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Abstract

In this paper, we will discuss the axisymetric, swirl-free Euler equation in four and higher
dimensions. We will show that in four and higher dimensions the axisymetric, swirl-free Euler
equation has properties which could allow finite-time singularity formation of a form that is
excluded in three dimensions. We will also consider a model equation that is obtained by
taking the infinite-dimensional limit of the vorticity equation in this setup. This model exhibits
finite-time blowup of a Burgers shock type. The blowup result for the infinite dimensional model
equation heavily suggests that smooth solutions of the Euler equation exhibit finite-time blowup
in sufficiently high dimensions.

1 Introduction

The incompressible Euler equation is one of the fundamental equations of fluid dynamics, and is
given by

Ou+ (u-Vu+Vp=0 (1.1)

V-u=0, (1.2)

where u € R? is the fluid velocity, and p is the pressure, which can be determined from the velocity
using the divergence free constraint, yielding

—ap=Y 8”? auf. (1.3)

This means that the Euler equation can be expressed in terms of the Helmholtz projection as
8tu + Pdf ((u . V)u) =0. (1.4)

It is a classical result that for sufficiently smooth initial data, the Euler equation has global
smooth solutions in two dimensions. In three dimensions, it is a major open question in nonlinear
PDE whether smooth solutions of the Euler equation can blowup in finite-time. One of the main
partial regularity results is the Beale-Kato-Majda criterion, which states that the L}L% norm of
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the vorticity controls regularity [I], and so if a smooth solution of the Euler equation blows up in
finite-time T},4, < +00, then

T’ULIZZ'
/ 165 8)]l 2= dt = +o0. (1.5)
0

A special case of the Euler equation in three dimensions is that of axisymmetric, swirl-free
solutions. Axisymmetric, swirl free vector fields have the form

u(z) = up(r, z)e, +uy(r, 2)es, (1.6)
where
r=y/7i+ ) (1.7)
2 =13 (1.8)
e = ($17$270) (19)
r
e = e3, (1.10)

and this class of vector fields is preserved by the dynamics of the Euler equation. The scalar vorticity
for axisymmetric, swirl-free solutions is w = d,u, — d,u,, and satisfies the evolution equation

Bw + (u - V)w — %w:O. (1.11)

This implies that the quantity ¥ is transported by the flow with
w
(O +u-V)=— =0, (1.12)
r

and this is enough to guarantee global regularity subject to reasonable hypotheses on the initial
data. Ladyzhenskaya proved the first global regularity result for axisymmetric, swirl-free fluids in
three dimensions, proving global regularity for axisymmetric, swirl-free solutions of the Navier—
Stokes equation [8]. Ukhovskii and Yudovich proved global regularity [12] for axisymmetric, swirl-
free solutions of the Euler equation in three dimensions with initial vorticity satisfying w?, WTO €
L?N L. Danchin relaxed this requirement [2,[3] to initial data satisfying w® € L¥>'N L, “’70 e L3
We will note that in the standard regularity class for well posedness of strong solutions to the three
dimensional Euler equation, H* (]R3) ,8 > %, the conditions by Danchin hold automatically, and so
these conditions do not involve any assumptions beyond sufficient regularity of the initial data.

In this paper, we will consider a generalization of axisymmetric, swirl-free solutions of the Euler
equation to four and higher dimensions. For d > 4, we will consider solutions of the form

u(z,t) = up(r, z,t)e, +uy(r, z,t)e,, (1.13)
where
r=1/x?+..+23, (1.14)
z =14 (1.15)
e, = (a;l, ...,xd_l,O) (1.16)
r
€, = €eq, (1.17)



The scalar vorticity is again given by w = 0,u, — 0,u,, and now satisfies the evolution equation
U
Ow+ (u-V)w—k—w =0, (1.18)
r

where k = d — 2. This implies that the quantity % is transported by the flow with

T’k
(at+u-V):’—k = 0. (1.19)

This immediately opens the possibility of finite-time singularity formation when d > 4, because
the transported quantity % is not necessarily bounded when & > 2. In general, for sufficiently
smooth, axisymmetric, swirl-free velocities, the vorticity must vanish linearly at the axis. To be
more precise, we will show that if uw € H? (Rd) ,8 > 24 %l, then ¥ € L°°. For d > 4, by contrast,
= may be unbounded for even a Schwartz class vector field.

The fact that there is some control on the advected quantity = of the kind imposed by Ukhovskii
and Yudovich or Danchin is essential to the guaranteeing global regularity. In fact, for solutions
in which the vorticity is only C¢, for a small ¢ > 0, Elgindi recently proved finite-time blowup
for solutions of the axisymmetric, swirl-free Euler equation in three dimensions [4]. Note that for
these solutions, * is singular at the z-axis, r = 0, even before the blowup time. When d > 4, the
advected quantity % may be singular at the z-axis even for smooth solutions, so this gives us a good
reason to be optimistic that there will be examples of finite-time blowup for smooth, axisymmetric,
swirl-free solutions of the Euler equation in four and higher dimensions. If the quantity % being
advected by the flow does not have any reasonable control, then there is no barrier to blowup from
axisymmetry, and we can expect blowup for smooth solutions in d > 4 analogous to the blowup for
classical—but not smooth—solutions proven by Elgindi when d = 3.

w

It would seem natural to expect that for d > 4, in the case where r_l(j € L, then there will

be global regularity by similar arguments guaranteeing global regularity in d = 3 when “70 €
L°. Surprisingly, however, this is not the case. The arguments guaranteeing global regularity of
sufficiently smooth, axisymmetric, swirl-free solutions involve exponential bounds on the growth of
vorticity in time. For instance, Majda and Bertozzi [9] prove that if WTO € L™ and w° is compactly
supported with maximum distance from the axis R°, then T}, = +00 and for all 0 < ¢ < 400,

. t> . (1.20)

B

W=

0
w
o0l < | %

Ry exp <3C3 ‘supp (w0)|

LOO
This is based on a differential inequality of the form

dR
¥ < 3Cs ‘Supp (w0)|

w9

Ll

R. (1.21)
Lo

This differential inequality can be generalized for compactly supported vorticity with f—,j € L™
when d > 4, giving

dR 1
¥ < dCy |Supp (wo) ‘ d

Note that for d > 4, this is a nonlinear differential inequality, and can only give a lower bound on
the possible blowup time; it cannot prevent finite-time blowup. Estimates on the growth of vorticity
based on streamlines moving off towards infinity in the radial direction can also be established for
more general vorticities that are not compactly supported. This allows us to give the following
regularity criteria for axisymmetric, swirl free solutions of the Euler equation in four and higher
dimensions when f—,? is bounded.

= R472, (1.22)



Theorem 1.1. Suppose u € C ([O,Tmax),ij (Rd)> Nt ([O,Tmax),Hsf_l (Rd)> ,d>4,8>2 +g
is an azisymmetric, swirl-free solution of the Fuler equation with finite-time blowup at Ty < +00,
and that ‘:—f e LYY N L. Then for all 0 <t < Tz,

1 1 1

[w( )l Lar (may = (1.23)

X . d—2 T d—2
k*T1(d—3)73C7*° wl |98 (Tmaz — )73
T Ld1
Furthermore, we have
Tmacv
/0 a8 dt = +o0. (1.24)

We will note that in terms of scaling these regularity criteria are substantially stronger than
the Beale-Kato-Majda criterion, and so any blowup of this kind must happen in the bulk of the
flow, at least to a larger degree than Beale-Kato-Majda on its own would require. These regularity
criteria follow from the fact that when ‘:—f € L™, then there can only be finite-time blowup at some
time Tyar < +o0o if a fluid trajectory runs off to spatial infinity with r(¢) — oo as t = Tinaq-

It heavily appears that blowup for axisymmetric, swirl-free solutions of the Euler equation
in four and higher dimensions is generic for solutions with vorticity satisfying certain geometric
constraints. It appears very likely that whenever the vorticity is odd in z and positive for z > 0,
then there will be finite-time blowup. We will discuss this potential blowup scenario and the
associated conjectures in detail in section [6

In four and higher dimensions, the vorticity equation can be expressed in terms of a stream
function as follows:

Ow + (u- V)w — k%w =0 (1.25)

Up = 0.1 (1.26)

uy = — ) — k% (1.27)

<—a§ -0 - 56, - %) Y= w. (1.28)
T T

It is possible to take the formal limit of this system as d — oo, which yields the infinite-dimensional
vorticity equation

Oyw + 0w + wd, ¢ =0 (1.29)
Orp = w. (1.30)

We will prove that smooth solutions of the infinite-dimensional vorticity equation can exhibit finite-
time blowup of a Burgers shock type.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose w® € C’lez (RT,R) and w° = 0,¢°. Then there exists a unique strong
solution w € Ciff (R*, R, [0, Trnaz)) to the infinite-dimensional vorticity equation. If 9,¢%(r,z) > 0
for all r € RT,z € R, then there is a global smooth solution, and 50 Ty,q. = +oo. If there exists

ro € Rtzg € R, such that 0,¢%(ro, 20) < 0, then there is finite-time blowup with

1

—inf, cp+ 0.¢9%(r, 2)
z€R

Trnaz = (1.31)
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This solution of the infinite-dimensional vorticity equation is given by

WO (r, h(r, z,t))

t) = 1.32
S0 = 8,60 b, 1) (132
where
h(?", Z7t) = .gr_,tl(z)v (133)
is the back-to-labels map of the flow given by
gri(2) = 2+ ¢°(r, 2)t. (1.34)

The fact that the infinite-dimensional vorticity equation exhibits finite-time blowup provides
yet more evidence that in sufficiently high dimension, axisymmetric, swirl-free solutions of the
Euler equation blowup in finite-time. In section [4], we will even discuss a way to write the vorticity
equation in very high dimensions as a perturbation of the infinite-dimensional vorticity equation,
where the perturbation has size ¢ = dle' This may allow blowup to be proven perturbatively
for large enough d, however the limit of the perturbation as € — 0 is extremely singular, so any
perturbative argument would need to be quite subtle in order to overcome the difficulties posed by
this singular limit.

The paper will be structured as follows. In section 2l we will go over some key definitions and
as well as the notation used in the paper. In section [3] we will show that the class of axisymmetric,
swirl-free vector fields is preserved in four and higher dimensions by the dynamics of the Euler
equation, derive the vorticity equation, and give a Biot-Savart law for recovering the velocity from
the vorticity. In section @, we will derive the infinite-dimensional vorticity equation, and we will
prove the local well-posedness and finite-time blowup result in Theorem In section (B we will
discuss the possibility of finite-time blowup in four and higher dimensions when ‘:—2 is bounded,
establishing regularity criteria and proving Theorem [Tl Finally, in section [6] we will derive a Biot-
Savart law for the special case where w is odd in z, and we will prove certain geometric properties
about the flow in the case where w is odd in z and positive for z > 0 that suggest a plausible path
to finite-time blowup when d > 4.

Remark 1.3. It must be stated at the outset that the Cauchy problem for the Euler equation in four
and higher dimensions is completely unphysical. Real, physical fluid flows are three dimensional.
In some cases, the flow of actual physical fluids is close enough to being perfectly two dimensional
for the two dimensional equation to be a reasonable model, but it is almost inconceivable that the
Euler equation in four or higher dimensions could be a reasonable model for any physical fluids.
Even in the case of relativistic fluids, where time is not neatly separable from space, the problem
is still fundamentally 3 4+ 1 dimensional.

Nonetheless, the question of finite-time blowup of the Euler equation in four and higher di-
mensions is scientifically interesting beyond purely abstract, mathematical curiosity. The dramatic
qualitative differences between two and three dimensional fluid mechanics show that turbulence
has a very fundamental dependence on dimension. For this reason, any advance on the finite-time
blowup of the Euler (or Navier—Stokes) equation in four and higher dimensions—which seems much
more within reach than in the three dimensional case—could shed significant light on the possi-
bility of blowup in three dimensions, by allowing the study of the dependence of mechanisms for
finite-time blowup on the dimension.



2 Definitions and notation

In this section, we will go over the notation used in the paper, and give some of the main definitions.
Throughout this paper d will refer to the spatial dimension. We will also let k = d — 2 throughout,
as this quantity frequently becomes important in the analysis.
For axisymmetric solutions, it is useful to have notation for the decomposition R = R4~ x R,
so for x € R?, we will write
= (2',2q), (2.1)

where
/

= (z1, .., xq-1)- (2.2)

We can define the generalized cylindrical coordinates (r, z) in terms of this decomposition by

r=|2| (2.3)
Z = X4,
with associated unit vectors
$l
Cpr = (m,O) (25)
e, = eq. (2.6)

Note that we use {e1,...,eq} to denote the standard basis for R?. We will say that a vector field
u: R? — RY is axisymmetric and swirl-free if

u(x) = up(r, 2)e, + uy(r, 2)e,, (2.7)

and we will say that a scalar function f: R — R is axisymmetric if

fx) = [f(r,2). (2.8)

We will sometimes slightly abuse notation by equating f with f. For derivatives in terms of the
spatial variables, we will often use the shorthand

0

i = ) 2.
0 ox; (2.9)
and likewise for 0, and 0,. We will also define the cylinder Cr € R? to be the set

Cr = {x eRe: 2] < R} . (2.10)

Note that in cylindrical coordinates this is just the set of points satisfying r < R.

The Lebesgue spaces L (Rd) will be given the standard definition and norm. For axisymmetric
functions, we will take L9 = L4 (md_grd_2 dr dz), where my is the surface area of the d-sphere
embedded in R4, This means that for 1 < p < 400

1Flloe = <md_2 /O - /_ ¥ 22 dzdrf. 2.11)

We define the L? this space for functions in terms of cylindrical coordinates so that
[fllze = HfHLq. (2.12)
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For 1 < p,q < +o0, we will take the Lorentz spaces LP¢ (]Rd) to be the spaces with the quasinorm

1
0 p q
| fllzpa = <p/ a1 Hx eRe: |f(x)] > oz} ! doz) . (2.13)
0
In the case ¢ = oo, we will take the quasinorm to be
1
P
| fllzpoe = <supap Haz e R: |f(x)] > a}D . (2.14)
a>0

Note that L%? = L9, and that for axisymmetric functions, we will again use the measure mg_or% 2 dr dz
when working with cylindrical coordinates, so that

1fllra = Hf‘ (2.15)

Lpr.a

We will define both homogeneous and inhomogeneous Sobolev spaces, H* and H*, which we
will note are also Hilbert spaces.

Definition 2.1. For all s € R,d > 1, we will take H?® (Rd) to be the space with norm

e = ([, (0 a2y 70 ac ) (2.16)

For all s > —g,d > 1, we will take H* (]Rd) to be the space with norm

1
. 3
191 [ Conle i@ ac) " 217
It is also necessary to define the set of divergence free vector fields and gradients in H?.

Definition 2.2. For all s € R,d > 2, we will take ij (Rd) to be the space of divergence free vector
fields:

Hy (RGRY) = {v e By (RGRY) : V-0 =0} (2.18)

Note that the divergence is only a continuous function when s > 1+ %l, and so in general we will
say that V -v =0 if
§-0(§) =0, (2.19)

almost everywhere & € RY. We will also take H or (Rd) to be the space of gradients,
S, (Rd;Rd> _ {Vf . feH'n HS+1} : (2.20)

Remark 2.3. We should note that Hg, also has a Fourier space characterization. In particular
v € Hg, if and only if 9(§) is co-linear with £ almost everywhere £ € R?. In particular this means
that v € Hy, if and only if 9(£) € span({) almost everywhere ¢ € R? and v € H ar if and only if
9(€) € span(€)* almost everywhere ¢ € R%. This leads to the Helmholtz decomposition

H® = Hg & Hy,. (2.21)
We will also define the set of axisymmetric, swirl-free vector fields in Sobolev spaces.
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Definition 2.4. We will define the Sobolev space of axisymmetric, swirl-free vector fields as
H, <Rd;Rd) ={ve H’:v(x)=v.(r,2)e, +v,(r,z)e.}. (2.22)

We will define the space of axisymmetric, swirl-free, divergence free vector fields and axisymmetric,
swirl-free gradients as

a
23&5]7‘ = Hgs n ng (224)

Definition 2.5. We will define CF(R?) to be the space of k times continuously differentiable func-
tions, with bounded derivatives up to order k, and we will give this space the norm

Ifller = sup  [|O7*...05" fl Lo (2.25)
ALy, 00g 2
a1+...+ad§k

We will take the analogous definition when dealing with C* functions that also depend on a
time variable.

Remark 2.6. Note that for all s > k + %, we have the continuous embedding
e (Rd) < Ok <Rd) : (2.26)
and there exists a constant Cj j ¢ > 0 such that

Ifllex < Cspall fllae- (2.27)

We will refer to the anti-symmetric and symmetric parts of the gradient of a vector field u as
A and S with

Ay = 5 B — Oju) (2.28)
Sij = % (Oiuj + 0ju;) . (2.29)

We will also define the anti-symmetric gradient operator and symmetric gradient operator likewise
with

Vasymtt = A (2.30)
vsymu =S. (231)

In three dimensions A can be represented in terms of the vorticity vector & =V X u by

0 W3  —Wa
A= @3 0 & |. (2.32)
Wy =1 0
For axisymmetric, swirl-free vector fields
1
Ax) = gw(r, 2) (e, ®e, —e, Rep), (2.33)
and in three dimensions
d(x) = —w(r, 2)eq. (2.34)



3 The evolution of the axisymmetric, swirl-free Euler equation in
higher dimensions
In this section, we will show that the axisymmetric, swirl-free Euler equation in four and higher

dimensions can be expressed in terms of the evolution of the scalar vorticity, just as it can in three
dimensions.

3.1 Preliminaries

We will begin by going over some of the vector calculus results necessary for the analysis of ax-
isymmetric, swirl-free solutions. The computations are mostly routine exercises, however they are
very important to the analysis.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose u € H® (]Rd) ,8 > 1+ %l, is axisymmetric and swirl-free. Then the
gradient of u can be expressed as

Vu(z) = Orur(r, 2)e, @ ep + Mfd + Ouy(r, z)e, Re,

+ Oruy(r,2)e, @ e, + Our(r,2)e, ®ep, (3.1)

where
Iyj=1;—¢,®e, —e,Re,. (3.2)
Proof. First we know that
We know that
Vr=e,, (3.4)

and therefore we can see that
Vu(z) = Opuy(r, 2)e, Qe +0,u,(r, 2)e, Qe, +0ru,(r, z)e, e, +0,u,(r, 2)e, Qe +u,(r, 2)Ve,. (3.5)

It remains only to show that
1-
VET = ;Id (36)

Recall that e, = ﬁ, where 2’ = (21, ...,24_1,0). Clearly we have

V' =1;—e,®e,, (3.7)
and ) ) )
—=V-=——= 3.8
|2’ r 2o (3.8)
Therefore we can conclude that
1 1
Ve, = -V’ +V— @2/ (3.9)
r ||
1 1 ,
:;(Id—€z®ez)_ﬁe7“®$ (3.10)
1
= ;(Id—ez®ez—er®er). (3.11)
This completes the proof. O



Proposition 3.2. Suppose u € H® (]Rd) ,8 > 1+ %l, is axisymmetric and swirl-free. Then the
divergence of u can be expressed as

V- u(x) = Orup(r, z) + k‘w + Oyu(r, z), (3.12)

where k =d — 2.

Proof. Taking the identity from Proposition B.I], we can see that

V- u(z) = tr(Vu(z)) (3.13)
. ’LLT(T, Z) 7
= Oy + Qous + (Jd) (3.14)
= Opuy (1, 2) + Oy (r, 2) + (d — 2)ur(:, Z). (3.15)
This completes the proof. O

Proposition 3.3. Suppose u € H? (]Rd) ,s > 1+ %, is azisymmetric and swirl-free. Then (u-V)u
is axisymmetric and swirl free.

Proof. We know by hypothesis that
u(z) = up(r, 2)e, +uy(r, z)e, (3.16)
and by Proposition 3] that

up(r, 2) =

Vu(z) = Orur(r, 2)e, @ ep + TId + Ouy(r,z)e, Re,
+ Oruy(r,2)e, @ e, + Oyup(r,2)e, ®ep. (3.17)

We can see that I is the matrix for the projection onto the subspace span(e,,e,)*, and so

(V- u)u = (Vu)"u (3.18)

= U, Optiyey + U0, U €, + UrOrty ey + Uy Outiype, (3.19)

= (u-Vuy)e, + (u - Vuy)e,. (3.20)

Recalling the definition of an axisymmetric vector field, this completes the proof. O

Proposition 3.4. Suppose u € H® (Rd) ,s> 1+ g, 18 azisymmetric and swirl-free. Then

Az) = %w(r, ey @ es—es D er), (3.21)

where w(r, z) = Opuy — Oyuy.

Proof. Taking the formula for Vu from Proposition 3.1l we can see that

1
Alz) = 3 (Oruze, @ e, + Dure, ® e, — druze, @ e, — dure, ® ey) (3.22)
1
= 5(0,% —dyuy)(e, e, —e, @ep). (3.23)
This completes the proof. O
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Proposition 3.5. For all d > 3, the divergence of the radial direction e, € R is

k
cep = —. .24
V-e . (3.24)
Proof. Recall that
xl
= 3.25
] 329
It then follows that
V- 1
V- €pr = |;13/| .Z'/ . Vm (326)
d—1 x’
== x P (3.27)
d—2
= . 3.28
- (3.28)
This completes the proof. O

Proposition 3.6. Suppose u € H® (Rd; Rd) ,8> 2+ % s an azisymmetric, swirl-free vector field.
Then the vector Laplacian can be expressed as

k k

— Au(z) = (—83 - ;& + ol 83) up(r, 2)e, + <—8§ — K

r

Oy — 83) uy(r,z)e, (3.29)

Proof. Taking the divergence of the gradient formula in Proposition B.1] using the fact that —Au =
—div Vu, and applying Proposition B3], we find that

k . =
—Au= —afurer — afuzez — afuzez — ;aruzez —div (Qrure, ® e,) — div <u71d> . (3.30)

Again applying Proposition B.5 we can see that

k

—div (Orur(e, ® €,)) = (—afur — ;@ur> er, (3.31)

and that

. Ur N\ Up\ 7 Up . _ _
— div (?rd) - (ar - ) Te, — =L div(Iy— e, ey —e; @) (3.32)
k

= Burer. (3.33)
This completes the proof. O

Proposition 3.7. Suppose f € H® s > 2+g, is a scalar axisymmetric function with f(x) = f(r, z).
Then
Vf(l‘) = 87«]0(7‘, Z)er + azf(rv z)em (3'34)

and

~ Af(@) =~ Fr,2) — S0 fr.2) ~ (2. (3.35)
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Proof. Observe that
Vr=e,, (3.36)

and so applying the chain rule,
Vi(z)=0,f(r 2)e, +0.f(r, 2)e.. (3.37)
Taking the divergence of this equation and applying Proposition B.2] this completes the proof. [

Proposition 3.8. Suppose v € H, (Rd) , 8> 24 %l. Then the vector Laplacian can be expressed
as
— Au = -2div Vyeymu — VV - w. (3.38)

Proof. First note that for s > 2 + g, H:, (R?) — C? (RY), so the both sides of the expression are
well defined for all x € RY. Let

u(z) = up(r, 2)e, + uy(r, z)e, (3.39)
Recalling that
V- u = 0pu, + gur + d,u, (3.40)
we can compute that
VV - u= (a,% + gar — g) ure, + 02u, + 0, <8rur + §u> e, + 0p0.uze,. (3.41)
Likewise recalling that
2V asymu = (Oru, — Our)(er @ e, — e, ®e;), (3.42)
and applying the product rule
div (fM) = fdiv(M) + MV, (3.43)
we find that
2div Vgymu = é(&nuz — Oyup)e, + O0p(Oruy — Oyuy)e, — 0,(0ruy — Oyuy ey (3.44)
= 8§urer + <83 + §8T> Uye, — é@zurez — 0,0,ure, — 0,0,z e, (3.45)
Adding together (3:41]) and (345, this completes the proof. O

Remark 3.9. Note that the operators —A,div Vsym, VV-, (—A)~! all preserve the class of ax-
isymmetric, swirl-free vector fields. For the first three operators, this can be observed directly
from the computations above. For (—A)~!, the result follows in any space where the kernel of the
Laplace operator is trivial from the fact that —A preserves this class.

Proposition 3.10. Azxisymmetric, swirl free vector fields in dimension d > 3 have the following
Helmholtz decomposition:

3, (RY) = Hiser (RY) © Higiegr (R7). (3.46)
for all s € R. In particular, for allv e H,
v = —2div Vagym(—A) v = VV - (=A) Lo, (3.47)
with —2div Vasym (—A)"'v € Hy g4 (RY) and =VV - (=A) v € Hy g, (RY).
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Proof. We know immediately from the classical Helmholtz decomposition that for allu € H} ¢ df> Vfe

s
Has&gr

(u,Vf)s=0, (3.48)
and so the spaces are orthogonal. It remains only to show that
Hgs (Rd> = H;S&df (Rd) + H;s&gr <Rd) (349)
We will first consider this result for s > % Applying Proposition B.8 to (—A)~ v, we find that
v = —2div Vagym(—A) v = VV - (=A) " lo. (3.50)

It is obvious that —VV-(=A)~lv € Hg g
H_ g qp- Letting A = Vasym(—A) v, we can see that

a.

so it remains only to show that —2 div Vasym(—A)_lv S

V- (—2divA) = —2div? A (3.51)
d
=2 00,4 (3.52)
i,j=1
=0, (3.53)

due to the anti-symmetry of A. This completes the proof for s > g.

We should note that the formula for the Laplacian in Proposition B.8] holds pointwise only
for C2 vector fields, so (—A)~!'v must be at least C? for this identity to hold classically. This
is why we require that s > % for the identity to hold pointwise. It remains true, however, that
—2div Vasym(—A)_1 and —VV- are well defined, bounded, linear operators mapping H® — H?,
for all s € R, and so the decomposition is still valid and well defined for s < g.

In order to prove that the identity

v = —2div Vagym(—A) v = VV - (=A) 1y (3.54)

holds in H; for all s € R, we will need to work in Fourier space. We will show that

F (—2div Vasym (—A)7'0) (§) = Papangey - 0(6) (3.55)
F (—VV ’ (_A)_lv) (g) = Pspan{f}ﬁ(£)7 (356)

almost everywhere & € R%. This establishes the decomposition, because it proves both the identity
(B.47) and also shows that —2div Vasym(—A)"1v € Hj gap —VV - (-A) v e H{ g g 1t is simple
to compute that

F(=VV-(-A)") (¢ = <§,§2§> 0(¢) (3.57)
= Pspan{§}6(6)7 (358)

almost everywhere ¢ € R?. We also compute that

F (-2 Vayn(—8) ) (6) = € - (€€ 0(6) = () 99 (3.50)
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For all ¢ € R, let

Pspan{ﬁ}lﬁ(g) = w(f) (360)
Pspan{f}@(g) = )‘(E)g (361)

We can immediately see that almost everywhere £ € RY,

E@0(8) —0(§)®E=E@w() —w(l) ®E. (3.62)
By definition, we have ¢ - w(€) = 0, almost everywhere ¢ € R%, and so we can conclude that
£ (E@0(8) —9(€) @& =& (E@wl) —wl) ®) (3.63)
= |¢[Pw(€), (3.64)
and that therefore
F (=2div Vasym(=A)7'0) (£) = Papaney29(6). (3.65)
This completes the proof. O

Remark 3.11. We note here that the above proposition shows that for all v € H?

as?Pdf(v) S H;s'
Theorem 3.12. For all u® € ij (]Rd) ,8 > 1+ g, d > 3, there exists a unique solution of the Fuler

equation u € C <[0,Tmam), ij (Rd)) Nt <[0,Tmam),H§f—1 (Rd)>, Furthermore, if Thae < 400,

Tma:v
/ JAC, )| dt = +o0. (3.66)
0

Remark 3.13. This is the classic Beale-Kato-Majda criterion, and was proven in the case d =
3,s > 3 in [I]. Kato and Ponce proved the general case where d > 3,s > 1+ 4 in [7], They also
proved an analogous regularity criterion in terms of the strain, showing that if 7},,4, < 400, then

T’”L ax
/ 1S (-, 1) 1o it = +o0. (3.67)
0

See also the work of Kato [6] for details on the local wellposedness theory.

Theorem 3.14. For all u° € HE ear (Rd) ,s > 1+ %, there exists a unique solution of the Euler
equation u € C ([O,Tmm), Hj gar (Rd)> nct <[O,Tmax),H;;§df (Rd)) . Furthermore, if Tae <

400,

T’”L ax
/ (e, £)]| oo dt = +o0. (3.68)
0

Proof. We know from Theorem [B.12] that there must be a smooth solution of the Euler equation u €
o ([O,Tmax)7 Hy, (Rd)) nct ([O,Tmax)7 ij_l (Rd)>. Applying Propositions B.3] and [B.10] we can
see that if u(-,t) € Hj g4, then Pyr((u-V)u)(-,1) € Hss_gidf' Recalling that dyu+ Py ((u-V)u) = 0,
we can conclude that if u(-,t) € Hjgg 4, then Qpu(-t) € H;;édf. This clearly implies that the class
of axisymmetric, swirl-free vector fields is preserved by the dynamics of the Euler equation, and

therefore u? € Hj ¢.qp implies that u € C ([O,Tmm), askedf (]Rd)> NnCt <[O,Tmax),H§;§df (Rd)) )
This completes the proof. O
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3.2 The vorticity equation

Now that the necessary preliminaries are out of the way, we can derive the evolution equation for
the vorticity in four and higher dimensions.

Proposition 3.15. Suppose v € C ([O,Tmax);Hss&df (Rd)> nct <[0’Tmaw)7HfL;§1df (Rd)> ,d >

a.
3,8 > 2+ %, is a solution of the Euler equation. Then for all 0 < t < Tyhae, the vorticity satisfies
the evolution equation "
Ow + (u- V)w — k;?rw = 0. (3.69)

Proof. We begin by observing that due to Sobolev embedding, we have u(-,t) € C? and consequently
w(-,t) € CL, for all 0 <t < Tpae. Next we write the axisymmetric Euler equation in terms of the
components u, and u,, yielding

Ouyr + (u-V)u, +9p =0 (3.70)
Ouy + (u-V)u, + 0.p = 0. (3.71)

Recalling that w = 0,u, — 0,u,, we differentiate the equation for w, with respect to z and the
equation for u, with respect to r, yielding

00 uy + (u - V)0u, + (Oyu - V)u, + 0,0,p =0 (3.72)
0i0ruy + (u - V)oruy + (Opu - V)u, + 0,0,p = 0. (3.73)

Subtracting (B.72]) from (B.73]), we find that
Ow + (u-Vw — (0,u - V)u, + (Opu - V)u, = 0. (3.74)

It remains only to compute the difference term. Plugging in we find that

—(0u - V)uy + (Oru - VIu, = —0,u,0pu, — O,u, 05Uy + OptipOptiy + Opti, 0,1, (3.75)
= (Oruy + Oyuy)(Opuy — Oyuy) (3.76)

uT’
= —kLw, (3.77)

where we have used the divergence free constraint
Uy
Optty + Oyuy + k— = 0. (3.78)
r

This completes the proof. O

Remark 3.16. We will show in the next subsection that for axisymmetric, swirl-free vector fields,
the velocity w is uniquely determined by the the scalar vorticity w, so the vorticity equation com-
pletely determines the dynamics of the axisymmetric, swirl-free Euler equation in four and higher
dimensions, just as it does in three dimensions.

One of the most important features of the axisymmetric Euler equation in three dimensions
is that the quantity = is advected by the flow, and therefore remains bounded in a number of
important spaces. There is an analogous result in four and higher dimensions: the quantity - is
advected by the flow.
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a. il

Proposition 3.17. Suppose u € C ([O,Tmm);HSs&df (Rd)> nct ([O,Tmm),Hjs—g}df (]Rd)> ,d >
3,8 > 2+ %l, is a solution of the Euler equation. Then for all 0 <t < Thaz,

w
(Or+u-V) i 0. (3.79)
If we let § = %, then this can be expressed as
(O +u-V)E=0. (3.80)

Proof. Applying the product rule and plugging into the vorticity equation we can see that

w 1 1 w
1 Uy
-5 (Z?tw 4 (- Vw — k7w> (3.82)
= 0. (3.83)
This completes the proof. O

Proposition 3.18. Suppose v € C ([O,Tmax);Hss&df (Rd)> nct ([O,Tmax),HfLs_gidf (Rd)> ,d >

a.
3,8 >2+ %, is a solution of the Euler equation, and let X (r, z,t) be the associated Lagrangian flow
map satisfying
dXx
E(r, z,t) = u(X(r,z,1),t) (3.84)
X(r,2,0) =re, + ze,. (3.85)

Then for all 0 < t < Tyae,” € RT, 2 € R,

X, (r, 2z, t)k R (3:86)
Proof. We will begin by letting
w(r, z,t)
)= ~127 .
&(r,2,t) e (3.87)
We have already shown that £ is advected by the flow and so
(O +u-V)E=0. (3.88)
Define £ by .
E(ryz,t) = &(X(r, 2,t),t). (3.89)
Applying the chain rule, we can see that for all 0 <t < Tj0z,7 € RT, 2 € R,
- dX
0&(r,z,t) = (0 + T V&) (X(r, z,t),t) (3.90)
= (O +u- VE(X(r,2,1),1) (3.91)
=0. (3.92)
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Therefore, we can conclude that for all 0 < ¢t < Tjez,7 € RT, 2z € R,

E(X(ryz,t),t) = &(X(r,2,0),0) (3.93)
_ . 2), (394

and that consequently

This completes the proof. O

Corollary 3.19. Suppose u € C <[0,Tmam); HE gar (Rd)) nct <[07Tmam)7H;;gidf (Rd)) ,d >35>
24 %l, 1 a solution of the Euler equation, and that f—g € L>®. Then for allr e RT,z e R,0<t <

Trnaz ’
0

k
. 3.96
=S (3.96)

LOO

w(r, z,t)] <

Proof. We can see immediately from Proposition B.I7] that for all 0 < ¢ < Tyua,

and therefore for all r € RT, 2 € R,0 < t < Thaz,

w(r, z,t) <€, - (3.98)

rk
This completes the proof. O

Remark 3.20. We will note that there is a fundamental difference between the case d = 3 and
the case d > 4. When we take d = 3, must have “70 € L for sufficiently smooth initial data, while

in d > 4, there are Schwartz class initial data where ‘:—f ¢ L>°. We will show this now.

Proposition 3.21. Suppose u € H;S&df (Rd) ;8> 2+ %l. Then = € L™ and
w
15[ . < Coallule. (3.99)
rllLee

Proof. We will begin by observing that if u € H® (Rd), then clearly VA € H*7?2 (Rd) ,§— 2> %l,
so by Sobolev embedding

IVA| L~ < C||VA| gs-2 (3.100)

< Cllul|as. (3.101)

Now it remains only to control magnitude of % by the magnitude of VA. By definition VA is a

three tensor with
(VA)iji = 0;Aji. (3.102)

Recall that 1
A(‘T) = 50&)(7’, Z)(er e, —€e; & Cr), (3103)
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and we can see that

1 1
VA= LV08 (6@ e~ B )+ sl(Ver Des — (Ve, Bes)’) (3.104)
1 lw /= ~ *
= §Vw ® (e, Re, —e,Re) + 37 <Id Re, — (Id ® ez) ) , (3.105)

where M* for a three tensor is transpose of the last two elements

My, = My, (3.106)

1,

Recalling that Vw = d,we, + 0,we,, and observing that the two terms in (B.I105]) are orthogonal,
we can see that

1 d—2 w2
ap = wor + 22 )0P ]
|IVA| 2|V<,u| + 5 | (3.107)

This clearly implies that

w 2

= <1/ ——=|IVA|| > 3.108

7] = = v A~ (3.108
and this completes the proof. O

Proposition 3.22. For all d > 4, there exists a Schwartz class divergence free vector field u €
S (]Rd)df such that % ¢ L>. In particular,

u(z) = r(1 — 223 exp(—1? — 2%)e, — 2(k + 1 — 2r}) exp(—1? — 2%)e., (3.109)
satisfies these conditions.

Proof. We will begin by showing that u is Schwartz class and divergence free. Using that 2/ = re,,
we can see that
u(z) = (:17/(1 — 2x3) —xzq(k+1— 2|:17/|2)) exp (—|:17|2) , (3.110)

and so we can see that u € S (Rd). Next we compute that

V-u=0wu + éu,« + 0.u, (3.111)
= ((k+1-2r%)(1 —22%) + (=1 +22%)(k + 1 — 2r?)) exp(—r? — 2?) (3.112)
= 0. (3.113)

Now that we have shown that u € Sy, it remains only to show that % is unbounded. Computing

rk
the vorticity we find that

w = Opuy — Oy, (3.114)
= (4rz +2(k + Drz — 4r®2 + drz + 2rz — 4r2°) exp(—r? — 2%) (3.115)
=rz(2k+12 — 4 — 4z2) exp(—r? — 2%), (3.116)

and so we can conclude that

w z
e (2k + 12 — 4r® — 42%) exp(—r? — 2°). (3.117)
By hypothesis, d > 4, and so - ¢ L, and this completes the proof. O
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We should note that the vorticity equation can also be expressed in “divergence form”, by
making use of the coordinate divergence V - v = 0,v, + 0,v,.

Proposition 3.23. Suppose u € C ([O,Tmm); askedf (Rd)> nct ([O,Tmm),Hjs—g}df (]Rd)> ,d
3,s>2+ 4 5, 15 a solution of the Euler equation. Then for all 0 <t < Tinqq,

v

Aw +V - (wu) =0 (3.118)
Proof. We begin by applying the product rule, and observing that
V- (wu) = (u-Vw+ (V- u)w. (3.119)
Recalling the identity (3.76]) from Proposition B.I5] we already shown that
Ow + (u-V)w + (V- u)w =0, (3.120)

and this completes the proof. O

3.3 The Biot-Savart law in higher dimensions

The scalar vorticity uniquely determines the velocity for axisymmetric, swirl-free vector fields. In
this section, we will derive integral formulae for recovering the velocity and velocity component
functions from the vorticity.

Proposition 3.24. Suppose u € H (Rd) ,8 > %l,d > 3, is axisymmetric and swirl-free. Then u
can be recovered from the scalar vorticity using the formula,

u(z) = —ad/ w(p,s)(e,@e; —e,; ® ep)‘ i y]d dy, (3.121)
R4
d
where p = '], s = ya, and ag = ©2E.
4m2
Proof. Recalling that A = 2(Vu — (Vu)!'"), we can see that
—2div(A) = —Au+ V(V - u) = —Au, (3.122)

and so u can be obtained from A by convolution with the Poisson kernel,

u = —2div(-A) A (3.123)
We know that
N ) M= 1L (3124)
d—2 Jpa |z — y|d—2 ’ ’
Taking the divergence of both sides of this equation, we find that
—2div(—A) "1 A(2) ’d ————Ai;(y) dy (3.125)
]Rd
oy r 1
= -2 A Ve 3.126
75 A Ve (3126)
= -« / w(p,s)(e, ®e, —e ®e)ﬂdy (3.127)
d iy P p z z ) |l‘ — y|d . .
This completes the proof. O
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Lemma 3.25. For all d > 2, and for all f € L*([-1,1]),

1 _

F(n) dS(y) = ma_s / (1-42)T f(y)dys, (3.128)

Sd—1 -1

d+1
where mg = IEETE), is the surface area of the d-sphere embedded in R+,
2

Proof. We begin by taking y = (y1, 7). Observe that for all y € S9!,

i + 1917 = lyl* = (3.129)

and also that 1
dS(y) = 17 dy1 dS(9). (3.130)

_yl

Therefore we may conclude that

/ f(y1)dS(y / /y \/_ \/_ ) dy; (3.131)

— Sd_2

/_1 f(yl)m —
d—2

2 =mgg <«/1 —y§> : (3.133)

| dy. (3.132)
1

Observe that

l—yl

and this completes the proof. O

Proposition 3.26. Suppose u € Hg (Rd) s > 2,d > 3, is azisymmetric and swirl-free. Then the
components u, and u, can be recovered from the vorticity using the formulas
d—4

! (1 —-97) 2
up(r,2) = —agmg_omg_ 3/ / (2 = s)w(p, 3)/ 7 dy1dpds
1 (24 p2 = 2rpjiy + (2 — 5)2)2

(3.134)

and

d—4

00 00 1 ~ 1— ~2\ —5—
uy(r, z) = admd—2md—3/ / pd_2w(p, 8)/ (rg1 = p)(1 = 41) —dgydpds. (3.135)
00 J0 1 (24 p2 = 2+ (2 — 5)2)

Proof. We begin by applying the Biot-Savart law from Proposition [3.24] and using axisymmetry,
we set x = re; + ze4. Note that this means that e, = e;. Therefore we can compute,

up(r,z) = ey - u(rey + zeq) (3.136)
re1 —y + (z — s)e,
02+~ 21 + (= )

= —ad/ w(p, s)ﬂ S dy. (3.138)
ke P+ |y —2ry + (2 — 5)?)

= —qqe1 - / w(p,s)(e, ®e, —e, @ep) dy (3.137)
Rd

ol

ol
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yl

Letting g = W parameterize the d — 2 dimensional sphere, we find that
wiriz) = —aq [~ [Tt -9t [ - dS(7) dpds
—o0 /0 §972 (r2 + p? — 2rpg1 + (2 — 5)?)2

(3.139)

Applying Lemma B.25] we find that

o0 00 1 ~ ~oy d=4
_ 1- 2 -
ur(r, z) = _admd—2md—3/ / P2 (2 = s)wl(p, 3)/ il — 1) 7 dy1dpds.
—00 Jo “1(r2 4 p2 = 2rpy1 + (2 — 5)?)2

(3.140)

We will follow a similar approach for computing u, in terms of the vorticity. Again exploiting
axisymmetry, we find that

uy(r,z) = eq - u(re; + zeq) (3.141)

rei —y +(z —s)e,

(r2+1y']? = 2ry1 + (2 — 5)?)

- ad/ w(p, s) i - dy (3.143)
R (r2 + p% = 2rpj1 + (2 — 5)2)2

= —qqe, - / w(p,s)(e, @e, —e, ®ep) dy (3.142)
R4

ol

= ad/ / ma—2p"w(p, S)/ P —dS(g)dpds (3.144)
—o0 /0 $472 (12 + p? = 2rpf1 + (2 — 5)?)2

Again applying Lemma [3.25] we find that

d—4

00 0o 1 rin — 1— ~2\ 5 ~
uy(r,z) = admd_gmd_g/ / p?2w(p, 8)/ (ri p)(N ) 7 dg1dpds. (3.145)
—oc Jo —1 (r2+ p% = 2rpj1 + (2 — 5)%)2

This completes the proof. O

We will conclude this section by deriving a stream function formulation of the axisymmetric,
swirl free Euler equation.

Proposition 3.27. Suppose u € H;s&df (Rd) ,d>3,8> 1—1—%. Then there exists a stream function
(NS C’,%Z satisfying

—Oph — k% = u, (3.146)
0% = uy (3.147)
o o k k

Furthermore this stream function has decay at infinity and is unique among the class of C’%Z func-
tions with decay at infinity.

Proof. We will begin by letting
M= (-A)"tA. (3.149)

Observe that A = Vsymu, and so if we let v = (—A)~lu we can see that

M = Vagymv. (3.150)
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This implies that

1
M(z) = S9(r, 2)(e; @ ez — e @ ey), (3.151)
where v is the scalar vorticity associated with v. Recalling that u = —2div M, we can see that
1
u = azT/JGT - 87“1/}62 - ;wez (3152)
Next we will write 1
M = 5(71)67‘ Ke,—€e,® Tper)- (3153)

The vector e, is constant, so applying the vector Laplacian to the vector e, and applying Propo-
sition 3.6 we find that

1
—AM = 5((—A1/)er) ®e. —e. ® (—Ave,)) (3.154)
(1 9 k k 9
— <2 < o T&, + 2 8Z> w> (e, ®e, —e, Rep). (3.155)
We also know by hypothesis that
~-AM=A (3.156)
1
= gw(er Re, —e,Rep), (3.157)
and so we may conclude that
—&—5&+ﬁ—£ Y =w. (3.158)
r r2

We have now proven that all the partial differential equations for the stream function hold. It
remains only to show that ¢ € C?,z and decays at infinity, and is unique in that class. First, observe
that M € H! (Rd) N Hgs+! (Rd). By Sobolev embedding this implies that M € C? (Rd), and that
consequently 1 € CT%Z. We can also see from the regularity assumptions that M € LY(RY). This
implies that M has decay at infinity, and therefore 1) must also decay at infinity.

With this, we have established that ¢ € C’%Z and decays at infinity. Now we must now show
that it is unique in that class. Suppose ¥ € C’T%Z with decay at infinity and satisfies

<4ﬁ—ﬂ%+%—8§&=w. (3.159)
T T
Let )

M($) = 5&(7'7 z)(er ®e, —€e,;® er)- (3160)

By the same calculations as above, we can see that
—AM = A, (3.161)
and it is also immediately apparent that A must have decay at infinity. Let

Q=M-M. (3.162)
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We can see that
—AQ =0, (3.163)

and @ has decay at infinity. There are no nontrivial harmonic functions with decay at infinity, and
so we can conclude that

Q@ =0, (3.164)
and that therefore

M=M (3.165)
and

Y =1 (3.166)
This completes the proof. O

Remark 3.28. Proposition B.27] allows us to give a stream function formulation for the axisym-
metric, swirl-free Euler equation generically in three and higher dimensions. We have the evolution
equation for vorticity,

Ohw + (u- V)w — k%w —0, (3.167)
where the velocity u is determined from the stream function by
Uy = —0pth) — k% (3.168)
and the stream function is determined from the vorticity by
k k
<—a§ — 02— 20, + —2> Y= w. (3.170)
r r

Note that the dimension d = k + 2 enters these equations as a parameter; the qualitative
structure of the equations is the same for any d > 3. Therefore, it is possible to study how the
dynamics of this equation change as this parameter changes, and in particular to consider the
infinite dimensional limit & — co. We will do this in the next section.

4 The infinite dimensional limit of the vorticity equation

In this section, we will derive a formal limit for the vorticity equation in the infinite dimensional

limit. We will then show that the resulting infinite dimensional vorticity equation exhibits finite-

time blowup of a Burgers shock type, and in fact can be reduced to the one dimensional Burgers

equation. Because d = k— 2, taking the infinite dimensional limit is equivalent to taking the formal

limit £ — oo in the stream function formulation. If we take the stream function formulation from

the end of the last section, there are terms of order k, which makes taking the limit k¥ — oo difficult.
We will deal with this issue by taking the re-normalization

b = ky. (A1)
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The stream function formulation of the vorticity equation in terms of ¢) can then be given as follows:

the velocity is determined in terms of v
1 - 9
=RV S
1 -
Uy = Eazwa

and 1; is determined by the vorticity from the elliptic equation

1y, 1., 1. 1Y

The evolution equation remains

k
Ow + U, Opw + Uy Oyw — —upw = 0.
r

Plugging in the velocity given by 1/; to this evolution equation, we find that

R0

Y

r

Ohw — (%aﬂz + ) Dw + %azq,z}arw - w=0.

Taking the formal limit & — 400, we obtain the equations

and

If we make the substitution

then our equation reduces to

Ow + 0w + wd, ¢ = 0,
Or¢p = w.

Taking the boundary condition
lim ¢(r,z) =0,

r—-+00

for all z € R, and integrating the equation (4.I2]) from infinity, we find that

“+oo
o(r,2) = — / w(p.2)dp

We will use this integral to define the operator 9,1 as

+o0o
O7%) (2 == [ wlo2)d,
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noting that
¢ =0, w, (4.16)

and that this is the unique solution of the equation
or¢ = w, (4.17)
with decay as r — oc.

Remark 4.1. We will note that the infinite dimensional vorticity equation (4.I1]) can, shockingly
enough, be further simplified to the one dimensional Burgers equation. Recalling that w = 0,¢, we
can see that (AII]) can be rewritten as

90r¢ + ¢0.0,¢ + 0,004 = 0, (4.18)
which can be in turn expressed as
00,6 + 0, ($0.6) = 0. (4.19)
Applying the operator 9,1, we can see that ¢ must satisfy Burgers equation,
Op + ¢0,¢ = 0. (4.20)

This formally establishes the reduction from the infinite dimensional vorticity equation to the one
dimensional Burgers equation. We will give a more rigourous proof shortly.

First it is necessary to define strong solutions to both of these equations and recall some clas-
sical results for Burgers equation. Our definition of the one dimensional Burgers equation will
vary slightly from the standard one, because for our purposes ¢ will depend on r in addition
to z, even though only derivatives with respect to z appear in Burgers equation. First we will
define the time-independent spaces Cg (RT,R) and C}f (RT,R), and the time-dependent spaces
C2 (RT,R,[0, Tyaz)) and Ci’i’tz (RT,R, [0, Trnaz)), which will be the natural spaces for initial data
and strong solutions of Burgers equation and the infinite dimensional vorticity equation respectively.

Definition 4.2. We will say that ¢ € C2 (RT,R) if and only if ¢ € C*(R*,R), and for all z € R,

Or#(0,2) =0 (4.21)
and
Tim (r.z) =0, (1.22)
uniformly in z.
Definition 4.3. Let
CL2 (RY,R) = 9,C2 (RT,R); (4.23)

that is, w € Cr2 (R, R,) if and only if w = Or¢ for some ¢ € C2 (R*,R,).

Definition 4.4. We will say that ¢ € C2 (RT,R, [0, Tynaz)) if and only if ¢ € C* (RT, R, [0, Thnaz)),
and for all z € R, and for all 0 <t < Tiaz,

8,6(0,2,t) =0 (4.24)
and
li_)m o(r,z,t) =0, (4.25)

with uniformly in z and t.
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Definition 4.5. Let

Cr22 (RY,R, [0, Thnae)) = 8,03 (RY, R, [0, Thnaa)) 5 (4.26)

r,z,t

that is, w € C-22 (RY R, [0, Thnaz ) if and only if w = 8,¢ for some ¢ € CL (R, R, [0, Thnaz))-

r,z,t

Definition 4.6. We will say that ¢ € C3 (R, R, [0, Tinaz)) 4s a strong solution of Burgers equation
if and only if for all (r,z,t) € (R, R, [0, Trnaz ),

Nd + ¢4 = 0. (4.27)
Definition 4.7. We will say that w € C’}”if (R R, [0, Trnaz)) %5 a strong solution of the infinite

dimensional vorticity equation if and only if for all (r,z,t) € (RT,R, [0, Thnaz),
Ow + 00w + wd, ¢ = 0, (4.28)
where w = 0,¢.

Proposition 4.8. Suppose ¢ € C’g (RT,R, [0, Thnaz)) is a strong solution of Burgers equation, and
let w = 8,¢. Then w € CL;(RT,R,[0,Tnaz)) is a strong solution of the infinite dimensional
vorticity equation.

Proof. We know that ¢ is a strong solution to Burger’s equation, and so for all (r, z,t) € (R*, R, [0, T}naz)

¢+ ¢0-¢ = 0.

(
)
0,019 + 0r(¢0-9) = 0 (
(
(

4.30)

010r ¢ + 90,0, + Orp + 0,0-¢ =0 4.31)

Oyw + ¢0,w + wd, ¢ = 0. 4.32)

This completes the proof. O

Remark 4.9. The requirement that ¢ € C? is stronger than is strictly necessary. We really only
need the equality of the mixed partials, 0,.0;¢ = 0;0,¢, and 0,0,¢ = 0,0,¢. Requiring that ¢ be
continuously twice differentiable is a convenient way to guarantee the equality of the mixed partials
will hold.

Proposition 4.10. Suppose w € C1>?2 (RT,R, [0, Thhaz)) is a strong solution of the infinite dimen-

r,2,t
sional vorticity equation, and w = O,¢, where ¢ € CZ (RT,R, [0, Tyaz)). Then ¢ is a strong solution
of Burgers equation.

Proof. We know that w is a strong solution to the infinite-dimensional vorticity equation, and so
by Definition L5, we know that w = 9,¢ for some ¢ € CZ and that

Ow + ¢0,w + wd, ¢ = 0. (4.33)

Substituting in w = 9,¢, and using the fact that ¢ € C2, we can see that for all (r,z,t) €
(R+7 R? [07 Tma:(:)a

= 0. (4.35)
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This allows us to conclude that
Otp + 0.6 = h(z,1) (4.36)

for some h € C' (R, [0, Tinaz))-
It remains to prove that h = 0. The key fact driving this will be that

Tim o(r, 2, ) =0, (4.37)

and that this convergence is uniform with respect to z and t. Using this fact we may observe that
for all z e R,0 <t < Thnaz,
lim O,¢(r, z,t) = h(z,t), (4.38)
T—00

and that again this convergence is uniform with respect to z and t as long as t is bounded away
from 110z -

Suppose towards contradiction that h is not identically zero. We may assume without loss of
generality, that there is some (zg,%0) € R X [0, Tjaz ), such that h(zg,tp) > 0, as the arguments will
work exactly the same way in the less than zero case. By continuity we may assume there is an
interval, [t1,to] (with to < Tyuez), and C > 0 such that for all ¢; < t < to,

h(zo,t) > C. (4.39)
We can then see that for all » € RT,
t2
o(r, 20, t2) — &(r, 20,t1) = / (¢0,9)(r, 20, T) + h(z0,7) dr, (4.40)
t1
which we can then re-write this equation in the form
12 to
/ h(zo, 7)dT = @(r, 20, t2) — (7, 20,t1) — / (00,0)(r, z,7)dT. (4.41)
t1 t1
Using the fact that ¢ € C?, we can conclude that
sup |0:¢(r, 20,t)| = M < +o0, (4.42)
0<r<oco
t1<t<to

and so we can conclude for all » € Rt

to
[ heamydr <2 sup [0(rz0.0] + Mtz —t) sup (60 z0.). (4.43)

t1 t1 <t<t2 t1 <t<to

Applying ([4.37), we can see that

lim 2 sup |6(r, 20,8 + M(ts—t1) sup |6(r,z0,t)] = 0, (4.44)
T=00 <<ty t1 <t<tg

and therefore .
2

h(zp,7)dr < 0. (4.45)

t1

Applying the inequality (£.39]), we can see that

/ o) dr > Clts — 1), (4.46)

t1

This contradicts our assumption that h is not identically zero, and completes the proof. O
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We will now recall the standard theory for the existence, uniqueness, and finite-time blowup of
solutions of Burgers equation, with proofs provided for the sake of completeness, as elements of the
proof will be important in discussing the solutions to the infinite dimensional vorticity equation
that are generated by solutions of Burgers equation.

Theorem 4.11. Suppose ¢° € C’g (R*,R). Then there exists a unique, strong solution of Burgers
equation ¢ € CZ (RT,R, [0, Tynaz))- If 0.8°(r,2) > 0 for all r € RT, 2z € R, then there is a global
smooth solution, and 50 Tyae = +00. If there exists rg € RTzg € R, such that E?Z(;SO(ro,zo) < 0,
then there is finite-time blowup with

1
Tma:c = . . 4.47
—inf, g+ 0:0(r, 2) (447)
z€R
This solution is given by
o(r, z,t) = ¢°(r, h(r, z,1), 1), (4.48)
where
B, 2, 1) = g7 (2), (1.49)
and
gri(2) = 2+ ¢ (r, 2)t (4.50)
Proof. The Burgers equation involves the advection of ¢ by itself, resulting in the flow map
2= 2+ td°(r, 2) (4.51)

and the back to labels map h(r, z,t). We will begin by computing the derivatives of h and intro-
ducing the variable y = h(r, z,t).

First observe that g,+(z) is a twice continuously differentiable function of r and z—although
technically not in C? because it is unbounded in the z variable—and that

02gri(2) = 1+ 10.0°(r, 2). (4.52)
This means that if for all r € RT, 2 € R,
9,¢°(r,z) > 0, (4.53)

then for all ¢ > 0,
029rt(2) > 1. (4.54)

Furthermore, if this derivative is negative at some point, then for all 0 < t < Ty4z,

t
azgr,t(z) > 1-

(4.55)

max

In either case, for all 0 < t < T4, we can conclude that g,;(z) is a twice continuously differ-
entiable function, strictly increasing in z with a derivative bounded below by a positive constant.
Consequently it has an inverse that is also continuously twice differentiable, and therefore

o(r,z,t) = (bo(r,h(r,z,t)) (4.56)
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is a well defined function ¢ € C? (R, R, [0, Tnaz)). In order to establish that ¢ € C3 (R*, R, [0, Thnaz)),
we must also deal with uniform convergence as r — oo. It is simple to observe that the fact that

lim ¢°(r,2) = 0 (4.57)

r—00

with uniform in z convergence clearly implies that

lim ¢°(r, h(r,2,t)) =0 (4.58)

T—00

uniformly in h and consequently uniformly in z and ¢. Therefore, we can conclude that ¢ €
Cg (R+7 R, [07 Tma:c))
It remains to show that ¢ is in fact a solution of Burgers equation. Observe that by definition,

z = grt(h(r, z,t)) (4.59)
= 9rt(y) (4.60)
=y +to°(r,y), (4.61)
and also
h(r,y +t¢°(r,y),t) = v. (4.62)

Differentiating (A.62]) with respect to y, we find that
(14 t0y¢°(r,y)) O:h(r, z,t) = 1. (4.63)

Plugging for y and dividing over a term, we find that

1
P2 = 8, W 1 0) e

Meanwhile, differentiating (4.62]) with respect to t, we find that
Oth(r, z,t) + ¢°(r, )0 h(r, z,t) = 0. (4.65)

Rearranging terms, we find that

B —@°(r, h(r, z,t))
K20 = 30,00, h(r, 20 (4.66)

Now we can show that

o(r, 2,t) = ¢°(r, h(r, 2,1)) (4.67)

is a solution to Burgers equation. First we compute that
Op(r, z,t) = 8y¢0(r, h(r, z,t))0ch(r, z,t) (4.68)

_ 40 0
_ ‘Zi f’tgﬁ%‘?n(;’)y). (4.69)

Likewise we compute that

D20(r, z,t) = 0,¢° (1, h(r, z,t))0. h(r, z,1) (4.70)
0,0, y) (4.71)

1+ t0y 0 (1, y)’
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Putting these computations together with the fact that ¢(r, z,t) = ¢°(r,y), we can conclude that
8t¢(r7 z, t) + ¢(T7 Z, t)az¢(ra Z, t) = 07 (472)

and so we have a solution to Burgers equation.

We have now proven that there is a strong solution of Burgers equation on the interval [0, T},qz )-
We still need to show that there is in fact blowup as t — T},4: When T},4, < 4+00. The key point
is that when there exists ro € R, z9 € R such that 9,¢(rg, 20) < 0, then for ¢t > T4, the map

2z = 2+ t¢%(r, 2) (4.73)

is no longer invertible. The derivative with respect to z of the inverse of this map becomes singular
as t = Tynaz, which produces the Burgers shock. To proceed rigourously, recall that

ayQSO(T, y)

8,o(r, 2,t) = — W2 Y 474
#(r,2,1) 1+ t0y¢°(r, y) (474)
This clearly implies that
lim inf 0,¢(r, 2,t) = —o0, (4.75)
t_>T77LllZ'

as the denominator is clearly going to 0 as ¢t —
blowup in the from of the Burgers shock.

It now only remains to prove the uniqueness of classical solutions. Suppose ¢ € C? (RT, R, [0, Thnaz))
with initial data

I eYD] 6y_¢% GOk This completes the proof of finite-time

¢(-,0) = ¢". (4.76)

We want to show that ¢ must satisfy (4.48]). We will show by the method of characteristics that
this is the only possible solutions, and will introduce an error function ¢ to establish this. Let

a(r,y,t) = ((r,y + O (r,y)t,t) — °(r,y)) %, (4.77)

and again let
z=y+¢°(r,y)t. (4.78)

We begin by computing that

Oo(r,y,t) =2 (o(r,y + ¢ (r,y)t,t) — ¢°(r,y)) (e + ¢°(r,9)0:0) (r,y + ¢°(r,y),t).  (4.79)

Observe that because ¢ is a solution of Burgers equation,

Oro(r,y + ¢°(r,y)t,t) = —(90:0)(r,y + ¢°(r, y)t, 1), (4.80)

and so we can conclude that

(0 + ¢° (r,9)020) (r,y+0°(r,y), t) = (¢°(r,y) — d(r,u+ ¢ (r,y)t)) 0= (r, y+¢"(r,y)t, t). (4.81)

Plugging this back into (A.79]), we find that

Qo (ryy,t) = —20:0(r,y + ¢ (r,y)t, ) (6(r,y + ¢ (r,y)t, 1) — 6°(r,y))” (4.82)
= —20.4(r,y + ¢°(r,y)t, t)o(r, 2, 1) (4.83)
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Applying Gronwall’s inequality, we can note that for all r € RT, 2z € R,0 < t < Thnaz,

t
or3.0) < ot 0)xp (2 [ 1006, 7). (1.8)
0
It is trivial to observe that for all r € RT,y € R,
o(r,y,0) =0, (4.85)

and so consequently for all r € RT, 2 € R,0 < t < Tyaz,

o(r,y,t) =0 (4.86)
and
o(r,y + ¢°(r, )y, t) = 6°(r,y) (4.87)
We can recall that by definition,
z=y+¢(ry)t, (4.88)
and we have already shown that
y = h(r,z,t) (4.89)

follows immediately from the definition of h. Therefore we may conclude that for all » € R*, 2z €
Ra 0 é t < TmCLZE7

¢(r, 2, t) = ¢°(r, h(r, z,1)). (4.90)
This shows that the solution to Burgers equation given in (4.48)) is unique in the class of strong
solutions, and this completes the proof. O

With the classical well-posedness theory of the one dimensional Burgers equation worked out,
we can now immediately lift this theory to the infinite-dimensional vorticity equation. We will
prove Theorem [[.2] which is restated for the readers convenience.

Theorem 4.12. Suppose w° € C}f (RT,R). Note that this implies w° = 9,¢° with ¢° € CZ (R*,R).
Then there ewists a unique strong solution w € C’T{’Zz’f (RT,R, [0, Thhaz)) to the infinite-dimensional
vorticity equation. If 0,¢°(r,z) > 0 for all » € RT,z € R, then there is a global smooth solution,
and 50 Tyay = +o00. If there ewists 1o € RT 2y € R, such that 8Z¢0(r0,zo) < 0, then there is

finite-time blowup with
1

—inf, cp+ 0,¢90(r, 2)
2€R

Tmax =

(4.91)

This solution of the infinite-dimensional vorticity equation is given by

B WO, h(r, z,t))
w2 l) = T35 0 2 0) (4.92)

where the back-to-labels map h(r,z,t) is defined as in Theorem [{.11]

Proof. Applying Propositions [£.8] and [£.10] to the solutions of Burgers equation in Theorem K11

the local existence and uniqueness of strong solutions, as well as the specified blowup time follows

immediately. It only remains to show that the equation [4.92] holds for this unique solution.
Recall that

o(r, z,t) = ¢°(r, h(r, 2, 1)), (4.93)
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and that w = 9,¢. Applying the chain rule we find that
w(r, z,t) = 0,¢%(r, y) + 8y¢0(r, y)Orh(r, z,t). (4.94)

Also recall that
h(r,y +te°(r,y),t) =, (4.95)

and that therefore differentiating with respect to r, we find that
Orh(r, z,t) 4+ 0, h(r, 2, t)t0,¢°(r,y) = 0. (4.96)

Subtracting over the latter term and plugging into our expression for 0,h,

1
(9zh(7",z,t) - 1 _|_ tayQSO(’f',y)’ (497)

we find that 0
Oh(r, 1) = — ) (4.98)

14ty (ry)
Plugging (4.98)) back into our equation ([4.94]), we find that for all 0 <t < Thaz,

—t8y¢0(7‘, y)wO (Tv y)

_ .0
w(r, z,t) =w’(r,y) + 1+ 10,0(r,y) (4.99)
wO(r,y)
= ’ 4.100
1+ t0y¢°(r, y) ( )
w'(r, h(r, z, 1))
14 t0,¢0(r, h(t, 2,t)) (4.101)
This completes the proof. O

Proposition 4.13. Suppose w € C}”i’f (R, R, [0, Thhaz)) is a strong solution to the infinite-dimensional

vorticity equation with finite-time blowup at Tinee < +00. Suppose that

inf 9,¢(r,z) = 9,¢°(r0, 20), (4.102)
reRT
z€R
and that
w(ro, 20) # 0, (4.103)
then
Tma;v
L et dt = 4. (4.10)
0

In particular, for all 0 <t < Tiaz

> ‘WO(TO,ZO)‘

loC Oz = = (4.105)
B Tmaz
and consequently for all 0 <t < Tz
¢ t
/ lw(-, 7)[| dT > — |w’(ro, 20)| log <1 —7 > (4.106)
0 max
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Proof. Observe that for all 0 <t < Tiae,

”w('7 t)HLOO > ‘W(To, Zo + tgbo(ro, ZO)? t)‘ (4107)
|wO(ro, 20)]
= 4.108
1 +t9.¢%(ro, 20) ( )
0
_ [w7(ro, 20)] fO)‘ (4.109)
1 _
T’Ulllfl'

Integrating this lower bound immediately gives the lower bound (£I06)), and this completes the
proof. O

Remark 4.14. It can easily be seen from the formula for the evolution of the vorticity that
singularities form at a rate ~ 1%, and that furthermore, the vorticity blows up in the L norm

Tmazx

at this rate whenever the initial vorticity is nonzero at a point where 9,¢° is minimized. It is not
clear, however, that a Beale-Kato-Majda criterion must hold in the case where the initial vorticity
is zero at all points where 9,¢" is minimized. In fact, there is a simple counterexample showing that
the Beale-Kato-Majda criterion does not hold for all solutions of the infinite-dimensional vorticity
equation that blowup in finite-time. Indeed, there are solutions of the infinite-dimensional vorticity
equation that are uniformly bounded up until blowup time.

Proposition 4.15. Take the initial data
WO(r, 2) = 2rzexp(—r? — 22), (4.110)

and let w € C’Z{t (RT,R, [0, Thnaz)) be the unique strong solution to the infinite-dimensional vorticity
equation. Then T = 1, and for all 0 <t < 1,

lw(r, z,t)| < 1. (4.111)

Proof. We will again take y = h(r, z,t) where h is the back-to-labels map used in Theorems [£.1T]
and We know that
w(r,2,t) = _ W) (4.112)
| + 0y (r,y) '

It is simple to check that for the initial vorticity chosen, the corresponding initial potential is

¢*(r,y) = —yexp(—r? — y), (4.113)
and so
8y¢°(r,y) = —(1 — 2y%) exp(—r* — y*). (4.114)
Clearly
inf 8,¢°(r,y) = 0,6°(0,0) = —1, (4.115)
&
Yy

is the sole minimum, and w®(0,0) = 0. This implies that T}, = 1 and that Proposition 13| does
not apply to this initial data.
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In fact, it is straightforward to compute that the vorticity remains uniformly bounded. We
compute that for all 0 <t <1

WO (r, )|
w(r, z,t)] = ————2/1 4.116
|w( )l T+ 10,600, 3) ( )
2.9
1—t(1—2y?)exp(—r2 — y?)
2ry|
— 4.118
(2 1 5) — H1 ) (4.118)
2rly|
4.119
T2y (1 - 2y%) ( )
2ry|
— 4.120
L—t+72+ (1 +2t)y? ( )
2 2
<Y (4.121)
re+y
=1, (4.122)

where we have used Young’s inequality and the fact that exp(s) > 1 4+ s. This completes the
proof. O

Remark 4.16. The separation of variables that occurs in the infinite dimensional vorticity equa-
tion, with the vorticity potential satisfying the one dimensional Burgers equation involving only
the z-direction is a consequence of the structure of the divergence free constraint. It is not possible
to take the formal limit of divergence free constraint written as

V= d,u, + Oruy + k;”? —0, (4.123)

however if we re-normalize this equation, writing the constraint as

1 1 Uy
E(‘)Zuz + Z + Oty + = 0, (4.124)

then it is very clear that taking the formal limit & — oo yields
ur = 0. (4.125)
Recalling that w = d,u, — d,u,, the constraint w, = 0, then implies that
u, = 0, w. (4.126)
Likewise, taking the divergence form of the vorticity equation, we find that

dw + V- (wu) = dyw + V - (wuze.) (4.127)

= 0w + u,0,¢ + ¢0,u, (4.128)

This means that ¢ in the infinite dimensional vorticity equation is exactly u,, and that axial
compression is the dominant factor in singularity formation in very high dimension. It is well

known that axial compression/planar stretching is a dominant factor in singularity formation for
the three dimensional Navier—Stokes equation, as can be expressed by regularity criteria in terms of
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)\; , the positive part of the middle eigenvalue of the strain matrix [I0,11]. This result suggests that
for very high dimensions axial compression/hyperplanar stretching leads to singularity formation,
and axial compression becomes stronger relative to hyperplanar stretching in very high dimensions.
This is because more directions to stretch out means that rate of hyperplanar stretching will go like
a factor of d—il the rate of axial compression due to the divergence free constraint, which requires
that tr(S) = 0.

The last observation we will make in this section is that axisymmetric, swirl-free solutions of
the Euler equation in higher dimensions can be treated as a perturbation of the infinite-dimensional

vorticity equation, where the size of the perturbation is € = d—iQ.

Proposition 4.17. Suppose u € C <O,Tmm;H§s&df (]Rd)> is an azxisymmetric swirl-free solution

of the Fuler equation in d-dimensional space, with s > %l +2,d > 3. Then the vorticity satisfies the
equation

Ow + ¢0,w + wd,p + €Q[w] = 0, (4.129)
where
¢ =07 tw, (4.130)
1
and the operator Q. is defined by
Qclw] = (—10.¢ + €0.0)0rw + (gb +rw — % - e@ra) Ow — aiaw, (4.132)
with o is defined by a Poisson equation
— Ao =— (92 +02) (rg), (4.133)
where ) )
—Ac=—€(0?+02) - —Or + . (4.134)

Proof. We begin by recalling the formulation of the vorticity equation in terms of the re-normalized
stream function at the beginning of this section,

Orw + UrOprw + Uy 0w — éurw =0 (4.135)
Uy = €01 (4.136)

u, = —edph — % (4.137)

~A) = w, (4.138)

(4.139)

where we have made the substitution € = % We wish to invert the operator —A. in the small

epsilon limit. We can see that if e = 0, then

i <%> = (Lo )0 (4.140)
=w (4.141)
— 8,0, (4.142)
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and so
Y= —ro. (4.143)
We will write 1/; as an e perturbation of this function, with

b =—r¢+ co, (4.144)

where o is defined as above. It is straightforward to verify that this stream function satisfies the
equation —A.) = w. We can see that

—Ad) = —eAeo + ¢ (02 +02) (r¢) + 06 (4.145)
—w. (4.146)

Computing the velocity from the stream function then yields

U, = —erd,d + 20,0 (4.147)
u, = erdy¢ — 20,0 — e% + (14 €)o. (4.148)
We can also see that 5
= 8,6+ 22, (4.149)
r r

Plugging this into the vorticity evolution equation, we find that

ww+@a@¢+8@@aw+(w@¢—¥&a—§#%1+d@8w

0.
—<—@¢+e7?>w:o.(4wm
Rearranging terms, we find that

Ow + ¢O,w + wo, P

+e ((—Taztb + €0.0) Ow + (rw — €00 — % + <z5> Dow — 8';%) =0. (4.151)

This completes the proof. O

Remark 4.18. Note that although the size of the perturbation tends to zero as d — oo, there is no
immediately natural way to lift finite-time blowup for the infinite-dimensional vorticity equation
to blowup for the Euler equation in very high dimensions. This is because the operator Q. is
also becoming singular as ¢ — 0. If there is a way to show that the Euler equation blows up in
finite-time based on a perturbative argument of the Burgers-type blowup of the infinite dimensional
limit, then it will require very subtle estimates on this operator in the small € limit.

5 Conditional regularity in four and higher dimensions

In this section, we will derive regularity criteria for axisymmetric, swirl-free solutions of the Euler
equation in four and higher dimensions when ‘:—2 is bounded, and we will prove Theorem [[.II We
will begin by proving growth estimates for the vorticity in terms of the maximal velocity by looking

at the transport of % over fluid trajectories.
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Proposition 5.1. Suppose u € C ([O,Tmax),ij (Rd)> N ct ([O,Tmm),ij—l (]Rd)) ,d > 3,8 >

24 %l, is an azisymmetric, swirl-free solution of the Euler equation, and that % € L*. Then for
all R > 0 and for all 0 <t < Tz,

w

’ waR)) (1 - % /Ot (- 7)|| oo d7>k. (5.1)

rk

ot < e g

Recall that Cg is the cylinder {(r,z) : v < R}.
Proof. Again letting X (r, z,t) be the associated flow map, and recalling Proposition 380, we let

WO(r, 2)

w(X(r, z,t),t) = e X, (r, z, t)F. (5.2)
We know that .
X (ryz,t) =7+ / up (X (r,z,7),7)dr, (5.3)
0
and so we can conclude that for all 0 <t < Tj,4.,7 € RT, 2 € R,
t
Xo(ryzt) <1 +/ a7 e dr. (5.4)
0
This clearly implies that
WO(r, 2 ¢ F
2001 < G2 (o [l ) 5:5)
Now fix R > 0. We can clearly see that for all 0 < r < R,
WO(r, 2 t F
wxtz0.0] < 52 (R [t )l ) (5:6)
k
WO ey L[
= g ) Ju( Dllze ) - (5.7)
Likewise, for all » > R,
1 [t g
(2,001 <12 (147 [ )l a7 (5:5)
0
1 [t g
<02 (14 [ Il ar) (5.9)
0

Therefore, we can clearly see that for all 0 <t < T4z,

1 [ g
> exp <1 + E/ lu(-, 7)|| o0 d7'> . (5.10)
L>(Cr) 0

Recall that X (-,t) is a volume-preserving diffeomorphism, we see that

w0

I (e

loees,)

lwo X (- t)llzee = [lw(-, ) Lee, (5.11)

and this completes the proof. O
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Corollary 5.2. Suppose u € C ([O,Tmax),ij (]Rd)> NCt <[O,Tmax),H§J71 (Rd)) ,d>4,5> 2+%

is an axisymmetric, swirl-free solution of the Euler equation, that f—,g € L™, If Thhae < +00, then

T’”LIZZ'
/ (e, )| oot = +o00. (5.12)
0

Proof. This follows immediately from Proposition 5.1 and the Beale-Kato-Majda theorem. O

Another key result will be a Sobolev-type inequality that allows us bound the maximum velocity
in terms of a Lorentz norm of the vorticity of the same scaling.

Lemma 5.3. Suppose d > 3,5 > %. Then for all u € ij (Rd),
lullze < Callwllgas, (5.13)

where Cy is an absolute constant depending only on the dimension.

Proof. First observe that u € H jf (]Rd) ,8 > % implies w € L%! by Sobolev embedding. Next we

will use the Biot-Savart law in Proposition [3.24]

y—x
u(z) = ay w(p,s)le,Re, —e, Ve, —— dy. 5.14
@ =i | wlos)e, T (5.14)
For all z € R, we will let
1
H,(y) = ———. 1
(y) o (5.15)
Observe that for all z € R? H, € L%’oo (]Rd), and by translation invariance
1Hall ap o = [1Holl a) o (5.16)
Applying Holder’s inequality for Lorentz spaces, we can then see that for all z € R,
1
u(x §\/§ad/ w(p,s)|—————dy 5.17
u(z)| [ eto.9) s (517

—Vaag [ | w(p.s)|Halw) dy (5.18)

R4
< V20|l s | Holl . (5.19)

This completes the proof. O

Remark 5.4. Throughout this section, the constant Cy will always refer specifically to the constant
in Lemma [5.3]

We will now put this Sobolev-type inequality together with our earlier bounds on the growth
of vorticity in terms of the velocity in order to give regularity criteria for the finite-time blowup
of axisymmetric, swirl-free solutions of the Euler equation in four and higher dimensions that are
stronger than the standard Beale-Kato-Majda criterion.
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Proposition 5.5. Suppose u € C ([O,Tmax),ij (Rd)> N ct ([O,Tmm),ij—l (]Rd)) ,d > 3,8 >

24 %l, is an azisymmetric, swirl-free solution of the Fuler equation, and that f—,g € LY. Then for

all R > 0 and for all 0 <t < Tz
1t g
<1 + — / Hu(-7’7')HLoo d7'> . (5.20)
L1 (CR) RJo

1O =1+ [ Il (5:21)

we can conclude that for all 0 <t < Tinaq,

w9

u(-, )| L < Cy (Hwo\\mc@ + RS

Furthermore, letting

df (5.22)
d
where

_Ca

0 k
n=7 <Hw HLd,l(Cﬁ) +R LdJ(@g)). (5.23)

Proof. We begin the proof with two bounds from Proposition Bt for all 0 <r < R

wY

rk

0 t k
lwo X(r,z,1)] < “"E#”Rk <1+/0 (-, 7)o dT> , (5.24)
and for all r > R,
1 g
lwo X(r,z,t)] < !wo(r, 2))| <1 + E/ lu(-, 7)|| oo d7'> . (5.25)
0

Taking the L%! norms of these bounds over the unit ball and its complement respectively, it
immediately follows that

WO 1 t k
lwo X paic.y < RF|| = <1 + —/ |l (-, 7)|| Loo d7'> (5.26)
(Cr) rk L1 () R /s
1 [t F
o & Xlgan gy < Ilansy (14 [ Butmll ar ) (5.27)

Applying the triangle inequality, we can see that

[wo X par(ray < flwo X[parcy) + llw o Xl parce) (5.28)

1/t b
14 _/ () dr) . (5.29)
Ld,l(CR) R 0

Next we observe that X(:,¢) is a volume preserving diffeomorphism. Because the map X(-,t)
preserves measure, it leaves the distribution function invariant when used as a change of variables
with

B

< (HWOHLd»l(c;;C) + R ok

Ao = Awoxs (5.30)

and so it immediately follows that

Hw o} X”Ld,l = HOJ”Ld,l. (531)
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Applying Lemma [5.3] this yields the bound (520]).

It remains to show that % < pf*. The fundamental theorem of calculus immediately implies
that
C1(0) = Zlu. 1) (532)
dt R L )
Plugging into the bound (5.20]), we find that for all 0 <t < Tpa4,
d K
S 10y < nr )" (53
and this completes the proof. O

Theorem 5.6. Suppose u € C <[0,Tmam),H§f (Rd)> alek <[0,Tmam),H§f—l (Rd)) ,d>4,8>2+ %,

18 an axisymmetric, swirl-free solution of the Euler equation, and that ‘:—2 e LY N L. Then for
all R > 0 and for all 0 <t < Tha,

w0
Tk:

e (e

Lw(CR)> . (5.34)

a—
t
Ld’l(CR)> >

lw(s )l Lo <

¥
[ V)

w

wo
,,.k

(1 — (d — 3)% (HWOHLdvl(C%) + Rk

In particular, this implies that

Tinaz = a (5.35)
@-3s (1 1y + R[] o)
Proof. We know from the Beale-Kato-Majda theorem that if T},4, < +00, then
Trmaz
/0 [w(- )| e dt = +o00, (5.36)

and so it suffices to prove the bound (5.34]), which immediately then implies the lower bound on
Tnaz- We will begin by defining f and p as in Proposition 5.5 letting

10 =1+ 3 [t 7)o (5.37)

and by letting

Cq
= G (1 +

wO
rk

. (5.38)
L&1(CR)

Applying Proposition 5.1], we have for all 0 < t < Tinaz,

W0
O (i e = I P (5.39
and so it suffices to prove that for all 0 <t < T4z,
k 1
f)F < — - (5.40)

(1= (d = 3)ut) =
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Recall from Proposition 55l that for all 0 < t < Thas,

d
S < @) (5.41)
We will need to integrate this differential inequality. First observe that
d —k+1) _ i d
= (=FO7Y) = (= 0FO ) (5.42)
< (k=) (5.43)

Integrating with respect to time and observing that f(0) = 1, we find that for all 0 <t < T}44,
1—f@)7" < (k= 1)put. (5.44)

Rearranging this inequality, we find that for all 0 <t < T4z,
fit) < L (5.45)
(1= (k= Dut)
Recalling that k = d — 2, we can see that for all 0 <t < Thaz,
1
(1= (d— 3ty
and this completes the proof. O

f)k < , (5.46)

IS
N

Corollary 5.7. Suppose u € C ([O,Tmam),ij (Rd)> alek ([O,Tmam),H;:f—l (Rd)) ,d>4,8> 2—1—%
is an axisymmetric, swirl-free solution of the Euler equation, with finite-time blowup at Tyar < +00,
and that ‘:—f € LYY NL>®. Then for all R > 0 and for all 0 < t < Taz,
R
> .
Ldvl(Rd) (d - 3)Cd(Tmax - t)

Note that this implies that ||(U(',t)HLd,1((/'1c2) controls regularity and has a minimal blowup rate

R
i — . ey 2 .
t_}%;lw(Tmax t)HOJ( 7t)”Ld71(CR) = (d — 3)Cd (5 48)
Proof. First we observe that if ‘:—2 € LEY(RY) N L>®(R?), then for all 0 < t < Tmam,% €
LAY RY) N L (R?), and

B

lw (s D)l Larce ) + R

T (5.47)

’w(-;t) _ “’—,S , (5.49)
r L1 (Rd) T 1 Ld1(rd)
Fix 0 < ¢ < Tinag. Applying Theorem 5.6l and treating w(-,?) as initial data, we find that
T s R (5.50)
(d—3)Cq (”“’("t)”wvl(cm + R (|2 L‘“(CR))
. R (5.51)
(d—3)Cq (Hw(»ﬂl!ml(ca) +RE| < Ldvl(Rd)>
_ R , (5.52)
(d—3)Cy (Hw(, t)HLdvl(C%) + RF L:_S Ld,l(Rd)>
This completes the proof. -
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Corollary 5.8. Suppose u € C ([O,Tmax),ij (]Rd)> NCt ([O,Tmax),Hjjfl (Rd)) ,d>4,5> 2+g
is an azisymmetric, swirl-free solution of the Fuler equation with finite-time blowup at Ty < +00,
and that ‘:—2 e LYY N L. Then for all 0 <t < Tz,

1 1 1

|’CU('7t)HLd,1(Rd) 2 . N % ; ﬁ (T t)% . (553)
k=1(d — 3)d-3 -3 w o mazr — -3
k% 1(d 3)d SCd = o
Proof. From Corollary 5.7, we can see that for all R > 0 and for all 0 <t < Tz,
R k WO
ot > — RV || — . 5.54
HW( )HLdvl - (d _ 3)Cd(Tmax _ t) Tk i ( )
Taking the maximum of the right hand side, we find that for all 0 <t < T4,
R k OJO
ot > — RV || — . 5.55
e Oor = o (r—gremr——s ~ [ ) (5.55)
Let
M = (d - 3)Cd(Tma:c - t) (556)
0
B=|= (5.57)
™™ || a1
F(R) =2 _ Rk (5.58)
= . .
It suffices to compute the maximum of f over RT. Observe that
/ 1 k—1
= — —kB .
F(R) = - — KBRS, (5.59)
and we can see that the maximum value of f will be attained at
1
Ry=———. (5.60)
(kBM)#1
Therefore, after a little tedious arithmetic, we find that
max f(R) = F(Rp) (5.61)
R>0
Ry
=37 BRE (5.62)
1 B
- T & i (5.63)
(kB)k—lefl (k;BM)kﬂ
1 1 1 1
= 1 L) 1 “k_ (5.64)
kr—1 k¥—=1/ Bk1 M *-1
1 1 1
=—k-)——x (5.65)
kE—1 Br1 M*E—1
1 1 1
= - = o T t)d;—?s . (5.66)
k*—1 (d — 3) d—3 Cd e L maz
This completes the proof. O
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Remark 5.9. This is stronger than the Beale-Kato-Majda criterion in two respects. First, we have
a lower order norm, requiring that w(-, ) must blowup in L%! in addition to L>°. Second, we have
a faster rate. The Beale-Kato-Majda criterion requires the vorticity to blowup in L} LS°, which
corresponds to a minimal blowup rate of the L* norm like

1
O~ —— .
lw(-, )] T (5.67)
which is slower than the blowup rate
1
lw( Ol par ~ —————=- (5.68)
maxr t) d—3

Corollary (.8 provides an explicit lower bound, and a faster rate of blowup of a lower order norm
than the Beale-Kato-Majda criterion. While it is possible—in fact every very likely—that there
may be finite-time blowup for smooth axisymmetric, swirl-free solutions of the Euler equation in
four and higher dimensions even when ‘:—2 is bounded, such blowup must occur in a very particular
way.

The same bounds that give the regularity criteria in Corollary [5.8in four and higher dimensions
guarantee global regularity in three dimensions, and provide an exponential bound on the growth
of vorticity.

Theorem 5.10. Suppose the initial data v° € H jf (R?’) ,8 > % 18 azxisymmetric and swirl-free.

Then there exists a global smooth solution of the Euler equation u € C ([O,—Foo),ij (R?’)) N
ct ([O,—Foo),H;f_l (R3)>. Furthermore, we have a bound on vorticity for all R > 0 and for all

0<t<+o0,
>
L>(Cr)

T
C
€xp <§d <HWOHL¢1(C§) +R

S (e

w

0
t]. (569
Ld1(CR)

T

Proof. We will begin by letting

70 =1+ 5 [ )l (5.10)

and letting
_ Cu 0 k
n = f <Hw HLd’l(C%) + R Ld’l(CR) . (571)

We know from the local wellposedness result in Theorem [3.14] that there is an axisymmetric, swirl-
free solution of the Euler equation u € C <[0, Tnaz ) ij (Rg)) nct ([0, Tinaz)s Hd“"f_1 (Rg)) for some
Traz > 0.

We can see from Proposition [5.1] that for all 0 < ¢ < Tz,

B
r

wY

r

o, )|z < max (HwOHLw(c;) B ) 1(t). (5.72)
L*>(Cr)
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Furthermore, we can see from Proposition that for all 0 <t < Thaz,

S F(0) < i), (5.73)

We clearly have f(0) = 1 by definition, so applying Gronwall’s inequality, we find that for all
0 <t <Thmax,

F(t) < explut), (5.74)

and consequently

0
e < el 2

> exp(ut). (5.75)

T llLes(cp)

This completes the proof of the bound (5.69). Finally, we will observe that if T},,4, < +00, then by
the Beale-Kato-Majda criterion we must have

T’UL ax
L et de = 4 (.70
0

and so this bound also implies that T;,,, = +00. This completes the proof. O

Remark 5.11. This is a relatively standard approach to the classical result that for sufficiently
smooth axisymmetric, swirl-free initial data, a smooth solution of the Euler equation in three
dimensions exists globally in time. The conditions on the vorticity in Theorem [E.10] is of a very
similar form to the conditions in the global regularity result of Ukhovskii and Yudovich in [12],
although the methods are quite different, as that paper involves the vanishing viscosity limit. In fact

this result can be strengthened. Danchin proved [2,[3] that if u € C ([0, Tnax), Hi s, a (R3)) , 8 > %

a.
is an axisymmetric, swirl-free solution of the Euler equation, then for all 0 <t < 400,

0
N t> , (5.77)
L3

lw(-, t)]|nee < HwOHLOO exp <C "

where C' > 0 is an absolute constant independent of w°. Note that u® € H* (]R3) ,8 > % is sufficient
to guarantee both that w® € L and that “70 € L3!, by Sobolev embedding.

Danchin actually proves this exponential upper bound in a class slightly larger than u® €
H? (]R3) ,8 > %, but this is the standard regularity class for strong solutions of the three dimensional
Euler equation when there is no assumption of axisymmetry, and this regularity class is good enough
to guarantee both norms involving the initial vorticity are bounded, so we will not concern ourselves
with further relaxing these assumptions here. The key element of the proof is the inequality

|

We have already proven one of the regularity criteria in Theorem [T Now we will complete
the proof of this theorem.

Uy

r

~ =l

L (5.78)

Theorem 5.12. Suppose u € C ([O,Tmax),ij (}Rd))mCl ([07Tmax)7H§f_1 (Rd)) ,d>3,8> 2+%,

18 an axisymmetric, swirl-free solution of the Euler equation, and that f—,j € L°°. Then for all R > 0

and for all 0 <t < Taq,
1/t :
L*(Cr) R Jo
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In particular, if T < 400, then

Tmaac
/ [yt (-, 1)]| oo dt = +o0. (5.80)
0

Proof. The Beale-Kato-Majda theorem implies that it is sufficient to prove the bound (&79). The
proof will follow along the lines of Proposition 5.1l Again let X(r, z,t) be the associated flow map
and recall that

0
W(X(r,2,1),t) = 2 iZ’Z)XT(r,z,t)k. (5.81)
We therefore know that .
X (r,z,t) =7+ / up (X (r,z,7),7)dT, (5.82)
0

and so we can conclude that for all 0 < ¢t < Tje2,7 € RT, 2 € R,
t
X,(ret) vt [ fuf (1) d (5.83)
0

This clearly implies that

wo r,z t k
0,00 < G (e [ (omles ) (5.5

Now fix R > 0. We can clearly see that for all 0 < r < R,
0 t k
wxz0.01 < G (R [l ) (5.55)
0

WO(r, 2 t k
R (1 4 [t o) (5.56)

T

Likewise, for all r > R,
1 [t i
lw(X (1, 2,t),t)] < |w0(r, 2)| <1 + ;/ |l (7)) || oo d7'> (5.87)
0

< 1009 (14 [t s df>k. (5.58)

Therefore, we can clearly see that for all 0 <t < T},4z,

1 g
> exp <1 + E/ |l (-, 7) || oo dT) . (5.89)
L>*(Cr) 0

Recall that X (-,t) is a volume-preserving diffeomorphism, we see that

0
Tk

0 k
lwo X (+,t)]| 1= < max (Hw HLOO(C%) R .

lwo X (- t)llLee = [lw(-, ) Lee, (5.90)
and this completes the proof. O

Finally, we will consider the case of the evolution of compactly supported vorticities in four and
higher dimensions when ‘:—2 is bounded. The arguments which lead to global regularity in the three
dimensional case have analogues in four and higher dimensions that are two singular to prevent
finite-time blowup via the support running off to infinity in the radial direction.
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Proposition 5.13. Suppose u € C ([O,Tmm),ij (]Rd)> nct <[O,Tmax),H§J71 (]Rd)> ,d > 3,5 >
2+ %l, is an axisymmetric, swirl-free solution of the Euler equation, that “:—,S € L™, and that ° has
compact support. Let R(t) be the maximal radial value in the support at a given time:
R(t) = sup r (5.91)
(T’,Z)Esupp(w(',t))

Then for all 0 <t < Tiaz,

O‘)0
Jote i < || rer (.92
and 1 o
3 R(t) < dCa |supp W)|* =1 R®F, (5.93)
Lo

where Cy > 0 is a constant independent of w° depending only on the dimension.

Proof. We will begin by observing that for all 0 <t < T)4z,

LR() < u )1~ (5.94)

dt
< Cde(-,t)”Ld,1. (5.95)

It is also straightforward to observe that for all 0 <t < Th,4z,

WO k
lw(- Dl < ||| R(E)" (5.96)
Recall that - )
ot Bl =d [ | {o € B w0 > o} da (5.97)
0
We can clearly see from (5.96]), that for all o > ‘ f—g R(t),
Haz e RY: |w(z, )| > a}‘ —0 (5.98)

Because we have supp(w) = supp (;"—k), and -7 is transported by a divergence free vector field, we
can see that for all 0 <t < Tipae

[supp(w(-, )] = [supp (5 (1)), (5.99)
= |supp <%S>' (5.100)
= |supp (w0)| (5.101)
Therefore, we can see that for all 0 < a < ‘ ‘:—2 R(t)k ,

Hx eR?: jw(x,t)| > a}‘ < |supp (w0)| (5.102)

Plugging in these bounds in we find that for all 0 <t < T}44,

0

(-, 8)l|pas < d|supp (°)|7 2| rar (5.103)
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Remark 5.14. In the case where d = 3, this is the standard proof of global regularity for the
axisymmetric, swirl-free Euler equation in three dimensions given by Majda and Bertozzi [9]. In
this case, Gronwall’s inequality gives an exponential bound on the radius of the support of the

vorticity,
W0

R(t) < Roexp <3C3 jsupp ()] |2

o t> : (5.104)

and consequently on the size of the vorticity,
0

0

w

.t o < || —
ot < |

Ryexp <C3 |supp (wo) |%
LOO

o t> . (5.105)

This in turns yields global regularity. We can see that even in the case where ‘:—2 € L, this
approach cannot guarantee global regularity in four and higher dimensions, as the bound from the
differential inequality in Proposition [5.13] will become singular in finite-time.

Remark 5.15. It is an interesting question whether the inequality in Proposition 513l is sharp for
d > 3. In the case of d = 3, this would mean exponential growth of the maximum vorticity, and in
the case d > 4, this would mean finite-time blowup.

In the two dimensional case, where k = 0, there is an analogous result, even without assuming
axisymmetry. In two dimensions the scalar vorticity is given by

W = al’u,g - ag’u,l, (5106)
and this vorticity is transported by the flow,
Ow +u-Vw = 0. (5.107)

The velocity can be recovered from the vorticity by the convolution

z— )t
u(z) = ! / (7y)w(y)dy, (5.108)

S om Rz |z —y[?

where z+ = (—x3,21) From this it follows that
Jullz= < Cllwllza (5.109)
If w° has compact support and
R(t) = sup 1, (5.110)

ze€supp(w(-,t))
then for all 0 <t < +o0,

SR < ) G.11)

< C[|w’]] for - (5.112)

Iftimie, Gamblin, and Sideris showed that this inequality is in fact sharp [5]. They showed that
for a broad set of vorticities satisfying anti-symmetry and sign conditions, that for all 0 < ¢ < 400,

%R(t) >k (w?), (5.113)

where K (wo) > 0, is a constant depending on the initial vorticity. The fact that the differential
inequality governing the radius of the support of the vorticity (5I12)) is sharp up to a constant in
two dimensions suggests that it is likely that the analogous differential inequality in Proposition
B.13] will also be sharp up to a constant in three and higher dimensions, but this remains an open
question.
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6 A geometric setup for possible finite-time blowup

In this section, we will discuss a geometric scenario for the finite-time blowup of axisymmetric,
swirl-free solutions of the Euler equation in four and higher dimensions. This scenario will involve
vorticities which are odd with respect to z and nonnegative for z > 0. We will begin by deriving a
special form of the Biot-Savart law that applies to vorticities which are odd with respect to z.

Proposition 6.1. Suppose u € ij (Rd) ,8 > %,d > 3, is axisymmelric and swirl-free. Further
suppose that w(r, z) is odd in z, with for allr > 0,z € R,

w(r,—z) = —w(r,2) (6.1)

Then the velocity can be recovered from the vorticity in the upper half plane using the following
formulas:

Uy (T7 Z) = QqMg—2Mqd—3 / / H(T, 25 P S)pd_2w(p7 S) dp dS, (62)
0 0

1 d—4 _
H(T7Z7p73):/7-(1_7_2)2 < zZ+s é_|_ Z2—38 _
: (2 42— 20pr )T (24P 2rpr + (2 s)?)°

Z+S zZ— S8

_ - d>d7’, (6.3)
(r?+p*+2rp7 + (2 4+ 5)%)2  (r2+p* = 2rp7 + (2 — 5)%)2

and

o0 (o]
Uy (7", Z) = —QgMmq—2MJd—3 / / G(Tv Z5 Py S)pd_2w(p7 S) dpds, (64)
0 0
where
1 d—4 —rT +rT
G(r,z,p,s):/ (1_7_2) ? P 7 T P d
o (2402~ 27 + (= 92)F (24 P+ 27 4 (2~ 9)2)

_ p—rT _ prrT ) dr. (6.5)
2

(1249 = 20pr + (z+9°)F (12 + 07+ 2007 + (2 4 5?)

[S]isH

Further note that u,(r,z) is even in z, while u,(r, z) is odd in z.
Proof. We begin by recalling the Biot-Savart law in Proposition [3.26]

: -
ur(r, z) = —agma—2mq- 3/ / (z — s)w(p, 8)/ 1 —dyy dpds.
1 (12 4 g2 — 2rpjjy + (2 — 5)2)*

(6.6)
Using the odd symmetry of w in s, and the change of variables § = —s,
1 (1 — N —
/ / (2 = s)w (p,S)/ hl=d) > - djjidpds =
1 (124 g2 — 21 + (2 — 5)%)°
d—4

/ / 2(2 +3) (p,.§)/1 B -9 —djp dpds  (6.7)
1 (P24 g2 = 2rpf + (2 + 5)2)°
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Therefore, the identity for u, can be rewritten as

[e'e) [e'e) 1
wn(r, 2) = /0 /0 P2, ) / 1
d—4a d—4

( (z+8)j(1— )3 R i
(P24 p2 = 2rp + (2 +8)2) (P24 p? — 2rpjj1 + (2 — 5)?)

d) dg;dpds. (6.8)
2

Making the substitution 7 = —yj, for —1 < ¢ < 0, we can see that

/°< CHonl-@= c-9nl-g@) )dglz
(

d
LN+ p? = 2rpi + (2 +5)%)7 (P24 p* = 2rpf1 + (2 — 5)?)

Nl

d—2 a—2
/1 (,2—1—8)7'(1—7'2)T N (z—s)7’(1—7‘2)T
0 (r2+p2+2rpr+ (2 +8)2) & (12+ p2+2rp7 + (2 — 5)2) 4

dr. (6.9)

Making the trivial substitution 7 = § for 0 < g < 1, this completes the proof of the identity (6.2)).
We proceed similarly for u,, starting with the identity from Proposition [3.26]

d—4

0o 00 1 riy — 1— 72\ 5 ~
uy(r,z) = admd_gmd_g/ / 42w (p, s)/ (i p)(N 91) 7 dg1dpds. (6.10)
—o0 Jo —1 (r2+ p% = 2rpj1 + (2 — 5)%)?

Again applying the odd symmetry of w in z, we find that

[e'e] [e'e) J 1
u(r, z) = _admd—2md—3/ / p"2w(p, 3)/
o Jo —1
—4

d d—4

( p-rp)1-3D= (i)D"
(24 02 = 2pf + (2 = $))F (24 p2 = 2rpfi + (2 + 5)?)

Nl

) dgidpds. (6.11)

Again taking the substitution 7 = —gy, we find that

d—4 d—4

/0< (p—rp)A=3)=  (p—rip)A - )dglz
S\ (24 2 =2+ (2= 9)D)F (124 — 2pf + (2 + 5)2)%

0 \(r2+p%+2rp7+ (2 — 8)?)2

(r2 + p2 +2rpt + (2 + 5)2)2

Making the trivial substitution 7 = g1 for 0 < g; < 1, this completes the proof of the identity (6.4)).
Finally, we observe that

H(r,—z,p,s) = H(r,z,p,s), (6.13)
which implies that
up(r, 2) = up(r, —z). (6.14)
Likewise, we can observe that
G(r,—z,p,8) = —G(r,z,p,s), (6.15)
which implies that
uy(r,—z) = —uy(r, 2). (6.16)
This completes the proof. O
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It is clear from the analysis in Section [, that blowup for solutions of the axisymmetric, swirl-free
Fuler equation in four and higher dimensions requires compression along the z-axis and stretching
in the r-hyperplane. We will show that this is precisely what is afforded to us by vorticities which
are odd in z, and nonnegative for z > 0.

Proposition 6.2. Suppose u € ij (]Rd) ,s > 1+ g, d > 3, is axisymmetric and swirl-free. Further
suppose that w is odd in z, that for all r,z > 0,w(r,z) > 0, and that w is not identically zero. Then
for all z > 0,

u,(0,2) <0, (6.17)

and for all r > 0,
ur(r,0) > 0. (6.18)

Proof. Taking the identity (6.4]) from Proposition [6.1] we see that

e ) o) i1 1 oy d—1
u,(0,2) = —2admd_2md_3/0 /0 P w(p, s)/o (1—7°) 2

< ! - ! d>d7’dpd8. (6.19)
(P4 (= 9)F (Pt t o)

[NJisH

Observe that for all p, s,z > 0,

/1(1 — )% < ! = — ! > dr > 0. (6.20)
0 (P +(z=35)?)2  (P*+(2+5)?)

This implies that for all z > 0,

[M]fsH

ux(0, z) < 0. (6.21)

Likewise, applying the identity (6.2)) from Proposition [6.I] we can see that for all r» > 0,

[e.e] o0 1
ur(r,0) = 2admd—2md—3/0 /0 sp™2w(p, 3)/0 r(1—-73)"7
1

1
T~ 7 | drdpds. (6.22)
(r24p2 =2rpr +s2)2  (r2+4 p2+2rp7 + s2)2

Observe that for all p,s,r > 0,

1
- 1 1
/ (1 - 7‘2)% - — - | dr >0, (6.23)
0 (r2+p2—=2rpr+52)2  (r2 4 p2 + 2rpr + s2)2

and so for all » > 0,

ur(r,0) > 0. (6.24)
]

Conjecture 6.3. Suppose u° € HE g.af (Rd) ,d>4,8s>1+ %l 1 not identically zero that further-
more the associated vorticity w® is odd in z, and that for all z > 0,w%(r,z) > 0. Then the smooth

solution of the Euler equation u € C ([O,Tmax); Hy, (Rd)) nct ([O,Tmaw), ij_l (Rd)) with initial

data u® blows up up in finite-time, Thpae < +00.
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Remark 6.4. This is precisely the geometric setup given in Elgindi’s recent blowup result for
axisymmetric, swirl-free C'® solutions of the Euler equation in three dimensions [4]. Similar to the
geometric setup proposed for finite-time blowup here, the vorticity Elgindi’s blowup solutions are
odd in z and positive in the upper half plane, and involve blowup driven by compression along the
z axis, and stretching in the horizontal plane. Furthermore, a key aspect of Elgindi’s blowup result
is that ‘*’70 ¢ L°°. This suggests that a similar approach may be able to yield smooth solutions of

the Euler equation in four and higher dimensions that blowup in finite-time when f—,? ¢ L.

Remark 6.5. Iftimie, Gamblin, and Sideris proved [5] that in two dimensions, if w is compactly
supported, odd with respect to both x1 and zs,

w(—z1,22) = —w(z1, 22) (6.25)

w(xy, —x9) = —w(x1, T2), (6.26)

and w(x1,z2) > 0 in the first quadrant x1, 29 > 0, and not identically zero, then the radius of the
support in the x; direction grows linearly in time with

dr

dt —

where K (wo) > 0 is a constant depending on the initial vorticity.

We should note that this is precisely the geometric setup proposed for finite-time blowup in
four and higher dimensions in Conjecture [6.3l Note that in two dimensions r = |z1| and e, =

K (wo) , (6.27)

sgn(xq1)ey, and so u is axisymmetric if and only if u1 is odd in 1 and w9 is even in x;. Recall that
w = O1ug — douy, and we can see that if u is axisymmetric implies that w is odd with respect to xy.
Using the Biot-Savart law, it can be seen that in fact u is axisymmetric in two dimensions if and
only if w is odd with respect to x1. Furthermore, in two dimensions any axisymmetric vector field
is automatically swirl-free, as R? = span {e,, e, }. Therefore, the requirement that w is odd with
respect to 1 in two dimensions is analogous to the requirement that v is axisymmetric, swirl-free
in three and higher dimensions. Likewise the requirement that w is odd with respect to x2 in two
dimensions is analogous to the requirement that w is odd with respect to z in three and higher
dimensions. Finally the requirement that w is nonnegative in the first quadrant in two dimensions
is analogous to the requirement that w is nonnegative for z > 0 in three and higher dimensions.
This shows that the geometric setup proposed for finite-time blowup in four and higher dimensions
in Conjecture [6.3] is entirely analogous to the geometric setup for the linear growth of support in
two dimensions in [5].

We know that for all d > 2, the radial size of a compactly supported vorticity can grow at most
like

% <& (W) R2 (6.28)

The fact that this inequality is sharp up to a constant in two dimensions, suggests it may very well
be sharp up to a constant in the same geometric setup in three and higher dimensions, which would
lead directly to the finite-time blowup result in four and higher dimensions conjectured above.

In addition to expecting blowup in four and higher dimensions for smooth, axisymmetric, swirl-
free solutions of the Euler equation, it also seems very likely that under comparable geometric
constraints the vorticity will grow exponentially in time in three dimensions, and the exponential
bound proven by Danchin in [2] will be sharp. In particular, if (6.28]) is sharp up to a constant
when d = 3, this implies both exponential growth of the support of the vorticity and the L* norm
of the vorticity.
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Conjecture 6.6. Suppose u’ € Hgs&df (}R?’) ,8 > % is not identically zero that furthermore the asso-
ciated vorticity w is odd in z, and that for all z > 0,w°(r, 2) > 0. Then there exist constants k1, ky >

0, depending on w° such that for the solution of the Euler equation u € C <[O, +oo),ij (R3)> N
ct <[O, +oo),H§f_1 (R3)> with initial data u®, for all 0 <t < +o0,

|w (-, t)][Lee > K1 exp(kat). (6.29)
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