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CAUCHY PROBLEM FOR DISSIPATIVE HOLDER SOLUTIONS TO THE
INCOMPRESSIBLE EULER EQUATIONS

SARA DANERI

ABSTRACT. We consider solutions to the Cauchy problem for the incompressible Euler equations on the

3-dimensional torus which are continuous or Holder continuous for any exponent 6 < %. Using the

techniques introduced in [DLS12] and [DLSI12H], we prove the existence of infinitely many (Hélder) con-
tinuous initial vector fields starting from which there exist infinitely many (Holder) continuous solutions
with preassigned total kinetic energy.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we deal with continuous and Holder solutions of the Cauchy problem for the Euler
equations on the 3-dimensional torus T% = S! x §! x S!

O +diviv@v)+Vp=0  in T x(0,1)
dive =0 in T x (0,1) (1.1)
v(-,0) = v in T3,
A pair (v,p) € C°(T? x [0,1]; R3 x R) is a continuous solution of (1)) with initial datum vy € C(T3;R3)
if it satisfies (II)) in the weak distributional sense. Equivalently, on all simply connected subdomains

U C T3 with C* boundary and for all ¢ € (0, 1)
1
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/Uvo(:zz) dx = /UU(:I:,t) dx—f—/ot /6U[U(v -v) + pv|(z, s) dS(z)ds,
/6U[U V(2,1) dS(z) = 0,

being v the outer unit normal to OU and dS the surface measure on 0U.
Moreover, a continuous solution to (1)) is an Holder solution with exponent 6 € (0,1) if 3C > 0 s.t.

lu(x,t) —v(', )| < Clz —2'|°, Va,2’ € T3 Vteo,1]. (1.2)

Given a nonnegative continuous function e : [0, 1] — R, we say that v : T3 x [0, 1] x R? has total kinetic
energy e if

/]1‘3 lv(z,t)|> de = e(t), Vtel0,1].

It is known since the ’20s (see [Gun26|] [Lic25]) that, if vy is sufficiently smooth, then there exists a
unique classical solution of (LI on a time interval [0,7], T = T (sup{|vo(z)| : = € T*}) > 0 (for a
modern result assuming vg € H*(T?) with s > 2, see e.g. [BM02]). Moreover, its total kinetic energy is
constant.

However, in 1949 Onsager first conjectured the existence of weak solutions which are dissipative,
namely whose total kinetic energy is monotone decreasing. This phenomenon, that in fluid dynamics
literature is called “anomalous dissipation”, is consistent with the energy inequalities satisfied by weak
limits of Leray solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations. In [Ons49] Onsager stated more precisely that
C%%-solutions are conservative when 6 > %, while there exist dissipative C%? solutions for any 6 < %
By C%% solutions we mean vector fields v € C°(T? x [0, 1]; R3) satisfying (2.

The first part of the conjecture was completely settled by Eynik and by Constantine, E and
Titi [CET94].

The second part is, in its full generality, still open. The first example of weak solution violating the
energy conservation was given by Scheffer [Sch93], who showed the existence of a nontrivial compactly
supported weak solution in R? x R. A different example of nontrivial compactly supported weak solution
in T? x R was then given by Shnirelman in [Shn97]. In both cases the solutions are only square summable
and it is not clear whether there are time intervals in which their total kinetic energy is monotone
decreasing. The first proof of existence of solutions with monotone decreasing total kinetic energy was
given by Shnirelman in [Shn00]. This solution belongs to the energy space L ([0, +00); L*(R?)).

In [DLS07], De Lellis and Székelyhidi proved the existence of nontrivial compactly supported bounded
weak solutions in any space dimension. Moreover, such solutions can attain a prescribed total kinetic
energy for almost every time ¢ € [0, +00). The full control of the total kinetic energy for all times was
finally achieved in [DLST0], in which they could prove the existence of compactly supported solutions
(v,p) € L= (R? x [0, +00); R? x R) with v € C([0, +00); L2(R% R%)) and

/ [v]2(t) = e(t), Vte[0,+00),
Rd

being e : [0, 7] — R any positive continuous function given a priori. In particular, setting vo = PH(l) v(t) in
—

the L2 norm, (v, p) is a bounded weak solution of the Cauchy problem () with prescribed total kinetic
energy e. As a corollary, choosing e to be a monotone decreasing function, they obtain the existence
of bounded dissipative solutions in all dimensions, thus extending Shnirelman’s result [Shn00]. Given a
suitable initial datum vy for which such solution exists, De Lellis and Székelyhidi’s method provides for an
infinite set of solutions with the same total kinetic energy. Hence, on the one hand, it turns out that none
of the admissibility criteria based on energy inequalities which have been proposed for the Euler equations
is able to single out a unique solution for arbitrary L°° initial data (see also [BT10] for explicit examples
of L? weak solutions of (L) having constant total kinetic energy). On the other hand, by the local
existence and uniqueness of classical solutions and the weak-strong uniqueness of the so-called admissible
measure-valued solutions of (L) proved in [BDLSII] —including all dissipative L? weak solutions— the
vector fields vy for which one has such severe loss of uniqueness can not be too regular. These initial data
~which in [DLSI0] are called wild initial data— are nonetheless proved to be a dense set in the space of
L? divergence free vector fields [SZW12] and they include also the classical vortex sheet (see [Sz11]).
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In [DLS12] and [DLS12H] De Lellis and Székelyhidi developed their method up to prove the existence
of respectively continuous and C%Y, with § < %, solutions having prescribed total kinetic energy on
the 3-dimensional torus. In [ChDLS12] the results of [DLS12] are extended to the 2-dimensional case.
Recently, Isett [[se12] did one step forward towards the proof of Onsager’s conjecture, constructing global
weak solutions to the 3-dimensional incompressible Euler equations which are zero outside of a finite
time interval and have velocity in the Hélder class C%Y for every 6 < 1. In [BuDLSI3] the authors
have considerably simplified the proof of [BuDLST3], though taking advantage of its main new ideas, and
showed the existence of C%? solutions whose total kinetic energy is dissipated for any 6 < %

The aim of this paper is to extend the results of [DLS10] showing that the set of initial data for which
one can get infinitely many Holder solutions which dissipate the total kinetic energy, is an infinite subset
of C%9(T3;R3), for § smaller than a suitable constant. Using the estimates provided in [DLS12H], we
get such result for any exponent 6 < 16, but we believe that the ideas of our method, when implemented
with finer estimates (see e.g. [[sel2] and [BuDLSTI3]), can raise the threshold of non-uniqueness for the
Cauchy problem up to the same exponent as for the incompressible Euler equations with no preassigned
initial data.

Theorem 1.1. Let e : [0,1] — R be a positive smooth function. Then, for any 0 < 15 there exist infinitely
many v € C%9(T3;R3) satisfying e(0) = Jps [vol? and each being the initial datum of infinitely many
(v,p) € CO(T? x [0,1]; R3 x R) solving (L) and satisfying

l(x,t) — v, )| < Clz — 2|, Va2’ €T3 te[0,T]
/ lo(z,t)|* do = e(t), Vtel0,T)].

In particular, for the same reasons as in the case of dissipative L weak solutions, whenever e in
nonincreasing then the initial data vy for which Theorem [T holds cannot be too regular.

The underlying ideas of the method used in the proof of Theorem[LTlare the ones introduced in [DLS07]
and used as well in [DLS10], [DLS12] and [DLST12H]. Besides considerably improving the previous results,
the approach introduced by De Lellis and Székelyhidi was new in this field and revealed unexpected con-
nections between non-uniqueness phenomena appearing in some geometric problems —named by Gromov
instances of the h-principle [Gro86)— and non-uniqueness in PDE problems. In particular, the Onsager’s
conjecture has striking similarities with the rigidity and flexibility properties of isometric embeddings of
Riemannian manifolds, first explored in the celebrated works of Nash [Nash54] and Kuiper [Kui55] (on
this topic see [CDLS12] and the survey [DLS11]).

As in Nash and Kuiper’s papers, the solutions of the Euler equations are generated by an iteration
scheme. The iteration starts with a “subsolution” to the problem, that in [DLS12] and [DLSI2H] is given
by a solution of a perturbation of the Euler system (called Euler-Reynolds system) satisfying a suitable
strict energy inequality w.r.t. a prescribed total kinetic energy e. The definition of subsolution is s.t. a
solution of the Euler-Reynolds system whose perturbation term —which is called Reynolds stress tensor—
is identically zero and for which the energy inequality holds as an equality is a solution of the Euler
equations with total kinetic energy e. Then, at each step of the iteration one finds a new subsolution,
by adding to the given velocity field a suitable fast oscillating perturbation plus a small corrector term
that makes the new velocity field satisfy the Euler-Reynolds system. Moreover, the type of perturbation
is s.t., if the oscillation parameters are large enough, then both the new velocity field and the pressure
are arbitrarily close in C° to the previous ones and both the C° norm of the new Reynolds stress and
the gap in the new energy inequality can be made arbitrarily small. If the oscillation parameters are
chosen big enough, then the sequence of subsolutions converge in C° to a solution of the Euler system
with total kinetic energy e. In [DLS12H] the authors are also able to control in the iteration process the
growth of the C'' norms in such a way to get, by interpolation, that the limiting vector field belongs to
C%? for a fixed 0 < 1—10. The building blocks of the main perturbation term are Beltrami flows, a special
class of stationary oscillatory solutions to the Euler equations, and the initial subsolution used to start
the iteration is the trivial one.

In our paper we use the same type of iteration scheme and estimates but modifying the notion of
subsolution in order to include the information on the initial datum [ |v(0)|* = e(0) (see Definition [6.2))
and modifying as well the perturbations so as to leave the initial datum unchanged during the iteration
procedure. This is done multiplying the perturbed Beltrami flows and their correction terms by suitable
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time dependent cut-off functions (see Section H)). With the same “time-localization” trick, i.e. using
the same type of iterative perturbation scheme but different cut-off functions, we also prove that there
exist infinitely many nontrivial subsolutions (see Proposition[6]), hence infinitely many “non-uniqueness
initial data” —that we call admissible initial data— as in Theorem [Tl The fact that the solutions and
subsolutions so obtained are infinitely many is a consequence of this general iterative perturbation scheme.

In Section [§] we deal with continuous solutions of (I.J]), namely no Hoélder regularity is required. In
this particular case we are able to provide, for the proof of Theorem [T a notion of subsolution which is
much less rigid than in the Holder case. Since during the iteration procedure it is not necessary to keep
under precise control the rate of growth of the C' norms, the strict energy inequality that we require
in this case is less restrictive than in [DLSI2] and [DLSI2H]. Our notion of subsolution in this case is
analogous, apart from the information on the initial data, to the one introduced in [Chol2].

For other non-uniqueness results in other partial differential equations obtained along the ideas first
introduced in [DLSOT] see e.g. [Chil2], [CFGII], [Shv1i], [SzI1] and the survey [DLSTI]. Another
application of these methods is to the existence of global weak solutions of the Euler equations with
bounded energy, though discontinuous at ¢ = 0, proved in [Wield].

1.1. Structure of the paper. In Section 2l we introduce the Euler-Reynolds system (2] and state
Proposition 2] which is the building block of the generic iteration step in the proof of Theorem [l
Given a solution of the Euler-Reynolds system satisfying suitable conditions on the gap between its total
kinetic energy and a given positive function e and moreover on the C° norm of its Reynolds stress,
one can perturb it on an arbitrary time subinterval thus getting another solution of the Euler-Reynolds
system with a smaller energy gap and C° norm of the Reynolds stress tensor. The localization in time
is represented by the multiplication of the perturbation by a smooth function ¢ with values in [0, 1].
Moreover, the velocity and pressure fields of the new solution are arbirtrarily close in C to the previous
ones, with closeness parameters of the same order of the ones for the energy gap. In the mean time,
also the growth of the C'' norms of both the velocity and the Reynolds stress tensor can be controlled
by suitable powers of the C'-norms of the previous ones, of the C° closeness parameters and of the C?
norm of 1. In Corollary 2.3l we show that imposing suitable bounds for the derivatives of 1) we can make
all the estimates just dependent on the support of v» and not on its values, thus justifying the idea of a
localized perturbation.

In Section Bl we recall some definitions and analytic estimates from [DLS12] and [DLS12H] which are
preliminary to the proof of Proposition 2.2

In Section Ml we define the perturbed solutions of the Euler-Reynolds system as in Proposition 2.2] and
in Section [F.1] we prove the related C°, C! and energy estimates.

In Section [6] we define and prove the existence of infinitely many admissible initial data, namely
of Holder continuous vector fields starting from which there exist infinitely many Holder admissible
subsolutions (see Definition

Section [l contains the proof of the main Theorem [[T] More precisely, we prove that for any admissible
subsolution w.r.t. a given total kinetic energy e there exist infinitely many solutions of (II]) with the
same initial datum and total kinetic energy e.

Section [§] gives another proof of Theorem [[T] for continuous solutions of [T} In this case, though the
basic ideas of the construction are the same, the estimates are simpler since we do not need to control
in a quantitative way the growth of the C'* norms. Moreover, it is worth noticing that the concept of
admissible subsolution (see Definition [8]) is much more flexibile than in the Holder case (see Definition
[62)), since for example it does not require such a rigid relation between the elements of the sequence of
CP-closeness parameters {4, }.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
The author warmly thanks Camillo De Lellis for having proposed the problem and for fruitful discus-

sions.

1.2. Notation. If f : T3 x [a1,as] — R? is continuous, then for all ¢ € [ay,as] define f(t) : T3 — RY
as f(t)(z) = f(x,t) and [|[f(t)]lo = sup|f(z,t)]. When clear from the context we will omit writing
€T3
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the time variable and set f, || f||o instead of f(t), ||f(¢)]lo- Thus, the symbol ||f|| will denote also the
time-depending map giving the supremum norms w.r.t. the spatial variables a1, az2] 2t — ||f(t)]|o € R.

Analogously, for every r € N we denote by || f||, the time-dependent C" norm of f, and for any r > 0
which is not an integer its Holder Cl"}"=["] norm. The spatial Holder r-seminorms of f will be denoted
by [f]-. We also set, for r € N

11 f 11l = sup Dt o f(y, )], Vi€ [ar, az),
yeT

where Dy f are the mixed derivates of order r in ¢,z and

[fller =" sup [l[f]llx,

t€lay,az)
[fllco:=sup |/flo,

t€lay,az)
[fllce == sup |/fla-

t€lay,az)

In the same way, with [, f or simply [ f we will denote the time-dependent map [ay,as] 3 ¢ —
Jps f(,t) dz, being dx the Lebesgue measure on T? with [, dz = (2m)°.

For A C SQ, int A denotes its interior in the relative topology induced by R on S?. A set A C R? is
symmetric if A = —A.

We let S3*3 Dbe the space of symmetric matrices acting on R3?, Sixg the subset of those wich are
positive definite and SS’ *3 the symmetric matrices with trace 0. We also define

M; = {Id—b@b: beSQ}
and the open set
= mt{ZazMz La; > 0, M; € Mg, m € N}

Recall the following characterization of M3 from [Chol2]

t R
ReM; & —1d-Re8V (1.3)
By (L3) or by Lemma 3.2 of [DLS12] we have that
drg > 0 s.t. BT0 (Id) C Ms. (14)

2. MAIN PERTURBATION STEP

Definition 2.1. Let (v,p, R) € C*(T? x (a1,az2); R? x R x §3*3). They solve the Euler-Reynolds system
if they satisfy

{@v—l—div(v@v)—i—Vp:div]% (2.1)

dive =0
on T3 X (a1, az). The trace free matrix field R is called Reynolds stress tensor.

Proposition 2.2. Let e € C*([a1,a2];RT). Then 3n, M > 0 depending on e such that the following
holds. Let (v,p, R) € C*(T® x [a1, a2]; R x R x S§*?) be a solution of @), 0<B<3,0<0= (8)3 =
(6" <1 and @,¢ € C*([ay,as;[0,1]) such that, setting

§im 626 + (1 - 7)o" (2.2)
5% = %0 + (1 — %) (2.3)
then
e —/ v = 6%e| < 6* (2.4)
IR~ (1= ¢*)Rlo < X{¢>o}775 IR0 < né (2.5)

Vi € [a1,as], for some R € C”('JT3 X [m,az];SS’XS).
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A a3

Let § < min{%(S,éi}, 0<e<1,C>1,vecC®(]ar,as);[0,1]).

Then 30 < £ < 25% and (v1,p1, R1) € CH(T3 X [a1 + £, a9 — £];R® x R x 83*%) which solves (1))
and satisfies, for all t € [ay + ¢, a3 — {]:

v = v+ Yun (2.6)
Ry =(1—¢*)R+yRiy+¢' Ry (2.7)
p1=p+9po
together with the following estimates
‘e —/ vy | — {1#256 +(1- wQ)(e —/ |’U|2)” < ’L/Jége (2.9)
T3 T3 2
o1 — vllo < YMVE* (2.10)
as /DNITe__17 4 Ay
_ < (== 377 9¢ =6 .
llor = vllly < w482 (55) 3758 4 | Vo (2.11)
Ip1 = pllo < pM?5* (2.12)
Ryl < wgs (2.13)
' Baallo < o] 0% 3¢ (2.14)
N o D\ 1+e_ 1=
el < wA83*=(55) 0582 4 /| 505 (2.15)
: At cs s DNIFe_7 o Ay <284
' Buallly < /| 563428 (S5) 956 4 o a8 e (2.16)
where Ay = A1(g, e, ||v||co) and
D:= max{l, v]lot, ||é||cl}. (2.17)
Corollary 2.3. Let us assume that 0 < & < % and the cut-off function 1 of Proposition [2.2 satisfies
W] < CE)7HE, | < G (2.18)
Then,
sz DNITe__ 17 4
llor = vllls < xqusoy4i8% (55) 57 (2.19)
IRy — (1 = ¢*)Rllo < Xqu>0yn0 (2.20)
o o A3 7 DN\ 1+e
1R = (1= ¥Rl < xqws0p 463 (5) (2.21)
If moreover ¢ = 1 (or equivalently 6* = &) one can replace ZIQ) with the better estimate
a3 D 1+e
llor = vllly < xguso 417 (55) (2.22)

Remark 2.4. Notice that if both ¢ =1 = 1, then the statements of Proposition 2.2] are the same as in

Proposition 2.2 of [DLST2H].

3. PRELIMINARY GEOMETRIC AND ANALYTIC FACTS

We define now the linear space of stationary solutions of the Euler equations which will be used to
construct the main perturbations to the subsolutions of the Euler equations, namely the so called Beltrami
flows. We recall the following Proposition from [DLS12].

Proposition 3.1. Let Ao > 1 and let A, € R? s.t.
Ap k=0, [Agl=1, A=A,
for k € Z3 with |k| = Xo. Let

k
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Then, for any ax € C such that a_j, = ay, the vector field

is real valued as well as its tensor product W @ W and it satisfies

M),

div W =0, div(W®W):V( >

][W®W 3 Jaxf? (Id H |:|)

[k[=Xo
The following geometric Lemma is a refinement made in [Chol2] of Lemma 3.2 of [DLS12H].

Lemma 3.2. Let N > 1 and N an open set s.t. N C Ms. Then, there exists \g > 1, pairwise disjoint
and symmetric sets

A c{keZ: |kl=X}, j=1,...,N
and positive smooth functions
Y e o), keh;,j=1,...,N
(4)

7 and

R= Z(W,Q”(R) (d—%@@) VReN,j=1,...,N.

keA;

such that 'y,(cj) =

While constructing the perturbations one also needs (as in Section 4.1 of [DLS12]) to introduce suitable
partitions of unity on R? in order to discretize the space of velocities. These partitions of unity depend on
a integer parameter u which, roughly speaking, as it increases improves the accuracy of the discretization.

Let Cj, j = 1,...,8 be the equivalence classes of Z* w.r.t. the equivalence relation | — I’ € (2Z)3,
and let {ay}rezz C C°°(R3;[0,1]) be a smooth partition of unity of R* —namely, Y, (ax(v))? = 1- s.t.
supp ay C int By(k). For y € N, k € Z3 and j = 1,...,8 define then the functions

qﬁ(J) (v,7) := Z al(/w)eﬂ'%f, vER3 7€[0,+00).
lec;

We report in the following proposition the derivative estimates on the functions (b,(c] ) = g ) (v, 7T) given
in Proposition 4.2 of [DLS12H], where v is considered as an independent variable in R3. Let us first
introduce the seminorms

HM,R = [']CT(BR(O) x[a1+£,a2—1])"

Proposition 3.3. There are constants C' depending only on m € N such that the following estimates
hold

[(bl(cj,‘L]m,R + R~ [ T¢(J) ] R_2[83¢§cjzt]m,}?, S C,um (32)
[0 m“’ +i(k - 0)oP) Jmr < Cp (3.3)
R7[0-(0:¢), + i(k - 0)o))lm.n < Cp™ ™", (3.4)

Then we recall the elliptic operators which are used in [DLS12] and [DLST2H] to define the corrector
terms to the main perturbations of a given subsolution.

Definition 3.4 (Leray projector). For any v € C°°(T3;R3), set
Quv:=Vo¢+ ][ v,
T3

where ¢ € C°°(T?) is the solution to V¢ = dive in T* with f, ¢ = 0. We denote by P = Id — Q the
Leray projector onto divergence-free vector fields with zero average.



8 SARA DANERI

Definition 3.5 (The operator R). For any v € C°°(T3;R?) we define Rv € C>°(T3; S3%3) as

1

Rv = %(Vpu + (VPu)T) + g(VU + (VU)T) 5 (div u)Id,

where u € C°°(T?3;R?) is the solution to

Au:vf][ v, ][u:().
T3 T3

By the following lemma, the operator R acts on divergence free vector fields as an inverse of the
divergence operator.

Lemma 3.6 ([DLSI12], Lemma 4.3). For any v € C*°(T%R3), Rv € §3** and divRv = v — fy, 0.
Finally, we state the following simple Lemma, which will be used in the proof of the main perturbation

step (Proposition 222]).
Lemma 3.7. Let a,b € (0,1], a < b. Then, the function g : [0,1] = R given by

sa+ (1—s2)b

968)= sy

s2a+ (1 —s2)b

satisfies the bounds

W | Ot

1<g(s) <
Proof. One can easily check that g > 1 = ¢(0) = ¢(1) and that max g is attained at the point f(a,b) :=

e .
Vb+va

and is given by

9(f(a,b)) =1+ i(Jat V)

Finally, max g(f(a, b)) = o((5,8)) = N

We now recall some preliminary Holder and Schauder estimates from [DLS12H]. As in [DLS12H]
we will denote the constants which appear in the estimates with the letter C, eventually adding some
subscripts according to the following rules.

e (' without subscripts denote universal constants;

e ('}, denote constants appearing in standard Holder inequalities in spaces C". The dependence on
r is omitted, since r > 0 will be fixed, even though quite large, at the end of the construction;

e (., are constants which depend on the upper and lower bounds for e;

e (), constants which may depend not only on the upper and lower bounds for e but also on the
supremum norm of v, i.e. ||v]|go;

o Cy, C. s, U, s are constants involved in Schauder estimates for C™*%_norms of elliptic operators,
which usually degenerate as « tends to 0 or 1. The ones denoted by C. s, C, s depend also
respectively on the upper and lower bounds for e and on ||v||co.

The above constants might also depend on € or w but never on u, A, £, ¥, ¢, ©, 5, 5,6, 6" and D.
We recall from [DLS12] the following elliptic estimates for the operators defined in B.4] and

Proposition 3.8 (Schauder estimates). For any a € (0,1) and any m € N there exists a constant Cs
such that
1Qu[lmta < Csllv]lmta
[Pollmta < Csllvllm+as
[RV[lmt1+a < Csllvllmas
IR(div A)lm+a < Csl|Allmtas (3.5)

HRQ(diV A)Hera < CSHAHera-



CAUCHY PROBLEM FOR HOLDER SOLUTIONS TO THE EULER EQUATIONS 9

When the above operators are applied to the product of smooth vector fields and highly oscillating
trigonometric functions we get the following estimates (see Propositions 5.2 in [DLS12] and 4.4. in

[DLST2H])

Proposition 3.9. Let k € Z*\ {0} and A\ > 1. Then, for any a € C*°(T3) and m € N we have

‘/a(x)ei/\k“ dz| < [(;\LWT. (3.6)
For any F € C™(T3;R®), let Fy := F(x)e"**. Then we have
Cs Cs Cs
< — -2
IREo € 122 1Pl + 1 P+ 2 [Pl
CS Cs OS
IRQENa < 53=5 1Mo + 7= [Flm + 175 [Flma-

4. CONSTRUCTION OF THE MAPS v1, p1 AND R

As in [DLS12] and [DLST2H], the idea to construct vy is to perturb v with a fast oscillating time-
dependent “patching” of Beltrami flows w, and then adding a smaller perturbation term w. so that
w; = w, + w, satisfies the divergence free constraint. However, in this case both perturbations are
multiplied by the cut-off function . Also the perturbation terms of the pressure will be modified
accordingly, and the Reynolds stress tensor R; will be defined as in [DLSI2H] using the elliptic “R
operator” (see Definition [3.0]).

Given (v, p, R), v, ¢, 5,8, 8" as in Proposition I, we fix ¢, 1, C, 8, £ as in the main statement, with
¢ satisfying also

DI < 6. (4.1)
The perturbations will also depend on two parameters A, p s.t.

A
A i, — €N (4.2)
W

In order to simplify calculations, we assume from now onwards the following inequalities, which will be
consistent with the choice of parameters we make in Section to get the estimates of Proposition 221

p> )71, A= max{(uD)1+“,€‘“+“>}, (4.3)

where .
= . 4.4
w=o (4.4)

4.1. Mollifications. Let y € C*°(R3 xR) be a nonnegative radial kernel supported in [—1, 1]* and define
1 szt
xelet) = x(75)
we)= [ vt uls)dyds
T8 x[~1,1]

Rt a) = / Rlw—y.t — s)xely, s) dy ds.
T8 x[~1,1]

Notice that v, and Ry are well defined on T3 x l[a1 +¢,az—(]. That is why we require £ < #25*-. Moreover
lve = vllo + | Be — Rljo < CDE, (4.5)
lvelllr + [[|1Relll» < C(r)DE=", 7 >1, (4.6)

for all t € [a1 + £, a2 — £].

As a consequence, since ||vg]? — |v]?| < |v — vg|? + 2|v — vg||v] and ET) holds
[ Nl = 10| < C(D0? + CDevE
'JTB

< Cné( max e(s)/?41). (4.7)

s€lar,az]
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4.2. Construction of v;. We define v; adding to v two perturbations as in [DLS12] and [DLST2H]|, but
localized by the cut-off function 1, namely
v =0+ Yw, + YPwe, (4.8)
with w, and w, defined as in Section 3 of [DLS12H]|. Then we set
W1 = Wy + We.

The main perturbation term is w,, while w, is a corrector term that makes v; divergence free and it
is given by

Wwe = —Quw,, (4.9)
where @ = Id — P and P is the Leray projection operator as in Definition .41

4.2.1. Construction of w,. Define, for (z,t) € T% x [a1 + £, az — /]
_ 1 Y 2
plt) = 5 (00 =0 = [ a0 dr).
Ro(z,t) = pe(t)Id — Ry(x,t).

Provided % € N, with N satisfying the assumptions of Lemma [3.2] the main perturbation w, on
T3 x [a1 + £, az — €] can be defined as

Wo(x,t) 1= Wo(x, 1, A, Ax) (4.10)
where
RZ ik-
Walt 5,6 = VY Y o (LD 60 (50,7 B,
J=1 keA,
’y,(j ), ,(CJ ) are defined in Section Bland By € C3 are unit vectors satisfying the assumptions of Proposition

Lemma 4.1. If n < n(e), then % € B,,(Id), with ro satisfying (L4).
Proof. By 2.5), @.3) and @.I)

e R e e
min
pe pe (a1l aZ_é]Pe

0775 + X{ps030 + (1 — p?)nd

min pPe
[a1 +4,a0— Z]

< 3Cné -

min pPr
[a1 +l,a0— Z]

)2 s {e(1-5) = [0 = [ = 101}
T (G 9wt max v )

(o0l
IA
rolm

Since

and since 3 < 1, if n = n(e) is sufficiently small we get the lower bound

!
pelt) > —

for some constant C’ > 0. Hence, provided 7 < ﬁ, the lemma is proved. O
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Finally notice that, analogously to ([{I1]), p¢ can be estimated from above as

pr<e= [loP e | [ o~ 1oP]

=D
< dfe+ 55*e+07}5(1+ max\/_)

[a1,a2]

2(5 e+ Cné(1+ max \e)

[a1,a2]

< C'5*(1+ maxe). (4.12)

la1,a2]

Then, since |w,(x,t)| < Cy/pe(t), we can choose M = M(e) > 1 s.t.
[[wollo < —\/(F (4.13)

4.3. Definition of p;. We define the pressure p; as

2|w0|

2{(v— w),w1>.
3

-

By (£I3) and ([@H), provided 7 is sufficiently small we have

pLi=p—1

M2,
lp1 — pllo < ¢2—5 + Cndllwilo
< 1/)2 5* + 5||w1||0 (4.14)

4.4. Definition of R;. According to our definitions of v; and pq, it is fairly easy to see that
Opv1 + div (11 ® v1) + Vpy = div [(1 — 1/12)}02}
+ 0 (Yw1) + div (Yw1 @ ve + ve ® Ywn)
+ div (Y?w; ® wy — %2|w0|21d +2Ry)
+div [p2(R - Ry)]
+ div (1/1101 ® (v —ve) + (v — ) @Pwy — w%)%wld)
Hence, recalling the Definition of the operator R, we set
Ry :=(1—-v¢)R
+ R [0y (Ywr) + div (pwr @ vg + vg @ Ywy)]
+ R[div (¥*wy @ wy — %2 |w,|*1d + 1/)210%4)}
+ 2 (R — Ry)
2(v — vg,w1)
3
By Lemma B.6 and the fact that dyv; + div (v1 ® v1) + Vp1 has zero average, it follows that (vq, p1, Rl)

satisfies (2.1]).

+ Yw @ (v—v¢) + (v —vp) @ Ywy — P 1d. (4.15)

5. PROOF OF THE MAIN PERTURBATION STEP

5.1. Doubling the variables and corresponding estimates. As in [DLSI2H]|, for any k£ € A; C
{|k| = Ao} we set

oul7) = Voo (D)0 (o, 5).7). (5.1
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and
V($)Wo(y, s, 1,8) = w(s)z Z a(y, s, T)Bkem&

so that our main perturbation term is given by
"/)(t)wo (JE, t) = "/)(t)Wo (:L', t, AL, /\:L')

The next proposition is the analogue of Proposition 5.1 in [DLS12H]. The following estimates on the
derivatives of the coefficients of the main perturbation term will be the basis for estimating also the
derivatives of the other correction terms in the supremum norm.

Proposition 5.1. Let ar € C®(T? x [a1 + £,a2 — ] x R) be as in 1), 1 the cut-off function of
Proposition [ZZ and D given by Z17).
Then, for any r > 1 and any « € [0, 1] we have the following estimates

lpar(-, s, 7)llr < $(s)CeVE* (D7 + uDE' ) (5-2)
|0-tbar (-, 5,7)||r + |030ar (-, 5,7) | < G(s)CeV* (0" D" + pDE7) (5.3)
10 pan +i(k - ve)par)(:, 5, 7)llr < (5)CeVE* (™D + DET) (5.4)
10 (9rpar + ik - ve)par) (-, 5, 7)|» < 9(s)CeVE* (W' D" + DE') (5-5)
[Yar(-,s,7)lla < $(s)CeVE u® D (5.6)
10rvar (-, 5,7l + 1070k (- 8, 7) ]l < $(s)CeV/6* D (5.7)
[Ortpar + ik - ve)par) (- 5, 7)o < $(5)CeV/ u" D (58)
10: (O ar, +i(k - ve)dar) (-, 8, 7)o < U(s)CeV/E ' D (5.9)
Moreover, for any r > 0
|10spar (-, s, 7l < U(s)CeVE (WD 4 uDET) 4 9| (5)CeV/6 (" D" + pDE' ) (5.10)
102 ar (-, 5,7l < P(s)CeV/* (W D™ 4 uDE) + 9 |(5)CeV/8* (" D7 + uDET) (5.11)
1020k (-, 5,7)lr < () CeV/* (W 2D 4 D7) 4 ¢ |(5)Ce Vo (W D™ 4+ DL
[ (5)CoV/E (4 D + uDET) (5.12)
1007 (Yar + ik ve)par) (-, 5,7) [ < Y(s)CeV/O* (" D™+ uDET) + [¢'|(5)Ce Vo™ ("' D" + uD(fl—T)).
5.13
We also have
YWy @ YWo(y, s, 7,€) = ¥2(s)Re(y, s) + ¥*(s) Z Ui (y, s, 7)e* s, (5.14)
1<[K|<2)0
where Uy, € C(T? x a1 + £, a2 — £] x R) satisfy
Uk = %(trUk)kz (5.15)
and the following estimates for any r > 0 and any « € [0,1]:
192Uk, 5, 7) e < $%(5)Ce8™ (" D" + pDET) (5.16)
10,0203 (5, 7) e < 62(5)Cu™ (" D" + puDE") (5.17)
192Uk (-, 8, T)|la < ¥2(5)Cd* u® D™ (5.18)
102Uk (-, 5,7)la < 9*(5)Cud" i D™ (5.19)

Moreover, for any r > 0

10502 Uk (-, 5, 7)[lr < %% (8)Ced™ (01D + puDETT) + 4 (s)[8'| (5)Ced™ (" D" + pDETT). (5.20)
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Proof. Notice that the above estimates are the same as in Proposition 5.1 of [DLST2H], up to replacing
0 with ¢* everywhere and multiplying them by suitable powers of ¥ and its derivatives.

As in [DLS12H] we set
P(s)ar(y, s,7) = P(s)V/ pe()L'(y, 8)@(y, 5, 7), (5.21)

where I'(y, s) = 'y,(cj) (%), D(y,s,7) = QS;;L(vg(y, 8),T)-

By definition of Uy, it is fairly easy to see that the estimates (B.10)-(E20) are a consequence of (5.2])-
63 and G,

First of all, notice that in the estimates (5.2)-([5.9), since ¥ does not depend on (y, 7), we simply have
to multiply the estimates for a; by the function ¢. Analogously, in the estimates (E.10)-(E.13) we simply
apply the Leibniz rule to the derivation w.r.t. s of the products Yay, ¥0-ax etc. and then bring back to
the estimates (B:2)-(59), with one (or two) order of derivation less w.r.t. y for the terms in which ¢ is
differentiated.

Then, we can reduce to study ar and see why the the only change in the estimates is the replacement
of the § of [DLS12H]| by 6*. First notice that, since the only change in the definition of ay, is the choice of
pe, after applying the Leibniz rule to (B.2I) the only terms that might be changing are those containing
derivatives of functions of p,;. In particular, it is fairly easy to see that such terms are

IVeel, 105v/pels TN, 10Tl
By [@IZ), we already know that |,/p¢| < Cev/6*, while in [DLSI2H] one has |,/p¢| < CeV/é. Moreover,

i o], <ot
pPe e [ale_é]pe
(]E<I|) C, Dfl_T
= o
< C'uD0-r
and
||8sé€||r ; —
”aSFHT S CT + O||RZ||T|8s(pé 1)|
Pe
[a1+€,a2—€]
D -T
<C ; + CDIT D

S C(/J,DZ_T +M2D2£1—7‘)
exactly as in [DLS12H]. Finally,
- \L—i| i—19r
|053/Pel < Cry Ce(6%)2 " pel™ 0% el
i=1
<5729 p| < C*TEDLT
< OV uD=" (5.22)

in contrast with |97 /p¢| < CVouD'~" of [DLSI2H].

Since by the Leibniz rule
107" 02 al, < CY_|05/pelll0F (D (y, )02 (y, 5,7)) |,
i=0

where [|07~¢(D(y, s)0P®(y, s,7))||» can be estimated as in [DLSI2H], by ([5:22) Proposition 5lis proved.
|
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5.2. Estimates on v;. The estimates for the perturbation term ¢w; are obtained as in Section 6 of
[DLS12H], using the structure of w,, the Schauder estimates for Qu, of Proposition[3.8] and the estimates
of Proposition .11

Therefore it is fairly easy to see that the following proposition is the counterpart of Proposition 6.1 of

[DLSTZH.

Proposition 5.2. The following estimates hold for all v >0, t € [a1 + £, a2 — {]:

[thwollr < YCVEAT (5.23)
100 (w0) |l < WCVFNH 4 [/ |CoVENT (5.24)
and the following for any r > 0 which is not integer:
[Ypwellr < PCe oV DuX"™1 (5.25)
10 (Ywe)|lr < WCo s VE*DpuX" + ¢ |Cy V/* DA™ (5.26)

In particular,

o1 = vllo = [Ywllo < YCeV5*,
[9¢(v1 = v)llo + lvr — vll1 = [[9e(w)l|o + [w]y < YCeVT*X + [ |CeV/5*.

5.3. Estimates on the energy. Analogously to Proposition 7.1 of [DLST2H] we obtain the following

w

Proposition 5.3. For any o € (0, e

that, V't € [a1 + £, a2 — (]

) there is a constant C, s, depending only on a, e and ||v]co such

e / for? = [28e + (1 = v2) (e - / o?)]| < v2CDE+ w0y VF DA

Proof. Writing |v1]? as
o1 = [ol” + 92 wol* + ¢ [wel* + 2000 - wo + 29 - we + 20w, - we,

we get

[ [t = 0 = w2luf?] < Cullwwelio(t + [wollo + [weclo) +20] [ w0
T3 T3

< Cy1/1\/5_*Du/\°‘71 + 21/)’ /wo ) (5.27)
< Cyp stV DA, (5.28)

where ([5.27) follows from Proposition [2 and the fact that A > (uD)!*% (see [@3)), while (B2 is a
consequence of ([B0) and Proposition B}
Now, tracing (5.14) we obtain

]/Tsi/;2|wo|t¢2tr(m)]g¢2 3 ‘/TstrUk’

1<|k|<2X0

< Cp?6* uDA,
the last inequality following from (B8] with m = 1 and (E.16). O
Then we conclude after observing that

/ tr(Rg):e(l—S)—/ g2
T3 T3
and recalling (7).
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5.4. Estimates on the Reynolds stress. While estimating the Reynolds stress we refer to Proposition

8.1 in [DLSI2H].

Proposition 5.4. For every a € (0, HLM), there is a constant C, s depending only on o, w, e and ||v||co

such that the following estimates hold

[Ry = (1= ¢*)Rllo < Co s [¢DL + V= uDN* 7" 4 pv/5* ™ XY + ¢ |[V6* uDX ]

1Ry = (L= ¢*)R)lls < Cos[0V/E* uDN** + $VEADL + V57 A
[0 | DO+ [ [V TN 4 [ [V DAY
+ [ VE DA
Proof. Recalling the definition of Ry made in {I5) we set
Ry~ (1= 9" R =R + 0RY + 0°RY + O R{ + Y RY + 0R) + R + 'Ry
where
R—ho R
2((v — wvp),wy)

R=uw @ @w—uv)+0—uv)@w — 3

Id

jr R[div (w oy + fy — 0o Id)}

R% = R(Oyw)

R} = R[div ((ve + thw1) ® we + we @ (ve + Pwr) + w, @ hw)]
RS = Rdiv (w, ® vg)

Rl = R[Oywo + ve - V)

R} = R(wy).

(5.29)

(5.30)

(5.31)

Notice that RY, B2, R3, R*, RS and RT are defined as in the proof of Proposition 8.1 in [DLST2H].
Therefore, taking 1nto account the multiplications by the cut-off function ¢ and the new estimates for
the coefficients aj obtained in Proposition [l in the next table we collect without proof the related C°

and C'-estimates.

CY estimates C1 estimates

[¥*Rillo < ¢*CDY [[¥*Ri]lls < ¢*CD + [¢'|CDt

[WR3]jo < ¥CeV/6* DI I[¥R3][]s < YCoVE*ADL + |¢/|Co/6* DI

|92 R3|lo < 9*Ce s0* DA 2 R3||]1 < ¢2Cls0" uDA* + [¢'[Ce,s6* pDA !

[¥R{[lo < ¢¥Cy s VO uDA* "} [ R1[]1 < ¥Cy s V3* DA™ + [¢)/|Cyy V6 DX

[¥RS]lo < ¢Cy s VO uDA "} [ RY][]1 < ¥Cy s V3* DA™ + [¢)'|Cyy o V6 DA

[0 R [lo < YCy VO (uDA*™H + =A%) | |[[WR[[[1 < ¢Cy o VE* (WDA™ + = AT
+[1|Co s VO (DA + =A%)

Moreover, reasoning exactly as in Step 5 of the proof of Proposition 8.1 in [DLST2H| we get

. (%))
[YRSlo < [l(ve + Yw1) @ we 4 we @ (ve + Yw1) + we @ Prwe||o
< Chrllwella(l|vello + ¥l|wola + ©]|wella)

Pr m
OPS CUVS\/(‘)'_*MD)\M%.

and the same argument gives

[ R3[]1 < YCo s VE* uDAX + |4/ |C,y V5 uDX** 1.
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Concerning ¢’ RS, recall that
kX Bk ixg-k
k> ’

1
We = XQUC, Up 1= Z iVag(z,t, \t) X
[k[=Xo
apply Propositions and 5.1l and get

5 1 1 1
! P8 /
' &0 < '] |k§| ) sz llaello + sz (ol + s faxdnel
=A0

1 1 1
+ 110 Y [Wﬂakﬂl + riza @l + W[“k]m+1+a]-
‘k\:)\o

< |w/|cv7s\/§)\a71 |:1 + Alfm((MD)m _i_uDElfm) + Alfmfa((MD)era +MD£17mfa):|

Choose now
14w
=[] 4y
w

and observe that

<1+ w.
m—1
Then the last inequality in [3]) becomes
AT < min{ 0™, (uD)"™}

and
19" B lo < Co sl |VE* uDA,

To estimate |[[¢' k|||, one can proceed exactly in the same way getting
119/ BE[[[1 < [¢"]C,sV/8* DX + 4| Cly s V6" DA (5.32)
Thus we conclude
R — (1 = ¢?)R|jg < Cys[hDE 4+ V6 uDA2 ™Y 4 pv/6* PN + [/ |V/6* uDA Y]
N[(R1 — (1 =Y R)|||1 € Cos[¢0D + VI NDL + v/ = A 4 /5 DA
+ [ DL+ [ [V DA + [ [VE* A
+ 4|V DA
< Oy s [0V/6* uDN? + pVEADL 4 V67 = A0+
+ [ DL+ [ [V DA + [ [VE* A
+ 9 [VE* DX,
where in the last inequality we have used
Vo uD %31) D(6*)"% > D.
0

5.5. Proof of Proposition After constructing (v1,p1, Rl) as in Section [l we fix the perturbation
parameters u, A, £ and the Holder exponent « in the estimates of Sections [5.2] and 5.4
More precisely, in Propositions and [5.4] choose —as in Section 9 of [DLST2H]-
w €

T 24w AE+1)

(0%

and assume that

(o0l

1

L,D’

where L, > n~' is a sufficiently large constant depending only on ||v|co and e in such a way that (£I])
is satisfied. Then, impose

{ =

1

pu’D =\, (5.33)
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where actually, as observed in [DLST2H], to be sure to satisfy ([£2) one can carry on analogous compu-
tations imposing 3 < 2D < . In particular,

p N = pDXeL (5.34)
Finally, choose A of the form
D6 N 1+e Dé \ 2
A= A(W) - A(W) , (5.35)

where A, > 1 depends only on ||v]|co and
4
= —. 5.36
=3 (5.36)

Observe that in [DLS12H] the authors set v = 0.
Let us check that the choice of the parameters is consistent with [@3). If A, > Lit%,

() T (5) T ()

and since puD = A2D3

@il pife w11y Db N\ —ite wst §2+v . e
AT (MD) =A,2 D2 (52-{-1/) = A, ( 3 ) <1
Moreover, by our choice of «
ND”H <L (5.37)

This follows from puD < Ao+ and the fact that —= <1 — a. Finally,

o= \/% AéD%(S;L) = >5757% > 571

Being now « fixed, the constants C. s and C,, s which in general depend on « will be from now onwards
denoted by C, and C,.

Preliminary estimates

Before inserting the above parameters in the estimates of Sections 5.2 and [5.4] it is convenient to
estimate separately some of the terms which will often appear in the calculations.

By our choice of a
1 e42 1 1 1 3e+42 1 2e+1
S Y g S S TS gaps= .
T I T2 ere YT aern YT ote (5.38)

Moreover, by definitions (22) and 23)

(SIS

o* o A_ 5 -_ 5
— <= =0"Ts <5, (5.39)
) )

Then we have the following estimates:

1 1 L =2, D N-5-1
VEUDAYt = V§* D2 X3 = V/§*D3A, 4(s+1>(_ ) 1

__et2 5*_ ~
SA’U I(e+D) }Eé% % e§— %S 4(5+1)

VDAl = VEFDENE = VEDEA U2<1+5>(5

= Alz“l*s)‘/%*g% <A, T 5 (5.41)

+ (5.40)

w\»
\
N
o™
+
AR [
(=]
N
~[00
IS
)

I\il»—l
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2e41 D5
VEuDAR = VDR = EE DA (52+u)

2e41 . DA 1+e B33  2e+1 _ D 1+e
< A2GTD /%5%4-55%—%8(5_2) < 2(5“)5% i 5(5—2) (5.42)

«Zl.zs.

+1

3e42 g
VEDA® = VDXL =V DIATTT (2 Ds )it

52+V

< AFFT [ gttestes (D)0 < AT st (D) (5.43)
) 62 2

VEA = \ﬁ 53 +s(§)”asf%f%sgs%ﬂ(g)”esf%%s (5.44)

Proof of (2.9)
By Proposition

}6_/]1‘3 |’U1|2 _ [w25e+ (1 —wQ)(e—/EB |U|2)” < Q/JQCva-i-’l/JCU\/(S_*MD)\O‘_l

B R
Lv A2(1+5)

Hence, provided L, and consequently A, are chosen sufficiently big depending on ||v||¢,, we get (Z.9).
Proof of (Z10) and 2II).
We use the estimates obtained in Proposition 5.2
Taking (5.23) for r = 0 and (5.20) for » = o we have

||ww1||0 S Q/JCE(\/6_*+ \/(?/LD)\O‘_l)

== YMVG*, (5.45)

provided the constant M = M(e) is large enough.
Consider now (5.23)) with r = 1, (5.24)) with r» = 0, (523)) with » = a4+ 1 and ([E26]) with » = . Then

[pwi||]1 € YONTN + [ |[CuVE* + OV F* uDA* + |3 |CpV/5* pDA* (5.46)
G2D)
< POV A+ Y |Cy V6"
2D [ TN D 1+87,H,é€
< pAS3F (5—2) §-H—be 4 || C,Vor.
In particular, since by (533) and @3) it is fairly easy to check that D < /6%,
c3 o (DNIFE< 174, "
llerllly < 24,63+ (55) 63 4 wlc, Vo
Proof of (Z12) Using (@I4) and (&.43) we get
2M2 * 3 < 2 ox
[p1 = pllo < TCS + Z/JZM(S\/(F < ¢YM=5. (5.47)

Proof of (18), (1), I8 and (0.
From (B.31]), define

Ry = ¢R + R} + ¥R} + R+ R + RS + R,
]D{LQ = ]O%?
By (.29) and (£.39)
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2D Cy =2 _
YR allo < 9CDE + YO, VE DN < ¢—5+w L% <yls,
2
’U A5(1+5)
provided L, and then A, are chosen large enough.
Moreover,
[/ Ry 2]l < |1//|Cv\/(FuD/\“’1 || = s o,

By G.30), E34), .42), G4 and (B.44)
R 1][|1 <9 Co [VE* uDA2® + VF*ADE] + |4 |C, VE* uD A2~

<b G, [AFTT sEesE e (5_2)“1%53+eg;—0—se(_2)”j+W| Co 53

and by (£.32), (.40) and ©.43)
119" B2l < ['|CoV/6* DX + [0 Cu Vo pDA !
<l'ICy A4<5+1>5z+3852’v+%(§)1+ | Cy A, T §H e
We thus end up with (2.I0) and (2I6) again choosing suitable constants L, and A, and A; sufficiently
big.

Proof of Corollary[Z23 Let ¢ € C*([a1,az];[0,1]) be a function satisfying (2I8). In the following we

will extensively use the relations

5 <67 =41 (5.48)
To prove (2.20) recall (2I3) and observe that
. - Be =1 GI8) 4
¥Rl S 1 g e < ()~ eH i) < s
As for [221)), let us first consider (Z.I5). On one hand, since ¢ < 7,
~ D\ 1+e_ ~ D\ 1+e
et () i <vadt ()
On the other hand,
1 —2s () —19 A3 D\ 1+e
|¢'|552’ < X{v>010% < X{y>0} 62 (52) >1,
so that
o A3 7 DN\ 1+e
leRalll < X0 A1 ()

o o 1+e
To show that also [|[1)' Ry 2|||1 < X{¢>0}A15% (——2) , it is sufficient to notice that

((g)lJrE >

Finally, to prove (Z22]), we choose v = 0 in (E):BH) as in [DLS12H], i.e. we set
Dby 1+e

7)

as in [DLSI2H]. Since the A defined in (£.49) is smaller than the A defined in (535, then the C! estimates

for the Reynolds stress proved before hold as well. In order to prove the energy estimate and the C°
estimates, notice that if 6* =9

ViuDre—1 = \/GDiA, T (?—2‘5)7%7% < A, T 555

1 — _ 1 _
\/_‘U,D)\2a 1 \/71)2 ﬂ T 2(e+D) (?_25) S A'v 2(5+1)5

28 4

1. N
wizdiesn, sty

e

A=A, ( (5.49)

N[=



20 SARA DANERI

and proceed as in the proof of Proposition Z2 As for the improvement ([222)) in the C'* norm of vy,

= GBI 3 DA 1+
llw][[y < wCu VoA < 1/)CUAU5§+€(S_2) ,

6. ADMISSIBLE INITIAL DATA
Proposition 6.1. Let ¢ € C>([0,1]), e > 0. Then, for all < 15, 0 < B < & there exist vg € C?(T* R?)
and (v,p, R) € CO(T3x[0,1]; R3 xR x S3*3)NC (T x (0, 1]; R? x R x S3*3) which solve the Euler-Reynolds
system ) on T3 x (0,1) with
/ wl? = €(0), R(0)=0
=y, wo(t)eC’T3 Vtelo1].
Moreover, there exist

0<e=¢(f) <1 wih lim £(0) =0

0— 15
and sequences
n 3 3
6p =a""", 25 bzi, with a = a(e),
to:=1, t,e€(0,1) st ty, <tn_q and ty_i — 7(5"41,215711—1& =1
1 if t €10,t,)

on € C((0,1];[0,1]) 5.t n(t) = {o if t € [tn-r,1]

such that

(e [ 16B) = [6200 + (1= )onslefipnn ) < 5 [620 + (L= GBDomi]e, (6)

12— (1 = @R) RplloX(ta tu-1) < Xgpus0y10ns [ Rollo < 09n-1, (6.2)

for some R;l € CH(T3 x [0, 1];83X3), with 6o = 1 and n depending on e as in Proposition [2.2.

Definition 6.2. A triple (v, p, R) as in Proposition G will be called an admissible C?-subsolution with
admissible initial datum vg for the energy e.

Remark 6.3. In the proofs of Proposition [6.1] and Theorem [Tl we will repeatedly use the following fact.
Let v, p € C1([0,1];[0,1]) such that

supp ¢ C {p =1} (6.3)
Then,
W+ )1—9) =0, (1-9*)(1-¢*)=Q10-¢°), vp=1, (6.4)

Proof of Proposition[6.1l Step 0. W.l.o.g., we assume that 3h > 0 such that e is positive and smooth
on the larger time interval [—h, 1 + h]. Define then (vg, po, Ro) to be identically 0 on T3 x [—h, 1 + A]
and observe that it satisfies the assumptions of Proposition 22 on [a1,as] = [—h, 1+ h] with ¢ = 1 and
§=1.Fixe>0 arbitrarily small and set &g := 5= 1, Dop:=D=1,40y=0and ¢y :=p = 1.

Starting from (’Uo,po,éo) we construct iteratively —using Proposition B2l a sequence of solutions
(Un, Prs Rn) of the Euler-Reynolds system which will converge to an admissible C? subsolution (7, p, R)
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To this aim, we first set the following parameters:

Op=0a"", a2§,b:g, with a = a(e) to be fixed later
C=436:% =4 a ¥
2 3e
by = 55"471’
4 3 ~
to := 1, tn € (0, 1) st. t, <tp—1and t,_1 —t, = 5(5”471 = 26»,1,
by > 08t Yy <h (6.5)
and a countable family of cut-off functions
1 if t € [—h,t,]
€ C°([—h, 1+ h];[0,1]) s.t. on(t) = N ~ 6.6
4 ( FOAD st on® =3 0 iy e — Bt h = [t Tt 0D
4 S 4 ! s B2
and || < = 08, %, gl < Tl ¢ a5 % (6.7)
n—1 — tn n—1 — tn

3 _ [ee]
Notice that, if a is sufficiently big, 6, < min{36,—1, 62_,} and, by the choice of C, 3 t,—1 —t, = 1.
n=1

Moreover, the functions ¢ = @, ¢ = p,—1 satisfy [@3) for all n € N. In particular,

2 k
[Ta-¢h=1-¢ Jlei=er. Q—e)e;=0ifi<j. (6.8)
i=k i=k
Step 1. Iterative perturbation step
Let us assume that, after n steps of the iterative procedure there exist {¢;}7,, 0 < £; < min{lz,@-}
and {(v;, pi, R;)}!—; solutions of ZI) on [—h + > 1, £;, 1 + h] satisfying

Up = Un_1 + Oy (6.9)
Pn = Pn—1 1 PnDno (610)
én = Sﬁnén,l + Sﬁfnénﬂ + (1 - @i)énfl (611)

and the following estimates

e~ [loaP = [20+ =2 (e [ lonal?)]| < onfpine (6.12)

an - 'Un—IHO S (PnM 6n—1 (613)

R — (1= ¢2)Ru_1llo < X{gn>0}10n (6.14)

Hpn - pn—lHO S (pnM26n—1 (615)
% Dn—l I+e

Dn S An715n71(6—2) 5 (616)

where
D, = max{l, llvillcrs HRz”Cl}
and A; = A;(e, e, [[vif co).
In particular, on [—h + Zn:lfi,tn} C{en =1}

K2
e—/|vn|2 —dpe

[Bnllo < 16n.

< g&le
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o n
Therefore (v, ppn, Ry) satisfies the assumptions of Proposition 22 on [a1,as] = [—h + > 4;,t,] with
i=1

¢ =1 (or equivalently 6* = 4) and § = §,,. Then, since

n

supp @n+1 C [—h + Zfi, tn — lng], (6.17)

i=1

we can apply Corollary 23 with ¢ = 41, £ = £py1 < min{l, 1, gn+1}, 0 =0pt1-
n+1
We thus get ([6.9)-(616) on the time interval [—h + Z lity, — £ny1], with n replaced by n+ 1 .

l
Now observe that, since @, 11 =0 on [t, — 11,1+ h] we can extend trivially v,,+1 to be equal to vy,

Pr+t1 to pp and R i1 10 Ry on [ty — £ni1, 1+ h] and moreover also ([6.9)-([6.10) extend to the larger time
interval [—h + Z li, 14 h).

Step 2: Con;):?}gence to a subsolution

By (@), the functions (v, pn, Rn) are well defined on T3 x [0,1].

From (GI3), (€I4) and (6I5) we immediately get that

3(v,p, R) € COT® x [0,1]; R® x R x 83*?) s.t. nll}r_iI_lOOHUn —llgo + |lpn — pllco + || R — Rl|co = 0.

In particular, there exists a constant A = A(e, e, C) such that
A, <A, VneN,
and from now onwards we will substitute it to A,, into (6.16)

0) — [ Jvnl( )‘ ( ) ¢(0) for all n € N,

Moreover, since || R, (0)]|o <

R(0) =0, [02(0) = e(0).
T3
From the structure equations (6.9), (6.10) and (€11]) and (GI7) it is also fairly easy to see that, Vn € N
n—1
VX[t tn-1] = UnX[tn,tn_1] = V0 + PnWn + Zwi (6.18)
i=1
n—1
PX[tn tn—1] = PnX[tn,tn1] = PO T PnPno + Zpio (6.19)
i=1
RXt b 1) = BaXito b 1) = PnBont + @l Rns + (1= 92) Ry11 (6.20)

In particular (v,p, R) satisfies (ZI) on T? x (0,1).
Moreover, using ([6.I8) and the structural assumptions (6.8]) on the cut-off functions ¢,, we obtain

(e~ [ 1P)ensa = e+ (1= @) (e~ [ onal?) + gut

= gnone+ (1= 2)gn_16n1e+ (1 = 92)(1 — @) _1)0n 26
+ (1= ©2)pn-18n—1 + Pnén
= p26ne+ (1 — p2)0n_16+ (1 — ¢2)én—1 + Pnén (6.21)
where
pitiime— [P = [+ =) (e [laP)],  fol < Joe

By Lemma 37 we have then (G.1])

Step 3: Convergence in the Holder norm.

To show that the sequence {v,(t)} converges to v(t) in C?(T? R?) with exponent § < & we use the
same argument of [DLST2H], thanks to the fact that the rate of decay (resp. growth) of the C? (resp. C1)
norms between two successive approximations are double exponentials with suitable exponents. More
precisely, our claim is that Vn € N

Dn S aCbn (6.22)
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with ¢ = 3452 for some a = a(e, e), provided € < 1. Notice that (6.22) holds for n = 0 and assume that

1-2¢?

it holds also V¢ < n — 1. Then

D, = A&E_l(Dn_l)Hg

H
e
< Aab"(1+25) b (14e)
Hence, it is sufficient to check as in [DLSI2H] that ¢ = 315< satisfies
cb— [b(1+2e) +c(1+¢)] > ¢, (6.23)
provided € < 1. Indeed, if (G23) holds,

e

D, < Aa"a~
and [@Z2) follows provided a > A=
Finally estimate by interpolation
lvn — vn1llce < |lvn — vn71||10*09||vn - Unlez‘l

< a(7%(176)+cb6)b"’1

which tends to zero as n — +oo provided (—1 (1 — 6) + cbf) < 0. Hence, by the choice of b and c, if
1 1—2e
< = s
1+3c 104 22¢

which tends to % as € tends to 0. O

0

Remark 6.4. The fact that the admissible initial data for a given energy e are infinitely many can be
verified in different ways. Even though we do not pursue this issue in detail here, since there are essentially
no new ideas and the calculations would be very similar, one could check as in [Chol2] that the H~1
norm of the admissible subsolution and of the starting vector field of the iteration of Proposition [G.1] can
be made arbitrarily small. Thus, choosing a starting vector field different from the trivial one (e.g. the
vector field of the iteration at step j) and a sufficiently big a > % in the Definition of the {delta,} one
can find a different admissible initial datum.

7. PrRoOF oF THEOREM [T 1]

Let vg be an admissible initial datum for the energy e. From Step 0 to Step 3 we prove the existence
of an Holder solution of (L) with exponent 6 < % and total kinetic energy e. In Step 4 we give a short
proof of the fact that actually there are infinitely many solutions satisfying the same requirements, and
we also explain why the admissible initial data for (II)) w.r.t. any preassigned total kinetic energy are
infinitely many, too.

Step 0. Let (v,p, R) € CO(T? x [0,1]; R? x R x %) N CH(T? x (0,1]; R? x R x S2*3) be an admissible
subsolution as in Proposition [6.1] with initial datum vy for some 6 < % and 8 = %. W.l.o.g., we assume
that 3~ > 0 such that e is positive and smooth on the larger time interval [0,1 4 h] and (v, p, R) is also
defined and satisfies the same properties on [0, 1 + h].

Set (60,]50,]%0) = (v, p, R), 0<e:=¢(f) <1, ty =1 and introduce, analogously to what we did in
the proof of Proposition [6.1] a countable family of cut-off functions

1 it € [thoy,1+h]
n € C([0,14 hl; [0,1]) s.t. ¥,(t) = - _ 7.1
B € CTOUEIED D st a® =1 o @
4 _ _3e 4 ! o 3¢
and [ < — 2 =05 % ) < ARl s (7.2)
tp1 —tp ln—1—tn

where
3 1
4

~ 2
gn:T(S = Z|tn — tn—1l,
C n—1 2| 1|
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and the following parameters

On = Opt1,

On = @205 + (1 — @2)0n—1,

0 = Yndu + (1= 47)0n

ln > 0s.t. an‘n < h. (7.3)

Notice that, in contrast with what happens for the cut-off functions ,,, the set {¢,, = 1} contains an
¢y, —1-neighborhood of the support of ¥,,—1 and then, by ([G3]) with ¢ = ¥,—1, © = ¥,

2 k
[Ta—vh=1-v2 [[ei=v¢r @—vdy;=0ifi>;. (7.4)
i=k

i=k
Assume for the moment that

(50 = cfl S . (75)

] =

At the end of the proof it will be easy to notice that this is not a restrictive assumption and the

case o = 1 can be handled with no additional difficulties. If (Z3]) holds, we have in particular that
3 o

61 = 8¢ < 160. In particular, by @) and (@2), (0o, po, Ro) satisfies the assumptions of Proposition

22 on [ay,as] = [t1,1+h] with ¢ = ¢1, 0 = 61, p =1, =6y and g = B = é. Set then Dy :=

max{1, [[Dollc1 (¢, 14n))+ [1Pollcr (e, 1401, [ Rollcr (1,140} o =0 and 0 =49 € C>([0,1 + hJ; [0, 1]).
Starting from (2o, po, Ro) we construct iteratively —using Proposition Z2}- a sequence of solutions

)

(Uns Py Br) of the Euler-Reynolds system which will converge to a solution (7,5, R) of (LI)) with initial
datum 7y (0).

Step 2. Iterative perturbation step

Let us assume that, after n steps of the iterative procedure there exist {£;}7,, 0 < £; < min{f;, {;}

and {(1;, s, Ri)}", solutions of ZI) on [0,1+ h — Yo 4] satisfying

Vi = Vi—1 + YW (7.6)
Pi = Di—1 + YiDio (77)
Ry = §iRin + ¥Rz + (1 — ) Rica (78)

and the following estimates

— [ ol = |96+ (1 — o7 —/]'—2 }< i\ Xt ti d . B)6 :
o= [k = [z a—ed(e= [1oaf)]| <l +x, o, Bie  @9)
j=1

[9; = Di—1]lo < wz‘M\/gi (7.10)
IR — (1= ¥2)Riztllo < X{p:>0)79; (7.11)
i — pi-1llo < i M>5; (7.12)
_ 3 /Dj_q\1te__11_2a

D; < Azel(sf_l( 3 1) 5; 77 0°, (7.13)

where

D; == max {1, ||v:[|cr, || Rillcr }
and Az = Ai(e,E, ||’L_)i||co).
Claim: Our goal is now to show that (U, pp, R,,) satisfies the assumptions (24]) and ([2.5) of Proposition

23on [a1, as] = [tn, 1+h— 4] with 6* = 6%, 6 = 6, = pg1, 0 = 0, B =25 and on [a1, as] = [tns1, tn]
i=1

with 0* = gn+15 5: gn = 5n+17(§: 57’15 /3 = /B

S
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To this aim, we set
wzel—e—/|vz|2 V20; + (1 — 1 e—/|vl 12
pi€i = (e —/|?70|2 _51'6 X[ti,ti,l]
and rewrite (Z9) for ¢ = n as follows
(e [1onaP)

e [0 = v2bne+ (L= U202 idure (L—u2)(1
+(17w2)¢n715n 1+'l/)nén

wée—i—(l— 6_/|Un 2| +wn€n

D g2, (1= (e [ 0P) + v,
(7.14)

i=

= X[0,tn] (e — [0 ) N XMewaan—35e,
i=1

Since _ _
enl < Zone, Jen] < 2o
2 2
we find that
— 12 N B°
e— [ [0n]® = Ont1€|X[tnsr,tn] < §5n+16
o = 12 _ g* " < ook
e /|vn| dpe X[tn,lJrhfZéi] < Bone
=1
which means that v, satisfies the assumption (ZZ) on [t,,1] with §* = &%, 8 = 28 = 1 and, being
UnX[0,t,] = V0X[0,t,]» it satisfies [2.4) also on [t,11,t,] with 0* = Sn+17 B =7.
As for the Reynolds stress tensor, set
X{wi>0}éi = iR+ ¢ Riso
and rewrite (CIT]) as
R =(1- 7/12) n—1+ X{wn>0}én
= (1=¢2) (1 = ¢p_ ) Rnz + (1= 02X (g 150y Bn1 + X(u, >0y Bn

D 5

=) (1= ¥2)Ro + X(p, 501 Bn

= X[o tn]éo +{(1— 1/)721)10%0 + X{wn,>0}én:|)([tn,1]

Therefore,
||R7l - (1 (p721+1) ;’l+1||OX[tn+lqtn] < X{Lpn+1>0}775na
||R;1+1||0 <1
o 2 o —
— — n <
o ==V Ral ), ) < X
(7.15)

(1 = @2)00n—1 + X{pn>0110n < 200,

||th,tn 1]R0||0
Even though the last inequality (ZI3]) differs from the last in 28] by a factor 2, choosing 7 eventually
smaller we can reduce to the assumptions of Proposition Hence, our claim is proved and we can

apply Proposition Z2 on [a1,as] = [tni1,1+h — > 4] with ¢ = 41, 6 = dpt1 = dnga
i=1
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n+1
Thus we get (T6)-(TI3) where n is replaced by n+ 1 on the time interval [t 11 + lnt1, 1+ h— > 4],
i=1
£n+1 < min{gnJrl; n+1}
Now observe that, since 1,41 = 0 on [0, ;11 + £+1], we can extend trivially v,+1 to be equal to v,
Dn+1 to p, and Rn+1 to Ry, on [0,t,41 + £ny1] and moreover also (Z8)-(ZI3) extend to the larger time

interval [0,1+ h — Zf]

Step 2: Convergence to a solutwn

By (Z3), the functions {(T,, pn, Rn)} are well defined on T3 x [0, 1].
From (ZI0), (ZII) and (TI2) we immediately get that

30,5, R) € C°T® x [0, 1R x R x §§%) st i[5, = @lloo + 15 — Bllco + 1Ry = Rllco = 0.

In particular, there exists a constant A = A(e, e, C') such that
A, <A, VneN,
and from now onwards we will substitute it to A,, into (ZI3).
Moreover, R = 0, 5(0) = 5o(0) and, by (ZI4), ¢ = [ |9)? for all t € [0,1].
Step 3: Convergence in the Hélder norm To show that the sequence {,(t)} converges to o(t) in

C?(T*; R®) with exponent 6 < = we use the same argument of [DLSI2H], as in Proposition G Let us
finde>0s.t.,VneN

Cbn+1

D, <a (7.16)
for some a = a(e, e). Notice that ([ZI6) holds for n = 0 and assume that it holds also Vi < n — 1. Then

27
n

N

— n—1 2
571
3 (Dp_y\1te 114,
:Aén 62 n+1

n+1

—3pnpntt (2(1+a)+ 44 a) +cb™(1+¢)

as in the proof of Proposition [G.] it is enough to check that ¢ = % satisfies
22
cb+—c(1+€)—b(27 = )25. (7.17)

provided e.g. £ < 1. If (ZI7) holds, then

b

ntl _ p™
D, < Aa®"" a"F

and (ZI0) follows provided a > A*=.
Finally estimate by interpolation

lvn — vn-1llce < |[lvn — vn71||10*09||vn - vn71||9c1

< a(7;(179)+cb9)b"*1

)

which tends to zero as n — +oo provided (—4(1 — ) + cbf) < 0. Hence, by the choice of b and ¢ and
letting € tend to 0, if 0 < 4% and in particular 6 < 1—16

Step 4: Infinitely many solutions As in Remark (G.4]), one could try to adapt the argument of [Chol2]
and show that the velocity field of a solution of (L) constructed as in Steps 0-3 can be made arbitrarily
H~' close to the velocity field of the original subsolution. Since for any admissible initial datum there
clearly exist infinitely many subsolutions, this would conclude the proof of Theorem [T11

If the total kinetic energy is a constant, one can also argue in the following way. First notice that,
given any admissible initial datum vy and any time s € (0, 1), one can construct an admissible subolution
(s, Dss RS) as in Proposition [6.I], but supported in [0, s). In the same way, given any other admissible




CAUCHY PROBLEM FOR HOLDER SOLUTIONS TO THE EULER EQUATIONS 27

initial datum @y let (Ts, Ps, Ré) be an admissible subsolution supported in [0, s). Then, starting from the
triple

Vs, Ps, Re) (z, t — ks) ift € [ks,(k+1)s]

s;Ds, R )(x, (k+2)s—1) ifte[(k+1)s,(k+2)
Das Pas Re) (.t — (k + 2)s) if t € [(k +2)s, (k + 3)s]
Vs, pss Re) (@, (k+4)s —t)  ift € [(k+3)s,(k+4)s]

for every k € 4dNU {0}, one can construct as in Steps 0-3 —but with cut-off functions that on [k, (k + 2)s]
are symmetric w.r.t. (k+ 1)s and on [(k + 2)s, (k 4+ 4)s] are symmetric w.r.t. (k + 3)s— a 4s-periodic
Hélder solution (05, ps) of (LI which satisfies

05 (ks) = vs(0) = vp, s ((k +2)s) = 5(0) = vp. (7.18)

(

. . 3 (
(vsaps;Rs)(ZC,t) = (
(

]

As s varies in (0, 1), among these solutions there must be infinitely many different ones, because otherwise
the only solution would be constant, thus contraddicting ([ZIS).

8. CONTINUOUS SOLUTIONS

Definition 8.1 (Continuous subsolutions). Let v € C%(T?; R?) such that [ |vg|* = e(0). We say that a
triple (v,p, R) € CO(T3 x [0,1]; R3 x R x S3*3)NC(T? x (0,1); R3 x R x S3%%) is a continuous subsolution
of the Cauchy problem (1) with initial datum vy if it solves (1] on T2 x (0,1) and 3 {t, }nen C (0,1)
with ¢,, decreasing to 0 as n — +00, {0, }nen C (0, %) with §,, < %6,1_1, to = 1 such that

( f;(;?r)g) n)Id — R(z,t) € M3 VtE€ [tn,tn_y], z €T (8.1)

Z max He—/ [v]? < +oo, (8.2)
tnatn 1 T3

v(O) =, R0)=0
Notice that, by ([3), (81 is equivalent to

() = [ 1)) (1 = 62)

I _ » 3x3 1
62y d—R(z,t) € S7*° Vte (0,1]

Definition 8.2 (Admissible initial data). We say that vo € C°(T?;R?) is an admissible initial datum for
the continuous Cauchy problem ([ZI)) with prescribed kinetic energy e if [ |vg|? = €(0) and there exists a
continuous subsolution as in Definition Rl with initial datum vg.

Proposition 8.3. Given an admissible initial datum vy for the continuous Cauchy problem (LII), there
exist infinitely continuous solutions of (L) with initial datum vg.

Proposition 8.4. There exist infinitely many admissible initial data for the continuous Cauchy problem

1.

Remark 8.5. In the proofs of Propositions B3l and B4 we respectively show that there exist a solution and
an admissible initial datum. The fact that they are infinitely many follows as in the Proofs of Theorem
[CT and Proposition [6.1] therefore we omit the details.

The main step in the proof of both PropositionsB3land 84l consists in being able to add to a subsolution
a perturbation term in such a way that the system (21)) is still satisfied and both the energy gap and the
supremum norm of the Reynolds stress are reduced, while keeping the C° norm of the new subsolution
controlled by a sufficiently small parameter. The global character of our result is gained via multiplication
by suitable time-dependent cut-off functions.
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Proposition 8.6. Lete > 0, e € C*([a1,az]). Then 3 M > 0 depending only on e such that the following
holds. Let (v,p, R) € CY(T? x [a1,as]; R x R x §§*?) solving @) and satisfying

(e= [1oP)—2)
3(2m)3

for some 0 < 6 < % and let ¢ € C'([a1,a2];[0,1]), § < £6. Then, there ewists (v1,p1, Ry) € CH(T3 x
[a1, as]; R3 x R x S§*?) which solves @) and satisfies, for all t € [a1, as):

Id— R e Ms, Vt € [a1, a0,z € T? (8.3)

vy = v+ YPwy (8.4)
Ri=(1=¢*)R+¢Ri1+ ¢ Ry (8.5)
p1=p—9"po
together with the following estimates
o1 —vllo < YMVA (8.7)
e - / o = [9268 + (1= )] | < ¥6 min A (8.8)
T3 ay,a2
Ip1 = pllo < ¢*MZA (8.9)
1721 = (1= ¥*)Rllo < xqy>0)79, (8.10)
where
AW =e®) = [ 0P
T3
and n is given by
n=—2Y _ min A, (8.11)

12(27’()3 la1,a2]
with rg > 0 as in Lemma [T

Remark 8.7. Notice that, if (v1,p1, Rl) is as in Proposition RG] then
(e~ Sln?)(1-3)
3(2m)3
In order to prove (BI2), we first observe by (B8] that
(e [P a =5 = @ - v*)A0 -5+ w?A0 - 55+ w1~ D)fs,
with | f1]| < g[min]A. Then, by (B3]

ai,a2

(e= o) -9)

3(2m)3

Id— Ry € Ms, VtE€lay,as], x €T (8.12)

A1 —9)
3(2m)3
N (1 —?)AS = 8) +P2A(1 = 8)5 + ¥ fr(1 —0)

3(2m)3

d— R =(1 —1/12)[ Id—é} (8.13)

Id

— Ry — ¢ Ry
The summand in (8I3) belongs to Ms by (83). As for the remaining terms, since § < % and 6 < 16,

(1= $DAG = 8) + A0 =83 + v fi(1-3)| = [min]A[é +6(2(1 - 8) — (1 -8) 1)

ai,a2

> min A[éfgfg(l_é)ﬂ

la1,a2] 4(1 — (S)
2
> minA[éfé(l 5)}
la1,a2] 2 2 2
> min Aé
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Hence, by (8I0) and (81T

Y R11 + ¢’ Ry 2]|03(27)?
(1—92)A(0 —6) + ¢V2A(L = 6)5 + 1 f1(1—0)

< To.

Proof of Proposition[88 (v1,p1, Ry) is constructed as in the proof of Proposition 22 but replacing vy,
R, with v and R, and py, Ry respectively with

_ 1
-~ 3(2m)3
R(z,t) = p(t)Id — R(x,t).

A(l - 5))

More precisely, we define

z/fz > \/—7(”(

j=1keA;
we := —Qw,
v1 = Yw, + YPw,

2|w0|

) 0 (0, 1), ) B,

pLi=p—1
|wol?

Ry = (1-— wQ)é + ’L/JQR{CHV (w1 ®wi + R — Id)} + YR [Opw1 + div (w1 ® v+ v @ wy)] + P R(w1),

(8.14)
assuming w.l.o.g. that
A
uvAa_ENﬂ MEAil-
I

In order to show that the main perturbation term 1w, is well defined, it is then sufficient to show that
% € N, where N/ C M3 satisfies the assumptions of Lemma[3.2l To this aim it is sufficient to notice that

3(2m)3

(e~ S1l)a-
which is precisely (83).

Reasoning as in the proof of Proposition[Z2] we get the analogue of Proposition 6.1 of [DLS12] for the
coefficients ay(s,y,7) = \/p 7(])(R(y’s))q§k . (v(y, 8),7), namely

R .
; eEMs < Id- R e M3, (8.15)

[bar (-, s,7)|lr < (s)CV AL (8.16)
|107pan (-, 5,7)||r < (s)CVAR" (8.17)
[(D-tpar, + i(k - v)par) (-, s,7)[|r < (s)CVAP ™! (8.18)
10span (- 5,7l < () CVAPT + 4 (5)|CV AL (8.19)
We also have
YWo @ hWo(y, 5,7,€) = U2 (s)R(y,s) + ¢*(s) Y Uk(y,s,m)e*s, (8.20)

1<[k| <20

where Uy € C*° (T3 x [a1,az] x R) satisfy

1
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and the following estimates for any r > 0:
[92Uk(y 5,7l < CY2(s
10-42 Uk (-, 5, 7)|» < C¥*(
18502 Uk (-, s, 7)||r < C?/) (s

8.22
8.23
8.24

(
(
(
(8.25

)
)
)
)

Notice that the above estimates are the same as in Proposition 6.1 of [DLST2] up to replacing 6 with
A everywhere and multiplying them by suitable powers of ¢ and its derivatives. Moreover, the constants
C may now depend, in contrast with the estimates for the Holder continuous case, also on C” norms of
v and R.

From (RI0)-(825) we deduce as in Sections and the following estimates:

l[Ywo ||, < \/Z)\Tv Vr>0
[Ywela < VA AL, Va >0

e [l - [w0a+ (- u?)A]| < Cpre
T3

for any « € (0, 1+w)
Finally, setting

]%1,1 = wR[diV (w1 Qw, + R — @Idﬂ + R[@twl +div(w @v+ov® wl)],
Ry = R(wr)
the Reynolds stress tensor 1%1 =(1- 1/12)}% —|—1N-031,1 -‘r’t/]lél,g can be estimated as in Section [£.4] as follows
1B1 = (1= ) Rollo < wC[VARX*T 4+ VAT + [ |CVA pa .
Since p < A, we conclude that there exists a suitable choice of a, p and A for which (&7)-(&I0) hold. O

Proof of Proposition [84} Let (vo, po, ]:'EO) = 0. Observe that it trivially satisfies the assumptions of Propo—
sition Bl on [a1,az] = [0,1] with 6 = . Set 6y = 1, Ag = (e—f|v0|2) =e to=1,1% =1, 6, = 57,
{t,} C (0,1) decreasing to 0 and ¢,, € C1([0,1];[0,1]) s.t

1 [0, £,]
TN00 e ]]

Notice that the functions ¢ = ¢, ¢ = p,_1 satisfy ([G3)) for all n € N. In particular,
k k
[Ta-e)=1-¢ Jlei=vr Q-¢de;=0ifi<j. (8.26)
i=k i=k
Step 1. Iterative perturbation step

Let us assume that, after n steps of the iteration there exist {(v;, pi, R;)}™, solutions of I on [0, 1]
satisfying

e — / lvg|* — [@?Ai,l(&,l +(1- gal i 1} ‘ < pid; [Ontlllnl JAVER] (8.27)
lvi —vi—1llo = lpswillo < @iM/Ai—s (8.28)
IR — (1= 0} Ri—1llo < X{p, 5010 (8.29)
[pi = picillo < @I M?A;_4, (8.30)
where
Ai=e— [ |o]? W= = min Ay,

T3 ’ 12(27)3 [0,t:—4]
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and
(e S i) -4

3(2m)3

Id—R; € M3, Vtel0,t ] (8.31)

In particular,
vi=vi_1, pi=pi1, Ri=Ri_1 onl[ti1,1].

Since supp ¢n+1 C [0, 5], we can apply Proposition [Z2to (v, pp, Rn) with 6 = 8,41, ¥ = @41 and
get (Un+1, Prnt1, Rnt1) solutions of (1)) on [0, 1] satisfying (827)-(@31) with i = n + 1.

Step 2. Convergence to a subsolution Being

U X[tntn 1] = UnX[tnta 1] PmX[tartn1] = PnX[tatn 1ls  BmX(tnte 1] = BnXfta,tn ] YMm2neN,
(8.32)
(U, Prs Bn) = (v, p, R) in CO(T3 % (0,1]; R3 x R x S*%), where (v, p, R) solves the Euler-Reynolds system

() and satisfies (81]) on T? x (0,1).

To show full convergence on [0, 1] to a subsolution, we have to prove

+
Z max \/ n—1 < +00. (8.33)

Otn 1

Indeed if ®33) holds, not only (vn,pn,Rn) — (v,p,R) in CO(T? x [0,1]), but also R(0) = 0 and

fw |v(0)]2. Moreover, by ([B32) amd [821), v also satisfies ([82).
Set

pifi=e— / luil> = [@fAic18im1 + (1 — @7 ) A1)
Expanding (827 for i = n we obtain

An = @ianflAnfl + (1 - <P721)An71 + Sanfn
=2 pr 10n—10n—2Dn_2+ @5 (1— @2 _1)0n—18n—2+ (1 — @) _10n—20n_2

+ (1 - ‘Pi)(l - @i—l)An72 + ‘P%‘Pnflénflfnfl + (1 - @i)@nflfnfl + onfn

- SﬁiénflaanAan + (1 - @i)@%715n72An72 + (1 — 9072171)An72 + 9072167171.]07171

+ (1 - (p%)@n—lfn—l + (Pnfn-

Hence

n—1 n—1

AnXfo0) = On-10n—28n-2 + Bp1 f1 + fo = (H 5) B0+ - (T10) i + £
7=0 =1 j=1i
which, by the choice of the d,, and (827), implies (B33).
|

Proof of Proposition[§.3 Let (60,}_30, ép) be a subsolution and set Ag = e — [ |tp|?. Let 6, = 6,41 for
all n € NU{0}. Let tg =1, {tn}, do, {0, } as in Definition Bl and o = 0, ¥, € C*([0,1]) s.t

1 [te-1.1]
e =9 [0, £,]

Notice that the functions ¢ = ¢, 1, ¢ = ¥, satisfy ([G3]) for all n € N. As a consequence,

K
[[a-v}) =1-v3, sz Uk, (L= =0if i > j. (8.34)
i=k
Observe that (0o, po, éo) satisfies the assumptions of Proposition 86l on [a1,as] = [t1,to] with § = &o.
Step 2. Iterative perturbation step
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Let us assume that, after n steps, there exist {(;, 7, R:)}", solutions of @I on [0, 1] satisfying

6—/|U1|2 w 51 1Al 1 +(1—’¢) i— 1iH <w15 mlnAl 1 (835)
[0: — vi—1llo < M (8.36)
1R — (1= 97 Riz1llo < X{y,>0ymidi (8.37)
19 — Pi1llo < 7 M?A;_y (8.38)
(8.39)
with
Aj=e— | |of i = o= mind, .
¢ /lv . 12(27r) Tt
and )
(€*f|1_’i|2) 4 75i)1d ]% M Vtelt 1 8.40
3(277)3 - 1 S 3 S [ 1+1y ] ( . )
Observe that ) )
Vi = vi—1, Pi=pi-1, Ri=Ri—1 on 0, (8.41)

Thus we can apply Proposition 8.6 to (v, pn, ]%n) on [a1, as] = [tny1,1] with 6 = 0,41, Y = thpy1 and

get (Tni1, Prst, Rns1) satisfying (B35)-(B3T) with i = n+1. By Remark BT (0,41, pry1, Ry41) satisfies
(m on [n+1; ] Slnce by m (1_)n+1;ﬁn+1;Rn+l) = (505505R0) on [Oatn+1]7 thena by m; m

holds also on [t,42,tni1].
Step 2. Convergence to a solution As in the proof of Proposition B4, we have to show that

Flaﬁ\/ﬁn,1 < 4o00. (8.42)
t’ﬂ’

Z/Jif_z' =A; — [1/11-251'7151'71 +(1- 1/11-2)51'71}-

+oo

n=1
Set

Expanding (833]) we get
n*"/)znlAn 1+(1*1/}) n1+1/}nfn
=22 10n—10n—20n o+ 2 (1 =2 _)0n_18n_2+ (1 — 2 21602l o

(17#}2)(17 ) n— 2+1/} "/)n 15n 1fn 1+(17w2)"/)n 1fn 1+1/}nfn

= 1/)3171gn715n72ﬁn72+w2(17w2 )571 lAn 2+(171/}) n— 2+"/)n 15n 1fn 1+1/}nfn

= (1—4p) A0+Z1/;2 (1- ( H 5 ) +7§:¢i(7ﬁgj)fi+1/}nfn-

j=i—1
By B2) on [ty41,tn], and by the choice of §; and (B3H) we finally obtain [BZ2).
Hence, (vn,pn,Rn) (0,5, R) in C°(T? x [0,1]), with R = 0, 5(0) = ,,(0) = 5(0), total kinetic

energy [ |v|? = e and solving ().
O
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