arXiv:1605.06740v2 [math.AP] 15 Aug 2017

GLOBAL EXISTENCE OF WEAK SOLUTIONS TO THE 3D INCOMPRESSIBLE AXISYMMETRIC EULER EQUATIONS WITHOUT SWIRL

QUANSEN JIU, JITAO LIU, DONGJUAN NIU

Abstract. In this paper, we mainly investigate the tridimensional incompressible axisymmetric Euler equations without swirl in the whole space. Specifically, we prove the global existence of weak solutions if the swirl component of initial vorticity w^θ_0 satisfies that^{wθ0}_r ∈ L^1 ∩L^p(R^3 ) for some p > 1. To achieve this goal, we establish the L^{2+α}_{loc} (R^3 ) estimate of velocity fields for some α > 0, which is innovative to the best of our knowledge. Our result extends previous work in the literature.

1. Introduction and main results

In this paper, we are concerned with the three-dimensional incompressible Euler equations { ∂_tu + u · ∇u = −∇p, ∇ · u = 0, (1.1)

in the whole space R^3 with initial data u(0, x) = u_0(x), where u = (u_1, u_2, u_3) and p = p(x, t) represent the velocity fields and pressure respectively.

The mathematical study to the incompressible Euler equations takes a long history with a large amount of associated literature. For two-dimensional case, Wolibner [32] obtained the global well-posedness of smooth solutions in 1933. Then, this work was extended by Yudovich [33], who proved the existence and uniqueness for a certain class of weak solutions if the initial vorticity w_0 lies in L^1 ∩ L^∞(R^2 ). Later, under the assumption of w_0 ∈ L^1 ∩ L^p(R^2 ) for some p > 1, Diperna and Majda showed that the weak solutions exist globally in [9]. Furthermore, if w_0 is a finite Radon measure with one sign, there are also many works about the global existence of weak solutions,

Key words and phrases. Euler equations; global weak solutions; 3D axisymmetric. 2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35Q35; 76B03; 76B47. 1

which can be referred to [7, 11, 26, 28] for details. However, the global existence of smooth solutions for 3D incompressible Euler equations with smooth initial data is still an important open problem, with a large literature.

From mathematical point of view, in two-dimensional case, the corresponding vorticity w = ∂_2u_1 − ∂_1u_2 is a scalar fields and satisfies the following transport equation ∂_tw + u · ∇w = 0, which infers that its L^p norm is conserved for all time. Nevertheless, for the threedimensional case, w becomes a vector fields and the vortex stretching term w · ∇u appears in the equations of vorticity ∂_tw + u · ∇w = w · ∇u, where w = ∇ × u. The presence of vortex stretching term brings more difficulties to prove the global regularity, which is the main reason causing this problem open. Therefore, many mathematicians explore the flows with certain geometrical assumptions, which shorten the gap between 2D and 3D flows. One typical situation is the 3D axisymmetric flows.

Whereas, even with this particular structure, it still open to exclude the singularity which occurs (if there is) only on the axis of symmetry (see [3]), even for the Cauchy problem. But if the swirl component of velocity fields, u_θ, is trivial, Ukhovskii, Yudovich [34] and Saint Raymond [30] proved that the weak solutions of 3D incompressible axisymmetric Euler equations are regular for all time. It should be noted that under this assumption, the corresponding vorticity quantity^{wθ}_r is transported by a divergence free vector fields, which makes the problem more close to the 2D case.

However, for vortex sheet initial data, the problem of existence remains open, which is quite different from the 2D case. Afterwards, many mathematicians are committed to looking for a little stronger assumptions on the initial vorticity (comparing with the vortex sheet initial data), which suffice to guarantee the global existence of weak solutions. Inspired by recent progress in this direction for helically symmetric flows [14], we are interested in the answers for axisymmetric flows. There is a large literature devoted to axisymmetric Euler flows without swirl. In 1997, D. Chae and N. Kim proved the global existence of weak solutions under the assumptions that

w^θ_0

r ∈ L^p(R^3 ) for some p > 6/5 in [5]. Later, D. Chae and O. Y. Imanuvilov [4] obtained the similar result by assuming u_0 ∈ L^2(R^3 ) and |^{wθ0}_r |[1 + (log^+|^{wθ0}_r |)^α] ∈ L^1(R^3 ) with α > 1/2. Recently, Jiu, Wu and Yang [17] also obtained the existence result under the assumptions that u_0 ∈ L^2(R^3 ) and^{wθ0}_r ∈ L^1 ∩ L^p(R^3 ) (for some p > 1) by using the method of viscous approximations. Regarding other related works, one can refer to [2, 6, 10, 12–16, 18, 19, 22–24, 31].

It should be noted that in previous work, the initial assumption is not really a near-vortex-sheet data, because the initial velocity fields u_0 is assumed in L^2(R^3 ). The main reason lies in that their proofs are based on a key estimate ∫_T 0 ∫ R^3 1 1 + z^2 (u_r r )_2 dxdt ≤ C ( ‖u_0‖^2_L2_{(R}3_) + ‖ w^θ_0 r ‖_L1_{(R}3_) ) (1.2)

raised by Chae-Imanuvilov [4]. As a matter of fact, for this model, whether or not w^θ r ∈ L^1 ∩ L^p(R^3 ) (p > 1) can imply u ∈ L^2(R^3 ), even L^2_{loc}(R^3 ), is an interesting and open problem itself. Therefore, a natural question comes, given the initial vorticity w^θ r ∈ L^1 ∩ L^p(R^3 ) (p > 1), whether corresponding weak solutions exist globally?

In the present paper, we will give a positive answer to this question. That is, given initial data^{wθ0}_r ∈ L^1 ∩L^p(R^3 ) for some p > 1, the weak solutions exist globally. What’s more, there is a new and important observation that^{wθ}_r ∈ L^1 ∩ L^p(R^3 ) can imply u ∈ L 2p 2−p loc (R^3 ) for 1 < p < 2. From the point of view of mathematics, our work has been more close to the open problem investigated in [19], that is the so-called vortex sheet initial data problem for the 3D incompressible axisymmetric Euler equations without swirl.

In the process of proof, there are two big challenges in solving this problem without initial assumption u_0 ∈ L^2(R^3 ). Firstly, the basic energy estimates take no effect and hence we do not have any estimates of velocity fields itself. To overcome them, we make the first attempt to establish the L^p_{loc}(R^3 ) (p > 1) estimate for the velocity fields, which is new to our knowledge. More precisely, we find out the explicit form of stream function in terms of vorticity. On the basis of this formulation, we then establish the estimate ‖u‖_L^p_{loc(R}3_) for any p > 1. Then, it is natural to build up the W^{1,p}_{loc} (R^3 ) (p > 1) estimates of velocity fields. Yet, this is still far from resolving original problem, because current estimates only deduce the strong convergence of approximating solutions in L^2(0, T ; Q) for any Q ⊂⊂ R^3 \{x ∈ R^3|r = 0}, other than L^2(0, T ; L^2_{loc}(R^3 )). As usual in previous work [17], current argument is enough to conclude the global existence of weak solutions, if the following propositon introduced by Jiu and Xin [19] works.

Proposition. Suppose u_0 ∈ L^2(R^3 ), for the approximate solutions {u^ϵ} constructed in Theorem 4.1, if there exists a subsequence {u^{ϵj} } ⊂ {u^ϵ} such that, for any Q ⊂⊂ R^3 \{x ∈ R^3|r = 0} and ϵ_j → 0,

u^{ϵj} → u strongly in L^2(0, T ; L^2(Q)),

then there exists a further subsequence of {u^{ϵj} }, still denoted by itself, such that, as ϵ_j → 0, u^{ϵj} → u strongly in L^2(0, T ; L^2_{loc}(R^3 )).

However, in our case, this method would not work any more due to lack of initial assumption u_0 ∈ L^2(R^3 ). This brings the other difficulty in solving this problem, that is quite different from prior work. It then forces us to find a new way to establish the convergence of approximating solutions in the region contains the axis of symmetry. To solve it, we try to look for some estimates of velocity fields stronger than L^2_{loc}(R^3 ). In the end, we successfully established the L 2p 2−p loc (R^3 ) estimates of velocity fields for 1 < p < 2, based on delicate analysis of the structure of model and fully utilizing current a priori estimates. This estimate is optimal under current method and also a matter of concern. It should be mentioned that to prove it, we established the L^p_{loc}(R^2_+ ) estimates of ũ = (u_r, u_z), which is another new ingredient. Thus, on the basis of above facts, we finally establish the strong convergence of approximating solutions in L^2(0, T ; L^2_{loc}(R^3 )), which is sufficient to prove the global existence of weak solutions.

Before stating our main theorem, we would like to introduce the definition of weak solutions to (1.1) as follow.

Definition 1.1 (Global weak solutions). For any T > 0, the velocity fields u(x, t) ∈ L^∞(0, T ; L^2_{loc}(R^3 )) with initial data u_0 ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^3 ) is called a weak solution to the Euler equations (1.1) if it holds (i) For any vector field φ ∈ C^∞_0 ((0, T ]; R^3 ) with ∇ · φ = 0, ∫_T 0 ∫ R^3 u · φ_t + u · ∇φ · u = ∫ R^3

u_0 · φ_0 dx,

(ii) For any function ϕ ∈ C^∞_0 ((0, T ]; R^3 ), ∫ R^3 u · ∇ϕ dx = 0.

Under this definition, our main result can be summarized by the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that w^θ_0 = w^θ_0(r, z) is a scalar axisymmetric function such that w_0 = w(x, 0) = w^θ_0e_θ and^{wθ0}_r ∈ L^1 ∩ L^p(R^3 ) for some p > 1. Then, for any T > 0, there exists at least an axisymmetric weak solution u without swirl in the sense of Definition 1.1.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce some notations and technical lemmas. In section 3, we will concentrate on the a priori estimates of velocity fields. Section 4 is devoted to proving the global existence of weak solutions, i.e., the proof of Theorem 1.1.

2. Preliminary

In this section, we fix notations and set down some basic definitions. Initially, we would like to introduce the definition of 3D axisymmetric flow.

Definition 2.1 (Axisymmetric flow). A vector field u(x, t) is called axisymmetric if it can be described by the form of u(x, t) = u_r(r, z, t)e_r + u_θ(r, z, t)e_θ + u_z(r, z, t)e_z (2.3) in the cylindrical coordinate, where e_r = (cosθ, sinθ, 0), e_θ = (−sinθ, cosθ, 0), e_z = (0, 0, 1). We call the velocity components u_r(r, z, t), u_θ(r, z, t), u_z(r, z, t) as radial, swirl and z-component respectively.

Comment on notations: In the following context, we will use u_r, u_θ, u_z to deonte u_r(r, z, t), u_θ(r, z, t), u_z(r, z, t) for simplicity.

With above definition, we set up the equations satisfied by u_r, u_θ, u_z. Initially, under cylindrical coordinate, it is trivial that the gradient operator can be expressed in the form of ∇ = e_r∂_r +^1_r e_θ∂_θ + e_z∂_z. Then, by some basic calculations, one can rewrite (1.1) as

∂_tu_r + ũ · ~∇u_r + ∂_rp =

(u_θ)^2 r , ∂_tu_θ + ũ · ~∇u_θ = − u_θu_r r , ∂_tu_z + ũ · ~∇u_z + ∂_zp = 0, ∂_r(ru_r) + ∂_z(ru_z) = 0,

(2.4)

where ũ = (u_r, u_z) and ~∇ = (∂_r, ∂_z). In addition, by (2.4)^2 and some basic calculations, it is clear that the quantity ru_θ satisfies the following transport equation:

∂_t(ru_θ) + ũ · ~∇(ru_θ) = 0. (2.5)

Thanks to (2.5), the following conclusion holds.

Proposition 2.1. Assume u is a smooth axisymmetric solution of 3D incompressible Euler equations, then the swirl component of velocity u_θ will be vanishing if its initial data u^θ_0 be given zero.

Proof. Thanks to the incompressible condition (2.4)^4, by multiplying (2.5) with ru_θ and integrating on (0, t), it follows that

‖ru_θ(t)‖_L2_{(R}3_) ≤ ‖ru^θ_0‖_L2_{(R}3_) = 0.

Then, considering that u_θ is smooth and u_θ|_{r=0} ≡ 0, we can conclude that u_θ ≡ 0 for any t > 0. □

Therefore, if u^θ_0 = 0, then the corresponding vector fields become ũ and its voritcity can be described as w = w_θe_θ, where w_θ = ∂_zu_r − ∂_ru_z. What’s more, the scalar quantity^{wθ}_r is transported by ũ, i.e.,

∂_t( w_θ r ) + ũ · ~∇( w_θ r ) = 0. (2.6)

This means that^{wθ}_r is conserved along any particle trajectory. As a result, given the initial datum smooth sufficiently, the 3D axisymmetric Euler equations without swirl always possess a unique global solution ([8, 30]). Besides, by employing the incompressible condition and some basic calculations, we have the following conclusion.

Conservation laws for^{wθ}_r . Suppose u is a smooth solution of 3D incompressible axisymmetric Euler equations, with its initial swirl component u^θ_0 vanishing, then the estimate ‖ w_θ r ‖_Lp_{(R}3_) ≤ ‖ w^θ_0 r ‖_Lp_{(R}3_) (2.7)

holds for any p ∈ [1, ∞], where w^θ_0 = w^θ(x, 0).

Subsequently, we will introduce the stream function, whose existence is proved in Lemma 2 of [25].

Proposition 2.2. Let u be a smooth axisymmetric velocity fields without swirl and ∇ · u = 0, then there exists a unique scalar function ψ = ψ(r, z) such that u = ∇ × (ψe_θ) and ψ = 0 on the axis of symmetry r = 0.

Finally, we will collect below some useful estimates of velocity fields in terms of w_θ r , see [15, 21, 29] for instance.

Lemma 2.1. Let ψ be as in Proposition 2.2, it holds ‖∂^2_r (ψ r ) ‖_Lp_{(R}3_) + ‖ 1 r ∂_r (ψ r ) ‖_Lp_{(R}3_) + ‖∂^2_{rz} (ψ r ) ‖_Lp_{(R}3_) + ‖∂^2_z (ψ r ) ‖_Lp_{(R}3_) ≤ C‖ w_θ r ‖_Lp_{(R}3_)

for any p > 1, where C is an absolute constant. In particular, ‖∂_r (u_r r ) ‖_Lp_{(R}3_) + ‖∂_z (u_r r ) ‖_Lp_{(R}3_) ≤ C‖ w_θ r ‖_Lp_{(R}3_). (2.8)

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that u is a smooth solution of 3D incompressible axisymmetric Euler equations without swirl, then there holds ‖ u_r r ‖_L 3p_{3−p} ≤ C‖ w_θ r ‖_Lp ∀p ∈ (1, 3), (2.9)

where C is an absolute constant .

3. A priori estimates of velocity fields

3.1. W^{1,p}_{loc} (R^3 ) (p > 1) estimates.

In this section, we will focus on the W^{1,p}_{loc} (R^3 ) estimates of velocity fields. Firstly, Proposition 2.2 together with ∇ · u = 0 and w = ∇ × u = w_θe_θ, tells us that −Δ(ψe_θ) = w_θe_θ.

Then by the elliptic theory, we have ψ(r_x, z_x)e_{θx} = ∫ R^3 G(X, Y )w_θ(r_y, z_y)e_{θy} dY, (3.10) where X = (r_x, θ_x, z_x) and G(X, Y ) = |X − Y |^{−1} stands for the three-dimensional Green’s function in the whole space. Regarding the Green’s function G(X, Y ), it is well-known that the following two properties hold (i) : |D^k_X G(X, Y )| ≤ C_k|X − Y |^{−1−k}, (3.11) (ii) : G(X̄, Y ) = G(X, Ȳ ), ∂_rG(X̄, Y ) = ∂_rG(X, Ȳ ), ∂_z G(X̄, Y ) = ∂_z G(X, Ȳ ) (3.12) for all (X, Y ) ∈ R^3 , X̄ = (−x, −y, z) and k = 0, 1, 2.

Until now, we have established the formulation (3.10). However, in order to find out the explicit form of ψ(r_x, z_x), we need to fix the value of θ_x. Therefore, by making use of the rotational invariance and putting θ_x = 0 in (3.10), we derive the explicit form of ψ in terms of w_θ

ψ(r_x, z_x) = ∫_∞ −∞ ∫_∞ 0 ∫_π −π G(X, Y )w^θcosθ_yr_ydθ_ydr_ydz_y, (3.13) where X = (r_x, 0, z_x).

On this basis, we intend to utilize the stream function to establish L^p_{loc}(R^3 ) estimates of velocity fields. And we would like to introduce the following Lemma, which is the cornerstone of this paper.

Lemma 3.1. Assume u and ψ be as in Lemma 2.2, w = ∇ × u = w_θe_θ, then there holds that |ψ(r_x, z_x)| ≤ C ∫ R^3 min ( 1, r_x |X − Y | ) |w^θ| |X − Y | dY (3.14) and |∂_rψ(r_x, z_x)| + |∂_zψ(r_x, z_x)| ≤ C ∫ R^3 min ( 1, r_x |X − Y | ) |w^θ| |X − Y |^2 dY, (3.15)

where C is an absolute constant and X = (r_x, 0, z_x).

Proof. First of all, we do the estimate of |∂_rψ|. From (3.13), we have ∂_rψ = ∫_∞ −∞ ∫_∞ 0 ∫_π −π ∂_rG(X, Y )w^θcosθ_yr_ydθ_ydr_ydz_y, which together with (3.12) yields that ∂_rψ = ∫_∞ −∞ ∫_∞ 0 ∫ π_2 −^π_2 (∂_rG(X, Y ) − ∂_rG(X̄, Y ))w^θcosθ_yr_ydθ_ydr_ydz_y. Thus, to prove (3.15), it suffices to verify that H ≜ ∫ π_2 −^π_2 (∂_rG(X, Y ) − ∂_rG(X̄, Y ))w^θcosθ_ydθ_y ≤ C ∫ π_2 −^π_2 min ( 1, r_x |X − Y | ) |w^θ| |X − Y |^2 dθ_y. Without loss of generality, we assume θ^∗ be the unique real number θ_y ∈ [0,^π_2 ] such that |X − Y | = r_x and split the integral H into H = I + II + III, with I = ∫_{−θ}∗ −^π_2 dθ_y, II = ∫_θ∗ −θ^∗ dθ_y, III = ∫ π_2 θ^∗ dθ_y, where |X − Y | > r_x for I, III and |X − Y | ≤ r_x for II. Otherwise, |X − Y | > r_x or |X − Y | < r_x for all θ_y ∈ [−^π_2 ,^π_2 ]. For these two cases, one can prove them along the same lines with estimating I or II.

Because |X − Y | ≤ |X̄ − Y | for all |θ_y| ≤^π_2 and the interval [−θ^∗, θ^∗] corresponds to those θ_y for which |X − Y | ≤ r_x, one can conclude that II satisfies the desired estimate easily.

Regarding the first and third terms, to start with, we fix some angle θ^′ ∈ [θ^∗,^π_2 ] and denote X_β = (rcos β, rsin β, z) for β ∈ [−π, 0]. Besides, for the function f(x, y, z) = f(rcos θ, rsin θ, z), it is clear that ∂_θf = r∂_hf · e_θ, where ∂_h = (∂_x, ∂_y, 0). Therefore, by the fundamental theorem of calculus, it follows that ∂_rG(X, Y ) − ∂_rG(X̄, Y ) = πr_x ∫_0 −π ∂_h∂_rG(X_β, Y ) · e_βdβ. Then, by employing the fact |X − Y | ≤ |X_β − Y | for all β ∈ [−π, 0] and (3.11) , it holds that |∂_rG(X, Y ) − ∂_rG(X̄, Y )| ≤ Cr_x|X − Y |^{−3}.

Thus, we have obtained the estimate of III, that is III ≤ Cr_x ∫ π_2 θ^∗ |X − Y |^{−3}|w^θ|dθ_y. What’s more, the estimate of I can be treated by the same arguments with III. Thus, by adding up all the estimates, one can derive the estimate of |∂_rψ|. As for |ψ| and |∂_zψ|, one can estimate it in the similar way and we will omit it here. □

Thanks to Lemma 3.1, we can then derive the upper bounds of^ψ_r ,^{∂rψ}_r ,^{∂z ψ}_r in terms of^{wθ}_r .

Corollary 3.1. Under the assumptions of Lemma 3.1, it further holds that | ψ(r_x, z_x) r_x | ≤ C ∫ R^3 |w^θ| r_y|X − Y | dY (3.16) and | ∂_rψ(r_x, z_x) r_x | + | ∂_zψ(r_x, z_x) r_x | ≤ C ∫ R^3 |w^θ| r_y|X − Y |^2 dY, (3.17)

where C is an absolute constant and X = (r_x, 0, z_x).

Proof. Initially, if Y ∈ R^3 are such that |X − Y | ≤ r_x for any r_x, then one has r_y ≤ r_x + |r_x − r_y| ≤ r_x + |X − Y | ≤ 2r_x, which together with (3.14) and (3.15) implies that | ψ(r_x, z_x) r_x | ≤ C ∫ R^3 1 r_x |w^θ| |X − Y | dY ≤ 2C ∫ R^3 1 r_y |w^θ| |X − Y | dY and | ∂_zψ(r_x, z_x) r_x | + | ∂_zψ(r_x, z_x) r_x | ≤ C ∫ R^3 1 r_x |w^θ| |X − Y |^2 dY ≤ 2C ∫ R^3 1 r_y |w^θ| |X − Y |^2 dY. Otherwise, if |X − Y | > r_x, it is clear that^{ry}_{|X−Y |} ≤^{rx+|rx−ry|}_{|X−Y |} ≤^{rx+|X−Y |}_{|X−Y |} ≤ 2. Then, we can get that | ψ(r_x, z_x) r_x | ≤ C ∫ R^3 1 |X − Y | |w^θ| |X − Y | dY ≤ 2C ∫ R^3 1 r_y |w^θ| |X − Y | dY and | ∂_zψ(r_x, z_x) r_x | + | ∂_zψ(r_x, z_x) r_x | ≤ C ∫ R^3 1 |X − Y | |w^θ| |X − Y |^2 dY ≤ 2C ∫ R^3 1 r_y |w^θ| |X − Y |^2 dY. Thus, the proof is finished. □

Remark 3.1. The proof of Lemma 3.1 and Corollary 3.1 borrows some ideas from [6, 31]. In [6], the authors used the explicit form of |^{∂z ψ}_r | in (3.17) to establish the L^∞(R^3 ) estimate of^{ur}_r . Here, we discover more applications of stream functions in doing some estimates of velocity fields, which will be shown in the following content.

With the help of Lemma 3.1 and Corollary 3.1, we can then derive the following L^p_{loc}(R^3 ) estimates of velocity fields, which is the first key contribution of our work.

Proposition 3.1. [L^p_{loc}(R^3 ) estimates] Given u as a smooth axisymmetric velocity fields without swirl satisfying ∇ · u = 0, then there holds ‖u‖_Lp_{(BR×[−R,R])} ≤ C_R‖ w^θ r ‖_L1_{∩L}p_{(R}3_)

for any p ∈ (1, ∞). Here B_R = B_R(0) ⊂ R^2 be a 2D ball and the constant C_R depends only on R.

Proof. According to Lemma 2.2, for axisymmetric smooth velocity fields u with zero swirl component, there exists a unique stream function ψ such that

u = u_re_r + u_ze_z = ∇ × (ψe_θ).

This implies that u_r = −∂_z ψ, u_z = ∂_rψ +^ψ_r and therefore |u| ≤ |∂_zψ| + |∂_rψ| + |^ψ_r |. Then by Lemma 3.1 and Corollary 3.1, it follows that |u| ≤ C ∫ R^3 |w^θ| r_y|X − Y | dY + C ∫ R^3 |w^θ| |X − Y |^2 dY ≤ C ∫ |X−Y |≤1 |w^θ| r_y|X − Y | dY + C ∫ |X−Y |>1 |w^θ| r_y|X − Y | dY +C ∫ |X−Y |≤1 |w^θ| |X − Y |^2 dY + C ∫ |X−Y |>1 |w^θ| |X − Y |^2 dY ≤ C ∫ |X−Y |≤1 |w^θ| r_y|X − Y | dY + C ∫ |X−Y |>1 |w^θ| r_y|X − Y | dY +Cr_x ∫ |X−Y |≤1 |w^θ| r_y|X − Y |^2 dY + C ∫ |X−Y |≤1 |w^θ||r_x − r_y| r_y|X − Y |^2 dY +Cr_x ∫ |X−Y |>1 |w^θ| r_y|X − Y |^2 dY + C ∫ |X−Y |>1 |w^θ||r_x − r_y| r_y|X − Y |^2 dY ≤ C ∫ |X−Y |≤1 |w^θ| r_y|X − Y | dY + C ∫ |X−Y |>1 |w^θ| r_y|X − Y | dY (3.18)

+Cr_x ∫ |X−Y |≤1 |w^θ| r_y|X − Y |^2 dY + C ∫ |X−Y |≤1 |w^θ| r_y|X − Y | dY +Cr_x ∫ |X−Y |>1 |w^θ| r_y|X − Y |^2 dY + C ∫ |X−Y |>1 |w^θ| r_y|X − Y | dY ≤ 2C ∫ |X−Y |≤1 |w^θ| r_y|X − Y | dY + Cr_x ∫ |X−Y |≤1 |w^θ| r_y|X − Y |^2 dY +2C ∫ |X−Y |>1 |w^θ| r_y|X − Y | dY + Cr_x ∫ |X−Y |>1 |w^θ| r_y|X − Y |^2 dY

= 4∑ i=1 I^i, where we used the fact |r_x − r_y| ≤ |X − Y | in above inequalities. Therefore, by using of Young’s inequality for convolutions, it holds that ‖I^1‖_Lp_{(BR×[−R,R])} + ‖I^2‖_Lp_{(BR×[−R,R])} ≤ C‖ χ_{{|x|≤1}} |x| ‖_L1_{(R}3_)‖ w^θ r ‖_Lp_{(R}3_) + CR‖ χ_{{|x|≤1}} |x|^2 ‖_L1_{(R}3_)‖ w^θ r ‖_Lp_{(R}3_) (3.19) ≤ C(R + 1)‖ w^θ r ‖_L1_{∩L}p_{(R}3_)

for any p ∈ (1, ∞) and cut-off function χ_A with compact support set A.

Regarding the left terms, by applying Hölder inequalities and Young’s inequality for convolutions, it follows that ‖I^3‖_Lp_{(BR×[−R,R])} + ‖I^4‖_Lp_{(BR×[−R,R])} ≤ CR^2‖I^3‖_L3p_{(BR×[−R,R])} + CR‖I^4‖_L 3p_{2 (BR×[−R,R])} (3.20) ≤ CR^2‖ χ_{{|x|>1}} |x| ‖_L3p_{(R}3_)‖ w^θ r ‖_L1_{(R}3_) + CR^2‖ χ_{{|x|>1}} |x|^2 ‖_L 3p_{2 (R3 )}‖ w^θ r ‖_L1_{(R}3_) ≤ CR^2‖ w^θ r ‖_L1_{(R}3_).

Finally, by summing up (3.18) − (3.20), one can finish all the proof. □

Subsequently, we get to establish the L^p_{loc}(R^3 ) estimates of ∇u in terms of w_θ. According to Proposition 2.20 in [27], the gradient of velocity field can be expressed in terms of its vorticity by [∇u]h = [Pw]h + 1 3 w × h. (3.21)

Here P is a singular integral operator of Calderón-Zygmund type which is generated by a homogeneous kernel of degree -3 (see [20]) and h is a vector field. Moreover, the explicit form of [Pw]h is [Pw]h = −P.V. ∫ R^3 ( 1 4π w(y) × h |x − y|^3 + 3 4π {[(x − y) × w(y)] ⊗ (x − y)}h |x − y|^5 ) dy. (3.22)

Therefore, with the help of (3.21) and (3.22), we are in the position to build up the following estimates.

Proposition 3.2. [‖∇u‖_L^p_{loc(R}3_) estimates] Assume that u is a smooth axisymmterical velocity fields with divergence free and zero swirl component, then for any p ∈ (1, ∞), there holds ‖∇u‖_Lp_{(BR×[−R,R])} ≤ C_R‖ w^θ r ‖_L1_{∩L}p_{(R}3_),

where B_R = B_R(0) ⊂ R^2 be a 2D ball and the constant C_R depends only on R.

Proof. Thanks to (3.21), it is clear that ‖∇u‖_Lp ≃ ∑ i ‖[∇u]e_i‖_Lp holds for any p ∈ (1, ∞), where e_i(i = r, θ, z) is the orthogonal basis in (2.3). Then, by setting χ(r, z) be a smooth cut-off function such that χ(r, z) = 1 in B_{2R} × [−2R, 2R], and supp χ ⊂ B_{3R} × [−3R, 3R], we can split [∇u]e_i into three parts as [∇u]e_i = [P(χw)]e_i + [P{(1 − χ)w}]e_i + 1 3 w × e_i = I + II + III. Because P is a singular operator of Calderón-Zygmund type, by the Calderón- Zygmund inequality for p ∈ (1, ∞), it is clear that ‖I‖_Lp_{(BR×[−R,R])} + ‖III‖_Lp_{(BR×[−R,R])} ≤ C‖[P(χw)]‖_Lp_{(R}3_) + C‖w‖_Lp_{(BR×[−R,R])} ≤ C‖w_θ‖_Lp_{(B2R×[−2R,2R])} (3.23) ≤ CR‖ w_θ r ‖_Lp_{(R}3_).

As for the second term, by (3.22), we have II = −P.V. ∫ R^3 ( 1 4π g(y) × e_i |x − y|^3 + 3 4π {[(x − y) × g(y)] ⊗ (x − y)}e_i |x − y|^5 ) dy, where g(y) = (1−χ(y))w(y). In addition, as supp (1−χ(y)) ⊂ R^3 \B_{2R} ×[−2R, 2R], it is clear that |x−y| ≥ |y|−|x| ≥ R for x ∈ B_R ×[−R, R] and y ∈ R^3 \B_{2R} ×[−2R, 2R]. Therefore, for x ∈ B_R × [−R, R], there holds |II| ≤ C ∫ |x−y|≥R |w_θ(y)| |x − y|^3 dy ≤ Cr_x ∫ |x−y|≥R |w_θ(y)| r_y|x − y|^3 dy + C ∫ |x−y|≥R |w_θ(y)||r_x − r_y| r_y|x − y|^3 dy ≤ Cr_x ∫ |x−y|≥R |w_θ(y)| r_y|x − y|^3 dy + C ∫ |x−y|≥R |w_θ(y)| r_y|x − y|^2 dy ≤ C R^2 ‖ w_θ r ‖_L1_{(R}3_),

which further implies, after utilizing some basic calculations, that ‖II‖_Lp_{(BR×[−R,R])} ≤ CR‖ w_θ r ‖_L1_{(R}3_). (3.24)

Thus, we can finish the proof by adding up (3.23) and (3.24). □

3.2. L^p_{loc}(R^3 ) (p > 2) estimates.

As stated in the introduction, to prove the global existence of weak solutions, we need the strong convergence of approximate solutions in L^2(0, T ; L^2_{loc}(R^3 )). Although we have built up the W^{1,p}_{loc} (R^3 ) (p > 1) estimates of velocity fields, it only imply the strong convergence of approximate solutions in L^2(0, T ; Q) for any Q ⊂⊂ R^3 \{x ∈ R^3|r = 0}, other than L^2(0, T ; L^2_{loc}(R^3 )).

To solve this gap, we will focus on establishing the estimates of velocity fields stronger than L^2_{loc}(R^3 ). The first step is to achieve the L^p_{loc}(R^2_+ ) (p > 1) estimates for ũ, which is a new ingredient in this manuscript.

Lemma 3.2. [‖ũ‖_L^p_{loc(R}2_{+)} estimates] Suppose u = u_r(r, z, t)e_r + u_z(r, z, t)e_z is a smooth axisymmetric velocity fields without swirl satisfying ∇ · u = 0 and let ũ = (u_r, u_z) , then the estimate ‖ũ‖_Lp_{([0,R]×[−R,R])} ≤ C_R‖ w^θ r ‖_L1_{∩L}p_{(R}3_)

holds for any p ∈ (1, ∞) and the constant C_R depending only on R.

Proof. Firstly, with the help of the estimate of ‖^{ur}_r ‖_Lp_{(BR×[−R,R])} in Proposition 3.2 and noticing p > 1, it is clear that ‖u_r‖_Lp_{([0,R]×[−R,R])} = [ 1 2π ∫_R −R ∫_R 0 ∫_π −π | u_r r |^pr^{p−1}rdθdrdz ] 1_p

≤ CR^{1− 1p} ‖ u_r r ‖_Lp_{(BR×[−R,R])} (3.25) ≤ CR^{1− 1p} ‖ w^θ r ‖_L1_{∩L}p_{(R}3_)

Regarding the estimate of ‖u_z‖_Lp_{([0,R]×[−R,R])}, by Proposition 2.2, there holds that |u_z| ≤ |∂_rψ| + |^ψ_r |. Then we will estimate the two terms by different ways. For the first term, by similar skills as in (3.25) and Corollary 3.1, it follows that ‖∂_rψ‖_Lp_{([0,R]×[−R,R])} ≤ CR^{1− 1p} ‖ ∂_rψ r ‖_Lp_{(BR×[−R,R])} and | ∂_rψ r | ≤ C ∫ R^3 |w^θ| r_y|X − Y |^2 dY ≤ C ∫ |X−Y |≤1 |w^θ| r_y|X − Y |^2 dY + C ∫ |X−Y |>1 |w^θ| r_y|X − Y |^2 dY (3.26)

= I_1 + I_2.

Then, by making use of Young’s inequality for convolutions, we finally deduce that ‖∂_rψ‖_Lp_{([0,R]×[−R,R])} ≤ CR^{1− 1p} ‖I_1‖_Lp_{(BR×[−R,R])} + CR‖I_2‖_L 3p_{2 (BR×[−R,R])} (3.27) ≤ CR^{1− 1p} ‖ χ_{{|x|≤1}} |x|^2 ‖_L1_{(R}3_)‖ w^θ r ‖_Lp_{(R}3_) + CR‖ χ_{{|x|>1}} |x|^2 ‖_L 3p_{2 (R3 )}‖ w^θ r ‖_L1_{(R}3_) ≤ C(R + 1)‖ w^θ r ‖_L1_{∩L}p_{(R}3_)

for any p ∈ (1, ∞) and cut-off function χ_A with compact support set A. As for the other term, by using the notation X̃ = (r_x, z_x) and Corollary 3.1, we firstly obtain | ψ r | ≤ C ∫ R^3 |w^θ| r_y|X − Y | dY

= C ∫_∞ −∞ ∫_∞ 0 ∫_π −π |w^θ| √ r^2_x + r^2_y − 2r_xr_ycosθ_y + (z_x − z_y)^2 dr_ydθdz_y

≤ 2πC ∫_∞ −∞ ∫_∞ 0 |w^θ| √ (r_x − r_y)^2 + (z_x − z_y)^2 dr_ydz_y = 2πC ∫_∞ −∞ ∫_∞ 0 |w^θ| |X̃ − Ỹ | dr_ydz_y (3.28) ≤ C ∫_∞ −∞ ∫_{2R} 0 |w^θ| |X̃ − Ỹ | dr_ydz_y + C ∫_∞ −∞ ∫_∞ 2R |w^θ| |X̃ − Ỹ | dr_ydz_y ≤ C ∫ R^2 |w^θ|χ_{{0<ry<2R}} |X̃ − Ỹ | dỸ + C ∫_∞ −∞ ∫_∞ 2R |w^θ| |X̃ − Ỹ | dr_ydz_y ≤ C ∫ |X̃−Ỹ |≤1 |w^θ|χ_{{0≤ry <2R}} |X̃ − Ỹ | dỸ + C ∫ |X̃−Ỹ |>1 |w^θ|χ_{{0≤ry<2R}} |X̃ − Ỹ | dỸ +C ∫_∞ −∞ ∫_∞ 2R |w^θ| |X̃ − Ỹ | dr_ydz_y = I_3 + I_4 + I_5,

where we used the fact that w_θ = 0 on the axis of symmetry r = 0 in the fourth inequality. Then, for any 0 ≤ r_x < R and r_y > 2R, it clear holds |X̃ − Ỹ | > R and then I_5 ≤^C_R ‖^{wθ}_r ‖_L1_{(R}3_). Thus, by applying Young’s inequality for convolutions, we have

‖ ψ r ‖_Lp_{([0,R]×[−R,R])} ≤ C‖I_3‖_Lp_{([0,R]×[−R,R])} + CR^{1p} ‖I_4‖_L2p_{([0,R]×[−R,R])} + C‖I_5‖_Lp_{([0,R]×[−R,R])} ≤ C‖I_3‖_Lp_{(R}2_) + CR^{1p} ‖I_4‖_L2p_{(R}2_) + CR‖ w^θ r ‖_L1_{(R}3_) ≤ C‖ χ_{{|x|≤1}} |x| ‖_L1_{(R}2_)‖w^θχ_{{0<r<2R}}‖_Lp_{(R}2_) + CR^{1p} ‖ χ_{{|x|>1}} |x| ‖_L2p_{(R}2_)‖w^θχ_{{0<r<2R}}‖_L1_{(R}2_) +CR‖ w^θ r ‖_L1_{(R}3_) (3.29) ≤ CR^{1− 1p} ‖ w^θ r ‖_Lp_{(R}3_) + CR^{1p} ‖ w^θ r ‖_L1_{(R}3_) + CR‖ w^θ r ‖_L1_{(R}3_) ≤ C(R + 1)‖ w^θ r ‖_L1_{∩L}p_{(R}3_), which together with (3.27) further implies ‖u_z‖_Lp_{([0,R]×[−R,R])} ≤ C(R + 1)‖ w^θ r ‖_L1_{∩L}p_{(R}3_). (3.30)

In the end, we can finish all the proof by adding up (3.25) and (3.30). □

Thanks to Lemma 3.3 and by fully exploiting the structure of axisymmetric flows without swirl, we then build up the following estimates stronger than L^2_{loc}(R^3 ).

Proposition 3.3. [‖u‖_L 2p_{2−p}

loc (R^3 )

estimates] Let u be a smooth axisymmetric velocity fields without swirl as in Lemma 3.2, then the estimate ‖u‖_L 2p_{2−p (BR×[−R,R])} ≤ C_R‖ w^θ r ‖_L1_{∩L}p_{(R}3_)

holds for any 1 < p < 2. Here B_R = B_R(0) ⊂ R^2 is a 2D ball and the constant C_R depending only on R.

Proof. Step 1: u_r ∈ L 2p 2−p loc (R^3 ) Thanks to the Sobolev embedding inequality W^{1,p}_{loc} (R^2_+ ) → L 2p 2−p loc (R^2_+ ) for any 1 < p < 2, and the equality that ‖r^{2−p2p} u_r‖_L 2p_{2−p ([0,R]×[−R,R])} = 2π^{− 2−p2p} ‖u_r‖_L 2p_{2−p (BR×[−R,R])}, to prove u_r ∈ L 2p 2−p loc (R^3 ), it suffices to verify r^{2−p2p} u_r ∈ W^{1,p}_{loc} (R^2_+ ). First of all, we certify r^{2−p2p} u_r ∈ L^p([0, R] × [−R, R]). Through some basic calculations and Proposition 3.2, it clearly follows that ‖r^{2−p2p} u_r‖_Lp_{([0,R]×[−R,R])} = [ 1 2π ∫_R −R ∫_R 0 ∫_π −π | u_r r |^pr^{p2} rdθdrdz ] 1_p

≤ CR^{12} ‖ u_r r ‖_Lp_{(BR×[−R,R])} (3.31) ≤ CR^{12} ‖ w^θ r ‖_L1_{∩L}p_{(R}3_).

In the second stage, we demonstrate ∂_r ( r^{2−p2p} u_r ) ∈ L^p([0, R] × [−R, R]). To achieve this goal, we decompose it into two terms by ∂_r ( r^{2−p2p} u_r ) = ∂_r (_{ur} r r^{2+p2p} ) = ∂_r (_{ur} r ) r^{2+p2p} + 2+p 2p (_{ur} r ) r^{2−p2p} and estimate them separately. Again by some basic calculations and borrowing (2.8) in Lemma 2.1, we have ‖r^{2+p2p} ∂_r (u_r r ) ‖_Lp_{([0,R]×[−R,R])} = [ 1 2π ∫_R −R ∫_R 0 ∫_π −π |∂_r (u_r r ) |^pr^{p2} rdθdrdz ] 1_p

≤ CR^{12} ‖∂_r (u_r r ) ‖_Lp_{(BR×[−R,R])} (3.32) ≤ CR^{12} ‖ w^θ r ‖_L1_{∩L}p_{(R}3_).

The other term can be estimated by Hölder inequality and Lemma 2.2, that is ‖ 2 + p 2p (u_r r ) r^{2−p2p} ‖_Lp_{([0,R]×[−R,R])} ≤ [ 1 2π ∫_R −R ∫_R 0 ∫_π −π | u_r r |^pr^{− p2} rdθdrdz ] 1_p

≤ [ 1 2π ∫_R −R ∫_R 0 ∫_π −π | u_r r |^{3p3−p} rdθdrdz ] 3−p_3 [ 1 2π ∫_R −R ∫_R 0 ∫_π −π r^{− 32} rdθdrdz ] 1_3

≤ CR^{13} ‖ u_r r ‖_L 3p_{3−p (R3 )} [ ∫^R 0 r^{− 12} dr ] 1_3 (3.33)

≤ CR^{12} ‖ w^θ r ‖_L1_{∩L}p_{(R}3_).

Regarding the term ∂_z ( r^{2−p2p} u_r ) , due to ∂_z ( r^{2−p2p} u_r ) = ∂_z (_{ur} r ) r^{2+p2p} , the way to estimate it would be along the same line with ∂_r (_{ur} r ) r^{2+p2p} in (3.32) and we will omit it here to avoid repetition. Step 2: u_z ∈ L 2p 2−p loc (R^3 ) Through recalling Proposition 2.2, it is clear that

u_z = ∂_rψ + ψ r = r∂_r (ψ r ) + 2ψ r (3.34)

and we will deal with the two terms by different methods. For the term^ψ_r , we will estimate it by straightforward calculations. According to Corollary 3.1, it yields | ψ r | ≤ C ∫ R^3 |w^θ| r_y|X − Y | dY ≤ C ∫ |X−Y |≤1 |w^θ| r_y|X − Y | dY + C ∫ |X−Y |>1 |w^θ| r_y|X − Y | dY (3.35)

= I_1 + I_2,

which further implies, after making use Hölder inequality in bounded domain B_R × [−R, R] and Young’s inequality for convolutions, that ‖ ψ r ‖_L 2p_{2−p (BR×[−R,R])} ≤ C‖I_1‖_L 2p_{2−p (R3 )} + CR^{6−3p4p} ‖I_2‖_L 4p_{2−p (R3 )} ≤ C‖ χ_{{|x|≤1}} |x| ‖_L2_{(R}3_)‖ w^θ r ‖_Lp_{(R}3_) + C(1 + R)‖ χ_{{|x|>1}} |x| ‖_L 4p_{2−p (R3 )}‖ w^θ r ‖_L1_{(R}3_) ≤ C(R + 1)‖ w^θ r ‖_L1_{∩L}p_{(R}3_) (3.36) for 1 < p < 2. In above inequalities, we have used^1_4 <^{6−3p}_{4p} <^3_4 and^{4p}_{2−p} > 4. As for the other term r∂_r (_ψ r ) , our strategy is to testify r∂_r (_ψ r ) ∈ W^{1,p}_{loc} (R^2_+ ), which is based on the inequality ‖r∂_r (ψ r ) ‖_L 2p_{2−p} loc (R^3 ) ≤ C‖r∂_r (ψ r ) ‖_L 2p_{2−p} loc (R^2_+ )

and the Sobolev embedding inequality W^{1,p}_{loc} (R^2_+ ) → L 2p 2−p loc (R^2_+ ) for any 1 < p < 2.

To start with, we recall (3.34) that r∂_r (_ψ r ) = u_z −^{2ψ}_r . Effectively, in Lemma 3.2, we have proved u_z ∈ L^p_{loc}(R^2_+ ). Besides, the L^p_{loc}(R^2_+ ) estimate of^ψ_r was also done in (3.29), that can be summarized in the following estimate ‖r∂_r (ψ r ) ‖_Lp_{([0,R]×[−R,R])} ≤ C(R + 1)‖ w^θ r ‖_L1_{∩L}p_{(R}3_). (3.37)

In next stage, to prove ~∇ [ r∂_r (_ψ r )] ∈ L^p_{loc}(R^2_+ ), we will do some decompositions, which thereby make Lemma 2.1 effective. More precisely, we will prove ∂_r ( r∂_r (_ψ r )) = r∂^2_r (_ψ r ) + ∂_r (_ψ r ) , ∂_z ( r∂_r (_ψ r )) = r∂^2_{rz} (_ψ r ) ∈ L^p_{loc}(R^2_+ ). In this end, we first list the inequality

‖f‖_L^p_{loc(R}2_{+)} ≤ C‖ f r ‖_L^p_{loc(R}3_)

that holds for any function f = f(r, z, t). This means that it suffices to verify 1 r ∂_r ( r∂_r (_ψ r )) = ∂^2_r (_ψ r ) +^1_r ∂_r (_ψ r ) ,^1_r ∂_z ( r∂_r (_ψ r )) = ∂^2_{rz} (_ψ r ) ∈ L^p_{loc}(R^3 ), which certainly holds according to Lemma 2.1. Thus, we finish all the proof. □

Thus, for 1 < p < 2, we have established the L 2p 2−p loc (R^3 ) estimates of velocity fields.

When p ≥ 2, it is well known that the Sobolev embedding W^{1,p}_{loc} (R^3 ) → L^6_{loc}(R^3 ) holds, which also helps us deriving the following conclusion.

Lemma 3.3. Let u = u_r(r, z, t)e_r + u_z(r, z, t)e_z be a smooth axisymmetric velocity fields without swirl,^{wθ0}_r ∈ L^1 ∩ L^p(R^3 ) with some p > 1, then there exists an α > 0 depending only on p such that u ∈ L^{2+α}_{loc} (R^3 ).

4. Global existence of weak solutions

This section is devoted to the global existence of weak solutions. The first step is to construct a family of approximation solutions. To begin with, we would like to introduce the standard mollifier ρ_ϵ, which can be described by

ρ_ϵ(x) = 1 ϵ^3 ρ( |x| ϵ ), where ρ ∈ C^∞_0 (R^3 ), ρ ≥ 0, supp ρ ∈ {|x| ≤ 1} and ∫ R^3 ρ dx = 1. Then, we define a

cut-off function χ_ϵ by

χ_ϵ(x) = χ( |x| ϵ ), where χ ∈ C^∞_0 (R^3 ), 0 ≤ χ ≤ 1, and χ(x) = 1 on {|x| ≤ 1}, χ(x) = 0 on {|x| ≥ 2}. Through borrowing these definitions, we then drive the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Given an initial data w_0 = w^θ_0e_θ such that^{wθ0}_r ∈ L^1 ∩ L^p(R^3 ) for some p > 1, then there exists a family of smooth axisymmetric solutions u^ϵ with zero swirl component and initial data u^ϵ_0 for any T > 0. Here, w^ϵ_0(x) = ρ_ϵ ∗ w_0(x) and u^ϵ_0 = ∇ × (−Δ)^{−1}w^ϵ_0. In addition, it holds that ‖u^ϵ‖_W 1,p_{(BR×[−R,R])} ≤ C_R (4.38) and ‖u^ϵ‖_L2+α_{(BR×[−R,R])} ≤ C_R, (4.39) where α be as in Lemma 3.3 and C_R be the constants depending only on R.

Proof. Initially, we construct

w^ϵ_0 = χ_ϵ(x)(ρ_ϵ ∗ w_0)(x).

According to our construction for initial data, it is clear that w^ϵ_0 is axisymmetric. Then we denote by u^ϵ_0 the corresponding velocity determined by the Biot-Savart law, namely u^ϵ_0 = ∇ × (−Δ)^{−1}w^ϵ_0. Again by our assumptions on initial data, ∇ × u^ϵ_0 = w^ϵ_0 has only swirl component w^ϵ_θ(0, x) such that w^ϵ_0 = w^ϵ_θ(0, x)e_θ. Therfore, it is clear to conclude that u^ϵ_0 has zero swirl component, i.e., u^ϵ_θ(0, x) = 0. Moreover, u^ϵ_0 ∈ C^∞(R^3 ) and belongs to the space V = {u ∈ H^3(R^3 )| ∇ · u = 0}.

Subsequently, by Theorem 2.4 of [8], there exists a unigue global axisymmetric smooth solution u^ϵ. What’s more, because Euler equations keep invariant under the rotation and translation transformations, it is obvious that the vector fields u^ϵ is still axisymmetric. Besides, the swirl component u^ϵ_θ is also vanishing due to its initial data u^ϵ_{0,θ} given zero.

Finally, we recall a well known conclusion that ‖ w^ϵ_0 r ‖_Lp_{(R}3_) ≤ ‖ ρ_ϵ ∗ w_0^θ r ‖_Lp_{(R}3_) ≤ C‖ w^θ_0 r ‖_Lp_{(R}3_), ∀p ∈ [1, ∞], (4.40)

whose proof can be referred to Lemma A.1 in [1]. Thus, through evoking the transport equation (2.6) satisfied by^{wϵθ}_r , applying (2.7) and (4.40), we can conclude that ‖^{wϵθ}_r ‖_L1_{∩L}p_{(R}3_) ≤ C. This together with Proposition 3.1-3.3 leads to (4.38) and (4.39). □ As discussed in the introduction, in order to prove the main theorem, it suffices to build up the strong convergence of approximating solutions in the space L^2(0, T ; L^2_{loc}(R^3 )). Based on it, for the approximating solutions we constructed, one can then take the limit in the sense of Definition 1.1, which is essential in establishing the global existence of weak solutions. In the end, with the help of a priori estimates in Proposition 3.1-3.3, we get to prove our main theorem as follow.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. As stated in the introduction, for any p > 1, the W^{1,p}_{loc} (R^3 ) estimates of velocity fields can not guarantee the strong convergence of approximating solutions in L^2(0, T ; L^2_{loc}(R^3 )), but in L^2(0, T ; Q) for any Q ⊂⊂ R^3 \{x ∈ R^3|r = 0}. Hence, we will verify the strong convergence by dividing any local domain of R^3 into two parts: the region near the axis of symmetry, and the region away from it. On one hand, thanks to Lemma 3.3, for the approximating solutions constructed in Theorem 4.1, there exists u such that that

u^ϵ ⇀ u in L^∞(0, T ; L^{2+α}(B_R × [−R, R])). (4.41)

On the other hand, for the region C_R × [−R, R] = {(x, y) ∈ R^2 |^1_R ≤ √ x^2 + y^2 ≤ R} × [−R, R], it clearly holds ‖u^ϵ‖_L∞_{(0,T ;W} 1,p_{(CR×[−R,R]))} ≤ C_R by Theorem 4.1. Then by using equation (1.1)^1, it further holds ‖∂_tu^ϵ‖_L∞_{(0,T ;W} −1,p∗_{(CR×[−R,R]))} ≤ C_R, where p^∗ =^p_{p−1} . Then by noticing that |u| is a function of variables r, z and t, one can conlude that ‖u^ϵ‖_L∞_{(0,T ;W} 1,p_{([} 1_{R ,R]×[−R,R];drdz))} + ‖∂_tu^ϵ‖_L∞_{(0,T ;W} −1,p∗_{([} 1_{R ,R]×[−R,R];drdz))} ≤ C(R). Next, by applying the Aubin-Lions lemma and compact embeddings W^{1,p}([^1_R , R] × [−R, R]) → L^2([^1_R , R] × [−R, R]) for any p > 1, we can then find a subsequence u^{ϵj} (depending on R) such that

u^{ϵj} → ū in L^2(0, T ; ([ 1 R , R] × [−R, R]; drdz)).

Then, by the diagonal selection process, one can then extract a subsequence of u^{ϵj} independent of R (still denoted by u^{ϵj} ) such that ‖u^{ϵj} − ū‖_L2_{(0,T ;([} 1_{R ,R]×[−R,R];drdz))} → 0 as ϵ_j → 0, which also implies that ‖u^{ϵj} − ū‖_L2_{(0,T ;CR×[−R,R])} → 0 as ϵ_j → 0. This means u^{ϵj} → ū in L^2(0, T ; Q). for any Q ⊂⊂ B_R × [−R, R]\{x ∈ R^3|r = 0}. Then by considering the uniqueness of limits and (4.41), we actually have derived

u^{ϵj} → u in L^2(0, T ; Q). (4.42)

Now, it suffices to verify the strong convergence of velocity fields in L^2(0, T ; B_R × [−R, R]). For any ϵ > 0, we firstly take Q ⊂⊂ B_R × [−R, R]\{x ∈ R^3|r = 0} such that the measure μ(B_R × [−R, R]\Q) < (_ϵ 2 √ 2T C_R ) 4+2α_α for α > 0. Then according to (4.42), there exists M such that when j > M, ‖u^{ϵj} − u‖_L2_{(0,T ;Q)} <^ϵ_2 . Thus, by employing Hölder inequality and (4.41), for j > M, one further has [ ∫^T 0 ∫ B_R×[−R,R] |u^{ϵj} − u|^2dxdt ] 1_2

≤ [ ∫^T 0 ∫ B_R×[−R,R]\Q |u^{ϵj} − u|^2dxdt ] 1_2 + [ ∫^T 0 ∫ Q |u^{ϵj} − u|^2dxdt ] 1_2

≤ √ 2T [ ∫ B_R×[−R,R]\Q |u^{ϵj} |^2dx + ∫ B_R×[−R,R]\Q |u|^2dx ] 1_2 + ϵ 2 ≤ √ 2T [ ‖u^{ϵj} ‖_L2+α_{(BR×[−R,R])} + ‖u‖_L2+α_{(BR×[−R,R])} ][ μ(B_R × [−R, R]\Q) ] α_{4+2α} + ϵ 2 < ϵ. Until now, we actually have proved that there exists an axisymmetric vector field u without swirl, such that

u^{ϵi} → u strongly in L^2(0, T ; L^2_{loc}(R^3 )).

The last step is to pass limit in the equations (1.1) satisfied by u^ϵ. As a matter of fact, it suffices to show the convergence of nonlinear term. Considering that u^{ϵj} → u strongly in L^2(0, T ; L^2_{loc}(R^3 )), it is not hard to infer that ∫_T 0 ∫ R^3 u^{ϵj} · ∇φ · u^{ϵj} dxdt → ∫_T 0 ∫ R^3 u · ∇φ · u dxdt for any φ ∈ C^∞_0 ((0, T ]; R^3 ). This shows that u is a weak solution of 3D incompressible axisymmetric Euler equations without swirl in the sense of Definition 1.1. □

Acknowledgments

This work was started when the second author was doing his postdoctoral research supported by the CNPq grant ♯ 501376/2013-1 at Federal University of Rio de Janeiro (UFRJ) of Brazil, and he would like to thank Prof. Milton C. Lopes Filho and Prof. Helena J. Nussenzveig Lopes for their hosting and hospitality. The second author also would like to thank Prof. Edriss S. Titi for his valuable suggestions about this problem when he was visiting UFRJ. Jiu is supported by National Natural Sciences Foundation of China (No. 11171229, No. 11231006). Liu is supported by the Connotation Development Funds of Beijing University of Technology. Niu is supported by National Natural Sciences Foundation of China (No. 11471220) and Beijing Municipal Commission of Education grants (No. KM201610028001).

References

[1] J. Ben Ameur, R. Danchin, Limite non visqueuse pour les fluides incompressibles axisymétrique, Nonlinear partial differential equations and their applications, Collège de France seminar, vol. XIV (Paris, 1997/1998), 29-55, Stud. Math. Appl, 31 North. Holland, Amsterdam, 2002.

[2] A. Bronzi, M. Lopes, H. Lopes Nuzzenveig, Global existence of a weak solution of the incompressible Euler equations with helical symmetry and L^p vorticity, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 64 (2015), no. 1, 309-341.

[3] L. Cafferalli, R. Kohn, L. Nirenberg, Partial regularity of suitable weak solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 35 (1982), no. 6, 771- 831.

[4] D. Chae, O. Y. Imanuvilov, Existence of axisymmetric weak solutions of the 3-D Euler equations for near-vortex-sheet initial data, Electron. J. Differential Equations 1998, no. 26, 17 pp.

[5] D. Chae, N. Kim, Axisymmetric weak solutions of the 3-D Euler equations for incompressible fluid flows, Nonlinear Anal. 29 (1997), no. 12, 1393-1404.

[6] R. Danchin, Axisymmetric incompressible flows with bounded vorticity, Russian Math. Surveys 62 (2007), no. 3, 475-496.

[7] J. Delort, Existence of vortex sheets in dimension two, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 4 (1991), no. 3, 553-586.

[8] R. DiPerna, A. Majda, Concentrations in regularizations for 2-D incompressible flow, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 40 (1987), no. 3, 301-345.

[9] R. Diperna, A. Majda, Oscillations and concentrations in weak solutions of the incompressible fluid equations, Comm. Math. Phys. 108 (1987), no. 4, 667-689.

[10] R. Diperna, A. Majda, Reduced Hausdorff dimension and concentrationcancellation for 2-D incompressible flow, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 1 (1988), no. 1, 59-95.

[11] L. Evans, S. Müller, Hardy spaces and the two-dimensional Euler equations with nonnegative vorticity, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 7 (1994), no. 1, 199-219.

[12] B. Ettinger, E. S. Titi, Global existence and uniqueness of weak solutions of threedimensional Euler equations with helical symmetry in the absence of vorticity stretching, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 41 (2009), no. 1, 269-296.

[13] S. Gang, X. Zhu, Axisymmetric solutions to the 3D Euler equations, Nonlinear Anal. 66 (2007), no. 9, 1938-1948.

[14] Q. Jiu, J. Li, D. Niu, Global existence of weak solutions to the three-dimensional Euler equations with helical symmetry, J. Differential Equations 262 (2017), no. 10, 5179-5205.

[15] Q. Jiu, J. Liu, Global regularity for the 3D axisymmetric MHD equations with horizontal dissipation and vertical magnetic diffusion, Discrete and Continuous Dynamical Systems-A 35 (2015), no.1, 301-322.

[16] Q. Jiu, J. Liu, Regularity criteria to the 3D axisymmetric incompressible Magneto-hydrodynamics equations, preprint.

[17] Q. Jiu, J. Wu, W. Yang, Viscous approximation and weak solutions of the 3D axisymmetric Euler equations, Math. Methods Appl. Sci. 38 (2015), no. 3, 548- 558.

[18] Q. Jiu, Z. Xin, Viscous approximations and decay rate of maximal vorticity function for 3-D axisymmetric Euler equations, Acta Math. Sin. (Engl. Ser.) 20 (2004), no. 3, 385-404.

[19] Q. Jiu, Z. Xin, On strong convergence to 3-D axisymmetric vortex sheets, J.

Differential Equations 223 (2006), no. 1, 33-50.

[20] T. Kato, Nonstationay flows of viscous and ideal fluids in R^3 , J. Functional Analysis 9 (1972), 296-305.

[21] Z. Lei, On axially symmetric incompressible Magnetohydrodynamics in three dimension, J. Differential Equations, 259 (2015), 3202-3215.

[22] S. Leonardi, J. Malek, J. Necas, M. Pokorny, On axially symmetric flows in R^3, Z. Anal. Anwendungen 18 (1999), no. 3, 639-649.

[23] J. Liu, On regularity criterion to the 3D axisymmetric incompressible MHD equations, Math. Methods Appl. Sci. 39 (2016), no. 15, 4535-4544.

[24] J. Liu, D. Niu, Global well-posedness of three-dimensional Navier-Stokes equations with partial viscosity under helical symmetry , Z. Angew. Math. Phys. 68 (2017), no.3.

[25] J. Liu, W. Wang, Characterization and regularity for axisymmetric solenoidal vector fields with application to Navier-Stokes equation, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 41 (2009), no. 5, 1825-1850.

[26] J. Liu, Z. Xin, Convergence of vortex methods for weak solutions to the 2-D Euler equations with vortex sheet data, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 48 (1995), no. 6, 611-628.

[27] A. Majda, A. Bertozzi, Vorticity and Incompressible Flow, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, UK, 2002.

[28] A. Majda, Remarks on weak solutions for vortex sheets with a distinguished sign, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 42 (1993), no. 3, 921-939.

[29] C. Miao, X. Zheng, On the global well-posedness for the Boussinesq system with horizontal dissipation, Comm. Math. Phys. 321 (2013), no. 1, 33-67.

[30] X. Raymond, Remarks on axisymmetric solutions of the incompressible Euler system, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 19 (1994), no. 1-2, 321-334.

[31] T. Shirota, T. Yanagisawa, Note on global existence for axially symmetric solutions of the Euler system, Proc. Japan Acad. Ser. A Math. Sci. 70 (1994), no. 10, 299-304.

[32] W. Wolibner, Un theorème sur l^′existence du mouvement plan d^′un fluide parfait, homogene, incompressible, pendant un temps infiniment long, Math. Z. 37 (1933), 698-726.

[33] V. I. Yudovich, Non-stationary flow of an ideal incompressible liquid, Ž. Vyčisl.

Mat. i Mat. Fiz. 3 (1963) 1032-1066.

[34] M. Ukhovskii, V. I. Yudovich, Axially symmetric flows of ideal and viscous fluids filling the whole space, J. Appl. Math. Mech. 32 (1968) 52-61.

(Quansen Jiu) School of Mathematical Sciences, Capital Normal University, Beijing, 100048, P. R. China.

E-mail address: jiuqs@cnu.edu.cn

(Jitao Liu) College of Applied Sciences, Beijing University of Technology, Beijing 100124, P. R. China.

E-mail address: jtliu@bjut.edu.cn, jtliumath@qq.com

(Dongniu Niu) School of Mathematical Sciences, Capital Normal University, Beijing, 100048, P. R. China.

E-mail address: djniu@cnu.edu.cn