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VORTICITY CONVERGENCE FROM BOLTZMANN TO 2D
INCOMPRESSIBLE EULER EQUATIONS BELOW YUDOVICH CLASS

CHANWOO KIM AND JOONHYUN LA

ABSTRACT. It is challenging to perform a multiscale analysis of mesoscopic systems exhibit-
ing singularities at the macroscopic scale. In this paper, we study the hydrodynamic limit
of the Boltzmann equations

1
StOF +v - VoF = 2= Q(F,F) (0.1)

toward the singular solutions of 2D incompressible Euler equations whose vorticity is un-
bounded

ou+u-Vyu+ Vep=0, divu=0. (0.2)

We obtain a microscopic description of the singularity through the so-called kinetic vorticity
and understand its behavior in the vicinity of the macroscopic singularity. As a consequence
of our new analysis, we settle affirmatively an open problem of the hydrodynamic limit toward
Lagrangian solutions of the 2D incompressible Euler equation whose vorticity is unbounded
(w € LP for any fixed 1 < p < o0). Moreover, we prove the convergence of kinetic vorticities
toward the vorticity of the Lagrangian solution of the Euler equation. In particular, we
obtain the rate of convergence when the vorticity blows up moderately in L? as p — oo
(localized Yudovich class).

Introduction. One of the fundamental questions in the area of partial differential equations
is the Hilbert’s sixth problem, seeking a unified theory of the gas dynamics including different
levels of descriptions from a mathematical standpoint by connecting the mesoscopic Boltz-
mann equations to the macroscopic fluid models that arise in formal limits. The Boltzmann
equation is a fundamental model of kinetic theory for dilute collections of gas particles, which
undergo elastic binary collisions. The dimensionless form of the equation is given as integro-
differential equation (OIl), where F(t,z,v) > 0 is a density distribution of particles on the
phase space. Here, the Strouhal number and Knudsen number are denoted by St and Kn,
which are a ratio of the characteristic length to the characteristic time and a ratio of mean
free path to the characteristic length respectively.

The effect of binary collision between particles is described by Q(F, F'), which takes var-
ious forms of the nonlocal-in-velocity operator depending on the nature of particles and its
intermolecular interaction ([I1]). An intrinsic equilibrium, satisfying Q(-,-) = 0, is given by
the so-called local Maxwellian associated with (R,U,0) € Ry xR3 xR

R v—U|?
Mprue(v) = 2:0)2 exp {—7‘ 56 | } . (0.3)

The collision operator enjoys so-called the collision invariance: [Q(F,G)[1 v |v[*|dv=0
for arbitrary F,G. The celebrated Boltzmann’s H-theorem (entropy H = [ F'In Fdv) reveals
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the entropy dissipation: [ Q(F,F)In Fdv < 0. In this paper, we consider most basic hard-
sphere collision cross section:

QPG = [ [ lto=u)-d{PO)GE) + 6P
— F(v)G(vy) — G(v)F(vs) }dodoy,

(0.4)

where postcollision velocities are denoted by v/ = v—((v—wv4)-0)o and v, = v+ ((v—v4)-0)0.

Besides St and Kn, we introduce the Mach number Ma as a size of fluctuations of F' around
the global Maxwellian M; g 1(v) of the reference state (1,0,1). Relations between St, Kn and
Ma are important. Naturally, Ma is bounded above by St/c where ¢ is denoted by the speed
of sound. On the other hand, the famous Reynolds number Re appears as a ratio between
the Knudsen number and Mach number through the von Karman relation: 1/Re = Kn/Ma.
By passing Kn to zero and choosing different St(Kn) and Ma(Kn) as functions of Kn, we can
formally derive various PDEs of macroscopic variables. Formally the incompressible Euler
limit can be realized in the following scaling of large Reynolds number limit

St =e=Ma and Kn = ke with k =k(e) > 0ase— 0. (0.5)

In the diffusive scaling, the same scaling of (0.E]) with x = 1, the corresponding macroscopic
PDE is the incompressible Navier-Stokes-Fourier system. This scaling problem is better
understood as a singular perturbation in (0.1) is milder than our case ([0.0) (see [23] 31,25, 20]
and references therein). In [23], Esposito-Guo-Kim-Marra establish a uniform bound of a
perturbation f in F' = M o1 +ef\/Mi o1 without a priori information of the fluid solutions,
and hence they derive (actually construct) a strong solution of incompressible Navier-Stokes-
Fourier system for both steady and unsteady cases in the presence of boundary. One of key
ingredients is to obtain an LS (+> H! in 3D) control of f, by realizing a hidden elliptic
equations of the bulk velocity part of f in

1
v-Vyf ~ gLf (macro-micro scale balance) (0.6)

for a linearized operator L of ). Unfortunately, a uniform bound of f in the Euler scaling
seems not feasible even in 2D without a priori information of solutions of the incompressible
Euler equations, due to additional singularity in both macro-micro scale balance and nonlinear
perturbation, which are major obstacles in our analysis.

The regularity of fluid solutions plays a crucial rule in the multiscale analysis in the Euler
scaling (0.5]), which has been revealed differently in a modulated entropy inequality by Saint-
Raymond [42], and an asymptotic expansion by Jang-Kim [35]. This effect appears as an
growth in the microscopic scale (see (0.IT])), which resembles the famous Beale-Kato-Majda
result [6]. For a spatially Lipschitz continuous velocity field, Saint-Raymond proves in [42] a
hydrodynamic limit toward such solutions of the incompressible Euler equations (2]). It has
been an open problem to study the hydrodynamic limit toward solutions of the Euler equa-
tions, which are not spatially Lipschitz continuous such as vortex sheet solutions. Due to the
transport feature of 2D Euler equations, such singular solutions have been well-understood.
For compactly supported initial vorticities in LP for 1 < p < oo, global existence theory
was first proved by DiPerna-Majda in [2I]. Using the so-called concentration-cancellation,
the result was extended for a finite measure with distinguished sign by Delort in [18], and
L' vorticities by Vecchi-Wu in [43]. Recently, Bohun-Bouchut-Crippa construct Lagrangian

solutions of w € L! in [7] using a stability estimate of [8].
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A. Main Theorems. We recall the main object of this paper: the scaled Boltzmann equa-

tion (0.I]) of the scaling (0.5])
1
O F° +v -V, F* = —eQ(FE,FE) in [0, 7] x T? x R, (0.7)
K

In this paper we set that the spatial variables and velocity variables belong to 2D periodic
domain and 3D whole space respectively:

11 11
z = (z1,29) € T? := [—5, 5] X [—5, 5} with the periodic boundary, (0.8)
v = (v,v3) := (v1,v2,v3) € R, (0.9)

The existence and uniqueness of the Boltzmann equation with fixed scaling have been exten-
sively studied in [28] 29] B0]; initial-boundary value problem [32] B8] [39]; singularity formation
[37]; boundary regularity estimate [33] [10]; non-equilibrium steady states [22]. For the weak
solution contents, we refer to [19] 26] and the reference therein.

As the main quantities in the hydrodynamic limit, we are interested in the following ob-
servables and their convergence toward the counterparts in fluid:

Definition 1 (Boltzmann’s macroscopic velocity and vorticity).

1
up(t,x) = - /RS(Fs(t,a;,fu) — M 1(v))vdo,

c (0.10)
Wiyt 2) = V5wt z) = (— a%’a%) w5 (t, ).
In 2D, the incompressible Euler equations (0.2]) has the vorticity formulation:
dw +u-Vw=0 in[0,7] x T? (0.11)
u=—-VH(—=A)"tw in [0,T] x T?, (0.12)
Wli=o = wo in T2, (0.13)

We will present the Biot-Savart formula of (0I2)) in the periodic box T? at (II9). When a
velocity field is Lipschitz continuous, there exists a Lagrangian flow X(s;t,z) solving

d

£X(S; t,x) =u(s, X(s;t,x)), X(s;t,z)|s=t = . (0.14)
Then a smooth solution of the vorticity equation ([OIT))-(Q.I3) is given by
w(t,z) = wo(X(0;t, ), u(t,z) = -V (=A)"tw(t, ). (0.15)

Out of the smooth context, a general notion of Lagrangian flow has been introduced:

Definition 2 ([20, 15]). Let u € L([0,T] x T?;R?). A map X :[0,T] x T? — T2 is a regular
Lagrangian flow of (@I4) if and only if for almost every x € T? and for any t € [0,T)], the
map s € [0,t] — X(s;t,z) € T? is an absolutely continuous integral solution of ([OUI4); and
there exists a constant € > 0 such that for all (s,t) € [0,t] x [0,T] there holds

(X (s;t,x))de <€ [ o(z)de, (0.16)
T2 T2

for every measurable function ¢ : T? — [0, 00].
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For a given regular Lagrangian flow to (0.I4]), we can define the Lagrangian solution (u,w)
along the regular Lagrangian flow as in ([0.I5]). In fact, the existence and uniqueness (for a
given u) of the regular Lagrangian flow is proved in [20] [15] 8] as long as (0I2]) holds while
we LP forp>1.

Our first theorem is about the convergence of wy to the Lagrangian solution w, when vor-
ticities belong to LP(T?) when p < oo.

Theorem 1 (Informal statement of Theorem Strong Convergence). Let arbitrary T' > 0
and (ug,wo) € L*(T?) x LP(T?) for p > 1. Let (u,w) € L*>®((0,T); L*(T?) x L*(T?)) be
a Lagrangian solution of 2D incompressible Euler equations (OII))-QI3) with initial data
(ug,wp). Then we construct a family of solutions to the Boltzmann equation (01) whose
macroscopic velocity and vorticity (uf,w%) of [QIN) converge to the Lagrangian solution.
Moreover, we have

wh — w  strongly in [0, T] x T2

Remark 1. Uniqueness of the incompressible Euler equations in 2D is only known for vor-
ticities with moderate growth of L¥ norm as p — oo by Yudovich [36, 45]. In some sense, we
can view the theorem as a “selection principle” of a Lagrangian solution of the incompressible
FEuler equations from the Boltzmann equation.

Remark 2. Our proof does mot rely on a result of inviscid limit of the nonlinear Navier-
Stokes equations (cf. [35]) nor the higher order Hilbert expansion (cf. see the results by Guo
[BI] and de Masi-Esposito-Lebowitz [1T]). A direct approach we develop in this paper is based
on stability analysis for both the Lagrangian solutions of the inviscid fluid and the Boltzmann
solutions with a new corrector.

Our second theorem is about the quantitative rate of convergence/stability of Wy to w,
when the uniqueness of fluid is guaranteed. In [45], Yudovich extend his uniquness result for
bounded vorticities [36] to the so-called localized Yudovich class, namely wy € Y.9(Q2) with
certain modulus of continuity for its velocity u. Here,

[|w ||LF(T2)
wl|y-e = sup ————— for some O(p) — 00 as p — <.
” HYHI('H‘Q) 1<p<oo @(p) ( )
Here, we specify © : Ry — Ry: there exists m € Zy such that ©(p) = [[,- log, p, for
large p > 1, where logy, p is defined inductively by logyp = 1, log; p = logp, and log; | p =
loglog;. p. Also, we denote the inverse function of log,,(p) (defined for large p) by e,,. Finally,
o 1

we note that fem(l) IO R which turns out to be important in uniqueness of the solution.

Theorem 2 (Informal statement of Theorem 21} Rate of Convergence). If we further assume
wo € Y.Q(T?) in addition to Theorem [, then

W — w strongly in [0,T] x T? with an explicit rate.

B. Novwelties, difficulties and idea. The major novelty of this paper is to establish the
incompressible Euler limit in the level of vorticity without using inviscid limit of the Navier-
Stokes equations, in the vicinity of the macroscopic singularity (w ¢ L>°(T?)). We study the
convergence of Boltzmann’s macroscopic vorticity toward the Euler’s vorticity, as interesting
singular behavior, e.g. interfaces in vortex patches, can be observed only in a stronger topology
of velocities. We believe this new approach will shed the light to the validity of Euler equations

more direct fashion. Possible application would be direct validity proof of Euler solutions from
4



the kinetic theory without relying on the inviscid limit results. In addition, we are able to
allow quite far-from-equilibrium initial data (see (O.I8])).

There are two major difficulties in the proof. First, the macroscopic solutions are singular
and their singularity appears as growth in the microscopic level ([35]):

esp /0 t 1V u(9)]| - ds). (0.17)

This factor becomes significantly difficult to control when we study the Boltzmann solutions
close to the solution of Euler equations, instead of Navier-Stokes equations. The diffusion in
the bulk velocity has a considerable magnitude, and causes a singular term due to the growth
of (OI7). Second, the macro-micro scale balance is singular in the Euler scaling. As the
transport effect is weaker, this results the lack of a scale factor of the hydrodynamic bound in
the dissipation. In fact, an integrability gain in LP (<= H! in 2D) of [23] or velocity average
lemma [24] are not useful to control the singular nonlinearity. In addition, the perturbation
equations suffer a loss of scale due to the commutator of spatial derivatives and the linearized
operator around a local Maxwellian associated with macroscopic solutions.

To overcome the difficulties, we devise a novel wviscosity-canceling correction in an asymp-
totic expansion of the scaled Boltzmann equations. To handle the low regularity of fluid
velocity fields, we regularize the initial data with scale 8 and expand the Boltzmann equa-
tions around the local Maxwellian M, .5, associated with the Euler solution u” starting

from uoﬁ . At first place, one may try a form of the standard Hilbert expansion:

M s 1+ 52P5M1,au6,1 — e2k(Vu?) : Ay My cys 1 + R\ My cus 1) (0.18)

by matching to cancel most singular terms. The Euler equation is in the hierarchy of O(¢?):
it comes from €0y M .5 ; and correctors. However, the third term of order 2k introduces the
viscosity contribution —e2kmyAzu? - (v — 6u6)M1’€u571: and comparing fo € fr\/M; .5 1, We
see that if this term is not canceled, then it will drive the remainder to order O(ek) - which
is dangerous. Note that this term is hydrodynamic, so we cannot rely on coercivity provided
by L: it provides additional £,/k smallness only for non-hydrodynamic terms.

A simple but useful observation is that still this term is in a lower hierarchy than that
of Euler equation. Thus, if we introduce an additional corrector in ex level, we may cancel
out viscosity contribution. Of course one needs to be careful as we introduce ex-size term to
cancel out e2k-size term! However, by carefully choosing the form of ex-size corrector:

F = @I8) + ek’ - (v — E’U,B)MLEUBJ + 525136M1,auﬁ,17 (0.19)
we can actually fulfill our goal.

(1) ext - (v — euP )M .51 is fully hydrodynamic, and therefore the most singular term
coming from collision with local Maxwellian vanishes. Then the largest term coming
from collision is the collision of this corrector with itself, which is of size ek, but being
non-hydrodynamic. Thus, it is in fact, small (due to ey/k gain for non-hydrodynamic
term, non-hydrodynamic source terms of ey/k drives the remainder to order O(ek). )

(2) By imposing V- 4 = 0, we can cancel out the hydrodynamic part for v- V(- (v —
euf )M .y5.1), which is of order ex. Also, by introducing additional corrector at 2k
level, one can cancel out all hydrodynamic terms of £2x level by evolution equation for
@, including Azu. Therefore, the remaining hydrodynamic terms are of order o(e%k),
and non-hydrodynamic terms are of order O(ex), and both are small.
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(3) Interaction of this corrector and the remainder also turns out to be innocuous as well.

It is worth to remark that in this corrector-based Hilbert expansion we do not need to set
up € =  as in usual Hilbert expansion [17]: we only need £/x? — 0. This is satisfactory, in the
sense that a regime which is close to Navier-Stokes regime (whose x vanishes slowly) should be
more tractable in philosophy: and indeed for such regime we can allow larger deviation from
the equilibrium. In addition, we note that this expansion in fact allows even more general
data than (0.I8]): we have additional freedom in choosing g, so in principle a remainder with
certain part of size ek is in fact admissible, while in (0.I8]) all parts of remainder should be
of size o(ek). We believe that this new idea of correction would have many applications.

Notations. For the sake of readers’ convenience, we list notations used often in this paper.

0 :0f = Oy, for Oy, f (0.20)

o of= > Omo (0.21)
a1+az<s

f*g:f*g@):i/ flz—y)g(y)dy (0.22)
TZ

Fraog : frmogle) = [ fla—vlglo)dy
(- )+ :(a)y =max{a,0}
log, : log a = max{loga,0}
< : there exists C' > 0 such that a < b implies a < Cb

~

I,-] : [A, B]g := A(Bg) — B(Ag) (commutator)
- lee = WF e = Wflleeorys 1f1le = 1F o2y, (e = 1F e (rs)

[ - ”Lng : HfHLng = HfHLP(T2;L2(]R3)) = H”f(va)HLZ(R%)

(0.23)

(0.24)

(0.25)

(0.26)

a ~ b : a consists of an appropriate linear combination of the terms in b (0.27)
(0.28)

(0.29)

LP(T2) ( )

(0.31)

dr2(z,7) : geodesic distance between z and y in T?, often abused as |z — y|
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1. APPROXIMATION OF THE LAGRANGIAN SOLUTIONS OF THE EULER EQUATIONS

As discussed in the introduction, we would like to obtain a limit to weak solutions, which
does not have enough regularity in the framework of the standard Hilbert expansion in general,
Moreover, we want a convergent sequence in a stronger topology than LP for velocity, as
interesting singular behavior can be observed only in a stronger topology. However, control
in stronger topology requires more regularity for velocity field as well. A straightforward
remedy for low regularity of fluid velocity field is to regularize the initial data: therefore,
instead of choosing initial data as a perturbation around the local Maxwellian M cy,,1, We

choose initial data as a perturbation around the local Maxwellian M, _ s ,, where ug is the
IRV B

initial data regularization of ug with scale 8. Then if one can prove stability of the Euler
solution under the perturbation of initial data, as well as control of remaining small terms,
we can construct a sequence of Boltzmann solutions whose bulk velocity converges to Euler
solution.

It turns out that this simple idea works well: in the class of solution of Euler equation
we consider, we have a certain stability, so we can prove that solution u? starting from ug
converges to the solution w from wug. Also, for the estimate of remainders, introduction of
regularization scale [ gives an additional freedom in our analysis: by sacrificing the speed
of regularization convergence, we can control the size of higher derivatives appearing in the
remainder equation. In addition, many weak solutions of fluid equations are interpreted as
a limit of smooth solutions. In that regard, this initial data regularization approach is quite
natural.

1.1. Regularization. In our proof of the hydrodynamic limit from the Boltzmann equations,
it is important to regularize the Largangian solutions of the Euler equation (0.I1]). We achieve
this by regularizing the initial data using the standard mollifier. Let ¢ € C°(R?) be a smooth
non-negative function with [, ¢(z)dz =1 and ¢(z) = 0 for [z — (0,0)| > . For 8 € (0,1),
we define

Alz) = ! (x) for = € L 17° (1.1)

Note that ¢” can be extended periodically so that ¢ € C*(T?) and [, ¢?(z)dz = 1 as

well. Also, ¢ is supported on B (0). Note that {,” }p are approximate identities: thus , for
4
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1 <p < ooand v € LP(T?), we have
; B _ _
é{%”ﬁﬁ * 1 — Y| pp(r2) = 0. (1.2)
Note that we cannot expect a universal rate of convergence, which is independent of 1 if v is

merely in LP(T?) or p = co. However, if we have a certain regularity for 1, we have the rate
of convergence: for example, if 1 € WH2(T?), we have
1
2 3
dx)

17 4 — | 2 (p2) = </T2

L& i =) — vy

1
2 (1.3)
< [ieml( [ - - vwpi)
T2 T2
<C [ Wl @ldyllhwiacen) < Clllwna.
We consider approximation solutions (uﬁ,wﬁ ) for the mollified initial data:
o’ +uf - Vw? =0 in [0,T] x T?, (1.4)
uw = -V (=A)"1WP in 0,7 x T2, (1.5)
wWPlimo = wg = P xwy in T2 (1.6)

Note that, for each 5 € (0,1) this problem (I4])-([L6) has a smooth (therefore unique) solution,
which is the Lagrangian solution:

WO (t, ) = wy (XP(05t,2)), (1.7)
%Xﬁ(s;t,x) = uP (s, XP(s;t, 1)), XP(s;t,a)|smt = . (1.8)

Remark 3. If v is obtained from (II2) with w® € C®(T), u” is incompressible and thus
associated flow XP by [@I4) satisfies [10) with an equality and € = 1 (measure-preserving).

We define a pressure as a unique solution of —Ap” = div(div(u”® ® u”)) with fro P’ =0.
Then we have

(0 +u” - Vo )uP +V,p° =0 in [0,T] x T?,
V,-u? =0 in [0,T] x T?, (1.9)
u? (x,0) = ug(x) in T2
Also, we will consider the following auxiliary linear equation.
(O +uP - V)i + 3P - Vouf +VpP —noAgu® =0 in [0,T] x T2,
V, -4’ =0 in [0,T] x T2, (1.10)
@’ (0,x) = tg(z) in T2

Here 1) is given by Lemma [Tl



1.2. Biot-Savart law in a periodic domain. In this part, we discuss the asymptotic form
of kernel for Biot-Savart law which gives u from w, and the singular integral which gives
V.u from w in our setting, the periodic domain T? = [—%, %]2 This is important, since the
compactness results we have used, in particular [8], have the RY setting: in particular, the
key estimate, weak L' estimate for V, u relies on the form of Calderon-Zygmund kernel of
Riesz transform. Therefore, we need an asymptotic form of Biot-Savart kernels and Riesz
transforms.

We start from [12]:
Proposition 3 ([12], Lemma 1). The function G, defined on R? ~ C by

2 .2 .
G<z>;:1m<m_g+i>

—4q 12
- (1.11)
L log |(1 —e(2)) x H (I —e(ni+z)) (1 —e(ni—=z))
o 08 oot '
where e(z) = €2™%, is Z2-periodic and is the Green’s function with mass on Z2, that is,
—A,G(x) = Z §(z —¢) —1 for z € R?, /G(:E)d:E =0. (1.12)
Cez?
In particular, the infinite product inside converges absolutely and G is of the form
6:) =2 - Liogphea) (1.13)
2= 5. 108 [b(2)], )

where b is a holomorphic function with simple zeros exactly on Z2.
For the sake of completeness, we briefly reason (LI3). We recall the following result from
complex analysis:

Proposition 4 (Theorem 15.5 of [41]). Suppose that {g,} is a sequence of non-zero holo-
morphic functions on C such that

> 11— ga(z)] (1.14)
n=1

converges uniformly on compact subsets of C. Then the product
(o]
9(z) = [[ on(2) (1.15)
n=1

converges uniformly on compact subsets of C, and thus g is holomorphic on C. Furthermore,
the multiplicity of g at zo (i.e. the smallest nonnegative integer k such that lim,_, % #+
0) is the sum of multiplicities of g, at z.

Now we see that h(z) is the product of 1 —e(z) =1 — 2% 1 —e(ni +2) = 1 — e~ 2™ +2miz,
and 1—e(ni—z) = 1—e 2™72™2 Note that [1—(1—e(ni+2))| = [1—(1—e(ni—2z))| = e 2™
so the premise of the proposiiton is satisfied. Thus h(z) is holomorphic. Furthermore, the
zeros of B is exactly the union of zeros of 1 —e(z), which is {mi|m € Z}, zeros of 1 —e(ni+ z),
which is {m —ni|m € Z}, and zeros of 1 —e(ni — z), which is {m+ni|m € Z}, for each integer
n > 1. The union os exactly Z2. Moreover, the multiplicity of each point in Z? is 1, in other
words, all roots are simple.
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Thus, on R? \ Z2, G is infinitely differentiable. Furthermore, let ¢ € Z2. Then there exists
a t¢c > 0 such that

h(z) = (2 = )9(2), (1.16)

where 9(z) = 2(_'22 is an holomorphic function on B (¢) and infzeB:C(C) 19(2)] > ¢ > 0.

Therefore, we can rewrite (LI3) in the following form and differentiate: for z € B ((),

G(z) = —5=log |z — | + B (2),

1 z—-¢
VG(z) = “or |z — CP + V%C( z), (1.17)
2 1(z=Q00E-0Q-35z—(PhL _,
VG(z) = gy Z=cpf + VB, (),
where z = x + iy is identified with (z,y), V = (0;, 9y), and
Be(5) = 2 Liogots) (118)
¢(2) === — 5 -log9( .

is a smooth function (in z,y) whose all derivatives are bounded. In particular, taking ¢ =
0 = (0,0) and taking v = v, we have the following:

Proposition 5. Let G be defined by (LII), so that the solution to Poisson equation —A,q =
h— fTQ h is given by ¢ = G * h, and the Biot-Savart law by

u(m)zb*wz(l ||L2—|—Vl%)*w. (1.19)

Then there exists a v > 0 such that G,V,G,V2G are smooth and bounded in T?\ B.(0) =
[—1,11%\ Bi(0) and in B,(0) we have

Glz) = —ilog 2 + B(x), 2 € Be(0),

1 T

V.G(z) = 2m 2l

+V ’B( ) T € Bt(O), (1‘20)
1 z@x— 3|2l
47 ||

where VEB are bounded in B.(0) for all k > 0.

ViG(x) = + V2B (z),z € B(0),

1.3. Higher Regularity of the Approximations (u®,w?). In this section we establish the
regularity estimate of (u?,w?) solving (LA) and (L4)-(L8) and (@”,p”) solving (LI0).
First we prove that, for 1 < r,p < oo,

_9o(i_1
||Wg”Lr(1r2) S B (" T)+HW0HLP7 (1.21)

_k—2o(i1_1
IV5f ey S 6726 ol (122
From the Young’s inequality, for 1 +1/r = 1/p+ 1/q and r,p,q € [1, 0],

_o(i_1
1Bl < 16 pocamy ol mrsy S 826 Jwollzo for > p,

_k—2(i_1
IV W Nl 22y < IIVFQP | Larey llwo | o grey < B (3-7) |wollzr for r > p.
10



For both, we have used

1/q 1/q
kBa ko(Ly 71422
(L) ™ = (5 [, wegirasa ﬁ)

Using |T?| = 1, we have

Hwo zr(r2y < Hwo ze(r2y S llwollpeerey for p >,
IV w0y Nl o2y < IV¥0) o er2) S B Fllwoll ogrzy for p > .
Collecting the bounds, we conclude (L2]]) and (L.22])
1.3.1. Bounds for ||Vou® ()| oo (12).-

Theorem 6. Let (u?,w?) be the Lagrangian solution of ([LT) supplemented with (LX) and
(@T3). Forp € [1,00] and S < |lwollLr, we have the following estimate for all t > 0,

_2 1 -4
IVuP (t, )| e < Lip(B,p) := (ﬁ ; log+5>|]wo|]metcﬁ Pllwollze for some € > 1. (1.23)

We will estimate V, X by applying the Gronwall’s inequality to the differentiation of (L8)):

diVxXB(s; t,x) =V X(s;t,z) - (Vau)(s, X(s;t,x)). (1.24)
s
The initial condition for each purely spatial derivative can be driven from (0.14]):

Vo X(s3t,2)|s= = id (1.25)
We use a following version of Gronwall’s inequality.

Lemma 1 ([3], Lemma 3.3). Let q and z be two CY (resp. C') nonnegative functions on
[to, T]. Let G be a continuous function on [ty,T]. Suppose that, fort € [to,T],

SA(t) < G(1)2(1) + alt). (1.26)

For any time t € [ty, T], we have

+(t) < 2(to) exp ( t: g(T)dT> + /: o) exp ( / t g(#)m/) ar. (1.27)

Lemma 2. For any r € [1,00] and 0 < s <,
19X (538, | prcre) < e IV lasea, (1.28)

Proof. The proof is immediate from the Gronwall’s inequality to (L24]) and the initial condi-
tion ||VX6(t,t,$)||Lr(T2) = ||V$||L7"(’H‘2) = ||Zd||L7"('I[‘2) =1 from m ]

Next, using the Morrey’s inequality
WL (T2) c €O (T2) for r > 2. (1.29)
we estimate the Holder seminorm of w?.

Lemma 3. Forr € (2,00),

Wiz, )] < /3—1—2(%—%)+HWOHL,,(W)e(l—%)fé IV (#) | pgo dt’ (1.30)

00'17%(’]1‘2) ~
11



Proof. We note that

B(vB(n- _ .BrvB(n-
wy (XP(05t, wq (XP(05¢,
O e LA ES% {5 S A

ay€T? lz—y[V T (1.31)

8 o (=3)

< [WO]CO,F%(T)HV:BXB(()’L )HLgo 5

where we slightly abused the notation by

|z — y| = distp2(x, y). (1.32)
and applying (L28)]) gives the result. O

Applying Morrey’s inequality (.29)) for [wg ]00’1* 22

The following standard estimate is important in the proof:
Lemma 4. Let (u®,w?) satisfy (LD). Then, for any v > 0,
[Vaullpeo(ray S 1+ [[wllp1(r2y + llwl| oo (12) log 4 ([w] o (12))- (1.33)

Proof. The result is well known from the potential theory (e.g. [40]) so we just briefly sketch
the proof. Assume that w € L(T?) N C%7(T?). From ([@I2)) and (LI9), for R > d > 0, there
exists Cy > 0 only depending on the spatial dimension (2 in our case),

o) = [ opbile ety + [ Oybi(w — y)w(y)dy
le—y|>R d=lz—y|<R (1.34)
+f il = D)~y + O o),
T—Y|S
o ( )z — )
oy L 20 —yir) (@5 —ys)  diky ' B
bl —y) =52 < |z — yl[* w—yP?) " %8 —y). (1:3)

Here, the index 7+ 1 should be understood on a modulus of 2; and 6;41; =1 if i+ 1 = j mod
2 and ;41 =01if i + 1 # j mod 2. We bound (L34) as

@34)| < WY dy+/ T lw(y)|dy
| | /|:c—y|>R !x—yP‘ )l d<|z—y|<R !x—yP’ )l
4
+ [w] o, ————dy + Cs|w(x 1.36
lono /I:c—y|<d oy 2t (139

_ R
~ w Ll(TQ) ni|{— w Loo(’]l‘2) wCO’“/(']TZ) w Loo(’]l‘2).
S RV w| +ln{ =) flwll + d7[w] + [l

We finalize the proof by choosing R = 1 and d = max (1, [w]lc/(% (11‘2))‘ O

Proof of Theorem [6. To prove ([23), we apply (L2I))|;=10 and (L30)|,>2 to (L33)| to

conclude that
VU (¢, )| oo /llwoll L

2 1 t
5 1 _i_IB—; 10g+(/8—1—2(%—;)+”wOHLFefo ”Vacuﬁ(s)”L%’ds) (137)

_2 1 t 5
S1+8 p{log+5+log+|!wo|!m +/0 IV (s,-)HLoods}.

Applying Gronwall’s inequality gives the result. O
12



1.3.2. Bounds for V(53). We introduce the growth-of-estimate function for (u?,p?, a8, p?),
which is a function of 3:

V(B) = > oD’ ouf il )|

s$1+82<2,De{d,0} (1 38)

< (110 @ w)llegs, ) (L4 D 1070l )?

7<2

This is a pointwise bound for all derivatives of (u”,p?,@?,5%) appearing in the remainder
estimates in section
We have a following explicit bound for V().

Theorem 7. Suppose that wy € LP(T?). Then

6
V(8) S (lolls(re) + TU(B,p)e™ 9 +U(B,p))
where U(B) is as defined in (L39).
Proof. By Sobolev embedding, and the formula for p?, 5%, 8,u”, and 9,4°, we have a bound
6
V(B) < <HUBHL°°((O,T);H8(T2)) + HﬁB”LC’O((O,T);HG(TQ)))
We invoke the standard energy, commutator estimate and algebra property of H*(T?), s > 1:
d 8. B 2
2—dt||a w” (@) 17272y
< 0P (&) 22y 1[0°%, 0 - Va]ullpo(re) S ”VxUB”Loo(W)”38U6(t)H%2(1r2)7
d 6~ 2
2—dt||a a” ()72 (72
S 105G ()| 212
% (118°,u” - Vala(®)ll2er2) + 110°° () 2 (o2 107w (8) |22y + 10%67 ()| 2 7))
S |’38U5(t)”L2(1r2)Ha%ﬁ(tm%zm) + Hagﬁﬁ(tw%zm)'
Therefore, we have

e”VIU’BHLOO((O,T)xTZ) Huﬁ (0)

6P || oo 078 (12)) S | oo ((0,7); 3 (T2))

< esip(ﬁm)ﬁ_&z(%_%h||w0||Lp =:U(B,p),

(1.39)
i o ’
I3l o mysrecry sl ((O’T)’Hs(Tz))T(||u0||H6(1r2)+T||U||L°°((0,T);H8(T2)))
< (ol groqr2y + TU (B, p))e VA,
O

2. HILBERT-TYPE EXPANSION WITH VISCOSITY-CANCELING CORRECTOR

2.1. Formulation around a local Maxwellian. We denote a local Maxwellian correspond-
ing to (1,eu? 1) by
o= My cyp - (2.1)

We try to construct a family of solutions F* in a form of
Fe = p+e*pPu—r(Voul) - A+ {erd® - (v — eu®) + E2kpP o + e fr/ 10, (2.2)



where p?, @, and $7 satisty (L3) and (LI0), and A will be defined in ZI3)).
Also, we assume the following assumption on the relative maginitudes on ¢,k = k(¢), 8 =

Ble):

. €
lim — =0,
e=0 KR
1
lim /{ZV(ﬁ) =0, (2‘3)
e—0
B2
lim n%ezcoT”Vzu oo 0,7y x12) — 0,
e—0
where Cj is specified in Section
We define

Lf= 7§@<u, Vif), T(f.g) = %Q(\/ﬁf, N (2.4)

From the collision invariance, a null space of L, denoted by N, has five orthonormal bases
{wivi}i—y with

@ = (Yo, ¢1, P2, ¥3, Pa),
lv —euP|? — 3 (2.5)

wo =1, gpi::vi—su? fori=1,2,3, @4:= NG

We define P, an L2-projection on N, as

P.g = (P097P197P297P397P4g)7 Pjg = /39(,0]\/ﬁd’[) fOI‘jZO,l,"' 747
R

4 (2.6)
Pg = (Pig)pi/i = Pg- /i

j=0

We record the exact form of L and I' for the later purpose: the calculation is due to Grad
[27]: one can also read [24] for details of derivations. Also the exact form of formulae were
excerpted from [35]: For certain positive constants c¢i, ¢, 3,

Lf() = vf () — Kf(v) = v(v) f(v) — / (v, v.) f (o) dus,

RS

1 |U—€uﬂ| 22 \v—suﬁ\z
v(v) = (2|”_5UB|+m)/ e~ 2dz+e " 2 |,
o 0

_euPi2 _euP2 1 2 1 (Jo—euP|2 —|vs—euP|2)2
_ |v—eu”] Z\v* eu” | Cc3 —g‘l}—’v*‘ _g(‘ \U7L32 ) (27)

k(v,vs) = calv — vyle

v ’

I(f,9)(0) = /R 3 /S 10— v2) -yl (F()g(02) + () (1)) o
N /R A ICha A wv/(v.) (f(0)g(vs) + g(v) f (vs))dwdws,

where v/ = v — (v — vs) - W)w, v, = ve + (v — vs) - w)w. Here, all v,k, T also depend on x
and ¢ in a straightforward manner, that is, Lf(x,t,v) and T'(f, g)(z,t,v) depends on f(z,t,-),

g(x,t,-), and u”(z,t); we omitted them for the sake of simplicity.
14



Also, we define gs L and gsI" for s > 1:

FLfW) = P W) = [ 0(6)(v,0:) f(w2)ao,
TG0 = [ [ 1= 0)-wl0 (VD) )aled) + o)) dudv, (28)
= [ 0= 00wl (il (¢ )g(o.) + glo) (o))

We list standard results which will be used later in this section for the sake of readers’
convenience. First we note that

Q(u,p) =0=PL=LP =PI, (2.9)
from the collision invariance.

Lemma 5 ([23] 31, 29]). Suppose that [2.3) holds. Then
[V 2L f|| o r2xrsy S VP = P) fll 1212 xs),

A= P)fIE; 5| [ L@

I

(2.10)
[ oLiwatoa
S el ullags, (IPflz + w3 @ = P)fllzz) (I1Pgllzz + lv3 X - Phglzz )
‘ / r'(f, g)hdvdxdt‘
S [ {(IPflz + It @ = P)flsz) ol
+ (IPgllz + 3 X = Pgllzz ) 1fl12z | I3 (T = Phl zdadt,
‘/8Sr(f, g)hdvdaxdt‘ (2.11)

s 1
Selovulug, [ [(IPFlzs+ A @- Pl ) ol

1
+ (IPgllzz + I3 (X = Pyglizz ) 11/1122]
X (HPhHLg - P)hHLg) dadt.

Next, we introduce a lemma illustrating the structure of higher derivatives of Lf. Recall
the notation [-, -] for the commutator ([0.28]).

Lemma 6. For s > 1, [0°, L]f is a linear combination, whose coefficient depends only on s,
of the terms having one of the following forms:
(1) s L(I—P)F* 7 f, where 1 < j < s,
(2) LO---[P,0]---Of, where 0---[P,0] --- 0f is an application of s—1 0 and one [P, J]
at j-th order to f (0<j<s), or
(3) i LO---[P,0]---0f, where 1 <j<s—1, and 9---[P,0]---9f is an application of
s—j—10 and one [P,0] at i-th order to f (0 <i<s—j).
15



Proof. We proceed by the induction on s: first we note that
OLf)=0LA-P)f=pLA-P)f+LOA—-P)f
=oL(I-P)f+ L[P,0]f + L(I-P)df,
[0,L]f = oL —P)f + L[P, ],
which proves the claim for s = 1. Next, for s > 1, we have
[0°TY L) f = 05T Lf — LO*T f = 0]0%, L] f + [0, L]O° f,

and by the first step [0, L]0® f consists of terms in the lemma. Also, application of 9 to the
terms of the second and third form of the lemma produces terms of the second and third form
again, while application of d to the first form produces

i LA—-P)* I f = 9in LA —P)* I f + 5 LOA — PO I f
— i1 LA =PI f + o L[P,0]0° I f + - - + 5, LO* I[P, 8] f
+ o LI = P)IHY,
which proves the claim. O
Also, we have the following straightforward estimate for [P, d] f:

Lemma 7. Suppose that (2.3)) holds. For s + so < 1, the following holds:
4

[P.O1f == (f, 0iv/m) r20(i/1),

1=0
P, 81122 S ellVaullege I £l 2,
10°1 [P, 010 flirz < eV (B0 flI 2

Next, we introduce anisotropic spaces: this will be key to our analysis. For p € [1, 0],
we recall the space LP(T%; L*(R*)) by the norm || f||1s(r2,2(rs)) in @30). For p,q € [1,00],
L4([0,T); LP(T?; L2(R?))) is defined similarly. We have the following anisotropic interpola-
tions:

Lemma 8. We have the following:
(1) (Anisotropic Ladyzhenskaya) || f||zazz < IIf Iz Iz Lz\laf 2 T2p2, and

(2) (Anisotropic Agmon) || f|rger2 S \If\|L2L2||82f\|L2L2

Proof. We only prove the former: the latter is derived in a similar manner.

e </2 </3 ‘f(xyv)Pdv)g dx) ’ < </]R3 </]1'2 ’f(a:,fu)\‘ldﬂﬂ)é dv)%
</ 17 (s ||L4dv> S (/ Hf("v)HL%Haf('”)\hgdv)é
S(Aawumvﬂmm95<ég Wﬂxmmmw>5

1 1
= 117222101172 z2-
16



where we applied Minkowski for the first, usual Ladyzhenskaya for the second, and Holder
for the last inequalities. g

From Lemma [§, we have the following.
Lemma 9.
1
[v2(I—P)fllzarz

1, 1 1
S 52||V2(I_P)f||z%L%

N

1 1 _ 1
X (HauﬁHL%’HfHLgL% +le vEX = P)Of|lr2rz + V(B)lle 1I/Z(I—P)flngch) :
1
HVQ(I—P)fHL;OLg
1 1 1
S 55”’/5(I_P)f”23Lg

1
x 10l 101 12122 + le™ 3 (1= P)O? 1212
1

V() (™3 (M= P)flizzzz + I v (X = PYOflzrs + 1 fllsaez )]

Proof. We only give proof for the first inequality: the second inequality can be proved by a
1
similar argument. By Lemma [8] it suffices to control d(v2 (I — P)f): we have

1
dwi(I—P)f) = éu_lﬁ(y)u%(l —P)f +v2[P,d]f + v2(I - P)of.
One can easily check that sup, , [v"1(v)| < £]|0u?|| Lo, and thus the inequality follows. [
Lemma 10 ([IT, BT]). L|yr : Nt — Nt is a bijection, and thus L™ : N+ — N1 is

well-defined. Also, L™ is symmetric under any orthonormal transformation. In particular,
if f € Nt is an even (resp. odd) function, then so is L™ f.

Proof. The proof follows the Fredholm alternative and rotational invariance of (). We refer
to [111, 3] for the proof. O

The term (v — ev®) ® (v — eu® )/1t and its image over L~ turns out to play an important
role in Hilbert expansion. Note that

(I-P) ((v —eu’) @ (v — €’LLB)\/,L_L> = <(v — e’ ® (v —eu’) - %|v - 5uﬁ|213> Vi (2.12)

Thus, we define 2 := (¢, x) € M343(R) by (see [5])

A = L1 <<(v —euP)i(v — euP); — %&j) \/,E> . (2.13)
Regarding A, we have the following useful lemma.
Lemma 11 ([5, 4]). (LA¢e,Aij) = n0(0ixdje + 6ieSjk) — 3100:50ke-
Proof. We refer to [5] 4] for the proof. O

From explicit calculation, we can also establish the following result:
17



Lemma 12. Fori,j k € {1,2,3},
3

P(pipjorv/it) = Z(%CSM + 0ik0j0 + 010i0) Lo/ 1b-
=1

We also have the following useful pointwise estimates. First, we have the following pointwise

estimates on 0° ( f W):

Lemma 13. Suppose that (23)) holds. Then for s < 2, we have
O+ 2.V, O+ 2.V,
8s<f(t+a )\/ﬁ>:8$f<(t+a )\//_j’>
i i

C 1 (2.14)
+ Z(as f)§ Z 88 s 8xlu] )‘;Dz‘pj + R,
s'<s ,J
where |R| S eV (B)0(v) Xy, 10° 1.
Proof. 1t suffices to notice that
(at + = B
ﬁ Zaxl ull ip; + EZ (Ou® + v - Vol )iy,
and that the first two terms of the rlght—hand side of (2.14]) correspond to the terms where
all 0 are applied to either f or amiu? , and R are all others. d

Next, we present pointwise estimates on A and its derivatives ([35])
Lemma 14 (Lemma 3 of [35]). Suppose that ([2.3]) holds. For o € (0,1/4),

1255 (v)| S emelvmeu,
Z ‘88 ((1 + (uﬁ7a6))DQlij('U)>‘ < gv(ﬁ)e_mv_auﬂp‘
5<2,De{04,0}
Next, we have the following pointwise estimates on I' and L:

Lemma 15 (Lemma 4 of [35]). Suppose that eju’(z,t)] < 1. For 0 < o < 1/4, C € R? and
s < 2, we have

v(v)

2 C. 2 C.
IT(f,9)@)] S |2 f ()| e | e QU P eaver

0T (£20) )] S 2V ()0 F ()] 24 g 0)] e =D
€
v(v)

o LF )] S VB f )10 iy

Here we can choose the constant for the bound uniformly for {|C| < 1}.

Finally, we present pointwise estimates regarding projections P and I — P.
Lemma 16. Suppose that f(t,z,v) € L? satisfies | f(t,z,v)| < C(t, ) exp (—Q|’U - suﬁ(t,:n)|2)
for some constant C(t,x) independent of v and o € (0,1/4). Then

[P (t,2,0)| S C(t ) exp (—alo — v (1,2)?)

(2.15)

(= P)f(t,2,0)| S C(tx)exp (—olv — e’ (t,2) ),
18



where the constants for inequalities are independent of t,x,v but depend on p.

Proof. 1t suffices to show (2.15]) only: the other follows from [(I-P)f(t,z,v)| < |[Pf(t, z,v)|+
|f(t,xz,v)|. Note that, from (2.6]),

[P f(t,z,0)]

< gca,x) /(v _ cuP)Zexp (— <g+ i) v — auﬁ(t,x)P) dv(v — cuP)? /i

< C(t,xz)Cpexp (—g]fu — Euﬁ(t,a:)lz) .

O
2.2. New Hilbert-type Expansion. We recall an explicit form of derivatives of p*:
[&g +uf- Vx] ,uk = 6l<:(8tu6 +uf- quﬁ) (v — euﬁ),uk, (2.16)
(v — euf) - Vouk = ek(Voul?) : (v — ev?) @ (v — eu?))F,
where kK > 0 and A: B =tr(AB) = z” 1 A;jBj; for arbitrary rank 2 tensors A, B.
Now we derive an equation of fr. First, we plug ([22]) into (0.7) to obtain
(v —eub) -V, <,u—|—5 PP u—e?k(Voub) : A/ ateri’ - (v — €’LLB)/L—|—€2/{]55,U> (2.17)
+e(0 +u’ - V) (u + 2P — 2 k(V il A futeri® - (v — euP )+ E2ffﬁﬁu) (2.18)
1
- EQ(,u + 2P — 2 k(V ) - A+ eril® - (v — euP )+ 2 KPP ) (2.19)
v 1
+ {0V + = Vol Frv/i) = —-QUrVE frv/iD) | (2:20)

2
- EQ(N + 2P — E2Kk(Voul) s A+ eril? - (v — euP)p+ 26pPp, frVB) =0, (2.21)

where we have used an abbreviation Q(g) = Q(g,¢) in [2I9]).

We group the source terms (2I7), (ZI8]), 2I9) with corresponding order of magnitudes:

it is good to keep in mind that in our method, all hydrodynamic terms of order of magnitude
less than €2k are considered small, and all non-hydrodynamic terms of order of magnitude
less than e4/k are considered small. In the end, we will group all small terms altogether.
0. Terms which are greater than £: Among terms which are independent of fr, There are no
terms whose magnitude is greater than e: for terms in (2.I7) and (2.I8)) this is obvious: the
largest term comes from (v — eu) - V,u, which is of order . For terms in (ZI9), we note
that since (v —eu?) /i, /it € N, in fact (ZI9) can be rewritten as

2:Q(u(1+p” + 2 kp”), (Vo) : Ay/p) —reQ(@” - (v — e’ ), @ - (v — eu”)p)
+22kQ(0° - (v — euP) i, (VouP) - A/p) — 3Q((Vau®) = A1, (VoulP) : A7),

whose leading order is €.

(2.22)

2.2.1. Order e: Among terms which are independent of fg, there are two terms of order &:

(w—eu?) Vop+ — Q(u,e K(Vau”) - Ay/h)

=eVoul @ (v — EUB) @ (v —euf ) — e(VuP) : LAV = 0,
19



as V- uf = 0.

2.2.2. Order ek: Among terms which are independent of fg, there are two terms of order ex.

ek(v —eu?) V(@ - (v — euP)p) — erQ(@’ - (v — eu®)p, @ - (v — euP)p)

=eK <(Vmﬂ5) LA -T (&B (v — ), P (v — 6u5)\/ﬁ)) N (2.23)
+ E2H(Z(Q —euP)itt ( axzuj (v —eu?)(v —eu )k(‘)xlug))u (2.24)
.3

as V- @’ = 0. Note that terms of order x are non-hydrodynamic: ﬁ(lﬂ{l) e Nt

2.2.3. Order €%: The following terms are of order &2

(0 +uf - Vo) + (v — eu) - Vo (p°u)

= ¢? ((E?t +uP - Vo )uP + prﬁ> (v —euP)p

+ 3PV, U Blv —euf)i(v — eu A= ep’V, uﬁ(v —euf);(v —euP)p, (2.25)
since (0y +uf - Vo) uP + V,p® = 0.
2.2.4. Order €k: The key reason to introduce correctors exi” - (v — eu®)pu and e2kp%pu is to
get 1id of hydrodynamic terms of order e%s: as a payback, we obtained terms of order e,

which is larger, but all of them are non-hydrodynamic, so they are small in our scale. The
following is the collection of all terms of order £2x:

—&%k(v — eul) - Vo (Vo) - Ay/p) + 2k(v — eu?) - Vo (7Pp) + @29)
+e2k(0 +uf - V)@ - (v — 6u5),u) + 28?61 (@° - (v — eu?) i, (Vo) - ) /1

= 2 k{—noAgu’ + V.’ + (0 + P - V) @} - (v —euP)p (2.26)
+62/<< — Z ﬂf&piUf(E —euf); + Z u; B0l (8500 + 0ix00 + 0j100) (v — €U6)Z)M (2.27)
,] 1,7,k 0
+e2k (2?(@5 (v — eu) /i, (Vau®) - 20) — (V2uP) : (I — P)(v — guﬁ)m> N (2.28)
+ 62/€Z &f@miuf(l -P) ((y —euf)i(v —euf)j(v — 6u5)k\/ﬁ) N (2.29)
4,7,k

+&%k <—(quﬁ) t(v—eu?) - Vo Ayp) + P (v —eul) - Vop + 3P - (9, + 4P - V) (v — auﬁ)u)>
(2.30)

- E29) + @) + @30,

Here, we have used Lemma [I2] and that (2.26]) and ([2.27]) can be gathered to form
MHGZZZD—s 26((0 +u” - V)@ + @ Vo — oA’ + V,5) - (v — eu)u = 0.

Note that —— (([ZQE) + [ZZ9)) € N2, that is, it is non-hydrodynamic so small in our scales,

and (2.30) is small in fact, it is of order £3k.
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2.2.5. Small, non-necessarily non-hydrodynamic remainders. The remaining terms are small
in our scales: the following gathers all remaining terms.

e uR = 20) + @30) + (9, + v’ - Vi) (p° )
+ (0 + - Vo) (=(Vou) s Ay + 5 )
— P (L(Vu?) - )i — E3kpP (L(Vu) - )/
— ERD((V,ul) - A, (VP - ) /1.

One can easily observe the following:

(2.31)

Proposition 8. Suppose that (2.3) holds. Ry consists of a linear combination of the terms
in the following tensor product:

1

8

P 8 VH
! Vuf i 192
el P |eD|g e | @B | ton |,
ek Uﬁ :EB LA

i’ @ uP p T(2A, )
’LLB

where D is either 0, or 0, which is applied to p®,u?,V,u?,p%, and PB=2 is a polynomial of
degree < 2 of its arguments. In particular, for o € (0, %) and s < 2, we have the following
pointwise estimate:

"R, | S V(B)e v, (2.32)

2.2.6. Small non-hydrodynamic remainders. ([2.23)), [228)), (2.29) are non-hydrodynamic re-
mainders. We group them to obtain the following proposition:

Proposition 9. Suppose that [23) holds. Let Ry be defined by
ery/pRe = (223) + 2.28) + 2.29). (2.33)

Then Ry consists of a linear combination of the terms in the following tensor product:

Vi LA
1 ﬂﬁ%ﬂﬁ I((v —eu?)/a, (v — eu?) /)
( > Bov.ub|® I((v —eu?) /B, 2A)
' §2u§u (I_P)(Q—Euﬁggl
’ I-P)(v—cu”)® /n.

In particular, Ry € N+, and for o € (0,%) and s < 2, we have the following pointwise

estimate:

€

(I = P)*Ry| < V(B)e v,

(2.34)
IPO*Ry| < eV (B)eelv—ev’?,

Proof. It suffices to show ([2.34]): we see that if all 9% are applied to macroscopic quantities
Vi, -+, V2uP, then the resulting term is still non-hydrodynamic. In that case, the first
inequality of (234)) applies. On the other hand, if some of 9 are applied to microscopic
quantities g = L2, --- , (I - P)(v — €u5)®3 /i, we note that
' g=0"01-P)g=1-P)d g+ [P,0]g.
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The first term belongs to A'*, and the second term belongs to A/ and is bounded by £(1 +
D osn<s Has”uHLoo)H85,_1g||LgoL%e_9‘”_E“6‘2. In both cases, [2.34)) is valid. O

Also, we can collect terms in (Z2I]) except for p and fr by Rs:
Proposition 10. Suppose that (23) holds. Let Rg be defined by
ern/iRz = 2ekil” - (v — euP)pu + 2P — 2Kk (Vul?) A/ + 2k (2.35)
Then for o € (0, %) and s < 2, we have the following pointwise estimate:
0°R3| S V(B)eelv—=w (2.36)
2.3. Remainder equation and its derivatives. We have simplified (2.I7)-(221]) so far.
Finally, by dividing (ZI7)-@2ZI) by £*,/k, we obtain
v O+ 2 Vo) 1
atfR+:'vmfR+fR<( SRR )\/_>+2—Lf3
€ v E°R (2.37)
1 1 K
= _F(va fR) + _F(m& fR) — &Ry — _%27
ER € €

where Ry, Ro, and R3 are defined by (231)), [233), and (235]) respectively.
Also, we have the equation for 9% f, for s < 2: by Lemma [I3]

(O + % V)i
\/ﬁ

s’ 1 s—s’
== 0" frg ) (0" 0u)pip) + Ry
s'<s i, (238)

1 1 1
+ ==[0% Ll fr + —0°T(fr, fr) + =0°T'(Rs, fr)
ER ER g

— Oy — S(I —P)OR, — §P85%2,

1
00 fr+ 2 - V0% fr + 0° fr ( > + L fr
g E°KR

where [Rs| S eV (B)r(v) Yy, [0° f|-

2.4. Scaled L°°-estimate. In this section, we prove a pointwise estimate (with a weight
([243)) of an LP solution of the linear Boltzmann equation with a force term. We consider
the following transport equation with (2.40]) term:

(9 +20- V) Vi
\/ﬁ

Also, we have an issue of momentum stream: the remainder equations (2.37)) in our case
contains the term

fr=Hin [0,T] x T? x R?. (2.39)

1
[0+ v Vo f+ —Lf -
E°KR

(0 + cv- Va) VB
\/ﬁ

which cannot be controlled by fgr for large v: this term precisely comes from that we expand
around local Maxwellian, not global one. In [35], a weight function of the form

w(z,v) = exp(V|v|* — Z(z) - v), (2.41)
22
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where Z(x) is a suitable vector field, was introduced to bound (2Z40) term in the expansion
around the local Maxwellian:

w(O+ 2009, fu= (04 20092 ) (i) + L@ VaZ@) Dufn a2)

and if Z(x) is chosen so that v-V,Z(z)-v > 0 for any v (Z(z) = z(z)z for a suitably chosen
function z(z) works), one may control the most problematic term in (Z40): (V,u? : v®@v)wfxg.

Inspired by this, we introduce a suitable weight function, which is appropriate for periodic
domain. Unlike the whole Euclidean space, existence of such Z(z) in T? is less obvious: in
fact, if Z = (Z1,Z2) is smooth, then since le N Z1(x1,x2)dxry = 0, 01 Z; will have a mixed
sign along the circle T' x {z5} for each x5 € T!, unless being 0 over whole circle. Thus,
V.Z + (V. Z)T is neither positive definite nor negative definite over whole domain T?.

To overcome this difficulty, we introduce a weight function which cancels the most prob-
lematic term of (2.40]) instead of controlling it: we introduce

1
w(t, z,v) := exp <z9|v|2 - §6uﬁ(t,:p) 'Q) , (2.43)

where 9 € (0, %), under the assumption
eluf (t,z)| = o(1). (2.44)
In our scale regime (2.3)), (2.44]) holds.

Proposition 11. For an arbitrary T > 0, suppose f(t,z,v) is a distribution solution to

239). Also, suppose that (IZ{I) holds.
Then, for w = el =3=w’ ()0 yyip 9 € (0,1) in @43),

ek sup |[lwf(t)| poe(r2xm3)
te[0,T
< 3 9 i (2.45)
~ EﬁwaOHLoo(szW)—i‘ sup |’f(S)HL2(']1'2><R3)+E K~ sup HV wH || g (T2 xR3)-
e[0T te[0,T]

The proof is based on the Duhamel formula (2.56]) along the trajectory with scaled variables,
and the LP-L* interpolation argument based on the change of variable.
Let, with w of (2.43]),

h=wf. (2.46)
From (2.39]), we can write the evolution equation of h:
1 1 1
[0 + ph Valh = w[d + e Valf + [0 + ph Va]w
1 0 Va ~ 1 1
:—z—wa—i-[t+ EL ]\/ﬁh—FwH—Fh[&f——y-VI]—suB-y
N/ € 2
= wa +wH (2.47)

25
1 5 1 5
(v — euf [at—i—gy-vx](—au )——[8t+gy~vx]€u ‘v
1
2k

2 ~
= - wL<h> h<%u5-3tuﬁ+gy'(vxu5)-uﬁ>+wH.

23



Next, we recall that Lf = vf — K f from (27). From the explicit form of v in ([27), we
have a positive constant vg > 0 such that

vo(lv — ev?| + 1) < v(w) < 2up(jv — | +1). (2.48)

In particular, (Z48) and (23] implies that

4 3
v(t,xz,v) :=v(t,x,v) + %uﬁ O’ + %y' (Vou?) - P (2.49)
satisfies
1 . 5
§V()(”U’ +1) <o(t,z,v) < §V0(”U’ +1). (2.50)
With o, we can write the evolution equation for h:
1 1 1 h ~
€ g2k ek w
Let Kyh(v) = [gs ko (v, v4)h(v,)dv, with ke (v, v,) = k(v,v*)f(gi)). Then
w(v)K () = / k(v,0.)-2Y b0, )dvs = Koh(v), (2.52)
w R3 w(vy)

We will need the following estimate for k,,:

Lemma 17 (Lemma 2 of[35]; also [23]). Suppose that (2.44) holds. For w = vl —geu’v
with ¥ € (0, 1), there exists Cy > 0 such that

lv—vs|?

e = = k%(v—u,), (2.53)

1
k ¥ ) S
w(’U,'U )N "U—’U*’

14 [0 — 0. ko (0, v )dvs < < , 9.54
o= Dl ). S s S (254
1 1

/ ——ky(v,v,)dv, S —— < 1. (2.55)
RS [V — Vsl v(v)
Note that k¥ € L'(R?).
We solve (2.51]) along the characteristics:
t ~ Y (7:
h(tjxjfu) _ hO(Y(O7t7x7y)7'U) exp <_/ I/(Ta (7—;;7:1772)71)) dT)
0 E°K
t _ft v(r,Y(7;t,z,v),v)dT
+/ ¢ 5 - / ky(s,Y(s;t,z,0),v,0)h(s,Y (s;t,2,0), v )dv,ds (2.56)
0 E°KR R3

t _ [t Y (ritew) w)dr
+ / e AT (W) (s, (53t 3,0), v)ds.
0
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Proof of Proposition [11l. We again apply (2.50]) to the second term in the right-hand side
of (2.50)):

bt 2,0) = ho(Y(0;,2, 1), 0) exp (— /

Lo Y (it
V(T7 (Tﬂ2 7'1"72)7,0) d7_>
ER

t _ft o(r,Y(7it,z,v),v)dT
+/ e T3 (wH)(s, Y (s;t,2,0),v)ds
0
_ [t MY Gt s

t
e s E4K
- e [ uls Y (st )

s (Y (778, Y (5t 2,0),0,),00) 4

X hO(Y(O;S,Y(S;t,:ﬂ,y),y*),’u*)e_ 0 2k d’U*dS

_ [t o(r,Y (75t,z,v),v)dT

t
e s E4K
- e [ uls Y (st )

S _fs D(‘r’,Y(T/;S,Y(s;t,z,y),g*),'U*)dT/
x/ e - 2. (wH)(1,Y (158, Y (s;t,2,0),v,), vs )dTdv.ds
0
t o(7r,Y (73t,2,0),v)dT

t e_ I-S E°R
+/ 2 / kw(s,Y(s;t,x,y),v,v*)
0 E°R R3
(' s s;t,x,v),v Vs 7!
s I P Y (158, (sityw,0) w,) 0a)d

E°KR

X /(; EZH \/RS kw(T,Y(T;S,Y(S;t,x,y),y*),’l)*,’l)**)

X h(T,Y(7;8,Y(s;t,2,0),0,), Vs )dvssdrTdv,ds
=L +L+ I3+ 1+ Ik.

First, we control I := I; + I3, contribution from initial data. We easily notice from (2.50]),

(254) that
_ vl + 1)t

1] < [lhollpee(roxraye” 2%+ < |[hollpeo (12 xR3),
el (=)

t
e 2e4kK _yo(lvx|+1)s
1< [ | Ko o)™ B ol oy v S ol

In the second inequality, the dependence of k,, on t,x variable is omitted as the bound is
uniform on them.

Next, we control Iy := I + I4, the contribution from source H. Again from (2.50), ([2.54)
we have

b vl =s) o 1 1
2] < € 22 JwH (v)|ds S e[y wH || oo (jo,7)xT2 xR3)

_vo(pl+1)(t—5)
te 225 5 vp(usl+D)(s—7)
\Lﬂg/ T/ kw(v,v*)/ e 225 |wH (vs)|d7Tdv,ds
0 R3 0
S EQHHV_le”LOO([O,T]xT2xR3)~

Finally, we control Ix. The idea is the following: we decompose the time interval [0, s] into
[0, s—€e2ko(1)] and [s —e2ko(1), s]: the first integral is controlled using the change of variables
v, = Y(1;5,Y(s;t,z,v),v,) and thus we can rewrite the integral of h with respect to v, Vi
variables into the space-time integral of f: for that reason we plugged (2.56]) into itself. Also,
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the splitting of the time gives control of the Jacobian factor obtained from change of variables.
On the other hand, the second term is controlled by the fact that it is a short time integral:
this gives smallness and thus we can bound the integral with o(1)||h[ e (j0,71x T2 xR3)-

For this purpose, we introduce a small positive number 1 > 0, which is to be determined.
Using (Z50), (Z54]), we have the following:

t _vo(lvl+1)(t=s) s _vo(lvx]+1)(s—7)

‘[K‘ S (& 2e2k e 2e2k

e2k 0 e2k

x/ / k(v — 0,)KY (0, — v |R(T, Y (758, Y (558, 2,0), 0, ), Uss )| dvsrdv,drds
R3 JR3

_vo(lvl+D)(t=s) _vo(lvx]|+D)(s—7)
t (& 225 S_Ez’in e 2e2k
N 0 52:‘1 0 82:‘1

x/ / k? (v — 0,)K? (0, — v |R(T, Y (758, Y (558, 2,0), 0, ), Uss )| dvsrdv,drds
R3 JR3

. _vollel+1 (=) _ volvsl+1)(s—7)
+/ - - ’ € 225
0 e2k s—e2nn e2k
X / / K (v — v,)KY (0, — v |R(T, Y (75 8, Y (551, 2,0), 0, ), Uss )| dvsrdv,dTds
R3 JR3
=: 1571 + 15’2.

We first bound I5 2. From the integrability of k? we have

¢ —rolel+Dit=s) 9
e 27 ETRN 11,912
I52 S/O 2x ds 2x [k HLl(]R3)Hh”LO"([O,T]XT2XR3) S 77”hHL°°([O,T}><T2><R3)-

Next, to treat I5i, we introduce the following decomposition of k?(v — v,): for a given
N >0,

k(v — v,) = k% (v, v,) + kK%(v, v,), where
k”];,(v,v*) = kﬁ(v - U*)IBN(O)\B%(O)('U — )1, (0)(vs), and

k% (v,v.) = kP (v — v.) — K% (v, vs).
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With this decomposition, we can split 51 by

_ v+ 1)(s—7)

_ v+ D)(t—s) 2
¢ e 2e2k STETRN e 2e2k
Iy= | ———— —
0 E°K 0 E°R

x/ / K% (0, 02K (Vg5 Vi) |(T, Y (758, Y (538, 2,0), 0,), Vs )| d0spdvydrds
R3 JR3

_ro(v[+D(t—s) 2 _ ro(vxl+1)(s—7)
¢ e 2e2k STETRN (& 2e4K
_|_ - .
0 2k 0 2K

x/ / K% (0, 02 ) K% (04, 40) |P(T, Y (758, Y (558, ,0), 0,), Vg ) | d0ss dvydTds
R3 JR3

_vo(wl+D(t=s) _ vo(uxl+1)(s—7)

¢ [ 2e2k S—EQK’O (& 2e2k
+ T2, T 22,
0 E°K 0 E°K
X /RS /RS K% (0, U)K (Vs, Vax ) |R(T, Y (758, Y (558, 2, ), 0,), Vs ) | d0ss dvsdTds

_ro(vl+D)(t—s) 2 _ ro(uxl+1)(s—7)
¢ e 2e2k STETRN (& 2e2k
_|_ — .
0 2k 0 2K

X / / K% (0, 03 ) K% (s, Vs ) |R(T, Y (758, Y (558, 2, 0), 0,), Vs ) | dvsndv,drds
R3 JR3
= IV + IF + 1Y + IR
Since [ k% (v, vi)dv, 1 \|k’9||L1(R3) as N — oo and thus Ay = [os k% (v,v,.)dv, — 0 as
N — oo by Monotone convergence theorem, we have

I < ANIK? || ey 1A oo (0,77 %2 xR#
IRV < ANIKY|| L1 syl Bl oo (0,77 xT2 B3
I < AR IR poo (0,77 xT2 xR -

Finally, we estimate I, éle . First, we recall that k%, (v, v.) is supported on { £ < |[v—v.| < N}
and therefore is bounded by some constant C'n. Thus, we have

kR (v,v:) < Cn1py (o) (va),
KR (Ve V) < N1y (0) (Ve

Next, we expand |h(7,Y (7;5,Y (s;t,2,0),0,), V)| in the support of k3 (v, v )k (v, Vax ),

|il, |vex| < N. Note that this implies |v,| < N and |(v«)3] < N, where v, = (v,, (vs)3).
Together with (2.44]), we have

|h(T, Y (158, Y (s;t,2,0),0,),0e)| = |wf(T,Y (758, Y (s;t,2,0),0,), V)|
< 619|’U**|2+%E||uﬂ||LOO([O,T]><’]1‘2)‘Uﬁ‘|f(7-,Y(T; s, Y(sit,2,0),0,), vss)|
S ONIF(T Y (758, Y (531, 3,0), 0,), V).

Also, we rewrite Y (7;5,Y (s;t,2,v),v,): we have

t—s S—T
/l)_

v, /7% € T2

Y(1;8,Y(s;t,z,v),v,) = —
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Finally, we remark that since 7 € [0,s — e?sn], we have =T > exn. Combining these

altogether, for 7 € [0, s — e2kn)], we have

/ / kq]{[(v,'U*)kq]{[(’l)*,’l)**)’h(ij(T;37Y(S;t7x7y)7y*)’U**)’dv**dv*
R3 JR3

t—s S—T
SN / / / ’f ( ’ v— Q*/ZQ,U**)]dU**dU*
[(v:)3l<N o, |[<N Jvsi| <N £ c

1
SN / /
v, <N JR3

t—s S—T
fR(Tv - v — - Q*/Z27U**)

2 3
dv**dv*> ,

where we have used that the integrand is independent of (v.)3 and || 14y, |« N} x{jo.s| <N} L2(R2XR3) SN
1.

Next, we apply the change of variables v, =y =z — t_—sv — v, € R?. This map is one-
2

to-one, and maps v, € By(0) onto y € Bs-— TN(:E - t—v) with dy = (8 T) dv,. Therefore,
we have
s—T 2 :
/ / 2 Q*/Z27’U**) d’U**d’U*
v, |[<N JR3

1

2
2 9
-/ w22 o) ( c ) do,.dy
YEBs—r \ (z—17%0) JR3 s —1T

1 (2.57)
2

= Z / / |fR(7—7y - ]{T,U**)|2 <—E > d’U**dy

keZ2 ye([_%,%:ﬁ‘l’k)nB%N(m_t;sy) R3 S —T

2 3
3

= Z / 1 1 ( t—s )/]R?) |fR(7—7 Z,U**)|2 <S_T> dv**dz s

reze/ze[-4.3]" B, sor (= te-

where z = y — k in each integral. Next, we count the number of k£ € 72 such that [—% %
Bir y(x — t_Tsy — k) # 0. There are two cases: if N < 1, there are O(1) such k € Z°.

It

If
N==% > 1, there are O <(NS_TT)2> such k € Z2. Therefore, we have
1
e\ 2 2
E5D) < (max << ) ,N2> L [ Vgt Z,v**)l2dv**dz>
S—T T2 JR3
< 1
SN aTSel[lp I fr(T )HLZ(T2xR3)-
Choosing N large enough and 7 small enough so that we can bury I5 o, I5 i ,Ié%{v, and Ifff%
gives
18]l 2o (o, xm2 ) S holl oo (r2xrey + €26y wH || oo (0,71 xT2 xRS
2l fl
oo 14 RILS([0,T];L2(T2 X R?))»
which is the desired conclusion. ([l
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2.5. Remainder Estimate. To admit far-from-equilibrium initial data, we need to keep the
characteristic size of remainder as large as possible. A heuristic calculation suggests that the
size o(er) for the remainder is the threshold: if the remainder becomes of the size O(ek),
we lose the control for nonlinearity of the remainder equation. Thus, we aim to keep our
characteristic size of remainder to be slightly smaller than ek.

There is only a very slight room for this: the only possible gain is the coercivity of the
linearized Boltzmann operator L. However, many conventional techniques (averaging lemma,
L*°-estimates) do not rely on it; up to the authors’ knowledge the coercivity of L is exploited
only in L? estimates. If we rely on other techniques in too early stage, we enormously lose
the scale and fail to achieve the goal.

As a consequence, we need to push the L2 estimates as far as possible. The important
observation made in [29] is that even for nonlinear term, we have control by L?-in-v integral
of remainders, since nonlinear term is also expressed in terms of an integral with nicely
decaying kernel: what lacks is L? integrability in «. This observation naturally leads us to
pursue L2-estimate for derivatives of remainder and then rely on interpolation - H2, but L2
estimate.

It turns out that this idea gives a sharper scaling than many conventional techniques: the
commutator [0°, L] between spatial derivatives and L forces us to lose y/k scale for each
derivative, but we do not lose scale in nonlinearity for 2-dimensional domain. Thus, by
setting initial data decaying to 0 in arbitrary slow rate as ¢ — 0, we can keep L2L? norms of
remainder and its derivatives small, provided that the source terms are also small, which is
the main point of the next idea.

Furthermore, we note that H2L? suits very well with our goal to see convergence in a
stronger topology: as we can control up to second derivatives of remainder small, we can keep
our Boltzmann solution close to the local Maxwellian M, .5 ;. Its zeroth and first derivatives
may converge - they correspond to the velocity and vorticity. Its second derivatives may blow
in general, which represents the formation of singular object, e.g. interfaces.

Now we are ready to prove compactness of fr in a suitable topology, thereby proving
convergence. For a fixed T > 0 and ¢t € (0,7), we use the following scaled energy and its
dissipation:

E(t) = sup [[x7F20°fr(t)][72 2,
s<2 t'€(0t) 5 5
- -1, -34s 1 s 2 (2.58)
D(t) = [l w2202 (L= PO fallZz 0050212
s<2
We also need the following auxilliary norm:
F(t) :=e sup ||fr(t")]lLoo(r2xrs)- (2.59)

t'€(0,t)
Also, we will frequently use the following basic inequality:
. ¢
> 67200 frlT2 02 1) :/ ESret).
5<2 0
The main theorem of this section is the following.
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Theorem 12. Let T > 0. Suppose that 65 = d5(¢), s = 0,1,2 satisfy the following:

lim do(e)? <||Vﬂcu6||%°°((0,T)><T2) + 2) exp (200 <||Vmuﬁ||%oo((o,:r)x1r2) + 2) T) =0, (2.60)
bs(e) < (e w2 s =1,2. (2.61)
Suppose that fr(0) satisfies
VE(0), F(0) < do(e), lwsO® frollpoo(r2xms)y < s(€), s = 1,2.
Then Z3T) with initial data fr(0), and @5 (0) =0 has a solution fr(t), t € (0,T) such that
E(t)+D(t)
< (8 + k) (1 +T)C(Co)
% (2C0 (IV 3 e 0,7y +2) ex0 (2C0 (IVat e o rym) +2) T) ) -
and lim. 0 supye (o 1) (E(t) + F (1)) =

2.5.1. Energy estimate. By taking L? norm for (237), [2.38) for s < 2 and integrating over
time, we have

Et)+D(t) SE(0)
2

+ | Vauf | Lo, > / fj v2dvdzdt’ (2.62)
5<2 )x T2 xR3 /*i 2

+Y KT V(B / 0 ff alf’f Vdvdzdt’ + eV(8)(E(t) + D(t))  (2.63)
o (0,5)xT2xR3 | 12 | |k 72

- / e 2723 [0°, L] fr lf}fdvd dt’ (2.64)
5<2 (0,t)x T2 xR3

+y / e TS0 (fr fR) f < dvdz dt’ (2.65)
s<2 (0,t)x T2 xR3

+ / e kTR0 T (MR, f@%dvdxdt’ (2.66)
s<2 )X T2 xR3 K™ 2

0°fr

/ﬁl

- / W (00 + S PR+ 00 ) S R dudadd. (267)
(0,t)xT2 xR3 € €

s<2

Step 1. Control of ([267). From (2.32) and (2.34)), we have
B0 < 3 (ex HEVIOVERD) + s2VE)VD) + sV (OVED) < wt (VED + VD)),

s<2
(2.68)
by [2.3).
Step 2. Control of (2.66). We note that

OT(Rs, fr)= > 91T(07NR3,0% ).
Ss1+s2+s3=s
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There are two cases. First, if s; = 0, then

3 / L LD (929, 0% fr)
(0,t)xT2 xR3

So+83=s8

iﬁmmw
K2

S D R VB)IO frll oz VD) S k2 V(B)VED VD).

s3<s

If s;1 > 1, then by Lemma [5l we have

Z /(Ot) T2 «R3 E_IH_1+%381F(as2m3vassz)
) xT2 x

Ss1+s2+s3=s

_14s " 1 s
S V(BT (||8 *frllL2(0,0);r222) + lv2 (I —P)o 3fRHL2((o,T);Lng))

X (\/w) + E/i%\/D(t)> < KEV(B)(E(t) + 2D(2)),

since s3 < s. In conclusion, we have

Z66) S ~2V(B)(E(t) + D(1)). (2.69)

Step 3. Control of ([264]). For s =0, [0°,L] = 0. When s = 1, [0°, L] fr consists of type 1
and type 2 of terms in Lemma[6l When s = 2, there are exactly one term in [0°, L] fr which
is of type 3 in Lemma Bt §L[P,9]fr. For a given s < 2 and type 1 term in Lemma [0 we
have an upper bound

(190 ez + 3V(3) VDO (] [ €+t VD@ | < IVl +1) [ E+o1Dl0)

(2.70)
where the first ||qu6\|L;;°x term corresponds to gs1 L(I — P)0%2 fp and the second K%V(ﬁ)
term corresponds to g2 L(I — P) fr. For example, for s = 2 with yL(I — P)Jfr term, we have

O fr

K173

dvdzdt’

1
!A;) N R35—2H—18L(1—ap)afRa2fRdvdxdt’5 IVou?|| e lle™ 57 w2 (T = P)OSR 2 (0,0502.2)
,0) X T X

1o 11
X <||32fRHL2((o,t);Lng)+€’f2\|€ ' 27/2(1—P)52fR||L2((o,t);Lng)>

which is bounded by the right-hand side of (2.70).
For a given s < 2 and type 2 term in Lemma [6] we have a similar upper bound

_1 _3.s
ZE "2 %20 [P, O] - Ofrllr2(op)r2r2) VD),

where summation is over possible combinations of 0--- [P, d] - - 9, consisting of s — 1 d and
one [P,0]. We note that

[0 [P,0] - OfrllL2((0,0);22 L2)

Se (HVmuﬁHLgf;||38_1fR||L2((o,t);Lng) +V(B) D HaS/fRHL?((O,t);LiLg)) :

s'<s—1
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where the former term corresponds to the case that all s — 1 derivatives 0 are applied to fg,
and the latter corresponds to the others. Thus, again, we have a bound

(1920122, + K3V (8) ,/ "6 /D < (Vs W3 +1) /°54-o

Finally, for a type 3 term in Lemma [6] (which immediately implies s = 2), we have

t t
I V[ sttt [
L2((0);L3L3) ¥ /O ©J0
To summarize, we have

@ < (V' +1) [ € +0)D0). (2.71)

K
Step 4. Control of [2:62]), [2:63)). We use the following standard estimate: let 0 < 9 <
% < g < %, and let

”quﬁ ”2L§°x

w; = ePilPaen’e 5012, (2.72)
For s < 2, we have
O frl? P fr|? I-P)o fr|
/ 1{? V2 dudzdt’ < ‘ 1_'};R ‘ yl(l#
0)xT2xR3 [ K™ 2 Re2 L2((0,0);:L2L3) ko2 L2((0,4);L2 L3)

¢ I—P)o* frl?

5 5+‘1 v—eub nfo()Vlis
/0 fomeut>Evomeiy R L2((0,);L3 L7)
(I-P)&* fr |

+“1 v—eub k)—o(1) Vlf

{lv—eul|<(ey/m) oM} i (02

: /0 € L qpucutievm oy 05 zaq0aiza ) 050" FIEe 0.0 (o
t 1
1—o(1 T o me(1) S
5/0 &+ (evr) WD) + e @ flw,d FII oo ((0,0); 100 (723 -

Similar calculation for (2.63)) gives the following bound:

t _ 1
2.62) + R.63) < (1+|!VxUBHLt°j;)/O E+o()D(t)+e @D wsd® fII7 oo (0,015 (12 xR
s<2
(2.73)
Step 5. Control of (268). Finally, we control the nonlinear contribution (Z63): here we
use anisotropic interpolation result (Lemma[8)) and Lemmal[fl First, from Lemma[@and (23],
we remark that

T L

K L2<<o,t>;L3L2>

va(I— )ﬁ

NG pa-p)l

RllL2((0,6);Le0L2)

L2((0,t);L3 L3)

D(t) + /Oté’
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Next, we estimate the following integrals: first, we estimate

/(Ot) T2 xR3 E/£2 (fR’fR)fRdvd:Edt’
;U)X

5<f_z~z /7

1
v2(I—P

<\/ﬁ N s\f\/—)

—1
, >\/E | frllzeer2 vV D()
Ltucv

1 t
0l s, < ([ €+ 20) VEW.
0

Le°L2,
In a similar fashion, we see
1
/ F D0 i ) R vzt
(0,t)xT2xR3 €K™ 2

+ Hu%a —P)O* frll

txv

) frllcze ez

1
+ (IfRlz ez + 173 (U= P)frll g rors ) 10° Frllpe s, |

< /D(t) (\/ﬁ+€f\/—) \/—HfR”me
—I—\/—( ||fR||L2L°°L2+5% (\/%—I—\/ﬁ))] </€—|—D ) VE(t),s <2,

/ ir(a fr,0fr)0? frdvdzdt’
(0,)

xT2xR3 ER

txv

S VDM [(19° sl

S VD= (10fallzss0z + 103 (A~ P)alszuges) Winlizsses < ([ €+00) VED

Here we have used Lemma [H to first bound terms with L2 norms with mixed L norms and
then Lemma[§ to turn back to L2 norm. In a similar manner, we have, for s < 2, s1 + 8o = s,
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and s1 > 1,

/ %881 F(852 IR, fR)al%dvdxdt'
( K2

0,t)xT2xR3 EK™™ 2

t 1 1
S 107 || ge, E—== [0%frllz,, +v2(X=P)3*frlr2 ) I frllLgr2
s 0 K P tzv tzv tx

1
+ (Il ca + 103 (U= P)fallzz s ) 10% falzers,

S KV/;“% D(t)) o
+ (M/tg—i-sé (x/D(t)—i—\//tS)) E(t)]
0 0

S U9z + VEWVRIVED ([ €+00)) < VED (19 )zz [ € +200)

where the first factor |V u?|| Lo comes from the case s; = 1 and the second factor V(8)y/k
comes from the case case sy = 2,59 = 0. Also we have used (Z3]) to bury the contribution of
||Vmu5||L§oz in D(t).

Therefore, we have

uﬁ oo t .
@) S (197 + 1) [ €+0)) VETD (2.74)
Summing up (Z68)), Z69), 71), 73), 274), we have

E(t) +D(t) S EO) + (IVor’[F +1+ VED)) /Ot £+ r+VEM)D()
(2.75)

1
+e (vme® Z ||w385f||%oo((o,t);mo(1r2xRS))'
s<2

2.5.2. L control. From Proposition [[1] and (237 we obtain the following:

lwo frllLoo ((0,6);00 (T2 xR3))
1
S lwofrollzee (r2xrs) + ZVE() + llwo FRIIE < ((0,4); 1% (12 xR3)) (2.76)

+erV (B)llwo frll Lo (0,6, L (12 xr3)) + €KV (B) + x>V (B)
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Here we have used Lemma [I7] to bound the right-hand side of (237)). Proceeding similar
argument to ([2.38)), for 1 < s < 2, we obtain

S S 1
|wsO® fRl oo ((0,0);00 (T2 xR3)) S |wsO® fRroll oo (12 xR3) + 6/{%5@)

+ €l|wsO® fRI Lo ((0,6); 200 (T2 xR3)) 1w0 FR| Lo ((0,8); 200 (T2 x R3))
+ exV (B)|ws0” fRll Loo ((0,6); 100 (T2 xR3))

+eV(B) D lwed® frll oo ((0.0):15 (12 xR))

§'<s

+eV(B) > [ws,0°* FRIl Loo ((0,6); 200 (T2 x®3)) W52 0% FRI Lo ((0,0); Lo (T2 xR3))

81+82<s,51,52<8

+ 3,V (B) + 2V (B)

Here we have used a pointwise bound wg > v?w; > v*wsy for the third line. Therefore, we
have

F(t) S F0) + 2 +E(t) + F(t)?,

w10 FR| Lo (0015 (T2 xr2)) S w10 fRo|l Lo (2 03y + F (1) [[w10" FRl 120 (0,0);150 (T2 xR2))
1 F(t)\?
— t |4 1
+€\/Ev5()+€ (5)<+ >

g
w20 fRI| Loo ((00):150 (12 xR3)) S w20 fRoll Lo (12 x3) + F ()| w2d? FR 10 (0,0): 100 (12 xR%)

1 F(t 2
+t oV E(t) +eV(B) <1 + % + lealfR”Loo((O,t);Loo(T?><]R3))>

(2.77)

In particular, giving explicit constants for (2.75]) and (2.77]), we obtain

E(t)+D(t) < Cy <5(0) + <|]quﬁuioo((oj)wz) +1+ \/S(t)) /0 E+r+VER)D()

S
e (evme) Z wsasf%oo((o,t);LOO(szR3))’) ,

s<2
F(t) < Co <}'(0) +e2 + VE(t) + f(t)2) ,
[ws0° Rl oo ((0,;L5 (12 x&3)) < Co([ws0° froll Lo (12 xs) + F (1) [[ws0° FRI| oo ((0,0: Lo (12 x?))
+ e k2 VE[) + EV(,@)(l + E_lf(t) + Z Hws/85/f3|]Loo((07t);Loo(T2 XRS)))2)

1<s'<s

for some constant Cgy > 1.

2.6. Proof of Theorem For given any arbitrary positive time 7" > 0, choose T} € [0, 7]
such that

1 1
T, = sup {t >0: /&) < e T < m} (2.78)
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Then for ¢ € [0, 7],

t
£(1) + D) < 2C0£(0) + 2C0 (V50 e o 172+ 2) /0 £ +2Cox

1
- ) § 2
+ 2CO€ (eV/k) M ”wsasfHLoo((O’t);Loo(TQXR3))7
s<2

]:(t) < ZC(]]:(O) + 2C0€2 + 2Cq v/ g(t),
and for 1 < s <2,
[ws0° fRI| oo ((0,; Lo (12 x&3)) < 2C0 ([[ws0° fRoll Lo (12 xm3) + etk

+eV(B)(1+e 2+ Y ||ws’85,fRHL°°((0,t);L°°(’]1‘2XRS)))z)a

1<s’<s
w10 fR| oo (0,01 (T2 xr3)) < 2C0l[w10" fRoll Lo (T2 xR3) + 4Coe~ k2,
w20 FRI| oo ((0.4): L (T2 xR3)) < 2C0l|w20” Froll Lo (12 xR2)
+ C(Co) (Iw10" froll g2 xpsy + €57V (B))
Since 1/£(0), F(0) < &y = do(), and |wsO° froll Loo (T2 <R3y < 0s = ds(e) satisfying (2.61])

for s = 1,2, we have
staszHL‘X’((O,t);Loo(']VxRS)) < O(CO)(€_1/{_1/2)S,

t
E(1) + (1) < C(CO)(5 + 1) +2C0 (It B oryr) +2) /0 £

I S
since e (<v®°" factor decays faster than any algebraic blowups. By Gronwall’s lemma, we
have

E(t)+D(t) < C(Co)(03 +r)(1+T)
% (2C0 (IVat? 13 o, 7ym2) +2) exp (2C0 (IVat® e 01772y +2) T) ) -
Since &y satisfies ([Z.60), we see that for sufficiently small e, \/E(T%), F(T.) satisfies (ZT5).
Therefore, T, = T and we proved the claim.
3. VORTICITY CONVERGENCE OF THE APPROXIMATE SOLUTIONS OF EULER

3.1. Stability of regular Lagrangian flow when the vorticity is unbounded. To study
the stability of the regular Lagrangian flow when the vorticities do not belong to L*°, we adopt
the functional used in [2] 15, §]: for (v, X%) solving (LJ),

Als;t) = AP1B2 (s 1) = /Tz log (1 L Xt S XP (5, 2) )da, (3.1)
where we again abused the notation
| X% (s;t,2) — XP2(s;t, )| = distpe (X5 (55, 2), XP2(s5 1, 1)), (3.2)
that is, the geodesic distance between X1 (s;¢,z) and X?2(s;t,2). We note that
A(t;t) =0 (3.3)
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due to the last condition in both (0.I4]) and (L.8]). From (0.14]) and (L8]), a direct computation
yields that

» X ()~ X2()
|A(s;t)] < /11‘2 A+ [XPi(s) — XP2(s)]
u (s, X52(s)|

|u51(s,X61(3)) _

S/H‘Q A+ | XPB1(s) — XPB2(s)| dz
uf (s, X7 (5)) — uPr (s, XP2(s)]

= /Tz NN CIOES C10 (3.4)
[ (s, XP2(5)) — w2 (s, XP2(s)|

+/11“2 A+ | XP1(s) — XB2(s)] dz. (3.5)

Proposition 13 ([I5, 8]). Let (u”,w?) satisfies (LO), (LD), (TT), and X% be the regular
Lagrangian flow of (L8) fori=1,2. Suppose ||u’* — u62HL1((07T);L1(T2)) < 1. Then
I XP(s3t, ) — X7 (s5t, )| 2 gpey
1+ || Vu? . 3.6
N l ELI((O’T)’LP(TQ)) for p>1. (3.6)
| log ||uPt — uP2|| 11 ¢0,7):1 (12))
For p=1, for every § > 0 there exists Cs > 0 such that for every v >0
L({x € T?: | XP (sit, ) — X (s;8,2)] > 7))

e |luf — ub2

1 (0,7);21 (12)) (3.7)
1o 5 +e

0

holds.

For the convenience of the reader we provide a sketch of the argument. The argument
follows the line of [15] for p > 1, and that of [§] for p = 1.

Proof. For ([3.3]), using (0.I6]), we have

@3 < 2 [ |uhi(s, X% (s:t,2)) — u® (s, X (s:t,2)|da
A Jr (3.8)
¢ B1 B
< XHU (s,°) —u” (s, )| L1 r2)

with common compressibility bound € = 1. In the rest of the proof, we estimate ([3.4]).
Step 1. The case of p > 1. Recall that the maximal function of u is given by

1
Mu:z::su][ u(y)|dy = su 7/ u(y)|dy. 3.9
(z) = sup Bg(x)| (y)ldy U B () BE(@' (y)ldy (3.9)
We have the following (e.g. [34], Section 2):
u(e) = u(y)| S |z — y{(MVu)(2) + (MVu)(y)} ae z,yeT? (3.10)
[Mwl|ger2) S llwlle(r)  for pe (1,00]. (3.11)

Now we bound (3.4]) for p > 1, using [B.I0) and B.I1)), as
) < | (905 (5, X5 (s5t,0)) + M0 (5, X5 (s51,0)) o
T2

SIVUP o2y for p e (1,00].
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Using the above [.12), (3.8), together with (B3], we derive that
A(s;t) S IVU | L oryLe(12))

Los s (3.13)
+ XHU — U ||L1((0,T);L1(T2)) for all (s,t) € [0,t] x [0,T].
On the other hand, for any (s,t) € [0,¢] x [0, 7]
(X (st x) — X% (s3t, ) g
1561 (sst,0)— X B2 (s5t,2)| > 108 <1 + 3 > > log <1 + X)' (3.14)

Then (3I4) with v = v/), together with the definition (B.I), implies that

= Tos f|( t) (3.15)

Therefore, by applying (BI3) to (BI5), together with .#?(T?) = 1 and |z — y| < /2 for
z,y € T2, we establish the stability:

L?{z e T?: | X% (sit,0) — XP2(s5t,2)| > VD) <

X5 (s3t, ) — X7 (s5, ) || 11 grey 2/ | X% (s;t, ) — X2 (s3t,2)|dw
T2

v
/IXﬁl(s~t->—X52(s;t,->|<ﬁ |X 51 (s5t,) =X P2 (sit,) | > VA

NG
<VA+ —"—A(s;t)
llog [log V|
SVA+—— {H Pl L orysme 2y + lHuﬁl - UBQHLl((O,T);Ll('JI‘Q))}-
1o \f| A
Choosing
A =™ = u??|| o yn 2y, (3.16)

we have that
X5 (s3t, ) — X7 (s5t, ) || 11 gpey

52”1/2 ||Vu51||L1((0,T);Lp(11‘2)) (3.17)

< Huﬁl - 1 1 2 ’
~ LHOIRLAT)  Tlog [luPr — wf2|| 1oy, (12))

For ||u®t — u52HL1((07T);L1(T2)) < 1, we prove (3.6]).

Step 2. The case of p=1. Note that p =1 fails (8.11]), but |[Mul|p1.00(12) S |lul[1 (12 only
holds instead of (B.11]). Here, we recall the quasi-norm of the Lorentz space LP:

ullacremy = PVIALA (€ T - fu(@)] > ANl a2

3.18

ey = Wl 2.y = SDLPL2 G € T2 fue)] > apy. 1

For p = 1, there exists a map M, defined as in Definition 3.1 of [8] with choice of functions
in Proposition 4.2 of [8] such that (Theorem 3.3 of [§]),

M :w MV(VH(A)'w) >0 is bounded in L?*(T?) — L*(T?) and L'(T?) — L“*°(T?).
(3.19)
Note that if (u,w) satisfying (0.12)) in the sense of distributions then MV (B * w) = MVu.
The argument follows the line of [§], with translation to the periodic domain by Proposition

Bl
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Proposition 14. There exists an operator w — U(w), which will be denoted by MVu, defined
either on LY(T?) or L?(T?), satisfying

U(w)(z) >0,
[UW)l|zroe(r2) S [[wllL1(r2))
1UW)lz2(r2) S llwllz2(r2).-
Also, if w € LY(T?), and u = B * w, then there is a Lebesque measure 0 set N such that
u(z) —u(y)| < |z — y|(U(x) + U(y)), =,y € T2\ N.

Proof. We first identify z € T? with z € [—%, %]2 C R?, denote K (y) := VgG(y)X[_l l]2(y),y S
272
R?, and define
1 y®y— 5yl )
Koly) = — 229 2012 g2,
Also, we regard w and u as a Z>- perlodlc functlon in R%: w(z+m) = w(x), u(z +m) = u(z)
for m € Z%. Now, for z € [—%, %] C R?, fR2 Jw(z — y)dy is well-defined as it is exactly

(V2@ #p2 w)(x — m) for some m € Z? so that z—m € [-1, %]2 Then we see that D(z)
defined by

D(z) :== - K(y)w(z —y) — Ko(y)w(® — Y)XB1go(0) (T — ¥)dy

= [ g,

for x € [ 2,2], and D(z) := 0 for = ¢ [—%, 2] is bounded. First, since B:(0) C Bigo(z) N

[—%, —] and thus (K(y)x[_%a] 2(y) — Koly )XBloo(ZB (y)) is bounded for y € B.(0). For y ¢
B(0), (K(y)x [ 2(y) — (y)XBmo(x (y)) is bounded as well. Finally, (K(y)x[_ ]z(y) —

1
3
KO(Z/)XBmO(x (y)) is supported on Bjgg(z), thus we have

]2(11) — Ko(Y)XBioo(x) (¥))w (T — y)dy

N|=

)

11
272

R IE

[D(z)| S /RQ XBlOO(-’E)(y)|w($ —y)ldy < C’H““’HLl(?l‘?)-

Furthermore, this implies |D| < C/||w|| LYIHX[_5 32 5O in fact D € L' as well. Therefore, we

5
2

N\C

have

2
Vaule) = Do) + Ko sse (xsip)e)o € |35 (3.20)

Next, we closely follow the argument of Proposition 4.2 of [§]. Let h be a smooth, nonneg-
ative function, supported on B 1 (0) with [z, h(y)dy = 1. Also, we denote h,(z) = T,%h (%)
100

for € R? and r > 0. Finally, for ¢ € S' and j = 1,2 we define
: £
T (w) = h(§ — w)wj,

and T2 is similarly defined for r > 0. Now let =,y € T? = [—%, %]2 Then there exists

Yy € [ g, 2] § —y € Z2, such that the projection of line segment of § and z in R? is the
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geodesic connecting z,y in T?. Then we have

u(r) —u(y) = u(r) — u(y)
_ /R P <z @ ;r ﬂ) (u(z) — u(z))dz + /R Pl <Z Lz ; z7> (e) — ().

We focus on the first term: the other gives similar contribution. Following the argument of
Proposition 4.2 of [8], we have

/Rzﬁu—m(z_x—;y)(()—w dZ—|x—y|Z//§sf$yy| )(95)(x — w)dwds.

Note that S‘Tw y‘y| is supported on B L] (ﬁ) and [z—g| < i ,soifw € B L ele—i| (ﬁ),

lw| < 2 and thus z —w € [-3, %] , Wthh implies that (3.20) is satisfied at  — w. (Similar

consideration shows that at § — w (3.:20)) is satisfied.) Therefore,
~ 1
Mo—gl | 2 — r+y (u(z) — u(z))dz S‘” o *Rz D) (z)
R2 v 2 s|lz—g|

1
<ng|cm y‘y\ *R2 (KO *R2 WXBmo)) (x)

<l|lz—1yg ds

+lx—g ds

2
<o =313 (Mo e (P)@) + Mzes egy (Ko *p2 9XB100) (@)
j=1

where

Mizesjees (0)(@) = sup  sup| (T8 upa g) (2) 0 € B2
{gg,j|§eg1} r>0

By Theorem 3.3 of [8], we have
1M edjeesty (Ko xg2 wXBigo )l r2) < Cllwx oo L1 @2) < Cllwllzrr2).
Also, by Young’s inequality, we have
HM{gs,j\gegl}(D)”LLOO(R?) < HM{gs,j|geg1}(D)HL°°(R2) < C|D||peem2y < Cllwl 1 (2)-

Finally, for = € T? identified with [_71, %]2, we define

2
U = > D0 (Mizesjecsy (D)(@) + Mpgesjeesy (Ko *p2 €XB100) (@) )

ic[-3,3),a—zez? 5=1
Then obviously for x,y € T?
u(z) —u(y)| < drp2(z,y)(U(z) + U(y)),

and if U(x) > A, then for Zy, -+ ,Z9 € [—%,%]2 such that #; — x € Z?, at least one of &;
satisfies

O >

> <M{T5’j\5681}(D)(‘%i) + Mgesjces) (Ko *ge wXBmo)(i’z')> >
j=1
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and therefore

{x e [—% %r U(z) > )\}

2
- U {y € [_%a %} + m|M{s£,j\5ggl}(D)(y) + M{sﬁ,ﬂgegl}(KO *R2 WX B1oo ) (Y) >

m=(a,b),a,be{—1,0,1}

< {1 € M (st e (DI0) + Mgt (B mma axina)0) > 3 |

Therefore, we see that
Ul oo 12y < Cllwl[ 1 (72)
Also, if w € L?(T?), we see that
10Nl z2(r2) < CUIM gesigesty (Ko *r2 wXBioo)ll22®2) + 1M fzed ees1) (D)2 e2)
< C(llwxsioo l2®2) + 11Dl 22 @2y < Cllwllr2(12)

by again Theorem 3.3 of [§] and Young’s inequality. O

We return to the proof of ([8.42]). We have (Proposition 4.2 in [§])

lu(z) — u(y)| < |z —y|{MVu(z) + MVu(y)} ae. z,yec T2 (3.21)

Now we check that {w?} of (7)) with (IL6) is equi-integrable (in the sense of ([B.25). Fix
any € > 0. We choose d > 0 such that

<
2¢°
From (L6) and (0.I6), for any Borel set E C T? with £%(E) < §/¢,

e (¢, )| 21y = llwh (X2 (058, 2)) | 21 (aey)

< Q:/ wf (z)|dz

Xﬁ(t;07x)EE| 0( )| (323)
<[ ([ torponeriona - vide) e (),

R2 T2

where wy is regarded as a Z2-periodic function. For y € R?, we define

E,:={i cR?: XP(t;0,% +y) € E+7%}/Z* C T

if Z2(E') < 6 then / lwo(z)]d < (3.22)
E/

From (0.I6) and the fact that x — x — y is measure-preserving for fixed y, we have
Lz e E)) = L*{x e T?: XP(;0,2) € E}) < €L%(E) < 4. (3.24)
Therefore, applying (3.24) to ([B:22), we have that, from (B.23)),
if Z%(E)<4/C then ||w6(t,-)||L1(E) < ||<,05||L1(R2) sup Qﬁ/ wo(z)|dT <. (3.25)
yeR2 TEL,

Since w? is equi-integrable, for every ¢ > 0 there exists Cs5 > 0 and a Borel set A5 C T2 such

that w? = wlﬁ + wg such that ||wf||L1 < § and Supp(wg) C As, ||w26||L2 < Cs (Lemma 5.8 of

[8], whose proof can be established by noting that equi-integrability with supg [|w”||z1 < oo is
a1

| >



equivalent to limy o supg f{|w6\>K}rﬂr2 |wP|dx = 0). Now apply 32I) to ([B:4) and use the
decomposition of u® = u? + ug with ulﬁ = VL(—A)_lw? to derive that
@D < [ Uhsitado+ [ Ulsitald,
T2 T2
[0 (5, XP (st )| | [u] (s, XP2(s58, )| (3.26)
+ )
A A
MVufl(s,Xﬁl(s;t,x)) + MVU?l(s,XB2(s;t,a:))} > 0.

U-)‘(s; t,x) :=min {

7

For U3\, we use (0.I6) and (3I9) and simply derive that

2 B1
U3 (s3 8, )| 2 (r2) < eimin{ I (3)?”9(?2

For U3\, using (3.19)
e ()
U7 (552, )| pree S min{ == Nwillpr 2y} < flwillprz) <0

A
1 ; [ ()l [ ()l
U353t Mo S 103538 )llw S min{ LA gy} 5 LA

Ll < eCs (3.27)

<9
~A
for some p € (1,2), using fractional integration.
Using the interpolation ||g|[z1(r2) < ”gHLl,oo{]. + log <”g”ﬂ)} (Lemma 2.2 of [§]), we

llgll 11,00
end up with
Ux (5, )| oo
Ul (s;t, )|l S UL (s, )| proeq 141 NOM: llze=\Y < 5 5110g A 3.28
03538l S N0 ()l {1+ log (s )} S0+ dllogl - (3:29)

where we have used that the map z — z(1 4 log, (//z)) is nondecreasing for z € [0, 00).
Together with (B.8]), (3.:27) and (B.28)), we conclude that

t t
AwwS/WMnmws/k@@+@mmS
s 0
t
¢
< /0 {I1Ux (s t, M zrerey + UR (s3t, )| p2(re) + XHUBl(S, ) = uP2(s, )| L1 (r2) pds

< €CsT + 6{1 + |log A\|}T + %Huﬁl — ™| L.y (12)) -
From this inequality, and ([8.14]), (3:3]), we derive that
Lz e T2 | XP(s;t,2) — XP2(s5t, )| > 7))
Ast) Pl G (3.28)
Tlog(1+3) ™~ Alog(l+ 3)l [log(1+3)|
for A,y € (0,1/e). Here, for the last term, we have used that, for 0 < A < 1/eand 0 <y < 1/e

| log Al |log | |log | | log Al
=9 =0 <4 <.
[log(1+ %) —logA+log(A+7) [logAl—[log(A+7)[ = |log Al =

Choose

A=As = (680 — 1)Ly, (3.29)
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Note that log(1 + 52-) = log(e%) = 20 Then (3:28) yields (3.42). O

3.2. Convergence of Velocity field u”.
Lemma 18. Let T > 0. Assume (L5 holds and

Slép HWBHLOO((O,T);Ll(T?)) < 00, SlﬁlpHuﬁuLw((O,T);LQ(TQ)) < 0.

Then there exists a subsequence {8’} C {B} such that v is Cauchy in L*((0,T); L*(T?)).

Proof. The proof is due to the elliptic regularity, the Frechet-Kolmogorov theorem, which
states that W*P(T?) << LI(T?) for s > 0 and 1 < ¢ < p < 0o, and the Aubin-Lions lemma,
which states that for reflexive Banach spaces X,Y, Z such that ¥ < X < Z,

Wh((0,T); Z) N LY(0,T);Y) < L'((0,T); X), for r > 1. (3.30)
Note that, from L'(T?) < H*(T?) for any s < —1,
w? € C°([0,T); H*(T?)) uniformly-in-3 for any s < —1.

On the other hand, we have —Ap” = div(div(v® ® v”)) with f.p® = 0. Since v” €
L>=((0,T); L?) uniformly-in-3, v’ @u” € L>((0,T); L' (T?)) uniformly-in-3. Using L'(T?) —
H*(T?) for s < —1, an elliptic regularity says L>((0,7); H*~1(T?)) > div(v® @ v?) — VpP €
L>((0,T); H*~1(T?)) uniformly-in-3. Therefore from dyu® = —div(v® ® u?) — Vp? we derive
that 9u” € L>((0,7); H*~') uniformly-in-3 for any s < —1. Therefore we conclude that

u e WH((0,T); H~°/(T?)) uniformly-in-4. (3.31)

Next, we note that L(T?) — W_%’g(']IQ). This is a consequence of an embedding W%’?’(Tz) —
L>=(T?) (note 2 > 2) and the duality argument L'(T?) — (L>(T?))* < (W%’g(']IQ))* =
Wi (T?). Therefore we derive that w® € L>=((0,T); Wil (T?)). Now applying the ellip-
tic regularity theory to (LH]), we drive that

u’ € LOO((O,T);Wi’%(Tz)) uniformly-in-g. (3.32)

Now we set ¥ = W%’%(']IQ),X = LYT?),Z = H_%(']IQ). Using the Frechet-Kolmogorov
theorem, we have Y = Wi’%(Tz) e X = LYT?) — Z = H™2(T?). Finally, we prove
Lemma I8 using the Aubin-Lions lemma (3.30]). O

3.3. Rate of Convergence of ©’: Localized Yudovich solutions. We use the following
version of the theorem, presented in [I6]. The theorem in [I6] provided the modulus of
continuity for u which we will use, and explicitly stated that the unique solution is regular
Lagrangian.

We begin with introducing localized Yudovich class of vorticity. Intuitively, the localized
Yudovich class consists of vorticities with moderate growth of LP norm as p — oo. Existence
and uniqueness results of Yudovich class of vorticity extends to localized Yudovich class. We
refer to [16] and references therein for further details.

HOJ” o2y = Sup ”("')Hllip('lﬂ)

1<p<oo

In this paper, we focus on the growth function with the following condition, which gives
quantitative bounds on the behavior of velocity field u; it would be interesting to see if one
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can generalize the presented results to arbitrary admissible growth functions. We assume
that © : R>o — R>( satisfies the following: there exists m € Z~( such that

O(p) = [ ] logy », (3.33)
k=1

for large p > 1, where log,, p is defined inductively by log; p = logp and
logy. 1 p = loglogy, p.

Also, we adopt the convention that logyp = 1. We remark that we are only interested in the
behavior of © for large p. Also, we denote the inverse function of log,,(p) (defined for large

p) by é,. Finally, we note that
& 1
—_— =0
/em(l) pO(p)

which turns out to be important in uniqueness of the solution.

Theorem 15 ([16]). If wy € Y§(T?), for every T > 0 there exists a unique weak solution
w € L=([0,T);Y.S(T?)) with u € L“([O,T];C’g’%(TZ,R2)), which is regular Lagrangian.
Here, the function space C’g’“D@ (T?,R?) is defined by

00 (T2 R2) = { ¢ (T2 R2)| s lv(z) — v(y)
Cbﬂﬁ (’IF,]R)_{ eL (T,R)\#I;@@(d(%y))<oo},

where d(z,y) is the geodesic distance on the torus T? = T2, and pe is defined by
0,7 =0,
po(r) = { r(1 —log)O(1 — logr), r € (0,e72),
e 230(3),r > e 2
Also, ||WHL0<>([07T};Y§(T2)) and HUHCS% (T2 R2) depends only on HwOHYé?(W) and T. The depen-
dence is non-decreasing in both HwOHy(?(Tz) and T.

In this subsection, we prove the following proposition:

Proposition 16. Let wy € Yu?(Tz). There exist constants M, depending only on m and
supyepo, 7y [[u(t)||L (and therefore |lwollzs) (and dimension d = 2), and C(C = 2e works),
which is universal, such that

M
B(+) — 2 _. .
OiltlgT ||U (t) u(t)||L2(’]T2) S e,c”WOHYST - R,ate(W(], 5)
M
em <logm <_62||w0”2L2(T2)>>
(3.34)
Note that limg_,o+ Rate(wo; ) = 0.
—Cllwolly, 0T

ul

In particular, the case m = 0 corresponds to the Yudovich class, with Rate(3) = 3%
Proof. We follow the proof of [45]. By letting v = u® — u, we have

aw—kuﬁ-vxv—v'vxu-i-vx@ﬁ —p)=0.
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Noting that v is incompressible and taking L? norm of v, we obtain

d

2
aiplvleen < [ v Voo,

or
o6y < IOy +2 t [ 1V eulloPda
Next, we note that by Sobolev embedding
[Vl 00 p2y < 2(/[ullFo0 g2y + 14”1 Foe p2)) < 2C|wol T3 72),

while energy conservation gives

()72 r2y < 2010”117 2(p2) + 1u()1F2(r2)) < 4ol 2 re)-
Therefore, there exists a constant M, explicitly given by

M =1+ 4ol 72 (p2yem(1) + 2C |wol|7s

satisfies
M

e > em(1), [0(t) | Foo (p2y < M.

O o e

Then, by the definition of Yu(? and the Calderon-Zygmund inequality
[Vaullpeer2y < Opllwll e cr2)

for p € (1,00), we have

IVaullLe(r2) < llwollyep©(p) == [lwollyed(p),

where we have used the conservation of [|w|[zs(r2) for every 1 < p < co. We first treat the

case of m > 1. By Holder’s inequality, for each e € (0, em—ll(l)) (em}l(l) < 1) we have

19 sulloPde < ol [ 102071V ujda

1—e €
< M°¢ (/ ]fu]zdx> (/ ]qu\%dx>
T2 T2

. 1 1 Mo\ /1
< M (IolBagen) ool (3) = loolygllolEzcr (W) 16!

L2(T2)

Now choose

1

=7 M
log 5@

L2(T2)

6*
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Then since ——5—— > e,,(1), log (W

o <t>||L2(T2) [y

> > log(em(1)) = em-1(1) so e* € (0, emfll(l))‘
There, we have

*

Mo\ /1
<ww;@5) ¢<?>
M M M
eog(u<w;ma)k%<bg<u<wBT2))“*%m<bg<M@m;m%>)
M
‘£<wwmw>

€ €
For m = 0 (Yudovich case), € — ¢ (L) = M 1 attains its minimum at
||U||L2(T2) ||U||L2(T2) €
*

¢ = ——1 5o we choose M such that e* < 1.
10g<vu ) >

L2(T2)
Therefore, we have

M
/“|vzunv|dx<:dwmnyewquTz
Tolarmn)

To sum up, we have

t
wa%mﬁHMme+A2%mwﬁwwﬂ@mw®,

where

W(r) = rO <%> |

T

Then by Osgood’s lemma, we have
= M([lv()]72(72)) + MJlvollZ2(p2)) < 2elwollyet,

where

M(w)Z/:%:/:er 1(11ng &)

1 b e () e (2
= m = _ O8m — | —108m -]
o z[poi1ogy (2)  Jiog,, (M) Y T\ "\ a

where a = 2Hu0||%2(T2) and we have used the substitution z = % for the third identity and
y = log,,(z) with
dy 1

dz 2T logy(2)
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for the forth identity. In particular, we have

o M
St o)1 ey

M M —C'tl|w
2logy {7 — | — CHWOHY(?t = log [ log,, — | € I 0||Yu@l> :
”U HLz (T2) u ”UOHLZ(TZ)

and taking e, 1 and reciprocal gives the desired conclusion. Certainly Rate(f) is a continuous
function of 3, and it converges to 0 as 5 — 0 as M(0) = oo. O

3.4. Convergence of w’.

Proposition 17. For any fized p € [1,00], suppose wg € LP(T?). Recall the regularization
of the initial data wg in (L8). Let (u®,w?) and (u,w) be Lagrangian solutions of (L4)-(L5)
and (OII)-(@@I2), respectively. For any T > 0 and the subsequence {8'} C {8} in LemmalI3,
we have

sup |[w? (¢,-) — w(t, o2y =0 as 5 — oc. (3.35)
t€[0,T]

Proof. For the subsequence {f’'} C {8} in Lemma [Ig]
|w(t7 l‘) - wﬁl(tv $)|
= Jwo(X(05t,2)) — wy (X7'(0;2,2))]

< Jwo(X (031, 2)) — wh(X (058, 2))| + [wh (X7 (02, 2)) — wf (X7(0;¢,2))] (3.36)
+ |w§(X (052, 2)) — wh(XP(0;t,2)). (3.37)

Using the compressibility (0.16]), we derive that, for p € [1, o]
@36 |0 < 2€]wo — w1z (3.38)

For the last term, we need a stability of the Lagrangian flows:
@D e (r2) < IV llzoe [ X (08, ) = X7(0 8, ) o 2y
< HV(PZHLOOHWOHLluX(O't ) = X705t )| o 22 (3.39)
< €3HV<PHLOO ) lwoll 1 | X (08, -) = X7 (052, )| 1o z2),

where we have used (L.22]).
For p > 1, we use (3.6]) in Proposition [[3] and Lemma [I§ to have

1 1+ IV || pyo.ryoer2)

B3 < 5 (3.40)

[log [|u — v || L1 ((0,1); L1 (2|
Now we choose

0=(B') ~ [loglu — u” || 1oy (r2y)| 10 for each 3, (3.41)
such that
L= 0(F) 10 as B L0,

3og |lu — u” || 11 (0,7 (r2)| = 00 as B 1 0.
a7



Therefore, for p > 1, we prove (3.40) — 0 as 5’ | 0. Combining this with ([3.38]), we conclude
B335) for p > 1.

For p =1, there exists C; > 0 for any € > 0 such that
Lz e T2 | XP(s;t,2) — XP2(s;t,2)| > 7))

1 B _ P2 (3 42)
< ||u U . .
- 64(1 H HLl((O’T)’Ll(TZ)) +¢ for any v > 0.
EE /7

For p = 1, using (3.42]), we have
1X (052, ) — X% (052, )| 11 (2

<

/ IX(0:,2) — X7 (0:4, 2)|da
|X(0;¢,)—X B (05¢,)| <y

+ / X (0:,2) — X7 (03, 2)|da
| X (03¢, )= X B’ (03¢,)[ >

e l|u— UB/HLl((O T);L1(T2))
S Ton — +é,
e "
and hence
1 e |u — uﬁ/”Ll((O,T);Ll(’W))
B39 < 6_3{7 yTen S + s}. (3.43)
€ 1 o
For each ¢ > 0, we choose v = ¢ and £ = e10. And ' >. 1 such that &5z |ju —
e ¢€lo
u6/||L1((07T);L1(T2)) — 0. Combining with ([338]), we conclude (335 for p = 1. O

3.4.1. When wqg has no regularity. If wy € Ylﬁ)(Tz) and no additional regularity is assumed,

one cannot expect a convergence rate which is uniform over wg: the rate crucially depends on

how fast woﬁ converges to wg. Suppose that w(t) is the Lagrangian solution with initial data

wp. Then we have
jw(t,z) — Wi (t, )| = |wo(X (051, 7)) — wy (XP(0;t,2))|
< Jwo(X (038, 2)) — wh(X (058, 2))] + |w§ (X2 (051, 7)) — wp (XP(058, )|
+ w5 (X (08, 2)) — wi(XP (05, 2))],

where wg is the initial data regularization of wg with parameter £. Therefore, by the com-
pression property we have

() =P @)l L2y < €llwo — whlleere) + llooh — o Lo r2)
+ [lwg (X (0, 85 ) = wp(X7(058,)) | (72) -
Using (3.39), we can estimate the first two terms:
€llwo — wll o r2) + (lwg — wglle(TZ) < (€ +1)[Jwo — wllzeer2) + [ woll v (12)-
The last term is estimated by (3.:39) and (3.40):

C(1+ pllwoll e (r2)t)
L0 40 — (X (01 - ()
HO‘)O(X(O?tv )) wO(X (07t7 ))”LF(TQ) = €3llogRate(wo;ﬁ)] .
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Choosing ¢ = | log Rate(5)|_% gives that for t € [0, 7]

|1ogRate(wo;5)|*%H 1+ pllwoll e (r2)T
0

w(t) — w? ()| Loer2y S HWB — wollzp(12) + [Jwo — w, T2) +
T "™ J1og Rate(wo; )|

IS

=: Rate,, (wo; B).
(3.44)

Since there is no explicit rate for the convergence of ||wg — wolzp(T2), the first two terms
dominate the rate of convergence in general.

3.4.2. When wqy has some reqularity. An important class of localized Yudovich vorticity func-
tions belong to Besov space of positive regularity index: for example, f(x) = log(log |z|)¢(x) €
Y with O(p) = logp, where ¢(z) is a smooth cutoff function, belongs to W' (T?) where
r < 2, and thus in Besov space Bj ., with s < 1. Of course, vortex patches xyp with box-
2—dp(dD)
counting dimension of the boundary dr(0D) < 2 belongs to By  for 1 <p < oo ([14])
and thus vortex patch with a mild singularity in the interior of D also belongs to a certain
Besov space with positive regularity.

In this subsection, we provide the rate of convergence of vorticity when wy € Y.§(T?) N
B (T?) or wy € L>(T?) N Bj (T?). Unlike Yudovich wy € L(T?) case, if wp is in
localized Yudovich class Yu(-?(']I'Q), even if initial vorticity has additional Besov regularity, that
is, wp € Y.9(T?) N B3 ,(T?) for some s > 0, the Besov regularity of vorticity w(t) may not
propagate, even in the losing manner. The key obstruction is failure of generalization of
propagation of regularity result. We will explain this after proving the result, following the
argument of [I3], [3], and [44].

Proposition 18. If wy € Y.§(T?) N B§7OO(T2) for some s > 0, then we have

llwo — wp || 22729
!

s 1 3147
O ool ey ol x) | 75 + (o) 44

= Ratew,s,loc—Y(ﬁ)
for any s' € (0,s). Moreover, if wy € L=(T?) N B§7OO(']I‘2),

7C(HWO|ILOO (TZ))T

wP (t) = w(t)l|p2(r2) < C(s, T, HWOHBSW(TZ)WC(S)e =: Ratey s y(B). (3.46)

In particular, if wy is Yudovich with some Besov reqularity, the vorticity converges with an
algebraic rate B<.

Proof. First, we prove the rate for wy € Yu(? (T?) N B§7OO(T2). We rely on the above rate:
C(1+ T|woll 2 (r2))
£3]1log Rate(S)]

() = @ ()l z2(r2) < Cllwo — il zacre) + lwo — wpllz2gr)) +
Since wy € B§7OO(']I‘2), we may use the following interpolation:

lwo — & llz2(z2)
_s" 1
< Jlwo — wh 15 oroy oo — w1 557

onméwr-nHﬁmw A5 ooy
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for arbitrary s’ € (0,s), where we have used that H® = Bj, and Bj (T?) C B;/q,(']IQ) for
s’ < s and arbitrary q,¢’. (The proof for whole space, which is standard, can be easily
translated to periodic domain T2.) Since

llewo — wh |- (72) < lluo — g |l p2(r2y < CBllwoll p2r2y.

we have )
S
lwo — wp Il 272y < Cﬁ”s llwoll 72 1}2 [|ewol

| 1+s
5 (T2)?
and similarly

oo = o2y < CLTS ol &gy ol 7oy

Finally, we match ¢ and S to find a rate of convergence: we match £ so that
__ v s
03| log Rate(p)]

Then we have ,
S

g% 1 1 3+4s 0
S/ P — %

£3]1og Rate(p)| | log Rate ()| ’
as f — 0. To summarize, we have

./

_s" 1 3+4s
B v
oo = wf ageny < O ool ool o) | 577 + ()T )

as desired. Note that in the Yudovich class, Rate(f) = 3¢, and thus this rate is dominated
by Tlog Al® logl EIEE which is much slower than algebraic rate 5.

Next, we prove the improved rate for the Yudovich initial data wy € L°°(T?). First,
we calculate the rate of distance d(X”(0;t,2), X?(0;t,5)) with respect to d(z,y), which is
uniform in 8. For the later purpose, we calculate the rate for localized Yudovich class as well:
m = 0 corresponds to wy € L*°(T?).

If wp € Y(T?) N B3 o (T?), then so is woﬁ e Y9(T?) N Bj (T?), with

s%pu\w@ lyecrzy + 16 135 _r2) < (lwollyerzy + llwoll s _r2)-

We first estimate the modulus of continuity for u” with wy € Y.9(T?), given by Theorem

0,7 =0,
vo(r) < qr(l—logr) HZL 1logr(l —logr),0 <r < W’
C(O),r = et
where C(0©) is a constant depending on ©.

‘We have

td d
1 XP(05t, ) — XP(0t,y)| < I:L"—y|+/ —XB(S;t,$)—£XB(S;t,y) ds
0

ds

|x—y|+/|u (s:t,2),5) — w(XP(s:t,y), 5)|ds

<lz—yl+ / oI XP(s:t,2) — XP(s:t,y)]) Bds.
0
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Here, by the Theorem [I5], C is uniform in 3. Then by Osgood’s lemma, we have
— M[X(0:t,2), X7 (05,)|) + Ml — ) < Bt,

where
1
1 *P( e my=1) 1 1 dr 1
M(z) = / U FToer T Torn (o 7+ a 580 @ < ex(Gmto=r);
T 1 4d 1 c
+ po(r) I, 7o T = eXD( ),

and B is an upper bound for |[u”|| For future purpose, we take B so

L ([0,T1:Cy #© (T2, R2)’
that e®” > ¢e,,(1). Thus, if = > exp(m), M(z) < Cy for some positive constant Cy. If
x < exp(m), then

i) ! dr =1 1-1
/x r(T—log ) Iz loge (T — logn) %8m1(1 ~ 10g.2)

using the substitution y = log,,(1 — log ), and thus
M(z) € [log,,11(1 —log x),10g,, 1 (1 —log z) + Co]

for a (possibly larger) positive constant Cy. Therefore, if |z — y| is sufficiently small so that
log,,, 11 (1 —log |z —y|) — BT > Cj, then since

M(|X%(0;t,2) — X7 (0;t,y)]) = M(|z — y|) — Bt > log,,41(1 —log |z — y|) — BT,
|XB(0;t,2) — XP(0;t,9)| < exp(m), and therefore we have
10g,, 1(1 —1og(|X7(0;¢,2) = XP(0:¢,y)])) 2 10gn41(1 —log |z — y|) — BT — Co,
which gives
1 —1log(|X”(0;t,2) — XP(0;,9)]) > em1(log, i1 (1 —logle —y|) — BT — Cp),

or
(&

7’) — BT — Co))),

|XP(0;t,2) — XP(0;t,9)| < eexp(—(ems1 <logm+2(‘x —
which is uniform in 5.
From now on, we assume m = 0. We closely follow the proof of [13] (and [3]). We rewrite

the above as
e—(BT+Cy)

X0(0t,2) - X0t < e (22 = O (e~ P,

where o(T') = exp(—(BT+C))) which is deteriorating in time and C(T') = exp(1—e~(BT+C0))

which increases in time.

Next, we introduce the space Fy (T?), which belongs to the family of Triebel-Lizorkin spaces
= Fj o forp>1:

F;(']IQ) = {f € LP(T?)| there exists g € LP(T?) such that for every x,y € T2,

I =0l < ) + g, 40

and its seminorm []; is defined by

[flrg = inf {llgllzeer)llf (@) = F@)] < (|2 —y])*(9(z) + g(y)), for every z,y € T?}.
geLP(T?)

By
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The norm on F(T?) is naturally defined by | - || 1»(12) + []rs-

Now we argue that solution in Yudovich class propagates Besov regularity. First, we use
the following embeddings: for s3 > s > s1, we have continuous embeddings (the proof for
whole space, which is standard, can be easily translated to periodic domain T?2.)

By (T?) C B3 (T?) € W*#(T?) C FJ'(T?) C By, (T?). (3.48)

Therefore, since wy € B§7OO(']I‘2) for some s > 0, we have wy € F;* for some s; € (0,s), and

thus so are wg s with uniform bounds on Fj' norm. Then for any 5 > 0 (we introduce the

convention that X? = X and w’ = w) we have

wf(2,1) — Py, 1) |wi (XP(0;,2)) — wy (XP(0;t,))]

(Jo =yl (lx — y[)s1e(™)
B (X058, 2)) — W (XP(0s, )] (1 XP(0;8,2) — XP(0;t,)])*
T d(XP(05t, ), XP(0; 8, ) (|l — y[)s1eD

< (9(xX7(0s1,2)) + (X7 (03t,)) ) C(T),
for any g € L?(T?) satisfying 3.47). Therefore, C(T)go X”(0;t,-) satisfies defining condition
for ([3.47) and thus w?(t) € F;la(T) with
| )] psracry < C(T)|lwoll -
2
Therefore, using (3.48)), we have

60 Ol 1 gy < CIPOll 100y < C@ ol g2y < CD ol ro)

Now we use the interpolation inequality:

_so_ 1
o (£) = w(B)lz2r2y < [l () = W) oy 07 () = (O] 3o -
for some sg < sya(T'). Therefore, we have

7C(|IwO|ILOO (TZ))T

_S50_
o (1)~ (t) | 22y < Il (B)—u()l| o8y O(T: ol z2y) < (T oll g _ )8 ,

e*C(“WOHLOO (’]1‘2))T

O

by noting that the rate function for Yudovich case is algebraic: that is, Rate(3) = 52

Remark 4. One may naturally ask if one can obtain faster rate than ([B.43), analogous
to [B46l). It seems that the argument we presented for ([B.40) does not extend to localized
Yudovich space.

First, if m > 0 for the modulus of continuity given by

e = .7) = exp (e (1082 5 = (BT +.C)) ) (3.49)

cannot be bounded by any Hélder exponent |z — y|* for any o € (0,1). Thus, we cannot
continue the argument from there. To see this, suppose that there exists a o > 0 and C' > 0
such that
w(r,T) < Cre,
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for any v < 1 very small. This amounts to say that
e 1
10gm+2 ; — 10gm+2 W 2 BT + C().

Taking exponential, we have
[&
108,11 P> BTHC,
10,11 e
Since both denominator and numerator diverges as r — 07, we may apply L’Hopital’s rule:

d 1 e 1 1
dr OBm+1 0= [Ti, log, & r)’
d 1 1

“ = :
[1xz: logy, o=

|
3RQ
~—

]
dr BmHl Cra

Inductively, we have

loggy € 1
. 1
lim 07+§ =_,
r—0t 10g0+1 Tra [0
logy,q logi 41 «
lim ng: lim #_:_:1,
r—0t logy 1 mw o0t logi s a o«

logy1 7 _ ﬁ log, Cia 1_ 1
P log;, & «

lim i
r—0t 10gm+1 Tra
Therefore, except for m = 0, where the limit is given by é, for any a > 0 and C > 0, there
exists small r > 0 such that u(r,T) > Cr®. Thus, control of vorticity in Triebel-Lizorkin

space F;(t) s not available.

There are other methods for propagation of regularity (in losing manner), but it seems
that they also suffer from similar issue: flows generated by localized Yudovich class does not
propagate enough reqularity.

The argument of [3] does not extend to localized Yudovich class as well: when wy is locally
Yudovich, the modulus of continuity for u is weaker than log-Lipschitz: it is known that the

norm defined by
U\ = ||Uu||Loe + sup ——+—,

where Sju = Zi:_l Ayu, is equivalent to the norm of Log-Lipschitz space (proposition 2.111
of [3], which is for the whole case, but can be adopted the periodic domain easily). However, if
wo € Yu(?, then u has the modulus of continuity ¢g, and the norm for C’g’% (T?) is equivalent
to

||UHL°° + sup HVSJUHLo<>
720 [T logy (e29)

which is less than ||u||pr. However, the critical growth rate for the denominator in applying
the linear loss of reqularity result (for example, Theorem 3.28 of [3]) is j + 1, which is the
rate of Log-Lipschitz norm. Therefore, we cannot rely on the argument of [3] to conclude that
w(t) has certain Besov reqularity.

Finally, a borderline Besov space Br, introduced by Vishik in [44]) has a certain reqularity
(in the sense that Br restricts the rate of growth of frequency components) propagates, but it
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is not clear how to use this to obtain convergence rate for vorticity. For simplicity, we focus
on one particular form of growth function: let

log(r + 3 log(r + 3
Br+3) [0 og(r +3)

log 2 log 2
forr>—=1andI'(r) =T1(r) =1 for r < —1. We define the space Br by

. ZNZ_1 ”AijLoo
Br = {fmfur S Vi e OO}

and we define Br, in a similar manner. In [44], the following was proved:

Theorem 19 ([44]). If wg € LPo N L N Br,, for 1 < py < 2 < p; < oo, then for any T > 0
there uniquely exists a weak solution w(t) of Euler equation satisfying

lw(®)lr < A(#),

where A(t) depends only on the bounds on |lwol|Lrorrrinpy., -

T(r) = (r +2)

Therefore, one can prove uniform boundedness of vorticity in Br space. However, it is
not clear how one can interpolate Br space and the velocity space (where we have rate of
convergence) to obtain rate for LP norm of the vorticity.

Indeed, it was recently shown that if the velocity field is worse than Lipschitz (u € WP for
p < 00), then it is possible for smooth data to lose all Sobolev regularity instantaneously from
the transport by w ([1]). Instead, only a logarithm of a derivative can be preserved (see, e.g.
[9]), and this loss of regularity prohibits faster convergence.

4. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREMS

Lemma 19.

o (4.1)
52 i

< T Jud (6) — u(t) | eI Ve O VB + eV (5) ).

v:c(FE - Ml,su(t),l)

e(1+ [v])\/Mip1

L2L2
< {1Vt — Vol + el Vg + e[ Vo g Je I el (42)
219l 12 o g2
o0 (12) il 1
te T {mmm{P’Q}\/E(t) + eV (B)}.
Proof. We only prove ([£.2]), as the proof of (41 is similar and simpler. We decompose
v:c(Fe - Ml,au,l)
e(l+ v/ Miot| b
14o(1)
Vx(Ml,auB,l - Ml,au,l) 4 Ml,auﬁ,l V:c(F€ - Ml,auﬁ,l) (4'3)
M 1+o(1
et +1o)vMor | 1,0,1 . e(1+ o)) Ml,e;)/g,i .

= (@1 + (@2(@3'
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—(+oW)|v—A2+|v|? 1A%
4

MUY Mipr S e <ea. (4.4)

Using (4.4) and the Taylor expansion, we derive that,
‘VI(Ml,auﬁ,l - Mlvauvl)’

e/ Mipa

= é‘ /06 Ve (((v —eu) +a(u—u?)) - (v’ —u) M cu—atu-ui) 1 )da‘ (4.5)

vVMipa

2, uB12 21,821 [ 1
S AV = Vol + el Vo] + ¢ o 11 5/0 M cumafumuy 1 (v)| 2,

where we have used |(v — eu) + a(u — uﬁ)"Ml,au—a(u—uﬁ),l‘%_0(1)/2 S ‘Ml,au—a(u—uﬁ),lﬁ and
lew — a(u —uP)| = |(e — a)u — (¢ — a)uP +euf| < |e — al|lu — vP| + e|u?| < e{ju — |+ [uP|}.
Now taking an L, L2-norm to (45]), we conclude that

@3); S {1V’ = Voull gy + &l Vaul g + e Vo[ g Je I I e (4.6)
From (£.4), clearly we have
ED,se 1 (47)
Using the expansion (22)), we can bound (&3])5:
@33 S IVafollzzrz +ellw’ looll £z 2 +xV (8)

p=2 2 p=2 2
< IV IRl E IVafallfe + el ool Varnl 2 I Frll5e . +enV(8)  (48)

< kT JE(E) + eV (8).
We finish the proof by applying (4.6])-(4.8) to (£.3]). d
We claim that
Lemma 20.
i (®) = w®)llzpzo) S 197 (1) = WOl ey + ™0 VED) +enV(8).  (49)
Proof. Recall F¢ in (2.2)). Note that
Wit z) —w(t,z) = V- uf(t,z) — V- ult, z)

= 1 / v- VJ_(FE(t7x7U) - Ml,au,l(v))dv
€ JRr3
1
=2 [ Vs (0) < M (= - ) (110)
R
+/ VL fr(t,z,v) - vy/udo (4.11)
R3
+vt. / (2P — 2k(Vpu?) - A/ + ert? - (v — euP)p + 2kpP p}do. (4.12)
R3

Clearly
|EID) || Lo T2y = llw? (£) — w(®) e (T2)-
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From Theorem [I2] we conclude that
”vfo(t)” zg']l'lel@) 5 \/E\/ 5(t) forpe [172]7
~ 2 .
”V%f}{(t)”L (’]1‘2><R3)”vaR(t)Hz%’]l‘?xRS) 5 KP E(t) fOT pe (2700)7
)

where we have used (anisotropic) Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation for the second, whose
proof is analogous to Lemma [8
Using Theorem [7, we get that ||[EL2)|| s 12) S eV (B). O

=

[EID) o) S

[ V-3

Equipped with Proposition [6, Proposition [I7] and Proposition [[2, we are ready to prove
the main theorem of this paper.

Theorem 20. Choose an arbitrary T € (0,00). Suppose (ug,wo) € L?(T?) x LP(T?) for
p € [1,00) and (u,w) be a Lagrangian solution of (O.II)-(Q.I2)-([@I3). Assume the initial
data Fy to (O.7) satisfies conditions in Theorem [I2 Then there exists a family of Boltzmann
solutions F&(t,x,v) to [Q.7) in [0,T] such that

sup
te[0,T]

— 0. (4.13)
L2(T2xR3)

Moreover the Boltzmann vorticity converges to the Lagrangian solution w:

sup_|[lwg(t, ) —w(t, )llLe(r2y — 0. (4.14)
0<t<T

Theorem 21. Choose an arbitrary T € (0,00). Suppose wy € Y.§(T?) for some © in (3.33)
with m € Z>o, and let (u,w) be the unique weak solution of (O.II))-(0I2)-0.I3). Assume
the initial data Fy to Q1) satisfies conditions in Theorem [I2. Then there exists a family of
Boltzmann solutions F€(t,x,v) to (A7) in [0,T] such that

— 0. (4.15)
L2(T2xR3)

Moreover the Boltzmann wvelocity and vorticity converges to the solution w with an explicit

rate as in (3.34), (3.44):

sup [up(t,-) = u(t, )| r2(r2) S Rate(B),
0<t<T

sup [w(t,-) —w(t,-)|le(r2) S Rate,(B).
0<t<T

(4.16)

Furthermore, if wy € Yu(-?(’]I'Q) N Bioo(']l'z) for some s > 0, Boltzmann vorticity converges to
the solution w with a rate which is uniform in woy as in (B.45), (3:46):

sup [|wi(t,+) —w(t, e (r2y S Ratey s ioc—y (B),m > 0 (localized Yudovich),
0<t<T

4.17
sup ||wp(t,-) —w(t, )lLe(r2) S Ratey sy (8),m =0 (Yudovich). (4.17)
0<t<T
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