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Abstract

We consider axisymmetric, swirl-free solutions of the Euler equations in
three and higher dimensions, of generalized anti-parallel-vortex-tube-pair-type:
the initial scalar vorticity has a sign in the half-space, is odd under reflection
across the plane, is bounded and decays sufficiently rapidly at the axis and at
spatial infinity. We prove lower bounds on the growth of such solutions in all
dimensions, improving a lower bound proved by Choi and Jeong [4] in three
dimensions.
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1 Introduction

The incompressible Euler equations

∂tu+ (u · ∇)u+∇p = 0

∇ · u = 0

u|t=0 = u0
(1.1)

are one of the fundamental models in fluid dynamics. Here we take the spatial domain
to be Rd, so (x, t) ∈ R

d× [0, T ) for some T ∈ (0,∞], u(x, t) ∈ R
d is the fluid velocity,

p(x, t) ∈ R is the pressure, and the initial velocity u0 is a divergence-free vector field
on R

d.

1.1 Axisymmetric, swirl-free Euler flows

In this paper, we will study axisymmetric, swirl-free solutions of the Euler equations
in three dimensions, and their generalizations to higher dimensions. That is, for
d ≥ 3, we consider solutions of the form

u(x, t) = ur(r, z, t)er + uz(r, z, t)ez ,

where

r =
√

x21 + ...+ x2d−1, z = xd, er =
(x1, ..., xd−1, 0)

r
, ez = ed,

a class which is preserved by the dynamics of the Euler equations (1.1). The divergence-
free condition in (1.1) becomes

∂r(r
d−2ur) + ∂z(r

d−2uz) = 0, (1.2)

and so the velocity components may be recovered from a stream function ψ(r, z, t) as
[

ur
uz

]

=
1

rd−2

[

−∂z
∂r

]

ψ. (1.3)

The scalar vorticity1

ω(r, z, t) = ∂ruz − ∂zur (1.4)

then satisfies the evolution equation

∂tω + (u · ∇)ω − (d− 2)
ur

r
ω = 0, ω|t=0 = ω0 := ∂r(u

0
z)− ∂z(u

0
r)

which implies that the quantity ω
rd−2 is transported by the flow:

(∂t + u · ∇)
[ ω

rd−2

]

= 0. (1.5)

This equation may also be written in the useful form

∂tω + ∇̃ · (uω) = 0, ∇̃ := er∂r + ez∂z, (1.6)

1Our sign convention for ω is opposite to that of [4]. It is convenient as we will take ω ≥ 0 when
z > 0 in (1.11). If we denote curl(urer + uzez) = ωθeθ in R

3 as in [1], then ω = −ωθ.
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by using (1.2).
The transport equation (1.5) is central to our analysis. Of course, to close the

system, the velocity u in (1.5) must be recovered from the vorticity via a non-local
relation which realizes (1.2) and (1.4) – see Section 2.1 for the details. One frequently
used consequence of the transport (1.5) is the preservation of Lebesgue norms:

∥

∥

∥

∥

ω(·, t)

rd−2

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

≡

∥

∥

∥

∥

ω0

rd−2

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

(1.7)

for all 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ (assuming initial finiteness).
The other feature of the Euler system (1.1) we exploit is the conservation of energy:

E(t) :=
1

2

∫

Rd

|u(x, t)|2dx ≡ E(0) (1.8)

(assuming E(0) <∞) for as long as the solution remains sufficiently smooth.

1.2 Smooth solutions

For context and background on axisymmetric, swirl-free Euler flows in d = 3, and
their extensions to d ≥ 4, we refer the reader to [11]. Here we will merely state results
on the existence of smooth solutions which suit our present purposes. The existence
of global smooth solutions in d = 3 is classical [6, 7, 12, 15, 16, 18], while the d ≥ 4
statements are established in [11], using standard methods. There, the existence of
global smooth solutions is extended to d = 4, while for d ≥ 5 only blow-up criteria
are obtained. We summarize:

Theorem 1.1. Let d ≥ 3. For initial data u0 ∈ Hs
(

R
d
)

, s > 2 + d
2
which is axisym-

metric, swirl-free and divergence-free, and for which ω0

rd−2 ∈ L1(Rd) ∩ L∞(Rd), there
exists a unique solution of the Euler equations (1.1) u ∈ C

(

[0, Tmax), H
s
(

R
d
))

∩
C1
(

[0, Tmax), H
s−1
(

R
d
))

, on a maximal time interval [0, Tmax), which is axisymmet-
ric, swirl-free and divergence-free, and which conserves energy (1.8). Moreover:

• if d = 3 or d = 4, then Tmax = ∞;

• if d ≥ 5 and Tmax <∞, then ‖ω(·, t)‖
L1(Rd) ≥ Cω0 (Tmax − t)−

2(d−2)
d−4 .

1.3 Anti-parallel vortex tubes

In this paper, we consider initial scalar vorticity which is non-negative for positive z,

ω0(r, z) ≥ 0 (ω0 6≡ 0) for z ≥ 0, (1.9)

and odd in z,
ω0(r,−z) = −ω0(r, z), (1.10)

a setting which in d = 3 includes pairs of anti-parallel vortex tubes. One motivation
for considering these configurations is an extensive literature of numerical and ex-
perimental work (e.g. [3–5, 10, 13, 14, 17] and references therein) indicating that such
rings should collide, stretch horizontally, and produce rapid vorticity growth.
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Remark 1.2. It is shown in [11, Appendix A] that the oddness condition (1.10) is
preserved by the Euler flow (1.5). In particular, the boundary conditions

ω(r, 0, t) ≡ 0, uz(r, 0, t) ≡ 0

hold, and the transport equation (1.5) preserves the positivity condition (1.9) as well.
That is,

ω(r, z, t) ≥ 0 (ω 6≡ 0) for z ≥ 0 (1.11)

and
ω(r,−z, t) = −ω(r, z, t) (1.12)

for t ∈ [0, Tmax). Moreover, the upper half-space {z > 0} is invariant under the
flow of such velocity fields u, and so the norm preservation (1.7) remains true when
restricted to {z > 0}.

We further assume: d ≥ 3, and u0 ∈ Hs
(

R
d
)

, s > 2+ d
2
is axisymmetric, swirl-free

and divergence-free, with

ω0

rd−2
∈ L1(Rd) ∩ L∞(Rd) and rω0, z

ω0

rd−2
∈ L1(Rd). (1.13)

In particular, Theorem 1.1 applies, producing a solution satisfying (1.11)–(1.12), for
which the conservation of energy (1.8) holds.

1.4 Results

We formulate our results in terms of the radial moment

R(t) :=

∫∫

[0,∞)2

rd−1ω(r, z, t) drdz =
1

Cd

∫

z≥0

rd−1
[ ω

rd−2

]

dx =
1

Cd

∫

z≥0

r ω dx ,

where Cd := Hd−2(Sd−2
1 ). Note that 0 < R(0) <∞ by (1.9) and (1.13).

The first result provides upper bounds for R(t):

Theorem 1.3. Let u(t) be a solution of (1.1) as in Theorem 1.1 under the same
assumptions on initial data u0 which further satisfies (1.9), (1.10), and (1.13). For
d = 3: there is C = C(ω0) such that

R(t) ≤ C(1 + t)4.

For d = 4, there is C = C(ω0) such that

R(t) ≤ R(0)eCt.

For d ≥ 5, there are C = C(ω0) and T = T (ω0) > 0 so that for 0 ≤ t < min(T, Tmax),

R(t) ≤ C(T − t)−
2(d−1)
d−4 .

4



These upper bounds are straightforward consequences of the estimate

‖ur‖
2
L∞ .

∥

∥

∥

ω

rd−2

∥

∥

∥

L∞

‖ω‖L1, (1.14)

which is proved in [9] for d = 3; and extended to d ≥ 4 in [11, Section 4].
Our main result provides lower bounds for R(t), which improve one from [4] for

d = 3, and generalize it to higher dimensions:

Theorem 1.4. Let u(t) be a solution of (1.1) as in Theorem 1.1 under the same
assumptions on initial data u0 which further satisfies (1.9), (1.10), and (1.13). Let
ǫ > 0. For d = 3: there is C = C(ω0, ǫ) > 0 such that

R(t) ≥ C(1 + t)
3
4
−ǫ.

For d = 4, there is C = C(ω0, ǫ) such that

R(t) ≥ C(1 + t)
2
3
−ǫ.

For d ≥ 5, there are C = C(ω0, ǫ, d) such that for t ∈ [0, Tmax),

R(t) ≥ C(1 + t)
d

d2−2d−2
−ǫ
.

Remark 1.5. The main inspiration for this paper is the recent work of Choi-Jeong [4],

which gave (among other things) a lower bound R(t) ≥ C(1 + t)
2
15

−ǫ in dimension
d = 3. In broad outline, our argument closely follows theirs, though key estimates
are done in a different way.

Remark 1.6. We give here a growth rate lower bound for the moment R(t). For
certain initial data this implies a corresponding a lower bound for certain Lebesgue
norms of the vorticity, ‖ω(·, t)‖Lp. This is clear for pure vortex patches, ω

rd−2 = χΩ(t)

in z > 0, but, as shown in [4, Corollary 1.2], also carries over to certain smoother
vorticities.

Remark 1.7. We are considering here relatively smooth solutions of the Euler equa-
tions, which in particular are quite smooth at the axis r = 0. Rougher (on the axis)
flows may form singularities in finite time in d = 3 ([8]). Moreover, boundary ef-
fects may also produce finite time singularities ([2]), whereas there is no boundary in
our setting. The mechanism for vorticity growth here and in [4] – vortex stretching
toward spatial infinity – is quite different from either of those works.

1.5 Organization

Theorem 1.3 is proved, in a slightly generalized form for a range of radial moments, in
Section 2. Parallel to the argument in [4], the proof of Theorem 1.4 combines several
ingredients: monotonicity of the first vertical moment is proved in Section 3.1; a lower
bound for the radial moment R(t) is derived in Section 3.2; and Section 3.3 contains
an upper bound for the kinetic energy. The proof is completed in Section 3.4.
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1.6 Notation

Throughout,
3 ≤ d = the spatial dimension.

We denote

Π = {(r, z) | r > 0, z ∈ R}, Π+ = {(r, z) | r > 0, z ≥ 0}.

Lebesgue norms are taken with respect to the usual Lebesgue measure dx on R
d, and

normalized so that for an axisymmetric function f(r, z),

‖f‖pp =

∫∫

Π

|f(r, z)|prd−2drdz =
1

Cd

∫

Rd

|f |pdx.

As usual, we write
A . B (respectively A & B)

to indicate there is a constant C (independent of any other relevant parameters) such
that

A ≤ CB (respectively A ≥ CB),

and in case the implied constant depends on some relavent parameters σ, we write

A .σ B (respectively A &σ B).

Finally,
A ∼ B means A . B and A & B.

2 Velocity components, moments, and upper bounds

This section concerns upper bounds for the radial moments of the vorticity, and
contains the proof of Theorem 1.3.

2.1 Biot-Savart law

The estimates in this paper originate from the following expression for the stream
function in terms of the scalar vorticity (a detailed derivation can be found in [11,
Section 4]):

ψ(r, z, t) = −
1

2π

∫∫

Π

F(S) (rr̄)
d
2
−1 ω̄ , (2.1)

where here (and subsequently) we use the shorthand

ω̄ = ω(r̄, z̄, t)dr̄dz̄ .

Here

S =
(r − r̄)2 + (z − z̄)2

rr̄
,

6



and for s > 0,

F(s) =

∫ π

0

sind−3(θ) cos(θ)dθ

[2(1− cos θ) + s]
d
2
−1
. (2.2)

The velocity components are recovered from the stream function via (1.3), resulting
in the expressions

ur(r, z, t) =
1

πrd−2

∫∫

Π

F ′(S)(z − z̄)(rr̄)
d
2
−2 ω̄ (2.3)

and

uz(r, z, t) = −
1

2πrd−2

∫∫

Π

(

F ′(S)∂rS +
d− 2

2r
F(S)

)

(rr̄)
d
2
−1 ω̄. (2.4)

2.2 Radial moments and the proof of Theorem 1.3

By the transport equation (1.5) and (1.11) (see Remark 1.2),

ω := ω(r, z, t)drdz =
ω(r, z, t)

rd−2
rd−2dr dz (2.5)

is a (non-negative) measure on Π+ of fixed mass

0 <

∫∫

Π+

ω =

∫∫

Π+

ω0 .ω0 1. (2.6)

Generalizing slightly, we define the j-th moment of r with respect to this measure,

Rj(t) =

∫∫

Π+

rjω

(

=
1

2
‖rj−(d−2)ω‖1

)

(using the symmetry (1.12) for the last equality) if it is finite, so that R(t) = Rd−1(t)
and by (2.6),

R0(t) ≡ R0(0) =

∫∫

Π+

ω0 .ω0 1. (2.7)

Our assumptions (1.9) and (1.13) imply 0 < Rj(0) <∞ for 0 ≤ j ≤ d− 1.
Compute, using (1.6),

.
Rj = −

∫∫

Π+

rj [∂r(urω) + ∂z(uzω)] dr dz =

∫∫

Π+

jrj−1urω dr dz, (2.8)

integrating by parts and using the boundary conditions of ω on ∂Π+. Thus by (1.14),

|
.
Rj| . ‖ur‖∞Rj−1 . ‖

ω

rd−2
‖

1
2∞‖ω‖

1
2
1Rj−1.

7



Suppose j > d− 2. Let b = j−(d−2)
2j

∈ (0, 1
2
) and q = (d−2)b

1
2
−b

= j − (d− 2). By Hölder,

we have

‖ω‖
1
2
1 ≤ ‖

ω

rd−2
‖b1 · ‖r

qω‖
1
2
−b

1 = ‖
ω

rd−2
‖b1 · R

d−2
2j

j .ω0 R
d−2
2j

j

by (1.7), and

Rj−1 ≤ R
1
j

0 · R
j−1
j

j = R0(0)
1
j · R

j−1
j

j .ω0 R
j−1
j

j

by (2.7). Combining the above, using (1.7) again, yields

|
.
Rj | .ω0 R

d−2
2j

j · R
j−1
j

j = R
1+ d−4

2j

j . (2.9)

Integrating the differential inequality (2.9) immediately yields:

Proposition 2.1. Suppose d− 2 < j <∞ and Rj(0) <∞. Then

1. d = 3: Rj(t) ≤ C(1 + t)2j for C = C(ω0, j);

2. d = 4: Rj(t) ≤ Rj(0)e
Ct for C = C(ω0, j);

3. d ≥ 5: there are C = C(ω0, j) and T = T (ω0, j) > 0 so that for t <

min(T, Tmax), Rj(t) ≤ C(T − t)−
2j

d−4 .

The case j = d− 1 establishes Theorem 1.3. �

3 Lower bounds on vorticity stretching

This section contains the proof of Theorem 1.4.

3.1 Monotonicity of the first vertical moment

Following [4], we introduce the first vertical moment

Z(t) =

∫∫

Π+

z ω, ω := ω(r, z, t) drdz ,

noting that 0 < Z(0) <∞ by assumptions (1.9) and (1.13), and prove:

Proposition 3.1. For all d ≥ 3,
.

Z(t) < 0

(for t ∈ [0, Tmax) when d ≥ 5).

Proof. Compute, using (1.6), integration by parts, and the boundary conditions on
∂Π+,

.
Z =

∫∫

Π+

z ∂tω(r, z, t)drdz =

∫∫

Π+

uz ω . (3.1)

By (2.4),

uz(r, z, t) = −
1

2πrd−2

∫∫

Π

K(r, z; r̄, z̄) (rr̄)
d−2
2 ω̄ , ω̄ := ω(r̄, z̄, t) dr̄dz̄ ,

8



where

K(r, z; r̄, z̄) = F ′(S)∂rS +
d− 2

2r
F(S) =

(

2(r − r̄)

rr̄
−

1

r
S

)

F ′(S) +
d− 2

2r
F(S)

=
1

rr̄
[2(r − r̄)F ′(S) + r̄F∗(S)] ,

and

F∗(s) :=
d− 2

2
F(s)− sF ′(s).

Thus from (3.1),

−
.
Z =

∫∫

Π+

1

2πrd−2

∫∫

Π

K(r, z; r̄, z̄) (rr̄)
d−2
2 ω̄ ω.

Changing the domain of the inner integral from Π to Π+, using the oddness ω(r̄,−z̄) =
−ω(r̄, z̄), yields

−
.
Z =

∫∫∫∫

(Π+)2

r̄d−2 [K(r, z; r̄, z̄) −K(r, z; r̄,−z̄)]
ω ω̄

2π(rr̄)
d−2
2

.

Symmetrizing in (r, z) ↔ (r̄, z̄), noting that both

S =
(r − r̄)2 + (z − z̄)2

rr̄
and S̄ =

(r − r̄)2 + (z + z̄)2

rr̄
(3.2)

are unchanged, we arrive at

−
.
Z =

∫∫∫∫

(Π+)2

K̃(r, z; r̄, z̄)
ωω̄

4π(rr̄)
d
2

, (3.3)

where

K̃ = r̄d−2
{

2(r − r̄)F ′(S) + r̄F∗(S)− 2(r − r̄)F ′(S̄)− r̄F∗(S̄)
}

+ rd−2
{

−2(r − r̄)F ′(S) + rF∗(S) + 2(r − r̄)F ′(S̄)− rF∗(S̄)
}

= H(r, r̄, S)−H(r, r̄, S̄)

and

H(r, r̄, s) = 2r̄d−2(r − r̄)F ′(s) + r̄d−1F∗(s)− 2rd−2(r − r̄)F ′(s) + rd−1F∗(s)

= −2(rd−2 − r̄d−2)(r − r̄)F ′(s) + (rd−1 + r̄d−1)F∗(s).
(3.4)

To prove Proposition 3.1, by (3.3), it suffices to show K̃ > 0. Since S < S̄, by (3.4),
it suffices to show both −F ′(s) and F∗(s) are decreasing in s for all s > 0. Indeed,
we have:

Lemma 3.2. For all d ≥ 3 and s > 0,

F ′′(s) > 0 (3.5)

and
(F∗)′(s) < 0. (3.6)

9



Proposition 3.1 follows, subject to the proof of Lemma 3.2.

Proof. Using (2.2), we compute

F ′(s) = −
(d− 2)

2

∫ π

0

(sin θ)d−3 cos θ

[2(1− cos θ) + s]
d
2

dθ

= −
(d− 2)

2

∫ π
2

0

(sin θ)d−3 cos θ

[

1

2(1− cos θ) + s]
d
2

−
1

2(1 + cos θ) + s]
d
2

]

< 0

(3.7)

by changing variable θ 7→ π − θ on [π
2
, π], and

F ′′(s) =
d(d− 2)

4

∫ π

0

(sin θ)d−3 cos θ

[2(1− cos θ) + s]
d
2
+1
dθ

=
d(d− 2)

4

∫ π
2

0

(sin θ)d−3 cos θ

[

1

2(1− cos θ) + s]
d
2
+1

−
1

2(1 + cos θ) + s]
d
2
+1

]

dθ > 0,

(3.8)

which establishes (3.5). Next,

(F∗)′(s) =
d

ds

(

d− 2

2
F(s)− sF ′(s)

)

=
(d− 4)

2
F ′(s)− sF ′′(s),

so (3.6) for d ≥ 4 follows from (3.7) and (3.8). The case d = 3 of (3.6) is proved
in [4, Lemma 3.3], using some elliptic integral relations. This completes the proof of
Lemma 3.2.

As an immediate consequence of Proposition 3.1 and (1.13), we have

0 < Z(t) < Z(0) .ω0 1. (3.9)

3.2 Monotonicity of the d− 1 radial moment

By (2.8) with j = d− 1,

.
R(t) = (d− 1)

∫∫

Π+

rd−2ur ω . (3.10)

Changing variables z̄ 7→ −z̄ for z̄ < 0 in expression (2.3), and using (1.12), we have

ur(r, z, t) =
1

πrd−2

∫∫

Π+

[

F ′(S)(z − z̄)− F ′(S̄)(z + z̄)
]

(rr̄)
d
2
−2 ω̄ . (3.11)

Substituting (3.11) in (3.10), we get

.
R(t) =

d− 1

π

∫∫∫∫

(Π+)2

[

F ′(S)(z − z̄)− F ′(S̄)(z + z̄)
]

(rr̄)
d
2
−2 ωω̄ . (3.12)
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Noting the anti-symmetry of the factor F ′(S)(z− z̄) in z ↔ z̄, its integration in (3.12)
vanishes, and so

.
R(t) =

d− 1

π

∫∫∫∫

(Π+)2

[

−F ′(S̄)
]

(z + z̄) (rr̄)
d
2
−2 ωω̄. (3.13)

As an immediate consequence of this expression and (3.7), we have the monotonicity
of R:

Proposition 3.3. For all d ≥ 3,

.

R(t) > 0,

(for t ∈ [0, Tmax) when d ≥ 5).

To get a more precise lower bound for
.
R, we first need an elementary estimate for

the behaviour of −F ′(s):

Lemma 3.4. For all s > 0,

−F ′(s) ∼
1

s(1 + s)
d
2

. (3.14)

Proof. From (3.7),

−F ′(s) ∼

∫ π
2

0

(sin θ)d−3 cos θ
(

A− d
2 −B− d

2

)

dθ,

where
A = 2(1− cos θ) + s, B = 2(1 + cos θ) + s.

By a simple calculus Lemma 4.1, for 0 < A < B and α > 0,

A−α − B−α ∼
B −A

AαB
.

Thus

−F ′(s) ∼

∫ π
2

0

(sin θ)d−3 cos2 θ

[2(1− cos θ) + s]
d
2 [2(1 + cos θ) + s]

dθ.

From this expression,

s & 1 =⇒ −F ′(s) ∼ s−
d
2
−1,

while

s≪ 1 =⇒ −F ′(s) ∼

∫ π
4

0

θd−3

(θ2 + s)
d
2

dθ +

∫ π
2

π
4

cos2 θ dθ

∼

∫

√
s

0

θd−3

s
d
2

dθ +

∫ π
4

√
s

θd−3

(θ2)
d
2

dθ + 1 ∼
1

s
,

which together give (3.14).

11



Returning to (3.13), and observing from (3.2) that

1 + S̄ ∼ 4 + S̄ =
1

rr̄

[

(r + r̄)2 + (z + z̄)2
]

,

we find
.
R(t) ∼

∫∫∫∫

(Π+)2

(rr̄)d−1(z + z̄) ωω̄

[(r − r̄)2 + (z + z̄)2] [(r + r̄)2 + (z + z̄)2]
d
2

. (3.15)

3.3 An upper bound for the kinetic energy

Again following the strategy of [4], we prove an upper bound for the kinetic en-
ergy (1.8)

E =
1

2

∫

Rd

|u(x, t)|2 dx =
Cd

2

∫∫

Π

[

(ur)
2 + (uz)

2
]

rd−2 dr dz.

Lemma 3.5.

E .

∫∫∫∫

(Π+)2

zz̄ (rr̄)d−1 log
(

2 + rr̄ [(r − r̄)2 + (z − z̄)2]
−1
)

[(r − r̄)2 + (z + z̄)2] [(r + r̄)2 + (z − z̄)2]
d
2

ωω̄. (3.16)

Proof. By (1.3), and integrating by parts using ψ|r=0 = ψ|z=0 = 0,

E = c

∫∫

Π

[(−∂zψ)ur + (∂rψ)uz] dr dz = c

∫∫

Π

ψ [∂zur − ∂ruz] dr dz = −c

∫∫

Π

ψ ω

with c > 0. Using (2.1) here yields,

E =
c

2π

∫∫∫∫

Π2

F(S) (rr̄)
d
2
−1 ωω̄ .

Using the oddness of ω and ω̄ in z and z̄,

E =
c

π

∫∫∫∫

(Π+)2

JE (rr̄)
d
2
−1 ωω̄, JE = F(S)−F(S̄). (3.17)

By changing θ 7→ π − θ for θ ∈ [π
2
, π],

JE =

∫ π

0

(sin θ)d−3 cos θ

[2(1− cos θ) + S]
d
2
−1

−
(sin θ)d−3 cos θ

[2(1− cos θ) + S̄]
d
2
−1
dθ

=

∫ π
2

0

{

1

[2(1− cos θ) + S]
d
2
−1

−
1

[2(1− cos θ) + S̄]
d
2
−1

−
1

[2(1 + cos θ) + S]
d
2
−1

+
1

[2(1 + cos θ) + S̄]
d
2
−1

}

(sin θ)d−3 cos θ dθ.
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By calculus Lemma 4.1, and S̄ − S = 4 zz̄
rr̄
,

JE ∼
zz̄

rr̄

∫ π
2

0

(sin θ)d−3 cos2 θ dθ

[2(1− cos θ) + S]
d
2
−1[2(1− cos θ) + S̄][2(1 + cos θ) + S]

∼
zz̄

rr̄(1 + S)

∫ π
2

0

(sin θ)d−3 cos2 θ dθ

[2(1− cos θ) + S]
d
2
−1[2(1− cos θ) + S̄]

.

From here we have an upper bound

JE .
zz̄

rr̄S̄(1 + S)
J1(S), J1(s) =

∫ π
2

0

(sin θ)d−3 cos2 θ dθ

[2(1− cos θ) + s]
d
2
−1
. (3.18)

We have

s & 1 =⇒ J1(s) .
1

s
d
2
−1
,

while

s≪ 1 =⇒ J1(s) ∼

∫

√
s

0

θd−3

s
d
2
−1
dθ +

∫ π
4

√
s

θd−3

(θ2)
d
2
−1
dθ +

∫ π
2

π
4

cos2 θ dθ

∼ 1 + log
1

s
+ 1 ∼ log(2 +

1

s
),

so

J1 .
1

(1 + S)
d
2
−1

log(2 +
1

S
),

and returning to (3.18),

JE .
(zz̄) log(2 + S−1)

(rr̄)S̄(1 + S)
d
2

.

Using this in (3.17), noting

(rr̄)S̄ = (r − r̄)2 + (z + z̄)2, 1 + S ∼
(r + r̄)2 + (z − z̄)2

rr̄
,

yields (3.16).

3.4 Lower bounds for the radial moment and the proof of

Theorem 1.4

For any 0 < ǫ≪ 1, split
(Π+)

2 = Σǫ ∪ Σc
ǫ,

where

Σǫ = {(r, z, r̄, z̄) ∈ (Π+)
2 | (r + r̄)2 + (z − z̄)2 ≤ ǫ2

[

(r + r̄)2 + (z + z̄)2
]

}. (3.19)

Then from (1.8) and (3.16), we have

1 ∼ω0 E . Eǫ(t) + Ec
ǫ (t), Eǫ =

∫∫∫∫

Σǫ

e ωω̄ , Ec
ǫ =

∫∫∫∫

Σc
ǫ

e ωω̄ ,

where

e =
zz̄ (rr̄)d−1 log(2 + S−1)

[(r − r̄)2 + (z + z̄)2] [(r + r̄)2 + (z − z̄)2]
d
2

.
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3.4.1 Estimate in Σǫ

Since

(r − r̄)2 + (z + z̄)2 ≥ (z + z̄)2 & zz̄, (r + r̄)2 + (z − z̄)2 ≥ (r + r̄)2 & rr̄,

we have
e . (rr̄)

d
2
−1 log(2 + S−1).

For (r, z, r̄, z̄) ∈ Σǫ,
z ∼ z̄ and r + r̄ + |z − z̄| . ǫz,

so for any 0 ≤ µ ≤ d
2
− 1,

e . (rr̄)µ(ǫ2zz̄)
d
2
−1−µ log(2 + S−1). (3.20)

Fix 0 < δ ≪ 1, and take

µ =

{

0 if d = 3
d−1
d−2

(d
2
− 2 + δ) = d

2
− 1− d−2(d−1)δ

2(d−2)
if d ≥ 4

. (3.21)

Using (3.20), the Hölder inequality with measure ωω̄ (recalling (2.6)), noting that

µ

d− 1
+
d

2
− 1− µ+ δ ≤ 1

(with equality when d ≥ 4), and (3.9), we get

Eǫ . ǫ2(
d
2
−1−µ)

(

∫

Π2
+

(rr̄)d−1ωω̄

)
µ

d−1
(

∫

Π2
+

zz̄ ωω̄

)
d
2
−1−µ

‖ log(2 + S−1)‖
L

1
δ (ωω̄)

. ǫaR
2µ
d−1‖ log(2 + S−1)‖

L
1
δ (ωω̄)

, a =

{

1 d = 3
d−2(d−1)δ

d−2
d ≥ 4

. (3.22)

To estimate the log factor, we have:

Lemma 3.6. For 1 ≤ p <∞,

‖ log(2 + S−1)‖Lp(ωω̄) .p,ω0 log(2 +R).

Proof. First, by (2.6),

∫

S&1

logp(2 + S−1) ωω̄ .

∫

ωω̄ .ω0 1.

Next, where S ≪ 1, we have

r̄ ∼ r, (r − r̄)2 + (z − z̄)2 ≪ r2, log(2 + S−1) . log

(

r2

(r − r̄)2 + (z − z̄)2

)

.
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Divide the region S ≪ 1 to two subregions depending on the sizes of r2 and 1
(r−r̄)2+(z−z̄)2

.
Using Jensen’s inequality,

∫

S≪1, r2≥ 1
(r−r̄)2+(z−z̄)2

logp(2 + S−1)ωω̄ .

∫

(Π+)2, r≥2

logp(r2) ωω̄ .ω0

∫

Π+

logp(2 + rd−1) ω

≤ c

∫

Π+

logp(2 + rd−1)
ω

c
, c =

∫

Π+

ω

≤ c logp
∫

Π+

(2 + rd−1)
ω

c
.ω0 logp(2 +R).

Finally, by (1.7) and (1.13), we have

ω(r̄, z̄, t)

r̄d−2
≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

ω0

rd−2

∥

∥

∥

∥

L∞

=⇒ ω(r̄, z̄, t) .ω0 r̄d−2 . rd−2.

So for 0 < ρ ≤ ρ0 = 0.01,
∫

S≪1, r2≤ 1
(r−r̄)2+(z−z̄)2

logp(2 + S−1) ωω̄

.

∫

(Π+)2, (r−r̄)2+(z−z̄)2≤ρ2

logp
(

1

(r − r̄)2 + (z − z̄)2

)

ωω̄ + logp
(

1

ρ2

)
∫

(Π+)2

ωω̄

.ω0

∫∫

Π+

rd−2 ω

∫∫

(r−r̄)2+(z−z̄)2≤ρ2

logp
(

1

(r − r̄)2 + (z − z̄)2

)

dr̄dz̄ + logp
(

1

ρ2

)

.p ρ
2 logp

(

1

ρ2

)
∫∫

Π+

rd−2ω + logp
(

1

ρ2

)

.ω0

(

ρ2R
d−2
d−1 + 1

)

logp
(

1

ρ2

)

where we used Hölder and (2.6) to get
∫

Π+
rd−2ω .ω0 R

d−2
d−1 . Choose ρ = min(ρ0, R

− d−2
2(d−1) ),

and add together the three contributions above to finish the proof.

Return now to (3.22) and use Lemma 3.6:

Eǫ .δ,ω0 ǫaR
2µ
d−1 log(2 +R).

So we may choose ǫ = ǫ(t) small enough so that

ǫa ∼δ,ω0

1

R
2µ
d−1 log(2 +R)

=⇒ Eǫ(t) ≤
1

2
E =⇒ E . Ec

ǫ (t). (3.23)

3.4.2 Estimates in Σc
ǫ, d = 3

In Σc
ǫ, by (3.19),

ǫde .
zz̄(rr̄)d−1 log(2 + S−1)

[(r − r̄)2 + (z + z̄)2][(r + r̄)2 + (z + z̄)2]
d
2

. (3.24)
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Now specialize to d = 3 (we treat d ≥ 4 in the next subsection). Denote the

integrand of the upper bound of
.
R in (3.15) by

K =
(z + z̄)(rr̄)2

[(r − r̄)2 + (z + z̄)2][(r + r̄)2 + (z + z̄)2]
3
2

.

Using

zz̄ ≤ (z + z̄)2 ≤ (r − r̄)2 + (z + z̄)2 and zz̄ + rr̄ . (z + z̄)2 + (r + r̄)2

in (3.24), we find, for any 0 < ν < 1,

ǫ3e . (zz̄)
ν
2

[

(rr̄)2

[(z + z̄)2 + (r + r̄)2]
3
2

]1−ν

Kν log(2 + S−1)

. (rr̄)
1
2
− ν

2
+m(zz̄)

ν
2
−mKν log(2 + S−1),

for any

0 ≤ m ≤
3

2
(1− ν), m <

ν

2
(3.25)

(the last condition ensures a positive exponent). Then by Hölder and (3.15),

ǫ3Ec
ǫ .

(

∫

Π2
+

(rr̄)
1
2−

ν
2 +m

q ωω̄

)q(
∫

Π2
+

(zz̄)
ν
2 −m

p ωω̄

)p

(
.
R)ν‖ log(2 + S−1)‖

L
1
δ (ωω̄)

where q + p+ ν + δ = 1. Now we make specific exponent choices:

q =
1

2

(

1

2
−
ν

2
+m

)

, p =
ν

2
−m, m =

5

2
ν −

3

2
+ 2δ, (3.26)

yielding

ǫ3Ec
ǫ .

(

∫

Π2
+

(rr̄)2ωω̄

)q(
∫

Π2
+

(zz̄)ωω̄

)p

(
.
R)ν‖ log(2 + S−1)‖

L
1
δ (ωω̄)

.δ,ω0 R2qZ2p(
.
R)ν log(2 +R) .ω0 R2q(

.
R)ν log(2 +R)

using Lemma 3.6, and (3.9). Then from (1.8) and (3.23),

1 .ω0 E . Ec
ǫ .δ,ω0 ǫ−3R2q(

.
R)ν log(2 +R)

.δ,ω0 R2q log4(2 +R)(
.
R)ν =

[

R
2q
ν log

4
ν (2 +R)

.
R
]ν

.

It follows that for any η > 2q
ν
,

1 .η,ω0 Rη
.
R ∼

d

dt

(

Rη+1
)

.

Integrating this differential inequality yields

R(t) &b,ω0 (1 + t)b, for any b−1 >
2q

ν
+ 1.

To minimize 2q
ν
= 1+2m

2ν
− 1

2
, subject to (3.25) and (3.26), we choose

ν =
3

5
, 0 < m = 2δ ≪ 1, q =

1

10
+ δ, p =

3

10
− 2δ,

2q

ν
+ 1 =

4

3
+ 2δ.

By taking δ > 0 arbitrarily small, we get R(t) &b,ω0 (1 + t)b for any b−1 > 4
3
. which

completes the proof of the d = 3 case of Theorem 1.4.
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3.4.3 Estimates in Σc
ǫ, d ≥ 4

Now assume d ≥ 4. Using

zz̄ ≤ (z + z̄)2 ≤ (r − r̄)2 + (z + z̄)2 and rr̄, (z + z̄)2 ≤ (z + z̄)2 + (r + r̄)2

in (3.24), we find, for any 0 ≤ ν ≤ d
d+1

,

ǫde . (rr̄)
1
2
(d−2−(d−3)ν)

[

(z + z̄)(rr̄)(d−1)

[(r − r̄)2 + (z + z̄)2][(r + r̄)2 + (z + z̄)2]
d
2

]ν

log(2 + S−1)

We choose

ν =
d− 2(d− 1)δ

d+ 1
and q = 1− ν − δ =

1 + (d− 3)δ

d+ 1
,

so that by Hölder’s inequality,

ǫdEc
ǫ .

(

∫

Π2
+

(rr̄)d−1ωω̄

)q(
∫

Π2
+

(z + z̄)(rr̄)(d−1)ωω̄

[(r − r̄)2 + (z + z̄)2][(r + r̄)2 + (z + z̄)2]
d
2

)ν

·

· ‖ log(2 + S−1)‖
L

1
δ (ωω̄)

,

and then by (3.15) and Lemma 3.6

Ec
ǫ .δ ǫ

−dR
2+2(d−3)δ

d+1 (
.
R)ν log(2 +R) .

[

ǫ−
d
νRγ log

1
ν (2 +R)

.
R
]ν

with

γ =
2 + 2(d− 3)δ

d− 2(d− 1)δ
=

2

d
+O(δ).

Then from (1.8) and (3.23),

1 .ω0 E
1
ν . (Ec

ǫ )
1
ν .δ ǫ

− d
νRγ log

1
ν (2 +R)

.
R .δ,ω0 Rη log

a+d
aν (2 +R)

.
R

with

η = γ +
2dµ

(d− 1)aν
=

2 + (d− 4)(d+ 1)

d
+O(δ).

It follows that

for any η̃ >
2 + (d− 4)(d+ 1)

d
, 1 .η̃,ω0 Rη̃

.
R ∼

d

dt

(

Rη̃+1
)

.

Integrating this differential inequality yields

R(t) &b,ω0 (1 + t)b, for any b <
d

d2 − 2d− 2
,

which completes the proof of the d ≥ 4 cases of Theorem 1.4. �
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4 Appendix: a calculus lemma

Lemma 4.1. Let f(x) = x−α, α > 0. For x, y, z > 0, we have

f(x)− f(x+ y) ∼ f(x)
y

x+ y
, (4.1)

f(x)− f(x+ y)− f(x+ z) + f(x+ y + z) ∼ f(x)
y

x+ y

z

x+ z
. (4.2)

Proof. Fix L > 0 such that f(x+ y) < 1
4
f(x) if y > Lx, e.g., L = 4

1
α − 1. If y > Lx,

then

f(x) > f(x)− f(x+ y) >
3

4
f(x)

while y

x+y
∼ 1. If x < y < Lx, then for some θ ∈ [0, 1],

f(x)− f(x+ y) = −f ′(x+ θy)y ∼ f(x)
y

x+ y
.

The above shows (4.1). For (4.2), denote its left side as g(x, y, z). If x < y < Lx,
then for some θ ∈ [0, 1] we have

g(x, y, z) = g(x, y, z)− g(x, 0, z) = y∂yg(x, θy, z)

= y[−f ′(x+ θy) + f ′(x+ θy + z)].

Since f ′(x) = −αx−α−1 has a similar form as f(x), by (4.1),

g(x, y, z) ∼ y|f ′(x+ θy)|
z

x+ θy + z
∼ y

f(x)

x+ y

z

x+ z

If x < z < Lx, we have the same estimate by symmetry. Finally, if both y, z > Lx,
then

f(x) +
1

4
f(x) > g(x, y, z) ≥ f(x)−

1

4
f(x)−

1

4
f(x)

while y

x+y
z

x+z
∼ 1. The above shows (4.2).
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