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GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS TO THE TWO-DIMENSIONAL
INCOMPRESSIBLE VORTICITY EQUATION IN THE HALF PLANE

QUANSEN JIU!, YOU LI2, WANWAN ZHANG?

ABSTRACT. This paper is concerned with the global well-posedness of the two-dimensional
incompressible vorticity equation in the half plane. Under the assumption that the initial
vorticity wo € WH*P(R2) with k > 3 and 1 < p < 2, it is shown that the two-dimensional
incompressible vorticity equation admits a unique solution w € C([0,T]; W*P(R3.)) for
any T > 0. An elementary and self-contained proof is presented and delicate estimates of
the velocity and its derivatives are obtained in this paper. It should be emphasized that
the uniform estimate on fot Hu(T)HWl,oo(Ri)dT is required to complete the global regularity

of the solution. To do that, the double exponential growth in time of the gradient of the
vorticity in the half plane is established and applied. This is different from the proof of
global well-posedness of the Euler velocity equations in the Sobolev spaces, in which a
Kato-type or logarithmic-type estimate of the gradient of the velocity is enough to close
the energy estimates.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

The two-dimensional incompressible Euler equations read as
ou+ (u-V)u+Vp=0, (z,t) € D x Ry,
div u = 0,

(1.1)

where D C R? is a domain and the unknown functions are the velocity field u(z,t) =
(up(z,t),uz(x,t)) and the pressure function p. The second equation means that the flow
is incompressible, which enables us to determine the pressure p from u through a singular
integral operator for a specific domain D. The initial condition to (II]) is imposed as

u(z,0) = up(x), = € D. (1.2)

Furthermore, when D is a domain with a boundary, the natural boundary condition is the
no penetration one:

u(z,t) -v(z) =0, (x,t) € 0D x Ry. (1.3)
Here v(z) denotes the outward unit normal vector of domain D at x € 9D.

In two-dimensional case, the vorticity w = 0y,u1 — 05, u2 is a scalar function satisfying
Ow~+u-Vw=0, (z,t) € D xRy
u=V+Aylw, (1.4)
w(z,0) = wo(z).

The second equation of (I4) is the so-called Biot-Savart law with V+ = (9, —0). For
smooth domains D with boundaries, Af)l denotes the inverse of the Laplacian operator
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with the homogeneous boundary condition. It is deduced from (L4) that the quantity
|w(®)]|zs(py(1 < s < 00) is conserved for all times, which plays a vital role in the proof of
global regularity of solutions to the two-dimensional incompressible Euler equations.

The global well-posedness theory to the Cauchy problem (LI)-(L2]) or initial-boundary
problem (LI)-(L3]) has been established in various settings. Holder [27] and Wolibner [55]
independently obtained the global existence and uniqueness of classical solutions to (LI))-
(L3) in Holder spaces for a smooth bounded domain D. The global well-posedness result
in [55] was later improved by Kato in [30] without the zero-circulation assumption for each
inner component of the boundary of a bounded (not necessarily simply connected) domain,
where the author used the Schauder fixed-point theorem and constructed the solutions
through the vorticity equation. In [48], McGrath utilized the Schauder fixed-point theorem
as well, but considered the vorticity equation in the stream function form to prove the
global well-posedness of classical solutions to (LI)-(L2) with D = R2. Later, Bourguignon
and Brezis [7] proved the global existence and uniqueness of strong solutions to (I.I])-(L3])
with D a smooth bounded domain in Sobolev spaces with a suitable external force for the
initial velocity in W™*(D) with 1 < s < oo and m > 1+ 5. For a recent proof of the
global regularity, we also refer the reader to [41], where Koch proved the global existence
and uniqueness of C' classical solutions to (LI)-(L3) with a smooth bounded domain
D for C1® initial velocity via the method of Schauder fixed-point theorem. Existence
and uniqueness of smooth solutions to (LI))-(L3]) on exterior domain D were obtained by
Kikuchi in [35]. Concerning the half plane D = R2 | Secchi [53] showed the existence and
uniqueness of strong solutions to (LI)-(L3]) via the method of vanishing viscosity limit
under specific Navier-boundary conditions. In addition, it is well-known that Yudovich [57]
obtained the existence and uniqueness of global weak solutions if the initial vorticity wg lies
in L' N L* for the domain D = R? (see [47] for the bounded domain case). One can refer
to [3], 4L 6l 111, 18, 19} 20, 26], 39, [40], 42| 56, 58] and the references therein for other related
interesting and important aspects concerning with the two-dimensional incompressible Euler
equations.

Our goal in this paper is to consider the global well-posedness of strong solutions to
the two-dimensional Euler in the half plane via the vorticity equation (I4]). As we know,
in the half plane, it has been widely accepted and used in the boundary layer theory that
there exists a unique global strong (classical) solution to the two-dimensional incompressible
Euler equations (see e.g. [45] and [46]). And as mentioned above, it can be proved by using
the viscous approximation (the Navier-Stokes equations) with Navier boundary condition
(see [44] and [53]) to the Euler equations. However, we will utilize the vorticity equation
instead of the velocity equation to present an elementary and self-contained proof the global
well-posedness in this paper. Note that the vorticity equation is one of a class of transport
equations:

Ow~+u-Vw=0, (z,t) € D x Ry,
u= VAW, (1.5)
w(z,0) = wo(z),

where 0 < a < % and the domain D is the whole plane, the torus, the upper half plane or the
bounded domain. In fact, when o = 0, (L5 is the two-dimensional incompressible vorticity
equation. When a = %, (LE) reduces to the celebrated two-dimensional inviscid SQG
equation. When 0 < a < 3, (LH) is the so-called inviscid modified or generalized SQG in
the literature (see [38] and references therein). There have been a number of mathematical

studies on inviscid SQG and inviscid modified SQG equations and we refer the readers to
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[9, 10, 12, 13| 14} 15, 16, 17, 19, 23] 25| 28] 291 36l 37, B38|, 50L 52] and the references therein
for more details.

Our main results are stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. For every wy € W’“’p(}Ri) with k > 3 and 1 < p < 2, there exists a time
Ty = T0(||w0||Wk,p(R2+)) such that (LA) admits a unique solution w € C([0, Tp); WFP(R2)).

Theorem 1.2. For every wy € WHP(R2) with k >3 and 1 < p < 2. For any T > 0, (I4)
admits a unique solution w € C([0,T); WFP(R2)).

Remark 1.1. The restriction of p € (1,2) in Theorems [I1] and [I.2 is required when
timati n t n P A% ith hel the Hardy-
estimating ||u||L2fpp(R2+) in terms 0f||W||L22Tpp(Ri) in Proposition [3.1] with help of the Hardy

Littlewood-Sobolev inequality and when establishing the mazimum estimate of the velocity
and its gradient in Lemma [5.2 It would be interesting to obtain the local (global) well-
posedness to (L4) in the Sobolev spaces W’”’(Ri) for more general values of k and p,
especially for k > 3 and 2 < p < oo.

Remark 1.2. Theorems [ and can be also established for (L4) with D = R? by the
same but simpler arguments .

Now we explain our approaches in a more detail. To prove Theorem [I.1] starting from the
linearized equation ([f2]), we construct a suitable approximate system (see (A.3])) and obtain
the uniform estimate of the approximate solutions. In particular, we will establish a delicate
Sobolev-type estimate on the singular integral involving the expression u = VLAglw in
(4) with D = R?, that is,

[l

Wm’?%(Ri) < Cmp”wHWmvP(Ri)a

for any integers m > 0 and 1 < p < 2 (see Proposition BI]). With the global well-posedness
result of the linearized equation in hand (see Lemma [1]), we will utilize the contraction
mapping principle to prove the local well-posedness Theorem LIl To prove Theorem [L.2],
we will show a Kato-type estimate on the velocity and its gradient, which is

[W(t)]CW(Ri)

Tolme ) * Crlenluoe )

() lwreo g2 ) < Cyllwoll Lo (2 ) (1 + log (1 +

for any 0 < v < 1and 1 < p < 2 (see Lemma [5.2]), and hence, for any 1 < p < 2, by the
2
Sobolev embedding W2P(R2 ) < CO’Q_E(Ri), it holds that

w2y < Colllwoll ) + ool o) (1+ 10g (e + lw@®lwaagz) ) ).

which is not sufficient to obtain the uniform estimate on sup ||<,u(if)HW;c,p(Rz+ ) with k& > 2
0<t<T

and 1 < p < 2 for any T > 0 (see (5.I14]) and (5.I6])). This phenomenon is very different
from the well-known global well-posedness to the Cauchy problem (ILI))-(L2) or initial-
boundary problem (LI)-(L3]) in the Sobolev spaces, where the logarithmic-type estimate
of the gradient of the velocity is enough to prove the global regularity of the solutions to
(CI)-(T2) or (LI)-(T3). It is easily seen that this difference between the velocity equations
and the vorticity equation is caused by their different non-linear structures. In particular,
there is a new term HVw(t)HLz(Ri) appearing in the energy estimate of HUJ(t)HWk,p(Ri)
when utilizing the calculus inequalities to the vorticity equation. To complete the proof of
Theorem [[.2], the uniform estimate on fg ||u(7')||W1,oo(Ri yd7 is then required. To this end,
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we will derive the double exponential growth in time of the gradient of the vorticity in the
half plane (see Proposition [5.3]), which in turn implies that, for any ¢ > 0,

[u() w00 m2) < C,ABe“rAt,

”vaHLOO(]Ri)

where A = ||w0||Loo(R2+) + ||w0||Lp(Rz+) and B = 1+ log <3 + ) Moreover, to

||w0||LOO(R2 )
+
establish the Kato-type estimate, we will also show a Schauder-type estimate as

[Vuler@rz) < Cylwlov @),

for any 0 < v < 1 (see Proposition B.2]). The similar estimate in the whole plane can be
directly derived by making use of the expression of the gradient of the velocity and the
cancellation of the singular kernel (see for instance Lemma 4.6 in [49]). However, in the
half-plane case, the cancellation property of the singular kernel does not hold due to the
presence of the boundary and the proof of in the whole plane can not be applied. We will
overcome this difficulty with help of the stream function. In particular, the local maximum
estimate of the stream function will be derived (see ([B.I7)). Finally, it should be remarked
that the optimal growth of the vorticity in the half plane remains open (see [39] for the unit
disc and [56] for symmetric smooth bounded domains).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we first give some notations and defini-
tions on Sobolev spaces and Holder spaces, and then recall some useful facts utilized later
in this paper. Section 3 is devoted to some delicate estimates between the velocity and the
vorticity. The proof of Theorems [[.T] and is given in Sections 4 and 5, respectively.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we will present some notations and basic facts needed later.

2.1. Notations. Some notations are introduced as follows. Let £ be an open set in RY.
For s > 1, we denote L*(Q2) the usual function space consisting of measurable functions on
Q) which are s-integrable, of which norm is defined by

1fllzs) = (/Q|f($)|5dx)%.

When f is a vector or matrix function the same notation will be used and the notation
|f| denotes the usual Euclidean norm. For s = oo, L*(2) denotes the Banach space of
essentially bounded functions on €, of which norm is

£l Lo () = inf{c: | f(z)| < c a.e. on Q}.

An useful characterization of the L® norm of a function is by its distribution function. More
precisely, for any s > 0 and |f|* € L1(£2), it holds that

/ |f(x)|°dx = S/ Ts_l,uf(T)dT, (2.1)
Q 0
where f1f is the distribution function of f defined by

pp(r) =z € Q:|f(z)| > 7} (2:2)

for any 7 > 0 (see, e.g., [24]).



For m € N, a positive integer and 1 < s < oo, we define the usual Sobolev spaces
Wms(Q) ={f € L*(Q) : 0°f € L*(),|a| < m}, where 0*f is the weak (or distributional)
derivative. These spaces are equipped with the following norms:

1
Il = (D2 10%ulljq)) "1 < 5 < o,

|| <m
and
I fllwm.eo () = Z 10% fll Lo (-
|| <m

There will be no notational distinction between Sobolev spaces of scalar-valued and vector-
valued functions. One can consult [I], 8, 2], 24, [54] and the references therein for more mate-
rials of Sobolev spaces. Here we focus on the half-space case 2 = Rf . Some Sobolev embed-

dings are listed here for convenient applications. More precisely, W™ (Rf ) — LN-ms (Rﬂ\_f )
if ms < N and W™5(RY) — C*RY) if ms > N (see, e.g., [8]).

For 0 < v < 1, a function f is uniformly Holder continuous with exponent v in € if the
quantity

_ [f(@) — F)l
e = ot emab

is finite, and locally Holder continuous with exponent + in € if f is uniformly Holder
continuous with exponent v on compact subset of ). For k a non-negative integer and v €
(0,1), the Holder spaces C*7(Q) (C*7(Q)) are defined as the subspaces of C¥(Q) (C*(Q))
consisting of functions whose k—th order partial derivatives are uniformly Hélder continuous
(locally Hélder continuous) with exponent v in Q. Set

[fler ) = IID* fllcoy = @Upksgpwﬁf\, k=0,1,2..,

[flora) = [DFflovg) = ‘E?Pk[Dﬁf]m(Q),

which are semi-norms in C*(Q) and C*7(Q) respectively. With these semi-norms, we can
define the related norms

k k
£ ller@ =Y _[Flei@ = D 1D7 fllcowy,
=0 =0
[fllexv@y = Ifller@) + lerrve
= | fller@) + IPF fleveys
on the spaces C*(Q), C*7(Q), respectively.

We also introduce the non-dimensional norms on C*¥(€2), C*7(Q). If Q is bounded, with
d = diam 2 (the diameter of Q), we set

k k
1 ey = 3 @ flosioy = 3. NID flleogey,
j=0

i=0

”f”/(jk,v(g‘)) = ”f”/Ck(Q) + dk+7[f]cm(ﬂ)
= I fller@ + D" flev@)-
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The spaces Ck(Q), Ck"Y(Q) equipped with the respective norms are Banach spaces. We
refer readers to [24] for more details.

Throughout this paper, we will use C' to denote a generic positive constant, whose value
may change from line to line, and write C(a) or C, to emphasize the dependence of a
constant on «.

2.2. Some basic facts. In the following, we present some basic useful facts needed later.
We begin with the contraction mapping principle [24], which will be used to prove the local
existence of a solution to (L4)).

Lemma 2.1. Assume that F is a closed nonempty subset of Banach space B equipped with
a norm || - || and that a mapping T : F — F is contractive, that is,

[Tz =Tyl < &llz =yl

for all x,y € F and some k € [0,1). Then there exists a unique solution x € F of the
equation Tx = x.

Next we recall the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality [2] needed later.
Lemma 2.2. Let § € (0,N) and s,r € (1,00) satisfy

1 B 1
-+ ==1+-.
3+N +7‘

A constant C, s then exists such that

(i fllzr@yy < Crsllfll s @y

We continue with an integral inequality [47], which will play a similar role as the Gron-
wall’s inequality.

Lemma 2.3. Let f € C([0,T];R+) and ¢ € C(Ry;Ry) be a non-decreasing function, such
that

f() < £(0) + /0 o(f(r))dr, t<T.

Let g = g(t) be a solution of the initial value problem

(1) = elo(1),
9(0) = (0).
Then
£(1) < g(t),t € [0.7].

The next lemma is from the standard theory of elliptic partial differential equations of
second order [24]. Let ]Rﬂ\rf denote the half-space, zxy > 0, and T the hyperplane xy = 0;
By = Bag(zg), By = Bgr(xg) will be balls with center xg € Rﬂ\_f and we let B = By N Rf,
B = BiNRY.

Lemma 2.4. Let f € C*(BS)N QO(BJ), g € CY(BY) with 0 < v < 1, satisfy Af = g in
B, f=0o0nT. Then f € C*V(B]") and we have

”f”CM < CN,W(”JCHCO + Rz”gH/co,w(B;))-
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We conclude this section with the general calculus inequalities in the Sobolev spaces in
the whole space and in the half-space. These inequalities are motivated by the well-known
Kato-Ponce inequality which was originated in [33] and further generalized in [32, [34] 43].

N
Proposition 2.5. Suppose that s € (1,00) and a = (v, - - ,an) € NY with |a| = Zaj >

0. Let f,g be in S(RY), the Schwartz class. Then there exist constants C's depending only
on N,a, s, s1, 89,53 and s4 such that

10°(£ )l s @y < CUIDY fll Loy @y gl oo @y + 1F Lo @y 1D gll pos mvy), (2:3)
and

10%(fg) — fO%gllLs )

o lal-1 (2:4)
SC(HD f”LSl(RN)HgHLSZ(RN) + ||Vf||LS4(1RN)||D 9||L33(RN)>,

with s1,s3 € (1,00) such that

1 1 1 1 1
— =t —=—4—.
S S1 59 S3 S4

Remark 2.1. The special cases of 2.3)-(2.4) with s = 2,81 = s3 = 2,89 = 84 = 00 and of
24) with s € (1,00),81 = 83 = 8,82 = 84 = 00 are proved in [49] and [43], respectively.

Proof of Proposition When |a| = 1, [2Z3) is a direct consequence of the Leibniz
differential formula and the Holder inequality. For |a| > 2, the Leibniz differential formula
gives

|a]—1
0%(fg) = (0°f)g+ > Capd’f0*Pg+ f0°g. (2.5)
18]=1
For 1 < |B] < |a| — 1, by using the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (see [51]), we get
% ﬁ\
10° fll o vy < Onapsrsal DI ||f||D4 (2.6)
and
\5
10 ) < Covaon sl DPlgl e ] o 2.)

where p; and py are determined by

i_@L+@_@E?

pr ol st o]

and

1 ARSI
_<1_m>_+|a|82
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Then it is easily seen that % = pll + p%. Therefore, utilizing the Holder inequality and the
Young inequality together with (2.5)-(2.7) yields that, for any |«| > 2,
10%(f D) Ls vy
lal—1
<D fll o @y llgl Loz @y + D, Caglld® Fllzor @y 10° P gl pre vy
18]=1
+ HfHLM(RN)HDMQHLSB(RN)
§||D‘°‘|f||le (RN) 191l 52 (RN) + ||f||LS4(RN ||D|a‘g||L53 (RN)
lal-1 ol
+ 3 O (1D Fll o @ ligllzos @) ) (1 1Lzos oy | Dl s ey )
18]=1
SCNvaﬁvSi(HD'a‘fHLSl(RN)||g||L52(RN) + ||f||L54(RN)HD'a‘gHL%(RN))a
which is exactly (2.3]).

Next we turn to the proof of (Z4). When |a| =1 or 2, ([24)) is straightforward by using
the Leibniz differential formula and the Holder inequality. Thus we proceed to assume
|| > 3. Similar to (Z5), one writes

ol —1
0*(fg) — f0°g = (0°F)g+ > Capd’f0*Pg+ Y Copd’f0° " y. (2.8)
|B]=1 |81=2
Furthermore, similar to (Z6)-(27), we deduce that, for any 2 < || < |a| — 1,
181=1
107 1l s vy < Ot sl,s4HD‘°‘|fH‘Loé‘1 ﬁw HVfHLsJa‘ ; (2.9)
and
L \/J’ \&\*\»’f\
”8(1_59”L‘12(RN) < CN,Q,@S%SSHD'Q‘ gH[,Sg ”gHL52 RN) (2'10)

where ¢; and g9 satisfy

1 —-11 -1\ 1
1 _ 18 _+<1_ & )_
@ Jal—1s la] =1/ s4
and

1 1

Lokl eyt

q2 |a| —1 s3 la] — 1
Then it is clear that % = qil + q%. Therefore, utilizing the Holder inequality and Young
inequality together with (2.8])-(2Z10) deduces that, for any |a| > 3,

10%(fg) — fO“gllLs@mm)
<Dl o @y gl oz vy + 1V £l oa @y |1 D1 gl s vy

+ > Caplld®Fllim @) 10° gl L ey
2<|81< el -1

SHDla‘f”LSI(RN)Hg”LSZ(RN) + ”vf”LM(RN)”D‘al_lg”LSB(RN)

Gl ol 181 lo]—1 lal=15]
+ 3" Cnaa (1D Fll s @y gl o @) 1= (1Y £l oa vy [ D12 g oy vy ) T T
|B=2

SCN,aﬂ,Si(”D‘alf”le(RN)Hg”Ls2(RN) + ”vf”LSAL(]RN)”D‘al_lg”LSS(RN))v
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which concludes the proof of (2.4)).

The corresponding calculus inequalities in the half-space are then easily derived from
Stein’s linear Sobolev extension operators ([54]) and Proposition

N

Corollary 2.6. Suppose that a = (ay,--- ,ay) € NV with |a| = Za]— >0 and s € (1,00)
j=1

with s1,s3 € (1,00) such that+ =+ + L =1 4 L

S1 $2 s3 S4°

€ o1 n L and g € 3 N L2 , then there exists a
1) If f € Whbsy(RY) 0 L9(RY) and g € Wlelss(RY) 0 L2(RY), then th
constant C = C(N, «, s, s1, 52, 53, 54) such that

1£0lhwreteqy < OO s gy 19l zea ey + 1l gow ey Iy ey )
(2) If f € WlelsyRY) nWEs¢(RY) and g € Wiel=Lss(RY) N L32(RY), then there ewists
a constant C = C(N, «, s, s1, S2, 83, S4) such that

10(£9) — F0°gll oy < CUL lyproron sy 19l oa oy + 1 s s e 1os )
3. ESTIMATES ON THE VELOCITY FIELDS

Let us start with some estimates on the velocity field u in the half plane through the
vorticity w. These estimates are of interest in itself. For convenience, we will make a notation
suppression for the time variable in this section. All functions could be understood at a
fixed time ¢ > 0.

As usual, the stream function ¥(x), which vanishes at infinity, is introduced and satisfies

AV (z) = w(z), z € RZ,
\Il(xl, 0) =0.
Clearly, the stream function ¥ can be represented as
1 _
U(z) = 2—/ <log |z —y| — log |x — y|)w(y)dy, z € R2. (3.2)
T Ri
And the velocity field u = V¥ can be explicitly formulated as
1 (z—y* (@-9* 2
= — — d R 3.3
uw) = 3= [ (Tl — =l ey, v < B, (33

which is called the Biot-Savart law. We use here the notations z+

(21, —22) for z = (21, z2). Then the velocity field u satisfies
div u =0, = € R and us(21,0) =0, z1 € R. (3.4)
Indeed, the slip boundary condition and the divergence-free condition in (3.4]) can be derived

from (B.3) and the expression of the gradient of the velocity, respectively. In particular, the
expression of the gradient of the velocity is calculated in Lemma [A.2

= (22,—21) and z :=

The following estimate is a Sobolev-type estimate of the velocity field w in terms of the
vorticity w by the Biot-Savart law.

Proposition 3.1. Let w € Wm’p(R%r) with m > 0 an integer and 1 < p < 2. Suppose that
w is defined by [B3). Then
Hu”wm'%(ﬂ%i) < Cmm”wHva(Riy
9



Proof. When m = 0, from (3.3]), we have

Ul (et @)
U = a7 oy oy~ lom g )0
r— )L
- L[ lou @(y)dy,

2 r2 |7 — y|?

where @ : R? — R is the odd extension of w to the whole plane, which is

(I)(yl y2) — W(?Jlay2)7 Y2 > 07
’ —w(y1, —y2), w2 <O.

Hence, for any x € RZ,

1 1
< — o(y)|d
@)l < 5 [ ey
1
= 5-( |7 [@]) ().
It follows from Lemma that, for p € (1,2),
Lo
< — - 0
Il o, o S Mgl 7Bl
|
< gl el
< CPHQHLP(RQ)
< Cp”WHLP(Riy (3.5)
We proceed to show the case m = 1. From Lemma [A.2] we see that
1 w(x) (0 1
Vu(z) = %P.V. ” M(z,y)w(y)dy + 5 (_1 0> ,

where the kernel matrix M (x,y) is the sum of singular part M(x,y) and regular part
M (z,y):

—2(x1|—y1)?iv2—y2) (501_y1|)2—(|922—y2)2
Mi(@,y) = <(r1—y1)2—y(w2—y2)2 2(w1—y1)%w2—y2) ) ’

[z—y[* [z—y[*
2(ﬂﬂl—‘yl)@'ﬂfﬂn) _ (rl—yl‘)z—(ﬁ2+y2)2
_ -y z—y
M (z,y) = (_(wl—y1)2—(w2+y2)2 _ 2(z1—y1)(z2+y2) >
lz—g[* lz—g[*

Utilizing the same odd extension technique, we can obtain

Vu(z) = %P.V. [ M+ @ <_01 é) .

Therefore, by the classical Calderén-Zygmund singular integral theory (see, e.g., [54]), we
have

IVull 2 < Gloll 2+ Clwll 2
L77 (B2 L7-7 (R2) L77 (B2
<
< Gollol, o
< CpHWHWLp(Ri)a (3.6)
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2
where we have used the Sobolev embedding W'P(R%) — Lﬁ(Ri) for any p € (1,2).
Combining (3.0 with (8:6) leads to
el < Gpllwlwrnez)- (3.7)

f(l&)
We now turn to the case m = 2. In view of ([B.1), it suffices to bound ||V2ul| 22L( ) To
LZP (R
this end, we first estimate the tangential derivative 0., Vu of the gradient velocity Vu that
is, V,VE0,,U. After differentiating (3:2)) directly and integrating by parts, together with
the homogeneous boundary condition of the Green’s function, we can obtain

1 _
00 (wt) = o | 0n (logl ]~ loglz — 9l)wly)dy
+
1 _
- - Riayl(logkc—m—log|x—y|)w<y>dy
1 _
= ) (10g|:v—y|—loglw—yl)ayM(y)dy- (3-8)

By differentiating (B.8)), we can arrive at

r—t  (r— )t

Computations similar to those in the proof of Lemma [A.2] give

1 Oy
VoVid, () = —PV. | M(z,y)0,w(y)dy + () <_O 1> :
o Ri 2 1 0

Similar to (3.6]), we can obtain

_ L
||5z1VU||L%(Ri) = V2V 0, Y % e
< Gllonwl, g,
< Cpllwllwa (R2)- (3.9)
Next we consider the normal derivative d,,Vu, that is, 0,,V,V+W¥. In view of [33), it
remains to bound [|03 \IJH ) By @), we proceed to represent 95, ¥ as
27 (R

U = 0y, (w— 92, 0).
Using (3.9) again, we deduce that

2
I,y < Nl + 020,
< Cylllwane (3.10)
Finally, (3.9) and (3.I0) yield
2
v uHL%(Ri) < Gpllwlwzn ),

which is the desired conclusion. The case m > 3 can be proved by the induction argument.
We omit the details for simplicity and the proof of Proposition B.1]is complete.

The following estimate is a Schauder-type one on the gradient of the velocity, which will
be used to derive its maximum bound in Lemma The estimate in the whole plane can
be found in [49].
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Proposition 3.2. Let w € C7(R2) N LY(R?%) with some 0 <y <1 and 1 < g < 2. Suppose
that U is defined by B2) and u = V. Then the Hessian V>V satisfies

[V2W]CV(R1) < CW[W]CW(Ri)-
Consequently,
[VU]CV(Ri) <Gy [W]Cv(Ri)-

Remark 3.1. The condition w € LY(R%) with 1 < q < 2 in Proposition is needed to
obtain the local mazimum estimate of the stream function U (see [B.IT)). But the Holder
semi-norm estimates of the Hessian V2V and the gradient velocity Vu do not depend on
the quantity ||W||Lq(1Ri)' Therefore the integrability condition w € LI(R%) with 1 < q < 2
may be removed by a suitable density argument.

Proof of Proposition 3.2l Since u = V¥, we have [Vu]m(@z) [Vz\IJ]m(Ri). Thus
it suffices to estimate [V? U)o me 2). For any R >0, it follows from (B.]) that

{ AV (z) = w(z), &= (z1,22) € BiR(0),

By the definition of || V||’ and Lemma [2.4] we obtain

C27(B(0)

(QR)%W [V2\I’] o (BE (0))

< H\I’H/cz,w(gg(o))
< Oy (I1¥lovsgon + B Nleo oz, )
= O3 (I1¥lonag, @) + B Wleogagyon + B lenag0n)
< cy(uxpum@ o + Bllwlloos) + B wlen ey ) (3.11)
Dividing the factor (2R)?>*7 on both sides of (Z.II)) implies
) 1 1
\% ‘Ij]cw(élg(o)) < C’y(WH‘I’HCO(BJR(O)) + EHWHCO(R?F) + [W]CW(R1)>- (3.12)

We proceed to estimate the term ||| CO(B,(0)) by utilizing the explicit expression (3.2)).
For any = = (z1,22) € B;R(O), one easily has that zo < 2R. We rewrite the expression

B.2) as

1
U(r) = — (log |z —y| —log |z — gl)W(y)dy
2w Ri
1
= ([ 4] ) (tog |z — 4] — log | — 7)w(y)dy
TAJRZNBi(2x)  JRZN(B1(2))°
1 1
= o log |z — ylw(y)dy — o e log |z — g|w(y)dy
T JR2 "B (x) T JRENB: (2)
1

o (10g 2 — yl — log |z — ) (v)dy
T JR2N(Bi(2))°

= Jn + Jig + Jo. (3.13)
12



Ji1 is estimated as

Jio is estimated as

| J12]

IA

<

<

1
21 Jr2 (B, (x)

: /
< ——||w|| foo(r2 log |z — y|dy
el [ togle —y

|log |z — yll|w(y)|dy

1
= —Hw||Loo(R2+)/0 rlog rdr

= Clwllpee2)-

1
o [log 2 — ll|w(y)|dy
T JRZNBi(2)
1 _
5 |log |z — gl||lw(y)|dy
T JRZNB1 (z)NB1(Z)
1 _
5 |log |z — g|[|w(y)|dy
™ R NB1 (z)N(B1(z))°
1
—5- log |Z — yl|w(y)|dy
T JR2 NB1(x)NB1(Z)
1 _
o log |2 — gllw(y)|dy
™ R2NB1 (z)N(B1(z))°
1 _
5 log |Z — yl|w(y)|dy
T JRZNB1(Z)
1
o log (Jo — | + |z — g1 ) (v) |y
™ JR2 AB1 (2)N(B1 (2))°
1 _
5 log |7 — y|lw(y)|dy
T JRZNB1(Z)
1

L log (22 + [z — 9] ) l(y) dy
™ R2NB1 (z)N(B1(z))°

1
1
_||w||Loo(R2+) /0 rlogrdr + §||w\|Loo(R2+) log(1 + 4R)

0(1 +log(1 + 4R)) ol oo g2 )

For Jo, utilizing log(1 + ¢) < ¢ for t > 0 and Holder inequality, we obtain

| J2]

1 x —g|?
< = log %\w(y)!dy
T IR A(Bi(x)e 1T Y
1 dxoys
= — log (1+ |w(y)|dy
47‘(’ Riﬁ(Bl(Sv))c ( ‘.’L’ — ‘2)
1 x
<o 22 us(y)ldy
T JR2 (B (2))e |7 — Y]

1 To(y2 — x2) + x2
= _/ ( — )2 2 ‘w(y)’dy
T JR2 A(By (2)) lz -yl

13
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1 9 z2
<o (P2 2 () lay
T JR2 (B @) M=yl =y

2 1
< Zmeam [ L uy)lay
™ R2 A(B1(x))e [T — Yl
< CQ(R+R2)HWHLCI(R2+)’ (3.16)

for any 1 < ¢ < 2. Consequently, combining (3.13)-(3.I6]) leads to
1]l coz+ 0y < CalB+ R2)HWHL¢I(R3L) + C(1+1log(1 4+ 4R))[[wll Lo (g2 ), (3.17)

which together with (8:12]) deduces that, for any R > 0,

[Vzm]m(ég(o)) <Gy (Cq<% + ﬁ) [wll a2 )
(3.18)

1 1
+(ﬁ + W(l + log(l + 4R))) |]wHCO(R2+) + [w]CW(Ri))

Letting R — oo in (B.I])) yields
[V*¥]ovaz) < Oy wlon @2,

which concludes the proof of Proposition

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [[L1]

In this section, we will prove Theorem [T by using the contraction mapping principle.
Before that, we introduce a nonempty closed subset contained in C([0, Tp); LP(R2)) for some
1< p<2 Given wy € W’”’(Ri) with £ > 3 and 1 < p < 2, we define

Br, ={w € L>(0, To; WHP(R%)) N C ([0, Tp]; LP(R2)) : ess sup ||W(t)||Wk,p(Ri) <M,
0<t<Ty
w(-,0) = wy € WHP(RZ)},
(4.1)

where M = 2HonWk,p(R2+) and Ty > 0 is to be determined later.

We will construct the solution to (L4)) as a fixed point of a mapping 7 : By, — Br,. For
any w € Bry,, let us consider a linear transport equation in the upper half plane

00 +u-Vo =0,
{ (4.2)

9(',0) = wo,

where the advective velocity field u is determined by ([B.3]). The following lemma is concerned
with the global existence and uniqueness of solutions to (4.2]), of which proof will be given
in the Appendix A.

Lemma 4.1. Let wg € kap(Ri) with k >3 and 1 < p < 2. Then for every T > 0 and
w € L0, T; WhP(R2)) N C([0,T); LP(R2)) satisfying w(-,0) = wo, there exists a unique
solution 6 € L°>°(0,T; WHP(R%))NLip([0,T); Wk—1P(R2)) to ([@Z). Moreover, it holds that

t
Cfo ||W(T)||Wk,p(R2+)dT

”e(t)”wk,p(Ri) < ”wo”wk’p(Ri)e (4.3)

for a.e. t € [0,T].
14



According to Lemma [1I] we can define a mapping
T(w)(z,t) = 6(z,1), (4.4)

which is from L*(0,7;W*P(R%)) n C([0,T); LP(R2)) to 6 € L>=(0,T;WFP(R2)) N
Lip([0, T]; Wk=1P(R2)) for any T > 0. Then we can show that

Lemma 4.2. The mapping T defined by (&4) maps By, into itself for some Ty > 0 and
has exactly one fized point in Br,.

Proof. The proof is divided into three steps.
Step 1. T maps Br, into Br,.

For w € Bp, in view of Lemma HI] it concludes that 6(z,t) = T(w)(z,t) €
C([0, Tp); LP(R%)) satisfying 0(-,0) = wy € W*P(R%). Besides, by (&3], we can obtain

HHHLOO(O,TO;WI“P(R?F)) < |’w0HW’€vP(Ri)eXp{CTOHWHLOO(O,TO;WI“P(Ri))}

< %MECMTO
< MM,

provided 0 < Ty < lgg]v? . This shows that 6 € Br,.
Step 2. Br, is a closed nonempty subset of C([0,Tp]; LP(R2)).

By, is nonempty since wyg € Br,. To show that Br, is closed in the topology of
C([0,Tp); LP(R?)), we assume that w, € Br, and

llwn — WHC([O,TO};LP(REL)) — 0, as n — o0.
We have to show that w € Br,. Since w, is bounded in L>(0,Tp; W*P(R%)), that
is, [|wnl| Loo(0 Ty whr@2)) < M, by the weak-star compactness, we can extract a subse-

quence {wy, }jen such that wpy, =@ in L(0, Tp; WFP(RZ)). Thanks to Wy, — w in
C([0, Tp]; LP(R2)), it follows that & = w. Therefore, we have that w € L>(0, Tp; WFP(R2))
and |’w“Loo(07T0;Wk7p(Ri)) < M. Moreover, it is clear that w € C([0,Ty); LP(R%)) and

w(-,0) = wy € WFP(R2). Therefore, w € Br,, which shows that By, is a closed subset
of C([0, To); LP(R2)).
Step 3. The mapping T is contractive on By in the topology of C([0,Tp); LP(R2)).
Suppose that w; € By, u; is determined from w; by B.3) and 0; = Tw; with i = 1,2. It
follows from (4.2]) that
001 +uy - Vb = 0,
{@02 + ug - VOy = 0.
Subtracting the equations in (4.35]), we get
8t(61 — 02) + (u1 - u2) -V, + us - V(@l - 6’2) =0. (4.6)

Multiplying by |01 — 02|P~2(01 — 02) on both sides of (@8], integrating the resulting equation
on R? | making integration by parts, applying Hélder inequality and (3.4)-(3.5]), we have

1d
]—9@”91(#) - 92@)”‘21)(1@1)

(4.5)

== —/ ((u1 — 'LLQ) . V91)\91 — 92’1)_2(91 — Qg)d.%'
R%
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< lu - U2\\L%(Ri)HV91HL2(R3>H91 - 92\\’;1]1@2

< Cllwr — wllze@2) 101 llwss gz ) 101 — 92||LP(R2

< OMllwr(t) — w2 ()l Lo (r2 ) [162(2) — a2t )IILP(RQ (4.7)
where we also use the inequality

”f”m(Ri) < C”f”wlp(Riy (4.8)

for 1 < p < 2, which can be deduced from the interpolation inequality in L*® (Ri) space and
the Sobolev embedding W?5(R2 ) < L>®°(R%) for any s > 1. It follows from (7)) that

d
i 101(t) = O2(t)l| Loz ) < CMlwr(t) — w2(t)ll o (e
Noticing that 61(-,0) = 05(-,0), we obtain, for a.e. t € [0, Tp],

t
1616) = 0a(B)llsguzy < 161(0) = 02O ogugy + M [ fn(r) = on(r) s

IA

To
OM [ lr(r) = walr) s g
< CMTollwr — walleo ) Le®2 ))-
Since 61 — 65 € C([0, Tp]; LP(R%)), we then have
161 = b2l oo, 1 );20 (r2)) < CMTollwr — walleo,m) Lo @2 ) -

Choosing T = min{ lgg]\;, 57 }» we obtain

1
[Twr = Twalleqo,m)zr@2)) < §Hw1 — walle(omo)Ler2 )

which implies that 7 is contractive on By, in the topology of C([0,7p]; LP(R2)). Finally,
combining step 1, step 2 and step 3, by virtue of Lemma 2.1 we finish the proof of Lemma
4.2l

Now we are ready to prove Theorem L1

Proof of Theorem [I.1l By virtue of Lemma[4.2] there exists exactly one w € By, such
that § = Tw = w, which implies that
dw+u-Vw=0, (z,t) € RZ x Ry
u = VLABIw
w(z,0) = wo(),
Moreover, in view of Lemma FI] the solution w belongs to L*(0,Tp; W*P(R%)) N
Lip([0, To); WF—1P(R3)).
The uniqueness is sketched as follows, which is similar to Step 8 in the proof of Lemma
Suppose that w; € L>(0,Ty; W*P(R%)) N Lip([0, Tp]; WF=1P(R?)) with k > 3 and

1 <p<2 =12, are two solutions to ([4) with the same initial data wy € W*P(R%).
Then

Orwa + ug - Vwg = 0. (4'9)

Subtracting the equations in (4.9) yields

at(wl — WQ) + (U1 — u2) -Vwi + us - V(wl — w2) =0.
16
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Similar to (4.7), we can obtain

d
a”wl(’f) —w2(t)llLr 2y < Cllwr®llwesz)lwr(t) — w2 ()]l r g2 )-

Applying Gronwall’s inequality leads to

cfy ‘
folen oz dry o)

lor (t) — w2 t)ll Lorz) < e 0) = w2(0)[| Lo (m2)

which implies that w; = wo.

Finally, we verify that w € C([0, Tp]); W*?(R2)), which is simialr to the case of whole plane
(see, e.g., [49]). In fact, it is direct to deduce that w € Cy, ([0, Tp]; WFP(R2)), which denotes
continuity on the interval [0, Tp] with values in the weak topology of W*P(R%). To prove
the strong continuity in w € C([0, Tp]; WHP(R2)), it suffices to show that the norm function
||w(t)||Wk,p(R2+) is continuous in time. We first prove the continuity of ||W(t)||Wk:,p(Ri) at the
initial time.

On one hand, by the weak continuity of the resulting solution, we have

lwollwep 2y < li}g(i]gf [lw(®) lywrsn g2 )-
On the other hand, since w € By, it follows from (43 and ([@.4) that, for a.e. ¢t € [0, Tp],
C Jo low(m)llyk,p 2 ydr
”TW(t)HWw(Ri) < Hwo”wk’p(Ri)e ’ A

oM
< lwollwrs gz e "

Since w is a fixed point of T, we obtain, for a.e. t € [0, Tp],

C
lo@llwro@zy < ol e

Consequently,

i <

htH_l)(S)EP ||w(t)||Wk’P(R2+) = HWOHW’W(R?F)'
Hence it holds that

Jimn [o(®) oz ) = lobllwesges )

and the solution w is strongly right continuous at ¢ = 0. To prove the same strong continuity
of the solution w at any time ¢y € (0,Tp], let @ be the local solution to (I4]) for ¢t >ty with
the initial value wy(tp). By the result just proved, ||(I1(if)||W;c,p(R2+ ) is right continuous at
t = tg. But w coincides with @ for ¢t > ¢y by the uniqueness. Hence ||(,u(7§)||Wk,p(Rgr ) is right
continuous at t = tg. Due to the arbitrariness of ¢ty € (0, Tp], it follows that ||<,u(if)||W;c,p(R2+ )
is right continuous on (0,7p]. Furthermore, since Euler equation is reversible in time ¢,
||w(t)||Wk,p(R2+) must be also left continuous at ¢ = t;. Consequently, ||W(t)||Wk:,p(Ri) is

continuous on [0,7p] and w € C([0,Tp], W*P(R%)). The proof of Theorem [Tl is complete.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section, we prove Theorem which is on global well-posedness to (I.4]). Before
that, we prove some useful facts for preparations. The first lemma is the maximum principle
of the solutions to (L4)), which states that the L*(R2) norm of the vorticity is conserved
for all times.

17



Lemma 5.1. Let 1 < s < oo. If w is a smooth solution to (L), then Hw(t)HLs(Ri) =
Hw0|]Ls(R2+) for any t > 0.

Proof. Denote by ®;(x) the flow map corresponding to the two-dimentional Euler evo-

lution in the half plane:

d
E(I)t(x) = u(Py(z), ),
Dy(x) = .

Then it follows from (3.4]) and sufficient regularity of u that (see, e.g., [49])
w(z,t) = wo(P_t(x)) and det (qu)t(x)> =1, (5.1)

where ®_; is the inverse of ®;. For s € [1,00), in view of (21]), we have

s _ > s—1
Ol = 5 [ alrdr

= s/ 5, (T)dr
0

= ol
where we have used the fact that the distribution function of the vorticity w(-,t) := w; keeps
same for all times:
oo, (T) = oo (T) for all 7> 0.
Indeed, by virtue of (2.2)), (5I)) and a change of variables, we obtain
(1) = o €RY ¢ |w(z,t)] > 7}
= [{z € RY : |wo(@—e(@))] > T}

1dx
/{meRi:|wo(¢t($))>T}

/ N det (vycbt(y))dy
{yeR? fwo(y)|>}

/ 1dy
{yeR :|wo(y)|>7}
= [{y e RY : woly)| > 7}
= (7).
For s = oo, ||w(t)||Loo(Rz+) = ||w0||Loo(R2+) is a consequence of (5.I]). The proof of the lemma
is finished.

The second lemma is concerned with a Kato-type estimate of the velocity in the half
plane case. The similar bound was first obtained by Kato [31] in the whole plane case.
We sketch its proof for completeness in the spirit of [39], where the bounded domain case
was treated. The similar estimates in three-dimensional whole space and smooth bounded
domains of R? can be found in [5] and [22], respectively.

Lemma 5.2. For any 0 <y <1 and 1< q <2, it holds
W) e 2

HonLOO(Ri) >> + CQHWOHLQ(R%F).

() lwreo @2 ) < Cyllwoll oo (2 ) (1 + log <1 +
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Consequently,

Ve )l o ez
o2y < oo -
)l 2 < Colllwrollzom ez + ol agrz ) (1 + 1og (3 + ool )):

for1 <q<2.

Proof. We first estimate |lu(t)]| Loo(R2)- From 33)), the velociry is expressed as

1 x—y)t x—g)t
r— )t
_ L[ ez @(y, t)dy,

2 Rz |z —yl?

where @ : R? — R is the odd extension of w to the whole plane. Therefore, for any x € ]Ri
and 1 < ¢ < 2, by virtue of Holder inequality and Lemma [B.1] it yields

1 1 _
R R =L

—y

1 / 1 1 1
- = w(y,t dy—l——/ —— @ (y, t)|dy

27 |lz—y|<1 |m—y|’ ( )’ 2m |lz—y|>1 |x—y|’ ( )‘

1 _ dy 1 _ -1
< t . B ——— — t q 4 x))¢,dz
< gple@loms [ p P Ol o o
<

lw(®)ll Lo g2 ) + Callw(®)ll a2 )

HWOHLOO(R@ + CqHW0||Lq(R3)a

where ¢ = q% for 1 < ¢ < 2 and we define ¢’ = co when ¢ = 1. It shows that

[l o2y < llwollzoe 2y + Collwoll a2 )-

Hence it remains to estimate ||Vul| reo(r2)- By Lemma [A2] the gradient of the velocity is
expressed as

1 t
Vu(z,t) = —P.V. M(z,y)w(y, t)dy + wlzt) (01 , (5.2)

where the kernel matrix M (x,y) is the sum of singular part M(x,y) and regular part
M, (z,y):

—2(w1|—y1)ﬁﬂz—y2) (rl—y1|)2—(|922—y2)2
Mi(@,y) = ((ﬂﬂl—yl)2—y(flc2—yz)2 201 -91)(z2—p2) ) ’

[z—y[? [z—y[?

2(x1_\y1)gf42+y2) _ (:vl—y1‘)2—_(|:iz+y2)2
M (2,y) = (_(wl—yl)zg(m-iryz)z _2(w1—y1)z(/r2+y2) >
la—g[ lz—g]

The second term of (5.2)) is controlled by CHW(t)HLoo(Ri) < C’||w0||Loo(R2+) by Lemma [B.11

Therefore it suffices to deal with the principle integral in (5.2]). We proceed to set (t) :=
lw®ll oo g2 )\ £

<&> . Then it is clear that 0 < §(¢) < 1.
@l g2 )
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For an interior point = (z1,22) € R% with 2o = dist(z,0R2) > 25(t), we have
Basy(z) C R2. Then it follows that

V. [ Mo dy] <1+ D+ I, (5.3)
R+
where
no= pv. | M (e, y)(y, )y
RiﬂBg(t)(Z‘)
< |P.V./ M (z,y)w(y, t)dy| + | M, (z,y)w(y,t)dyl|
RiﬂBg(t)(Z‘) RiﬂBé(t)(Z‘)
= In+ Lo, (5.4)
B-| | Mz, y)w(y, D)y,
R N(B1(2)\Bs ) (z))
and

Iy —| / M (z, y)w(y, t)dy.
R2 A(B1 (2))°

For Iy;, utilizing P.V. f|:c—y|<6(t) M(z,y)dy = 0, |Ms(z,y)| < Clz — y|~2, Lemma Bl and

the definition of §(t), we have

b= PV [ M) () - (e dy
lz—y|<é(t)

< PV / Ma(z, ) (s £) — w(a, 0)]dy
|z—y|<d(t)

IN

1
Clw(t 2 / —— |z —y|"dy
bloe [l

dz
Clo@leney [ o
” ()”CW(R+) 121 <6(6) ’2‘2_7
C

— ;(5(t))7|!w(t)|!cmi)

C
< Tl )

C
= ;HWOHLM(R?F)’ (5.5)

IN

For Iy, using |M,(z,y)| < Clz — 3|72, Lemma [5.1l and x5 > 25(¢), we can estimate 15 as
follows.

Ly < / (M, (2, )| [w(y, )| dy
RiﬂBa(t) (IE)

< C & — g7 w(y, 1)ldy
R3 NBj () (x)
o(t)\2
< C\Iw(t)HLoo(Ri)((—))

o
< Cllwollpoe m2) (5.6)

where we have used |z — | > x2 for any x,y € R2.
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For I, utilizing |M(z,y)|
Lemma [5.1] we obtain

I

IA

IN

<

< Clx — y|72, Holder inequality, the definition of §(¢) and

| M (2, y)[|w(y, t)]dy

_dy
t)<le—yl<1 17 — y[?
dz

)<|zl<1 |2|2
1

500
(1 . [wt)]en 2
lw(@) oo r2)

<1 N [w(t)]C’Y(]Ri))7
HWOHLOO(Ri)

/Riﬂ(Bl(m)\B(S(t)(m))
Cllw)l=e2) [

)

Cllo®liez) |

6
C )l g2 g

C
Ol ez o

)

C

—lwo[ Loo m2 ) log (5.7)
y +

where in the last inequality we have used the fact that the function z — zlog(1l + g) is
non-decreasing on (0, 00) for all > 0.

For I3, using |[M(z,y)| < C|z — y|72, Holder inequality and Lemma .11, we obtain, for

1<¢g<2,

I3

IN

IN

<

IN

/ M(z,3) (5. )1y
RIN(B1(x))

[w(y, )
2
R2 A(B1(x))e [T — Yl

C

Cllw®) | oz 1212 M e (31 (2y)e )
Collw(®)ll Lo ez )

Cq“W0|’Lq(R1)~ (5.8)

Combining (5.3)-(5.8)) yields the desired estimate of Vu at interior points.

For a point nearby the boundary, x = (z1,72) € R? with zo = dist(z, 9R2) < 25(t),

we define z = (z1, 22 + 26())

2
. Then it is clear that dist(z,0R%) = zo + 26(t) > 25(¢) and

|z — z| = 26(t). Tt follows that

|Vu(z,t)]

[Vu(z,t) — Vu(z, t)| + |Vu(z, t)|
[Vu()] ozl — 27 + [Vulz, 1)
27(6(0)) [Vu®)low @z ) + [Vu(z, )]

<
<

Utilizing Proposition B2 the definition of §(¢), Lemma [B.1] and the estimate of Vu at
interior points z above, we obtain, for 0 <y <1l and 1 < ¢ < 2,

|Vu(z,t)] <

<

Cyleoll oz (1 + og (1 +

Cy0(1) w®lovrz) + [Vu(z, 1)l

[w(t)] o (R2)

HwOHL""(Ri) >> T CQHO‘)O”Lq(Rgr),
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which is the desired estimate of Vu at points near the boundary. Furthermore, applying
the fact [w(f)]ovrz) < 2llwoll ooz ) + VW ()|l Lo (g2 ) finally implies that

[Vw(@)l oo (m2 )
t o (r2) < oo 1+log (3 ),
[u(®) w00 w2y < Cylllwoll ooz ) + \|w0\|Lq(R3))< +log ( + [[woll oo (r2) ))
for 1 <g<2.
The proof of the lemma is complete.

We are now in a position to derive the double exponential growth in time of the gradient
vorticity of the two-dimensional incompressible Euler equations in the half plane, which is
a key ingredient in the proof of global regularity of the solutions to (L4)).

Proposition 5.3. Let wy be smooth initial data for the 2-D Euler equation (L4) in the half
plane. Then the solution w to (L) satisfies

IVet) | oo az

|’w0HL°°(Ri)

[Vwo| oo (r2 c + t
( +)>> (llw()”LOO(Ri) ”L’JOHLCI(R?F))

1+ log (3 +
|’w0”Lo<>(Ri)

)< (1+108(3+

where the constant C' depends on q € [1,2).

Proof. Applying the gradient operator V on the first equation in (4], and taking its
dot product by Vw, we obtain

8t<%|Vw|2) tu- V<%|Vw|2) + lg;gaiujaiwajw —0.

It follows that

h|Vw| +u - V|Vw| = —3|Vuw|, (5.9)
where
C 0w Ojw
B(x,t) := o = Ay
0= 2 P v
Then

d
7 Vel(@e(2), 1) = = B(2e(2), )| Vw| (Pt (), 1),
where @ is the flow map generated by the velocity field u. Hence,

IVw|(@(2),t) = [Vewo(z)|e o A(@r()midr
< | Vwp(z)|eo IVul@r@)n)dr

where we have used |3(z,t)| < |Vu(z,t)| in the last inequality. It deduces that

JEIVU() | oo g2 ydr
Vo) o@z) < HVwOHLoo(Ri)eO Loo®3)4T

It follows from Lemma that

log ( L (R+)> <log <—L (R+)) + CA/ (1 + log (3 + LRy >>d7’,
HW0||LO<>(R2) ||W0HL<>O(R2) 0 ||W0HL°°(R2)
+ + +
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with A := |]w0HLoo(R2+) + HW0|’LQ(R1)' Consider

%bg 2(t) = CA(L + log(3 + =(t))),

2(0) = HVWOHLOO(]R?)‘ (5.10)
||W0||Loo(R2)
Vol oo g2 ‘

Yy Lemma we nhave Sz . O bouna z , We solve 1rectly to
By L 23, we h ||wo||LooUR2+)+ < 2(t). To bound z(t) lve (510) directly t
obtain

z(t)
/ dy = CAt.
20) Y(1+1og(3+y))

Therefore,

z(t) dy

< CAt,
/Z(O) (B+y)(1+1log(3+y)) ~—

and

1+ log <3 + z(t)) < <1 + log (3 + z(O))) exp(CAt),
which concludes the proof of Lemma [5.31

Combining Lemma and Proposition [(.3] immediately yields the estimate on
||u||L°°(07T;W1,oo(R§r)) for any T > 0.

Corollary 5.4. For any 1 < g < 2, it holds that, for any t > 0,
() lrr00 r2 ) < CyABeCe ™,

with
A = Jlwoll oo w2y + llwoll Larz )

and

HV(AJOH oo (R2
B:1+1og(3+&)
llwoll oo r2 )

Now we are ready to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem For any fixed 7' > 0. By Theorem [[.I, (L4) has a local
unique solution w € C([0,T*); WFP(R%)) for the initial data wy € W*P(R2) with k > 3
and 1 < p < 2, where T* is the first blow-up time. To prove the global regularity of w,
it suffices to show that 7™ > T. By the classical bootstrap and continuity argument, we

only need to derive the uniform estimate of sup ||<,u(t)||W;c,p(Rgr )- For this purpose, by a
0<t<T*

standard process of approximating the initial data and local well-posedness Theorem [L1]
we can assume w € C([0,7*); Wk+1P(R?)). Then, for arbitrary multi-indice o € N? with
0 < |a| < k, applying 0% on the first equation of (I.4]) gives
010%w 4+ u - VO%w~+ 0%(u - Vw) —u - VO%w = 0. (5.11)
Multiplying (5.I0]) by |0%w[P~20%, integrating the resulting equation on R%, making inte-
gration by parts, and utilizing ([3.4]), Holder inequality, Corollary and Proposition B3]
we can finally arrive at
1d

[e] p
Sl

Lr(R)
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= —/ (0%(u - Vw) — u - VW) |0"w[P~2(0%w)dx
R2

IN

10%(u - Vw) = u- VOWl| o (r2 IIOQWIILP(Rz

< Ol 2, g IVl + el I Vllivogey) ) 10° G

< C(IVwliza) + Nl gz ) 908 ko) 107N s

It follows that, for any 0 < |o| < k,

d (6%
000 | oez) < C IVl 2z ) + Illwseqez) ) 1) sz ) (5.12)
Moreover, it is straightforward to obtain
d
—lw®llrz) = 0. (5.13)
Combining (5.12)) with (5.13]) implies that
d
@ lhwenmz) < C(IV@lgaE) + o) ) 1o ooz ) (5.14)

Hence, applying the Gronwall’s inequality leads to

Cls IVl 2 @2 ) (w100 22 ydr (5.15)

||w(t)||Wk»p(R?F) < ||w0||Wk,p(Ri)e
for all ¢t € [0,T%).

We proceed to give the estimate of ||Vw|| r2(g2)- Taking the inner product of (59) with

|Vw| in L*(R?%), making integration by parts, utilizing (3.4)) and Holder inequality, we can
obtain

1d ,
s LIV ) = —/}Rimva d

18Oz e2) | 7Ol 23 ez
< IVa®)lp ez IOl e

IN

N

which deduces that

d
G IVeOlirz@z) < IVu®)ll oo @z) [Vt 22 )-
Therefore, by the Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain, for all ¢ € [0, T*),

t
f() ”vu(T)”Loo (Ri)dT

”VW(t)”m(Ri) < HVWOHLZ(Ri)e (5.16)
By Corollary 5.4, we have, for any ¢ € [0,7*),
()l ez < O, (5.17)

where the constants C = C’(p, ||wo||Loo(R2+), ||W0||LP(R2+), ||vw0||Loo(Ri)>. Combining (5.16))
and (5.17)) yields that, for all t € [0,T™),
eCt
”VW(t)”H(Ri) < ”VWOHLZ(Ri)eC : (5.18)
Substituting (5.17)-(E.18) into (5I5]) implies
cect ClIVeoll 22 ) Jy eCe dr

lo®llwrrey < leollnoz e |
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for all t € [0,7*). The proof of Theorem is complete.

ApPPENDIX A. EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS OF SOLUTIONS TO A
LINEAR TRANSPORT EQUATION

In this appendix, we give the proof of Lemma [£] which asserts the existence and unique-
ness of solutions to a linear transport equation (4.2]). For convenience, we first state a global
approximation by functions smooth up to boundary (see, e.g., [24]).

Lemma A.1. C*®°(RY) is dense in W™*(RY) for m > 1 an integer and 1 < s < co. That
is, for g € W™S(RY), there exists a sequence {g"}nen in C®°(RY) such that g converges
to g in Wms(RY).

Proof. For g € W™* (Rﬂ\rf ), we define the approximate functions as the translated molli-
fications of g, given by

g"(@)=n" [ p(n(—y)+2ex)glw)dy, v € RY,
Y

where ey denotes the unit coordinate vector in the xy direction and p is a non-negative
function in C°(RY) vanishing outside the unit ball B;(0) and satisfying [pn p(z)dz = 1.
Then it is readily verified that ¢" is in C'* (]Rﬂ\rf ) and ¢g" converges to g in W™* (]Rﬂ\rf ). The
proof of the lemma is finished.

We are now in a position to prove Lemma .1l

Proof of Lemma 4.1l We will focus on the existence part. The uniqueness part is
a direct result of the standard LP(R?) energy estimate. For any fixed time ¢ € [0,77,
w(t) € WFP(R2), by Lemma [A1] there exist functions w™(t) € C*°(R%) such that

|lw™ — w‘|Loo(07T;Wk,p(Ri)) — 0, as n — 00,
and

Hw” — wHC([O,T];LP(Ri)) — 0, as n — oQ.

Therefore {w™} e is uniformly bounded in L (0, T; W*P(R?2)). Define the stream function
sequence {¥"}, oy as follows:

n 1 —_ n
U (x,t) Z%/W <log\x—y\—10g !w—y!>w (y,t)dy.
+

Clearly, U™ satisfies the following Poisson equation with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary
condition£°

AT"(-, 1) = w"(-,t), = € R,
U"(z,t) =0, v € OR?.
The velocity field sequence u™(-,t) := V-U"(-,t) can be written as
n 1 r—y + €T — g L n
i) = 5 [ (B0 - D ey (A1)
™ R?k

e —yl*  Jr—gP
Clearly, u™(z,t) is divergence free and tangential to the boundary ORi, that is,

div u"(z,t) = 0, = € R% and u§(x1,0,t) =0, z; € R. (A.2)
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2
By the Sobolev embedding Wlﬁ(Ri) — L®(R%) for 1 < p < 2 and Proposition B.1], we
have

HVU"HLOO(O,T;Lw(Ri)) = CHVUHHLM(O,T;W%(M))

< COllw™llzos o wrr @2 )):-
Then the standard Cauchy-Lipchitz theorem ensures that we can define a smooth flow
map ®7(-) on [0,7] x R? through u". From the characteristic method, the function 6™ :
[0,7] x RZ — R defined by
0" (x,t) = W™ (®"(2),0),

is a unique smooth solution to the following linear transport equation

O™ +u - VO =0, (x,t) € RT x Ry,

0 (z,1) € RL x Ry (A3)
0"(-,0) = w"(-, 0).

Here ®", is the inverse of ®}.

Next, we derive some uniform estimates for the approximate sequence {6"},cn. It is
direct to obtain

d n
EHQ Ol Lo gz ) = 0- (A.4)
For arbitrary multi-indice o € N? with 0 < |a| < k, operating 0 on the first eqaution of
(AL3]) gives
0;0%0" +u" - VO e" + 0%(u" - VO") —u" - VO*O" = 0. (A.5)

Multiplying (AF) by [820"[P~20%¢", integrating the resulting equation on R?, making

integration by parts and utilizing (]ED Holder inequality, Corollary 2.6, (IH) Sobolev
2

embedding Wlﬁ(Ri) — L®(R2) for 1 < p < 2 and Proposition Bl we can finally

obtain

1d  om
_a”a g ()”LP(R2

= - / (80‘(un-v9")—u"-V8“0">|80‘9"|p_2(6"0")d:1:
R2

< (0" VO") = - VOO pau ) 1070 7
< O 2, g 190" a2

o g2y 190" Dot e ) 19707 g
< Ol 10" ey 19071 g

k 2—( 2
< O 0 o 17O e 10767
where the constant C' is independent of n. It follows that
d aNn n n
%H@ 0" (Ol Lr 2y < Clw™@®)llwee @) 10" O)llwe g2 ) (A.6)
for any 0 < |a| < k. Combining (A.4]) with (A.6) leads to

d n n n
5”9 Ollwro@z) < Cllw" @) llwer @z ) 10" O llwrr g2 )-
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Using the Gronwall’s inequality, we get

t
Cf() ”wn(T)llwk,p (R?F)dT

10" O llwrrrz)y < 10"(0)llwesms)e (A7)

CTHw”L”LOO(O,T;WIC’P(]R%F)) .

IN

| (Ol ez e
Since {w"}nen is uniformly bounded in L>(0,7; WHP(R%)), it follows that {#"},en is
uniformly bounded in L*(0,7; W"P(R%)). Furthermore, utilizing (A3]), Corollary 28]
2
Proposition B1] (48] and the Sobolev embedding Wlﬁ(Ri) — L®(R%) for 1 < p < 2,
we can arrive at
10:0™ () l[wr—1.0m2 )
= ||u" . VenHkal,p(R%r)

o (s
< CHWn(t)”Wk’p(Ri)Hen(t)”wk,p(ﬂgi):
which shows that {0;0"(t)}nen is uniformly bounded in L*(0,7; W*=1P(R%)). Then

{60} ren is also uniformly bounded in Lip([0,7]; W*~1P(R2))). Next we show that {0"},en
is a Cauchy sequence in C([0,7]; LP(R2)). It follows from (A.3)) that

20™ + u™ - VO™ =0,
{aton +um Ve = 0.

IN

) IV a2 + e e ez I 98 o)

(A.8)

Subtracting the equations in (A.8)) gives
(O™ —0") +u™ - V(O —0") + (" —u") - VT = 0.

Then, similar to (4.7]), we can obtain

d m n n m n
107 (@) = 0" Ol o@z) < ClO" O lwrr@z)lw™ () = " (Ol rg2),

which shows that {6"},ey is a Cauchy sequence in C([0,T]; LP(R%)). By the Gagliardo-

. . . 3 1-3 .
Nirenberg inequality ||f||Wk—1,p(Ri) < CHszp(Ri)HfHWkITP(R?Q and the uniform bound-

ness of {0"},en in L0, T;WFP(R2)) | we can find that the sequence {0"},en is
also Cauchy in C([0,T); W*~1P(R2)). Thus, there exists a 6 in L°°(0,T; WHP(R2)) N
Lip([0,7|; W*=1P(R?)) such that

0, — 0 in C([0,T); WE-LP(R2)), as n — oo, (A.9)
On = 0 in L0, T; WEP(R2)), as n — oo, (A.10)

and
OO, = 0 in L>(0,T; WF1P(R2)), as n — oo. (A.11)

Moreover, by Proposition Bl we have ||u™ — ul| < Cppllw™ — WHWk,p(Ri). Thus
w

2p
ko=
P (R3)

2
u™ converges to w in L*(0, T} Wkﬁ(Ri)) Then it follows from (A.9)-(A.II) that 6 is a
solution to (£2). Also, from (A.T), we can obtain, for any ¢ € [0, 7],

C[! d
”e(t)”wk’p(Ri) S ”wOHW’“vP(Ri)e f() HW(T)Hwkyp(R%r) T.

The proof of the lemma is complete.
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In the end of this appendix, we present the expression of Vu in the half plane for com-
pleteness. Similar computations for the whole plane case can be found in [49].

Lemma A.2. Let the velocity field u(x,t) be defined by

u(z,t) = |  K(z,y)w(y,t)dy,

2
R+

)L

where K(z,y) = 5= (“"‘y (2=)

[—yl — Jo—g[?

>, and w is the vorticity of u. Then

Vu(z,t) = P.V. VoK (z,y)w(y,t)dy + w(z,t) ( 0 1> .
- 2 \-1 0

Furthermore,

1 t
Vu(z,t) = —PV. | Mz, y)wly,t)dy + w(z,t) (0 1 7
2 R 2 (-1 0

where the kernel matriz

—2(w1—y1)(fz—y2) + 2(r1—|y1)£9|642+y2) (rl—y1‘)2—(‘ﬂfl2—y2)2 . (rl—y1|)2—f‘ﬂfl2+y2)2
M(z,y) = ((Il—y1)£—(gz—y2)2 Cmew et 2eyn)e—we) 21—y (ratys) )
[z—y[1 [z—g[* [x—y[? [z—g[1

Consequently, the velocity field u satisfies the divergence-free condition

. 2
div u(z,t) =0, v € R%.

Proof. For any 1 < 4,5 < 2 and ¢ € C°(R?%), by the definition of the distributional
derivative and Fubini’s theorem, we have

Oju',0) = —(u',050)
_ / U ()8, o) d
R

/:
-

( - K'(x,y)w(y, t)dy) O, () dz

2
+

([ K'(@,9)0,0(@)dz)dy

: R
- / w(y, )1, (y)dy, (A.12)
72

where the integrals I;;(y) := fRi K'(2,y)0,,p(x)dz.
By the dominated convergence theorem and integration by parts, ;;(y) is expressed as

Lij(y) = K'(x,9)0y, ¢(z)dx

2
R+

= lim K (x,y)0,. o(z)dx
ed0t JR2 (B ()¢ (5, )0r, £(2)

. y . ;U»_y.
= lim K'(x, :En»mde—/ K'(z, x) =L 1 dS,
Jim (g K0 oy @)dSe = [ Kol S
— lim ijKi(a:,y)gp(x)dx

0t JR2 (B (y))°
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= —lim amjKi(:E,y)gp(x)dx
107 R N(B: (y))°

—lim e Ki(y +ez,y)p(y + €2)2;dS.,. (A.13)
elot |z|=1

Therefore, using the Fubini’s theorem again and (A12])-([A13]), we can obtain

(Oju’, ) = / w(y,t)(lim/ amjKi(:E,y)gp(x)dx)dy
R2 0% JR2 N(B: (y))°

+/ w(y, t)( lim € Ky +ezy)p(y + z—:z)Zdez) dy
R2 el0t Jiz=1

= / (lim/ 8iji(m,y)w(y,t)dy)cp(a;)da:
R2 \el0t JR2 (B (2))e

+/2 W(y,t)Qgie o Ki(y+ez,y)w(y+ez)zg-d52)dy

RJr
- /Rg (P.V. /R2+ aiji(w,y)w(y,t)dy) p(z)dz

+/ w(y, t)( lim e Ki(y +ez,y)p(y + sz)zdez) dy
R2 elot J|z1=1

= (PV. /R | O, K (3, y)w(y, t)dy, o)
+

—|—/ w(y, t)( lim e Ki(y+ez,y)oy + 52)2'de2) dy. (A.14)
R2 elot Jz1=1

The dominated convergence theorem and the identity f\z\:1 2jz2dS, = dojm deduce that

lim e K'(y +ez,y)p(y + €2)2;dS.
el0t |z|=1
L. Y2tz —y2 Yo tEz+ 2
= —hma/ < — — >cpy—|—€zz-dS
27 el0+ |2|=1 !y+€z—y!2 ‘y+52_y‘2 ( ) T
£(2y2 + €22)
= —1 +e2)z;29dS, — — lim / —_— = +e2)z;dS
o EFOE/H 1 Py )27 27 ejot I2)= 1\2y262+az]2¢(y )25
=
= —SD y Z'ZQdS
5P W) [ 7mdS:
1
= 0W)5y, (A-15)

where ¢;; is the Kronecker symbol defined by

1, ifi=yj,
0ij = e
0, if i #j.

Similarly, we have

lim e K*(y +ez,y)p(y +£2)2;dS,
elot |z|=1
1 _ _
= — lime <y1 (1 + 6221) _nnt &:221)><,0(y + £2)2;dS,
e I N R ] ly + ez — 7|
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1 1 2z

= —— lim +e2)212;dS, + — lim _ +e2)z;dS
27 elot \z\:1(p(y 2175 2 L0t J)2j=1 129262 +€Z|2cp(y )25
1
= ——gp(y)/ 212;dS
2 |z|:1 J z
1
= —59y)%y, (A.16)

where we have used f\z\:l z12;dS, = 61,7.

Combining (A.T4])-([A.16)), it then holds that, for every 1 < j < 2,

Ot) = (PV. [ 0K el + [

1
w(y,t)=(y)do;dy
R2 2

+

; 1
= <PV/2 8ij2(:p,y)w(y,t)dy+ 552jw('7t)790>7 (A17)
R+
and

1
Opte) = PV [ 00 K)oty 0y ) = [ wlo050)ody
+ +

— (PV. /R 00, K)ol )y — 50100 1), ). (A.18)

By the definition of the distribution derivatives and (AI7)-(A.I8]), we conclude the proof
of the first part of Lemma The rest of the proof can be deduced from some standard
computations.
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