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Abstract

We study the evolution of a concentrated vortex advected by a smooth, divergence-free
velocity field in two space dimensions. In the idealized situation where the initial vorticity is
a Dirac mass, we compute an approximation of the solution which accurately describes, in
the regime of high Reynolds numbers, the motion of the vortex center and the deformation
of the streamlines under the shear stress of the external flow. For ill-prepared initial data,
corresponding to a sharply peaked Gaussian vortex, we prove relaxation to the previous
solution on a time scale that is much shorter than the diffusive time, due to enhanced
dissipation inside the vortex core.

1 Introduction

We revisit the classical problem of the evolution of a concentrated vortex in a background
flow, which was carefully studied in the monographs [23, 24] and the previous works [25, 13].
We assume that the external velocity field is smooth, divergence-free, and uniformly bounded
together with its derivatives. Our goal is to give a rigorous description of the solution of the
two-dimensional Navier-Stokes equations in such a background flow, for concentrated initial data
corresponding either to a point vortex or to a sharply peaked Gaussian vortex. In both cases
the solution remains concentrated for quite a long time provided the kinematic viscosity ν > 0
is sufficiently small. The leading order approximation is a Lamb-Oseen vortex whose center
is advected by the external flow, whereas the vortex core spreads diffusively due to viscosity.
Higher order corrections describe the deformation of the streamlines under the external shear
stress, and appear to be sensitive to the choice of the initial data.

From the point of view of mathematical analysis, it is convenient to consider first the idealized
situation where the initial vorticity is just a Dirac mass. Despite the singular nature of such
data, the initial value problem remains globally well-posed, as can be seen by adapting to the
present case the results that are known for the two-dimensional vorticity equation in the space
of finite measures [10, 7, 9]. By construction, the size of the vortex core vanishes at initial
time, and is therefore infinitely small compared to the typical length scale d0 > 0 defined by
the external flow. For such well-prepared initial data, the approximate solution constructed in
[25, 23] depends only on the “normal” time scale associated with the external field, and describes
the deformation of the vortex core under the external shear stress.

The situation is quite different if the initial vorticity is a radially symmetric vortex patch
or vortex blob with finite extension ℓ0 ≪ d0. Such data can be described as ill-prepared, in the
sense that the resulting solution exhibits a transient regime during which the initially symmetric
vortex gets deformed to adapt its shape to the external strain. The streamlines near the vortex
core become elliptical, with an eccentricity that undergoes damped oscillations on a short time
scale until it settles down to the value predicted by the well-prepared solution. This evolution
is illustrated by a numerical simulation in Figure 1. In a second stage, the vorticity distribution
inside the core slowly relaxes to a Gaussian profile under the action of viscosity. This two-step
process was carefully studied by Le Dizès and Verga [11] in the related case of a co-rotating
vortex pair, for which the deformation of the vortex cores is just the first stage of a complex
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t = 0 t = 0.032 t = 0.096 t = 0 t = 0.032 t = 0.096
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t = 0.64 t = 1.1 t = 7 t = 0.64 t = 1.1 t = 7

Figure 1: Numerical simulation of a vortex in an external field with Gaussian initial data. The
vorticity distribution (left) and the deviation from the Lamb-Oseen vortex (right) are represented
at nine different times, using standard color codes for the vorticity levels. The final state at
t = 7 is close to the approximate solution defined in (1.10). This simulation is made with the
free software Basilisk, and the external field is chosen as in Appendix A.1.

dynamics eventually leading to vortex merging [20]. In the perturbative approach of Ting and
Klein [23], a two-time analysis is necessary to obtain an accurate description of the solution in
the ill-prepared case.

The purpose of this paper is twofold. First, we show that the techniques introduced in [3]
to study the solution of the two-dimensional Navier-Stokes equations with a finite collection of
point vortices as initial data can be adapted to the emblematic case of a single vortex in an
external flow, which is at the same time simpler and more general. In particular, if the initial
vorticity is a Dirac mass, we construct perturbatively an accurate approximation of the solution,
and we verify that the exact solution remains close to it over a long time interval if the viscosity
is small enough. Next, we consider ill-prepared data for which the initial vorticity is a sharply
concentrated Gaussian function, and we prove that the resulting solution rapidly relaxes towards
the approximate solution computed in the well-prepared case. That part of the analysis relies
on enhanced dissipation estimates for the linearized Navier-Stokes equations at the Lamb-Oseen
vortex, which are due to Li, Wei, and Zhang [12]. Such estimates were already applied in [4] to
quantify the stability properties of a Gaussian vortex in the regime of high Reynolds numbers,
but to our knowledge they were never used to study the deformation of vortices under external
strain.

We now present our results in a more precise way. We give ourselves a smooth, time-
dependent velocity field f = (f1, f2) : R2 × [0, T ] → R2 which is uniformly bounded together
with its derivatives with respect to the space variable x = (x1, x2) ∈ R2 and the time t ∈ [0, T ].
We assume that f is divergence-free, namely

∇ · f(x, t) := ∂x1f1(x, t) + ∂x2f2(x, t) = 0 , ∀ (x, t) ∈ R2 × [0, T ] .
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The characteristic time T0 > 0 of the velocity field f is defined by the classical formula

1

T0
= sup

t∈[0,T ]
∥Df(·, t)∥L∞(R2) , (1.1)

where Df denotes the first order differential of f with respect to the space variable. To avoid
trivial situations, we suppose from now on that T0 <∞, which means that Df ̸≡ 0.

We consider the evolution of a concentrated vortex embedded in the external flow described
by the velocity field f . The vorticity distribution ω(x, t) is a scalar function satisfying the
evolution equation

∂tω(x, t) +
(
u(x, t) + f(x, t)

)
· ∇ω(x, t) = ν∆ω(x, t) , ∀ (x, t) ∈ R2 × (0, T ) , (1.2)

where the parameter ν > 0 is the kinematic viscosity of the the fluid. The velocity field u =
(u1, u2) associated with ω is given by the Biot-Savart formula

u(x, t) =
1

2π

∫
R2

(x− y)⊥

|x− y|2
ω(y, t) dy , ∀ (x, t) ∈ R2 × (0, T ) , (1.3)

where we use the notation x⊥ = (−x2, x1) and |x|2 = x21+x
2
2 for all x = (x1, x2) ∈ R2. We denote

u = BS[ω] and we observe that ∇ · u = 0 and ∂x1u2 − ∂x2u1 = ω. Equations (1.2), (1.3) form
a closed system, which corresponds when f ≡ 0 to the usual two-dimensional incompressible
Navier-Stokes equations in vorticity form. We refer the reader to [17, 19] for general results on
these equations.

Remark 1.1. Equation (1.2) appears in at least two physical contexts. The first one is the evo-
lution of a finite number of isolated vortices under the dynamics of the Navier-Stokes equations
in R2. A natural strategy in this situation is to concentrate on the motion of one particular
vortex, in which case the corresponding vorticity distribution ω satisfies the evolution equation
(1.2) with u = BS[ω] and f being the velocity field associated with all the other vortices in the
flow, see for example [18, 9, 3]. Note that the vorticity ωf := ∂x1f2 − ∂x2f1 is advected by the
velocity field u, so that the external flow f is not independent of the solution ω of (1.2). Al-
ternatively, following [23, 24], we can consider the evolution of a single vortex in a background
potential flow f , which is typically due to an inflow condition at infinity. In that case ωf = 0,
so that the dynamics of the vortex does not influence the external flow.

We first consider the idealized situation where the initial vorticity is a Dirac mass, which
means that ω0 = Γδz0 for some Γ ∈ R∗ and some z0 ∈ R2. Without loss of generality, we assume
henceforth that Γ > 0. Adapting the results of [10, 9], which hold for f ≡ 0, it is not difficult to
verify that Eq. (1.2) has a unique (mild) solution ω ∈ C0

(
(0, T ], L1(R2) ∩ L∞(R2)

)
such that

sup
0<t≤T

∥ω(·, t)∥L1 < ∞ , and ω(·, t) dx ⇀ Γδz0 as t→ 0 , (1.4)

where the half-arrow ⇀ denotes the weak convergence of measures. In the simple case where
f ≡ 0, the solution takes the explicit form

ω(x, t) =
Γ

νt
Ω0

(
x− z0√

νt

)
, u(x, t) =

Γ√
νt
U0

(
x− z0√

νt

)
, (1.5)

for all (x, t) ∈ R2 × (0,+∞), where the vorticity Ω0 and the velocity U0 = BS[Ω0] are given by

Ω0(ξ) =
1

4π
exp

(
−|ξ|2

4

)
, U0(ξ) =

1

2π

ξ⊥

|ξ|2

(
1− exp

(
−|ξ|2

4

))
, ∀ ξ ∈ R2 . (1.6)

Note that u · ∇ω ≡ 0, so that ω actually solves the linear heat equation ∂tω = ν∆ω. The self-
similar solution (1.5) of the two-dimensional vorticity equation is referred to as the Lamb-Oseen
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vortex with circulation Γ > 0, centered at the point z0 ∈ R2. More generally, for solutions of
(1.2), (1.3), the total circulation is the conserved quantity defined by

Γ :=

∫
R2

ω(x, t) dx .

The dimensionless ratio Γ/ν is called the circulation Reynolds number.
In the more interesting situation where f ̸≡ 0, no explicit expression is available in general,

but if the viscosity is weak enough so that the diffusion length
√
νt is small compared to the

characteristic length defined by the external flow, we can approximate the solution of (1.2) by
a sharply concentrated Lamb-Oseen vortex which is simply advected by the external velocity
field. This fact is rigorously stated in the following result.

Proposition 1.2. Fix Γ > 0 and z0 ∈ R2. There exist positive constants K0, δ0 such that, if
0 < ν/Γ < δ0, the unique solution of (1.2), (1.3) satisfying (1.4) has the following property:

1

Γ

∫
R2

∣∣∣∣ω(x, t)− Γ

νt
Ω0

(
x− ẑ(t)√

νt

)∣∣∣∣ dx ≤ K0

√
νt

d
, ∀ t ∈ (0, T ) , (1.7)

where d =
√
ΓT0 and ẑ(t) is the unique solution of the differential equation

ẑ′(t) = f(ẑ(t), t) , ẑ(0) = z0 . (1.8)

Remark 1.3. The dimensionless constants K0, δ0 depend only on the ratio R := T/T0 and on
the quantity

K :=
T0
d

2∑
m=0

4∑
k=0

Tm
0 d

k ∥∂mt Dkf∥L∞(R2×[0,T ]) , (1.9)

which measures the intensity of the external flow. We expect that K0 → ∞ and δ0 → 0 as R → ∞
or K → ∞. We emphasize, however, that estimate (1.7) holds uniformly in ν provided the inverse
Reynolds number ν/Γ is sufficiently small. In particular we see that ω(·, t) dx ⇀ Γδẑ(t) for all
t ∈ (0, T ) as ν → 0.

Remark 1.4. The quantity d =
√
ΓT0 can be interpreted as the effective size of a vortex of

circulation Γ in an external field, namely the size of the neighborhood of the vortex center in which
the external strain is weaker than the strain of the vortex itself. It should not be confused with
the size of the vortex core, which depends on the vorticity distribution and can be considerably
smaller. In the setting of Proposition 1.2, the latter quantity is proportional to the diffusion
length

√
νt, which is indeed much smaller than d if δ0T/T0 ≪ 1. Under these assumptions,

estimate (1.7) provides a good approximation of the solution ω(x, t) of (1.2).

Estimate (1.7) is simple and elegant, but does not describe the deformation of the vortex
core under the action of the external flow, which is the main phenomenon we want to study
in this paper. Therefore we need a more precise asymptotic expansion of the solution of (1.2),
which includes non-radially symmetric corrections that were neglected in (1.7). To this end, we
propose the following approximation of a Gaussian vortex of circulation Γ > 0 and core size
ℓ > 0, located at a point z ∈ R2, and undergoing the strain of an external velocity field f :

ωapp

(
Γ, ℓ, z, f ;x

)
=

Γ

ℓ2
Ω0

(x− z

ℓ

)
+ w2

( |x− z|
ℓ

)(
af (z) sin(2θ)− bf (z) cos(2θ)

)
. (1.10)

Here, for all x ∈ R2, we denote by θ the polar angle of the rescaled variable (x− z)/ℓ, which is
adapted to the description of the vortex core. The strain rates af (z), bf (z) are defined by

af (z) =
1

2

(
∂1f1 − ∂2f2

)
(z) , bf (z) =

1

2

(
∂1f2 + ∂2f1

)
(z) , (1.11)

and the smooth function w2 : (0,+∞) → (0,+∞) can be expressed in terms of the solution of a
linear differential equation, see Remark 2.7 and Figure 2. For our purposes it is enough to know
that w2(r) = O(r2) as r → 0 and w2(r) ∼ (r4/8)e−r2/4 as r → +∞.
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Remark 1.5. The expression (1.10) is not new and appears in related contexts, in particular
in the large-Reynolds-number expansion of Burgers vortices, see [22, 21] and Section A.1 below.

Identifying the core size ℓ with the diffusion length
√
νt, we see that the first term in the

right-hand side of (1.10) is the exactly Lamb-Oseen vortex (1.5), which is a radially symmetric
function of the rescaled variable (x−z)/ℓ; in contrast, the correction term involving w2 depends
explicitly on the polar angle θ. In view of (1.1) the strain rates (1.11) are bounded by T−1

0 , so
that ∫

R2

∣∣∣w2

( |x− z|
ℓ

)(
af (z) sin(2θ)− bf (z) cos(2θ)

)∣∣∣ dx ≤ C
ℓ2

T0
, (1.12)

for some constant C > 0. If ℓ2 = νt ≪ d2 = ΓT0, as is the case under the assumptions of
Proposition 1.2, we deduce that the Lamb-Oseen vortex is the leading term in the approximation
(1.10). We also observe that, since the correction term is a linear function of cos(2θ) and sin(2θ),
the streamlines of the corresponding velocity field are elliptical in a first approximation, which
is of course a well-known fact [11, 20].

We are now in a position to state our first main result, which subsumes Proposition 1.2.

Theorem 1.6. Fix Γ > 0 and z0 ∈ R2. There exist positive constants K1, δ1 such that, if
0 < ν/Γ < δ1, the unique solution of (1.2), (1.3) satisfying (1.4) has the following property:

1

Γ

∫
R2

∣∣∣ω(x, t)− ωapp

(
Γ,

√
νt, z(t), f(t) ;x

)∣∣∣ dx ≤ K1 ε(t)
2
(
ε(t) + δ

)
, ∀ t ∈ (0, T ) , (1.13)

where ε(t) =
√
νt/d, d =

√
ΓT0, δ = ν/Γ, and z(t) is the unique solution of the ODE

z′(t) = f(z(t), t) + νt∆f(z(t), t) , (1.14)

with initial condition z(0) = z0.

Estimate (1.13) shows that the solution of (1.2) stays very close to the approximation (1.10)
with ℓ =

√
νt and f = f(·, t), provided the vortex position z(t) evolves according to the ODE

(1.14), which contains the viscous correction term νt∆f . We observe that, if the external velocity
field f is irrotational, then ∆f = ∇⊥ωf = 0 so that (1.14) reduces to (1.8). In the general case,
the solutions of (1.8), (1.14) do not coincide, but they stay close to each other, and a simple
calculation that is postponed to Section 3.3.4 shows that estimate (1.13) implies (1.7).

Remark 1.7. The most natural way of locating the position of a concentrated vortex with
nonzero circulation Γ is to use the center of vorticity z̄(t), which satisfies

z̄(t) =
1

Γ

∫
R2

xω(x, t) dx , z̄′(t) =
1

Γ

∫
R2

f(x, t)ω(x, t) dx . (1.15)

Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.6, we show in Section 3.3.4 that |z̄(t)−z(t)| ≤ Cdε3
(
ε+δ

)
for some constant C > 0. This means that the motion of the center of vorticity is accurately
described by the ODE (1.14), and that estimate (1.13) still holds if z(t) is replaced by z̄(t). In
contrast, using the approximate vortex position ẑ(t) leads to a less precise control on the solution,
as in (1.7).

We now consider the different situation where the initial vorticity is not a Dirac mass, but
a Gaussian vortex of circulation Γ > 0 and small characteristic length ℓ0 > 0. To facilitate the
comparison with the previous results, it is convenient to fix an initial time t0 ∈ (0, T ) and to
assume that ℓ0 =

√
νt0. Our second main result can be stated as follows.
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Theorem 1.8. Fix Γ > 0, z0 ∈ R2, and t0 ∈ (0, T ). There exist positive constants K2, δ2, c2
such that, if 0 < ν/Γ < δ2, the unique solution of (1.2), (1.3) with initial data

ω(x, t0) =
Γ

νt0
Ω0

(x− z0√
νt0

)
, ∀x ∈ R2 , (1.16)

satisfies, for all t ∈ [t0, T ], the estimate

1

Γ

∫
R2

∣∣∣ω(x, t)− ωapp

(
Γ,

√
νt, z(t), f(t) ;x

)∣∣∣ dx ≤ K2 ε(t)
2

{
δ1/6

(
log

1

δ

)1/2
+
( t0
t

)β
}
, (1.17)

where ε(t) =
√
νt/d, d =

√
ΓT0, δ = ν/Γ, β = c2δ

−1/3, and z(t) is the unique solution of the
ODE (1.14) with initial condition z(t0) = z0.

Remark 1.9. It is important to realize that the left-hand side of (1.17) does not vanish at
initial time t0, unless the strain rates a0 := af(t0)(z0) and b0 := bf(t0)(z0) are both equal to zero.
Indeed, it follows from (1.10), (1.16) that

ω(x, t0)− ωapp

(
Γ,

√
νt0, z0, f(t0) ;x

)
= w2

(
|x− z0|√

νt0

)(
b0 cos(2θ)− a0 sin(2θ)

)
,

and the L1 norm of the right-hand side is proportional to νt0(a
2
0 + b20)

1/2. In that sense our
initial data (1.16) are ill-prepared if (a0, b0) ̸= (0, 0): being radially symmetric around the point
z0, they do not take into account the strain of the external velocity field f(·, t0).

Since β = c2δ
−1/3 we have (t0/t)

β ≤ δ when t ≥ t0(1 + τδ), where τδ = c3δ
1/3 log(1/δ) for

some c3 > 0. The right-hand side of (1.17) is therefore of size ε(t)2δ1/6
(
log(1/δ)

)1/2
as soon as

t ≥ t0(1 + τδ). In other words, the solution of (1.2) rapidly relaxes towards the approximate
solution (1.10), which takes into account the effect of the external strain, and remains close to
it up to the final time T . This description agrees with the numerical observation in Figure 1.
That the relaxation rate β depends on the inverse Reynolds number δ = ν/Γ is a consequence
of the enhanced dissipation effect in the vortex core, see [4] and Section 4.

Theorem 1.8 can be seen as an extension of Theorem 1.6, in the sense that the latter is
obtained from the former by taking, at least formally, the the limit t0 → 0. This connection can
be made rigorous if we write the the approximation formula (1.17) in a slightly more precise
form, see Section 4. The comparison of (1.13), (1.17) also shows that the solution starting from a
Dirac mass can be considered as a canonical model for the deformation of a concentrated vortex
in an external field, in the sense that it attracts solutions of (1.2) starting from ill-prepared
initial data.

Remark 1.10. In the context of Theorem 1.8, it is perfectly natural to start with a radially
symmetric vortex, but a priori there is no reason to restrict oneself to the Gaussian case. As a
matter of fact, numerical experiments show that relaxation to the well-prepared solution occurs
for a large class of initial profiles, even though the damped oscillations that are observed in the
transient period after initial time strongly depend on the choice of the profile [11]. In this paper
we consider the particular initial data (1.16) because we want to use the enhanced dissipation
estimates of [12], which have been established so far only in the Gaussian case.

The proof of our results relies on the construction of an approximate solution of the initial
value problem in self-similar variables, which is carried out in Section 2. This part of the
argument closely follows the previous works [3, 2] where particular situations were considered.
The proof of Theorem 1.6 is carried out in Section 3, first under the simplifying assumption that
T/T0 ≪ 1, and then for any T > 0. In both cases the desired control on the solution is obtained
by an energy estimate in some weighted L2 space, but the construction of the weight function is
much more complicated if T is not small compared to T0. Improving upon the results of [3], we
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construct a Gaussian-like weight that provides an optimal control on the solution as far as the
decay at infinity is concerned, and implies in particular the L1 estimate (1.13). In Section 4, we
show how these arguments can be combined with the enhanced dissipation estimates obtained
by Li, Wei, and Zhang [12] to yield a proof of Theorem 1.8. Finally, a few auxiliary results are
collected in the Appendix. In particular, we clarify the link between our approximate solution
(1.10) and the Burgers vortex in an asymmetric strain, and we investigate the motion of the
center of vorticity under the assumptions of Theorem 1.6.

2 Self-similar variables and approximate solution

We first explain the common strategy in the proofs of Theorems 1.6 and 1.8. Fix Γ > 0, z0 ∈ R2,
and let ω(x, t) be the solution of (1.2), (1.3) satisfying either (1.4) or (1.16). In both cases, the
solution is sharply concentrated near a time-dependent point z(t) ∈ R2 if the viscosity ν > 0 is
sufficiently small. To desingularize the problem, it is useful to make the self-similar change of
coordinates

ω(x, t) =
Γ

νt
Ω

(
x− z(t)√

νt
, t

)
, u(x, t) =

Γ√
νt
U

(
x− z(t)√

νt
, t

)
. (2.1)

In what follows we denote

ξ =
x− z(t)√

νt
, δ =

ν

Γ
, ε =

√
νt

d
, d =

√
ΓT0 . (2.2)

The new space variable ξ measures the distance to the vortex center z(t) in units of the diffusion
length

√
νt. As already explained, the small parameter δ is the inverse Reynolds number, and

the time-dependent aspect ratio ε compares the size
√
νt of the vortex core to the effective size

d of the vortex.
As is easily verified, the evolution equation satisfied by the rescaled vorticity Ω(ξ, t) is

t∂tΩ(ξ, t) +

{
1

δ
U(ξ, t) +

√
t

ν

(
f
(
z(t) +

√
νt ξ, t

)
− z′(t)

)}
· ∇Ω(ξ, t) = LΩ(ξ, t) , (2.3)

where L is the diffusion operator defined by

L = ∆ξ +
1

2
ξ · ∇ξ + 1 . (2.4)

The position z(t) of the vortex center is unknown at this stage, but will be chosen so as to
minimize the quantity f(z(t) +

√
νt ξ, t) − z′(t) in an appropriate sense. The leading order

approximation corresponds to the natural choice z′(t) = f(z(t), t), but higher order corrections,
leading to the modified ODE (1.14), will be needed to achieve the desired precision. We also
observe that the rescaled velocity U(ξ, t) is divergence-free and satisfies ∂1U2−∂2U1 = Ω, which
means that U is obtained from Ω by the Biot-Savart formula (1.3), namely U = BS[Ω].

It is important to observe that (2.3) is not a regular evolution equation at time t = 0, due
to the singular time derivative t∂tΩ in the left-hand side. Nevertheless, if we adapt to the
present case the results of [7, 9], which hold for f(z, t) = 0 and z(t) = 0, it is not difficult
to show that (2.3) has a unique (mild) solution Ω ∈ C0((0, T ], L1(R2) ∩ L∞(R2)) that satisfies
∥Ω(·, t)−Ω0∥L1 → 0 as t→ 0. This is precisely the solution we study in Theorem 1.6. Note that
the Gaussian profile (1.5) is, up to normalization, the only possible choice for the initial vorticity
at time t = 0. The situation considered in Theorem 1.8 is much different: the Cauchy problem
for equation (2.3) is well-posed at any positive positive time t0 > 0, and we could therefore
choose arbitrary initial data at t = t0. However, for reasons that are explained in Remark 1.10
above, our choice is to take the same initial vorticity Ω0 as in Theorem 1.6.
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Since δ = ν/Γ and Γ > 0 is fixed, it is clear that the evolution equation (2.3) becomes highly
singular in the vanishing viscosity limit ν → 0, and this is actually the main problem in the
proof of both Theorems 1.6 and 1.8. To overcome this difficulty, we use the approach introduced
in [3, 5, 2] which relies on the construction of an approximate solution of the form:

Ωapp(ξ, t) = Ω0(ξ) + ε(t)2Ω2(ξ, t) + ε(t)3Ω3(ξ, t) + ε(t)4Ω4(ξ, t) ,

Uapp(ξ, t) = U0(ξ) + ε(t)2 U2(ξ, t) + ε(t)3 U3(ξ, t) + ε(t)4 U4(ξ, t) ,
(2.5)

where ε(t) =
√
νt/d. The vorticity profiles Ωj and the velocity profiles Uj = BS[Ωj ] depend on

the small parameter δ > 0, and will be determined so that equality (2.3) holds up to corrections
terms of size O(ε5/δ + δε2).

Remark 2.1. It is not obvious at this point that the aspect ratio ε(t) is the correct parameter
for our perturbative expansion, since it does not appear explicitly in the evolution equation (2.3).
However this parameter naturally occurs when expanding the external velocity field in (2.3), as
we now demonstrate.

2.1 Expansion of the external velocity

We first rewrite the evolution equation (2.3) in the equivalent form

δt∂tΩ(ξ, t) +
(
U(ξ, t) + E(f, z ; ξ, t)

)
· ∇Ω(ξ, t) = δLΩ(ξ, t) , (2.6)

where E(f, z ; ξ, t) = δ
√
t/ν

(
f(z(t) +

√
νt ξ, t)− z′(t)

)
. In view of (2.2), we have

δ

√
t

ν
=

√
νt

Γ
= ε(t)

d

Γ
= ε(t)

T0
d
,

so that E(f, z ; ξ, t) = O(ε). To obtain a better approximation, we use a fourth-order Taylor
expansion of the quantity f(z(t)+

√
νt ξ, t) in powers of the diffusion length

√
νt = dε(t), which

leads to the following result.

Lemma 2.2. For all (ξ, t) ∈ R2 × [0, T ] we have the expansion

E(f, z ; ξ, t) =

4∑
k=1

ε(t)k Ek(f, z ; ξ, t) +RE(f, z ; ξ, t) , (2.7)

where

E1(f, z ; ξ, t) =
T0
d

(
f(z(t), t)− z′(t)

)
,

E2(f, z ; ξ, t) = T0Df(z(t), t)[ξ] ,

E3(f, z ; ξ, t) =
1

2
T0 dD

2f(z(t), t)[ξ, ξ] ,

E4(f, z ; ξ, t) =
1

6
T0 d

2D3f(z(t), t)[ξ, ξ, ξ] .

(2.8)

Moreover the remainder in (2.7) satisfies the estimate

∣∣RE(f, z ; ξ, t)
∣∣ ≤ ε(t)5

24
T0 d

3 ∥D4f∥L∞(R2) |ξ|4 , ∀ (ξ, t) ∈ R2 × [0, T ] .

Proof. The proof is a straightforward calculation which can be omitted.
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As is clear from (2.8), if z′(t) = f(z(t), t), the leading term E1 in (2.7) vanishes, so that
E(f, z ; ξ, t) = O(ε2). For any k ∈ {1, 2, 3}, the term Ek+1 is a homogeneous polynomial of
degree k in the variable ξ ∈ R2, the coefficients of which are linear combinations of k-th order
derivatives of f evaluated at the point (z(t), t). The following more precise information about
E2 and E3 will be needed.

Lemma 2.3. For (ξ, t) ∈ R2 × [0, T ] the quantity E2 := E2(f, z ; ξ, t) satisfies

E2 = T0

(
a(t) cos(2θ) + b(t) sin(2θ)

)
ξ + T0

(
b(t) cos(2θ)− a(t) sin(2θ) + c(t)

)
ξ⊥ , (2.9)

where ξ is the polar angle of the variable ξ ∈ R2, and a(t), b(t), c(t) denote the following deriva-
tives of f evaluated at (z(t), t):

a =
1

2

(
∂1f1 − ∂2f2

)
, b =

1

2

(
∂1f2 + ∂2f1

)
, c =

1

2

(
∂1f2 − ∂2f1

)
.

Proof. Since f is divergence-free, the Jacobian matrix Df(z(t), t) takes the form

Df =

(
∂1f1 ∂2f1
∂1f2 ∂2f2

)
=

(
a b− c

b+ c −a

)
,

where a, b, c are as in the statement. We deduce that

ξ ·Df [ξ] = a
(
ξ21 − ξ22

)
+ 2bξ1ξ2 , ξ⊥ ·Df [ξ] = b

(
ξ21 − ξ22

)
− 2aξ1ξ2 + c

(
ξ21 + ξ22

)
,

and (2.9) immediately follows.

Lemma 2.4. For (ξ, t) ∈ R2 × [0, T ] the quantity E3 := E3(f, z ; ξ, t) satisfies

ξ · E3 = T0d|ξ|3
(1
8
∆f1 cos(θ) +

1

8
∆f2 sin(θ) +A cos(3θ) +B sin(3θ)

)
, (2.10)

where ξ is the polar angle of the variable ξ ∈ R2, and A = 3
8∂

2
1f1 − 1

8∂
2
2f1, B = 1

8∂
2
1f2 − 3

8∂
2
2f2.

All derivatives of f are evaluated at (z(t), t).

Proof. From the definition of E3 in (2.8) we readily obtain

ξ · E3

T0d
=

ξ1
2

(
ξ21∂

2
1f1 + 2ξ1ξ2∂1∂2f1 + ξ22∂

2
2f1

)
+
ξ2
2

(
ξ21∂

2
1f2 + 2ξ1ξ2∂1∂2f2 + ξ22∂

2
2f2

)
.

Introducing polar coordinates ξ = |ξ|
(
cos(θ), sin(θ)

)
and using the elementary identities

cos3(θ) =
3

4
cos(θ) +

1

4
cos(3θ) , cos2(θ) sin(θ) =

1

4
sin(θ) +

1

4
sin(3θ) ,

sin3(θ) =
3

4
sin(θ)− 1

4
sin(3θ) , cos(θ) sin2(θ) =

1

4
cos(θ)− 1

4
cos(3θ) ,

we arrive at (2.10) after straightforward calculations.

2.2 Functional framework

This section is almost entirely taken from the previous works [3, 5, 2], and is reproduced here for
the reader’s convenience. Our goal is to introduce the function spaces in which the approximate
solution (2.5) will be constructed, and to study the properties of a pair of linear operators in
that framework. We first define the weighted L2 space

Y =

{
Ω ∈ L2(R2) ;

∫
R2

|Ω(ξ)|2 e|ξ|2/4 dξ <∞
}
, (2.11)
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which is a Hilbert space equipped with the natural scalar product. If we use polar coordinates
(r, θ) such that ξ =

(
r cos θ, r sin θ

)
, we have the direct sum decomposition

Y =

∞⊕
n=0

Yn , (2.12)

where Y0 is the subspace of all radially symmetric functions in Y, and, for each n ≥ 1, the
subspace Yn contains all Ω ∈ Y of the form Ω = a(r) cos(nθ) + b(r) sin(nθ). It is clear that the
decomposition (2.12) is orthogonal, in the sense that Yn ⊥ Yn′ if n ̸= n′. We also introduce the
dense subset Z ⊂ Y defined by

Z =
{
Ω : R2 → R ; ξ 7→ e|ξ|

2/4Ω(ξ) ∈ S∗(R2)
}
, (2.13)

where S∗(R2) is the space of smooth functions on R2 with moderate growth at infinity. In other
words a function Ω ∈ C∞(R2) belongs to S∗(R2) if, for any multi-index α = (α1, α2) ∈ N2 there
exists C > 0 and N ∈ N such that |∂αΩ(ξ)| ≤ C(1 + |ξ|)N for all ξ ∈ R2.

The linear operators we are interested in are the diffusion operator L introduced in (2.4) and
the advection operator Λ defined by the formula

ΛΩ = U0 · ∇Ω+ BS[Ω] · ∇Ω0 , (2.14)

where Ω0, U0 are given by (1.6). If we consider the operators L,Λ as acting on the function
space (2.11), with maximal domain, we have the following result:

Proposition 2.5. [6, 7, 16]

1) The linear operator L is self-adjoint in Y, with purely discrete spectrum

σ(L) =
{
−n
2

∣∣∣n = 0, 1, 2, . . .
}
.

The kernel of L is one-dimensional and spanned by the Gaussian function Ω0. More generally,
for any n ∈ N, the eigenspace corresponding to the eigenvalue λn = −n/2 is spanned by the n+1
Hermite functions ∂αΩ0 where α = (α1, α2) ∈ N2 and α1 + α2 = n.

2) The linear operator Λ is skew-adjoint in Y, so that Λ∗ = −Λ. Moreover,

Ker(Λ) = Y0 ⊕
{
β1∂1Ω0 + β2∂2Ω0

∣∣β1, β2 ∈ R
}
, (2.15)

where Y0 ⊂ Y is the subspace of all radially symmetric elements of Y.

Another important feature of both operators L,Λ is rotation invariance. As is easily verified,
if Ω ∈ Yn ∩ Z for some n ≥ 0, then Ω belongs to the domain of L and LΩ ∈ Yn ∩ Z. The
same property holds for the integro-differential operator Λ, and can be established using the
definitions (1.6), (2.14) together with the properties of the Biot-Savart law.

As we shall see in the next section, the construction of the approximate solution (2.5) requires
solving elliptic equations of the form

ΛΩ = F , for some F ∈ Y . (2.16)

Since the operator Λ is skew-adjoint in Y we have Ker(Λ)⊥ = Ran(Λ), where Ran(Λ) is the
range of Λ. Thus a necessary condition for the solvability of (2.16) is that F ⊥ Ker(Λ). In view
of (2.15), this is equivalent to∫ 2π

0
F
(
r cos(θ), r sin(θ)

)
dθ = 0 ∀ r > 0 , and

∫
R2

ξjF (ξ) dξ = 0 ∀j ∈ {1, 2} . (2.17)

It turns out that, in the subspace (2.13), the solvability conditions above are also sufficient. This
is the content of the following result, whose proof is recalled in Section A.2.

Proposition 2.6. If F ∈ Z ∩Ker(Λ)⊥, there is a unique Ω ∈ Z ∩Ker(Λ)⊥ such that ΛΩ = F .
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2.3 Construction of the approximate solution

We now explain how to construct the vorticity profiles Ω2,Ω3,Ω4 in (2.5) so as to obtain a
precise approximate solution of (2.6). From now on, we denote by z(t) the unique solution of
the ODE (1.14), and we use the decomposition z′(t) = z′0(t) + ε2z′2(t), where

z′0(t) := f
(
z(t), t

)
, z′2(t) := d2∆f

(
z(t), t

)
. (2.18)

Taking into account the correction term z′2 in (2.18), the velocity expansion (2.7) can be written
in the slightly modified form

E(f, z ; ξ, t) =
4∑

k=1

εk Êk(f, z ; ξ, t) +RE(f, z ; ξ, t) , (2.19)

where Ê1 = 0, Ê2 = E2, Ê4 = E4, and

Ê3(f, z ; ξ, t) = T0d
(1
2
D2f(z(t), t)[ξ, ξ]−∆f(z(t), t)

)
. (2.20)

If Ωapp is an approximate solution of (2.6), we define

Rapp := δ
(
t∂tΩapp − LΩapp

)
+
(
Uapp + E(f, z)

)
· ∇Ωapp . (2.21)

Our goal is to choose Ωapp and Uapp = BS[Ωapp] so as to minimize the remainder Rapp. Since
the external velocity E(f, z) has a power series expansion in the (time-dependent) parameter ε,
it is natural to expand Ωapp and Uapp in powers of ε too, as in (2.5). Note that equation (2.6)
also involves the small parameter δ, which means that the profiles Ωk, Uk in (2.5) are functions
of δ. This dependence will not be indicated explicitly, but it is understood that all quantities
we consider are uniformly bounded as δ → 0.

To obtain a more explicit expression of Rapp, we insert the expansions (2.5), (2.19) into
(2.21), and we use the facts that δt = ε2T0 and t∂tε

k = (k/2)εk for all k ∈ N, see (2.2).
Recalling also the definition (2.14) of the operator Λ, we arrive at the decomposition

Rapp =

8∑
k=2

εkRk +RE · ∇Ωapp , (2.22)

where

R2 = δ
(
1− L

)
Ω2 + ΛΩ2 + E2 · ∇Ω0 ,

R3 = δ
(
3
2 − L

)
Ω3 + ΛΩ3 + Ê3 · ∇Ω0 ,

R4 = δ
(
2− L

)
Ω4 + ΛΩ4 + E4 · ∇Ω0 +

(
U2 + E2

)
· ∇Ω2 + T0∂tΩ2 .

(2.23)

The exact expression of the higher-order terms Rk for k ≥ 5 is not important for our analysis.
We now determine the profiles Ω2,Ω3,Ω4 so as to minimize the quantities R2,R3,R4. Since the
quantities E2, Ê3, E4 involve derivatives of the external field f , which is time-dependent, the
vorticity profiles Ωj also depend on time, as indicated in (2.5). However, they are determined
by solving “elliptic” equations which can be studied at frozen time.

2.3.1 Second order vorticity profile

We take Ω2 = Ω̄2 + δΩ̃2, where Ω̄2, Ω̃2 ∈ Y2 ∩ Z satisfy

ΛΩ̄2 + E2 · ∇Ω0 = 0 , and ΛΩ̃2 + (1− L)Ω̄2 = 0 . (2.24)

11



r

w2(r)

Figure 2: The function w2, which enters the definition of the approximate solution (1.10) and
describes to leading order the deviation of the vorticity distribution from the Gaussian profile,
is represented as a function of the radius r = |ξ|.

This is indeed possible because, using (2.9) and the identity ∇Ω0 = −(ξ/2)Ω0, we see that

E2 · ∇Ω0 = −1

2
T0Ω0|ξ|2

(
a(t) cos(2θ) + b(t) sin(2θ)

)
, (2.25)

where a, b are as in Lemma 2.3. In view of the definitions (2.11)–(2.13), this expression shows
that E2 ·∇Ω0 ∈ Y2∩Z. Applying Lemma A.1, we deduce that there exists a unique Ω̄2 ∈ Y2∩Z
such that ΛΩ̄2 + E2 · ∇Ω0 = 0. Now, as already observed, the diffusion operator L leaves the
subspace Y2 ∩ Z invariant. So, applying Lemma A.1 again, we see that there exists a unique
Ω̃2 ∈ Y2 ∩ Z such that ΛΩ̃2 + (1− L)Ω̄2 = 0. Finally, combining (2.23) and (2.24), we obtain

R2 = δ2(1− L)Ω̃2 = O(δ2) . (2.26)

Remark 2.7. Using (2.25) and the formulas reproduced in Section A.2, it is straightforward to
verify that Ω̄2(ξ, t) = T0w2(|ξ|)

(
a(t) sin(2θ)− b(t) cos(2θ)

)
where

w2(r) = h(r)
(
φ2(r) +

r2

2

)
, h(r) =

r2/4

er2/4 − 1
, r > 0 ,

and φ2 is the unique solution of the differential equation

−φ′′
2(r)−

1

r
φ′
2(r) +

( 4

r2
− h(r)

)
φ2(r) =

r2

2
h(r) , r > 0 ,

such that φ2(r) = O(r2) as r → 0 and ϕ(r) = O(r−2) as r → +∞. In particular w2(r) > 0 for
all r > 0, w2(r) = O(r2) as r → 0, and w2(r) ∼ (r4/8)e−r2/4 as r → +∞.

2.3.2 Third order vorticity profile

Let Y ′
1 = Y1 ∩ Ker(Λ)⊥ be the subspace introduced in (A.11). We take Ω3 = Ω̄3 + δΩ̃3, where

Ω̄3, Ω̃3 ∈
(
Y ′
1 ⊕ Y3) ∩ Z satisfy

ΛΩ̄3 + Ê3 · ∇Ω0 = 0 , and ΛΩ̃3 +
(
3
2 − L

)
Ω̄3 = 0 . (2.27)

The strategy for solving (2.27) is the same as before. Using (2.20) and Lemma 2.4, we easily
find

Ê3 · ∇Ω0 = −1

2
T0dΩ0|ξ|3

(1
8
∆f1 cos(θ) +

1

8
∆f2 sin(θ) +A cos(3θ) +B sin(3θ)

)
+

1

2
T0dΩ0|ξ|

(
∆f1 cos(θ) + ∆f2 sin(θ)

)
,

(2.28)
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Figure 3: Level lines of the perturbation Ω2 : ξ 7→ w2(|ξ|) sin(2θ) on the square [−6, 6]2 (right),
and of the approximate solution Ω0 + 0.04 ∗ Ω2 on the smaller square [−1.4, 1.4]2 (left).

where the first line is the expression of E3 · ∇Ω0, and the second one is the correction due to
the additional velocity z′2(t) of the vortex center. This shows that E3 · ∇Ω0 ∈

(
Y1 ⊕ Y3) ∩ Z,

which is not quite sufficient since we cannot invert the operator Λ in the full subspace Y1 ∩ Z.
Actually, thanks to the correction term in (2.28), we have E3 · ∇Ω0 ∈

(
Y ′
1 ⊕Y3) ∩ Z, because a

direct calculation shows that∫
R2

ξj
(
Ê3 · ∇Ω0

)
dξ = −1

8
T0d∆fj

∫ ∞

0
e−r2/4

(r5
8

− r3
)
dr = 0 , for j = 1, 2 .

Thus, applying Lemmas A.1 and A.2, we conclude that there exists a unique Ω̄3 ∈
(
Y ′
1⊕Y3)∩Z

such that ΛΩ̄3 + Ê3 · ∇Ω0 = 0. The profile Ω̃3 is then constructed as before, and we arrive at

R3 = δ2
(
3
2 − L

)
Ω̃3 = O(δ2) . (2.29)

2.3.3 Fourth order vorticity profile

We start from the following observation.

Lemma 2.8. One has E4 · ∇Ω0 +
(
Ū2 + E2

)
· ∇Ω̄2 + T0∂tΩ̄2 ∈

(
Y2 ⊕ Y4

)
∩ Z.

Proof. Since ∇Ω0 = −(ξ/2)Ω0, it follows from the definition (2.8) that E4 · ∇Ω0 = P4Ω0 where
P4 is a homogeneous polynomial of degree 4 in the variable ξ =

(
r cos(θ), r sin(θ)

)
∈ R2. In

particular we have E4 · ∇Ω0 ∈
(
Y0 ⊕Y2 ⊕Y4

)
∩ Z. In addition, since Ω0 is radially symmetric,

we have for any r > 0:∫ 2π

0

(
E4 · ∇Ω0

)(
r cos(θ), r sin(θ)

)
dθ = − r

8π
e−r2/4

∫ 2π

0
E4

(
r cos(θ), r sin(θ)

)
· er dθ = 0 ,

where in the last equality we used the divergence theorem and the fact that ∇ · E4 = 0. This
shows that E4 · ∇Ω0 has zero radial average, hence zero projection onto the subspace Y0.

Next we recall that Ω̄2(ξ, t) = T0w2(r)
(
a sin(2θ)− b cos(2θ)

)
, see Remark 2.7. According to

(A.6), the associated velocity field takes the form

Ū2 =
2T0
r
φ2(r)

(
a cos(2θ) + b sin(2θ)

)
er + T0φ

′
2(r)

(
−a sin(2θ) + b cos(2θ)

)
eθ .

By a direct calculation, we deduce that

Ū2 · ∇Ω̄2 =
T 2
0

r

(
φ′
2w2 − φ2w

′
2

)(
(b2 − a2) sin(4θ) + 2ab cos(4θ)

)
∈ Y4 ∩ Z .
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Similarly, using the expression of E2 in Lemma 2.3, we obtain

E2 · ∇Ω̄2 =
T 2
0

2

(
2w2 − rw′

2

)(
(b2 − a2) sin(4θ) + 2ab cos(4θ)

)
+ 2T 2

0w2

(
ac cos(2θ) + bc sin(2θ)

)
∈

(
Y2 ⊕ Y4

)
∩ Z .

Finally, the expression above of Ω̄2 shows that T0∂tΩ̄2 ∈ Y2 ∩ Z. This concludes the proof.

According to Lemmas 2.8 and A.1, there exists a unique profile Ω4 ∈
(
Y2 ⊕ Y4

)
∩ Z such

that
ΛΩ4 + E4 · ∇Ω0 +

(
Ū2 + E2

)
· ∇Ω̄2 + T0∂tΩ̄2 = 0 . (2.30)

We that choice, we obviously have

R4 = δ(2− L)Ω4 + δ
(
Ū2 + E2

)
· ∇Ω̃2 + δŨ2 · ∇Ω2 + T0∂tΩ̃2 = O(δ) . (2.31)

The results obtained in this section can be summarized as follows.

Proposition 2.9. There exist C > 0 and N ∈ N such that, if the profiles Ω2,Ω3,Ω4 of the
approximate solution (2.5) are given by (2.24), (2.27), (2.30), then the remainder Rapp defined
by (2.21) satisfies the estimate∣∣Rapp(ξ, t)

∣∣ ≤ C
(
ε(t)5 + δ2ε(t)2

)
(1 + |ξ|)Ne−|ξ|2/4 , ∀ (ξ, t) ∈ R2 × [0, T ] . (2.32)

Proof. This is a straightforward consequence of the calculations above and of the choice of the
function space Z. We consider the expression (2.22) of the remainder Rapp. Using Lemma 2.2
and the fact that Ωapp ∈ Z, we see that the last term RE · ∇Ωapp satisfies an estimate of the
form (2.32). This is also the case for the terms εkRk for k ≥ 5, because Rk ∈ Z and εk ≤ ε5.
Finally, in view of (2.26), (2.29), (2.31), we have

ε2R2 + ε3R3 + ε4R4 = O
(
δ2ε2 + δ2ε3 + δε4

)
= O

(
δ2ε2 + ε6

)
,

in the topology of Z, which again implies an inequality of the form (2.32).

Remark 2.10. Since Ω2 ∈ Y2, Ω3 ∈ Y ′
1⊕Y3, and Ω4 ∈ Y2⊕Y4, the approximate solution (2.5)

satisfies for all positive times∫
R2

Ωapp(ξ, t) dξ = 1 ,

∫
R2

ξ1Ωapp(ξ, t) dξ =

∫
R2

ξ2Ωapp(ξ, t) dξ = 0 . (2.33)

3 The solution starting from a point vortex

In this section we complete the proof of Theorem 1.6. We assume throughout that the kinematic
viscosity ν > 0 is small compared to the circulation parameter Γ > 0, which is fixed once and for
all. Given any z0 ∈ R2, we consider the unique solution ω(x, t) of the vorticity equation (1.2),
(1.3) satisfying the conditions (1.4), which imply that the initial vorticity is a Dirac mass of
strength Γ located at point z0. Since (1.2) is a viscous conservation law, we know in particular
that

∫
R2 ω(x, t) dx = Γ for all positive times. To desingularize the solution in the regime where

νt is small, we make the change of variables (2.1), where z(t) denotes the unique solution of
the modified ODE (1.14) such that z(0) = z0. The rescaled vorticity Ω(ξ, t) and the associated
velocity U(ξ, t) then satisfy the evolution equation (2.6) with initial data (1.6).

To obtain precise estimates on Ω and U , we use the decomposition

Ω(ξ, t) = Ωapp(ξ, t) + δw(ξ, t) , U(ξ, t) = Uapp(ξ, t) + δv(ξ, t) , (3.1)

for all t ∈ (0, T ) and all ξ ∈ R2, where Ωapp is the approximate solution (2.5) and Uapp is the
associated velocity field. By construction, the correction terms w(ξ, t), v(ξ, t) in (3.1) vanish at
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initial time t = 0, and our goal is to show that they remain small in an appropriate topology for
all t ∈ [0, T ]. In view of (2.6), the vorticity w(·, t) satisfies the evolution equation

t∂tw +
1

δ

(
Uapp + E(f, z)

)
· ∇w +

1

δ
v · ∇Ωapp + v · ∇w = Lw − 1

δ2
Rapp , (3.2)

for t ∈ (0, T ), where δ = ν/Γ and Rapp is the remainder term (2.21). The velocity v(·, t) is
obtained from w(·, t) by the usual Biot-Savart formula. Since

∫
Ω(ξ, t) dξ = 1, it follows from

Remark 2.10 that ∫
R2

w(ξ, t) dξ = 0 , ∀ t ∈ (0, T ) . (3.3)

The main difficulty in our analysis is the necessity of controlling the solution of (3.2) uni-
formly in the small parameter δ > 0. Since we consider zero initial data, the evolution is entirely
driven by the source term δ−2Rapp in the right-hand side, which is of size O(ε2+ δ−2ε5) accord-
ing to Proposition 2.9. Note that the fifth power of ε in estimate (2.32) is due to our choice of
constructing the approximate solution (2.5) as a fourth order expansion in ε. Now, it follows
from the definitions (2.2) that δ−1ε2 = t/T0, which means that δ−2ε5 = O(ε) as long as t is
comparable with T0.

To prove that the solution of (3.2) remains of size O(ε) over the whole time interval [0, T ],
we have to show that the contributions of the source term do not get excessively amplified by
the linear terms in (3.2), which are multiplied by the large factor δ−1. This can be done using
an appropriate energy estimate in a weighted L2 space, where the weight function is carefully
chosen so as to minimize the contributions of the dangerous linear terms in (3.2). Note that the
nonlinear term v · ∇w is not multipled by δ−1, because we chose to include a factor of δ in the
definition (3.1) of the corrections terms w, v.

3.1 The short time estimate

If the observation time T is small compared to the time scale T0 defined by (1.1), the solution
of (3.2) can be controlled using a simple energy estimate in the space Y defined by (2.11). To
show this, we introduce the functionals

E [w] =
∫
R2

p(ξ)w(ξ)2 dξ , F [w] =

∫
R2

p(ξ)
(
|∇w(ξ)|2 + |ξ|2w(ξ)2 + w(ξ)2

)
dξ , (3.4)

where p(ξ) = e|ξ|
2/4, and we observe that E [w] = ∥w∥2Y . We have the following result:

Proposition 3.1. There exist positive constants K3, ρ, κ such that, if 0 < δ ≤ 1 and T/T0 ≤ ρ,
the solution of (3.2) with zero initial data satisfies

t∂tE [w(·, t)] + κF [w(·, t)] ≤ K3

(ε5
δ2

+ ε2
)
E [w(·, t)]1/2 , ∀ t ∈ (0, T ) . (3.5)

In particular

∥w(·, t)∥Y = E [w(·, t)]1/2 ≤ K3

(ε5
δ2

+ ε2
)
, ∀ t ∈ (0, T ) . (3.6)

Proof. Using the definition (2.14) of the operator Λ, we can write the evolution equation (3.2)
in the more compact form

t∂tw +
1

δ
Λw +

1

δ
A[w] + B[w,w] = Lw − 1

δ2
Rapp ,

where A is the (time-dependent) linear operator defined by

A[w] = (Uapp − U0) · ∇w +BS[w] · ∇(Ωapp − Ω0) + E(f, z) · ∇w , (3.7)
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and B is the bilinear map

B[w1, w2] = v1 · ∇w2 , where v1 = BS[w1] . (3.8)

Since E [w] = ∥w∥2Y , it follows that

t

2
∂tE [w] +

1

δ
⟨w,A[w]⟩Y + ⟨w,B[w,w]⟩Y = ⟨w,Lw⟩Y − 1

δ2
⟨w,Rapp⟩Y , (3.9)

where ⟨·, ·⟩Y denotes the scalar product in the Hilbert space Y. Here we used the well known
fact that ⟨w,Λw⟩Y = 0 since Λ is skew-symmetric in Y, see Proposition 2.5. Our task is to
estimate the various terms in (3.9).

First of all, we know that the diffusion operator L is negative in the subspace of all w ∈ Y
with zero integral, see Proposition 2.5. In fact, there exists a constant κ > 0 such that

⟨w,Lw⟩Y =

∫
R2

pw(Lw) dξ ≤ −κ
∫
R2

p
(
|∇w(ξ)|2 + |ξ|2w(ξ)2 + w(ξ)2

)
dξ = −κF [w] , (3.10)

see [4, Lemma 5.1]. On the other hand, using Proposition 2.9, we easily obtain

1

δ2
∣∣⟨w,Rapp⟩Y

∣∣ ≤ 1

δ2
∥w∥Y ∥Rapp∥Y ≤ C

(ε5
δ2

+ ε2
)
∥w∥Y . (3.11)

Note that ε2/δ = t/T0 ≤ ρ, which also implies that ε2 ≤ ρ since we assumed that δ ≤ 1. To
bound the trilinear term in (3.9), we integrate by parts, using the incompressibility condition
∇ · v = 0, to obtain the convenient expression

⟨w,B[w,w]⟩Y =

∫
R2

pw
(
v · ∇w

)
dξ = −1

2

∫
R2

w2(v · ∇p) dξ = −1

4

∫
R2

pw2(v · ξ) dξ ,

where we used the fact that ∇p = (ξ/2)p. Since w ∈ Y satisfies (3.3), we can apply Lemma A.4
with q = 3 and m = 5/3 to obtain the bound ∥v · ξ∥L3 ≤ C∥w∥Y . By Hölder’s inequality, we
thus find∣∣⟨w,B[w,w]⟩Y ∣∣ ≤ 1

4
∥p1/2w∥2L3 ∥v · ξ∥L3 ≤ C ∥∇(p1/2w)∥2/3

L2 ∥p1/2w∥4/3
L2 ∥w∥Y ,

where in the last step we applied the interpolation estimate ∥g∥L3 ≤ C ∥∇g∥1/3
L2 ∥g∥2/3

L2 to the

function g = p1/2w. Observing that ∇(p1/2w) = p1/2∇w + (ξ/4)p1/2w and using the notation
(3.4), we conclude that∣∣⟨w,B[w,w]⟩Y ∣∣ ≤ C F [w]1/3 E [w]7/6 ≤ C F [w]1/2E [w] , (3.12)

where the last inequality follows from the fact that E [w] ≤ F [w].
We now consider the quadratic term ⟨w,A[w]⟩Y in (3.9) which is multiplied by the large

factor 1/δ. Integrating by parts as before we easily find∣∣∣∣ ∫
R2

pw(Uapp − U0) · ∇w dξ

∣∣∣∣ =
1

4

∣∣∣∣ ∫
R2

pw2(Uapp − U0) · ξ dξ
∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cε2∥w∥2Y ,

because ∥(Uapp − U0) · ξ∥L∞ ≤ Cε2 in view of (2.5). Similarly∣∣∣∣ ∫
R2

pw
(
v · ∇(Ωapp − Ω0)

)
dξ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∥p1/2w∥L2 ∥v∥L2 ∥p1/2∇(Ωapp − Ω0)∥L∞ ≤ Cε2∥w∥2Y ,

because ∥v∥L2 ≤ C∥w∥Y by Lemma A.4 and ∥p1/2∇(Ωapp − Ω0)∥L∞ ≤ Cε2. Finally, we recall
that

E(f, z ; ξ, t) =
εT0
d

(
f
(
z(t) +

√
νt ξ, t

)
− f(z(t), t)− ε2d2∆f(z(t), t)

)
,
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so that
|E(f, z; ξ, t)| ≤ ε2|ξ|+ ε3T0d ∥∆f∥L∞ ≤ ε2|ξ|+Kε3 ,

where K is defined by (1.9). Assuming that ρ is small enough so that Kε ≤ 1, we thus obtain∣∣∣∣ ∫
R2

pwE(f, z) · ∇w dξ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ε2 ∥∇w∥Y
(
∥ξw∥Y +Kε∥w∥Y

)
≤ ε2F [w] .

Altogether, since ε2/δ = t/T0, we have shown that

1

δ

∣∣⟨w,A[w]⟩Y
∣∣ ≤ t

T0

(
F [w] + CE [w]

)
. (3.13)

Collecting all estimates (3.10)–(3.13), we deduce from (3.9) that

t∂tE [w] +
(
2κ− 2t

T0

)
F [w] ≤ K3

(ε5
δ2

+ ε2
)
E [w]1/2 + C0

( t

T0
+ F [w]1/2

)
E [w] , (3.14)

for some positive constants K3 and C0. Since E [w] ≤ F [w], it follows that

t∂tE [w] +
(
2κ− (2 + C0)

t

T0
− C0 E [w]1/2

)
F [w] ≤ K3

(ε5
δ2

+ ε2
)
E [w]1/2 . (3.15)

Taking ρ > 0 small enough, we can ensure that (2+C0)t/T0 ≤ (2+C0)ρ ≤ κ/2 for all t ∈ [0, T ].
We now define

T1 := inf
{
t ∈ [0, T ) ; C0E [w(·, t)]1/2 > κ/2

}
, (3.16)

with the convention that T1 = T if the set above is empty. Since w(·, 0) = 0, it is clear that
T1 > 0 by continuity. By construction, on the time interval (0, T1), the differential inequality
(3.15) reduces to (3.5). In particular, we have

∂tE [w(·, t)]1/2 ≤ K3

2t

(
ε(t)5

δ2
+ ε(t)2

)
, ∀ t ∈ (0, T1) ,

where we recall that ε(t) =
√
νt/d. Since E [w(·, 0)] = 0 we deduce that, for all t ∈ (0, T1),

E [w(·, t)]1/2 ≤ K3

2

∫ t

0

(ε(s)5
δ2

+ ε(s)2
) ds

s
= K3

(
ε(t)5

5δ2
+
ε(t)2

2

)
. (3.17)

As ε2/δ = t/T0 ≤ ρ, the right-hand side of (3.15) is no larger than K3ρ if ρ is small enough.
We assume finally that C0K3ρ ≤ κ/4. Then C0E [w(·, t)]1/2 ≤ κ/4 for all t ∈ (0, T1), and in view
of the definition (3.16) this implies that T1 = T . Thus inequalities (3.15), (3.17) hold for all
t ∈ (0, T ), and imply (3.5), (3.6). This concludes the proof.

3.2 Construction of the energy functional

The approach of the previous section is relatively simple and provides a control of the solution of
(3.2) in the natural function space Y. However, as can be seen from the left-hand side of (3.14),
the argument completely breaks down when t/T0 > κ. To reach longer times, it is necessary
to use a more sophisticated energy functional which allows us to treat separately three regions
of the physical space: a small neighborhood of the vortex center, an intermediate region, and
a far field region where the influence of the vortex is negligible. This idea is implemented in
the previous work [3], which deals with the interaction of localized vortices. In this section, we
provide a simplified version of the argument, which gives slightly stronger results.

Given a small parameter ε > 0, we consider the non-radially symmetric function

qε(ξ, t) =
|ξ|2

4
+

ε2T0
4v0(ξ)

(
b(t)(ξ21 − ξ22)− 2a(t)ξ1ξ2

)
, ∀ (ξ, t) ∈ R2 × (0, T ) , (3.18)
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where a(t), b(t), T0 are as in Lemma 2.3 and

v0(ξ) =
1

2π|ξ|2
(
1− e−|ξ|2/4

)
, ∀ ξ ∈ R2 . (3.19)

Next, given positive numbers A,B with A≪ 1 ≪ B we define the time-dependent regions

Iε(t) =
{
ξ ∈ R2 ; ε|ξ| ≤ 2A , ε2qε(ξ, t) ≤ A2/4

}
,

IIε(t) =
{
ξ ∈ R2 \ Iε(t) ; ε|ξ| < B

}
,

IIIε(t) =
{
ξ ∈ R2 ; ε|ξ| ≥ B

}
,

(3.20)

which are pairwise distinct and satisfy R2 = Iε(t)∪ IIε(t)∪ IIIε(t) for any t ∈ (0, T ). Finally, we
introduce the weight function pε : R2 × (0, T ) → (0,+∞) defined by the formula

pε(ξ, t) =


exp

(
qε(ξ, t)

)
if ξ ∈ Iε(t) ,

exp
(
A2/(4ε2)

)
if ξ ∈ IIε(t) ,

exp
(
γ|ξ|2/4

)
if ξ ∈ IIIε(t) ,

(3.21)

where γ = A2/B2 ≪ 1.
It is not difficult to verify that, if A > 0 is small enough and 0 < ε ≪ A, the inner region

Iε(t) defined by (3.20) is a small deformation of the disk of radius A/ε centered at the origin:

Lemma 3.2. If A > 0 is sufficiently small and ε = O(Aα) for some α > 1, then for all t ∈ (0, T )
the inner region Iε(t) is given by

Iε(t) =
{
(r cos(θ), r sin(θ)) ∈ R2 ; 0 ≤ θ ≤ 2π , 0 ≤ r ≤ A

ε

(
1 + ρ(θ, t)

)}
, (3.22)

where ρ(·, t) is smooth, 2π-periodic, and satisfies

ρ(θ, t) = πT0
(
a(t) sin(2θ)− b(t) cos(2θ)

)
A2 +O(A4) , as A→ 0 . (3.23)

Proof. Fix t ∈ (0, T ), θ ∈ [0, 2π], and assume that ξ = (r cos(θ), r sin(θ)). If we denote s = r2/4,
we observe that qε(ξ, t) = gε(s) where

gε(s) = s+ 8πε2T0
(
b(t) cos(2θ)− a(t) sin(2θ)

)
ϕ(s) , ϕ(s) =

s2

1− e−s
. (3.24)

The function ϕ is increasing on R+ with ϕ′(s) ≤ 1 + 2s for all s ≥ 0. Moreover, we know from
(1.1) that T0|a(t)| ≤ 1 and T0|b(t)| ≤ 1. Assuming that 0 ≤ s ≤ A2/ε2, we thus find∣∣g′ε(s)− 1

∣∣ ≤ 16πε2(1 + 2s) ≤ 16π
(
ε2 + 2A2

)
≤ 1

2
, (3.25)

provided A and ε are small enough. This implies that the function gε is strictly increasing on
the interval [0, A2/ε2] with gε(0) = 0 and gε

(
A2/ε2) ≥ A2/(2ε2). By the intermediate value

theorem, the equation gε(s) = A2/(4ε2) has a unique solution s = s̄(θ, t) in that interval, and
the implicit function theorem ensures that s̄(θ, t) is a smooth function of θ and t. Moreover,
we easily deduce from (3.25) that A2/(6ε2) ≤ s̄ ≤ A2/(2ε2). If we assume that ε = O(Aα) for
some α > 1, this implies that s̄ = O(A2−2α), hence ϕ(s̄) = s̄2 + O(A∞). Returning to (3.24),
we deduce that

s̄(θ, t) =
A2

4ε2

(
1− 2πT0

(
b(t) cos(2θ)− a(t) sin(2θ)

)
A2 +O(A4)

)
. (3.26)

18



Now, in view of the definition (3.20), we have ξ ∈ Iε(t) if and only if r2/4 ≤ s̄(θ, t), which gives
the formula (3.22) where ρ(θ, t) is defined by the relation

(
1 + ρ(θ, t)

)2
=

4ε2

A2
s̄(θ, t) . (3.27)

The expansion (3.23) follows directly from (3.26), (3.27).

According to the definition (3.21), the weight function pε(ξ, t) is equal to exp
(
qε(ξ, t)

)
in

the (elliptical) inner region Iε(t), at the boundary of which it takes the value exp
(
A2/(4ε2)

)
by

construction. It is then extended as a constant function in the intermediate (annular) region
IIε(t), and as a Gaussian function in the exterior region IIIε(t). Since γ = A2/B2, we observe
that exp(γ|ξ|2/4) = exp

(
A2/(4ε2)

)
when |ξ| = B/ε, which implies that pε(ξ, t) is a Lipschitz

continuous function of ξ ∈ R2. We also have uniform bounds of the form

exp(γ|ξ|2/4) ≤ pε(ξ, t) ≤ exp(µ|ξ|2/4) , ∀ (ξ, t) ∈ R2 × (0, T ) , (3.28)

where µ > 1 and µ = 1 +O(A2) as A→ 0.

In analogy with (3.4), we introduce the functionals that will be used to control the solution
of (3.2). The first one is the weighted energy

Eε,t[w] =
∫
R2

pε(ξ, t)w(ξ)
2 dξ , (3.29)

which depends explicitly on time because the coefficients a(t), b(t) in the definition (3.18) are
time-dependent. Our second functional is

Fε,t[w] =

∫
R2

pε(ξ, t)
{
|∇w(ξ)|2 + χε(ξ)w(ξ)

2 + w(ξ)2
}
dξ ≥ Eε,t[w] , (3.30)

where

χε(ξ) =


|ξ|2 if |ξ| ≤ A/ε ,

A2/ε2 if A/ε < |ξ| < B/ε ,

γ|ξ|2 if |ξ| ≥ B/ε .

(3.31)

We can now state the main result of this section, which provides an accurate estimate of
the solution of (3.2) on the whole time interval (0, T ). Unlike in Proposition 3.1, there is no
smallness assumption on the ratio T/T0, but the various constants in the statement depend on
T/T0 and on the quantity K defined in (1.9).

Proposition 3.3. If A > 0 is small enough and B > 0 is large enough, there exist positive
constants K4, K5, κ and δ0 such that, if 0 < δ < δ0, the solution of (3.2) with zero initial data
satisfies

t∂tE(t) + κF(t) ≤ K4

(ε5
δ2

+ ε2
)
E(t)1/2 +K5

( t

T0
+ F(t)1/2

)
E(t) , ∀ t ∈ (0, T ) , (3.32)

where E(t) = Eε,t[w(·, t)], F(t) = Fε,t[w(·, t)], and ε =
√
νt/d. In particular

E(t)1/2 ≤ K4

(ε5
δ2

+ ε2
)
exp

(K5t

2T0

)
, ∀ t ∈ (0, T ) . (3.33)
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3.3 The large time estimate

The goal of this section is to prove Proposition 3.3. If w(·, t) is the solution of (3.2) with zero
initial data, a direct calculation shows that the energy function (3.29) satisfies, as in (3.9),

t

2
∂tEε,t[w(·, t)] = Dε,t[w(·, t)]−

1

δ
Aε,t[w(·, t)]−Nε,t[w(·, t)]−

1

δ2
Sε,t[w(·, t)] , (3.34)

for all t ∈ (0, T ), where the diffusion terms Dε,t[w], the advection terms Aε,t[w], the nonlinear
term Nε,t[w], and the source term Sε,t[w] are defined by

Dε,t[w] =
1

2

∫
R2

(
t∂tpε

)
w2 dξ +

∫
R2

pεw
(
Lw

)
dξ ,

Aε,t[w] =

∫
R2

pεw
(
Uapp + E(f, z)

)
· ∇w dξ +

∫
R2

pεw
(
v · ∇Ωapp

)
dξ ,

Nε,t[w] =

∫
R2

pεw
(
v · ∇w

)
dξ ,

Sε,t[w] =

∫
R2

pεwRapp dξ .

(3.35)

In (3.34) it is understood that ε =
√
νt/d as usual, so that t∂tε = ε/2. Except for that relation,

we can consider the quantities introduced in (3.35) as defined for any fixed t ∈ (0, T ) and for an
arbitrary value of the (small) parameter ε. Useful estimates on these quantities are derived in
the following paragraphs.

3.3.1 Control of the diffusion terms

Using the definition (2.4) of the differential operator L and integrating by parts, we see that

Dε,t[w] =
1

2

∫
R2

(t∂tpε)w
2 dξ −Qε[w] , (3.36)

where

Qε,t[w] =

∫
R2

{
pε|∇w|2 + w(∇w · ∇pε) +

1

4
(ξ · ∇pε)w2 − 1

2
pεw

2
}
dξ . (3.37)

The quadratic form Qε,t is everywhere coercive except in the region IIε where the weight function
pε is independent of ξ. The following lower bound can be established as in [5, Prop. 4.15]. For
the reader’s convenience, we provide the details in Section A.4.

Lemma 3.4. Assume that A > 0 is small enough and 0 < ε ≪ A. There exists a positive
constant κ such that, if

∫
R2 w dξ = 0, the following estimate holds

Qε,t[w] ≥ κ

∫
R2

pε|∇w|2 dξ + κ

∫
Iε∪IIIε

(
χε + 1

)
pεw

2 dξ −
∫
IIε

pεw
2 dξ , (3.38)

where χε is given by (3.31) and the regions Iε, IIε, IIIε are defined in (3.20).

Corollary 3.5. Under the assumptions of Lemma 3.4, the diffusion term Dε,t defined in (3.35)
satisfies

Dε,t[w] ≤ −κ
2

∫
R2

pε

{
|∇w|2 + χεw

2 + w2
}
dξ = −κ

2
Fε,t[w] . (3.39)

Proof. In view of (3.36) and (3.38), what remains is to estimate the time derivative of the weight
function pε. In the region Iε we have pε = exp(qε) where qε is given by (3.18). Recalling that
t∂tε

2 = ε2, we find

t∂tqε(ξ, t) =
ε2T0
4v0(ξ)

([
b(t) + tb′(t)

]
(ξ21 − ξ22)− 2

[
a(t) + ta′(t)

]
ξ1ξ2

)
. (3.40)
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Using the definitions of a(t), b(t) in Lemma 2.3 and the ODE (1.14) for z(t), it is straightforward
to verify that

T0
(
|a(t)|+ |b(t)|

)
+ T 2

0

(
|a′(t)|+ |b′(t)|

)
≤ C , (3.41)

where the constant C only depends on the quantity K defined in (1.9). Since |v0(ξ)| ≤ C/(1+|ξ|2)
and ε2|ξ|2 ≤ 2A2 in region Iε, we deduce from (3.40), (3.41) that

|t∂tqε| ≤ C0A
2(1 + |ξ|2) , ∀ ξ ∈ Iε ,

where the constant C0 depends only on K and T/T0.

On the other hand, it is clear that t∂tpε = −
(
A2/(4ε2)

)
pε in region IIε, and t∂tpε = 0 in

region IIIε. Summarizing, we have shown that

1

2

∫
R2

(
t∂tpε

)
w2 dξ ≤ 1

2
C0A

2

∫
Iε

(1 + |ξ|2)pεw2 dξ − A2

8ε2

∫
IIε

pεw
2 dξ . (3.42)

Now, combining (3.36), (3.38) and (3.42), we obtain

Dε,t[w] ≤ − κ

∫
R2

pε|∇w|2 dξ −
∫
Iε

[
κ
(
χε + 1

)
− C0

2
A2

(
1 + |ξ|2

)]
pεw

2 dξ

−
∫
IIε

(A2

8ε2
− 1

)
pεw

2 dξ − κ

∫
IIIε

(
χε + 1

)
pεw

2 dξ .

As is easily verified, we have |ξ|2 ≤ 4χε in region Iε, so that the quantity inside square brackets
is larger than κ(χε + 1)/2 if A > 0 is small enough. Similarly χε ≤ A2/ε2 in region IIε, which
implies that A2/(8ε2)− 1 ≥ (χε + 1)/16 if ε≪ A. So, assuming that κ ≤ 1/16, we find

Dε,t[w] ≤ −κ
∫
R2

pε|∇w|2 dξ −
κ

2

∫
Iε

(χε + 1)pεw
2 dξ − κ

∫
IIε∪IIIε

(χε + 1)pεw
2 dξ ,

and (3.39) immediately follows.

3.3.2 Control of the advection terms

We first consider the local advection term

A(1)
ε,t [w] :=

∫
R2

pεw
(
Uapp + E(f, z)

)
· ∇w dξ = −1

2

∫
R2

w2
(
Uapp + E(f, z)

)
· ∇pε dξ ,

where the second expression is obtained after integrating by parts.

Lemma 3.6. There exists a positive constant K6 (independent of A,B) such that

∣∣A(1)
ε,t [w]

∣∣ ≤ K6 ε
2
(
A+

1

B

)∫
R2

pεχεw
2 dξ +K6 ε

2

∫
R2

pεw
2 dξ . (3.43)

Proof. In view of (2.5) and Lemma 2.2 we can decompose

Uapp(ξ, t) = U0(ξ) + ε2Û2(ξ, t) , E(f, z ; ξ, t) = ε2E2(ξ, t) + ε3Ē3(ξ, t) ,

where U0(ξ) = ξ⊥v0(ξ), E2 is given by (2.9), |Û2(ξ, t)| ≤ C/(1+ |ξ|), and |Ē3(ξ, t)| ≤ C(1+ |ξ|2).
To estimate the quantity A(1)

ε,t [w], we first assume that ξ ∈ Iε, so that pε = exp(qε). Using the
explicit expression (3.18), we find by a direct calculation

U0 · ∇qε =
ε2T0
4

ξ⊥ · ∇
(
b(ξ21 − ξ22)− 2aξ1ξ2

)
= −ε

2T0
2

(
a(ξ21 − ξ22) + 2bξ1ξ2

)
= −ε

2

2
ξ · E2 ,
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where the last equality follows from (2.9). We thus have a partial cancellation between the terms
U0 · ∇qε and ε2E2 · ∇q0, which is the reason for which we included a non-radially symmetric
correction in the definition (3.18) of the function qε. It follows that(

Uapp + E(f, z)
)
· ∇qε = ε2E2 · ∇

(
qε −

|ξ|2

4

)
+ ε2Û2 · ∇qε + ε3Ē3 · ∇qε .

Since |∇qε| ≤ C|ξ| and |∇(qε − |ξ|2/4)| ≤ Cε2|ξ|(1 + |ξ|2) for ξ ∈ Iε, we easily obtain∣∣(Uapp + E(f, z)
)
· ∇qε

∣∣ ≤ Cε4|ξ|2(1 + |ξ|2) + Cε2 + Cε3|ξ|3 ≤ Cε2
(
A|ξ|2 + 1

)
, (3.44)

because ε2|ξ|2 ≤ 2A2 in region Iε and A ≤ 1.
Obviously, we do not need to consider the case where ξ ∈ IIε, because ∇pε = 0 in that

region. When ξ ∈ IIIε, we have ∇pε = (γξ/2)pε, so that Uapp · ∇pε = ε2Û2 · ∇pε. Observing
that |E(f, z)| ≤ Kε where K is defined in (1.9), we conclude that∣∣(Uapp + E(f, z)

)
· ∇pε

∣∣ ≤ Cγ
(
ε2 + ε|ξ|

)
pε ≤ Cγε2

(
1 +

|ξ|2

B

)
pε , (3.45)

because |ξ| ≥ B/ε in region IIIε. Combining (3.44) and (3.45), we have shown that∣∣(Uapp + E(f, z)
)
· ∇pε

∣∣ ≤ Cε2
{
1 +

(
A+

1

B

)
χε

}
pε , ∀ ξ ∈ R2 .

Multiplying by w2 and integrating over R2, we obtain (3.43).

We next consider the nonlocal term

A(2)
ε,t [w] :=

∫
R2

pεw
(
v · ∇Ωapp

)
dξ , where v = BS[w] .

Lemma 3.7. There exists a positive constant K7 such that |A(2)
ε,t [w]

∣∣ ≤ K7ε
2Eε,t[w].

Proof. We deduce from (2.5) that Ωapp(ξ, t) = Ω0(ξ) + ε2Ω̂2(ξ, t), where Ω0 is given by (1.6)
and the correction satisfies |∇Ω̂2(ξ, t)| ≤ C(1 + |ξ|)NΩ0 for some N ∈ N, because Ω̂2 belongs

to the function space Z defined in (2.13). We can thus decompose A(2)
ε,t [w] = A(3)

ε,t [w] +A(4)
ε,t [w]

where

A(3)
ε,t [w] =

∫
R2

pεw
(
v · ∇Ω0

)
dξ , A(4)

ε,t [w] = ε2
∫
R2

pεw
(
v · ∇Ω̂2

)
dξ .

The second term is easily estimated using Hölder’s inequality:∣∣A(4)
ε,t [w]

∣∣ ≤ ε2 ∥p1/2ε w∥L2∥v∥L4∥p1/2ε ∇Ω̂2∥L4 ≤ Cε2 Eε,t[w] ,

because ∥v∥L4 ≤ C∥w∥L4/3 ≤ C∥p1/2ε w∥L2 , see Lemma A.3, and ∥p1/2ε ∇Ω̂2∥L4 is uniformly
bounded. Here and in what follows, we use the uniform bounds (3.28) satisfied by the weight
function pε. Next, denoting p0(ξ) = exp(|ξ|2/4), we observe that

A(3)
ε,t [w] =

∫
R2

(
pε − p0

)
w
(
v · ∇Ω0

)
dξ , because

∫
R2

p0w(v · ∇Ω0) dξ = 0 ,

see [7, Lemma 4.8]. If |ξ| ≤ ε−1/2, then |pε − p0| ≤ Cε2p0|ξ|2(1 + |ξ|2) so that∫
{|ξ|≤ε−1/2}

∣∣pε − p0
∣∣ |w| |v| |∇Ω0| dξ ≤ Cε2

∫
Iε

|ξ|3(1 + |ξ|2) |w| |v| dξ ≤ Cε2 Eε,t[w] .

by the same arguments as before. When |ξ| > ε−1/2 we use the crude bound |pε − p0| ≤ pε + p0
together with the estimates (3.28) to obtain∫

{|ξ|>ε−1/2}
pε |w| |v| |∇Ω0| dξ ≤ ∥p1/2ε w∥L2∥v∥L4∥p1/2ε ∇Ω0∥L4(|ξ|>ε−1/2) ≤ C e−c/εEε,t[w] ,∫

{|ξ|>ε−1/2}
p0 |w| |v| |∇Ω0| dξ ≤ ∥p1/2ε w∥L2∥v∥L4∥|ξ|p−1/2

ε ∥L4(|ξ|>ε−1/2) ≤ C e−c/εEε,t[w] ,

for some c > 0. We deduce that |A(3)
ε,t [w]

∣∣ ≤ Cε2Eε,t[w], which concludes the proof.
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3.3.3 End of the proof of Proposition 3.3 and Theorem 1.6

In the previous paragraphs we obtained accurate bounds on the diffusion terms Dε,t[w] and the
advection term Aε,t[w] in (3.35). As for the nonlinear term Nε,t[w] and the source term Sε,t[w],
they can be estimated exactly as in the proof of Proposition 3.1. We thus find∣∣Nε,t[w]

∣∣ ≤ K8Fε,t[w]
1/2Eε,t[w] ,

∣∣Sε,t[w]
∣∣ ≤ K9

(
ε5 + δ2ε2

)
Eε,t[w]1/2 , (3.46)

for some positive constants K8,K9 depending on A and B.
It is now a straightforward task to complete the proof of Proposition 3.3. If w(ξ, t) is the

solution of (3.2) with zero initial data, we consider the weighted energy E(t) := Eε,t[w(·, t)],
which evolves according to (3.34). It is understood here that ε =

√
νt/d, so that ε2/δ = t/T0.

Using the bounds (3.46) and the estimates collected in Corollary 3.5, Lemma 3.6 and Lemma 3.7,
we obtain the differential inequality

t∂tE(t) ≤ − κF(t) + 2K6

(
A+

1

B

) t

T0
F(t) + 2

(
K6 +K7

) t
T0

E(t)

+ 2K8F(t)1/2E(t) + 2K9

(ε5
δ2

+ ε2
)
E(t)1/2 ,

(3.47)

where F(t) := Fε,t[w(·, t)]. We next choose A > 0 small enough and B > 1 large enough so that

2K6

(
A+

1

B

) T
T0

≤ κ

2
.

Under this assumption, inequality (3.47) implies (3.32) with K4 = 2K9, K5 = 2(K6+K7+K8),
and κ replaced by κ/2.

To deduce (3.33) from (3.32), we proceed as in the proof of Proposition 3.1. Since E(0) = 0,
we know that K5 E(t)1/2 ≤ κ at least for short times. As long as that inequality holds, we deduce
from (3.32) that

t∂tE(t) ≤ K4

(ε5
δ2

+ ε2
)
E(t)1/2 +K5

t

T0
E(t) ,

and that differential inequality can be integrated using Grönwall’s lemma to give the estimate
in (3.33). As ε2 = δt/T0 ≤ δT/T0, the conclusion remains true for all t ∈ (0, T ) provided δ > 0
is chosen small enough so that

K4K5

(ε5
δ2

+ ε2
)
exp

(K5t

2T0

)
≤ K4K5

{
δ1/2

( T
T0

)5/2
+
δT

T0

}
exp

(K5T

2T0

)
< κ .

This concludes the proof of Proposition 3.3.

End of the proof of Theorem 1.6. We consider the solution ω(x, t) of (1.2), (1.3) satisfying (1.4),
and we make the change of variables (2.1) where z(t) is the solution of the ODE (1.14) with
initial condition z(0) = z0. Comparing the definition (1.10) with the expression of Ω̄2 given in
Remark 2.7, we see that

ωapp

(
Γ,

√
νt, z(t), f(t) ;x

)
=

Γ

νt

{
Ω0

(x− z(t)√
νt

, t
)
+ ε2Ω̄2

(x− z(t)√
νt

, t
)}

,

where Ω0 is defined in (1.6) and ε =
√
νt/d. It follows that

1

Γ

∫
R2

∣∣∣ω(x, t)− ωapp

(
Γ,

√
νt, z(t), f(t) ;x

)∣∣∣dx =

∫
R2

∣∣Ω(ξ, t)− Ω0(ξ, t)− ε2Ω̄2(ξ, t)
∣∣dξ

≤
∫
R2

∣∣Ω(ξ, t)− Ωapp(ξ, t)
∣∣dξ + ∫

R2

∣∣Ωapp(ξ, t)− Ω0(ξ, t)− ε2Ω̄2(ξ, t)
∣∣dξ =: I1(t) + I2(t) ,
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where Ωapp is defined in (2.5). Using (3.1), (3.28) and Proposition 3.3, we find

I1(t) = δ ∥w(t)∥L1 ≤ Cδ ∥p1/2ε w(t)∥L2 ≤ C
(ε5
δ

+ δε2
)

≤ Cε2(ε+ δ) , ∀ t ∈ (0, T ) . (3.48)

On the other hand, we have Ωapp − Ω0 − ε2Ω̄2 = δε2Ω̃2 + ε3Ω3 + ε4Ω4, as can be seen from the
expansion (2.5) and the definition of Ω2 in Section 2.3. We deduce that I2(t) ≤ Cε2(ε+ δ), and
together with (3.48) this concludes the proof of estimate (1.13).

3.3.4 Alternative definitions of the vortex position

The results stated in the introduction are sensitive to the precise definition of the vortex position,
because they concern sharply concentrated solutions. As is mentioned in Remark 1.7, it is natural
to consider the center of vorticity z̄(t) defined by (1.15), which however does not satisfy an ODE
such as (1.8) or (1.14). Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.6, it turns out that z̄(t) stays very
close to the solution z(t) of (1.14) with z(0) = z0. To see this, we observe that

z̄(t) =
1

Γ

∫
R2

xω(x, t) dx =

∫
R2

x

νt
Ω

(
x− z(t)√

νt

)
dx =

∫
R2

(
z(t) + εdξ

)
Ω(ξ, t) dξ ,

where Ω is defined in (2.1). Using the decomposition (3.1) and the moment identities (2.33),
(3.3), we deduce

z̄(t) =

∫
R2

(
z(t) + εdξ

)(
Ωapp(ξ, t) + δw(ξ, t)

)
dξ = z(t) + δεd

∫
R2

ξw(ξ, t) dξ .

The right-hand side can be estimated using Proposition 3.3, which gives∣∣z̄(t)− z(t)
∣∣ ≤ δεd

∥∥|ξ|w(t)∥∥
L1 ≤ Cδεd

∥∥p1/2ε w(t)
∥∥
L2 ≤ Cd ε3

(
ε+ δ

)
, ∀ t ∈ (0, T ) .

As is easily verified, this implies that estimate (1.13) in Theorem 1.6 remains valid if the vortex
position z(t) is replaced by the center of vorticity z̄(t).

On the other hand, the approximate vortex solution ẑ(t) given by the simple ODE (1.8) is
only O(ε2) close to the solution z(t) of (1.14), unless of course the additional term ∆f(z(t), t)
in (1.14) vanishes identically. As was already mentioned, this is the case if the external velocity
field f is irrotational, see the discussion in Remark 1.1. In general, taking the difference of (1.8)
and (1.14), we obtain the inequality∣∣z′(t)− ẑ′(t)

∣∣ ≤
∣∣f(z(t), t)− f(ẑ(t), t)

∣∣+ νt
∣∣∆f(z(t), t)∣∣ ≤ 1

T0

∣∣z(t)− ẑ(t)
∣∣+K νt

T0d
,

which can be integrated using Grönwall’s lemma to give

|z(t)− ẑ(t)| ≤ K
∫ t

0
e(t−s)/T0

νs

T0d
ds ≤ K et/T0

νt

d
≤ Cd ε2 , ∀ t ∈ [0, T ] . (3.49)

With estimate (3.49) at hand, it is not difficult to verify that (1.13) implies (1.7), so that
Proposition 1.2 follows from Theorem 1.6. Indeed, using the bound (1.12) with ℓ =

√
νt and the

fact that ε(t) ≤ 1 and δ ≤ 1 under the assumptions of Theorem 1.6, we deduce from (1.13) that

1

Γ

∫
R2

∣∣∣ω(x, t)− Γ

νt
Ω0

(x− z(t)√
νt

)∣∣∣ dx ≤ C ε(t)2 , ∀ t ∈ (0, T ) , (3.50)

for some constant C > 0. This estimate is similar to (1.7), except that the Lamb-Oseen vortex
is centered at the modified position z(t), which differs from ẑ(t). To obtain (1.7) from (3.50),
we use the elementary bound∫

R2

∣∣∣Ω0

(x− z

ℓ

)
− Ω0

(x− ẑ

ℓ

)∣∣∣dx ≤ ℓ ∥∇Ω0∥L1 |z − ẑ| ,

together with the estimate (3.49) for the difference z(t)− ẑ(t).
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3.3.5 Alternative choice of the weight function

There is a certain amount of freedom in the choice of the weight function that is used to control
the solution of (3.2) for large times. In particular, the diameter of the inner region Iε(t) should
tend to infinity as ε → 0, but does not need to be proportional to ε−1, as in (3.20). Arguably
the definition (3.21) gives the largest possible weight pε(ξ, t) for which our energy estimates
apply. Compared with the previous works [3, 5, 2], where a similar approach is implemented,
our argument here provides a stronger control of the solution of (1.2). One can also observe
that the diameters of the regions Iε and IIε defined by (3.20) are O(ε−1) in the self-similar
variable ξ, hence O(1) in the original variable x, which is quite remarkable. A minor drawback
of the definition (3.21) is that the weight pε is not a small perturbation of p0, even in the
inner region Iε(t). In particular, as indicated in (3.28), it satisfies an upper bound of the form
pε(ξ, t) ≤ C exp(µ|ξ|2/4) for µ = 1 +O(A2), but not for µ = 1.

Another interesting possibility is to use the alternative weight

p̂ε(ξ, t) =


exp

(
qε(ξ, t)

)
if ξ ∈ Îε(t) ,

exp
(
A2/(4ε)

)
if ξ ∈ ÎIε(t) ,

exp
(
γ|ξ|/4

)
if ξ ∈ IIIε(t) ,

(3.51)

where γ = A2/B and the new regions Îε, ÎIε are defined by

Îε(t) =
{
ξ ∈ R2 ; ε1/2|ξ| ≤ 2A , εqε(ξ, t) ≤ A2/4

}
,

ÎIε(t) =
{
ξ ∈ R2 \ Îε(t) ; ε|ξ| < B

}
,

Up to inessential details, this is the choice made in [3] in a related context. The main difference
with the previous definition is that the inner region is now smaller, with a diameter propor-
tional to ε−1/2 instead of ε−1. Since the outer region is unchanged, the intermediate region is
proportionally larger. The new weight satisfies uniform estimates of the form

C−1 eγ|ξ|/4 ≤ p̂ε(ξ, t) ≤ C e|ξ|
2/4 , ∀ (ξ, t) ∈ R2 × [0, T ] , (3.52)

for some constant C > 1. As is easily verified, the analogue of Proposition 3.3 holds for the
functionals (3.29), (3.30) defined with the new weight p̂ε, provided the function χε introduced
in (3.31) is replaced by

χ̂ε(ξ) =


|ξ|2 if |ξ| ≤ A/ε1/2 ,

A2/ε if A/ε1/2 < |ξ| < B/ε ,

γ|ξ| if |ξ| ≥ B/ε .

(3.53)

The estimates are even simpler because the intermediate region, where the dangerous advection
terms give no contribution, is now larger. Although somewhat weaker, the result is still sufficient
to imply Theorem 1.6.

4 The solution starting from a Gaussian vortex

In this section we prove our second main result, Theorem 1.8, by combining the energy estimates
developed in Section 3 with the enhanced dissipation estimates established by Li, Wei, and Zhang
in [12]. Let ω(x, t) denote the solution of (1.2), (1.3) with initial data (1.16) at time t0 ∈ (0, T ).
We make the change of variables (2.1) for t ≥ t0, where z(t) is the solution of the ODE (1.14)
with initial condition z(t0) = z0. The new functions Ω(ξ, t) and U(ξ, t) still satisfy the evolution
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equation (2.6). To eliminate the slightly unusual time derivative t∂t, it is convenient here to
introduce the new dimensionless variable

τ = log(t/t0) , (4.1)

which is nonnegative and vanishes precisely at initial time t = t0.
In the spirit of (3.1), we decompose

Ω(ξ, t) = Ωapp(ξ, t) + δw
(
ξ, log(t/t0)

)
, U(ξ, t) = Uapp(ξ, t) + δv

(
ξ, log(t/t0)

)
, (4.2)

the only difference being that the perturbations w, v are now considered as functions of the
dimensionless time τ ≥ 0, instead of the original time t ≥ t0. As in (3.2), they satisfy the
evolution equation

∂τw +
1

δ

(
Uapp + E(f, z)

)
· ∇w +

1

δ
v · ∇Ωapp + v · ∇w = Lw − 1

δ2
Rapp , (4.3)

where Rapp is defined in (2.21). Here and in what follows, it is understood that all quantities
that depend explicitly on time, such as the vortex position z(t) or the aspect ratio ε(t) =

√
νt/d,

should be considered as functions of the dimensionless variable (4.1) via the relation t = t0e
τ .

At initial time τ = 0, we have by construction

w(ξ, 0) = ϕ0(ξ) :=
1

δ

(
Ω0(ξ)− Ωapp(ξ, t0)

)
, ∀ ξ ∈ R2 . (4.4)

Using the notations of Section 2.2, we observe that ϕ0 ∈ Z ∩ Ker(Λ)⊥, and that ϕ0 is of size
O(ε20/δ) where ε0 =

√
νt0/d. Since ε20/δ = t0/T0, this means that the initial data (4.4) are not

small in the limit where δ → 0, which is in contrast with the situation considered in the proof
of Theorem 1.6. However, as we shall see, it is possible to decompose the perturbation w(ξ, τ)
into a linear component w0(ξ, τ) that is initially of size O(1) but decays rapidly as time evolves,
and a correction term w̃(ξ, τ) which vanishes initially and remains small for all times.

4.1 Enhanced dissipation estimates

Given ϕ0 ∈ Y and δ > 0, we define w0(ξ, τ) as the unique solution of the linear equation

∂τw0(ξ, τ) =
(
L − δ−1Λ

)
w0(ξ, τ) , w0(ξ, 0) = ϕ0(ξ) . (4.5)

The spectral and pseudospectral properties of the linear operator L−δ−1Λ have been thoroughly
studied in previous works, including [7, 16, 1, 4, 12]. Combining the optimal resolvent estimates
obtained by Li, Wei, Zhang [12] with the quantitative Gearhart-Prüss theorem due to Wei [26],
we immediately obtain the following result.

Proposition 4.1. There exist positive constants C0 and c0 such that, for all δ ∈ (0, 1) and all
ϕ0 ∈ Y ∩Ker(Λ)⊥, the solution of (4.5) satisfies

∥w0(τ)∥Y ≤ C0 exp
(
− c0τ

δ1/3

)
∥ϕ0∥Y , ∀ τ ≥ 0 . (4.6)

In particular, denoting C1 = C2
0/(2c0), we have∫ ∞

0
∥w0(τ)∥2Y dτ ≤ C1δ

1/3∥ϕ0∥2Y . (4.7)

Remark 4.2. Unfortunately, it is impossible to obtain an estimate of the form (4.7) for the
gradient norm ∥∇w0∥Y . Indeed, since the operator Λ is skew-symmetric in Y, an easy calculation
shows that

1

2

d

dτ
∥w0∥2Y = ⟨w0 ,

(
L − δ−1Λ

)
w0⟩Y = ⟨w0 ,Lw0⟩Y = −∥∇w0∥2Y + ∥w0∥2Y ,
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where the last equality is obtained after integrating by parts. It follows that

∥w0(τ)∥2Y + 2

∫ τ

0
∥∇w0(s)∥2Y ds = ∥ϕ0∥2Y + 2

∫ τ

0
∥w0(s)∥2Y ds , ∀ τ ≥ 0 .

Taking the limit τ → +∞ and using (4.6), we see that
∫∞
0 ∥∇w0(s)∥2Y ds ≥ 1

2∥ϕ0∥
2
Y , a lower

bound that holds uniformly for all δ ∈ (0, 1).

Our main result regarding the linear equation (4.5) is the following integrated estimate for
the weighted norm ∥|ξ|w0∥Y .

Proposition 4.3. For any γ > 1/8, there exists a constant C2 > 0 such that, for all δ ∈ (0, 1)
and all ϕ0 ∈ Y ∩Ker(Λ)⊥ satisfying

∥ϕ0∥γ := sup
ξ∈R2

eγ|ξ|
2 |ϕ0(ξ)| < ∞ ,

the solution of (4.5) satisfies∫ ∞

0
∥|ξ|w0(τ)∥2Y dτ ≤ C2δ

1/3 log
(2
δ

)
∥ϕ0∥2γ . (4.8)

Proof. Since γ > 1/8, we first observe that ∥ϕ0∥Y ≤ C∥ϕ0∥γ for some constant C > 0 depending
on γ. Next, we give ourselves a cut-off parameter ρ > 0 satisfying ρ2 = N log(2/δ), for some
(large) integer N that will be chosen later, depending only on γ. In view of (4.7), we have∫ ∞

0
∥|ξ|1{|ξ|≤ρ}w0(τ)∥2Y dτ ≤ ρ2

∫ ∞

0
∥w0(τ)∥2Y dτ ≤ C1Nδ

1/3 log
(2
δ

)
∥ϕ0∥2Y , (4.9)

which gives the first half of the desired bound. To complete the proof of (4.8), we need an
integral estimate of the quantity ∥|ξ|1{|ξ|>ρ}w0(τ)∥2Y . This can be obtained using appropriate
energy estimates, as we now explain.

First of all, we introduce the function h(ξ, τ) = p(ξ)1/2w0(ξ, t), where p(ξ) = e|ξ|
2/4. It is

easy to verify that ∂τh =
(
L− δ−1Λ̂

)
h, where

L = ∆− |ξ|2

16
+

1

2
, Λ̂h = U0 · ∇h + p1/2BS

[
p−1/2h

]
· ∇Ω0 .

As asserted in Proposition 2.5, the operator L is self-adjoint in the space L2(R2), whereas
Λ̂ is skew-adjoint. Moreover, we have ∥h∥L2 = ∥w0∥Y by definition. We are interested in
estimating the L2 norm of the function |ξ|h(ξ, τ) outside the disk of radius ρ centered at the
origin. The desired localization is obtained by setting g(ξ, τ) = χ(ξ)h(ξ, τ), where χ(ξ) = ψ(|ξ|)
and ψ : R+ → (0, 1] is a smooth function satisfying

ψ(r) =

{
e−ρ2 if r ≤ ρ/2 ,

1 if r ≥ ρ ,
and 0 ≤ ψ′(r) ≤ 1 ∀ r > 0 .

A direct calculation leads to the evolution equation ∂τg =
(
Lχ − δ−1Λ̂χ

)
g, where

Lχg = ∆g − 2∇χ
χ

· ∇g − |ξ|2

16
g +

(1
2
+

2|∇χ|2

χ2
− ∆χ

χ

)
g ,

and Λ̂χg = U0 · ∇g + Λ̃χg with

Λ̃χg = χp1/2BS
[
p−1/2χ−1g

]
· ∇Ω0 = − 1

8π
χp−1/2 ξ · BS

[
p−1/2χ−1g

]
. (4.10)
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The idea is now to perform a standard energy estimate in L2(R2), namely

1

2

d

dτ
∥g∥2L2 = −∥∇g∥2L2 −

1

16
∥|ξ|g∥2L2 +

1

2
∥g∥2L2 +

∥∥∥ |∇χ|
χ

g
∥∥∥2
L2

− 1

δ
⟨g , Λ̃χg⟩L2 .

In particular, since |∇χ| ≤ 1 and |g| ≤ χ−1|g| = |h|, we have

1

8

∫ ∞

0
∥|ξ|g(τ)∥2L2 dτ ≤ ∥g0∥2L2 +

∫ ∞

0

(
3∥h(τ)∥2L2 +

2

δ

∣∣⟨g(τ) , Λ̃χg(τ)⟩L2

∣∣)dτ , (4.11)

where g0 = χp1/2ϕ0. It remains to estimate the various terms in the right-hand side of (4.11).
We already know from (4.7) that∫ ∞

0
∥h(τ)∥2L2 dτ =

∫ ∞

0
∥w0(τ)∥2Y dτ ≤ C1δ

1/3∥ϕ0∥2Y .

To bound the other terms, the following elementary observation will be useful. Since χ(ξ) = e−ρ2

when |ξ| ≤ ρ/2 and χ(ξ) ≤ 1 otherwise, we have for any µ ∈ (0, 4):

sup
ξ∈R2

(
χ(ξ) e−µ|ξ|2

)
≤ max

(
e−ρ2 , e−µρ2/4

)
= e−µρ2/4 ≤ δ

2
, (4.12)

provided ρ2 = N log(2/δ) with N ≥ 4/µ.

As a first application of (4.12), we consider the initial data g0 = χp1/2ϕ0. Taking µ ∈ (0, 4)
such that 2µ ≤ γ − 1/8, we can bound

|g0(ξ)| ≤ χ(ξ) e|ξ|
2/8|ϕ0(ξ)| ≤ χ(ξ) e−(γ−1/8)|ξ|2∥ϕ0∥γ ≤ e−µ|ξ|2

(
χ(ξ) e−µ|ξ|2

)
∥ϕ0∥γ ,

and using (4.12) we deduce that ∥g0∥L2 ≤ Cδ∥ϕ0∥γ . Similarly, if µ ≤ 1/16, we have

χ(ξ)p(ξ)−1/2 = χ(ξ) e−|ξ|2/8 ≤ e−µ|ξ|2
(
χ(ξ) e−µ|ξ|2

)
, hence

∥∥|ξ|χp−1/2
∥∥
L4 ≤ Cδ .

Applying (4.10) and Hölder’s inequality, we thus obtain∣∣⟨g , Λ̃χg⟩L2

∣∣ ≤
∥∥g χp−1/2 ξ · BS

[
p−1/2h

]∥∥
L1 ≤ C∥g∥L2

∥∥|ξ|χp−1/2
∥∥
L4

∥∥BS[p−1/2h
]∥∥

L4

≤ Cδ ∥g∥L2 ∥p−1/2h∥L4/3 ≤ Cδ ∥h∥2L2 .

Altogether, we deduce from (4.11) that∫ ∞

0
∥|ξ|g(τ)∥2L2 dτ ≤ C

(
∥g0∥2L2 +

∫ ∞

0
∥h(τ)∥2L2 dτ

)
≤ C

(
δ2∥ϕ0∥2γ + δ1/3∥ϕ0∥2Y

)
. (4.13)

Observing that ∥|ξ|g(τ)∥L2 ≥ ∥|ξ|1{|ξ|>ρ}h(τ)∥L2 = ∥|ξ|1{|ξ|>ρ}w0(τ)∥Y , we see that estimate
(4.8) is a direct consequence of (4.9), (4.13).

It is unclear if enhanced dissipation estimates of the form (4.6) hold in weighted Lq norms
for q > 2. The following bound is certainly not optimal, but will be sufficient for our purposes.

Lemma 4.4. Assume that ϕ0 ∈ Y ∩ Ker(Λ)⊥ satisfies p1/2ϕ0 ∈ Lq(R2) for some q ∈ (2,+∞).
Then there exists a constant C3 > 0 such that, for any δ ∈ (0, 1), the solution of (4.5) satisfies

sup
τ≥0

∥p1/2w0(τ)∥Lq ≤ C3

(
∥p1/2ϕ0∥Lq +

1

δ
∥ϕ0∥Y

)
. (4.14)
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Proof. We recall that the linear operator L is the generator of a strongly continuous semigroup
in Y which satisfies, for any q ≥ 2 and any τ > 0, the following estimates

∥∥p1/2eτLϕ∥∥
Lq ≤ C∥p1/2ϕ∥Lq ,

∥∥p1/2eτL∇ϕ∥∥
Lq ≤

C e−τ/2

a(τ)1−1/q
∥p1/2ϕ∥L2 , (4.15)

where a(τ) = 1−e−τ , see [4, Section 5.1]. To prove (4.14) we start from the integral formulation
of equation (4.5), namely

w0(τ) = eτLϕ0 −
1

δ

∫ τ

0
e(τ−s)L∇ ·

(
U0w0(s) + v0(s)Ω0

)
ds ,

where v0 = BS[w0]. Using estimates (4.14) we thus find

∥p1/2w0(τ)∥Lq ≤ C∥p1/2ϕ0∥Lq +
C

δ

∫ τ

0

e−(τ−s)/2

a(τ − s)1−1/q

∥∥U0w0(s) + v0(s)Ω0

∥∥
Y ds . (4.16)

To bound the integral term, we observe that ∥U0w0(s)∥Y ≤ ∥U0∥L∞∥w0(s)∥Y ≤ C∥ϕ0∥Y and that
∥v0(s)Ω0∥Y ≤ ∥p1/2Ω0∥L4∥v0(s)∥L4 ≤ C∥w0(s)∥L4/3 ≤ C∥w0(s)∥Y ≤ C∥ϕ0∥Y . Since 2 < q <∞,
we also have ∫ τ

0

e−(τ−s)/2

a(τ − s)1−1/q
ds ≤

∫ ∞

0

e−s/2

a(s)1−1/q
ds < ∞ ,

hence (4.14) follows directly from (4.16).

4.2 Energy estimates

We now come back to the evolution equation (4.3) for the vorticity perturbation w(ξ, τ). We
introduce the following decomposition

w(ξ, τ) = w0(ξ, τ) + w̃(ξ, τ) , (4.17)

where w0 is the solution of the linear equation (4.5). The correction w̃(ξ, τ) satisfies

∂τ w̃ +
1

δ
Λw̃ +

1

δ
A[w0 + w̃] + B[w0 + w̃, w0 + w̃] = Lw̃ − 1

δ2
Rapp , (4.18)

where A is the linear operator (3.7) and B the bilinear map (3.8). Since w0(0) = w(0) = ϕ0, the
correction w̃ vanishes at initial time, and our goal is to show that this quantity remains small
in an appropriate function space for all τ ∈ [0, log(T/t0)]. As in Section 3, the proof is much
simpler if we assume that the observation time T is small compared to T0. So, for the sake of
clarity, we first provide the details of the argument in the simpler situation, and we return to
the general case at the end of this section.

4.2.1 Relaxation for small time

Under the assumption that T/T0 ≪ 1, the solution of (4.18) with zero initial data can be
controlled using a simple energy estimate in the function space Y, as in Section 3.1.

Proposition 4.5. There exists a constant C4 > 0 such that, if T/T0 ≪ 1 and δ ∈ (0, 1), the
solution of (4.18) with zero initial data satisfies

∥w̃(τ)∥Y ≤ C4

(ε5
δ2

+ ε2
)
+ C4 e

τ δ1/6
(
log

2

δ

)1/2( t0
T0

)2
, (4.19)

for all τ ∈
[
0, log(T/t0)

]
.
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Proof. Following (3.4) we introduce the energy functional E [w̃] = ∥w̃∥2Y which satisfies

1

2
∂τE [w̃] +

1

δ
⟨w̃,A[w0 + w̃]⟩Y + ⟨w̃,B[w0 + w̃, w0 + w̃]⟩Y = ⟨w̃,Lw̃⟩Y − 1

δ2
⟨w̃,Rapp⟩Y . (4.20)

We first recall the estimates already obtained in Section 3.1. According to (3.10), there exists a
constant κ > 0 such that ⟨w̃,Lw̃⟩Y ≤ −κF [w̃], where F [w̃] is defined in (3.4). In view of (3.12),
(3.13), there exists C > 0 such that

1

δ

∣∣⟨w̃,A[w̃]⟩Y
∣∣ ≤ t

T0

(
F [w̃] + CE [w̃]

)
, and

∣∣⟨w̃,B[w̃, w̃]⟩Y ∣∣ ≤ CF [w̃]1/2E [w̃] . (4.21)

Finally, the contribution of the source term Rapp can be bounded as in (3.11):

1

δ2
∣∣⟨w̃,Rapp⟩Y

∣∣ ≤ C
(ε5
δ2

+ ε2
)
E [w̃]1/2 .

What remains is to estimate all the terms in (4.20) that involve the solution w0 of the linear
equation (4.5). We start with the advection term A[w0]. Integrating by parts, we obtain

⟨w̃,A[w0]⟩Y = −
∫
R2

∇
(
pw̃

)
·
(
(Uapp − U0)w0 + v0(Ωapp − Ω0) + E(f, z)w0

)
dξ ,

where p(ξ) = e|ξ|
2/4. We know that ∥Uapp − U0∥L∞ ≤ Cε2, that ∥p1/2(Ωapp − Ω0)∥Lq ≤ Cε2 for

any q ≥ 1, and that |E(f, z)| ≤ Cε2(1 + |ξ|). This gives∥∥(Uapp − U0)w0 + v0(Ωapp − Ω0) + E(f, z)w0

∥∥
Y ≤ Cε2

(
∥w0∥Y + ∥|ξ|w0∥Y

)
.

On the other hand we have ∇(pw̃) = p
(
∇w̃ + ξw̃/2

)
where ∥∇w̃ + ξw̃/2∥Y ≤ 2F [w̃]1/2. Since

ε2/δ = t/T0 we conclude that

1

δ

∣∣⟨w̃,A[w0]⟩Y
∣∣ ≤ Ct

T0
F [w̃]1/2

(
∥w0∥Y + ∥|ξ|w0∥Y

)
. (4.22)

We next consider the various terms involving w0 in the quadratic form B[w0 + w̃, w0 + w̃].
Integrating by parts as above, we observe that, for all w1, w2 ∈ Y,∣∣⟨w̃,B[w1, w2]⟩Y

∣∣ ≤ 2F [w̃]1/2
∥∥v1w2

∥∥
Y , where v1 = BS[w1] .

We first take w1 = w0 and w2 = w0 + w̃, in which case ∥v1w2∥Y ≤ ∥v0∥L∞
(
∥w0∥Y + ∥w̃∥Y

)
. To

estimate the L∞ norm of v0 = BS[w0], we invoke [4, Lemma 5.5] which asserts that

∥v0∥L∞ ≤ C∥w0∥L1∩L2

(
1 + log+

∥w0∥L3

∥w0∥L1∩L2

)1/2
≤ C∥w0∥Y

(
log

2

δ

)1/2
,

where in the last inequality we used the a priori estimate on ∥w0∥L3 given by Lemma 4.4. We
arrive at ∣∣⟨w̃,B[w0, w0 + w̃]⟩Y

∣∣ ≤ C
(
log

2

δ

)1/2
F [w̃]1/2∥w0∥Y

(
∥w0∥Y + ∥w̃∥Y

)
. (4.23)

The second case to consider is w1 = w̃ and w2 = w0. Here we invoke [4, Lemma 5.6] which
directly gives

∥ṽw0∥Y ≤ C∥w0∥Y∥w̃∥L1∩L2

(
1 + log+

∥p1/2w0∥L3

∥w0∥Y

)1/2
≤ C∥w0∥Y∥w̃∥Y

(
log

2

δ

)1/2
,

and we conclude that∣∣⟨w̃,B[w̃, w0]⟩Y
∣∣ ≤ C

(
log

2

δ

)1/2
F [w̃]1/2∥w0∥Y∥w̃∥Y . (4.24)
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Summarizing, if we collect all estimates (4.21)–(4.24) we obtain the inequality

∂τE [w̃] +
(
2κ− 2t

T0

)
F [w̃] ≤ C

(ε5
δ2

+ ε2
)
E [w̃]1/2 + Ct

T0
E [w̃] + C0F [w̃]1/2E [w̃]

+
Ct

T0
F [w̃]1/2

(
∥w0∥Y + ∥|ξ|w0∥Y

)
+ C

(
log

2

δ

)1/2
F [w̃]1/2∥w0∥Y

(
∥w0∥Y + ∥w̃∥Y

)
,

for some positive constants C and C0. As in Section 3.1, we suppose that t/T0 ≤ T/T0 ≤ κ/2,
and we work under the assumption that C0E [w̃]1/2 ≤ κ/2, which will be verified a posteriori.
Using Young’s inequality and the fact that E [w̃] ≤ F [w̃], we obtain the simpler relation

∂τE [w̃(τ)] ≤ M(τ) E [w̃(τ)] + S(τ) , 0 ≤ τ ≤ log(T/t0) , (4.25)

where

M(τ) =
Ct

T0
+ C

(
log

2

δ

)
∥w0(τ)∥2Y ,

S(τ) = C
(ε5
δ2

+ ε2
)2

+ C
( t

T0

)2(
∥w0(τ)∥2Y + ∥|ξ|w0(τ)∥2Y

)
+ C

(
log

2

δ

)
∥w0(τ)∥4Y .

Since t = t0e
τ and ∥w0(τ)∥Y satisfies (4.7), we have∫ log(T/t0)

0
M(τ) dτ ≤ CT

T0
+ Cδ1/3

(
log

2

δ

)
∥ϕ0∥2Y ≤ K ,

for some constant K > 0. Similarly, using Propositions 4.1 and 4.3 with γ ∈ (1/8, 1/4), we find∫ τ

0
S(τ ′) dτ ′ ≤ C

(ε5
δ2

+ ε2
)2

+ C
( t

T0

)2
δ1/3

(
log

2

δ

)
∥ϕ0∥2γ + C δ1/3

(
log

2

δ

)
∥ϕ0∥4Y

≤ C
(ε5
δ2

+ ε2
)2

+ C δ1/3
(
log

2

δ

)( t t0
T 2
0

)2
,

because ∥ϕ0∥Y ≤ C∥ϕ0∥γ ≤ Ct0/T0 ≤ Ct/T0. So, applying Grönwall’s lemma to the differential
inequality (4.25), we obtain

E [w̃(τ)] ≤ eK
∫ τ

0
S(τ ′) dτ ′ ≤ C

(ε5
δ2

+ ε2
)2

+ C δ1/3
(
log

2

δ

)( t t0
T 2
0

)2
. (4.26)

If δ is sufficiently small, this ensures that the a priori estimate C0E [w̃]1/2 ≤ κ/2 holds whenever
τ ≤ log(T/t0). Finally, since ∥w̃(τ)∥Y = E [w̃(τ)]1/2 and t = t0e

τ , we see that (4.19) follows from
(4.26).

4.2.2 Relaxation for large time

In the general situation where T/T0 is not small, more complicated energy functionals are needed
to control the solutions of (4.18), even in the particular case w0 = 0 which was considered in
Sections 3.2 and 3.3. As a matter of fact, the terms involving w0 in (4.18) do not create any real
trouble, and can be treated exactly as in the proof of Proposition 4.5. Since the estimates given
by Propositions 4.1 and 4.3 hold in the space Y, it is preferable here to use the weight function
p̂ε defined in (3.51), which satisfies the upper bound in (3.52). Also, as already explained, it is
convenient to express all quantities in terms of the logarithmic time (4.1), instead of the original
time t ∈ [t0, T ]. We thus consider the energy functionals

Ê(τ) =

∫
R2

p̂ε(ξ, t)w̃(ξ, τ)
2 dξ ,

F̂(τ) =

∫
R2

p̂ε(ξ, t)
{
|∇w̃(ξ, τ)|2 + χ̂ε(ξ)w̃(ξ, τ)

2 + w̃(ξ, τ)2
}
dξ ,

where χ̂ε is defined in (3.53). Here and in what follows it is understood that ε =
√
νt/d with

t = t0e
τ . The analogue of Proposition 4.5 is:
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Proposition 4.6. There exists a constant C5 > 0 such that, if δ > 0 is small enough, the
solution of (4.18) with zero initial data satisfies

Ê(τ)1/2 ≤ C5

(ε5
δ2

+ ε2
)
+ C5 e

τ δ1/6
(
log

2

δ

)1/2( t0
T0

)2
, (4.27)

for all τ ∈
[
0, log(T/t0)

]
.

Proof. We only give a sketch of the argument, which simply combines the estimates already
obtained in the proofs of Propositions 3.3 and 4.5. In analogy with (3.32) we have

∂τ Ê(τ) + κF̂(τ) ≤ K4

(ε5
δ2

+ ε2
)
Ê(τ)1/2 +K5

( t

T0
+ F̂(τ)1/2

)
Ê(τ)− G(τ) , (4.28)

where the additional term G(τ) collects all terms contributions due to w0, namely

G(τ) = 2

∫
R2

p̂εw̃
(1
δ
A[w0] + B[w0, w0] + B[w0, w̃] + B[w̃, w0]

)
dξ .

Integrating by parts and proceeding as in (4.22), (4.23), (4.24), we easily find

|G(τ)| ≤ CF̂(τ)1/2
{
∥w0∥Y + ∥|ξ|w0∥Y +

(
log

2

δ

)1/2
∥w0∥Y

(
∥w0∥Y + ∥w̃∥Y

)}
. (4.29)

Here we used the fact that p̂ε(ξ, t) ≤ Ce|ξ|
2/4, see (3.52). Applying Young’s inequality to (4.29)

and returning to (4.28), we arrive at a differential inequality of the form

∂τ Ê(τ) ≤ M(τ) Ê(τ) + S(τ) , 0 ≤ τ ≤ log(T/t0) ,

where M(τ) and S(τ) are exactly as in (4.25). Estimate (4.27) is then obtained by the same
argument as in Proposition 4.5.

End of the proof of Theorem 1.8. As in the proof of Theorem 1.6 we estimate the quantity

I1(t) =

∫
R2

∣∣Ω(ξ, t)− Ωapp(ξ, t)
∣∣dξ ≤ δ

∫
R2

|w0(ξ, τ)| dξ + δ

∫
R2

|w̃(ξ, τ)|dξ ,

where we used the decompositions (4.2) and (4.17). To bound the first term in the right-hand
side, we apply Proposition 4.1, and we recall that ∥ϕ0∥Y ≤ Cε20/δ where ε0 =

√
νt0/d, see (4.4).

Since τ = log(t/t0), we find

δ ∥w0(·, τ)∥L1 ≤ Cδ ∥w0(·, τ)∥Y ≤ Cδ ∥ϕ0∥Y exp
(
− c0τ

δ1/3

)
≤ Cε20

( t0
t

)β
,

where β = c0δ
−1/3 ≫ 1. For the second term we invoke Proposition 4.6 which gives

δ ∥w̃(·, τ)∥L1 ≤ Cδ ∥w̃(·, τ)∥Y = Cδ Ê(τ)1/2 ≤ Cε2
(
ε+ δ

)
+ Cε2 δ1/6

(
log

2

δ

)1/2 t0
T0
,

where we used again the relation ε2 = δt/T0. Altogether arrive at

I1(t) ≤ Cε2
{
ε+ δ + δ1/6

(
log

2

δ

)1/2 t0
T0

+
( t0
t

)β+1
}
, t ∈ (t0, T ) , (4.30)

and the second integral that appears in the the proof of Theorem 1.6 satisfies I2(t) ≤ Cε2(ε+δ),
so that I2(t) ≤ I1(t). Estimate (1.17) thus follows from (4.30).
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A Appendix

A.1 Comparison with the Burgers vortex

We consider here the simple example of a time-independent velocity field of the form

f(x) =
γ

2

(
−x1
x2

)
, ∀x ∈ R2 , (A.1)

where the strain rate γ > 0 is a parameter. Using the definitions (1.1), (1.11), we see that
T0 = 1/γ, af (z) = −γ/2, and bf (z) = 0 in the present case. Let ω(x, t) be the solution of (1.2),
(1.3) satisfying ω(·, t) ⇀ Γδ0 as t → 0. Applying the self-similar change of coordinates (2.1)
with z(t) = 0, we obtain the evolution equation (2.3) which takes the form

t∂tΩ+
1

δ
U · ∇Ω = LΩ+ γtMΩ , U = BS[Ω] , (A.2)

where L is defined in (2.4) and M = 1
2

(
ξ1∂1− ξ2∂2

)
. If we freeze time in (A.2), we arrive at the

elliptic equation
1

δ
U · ∇Ω = LΩ+ λMΩ , U = BS[Ω] , (A.3)

where λ = γt. This is exactly the equation satisfied by the profile of a Burgers vortex with
Reynolds number 1/δ and asymmetry parameter λ, see [22, 21, 8]. In particular the results of
[8, 14, 15] show that, if λ ∈ (0, 1) is fixed and δ > 0 is sufficiently small, equation (A.3) has a
unique solution Ωλ,δ ∈ L1(R2) which satisfies

Ωλ,δ(ξ) = Ω0(ξ)−
1

2
λδ w2(|ξ|) sin(2θ) +O(δ2) , (A.4)

where w2 is precisely the function considered in Remark 2.7. Comparing (A.4) with approximate
solution (1.10) in the particular case of the external field (A.1), we deduce that∫

R2

∣∣∣∣ Γνt Ωγt,δ

( x√
νt

)
− ωapp

(
Γ,

√
νt, 0, f ;x)

∣∣∣∣ dx = O
(
Γδ2

)
, as δ → 0 .

This means that, for t ∈ (0, T0) and δ > 0 sufficiently small, the approximate solution (1.10) is a
simple rescaling of the vorticity profile of a Burgers vortex with asymmetry parameter γt ∈ (0, 1)
and Reynolds number 1/δ ≫ 1.

A.2 Partial inverse for the advection operator Λ

In this section, for completeness, we recall the known formulas for the (partial) inverse of the
integro-differential operator Λ defined in (2.14). More details can be found in the references
[3, 5]. Since Λ leaves invariant the direct sum decomposition (2.12), it is sufficient to study
the restriction of Λ to each subspace Yn. Actually Y0 ⊂ Ker(Λ) by (2.15), so we can assume
that n ≥ 1. To exploit the rotational symmetry, we use polar coordinates in R2 defined by
ξ = (r cos θ, r sin θ), and we introduce the radially symmetric functions

v0(r) =
1

2πr2
(
1− e−r2/4

)
, g(r) =

1

8π
e−r2/4 , h(r) =

g(r)

v0(r)
=

r2/4

er2/4 − 1
. (A.5)

Note that U0 = vξ⊥ and ∇Ω0 = −gξ, where Ω0 and U0 are defined in (1.6).
Assume that Ω ∈ Yn takes the form Ω = −w(r) cos(nθ) for some function w : R+ → R. As

is easily verified, the associated velocity field is

U = BS[Ω] =
n

r
φ(r) sin(nθ) er + φ′(r) cos(nθ) eθ , (A.6)
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where er = ξ/|ξ|, eθ = ξ⊥/|ξ|, and φ is the unique solution of the ordinary differential equation

−φ′′(r)− 1

r
φ′(r) +

n2

r2
φ(r) = w(r) , r > 0 , (A.7)

satisfying the boundary conditions φ(r) = O(rn) as r → 0 and φ(r) = O(r−n) as r → +∞.
Using (A.5), (A.6), we easily obtain

ΛΩ = U0 · ∇Ω+ U · ∇Ω0 = n
(
vw − gφ

)
sin(nθ) . (A.8)

Similarly, if Ω = w(r) sin(nθ), then ΛΩ = n
(
vw − gφ

)
cos(nθ).

Now we give ourselves a function F ∈ Yn of the form F = b(r) sin(nθ). If the inhomogeneous
differential equation

−φ′′(r)− 1

r
φ′(r) +

(n2
r2

− h(r)
)
φ(r) =

b(r)

nv0(r)
, r > 0 , (A.9)

has a (unique) solution φ satisfying the boundary conditions, we define Ω = −w(r) cos(nθ) with

w(r) = φ(r)h(r) +
b(r)

nv0(r)
, r > 0 , (A.10)

which is depicted in Figure 2 in the case n = 2. Then (A.7) is obviously satisfied, and (A.8)
implies that ΛΩ = F . The same conclusion holds if F = b(r) cos(nθ) and Ω = w(r) sin(nθ). The
level lines of Ω in the case n = 2 are depicted on the right of Figure 3.

This discussion shows that the invertibility of the operator Λ in the subspace Yn is linked to
the solvability of the ODE (A.9). The favorable case is n ≥ 2, because the coefficient n2/r2−h(r)
is positive, which ensures that (A.9) has a unique solution satisfying the boundary conditions.
If Z is the function space (2.13), we thus obtain the following result:

Lemma A.1. [3] If n ≥ 2 and F ∈ Yn ∩ Z, there exists a unique Ω ∈ Yn ∩ Z such that
ΛΩ = F . Moreover, if F = b(r) sin(nθ) (respectively, F = b(r) cos(nθ)) then Ω = −w(r) cos(nθ)
(respectively, Ω = w(r) sin(nθ)) where w is defined by (A.10) with φ given by (A.9).

If n = 1, the homogeneous differential equation (A.9) with b = 0 has a nontrivial solution
φ = rv which satisfies the boundary conditions. As a consequence, the inhomogeneous equation
can be solved only if the right-hand side satisfies

∫∞
0 b(r)r2 dr = 0, and the solution is never

unique. The solvability condition ensures that F belongs to the subspace Y ′
1 defined by

Y ′
1 = Y1 ∩Ker(Λ)⊥ =

{
f ∈ Y1 ;

∫
R2

ξ1F (ξ) dξ =

∫
R2

ξ2F (ξ) dξ = 0
}
, (A.11)

see also (2.17). We have the following result, which complements Lemma A.1.

Lemma A.2. [5] If n = 1 and F ∈ Y ′
1∩Z, there exists a unique Ω ∈ Y ′

1∩Z such that ΛΩ = F .
Moreover, if F = b(r) sin(θ) (respectively, F = b(r) cos(θ)) then Ω = −w(r) cos(θ) (respectively,
Ω = w(r) sin(θ)) where w is defined by (A.10) with φ given by (A.9).

A.3 Estimates on the velocity field

We collect here, for easy reference, a few classical estimates on the Biot-Savart operator (1.3)
which are used in the proof of our main results. Given a vorticity distribution ω, we define
u = BS[ω] as in (1.3).

Lemma A.3. [6, Lemma 2.1] Assume that 1 ≤ p < 2 < q ≤ ∞.

1) If 1
q = 1

p − 1
2 then ∥u∥Lq ≤ C∥ω∥Lp.

2) If 1
2 = θ

p + 1−θ
q with θ ∈ (0, 1), then ∥u∥L∞ ≤ C∥ω∥θLp∥ω∥1−θ

Lq .
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Let b be the weight function defined by b(x) = (1 + |x|2)1/2 for x ∈ R2.

Lemma A.4. [6, Proposition B.1] Assume that m ∈ (1, 2).

If bmω ∈ L2(R2) and
∫
R2 ω dx = 0, then ∥bm−2/qu∥Lq ≤ C∥bmω∥L2 for all q ∈ (2,∞).

In particular, by Hölder’s inequality, ∥u∥L2 ≤ C∥bmω∥L2.

Let Z be the function space defined by (2.13). The following statement can be established
using the same arguments as in [6, Appendix B].

Lemma A.5. If ω ∈ Z, then u ∈ S∗(R2) and bu ∈ L∞(R2). Moreover:

1) If
∫
R2 ω dx = 0, then b2u ∈ L∞(R2);

2) If
∫
R2 ω dx = 0 and

∫
R2 xjω dx = 0 for j = 1, 2, then b3u ∈ L∞(R2).

A.4 Proof of Lemma 3.4

The parameter t ∈ (0, T ) does not play any role in the argument here, so we omit the time
dependence of all quantities. Given ε > 0 sufficiently small, we give ourselves two smooth and
radially symmetric functions ζ1, ζ2 : R2 → [0, 1] such that ζ1(ξ)

2 + ζ2(ξ)
2 = 1 for all ξ ∈ R2,

ζ1(ξ) = 1 whenever |ξ| ≤ ε−1/4, and ζ2(ξ) = 1 whenever |ξ| ≥ 2ε−1/4. It is well-known that
such a partition of unity exists, and we can also assume that |∇ζ1(ξ)|+ |∇ζ2(ξ)| ≤ Cε1/4 for all
ξ ∈ R2.

Given w : R2 → R we define w1 = ζ1w and w2 = ζ2w, so that w2 = w2
1 + w2

2. A direct
calculation shows that |∇w|2 = |∇w1|2 + |∇w2|2 − w2

(
|∇ζ1|2 + |∇ζ2|2

)
. Thus, recalling the

definition (3.37) of Qε[w], we have

Qε[w] = Qε[w1] +Qε[w2]−
∫
R2

pεw
2
(
|∇ζ1|2+|∇ζ2|2

)
dξ

≥ Qε[w1] +Qε[w2]− Cε1/2Eε[w] .
(A.12)

It is therefore sufficient to obtain lower bounds on the quantities Qε[w1] and Qε[w2].
To estimate Qε[w2] we apply Hölder’s inequality to obtain∣∣∣∣∫

R2

w2(∇w2 · ∇pε) dξ
∣∣∣∣ ≤ 3

4

∫
R2

pε|∇w2|2 dξ +
1

3

∫
R2

|∇pε|2

pε
w2
2 dξ ,

so that

Qε[w2] ≥
∫
R2

pε

{1

4
|∇w2|2 +

(
Vε −

1

2

)
w2
2

}
dξ , Vε(ξ) =

ξ · ∇pε
4pε

− |∇pε|2

3p2ε
. (A.13)

Using the definition (3.21) of the weight pε, it is not difficult to verify that, under the assumptions
of Lemma 3.2,

Vε(ξ) =


|ξ|2
24

(
1 +O(A2)

)
if ξ ∈ Iε ,

0 if ξ ∈ IIε ,

|ξ|2
(
γ
8 − γ2

12

)
if ξ ∈ IIIε .

We further observe that γ/8 − γ2/12 ≥ γ/16 as soon as γ ≤ 3/4, and that w2 vanishes for
|ξ| ≤ ε−1/4, which implies that(

Vε(ξ)−
1

2

)
w2(ξ)

2 ≥ κ
(
|ξ|2 + 1

)
w2(ξ)

2 , ∀ξ ∈ Iε ,

for some κ < 1/24. Thus, assuming that ε,A are as in Lemma 3.2, we obtain the lower bound

Qε[w2] ≥
1

4

∫
R2

pε|∇w2|2 dξ + κ

∫
Iε∪IIIε

(
χε + 1

)
pεw

2
2 dξ −

1

2

∫
IIε

pεw
2
2 dξ . (A.14)
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On the other hand, since w1 is supported in the region Iε where the weight pε = exp(qε) is
smooth, we can define h = eqε/2w1 and integrate by parts to show that Qε[w1] = Q̂ε[h], where

Q̂ε[h] =

∫
R2

(
|∇h|2 + Uε h

2
)
dξ , Uε(ξ) =

1

4
ξ · ∇qε −

1

4
|∇qε|2 −

1

2
.

It is easy to verify that |Uε(ξ)− U0(ξ)| ≤ Cε when |ξ| ≤ 2ε−1/4, so that Q̂ε[h] is close to Q̂0[h]
when ε is small. Note that q0(ξ) = |ξ|2/4 and U0(ξ) = |ξ|2/16− 1/2, so that Q0 is the quadratic
form of the quantum harmonic oscillator with ground state ψ(ξ) = e−|ξ|2/8, see [6, Appendix A].
In particular, if ⟨h, ψ⟩L2 = 0, it is known that Q̂0[h] ≥ 1

2∥h∥
2
L2 .

In our case, since we assume that
∫
R2 w dξ = 0, the orthogonality condition above is nearly

satisfied in the sense that∣∣⟨h, ψ⟩L2

∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣ ∫
R2

e(qε−q0)/2w1 dξ

∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣ ∫
R2

(
e(qε−q0)/2ζ1 − 1

)
w dξ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cε ∥p1/2ε w∥L2 ,

where we used that e(qε−q0)/2 = 1 + O(ε) for |ξ| ≤ ε−1/4, and that p
−1/2
ε ∈ L2(R2). If ε is

sufficiently small, we deduce that

Qε[w1] = Q̂ε[h] ≥
1

2
∥h∥2L2 − Cε∥p1/2ε w∥2L2 =

1

2

∫
Iε

pεw
2
1 dξ − Cε

∫
R2

pεw
2 dξ . (A.15)

Observing that inequality (A.13) also holds with w2 replaced by w1, we add 3/4 of (A.15) and
1/4 of (A.13) to arrive at the lower bound

Qε[w1] ≥ κ

∫
Iε

pε

(
|∇w1|2 +

(
χε + 1

)
w2
1

)
dξ − Cε

∫
R2

pεw
2 dξ , (A.16)

for some κ > 0. Finally, estimate (3.38) is a direct consequence of (A.12), (A.14), (A.16).
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