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Contrast between Lagrangian and Eulerian analytic regulaity
properties of Euler equations

Peter Constantin, Igor Kukavica, and Vlad Vicol

ABSTRACT. We consider the incompressible Euler equation®6ror T, whered € {2,3}. We
prove that:

(a) In Lagrangian coordinates the equations are locall{spaded in spaces witfixed real-analyticity
radius (more generally, a fixed Gevrey-class radius).

(b) In Lagrangian coordinates the equations are locally-p@ted inhighly anisotropic spaces
e.g. Gevrey-class regularity in the lalgland Sobolev regularity in the labels, . . ., aq4.

(c) In Eulerian coordinates both results (a) and (b) aboedadse. July 13, 2015.

1. Introduction

The Euler equations for ideal incompressible fluids havefowimulations, the Eulerian and the
Lagrangian one (apparently both due to Euulg7]). In the Eulerian formulation the unknown
functions are velocity and pressure, recorded at fixed ilmtaitin space. Their time evolution is
determined by equating the rates of change of momenta totbed applied, which in this case are
just internal isotropic forces maintaining the incompiglescharacter of the fluid. In the Lagrangian
formulation the main unknowns are the particle paths, tagdtories followed by ideal particles
labeled by their initial positions. The Eulerian and Lagjiam formulations are equivalent in a
smooth regime in which the velocity is in the Holder cl@§swheres > 1. The particle paths are
just the characteristics associated to the Eulerian ugléieids.

In recent years it was provel€he92, Gam94| Ser95, Suelll, GST12, Shnl2, Nadl3, FZ14,
[ZE14,[CVW14] that the Lagrangian paths are time-analytic, even in tlse @a which the Euler-
ian velocities are only®, with s > 1. In contrast, if we view the Eulerian solution as a func-
tion of time with values inC4, then this function is everywhere discontinuous for gemanitial
data [CS10,[HAM10,[MY12,[MY14]. This points to a remarkable difference between the La-
grangian and Eulerian behaviors, in the not-too-smoothmeg

In this paper we describe a simple but astonishing diffexeribehaviors in the analytic regime:
The radius of analyticity is locally in time conserved in thagrangian formulation (Theorem1.1),
but may deteriorate instantaneously in the Eulerian onen@Rie[1.2). Moreover, the Lagrangian
formulation allows solvability in anisotropic classesy.efunctions which have analyticity in one
variable, but are not analytic in the others (Theotem 1.B)cdntrast, the Eulerian formulation is
ill-posed in such functions spaces (Theofen 1.6).

2000Mathematics Subject ClassificatioB5Q35, 35Q30, 76D09.
Key words and phrasesuler equations, Lagrangian and Eulerian coordinatedytirity, Gevrey-class.
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1.1. Velocity in Lagrangian coordinates. We consider the Cauchy problem for the incom-
pressible homogeneous Euler equations

u+u-Vu+Vp=0 (1.2)
V-u=0 (1.2)
u(z,0) = up(x) (1.3)

where(z,t) € R? x [0,00), andd € {2,3}. In order to state our main results, we first rewrite the
Euler equations in Lagrangian coordinates. Define thegbarflow mapX by

X (a,t) =u(X(a,t),t) (1.4)
X(a,0) =a (1.5)
wheret > 0, anda € R¢ is the Lagrangian label. The Lagrangian velocitgnd the pressurgare
obtained by composing witl, i.e.,
v(a,t) = u(X(a,t),t)
q(a,t) = p(X(a,t),t).
The Lagrangian formulation of the Euler equatidnsl(1[1B) i given in components by
ot +Yrog=0, i=1,....d (1.6)
YFop' =0 (1.7)

where we have used the summation convention on repeatezbdi he derivatives,, are with
respect to the label directiom, andY;* represents thék,q) entry of the matrix inverse of the
Jacobian of the particle map, i.e.,

Y(a,t) = (VoX(a, 1))t

We henceforth drop the indexon gradients, as it will be clear from the context when theligras
are taken with respect to Lagrangian variahiesr with respect to the Eulerian variahle From
(@.2) it follows thatdet(VX) = 1, and thus, differentiating, X = v with respect to labels, and
inverting the resulting matrix, we obtain

Y = Y (Vov)Y. (1.8)
The closed system fdw, ¢, Y') is supplemented with the initial conditions

v(a,0) = vo(a) = up(a)
Y(a,0) =1

where [ is the identity matrix. In the smooth category, the Lagrangéquations (116)=(1.8) are
equivalent to the Eulerian onds (IL.1)={1.3).

1.2. Vorticity in Lagrangian coordinates. Ford = 2 the Eulerian scalar vorticity = V- u
is conserved along patrticle trajectories, that is, the &agian vorticity

C(a,t) = w(X(a,t),t)
obeys

C(a,t) = wo(a) (1.9)



CONTRAST BETWEEN LAGRANGIAN AND EULERIAN REGULARITY OF EUIER EQUATIONS 3

for t > 0. The Lagrangian velocity may then be computed from the Lagrangian vortigitysing
the elliptic curl-div system

eij YO = YFoR? — Yo' = ¢ = wy (1.10)
YFo' = YFop! + Yo =0 (1.12)
wheree;; is the sign of the permutatiofi, 2) — (4,7). The equation[{1.10) above represents the
conservation of the Lagrangian vorticity, while_(1.11)rsta for the Lagrangian divergence-free
condition. Note that the right sides 6f (1]110)=(1.11) aneetindependent.

Ford = 3 the Eulerian vorticity vecto®w = V x u is not conserved along particle trajectories,
and the replacement df (1.9) is the vorticity transport fakan

C(a,t) = X (a,t)wk(a). (1.12)

Thus, in three dimensions, the elliptic curl-div systemdraes
eijpY ot = ¢ = 0, X'wg (1.13)
Yo' =0 (1.14)

wheree;;;, denotes the standard antisymmetric tensor. In order to omsekef the identity((1.13), we
need to reformulate it so that the right side is time-indeleem, in analogy to the two-dimensional
case. Multiplying [[(Z.IB) witt;™ and summing ini, we get

sijkYiijlﬁlvk = wy', m=1,2,3, (1.15)
which is a form of the Cauchy identity containing oy Recall here the standard Cauchy invari-
ants [Cau27,[ZF14

cip0j X = wi,  i=1,2,3, (1.16)
which can be obtained by taking the Lagrangian curl of the évédrmula Web6&,Con0]. Thus,

for d = 3 we solve [[1.14) and (1.15) fo¥v in terms ofY” andw,. Note that, as in thé = 2 case,
this system has a right side which is time independent.

1.3. Isotropic and anisotropic Lagrangian Gevrey spaceskFirst we recall the definition of
the Gevrey spaces. Fix > d/2, so thatH"(R?) is an algebra (we may repladé” (R¢) with
WrP(RY) for r > d/p andp € (1,00)). For a Gevrey-index > 1 and Gevrey-radiug > 0, we
denote the isotropic Gevrey norm by

m

518 5
1fllees =D o™ flar =32 5 2 10°flar (1.17)

B>0 m>0 """ |Bl=m

whereg € Ng is a multi-index. Also, letG, s be the set of functions for which the above norm is
finite. Whens = 1 this set consists of analytic functions extendable araili to the strip of radius
0, and which are bounded uniformly in this strip (the lattevg@rty is encoded in the summability
property of the norm).

Similarly, given a coordinatg € {1,...,d}, we define the anisotropie-Gevrey norm with
radiusd > 0 by

5m
1l = 3 S5l
’ m>0

that is, among all multi-indices with | 3| = m, we only considep = () with 8, = md,, where
d;1 is as usual the Kronecker symbol.
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1.4. Main results. We have the following statement asserting persistenceeoGtvrey radius
for solutions of the Lagrangian Euler equation.

THEOREM 1.1 (Persistence of the Lagrangian Gevrey radius) Assume that, € L? and
Vg € G&(s

for some Gevrey-index > 1 and a Gevrey-radiug > 0. Then there exist’ > 0 and a unique
solution (v,Y) € C([0,T); H™™') x C([0,T], H") of the Lagrangian Euler systed.8)}-(L.8),
which moreover satisfies

Vo, Y € L*([0,T], Gs 5).

On the other hand, if the uniform analyticity radius of théuson u(z,t) of (L.I)-{1.3) is
measured with respect to the Eulerian coordingtéhen this radius is in general not conserved in
time, as may be seen in the following example.

REMARK 1.2 (Decay of the Eulerian analyticity radius). We recall from Remark 1.3 ilkV11Db]
that there exist solutions tb (1.1)=(IL.3) whose Euleriafamalyticity radius decays in time. Con-
sider the explicit shear flow example (¢B¥187,[BT10Q]) given by

u(z,t) = (f(22),0,9(z1 — tf (22))) (1.18)
which satisfies[(1]1)E(1.2) with vanishing pressuré ia 3, for smoothf andg. Fors = 1 we may
for simplicity consider the domain to be the periodic Hoyer]?, and let

1
sinh?(1) + sin?(y)’
It is easily verified that the uniform im; andz, real-analyticity radius ofi(z, t) decays as
1
t+1
forall ¢ > 0, and is thus not conserved. Note however that the above deatops not provide the
necessary counterexample to Theofem 1.1, sjrdees not belong to the periodic version(f ;.
Indeed,(—1)"g(™(0) > (2n!)/4, and thus the series definifig| g, , is not summable.

fly) =sin(y) and  g(y) =

The next statement shows indeed that Thedremn 1.1 does mbinhible Eulerian setting.
THEOREM 1.3. There exists a smooth periodic divergence-free funatipsuch that
uollGy, < oo (1.19)
and such that
[u®)lla, = oo (1.20)
for anyt > 0.

The example proving Theorem 1.3 is provided in Sedtion 5.

We are indebted to A. Shnirelma@hn1q for the following example, pointing out that the
results of Theorerf 1.1 are sharp in the sense that the timersfsgencel’ of the Lagrangian
analyticity radius may be strictly less than the maximaktiofi existence of a real-analytic solution.

REMARK 1.4 (Time of persistence of the Lagrangian analyticity radius[Shn19). Consider
the stationary solution

u(x1,x9) = (sinzq cos xg, — cos 1 sin z9)
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of the Euler equations ii®2. This is an entire function ofz, z2), and moreover, the;-axis is
invariant under the induced dynamics. Abusing notation amote by

Xl(al,t) = Xl(al,O,t)
the image of the poinfa;, 0) under the flow map at the momentand by
Yoo (a1,t) = Yaa(a1,0,t) = (04 X1)(a1,0,1)

its Lagrangian tangential derivative. These functionstathe ODE

d .
EXl(al,t) = sin(X;(a1,t)), Xi(a1,0) =ay,

d
EYQQ(CLl,t) = COS(Xl(al,t))Ygg(al,t), Ygg(al,O) =1.

The solutionX; is given by

(e® +1)cos(ay) — (e?* — 1)
(€2t +1) — (et — 1) cos(ay)

cos Xi(a,t) =

and its tangential gradient obeys

2¢et

Yao(ar,t) = (e2t +1) — (e2t — 1) cos(ay)’

Thus, for any fixedt > 0, the functionYs3(ay,t) has a singularity at the complex poiat =
Raq1 + Jaq (and its conjugate) satisfying

et 41

cos(ay) = cos(Ray + iSay) = T
e [e—

so that

t4q
Ra; =0,  and |Sa1|:ln<et+>.
et —1

Note however that this singularity obeys

la1| — oo as t—0". (1.22)

In summary, at any fixed > 0 the functionY («, t) is not anymore entire with respect to the label
a. Given anys > 0, we haveV,vy = V,ug € G145, and whileV,u(-,t) = Vyug € Gy s for all

t > 0, there exists
el +1
T=Tl)=In| ——— 0
e
such thaty'(-, ¢), and thus als®&/,v(-, t), obey
1Y (Ol s, VoG Dllg s o0 @as t—=T(0)".

Thus, the time of analyticity radius persisteriEeguaranteed by Theoreln 1.1 cannot be taken as
infinite. Yet, Theoreri I]1 is consistent will{§) — 0 asé — oc.

The proof of Theorerh 111 may be used to obtain the local exist@and the persistence of the
radius for anisotropic Gevrey spaces as well.
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THEOREM 1.5 (Solvability in Lagrangian anisotropic Gevrey spaces) For a fixed direction
je€{l,...,d}, assume thaty € H"*! and that
Vg € Ggg
for some indexs > 1 and radiusé > 0. Then there exist§” > 0 and a unique solution
(v,Y) € C([0,T], Ht1) x C([0,T], H") of the Lagrangian Euler systef.8)«(L.8), which more-
over satisfies

VoY € L=([0,T],GY)).

The above theorem does not hold in the Eulerian coordinatet@vn by the next result. The
fact that the Eulerian version of the theorem does not hotghtmot surprise, due to the isotropy and
time-reversibility of the Euler equations. On the otherdyahe fact that the Lagrangian formulation
keeps the memory of initial anisotropy is puzzling.

THEOREM 1.6 (ll-posedness in Eulerian anisotropic real-analytic spaes) There exist§" >
0 and an initial datumuy € C*°(R?) for whichug andw are real-analytic inz;, uniformly with
respect tary, such that the uniqué'([0, 7]; H") solutionw(t) of the Cauchy problem for the Euler
equationg(L.1}(1.3)is not real-analytic inz;, for anyt € (0, 7.

2. lll-posedness in Eulerian anisotropic real-analytic spces

In this section we prove Theorem 11.6. Here, all the derieatigre taken with respect to the
Eulerian variables. The idea of the proof is as follows. Wasider an initial vorticity that is
supported in a horizontal strip around the axis and which is nonzero in a horizontal strip and
is very highly concentrated near the origin. We can consituuch that it is real analytic in,
but is obviously not real analytic im,. Given that the vorticity is approximately a point vortex at
the origin, the corresponding velocity is approximatelyuaseprotation. Then for short time, the
Euler equations will evolve in such manner that the vostigtsupported in a slightly deformed but
rotated strip. The rotation uncovers some of the pointsee on the boundary of the original
strip, making them points of vanishing vorticity, while @ing others. Thus, on a horizontal line
parallel with ther; axis, the vorticity instantly acquires an interval on whithust vanish, while
it is not identically zero, and hence it cannot possibly coré to be real analytic with respect:tg.

In the detailed proof we first construct a function

u(zy,29) € C°(R?)

such that the following properties hold:

(i) divu = 0onR?, curlu = w,

(i) suppw C {(y1,y2) : =1 <yo <1}

(i) wu2(1,1) > 0andus(—1,1) <0

(iv) There exists € (0,1/2) such that

w(xy,x2) #0,  (z1,22) € {(y1,52) s Iy — 1| <e,1—e <ya <1}
(v) (tangential analyticity for:) There exists constanfd/, 5, > 0 such that

Mym!
|07 (1, 22)| < ;m 2.1)
0
with
Mym!
OO (1, 2)| < 2 (2.2)

o'
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and

Mom!
og"

(vi) 0“w converges t® exponentially fast and uniformly as — +oo, uniformly in z-.

In order to simplify the presentation, we introduce thedwiing notation: Ifw is a function (or
a measure) with a sufficient decay at infinity, denote

u(w) = | Kz —yw(y)dy
RQ

1 xI9 T
K(z)= — 22 %1
(@) 2w< !wP’!wP)

denotes the Biot-Savart kernel. Now, choose a test function
Y € C5°(R)

with values in[0, 1] such thatf ) = 1 with ¢»(z) > 0for z € (—1,1) andy) = 1 on[-1/4,1/4].
Consider the sequence of vorticities

w®) (z1,12) = cok? exp(—k‘z(:n% + x%))?/}(xg) (2.4)
fork =1,2,..., wherecy is a normalizing constant such that

|6{”62u(x1,x2)| S (23)

where

/w(k)(x) dx — 1 ask — oo

Denote by
u(k)(wler) :u(w(k)(xth))? k: 1727"'

the corresponding velocities. Each individual member &f gequence of velocities satisfies the
assumptions (i), (i), (iv), (v), and (vi). (Note howevemthithe constants i (4.1)=(2.3) depend on
k.) The construction of a desired vorticity is complete onaeskow that fork large enough, we
have

u$(1,1) > 0
and
W (-1,1) < 0.

These inequalities fok sufficiently large indeed follow immediately once we obsetivat the se-
guencel(Z}4) is an approximation of identity, i.e., it caxyes to the Dirac masi, while the velocity

1 ) I
w=ulto) =52 (‘W’W)

corresponding t@, satisfies (iii). Thus the construction of a velocity satisfythe properties (i)—
(vi) is complete. Denote this velocity by, and the corresponding vorticityy = curlug. Now,
consider the Euler equation

wt +u(w) - Vw=0
with

w(0) = wo
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where, recallu(w) denotes the velocity computed from the vorticityia the Biot-Savart law. By
the well-known properties of the Euler equation, the solutis smooth for alt > 0. By (ii) and
(ii) and using the Lagrangian variables to solve the Eutgragion, there existg, > 0 with the
following property: For every € (0, ), there exists a constant(t) > 0 such that

w(x1,x9) =0, [(x1,22) — (—1,1)] < e1(t) (2.5)
On the other hand, by (iii) and (iv), we obtain, by possiblgueingt,, that for everyt € (0,%)
there exists a constant(t) > 0 such that

w(xy, ) # 0, |(x1,22) — (1,1)] < e2(t). (2.6)
The properties[(2]5) an@ (2.6) contradict the tangentialyaicity of w(t) atz, = 1 for all ¢t €
(0, o).

3. Local solvability in Lagrangian anisotropic Gevrey spaes

In this section we prove Theordm 1L.5. For simplicity of thegamtation, we give here the proof
for d = 2. The proof carries over mutatis mutandisdte= 3, where the only change arises from
using [1.Ib) instead of (1.110). These details may be seeedtid®[4, where the well-posedness
(by which we mean the existence and uniquenes3y iisotropic Gevrey spaces is proven.

Fix s > 1. Without loss of generality, the directighe {1,2} may be taken to bg = 1. Fix

0 > 0sothatVu, € Gglg with the normA/, that is, the quantity
Q= [|07"Vvol [ e
obeys
5m
Y Q<M (3.1)
m!s
m>0

Recall thatYy = 1.
Fix T' > 0, to be chosen further below sufficiently small in termsiéf s, andd. Form > 0
we define

Vin =V (T) = sup ||07"Vo(t)]| g, (3.2
te[0,7

T = Zm(T) = sup t~ Y207V () — I)|| . (3.3)
te[0,7)

Observe that in the norrh (3.2) the velocitgloes not appear without a gradient. Also, we note that
the power—1/2 of ¢ appearing in[(3]3) is arbitrary, in the sense that the prawke/with any power
in (—1,0).

First we boundVv from the approximate curl-div systein (1110)—(1.11), imtsrof Y andwy.
Sinced” commutes with curl and div, we may use the Helmholtz decoitipndo estimate

107"Vl g < C||07" curlv|| gr + C|07" divv|| gr.
Further, by appealing t6 (T..0)=(1]11), the Leibniz ruted the fact thafi” is an algebra, we obtain
107" Vvl < ClOT (wo + €4 (0 — YI)Oo! )| + CllO7 ((8ir, — Vi)' ) | e
< CloY'wollar + CIY = I||ar |07 Vol ar + CllO7 (Y = Dl ar[[Vol

m—1
oy <j ) 103V = 1)l [0 Vo]
j=1
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Taking a supremum overe [0, 7] and using the notation (3.2)—(38. 3) we obtain

Vip < CQ + CTV2 2V + CTY? 2,V + CT? § : < >Z Vinj (3.4)
J
j=1
for all m € N, while for m = 0 we have

Vo < CQo+ CTY? ZyVs. (3.5)

Note that we have not used here the evolution equdfioh (4:@) find have instead appealed to the
Lagrangian vorticity conservatioh (1]10).
In order to estimateZ,,,, we use the Lagrangian evolutidn ([1.8) in integrated fonnal, @btain

t
I—Y(t):/ Y:Vou:Ydr
0

:/t(Y—I):Vv:(Y—I)dT—I—/t(Y—I):VvdT
0 0

t t
+/ Vv:(Y—I)d7‘+/ Vo dr (3.6)
0 0
for all t € [0,77]. Dividing by ¢t'/? and taking a supremum overc [0, 7] it immediately follows
from (3.8) that
Zo < CTY?(1 + T2 Zy)?Vj. (3.7)

Differentiating [3.6)m times with respect to the label, using the Leibniz rule, and the fact that
H" is an algebra, we arrive at

101" (Y'(t) = Dl
> /< NWY-WwMW'mmwmfwwmm

GRI<m
+22/ ( ) 107 (Y — 1)l | 8" V| - d¢+/ 107 0| g7 dr

for all m > 1. Further, dividing byt'/2, taking a supremum overe [0, 7] and using the notation

(3.2)-[3.3), we obtain

Ty <CT?? < k)z Z1Vim—j- k+CTZ <]>Z Vinj + CT'?V,,

|Gik) | <m §=0
< CTY* (T Z3V + T Zn Zo Vi + T2 ZgViy + T2 2,V + Vi)

WALEDY < k)z Zi V- k+CTZ <j>z Vin_i (3.8)

0<|(4,k)|<m j=1

for some constant’ > 0.
From [3.5) and(3]7) we obtain that for ahy (0, 7] we have

Vo(t) < CoQ + Cot'/? Zo(t) Vo (t)

Zo(t) = Cot'/? sup <VO(7‘)(1 + tl/zzo(T))2)
T€[0,t)
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for some constanty > 0, while the initial data obey
‘/0(0) = HV’UOHHT = Q(] S M
Zy(0) = 0.

Here we used that in view df(3.6), as long\és andY are bounded in time, we have'/?(Y (t) —
I) ~ t'/2 — 0 ast — 0. By the continuity in time of;(¢) and Zy(t), it follows that there exists

T = Tl(M) >0
such that

sup Vp(t) < 3CoM
te[0,11]

N

sup Zo(t) <
te|0,Th]

This is a time of local existence iH" (R¢) for Vv anda.
At this stage, we assume thEtobeys

T<T
and define
By, = Vi + Zpy, = sup (Vip(t) + Zn (1))
te[0,7
for all m > 0. By (3.9){3.10) we have
By < 3CoM + 1

2
Adding (3:4) and[(318) we arrive at

By < C1Q, + CTY?(1 + By + TY?By + TBE) By,
+ TP+ TV) Y <”7>Bij_j

0<j<m

+01T3/2 Z <77”]L€> BjBkBm—j—k

0<|(4,k)|<m
for all m > 1, for some positive constadt; > 1. In view of (3.12) we may take
0<T=T(By) =T(M)<Ty
sufficiently small, such that
CiTY2(1+ By + T'/?By + TBj) <
We thus obtain fron{(3.13) and (3]14) that

N —

B < 201Q + 20 T2(1 4+ TY?) Y <m> B;Bo_;

0<gj<m
m
+ 201T3/2 Z < ; k?) BjBkBm—j—k
0<|(5,k)[<m
forallm > 1.

(3.9)

(3.10)

(3.11)

(3.12)

(3.13)

(3.14)

(3.15)
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Finally, denote

B, 0™
1(Vo,Y = Dlssr = :

mls
m>0

Multiplying (8:28) byé™m!~*, noting that since > 1 we have(?)l_s <1 and(j”";)l_s

recalling the initial datum assumptidn (B.1), we arrive at

<1,and

B;61 By, ;6™
gt (m— )k

(VoY = Dllssr < 2001M + 20T+ TY2) S N
m>00<j<m

B:67 B6* By i, 6"k
3/2 J k m—j—k
AECERED DD DR i m—j— k)

m>00<|(j,k)|<m
<201 M + 201721+ TH3)|(Vo, Y = D)3, 1
+ 200 T|[(Vo, Y = D3, - (3.16)

Here we used the discrete Young inequality ' ¢ ¢'. In order to conclude the proof, we note
that the initial values ar& vy obeying [3.1), and; = I. Thus, atl’ = 0 we have

||(VU7Y - I)Hé,s,O < M» (317)

and in view of [3.1B), ifl" is taken sufficiently small so that

8C2TY2(1 + TY?)M + 3203132 M? < (3.18)

| =

we arrive at
H(VU, Y — I)H(S,S,T <4C1 M. (319)
In summary, we have proven that there exists= 7'(M) > 0, given by [3.111),[(3.14), and

(3I8), such that
> sup (Hf?{”Vv(t)” Hal( (t) — )||HT'>5_m

1/2 Is
S0tE0T] tt/ m:

m

” )
<CY o Vollmr—

m>0

= CM (3.20)

for some constant’ > 0. This concludes the proof of the a priori estimates needezstablish
Theoreni 1b.

REMARK 3.1 ustification of the a priori estimates). Here we show that by using an approx-
imation argument we may rigorously justify the inequal®20). Assume that the initial datumg
is real-analytic (e.g., a mollified approximation of thegimal datum) and it satisfies the inequality

@B132),i.e.,

Z o7 V’UOHHT

for somed > 0 ands > 1. Then by_,m we know that the solution is real-analytic on
[0,T7), whereT; > 0 (cf. (311)) is the time of existence of the solutiorin H"*+!, which under
the assumptions of the theorem may be taken independentthe ahollification parameter, and in
particular it is infinite whenl = 2. ThusB,,(t) < oo for all t € [0,77) and allm > 0.

<M (3.21)
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Letmg > 0 be an arbitrary integer, and defifg,, = B,, form € {0,1,...,mo} andB,, = 0
for m € {mgo+1,mo+2,...}. Similarly, denote by2,, the same type of truncation corresponding
to ,,,, for all integersm > 0. ThenB,,, and(},,, satisfy the same recursion relation (3.13), i.e.,

By < C1Q + O TV2(1 + By + TY2By + TB.) B

m\ — —
+C TP+ TV Y <,>Bij_j

0<j<m J
oty (?”'Dﬁjﬁkﬁm_j_k
0<|(5,k)|<m

for all m > 0. Denote

_ 2 Bn()0" X B (t)6™

SmO(t) - Z mls - Z mls

m=0 m=0
Note thatS,,, is a continuous function of time and
Simo(0) < M (3.22)

Following the derivation in(3.16), we then obtain
Somo(£) < 201 M + 20, TV2(1 + TV G2, + 20,1325,
for all ¢ > 0. By (8.22) and the continuity of,,, (¢), we get
Smo(T) < 401 M (3.23)
provided thatl’ < T) is chosen to obey (3.11) (3]14), arid (3.18). The bolnd {328/ be

rewritten as
mo
B,,(t
Z ﬂém <40 M

Is
m—0 m:

forall ¢t € [0,77], with T" as above. Finally, sinceyy > 0 is arbitrary, from the monotone conver-
gence theorem we obtain

o0

> Br®) sm < 40,11

mls

m=0

for all t € [0, T]. Passing to zero in the mollification approximation comgsethe proof.

4. Local in time persistence of the Lagrangian Gevrey radius

In this section we prove Theordm L.1. For simplicity of thegamtation, we give here the proof
ford = 3. Fix s > 1 andd > 0 so thatVuv, € G, 5 with norm M, that is, the quantity
Qo= > _ 10"Vl ar
|a|=m

obeys

> o <M (4.1)

m!s
m>0
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Fix T' > 0, to be chosen later sufficiently small in termsaf, s, andé. Similarly to the previous
section form > 0 define

Vi = Von(T) = sup > [[0°Vo(t)||ar, (4.2)
t€[0,7] la|=m

Ty = Z(T) = sup t712 30"V (t) = )| v (4.3)
t€[0,T] laj=m

In order to estimat& v and its derivatives, we use the three-dimensional curkgstem[(1.T4)
and [1.1I5) to write
(curlv)m = Emlkal?)k = w(r]n + Eilk((sim — Yim)al’l)k + amjk(éﬂ — le)alvk
— ik (6im — Y™) (650 — Y} ) O (4.4)

divo = (65 — YF)opo'. (4.5)
From [4.5)-[{44) we conclude that farc N3 we have

10V 0| < ClO*wg |17 + C 0% (it (Bim — Y™ ) (G50 — YO0l -
+ G0 (emjr (6 = Y))O ) |- + Cl10* (ijk (Bim — ¥™)050°) || 11r
+ 00 (6% — Y)00") | -

Summing the above inequality over all multi-indices wijtf = m and taking a supremum over
t € [0,T] we arrive at

Vin < CQu + CT Z ZoViy + CT Z2Vy, + CTV? 2oV, + CTY? 2,V
rort S5 (G) s (V100 - D0 Sl

0<j<m |a|=m,||=j <o \/ 1EIOT]
«
+or Y ) </3 >
0<(.77k)<m ‘a|:m7‘ﬁ|:jvﬁga7"y‘:m_j_kvﬁfga_ﬁ fy

x sup (EV20PY = 1)t 20N = 1)l |0 0] )
te[0,T

< CQp + CT Z ZoVo + CT Z2V,, + CTY2 2oV, + CTV? 2,V
Lo Y <m> ZVoj +CT Y <j”;> Zi 24V i — ke (4.6)

0<j<m 0<(j,k)<m

for all m > 1. In (4.8) we have used that {fa,}, {b.}, {co} are non-negative multi-indexed

sequences, then
> <g>aﬁba—ﬁ < (?) (Z aﬁ) ( > bv) (4.7)
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and

Z <ﬁa,y> aﬁb’Yca—ﬁ—’Y

‘O":m"ﬁ':jvﬁga’h/‘:m_j_kvﬁfga_ﬁ

Gz (20 (2 o) e

These inequalities follow e.g. frorfiKi/11a, Lemma 4.2] andKV11b, Lemma A.1] and the fact
that (OB‘) < ('\%D Indeed, for [4]7) (the proof of (4.8) being analogous), va@gehby using the
substitutiornry = a — 8

ROy GOt

lor|=m,|B|=j,8<a 1B]=3 [v|=m—j
m
< (j) SOY ash,. (4.9)
1B]=3 |v|=m—j
Note that whenn = 0, the bound[(4J6) reads as
Vo < CoQ + CoTY (T2 22 + Zo) Vi (4.10)

for some constant’, > 0.

As in the two-dimensional case, in order to boutig we appeal to the integral formula for
Y (t) — I, namely [[3.6). We appl9® to identity [3.6), sum over all multi-indices witlw| = m,
divide the resulting inequality b#!/2 and take a supremum ovek [0,T]. By appealing to[(417)
and [4.8), similarly to[{3]8) we obtain

Zom < CTY*(T 23V + T Zm Zo Vo + T2 Zo Vi + T2 Z,u Vi + Vi)

m—1
verr Y (J””; ) 2,0V + OT S (T) ZVeoy  (411)

0<|(3,k)|<m j=1

whenm > 1, and
Zo < CoT2(1 + T2 Zy)?V (4.12)

for m = 0.

Once the recursive bounds_(4.6)=(4.10) dnd (4.[1)J(4.42¢ been established, we combine
them with the initial datum assumption_(#.1), and as in ®ed8 obtain that there existE =
T(M) > 0 such that

[0%(Y () — I)||HT.> slal

O (e BE

a>0 te[0,T]

slal
<O 0Vl gz = M,

ot
a>0

for some constant’ > 0. This concludes the proof of the a priori estimates needezstablish
Theoreni 11.
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5. Example of Eulerian ill-posedness in the analytic clas&’ s

In this section we prove Theorém 11.3. The idea of the prooislar to the example given
earlier in Remark 112, but addresses the fact that functidmsse holomorphic extension have a
simple pole at-: do not lie inG s (a fact encoded in theum overn, as opposed to a supremum
overm, defining our real-analytic norm, cE.{1]17) afd {5.1)). Taol@ess this issue we integrate such
a real-valued function four times, so that the holomorpkiesion to the strip of radius (where
§ = 1) around the real-axis is also@® function up to the boundary of this strip (cf.(5.5)). The
proof then proceeds by cutting off in a Gaussian way at infifut. (5.9)), which is compatible with
real-analyticity, and then periodize the resulting fumetso that we are dealing with a finite energy
function (cf. [5.18)). Verifying that the resulting funeti ¢ yields the necessary counterexample to
prove the theorem follows then from a direct but slightlyhteical calculation.

Let f, g be two2r-periodic functions. Recall (cfOM87,[BT10])) that the function defined by

U(ZL'l, x2,I3, t) = (f(:L'Q)v 079(1’1 - tf(‘,L'Q)))
is an exact solution of the Euler equations posed'drwhereT = [, 7] with the initial datum

uop(z1, 22, 23) = (f(22),0, g(21)).
Also, for a2r-periodic functiony and fors > 0 by definition we have that

(o] N 5m
lelle, s = Z ( Z |0 (PH2(11'3)> ok (5.1)

m=0 \|a|=m

Note that?(T3) ¢ C°(T?) in view of the Sobolev embedding. Without loss of generakity fix
0 = 1 throughout this section.

We start with a few considerations on the real lReFor a functionF’ ¢ L'(R) we normalize
the Fourier transform as

Be) = \/% /]R Fz)e " da.

Consider the two decaying real-analytic functions

2 1
(@) = \/;1 + z2

ho () = %exp (-%) .

These functions have explicit Fourier transforms that arergby

and

(€)= exp(—[€]) (5.2)
and A
ha(€) = exp(—[¢[*). (5.3)
Define
be) = fa) = (1 ()24 38) = G- ) ) 5.4

In view of the above formulae we have that

() = exp(—1el) — (1~ 1€l + FleP - Glel* ) exp(—gP
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Note that A
- 25
e =280 L oge)  as  fel -0
and ,
i =ew(-leh+0 (e (-5F)) a0
Lastly, we define
H(a:):/0 /01/0 2/0 Sh(;v4)d:134da:3dx2d:£1, (5.5)
so that
d4
@H(w) = h(z). (5.6)

By taking the Fourier transform of the above equation we/arai

o h
() = it = g (exo(le = (1= 16+ S = Gl exni-leP)) . 67
Clearly,
sup |H()| + sup (I¢[* exp(EDIHE)]) < Co (5.8)
l§I<1 l¢[>1

for some constanf, > 0. The functiond however is not inl.! since it grows agr| — oo, and the
above computations are formal. To fix this issue, we set

(L’2

o0y =0 () 1), 59

This function is smooth, and decays|as — oco. Moreover, in view of[(5.J7) and using the explicit
Fourier transform of the Gaussian, we have

b(6) = [ e (—@) A ()

= e (<552 o (enntt) = (1= lal + S = Lhl? ) exp( ) ) .

We claim that

sup [8()] + sup (J¢|* exp(lg)|(©)]) < €1 (5.10)
l€l<1 1€]>1

for some universal constagt, > 0. In order to check whethelr (5.110) holds, we write
N £ — 2
et explleD(©) = - [ e (~E52 ) ex(el - bt
L= A fnl+ 5l* = §lnf) exp(=nl* + n)
In|*

dn,

decompose the above integral in the regions

1 1
{meif {Fsm=iern}. {er<msi), iz

and use both the decay resulting from the Gaussian factothendiecay coming froni_(5.8).



CONTRAST BETWEEN LAGRANGIAN AND EULERIAN REGULARITY OF EUIER EQUATIONS 17

A useful observation that shall be needed below is that we hav

2k)!
[ ——
which by Stirling’s estimate
2m) 2+ 2 < p) < en T/ 2em, neN (5.11)
yields
1
kquél’“eXp L) HL2 > W' (5.12)

Now, we proceed to construct a periodic function with a firfitg; norm. First, we build a
2m-periodic functiony by using the Poisson summation applied to the funcfioiMore precisely,
let

o0

o(zr) = Z O(x — 2mm). (5.13)

m=—0oQ

Clearly ¢ is periodic, and its Fourier series coefficients obey

1
5(k) = —d(k 5.14
PU) = = (h) (5.14)
forall k € Z.
Therefore, using estimatés (51.10) ahd (5.12), with theddaisummation formula, we have that
dar 1
el = —— —
b 7;) dx H2(T) n!
Cliellomy +CY " 1
< Cllellmsry + ' - +HTQD =
=5 \ld2™ Pllpegny  1da™2 Tl gy ) !

1’LA n 1
< Cligllasm +C Y (- @R 2z + -G (k) | 2z )

n>5

n 1
< Cllpllaom +C Y (Il @)l z2qerzn + NE28©) N 2esn ) =

n>5
and thus
[l < Cllelasr
n— n— 1
+CY (H\f! Yexp(— €D 12 g>1) + lI€" eXP(—\ﬂ)HL2(g>1)> o
n>>5
) (=2 1
< Cllellgsmy + 01;5 < — 4)/4 + (n— 2)1/4> !

<C”(10”H6(T +CZ 9/4

n>5

< C, < . (5.15)
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Note that||¢[|c, , = oo for any analyticity radiug > 1, since
(n—2)! 0"
Z 2)1/4 ol >
= (n—2)l/4n!
whenever > 1, and the estimate i (5.115) may also be turned into lower #sun

PrROOF OFTHEOREM[I.3. Consider
9(x) = ¢(x) (5.16)

wherey is as given in[(5.13), and define
f(x) =sinz (5.17)

Sincef is entire, we have thatf||c, ; < oo for anys > 0. With the definitions off andg above,
it follows from (5.15) that
[uollg,,, < oo.

Note that in view of the periodicity in;; andxs, the functionsf(x2) andg(x;) have finite energy
(i.e., H*(T?) becomesH?(T), up to a multiplicative constant), and the multi-index suation in
(5.1) becomes a simple sum over> 0. Thus [1.19) is established.

In order to establisH (1.20), we assume, for the sake ofmibtaia contradiction, that for some
t € (0,1/10] we havel|u(t)|lc, , < oo. We fix this value oft € (0, 1/10] throughout this proof.

Consider the function

W(xy,@2) 1= 05 ug(x1,22,23,) = g" (21 — tf(22)). (5.18)
The inequality|u(t)||c,, < oo implies

1
Y N0l 2y < o0

= (la] + 3)!
It follows that for anyR € (0, 1), the joint in(x1, x2) power series of) at the origin
Y(r1,22) = D ampri'y (5.19)
m,n>0

converges absolutely in the closed square of side leRgihthe origin
Cr = {(z1,22): |z1| < R,|z2| < R}

and defines a real-analytic function of two variables in #gsare. Thus, we may consider the
complex extension

W21, 20) = (ar + iy, wo +iys) = Y mn2l"2y

m,n>0
which converges absolutely whén | < R and|z2| < R. Fix
t
R =1- 3Z (5.20)

which clearly belongs t¢0, 1), and is thus an allowable choice f&r Also, fix
x1 =0 and zo =0+ tlog2.
Sincet € (0,1/10), we havelz| = log2 < Ry, so that by the above consideration,
lim  [th(iya, ilog 2)| < oo. (5.21)

yo——R,
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In order to complete the proof by contradiction, we shalltrsiow that in fact[(5.21) is false, and
in fact we have

lim |4 (iya,ilog2)| = co. (5.22)
yz—}—R;

The remainder of this proof is devoted to establishing {b.22
First observe thatin(ilog 2) = 3i/4, and thus
(2, ilog 2) = " (i(y2 — 3t/4)).
Next, note that by the definition a@t;, (5.20), we have

3t
yg—z—>—1+ as y2—>—Rt_.

Thus, proving[(5.22) amounts to showing that

lim |¢"(iy)| = oo (5.23)
y——11
which is what we establish below. In view &f (5.9), (3.13)ddhe Leibniz rule, we have that
2 =" (z)+ Y @"(z—2mm) (5.24)
mezZ\{0}

and

2
®"(2) = exp <—7> (H"(2) — 32H"(2) + 3(* — 1)H'(2) + 2(3 — 2*)H(2)) (5.25)

for any complex number with |z| < 1. Next, note that by[(5]4) and (5.6), we have
H®)(2) = hi(2) + €0(2)
where

o) = (1 ()24 3-2) = G172 ) ) (5.26)
is an entire function (since its Fourier coefficients areegi\by a polynomial times a decaying
Gau55|an) Moreover, letting; (= fo Eo(wn)dwy, 52 = J5J5"" Eo(wa)dwy dwy, E3(2) =
fO Owl 5() w3 dwg dws dwy, and54 fofowlfow 50 w4 dw4 dws dwsy dwy, we immedi-
ately obtaln that
E(2) = E1(2) — 32E9(2) + 3(22 — 1)E3(2) + 2(3 — 22)&4(2) (5.27)

is also an entire function. On the other hand, we may exjlicampute the integrals df as

# 2
Hi(z) = / hi(wy)dw; = \/iarctan z

w1 1

/ / h1 (wg)dws dwy = <z arctan z — 3 log(1+ z )>
wi pws

/ / / hy (ws)dws dws dwy = \/7 (z + (2% — 1) arctan z — zlog(1 + 2 ))
w1 fws w3

Z = // / hl w4 dZU4 dw3 dZUQ dw1

2
12 (5z +22(2% — 3) arctan z — (327 — 1) log(1 + 2%))
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which implies that
H(z) == Hi(z) — 32Ha(2) + 3(2% — 1) Hs(2) + 2(3 — 22)Hu(2)
- = 7T(z( 18 + 3327 — 524)
+2(15 — 452% + 152 — 2%) arctan z + 2(39 — 2822 + 32%) log(1 + 22)). (5.28)

In summary, with the definition of in (5.27) and ofH in (5.28), we have that

2
3" (2) = exp (-%) (H(z) + E(2)). (5.29)
Letting z = iy, and using thairctan(iy) = iarctany, we arrive at
2
8" (iy) = exp (%) (Hiy) + Eiy). (5.30)

Since¢ is an entire function, we have thatp, [, g |€(iy)| < C < co. Writing

2 i[9
m 12V«

/2

+ é ~(39+ 28y + 3y*) (2 arctanty + ylog(1 — yz))

+ %‘ /2(_24 + 11y% 4 12¢y* + y%) arctanhy (5.31)
T

and observindim,, , ;+ (2arctanty + ylog(1 — y*)) = —log4 andlim,_, +(y+1) arctanhy =
0, we arrive at

lim |H(iy)| = oo (5.32)

y——1+
since arctanh has a logarithmic singularityyat —1. Combined with the above, it follows from
(5.32) that

lim |®"(iy)| = (5.33)

y——1t
which in turn shall imply that{5.23) holds.
Indeed, the only remaining part of the proof is to show that

lim ®" (iy — 2mm 0.
y——1+ m;\{o} | iy )| <
The above holds since for eagh+# 0 we have that
|H(iy — 2mm)| + |E(iy — 2mm)| < P(m)
uniformly for |y| € [1/2, 1], whereP is a polynomial, and since
exp (—M) < exp <% — 2m2712>

which makes the sum oven # 0 finite. In order to obtain the first bound, we use (5.31) and the
formula

1
arctan z = §i(10g(1 —iz) —log(1 +iz))

where the complex domains of the above logarithms are clit en) and(—oo, 0] respectively. [
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