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Abstract

The paper addresses the question of the existence of a locally self-similar blow-
up for the incompressible Euler equations. Several exclusion results are proved
based on the L”-condition for velocity or vorticity and for a range of scaling
exponents. In particular, in N dimensions if in self-similar variables u € L?
and u ~ m then the blow-up does not occur, provided @« > N/2 or

—1 < a < N/p. This includes the L? case natural for the Navier—Stokes equa-
tions. For « = N /2 we exclude profiles with asymptotic power bounds of the form
ly|~N-1+8 < luy)| < |y|'=?. Solutions homogeneous near infinity are elimi-
nated, as well, except when homogeneity is scaling invariant.

1. Introduction

In the theory of weak solutions to the Navier—Stokes equation, one of the cor-
nerstone results is non-existence of self-similar blow-up for velocities in L3 proved
by NEcas et al. [17], and further extended to the case of L?, p > 3, by Tsar [22].
This was followed by the celebrated L>*-regularity criterion of ESCAURIAZA et
al. [11]. For its inviscid counterpart, the Euler equation, given by

ur+u-Vu+Vp =0

V.u=0, W

the self-similar blow-up has not yet been explored systematically in mathematical
literature, despite an abundance of numerical data based on (1) pointing to such a
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possibility. BRACHET et al. [3] observe a pancake-like formation of vortex struc-
tures from Taylor-Green initial conditions. Simulations of KERRr [14] present strong
evidence of a singularity corresponding to scaling u ~ \/%, the same as for the
Navier—Stokes. BOrRATAV and PELZ [2] conducted tests on Kida’s high-symmetry
flows that revealed self-similar evolution of a focusing vortex dodecapole, again in
the same scaling. A similar collapse was further observed in vortex filament models
of PELZ [19], KIMURA [15], NG and BHATTACHARIJEE [18], and others.

To describe the mathematical setup, let us assume that the fluid domain is
RN, N > 2, although other choices are possible. Suppose that near some point
x* € RN a solution, initially starting from smooth data, organizes into a locally
self-similar blowup. In other words, there is« > —1,a pg > 0 and time 7" > 0

such that
1 x —x*
u(x,t) = —U ;
(T —1)T+e (T —t)T+e

1 x —x*
plx,t) = = q( ; )
(T —n)Tre \(T —1)Te

for all [x — x*| < pg, and ¢t < T near T. For finite « the collapse is dynamically
focusing, while for @ = oo, the solution (2) becomes

2

u(x, )= (T =" v —x*), p.n= (T -0 *qx—x"), 3)

which exhibits globally inflating characteristics. We normally assume in this case
that pg = oo.

Observe that the vorticity near the singularity scales like w = curlv ~ %
making it a borderline case for the Beal-Kato—Majda criterion [1]. The Lipschitz
constant of the vorticity direction field £ = ‘% scales like (T — t)_ﬁ, again in
no contradiction with Constantin and Fefferman’s criterion for three-dimensional
fluids [9,10]. In [12,13] Xinyu He shows existence of solutions to self-similar
equations (7) on three-dimensional bounded and exterior domains with « = 1. On
exterior domains solutions exhibit the power-like decay similar to vortex models,
lv| ~ |y|~", |Vv| ~ |y|~% under the same scaling. Although these solutions belong
to different settings, interestingly, their decay rate appears critical for our results
below. One can observe that « = N /2 is the only scaling consistent with energy
conservation for globally self-similar solutions if the helicity is not zero ([6], see
also [20] for ‘pseudo self-similar solutions’). A study of self-similar blow-up in
the settings adopted here was undertaken by the first author in a series of works
[4-7]. The two main results obtained were the following. First, if v € L?(R?), p >
%, o = 0o, and the ansatz is (3) is global, that is, pg = o0, then v = 0. Second,
if | Vv|leo < 00 and the vorticity belongs to ﬂo<,,<,,0Lp(R3), for some pg, while
«a > —1 is arbitrary, then v is irrotational, with @ = 0 throughout.

In this paper we develop a new set of criteria that exclude locally self-similar
collapse in physically relevant scalings. Let us observe that if the total energy of
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u is finite, then by rescaling the energy in the ball |[x —x*| < pg, we have the bound

/ o> < LN forall L > L. 4)
[yl<Lpo

Therefore, the case o > % is automatically excluded, while in the range o < %

the energy of v may be unbounded. In all our results we avoid using the assumption
of finiteness of total energy, keeping in mind, for instance, the three-dimensional
vortex filament models, where the energy is naturally unbounded. We therefore
examine the full range of « > —1 and integrability conditions v € L? for a
possible collapse. If v € L?, p > 2, there are two special values of « to consider:
o= % for the fact that ||u||, is conserved under the self-similar evolution on the
open space, and ¢ = N/2 as the boundary between local energy inflation and

deflation regimes (see (4)). We will see that the cases —1 < o < %, % <o < %

and o > % are, in fact, different in character, and we exclude solutions under the
following conditions:

@) veLPﬂClloc,pz3,and—1 <a§%ora>%;

(i) ve LN Clloc, o= %, and for some § > 0 and |y| large, one has

¢ 1-6
W <lvM =Clyl"". (5)

The local C'-condition is needed only for the local energy equality to hold, and is
natural since we view T as the first time of regularity loss. The local energy equality
will be our starting point in most arguments, although somewhat unusually for a
self-similar problem, we will employ the full time-dependent version of it to be able
to make a non-self-similar choice for a test function. As a result the local energy
equality takes the form

1 / 5 1 ) v + [vllg
e [v]*dy < / [v|~dy + — v 4y, ()
LN=2¢ Jiy<1 IN=2 Jy<t I<iyl<L |y[VHI=2

As we remarked above, the asymptotic character of terms in (6) depends on the
range of o considered. Nonetheless, (6) allows us to control the growth of the energy
either by the L?-norm of v on the large scales in case (i) or through the use of power
bounds on v as in (ii). This gives an improved bound on the trilinear integral in (6)
by interpolation. The general strategy will then be to bootstrap between the growth
of L% and L> norms of v over large balls |y| < L via a repeated use of (6), until
eventually the energy over |y| < L displays a decay as L — oo, implying v = 0.
It is precisely for % <a < % when this algorithm fails to bootstrap. However, as
a byproduct of the argument, we obtain

(iii) ifve LPNCL., p >3, and % <a <%, then (4)holds.

So, the energy growth bound (4) is a natural internal feature of the blow-up, inde-
pendent of the total energy assumption. In particular, ifv € L?, p > 3,anda = %,
then automatically v € L2,
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Coming back to the vortex models or He’s solutions, notice that in those cases
v € L? for p > 3 (even if only at infinity) while « = 1. Thus, they appear to be
critical for the scope of (i).

We present several explicit homogeneous examples of solution pairs (v, q),
see (10), (11), (12), (13), which although lacking sufficient local regularity to be
fully qualified as counterexamples, serve as indicators that our arguments may be
sharp. In Theorem 4.2 we demonstrate, however, that locally smooth homogenous
at infinity solutions are trivial unless the homogeneity is consistent with the scaling,
and even then the case « = N /2 is excluded.

A criterion dimensionally equivalent to (i), but in terms of vorticity, is estab-
lished using the self-similar equations in vorticity form, generalizing the results
obtained by the first author. We have

1Na s and the strain tensor
81) 8 V| =0 1 as |y| — Q. lhenv 1S a constant vector.

(iv) Suppose ¢ > —1, w € LP, forsome 0 < p <

2. Technical Preliminaries

2.1. Self-Similar Equations and Pressure

If (u, p) is a distributional solution to (1), then the pair (v, ¢) satisfies

o
——vy-Vu+
1+ay v 1+«

v=v-Vv+ Vg, (7)

and the pressure necessarily satisfies the Poisson equation
Ag = —divdiv(v ® v) = —09;0;(v;v;). (8)

IfvelLP,2 < p < oo (respectively, L) and ¢ € L?/? (respectively, BMO),
then there is only one solution to (8), given by

2
q(y) = —% + P.V'/ Kij(y — 2vi(2)vj(z) dz, )
RN

where the kernel is given by

Nyiy; — 8 jlyl?

K0 = = Nany 42

and wy = 27 V/?(NT'(N/2))~! is the volume of the unit ball in R" . The pressure
given by (9) is referred to as the associated pressure. Unless stated otherwise we
will always assume that the pressure is associated, however not for every pair (v, q)
solving (7), is g given by (9). Indeed, let

o
T1ta’"

v=(1,0), ¢ (10)
This is a self-similar solution for any « > —1. Clearly, (9) does not hold (see
[16] for the role of such examples in uniqueness of solutions of the Navier—Stokes
equation).



Self-Similar Collapse 1003

The equation in self-similar coordinates (7) has its own intrinsic scaling—if v
is a solution to (7), then

u() =20 /A), () = A%q(y/A)

is also a solution to the same equation. This suggests that there may exist non-trivial
examples of a 1-homogeneous solution. Indeed,

1
V() =My, q(y)= (M - M)y, y),

€8Y)
TrM =0, M—M?*eSymy.
Another example is the following two-dimensional parallel shear flow
200
v = (5.0, g() = ————y", (12)

(1 +a)?

which in the case @ = 1 reduces to the natural homogeneity. A singular example
of a solution of special interest to us is the «-point vortex

yJ_
v(y) = G q(y) =0. 13)

The equation for vorticity tensor @ = %{Eh vj — 0jv; }f\f =1 in self-similar vari-
ables reads

1
w+——y-Vo=v -V —ws — cw, (14)
1+«

where ¢ = %{8,- vj + 9; v,-}f.Vj:1 is the strain tensor.

2.2. Local Energy Equality

All our results below hold under the presumption that the solution (u, p) is
regular enough to satisfy the local energy equality, at least in the region of self-
similarity:

/ Iu(tz,x)lzﬂ(h,x)dx—/ lu(ty, x)[*o (11, x) dx
RN RN
%) 1
=/ / |u(t,x)|28,0(t,x)dxdt+/ / (Jul> + 2p)u - Vo dx dr, (15)
n RN n RN

where o € Cgo((O, T) x R¥), and 0 < #; < 1o < T. This holds trivially for
locally smooth solutions, u, p € Clloc((O, T) x RM). The weakest known regularity
condition under which (15) still holds is a Besov-type regularity of smoothness 1/3
(see [8,21]). It is not our goal, however, to pursue the sharpest local condition.
We will now work out a special form of the local energy equality (15) in the case
of self-similar solutions. First, we take one preliminary step by assuming, without
loss of generality, that the center of the blow-up is the origin, x* = 0, the radius of
the ball where (2) holds is pp = 1, and since the Euler equations are time reversible
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we can assume that 7 = 0 and the self-similar blow-up occurs backward in time
for0 <t < 1, that is,

__a _ 1 _ 20 _ 1
u(x,t) =t Teyp (xt l+u) , plx,t)y=t T+ap (xt 1+a) .

Letus fix aradial test function o, thatis, o (x) = o (|]x|),suchthate >0, o (r) = 1,
forO <r < %, and o (r) =0, for r > 1. Using o, (15) takes the form

4]
lu(t)oll3 = lu(t)o |3 + / /R 3(|u|2+2p>u-w(x)dxdr. (16)
1

In self-similar variables, the above translates into the following. For —1 < o < o0,

pEes 2 e
1, / 1 v)IFe (ytz“’) dy
lyl<t, 1He

1\17201 ) ]L
=0 / L e (ytﬁ“) dy
Iyl<e, '+

15 3
+/ z%/ (I +2¢)v - Vo (yzﬁ) dydr. (17
1 RN

Let us change the order of integration in the last integral, noting that in view of the
1 1
. 1.~ T+a ~Tta
definition of o, 51, <yl < Y,
| P 200 k) dydr,
3t O <iyl= e

where
2 N3 1
k(y) =/ t e Vo (ytT+e)dt.
1

Noting, again, that in view of the definition of o the interval of integration is, in
fact, restricted to {|y|~'7%/2 < r < |y|~!7*}, we obtain

Iy~ N-3a < 1
[k(¥)] S/ tedt S e
Iy|~1 /2 |y|N+l—2a

Using this estimate in (17) and changing the notation in the first two integrals with
I = tz_l/(Ha) and I, = tl_l/(H“), we obtain the inequality

1 1
W/ (o (y/l)dy — W/ ) Po(y/h)dy
Iy Iyl=l l

1 Iyl=h

3 + Igllv]
< c/ P+ 19100 4y, (18)
hj2<iyl<ly |yINH1=2

forall 1 <[y < [, and itis valid if —1 < o < oo. This inequality will be our
starting point in much of what follows.
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2.3. Global Energy Equality

The global energy equality holds under additional L3-integrability conditions
at infinity.

Theorem 2.1. Let u € CYL2 N L}L3 N CL_ be a weak solution to the Euler
equations on RN Then u conserves energy on [0, T1.

Proof. Let or(x) = o(x/R). By the local energy equality, we have
2 ,_ 1" 2
lu(@)orlly = llu(t)orlly = E/ /RN(IMI +2p)u-Vo(x/R)dxdr.  (19)
1

7y then p € Li/xz and hence (|u|?> +2p)u € L}’x. Then, clearly, the
integral on the right-hand side tends to zero as R — co. O

Since u € L3

So, if (2) is a part of a solution satisfying the assumptions of the above theorem,
then at least the energy in the ball of self-similarity should remain bounded, which
immediately translates into the bound (4). This clearly implies that v = 0 if «
satisfies @ > N /2. We thus obtain the following conclusion.

Corollary 2.2. Suppose u € C L2 N L3L3 N CL_ is a weak solution to the Euler
equations on RN with a locally self-similar collapse. If o > % then the collapse
does not occur. Otherwise, (4) holds.

As a by-product of our proofs below we show that the conclusions of this
corollary hold only under L”-integrability assumptions on the self-similar profile
v. In other words, a self-similar solution, even if viewed independently from the
ambient flow, still behaves as if it was embedded in a global in space finite energy
solution.

3. Exclusions Based on Velocity

. . N
3.1. The Energy Conservative Scaling a = 5

As outlined in the introduction, the case of ¢ = % is special since it is the only
scaling compatible with the energy conservation law if (2) was defined globally in
space. What distinguishes it from a pure technical point of view is the absence of
weights in front of energy integrals in the energy balance relation (18). Our main
result for this case is the exclusion of solutions with a power spread.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose o = %, and suppose v € L>(RV) N ClloC and the pressure
q are given by (9). Suppose there exists a 6 > 0 and C, ¢ > 0 such that

¢ 1-5
N8 <lv(y)| = Cly|"°, (20)

for all sufficiently large y. Then v = Q.



1006 DoNGHO CHAE & ROMAN SHVYDKOY

A few comments are in order. Example (11) shows relevance of the upper bound
to the natural scaling of the equations, although of course it has infinite energy. The
lower bound may seem to be artificial, especially given Theorem 4.2, below, where
homogeneous profiles with decay |v| ~ |y|~# are excluded for any g > N/2.
However, as we will see from the proof, it is essentially a way of dealing with the
non-locality of the pressure.

Proof. We start with the basic energy equality (18). Using that o« = %, the factors
in front of the energies disappear and we obtain

3
vl + v
/ |v|2dys/ |v|2dy+c/ PP +lalivly o)
lyl<h/2 yl<h 1/2<lyl<b |yl

Taking I} = L = [/4, we obtain

3
/ |v|2dy§C/ [v] +|(J||v|dy_ 22)
L<|y|<2L LL<|yl<4L [yl

The proof will now proceed by showing the following claim: for all M € N
there exists a Cy; > 0 such that

C
T
L<|y|<2L L

for all L sufficiently large. This immediately runs into contradiction with the lower
bound of (20). The exact value of the power N + 1 — § is not important at this
point, but it will be crucial in the course of proving the claim.

Using our assumption (20) and the energy bound (22), we have

1 1
/ |v|2dy§§ |v|2dy+—/ lvllgldy. (23)
L<lyl<2L LL<y|<4L L Jir<yi<aL

Now our goal is to find suitable bounds on the pressure and the last integral in (23).
Notice that

/ K;j(0)do(0) =0, 24)
SN—I
for all i, j. Let us split the pressure as follows:

q=4q0+q1+q2+qs3,

where qq is the local part of (9), and
a0t = [ Kyl - Dueu e,
lz|<L/4
q2(y) =/ Kij(y — 2vi(2)v;(z) dz,
L/4<|z|<8L

q3(y) = / Kij(y — 2)vi(2)vj(z) dz.
|z|>8L
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Clearly, only estimates on the non-local quantities g; are necessary. Since |y — z| ~
Lforall |z| < L/4and 1L < |y| < 4L, we have

1 vll3
g S — / lv?dz < —2.
LY Jioi<sa LN

Thus, in view of (20),
1/ 1 I
- lvllgildy < / w[“lv]~ d
L Jir<yj<ar LNFT 1) cyyj<ar

: /
< — v|?dy.
LY Jip<yi<ar

12 12
(/ |v|2dy) (/ |qz|2dy)
<ly|=4L RN
12 12
( / |v|2dy) ( / |v|4dy)
L<|y|<4L L/4<|y|<8L
| 12 12
s/ jvfdy (/ |v|2dy)
L lL<|yl<4L L/4<|y|<8L

1
<75 lvl*dy.
L? Jpja<)yi=st

As to g2, we have

1
Z/ [vllg2]dy <
JL<|y|<4L

ST

m_

1

And as to g3, we trivially have |¢3(y)| < 7y [lv[|3. Thus,

1/ 1 1 5
— vllgzldy S —/ vldy S — [v]”dy
L Jip<jyi<aL LNHY J1p<pyi<ar L3 )1 L<jy<aL

1
1 / 5
=5 lv|~dy.
L k;ﬁ 2KL<|y|<2k+1L

Putting the obtained estimates together into (23), we conclude that there exists a
constant C > 0 such that, for all L large enough,

/ Pdy < = Z / vl dy. (25)
L=|yl=2L 2KL<|y|<2k+1L

Let us now iterate the estimate above m times, applying it to each integral in the

sum
Cm
N I, Z ol dy
L<|y|<2L Lm ok1+.. +kmL<‘y|<2k1+ Akm+17

Cm
~ mé’

Since m can be arbitrary, the claim is proved. O
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3.2. The Energy Non-Conservative Scaling o # %

As we mentioned earlier, some cases of non-conservative scaling appear phys-
ically relevant. Additionally, in the range —1 < o < % a possibly infinite energy
of the self-similar profile v is not in contradiction with the finiteness of the global
energy, as long as (4) holds. Our main result in the energy non-conservative scaling
is the following.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose v € LP N ClloC for some 3 < p < oo, and the pressure q
is given by 9). If —1 < o < ﬂor% <a < oo thenv = 0. Ifa = oo, and,

additionally, the self-similar_solittion (3) is global, then v = 0.

The scaling « = N/p is notable for the fact that the L”-norm of the solution
is conserved. If « < N/p, it deflates as ¢t — 0, and if @ > N/p, it inflates. The
sharpness of this scaling is suggested by the a-point vortex (13). Even though it fails
to satisfy the required regularity near the origin, it does belong to L” near infinity
precisely when 2/ p < «. He’s solutions in exterior domains with asymptotic decay
lv(y)| ~ I;_\ hence in ngak, are suggestive of the criticality of « = N/p as well.

In the following we consider only the case when p < ©00, postponing the
technicalities of the case p = oo to Section 3.2.5.

3.2.1. Proof in the range —1 < o <
l>-integral from (18). Our claim is

1
INT/ ) *o (/) dy — 0,
2 [yl<h

% In this range we can eliminate the

as [ — oo. Indeed, for a fixed large M > 0 and I, > M, we have, by the Holder
inequality,

_1 2 1
N—Za/ lv(W)|o(y/lh)dy < m/
12 [ylsh ] |

2 Y=

2
302N ( [ dy) "
M<lyl=l,

Letting I — 0, the first integral disappears, and we have

2/p
s(/ |v|f’dy) —0,
M<|y|

as M — oo. So, (18) takes the form (using that e = 1 on |y| < 1/2, and replacing
[1/2 with L)

lu(y)*dy
M

! 2 / vl +Igllv]
v[°dy <C —————dy. (26)
LN=2« /ylsL o Lepy V2
By the Holder inequality we obtain

1 L 3/p
W/ lv|*dy < cL>*~13N/P (/ (|v|3+|q||v|>f’/3dy) :
L lyl<L L<ly|
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and hence,

3N
/ lv>dy < LP», where , = N — 1 — —. 27
lyl<L p

If B, < 0, then the proof is finished by sending L — oo. Otherwise, by interpola-
tion, we have

~3
lwPdy < CLPr where ar, = 22 (28)
ly|<L b p—2
yi=

Coming back repeatedly to the inequality (26), we will be able to bootstrap on the
growth of energy, now based on a better estimate for the L3-norms (28), but first
we have to establish the corresponding estimates on the growth of the pressure.

Lemma 3.3. Let
/ lv*dy < CL® (29)
lylsL
and
/ lvPdy < CL® (30)
[y|=L
hold for all large L, and ay < N, MT_N < a3. Then
/ lg|**dy < CL®. 31)
lylsL

In order not to verify the assumptions on the exponents every time, we simply note
that they are verified for any couple az, az with

2
a <N ——, a3=mu,. (32)
p

Clearly, a, = B),, a3 = Bpa, is such a couple.

Proof. As before, let ¢ = go + ¢, where g is the local and ¢ is the non-local part
of the pressure. We can split

/ 1312y < /
[yI<L [yI<L
+
[yl=L

By standard boundedness,

3/2
dy

/ Kij (v — Dui(2)v; (2)dz
lz|<2L

3/2
dy=A+B.

/ Kij (6 — 20 (2)v; (2)dz
|z|>2L

A< c/ lv]3dz < CL%,
|z|<2L
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as required. As to B, we use a dyadic decomposition,

]

b= /ylsL (Z

32
1 2
——— @Iz ) dy.
k=1 zl

/2kL5|z52k+1L ly —
Given that |y — z| ~ |z|, we continue

~ 32
Ly — 24
(Z 2NkLN \/ZkL<Z|<2k+1L |U(Z)| Z)

k=1

c (& ke 3ay-N a

3

LN/2 Z 7Nk =CL™ 7" =CL™,
k=1

o
IA

where the latter holds due to imposed assumptions. O
Now, using the obtained estimates (28) and (31) in (26), we obtain

o0

1 / 5 c 1 ;
— 5 lv[“dy < / (lv[”+vllgl) dy
LN2a lyl<L [ N+12a ; 2k(N+12a) KL <|y|<2kH L

[e¢)
1 By N-1H2a Z Pk (Bpotp—N-1420)
k=0

IA

Notice that in the range o < N/ p, the power in the series is negative. Hence,
/ lv[’dy < CLP»*~! and / lvPdy < CLPr =, (33)
lyl=L IyI=L

Once again, the new exponents satisfy (32), hence
/ 132y < CLPre (34)
lyl<L
Substituting this into (26), we obtain
/ Py < cLPrerl, (35)
IyI=L

and so on. Noting that on each step the assumptions on the exponents are satisfied
(even improved), we arrive at

/ jvPdy < CLAG G (36)
IyI<L

For n sufficiently large the power will become negative, implying that v = 0.
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3.2.2. Proof in the range % < o < oo Starting from the same energy equality
(18), we obtain

1 / 2 1 2 lvl® + lqllv]
L wdy < / o dy+/ Pl 4 lallvly,
=2 Jiyi<in2 N2 Jiy<n Lpslyl<h lyINHIT2

Letus fix/i =2 and/, =2L >> 2. Then

3
v + v
/ vl dy 5 LV LN_Z&/ = N+|1qt|2|a‘| dy, (37)
Ivl<L 1<yl<2L Y1

and by the Holder inequality,

N-=2 N-2 1 (r—=3)/p
SL_“+L_“(/ dy) |
I<ly|<2r |y|VF1=20p/(p=3)

Since N — 2o < 0, the only case we have to consider is when (N + 1 — 2«)
p/(p — 3) < N.In this case the estimate above gives

/ o2 dy < LN72¢ 4 Lhr.
lylsL
If B, < 0 the proof is finished. Otherwise, we obtain
/ lv*>dy < LPr, and / lv)Pdy < LPrer, (38)
[yl=sL lyl=L

We are in a position to initiate the bootstrap argument as before, but with some
modifications. Plugging (38) into (37), we find

[log, L]

a1 -
/ P dy S LY B0 2t 2"”/ (1ol + lqllv]) dy
Iyl<L —1 L2k Iyl<L /2
[log, L]
< LN—ZOc_I_Lﬂpap—l Z 2k(N+l—2a—,Bpotp).
k=—1

If the power N + 1 — 2o — By, > 0, we obtain
<IN 4L N2 og, L - 0, as L — oo.
In this case the proof is over. Otherwise, we obtain
< LN—20[ + Lﬁpo‘p_l_

If By, — 1 < 0, the proof is over. Otherwise,

2
/ |v|2 dy < Lﬁl’al’_l, and / |v|3 dy < LBrep—ap
[yI=L lyl<L
The iteration will certainly terminate at a step when the power
n n—1
ﬂpap—ap — .. =1

becomes negative, or earlier.
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3.2.3. Implications of the proof to the range N/p < o < N/2 The proof given
in the previous section yields the following corollary.

Corollary 3.4. Suppose % <a < % Then one has

/ lo>dy < LV=22, (39)
[y|=L

Indeed, as the power o, — oz;_l — ... — 1 becomes negative, the term LN 2%

becomes dominant. There is only one place of the argument which needs extra
attention. It happens if at some point we run into the logarithmic bound

/| , lo?dy < LV 1log, L.
Y=
Then, for any ¢ > 0 we have
/ |U|2 dy 5 LN—20[+S, and / |U|3 dy S L(N—Z(X-Q—{;‘)Otp.
lylIsL lyl=L

The conditions (32) are still satisfied for small &, so the pressure has the analogous
growth bound. Returning to (37) and performing dyadic splitting of the integral as
before, we obtain

[log, L]
/ uPdy S LN-2 4 LV-2k9hap=l 7 pN+1-2e-(N-2atora)
lyl=L k=0

The power in the sum is strictly positive. So, we obtain (39).

3.2.4. Proof in the case « = oo In this case, since we assume that the self-similar
solution is global, we can start with (19), which implies

1
/ P dy < z/ (vl + Igllv]) dy.
IyI=L L/2=|yl=2L

This, in turn, implies (27) by the same Holder estimates as before. The rest of the
proof follows the bootstrap scheme of Section 3.2.1.

3.2.5. Theorem 3.2 in the case p = oo Only a few minor modifications are
needed to extend the above argument to the case v € L™, g € BM O. In the case
a < 0 we start from (17) and subtract from ¢ the averages over dyadically divided
time intervals. This, after changing the order as in (18), results in the following
inequality (in place of (26)):

1 o

— lv]*dy < C
=g >

v* +1g — gellv
———————dy, 40)
= /2kL5|y|52k+'L |y|N+HI—2 Y

- 1 .
Where dk = W f2kLS|Z|§2k+1L q(Z)dZ. Uslng that

/ lg(») — qeldy < @ L)V ligllzmo,
2kL<|y|<2k+1L
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we immediately obtain (27), with B = N — 1 as expected. Note that again the
constants B and oo, = 1 satisfy the requirements of Lemma 3.3. From this point
on the argument proceeds as before.

In the case co > « > 0 a similar argument replaces (37) with

[logy L] _
- lv* +1g — gellv

dy,
/L/2k+1<y|<L/2k |y|N+H1—2e

/ |U|2dy 5 LN—ZC{ +LN—20[
lyl<L k=—1
1

Vol(L/2M 1 <|z|<L /2
goes as before. And finally, the modifications made in Section 3.2.4 for the case

o = 0o carry over to these settings in a similar manner.

where gx =

) fL/2k+1§|Z|§L/2k q(z)dz. The rest of the argument

4. Exclusions Based on Vorticity

The condition in terms of vorticity that excludes a non-trivial blow-up stated
and proved in [6] involves a requirement on decay at infinity in the sense that all
LP-norms for 0 < p < pg are finite. In this section we will eliminate solutions
under a much weaker condition. Recall that ¢ = %{8,- vj+9; vi}f\f i=1 denotes the
strain tensor.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose v € Clloc(RN) is a solution of (7) with —1 < o < 00
satisfying the following conditions:

@ sl =o(1) as [y| = oo,
(i) w € L?, for some 0 < p < HLa

Then, v is a constant vector field.

We note that He’s examples [13], although in different settings, with |w| ~ #

in three dimensions and @ = 1 corresponding to w € L? for all p > l—i—L(x = % It
points to the sharpness of our condition (ii). Furthermore, the value of p = Hla

appears naturally critical for the fact that the vorticity of the self-similar solution
preserves this particular L”-norm. Let us recall that for a similar reason the exponent
pt= % is critical for velocity in Theorem 3.2. The two are conjugate through the
Sobolev embedding. Indeed, if v — 0 at infinity, -1 <o < N — 1, then w € L”
implies v € LP". This brings us back in agreement with the range of Theorem 3.2,

although the end-point case cannot be excluded here.

Proof. From (i) by the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus, the radial component
of velocity is

lv-) =o(yD, as|y| = oo. (41)

Indeed, we have

1
v(y) = v(0) +/ Vo(ty) - ydt.
0
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Then

y y 1 !

—=v0)- —+— [ y-c(y) ydt,
[yl Iyl Iyl Jo

and the claim follows. Observe

o0
00 > |lwllh :/ / lw|? dS, dr.
0 Jiyl=r

Hence, there exists a sequence R; 1 oo such that

v (y) =v(y) -

Rj/ |w|PdSg; — 0 as j — oo.
[Y|=R;

We multiply (14) by w|w|? ~2 and write it in the form

1 . N
|| + ———div (y|o|’) = —————|o|”
pla+1) pla+1)

1
= —div (v|w|?) — é|w|?, (42)
p

where ¢ = (w¢ - w + cw - w)|w| 2. Let us fix an R > 0, integrate (42) over the
annulus {R < |y| < R;}, and apply the divergence theorem to have

N
() e
pla+1) R<|y|<R;

R R;
- lw|PdSg — ——L—
pla+1) Jiy=r ple+1) Jjy=g;

" 1 1
- ElolPdy + — v lw|PdSg — — v ||PdSg,; .
R<|y|<R; P Jiy|=R P Jiy|=R, '

Then, passing j — 00, one obtains

N R
(— _ 1) / oPdy + —— [ oldsg
P(a + 1) |y|>R p(ot + 1) [yI=R

. 1
=/ g|w|"dy+—/ vrlwl”dSg.
ly|>R P Jiyl=Rr

Thus, by choosing R sufficiently large, and using (i) and (41), we can ensure

1 N R
< (—— -1 w|Pdy + ———— |w|PdSk.
2\ pla+1) Iv|>R 2p(a@+1) Jiy=r

Consequently,

j]”dSk,

/ lw|Pdy = / lw|PdSg = 0,
[y[>R |y|=R

and hence,w = 0on{y € R3 | |y| > R}.Now we apply the result of [6] to conclude
@ = 0 on R". Then there exists a harmonic function 4 such that v = Vh. By (i),
the Hessian matrix VV# is bounded and vanishes at infinity. Since each entry is
harmonic, by the Liouville Theorem, VVAh = 0, and therefore & is a quadratic
polynomial. But, then from the condition |VAi| = o(]y|), Vh is constant. O
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4.1. Homogeneous Near Infinity Solutions

Given the plethora of two-dimensional homogeneous examples in Section 2.1, it
is natural to ask whether one can find a locally smooth self-similar profile homoge-
nous near infinity. We say thatafield v € ClloC (RV) is B-homogeneous near infinity
if, for some B € R, and for large enough y, the profile v is given by

%4 -1
v(y) = L), 43)
[yl

for some V e C!(SV~!; RY). The message of the following theorem is to show
that the homogeneity has to be consistent with the scaling of the self-similarity, and
even this is excluded in the energy-conservative case.

Theorem 4.2. Suppose v is a B-homogeneous near infinity solution and any of
these conditions are satisfied

)0<B<a,
) -l <a<pB,
(i) =p=7%.

Then v = 0, except in the case B = 0, which implies that v is constant.

Proof. Inthecase (i), since 8 > 0, v € L? forall p > po.If, inadditiono > N/2,
then an application of Theorem 3.2 concludes the proof. Otherwise, by Corollary
3.4, (39) holds. On the other hand,

/ lv]? dy ~ LN=%# / [V (©)1%dS (),
L<|y|=2L SN-1

which necessitates 8 > «, unless V = 0. If V = 0, however, then Theorem 4.1
or the result of [6] applies to find v = Vh for some harmonic function /4. Since
h = const near infinity, & is constant throughout by the Liouville Theorem, which
implies v = 0.

In case (ii) we have |Vv| ~ \yl%' Since —1 < @ < B, there existsa p > 0
with % <p< % For this p, w € L?, and Theorem 4.1 applies. Note that
only in the case 8 = 0 may the constant velocity be different from zero.

In case (iii), Corollary 3.4 implies v € L?. However, for any M > 0,

/ lv)> dy = logM/ [V (©)]>dS(H).
L<|y|<ML Sh-1

This implies V = 0 and the argument proceeds as before. O

Let us note that Theorem 4.2 could be extended to the range of —1 < 8 < 0
and B < « if we postulate the corresponding asymptotic bound on the pressure:

lgI < yl™2F (44)
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forlarge y. Example (10) demonstrates that (44) may, in fact, fail for some solutions.
Now, assuming (44), the local energy inequality implies

1 / 5 1 5 vl + [vllg]
L i dy < / ol dy + Wol” + Ivllal 4,
L= Jiyi<ep N p<hylse lyIVH2

By a direct computation, with / fixed, and L large,

LNV gnery S / o dy < LN
[yIsL/2

1
+LN72°(/ ———dy.
<ly|<r 1y NTI-2073B y

If N+ 1—-2x+ 38 > N, then the above implies

LYV | Jagnery S LV log L,

and hence V = 0. Otherwise,
LYV 2 gnory S LY+ LV

implying again that V = 0, since 8 > —1.
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