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Abstract

A class of singular solutions of the 3-D Euler equation corresponds to
a class of singular solutions of the incompressible Navier Stokes equation
with time dependent force terms, as the time-dependent force term can
be chosen such that it cancels the viscosity term of the incompressible
Navier Stokes equation. In this context classical solution branches of the
three dimensional incompressible Euler equation are constructed where a
vorticity component blows up at some point after finite time for regular
velocity component data. Furthermore, we show that there are classical
solution branches with C* N H*-data for k > 2 which develop weak sin-
gularities (kinks) at some point of space time in ckt \C’k for any k > 2
after finite time. The time-local solution branches of the Euler equation
are obtained by viscosity limits of solutions of Navier-Stokes-type viscos-
ity (v)-extensions of time-reversed Euler-type equations. Here, Lipschitz
continuity of (spatial first order derivatives of) the Leray projection term
and the Burgers term are used in local time iteration schemes in terms
of convolutions with the Gaussian of dispersion v and first order spatial
derivatives of this Gaussian. For the time reversed equations and related
Navier Stokes type equation extensions data with singular vorticity at
the origin and strong polynomial decay are used. The functional solution
increment and derivatives up to some order, i.e., the solution minus the
spatially convoluted data snd spatial derivatives of this increment up to
some order, preserve strong polynomial decay of some order. This poly-
nomial decay of the local time solution is strong enough such that com-
pactness arguments can be constructed in classical Banach spaces. The
Lipschitz continuity of the first order derivatives of the Leray projection
term and of the Burgers term implies that regularity is gained after any
finite time for the time-reversed equation. This result can be sharpened in
the sense that the second order derivatives of the Leray projection term of
a local solution are Lipschitz even in a viscosity limit. As a consequence,
the original Euler equation has a solution branch which develops singular
solutions or kinks from regular data after some finite time.
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1 Idea of construction and statement of weak
singularity theorems

We determine data with weakly singular short-time solutions of the three di-
mensional incompressible Euler equation on the whole Euclidean space. Let
v;, 1 < i < D denote the velocity component functions in dimension D = 3,
and let

(1)

denote the corresponding vorticity functions. The incompressible Euler equation
in vorticity form is

6’1}3 61}2 61}1 6’1}3 6’1}2 61}1)

O +v-Vw= (Vv + Vo) w, (2)
or

and for the corresponding Cauchy problem this equation has to be solved with
some initial data curl(f) at time 7 = 0 of some function f = (f1, f2, f3)7 with
fi € R® = R. Tt is well-known that (for sufficienty regular w) the velocity is
determined by

o(r,x) = Ks(z — y)w(r,y)dy, where K3(z)h = iz_xh (3)

RS A faf?
This Biot-Savart law is also important for our construction of a viscosity limit.
This limit is not unique and is a local time solution of the Euler vorticity equa-
tion which is Lipschitz and of some order of polynomial decay at spatial infinity.
The Biot-Savart law can then be imposed in order to obtain Lipschitz continu-
ity (and some order of polynomial decay at spatial infinity) of first order spatial
derivatives of the velocity components for some positive time, which in turn
leads to higher regularity of the velocity solution increment (velocity solution
minus initial data) in a viscosity limit. In order to construct local-time and
long-time singularities we consider first a related equation which is obtained
from (2) by the simple time transformation

T=—t, w; (t,.) =wi(r,.), v; (t,.) =vi(r,.), 1 <i<D. (4)

Spatial derivatives are untouched, so multiplying the spatial part of transformed
equation by —1 and writing the equation in coordinates we have

3 —
v
- E J T, 1<i<D=3.
v; v jl ( ml)w],l 1< D=3 (5)

We refer to the equation in (&) as the ’time-reversed Euler equation’. We shall
observe that the 'Navier-Stokes type’ extension of the latter equation with an
additional viscosity term, i.e., the equation

Owl™ [ i & W" _
[ —vA vy— - — J v,
o VAT =) g ]Zl ( or; | Oz )”ﬂ 0

j=1

for 1 <14 < D (and with a positive constant v > 0), has a regular solution on a
time interval [0, 7] for some T' > 0 for a certain class of data in H! which have



a singular vorticity at some point in space time with spatial dimension n > 3.
Regularity results for this specific class of data w;”™ (0,.) = wlf, 1<i<Dlead
to the conclusion that short or long-time solution families with parameter v > 0
have a viscosity limit solution branch

w; (t,) =limw; (¢, ), 1<i<D (7)
of the time-reversed Euler equation with the same initial data, where some
regularity is preserved. The initial data wzf , 1 <4 < D of the the time-reversed
Euler equation are then ’final data’ of the original incompressible Euler equation,
which, hence, has a vorticity singularity after finite time. If the solution branch
constructed for the time-reversed Euler equation is short-time, then the solution
for the original Euler equation is short-time with a short-time singularity, and
if the solution branch constructed for the time-reversed Euler equation is long-
time, then the solution for the original Euler equation is long-time with a long-
time singularity. We state these results more precisely in the two theorems at
the end of this section. In this paper we shall prove the existence of short time
singularities for regular data. The proof of long-time singularities follows from
the construction of global regular upper bounds, which imply the existence of
global regular solution branches. This extension to global time is not the main
interest of this paper, so we sketch an argument for the existence of global regular
solution branches of the Euler equation in a remark below. In the following
let C> be the function space of real-valued functions on R” with continuous
derivatives of any order, and let H® denote the Sobolev function space of order
s > 0 (for real numbers s). Furthermore, we denote the space of functions
(defined on the domain [0,7) x RP) with continuous time derivatives up to
order m (nonnegative integer) and multivariate spatial derivatives up to order
n (nonnegative integer) by C™" ([0,7) x RP) or just by C™™ if the reference
to the domain is known form the context. We have

Theorem 1.1. Let D = 3. There exist data wlf =w;(0,.) € H*NC?, 1<i<D
and a vorticity solution w;, 1 < i < D of the three dimensional incompressible
Euler equation Cauchy problem such that after some finite time T > 0 there is
a blow-up of the classical solution, i.e.,

i) for some T > 0 there is a solution function w; : [0,T) x RP — R, 1 <
i < D in C! ([O,T),H2 ﬂC’Q) which satisfies the incompressible Euler
equation pointwise on the domain [0,T) x RY in a classical sense with
data w;(0,.) = wzf, 1<:<D;

it) for the solution in item i) we have

sup |wi(7_7 :C)| = 00, (8>
T€[0,T)

i.e., there is no finite upper bound for the left side of [8)on the time interval
0,T).

Even a long time singularity version of Theorem [T holds. We have

Theorem 1.2. A stronger version of Theorem [I1l holds with the same text
except for the replacement of the quantor ’after some small finite time T > 0’
by ’after any finite time T > 0.



Remark 1.3. Theorem follows from Theorem [[] if the existence of global
reguar solution branches of the Euler equation can be shown. Strictly speaking
following our argument we need to construct global regular solution branches
of the time-reversed euler equation for regular data. However, the following
argument does not depend on the signs of the nonlinear terms such that it
suffices to construct global regular solution branches of the incompressible Euler
equation. In the next remark we note some simple observations which lead to
the construction of global regular solution branches.

Remark 1.4. Tt is not a simple scaling argument which leads to the conclu-
sion that a certain classes of nonlinear equations have global regular solution
branches. We sketch an argument here which may be applied for a certain class
of equations which have no damping term. In order to construct global regular
solution branches we have to exploit some structure of the equations. A first
essential characteristic of the classes of equations we have in mind is that lo-
cal time solutions can be represented in terms of convolutions with first order
spatial derivatives of the Gaussian. In case of the incompressible Navier Stokes
equation the incompressibility condition helps in order to obtain local time rep-
resentations of the value function itself in terms of convolutions with the first
order spatial derivatives of the Gaussian (note that this is not possible for typ-
ical blow-up equations as v; , = U,Zm 1 <4< D). For the construction of global
regular solution branches of the incompressible Euler equation we need the con-
struction of a viscosity limit v | 0 in addition. This is possible if the convoluted
data of the nonlinear terms in the local time representation of the solution of
the Navier Stokes equation and their first order derivatives are Lipschitz. This
leads to upper bounds in terms of second moments of the Gaussian, where the
upper bound of this second moment constant is an essential difference to other
equations which do not have local representations in terms of convolutions with
spatial first order derivatives of the Gaussian. The dimension constraint for
this construction is related to the spatial singularity order (parameter § > 0.5)
of upper bounds of first order spatial derivatives of the Gaussian, where the
condition

D
5—26>0&6>0 9)

has to be satisfied (which implies D > 3). Let us now sketch an argument
starting with the local time solution of the Navier Stokes equation. We introduce
the scaling 7 = p7, which is also useful later when we consider local contraction
results and a their independence from the viscosity v > 0. Let v/ (7,,.) = v;(7,.).
We have

Viir, = PUir. (10)

Let us assume that for some time 7,0 > 0 we have

v/ (10,.) € H" N C™,

0 (7005 ) g < Cm for some m > 2. (11)

For the construction of global regular solution branches the parameter p > 0
will depend only on the spatial H pmom-orm and on a constant related to the
local L'-norms of the /first order derivatives of the) Laplacian kernel, i.e., on

Ck = 1+1r<111a<)([)/]31(0) ’K’l(y)’dy—’—/Bl(O) ’K(y)’dy+ ’KD’i’LQ(]RD\Bl)’ (12)



where B;(0) is the ball of radius 1 around the origin in RP. Next we note that
local contraction arguments lead to the conclusion of existence of local time
solutions in a time interval [r, 79 + A] for some A > 0. For 1 < i < D, and
multiindices 3,~ with |8] = k = |y| 4+ 1, where 8y = v, + 1 and 3; = ~, for
je{l,---,D}\ {k} we have for all 1 <14 < D the local time representation

Dg”?u(%v )= Dg”fyy(toa ) *sp Gﬁ(Tpa )

—p Jo* Jop S5y DL (V000 (0 y) (%) GPdydo
(13)

0057 Juo (oo sy = ) Py (S5 F) (0,204 x

X (M) Go(r, — 0,. — y)dydo,

dvp(Tp—0)

where the first derivatives of the spatially scaled Gaussian G, are given by

. _ (=22 1 z|?
Gllj,k(Tl” 2 0’ 0) - (4p1/‘rkp) \/WD exp (7 4|p1/|7'p)
(14)

—2 —2
= (5222 Go(r,2:0,0) = (£2) Go(7,2),
where the latter definition is an abbreviation sometimes used in the following.
Now it is interesting that the value functions themselves have a local time rep-

resentation in terms of convolutions with the first order spatial derivatives of
the Gaussian. Indeed, due to incompressibility we have

’Ufyy(TPa ) = U?U(toa ) *SP Gﬁ(Tp; )

P I Jeo S (0 00) (02) (s ey ) Gldydo
(15)

0057 Juo (oo Sny =) 527y (55555 (0,2)d2)

X (ﬂ) Go(1, — 0;. — y)dydo.

dvp(tp—0)

Here the incompressibility condition is used in order to rewrite the Burgers term.
We may abbreviate

D
o —2(. — y)i
BY x G .= / / v oY) (o,y) (7> G’ dydo, 16
0 RD;(j )( dvp(7, — 0) 16)
and

. v GuE
L°xGP = 0" fRD (f]RD (Kp(y — Z))meﬂ (aa;; o ) (U,Z)dz) X

(17)
X (772('7”" ) Go(7p — 03 — y)dydo,

dvp(Tp—0)

which implicitly defines the symbols BY and L°, where we note that the lat-
ter does not depend on i. From the equation (I3) we may define abbrevia-
tions B; and L; for the convoluted Burgers and Leray data analogously. Spa-
tial derivatives of these functions are denoted in Einstein notation. We ob-
serve that the representation in (3] as well as the representation in (I3)) have



the parameter p as a coefficient. Furthermore for local time regular solutions
v (r,.) € H"NC™, 1 < i < D with m > 2 and 7 € [r9,70 + 4] the

Burgers-and Leray functlons B0 I° 1 < i< D, B;yL;,; 1 < i < D, and

Bij,Lij, 1 <i,57 < D are all L1pschitz such that we get interesting upper

bounds of the convolutions
By« Gy, L°% Gy ), Bix Gup, Lix Gug, Bij =Gy, Lig+ G, (18)

Note that the first order spatial derivatives of the Gaussian are antisymmetric
in the sense that

(ﬁpyo)) Go (oY) = (#jg)) GOy, (19)

where y~ = (y; ,---,yp) with y; = —y; and y; = y; for j € {1,--- D} \ {i}.
For any spatially global Lipschitz continuous function F' we have

‘pF *G,=p[F(r,m0,0—y) (%) G{i(o,y)dydo‘

= ‘pffizo (F(rp —oyx—y) = F(r, —o,2 —y~)) (#ﬁig)) G*(o0,y)dydo

< ‘pofinO (41//”) G (o, y)dyda‘ = 4pL Mo,

(20)
where M, is a finite second moment constant of the Gaussian which is small in
the following sense. We consider the case D = 3. First note that for any small
time o > 0 the main mass of the spatial integral is on a ball of radius /pv.
Now, given v > 0 using partial integration and polar coordinates we observe

that
‘pL ‘[ f{y\inO}ﬂBm (41//)0) GY (U y)dyda‘

< ‘pofreB\/ﬁ (ﬁf;) G? (o, T)TQdeO"

5 1 |r\2 \/ﬁ
< oL f (55) 7 o (4 |, @0

—2r 1
+‘P ffreB\/ﬁ (Svpo) (41//)6) Varpvo P eXp( 4PV‘7) drda‘

(21)

< |oL | & S=r exp (—5) do]
76
+’pofTEB\/p—,, (IOUpa') \/ﬁD exp( 4pl/o'

Iterating this partial integration procedure we get a geometric series such that
for small \/pv we surely have the upper bound

) drda‘

2
‘pof{ylyizO}mBW—u (ﬁjypg) Gﬁ(my)dydo’

< ‘poM \/_D exp (—7 )do‘



For a small time step size A this upper bound becomes small as

A1 01 1 1

‘pL/O 1D o exp( 40) da‘ (23)
becomes small for small A > 0. Note that this upper bound becomes small as A
becomes small independently of the parameters v or p. Note that this additional
scaling is obtained by a) the Lipschitz continuity of the nonlinear terms in the
probabilistic local time solution representation, and b) by the combination of
this Lipschitz continuity with the possibility to rewrite the equation in terms of
convolutions with first order derivatives of the Gaussian. The estimate in (23]
implies that

2101 1 1
‘pL ; Z?F exp | — o~ do‘ € o(A) for small A, (24)

which implies in turn that a potential damping term introduced by a time
transformation (cf. below) becomes dominant if a regular norm exceeds a
certain level. For a local solution with data as in ({IJ) you can check that
BY,L° B, L;, Bij, L;; are Lipschitz for 1 < i,j < D. These considerations
together with application of Young inequalities lead to the conclusion that forall
Tp € [Tp0, Tpo + Ao we have

12‘?% ‘Bzo * Gi,k(TP’ ')|H2ﬂ02 + |LO * Gi,k(TP’ ')|H2ﬂ02 = pcDC?nCKM? (25)
orforalll1<i<D
| B * G5 (7, ')|H2ﬂ02 + |Li * G (Tp, .)‘H%CQ < pepC2 Cy My, (26)

where cp is a finite constant which depends only on dimension D, and where
m = 2 may be chosen. This is an upper bound of growth which can be offset
by an autocontrol scheme. We may choose any p with

0< P S 4CDCTQHCK (27)

For the Navier Stokes equation, i.e., for fixed v > 0 it is possible to analyze
the damping term and compare it with upper bounds of the increment of the
nonlinear terms over the time interval [r9, 79 + A]. We cannot do this in the
case of the Euler equation, of course. However the upper bound constructed
above indicates that we can set up an autocontrol scheme which works without
viscosity damping estimates. Here it is essential to have estimates which are
independent of v > 0, i.e., estimates which work in the case of the Navier
Stokes equation unformly with respect to the viscosity v > 0 (we then may
invoke Lipschitz continuity of the convoluted Leray projection term and Burgers
term, and apply some comactness argument in order to obtain a viscosity limit
as in the main text). So let us consider fixed v > 0 in this remark.

For 7,0 > 0 and a time interval [7,0,7,0 + Qo] for some Ay € (0,1) we
consider a comparison function uf”"™, 1 < i < D by a global time transfor-
mation with local time dilatation on a short time interval, i.e., we consider the
transformation

(1 +7)ug™ " (s,y) = )" (75, ),

(28)
where s = ——2=20 7, — 7,0 € [0,A¢], 1<i<D

V1=(1p—7p0)? ’



where Ag € [0,1). Using the abbreviation A7, = 7, — 7,9, we have

v,T v d d 1
v’-g’”:u’?”pO—I—(l—i—Tp)u’?”po—s R (29)

1,Tp 7 7,8 dT ? dT 3
po e 1- AT

We choose a time interval length Ay < 0.5 such that local time contraction, and,
hence, a local time solution exists on the interval [7,0, 7,0 + Ag]. The equation
for uf"7*°, 1 <i < D becomes

-3 3 VLT
PV Tpo + V1-Ar? UAUL YT + V1-AT2 ZD PR Buf 0
Ui,s Trr, PVAU; P~Fr =1 \Y; —om
» » J
\V 1-A72° D 9uSTP0 ou” " TP0
P S Um J
P, fRD KD,%(- y) Zj,m:1 ( ’é’zj 5Zm (-ay)dy

(30)
A / 1—AT§3 uPJ/,TpU _ 07

1+7, 1
uP V70 (0,.) = v (10, ).

This equation is defined on a dilated time interval [0, A,4], where the relation of
Ay to Ag follows form the time transformation. Now assume that an arbitrary
large but fixed time horizon 7T, > 0 is given. Note that this corresponds to
an original time horizon T = pT, with p as in ([27)). Since p dependsonly on
dimension, a spatial norm of the initial data (and the spatial kernel constant C'k)
global results with arbitrary horizon 7}, transfer to global results with respectto
original time. Assume that for m > 2 and for some 0 < 7,0 < 1" we have a
global upper bound

2 (1, . ‘ <C(1 ) 1
X |v; (to,-) - C(l+7) <0 (31)
We may assume that C' > 3. Then
1
PUTe0 () = v . <C 32
@%‘u (0, )‘Hmmm T 70 1555 Y (Tp0, )‘Hmﬁcm <C, (32)
if p is chosen as in ([27)). Hence,
max ’uf’V’T”U (Ag, )’ <C. (33)
1<i<D HmAC™
This implies that
maxi<;<p ’Uf’V(TpO + Ao, ')’HmﬂCm
(34)
S maXlSiSD(l + TpO + AQ)}’U,?MTPO (Ad, .)‘Hmﬂcm S C(l —|— TpO —|— Ao)

Iterating this procedure for all integers k > 0 with kA¢ < T, we have

’Uf’y(k/’Ao, )‘ S maXlSiSD(l + kAQ)‘Uf-)’U’TPU (0, )‘

maxi<i<p i

H™NC™ HmnCm™

< C(1 + kAy). -
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Then by a local time contraction we can interpolate and have for all0 < 7, < T,

maxi<;<p

U?V(Tpa )‘ < maxi<i<p(l + ) “fywrpo (0, )‘

H™NC™ HmnCm™

<201+ 1,). 50

Remark 1.5. The argument below shows that singularities can be constructed
even for data wzf € C§°, 1 <i < D, where C§° the space of smooth functions
vanishing at infinity. However, wlf € H>N(C? 1 < i < D is essential, and
we consider further regularity results and long-time kinks and singularities else-
where. Here we are interested mainly in the connection to singular solution or
kinks of the Navier Stokes equation with regular time dependent force terms.

Theorem [LLT] can be extended in the sense that there are solution branches
with weak singularities of any integer order k in the sense that a solution function
is only in Ck¥=1\ C*. In order to have a succinct statement we introduce the
concept of a ’spatial kink of order &’ of a classical solution.

Definition 1.6. We say that a classical solution branch w;, 1 < ¢ < D of an
incompressible Euler Cauchy problem with data wif , 1 <i < D with wif eCm
for m > k has spatial a kink of order k > 1, if there is a space-time point (7, x)
with 7 > 0 and z € R? such that

w; € C*1\ C* at (1,x) (37)
for some integer k > 1.

Corollary 1.7. Let D = 3. For any k > 2 and s > 0 there exist data wif S
HmNnC™, 1<i<D withm >k+2 and a vorticity solution w;, 1 <i < D of
the three dimensional incompressible Fuler equation Cauchy problem with data
wzf, 1 <@ < D such that after some finite time the solution has a kink of order

k.

Remark 1.8. We treat the latter result as a Corollary because the proof method
is the same, and only the choice of data for the time reversed Euler-type Cauchy
problem has to be adapted.

Next we draw consequences for the Navier Stokes equation. A classical
solution
wi, 1<i<D, weC ([0,T),H*NC?) (38)

of the incompressible Euler equation (on the interval [0,7") without the point
T) and with a blow-up of vorticity at time T satisfies the vorticity form of the
Navier Stokes equation

a—w—yAw—i—v-Vw:

5 (Vo+ Vo) w+F, (39)

N =

with force term F = (F, Fy, Fg)T (on the same time interval [0,7T)) if

for all t F(t,.) = —vAw;(t,.) € L NC, 1 <i < 3. (40)



The analysis below shows that Fj is also L? with respect to time on the time
interval [0, T], where T > 0 is the time where the vorticity of the Euler equation
blows up. Similarly, a regular classical solution on the time interval [0, T")

wi, 1<i <D, wir,.) e H**nC** (41)

of the incompressible Euler equation with a kink of order k at time 7" > 0 such
that
w(T,.) € CF=1\ CF, (42)

satisfies the vorticity form of the Navier Stokes equation (39), where
forallt € [0,T) F; = —vAw(r,.) € HFnC* 1<i<3. (43)
We conclude

Theorem 1.9. For the Cauchy problem for the Navier Stokes equation (39) for
some time T > 0 time dependent force terms with

Fi(r,.) € H*nC*, k>0, forall 7€[0,T) (44)

and data w;(0,.) € H?*tknC?*k 1 < <3, k>0 can be chosen such that
a regular classical solution of the Navier Stokes equation on the time interval
[0,T) has a blow-up (case k = 0) or can be extended beyond the time interval
[0,T] and then has a kink of order k > 1 at time T.

2 Proof of Theorem [I.1] and Corollary 1.7

For the Gaussian fundamental solution G, of the equation
pt—vAp=0 (45)

we consider on some time interval [0, 7] with time horizon 7' > 0 the iteration
scheme vf’f’k, 1<i< D, k>0, where for k > 1

v,(—k _ f D v,—,k—1 Qv kL
v =y e G Y5 (Uj —oa ) *Gu

D D Qo= k=1 gul kTl
_ (Zj,m_1 f]RD (%KD(- — y)) Zj,m:1 ( U%zj — ) (,,y)dy) x Gy,
and where this scheme is intialized by

00 =0l () g G

(46)
Here the velocity data vzf , 1 <14 < D are determined by the vorticity data
1 < i < D via the Biot-Savart law. Note that we we start the iteration
scheme with smoothed data sz (.)*sp G, which appear in the first approximating
v,—,1
3

f
wj

increment 51}1'-/’1’7 = — vzf *gp G, This makes it possible to estimate first
derivative approximations vlf *gp Gy,; for the functional increments. In a former

version of this paper we started the iiteration scheme with the data vzf , 1< <
D themselves, and this has the effect that the smoothing in the increment is

10



felt only after the second iteration. Smoothing coeefficients is often useful (sic
Leray).

We note that the symbol x4, denotes convolution with respect to the spatial
variables, and * denotes convolution with respect to the time variable and the
spatial variables. It is an advantage to start the scheme with the spatially
convoluted data vzf() *gp G, since we choose the data vzf, 1 <i< D tobe
Lipschitz (and smooth in the complement of the origin and with decay at spatial
infinity). A consequence is that the first derivatives have the representation
v = sz() *sp G j, (47)

5]

where we shall use the fact that Lipschitz continuous data convoluted with the
first order derivatives of the Gaussian have convenient upper bounds, which are
even v-independent. However, this is not decisive since we have this effect for
’U;/’_’k for k > 2 anyway if we start the scheme with Uf() instead of vzf(.)*spGl, at
k = 0. We choose an index ig € {1,---, D} and data vifo and complement data
Uf, je{l,---,D}\ {io} such that corresponding vorticity component wifo are
singugular at one point. Furthemore the complement data v]f , je{l,--- ,D}\
{ip} are constructed with the iteration scheme vi”’_’k, 1<i< D, k>1such
that for all k&

D

D
for all t € (0,7 vig=limy "R, ) = 0. 48
<]Z,m;m<> (48)

i=1

The basic idea to realise the additional constraint in (@8] is as follows. Local
contraction leads to a local representation

vi— _ . f D v,— v~
v, =y *ep Gy F Zj:l (vj B ) x Gy,

_ (Zf»,’m—l S (2Kl =) TP (c'?aAaaxm) (,,y)dy) cG, (49)

=: vzf kgp Gy + 00~
Applying the divergence operator we get for any v > 0

Zzlzz _Zzlz SPGV1+21] 1(]117 Iib)*G

2 ur = OVl
- (zf,’m_1 Jor (22K~ 9)) s ( B ) <.,y>dy) # Gy,

(50)
In a viscosity limit vy, | 0 the pressure condition
D
Ap = Ilnglo (U;';’_UZ';-’_) (51)
ij=1

is satisfied, where

*Z Z / <—KD .y)) il (%%) = —Ap. (52)

1=1 j,m=1 J,m=

11



Hence the incompressibility condition for a viscosity limit

D
li T =0 53
Hm ) v (53)
=1
becomes equivalent to
D D
Yim 3 ot = lim 3o gy Giys = 0. (54)
i=1 i=1

We can choose the Lipschitz continuous data such that (54]) is satisfied (cf.
below). Two remarks are in order here: a) we explain the role of Lipschitz
continuity of the data, and b) we give the reason, why the construction works

in dimension D = 3 and not D =2 or D = 1. Ad a), we shall choose the data

f

v;, to be Lipschitz continuous such that the symmetry of the first order spatial

derivative of the Gaussian (cf. (87) and the related estimate below) such that

U;/O’;O (t,.) = vif )sp G (t,.) + 61);'0’;-0 (t,.) (55)
has an appropriate upper bound for ¢ € (0,T], where regularity observations
concerning the increment 51)1'-/(;;.0 (t,.) come into play. In the latter context we
define for £ > 1

init,v,—,k v,—.k
ov; =v; — ol %, G, (56)
and
v,i—k _  v,—k v,—,k—1
dv; =, — v, . (57)

We show that for some time horizon T" > 0 the local time solution function
v;"", 1 <i < D of the Navier Stokes type extension of the time-reversed Euler
equation has a representation of the form

o ey Gy NI S 59
k=3
which is spatially in H3 N C? for evaluations at all time t € (0, 7).

Remark 2.1. Note the choice k = 2 in (58)) with respect to the initial increment
( cf. (BO)). However, as we start with the iteration scheme with the data

vy 0= vlf (.) *sp G, this is not necessary and the alternative represenation
. .t St
T mit,v,—,1 ,—k
v = vzf )ep Gy + 0u; 0T + Z du ", (59)
k=3

is also sufficient for this improved scheme. If we start with data vlf (Jat k=0
(as we did in a former version of this paper) instead, then the choice k =1 is
not sufficient as the first initial increment in (B9)) is then of lower regularity -at
least for the choice of data considered below.

Next ad b) we note that there is a dependence on dimension in the construc-
tion of the viscosity limit. A local solution of the time-reversed Euler equation is
constructed via a viscosity limit of a subsequence v;*~, 1 < i < D with v | 0

12



(a compactness argument). In this compactness argument we need a uniform
upper bound
[ Gyt )| < C 60
2135 B2, 17 o G4 )] < o0
for some finite constant C' > 0 which is independent of v (or vy, k > 1 at least).
Note that the classical Gaussian estimate

D2 /a2 D/2-6 L
Gut,2)=v7 "/ (%) BRaiemL eXp( i )
(61)
c
S PSS
where
C = sup w|”~* exp(—|w]?), (62)

|w|>0

imposes no serious restrictions regarding dimesnion. However,for first order
spatial derivatives of the Gaussian we may need § > 0.5 we apply Lipschitz
continuity of the data and spatial antisymmetry of the Gaussian we shall need
d > 0.5, such that we need D > 1 to have a finite constant in (62). However,
we are interested in D > 3 only anyway. The 2-dimensional flows with scalar
vorticity lead to the constraint

w-Vov=0 (dimD = 2), (63)

(cf. [2]), which means that the Leray projection term cancels. Hence under this
specific circumstances an inviscid Burgers equations results, which may also have
singular solutions (the Burgers equation with in spatial dimension definitely
has a shock wave). However, this is not our main interest, and we restrict
our discussion to the case D = 3 or D > 3 (as far as velocity is concerned).
Let us pause for a moment here and show that the Leray projection operator
and the Burgers operator applied to data functions in H? N C? are Lipschitz
continuous functions which have Lipschitz continuous first order derivatives.
We consider the Leray projection term (a simplified similar argument works
for the Burgers term). For g = (g1, ,gp)? with maxj<;<p ‘gi Cs
considerthe function

Lyi(:) = X Jon (32K =) Shcy (222225 ()dy. (64)

Here it is sufficient to consider functions g;, 1 < i < D without time depen-
dence, as the estimate transfer straightforwardly to the local solution functions.
For given z, 2’ € RP we verify Lipschitz continuity (thereby verfying Lipschitz

’HZHCZ =

13



continuity on compact domains). We have for z,z’ € RP

‘Lgi(x) - Lgi(xl)’ <

‘ me:1 fRD (KD,Z'(Z'/ - y) - KD,z‘(iE - y)) me:1 (%LJ; 5%1) (y)dy|

< S et Jiw (Kpa(a = ) = Kpi(w = ) Xy (C2 52 ) )y

< Co Juo Kp,i(y) X mes (aaf; (@' —y) — 2L (z — y)) dy|

< Cs| Jon Kp,i(y) X5 m s (J"Ol Gimk (@' —y+0(x —a'))dfla’ — $|) dy|

< C3Cklgi|z — 2|,

(65)
where we use the general Young inequality and the equivalence of finite dimen-
sional norms, i.e. the equivalence of the Euclidean norm and the maximum
norm of RP (this leads to an additinal constant which we absorbed into the
constant C'3). Furthermore, where ly; is a maximum of Lipschitz constants of
the first order spatial derivatives of the functions g;, 1 < j < D and Ck is an
integral constant related to the Laplacian kernel. Note that all these constants
are independent of v. It is clear that Lipschitz continuity on compact domains is
suffcient for our purposes, but global Lipschitz continuity follows as well. Next
for the first order spatial derivatives of the Leray projection term consider for
1 < k < D the functions

Lyin() =25 s fon (2 Kl =) S0 (32 5% ) (w)dy.  (66)

Concerning Lipschitz continuity of this function on compact domains we can
argue as above. For given x, 2’ € RP we verify Lipschitz continuity (on compact
domains). We have

|Lgik(x) — Lgi(z')] <

D D m 0%g;
2 0 et oo (Kpala’ =) = Kpile = ) Sy (22525 (9)dy|

< 2| S0 far (Kpaa’ =) = Kpalw =) 20y (C292) )yl

< 20| Zle Jeo Kp.i(y) meﬂ (aagfi (@' —y) - %(m B y)) ay|

S 203CK191|SC - ZL'/|.
(67)
Next note that the data sz , 1 < i < D are v-independent Hoélder continuous
data such that we have

lim vzf *sp Gy = vl

1<i<D. (68)
v]0

f

Moreover for Lipschitz continuous data v; we have even a pointwise upper bound

for first order derivatives vzf *gp Gy, ; which can be used in the iteration scheme.

14



The convergence in (B8] is in H? spatially (for the data chosen below). Hence we
have Holder continuous and pointwise convergence in case of dimension D = 3.
However, our main interest concerns the regularity of the increment

dv; =limv;"” — vzf. (69)
v]0

For this purpose we need r-independent estimates of convolutions
Gv *x Gy, gy * Gy (70)

with data o
go € 5 i={ ool gk > 8t (71)

Note that Gy is a probability density, so G, is essentially one, i.e., up to a
constant. The hypothesis of an existing continuous viscosity limit

=1 72
for g, € S implies that the viscosity limit

1i£18 g * G, exists. (73)

Indeed for g, € S for z; = \%, 1 < i< D we have

t 2
g, x G, = fo Jop gu(s,x—y) \/ﬁf’ exp (—%) dyds =

£l

z
4s

fot Jop gu(s,x —/vz) \/ﬁf’ exp (— ) dzds — fotg(s,x)ds as v | 0.

Similar considerations can be applied for multivariate spatial derivatives of order
v if DY g, is at least continuous and DY g = lim, o D] g, exists. In {G]) for k =1
we have vi”’_’k_l = v;"_’o = vzf, 1 <4 < D. Hence for £k = 1 the data vzf
in the convolutions vlf x (G, and vzf *gp G, are independent of v and there are
natural viscosity limits of these terms. For & = 2 convolutions of the form
Dy (vlf *sp Gl,) appear in the recursive scheme (especially with 0 < |y| < 1)

and as part of the function v; =1

remarks) that these functions D) (vlf *sp Gl,) = (D;vzf) *sp Gy, 0 < |y <1
have a v-independent upper bound.

If we apply spatial derivatives to the scheme in (46]), then it is natural to
consider convolutions with first order spatial derivatives of the Gaussian G, ;.
We prove the existence of v-independent upper bounds ho, hi, k > 3, where for
some T > 0

We observe ( according to the previous

sup 502 (1 )] o < o, (75)
te[0,T]
and where for k > 3
v,—.k
sup |(0v;” " (t,. < hp. 76
mWIH( ()] ysnes (76)

Here we shall use spatial Lipschitz continuity of the convoluted data

gt =2 5=k < < D for k > 3.
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Local time v-independent contraction in spatial |.|gsncs-norms of the higher
order increments 51}2”7’]“, 1 <1< D for k > 3 leads to a regular limit for the
functional series in (G8) on the time interval (0, T for some time horizon 7' > 0.
Furthermore we shall observe that strong polynomial decay of order 2(D + 1) is
preserved for the increments, i.e., for £ > 3 there is a C' > 0 independent of v

such that for all || > 1 and 0 < |y| <3

C
v, V= k
| Dovy ™ (¢, 2)| < 1+ |20+ (77)
and such that for all [x| > 1 and 0 < |5] < 2
C
B v,i—k
|DEsvy ™" (t, x)| < T3 2@ (78)

We can than use compactness arguments or v-independent local time contraction
in order to verify the regularity of the limit for the functional series in (BS).

In order to obtain v-independent estimates for convolutions of type DZg, *
G,,; for g, € S we may use Lipschitz continuity of the convoluted data. For

the first increment member 5v§mt’y’7’2 in (B8) this means that for multiindices

0 <|B| <2 and Vy,y' € R we have

| DESU™ 2 (8, y) — DI T2 (1) < ey — | (79)
for some finite constant ¢ > 0. Lipschitz continuity turns out to hold for the
higher order increments Dfév;”’f’k, k>3 for 0 < |B] <2 as well. We can have
¢ independent of v. Here we observe that the convolution with the Gaussian and
the first order derivative of the Gaussian degenerates outside a ball B o.s-<(x)

of radius v%°7¢ for 0 < € < 0.5 as v becomes small. Indeed this holds for all
spatial derivatives of the Gaussian as we have

‘DlGu(t, ; 8, y)’

jo—y|2v0¢

(80)

< ‘H’y,v(tfs)(l‘_‘y) exp (7 |lz—y|? ) ‘ \l/ 0 as v \l/ 0,

\/47r1/(tfs)3 dv(t—s)
where H

yw(t—s) (T —y) is a Hermite-type polynomial of order |y| parameterized
by 1/v(t — s). If the viscosity limit lim, o g, * D] G, (¢, ) exists (is finite for
some ) , then the 'mass’ is concentrated in a ball of radius B,o.s-<(z), i.e.,
assuming that the limits exist we have

hmuio guv * D;YGU (t; :L') = hmmLO fot f]Rs gV(S, y>D’zYGU (t, x;5s, y)dyds

|z —y|>v0-5-¢

(81)
. t
= hml,w fO fBUO.S—e (z) gu(sa y)D’xyGl/ (ta x;s, y)dyds
Locally, we use simple Gaussian estimates of the form

[DYGy (L, 3 5, y)

IN

‘Hw,u(ms)(ﬂﬁ*y” 1 (| B |2)67% |z —y|? 56 a—yl? 82
Ans vo(t—s)? rT=Y v(t—s) exp dv(t—s) ( )

Cly
VO3 [g—y|3F T 28
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for 6 € (0,1). We remark that for 0 < [y[ < 1 the constant C,| in [B2) can be
chosen to be

2
Co= sup 27 %exp <Z—> (83)
2>0,6€(0,1) 4
and
5 22
Ci= sup 22 %exp <—> . (84)
2>0,6€(0,1) 4

Note that Cp,C; in [B3)), (B4) are independent of v. For first order spatial
derivatives and regular data h with finite upper bound C}, we observe that for
any € > 0

(z—y); lz—y*
‘ fyeRS\Bio.s—e (2) h(y) 4U(t75)\/fﬂ'v(t75)3 xp (7 4u(tgs)) dyldy2dy3’

(85)
=]
= }\/m exp L7 (i—9) L0asv]0,
where we use Lipschitz continuoty of the data, and where ¢ > 0 is a positive
constant. The observation in (8H) tells us that any mass of a convolution with
G, evaluated at (t,z) is concentrated in a ball B ;(x) of radius /v around
x as v becomes small. In order to obtain v-independent estimates we may use
Lipschitz continuity for terms

h Gy, (which are equivalent for v > 0) (86)
with data h = D%g, for g, € S and 0 < |3] < 2. Observe the symmetry

Gui(t,z;s,y) = =Gt 2" 55,y"7), (87)
where . = (21, ,2,), 25~ = (mi’_, e ,:cf{_) and ,7:;_ = x; —20;;x; with the
Kronecker ¢;; and where the symbol y® is defined analogously. Then Lipschitz
continuity (or Holder continuity with exponent 6; = 1) of the shifted convoluted
function h,(.) = h(z—.) and transformation z = z —y (with r = /27 + 23 + 22
for brevity) leads to

‘ fB,,o.s(x) h(y) 4fs(z\/i4:r:fs)D exp (7 \14;72\ ) dy’

hZ(Z) - hz(zi’_)

< ‘ fB,/Uﬁ Y120

c
= fBuU.SvinO 4|T|§1 WMTQCIT

_.,0.5

|7 =AGwIODG D Z 4G Yy > 0 and 6 = 1.
(88)

Here, 6 € (0.5,1) and the latter equation holds even for v = 0 if the usual

definition 0° = 1 is used. This estimate can be used if the Leray data function,

i.e., the Leray projection term applied to the data, is Lipschitz. Lipschitz Leray

data function may correspond to a weak singularity of the vorticity, i.e. an

oscillatory bounded vorticity which is not continuous. However, we shall observe

4% |r|61+26—1
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that even Holder continuous data for a velocity component can be chosen and
there is still a global solution branch of the reversed Euler equation with such
data. This global solution branch is obtained by a viscosity limit of a scheme
derived from a Navier Stokes type equation.

For well chosen initial data vif , 1 <4 <3 (for the viscosity extension of the
time reversed problem) we observe that 5v§mt’y’7’2 and dv)" " gain regularity
independently of v as k increases from 1 to 2 and observe that for all ¢t > 0 the
function

V() — o ke Gy = SR ) 1 ST s e, ) (89)
=3

have v-independent spatial regular upper bounds with respect to the H? N C3-
norm. Moreover we shall observe that the functional series in ([89) can be dif-
ferentiated twice with respect to the spatial variable member by member. Here,
we may use strong polynomial decay at spatial infinity, which leads to stronger
compactness arguments. The property of strong polynomial decay at spatial
infinity is considered below (indeed, we shall observe that a spatial polynomial
decay at spatial infinity of order 2(D + 1) is preserved by the increments in (89)
and for spatial derivatives of these increments up to order 3). Moreover we shall
observe that

. v,— __

lylﬁ} vAv," =0, (90)
and conclude that v;"~, 1 <7 < D is a regular classical solution of the viscosity
extension of the time-reversed incompressible Euler equation which has a regular
viscosity limit which solves the time reversed incompressible Euler equation.

Remark 2.2. Note that the viscosity limit v | 0 for vafﬁ, 1<:<D,0<
|B] < 2 can be obtained by limits

. . 0
D2l — vl xy, DEG, = DESV™MY =2 1N sl (91)
=3

(evaluated at ¢ > 0), and where for 0 < |3| < 2 we can use for ¢ > 0

Df(Svimt’V’f’Q = DBy % — vzf *sp DBG,,

X "1

D — 100t
=57 (02 (v ) + G

D D dul L vyt
(S o (02 (=) S0y (25 ) ) o)
(92)
and variations of this formula obtained by the convolution rule. Furthermore,
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for k£ > 3 and t > 0 we may use

v,—.k D v,—k—19v P!
Dot = S (D2 (o ) ) G

D D s
(Sl oo (Ko=) P (22 (25220 () ) <6

v,—,k—2

D v,—,k—2 0v;

v,— k=2 gy¥r k=2
+ (me_l RD (Dg (Biz,_KD( - y)) me:l (61}%9@ avjamm ) (’y)dy)) * G’”
(93)
or variations by shifts of one spatial derivative to the Gaussian by the convo-
lution rule. For 0 < || < 2 we can consider the viscosity limit of a functional
series of convolutions with the probability density G,. There is no degeneracy
issue for this classical limit.

We summarize the six steps of the proof.

i) As usual let H*! be the Sobolev space where weak derivatives up to
second order are in L'. We choose data sz , 1 <4 < D, which determine
the vorticity data wzf = w;(0,.), 1 < i < D by the curl operation.
Recall that the velocity data can be recovered from the vorticity data
by the Biot-Savart law. For a positive number 8y € (2,2 + «g) with Sy

close to 2 4+ ap, and «ap € (0, %) we consider velocity component data
sz € H?!, 1 <i < 3, where for one index ig € {1,2,3} we have vfo(x) =
9(0) (r) for some univariate function 9(0) which we are going to define next.
Here the function g(o) is dependent on the radial component of spherical
polar coordinates r = \/z% + 23 + 23 € R, where R denotes the set of

nonnegative real numbers. This function gy : R4 — R is determined by

1
o0(r) = n(r)r* sin (53 )+ 9 0) =0, (94)

where ¢ € C2° is defined by

1 if r<1,
p1(r) =1 ¢1(r) = au(r)if 1<r <2, (95)
0 if r>2.

Furthermore, o, is a smooth function with bounded derivatives for 1 <
r < 2. Such functions are well-known in the context of partitions of
unity. As usual, C'2° denotes the function space of smooth functions with
compact support. In general 5y — 1 will be chosen close to 1 + «g. Note
that the data function UZJ; is only locally Lipschitz. The regularity gain of
the local solution ’U;/ ", 1 < i< D is obtained for the solution increment
dv)” =" —vif.

Remark 2.3. In case Sy = 2+ ag we have Lipschitz continuous data. The
singularities of the vorticities are then bounded and of oscillatory type.
The following argument holds also in this case, but the result is weaker.
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ii)

Remark 2.4. In order to prove the existence of kinks or weak singularities
we may consider for k > 2 and 8§ € (k+1,k+1+ag), ap € (0, %) velocity
component data, vzf € H*** 1 < i < 3 where for one index i € {1,2,3}
we have vifo (x) = g (r) and where g : Ry — R is defined by

ko 1
9y (r) = d1(r)r™ sin <Tl+ao> : (96)
For j € {1,2,3} \ {io} we may choose velocity component data such that
D D
I _ R
D=0 D wi; =0 (97)
j=1 j=1

is satisfied in a distributive sense (and in a classical sense outside the
D f _
=15 =0
in H' sense. However, for our purposes it is sufficient to choose functions
vf, 1<j <D, j=#ig such that for all t > 0

origin). Indeed choosing similar functions ’U; for j # ig, we >

'U]{ *sp Gu,k(ta ) = 07 (98)

NE

k=1

where the relation holds in the H'-sense at t = 0. We have already
observed that the local solution of a Navier Stokes type equation (related
to the time reversed Euler equation) satisfies incompressibility for ¢ > 0
(as does the viscosity limit). Note that we cannot impose a incompressible
condition at t = 0 in a classical sense, as we have a singular point at time
t=0.

Note that for ¥ = 0 and By = 3 close to 1 + oy we have vlf c H*!
wzf € H%! for all 1 < i < D = 3 as the singularity of ’UZ{) = ’UZ{) (resp.
wf: = w{) at r = 0 (polar coordinates) is of order |3y — 4 — 2ag| < 2.5 for
Bo close to 2+ ag as ag € (0,0.5). Similarly for any [ > 0 we have choices
BEe(k+1,k+1+0ajo, a € (0, %) such that

g(k)() S Cl_l \Cl (99)

We just have to choose | = min {m > 0|3§ —m(2+ ag) < 0}. For this
choice of I we have g (.) € H-!.

For D > 3 and for given v > 0, 1 < ¢ < 3 and for all , 0 < |y < 1,

r € R3\ {0}, r = /2?2 + 22 + 23 € R\ {0} we have for the first iteration
(k=1)

| DYoL, )| = [ DYow T (¢, 2)| < Cr2fo=1=h (100)
and for the second iteration (k = 2) and all 6 € (0.5,1)
| Do =21, )| < Oy 11, (101)

For the higher order increments and for k£ > 3 we also have for all § €
(0.5,1)
|D6vy " (t,2)| < P D=, (102)
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iii)

iv)

Indeed these increments gain regularity at each iteration step, but we shall
not consider this here.

Inheritance of polynomial decay (cf. item iii)) then implies for 1 < i < 3
and for all £ > 3
svl () e HA N C®, (103)

and ..
SolE =2y e 13 A OB, (104)

Note that at this stage we do not consider dependence on v. The inde-
pendence of v requires an additional argument and is considered in item

V).

For a short time horizon T' > 0 for all v > 0 polynomial decay of order
2(D + 1) at spatial infinity is inherited by the increments

DSV =2 prsyt Tk k>3 00 < |y| < 3.

More precisely for 1 < ¢ < 3, and k& > 3 there exists a finite constant ¢ > 0
such that for all t € [0,T] and |z| > 1

c

| < Trppom 009)

Vk>1VO<|7|<3‘D75 mitv—2(4 )

and

c

‘ =17 |x|2(D+1) (106)

VEk>1Y0< |y <3 ‘D'Yév”’_’k (t,a

For small 7" > 0 it is observed that the constant ¢ > 0 can be chosen
independently of the iteration index k. Furthermore, for 0 < |y| < 4

v xsp DGy ( t >0 and ¢ depends on ¢t > 0, (107)

C
’ = 1+ [z

such that a corresponding statement holds for the value functions v; ’_’k,

1 <3and k> 2.

1<

For the parameter choices of 8y, ag with 8y = 1.5 — € for small € > 0 of
item i), for 1 <i <3, v > 0 and for k > 3 and some time 7" > 0
| 6oy = e, LourH( (108)

|H3ﬂcS -9 t,. ‘H3HCS'

Hence, for all ¢ € [0,T]

V() — 0wy Gu(t,) = S0P L S s e 3N CRL (109)
=3

There exists a T" > 0 independent of ¥ > 0 and a finite constant C' > 0
independent of v > Osuch that
<C. (110)

sup ‘Uzl'jyi(tv )= v;,'f *sp G (t, ')|H3ﬂ03 =

t€(0,7]
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vi)

Furthermore, for such T' > 0 independent of v > 0 such that
D
forall t€(0,T]: Y vy (t,.)=0. (111)

We note that the relation in (I11)) hold for all ¥ > 0. The trick here is to
use the smmothe coeefficients in the iteration scheme in order to estimate
the functional increments (cf. below ad v)).

Choose a time horizon 7" > 0 as in the previous step such that contraction
holds for the higher order increments (SU;/’_’k with k& > 3 as in (I08). For
an upper bound C' > 0 independent of v > 0 we have

o -
|5Uzml " 72(157 D42, 0v) J(ta ')|H3ﬂ03

(112)
= ‘vi”’_(t, )= vzf *sp G (t, ')‘HBQCB <C.
For all v > 0 and for some T' > 0 (indpendent of v) the function
0T (L) = vl ke Gu(t,) +0 lmt o2 Z(Sv ol (113)

satisfies the Navier stokes equation on the time interval [0, 7] such that

v,— 671'/ . — v~
vAv; Z] LUy

% ij

(114)

D D v~ O
+Zj,m:l f]RD (%KD( - y)) Zjﬂn:l ( 6;3- OT.m ) (t’y)dya

where the right side of (14 is the time-reversed Euler equation operator
applied to v;"". We choose a sequence (v,),>1 converging to zero and
use probability density representations (convolutions with G, itself) of

increments Dﬁévmlt =% and Dfévfl’f’l, [>3for0< || <2in
0] =0l wg, G, + 00" (115)

in order to show that the viscosity limit v;", 1 < ¢ < D is a classical
solution of the time-reversed Euler equation.exists . Here

v = h%évlmt . —I—Z&v"”_’lecl ((0,T],H*NC3).  (116)
. 1=3

Furthermore the function v; = vlf +6v;, 1 < i < D solves the time-
revesred incompressible Euler equation and satisfies the incompressibilty
condition in the time interval (0,71, i.e

D
for all t € (0,7 Zv;i(t, ) =0. (117)

i=1
We conclude that the original Euler equation develops in opposite time
direction from data at time 7 = 0 (corresponding to time s = T of the

reversed-time Euler equation) a weak singularity at time 7' > 0 (corre-
sponding to data at time ¢t = 0 the time-reversed Euler equation).
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ad 1) first we note that multiindices are denoted by o = (ay, -+ ,ap), 8 =

(81, ,Bp), - in this paper, and ag, By just refer to positive real numbers.

f f

For the derivative of the data v; = v; and k = 0 we compute for r # 0 and

r<l1

g'(r) = Lrfosin (=) = Bor® ! sin (sa5) — (1 + ag)r® =27 cos (=7 ) -
(118)
The derivative g’ of the function g at r = 0 is strongly singular for 8y € (2,2+ayg)
and aq € (0, %) Note that it is ’oscillatory’ singular bounded for Sy = ag €

(0,3). Note that for data vl{) (1,2, 23) = g(r) we have (for r # 0)

or x;
o _ I et
vy =G (r) 9e; g'(r) - (119)
In polar coordinates (r, 6, ¢) € [0,00) x [0, 7] x [0, 27] with
x1 = rsin(f) cos(¢), x2 = rsin(f)sin(¢), xz = rcos(d), (120)

(where for 7 # 0 and z1 # 0 we have r = \/2% + 23 + 23, 6 = arccos (), ¢ =
arctan (i—f)) we get

17 g
;‘ = g/'(r)% = ¢'(r) sin(0) sin(¢), (121)
— 3 g

such that we have
vifo € H*! obviously. (122)

The second derivative of g is
g'(r) = j—;rﬁ“ sin (TH%U)
= 4 (B~ (k) — (1 + a0~ os (k)
= Bo(Bo — 1)rPo=2sin (—tag ) — (1 + ) Bor® 370 cos (=) (123)
+(1+ a0)(2 4 ag — Bo)r?o =27 cos (-7 )
—(1 + ag)?rP 47220 sin () .
We have ’UZ{) € H*!, since
Bo—4—2a9 > —3. (124)

Note that
vl (0,.) € C° (R%), (125)

0

for Holder constants of order § € (0, %) Similarly we have

wl =wl =w(0,.) e HV.. (126)
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We do not specify the data vf for j = 1o at this time. The choice is not arbitary
since we have to ensure the incompressibility condition at times ¢ € (0,7 for
some time 7' > 0. At time ¢ = 0 the incompressibilty condition breaks down (at
least in a classical sense). It is quite remarkable that the Lipschitz continuity of
the data UZJ; makes it possible to choose data vjf , 7 # 0 which are smooth and
bounded (cf. below).

ad ii) For k = 1 (@) becomes

U;/’_J = sz() *sp Gy + Z?zl ((Uﬂf *sp GV) (Uf *sp GV’j)) * Gy

=Pt Jeo (KD =) S (0 500 Guos) (0] 40p Gum) ) () y = G

=: vzf() *sp Gy + Bo* G, — Lo x G,

(127)
where By and Ly denote abbreviations of the lowest order approximations of
the Burgers term and the Leray projection term. Recall that at this stage we
consider a given v > 0, and do not consider dependence of v. Nevertheless the
estimates are of a form such that an additional argument in item v) leads to
v-independence of upper bounds. For ¢ > 0 we have

‘ (vf 0 G) (1, .)‘ <o, (128)

and
‘ (u{ fap Gu,j) (t, .)‘ < erPo—1 (129)

for some finite constant ¢ > 0, which is independent of v > 0. Consequently, we
have

‘ (vjf K Gl,) (vzf *sp Gl,ﬁj) (t, )‘ < ¢p?Po—1 (130)

and as %KDJ-(. —y) ~ =5 for D = 3 we have

} f]RD Kpi(.—vy) me:1 ((Ugf *sp Guam) (Uf:z *sp GVJ)) (t, y)dy}

< ep2Bo—2+1 — p2f0—1,

(131)

Using Gaussian estimates above for multiindices v with 0 < |y| < 1 for the
convoluted Burgers term B? we get

’BO « DIG,(t, .)‘ < er2bo=1-1l, (132)

and as %KDJ-(. —y) ~ %2 for D = 3 for the convoluted Leray projection term

L° we have
‘LO « DIG,(t, .)‘ < er2fo=1-hl (133)

Hence the statement in (I00) follows. Next we observe that

V>0 oV TNt,.) € 02N H2. (134)
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First we consider the Leray projection term. For the second order spatial deriva-
tives with indices p, ¢ we have

. D
Li,p,q = L?,p * GVvq == Zj,m:l f]RD KDJFP(' - y)X
(135)
x me:1 ((vrfn *sp Gu,j) (U_]f *sp GV,m)) (t,y)dy = Gy q
The singularity order of Kp , 4 at 7 = 0 is =" such that for all z in a finite ball

around zero (recall r = |z| = Zle %) we have for all t > 0 (fixed)

|20 et o Kpinle = ) Xy (0 50 o) (0] %0 Gurm) ) (£ 1)

< cr?fo=2
(136)
where ¢ is independent of v > 0 (and of ¢). Hence, for all z in a finite ball
around the origin we have

,P,q

‘LQ (t,a)| < er?Po=3, (137)

The latter estimate holds a fortiori for lower order derivatives of L;. It follows
that L; and spatial derivatives of L; up to second order are Lipschitz, especially
continuous. Here, note that we easily conclude that for all ¢ > 0

L, (t,.) e L% (138)

,p,q

This holds a foriori for the lower order spatial derivatives such that we conclude
that for all ¢t > 0
Li(t,.) € H*NC?. (139)

Next consider the Burgers term

B! = zD: ((v]f *sp Gl,) (UZf *sp Gv,j)) * Gy (140)

j=1

We have
(141)

Since we assume v > 0, we have to show that for all 1 <4, ;7 < D the functions
i,p,q

‘BQ (t,x)’ < ep?Po—3, (142)

and we can argue similarly as in the case of the Leray projection term in order
to conclude that for a ¢t > 0

Bi(t,.) € H*NC? (143)

Moreover,as v > 0 the nonlinear terms B} (t,.) and L} (t,.) and their derivatives
up to second order are Lipschitz continuous (note the difference to the initial
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data which are only locally Lipschiitz continuous). It follows that after the first
iteration the nonlinear terms B}(t,.) and L}(t,.) and their derivatives up to
second order are Lipschitz continuous. For k = 2 ({6]) becomes

v,—2 _ f D y—10v !
v; =] () *sp Gu + ijl vy e G,

D D dur: =t ov !
_ijmzl Jap (%KD(. - y)) ijmzl ( iy L ) (t,y)dy = G, (144)

= 0f () %sp G + B %Gy — L1 % G,

where By and L1 denote abbreviations of the next order of approximation of the
Burgers term and the Leray projection term. As we have (vlf() *sp Gl,) (t,.) €
H3NC3 for t > 0. and By and L; are C? N H?, and Lipschitz continuity of B;

and L; and their derivatives up to second order we conclude that
Vt>0 (B1+G,)(t,.) e H3*NC?, (L1xG,)(t,.) € H*nC>. (145)

ad iii) For k > 1 choose a number m is such that for ¢ € [0, T
Y 0 < |y| < m DI&vi" = (¢, )is continuous and bounded. (146)

We have observed that for £ = 2 we can choose m = 3 such that the upper bound
is independent of ¥ > 0. For 0 < |y| < m and for |B| +1 = |y|, B; +1 =1, (if
|7| > 1) we consider a representation of D;U;”_’k, 1<i< D, k>1of the form

1

v— k—
Yo tik o f ¥ _ nB D v,—,k—10v, " ]
D3v; =v; *sp DGy — Dy Z_j:l U oz, * Gy j

v,— k—1 v,—k—1
D} (P feo (K= 9)) Xy (B 25— ) (ty)dy) « G

(147)
Here, recall G, is the fundamental solution of the heat equation p s — vAp = 0,
* denotes the convolution, *,, denotes the spatial convolution, and Kp denotes
the fundamental solution of the Laplacian equation for dimension D > 3. In
the following the constant ¢ > 0 is generic. Note that for 1 < i < D the initial
data sz have polynomial decay of any order at spatial infinity, i.e. we have for
2] > 1

| f(:z:)| < ¢
v; 14 |1.|2(D+1)+D+m

(148)

for some finite constant ¢ > 0 and ¢t > 0. Hence, for multiindices 0 < |y| < m
and ¢t > 0 we have for some finite constant ¢ > 0 and for for |z| > 1

c

f g < °
|U’L *SP DIGV(t)$)| -1 4 |Z'|2(D+1).

(149)

Assuming inductively

VI<k—1Y0<|y|<m ’D;vi”***l(.)’ < ¢ (150)
1+ |z

2(D+1)

we have or some finite constant ¢ > 0 and for for |z| > 1

D v,—,k—1
_ 10V c
Bpk—1| ._ B v,—,k—=1YY;
DIBF | = ’ E D’ (vj o ) (t,.)‘ < [EEECEE (151)

j=1
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where || + 1 + || is defined as above, and

Brk—1 c
’DzL ‘ < 1+ |z]|1D+3" (152)
where
D D v,—,k—1
0 v k=1 v

DSLF-1 = / Kp(. — D? m J t,y)dy.
T ijZI - axz D( y) ij:1 T azj axm (ay) Yy

(153)

Convolutions with G, or GG}, ; weaken this polynomial decay by order D at most
such that we (generously) get

B8 gk—1 ¢
|D1B *Gu,j| S 1 + |;L'|3(D+1) (154)
and .
Brk-1 _
DI G| < ST (155)

Hence using the representation {8l and (I49),([I54),([I50) we get

PR ¢
VI<SEVO< |y <m D)) < e (156)
and by (I20) the same holds for the increments D;évf’f’k(.) a fortiori.
Note that similar conclusions can be made using a vorticity iteration scheme

—k
(wz’.” ) ) , where for £k =0
k>0, 1<i<D

W= for1<i<D, (157)

K2

and where for & > 1 the function wi” ’_’k,

time-local solution of the Cauchy problem

1 < i < D is determined as the

6w:’7’k v,—.k 3 v,—,k—1 6w;”7’k71
Os - VAwi - ijl Uj Ox
k- v,— k-1
3 1 [ vkt v —k—1
= (B 2 e (158)
v,—k — . f
wj (07 ) = Wi,

on a domain [0, 7] x RP for some time horizon 7' > 0. Recall that in the limit
k1 oo (if existent) we have

v (ta) = [ (ol (=) dy, (159)

by the Bio-Savart law .

ad iv) For k > 3 we have 60 ¥ (t,.) € H3NC? corresponding to dw!” " (t,.) €
H?N(C?. For convenience of the reader we do some explicit very simple computa-
tions concerning the recursive relation of increments. For the scheme w)’ =k (s,.), k>
1 with

,—.k 3 —k—10w Rt
w; N (s,.) = fixep Gu + (Zj:l vy wl@T) * Gy

e v k=1
Lt W
- (Zj—l 2 ( dzj T o “j * G,
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we have

v,—.k
[

(S") -

W,

3

—k—1
v,—,k—10w,

j aI]‘

3

j=1"

(s )6

v,—,k—1
v .
9 J

1
J=12

—(Z

v,—,k—2 8w
O

ox;

k-1
)w;{, K )*Gu

,—ok—

1)*6',,

(161)

v~ k—2
ij

[

k—2
ox; ) * G”

)4
)

v,—,k—1
Ow;

v,—,k—2
] Ox

v

)*GV

B (Zj—l 2

Hence the increments

satisfy the recursion

o= (3

3
Jj=1

ov

3
Jj=1

+(2

J ox;

(162)

v,—,k—1 Bw:’f’k

=

v,— k—1 85w Tkt

j 6:Ej ) * GV

163

— (163)
ox;

v,—,k—1
J

(SIS

) w ) * G,
)ssp 4 v

v, — k=2
61}].

ox;
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where

5,071:/,7,](571 — ,Uzll/,f,kfl - v;/,f,k72. (164)
Elementary arguments (we considered similar arguments elsewhere) lead to the
first part of the next lemma. The second part (v-independent estimates) is

proved in the next item.

Lemma 2.5. Given v > 0 there exists T > 0 and a constant ¢ € (0,1) (depen-
dent on v) such that for all k > 3 we have

v,—,k+1 v,—.k
|} (5 M grzne < €25 SGS[I(I)PT] |00 ™" (5, ) 2o

(165)

max  sup
1<i<D 5¢(0,7)

and for all k > 3

A O < vl (s, . G
2222 2 Pl <, s 0 166
As By < 2+ ay is close to 2 + ayq these estimates have the v-independent coun-
terparts with a loss of regularity. There exists T > 0 and a constant ¢ € (0,1)
independent on v such that for all k > 3 we have

V7_7
<c¢ max_ sup ‘5%‘

1 1 k(s )’ 1 1
H'NnCt — 1Si§DS€[O,T] ’ H'nCY’

(167)

v,—,k+1
B i, 10T )

and for all k > 3

vy M (s, < vy (s, (1
2222 2 P s <, s 0 169
Moreover, the statement of (I63) and (I66) hold for each to > 0 in a time
interval [to, T for some T > 0.

ad v) The previous arguments depend on v > 0, and we have to show how
a viscosity limit can be obtained which preserves essential properties such as
contraction with lower regularity or contraction with higher regularity after
finite time (as indicated in the last lemma). We have to show va) the estimate
above are essentially independent of the viscosity ¥ > 0, and vb) that thie
viscosity limit preserve incompressibility.
Ad va) The main observation here is the estimate of
% G (169)

vy
for given 1 < j < D. First note that for » = |z| we have an upper bound

c

= (vt)dpD+1-20" (170)

’Gy7j(t,$)}

where integrability is given for § € (0.5,1) and ¢ is independent of v. Indepen-
dence of ¢ from v follows from

2
Gun(t,2)] = | (72) 7w oo (155 |

Amvt

—2 Els V2 ES
< | (52) exo (-55) v e (—55) |

2)z[2 122\ 1 V2 ElR
s (m) exp (—ﬂ) Tol Vemui® &P (‘m

12 le)
Cor——==p exXp | — g7
OTel Vamui? p( sut

(171)

IN
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for some finite constant ¢y which is independent of v. Then the standard point-
wise upper bound estimate for GG, can be employed and multiplied with ﬁ in
order to obtain that ¢ in (I’f0) is independent of v. Next

o] %sp Guj(t,2)] < [ (o) W%quro

%

<+ f |7’0|Bo_1 (Vt)‘s\rfro—|D*25 T(l)jildTo (172)

_ -1 c* D—-1
=c + f |7’0 — T|ﬁ0 (Vt)5|To\D’25TO dro

upon partial integration in a sufficiently large ball and with some finite constants
¢* and ¢* which do not depend on v. For each v > 0 we may consider the right
side of the integralin a ball of radius \/v. Outside such a ball we have strong
decay due to the Gaussian. Hence we get for given 1 < j < D and r = |z|

|’UZ{’ *op Gw—(t,z)| < CFpPo—t (173)

for a C* independent of v. Similarly we find some finite constant C'y which is
independent of v > 0 such that

‘vl{) *sp Gl,(t,z)’ < CprPo, ’wij *sp G,,(t,z)’ < Oy rPo—(1=c0)
(174)
‘wl{) *sp Gl,ﬁj(t,z)| < Cyrfo—1-(1-ao0)

Using these estimates we can use local time solution representations for the
velocity and prove v;(t,.) € H> N C? for 1 < i < D, or local time solution
representations of the vorticity in order to prove w;(t,.) €, 1 < i < D on
some time interval [to, tg + A]. Note thatfor al local solution on a time interval
[to, to + A] we have

vy (t,.) € H*NC?* = w; (t,.) € H' NC*, (175)

and

wi (t,.) € H'NC' = v (t,.) € H* N C? using Biot Savart. (176)

We prefer to argue with the vorticity, but also mention briefly an alternative for
the velocity. A local solution of the equation

Ow ™ v,— u—aw;/ﬁ o 3 1 [ ov) v v,—
o — VAw; —Z] 1Y% Tay; __Zj—1§( oz, + Do )wj .

(177)

may be represented in the form

v 3 v,— 0w~ 3 1 [ Ovl ™ e v,—
w; =+ (23:1 Vi Tay, ) * Gy, — (Zj—l 3 < _1_6% + —;6% W, * Gy
— 3 v,—, v v,— v, —
=- (Zj:l vy oW z) * Gy +Z ( W ) *Gu,j
3 1 671' - v,—
(St (S5 )

3 i 3 ) v —
=2j-1 (U; w;T) %Gy — (Ej_l 3 ( ;zj +2 T )w;’ ) * Gy,

(178)
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where we use incompressibility in the latter step. Next in our iteration scheme
the first order approximation of the short time vorticity increment value is

&u;”_’l — Z?:l (qu *sp Gl,) (wzf *sp Gu) * Gy j

(179)
B (2?21 % (vlf *sp Gu,j + ’U_{ *sp Gl/,i) w_{ *sp Gy) * Gl/7
For the first derivative of the increment we have
5wZ}€—a1 — 2?:1 ((’U]f *sp G,,) (wzf *sp Gl,)) . * Gy j
’ (180)

3
_ (ijl i (vZf ksp Guj + vjf *sp Gv,i) wjf *sp Gu) * Gy,

From the estimates in (I73) and (I74) it follows that for Sy € (2,2 4 ap) close
to 2 + ag the functions

Z?:l ((vyf *sp GV) (wi *sp GV)) .

)

= Z?;l (Ujf *sp Gu,k) (wi Ksp Gl,) (181)

+Z?:1 ('U_{ *sp GV) (wi *sp Gv,k)
are spatially Lipschitz such that
Swl TNt ) e HEn O (182)

The contraction results in (I67) and ([I68) follow straightforwardly. For ¢ty > 0
we can use this regularity at tp and may use the same iteration scheme starting
in the interval [to, %o + Ap] in order to obtain the contraction results in (IG7)
and ([I68) for some T and all times ¢t € [to,to + A] for given ty > Oand some
A > 0. Concerning the alternative argument for a local velocity solution, we
first mention that the latter function satisfies

D
() =0l « G, + ZU;—I’_’I}Z’]-_ x* Gy +p xG, (183)
j=1

where p”?” denotes the derivative of the pressure with respect to the variable
;. Now in a first aproximation of our iteration scheme we have

D
Apl/,—,lz Z ’U; *Sp Gu,k’()]]: * Gl/,j) (184)
k=1

where the right side is Lipshitz as a production of two Lipschitz functions ac-
cording to the estimates above. Using symmetric data we can conclude that
for all 1 < i < D the second dervatives p,lm- of the first approximation of the
pressure are Lipschitz. This leads to the conclusion that

Pl * Gui(t,) € L*NC (185)
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for some second order derivatives. This information can be used together with
the estimates in (I73)) and ([I74) to conclude that v;*~ (¢,.) € C* N H? indepen-
dently of vy, for a sequence (v ), with v | 0. Ad vb) for 1 <14 < D consider the
local solution of the Navier Stokes type equation (related to the time reversed
Euler equation)

0T =07 () xsp Gy — ZD A S G,

1 [ j=1"3 O
(186)

v~ v
- me:l f]RD (%KD( - y)) me:l (T;;'—ET) (ta y)dy *Gy,

on the time interal [0,7]. We have to show that the incopressibility condition
holds on the restricted time interval (0,71, i.e

D
for all t € (0,7] Y vl (,.) =0 (187)

1,1
i=1

The local solution in (I86) satisfies the equation

v~ v,—
o — VA, *Zg 105 Bz]

(188)

D D v~ Qv
+Zj,m:1 Jar (%KD(- - y)) Zj,mzl ( oz, Tor ) (t,y)dy.

Fort € (0,T] v} (t,.) € H3*NC? such that we can apply the divergence operator
in a classical sense to the equation in ([IS8)). We get

62?:1 v W BZiD:l v
ot VAZz 1 zz Zz 12] 1 j’L axj

Ez 12] 1 ;z_ V,]_ (189)

D v~ 6"11-/’7
+Z’L 1ij 1f]RD KDZ’L 7y))z‘j,m:1 ( 87xn] amm ) (t y)dy

The last two terms in (I89) encode the Poisson equation Ap_ = Zle Zle v v

(with p~ the analogue of pressure), and we have ZZ 1 Z ;, = 0in H! sense.
Hence, SV ~(t,.) = 0 in classical sense is consistent with (ISS]). Note that

we have chosen v]f, 1<i< D, j+#ip at item i) above such that

zlzz

D
> ol wp Gualt, ) =0. (190)

i=1

We can use the local iteration scheme and check directly that the incompress-
ibbility condition holds, for the limit, i.e. ZZ 1 (t.) =0.
ad vi) Choose a time horizon T' > 0 as in the previous step such that con-

traction holds for the higher order increments dv; % with k > 3 as in @). We

inity,—,2

choose the increment Jv; obtained after k = 2 iterations of the scheme.
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We observed that there is an upper bound C > 0 independent of v such that

ity -
‘&)Z}m S + 3500 7l|H2ﬂCz (191)
191

7 =

= ’Ul-/7_(f, D= sz *sp Gu(t, ')‘HZHCZ =C

where C' > 0 is independent of v > 0. For all v > 0 the function
0T () = vl kg Gult,)) + &)Z'mit,u,—g + Z sur (192)
1=3

satisfies the Navier stokes equation on the time interval [0, 7] such that

v,— o D v,— Ov T
) — i T i
vAv; T = =5 Zj:l Vi o,

(193)

D D v~ v
+Zj,m:1 Jeo (%KD(- — y)) Zj,mzl ( 91, Oam ) (t,y)dy,

where the right side of (I93]) is the time-reversed Euler equation operator applied
to v;”". Recall that the time horizon 7' > 0 is structurally independent of v
in the contraction result. Next we may use the strong polynomial decay at
spatial infinity in order to apply a stromg compactness argument. Here we note
that Rellich’s theorem holds only with restrictions for unbounded domains. It
is convenient to use the strong polynomial decay at spatial infinity in order to
transform on a bounded domain. Moreover spatial transformations to bounded
domains allow for convergence constructions in C"*-Banach spaces. Here recall
that

Proposition 2.6. For open and bounded 2 C R™ and consider the function
space

cm™(Q) = {f : Q= R| 0%f exists for |af <m
(194)

and 0% f has an continuous extension to ﬁ}

where o = (a1, - -+, o) denotes a multiindexr and 0% denote partial derivatives
with respect to this multiindex. Then the function space C™ (Q) with the norm

[ fln = flem@) = D |0°] (195)

lo|<m

s a Banach space. Here,
7] sup @)l (196)
€

We choose a sequence (v,)p>1 converging to zero and consider the spatial

transformation . ..
A () I P A () (197)

for y; = arctan(z;), 1 < j < D and for all ¢ € [0,T]. Note that for

c

5 ill’lit,—,llp,Q ¢ < 1
60 (0:9)| < T (195)
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with a finite v-independent constant ¢ and multiindices v with 0 < |y] <3+ ¢
for some € > 0 we have for all ¢ € [0,7] and all 2 € R”

| DYSoe =2 (1 )| < eo(1 + [a2™) [ DYs™ T R () < ¢ (199)
for some finite constants cg, C. This implies

oot =02y lim SucIE =2y e g2 A2 forall 0<t < T, (200)

and as for some finite C' > 0 independent of v,
sup [(1+ je[2m) | Dot 2 )| < © (201)
vy
we conclude that for all ¢ € [0,7]
ue it =024 y e g2 o2, (202)
The latter statement transfers to 5vzi-nit’0’7’2(t, .), 1 <4 < D. Similarly for the
higher order increments év;”_’k, 1 <i< D for k > 3. Hence the viscosity limit

v, , 1 <4< D satisfies

7

o7 (t,.) — vl %, Gu(t,)) = 67 (t,.) € H> N C? (203)

3

for all t € [0, T], where indeed

bv; = lim Foltibrr =2 > ou e ¢ ((0,7], H N C?) . (204)

7 7
=2

Next, we observe that the function v, , 1 <7 < D of the described regularity is
a classical solution of the time-reversed Euler equation. Indeed, for some finite
>0

li%yp‘Aévi_(t, ')‘CHLZ < li%ypsip |5vi”’ (t, ')‘HZHCZ <y,Cl0asv,l0

(205)
for the left side in (I33), and hence the right side of ([I93)) is also 0. Note
that the set of continuous functions on R” which vanish at spatial infinite is
closed. In our context of functions with very strong polynomial decay we may
even transform to a bounded domain. Hence we may consider norms |f|co =
sup, | f(z)| and similar norms |f|cm for derivatives up to order 1 < m < 3 in
our context. Furthermore, we have
iffé l/p|A(’Ulf xsp Gu)(t, ')‘CO = lgrﬁ) l/;ig‘ szj *5p V0G4 (8, ')|CU 10asv, 0,

J

(206)
where in the last step we may use the local upper bound

| Jiom 105 o) (L) G (1, 2:0,9)] < [ eor®omCre) oSy

< corPot(20=1)=(24a0) for 0 < r = /42 + 42 + 3

(207)
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in a ball By(z) of radius 1 around z, 6 € (0.5,1), and for some finite constants
o, 1, c2 which are independent of v. For [y close to 2 + aq this integral is
bounded. Note that this is also achieved for weaker parameter conditions (for
ap, Bo) if § is chosen to be 1—e for small e > 0. Note that the integral outside this
ball clearly converges to zero as v, | 0. Here, note that we used the factor v for
the latter conclusion in order to ensure that a standard estimate of the Gaussian
is independent of v. Similar arguments show that the velocity viscosity limit
v~ has spatial regularity H3 N C? for positive time corresponding to a spatial
vorticity regularity H? N C? for positive time ¢ > 0. We conclude that the
original Euler equation develops in opposite time direction from data at time
t = 0 (corresponding to time s = T of the reversed-time Euler equation) a weak
singularity at time T > 0 (corresponding to data at time s = 0 the time-reversed
Euler equation).
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