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STABILITY OF THE TWO-DIMENSIONAL POINT VORTICES

IN EULER FLOWS

DENGJUN GUO

Abstract. We consider the two-dimensional incompressible Euler equation
{

∂tω + u · ∇ω = 0

ω(0, x) = ω0(x).

We are interested in the cases when the initial vorticity has the form ω0 =
ω0,ǫ + ω0p,ǫ, where ω0,ǫ is concentrated near M disjoint points p0m and ω0p,ǫ

is a small perturbation term.
First, we prove that for such initial vorticities, the solution ω(x, t) admits

a decomposition ω(x, t) = ωǫ(x, t) + ωp,ǫ(x, t), where ωǫ(x, t) remains con-

centrated near M points pm(t) and ωp,ǫ(x, t) remains small for t ∈ [0, T ].
Second, we give a quantitative description when the initial vorticity has the

form ω0(x) =
∑M

m=1

γm
ǫ2

η(
x−p0m

ǫ
), where we do not assume η to have compact

support. Finally, we prove that if pm(t) remains separated for all t ∈ [0,+∞),
then ω(x, t) remains concentrated near M points at least for t ≤ c0| logAǫ|,
where Aǫ is small and converges to 0 as ǫ → 0.

1. Introduction

1.1. Setting of the problem. We consider the two-dimensional incompressible
Euler equation











∂tu+ u · ∇u =∇p in [0,+∞)× R
2

∇ · u =0 in [0,+∞)× R
2

u(·, 0) =u0 in R
2.

(1.1)

Here u = (u1, u2) : R2 → R
2 designates the velocity field and its vorticity ω is

defined by

ω := ∂1u
2 − ∂2u

1.

We also have the vorticity-stream formulation of the Euler equation
{

ωt + u · ∇ω = 0 in R
2 × [0,+∞)

ω(·, 0) = ω0 in R
2,

(1.2)

where the velocity u can be recovered by vorticity ω in view of the Biot-Savart law

u(x, t) =
1

2π

∫

(x− y)⊥

|x− y|2 ω(y, t) dy.

Yudovich proved in [25] that equation (1.2) is globally well-posed in some weak
sense for initial vorticity ω0 ∈ L1∩L∞. That is, for any ω0 ∈ L1 ∩L∞, there exists
a unique solution ω(x, t) that solves equation (1.2). The solution ω(x, t) satisfies

ω(X(α, t), t) = ω0(α) (1.3)
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2 D. GUO

for any α ∈ R
2 and t ∈ [0,+∞). Here X(α, t) is the particle trajectory map which

satisfies






dX(α, t)

dt
= u(X(α, t), t)

X(α, 0) = α.

Moreover, for any time t, the map X(·, t) : R
2 → R

2 is a measure preserving
diffeomorphism. We will consider the vortex solution of the Euler equation (1.2) in
this paper. Loosely speaking, we are interested in the initial vorticity of the form

ω0(x) = ω0,ǫ(x) →
M
∑

m=1

γmδp0
m
,

where γ1, ..., γM are M nonzero real numbers and p01, ..., p
0
M ∈ R

2 are M distinct
points. A computation in [11] suggests that when

ω0(x) =

M
∑

m=1

γmδp0
m
,

the solution ω(x, t) of (1.1) should be

ω(x, t) =

M
∑

m=1

γmδpm(t),

where p(t) =
(

p1(t), ..., pM (t)
)

: [0, T ∗) → (R2)M solves the Helmholtz equation










dpm
dt

=
∑

l 6=m

γl
2π

(pm − pl)
⊥

|pm − pl|2

pm(0) = p0m.

(1.4)

Let us introduce some previous researches on Helmholtz equation first. Unlike the
incompressible Euler equation, the solution p(t) to equation (1.4) may blow-up
in finite time for some initial data, see e.g. [1], [4]. However, it can be shown
that the initial data for ODE (1.4) which produces a blow-up is exceptional, see
[4] and [10] for references. Many mathematicians have investigated the connection
between the point vortex dynamic (1.4) and the incompressible Euler equation with
concentrated initial vorticity; see e.g. [5], [8], [9], [17], [18], [20], [21], [22], [23], [24].
The first rigorous justification is due to Marchioro and Pulvirenti [21] and then
improved by Marchioro [17], [18] and Serfati [23]. Let p(t) be the solution of (1.4)
and T ∗ be its maximal time of existence, Serfati proved in [23] that when the initial
vorticity ω0,ǫ(x) satisfies

(i) ω0,ǫ(x) =
∑M

m=1 ω0m,ǫ(x),
(ii)

∫

ω0m,ǫ dx = γm,
(iii) γmω0m,ǫ(x) ≥ 0 for all x ∈ R

2 and m = 1, ...,M ,
(iv) supp(ω0m,ǫ) ⊂ Bǫ(p

0
m),

(v) ‖ω0m,ǫ‖∞ ≤ ǫ−k for some k > 0.

then for any α < 1
2 and T < T ∗, there exists ǫ0 = ǫ0(k, α, T ) such that when ǫ ≤ ǫ0,

the solution ωǫ(x, t) to the Euler equation (1.2) admits the following decomposition
for all t ∈ [0, T ]:

ωǫ(x, t) =
M
∑

m=1

ωm,ǫ(x, t).

The mth vorticity ωm,ǫ(·, t) is supported in Bǫα
(

pm(t)
)

and satisfies
∫

ωm,ǫ(x, t) dx = γm.
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By a similar argument, the L∞ norm in (v) can be replaced by Lp norm for any
p > 2, see [13] for more details. For the initial vorticity which do not have compact
support, Marchioro and Pulvirenti proved in [21] that when ω0m,ǫ ≥ 0 for all m
and ω0,ǫ →

∑

γmδp0
m

in distribution, then ωǫ(·, t) →
∑

γmδpm(t) in distribution.

Moreover, they showed that when ω0m,ǫ(x) is uniformly bounded outside Bǫ(p
0
m),

‖ω0m,ǫ‖∞ ≤ ǫ−k for some k < 8
3 and ω0m,ǫ → γmδp0

m
, then we also have ωǫ(·, t) →

∑

γmδpm(t). In [8], Dávila, del Pino, Musso and Wei considered the initial vorticity
of the form

ω0,ǫ(x) ≈
M
∑

m=1

γm
ǫ2

η(
x

ǫ
),

where η(y) = 1
(1+|y|2)2 . They used a gluing method to give a detailed description

of the solution near the point pm(t). More precisely, they showed that the solution
ωǫ(x, t) to the Euler equation admits a decomposition:

ωǫ(x, t) =

M
∑

m=1

γm
ǫ2

η(
x − pm(t)

ǫ
) + φǫ(x, t),

where φǫ(x, t) is a small perturbation term in some suitable senses.
Recall that the solution p(t) to the equation (1.4) is global for general initial

data p0, so one might ask what will happen for the Euler equation when the initial
vorticity is concentrated near the point p0. For such initial vorticities, Buttà and
Marchioro proved in [5] that the solution ωǫ(x, t) remains concentrated near p(t)
during a time scale t ≈ | log ǫ|. They also show that when M = 1, p01 = 0 (a single
vortex concentrated near origin) and if the space domain R

2 is replaced by BR(0),
then the solution remains concentrated near origin during a time scale t ≈ ǫ−a for
some a > 0. In [9], Donati and Iftimie generalized the result to simply connected
bounded domains.
For three-dimensional Euler equation, there is a corresponding phenomenon which

called vortex rings. More precisely, if the initial vorticity is supported near a ring in
R

3, then the solution remains concentrated near a traveling ring with speed | log ǫ|,
see [2], [3], [6], [7], [12], [13] and [16] for references. See also [14], [15] for a similar
phenomenon in Gross-Pitaevskii equations.

1.2. Main results. We first introduce some basic notions. For a point pm ∈ R
2,

we denote by Bǫ(pm) the open ball centered at pm with radius ǫ. And for f a
measurable function on R

2, we denote by ‖f‖p the Lp norm of f . Throughout the
paper, C denotes a constant which might change from line to line. We denote by
c0 a small constant and by c0(γ) a small constant which might depending on γ.

We consider the two-dimensional Euler equation of the form
{

∂tωǫ + uǫ · ∇ωǫ = 0

ωǫ(x, 0) = ω0ǫ(x) =
∑M

m=1 ω0m,ǫ(x) + ω0p,ǫ(x),
(1.5)

where

uǫ(x, t) =
1

2π

∫

(x− y)⊥

|x− y|2 ωǫ(y, t) dy.

Fix q > 2 and set

Aǫ := max

{

‖ω0p,ǫ‖
q

2q−2
q ‖ω0p,ǫ‖

q−2
2q−2

1 , ǫ

}

.

Let p(t) = (p1(t), ..., pM (t)) be the solution of equation (1.4). Assume pm(t) 6= pl(t)
for all t ∈ [0, T ∗) when m 6= l, then we have
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Theorem 1.1. Assume ω0,ǫ ∈ L1 ∩ L∞ and ω0m,ǫ does not change sign with

supp(ω0m,ǫ) ⊂ Bǫ(pm(0)).

Let the mth total vorticity γm,ǫ be

γm,ǫ =

∫

ω0m,ǫ dx,

which satisfies

|γm − γm,ǫ| ≤ CA
1
2
ǫ .

We assume also that Aǫ → 0 as ǫ → 0 and there exist some γ > 0 , p1 > 2 such
that

‖ω0m,ǫ‖p1 ≤ A−γ
ǫ

for m = 1, ...,M . Then for any T < T ∗ and any a < 1
2 , there exists ǫ0 > 0

such that for all 0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ0, the solution ωǫ of (1.5) admits a decomposition

ωǫ =
∑M

m=1 ωm,ǫ + ωp,ǫ, where

supp(ωm,ǫ(·, t)) ⊂ B(Aǫ)a(pm(t)),
∫

ωm,ǫ(x, t) dx = γm,ǫ

and

‖ωp,ǫ‖r = ‖ω0p,ǫ‖r
for any r ≥ 1.

Remark 1.2. For the initial vorticity ω0ǫ as in (1.5), we see directly that ω0ǫ,m

corresponds to anO(ǫ) regularization of the Dirac. We also note that ω0ǫ,p generates
a velocity field u0ǫ,p which corresponding to an O(‖u0ǫ,p‖∞) perturbation of the
Euler flow. So Aǫ is a natural quantity that is used to measure the competition
between the regularization and the perturbation.

Next we consider the initial vorticity ω0,ǫ of the form

ω0,ǫ(x) =

M
∑

m=1

γm
ǫ2

η(
x − p0m

ǫ
).

To ensure that ω0,ǫ ∈ L1
⋂

L∞, we make an assumption on η that η(x) . 1
1+|x|2+σ

for some σ > 0. We prove that under such assumptions, the solution ωǫ(x, t) of the
Euler equation remains concentrated near M points pm(t) for any 0 ≤ t ≤ T . Here
we do not require η to have compact support.

Theorem 1.3. (Concentration of the vorticity) Let η ∈ L1
⋂

L∞ be a nonnegative
function with

η(x) ≤ C

1 + |x|2+σ

for some σ > 0 and
∫

η(x) dx = 1.

Suppose the initial vorticity ω0,ǫ has the form

ω0,ǫ(x) =

M
∑

m=1

γm
ǫ2

η(
x − p0m

ǫ
).

Let ωǫ(x, t) be the solution of the Euler equation with initial vorticity ω0,ǫ, then we
obtain
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(i) Concentration properties. For σ > 0 and any a < σ
2(σ+2) . Let

B(t) :=

M
⋃

m=1

Bǫa(pm(t)).

Then we have
∫

B(t)c
|ωǫ(x, t)| dx → 0 as ǫ → 0.

More precisely, for σ > 0 and a < σ
2(σ+2) , there exists ǫ0 = ǫ0(a, σ, T ) such

that
∫

B(t)c
|ωǫ(x, t)| dx ≤ Cǫ

σ2

σ+2 (1.6)

for all 0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ0 and 0 ≤ t ≤ T .
(ii) Smallness of the vorticity outside the core. For any γ1 < σ there exist

constants a, ǫ0 > 0 such that
∫

B(t)c
|ωǫ(x, t)| dx ≤ ǫγ1

for all 0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ0 and 0 ≤ t ≤ T . More precisely, for σ > 0 and any
σ

σ+1 < γ1 < σ, define

a0(γ1, σ) :=
1

2
min

{

1− γ1
σ
, γ1 +

γ1
σ

− 1
}

.

Then for any a < a0, there exists ǫ0 = ǫ0(a, σ, γ1, T ) such that
∫

B(t)c
|ωǫ(x, t)| dx ≤ Cǫγ1 (1.7)

for all 0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ0 and 0 ≤ t ≤ T .

Remark 1.4. Indeed, we can show that ωǫ(·, t) admits a decomposition

ωǫ(·, t) =
M
∑

m=1

ωm,ǫ(·, t) + ωp,ǫ(·, t)

where ωm,ǫ(·, t) is supported in Bǫa(pm(t)) and ωp,ǫ satisfies (1.6) or (1.7) respec-
tively.

Remark 1.5. We can also consider the initial vorticity of the form

ω0,ǫ(x) =

M
∑

m=1

γm
ǫ2

ηm,ǫ(
x − p0m

ǫ
),

where ηm,ǫ is a nonnegative function satisfies
∫

ηm,ǫ(x) dx = 1 and ηm,ǫ(x) .
1

1+|x|2+σ . The same result as Theorem 1.3 holds and the proof is identically the
same.

Remark 1.6. (Stability of the solution.) With the same method, we can treat the
initial vorticity of the form

ω0,ǫ(x) =

M
∑

m=1

γm
ǫ2

ηm,ǫ(
x − p0m

ǫ
) + ω0p,ǫ(x),

where ωp,ǫ satisfies

‖ω0p,ǫ‖
q

2q−2
q ‖ω0p,ǫ‖

q−2
2q−2

1 ≤ ǫa

for some q > 2 and a > 0. For such initial vorticities, a similar result holds as in
Theorem 1.3.
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As a corollary, we get

Corollary 1.7. (Concentration of the vorticity for Schwartz functions) Let η be a
nonnegative Schwartz function with

∫

η(x) dx = 1.

Assume the initial vorticity ω0,ǫ has the form

ω0,ǫ(x) =

M
∑

m=1

γm
ǫ2

η(
x − p0m

ǫ
).

Then for any a < 1
2 and any γ > 0, there exists ǫ0 = ǫ0(a, γ, T ) such that when

ǫ ≤ ǫ0, we have
∫

B(t)c
|ωǫ(x, t)| dx ≤ ǫγ

for all t ∈ [0, T ].

If we assume also that |pm(t) − pl(t)| ≥ δ > 0 for all t ∈ [0,∞) when m 6= l. Then
we obtain the following Theorem.

Theorem 1.8. (Long time dynamic for Euler flows.) Assume ω0,ǫ satisfies the
same assumptions as in Theorem 1.1. For a < 1

2 , let

τǫ := sup
{

t ∈ [0,∞) : supp
(

ωm,ǫ(·, t)
)

⊂ BAa
ǫ

(

pm(t)
)

}

.

Then there exist c0 = c0(a, δ) > 0 and ǫ0 = ǫ0(c0) such that

τǫ ≥ c0| logAǫ|
for all 0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ0. Similar results of Theorem 1.3 and Corollary 1.7 hold as well.

1.3. Strategy of the proof. We will follow the strategy in [21], in which Mar-
chioro and Pulvirenti considered the Euler equation with a Lipschitz continuous
background flow

{

∂tωǫ + (uǫ + Fǫ) · ∇ωǫ = 0

ωǫ(·, 0) = ω0,ǫ.

Here ∇ ·Fǫ = 0, Fǫ(·, t) is Lipschitz continuous and the Lipschitz norm is indepen-
dent of time t. In Section 2, we will show that the presence of the perturbation
term ω0p,ǫ may lead to an equation of the form

{

∂tωǫ + (uǫ + F1,ǫ + F2,ǫ) · ∇ωǫ = 0

ωǫ(·, 0) = ω0,ǫ,
(1.8)

where F1,ǫ satisfies the same property as Fǫ and F2,ǫ is a divergence free perturba-
tion term related to ω0p,ǫ. Next we show that when the initial vorticity ω0,ǫ(x) is
supported in a ball of radius ǫ, then the solution ωǫ(x, t) of (1.8) remains supported
in a small ball near its center of gravity. By a standard bootstrap argument and the
prior estimates we made in Section 2, Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.8 follow directly
as in [5], [13] and [21], and we will give full details for completeness. In Section 3
we consider the initial vorticity of the self-similar form

ω0,ǫ(x) =

M
∑

m=1

γm
ǫ2

η(
x − p0m

ǫ
).

We will show that this kind of initial vorticity admits a decomposition of the form

ω0,ǫ(x) =

M
∑

m=1

ω0m,ǫ(x) + ω0p,ǫ(x),
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which satisfies all the assumptions in Theorem 1.1. So the concentration property
of the vorticity follows directly from Theorem 1.1.

1.4. Outline of the paper. In Section 2 we consider a single vortex with a back-
ground flow and obtain some prior estimates. In Section 3.1 we discuss the stability
of the point vortices in Euler flows and prove Theorem 1.1. In Section 3.2, we con-
sider the Euler equation with self-similar initial data and prove Theorem 1.3. In
Section 4 we discuss the long time behavior for the point vortex dynamics and prove
Theorem 1.8. In Section 5 we discuss some possible generalizations for the point
vortices in a smooth bounded domain.

2. Control of each point vortex.

2.1. Decomposition of the vorticity. Instead of considering equation (1.5), we
first consider more generally the following equation:















ωt + u · ∇ω = 0 in R
2 × [0,+∞)

ω(·, 0) = ω0 =

M
∑

m=1

ω0m in R
2,

(2.1)

where

u(x, t) =
1

2π

∫

(x− y)⊥

|x− y|2 ω(y, t) dy

as usual.

Definition 2.1. Let F : R2 × [0, T ) satisfy ∇ ·F = 0. Then we say that ω satisfies
{

∂tω + F · ∇ω = 0

ω(·, 0) = u0

in weak sense if for any φ ∈ C1
(

[0, T ), C2
c (R

2)
)

d

dt

∫

ω(x, t)φ(x, t) dx =

∫

ω(x, t) (∂tφ+ F · ∇φ) dx.

Lemma 2.2. (Decomposition of the vorticity) Let u be the unique Yudovich solution
of equation (2.1). Assume ω0m ∈ L1 ∩ L∞ for m = 1, ...,M . Define

ωm(X(α, t), t) := ω0m(α),

where X(α, t) satisfies the differential equation
{

dX(α,t)
dt = u(X(α, t), t)

X(α, 0) = α.

Then ωm(·, t) is a rearrangement of ω0m(·) and satisfies the following equation in
weak sense:

{

∂tωm + (
∑M

m=1 um) · ∇ωm = 0

ωm(·, 0) = ω0m,
(2.2)

where

um(x, t) =
1

2π

∫

(x− y)⊥

|x− y|2 ωm(y, t) dy.

Proof. Since X(·, t) : R
2 → R

2 is a measure preserving diffeomorphism, so we
see directly that ωm(·, t) is a rearrangement of ω0m(·). Thus, it remains to prove
that ωm(x, t) satisfies equation (2.2) in weak sense. Fix φ ∈ C1([0, T ), C2

c (R
2)),
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since the map x → X(α, t) is measure preserving, we make the change of variable
x → X(α, t) and compute that

d

dt

∫

ωm(x, t)φ(x, t) dx =
d

dt

∫

ω0m(α)φ(X(α, t), t) dα

=

∫

ω0m(α) (∂tφ+ u · ∇φ) (X(α, t), t) dα

=

∫

ωm(x, t) (∂tφ+ u · ∇φ) (x, t) dx.

Then by the vorticity transport formula (1.3) and the definition of ωm(x), we see

that the solution ω(x, t) of equation (2.1) is exactly
∑M

m=1 ωm(x, t). Therefore,

u(x, t) =
1

2π

∫

(x − y)⊥

|x− y|2 ω(y, t) dy

=
1

2π

∫

(x − y)⊥

|x− y|2 (
M
∑

m=1

ωm(y, t)) dy

=

M
∑

m=1

um(x, t).

Thus we obtain

d

dt

∫

ωm(x, t)φ(x, t) dx =

∫

ωm(x, t)

(

∂tφ+ (

M
∑

m=1

um) · ∇φ

)

(x, t) dx (2.3)

which shows that ωm(x, t) satisfies (2.2) in the weak sense. �

In order to control the velocity field u(x, t) by its vorticity ω(x, t), we prove the
following estimates.

Lemma 2.3. Assume f ∈ L1 ∩ Lq for some q > 2. Then we get
∣

∣

∣

1

2π

∫

(x− y)⊥

|x− y|2 f(y) dy
∣

∣

∣
.q ‖f‖

q−2
2q−2

1 ‖f‖
q

2q−2
q

Proof. We assume that f 6= 0, then for any R > 0, Hölder’s inequality gives

∣

∣

1

2π

∫

(x − y)⊥

|x− y|2 f(y) dy
∣

∣ .

∫

1

|x− y| |f(y)| dy

.

∫

BR(x)

1

|x− y| |f(y)| dy +
∫

BR(x)c

1

|x− y| |f(y)| dy

.‖f‖q
∫

BR(x)

|x− y|−q′ dy
1
q′ +

‖f‖1
R

.(
1

2− q′
)

1
q′ R

2−q′

q′ ‖f‖q +
‖f‖1
R

.qR
2−q′

q′ ‖f‖q +
‖f‖1
R

,

where q′ satisfies 1
q′ = 1 − 1

q . Choosing R = (‖f‖1

‖f‖q
)

q′

2 , then we get the desired

inequality. �

Remark 2.4. Assume ω0m has compact support for some m, then by Lemma
2.3 and the vorticity transport formula (1.3), we see that the support of ωm(·, t)
remains bounded for any time t < +∞. So (2.3) holds for any function φ ∈
C1([0,+∞), C2(R2)) .
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After the above preliminary work, we now consider the Euler equation (1.5)
{

∂tωǫ + uǫ · ∇ωǫ = 0

ωǫ(x, 0) = ω0ǫ(x) =
∑M

m=1 ω0m,ǫ(x) + ω0p,ǫ(x).

Apply Lemma 2.2 to ω0(x) =
∑M

m=1 ω0m,ǫ(x) + ω0p,ǫ(x), then ωǫ(x, t) admits a
decomposition

ωǫ(x, t) =

M
∑

m=1

ωm,ǫ(x, t) + ωp,ǫ(x, t),

where ωm,ǫ(x, t) satisfies










∂tωm,ǫ + (

M
∑

m=1

um,ǫ + up,ǫ) · ∇ωm,ǫ = 0

ωm,ǫ(·, 0) = ω0m,ǫ

(2.4)

for m = 1, ...,M and ωp,ǫ(x, t) satisfies










∂tωp,ǫ + (
M
∑

m=1

um,ǫ + up,ǫ) · ∇ωp,ǫ = 0

ωp,ǫ(·, 0) = ω0p,ǫ.

Again by Lemma 2.2, ωp,ǫ(·, t) is a rearrangement of ω0p,ǫ(·). Therefore,
‖ωp,ǫ(·, t)‖r = ‖ω0p,ǫ‖r

for any 1 ≤ r ≤ +∞. Finally, we apply Lemma 2.3 to f = ωp,ǫ, and obtain

‖up,ǫ‖∞ .q ‖ω0p,ǫ‖
q−2
2q−2

1 ‖ω0p,ǫ‖
q

2q−2

1 .q Aǫ,

where

Aǫ = max

{

‖ω0p,ǫ‖
q

2q−2
q ‖ω0p,ǫ‖

q−2
2q−2

1 , ǫ

}

is defined in section 1. With the above estimates on ωp,ǫ(x, t), next we aim to show
that equation (2.4) can be written in a form like (1.8). We first prove a technical
lemma:

Lemma 2.5. Let δ > 0 be a positive number. Assume ω(x) ∈ L1 ∩ L∞ and
supp(ω) ⊂ Bδ/4(p) for some point p ∈ R

2, then for any x ∈ R
2 such that |x−p| ≥ δ,

we have

|∇u(x)| ≤ C

δ2
‖ω‖1,

where

u(x) =
1

2π

∫

(x− y)⊥

|x− y|2 ω(y) dy.

Proof. Due to the support of ω, we have |x − y| ≥ δ
2 when |x − p| ≥ δ and y ∈

supp(ω). Thus,

|∇u(x)| .
∫ |ω(y)|

|x− y|2 dy =

∫

B δ
4
(p)

|ω(y)|
|x− y|2 dy .

1

δ2
‖ω‖1.

�

Assume that ωm(·, t) is supported in a small ball centered at the point pm(t), then
equation (2.4) can be rewritten as

{

∂tωm,ǫ + (um,ǫ + F1,m,ǫ + F2,m,ǫ) · ∇ωm,ǫ = 0

ωm,ǫ(·, 0) = ω0m,ǫ
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where F2,m,ǫ(·, t) = up,ǫ(·, t) is a small perturbation term and

F1,m,ǫ(·, t) =
∑

l 6=m

ul,ǫ(·, t)

is Lipschitz continuous on the support of ωm,ǫ(·, t) by Lemma 2.5. The Lipschitz
constant can be controlled independent of the time t since ‖ωl,ǫ(·, t)‖r is a conserved
quantity for any l = 1, ...,M and r ≥ 1.

2.2. A single vortex with a background flow. Now we consider more generally
the following problem: Let ωǫ(·, t) ∈ L1∩L∞ be a rearrangement of ω0,ǫ and satisfies

{

∂tωǫ + (uǫ + F1,ǫ + F2,ǫ) · ∇ωǫ = 0

ωǫ(·, 0) = ω0,ǫ
(2.5)

in weak sense. That is, for any smooth function φ(x, t),

d

dt

∫

ωǫ(x, t)φ(x, t) dx =

∫

ωǫ(x, t) (∂tφ(x, t) + (uǫ + F1,ǫ + F2,ǫ) · ∇φ(x, t)) dx.

(2.6)
We assume that

(i) |F1,ǫ(x, t)− F1,ǫ(y, t)| ≤ L|x− y| for L a positive number independent of ǫ
and t.

(ii) ‖F2,ǫ‖∞ → 0 as ǫ → 0.
(iii) The vorticity transport formula holds:

ωǫ(X(α, t), t) = ω0,ǫ(α),

where X(α, t) satisfies
{

dX(α,t)
dt = (uǫ + F1,ǫ + F2,ǫ)(X(α, t), t)

X(α, 0) = α.

(iv) For any time t, the map α → X(α, t) is measure preserving.

Then we have

Theorem 2.6. Assume ω0,ǫ has compact support and belongs to L1 ∩L∞. Let ωǫ,
F1,ǫ and F2,ǫ satisfy the condition above. We assume also that ω0,ǫ does not change
sign. Let Ωǫ :=

∫

R2 ω0,ǫ dx and define

pǫ(t) =
1

Ωǫ

∫

xωǫ(x, t) dx,

Iǫ(t) =
1

2Ωǫ

∫

|x− pǫ(t)|2ωǫ(x, t) dx.

Let P (t) solve
dP

dt
= F1,ǫ(P (t), t).

Then we have

Iǫ(t) ≤ 2e2Lt

[

Iǫ(0) +
‖F2,ǫ‖2∞

2
(

∫ t

0

e−Ls ds)2
]

(2.7)

and

|pǫ(t)− P (t)| ≤ eLt

[

|pǫ(0)− P (0)|+ 2L(
√

Iǫ(0) +
‖F2,ǫ‖∞√

2L
)

∫ t

0

∫ r

0

e−Ls ds dr

+ ‖F2,ǫ‖∞
∫ t

0

e−Ls ds

]

.

(2.8)
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Proof. Let K(z) = 1
2π

z⊥

|z|2 be the Biot-Savart kernel, then the antisymmetry of K

implies
∫

R2

uǫωǫ dx =

∫

R2×R2

K(x− y)ωǫ(x, t)ωǫ(y, t) dxdy = 0. (2.9)

Similarly, since z ·K(z) = 0, we obtain
∫

x · uǫ(x, t)ωǫ(x, t) dx =

∫

R2×R2

x ·K(x− y)ωǫ(x, t)ωǫ(y, t) dxdy

=
1

2

∫

R2×R2

(x− y) ·K(x− y)ωǫ(x, t)ωǫ(y, t) dxdy = 0.

(2.10)
By definition of pǫ(t), we note that for any vector ν(t),

1

Ωǫ

∫

ν(t) · (x− pǫ(t))ωǫ(x, t) dx = ν(t) · (pǫ(t)− pǫ(t)) = 0. (2.11)

Then due to (2.6), (2.11), (2.9), (2.10), we get

dIǫ(t)

dt
=

1

Ωǫ

∫

(x − pǫ(t)) ·
(

−dpǫ(t)

dt
+ uǫ(x, t) + F1,ǫ(x, t) + F2,ǫ(x, t)

)

ωǫ(x, t) dx

=
1

Ωǫ

∫

(x − pǫ(t)) · (uǫ(x, t) + F1,ǫ(x, t) + F2,ǫ(x, t))ωǫ(x, t) dx

=
1

Ωǫ

∫

(x − pǫ(t)) · (F1,ǫ(x, t) + F2,ǫ(x, t))ωǫ(x, t) dx

=
1

Ωǫ

∫

(x − pǫ(t)) · (F1,ǫ(x, t) − F1,ǫ(pǫ(t), t))ωǫ(x, t) dx

+
1

Ωǫ

∫

(x− pǫ(t)) · F2,ǫ(x, t)ωǫ(x, t) dx := A1,ǫ +A2,ǫ.

Next by Lipschitz property of F1,ǫ, we see that

|A1,ǫ| ≤
L

Ωǫ

∫

|x− pǫ(t)|2ωǫ(x, t) dx = 2LIǫ(t)

and as a consequence of Jensen’s inequality,

|A2,ǫ| ≤ ‖F2,ǫ‖∞
∫

|x− pǫ(t)|
ωǫ(x, t)

Ωǫ
dx

≤ ‖F2,ǫ‖∞
(
∫

|x− pǫ(t)|2
ωǫ(x, t)

Ωǫ
dx

)
1
2

= ‖F2,ǫ‖∞
√

2Iǫ(t).

Thus we obtain
dIǫ(t)

dt
≤ 2LIǫ(t) + ‖F2,ǫ‖∞

√

2Iǫ(t),

which implies

d
√

Iǫ(t)

dt
≤ L

√

Iǫ(t) +
1√
2
‖F2,ǫ‖∞

and the bound for Iǫ(t) follows directly by Grönwall’s inequality. Next we compute
d
dt |pǫ(t)− P (t)|. Due to (2.6) and (2.9), we get

dpǫ(t)

dt
=

1

Ωǫ

∫

(uǫ(x, t) + F1,ǫ(x, t) + F2,ǫ(x, t))ωǫ(x, t) dx

=
1

Ωǫ

∫

F1,ǫ(x, t)ωǫ(x, t) dx+
1

Ωǫ

∫

F2,ǫ(x, t)ωǫ(x, t) dx.
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So by definition of P (t), we obtain

d

dt

(

pǫ(t)− P (t)
)

=
1

Ωǫ

∫

F1,ǫ(x, t)ωǫ(x, t) dx − F1,ǫ

(

P (t), t
)

+
1

Ωǫ

∫

F2,ǫ(x, t)ωǫ(x, t) dx

= F1,ǫ

(

pǫ(t), t
)

− F1,ǫ

(

P (t), t
)

+
1

Ωǫ

∫

(

F1,ǫ(x, t) − F1,ǫ

(

pǫ(t), t
)

)

ωǫ(x, t) dx

+
1

Ωǫ

∫

F2,ǫ(x, t)ωǫ(x, t) dx

:= T1 + T2 + T3.

Thus,
d

dt
|pǫ(t)− P (t)| ≤ | d

dt
(pǫ(t)− P (t))| ≤ |T1|+ |T2|+ |T3|.

For T1, the Lipschitz continuity of F1,ǫ yields

|T1| ≤ L|pǫ(t)− P (t)|.
For T2, as a consequence of Jensen’s inequality and the Lipschitz property of F1,ǫ,
we obtain

|T2| ≤L

∫

|x− pǫ(t)|
ωǫ(x, t)

Ωǫ
dx

≤L

(
∫

|x− pǫ(t)|2
ωǫ(x, t)

Ωǫ
dx

)
1
2

.

Then by the definition of Iǫ(t), we get

|T2| ≤
√
2L
√

Iǫ(t).

Thus, (2.7) implies

|T2| ≤ 2LeLt

(

√

Iǫ(0) +
‖F2,ǫ‖∞√

2

)
∫ t

0

e−Ls ds.

For T3, a direct calculation shows that

|T3| ≤ ‖F2,ǫ‖∞.

Combining the above estimates, equation (2.8) follows directly from Grönwall’s
inequality. �

Remark 2.7. Recall that the initial vorticity we considered satisfies Iǫ(0) ≤ A2
ǫ

and |pǫ(0) − P (0)| ≤ Aǫ. So Theorem 2.6 tells us that the center of gravity of the
vorticity remains concentrated near the point P (t), where P (t) can be viewed as
an evolution of the point P (0) under the velocity field F1,ǫ.

Remark 2.8. The case when F2,ǫ = 0 has already been considered in [21], so this
Theorem shows that the presence of the perturbation term F2,ǫ will not change the
dynamic of the Euler flow when ‖F2,ǫ‖∞ is small.

Now we state our main Theorem in this section.

Theorem 2.9. Assume ω0,ǫ ∈ L1 ∩ L∞, ω0,ǫ does not change sign,

supp(ω0,ǫ) ⊂ Bǫ(p(0))

for some point p(0) ∈ R
2,

∫

ω0,ǫ dx = Ωǫ → Ω 6= 0.

and ωǫ satisfies all the assumptions in Theorem 2.6. We assume also that Aǫ → 0
as ǫ → 0 and there exist some γ > 0 , p1 > 2 such that

‖ω0,ǫ‖p1 ≤ A−γ
ǫ ,
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where Aǫ is defined in section 1 and satisfies

max {ǫ, ‖F2,ǫ‖∞} ≤ CAǫ

for some C > 0 independent of ǫ. Then for any T < T ∗ and a < 1
2 , there exists

ǫ0 > 0 such that for all 0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ0, we have

supp(ωǫ(·, t)) ⊂ BAa
ǫ
(pǫ(t)).

Remark 2.10. Indeed, we do not need Ωǫ converges to Ω as ǫ → 0. We will prove
the Theorem under the assumption that 1

C < |Ωǫ| < C for some C > 0.

Before proving the theorem, we give some technical lemma first. Lemma 2.11, 2.12
and 2.13 are due to Marchioro and Pulvirenti [21]. See also [13] for details.

Lemma 2.11 ([13], [21]). Let ωǫ : R
2 → [0,∞) be a bounded, nonnegative function.

Set

Ωǫ =

∫

ωǫ dx,

pǫ =
1

Ωǫ

∫

xωǫ(x) dx

and define

I(ωǫ) =
1

Ωǫ

∫

|x− pǫ|2ωǫ(x) dx.

Then for any x 6= pǫ and any 0 < r < |x− pǫ|, we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

x− pǫ
|x− pǫ|

·
∫

Br(pǫ)

(x− y)⊥

|x− y|2 ωǫ(y) dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C

(|x − pǫ| − r)2
I(ωǫ)

r
.

Lemma 2.12 ([13], [21]). Assume F is a Lipschitz continuous function with Lip-
schitz constant L and ωǫ satisfies the same assumptions in Lemma 2.11. Then for
any x ∈ R

2, we have
∣

∣

∣
F (x)− 1

Ωǫ

∫

F (y)ωǫ dy
∣

∣

∣
≤ CL

(

|x− pǫ|+
√

I(ωǫ)
)

.

Lemma 2.13 ([13], [21]). Assume that G ∈ W 1,∞(R2,R2) satisfies

G(x) = 0 in BR(pǫ)

for some R > 0 and

G(x) · (x − pǫ) = 0 a.e. ,

then
∣

∣

∣

∫

R2×R2

G(x) · (x − y)⊥

|x− y|2 ωǫ(x)ωǫ(y) dxdy
∣

∣

∣
≤ C(

‖G‖∞
R2

+
‖∇G‖∞

R2
)m(R)I(ωǫ),

where

m(R) :=

∫

Bc
R(pǫ)

|ωǫ(y)| dy.

Next in order to control the velocity away from pǫ(t), we proceed as in [21] and
[22]. Define a smooth cut-off function

χR(x) =

{

1 |x| ≤ R

0 |x| > 2R

which is nonnegative, radially decreasing and satisfies

|∇χR(x)| ≤
C

R
and |D2χR(x)| ≤

C

R2

for all x ∈ R
2, then we obtain
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Lemma 2.14. Assume F1,ǫ is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant L. De-
fine

µt(R) =
1

Ωǫ

∫
(

1− χR

(

x− pǫ(t)
)

)

ωǫ(x, t) dx,

mt(r) =

∫

Br(pǫ(t))

|ωǫ(x, t)| dx.

Then
d

dt
µt(R) ≤ C

(

L+
√

Iǫ(t) +
Iǫ(t)

R4
+

‖F2,ǫ‖∞
R

)

mt(R). (2.12)

Proof. We will abbreviate χR as χ for simplicity. Then due to (2.6) we obtain

d

dt
µt(R) =

1

Ωǫ

∫

∇χ
(

x− pǫ(t)
)

·
(

d

dt
pǫ(t)− uǫ(x, t) − F1,ǫ(x, t)− F2,ǫ(x, t)

)

dx

:= T1 + T2 + T3,

where

T1 :=
1

Ωǫ

∫

∇χ
(

x− pǫ(t)
)

·
(
∫

F1,ǫ(y, t)
ωǫ(y, t)

Ωǫ
dy − F1,ǫ(x, t)

)

dx,

T2 := − 1

Ωǫ

∫

∇χ
(

x− pǫ(t)
)

· (x− y)⊥

2π|x− y|2ωǫ(x, t)ωǫ(y, t) dx dy

and

T3 := − 1

Ωǫ

∫

∇χ
(

x− pǫ(t)
)

· F2,ǫ(x, t)ωǫ(x, t) dx.

Note that ∇χ
(

x− pǫ(t)
)

is supported in the annulus

Λt := {x : R ≤ |x− pǫ(t)| ≤ 2R}
and recall that

|∇χ| ≤ C

R
,

so

|T3| ≤
C

R
‖F2,ǫ‖∞

∫

BR(pǫ)c
|ωǫ| dx ≤ C

R
‖F2,ǫ‖∞mt(R)

and we obtain

|T1| ≤
C

R

∫

Λt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

F1,ǫ(x, t)−
∫

F1,ǫ(y, t)
ωǫ(y, t)

Ωǫ
dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

dx.

Thus, by Lemma 2.12

|T1| ≤
C

R

(

RL+
√

Iǫ(t)
)

mt(R).

Finally, due to Lemma 2.13 we get

|T2| ≤
C

R4
mt(R)Iǫ(t).

Combining the above estimates we get the desired conclusion. �

With the help of above lemmas, now we prove our main Theorem of this section.

Proof. Proof of Theorem 2.9.
Step 1: ( Control of the vorticity away from pǫ(t).) Fix T > 0 and we see clearly
from the definition of µt and mt that

µt(R) ≤ mt(R) ≤ µt(R/2)
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for any t ∈ [0, T ) and R > 0. Therefore, by (2.7), (2.12) and the assumptions on
initial vorticity, we get

µt(R) ≤ µ0(R) + CR

∫ t

0

µt1(R/2) dt1,

where

CR =C

(

L+
√

Iǫ(t) +
Iǫ(t)

R4
+

‖F2,ǫ‖∞
R

)

≤ C(1 +Aǫ +
A2

ǫ

R4
+

Aǫ

R
).

Note that µ0(R) = 0 when R ≥
√
Aǫ, so for all R ≥

√
Aǫ we have

µt(R) ≤ µ0(R) + C

∫ t

0

µt1(R/2) dt1 = C

∫ t

0

µt1(R/2) dt1.

Iterating k times, we obtain

µt(2
k
√

Aǫ) ≤C

∫ t

0

µt1(2
k−1R) dt1

≤Ck

∫ t

0

· · ·
∫ tk−1

0

µtk(
√

Aǫ) dtk · · · dt1.

Since ωǫ(·, t) is a rearrangement of ω0,ǫ(·), we get

µt(R) ≤ ‖ωǫ(·, t)‖1 = ‖ω0,ǫ‖1 = |Ωǫ|
for any R > 0. Then as a consequence of Stirling’s formula,

µt(2
k
√

Aǫ) ≤Ck

∫ t

0

· · ·
∫ tk−1

0

µtk(
√

Aǫ) dtk · · · dt1

≤|Ωǫ|
Cktk

k!
≤ |Ωǫ|

CkT kek

kk+1/2
≤ Ck

kk+1/2
.

Now we fix β ∈ (a, 1
2 ) and choose k = k(ǫ) such that

Aβ
ǫ

2
≤ 2k

√

Aǫ < Aβ
ǫ .

More precisely, we take

k =

⌊

(12 − β)| logAǫ|
log 2

⌋

− 1,

where ⌊x⌋ is the smallest integer greater than x. With such a choice of k, we then
have

µt(A
β
ǫ ) ≤ µt(2

k
√

Aǫ) ≤
C| logAǫ|

(C̃| logAǫ|)C̃| logAǫ|
,

where

C̃ =
1
2 − β

2 log 2
> 0

since β < 1
2 . A direct calculation shows that when ǫ0 = ǫ0(C, C̃, γ1) is chosen small

enough, then for any ǫ ≤ ǫ0 we have

C| log ǫ|

(C̃| log ǫ|)C̃| log ǫ|
≤ ǫγ1 .

Thus we obtain
µt(A

β
ǫ ) ≤ Aγ1

ǫ (2.13)

for all ǫ ≤ ǫ0(T, β, a, γ1) small enough since Aǫ → 0 as ǫ → 0.
Step 2: ( Control of the particle trajectory map X(α, t).) Now we fix α ∈ R

2 such
that

α ∈ supp(ω0,ǫ) ⊂ Bǫ(p(0)).
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As a result,

|p(0)− pǫ(0)| =
∣

∣

∣

1

Ωǫ

∫

(

x− p(0)
)

ω0,ǫ(x) dx
∣

∣

∣
≤ ǫ

and hence

α ∈ supp(ω0,ǫ) ⊂ B2ǫ(pǫ(0)).

Let X(t) := X(α, t) be the solution of
{

dX
dt = (uǫ + F1,ǫ + F2,ǫ) (X(t), t)

X(α, 0) = α,

where

uǫ(x, t) :=
1

2π

∫

(x− y)⊥

|x− y|2 ωǫ(y, t) dy.

Define

R(t) := max
{

|X(α, t)− pǫ(t)|, 8Aβ
ǫ

}

.

We claim
dR

dt
≤ CR(t)

for almost every t ∈ [0, T ]. Since R(t) ∈ W 1,∞([0, T ] → R), standard measure
theory tells us

d

dt
R = 0 a.e. on each level set of R(t).

In particular dR
dt = 0 on the level set R(t) = 8Aβ

ǫ . In order to get an upper bound

of R(t), it suffice to consider the time t ∈ [0, T ] when R(t) > 8Aβ
ǫ ≫ Aǫ. In such

cases we have

R(t) = |X(α, t)− pǫ(t)|.
Direct computation gives

dR

dt
=

X(t)− pǫ(t)

|X(t)− pǫ(t)|
·
(

uǫ (X(t), t) + F1,ǫ(X(t), t) + F2,ǫ(X(t), t)−
∫

(

F1,ǫ(y, t) + F2,ǫ(y, t)
)

ωǫ(y, t) dy

)

:= T1 + T2 + T3 + T4,

where

T1 =
X(t)− pǫ(t)

|X(t)− pǫ(t)|
· uǫ(X(t), t),

T2 =
X(t)− pǫ(t)

|X(t)− pǫ(t)|
·
(

F1,ǫ

(

X(t), t
)

−
∫

F1,ǫ(y, t)ωǫ(y, t) dy

)

,

T3 =
X(t)− pǫ(t)

|X(t)− pǫ(t)|
· F2,ǫ

(

X(t), t
)

,

T4 =
X(t)− pǫ(t)

|X(t)− pǫ(t)|
·
∫

F2,ǫ(y, t)ωǫ(y, t) dy.

We first estimate

T1 =
1

2π

∫

X(t)− pǫ(t)

|X(t)− pǫ(t)|
· (x− y)⊥

|x− y|2 ωǫ(y, t) dy

=
1

2π

∫

BR(t)
2

(pǫ(t))

X(t)− pǫ(t)

|X(t)− pǫ(t)|
· (x− y)⊥

|x− y|2 ωǫ(y, t) dy

+
1

2π

∫

Bc
R(t)
2

(pǫ(t))

X(t)− pǫ(t)

|X(t)− pǫ(t)|
· (x− y)⊥

|x− y|2 ωǫ(y, t) dy

: = T11 + T12.
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Recall that R(t) = |X(t)−pǫ(t)| ≥ 8Aβ
ǫ and Iǫ(t) ≤ CA2

ǫ , so we obtain from Lemma
2.11 that

|T11| ≤
C

R(t)3
Iǫ(t) ≤ CA2−3β

ǫ ≤ Aβ
ǫ

since β < 1
2 and Aǫ → 0 as ǫ → 0. Next we consider T12, by Lemma 2.3 we have

|T12| ≤
1

2π

∫
∣

∣

∣

∣

1

|x− y|ωǫ(y, t)1Bc
R(t)
2

(pǫ(t))

∣

∣

∣

∣

dy

≤ C‖ωǫ(y, t)1Bc
R(t)
2

(pǫ(t))‖
p1−2
2p1−2

1 ‖ωǫ(y, t)1Bc
R(t)

2

(pǫ(t))‖
p1

2p1−2
p1 ,

where 1Ω is the characteristic function on Ω and p1 > 2 is the number we defined
in Theorem 2.9. Therefore, by definition of p1, we have

‖ωǫ(y, t)1Bc
R(t)

2

(pǫ(t))‖p1 ≤ ‖ωǫ‖p1 = ‖ω0,ǫ‖p1 ≤ A−γ
ǫ .

Then by (2.13), it follows that

‖ωǫ(y, t)1Bc
R(t)
2

(pǫ(t))‖1 = mt(
R(t)

2
) ≤ mt(4A

β
ǫ ) ≤ µt(A

β
ǫ ) ≤ Aγ1

ǫ .

As a result, if we choose γ1 = γ1(p1, β, γ) large enough, then

|T12| ≤A
γ1(p1−2)−γp1

2p1−2
ǫ ≤ Aβ

ǫ ≤ R(t).

For T2, since R(t) > 8Aβ
ǫ ≫ Aǫ, Lemma 2.12 yields

|T2| ≤ C(|X(t)− pǫ(t)|+Aǫ) ≤ CR(t).

For T3, T4, the fact ‖F2,ǫ‖∞ ≤ Aǫ implies

|T3|+ |T4| ≤ CAǫ ≤ R(t),

which shows dR
dt ≤ CR(t). Together with the fact that R(0) = 8Aβ

ǫ , Grönwall’s
inequality gives

R(t) ≤ CR(0) ≤ CAβ
ǫ .

Now recall that a < β < 1
2 , so for all ǫ ≤ ǫ0, choosing ǫ0 = ǫ0(a, β) small enough,

then we have

R(t) ≤ Aa
ǫ .

Step 3: ( Final arguments.) Note that ωǫ(X(α, t), t) = ω0,ǫ(α) by vorticity trans-
port formula, so

supp(ωǫ(·, t)) = {X(α, t) : α ∈ supp(ω0,ǫ)}.

Then by Step 2, we see that

|X(α, t)− pǫ(t)| ≤ Aa
ǫ

for all α ∈ supp(ω0,ǫ). As a result,

supp(ωǫ(·, t)) ⊂ BAa
ǫ
(pǫ(t)),

which completes the proof of the Theorem. �

Remark 2.15. Indeed, we do not need F1,ǫ to be Lipschitz continuous in R
2.

Theorem 2.9 remains valid if we only assume F1,ǫ(·, t) to be Lipschitz continuous
in some convex neighborhood that contains P (t), pǫ(t) and supp(ωǫ(·, t)).
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3. Proof of the main Theorem.

3.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1. Together with the prior estimates we obtained in
Section 2, now we prove Theorem 1.1 by a bootstrap argument.

Proof. Proof of Theorem 1.1 . From Lemma 2.2, the solution ωǫ(x, t) of equation
(1.5) admits a decomposition

ωǫ =
M
∑

m=1

ωm,ǫ + ωp,ǫ,

where ωm,ǫ(·, t) is a rearrangement of ω0m,ǫ(·) and satisfies
{

∂tωm,ǫ + (um,ǫ + F1,m,ǫ + F2,m,ǫ) · ∇ωm,ǫ = 0

ωm,ǫ(·, 0) = ω0m,ǫ

in weak sense with F1,m,ǫ =
∑

l 6=m ul,ǫ and F2,m,ǫ = up,ǫ. Now in order to apply
Theorem 2.9 to ωm,ǫ, we need to check that

(i) F1,m,ǫ is Lipschitz continuous and the Lipschitz constant is independent of
ǫ and the time t.

(ii) ‖F2,m,ǫ‖∞ → 0 as ǫ → 0.
(iii) The vorticity transport formula holds:

ωm,ǫ(X(α, t), t) = ω0m,ǫ(α),

where X(α, t) satisfies
{

dX(α,t)
dt = (um,ǫ + F1,m,ǫ + F2,m,ǫ)(X(α, t), t)

X(α, 0) = α.

(iv) For any time t, the map α → X(α, t) is measure preserving.
(v) ω0m,ǫ ∈ L1 ∩ L∞ and does not change sign.
(vi) 1

C <
∫

|ω0m,ǫ| dx < C for some C > 0.
(vii) There exist some γ > 0, p1 > 2 such that ‖ω0m,ǫ‖p1 ≤ A−γ

ǫ .
(viii) Aǫ → 0 as ǫ → 0 and Aǫ ≥ max{ǫ, ‖F2,m,ǫ‖∞}.

Condition (v),(vi),(vii) follows directly from our assumptions of ω0m,ǫ in Theorem
1.1. Condition (ii),(iii),(iv),(vii),(viii) followed by Lemma 2.2 and our assumptions
on ω0p,ǫ in Theorem 1.1. Thus it remains to verify condition (i). Define

δ :=min{|pm(t)− pl(t)| : 0 ≤ t ≤ T,m 6= l} > 0,

pm,ǫ(t) :=
1

γm,ǫ

∫

xωm,ǫ(x, t) dx,

Im,ǫ(t) :=
1

2γm,ǫ

∫

|x− pm,ǫ(t)|2ωm,ǫ(x, t) dx

and let Pm,ǫ(t) be the solution of the following equation
{

d
dtPm,ǫ = F1m,ǫ(Pm,ǫ(t), t)

Pm,ǫ(0) = pm(0).

Set

Tǫ := sup
{

t ∈ [0, T ] : supp(ωm,ǫ(·, s)) ⊂ B δ
16
(pm(s)),

|Pm,ǫ(s)− pm(s)|+ |pm,ǫ(s)− pm(s)| ≤ δ

16
for m = 1, ...,M and 0 ≤ s ≤ t

}

.

Then by Lemma 2.5 we see that

|∇F1,ǫ(x, t)| ≤
C

δ2

∑

l 6=m

‖ω0m,ǫ‖1 ≤ C.
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for all t ≤ Tǫ and x ∈ B δ
2
(pm(t)). Next from the definition of Tǫ, we find that

B δ
2
(pm(t)) contains pm,ǫ(t), Pm,ǫ(t) and supp(ωm,ǫ(·, t)) for all t ≤ Tǫ. Thus by

Remark 2.15, Theorem 2.9 can be applied to ωm,ǫ on the time interval [0, Tǫ].
First, it follows from Theorem 2.6 that

Im,ǫ(t) ≤ CA2
ǫ

and

|pm,ǫ(t)− Pm,ǫ(t)| ≤ CAǫ.

Then Theorem 2.9 guarantees that for some a < b < 1
2 ,

supp(ωm,ǫ(·, t)) ⊂BAb
ǫ
(pm,ǫ(t)) ⊂ BAb

ǫ+CAǫ
(Pm,ǫ(t)) ⊂ B2Ab

ǫ
(Pm,ǫ(t))

for all 0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ0 once we choose ǫ0 = ǫ0(b) small enough. Define

G(t) =

M
∑

m=1

|Pm,ǫ(t)− pm(t)|,

we claim that

d

dt
G ≤ C(G(t) +Ab

ǫ). (3.1)

Once the claim is proved, then Grönwall’s inequality gives

|Pm,ǫ(t)− pm(t)| ≤ G(t) ≤ CAb
ǫ,

which implies

|pm,ǫ(t)− pm(t)| ≤ |Pm,ǫ(t)− pm,ǫ(t)|+ |Pm,ǫ(t)− pm(t)| ≤ CAǫ + CAb
ǫ.

Thus, we obtain

supp(ωm,ǫ(·, t)) ⊂ BCAb
ǫ
(pm(t)) ⊂ BAa

ǫ
(pm(t)) (3.2)

for 0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ0 if we choose ǫ0 = ǫ0(a, b) small enough. As a result, for all t ∈ [0, Tǫ],
0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ0 and m = 1, ...,M , we have

supp(ωm,ǫ(·, t)) ⊂ B δ
32
(pm(t))

and

|Pm,ǫ(t)− pm(t)|+ |pm,ǫ(t)− pm(t)| ≤ δ

32
,

which contradicts the definition of Tǫ if Tǫ < T . So Tǫ = T and (3.2) holds for

t ∈ [0, T ]. Therefore, it suffice to prove (3.1). In fact, let K(z) = z⊥

2π|z|2 be the
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Biot-Savart kernel, since pm(t) satisfies the Helmholtz equation (1.4), it holds that

d

dt
G ≤

M
∑

m=1

∣

∣

∣

d

dt
(Pm,ǫ − pm)

∣

∣

∣

=

M
∑

m=1

∣

∣

∣
F1m,ǫ

(

Pm,ǫ(t), t
)

− d

dt
pm(t)

∣

∣

∣

=

M
∑

m=1

∣

∣

∣
F1m,ǫ

(

Pm,ǫ(t), t
)

−
∑

l 6=m

γlK
(

pm(t)− pl(t)
)

∣

∣

∣

≤
M
∑

m=1

∣

∣

∣
F1m,ǫ

(

Pm,ǫ(t), t
)

− F1m,ǫ

(

pm(t), t
)

∣

∣

∣

+

M
∑

m=1

∣

∣

∣
F1m,ǫ

(

pm(t), t
)

−
∑

l 6=m

γl,ǫK
(

pm(t)− pl(t)
)

∣

∣

∣

+
M
∑

m=1

∣

∣

∣

∑

l 6=m

γl,ǫK
(

pm(t)− pl(t)
)

−
∑

l 6=m

γlK
(

pm(t)− pl(t)
)

∣

∣

∣

:=T1 + T2 + T3.

Recall that

Pm,ǫ(t) ⊂ BCAǫ
(pm,ǫ(t)) ⊂ B δ

3
(pm(t))

and |∇F1m,ǫ| ≤ C in such region, so it follows that |T1| ≤ CG(t). Then by definition
of F1m,ǫ, we get

F1m,ǫ =
∑

l 6=m

ul,ǫ =
∑

l 6=m

∫

γl,ǫK(x− y)
ωl,ǫ(y, t)

γl,ǫ
dy.

Therefore,

|T2| ≤C

M
∑

m=1

∑

l 6=m

∫
∣

∣

∣

∣

K

(

pm(t)− y

)

−K

(

pm(t)− pl(t)

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

ωl,ǫ(y, t)

γl,ǫ
dy

=C

M
∑

m=1

∑

l 6=m

∫

B δ
4
(pl(t))

∣

∣

∣

∣

K

(

pm(t)− y

)

−K

(

pm(t)− pl(t)

)∣

∣

∣

∣

ωl,ǫ(y, t)

γl,ǫ
dy.

Since |pm(t) − pl(t)| ≥ δ when m 6= l and |∇K(z)| ≤ C
δ2 when |z| ≥ δ

16 , by mean
value Theorem we obtain

|T2| ≤C

M
∑

l=1

∫

∣

∣

∣

(

y − pl(t)
)

ωl,ǫ(y, t)
∣

∣

∣
dy

≤
M
∑

l=1

∫

∣

∣

∣

(

y − Pl,ǫ(t)
)

ωl,ǫ(y, t)
∣

∣

∣
dy +

M
∑

l=1

∫

∣

∣

∣

(

Pl,ǫ(t)− pl(t)
)

ωl,ǫ(y, t)
∣

∣

∣
dy

:=T21 + T22.

For T22, it is obvious that T22 ≤ CG(t). For T21, the fact

supp(ωl,ǫ(·, t)) ⊂ B2Ab
ǫ
(Pl,ǫ(t))

implies

T21 ≤ CAb
ǫ

and hence

|T2| ≤ C(G(t) +Ab
ǫ).
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Finally, as a consequence of the assumptions |γm,ǫ − γm| ≤ CA
1
2
ǫ and recall that

|pm(t)− pl(t)| ≥ δ when m 6= l, we get

T3 ≤ CAb
ǫ

since b < 1
2 . Combining the above estimates we obtain

dG

dt
≤ C(G(t) +Ab

ǫ)

and the proof of the Theorem is complete. �

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.3. Now we consider the initial vorticity which has the
form

ω0,ǫ(x) =
M
∑

m=1

γm
ǫ2

η(
x − p0m

ǫ
),

where η is a nonnegative function satisfies
∫

η(x) dx = 1 and η(x) ≤ C

1 + |y|2+σ
for σ > 0. (3.3)

We will show that as a consequence of Theorem 1.1, the solution ωǫ(·, t) remains
concentrated near M points p1(t), ..., pM (t).

Proposition 3.1. (Decomposition of the initial vorticity.) Let p0 be a point in R
2

and ωǫ(x) =
1
ǫ2 η(

x−p0

ǫ ). Then ωǫ admits a decomposition

ωǫ(x) = ω1,ǫ(x) + ωp,ǫ(x),

where

supp(ω1,ǫ) ⊂ B
ǫ

σ
σ+2

(p0), (3.4)

|1−
∫

ω1,ǫ(x) dx| ≤ Cǫ
σ2

σ+2 (3.5)

and for any q > 2, we have

‖ωp,ǫ‖
q

2q−2
q ‖ωp,ǫ‖

q−2
2q−2

1 .q ǫ
σ2

σ+2 . (3.6)

Proof. We may assume with lose of generality that p0 = (0, 0), otherwise we replace
η(x) by η̃(x) := η(x− p0). For any 0 < β < 1, we can decomposite ωǫ as

1

ǫ2
η(

x

ǫ
) =

1

ǫ2
η(

x

ǫ
)χ|x|≤ǫ1−β +

1

ǫ2
η(

x

ǫ
)χ|x|>ǫ1−β := ω1,ǫ + ωp,ǫ.

Define

γǫ =

∫

ω1,ǫ(x) dx.

Then from (3.3) we have

γǫ =
1

ǫ2

∫

|x|≤ǫ1−β

η(
x

ǫ
) dx = 1−

∫

|y|>ǫ−β

η(y) dy.

Since |η(y)| . |y|−2−σ for |y| large, we obtain
∫

|y|>ǫ−β

η(y) dy ≤ Cǫβσ

and

|γǫ − 1| ≤ Cǫβσ. (3.7)
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For ωp,ǫ, we compute that

‖ωp,ǫ‖q =
1

ǫ2

∫

|x|>ǫ1−β

ηq(
x

ǫ
) dx

1
q

=ǫ−2+ 2
q

∫

|y|>ǫ−β

ηq(y) dy
1
q

.ǫβσǫ(1−β)(−2+ 2
q
)

since |η(y)| . |y|−2−σ and q > 2.
Thus,

‖ωp,ǫ‖
q

2q−2
q ‖ωp,ǫ‖

q−2
2q−2

1 .ǫ
βσ(q−2)

2q−2 ǫ
qβσ+(1−β)(−2q+2)

2q−2 = ǫβσ+β−1.

To ensure that this quantity is small, we need an assumption that

βσ + β − 1 > 0,

which means

1 > β >
1

σ + 1
or equivalently

σ

1 + σ
> 1− β > 0.

Then we define

Aǫ := max{ǫ1−β, ǫβσ+β−1}. (3.8)

To minimize the quantity Aǫ, we choose β = β(σ) = 2
σ+2 which satisfies 1 > β >

1
σ+1 . With such choice of β, we get Aǫ = ǫ

σ2

σ+2 and equation (3.6) follows directly.
Meanwhile,

supp(ω1,ǫ) ⊂ Bǫ1−β = B
ǫ

σ
σ+2

,

which is exactly (3.4). Inequality (3.5) follows directly from (3.7) and our choice of
β(σ). �

Proof. Proof of Theorem 1.3 (i). According to Proposition 3.1, ω0,ǫ admits a de-
composition:

ω0,ǫ(x) =

M
∑

m=1

ω0m,ǫ(x) + ω0p,ǫ(x),

where ω0m,ǫ does not change sign,

supp(ω0m,ǫ) ⊂ B
ǫ

σ
σ+2

(p0m)

and

|γm −
∫

ω0m,ǫ(x) dx| ≤ Cǫ
σ2

σ+2 .

Moreover, ω0p,ǫ satisfies

‖ω0p,ǫ‖
q

2q−2
q ‖ω0p,ǫ‖

q−2
2q−2

1 ≤ Cǫ
σ2

σ+2

for q = 4 and

‖ω0p,ǫ‖1 ≤ Cǫ
σ2

σ+2 .

Set ǫ̃ = ǫ
σ

σ+2 and define

W0,ǫ̃(x) :=

M
∑

m=1

W0m,ǫ̃(x) +W0p,ǫ̃(x),

where

W0m,ǫ̃(x) := ω0m,ǫ(x) and W0p,ǫ̃(x) := ω0p,ǫ(x).
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Let Aǫ̃, γm,ǫ̃ be the quantity that we defined in section 1 with ǫ replaced by ǫ̃, then

we get Aǫ̃ ≤ CAǫ, where Aǫ = ǫ
σ

σ+2 is defined in (3.8). Since Aǫ̃ → 0 as ǫ → 0, we
have

|γm − γm,ǫ̃| ≤ CAǫ̃ ≤ CA
1
2

ǫ̃ .

A directly calculation shows that ‖W0m,ǫ̃‖∞ . ǫ−r1 and Aǫ̃ ≈ ǫr2 for some r1, r2 >

0. So there exists γ1 > 0 such that ‖W0m,ǫ̃‖∞ ≤ A−γ1

ǫ̃ . Thus, W0,ǫ̃ satisfies all
the assumptions we made in Theorem 1.1. Therefore, for any a1 < 1

2 , ωm,ǫ(·, t) =
Wm,ǫ̃(·, t) is supported in B(Aǫ̃)a1 (pm(t)) = B

ǫ
a1σ
σ+2

(pm(t)) when ǫ̃ ≤ ǫ̃0(σ, a1, T ) and

0 ≤ t ≤ T . Moreover,

‖ωp,ǫ(·, t)‖1 = ‖Wp,ǫ̃(·, t)‖1 = ‖W0p,ǫ̃‖1 ≤ Cǫ
σ2

σ+2 .

Now for any a < σ
2(σ+2) , we take a1 = a(σ+2)

σ < 1
2 and ǫ0 = ǫ̃

σ+2
σ

0 . Then for all

ǫ ≤ ǫ0, the solution ωǫ(·, t) admits a decomposition

ωǫ(·, t) =
M
∑

m=1

ωm,ǫ(·, t) + ωp,ǫ(·, t),

where
∑M

m=1 ωm,ǫ(·, t) is supported in

B(t) :=

M
⋃

m=1

Bǫa(pm(t))

and

‖ωp,ǫ(·, t)‖1 ≤ Cǫ
σ2

σ+2 .

As a result,
∫

B(t)c
|ωǫ(x, t)| dx ≤ Cǫ

σ2

σ+2

and the proof completes.
�

Proof. Proof of Theorem 1.3 (ii). By the similar argument in Proposition 3.1, we
have a decomposition

1

ǫ2
η(

x

ǫ
) =

1

ǫ2
η(

x

ǫ
)χ|x|≤ǫ1−β +

1

ǫ2
η(

x

ǫ
)χ|x|>ǫ1−β

:= ω1,ǫ + ωp,ǫ

with
‖ωp,ǫ‖1 . ǫβσ.

For any σ
σ+1 < γ1 < σ, we take β = β(σ) := γ1

σ , then we have

‖ωp,ǫ‖1 . ǫγ1 .

We also note that ω1,ǫ is supported in a ball of radius Aǫ, where

Aǫ := max{ǫ1−β, ǫβσ+β−1} = ǫ2a0

and

a0 = a0(γ1, σ) :=
1

2
min

{

1− γ1
σ
, γ1 +

γ1
σ

− 1
}

is defined in Theorem 1.3. Finally, by a similar argument as in the proof of Theorem
1.3 (i), we get the desired conclusion. �

4. Long time dynamic for point vortices in Euler flows

We will assume throughout this section that |pm(t)−pl(t)| ≥ δ > 0 for all t ∈ [0,∞)
when m 6= l.
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4.1. A single vortex with a background flow. We first prove a similar result
to Theorem 2.9.

Theorem 4.1. Assume ω0,ǫ ∈ L1 ∩ L∞, ω0,ǫ does not change sign,

supp(ω0,ǫ) ⊂ Bǫ(p(0))

for some point p(0) ∈ R
2 and ωǫ satisfies (2.5). Let the total vorticity Ωǫ be

Ωǫ =

∫

ω0,ǫ dx.

We also assume that Aǫ → 0 as ǫ → 0 and there exist some γ > 0 , p1 > 2 such
that

‖ω0,ǫ‖p1 ≤ A−γ
ǫ

with
max {ǫ, ‖F2,ǫ‖∞} ≤ Aǫ.

Then for any any a < 1
2 , there exist ǫ0 > 0 and c0 > 0 such that for all 0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ0

and t ≤ c0| logAǫ|, we have

supp(ωǫ(·, t)) ⊂ BAa
ǫ
(pǫ(t)).

Proof. With the same definition as in Section 2, we see from Theorem 2.6 that

Iǫ(t) ≤ 2e2Lt

(

Iǫ(0) +
‖F2,ǫ‖2∞

2

∫ t

0

e−Ls ds2
)

and

|pǫ(t)− p(t)| ≤ eLt

(

|pǫ(0)− p(0)|+ 2L(
√

Iǫ(0) +
‖F2,ǫ‖∞√

2L
)

∫ t

0

∫ r

0

e−Ls ds dr

+ ‖F2,ǫ‖∞
∫ t

0

e−Ls ds

)

.

So for arbitrary σ > 0, there exists c0 = c0(σ) small enough, such that for all
t ≤ c0| logAǫ| we have

Iǫ(t) ≤ A2−2σ
ǫ

and

|pǫ(t)− p(t)| ≤ A1−σ
ǫ .

Thus, Lemma 2.14 yields

µt(R) ≤ µ0(R) + C

∫ t

0

µt1(R/2) dt1 = C

∫ t

0

µt1(R/2) dt1

for any R ≥ A
1−σ
2

ǫ . Iterating k times and applying Stirling’s formula, we get

µt(2
kA

1−σ
2

ǫ ) ≤Ck

∫ t

0

· · ·
∫ tk−1

0

µtk(A
1−σ
2

ǫ ) dtk · · · dt1

≤|Ωǫ|
Cktk

k!
≤ |c0C logAǫ|k

kk+1/2
≤ |c0 logAǫ|k

kk+1/2
.

Now fix β ∈ (a, 1
2 ), assume σ is small enough such that a < β(1− σ). Then we can

choose k = k(ǫ) such that

A
β(1−σ)
ǫ

2
≤ 2kA

1−σ
2

ǫ ≤ Aβ(1−σ)
ǫ .

More precisely, we take

k =

⌊

(1− σ)(12 − β)| logAǫ|
log 2

⌋

− 1.
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We claim that for any γ1 > 0, there exists c0 ≤ c0(γ1) small enough such that for
all t ≤ c0| logAǫ|,

µt(A
β(1−σ)
ǫ ) ≤ µt(2

kA
1−σ
2

ǫ ) ≤ Aγ1
ǫ .

Indeed, since

µt(2
kA

1−σ
2

ǫ ) ≤ |c0 logAǫ|k
kk+1/2

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

c0 logAǫ

C logAǫ

∣

∣

∣

∣

k

≤ c
C| logAǫ|
0 ,

it suffice to show that
C| logAǫ| log c0 ≤ γ1 logAǫ,

which is equivalent to
C log c0 ≤ −γ1

since logAǫ < 0. So the claim is true for c0 ≤ e−
γ1
C . Finally, for arbitrary α ∈

supp(ω0,ǫ), define

R(t) := max{|X(α, t)− pǫ(t)|, 8Aβ(1−σ)
ǫ }.

As in section 3, we obtain
d

dt
R ≤ CR(t),

which implies
R(t) ≤ 8Aβ(1−σ)

ǫ A−Cc0
ǫ

for all t ≤ c0| logAǫ|. Recall that a < β(1 − σ), so we can choose c0 = c0(β, σ, a)
small enough such that R(t) ≤ Aa

ǫ , which implies

supp(ωǫ(·, t)) ⊂ BAa
ǫ
(pǫ(t))

and the proof is complete.
�

4.2. Proof of Theorem 1.8.

Proof. For any a < 1
2 we choose b, σ such that a < b < 1

2 and a < (1 − σ)b. Then
as in section 3, let

Tǫ := sup
{

t ∈ [0,+∞) : supp(ωm,ǫ(·, s)) ⊂ B δ
16
(pm(s)),

|Pm,ǫ(s)− pm(s)|+ |pm,ǫ(s)− pm(s)| ≤ δ

16
for m = 1, ...,M and 0 ≤ s ≤ t

}

.

We assume that Tǫ < c0(b)| logAǫ|, where c0(b) is the constant we defined in The-
orem 4.1. Then for any t ≤ Tǫ, we have

|pm,ǫ(t)− Pm,ǫ(t)| ≤ CA1−σ
ǫ .

Thus,
supp(ωm,ǫ(·, t)) ⊂ BAb

ǫ+CA1−σ
ǫ

(Pm,ǫ(t)) ⊂ B2Ab
ǫ
(Pm,ǫ(t)).

Let

G(t) =

M
∑

m=1

|Pm,ǫ(t)− pm(t)|,

then compute as in section 3 gives

d

dt
G ≤ C(G(t) +Ab

ǫ),

which implies
G(t) ≤ eCt(G(0) + tAb

ǫ)

by Grönwall’s inequality. So for all t < c0| logAǫ| ,we can take c0 = c0(b, C) small
enough and ǫ ≤ ǫ0(c0) small such that

G(t) ≤ Ab(1−σ)
ǫ .
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As a result,

|Pm,ǫ(t)− pm(t)| ≤ Ab(1−σ)
ǫ .

Together with the assumption a < b(1− σ) and the fact

supp(ωm,ǫ(·, t)) ⊂ B2Ab
ǫ
(Pm,ǫ(t)),

we finally get

supp(ωm,ǫ(·, t)) ⊂ BAa
ǫ
(pm(t))

when ǫ ≤ ǫ0 small enough. Then arguing as in section 3, the proof of Theorem 1.8
is complete.

�

5. Generalization to bounded domains.

Let Ω ⊂ R
2 be an open, bounded and simply connected region with smooth bound-

ary. We will consider in this section the Euler equation in Ω.
{

∂tωǫ +
(

∇⊥(∆)−1ωǫ

)

· ωǫ = 0 in Ω× [0,+∞)

ωǫ(·, 0) = ω0,ǫ in Ω,
(5.1)

where

(−∆)−1f(x) :=

∫

Ω

G(x, y)f(y) dy

and

G(x, y) =
1

2π
log

1

|x− y| +H(x, y)

is the Green’s function on Ω. We are interested in the initial vorticity of the form

ω0,ǫ(x) ≈
M
∑

m=1

γmδp0
m
,

where γ1, ..., γM are M nonzero real numbers and p01, ..., p
0
M ∈ Ω are M distinct

points. A formal computation suggests that when

ω0(x) =

M
∑

m=1

γmδp0
m
,

the solution ω(x, t) of (5.1) should be

ω(x, t) =

M
∑

m=1

γmδpm(t),

where p(t) =
(

p1(t), ..., pM (t)
)

: [0, T ∗) → (Ω)M solves the equation














dpm
dt

=
∑

l 6=m

γl
2π

(pm − pl)
⊥

|pm − pl|2
−

M
∑

l=1

γl∇⊥
x H(pm, pl)

pm(0) = p0m.

See [3], [4] and [11] for references. We aim to show that Theorem 1.1 remains valid
in bounded domains. Let

ω0,ǫ(x) =

M
∑

m=1

ω0m,ǫ(x) + ω0p,ǫ(x),

then we have
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Theorem 5.1. Assume ω0,ǫ ∈ L1 ∩ L∞ and ω0m,ǫ does not change sign with

supp(ω0m,ǫ) ⊂ Bǫ(pm(0)).

Let the mth total vorticity γm,ǫ be

γm,ǫ =

∫

Ω

ω0m,ǫ dx,

which satisfies

|γm − γm,ǫ| ≤ CA
1
2
ǫ .

We assume also that Aǫ → 0 as ǫ → 0 and there exist some γ > 0 , p1 > 2 such
that

‖ω0m,ǫ‖p1 ≤ A−γ
ǫ

for m = 1, ...,M . Then for any T < T ∗ and any a < 1
2 , there exists ǫ0 > 0

such that for all 0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ0, the solution ωǫ of (5.1) admits a decomposition

ωǫ =
∑M

m=1 ωm,ǫ + ωp,ǫ, where

supp(ωm,ǫ(·, t)) ⊂ B(Aǫ)a(pm(t)),

∫

Ω

ωm,ǫ(x, t) dx = γm,ǫ

and

‖ωp,ǫ‖r = ‖ω0p,ǫ‖r
for any r ≥ 1.

Proof. The proof is extremely similar to that of Theorem 1.1, so we only give the
ideas here. First, the solution ωǫ(x, t) admits a decomposition

ωǫ(x, t) =

M
∑

m=1

ωm,ǫ(x, t) + ωp,ǫ(x, t).

As in Section 3, ωp,ǫ is a small perturbation term and ωm,ǫ satisfies

{

∂tωm,ǫ + (um,ǫ + F1,m,ǫ + F2,m,ǫ) · ωm,ǫ = 0

ωm,ǫ(·, 0) = ω0m,ǫ,

where

um,ǫ(x, t) :=
1

2π

∫

Ω

(x − y)⊥

|x− y|2 ωǫ,m(y, t) dy,

F2,m,ǫ(x, t) := ∇⊥(∆)−1ωp,ǫ(x, t)

and

F1,m,ǫ(x, t) :=
∑

l 6=m

1

2π

∫

Ω

(x − y)⊥

|x− y|2 ωl,ǫ(y, t) dy −
M
∑

l=1

∫

Ω

∇⊥H(x, y)ωl,ǫ(y, t) dy.

From [25] we see that |∇xG(x, y)| . 1
|x−y| , so F2,m,ǫ remains small as a consequence

of Lemma 2.3. We also note that F1,m,ǫ is Lipschitz continuous in the support of
ωm,ǫ if ωm,ǫ(·, t) is supported near pm(t). So arguing as in Section 2-3 we get the
desired conclusion. �

By the same argument as in Section 2-4, Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.8 remain
valid in bounded domains.
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[11] H. Helmholtz, Über Integrale der hydrodynamischen Gleichungen, welche den Wirbelbewe-
gungen entsprechen. (German) J. Reine Angew. Math. 55 (1858), 25–55.

[12] D. Iftimie and C. Marchioro, Self-similar point vortices and confinement of vorticity. Comm.
Partial Differential Equations 43 (3) (2018), 347–363.

[13] R. L. Jerrard, Fluid Flows with Concentrated Vorticity. Course notes, 2020.
[14] R. L. Jerrard and D. Smets, Leapfrogging vortex rings for the three dimensional Gross-

Pitaevskii equation. Ann. PDE 4, 48 (2018).
[15] T.-C. Lin, J. Wei and J. Yang, Vortex rings for the Gross-Pitaevskii equation in R

3. J. Math.
Pures Appl. 100 (2013), 69–112.

[16] C. Maffei and C. Marchioro, A confinement result for axisymmetric fluids. Rend. Sem. Mat.
Univ. Padova 105 (2001), 125–137.

[17] C. Marchioro, On the inviscid limit for a fluid with a concentrated vorticity. Commun. Math.

Phys. 196, 53–65 (1998).
[18] C. Marchioro, On the localization of the vortices. Boll. Unione Mat. Ital. Sez. B Artic. Ric.

Mat. (8), 1(3):571–584, (1998).
[19] C. Marchioro, Vanishing viscosity limit for an incompressible fluid with concentrated vortic-

ity. J. Math. Phys. 48 (2007), 065302.
[20] C. Marchioro and M. Pulvirenti, Euler evolution for singular initial data and vortex theory.

Commun. Math. Phys. 91(4), 563–572 (1983).
[21] C. Marchioro and M. Pulvirenti, Vortices and localization in Euler flows. Comm. Math. Phys.

154(1), 49–61, 1993.
[22] P. Serfati, Borne en temps des caractéristiques de l’équation d’Euler 2d à tourbillon positif
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