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ABSTRACT. Helical symmetry is invariance under a one-dimensionaugrof
rigid motions generated by a simultaneous rotation arouiebd axis and trans-
lation along the same axis. The key parameter in helical sstmynis thestepor
pitch, the magnitude of the translation after rotating afkt@irn around the sym-
metry axis. In this article we study the limits of three-dims@®nal helical viscous
and inviscid incompressible flows in an infinite circular @ipvith respectively
no-slip and no-penetration boundary conditions, as the &peroaches infinity.
We show that, as the step becomes large, the three-dimehsielical flow ap-
proaches a planar flow, which is governed by the so-calleeamebhalf Navier-
Stokes and Euler equations, respectively.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The helical groups are a family of one-dimensional subgsafithe rigid mo-
tions of three-dimensional Euclidean space consistingirotilsaneous rotation
around an axis and translation along the same axis, for whiehratio of angu-
lar rotation to translation is kept fixed. Each helical grasigharacterized by a
parameter € R\ {0}, which we call thestepor pitch, defined as the transla-
tion displacement along the symmetry axis after onediotkwiseturn around the
axis. The incompressible Navier-Stokes and Euler equatima covariant under
the action of the helical group. Helically-symmetric omgly, “helical” flows
represent a physically interesting class of fluid motionsictvinterpolate between
two-dimensional flows and axisymmetric flows, see for insta[g]. Indeed, the
helical groups lie between rigid translations in one dimttassociated with 2D
flows, and rotation around a fixed axis, associated with axmsgtric flows. These
regimes correspond to formally taking the limits— occ ando — 0, respectively.
The main goal of this work is to examine the precise natureé®fimit o — oo for
helical flows, in the case of viscous and inviscid incompldsglows in a circular
pipe satisfying, respectively, no-slip and no-penetraioundary conditions. The
limit o — 0 is more technical and, in some sense, less interesting, &xpaet
that helical flows will converge in the limit to axisymmetriglanar flows, a trivial
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special case of axisymmetric flows. In fact, periodicityhistcase implies asymp-
totically high-frequency oscillations, with weak avenmagjin the vertical direction.
The analysis of the limit — 0 is closely related to that in some of the thin do-
main literature, particularly the special case referrealsteD, or periodic Dirichlet
(see[8] for more details.) We reserve to study the limit> 0 in future work.

We begin by recalling the known mathematical results caringrhelical flows.
As it is the case of two-dimensional flows and axisymmetrievéian cylindrical
domains bounded away from the axis of symmetry, viscousnpeessible helical
flows are globally well posed. This result was proved by A. Klala, E. Titi and S.
Leibovichin [12]. In fact, for the case of a circular pipeyrestablished both global
existence of a weak helical solution with initial datafid, and global existence
and uniqueness of a strong solution with initial data in thbdev spacéd?’. (For
a discussion about uniqueness of weak solutions, , witrerctass of all Leray-
Hopf weak solutions of the three-dimensional Navier-S¢olgth helical initial
data, sed[1].) The situation is different, and rather gg&ng, in the case of ideal
fluid governed by the Euler equations, seé [5, 6]. As a maftiab, an additional
geometric condition is imposed on inviscid flows, akin toussgig no swirl in the
axisymmetric setting, which we cailb helical swirlor no helical stretchingUnder
this condition, B. Ettinger and E. Titi [6] showed global steénce and uniqueness
of weak solutions in an appropriate vorticity-stream fumctformulation. This
formulation can be used, because, even for fiaitehe flow is essentially two-
dimensional, in the sense that it is completely determinethb dynamics of the
first two components of the velocity field restricted to anyssrsection of the pipe.

The main result of this work is a convergence result of heficavs to certain
flows, the dynamics of which is two dimensional. For this cegswe will call
such limits planar flows, even though the velocity field calh Isave three non-
zero components. More precisely, we show that, in the limit oo, helical flows
converge, respectively, to so-call@dand 1/2 dimensional flows in the viscous
case, and to 2D Euler flows in the inviscid case. These reardtgstablished by
first obtaining a set of symmetry-reduced equations eqeindb the original fluid
equations, at least for regular flows. The unknowns in thesat®ns are fields
on a cross section of the pipe and, hence, depend on two Isyaii@bles only.
Convergence is then investigated via energy methods angainess arguments.
For the Navier-Stokes equations, energy estimates areisuffto pass to the limit
and give us a rate of convergence of ortié{/o in the energy norm.

One special difficulty in the viscous case is the way in whighdivergence-free
condition and the symmetry reduction interact when we varjo be more precise,
the symmetry reduction amounts to the fact that a helicalovefeld is entirely
determined by its trace on a horizontal slice, gay= {z? + 23 < 1,23 = 0}, the
trace being a three-component vector field in the plane. Baemo > 0 all three-
component fields iD may be extended in a unique way to helical vector fields in
D x (0,0). However, the resulting extension will not be divergenafunless the
original field in the slice satisfies a certaindependent condition. In other words,
after symmetry reduction, problems with differentreside in different function
spaces, even if their physical domainis the same. This difficulty is bypassed



PLANAR LIMITS OF HELICALLY SYMMETRIC FLOWS 3

in the inviscid case with the use of a stream function, unkler‘to helical swirl”
condition.

The remainder of this article is divided into four sectiohs.Sectiorn 2, we fix
notation and derive an equivalent formulation of helicaihayetry for functions
and vector fields. In Sectidd 3, we perform the symmetry rédnon the Navier-
Stokes equations. In Sectibh 4 we study the limit> oo for the viscous case,
while in Sectiorl b we discuss the case of the Euler equations.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND SYMMETRY REDUCTION

We begin by recalling some standard notation for functioacsp that will ap-
pear throughout the paper. {fis a domain inR?, we denote byi*(Q), k € N,
the standard.?-based Sobolev spaces:

H¥Q) = {f: Q= R; f,0°f € L*(Q),|a| <k},

where we employed the usual multiindex notation for derrest, which are inter-
preted in the weak sense, while*?(Q2) denotesLP-based Sobolev spaces. By
abuse of notation, ifi : Q© — R is a vector field, we will often write ¢ H*(Q)
for u € (H*(2))?, and we will drop the explicit dependence on the donfain
when no confusion can arisél}(Q2) will denote the subspace f'(Q2) of func-
tions with zero trace at the boundadf2. If 2 is an unbounded domait; ()
is the space of functions with-th integrable power on each bounded open subset
of Q. Lastly, we denote Holder spaces 6% (£2), o € R.. Later in the paper, we
will introduce other spaces adapted to the symmetry and gegrof the problem.
Throughout,(, ) will denote the standardl? inner product.

One tool that will be used repeatedly in the analysis is thevidng interpolation
inequality in two space dimensions, the so-calledlyzhenskaya inequalitif D
is a smooth domain iiR? and f € H{ (D), then

£ acpy < 20F 1720y IV £l 22y (2.1)

This inequality follows immediately from Lemma 1 on page §idd].

LetQ = {z = (71, 29,73) € R3 | 22 + 23 < 1} = D x R be the infinite pipe
with unit circular cross-sectio® parallel to thers-axis.

We consider the initial-boundary-value problem for theoimpressible Navier-
Stokes (NSE) and Euler equations (EE){in We recall the notion of helically
symmetric solutions of these equations, studiedlin [6, 12].

We first give the definition of a helical vector field and a halliscalar) function.
We denote a point iiR? by 2 = (1, 22, x3) in Cartesian coordinates. Given a non-
zero number € R, we define the action of the helical group of transformations
G, onR3 by:

1 cosp+ xosinp
S(p)(x) = | —z1 sinp+x2 cosp |, peR,
xrs + %p
that is, a rotation around the; axis with simultaneous translation along the
axis. (G, is uniquely determined by, which we will call thestep (or pitch).
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Invariant curves for the action of the helical groGy are helices having thes
axis as axis of symmetry. The cylind@ris an invariant set for the action 6f, for
all o. A change of sign i corresponds to switching the orientation of the helices
preserved by the group action from right-handed to leftdeain Without loss of
generality, we will restrict our attention to the casesof 0.

We will say that the smooth functiofi(x) is helically symmetricor simply
helical, if f is invariant under the action daf,, i.e., f(S,z) = f(x), Vp €
R. Similarly, we say that the smooth vector fialdz) is helically symmetric, or
simply helical, if it is covariant with respect to the actiohG,, i.e., M (p)u(z) =
u(S(p)x) for all p € R, where

cosp sinp 0
M(p) == | —sinp cosp 0 |. (2.2)

0 0 1

We find it convenient to give an alternative definition of balisymmetry as
follows. We re-write a vector fielah(z) = (u',u?,u3)(x1, z2, r3) With respect
to the moving orthonormal frame associated to standardhdarytial coordinates
(r,0,2),

er = (cosf,sinh,0), ey = (—sinf,cos6,0), e, =(0,0,1),

as:
u = urer + upeg + U €z,

wherew,, ug, u, are functions of(r, 4, z). We introduce two new independent
variables in place of andz:

Ni= 2042 =202 (2.3)
2T 2

As shown in[[6] for instance, a (smooth) functipr= p(r, 0, z) is a helical function
if and only if, when expressed in the, £, ) variables, it is independent ¢f p =
q(r, 3=0+ z), for someg = q(r, n) Similarly, a (smooth) vector field is helical if
and only if there exist,., vy, v, functions of(r, n) such thatu, = v, (r, 3-0 + z),
ug = v(r, 5=0 + 2), Uy = v.(r, 5-0 + 2).

We note that a vector field is invariant under the action @¥, for all o # 0
if and only if v,., vy, v, are functions of- only. In particular, planar, circularly
symmetric flows, that is flows for which. = v, = 0 andwy is a radial function,
are a (very) special case of helical flows.

The change of variablegry, z2,z3) — (r,&,n) introduced above has often
been used to characterize helical symmetry, and, in fadods provide a simple,
geometrically elegant description of invariance for batalar functions and vector
fields. However, to obtain estimates on solutions of the fgjdations, we find that
an alternative characterization actually simplifies claltons, by avoiding moving
frames. As a matter of fact, we show in the following progositthat sufficiently
smooth functions and fields with helical symmetry are esaintwo dimensional,
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in the sense that they are uniquely determined by their ta@y “slice”QN{z =
constan}, which can be canonically identified with the unit diBkc R2.

Below we will make use of the following notation, where we doypCartesian
coordinates and frames. Givgn= (y1, y2) we lety = (—ys, y1) and we set

E=yt.V, (2.4)
We also use the notatiow ;; = (V'!,V2,0) for the horizontal component of the
vectorV = (V1 V2 V3), and we denote the vector V2, V1 0) by V.

Proposition 2.1. Letu = u(x) be a smooth helical vector field and jet= p(z)
be a smooth helical function, whete = (x1,x9,23). Then there existinique
w = (wh,w?,w?) = (w',w?* w?)(y1,y2) andg = q(y1,y2) such that

u(z) = MQ2ras/o)w(y(z)), p=pr)=q(y(x)), (2.5)
with M (p) given in(2.2), and
Y1 cos(2mxs3/o) —sin(2mxs/o) xq
y(r) = = : (2.6)
Y2 sin(2mxs /o)  cos(2mxs/o) T

Conversely, ifu and p are defined througlf2.8) for somew = w(y1,42), ¢ =
q(y1,y2), thenu is a helical vector field ang is a helical scalar function.

We omit the proof, which is a standard application of vectdcalus.
In what follows, for notational convenience we set

cos(2mx3/o) —sin(2nxs/o)

m?(x3) = )
sin(2rx3/o)  cos(2mas/o)
so that
oraaa) = | U | =mea) | 71
and

(m(z3))" 0
M (z3) = M (2rx3/o) =
0 1
It is clear, from Propositiof (211) above that any smootlicaéflow is periodic
in z3, both velocity and pressure, with period the stepVe can therefore state the
initial-boundary-value problem for the Navier-Stokes &tipns in the fundamental
domain Q7 := D x (0,0):

Ju+ (u-Viu=-Vp+rvAu+f£f, in(0,+00)x Q;
divu =0, in [0, +00) x Q7;
u(t,a’,x3) =0, fort € [0,+00), |2'|=1, 0 < a3 <o;
u(t, ', x3) = u(t,2’,x3 + o) fort € [0,+00), a' € D;
p(t7 lj) l‘g) = p(t7 lj) 3 + J) fort € [07 +OO)7 S D;
[ u(0,z) =, x €N,

(2.7)
where we set’ = (z1,x2), so thatr = (2/, x3).
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The Euler equations are formally obtained by setting 0 above and by replac-
ing the no-slip boundary condition|sn- = 0 with the no-penetration condition
u- 2’ =00ndN°. We discuss Euler solutions in Sect[dn 5.

In what follows, for simplicity we set any body forcinfj = 0, and take the
viscosity coefficienty = 1, as we do not contend ourselves with the vanishing
viscosity limit in this work. We plan to study the interplagtveen the limits
v — 0ando — oo in future work.

We denote byCs.,.(Q27) the subspace af*({2), o € R, of functions that are
o-periodic inz3, and byCgy,.,.(€27) the space of functions which aseperiodic in
x3 and compactly supported iP for each fixedes € [0,0]. We also denote by
Hy ., (Q7) the closure ofCg5,.,.(Q7) in H'(Q7), and byH,,;.(Q7) its dual. We
note that the closure of the subspace’gt,.,.(27) of divergence-free vector field
is the subspace{u € Hj,.,.(27) | divu = 0}, where derivatives are taken in the
weak sense.

In the remainder of the paper we will consider solutions t@l\2nd the cor-
responding inviscid systerb (5.1) with initial datg of limited regularity. More
specifically, uo will be taken inHj ,.,.(27) for Navier-Stokes and it },,.(2”)
with initial vorticity curlug € L>°(Q27) for Euler. We now briefly discuss helical
symmetry in this context.

Definition 2.1. Letp € H;ET(Q"). We say thap has helical symmetry if there
exists a sequence of smooth, helical functippssuch thatp = lim, .~ p, N
H}.,.(Q7). Similarly, we say that a vector field in H,_,.(27)* has helical sym-

metry if u is a strong limit inH !, (Q7)? of a sequence of smooth, helical vector
fieldsu,,.

We next show that the characterization of helical symmeirgrgin Proposition
(2.1 carries over to functions and vector fieldgin.

Proposition 2.2. Letu € (H,,,.(Q27)), p € H...(Q7) be, respectively, a helical
vector field and a helical function. Then, there exist a uaiguc H'(D)3 and
q € H'(D), whereD is the unit disk inR?, such that

u(z) = M (z3)w(m?(z3)r’),

e’ €D, Y0<az3<o (28
p(:L') :(](ma(l’g):L'l)), a.exr € <x3 < (2.8)

Conversely, givenw ¢ H'(D)? andq € H'(D), if u andp are defined through
(28) thenu € (H,,.(27))%, p € (H,.,(27)), and they have helical symmetry.

Proof. We only consider the case of a helical vector fialdThe case of a helical
function is similar and simpler. By definition, there exislibal vector fielda,, €
C>(Q7) such thatu,, — u strongly inH},.(27). By Proposition[(Z]1), for each
u,, there exists a unique, smooth, such thatw,,(z') = (M7 (x3))Tw, ((m (z3))"z"),
forall 2/ = (z1,22) € D. Therefore, the expression on the right-hand side is inde-
pendent ofr3 and V(M (x3)) T u((m?(z3))T ") = (Vaw(z'),0). If we define

w(a',z3) = (M7 (23)) u((m (a3))"2'),
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theno,,w(2’, z3) = 0 in weak sense, since it is true fer, andV,u,, — Vu
strongly in L?(27). Consequentlyw is independent of:3 for almost allz’ ¢
D (functions with vanishing weak derivatives are constaeg e.g.[[111, Theorem
6.11]) andw € H'(D). Furthermore,

[Wn — w1 (p) < CVo||u, —ull g,

by a simple change of variables, so thgt — w strongly inH'(D). The converse
statement is a direct consequence of|(2.8). O

Remark2.1 The proof of Propositiol 212 shows thatif € H™(Q7), m € N,
thenw € H™(D) and theH™ norm ofw on D is bounded by théZ” norm of

u on Q7 with constants that depend en The same result holds iA”-Sobolev
spacedV,ei’ (929) for 1 < p < oco. These spaces are defined in a manner totally
analogous tdi;,(Q27).

We next recall the notion of weak and strong Navier-Stokdstisms. By a
classical solution of{2]7) on the time intenjal 7', we mean a vector field &
C1(]0,T]; C?(027), together with a functiop € C*([0,T), C*(£2,)) such that the
equations, and the initial and boundary conditions are mietyise int andz. By
a weak solution on the time intervl, 7"), we mean a divergence-free vector field
u: [0,7)xQ7 — R?such thatu € Cy, ([0, T); L*(27))NL*((0, T); Hy e, (27))
ando,u € L'((0,T), H,.1(7)), satisfying the equations in the sense of distribu-
tions and the initial condition(0) = uy € L?*(Q°). Here, C,,([0,7); L?) is
the space of all functions af with values inL? that are continuous w.r.t. the
weak topology onL?. We remark that weak solutions satisfy the Dirichlet (no-
slip) boundary conditions at least in trace sense on the dawynfor almost all
0 < t < T. By a strong solution we mean a weak solution that satisfiesl i
tion u € L=([0,T); H} (%)) N L2((0,T); HZ,,(2°) N H} (%)) and the
conditionug € Hy (7). It then follows that there exists an associated pressure
functionp € L2((0,7); H'(27)). A strong helical solution will denote a strong
solution that is a helical field in the sense of Definitionl 2\e recall that any
strong solution of the Navier-Stokes equations is uniquksanooth fort > 0 (see
e.g., [14, Theorem 1.8.2]). Hence, strong solutions angadlgtclassical solutions
on any time intervalo, 7], § > 0. It was shown in[[12, Theorem 3.4] that weak so-
lutions of [2.T) with helical symmetry are unique, globatime, and agree with a
strong solution, if the initial data belongsﬁ&per(Q") and the associated pressure
p is also a helical function. (See alsad [1] for more elaboraseussion regarding
this matter.)

3. SYMMETRY REDUCTION FOR THENAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS

In this section we derive a set of symmetry-reduced equsatibat completely
capture the dynamics of the original system under the hgsighof helical sym-
metry.

We begin by deriving the symmetry-reduced system under ypethesis that
(u, p) are classical solutions df (2.7) and have helical symmegyw = w(t, y1, y2)
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be given in terms of1 by Propositiod 2J5. We will derive from Navier-Stokes the
equations satisfied by. Smoothness aofi andw justifies all the algebraic manip-
ulations. For ease of notation, in this proof we wik€’ for [(M)(x3)]7. We
multiply the momentum equation ii(2.7) by and identify each term in the
resulting expression as follows to obtain:

MTatll = 8tW, (31a)
T 2m, 3 2m . 5 |

M0 VoJu] = (Wi Vy)w + (o uBw — (uwh,  (3)

2

MTvmp = (va)H + (F)qu& (310)
T 27° 2 1

M Ayu = Ayw + (— ) [E°W — 2Ewy — w], (3.1d)

o

whereF is the operator defined in(2.4). We similarly perform the systry re-
duction on the incompressibility condition farto obtain

2T 3

divyu = divywgy + (—)Ew”. (3.2)
o

Therefore, we find thav andq satisfy the following initial-boundary-value prob-
lem:

2

Ow + (Wi - V,)w + —w’[Bw — wij] = ~(V,q)n

9 2

- —ﬂ-qug, + Ayw + %[EQW — 2EwH — Wi, (3.3a)
o o
2

div,wy + §Ew3 —0, t>0, yeD, (3.3h)
w(t,y) =0, t>0, |yl=1, (3.3¢)
w(0,y) = wo(y), yeD, (3.3d)

wherew is related toug via (2.3).

Before giving a weak formulation of the above initial-boangtvalue problem,
we note that the operatdt = y* - V, is anti-selfadjoint, i.e.f* = —F, since
div, y= = 0. If we write (3:3B) asA w = 0, for some matrix operatod with w a
column vector, it follows thatl and its adjointA* are given by:

9 _ayl
A= [8y1, Oys s FWE] , A* = | =0y,
_2np
It can be easily checked that the (scalar) second-ordeatyped A* = —A, —

i’ 2 s elliptic for anyo # 0.

We will call a vector fieldw on [0,7") x D a weak solution of[(3]3) ifw €
Cul(0,T); 2(D)) N L2((0,T); HY(D)), drw € L}((0,T); H- (D), w(0) =
wo € L*(D), w satisfies the constraiff{3]13b) in th sense of distributiams! for
all (vector-valued) test function® € C2°([0,7) x D) that satisfy[(3.3b),
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w0, ®dydt + — w(® - wy + E® - w)dy dit+
0 JD o Jo JD

t 47'1'2 t
/O/DM»wdde?/o /D(E2<I>.w+2E<I>-wI%,) dy dt
471‘2 t
——2/ / @-deydtz/ ®(0)-w(0)dy. (3.4)
o= Jo JD D

A weak solution will be called a strong solution if, in additiw € L°°([0,T'); Hg (D))
NL2((0,T); H*(D) N HY(D)) anduy € H{(D). By interpolation thenw €
C((0,T); HY(D)) (c.f. e.g. [15, Lemma 4.8 p. 570]). By projecting the mo-
mentum equatior{ (3.Ba) onto the kernel of the operdtoone obtains an elliptic
equation for the pressure

* 2m 3 1y 4 L
AA*q=A (WH-Vy)W—F'w (Ew —w )—?(QEWH-FWH) ,

(3.5)
and by elliptic regularity, it follows thag € L([0,T); H(D)).
In the following proposition we establish the relationshigtween strong so-
lutions to the Naviers-Stokes systeim {2.7) and strong isolsitof the symmetry-
reduced systenf (3.3).

Proposition 3.1. Letu, € Hy,..(27) be a divergence-free, helical vector field.
Letu be the unique, strong helical solution . 7)on [0, T), for anyT" > 0, with
initial condition ug and associated pressure functipn Then, the vector function
w = (w',w?,w?) and scalar functiony, defined throughfZ.8) fromu andp, give
a strong solution of the reduced syst@q).

Conversely, letv be a strong solution of3.3) and associated pressuge Then,
if u andp are defined fronw andgq via (2.8), u is a strong helical solution of2.7).
In particular, strong solutions of8.3) are unique.

Proof. By Definition[2.1, there exists a sequence of smooth, hdiicaitionsu, ,,
on )7 such thatug,, — ug strongly inH&per(Q"). Letu,, be the unique, classi-
cal helical solution of{(3]3) with initial datay ,,, and pressure,. The sequence
{u,} is uniformly bounded inL>([0,T); Hy ,,,.(27)) N L*((0,T); H2,.(27) N
Hj e, (7)) and {8;u,,} is uniformly bounded inL' ([0, T'); H,.,.(27)). There-
fore, by interpolation and Rellich’s theorem, there exsstsibsequence converging
strongly inH ([0, T'); Hg ,,,,,(27))NLA((0,T); H,,< (Q27)), for all e > 0, weakly
in L*((0,T); H*(Q27)), and weaklyx in L>([0,T); Hy ., (227)), such thaB;u,
converges weakly ir.}((0,7); H~1(D)). The limit u is then a weak solution
of (3.3) with initial datau, (by arguments similar to those showing existence of
Leray-Hopf weak solutions, cf. [15, Theorem 5.9, Chap. 17].

Since weak solutions agree with strong solutions as longeatter exists, we
must have thati is the unique, strong helical solution 6f (B.3) with initddtau,.
Hence, the whole sequende,, } converges tar by uniqueness of the limit. A

similar argument gives convergencepgfto p in L*((0,T7); H' (D)) .
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Let now w,, be associated ta,, by (Z53). Thenw,, is a classical solution of
(3.3), with associated pressugg given by [2.5) in terms op,,, by the calcula-
tions at the beginning of this section. Furthermore, theopod Proposition 2.1
implies that all Sobolev norms of,, and ¢,, are bounded by the corresponding
Sobolev norms ofi,, with constants depending en Hence, the sequendev,, }
is uniformly bounded irL>°([0, T); H}(D))NL?((0,T); H?>(D)NH (D)). From
the equations, it follows tha;w,, is uniformly bounded in'((0,7); H=1(D)).
Hence, by interpolation and Rellich’s theorem there existsubsequence con-
verging strongly inH—<([0,7); H3 (D)) N L((0,T); H=¢(D)), for all ¢ > 0,
weakly in L2((0,T); H%(D)), and weaklyx in L>°([0,T); H} (D)) to a weak so-
lution w of the symmetry-reduced systen (3.3). Sinees L>°([0,7); H} (D)) N
L%*((0,T); H*(D) N H} (D)), w is a strong solution of the reduced system. Also,
by refining the subsequence if needed, we can assuméghatonverges weakly
in LY((0,T); H(D)). Furthermore, the convergencewf to u implies weak con-
vergence of the right-hand side &f(8.5)i1(0,7); H~1(D)) and, henceg is a
weak solution of the pressure equation. Lastly, siwcandq in (Z.8) are unique,
givenu andp, these must agree with the limits af, andp,,. The first half of the
theorem is established.

The converse follows by similar arguments, using again tiigueness in the
relation between, p with w, ¢ of Propositio Z.2. Energy estimates for strong
solutions of the symmetry-reduced equations are given apdiitions 4.2 and
[4.3. Unigueness of strong solutions to the reduced equatimen follows from
uniqueness of helical, strong solutions of the Navier-8sokquations. O

4. THE LIMIT ¢ — oo FOR THENAVIER-STOKES SYSTEM

The purpose of this section is to discuss the linit> oo for helical solutions
of the Navier-Stokes equations. To emphasize the depead#rtbe solution on
the parametes, we will write u® andp’ for u andp.

Next, we recall that to any helical vector fiald in H'(Q°) we can associate a
three-component vector function® in H'(D) by means of Propositidn 2.2. The
divergence-free condition anf is recast ag (3.3b) fax“. In what follows, we will
need to relate divergence-free vector fieldgirto fields satisfying the condition
in (3.38). To this end, we will exploit the following usefidrhma.

Lemma 4.1. There exists a constadt > 0 such that, for every € L?(D) with
[p f(z)dz = 0, there exists a vector fiet € H{ (D) satisfying

divyv = f and
IVvlizzpy < Cllfll2(py-

Proof. Since D is clearly star-shaped, this is a special case of Lemmallb8
page 116 of([7]. O

We note thatv is not uniquely determined. In fact, we can addwtaany
divergence-free vector field if?, satisfying thed! bound above. The vector field
v can be made unique by assuming, for example, that it is el fr
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Next, we will state and prove several energy-type estimiates . These fol-
low from corresponding bounds far” thanks to Proposition 3.1, but we derive
them here keeping track of the precise dependence on thegtmar .

Given a helical vector fieldyy € Hj (), Propositior 311 gives a one-to-
one correspondence between strong helical solutioris f é&d strong solutions
of 3.3) with initial dataw, € H} (D) satisfying

div, [(w§) ] + — Bl )] =0, (@.1)

wherewg’3 refers to the third component &fJ, anduy andwg are related via
2.38). In particularw € C([0,T), H}(D)).

We remark that for any helical vector fielgf for which the component along
the axis of the pipeug’3, is a radial function, the symmetry-reduced constraint on
the divergence is in fact simply the divergence-free camstrin 2D for (w§) .,
since in this casd&’ w8’3 = 0. In this special case, the analysis is considerably
simplified. We may now state our next results, consistingnafrgy estimates for
w?. We split these into two propositions, the first valid for all> 0 and the
second valid for large.

Proposition 4.2. Giveno > 0, let w? be a strong solution of3.3) on the time
interval [0, 7). Then, for allt € (0,T"), we have that

t
[ wswlay= [ ey +2 [ [ [vwts)?dyas
D D 0o Jp
! 47T2 7,312 o o\1l|2
—1-2/ / —5 [(E(w )+ |[Ewy — (W) |]dyds.
0oJD O

Proof. We simply observe tha#? has enough regularity to be a test function in
the weak formulation of(313), so we are justified in multipty (3.3) byw“ and
integrating over the domail and, subsequently, in time. This easily yields the
desired identity. O

(4.2)

Proposition 4.3. Let1 < 0 < oo, and fixT > 0. Letu’ be a strong helical
solutions of (2.4) on the intervall0, T"). Letw? be the corresponding symmetry-
reduced flow, which solve8.3). Then the following hold:

(1) There exists > 0, independent of, such that

10:w | 20,111 (D)) < CUIW Lo 0,7y 22 (D)) + DIVW || L2((0,1);22(D))-

(2) There exists’ > 0, independent of, such that

9% L2 0,m9:22(0)) < C (10w || L2(0,1);5-1(D)
+ (W7 Nl oo 0,7y, £2(0)) + DIVWT | L20,79:22(D))) -

(3) Moreover, the following scaling holds:

|ug |20y = Vo lWi 2Dy,
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(4) and we also have
IVaug |l 20y < Vo VWE L2y

ag 1 ag
10505 (| L2y < ﬁHWOHHl(D)-

Remark4.1 As a result of Propositioris 4.2 ahd 4.3 it follows that
Iw? ()l L2y < WG llz2(p),  for eacht € [0, 77,
VWl 22¢0,m):2(D)) < ClIWE L2y
(4.3)
18w || 22 (0,7, 1-1(Dy) < CLlIWE 72y + C2llWg Il z2(p
1971l 20,y 2 (D) < Crllwg 172y + CollWE Il L2 (p
with constants that are uniform inon |1, +oo).
Proof. We begin with estimaté]1). We recall thaf(x) = M7 (z3)w? (t, m? (z3)x’),

wherez’ = (z1,72). We exploit the duality betweeH ~! and H} to compute

v, w?
o sy = sup e
wrowent(p) ¥l

To this end, we test the symmetry-reduced equation$ (3ahstga (vector) test
function ¥ € H{(D)? and relate the weak form of the reduced equations to that
of the Navier-Stokes equations by constructing an appatgtiest functior® in

Hj e, (Q27)° from®, as follows:

®(z) = —M(23)®(m? (z3)").

3) "ty = &' = (x1,22) by (Z.8). We then

We recall now as well thatm? (x
observe that

(M7 (23) @ (") (), 25) = ~ W (o),

by the orthogonality of\/°.
We have that

[ w) ot ay
// (MO (23))T®((m”) " (a3)y, x3) - OwO (L, y) dxs dy

= / B (v, x3) M7 (23)0,wW (t,m (x3)2) dx = / ®(z) - 0’ (t, x) du.
To bound thef7! norm ofu, we calculate the derivatives & to find

Vi (a) = ~ M (w) [(DW) 7 a5)a)] 0 (a3),
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0., B(z) — i_g (0,M° (w3) ¥ (m® (w3)a’) +

M (23) [(D®)(m? (x3) 211)] [(9,m7) (w3)2"]) ,
where D denotes differentiation of a function with respect to itsiakbles ando
denotes the argument 8f° andm?. A simple change of variables then gives:

1
|| L2 (00) = \/—EH‘I’”H(D)-

1
IVa®|12(00) < C—=[V¥| 12Dy

NG
”axsq)”LQ(Q" <C 3/2HV‘I’”L2(D)7
with C' a constant independent of
Hence, sincer > 1,
1
10:w (t, )| r-1(p) < C’%Hatu"(t, M e-1(00)- (4.4)

Next, we estimate thé&/ —! norm ofd;u directly from equationd(217):
ou? = —=P[(u? - V)u?] + P[Au’],

whereP denotes the Leray projector onto divergence-free vectlasfimngent to
0D and periodic inx3 with periodo, so that

100" (¢, )Ly < Calldiv (u” ©u)(E, ) -1 00) + CollAu” (8, )1 0
< Cillu? () 2 + Call VU7 (1, )l 2y
— OWa W (1, )2y + C f|

using the helical symmetry expressed by relatfon] (2.8)ollos from [4.4) and
the estimates above that

1 1
10w (t, ) -1 (D) < C\/—E (\/5|’W0(t7 Wiaepy + \/—EHVWU(ta ')HL2(D)>

VW (t, )l 2 (D)

< C (w7t )2y VW (t, )l 220y + VW (L, )l 22(p)) -
where we have used the two-dimensional Ladyzhenskaya atigq@.1). This
concludes the proof of estimatd (1).
To prove estimatd [2), we deal directly with the equationmsafé, ¢°. Sincep?,
and henceg?, is chosen up to a constant, we can assume that

/D q°(y) dy = 0.

We again use duality and interpret th&-norm of¢® as the dual norm inL2(D))*.
Consequently, we pick an arbitrarfy € L?(D) such that/,, f(y)dy = 0 and
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| £lz2 = 1. By virtue of Lemmd 411 there existg; € H} (D) such that

divvyg = 1,

(4.5)

Ivellm oy < Clfllzzpy = C-

We multiply (3.3) byvy and integrate oveb to find:

2
/ vy - <5twj‘{ + (Wwh - Vy)wi + 7w073[EW% — (W%)ﬂ) dy
D
o o 47T2 2 0

= DVH- —(qu )H+AyWH+?[E W (46)

—2B(wi)t — w]) dy,

We next perform several integrations by parts, using therdence constraint
for wo:

2
div,wy + — Ew® =0,
g

together with[(4.b), to find

/ vy - Owdy — / w? - (W - Vy)vuldy
D D

2
- wi - w Evg +w vy - (wi) T dy
D

472
=/ f(y)q"(y)dy—/ Vva-vyw”dy—T/ Evy - Ewy dy
D D 0 JpD

82 n 472
| BEvy - (wg)tdy — “= w9, dy.
+02 /D vy - (W§)— dy = DVH w9 dy

4.7)
By Poincaré’s inequality for functions with zero averagel®, we deduce that

‘ /D Fa dy‘ < Clverl s o) (10 1)+

W7 Zapy + IV W7l L2(py),

(4.8)

for C' a constant independent gfor 0. Above we exploit that the operatér =
yt -V, is first order andr > 1.
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Hence, using thatvy || ;1 (py < C|f|lz2(py = C from (4.5) and the Ladyzhen-
skaya inequality again, we find

10711220 = ‘ /D iy dy' < CIOW |1 + w7 |2 [Vl + [Tw7 | 2)
(4.9)
Finally, squaring both sides of the inequality (4.9) andhgsioung’s inequality,
subsequently integrating in time, we arrive at

19”1 Z20,19;2(0y) < CUONW L2 (0,191 () (4.10)

+ (W12 o0 (0.10:22(0y) + DIVWI 172 ((0.79:L2(0))-
Identities [B) and[{4) follow by a straightforward changevafiables, from the
relation
uf(z) = M7 (z3)wg (m? (z3)2"),
which gives by the chain rule,

Vi = M (25) [(Dw§ ) (m (z5)a)] m? (23)].
and
00, = T [0, M7 ()W (" (23)2)
FM () [(DwE) (m () [0pm” ()]
Il

With these estimates at hand, we are now ready to discusisriter |— oco. We
observe that is not a parameter appearing explicitly in the Navier-Sgsokgstem
(2.12). Therefore it is not clear what the limit equations ewen at a formal level.
The dependence anis elucidated however in the symmetry-reduced sysfem,(3.3)
which is equivalent to the original system at the level abisty solutions thanks to
Propositior 3.11.

For the reduced systern (B.3), formally setting= oo produces the following
system of equations for a three-component vector funetigh: (0, +o00) x D —

R3, with associated pressuge®:

(Dot + (w1 0y, + w20y, )Wt =~y ¢> + (621 + 852)“’00’1
atwoo’2 + (woo’law + ’“)00’261/2)woo’2 - yzq + (821 + 352)%0"0’2
yw™? + (w10, + w>?8,,) w3 = (97, + 92, w3,

Dy w1 + 9, w2 =0, in [0, +00) x D;
w>® =0, on [0, 4+00) x OD;
w>(0,y) = w>o(y), yeD.
(4.11)
The initial conditionw® will be taken inH} (D) and assumed to satisfy:
Byt + 8wt = 0. (4.12)

The first two momentum equations are independentdf and together with
the fourth equation give precisely the two-dimensional iNa$tokes equations
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in D, where the fluid velocity is identified witlws? = (w>!1,w>2,0). The
third componentw>+3 is simply advected by the first two and diffused. For this
reason, we refer to this flow as a planar flow. Existence andlagty results
for the 2D Navier-Stokes equations immediately give eristeand uniqueness of
the divergence-free vector fieldss € C([0,T); Hi(D)) N L?((0,7); H*(D) N

HZ (D)) and associated pressu® € L((0,7); H*(D)) N C*((0,T) x D) for
any initial conditionws (0) € H}(D) satisfying [4.IR), and any > 0. In fact,
w2 is smooth fort > 0. Consequently, the advection-diffusion equation:6t-3
admits a unique solution, which belongs to the same class(ge Proposition 2.7
in [13] and Theorem 3.10 in[16].) We refer to the three-comgaa vector function

w* € C((0,T); Hy(D)) N L*((0,T); H*(D) N Hy (D)) N C>((0,T) x D),

as the unique strong solution of probledm (4.11).

The Systeni(4.11) gives the so-called two-dimensionagtmomponent Navier-
Stokes equations (also known as ﬂ@ Navier-Stokes equationsee [13].) We
can uniquely associate 10> a solutionu® of the Navier-Stokes equations
with initial dataug® by:

u™(t,z) :=w>(t,2’), 2'eD,t>0,
ul®(z) == wi° ('), 2 eD (4.13)
p>®(t,z) :=q¢>(t,2',0), 2/ € D, t>0,

with 2/ = (21, z9). It is immediate to see that™ andp> have at least the same
regularity asw> andq¢>. We will refer tou™ as theQ%D solution of the Navier-
Stokes systeni (2.7) it with associated pressupe®.

To obtain a relationship with the original problelm {2.7)lestst at a formal level,
we observe that, if we take the limit— oo in (Z.3), thanks to(2]2) and(2.6), we
have the identification:

u®(t,r) = w>(t,2) = Jim u’(t, ) (4.14)
Above, we have naturally identified the cross section of §imder Q2 at height
x3 = 0 with D anda’ = (x1, z2) with y. We will use the identities and estimates
established in Propositidn 4.3, valid for alK o < oo, to establish an estimate for
the difference betweew? andw. One difficulty in studying the limit — oo
is thatw?; is divergence free, whilev¢; satisfies a divergence constraint that is
dependent.

Proposition 4.4. Letw{°® € H}(D) satisfy(@.12) Givens > 1, letw§ € H (D)
satisfy(4.J). Letw be the unique strong solution @.11)with initial data w{°,
and letw? be the unique regular solution @B.3)with initial data w§ on the time
interval (0,7), T > 0. Set:

07 =w’ —w™. (4.15)
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Then, forall0 < ¢t < T,

t
/ 1O (t,y) dy + / / VO (s, ) ds dy
D 0 D

(4.16)
00 [|2 o2 1
< C (e Iwg I I 122) (19512 + )
Proof. Sincew? is a strong solution of (313) ana&> is of (4.11) on the interval
[0, T), there exist functiong” and¢> € L'((0,T); H' (D)) enforcing the diver-
gence constraints. If we set” = ¢*° — ¢7, then®? satisfies the following set of
equations onj0,7") x D:

2
KO + (Wi - V)07 + (F; - V,)w* + Zuw [Ew” — (wf)"]

2

o 2m o o 47T2 2 O oL o
—(Vyr )H_FEq es +A,0 +?[E w? —2E(wf)" — w],

2
div,©9, + ngo’?’ —0,
(4.17)

whereE is again the differential operatay* - v, defined in[(Z.%). These equations
are complemented by the initial condition

= 07(0) = wj — w € H}(D)

and no-slip boundary conditions &D.

We observe tha®® has enough regularity to be a test function for the weak
formulation of [4.1¥). In particula,®° € L*((0,7T),L?(D)). The weak form,
after rearranging the terms and integrating by parts, gives

1d

35 107y [ [verpay—— [ @ (- v,)0%) dy

- [ om0 Vywelay =T [ @ [ur 1w — (w) )] dy
47T2 o 2.0 oL o

o )@ .[Ew _2B(wY) —wH] dy (4.18)

2
_/ e |:(Vy7’U)H + ;Eq”eg] dy=-hL—I—Iz+ 14— I
D

We estimate each of the five integrals on the right-hand siiecew? is a
strong solution and in view of estimatés (4.3) fef , all norms appearing in the
bounds to follow are finite and all constartisare uniform inc € [1,+o00). We
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have:

2 1
ni< 2 [ SO vwea.

L) < / 107 | Vw™| dy,
L) < —/ 10w || + [w?|) dy,
|14|<—U v [y + [ 0717w+ W |>dy]

2m 2w
—/[qw E(w™) = ¢7 E(w™?)] dy‘ < —/(IVW”||q°°|+|VW°°||qU|)dy
g Jp 0 JbD

We bound further each integral, i = 1,.. ., 5, using repeatedly the Ladyzhen-
skaya inequality[(2]1), Cauchy-Schwartz and Young's iaditjes:

15| =

g loa C g loa g
L] < —||® ||L4(D IVW7lL2(py < ;(H@ ||L2(D Vw ||L2(D +[Ve ||L2(D)
(4.19)

ag o0 g (o] 1 ag
|I2| < €711 24(p) VW™l L2(p) < —||@ [72(py VW H%2(D)+§HV@ I72(p):
(4.20)

13| < (H@”HL2 W7oy + 10714y VW7 22 () W7 | 1 1))

C o o o o1l/2 ol 2 o113/2 onl/2

< (1071320 1w 1220 + VW7 2y + 1O 1120 IV O7 1) 997 1755 [ 1757 5)
C g g a a g a a

< (1032 1w 720y + VW7 (720 + 107172 VO uizw)uw 3200y + 1Y% 132))
C g g ag

;[H@ 720y 1w 122 (py + VW7 172 (4.21)

+ (W7 172(py + 1allZ2 ) IVOT 72y W12 (py + VW[ 2],

C ag loa g ag ag ag
1al < 5 (IVO°l2[VWT 2Dy + 1€ L2(0) VWl £2(D) + 1€l £2(0) W [l 22(1))
C ag ag ag ag
< S (IVO7IIL2 () + VW L2 () + 1071172 () + W7 22 (1)) (4-22)
C (ee] (o} g [ee]
|15 < ;(Hq L2y VW7l 2Dy + 147 L2(p) VW[ L2 (D))

| Q

(HQOOHLZ y HVW0”2L2(D) + Hq”H2L2(D) + HVWOOH%Z(D))- (4.23)
Insertlng estlmateﬂIlLQ) -E£(4123) into identity (4.18)lgts:

d o o g
EH@ H%Z(D) +Ve H%Z(D) <|ve ||%2(D)'
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c 1 c o4 c o2 00|12 c
Ao gt IWlLe) + S IW e o) W N2 o) + 5

2+ & )+ 107 ey

g

C g ¢ 00 c o 1 00 C
c¢ a2 C o2 C on2 C 00112
+ <;||VW 720y + EHVW 172(py + EHW 172(py + ;HVW 172Dy

Oy + Sy ) @29
Thanks again to the regularity @f°, i.e.,
w e O([0,T); Hy(D)) N L*((0,T); H*(D) N Hy (D)),
and estimate$ (4.3) foxr?, we can now choose large enough such that

C 1 C, .4 C\ ou2 o2 c? 3
— 5+ WLz ) + W2y W& lT2p) +— < -

We will rewrite (4.24) as a differential inequality in ordes apply Gronwall's
Lemma. To this end, we introduce the functions

C o2 C 1 o2 C o2 C
10 = SIvwele+ (45 ) IVwelte + Sl + 5
and
c - c o ¢, o
g(t) = =IVwo ()l|72 + S IVWI(B)]I72 + = W (®)[|72
g ag (o2
c % C o
+= Vw72 + = lg™ @72 + =lg° (@©)]|7--
g ag ag
We also set

2(1) = |©7(1)[17--
With this notation the differential inequality above beasn

Lo < f()z +g(0),

so that, by Gronwall's Lemma we conclude that

(1) < exp{/otf(s) ds} 2(0) + /Ot exp{/stf(T) dT} o(s)ds.  (4.25)

Next, standard energy estimates for the 2D Navier-Stokeatems along with
similar energy estimates for advection-diffusion equatjaising thatv?; is divergence-
free, give:

t
| 1T ) oy ds < w5 2 o
We employ once again the estimaties|(4.3) in Reraik 4.1 tocdettiat

t o0 1 (o2
Af@@scowm;+uwﬁﬁ,

g
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t
C .
[ s < & (1w s + w5 ).

Hence we arrive at the estimate, using that 1,
C
10772 < C (w172 W 1I72) 1©F 1172 + p (Iweeli72 + [[WElI72) -

This estimate, together with the choice ®f produces, upon integrating the
differential inequality[(4.2K) in time, the desired result O

Before formulating our main results concerning the limit> oo , we note a
consequence of Propositibn ¥.4; namely, there may be marecthe2%D flow
within a certain distance to a given helical flaw”. This non-uniqueness will be
apparent later, since a correction to the initial dafawill be needed to enforce
the divergence-free condition fevg°.

We start with a simpler result, describing a way in which sohs of the two-
dimensional, three-component Navier-Stokes equationsbeaapproximated by
suitable helical solutions of the three-dimensional Ne@kes equations. More
precisely, suppose we are initially given a vector function

wi® = (™!, wg™?, wi™?) € Hy(D)

that satisfies the divergence-free constrdint (4.12). w®t be the unique strong
solution of [4.11) with pressurg™. Recall that we can uniquely associatente®
a solutionu™ of the Navier-Stokes equations $hwith initial dataug°® via (4.13).
We will construct as-dependent correction w°, v{, using Lemma4]1, so that
the resulting fieldv{, given in [4.28) below, satisfiels (4.1) and, hence, can lEntak
as initial data for the reduced helical equatidns](3.3).

We first observe that, sinoei°|sp = 0 and diy,y- = 0,

/ yt - Vyw8°’3 dy = / div, (y+ w8°’3) dy = 0.
D D
Therefore, by Lemm@4.1, there exists a solutiof = (v]",v3?) € HY(D) to
the problem

. o 27 00.3

div, vi = _FE“)O "~ (4.26)
such that
[Wo”ll 21Dy (4.27)

Al Q

o 1 3
Vel < O llE w2y <
where we recall thatl = y* - V,,.
Next, we introduce the three-component vector function
w§ = wg° + (v§,0) € Hy(D), (4.28)

which by construction satisfieb (#.1), sine€3 = w>3. We will take w§ so
constructed as initial data fdr (3.3). We are now ready tesiar first theorem.

Theorem 4.5.Fix o > 1. Letw{® € H} (D) satisfy(@.12) Letw™ be the unique
strong solution of(4.11)with initial dataw{°. Letu® be the uniqu@%D solution
of the Navier-Stokes equatio(& 1) associated tav> via (4.13) Letw{ be given
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by (4.28)for a choice ofv§ solution of (4.26) and denote by“ the strong solution
of (3.3)with initial dataw{. Letu§ be the associated strong helical solution of the
Navier-Stokes equatiorf®. 1) given by Propositiof 3]1. Then, for any fixéd> 0,

) forall 0 <t<T,

”ua(t’ nag=0) — uoo(t’ L3 = O)HLQ(D) <

sloglo

VU |z5=0 — VHuoo|r3=0||L2(0,T;L2(D)) <

(4.29)
whereC' is independent of € [1,c0).

Proof. Since by hypothesis, botli” andu™ e C((0,T); Hj ,,.,.(27)
NL*((0,T); Hp,,.(27) N H{ ., (27)), the tracesu”|,,—o(t) andu™|,,—o(t) are
well defined as elements @ (D) for all 0 < ¢ < T, while the traces/u’|,,—o
andVu™|,,—, are well defined as elements bf((0, T); L?(D)).

We continue by showing that

. C
[wg —wgllz2(py < NG and (4.30)
Wi llL2(py < C, (4.31)

with constants” uniform ino € [1, 00). To see that the first statement (4.30) holds
true, we note that
Wg - wgo = (ngo)v
wherev{ is a solution of[(4.26) and satisfiés (4.27).
Hence,

a (o] a g C o0
IWg = we“llL2 o) = IV3llz20) < VG oy < —IWE a1 ()
The second statemei (4131) follows immediately from thss. fir
Then, Propositioh 414 gives that
[w?(t,-) = w2, )2y < E, foralmostallo <t < T, (4.32)
Vo

and o
IVuw? =NV yw™| r201.02(0) < —= (4.33)

iy \/Ey
again with constant§’ that do not depend om > 1.
Next, the proof of Proposition 3.1 shows that the helicatsoh u® of (2.17)
with initial conditionu§ related tow§ via (2.8) is given by

ua(t> 33]7 33‘3) = MU(£3) Wa(t7 ma(x3)$/)>

fort > 0, wherez’ = (21, x2), so that in particular:

(o) =wo(t,2"),  Vygu'(t,zp)=Vyw’(t ).
From [4.13), it also immediately follows that
u®(t,ry) = w>(t,z'), V.u>(t,vy) = Vygu™(t,zy) = Vaw’ (t, ).

Then, estimatd (4.29) is a straightforward consequendé.88) and[(4.33). O
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Remark4.2 It is natural to derive bounds of traceszat = 0 in view of (4.14).
In fact, recalling thax? is smooth inz € Q° for ¢t > 0, a simple argument, using
a Taylor's expansion fon? in 0 < :c3/a < 1, centered a6 with 2/ € D fixed,
shows that for a given fixed

lu?(t,x) —u>(t,z)| = |wo(t,2’) — we(t,2")| + O <@> ,
g
with bounds that depend dmw?(z)| and |V, w?(z’)|. Therefore, an argument
similar to that of the proof of Theoreln 4.5 above gives:

[u”(t) —u> )l r2w) U—_>>£>, forall 0 <t <T,
(4.34)

IV = Vu®|| 20120y 20,
for any cylinderU C € of the form
U={x=(2',23) |2 € D, 23 €10,9], §/c — 0}.

On the other handxs|/o is O(1) in Q7. Hence, it seems difficult to obtain any
convergence estimate af to u™ globally in2? aso — oc.

The previous result is not exactly what we aimed at, as itesgrts a way
of approximating a general two-dimensional flow by a welbstn helical flow.
What we want, instead, is to show that helical flows with lasgare nearly two-
dimensional. This adjustment is expressed in our nexttesul

Theorem 4.6. Fix o > 1 andT" > 0. Letu§ € Hg,.,.(27) be a divergence-free,
helical vector field. Let1” be the unique, strong helical solution . 7)on [0,7")
with initial velocity uf. There exists a (not necessarily uniqu/n;gg € HY(D),
such that, ifu™ is the uniquezéD solution of the Navier-Stokes equatiof@s1)

with initial data ui° (-, z3) = w>, then for all0 < ¢ < T,

[u”(t,, 23 =0) — Gﬁs@? T3 = O)HLQ(D)+
. — 1 (4.35)
IVEUT |25—0 — VEU™|25=0ll2(0,7;22 (D)) < C(T)

4

whereC' is independent of € [1,c0).

We use the notation™ to emphasize that, while this is a solution of the limit
problem, it is still dependent ot due to the correction to the initial condition to
enforce the divergence-free condition.

Proof. As in the proof of Theorerm 4.5, the tracesusf andu® are well defined
at the level of strong solutions. Furthermore, as in thabri@ we will introduce

a correction to the initial datag to enforce the divergence-free condition on the
initial datau>, we take for the limit problem. Le € H{ (D) be associated to
the helical fieldu§ e H(},per(Q") by (2.8), satisfying[(4]1). Letv’ be the regular
solution of [3.8) with this initial data.
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Next, letvg = (vJ",v3?) € H}(D) be a solution, given by Lemnia.1, to the
problem

div,v§ = —%ﬂEwg’?’, (4.36)
where again is the differential operator defined in(2.4), such that
VGl < O NBwg iy < 9§ i o (@.37)
Its existence is justified exactly as before.
We then set
ui®(z) = we(a') = wi (o) — (v§ (), 0), (4.38)

which is divergence free by (4.86). Let> be the solution of[{4.41) with ini-
tial dataw>,. The 2%D solution of the Navier-Stokes equations is given by
u®(t,z) = we(t,2’). In particular, the trace>(t, -, z3 = 0) = w>(t, -).

By Propositiori 4.4, estimate (4]35) now follows from

o 0 o o C o
Iwg — well2py = IV 2oy < IVl oy < ;HWOHHl(D)a (4.39)

00 o o C o
IW&llz2py < WGl 2oy + IVE 220y < <1 + ;) WG [l (py,  (4.40)

W llz2py < (WG llar oy = [[ug (x5 = 0)|| g1 (py,  (4.41)

with constants uniform i € [1, c0). O

5. THE INVISCID CASE

In this section we discuss symmetry reduction and the limit> oo for the
Euler equations under an additional geometric assumptiomsidered already in
[5,6]. This assumption can be viewed as the analog of thenmt-sondition in
axisymmetric flows and for this reason we will call it the helical swirlor no
helical stretchingcondition. It can be shown that the flow induced by solutiohs o
the Euler equations preserves this condition at least whersalution is regular
enough. Furthermore, vorticity has an especially simptenfdoeing determined
by its vertical component, which is advected by the flow. Tdtiservation allows
to prove global existence and uniqueness of weak, helidatisns in much the
same spirit as for solutions to the two-dimensional Eulera¢igns, provided the
initial velocity is bounded (cf[]9].)

We now briefly review these results, referring the readebi@] for more de-
tails. We will then discuss the limit problem as— oo and converge of solu-
tions. On one hand the limit problem is simpler, being givgntiie 2D Euler
equations. In fact, under the no-stretching constraintsgmametry-reduced he-
lical Euler equations becomes a two-dimensional systemsvim components of
the velocity, which admits a vorticity-stream function faulation (see e.gl [13].)
This system is the analog of the symmetry-reduced equaf@B%for the Navier-
Stokes. On the other hand, to circumvent the lack of smogthithe equations for



24 M.C. LOPES FILHCET AL.

positive time we will use compactness arguments to passetérttit in o, which
do not provide a rate of convergence.

For ease of notation, we temporarily suppress the explidiependence of solu-
tions and writen for u? for example. We assume for now thatndp are smooth,
so that all the manipulations to follow are justified.

Given that smooth, helical vector fields and functionseaperiodic by Proposi-
tion[2.1, we state the initial-boundary-value problem far Euler equations in the
fundamental domaif?:

Jdu+ (u-V)u=—-Vp, in(0,+00) x Q%;
divu =0, in [0, +00) x Q°;
(t:U x3) -2’ =0, fort € [0,+00), |2'|=1, 0<235<o0;
u(t,2’,0) =u(t,a’,0) forte[0,+0), 2’ € D;
p(t,2',0) = p(t,2', o) fort € [0,+), 2’ € D;

u(0,) = u, x €7,
(5.1)
where againc = (2, z3) andz’ = (x1, x9).
Let
g g
E = (Q:Qa —1, %) = _XJﬁ + %e3' (52)

We will consider flows satisfying the following no-helicsivirl or stretching con-
dition:
u-£=0. (5.3)

This condition is preserved by smooth flows under the timéutiem governed by
the Euler equations.

There are several consequences of this condition. Fitisdyertical component
ug of the velocity fieldu is computed from the other two components, i.e., the
dynamics is planar. Secondly, the vorticity= curl,u is given by

w(t,r) = %Tw(t,x) g, w = w>, (5.4)

wherew? is the component of the vorticity along the axis of the cyéinf. Fur-
thermorew is advected by the flowt:

dw+u-Vw=0. (5.5)

To derive the symmetry-reduced equations, we recallwhaty) = u(¢,y,0)
from Propositio 2]1, given that the matricksandm becomes the identity matrix
for z3 = 0. Consequently,

@(t,y) = w(t,y,0) = =Vywp(t,y) = curl,wi(t,y). (5.6)

Above, to avoid introducing further notation, we have abusetation slightly and
identified (w!, w?) with wy = (w!, w?,0), wherew', w? are the horizontal com-
ponents ofw with respect to the standard Cartesian framBin

While w is not divergence free in view df (3.Bb), one observes thatexgence-
free 2D flow can be constructed frommunder the no-helical-swirl condition, which
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therefore admits a stream functignon D. This stream function satisfies:

2 2
Oy =157 [—y1y2 w! + (4"? + y%) w?|

(5.7)
Oy, th = —%“; <4i,fg + y%) wh — yrys w?| .
We define the following matrix:
[ &2 2
472 | &= + 3 —Y1Y2
H(y) = —5 (i ) P (5.8)
g —Y1Y2 (W + y1>
and rewrite as
Vv =H(y) wi.
A direct calculation, as in [6], then shows that
curlwyg = divK(y) Vi,  with
1 (% + y%) Y1y2 (5.9)
Ky) = —m—F3 b2 . o\ |-
&z + [yl Y1Y2 (m + yz)
From [5.6) and[(519), it follows that
w = ﬁH 1/}7
where the operatof 7 is defined by:
Ly :=divy(K(y) Vy). (5.10)

Itis not difficult to show that’ ; is a second-order, scalar, strongly elliptic operator.
ConsequentlyV2 L is a singular integral.

Next, calculus inequalities show that the transport equafb.5) forw reduces
by helical symmetry (i.e., using the correspondence in &sibipn[Z2.1) to the fol-
lowing equation forw on (0,77) x D:

2

47
Oyw +wp - Vyw + ?(yl

: WH)Ew = 0,

where E is again the operator given i (2.4). Usirig {5.9), we can itevthis
equation as an equation far ands) only (cf. [6, Lemma 2.17].) Furthermore, we
can choose Dirichlet boundary conditions fofrom the no-penetration condition
for u as in Corollary 2.16 of [6]. Therefore, under the no-helisairl condition
and for sufficiently regular solutions, the initial-bounglavalue [5.1) for the Euler
equations is equivalent to the following symmetry-redusgstem:

Oy + Oy, Oy, — Oy, Oy, w = 0, yeD,0<t<T, (5.11a)

w = Lu, yeD,0<t<T,
¥(0,y) = vo(y), y €D, (5.11b)
Ylop =0, yeD. (5.11c)

Since [5.11k) is a transport equation by the divergenaefeetor fieldvjqﬁ, the
L*° norm of the reduced vorticityo is preserved under the flow. Bl (5.4) and
Propositior 2.1, the vorticitw = curl,u is preserved under the flow induced by
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u. By the Beale-Kato-Maja criterion ( see elg.[[13]) then, sthdielical solutions
of (5.1) are global in time and agree with weak solutions wht#hsame initial data.

We next discuss weak solution. Givep € Hi(D)NH?(D), we call a function
v € LY([0,T); HY (D) N H%(D)) a weak solution of the above system [0n7")
with initial dataz)y if, for all test functiong € C2°([0,T") x D), 1) satisfies:

/D Lo $(0) dy — /0 ' /D Loty Oy dy dt + /O ' /D Oy L) By, b dy

T
—/ / Oy, L) Oy dy dt = 0.
o (5.12)
Ettinger and Titi[6] proved that there exists a unique wealt®on on[0,T"), for
all 7' > 0, provided in additionC gvyo € L*(D). In this case the solution satisfies
Ly € L>®((0,T) x D).

While there is an existence theory for weak solutions of tbeEequation in
three dimensions [4,17], we will give here a definition of wealution to [5.1)
adapted to the geometry of the problem and amenable to thesanaf the limit
o — oo (for further discussion on the uniqueness of helical wedltems, we
refer the reader td [1].) Lep be the unique weak solution df (5]11) with initial
conditionyyy € H} (D) N H?(D) such thatl g1y € L=(D). Letw = (wp, w?),
wherew g is given in [5.9) andv? is obtained fromw 7 via (5.3) as

w® = %Tyl - WH.
Let u be defined fromw by (2.8). We will callu a weak, helical solution of (5.1).
This definition is justified in view of the following propon.

Proposition 5.1. Let {4 ,, } be a sequence of functions converginggoc H}(D)N
H?(D). Let, be the smooth solution ¢b-ITa)with initial data g . Theny,,
converges uniformly of9, ') x D) to 1) the unique weak solution ¢b.11)

The proof is contained in [6]. We recall it briefly.

Proof. The sequencéy, } is uniformly bounded inL! ([0, T); Hi (D) N H?(D))
and Ly is uniformly bounded inL>°([0,7") x D). Recall that the equation for
wn, = Ly, IS a transport equation beiq,z)n, which is divergence free. Since
0;0; Ly is a Calderon-Zygmund singular integr{avjz/zn} is bounded in the space
LLip of Log-Lipschitz vector fields. Hence, the fami{yX,, }, whereX,, is the flow
generated by, is equicontinuous and hence, upon possibly passing to subse
quencesgo,, converges strongly i ((0,7) x D) andvjzpn converges uniformly
to v;wn. In particular,:),, converges uniformly t@). These convergence results
are enough to pass to the limit in the weak formulation (5(t?2)[13, Section
8.2.2].) The limitlim,, . %, Must necessarily agree withby unigueness of the
solution, so the whole sequence convergesg.to O

This result also implies that, i#:(0) € L>(D), thenw(t,z) = w(X (¢, z),

whereX is the flow generated by -, is the (unique) weak solution df (5]11),
hence all itsL” norms are constant in time.
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We next discuss the limit — oo. We reinstate the explicit dependencean
and write for example1? for the solution of[(5.11)w? for curl,u® and so on. We
denote the corresponding quantities in the limity, w and so on.

Formally taking the limitv — oo in (5.3) givesu™ = 0 and, hencen™ =
ufy;. Furthermoren™ becomes independent of the variable, so that

u™(z) = we(a') = wiy ()
is divergence-free as a vector field @h Also, the matrix X° approaches the
identity matrix in the limit, so that%; is simply the Laplace operatof;™ is the
stream functions associated g9, andw™> (2') = w*>(z) = curlyuy(z). In
particular, [5.17la) becomes the vorticity-stream functiormulation of the 2D
Euler equations. We conclude that, at least formally, békolutions to the 3D

Euler equations become planar 2D solutions of the Eulertemsaass — oo.
We explicitly state the limit problem:

O™ 4 0y, Y™ Oy, @™ — 0y, W™ 0y, w™ =0, ye€ D,0<t<T, (513a)

w™ =A™, yeD0O<t<T,
¥>(0,y) = ¥5° (), yeD, (5.13b)
Y>¥lap =0, yeD. (5.13c)

Below we will study convergence of the corresponding stréamstionsy® —
1*° aso — oo. Since the uniqueness and regularity of weak solutionsraipen
an L°° control on the vorticity, we will prescribe the initial vaeity «f indepen-
dent ofo, i.e.,

wg® = wg = wo € L>(D).
This choice n can be relaxed by taking a sequengeconverging toww, strongly
in L>°(D). We then obtain an initial condition for the stream funcfigi, that
is o-dependent. We choose the initial data for the stream fomcis the unique
solution inHZ (D) of the following problems, respectively:

A¢80 = Wo,
wYg = wo-

By elliptic regularity,y5°, v»§ € WP forall 1 < p < oc.

Next we will derive uniform bounds in on thel¥ 2 norm of° and then use
compactness arguments to pass to the limit. It is well kndwaty under the condi-
tion that the initial vorticitycw, is bounded, solutions to the 2D Euler equations are
global in time and uniqué [9]. Therefore, it will be enougrestablish convergence
along subsequences.

(5.14)

Lemma 5.2. Let1 < p < oo be fixed. Then, there exists a constapht> 0 such
that, for allo > 1 and for all f € W2?(D),

|1La fllzrp) < Cpl fllwer(p)- (5.15)

Moreover, there exists &, > 1 and a constant’;,, > 0, independent ob <
[0, 00) such that

[ fllw2rpy < Cp ILH ]I Lr(D)- (5.16)
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Proof. We observe that we can write the mati&¢ = I, + F?, wherel, is the
2 x 2-identity matrix and

1 4’ yi 472 y1yn
FO(y) = —=mm | 1.5 5
il L
We have: . .
1E (D) < C1 —5, IVyE NIz () < Co—g, (5.17)
for some constant§’;, Cs independent of. The bound[(5.15) then follows im-
mediately.

To establish[(5.16), we write
Ayf=Luf—F(y): Vf = (div,F7(y)) - V, f,
so that from elliptic regularity for the Poisson’s problean f < p < oo, Holder's
inequality and[(5.117):
1 fllw2e < CollLufllLe + 1 F7 V2 fllee + |[divy F7 -V f e

< ClLu i+ Cr —5 IV lio + Ca —5 IV s
or equivalently:
(1= (C1+ Co) o) flwar < Cp LS Lo
So, the result follows provided we choosg > 1/,/(C; + Cs). O

We now state and prove our convergence result for the Euleatieys. We
recall that the only difference between the equations &ihite and in the limit
is the equation expressing the relationship between thickprand the stream
function.

Theorem 5.3. Letwy € L*™(D). Lety§ andg° be given by(5.14) Let?
be the unique weak solution @.11)with initial data /J. Lety> be the unique
weak solution of(5.13)with initial data 1/§°. Then,))” converges ta) weakly in
LP([0,T); WP(D)).

Proof. Since the initial vorticitycoy € L>°(D), V47 € LLip (D) with a bound
on the Log-Lipschitz norm that is uniform imfor o € [1,00) by (5.17). There-
fore, we have a uniform bound an? in L>°([0,7") x D), thanks to the transport
equation[(5.17a). In turn biz (5.116), this bound implies arlzban the family{? }
of weak solutions of[(5.11) in all spacds®([0,7); W?P), 1 < p < oo that is
uniform ino > o for o large enough.

Next, we recall the following a priori bound for weak solutgof [5.11) (s€ 6,
Lemma 4.2)):

10: || oo (jo, 7y w 1 (D)) < CpllLEY (Lo (0,1)x D) 17 | oo (j0,7);w19),
whereC,, is independent of for o large enough as in Lemnia b.2. Therefore,

{+°} is uniformly bounded in Lip[0, T'); W'?(D)). By the Aubin compactness
theorem (see e.d.|[3, Lemma 8.4]) then, there is a sequeffte that converges
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strongly inL>([0, T); W) to a functiony»>. Upon passing to a subsequence if
necessary, one can assume also ttfat converges weakly-in L>°([0,7") x D)

to a functionzw® from the uniform bound obtained above. It remains to show tha
@™ = AY™ in L%(D). This result follows from the identitys” = L1/, valid

for all o, and [5.1V), by writing agaif® = I, + F°.

As in the proof of Proposition 5.8 in[6], these convergeresults are sufficient
to show that)>° andw=® satisfy the weak formulation of the limit problefin (5 13).
But weak solutions of the 2D Euler equations are unique if/ttéicity is bounded,
hence any converging sequence{¢f } must converge t@ . O
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