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ON STABILITY AND INSTABILITY OF C'* SINGULAR SOLUTIONS TO
THE 3D EULER AND 2D BOUSSINESQ EQUATIONS

JIAJIE CHEN AND THOMAS Y. HOU

ABSTRACT. Singularity formation of the 3D incompressible Euler equations is known to be
extremely challenging [I4}[17[271[34,[40]. In [I8] (see also [19]), Elgindi proved that the 3D
axisymmetric Euler equations with no swirl and C1>¢ initial velocity develops a finite time
singularity. Inspired by Elgindi’s work, we proved that the 3D axisymmetric Euler and 2D
Boussinesq equations with C1¢ initial velocity and boundary develop a stable asymptotically
self-similar (or approximately self-similar) finite time singularity [8] in the same setting as
the Hou-Luo blowup scenario [38,[39]. On the other hand, the authors of [35][52] recently
showed that blowup solutions to the 3D Euler equations are hydrodynamically unstable. The
instability results obtained in [35,[52] require some strong regularity assumption on the initial
data, which is not satisfied by the C1»® velocity field. In this paper, we generalize the analysis
of [BI18l3552] to show that the blowup solutions of the 3D Euler and 2D Boussinesq equations
with C1® velocity are unstable under the notion of stability introduced in [3552]. These two
seemingly contradictory results reflect the difference of the two approaches in studying the
stability of 3D Euler blowup solutions. The stability analysis of the blowup solution obtained
in [8[I8] is based on the stability of a dynamically rescaled blowup profile in space and time,
which is nonlinear in nature. The linear stability analysis in [35l52] is performed by directly
linearizing the 3D Euler equations around a blowup solution in the original variables. It does
not take into account the changes in the blowup time, the dynamic changes of the rescaling rate
of the perturbed blowup profile and the blowup exponent of the original 3D Euler equations
using a perturbed initial condition when there is an approximate self-similar blowup profile.
Such information has been used in an essential way in establishing the nonlinear stability of
the asymptotically self-similar blowup profile in [8][18]19].

1. INTRODUCTION

Whether the 3D incompressible Euler equations can develop a finite time singularity from
smooth initial data with finite energy is one of the most challenging open questions in nonlinear
partial differential equations [14}[17,27[34,[40]. In [38,[39], the authors provided convincing
numerical evidence that the 3D incompressible Euler equations with smooth initial data and
boundary develop a finite time singularity. This work has inspired a number of subsequent
theoretical studies,see e.g. [SHI2/[211[23[32/[33]. Inspired by Elgindi’s seminal work on singularity
formation of the 3D axisymmetric Euler equations with no swirl and C1* velocity [18], we
have proved rigorously that the axisymmetric Euler and the 2D Boussinesq equations with C1:¢
initial velocity of finite energy and boundary develop a stable asymptotically self-similar (or
approximately self-similar) finite time singularity [§]. There has been some important progress
on singularity formation and small-scale creation in incompressible fluids. We refer to [1'7,[34)
for excellent surveys. On the other hand, in two recent papers [35)62], the authors showed that
blow-up solutions to the 3D Euler equations are hydrodynamically unstable. The instability
results obtained in [35L[52] require some strong regularity assumption on the initial data, which
is not satisfied by the C1:® velocity. In this paper, we generalize the analysis of [SIT8/19,35,52] to
prove that the C blowup solutions of the 3D Euler and the 2D Boussinesq equations [8l[18,19]
are unstable under the notion of stability introduced in [35,[52].

These two seemingly contradictory results reflect the difference of the two approaches in
studying the stability of singular solutions to the 3D Fuler equations. The stability analysis
in [3552] is based on the linearized Euler equations around a blowup solution in the original
physical variables. However, the perturbed solution of the linearized Euler equations is com-
pletely different from the perturbed solution of the original 3D Euler equations using a perturbed
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initial condition. If the perturbed initial condition leads to a blowup time 7™ that is smaller
than the blowup time T of the background blowup solution, i.e. T* < T, the perturbed solution
of the linearized Euler equations would not be able to capture this effect and will remain regular
for t € [T*,T). On the other hand, if T* > T, then the perturbed solution of the linearized
Euler equations cannot be extended beyond 7' due to the singularity of the background singular
solution. But the solution of the original Euler equations is still regular for ¢ € [T, T*). Thus, the
linearized Euler equations do not capture the singular behavior of the original Euler equations
close to the blowup time due to a small perturbation in the initial data. This seems to be one
of the main sources of instability induced by the framework of studying stability of a singular
solution to the 3D Euler equations using the linearized Euler equations. Note that the blowup
time T* depends nonlinearly on the perturbed initial data [8[19].

The nonlinear stability of the asymptotically self-similar (or approximately self-similar) blowup
profile using the dynamic rescaling formulation or the modulation technique in [8|[I819] is very
different from the linear stability performed in [35,[52]. The dynamic rescaling formulation or
the modulation technique involve a nonlinear transform of the physical equations by rescaling
the solution dynamically in the spatial and the temporal variables. The dynamic rescaling for-
mulation allows us to incorporate the changes of the blowup time, the blowup profile and the
blowup exponent (see 8 below) by choosing suitable rescaling parameters that come from the
scaling symmetry of (1)) or (IH]). Since the linearization around an approximate blowup profile
is performed after we make this nonlinear transform, the linear stability under this framework
is nonlinear in nature.

We remark that the authors of [35] also studied the profile instability of a self-similar blowup
solution to the 3D Euler equations in [35]. More specifically, given a background self-similar
blowup solution u(z,t) = (T —t)*U(t, ﬁ), the authors assumed that the perturbed solution
of the linearized equation (2] takes the same form v(z,t) = (T — t)*V (¢, ﬁ) Thus, the
perturbed solution of the linearized equation does not capture the change in the blowup time and
the dynamic changes of the rescaling rate of the perturbed profile and the blowup exponent
of the original 3D Euler equations using a perturbed initial condition. Therefore, the perturbed
profile of the linearized Euler equations cannot be used to study the stability of the self-similar
blowup profile of the original 3D Euler equations close to the blowup time using a perturbed
initial condition.

The 3D incompressible Euler equations read

(1.1) wu+u-Vu=-Vp, V-u=0,

where u is the velocity field and p is the scalar pressure. In [52], the authors studied the stability
of a singular solution u(t) of the 3D Euler equations by analyzing the growth of the perturbation
v(t) using the following linearized Euler equations around u(t):

(1.2) vitu-Vv+v-Vu+Vg=0, V.-v=0.

In a subsequent paper [35], the authors generalized their earlier results to the axisymmetric
Euler equations. Recall that a vector field f(z) is axisymmetric [40] if it can be represented as

(1.3) fla) = fr(r.2)er + f7(r, 2)es + f*(r, 2)es,

where (1,9, z) are the cylindrical coordinate with basis e, = (cos¥,sin 4, 0), ey = (—sin}, cos 9, 0),
e. = (0,0,1). For a solution u with axisymmetric initial data ug, the axisymmetry property is
preserved dynamically by the Euler equations (L.

1.1. Main results. We consider singular solutions u to (II)) in a domain D with the following
symmetry in z

(Sym) u=u"e, +u’ey +ue,, u",u’ areeveninz, u*isoddin z.

Denote by X the set of axisymmetric functions with symmetry given in (Sym)), H (D) =
HY(D) N X. Let v be the solution of the linearized Euler equations (I.2)) with initial data vq.
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Following [35], we define the growth factors A, , p(t) and X",

(1.4)

(t) as follows:

—0 t, . . t, )
Apo.n(t) = sup [lr=ov( )HLP(D), )\;‘?;?D(t) _ sup [lr=ov( )”LP(D)

voe H' (D)vo0 |77 VollLr(D) voeHL (D)wvoz0 |77 VollLe(p)
Note that As%"(t) < A, »(t) since Hx (D) is a subclass of axisymmetric functions in H'(D).
In the first main result, we consider (L)) in a cylinder D = {(r,z) : » < 1,z € T} periodic in
z (axial direction) with period 2, where r is the radial variable and T = R/(2Z). This setting is
the same as that in [8}38,[39]. We prove that the blowup solution constructed in [§] is linearly
unstable under the notion of stability introduced in [35], even in the symmetry class (Sym)).

Theorem 1. There exists g > 0 such that for any 0 < a < «g, the 3D axisymmetric Euler
equations (1)) in the cylinder (r,z) € [0,1] x T develops a singularity at finite time Ty from
some CH® initial data ug with finite energy. Moreover, there exists Ro o < i, such that the
solution u ([L3) satisfies u”,u*,u? € L>([0,T],C%(X)) for any compact domain ¥ C {(r,z2) :

€(0,1),2 #0} N B(1,0)(R2,0) and T < Ti. For any p € [1,00) and o € R, we have

Jg )=

Note that the range of o is larger than that in [35]. We can prove the whole range of o since
the singular solution [8] is supported near (r, z) = (1,0), which allows us to construct a unstable
solution supported near (r, z) = (1,0). Thus, the weight »—7 in (Il4]) is essentially equal to 1.

In the second main result, we consider the singular solution in R? constructed by Elgindi [18]
(see also [19]) and prove a similar instability result for a smaller range of parameter o < —1.

Theorem 2. There exists ag > 0 such that for any 0 < a < ag, the 3D azisymmetric Fuler
equations (1) in R3 develops a singularity at finite time Ty from some CY% initial data ug
with finite energy and without swirl. Moreover, the solution u (L3) satisfies u’ = 0,u", u* €

L>(]0,T],C%(X)) for any compact domain ¥ C {(r,z) : 7 > 0,2 # 0} and T < T.. For any

p € (2,00) and o € (—@,—1), we have

tlir% Apros (1) = 00-

Note that for p € [1,2], the interval (—@, —1) is empty.
Next, we generalize the instability results to the 2D Boussinesq equations in R;r
(1.5) wi+u-Vw=20,, 6,+u-VI=0,
where the velocity field u = (u,v)” : R2 x [0,T) — R% is determined via the Biot-Savart law

(1.6) —AY=w, u=—ty, v=1y,
with no flow boundary condition v(x,0) = 0. Given a singular solution (,u), the linearized
equations of ([LH) in the velocity-density formulation around (6, u) read

on+u-Vn+v-Vo=0,

1.7
(1.7) Iv+u-Vv+v-Vu+Vg=—(0,7)7, divv=0.

Denote w = (1, v) and define

%" (T) = sup |[w||re, with [|wl[ze ~[[nl|ze + [[V]|zr,
llwollLr <1
with the symmetry property that vy (z,y) is odd in  and ve(x,y),no are even in z.
We have the following instability result for the singular solution constructed in [g].

Theorem 3. There exists ag > 0 such that for 0 < a < ay, the 2D Boussinesq equations (L3
in D = Ry develops a singularity at finite time T, from some initial data wo € C'g‘(Ri),@o €
CL2(R2). The initial data satisfy that wo(z,y) is odd in x, 0y(x,y) is even in x, and uy has
finite energy |[ug||2 < +o00. Moreover, the solution satisfies (u,0) € L>([0,T],C5(%)) for any
T < T, and any compact domain ¥ C {(z,y) : x # 0,y > 0}. For any p € (1,00), we have

3 sym —
Jig 20 = o
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For the same C™® blowup solution to these equations in Theorems {3, stability of the
asymptotically (or approximately) self-similar blowup profile has been established in [8]1819]
using the dynamic rescaling formulation [3643] or the modulation technique [31}47].

1.2. Comparison of the stability and instability results. Given that the same blowup
solution of the 3D Euler equations can be both linearly unstable under one definition and non-
linearly stable under a different definition, it is important to have a better understanding how
we define stability and how to quantify instability. First of all, we would like to emphasize that
the instability results in Theorems [IH3] measure the absolute instability, i.e. the growth of the
perturbation relative to the initial perturbation. The fact that instability develops using the lin-
earized equation is not due to the violation of certain symmetry conditions for the perturbation.
In fact, the perturbation in Theorems satisfies the same symmetry as the blowup solution,
e.g., (Sym)). This rapid growth is not surprising since the background singular solution u blows
up and contributes to a singular forcing term v - Vu to the linearized equations ([2)). Such
instability is quite common in several nonlinear PDEs. In Section B we will use a nonlinear
PDE of Riccati type and the inviscid Burgers’ equation to show that a similar forcing term
generates linear instability for these equations.

Since we consider the stability of a blowup solution, we believe that it is more reasonable to
study the relative stability or instability, which measures the relative growth of the perturbation
compared with the growth of the background singular solution. In Section2.4] we use a nonlinear
PDE of Riccati-type to illustrate that the blowup profile is very unstable when we compare
the growth of its perturbation relative to its initial perturbation using the linearized equation
similar to (L2)). In fact, the growth rate of the perturbation can be much faster than that of the
background blowup solution. On the other hand, by incorporating the changes of the blowup
time, the blowup profile and the blowup exponent via the dynamic rescaling formulation, we
can establish the nonlinear stability of the blowup solution. This stability results show that the
relative growth of the perturbed profile compared with the growth of the background blowup
profile remains small up to the blowup time.

More importantly, the nonlinear stability results presented in [8,[I8,[T9] quantify the relative
stability: for a small initial perturbation to the blowup profile, some weighted norm X of the
perturbation remains relatively small up to the blowup time. These estimates and the embedding
inequalities imply that the growth of the perturbation of the vorticity ||©|/L~ remains much
smaller than the growth of the blowup solution ||w||r~ up to the blowup time. The L° norm
of the vorticity is of fundamental importance since it controls the blowup of (CI). Moreover,
this stability result implies that for a small initial perturbation, the change of the blowup time
T, is very small. Thus, if a blowup solution has stability similar to that obtained in [8,[I819],
one can perform reliable numerical computations to provide compelling evidence of finite time
blowup despite unavoidable numerical errors [28H30,[38,[39].

Studying stability of the blowup based on the self-similar variables, dynamic rescaling for-
mulation, or the modulation technique has been used in many other equations, such as the
nonlinear heat equations [47], the Burgers’ equation [13], the complex Ginzburg-Landau equa-
tion [421[50], the nonlinear Schrodinger equation [44], the generalized KAV equation [41], and the
compressible Euler equations [21[3]. On the other hand, there are also some instability results
of the blowup based on these approaches. For example, the authors in [I3] proved that many
blowup profiles of the 1D Burgers’ equation have a finite number of unstable directions. See also
the blowup of the nonlinear Schrédinger equation [46] and the blowup of compressible fluids [45]
with finite many potential unstable directions.

1.3. Main ideas in the instability analysis. There are several main ideas in proving the main
instability results stated in Theorems[l 2l One of the main difficulties in proving Theorems [T}
is to relax the regularity assumptions in the arguments [35,[52] by using the properties of the
singular solutions in [8,[18]. We then construct an axisymmetric approximate solution to (L2))
and follow the arguments in [35] to prove the main theorems.

For the 2D Boussinesq equations, we use ideas similar to the 3D Euler equations to relax the
regularity assumption in [51] and then apply the argument in [51] to prove Theorem [3
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Relaxing the regularity assumption. In [35], the regularity assumption u € C°([0,7T'), H*)N
C1([0,T), H*~1) with s > I is to ensure

(a) the solvability of the bicharacteristics-amplitude ODE system [251[35]52];

(b) that the poloidal component of the vorticity w, = w”"e, + w?e. satisfies Lw, € L* for
some a > 0, which is used in [35] to connect the blowup criteria with the instability.

To relax the regularity assumption for (a), we make an important observation that the singular
solution u constructed in [818] is smooth away from the symmetry axis and the boundary. The
C1@ low regularity is used essentially near the singularity, the symmetry axis, and the boundary
to weaken the advection. The higher-order interior regularity of the solution u can be propagated
by using careful higher-order weighted energy estimates and the elliptic estimates with weights
degenerated near the symmetry axis and the boundary [8,[I8]. In particular, in a compact
interior domain, the weighted energy norms are comparable to the standard Sobolev norms,
which allows us to establish higher-order interior regularity of the solution using the embedding
inequalities. See Theorems [7H0l

Using the higher-order interior regularity, we can solve the bicharacteristics-amplitude ODE
system, which is local in nature, in the interior of the domain and construct smooth solution to
the modified bicharacteristics-amplitude ODE system. See Lemma and Proposition B.4].

Remark 1.1. In [8], we proved the blowup results for the 3D axisymmetric Euler equations with
initial data (u§)?, uf, uf € CH* and wy € C*. Though the velocity u”,u* in the axisymmetric
setting is C'1'®, our interpretation that the velocity is O is not correct since u” is not C™.
This oversight can be fixed easily with minor changes in the construction of the approximate
steady state and the truncation of the approximate steady state. These changes do not affect
the nonlinear stability estimates of the 3D Euler equations, see the update arXiv version of [§].

Blowup quantities. An important step in [35l[52] is to show that the growth factor A\, , (L4)
controls ||w||s0, which blows up for a singular solution [I]. The singular solutions in [8[I8] are
self-similar or approximately self-similar. In addition to ||w||~, there are several other blowup
quantities. By comparing some of these blowup quantities and the growth factor A, , (L4), we
can simplify the proof in [35] and further relax some constraints. For example, in the proof of
Theorem [I] we use the property that ||wp||co (the poloidal component) blows up and thus do
not rely on the blowup criterion on ||wp,/r*||e for some a > 0 established in [35]. This relaxes
the condition (b).

The singularity considered in [I8] develops near the axis » = 0 and has zero swirl u ,
which implies w, = 0. Thus we cannot follow the argument in [35] to prove Theorem 2l Instead,
we use the bicharacteristics-amplitude ODE system and the flow structure near the singularity
in [1I8] to show that the growth A, ,(t) controls another blowup quantity.

0 =

Axisymmetric velocity. Another important step in proving Theorems[Iland 2lis to construct
an axisymmetric solution to (L2)). We remark that the initial data of ([2)) constructed in [35]
is not axisymmetric under the canonical notion (3] [40], see Remark .5 for more discussions.
We use the PDE (Eulerian) form of the bicharacteristics-amplitude ODE system to construct
the amplitude b(¢, ) and the phase S(t, z) in the WKB construction of the approximate solution
to (L2). The initial data b(0,x),£(0,z) are axisymmetric flows in the whole domain, which are
constructed by extending some constant initial data by, & = V.Sy € R3 of the bicharacteristics-
amplitude ODE system. The axisymmetry properties of b(t, x), £(¢, z) are preserved dynamically
by the equations. We further show that b(t,z) controls the solution to the bicharacteristics-
amplitude ODE system and captures the growth of the vorticity. Based on these functions, we
construct the axisymmetric velocity using the formula in [3552].

Symmetry of the unstable solution. The singular solutions constructed in [8/[I§] are sym-
metric with respect to some axis, e.g., (Sym), and the flow does not cross the symmetry axis
or the symmetry plane. This allows us to first construct unstable solution in the upper half
domain following [35], and then extend it naturally to a symmetric solution to the linearized
Euler equations using linear superposition. Therefore, we can further restrict the perturbation
in (L) to the natural symmetry class.
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The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we use several nonlinear PDEs,
including a simple nonlinear PDE of Riccati type and the inviscid Burgers’ equation, to demon-
strate the difference between the notion of stability introduced in [3552] and the stability based
on dynamically rescaling formulation or modulation technique. Section [Blis devoted to prove
the main theorems of this paper. Some important properties that we use in proving the main
theorems will be established for the 2D Boussinesq equations in Section M and for the 3D Euler
equations in Sections [B] respectively. Some technical lemmas are deferred to the Appendix.

2. COMPARISON OF STABILITY VS INSTABILITY THROUGH SEVERAL NONLINEAR PDESs

In this section, we will use several examples to demonstrate that under the notion of stability
introduced in [52], linear instability of a blowup solution is quite common in several nonlin-
ear equations, even for those nonlinear equations whose blowup solutions can be shown to be
nonlinearly stable using a suitable functional space and the dynamic rescaling formulation.

1. The 3D Euler equations. We first consider the 3D Euler equations. Suppose that u(z,t)
is a singular solution of the 3D Euler equations that blows up at a finite time T with ||u||z2 <
+o00. Clearly, we have 0;uy # 0 for all i. If 0;uy = 0 for some ¢, the initial velocity ug would
have reduced to the two dimensional Euler equations, which could not blow up in a finite time.

For a domain without boundary, e.g. T3 or R3, the linearized equation ([L2)) has exact
solutions v = d;u for ¢ = 1,2,3, which was observed in [52] for the Navier Stokes equations.
Suppose that X is some functional space equipped with a norm that is stronger than the L
norm, e.g. X = L>® C** k> 0,a € (0,1),or X = H* s > —, and it satisfies Vuy € X. Since

fot [[Vu(s)||sods controls the blowup of the solution, we obtain
119 ||L°° Ou(®)llx v (®)[lx
= lim sup m sup <limsup sup ——.
t—>T ; [|05uo|| x t%T ; [[Oivol|x ™~ 5T veex,vozo |[Vollx

Under the notion of stability introduced in [52], the blowup is linearly unstable in the norm of
X. Yet, this instability result is a direct consequence of the blowup criterion and does not use
further properties of the blowup solution, e.g., the blowup profile and the blowup exponent.

2.2. 1D models for the 3D Euler equations. Consider the De Gregorio model [I5,[16] and
the generalized Constantin-Lax-Majda model [49]
(2.1) Wi + auw, = ugw, Uz(w) = Hw, z€Ror S

where H is the Hilbert transform and a is a parameter. If a = 1, (2Z.I]) becomes the De Gregorio
model. We consider the following linearized equation for a singular solution w(t¢) that develops
a finite time singularity at T

(2.2) Oyw + aliwy + auiy = Upw + Ugw, Uy, = Hw.

It is easy to see that w = 9, is a solution to ([2.2)). Following [52], we introduce the growth
factor

'
(2.3) M2 s O e o)
woeLr o0 |[wollp

For a = 1, in a joint work with Huang [I0], we constructed a finite time blowup of the De
Gregorio model ((Z1]) with a = 1) from Cg° initial data. The singular solution satisfies

w(x,t) = Cu(t)'Cu(t)z,t), Cu(0) =1, lim Co(t) =0, Qa,t) = Q(x) + Q(z, 1),

where C,,(t) is decreasing, Q(-,t) € C°°, Q is the approximate self-similar profile, and Q(z, t) is
a small perturbation. In particular, the estimates in [I0] imply

Qe 6)] S |22, |9Q(x) - Ax| S o
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for some A # 0, where the implicit constants are time-independent. Therefore, for some small
§ >0, we get [Q(8,¢)| > 46 > 0 for ¢t € [0,T). For any p € [1,00), we obtain

)
||(91<D||Lp = Cw(t)il/p”Qw('vt)”p Zp Cw(t)il/p/o |Qm(y,t)|dy Zp Cw(t)il/p|ﬂ(5a t)| zp Cw(t)il/pA&

Since ||0z@o||rr # 0 and C,,(t) — 0 as t = T', we yield A\y(t) — oo (23) ast — T.

Similarly, we can obtain that the smooth blowup solutions of (Z1]) on R with small |a| [T022],
on R with a close to 3 [], and on S* with a slightly less than 1 [6] are linearly unstable in the
LP norm with p € [1,00) under the notion of stability introduced in [52].

On the other hand, nonlinear stability of these blowup solutions in some weighted H' norms
has been established in [41[6,[I0,20] using the dynamic rescaling formulation [36,[43]. The non-
linear stability in [4L[6,I0L20] is established by analyzing the stability of the asymptotically (or
approximate) self-similar blowup profile, which is very different from the linear stability in [52].

Similar discussions on the stability of the blowup solution in the dynamic rescaling equations
and the instability of the blowup solution in the linearized equation apply to the singular solution
of De Gregorio model on S! [5] and of the Hou-Luo model [9].

2.3. A nonlinear Riccati PDE and the inviscid Burgers’ equation. In the next two
subsections, we consider the blowup solutions of the inviscid Burgers’ equation

(2.4) Ou+uuy, =0, zeR
and a nonlinear PDE of Riccati type
(2.5) opu(t,r) = u*(t,z), =z €R.

We will show that the blowup solutions of these two nonlinear PDEs are unstable under the
notion of stability introduced in [52]. See Theorems[d Bl On the other hand, using the dynamic
rescaling formulation, we can prove the nonlinear stability of the blowup solutions to (23] in
Theorem[G In Section 2] we will use (23) to illustrate the importance of studying the stability
of the asymptotically (or approximate) self-similar blowup profile using suitable rescaling and
renormalization rather than studying the stability of the blowup solution itself.

Following [52], we define the growth factor

(2.6) Ap(t) = sup o)l
vo#0,v9€LP ||UO||LT’
for the solution v to the linearized equations of (24 or (ZX) around a singular solution.

We first consider the Burgers’ equation. It is well-known that ([24]) blows up (develops a
shock) in finite time T for initial data ug € CZ° satisfying u(0) = 0 and that d,uo is minimal
at 0 with d,u0(0) < 0. Let v be a solution to the linearized equation of (Z4)) around the blowup
solution u

(2.7) v + Oz (uv) = vp + uvy + uzv = 0.

It has been shown in [52] that the blowup is linearly stable in L' in the sense that \,(t) < 1
2.6) up to the blowup time. However, this stability result does not generalize to LP with p > 1.
In particular, we have the following instability result.

Theorem 4. Suppose that the initial data ug € C' of (Z4) satisfies that ug(0) = 0, Opug is

minimal at 0 with 0yuo(0) < 0. Then the solution u blows up in finite time T\ = —u 1(0).

Moreover, for any p € (1,00), we have

tlir%l Ap(t) — o0.

Since the linearized equation (2.7)) contains a singular forcing term w,v, it is not surprising
that v(t) can blow up in some LP norm. In the following proof, since the equation is local, we
localize the perturbation v to the region where —u, blows up to show that v can grow rapidly.

We remark that the stability of the blowup of ([Z4]) has been studied in details in [I3] using
the modulation technique. The stability of the blowup of ([2-4) has been used to establish shock
formation in the 2D and the 3D compressible Euler equations [2[3].
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Proof. Fix T < T, = _uoi(o) = \uoi(O)\' It is easy to obtain that u(t,0) = 0 for any t < Ti.
Note that u.(t,0) satisfies the ODE

— 0)] 1
2.8 Drta(t,0) = —(ua(£, 0% 10.0(0) < 0, uy(t,0) = — 10Ol _
( ) g (1, ) (u(v ))7 UO,()< (2 ) 1—t|’UJ0,z(O)| T, —t
where we have used T, = |ug.(0)|~! in the last equality. It follows the blowup result and

u,(t,0) < ug(0) < 0. Since u(t) € CO([0,T],C'), there exists § > 0 such that

(2.9) ety 7) > — g (,0) > 0, @ €[5,

for any ¢ < T, which implies

(2.10) u(t,z) <0, x €10,d], wu(t,z) >0, ze€[-0,0],

for any ¢t < T. Consider vy € C*, vy # 0,supp(vg) C [—9, d]. Due to 2I0), supp(v(t)) remains
in [—4, 6] for t <T. Performing L? estimate on (2.7) and using integration by parts, we obtain

1d 1
——||f, = / —(uw)y - [o[P2vde = / —Ug V[P — uvg[vP2vdr = / —ug|v|? + —ug|v|Pde.
pdt R R R p

Since supp(v(t)) C [, 0], using [2.9]), we further obtain

1d 1 1. —ug(t,0) 1. —ug(t,0)
=—|lvll7, :(1——)/ _uz|v|deZ(1__)7/ [vPde = (1—=)————=|[v||7,
pdt P J =50 P 2 [—5,6] P 2

Solving the above ODE and using (28], we prove

1 1

T 1 1
e(T)llze > lloollze exp (5010~ ) / —ua(t, 0)dt) = [Juol 1 exp (= 5 (1~ ) log(T\ = T)).

From the definition of A,(t), we yield

1 1
Mp(T) > exp ( - 5(1 — —)log(T. — T)) = (T, — T)—%(l—%)'
p
Since p > 1, taking T — T, we obtain the desired result. 0

2.4. The Riccati-type PDE. It is easy to show that if the initial data uy of (Z5]) satisfies

max(ug) > 0, the PDE blows up at finite time T'(ug) = m Moreover, the equation can
develop a self-similar blowup
(2.11) alt,x) = 1—t1+ 22 litU((l —xt)1/2)’ U= Tlﬁ
The linearized equation around the blowup solution @ (2.5) reads
(2.12) Opv = 20v.
Denote P.
(2.13) P.2{u:u=CU+Vy), C>0, |Vo| <emin(l,|z*)}.

We will study the stability of the blowup solution of ([2.5)) for initial data in P.. Let us motivate
the class P.. For initial data wuo close to [ZI1)), we have ug(xz) = up(0)uq(z) with u1(0) = 1
and u; being a perturbation of U. Since the solution u first blows up at arg maxug and U(z) =
1 — 2% + O(2*) near = 0, we require that Vj vanishes to higher order O(|z|?) near = 0 and
¢ is small so that the maximum of uy does not shift. The vanishing order can be relaxed to
|v| < |2|?*9 for any & > 0, and the stability result similar to that in Theorem [ holds.

To further study the instability of the blowup profile U ([2I1) to (ZH), we consider the
following ansatz of the linearized solution (ZI2]) and the rescaled growth factor A,(¢) similar to
that for the 3D Euler equations in [35]

x 1 _ IV®llz»

P(vv ) ||VO||LT’

(214) ’U(t,.f) = m,t), B 2,

1—tv(
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Since the blowup exponent ﬁ is factored out, A, can be seen as measuring the relative linear

instability between V and the background profile U (ZI)), while ), (ZI3) measures the absolute
linear instability. We have the following instability results.

Theorem 5. For any vy € CY with vy(0) > 0 and any p € [1, 0], we have

> 2+ . _ : M:
lo®lze 2 Cvo,p)(1 = 1)7*"2, Tim [Ju(#)[], = o0, B Ol

As a result, we have \p(t) = 0o, Ap(v,t) = 00 ast — 1.

In the above theorem, we can choose perturbation vy with ug = @ + vg € P- (2I3). On the
other hand, we can prove stability of the blowup for ug € P. in Theorem

We remark that the above instability results are not surprising since « in the forcing term uv
(212) blows up. The problems of using the ansatz ([2.14) to study the stability of the blowup
profile U (2I1) are the following. For initial data ug perturbed from @, we expect that the
blowup time T changes and the blowup exponent 8 in (2I4) can also change. Moreover, to
observe the blowup profile, we need to rescale the solution using a different rescaling rate in the
spatial variable. These lead to the following ansatz of the singular solution « from initial data
up near u
(215 u(e,t) = — U(n—=—"=.1) Bri, Tl pm~l, UsD

| B T A A

However, in (2I4)), the parameter T, B, w are all fixed. Moreover, in the above ansatz, due
to the composition, the parameters B,T, i depend on the initial data and perturbation in a
nonlinear fashion. Thus, they cannot be captured by the linearized equation ([ZI2)) around a.
Without incorporating the perturbation of these parameters, it is not expected to observe the
stability of the profile.

Remark 2.1. There is some progress on modulating the instability caused by the change of the
blowup time T'(u) using the Calkin semi-norm

(2.16) Ap(t) = inf sup ||v(t) — Kvol|Le-
K compact operator [lvol|Lp <1

Suppose that u is a solution that blows up at Ty, and u. is another solution from a perturbed
initial data u? = u + evy and blows up at 7. Considering the change of the blowup time, if &
is very small, one would expect that the solution v(t) to (2] takes the form
u.(t,r) —u(t+T" =T x) u(tx)— u(t,az)+u(t,x) —u(t+T*-Trx)

€ € €
The first part measures the change of the profile, and the second part measures the effect due
to the change of the blowup time. Using the Taylor expansion, for small €, one has
T -T*
-

v(t, ) ~ & [+I1.

IT = c[vo]dpu,  clvg] =

If u blows up with a rate (T —t) =, then d;u can blow up even faster with a rate (T, —t) =~ 1.
This can lead to the fast growth of v(t,z). If c[vg] is a linear operator of vy, since dyu(t, x) is
a given function, then c¢(vg)d:u is a rank-one operator. Therefore, to modulate this effect, the
speaker proposed to subtract v(t) by Kwvy for a compact operator K, and then v(t) — Kvg
measures the more interesting quantity I. See more details from the link in the footnote.

However, since the blowup time T'(ug) depends nonlinearly on the initial data ug, c[vg] may
not be linear in vy. For example, in (2.1, the blowup time is T(ug) = m. Consider
initial data g with @p(0) = 1 and @g(z) < 1 for z # 0. For any perturbation vg, we yield
lim —T (o +evo) +T(t0) _ lim max (g + evo) -1 _ lim
e—0 € e=0 ¢ - max(lg + v) e—0 €

max(tg + vg) — 1

= max(vg(0),0).

1Pagos 9 and 13 in the slide of the talk ”Instability of finite time blow-ups for incompressible Euler” by
Alexis Vasseur in New Mechanisms for Regularity, Singularity, and Long Time Dynamics in Fluid Equations.
https://www.birs.ca/events/2021/5-day-workshops/21w5110/videos/watch/202107301430-Vasseur.html
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The functional max(vg(0),0) is a nonlinear functional of vy. In general, the blowup time T and
the corresponding functional can depend on the initial data in a nonlinear fashion, and thus
the modification using the Calkin semi-norm (Z.I6) may not remove the instability due to the
change of the blowup time.

Using the dynamic rescaling formulation, we prove the stability of the blowup of (23]).

Theorem 6. There exists an absolute constant € > 0, such that for any ug € P- N L>, we have

1 1
T:—:

T .
T e ) C = w0y’

(2.17) u(z,t(1)) = t(r)y=T(1—-e7),

1
"
T —t(7)
for any T € [0,00). Moreover, we have the following stability estimate
(2.18) NUC7) = O) (|22 + Dl < [[(Uo = O) (|2 +1)[[pooe™ T

The formula (ZI7) and estimate (2.I8) are consistent with the ansatz (ZI5]). For initial data
u different from @ (211]), we have a different blowup time T and we need to adjust the rescaling
rate T/ 2T — t)_l/ 2 in the spatial variable. To study the stability of the blowup profile, we
rescale the spatial variable, the temporal variable, and normalize the amplitude of the solution
according to the initial data. These rescaling relations and renormalization are nonlinear and
thus are not captured by the ansatz ([ZI4]) and the linearized equation [Z12]).

We first prove Theorem [ and then Theorem [G].

Proof of Theorem [ Recall u = ﬁ from (2I1). Using ([212), we obtain

t

v(t,x) = vo(x) exp (/Ot 2ﬂ(s,x)ds) = vp(z) exp (/0 2ﬁd$)

(1+22)?

= vo(r) exp(2log(1 + %) ~ 2log(1 1 +2%)) = vo(w) g =y 2o

)% 0 =wo(x)(1+a%)?,

where U is given in (ZI1). In particular, v blows up with a rate (1 —¢)~2, which is even faster
than that of 4. We remark that the exponent 2 in (1 —t)~2 is generic and does not relate to the
coefficient 2 in ([ZI2]) or the formulation of ([Z5]). We obtain the same exponent if we consider
u; = cu? for other constant ¢ > 0 instead of (2.5]).

Since vp(0) > 0 and vy € C?, there exists ¢,§ > 0 such that vy(z) > ¢ for |x| < §. For any
p € [1,00), we have

[tarze [ - O e = - Uy,

lyl<s(1—t)=1/2

For t sufficiently close to 1, we get
oy
o(®)l[Lr Z Clvo,p)(1 — )" *F 2.

Recall @ from ZII). A direct calculation yields ||a(t)|], = Cp(1 — t)fH% for some absolute
constant C), > 0. For p € [1,00), these estimates imply the result in Theorem [l. For p = oo,
the calculation is even simpler and thus is omitted. ([l

Remark 2.2. For smooth initial data vg with vo(0) > 0, since v(t) blows up even faster than
u(t), it is expected that the relative instability ||v(¢)||x/||@||x occurs in many norms X, e.g., the
Sobolev norms W*? and the Holder norms C*®. This relative instability is generic for (ZI2).
Thus, using the linearized equation (2.12)) around a blowup solution u is not suitable to study
the stability of the profile [21T]).
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Dynamic rescaling formulation. To study the stability of the blowup, we use the dynamic
rescaling formulation. Suppose that u is a solution to (23). Then it is easy to show that

(2.19) Uz, 7) = Cy(r)u(Ci(1)x, t(1))
is the solution to the dynamic rescaling equation

(2.20) 0,U + c120,U = c,U + U?,
where

(2.21) CL(7) = C,y(0) exp </OT cw(s)d7'> , Oy(1) = exp </O —cl(s)ds> L t(r) = /OT Cu(s)ds.

We have the freedom to choose the scaling parameters ¢;, ¢, dynamically.

Note that a similar dynamic rescaling formulation was employed in [36,[43] to study the
nonlinear Schrédinger (and related) equation. This formulation is closely related to the mod-
ulation technique, which has been developed by Merle, Raphael, Martel, Zaag and others, see
e.g. [31L411[44 47 /48]. Tt has been a very effective tool to study singularity formation for many
problems like the nonlinear Schrodinger equation [31)[44], the nonlinear wave equation [48],
the nonlinear heat equation [47], the generalized KdV equation [41], compressible Euler equa-
tions [2L3]. Recently, it has been used to establish singularity formation in 3D incompressible
Euler equations [8,[I8T19], and related De Gregorio model [51[10], the Hou-Luo model [9], and
the gCLM model [41[6]10,20].

Proof of Theorem[6. Firstly, since U is a self-similar solution to ([2.3), it is easy to see that
U,¢ = 3,6, = —1 is the steady state to Z20). For any ug = C(U +v) € P ([ZI3), we choose
C,(0) = O~ = up(0)~t. We summarize these parameters below

1
(2.22) G=g5 G=-1 C,(0) = C71 =ug(0)~ 1.
Then from ZIT), we get Up(z) = Cu(0)uo(x) = U+Vy. Denote U(z,7) = U(x)+V (z,7),c(r) =
€1 + €1, € = €y + €. Substituting U(x,7) = U(z) + V(z,7) into [220), we obtain the equation
for V as follows:
(2.23) 0.V + o,V + a0, U + 620,V = &,V + &,V + &,V + 20V + V2,

with V(z,0) = Vo, [V (2,0)| < min(1, |z[3). We choose normalization conditions on ¢;(7), ¢, (7)
such that
V(0,7) =0, 0..V(0,7)=0,
for sufficiently smooth V. These requirements motivate the following conditions
(2.24) ew(T) =0, ¢(r)=0.
Thus, we can simplify (2Z23) as follows
0.V + xd,V =¢é,V +20V + V2.

The above equation implies that 9,V (0,7) = 0 is also preserved. Thus, we have |V (x,7)| < |z|3
near z = 0. We choose p = 2|73 + 1 and estimate Vp

ClTPg

0-(Vp) 4+ @x0,(Vp) = c,Vp+ 20V p + cad.pV + V2p = (&, + 2U + )V + pV? .
Denote E = ||Vpl||p=. Since 28,p = —3|z|~3, a direct calculation yields
_ _ QIps 2 1 =3x8 272 3 3 |z
D2e,+2U0+—==-1 . -1 _24= _
Co 2t — T E T 1+22 22 1+|zP

Using Young’s inequality, we get 42%(1+ |z|?) — 3|z|3(1 + 2?) = |z|® + 42 — 3|z|> = |z|° +22% +
222 — 3|z|® > 3(4)V/3)z]3 — 3|z|® > 0. It follows
|23 72

3- < D
1+ |z — 1422’ -

N | =
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Performing L estimate on Vp and using |V| < ||V p||ec = E, we establish

1d 1 d 1

——|Vpllie < —=|[Volli~ + [Vpllie, —E(r) < (—= +E)E.

5 Vollie < =S IValB +VolE, —B(r) < (—5 +E)

Now, we pick € = %. Recall the assumption of the initial perturbation V; from (2I3). We yield

IVol(1 + |2|73) < emin(1, |z*)(1 + |#[~3) < 2 < 1. Solving the above inequality, we prove
iE( ) < _EE( ), E(r) < E(0)e /4
dr V= TgTh 7= ’

which is exactly the stability estimate (ZIF]).

Using ([2.22)) and ([2.24), we can compute the rescaling parameters (2.21])

a(r) = %, cw(T) =-1, Cu(r) =Cu(0)exp(—7), Ci(1) = exp(_TT)7
() = [ Culslds = CLlO1 =), T =t(60) = Cul0) = . T = H(r) = Culr)

It follows Cj(1) = (T%(T))l/ 2. Plugging the above relations into ([2.19), we prove

2T1/2
u(z, t(1)) = Cuo(m) U (Ci(r) "t 7) = : (( - 1

T=——
T—t \(T— t)1/2’T)’ u0(0)’
which is exactly (ZI7). O

3. PROOF OF MAIN THEOREMS

In this Section, we first discuss several important properties of the singular solutions con-
structed in [8,[18]. We will generalize the arguments and estimates in [§] to prove some of
these properties and defer the proofs to Sections @ and Bl Using these properties of the blowup
solutions, we will prove Theorems by generalizing the arguments in [35/[51].

Notations. We first introduce some notations to be used in the analysis. We use (1,9, z) to
denote the cylindrical coordinate in R3. The associated basis is

(3.1) er = (cosd,sind},0), ey = (—sind, cos¥?,0), e, =(0,0,1).
For z with coordinate (z,,zy,z.) and A C R3, we use &, A to denote the poloidal component
(3.2) i=(zp,2,), A={i:xzecA}.
The poloidal component of the axisymmetric vorticity w is defined as follows
(3.3) Wp L e +wie,, w=uw"e, +wey 4+ wes,.

In the analysis of the axisymmetric Euler equations, for any 2D domain X of (r, z), we abuse
the notation and use

(3.4) zeX if T=(x,,z,) €.

For example, x € By 0)(0) means (z,,z.) € B(,0)(0), or equivalently, z in the annulus By ¢y () x
R/(27Z). We abuse this notation since the flow is axisymmetric and thus many variables, e.g.,
u”,u?, u’,w”, depend on (r, z) only.

3.1. The WKB expansion and the bicharacteristics-amplitude ODEs. The main idea
in [351/52] is to construct an approximate solution to (IL2]) using a WKB expansion

iS(t,x)
5

(3.5) v(t,z) = b(t, z) exp( )
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for sufficiently small e, where b(t,2) € R? and S is a scalar, and the following bicharacteristics-
amplitude ODE system B.06)-B.8) [35,52]

(3.6) e =u(t, %), 7Y = o,
(3.7) & = —(Vu)T (t, )&,

(3.8) by = — (V) (1, 3ty + 25 (TOE

[

with initial data (xo, £, bo), where (Vu);; = 0;u;. The regularity assumption u € C°([0, 7], H*), s >
9/2 in [52] is mainly used to guarantee the solvability of the above ODEs with smooth depen-
dence on the initial data.

The ODE system (B0)-(38) has been derived in [25] to define the fluid Lyapunov exponent
and used to study the stability of steady states of the Euler equations [24,26]. The WKB
expansion ([3) was developed in [53] to study the spectrum of small oscillations in an ideal
incompressible fluid. It has also been used to study the local stability conditions for the Euler
equations [37].

For the sake of completeness, in Appendix [A]l we begin with the WKB expansion ([3.5]) and
then explain the use of the bicharacteristics-amplitude ODE system (B.6])-([3-8), which arise
naturally in the construction of the approximate solution. We also explain the connections
among the WKB expansion, the bicharacteristics-amplitude ODE system (B.6])-(3.8]), and the
growth of the unstable solution. From the review in Appendix [Al we have a few remarks.

§t7

Remark 3.1. (a) From the proof in [52] and the simplified derivations in Appendix[Al the WKB
construction and the high frequency (B.5]) are mainly used to construct an approximate solution
to (L2) with a small error in the L? norm but not used to show the growth of the unstable
solution.

(b) The growth of the solution v and the linear instability are coupled with the growth of the
vorticity via the ODE system (3.6)-(B.8) and (AI10).

(¢) As we mentioned in Section 2], for a domain without boundary, d;u,i = 1,2,3 are the
exact solutions to (L2) and blow up in a functional space X equipped with a norm stronger
than the L norm. These simple instability results do not use (B.5) and (B.6)-B.3).

(d) The argument in [52] has an advantage that several nonlocal terms become local. Tt is
based on the characteristics and is local in nature. Due to this local property, we can relax the
regularity assumptions in the proof in [52] for the singular solutions in [8[I8] and generalize it
to prove Theorems [T131

3.2. Properties of the singular solutions. The singular solution to the 2D Boussinesq equa-
tions ([LH)-(6) constructed in [§] satisfies the following properties. The C* norm in the following
theorem is defined in (ZI6). The reader should not confuse it with the standard C* norm.

Theorem 7. Letw be the vorticity and 8 be the density in the 2D Boussinesq equations described
by (LO)-6). There exists g > 0 such that for 0 < a < ap, the unique local solution of the
2D Boussinesq equations in the upper half plane develops a focusing asymptotically self-similar
singularity in finite time T, for some initial data wy € C&(RY),60p € C-*(R3). Moreover, we
have lim; 7, ||[VO(t)||s = 00, the velocity field is in C** with finite energy. For any T < T,
and any compact domain % in the interior of {(x,y) : @ # 0,y > 0}, we have 6y € C°(X) and
w, Vo, \/;Tyzu € L>=([0,T],C59 N C5%9(X)),u € L>([0,T],C%(%)).

The regularity C%°, C®° can be further improved to C¥, C* with larger k directly by choosing
smaller «g. The first part of the theorem about the blowup has been proved in [§]. To prove
the regularity in the interior of the domain, we generalize the weighted energy estimates for
the perturbation and the estimates of the approximate steady state in [8] to sufficiently high
order. Since the weighted norms used in [§] and the energy estimates, e.g. H* (see ([@IH)), are
comparable to the standard Sobolev norms H” in the interior of the domain, we establish the
interior regularity using the embedding inequalities. See Section Ml for the proof.
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In [8], the 3D axisymmetric Euler equations are studied in a cylinder D = {(r,2) : r €
[0,1],2z € T}, T = R/(2Z) that is periodic in 2. Here, r, z are the cylindrical coordinates in R3.
The equations are given below:

v 9 wﬂ

1
(39) o)+ )+ (ru’) =0, 0% 4w () b ut (D). = S0.((ru)P),
where w? is the angular vorticity and u” is the angular velocity. The radial and the axial
components of the velocity can be recovered from the Biot-Savart law
1 ~ 1 - ~ ~ 1-
(3.10) = O+ —Or +0:2)0 + SV =0, W =g, W=+ 0

with a no-flow boundary condition on the solid boundary r = 1

(3.11) Y¥(1,2)=0
and a periodic boundary condition in z. For the 3D Euler equations, we have the following
results

Theorem 8. There exists ag > 0 such that for 0 < a < aq, the unique local solution of the
3D azisymmetric Euler equations in the cylinder D = {r,z € [0,1] x T} given by (39)-BI1I)
develops a singularity in finite time T, for some initial data wg € C*(D),uy € CH*(D). The
initial data wy,uy are supported away from the symmetry azis r = 0 with u > 0, wy is odd in
z, ud is even in z, and the velocity field ug in each period has finite energy.

Moreover, the singular solution satisfies the following properties.

(a) The poloidal component w, = w"e, + w?e, blows up limy_,7, ||wp(t)||co = 0.

(b) There exists constants 0 < 4Ry o < R2.o < % such that for any particle within the support
of wg,ug, its trajectory up to the blowup time is within B gy(R1,a) N D.

(c) For any compact domain ¥ in {(r,z) : r € (0,1),z # 0} N B(1,0)(Ra,a) and T < T, we
have u € C°(%),w?, (u?)?,u",u* v’ € L>=([0,T],C°(%)).

Except for result (c), the above theorem has been mostly proved in [8]. We recall from
Remark [[T] that the oversight u§ ¢ CY® in [§] has been fixed in the updated arXiv version
of [§]. See also Remark[5.5l The parameter Ry o and domain By )(Rz2,q) in the above theorem
relate to the localized elliptic estimate. In particular, the cutoff function to localize the estimate
is 1in B(,0)(R2,a). One of the main difficulties in the proof is to show that u” is smooth in X.
This does not follow from (u?”)? € C*°(X) since u” has compact support and can degenerate in
Y. We use the property that ru? is transported along the flow to prove that it is smooth. See
Section [ for the proof.

The singular solution constructed in [I8[19] enjoys the following properties, which follow from
the estimates in [I8][19].

Theorem 9. There exists ag > 0 such that for 0 < a < aq, the unique local solution of the
avisymmetric Buler equations (3.9)-BI0) in R3 without swirl u’ = 0 develops a singularity in
finite time T\ for some initial data wy € CY(R3) odd in z with finite energy ||ug||rz < +oco. In
addition, we have ul.(t,0,0) > 0 and

.
(3.12) / ur(t,0,0)dt = co.
0

For any compact domain ¥ C {(r,z) : 7 > 0,z # 0} and T < T., we have w’, u",u* €
L>([0,7],C*(x)).

In the blowup results in Theorem [l and B, Vu also blows up at the singularity point. Since
the blowup of Vu implies the blowup of the solution, (312) can be seen as a blowup criterion
for the singular solution in [I8]. A similar one-point blowup criterion has been established to
prove global regularity of the De Gregorio model for a large class of initial data in [5].

In the remaining part of this Section, we prove Theorems using the important properties
of the blowup solution in Theorems and the argument in [35/[51]. We first prove Theorem [
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3.3. Trajectory and the bicharacteristics-amplitude ODE. Due to the periodicity in z,
we consider the domain within one period

(3.13) Dy = {(r,z) :r € [0,1],]2] < 1}.
We further decompose D; into the two parts and introduce T
Df £{(r,2):r€[0,1],2€[0,1]}, Dy £{(r,2):r€[0,1],z € [-1,0]},

3.14
(3.14) T2 {(r,z):r=10rz=0}.

The set T denotes the boundary of the cylinder D and the symmetry plane z = 0.

Let u be the velocity in Theorem B In the cylindrical coordinate (r,¥,z)(@B.1]), we have
u=u"e, +u’ey + u®e,. Since the singular solutions w? uw? in Theorem B are odd in z and we
impose the no flow boundary condition (311, we obtain

(3.15) u(t) -n = u"(t) -n" +u(t) -n* =0,

where n is the normal vector of Y. Let 4; = (14, 2¢) (82) be the (r, z) component of v in ([B.6)).
Since the flow is axisymmetric, we have

d d d . oo
(3.16) E” =u"(r, 2, 1), azt = u®(ry, 21, ), E% = (u", u®) (s, t).

Thus, the angular coordinate zg y of the initial data z¢ does not affect 4, and 4 depends on
Zo = (10, 20) only. Therefore, we have

e~

(3.17) Fe(@0) = Fu(20) = (1, ), 7 (@) = (3) (@) = ()71 (@)
We have the following results for the system (B.6)-(B.8]).

Lemma 3.2. Let ~; be the solution to (B.0) with initial data xqo, Ty be the blowup time, T < T,
and D be the domains defined in BI4). (a) For any o € Y and t € [0,T.), the trajectory
remains in X; for any xo € DE\Y and t € [0,T.), we have v, € DE\Y. For any t € [0,T], v
is invertible, and ¢, 7y, Y are Lipschitz in time and the initial value.

Let R1 o, Ra.o be the radius in Theorem [8.

(b) Suppose that o € (DE\T) Nsupp(wo). There exists §(zo, T) € (0, %) depending on &y, T
and a compact set Xo, such that for any t € [0,T], we have

(3.18) 7t(Bio (6)) U B, (20)(8) € 2 C (D \T) N B0y (Rz.a)-

As a result, for initial data zo with Zg € Bz,(8) and any bo,&o, there exist unique solutions
(7e, b1, &) to BO)-B8) on t € [0,T). Fort € [0,T], the functions (v, b, &) are Lipschitz in
time and C* with respect to initial data zo with 3o € Bz, () and by, &y, and v; *(x) is Lipschitz
in time and C* in x with & € 5(Bz,(6)) U Bs,(z,)(6)-

In the above Theorem, we have used the notation (34). For example, ¢ € Df\’f means
Zo € DY\Y. The domain of # with # € Bz, (8) is the annulus (r, z,9) € Bz, () x R/(27Z).

The ideas of the above Lemma are simple. Firstly, for any z¢ € Dli\T, the trajectory 7, with
t € [0, T] remains in DF\T. Using the Lipschitz property of 5;,4; *, we can find a neighborhood
of ; that still remains in D\Y. We further restrict & sufficiently close to (1,0) and use the
property that u(z) is smooth for z with Z € DF\Y N B(1,0)(R2,o) from Theorem § to solve

B.6)-B.3).

Proof. Recall the notation & = (r,z) from @B.2). Due to u € C°([0,T%),CH*) and the non-
penetrated property ([B.IH), the results in (a) follow directly from the Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem.

Without loss of generality, we consider the domain D\ Y. For any x¢ € (D7 \T) Nsupp(wp),
from result (b) in Theorem Bl and (1I1), we know

(3.19) Y(Zo) € (DI\Y)N B,oy(R1,a), t€[0,T).



16 JIAJIE CHEN AND THOMAS Y. HOU

Since 4¢(Zo) is continuous in ¢, using compactness, we have dist(¥(Zo, [0,77]),T) > 0. Let L, be
the Lipschitz constant of 4;,~; * on [0,T]. Denote

PN 1. . b 1
dy = dist(3(Z0,[0,T]),T), & 2 5 min(di, Ry o) >0, 5= mln(m, )
For y = %(%),& € Bz, (0), using (319), we yield
- - 1 : P o1 _ 01
[y =3 (@o)| < Ly|@ = Zo| < Ly < -, dist(y, T) 2 dist(3(20), T) — 5 > o,

o 1) 3
ly — (1,0)] < |5:(F0) — (1,0)] + 51 < 5Ri

It follows that y € DF\T N B(lyo)(%RLQ). We define the compact set
1 _ _
(3.20) S = (& : dist(#,7) = 761} N1 Df N B1,0)(2R1.0).

Recall from Theorem [l that Rz o > 4R 4. The above derivations imply 4;(Bgz,(6)) C 3a. The
proof of By, (z,)(d) C X2 follows from the same argument and is easier. We obtain (B.I8).

Now, we consider ([B.0)-(@B.8)) for initial data zo with Zy € Bz, () and bg,&. Since ¥ is a
compact set in (D} \T)NB(1,0)(R2,a), from Theorem[§, we have u”, u*,u’ € L>([0,T], C*0(%y)).
Since 4;(Bz,(9)), Bz, (6) C X2 and u(z) is smooth for z with & € ¥, using the Cauchy-Lipschitz
theorem, there exist unique solutions (v¢,bt,&:) to (B.6)-B.8) on ¢ € [0,7], and 7, b, & are
Lipschitz in time and C* with respect to the initial data.

Next, we consider the backward equation. Denote d; = —2—. Fix t < T. For any s € [0, ],

T,+1°
from BI7) and BIF), we get
Y5 '3t (Bio (62)) = Ft—s(Bio(02)) C B2, A5 ' B, (a0) (02) C B3, (50) (L402) C By, (30)(6) C a.

From Theorem B and u",u*,u? € L*°([0,T],C°°(2s)), we can solve (3.6]) backward on [0, ] for
initial data z; with &; € 5;(Bz,(62)) U Bs, (79)(62) C £2, and ~; " is Lipschitz in time and C* in
the initial data.

Finally, due to the inclusion

Yt(Bio (02)) U (B3, () (62)) C 71(Bio (6)) U (B5,(30)(8)) € X2, ¢ € [0, 7],
we prove result (b) for ¥g defined in 320) and § = Js. O

3.4. Relaxation of (,(t). Recall the definition of 5,(t) from [35]

(3.21) Bo(t) = ) sup |77 by (0, €0, bo)],
(IQ,bo,Eo)GDl xR3 XSl,bo-EOZO,‘b[ﬂ:’r‘g

where D; is the domain for the Euler equations (I3). Here, the notation & = & € S
means that the initial data &y satisfies §o - eg(z,) = 0 and (& - er(mo))2 + (& - e,)? = 1, where
€r(z0)s €9(xo), €= are the basis B associated with z. Since & - €9(zo) = 0, it relates to the

notation ([B.2).
We focus on the case o = 0 and relax the domain Dy B13) to (D1\Y) Nsupp(wp)

(3.22) B(t) = ) sup |be(0, €0, bo) |,
(20,b0,£0)€(D1\T)Nsupp(wo ) XR3 xSt ,bg-£0=0,|bo|=1

where wp is the vorticity of the singular solution in Theorem [ From Lemma [3.2] for any
t<T* xg € Dl\T, bo € R3,§0 € Sl, bt(fbo,&), bo) is well defined.
We have the following result, which modifies Proposition 2 in [35].

Proposition 3.3. Assume that u is the singular solution in Theorem [8, w is the associated
vorticity, and wy is the poloidal component B3). For any t € (0,T*), we have

[lwp(t; Moo < [y oo B(E)*-
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Proof. We assume ||wp(t)]|cc > 0. Otherwise, the result is trivial. Since w(t) € C* and |w| is
even in z, using continuity and symmetry, we get
[lwp (£, )0 = sup |wp(t, )| = sup jwp(t; )]
z€ DY Nsupp(w(t)) z€ (D \T)Nsupp(w(t))

Now, for each (¢,z;) € (0,T*) x (D{\Y) with |w(t,2;)| > 0, we can solve ([B.6) backward on
[0,¢] with initial data v; = 2;. Since z; € D{\Y and |w(t, ;)| > 0, using (L) and a simple
energy estimate along the trajectory implies |w(0,20)| > 0. Thus, we get z¢ € supp(wp). From
Lemma 3.2 we further obtain zo € (Df\T) N supp(wp). Then we can solve (B.6)-([B.8) with
initial data z¢ and any bg, &y and solve (B.6)-(B.8) backward with initial data z; and any by, &.

We relax the definition of 3(t) since it suffices to consider zg € (D \Y) N supp(wo) C
(D1\T) N supp(wp) instead of all zg € D;. The rest of the proof follows the same argument
in [35]. O

Next, we show that for the singular solution in Theorem [8, Proposition 3 in [35] remains true.
Recall the definition of A>¥%" from (L4)). We drop the domain D to simplify the notation.

Proposition 3.4. Lett € (0,Ty),p € [1,00). Assume that u is the singular solution in Theorem
8. Then we have B(T) So A% (T) for any o € R.

One of the difficulties in the proof is to construct an azisymmetric solution to (L2)).

Remark 3.5. The approximate solution and the initial data v2% to (I2) constructed in [35]

b|§><25 SDeiS/E) = ipbe/* +ec(x)e™/* 2 A+ B, c(z) = CUﬂ(b|§><|2€ 7

(3.23)  ves= scurl(

are not axisymmetric, where b(t,z),£&(t,z) € R3, S, are scalar functions, and ¢ is a small
parameter. See equation (21) in [35]. To illustrate this point, we study the initial data more
carefully. According to the construction in the proof of Proposition 3 in [35], for ¢ = 0, we have
b(0,z) = by, £(0,z) = & for some
(3.24) lbol =1, || =1, bo-& =0.
In particular, b, £ are constant vectors. Moreover, ¢, S are independent of the angular variable
9 B8], i.e. p(x) = p(r,2),S(x) = S(r, z). Hence, we get
bo x o
€02
Suppose that v, 5 is axisymmetric (I3). Then v, s - n does not depend on ¥ for n = e,, ey, €,
(). Using these properties, 8.25), and dge, = ey, Oyey = —e,., we get
0=0p(ves-e)=09((A+B)-e,)=A-ey9+9(B-e,)=A-eg+ EeiS/Eaﬂc(:E) -e, — B-ey.
Since the second and the third term have size O(e) and ¢ is taken to € — 0 in [35], for sufficiently
small e, A-ey and dy(B - e,) must be 0. Similarly, we get A-e, =0, 9y(B -e,) = 0. Since the
direction of A is given by by, it follows that by = (0,0,bg .) = bo .e,. Note that p(x) = ¢(r, 2)
and Vi = 0,¢(r, 2)e, + 0,0(r, 2)e,. From [B.25) and dy(B -e,) = 0, we get
C(I) €y = (87“%067“ X 89 + az@ez X 50) c €y = 0rp - (er X 50) * €z,
0=09(B-e,) = seis/a&g(c(x) cey) = eet3/%9,0 - (Oger X 80) - e, = aeiS/SBTgo - (ey X 80) - €.
Since by = by,3e., we get 5o - e, = 0,ey - e, = 0, which implies that ey X so and e, are parallel.

Then the above identity implies ey X so = 0. Since sp is a constant vector and ¢ is arbitrary,
we further obtain sp = 0, which contradicts (3:24) and ([B:25]).

(3.25) c(z) = Vo x =V X 80, S0

The proof of Proposition [3.4] consists of several steps. Firstly, given xq, by, &, we construct
axisymmetric flows £(t,x),b(t,z) and function S(t,x) using the PDE form of (B.6)-[38) such
that £(0,20) = &o,b(0,z0) = by, V.S = £. Since the singular solution u in Theorem§is only <,
these functions £, b, S are not smooth enough to apply the argument in [35] to prove Proposition
B4l Our key observation is that the solution (3:223)) leading to the instability [35] is constructed
locally along the trajectory of zy. Thus, we can apply Lemma and Theorem [ to localize
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u and obtain a much smoother localized velocity u - x. Then we can obtain smooth b,£,.S and

an axisymmetric velocity field given by [B:23)). Finally, we show that b(T,x) can control 5(T)

using the axisymmetric property of b. The remaining proof follows the argument in [35].
Before we present the proof, we need a simple Lemma for axisymmetric flows.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose that A(z), B(xz) are azisymmetric flows (L3), and C(z) = C(r,z) is
independent of 9. Then Ax B, C(xz)A, Vx A,0,A,0,A,09A are axisymmetric flows, and A-B
1s independent of V.

Proof. Since e, ey, e, (B.1]) are orthonormal basis, a simple calculation implies that Ax B, C(r, z) A
are axisymmetric and that A - B is independent of ¢. The property that the curl operator does
not change axisymmetry is standard. For example, if the velocity u is axisymmetric, the vortic-
ity w = V x u is also axisymmetric. The same reasoning and calculation apply to V x A. Since
0yn=0,0,n=0forn=e,, ey, e, and OgA = A"(r,2)eg— A’ (r, 2)e, for A = ATe,+A%ey+ A%e.,
we conclude that 04,0, A, dyA are axisymmetric. [l

Proof of Proposition [3-4] Recall the poloidal component (3.2)),B.17)
(3.26) F=(rz2), A=(rnz), A={a:acA}.

We fix T' < T.. Suppose that S(T') > 0. Otherwise, the proof is trivial. Using the definition of
B22) and result (b) in Theorem [ for any n > 0, we can choose (z, &y, by) such that

(3.27) zo € (D1\Y) Nsupp(wo) C B(1,0)(1/4), 710 #0, & = &0, &0 bo =0,
and
(3.28) 0 < B(T) < (1+ n)|br (w0, €0, bo)|.

We have 7y # 0 since 29 € B(;,0y(1/4) implies 79 > 2. Denote
(329) 190 = Z0,9-

Without loss of generality, we assume zy € DfL. From Lemma B2 there exists § > 0 and a
compact set Xo such that ([B:6)-(B8) have a unique solution (¢, bs, &) on [0, T for initial data
x with & € B, (9), bo, & and

(3.30) Ft(Bz,(6)) U By, () (0) C X2 C DI\TN B0y (R2,a), tel0,T].

3.4.1. Construction of axisymmetric functions. Our goal is to construct smooth (at least
C*) axisymmetric flows £(t, x), b(t, z) satisfying (L3)) and function S(¢, ) such that

(331) 5(0,:3,190) = &, b(O,i‘,ﬁo) = by, f(f, {E) . b(t,x) =0,
(332) §(t7’7t(‘%7190)) = 51&@;190750)7 b(tu/yt(‘%7190)) = bt(i.71907507b0)7
(3.33) VS(t,x) =&(t,x), 0pS(t,x) =& -eq =0,

for any & € Bz, (0),t € [0,T], where Jg = x¢9 (3:29) and (Z, YJ9) means (r, ¥, z) in the cylindrical
coordinate. Thus, b(t, x), (¢, ) can be seen as the axisymmetric extensions of the solutions &, by
to the ODE ([B.6)-(B.8]) with initial data (Z, %), &0, bo. We construct initial data as follows

(3.34) £(0,2) = Ger + Gesy b0, 7) = e, + bleq + e,
where €,.(;,) = (cosUo,sinvy,0), ey(zy) = (—sindy,cos o, 0), and
5(7)‘ = 50 : er(mg)a 53 = 50 * €z, b(r) = bO . er(zo)a bg = bO . eﬂ(mg)u bé = bO c€z.

The initial data £(0,x),b(0,z) are axisymmetric and only depend on zy [B.I). From Lemma
B4 |£(0, )], ]6(0,x)],£(0,z) - b(0,x) are independent of ¥. Using (B:27) and ([B34]), we have

(335> 5(0757190) = &o, b(oaia'ﬂO) = bo, |§(O,I)| =1, |b(0,$)| =1, g(ovx)b(oax) =&y bo = 0.
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Localization of the velocity. We want to construct £(¢, ), b(t, z) using (B.17)-(B8) with the
above initial data. Yet, the singular solution u is only C*® and the resulting solutions &, b are not
smooth enough. To fix this problem, we localize the velocity. From ([330), using compactness,
we can find a smooth cutoff function xr(r, z) such that

(3.36) xr(Z) =1, €3, X3 Csupp(xr) = X3 C Dy \T N B g)(R2a),
where Y3 is another compact domain. Now, we modify the velocity u as follows
(3.37) ur(t,x) = u(t,z)xr(r, 2).

From Lemma and Theorem [ ur is axisymmetric and ur € L>([0,T], C°(D)) is smooth
in the whole domain.

Constructions of b,¢,S. Consider the PDE (Eulerian) formulations of [B.7)-([B8) with the
modified velocity ur

2§T(VUT)Z)€
€12

and initial data £(0, -), b(0, -). We will show that the evolution preserves the axisymmetry of £, b.
For any axisymmetric functions g, f, using Oye, = ey, d,e9 = —e,., we have

9 9
g-Vf= (grar + 97819 + gzaZ)f = Z (grar + gzaZ)fa “eq Tt g?(freﬂ - fﬂer)v

a=a,%,z

(3.38) 3155 “+ur - V§ = —(VUT)Tf, Ob+ur - Vb= —(VuT)b +

which is axisymmetric. Therefore, we obtain
ur - V¢, (Vur)§ =¢-Vur, ur Vb, (Vur)b
are axisymmetric. Lemma [B.6] implies that £ - (Vur)b, [£]? = £ - € are independent of ¥J. Thus

T
%5 is axisymmetric. Using the identity

—(Vur)"¢ = (Vur — (Vur)")é — (Vur)é = (V x ur) x € — (Vur )¢
and Lemma [3.6 again, we conclude that —(Vur)T¢ is axisymmetric. Therefore, the equations
(B38) preserves axisymmetry. From (B35, it is easy to see that
O(§-b)+ur-V(E-b)=0.
Recall the initial data (B34). From (B35), we have £(0,z) - b(0,2) = 0. The above transport
equation implies that £(¢,z) - b(t, ) = 0 in B3)).

Next, we prove the identities in [B.32]). First, for initial data = with & € By, (9), due to (330)
and ur = u in X (B336), B31), the flow maps on [0, 7] generated by ur and u are identical.
Hence, we obtain

u(t, 1 (2)) = urt,w(2), (Vu)t,%(z)) = (Vu)t, 1 ().
Using (3.38) and the flow map v (3.8, we have

T u
e @) = =T (e, () = ~(Tub(trle)) + 2T e 0)

where Vu is evaluated at (¢,7y:(x)). Thus, (t,v(x)) and b(t, v,(z)) satisfy the same ODE ([B.1)-
BR) for &,b;. According to Lemma and the discussion below ([B:29), we can solve these
ODEs for initial data x with & € Bz, (9). Using (830)), we get

£(0,70(%, %)) = &0 = &:(Z, 90, S0)li=0,  b(0,70(Z,%0)) = bo = bs(Z, Po, o)l i=0-

Using the uniqueness of ODEs, we obtain (8:32).
To construct S, following [35[52] we solve the transport equation with the modified velocity
ur

(3.39) WS +ur-VS=0, S(0,2)=r& + 2.
The equation for VS reads
0(VS) +ur - V(VS) = —(Vur)'(VS), (V8)(0,2) = e, + e = (0, 2).
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Comparing the above equations with ([B.38)), we yield V.S(t,x) = £(¢, z) for any x and ¢ € [0, T7.
Next, we consider 9yS. Since VS = £ and ur are axisymmetric, using Lemma [3.6, we get
Og(up - VS) = dy(ur - §) = 0.
Using (339) and (99.5)(0,z) = 0, we yield
0:09S =0, 9yS(t,xz)=0.

This proves (B.33).
Since ur € L>([0,T],C5%(D)), £(t, ), b(t, ), S(t,z) are smooth and at least C* in z.

3.4.2. Control of b(T,z). We will show that b(T,z) can control 5(T") via (B.28).
Recall the poloidal notation ([B.26). Let zp = yr(zo) and L, > 1 be the Lipschitz constant

of ”yt,*yt_l on [0,T] x Dy. From B28) and 332)), we get
0 < |br(xo,bo, &o)| = |b(T, x7)|.

Using the continuity of b(T, ), there exists small Jo with

0
4 S —
(3 0) 52 € (05 4(Lv ¥ 1)3)
such that
(3.41) (1 =n)br(xo,b0,&0) = 1 —=n)|b(T,zr)| < inf |p(T,%,xr9)= inf |b(T,z)|
ZEBz1(59) T€ALp (62)

where we have used the continuity of b(T,z) in the inequality, and the axisymmetry property
that |b(T, z)| is independent of ¥ in the third equality. Here, A;,.(d2) = {z : & € Bz, (62)} is an
annulus. The above inequality reproduces Equation (19) in [35].

3.4.3. Construction of the axisymmetric velocity v. s. We follow [35,[52] to construct a
cutoff function ¢ so that we can localize b(T,x) to the domain where it is large using (B.41]).
Let ¢r(z) = ¢r(r,z) be a smooth function supported in A, (d2) with ||or||, = 1. For any
t € [0,T], we define

(3.42) p(t,2) £ pr(yr 07y ' ().
Since @7 is independent of ¢, using (BI6) and (BIT), we know that the (r,z) component of
YT © 7{1(;10) only depends on z. Thus, we yield
p(t,x) = pr(3r 0 7, ' ()
and ¢(t, z) is independent of 9.
Remark 3.7. We can also solve ¢(t, z) using the PDE similar to (335), (3.39)
(3.43) Op+ur-Vo=0, oT,z)=qpr(z).

Tracking the support of ¢ and using the argument similar to that in the proof of ([B:32]), one
can show that these two constructions are the same.

Using (322) and [BI1), for 2 € supp(p(t,-)), we have |37 o 3, '(x) — A7 (x0)| < da. Since
A7 0 4; ! has Lipschitz constant L2, from (B40), we get

—_~—

| = Fe(wo)| < L3703 (@) = Fr(20)| < L302,  supp((t,+)) C By, (ag) (L302) C Bi, () (9/2).
Using ([330), we further obtain

(3.44) supp(e(t,-)) C X2 C (DF\T) N B1,0)(R2,a) € Baoy(1/4), t €[0,T].
For fixed 1, d2, from Lemmal[3.2 the function ¢ is Lipschitz in time and C* in z on [0, T] x D;.

Moreover, from (B3.30]), B37), we get
(3.45) ur(t,z) =u(t,z), = €supp(p(t,-)), tel0,T].
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Now, we follow [35,[52] to construct an approximate solution ([B.23)) via the WKB expansion.
Since &, b are axisymmetric flows and S(t, ), (¢, z), |£(t, )| are independent of ¥, using Lemma
repeatedly, we yield that

bx&, bx gweis/s, Vey =V X (wgaeis/s)
€17 €12

are axisymmetric. We remark that |£(¢, )|~ is uniformly bounded on [0, T] X Dy, which can be
proved using the Lagrangian version of ([8.38), the boundedness of |Vur|, and [£(0,-)| = || =1
(334). Due to 44), v.,, is supported in the interior of Dy and v., - n =0 on 0D;.

Since supp(ve,n) C supp(yp), from B:45), the localization of u in (330) and B37) does not
change the estimates of v, in [35l[52]. Following the argument in [35,[52], we obtain that v, s,
is a solution to (L2 with a small forcing term

|—1

(346) 875’08752 + (U. ’ V)U&fsz + (U8752 ’ V)u + Vq&fsz = R8752'
Moreover, we have the following estimates

[ve,s, (D)l = (1 =) [b(T, 20, &0)| = Cr.6 €5

3.47
(3.47) 100520, ) |w < 14 Cosaes || Resllir < Copsac,

where (), 5, is some constant independent of €. The first two estimates are consequences of
the leading order formula of v., [B:23), B35), [B41]), and the conservation of |[¢(t,-)||r = 1,
which follows from the fact that ¢ is transported by an incompressible flow, see e.g., (343]). See
also Appendix [A] for some formal derivations related to (3.40])-(3.4T).

3.4.4. Symmetrization. An important observation is that v, s, is only supported in the upper
half domain D\ Y due to ([3.44]) and supp(ve 5,) C supp(p(t,-)). For the singular solution u in
Theorem B w?(t) is odd and u”(t) is even in z, which induces the symmetry property
that u*(t) is odd and u”(t),u"(t) are even in z. For vector f = v.s,, Re s,, we extend it to D
according to the same symmetry

fT:fT(Taz)—i_fr(ru_Z)a J?z:fz(,,,,z)_fz(,r,_z)’ fﬂ:fﬂ(ruz)"i_fﬂ(ru_z)a
where f = fTe, + fPeg+ fZe., f = fre.+ fPey + fZe.. For the pressure ¢. 5, in (L2)), we extend
it as an even function in z

q€,52 = (e,55 (Ta Z) + qe 55 (Ta _Z)

The above symmetry properties are preserved by (LI and (LLZ). We obtain that v, s, is a
solution to (I.2)) with pressure g. 5, and forcing R. s, and enjoys the symmetry property (Sym]).
Since supp(ve.s,) € DY, e.5, — ves, and v 5, are disjoint, applying (.47 yields
[|0e.6, (T)l|ze = 2(1 = 0)[b(T', w0, S0)| — Cp.s,8,

(3.48) ) -
1,6, (0, )|zr <2+ Chsne,  |[Reslle < Csse.

The last inequality on R&(;Q follows from the triangle inequality. Let o(T) be the solution to
(T2)) with initial data @, g, (0). Following the argument in [35,[52], we obtain

(3.49) 0(T) = ve.6,(T)l|r < Cr6,¢-

Since the symmetry of o, 5, (0) in z is preserved by (L2), v(T') satisfies the symmetry (Sym)).
3.4.5. Control of A} for all power 0. Denote x2(z) = 1p,  (1)(r, z). Since supp(ve,s, (¢, -))
supp(e(t,-)) C B,0y(1/4) B44) and v, 5, is the symmetric extension of v, 5,, we get x20:5, =

Te,5,- Moreover, for & € supp(x2) N D1, we get 7 € [1/2,1]. Then for any ¢ € R, using (3.47)),
we obtain

1™ 0e,5, (0, )| 2w = |~ 7 X202,5, (0, )| » < C[[0,5, (0, )l |20 < T (2 4 Ty 5,€)-
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Applying the above estimate, (341]), (B:48)), (349) and the definition ([[4]), we yield
Co(2+Cy,5.) A" (T) = |17 0e,5, (0, )| L A5 (T) = [[r=70(T)|[e 2 (|~ x20(T)| e

> Collx2t(T)|2r 2 Co(llxate,s. (T)lr = [Ix2(9(T) = Ve, (T))||10)

> Colloes (T)an — Cpsae) 2 Col2(1 = UL 20, 60) = Cr) 2 Co (T20(T) — o).
Taking 7 = 1/2 and letting € — 0 conclude the proof. (I

Proof of Theorem [ From Theorem [8 we have lim;_, 7~
tions and [3.4] we establish

wp(t)||s = oo. Combining Proposi-

oo
lim inf )\;ysm(t)z >C, 1jtmgpnf BA(T) > C, thm [lwop ()] — o
; nm S

t—T

We conclude the proof of Theorem [ O

3.5. Proof of Theorem [3l The proof of Theorem [3is completely similar to that of Theorem
[ and is easier. We follow the arguments in [51]. Firstly, we note that there is a sign difference
between the Boussinesq equations used in [§] (IH) and [5I]. In [51], the Boussinesq equations
are given by

(3.50) 6, +u-V8=0, w,+u-Vu+Vp=(0,0T, V-u=0.

The velocity-density formulation of (IF) is the above equations with (0, )T replaced by (0, —6)7.

Clearly, (I3) and (350) are equivalent: (u,#) solves (LA if and only if (u, —8) solves (B.50).
The linearized equation of (350) around a solution (u, ) of (F50) is given by

(3.51) on+u-Vn+v-Vo=0, 9v+u-Vv+v-Vu+Vg=(0,n)T, divv=0,

which is also different from (L7) with (0,7)7 in (B51) replaced by (0,—n)T in [LT7). Given
solution (u,d) of (LH) and (v,n,u,6) satisfying (7)), we obtain that (u,—6) is solution of
@B320) and (v, —n, u, —0) satisfies (B51]). To keep the minimal changes of sign and other notations
among this paper, [§], and [5I], due to this connection, we use the following setting. Given a
singular solution (u, —6) of (&) in Theorem [7l we obtain the solution (u,#) of (B50), which
satisfies the same properties in Theorem [7] e.g., the blowup quantities and the regularity. Then
we consider [B.50) and B5]) in the following discussions so that the derivations and notations
are consistent with those in [51].
The bicharacteristics-amplitude ODE system of (850) [51] read

(352) 'Y(t,i[]o) = u(t7’7(t7$0))7
(353) é(taIOago) = _(a1u)T§(taIOa§0)7
, T(9,2)b €. (Lb), »
(3.54) b(t, 20, €0) = —(Bu Db+ Lb + (25 T&IZZ) _§ |§|2 ))5,
where 72 (§,u), b € R3, the matrix 0, Z, vector 5, and linear operator L are given below
0 0 020 . 0 0
(355) Bmié 0 81u1 82U1 N f £ 61 5 Lb £ 0
0 81u2 82’[1,2 62 bl

The initial data is given by v|i—o = %0, |i=0 = & € R?\{0} and b|;—¢ = by € R3. Denote
(3.56) YTo2{(z,y)€R::2=00ry=0}, D=R2, D*2{(z,y):y>0,+z>0}.

For the singular solution (u, —6) in Theorem [T (then (u, #) solves ([3.50)), since w is odd, 6 is
even in z, and v(x,0) = 0, we have

(3.57) u-nly, =0,

where n is the normal vector of To. We first generalize Lemma as follows.
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Lemma 3.8. Let y; be the solution to (B.52) with initial data xq, Ty be the blowup time, T < T,
and D* be the domains defined in [3.50). (a) For any xo € Yo and t € [0,T.), its trajectory v,
remains in Ya; for any xo € DF\ Ty and t € [0,T.), we have v; € DF\Yy. For any t € [0,T],
Y 48 tnvertible, and v,y Y are Lipschitz in time and the initial value.

(b) For xg € D\ Yy, there exists §(xo,T) > 0 depending on xo, T and a compact set Yo such
that

(3.58) Yt(Biy(6)) U By, () (8) C B2 € DF\ Yo

As a result, for initial data zg € By, (0) and any by, &y, there exista a unique solution (Y, b, &)
to B52)-B54) on t € [0,T]. The functions (vi,bs, &) are Lipschitz in time and C* with
respect to initial data zy € By, (8) and by, &, and ~; '(x) is Lipschitz in time and C* in x €
'Yt(Bmo (5)) U B%(zo)(a)'

Unlike Lemma for the 3D Euler equations, in the above Lemma, since it is in 2D, we
do not need to consider the angular variable ¥ and the poloidal component Z (3:2]). Moreover,
unlike (BI8), we do not restrict the initial data z¢ and the trajectory v¢(xo) to a domain near
the singularity (0,0) since the velocity u(t) in Theorem [T is smooth in any interior compact
domain in RJ. The proof of Lemma .8 follows from the non-penetrated condition (3.57), the
regularity u,§ € C* and u,0 € C°°(X) for any compact set ¥ C D\ Yy from Theorem [ and
the same argument in the proof of Lemma

We adopt the following notation from [51] by replacing the domain D by D\Y5

a(T) = sup BT, o, €0, bo)-
[bo|=1,|€0|=1,20€ D\ YT2,bo-E0=0

Recall from (BEH) that bo,f_é € R3, & € R?%. From Lemma B8 for xg € D\ T, b(T, xo, o, bo)
and «(T) are well-defined. We modify Proposition 3.1 from [51] as follows.

Proposition 3.9. Assume that (u,—0) is the singular solution in Theorem [} Then (u,0) is
the singular solution of B50). For any t € (0,T*), we have

IVO(T)[|s0 < [1V0][o00®(T).

Note that V& € C* is continuous, and we can solve (3.52)-(3.54) for 2o € D*\ T3 from Lemma
The proof follows from the proof of Proposition 3.1 in [51] with minor modifications similar
to those in the proof of Proposition B3l Thus, we omit the proof.

We modify Proposition 3.2 from [51] as follows.

Proposition 3.10. Assume that (u,—0) is the singular solution in Theorem[7 Then (u,8) is
the singular solution of B50). For any T € (0,T*) and p € (1,00), we have

a(T) < Corp?™ (T).

The proof follows from the argument in [5I] and the argument in the proof of Theorem
B4 The key point is that the approximate solution (7 s,ve ) constructed in [51] is similar to
(23) and supported in a compact domain Y5 C D¥\Ya. See ([3.44) for the case of the 3D
Euler equations. The proof is much simpler since we do not need to construct an axisymmetric
solution.

We give a sketch of the proof. We fix T' < T,. For any initial data zo € DT\ Yy and by, &
with bg ~§B =0, |bo| = 1,|&]| = 1, from Lemma 3.8 there exists § > 0 and a compact set X5 such
that (B.58) holds. Without loss of generality, we assume xz¢g € DT\ YT2. We construct a smooth
cutoff function xr similar to ([B:36]) such that

XT(:E) =1, x€dy XC supp(XT) =23 C D+\T2.
We localize the singular solution (u, §) similar to (B:37)) as follows
(3.59) ur(t,z) £ ult,z)xr(z), Or(tz) = 0(t,2)xr(x).

From Theorem [7, we get ur, 6y € L°°([0,T],C%°(D)). Then we construct b(t, z),&(t, z), y(t, x)
by solving the PDE (Eulerian) form of .52)-(B.54) with u, , Zreplaced by ur, 07, zr = (67, ur)
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using the following initial data
b(O,.I)Ebo, 5(0,3:):&), S(O,I):Iéb

We choose §; = m similar to (3.40) and choose pp that is supported in Bs, (yr(zo)) with
[loT||» = 1. Then we construct a localized function with properties similar to (3:44)

p(t,x) = pr(yr oy ' (2),  supp(p(t,2)) C By, (40)(6/2) C o

These functions b(t, z),£(t, x), S(t, x), p(t,z) are at least C* in the whole domain for ¢ € [0, T.
From ([3.359), we have

ur(t,z) =u(t,z), Or(t,x)=0(x), z€csupp(p(t)) CIs, te][0,T)].

Using these functions b, &, S, ¢, we follow [51] to construct the WKB solution, which is supported
in supp(p(t)) C X2. Due to the above relation, the localization ([3.59) does not change the
estimates of the solution. We can further symmetrize the solution using the argument in Section
B2 The rest of the proof follows [51].

One difference between our settings and those in [51] is that our domain RJ has boundary,
while the domain in [51] is R? or T?. In the proof of Proposition B.I0, this difference appears
only in the elliptic estimate

9q

—Agq=V-g, xER;, —%:rrg, ona]R;r,

where n is the unit normal vector. In [51], there is no boundary and the second equation. In
Ry, the L estimate

IValle Sp llgllze,  p € (1,00)

follows from the Poisson’s formula for ¢ and the Calderon-Zygmund estimates of the kernel.
Now, we are in a position to prove Theorem Bl The proof is simpler than that in [51] since

we do not require the blowup criterion on fOT [|VO]|oodt.

Proof of Theorem [3. From Theorem [7, we have lim;_, 7+ ||VO(t)||cc = c0. Combining Proposi-

tions and B.10, we establish

o o . IVO@)]|
sym 2 > 2 > || _
™07 2 G i plen() 2 G I g
We conclude the proof of Theorem Bl O

3.6. Proof of Theorem [2l For the singular solution [18], near the singularity (r,z) = (0,0),
the flow moves down the z axis, and then travel outward in the r direction. See also Remark
2.1 in [I8]. We will use the outward flow to prove Theorem [2 Denote

Ts2{(r,z):r=00rz=0} fB,(t) = sup by (0, €0, bo)|-
(3.60) (z0,b0,60) E(R\T5) xR x ST,
bo-£0=0,|bo|="7§
The definition of 3,(t) modifies (321 and is similar to 3.22)). The velocity u”,u* in Theorem
satisfies
(3.61) u(t) - n .= u"(t) - n" +uF(t) - n*(t) =0,
3

and (u",u?) is smooth in R3\T3 and u¥ = 0. In particular, ; is a bijection from R3\ T3 to
R3\Y3. Hence, we can generalize Lemma to the current setting, and solve (B.0)-(B.8) in
R3\ T3 with solutions b;,7:,&,7; * that are C* on the initial data.

The following result is established in the proof of Proposition 2 in [35].

Proposition 3.11. For any (T,zr) € (0,T*) x R3\{r =0} and o € R, let x; be the backward
solution of [BQ) from time T and xr, wo = w(0,x0), & be the solution of B) with initial data
§o-wo =10, # 0,80 - €y(zo) = 0, and by be a solution of BI) with initial data by = ey and
bo - & = 0. Then we have Tngl < rplbr|.
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Applying the above result to z7 € R¥\ Y3 C R3\{r = 0} and using definition (B.60), we yield

Ta'Jrl B N
0 <% lbr| < B (T).
p

Since z1 = yr(z0) is arbitrary in R3\ T3 and vz is a bijection from R3\ T3 to itself, we derive
o+1 ~
SUP ) cR3\ T :(,% < B,(T). Since u € C1* and vr(z) is Lipschitz in x, we get yr(ro, 9o,0) =
o 'r
lim, o yr(ro, Yo, 2). Hence, we further obtain

T(T-‘rl

(3.62) sup SH < B,(T).
20€RI\ {r=0} T

We have the following estimate for 7 /9. The idea is that the outgoing flow in the r direction
near (r,z) = (0,0) generates rapid growth of r¢ /7.

Lemma 3.12. Let u be the singular solution in Theorem[d. Then for any T < Ty, we have

1 /7
sup 'z > exp (—/ ul(t,0,0)dt).
r0#0 T0 2 Jo
Proof. Note that u”(¢,0,z) = 0. For T < T, since u"(t) € C°([0,7],C"*) and u’(t,0,0) >
0,t € [0,T], there exists § > 0, such that
1 (¢, 7,0
(3.63) 0< Lur(t,0,0) < 610
2 r
for all r < 4,t € [0,T]. Since u*(t,r,0) = 0, solving the r component of the ODE (3.6 backward
with initial data xp = (rp,0),r0 = 0/2, we get that the trajectory is on z = 0 and

< 2u;(t,0,0).

d u" (T —t,rr—¢,0)
—rp_y = —u"(T —t,rp_,0) = —rp_
dtTT t u ( y T —t, ) TT—t s

Since u" (T —¢,7,0) > 0 on r € [0,0], rr—¢ is decreasing in ¢t and rp—; € [0,6]. Using the above
ODE, (363), and Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain

1 /7 T
ro < exp(—i/ uy (¢,0,0)dt)rp, 1o > exp(—2/ uy (t,0,0)dt)rp > 0.
0 0

The desired result follows. g
For the singular solution in Theorem [ , Proposition 3 in [35] remains true.

Proposition 3.13. Let t € (0,T%),p € (1,00),0 € (—%, %) and u be the singular solution in

Theorem[8. Then we have B,(T) < \¥m(T).

~ p,o

From Theorem [ for any 7' < oo and any compact domain ¥ C R?*\ Y3, we can localize u
using some cutoff function such that u(¢, z)x(x) = u(t, z) for (x,t) € X x [0,T], and uy is much
smoother. The weighted estimate involving the weight 7~ in Lemma 4.1 in [35] does not require
higher order regularity on u. Thus the proof follows from [35] and the proof of proposition 3.4

Now, we are in a position to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem[2. From Theorem [ we have fOT* ul(t,0,0)dt = c0. For 0 < =1, —o0 — 1 > 0,
combining Lemma and (362), we obtain

sym ) T0 \o T\ _1-0o
/\p?a (T) > CB,(T) > C sup (—) = C(sup —) 7> C exp(
’r‘o;éo TT ro;éO TO

T
"/ u'(t,0,0)dt).
0

Letting T" — T, we complete the proof. O
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4. PROPERTIES OF THE SINGULAR SOLUTIONS TO THE 2D BOUSSINESQ EQUATIONS

In this Section, we prove Theorem [1l regarding the properties of the singular solutions to the
2D Boussinesq equations ([H) constructed in [§]. In Section [, we generalize these estimates to
the 3D Euler equations with boundary using the connection between the 2D Boussinesq and the
3D Euler equations [8,[40] and the argument in [§].

We remark that we will only use the higher-order interior regularity in Theorems qual-
itatively to prove Theorems [IH3l These estimates could be established by performing energy
estimates of the physical equations directly with a continuation criterion similar to the BKM
criterion [I]. Yet, since the singular solution has only low regularity in the whole domain, we
need some delicate weighted estimates. Instead, we prove these regularity estimates by generaliz-
ing the nonlinear stability estimates in [§] to the higher order and using embedding inequalities.
These quantitative stability estimates can be useful for future study of the singular solution.

4.1. Setup for the 2D Boussinesq equations. Firstly, we recall the setup from [§].

4.1.1. Dynamic rescaling formulation. The analysis of the singular solutions [8] is based on
the dynamic rescaling formulation [36,43]. To distinguish the solutions to (L3)-(L6) and the
solutions to its dynamic rescaling formulation, we denote by wppny (2, t), Ophy (z, t), Uphy (2, ) the
solutions of (CH)-(6). Then it is easy to show that

w(z,7) = Co(T)wphy (Ci(T)2,8(7)),  O(z,7) = Co(T)0phy (Ci(7)z, (7)),
u(z,7) = Co(1)Ci(T) ™ pny (Cr(7)z, (7)),

are the solutions to the dynamic rescaling equations

(4.2)  wr(z,7) + (a(r)x+u) - Vw = co(T)w + 0, 0:(x,7) + (c(T)x +u) - VO =0,

where u = (u,v)T = VH(-A) " w, x = (2,9)7,

(4.3) Cu(r) = exp (/0 cw(s)dr> , Ci(r) = exp (/0 —cl(s)ds> , Cp = exp </O ce(s)dr> ,

t(r) = [y Cu(7)dr and the rescaling parameter ¢;(), co(7), cu, (1) satisfies
co(T) = (1) + 2¢,(7).

We have the freedom to choose the time-dependent scaling parameters ¢;(7) and ¢, (7) ac-
cording to some normalization conditions. After we determine the normalization conditions for
¢i(7) and ¢, (7), the dynamic rescaling equation is completely determined and the solution of
the dynamic rescaling equation is equivalent to that of the original equation using the scaling
relationship described in (@I)-3), as long as ¢(7) and ¢, (7) remain finite. We refer more
discussion about this reformulation for the 2D Boussinesq equations to [8].

To simplify our presentation, we still use ¢ to denote the rescaled time.

(4.1)

4.1.2. Change of coordinates and the approrimate steady state. Consider the polar coordinate
in Ry
r=+ax2+y? [=arctan(y/x), R=r"

Let w, 0,9 = (—A)~!w be the vorticity, density, and the stream function in ({#2]). Denote

(1) QRB1) =wlr,t), U= 56, 050 = 0.0, &R0 = (0) .0,
Using the (R, 8) coordinates and the above new variables, we reformulate (£2)) as follows
Q4+ acRORQY + (u - V)Q = ¢, + 1,
(4.5) e + aciROpn + (u - V)n = (2¢, — uz)n — v5€,
& + acRORE + (u- V)& = (2¢, — vy)€ — uyn.
The elliptic equation (LG reduces to
(4.6) — a?R*OppV — a4 + a)RORY — 9pp ¥ — 4V = Q,
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with boundary conditions

(4.7) U(R,0) = U(R,7/2) =0, lim W(R,B)=0.

Here, instead of working with the equations of (w,#) 2], we consider the equations of
(w,0z,0,) in (L3) since these variables have similar regularities.

The above polar coordinates (R, 3) and the change of variables from w, 1 to , ¥ were first
introduced in [I§]. The advantages of these transforms are that for small «, the solution can
be expressed as a smooth function of R, and the structure of the equations (@3] and (L6 are
clear under the (R, 3) coordinates.

The approximate steady state of (@A) under the coordinate (R, 3) is given by

QR.0) = SO T WRE) = SR =2 +3 @=L
(4.8) /2
ME) = (s, == [ T

We decompose a solution (Q,7, €, é,é,) of ([@H) into the approximate steady state and their
perturbations

Q:Q+Qu ﬁ:ﬁ+777 é:g—i_ga G =¢+c, Cub=2=Cy+Cy.
To uniquely determine the dynamic rescaling formulation, we impose the following normal-
ization conditions on the perturbation of the rescaling parameters ¢;(t), ¢, (t)
2 l—a 2 1-—a
(4.9) Cu(t) = ——L1a(U))(0),  alt) =~ — L12(22(1))(0) = cu(t),

o T (0%

where Li5(+) is defined below in (I0). We use €2, 7,& to denote the perturbation since we will
mainly focus on the analysis of the perturbation in the rest of the paper. The reader should not
confuse them with the solution to (LH).

4.1.3. Linearization. We introduce

< (72 gin s ~
o Lis(Q) 2 /R / wdm L1s(@)(R) 2 Lus(Q)(R) — Lin(2)(0),
N T Sinw(imLu(Q).

For sufficiently small «, the operator Lis captures the leading order term of the Biot-Savart
law u = V4 (=A)y , and W, is the lower order part in the modified stream function ¥. In
particular, the leading order parts of the velocity u, @ are given by
2 2rsi
U= — rCOSﬁL12(Q)+l.O.t., v = TSlnB

yes;

L12(Q) + Lo.t.,

2
Ug = —Uy = ——L12(Q) + Lot., wuy=1Llot., vy,=Ilot.
(4.11) o

~ T 3« - sin(28) 3
L12() = = U = — +l.0.t.
)= R 2 1+R oM

where l.o.t. denotes the lower order terms and we have used the formula of ) in (@) to derive

L12(9). The smallness of the lower order terms can be justified using the elliptic estimates in
Propositions [B3] B4l The formulas of u,v in (R, 3) coordinate are given in (D). We refer
the complete calculation and the formulas of the lower order terms to Section 8.1 in [§].

Definition 4.1. We define the differential operators
DR = R&R, Dﬁ = Sin(Qﬂ)aﬁ
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and the linear operators £;

3 _ _
‘Cl(Qan) é _DRQ_ —DﬁQ_Q+n+CW(Q_DRQ)7

1+ R
(112) L 1) £ —Dry = T D+ (~2 4 )+ —Lia()7 + (i — D),
A 3 3 2 _ _ _
L3(82,€) = —Dré — 1+—RD"§ + (=2 1T R)§ - W—le( )€ + cw (3§ — DRE),

where L12(9) is defined in (@I0) and Q,7 are defined in @3J).

With the above notations, in the (R, 3) coordinate, the linearized equations of (LX) around
the approximate steady state (2, 7,&, ¢, ) read

(413) Qt - El (9777) + RQu m = £2(9777) + Rn7 gt = £3(§) + R£7

where ,n, & are the perturbations. The above definitions of the linearized operators are moti-
vated by the leading order structures of the velocity (@I1]), and we only keep the leading order
terms in £;. The remaining terms R contain the lower order terms with a small factor «, the
residual error of the approximate steady state, and the nonlinear terms. They are treated as
the lower order terms in the energy estimates. The full expansion of R is rather lengthy, and
we refer the formulas and derivations to Sections 5.1 and 8.1 in [§].

4.1.4. Weights and energy norms. Recall the following singular weights from [g].
Definition 4.2. Recall I'(8) = cos®(8). Let o = 100,7 =1+ 5. Define ¢4, 9;, ¢; by

s X (W S g, e (1;75)38111(25),
Py 2 (1—;74]%)4(51@6) cos(B))77, G;—fﬁ sin(3)~7 cos(B) 7,
o 2 #, ¢2 214 (Rsin(28)%)"1, ¢i; = Lis1d1 + 1j>100.

The special forms of vy, o are designed carefully to exploit nonlocal cancellations in the
linearized equations ([I3) and are crucial for the linear stability analysis of the weighted L?
part of the energy in [I8)). The weights ¢;, 1;, which are singular near R = 0, are important
to derive the damping effect from the linearized equations ([@I3]). The singular weights ¢1, @2
were first introduced in [I8]. We define the weighted H* norms as follows

1/2 1/2 i i
(4.15) 1 llmiy 2 Y o *Diflle + > 1oy > DRD™ £ 2.

0<k<m i+j<m—1

Choosing p; = ¢; and p; = ¥;,1 = 1,2, we get the H™(p) and H™(¢)) norm, respectively. We
simplify H™ () as H™. The H™ norm is used for Q,7 and the H*(¢)) norm for €.

We need the weighted C* norm to control &
(4.16)

1fller 2 1fllos + - (61D flloc + 16205 o)+ D |61 + 62) DDA S oo

1<i<k 0> 1i+5<k

We remark that the second weights ¢s, 12, @2 are used to handle the angular derivatives. For
mixed derivatives only involving Dg, we use the first weights 1, %1, ¢1.
To estimate the velocity of the approximate steady state, we use the W norm [8[18]

1) ez 3

0<k+j<l,j#0

. D’“Dj
[sim26)"% e m ], + 2 ||,

& + sin(2p
10+ (28 0<k<l
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4.2. H* estimates. The nonlinear stability analysis in [§] is based on the weighted L? and H*
linear stability analysis of the following energy with a lower order remaining term R

B3 (S0,1,€) 21190013 + [Inw |3 + ﬂLm)( )+ (11207213 + [y [3)
(4.18) +||w“2||2+u2<||w1/2||2+||w”2|| )+ 11D 1
+ (|| DRy 13 + 11 Dangy * 2 + ||DrEV 2 1B),
R1(Q,1,€) 2(Ra, Qpo) + (Ry, mibo) + 4—7301;12(9)(0)(739, sin(28)R™1)

+ m((DgRa, DsQp2) + (DsRy, Danea)) + (Re, §1)
+ p12((Ra, Qp1) + (Ry,ne1)) + (DpRe, (Dg€)ipa)

+ N3(<DRR97 DrQp1) + (DrRy, Drnw1) + (DrRe, DR§¢1>),

where the absolute constant pi,pa,ps > 0 are determined in order. Higher order stability
analysis is further established inductively for the energy Fj with a remaining term Ry
(4.19)

BE Q) 2 B+ Y Y wiy (IIpy/*DRDs QU3 + IIp) *DiDi i3 + 1a)* DD €1

2<i<k 0<j<i

Ri(@m€) 2 R+ Y Y iy (DD Ra, (DRDE?Qpy) + (DD Ry, (DRD} n)p;)
2<i<k 0<j<i

HDRD Re, (DRDE7€)a5) )

where the weights (pj, q;) = (¢1,91) for j = 0 and (pj, ¢;) = (p2,%2) for j > 1. The absolute
constants u;;—; can be determined in the order (2,0), (1,1), (0,2), (3,0),(2,1).... We apply the
first weights 1, ¢ if the mixed derivatives only contain Dg, and (@2, ) otherw1se.

The case k = 1,2,3 of the following estimate has been established in Corollary 6.4 [8], and
its generalization to general k > 3 is straightforward.

Proposition 4.3. For any k > 1, there exists some absolute constants Cy, and p; ; > 0,7 <,
which can be determined inductively in the order (i1,j1) =< (i2,72) if i1 < i2 or i1 = iz and

J1 < ja, such that

1 d 1
3 E3(Q,n,6) < (——+Cka)Ek+Rk

We refer the details to Sections 5, 6 in [§] and its arXiv version [7]. Note that the remaining
term Ry is a lower order term and can be treated as a small perturbation in the final energy
estimates.

We define the inner products on H* and H*(¢) associated with energy Ey (£IR), (EI9),
which are equivalent to H*, H*(v))

(f.9)ar E1(Dsf, Dagps) + p2(f. ge1) + u3<DRf, Drgyr)
+ >0 Y wi(DRDG DYDY gp;),

2<i<k 0<5<4
<f7 >’Hk(’l/}) <Dﬁf7 Dﬁg1/)2> <fag¢1> +,u3<DRfa DRg1/}1>

+ >0 Y i (DRDG DYDY gg)),
2<i<k 0<5<4

(4.20)

where p; = p1,¢q; = 91 for j = 0 and p; = pa2,q; = 2 for j # 0. We will use the notations
([@20) in the estimates of the transport term in Proposition [B.g .

To estimate the remaining terms Ry, (ZI9) in the weighted H* energy estimates in Proposition
and perform the weighted C* estimate in Section B3, we need to generalize the functional
inequalities in Section 7.2 in [8] to the higher order. We generalize them one by one. Since
most estimates follow from the argument in [8], for completeness, we present the generalizations
and give a sketch of the proof in Appendix [Bl . We further generalize the estimates of the
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approximate steady state Q,7, ¢ from [8] in Appendix [C]. The proof of these estimates follows
the argument in [§] and thus is omitted.

The estimates of the remaining term R3 in Proposition 3 with k& = 3 established in [§] are
based on the elliptic estimates in Proposition[B.3] the functional inequalities in Appendix [B] the
estimates of the approximate steady state in Appendix[Cland the Li2(+) operator in Lemmal[C.4l
With the higher order analogs of these estimates, we can follow the derivations and arguments
in Section 8 in [8] to establish the following estimate

IRl < o2(ER + all€]|Ze—2) + a 32 (B + /2| [¢]|er—2)® + o* By

It generalizes the corresponding estimate in the case of k = 3 in Section 8.4.1 in [8]. Plugging
the above estimate in Proposition @3, we complete the H* estimate

1d 1 _
(4.21) EEE,f < —EEﬁ + Cra (B2 + al|€]|2k-2) + Cra™®2(By, + a/?|[¢]|or—2)® + Cra®E,

which generalizes estimate (8.1) in [§] from k£ = 3 to k > 3.

4.3. C* estimate of £&. To close the k — th order nonlinear estimates, we need to control the
L° norm of D%DéQ, DiRD%n, DiRDéﬁ, i+ 7 < k—2. For £ however, since the weight s (see
Definition E2)) is less singular in 3 for S close to 0, the weighted #* (1)) space associated to ¢ is
not embedded continuously into C*~2. Alternatively, we estimate the C* norm of £&. The case
k = 1 has been established in Section 6.3 and 8.5 in [8]. The general case of k > 1 is not so
straightforward and thus we present the estimate. Throughout the rest of the paper, we only
consider k£ < 100 to avoid tracking absolute constants related to k.

Following the derivation in Section 6.3 in [8] (or Section 6.4 in the arXiv version [7]), we can
rewrite the linearized equation of ¢ in (I3 as follows

(4.22) HE+ AE) = (—2— HLR)ngEl + 25 + F¢ + N,

where A(£) denotes the transport term in the £ equation in (@A), including the nonlinear part
(4.23) A(€) 2 (14 3a+ a)Dré+ ((W+1) - V),

=1,Z9 are lower order terms that contain a small factor

(4.24) 5 = (HLR —0y)8, B = —vy€+cu(26 — RORE) + (acw ROp — (w- V)€ = (uyi + tiyn),
N, is some nonlinear term, and Fy is the error

(4.25) No = (20 — vy)€ —uyn, Fe 2 —(26, — 0,)€ + @7 + a& RIRE + (- V)E.

Here, we have expanded the remaining term R, in (13]). The above decomposition and =, =
are motivated by the leading order structure of the velocity ([@I1l) and the properties that & is
a lower order term of size a?.

We introduce T [8] to denote the lower order part of the transport operator u -V

o 2cos(28) 3 2U, + aDRr¥
(4.26) T(Q) s ng(Q)DR adgV,.Dp + 7sin(2ﬁ)

Using this notation, we decompose i - V into the main term and the lower order term 7 (Q)

Ds.

3 _
6-V=-—>_D 0
-V T wr 5+ T(Q),

which further motivates the following decomposition of (£23])
3 _ 3
(1.27) A(€) = (1+3a-+ac) D + o= Dat) + ((u+0) -V = 1= Ds)6) 2 A1(6) +Aa(6).
The main part in A(§) is captured by A;(§). We refer the detailed derivation to Section 6.4 and
Section 8.1 in [§].
We need the following simple estimates for the weights.

Lemma 4.4. For ¢ = ¢1,¢2, ¢i; defined in @2), we have |Dro| S ¢, |Dpd| S ¢, 1 S ¢1,1 5
2.
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The estimate for ¢1, @2 follows from a simple calculation. The estimate for ¢;; follows from
a triangle inequality.

4.3.1. Estimate of ¢;; D%Dé{. To establish the C* estimate, we perform L estimate on ¢;; D%Dé{.
Denote the commutator and the weighted derivatives

(4.28) [P,Q] = PQ—QP, Py 2 ¢i; DD,

In the L™ estimate, we need to estimate the commutator [P;;, A] (£21), which is given below.
Lemma 4.5. For i+ j =k <100, we have
DRy

)

(4.29) [Pij, Al]f = —(1 + 3a + acl)

Pi€ +eij

with error terms €;; satisfying

(4.30) or S alPijél,  leil S [Picr g€l + |[€ller—1 + afPigl, i>1.
For As, we have

(4.31) |[Pij, A2lé] S (a7 H[[Qlrs2 + @)[[€]lx-

The first term on the right hand side of (£29) is a damping term so that we do not need to
control it. The upper bound of (£31)) is of order «||€||cx, and the second commutator is a lower
order term. The above estimate shows that Ppj almost commutes with A up to some lower order
terms, which are small or can be controlled by lower order energy. Thus we will first perform
L estimate on Poi{. Then we estimate other terms P; ;€ in the order of i = 1,2,3..,k so
that in each step, we can control the bad term |P;_1 j+1£| in (@30) using the previous estimate.

Proof. To simplify the notation, we denote ¢ = ¢;;. We decompose A; ([@2T) into

A = A1 + Aj2, A1n = agDgr, A12 = f(R)Dg, aq = (14 3a+aq), f(R) = ——.
Note that Dr and Dg commute. For A1, a direct computation yields
[Pijs A1l = $DR DEANE — A (8D DEE) = aa (9D DEE — Dr(¢DRpDEE))
= —aaDr¢DEDLE = —aad ™ DroPisé,
which gives the first term on the right hand side of (£29]). For A;s, similarly, we get
[Pij, Avalé = #DR D} (f(R) D) = f(R)Dg (9D D5)
= (DRD}(F(R)D3E) = F(R)DRDST'€) = F(R)D3oDRDYE 2 1+ 11.
Using Lemma d4l and f(R) < 1, we yield
1] S af (R)|6DRDAE| < alPijel.
For I, since Dgf(R) =0, if i = 0, we get I = 0. This proves the first inequality in ([@30).
If ¢ > 1, using the Leibniz rule, we derive
1] = |6(DR(f(R)DS'€) = f(R)DRDS€)]
(4.52) S ODRf(RD' DS €40 > (D f(R)DRDSE]
1<i—2

From the definition of ¢1, ¢2, ¢;; [@2), we have

R R R
DLf(R) < ————, 1<1<100 — <1 i <1+ 1, < On.j
Rf( )N (1+R)27 =t = 9 ¢1 (1+R)2 ~ ¢](1+R)2 ~ + ]Zl¢2 N¢ ,j+1

for any n > 0. Using the above derivations and the definition of C¥ ([@I6)), we yield
i—1 i+l j+1
1] S 1¢i1,541 D5 ' DEE 4+ Y 1| DRDEE S IPic1jaél + €]l ivar
1<i—2

This completes the proof of [@29) and (4.30)).
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For A, we follow the decomposition in Section 8.5.3 in [§]
2 ~ 2 2 ~
Ay (€) === Lia()Dsé + (T(Q) + T(Q)E = ——L1z()Ds€ — = cos(28)(L12(%2) + L12(2) ) Drg
2\11* + CYDR\IJ + 2@* + CYDR\P

— a(9pW. + 050.) D¢ + sin(2/3)

Dgsg
é(HlD,@ + HyDgr + H3Dg + H4Dﬂ)§,

where L12(f2), ¥, defined in [@I0) relate to the leading order terms of the velocity, and 7 ()
([#26) denotes the lower order part in the transport operator u- V.

Let (H, D) be one of the pairs (Hy, Dg), (Hz2, DRr), (Hs, Dr), (Ha, Dg) in the above decom-
position. Next, we show that

(4.33) |[Pij, HDIE| S [[H[ e[ [€]lcx-

Since Dg and Dg commute, applying the Leibniz rule, we derive
[Pij, HDJE = ¢ Dy Dy(HDE) — HD($D}, D})§ = D}y Dj(HDE) — HD} Dy DE — HDG - Dip Dig
i -] i— j—m m i j
=9 Z (l) <m> (D' DY H)(DRDy DE) — HD¢ - Dy DLE £ Jy + Ja.
1<i,m<j,l+m<i+j
Using Lemma [£.4] we obtain
2| S [1Hloo| DR DEEN S 1H |loo|Pisé] S 11H |loolI€] -

Recall ¢ = 1;>1¢1 +1,>1¢2. We estimate two weights in J; separately. If i = 0, the estimate
is trivial since 1;>1¢1 = 0. If ¢ > 1, we have ¢ —{ > 1 or [ > 1. In the first case, using the
definition of C* ([@I8)), Proposition B2, and i +j —l—m <i+j=k,l+m <i+j =k, we get

1D ' Dy " H - DpDF€| < [¢1 D ' Dy " Hloo| D D€
S DR TIDE " Hl[eal[€ller S [1H er[Ellex-

The estimates of the other case [ > 1 and that of the second weight are completely similar.
Thus, using the triangle inequality, we establish

|l S ([ H]lex[[€]lex

which along with the estimate of Jy implies (£33).
To further control the ||H||¢r, we have the following estimates

(4.34) 1Hllex S oM |Qlpg+2 + o

The case of k = 1 has been established in Section 8.5.3 in [§]. The general case k > 1 follows from
a similar argument by using the elliptic estimates in Propositions [B.3] [B4] and the embedding
in Proposition [B:22l We refer to [§] for more discussions.

Combining (£33) and [{@34), we conclude the proof of ({3T]). O

Now, we are in a position to estimate P;;§. Applying P;; on both sides of (£.22), we yield
3 L
(4.35) 0 Pij§ + APy = Pij((—2 — H——R)g) — [Pij, AJ§ + Pij(E1 + E2 + F¢ + No).

The main damping term is (—2 — HLR)@
For the first term on the right hand side, applying estimate similar to ([@32]), we have

~Pi((2+ 7)) = —ODRDA(E + o)) = —(2 4 TP+,

with dgr = 0 and

3 )
6isl = o 3 ()D C2+ ) DRDSE| S

1<i—1
S NlEllgr-

> AT RR 1+R) 5IDRDLEN S D (14 ¢1y)| DR D]

1<i—1 1<i—1
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for ¢ > 1. From the definition of ¢1, ¢2,¢ = ¢i; [@2), we have Dr¢p;; < 0. Using the above
estimate and Lemma [0 we derive

3
Pie - (Pig((=2 = T8 = [Pusn AlE) < —20Pyl + Pisél i + 163

< <2APyel? + CIPi€l lellen—s + alPigél + Liza P gat]).

To derive the first inequality, we have dropped the first term on the right hand side of [#29)
since Dro;; <0
Now, multiplying both sides of (£30]) by P;;¢ and performing the L> estimate, we establish

Piséllh < = (2= Ca)lIPiél% + ClIPs€llos (JIEllexs + LizalIPiotjsr€ll )

+ Cl|PijélloolIPij (Er + B2 + Fe + No)||oo-

Notice that for i = 0, the leading order term —(2—Ca)||P;;€||2, is a damping term. Moreover,
ifi+j = k = 0, the term ||¢||cx—1 on the right hand side is 0. Thus, there exists absolute constants
v;; > 0 with i 4+ j < k, which can be determined inductively on i + j, such that for

(4.36) ER oo (&) 2 1% + D vislPiéll,

i+j<k

liH
2dt

we have
1d _» 3 9 _ _ -
5& k.00 S —(5 — CCY)E]“OO + CEk,ooH:‘l + =9 + Fg + NO”Ck'
To further control =1 + Z5 + FE + N,, we have the following estimate
Lemma 4.6. For 1 <k <100, we have
E1ller S alltller,  [1Baller < o?(Ql5ns2 + a2 |Inllzess,
INoller < @ H[Eller [[Qlage+2 + ™ HIQlggre |10l l3grrz,  [[Feller S

The case of k = 1 has been established in Sections 8.5.1 and 8.5.2 in [8]. The general case
follows from a similar argument, Proposition [B.2] and the elliptic estimates in Propositions
and B4l Note that the C¥ norm @I6) and E}  are equivalent, we conclude the C* estimate

1d

3
~—FE; . <— (5 - Cra)E}; o + CkEr oo (042 + ' 2(|Q sz + o2 |ggnre
(4.37) 2dt ™ 2 '

+ 67 Bl [Qlygns2 + 0|9 lygeslllpgess )-

4.4. Nonlinear stability and finite time blowup. We fix £ = 100 and construct the energy

(4.38) E(Q,1,€) = (Bx(2,1.6) + aBr2,00()*)"?, k= 100.
Adding the estimates (L2I) and ax ([@3T) with k replaced by k — 2, we have
1d

1
§EE2(Q, n,&) < —1—5E2 + Ka'?E? + Ka™3/?E® + Ko®E,

for some absolute constant K, where we have used the fact that Ej o (&) (@30) is equivalent to
[|€]|cx since v;; are absolute constants. Using a standard bootstrap argument, we establish that
there exists a small absolute constant a1 < 1555 and K, such that if E(Q(-,0),7(-,0),£(-,0)) <
K.o2, we have

(4.39) EQ(), (1), £(t)) < K.o?

for all time ¢ > 0 and o < a;. We refer the detailed bootstrap argument to [§].
Finally, we consider the regularity of the solutions w+w,n+%, {+¢ in the physical space using
the relations ([@1]), [@3]). Following the argument in [8], we obtain that the scaling parameters

ci(t), e, (t) defined in [@F)), (£9) satisfy

3< (t)+ec, < L 1+3< +‘<2+3
2 Cw Cw 27 20 Cl C o 3
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where ¢,,, ¢; denote the scaling parameters associated to the approximate steady state, and c,, ¢
are the perturbations. In particular, C,(7), C;(7) defined in (@3)) remains finite for any 7 < 400
with bounds depending on 7, a only. -

Next, we show that L(u+a) € C*2. Applying L12(Q?) = %ﬂ—O‘R (@.11), the embedding in
Proposition [B.2] and Proposition [B:4l to U (¥) (D)), we yield

1 _ _ _
T3 gller +11¥llee + IDRYler + 1105 T llcx

1+R- 1+ R
Sa 1+ ||T\I]*||W’C’°° + ”T

For U(¥), we first consider L13(f) using Lemma Let x be the radial cutoff function
defined in Lemma[C.4] which is constant near » = 0. Using Proposition[B:2]and ([39), we have

1L12(D)[ler—2 S [[L12(2) = x1 L12()(0)[[er-2 + [Ixaller—2L12(Q)(0)] Sa [[2[3ex Sa 1.
Applying Propositions and to control the ¥, ¥, terms in U(¥) (D) , we get

1. -
w0) =0 (W) lex S ]
4.40

_ 1+R, -
Dr¥[lwr. +[1=5=06Vullwro Sa 1.

1
12U (W)ller—2 S [[La2(Dller-2 + [[Qlpr Sa 1.

Similarly, using the estimates of the approximate steady state in Lemmas [C.2] [C.3] and
Proposition [B.2] we obtain

1 _ _ . _
(441) [I=(V(¥+P)ller2 Sa 1, (124 Qler—2 Sa L [1+7ller—= Sa L [IE+Eller—2 Sa 1.

Since the (R, 8) coordinate of (Ciz, Ciy) is (C* R, ), using the rescaling relation (4.1]), (£4]),
in (R, 8) coordinate, we obtain

Q(R7 B, T) =Cu (T)thy (Cla (T)Rv B, t(T))v Wphy (Rv B, t(T)) = C;lQ(leaR7 B, T)'
Similar relations apply for 6,u. Applying (£40), (£41), the above relation, and p(AR, ) <
C(MN)p(R, B) for any weight p in Definition .2 we have

llwphy (E(T)|er—2 4 |0z, phy (E(T))l|cr—2 + |0y, phy (E(T)) | cr—2

(142) i |
+|tgmgller—2 + = vpmylles—2 S CLCHT), Culr),,7) S Cla7) < +oc.

To further estimate the C* regularity, we have the following simple embedding.

Lemma 4.7. Let S 2 {(z,y) : 2 # 0,y > 0} = {(r,3) : v > 0,3 € (0,7/2) U (n/2,7)}. For any
compact domain ¥ C S and | > 1, we have
I llei=1(s) Stas [1f]ler-

Proof. Recall Dp = ROr and R = r®. Using the chain rule, we yield r0, = aR0Og. For any
compact domain ¥ C S, ¢ > 0 and p € R, since r # 0,sin(8), | cos 8| € (0,1), it is easy to obtain
that

077 Sipx 1, 105 sin?(B)] Sips 1, 195 cos(B)IP] Sip,s 1.
Recall the relation among 0, 0y, 0y, O
sin(B)

r

5, 0, =sin(8)d, + Coiﬁﬂaﬁ.

0, = cos(B)0, —

Using the Leibniz rule, induction on ! and the above estimate, for i + j <[ and (z,y) € X,
we obtain

0203 f 1 S Y 0TS Sie Y 1(r0) 05 f] Stas Y IDROEF] Stas 1 fller

m+n<l m4+n<l m4+n<l

It follows f € C'=1(%). O
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Since u =7 - Lu and r € C*72(%), from [@42) and Lemma .7} we further get u € C¥3(%)
for any compact set ¥ C {(z,y) : * # 0,y > 0}. Using the above bootstrap estimates, e.g.
#39), the regularity estimates, the arguments of localizing the initial data and that for the
finite time blowup in [8], we prove Theorem [[l We refer these two arguments to [§].

5. PROPERTIES OF THE SINGULAR SOLUTION TO THE 3D EULER EQUATIONS

In [8], to generalize the blowup results from the 2D Boussinesq equations in RS to the 3D
axisymmetric Euler equations with boundary, we need two additional steps. The first step is to
control the support of the solutions in the domain (r,z) € [0,1] x T so that it does not touch
the symmetry axis » = 0. The second step is to generalize the H? elliptic estimates in the
Boussinesq equations to the 3D Euler equations. See Section 1.3 and Section 9 in [§].

For higher order estimates of the singular solutions to the 3D Euler equations, we only need
to generalize the H? elliptic estimates to the H* version since the first step does not involve
higher order estimates. Note that the H? elliptic estimates in Proposition 9.9 in [§] is proved
inductively with the weighted LQ((lJI;—?)‘L) elliptic estimate being the based case. Therefore, its
generalization to the H* estimate in Proposition below is straightforward.

These higher order estimates imply the interior regularity estimates of w?, (u?)?,u",u* in
Theorem B See Section The estimate of u” does not follow from that of (u”)2. In Sections
and [5.6], we further estimate u?.

The proof of Theorem [ is similar and is mostly based on the estimates in [I8[19]. Thus, we
will only sketch the proof.

5.1. Setup of the 3D axisymmetric Euler equations. We first review the basic setup of
the 3D axisymmetric Euler equations from Section 9 in [§]. Recall the 3D axisymmetric Euler
equations from ([B.9)-(B.11) and the cylindrical coordinates (r,4,2) BJ) in R®. We introduce
the following variables

(5.1) Br,2) 2 (), ol 2) = Jr,

new coordinates (z,y) centered at » = 1,z = 0, and its related polar coordinates

(52) z=C(1)t2, y=0—-nr)C(1)"", p=+ax2+y? J=arctan(y/z), R=p°,
where Cj(7) is defined below (&3). The reader should not confuse the relation R = p* with
R = r* in the 2D Boussinesq. Since the domain D = {(r,z) : r < 1,z € T} of the equations
(B9)-@BI1) is periodic in z with period 2, we focus on one period

(5.3) Dy 2 {(r,z):7 <1,]z| <1}

In the proof in [8], the variables @, § (5.1 are the analog of (w, #) in the 2D Boussinesq equations
(C3H). The cylindrical coordinate (r,z) for the 3D Euler equations relate to (y,z) in the 2D
Boussinesq equations (I3 via the change of variables (&.2)).

We consider the following dynamic rescaling formulation centered at r =1,z =0

0(z,y,7) = Ce( )0(1 = Ci(r)y, Ci(r)z,t(7)) = Co(r)8(r, 2, (7)),

(5.4)  w(@,y,7) = Cu(r)o(l = Ci(r)y, Ci(7)z, (7)) = Cu(T)@(r, 2, (7)),

U(@,y,7) = Col(r)Ci(r) 2% (1 = Culr)y, Ci(7), £(7)) = Cop(7)Ci(7) " 24h(r, 2,1(7)),
where Ci(7),Cy(7), Coy (), t(7) are given by Cy(7) = C, Y C3 (1),
(5.5)

C, (1) = C,(0)exp (/OT Cw(S)dT) , Ci(1) = C1(0) exp (/(JT —cl(s)ds) , t(r) = /OT C,(r)dr.

These rescaling relations are similar to those in (ZI)-(Z3). Denote
1
(5.6) W(R,B) = ﬁdJ(P, B), QR B) =wlp,B), n(R,B)=(02)(p,B), &(R,B)=(6y)(p,P)-

Since we rescale the cylinder Dy = {(r,z) : r < 1, |z| < 1}, the domain for (z,y) is
(5.7) Dy 2 {(z,y): 2] < C; Yy e 0,671}
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Using the above change of variables, one can reformulate the elliptic equation ([BI0) as follows
— &®R?0prV — a(4+ a)RORY — 05V — 4¥

Cip

(5.8)
+ = (Sin(B)(2 + aDr)¥ + cos(3)95 ) +

2 2
Cl—2p\IJ =7,
r
with boundary condition of ¥ (in the sector R < C;"%) given below
(5.9) U(R,0) = U(R,7/2) = 0.
See Sections 9.1 and 9.2 [§] for the details.
Definition 5.1. We define the size of support of the rescaling variables (0, w) (5.4)
S(1) = essinf{p: O(z,y,7) = 0,w(x,y,7) = 0 for 22 +y? > p*}.
Obviously, the support of 2,7 defined in (B.6]) is S(7). After rescaling the spatial variable,
the support of (6,©) (B, (39) satisfies
(5.10) supp(B(t(7))), supp(@(t(r))) € {(r,2) : ((r — 1)* + 22)1/2 < CU(r)S(7)}.

5.2. Localized elliptic estimates. Let xi(:) : [0,00) — [0,1] be a smooth cutoff function,
such that y1(R) =1 for R <1, x1(R) =0 for R > 2 and (Dgx1)? < x1. This assumption can
be satisfied if x1 = x3 where xo is another smooth cutoff function. Denote

(511) X)\(R) = Xl(R/)\)a \IJX)\ = \IJXAa Qxx = QXA

In Section 9.2.2 in [§], we showed that the leading order part of ¥ near 0 is captured by

/2
(5.12) L15(Z,,)(0) = —L12(2)(0) + 4 /0 (0, B) sin(28)dB,

when A\ > (S(7))“.
As discussed at the beginning of Section [5, we can generalize Proposition 9.9 in [§] as follows.

Proposition 5.2. Suppose that U is the solution of (B.8) and Q € H*. There exists some
absolute constant o and constant 6, € (0,1/4), such that if o < aa, A = 0,C; <, C1S <

«- 5]1/0‘“, then we have

sin(2p)
o?|R*0rr Wy, |l3r + af|[RORs Y, |lr + 11055( Py, — .

1+ R

(L12(2) + X1 L12(Zx ) 0Dl [ex S 112 ]3¢,

|L12(Z,,) (0)] S 37512

Ilzz-

In Proposition 9.9 in [8], we prove the case for k = 3 with 6, = 2713, The following results
generalize Proposition 9.11 from [§]. The conditions A = §,C; %, C1.S < a&,i/aﬂ guarantee that
Az (S(m)* in B.I2).

Proposition 5.3. Let Wq(t) be the solution of (5.8) with source term Q = Qo = Qx(R/v), and

a2, 0y be the constants in Proposition[Z2 If o < az, A =6,C; %, C1S < aéi/aﬂ, 2v < A, then
we have

1+ R _ 1+R _
||TD%\I}07X/\||W)€‘°° + afl RORrgYo,x, [[wr.
1+R sin(20 ~ _
+ ||—3ﬁ5(‘1’0 Xa — ( )(le(Qo) +x1L12(Z3,)(0)|[wr.ee Sk @,

|L12(Z,,)(0)] $37%,
where L12(Zy, )(0) associated to W is defined in (E12).

The case of k = 5 is Proposition 9.11 in [8]. The general case follows from a similar argument.

Choosing k£ = 100 in Propositions[b.2and 53 and using (5I1), we obtain the elliptic estimates
for W(R,3) = ¥y, (R,B),R < X = 0100C; © in the dynamic rescaling equations. Using the
relations (5.2) and (5.6) and rescaling the domain, we obtain that R < A is equivalent to

p<CILe, pCr< i, |(ry2) — (1,0)] < 61
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Thus, we have H% estimate of the stream function (9) in the physical domain
(5.13) Buo)(Raa), Row =610 <1/4.

Now, we are in a position to prove Theorem 8l Denote
(5.14) Dr, 2 {(r,z) : 7€ (0,1),2#0} N Baoy(R2a), T L2{(r,z):r=1o0r z=0}.

Remark 5.4. In later estimates, we will choose « to be very small and then choose S(0) to be
very large. Finally, we choose C;(0) much smaller than S(0)~!, a. We treat C;(0) roughly as 0.

5.3. Blowup, control of the trajectory and the interior regularity. Recall from Defi-
nition [B.1] the size of support S(¢) in the dynamic rescaling equations. Then Cy(¢)S(¢) is the
size of the support of the solution in the physical space. In [§], for some small ap > 0 and
any 0 < a < ap, we construct a class of C* singular solutions with the following control of the
support and trajectory. For a point within the support of the initial data (6y,wp) (E4) and with
trajectory (R(t),8(t)), R(t) satisfies a uniform estimate

(5.15) Ci(t)R(H)Y* < C(a, S(0))Cy(0)

for some constant C(c, S(0)) up to the blowup time. See Section 9.3.5 in [8]. For initial data
with support size S(0), we can pick C;(0) small enough such that

(5.16) Ci(t)S(t) < C(a, S(0))C1(0) < R0 /8 & Ry 4,
where Ry ,, is defined in (BI3]). It follows
(S(t))a < R?‘)QCZ_O‘ < (R21Q/2)acl_a < 510()Ol_a.

Thus, within the support of the solution, we can apply the high order elliptic estimates (k = 100)
in Propositions and to estimate U(R, ).

As discussed at the beginning of Section [ using the argument in [8] and the higher order
elliptic estimates in Propositions and 0.3 we can generalize the blowup results in Theorem/[7]
for the 2D Boussinesq equations to the 3D axisymmetric Euler equations. In particular, we have
the control of the support and the trajectory (5.15)-(516) and obtain the following generalization
of ([@40) and (@A) for the solution (#,w, ) in the dynamic rescaling formulation (&.4]) of (3.9)

1
(5.17) IVO(T)llceo + [lw()llceo + ||;V(¢(7—)X>\)||C50 Sa 1.

In general, 8, w, ¥ are only defined in the bounded and rescaled domain (5.7)). Since 6, w, ¥xa
have compact support with S(t) < 1C;! BI8) or (20)Y/* < 2C;" (see Lemma 5.2, these
variables can be extended naturally to (x,y) € Ry x R. Then the C* norm (@I6) of these
variables are well-defined. From (EI0) and (5.16), the solution é(t, r,z),&(t, r, z) are supported
in B(1,0)(R1,a) C B(1,0)(R2,a). Since xx = 1 in B(y,0)(R2,q), using (5.I7), BI0), the rescaling
relation (5.4)), (51)), and estimates similar to those in Lemma L7 we yield

(5.18)  [10(t)]|cso(sy + || (E)]|csocs) + |[w” (8)]|osox) + |[u*(E)]|csos) S Cla, B, Cy(7), Cuu(T))

for the compact domain ¥ C Dg, (5I4). Since 7, is smooth away from r = 0, from (51)), we
yield (u?)?,w? € C%°(X). We prove the estimates for w?, (u”)?, 4", u* in result (c) in Theorem
8

In the (r,2) coordinate, from (E.I5), (BI6), and (B2, for (ro,z0) € supp(wo) U supp(fo) =
supp(uy) U supp(wy), we have

(5.19) Y¢(10, 20) € B(1,0)(R1,a)-

This proves result (b) in Theorem Bl
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5.4. Result (a): Blowup of w,. Recall the poloidal component of w from ([B.3)
1
wp =w'e, +we,, w' = —8zu19, w® = ;&(ruﬂ).

From (5.4), (53), and (5.10), we get 9,0(z,y,7) = C4C10.0 = C20.((u” /r)?). Tt follows

t(7) u19 s 2 T
102 [ o s = [ 220,600,050 s

The nonlinear stability result implies that ||0.0(z, ¥, 5)||cc = [|0z]lcc Za 1 and C,(7) <
exp(—7/2). See Section 9.3.6 in [§] for the derivations. Since u” is supported in B(; g)(1/4) and
ru?(r, z,t) is transported ([3.9), we obtain

(u”(s))?

10: (5o S 1007 ()l ool (5)lloo S [ewp ()]0 g -

Therefore, we establish

’ W) b [
| exvtoras <16 = [ 0 s Sl [ )t

Taking 7 — oo yields fOT* [lwp(s)||oods = 0o, where T, = t(c0) < +oo (B3] is the blowup time.

2 v

5.5. Interior regularity of wuj. The smoothness of u” does not follow from (u?)? since u
9

can degenerate. In this section, we choose ug smooth in the interior of the domain. In Section
(.6, we show that the regularity can be propagated.
Let 31 be any compact domain with

(5.20) ¥ C{(z,y) :x #0,y > 0}.

Remark 5.5. Recall from Remark [[T] that we made a minor change of the approximate steady
state of the 3D Euler equations in the updated arXiv version of [§], i.e. [7]. More precisely, in [7],
we modify 0,4 used in [§] by 6 below

(5.21) éold:/ 0.(2,y), 9=1+/ 0. (2, y)dz,
0 0

where 0, (z,y) = (R, ) E38). See Eq (A.20) in [7]. This modification does not change V0, i.c.
VO = V014, and we have 6 € C'*. We remark that [7] and [8] are essentially the same except
for this minor change. In the following derivations, we use this new approximate steady state 6.

The initial data for 6 in [7] (see Eq (9.55) in Sections 9.3.2 and 9.3.6 [7]) is chosen as
Oo(z,y) = Oo(x,y) = x1(R/v)0(z.y),

where 6 is given in (5.21) and Y; is some smooth cutoff function satisfying that x%
We have the smoothness of Xi/ 2 by choosing x1 = X3 for another smooth cutoff function x;.
Since 0y (z,y) > 0 for > 0, #(0,y) > 1 and 6 is even, we get § > 1. Using induction and the
Leibniz rule, we get #/2 € C%0(3;). Since 63/ = 8/2x1*(R/v), R € C(%y), and y/? is
smooth, we further obtain Gé/z(;v, y) = 98/2 (z,y) € C%(%,).

Since ¥; is an arbitrary compact domain with (5.20), using the relation among 6y, 6y, uf (5.1,
(54) and the relation between the coordinate (r,z) and (x,y) in (5.2), we obtain uj(r,z) =
9(1)/2/7“ € C%(%) for any compact domain ¥ C Dpg, (5.14). Moreover, uj is even in z and this
symmetry is preserved by (3.9).

/2 is smooth.

5.6. Propagate the regularity of u”. In Theorem[§ it remains to prove u”(t) € L>([0,T], C°°(X%))
for any compact set ¥ C Dg, (514). Recall T from (5.14).

The idea is that if the domain ¥ is away from supp(u”), then u” vanishes and it is smooth.
Otherwise, the trajectory g; (5:22) through ¥ can be contained in a compact set in (D1\Y) N
B(1,0)(R2,o) and is smooth according to Theorem[8l Since ru? is transported along the trajectory
and the initial data uj is smooth, we then obtain that u”(¢) is smooth in X.

[
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Proof. Recall D1, YT from (B3), (EI4). We fix T < T, and a compact set ¥ C (D1\T) N
B(1,0)(R2,a). Consider the flow map g; : (r,2) € D1 — D1 generated by (u",u*)

(522) %gt(’ra Z) = (ur(gt(’ra z),t),uz(gt(r,z),t), gO(Ta Z) = (Ta Z)

It is the same as 7, in B.16),.I7). Since u",u* € L*>([0,T],C1*(D;)), we can solve the
above ODE with g, g; ' being Lipschitz in (r, z). Due to the non-penetrated condition (B.15)),
we obtain that g, g[l are bijections from D; to D7 and D1\Y to D1\ Y. One should not confuse
(5:22) with (3.6). Denote L, by the Lipschitz constant of g, g; * for t € [0,T]. Recall from (3.9)
that

Ot (ru?) + (u" 0, + u*9,) (ru”) = 0.

We abuse the notation by denoting x = (r,2). We get ru”(t,g:(z)) = roud(z). Inverting g;
yields

(5.23) ru’ (t,x) = r(g; " ()ug (97 ().
From result (b) in Theorem [8] we yield
(5.24) supp(u”(t)) C ge(supp(uf)) N B1,0)(R1,a), t € [0,T).

Since Y. is compact, it suffices to show that for any x € 3, there exists § > 0 such that
u?(t) € C°°(B,(5)) with norm uniformly bounded on [0,T]. Since g,g; * are bijections and
Lipschitz in ¢t and z and g; *(X) N = ), we yield

(5.25) 61 2 min dist(g; (%), Y) > 0.
Now, we define

(5 26) 5 = ﬁ miH(Rl)a, 61), 22 é {(E . dZSt((E, T) 2 6} n B(I,O)(4R1,Oz) M Dl,
. g

S(t,p) = {x: |z —y| < p,y € supp(u’(t))} N Ds.

The set S(t,p) is the p neighborhood of supp(u”(t)), and 5 is a compact set in D;\Y N
B(1,0)(Ra2,q). From result (c) in Theorem B, we have u”,u® € L>=([0,T], C*(%3)).

If x € X\ S(t,25), we get u”(t,z) = 0 on B, () and thus u’(t) € C°°(B,(J)).

If 2 € ¥ N S(t,20)), from (B24), we have x = v¢(20) + 2,20 € B(1,0)(R1,a), |2| < 26. Hence,
we get By (0) C By, (2,)(39). Next, we show that the trajectory passing through B., (,,)(309) is
contained in 5. Recall that L, is the Lipschitz constant of g¢,g; * on [0, 7). For any s € [0,1]
and y = gi(xo) + z € D1, |z| < 3, using (5.27)), (5.20), we get

lgs (W) — 95 "ge(0)| < Lgly — ge(wo)| < 3Ly0,
dist(g; ' (y), ) > dist(g;  g¢(x0), T) — 3Ly > &1 — 3Lyd > 0,
l95 " (y) — (1,0)] < |5 ge(wo) — (1,0)| + 3Lyd < 3Lyd + Ry o < 2R1 4,

where we have used g-(z¢) € B(1,0)(R1,a) from Theorem B for z¢ € supp(uj)) and 7 € [0, 7.
Hence, we establish

95 ' Bu(0) C 9. ' Boy(s)(30) € B2, s €[0,1].

Since u",u* € L°([0,T],C%°(22)) (BI8), solving (5.22)) backward with backward initial data
in B, (), we yield g; * € C%(B,(9)), with bound depending on T and ¥,. Since r € [1/2,1]
within the support of u?(-), using (5.23)), we prove u”(t) € C°°(B,(d)) with bound depending
on T, >s.

Combining both cases x € ¥\ S(t,20),x € XN S(t,26), we obtain u” € L>([0,T],C°°(B,(9)).
Since 0 is uniform for x € ¥ and ¥ can be covered by finite balls with radius J, we obtain
u? € L>=([0,T],C°°(%)). O
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5.7. Proof of Theorem[@l The proof of Theorem[@is similar and simpler than that of Theorem
Rl since we do not need to control the trajectory and estimate the swirl u?.

Proof. The first part of the theorem about the blowup result from some wf € C® and u§ = 0
has been proved in Theorems 1, 2 in [I9]. Moreover, higher order estimates of the perturbation
in the H* norm for k > 1 and the profile have been established in Theorem 2 in [19]. Thus,
the interior regularity w?,u”, u* € L>([0,T], (D)) in Theorem [ follows from these higher
order estimates and the argument in the proof of Theorem [7

It remains to estimate u”(¢,0,0). Let (r,9, z) be the cylindrical coordinate in R* @.1)), p, R, 8
be the modified polar coordinate for (r,z) and  be the vorticity in the new coordinate

(5.27) B =arctan(z/r), p=(r?+22)Y2, R=p% QR,B)=uw’(p,A).
Firstly, we show that
(5.28)
/2 f£(r B)cos?(B) sin
0.0) = 5 L)0) = ~5 L@)0). L()(r) 2 [ [ LA g g

This can be obtained by following the derivations in [I8[19]. For the sake of completeness, we
derive (5.28) in Appendix [D.] using the formula u = V x (—A)~tw in R3.
In [I9], it is proved that the blowup solution ) satisfies

1 R ds 1
Q(Ruﬁut): E( 1+57678)7 -V 3 ||E||L°° Soz 17
(5.29) O & =D

E=F+e(r)=F +ag+e(r), éL(F)(O) =—1+0(a), L((r))(0) =0,

T*Tit)\(t) — 1 as t — Ty, where T, is the blowup time.

Here F = F, +a?g is the time-independent self-similar profile of (L)) without swirl constructed
n [I8]. See Sections 2.3-2.5 in [19]. In particular, for o small enough, we get
1 1
— L(Z)(0) = —
2a(t) ()(0) 2a(t)
ur(t,0,0) Za [[2(E)]|zoe = [lw(t)]| Lo~

for some rescaled time s and factor

uf(0,0,1) = —5-L(2)(0) = L(F)(0) >0,

The last inequality is a consequence of that u”(¢,0,0) and ||w?||z~ = ||w||L=~ have the same
scaling and that the blowup is asymptotically self-similar. It follows fOT* ul(t,0,0)dt = c0. O

Remark 5.6. In [18], the setup of the 3D axisymmetric Euler equations is not conventional and
differs from ([B.9)-(@B.I1]) by a negative sign. See Section 2 in [18] for this difference. Therefore, in
the current setting, the profile F for the vorticity is negative, and L L(F)(0) = =1+ O(a), while
the profile F' is positive in [I8|[I9]. These changes do not affect the positive sign of u”(0,0,t).
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APPENDIX A. REVIEW OF THE CONSTRUCTION OF UNSTABLE SOLUTIONS

We provide a brief review of the construction of the unstable solution in [3552] via a WKB ex-

pansion and explain the connections among the WKB expansion, the bicharacteristics-amplitude
ODE system (B.6)-(3.8), and the growth of the unstable solution.

A.1. Construction of the approximate solution. Suppose that u(¢, x) is a singular solution
of (II). Denote by ~:(z) the flow map

(A1) @) = ut, @), 20le) ==
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The main idea in [52] is to construct an approximate solution to (L2 using a WKB expansion
iS(t, x))
€

for sufficiently small e and the characteristics of the flow, where b(¢,z) € R® and S is a scalar.
Plugging the above ansatz into (L2), we obtain

(A.2) v(t,x) = b(t, z) exp(

R.= (0 +u-V+Vup= é(@t—i-u-V)S-beiS/a—i— (8 +u-V +Vu)b- /5,
where (Vu)f = f - Vu = f;0;u;e;. To eliminate the O(¢~') term, one requires

Then we can rewrite R, as follows
(A.4) R.= (0 +u-V+Vub- e 2 F(t,z) -9 F=2 (0 4+u-V+Vub

An important observation in [52] is that for high frequency oscillation, i.e. small &, the
pressure term in (2) is almost local. We would like to construct (v, @) such that

R. = F(t,x)e"¥/* =VQ + E.,

where E. is a small error term. This is possible since @ is one order more regular than a highly
oscillatory function F (t,x)eis/ €. By integration and exploiting the cancellation, ) can be of
order O(e). In fact, taking Vx on both sides, we obtain

V x R. = (V x F)e'¥/e 4 é(vs x F)eiS/* =V x (VQ + E.) =V x E. .
To eliminate the O(¢~1!) term, we require V.S x F' = 0, which implies F' = ¢(t, )V S for some
scalar ¢(t,z). In this case, one can construct the pressure @ as follows
Q = —iec(t, x)eS/e.

As a result, the error is given by
(A.5) E.=R.—VQ =cVSe™/¢ 4ic-Ve- e/ 4 iacgeis/‘5 =ie-Ve- ez,

Suppose that ¢ is smooth, then the LP norm of the error E. is small as ¢ — 0.
From F = ¢(t,z)VS and (A4), we yield
(O +u-V+Vu)b=F(t,z) = c(t,z)(VS)(¢t, x).
Using the Lagrangian coordinates and the flow map ~; (AJ), we get

Ot ve(x)) = —(V)b(t, ve(x)) + c(t, 2)(VS) (¢, ve(x))-

Denote
(A.6) (@) 2 (VS)(t, (@),  bi(z) 2 b(t, i(x)) -
The above equation reduces to
(A7) %bt — (Vb + olt, )6

Next, we determine the equations for b, . In order for v(¢,z) to be incompressible, from the

ansatz (A2) and
Vot z) = (V- b)ed/s + 1. vSeiS/e ,
5

we require b(t, z) - (VS)(t,z) = 0 to eliminate the O(e¢™!) term. In the Lagrangian coordinates,
this condition is equivalent to enforcing

(A.8) b(t,ve(x)) - (V) (¢, yi(x)) = be() - & () = 0.
Taking the gradient in the transport equation (A.3]), we get
(0 +u-V)VS = —(Vu)TVs.
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Using the Lagrangian coordinates and (A6]), we derive

d

S = S8)(t,%(w) = (V)T (VS)(t, 7 (2)) = (VW&

The incompressible condition (A8]) implies 4 (b, - &) = 0. Thus, from (A7) and (AJ), we
get,

(A.9)

(e(t,2)€, &) — (Vu)be, &) — (Vu)T &, be) = 0,
where (p, q) = p;q;. It follows that
§?(Vu)bt

&>
Thus, from (AJ),[(A7),[(A9), V¢, &, b: satisfy the bicharacteristics-amplitude ODE system (3.6])-
B3 of [@.I) [35.52]

The above derivation reveals the main idea behind the construction of an approximate solution
to (L2) in [52] and the relationship between the WKB expansion (A2)) and the bicharacteristics-
amplitude ODEs ([B.6)-([3.8). The last step is to localize the solution v(¢,x) to some trajectory
and add a correction to v(¢,z) (A2)) so that it is incompressible. We refer to [52] for the details.

c(t,z) =2

A.2. Growth of the solution. The solution v(t,z) satisfies (IL2]) up to an error similar to
(A3). Since E. contains the highly oscillatory phase e**/, the error may not be small in C*
or H® norm. In [52], based on the WKB construction (A:2)) and using the smallness of the error
in the LP norm, the authors constructed an approximate solution to (I.2]) with error controlled
by e. To prove the instability, they further showed the growth of v(¢, z). From (A2)), the growth
of ||v]|, is due to ||bi]|,- The authors showed that if the velocity u(¢, x) is smooth, the system
B0)-B8) satisfies the following conservations along the characteristic v;(z)

wt, n(@)) & =wo(w) &, be & =b-&, (b xby)& = (bo x bo) - &,

where w = V x u is the vorticity of the blowup solution u, &, by, b; are the solution to (3.6)-(38)
with initial data xg, &, bo, 130, bo - & = l;o <& = 0 and by, 130, &o being linearly independent.

From the first and the third identity, formally, b, x b, plays a role similar to w(Z,y(x)).
Indeed, using the above conservations, the authors further proved

2
(A.10) ot Yl < ol ( sup b0, €0, bo)]) -
[bo|=[€0]|=1,20€,bo-§0=0

According to the BKM blowup criterion, ||w(t)||cc must blowup, which leads to the growth of
by and ||v(t)||r» and implies linear instability.

APPENDIX B. EMBEDDING INEQUALITIES AND ESTIMATES OF NONLINEAR TERMS

Notation. We use the notation A < B if there are some absolute constants C7,Cy > 0 with
A< C1B,B < CA.

We have the following equivalence, which allows us to generalize the lower order nonlinear
estimates in [8], which are based on the C! and H3 norms, to the higher order easily.

Proposition B.1. Let H*(p) and C* be the norms defined in @IH) and @I6) with p1 < pa.
Fori+j+k <m, we have

(B.1) IDRDSfllce S |Ifllems  1DRDE a0y S || Fllaem -
For k> 1, we have
(B.2) Ifllex < D IIDRD;fller-

i+j<k—1
For k > 3, we have

(B.3) [ f1l2e% () Z |DEDL fll3e -

i+j<k—3

X
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Proof of Proposition Bl The inequalities (B.)) follow from the definitions of the norms (&IH),
(#Id). The key point is that in the definitions (£IH),(4I0), the weight associated with the
mixed derivatives D% D B’ i,j # 0 is larger than that with D% or D

For (B.2) and m the 2> side of the inequality follows from (m) For the < side of (B.2]),

we have

1fllee Sl + D7 11(611im1 + d2151)Dh D)l

i+j<k
Slflle+ D2 ([ DE Difllsc +1162D5D5 flloc) S D IDRDLS ller
it+j<k—1 i+j<k—1

Denote by A, B the left and right hand side of (B.3)), respectively. From [{@.I5]), we get
1/2 i 1/2 i i
A=Y NIp " Diflla+ Y- Iy DRDjfl2-
i<k 3>1,i+i<k

We remark that the p; weight only applies to D% f terms, and ps applies to other derivatives.

‘We have
1/2 i 71—
1012 Dig fll2 < Lics|| Fllas (o) + Lizsl| D% 2 fllas o) S B-

Denote 71 = min(3,5) > 1,41 = 3 —j1. Wheni+j > 3, wegeti—i; =i+j —3 =
min(i,i—i—j—?))ZO. Since 7 > 1, we yield

1/2 A i—1
P2DRDLflla < Litj<sl|Fllas (o) + Livszslloy 2D DR (D D57 F)llaes )
S WMoy + [1DR " DE fllas () S B-
We conclude the proof. O

|2

B.1. Higher order embedding Lemmas. We have the following estimates for different norms.
The first and last inequality generalize Proposition 7.6 in [§]. The second inequality is exactly
Proposition 7.7 in [8]. The third inequality in (B.4) generalizes Lemma 7.11 in [g].

Proposition B.2. Let Ck and W*> be the norms defined in (EI16) and @EI7). For k> 1,

Wfgller S N fllerllglless  Nfgllwree S 1 lwnllgllwn o,

_ 1+R
1fllex S @ 2| fllageez, Ifller S =5 fllwr.e-

Proof. The first inequality follows from the Leibniz rule. The second inequality has been proved
n [7]. For the third inequality, the case k = 1 has been proved in Lemma 7.11 in [§]

(B.5) 1fller S @™ 2] flls-
For k > 2, using (B.5) and the equivalences (B.3)), (B.2)), we obtain

1flles < 2 IDEDLfller Sa~V? ST IDRDLfllwe S a7 V2| fllggnse.

it+j<k—1 i+j<k—1

(B.4)

Next, we consider the last inequality in (B:4)). By the triangle inequality and the Leibniz
rule, it is not difficult to obtain the equivalence
(B.6)

1+R 1+R . o DiRDj 1+R
= flwes = >0 || sin@8) " F || 3 |—=—Dh]|
R e R 16 +sin(23) Lee
By definition of C* ([@I6) , it suffices to show
1L+ 1i2101 + 1j2162) D D flloo S Il=5= fllwr.==,
for i + j < k. The estimate is trivial if j = 0. If j > 1, we compare the weights. Since
1+ R o 1+ R
—]; sin(26)_3(1a—0 +sin(26)) 7' > + sin(26) 7%/,
1
sin(28)7%/% > 1 + sin(28) /49, LR

R ~Y 3
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the weight 1+ 1;51¢1 +1;>1¢2 with j > 1 can be bounded by the corresponding weight in (B.6]).
We conclude the proof. O
We have the following elliptic estimates for the stream function (@I0).

Proposition B.3. Assume that o < 1 and Q@ € H* k> 3. Let U be the solution to (6] with
boundary condition (&1). Then we have

1
0*||[R*OrR¥|lpr + ol [ROra[l3ge + [1055( — — sin(28) Laa()lrex Sk [192015ex-

The above estimate with k& = 3 has been established in [§]. The general case k > 3 can be
proved similarly. See also [1§].
We have the following estimates for the velocity @ of the approximate steady state.

Proposition B.4. For a <3z Loand k> 5, we have

1+ R — s1n 2 _

||—a s(¥ ( ﬁ)le( Dlwrizee S, [[L12(Q)| etz S
1+ R - 1+ R - sin(28

o L D3y + ol s Dt + 125 05— T @)y < 0

The case of k = 5 has been proved in Proposition 7.8 [§]. The general case k > 5 follows from
a similar argument. See also [18].
We generalize Proposition 7.9 in [§] as follows.

Proposition B.5. Assume that %—fﬁf € Wk then we have f € H* and

(1+ R)3
11l S 11l

The proof with k& = 3 is Proposition 7.9 in [§] with proof given in its arXiv version [7].

Proof. Denote g(R) = (1;—};)3. Note that for i > 0

i ; 1+R)P _ (1+R)?
IDig(R) = 1D | S S = g(R)
From this estimate and using induction, it is not difficult to obtain
o, DD i
lg(R) fllwr.ee =<k 2: ’P(R)ﬂneﬁ) 5——1;5R§B— H 2: Hg RfHLm

0<itj<k,j#0

Now applying the equivalence (B.3)) in Proposition [B] Proposition with & = 3 proved
in [8] and the above equivalence on W* > we obtain

Il S > DDA flle S Nlg(R)DRD% fllyys.~
i+j<k—3 i+j<k—3
D1+m
S Y (X letmsmes) et f||oo+Z||g D™D

i+j<k—3 m+n<3,n#0 m<3
S g(R) fliwi,oo

where we have used the fact that 1 < sin(28)~%/%(a/10 4 sin(28))~" to bound the term

~

g(R)DF™ DL f by |g(R) flIwi, o0 O
To control the remaining term (R, no) in (@I8)), @.I9), we need Lemma 7.10 from [§] for
the decay estimate of &. We do not need to generalize it since we only apply it to estimate

<R7]7 771/10>
Lemma B.6. Suppose that £ € H?(v)), we have

1RY?sin(28)/4¢|| = S 1€l (-
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B.1.1. The product rules. In this subsection, we generalize the estimates of nonlinear terms and
the transport terms established in [8] to higher order.
Denote the sum space X; £ H* @ WF+2 with sum norm

(B.7) fllxe = 0o{llgllsex + [|Albwrszce : f =g+ h}.
We generalize the H? product rules in Proposition 7.12 [8] as follows.

Proposition B.7. For all f € X,g € H?,& € H3(y) NCY, we have
1£gllaee S @™ 21 fllx gl
17 ey S @211 L (@2 [€llcrms + 11€] gt )
The case k = 3 has been established in [§], which will be used in the following proof.

(B.8)

Proof. We focus on the inequality for #¥(z)), which is more difficult. Using the equivalence
(B3) and the Leibniz rule, we yield

SE il S Y IDRDY IOl S Y D IDRDAIDRTDE el
iti<k—3 i+j<k—3 p<i,qg<j
Applying the above Proposition [B.7 with k = 3 and Proposition [B.I we prove
S<a 2 N ST |IDRDAf|lx, (@M1 D P DY Eler + (1D DY E )
i+j<k—3 p<i,q<j
S a7 21 f 1 xn (@2 lIE ek 4 1€l laen (w)-

The desired inequality follows. The proof of the first inequality in (B.g)) is similar. O
Recall the inner products (-, )k, (-, )3 (y) from @20). We generalize the H? estimates of
the transport terms in Propositions 7.13, 7.14, 7.15 [§] to the following Propositions [B.8HB.10

Proposition B.8. Assume that u,dgu, Dru € H* and Q € H* & € HF () N CF~2 we have
_1
(2, uDRQ)30x| S a7 (Jullye + [|95ullar + [[Drulla) 121,
1
€ uDRE) s oy S @ (fullge + 105l + | Drullsge) (1€l gy + 0721 €] s ).
Moreover, for all u, Dru € X}, = H¥ @ Wkt and Q € H* ¢ € H*(¢) NC*2, we have
(2, uDp Q0] S @2 (|[ul|x,, + 1 Drul[x,)) 12134,

(€, uDpE)auncy| S a2 (Ilullx, + [1Drullx,) (11Ellpex ) + @2 [[€llcr—2)*.
Proposition B.9. Let H*(p) be either H* or H*(¢) defined in @IH). For all g € HF(p), u
with || Diul|pe~ < 0o for i <k and ||DyDjdpul|p=~ < oo fori+j <k—1, we have

(9, uDRg)ur ()] S a2 Y |IDRulle + Y [IDRD59sulle)lgll5n (-
0<i<k i+j<k—1

Proposition B.10. Let U be a solution of [6). Suppose that g, € HE & € HF(p) NCF2.
We have

1 _
(g, WDR‘I’DM»H” Sa 3/2||Q||Hk||g||§-ﬂkv

1 _
(€, WDR‘IU%@W@)I S @219 r (1€l rer vy + @72 [[€ller-2)".

The case of k = 3 in Propositions [B.8{B.T0l has been proved in [8]. The ideas of the proof of
the above propositions are simple. To estimate a typical term

S = (DD}, p; - DpD%(fDg))
in the expansion of (g, f Dg)sr () with HF(p) = H*, p; = ©11j—0 + paljzo or HY, p = 1,_g9h1 +
12012 @20), we perform integration by parts if all the derivatives D%Dé falls on Dg

o o ~ A
(DRD%g, pif - DRDED)) 5 Moy Dip;f)llsolly’* Dk Dhgll3,
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which can be further bounded by the desired upper bound. In other cases, we estimate

i j m yn i—m yJ—n 1/2 i j 1/2 /ym yn i—m yJj—n
((DRDYg,p;DEDSf - D™ DY Da)| 5 lloy DaDigll3 - llo}/* DR Dy f - D™ D" D)3,

for some m+n > 1,m < i,n < j. Since the number of derivatives on f is less than m+n < k, and
that on ¢ is less than i—m+j—n+1 <i+j < k, the estimate of | |p;/2D§‘D§f~D§{mD;;"Dg)||2
follows from the same method of estimating the product in Proposition [B.7} We refer to [§] for
the estimates in the case of k = 3, which can be generalized to £k > 3 in a straightforward
manner.

We generalize the H? estimates in Proposition 7.16 in [8] to the H* estimate.

Proposition B.11. Let U, ¥ be a solution of ([G) with source term 2,9, respectively, and

Vi(¥) be the operator associated to vy
B9) Vi(¥) =a(l 4 2cos® B)Dr¥ — aDpDs¥ — DgW, + 2V, + sin®*(3)03 ¥,
- + a? cos?(B)DET £ A(T) + o cos?(B) D% V.

Assume that € € HE(p) N CF=2,Q € HF. We have

Vi (0)El g S @ 2110 lggr (@2 [€][er—2 + [1€]laex (w):
||V1(‘I’)§||Hk S 041/2||§||Hk(¢)-

We refer the derivation of (B.9) to Section 8.1 in [8]. The difficulty is due to the fact that
HF (1)) is weaker than H* (see Lemmal[B.12)). Moreover, it is more difficult to control the singular

weight ¢ in the H* norm, which is singular in 3. Thus we cannot apply Proposition [B.7 directly
to estimate v,€.

(B.10)

Lemma B.12. Let vy =1+ 5,0 = % be the parameter given in Definition [{.2 For 5% <
A< % and m > 1, we have

(B.11) 1 llem oy S WA llems Nsin(B)* fllzem S (1 13em -

The case of m < 3 has been proved in [8]. The general case follows from the same argument,
which compares the corresponding weights in || sin(8)* f|[3= and || f[|3m (4)-

Proof of Proposition [BI1l The proof of the second inequality in (B:I0) follows from the product
rules in Proposition [B7 the elliptic estimates in Proposition [B:4] and the argument in [§].

The proof of the first inequality in (BI0O) also follows from the argument in [8] for the
special case k = 3. Note that V;(¥) vanishes on 3 = 0. Thus, we have sin(28)~/2V;(¥) €
HF sin(2B)'/2¢ € HF for € € H¥(¢), which allows us to apply the product rules similar to
Proposition [B77l We only give a sketch and refer related details to [8].

Recall the decomposition (B.9). From Propositions B3 and Hardy’s inequality, we get
sin(23)"1/2 A(¥) € H*. Using Propositions [B.3] B.7 and Lemma [B.12] we yield

[AW)Elr S a2 sin(28) 72 AW) [ggx ] sin(28)2Ellr S @ V219201 |[€] ek -
To estimate ||a?D%VE||3x, from ([@IF), we need to estimate two types of terms
1=l Dip(@*DR¥ -©)lle. 1T = ||y * D DiDa(0? D - §)] ]2

for some i < k,m +n < k — 1. Since ¢; =< v ([@I4), using definition of H*(¢)) in (@IH) and
Proposition [B.17, we get

11| S |o® DR - Ellgrpy S @ V20 (@2 1€]ler-2 + [1€] Ik ()
For 11, it contains at least one Dg derivative. We perform the following decomposition
Ds(a? D3V - €) = sin(28) /4 (cﬂpgaﬁ\p - sin(28)3/4¢ + sin(28) 202 DLV - sm(zﬂ)l/‘lpﬁg)
2 sin(28)V4(Jy - Jo + Js - Ja) & sin(26) V4.
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Since m+n < k—1 and sin(26)1/4gpé/2 < @1/2, using the triangle inequalities and Propositions

B.7 we yield
11 = ||y DE DR (sin(28) Y4 T) ]2 £ 3 Moy sin(28) VDR DY T2 < 3 (e 2D DY ||y < (1] ]pge-1-

I<n I<n
Applying Propositions [B.7 [B.3] and Lemma [B.12], we get
1111 S @ V2 ([ Jal g |12 [gs -1 + [ Ts g1 [ Tal[35 1)
S a2 |9 g (Il sin(28)% ¢ [ggn-1 + || sin(28)* D€ lage—1) S @ 2|19 lagx [|€] |2t (-
We conclude the proof. O

APPENDIX C. ESTIMATE OF THE APPROXIMATE STEADY STATE

Recall from ([&4)) that Q,7,& denote the approximate steady state w, 0., éy under the coordi-
nate (R, 8), and the formula of Q,7 in (£3).
_ @ 3RI() _  a 6RI(B)
C.1 Q=" el el
(C-1) c(1+ R)?’ g c (14 R)3
We generalize Lemma A.6 in [8] from & < 3 to any k below.

Lemma C.1. The following results apply to any k > 0,0 <i+j < k,j # 0. (a) For f =
Q,7,Q2— DrQ,n— Dgrn, we have

(C2) DRSSk £y [DRDL| Sk orsin(B) f.
(b) Let ; be the weights defined in (EI4)). For g = Q,7, we have

/2 /2 ) )
(€3) | rwhereas sear, [ RDLDIg eads 51 0,
0 0
uniformly in R and
(C.4) ((DE(9— Drg))* 01) Sk @, (DrD%(g — Drg))*,2) Sk 0.

We generalize Lemma A.7 in [§] from k& = 7 to any k > 7 below.
Lemma C.2. For any k > 7, it holds true that T'(3),Q,7 € W* with

1 R2 1 R2
) e 21, 1S Ry

1D lwie + [IDgillwre Sk 0.

Qe +|] e Sk a;

We generalize Lemma A.8 in [§] from k£ =5 to any k& > 5 below.

Lemma C.3. Assume that 0 < o < ﬁ. ForR>0,8€[0,7/2,k>1and0<i+j <k, we

have
| o 02R? sin (8) cosH1(5)
(C.6) [P TR <1B<w/4m + lﬂzﬂ/‘lm) ’
1+R

—£<a?cos(B), €]l S (1+ (Rsin(28)*) 7)1~ < o?,

R
where || - ||cx is defined in [@EI0). Let 11,19 be the weights defined in (@I14). We have
/2 S
) | RORDiePas < o
uniformly in R, and
(C.8) (DRD3(3E — RORE))? W) S oy ((DRDE? vn) S (€, 4) S o

where (D}'%Dé, Vi) represents (Db, 1) for 0 <i <k, and (D}'%Dé, o) fori+j <k,j>1.
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The proofs of Lemmas [C.THC.3] follows from the argument in [8], and thus are omitted.
For the Ly, operator (ZI0), we generalize Lemma A.4 in [§] from H? to its H* version. The
proof follows from a similar argument.

Lemma C.4. Let x(-) : [0,00) — [0,1] be a smooth cutoff function, such that x(R) = 1 for
R <1 and x(R) =0 for R> 2. For k=1,2, we have

1+R ~ _ _ 1+ R
1o @l S 1R e, L@ (B2 + B2 a5 0
1+R 1+R
1@l <100, 1 1o — Lia@0) 022 5 1 0

provided that the right hand side is bounded. Moreover, if Q@ € H™, then for 0 <k <n,0<[<
n—1,n >3, we have

[[L12(22) — L12(2)(0) |3 + [|Dr(L12(2) — L12(2)(0)X)||2n S 1|34,

1D L12(Q)]oo + ||DE(L12(2) = xL12(2)(0)) oo S 1€ |27,

1(1 + R)Or DR L12()|]s0 + |I(1 + R)Or DR (L12(2) — xL12(2)(0))loe S €213,
[[L12(D)]x, + [1DrL12(D)x, So [19|3n,

where X,, & H" @ W2 is defined in (B.7).

APPENDIX D. SOME DERIVATIONS

The following formulas of velocity in the (R, 3) coordinate are derived in Section 8.1 in [§]
(D.1)

U(v) = —MLH(Q) —2rsin(B)¥, — arsin LDV — r cos B0 V.,
T
V(0) = 27ﬁ8172(ﬂ>L12(Q) + 2rcos BV, + arcos BDRY — rsin B0V, V,=WV— sm(iﬂ) L12(9Q),
T T

where ¥ is the solution of (@6]), and Lis(-), ¥, are defined in (£I0).
D.1. Derivation of u].(0,0). We derive the formula (528) for «.(0,0) using the formula

- 1 w(y) x (z—y)
=Vx(-A)lw=— ———"dy.
u(zx) X (=A) " w . | e Y
Recall the coordinates and change of variables (5.27])

B =arctan(z/r), p=(r+z°)"% R=p" QR,B)=u"(pf),

where (r,9, z) is the cylindrical coordinate in R?* (BI). Note that u’(0,0) = —4uZ(0,0) BI0),
we compute uZ(0,0). Since there is no swirl u” = 0, we get
w=wey = (—w’sin?,w’ cos?,0), (wx(z—1y))3=—w’sin(d)(zz—y2)—w’cos(®)(z1 —y1).

Since the above formula is independent of z = x3 and w?(y) is odd in y3, we yield

1 1 1 —3(z3 — y3)
o = 1 [ (@ @ =ty = - [ x @ -y,

Evaluating at z = O and using

(w x (=y))s = w’(y) sin(?)ys + w’ cos(I)y1, = w’ (y)r
and r = pcos B,z = psinf, 8 € [— 7T/2 7r/2 we obtain

9 27 2
9(0,0) = = [ WY Z rdrdddz = 2 Wz
in 5 5 5
0 |y| |y| R+XR p

/ // (.8 p 235 ) dpds — 3 / / p.)co 2B)sin(®) s

Using u’(0,0) = —3u2(0,0) (BI0) and d” = 14k we prove (5.28).
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