arXiv:2403.08279v1 [math.AP] 13 Mar 2024

On the conservation laws and the structure of the nonlinearity for SQG and its generalizations

Philip Isett^∗, Andrew Ma^†

Abstract

Using a new definition for the nonlinear term, we prove that all weak solutions to the SQG equation (and mSQG) conserve the angular momentum. This result is new for the weak solutions of [Resnick, ’95] and rules out the possibility of anomalous dissipation of angular momentum. We also prove conservation of the Hamiltonian under conjecturally optimal assumptions, sharpening a wellknown criterion of [Cheskidov-Constantin-Friedlander-Shvydkoy, ’08]. Moreover, we show that our new estimate for the nonlinearity is optimal and that it characterizes the mSQG nonlinearity uniquely among active scalar nonlinearities with a scaling symmetry.

Contents

1 Introduction 2 1.1 Organization of the paper . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8 1.2 Definitions of basic function spaces . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8

2 Hamiltonian conservation: The test function step 8

3 The test function step in Euclidean space 11

4 Conservation of the Hamiltonian 13 4.1 Hamiltonian conservation in the Euclidean case . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16

5 Deriving the bilinear form 16

6 Defining the nonlinearity 18 6.1 The nonperiodic case . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21 6.2 Remark on generalized estimates of this type . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21

7 Continuous extension of the operator 22 7.1 Extension to Ẇ^{2,∞}: Definition, boundedness and uniqueness . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22 7.2 Continuity property of the extended operator . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23 7.3 On the optimal constant of the extension . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24 7.4 Special properties and conservation laws of mSQG . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24

8 Sharpness of the estimate on the nonlinearity 26

∗Department of Mathematics, Caltech. †ASUS Robotics and AI Center.

9 Uniqueness of the main estimate for the mSQG multiplier 29 9.1 Reducing to the case of a smooth multiplier . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29 9.2 The case of an odd multiplier . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30 9.3 The case of an incompressible velocity field with even multiplier . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33 9.4 The case of a more general even multiplier . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34

A Homogeneous function spaces 36 A.1 The space Ẇ^{2,∞} . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 36 A.2 The space Ḣ^s . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 37

1 Introduction

Many important models in fluid dynamics are active scalar equations, which in general have the form ∂_tθ + T^ℓθ∇_ℓθ = 0, ^T^ℓθ(ξ) = m^ℓ(ξ)θ̂(ξ), where the velocity field advecting the scalar is given by a Fourier multiplier applied to the scalar, and the summation convention is used to indicate a sum over repeated indices. Of primary interest to this paper are the SQG equation (T^ℓ = −ϵ^{ℓa}∇_a(−Δ)^{−1/2}), the 2D Euler equation in vorticity form (T^ℓ = ϵ^{ℓa}∇_aΔ^{−1}), and the mSQG family, which interpolates between the two T^ℓ = −ϵ^{ℓa}∇_a(−Δ)^{−1+δ}, δ ≥ 0. Here ϵ^{ℓa} is the Levi-Civita symbol, which is characterized by ϵ^{jℓ} = −ϵ^{ℓj} , ϵ^{12} = 1. This family of equations has been studied from the point of view of existence of weak solutions [39, 34] well-posedness or ill-posedness of the equation and patch dynamics [5, 44, 10, 12, 30, 45], constructing invariant measures [36], constructing global solutions [11, 22], constructing blow up of patch solutions [31], and for applications in a geophysical context (see [9, 37, 40, 41] and the references therein). When we consider more general equations, we will assume that the multiplier m is smooth away from the origin in ^R^n unless otherwise stated, and that it has real-symmetry m(−ξ) = m(ξ) so that T^ℓθ is real-valued whenever θ is.

Fundamental to studying these equations are the conservation laws that are satisfied by the solutions. When the velocity field is incompressible, which is equivalent to the multiplier being angular (m(ξ) · ξ = 0), sufficiently regular solutions conserve all L^p norms as the measure of the set {x : a ≤ θ(x) ≤ b} remains invariant under the evolution of the equation for any a, b ∈ R. For sufficient conditions for L^2 norm conservation for mSQG we refer to [43].

Of equal importance is the Hamiltonian of the flow, which exists in 2 dimensions when the multiplier is angular and odd. For the mSQG equations, the Hamiltonian is given up to a constant by H(t) = ∫ |Λ^{−1+δ}θ(t, x)|^2dx, (1) where Λ is the Fourier multiplier Λ = √ −Δ. (For a more general angular and odd multiplier m, the Hamiltonian exists but may not be coercive; see [29] for a definition.) Note that the Hamiltonian is well-defined for solutions that are square integrable in time taking values in the Sobolev space Ḣ^{−1+δ} (i.e. θ is of class L^2_t Ḣ^{−1+δ} ), which, as we shall soon elaborate, is the lowest regularity in which the nonlinearity in the equation is well-defined.

Finally, solutions to the mSQG equations with sufficient regularity and decay conserve the mean, impulse and angular momentum defined by M(t) = ∫ θ(t, x)dx mean , ⃗I(t) = ∫ R^2 x θ(t, x)dx impulse , A(t) = ∫ R^2 |x|^2θ(t, x)dx angular momentum (2)

The first theorem we present concerns the conservation of these last three quantities. We state a more precise version of this result in Theorem 7 below.

Theorem 1. Every weak solution to the mSQG equation (0 ≤ δ ≤ 1/2) (of class L^2_t Ḣ^{−1+δ}(I × R^2 )) conserves the mean, impulse and angular momentum (defined in a generalized sense).

There appears to be no precedent for this type of criterion for angular momentum conservation in the literature, and the proof is quite different from the better-studied conservation of energy. The result is new for the SQG equation, and in particular applies to the weak solutions constructed by Resnick [39] and Marchand [34].

Since L^2_t Ḣ^{−1+δ} is the lowest regularity in which the nonlinearity is defined (as we will elaborate later), this result implies that there are no weak solutions that violate conservation of the mean, impulse or angular momentum among any class that can presently be defined. Thus, in contrast to the situation for the Hamiltonian, anomalous dissipation of angular momentum is not possible.

Our next main theorem concerns the optimal regularity under which one can show the Hamiltonian is conserved. We refer to Section 1.2 below for the definition of the Besov space.

Theorem 2 (Onsager singularity theorem). Let 0 ≤ δ < 1/2 and let θ be a weak solution to mSQG of class L^3_t Ḣ^{−1+δ} with Λ^{−1+δ}θ of class L^3_t Ḃ^{(1+δ)/3}_{3,c(N)} on either T^2 or on R^2 . Then the Hamiltonian H(t) is almost everywhere constant in time. In particular, θ ∈ L^∞_t Ḣ^{−1+δ}. Furthermore, the same conservation law holds true in the case of SQG (δ = 1/2) if we assume θ ∈ L^3_{t,x} ∩ L^3_t Ḣ^{−1/2}.

The problem of establishing criteria for energy conservation and other conservation laws under optimal hypotheses has attracted a large amount of attention since the basic results of [17, 8]. The literature is now too vast to survey here, but we note the results [16, 7, 27, 2, 18, 14, 15, 42, 13], which pertain specifically to the Euler equations. The paper [7] by Cheskidov, Constantin, Friedlander and Shvydkoy establishes energy conservation in the incompressible Euler equations for velocity fields of class L^∞_t L^2_x ∩ L^3_t B^{1/3}_{3,c(N)}. Our theorem expresses a slightly sharper result, as we assume only L^3_t L^2_x ∩

L^3_t Ḃ^{1/3}_{3,c(N)} control of the velocity field (which satisfies ‖v‖_L2 ≈ ‖Λ^{−1}θ‖_L2 ), while the L^∞_t L^2_x regularity of the velocity field is a conclusion that follows from the conservation of energy. This improvement is obtained by a more careful study of what we call the “test function step” in the proof.

Our results are conjecturally sharp and our approach is novel in that Theorem 2 is the first proof of energy conservation at the critical regularity that proceeds at the level of the vorticity equation. In this way, we obtain a proof of energy conservation that unifies both the 2D Euler and SQG equations. Previously, Hamiltonian conservation for SQG solutions in L^3_{t,x} in a periodic domain was proven in [29]. By the recent solution of the 2D Onsager conjecture in [19], the regularity exponent 1/3 in the 2D Euler result is sharp, and by the generalized Onsager conjecture (see e.g. [32, 4]), the assumption on the regularity is expected by analogy to be sharp for the full range 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1/2. The best known results on constructing solutions to SQG that violate Hamiltonian conservation are obtained in [3, 26]; see also [33] for the mSQG generalization.

In forthcoming work by the first author and S. Looi, which builds on the methods of the present paper, the full Onsager conjecture for Hamiltonian conservation in the SQG equation will be solved [25]. This proof constructs solutions to SQG that fail to conserve the Hamiltonian with any regularity (−Δ)^{−1/4}θ ∈ C_tC^{1/2−ϵ}_x , and in particular uses the double divergence form of the nonlinearity first obtained in the present work. We also remark that Theorem 2 and its proof extend in a straightforward way to prove Hamiltonian conservation under the same assumptions for any active scalar equation whose multiplier m is odd, angular and degree −1 + 2δ homogeneous, 0 < δ ≤ 1/2.

Theorem 2 is the first to prove Hamiltonian conservation for mSQG in the range 0 < δ < 1/2, which encounters new analytical difficulties. Namely, although there is a simple proof of energy conservation available for Euler (δ = 0) and also a short, rather different proof of Hamiltonian conservation for SQG

(δ = 1/2), such a direct approach for the mSQG family (0 < δ < 1/2) does not seem to be available. Part of the difficulty is to take advantage of the special cancellations in the nonlinearity that allow the nonlinear term to be defined when the solution has negative regularity.

In fact, when the multiplier is odd and homogeneous, the nonlinearity satisfies the following bound.

Theorem 3. Let m be odd and degree −1+2δ homogeneous, δ > 0. Then there is a constant depending on m such that | | | ∫ ϕ(x)∇_ℓ[T^ℓ[θ]θ]dx | | | ≲_m ‖∇^2ϕ‖_{L∞} ‖θ‖^2_{Ḣ−1+δ} (3) for all ϕ ∈ S(R^d ) in the Schwartz class and for all

θ ∈ S_0(R^d ) := { f ∈ S(R^d ) : supp f̂ is a compact subset of ^R^d \ {0} }

The same result holds also on T^d, where we consider ϕ and θ ∈ C^∞(T^d).

Theorem 3 gives a new way of defining the nonlinearity in the active scalar equation for solutions of class θ ∈ L^2_t Ḣ^{−1+δ} (see equation (5) below). This ability to formulate the nonlinearity in a weak function space is crucial to the proof of existence of weak solutions [39, 34] to the SQG equation by compactness methods. Note that by scaling considerations (counting derivatives), if we restrict to θ ∈ Ḣ^{−1+δ} , we cannot expect to use fewer than 2 derivatives in L^∞ for the norm on the test function ϕ. The method of proof also applies to a large class of more general nonlinearities with similar structure (see e.g. Section 6.2).

The standard approach to approaching an estimate such as in Theorem 3 would be based on the theory of Calderón commutators. That is, because the operator T is anti-symmetric, we can rewrite the nonlinearity in a commutator form ∫ ∇_ℓϕT^ℓθ θdx = − ∫ [T^ℓ, ∇_ℓϕ]θdx − ∫ ∇_ℓϕθT^ℓθdx ∫ ∇_ℓϕT^ℓθ θdx = − 1 2 ∫ [T^ℓ, ∇_ℓϕ]θdx To prove Theorem 3 one then must show that the commutator [T^ℓ, ∇_ℓϕ] has one degree of L^2 smoothing compared to T^ℓ, with a constant depending on the Lipschitz norm of ∇ϕ. Although the previous definitions of weak solution to SQG require control of at least three derivatives of ϕ in their definition (see [34, 6]), we do believe that the machinery of Calderón commutators (e.g. the 1D analysis in [35, Chapter 4]) can be generalized to prove the bound in (3), at least in the case of R^d , but we could not find a reference for this bound.

Our definition of the nonlinearity, however, is independent of the commutator structure, and our method of estimating it extends easily to the periodic setting and to any degree of homogeneity for the multiplier. Moreover, we obtain the following improved estimate in the special case of mSQG.

Theorem 4 (mSQG bound). For any 0 ≤ δ < ∞ and T^ℓ = ϵ^{ℓa}∇_a(−Δ)^{−1+δ} , one has the bound | | | | ∫ ϕ(x)T^ℓθ ∇_ℓθdx | | | | ≲^δ ‖ ˚∇^2ϕ‖_{L∞} ‖θ‖^2_{Ḣ−1+δ} (4)

for all ϕ ∈ S(R^2 ), θ ∈ S_0(R^2 ), where ˚∇^2_{jℓ}ϕ=∇_j ∇_ℓϕ−^1_2 Δϕδ_{jℓ} is the trace-free part of the Hessian of ϕ.

This theorem is easy to prove in the case of 2D Euler (write the nonlinearity as div div v ⊗ v^⊥, v^ℓ = T^ℓθ), but for δ > 0 (in particular for SQG) it apparently requires a more involved analysis.

We show in the following theorem that the norm ‖˚∇^2ϕ‖_L∞ cannot be replaced by any weaker norm.

Theorem 5. Let 0 ≤ δ < ∞. If there exists a bound for the mSQG nonlinearity of the form | | | ∫ ϕ(x)ϵ^{ℓa}∇_a(−Δ)^{−1+δ} θ∇_ℓθdx | | | ≲_δ ‖ϕ‖_X ‖θ‖^2_{Ḣ−1+δ}

for all ϕ ∈ C^∞_c (R^2 ) and θ ∈ S_0(R^2 ) for some semi-norm ‖·‖_X , then we must have ‖˚∇^2ϕ‖_L∞ ≲_δ ‖ϕ‖_X .

Our next theorem shows that the estimate of Theorem 4 completely characterizes the mSQG nonlinearity among active scalar nonlinearities with similar translation and scaling symmetries. This theorem shows that the special estimate of Theorem 4 in terms of the trace-free part of the Hessian is quite delicate and cannot be expected to hold for more general nonlinearities.

Theorem 6 (Characterization of the nonlinearity). Let 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1/2, suppose that m is degree −1 + 2δ homogeneous, not necessarily smooth away from 0, and assume that the bound | | | | ∫ ϕT^ℓ[θ]∇_ℓθdx | | | | ≲ ‖ ˚∇^2ϕ‖_{L∞} ‖θ‖^2_{Ḣ−1+δ} holds for ϕ ∈ C^∞_c and θ ∈ S_0(R^2 ). Then m^ℓ is a constant multiple of the mSQG multiplier.

Along the way to proving Theorem 6 we elaborate how the nonlinearity is not bounded on any Sobolev space rougher than Ḣ^{−1+δ}. The theorem actually applies to the range 0 ≤ δ < ∞ with δ ≠ 1, but our method breaks down in the special case δ = 1 (which is also the case where the mSQG nonlinearity vanishes) and we do not know if the theorem holds in this case, although we are able to make some conclusions about the structure of m for a potential counterexample (in particular the velocity field cannot be incompressible).

The special estimate (4) is intimately tied to the conservation of impulse and angular momentum for the mSQG equation, but is not quite strong enough to prove these conservation laws. Namely, the functions {1, x_1, x_2, |x|^2} that appear in the definitions of mean, impulse and angular momentum (equation (2)) span precisely those functions for which the trace-free part of the Hessian vanishes. It is tempting to try to prove angular momentum conservation by applying the estimate in Theorem 4 to a version of |x|^2 that has been cut off in space. However, the bound in Theorem 4 is not strong enough for this strategy to succeed in proving angular momentum conservation.

Nonetheless, what we will show in Theorem 7 below is that conservation of angular momentum and impulse holds for all weak solutions in L^2_t Ḣ^{−1+δ}, which, as we have noted before, is the lowest regularity in which the nonlinearity makes sense. We now explain the precise formulation.

Upon first sight, the definition of angular momentum seems to require that |x|^2|θ(t)| ∈ L^1 to make sense, but we can actually define this quantity for a much rougher class of data.

Definition 1.1. We say a distribution f ∈ D^′(R^2 ) is in the angular momentum class if it can be written in the form f(x) = A(x) + ∇_j B^j (x) + ∇_j ∇_ℓC^{jℓ}(x) where |x|^2|A| + |x||B| + |C| ∈ L^1(R^2 \ B_R) for some ball B_R around the origin of radius R.

Angular momentum can be defined for any distribution in the angular momentum class as follows.

Definition 1.2. Let f ∈ D^′(R^2 ). We say f has well-defined angular momentum if, for any bump function χ ∈ C^∞_c (R^2 ) that is equal to 1 in a neighborhood of 0, the limit lim_{R→∞} ∫ χ ( x R ) |x|^2f(x)‘dx’ exists and is independent of the choice of χ. Here ‘dx’ means that the integral is interpreted in the sense of distributions.

Generalized impulse can be defined similarly. It is a simple exercise to show that any distribution in the angular momentum class has well-defined angular momentum and impulse^1. (See for example the proof of Lemma 7.1 below.) Our theorem on conservation of impulse and angular momentum is the following.

Theorem 7 (Conservation laws). If 0 ≤ δ < ∞ and θ is an mSQG solution in L^2_t Ḣ^{−1+δ}(I × R^2 ), I an open interval, then for any time t_0 ∈ Ī, θ(t_0) has well-defined angular momentum (impulse) if and only if θ(t) has well-defined angular momentum (impulse) at every time t ∈ I and the angular momentum (impulse) is constant in time. Furthermore, θ(t) belongs to the angular momentum class at a time t_0 ∈ Ī if and only if θ(t) belongs to the angular momentum class at every time t ∈ Ī.

At this point we pause to state precisely our definition of weak solution. We also expound the remark that, much like for other evolution equations, one can define a unique restriction of an mSQG solution to every time slice in its domain in such a way that the family of distributions θ(t) are continuous in t with respect to weak convergence in D^′. To make these remarks we need the definition of the fixed-time nonlinearity from Theorem 3.

Definition 1.3. We introduce the notation B(ψ, θ) to denote the unique extension of the linearquadratic form B(ψ, θ) = ∫ ψT^ℓ[θ]∇_ℓθdx to the space C^∞_c × Ḣ^{−1+δ}, whose existence follows from Theorem 3. We use B(ψ, θ_1, θ_2) to denote the unique trilinear form, symmetric in θ_1, θ_2, such that B(ψ, θ, θ) = B(ψ, θ). Specifically, we define B(ψ, θ) = lim_{n→∞} B(ψ, θ_n) where each θ_n ∈ S_0(R^2 ) and θ_n → θ in Ḣ^{−1+δ}. In terms of this definition, a weak solution to an active scalar equation with odd, angular multiplier is a distribution of class θ ∈ L^2_t Ḣ^{−1+δ}(I × R^2 ) such that for all ϕ(t, x) ∈ C^∞_c one has − ∫ ∂_tϕ(t, x) θ(t, x) ‘dxdt’ + ∫ B(ϕ(t), θ(t))dt = 0, (5) where again we use the single quotes to denote the pairing of a distribution with a test function. The time-integral is well-defined by virtue of the estimate of Theorem 3 and an approximation of θ(t) by simple functions of time taking values in Ḣ^{−1+δ}. We define the restriction of θ to a time slice t_0 ∈ Ī by the equation θ(t_0, x) = θ(t, x) − ∫_t t_0 B(·, θ(s))ds. At first sight the distribution on the right hand

side (call it u) appears to depend on t, but the definition of a weak solution implies that ∂_tu = 0 in the weak sense, so that u can be identified with a unique time-independent distribution on R^2 .

Optimality of the definition With these definitions in hand, the final question we wish to address in this work is: Is our definition of the nonlinearity the best possible definition? To compare different definitions, there are four criteria one can consider:

1. Which definition applies at the lowest possible regularity for θ?

2. Which definition yields the best possible estimate for the nonlinearity?

3. Which definition yields the best possible continuity properties for the nonlinearity?

4. Which definition yields a continuous extension to the largest possible space of test functions?

Regarding the first point, it will be shown in the course of proving Theorem 6 that the nonlinearity does not make sense for θ below Ḣ^{−1+δ} , so that our definition is optimal in this regard. Regarding the second point, Theorem 5 shows that the bound of Theorem 4 is the best possible one. (Recall that in

1In fact, one can also have terms of the form ∇_i∇_j ∇_ℓD^{ijℓ} with |x|^{−1}|D| ∈ L^1(R^2 \ B_R) to have well-defined angular momentum and impulse.

contrast the existing definitions [34, 6] require at least 3 derivatives of the test function.) Regarding points three and four, we have the following theorems on continuous extensions of the nonlinearity.

Our first theorem shows that the test function need not even be C^2 but can be any distribution whose weak-Hessian is bounded. Moreover, the continuity is stronger than what is implied by the boundedness of Theorem 3.

Theorem 8. Let m be odd, angular and degree −1+2δ homogeneous. Let Ẇ^{2,∞} be the (non-Hausdorff) space of distributions with weak Hessian in L^∞. Then there is a unique extension of the linear-quadratic form B(ψ, θ) to Ẇ^{2,∞} × Ḣ^{−1+δ} that satisfies

B(Ψ, Θ) = lim_n B(Ψ_n, Θ_n)

whenever ∇^2Ψ_n converges to ∇^2Ψ in L^∞ weak-*, and Θ_n → Θ strongly in Ḣ^{−1+δ}. The extended linear-quadratic form also satisfies a bound of the form |B(Ψ, Θ)| ≲ ‖∇^2Ψ‖_L∞ ‖Θ‖^2_{Ḣ−1+δ} , (perhaps with a different optimal constant).

We must stress that the continuous extension guaranteed by this theorem does not follow from the bound of Theorem 3 by a simple density argument since test functions are not norm dense in Ẇ^{2,∞}. The content of the theorem is that the nonlinearity has a stronger property that allows continuity in a weaker topology.

For the mSQG nonlinearity there is again an improvement, which is that we can handle any test function whose weak Hessian has bounded trace-free part. We let W̊^{2,∞} denote this non-Hausdorff space of distributions.

Theorem 9. Let m be the mSQG multiplier, 0 ≤ δ < ∞. Let W̊^{2,∞} be the (non-Hausdorff) space of distributions whose weak Hessian has trace-free part in L^∞. Then there is a unique extension of the linear-quadratic form B(ψ, θ) to W̊^{2,∞} × Ḣ^{−1+δ} that satisfies

B(Ψ, Θ) = lim_m lim_n B(Ψ_n, Θ_m) (6)

whenever ψ_n is a sequence in S(R^2 ) converging in S^′(R^2 ) to Ψ, and Θ_m is a sequence in S_0(R^2 ) converging strongly in Ḣ^{−1+δ} to Θ. This extended linear-quadratic form satisfies an estimate of the form |B(Ψ, Θ)| ≲ ‖˚∇^2Ψ‖_L∞ ‖Θ‖^2_{Ḣ−1+δ} , (perhaps with a different optimal constant).

The existence of the inner limit in (6) is immediate, while the existence of the outer limit follows from the boundedness in Theorem 4. We remark that the extended operator has an additional continuity analogous to Theorem 8. namely that B(Ψ_n, Θ_n) → B(Ψ, Θ) if ˚∇^2Ψ_n converges to ˚∇^2Ψ in L^∞ weak-* and Θ_n → Θ in Ḣ^{−1+δ}. However, it is not clear whether this continuity property uniquely characterizes the extension as we do not know whether C^∞_c is sequentially weak-* dense in W̊^{2,∞}.

The statement of Theorem 9 implicitly takes advantage of the following fact^2, which we were motivated by Theorem 9 to discover and believe to be of independent interest: Every distribution whose Hessian has bounded trace free part is a tempered distribution. More precisely, we have the following Theorem

Theorem 10 ([24]). Let Ψ ∈ D^′(R^d ) be a distribution such that the trace free part of the weak Hessian ˚∇2_{jℓ}Ψ = ∇_j ∇_ℓΨ −^1_d ΔΨδ_{jℓ} belongs to L∞. Then Ψ is a tempered distribution. Moreover, Ψ has log-Lipschitz continuous first derivatives and satisfies the growth estimates |Ψ(x)| = O(|x|^2 log |x|), |∇Ψ(x)| = O(|x| log |x|) as |x| → ∞. 2Without this theorem we can state that the nonlinearity extends to test functions in W̊^{2,∞} that are tempered distributions, but Theorem 10 assures that such distributions contain all of W̊^{2,∞}.

These estimates are sharp in view of the example Ψ(x) = |x|^2 log |x|^2 = 2|x|^2 log |x| ∈ W̊^{2,∞}. Two open questions related to this theorem are the following: First, is the space of C^∞_c functions dense in W̊^{2,∞} in the weak-* topology? (If so, the weak-* continuity and boundedness properties would uniquely characterize the continuous extension of the nonlinearity.) Likewise, is the space W̊^{2,∞} complete in the sense of a non-Hausdorff space? That is, given Ψ_n Cauchy in the semi-norm, does there exist Ψ ∈ W̊^{2,∞} that is the (non-unique) limit of Ψ_n? Completeness is true for the space Ẇ^{2,∞} (see the Appendix), but it is not obvious whether completeness holds in W̊^{2,∞}.

We conclude this introduction with the organization of the paper and some basic definitions.

1.1 Organization of the paper

Sections 2, 3 and 4 are devoted to proving the conservation of the Hamiltonian stated in Theorem 2. These sections rely on a divergence form expression that will be a basic tool in proving all of the remaining Theorems of the paper. This tool is developed in Section 5. In Section 6 we derive our new definition of the nonlinearity. We prove Theorem 8 on the continuous extension of the operator in Section 7. The special estimates and continuity properties of Theorems 4 and 9 are obtained by establishing a certain divergence form in Section 7.4. Section 7.4 also establishes the angular momentum conservation stated in Theorems 1 and 7.

Theorem 5 on the sharpness of the mSQG bound is proven in Section 8. Theorem 6, which characterizes the mSQG nonlinearity, is proven in Section 9.

The paper concludes with an Appendix that lays out the important properties of the homogeneous function spaces used in the paper.

Throughout the paper, the results are obtained in both the periodic setting and the nonperiodic setting wherever it makes sense to do so. We have made efforts to clarify which setting we consider at each instance where the presentation switches settings.

Acknowledgments The first author acknowledges the support of a Sloan fellowship and the NSF grant DMS 2055019.

1.2 Definitions of basic function spaces

For X a Banach space of distributions on T^d or R^d , we denote by L^p_t X to be the space of distributions u such that u is strongly measurable in time with values in X and the norm ‖‖u(t)‖_X ‖_Lp is finite.

The Banach space Ḣ^{−1+δ} is defined and its properties are studied in detail in the Appendix. We define Littlewood-Paley projections with the conventions that P_{≤0} has a Fourier multiplier χ̂_{≤0}(ξ) that equals 1 in |ξ| ≤ 1/2 and has compact support in |ξ| ≤ 1. With this convention P_{≤q} has Fourier multiplier χ̂_{≤q} ≡ χ̂_{≤0}(2^{−q}ξ) and we define P_q ≡ P_{≤q+1} − P_{≤q} , which has a Fourier multiplier χ̂_q localized to 2^{q−1} ≤ |ξ| ≤ 2^{q+1}.

We say that a distribution u belongs to the homogeneous Besov space Ḃ^α_{p,c(N)} if there exists a sequence of C^∞_c functions u_n such that ‖u − u_n‖_Ḃα_{p,c(N)} → 0, where ‖u‖_Ḃα_{p,c(N)} = sup_q 2^{αq} ‖P_qu‖_Lp . Distributions in this class inherit properties from test functions such as ‖P_q u‖_Lp = o(2^{−αq} ) as q → ∞.

2 Hamiltonian conservation: The test function step

The first step in the proof of Hamiltonian conservation is to justify multiplying the equation by a test function that is not necessarily smooth with compact support. This step is less technical on the torus as opposed to the full Euclidean space, so we concentrate on the T^2 case first. We explain the additional technicalities for the Euclidean case in Section 3.

Let θ be an mSQG solution with δ ∈ [0, 1/2] fixed and θ ∈ L^3_t Ḣ^{−1+δ} with Λ^{−1+δ}θ ∈ L^3_t B^α_{3,∞} for α ≥ (1 + δ)/3. Note that on the torus the assumption θ ∈ L^3_t Ḣ^{−1+δ} follows from our other assumption on Λ^{−1+δ}θ. Indeed, if Λ^{−1+δ} θ ∈ L^3_t B^α_{3,∞} for α > 0 then θ ∈ L^3_t Ḣ^{−1+δ}_x due to the Littlewood-Paley inequality ‖θ‖^2_{Ḣ−1+δ (T2)} ∼ ∑ q≥0 ‖2^{(−1+δ)q}P_q θ‖^2_L2_{(T}2_) ≲ ∑ q≥0 ( 2^{−αq}‖Λ^{−1+δ}θ‖_Bα_{3,∞(T}2_) )_2 ≲ ‖Λ^{−1+δ}θ‖^2_Bα_{3,∞(T}2_)

We refer to Section 1.2 for the definitions of the operators P_q and the Besov space B^α_{3,∞}.

Define ϕ(t) ∈ C^∞_c (R) to be a radial bump function of unit integral and let ϕ_τ (t) = τ^{−1}ϕ(τ^{−1}t) be a mollifying kernel in time. In addition, let η(t) ∈ C^∞_c (I) be a test function in time. Define the test function ψ_{q̂,τ} := ( η(t) ( P^2_{≤q̂} Λ^{2(−1+δ)}θ ) τ ) τ ∈ C^∞_c (T^2 × R)

where (·)_τ denotes mollification in time with ϕ_τ .

We may safely apply ψ_{q̂,τ} as a test function to mSQG in order to obtain − ∫ R ∫ T^2 θ∂_tψ_{q̂,τ} dxdt − ∫ B[ψ_{q̂,τ} (t), θ(t), θ(t)]dt = 0 (7) where B[ψ_{q̂,τ} , θ, θ] := ∫ T^2 u

lθ∇_lψ_{q̂,τ} ‘dx’ is the nonlinear term defined in Definition 1.3. Using the self-adjointness of P^2_{≤q̂} and (·)_τ , we have that 1 2 ∫ R×T^2 η^′(t) · | |(Λ^{−1+δ}P_{≤q̂} θ)_τ | |^2 dxdt = ∫ R ∫ T^2 θ∂_tψ_{q̂,τ} dxdt By the definition of a weak solution, we get 1 2 ∫ R×T^2 η^′(t) · | |(Λ^{−1+δ}P_{≤q̂}θ)_τ | |^2 dxdt = ∫ R×T^2 u^lθ∇_l ( η ( P^2_{≤q̂}Λ^{2(−1+δ)}θ ) τ ) τ ‘dxdt’ (8) where the formal integral on the right hand side is interpreted in terms of the linear-quadratic form for mSQG as ∫ B [( η ( P^2_{≤q̂} Λ^{2(−1+δ)}θ ) τ ) τ , θ(t), θ(t) ] dt We would like to take a limit of τ → 0 of both sides of (8). To do this we use the next Lemma.

Lemma 2.1.

ψ_{q̂,τ} −→ η(t)Λ^{2(−1+δ)}P^2_{≤q̂} θ =: ψ_{q̂} in L^3_t Ẇ^{2,∞} as τ → 0

Proof. For each fixed q̂ we note that Λ^{2(−1+δ)}P^2_{≤q̂} : L^3_t Ḣ^{−1+δ}_x −→ L^3_t Ẇ^{2,∞} is a bounded linear operator with an operator norm that depends on q̂. So ‖ψ_{q̂,τ} − ψ_{q̂} ‖_L3_{t Ẇ} 2,∞ = ‖ ‖ ‖Λ^{2(−1+δ)}P^2_{≤q̂} ((η(t)θτ )τ − η(t)θ) ‖ ‖ ‖_{L3t Ẇ 2,∞} ≲q̂ ‖(η(t)θτ )τ − η(t)θ‖_L3_t˙_H−1+δ_x Hence, it is enough to show lim_{τ →0} ‖(η(t)θ_τ )_τ − η(t)θ‖_L3_{t Ḣ}−1+δ_x = 0

We proceed via an approximation argument. Define ψ := η(t)θ. Banach valued simple functions are dense in L^3_t Ḣ^{−1+δ}_x [21] and [38]. Using this face, we can approximate ψ in the L^3_t Ḣ^{−1+δ}_x -norm by a smooth in time approximation f ∈ C^∞_c (R; Ḣ^{−1+δ} (T^2)) [38, Chapter 4, Theorem 4.11]. Given an ϵ > 0, take f ∈ C^∞_c (R; Ḣ^{−1+δ} (T^2)) such that ‖θ − f‖_L3_{t Ḣ}−1+δ_x < ϵ. Define ψ_{τ,τ} := (η(t)θ_τ )_τ and f_{τ,τ} := (η(t)f_τ )_τ and consider the inequality ‖ψ_{τ,τ} − ψ‖_L3_{t Ḣ}−1+δ_x ≤ ‖ψ_{τ,τ} − f_{τ,τ} ‖_L3_{t Ḣ}−1+δ_x + ‖f_{τ,τ} − ηf‖_L3_{t Ḣ}−1+δ_x + ‖ηf − ψ‖_L3_{t Ḣ}−1+δ_x (9) := I + II + III We will discuss how to estimate each term on the RHS of (9). Beginning with I, ‖ψ_{τ,τ} − f_{τ,τ} ‖_L3_{t Ḣ}−1+δ_x < ϵ due to a modified argument of the proof that convolutions are bounded linear operators in L^p-norms.

For II, lim_{τ →0} ‖f_{τ,τ} − ηf‖_L3_{t Ḣ}−1+δ_x = 0 by a dominated convergence argument and observing that for sufficiently small τ, the family of functions {f_{τ,τ} } can yield a sequence of uniformly bounded functions converging to ηf in Ḣ^{−1+δ} pointwise uniformly in time.

Finally for III, ‖ηf − ψ‖_L3_{t Ḣ}−1+δ_x ≤ ‖η‖_L∞_{(R)} ‖f − θ‖_L3_{t Ḣ}−1+δ_x < ϵ by Young’s inequality and our assumption ‖f − θ‖_L3_{t Ḣ}−1+δ_x < ϵ. By combining the estimates of I, II, and III and taking a limit of

(9) we get lim sup_{τ →0} ‖ψ_{τ,τ} − ψ‖_L3_{t Ḣ}−1+δ_x ≤ lim sup_{τ →0} ( 2ϵ + ‖f_{τ,τ} − ηf‖_L3_{t Ḣ}−1+δ_x ) ≤ 2ϵ. Since this inequality holds for any ϵ > 0 we conclude that lim_{τ →0} ‖ψ_{τ,τ} − ψ‖_L3_{t Ḣ}−1+δ_x = 0

Next, by the assumption θ ∈ L^3_t B^α_{3,∞} ⊆ L^3_t Ḣ^{−1+δ}_x , Lemma 2.1, and the bound on the nonlinear term given in Theorem 3 we may safely take a limit of τ → 0 of line (8). Formally, the identity we have established is ∫ R ∫ T^2 η^′ ( P_{≤q̂} Λ^{−1+δ}θ

)_2 dxdt = − ∫ R ∫ T^2 u^lθ∇_l ( ηP^2_{≤q̂} Λ^{2(−1+δ)}θ ) ‘dxdt’ (10)

where in the line above we define

ψ_{q̂} := η(t)P^2_{≤q̂} Λ^{2(−1+δ)}θ. (11)

Rigorously the right hand side of (10) must be interpreted as − ∫ R ∫ T^2 u^lθ∇_l ( ηP^2_{≤q̂} Λ^{2(−1+δ)}θ ) ‘dxdt’ := ∫ B(ψ_{q̂} (t), θ(t), θ(t))dt where B is the linear-quadratic form that is bounded on Ẇ^{2,∞} × Ḣ^{−1+δ} × Ḣ^{−1+δ} .

We observe that the left hand side of (10) is an approximation of the weak derivative of the Hamiltonian,^d_{dt} H(t), against the smooth bump function in time −η(t) and we observe that, by dominated convergence, lim_{q̂→∞} ∫ R ∫ T^2 η^′ ( P_{≤q̂} Λ^{−1+δ}θ

)_2 dxdt = ∫ R ∫ T^2 η^′ ( Λ^{−1+δ}θ

)_2 dxdt Our goal is thus to show lim_{q̂→∞} ∫ R η^′(t) ∫ T^2 ( P_{≤q̂} Λ^{−1+δ}θ

)_2

dxdt = 0. In other words, we would like to prove that the RHS of (10) obeys the limit lim_{q̂→∞} ∫ B(ψ_{q̂} (t), θ(t), θ(t))dt = 0 (12)

To investigate this limit we will make use of an approximating sequence.

3 The test function step in Euclidean space

In this section we show how to generalize the analysis of Section 2 from the torus to the case of R^2 . The reader interested mainly in the periodic case may wish to skip to Section 4 upon first reading.

We assume θ ∈ L^3_t Ḣ^{−1+δ}. We start by observing that, as in the periodic case ∫ η^′(t) ∫ | |Λ^{−1+δ}θ(t, x)|^2 dxdt = lim_{q̂→∞} lim_{τ →0} ∫ η^′(t) ∫ | |P^2_{≤q̂} (Λ^{−1+δ}θ(t, x))_τ |^2 dxdt (13)

by a simple approximation argument using density of Ḣ^{−1+δ} -valued simple functions of time.

We now deviate from the periodic case to write

(13) = lim_{q̂→∞} lim_{τ →0} lim_{m→∞} ∫ η^′(t) ∫ | |P_{(−m,q̂]}(Λ^{−1+δ}θ(t, x))_τ | |^2 dxdt (14)

where P_{(−m,q̂]} := P^2_{≤q̂} − P_{≤−m} is a truncation of P^2_{≤q̂} . Again we have applied dominated convergence using that θ ∈ L^2_t Ḣ^{−1+δ}.

Our next step is to introduce a physical space cutoff χ_R(x) = χ(x/R), where χ(x) = 1 on the unit ball and χ ∈ C^∞_c . We claim that

(14) = lim_{q̂→∞} lim_{τ →0} lim_{m→∞} lim_{R→∞} ∫ η^′(t) ∫ | |P_{(−m,q̂]}Λ^{−1+δ}[χ_Rθ(t, x)_τ ] | |^2 dxdt (15)

To prove this claim, we decompose the function on the right hand side as

P_{(−m,q̂]}Λ^{2(−1+δ)}[χ_Rθ_τ ] = I + II + III + IV I = P_{(−m,q̂]}Λ^{2(−1+δ)}[P_{≤−m−2}χ_RP_{≤−m−2}θ_τ ] II = P_{(−m,q̂]}Λ^{2(−1+δ)}[P_{(−m−2,q̂+2]}χ_RP_{≤−m−2}θ_τ ] III = P_{(−m,q̂]}Λ^{2(−1+δ)}[P_{≤q̂+2}χ_RP_{(−m−2,q̂+2]}θ_τ ] IV = P_{(−m,q̂]}Λ^{2(−1+δ)} ∑ k≥q̂+1 [P_{k+1}χ_RP_kθ_τ + P_kχ_RP_{k+1}θ_τ + P_{k+1}χ_RP_{k+1}θ_τ ]

Note that IV contains all the terms involving high frequencies since, if k ≥ q̂ + 1, we have that P_{k+1}χ_RP_nθ_τ and P_{k+1}θ_τ P_nθ_τ have frequency support disjoint from that of P^2_{(−m,q̂]} for n < k − 1.

By frequency support considerations I = 0, so it suffices to take the limit in L^2 of the other terms. We start by estimating II. All estimates are taken at a fixed time ‖II(t)‖_L2_x ≲_{m,q̂} ‖P_{(−m−2,q̂+2]}χ_R‖_L∞ ‖P_{≤−m−2}θ_τ ‖_L2 ≲_{m,q̂} ‖P_{(−m−2,q̂+2]}χ_R‖_L∞ ‖θ_τ (t)‖_Ḣ−1+δ Furthermore, as R → ∞, we have ‖P_{(−m−2,q̂+2]}χ_R‖_L∞ ≲_{m,q̂} ‖∇χ_R‖_L∞ → 0 as R → ∞ and we conclude II converges to 0 in L^2_x at any time t, with L^2 norms bounded uniformly by a square-integrable function of t.

We now consider the limit of III, which is the only term that does not vanish in the limit. As q̂ is fixed, the functions

P_{≤q̂+2}χ_R(x) = ∫ χ_R(y)η_{≤q̂+2}(x − y)dy are uniformly bounded in L^∞ and converge pointwise (but not uniformly) in x to 1 = ∫ η_{≤q̂+2}dy as R → ∞. Using dominted convergence and the L^2 boundedness of P_{(−m,q̂]}Λ^{2(−1+δ)}, it follows that III(t) → P_{(−m,q̂]}Λ^{2(−1+δ)}P_{(−m−2,q̂+2]}θ_τ = P_{(−m,q̂]}Λ^{2(−1+δ)}θ_τ in L^2_x for any time t, with L^2 norms bounded uniformly by a square-integrable function of t.

Finally we estimate IV as follows. Using the fact that P_{(−m,q̂]}Λ^{2(−1+δ)} is bounded on L^2 we have ‖IV ‖_L2_x ≲_{m,q̂} ∑ k≥q̂ ‖P_{≈k}χ_R‖_L∞ ‖P_{≈k}θ_τ ‖_L2_x ≲_{m,q̂} ∑ k≥q̂ ‖P_{≈k}χ_R‖_L∞ 2^{(1−δ)k}‖Λ^{−1+δ}P_{≈k}θ_τ ‖_L2_x ≲_{m,q̂} ∑ k≥q̂ 2^{−3k}‖∇^3χ_R‖_L∞ 2^{(1−δ)k}‖θ_τ (t)‖_Ḣ−1+δ

Since ∇^3χ_R → 0 uniformly, we have that IV converges to 0 in L^2_x at any time t, with L^2 norms uniformly bounded by a square-integrable function of t.

This analysis together with the dominated convergence theorem justifies the claim (15). We now observe that, for each fixed value of q̂, τ, m and R, we have − 1 2 ∫ η^′(t) ∫ | |P_{(−m,q̂]}(Λ^{−1+δ}χ_Rθ(t, x))_τ |^2 dxdt = − ∫ θ∂_tψ_{q̂,τ,m,R}dxdt (16) ψ_{q̂,τ,m,R} = χ_R ( ηP^2_{(−m,q̂]}Λ^{2(−1+δ)}(χ_Rθ_τ ) ) τ . (17)

using the self-adjointness of both the mollification operators involved and of multiplication by χ_R. Note that ψ_{q̂,τ,m,R} ∈ C^∞_c (R × R^2 ) is a smooth test function with compact support, which enables us to apply the definition of a weak solution to write the right hand side as

(17) = ∫ B(ψ_{q̂,τ,m,R}(t), θ(t), θ(t))dt. We now aim to take the limits as R → ∞, m → ∞ and τ → ∞ in that order. We first claim that ψ_{q̂,τ,m,R} → ψ_{q̂,τ,m} := ( ηP_{(−m,q̂]}Λ^{2(−1+δ)}(θ_τ ) ) τ in L^3_t Ẇ^{2,∞}, (18)

which is sufficient given that θ(t) ∈ L^3_t Ḣ^{−1+δ} and the Ẇ^{2,∞} × Ḣ^{−1+δ} × Ḣ^{−1+δ} boundedness of B.

To take this limit, first observe that the convergence ηP_{(−m,q̂]}Λ^{2(−1+δ)}(χ_Rθ_τ ) → ηP_{(−m,q̂]}Λ^{2(−1+δ)}(θ_τ ) (19) holds in L^3_t L^2_x by the same argument used to take the R → ∞ limit in (15). The convergence also holds in the L^3_t C^2_x norm by the boundedness of the frequency localization operator P_{(−m,q̂]} = P_{(−m−2,q̂+2]}P_{(−m,q̂]}. Recalling that the Ẇ^{2,∞} semi-norm is ‖∇^2f‖_L∞ , it is not hard to check that the second mollification in time preserves the L^3_t Ẇ^{2,∞} convergence, as does multiplying by χ_R and letting R → ∞. This observation suffices to take the R → ∞ limit in (18).

We now study the m → ∞ limit where we re-insert the low frequencies. Observe that, by the Berenstein inequality, ‖ψ_{q̂,τ,m}(t) − ψ_{q̂,τ} (t)‖_Ẇ 2,∞ = ‖∇^2P_{≤−m}Λ^{−1+δ}Λ^{−1+δ}θ_τ ‖_L∞ ≲ 2^{−2m/2}‖∇^2P_{≤−m}Λ^{−1+δ}Λ^{−1+δ}θ_τ ‖_L2 ≲ 2^{−m}‖∇^2P_{≤−m}Λ^{−1+δ}‖_L2_{→L}2 ‖Λ^{−1+δ}θ_τ ‖_L2 ≲ 2^{−m}2^{−(1+δ)m}‖Λ^{−1+δ}θ_τ (t)‖_L2

The bound for ‖∇^2P_{≤−m}Λ^{−1+δ}‖_L2_{→L}2 used in the last line can be shown by a dyadic decomposition and summing a geometric series. This estimate and an application of the dominated convergence theorem suffice for the L^3_t Ẇ^{2,∞} convergence. (In the case δ = 0 of 2D Euler, we employ the bound ‖Λ^{−1}θ_τ (t)‖_L2 ≲ ‖v^i‖_L2 ≈ ‖θ_τ (t)‖_Ḣ−1 , where v is the Helmholtz solution to ∇_iv^i = θ_τ , and we use that Λ^{−1}∇_i is L^2 bounded. See Appendix Section A.2.)

Next we claim that the convergence ψ_{q̂,τ} = ( ηP^2_{≤q̂} Λ^{2(−1+δ)}(θ_τ ) ) τ → ψ_{q̂} = ηP^2_{≤q̂} Λ^{2(−1+δ)}θ in L^3_t Ẇ^{2,∞} as τ → 0

for θ ∈ L^3_t Ḣ^{−1+δ}. The proof follows a similar line of reasoning as in Section 2, but we now use the fact that ∇^2P^2_{≤q̂} Λ^{−1+δ} is bounded from L^3_t L^2_x(I × R^2 ) to L^3_t L^∞_x (I × R^2 ), which again can be proved by a dyadic decomposition.

We now proceed with the proof of Hamiltonian conservation, which is primarily a high frequency analysis.

4 Conservation of the Hamiltonian

We now return to the setting of T^d periodic solutions and explain the modifications needed in the nonperiodic setting in Section 4.1.

By the convention laid out in Section 1.2, P_{≤q} has a multiplier that equals 1 for |ξ| ≤ 2^{q−1} and is supported in |ξ| < 2^q. Consequently, P_q ≡ P_{≤q+1} −P_{≤q} has a multiplier supported in 2^{q−1} ≤ |ξ| ≤ 2^{q+1}.

Let θ_N = P_{≤N} θ and ψ_{q̂} ≡ Δ^{−1+δ}P^2_{≤q̂} θ (recall that Δ = Λ^2). By the boundedness of B on Ẇ 2,∞ × Ḣ −1+δ × Ḣ −1+δ, and by dominated convergence, we have that ∫ B(ψ_{q̂} (t), θ(t), θ(t))dt = lim_{N→∞} ∫ B(ψ_{q̂} (t), θ_N (t), θ_N (t))dt (20)

However, the right hand side (at least in the case of the torus) is a classical integral. Specifically, we are looking at

B_{q̂N} = B(ψ_{q̂} ; θ_N , θ_N ) ≡ ∫ η(t) ∫ T^ℓ(θ_N )θ_N ∇_ℓψ_{q̂} dxdt (21) = ∫ η(t) ∫ ∇_ℓ(−Δ)^{−1+δ}P^2_{≤q̂} θP_{≤N} θϵ^{ℓa}∇_a(−Δ)^{−1+δ} P_{≤N} θdxdt (22) We can assume that the mean value Π_0θ of θ_N is zero, for in general we may write θ = Π_0θ + Π_{≠0}θ, where T^ℓ(Π_0θ) = 0 (since the multiplier is odd), and

B(ψ_{q̂} ; θ_N , θ_N ) = ∫ η(t) ∫ T^ℓ(Π_{≠0}θ_N )Π_0θ_N ∇_ℓψ_{q̂} dxdt + ∫ η(t) ∫ T^ℓ(Π_{≠0}θ_N )Π_{≠0}θ_N ∇_ℓψ_{q̂} dxdt. (23)

The first integral vanishes as Π_0θ_N is constant, T^ℓ(Π_{≠0}θ_N ) is divergence free, and there is no boundary.

The part of (22) from ϵ^{ℓa}∇_ℓ(−Δ)^{−1+δ} P^2_{≤q̂} θ∇_a(−Δ)^{−1+δ} P^2_{≤q̂} θ also vanishes, leaving us with

B(ψ_{q̂} ; θ_N , θ_N ) = ∫ η(t) ∫ ∇_ℓ(−Δ)^{−1+δ} P^2_{≤q̂} θP_{≤N} θT^ℓ_{>q̂}(P_{≤N} θ)dxdt (24) T^ℓ_{>q̂}(f) ≡ (1 − P^2_{≤q̂} )T^ℓf = (1 − P^2_{≤q̂})ϵ^{ℓa}∇_a(−Δ)^{−1+δ}f

We remark here that there is an additional complication related to low frequencies in the case of R^2 . We address this complication in Section 4.1.

Since T_{>q̂} restricts to frequencies above 2^{q̂−1}, we have

B_{q̂N} = N∑ q=q̂−2 δ_qB_{q̂N} , δ_qB_{q̂N} = ∫ η(t) ∫ ∇_ℓψ_{q̂} (P_{≤q+1}θT^ℓ_{>q̂}P_{≤q+1}θ − P_{≤q} θT^ℓ_{>q̂}P_{≤q} θ)dxdt. Indeed, P_{≤q}θT^ℓ_{>q̂} P_{≤q} θ = 0 for q < q̂ − 2. Now decompose δ_qB_{q̂N} = δ_{qH1}B_{q̂N} + δ_{qH2}B_{q̂N} + δ_{qL}B_{q̂N} , δ_{qH1}B_{q̂N} = ∫ η(t) ∫ ∇_ℓψ_{q̂} ( P_{q+1}θT^ℓ_{>q̂} P_{q+1}θ ) dxdt (25) δ_{qH2}B_{q̂N} = ∫ η(t) ∫ ∇_ℓψ_{q̂} ( P_{q+1}θT^ℓ_{>q̂} P_q θ + P_q θT^ℓ_{>q̂} P_{q+1}θ ) dxdt (26) δ_{qL}B_{q̂N} = ∫ η(t) ∫ ∇_ℓψ_{q̂} ( P_{q+1}θT^ℓ_{>q̂} P_{≤q−1}θ + P_{≤q−1}θT^ℓ_{>q̂}P_{q+1}θ ) Q_{qL} (θ) dxdt (27)

Observe that, since Fsupp P_{q+1}θ ⊆ {2^q ≤ |ξ| ≤ 2^{q+2}}, Fsupp P_{≤q−1}θ ⊆ {|ξ| < 2^{q−1}}, we have

Fsupp Q_{qL}(θ) ⊆ {2^{q−1} ≤ |ξ| ≤ 2^{q+3}} (28)

In particular, δ_{qL}B_{q̂N} = 0 for q > q̂ + 3 since Fsupp ψ_{q̂} ⊆ {|ξ| < 2^{q̂+1}}.

To estimate δ_{qL}B_{q̂N} , write Q_{qL}(θ) = ∇_j ∇^j Δ^{−1}Q_{qL}(θ) and integrate by parts δ_{qL}B_{q̂N} = − ∫ η(t) ∫ ∇_j ∇_ℓψ_{q̂} Δ^{−1}∇^j Q_{qL}(θ)dxdt. (29)

Let t be a time for which Λ^{−1+δ}θ belongs to B^α_{3,c(N)}. Then

‖∇_j ∇_ℓψ_{q̂} (t)‖_L3_x = ‖∇_j ∇_ℓ(−Δ)^{−1+δ} P^2_{≤q̂} θ(t)‖_L3_x ≲ q̂+1∑

q=−∞ ‖∇_j ∇_ℓΛ^{−1+δ}P_q P^2_{≤q̂} Λ^{−1+δ}θ‖_L3_x

≲ q̂+1∑

q=−∞ ‖∇_j ∇_ℓΛ^{−1+δ}P_{≈q} ‖ · ‖P_q Λ^{−1+δ}θ‖_L3_x Here we recall that we write ‖C ∗ ‖ ≡ ‖C‖_L1_{(R}d_) for a convolution operator C∗, and that P_{≈q} has a Fourier multiplier that is a smooth bump function adapted to |ξ| ∼ 2^q. Thus

‖∇_j ∇_ℓψ_{q̂}(t)‖_L3_x ≲ q̂+1∑

q=−∞ 2^{(2−1+δ)q} 2^{−αq}‖Λ^{−1+δ}θ(t)‖_Ḃα_{3,∞} ≲ 2^{(1+δ−α)q̂}‖Λ^{−1+δ}θ(t)‖_Ḃα_{3,∞} . (30)

since 1 + δ − α > 0 for α ≤ (1 + δ)/3. Furthermore, for any t such that Λ^{−1+δ}θ ∈ B^α_{3,c(N)}, we have

‖∇_j ∇_ℓψ_{q̂} (t)‖_L3_x = ‖∇_j ∇_ℓ(−Δ)^{−1+δ} P^2_{≤q̂} θ(t)‖_L3_x = o(2^{(1+δ−α)q̂}) as q̂ → ∞ (31)

by a simple approximation argument. The key points are the uniform in q̂ boundedness of the operators 2^{−(1+δ−α)q̂}∇_j ∇_ℓΛ^{−1+δ} on B^α_{3,∞}, and the fact that Λ^{−1+δ}θ(t) is the strong limit in B^α_{3,∞} of Λ^{−1+δ}f_{(k)}, where the f_{(k)} are smooth and satisfy an O(1) estimate as q̂ → ∞.

Meanwhile, since we can take θ to have zero mean, we have P_{≤q} θ = ∑ r<q Λ^{1−δ}P_rΛ^{−1+δ}θ. We obtain using 1 − δ − α ≥ 2/3 − 4δ/3 > 0 for δ < 1/2 ‖P_{≤q} θ(t)‖_L3 ≲ ∑ r<q ‖Λ^{1−δ}P_{≈r}‖2^{−αr}‖Λ^{−1+δ}θ(t)‖_Ḃα_{3,∞} ≲ 2^{(1−δ−α)q}‖Λ^{−1+δ}θ(t)‖_Ḃα_{3,∞} .

In the case of SQG where δ = 1/2, α = (1 + δ)/3 = 1/2 at the critical exponent, we have 1 − δ − α = 0 and the above estimate breaks down. Instead, in this case, we require θ(t) ∈ L^3_x to bound P_{≤q̂} θ(t) uniformly in L^3 by ≲ ‖θ(t)‖_L3_x .

We now use the Fourier support of Q_{qL} in (28), the fact that δ_{qL}B_{q̂N} = 0 unless q̂ − 2 ≤ q ≤ q̂ + 3, and Hölder to obtain ‖(−Δ)^{−1}∇^j Q_{qL}(θ)‖_L3/2_x ≲ 2^{−q}‖Q_{qL}‖_L3/2_x ≲ 2^{−q}‖P_qθ‖_L3_x ‖P_{≈q}T_{>q̂}‖‖P_{≤q−1}θ(t)‖_L3_x ≲ 2^{−q}‖P_{≈q} Λ^{1−δ}‖ ‖P_qΛ^{−1+δ}θ(t)‖ ‖P_{≈q}∇(−Δ)^{−1+δ} ‖ ‖P_{≤q−1}θ(t)‖_L3_x ≲ 2^{(−1+(1−δ)−α+(2δ−1)+(1−δ−α))q} ‖Λ^{−1+δ}θ(t)‖^2_{Ḃα3,∞} ‖(−Δ)^{−1}∇^j Q_{qL}(θ)‖_L3/2_x ≲ 2^{−2αq} ‖Λ^{−1+δ}θ(t)‖^2_{Ḃα3,∞} . (32)

Substituting into (29) leaves us with

sup_N N∑ q=q̂−2 |δ_{qL}B_{q̂N} | ≲ ∫ η(t)‖∇_j ∇_ℓψ_{q̂}(t)‖_L3_x 2^{−2αq̂}‖Λ^{−1+δ}θ(t)‖^2_{Ḃα3,∞} dt. (33)

(In the SQG case, we simply bound ‖P_q θ(t)‖_L3_x , ‖P_{≤q−1}θ(t)‖_L3_x ≲ ‖θ(t)‖_L3_x in deriving (32) to obtain ‖θ(t)‖^2_{L3x} in place of ‖Λ^{−1+δ}θ(t)‖^2_{Ḃα3,∞} on the right hand side of (33).)

We now proceed to establish the same bound for (25) and (26). In fact we will only consider (26) since (25) can be treated identically. Consider the bilinear form appearing in (26) Q^ℓ_q [θ, θ] = P_{q+1}θT^ℓ_{>q̂}P_q θ + P_q θT^ℓ_{>q̂}P_{q+1}θ = Q^ℓ_q[P_{≈q} θ, P_{≈q} θ] We suppress the dependence of Q_q on q̂ to ease notation. In Section 5 below we derive the following divergence form for Q_q Q^ℓ_q[θ, θ] = ∇_j B^{jℓ}_q [P_{≈q}θ, P_{≈q} θ] (34) B^{jℓ}_q [f, f] = ∫ R^2×R^2

f(t, x − h_1)f(t, x − h_2) ~K^{jℓ}_q (h_1, h_2)dh_1dh_2

‖ ~K_q‖_L1_{(R}2_{×R}2_) ≲ 2^{2(−1+δ)q} , ‖B^{jℓ}_q [f, f]‖_L3/2_x ≤ ‖ ~K_q‖_L1_{(R}2_{×R}2_)‖f‖^2_L3_x , (35) where again we suppress the dependence of B_q and K_q on q̂. The last estimate follows by Hölder and Fubini using the duality between L^{3/2} and L^3 together with the translation invariance of the L^3 norm.

Substituting (34) into (26), integrating by parts and using (35), we have δ_{qH2}B_{q̂N} = − ∫ η(t) ∫ ∇_j ∇_ℓψ_{q̂} B^{jℓ}_q [P_{≈q} θ, P_{≈q} θ]dxdt |δ_{qH2}B_{q̂N} | ≤ ∫ η(t) ‖∇_j ∇_ℓψ_{q̂} (t)‖_L3_x ‖B^{jℓ}_q [P_{≈q} θ, P_{≈q} θ]‖_L3/2_x ≲ ∫ η(t) ‖∇_j ∇_ℓψ_{q̂} (t)‖_L3_x 2^{2(−1+δ)q}‖P_{≈q} θ(t)‖^2_L3_x dt (36) ≲ ∫ η(t) ‖∇_j ∇_ℓψ_{q̂} (t)‖_L3_x ‖P_{≈q}Λ^{−1+δ}θ(t)‖^2_L3_x dt ≲ ∫ η(t) ‖∇_j ∇_ℓψ_{q̂} (t)‖_L3_x 2^{−2αq}‖Λ^{−1+δ}θ(t)‖^2_{Ḃα3,∞} dt sup_N N∑ q=q̂−2 |δ_{qH2}B_{q̂N} | ≲ ∫ η(t)‖∇_j ∇_ℓψ_{q̂} (t)‖_L3_x 2^{−2αq̂}‖Λ^{−1+δ}θ(t)‖^2_{Ḃα3,∞} dt (37)

In the SQG case (δ = α = 1/2), we replace ‖Λ^{−1+δ}θ(t)‖_Ḃα_{3,∞} with ‖θ(t)‖_L3_x , in which case the bound follows from (36).

We similarly obtain sup_N ∑_N q=q̂−2 |δqH1Bq̂N | bounded by the right hand side of (37), which, in

view of (33), means that our bound for (22) is

|B(ψ_{q̂} ; θ, θ)| = lim_N |B(ψ_{q̂} ; θ_N , θ_N )| ≤ ∫ η(t)‖∇_j ∇_ℓψ_{q̂} (t)‖_L3_x 2^{−2αq̂}‖Λ^{−1+δ}θ(t)‖^2_{Ḃα3,∞} dt. Using (30), the dt integrand on the right hand side is bounded by η(t)‖Λ^{−1+δ}θ(t)‖^3_{Ḃα3,∞} (or bounded by η(t)‖θ(t)‖^3_{L3x} in the SQG case), which is L^1 in time since Λ^{−1+δ}θ(t) ∈ L^3_t Ḃ^α_{3,c(N)}. Moreover, the little-Oh bound (31) shows that the dt integrand goes to 0 for almost every t as q̂ → ∞. By the dominated convergence theorem, we conclude that |B(ψ_{q̂} ; θ, θ)| → 0 as q̂ → ∞.

4.1 Hamiltonian conservation in the Euclidean case

In the Euclidean case we replace θ_N = P_{≤N} θ by θ_N = P_{[−N,N]}θ ≡ (P_{≤N} − P_{≤−N} )θ. Then equation (20) still holds, but it is not quite a classical integral. Rather, for P_{[−N,q̂]}θ ≡ (P^2_{≤q̂} − P_{≤−N} )θ we have

B_{q̂N} = B(ψ_{q̂} ; θ_N , θ_N ) ≡ ∫ η(t) ∫ T^ℓ(P_{[−N,N]}θ)P_{[−N,N]}θ∇_ℓΔ^{−1+δ} P_{[−N,q̂]}θdxdt (38) + ∫ η(t)B(P_{≤−N} Δ^{−1+δ} θ(t), P_{[−N,N]}θ(t))dt (39) The main point is that the term (39) is an error term, for θ ∈ L^3_t Ḣ^{−1+δ} . In fact, |B(P_{≤−N} Δ^{−1+δ} θ, P_{[−N,N]}θ)| ≲ ‖∇^2P_{≤−N} Δ^{−1+δ} θ‖_L∞ ‖P_{[−N,N]}θ‖^2_{Ḣ−1+δ} ≲ ‖P_{≤−N} ∇Λ^δ‖_L2_{→L}∞ ‖∇Λ^{−2+δ}θ‖_L2 ‖θ‖^2_{Ḣ−1+δ} ≲ o(1) · ‖θ(t)‖^3_{Ḣ−1+δ} The remainder of the proof in the Euclidean case, which involves estimating (38), follows along the lines of the torus case but with −N as the lower bound for the frequency sums. Specifically, after observing the key cancellation, the quantity that must be estimated is ∫ η(t) ∫ ∇_ℓ(−Δ)^{−1+δ} P_{[−N,q̂]}θP_{[−N,N]}θT^ℓ_{>q̂} (P_{[−N,N]}θ)dxdt, and one takes P_{[−N,q]}θ ≡ (P_{≤q} − P_{≤−N} )θ in place of P_{≤q} θ during the analysis.

5 Deriving the bilinear form

In this section, we include the derivation of the bilinear form (34) and the bound (35). We follow [26], which in turn generalizes a computation of [3]. We only consider the case where the domain is the torus since the nonperiodic case is simpler.

Consider the bilinear form appearing in (26)

Q^ℓ_q[θ, θ] = P_{q+1}θT^ℓ_{>q̂}P_q θ + P_q θT^ℓ_{>q̂}P_{q+1}θ = Q^ℓ_q[P_{≈q} θ, P_{≈q} θ] (40) ^ T^ℓ_{>q̂} f(ξ) = m^ℓ_{q̂}(ξ)f̂(ξ) = (1 − η̂^2_{≤q̂} (ξ))ϵ^{ℓa}(iξ_a)|ξ|^{2(−1+δ)}f̂(ξ).

The most crucial point is the anti-symmetry of the operator T , reflected in the fact that m^ℓ_{q̂} is odd. Without this feature, (40) may not have integral 0 and an anti-divergence would not exist. The idea to obtain the divergence form will be to Taylor expand in frequency space. Another example of Taylor expansion in frequency space to derive an anti-divergence operator can be found in [28].

We start by approximating the periodic function θ by Schwartz functions. By mollifying in frequency space, we may assume that the Schwartz approximations to P_q θ and P_{q+1}θ have frequency support in {2^{q−2} ≤ |ξ| < 2^{q+2}}, and that they converge pointwise in physical space while also remaining uniformly bounded there. By abuse of notation, assume now that P_q θ and P_{q+1}θ are the Schwartz approximations. For these approximations we construct a bilinear anti-divergence as follows.

Q̂^ℓ_q(ξ) = ∫ R̂2 m^ℓ_{q̂} (ξ − η) ^P_{q+1}θ(ξ − η)^P_q θ(η) + ^P_{q+1}θ(ξ − η)m^ℓ_{q̂} (η)^P_q θ(η) dη (2π)^2 = ∫ R̂2 m^ℓ_{q̂} (ξ − η)χ̂_q ^P_{q+1}θ(ξ − η)^P_q θ(η) + ^P_{q+1}θ(ξ − η)m^ℓ_{q̂} (η)χ̂_q ^P_q θ(η) dη (2π)^2 Define m_q (·) := m_{q̂} (·)χ̂_q (·) = ∫ R̂2 [ m^ℓ_q(ξ − η) + m^ℓ_q (η) ] ^ P_{q+1}θ(ξ − η)^P_q θ(η) dη (2π)^2 By the oddness of the multiplier m^ℓ_q = ∫ R̂2 [ m^ℓ_q(ξ − η) − m^ℓ_q (−η) ] ^ P_{q+1}θ(ξ − η)^P_q θ(η) dη (2π)^2 = iξ_j ∫ R̂2 ∫_1 0 −i∇^j m^ℓ_q (u_σ)dσ ^P_{q+1}θ(ζ)^P_q θ(η) dη (2π)^2 Q̂^ℓ_q(ξ) =: iξ_j ∫ R̂2 K̂^{jℓ}_q (ζ, η) ^P_{q+1}θ(ζ)^P_q θ(η) dη (2π)^2

, (41)

where we have set ζ := ξ − η, u_σ := σ(ξ − η) − (1 − σ)η = σζ − (1 − σ)η, and we have used Taylor’s Remainder Theorem in the last equality. In the last line we defined K̂^{jℓ}_q (ζ, η) := ∫_1 0 −i∇^j m^ℓ_q(u_σ )χ̂_q (ζ)χ̂_q (η)dσ. (42)

Here we suppress the dependence of K^{jℓ}_q on q̂. For q > q̂ + 1, the cutoff (1 − η̂^2_{≤q̂} ) in m_q is 1 on the support of χ̂_q, and the homogeneity of m^ℓ leads to the scaling ^K^{jℓ}_q (ζ, η) = 2^{2(−1+δ)q} f^{jℓ}(2^{−q}ζ, 2^{−q} η), where f^{jℓ} is Schwartz, which in turn implies the bound

‖K_q‖_L1_{(R}2_{×R}2_) ≲ 2^{2(−1+δ)q} (43)

for q > q̂ + 1. The same bound also holds for q̂ − 1 ≤ q ≤ q̂ + 1 by scaling; for example K^{jℓ}_{q̂−1}(ζ, η) = 2^{2(−1+δ)q̂}f^{jℓ}_0 (2^{−q̂} ζ, 2^{−q̂}η), for some Schwartz function f_0. Finally, K_q = 0 for q < q̂ − 1.

Take the inverse Fourier Transform of (41) to obtain

Q^ℓ_q(x) = ∇_j ∫ R̂2 e^{iξ·x} ∫ R̂2 K̂^{jℓ}_q (ζ, η) ^P_{q+1}θ(ζ)^P_q θ(η) dη (2π)^2 dξ (2π)^2 = ∇_j ∫ R̂2×R̂2 e^{i(ζ+η)·x}K̂^{jℓ}_q (ζ, η) ^P_{q+1}θ(ζ)^P_q θ(η) dη (2π)^2 dζ (2π)^2 . Observe that K̂^{jℓ}_q is compactly supported in frequency and smooth due to the factors of χ̂_{≈λ}, making K̂jℓ_q a Schwartz function. Thus we can define the corresponding physical space kernel Kjℓ_q (h_1, h_2) as the inverse Fourier Transform of K̂^{jℓ}_q (ζ, η) so that K̂^{jℓ}_q (ζ, η) = ∫ R̂2×R̂2 e^{−i(ζ,η)·(h1,h2)}K^{jℓ}_q (h_1, h_2)dh_1dh_2. Then

Q^ℓ_q(x) = ∇_j ∫ R^2×R^2 e^{i(ζ+η)·x} ∫ R̂2×R̂2 e^{−i(ζ,η)·(h1,h2)}K^{jℓ}_q (h_1, h_2)dh_1dh_2 ^P_{q+1}θ(ζ)^P_q θ(η) dη (2π)^2 dζ (2π)^2 = ∇_j ∫ R^2×R^2

K^{jℓ}_q (h_1, h_2) ∫ R̂2 e^{iζ·(x−h1)} ^P_{q+1}θ(ζ) dζ (2π)^2 ∫ R̂2 e^{iη·(x−h2)} ^P_q θ(η) dη (2π)^2 dh_1dh_2 = ∇_j ∫ R^2×R^2

K^{jℓ}_q (h_1, h_2)P_{q+1}θ(x − h_1)P_q θ(x − h_2)dh_1dh_2 =: ∇_j B^{jℓ}_q [θ, θ](x) Here we define the bilinear anti-divergence operator as

B^{jℓ}_q [F_1, F_2](x) := ∫ R^2×R^2

K^{jℓ}_q (h_1, h_2)P_{q+1}F_1(x − h_1)P_q F_2(x − h_2)dh_1dh_2,

B^{jℓ}_q [F_1, F_2](x) = ∫ R^2×R^2

~K^{jℓ}_q (h_1, h_2)F_1(x − h_1)F_2(x − h_2)dh_1dh_2 (44)

for scalar fields F_1, F_2 ∈ C^∞(T^2). Here we obtain ~K_q = (P_{q+1} ⊗ P_q )K_q from K_q by writing P_{q+1}F_1 (and P_q F_2) as a convolution in the variable h_1 (h_2 in the latter case) and we pass P_q and P_{q+1} onto the kernel K_q by a change of variables. This bi-convolution operator satisfies the equality T^ℓ[P_{q+1}θ]∇_ℓP_q θ + T^ℓ[P_q θ]∇_ℓP_{q+1}θ = ∇_j B^{jℓ}_q [P_{≈q} θ, P_{≈q} θ](x) (45) for the Schwartz approximations to P_{q+1}θ, P_q θ whose Fourier supports lie in {|ξ| ∼ 2^q }. Since ‖ ~K_q‖_L1_{(R}2_) is finite and the Schwartz approximations to P_{≈q} θ are bounded and converge pointwise, we may apply dominated convergence to pass to the limit in (44) with F_1 = F_2 → P_{≈q} θ to conclude that (45) holds (both in D^′ and classically) for the periodic functions P_{q+1}θ, P_q θ. Thus we have shown (34). Finally, note that the bound (43) for K_q holds as well for ~K_q, which establishes (35).

Remark: For future reference, we note here the important property that K_q is trace-free in the special case of the mSQG multiplier. To check that K^{jℓ}_q is trace-free, we use the fact that the frequency cutoff χ_q(ξ) = χ̃_q(|ξ|^2) is radial and it suffices check that ∇^j m^ℓ_q (ξ) is trace-free: m^ℓ_q(ξ) = ϵ^{ℓa}iξ_a|ξ|^{2(−1+δ)}χ_q (ξ) = ϵ^{ℓa}iξ_a|ξ|^{2(−1+δ)}χ̃_q(|ξ|^2) ∇^j m^ℓ_q(ξ) = iϵ^{ℓj} |ξ|^{2(−1+δ)}χ_q(ξ) + ϵ^{ℓa}iξ_aξ^j F_{q,δ} (|ξ|^2). (46) Here F_{q,δ} is some radial smooth function adapted to |ξ|^2 ∼ (2^q)^2. As the above expression is trace-free (ϵ^{ℓj} is antisymmetric and ϵ^{ℓa}ξ_a is perpendicular to ξ), this calculation confirms that K^{jℓ}_q is trace-free.

6 Defining the nonlinearity

For scalar functions ψ, θ ∈ C^∞(T^2), we define the form B[ψ, θ] = − ∫ ψ(x)T^ℓθ(x)∇_ℓθ(x)dx = ∫ ∇_ℓψθT^ℓθdx (47)

The main result in this section is the estimate |B[ψ, θ]| ≲_δ ‖∇^2ψ‖_C0 ‖θ‖^2_{Ḣ−1+δ} , 0 < δ < ∞, (48) where the constant depends on δ > 0. The same bound also holds for the case of Euler (δ = 0), in which case the nonlinearity is given by B[ψ, θ] = − ∫ ψ · ϵ_{aℓ} ∇^a∇_j (T^j θT^ℓθ)dx, ϵ the Levi-Civita symbol and T^ℓθ = −ϵ^{ℓb}∇_bΔ^{−1}θ.

The associated trilinear form T [ψ, θ, ϕ] := ∫ ∇_ℓψ(θT^ℓϕ + ϕT^ℓθ)dx, for which B[ψ, θ] =^1_2 T [ψ, θ, θ] and T [ψ, θ, ϕ] =^1_4 (B[ψ, θ + ϕ] − B[ψ, θ − ϕ]), will consequently satisfy a bound |T [ψ, θ, ϕ]| ≲ ‖∇^2ψ‖_C0 ‖θ‖_Ḣ−1+δ ‖ϕ‖_Ḣ−1+δ . (49) This bound on T guarantees a unique continuous extension to θ ∈ L^2_t Ḣ^{−1+δ} for the nonlinearity defining the SQG equation by a Cauchy sequence argument. We now begin the proof of (48).

Note that when ψ is a constant, B[ψ, θ] = 0. Thus we obtain the following decomposition of paraproduct type. B[ψ, θ] = ∑ k ∫ P_k ∇_ℓψθ T^ℓθdx = LL + HH + HL + LH (50) LL = ∑ k ∫ P_k ∇_ℓψP_{≤k−3}θ T^ℓP_{≤k−3}θdx = 0 (51) HL = ∑ k ∑ q≥k−3 ∫ P_k ∇_ℓψP_{q+1}θ T^ℓP_{≤q−1}θdx (52)

LH = ∑ k ∑ q≥k−3 ∫ P_k ∇_ℓψP_{≤q−1}θ T^ℓP_{q+1}θdx (53) HH = ∑ k ∑ q≥k−3 ∫ P_k ∇_ℓψ ( P_q θ T^ℓP_{q+1}θ + P_{q+1}θ T^ℓP_q θ + P_{q+1}θ T^ℓP_{q+1}θ ) Q^ℓ_q (θ)

dx (54)

That LL = 0 follows from Plancharel and the bound on the frequency support of P_{≤k−3}θT^ℓP_{≤k−3}.

We now estimate HH. From Section 5, we have a divergence form for Q^ℓ_q(θ) = ∇_j B^{jℓ}_q [P_{≈q} θ], where the multiplier for P_{≈q} is a bump function adapted to {ξ ∈ ^R^2 : 2^{q−4} ≤ |ξ| ≤ 2^{q+4}}, B^{jℓ}_q [P_{≈q} θ](x) = ∫ R^2×R^2

K^{jℓ}_q (h_1, h_2)P_{≈q} θ(x − h_1)P_{≈q} θ(x − h_2)dh_1dh_2, (55)

and ‖K_q‖_L1_{(R}2_{×R}2_) ≲ 2^{2(−1+δ)q}. (The K_q is the sum of the kernels coming from the interaction of P_{q+1}θ with itself, and the other coming from the symmetric interaction of P_{q+1}θ with P_q θ.) Plugging in the anti-divergence, interchanging the order of summation (which is easily justified for smooth ψ and θ), and integrating by parts yields

−HH = ∑ q ∫ ∑ k≤q−3 P_k ∇_j ∇_ℓψ B^{jℓ}_q [P_{≈q} θ]dx (56)

|HH| ≤ ∑ q ‖P_{≤q−3}∇^2ψ‖_C0 ‖B_q[P_{≈q} θ]‖_L1 dx |HH| ≤ sup_ℓ ‖P_{≤ℓ}∇^2ψ‖_C0 ∑ q ‖K_q‖_L1_{(R}2_{×R}2_)‖P_{≈q} θ‖^2_L2_{(T}2_) ≲ ‖∇^2ψ‖_C0 ∑ q ( 2^{(−1+δ)q}‖P_{≈q} θ‖_L2_{(T}2_)

)_2

|HH| ≲ ‖∇^2ψ‖_C0 ‖θ‖^2_{Ḣ−1+δ} (57) Now we consider HL and LH. Notice that Fsupp (P_{q+1}θ T^ℓP_{≤q−1}θ) ⊆ {|ξ| ≥ 2^{q−1}} and similarly for the quadratic term in LH. Thus the sum over q extends only from k − 3 to k + 2. To simplify the presentation, we treat the sum as though there is only one term with q = k. HL ∼ ∑ k ∫ P_k∇_ℓψP_{k+1}θ T^ℓP_{≤k−1}θdx, LH ∼ ∑ k ∫ P_k∇_ℓψP_{≤k−1}θ T^ℓP_{k+1}θdx We first treat HL. Recall from the remarks surrounding (23) that we may assume that the zero Fourier mode of θ vanishes. Thus we decompose HL ∼ ∑ k ∑ j≤k−1 ∫ P_k∇_ℓψP_{k+1}θT^ℓP_j θdx (58)

Using ‖T^ℓP_j θ‖_L2 = ‖∇^ℓ(−Δ)^{−1+δ} P_j θ‖_L2 ≲ 2^{(−1+2δ)j} ‖P_j θ‖_L2 , we obtain |HL| ≲ ∑ k ∑ j≤k−1 ‖P_k∇ψ‖_L∞ ‖P_{k+1}θ‖_L2 2^{δj} 2^{(−1+δ)j} ‖P_j θ‖_L2 ≲ ∑ j ∑ k≥j+1 ‖P_k∇ψ‖_L∞ 2^{(1−δ)k}‖Λ^{−1+δ}P_{k+1}θ‖_L2 2^{δj} ‖Λ^{−1+δ}P_j θ‖_L2 ≲ ∑ j ∑ k ‖P_k∇^2ψ‖_L∞ 2^{−δ|j−k|}‖Λ^{−1+δ}P_{k+1}θ‖_L2 ‖Λ^{−1+δ}P_j θ‖_L2 ≲ sup_ℓ ‖P_ℓ∇^2ψ‖_L∞ ∑ j,k 2^{−δ|j−k|}‖Λ^{−1+δ}P_{k+1}θ‖_L2 ‖Λ^{−1+δ}P_j θ‖_L2 |HL| ≲ sup_ℓ ‖P_ℓ∇^2ψ‖_L∞ ‖θ‖^2_{Ḣ−1+δ} (59) upon applying the Schur test to the last term. Here we have used the standard bound 2^k‖P_k∇_ℓψ‖_L∞ = 2^k‖∇^j Δ^{−1}P_{≈k}P_k∇_j ∇_ℓψ‖_L∞ ≲ ‖P_k∇^2ψ‖_L∞ .

Finally, the bound for LH follows without interchanging the order of summation LH ∼ ∑ k ∑ j≤k−1 ∫ P_k∇_ℓψ P_j θ T^ℓP_{k+1}θdx (60) |LH| ≲ ∑ k ∑ j≤k−1 ‖P_k∇_ℓψ‖_L∞ ‖P_j θ‖_L2 2^{(−1+2δ)k}‖P_{k+1}θ‖_L2 ≲ ∑ k ∑ j≤k−1 ‖P_k∇_ℓψ‖_L∞ 2^{(1−δ)j} ‖Λ^{−1+δ}P_j θ‖_L2 2^{δk}‖Λ^{−1+δ}P_{k+1}θ‖_L2 ≤ ∑ k ∑ j≤k−1 2^k‖P_k∇_ℓψ‖_L∞ 2^{−δ|k−j|}‖Λ^{−1+δ}P_j θ‖_L2 ‖Λ^{−1+δ}P_{k+1}θ‖_L2 |LH| ≲ sup_ℓ ‖P_ℓ∇^2ψ‖_L∞ ∑ j,k 2^{−δ|k−j|}‖Λ^{−1+δ}P_j θ‖_L2 ‖Λ^{−1+δ}P_{k+1}θ‖_L2 |LH| ≲ sup_ℓ ‖P_ℓ∇^2ψ‖_L∞ ‖θ‖^2_{Ḣ−1+δ} . (61) Again we have applied the Schur test. Combining (57), (59) and (61), we have proven (48).

6.1 The nonperiodic case

We now explain how to extend the estimate (48) where T^2 is replaced by R^2 . In this case, we define B[ψ, θ] = − ∫ ψ(x)∇_ℓ[T^ℓθ(x)θ(x)]dx = ∫ ∇_ℓψθT^ℓθdx for ψ in the Schwartz class and for θ ∈ S_0 in the class of Schwartz functions with compact frequency support away from 0. The additional details involve handling the low frequencies.

For any integer m ≥ 0, we have ψ(x) = P_{≤−m}ψ + ∑_∞ k=−m+1 Pk ψ, and the series converges

uniformly. Furthermore, ‖P_{≤−m}∇ψ‖_L∞_{(R}2_) ≲ 2^{−2m}‖∇ψ‖_L1_{(R}2_), ‖P_k∇ψ‖_L∞_{(R}2_) ≲ 2^{2k}‖∇ψ‖_L1_{(R}2_), and ‖P_k∇ψ‖_L∞_{(R}2_) ≲ 2^{−k}‖∇^2ψ‖_L∞_{(R}2_) together with θT^ℓθ ∈ L^1 for θ ∈ S_0 allow us to obtain the expansion (50) by letting m → ∞ and applying dominated convergence and Fubini-Tonelli to interchange the sum and the integral. Equations (51) through (54) then follow routinely from ∫ P_k∇_ℓψθT^ℓθdx = lim_{N→∞} ∫ P_k∇_ℓψP_{≤N} θT^ℓP_{≤N} θdx once the absolute convergence of the series has been obtained.

Bounding each term in (51) through (54) requires the decompositions (58) and (60). In the case of T^2, the summation over j includes only finitely terms, but it extends to all j > −∞ on R^2 . Since P_{≤k−1} = P_{≤−m} + ∑_{k−1} j=−m+1 Pj for any m, the key point is to verify the limit lim m→∞ ∫ P_k∇_ℓψ(P_{k+1}θ T^ℓP_{≤−m}θdx + P_{≤−m}θ T^ℓP_{k+1}θ)dx = 0 (62) for each fixed k, every Schwartz function ψ and every θ ∈ S_0. This limit is clear by the compact frequency support of θ away from the origin, since the left hand side is 0 for sufficiently large m.

6.2 Remark on generalized estimates of this type

Our technique for estimating the nonlinearity can be applied to a more general class of nonlinearities that have the form ∫ ψθT [θ]dx. The only properties of the bilinear form B(ψ, θ) = ∫ ∇_ℓψθT^ℓθdx that we have used in the proof are the scaling and anti-symmetry of T^ℓ, reflected in the oddness and the homogeneity of the multiplier. For example, the bound | | | | ∫ ψ_ℓθ∇^ℓΔθdx | | | | ≲ ‖∇ψ‖^{L∞} ‖∇θ‖^2L^2 , ψ^ℓ, θ ∈ C^∞c (63) can be proven by a similar (nonlocal) argument based on the fact that the symbol of ∇Δ is odd and degree 3 homogeneous.

It is natural to wonder whether the estimate (63) can be proven by an integration by parts argument, but it appears that a nonlocal proof is necessary. To see that an integration by parts argument would not apply, note that the bound is false if we replace the L^2(R^d ) norms with local L^2(supp ψ) norms. To see this failure of the localized version of the estimate, consider a θ_0 with ∇Δθ_0 nonzero, and choose ψ_ℓ = χ∇_ℓΔθ_0 where χ is a bump function supported where ∇Δθ_0 is nonzero. Now set θ_R = θ_0 + Rχ̃, where R is large and χ̃ = 1 on the support of χ. Then ‖∇θ_R‖_L2_{(supp ψ)} = ‖∇θ_0‖_L2_{(supp ψ)} does not depend on R, but the left hand side of (63) becomes unbounded as R gets large.

These considerations also motivate why our definition of the space Ḣ^{−1+δ} requires that we exclude polynomials. After all the estimate | ∫ ψ_ℓθ∇^ℓΔθdx| ≲ ‖∇ψ‖_L∞ ‖θ‖^2_{Ḣ1} would be false for high degree polynomials for which the right hand side would vanish.

7 Continuous extension of the operator

We now have the homogeneous estimate |B[ψ, θ]| ≲_δ ‖∇^2ψ‖_L∞ ‖θ‖^2_{Ḣ−1+δ} (64) for ψ, θ Schwartz, and this bound extends by continuity for any Schwartz ψ and any θ ∈ Ḣ^{−1+δ} using the corresponding bound (49) for the trilinear form and a density and Cauchy sequence argument. The completion of the Schwartz space under the semi-norm ‖∇^2ψ‖_L∞ is the space Ċ^2_0 of C^2 functions with bounded second derivatives that satisfy |∇^2ψ(x)| = o(1) as |x| → ∞ (see Appendix Section A). The more delicate matter is proving the continuous extension with respect to weak-* convergence, which is the subject of the next section.

7.1 Extension to Ẇ^{2,∞}: Definition, boundedness and uniqueness

Now let Ẇ^{2,∞}(R^2 ) and Ẇ^{2,∞}(T^2) denote the space of distributions Ψ such that ∇^2Ψ ∈ L^∞. This space includes functions (such as quadratic polynomials) for which there is no sequence ψ_n ∈ Ċ^2_0 satisfying ∇^2ψ_n → ∇^2Ψ in L^∞, as the latter convergence would imply Ψ ∈ Ċ^2_0 . Consequently, our estimate (64) on |B[ψ, θ]| does not on its own provide a unique continuous extension to allow for Ψ ∈ Ẇ^{2,∞}.

Nonetheless we can uniquely extend the bilinear form B(ψ, θ) to the space of (Ψ, θ) ∈ Ẇ^{2,∞}×Ḣ^{−1+δ} such that the extension B(Ψ, θ) also satisfies the homogeneous estimate (64), and such that whenever (Ψ_n, θ_n) is a sequence in Ẇ^{2,∞} × Ḣ^{−1+δ} satisfying ∇^2Ψ_n ⇀ ∇^2Ψ in the L^∞ weak-* topology, and θ_n → θ in the Ḣ^{−1+δ} norm, we have that B(ψ_n, θ_n) → B(Ψ, θ).

To define this extension, first let θ ∈ Ḣ^{−1+δ} be fixed and Ψ ∈ Ẇ^{2,∞} be given. Choose a sequence ψ_n ∈ C^∞_c such that ∇^2ψ_n → ∇^2Ψ in L^∞ weak-*. (A construction can be found in Section A.) In particular, there is a uniform bound on ‖∇^2ψ_n‖_L∞ . For the sequence ψ_n, we use the formulas B(ψ_n, θ) = HL(ψ_n, θ) + LH(ψ_n, θ) + HH(ψ_n, θ) (65) HL(ψ_n, θ) + LH(ψ_n, θ) ∼ ∑ k ∑ j≤k−1 {∫ P_k∇_ℓψ_n(P_{k+1}θT^ℓP_j θ + P_j θ T^ℓP_{k+1}θ)dx } (66)

HH(ψ_n, θ) = ∑ q {∫ P_{≤q−3}∇_j ∇_ℓψ_nB^{jℓ}_q [P_{≈q} θ]dx } (67)

For Ψ ∈ Ẇ^{2,∞}, θ ∈ Ḣ^{−1+δ}, we define B(Ψ, θ) to be the right hand side with ψ_n replaced by Ψ. For each fixed k, q ∈ Z, the functions P_{≤q−3}∇_j ∇_ℓψ_n and 2^kP_k∇_ℓψ_n = [2^kΔ^{−1}∇^iP_{≈k}]P_k∇_i∇_ℓψ_n (along with their derivatives) are uniformly bounded and they converge uniformly to P_{≤q−3}∇_j ∇_ℓΨ and 2^kP_k ∇_ℓΨ by a compactness and contradiction argument. The terms in the braces then converge as n → ∞ for any fixed k, j ∈ Z^2 or q ∈ Z, and they are bounded by an absolutely summable series in (k, j) or q by repeating the proof of the bounds for LH, HL and HH in Section 6. By dominated convergence, we obtain B(ψ_n, θ) → B(Ψ, θ) for any fixed θ ∈ Ḣ^{−1+δ}.

If we desire B(Ψ, θ) to be sequentially continuous in Ψ with respect to weak-* convergence, this argument proves that B(Ψ, θ) is uniquely determined and has the desired continuity property. The continuous extension maintains the homogeneous bound (64), though the optimal constant may in principle be different.

We also desire the property that B(Ψ_n, θ_n) → B(Ψ, θ) whenever θ_n → θ in the Ḣ^{−1+δ} seminorm, and ∇^2Ψ_n ⇀ ∇^2Ψ in L^∞ weak-*. This last statement is a corollary of the continuity proven in Section 7.2 below, but it is desirable to have a direct proof. If θ_n were constant in n, the convergence follows as in the previous argument after noting that sup_n ‖∇^2Ψ_n‖_L∞ < ∞ by the uniform boundedness principle. Now let T [Ψ, θ, ϕ] be the trilinear form, symmetric in θ, ϕ for which B(Ψ, θ) = T [Ψ, θ, θ]/2. Then T [·, ·, ·] is bounded on Ẇ^{2,∞} × Ḣ^{−1+δ} × Ḣ^{−1+δ} as in (49). We then conclude that

B(Ψ_n, θ_n) − B(Ψ, θ) = T [Ψ_n, θ_n − θ, θ_n]/2 + T [Ψ_n, θ, θ_n − θ]/2 + B(Ψ_n − Ψ, θ)

converges to 0 as n → ∞.

7.2 Continuity property of the extended operator

In this section, we prove another continuity property of the extended operator as the proof will be useful to us later on.

Let X ⊆ Ẇ^{2,∞} be bounded in the semi-norm. We want to show that B is continuous on X ×Ḣ^{−1+δ} with the appropriate (weak-*×strong) topologies. We obtain this continuity by showing that the trilinear form T [·, ·, ·] is continuous as a map on the product X × Ḣ^{−1+δ} × Ḣ^{−1+δ} into R when we endow Ḣ^{−1+δ} with the strong topology induced by the homogeneous norm, and X with the (non- Hausdorff) weak-* topology obtained as the pullback of the map Ψ → ∇^2Ψ into L^∞ weak-*. The continuity of B(·, ·) follows then by restricting to the diagonal in Ḣ^{−1+δ} × Ḣ^{−1+δ}. (One can approach this problem by passing to quotients to make Ẇ^{2,∞} a normed vector space and cite the metrizability of the weak-* topology on norm bounded subsets of L^∞(R^2 ) together with the sequential continuity just established; however, we believe the following direct approach is more insightful.)

The key point is to obtain a representation of the form B(Ψ, θ) = T [Ψ, θ, θ]/2 = ∫ ∇_j ∇_ℓΨ ~T^{jℓ}[θ, θ]dx (68) for some bilinear forms ~T^{jℓ} that are symmetric and bounded mapping Ḣ^{−1+δ} × Ḣ^{−1+δ} into L^1. Inspecting (66)-(67), we can write P_k∇_ℓΨ = Δ^{−1}∇^j P_k∇_j ∇_ℓΨ, take appropriate adjoint operators, and define ~T^{jℓ} = ~T^{jℓ}_L + ~T^{jℓ}_H , where each form is obtained by polarizing the quadratic forms ~T^{jℓ}_L [θ, θ] ∼ − ∑ k ∑ i≤k−1 Δ^{−1}∇^j P_k { P_{k+1}θT^ℓP_iθ + P_iθ T^ℓP_{k+1}θ } (69) ~T^{jℓ}_H [θ, θ] = ∑ q P_{≤q−3} { B^{jℓ}_q [P_{≈q} θ] } (70)

The bound ‖ ~T^{jℓ}[θ, θ]‖_L1 ≤ ~C‖θ‖^2_{Ḣ−1+δ} follows as in the bounds on LH, HL, and HH established before, where we use the uniform bounds on the operator norms sup_q ‖P_{≤q}‖+sup_k ‖2^kΔ^{−1}∇P_k‖ < ∞.

Once we have the representation (68), we can obtain continuity of T [·, ·, ·] as a mapping from X × (Ḣ^{−1+δ} )^2 into R with the appropriate product topology (weak-* on X and normed on Ḣ^{−1+δ}) as follows. Fix a trio (Ψ_0, θ_0, ϕ_0) ∈ X × (Ḣ^{−1+δ})^2 and let ϵ > 0 be given. Letting ~C be the constant above and setting M_X = sup_{Ψ∈X} ‖∇^2Ψ‖_L∞ , we define the following subset of X × Ḣ^{−1+δ} × Ḣ^{−1+δ}

U_{δ1,δ2} := { (Ψ, θ, ϕ) : ‖θ_0−θ_0‖_Ḣ−1+δ +‖ϕ−ϕ_0‖_Ḣ−1+δ < δ_1, | | | ∫ ∇_j ∇_ℓ(Ψ−Ψ_0) ~T^{jℓ}[θ_0, ϕ_0]dx | | | < δ^2 } . Then U_{δ1,δ2} is an open neighborhood of (Ψ_0, θ_0, ϕ_0) because the ~T^{jℓ} take values in L^1 and it is the (finite) product of open neighborhoods in X, and (Ḣ^{−1+δ} )^2. If we now choose δ_1 and δ_2 small enough depending on ϵ, ~C, M_X , ‖θ_0‖_Ḣ−1+δ and ‖ϕ_0‖_Ḣ−1+δ , and use the polarization of (68) we have the inequality |T [Ψ, θ, ϕ] − T [Ψ_0, θ_0, ϕ_0]| < ϵ for (Ψ, θ, ϕ) ∈ U_{δ1 ,δ2} , which establishes the continuity of T [·, ·, ·]. 7.3 On the optimal constant of the extension

For δ > 0, define the “optimal constants” for the form B(·, ·) on the Euclidean space and its extensions ‖B‖_c = sup{|B(ψ, θ)| : ‖∇^2ψ‖_C0 ≤ 1, ‖θ‖^2_{Ḣ−1+δ} ≤ 1, ψ, θ ∈ C^∞_c (R^2 )} (71) ‖B‖_0 = sup{|B(Ψ, θ)| : ‖∇^2Ψ‖_L∞ ≤ 1, ‖θ‖^2_{Ḣ−1+δ} ≤ 1, Ψ ∈ Ẇ^{2,∞}_0 , θ ∈ Ḣ^{−1+δ}(R^2 )}. (72) ‖B‖_∞ = sup{|B(Ψ, θ)| : ‖∇^2Ψ‖_L∞ ≤ 1, ‖θ‖^2_{Ḣ−1+δ} ≤ 1, Ψ ∈ Ẇ^{2,∞}, θ ∈ Ḣ^{−1+δ}(R^2 )}.. (73) Here Ẇ^{2,∞}_0 is the space of distributions with ∇^2Ψ(x) = o(1) as |x| → ∞, ∇^2Ψ ∈ L^∞. Since C^∞_c is norm dense in Ḣ^{−1+δ} (see Appendix Section A.2) and the form B(·, ·) is bounded, we can restrict attention to θ ∈ C^∞_c in (72)-(73).

It is clear that ‖B‖_c ≤ ‖B‖_0 ≤ ‖B‖_∞ and the reverse inequalities would also be clear from the boundedness of B if C^∞_c were also norm dense in Ẇ^{2,∞}_0 or Ẇ^{2,∞}. While this strong density is not the case, we do still have ‖B‖_0 = ‖B‖_c. To see this fact, given Ψ ∈ Ẇ^{2,∞}_0 and θ ∈ C^∞_c , we can choose a sequence ψ_n ∈ C^∞_c such that ∇^2ψ_n ⇀ ∇^2Ψ in L^∞ weak-* and ‖∇^2ψ_n‖_L∞ → ‖∇^2Ψ‖_L∞ as n → ∞. (See Appendix Section A.) Then for each such Ψ ∈ Ẇ^{2,∞}_0 we have |B(Ψ, θ)| = | lim_{n→∞} B(ψ_n, θ)| ≤ lim inf_{n→∞} ‖B‖_c‖∇^2ψ_n‖_C0 ‖θ‖_Ḣ−1+δ = ‖B‖_c‖∇^2Ψ‖_L∞ ‖θ‖_Ḣ−1+δ . This inequality shows that ‖B‖_0 ≤ ‖B‖_c, so the two constants are equal.

For Ψ ∈ Ẇ^{2,∞}, it is not clear whether such a sequence exists, and we do not know whether ‖B‖_∞ = ‖B‖_c. (The approximating sequence ψ_n in Section 7.1 does satisfy ‖∇^2ψ_n‖_L∞ ≲ ‖∇^2Ψ‖_L∞ , but may not satisfy ‖∇^2ψ_n‖_L∞ → ‖∇^2Ψ‖_L∞ as n → ∞.) However, the above argument does show the equality of constants ‖B‖_∞ = ‖B‖_c in the periodic setting, where we restrict to mean-zero θ ∈ C^∞(T^2).

7.4 Special properties and conservation laws of mSQG

In this Section, we now prove the estimates that are unique to SQG, 2D Euler and the mSQG family, which stem from the following Theorem:

Theorem 11. Let m^ℓ = ϵ^{ℓa}∇_a(−Δ)^{−1+δ} be the mSQG multiplier, δ ≥ 0, and T^ℓ denote the corresponding operator. Then there is a bounded bilinear operator ~T^{jℓ} mapping Ḣ^{−1+δ} × Ḣ^{−1+δ} to L^1 that takes values in the space of symmetric trace-free tensor fields such that ∇_ℓ[θT^ℓθ] = ∇_ℓ∇_j ~T^{jℓ}[θ, θ] in the sense of distributions.

This theorem implies the bound in (3) by integration by parts, and thus concludes the proof of Theorem 3. We note that in the case of the Euler equations (δ = 0), the theorem follows easily from the derivation of the Euler equations in vorticity form. Indeed, in this case the nonlinearity is the curl of the divergence of T θ ⊗ T θ, which is the second order divergence of a trace-free tensor field (∇_j ∇_ℓ[T^j θϵ^{ℓa}T_aθ], where the Biot-Savart law T^ℓθ = ϵ^{ℓa}∇_aΔ^{−1}θ is bounded from Ḣ^{−1} to L^2). The condition of symmetry can then be enforced by replacing this tensor with its symmetric part using the formula ∇_j ∇_ℓA^{jℓ} = ∇_j ∇_ℓA^{jℓ}_S , A^{jℓ}_S =^1_2 (A^{jℓ} + A^{ℓj} ). For SQG and more generally mSQG with δ > 0, Theorem 11 is apparently much less immediate.

In our analysis so far, the key properties we have used to bound the nonlinearity are the homogeneity and oddness of the multiplier. These properties are only enough to construct a bilinear form ~T = ~T_L + ~T_H defined in (69)-(70) that has the desired boundedness but does not necessarily take on tracefree values.

We derive the desired trace-free bilinear form ~T by examining the derivations of equations (69)-(70) in the specific case of mSQG^3. These equations give a representation ∇_ℓ[θT^ℓθ] = ∇_j ∇_ℓ[ ~T^{jℓ}_L + ~T^{jℓ}_H ]. Let us first consider the term ~T^{jℓ}_L that arises from interactions involving low frequencies. This term may not be trace free, but there exists a trace-free tensor field ~T^{jℓ}_{L2} with the same second order divergence and the same boundedness properties.

To obtain this tensor field, consider the following operator R, which acts on scalar fields and inverts the second order divergence operator while taking values in the space of symmetric, trace-free tensor fields: R^{jℓ}[f] = Aδ^{jℓ}Δ^{−1}f + BΔ^{−2}∇^j ∇^ℓf. The constants A and B solve A + B = 1, dA + B = 0 so that Rf is trace free and solves ∇_j ∇_ℓR^{jℓ}f = f for f with Fourier support in an annulus excluding 0.

We now wish to define ~T^{jℓ}_{L2} ≡ R^{jℓ}∇_a∇_b ~T^{ab}_L in the hope that we will have ∇_j ∇_ℓ ~T^{jℓ}_{L2} = ∇_j ∇_ℓ ~T^{jℓ}_L . However, the fact that the zeroth order operator R^{jℓ}∇_a∇_b is unbounded on L^1 makes it unclear this bilinear form is bounded from Ḣ^{−1+δ} × Ḣ^{−1+δ} into L^1, or even that it maps into the space of distributions. Nonetheless, the boundedness of ~T_{L2} is true: R^{jℓ}∇_a∇_bΔ^{−1}∇^aP_k = R^{jℓ}∇_bP_k satisfies estimates similar to Δ^{−1}∇^j P_k (since R has a symbol that is degree −2 homogeneous and smooth away from the origin), and ~T^{jℓ}_{L2}[θ, θ] ∼ − ∑ k ∑ i≤k−1 R^{jℓ}∇_a∇_bΔ^{−1}∇^aP_k { P_{k+1}θT^bP_iθ + P_iθ T^bP_{k+1}θ } (74)

has the same structure as ~T_L, so that the same boundedness argument based on Schur’s Test applies (modifying the proofs of lines (59) and (61)), and the equality of the second order divergences is also guaranteed.

This last argument does not apply to ~T_H and does not use the full structure of the mSQG multiplier. The unique feature of the mSQG multiplier is that the ~T^{jℓ}_H defined in (70) is in fact already tracefree. Namely, thanks to formulas (55) and (42), this trace-free property follows from the calculation of line (46), which shows that the Jacobian of the frequency-truncated multiplier is trace-free. From the identity ∇_ℓ[θT^ℓθ] = ∇_j ∇_ℓ[ ~T^{jℓ}_{L2} + ~T^{jℓ}_{HS} ], where ~T^{jℓ}_{HS} is the symmetric part of ~T_H , we conclude Theorem 11.

We now explain how Theorem 11 quickly implies the conservation of impulse and angular momentum for general weak solutions to mSQG, whose Hamiltonian is locally integrable. The proof is based on the following Lemma:

Lemma 7.1. Let Q(x) be a polynomial on R^2 of the form A + Bx_1 + Cx_2 + D(x^2_1 + x^2), so that the trace free part of the Hessian of Q vanishes. Let F̊^{jℓ} be a trace-free tensor field in L^1(R^2 ) and let

3We remark that one can alternatively obtain the double-divergence form by decomposing θT^ℓθ without decomposing ψ, as is used in [25].

χ ∈ C^∞_c (R^2 ) be equal to 1 in a neighborhood of the origin. Then lim_{R→∞} ∫ R^2 F̊^{jℓ}∇_j ∇_ℓ(χ(x/R)Q(x))dx = 0

Indeed, the term F̊^{jℓ}∇_j ∇_ℓQ = 0 vanishes pointwise, since it is equal to F̊^{jℓ} ˚∇^2_{jℓ}Q, and the trace-free part of the Hessian ˚∇^2_{jℓ}Q = ∇_j ∇_ℓQ − (1/d)ΔQδ_{jℓ} vanishes. When the derivatives hit the cutoff, we can bound |F̊ ||∇[χ(·/R)]||∇Q| and |F̊ ||∇^2[χ(·/R)]||Q| pointwise by ≲ |F̊ | ∈ L^1(R^2 ). We then apply the dominated convergence theorem using the fact that the derivatives of the cutoff are supported in |x| ∼ R, to conclude that these latter terms tend to zero as R → ∞.

Now let θ ∈ L^2_t Ḣ^{−1+δ} be a weak solution to mSQG on the time interval [0, T ] and fix t_0 ∈ (0, T ]. We define the restriction to time t_0, θ(t_0, ·), as the unique distribution on R^2 that satisfies θ(t_0, x) = θ(t, x) − ∫_t t_0 ∇_j ∇_ℓ ~T^{jℓ}[θ(s), θ(s)]ds, (75) where ~T is the bilinear form of Theorem 11. The equation ∂_tθ +∇_ℓ(θT^ℓθ) = 0 implies that the element of D^′((0, T ) × R^2 ) defined by the right hand side satisfies ∂_tθ(t_0, x) = 0 in D^′((0, T ) × R^2 ), so we can identify it with a unique element of D^′(R^2 ).

In particular, taking the difference θ(t, ·) − θ(0, ·), we have θ(t, x) = θ(0, x) + ∇_j ∇_ℓF̊^{jℓ}_t (x), F̊^{jℓ}_t = − ∫_t 0 ~T^{jℓ}[θ(s), θ(s)]ds. (76)

From θ ∈ L^2_t Ḣ^{−1+δ} and Theorem 11, we have F̊_t ∈ L^1(R^2 ) for any t, so that Lemma 7.1 applies to give lim_{R→∞} ∫ R^2 θ(t, x)Q(x)χ(x/R)dx = lim_{R→∞} ∫ R^2 θ(0, x)Q(x)χ(x/R)dx, (77) for all polynomials whose Hessian has vanishing trace-free part, which includes the polynomials x^2_1 +x^2 and x_i that (up to constants) define angular momentum and the components of impulse. In particular the left hand limit is defined if and only if the right hand limit is defined, where both integrals are interpreted in the sense of distributions, viewing Q(x)χ(x/R) as a test function.

Note that even if the limit (77) does exist, it may a priori depend on the cutoff function χ. A sufficient condition for the limit to exist and to be independent of χ is that the initial condition has the form θ(0, x) = f(x) + ∇_j g^j (x) + ∇_j ∇_ℓh^{jℓ}(x) for tensors f, g and h such that |x|^2|f|, |x||g|, and |h| belong to L^1. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 7.1.

8 Sharpness of the estimate on the nonlinearity

Let B(ψ, θ) be the multilinear form associated to mSQG and let ‖ ‖_X be a semi-norm that satisfies |B(ψ, θ)| ≲ ‖ψ‖_X ‖θ‖^2_H−1+δ (78) We have shown that the W̊^{2,∞} semi-norm ‖ψ‖_X = ‖˚∇^2ψ‖_L∞ satisfies the above estimate. We now prove Theorem 5, which states that every such semi-norm X that satisfies (78) must control the W̊^{2,∞} semi-norm, meaning that the estimate we have proven is sharp (when we assume only H^{−1+δ} control of the scalar).

The proof proceeds by a geometric optics technique that is related to the convex integration construction in [3, 26], but with a different normalization that extracts an approximate delta function from the bilinear form. In particular we employ different techniques to estimate the error.

Let ψ(x_1, x_2) be an arbitrary C^∞_c test function. Consider the sequence

Θ_λ = P_λF_λ ≡ λ^{1−δ} P_λ(e^{iλx1} λ^{1/2}φ(λ^{1/2}x)), Θ̄_λ = P_{−λ}F̄_λ ≡ λ^{1−δ} P_{−λ}(e^{−iλx}1 λ^{1/2}φ(λ^{1/2}x)),

(79)

where P_λ is a convolution operator whose symbol û_{≈λ} is a bump function of size 1 adapted to the frequency region |ξ − λe_1| ≤ λ/3. The family θ_λ = Θ_λ + Θ̄_λ is then real-valued. Let us normalize φ to be a bump function supported in the unit ball in physical space with ∫ φ^2dx = 1. Observe that the family θ_λ is then normalized to have size ∼ 1 in Ḣ^{−1+δ}, so by our assumption on the X seminorm we have sup_λ |B(ψ, θ_λ)| ≲ ‖ψ‖_X .

Our claim is that

lim_{λ→∞} B(ψ, θ_λ) = 2(−1 + δ)∂_1∂_2ψ(0, 0), (80)

hence |∂_1∂_2ψ(0, 0)| ≲ ‖ψ‖_X according to (78). By performing a rotation we can modify the construction to show |(∂_1 − ∂_2)(∂_1 + ∂_2)ψ(0, 0)| ≲ ‖ψ‖_X , which implies |˚∇^2ψ(0, 0)| ≲ ‖ψ‖_X when combined with (80). By translation invariance, we conclude that ‖˚∇^2ψ‖_L∞ ≲ ‖ψ‖_X as desired.

We have thus proven Theorem 5 under the assumption of claim (80), whose proof occupies the remainder of this section. We start by expanding

B(ψ, θ_λ) = B(ψ, Θ_λ + Θ̄_λ) = B(ψ, Θ_λ) + B(ψ, Θ̄_λ) (81) + T (ψ, Θ_λ, Θ̄_λ) + T (ψ, Θ̄_λ, Θ_λ), (82)

with T is the usual trilinear form associated to B.

The terms of line (81) converge weakly to zero. For example, by Plancharel we have

B(ψ, Θ_λ) = ∫ R̂2 ψ̂ ( ^Θ_λ ∗ ^T ℓ[Θ_λ] ) dξ Due to the projection P_{≈λ} in (79), the convolution is supported in frequencies of size ∼ λ. It is also uniformly bounded by a polynomial in frequency. Since ψ̂ is Schwartz, we conclude that this term, and the similar term B(ψ, Θ̄_λ), tend to 0 by dominated convergence.

We now isolate the main term of line (82) and show that it converges to (80). We express (82) more fully as

(82) = ∫ ψ(T^ℓΘ_λ∇_ℓΘ̄_λ + T^ℓΘ̄_λ∇_ℓΘ_λ)dx (83)

We now exploit the divergence form of the symmetric interaction from Section 5.

T^ℓΘ_λ∇_ℓΘ̄_λ + T^ℓΘ̄_λ∇_ℓΘ_λ = ∇_j ∇_ℓB^{jℓ}_λ [Θ_λ, Θ̄_λ]

B^{jℓ}_λ [Θ_λ, Θ_λ] = ∫ F_λ(x − h_1)F̄_λ(x − h_2)K̃^{jℓ}_λ (h_1, h_2)dh_1dh_2 (84)

In making this decomposition, we have absorbed the operator P_λ ⊗ P_{−λ} in the definition (79) into the kernel K̃_λ, which is Schwartz, similar to line (44). Doing so results in appearances of the bump function û in the following formulas: K̂^{jℓ}_λ (ζ, η) = ∫_1 0 ∇^j m^ℓ_λ(σζ − (1 − σ)η)û(ζ)û(−η)dσ (85) m^ℓ_λ(ξ) = iϵ^{ℓa}ξ_a|ξ|^{2(−1+δ)}χ_{≈λ}(ξ) ∇^j m^ℓ_λ(ξ) = 2(−1 + δ)iϵ^{ℓa}ξ_aξ^j |ξ|^{2(−2+δ)}χ_{≈λ} + ... + O(ϵ^{ℓj} ) (86)

The anti-symmetric part, which is proportional to ϵ^{ℓj} , will not be important in our calculations, and we have also neglected the term where the derivative hits the cutoff function χ_{≈λ} since it will also vanish in the forthcoming computation of the main term.

Using coordinates h_1 = (h^1, h^2_1) and h_2 = (h^1_2, h^2) on R^2 × R^2 , we now obtain a leading order term expansion of (84)

(84) = λ^{2−2δ} ∫ e^{iλh1} e^{−iλh12} λφ^2(λ^{1/2}x)K̃^{jℓ}_λ (h_1, h_2)dh_1dh_2 (87) + λ^{2−2δ} ∫ e^{i(λh1 −λh12)} ∫_1 0 d dσ λφ(λ^{1/2}(x − σh_1))φ(λ(x − σh_2))K̃^{jℓ}_λ (h_1, h_2)dh_1dh_2dσ ≡E_λ (88)

Let us first isolate the leading term, (87), and show how it leads to (80). Here we recognize that the terms involving χ do not depend on (h_1, h_2) and what appears is the Fourier transform of K̃. We have

(87)^{jℓ} = λ^{2−2δ} λφ^2(λ^{1/2}x) ^K̃^{jℓ}(λe_1, −λe_1) (89) = 2(−1 + δ)λ^{2−2δ} λφ^2(λ^{1/2}x)δ^j_1δ^ℓ_2λ^{2(−1+δ)} + O(ϵ^{ℓj} ) (90)

Here we have used that χ_{≈λ}(ξ) and the û factors are equal to 1 in an O(λ) neighborhood of λe_1; in particular, the factor ∇^j χ_{≈λ} vanishes at λe_1.

Returning to (83), we integrate the main term against the test function ψ to obtain ∫ ψ∇_j ∇_ℓ(87)dx = 2(−1 + δ) ∫ ∇_j ∇_ℓψλφ^2(λ^{1/2}x)δ^j_1δ^ℓ_2dx (91)

= 2(−1 + δ)∂_1∂_2ψ(0, 0) + o(1) as λ → ∞. (92)

Hence the leading term establishes the key claim (80). It remains to treat the error term E_λ from (88).

We now treat the error term E_λ from (88). We claim that E_λ converges to 0 in L^1. To see this, we apply Fubini-Tonelli and apply Cauchy-Schwartz, using the translation invariance of the L^2 norm, to obtain ∫ |E_λ(x)|dx ≲ λ^{2−2δ+1+ 12} ∫_1 0 [∫ |∇φ(λ^{1/2}(x − σh_1))||φ(λ^{1/2}(x − σh_2))|dx ] |h||K̃_λ(h_1, h_2)|dh_1dh_2dσ ≲ (λ^{1/2}‖∇φ(λ^{1/2}·)‖_L2 ) · (λ^{1/2}‖φ(λ^{1/2}·)‖_L2 ) · λ^{2−2δ+1/2} ∫ |h||K̃_λ(h_1, h_2)|dh_1dh_2 ≲ (1) · (1) · λ^{−1/2}.

The last bound follows due to the scaling of the kernel K̃_λ(h_1, h_2) = λ^{−2+2δ} λ^{2d}K̃_1(λh_1, λh_2), which is Schwartz. Note that the estimate relies crucially on the gain of λ^{−1} coming from the small factor of |h| and scaling. Thus ‖E_λ‖_L1 = O(λ^{−1/2}) goes to 0 as λ → ∞.

9 Uniqueness of the main estimate for the mSQG multiplier

In this section we show that the special estimate for the mSQG nonlinearity in Theorem 3 is not satisfied by any other active scalar nonlinearities with the same translation and scaling symmetries other than the constant multiples of the mSQG nonlinearity.

Consider an active scalar nonlinearity on R^2 , which is a nonlinearity of the form B(ψ, θ) ≡ ∫ R^2 ψT^ℓθ∇_ℓθdx initially defined for θ in the space S_0 of Schwartz functions with compact Fourier support away from the origin and for ψ ∈ C^∞_c . We restate here the theorem we are aiming to prove for the convenience of the reader.

Theorem 12. Assume that the operator T^ℓ has a Fourier multiplier m^ℓ that is homogeneous of degree −1 + 2δ, δ ≥ 0, δ ≠ 1. If the nonlinearity B(ψ, θ) satisfies the bound |B(ψ, θ)| ≲ ‖˚∇^2ψ‖_L∞ ‖θ‖^2_H−1+δ (S) for ψ ∈ C^∞_c (R^2 ) and θ ∈ S_0(R^2 ), then T^ℓ is a constant multiple of the mSQG Biot Savart law.

9.1 Reducing to the case of a smooth multiplier

Let us reduce to the case where the multiplier is smooth. We can argue by contradiction. Suppose m^ℓ is a homogeneous multiplier that is not a constant multiple of the mSQG multiplier, but for which the corresponding nonlinearity nonetheless satisfies (S). We first reduce to the case where m^ℓ is smooth away from the origin by exploiting a natural action of the group of rotations.

For α ∈ R, let R_α denote the one parameter group of linear operators that act on R^2 by rotation by the angle α, and let [R_α]^ℓ_k denote the corresponding matrix entries. The multiplier m^ℓ(ξ) can be regarded as a vector field on ^R^2 , and the group R_α acts on this space of vector fields by pushforward: (R_αm)^ℓ(ξ) ≡ [R_α]^ℓ_km^k(R_{−α}ξ). The mSQG multiplier, which we denote by M^ℓ(ξ), is up to a constant the unique vector field invariant under this action with the −1 + 2δ homogeneity.

Letting f ∘ R_α(x) = f(R_αx), since R_α is orthogonal, the formula ^f ∘ R_α(ξ) = f̂(R_αξ) yields that the rotation group correspondingly acts on the operator T^ℓ associated with m^ℓ by (R_αT )^ℓ[θ](x) ≡ [R_α]^ℓ_kT^k[θ ∘R_α](R_{−α}x). From this identity, we can check that the action of the rotation group respects the estimate (S), for if (S) holds for T^ℓ then for the rotated form B_α, we have B_α[ψ, θ] ≡ ∫ ψ(x)(R_αT )^ℓ[θ]∇_ℓθ(x)dx = ∫ ψ(x)[R_α]^ℓ_kT^k[θ ∘ R_α](R_{−α}x)∇_ℓθ(x)dx = ∫ ψ(R_αx)T^k[θ ∘ R_α](x)[R_α]^ℓ_k∇_ℓθ(R_αx) = ∫ ψ(R_αx)T^k[θ ∘ R_α](x)∇_k [θ ∘ R_α](x) B_α[ψ, θ] = B_0[ψ ∘ R_α, θ ∘ R_α] Thus the bilinear form B_α associated to R_αT maintains the bound (S), since both ‖˚∇^2ψ‖_L∞ and ‖θ‖_Ḣs are invariant under rotations.

Now consider again the operator T that we have assumed is not the mSQG operator but still satisfies (S). Define the twisted mollification of T to be

(T_ϵ)^ℓ = ∫ R (R_αT )^ℓη_ϵ(α)dα (93) where η_ϵ is a standard mollifier supported in |α| ≤ ϵ. Then T_ϵ inherits the estimate (S) since we are simply averaging over rotations that preserve the estimate. Moreover, we claim the multiplier of T_ϵ is smooth and distinct from the mSQG multiplier for ϵ small enough.

Indeed, since m^ℓ is a homogeneous distribution on ^R^2 , away from the origin m has the form m^ℓ(ξ) = h^ℓ(ω)|ξ|^{−1+2δ} , where ω ∈ R/Z is the polar angle on ^R^2 and h^ℓ is an R^2 -valued distribution on the 1D torus R/Z (see e.g. [23]). The operation of twisted mollification forming the operator T_ϵ simply replaces the distribution h by the distribution h^ℓ_ϵ(ω) = ∫ R h^k(ω − α)η_ϵ(α)[R_α]^ℓ_kdα, where the integral and the translation of h are interpreted in the sense of distributions using duality.

In the same way that a usual convolution produces a smooth function from a distribution, the distribution h_ϵ can be shown to be smooth. Furthermore, since R_α is smooth and R_0 = Id, one can check that h_ϵ converges to h in D^′(R/Z) as ϵ → 0 by calculating the dual operator that acts on test functions, and finally showing that the dual twisted mollification converges in C^k(R/Z) for any test function and any k ≥ 0. We omit the details, which are similar to the usual process of convolution for distributions (see e.g. [23]).

As a result, T_ϵ must be distinct from the mSQG operator for ϵ sufficiently small, for we have assumed that the limiting multiplier m^ℓ(ξ) = h^ℓ(ω)|ξ|^{−1+2δ} is distinct from the mSQG multiplier. Also, as pointed out T_ϵ inherits the estimate (S). Thus, if we can show T_ϵ is the mSQG Biot-Savart Law for every ϵ > 0, the limiting operator T is also.

We now assume T has a smooth multiplier satisfying (S) and −1 + 2δ homogeneity, and proceed to show T is a multiple of the Biot-Savart law for mSQG.

9.2 The case of an odd multiplier

By the analysis of the previous section, if the bound (S) holds for an operator T^ℓ with multiplier m^ℓ, the same bound holds for the odd part of the operator T^ℓ_o = (T^ℓ + (R_π T )^ℓ)/2 whose multiplier is m^ℓ_o(ξ) = (m^ℓ(ξ) − m^ℓ(−ξ))/2, and also for the even part of the operator T^ℓ_e = (T^ℓ − (R_π T )^ℓ)/2. We will show that T^ℓ_o is a multiple of the mSQG Biot-Savart law and that T^ℓ_e is 0 (except possibly in the case where the multiplier is degree 1 homogeneous).

Let us now consider the case where the multiplier m^ℓ = m^ℓ_o is odd. We first establish that, assuming oddness of the multiplier, the velocity field T^ℓ must be incompressible in the sense that m(ξ) · ξ = 0.

Proposition 9.1. If the velocity field T^ℓ is not incompressible, then there is a test function ψ and a sequence θ_λ with Fourier support in an annulus {|ξ| ∼ λ} such that ‖θ_λ‖_Ḣδ = O(1) and such that B(ψ, θ_λ) has a nontrivial limit. As a consequence, there cannot exist any estimate of the form |B(ψ, θ)| ≲ ‖ψ‖_X ‖θ‖^2_Hs , ψ ∈ C^∞_c , θ ∈ H^s (94) for any s < δ and any norm X on C^∞_c .

Indeed, if an estimate of the type (94) were to exist, it would force B(ψ, θ_λ) → 0 for the example we now construct in view of the estimate ‖θ_λ‖_Hs ≲ λ^{s−δ} ‖θ_λ‖_Ḣδ for functions with Fourier support in a annulus of radius ∼ λ.

Proof. As T is not incompressible-valued, there exists a frequency ξ̄, |ξ̄| = 1 such that m(ξ̄) · ξ̄ ≠ 0. Let η_λ be a Schwartz function that is a bump function in frequency space adapted to |λξ̄ − ξ| ≤ λ/2. Define the operator P_λ = η_λ∗ and define a bump function χ_λ(x) = λ^{−δ}λ^{d/4}χ(λ^{1/2}x) (with d = 2) and define

θ_λ = (Θ_λ + Θ_λ) = (Θ_λ + Θ_{−λ}), Θ_λ = P_λ[e^{iλξ̄·x}χ_λ(x)].

We need the following geometric optics Lemma:

Lemma 9.1. There is a leading order expansion of the form

T^ℓΘ_λ = e^{iλξ̄·x}λ^{−1+2δ} χ_λm^ℓ(ξ̄) + ErrV^ℓ (95) ‖ErrV‖_L2 = O(λ^{−1/2}λ^{−1+2δ} λ^{−δ}) = O(λ^{−3/2+δ} ) (96) ∇_ℓΘ_λ = (iλ)ξ̄_ℓe^{iλξ̄·x}χ_λ + ErrS_ℓ (97) ‖ErrS‖_L2 = O(λ^{1−δ−1/2}) (98)

We prove the expansion for the velocity field. The proof for the scalar gradient is similar. Let K^ℓ_λ denote the convolution kernel representing T^ℓP_λ. Observe that

T^ℓΘ_λ = ∫ e^{iλξ̄·(x−h)}χ_λ(x − h)K^ℓ_λ(h)dh (99) = e^{iλξ̄·x} ∫ e^{−iλξ̄·h}χ_λ(x − h)K^ℓ_λ(h)dh (100) = e^{iλξ̄·x} ∫ e^{−iλξ̄·h}χ_λ(x)K^ℓ_λ(h)dh + ErrV (101) Notice that the leading order term is equal to the one in (95). We estimate the error term by writing ErrV = e^{iλξ̄·x} ∫ ∫_1 0 e^{−iλξ̄·h}∇_aχ_λ(x − σh)h^aK^ℓ_λ(h)dσdh ‖ErrV‖_L2 ≲ sup_{σ,h} ‖∇χ_λ(· − σh)‖_L2 · ‖h|K_λ|‖_L1 ≲ λ^{1/2−δ} · λ^{−1−1+2δ} = O(λ^{−3/2+δ} ) Note that the reason we gain by a factor of λ^{−1/2} compared to the main term is that differentiating χ costs only λ^{1/2}, but gains a factor of λ^{−1} coming from the factor of h. The same observations lead to the other equations (97) and (98).

We now let ψ be any test function with ψ(0) = 1. We claim that B(ψ, θ_λ) = ∫ ψT^ℓθ_λ∇_ℓθ_λdx = ∫ ψ(T^ℓΘ_λ∇_ℓΘ_{−λ} + T^ℓΘ_λ∇_ℓΘ_{−λ})dx + o(1)

To see that the other terms are o(1), consider ∫ ψT^ℓΘ_λ∇_ℓΘ_λ. We can write this as an integral in frequency space by Plancharel, and note that the Fourier transform of T^ℓΘ_λ∇_ℓΘ_λ, which is localized to frequencies of the order λ, has L^2 norm bounded by a polynomial in λ. By applying dominated convergence in frequency space, the integral tends to zero as claimed.

We now consider the main term, which we expand as B(ψ, θ_λ) = (−iλ)λ^{−1+2δ} ∫ ψχ^2_λ(m^ℓ(ξ̄)ξ̄_ℓ − m^ℓ(−ξ̄)ξ̄_ℓ)dx

+ λ^{−1+2δ} ∫ ψχ_λm^ℓ(ξ̄)ErrS_ℓ − (iλ) ∫ ψχ_λξ̄_ℓErrV^ℓ + ∫ ψErrS_ℓErrV^ℓdx

By bounding ‖ψ‖ in L^∞ and taking the other factors in L^2 using ‖χ_λ‖_L2 ≲ λ^{−δ} and (96),(98), we see that the terms on the second line are O(λ^{−1/2}) while the error term in the last line is O(λ^{−1}).

The term on the first line is therefore the main term. The cutoff χ_λ is normalized so that λ^{2δ} χ^2_λ ⇀ Aδ_0 for some A ≠ 0. Since we have assumed a choice of ξ̄ such that m^ℓ(ξ̄)ξ̄_ℓ − m^ℓ(−ξ̄)ξ̄_ℓ = 2m^ℓ(ξ̄)ξ̄_ℓ is not zero (recall that m is odd) and a choice of ψ that does not vanish at the origin, we see as desired that B(ψ, θ_λ) has a nontrivial limit as λ → ∞.

We have now established that the velocity field is incompressible; that is, the multiplier satisfies m(ξ) · ξ = 0. Our next task is to show that the mSQG nonlinearity is the only one consistent with the special bound (S). This fact follows from the following proposition.

Proposition 9.2. Let T^ℓ be incompressible with odd multiplier m that is homogeneous of degree −1 + 2δ. If m is not a scalar multiple of the mSQG multiplier, then there cannot exist a bound of the form (S) for the corresponding nonlinearity.

Proof. Let M^ℓ be the mSQG multiplier that is homogeneous of degree −1 + 2δ, which is a vector field tangent to the unit circle of constant length when restricted to the unit circle. Since we work in two dimensions and m(ξ) satisfies m(ξ) · ξ = 0 (i.e. m is also tangent to the unit circle), we can deduce that m has the form m^ℓ(ξ) = H(ξ)M^ℓ(ξ) for some function H that is homogeneous of degree zero and smooth away from the origin.

Suppose now that m is not a constant multiple of the mSQG multiplier. Then H is not constant on the unit circle, and thus there exists a ξ̄ ∈ S^1 such that ∇_ℓH(ξ̄)M^ℓ(ξ̄) ≠ 0.

We now construct a family of scalars Θ_λ with frequency support in ξ ∼ λ that oscillate in the ξ̄ direction. Set Θ_λ = λ^{1−δ}P_{≈λ}[e^{iλξ̄·x}φ_λ(x)] where the multiplier for P_{≈λ} is a bump function adapted to |ξ − λξ̄| ≤ λ/4, and where φ_λ(x) = λ^{d/2}φ(λx) is a rescaled bump function normalized so that ∫ φ^2_λdx = ∫ φ(x)dx = 1. Define θ_λ = Θ_λ + Θ̄_λ, so that θ_λ is real-valued. Note that the family θ_λ is uniformly bounded in Ḣ^{−1+δ}. Also note the direct analogy with the construction of Θ_λ in line (79).

Now let ψ be an arbitrary test function. By incompressibility we have B(ψ, θ_λ) = ∫ ψT^ℓθ_λ∇_ℓθ_λdx = − ∫ ∇_ℓψθ_λT^ℓθ_λdx We also have ∫ ∇_ℓψ T^ℓΘ_λ Θ_λdx = o(1) as λ → ∞ and similarly for Θ_λ replaced by Θ̄_λ since ∇_ℓψ is Schwartz and T^ℓΘ_λΘ_λ has frequency support in |ξ| ∼ λ and has L^2 norm bounded by a polynomial in λ.

This vanishing leaves us with −B(ψ, θ_λ) = ∫ ∇_ℓψ(T^ℓΘ_λΘ̄_λ + T^ℓΘ̄_λΘ_λ ≡N^ℓ_λ )dx + o(1).

In other words the main term is the high-high to low frequency cascade once we establish it is nonzero.

Now recall that the machinery of Section 5 gives us a divergence form representation of the form

N^ℓ_λ = ∇_j B^{jℓ}_λ [Θ_λ, Θ̄_λ]

B^{jℓ}_λ [Θ_λ, Θ̄_λ] = ∫ R^2×R^2

K^{jℓ}_λ (h_1, h_2)Θ_λ(x − h_1)Θ̄_λ(x − h_2)dh_1dh_2 ^K^{jℓ}_λ (ζ, η) = −i ∫_1 0 ∇^j m^ℓ_λ(σζ − (1 − σ)η)dσχ̂_λ(ζ)χ̂_λ(η) where m_λ is a cutoff version of m adapted to frequency λ and where χ̂_λ is a cutoff adapted to frequencies of size λ. We can also absorb the factors of P_λ into the kernel K to get N^ℓ_λ = ∇_jB̃^{jℓ}_λ [e^{iλξ̄·x}φ_λ, e^{−iλξ̄·x}φ_λ] (102) B̃^{jℓ}_λ [Θ_λ, Θ̄_λ] = λ^{2−2δ} ∫ R^2×R^2

K̃^{jℓ}_λ (h_1, h_2)e^{iλξ̄·(x−h}1^)φ_λ(x − h_1)e^{−iλξ̄·(x−h}2^)φ_λ(x − h_2)dh_1dh_2 (103)

(103) = λ^{2−2δ} ∫ e^{iλξ̄·h1} e^{−iλξ̄·h2} λφ^2(λ^{1/2}x)K̃^{jℓ}_λ (h_1, h_2)dh_1dh_2 (104) + λ^{2−2δ} ∫ e^{iλξ̄·(h1 −h2)} ∫_1 0 d dσ λφ(λ^{1/2}(x − σh_1))φ(λ^{1/2}(x − σh_2))K̃^{jℓ}_λ (h_1, h_2)dh_1dh_2dσ ≡E_λ (105)

We then have B(ψ, θ_λ) = ∫ ∇_j ∇_ℓψ(104)^{jℓ}dx + ∫ ∇_j ∇_ℓψE^{jℓ}_λ dx + o(1) (106)

By the computation following (92), we have that ∫ ∇_j ∇_ℓψE^{jℓ}_λ dx = o(1). The leading term is then derived using the degree −1 + 2δ homogeneity of the multiplier as

(104)^{jℓ} = λ^{2−2δ} λφ^2(λ^{1/2}x) ^K̃^{jℓ}_λ (λξ̄, −λξ̄) = λφ^2(λ^{1/2}x)∇^j m^ℓ(ξ̄) = λφ^2(λ^{1/2}x)(∇^j H(ξ̄)M^ℓ(ξ̄) + H∇^j M^ℓ(ξ̄))

where we recall that m^ℓ = H(ξ)M^ℓ, where M^ℓ is the mSQG Biot-Savart law. We can thus write

(104)^{jℓ} = λφ^2(λ^{1/2}x) ( 1 d ∇_iH(ξ̄)M^i(ξ̄)δ^{jℓ} + Å^{jℓ} )

where Å^{jℓ} is a (fixed, constant) trace-free matrix, since we know ∇^j M^ℓ is trace-free.

Assuming the special bound (S), we conclude that | | | | ∇_iH(ξ̄)M^i(ξ̄) d Δψ(0) + Å^{jℓ}∇_j ∇_ℓψ(0) | | | | = lim_{λ→∞} |B(ψ, θ^λ)| ≲ ‖ ˚∇^2ψ‖_{L∞} since lim sup ‖θ_λ‖^2_{Ḣ−1+δ} is bounded. This bound, however, implies the estimate ‖Δψ‖_L∞ ≲ ‖˚∇^2ψ‖_L∞ for all test functions, which is a false estimate (as can be seen by considering test functions that approximate χ(x)|x|^2 log |x|^2, χ a smooth bump function).

Our conclusion is then that the function H in the decomposition m^ℓ(ξ) = H(ξ)M^ℓ(ξ) must be a constant, so that there is no point on the unit circle where M(ξ) · ∇H(ξ) ≠ 0. Thus, m is a constant multiple of the mSQG Biot-Savart law under the assumption that the multiplier is odd.

9.3 The case of an incompressible velocity field with even multiplier

We want to show that, outside a certain exceptional case, the active scalar nonlinearities that satisfy the exceptional bound (S) must have vanishing even part. We first eliminate the case of an incompressible even multiplier (that is, ∇_ℓT^ℓ[θ] = 0). In this case the nonlinearity has the form B(ψ, θ) = − ∫ ∇_ℓψ θ T^ℓθdx (107) after an integration by parts.

Proposition 9.3. If the velocity field T^ℓ is incompressible and the multiplier m has nonzero even part, then there is a test function ψ and a sequence θ_λ with Fourier support in an annulus {|ξ| ∼ λ} such that ‖θ_λ‖_Ḣ−1/2+δ = O(1) and such that B(ψ, θ_λ) has a nontrivial limit. As a consequence, there cannot exist any estimate of the form |B(ψ, θ)| ≲ ‖ψ‖_X ‖θ‖^2_Hs , ψ ∈ C^∞_c , θ ∈ H^s (108) for any s < −1/2 + δ and any norm X on C^∞_c .

Proof. Indeed, suppose the even part of m takes on a nonzero value at some ξ̄ on the unit circle. We construct Θ_λ = λ^{1/2−δ} P_λ[e^{iλξ̄·x}λ^{d/4}φ(λ^{1/2}x)], θ_λ = Θ_λ + Θ̄_λ with the properties that φ is a bump function with ∫ |φ|^2dx = 1, P_λ is a Fourier multiplier adapted to |ξ − λξ̄| < λ/5. Similar to Lemma 9.1, we have a leading order expansion where the L^2 norm of the errors improves on the main term by a factor of λ^{−1/2} Lemma 9.2. There is a leading order expansion of the form T^ℓΘ_λ = λ^{−1/2+δ} e^{iλξ̄·x}λ^{d/4}φ(λ^{1/2}x)m^ℓ(ξ̄) + ErrV^ℓ (109) ‖ErrV‖_L2 = O(λ^{−1/2}λ^{−1/2+δ} ) = O(λ^{−1+δ} ) (110) Θ_λ = λ^{1/2−δ} e^{iλξ̄·x}λ^{d/4}φ(λ^{1/2}x) + ErrS (111) ‖ErrS‖_L2 = O(λ^{−1/2}λ^{1/2−δ} ) = O(λ^{−δ} ) (112) We omit the proof, which is essentially the same as that of Lemma 9.1. Arguing as in the proof of Proposition 9.1 and using (107) we obtain −B(ψ, θ_λ) = ∫ ∇_ℓψ(Θ̄_λT^ℓΘ_λ + Θ_λT^ℓΘ̄_λ)dx + o(1) = ∫ ∇_ℓψλ^{d/2}φ^2(λ^{1/2}x)(m^ℓ(ξ̄) + m^ℓ(−ξ̄))dx + o(1) = ∇_ℓψ(0)(m^ℓ(ξ̄) + m^ℓ(−ξ̄)) + o(1).

Since ξ̄ was chosen so that m^ℓ(ξ̄) + m^ℓ(−ξ̄) ≠ 0, this limit is nontrivial if ψ is chosen appropriately, which concludes the proof of Proposition 9.3.

9.4 The case of a more general even multiplier

It is more difficult to rule out an estimate of the form (S) when we consider compressible velocity fields with an even multiplier. In this case we must do a more careful analysis of the nonlinearity Q[θ] = T^ℓθ∇_ℓθ. There is a cancellation in this nonlinearity because the multiplier m^ℓ of T^ℓ is even while the multiplier ι_ℓ = iξ_ℓ for ∇_ℓ, has the opposite parity, being odd. In what follows we will skip several details since they are similar to what has already been presented.

Suppose that θ = Θ_λ has frequency support in |ξ_λ| and let m_λ be a localized version of m with frequency support in |ξ| ∼ λ. We can perform frequency space calculations that are analogous to those of Section 5 (in particular the derivation of (41)) to obtain m^ℓ_λ(ξ − η)ι_ℓ(η) + m^ℓ_λ(η)ι_ℓ(ξ − η) = −m^ℓ_λ(ξ − η)ι_ℓ(−η) + m^ℓ_λ(−η)ι_ℓ(ξ − η) = ∫_1 0 d dσ ( ι_ℓ(σξ − η)m^ℓ_λ((1 − σ)ξ − η) ) dσ = ξ_a ∫_1 0 ( ∇^aι_ℓ(σξ − η)m^ℓ_λ((1 − σ)ξ − η) − ι_ℓ(σξ − η)∇^am^ℓ_λ((1 − σ)ξ − η) ) dσ = iξ_aK̂^a_λ (ξ − η, η). The definition of ι_ℓ = iξ_ℓ gives ∇^aι_ℓ = iδ^a_ℓ . We set ^K̃_{aλ}(ζ, η) ≡ i ∫_1 0 ( m^a(σζ − (1 − σ)η) − (σζ_ℓ − (1 − σ)η_ℓ)∇^am^ℓ(σζ − (1 − σ)η) ) dσχ_λ(ζ)χ_λ(−η), where χ_λ is the frequency cutoff adapted to |ξ − λξ̄| ≤ λ/5 that is the symbol for the P_λ in our usual definition of Θ_λ = λ^{1/2−δ} P_λ[e^{iλξ̄·x}λ^{d/4}ϕ(λ^{1/2}x)]. We then have ^K̃_{aλ} (λξ̄, −λξ̄) = K̂a_λ (λξ̄, −λξ̄) = ima(λξ̄) − iλξ̄_ℓ∇amℓ(λξ̄) = iλ−1+2δ(ma(ξ̄) − ξ̄_ℓ∇amℓ(ξ̄)) ^K̃_{aλ} (λξ̄, −λξ̄) = λ−1+2δ (ma(ξ̄) − ξ̄_ℓ∇amℓ(ξ̄)), and using this expression we obtain for any test function ψ

B(ψ, Θ_λ + Θ̄_λ) = ∫ ψ(T^ℓΘ_λ Θ̄_λ + T^ℓΘ̄_λ Θ_λ)dx + o(1) = ∫ ψλ^{1−2δ} λ^{d/2}∇_a ∫ K̃^a_λ (h_1, h_2)e^{iλξ̄·(h}1^{−h}2^)φ(x − h_1)φ(x − h_2)dh_1dh_2dx + o(1) = − ∫ ∇_aψλ^{1−2δ} ^K̃^a_λ(λξ̄, −λξ̄)λ^{d/2}φ^2(λ^{1/2}(x))dx + o(1) = −∇_aψ(0)(m^a(ξ̄) − ξ̄_ℓ∇^am^ℓ(ξ̄)) + o(1).

As in the previous arguments, we can conclude that the nonlinearity has no bounded extension to C^∞_c × Ḣ^s × Ḣ^s for s < −1/2 + δ if there exists any ξ̄ ∈ S^1 that makes the above expression nonzero. Thus (S), which implies boundedness on Ẇ^{2,∞} × Ḣ^{−1+δ} × Ḣ^{−1+δ}, here implies

m^a(ξ̄) − ξ̄_ℓ∇^am^ℓ(ξ̄) = 2m^a(ξ̄) − ∇^a(ξ̄_ℓm^ℓ(ξ̄)) = 0, for all ξ̄ ∈ S^1.

This equality implies that m is the gradient of F (ξ) =^1_2 ξ · m(ξ). In particular, m = ∇F implies F (ξ) =^1_2 ξ · ∇F , which tells us that F must be homogeneous of degree two by Euler’s theorem on homogeneous functions, and hence m = ∇F must be homogeneous of degree one.

At this point we are able to conclude that the special estimate (S) implies that the velocity field T^ℓ must be a scalar multiple of the mSQG Biot-Savart law unless the multiplier is degree 1 homogeneous, the velocity field is compressible, and the even part of the multiplier is the gradient of an (odd) homogeneous function of degree 2. We do not know if the latter class contains further examples of nonlinearities satisfying (S). However, our methods can be extended to show that every such multiplier is bounded on Ẇ^{2,∞} ×Ḣ^{−1+δ} ×Ḣ^{−1+δ} by deriving a double-divergence form for the nonlinearity using a second order Taylor expansion in frequency.

A Homogeneous function spaces

In this section we gather relevant facts about the homogeneous function spaces employed in this work. Since multiple definitions of homogeneous Sobolev and Besov spaces exist in the literature, the precise definitions are important. We focus more on the case of R^2 since the case of T^2 is simpler but similar.

A.1 The space Ẇ^{2,∞}

We define the spaces

Ċ^2_0 = {ψ ∈ C^2(R^d ) : ‖∇^2ψ‖_{L∞} < ∞, |∇^2ψ(x)| = o(1) as |x| → ∞} (113)

Ẇ^{2,∞}_0 = {Ψ ∈ D^′(R^d ) : ‖∇^2Ψ‖_{L∞} < ∞, |∇^2ψ(x)| = o(1) as |x| → ∞} (114)

Ẇ^{2,∞} = {Ψ ∈ D^′(R^d ) : ‖∇^2Ψ‖_{L∞} < ∞} (115)

We equip them with the semi-norm [Ψ]_Ẇ 2,∞ = ‖∇^2Ψ‖_L∞ . Each space fails to be Hausdorff (unless one considers the Hausdorff quotient), since linear polynomials have semi-norm equal to 0.

The space Ċ^2_0 is the closure of C^∞_c in the semi-norm ‖∇^2Ψ‖_L∞ . That is, if ∇^2ψ_n → ∇^2Ψ uniformly, then ∇^2Ψ is continuous, bounded, and satisfies |∇^2Ψ(x)| = o(1) as |x| → ∞. Conversely, let Ψ ∈ Ċ^2_0 and define ψ_n(x) = ϕ_n(x)η_{1/n} ∗ Ψ, where ϕ_n(x) = ϕ(x/n) is a bump function equal to 1 on |x| ≤ n, and η_ϵ(x) = ϵ^{−2}η(x/ϵ) is a standard mollifying kernel that is even, non-negative, and supported in |x| < ϵ. Since |∇^kϕ_n(x)| ≲_k |x|^{−k} , to check ‖∇^2(Ψ − ψ_n)‖_L∞ → 0 as n → ∞ it suffices to show |∇^2Ψ(x)| = o(1), |∇Ψ(x)| = o(|x|), |Ψ(x)| = o(|x|^2), as |x| → ∞. (116) The first of these is our assumption Ψ ∈ Ċ^2_0 , and it implies the latter two. For example, to prove the last one, use Taylor’s theorem with remainder to write

Ψ(x) = Ψ(0) + x^a∇_aΨ(0) + x^ax^b

∫_1 0 ∇_a∇_bΨ(σx)(1 − σ)dσ The first two terms are clearly o(|x|^2). To check that the last one is, let ϵ > 0, 0 < δ < 1 be given, and choose R_0 > 0 so that |∇^2Ψ(y)| < ϵ for all |y| > δR_0. Then for all |x| ≥ R_0, the integrand is bounded by max{‖∇^2Ψ‖_L∞ , ϵ · 1_{σ≥δ}}, which means that the integral itself is o(1) as |x| → ∞ and Ψ itself is o(|x|^2) as desired. The proof that |∇Ψ(x)| = o(|x|) is similar.

Now suppose Ψ ∈ Ẇ^{2,∞}. Some basic properties of Ψ are that Ψ(x) and ∇Ψ(x) are Lipschitz continuous and satisfy the bounds |Ψ(x)| = O(|x|^2), |∇Ψ(x)| = O(|x|) as |x| → ∞. Indeed, let Ψ_ϵ = η_ϵ ∗ Ψ be a regularization of Ψ with a non-negative, even mollifying kernel η_ϵ. Non-negativity of the mollifying kernel implies that |∇^2Ψ_ϵ(x)| ≤ |∇^2Ψ(x)| pointwise. Then the Taylor expansion formula ∇Ψ_ϵ(y) − ∇Ψ_ϵ(x) = (y^a − x^a)

∫_1 0 ∇_a∇Ψ_ϵ((1 − σ)x + σy)dσ shows that ∇Ψ_ϵ are uniformly Lipschitz. For any particular ϵ > 0 we can subtract a linear polynomial L_ϵ(x) from Ψ_ϵ(x) so that ~Ψ_ϵ(x) := Ψ_ϵ(x) − L_ϵ(x) satisfies ~Ψ_ϵ(0) = 0, ∇~Ψ_ϵ(0) = 0. Then the sequence ∇~Ψ_ϵ is locally uniformly bounded and uniformly Lipschitz. The integral formulas ~Ψ_ϵ(x) = x^ax^b

∫_1 0 ∇_a∇_bΨ_ϵ(σx)(1 − σ)dσ and ∇~Ψ_ϵ(x) = x^a ∫_1 0 ∇_a∇Ψ_ϵ(σx)dσ then guarantee that |~Ψ_ϵ(x)| ≤ ‖∇^2Ψ‖_L∞ |x|^2, |∇~Ψ_ϵ(x)| ≤ ‖∇^2Ψ‖_L∞ |x| (117) hold uniformly in ϵ. Since ~Ψ_ϵ and ∇~Ψ_ϵ are equi-bounded and Lipschitz locally uniformly in ϵ and they converge uniformly on compact sets by Arzelà-Ascoli along a subsequence to some ~Ψ that satisfies the growth bounds in (117) and ∇^2 ~Ψ = ∇^2Ψ as a distribution. Since Ψ and ~Ψ differ by a linear polynomial, we have that |Ψ(x)| = O(|x|^2) and |∇Ψ(x)| = O(|x|), and that ∇Ψ = ∇~Ψ + C is Lipschitz continuous as desired.

There exists a sequence ψ_n in C^∞_c (R^2 ) such that ∇^2ψ_n ⇀ ∇^2Ψ in L^∞ weak-*. It suffices to take ψ_n(x) = ϕ(x/n)~Ψ_{1/n}(x). Then for any test function ϕ^{jℓ}(x) supported in |x| < n, we have that ∫ ϕ^{jℓ}(x)∇_j ∇_ℓψ_n(x)dx = ∫ ϕ^{jℓ}(x)∇_j ∇_ℓ ~Ψ_{1/n}(x)dx = ∫ η_{1/n} ∗ ϕ^{jℓ}(x)∇_j ∇_ℓΨ(x)dx converges to ∫ ϕ^{jℓ}(x)∇_j ∇_ℓΨ(x)dx as n → ∞. The same convergence holds for any ϕ^{jℓ} ∈ L^1 by approximation using the bound sup_n ‖∇^2ψ_n‖_L∞ < ∞, which is a consequence of (117).

When Ψ ∈ Ẇ^{2,∞}_0 , this sequence has the additional property that ‖∇^2ψ_n‖_L∞ → ‖∇^2Ψ‖_L∞ as n → ∞. To see this fact, note that |∇^2 ~Ψ_ϵ(x)| ≤ ‖∇^2Ψ‖_L∞_{(Bϵ(x))} by the support and non-negativity of η_ϵ. We then obtain sup_{ϵ≤1} |∇~Ψ_ϵ(x)| = o(|x|) and sup_{ϵ≤1} |~Ψ_ϵ(x)| = o(|x|^2) by the same integral formulas used to prove (116). With these properties, |∇^kϕ_n(x)| ≲ |x|^{−k} and supp ∇^kϕ_n ⊆ {|x| ≥ n} for k = 1, 2, we can see that ‖∇^2(ϕ_n(x)~Ψ_{1/n})‖_L∞ converges to ‖∇^2Ψ‖_L∞ as n → ∞ as desired.

Finally, the space Ẇ^{2,∞} is complete in that every Cauchy sequence converges, and as a consequence so are Ċ^2_0 and Ẇ^{2,∞}_0 since they are closed subspaces. Namely suppose Φ_n is Cauchy in Ẇ^{2,∞}, and let A_{jℓ} ∈ L^∞ be the strong limit of ∇_j ∇_ℓΦ_n. The functions ~Φ_n normalized so that ~Φ_n(0) = 0, ∇~Φ_n(0) = 0, and ∇2 ~Φ_n = ∇2Φ_n are also Cauchy. Then by the growth bounds similar to (117), ~Φ_n and its first derivatives are continuous, uniformly bounded on compact sets, and uniformly Lipschitz, implying the existence of a subsequence n_k such that ~Φ_{nk} converges in C^1 on compact sets to a some ~Φ_∞. This ~Φ_∞ does not depend on the subsequence; in fact, its weak second derivative is given by ∇_j ∇_ℓ ~Φ_∞ = lim_{k→∞} ∇_j ∇_ℓ ~Φ_{nk} = A_{jℓ}. Now the full sequence must converge to ~Φ_∞, for otherwise we would have a δ > 0 such that ‖∇_j ∇_ℓΦ_n − A_{jℓ}‖_L∞ = ‖∇_j ∇_ℓΦ_n − ∇_j ∇_ℓ ~Φ_∞‖_L∞ ≥ δ for infinitely many n, contradicting the definition of A_{jℓ}.

A.2 The space Ḣ^s

We employ a definition based on Littlewood-Paley theory, since it connects directly to the analysis used here. For clarity, we focus on Euclidean space and generalize the dimension to R^d . We will establish among other things density results for Ḣ^{−1+δ}(R^2 ), δ ≥ 0.

For s ∈ R and θ a tempered distribution, define

‖θ‖^2_{Ḣs} := ∑ k ( 2^{sk}‖P_kθ‖_L2 )_2 = ‖2^{sk}‖P_kθ‖_L2 ‖^2_ℓ2_k

This norm is equivalent to the norm ‖‖Λ^{sk}P_k θ‖_L2 ‖_ℓ2_k with Λ = √ −Δ. We define the space Ḣ^s to be the space of tempered distributions with ‖θ‖^2_{Ḣs} finite, and with the vanishing zero mode property that lim_{m→∞} P_{≤−m}θ = 0 weakly in S^′(R^d ). (For periodic θ, lim_{m→∞} P_{≤−m}θ = − ∫ T^d θ(x)dx is the mean value of θ, so we are assuming θ has mean zero in that

case.) This additional condition makes ‖ · ‖_Ḣs a norm rather than a semi-norm, since the series expansion θ = P_{≤−m}θ + ∑ k≥−m Pkθ always converges weakly in S

′ for m fixed. It also guarantees that S_0, the space of Schwartz functions with compact Fourier support away from 0, is dense in Ḣ^s.

In particular, in contrast to other definitions (e.g. [20]) we exclude constants and polynomials, whose Fourier transforms are linear cominations of the delta function at the origin and its derivatives, as they would have zero norm.

A common alternative definition (e.g. [1]) is to require that ^θ ∈ L^1_{loc}(^R^d ) and ∫ |ξ|^{2s}|^θ(ξ)|^2dξ < ∞, which always implies membership in the space Ḣ^s defined above. Conversely, when s < d/2 and θ ∈ Ḣ^s, it is true that ^θ ∈ L^1_{loc}(^R^d ), and the two definitions of Ḣ^s are equivalent. Namely, local integrability of ^θ away from 0 is true for any s by Plancharel, while for s < d/2 the sequence ^P_{≤0}θ − ^P_{≤−m}θ is Cauchy in L^1(^R^d ) as m → ∞, and converges weakly in S^′(^R^d ) to ^P_{≤0}θ, implying local integrability of θ̂ near 0. In fact, for s < d/2, the Ḣ s defined by either condition is complete (as explained below).

We will use often the following inequality, valid for Schwartz ψ on R^d

‖P_{≈k}ψ‖_L2_{(R}n_) ≲_L min{2^{(d/2)k}‖ψ‖_L1_{(R}n_), 2^{−Lk}‖∇^LP_{≈k} ψ‖_L2_{(R}n_)}. (118)

The L^1 control is useful at low frequencies, while the control of ∇^Lψ in L^2 will be used at high frequency. (On the torus, we use instead that P_kψ = 0 for sufficiently large, negative k and the analysis is simpler, though the properties of Ḣ^s are slightly different.)

The regime s > −d/2 We now consider s > −d/2 and consider the special case of Ḣ^{−1}(R^2 ) at the end. The following properties hold for s = −d/2 + δ where δ > 0. Writing δ = z + δ̄ with z ≥ 0 an integer and 0 < δ̄ ≤ 1, we have the interpolation estimate ‖θ‖_Ḣ−d/2+z+δ̄ ≲ ‖∇^{z+1}θ‖^α_L2 ‖∇^zθ‖^{1−α}_{L1} , α = 2δ̄/(2 + d), θ ∈ S(R^d ). (119) A standard approach to proving bounds such as (119) is to bound ‖θ‖^2_{Ḣ−d/2+z+}¯_δ ≲ ∑ k≤k̄ ( 2^{(−d/2+δ̄)k}‖∇^zP_kθ‖_L2 )_2 + ∑ k≥k̄ ( 2^{(−d/2+δ̄−1)k̄}‖∇^{z+1}P_kθ‖_L2 )_2

. (120)

Applying (118) for ψ = ∇^zθ at low frequency, using the almost orthogonality of Littlewood-Paley projections for the high frequency sum, and optimizing over k̄ yields the result.

Every Schwartz function satisfies the vanishing condition P_{≤−m}ψ ⇀ 0 in S^′ and belongs to Ḣ^{−d/2+δ} by (119) or (120). From this fact and (119) or (120) we obtain the density of C^∞_c in Ḣ^{−d/2+δ}.

The regime s < d/2 Now assuming s < d/2, two important properties of Ḣ^s are that it is complete, and that Ḣ^s convergence implies weak convergence in S^′ (for our specific definition of Ḣ^s). To see the latter claim, let ψ be Schwartz and θ ∈ Ḣ^s. We use the vanishing zero mode condition to obtain ⟨θ, ψ⟩ = lim_{m→∞} [ ⟨θ, P_{≤−m}ψ⟩ + ∞∑ k=−m ⟨P_kθ, ψ⟩ ] = lim_{m→∞} ∞∑ k=−m ⟨P_k θ, P_{≈k}ψ⟩_L2

Using Cauchy-Schwartz, we bound this sum by ∑ k(2^{sk}‖P_kθ‖_L2 )(2^{−sk} ‖P_{≈k}ψ‖_L2 ) ≲ ‖θ‖_Ḣs ‖ψ‖_Ḣ−s . But −s > −d/2, so (119) with θ replaced by ψ implies ‖ψ‖_Ḣ−s < ∞. Thus the series converges absolutely and the functional θ → ⟨θ, ψ⟩ is bounded on Ḣ^s, so that Ḣ^s convergence implies S^′ convergence.

We now sketch a proof of completeness. If θ_n is Cauchy in Ḣ^s, then H ≡ sup_n ‖θ_n‖_Ḣs is bounded. Also, the sequences P_k θ_n are Cauchy in L^2 for every fixed k and therefore converge strongly in L^2 to functions Θ_k that satisfy P_{≈k}Θ_k = Θ_k and ‖2^{sk}‖Θ_k‖_L2 ‖_ℓ2_k ≤ H < ∞ by Fatou’s Lemma.

We can define ⟨Θ, ψ⟩ := lim_{M→∞} ∫ θ^{(M)}(x)ψ(x)dx as a linear function on the Schwartz space by checking that the latter sequence is Cauchy in M. Apply Cauchy-Schwartz to bound | | | ∫ (θ^{(M+ℓ)} − θ^{(M)})ψ(x)dx | | | ≤ ∑ M<|k|≤M+ℓ | | | | ∫ Θ_kP_{≈k}ψdx | | | | ≤ ∑ M<|k|≤M+ℓ ( 2^{−sk}‖P_{≈k}ψ‖_L2 ) ( 2^{sk}‖Θ_k‖_L2 ) ≲ ( ∑ M−1<|k| (2^{−sk}‖P_kψ‖_L2 )^2 )_{1/2} ‖2^{sk}‖Θ_k‖_L2 ‖_ℓ2_k .

We have already noted that ‖2^{sk}‖Θ_k‖_L2 ‖_ℓ2_k ≤ H < ∞. Since −s > −d/2, we have that ‖ψ‖_Ḣ−s < ∞. By dominated convergence, the final bound goes to 0 as M gets large, and hence the sequence in M defining ⟨Θ, ψ⟩ is Cauchy. Similarly one obtains |⟨Θ, ψ⟩| ≲ ‖ψ‖_Ḣ−s H, −s > −d/2, making Θ a tempered distribution that is the weak limit of the θ^{(M)} by (119).

We likewise obtain using (118) again that |⟨P_{≤−m}Θ, ψ⟩| = lim_M |⟨θ^{(M)}, P_{≤−m}ψ⟩| ≲ 2^{−(d/2−s)m}‖ψ‖_L1 H, which implies the vanishing zero mode condition for s < d/2. Furthermore, P_kΘ = Θ_k = lim_{n→∞} P_kθ_n (strong L^2 limit), since P_kθ^{(M)} is independent of M for M > |k|. In particular, Θ ∈ Ḣ^s with ‖Θ‖_Ḣs ≤ H. Finally, the inequality | |2^{sk}‖P_kθ_n − P_kΘ‖_{L2} − 2^{sk}‖P_kθ_m − P_kΘ‖_{L2} | | ≤ 2^{sk}‖P_k(θ_n − θ_m)‖_{L2} implies that 2^{sk}‖P_kθ_n−P_kΘ‖_L2 , regarded as a sequence with values in ℓ^2_k, is Cauchy in n, so it converges as n → ∞ in ℓ^2_k to its pointwise limit, which is the 0 element of ℓ^2_k. That is, ‖2^{sk}‖P_kθ_n −P_kΘ‖_L2 ‖_ℓ2_k → 0 as n → ∞, and hence θ_n → Θ in Ḣ^s.

The space Ḣ^{−1}(R^2 ) Finally, we address the case of Ḣ^{−1}(R^2 ) that is of relevance to 2D Euler. In general, a distribution θ ∈ D^′(R^d ) belongs to Ḣ^{−1}(R^d ) if and only if θ = ∇_iu^i is the divergence (in the weak sense) of a vector field u ∈ L^2. That is, if θ = ∇_iu^i, the vanishing zero mode condition follows from ‖P_{≤−m}θ‖_L∞ ≤ ‖∇η_{≤−m}‖_L2 ‖u‖_L2 ≲ 2^{−(d/2+1)m}‖u‖_L2 , while the bound ‖θ‖^2_{Ḣ−1} ≲ ∑ k ( 2^{−k}‖∇_iP_ku^i‖_L2 )_2 ≲ ‖u‖^2_L2 . (121)

implies ‖θ‖_Ḣ−1 < ∞. Conversely, for θ ∈ Ḣ^{−1}, the sequence of vector fields u^i_{(m)} = Δ^{−1}∇^i(1−P_{≤−m})θ is Cauchy in L^2 as m → ∞, and its limit u satisfies ∇_iu^i = θ by the vanishing 0 mode condition.

In dimension 2, it is no longer true that every θ ∈ C^∞_c (R^2 ) belongs to Ḣ^{−1}(R^2 ). Rather, if θ ∈ L^1(R^2 ) has a nonzero integral, then θ cannot belong to Ḣ^{−1}(R^2 ) since then ∫ θ(x)dx = ^θ(0) ≠ 0 implies that ‖^P_kθ‖^2_{L2(^R2)} ∼ 2^{2k} for large k < 0, and ‖θ‖_Ḣ−1 is infinite.

For Schwartz functions θ, the vanishing of ∫ θ(x)dx = 0 then provides a necessary and sufficient condition to belong to Ḣ^{−1}, for if this condition holds we can represent θ = ∇_au^a as the divergence of a Schwartz vector field u. The existence of a Schwartz anti-divergence is simple when the support of ^θ is bounded away from the origin, for in that case the Helmholtz solution u^a_∞ = Δ^{−1}∇^aθ is Schwartz and provides a suitable anti-divergence. For more general Schwartz functions θ with ∫ θ(x)dx = ^θ(0) = 0, we can Taylor expand at the origin to obtain ^θ(ξ) = iξ_aû^a_0 for a smooth û_0 that may have poor decay at high frequency. Gluing û_0 and û_∞ with a smooth cutoff in frequency yields a Schwartz vector field u^a that solves ^θ(ξ) = (iξ_a)û^a = ^∇_au^a(ξ) and is thus a Schwartz anti-divergence for θ.

As a corollary, we have that the space of compactly supported test functions θ ∈ C^∞_c with ∫ θ(x)dx = 0 is a dense subspace of Ḣ^{−1}, for the space of Schwartz functions with frequency support away from the origin is already dense in Ḣ^{−1}, and we can obtain any such θ = ∇_au^a, u ∈ L^2, as the limit of the compactly supported sequence θ_n(x) = ∇_a(ϕ(x/n)η_n ∗ u^a), where ϕ as before is a bump function and η_n is a suitable mollifier, which converges in Ḣ^{−1} by (121).

References

[1] H. Bahouri, J.-Y. Chemin, and R. Danchin. Fourier analysis and nonlinear partial differential equations, volume 343. Springer, 2011.

[2] C. Bardos and E. S. Titi. Onsager’s conjecture for the incompressible euler equations in bounded domains. Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 228:197–207, 2018.

[3] T. Buckmaster, S. Shkoller, and V. Vicol. Nonuniqueness of weak solutions to the SQG equation.

Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 72(9):1809–1874, 2019.

[4] T. Buckmaster and V. Vicol. Convex integration and phenomenologies in turbulence. EMS Surveys in Mathematical Sciences, 6(1):173–263, 2020.

[5] D. Chae, P. Constantin, D. Córdoba, F. Gancedo, and J. Wu. Generalized surface quasigeostrophic equations with singular velocities. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics, 65(8):1037–1066, 2012.

[6] X. Cheng, H. Kwon, and D. Li. Non-uniqueness of steady-state weak solutions to the surface quasi-geostrophic equations. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 388:1281–1295, 2021.

[7] A. Cheskidov, P. Constantin, S. Friedlander, and R. Shvydkoy. Energy conservation and Onsager’s conjecture for the Euler equations. Nonlinearity, 21(6):1233–1252, 2008.

[8] P. Constantin, W. E, and E. S. Titi. Onsager’s conjecture on the energy conservation for solutions of Euler’s equation. Comm. Math. Phys., 165(1):207–209, 1994.

[9] P. Constantin, G. Iyer, and J. Wu. Global regularity for a modified critical dissipative quasigeostrophic equation. Indiana University Mathematics Journal, pages 2681–2692, 2008.

[10] A. Córdoba, D. Córdoba, and F. Gancedo. Uniqueness for SQG patch solutions. Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, Series B, 5(1):1–31, 2018.

[11] D. Córdoba, J. Gómez-Serrano, and A. D. Ionescu. Global solutions for the generalized sqg patch equation. Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 233:1211–1251, 2019.

[12] D. Córdoba and L. Martínez-Zoroa. Non-existence and strong ill-posedness in c^{kβ} for the generalized surface quasi-geostrophic equation. arXiv preprint arXiv:2207.14385, 2022.

[13] L. De Rosa and M. Inversi. Dissipation in Onsager’s critical classes and energy conservation in bv\l^∞ with and without boundary. arXiv preprint arXiv:2307.09189, 2023.

[14] T. D. Drivas and G. L. Eyink. An Onsager singularity theorem for turbulent solutions of compressible Euler equations. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 359:733–763, 2018.

[15] T. D. Drivas and G. L. Eyink. An Onsager singularity theorem for Leray solutions of incompressible Navier–Stokes. Nonlinearity, 32(11):4465, 2019.

[16] J. Duchon and R. Robert. Inertial energy dissipation for weak solutions of incompressible Euler and Navier-Stokes equations. Nonlinearity, 13(1):249–255, 2000.

[17] G. L. Eyink. Energy dissipation without viscosity in ideal hydrodynamics. I. Fourier analysis and local energy transfer. Phys. D, 78(3-4):222–240, 1994.

[18] E. Feireisl, P. Gwiazda, A. Świerczewska-Gwiazda, and E. Wiedemann. Regularity and energy conservation for the compressible Euler equations. Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 223:1375–1395, 2017.

[19] V. Giri and R.-O. Radu. The 2d Onsager conjecture: a Newton-Nash iteration. arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.18105, 2023.

[20] L. Grafakos. Modern fourier analysis, volume 250. Springer, 2009.

[21] L. Grafakos. Classical Fourier Analysis. Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer New York, 2014.

[22] T. Hmidi, L. Xue, and Z. Xue. Emergence of time periodic solutions for the generalized surface quasi-geostrophic equation in the disc. Journal of Functional Analysis, page 110142, 2023.

[23] L. Hörmander. The analysis of linear partial differential operators. I. Classics in Mathematics.

Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2003. Distribution theory and Fourier analysis, Reprint of the second (1990) edition [Springer, Berlin; MR1065993 (91m:35001a)].

[24] P. Isett. On the trace-free part of the Hessian and elliptic regularity under optimal growth assumptions. In preparation. 2013.

[25] P. Isett and S.-Z. Looi. A proof of Onsager’s conjecture for the SQG equation. in preparation.

2024.

[26] P. Isett and A. Ma. A direct approach to nonuniqueness and failure of compactness for the SQG equation. Nonlinearity, 34(5):3122, 2021.

[27] P. Isett and S.-J. Oh. A heat flow approach to Onsager’s conjecture for the Euler equations on manifolds. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 368(9):6519–6537, 2016.

[28] P. Isett and S.-J. Oh. On nonperiodic Euler flows with Hölder regularity. Arch. Ration. Mech.

Anal., 221(2):725–804, 2016.

[29] P. Isett and V. Vicol. Hölder continuous solutions of active scalar equations. Ann. PDE, 1(1):Art.

2, 77, 2015.

[30] I.-J. Jeong, J. Kim, and Y. Yao. On well-posedness of α-SQG equations in the half-plane. arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.04300, 2023.

[31] A. Kiselev, L. Ryzhik, Y. Yao, and A. Zlatoš. Finite time singularity for the modified SQG patch equation. Annals of mathematics, pages 909–948, 2016.

[32] S. Klainerman. On Nash’s unique contribution to analysis in just three of his papers. Bulletin of the American Mathematical Society, 54(2):283–305, 2017.

[33] A. G. Ma. Some Onsager’s conjecture type results for a family of odd active scalar equations.

Ph.D. thesis. UT Austin. 2022.

[34] F. Marchand. Existence and regularity of weak solutions to the quasi-geostrophic equations in the spaces L^p or Ḣ^{−1/2}. Comm. Math. Phys., 277(1):45–67, 2008.

[35] C. Muscalu and W. Schlag. Classical and multilinear harmonic analysis, vol. ii. Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, 138.

[36] A. R. Nahmod, N. Pavlović, G. Staffilani, and N. Totz. Global flows with invariant measures for the inviscid modified sqg equations. Stochastics and Partial Differential Equations: Analysis and Computations, 6:184–210, 2018.

[37] R. T. Pierrehumbert, I. M. Held, and K. L. Swanson. Spectra of local and nonlocal two-dimensional turbulence. Chaos, Solitons & Fractals, 4(6):1111–1116, 1994.

[38] H. T. T. Potter. The bochner integral and an application to singular integrals. Master’s thesis, Dalhousie University, 2014.

[39] S. G. Resnick. Dynamical problems in non-linear advective partial differential equations. ProQuest LLC, Ann Arbor, MI, 1995. Thesis (Ph.D.)–The University of Chicago.

[40] N. Schorghofer. Energy spectra of steady two-dimensional turbulent flows. Physical Review E, 61(6):6572, 2000.

[41] K. Smith, G. Boccaletti, C. Henning, I. Marinov, C. Tam, I. Held, and G. Vallis. Turbulent diffusion in the geostrophic inverse cascade. Journal of Fluid Mechanics, 469:13–48, 2002.

[42] Y. Wang, W. Wei, G. Wu, and Y. Ye. On the energy and helicity conservation of the incompressible Euler equations. arXiv preprint arXiv:2307.08322, 2023.

[43] Y. Wang, Y. Ye, and H. Yu. Energy conservation for the generalized Surface Quasi-geostrophic equation. Journal of Mathematical Fluid Mechanics, 25(3):70, 2023.

[44] H. Yu, X. Zheng, and Q. Jiu. Remarks on well-posedness of the generalized surface quasigeostrophic equation. Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 232:265–301, 2019.

[45] A. Zlatos. Local regularity and finite time singularity for the generalized SQG equation on the half-plane. arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.02427, 2023.