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Three dimensional branching pipe flows for optimal
scalar transport between walls

Anuj Kumar*

Abstract

We consider the problem of “wall-to-wall optimal transport” in which we attempt to maximize the
transport of a passive temperature field between hot and cold plates. Specifically, we optimize the choice
of the divergence-free velocity field in the advection-diffusion equation subject to an enstrophy constraint
(which can be understood as a constraint on the power required to generate the flow). Previous work
established an a priori upper bound on the transport, scaling as the 1/3-power of the flow’s enstro-
phy. Recently, Tobasco & Doering (Phys. Rev. Lett. vol.118, 2017, p.264502) and Doering & Tobasco
(Comm. Pure Appl. Math. vol.72, 2019, p.2385-2448) constructed self-similar two-dimensional steady branch-
ing flows saturating this bound up to a logarithmic correction. This logarithmic correction appears to arise
due to a topological obstruction inherent to two-dimensional steady branching flows. We present a con-
struction of three-dimensional “branching pipe flows” that eliminates the possibility of this logarithmic
correction and therefore identifies the optimal scaling as a clean 1/3-power law. Our flows resemble pre-
vious numerical studies of the three-dimensional wall-to-wall problem by Motoki, Kawahara & Shimizu
(J. Fluid Mech. vol.851, 2018, p.R4). We also discuss the implications of our result to the heat transfer
problem in Rayleigh—-Bénard convection and the problem of anomalous dissipation in a passive scalar.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Motivation

An important subdiscipline of thermal engineering is devoted to the design of heat exchangers, ventilation
systems, air-conditioning systems, refrigeration systems, boilers, and chemical reactors [Aro00, Jak08, Thul3,
AK18]. A fundamental challenge in this field is how to transport heat from a hot surface to a cold surface
by moving the fluid using actuators such as fans or pumps, which can advect heat at a quicker rate than
pure conduction. For most practical purposes, one would of course like to do so in the most economical way,
minimizing the power supplied to the actuators. In the design of the systems described above, we would
therefore like to know the answers to the following questions:

(A) What is the optimal heat transfer rate as a function of the power supplied?

(B) What is the corresponding placement of fans/pumps which maximizes the heat transfer for a given amount
of power supplied?

To model the problem mathematically, we use the forced Navier—Stokes equation to describe the flow of an
incompressible fluid:

u+u-Vu=-Vp+rvAu+ f in Q,

where (2 is a bounded domain with smooth boundaries and v is the viscosity of the fluid. We assume that the
fluid satisfies a no-slip boundary condition on the surface, i.e., u|y, = 0. In this mathematical formulation of
the problem, the question of interest now involves finding the optimal design for the force f that maximizes
the heat transfer with a restricted mean power supply &*. Denoting the volume average and the long-time
volume average, respectively, as

]é[-]dm:|—g12|9[.]dcc and <[']_hfls§ip7/]él | dadt,

we can express the constraint on the mean power supply as (f - u) < 2*.
Assuming the velocity field stays smooth and the kinetic energy of flow stays bounded in time, then the
long-time spatial average of the energy equation leads to

(f -u) = v(|Vul?).

Physically, this means that the work done by the force f to move the fluid is eventually dissipated viscously.
It also shows that instead fixing the power supply, one can equivalently impose a constraint on the enstrophy
of the flow, i.e., (|[Vul?) <v~192*.
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The advantage of formulating the constraint in terms of the enstrophy is that we can from here on ignore
the momentum equation entirely. We can simply ask, what is the flow v that maximizes the heat transfer, for
a given bound on the enstrophy ((|[Vu|?) < v=127*). Once that flow u is found, the corresponding forcing f
can then be computed from (1.1). Whether the optimal flow u obtained in this manner is dynamically stable
is a separate question that we will not address in this paper.

Beyond the primary engineering motivation, the optimal heat transport problem considered in this paper is
also inspired by two problems: (1) anomalous dissipation in a passive scalar, (2) Rayleigh-Bénard convection.
These problems, and their relationship with the optimal transport problem investigated here, will be discussed
in section 6.

1.2 Problem setup

Although the problem discussed above is very general, we now focus on a special case in the simplest possible
geometry namely the transport of a passive scalar T' (which we refer to as temperature) by a flow field u between
two parallel walls held at different constant values of T. We assume that the flow field w is incompressible
and satisfies no-slip boundary conditions at the walls, which in the wall-normal coordinates are located at
z = —H/2 and z = H/2, where H denotes the distance between the walls. The temperature field evolves
according to the advection-diffusion equation

T +u-VT — kAT =0, (1.1)
and satisfies Dirichlet boundary conditions
T=Tp at z=—-H/2, T=Tr at z=H/2. (1.2)

In (1.1), x is the thermal diffusivity, and without loss of generality, we choose Tg > Tr in (1.2). For simplicity,
we consider the horizontal directions # and y to be periodic with length I, and [,. The domain of interest is
thus given by Q =Ty, x Ty, x (-H/2,H/2).

For a given flow field u, we define the corresponding rate of heat transfer as

Qu) == <uzT - HZ—Z> = (u,T) + @'

By performing the long-time horizontal average of equation (1.1), one can show that Q(u) is equal to the heat
flux at the top or the bottom boundary, hence the definition. Furthermore, by multiplying (1.1) with 7" and
performing the long-time volume average, one can alternatively express the rate of heat transfer Q(u) as

kH

_ 2

Q(u)

The question of optimal heat transport described in the previous subsection seeks to find the maximum

possible value of the heat transfer over all incompressible flow fields satisfying the no-slip boundary condition
and the enstrophy constraint:

Qmax(f@*) = sup Q(U)
u(t,z)
V-u=0, u|y,=0
(IVu|?)<v~t e~

Before we proceed further, we nondimensionalize the problem by making the following transformations,
respectively, for the position, time, velocity field, temperature and the heat transfer:

JiE K k(T —Tr)

H t —t — T Tg —Tp)T + T . 1.3
xr — Z, — P ) u_)Huv —>( B T) +1T, Q—> 7 Q ( )

We continue to denote the nondimensional horizontal periodic lengths with I, and l,,. After the rescaling (1.3),
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a single nondimensional parameter remains, namely the nondimensional power given by

4
P = f@*H—Q
VK
which can be increased by either increasing the dimensional power supply £2* and the domain size H or by
decreasing the thermal diffusivity x and viscosity v of the fluid. After the nondimensionalization the enstrophy
constraint becomes (|Vul|?) < 2.
As the problem of optimal heat transport can be considered both in two and three dimensions, let us define

Q2P =T, x (-1/2,1/2), Q3P =T, x Ty, x(-1/2,1/2). (1.4a-b)

In the introduction, € is used to mean either Q2P or Q3P except in places where the distinction is required, in
which case we will make the reference explicit. In rest of the paper € will only mean Q3”. Without the loss of
generality, we assume that the aspect ratio of the domain satisfies [, < [,. Next, we explicitly formulate the
steady, followed by the unsteady version of the optimal heat transport problem.

1.2.1 Steady case
In the steady case, we seek
@)= s Q) where  Qu) = f |VT[*de, (15)
ueL>(Q) Q
V-u=0, u|y,=0

fo IVul? de<

and T solves the steady advection-diffusion equation with Dirichlet boundary conditions

u-VIT — AT =0, (1.6)
T=1a z=-1/2, T=0 at z=1/2. '
1.2.2 Unsteady case
In the unsteady case, we seek
max(F) = sup  Q(u) where  Q(u) = (|VT?), (1.7)

u€eL>([0,00)x2)
V-u=0, u|y,=0
(IVul?)<2

and T solves the unsteady advection-diffusion equation with Dirichlet boundary conditions

T +u-VT — AT =0,
T=Ty,eL*) at t=0, (1.8)
T=1at 2=-1/2, T=0at 2=1/2 Vte(0,00).

Therefore, any upper bound
is a lower bound on Q.. as

Remark 1.1. It is clear that for every &2, we have the inequality Q% . < QU

max — max"*
on Q¥ .. provides an upper bound on Q3,.,. Similarly, any lower bound on @3
well.

max

Remark 1.2. The values of @}, and @}, for the three-dimensional problem are larger than their corre-
sponding values for the two-dimensional problem. This is because any two-dimensional solution of the advection

diffusion equation is also a solution in three-dimensions by an extension that is invariant in the third direction.

Remark 1.3. In the unsteady case, the quantity Q(u) does not depend on the initial condition T as long as
this initial condition belongs to L?(€2). Physically, this means that the dependence of the solution 7" on the
initial data is lost at long times because of the presence of diffusion.
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For both the steady and unsteady cases, in their two- and three-dimensional versions, the questions of prime
importance are:

(A) How the maximum heat fluxes Q2. and Q¥ .. scale as a function of the input power & for asymptotically
large values of &7

(B) What does the structure of the flow fields that transfer heat “most efficiently” look like?

In this paper, we investigate these questions for the steady case only. The unsteady case is also of great
importance and will be considered in a future study.

1.3 Previous work and the present results

The problem of optimal heat transport between parallel walls, as described above, was first introduced in the
work of Hassanzadeh, Chini and Doering [HCD14] whose motivation was to improve previously known upper
bounds on heat transfer in porous medium convection [DC98] and Rayleigh-Bénard convection [DC96, PKO03,
WD11, WCKD15]. Using numerical and matched asymptotic techniques, they studied the problem in two
dimensions, applying either the energy or enstrophy constraints on the velocity field which satisfies stress-free
boundary conditions.

Their initial investigation has since inspired several studies of optimal heat transport between differentially
heated plates [TD17, MKS18, DT19, STD20] and slightly different problem of optimal cooling of a fluid sub-
jected to a given volumetric heating [MDTY18, IV22, Tob21]. Of all these studies, the three of particular
interest to the current paper are [TD17], [MKS18] and [DT19]. They all investigate the same problem consid-
ered in this paper, i.e., optimal heat transport between parallel boundaries by incompressible flows satisfying
no-slip boundary conditions with an enstrophy constraint. Doering & Tobasco ([DT19]) derived an upper
bound on the maximum possible heat transfer, and showed that any flow satisfying the required constraint
cannot transport heat faster than a rate proportional to the enstrophy to the power of 1/3, i.e.,

u (P <P for 2>, (1.9)
where C’ is a universal constant but C” depends on the aspect ratio. This upper bound is valid both in two
and three dimensions and applies to Q% .. (Z?) as well (see Remark 1.1). The same bound had been proved
before in the context of Rayleigh—Bénard convection in at least three different ways: using the variational
principle of Howard ([How63, Bus69]), the background method of Doering & Constantin ([DC96, PKO03]) and
more recently by Seis ([Seil5]).

Complimentary to their upper bound, [TD17] and [DT19] constructed two-dimensional steady branching
flows (in which the flow structures have increasingly fine scales as one approaches the boundary, see figure
2b) and showed that the upper bound could be attained up to an unknown logarithmic correction. More
specifically, they showed

91/3

_— rax( ).
10g4/33” (#)

~Y max
Soon after the work of [TD17], Motoki, Kawahara and Shimizu [MKS18], through a numerical optimization
procedure, discovered complicated but rather beautiful three-dimensional steady branching flows (depending
on &) that appears to display a heat transfer rate Q3,, (&) ~ 2/3.

In this paper, we rigorously show that 22'/3 < Q2 . () by constructing three-dimensional steady branch-
ing pipe flows. Our main result is:

Theorem 1.1 (Steady three-dimensional case). Let  be Q3P as defined in (1.4a-b). Then there exists
two positive constants Py and C such that QF as defined in (1.5), obeys the following lower bound:

max’

CPY? < QD)
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for Py < P. The constants Py and C depends on l, as follows:

1412 15/
Po(lz) = 12 P, Cla) = W "

where 2}, C" > 0 are two universal constants.

Remark 1.4. Combining the result of Theorem 1.1 with upper bound (1.9) and Remark 1.1, we fully charac-
terize the exact behavior of maximum heat transfer in three dimensions. In particular, we have Q3. ~ 2/3

(as a result Q% ~ 2/3) in three dimensions. Whether Q% .~ 2!/ in two dimensions as well is an open
problem (see Conjecture 1.3).

Remark 1.5. It clear that if [, > 1 then &, and C are bounded from below by two positive constants
independent of [,. Therefore, assuming [, > 1, i.e., for sufficiently wide domains, we can also restate the above
theorem where & and C are two positive constants independent of any parameter.

Remark 1.6. We consider here a periodic setting in the x and y directions. As the flows that we construct
to prove the theorem have a compact support in space, the theorem remains true if €2 is a closed box of size [,
and [, with insulating and no-slip side walls.

1.4 Overview and philosophy of the proof
1.4.1 The variational principle

The proof of Theorem 1.1 relies on a variational principle for the heat transfer derived by [DT19] which was
inspired by the work in homogenization theory such as of [AM91, FP94] about estimating the effective diffusivity
in a random or periodic array of vortices. To state the result, we start by defining two admissible sets:

A* = LR N H (4 R?), (1.10a)

X* = Hi(Q). (1.10b)
For steady velocity fields, the variational principle associated with the maximization of heat transfer can be
stated as

Proposition 1.2 ([DT19]). For Q3. given by (1.5), we have

2
(fq ust dx)
rax(P) —1= sup sup . 1.11
(#) geAsofgeg; fQ [VA-1(u - VE)|2dx + %fg [Vu|? daf:jfQ V&2 dx ( )
u=0 ¢

In (1.11), A~! denotes the inverse Laplacian operator in § corresponding to the homogeneous Dirichlet
boundary conditions. For completeness, we provide a derivation of this variation principle in the Appendix A.
The derivation is taken from ([DT19]).

From the variational principles (1.11), we see that any choice of admissible velocity field u and scalar field
¢ provides a lower bound on the heat transfer. Our goal, therefore, is to find a “good” flow field w (depending
on &), and a corresponding &, for which the dependence on & of the lower bound obtained matches that of
the theoretical upper bound (1.9), namely, PL/3,

We closely analyze each term involved in the variational principle (1.11). We label them

2
I= <][ uzfdm) : II :][ VA~ (u - VE)|? da, IIT = i][ |Vul*dz{ |VE]? de, (1.12a-c)
Q Q z Q Q

and identify them as the transport term (I), the nonlocal term (I7) and the dissipation term (I11), respectively.
In order to obtain a good lower bound, we would ideally like to choose u and £ to maximize the right-hand

side of (1.11) as much as possible. This, in turn, means we should aim to maximize I and minimize IT and
II1.
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Figure 1: Panel (a) illustrates good and bad strategies to maximize term I defined in (1.12a-c). In the good
scenario £ is positive (indicated by red color) where the flow is moving upward (positive z-direction) and is
negative (blue color) where the flow is moving downward. Therefore, u, and ¢ are positively correlated. This
is not the case in the bad scenario. Panel (b) illustrates good and bad strategies to minimize term I7. In the
good scenario V¢ is perpendicular to u, hence u-VE = 0, i.e., £ is constant along the streamlines and therefore
the term II zero. In the bad scenario V¢ is parallel to u, so the term I7 is nonzero.

To maximize I, we should choose a u such that its z-component is “positively correlated” with the £ field.
Figure 1a shows examples of a good and bad scenario. To minimize II, we should make a choice such that u
is perpendicular to V¢ in most of the domain, which can alternatively be stated as £ should be constant along
the streamlines of the flow u. Figure 1b shows examples of a good and bad scenario.

Our aim at this point is to provide heuristic but compelling arguments why trial velocity profiles such as
(i) standard convection rolls and (ii) the two-dimensional steady branching flows considered by [TD17, DT19]
are not sufficient to prove Theorem 1.1. By diligently inspecting the limitations of these trial flow fields, we
are then naturally led to propose three-dimensional branching pipe flows as a remedy.

1.4.2 Convection rolls

The first choice of a trial velocity profile w that comes to mind is the one associated with planar convection
rolls, as this is one of the simplest incompressible flow fields capable of transporting heat by advection. Figure
2a shows the streamlines of typical convection rolls. In the bulk region, far from the horizontal walls, the
flow either moves up or down. To maintain the incompressibility constraint, the flow must turn around in a
boundary layer near the walls. We then select a ¢ field accordingly, in an attempt to maximize I and minimize
IT (see figure 1).

The advantage of this configuration is that it is possible to restrict the region where u - V€ is non-zero
(which eventually contributes toward IT) to the boundary layer only. However, this choice turns out to be
particularly bad with respect to term I17. Indeed, assuming the flow velocity uw ~ 1 in the bulk region, then
we must have a “large” fluid velocity u ~ £/ in the boundary layer because of the incompressibility condition,
where £ is the aspect ratio of a single convection roll. Consequently, Vu ~ £/§2, which essentially becomes
“very large” for small boundary layer thickness . Performing a formal scaling analysis of each individual terms
in the variational principle (1.11) leads to

1
)

S
max ~v

The right-hand side is optimized by choosing § ~ 23/ and ¢ ~ 22/ which leads to

ax 2 201
This scaling recovers the result of [STD20], who rigorously showed that Q*(u) ~ 223/ for a particular
choice of convective rolls, as well as the results of [How63, DC96] who found the same scaling in the context of
Rayleigh-Bénard convection. The exponent 3/11 is clearly less than 1/3 suggesting that the convection rolls
may not be the most efficient way of transporting heat at high &2.
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Figure 2: Panel (a) shows the streamlines of a set of typical convective rolls. Panel (b) shows the streamlines
of a steady two dimensional branching flow. In both figures, the streamlines have been overlayed with a &
field according to the good scenario described in figure la (i.e. £ is positive whenever u, is positive, and & is
negative whenever u, is negative). The red color indicates a positive value of £, whereas the blue color indicates
a negative value. The dashed circles in both the figures show a region where u - V¢ is nonzero.

1.4.3 Two-dimensional steady branching flows

One way to improve the heat transport is to consider a flow field with a branching structure, i.e., where the
scale of flow structures becomes smaller (possibly in a self-similar manner) as one approaches the walls, an idea
that goes back to Busse ([Bus69]). The branching ends after a finite number of steps, which depends on &2.
The idea behind the branching is to continue dividing the flow into “multiple channels” as it moves towards
the wall, which helps maintain the typical magnitude of the velocity field to be order unity throughout the
domain. Assuming dp; is the vertical thickness of the last branching level (namely, the boundary layer), then
for the branching flows we have Vu ~ §,, !in the boundary layer, which is significantly smaller than Vu ~ 5,)72
in the case of convection rolls.

A replica of the two-dimensional steady branching flow structure constructed by [TD17, DT19] is shown in
figure 2b and we have overlaid the streamlines with a £ field according to the good scenario shown in figure 1a.
Branching in two dimensions requires some part of the flow to fold back at every branching level. Although this
solves the problem regarding the term I11, it creates a different topological issue. From figure 2b it becomes
clear that V¢ is parallel to w not just in the boundary layer but also in the bulk at every branching level. A
typical region is shown in dashed circle in figure 2b. The result is that w - V& is nonzero (which ultimately
contributes towards the term I7) in a significant portion of the domain compared with the case of convection
rolls where this term was nonzero only in the boundary layer. Furthermore, there does not appear to be a way
around this topological obstruction by simply choosing a different ¢ field. This is because the streamlines of
the flow u continually fold back throughout the branching structure, from the bulk to the boundary layer, (see
figure 2b) and leaving only very few streamlines to continue towards the boundary layer. So it appears that if
we follow the good strategy in figure la (which is to choose £ positive where u, is positive and vice-versa) then
it is impossible to maintain & constant along streamlines (even in the bulk), hence we pay towards term I71. If
we avoid the good strategy in figure la, then it is not possible to make the term I “large.” However, it turns
out the situation is still much better than the convection rolls and a formal scaling analysis (see [DT19]) shows

1
/ 1—6p1 24 1 1 1—=6m1 14 1 2
bl+-f% ( ) Z+9 Z%ulk—’—fé 2 Z+Ebz

S
max ~v
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where (11 and £; denotes the horizontal aspect ratio of a typical roll in the bulk region and in the boundary
layer region, respectively, while the function ¢(z) denotes how the aspect ratio changes as a function of the z
coordinate. After optimizing the unknown parameters (&, lpuik, lpr and 1(z)), one can only show

e921/3
10g4/3 P’

S
max ~v

which is result of [TD17, DC96]
Whether there exists a two-dimensional steady flow that can overcome the topological obstruction elaborated

above to show 221/3 < Q3 . is an open question. Based on the heuristic reasons given previously, we believe

that there are no such flows and therefore conjecture the following.

Conjecture 1.3 (Weak). Let Q be Q2P given by (1.4a-b). Then the heat transfer defined in (1.5) obeys

s — 0(91/3)

max
for large &, where ‘o’ denotes the little-o.

The weak conjecture states that Q3. is asymptotically smaller than 23 but does not identify the
correct asymptotic scaling of Q5,., at large &2. It is reasonable to assume that the lower bound estimate of
[TD17, DT19] could be sharp. We therefore conjecture:

Conjecture 1.4 (Strong). Let Q be Q2P given by (1.4a-b). Then the heat transfer defined in (1.5) obeys

91/3
log/® 2’

S
~
max

for large .

We strongly believe that the weak conjecture is true but not so much that the strong conjecture is also true.

1.4.4 Three-dimensional steady branching pipe flows

The novelty of this work comes from the realization that the topological obstruction discussed above, can be
overcome by taking advantage of the third dimension. Indeed, in three dimensions, it is possible to construct
flow channels with a branching structure that continues all the way to the wall without the need for the flow
to fold back as in the two-dimensional case. Therefore, in three dimensions, it is possible to construct a flow
field w and a scalar field £ that have a branching structure while maintaining u - V€ = 0 everywhere except
in the boundary layer (which overcomes the difficulty faced in two-dimensional steady branching flows). The
construction in this paper is self-similar and the resultant flow field u looks like branching pipe flow. The
parent construct used in the self-similar construction is shown in figure 3a. It consists of two different type of
pipes, one in which the flow moves up (shown in red, we choose £ positive in this region) and one in which
the flow moves down (shown in blue, we choose £ negative in this region). By placing appropriately scaled
copies of this parent construct along the tree structure shown in figure 3b, we obtain the desired flow field. The
self-similar construction does not continue forever but truncates after a finite number of levels depending on
the value of &2. After a fixed number of levels, the flow finally folds back in the boundary layer, according to
the construct shown in figure 3c. This is the region where the hot and cold pipelines finally merge and w - V¢
is nonzero. A two-dimensional cartoon of this three-dimensional branching pipe structure is shown in figure 4.
This cartoon also emphasizes the topological obstruction in two dimensions which informally can be expressed
as “it is not possible to build two branching channels, one hot (in which the flow moves up) and other one cold
(in which the flow moves down), in two-dimensions without having them intersect.”
Using this branching pipe flow a formal scaling analysis of the heat transfer yields

S
max ~v

1
_ 4N7
2-N 4 42



Three dimensional branching pipe flows for optimal scalar transport A. Kumar

zZ

-

7=\
>\
~

}

Pe

P

Py

e
A

Ze
A
'V

7
5

(b)

Figure 3: Tllustration of the branching pipe flow. Panel (a): the parent construct w. It consists of red and blue
pipes which are the part of pipelines P, and P goun, respectively. In panel (a), arrows are used in some pipes
to show the direction of the flow. The reducer region of a pipe is also shown using a dashed circle. Panel (b):
the branching skeleton. To build the main copy wy away from the boundary layer, we place the appropriately
dilated version of the parent construct @ along the skeleton up to N levels. Panel (c): the parent construct
uy, which we use in the boundary layer. In the construct wp, the flow from red pipes turn back to blue pipes
(shown in the pink color). A 2D cartoon of the resultant pipe flow is shown in figure 4.
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Figure 4: shows a 2D cartoon of the main copy uy. The pipeline P, is shown in red color and the pipeline
P 4ouwn is shown in blue color. In the blow-up figure of a section of the pipeline, the graph of { is also shown.
Notice is that & is constant in the support of wy.

where N denotes the number of branching levels. After choosing N = [log, 221/%], we find that Q3,, > 21/3.
Theorem 1.1 is the rigorous result of this statement, which will be proved in the subsequent sections. The

construction carried out in this paper can be summarized in three steps.

e Step I: Creating the parent constructs (the building blocks)
The velocity fields from this step form the basis for the self-similar construction in the second step. In
this step, we construct (i) w (figure 3a), which is used to build branching flow away from the boundary
layer. (ii) @, (figure 3c¢), which is used in the boundary layer to truncate the branching structure.

e Step II: Construction of the main copy (a single tree)
In this step, we assemble the appropriately dilated copies of the parent constructs from the previous step
to build the flow field Ty (a 2D cartoon is shown in figure 4). Here, N denotes the number of branching
levels which depends on 2. We also refer to this main copy as a single tree.

e Step III: Construction of the final flow field (a forest)
The flow field constructed in the last step is enough to capture the correct dependence of Q% . on Z.
However, to capture the correct dependence on the domain aspect ratio [, and [,, we build the final flow
field u by placing several copies of the tree side-by-side to fill the whole domain, which then looks like a

forest.

1.5 Organization of the paper

The rest of paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce a few notations and preliminaries that
will be frequently used throughout the paper. In section 3, we perform Step III of the construction and prove
the main theorem. We provide a detailed sketch of the parent constructs in section 4. We then carry out Step
I and Step II. We provide a proof of Proposition 3.2 (essential for the analysis of the nonlocal term defined
in (1.12a-c)) in section 5. We close by discussing implications of our results in section 6. A few of the more
cumbersome but trivial calculations required to finish the proofs are carried out in appendices.
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2 Notation and preliminaries
The three domains we will be frequently using in this paper are: R?, Q and D, where
Q:=T, x T, x(-1/2,1/2), D :=R?x (-1/2,1/2). (2.1a-b)

Here, for some | > 0, T; := (R/IZ) and T; is identified with [—/2,1/2) in the usual way. In the rest of this
section, V' will denote either of these three domains: R3, Q and D, whereas V will denote either R3 or D. Let
x,x’ € V, for which we denote

x| = (z,y,0), and |z —a'|| = |z — ], (2.2a-b)

where | - | denotes the Euclidean distance. Let S C V, we will use 1g to denote the indicator function
corresponding to the set S.
We define the support of a scalar or a vector-valued function f on V as

supp f = {z € V| f(z) # 0}, (2.3)
and the support only in the z variable as
supp, f = {z € R|(z,y,2) €V, f(z,y,2) # 0}. (2.4)

For a given p € R3, we define a translation map TP : R — R3 as TP(x) = x + p. The inverse map is
therefore denoted as T~P. Then, if f is a scalar function or a vector-valued function on R3, we define the
corresponding translated function TP f as

(TPf)(x) = f(T"P(x)), where x € R> (2.5)

Similarly, for a given 6 € [0, 27|, we define a rotation map py : V- ‘7, which performs a counterclockwise
rotation in the xy-plane by an angle §. We denote the inverse map by p_g. Then, if ( is a scalar function on

IN/, we define the corresponding rotated scalar function pg¢ on V as

(pe)(x) = C(p_p(x)), where x € V. (2.6)

Furthermore, if v is a vector-valued function defined on ‘N/, we define the corresponding rotated vector-valued
function pgv on V as

(pov)(x) = pg (v(p_g(x))), where x € V. (2.7)

Let’s denote the o—algebra of Borel sets by B(R?). Given a Radon measure i : B(R?) — R and a vector
field u € L}, (R3;R3, 1), the set function v : B(R?) — R3

loc
V= (an Vy, VZ) = (uz,uauy,uvuzlu) (28)

is called a vector-valued Radon measure. Alternate shorthand notation is v = wp. The Riesz’s theorem ensures
that the space of vector-valued Radon measure M is dual to the space of compactly supported continuous vector
fields C.(R3;R?) [GMS98, Mag12].

Now given a function f € C.(R?) and v € M as defined in (2.8), the integration of f with respect to the
measure v is a vector in R? and is given by

[ rav- ( [ fusdu [ fugd [ g du) , (2.9)
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and the convolution is given by

(f xv)(x) = . flx—2')dv(z’). (2.10)

3 Step III of the construction: Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section we begin by performing Step IIT of the construction. We assume the existence of main copies
uy and &y with properties stated in the proposition below. Then we place several of these copies together in
Q, to build the flow field w and scalar field £, which we then use in the variational principle (1.11) to prove
Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 3.1. For every positive integer N, there exist Uy € C2°(D;R3) and €y € C°(D) such that
(l) V- uy = 0,

(i3) suppun Usupp &y € (—1/2,1/2) x (=1/2,1/2) x (=1/2,1/2),

(iii) supp, (Un - VEN) € (1/2 — 127N 1/2 — 227 M) U (=1/2 4 227N, —1/2 4 ¢127),

(iv) HEN : VfNHLoo(D) S 2N;

(v) [p Vx| dz + [, [VEN[* dw S 27,

(vi) [Nz Ende > c5> 0,

Here, 0 < ¢y < c1 <1 and c3 are constants independent of N and Uy . is the z-component of wy .

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We construct w (and &) by appropriately placing the several horizontally scaled copies

of Wy (and €,) from Proposition 3.1 side-by-side (see below for details). Specifically, let n, and n, be two

positive integers, then we place ngn, copies of uy (and £y ) in a two-dimensional rectangular horizontal array.

Then from the conditions on %y and € given in Proposition 3.1, we obtain estimates on various terms in the

expression (1.11) and show that the desired lower bound on Q% ., stated in Theorem 1.1, can be obtained.
More specifically, given n;,n, € N, we define two lengths d, and d, as follows:

dmzl—w and dy:l—y.

Ny ny

Next, we defineu: D - R3>and £ : D = R as

Iy 21— 1 l 27 —1
u (:vdw -5 4 ZTdm,ydy — Ey ]2 dy,z> =un(z,y,2)

lp 20—1 l 27 -1 —

13 (:vdm -5 + Tdm,ydy - EU + ]2 dy,z) =&n(2,y,2)
for all i,j € Z and (x,y,2) € (—1/2,1/2) x (=1/2,1/2) x (=1/2,1/2), otherwise, u := 0 and £ := 0. It is clear
that w and & are [, — [, —periodic functions. It is the identification of these I, — [, —periodic functions with
functions on Q = Ty, x T;, x (=1/2,1/2), which we continue to denote as u and &, that we use throughout.

By construction, u € C°(Q;R3) and ¢ € C°(Q) and therefore belongs to the admissible sets A® and X'* as
defined in (1.10a) and (1.10b), respectively. Now one can estimates important terms in the variational formula
(1.11). Let’s start with the following:

g ly 1
1 —Ftde pogtdy 3

|Vu|?dz = |Vu|?dz = w/ / / |Vul? de
Q laly Jo lely J_1g = -1

2

NNy dyd NgNydyd
~ 1,0, min{d2, d2, 1} /D Van| dz 5 L ly min{d2, d2 1} (32)
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Similarly, we have

NgNydzdy NgNydzd,
V¢ da < o~ / |VEy?dx < o~ 2", (3.3)
][ lly min{d3,d2, 1} l:ly min{dZ,d2, 1}
In a same way, one can also show
2Ny dzd - 2Ny dzpd
]z w6 dap — Peltudady / Tn . By da > Mededycs (3.4)
Q laly D Lty

Finally, we have

2N
Ve ooy $ ——— 3.5
||U é.HL (Q) ~ mln{dm,dy,l} ( )
with

supp, (u - VE) € (1/2 — 127V, 1/2 — 227 M) U (=1/2 4+ 227N, —1/2 + ¢;27V). (3.6)

Provided N > 3, we obtain

1

A~td 2d 3.7
s e e £ (37)

using the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. Let f € L>°(Q) such that supp, f C (1/2—c16,1/2 — coe) U(—=1/2+ coe, —1/2+ c1€), where
0<ce<c1 <1 ande<1/4 are three constants, then we have

£ 19A e S iy (3.8)

Proof of the Proposition 3.2 is provided in section 5.

At this point, we prescribe n, and n,. As stated in the introduction, we have chosen [, < [, without the
loss of generality. We divide the proof of the theorem into two parts: (i) when I, > 1, (ii) when I, < 1.

In the first case (I, > 1), we choose

ng = [lz] and ny,=1Tl,], (3.9)

where [ -] is the ceiling function. Then from the definitions of d, and d,, we have

<dy,dy < 1. (3.10)

l\D|P—‘

Noting this and using the estimates (3.2), (3.3), (3.4) and (3.5) in (1.11) gives

— 1 S Qmax(P), (3.11)
Cs 2N + 06@;

where c5 and cg are two constants independent of any parameter. Choosing the value of N as

1 059
N =|=1 —_— 12
310 27 (3.12)
we can show
P3 < Quax(P) (3.13)
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provided
2
2> =5 (3.14)
Cs5
In the second case, when [, < 1, we choose
Ly
ng=1 and ny,= Nk (3.15)
then we have
ly
dy =1, and £y <d, <l. (3.16)

The estimates (3.2), (3.3), (3.4) and (3.5) then imply

1
—— S @max(2), (3.17)
CTangz T (8

for some positive constants c¢; and cg independent of any parameter. Now choosing the following value of N

N = E log, C;Zﬂ , (3.18)
we obtain
PV < Quax(2), (3.19)
provided
> 027% (3.20)
which then completes the proof of the Theorem 1.1. O

4 Construction of three-dimensional branching pipe flow: Step I
and Step II

The goal of this section is to perform Step I, which is to build the parent constructs @, @y, & and &, followed
by Step II, which is to create the main copies @y and &,. We start by giving a sketch of the parent copies
and how to assemble their dilated versions to create the main copies, which is then followed by the actual
construction in Step I and Step II.

4.1 A detailed sketch of the construction

As the support of the velocity field @y looks like a pipe network (see figure 4) and the flow field itself is similar
to flow in pipes, we use words such as pipe, pipe network or pipeline for ease of exposition below.

The main copy Ty consists of two “pipelines”: one in which the flow goes upward (the positive z-direction)
in a branching fashion, P, (shown in red in figure 4) and one in which the flow goes downward (the negative
z-direction), again in a branching fashion, P goun (shown in blue). The part of the pipelines P, and Pgoun
that resides in the parent construct @ is also shown in red and blue, in figure 3.

The volume flow rate through both of these pipelines is the same. In what follows, we describe the pipeline
design only for z > 0 and simply use mirror symmetry to construct the pipeline for z < 0. In the parent
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construct, P, starts from a center pipe, denoted by P, in figure 3a. The center pipe goes up vertically, until
a first junction at z = 1/8, where it splits into four pipes going right (positive z-direction) P,, left (negative z-
direction) P, front (positive y-direction) Py and back (negative y-direction) P,. In plumbing terms, the junction
of these pipes would be known as a 5-way cross. The horizontal extent of these pipes is 1/4. Near the junction,
each of the four horizontal pipes has a radius equal to that of P.. Therefore, because of incompressibility
condition, the speed of the flow goes down by a factor of four as the flow enters from P, to P, P, P; and F.
However, away from the junction (midway), a constriction is added to reduce the radii of these four pipes by
a factor of half after which the speed of the flow regains its original value (again because of incompressibility).
In plumbing terms, the region where the radius of the pipe decreases is known as a reducer. Finally, these
horizontal pipes bend upward up to a level z = 1/4. With this construction, the pipeline P, near z = 1/4
consists of four pipes whose radius is half that of the pipe P, near z = 0 but all of them with same magnitude
of velocity. We can then continue the pipeline from z = 1/4 to z = 1/4 + 1/8 by adding four half-sized copies
of the original one. In a similar way, the pipeline can be further continued up to any number of levels V.

The pipeline in which the flow goes down consists of four pipes surrounding P,., each with radii equal to
that of P.. The speed of the flow in one of these four pipes is 1/4 the speed of the flow in P., ensuring that
the total volume flow going upward and downward are the same. The flow in these four pipes come from the
horizontally placed pipes that are similarly surrounding the pipes P, P;, Py and P, as shown in figure 3a.
The radii of these horizontal pipes, similar to the case of the previous pipeline, changes by a factor of two to
ensure that the flow velocity in the vertical pipes that they connect remains the same. Finally, before bending
in the upward direction, the horizontal pipes, in this pipeline, close their distance to the horizontal pipes from
pipeline P, to make sure that we can glue a self-similar parent copy of half-the-size to continue the pipeline.

The self-similar continuation of both pipelines truncates after a fixed number of levels N (depending on
Z). In the last level (closest to the wall), the two pipelines merge, i.e., the flow from the pipeline P, goes to
the pipeline P 4y, This done by gluing an appropriately scaled parent construct w, as shown in figure 3c.

Once we have the main copy @y ready, we can select & 5. We choose & 5 (everywhere except in the boundary
layers where the pipelines truncate) to be such that its value is a positive constant &y in the region where the
pipeline P, lies and is —¢p in the region where the pipeline P g4y, lies and decays to zero rapidly away from
these pipelines (see figure 4). There are two advantages with this choice:

(i) The quantity @y - V€ is identically zero except in the last level of construction where the branching
structure truncates. Therefore, it is possible to restrict the support of Wy - V&5 to a thin horizontal layer
close to the wall, which helps in obtaining a good estimate on the nonlocal term in (1.12a-c).

(ii) The transport term simplifies as follows.

/EN.,z Eyde ~ 50/ un,,dx — fo/ uy,, dx ~ 25 Vo,
P P

up down

where Vp > 0 is the total flow (constant volume flux through any horizontal section) going upward in
pipeline P, or downward in pipeline Pg,.n. There will be minor corrections in the region where the
pipelines truncate, which is why we use the approximate symbol.

In summary, we built two pipelines with a self-similar “tree-like” branching structure. The first one, Py,
is “hot” (as £, is positive in that region) in which the flow goes up and the second one, Pjoun, is “cold” (as
£y is negative) and surrounds (without touching) the hot pipeline P,,. This type of “disentanglement” of the
hot pipeline from the cold one is possible in three dimensions but not in two dimensions and is the main reason
behind the proof of Theorem 1.1.

4.2 Step I: Construction of the parent copies

The purpose of this subsection is to build the parent constructs: @, u, and the trial &-field: &, €,. Let us define
a few parameters that will be frequently used in this section:

v=— A= — 0= —. (4.1)
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These parameters can roughly be understood as follows. The parameter v can be thought of as the radius of
pipes in which the flow field is supported, whereas A is the radius of pipes in which the £—field is supported
and 4 denotes the distance between pipeline P, and P g,y in the parent copy .

4.2.1 The flow field ©w and w,

To construct the flow field, the basic idea is to define an appropriate vector-valued Radon measure supported
on a set. This set is a collection of line segments and rays, which, in a loose sense, form the skeleton of
the pipelines whose sketch is described in subsection 4.1. Most of the desired flow field will then be created
by regularizing the Radon measure using a convolution with a mollifier, except in the reducer region of the
pipelines. The flow field in the reducer region will be designed separately with the help of an axisymmetric
streamfuction.

We start by defining a few important points in R?, which will be helpful in creating the “skeleton” of the
pipelines. We define

p, = (0,0,0), py:=1(0,0,1/8), p3:=(1/4,0,1/8), p,:=(1/4,0,1/4),
and
1 4

gy = (6,76,0), q& =(6,j6 1/8—id), q = (Z +5 §6,1/8 — ié) ,

> 1 5 46 . ” 1 @6 jo 1
Y=+ =, =,1/8—1i¢ = =, D
Q4 (4+2727/ 2)7 (I5 (4+27274)7

where i, j € Z. Next, we define a family of points, obtained by horizontal rotation of the points defined above.
Let 6 € [0, 27], we define

Pro =po(p,)  for ke{1,2,34};  q%=pe(q;’) for ke{1,2,3,4,5}. (4.2)

We recall that the transformation pg, defined in section 2, is a counterclockwise horizontal rotation by an angle
6.
We define two sets:

T 3m
J = {—1,1} and O = {075,71',7}.

Before defining the appropriate vector-valued Radon measures, we set a few notations. Given two points
ai,as € R, where a; # as, we denote the line segment whose end points are a; and as as

aiaz = {(1 —-t)a; +taq|t €[0,1]}, (4.3)
whereas to denote the ray that starts at a; and goes all the way up to infinity, passing through the point a2 as
aras = {(1 — t)ay + tas| t € [0,00)}. (4.4)

For a given S C R? and € > 0, we denote the e—neighborhood of the set S by
5S¢ = {x € R?| dist(x, S) < &}. (4.5)

Finally, H' denotes the Hausdorff measure of dimension one.
Using Table 1, we now define a few vector-valued measures as

vt = vy + vy + ve, (4.7a)
v = v+ vy + s + v + v, (4.7b)
vy = Vg + vg + 1. (4.7¢)
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ly = PoP1 ey =e, vy = eOIHlLfO (46&)
. 1 P3g—D2p
(9 =PagP3g el =~ vi=Y ergH'ilig (4.6b)
4 P39 — P2l 9co
3 e
2,0 = D39 Pap €24 = ZZ vy = Z ea oM Ll (4.6¢)
9o
—) e
l30 = qyp 4} €39 = —f vsi=Y eggM'lsp (4.6d)
v
/11 1.1 e
lyg = (IQ_;)l q;é €49 = _gz vy = Z 6479H1L£4)9 (4.6e)
v
i . T i L @ dsy L
U}y = 3 955 €50 = 16 107 — i vsi= D D eyl (4.66)
|q279 —ds3y 0cOi,jeg
—— 1 a5 —ai’
L T g . 5.0 — 94 .
Eé:é = q;’?e qu?e eé:?f = 16 1id 0 Ve = Z Z eé,éHlLéé,; (4.6g)
|q3,0 — Ay 0cOi,jcJ
(79 = 445 95 er) = —1g v= 303 eliHlo el (4.6h)
00 ijet
—) e
lso=q55 4} es,0 == —f vgi= Y esoH'lsp (4.61)
0o
1 q56—p
2,0 2 .
lo0 =Dy sy €99 =—-—7 vy = Z eg, oM L L g (4.6j)
’ 41gyy — pol
42,9 — P2 0eO

Table 1: A few useful definitions: line segments or rays (column one), vectors in R? (column two) and vector-
valued measures (column three).

The measure v* will be used in constructing the upward moving part of the flow field w and v¢ will be used
for constructing the downward moving part of the flow field, whereas, v, will be useful in constructing the flow
field ww,. We also define a few useful sets as

Si=loU | tro Ulay, (4.8a)
0cO
Sti=J [oUtaogu |J GHulghuesy |, (4.8b)
0cO i,5€J
S = S"uSs (4.8¢)
Sp == ¥y U U lg o ULy . (4.8d)
0co

To regularize the measures, we define a family of mollifiers. Let ¢ € C°(R?) be any radial bump function
whose support lies in || < 1, such as

p(x) = p(|z]), (4.9)
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where © : R — R is defined as

) if <1,
B(r) =P ( 71) if - Ir] (4.10)
0 if |r| >1,

and c is chosen such that [o; ¢(x)dx = 1. For any ¢ > 0, we then define a standard mollifier as

ve(x) = E—l?)gp (g) . (4.11)

We use this definition of mollifier and the measures (4.7a-d) to define the velocity fields
uy = ok VY, uy = py k"
al = @, x 7, ald = py x v, (4.12a-¢)

Uy ‘= P * UVp.

From the definition of . in (4.11) and the definition of the velocity fields (4.12a-e), we see that

(4.13a-c)

suppu;‘ Usuppuy C S™7, supp @ Usuppas C 47,
supp@y C S

Here, we added +y in the superscripts to mean y-neighborhood of the sets (see definition (4.5)). Also, from the
definition (4.12a-e), we see that all the velocity fields belong to L>(R3;R?).

Our next task is to show that the velocity fields as defined in (4.12a-e) belong to C*°(R3;R?) and are
divergence free. We start with the following definition.

Definition 4.1 (Kirchhoff’s junction). Let p € R? be a point and €; € R?, for j =1 ton € N, be different
non-zero vectors. Also, let o; € {—1,1}, for j € {1,...n}, be n numbers. We say p together with the set of
pairs €; and o; forms a Kirchhoff’s junction if

n

> ojle;l =o. (4.14)

J=1

For every Kirchhoff’s junction defined above, we can associate a vector-valued Radon measure v. First
define n rays emanating from p as ¢; = {y;(t)|t € [0,00)}, where y; : R — R? are curves which in the
parametric form are given by y,(t) == p + te;/|e;|, for t € [0,00). Consider the vector-valued Radon measures

supported on these rays as U; = ojéﬂill_ﬁj. Using these measures, we define a measure corresponding to the
Kirchhoff’s junction as

D= ZH:AJ-. (4.15)

Next, we state an important lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let 1) € C°(R3) be a radially symmetric mollifier such that the support of 1 lies in |z| < e, for
some € > 0. Assume that p € R and a set of n pairs, €; € R and o; € {—1,1}, for j =1 ton € N, forms a
Kirchhoff ’s junction. Let U be the associated vector-valued Radon measure to this junction. Then the velocity
field given by @ = 1 x U belongs to C™°(R?;R?) and is divergence-free.

Proof of Lemma 4.1. By differentiating under the integral sign in the expression of @, we immediately see that
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u € C(R3;R3). Next, for any &g € R3, the following calculation holds

(V-u)(xo) ZOJ/ € Vip(zo — )dHlL[ ZO]/ € Vv fBo—yJ( 1)) dt;

_ I(mo — y,(t))) ~ o0 N s
Z—Zoj|€j|/ 0 DAty ==Y ojle5] d(mo — y, ()]0 = v(®) Y ojle;l.
j=1 0 J j=1 Jj=1
Finally, using the assumption of the Kirchhoff’s junction, implies V - u = 0. O

Corollary 4.1. Let ) € C°(R3) be a radially symmetric mollifier such that the support of 1 lies in |x| < e,
for some ¢ > 0. Let p; € R3, where i € {1,...m}, be m points which are part of m different Kirchhoff s
junctions and let U; be the vector-valued Radon measures associated to each of the Kirchhoff’s junction. Then
for the vector-valued Radon measure defined as U := Y .-, U;, the velocity field given by & = 1 = U belongs to
C>(R?;R?) and is divergence-free.

Lemma 4.2. Let p; and Py be two different points in R3. Let (s = D1Dy and €12 = ¢(py — Py) for some
c>0. Then a vector- valued measure deﬁned as Dy == e1oH! |_€12 can also be written as V1o = Uiy + Uout, where
I/m = ( 612)7‘[ Lém, Vout = 6127‘[ I—gout; in — {p2 + teqo |t S [O OO)} and gout = {p1 +teqo |t S [0 OO)}

Proof of 4.2. We can write Uput = Vouttl12 + Vouttlin. Now Upyel12 coincides with 12 in R3, whereas 7;,, +
VoutLlin is & zero measure, which then finishes the proof. O

A tedious verification shows that using Lemma 4.2, the vector-valued measures (4.7a-c) can be written as
a sum of vector-valued measures associated with different Kirchhoff’s junctions. Therefore, the velocity fields
as defined in (4.12a-e) belong to C°°(R?;R?) and are divergence free. Here, we write down the Kirchhoff’s
junctions such that the sum of associated vector-valued measures is v*:

Junction No.  The point p The set of pairs of €; and o,
! P {(es 1), (% -1). (;’,—1),(—7%— ). (=%, -1)}
: Pso {50 (5.-1))
k P33 {(=%1).(5.-1)}
! P3 {(.1).(5.-1)}
° P, {(F1), (% -1}

It can be shown that a similar decomposition exists for the other three measures defined in (4.7).

4.2.1.1 Patching up u; and us: Construction in the reducer region
To design the velocity field w, we need to patch the velocity fields w; and ws by defining an appropriate
velocity field in the reducer region. Therefore, at this point, we shift our focus to designing velocity field in the

reducer region.
We start by considering a simple example of one reducer, where we design such a velocity field. Let’s define

a function m : R — R as
1 oS} /2 2
m(r) = —/ % (LJ”") o, (4.16)
Y

where @ is defined in (4.10). In what follows, we will use

o0 as a placeholder for v/y2 + 22
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in rest of the section. With these definitions in hand, we define two velocity fields @s, %, : R? — R3 as

Us () = (U5, Uy 5, Uss) = (M(0),0,0), We(x) = (T, TUy.e, Uz e) = (4m(20),0,0) for x € R>.
(4.17)

As P has a compact support, therefore, w,, w. € L>=(R?,R3). The arguments given in Appendix C show that
both of these velocity fields also belong to C°°(R?, R3). Furthermore, it is clear that both the velocity fields
are divergence free. Finally, one can verify that the volume flux through any plane parallel to the yz-plane is
same for both the velocity fields.

The task at hand is to come up with a divergence free velocity field m, such that it coincides with ug in
the region x < 0 and it coincides with u, in the region v < z, and it belongs to L>(R?;R?) N C>°(R3,R3). To
ensure the required velocity field is divergence free, we work with streamfunctions. The strategy is to define
the velocity field in the reducer region (0 < x < ) based on a streamfunction which smoothly matches with
streamfunction corresponding to the velocity field us for < 0 and with streamfunction corresponding to the
velocity field u, for x > «. To pursue this idea, we define two functions ¥, ¥, : R — R as

|| Ir|
Uy(r) = / r'm(r’)dr’, U (r) = 4/ r’'m(2r") dr’.
0 0
Next, we define ¥, : R? - R as

e(x,r) = (1 = ny(2))Us(r) + ny(2)We(r),

where 1. = n(xz/e) and 7 is a smooth cut-off function such that n =0 for x <0 and n =1 for > 1.

The function ¥.(z,r) may be understood as the axisymmetric streamfunction of the desired velocity field.
With the help of ¥.(x,r), we are ready to define the components of the velocity field that we wish to construct
as

Uy, (@) = (1 =1y (2))m(e) + 4m(20)n, ()

Uy o) = dJJ 9_12(\1’5(9) — V(o) if 0#0,
y,c = . _
0 if y,z=0.

ey = [HEEO R0 %0
’ 0 if y,z=0.

where & € R3. The velocity field is then given by
e = (Ug,c, Uy,c, Usz,c)- (4.18)
With this definition, we state the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3. Let the velocity field w. be as defined in (4.18). Then it coincides with ws when x < 0 and with
u. when v < x. Furthermore, w. € L™ (R3;R3) N C>(R3R3) and is divergence free with

suppTe C {(z,y,2) |y* + 2> < 4%} (4.19)

Proof. With the definition of function m (4.16) and noting that ¥(0) = ¥.(0) when g > v, we obtain (4.19).
It is clear by construction that w. coincides with ws when x < 0 and with @, when v < x and therefore it is
also infinite differentiable in these regions. To see the infinite differentiability in the region 0 < z < ~, we use
Lemma 4.3 given in Appendix C. Finally, as the velocity field @, is defined based on a streamfunction, it is
necessarily divergence-free. O

With this lemma in hand, we are ready to patch w; and w, using w. to construct the velocity field w. For
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this purpose, we define a few points in R3 as
so=(1/8,0,0), s =(1/8,j6,—id) for i,jeJ. (4.20)
We also define two velocity field as

1 1 i

FU S0a7 —d . shI

Uyeq = ZT ‘U, Upeq = _E Z T u,.
i,j€J

As a result of Lemma 4.3, the velocity fields

T =T )y <1/8) T B8 L (a2 180 Ully1 21810} T D 00 BregL{1/8<ac1/sr}s
6cO

T = {0y 1<1/8) TS L(Ja21/840)0(yl21/840) T D P0 Teql(1/8<act /54
0cO

are uniformly bounded, infinitely differentiable, divergence free with supp@® C S*7 and suppa? C S%7.
Finally, we arrive at the definition of the parent construct

U =u"+ . (4.21)

Summarizing the properties of the parent constructs @ and @, (from (4.12a-e)), we have w,u, € C*°(R3;R3)N
L*°(R3;R?), both obeying V- =0 and V - u, = 0 with

suppu C S7, supp@y, C S, (4.22)

Next, define a few points in R? as

cosf sinf 1
Ta-—( 11 ’_Z) for 6 € 6.

We now gather an important property of the parent constructs w and wy, which is that the velocity fields
defined as

u = ﬂ($)1{2<1/4} + (Z TTQE(2$)> 1{z21/4}7 (423&)
0cO

up = ﬂ(m)l{z<1/4} + <Z TTeﬂb(Z’I})) 1{221/4}, (4.23b)
0co

wr =u(x) 10 + (—TUz(2, ¥, —2), —Ty(z,y, —2), (2, Yy, —2)) L.<o, (4.23¢)

all belong to C°°(R3;R3). For example, let’s look at w. The infinite differentiability away from z = 1/4 is
clear by definition. However, the velocity fields w and

Z TTou(2x)

0€©

are identical when 7/32 < z < 9/32, which can be shown by writing down their explicit expressions in this
region. Therefore, @ is infinitely differentiable at z = 1/4 as well. Similar arguments apply for @, and ..

4.2.2 The scalar fields £ and ¢,

The construction of & and &, is relatively simple but somewhat different from that of @ and @,. Recall from
the detailed sketch given in section 4.1, we want to create a scalar field £ that is constant in the support of the
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velocity field w (with the exception of the boundary layer). To that end, we first define a few sets consisting of
line segments and rays, which in a sense form the skeleton. This step is the same as in the previous subsection.
We then consider a A-neighborhood of this skeleton for sufficiently small positive A\. Next, we mollify the
indicator function of this A-neighborhood set. If the mollification parameter, which we choose to be -, is small
compared with A\, we will have designed a smooth function supported in tubes of radius A + v and constant in
tubes of radius A — v enveloping the skeleton. This strategy works everywhere except in the reducer region,
where we design the scalar field using a cut-off function similar to the case of the velocity field. We now begin
our construction.
In addition to (4.2), we define a few extra points in R? as

ps = (0,0,h), qs = (0,0, h),

and a few rays
B

— 0,1
l10 = D5 Py b0 =401 »

)

where g4 y = pg(qg). Here, we choose

To complement (4.8), we also define
§l? = 6107 §g = U 611)9.
9co

Remember, we chose A = 1/100 and v = 1/500 (see (4.1)). Now using the definition of e-neighborhood of a set
(4.5), we define the following scalar fields:

=Uu

51 = 2% * ]'S“v>‘ ) 51 = — Py * ]'Sd»‘ )

— —d

5; = Py2 ¥ lgunse, §o = — Py 2k lgansz, (4'24a_f)
—u —d

§p = Py % 15;;& ) §p = —py % 1§;M )

which belong to C*°(R?) as a result of the following lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Let f : R® — R be a locally integrable function and let ¢ € C°(R3) be a radially symmetric
mollifier such that the support of 1 lies in |x| < e. Then the function given by g =1 * f belongs to C*°(R3).

Proof. By differentiating under the integral sign in the expression of g, one can finish the proof. O

From the definitions (4.24a-f), we notice

supp§; Usupp&, C SU A7, supp €&y Usupp &y C 5437, (4.250-)
supp&, C S, supp &, €SI, .
Moreover,
§(x)=8&'(x)=1 when xes"’s,  E(x)=&(x)=-1 when ze§4"7 (4.26a-d)
& (x)=1 when xe S, Eg(w) =—1 when zeSh 7. .

23



Three dimensional branching pipe flows for optimal scalar transport A. Kumar

Next, let’s define two scalar fields for the construction in the reducer region
Erea(@) =& () (1 =1y (2w = 1/8)) + & (x) ny(w = 1/8) for = € R,
—d —d —d
Erea(®) =& () (1 = ny(x = 1/8)) + & (@) ny (2w — 1/8) for x € R

We can use them to define

€= E L yi<a/s) + & Ljalyiz1/s40) + D 00 Ereal (1/8<a<1/s44)
0co

—d —d —d —d
€ =& L i<1/sy T & L{ja iz 1/840) T D 90 Ereal{1/8<a<1/847}-
6cO

It can be easily veriﬁed that Eu is infinitely differentiable, that its support lies in S***7 and that its value is

1 when z € S% 7 Slmllarly, 3 ¢ is infinitely differentiable has a support that lies in S%**7 and its value is
—1 when x € Sd 2. We finally define the parent copies for the scalar field as

—= -u = —= —u  =d

§=¢ +&, §=& +&. (4.29a-b)

In summary, &, &, € L2(R3) N C>®(R3), supp& C S» 7 US4 A7 and supp &, C §Zf My gg’ a
Similar to the case of velocity field, an important outcome of our construction is that scalar fields

£@) =E(@) Lociya+ Y T (E(22)) Los1/a, (4.30a)
0co

&(x) =E(x) locija+ Z T70(&,(22)) 1.1/, (4.30b)
6co

gr(w) = E(w) 1220 + g(xa Y, _Z) 1z<07 (430C)

all belong to C>(R3).

Let’s now gather some of the important properties of the parent constructs of the velocity field and the
scalar field in the following proposition.
Proposition 4.2. In the definitions (4.21, 4.12a-¢) and (4.29a-b) the two velocity fields w, @, € C*°(R3, R3)N
L>=(R3,R3) and the scalar fields &, &, € C°(R3) N L>(R?) are such that the following statements are true.
(i) V-u=0and V-1, =0,
(ii) suppw Usupp & C (—1/3,1/3) x (=1/3,1/3) x R,
(iii) supp @, Usupp &, C (—1/3,1/3) x (=1/3,1/3) x (—o0,1/4),
(iv) @ - V{ = 0, while supp, (u, - VE,) € (1/32,5/64),

(v) [zo fz Lo u.€dx > c3 >0 and Jxe fz/ Up, &, dz > 0.
Here, c3 is a positive constant independent of any parameter. Furthermore, the wvelocity fields w,wuy,w, as

defined in (4.23) and the scalar fields &, &y, &, defined in (4.30), respectively belong to C*°(R3, R3) and C>°(R3).
Proof of Proposition 4.2. We already proved all the points except (iv) and (v), which we prove now.

We ﬁrst focus on point (iv). We note that: (1) supp@ = supp @*Usupp@?, (2) suppa* C S“ S m, (3)
suppa? C S C S’d Tz Furthermore because of our choices of d, v and A, we see that Sus3t = 0.
Now, if z ¢ SuiTty Sd’ 7, it clear that (@ - VE)(x) = 0, as for this case « ¢ supp@. In the next case, when
T € ST we have &E=1 wh1ch implies (@ - VE&)(z) = 0. In a similar manner, one can show (@ - V&)(z) = 0

when x € Sd’ 7.
Next, we show that supp, u, - V€, € (1/32,5/64). We first note that

{z<h}ﬁsuppubCSUA 'YUSdA kS

and that S;"*~7 NS¢~ = (). For z < h, we proceed as in the last paragraph to show (@, - V&) () = 0. When
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z > h+ X+, from the definition of_ggf and 53, we see that &, = 0, therefore, (w;, - VE,)(z) = 0 in this region
as well. To summarize, supp, uy, - V&, C [h,h+ v+ A € (1/32,5/64).
Now we move to point (v) of Proposition 4.2. From a straightforward calculation, we see that

/ € dx = / € dx
R3N{0<z<1/4} (suppw*Usupput)N{0<z<1/4}

/ ﬂzfdw+/ € dx

suppu“N{0<z<1/4} suppu?n{0<z<1/4}

/ i€ dae +/ 7l€ dee
suppTw“N{0<z<1/4} suppuin{0<z<1/4}

/ uy dx —/ 7 da
suppTw*N{0<z<1/4} suppwiN{0<z<1/4}

/ uy de — / d dx
R3N{0<2z<1/4} R3N{0<z<1/4}

1 1
=1 [ o dsy - 1 [ w0 duy
4 RQ 4. ]R2

=3 >0, (4.31)

where c3 is some constant. To obtain the fourth line, we used the fact that £(x) = 1 when x € suppu" and
&(x) = —1 when x € supp w?. To obtain the sixth line, we used the fact that @ and @’ are divergence-free
and that their support is bounded in the zy-plane, which in turn implies that the volume flux through any
horizontal section is the same, i.e.,

/Hg(-,z)dxdy:/ uy(+,0)dzdy and /Hg(~,z)dxdy:/ ad(-,0)dedy for any  z.
R? R? R? R?

To show

/ ﬂb,ng dz 2 07
R3N{0<z<1/4}

we simply note that &, = 0 when z > h + A+~ and for z < h + X + v, the velocity @, is unidirectional (only
the z-component is non-zero). Furthermore, in this region, wherever @, , > 0, we have &, > 0 and wherever
up,, < 0, we have &, <0. O

4.3 Main copies uy and £,: Proof of Proposition 3.1
Let’s begin with a few useful definitions. First, let

2z ::%—% for i€ Z>y,
mark the vertical positions of the interfaces of different layers, while the intervals
Z;i = [zi—1,%) for ieN, (4.32)
denote the different layers. We define the set

F :={(1,0),(-1,0),(0,1),(0,-1)}
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which we use to define sets of nodal points as

Il l4]
N, =< (z,y,2i) 22]“, :Z2J+1, (a,B5) € F for ieN. (4.33)

j=1 j=1

Proof of Proposition 3.1. For a given integer N > 1, we need to construct a velocity field wy and a scalar field
&y in the domain D such that they satisfy the properties specified in Proposition 3.1. To that end, we start
by creating an intermediate flow field W1 : R® — R3, whose support lies in z > 0 and is defined as follows:

Tint,1 (%) = U(x) 1z, + Z XA:/T” )1z, + ZN: TP(@(2 2)1,,,, for xzecR’.  (4.34)
=1 pe PENN

To create Uy, we glue U;y,¢,1 and its mirror reflection about z = 0. Let
Wint,2(2) = (—Ug,int,1 (2, Yy —2), —Uy,int1 (T, Y, —2), Uz in 1 (T, Y, —2)) Loco for x € R (4.35)

Notice that the signs of x and y components are flipped to maintain the divergence-free condition. We finally
define wy as

un (ilt) = Wing,1 (:13) + ﬂint,2(w)- (436)

Note that suppuy € D and it is really the restriction of wy to D, which we continue to call wy, that we use
in the proof of Proposition 3.1. We then define {, in a similar way. First, we define an intermediate scalar
field &;,,,; : R® = R as

N-1
Eint,1 () = E(x) 12, + Z Z TPE((2'x)1z,, + Z TP(E z))1z,,, for xeR3

i=1 peN; PENN

and its reflection about 2 = 0 as

th,z(m) = Zint,l(xa y,—2)l,c0 for xe€ R37

using which we define

En(x) = Emm(w) +gint,2(w) for xe€R®. (4.37)

As before, supp &, € D and it is the restriction of £ to D, which we continue to denote as &, that we use
in Proposition 3.1. We claim that the velocity field %y and the scalar field £ defined here satisfy all the
requirements stated in Proposition 3.1.

We first show that suppuy € (—1/2,1/2)x(—=1/2,1/2) X (—zn42, 2n+2) € D. Tt is clear from the definition
of wy given in (4.36) along with (4.34), (4.35) and the definition of Z; in (4.32) that if € suppuy then

Z € [=2n+1,2N+1] C (—2N+2, 2N +2)- (4.38)

Next from the statement (ii) in Proposition 4.2, we note that if € suppw(2‘z) then

T,y € ——1 —1
Y 3.2i"3.92i )"

Also, note that if p € NV for i € N, then

1
|pz|a |py| < 5 - 9i—1"

26



Three dimensional branching pipe flows for optimal scalar transport A. Kumar

Combining these two pieces of information tells us that if € supp TPu(2'x) then

T,y € 1+ L L L C L1 (4.39)
Y 27 3.2 3.9 292" '

Finally, combining (4.38) and (4.39) with the definition (4.36) gives

supp Ty € (—1/2,1/2) x (=1/2,1/2) X (—zn12, 2N12) € D. (4.40)

We now show that wy is infinitely differentiable, which together with (4.40) will imply Ty € C°(D;R3).
Let’s first define two sets

A= U (24, zi41) | U U (—zit1,—7) | U(an,1/2) U (—=1/2, —2zN),

0<i<N-—1 0<i<N-—1

I ={2,21,—21,-.- 2N, — 2N }-

It is easy to see from (4.34), (4.35), (4.36) and from the infinite differentiability of @ and @, in Proposition
4.2 that wy () is infinitely differentiable when z € A. Therefore, the only thing we still need to show is that
uy () is infinitely differentiable when z € T, i.e., at the interfaces.

The fact @, in Proposition 4.2 belongs to C*°(R? R?) and ux coincides with w, when z € (—z1, 21), implies
un(xz) is infinite differentiable when z = zo. Now if @ is such that z € (2, 22) then Ty (z) coincides with
up(x) when N =1 or it coincides with w(x) when N > 1, which then concludes the infinite differentiability of
uy at z = z1. A similar argument can be applied to conclude the infinite differentiability at z = —z;. In the
last case, when N > 1 and i € {2,... N — 1}, then one can show

un () Y TP@2 ' e)lz + Y TP@(2'))1z,,

peEN;_1 PEN;

= > 1P| |a+ Y TPE| (@ ')
pEN;_1 p'ENy

= Z Tp(’l,:ib(2zil.’13)) when :ce(zi,l,ziJrl),
PEN;—1

or when ¢ = N, then

uy(x) = Z TP(up(2"'z)) when =x € (2i1,2i11),
PEN;—1

which then establishes that @y () is infinitely differentiable when z = z; for 2 < ¢ < N. A similar argument
applies when z = —2z; for 2 <i < N, which finishes the proof of wy € C°(D;R3). We note similar arguments
will also work to show & € C°(D).

It is now fairly easy prove (i) in Proposition 3.1. It is trivial to see that V -uy = 0 when z € A. As
uy € CX(D;R?), the derivatives of Wy are continuous in D, which leads us to conclude that V - uy = 0
everywhere in D.

Next, we see that (4.40) and a similar conclusion derived for & proves (ii) in Proposition 3.1.

To prove (iii) in Proposition 3.1, we need the following simple lemma.

Lemma 4.5. For i € N, let p,, py € N; such that p, # p,, then

(supp TP w(2'x) U supp TP1{(2'x)) ﬂ (supp TP2w(2'x) U supp T P2£(2'x)) = 0,

(supp T”lﬂb(?w) U supp Tplgb(Tw)) m (supp Tp2ﬂb(2iw) U supp szfb@i:n)) = 0.
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Proof of Lemma 4.5. As p; # p,, from the definition (4.33) of A; , we note the following lower bound on the
absolute difference of x and y coordinates of p; and p,:

1 1
[Pre = P2ul 2 5; and [pry, =yl > o
which implies

V2

|py — pal) > o

Now, if 1 € (supp TP @w(2'x) Usupp TP1£(2'x)) or @1 € (supp TP, (2'x) Usupp TP, (2'x)) and if 2 €
(supp TP2w(2') U supp TP2£(2'x)) or @2 € (supp TP2uy(2'x) U supp T P2, (2'x)), then using the statements
(ii) and (iii) from Proposition 4.2, we see that

and [z2 — pof) <

| | = 2 =
i
1= Py 3.9i | 3 i

We can now finish the proof with a simple application of the triangle inequality as

2
|21 — 22| 2 [Py = oy = |21 = Py = |22 — P2y 2 375
O
Using the lemma, we can write
(@int,1 - V1) (@) =T(z) - VE(2) 12, + Z Y TP@(2'z)) - VT P(E(2'2) 1z,
i=1 peN;
+ > TP@(2Vz))  VIP(E,(2 ) 1z,,, for z€A,
pENN
which implies
(@int,1 - V1) (@) = T(x) - VE(2) 12, + Z Y TP (u2'z)  VEQ2'x)) 1z,
i=1 peN;
+ Z T? (w(2Vx) - VE,(2Va)) 12,,, for z€A. (4.42)
pENN
Using (4.42) and point (iv) from Proposition 4.2, we conclude
_ - 1 15 1 27
(@int VEiea)@) =0 when 2 €A\ (3= 505 - 200) (1.43)
A simple calculation then shows that
(EN : VEN)(.T,:U,Z) = _(ﬂN : VEN)(xuyv _Z) when 2z €A (444)

which, combined with the result (4.43) and the fact that @y and the derivatives of £, are continuous when
z € I', help us conclude

(Wy - VEN)(x) =0 when xel.
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In total, we then have

cupp. (T - VEy) © [ X 15 1 27\, (_L L 27 1. 15
u . - O — —_— —_— JE—
PPzAUN = VeN 2 32.2N'2 G4.2N 64-2N' 2 T 33,9V

To prove (iv) in Proposition 3.1, we note from (4.42) and point (iv) in Proposition 4.2 that

(Wint,1 - Vth,l)(w) = Z 2N TP ((ﬂb : VZb)(sz)) 1zy,, for ze€A,
PENN

which when combined with Lemma 4.5, implies
||ﬂint,1 : innt,lHLm(D) < 2N ||ﬂb ’ VEbHLm(]R?’) :
Noting (4.44) and that Ty - V& coincides with Wine,1 - V&, ; when z > 0, we have

[ - VEn e (py < 2% [ - VE oo o) -

Now @y, - V&, is an infinite differentiable function and its support lies in a bounded set from (iii) and (iv) in

Proposition 4.2, therefore ||ﬁb - V&, is bounded and we can conclude that

HL°°(R3)

||EN ' VENHLw(D) s 2y

Proof of (v) in Proposition 3.1 is a simple computation. Once again using Lemma 4.5, one can write the

following

/ |V |* dz =2/ |Vt |* dee
D {0<z<1/2}

:2/ \Va(x |2dcc+2z Z/ VTP (@m(2'))? de
{z€Z:1}

i=1 peN; {z€Z; 41}

2y / VTP (2N 2)) 2 da.
peNN {z€ZN 41}

After an appropriate translation and dilation of the coordinate variables and noting that |[A;| = 4%, one can

show that

N—-1
/ V|2 dz = (Z 2i+1>/ |Vﬂ(m)|2dw+2N+1/ V()| de
D i=0 Z {ze21}

_ 9Ny / |Vﬂ(m)|2dw,/ IV (@)]2 da b < 2.
{z€Z:1} {z€Z:}

Similarly, one can also conclude
[ ez 52N,
D

which then proves (v).
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The proof of (vi) in Proposition 3.1 is also very similar to that of (v). We first write

/ UN,z EN de = 2/ Uint,1,z gint,l de
D {0<z<1/2}

N-1
=2 /{zezl} U §dz +2 Z Z /{zGZiH} TP (u.(2'z)) TP (£(2'x)) dx

i=1 peN;

2 TP (w,.(2'z)) TP (§,(2'z)) da.
pez/\/:N/{zeZNﬂ} (W, (2'x)) (§(2'x)) dx

After an appropriate translation and dilation of the coordinate variables and noting that |N;| = 4¢, we obtain

N—-1
/ Uy Eyde =) 27! / w, Edx + 2*N+1/ Uy, & dae > 2e5 > 0,
D 1=0 {ZGZI} {ZGZl}

where c3 is a strictly positive constant independent of V. O

5 A useful estimate for the solution of the Poisson’s equation: Proof
of Proposition 3.2

The aim of this section is to give an estimate on the solution of Poisson’s equation Ay = f solved between
parallel boundaries with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions imposed on (. In particular, we are
interested in obtaining bounds on the L? norm of V¢ for a given specific form of the function f. The calculations
done in this section will be helpful in establishing an upper bound on the nonlocal term f, [VA~! div(ug)[?
from the section 3 (see calculation (3.7)). The basic idea is to write down the solution of Poisson’s equation
using the Green’s function method and then obtain estimates on the derivative of the Green’s function to
achieve our goal.
The domain of interest for this section is

D=RxRx(-1/2,1/2),
as defined in section 2 with boundary
0D =90D;U0D_ =RxRx{l1/2}UR xR x {—-1/2}.
Now, suppose ¢ solves Poisson’s equation
Ap=f in D, (5.1)
with boundary condition
=0 on OD. (5.2)

Then for a sufficiently smooth function f, we can write the solution of Poisson’s equation using a Green’s
function

np(w):/DG(w,w')f(w')dm, (5.3)

where G : D X D — [—00, o] is given by

Gz, ') = K(le—'|),22") (5.4)
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and
/ > / dr
K(o,2,2") = Io,2,2,7) ——, (5.5)
1 T2 -1
(0,22, 7) = cos(mz) cos(mz) sinh(w7o) (5.6)

27 [cosh(nTa) + cos (2’ + z)] [cosh(nTo) — cos (2! — 2)]
In particular, we have the following theorem

Theorem 5.1 (Solution of the Poisson’s equation). Let f € C%(D)NL>(D) whose is support lies a finite
distance away from the boundary, i.e., supp f CR xR x (=1/2+ 8,1/2 — 8) for some § € (0,1/2). Then ¢
given by (5.3) belongs to C*(D) and solves the Poisson’s equation (5.1) with boundary condition (5.2).

Proof. The proof of the theorem is a standard one and is therefore omitted from the paper. The proof
relies on the method of images to write the desired Green’s function between parallel boundaries as a sum of
appropriately translated Green’s functions corresponding to the whole space R?, where the summation is then
performed using Cauchy’s residue theorem. O

Once we know that the solution ¢ of the Poisson’s equation is given by (5.3), we can use it to calculate V.
If f € L°°(D) then by an application of the mean value theorem and the dominated convergence theorem, we
can perform differentiation under the integral sign in (5.3), which leads to

Vgoz/DVmG(:v,w')f(:B')dw. (5.7)

From (5.7), we see that estimates on V,G(x, ') can provide an upper bound on |Vy|. Next, we state our
result in that direction, but first, we note the following.
For clarity, we use a and b as placeholders for

2 !
—sin (L-(Z : )) ‘ and
T 2

2 cos (@) ‘ (5.8)

™

respectively in the rest of this section and we will use the fact that

4
b* —a® = < cosmzcosmz' >0 when z,z'€(—1/2,1/2) (5.9)
T

in several places. We will use ¢ for a positive constant (not necessarily the same in all places) independent of
any parameters.

Proposition 5.2. Let f € L°°(D) and let ¢ be defined by the formula (5.3), then the following holds:
Vel@) < Uflimy [ gl
supp, f

where

gz, ) = ¢ (log (1 e _2“2)) + Cosbml> (5.10)

a
and ¢ > 0 is a positive constant.

The functions f that are of special interests to us are those which are supported in a “thin layers” close to
the boundaries. From Proposition 5.2, we can derive the following result for such functions.

Corollary 5.3. Let f € L°°(D) such that supp f C RxRx(1/2—c1e,1/2—coe)URXRX (—1/24+coe, —1/24c1¢),
where 0 < ¢ca < ¢1 < 1 and e < 1/4 are three constants. If ¢ is defined by the formula (5.3), then the following
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holds

1 1./2  ply/2  p1/2

IVel? dedydz S & || £ 7o ) - (5.11)
Laly —lg/2J—1,/2J-1/2

Proof of Proposition 3.2. We identify a [, — l,—periodic function on D with the function f. Then using
Corollary 5.3, we can finish the proof. O

Proof of Corollary 5.3. We note from Proposition 5.2

1,/2 pla/2  pl)2 1/2
Vel dedody < 3wy [ ([ gtanar) a:
—ly/2J—1/2J—1/2 —-1/2 supp,, f

2 2
1/2 0
Il o | (/ g(z,z'>dz'> &+ o [ (/ g(z,z'mz') a (512
0 supp, f —1/2 supp, f

We focus on obtaining a bound on the first term (where the integral is carried from z = 0 to z = 1/2) in (5.12),
as the calculation for the other integral is identical.

When 2’ € (1/2 — ¢1,1/2 — coe) U (=1/2 + c2e,—1/2 + ¢1€) and z > 0, the following simple succession of
inequalities hold:

1
Izl

1
b > — max{cosmz,cosmz'} (5.13a)
T
b>i( + ’)>1 1 + (5.13Db)
> go(cosmz+cosma) > 2 5 — 2+ e :
7T622€ < cosmz < meye (5.13c)
T w2 m
T_T o <Z_ .
: 5 = cosmz < 5 Tz (5.13d)
1/1 1
a>—=|=—cle—z when = —2c1e>22>0 (5.13e)
2\2 2
a>l|z—z’| hen l>z>1—2c(5 (5.13f)
=2 R '
1
a> o when 2" € (—=1/2+ cae,—1/2+ c1€) (5.13g)
log(l+a)<a when a>0 (5.13h)

Here, (5.13¢), (5.13d), (5.13e) and (5.13f) are a simple consequence of the inequality z/2 < sinz < z when
z € [0,7/2], whereas (5.13a) is obtained by simple applications of trigonometric identities and (5.13b) is a
result of (5.13a), (5.13c) and (5.13d). The result (5.13g) is a consequence of the assumption 0 < ¢z < ¢1 < 1.
Finally, (5.13h) can be derived using a Taylor series expansion.

Next, using (5.10) and the Young’s inequality, we can write

2 2
b2 42
/ g(z,2")d2" | < / log (1 + (72a)) dz’
supp,, f supp, fNR4 a
(b? — a?) ’ cosmz' ’
supp, MR- a supp. f 0
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Using (5.13b) and (5.13c¢), the last term in (5.14) can be bounded from above by

54

S—— 5.15
E———r o

Using (5.9), (5.13c¢), (5.13g) and (5.13h), the second term in (5.14) satisfies the bound
Set. (5.16)

We divide the calculation of the first term in (5.14) into two cases, when 0 < z < 1/2 — 2¢e and when
1/2 — 2c1e < z < 1/2. In the first case, using (5.9), (5.13c), (5.13d), (5.13¢) and (5.13h), we conclude the first

term is

54

S——. (5.17)
(3 —z—cie)
In the second case, when 1/2 — 2¢1e < z < 1/2, we use (5.9), (5.13c), (5.13d), (5.13f), which gives
Sel (5.18)

Note that in this calculation we do not use the estimate (5.13h). After using (5.13f), we have a logarithmic
singularity in the integrand but it is integrable.

Finally, collecting the results (5.15), (5.16), (5.17) and (5.18), and carrying out an integration in z from 0
to 1/2, one can bound the first term in (5.12) as

2
S () -

A similar calculation can be performed for the second term in (5.12) and the same result can be derived which
then finishes the proof. O

5.1 Proof of Proposition 5.2

To prove Proposition 5.2, we need to obtain estimates on V,G(x, z’). From (5.4), we notice that the derivative
of G(x, ') with respect to x can be written as

B Oz — :I}/||| 0
B Ox 0o

_ !
(z-2') iK(U,z,z') ,

9 /
_xG(w7m) o |:E—:E/||| . 80’

K(o,2,2")

o=|z—a’'|| o=|z—a’'||

which leads to the following estimate

9 / 9 /
- < [|= .
8IG(w,:B) < (‘801((0,2,2) ) — (5.19)
A similar calculation for the y-derivative of G(x, ") leads to
0 0
—G(z, )| < (‘—K 0,2,2 ) , 5.20
G| < (| 5K o (5.20)
while the estimate for the z-derivative of G(x, ') simply is
9 / 9 /
- < (|= .
}aZG(w,w) < (}(%'K(U’Z’Z ) ) — (5.21)
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Using (5.19), (5.20) and (5.21), we conclude that

0 0
n < |2 ’ v ’
V2G(x,x')| < ‘8IG($,w) + lazG(:B,w)

for some suitable H : Ry x (=1/2,1/2) x (=1/2,1/2) — [0, 400]. It then follows that

0 ;
—i—‘a—yG(:v,:v)

<2 (’gK(o,z,z') < H(|le — |, 2,2"), (5.22)
o

0
—_ K !
— + (’82 (0,2,2")

o=lz—a’'|)

Ve@| <l [ [ ()2, dlda'ay.
—oo J —oo Jsupp,

= ||fHL°°(D)/ / / fH(|w/|I|7Z,Zl)dz/dx/dy/.
— 00 — 00 supp,

By considering a transformation from Cartesian coordinates to cylindrical coordinates
(«',y, ')~ (0,0,2")

one obtains
e’} 27
Vel <Wlww [ [ [ oHEz) 00
0 0 supp, f

Sl [ ] oo ) a0
suppz

So, to prove Proposition 5.2, we need to find an appropriate H (o, z, z’) and then perform the integral

/ oH(o,z,2')do, (5.23)
0

which is our next goal.
To calculate (5.19), (5.20) and (5.21), we need the derivative of K (o, z,2’) with ¢ and z. Using (5.5) and
(5.6) along with an application of the mean value theorem and the dominated convergence theorem leads to

L PR TP 2
80’ ) ol 7_2 —1 ) o2 7_2 —1 ) o3 7'2 — 17 .
and

0K /OO dr /°° dr /°° dr

— = Li———+| Ly——+ [ Lsj—, 5.25

0z 1 1\/7‘2—1 1 2\/7'2—1 1 3\/7'2—1 ( )
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where

cos(mz) cos(mz’) T cosh(nro)

Ior = 2 [cosh(w70) + cos (2’ + z)] [cosh(nTo) — cosm(2! — 2)]’
Ly — cos(mz) cos(m2') T sinh? (7o)

7 2 [cosh(m70) 4 cos (2" + 2)]? [cosh(nTo) — cosm (2 — 2)]’
Ls— cos(mz) cos(m2') T sinh? (7o)

7 2 [cosh(770) + cos (2’ + 2)] [cosh(nro) — cos 7 (2" — 2)]>
- sin(mz) cos(mz’) sinh(wro)

? 2 [cosh(nT0) 4 cos (2’ + 2)] [cosh(nTo) — cosm(2' — 2)]’
I — cos(mz) cos(mz’) sinm (2’ + z) sinh(n70)

" 2[cosh(n7o) + cos (2 + 2)]? [cosh(nro) — cos (2 — z)]
I, cos(mz) cos(mz’) sin (2’ — z) sinh(n70)

2 [cosh(m70) + cos w(2" + 2)] [cosh(nTo) — cos (2’ — 2)]°

(5.26a)
(5.26D)
(5.26¢)

(5.26d)

(5.26¢)

(5.26f)

Next, we state a few important lemmas to bound the derivatives of K (o, z,2’). We will always implicitly

assume that z, 2’ € (=1/2,1/2).

Lemma 5.1. Let o > 2L, then we have

27’

(i)
dr
Vo1

/ (| + o2 + L)) < cos(n2') exp(—0).
1

(ii)

_dr
V2 =1

/ (|| + [La2] + | 123]) < cos(m2') exp(—7o).
1

Lemma 5.2. Let 0 <o < %, then we have

(i)
dr cos(mz’) .

VT2 -1 o

/1 (|101| |102| |10'3|)
z lz lz —F—— 5 COS(T2 ).
1 1 2 3 > 1

o

oo
1

Lemma 5.3. Let 0 < 0 < 5~ and z # z’, then we have

(i)

1

o dr 1 1 1
o]+ Toal + s ) e < L - -
[Tl el V) <5 £ 2 | oy — ]|

(ii)

1 1
< |tanmz| [ ] .

/%u |d77 _
1 1 VT2 -1 VoZz+a2 Vo2 +b2
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(iii)

1
75 d
/ |2 + 1.3 \/277_1 < cos?’mzcoswz [Py(0, 2,2') + Pa(o, 2,2")].
1 T —

Here,

2abmw 4 4 1 1
no._ _ 2 2
Pyi(o,2,2") = 4(b2 — a2)3 [\/02 T2 Volia + (b° —a®) <(02 TP + 25 b2)3/2>} ,
3 462 4a? 9 9 202 + a? 202 + b2
2 2\3 - + (6% —a”) +
402 — a2 | Vo2 102 Vor+a? (02 + a2)32 " (o2 + b2)3/2

Py(0,2,2) =

Proof of Proposition 5.2. Using the results from the above lemmas, a suitable function H (o, z, 2’) that works

in (5.22) is
1 1 1 1 1
H(o,z,2) =c| = — + [tan7z [ - ]
( ) (U [\/(jQ—i-a2 \/0'2+b2:| | | Vo2 +a2 Vo2 +b?

!
+cos® mzcosmz’ [Py(0,2,2') + Pa(o,2,2")] + cos e ) ,

o
when (o, z,2") € (0,1/27) x (=1/2,1/2) x (=1/2,1/2) and
H(o,z,2") == ccosmz' exp(—7o),
when (o,2,2') € [1/2m,00) X (—=1/2,1/2) x (—=1/2,1/2). Here, ¢ > 0 is some positive constant. With this
definition of the function H and Lemma B.1 from appendix B, we can obtain a bound on the integral (5.23) as

2

4(b* — a?) ) cosmz’  cos® wzcosTz'

3a?

+ cosz

/0 oH(o,2z,2")do <log (1 + 2 73

(b? — a?) cosmz’
<1 1 . 5.28
< Og( + +— (5.28)
Here, we used (5.13a) to obtain the last line. O
Proof of Lemma 5.1. We first note that
[l o s < < [l s
) ol o2 g3 m = ) ol o2 o3 m
° dr
42 [ (o] + Vol + | 1s) - (5.29)
2
We also have
> dr 2 dr
Iz +Iz +Iz 7§/ Iz +Iz +Iz B
[l Tl 1) < < [+ el 1) =
+/ (| L1| + | Le2] + |I23]) dT. (5.30)
2

Now the assumption in the lemma is o > 1/27. So, if 7 > 1, then

cosh(nro)

cosh(rro) — 1 > 3 )
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and we always have
exp(mTo)

5 < cosh(nro).

sinh(n7o) < cosh(rro) and
Using these relations in (5.26a-f), one can show

[I,1| < cos(mz’)Texp(—n7o), |Iy2| < cos(nz’)rexp(—nro), |I,3| < cos(mz’)Texp(—nro),

|L1] S cos(mz’)exp(—n70), || < cos(nz’)exp(—2n7ro), |Ls| < cos(mz’) exp(—2n70).
In total, we obtain

[Io1| + [Io2| + |I53] S cos(m2’ )T exp(—n70), (5.31a)
|| + | La| + |I.3] < cos(mz’) exp(—770o). (5.31b)

Next, we substitute (5.31a) in (5.29) and (5.31b) in (5.30). We also use the fact exp(—n70) < exp(—mno) for
the integrals carried from 7 =1 to 7 = 2 in (5.29) and (5.30), which leads to

o dr exp(—2mo)
Io1| + Ig2] + |13]) ———— < cos(wz’) exp(—7o) + cos(mz' ) ———~
I+ ool sl <= (") exp(—7a) + cos(nz') S
< cos(m2') exp(—7o), (5.32)
and
o0 dr exp(—2mo)
La|+ |Lo| + |Ls)) —— S ') exp(— el
/1 (|1 ] + | Lo2] + | 123]) N1 < cos(m2') exp(—7o) + cos(wz’) —
< cos(mz') exp(—7o). (5.33)
O
Proof of Lemma 5.2. The proof is similar to the proof of lemma 5.1. O

Proof of Lemma 5.5. First, we establish a few simple relations. The assumption in the lemma is o < % So,
iflSTgﬂ—lg,then

sinh(ror) < (mo7)sinh(1), cosh(mor) < cosh(1), and cosh(wor) <1+ (cosh(1) — 1)n?a?7?,

and we always have
2
cosh(mor) > 1+ @.

(i) We can then use the relations above to derive a simple bound on |, |:

b 2 cosh(1) cos(mz) cos(wz’) T
Horl < Iy = — s 5 a1 5.2 T o) -
740272 + a?] [0272 + b?]

We can also obtain a simple bound on |I,2| as follows

4 sinh?(1) cos(z) cos(mz’) o273

7 [0272 4 a2 [0272 + b?]
4sinh®(1) cos(mz) cos(mz’) T 2 sinh?(1) ,
740272 + a?][0272 + b2]  cosh(1) 7V

|Icr2| S

With a similar calculation, we prove that the same bound also holds for |I,3]. We can now finish the proof as
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given below
1
T dr * dr 1 1 1
Io’ + Ia’ + Ia’ s 5 / Ig 5 - -
‘/1 | 1| | 2| | 3|m 1 1|m . \/02+CL2 \/0'2—|—b2
(ii) We can obtain a following simple bound on |I,1| as
270 sinh(1)|sinwz| cosmz'r b
Tl < g o T = (o) tanh(1)] tan(e)
Performing an integration in 7 as in part (i) leads to the desired result.
(iii) We first obtain a simple bound on the sum I,5 + I.3 given as follows
Lot La — cos?(mz) cos(mz') sinh(nro) [sin 7z’ cosh(noT) — sin7z]
= [cosh(770) 4 cos (2" + 2)]? [cosh(nTo) — cosm(z! — 2)]°
16 : I oy 2 2.2
— Lo + I.3| < = cos®(rz) cos(wz’)oT [[sin 2 s21n7rz| kil 02 il
T (0272 + a2)? [0272 + b?]
This result, combined with the following integrals
/°° oT dr
1 (o224 a2 o2 + 02 VTR -1
T 4 4 1 1
_ b2 _ 2
e v~ v O (e )|
/°° o373 dr
1 o272 4 a2 (o272 + 027 V2 - 1
s 4b? 4a? 9 9 202 + a? 202 + b?
- + (b —a ) =+ )
12— a2)? |V 102 Vit a2 (02 + a2)32 " (02 + b2)3/2
leads to the desired result. O

6 Discussion

In this paper, we studied the problem of optimizing the heat transfer between two differentially heated parallel
plates by incompressible flows that satisfy an enstrophy constraint ((|Vu|?) < &) and no-slip boundary
conditions. The main result of this paper was to show that the previously derived upper bound on the heat
transfer are sharp in the scaling with &2, which we demonstrated by constructing an explicit example of three-
dimensional branching pipe flows. In this section, we discuss the implications of our result in the context of

(1) anomalous dissipation in a passive scalar and (2) Rayleigh-Bénard convection.

6.1 Anomalous dissipation in a passive scalar

The initial motivation for our study was a result by Drivas et al. ([DELJ22]), regarding the anomalous dissipation
in a passive scalar transport. They constructed a velocity field u € C°°([0,7) x T¢) N L*([0, 7]; C*(T?)), where

d > 2, 7 is a fixed time and « < 1, such that the solution of the advection-diffusion equation
T +u-VI" =kAT"

follows

1iminf/§/ / VT dee dt > x > 0,
r—0 0 Td
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where x may depend on the initial data. While this result was obtained for a periodic domain, we were
inspired by the possibility of proving such a result in a domain with boundaries. After appropriately rescaling
the velocity fields that we created to prove Theorem 1.1, we can state a weak result in this direction.

Corollary 6.1. For a constant ko > 0, there exist velocity fields u™, for every 0 < K < Ko, such that
Hu"||H%(Q) < 1 and the solution of the steady advection diffusion equation: u"® - VT" = kAT" in Q with

boundary conditions T" =1 at z = —1/2 and T® =0 at z = 1/2 obeys

liminf k234 |VT*)? de > xo > 0. (6.1)
Q

K—0

for a constant xo.

We see from (6.1) that the exponent for & is 2/3, which is less than one. Therefore this corrolary is not as
strong as the statement we would have hoped to prove. However, the a priori upper bound (1.9) also shows
that this is the best result one can achieve in the setting considered in Corollary 6.1. However, if we allow the
velocity field to be less smooth, in particular, we allow u” to be only uniformly bounded in the L? norm, then
we can indeed prove

k—0

lim inf n][ |VT**dx > xo > 0. (6.2)
Q

This can be shown after appropriately rescaling the velocity fields of [DT19] used to prove Theorem 1.1 in
their paper. Another possibility is to allow the walls to be rough. This has not yet, to our knowledge, been
investigated, which raises the following question: if we allow the boundary of the domain, which locally is the
graph of functions that are a—Holder continuous with exponent o < 1, can one also prove (6.2) in that case?
Physically, it would mean that we are increasing the heat transfer by letting the area of walls go to infinity.
Indeed, it is known in the literature that fractal boundaries tend to enhance heat transfer (([TWDW21]). Answer
to such a question will, therefore, help in understanding the role played by rough boundaries in increasing the
heat transfer. Along the same line, it would also be interesting to investigate the role played by a slip boundary
condition for the velocity field (see [DNN22] and a recent review by [Nob21]).

6.2 Rayleigh—-Bénard convection

Rayleigh-Bénard convection is the flow of fluid between two differentially heated parallel plates driven by
buoyancy force. The flow is traditionally modeled by the Navier-Stokes equations under the Boussinesq ap-
proximation, written here in nondimensional form as

ou+u-Vu=—-Vp+ PrAu+ PrRaTe,, (6.3a)
OT +u-VT = AT, (6.3b)

where Ra is the Rayleigh number and Pr is the Prandtl number, respectively given by

H3(Tg - T
Ra =927 57 7T) (T's T), pr="2.
KV K

In these above expressions, v is the kinematic viscosity,  is the thermal diffusivity, « is the coefficient of thermal
expansion, H is the height of the domain, T — T is the temperature difference and g is the magnitude of the
gravitational acceleration acting in —e, direction.

We solve the nondimensional governing equations (6.3a-b) in domain € with boundary conditions

u=0, T=1 atz=-1/2 and u=0, T=0 atz=1/2

The quantity of interest is the nondimensional heat transfer known as the Nusselt number Nu given by

Nu=1+4 (u,T).
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The angle brackets denote the long-time volume average and u, is the component of the velocity in the z
direction. Of course, Nu depends on the initial condition. However, Doering and Constantin ([DC96]) using
the background method (see [FAW22] for a survey), proved the following a priori bound for any initial condition
when Ra > 1:

Nu < Ra?.

This bound is uniform in the Prandtl number Pr. To date, the best known upper bound, namely Nu <
0.02634Raz, was obtained by Plasting and Kerswell ([PK03]).

An important question is whether the scaling of this bound with respect to the Rayleigh number is sharp.
Our result, in this context, proves that this scaling is indeed sharp if one replaces the momentum equation
with a simple enstrophy condition.

(|Vu|?) = Ra(Nu —1). (6.4)

In other words Theorem 1.1 proves that, for large enough Rayleigh number, there exists velocity fields (de-
pending on Ra) such that the solution of the advection-diffusion equation (6.3b) satisfies the relation (6.4) and
for which )

Nu ~ RaZz.

APPENDIX

A Derivation of the variational principle for heat transfer (1.11)

In this appendix, we derive the variational principle given in (1.11). The proof is taken from the paper of
Doering & Tobasco ([DT19]) and provided here for completeness. We begin by recalling

Q(u) =+ |VT)*dz =1 +][ u, T de, (A1)
Q Q

where T solves the steady convection diffusion equation and the velocity is assumed to be in L>°(£2;R?). After
substituting

T:9+§—Z,

we obtain

Qu)=1+ 4 |VO*dz =1 +][ u.fde, (A.2)
Q Q

where 6 € Hi () solves
u-V0=A0+u, in Q,

and satisfies the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions. Next, we consider a system of two PDEs.

we Vio = Al + “} n Q (A.3a-b)
u - V& = Anp,
where both 7y and &y satisfy the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions. Clearly then
0 =no + &o. (A4)
By multiplying the equation (A.3b) with & and integrating, one obtains
/QVnO -V dx =0. (A.5)
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Next, we multiply the equation (A.3a) with 7y and integrate and use (A.5) to obtain

/ uzno de = 0. (A.6)
Q

Finally, we substitute (A.4) in (A.2) and use (A.5) and (A.6) to get

Qu) —1 :][Q V& |* + | Vnol? dae :]{2%&) dz, (A7)

which after using (A.3b) can be rewritten as
Qu)—1= 2][ uz&p de —]Z |V&o|? dee —][ VA~ u - V& |? de, (A.8)
Q Q Q

where A~! denotes the inverse Laplacian operator in ) corresponding to the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary
conditions. We now consider the following maximization problem

sup 2][ u.édz —][ |VEP? de —][ VA - VEJ? de, (A.9)
EEHE(Q) JQ Q Q

which is strictly concave, therefore, the only maximizer satisfies the Euler—Lagrange equation
w- VA u-VE) = A + u,.

We see that £y is the solution of above equation, therefore, £y maximizes (A.9), which then combined with
(A.8) gives us

Q(u) — 1= max 2][

uédz —][ |VEP? de —][ VA - VE|? de. (A.10)
¢eH () Ja Q Q

To make this formulation homogeneous in the variable &, we consider the transformation £ — s¢ and optimize
in the scaling s to obtain

Q(u)—1= sup (fo 1= dw)2 (A.11)
ﬁeHé(Q) J‘:Q |V§|2dw+fﬂ |VA_1 le(u§)|2 dw '
§#£0

Next, from the definition of Q2 . () given in (1.5), we simply obtain

max

2
(fq u=8 dz)
max(w) — 1= sup sup —— : (A.12)
weL=(Q)  eeHl(Q) fo IVE2 dx + £, [VA~ div(ug)|? de
V-u=0, u|y,=0 £0
fq IVul? dz< 2
Finally, considering the following transformation
P o [Vul? dz

NINT=IRT I _ A13
YO nEeER 7T e ¢ (A13

in (A.12) leads to the desired result stated in Proposition 1.11.
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B Bounds on a few integrals

Lemma B.1. Let a and b be as given in (5.8). Let z,2" € (=1/2,1/2) and z # 2’, then the following estimates
hold

(i)
1 2 2
1 1 1 A2 —a ))
— do<-log|l4+ —5—. B.1
/0 [\/02+a2 \/02—|—b2} 2 g( 3a2 ( )
(i)
1 b2 — g2
/[ N }dag ‘. (B.2)
0o Vo2 +a2 Vo2 +b2 b
(iii)
! 7T
/Oapl(a,z,z’)dagﬁ. (B.3)
(iv)
1 3
/OJPQ(U,Z,Z’)dUSE. (B.4)
Proof of Lemma B.1.
Recall from the definition (5.8) of a and b that a < b, a fact which we will use in the proofs below.
(i)
! 1 1 1. 1+Vi+a® 1. V14021
- do =—-log———+ - log—
0o LVe2+a2 Vo2 +b2 2 1+V1+02 2 Vi4a2 -1
1 1+02—+/1 2
< - log 1+\/ + Vita
2 V1+a? -1
<Liog (14 8 — o)
=2 3a% [V1+ 02+ V1 + a?]
1 4(b? — a?)
< =1 1+ ——=. B.
< o (14207 (B:5)
(i)
1 2 2 2 2
o o b —a b —a
- do =V14+a®-V1+b2+b—-a< < : B.6
/o [\/024—@2 \/02+b2} v v b+a b 0
(i)
1
b 1 1 s
oPi(o,z,2 dazﬂ[ - < . B.7
/0 i ) 2 lab(b+a)® VI+a2VI+02(VI+0%+VI+a?)3] ~ 20° .
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(iv)
! 3 1 1
oPy (0, 2,2 do =L —
/0 052 4 1b+ap  (VI+02+V1+a?)?
3
- ! <Z (B.8)
VI+a2V1+02(V1+b2+/1+a2)3] — 403
O

C A few basic lemmas

Lemma C.1. Let f € C°(R) such that f'(r) exists for all v # 0. Now assume that f'(r) — i as r — 0 for
some finite f{,, then f'(0) exists and its value is fj,.

Proof of Lemma C.1. Using the mean value theorem, we have
= f'(n) for some 1 € (0, h), (C.1)

The proof of lemma follows by taking h — 0. O
Definition C.1. A function f : R — R is said to have the property (N) if

d2n71f(,,,)

e =0 VneNl (C.2)

=0

feC™®R) and

It is clear that if f(r) has the property (N) then so does the f(ar) for any a # 0. Furthermore, we have
the following lemma.

Lemma C.2. If a function f:R — R has the property (N) then so does the function g : R — R defined as

Ldf(r)
g(r) = { a4 70, (C.3)

f70) if r=0,
has the property (N).
Proof of Lemma C.2. Tt is clear that g(r) is continuous when 7 # 0. Now from L’Hospital’s rule we obtain

_1df(r) . d*f(r)
rhg(l); dr _}% dr?

= 1"(0), (C.4)

therefore, using Lemma C.1, g(r) is continuous at r = 0 as well. Now, for n > 1, we have

o B rn+1 Z r &) if r#0. (C.5)

,rn z+1

Taking the limit » — 0 and using the L’Hospital’s rule, we obtain

g it di ()
}% drm B r%O ,’,n+1 Z dritl
n dz+2f n nz lzldz-i—lf()
rl—I>r(lJ (n+1)rm LZ drit2 ; (i—1)! dritl
1 dz+2f( )

T (1) drit? |
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Noting that ¢ is continuous and using Lemma C.1 and the formula (C.6), for n = 1, we see that g(r) is

differentiable at r = 0, furthermore, ¢'(r) is continuous everywhere. Proceeding in a similar manner, an
induction argument then shows that g is infinitely differentiable. Once again, noting from the formula (C.6)
that all the odd derivatives of g are zero at r = 0, proves the lemma. O

Lemma C.3. Let g : R? — R be given by g(y, z) = y*v2°= f(0), where o, and o, are nonnegative integers and
0 1s a placeholder for \/y? + z2. Furthermore, the function f : R — R has the property (N). Then the function
g s infinitely differentiable.

Proof. We can prove this lemma using an induction argument combined with Lemma C.2. O

Now it is a standard exercise in classical real analysis to show that the functions B(r), h(r), Us(r), ¥.(r),

L) and \PT(T) with relevant definitions given in (4.10), (4.16)and (4.18), have the property (N). Using Lemma
C. 3 one can then conclude that the velocity field, as defined in (4.18), is infinitely smooth.
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