arXiv:2402.11642v1 [math.AP] 18 Feb 2024

A quantitative DiPerna-Lions theory and exponential mixing rate for passive scalar transport

Lucas Huysmans^∗ Ayman Rimah Said^†

Abstract

We consider the transport of a passive scalar f ∈ R along a divergence-free velocity vector field u ∈ R^d on the infinite space R^d . We give a quantitative version of the DiPerna-Lions wellposedness theory for Sobolev vector fields u ∈ L^1_t W^{1,p}_x when 1 < p < ∞ by giving a uniform decay rate of the DiPerna-Lions commutator. We recover a slightly more general form of the known exponential bound on the mixing rate by a Sobolev vector field u ∈ L^1_t W^{1,p}_x when 1 < p < ∞.

Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 Main results 5

3 Proofs 7

References 13

1 Introduction

In this paper we study the passive scalar transport equation ∂f ∂t + ∇ · (uf) = 0, (TE)

for a divergence-free velocity vector field u : R^d × [0, T ] → R^d with Sobolev regularity L^1_t W^{1,p}_x , and a scalar field f : R^d ×[0, T ] → R. The well-posedness of the initial value problem to (TE) is well-studied (see the lecture notes of [2]), and is classically approached by the method of characteristic curves when u is Lipschitz-continuous. The seminal paper [8] of DiPerna and Lions extends well-posedness to weak solutions under the more general criterion u ∈ L^1_t W^{1,p}_x , see Theorem 2.4. However, in contrast to the method of characteristic curves, the well-posedness proof of DiPerna and Lions is

Date: February 23, 2024.

Keywords: Passive scalar transport equation; DiPerna-Lions well-posedness theory, exponential bound on mixing rate for transport along Sobolev vector field, uniform decay rate of DiPerna-Lions commutator.

AMS Subject Classification: 35F05, 35Q35, 76B03, 76F25, 76R10.

∗Department of Pure Mathematics & Mathematical Statistics, University of Cambridge, Cambridge CB3 0WB. Email address: lh568@cam.ac.uk.

†Department of Pure Mathematics & Mathematical Statistics, University of Cambridge, Cambridge CB3 0WB. Email address: as3541@cam.ac.uk.

non-quantitative. This prevents, for example, from giving uniform error estimates for approximate solutions to (TE), such as those given by numerical approximation.

The main contributions of this paper are two-fold. Firstly, we give a quantitative version of DiPerna and Lions’ well-posedness proof when u ∈ L^1_t W^{1,p}_x for 1 < p < ∞, see section 1.3 and Theorem 2.5, which we show is optimal for p = 2 and derive a new stability estimate (2). Secondly, we extend this to give in (4) a slightly more general version of the L^1_t W^{1,p}_x -exponential bound on the geometric mixing scale of transport, originally due to Crippa and DeLellis in [7], see Section 1.4 and Theorem 2.8.

We mention that one may prove analogous results for transport on the torus R^d /Z^d, or along vector fields u ∈ L^1_t W^{1,p}_x with bounded divergence ∇ · u ∈ L^1_t L^∞_x (as considered in the original paper [8] of DiPerna and Lions).

1.1 The DiPerna-Lions commutator

The heart of the well-posedness proof of DiPerna and Lions is to introduce the so-called DiPerna- Lions commutator, r_δ(u, f) = � R^d f(y)(u(x) − u(y)) · ∇ρ_δ(x − y) dy, where we suppress any time-dependence, and ρ_δ(x) = δ^{−d}ρ (_x δ ) ∈ C^∞(R^d ) is a choice of spatial mollifier, see Definition 2.2. Then f ∗ ρ_δ solves the classical PDE ( ∂ ∂t + u · ∇ ) (f ∗ ρ_δ) = r_δ(u, f). The key theorem of DiPerna and Lions, from which well-posedness of (TE) follows, is

Theorem 1.2 (DiPerna-Lions [8]). Let u ∈ W^{1,p}(R^d ; R^d ) for some p ∈ [1, ∞] be divergence-free, and f ∈ L^{p∗} (R^d ), then ‖r_δ(u, f)‖_L1_{(R}d_)^{δ→0}−−−→ 0. Our goal is to show that there exists a uniform rate of convergence, independent of u and f, for ‖r_δ(u, f)‖_L1_{(R}d_).

1.3 Quantitative decay rate

We show the following integral decay rate for ‖r_δ(u, f)‖_L1_{(R}d_), (�_∞ 0 ‖r_δ(u, f)‖^2_L1_{(R}d_) dδ δ ) 1_2 ≤ C ‖∇u‖_L2_{(R}d_) ‖f‖_L2_{(R}d_) , (1)

see Theorem 2.5 and Corollary 2.6 for the precise statement, including the modified rate when ∇u ∈ L^p(R^d ) for 1 < p < ∞. Note that the singular nature of the measure^{dδ}_δ implies decay of ‖r_δ(u, f)‖_L1_{(R}d_) as δ → 0.

Moreover, we show in Proposition 2.7 that (1) is optimal, and in particular that a standard uniform convergence rate of the form sup_{u,f} ‖r_δ(u, f)‖_L1_{(R}d_) → 0 does exist even for smooth u.

We observe that the decay rate (1) is sufficient to give uniform stability estimates for approximate solutions to (TE). To illustrate this, suppose f̄ solves ∂f̄ ∂t + ∇ · (uf̄) = ϕ, for some ϕ small in weak-L^1, and the same initial date f(x, 0). Then ( ∂ ∂t + u · ∇ ) (f̄_δ − f_δ) = ϕ_δ + r_δ(u, f̄ − f),

for all δ > 0, where we use the shorthand f_δ = f ∗ ρ_δ. Then by standard energy estimates ‖¯ f_δ − f_δ ‖ L^∞_t L^1_x ≤ ‖ϕδ‖L^1_t L^1_x + ‖ r_δ(u, f̄ − f) ‖ L^1_t L^1_x ,

for all δ^′ > 0. To make use of the decay rate (1), we must integrate over δ. For any 0 < ϵ < δ, we see that

�_δ ϵ ‖ ‖f̄_{δ′} − f_{δ′} ‖ ‖_{L∞t L1x} dδ^′ δ^′ ≤ �_δ ϵ ‖ϕ_δ′ ‖_L1_{t L}1_x dδ^′ δ^′ + √ log ( δ ϵ ) (�_δ ϵ ‖ ‖r_{δ′} (u, f̄ − f) ‖ ‖^2_{L1t L1x} dδ^′ δ^′ )^1_2 . Then by (1) and Minkowski’s integral inequality, for a Gaussian mollifier (so that for convenience, ‖g ∗ ρ_{δ1} ‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≤ ‖g ∗ ρ_{δ2} ‖_L1_{(R}d_) for all g ∈ L^1(R^d ) whenever δ_1 ≥ δ_2), we obtain the desired stability estimate ‖¯ f_δ − f_δ ‖ L^∞_t L^1_x ≤ ‖ϕϵ‖L^1_t L^1x + C √ log (_δ ϵ ) ‖∇u‖L^1_t L^2_x ‖¯ f − f ‖ L^∞_t L^2_x , (2)

for all δ > ϵ.

1.4 Connection with mixing

‘Mixing’ of a passive scalar refers to the transfer of mass to smaller spatial scales/higher frequencies. One approach to measure mixing is through decay of weak norms such as ‖f‖_H−1_{(R}d_), and is usually referred to as the functional mixing scale. A stronger notion is the geometric mixing scale δ ∈ (0, ∞), which is defined by conditions of the form ‖f ∗ ρ_δ‖_L∞_{(R}d_) ≤ κ, see for example [5]. In particular, the DiPerna-Lions commutator controls exactly the change in such geometric mixing scales, since ( ∂ ∂t + u · ∇ ) (f ∗ ρ_δ) = r_δ(u, f). Therefore, bounds on the commutator immediately give bounds on the permitted growth/decay of the mixing scale. For example, one may show through standard energy estimates as before

‖f_T ∗ ρ_δ′ ‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≥ ‖f_0 ∗ ρ_δ′ ‖_L1_{(R}d_) − ‖r_δ′ (u, f)‖_L1_{t L}1_x ,

for all δ^′ > 0, where we use the shorthand f_t(x) = f(x, t). Then, as a corollary of (1) we have as for the previous computations

‖f_T ∗ ρ_δ‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≥ ‖f_0 ∗ ρ_ϵ‖_L1_{(R}d_) − C √ log (_ϵ δ ) ‖∇u‖L^1_t L^2_x ‖f^0‖L^2(R^d ) ,

for all δ < ϵ, (where we have again supposed for simplicity ρ is a Gaussian).

If we define the final geometric mixing scale δ ∈ (0, ∞) by the mixing condition

‖f_T ∗ ρ_δ‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≤ ‖f_0 ∗ ρ_ϵ‖_L1_{(R}d_) − κ, for some κ > 0, this then gives a Gaussian lower bound on the mixing scale, δ ≥ ϵ exp ( − C^2 κ^2

‖f_0‖^2_L2_{(R}d_) ‖∇u‖^2_L1_{t L}2_x ) , and for this reason we refer to (1) as a ‘Gaussian’ decay rate on the commutator.

Interestingly, the mixing scale is known to be bounded below by an exponential in ‖∇u‖_L1_{t L}p_x when 1 < p < ∞, see [7, 9, 10]. Meanwhile, we have that ‘Gaussian’ decay of the commutator (1) is optimal (see Proposition 2.7). This discrepancy can be rectified by considering a different kind of decay.

Our second main result is the bound ‖ ‖ �_ϵ δ r_δ′ (u, f)(x) dδ^′ δ^′ ‖ ‖ L^1(R^d)

≤ C_p ‖∇u‖_Lp_{(R}d_) ‖f‖_Lp∗_{(R}d_) , (3)

for all 1 < p < ∞, where^1_p +^1_{p∗} = 1, and any δ < ϵ, see Theorem 2.8 for the precise statement. That is, by reversing the order of integration over L^1(R^d ) and^{dδ}_δ , we recover the ‘exponential’ decay rate of the commutator as suggested by the exponential mixing bounds [7, 9, 10].

Indeed, as a corollary of (3), we may reproduce these exponential mixing bounds. For any δ < ϵ we have transport of ( ∂ ∂t + u · ∇ ) (�_ϵ δ f ∗ ρ_δ′ dδ^′ δ^′ ) = �_ϵ δ r_δ′ (u, f) dδ^′ δ^′ , and so by standard energy estimates, ‖ ‖ ‖ �_ϵ δ f_T ∗ ρ_δ′ dδ^′ δ^′ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L1(Rd )} ≥ ‖ ‖ ‖ �_ϵ δ f_0 ∗ ρ_δ′ dδ^′ δ^′ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L1(Rd)} − ‖ ‖ ‖ �_ϵ δ r_δ′ (u, f) dδ^′ δ^′ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L1t L1x} , where we again use the shorthand f_t(x) = f(x, t). Then as a corollary of (3), and if we take for simplicity ρ to be a Gaussian, we obtain the following lower bound

‖f_T ∗ ρ_δ‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≥ 1 log (_ϵ δ ) (‖ ‖ ‖ �_ϵ δ f_0 dδ^′ δ^′ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L1(Rd)} − ‖ ‖ ‖ �_ϵ δ (f_0 − f_0 ∗ ρ_δ′ ) dδ^′ δ^′ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L1(Rd)} − C^p ‖∇u‖L^1_t L^px ‖f^0‖L^{p∗} (R^d ) )

≥ ( ‖f_0‖_L1_{(R}d_) − sup_{δ′<ϵ} ‖f_0 − f_0 ∗ ρ_δ′ ‖_L1_{(R}d_) ) − C_p log (_ϵ δ ) ‖∇u‖_{L1t L}p_x ‖f_0‖_{Lp}∗_{(Rd )} , for all δ < ϵ.

Then, under the mixing condition

‖f_T ∗ ρ_δ‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≤ ( ‖f_0‖_L1_{(R}d_) − sup_{δ′<ϵ} ‖f_0 − f_0 ∗ ρ_δ′ ‖_L1_{(R}d_) ) − κ, for some κ > 0, we deduce the desired exponential bound on the geometric mixing scale δ ≥ ϵ exp ( − C_p κ ‖f_0‖_Lp∗_{(R}d_) ‖∇u‖_L1_{t L}p_x ) . (4)

This generalises the exponential mixing bound of Crippa and DeLellis in [7] to all passive scalars f_0 ∈ L^1(R^d ) ∩ L^{p∗} (R^d ).

We mention that, from the continuous embedding L^∞(R^d /Z^d) → L^1(R^d /Z^d), the analogous result on the torus gives an exponential bound on the geometric mixing scale defined instead by ‖f_T ∗ ρ_δ‖_L∞_{(R}d_) ≤ κ, as in Bressan’s conjecture [5].

Remark 1.5. When sharing a version of this manuscript [6] we were made aware of an unpublished result similar to (3) by Brué, Colombo and De Philippis.

1.6 Further comments

One may ask if these results extend to u ∈ L^1_t W^{1,1}_x . This is particularly important in regards to the mixing conjecture of Bressan in [5]. Harmonic estimates of the kind (3) are shown to fail for ‖∇u‖_L1_{(R}d_) in [9], but are shown in [12] to be valid if ‖∇u‖_L1_{(R}d_) is replaced by the Hardy space ‖∇u‖_h1_{(R}d_).

On the other hand, the quantitative DiPerna-Lions estimate (1) relies instead on stability of ‖r_δ(u, f)‖_L1_{(R}d_) under convergence of ∇u, f in weak-L^p(R^d ), and weak compactness of the L^p-unit ball. To illustrate this, one has the stability estimate ‖r_δ(u, f) − r_δ(ū, f)‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≤ 1 δ ‖u − ū‖_Lp_{(R}d_) ‖f‖_Lp∗_{(R}d_) , for any ū ∈ W^{1,p}(R^d ), where also^1_p +^1_{p∗} = 1, and we have assumed for simplicity ‖∇ρ‖_L1_{(R}d_) = 1. We know from Theorem 1.2 (by DiPerna and Lions) that for fixed ū ∈ W^{1,p}(R^d ), f ∈ L^{p∗} (R^d ), then ‖r_δ(ū, f)‖_L1_{(R}d_)^{δ→0}−−−→ 0. By the above stability estimate, for sufficiently small δ > 0 there exists some weak ball ‖u − ū‖_Lp_{(R}d_) ≤ ϵ around ū ∈ W^{1,p}(R^d ) such that ‖r_δ(u, f)‖_L1_{(R}d_) is also small, depending only on ū and ϵ. In this way we may produce a weak open cover of W^{1,p}(R^d ), and for each open set a δ > 0 such that ‖r_δ(u, f)‖_L1_{(R}d_) is small for all u in that open set.

If some S ⊂ W^{1,p} is weakly compact, then we may find a finite subcover covering S, and so obtain a uniform δ_{min} > 0 for which ‖r_δ(u, f)‖_L1_{(R}d_) is small for some δ > δ_{min} depending on u ∈ S. That is we obtain a uniform decay rate for inf_δ′_{>δ} ‖r_δ′ (u, f)‖_L1_{(R}d_), of which the integral decay rate (1) is an example. It will turn out that the optimal choice of ū ∈ W^{1,p}(R^d ), i.e. choice of weak ball, corresponds exactly to real interpolation via the Lions-Peetre K-function method, see [11] and the proof of Theorem 2.5.

For the case p = 1, one has that the unit ball S ⊂ W^{1,1}(R^d ) fails to be weakly compact, and so the required finite subcover cannot be found. On the other hand, one instead has weak compactness of the BV (R^d )-unit ball. It should therefore be possible to employ the above strategy to give a quantitative proof of Ambrosio’s BV well-posedness theory in [1]. The resulting bound on the geo-

metric mixing scale found by the authors via this method was of the form δ ≳ ( exp^{C‖u‖L1}t^{BVx} (1) )_{−1} , where exp^n(x) refers to repeated exponentiation (tetration), exp(exp(...(exp(x)))).

2 Main results

We start with the following standard definitions.

Definition 2.1 (Weak solution to the transport equation (TE)). Consider a vector field u ∈ L^1 ( [0, T ]; L^1(R^d ; R^d ) ) with ∇ · u = 0 in the distributional sense.

We say f ∈ L^1 ( [0, T ]; L^1(R^d ; R) ) with uf ∈ L^1L^1 is a weak solution to the transport equation along u ∂f ∂t + ∇ · (uf) = 0, (TE)

with initial data f_0 ∈ L^1(R^d ) if, for any ϕ ∈ C^∞_c (R^d × [0, T )), � R^d×[0,T ) f ( ∂ϕ ∂t + u · ∇ϕ ) dxdt = − � R^d f_0ϕ_0 dx, where ϕ_0(x) = ϕ(x, 0).

Definition 2.2 (DiPerna-Lions commutator). Let u ∈ L^1(R^d ; R^d ), f ∈ L^1(R^d ; R), with uf ∈ L^1(R^d ; R^d ). Let ρ ∈ L^1(R^d ) with � R^d ρ dx = 1 and define ρ_δ ∈ L^1(R^d ), ρ_δ(x) = δ^{−d}ρ ( x δ ) . Then we define the DiPerna-Lions commutator r_δ(u, f)(x) = � R^d f(y)(u(x) − u(y)) · ∇ρ_δ(x − y) dy. Remark 2.3. The motivation behind the DiPerna-Lions commutator is the following. Let u ∈ L^1([0, T ]; L^1(R^d ; R^d )) be divergence-free, and f_0 ∈ L^1(R^d ). Let f ∈ L^1 ( [0, T ]; L^1(R^d ; R) ) with uf ∈ L^1_t L^1_x be a solution to (TE) along u with initial datum f_0. Then f ∗ ρ_δ solves the classical PDE ( ∂ ∂t + u · ∇ ) (f ∗ ρ_δ) = r_δ(u, f). As an immediate corollary of Theorem 1.2 on the decay of r_δ(u, f) we have

Corollary 2.4 (DiPerna-Lions [8]). Let u ∈ L^1([0, T ]; W^{1,p}(R^d ; R^d )) be divergence-free for some p ∈ [1, ∞], and f_0 ∈ L^{p∗} (R^d ) where^1_p +^1_{p∗} = 1. Then there exists a unique f ∈ L^∞_t L^{p∗}_x such that f is a solution to (TE) along u with initial datum f_0.

One of the main results of our paper is a quantitative version of Theorem 1.2. More precisely, we define the homogenous Besov space Ḃ^0_{p,q}(R^d ) as the Schwartz distributions S^′(R^d ) for which the following homogenous Besov norm is finite,

‖f‖_{Ḃ0p,q (Rd)} = (_∞ ∑ n=−∞ ‖ψ_n ∗ f‖^q_{Lp(Rd)} ) 1_q , where ψ_n ∈ C^∞(R^d ) is a Littlewood-Paley decomposition, given by the Fourier transform

ψ̂_n(ξ) = φ(2^{−n}ξ),

for a fixed choice of φ ∈ C^∞_c (R^d ) satisfying supp φ = {ξ :^1_2 ≤ |ξ| ≤ 2}, φ(ξ) > 0 if^1_2 < |ξ| < 2, and ∑_∞ n=−∞ φ(2 −nξ) = 1 for ξ ≠ 0, as in [4].

Recall the continuous embedding L^p(R^d ) → Ḃ^0_{p,max(p,2)}(R^d ) for all 1 < p < ∞, see [3]. We prove the following uniform decay rate of the DiPerna-Lions commutator.

Theorem 2.5. Let p, p^′, q, r ∈ [1, ∞] with^1_p +^1_{p′} =^1_r .

Let ∇u ∈ L^p(R^d ; R^d ) ∩ Ḃ^0_{p,q}(R^d ; R^d ) be divergence-free, and f ∈ L^{p′} (R^d ) ∩ Ḃ^0_p′_{,q}(R^d ), then (�_∞ 0 ‖r_δ(u, f)‖^q_Lr dδ δ ) 1_q ≤ C ( ‖∇u‖_{Ḃ0p,q} ‖f‖_{Lp}′ + ‖∇u‖_Lp ‖f‖_Ḃ0_{p′,q} ) , for some constant C > 0 depending only on the dimension d, and the following norm of the mollifier ‖ ‖(1 + |x|2)∇ρ ‖ ‖_{L1} + ‖ ‖|x|∇2ρ ‖ ‖_{L1} .

By the continuous embedding L^p(R^d ) → Ḃ^0_{p,max(p,2)}(R^d ) for all 1 < p < ∞, and Minkowski’s integral inequality we have the following simple corollary.

Corollary 2.6. Let u ∈ L^1([0, T ]; W^{1,p}(R^d ; R^d )) be divergence-free. Let f ∈ L^∞([0, T ]; L^{p′} (R^d )) with^1_r =^1_p +^1_{p′} ≤ 1. If p, p^′ < ∞, then (�_∞ 0 ‖r_δ(u, f)‖^{max(p,p′)} L^1_t L^r_x dδ δ ) 1_{max(p,p′)} ≤ C ‖∇u‖_L1_{t L}p_x ‖f‖_{L∞t Lp}′_x , for some constant C > 0 depending only on p, p^′, the dimension d, and the following norm of the mollifier ‖ (1 + |x|^2)∇ρ ‖ L^1 + ‖ |x|∇^2ρ ‖ L^1 .

Next, we give an example showing that the results of the previous theorem are optimal in the case p = p^′ = 2.

Proposition 2.7. Let u ∈ C^∞(R^2 ; R^2 ) be the linear shear

u(x, t) = (x_2, 0) ∈ R^2 .

For any compactly supported mollifier ρ ∈ C^∞_c (R^2 ), then both

lim inf δ→0 ( sup_{|f|≤ϕ} ‖r_δ(u, f)‖_L1_{(R}d_) ) > 0, and inf_{q∈[1,2)}

(�_1 0 ‖ r_δ(u, f̄) ‖_q L^1(R^d) dδ δ )^1_q = ∞, where f̄ ∈ L^p(R^2 ) for all p ∈ [1, ∞) and is supported on |x| ≤ 1, and for any cutoff ϕ ∈ C^∞_c (R^2 ) with ϕ(x) = 1 whenever |x| ≤ 1.

Finally, the next theorem gives the control on the DiPerna-Lions commutator that transfers to exponential mixing bounds.

Theorem 2.8. Let 1 < p, p^′ ≤ ∞, and 1 ≤ r < ∞ with^1_r =^1_p +^1_{p′} .

Let u ∈ W^{1,p}(R^d ) be divergence-free, and f ∈ L^{p′} (R^d ), then for any 0 < a < b, ‖ ‖ ‖ �_b a r_δ(u, f)(x) dδ δ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lr (Rd )} ≤ C ‖∇u‖L^p ‖f‖L^{p′} , for some constant C depending only on p, p^′, the dimension d, and some high-order norm of the mollifier ρ (and in particular not on a, b).

In particular, this includes any mollifier ρ a Schwartz function.

3 Proofs

Proof of Theorem 2.5. Throughout ≲ will denote less than or equal to up to a constant depending only on the dimension d, and the norm of the mollifier ‖ ‖(1 + |x|2)∇ρ ‖ ‖_{L1} + ‖ ‖|x|∇2ρ ‖ ‖_{L1} , and in particular not on δ ∈ (0, ∞).

We first rewrite r_δ(u, f)(x) = � R^d f(y)(u(x) − u(y)) · ∇ρ_δ(x − y) dy, = � R^d f(x − δh) ( u(x) − u(x − δh) δ ) · ∇ρ(h) dh, and so by testing against ϕ(x) ∈ L^{r∗} (R^d ) we see immediately that ‖r_δ(u, f)‖_Lr ≲ 1 δ ‖f‖_{Lp}′ ‖u‖_Lp . (5) Next, we consider the following approximation r_δ(u, f)(x) − d∑ i,j=1 ∂u_i ∂x_j (x) � R^d f(x − δh)h_j ∂ρ ∂h_i dh

= � R^d f(x − δh) d∑ i=1 u^i(x) − u^i(x − δh) δ − d∑ j=1 h_j ∂u_i ∂x_j (x) ∂ρ ∂h_i dh

= �_1 0 � R^d f(x − δh) d∑ i,j=1 ( h_j ∂u_i ∂x_j (x − tδh) − h_j ∂u_i ∂x_j (x) ) ∂ρ ∂h_i dh dt

= �_1 0 �_1 0 � R^d f(x − δh) d∑ i,j,k=1 ( −tδh_j h_k ∂^2u_i ∂x_j ∂x_k (x − stδh) ) ∂ρ ∂h_i dh dt ds,

and so by testing against ϕ(x) ∈ L^{r∗} (R^d ) we have ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ r_δ(u, f) − d∑ i,j=1 ∂u_i ∂x_j � R^d f(x − δh)h_j ∂ρ ∂h_i dh ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lr} ≲ δ ‖f‖_{Lp}′ ‖ ‖∇^2u ‖ ‖_{Lp} . (6)

Now notice, since ∇ · u = 0, d∑ i,j=1 ∂u_i ∂x_j (x) � R^d f(x − δh)h_j ∂ρ ∂h_i dh = d∑ i,j=1 ∂u_i ∂x_j (x) � R^d f(x − δh) ∂(h_j ρ) ∂h_i dh

= d∑ i,j=1 ∂u_i ∂x_j (x) � R^d δ ∂f ∂x_i (x − δh)h_j ρ dh,

and so by testing against ϕ(x) ∈ L^{r∗} (R^d ) we have the bound ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ d∑ i,j=1 ∂u_i ∂x_j � R^d f(x − δh)h_j ∂ρ ∂h_i dh ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lr} ≲ δ ‖∇u‖_Lp ‖∇f‖_Lp′ . (7)

Finally, assume f = −Δg for some g ∈ W^{1,p′} (R^d ), then d∑ i,j=1 ∂u_i ∂x_j � R^d f(x − δh) ∂(h_j ρ) ∂h_i dh = d∑ i,j,k=1 ∂u_i ∂x_j � R^d ∂^2g ∂x_k∂x_k (x − δh) ∂(h_j ρ) ∂h_i dh

= d∑ i,j,k=1 ∂u_i ∂x_j � R^d − 1 δ ∂ ∂h_k ∂g ∂x_k (x − δh) ∂(h_j ρ) ∂h_i dh

= d∑ i,j,k=1 ∂u_i ∂x_j � R^d 1 δ ∂g ∂x_k (x − δh) ∂^2(h_j ρ) ∂h_k∂h_i dh, and so ‖ ‖ ‖ ∂u^i ∂x_j � R^d f(x − δh)h_j ∂ρ ∂h_i dh ‖ ‖ L^r ≲ 1 δ ‖∇u‖_Lp ‖ ‖∇(−Δ)^{−1}f ‖ ‖_{Lp′} . (8) Putting eqs. (5) to (8) together gives, for any ū ∈ W^{2,p}, f̄ ∈ W^{1,p′} such that (−Δ)^{−1}(f − f̄) ∈ W^{1,p′} , ‖r_δ(u, f)‖_Lr ≤ ‖r_δ(u − ū, f)‖_Lr + ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ r_δ(ū, f) − d∑ i,j=1 ∂ū_i ∂x_j � R^d f(x − δh)h_j ∂ρ ∂h_i dh ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lr} + ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ d∑ i,j=1 ∂ū_i ∂x_j � R^d (f − f̄)(x − δh)h_j ∂ρ ∂h_i dh ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lr} + ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ d∑ i,j=1 ∂ū_i ∂x_j � R^d f̄(x − δh)h_j ∂ρ ∂h_i dh ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lr} ≲ ‖f‖_{Lp}′ ( 1 δ ‖u − ū‖_Lp + δ ‖ ‖∇^2ū ‖ ‖_{Lp} )

+ ‖∇ū‖_Lp ( 1 δ ‖ ‖∇(−Δ)^{−1}(f − f̄) ‖ ‖_{Lp′} + δ ‖ ‖∇f̄ ‖ ‖_{Lp′} ) . (9)

We now need some standard real interpolation inequalities. For this we recall the definition of Ḃs_{p,q} as the Schwartz distributions S′(Rd ) such that the following norm is finite,

‖f‖_{Ḃsp,q} = (_∞ ∑ n=−∞ 2^{ns} ‖ψ_n ∗ f‖^q_Lp ) 1_q .

By Theorem 6.4.5 page 152 of [4] the homogeneous Besov spaces Ḃ^1_{p,q}, Ḃ^0_p′_{,q} are the real interpolation spaces between the spaces

(Ḃ^0_{p,1}, Ḃ^2_{p,1}) 1_{2 ,q} and (Ḃ^{−1}_{p′,1}, Ḃ^1_p′_{,1}) 1_{2 ,q},

respectively. Thus it is standard that using the Lions-Peetre K-function method [11], we have the following characterisation of the norms ‖·‖_{Ḃ1p,q} and ‖·‖_Ḃ0_{p′,q} . Defining

|f|_{Ḃ1p,q} = �_{+∞} 0 ( inf_{f̄∈Ḃ}2_{p,1,f−f̄∈Ḃ}0_{p,1} (‖ ‖f − f̄ ‖ ‖_{Ḃ0p,1} + t ‖ ‖f̄ ‖ ‖_{Ḃ2p,1} ))_q t^q2 dt t 1 q ,

|f|_Ḃ0_{p′,q} = �_{+∞} 0

( inf_{f̄∈Ḃ}1_{p′,1,f−f̄∈Ḃ}−1_{p′,1} (‖ ‖f − f̄ ‖ ‖_{Ḃ−1p′,1} + t ‖ ‖f̄ ‖ ‖_{Ḃ1p′,1} ))_q

t^q2 dt t

1 q ,

there exists a universal constant C, independent of p, q ∈ [1, ∞], such that 1 C ‖f‖_{Ḃ1p,q} ≤ |f|_{Ḃ1p,q} ≤ C ‖f‖_{Ḃ1p,q} and 1 C ‖f‖_Ḃ0_{p′,q} ≤ |f|_Ḃ0_{p′,q} ≤ C ‖f‖_Ḃ0_{p′,q} .

Thus there exists some choice of such ū_δ, f̄_δ for each δ ∈ (0, ∞) so that (�_∞ 0 ( 1 δ ‖u − ū_δ‖_Ḃ0_{p,1} + δ ‖ū_δ‖_Ḃ2_{p,1} )_q dδ δ ) 1_q ≲ ‖u‖_{Ḃ1p,q} , (�_∞ 0 ( 1 δ ‖ ‖f − f̄_δ ‖ ‖_{Ḃ−1p′,1} + δ ‖ ‖f̄_δ ‖ ‖_{Ḃ1p′,1} )_q dδ δ ) 1_q ≲ ‖f‖_Ḃ0_{p′,q} , for all q ∈ [1, ∞]. Moreover, ū_δ ∈ Ḃ^2_{p,1} may always be chosen of the form

ū_δ = K_δ∑

n=−∞ ψ_n ∗ u, for some K_δ ∈ Z, see [4], and so in addition we have the bound ‖∇ū_δ‖_Lp ≲ ‖∇u‖_Lp independent of δ. In light of this, we may apply (9) for each δ ∈ (0, ∞) to give the result as follows (�_∞ 0 ‖r_δ(u, f)‖^q_Lr dδ δ ) 1_q

≲ (�_∞ 0 ( ‖f‖_Lp′ ( 1 δ ‖u − ū_δ‖_Lp + δ ‖ ‖∇^2ū_δ ‖ ‖_{Lp} ))_q dδ δ ) 1_q

+ (�_∞ 0 ( ‖∇ū_δ‖_Lp ( 1 δ ‖ ‖∇(−Δ)^{−1}(f − f̄_δ) ‖ ‖_{Lp′} + δ ‖ ‖∇f̄_δ ‖ ‖_{Lp′} ))_q dδ δ ) 1_q

≲ ‖f‖_{Lp}′ (�_∞ 0 ( 1 δ ‖u − ū_δ‖_Ḃ0_{p,1} + δ ‖ū_δ‖_Ḃ2_{p,1} )_q dδ δ ) 1_q

+ ‖∇u‖_Lp (�_∞ 0 ( 1 δ ‖ ‖f − f̄_δ ‖ ‖_{Ḃ−1p′,1} + δ ‖ ‖f̄_δ ‖ ‖_{Ḃ1p′,1} )_q dδ δ ) 1_q

≲ ‖f‖_{Lp}′ ‖u‖_{Ḃ1p,q} + ‖∇u‖_Lp ‖f‖_Ḃ0_{p′,q} , where we have used by Theorem 6.2.4 page 142 of [4] that we have the continuous embedding say Ḃ0_{p,1} → Lp and we conclude the proof by ‖u‖_{Ḃ1p,q} ≲ ‖∇u‖_{Ḃ0p,q} .

Proof of Proposition 2.7. For any f ∈ L^1(R^2 ), r_δ(u, f)(x) = � R^2

f(y)(x_2 − y_2) ∂ρ_δ ∂x_1 (x − y) dy = � R^2 f(x − h) ∂(h_2ρ_δ) ∂h_1 (h) dh, = f ∗ K_δ, where K_δ(x) = δ^{−2}K(δ^{−1}x) and K(x) =^{∂(x2ρ)}_{∂x1} (x).

In particular, the Fourier transforms of K_δ and K are given by K̂_δ(ξ) = K̂(δξ), K̂(ξ) = −ξ_1 ∂ρ̂ ∂ξ_2 .

For now consider any f ∈ S^′(R^2 ) a Schwartz distribution. Then f ∗K_δ will coincide with r_δ(u, f) if in addition f ∈ L^1(R^2 ).

To prove the first statement of the theorem we take the harmonic f(x) = e^{iδ−1ξ̄·x} for some ξ̄ ∈ R^2 such that |K̂(ξ̄)| > 0, which exists since ρ ∈ L^1(R^2 ) with � R^2 ρ dx = 1. Then f ∗ Kδ = e iδ^{−1}ξ̄·xK̂(ξ̄). We now cutoff f so that it lies in L^1(R^d ). Let the mollifier ρ be supported on |x| ≤ R, then ρ_δ is supported on |x| ≤ δR. Taking a compactly supported cutoff ϕ(x) with ϕ(x) = 1 on |x| ≤ 1, then r_δ(u, ϕf) = f ∗ K_δ whenever |x| ≤ 1 − δR. Therefore, for all δ ≤^1_{2R} , ‖r_δ(u, ϕf)‖_L1 ≥ |K̂(ξ̄)| as required.

Note that currently ϕf is complex valued, but by taking either the real, or imaginary part, a similar non-zero bound must hold.

To prove the second statement of the theorem, pick ξ̄ ∈ R^2 with |ξ̄| = 1, and in addition some 0 < c_1 < c_2 < 2c_1, such that inf_{δ∈[c1,c2]} |K̂(δξ̄)| = ϵ > 0, noting that K̂(ξ) is continuous if we assume in addition x_2ρ(x) ∈ L^1(R^2 ).

Let f ∈ S^′(R^2 ) be of the form f(x) = ∑_∞ n=1 a_ne^{iδ−1n ξ̄·x} for some a_n ∈ [0, 1] and δ_n ∈ (0, ∞).

Now, | |e^{iδ−1n ξ̄·x} ∗ Kδ | | = | | |K̂ ( δ δ_n ξ̄ )| | ≤ min { δ δ_n ‖ ‖ ∂ρ̂ ∂ξ_2 ‖ ‖ L^∞ , δ_n δ ‖ ‖|ξ|^2 ∂ρ̂ ∂ξ_2 ‖ ‖ L^∞ }

≤ C min { δ δ_n , δ_n δ } . Now let δ_n = 2^{−n2} . Then for^δ_{δn} ∈ [c_1, c_2] ⊂ [c_1, 2c_1], |f ∗ K_δ| ≥ a_n | |K̂ ( δ δ_n ξ̄ )| | − C ∑ 1≤m≤n−1 |a_m| c_12^{−n2} 2^{−m2} − C ∞∑ m=n+1 |a_m| 2^{−m2} c_22^{−n2} ≥ a_n | | | K̂ ( δ δ_n ξ̄ )| | | − c^1C2^{2−2n} − c^{−1}2 C2^{−2n}

≥ a_nϵ − C(c_1 + c^{−1}_2 )4^{1−n}.

Therefore, for any q ∈ [1, 2), �_{2δnc1} δ_nc_1 (� [−^1_2 ,^1_2 ]^2 |f ∗ K_δ|(x) dx )_q dδ δ ≥ ( 1 2 a^q_nϵ^q − (C(c_1 + c^{−1}_2 )4^{1−n})^q ) log ( c_2 c_1 ) , and so, for N ∈ N such that 2δ_N c_1 ≤ 1,

�_1 0 (� [−^1_2 ,^1_2 ]^2 |f ∗ K_δ|(x) dx )_q dδ δ ≥ 1 2 log ( c_2 c_1 ) ϵ^q ∞∑ n=N a^q_n − C^q(c_1 + c^{−1}_2 )^q 1 − 4^{−q} log ( c_2 c_1 ) .

Now, choose {a_n}^∞_{n=1} so that ∑_∞ n=N a^q_n = ∞ but ∑_∞ n=N a^2_n < ∞. Then f ∈ Ḃ^0_{p,2}([−^1_2 ,^1_2 ]^2) for all p ∈ [1, ∞) (noting that f is periodic with period 1, and each e^{iδ−1n ξ̄·x} lies in a different Littlewood- Paley block). By the embedding Ḃ^0_{p,2} → L^p whenever p ∈ [2, ∞) we have that f ∈ L^p([−^1_2 ,^1_2 ]^2) for all p ∈ [1, ∞).

We now cutoff f so that it lies in L^1(R^d ). Let the mollifier ρ be supported on |x| ≤ R, then ρ_δ is supported on |x| ≤ δR. Taking a compactly supported cutoff ϕ(x) with ϕ(x) = 1 on |x| ≤^3_4 and ϕ(x) = 0 on |x| ≥ 1, then ϕf ∈ L^p(R^2 ) for all p ∈ [1, ∞), and r_δ(u, ϕf)(x) = f ∗ K_δ provided that |x| ≤^3_4 − δR. Therefore, �_1 0 ‖r_δ(u, fϕ)‖^q_{L1} dδ δ = ∞. Note that ϕf above is complex valued, but then for either the real, or imaginary part, the above integral must also be infinite.

Proof of Theorem 2.8. Throughout ≲ will denote less than or equal to up to a constant depending only on p, p^′, the dimension d, and the mollifier ρ (and in particular not on a, b).

Now, as before we write r_δ(u, f)(x) = � R^d f(x − h)(u(x) − u(x − h)) · ∇ρ_δ(h) dy = � R^d f(x − h) d∑ i,j=1 (�_1 0 h_j ∂u_i ∂x_j (x − th) dt ) ∂ρ_δ ∂h_i (h) dh.

Recalling that ρ_δ(h) = δ^{−d}ρ (_h δ ) , for any 0 < a < b we have

�_b a r_δ(u, f)(x) dδ δ = � R^d f(x − h) d∑ i,j=1 (�_1 0 h_j ∂u_i ∂x_j (x − th) dt ) (�_b a ∂ρ ∂h_i ( h δ ) dδ δ^{d+2} ) dh.

Using that ∇ · u = 0 we may rewrite this as �_b a r_δ(u, f)(x) dδ δ = � R^d f(x − h) d∑ i,j=1 (�_1 0 ∂u_i ∂x_j (x − th) dt ) (�_b a ∂(h_j ρ) ∂h_i ( h δ ) dδ δ^{d+1} ) dh

= � R^d f(x − h) d∑ i,j=1 (�_1 0 ∂u_i ∂x_j (x − th) dt ) K_{i,j}(h) dh, (10)

where K_{i,j}(x) = �_b a ∂(x_j ρ) ∂x_i (x δ ) dδ δ^{d+1} .

In particular, we have the following Calderon-Zygmund estimates on K_{i,j} |K_{i,j} (x)| ≤ ‖ ‖ ‖(1 + |x|^{d+1}) ∂(x_j ρ) ∂x_i ‖ ‖ ‖_{L∞} (�_∞ |x| δ^{−d−1}dδ + �_{|x|} 0 |x|^{−d−1}dδ )

≲ |x|^{−d}, | | | ∂K_{i,j} ∂x_k (x) | | | = | | | �_b a ∂^2(x_j ρ) ∂x_k∂x_i (x δ ) dδ δ^{d+2} | | | ≤ ‖ ‖(1 + |x|^{d+2})∂^2(x^jρ) ∂x_k∂x_i ‖ ‖ L^∞ (�_∞ |x| δ^{−d−2}dδ + �_{|x|} 0 |x|^{−d−2}dδ )

≲ |x|^{−d−1}, |K̂_{i,j} (ξ)| = | | | � R^d e^{iξ·x} �_b a ∂(x_j ρ) ∂x_i (x δ ) dδ δ^{d+1} dx | | | = | | | �_b a (� R^d e^{iδξ·h} ∂(x_j ρ) ∂x_i (h) dh ) dδ δ | | | = | | | �_b a −iδξ_i ∂ρ̂ ∂ξ_j (δξ) dδ δ | | | ≤ �_∞ 0 |ξ_i| | | | ∂ρ̂ ∂ξ_j | | | (δξ) dδ ≤ ‖ ‖ ‖(1 + |ξ^i|^2) ∂ρ̂ ∂ξ_j ‖ ‖ ‖_{L∞} (�_{|ξi|−1} 0 |ξ_i| dδ + �_∞ |ξ_i|^{−1} |ξ_i|^{−1}δ^{−2} dδ )

≲ 1, where in particular none of the bounds depend on a, b.

The result then follows by applying Theorem 1.1 in [12] to (10).

Acknowledgements

Lucas Huysmans acknowledges support from the UK Engineering and Physical Sciences Research Council (EPSRC) under grant numbers EP/T517847/1 and EP/V52024X/1. Ayman R. Said acknowledges funding from the UKRI grant SWAT.

References

[1] Luigi Ambrosio, Transport equation and Cauchy problem for BV vector fields, Invent. Math. 158 (2004), no. 2, 227–260. MR2096794

[2] Luigi Ambrosio and Gianluca Crippa, Continuity equations and ODE flows with non-smooth velocity, Proc. Roy.

Soc. Edinburgh Sect. A 144 (2014), no. 6, 1191–1244. MR3283066

[3] Hajer Bahouri, Jean-Yves Chemin, and Raphaël Danchin, Fourier Analysis and Nonlinear Partial Differential Equations, Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften [Fundamental Principles of Mathematical Sciences], vol. 343, Springer, Heidelberg, 2011. MR2768550

[4] Jöran Bergh and Jörgen Löfström, Interpolation spaces. An introduction, Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften, vol. No. 223, Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1976. MR482275

[5] Alberto Bressan, A lemma and a conjecture on the cost of rearrangements, Rend. Sem. Mat. Univ. Padova 110 (2003), 97–102. MR2033002

[6] Elia Brué, Private communication (2024).

[7] Gianluca Crippa and Camillo De Lellis, Estimates and regularity results for the DiPerna-Lions flow, J. Reine Angew. Math. 616 (2008), 15–46. MR2369485 [8] R. J. DiPerna and P.-L. Lions, Ordinary differential equations, transport theory and Sobolev spaces, Invent. Math.

98 (1989), no. 3, 511–547. MR1022305 [9] Mahir Hadžić, Andreas Seeger, Charles K. Smart, and Brian Street, Singular integrals and a problem on mixing flows, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré C Anal. Non Linéaire 35 (2018), no. 4, 921–943. MR3795021 [10] Flavien Léger, A new approach to bounds on mixing, Math. Models Methods Appl. Sci. 28 (2018), no. 5, 829–849.

MR3799259 [11] J.-L. Lions and J. Peetre, Sur une classe d’espaces d’interpolation, Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. 19 (1964), 5–68. MR165343 [12] Andreas Seeger, Charles K. Smart, and Brian Street, Multilinear singular integral forms of Christ-Journé type, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 257 (2019), no. 1231, v+134. MR3897981