depending only on .
Furthermore, at time ¢ we have that our pseudo-solution fulfils

B
Cre .

10N, e, (2,t) — frexl|r2 < =

and we can find the lower bound for the H! norm of §N7C7K — fi,¢,x by using

a(éN,c,I( - fl,c,K)
6901

ION,c.x = frex)  sin(@) dOn,ex = frex)
or r o

= cos(a)
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which gives us, after some trigonometric manipulations and using (27)) that, for N large

-1

_ ctKr), i
0N,k (2,t) = frexl|lm > CW

with C' a constant. -
Furthermore, since supp(On.c.x — f1,c.5) N supp(fi,c.x) = O we have that
10N e,k (@, )| 1 > 10N e, i (2, 1) = frer|lmn
CtKTg;(l
NB-1 7

for sufficiently large IN. On the other hand the interpolation inequality gives us

B—1

_ _ 1 -
10N .5 (2 )l < 10N e, (2 )| 108,16 (2, )] 2
and using our bounds for ||0y ¢k (z,t)||r2 and ||0n .k (z,t)|| g we get

0N .5 (,)]| s > CocKPt?

with Cy depending only on . Therefore, by choosing ¢, K appropriately we have that, for all
N big enough, )
10N e,k (%,0)[| s < co

1O e, (x, )| e > 2M co.

Now, considering the solution x . x of (@) with initial conditions §N7C7K($, 0), we know that
10N, e,k (2, 0)|[ s < co,
and, using lemma 3.8 if N large,
NON ek (2, 8°) — On e 1 (2, )] | 1o

_ Cct*
< ON e,k (2, 17) = On e, (2, 17)]]

1
HPtS: — Nﬁ7%

and by taking N big enough we can conclude

WO e i (2, )| 1o > 10N e i (2, ) || 1o — |10 e i (2, 8°) — On e i (2, 8%) || o > Mco.

3.3 Non existence in supercritical Sobolev spaces
In this section we prove the following theorem:

Theorem 3.10. (Non existence in H? in the supercritical case) For any to, co > 0 and B € (%, 2)
we can find initial conditions O(x), with ||0o(z)||ge < co such that there exists a solution 6(x,t)
to (@) with 0(x,0) = 0o(x) satisfying ||0(x,t)||ge = oo for all t € (0,t0]. Furthermore, it is the
only solution with initial conditions o(x) that satisfy 0(x,t) € LyPCI* NLPL2 (0 < v < 1) with
the property that ||0(z,t)||gre < M(t) (1 < v2 < 2) for some function M(t).

Remark 4. M(t) is not necessarily a bounded function, so this rules out the existence of solutions
in 0(z,t) € LLCN N LCL2 such that O(x,t) € HP for t € (0,t*] with any 0 < t* < to.

Proof. Let’s first note some of the properties that the pseudo-solutions Oy . x (for some fixed 3)
have:
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° éNﬁcﬁK(z,t) is in O for all t € [0, ¢o], with ||9_N757K(:C,t>||ck < CeNFk-=8, ||9_N757K(1',t)||Hk <
CcN¥*=# for any natural k > 2 , with the constant C' depending on k, K and ty. Also, for
B > s > 0 we have ||§N,C,K(x,t)||Hs < C1eN*=P 4 Cy¢ with € depending on K, s and tg
and Cy a constant.

e For N large we have the lower bound ||0y . r(,t)|| s > Cct? K? with C a constant.

° éN,C,K(:I:, t) is supported in the ball of radius M centered at zero Bjs(0) for some M inde-
pendent of the values of the parameters.

Furthermore, we have the following result.

Lemma 3.11. Let éN,c,K with éNycyK(:c, 0) = 9_]\[757[((1', 0) and satisfying the equation

aGN,c,K N,C,K) 691\/‘707](

T (01(ON.c.k) + V7ot o0, T+ (v2(ON.c.5) + V3 ot 8@ =0
with
Dvpigr  OQvii
0xa - o0xy
and

s les < N

i,ext
with C depending on ¢ and K.
Then for any T > 0 we have that if N is big enough, then for t € [0,T] there exists a unique
ON e i(z,t) € HB*3 and

10N e i (2, ) — On i ()| 2 < CEN~ED

_ ~ (-3
10N,e.5 (2, 8) = On e, (@, 0)]] sy < CENT72)
with C' depending on ¢, K and T'.

The local well posedness is straight forward since vf?[e’;;f( for i = 1,2 are C3. As for the error

bounds, they are obtained in the same way as in lemmas and B8 i.e. studying the evolution

Noe,K 90N .e (@) hoge

equation for 9_N757K(:c, t)— 9~N757K(:c, t) now with new terms depending on v; 7 S

terms, however, are easily bounded by writing

On ek (2,8) = (On e (2,1) — On e i (2,8)) + On e i (2, 1)

: Nye,K 7
and using our bounds for v; ;0" and Oy ¢ k().

This new lemma tells us that our pseudo-solutions as in (28] stay close to other pseudo-solutions
that have the same initial conditions and an error term in the velocity if that term is small enough.
Now, to obtain the initial conditions that will produce instantaneous loss of regularity, we consider

9(:1:, O) = Z TRj (éNj,cj,Kj (m, O)),
j=1

with Tr(f(x1,22)) = f(x1 + R, x2), and R; yet to be fixed.
We will refer to the solution of () with this initial conditions and H?2 regularity (if it exists)
as 0(z,t), keeping in mind that it depends on the values for R;, N;, ¢;, K;, with j € IN.

We start by fixing ¢; and K; with the following properties:
1)

||9Nj7cjaKj (‘r’ O)HHB <27, ||9Nj7cj7Kj (‘r’ O)||L1 <277 (31)
2) If N, large enough then B _

||9Nj75jqu(z’t)||HB > tep2’ (32)

and - ‘
||9qucjﬁKj( ,t)||H% < o2’
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for t € [0, to].

This gives us a bound for the velocity generated by Zj’;l Tr,; (0N, ¢, K, (z,t)), which we will
call vyqaz.

As for R;, we will consider R; = R;_1 + D; + D;_1, Ry = 0, and we will take D; = j4NJ4 +
M + 8vmanto.

Now, we say that a sequence (w;(z,1));en is in the space Wy, ¢, if it satisfies the following
four conditions:

1) wj(z,t) € HP3 for t € [0,tg)],.

2) w;(z,t) satisfy

ow;(z,t) _
o )

‘ Ows ; ow;(z,t)
—_ ('Ul (wj) + ’U{,emt(‘r’ t))a—xi - (’UQ(’LUj) + ’Ué,emt(‘r’t))%’rz

’LUj (.T, 0) = TRj (éNj,cj,Kj (m, O))

with vl opy fulfilling
. C’O
J < —
||vl7emt||03 = ]4Nj3
and _ )
av{,ext _ av%,ezt
6:1:1 8902

3) 2oie vi(wj(z, 1) Lo < 2vpmaq for i =1,2.
4) 3752 |Jwj (@, )] L2 < oo for t € [0, ).

The space W(n,),cn,0, is @ complete metric space with the norm

I[(wj)jen|lw == SupjelN,i:l,QeSS‘Supte[O,to]jQNjB| |Ug,emt (@, t)]|cs.

Note that the fourth condition is actually automatically satisfied if the other three are satisfied,
but we include it to emphasize that the norm is well defined. Note also that lemma [3.11 tells us
that if (N;)jen are big enough, the condition

. O
1V cwilles < s

implies that there is a solution to B3] for ¢t € [0, o] with
T, (O, c;.5; (2,1)) — wi(z,1)]| 2 < CtN; PP~

_ _3
1T, (O, i, (2,1)) = wy (2, 6)]] oy < OLN; P72, (34)

so that the solution satisfies condition 1 and, by taking (N )jen large, also condition 3.
Now, given an element (w;)jen in Wiy, y,c, we define,

a0y = 5 (A ij w3 T, 6(0))
B 03)sen) = - - (A Zw] - 04T, 000) ).

where ¢(x) is a smooth C*° function with ¢(x) = 1 if & € By,,,,,+m(0) and ¢(x) = 0 if |z| >
Svmazx + M.
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Note that [[v%,, ((w;)jen)llcs < JCT and thus |[v/°,, (w;)jen)l|cs < ]CT if Nj, is large.
Jo Jo
Furthermore, if © € Byymaz+m(—Rj,,0), then

o0

vl (w5)jen) = vi (> wy) — wj,)

Jj=1

(35)

and, since, supp(0;,(x,t)) C Bavmaz+m(—Rj,,0), we could actually use (B3] as our definition
of v, ((w;)jew) without changing anything.

This allows us to define the operator G over a sequence w in the space W), n,c, a8

G(w) = (G7(w))jen,
with G7(w)(x, t) the only HT2 function for t € [0, o] satisfying

0G7 (w) j j 0G7 (w)
ot + (’1)1 (G (’U_))) + vl,ethw>> 5:131
T (02 ) + 0] () 25 g

G (w)(x,0) = Tr, (O, ¢, x, (2, 0)).

The operator G maps (for (Nj)jen large) Win,),cx.co t0 Win,),en.co and actually, if we can
find a point w € Wiy,),cx.co Such that G(w) = w, then

O(z,t) = ij(x,t)
j=1
is a solution to (dJ) with initial conditions
9(1'5 0) = Z TRj (éNj,Cj,Kj (ZL', 0))
j=1

If we now consider two sequences w' = (wj)jen, w* = (w3)jen € Win,),cx,co and we define
ot — w2lg2 = supreio g X2 [0} — u?]|g> we can compuio |[Gluwt) — Gud)|z, by defining
w; = GI(w') — GI(w?), since it fulfills the evolution equation

O = ) () - D@ )
A )~ D )
HE ) et ) = T ()
A el —?) = D00 ()

This gives us a bound for the evolution of the L? norm of w;

Ml oy o o ity I = Pl
=G S CIE whllenlllze + 26w llo
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But for N; large we can bound ||G’(w!)||c: by some constant C; using ([B4) , and thus we
obtain, for ¢ € [0, ¢

[[w! — w?|jw

[l (2, 1)||z2 < CC;(e“™ — 1) JAN3
J

and for NV; large
[lw! — w?||w

74

103 (@, )12 < =

with e as small as we want. Adding over all j we obtain, for ¢ € [0, o]
1G(wh) (@, 1) = G(w?) (@, 1)l 2 < Cellw" —w?||w.

But we have that

107 et (G(w")) = 0] oy (G(w?)|c2* N} < < > lIG(w") = G|

and thus for (N;);en big enough
1G(w") = Gw?)|lw < elw" —w?|lw

with e arbitrarily small and in particular the map G is a contraction. Furthermore the set

W(N;)nen,Co 18 nOt empty, since it includes at least the point where vf,wt = 0 when (N;)jen is

large, and therefore, using the Banach point fixed theorem there exists G(w) = w € W, Nj)new,Co-
But as we pointed out earlier that implies that w is a solution to ({l) with initial conditions

0(2,0) = > Tnr,(On; c;.x,(x,0)).
j=1

Properties [B1),([32) and (B4) finish the proof that a solution with the desired properties of
theorem B.I0 exists.

For uniqueness in the space mentioned we call 6;(z,t) the solution we constructed above and
assume the existence of another solution f3(z,t) € L{°CJ' N LPL2 (0 < v < 3) with the
property that ||6(z,t)||gv» < M(t) (1 <72 < 2) for some function M(t). In particular (since it
is in Lg°CY"), there exists a certain constant va mqq such that ||v;(02)]| e < V2 maes. We start by
studying the uniqueness for ¢ € [0, min(t*,¢9)] with t*v2 mes = 460Umag. In particular, we have
that supp(f2(z,t)) C UjenTR; (Btyvma.+Mm(0)). We define

9{ (:C, t) = ]‘B4t0vmam+1w(_Rj10)91 (:C, t)

9%(:67 t) = ]‘B4t0unLam+M(—Rj,0)92 (:L', t)'

If we define ©7 := 6 — 6], © := 0y — 0y, we get
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oY <Y .
7 271 Jy - 22 Jy 271 Jy . 2~ J
ot oz, 1(07) = G u(®) = 5 0a(87) = Fva(67)
007 007 T4 ;<Y 4
—a—xl’()l(ei) a—xQ’UQ(G{)—a—li’l}l(@—@])—a—xl’l}l(@—@])
061 i 00 ;
78—@’02(@*@ )*a—m’vg(@*@ )
o507 ) 067 )
— 8—$1U1(91 — 9{) — 8—1'2’1}2(91 — 9{)
which give us
GIEHIE , , O|;2
AN < cpoflionlosli + cliplies 19

J

and by taking N; big we get

€l[Ollz>
11©;]]L2 < T

and adding over all j and taking € small
o, < 1911z

and thus ||©||z2 for ¢t € [0,t*]. Iterating the argument allows us to prove ||©]|p2 = 0 for
te [0, to].
(|

4 Strong ill-posedness in the critical Sobolev space H?>
For this section, we will consider solutions of () that are in layers around zero, each one closer

to the origin, so that the exterior layers effect over the inner layers will give us (in the limit) an
evolution system of the form

o0 - 00 - o0
b _ _
= 2 A lp=—
V1 az2 0 Rge
Vg = iA71§ = Rlé
axl

0(x,0) = Og(x).

But first we need to obtain an expression for %ﬁ;(o) (i, = 1,2) for 6 with support far away

from 0. We consider first 2 = 1. We have

I'(3/2) (=2 +12)0(y)
’Ul(e) = WPV /]R2 Wdyldy2

For 6 with support far away from z = 0 we can just differentiate under the integral sign and
when we evaluate at x = 0 this yields
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dv1(0) I'(3/2) / y20(y)
=0) = PV. -3 dy1d
Oz, ($ ) 13/2 R2 Y1 |y|5 Yy1ay2,
du1(0) I'(3/2) / —3y30(y) | 0y)
=0)= PV. dy1dys.
oz, "0 =" Rz( WF TP iy
We will consider 0(z1, z2) satisfying 0(—z1,x2) = —0(x1,22), (21, —x2) = —0(x1,22), S0
Ov1 (0 41'(3/2 0
1( ) (ZC = O) = (3 /2 )PV —3y1 Y2 (y) dy1dy2,
8961 3/ ]Ri |y|
61}1 (9)
———(x=0)=0.
9z, *=0)
If we take a look at the expression for agl(e) in polar coordinates and combining all the constant

into a certain Cy > 0 we obtain

9 > 2 ! 0 / !
(9'01( ) (ZE = 0) = —CQPV/ wdﬂda/.
Oz R x[0,7/2] ()

The expressions for vo are obtained the same way and in fact we have

61}2 (9)
81'1

(x=0)=0,

- 2 ! ! A
Ova(0) (x = 0) = COP.V./ sin(2a )/9§r o)
O Ry x[0,7/2] (r')

Analogously, the second derivatives of v; all vanish.
We will be interested in studying the evolution of initial conditions of the form

dr'dd’.

4 F(b=Ir)b sin(2a)

J

(]

j=1

for f(r) a positive C* function with compact support and % > b > 0. More precisely, we would
like to study the behaviour of the unique H* solution with said initial conditions when b tends to

zero. One could think that we can just check the evolution of each of the terms M and
then add them together, hoping that the interaction between them gets small as b — 0 However
this is not true, and we get an interaction depending on 65?. To get specific results, we fix some
positive radial function f in C* with supp(f) C {r € [1/2,3/2]} and ||f(r)sin(2a)||gs = 1. We

define 6. 5 as the unique H 4 solution of

00,7 0.5 00,1
0, ) 2c b 0, —0
o + v1(0c, 1) 92, + v2(0c,7p) — == O
with 9
v1(0e,g0) = *6—@/\95,.],17 = —Rablc, 1
0
v2(Oc, 1) = 8—961A9¢,J,b =Ri10c,1
L foinbisina) 1
Oe.s0(x,0) = Zcf(b T)bj sin(2a) 5>b>0. (36)
j=1

Note that the odd symmetry is preserved in time.
A few comments need to be made regarding the properties of the transformation h(r,a) —

—h(/\;’a) (or equivalently h(x) — @) We have that

o If A > 1, then ||2A0|| 0 < ||(r, )| 2.
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e If h(r, o, t) is a solution to ([l) with initial conditions h(r, a,0), then is a solution to

. e ol h()\no(,o)
(@) with initial conditions —~5==.

h(Ar,a,t)
A

(hOv)
e For i = 1,2, j = 1,2 we have Ui(h(/\"'))(f,a) = svi(h(-,")(r, a), %(%,Q) =

6v1((9};5.1.)) (T, a).

The initial conditions in (B8] fulfil that, taking ¢ small and J big, they have an arbitrarily
small H? norm and an arbitrarily big value of |%ﬂ;""b)(0,t =0)|. If |%ﬂ;’“’)(0,t)| remained
big for a long enough time and 6 remained sufficiently regular during that time, we could then
use a small perturbation around z = 0 to obtain a big growth in some H?® norm.

The main problem here is that we cannot assure existence for sufficiently long times using just
the a priori bounds, so we need some extra machinery to be able to work with these solutions.
For that we consider C' the constant fulfilling that, for any H* solution of SQG () we have

0|0z, )|+

I < G0, )]s (37)
and, fixed constants ¢y, K > 0, we define t;gl}f( c,2,p 8 the biggest time fulfilling that, for all times

crit

t satisfying t{7 K.egp =t =0 we have

o t <tp.
o If x € [L107, 307 for 1 < n < J, then ¢ sp(z,t) € [B7FT5,b7 5], with ¢ p(z,t) the flow
given by
doe. gp(x,t
%() = 0(0e.10(2,1)).

o |[b770. 55V x,t)1 N < g for 1 <5 < J.

(b3 .,b- 8] (r

)

o [y 2ullest) g, 5)ds < K.

Let us make a few remark on these conditions. First, due to the odd symmetry of the solution

6711(66.,],1))
le

and the initial conditions, is always negative and thus

9v1(be,1)
/| St 0,5)]as

is a monotone function with respect to t. Note also that we can check that the norm
||b73957.],b(b]1', t)l[b% ,lf%] (T)| |H4

is continuous in time by checking the evolution equation for it and using that 0. ;; exists locally
in time. Also, depending on the choice of parameters tc”t K.c,s could not ex1st ( the second and

third condition may no bet satisfied for ¢ = 0), so we wﬂl only consider ¢ < G- and b < 278 to

avoid that. Finally, if we only consider the typical a priori bounds, the second and third conditions
could make tgglf(c . tend to zero as we make b small, which would be a problem for our purposes.
However, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Fized tg, K,c and J fulfilling c (1,%0), we have that, if b is

small enough, then the unique H* solution 0. ;, with initial conditions as in (36) satisfies

) , 1
—J -
||bjec,‘]7b(b x’t)l[b%,bfé]( ||H4 < tOC
for 1< j<J, tel0t% ] and if x € ("L, b73] then e sp(x,t) € (b5, b775) if 0 <t <
ti ke b
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Proof. Before we get into the proof, we need to define

(r))

(9’01(967.]1171 ntl
OT 22 (0,1,

6:1:1

kn(t) ==

K, (t) ::/0 kn(s)ds.

We will study the evolution of ; := 0. s1 4 (r) (these functions obviously depend on

HE i
¢, J and b, but we will omit this dependence to obtain a more compact notation). These functions
satisfy the evolution equation

26, 06, 26, 06, o0,
ot —I—Ul((g )a o +v (9 )a v +'U2(907J,b 0 )a v +U1(96’J’b_93)8x1 =0.

Furthermore, we have that 9]-(1', t) =b776;(b/x,t) fulfils the evolution equation

’ ’ ’ ’ ’

00, . 00, , 00, 00 o 00
— + 1}1(9 >a—$1 + ’Ug(oj)a—m + U2(907J,b — 9])— + ’01(96,‘]71) — 9]>6—(E1 = 0, (38)
with 9;’7]:”(30, t) =000 55V 2, t).

We want to obtain suitable bounds for the terms depending on 9::7];151 — 9;. To do this we

[ ’
g
decompose 90, Tb 0, as
. ’

HC:].]ﬁb—H- =0,,+0

J »J —J
with 0, ; = (6,7, — 0;)111,00)(r) and 0 ; = (6.7, — 0,)1;0.y(r).
But H;J- satisfies ,that ||9L7j||L1 < Cb3, (supp(9 ), supp(6_ ) = b2, which gives us, if we
define v; 7 (x) 1= vi(6_ ;)(x)

ool

—.j 3-8
||Ui J(‘rﬂ)lsupp(O;)HC‘1 < Co>s
For the term depending on 9+ j» we use that, for k > 1
-3k
||9c Jb b~ k+§7b—k7%]||L1 < Cb

p—k+3
2

d(supp(@c’f]’bl[be%1b,k7§]), SUPP(HJ')) =
which gives us, after adding the contributions for all the k

82vi( ;)

PR L < 2
| 5= leafxz( z)| < Cb3

Therefore, using a second order Taylor expansion for the velocity we obtain that, for |z| < b=s

’Ul(eihj) =kj_1(t)r1 + vf’j’”””(x),
L (1)L < Cbhi. Furthermore by computing the derivatives of

b3 .678]Y
) we actually obtain || 7" (2)1 1 1 (r)||cs < Cbi.

with o7 (2)1

n (¥,

Analogously, we have

with [Jog 7" (2)1

Writing v§™°" := v 7" () + v; 7 (z), we get that [B8) is equivalent to
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’

69; ! error 69; / error 69]
EjL(Ul(ej)ijl +kj*1$1)a—m+(v2(9j)+vz *kjﬂ:m)a—ac2 =0,

with |[v¢"™"||ca < Cbs To obtain the evolution of the H* norm, we note that, with our definition

of H* norm

69
8”9 ||H4 Zza”amlal ]12||L2

1=0 j=0
and
a9 9
a||m||L2
ot
_ 2( 619; (’U (9’) ST 4 fe g )6_9; + (’U (9’) - gerTor _ k T )69;)
ajxlai_jfl]g, 1\Y5 1 j—141 axl 2\Y; 2 —142 O Lo
But using ||v§"°"||cs < Cb1 and incompressibility we get, for i = 0,1,...,4, j =0, ...,
|( 819; az( error%;l_) az( error%)) | - CbiHo’ ||2
ajl'lai_ng Dz 0tIxy x0T 2y Lzl = glH?
and
. , 96’ , 96’
2 Fangh) Pamg L 00,
0Ix10tIxy’ OIx 10T xy 0I 210 T 2y L2l = -1 Qix 0i—igy 'L

which gives us, by adding all the terms and including the contribution from the terms depending

on v (0; )% and vg(H;)g—zz
A L e "
ot ot

< (4]€j71 + CbZ)Hbj@C”]’b(bij:C,t)l[b§7b,§](T)||H4

O (0,001 4y ()3

with C' given by (B7).
Using that, by hypothesis

j ~j
1678e.10(6 %ﬂmayammpgmé,

and integrating ([B9) we get

; —; K cb
9020092, 001 4 g (e < e OF =D
and using K;_1(t) < K, and taking b small enough

J —J 6K - _~
||b 907J,b(b ‘T’t)l[béﬁb’%](r)HH“ <ce < C’to’
which gives us the first property we wanted.
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As for the bounds for ¢ j(x,t), we again work in the equivalent problem with 6/, ;, and note
that we just proved that

|Ui(9c:§,b)($)1[b§1b7%]| < (ks (1) + COD) | + vs(0)) (@),

/

and since |vz(9;)| < min(C, Clz|) (by using our bounds in H* plus v;(#;)(z = 0) = 0), integrating

in time we have that, for b small, the particles under that flow starting in [%, %] will stay in
(e7¢,e%) C (bé,b_é), with C' depending on K and t; and we are done by returning to the
original problem. O

Note that last lemma tells us that for b small enough, at ¢t = tg;,i;(,c,.],b’ either ¢ = tg or

tc'l‘it
Joroen |W(O, s)|ds = K. Our next goal is to prove that, if the right conditions are met,

ZT1

crit
we will actually have fott”’K’c"]’b |%ﬂl"””)(0, s)|ds = K.

Lemma 4.2. For fized tg, K and c fulfilling ¢ < & °r

g‘to and K > maz(1,ty), we can find J and b

such that at time t = tfgf}f(,qj’b we have that

fOttO,K,c,J,b |a’01((99cy]7b) (07 S)|d8 — K.

ZT1

Proof. We start by studying the trajectories of particles with || € [b/*5,b™5].
_1

In the proof of lemma E.I] we obtained that, for |z| € [b%,b™ %],

a ’

v1(0,7,) = v(0;) + 07" () + kj-1(t)z (40)

va(8,%,) = v(8)) + 5" () — k1 ()2
(let us remember that here 9;- actually depends on ¢, J and b but we omit it), with ||[of™°"(z)||cs <
C1bi for i = 1,2, with C; depending on ¢, j and J, and ||v(9;-)||01 < (5 with Cy depending on tg.

By returning to the original problem, we get that, for |z| € [bj"’é , b7 é]

1 (0e,7) = v(6;) + 07" () + kj_1 (t)2s (41)
2 (0c,75) = v(0;) + 05" (@) = k1 (D)o

with |[v¢"7°"||c1 < Cb7 and |[v(6;)]|cr < Cp with Cy depending on .
We are interested in studying the ¢ associated to this problem in polar coordinates for particles
starting in (r, ) € ([3, 2],[0,27]). We study separately the evolution of the radial coordinate and
of the angular coordinate for simplicity.

For the radial coordinate, if we call ¢(rg, ap,t) the flow associated to @) that gives us the

radial coordinate of the particle that was initially in (ro, «g), we have that,
¢ (10, @0,1) gty s (s)dstCrbtiaCat o K4CibEtrCat
70 - -

As for the change in the angular coordinate, we are interested in finding bounds for how fast
a particle can approach the lines a = i, i = 0,1,2,3. All four cases are equivalent, so we will
consider ¢ = 0. We have that

Vo (r,0,8) =0

and, since for ¢ = 1,2 ||%||Cl < C(|kj—1| + Cib+ C3) (with C a universal positive constant) we
get, defining ¢/, similarly as we did with ¢/ (7o, ag,t),

¢4 (ro, 2o, 1) S o= CUd ko1 (8)ds+C1bT t4Cat) 5 ,~C(K+C1bT 14Cat)
(o)) - -
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Now we are ready to obtain bounds for

Bt Oy (0o 1)
/ | ZPeI) 0, )ds.
0 1

Since the transformation

0. AL
Oc.(x) — M

A
does not change the value of %ﬁ"”’)(o,s) and by linearity, we have that, for s = 0 we can
compute
Ov1(0c,7) J c Ovi(f(r)sin(2a)) T e
[ hdt] :Ot:(): — :O:C —>Cl J
P =0 =0 =3 2o G —0) = 052 2 Canty

Jj=1

For times ¢ > 0, writing for the flow map ¢¢ jp(x,t) = (P1,¢,06(%, 1), P2,c,50(2, 1))

0v1 (0. gp(r, a,t 0. it
| N ’3”( ))|:C Y2 ,J,bs(y )dyldy2
1 ]Ri |y|
erc,J,b(¢;.1],b(yat)ao)
Y1 5 dyldyQ
R ]

2
~ ¢20Jb(gat)ec Jb(gao) ~ 7~
= C/ B1,c,06(7, 1) =2 — dy1dya
R2 |be,06(5: 1)

) ) (3P Griiabess(@,0)
ZC/ O1,,0,6(9 1) ¢2’C’J’bgy )E)lyt Y12 CLJ’;’(y )dyldy2
R2 |be,7.6(T, )] G172 |9

with C' a constant, but (passing to polar coordinates to obtain the bound more easily)

$2,c,0(2, 1) | |z]°
|e,1,0(x, 1)]° @122
sin(2¢glb(r, a)) 3

sin(2a) qﬁ’;y.]’b(r, a) ~

(bl,c,J,b(xa t)

o~ C(K+erbT t4Cot)

for some C, and thus

|6’U1(907J,b(r, a,t))

6901 |
> Ce—C(KJrclbiHCQt)/ ﬂlﬂz@g;(@ 0) dijydijs
R2 |9

and integrating in time

/t%f?,cwb |8v1(95,.1,b)
0

. 1
15} (0,8)|ds > t?:z;( ¢,J bCCl”(J)efc(KJrClMtU+C2t°)
I K,

To finish our prove, we just fix some K, to and c fulfilling our hypothesis, we take J big enough
so that
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toCeln(J)e  CE+Cato) 5 | 41

and then take b small enough so that using lemma BT either to =t ;, or

oot c ab
/ 0 |8’U1 (90,.]71)) (O’ S)|d8 _ K
0 81'1

and such that

tOCcln(J)e_C(K"’Clb%t°+02t°) > K.

The result then follows by contradiction, since if we assume ty = t;g’f( .7 We obtain

t 1
/ 0 |_av1({(990,J_,b) (0, 8)|ds > toCeln(J)e ¢ HEFC1bToFCato) . f¢.
0 1

O

Corollary 4.2.1. There are initial conditions 032 € H* with ||0324|| > < & such that there
exists 0 <t} . < to and a solution O 4, z(x,t) to (1) with 9?}?&’? as initial conditions fulfilling

crit

te 't K G
/ o M(Q s)dS =-K,
0 3$1

105 t0,6(x, )| 2 < M 45,2

Furthermore we have supp(0%7i%) C {r € (a1, 3)}, supp(Ox.i,.5(x,t)) C {r € (a1,a2)} with
a1, az depending on K, tg and c.

Proof. The initial conditions and solution are the ones obtained in lemma 2] we only need to
1

note that ||0¢ p||g2 = C(Z'j]:1 J%)E < Ce¢, and thus we need to take Cc < ¢ and then apply

lemmal£2l As for the condition regarding the support, we just need to use that since the solution

remains in H* the velocity is C! and that the velocity at (21, x2) = (0,0) is zero and thus particles

can only approach the origin exponentially fast. O

Theorem 4.3. For any co > 0, M > 1 and t, > 0, we can find a H*T3 function Oo(x) with
100(2)|| 2 < co such that the only solution O(z,t) € H* 1 to the SQG equation (@) with initial
conditions 0y(x) is such that there exists t < t* with ||0(x,t)||g2 > Mcy.

Proof. We consider the pseudo-solution

9M,t*,CU,N = 9K:4M,tg:t*,6:%“($at) (42)
in(eG® N
Ci sinie X
N Z"gl(eG“)N%xl)gg(e*G(”N%acg)%

with O 1,z given by corollary 2T with ¢ = ¢, to = t* and K = 4M,

t@vl(eKt ~)
G(t) = — 7’0700, d
() = - [ e 0,5

and g1(21), g2(x2) C°° functions with support in [—1,1] and ||g;||r2 = 1. We will define
f]%/[,t*,co (z,t) == 9K:4M,t0:t*,6:%0 (z,t)

1 1 3 G(t)N
72, 5 @.0) == Lgn (O N3y )ga(e= 6O N a) N

2

for a more compact notation.
These pseudo-solutions have the following properties:
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e For N large, ||0ar,i+,c.n(t = 0)|| 72 < co.

e There exists a terir < t* (given by corollary E2.T]) such that, for N large, we have

_ C
1031, c0, N ( = terit) |2 > Jee'®™ > coe™

where we used that, since g1, g2 € C' and have compact support, for A > 0
. 1 1 1 ) 1
B ool [NZg1 (AN 2 21) g2 (AN 2 20)sin( ANz )| | 12 = %Hg(xl)HLz.

Furthermore they fulfil the evolution equation

g]\/[ t*,co,N 1 af]& t*,co 1 af]& t*,co
ki A b & Il + . ot 5%0 + . _ st co
at ’Ul(fM,t ,CU) axl ’UQ(fM,t ,CU> a$2
1 2 1 2
- vy (f]M,t*,co) 0 co,N NI, av2(fM,t*,co> 8fco,N —0

8901 8901 8:1:2 8:1:2
and thus it is a pseudo-solution with source term

FM¢*7007N($’ t) = FJIM,t*,co,N('T’t) + F]%I,t*,co,N(xa t) + F]%I,t*,co,N(xa t)’

a 2 2
1 L 2 co, N 2 co,N
Fyp e eon (1) i= —(01(fZ, n) 8;1 +v2(fa N) 8:22 )
8]‘}/“* Of? N
P oy @8) = =002 3) =5 (e o) )
8’01 (fl * ) 0 2
3 L M., t* ¢ 1 co,N
F]M,t*,co,N(zat) = (xlTo - Ul(fM,t*,co)) 89;1
(@ 8U2(f11w,t*,co) v (fl ))afgo,N
2 (9:62 2V Mt .o (9:62 '

As usual we want to find bounds for the source term for ¢ € [0, tcrit]. For Fiyp o .oy (a0, 1) it is
easy to obtain that

_s 1
||F1%47t*7607N($’ t)||L2 <CN 2, ||FI%/I,t*,co,N($a t)||H3 <CNz
with C' depending on M and cy. )
For Fp e oo n(2,t), using that [|f2 y|[z1 < CN~% and that the support of f}, . . lies away
from 0, we get
1ERr e o (@ D)l lLe SCONT2|[FRy pe o n(2,t)] e < ONT2
with C depending on M, t* and cy.
Finally, for F]%I,t*,CO,N(x,t), using that, for i = 1,2

) 8vi(f]%4,t*,co)

S P 0i(fare eo)

vanishes to second order around 0, that the third derivatives of v;( lew,t*,co) are bounded around
0, and supp(f2, n) C [-N~—2,N~2] x [-N~2,N"z], we get
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_z 1
| F3r e ol S ONTZ ||FRy e oo vlls < ONT2,
with C depending on M, t* and cg.
With all this combined and using the interpolation inequality, we get
_5 _1
||FM,t*,CU,N||L2 < CN 2, ||FM,t*,CU,N||H2+% < CN™1.
This allows us to obtain, in a similar way as in lemmas2.8] 2.9 B8 and B8 that, if O s 1 ¢, N (2, 1)
is the solution to (dl) with Ops ¢+ co, v (2,0) = Ors,t+ o, N (x, 0) then
= _1
On1,t co,N (25 8) = Ong e co N (2, E)]] oy < CENTS

and this combined with the properties of s ¢+ «, n(,t) finishes the proof.
([l

Theorem 4.4. For any co > 0 there exist initial conditions 0(x,0) with ||0(x,0)||g2 < co such
that any solution 6(x,t) to () satisfies

ess-supyepo o||0(x, t)[| g2 = o0
for any € > 0.

Proof. We start by fixing some arbitrary ¢y > 0 and defining

9n,R,N(£C, t) = TR(éM:4",t*:2*",c0:2*",N)a

with Oar ¢+ e as in @2) and Tr(f(21,22)) = f(z1 + R,12). We will also refer to the first
time when -
10n, r, v (2,)|| 2 > 2"

(which we already know exists and is smaller than 27") as tcpit n-
We will study the initial conditions

9(:670) = Zén,Rn,Nn(xvo)a (43)
n=1

which fulfil ||6(z, 0)||gz < ¢ if each N, is big enough, and we will prove by contradiction that
if we choose appropriately (R, )nen and (N, )nen there cannot exists a solution 6(z,t) with this
initial conditions that satisfies

esS-SUP;¢[,¢] [10(z,t)||g2 < P (44)

for some €, P. Note also that 0, g, n,(,0) is supported in B3 (—Rn,0). We can assume that

our L2 norm is conserved, since this will be true if equation (@) holds (for the time intervals that
we will consider). We will assume without loss of generality that € < 1, and we define vy,4, as the
maximum velocity that a function f with ||f||gz < 1, [|f|lcz < ||0(x,0)||r2 can produce. With
this in mind, we write

R, =D, + Dn—i—l + 4'Umaz2n_1 +Ry_1+3

with D,, = N2 and we will prove that, if N,, is big enough, then any solution to () with initial
conditions (@3] will satisfy

ess-SuP; (0,21 [|0(z, )| 2 > on—1, (45)

Note that with this definition of R,, we have, for any ¢ # n that

d(supp(Tr, (On.r, N, (2,0))),supp(Tr, (0; g, N, (2,0)))) > 40ma:2" " + D,
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For this, we focus on the evolution of

en(xat) = 1B (7Rn,0)9(xat)

Dp+2vmaz2~1+3

and we will assume that

ess-SuPc (o2 [|0(, )| 2 < on—1, (46)
Then if ¢ € [0,27"], we have that 6, (z,t) will fulfil the evolution equation
o, 90, _
8901 8902 o

and [[v;i(0 = 0,)1p,  .(r.)llcs < CN,;* since d(supp(0 — 6,,),supp(6,,)) > N2
But then we can argue as in lemmas [3.5] B8 and B0l to show that, for t € [0, terit,n], if Ny is
large, we have that

o (01(6) + 01(0 = )5 + (v2(6,) + v (0 — 6,)) 5 = 0

_1
|[0n (2, t) — TRn(en,Rn,Nn(xat))”HH% <CNp *.

Since for some tepit n € [0,27"] we have that

[[Tr, (en,Rn,Nn (z, tcrit,n)” |2 > 27,

and the H? norm of Tg, (0. r, N, (,t)) is continuous in time, we arrive to a contradiction by

taking N,, big enough and repeating this argument for each n € IN.
O

Remark 5. The proof can be adapted to work in the critical spaces Witer for p € (1,00]. For

this, note that it is easy to obtain a version of corollary [{-2-1] but with small WH%’}’, since the
function

Z F(b7Ir)b sin(2a)
& ;
i=1 J

has a WYT5P norm as small as we want by taking ¢ small. As for the perturbation, we need
to consider

sin(Nx)

with a = a(p),b = b(p) > 0 values that keep the norm WY eP bounded (but not tending to
zero) as N — oo (for example, in W1 we consider a =0) and X\ > 0. Taking b = % and arguing
as in theorems [{.3 and [{-4] allows us to obtain ill-posedness for a wide range of p, but we need to
include some refinements to obtain the result for all p € (1,00]. Namely, approximations for the
velocity similar to those obtained in lemmal2.3 are needed and we have to include one extra time
dependent term in the pseudo-solution.

Ag1(N21)ga(N°z2)
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