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Abstract

We consider the problem of loss and propagation of regularity of transport equation with
Osgood vector field. As an application, we obtain a quantitative stability estimate for 2D
incompressible Euler equation with generalized Yudovich initial data.

1 Introduction

We consider the transport equation

{

∂tθ + u · ∇xθ = 0,

θ(0, ·) = θ0,
(1)

where u is a divergence-free field. It is well-known that if u is has an Osgood modulus of
continuity, that is,

|u(x, t)− u(t, y)| ≤ Cϕ(|x− y|), (2)

for some increasing function ϕ : (0,m) → (0,∞) satisfying

lim
r→0+

ϕ(r) = 0,
∫ m

0

dr

ϕ(r)
= ∞,

(3)

then the associated ODE for the flow






d

dt
φ(x, t) = u(φ(x, t), t),

φ(x, 0) = x
(4)

has the unique solution (e.g. [4], [11]) and there is unique weak integrable solution for (1),
given by

θ(x, t) = θ0(φ
−1(x, t)) (5)

([3], [6]) In that regard, in terms of existence and uniqueness of solution all Osgood modulus
of continuities are equally good: they generate unique flows.
What about the propagation of regularity? Suppose that θ0 ∈ Ḣσ(Rd) for some σ > 0. Is
θ(t) ∈ Ḣσ(Rd)? If u is not Lipschitz, the answer is negative in general and there is loss of
regularity. However, the degree of loss differs depending on the regularity of u. If u is log-
Lipschitz or better, we have losing estimates, that is, θ(t) ∈ Ḣσ(t)(Rd), for σ(t) > 0 (e.g. [4]).
On the other hand, if u ∈ Ẇ 1,p, p <∞, one can immediately lose all Sobolev regularities: in
[2], it has been shown that there is a divergence-free field u ∈ ∩1≤p<∞Ẇ

1,p and θ0 ∈ Hσ(Rd)
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such that θ(t) /∈ Ḣs(Rd) for every s > 0. On the other hand, logarithm of a derivative can
be preserved (e.g. [8], [5], [13])

Osgood vector fields u which are worse than log-Lipschitz lie between these two well known
cases, and one may naturally ask the following questions. First, does Sobolev regularity
propagate, even in a losing manner? Second, is there any kind of regularity, better than
logarithm of a derivative, which is propagated? In this paper, we attempt to answer these
questions.

First, we show that Sobolev regularity will not be propagated in general.

Theorem 1. Let d ≥ 2 and 0 < σ < d
2 . For each admissible growth function Θ (see definition

1), there exists a divergence-free vector field u with a modulus of continuity ϕΘ (see definition
2) and θ0 ∈ Hσ(Rd) such that θ(t) /∈ Hs(Rd) for every t > 0, s > 0.

As ϕΘ is an Osgood modulus of continuity (Lemma 1), we see that all Sobolev regularity
may loss immediately for Osgood velocity fields. Also, one may find θ0 ∈ Hσ(Rd) for any
σ > 0: see Remark 3.

Second, we show that certain regularities propagate, which depend on the modulus of
continuity of u.

Theorem 2. Suppose that u is a divergence-free vector field with an Osgood modulus of
continuity ϕ, and let µ0 be a modulus of continuity.

1. Suppose that θ0 has modulus of continuity µ0, and θ(t) be the solution of (1). Then θ(t)
has a modulus of continuity µ0 ◦ µ[u]ϕ,t for t ≥ 0 (see (29) for the definition of µ[u]ϕ,t).

2. Let T > 0 and suppose that A(u) :=
∫ 1
0

µ0◦µ[u]ϕ,T (r)

r dr < ∞. Suppose that there exists
an g ∈ L2(Rd) such that (30) holds. Then for t ∈ [0, T ],

∫

B1(0)

∫

Rd

|θ(x, t)− θ(x+ h, t)|2

|h|d
µ0 ◦ µ[u]ϕ,t(|h|)

−1dxdh ≤ C‖g‖2L2(Rd)A(u). (6)

As an application, we obtain a quantitative stability result for 2D Euler’s equation in
generalized Yudovich class with additional regularity for initial data, which improves that of
[12]. Let n ∈ Z≥1, and Θn : R>0 → R>0 with

Θn(z) = log z log2 z · · · logn−1 z

for sufficiently large z > 1. Let ω0,1, ω0,2 ∈ YΘn(R
2) with u0,i = ∇⊥∆−1ωi ∈ L2(R2) for

i = 1, 2, where

YΘn(R
2) =

{

f ∈ ∩1≤p<∞L
p(R2)|‖f‖Lp(R2) ≤ Θn(p)

}

, ‖f‖YΘn
= sup

p

‖f‖Lp

Θn(p)
. (7)

Furthermore, suppose that ω0,i ∈ Hs(R2) for some 0 < s ≤ 1, i = 1, 2. Let ωi, i = 1, 2 be
solutions of the initial-value problem











∂tωi + ui · ∇xωi = 0,

ui = ∇⊥∆−1ωi,

ωi(0, x) = ω0,i(x).

(8)

Theorem 3. If ‖u0,1−u0,2‖L2 is sufficiently small, then there exist constants C,C1, C2,M >
0, γ < 0 such that

‖ω1(t)− ω2(t)‖
2
L2 ≤ C

(

µω,n,t

(

(

2 +
Cmaxi ‖ω0,i‖

2
L2

µω,n,t(‖u0,1 − u0,2‖2L2)

)γ
))s

(9)
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where µω,n,t is defined by

µω,n,t(r) :=
C1

en−1

(

(

logn−1(C2/r)
)1/ exp(tM maxi ‖ω0,i‖YΘn

)
) . (10)

Remark 1. Theorem (3) recovers the rate obtained in Proposition 18 of [12] for Yudovich
case (n = 1) and improves the rate for localized Yudovich case. In the case n = 1, which
is Yudovich case ω ∈ L∞, µiω,n,t(r) = rC(t), by Remark 4. Thus, ‖ω1(t) − ω2(t)‖

2
L2 ≤

C‖u0,1 − u0,2‖
C(t)
L2 , which is the algebraic rate obtained in [12] (see also [7]). On the other

hand, when n > 1, we note that the result in [12] gives the rate of 1/ log(µ2ω,n,t(‖u0,1−u0,2‖
2
L2)).

Since µ1ω,n,t vanishes faster than logarithmic function by Lemma 6, the estimate (9) gives a
smaller upper bound.

Acknowledgement The author greatly thanks Theo Drivas and In-Jee Jeong for stimu-
lating discussion. Also, the author is deeply grateful to Gianluca Crippa and Anna Mazzucato
for encouraging and helpful comments.

2 Immediate loss of Sobolev regularity

2.1 Growth functions and Osgood modulus of continuity

Definition 1. A function Θ : [1,∞) → (0,∞) is called an admissible growth function if Θ is
a differentiable function which is increasing with limx→∞Θ(x) = ∞, and there is a constant
M > 1, C > 0 such that

1. Θ(xy) ≤ Θ(x) + Θ(y) + C for all x, y ≥M , and

2. xΘ′(x) ≤ CΘ(x) for all x > M .

Remark 2. The last two conditions are technical: they are satisfied for many slowly growing
functions, and they are useful in obtaining certain bounds, but it would be interesting to obtain
the same result with relaxed conditions.

An admissible growth function can grow slowly.

Proposition 1. Θ(x) = logm x, x > em(2), which is defined recursively by logm+1 x =
logm(log x), with log1 x = log x, and em = log−1

m for m ∈ N is an admissible growth function
(Θ(x) for x ≤ em(2) can be chosen appropriately.)

Proof. It suffices to show the last two conditions. The last condition holds immediately: for
x > em(2), Θ′(x) =

∏m−1
j=1

1
logj(x)

1
x , so Θ′(x)x ≤ C < CΘ(x). For the condition Θ(xy) ≤

Θ(x)+Θ(y)+C, we use induction on m: for m = 1, Θ(x) = log x and the condition obviously
holds. Suppose that For logm x the condition hold, with M =Mm, C = Cm. Then for m+1,
for x, y ≥ eMm =Mm+1, we have

Θ(xy) = logm(log x+ log y) ≤ logm
(

(Mm + 2) logmax(x, y)
)

≤ Cm + logm(Mm + 2) + logm+1 max(x, y)

≤ (Cm + logm(Mm + 2)) + logm+1 x+ logm+1 y = Θ(x) + Θ(y) + Cm+1.

(11)

Also, an admissible growth function cannot grow too fast.
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Proposition 2. There exists a constant C ′ > 0 such that Θ(x) ≤ C ′(log x+1) for all x ≥ 1.

Proof. This is immediate from the last property.

As a consequence, Θ is associated with an Osgood modulus of continuity. We use the
following modulus of continuity, following [9].

Lemma 1. Let Θ be an admissible growth function. The function ϕΘ : [0,∞) → [0,∞)
defined by

ϕΘ(r) =

{

r log(e/r)Θ(log(e/r)), 0 < r < e−2,

e−23Θ(3), r > e−2
(12)

is an Osgood modulus continuity.

Proof.
∫ e−2

0

dr

ϕΘ(r)
=

∫ ∞

3

dp

pΘ(p)
≥

∫ ∞

3

dp

C ′p(log p+ 1)
= ∞. (13)

Definition 2. For an admissible growth function Θ, ϕΘ defined in lemma 1 is called the
Osgood modulus of continuity associated with Θ.

As the growth of Θ becomes slower, ϕΘ gets closer to log-Lipschitz. Since the class of
admissible growth functions contains plenty of slowly growing functions (Proposition 1), one
can find ϕΘ which is close to log-Lipschitz.
Next, we show that if Lp norm of ∇u grows mildly, then u is Osgood.

Lemma 2 ([9]). Suppose that Θ(p) is an admissible growth function and there exists a con-
stant C > 0 such that ‖∇u‖Lp(Rd) ≤ CpΘ(p) for all p ≥ 1. Then u has a modulus of continuity
ϕΘ.

Proof. Let p > 2d, and we apply Morrey’s inequality:

|u(x)− u(y)| ≤ Cd‖∇u‖Lp(Rd)|x− y|1−
d
p , (14)

where Cd depends only on the dimension d. For 0 < |x−y| ≤ e−2, take p = 1− log |x−y| ≥ 3.
Then one immediately can see that

|u(x)− u(y)| ≤ Cd log

(

e

|x− y|

)

Θ

(

log

(

e

|x− y|

))

|x− y|
1− d

log e/|x−y|

≤ C log

(

e

|x− y|

)

Θ

(

log

(

e

|x− y|

))

|x− y| = CϕΘ(|x− y|),

(15)

since limr→0+ r
−d/ log(e/r) = ed.

2.2 Alberti-Crippa-Mazzucato construction

Our proof crucially relies on the construction made in [2], so we briefly summarize it.

Proposition 3 ([1]). Let d ≥ 2, Q =
[

−1
2 ,

1
2

]d
. There exist a divergence-free velocity field

v ∈ C∞(R≥0 × R
d) and a corresponding non-trivial solution ρ ∈ C∞(R≥0 × R

d) of the
continuity equation (1) such that

1. for every t ≥ 0, v(t, ·) and ρ(t, ·) are bounded and supported in Q,
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2. there is a constant B > 0, independent of p such that |∇v(t, ·)‖Lp(Rd) ≤ B for all
1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, and

3. for every 0 < s < 2 there exist constants Cs, c > 0 such that for every t ≥ 0,
‖ρ(t, ·)‖Ḣs(Rd) ≥ Cse

sct.

Next, we consider a sequence of cubes Qn in R
n of side-length λn ց 0 and center qn ∈ R

d

which are disjoint to each other, contained in a compact set, and converging to the origin.
Next, we set a sequence τn ց 0 and in each cube Qn define

un(t, x) =
λn
τn
v

(

t

τn
,
x− qn
λn

)

, θn(t, x) = ρ

(

t

τn
,
x− qn
λn

)

. (16)

We note the following: for detailed computations one may refer to [2].

1. θn solves ∂tθn + un · ∇xθn = 0.

2. The distance between support of θn and Qc
n is at least λn,

3. ‖un‖Ẇ 1,p(Rd) ≤
λ

d
p
n
τn

, ‖θn(0)‖Ḣσ(Rd) ≤ λ
d
2
−σ

n , and ‖θn(t)‖
2
Ḣs(Rd)

≥ λd−2s
n

(

C2
s exp

(

2sct
τn

)

− C
s

)

for some constant C, for every 0 < s < 1.

The key lemma is the following:

Lemma 3. There exists λn ց 0, τn ց 0 such that

1.
∑

n λn < ∞, and thus Qn can be chosen to be disjoint, contained in a compact set and
converging to the origin,

2. there exists a constant C > 0 such that
∑

n
λ

d
p
n
τn

≤ CpΘ(p) for all 1 ≤ p < ∞, so that

u =
∑

n un is in Ẇ 1,p with ‖u‖Ẇ 1,p ≤ CpΘ(p),

3. there exists C > 0 such that λn
τn

≤ C for every n, so that u(t, ·) ∈ L∞(Rd) uniformly in
t,

4.
∑

n λ
d
2
−σ

n <∞, so that θ0 =
∑

n θn(0, ·) ∈ Ḣσ(Rd),

5.
∑

n λ
d−2s exp

(

2sct
τn

)

= ∞ for every 0 < s < 1 and t > 0, so that θ(t, ·) =
∑

n θn(t, ·) /∈

Ḣs(Rd).

Note that θ(t, ·) ∈ L∞(Rd) uniformly in t. Also, since each Qn are disjoint to each
other, and ∪nQn is contained in a compact set K,

∑n
k=1 uk → u,

∑n
k=1 θk → θ strongly in

L2([0, T ] × K) for every T > 0. Thus, for any ψ ∈ C∞
0 ((0,∞) × R

d), 0 =
∫

∂tψ
∑n

k=1 θk +
∇xψ · (

∑n
k=1 uk)

∑n
k=1 θk →

∫

∂tψθ + ∇xψ · uθ, that is, θ is a weak solution of (1) with
u. Moreover, as u is Osgood by Lemma 1, θ is the unique integrable weak solution. Since
θ(t, ·) /∈ Ḣs(Rd) for any t > 0 and any 0 < s < 1, while θ(t, ·) ∈ L2(R2) uniformly in time,
this proves the Theorem 1.

Remark 3. One can extend Theorem 1 to σ ≥ d
2 immediately: one may introduce another

factor γn ց 0 and set θ =
∑

n γnθn. In fact, along with λn, τn, setting γn = λσn works.

2.3 Proof of Lemma 3

Let Θ be an admissible growth function. We set

λn = e−en , τ−1
n = log(1/λn)Θ(log(1/λn)) = enΘ(en). (17)
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Obviously, condition 1, 3, and 4 of Lemma 3 are satisfied. For condition 5, we see that

∑

n

λd−2s exp

(

2sct

τn

)

=
∑

n

exp ((2s − d) log(1/λn) + log(1/λn)Θ(log(1/λn)))

≥ C +
∑

n≥N

exp(C log(1/λn)Θ(log(1/λn))) = ∞.
(18)

It remains to verify condition 2. Since

∑

n

λ
d
p
n

τn
=

∞
∑

n=1

e
− d

p
en
enΘ(en) =

∞
∑

n=1

F (en), (19)

where F (x) = xΘ(x)e−
d
p
x. Note that limx→∞ F (ex) = 0, and F is bounded; moreover,

either there is x̄p ≥ 1 such that F (ex) attains maximum at x̄p, F (e
x) is increasing on [1, x̄p],

and decreasing on (x̄p,∞) or F is decreasing on R≥1. Therefore, comparing the series with
integrals, we have

∞
∑

n=1

F (en) ≤

∫ ∞

1
F (ex)dx+ 2F (ex̄p), (20)

where the last term of (20) (if exists) comes from that for n = 1, · · · , [x̄p] − 1, one has

F (en) ≤
∫ n+1
n F (ex)dx, and for n = [x̄p] + 2, · · · one has F (en) ≤

∫ n
n−1 F (e

x)dx, while at
n = [x̄p], [x̄p] + 1, one has F (en) ≤ F (ex̄p). We estimate each term of (20).

Estimate of F (ex̄p). Note that F (ex̄p) = ‖F‖L∞ , and it is attained either at the unique

point y such that F ′ = 0 or y = 1. Since F ′(y) = (Θ(y) + yΘ′(y)− d
pyΘ(y))e−

d
p
y, we have

Θ(y) + yΘ′(y) =
d

p
yΘ(y). (21)

Since Θ is admissible, we have (C + 1)Θ(y) ≥ d
pyΘ(y), that is, y ≤ (C+1)

d p. Therefore,

‖F‖L∞ = F (y) ≤
C + 1

d
pΘ

(

C + 1

d
p

)

≤ C ′pΘ

((

M +
C + 1

d

)

p

)

≤ C ′p

(

Θ(p) + Θ

((

M +
C + 1

d

))

+ C

)

≤ C ′′pΘ(p)

(22)

for large enough p.

Estimate of
∫∞

1
F (ex)dx We note that, by change of variable z = ex,

∫ ∞

1
F (ex)dx =

∫ ∞

1
Θ(ex)e−

d
p
exexdx =

∫ ∞

e
Θ(z)e−

d
p
zdz. (23)

By putting y = d
pz, we have

∫ ∞

e
Θ(z)e

− d
p
z
dz =

p

d

∫ ∞

de
p

Θ
(p

d
y
)

e−ydy. (24)

Note that for p > M , Θ
(p
dy
)

≤ Θ(pM/d) ≤ Θ(pM) ≤ Θ(p) + Θ(M) + C if y ≤ M , and if
y > M Θ

(p
dy
)

≤ Θ(py) ≤ Θ(p)+Θ(y)+C. In any case, we have a constant C ′ > 0 satisfying

Θ
(p

d
y
)

≤ Θ(p) + Θ(y) + C ′, y ≥ 1. (25)
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Also, if de
p ≤ y ≤ 1, we have Θ

(p
dy
)

≤ Θ(p). Thus, we have

p

d

∫ ∞

de
p

Θ
(p

d
y
)

e−ydy ≤
p

d

∫ 1

de
p

Θ(p)e−ydy +
p

d

∫ ∞

1
(Θ(p) + Θ(y) + C ′)e−ydy

≤ C ′′pΘ(p)

(26)

for some constant C ′′ > 0, due to the integrability of Θ(y)e−y.

3 Propagation of regularity

Still stronger regularity is propagated than ∇u ∈ Lp case: in the latter case, only logarithm
of derivatives are propagated, provided that the initial data of (1) θ0 has one derivative (see,
for example, [5].)

3.1 Propagation of modulus for θ

In this subsection, we establish propagation of modulus of continuity result, based on obser-
vations made in [10]. We start with a result proved in [10].

Lemma 4 ([10]). Suppose that ϕ is an Osgood modulus of continuity for u, and define

M(z) :=

∫ m

z

dr

ϕ(r)
, R(z) := exp(−M(z)), (27)

and

[u(t)]ϕ := sup
x 6=y

|u(x, t)− u(y, t)|

ϕ(|x− y|)
. (28)

Then R is monotonely increasing, limz→0+ R(z) = 0, and

|φ−1(x, t)− φ−1(y, t)| ≤ R−1
(

e
∫ t
0 [u(s)]ϕdsR(|x− y|)

)

=: µ[u]ϕ,t(|x− y|), (29)

where φ(x, t) is the unique flow generated by u: i.e. the unique solution of (4) and φ−1(x, t)
is its back-to-label map.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Osgood’s lemma and time-reversal.

An immediate consequence is the following.

Lemma 5. Let µ0 be a modulus of continuity, and let g be a measurable function satisfying

|θ0(x)− θ0(y)| ≤ (g(x) + g(y))µ0(|x− y|). (30)

Then
|θ(x, t)− θ(y, t)| ≤ (gt(x) + gt(y))µ0(µ[u]ϕ,t(|x− y|)) (31)

for gt = g ◦ φ−1
t .

Proof. We may simply recall that φ−1 is volume preserving and

|θ(x, t)− θ(y, t)| = |θ0(φ
−1(x, t))− θ0(φ

−1(y, t))|

≤ (g(φ−1(x, t)) + g(φ−1(y, t)))µ0(|φ
−1(x, t)− φ−1(y, t)|)

≤ (g(φ−1(x, t)) + g(φ−1(y, t)))µ0(µ[u]ϕ,t(|x− y|)).

(32)
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This immediately gives the first part of Theorem 2.

Remark 4. It is worth noting that the modulus of continuity µ0,ϕ = R plays a special role: if
θ0 has a modulus of continuity R, then θ(t) still has the same modulus of continuity R since

µ0,ϕ ◦ µ[u]ϕ,t(r) = e
∫ t
0
[u(s)]ϕdsR(r) = e

∫ t
0
[u(s)]ϕdsµ0,ϕ(r).

Remark 5. The following are explicit calculation of µ[u]ϕ,t(r) for some ϕ.

• If u is Lipschitz, that is, ϕ(z) = z, then M(z) = log(1/z) for sufficiently small z,

R(z) = z = R−1(z), and thus µ[u]ϕ,t(r) = e
∫ t
0
[u(s)]ϕdsr. Thus, if θ0 is Lipschitz or

Holder, then θ(t) retains the same modulus of continuity.

• If u is log-Lipschitz, that is, ϕ(z) = z log(1/z), then M(z) = log log(1/z) for sufficiently

small z, R(z) = 1
log(1/z) , R

−1(z) = e−1/z, and thus µ[u]ϕ,t(r) = r
1

exp(
∫ t
0 [u(s)]ϕds) . Thus, if

θ0 is Lipschitz or Holder, then θ(t) remains Holder, with its Holder exponent decreasing
over time.

• If ϕ(z) = z log(1/z) log2(1/z) · · · logn(1/z) for sufficiently small z, then M(z) = logn+1(1/z),
R(z) = 1

logn(1/z)
, R−1(z) = 1

en(1/z)
where en is the inverse of logn. Therefore, µ[u]ϕ,t(r) =

1

en−1

(

(logn−1(1/r))
1/ exp(

∫ t
0 [u(s)]ϕds)

) .

• If ϕ(z) = (1 − α)zα, α ∈ (0, 1), then M(z) = 1 − z1−α, R(z) = e−1ez
1−α

, R−1(z) =
1

1−α log(ez), and µ[u]ϕ,t
(r) = 1

1−α

(

∫ t
0 [u]ϕ,t(s)ds + r1−α

)

. In particular, µ[u]ϕ,t
does not

vanish as r → 0, and therefore µ0 ◦ µ[u]ϕ,t
is not a modulus of continuity in general.

Regarding the vanishing rate of µ[u]ϕ,t
(r) for ϕ(z) = z log(1/z) log2(1/z) · · · logn(1/z), we have

the following result.

Lemma 6. Let ϕn(z) = z log(1/z) log2(1/z) · · · logn(1/z) and define

µn,t(r) :=
1

en−1

(

(

logn−1(1/r)
)1/ exp(

∫ t
0
[u(s)]ϕds)

) . (33)

• µn,t modulus of continuity is worse than any Holder modulus of continuity: limr→0+
µn,t(r)

rα =
∞ for any α ∈ (0, 1] for n ≥ 2.

• µn,t modulus of continuity is better than any logarithmic modulus: limr→0+
µn,t(r)

1/(log(1/r))a =
0 for any a ≥ 1.

Proof. For the first claim, it suffices to show that limr→0+
logn−1 1/r

α

(logn−1 1/r)
β = ∞ for α > 0 suf-

ficiently small and β ∈ (0, 1). For n = 2, it obviously holds. For n ≥ 3, as logn−2 x is an
admissible growth function, logn−1(1/r) ≤ logn−1(1/r

α)+logn−2 1/α+C for sufficiently small

α > 0 and a constant C > 0. Thus,
logn−1 1/r

α

(logn−1 1/r)
β ≥

logn−1 1/r
α

(logn−1(1/r
α)+C′)β

→ ∞ as r → 0+.

For the second claim, it suffices to show that limr→0+
logn−1(log(1/r))

a

(logn−1(1/r))
β = 0 for any β ∈ (0, 1)

and a ≥ 1 sufficiently large, and again it is obvious for n = 2. For n ≥ 3, since logn−2 is
an admissible growth function, we have logn−1(log(1/r))

a ≤ logn−2 a + logn(1/r) + C for
sufficiently large a ≥ 1 and a constant C > 0, and the desired estimate follows.
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3.2 Propagation of Sobolev-type functionals

Finally, we prove the second part of Theorem 2. Our argument is inspired by that of [5]. We
use the layer-cake representation, (31), and monotonicity of µ[u]ϕ,t on t, and volume-preserving

property of the flow φ−1
t to obtain

∫

Rd

|θ(x, t)− θ(x+ h, t)|2dx = 2

∫ ∞

0
r |{x : |θ(x, t)− θ(x+ h, t)| > r}| dr

≤ 2

∫ ∞

0
r
∣

∣

{

x : gt(x) + gt(x+ h) > r/µ0 ◦ µ[u]ϕ,T (|h|)
}∣

∣ dr

= 2(µ0 ◦ µ[u]ϕ,T (|h|))
2

∫ ∞

0
r|{x : gt(x) + gt(x+ h) > r}|dr

≤ 2(µ0 ◦ µ[u]ϕ,T (|h|))
2

∫ ∞

0
r|{x : 2gt(x) > r}|dr ≤ C(µ0 ◦ µ[u]ϕ,T (|h|))

2‖g‖2L2(Rd).

(34)

Therefore, we have
∫

B1(0)

∫

Rd

|θ(x, t)− θ(x+ h, t)|2

|h|d
µ0 ◦ µ[u]ϕ,t(|h|)

−1dxdh

≤ C‖g‖2L2(Rd)

∫

B1(0)

µ0 ◦ µ[u]ϕ,T (|h|)

|h|d
dh ≤ C‖g‖2L2(Rd)

∫ 1

0

µ0 ◦ µ[u]ϕ,T (r)

r
dr = CA(u)‖g‖2L2(Rd).

(35)

Remark 6. In the case of ϕ(z) = z log(1/z) log2(1/z) · · · logn(1/z), by Lemma 6, µ[u]ϕ,t =
o(1/ log(1/r)a) for any a ≥ 1: therefore we have

∫

B1(0)

∫

Rd

|θ(x, t)− θ(x+ h, t)|2

|h|d
µ[u]ϕ,t(|h|)

−1dxdh ≥ C

∫

B1(0)

∫

Rd

|θ(x, t)− θ(x+ h, t)|2

|h|d(log(1/|h|))1−p
dxdh

(36)
for some C > 0 and any p > 1. In this sense, transport equation with Osgood velocity field u
with modulus of continuity ϕ propagates more regularity than logarithm of a derivative.

4 Stability result for 2D Euler equation

4.1 An interpolation lemma

We start with an interpolation lemma, which is analogous to Proposition 3.5 of [5].

Lemma 7. Let ε ∈ (0, 1), and let µ : (0, 1) → R>0 be a continuous increasing function. Then
there exists a constant C > 0 such that the following holds.

C−1‖f‖2L2(R2) ≤ µ(ε)

∫

B1(0)

∫

Rd

|f(x+ h)− f(x)|2

|h|d
µ(|h|)−1dxdh

+ | log ε|
‖f‖2L2(R2)

log

(

2 +
‖f‖2

L2(Rd)

‖f‖2
Ḣ−1(Rd)

) .
(37)

Proof. We closely follow the proof of Proposition 3.5 of [5]. We first fix δ ∈ (0, 1), ψ ∈
C∞
c (Rd), a radial function, with ψ ≡ 1 in B2/3 \B1/2, ψ ≡ 0 in (B5/6 \B1/3)

c, and
∫

ψRd = 1,

and write ψδ(x) = δ−dψ(x/δ). We decompose f by

f = f ∗ ψδ + (f − f ∗ ψδ) (38)
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and treat each term separately. We have

‖f − f ∗ ψδ‖
2
L2 =

∫

Rd

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rd

(f(x+ h)− f(x))ψδ(|h|)dh

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

dx

≤

∫

Rd

∫

δ/3≤|h|≤δ

|f(x+ h)− f(x)|2

δd
dh‖ψ‖2L2dx

≤ C

∫

δ/3≤|h|≤δ

∫

Rd

|f(x+ h)− f(x)|2

|h|d
dxdh,

‖f ∗ ψδ‖
2
L2 = ‖ψ̂δ f̂‖

2
L2 ≤ sup

ξ
| log(2 + |ξ|)||ψ̂(δξ)|2

∫

Rd

|f̂(ξ)|2

log(2 + |ξ|)
dξ

≤ max( sup
|ξ|≤2

2 log 2|ψ̂(δξ)|2, sup
|ξ|>2

2 log |ξ||ψ̂(δψ)|2)

∫

Rd

|f̂(ξ)|2

log(2 + |ξ|)
dξ

≤ C log(max(1/2, 1/δ))

∫

Rd

|f̂(ξ)|2

log(2 + |ξ|)
dξ.

(39)

For the treatment of
∫

Rd
|f̂(ξ)|2

log(2+|ξ|)dξ, we split the integral by low and high frequencies and
optimize:

∫

Rd

|f̂(ξ)|2

log(2 + |ξ|)
dξ =

∫

|ξ|≤ν

|ξ|2

log(2 + |ξ|)
|ξ|−2|f̂(ξ)|2dξ +

∫

|ξ|>ν

|f̂(ξ)|2

log(2 + |ξ|)
dξ

≤
ν2

log(2 + ν)

∫

|ξ|≤ν
|ξ|−2|f̂(ξ)|2dξ +

1

log(2 + ν)

∫

|ξ|≥ν
|f̂(ξ)|2dξ

≤ C
ν2

log(2 + ν2)
‖f‖2

Ḣ−1 +
C

log(2 + ν2)
‖f‖2L2 ,

(40)

and taking ν = ‖f‖L2/‖f‖Ḣ−1 gives
∫

Rd

|f̂(ξ)|2

log(2 + |ξ|)
dξ ≤

C‖f‖2L2

log

(

2 +
‖f‖2

L2(Rd)

‖f‖2
Ḣ−1(Rd)

) . (41)

Thus, we have

‖f‖2L2 ≤ C

∫

δ/3≤|h|≤δ

∫

Rd

|f(x+ h)− f(x)|2

|h|d
dxdh

+ C log(max(1/2, 1/δ))
‖f‖2L2

log

(

2 +
‖f‖2

L2(Rd)

‖f‖2
Ḣ−1(Rd)

) .
(42)

Integrating δ over (ε, 1) with weight µ(δ)−1

δ gives us the following:

‖f‖2L2 ≤ C
1

∫ 1
ε

µ(δ)−1

δ dδ

∫ 1

ε

∫

δ/3≤|h|≤δ

∫

Rd

|f(x+ h)− f(x)|2

|h|d
dxdh

µ(δ)−1

δ
dδ

+ C
1

∫ 1
ε

µ(δ)−1

δ dδ

∫ 1

ε
log(max(1/2, 1/δ))

‖f‖2L2

log

(

2 +
‖f‖2

L2(Rd)

‖f‖2
Ḣ−1(Rd)

)

µ(δ)−1

δ
dδ

≤ C

∫ 1
ε

dδ
δ

∫ 1
ε

µ(δ)−1

δ dδ

∫

B1(0)

∫

Rd

|f(x+ h)− f(x)|2

|h|d
dxdh+ C| log ε|

‖f‖2L2

log

(

2 +
‖f‖2

L2(Rd)

‖f‖2
Ḣ−1(Rd)

) .

(43)
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Since µ is increasing, we have
∫ 1
ε

dδ
δ

∫ 1
ε

µ(δ)−1

δ
dδ

≤ µ(ε), and (37) follows.

4.2 Proof of Theorem 3

From Lemma 1 and Lemma 2, we see that u1, u2 have modulus of continuity ϕΘn as in (12),
with

[ui]ϕΘn
≤M‖ωi,0‖YΘn

, i = 1, 2. (44)

Therefore, there is C1, C2 > 0 such that

µ[ui]ϕΘn
,t
(r) ≤ µω,n,t(r), i = 1, 2. (45)

Next, we have the following stability estimate of velocity for Euler equation:

Proposition 4 ([12]). For some constant C1, C2 > 0, we have

‖u1(t)− u2(t)‖
2
L2 ≤ µω,n,t(‖u0,1 − u0,2‖

2
L2), (46)

One can adjust C1, C2 > 0 appropriately (if necessary) so that (45) and (46) are simulta-
neously satisfied. Next, by the standard Lusin estimate, we have

‖ω0,i(x)− ω0,i(y)| ≤ C|x− y|s(Dsω0,i(x) +Dsω0,i(y)), i = 1, 2, (47)

where

Dsf(x) :=

(
∫

Rd

|f(x+ h)− f(x)|2

|h|d+2s
dh

)

1
2

∈ L2. (48)

Therefore, by the same argument as in Theorem 2, we have
∫

B1(0)

∫

Rd

|ωi(x, t)− ωi(x+ h, t)|2

|h|d
(µω,n,t(|h|))

−sdxdh ≤ C‖Dsωi‖
2
L2

∫ 1

0

(µω,n,t(r))
s

r
dr <∞,

(49)
since µω,n,t vanishes faster than any logarithm by Lemma 6. Therefore, applying (37) with
µ(r) = (µω,n,t(r))

s and f = ω1 − ω2 gives that for sufficiently small ε > 0, we have

C−1‖ω1(t)− ω2(t)‖
2
L2 ≤ (µω,n,t(ε))

s + | log ε|
‖ω1(t)− ω2(t)‖

2
L2

log
(

2 + ‖ω1(t)− ω2(t)‖2L2/‖u1(t)− u2(t)‖2L2

)

≤ (µω,n,t(ε))
s + | log ε|

‖ω1(t)− ω2(t)‖
2
L2

log

(

2 +
‖ω1(t)−ω2(t)‖2

L2

µω,n,t(‖u0,1−u0,2‖2
L2 )

) .

(50)

Now take

ε =

(

2 +
‖ω1(t)− ω2(t)‖

2
L2

µω,n,t(‖u0,1 − u0,2‖2L2)

)γ

(51)

for some γ < 0 so that

| log ε|

log

(

2 +
‖ω1(t)−ω2(t)‖2

L2

µω,n,t(‖u0,1−u0,2‖2
L2 )

) < C−1/2,

and then we have

‖ω1(t)− ω2(t)‖
2
L2 ≤ Cµω,n,t

(

(

2 +
‖ω1(t)− ω2(t)‖

2
L2

µω,n,t(‖u0,1 − u0,2‖2L2)

)γ
)

. (52)

Replacing ‖ω1(t)− ω2(t)‖
2
L2 on the right-hand side by 2maxi ‖ω0,i‖L2 gives (9).
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