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DIMENSION REDUCTION OF AXIALLY SYMMETRIC EULER
EQUATIONS NEAR MAXIMAL POINTS OFF THE AXIS

QI S. ZHANG

ABSTRACT. Let v be a solution of the axially symmetric Euler equations (ASE) in a finite
cylinder in R*. We show that suitable blow-up limits of possible velocity singularity and
most self similar vorticity singularity near maximal points off the vertical axis are two
dimensional ancient solutions of the Euler equation in either R? x (—o0, 0] or R2 x (—0c0, 0].
This reduces the search of off-axis self-similar or other velocity blow-up solutions to a
problem involving purely 2-dimensional Euler equations. Also, some asymptotic self-
similar velocity blow-up and expected asymptotic self-similar vorticity blow up scenario
at the boundary appear to be ruled out. On the other hand, this method may provide a
path to velocity blow up if one can construct certain stable ancient solutions to the 2-d
Euler equation in the half plane.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we take a step in the analytical study of the structure, in a space-time
region with high flow speed or high vorticity, of solutions to the three dimensional incom-
pressible Euler equations

o +wv-Vu+Vp=0,
V-v=0,

tel0,T), z€DCR? (1.1)

with axially symmetric data. Namely, in cylindrical coordinates, the solution v = v(x,t)
is of the form

v(z,t) = 0" (r, m(g),t)er + % (r, m(g),t)eé; + 0 (r, 33(3),t)63. (1.2)
Here z = (2, 2®) 2@ r = /(zM)2 + (z®?)2 and
1 .2 (2) L1
oz AU
€r = (77 770)7 €o = (—77 770)7 es = (0,0,1) (1.3)

are the three orthogonal unit vectors along the radial, angular, and axial directions re-
spectively. It is well known, the radial , swirl and axial components v", v? and v®) obey
the equations

atvr+b-Vv’"—@+8rp:0,

a0 +b- Vol + 20—,

Ow® +b- Vold) + 9, p =0,

b=v"e, +v®e3, V- -b=00"+ % +9,v8) = 0.

(1.4)
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The axially symmetric case, studied a long time ago in [I3] by Ukhovskii and Yudovich
e.g., appears much more special than the full Euler equations. However recent impressive
research by several authors indicates that a regular solution with a certain initial value
can form singularity in finite time even in this special case, especially in the presence of a
boundary. In [5] Elgindi proved a certain C*¢ initial data in R? can generate finite time
vorticity blow-up. See also [6] by Elgindi, Ghoul and Masmoudi. In [7] Elgindi and Jeong
established finite time blow-up of some Ch® solutions in the exterior of a cone. In the
papers [9], [10] Luo and Hou provided strong numerical evidence that finite time blow-up
of smooth solutions at boundary can occur. In two recent pre-prints [2} [3], Chen and Hou
presented a computer assisted result indicating finite time vorticity blow-up of smooth
solutions at the boundary of a finite cylinder. See also [14] by Wang, Lai, Gomez-Serrano,
Buckmaster where a program of finding finite time self-similar blow-ups is initiated using
neural networks. The common strategy is to identify certain asymptotic self-similar blow-
up solutions and prove that they are stable under certain truncation and perturbation.
Very often this is done by studying the associated Boussinesq’s equations. This seems to
be one reason that some studies in the area are highly sophisticated and elongated.

In this paper, we prove that C;t blow-up limits (c.f. Definition )of all potential
velocity singularity and most vorticity singularity of the axially symmetric Euler equations
near maximal or anchor points off the rotational axis are ancient solutions to the two
dimensional Euler equations in R? or ]Ri, the half plane. This reduces the search of
off-axis velocity blow-up and most asymptotic self similar vorticity blow up solutions to a
problem involving purely 2-dimensional Euler equations. Compared with the usual method
of converting to the 2-dimensional Boussinesq’s equations, which fits the study of the
remaining vorticity blow up, this method seems to significantly reduce the complexity since
the latter equations contain one extra unknown function, the temperature in addition to
the velocity. In addition, certain asymptotic self-similar vorticity blow-ups at the boundary
are apparently ruled out, c.f. Proposition [I.1] (ii), 2.1l and 2-3] and the remarks below. The
dimension reduction technique was previously used in [I1] to study axially symmetric
Navier-Stokes equations.

Let us introduce some concepts and notations before stating the main result.

Definition 1.1. Let v be a smooth solution to (LI in the domain D x [0,7) where
D C R3 is an open set and T' > 0. Suppose the solution v forms a singularity at the point
(z,T) € D x [0,T].

(a). A sequence of points {(zk,tx)} € D x [0,T) such that xp — x, and t,, — T as
k — oo are called blow-up points if limy_, o [v(2g,tx)| = 00. The points xj are called
off the awis if |z} > d > 0 for a fixed positive number d > 0. Here 2’ = (1), 22 0) if
z = (z 22 2(3),

(b). Let {Qx} be a sequence of positive numbers such that

colz, tr)] < Qr < cv(zp, tr)|, k=1,2,3...,
for a fixed number ¢ > 1. The sequence

O = 0k (7,0) = Q; o(Q TV T 4wy, QT+ 1), £<0, a€(0,1),

is called a sequence of blow-up solutions with center (zy,t;). Here and always (Z,t) are
such that the unscaled variables (z,t) are in the original domain.



Euler Equations 3

(c¢). The blow-up points (zy,t;) are called anchor points if

|on(2,1)] < X(|Z|* + |£])|2£(0,0)], V¥ (&,f) in domain such that |z|> + |f] < O(k),
for a continuous, positive, increasing function \ : [0, 00) — [1, 00).
(d). The blow-up points are called near maximal points if

Qk = |U($k7tk)| >c sup |U(y7 S)|
SE[O,tk], yeD

for a fixed positive number ¢ > 0.

It is clear that any near maximal points are anchor points. The above definition can
also be extended to the case of & < 0 and @ — 0 as k — oco. In this case the velocity is
scaled up together with the space time variables.

Definition 1.2. Let {v,pr} be a sequence of solutions to the Euler equation. We say
it converges to another solution {v,p} in local C,; sense if the sequences {vi}, {Vui},
{0} and {Vpy}, converge in every compact set in the domain, to functions, {v}, {Vv},
{0v} and {Vp} respectively in C], norm, i.e. the Holder norm with exponent v and the
parabolic distance |z —y| + /|t — s|. Also the space Ci} "V is the usual one such that its
elements v together with Vv, V2v, 0,v are in C7 with respect to the parabolic distance.
The space le’w is consisted of elements which are in Citl "V in every compact set in the

,tloc
domain.

Definition 1.3. A solution v to (L)) is called asymptotic self-similar (ASSS) with profile
V and error W if

— ol t) = 1 x o(To — 1) . .
v=uv(z,t)= (To—t)o‘v<(T0—t)l_o‘>+(T0—t)aW( 1), (x,t) € D x[0,Tp)

for some stationary vector fields V &€ Cl2 T and W e LN C*! and fixed a < 1. If

x,t,loc
W =0, then v is called a self-similar solution, abbreviated as SSS.

Remark 1.4. One may extend the concept of ASSS by making a different scaling pattern
for the angular component V¥ of the profile V or making no extra assumption on the

original angular component v? of the solution at all. For example, one can assume v/ =

(Tgit)ﬁ %4 <(TO_“’§)1,B) with 0 < 8 < «a, with 8 = 0 being the most natural choice for

off axis considerations. Since v? is bounded off the axis in our setting, as an error, after
blowing up, it will disappear in any case.

Throughout the paper, we make the following basic assumptions for the solutions.
Basic assumptions:

The wvector field v = v(x,t), (x,t) € D x [0,Ty), To > 0 is a smooth solution to the
three-dimensional axially symmetric Euler equations (ASE). Here D is a finite cylinder
around the x3 azxis and v satisfies the no penetration boundary condition on the sides of
0D, i.e. v-n =0 where n is the outward normal of 0D, and x3 periodic condition on the
top and bottom of 0D.

Now we are ready to state the main result of the paper, together with its associated
corollary and proposition.



4 Qi S. Zhang

Theorem 1.5. Let v =v(z,t) be a smooth solution of ASE satisfying the Basic assump-
tions. Suppose v develops a singularity at t = Ty and off the x3 axis. Then:

(a). for v € (0,1), let {0} be a blow-up sequence with locally bounded Citlfy norms
centered at anchor points of a singularity off the axis. Then any local C;t limit is a
two dimensional, nontrivial ancient solution of the Euler equation in either R% x (—o0, 0]
or Ri X (—00,0]; if the anchor points are near maximal, then the limit solution is also
bounded.

(b). in particular, for a € (0,1), suppose v is an asymptotic self-similar solution with
a C%7 profile and C’i’l}w error, and |y||VV (y)| and |y|?|V?V (y)| are C7 functions. For
v~ € (0,7), any blow-up sequence near mazximal points off the axis sub-converges in local
C;’; sense, to a two dimensional, bounded, nontrivial ancient solution to the Euler equation
in either R? x (—00,0], or in R2 x (—o0,0], which are functions of time only and decay
to 0 at negative infinite time.

Under further assumptions such as choosing fixed spatial center point in scaling, we can
allow the profile function to grow in sub-linear manner near infinity.

Corollary 1.6. Let a € (0,1). (1). There does not exist asymptotic self-similar blow-up
solutions with the following properties. (a) The profile V' and error are C’itlﬁ’ functions
and |y||VV (y)| and |y|*|V2V (y)| are C7 functions; (b). near mazimum points are within
finite distance of the side boundary after blow-up; (c) the vertical component of limiting
profile is odd in x®.

(2). There does not exist asymptotic self-similar blow-up solutions with the following
properties. (a). The spatial center of the blow-up sequence is at the side boundary point
po = (1,0,0) in the (r,0,z3) coordinate. (b). The profile V and error are local 0527
functions; (c¢). anchor points are within finite distance of the side boundary after blow-up;
(d). |V (y)| is sub-linear near infinity and |VV| is bounded ; (e). the vertical component
of V is odd in 3.

Remark 1.7. The growth conditions in part (2) of the Corollary are generous in that
the profile of the velocity is allowed to grow in sub-linear manner near infinity and the
vorticity is allowed to be just bounded.

On the other hand , since there are numerous ancient and stationary solutions to the 2
dimensional Euler equation, it would be interesting to find one of them which is stable in
certain weighted space. This would yield a velocity blow up result for the ASE.

Next we turn to the vorticity blow up scenario in [I0], which is addressed in Propositions
and remarks below, where the exponent o < 0. The concept of ASSS in Definition
also covers the case o < 0 with suitable adjustment of the exponents on the components
of the velocity. Some common ones proposed to show vorticity blow-up are: for a < 0 and
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B >0, (z,t) € D x[0,Tp),

v=vlwt) = e+ e oV = : t)a@<( x)H“)e@
—

(T -t . x
(T(o) - t)"v <(T0 — t)l—a> “r (1.5)
( )

T ey (@ N, o=t
oot <(T0—t)1_a> 2T Ty =g @Y

When ¢t — Ty, we notice that v" and v®) become lower order terms since their vanishing
order is 3 more than that of v?. Under this scenario, the vorticity would blow up at T but
the velocity stays bounded. Alternatively, one can also shift the factor (T — t)? around
and assume

1 x
_ — 0 r Bles =
v U(‘Tat) vieg + v e +ves (TO_t)OH-B@ <(T0_t)1—a> €6
1 x
+ VT er 1.6
(Th —t)> <(T0 - t)l_a> (0

1 x o(Ty — t)
s (@) ot i e e

The following proposition appears to show that most of this kind of vorticity blow up
does not occur either. The exceptional case is when 28 =1 — a.

The main point is that if the three components of the velocity vanish at different speed
at Ty, then a suitable scaling limit of the solutions will be simple enough to allow us to
reach definite conclusion.

Proposition 1.1. (i) There does not exist asymptotic self-similar blow-up solutions (1)
with the following properties. (a). The spatial center of the blow-up sequence is at the side
boundary point py = (1,0,0) in the (r,0,23) coordinate. (b). The profiles ©, V", V()
are nontrivial, local C37 functions and the error W are local Ci? " functions.

(ii) There does not exist asymptotic self-similar blow-up solutions (LBl with the follow-
ing properties. (a). The spatial center of the blow-up sequence is at the side boundary point
po = (1,0,0) in the (r,0,z®) coordinate. (b). The profiles ©, V', V) are nontrivial,
local C27 functions and the error W are local 0537 functions. (c). v¥ is odd in x3; (d)
—2(8/a) + (1/a) —1 > 0.

(iii) Suppose there exists asymptotic self-similar blow-up solutions (LG with

—(28/a)+ (1/a) =1 =0, de 26=1-a. (1.7)

Then a suitable blow up converges in local C’;”t sense to an exact self similar solution of
the two dimensional Boussinesq’s equations in the half plane.

Note this proposition does not exclude a proposed self similar blow up scenario [9] when
28 = 1 — «, which is expected to be true in the literature with v?, w? being odd in z3)
variable. For example, the expected values are a ~ —2 and 3 ~ 1.5 satisfying (7)) as
stated in the recent [2] and [I4]. This situation will be discussed in Propositions 211 23]
and the remarks in Section 2. The case when —28/a+(1/a)—1 < 0 is similar to Corollary
part (2). See Proposition 2.8 below.
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Some relaxations of the conditions in the proposition (ii) are also possible. See Remark
below.

Here are some notations to be used frequently. We use v = v(z,t) to denote a solution
(velocity field) to the ASE. Here (x,t) is a point in space-time. Unless stated otherwise,
we use 1,79, 7, to denote the distance between points x, xg, x; in space and the x3 axis
(rotational axis) respectively. SSS stands for self similar solutions. If z = (z(1), 2(2), 2(3))
then 2’ denotes (z(),2(2),0). The theorem, corollary and proposition will be proven in
Section 2.

2. PROOF OF THEOREM AND THE PROPOSITIONS

This section is divided into two parts. In Part I, we prove Theorem and in part II,
we prove Proposition [T and state and prove three new propositions concerning vorticity
blow up.

Part I

Proof. (of Theorem [L5]).

It is well-known that local in time existence and uniqueness of smooth solutions of ()
in smooth bounded domains with no penetration boundary condition have been proven in
[8], [ and [12].

Let us prove part (a) first.

We suppose the singularity happens at ¢ = 1 the first time. Let (z,tx) be a sequence
of anchor points and

Qr = |v(zg, tr)|- (2.1)
Here the coefficient is taken as 1 for simplicity. Since we assume the singularity occurs

away from the axis or at the side boundary of the cylinder D, we can assume, without
loss of generality, that

|23, > 1/2. (2.2)
Fix a number « € (0,1), define the scaled function
T = O(2,1) = Qp (Qy TV T + 2y, QT+ 1y), T<0. (2.3)
Then 7y, is a solution of the Euler equation in the slab Dy x [— ,1! “/2,0]. Here
Dy, = {# Q"% + x), € D}. (2.4)

As Q — oo, we will see that Dj will expand in size and eventually either become the
whole space or the half space for the variable Z. Moreover, by the definition of anchor
points in Definition [Tl on @, we know that

[ox(2, )] < M(|Z[* + [2]) |90, 0)| = A(|Z[* + [F]) (2.5)

whenever defined. So the sequence of blow-up solutions ¥ are uniformly locally bounded.

In the standard basis for R3, let x), = (m]gl), xl?),a:,(fg)) with the third component being

the one for the vertical axis, and let & = (0,0, x,(j’)). Since the sequence of vectors

{(@k — &)/ on — &k}
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are unit ones, there exists a subsequence, still labeled by k, which converges to a unit
vector ¢ = ((1,(2,0). We use the three vectors

¢ = (¢1,¢2,0), ¢t = (—(2,¢1,0), e3 = (0,0,1)

as the basis of a new coordinate. Since this basis is obtained by a rotation around the
vertical axis, we know v is invariant. From now on, when we mention the coordinates
of a point x = (m(l),m(z),az(?’)), we mean to use the new basis with the same origin, i.e.
=W +x@ct +20)ez. We still use (r,0, m(?’)) to denote the variables in the cylindrical
system corresponding to the point  in this new basis, namely r = /()2 + (z2)2, § =
tan~!(z(?) /z(1),

Let 8 be a sequence of positive numbers converging to 0 as k — oo at a rate which is
slower than that of Q;(l_a)/a. For = € B(xy, Br) N D, we recall that € is the longitude
angle between 2’ and (. Then

(x=&) ¢ _ (@ —&) ¢ OB
= + — 1, k — oo. 2.6

P 0.0w) &l 20

For the solution of the Euler equation v = v(z,t) in [B(x, Bx) N D] X [ty — 87,11, recall
from (23] the re-scaled solution

U = (1) = QEIU(Q;(I_Q)/% + xy, Q;:l/aﬂ th)

where x = Q;(l_a)/ai 4+ xp and t = Q;l/af—i- ty. Then for x = (a:(l),x(z),a:(?’)) and
= (W, 2@ z0)) = /(2M)2 4+ (2?)2, we have

cos =

Orv(z,t) = 0,mv(x,t) cosd + O =v(z,t)sind
= Q050 05(&, ) cos 0 + Q) * D2 T (&, T) sin 6
O,mv(z,t) = Qi/a35<3)5k(9?= t)
Ow(w,t) = Q0 (2, 1),
For the pressure p = p(z,t), the scaled ones are
Pr = Pr(Z,t) = pr(Q;:(l_a)/ai + xp,, Q;:l/aﬂ th).
Therefore
Orp(x,t) = Q?l/a@jmﬁk(:ﬁ, t) cos 0 + Qiﬂ/a@i(z)ﬁk(i t)sin 0 (2.8)
Writing v = v"e, + v%ep + v¥ e, then

V" O 4 v 0,v"

— Qiﬂ/a o (Z, 5)850(1)17,’;(%, t) cos (2.9)

+ T (E,8) D50 0 (7, 1) sin 6 + 0 9,0 T (2, 1) |
We substitute the above identities into the equation for v" in (L4):
vH2 op O

T Y Cio R/
(b V)o" + T or ot

=0,
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then we arrive at

(o)

~r ~(3 ~r ~ ~r
_(vkﬁi,(l) + ’U]g )5;5(3))% — 8i<1>pk - a{’l)k + W

+ O,(0) = 0. (2.10)

Here

O, (0) = 0},(%, )05 04 (%, 1) (1 — cos 0) — T},(%, )02 U} (, L) sin O
+ 050 P (2, 1) (1 — cos 0) — Dy (2, 1) sin 0

which only contains terms that vanish when § — 0 as k& — oco. In particular all terms
involving the derivative with respect to #3) are included in O,(6). Similarly

— (5050 + 00050 ) — By P — OB + O3(68) = 0 (2.11)

where

03(0) = 04(%, D)0 00 (8, ) (1 — cos ) — 5 (&, )2 B (F, ) sin 6.

In the above we have employed the fact that the Cg:g "’ norm of Vpj, are bounded on
compact sets thanks to the Euler equations:

Vi = —0u0; — Uk - V.

Notice that for points z = (z(V, 22 20)) € B(xy, Br) N D, we have r = |2/| > 1/4
since |2} | > 1/2 and By — 0. Therefore, due to a € (0,1), we have Q%l/a)_”
0 = tan~ () /zM)) = 0 as k — co.

Letting k — oo and remembering that |0g(-,-)| < A(+) from (Z3]), we know by assump-
tion that {o} sub-converges in local C}; sense to the bounded vector fields

r — oo and

o= 0(&,1) = 0W¢ + 5Dt + 5®es, (2.12)

and Vpg sub-converges in C’;”t sense to a vector field Vp. In addition, the functions &%)

and 9, as bounded, local C’ig 7 functions, satisfy the equations

{(5(1)%(1) + 0300 ) 0V + 050 P + 90V = 0, (2.13)

(f)(l)au:cu) + 59392 3))0G) + Oz P + 5{5(3) = 0.

T

Observe that the domain for 05 contains the space time region
Q= [B(0, QL ") N De] x [-7Q)/*/2.0).

For the x variable, Dy, is a cylinder with scale Q](Cl_a)/ * and reference point 0 which cor-
responds to the point x; in the un-scaled coordinates. The distance from this reference

point 0 to the side boundary of Dy is QS_O‘)/ “(1 — |z}]). We have two cases to con-
sider. Case one is that the sequence {Q,(gl_a)/ “(1 — |24])} stays bounded. Then, since
ﬁkQ,(Cl_a)/a — 00 by our choice, the domains ), expands to R‘i X (—00,0]. Here R‘i is
the half space 71 < ¢ for some constant ¢ > 0 which will be made 0 after a translation.
Case 2 is that a subsequence of {Q,(Cl_a)/ “(1 — |#},|)} diverges to positive infinity. Then it
is clear that €2 expands to R? x (—oo,0]. Hence the domain for the variables in equation
(213)) is either R3 x (—o00,0] or R? x (—o0,0].
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Next, we prove that 92 = 0. First, we recall the fact that the component v? in the
original solution v is bounded when the points are bounded away from the x5 axis. Indeed,
from (4), for t < 1, the function

I =r?(x,t)
satisfies, in the classical sense, the equation
o'+ bVT = 0. (2.14)

Since D is a bounded domain, the no penetration boundary condition and integration by
parts infer

/|F(:L",t)|2"d:n:/ D(z,0)P"ds, n=1,23, ...
D D
This implies
ITC D)lloo = IT(, 0) oo
Hence

W (z,1)] < w

, t<l1. (2.15)
From this and the relation

= Q0 QT E + QT 4 ),
we know that for (Z,t) € Q, the following bounds hold

~0 —1
|| < CQk .

Here we have used the fact that for points (Z,t) € Q, the corresponding original spatial
variable z is bounded away for the vertical axis. This implies that 7@ as the L limit
of T)z is zero.

Finally, we need to show that 7@ and 3 are independent of the variable 7. To

prove it, let us observe that by axial symmetry, 0p7; = 896,23) = 0. Hence

)

—0,(1)0y,sin 0 + 0, (2) Uy, cos § = —0, (1)?723) sinf + 890(2)?7]23 cosf = 0.

xT

This implies, in the classical sense, that
0320k = Oz1) Uy, tan 6.

Taking k — oo(6 — 0) we see the desired result is true. Notice that the axially symmetric
divergence free condition also becomes the 2-dimensional divergence free condition after
taking the limit.

Hence we have proven part (a) of the theorem, i.e., the local C}) ; blow-up limit of po-
tential singularity near maximal points off the vertical axis is a bounded, two-dimensional
ancient solution of the Euler equation in either R? x (—o0,0] or R2 x (—00,0]. Note that
we have changed R? to R? due to the absence of the variable Z(2). This concludes the
proof of part (a) of the theorem.

In summary the limit of blow-up solutions o = #(#1, 23)) = 3¢ + 5Ges € CﬁiV
satisfies the two dimensional Euler equation

{(’D(l)aju) + 17(3)356(3) )?7(1) + 0P + (9{17(1) =0,

2.16
(6(1)853(@ + 77(3)8:5(3) )?7(3) + 0P + (9{17(3) =0 ( )



10 Qi S. Zhang

in D x (—oo0,0] where D = R? or R? with no penetration boundary condition. Moreover
0 is not identically zero since |9(0,0)| = 1.

Now we prove part (b).

In part (a) we assumed the blow-up limit converges in local C;t sense. In this part (b),
we assume that the original solution is an asymptotic self-similar one whose profile and
error are bounded C?7 function. Then we actually can prove convergence in the local Cg;
sense. Here v~ € (0,7). In addition, for the limit 2-dimensional ancient solutions, the no
penetration boundary condition (if the limiting spatial domain is ]Ri), are also preserved
and it decays to 0 at t = —o0.

The rest of the proof is divided into two steps.

Step 1. For clarity of presentation we first assume the error term is zero.

In this case, for some « € (0, 1), the solution is given by

v=uv(z,t)= a —1t)°‘V <(1 _ﬁ)l_a> , (z,t) € D x0,1), (2.17)

where V is a bounded, C?7 vector field with 3 spatial variables by assumption. Here for
simplicity, we assume the first singular time is ¢ = 1. We suppose, the points (xg,t;) €
D x [0,1) are near maximum points for |v| in D x [0,¢] and t; 1 1. Since we are only
concerned with off-axis blow-up, we can assume without loss of generality that |z},| > 1/2.
Since |V is bounded, we know that |v(xg,tx)| is comparable to (1 — ;) ™.

Write

Qe =(1—1tx)™"
As in part (a), we consider the scaled solution
O = ok(#,0) = Q. 0(Q Y e + 11, QT+ 1), I<0. (2.18)

Due to (2.I7), 9y takes the following special form

) Q! . < Q" 1y )
[

Vg = /o~ 1/a ~
(1_tk_Qk1/ t)a 1_tk_Qk1/ t]l_a
(1—1¢)e (1—1t)l-=

_ 1 Vv ( z +~2k > ‘
(I—t)x \(1—-t)t-«
R . 1—
Here for simplicity we have written z = ku’(i e

We will prove that @, converges in local C}, sense.
From (2.I9]) and our assumption on V', we know that there is a uniform constant such
that

15k (-, B)llc2n < €, VE<O. (2.20)
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Since 7 is a smooth solution of the Euler equation in the scaled up cylinder Dy, by
differentiating (2.19]), we have

100k (-, )| o
l1—a T+ 2k « T+ 2
< —x= \A% = = V =
<o (G0 e (5e) e
C -
S O-pma =0

Here we have used the assumption that |y||VV (y)| is bounded. Similarly, using also the
boundedness assumption of |y|?| V2V (y)|, we see that
10V or (-, E)llco < O, VE<0;
10;0;0% () [lco < €, VE < 0;
IVBR( Dllco < €, VELO.
The third bound is due to the Euler equation Vpy = —vy, - VUi, — 0;0 and (2.20), ([221)).
Differentiating the Fuler equation
Ot = —Vpy, — g, - Vi (2.22)
with respect to time, we find
0;0;0, = —VOppi, — Uk, - VO, — 00y, - V. (2.23)
Hence
IVOrpkllcop,) < Cs,
Putting together, we deduce
1050kl o (py) + 110V k(- Dllco + IV Oikll o,y + 10950k lco(pyy < C (2.24)
for a uniform constant Cj.

Bound (2:24]) gives us enough regularity in time to take limit in local C’;; sense. Notice

that the C?7 spatial regularity is guarantied by our assumption on the profile function V.
Since 7y, is a solution of the Euler equation, by Ascoli-Arzela theorem, we conclude that

its local C;’; limit vector field

o a _1;),1‘7 <(1 _%I_Q,LT) (2.25)

is also a solution of the Euler equation. Indeed, let ¢; be an enumeration of the rational
numbers in [—1,0]. For each i = 1,2, 3, ... consider the translated stationary vector fields

T T+ 2
Vii=Vii | ——— =V [ — ).
S <<1—m1—a> ((1—@)1—&)

By (Z20), for i = 1, there is a sequence of integers {15} such that Vj, 1 converges, in

local C?7™ sense, to a vector field Vi = V; (W) By ([220) again, for i = 2, there

is a subsequence of integers {2;} C {1x} such that V5, o converges, in local C*7" sense,
to a vector field f/g = f/g <

ﬁ) Repeating this process and choosing the diagonal

sequence, denoted by {Vj, }, we see that Vj, converges, in local C?7" sense, to a vector
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field V=V (W’ > for each ¢ = 1,2,3,.... Using ([221]), we can extend the vector

fields V; to all real numbers in [—1,0]. The extended vector field is denoted by

Then we can deduce, via ([2.24]), as in the proof of the Ascoli-Arzela theorem , that the

eqenec
O V’“k((l _”;;)1_&)

V,t € [~1,0]. Repeating this process, we obtain

converges, in local C’ﬁ’t sense, to = )
the convergence for all £ < 0.

According to part (a) of the theorem, ¥ in (225]) is an ancient solution of the 2-
dimensional Euler equations on the plane or the half plane. Due to the C’ﬁ’t convergence,
the no penetration boundary condition is also preserved in the half plane case.

So the blow-up limit is a nontrivial ancient solution @ of the Euler equation in D = R? or
R?,_, which are in the space 02’1’7. We mention that for each fixed £, ¥(-,f) has uniformly
bounded C%7 norm by assumption. Therefore, even though the convergence is in the
C’ﬁ’t sense (including V@y), the limit function (-, %) is still in C*7 after extracting a local
Cz"y convergent subsequence for the fixed time slice. In the case there is boundary, v also
satisfies the no penetration boundary condition. Let w be the (scalar) vorticity of o, which
satisfies the transport equation

Oiw + 7Vw = 0. (2.26)

Due to the boundary condition, the flow lines of ¥ do not cross the boundary of Ri.
Hence the sup norm of w(:, 1) does not increase in time. But it is clear from (2.23]) that
lim; . |lw(-,t)|loc = 0. Hence w = 0. Therefore o(-,t) is a bounded harmonic function
since

Ab = -V x (we®) = 0.

In case the domain D is the full plane R?, then v = v(t) by the Liouville theorem.

In case the domain D is the half plane ]Ri, say M <0, for simplicity we drop the
tilde symbol for all variables for the rest of the proof. Also, in (2I0), we use z; to replace
M) 29 to replace 23), v; to replace ) and vy to replace ¥3). Recall that 92 = 0.
Since v1 = 0 at the boundary, by the Liouville theorem again v; = 0. The divergence free
condition djv; + dove = 0 implies that vy = vo(x1,t). Using 0 = w = dyv1 — J1va, We see
that djv2 = 0 and hence vy = va(t) = ¢/(1 — t)®. Therefore

v = (v,v2) = (0,¢/(1 —t)°).
This proves part (b) of the theorem in case the error W = 0.

Step 2. The error W is not zero.

Since the error term tends to 0 point-wise after blow-up, we can modify the proof
in Step 1 without much difficulty. The reason is that, in the presence of error, we can
decompose the scaled solutions in the sequence as the purely self-similar part S plus the
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terms involving the error Ej:

U, = Sk + Ej,

= 1 T+ 2k 0(1) —(1-a)/a ~ —1/az
—(1_£)av<(1_7§)1—a>+(1_£)QW(Qk .Z'+.Z'k,Qk t+tk>-

In the scaled variables, the Euler equation becomes

SV S + 8t~Sk + Vpr + S,VE, + E.VS, + E.VE, + 8{Ek =0. (2.27)

We choose a smooth, divergence free, compactly supported test vector fields (x = (i (Z, )
in such a way that their supports are within a compact domain containing a fixed reference
point and of fixed diameter in the (Z,#) space time and that their Citl 7
formly bounded. Using ¢ as a test function in (2.27]), we see the pressure terms disappear,

giving us

norms are uni-

// [SkV Sk + 0;Sk] Cdzdt + // [SkVE, + ExVE, + Ex VS, + 0;Ek] (pdadt = 0.

(2.28)
In ([228)), the purely self-similar part Sy was dealt with in Step 1, which sub-converges in

C], sense to . The terms involving the error Ej converges to 0 since each one contains
’

o(1). We can choose (i suitably so that they converge in C’itl 7" sense, to a given test
vector field ¢ which is also compactly supported. After taking k£ — oo, we deduce from

[228) that
/ / [0VD + 0;0] (didt = 0.

Therefore the purely self-similar part sub-converges in the C;/; sense to a weak solution

of the Euler equation . Since this limit v itself is a C’ig "7 function, it must also be a

classical solution. Then we can just proceed as in the last two paragraph of Step 1. This
finishes the proof of the theorem. O

Next we give a proof of Corollary

Proof. Part (1). Suppose for contradiction that the stated asymptotic self-similar blow-
ups occur. Since the near maximal points are either at or within finite distance the side
of D, we know that the limit of the blow-up solutions must live in R% x (—o0,0]. From
Part (b) of the theorem, we know that v; = 0 and vy = ¢/(1 —)®*. But v (corresponding
to the vertical component of the velocity) is odd in the vertical variable by assumption.
Hence vy = 0. Therefore v = 0. This is a contradiction to the fact that v, as the blow-up
limit v with tilde dropped, is non-trivial.

Part (2).

In this part the spatial center of the blow-up point is the fixed boundary point (1,0)
in the r — 23 plane and we have ignored the angle 6 due to axial symmetry. So we just
need to replace the profile function V' by

U=U(y) =V(y+(1,0)).
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The scaled solution ¥, is

-1 —(1-a)/a ~
- L V( Q| (170)>
t) [1—tp—Q, ""t]~

(1 -t —Q a
= ( _{)QV <(1 _f)l—a + (1,0)) (2.29)

1
- <<1—£>1—a>‘

Notice that there is no more shift in the spatial direction as in part (1) where the center
of blow-ups may move. Using this and our assumption on |[VV| and |V2V|, we see,that
ly|[VU|, y|?|V2U]| are locally bounded functions with the reference point 4 = 0. As in the
proof of the theorem, after repeated differentiation of ([2.29)), for any compact set Q C Dy
containing = 0 and ¢ < 0, we have

1050(, )| co@) + [10;V Ok (-5 )l o) + IV B)ll o) + 10500k, ) lco ) < Co(€2),
(2.30)
for a uniform constant Cg(£2). The arguments in part (b) of the theorem can be repeated
verbatim. B
Therefore, by Ascoli-Arzela theorem, we still have local C;; convergence to a nontrivial

limit solution ¢ in local C’itl "V space. Let w be the (scalar) vorticity of © again, which

satisfies the transport equation (2.20l):
Oiw + vVw = 0.

Since, w is bounded by assumption and vanishes at time —oo and ¢ has at most sub-linear
growth, the flow lines are well defined and we can still conclude that w = 0. Hence (-, #) is
harmonic. Now we drop the tilde symbol and use the same notations as in the end of the
proof of the Theorem, part (b). Since the center of the blow-ups is always at the boundary,
in this case the limit domain D is the half plane ]Ri. Since v; = 0 at the boundary and
V = V(y) is sublinear and the center point of the blow-up is fixed, we know that v; is
also sublinear at each time slice. By the Liouville theorem again v; = 0. The divergence
free condition dyv; + Gva = 0 implies that vy = va(x1,t). Using 0 = w = dhvy — yve,
we see that ve = va(t) = ¢/(1 — t)®. But vy (corresponding to the vertical component
of the velocity) is odd in the vertical variable by assumption. Hence vo = 0. Therefore
v = (v1,v2) = 0. This is a contradiction to the fact that v, as the blow-up limit ¢ with
tilde dropped, is non-trivial to begin with.
The proof of the corollary is complete.
O

Part II.
Now we give a proof of Proposition [T

Proof. (i). Suppose such ASSS exists. Since the error W are local Ci? " functions of lower
order, without loss of generality we assume the error term is 0, and also Ty = 1. Following
the proof of Corollary part (2), we make a shift of the coordinates so the new origin
0 is at (1,0) in the original r — z(® coordinates. We see that the scaling and dimension
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reduction argument similar to (2.29)) using the factor Qx = (1 —1t)~“, which now converge
to 0, is still valid since
r=Q " % pay, t=Q T+ 1,

and therefore, due to a < 0, the scaled variables # and t are still blow ups of the original
variables x and t respectively. We have f)z converges to 9 in local C; sense. However the

®3)

components vy, and v, converge to 0 in local C7 sense, since they are 8 order smaller
than v,‘z. Indeed the k-th scaled solutions are

o = o(z,1) = a _15)(1@ <(1 _”%N)l_a> ;

~T ST (5 F Q_B/a T T
o = Up(Z,t) = a _k{)a—ﬂv ((1 — ~)1_a> , (2.31)

"y 8
3 _ B D 3 I
oy =0y (Z,t) = 7(1 s 1748 <7(1 — 5)1_a> .

The limiting solution is a one component solution of the Euler equation

~ _ ~0,.0 HN—a z -
0=0"e"=(1—-1t)7"0 —————)eg, t<0.
a0 (G o 72
Notice that we do not have an independent ¢ variable in ¥ since the center of the blow up
is fixed. However, from the scaling invariant equation (ZI4)) for T' = rv?, we deduce that

the Euler equation (I4]) for v collapses to
0;0 = 0.

Therefore in the unit ball, ® = O(y) is a homogeneous function of degree a/(1 — «),
which must have a singularity at 0. But © is locally bounded since we are scaling at the
near maximal rate around the origin. This is a contradiction which proves part (i) of the
proposition.

(ii). We follow the same set up as part (i) and perform the same scaling process.
Suppose the stated ASSS exists. This time, however, the scaled solutions become

~ P QB/O‘ 7

=D = e © <<1 - f)l-a) |

~r _ ~Tr(~ 7\ 1 T ‘%

o = 0(2,t) = = E)O‘V <(1 — ~)l_a> , (2.32)

~(3 ~(3),~ = 1 T
=o' = v ()

- -3 . 2,17~
Therefore v;, and fu,i ) sub-converge in local C;’;”"

- (=) e ()

on the half plane respectively; but Tjg diverge since Qr — 0 and S > 0. However the
normalized functions

sense to

h = Q% (2.33)
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77'\/

converge, in local C3’;""  sense to

1 T ~
i {)oHrB@ <(1 — E)l_a> , t<0. (2.34)
We wish to take the limit for the equations satisfied by v, v,(f) and hi. However, there
is no uniform control of the pressure terms since ﬁz become unbounded. Therefore, we
will test the equations with compactly supported divergence free vector fields to eliminate
the pressure. For this purpose, it is more convenient to use the following variables z =
(21, 22 which are scaled version of (r,z(3)), centered at (1,0).

—-Q; (1-a)/a 5(1) +1, 23 — le(l—a)/ag(@’ t = lel/af_‘_ ty. (2.35)
The volume element is the scaled axially symmetric one
dz = rdzMaz® = (Q 1z 4 1)azWqz®),

The independent variables Z in (2Z32) are also replaced by Z. To be precise, we should
have given Z a subscript k. But for simplicity of presentation, we will skip this.

Similar to (2.10)) and (2.I1]) in the proof of the theorem, the velocity functions in (2.32])
satisfy the equations

heo

~0\2
~(@0:0) + 0 00 ) — Oz P — iy + % =0. (2.36)
Q r
k
_(ﬁ£a~(1) + U,(C )6~<2>)v,(€ ) 2Pk — 8~1)](C ) — =0. (2.37)

Notice that there is no error term since we are not converting to the rectangular coordinates
before taking the limit. In the scaled variables, pick a smooth, compactly supported,
divergence free vector field (¢}, (bg’)) which also vanishes on the boundary and use it as
a test function in (2.36) and ([2.37) respectively and take the sum. After integration in
space, we see that all the pressure terms vanish:

/ _ O g / |(5h0:0) + 8 00) 5 + Oy | o1z
Dy le/a)_l]r Dy Z k “z t

(2.38)
+ / (500 + 80005 + 0551 | 0 dz.
Dy

At this stage the domains are still finite, dilated cylinders and functions involved are still
axially symmetric functions. We also choose the test vector fields (¢, ¢,(€3)) in such a way
that their supports are within a compact domain containing a fixed reference point and
of fixed diameter in Dy, and their C>7 norms are uniformly bounded. Multiplying (238
by Q;2(ﬁ/a)+(1/a)—1

hy, 0, and 771(93) we deduce, as long as —2(f/a) + (1/a) — 1 > 0, that

/@2<g“5“)>¢r( @)z — o i< (2.39)
R3 -

Let us explain why this is the case. Here we have used the dimension reduction idea
in the proof of the theorem to infer that all the functions become 2 dimensional ones

on both sides and taking k — oo, using the convergence property of

)
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in the half plane, and axially symmetric divergence free property becomes the 2 dimen-
sional divergence free property in the Z half plane. Since the original radial variable

r= Q;(l_a)/ai(l) +1 and Qi — 0 and a < 0, we see that » — 1 locally. This also implies
the convergence of volume elements to the 2 dimensional one, namely
dz = rdzWdz® — qzWaz?.

In addition (¢", ¢®)) is a local C%7" limit of (D ¢,(€3)) whose convergence can always be
guarantied by suitable selection. Now that (¢", (b(?’)) is a smooth, compactly supported, 2
dimensional divergence vector field, we can write it as V1 f for some smooth function f.
We can also choose the axially symmetric divergence free vector fields

O FEW.50) 9.0y fEO. 50 e
<¢z,¢§f”):<‘ o JELED) BELED o g 4y,

r r
so that the limit can reach any V' f with f being smooth and compactly supported. In
particular ¢" = —0;() f. Substituting this to ([2.39)), we see that © is independent of 32,
Since © is odd in the vertical variable 2(2) by assumption, we conclude that © = 0. But ©
is non-trivial to begin with. We have reached a contradiction which proves the proposition
if —2(8/a) 4+ (1/a) —1 > 0.

(iii) If —2(8/a)+(1/a) —1 = 0, we see that the test function argument in part (ii) imply
that (2.36)), (2.37) and the scaled version of (ZI4]) converge in local CJ; sense to the Boussi-
nesq equations for vy, = (vgo(z(l),2(2),t),fuc(g)(z(1),2(2),t)) and hee = hoo(2M, 2 1) in
the left half plane z = (2(1),2(2)) eR? (M) <. ie.

Voo Voo + VP + Ovse — (h2,,0) =0, ¢ <0,
Voo Vhoo + Otheo =0, divve =0, . (0, 2(2)) =0.

Here we are using the same notations for gradient, pressure and the time variable, and
drop the tilde in the z variables in order to save symbols. This completes the proof of the
proposition. ]

(2.40)

Next we state and prove a non-existence result for the case —2(5/a) + (1/a) — 1 = 0,
i.e. 28 =1 — . See the remark after the proof the reason of having many conditions in
the proposition.

Proposition 2.1. Consider the Boussinesq equations in the upper half of the z = (z(l), z(z))
plane:

B 2y _ 2) > <
{UVU +Vp+ 0w —(0,h") =0, 2% >0,t<0, (2.41)

vVh+0h =0, divv=0.

Suppose —2(f/a) + (1/a) —1 = 0 with a« < 0 and 0 < B < |a|. There does not exist
self-similar blow-up solutions

v =uv(zt) = (W (z,1),0?(z,1))

“mmw (7 (@) v (a=ms))

1 z
h=het) = a—parsl! <(1 - t)l—a>
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to (241)) with the properties given below.

(a). The profiles are nontrivial local cZ functions whose gradients and Hessian are
uniformly bounded; VY and H are odd in 2V, V@ is even in zV; V) =0 at the base
of the half plane. H*(z) > 0 when |z21)| = cc.

(0). V()| + [V2(2)] < OO+ |2 and |[H(z)| < C(1 + [z))*+D/ @1 for q
positive constant C;

(c). When |z| is sufficiently large V®)(z) > 0.

(d). Let W = W(z) be the profile of w = 0,vM — d,mv?. There is a large
constant ly > 0, When 2,22 € [0,1o], there is one C' curves ) = L(2()) along
which 9,mW(z) = 0. Also 0,yW(z) < 0 when 21 > L(2?)), 0,0,W(2) > 0 when
20 < L(z?). .

(e). 00y H?(2) > 0 near the curve in (d). Also |0,q)H?/0,)W| is sub-linear in z when
|z| is large.

Proof. Notice that we have made a rotation and reflection so that the problem in the left
half of the plane becomes that in the upper half. The former is derived from suitable blow
up from the ASE problem at the vertical cylindrical boundary. The latter is in line with
relevant literature. Let

1 z
— — D _g @ = ]
w=w(z1t) =0,V 0,)v = W <(1 P a) (2.42)

be the scalar vorticity. Note the sign convention for w is the opposite to that in the

standard text book. It is the same as in [2] but opposite to that of [I4].
Then w satisfies the equation

dw +vVw + 8,1 h* = 0. (2.43)
Consider w in the infinite strips in the z plane:
Sy ={(zM, 220 >0,0< 22 <[p(1—t)'°).
We rewrite equation ([2.43]) as
Ow + [v(l) + (8Z(1)h2/82(1)w)] d,mw +v?d

2w = 0. (2.44)

z

Notice that the term 0,1)h?/d,1yw may have singularities when 0,yw = 0. But under
assumption (d), at each time level ¢ < 0, the singularities can happen only along a C*
curve:
V1=t = LEP /-0, 2@ 0,1 — )7,
which is called 1.
Starting from a point z € Sy and ¢t = 0, we claim that the backward flow line ¢ = ¢(t) =
(M (1), 22 (1)), t < 0 of the vector field

<’U(1) + (82(1)h2/az(1)w), ’U(z)) (2.45)

can either be extended continuously to t = —oo or it will hit the left side (1) = 0.
Taking this claim for granted, we will show that the conclusion of the proposition is true.
First we show that c(t) € S; unless ¢(¢1) hits the left side at some ¢; > t. The reason is that
v®) =0 at the base 2(2) = 0, so that ¢(t) can not cross the base. If ¢(t) hits the top, then
2 (t) = lp(1—t)'~, assumption (c) infers that v = (1—¢)=*V @ (2D () /(1—t)1 =, 1y) >
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0. Therefore the flow line can not cross the top of S; backward in time. Hence the only
way for the backward flow line to escape S; is through the left side where w = 0 by the
oddness assumption. In this case w = 0 along the whole flow line. Consequently, for all
t<0
lw(z,0)] <suplw(-,t)]| =0, t— —oc.
St

Here we have used (242). Hence w(z,0) = 0, for all z € Sy. From (243)), this infers h?
is independent of z()). But h = 0 at the left side, which shows that k2 = 0 on Sp. This
is a contradiction with part of the assumption (a) that h%(z,0) = H?(z) is positive as
|z| = 00. So the proposition is true if the claim is true.

Now we give a proof of the claim. The main point is that the flow line can not cross
the C' curve [ as long as the assumptions on w, h? hold. Observe that the flow lines of
([245)) satisfy, except at the singularities, the equations

dz (1) dz2) ()

dt = [U(l) + (82(1)}7,2/82(1)0.))], dt = U(z) (2(1)7 2(2)7t)‘

By the assumption on v, h? and w, the pertinent vector fields are sub-linear in space, so
the flow lines will continue backward in time until it hits a singularity on .
Let us make the change of variables

1= 20— L@, gy = 2O

Then the equations for y; and yo become

dyq(t
y;t( ) WD + (0,0 h%/8y,w)] — L' (y2)v'® (1 + L(ya), ya. t),
dyjft) = o (41 + L), ya, 1).

Also the curve | becomes a segment of y; = 0.

Now pick a point to the right of the singularity, we see that the flow line ending at
this point can not cross the singularity backward. The reason is that v() — (0,0)h? /Dy, w)
approaches —oo. This can be seen if one compute directly that for the variable

2= (20, 20) = W/1 - )7, 2B /(1 — 1)), (2.46)
we have W )
dz o> H
_ _ |z L LZOHT o _ @
(1—1) 7 V(z) + D W 2)+(1—-a)z . (2.47)

By assumption (d) and (e), it is clear that d'z(tl) approaches —oo if Z approaches the singu-

larity (zero of 0;1y W) from the right and it approaches oo if Z approaches the singularity
from the left. Therefore, being a small perturbation,

diy™M /(1 -1
dt

in a small right neighborhood of the singularity. So ™) /(1 — ¢)1=® will move away from
the singularity along the backward flow line. Similarly, if the end point of the flow line is
to the left of the singularity, the flow line will also not cross the singularity backward.
Converting back to the original z variable, we know that its flow lines can be extended
continuously too. This conversion is always possible due to the inverse function theorem

<0
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since the Jacobian between (y1,72) and (z()), 2(?)) is 1. We hereby finish the proof of the
claim, except at the singularities (curves given in (d)). This implies w = 0 except at the
curves. By continuity, w = 0 everywhere. The proposition is proven. ]

Remark 2.2. (i). This seems to include the expected self similar solution (SSS) of the
Boussinesq equation in [14] and the Euler equation outside a cylinder. See p2 there for
the explanation on converting the Euler equation to (2.41]). Note the vorticity there is the
negative of the vorticity here. Also it seems that the figure for the function ® on p2 there
should be reflected across the horizontal axis since it is the horizontal i.e. yy derivative
of a square function. What is computed in [14] appears to be the same interior blow up
scenario as in [2].

Actually one can just work on the base z?) = 0 to quickly reach the conclusion w = 0
and h? = 0 on the base. The reason is v'?) =0 on the base so 2 stays 0 on the flow line.

So ([Z47) reduces to

dzM)

(1-1) i

_ |y O 7 ) 1— a0 9.4
VOED, 0+ FU .0+ (1 - a)z (2.49)

z

All the assumptions of the proposition can be made only on the base and there is no
need to change variables. This already induces a contradiction with assumption (a). What
we did right before the remark is to reach a stronger conclusion that w = 0 and h? = 0
everywhere. This is true since W is 0 on the vertical axis and 0 at infinity. So, for any
22 >0, there is always a 2V > 0 such that 0,yW =0 at (z(l),z(2)). So we can extend
the proof of the proposition to the whole upper plane.

(ii). Notice the sign in front of 9,q)h* in ZA3) is positive. In [2] the sign is negative.
This would not matter in general by changing h?> to —h?. However as the Boussinesq
equation arrives as a scaling limit from ASE, the difference in sign becomes important
since —h? decreases to negative infinity as 2 — co.

(iii). Some relaxation of the condition on W is possible. For example one can assume
that on the base 2 = 0, W can have finitely many local mazimum and minimums as
long as the last one on the right is a local maximum. Then flow lines ending at the right
of the maximal point can be extended to t = —oo. This shows w = 0 in a line segment
which is also a contradiction.

Next we state and prove a non-existence result for the case —2(5/a) + (1/a) — 1 = 0,
ie. 268 = 1 — a when the velocity/vorticty equation has a different sign in front of hZ.
This case corresponds to potential vorticity blow up of ASE at the inside boundary of
a cylinder. There appear to be too many conditions at the first glance. But they are
tailored for some expected blow up scenario. The main point is that under this scenario,
the profile of the vorticity W can not have a saddle point or local maximum point outside
a compact set.

Proposition 2.3. (no interior saddle, local mazimum.) Consider the Boussinesq equa-
tions in the upper half of the z = (2, 2)) plane:

2y _ 2 > <
{vVv-{—Vp—l—atU“‘(Oah) 0, 2%20,t<0, (2.49)

vVh+0h =0, divv=0.
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Suppose =2(f/a) + (1/a) —1 =0 with o < 0 and 0 < 5 < |a|. Suppose the functions
v=u(zt) = (v (z1),0 (z,1))

e () )

1 z
h =h(z1t) = - t)a-i—BH <(1 - t)l‘“>

are self-similar solutions to (249)) with the following properties. The profiles are local Cc2
functions whose gradients and Hessian are uniformly bounded; VY and H are odd in 2,
V® s even in zV; V) =0 at the base of the half plane.

(i). Then no such SSS v or ASSS with v as scaling limit exists under the further
conditions (a)-(d).

(a). In the open first quadrant, Vv <0, V@ > 0, and 0.yH? > 0 except on the
vertical axis, and V is sub-linear near infinity. Let W = W (z) be the profile of w =
82(2)11(1) — 8Z(1)v(2), sup W = sup |W| > 0 in the first quadrant.

(b). Near infinity, for r = |z|, 6 = tan(2?) /z(1)),

0
W) = Wir,0) = 200

where f(r,0) and g(r,0) are bounded functions.
(c). There is an angle 01 > 0 and 02 € (01,7/2) such that

sup W(r, 62) > sup W(r, 61).
r>0 >0

g(r,0
er(r’ 9) = TO‘S(I—‘)I) s

(d). W >0 and W reaches strict mazimum value W (z9) > 0 in the sector D g, 9, =
{(r,0)|r > 0,0 € [01,65]}. i.e. for any small e > 0, W(zp) > SUDBe (20,)N Do g, 0, WV -
Moreover,
wH?(z) > 0.

(ii). The same conclusion still holds under condition (a) and the next condition:

(b’). Let P; = (a;,b;),i = 1,2,3,4 be four points in the first quadrant which form a
rectangle D whose sides are parallel to the coordinate axis. i.e. a1 = aq,b1 = by, a0 =
as,bs = by, ag > a1 and by > by so that Py is at the lower left corner. W > 0 and a strict
mazimum of W in D occurs either in the interior of D or the interior of the union of the
upper side P3Py and the right side PaPs. Also W > 8,q)H? in D and v +(1—a)z(1) >0
except when (M) = 0.

W(Z()) -0

z

Proof. Part (i). Suppose conditions (a), (b), (¢) and (d) hold and such SSS v exists.
One equation for the profiles in the upper z plane reads

VVW + (1 —)2VW + W — 9,0y H* = 0. (2.51)
Taking [ > 1 and the two angles 6,62 € (0,7/2) and pick the sectorial domain
Dl’91792 = BI(O, l) N {91 <h< 92}

where BY(0,1) is the disk with radius / in the first quadrant. Using WP with a large
p > 1— 2 as a test function on Dy g, ,, we deduce, using the divergence free property of
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V' and boundary conditions, that

0:/ |:<1—M>W—az(1)H2:| WPdz
Dy 0,05 p+1

IS 1—a [
+—— | VAWPTL(1,60)do + / PWPH(1,6)do
pt1Jo Pl o (2.52)
!
+ I% ; V - (= sin By, cos B2) WP (r, 65)dr
1 !
. V - (—sinfy,cos 0y) WPTL(r, 61)dr.

Here V,, =V - (cosf,sin6).
Since p > 1 — 2« using the assumption on the behavior of V' and W at infinity in (b),
we find, after taking [ — oo, that

2(1 —
0= / [(1 — M) W — azmm] WPdz
Doo,0 09 p+1

1 o

+—— [ V- (—sinfy,cos ) W’ (r,62)dr (2.53)
p+1Jy

1 o

- p—+ 1), V - (—sin#y,cos 6q) WpH(r, 61)dr.

By our assumption V) < 0 and V® > 0 in the open first quadrant, the function

V-(—sin#,cosf) = —V W sin +V @ cos 6 is positive in the open first quadrant. Therefore,
) 1/(p+1)

lim </ V- (—sinf,cosf) Wp+1(r,9)dr> = sup W(r,6).

0

p—00 r>0

Here we also used the condition that V' is sub-linear and W decays near infinity. By our
assumption

sup W(Tv 02) > sup W(Tv 01)7
r>0 r>0

for p sufficiently large, we have
/ V-(— sin 6y, cos f2) WPT(r, 92)dr—/ V-(—sin 6y, cos 01) WPTL(r, 01 )dr > 0. (2.54)
0 0
By assumption (c), there are fixed small numbers ¢ and e such that

(I=6W— 82(1)H2 >0

in the region B(zg,€) N Dy g, ,92. This leads to, for large p, that

2(1 —
<1—M>W—8Z(1)H2>0
p+1
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in B(z9,€) N D p,.92- Hence, we deduce

1/(p+1)
i ([ [(1 _ M) W o Hﬂ Wrdz
P90 \ JB(20,6)"Dos,0, 02 p+1

= sup W = Wi(z).

B(20,6)NDeo 6,62

In the region B¢(20,€) N Du g, 62, We have,

1/(p+1)
lim / (1 — M) W — E?Z(l)HQ‘ WPdz
P09 \ J B¢(20,6)NDos 0, 02

p+1
< sup W < W(zp)
B¢(20,6)NDoo,0;,62

by assumption (d). Note the zeroes of <1 — 2(;;{1 )) W — 8,1 H? may fall on the maximum
points of W. Hence for p sufficiently large, we see from the last two lines that
2(1 —
/ [(1 — M) W — az(l)H2] WPdz > 0 (2.55)
Doo,61,04 p+1

Thus ([2.53)) is a contradiction by (2.54]) and (2.55). We hereby finish the proof of the
proposition under conditions (a), (b), (¢) and (d).

Part (ii). Suppose conditions (a), (b’) hold and the conclusion is false. i.e. such SSS
exists.

Let z = z(s) = (2(V(s),2®(s)) be an integral curve (flow line) of the vector field
V+(1—a)zie.

dfj—(j) =V(z(s)+ (1 —a)z(s) = (VH + (1 - )z, v® 4 (1 -0a)?). (2.56)

This and equation (2.51]) tell us
%’Z(S)) + (W = 9,0y H?)(2(s)) =0 (2.57)
E‘r(or)n (2356) and the conditions VM) + (1 — a)z() > 0 and V) > 0 in D, we see that

-~ which is the tangent vectors of the flow line forms an acute angle with respect to the
positive 21 axis.

Suppose the strict maximum value of W, say M > 0, occurs in the interior point of D,
say zo. Then the backward flow line z(s) ending at zp, i.e. 2(0) = zp will stay in D for a
short time s < 0. By ([Z57), W (z(s)) > W(zp). This is a contradiction with W (zy) being
a strict maximum value.

Next, suppose the strict maximum value of W, say M > 0, occurs in the interior point
zg of the union of the upper side P3P, and the right side P, P5;. Then, due to acuteness of
the angle of dil—(ss), the backward flow line z(s) ending at zo will still stay in D for a short
time s < 0. By 2357), W(z(s)) > W(zp). This is a contradiction with W (zy) being a
strict maximum value. This completes the proof of the proposition. O
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Remark 2.4. The expected SSS of the Boussinesq equation in [2] (c.f. Sec. 5 and Figure
1, p9) appear to satisfy all the assumptions in the proposition if that figure is accurate.
See also Remark [2.3 below. Note that condition (c) is satisfied due to the dip in the ridge
of W in Figure 1, and our sector cuts away the neighborhood where W — 9,1yH? = 0
except at the vertical azis. Condition (d) is a local condition since the growth of H?(z)
is of order |z|2@+8/(@=1) and the decay of 8,0 H*(2) is of the order |z|=2/(=®)  which
is faster than that of W. Inside a compact domain, we work under the assumption and
belief that the figure and data in Figure 1 are accurate. The angle 01 is chosen so that the
ray 0 = 01 goes under the saddle (the lowest point of the ridge of W) and 6y is a little
larger. There is a rise of W along the yellow ridge in Figure 1 after the lowest point of
the saddle, in the direction of positive y axis (22 axis here). That is why sup, W (r,05)
is larger than sup,W (r,01). The strict mazimum value of W in the sector D g,.0, 1S @
little larger than 0.5, which occurs on the ray 0 = 0. At this point, 82(1)];[2 1s around 0.3.
Therefore condition (d) is satisfied.

The order of growth for the velocity V is around 2/3 and the decay for the vorticity
W is around —1/3 at oo and the order of growth of H? is around 1/3 and 0,0 H? has a
decay around —2/3. c.f. Sec.5.1 and Sec.6.4.2 [2]. Note that it was not explicitly stated in
[2] that exact self similar solution (SSS) exists but certain approzimate SSS exists which
would expectedly converges to an exact SSS.

Remark 2.5. There is a suggestion that the saddle shape in Figure 1 of [2] is a result of
perspective in the picture and is not real. But the integral argument in the proposition can
be localized as follows. Consider the sectorial domain

D= Dll,l2,€1,92 = {(7’, 9) ‘ll <r< lg, 91 <0< 92}

Using WP with a large p > 1 — 2« as a test function on Dyg, g,, we deduce, using the
divergence free property of V' and boundary conditions, that

0:/ [(1—M>W—az(l)ﬂ2] WPdz
D p+1

T1
- WL 9)d9+1_a/62 BWPFY(15,6)do
p+1 o rt2 2 p_|_1 o 2 2,
Ty
p+1 o rtl 1 p+1 o 1 1
T3
1 l2 ) ol 1 lo . -
P s V- (—sinfy,cos o) W (7‘,92)d7"—p—+1 A V- (—sin 0y, cos 61) WP+ (1, 0)dr .
Ty Ts

(2.58)
If the strict mazimum of W in D occurs at the interior of the union of the upper edge
0 = 0 and the upper arc r = lo, then we can rearrange the above as

Th+T4+ Ty =T+ Ts.
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By the same argument as in the proposition, as p — 0o, the left side dominates the right
side and we still reach a contradiction.
From the data file "solu.w{1, 1}” in reference [1] of [3] in the folder file

" Steady_state_pertb720_Nlevcord.mat”

and sub folder 7solu”, there are several rectangles where the above local condition in the
sectors or condition (b’) seem to hold if one uses piecewise affine interpolation between
mesh points. For instance, the rectangle given by the xt—y (2(1)_2(2)) mesh points (14,719),
(15,719), (14,718) and (15,718). The strict mazimum value of W = 9.02 x 1077 occurs
at the upper right corner. Amnother example is the rectangle given by the mesh points
(19,710), (19, 712), (21, 710), (21,712). Here interior mazimum value 2.3461 x 10716 s
reached at (20,711). We comment that in the far field, at small scales, rectangles are close
to the sectorial domains.
In addition, at mesh point (36,720), we see from the solu.w{l,1} file that

W = 8.843970087044398 x 1017 (2.59)
From the files solu.ul{1,2} and solu.u2{2,1}, we find

9,2 VW = —2.850898611910781 x 107, 9,1, V® =1.023527319550463 x 10~°
respectively. Therefore
W =0,V -3 1, V® ~ -1.023 x 107°. (2.60)

From Z59) and (Z.60) we see the difference in the order 1075 with opposite sign. This is
beyond the accuracy of 10™7 as stated on p64 of [2] for the approvimate steady state W .
Notice that the weighted pointwise norm on p8 and p137 there will only increase the error
near this mesh point since ]96,5|z|1/7 on p187, which is part of the weights, is quite large.

In addition, a negative value for W in the open first quadrant will lead to a contradiction
as explained in the next remark.

Remark 2.6. Proposition does not rule out all ASSS. In general, suppose, when
20 >0, both V(2 0) + (1 — )z > 0 and 9,0y H*(21,0) > 0. Let W = W(z) be
the profile of w. If there is a point zél) > 0 such that W(z(()l),O) =0, thenw =0, h2 =0
at the base 22 = 0. In particular, we have the following observation: if W has one extra
0 beside the origin, there does not exist a self similar solution such that h? is positive in

the positive horizontal axis.

Here goes the proof. Let

1 z
_ _ 1 2) _

w=w(zt) = 0,ovM) -8 1o?® = i t)w <(1 — t)l_a> (2.61)
be the scalar vorticity. Note the sign convention for w is the opposite to that in the standard
text book. One reason is that it is the suitable limit of the angular vortivity in the azially

symmetric case, where the flow is in the finite cylinder. There wg = 0,3 v" — o,v®) . After
2)

the above rotation and reflection, 3 azis become 2V azis and r azis becomes 22 awis.

Then w satisfies the equation
dw +vVw — 9 mh? =0, (2.62)

h? satisfies
Oth? +vVh? = 0. (2.63)
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Using Z50) and 61), we see that the following equations hold at the base 22 =0

<V(1) +(1- a)z(l)) O, W +W —09,0H? =0,
(2.64)
(V) + (1= a)2V) 0,0 H2 + (14 a) H? = 0.

Under our assumption, this system has explicit solutions at the base 22 = 0:

H2(2W,0) = Coxp(—(1+ a) /(V<1> + (1= a)2W)1gz0),
W(z(l) 0) = —(1+ ) exp ( /(V(l) +(1— a)z(l))_ldz(1)>
X C/exp < / v® 4 a)z(l))_ldz(1)> VW 4+ (1 —a)zM)2d2M,

From these, we see that H? can only have one zero at the origin unless it is identically 0
and the same holds for W. Note that a =~ —2.

This observation seems to indicate a potential instability in computer calculations at
the far field for the SSS. Since W (z), the profile of vorticity for the expected SSS decay at
order around |z|~'/3 when |z| is large, a rounding error in computation may cause it to be
regarded as 0 by the computer. According to the observation, this will force w and h to be
identically 0 at the base.

Moreover, it shows that W can not become negative in the first quadrant. Indeed, let
z = z(s) be a flow line from [Z56) and W(z(sp)) < 0 for some parameter so > 0. By
ZXE1), we have

W wH? —W)(z(s)) >0 (2.65)
for s in a small neighborhood of so. This shows W (z(s)) < W(z(sg)) < 0 for all s < sg.
Since the vector field (V) 4 (1 — )z, V) 4 (1 — a)z®) forms an acute angle with the
positive 2V azis, the flow line can be extended indefinitely backward, we see its backward
limit will ether hit the origin or the coordinate axis where W is either 0 or positive. This
is a contradiction.

However in the file solu.w{1, 1} mentioned above, one can find several places where W
is negative, including mesh point (3,709) where W ~ —2.9778 x 10718, This shows the
approximate steady state there is not an approximation of the SSS with accuracy within
10718 at that mesh point. Note that ([2.60), which is beyond the stated margin of error,
will also lead to a contradiction.

= (d

z

Remark 2.7. We would like to discuss the reason for the apparently diverging results.
The approxzimate SSS in [2] Sec. &5 is constructed by solving the dynamic equation in a
finite domain D for a long time by high performance computing and patching together
with a ”semi-analytic part” outside this domain using the principle terms of the equation.
See the equations 6 lines below (5.1) in [2]. This equation is missing the main convection
term vVw which has the same scaling order as 6, which is roughly r—2/3. Therefore it
is the principal order for the computing error. As stated, the approximate solution inside
D is highly accurate. However, since the convection term is missing for the approzimate
solution outside of D, it is unlikely the two solutions match at the boundary 0D and the
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error outside D 1is largely unknown since v was not computed there. Even if one finds two
exact solutions inside and outside the finite domain with the same boundary value, one
may not be able to patch them into a global approximate solution, even less a global exact
solution. One example is the Laplace equation in R3. Let D = B(0,1) be the unit ball.
Then f =1 is a solution in D and g = 1/|z| is a solution in D. It is clear that no global
solution of the Laplace equation can be made by patching these two since Liouville theorem
shows such global solution must be 0. It is also clear that by patching them, the high order
derivatives near the boundary will not be small, making it less likely to be an approximate
solution in C* sense.
Finally we consider the case —2(5/a) + (1/a) — 1 < 0.

Proposition 2.8. Suppose —2(8/a)+(1/a)—1 < 0. There does not exist asymptotic self-
similar blow-up solutions (LG) with the following properties. (a). The spatial center of the
blow-up sequence is at the side boundary point py = (1,0,0) in the (r,@,x(?’)) coordinate.
(b). The profile and error are nontrivial local C’gfv functions; (c). |V (y)| and |V (y)|
are sub-linear near infinity and |V (V", V)| is bounded ; (d). V3 is odd in the vertical
variable.

(57)°

Proof. It =2(B/a) 4+ (1/a) — 1 < 0, after takeing k — oo, we see that the term QI7aIT,

k T
in (2.I0)) vanishes. By the theorem, which also works in the case o < 0 and Qr — 0, the
limit of (v, US’)), denoted by (v, US’)), is a solution of the 2 dimensional Euler equation
on the half plane. We can than apply the argument in Corollary (2) to conclude the
proposition is true. O

Remark 2.9. From the proof of Proposition [L1l part (ii), it is clear that condition (L6l)
can be relazed to:
(a). for some Cy,Cy > 0,

(To —C ;)W@ ((To —:Ct)l—“) S (To —C i)”ﬁ@ ((TO —:Ct)l—“)
(To(i1 t)e v <(T0 _xt)l—a> <" < (Toc%t)avr (ﬁ) (2.66)

Cl X Cg X
1746 < > <03 < 1746 < > :
(To =) To-0—=) =" = T—tr (To—t)t=

(b). The scaled functions Qfﬁz, Uy and @,i3) converge in local C’i’%’fyi

SeENSe.

We finish by mentioning a generalization of Corollary to a class of solutions which
are called quasi self-similar.

Definition 2.1. A solution v to (1)) is called quasi self-similar (QSS) with quasi profile
Vv if

v=uv(x,t) = T i t)aV ((To —wt)l—“’t>

for some bounded vector field V' and some « € (0, 1).



28

Qi S. Zhang

Assuming the quasi profile V(-,-) € 02’3 7. then the conclusions of Corollary still

z,

hold. The proof is almost verbatim since the scaled solution

~ (1-a)/«a
. 1 T+ Q) 1oz
= _ 1 , 4+t
T a—i)e TG

are uniformly bounded in C;W norm for all k and £ < 0.
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