arXiv:2308.02107v1 [math.AP] 4 Aug 2023

Well-posedness for Ohkitani model and long-time existence for surface quasi-geostrophic equations

Dongho Chae^∗ In-Jee Jeong^† Jungkyoung Na^‡ Sung-Jin Oh^§

August 7, 2023

Abstract We consider the Cauchy problem for the logarithmically singular surface quasi-geostrophic (SQG) equation, introduced by Ohkitani,

∂tθ − ∇^⊥ log(10 + (−Δ)^{12} )θ · ∇θ = 0,

and establish local existence and uniqueness of smooth solutions in the scale of Sobolev spaces with exponent decreasing with time. Such a decrease of the Sobolev exponent is necessary, as we have shown in the companion paper [7] that the problem is strongly ill-posed in any fixed Sobolev spaces. The time dependence of the Sobolev exponent can be removed when there is a dissipation term strictly stronger than log. These results improve wellposedness statements by Chae, Constantin, Córdoba, Gancedo, and Wu in [4]. This well-posedness result can be applied to describe the long-time dynamics of the δ-SQG equations, defined by

∂tθ + ∇^⊥(10 + (−Δ)^{12} )^{−δ} θ · ∇θ = 0,

for all sufficiently small δ > 0 depending on the size of the initial data. For the same range of δ, we establish global well-posedness of smooth solutions to the logarithmically dissipative counterpart:

∂tθ + ∇^⊥(10 + (−Δ)^{12} )^{−δ} θ · ∇θ + log(10 + (−Δ)^{12} )θ = 0.

1 Introduction

1.1 Main results

In this paper, we are concerned with the logarithmically singular surface quasi-geostrophic (SQG) equations: { ∂_tθ + u · ∇θ = 0, u = −∇^⊥ log(10 + Λ)θ,

(1.1)

where ∇^⊥ = (−∂_{x2} , ∂_{x1} )^⊤, Λ = (−Δ)^{12} , θ(t, ·) : Ω → R and u(t, ·) : Ω → R^2 with Ω = T^2, R^2 , or T × R. Note that (1.1) is an inviscid nonlinear transport equation and the velocity is strictly more singular than the advected scalar. The system (1.1) has been introduced by Ohkitani ([39, 40]) and was referred to as the Ohkitani model later in [4]. Our first main result gives a local well-posedness result in the scale of Sobolev spaces with an exponent decreasing with time.

∗Department of Mathematics, Chung-Ang University University. E-mail: dchae@cau.ac.kr †Department of Mathematical Sciences and RIM, Seoul National University. E-mail: injee j@snu.ac.kr ‡Department of Mathematical Sciences, Seoul National University. E-mail: njkyoung09@snu.ac.kr §Department of Mathematics, UC Berkeley and School of Mathematics, Korea Institute for Advanced Study. E-mail:

sjoh@math.berkeley.edu

Theorem A. For any s_0 > 4 and θ_0 ∈ H^{s0} (Ω), there exist T = T (s_0, ‖θ_0‖_Hs0 ) > 0, a continuous decreasing function s(t) > 4 with s(0) = s_0 defined in t ∈ [0, T ], and a solution θ ∈ L^∞([0, T ]; H^{s(t)}(Ω)) to (1.1) with initial data θ_0 satisfying

‖θ(t, ·)‖_Hs(t)_{(Ω)} ≤ C‖θ_0‖_Hs0_{(Ω)}.

The solution is unique in the class L^∞([0, T ]; H^4(Ω)).

Remark 1.1. One may extend the above well-posedness result to the cases where the multiplier log(10 + Λ) in the Biot–Savart law u = ∇^⊥ log(10 + Λ)θ is replaced with less singular radial multipliers, i.e. γ = γ(|ξ|) satisfying γ(|ξ|) ≲ log(10 + |ξ|) together with a few reasonable assumptions, e.g. |∂^α_ξ γ(ξ)| ≲_α ⟨ξ⟩^{−|α|}|γ(ξ)| for any multi-index α. Some natural examples are log(10 − Δ), log^β (10 + Λ) (β < 1), log^α(10 + log(10 + Λ)) (α > 0) etc.

As we shall explain below, the logarithmic Biot–Savart law featured in (1.1) represents the natural borderline in which we can expect a well-posedness theory in Sobolev spaces. Interestingly, Ohkitani arrived at the same model in [39, 40] by investigating the collective behavior of the solutions for the generalized SQG equations: { ∂_tθ^δ + u^δ · ∇θ^δ = 0, u^δ = ∇^⊥(10 + Λ)^{−δ} θ^δ,

(1.2)

when δ > 0 is a parameter. He numerically observed that the sequence {θ^δ}_{δ>0} is convergent after a time rescaling. Formally, this can be seen as follows: introducing the new time variable τ = δt, (1.2) can be written as

∂_τ θ^δ + ∇^⊥ ( (10 + Λ)^{−δ} − 1 δ ) θ^δ · ∇θ^δ = 0, and then from the Taylor expansion, (10 + Λ)^{−δ} − 1 δ −→ − log(10 + Λ) (1.3)

as δ → 0. That is, the time-rescaled Biot–Savart law for (1.2) converges to that for (1.1). This seems to suggest that the solutions to (1.2) may converge to those to (1.1). We make this precise in the following result.

Theorem B. Given any δ ∈ (0, 1) and initial data θ_0 ∈ H^s(Ω) with s > 5, there exists a unique solution θ^δ ∈ L^∞([0, C^∗δ^{−1}]; H^s(Ω)) to (1.2) for some constant C^∗ > 0 depending only on s and ‖θ_0‖_Hs . Moreover, there exists a continuous decreasing function s(t) > 4 defined in t ∈ [0, C^∗δ^{−1}] satisfying ‖ ‖θ^δ (t, ·) − θ(δt, ·) ‖ ‖_{Hs(t) (Ω)} ≤ δ, (1.4)

where θ is the unique local solution to (1.1) with the same initial data θ_0.

Remark 1.2. Observe that the maximal existence time T^δ_{max} of the smooth solution of (1.2) satisfies T^δ_{max} ≳ δ^{−1} → ∞ as δ → 0^+. Furthermore, (1.4) shows that the long-time behavior of the solution sequence for (1.2) is given by the solution of the Ohkitani model.

Moreover, the convergence (1.3) yields the global existence of smooth solutions for the following dissipative counterpart of (1.2): { ∂_tθ^δ + u^δ · ∇θ^δ + κΨθ^δ = 0, u^δ = ∇^⊥(10 + Λ)^{−δ}θ^δ ,

(1.5)

when δ > 0 is sufficiently small. Here Ψ can be any super-logarithmic Fourier multiplier in the sense that its symbol ψ satisfies the lower bound

ψ(|ξ|) ≥ log(10 + |ξ|), |ξ| > Ξ_0 (1.6)

for some Ξ_0 > 0.

Theorem C. Given any κ > 0 and initial data θ_0 ∈ H^s(Ω) with s > 4, there exists a unique global solution θ^δ ∈ L^∞([0, ∞); H^s(Ω)) to (1.5) for all δ ∈ (0, δ^∗), where δ^∗ ∈ (0, 1) is a constant depending only on κ, s, and ‖θ_0‖_Hs , and satisfies lim ‖θ_0 ‖_{Hs} →∞ δ^∗ = 0.

Lastly, we consider the following dissipative counterpart of (1.1): { ∂_tθ + u · ∇θ + κ log^β(10 + Λ)θ = 0,

u = −∇^⊥ log(10 + Λ)θ.

(1.7)

The following result shows that when there is a dissipative term stronger than log, there is no need to consider time-dependent Sobolev spaces.

Theorem D. For β > 1, the dissipative system (1.7) is locally well-posed in L^∞_t H^s_x for any s > 4, That is, given any initial data θ_0 ∈ H^s(Ω), κ > 0, there exist T > 0 and a unique solution θ ∈ L^∞([0, T ]; H^s(Ω)) to (1.7) with initial data θ_0.

Remark 1.3. This result extends to more general systems of the form { ∂_tθ + u · ∇θ + κΥθ = 0, u = −∇^⊥ log(10 + Λ)θ,

(1.8)

where the dissipation is given by a Fourier multiplier Υ with symbol υ satisfying υ(|ξ|) log(10 + |ξ|) ≥ C_s κ ‖θ_0‖_Hs_{(Ω)}, |ξ| > Ξ_0 (1.9)

for some Ξ_0 > 0 and C_s > 0. Moreover, the requirement β > 1 is sharp in view of the illposedness result from [7] in the case β ≤ 1.

1.2 Previous works

Generalized SQG equations. The generalized SQG equation (gSQG) takes the form ∂_tθ + u · ∇θ = 0, u = ∇^⊥Γθ, (1.10)

in a two-dimensional physical domain without a boundary, where Γ is some Fourier multiplier. The special cases Γ = Λ^{−2} and Λ^{−1} correspond respectively to the two-dimensional incompressible Euler equation and the (usual) SQG equation, derived in [14, 13]. Furthermore, the equation in the case Γ = Λ governs the dynamics of the so-called electron MHD equation under certain symmetric ansatz (see [7, 38]). It seems that the generalized model (1.10) was first considered in [5], and subsequently several authors investigated the question of well-posedness for various multipliers Γ ([6, 4, 24, 26, 25]). In the particular case of Γ = Λ^β, standard energy estimates give local well-posedness for β ≤ −1, and an additional cancellation arising from the even symmetry of Γ is necessary to obtain local well-posedness in the case β ≤ 0 ([4]).^1 The latter argument can be adapted to multipliers Γ with even symbols γ satisfying |γ(ξ)| ≲ 1, together with a few natural regularity assumptions on the derivatives of γ. It turns out that this boundedness assumption is crucial for local well-posedness ([7]), and for this reason, we shall refer to Γ as a singular multiplier if its symbol γ satisfies |γ(ξ)| → ∞ as |ξ| → ∞.

1This even symmetry is essential; in the works [26, 25], ill-posedness was established for odd Γ with scaling |γ(ξ)| ∼ |ξ|^β with −1 < β < 0.

Global well-posedness for dissipative SQG equations. The dissipative SQG equations takes the form { ∂_tθ + u · ∇θ + κ(−Δ)^αθ = 0, u = ∇^⊥Λ^{−1}θ

(1.11)

for κ > 0 and α ∈ (0, 1). The cases α >^1_2 , α =^1_2 , and α <^1_2 are referred to as subcritical, critical, and supercritical, respectively. Global existence and uniqueness of smooth solutions corresponding to arbitrary smooth initial data were established for the subcritical regime in [17], and for the critical regime in [3, 16, 15, 33] (see also [20] for the logarithmically supercritical case). In the supercritical regime, the question of global regularity was settled only for sufficiently small initial data ([8, 19, 41, 10]). Global well-posedness or finite-time blow-up for arbitrary initial data in the supercritical case remains an outstanding open problem. In this direction, the authors of [18] proved that the supremum of sizes of initial data leading to global wellposedness goes to infinity as α →^1_2 . Comparing this result with our Theorem C, both of them sacrifice some quantities to obtain global regularity. Indeed, to absorb the size of large initial data, the order of dissipation increases to the order corresponding to the critical case in [18] while the order of velocity goes to the order corresponding to the trivial steady state in Theorem C. However, recalling (1.5) and (1.6), Theorem C only requires logarithmic dissipation log(10 + Λ), which is much weaker than (−Δ)^α with α ∈ (0,^1_2 ) in (1.11).

Wellposedness in the Ohkitani model. Chae, Constantin, Cordoba, Gancedo, and Wu have established a local existence and uniqueness result for the logarithmically singular SQG equations in [4]. Precisely, in [4, Theorem 1.3], the authors proved that the system { ∂_tθ + u · ∇θ + κ(−Δ)^αθ = 0, u = ∇^⊥(log(10 − Δ))^μθ

(1.12)

for any κ, μ, α > 0 is locally well-posed in L^∞([0, T ]; H^4(R^2 )). On the other hand, our Theorem A says that when μ ≤ 1, there is no need for a dissipation term for local well-posedness. Furthermore, Theorem D states that a logarithmic dissipation suffices; although we omit the proof, Theorem D can be generalized to any μ > 0, by simply replacing the condition (1.9) with υ(|ξ|) (log(10 + |ξ|))^μ ≥ C_s κ ‖θ_0‖_Hs . (1.13)

Convergence to the Ohkitani model. As we shall explain below, the key idea in the well-posedness of (1.1) is the use of losing estimate in the scale of Sobolev spaces. Interestingly, the same strategy can be applied to the family of generalized SQG equations (1.2) for δ > 0, this time giving long-time existence for smooth solutions as δ → 0. Furthermore, the solutions to (1.2) as δ → 0 converges to the solution of (1.1), after a time rescaling. This confirms the expectations of Ohkitani [39, 40]. We have been also inspired by the incompressible Euler limit of (1.2) (namely, δ → 2) recently considered in [43]. This limit is interesting as well since while the two-dimensional Euler equation is known to be globally well-posed. The authors of [43] actually show the long-time existence of solutions to (1.2) as δ → 2.

Illposedness in the Ohkitani model. The above main theorems nicely complement the illposedness results from our recent work [7]; among other things, one can prove a nonexistence result for (1.1) and (1.7) in a fixed Sobolev space H^s with s arbitrarily large, in the sense that there exists a smooth initial data θ_0 for which there cannot exist a corresponding solution in L^∞([0, T ]; H^s) for s > 3 with any T > 0. The dissipative version requires a condition of the form (roughly) υ(|ξ|) log(10 + |ξ|)

≪ 1, (1.14)

see [7] for the precise statements. This shows that a decrease in the Sobolev exponent (as in Theorem A) is unavoidable if one insists in having wellposedness in the H^s-spaces. The paper [7] actually proves nonexistence for a large class of singular even multipliers Γ.

1.3 Ideas of the proof

To understand how such a losing estimate in the scale of time-dependent Sobolev spaces is possible even when the time-independent estimate fails, it is instructive to make an analogy with the well-known Cauchy– Kovalevskaya theorem, which gives local well-posedness of the Cauchy problem in the analytic class when the loss of derivative is less than or equal to one^2.

To be concrete, the key point in the proof of Cauchy–Kovalevskaya theorem for the model equation ∂_tb = Λb on R with initial data b(t = 0) = b_0 is that if one considers the time-dependent multiplier m(t, ξ) := exp((c_0 − Ct)|ξ|), (with c_0 > 0 depending on the radius of analyticity of b_0) then we have d dt ‖m(t, ξ)^b(ξ)‖^2_L2 + C‖|ξ|^{12} m(t, ξ)^b(ξ)‖^2_L2 = ∫ m^2(t, ξ)^b(ξ)∂_t^b(ξ) dξ so that for C > 0 large, we can absorb the right hand side into the positive term on the left hand side. Now, as a reasonable linear model of the logarithmically singular SQG equation whose initial value problem is illposed in a fixed Sobolev space [7, 29], we consider the degenerate dispersive equation

∂_tb = x∂_x ln(10 + Λ)b + 1 2 ln(10 + Λ)b (1.15)

on R. More generally, we can consider

∂_tb = x∂_xΓ(Λ)b + 1 2 Γ(Λ)b, (1.16)

where Γ is a multiplier with the symbol γ = γ(|ξ|) ≥ 0 singular in the sense that γ(|ξ|) → ∞ as |ξ| → ∞. When γ is not singular, one may prove a Cauchy-Kovaleskaya type theorem under some natural assumptions on the derivatives of γ. The presence of last terms in (1.15) and (1.16) is not essential; they were inserted to just guarantee the conservation 1 2 d dt ‖γ^{12} (Λ)b‖^2_L2 = − 1 2 ‖γ^{12} (Λ)b‖^2_L2 + 1 2 ‖γ^{12} (Λ)b‖^2_L2 = 0

which models conservation of ‖Γ^{12} θ‖_L2 in (1.10). To explore possible function spaces in which (1.16) is wellposed, we consider a time-dependent multiplier m(t, ξ) (positive and increasing with |ξ|). Then, we compute that from ∂_t^b(ξ) = −∂_ξ(ξγ(|ξ|)^b) + 1 2 γ(|ξ|)^b, 1 2 d dt ∫ m^2(t, ξ)|^b(t, ξ)|^2 = ∫ mṁ|^b|^2 + Re ∫ m^2 ^b ( −∂_ξ(ξγ(|ξ|)^b) + 1 2 γ(|ξ|)^b )

and − Re ∫ m^2 ^b∂_ξ(ξγ(|ξ|)^b) = Re ∫ ∂_ξ(m^2 ^b)ξγ(|ξ|)^b = Re ∫ (2m∂_ξm^b + m^2∂_ξ^b)ξγ(|ξ|)^b = Re ∫ 2m∂_ξmξγ(|ξ|)|^b|^2 − 1 2 Re ∫ ∂_ξ (m^2γ(|ξ|)ξ)|^b|^2 that 1 2 d dt ∫ m^2(t, ξ)|^b(t, ξ)|^2 = ∫ m(ξ) (ṁ + ξγ(|ξ|)∂_ξ m − mξ∂_ξ γ(|ξ|)) |^b|^2 ≤ 0 2We do not expect the analytic regularity to propagate in time for the gSQG equation (1.10) with singular Γ; that is, Cauchy–Kovalevskaya theorem fails. Indeed, one may prove some analytic (and even Gevrey) illposedness results for linear and nonlinear SQG equations near quadratically degenerate shear steady states, closely following the arguments of [7, 29]. Note that formally the loss of derivative in the gSQG equation with singular Γ is always strictly larger than one.

if m is chosen that ṁ + ξγ(|ξ|)∂_ξ m − mξ∂_ξ γ(|ξ|) ≤ 0. (1.17) Define the characteristics Ξ̇ = Ξγ(|Ξ|), Ξ(0) = ξ so that the above is equivalent to d dt m(t, Ξ(t, ξ)) ≤ Ξγ^′(|Ξ|)m(t, Ξ(t, ξ)). Hence if the characteristics Ξ are well-defined for O(1)-time uniformly for all ξ, then we can take

m(t, Ξ(t, ξ)) = m_0(ξ) exp (∫_t 0 Ξ(s, ξ)γ^′(|Ξ(s, ξ)|)ds ) . In the case of γ(|ξ|) = ln(1 + |ξ|), we have that (1.17) is given by ṁ + ξ ln(1 + |ξ|)∂_ξm − m ≤ 0, and for large |ξ|, Ξ(t, ξ) ≃ ξ^{exp(t)}, m(t, ξ^{exp(t)}) ≃ m_0(ξ) exp(t).

Hence, in the Sobolev case where m_0(ξ) ≃ |ξ|^s, m(t, ξ) ≃ |ξ|^{s exp(−t)} exp(t). That is, a losing estimate in the scale of H^{s(t)}-spaces is available.^3

In parallel with the above argument, if one considers the time-dependent multiplier of the form ~m(t, ξ) := |ξ|^{s0 −Ct} (with s_0 > 0 depending on θ_0 and C > 0 large) for a solution θ of (1.1), then we have d dt ‖ ~m(t, ξ)^θ(t, ξ)‖^2_L2_ξ + C‖(log |ξ|)^{12} ~m(t, ξ)^θ(t, ξ)‖^2_L2_ξ = ∫ ~m^2(t, ξ)^θ(t, ξ)∂_t ^θ(t, ξ) dξ so that if the loss of regularity in the right hand side is sub-logarithmic, then we may deduce that d dt ‖ ~m(t, ξ)^θ(t, ξ)‖^2_L2_ξ ≤ 0 which results in an a priori estimate. This type of observation (that is, handling a logarithmic loss of derivative with a losing estimate in the scale of Sobolev spaces) is not new. For instance, one may consider the task of solving the 2D incompressible Euler equation (SQG with Γ = (−Δ)^{−1}) with Sobolev critical initial data:

∂_tω + ∇^⊥(−Δ)^{−1}ω · ∇ω = 0.

When ω_0 ∈ W^{s,p} with sp = 2 and 1 < p < ∞, we do not have in general ∇∇^⊥(−Δ)^{−1}ω ∈ L^∞, which is necessary to propagate W^{s,p}-regularity. Indeed, Bourgain and Li in [1] has shown that (see [23, 30, 32] for simplified proofs) there exist initial data ω_0 ∈ W^{s,p} ∩ L^∞ ∩ L^1 whose unique L^∞_t (L^∞ ∩ L^1) solution^4 instantaneously escapes W^{s,p}. That is, 2D Euler is strongly illposed in critical Sobolev spaces. On the other hand, it is not difficult to see that such an illposedness behavior is logarithmic in nature; one way to quantify it is to consider the logarithmically regularized Euler equation ([5]), defined by

∂_tω + ∇^⊥(−Δ)^{−1}(log(10 − Δ))^{−γ} ω · ∇ω = 0

for some γ > 0. It has been shown in [9] that the above is locally wellposed in W^{s,p} for γ >^1_2 . (On the other hand, there is still strong illposedness for γ ≤^1_2 ; see [37].) Since the loss is only logarithmic, one can consider a losing estimate in the scale of Sobolev spaces; indeed, with H^1 ∩ L^∞ ∩ L^1 initial data, it can be shown that the unique L^∞_t (L^∞ ∩ L^1) solution at time t belongs to H^{s(t)} ∩ W^{1,p(t)} where s, p are continuously decreasing functions of time with s(0) = p(0) = 2 ([23, 28, 2]).

3In the Gevrey case where m_0(ξ) ≃ exp(|ξ|^1σ ) for some σ > 0, we have that m(t, ξ) ≃ exp(|ξ|^1e^t σ ). We see that a losing estimate in the Gevrey class can be obtained, but unlike the usual case, the index σ should be sacrificed and not the radius of Gevrey regularity.

4For the 2D Euler equations with ω_0 ∈ L^∞ ∩ L^1 initial data, Yudovich’s theorem gives a unique global in time solution ω ∈ L^∞_t (L^∞ ∩ L^1) ([44]).

1.4 Open problems

Given local well-posedness, the natural question is to ask whether local solutions could blow up in finite time or not. For the inviscid equation (1.1), one may also ask whether there exists a solution with Sobolev regularity actually decreasing continuously with time. We plan to address these issues in the future.

In general, not much is known regarding the long-time dynamics and the possibility of singularity formation for the gSQG equations. While the 2D Euler equation ((1.10) with Γ = (−Δ)^{−1}) is globally well-posed, this global regularity result so far only extends to models slightly more singular than 2D Euler (by loglog in [5]). Several constructions of smooth solutions to gSQG equations with Sobolev norms growing with time have been obtained in [21, 22, 34, 27, 45, 42, 11]. Finite-time singularity formation for a class of patch-type solutions touching the boundary was established for a range of gSQG equations in [35, 36].

2 Proofs

We give the proofs of Theorems A and D in §2.1, and Theorems B and C in §2.2. In the proofs, we shall assume that Ω = R^2 , but the case of R × T and T^2 can be treated in the same manner.

2.1 Local well-posedness for (1.1) and (1.7)

We need an elementary lemma.

Lemma 2.1. For any s ≥ 3, we have the inequality | ||ξ|^s − |η|^s − |ξ − η|^s − s(ξ − η) · η|ξ − η|^{s−2} | | ≤ C_s(|η|^2|ξ − η|^{s−2} + |ξ − η||η|^{s−1}) for any ξ, η ∈ R^2 . Here C_s > 0 is a constant depending only on s.

We note that C_s could be taken to be independent of s if we restrict s to a closed interval.

Proof. To establish the inequality, we introduce A(ρ) = (1 − ρ)ξ + ρη, B(ρ) = (1 − ρ)(ξ − η) so that we have |ξ|^s − |η|^s = ∫_1 0 ∂_ρ|A(ρ)|^s dρ = −s(η − ξ) · ∫_1 0 |A(ρ)|^{s−2}A(ρ) dρ,

|ξ|^s − |η|^s − |ξ − η|^s = −s(η − ξ) ∫_1 0 ( |A(ρ)|^{s−2}A(ρ) − |B(ρ)|^{s−2}B(ρ) ) dρ. We write |A(ρ)|^{s−2}A(ρ) − |B(ρ)|^{s−2}B(ρ) = |B(ρ)|^{s−2}(A(ρ) − B(ρ)) + (|A(ρ)|^{s−2} − |B(ρ)|^{s−2})A(ρ) = I + II and observe the following formulas: −s(η − ξ) ∫_1 0 I dρ = s s − 1 (ξ − η) · η|ξ − η|^{s−2},

|A(ρ)|^{s−2} − |B(ρ)|^{s−2} = ∫_1 0 ∂_σ |E(ρ, σ)|^{s−2} dσ = −(s − 2)η · ∫_1 0 |E|^{s−4}E dσ, and −s(η − ξ) ∫_1 0 II dρ = −s(s − 2)(η − ξ) · ∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 A(ρ)|E|^{s−4}η · E dσ dρ, where E(ρ, σ) = (1 − ρ)ξ + (ρ − σ)η. We may therefore write |ξ|^s − |η|^s − |ξ − η|^s − s(ξ − η) · η|ξ − η|^{s−2} = −s(η − ξ) ∫_1 0 II dρ − s(s − 2) s − 1 (ξ − η) · η|ξ − η|^{s−2} = s(s − 2)(ξ − η) [∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 A|E|^{s−4}η · E − 1 s − 1 η|ξ − η|^{s−2}dσdρ ] . Noticing that | | | |A|E|^{s−4}η · E − 1 s − 1 η|ξ − η|^{s−2} | | | | ≤ C^s|η|^2 ( |ξ − η|^{s−3} + |η|^{s−3} )

holds, the proof is complete.

Proof of Theorem A. We consider the inviscid case. We shall perform an H^s estimate, with s = s(t) > 4 depending on time. For convenience, we re-define the H^s norm by

‖θ‖^2_Hs_{(R}2_) = ∫ R^2

(10 + |ξ|)^{2s}|^θ(ξ)|^2 dξ. (2.1)

Then, we compute that 1 2 d dt ‖θ‖^2_{Hs(t)} = ∫ ṡ(t)(10 + |ξ|)^{2s(t)} log(10 + |ξ|)|^θ(ξ)|^2 dξ

− Re ∫ (10 + |ξ|)^{2s(t)} ^θ(ξ) ∫ ( ^u(ξ − η) · iη^θ(η) ) dη dξ. Neglecting the constant 10 for now, we shall estimate the following quantity with s = s(t): Re ∫ |ξ|^s ^θ(ξ) ∫ |ξ|^s ( ^u(ξ − η) · iη^θ(η) ) dη dξ =: I + II + III + IV, (2.2) where the four terms are given by the decomposition |ξ|^s = |η|^s + |ξ − η|^s + s(ξ − η) · η|ξ − η|^{s−2} + R(η, ξ). (2.3) That is, we define

I = Re ∫ |ξ|^s ^θ(ξ) ∫ |η|^s ( ^u(ξ − η) · iη^θ(η) ) dη dξ,

II = Re ∫ |ξ|^s ^θ(ξ) ∫ |ξ − η|^s ( ^u(ξ − η) · iη^θ(η) ) dη dξ, III = Re ∫ |ξ|^s ^θ(ξ) ∫ s(ξ − η) · η|ξ − η|^{s−2} ( ^u(ξ − η) · iη^θ(η) ) dη dξ, and IV = Re ∫ |ξ|^s ^θ(ξ) ∫ R(ξ, η) ( ^u(ξ − η) · iη^θ(η) ) dη dξ. To begin with, we claim that I = 0. By symmetrizing^5 with respect to the change of variables (ξ, η) = (η^′, ξ^′), and also using ^u(ξ − η) = ^u(−ξ + η) (since each component of u is real-valued), we see that I = 1 2 Re ∫ |ξ|^s ^θ(ξ) ∫ |η|^s ( ^u(ξ − η) · i(η − ξ)^θ(η) ) dη dξ, 5This argument is equivalent to using the anti-symmetry of u · ∇.

which vanishes since u is divergence-free (hence ^u(ξ − η) · i(η − ξ) = 0). Next, we claim that |IV | ≤ C_s‖θ‖^3_Hs for s > 4. To see this, we recall the definition of u and the form of R from Lemma 2.1: with Young’s convolution inequality, IV ≤ ∫∫ |ξ|^s|^θ(ξ)|(|η|^2|ξ − η|^{s−2} + |ξ − η||η|^{s−1}) log(10 + |ξ − η|)|ξ − η||^θ(ξ − η)||η||^θ(η)| dη dξ ≤ ∫∫ |ξ|^s|^θ(ξ)||ξ − η|^{s−1} log(10 + |ξ − η|)|^θ(ξ − η)||η|^3|^θ(η)| dη dξ + ∫ ∫ |ξ|^s|^θ(ξ)| log(10 + |ξ − η|)|ξ − η|^2|^θ(ξ − η)||η|^s|^θ(η)| dη dξ ≤ C‖⟨ξ⟩^3 ^θ(ξ)‖_L1_ξ ‖θ‖^2_Hs ≤ C_s‖θ‖^3_Hs . (Observe that s > 4 is required in the last inequality to apply Sobolev embedding in two dimensions.) It remains to handle the terms II and III. To estimate II, we may rewrite II = − Re ∫∫ |ξ|^s ^θ(ξ) log^{12} (10 + |ξ − η|)

× (log^{12} (10 + |ξ − η|) − log^{12} (10 + |ξ|))^θ(ξ − η)|ξ − η|^s(ξ − η)^⊥ · η^θ(η) dη dξ.

Here, we used Re ∫∫ |ξ|^s ^θ(ξ) log^{12} (10 + |ξ|) log^{12} (10 + |ξ − η|)^θ(ξ − η)|ξ − η|^s(ξ − η)^⊥ · η^θ(η) dη dξ = 0,

which follows by symmetrizing^6 with respect to the change of variables (ξ, η) = (ξ^′ − η^′, −η^′) and using ^θ(η) = ^θ(−η) (since θ is real-valued). We write

log^{12} (10 + |ξ − η|) − log^{12} (10 + |ξ|) = log(10 + |ξ − η|) − log(10 + |ξ|) log^{12} (10 + |ξ − η|) + log^{12} (10 + |ξ|) and deduce a rough estimate | |log^{12} (10 + |ξ − η|) − log^{12} (10 + |ξ|) | | ≤ C | | |log 10 + |ξ − η| 10 + |ξ| | | | ≤ C|η| ( 1 10 + |ξ| + 1 10 + |ξ − η| ) . With this in hand, we can bound |II| ≤ C ∫∫ |ξ|^s|^θ(ξ)| log^{12} (10 + |ξ − η|)|ξ − η|^s|^θ(ξ − η)||η|^2|^θ(η)| dη dξ ≤ C‖|η|^2 ^θ(η)‖_L1_η ∫ log(10 + |ξ|)|ξ|^{2s}|^θ(ξ)|^2 dξ. Here, we used (ξ − η)^⊥ · η = ξ^⊥ · η to estimate ((10 + |ξ|)^{−1} + (10 + |ξ − η|)^{−1})|(ξ − η)^⊥ · η| ≲ |η|. For III, it would be convenient to make a change of variables η → μ by μ = ξ − η. Then, using the definition of u, we have that III = − Re ∫ |ξ|^s ^θ(ξ) ∫ s(μ · (ξ − μ))(μ^⊥ · (ξ − μ))|μ|^{s−2} log(10 + |μ|)^θ(μ)^θ(ξ − μ) dμ dξ = − Re ∫∫ |ξ|^2 log(10 + |μ|)G(ξ, μ)^θ(ξ)^θ(μ)^θ(ξ − μ) dμ dξ 6This argument is equivalent to using the anti-symmetry of log^12 (10 + Λ)∇θ · ∇^⊥ log^12 (10 + Λ).

where G(ξ, μ) := s|ξ|^{s−2}|μ|^{s−2}(μ · (ξ − μ))(μ^⊥ · (ξ − μ)). It encourages us to consider the symmetrization

III^′ := − Re ∫ ∫ |ξ||μ| log^{12} (10 + |μ|) log^{12} (10 + |ξ|)G(ξ, μ)^θ(ξ)^θ(μ)^θ(ξ − μ) dμ dξ. With Young’s convolution inequality and the simple identity μ^⊥ · (ξ − μ) = (μ − ξ)^⊥ · ξ, we see that |III^′| ≤ C‖|η|^2 ^θ(η)‖_L1_η ∫ log(10 + |ξ|)|ξ|^{2s}|^θ(ξ)|^2 dξ. Next, III − III^′ is given by

− Re ∫∫ K(ξ, μ)G(ξ, μ)^θ(ξ)^θ(μ)^θ(ξ − μ) dμ dξ where

|K(ξ, μ)| = |ξ| log(10 + |μ|) log^{12} (10 + |ξ|) | | | | |ξ| log^{12} (10 + |ξ|) − |μ| log^{12} (10 + |μ|) | | | | ≤ C|ξ||ξ − μ| log(10 + |μ|) log^{12} (10 + |ξ|) ≤ C|ξ||ξ − μ|(log(10 + |ξ|) + log(10 + |ξ − μ|)) log^{12} (10 + |ξ|).

Observing ‖log(10 + |η|)|η|^3 ^θ(η)‖_L1_η ≤ C‖θ‖_Hs , we obtain from the above bound of K that |III − III^′| ≤ C‖θ‖^3_Hs . Together with the previous bound for III^′, we conclude |III| ≤ C‖θ‖_Hs ∫ log(10 + |ξ|)|ξ|^{2s}|^θ(ξ)|^2 dξ + C_s‖θ‖^3_Hs . Combining the estimates for I, II, III, and IV , we have | | |Re ∫ |ξ|^s ^θ(ξ) ∫ |ξ|^s ( ^u(ξ − η) · iη^θ(η) ) dη dξ | | | ≤ C_s‖θ‖_{Hs} ∫ log(10 + |ξ|)|ξ|^{2s}|^θ(ξ)|^2 dξ + C_s‖θ‖^3_Hs . (2.4)

We now claim that the expression

V := Re ∫∫ ((10 + |ξ|)^{2s} − |ξ|^{2s})^θ(ξ) ( ^u(ξ − η) · iη^θ(η) ) dη dξ in absolute value is bounded by the right hand side of (2.4). We only sketch the argument; setting

Z(ξ) := √ (10 + |ξ|)^{2s} − |ξ|^{2s}, we consider

V^′ := Re ∫∫ Z(ξ)Z(ξ − η)^θ(ξ) ( ^u(ξ − η) · iη^θ(η) ) dη dξ There is a highest order cancellation in V^′, which can be obtained by symmetrizing the log in |ξ| and |ξ − η|. Furthermore, the highest order term in |ξ − η| cancels in the expression V − V^′, giving rise to a factor of |η|^3 in the kernel. We omit the details.

Therefore, we have arrived at the following: 1 2 d dt ‖θ‖^2_Hs ≤ (ṡ + C_s‖θ‖_Hs ) ∫ log(10 + |ξ|)|ξ|^{2s}|^θ(ξ)|^2 dξ + C_s‖θ‖^3_Hs .

We set F (t) = ‖θ‖_Hs(t) and define s(t) to be a smooth function of time such that the system of differential inequalities^7 ṡ + C_sF ≤ 0, Ḟ ≤ C_sF^2, are satisfied for some small interval of time. (One can simply take s = s_0 − Mt for some large M > 0.) Then, this allows us to prove F (t) ≤ CF_0 for a possibly smaller interval of time. Hence, we have proved the a priori estimate ‖θ(t, ·)‖_Hs(t) ≤ C‖θ_0‖_Hs0 in t ∈ [0, T ] for some T = T (s_0, ‖θ_0‖_Hs0 ) > 0, as long as s_0 > 4.

Proving existence and uniqueness of the solution satisfying this a priori estimate is straightforward and we shall only sketch the argument. For the proof of existence, one can consider the dissipative system with a Laplacian, namely ∂_tθ + u · ∇θ = κΔθ. There exists a unique local in time smooth solution θ^{(κ)} with initial data θ_0 ∈ H^{s0} for any κ > 0 ([4]) which clearly satisfies the H^{s(t)} a priori estimate above. Therefore, there exists T = T (s_0, ‖θ_0‖_Hs0 ) > 0 such that the solutions θ^{(κ)} are uniformly bounded in L^∞([0, T ]; H^{4+ε}) for some ε > 0. Furthermore, since θ^{(κ)} are uniformly bounded in L^∞([0, T ]; L^∞) as well. An interpolation gives that there exists (by taking a subsequence if necessary) a strong limit θ^{(κ)} → θ in L^∞([0, T ]; H^4) as κ → 0. It is straightforward to verify that θ is a solution to the inviscid equation with initial data θ_0. To prove uniqueness, we assume that there exist two solutions θ and ~θ to (1.1) with the same initial data θ_0, belonging to L^∞([0, T ]; H^4) for some T > 0. We set ϕ = θ − ~θ and compute, for some M > 0 to be chosen later, 1 2 d dt ‖(10 + Λ)^{−Mt}ϕ‖^2_L2 + M‖(10 + Λ)^{−Mt} log^{12} (10 + Λ)ϕ‖^2_L2 = −⟨∇^⊥ log(10 + Λ)θ · ∇ϕ, (10 + Λ)^{−2Mt}ϕ⟩ + ⟨∇^⊥ log(10 + Λ)ϕ · ∇~θ, (10 + Λ)^{−2Mt}ϕ⟩ =: I + II. Note that I = −⟨(10 + Λ)^{−Mt}(∇^⊥ log(10 + Λ)θ · ∇ϕ), (10 + Λ)^{−Mt}ϕ⟩ = −⟨[(10 + Λ)^{−Mt}, ∇^⊥ log(10 + Λ)θ · ∇]ϕ, (10 + Λ)^{−Mt}ϕ⟩

and with a commutator estimate for [(10 + Λ)^{−Mt}, ∇^⊥ log(10 + Λ)θ · ∇], |I| ≤ C‖θ‖_H4 ‖(10 + Λ)^{−Mt}ϕ‖^2_L2 . Similarly, for II we can derive

|II| ≤ C‖~θ‖_H4 ‖(10 + Λ)^{−Mt} log^{12} (10 + Λ)ϕ‖^2_L2 .

Taking M = 2C‖~θ‖_H4 gives d dt ‖(10 + Λ)^{−Mt}ϕ‖^2_L2 ≤ C‖θ‖_H4 ‖(10 + Λ)^{−Mt}ϕ‖^2_L2 , or ‖(10 + Λ)^{−Mt}ϕ(t)‖_L2 ≤ exp(C‖θ‖_H4 t)‖ϕ_0‖_L2 = 0.

This shows ϕ(t) ≡ 0, which finishes the proof of uniqueness.

7We note that the dependence of C_s on s is minor; it can be assumed to be independent of s if we work on a closed interval of values of s.

Remark 2.2. This proof does not say that C^∞-smooth data remains C^∞-smooth for some interval of time. It is only guaranteed that for any k, there exists some time interval [0, t_k] with t_k > 0 depending on k such that the solution is C^k -smooth in space for t ∈ [0, t_k].

Proof of Theorem D. To establish local well-posedness in the dissipative case, one can derive an estimate of the form 1 2 d dt ‖θ‖^2_Hs + κ ∫ υ(|ξ|)(10 + |ξ|)^{2s}|^θ(ξ)|^2 dξ ≤ C_s‖θ‖_Hs ∫ log(10 + |ξ|)|ξ|^{2s}|^θ(ξ)|^2 dξ + C_s‖θ‖^3_Hs by arguing as in the proof of Theorem A above. Under the assumption (1.9) on υ, the first term on the right hand side can be absorbed to the left hand side, giving 1 2 d dt ‖θ‖^2_Hs + κ 2 ∫ υ(|ξ|)(10 + |ξ|)^{2s}|^θ(ξ)|^2 dξ ≤ C_s‖θ‖^3_Hs . This gives the a priori estimate ‖θ(t)‖_Hs ≤ C_s‖θ_0‖_Hs for 0 ≤ t ≤ T with T = T (‖θ_0‖_Hs ) > 0. We omit the proof of existence and uniqueness.

2.2 The relation between solutions of (1.2) and (1.1)

This subsection is devoted to the proofs of Theorem B and C. Hereafter, we denote the identity operator by I. Before starting the proof, we present some lemmas. The first one is the well-known Kato–Ponce commutator estimate.

Lemma 2.3 ([31]). For any ϵ > 0 and s > 0, there exists a constant C = C_{ϵ,s} > 0 depending only on ϵ and s satisfying

‖[Λ^s, f] g‖_L2_{(R}2_) ≤ C ( ‖f‖_H2+ϵ_{(R}2_) ‖ ‖Λ^{s−1}g ‖ ‖_{L2(R2)} + ‖Λ^sf‖_{L2(R2)}‖g‖_{H1+ϵ(R2)} ) . The following estimates are concerned with velocities of (1.2) and (1.1).

Lemma 2.4. For any ϵ > 0, 0 < δ < 1, and s ≥ 0, there exists a constant C = C_ϵ > 0 depending only on ϵ satisfying ‖ ‖∇^⊥ (δ log(10 + Λ) − I + (10 + Λ)^{−δ}) f ‖ ‖_{Hs(R2)} ≤ Cδ^2‖f‖_{Hs+1+ϵ(R2)}, (2.5a) ‖ ‖∇^⊥ ((10 + Λ)^{−δ} − I) f ‖ ‖_{Hs(R2)} ≤ Cδ‖f‖_{Hs+1+ϵ(R2)}. (2.5b) Proof. Plancherel’s theorem gives us that ‖ ∇^⊥ ( δ log(10 + Λ) − I + (10 + Λ)^{−δ} ) f ‖ H^s = ‖ ‖(1 + |ξ|^2)^{s2} |ξ| | |δ log(10 + |ξ|) − 1 + (10 + |ξ|)^{−δ} | | f̂(ξ) ‖ ‖_{L2} . (2.6)

Applying the Taylor’s theorem to (10 + |ξ|)^{−δ} at 0, we have | |δ log(10 + |ξ|) − 1 + (10 + |ξ|)^{−δ} | | ≤ δ^2 |log(10 + |ξ|)|^2 = δ^2(10 + |ξ|)^ϵ(10 + |ξ|)^{−ϵ} |log(10 + |ξ|)|^2

≤ Cδ^2(10 + |ξ|)^ϵ,

where in the last line, we used the fact that the maximum of h(x) := x^{−ϵ}(log x)^2 with x ≥ 1 is

(_2 ϵe )_2 . Plugging this into (2.6), we obtain (2.5a). With a similar argument, we obtain the estimate: | |(10 + |ξ|)^{−δ} − 1 | | ≤ δ |log(10 + |ξ|)| ≤ Cδ|ξ|(10 + |ξ|)^ϵ, which yields (2.5b).

The next one is another type of commutator estimate.

Lemma 2.5. For any ϵ > 0 and s ≥ 0, there exists a constant C = C_ϵ > 0 depending only on ϵ satisfying ‖ ‖ ‖ [ ∂_j ( I − (10 + Λ)^{−δ}

) 1_2 , f ] Λ^sg ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(R2)} ≤ Cδ^{12} ‖f‖_H2+ϵ_{(R}2_) ‖ ‖ ‖log^{12} (10 + Λ)g ‖ ‖ ‖_{Hs (R2)} (j = 1, 2).

Proof. We note that ‖ ‖ ‖ [ ∂_j ( I − (10 + Λ)^{−δ}

) 1_2 , f ] Λ^sg ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2} ≤ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ |Φ_j (ξ, η)| |f̂(η)||ξ − η|^s|ĝ(ξ − η)| dη ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2ξ} , where

Φ_j (ξ, η) := ξ_j ( 1 − (10 + |ξ|)^{−δ} ) 1_2 − (ξ − η)_j ( 1 − (10 + |ξ − η|)^{−δ} ) 1_2 . By the mean value theorem, we obtain ρ ∈ (0, 1) such that |Φ_j (ξ, η)| ≤ C|η| (( 1 − (10 + |ρξ + (1 − ρ)(ξ − η)|)^{−δ} ) 1_2 +δ(10 + |ρξ + (1 − ρ)(ξ − η)|)^{−δ} ( 1 − (10 + |ρξ + (1 − ρ)(ξ − η)|)^{−δ} )_− 1_2 ) = C|η| (( 1 − (10 + |(ξ − η) + ρη|)^{−δ} ) 1_2 +δ(10 + |(ξ − η) + ρη|)^{− δ2} ( (10 + |(ξ − η) + ρη|)^δ − 1

)_− 1_2 ) . Using ( 1 − (10 + |(ξ − η) + ρη|)^{−δ} ) 1_2 ≤ δ^{12} log^{12} (10 + |(ξ − η) + ρη|) ≤ Cδ^{12} ( log^{12} (10 + |ξ − η|) + log^{12} (10 + |η|) ) , δ(10 + |(ξ − η) + ρη|)^{− δ2} ( (10 + |(ξ − η) + ρη|)^δ − 1

)_− 1_2 ≤ δ^{12} ,

we have

|Φ_j (ξ, η)| ≤ Cδ^{12} log^{12} (10 + |ξ − η|)|η| ( 1 + log^{12} (10 + |η|) ) . Hence, Young’s convolution inequality gives ‖ ‖[∂_j log^1_2 (10 + Λ), f] Λ_sg ‖ ‖ L^2 ≤ Cδ^{12} ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ |η| ( 1 + log^{12} (10 + |η|) ) |f̂(η)||ξ − η|^s log^{12} (10 + |ξ − η|)|ĝ(ξ − η)|dη ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2ξ} ≤ Cδ^{12} ‖ ‖ ‖|η| ( 1 + log^{12} (10 + |η|) ) |f̂(η)| ‖ ‖ ‖_{L1η} ‖ ‖ ‖log^{12} (10 + Λ)g ‖ ‖ ‖_{Hs} ≤ Cδ^{12} ‖f‖_H2+ϵ ‖ ‖ ‖log^{12} (10 + Λ)g ‖ ‖ ‖_{Hs} . Finally, we present an elementary lemma from [12].

Lemma 2.6. Let T > 0, G > 0 be given constants and let F (t) be a nonnegative continuous function on

[0, T ]. Assume further that ν be a constant satisfying 0 < 8νT G ∫_T 0 F (t)dt ≤ 1. (2.7) Then every solution y(t) ≥ 0 of d dt y(t) ≤ νF (t) + Gy^2(t), y(0) = 0,

(2.8) is uniformly bounded on [0, T ] and satisfies

y(t) ≤ min { 3 2T G , 12ν ∫_T 0 F (t)dt } . (2.9)

Proof of Theorem B. By Theorem A, θ_0 ∈ H^s with s > 5 guarantees a time T^{log} > 0 and a unique solution θ ∈ L^∞([0, T^{log}]; H^{s0+1+ϵ}) to (1.1) for some s_0 > 4 and ϵ > 0. Since θ^δ ∈ L^∞_t H^s_x with s > 3 implies θ^δ ∈ L^∞_t H^∞_x (see [4]), it suffices to show the existence of a continuous decreasing function s(t) > 4 with s(0) = s_0 defined on [0, C^∗δ^{−1}] satisfying ‖ ‖θ^δ (t) − θ(δt) ‖ ‖_{Hs(t)} ≤ δ, where C^∗ > 0 is a constant to be determined later. For simplicity, we denote θ̃^δ (x, t) := θ(x, δt), and θ^D(x, t) := θ^δ (x, t) − θ̃^δ (x, t). Noticing ∇^⊥(10 + Λ)^{−δ} θ^δ · ∇θ^δ = ∇^⊥ ( (10 + Λ)^{−δ} − I ) θ^δ · ∇θ^δ , we have that

∂_tθ^δ + ∇^⊥ ( (10 + Λ)^{−δ} − I ) θ^δ · ∇θ^δ = 0. Moreover, observing ∂_tθ̃^δ − ∇^⊥δ log(10 + Λ)θ̃^δ · ∇θ̃^δ = 0, we obtain the equation of θ^D :

∂_tθ^D + ∇^⊥ ( (10 + Λ)^{−δ} − I ) θ^D · ∇θ̃^δ + ∇^⊥ ( (10 + Λ)^{−δ} − I ) θ^D · ∇θ^D + ∇^⊥ ( (10 + Λ)^{−δ} − I )~ θ^δ · ∇θ^D + ∇^⊥ ( δ log(10 + Λ) − I + (10 + Λ)^{−δ} )~ θ^δ · ∇θ̃^δ = 0.

Re-defining the H^s norm by (2.1), we have | | | 1 2 d dt ‖ ‖θ^D ‖ ‖^2_{Hs(t)} − ṡ(t) ‖ ‖log^{12} (10 + Λ)θ^D ‖ ‖^2_{Hs(t)} | | | ≤ | | | ∫ θ^D∂_tθ^D | | | + | | | ∫ Λ^{s(t)}θ^D Λ^{s(t)}∂_tθ^D | | | . To begin with, we estimate ∫ θ^D ∂_tθ^D. We compute that ∫ θ^D∂_tθ^D = − ∫ θ^D ( ∇^⊥ ( (10 + Λ)^{−δ} − I ) θ^D · ∇θ̃^δ ) − ∫ θ^D ( ∇^⊥ ( (10 + Λ)^{−δ} − I ) θ^D · ∇θ^D )

− ∫ θ^D ( ∇^⊥ ( (10 + Λ)^{−δ} − I )~ θ^δ · ∇θ^D ) − ∫ θ^D ( ∇^⊥ ( δ log(10 + Λ) − I + Λ^{−δ} ) · θ̃^δ ∇θ̃^δ )

=: L_1 + L_2 + L_3 + L_4.

Using (2.5b) and the Sobolev embedding H^3(R^2 ) → W^{1,∞}(R^2 ), we have |L_1| ≤ ‖ θ^D ‖ L^2 ‖ ∇^⊥ ( (10 + Λ)^{−δ} − I ) θ^D ‖ L^2 ‖ ‖∇θ̃^δ ‖ ‖_{L∞} ≤ Cδ ‖ θ^D ‖_2 H^2 ‖ ‖θ̃^δ ‖ ‖_{H3} . (2.10)

Since ∇^⊥ ( (10 + Λ)^{−δ} − I ) θ^δ is divergence-free, integrating by parts gives

L_2 + L_3 = − ∫ θ^D ( ∇^⊥ ( (10 + Λ)^{−δ} − I ) θ^δ · ∇θ^D ) = 0. (2.11)

By (2.5a), we obtain |L_4| ≤ ‖ θ^D ‖ L^2 ‖ ‖∇^⊥ ( δ log(10 + Λ) − I + (10 + Λ)^{−δ} )~ θ^δ ‖ ‖_{L2} ‖ ‖∇θ̃^δ ‖ ‖_{L∞} ≤ Cδ^2 ‖ θ^D ‖ L^2 ‖ ‖θ̃^δ ‖ ‖^2_{H3} . (2.12)

Next, we estimate ∫ Λ^{s(t)}θ^D Λ^{s(t)}∂_tθ^D. We compute that ∫ Λ^sθ^D Λ^s∂_tθ^D = − ∫ Λ^sθ^D Λ^s ( ∇^⊥ ( (10 + Λ)^{−δ} − I ) θ^D · ∇θ̃^δ )

− ∫ Λ^sθ^D Λ^s ( ∇^⊥ ( (10 + Λ)^{−δ} − I ) θ^D · ∇θ^D )

− ∫ Λ^sθ^D Λ^s ( ∇^⊥ ( (10 + Λ)^{−δ} − I )~ θ^δ · ∇θ^D )

− ∫ Λ^sθ^D Λ^s ( ∇^⊥ ( δ log(10 + Λ) − I + (10 + Λ)^{−δ} )~ θ^δ · ∇θ̃^δ )

=: H_1 + H_2 + H_3 + H_4.

We claim that |H_1| ≤ Cδ ‖ ‖ ‖θ̃^δ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Hs+1} (‖ ‖ ‖log^{12} (10 + Λ)θ^D ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{Hs} + ‖ ‖θ^D ‖ ‖^2_{Hs} ) . (2.13)

As in (2.2), we use (2.3) to decompose

H_1 = − Re ∫ |ξ|^s ^θ^D(ξ) ∫ |η|^s ( (ξ − η)^⊥ ( (10 + |ξ − η|)^{−δ} − 1 ) ^ θ^D (ξ − η) · iη ^θ̃^δ (η) ) dη dξ − Re ∫ |ξ|^s ^θ^D (ξ) ∫ |ξ − η|^s ( (ξ − η)^⊥ ( (10 + |ξ − η|)^{−δ} − 1 ) ^ θ^D (ξ − η) · iη ^θ̃^δ (η) ) dη dξ − Re ∫ |ξ|^s ^θ^D (ξ) ∫ s(ξ − η) · η|ξ − η|^{s−2} × ( (ξ − η)^⊥ ( (10 + |ξ − η|)^{−δ} − 1 ) ^ θ^D(ξ − η) · iη ^θ̃^δ(η) ) dη dξ − Re ∫ |ξ|^s ^θ^D (ξ) ∫ R(ξ, η) ( (ξ − η)^⊥ ( (10 + |ξ − η|)^{−δ} − 1 ) ^ θ^D (ξ − η) · iη ^θ̃^δ (η) ) dη dξ =: H_{11} + H_{12} + H_{13} + H_{14}.

With (2.5b) and the Sobolev embedding H^{s−2}(R^2 ) → L^∞(R^2 ), we estimate |H_{11}| ≤ ‖ ‖Λ^sθ^D ‖ ‖_{L2} ‖ ‖∇^⊥ ((10 + Λ)^{−δ} − I) θ^D ‖ ‖_{L∞} ‖ ‖ ‖∇Λ^sθ̃^δ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2} ≤ C ‖ ‖θ^D ‖ ‖_{Hs} ‖ ‖∇^⊥ ((10 + Λ)^{−δ} − I) θ^D ‖ ‖_{Hs−2} ‖ ‖ ‖θ̃^δ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Hs+1} ≤ Cδ ‖ ‖ ‖θ̃^δ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Hs+1} ‖ ‖θ^D ‖ ‖^2_{Hs} . We integrate by parts to decompose H_{12} into

H_{12} = − ∫ Λ^sθ^D ( ∇^⊥Λ^s ( I − (10 + Λ)^{−δ} ) θ^D · ∇θ̃^δ )

= ∫ Λ^s ( I − (10 + Λ)^{−δ}

) 1_2 θ^D ∇^⊥ ( I − (10 + Λ)^{−δ}

) 1_2 ( ·∇θ̃^δ Λ^sθ^D )

= ∫ Λ^s ( I − (10 + Λ)^{−δ}

) 1_2 θ^D [ ∇^⊥ ( I − (10 + Λ)^{−δ}

) 1_2 , ·∇θ̃^δ ] Λ^sθ^D + ∫ Λ^s ( I − (10 + Λ)^{−δ}

) 1_2

θ^D ∇θ̃^δ · ∇^⊥Λ^s ( I − (10 + Λ)^{−δ}

) 1_2 θ^D = H_{121} + H_{122}.

Using Lemma 2.5 and | |1 − (10 + |ξ|)−δ | |^12 ≤ δ^1_2 log^12 (10 + |ξ|), we estimate |H_{121}| ≤ ‖ ‖ ‖Λ^s ( I − (10 + Λ)^{−δ}

) 1_2 θ^D ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2} ‖ ‖ ‖ [ ∇^⊥ ( I − (10 + Λ)^{−δ}

)_− 1_2 , ·∇θ̃^δ ] Λ^sθ^D ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2} ≤ Cδ ‖ ‖θ̃_δ ‖ ‖ H^s ‖ ‖log^1_2 (10 + Λ)θ_D ‖ ‖^2 H^s .

It follows from ∇^⊥ · ∇θ̃^δ = 0 that H_{122} = 0. For H_{13}, we similarly further decompose

H_{13} = −s ∫ Λ^sθ^D ( ∇∇^⊥Λ^{s−2} ( I − (10 + Λ)^{−δ} ) θ^D · ∇^2θ̃^δ )

= s ∫ ∇Λ^{s−2} ( I − (10 + Λ)^{−δ}

) 1_2 θ^D [ ∇^⊥ ( I − (10 + Λ)^{−δ}

) 1_2 , ·∇^2θ̃^δ ] Λ^sθ^D + s ∫ ∇Λ^{s−2} ( I − (10 + Λ)^{−δ}

) 1_2

θ^D ∇^2θ̃^δ · ∇^⊥Λ^s ( I − (10 + Λ)^{−δ}

) 1_2 θ^D = H_{131} + H_{132}.

With Lemma 2.5 and | 1 − (10 + |ξ|)^{−δ} | 1_2 ≤ δ^{12} log^{12} (10 + |ξ|), we estimate |H_{131}| ≤ Cδ ‖ ‖ ‖θ̃^δ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Hs} ‖ ‖ ‖log^{12} (10 + Λ)θ^D ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{Hs} . The integration by parts yields

H_{132} = s ∫ ∇^⊥∇Λ^{s−2} ( I − (10 + Λ)^{−δ}

)^1_2

θ^D · ∇^2θ̃^δ Λ^s ( I − (10 + Λ)^{−δ}

)^1_2 θ^D , so that we have |H_{132}| ≤ ‖ ‖∇_⊥∇Λ_{s−2} (I − (10 + Λ)_{−δ})^1_2 θ_D ‖ ‖ L^2 ‖ ‖∇_2θ̃_δ ‖ ‖ L^∞ ‖ ‖Λ_s (I − (10 + Λ)_{−δ})^1_2 θ_D ‖ ‖ L^2 ≤ Cδ ‖ ‖θ̃^δ ‖ ‖_{Hs} ‖ ‖log^{12} (10 + Λ)θ^D ‖ ‖^2_{Hs} . Using | |(10 + |ξ|)−δ − 1 | | ≤ δ log(10 + |ξ|), we can slightly modify the proof of the estimate of IV in Theorem A to obtain |H_{14}| ≤ Cδ ‖ ‖θ̃^δ ‖ ‖_{Hs} ‖ ‖θ^D ‖ ‖^2_{Hs} . Combining all the estimates, we have (2.13). Next, we claim that |H_2| ≤ Cδ ‖ ‖θ^D ‖ ‖_{Hs} (‖ ‖ ‖log^{12} (10 + Λ)θ^D ‖ ‖^2_{Hs} + ‖ ‖θ^D ‖ ‖^2_{Hs} ) . (2.14)

Using (2.3) again, we decompose

H_2 = − Re ∫ |ξ|^s ^θ^D(ξ) ∫ |η|^s ( (ξ − η)^⊥ ( (10 + |ξ − η|)^{−δ} − 1 ) ^ θ^D (ξ − η) · iη ^θ^D (η) ) dη dξ − Re ∫ |ξ|^s ^θ^D (ξ) ∫ |ξ − η|^s ( (ξ − η)^⊥ ( (10 + |ξ − η|)^{−δ} − 1 ) ^ θ^D (ξ − η) · iη ^θ^D (η) ) dη dξ − Re ∫ |ξ|^s ^θ^D (ξ) ∫ s(ξ − η) · η|ξ − η|^{s−2} × ( (ξ − η)^⊥ ( (10 + |ξ − η|)^{−δ} − 1 ) ^ θ^D (ξ − η) · iη ^θ^D(η) ) dη dξ − Re ∫ |ξ|^s ^θ^D (ξ) ∫ R(ξ, η) ( (ξ − η)^⊥ ( (10 + |ξ − η|)^{−δ} − 1 ) ^ θ^D(ξ − η) · iη ^θ^D (η) ) dη dξ =: H_{21} + H_{22} + H_{23} + H_{24}.

It is clear that H_{21} = 0, and for the estimates of H_{22}, H_{23}, and H_{24}, we replace θ̃^δ in the proofs of the estimates of H_{12}, H_{13}, and H_{14} with θ^D, respectively, which yields (2.14). Now we handle H_3. Since ∇^⊥ ( (10 + Λ)^{−δ} − I )~ θ^δ is divergence-free, we have

H_3 = − ∫ Λ^sθ^D [ Λ^s, ∇^⊥ ( (10 + Λ)^{−δ} − I )~ θ^δ · ] ∇θ^D , and therefore, Lemma 2.3 and (2.5b) give |H_3| ≤ ‖ ‖Λ^sθ^D ‖ ‖_{L2} ‖ ‖ ‖ [ Λ^s, ∇^⊥ ( (10 + Λ)^{−δ} − I )~ θ^δ · ] ∇θ^D ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2} ≤ C ‖ ‖θ^D ‖ ‖_{Hs} (‖ ‖∇^⊥ ( (10 + Λ)^{−δ} − I )~ θ^δ ‖ ‖ ‖_{H2+ϵ} ‖ ‖∇θ^D ‖ ‖_{Hs−1} + ‖ ‖∇_⊥ ((10 + Λ)_{−δ} − I) θ̃_δ ‖ ‖ H^s ‖ ∇θ^D ‖ H^{1+ϵ} )

≤ Cδ ‖ ‖θ̃^δ ‖ ‖_{Hs+1+ϵ} ‖ ‖θ^D ‖ ‖^2_{Hs} . (2.15)

For H_4, noticing that H^s(R^2 ) is a Banach algebra, (2.5a) implies that |H_4| ≤ ‖ ‖Λ^sθ^D ‖ ‖_{L2} ‖ ‖ ‖Λ^s ( ∇^⊥ ( δ log(10 + Λ) − I + (10 + Λ)^{−δ} )~ θ^δ · ∇θ̃^δ )‖ ‖_{L2} ≤ C ‖ ‖θ^D ‖ ‖_{Hs} ‖ ‖ ‖∇^⊥ ( δ log(10 + Λ) − I + (10 + Λ)^{−δ} )~ θ^δ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Hs} ‖ ‖ ‖∇θ̃^δ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Hs} ≤ Cδ^2 ‖ ‖θ̃_δ ‖ ‖^2 H^{s+1+ϵ} ‖ θ^D ‖ H^s . (2.16)

Summing from (2.10) to (2.16), we have arrived at d dt ‖ ‖θ^D ‖ ‖^2_{Hs} ≤ 2 ( ṡ + Cδ (‖ ‖θ̃^δ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Hs+1+ϵ} + ‖ ‖θ^D ‖ ‖_{Hs} )) ‖ ‖log^{12} (10 + Λ)θ^D ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{Hs} + Cδ (‖ ‖ ‖θ̃^δ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Hs+1+ϵ} ‖ ‖θ^D ‖ ‖^2_{Hs} + ‖ ‖θ^D ‖ ‖^3_{Hs} + δ ‖ ‖ ‖θ̃^δ ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{Hs+1+ϵ} ‖ ‖θ^D ‖ ‖_{Hs} ) . (2.17)

We now define

s(t) := s_0 − Cδ ( 1 + sup t∈[0,T^{log} ] ‖θ(t)‖_Hs+1+ϵ ) t, and C^∗ := min { 1, T^{log}, s_0 − 4 } 100C ( 1 + sup_{t∈[0,T} log_] ‖θ(t)‖_Hs+1+ϵ

)_2

We claim that for any δ ∈ (0, 1),

s(t) > 4, (2.18)

and ‖ ‖θ^D(t) ‖ ‖_{Hs(t)} ≤ δ (2.19) on [ 0, C^∗δ^{−1} ] . We can check (2.18) with the definitions of s(t) and C^∗. To obtain (2.19), suppose, on the

contrary, that

T̄ := inf {t : ‖ ‖θ^D (t) ‖ ‖_{Hs(t)} > δ} < C^∗δ^{−1}. Then since ṡ + Cδ (‖ ‖θ̃^δ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Hs+1+ϵ} + ‖ ‖θ^D ‖ ‖_{Hs} ) ≤ 0 on [0, T̄ ], (2.17) implies that d dt ‖ θ^D ‖ H^s ≤ Cδ (‖ ‖ ‖θ̃^δ ‖ ‖_{Hs+1+ϵ} ‖ θ^D ‖ H^s + ‖ θ^D ‖_2 H^s + δ ‖ ‖θ̃^δ ‖ ‖^2_{Hs+1+ϵ} )

on [0, T̄ ]. In order to make use of Lemma 2.6, we multiply this by exp ( −Cδ ∫_t 0 ‖ ‖ ‖θ̃^δ (τ) ‖ ‖ ‖_{Hs+1+ϵ} dτ ) and consider the quantity

y(t) := ‖ ‖θ^D (t) ‖ ‖_{Hs} exp ( −Cδ ∫_t 0 ‖ ‖ ‖θ̃^δ (τ) ‖ ‖ ‖_{Hs+1+ϵ} dτ ) .

Denoting

G := Cδ exp ( Cδ ∫¯_T 0 ‖ ‖ ‖θ̃^δ(τ) ‖ ‖ ‖_{Hs+1+ϵ} dτ ) , we then obtain d dt y(t) ≤ Cδ^2 ‖ ‖θ̃_δ (t) ‖ ‖^2 H^{s+1+ϵ} + Gy^2(t),

y(0) = 0

on [0, T̄ ]. Replacing ν, T , and F (t) in Lemma 2.6 by Cδ^2, T̄ , and ‖ ‖ ‖θ̃^δ (t) ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{Hs+1+ϵ} , respectively, we have

8νT G ∫_T 0 F (t)dt ≤ 8δ ( CδT̄ sup t∈[0,T^{log} ] ‖θ(t)‖_Hs+1+ϵ )_2 exp ( CδT̄ sup t∈[0,T^{log} ] ‖θ(t)‖_Hs+1+ϵ )

< 8δ ( CC^∗ sup t∈[0,T^{log} ] ‖θ(t)‖_Hs+1+ϵ )_2 exp ( CC^∗ sup t∈[0,T^{log} ] ‖θ(t)‖_Hs+1+ϵ ) ≤ 1 for any δ ∈ (0, 1). Then Lemma 2.6 implies that ‖ θ^D(t) ‖ H^s ≤ 12Cδ 2T̄ ( sup t∈[0,T^{log} ] ‖θ(t)‖_Hs+1+ϵ )_2 exp ( CδT̄ sup t∈[0,T^{log} ] ‖θ(t)‖_Hs+1+ϵ ) ≤ δ 2 for any δ ∈ (0, 1) and t ∈ [ 0, T̄ ] , which is a contradiction to the definition of T̄ .

Proof of Theorem C. By the local well-posedness theory of (1.5), there exist a maximal existence time T^δ_{max} > 0 and a unique solution θ^δ ∈ L^∞([0, T^δ_{max}); H^s) ∩ L^2([0, T^δ_{max}); Ψ^{−1}H^s) to (1.5), where Ψ^{−1}H^s is a function space defined by Ψ^{−1}H^s := {f : Ψf ∈ H^s} .

In the same manner as the proof of (2.14), we estimate 1 2 d dt ‖ ‖θ^δ ‖ ‖^2_{Hs} + κ‖Ψθ‖^2_{Hs} ≤ Cδ ‖ ‖θ^δ ‖ ‖_{Hs} (‖ ‖log(10 + Λ)θ^δ ‖ ‖^2_{Hs} + ‖ ‖θ^δ ‖ ‖^2_{Hs} )

≤ Cδ ‖ ‖θ^δ ‖ ‖_{Hs} ‖ ‖log(10 + Λ)θ^δ ‖ ‖^2_{Hs} on [0, T^δ_{max}). Defining δ^∗ :=^κ_{10C‖θ0‖Hs} , the assumption (1.6) implies that for any δ ∈ (0, δ^∗), 1 2 d dt ‖ ‖θ^δ ‖ ‖^2_{Hs} ≤ (Cδ ‖ ‖θ^δ ‖ ‖_{Hs} − κ) ‖ ‖log(10 + Λ)θ^δ ‖ ‖^2_{Hs} ≤ κ ( ‖ ‖θδ ‖ ‖_{Hs} 10‖θ_0‖_Hs − 1 ) ‖ ‖log(10 + Λ)θ^δ ‖ ‖^2_{Hs}

on [0, T^δ_{max}). To obtain T^δ_{max} = ∞ for any δ ∈ (0, δ^∗), it suffices to show that T̄ := inf {t : ‖θ^δ(t)‖_{Hs} > 2‖θ_0‖_{Hs} } ≥ T^δ_{max} for any δ ∈ (0, δ^∗). Suppose, on the contrary, that T̄ < T^δ_{max}. Then on [0, T̄ ], we have 1 2 d dt ‖ ‖θ^δ ‖ ‖^2_{Hs} ≤ − 4κ 5 ‖ ‖log(10 + Λ)θ^δ ‖ ‖^2_{Hs} ≤ 0, and therefore, ‖ ‖θ^δ (T̄ ) ‖ ‖_{Hs} ≤ ‖θ_0‖_{Hs} , which is a contradiction to the definition of T̄ . As in the case of (1.2), we can check that θ^δ ∈ L^∞_t H^s_x with s > 3 implies θ^δ ∈ L^∞_t H^∞_x (see [4]).

Acknowledgments

D. Chae was supported partially by NRF grant 2021R1A2C1003234. I.-J. Jeong and J. Na has been supported by the Samsung Science and Technology Foundation under Project Number SSTF-BA2002-04. S.-J. Oh was supported by the Samsung Science and Technology Foundation under Project Number SSTF-BA1702-02, a Sloan Research Fellowship and a National Science Foundation CAREER Grant under NSF-DMS-1945615.

References

[1] Jean Bourgain and Dong Li, Strong ill-posedness of the incompressible Euler equation in borderline Sobolev spaces, Invent. Math. 201 (2015), no. 1, 97–157. MR 3359050

[2] Elia Brue and Quoc-Hung Nguyen, Sobolev estimates for solutions of the transport equation and ODE flows associated to non-Lipschitz drifts, Math. Ann. (2020).

[3] Luis A. Caffarelli and Alexis Vasseur, Drift diffusion equations with fractional diffusion and the quasigeostrophic equation, Ann. of Math. (2) 171 (2010), no. 3, 1903–1930. MR 2680400

[4] Dongho Chae, Peter Constantin, Diego Córdoba, Francisco Gancedo, and Jiahong Wu, Generalized surface quasi-geostrophic equations with singular velocities, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 65 (2012), no. 8, 1037–1066. MR 2928091

[5] Dongho Chae, Peter Constantin, and Jiahong Wu, Inviscid models generalizing the two-dimensional Euler and the surface quasi-geostrophic equations, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 202 (2011), no. 1, 35–62. MR 2835862

[6] , Deformation and symmetry in the inviscid SQG and the 3D Euler equations, J. Nonlinear Sci.

22 (2012), no. 5, 665–688. MR 2982049

[7] Dongho Chae, In-Jee Jeong, and Sung-Jin Oh, Illposedness via degenerate dispersion for generalized surface quasi-geostrophic equations with singular velocities.

[8] Dongho Chae and Jihoon Lee, Global well-posedness in the super-critical dissipative quasi-geostrophic equations, Comm. Math. Phys. 223 (2003), no. 2, 297–311. MR 1962043

[9] Dongho Chae and Jiahong Wu, Logarithmically regularized inviscid models in borderline Sobolev spaces, J. Math. Phys. 53 (2012), no. 11, 115601, 15. MR 3026546

[10] Qionglei Chen, Changxing Miao, and Zhifei Zhang, A new Bernstein’s inequality and the 2D dissipative quasi-geostrophic equation., Comm. Math. Phys. 271 (2007), no. 3, 821–838. MR 2291797

[11] Kyudong Choi and In-Jee Jeong, Infinite growth in vorticity gradient of compactly supported planar vorticity near Lamb dipole, Nonlinear Anal. Real World Appl. 65 (2022), Paper No. 103470, 20. MR 4350517

[12] Peter Constantin, Note on loss of regularity for solutions of the 3-D incompressible Euler and related equations, Comm. Math. Phys. 104 (1986), no. 2, 311–326. MR 0836008

[13] Peter Constantin, Andrew J. Majda, and Esteban Tabak, Formation of strong fronts in the 2-D quasigeostrophic thermal active scalar, Nonlinearity 7 (1994), no. 6, 1495–1533. MR 1304437

[14] Peter Constantin, Andrew J. Majda, and Esteban G. Tabak, Singular front formation in a model for quasigeostrophic flow, Phys. Fluids 6 (1994), no. 1, 9–11. MR 1252829

[15] Peter Constantin, Andrei Tarfulea, and Vlad Vicol, Long time dynamics of forced critical SQG, Comm.

Math. Phys. 335 (2015), no. 1, 93–141. MR 3314501

[16] Peter Constantin and Vlad Vicol, Nonlinear maximum principles for dissipative linear nonlocal operators and applications, Geom. Funct. Anal. 22 (2012), no. 5, 1289–1321. MR 2989434

[17] Peter Constantin and Jiahong Wu, Behavior of solutions of 2D quasi-geostrophic equations, SIAM J.

Math. Anal. 30 (1999), no. 5, 937–948. MR 1709781

[18] Michele Coti Zelati and Vlad Vicol, On the global regularity for the supercritical sqg equation, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 65 (2016), no. 2, 535–552. MR 3498176

[19] Diego Córdoba, Antonio; Córdoba, A maximum principle applied to quasi-geostrophic equations, Comm.

Math. Phys. 249 (2004), no. 3, 511–528. MR 2084005

[20] Michael Dabkowski, Alexander Kiselev, Luis Silvestre, and Vlad Vicol, Global well-posedness of slightly supercritical active scalar equations, Anal. PDE 7 (2014), 43–72. MR 3219499

[21] Sergey A. Denisov, Infinite superlinear growth of the gradient for the two-dimensional Euler equation, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 23 (2009), no. 3, 755–764. MR 2461825

[22] , Double exponential growth of the vorticity gradient for the two-dimensional Euler equation, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 143 (2015), no. 3, 1199–1210. MR 3293735

[23] Tarek M. Elgindi and In-Jee Jeong, Ill-posedness for the Incompressible Euler Equations in Critical Sobolev Spaces, Ann. PDE 3 (2017), no. 1, 3:7. MR 3625192

[24] Tarek Mohamed Elgindi, Osgood’s lemma and some results for the slightly supercritical 2D Euler equations for incompressible flow, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 211 (2014), no. 3, 965–990. MR 3158812

[25] Susan Friedlander, Francisco Gancedo, Weiran Sun, and Vlad Vicol, On a singular incompressible porous media equation, J. Math. Phys. 53 (2012), no. 11, 115602, 20. MR 3026547

[26] Susan Friedlander and Vlad Vicol, On the ill/well-posedness and nonlinear instability of the magnetogeostrophic equations, Nonlinearity 24 (2011), no. 11, 3019–3042. MR 2844825

[27] Siming He and Alexander Kiselev, Small scale creation for solutions of the SQG equation, arXiv:1903.07485.

[28] In-Jee Jeong, Dynamics of the incompressible Euler equations at critical regularity, Ph.D. thesis, Princeton University, 2017.

[29] In-Jee Jeong and Sung-Jin Oh, On the Cauchy problem for the Hall and electron magnetohydrodynamic equations without resistivity I: Illposedness near degenerate stationary solutions, Ann. PDE 8 (2022), no. 2, Paper No. 15, 106. MR 4456288

[30] In-Jee Jeong and Tsuyoshi Yoneda, Enstrophy dissipation and vortex thinning for the incompressible 2D Navier-Stokes equations, Nonlinearity 34 (2021), no. 4, 1837–1853. MR 4246445

[31] Tosio Kato and Gustavo Ponce, Commutator estimates and the euler and navier-stokes equations, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 41 (1988), no. 7, 891–907. MR 0951744

[32] Junha Kim and In-Jee Jeong, A simple ill-posedness proof for incompressible Euler equations in critical Sobolev spaces, J. Funct. Anal. 283 (2022), no. 10, Paper No. 109673, 34. MR 4470735

[33] A. Kiselev, F. Nazarov, and A. Volberg, Global well-posedness for the critical 2D dissipative quasigeostrophic equation, Invent. Math. 167 (2007), no. 3, 445–453. MR 2276260

[34] Alexander Kiselev and Fedor Nazarov, A simple energy pump for the surface quasi-geostrophic equation, Nonlinear partial differential equations, Abel Symp., vol. 7, Springer, Heidelberg, 2012, pp. 175–179. MR 3289364

[35] Alexander Kiselev, Lenya Ryzhik, Yao Yao, and Andrej Zlatoš, Finite time singularity for the modified SQG patch equation, Ann. of Math. (2) 184 (2016), no. 3, 909–948. MR 3549626

[36] Alexander Kiselev, Yao Yao, and Andrej Zlatoˇ s, Local regularity for the modified SQG patch equation, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 70 (2017), no. 7, 1253–1315. MR 3666567

[37] Hyunju Kwon, Strong ill-posedness of logarithmically regularized 2D Euler equations in the borderline Sobolev space, J. Funct. Anal. 280 (2021), no. 7, 108822. MR 4211020

[38] Yuri E. Litvinenko and Liam C. McMahon, Finite-time singularity formation at a magnetic neutral line in Hall magnetohydrodynamics, Appl. Math. Lett. 45 (2015), 76–80. MR 3316965

[39] Koji Ohkitani, Growth rate analysis of scalar gradients in generalized surface quasigeostrophic equations of ideal fluids, Phys. Rev. E (3) 83 (2011), no. 3, 036317, 8. MR 2788267

[40] , Asymptotics and numerics of a family of two-dimensional generalized surface quasi-geostrophic equations, Physics of Fluids 24 (2012), no. 095101.

[41] Jiahong Wu, Global solutions of the 2d dissipative quasi-geostrophic equation in Besov spaces, SIAM J.

Math. Anal. 36 (2004/05), no. 3, 1014–1030. MR 2111923

[42] Xiaoqian Xu, Fast growth of the vorticity gradient in symmetric smooth domains for 2D incompressible ideal flow, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 439 (2016), no. 2, 594–607. MR 3475939

[43] Huan Yu, Xiaoxin Zheng, and Quansen Jiu, Remarks on well-posedness of the generalized surface quasigeostrophic equation, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 232 (2019), no. 1, 265–301. MR 3916975

[44] V. I. Yudovich, Non-stationary flows of an ideal incompressible fluid, Z. Vycisl. Mat. i Mat. Fiz. 3 (1963), 1032–1066. MR 0158189

[45] Andrej Zlatoš, Exponential growth of the vorticity gradient for the Euler equation on the torus, Adv.

Math. 268 (2015), 396–403. MR 3276599