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Abstract

For any € > 0 we show the existence of continuous periodic weak
solutions v of the Euler equations which do not conserve the kinetic
energy and belong to the space L} (C;/%E), namely x — v(zx,t) is
(1/3 — )-Holder continuous in space at a.e. time ¢ and the integral
JTo(-,)]1/5—c dt is finite. A well-known open conjecture of L. Onsager

claims that such solutions exist even in the class L;’O(Cglc/ .

1 Introduction

In what follows, T? denotes the 3-dimensional flat torus, i.e. T3 = R3/Z3.
We consider L? functions v : T2 x [0,1] — R3 for which there is a (distribu-
tional) pressure field p such that the Euler equations

Oww~+diviv®@v)+Vp=0
(1)
dive =0

hold (in the sense of distributions). Such v will be called a weak solution of
(). In some other occasions the pressure field will be a specified function,
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and (v, p) will again solve () distributionally: such pairs will also be called
weak solutions of ().

Given a weak solution v, we define its kinetic energy F : [0,1] — R by
the formula

B(t) = %/w (z, 1)|? do (2)

In the case of smooth solutions to (I, a simple calculation yields the con-
servation of kinetic energy. This formal calculation however does not neces-
sary hold for weak solutions. This was first demonstrated by V. Scheffer’s
construction of a nontrivial weak solution with compact support in space
and time in R? [22]. Subsequently, a different construction (still in the 2-
dimensional case) was provided by A. Shnirelman [23] and then for general
dimension n > 2 by the second and third author in [8, ©]. We note that
these constructions lead to bounded but in general discontinuous weak so-
lutions v. Furthermore, in [§, @] the failure of energy conservation (as well
as the non-uniqueness) were identified as a weak h-principle - we refer to
the survey [11] for more details. The first construction of a continuous weak
solution where E(t) is not constant, was presented in [I2] — moreover, the
method of [12] was further adapted to show also the non-uniqueness of con-
tinuous and Holder-continuous admissible weak solutions in [7] (see also [4]
for associated h-principle statements).

The relation between non-uniqueness and non-conservation of the en-
ergy for various classes of weak solutions is not yet clear. In this paper
we will concentrate on the latter, primarily because of its relevance to the
Kolmogorov-Onsager theory of fully developed turbulence in 3D and the
dissipation anomaly [20], 21]. We refer to [16] for an excellent exposition of
the K41 theory and to [15] for a survey of Onsager’s contributions. In 1949
L. Onsager famously made the following conjecture [21]:

Conjecture 1.1.
(a) If v is a continuous solution of ([{l) and there exists an € > 0 such that

v(x,t) —v(y,t
sup o, Dluse = sup sup =01
te[0,1] te[0,1] z#y |z — 9|

< 00, (3)

then the total kinetic energy is constant: E(t) = E(0).
(b) For each € > 0 there is a continuous solution v of () such that

sup [v(,)]i5_c < 00 (4)
te[0,1]

and the kinetic energy E is not constant.



Statement (a) has been completely settled: a slightly weaker statement
was first proved by Eyink in [I4] and later the full statement was proven by
Constantin, E and Titi in [5] (cf. [13] B]). In fact [5] contains the following
stronger statement:

Theorem 1.2. For any & > 0 any solution v € L?(C;/HE) of ) preserves
the total kinetic energy.

We recall that the mixed space-time norms L}(C%) for ¢ € [1,00] and
a €]0, 1] are defined as

et @) g <o

||U||Lq(0a) :
t T
SUP¢el0,1] ||U('7t)||a q = o0,

where || flla = [|f]lo + [f]a is the usual Holder-norm for functions f : T3 —
R3, and v € L{(C%) provided [vllza(cey < oo

The focus of this paper is Statement (b), which is still open. Following
the construction introduced in [12], Holder-continuous weak solutions have
been constructed in [10, [I7, 2] 1, 19]. There are two types of statements:

(i) In [I0] and [2] weak solutions are constructed with E(t) = e(t) for all
t € [0,1] for any prescribed smooth function e = e(t) > 0;

(ii) In [I7, [ 19] a (nontrivial) weak solution with compact support in time
is constructed.

Obviously both statements lead to a weak solution with non-constant energy,
thus aiming towards Statement (b) in Onsager’s conjecture. Concerning the
actual regularity of the solutions, the statements are

(ifi) In [10] v € L°(CY/°79);
(iv) In [I7.[09] and [2] v € L°(Cy°~°);

v) In [1] v € L$® C;/ °7%) and in addition v(-,t) € C;/ ¢ for almost every
t
time ¢ € [0, 1].

In fact the solutions in (iii)-(iv) have the same Holder-regularity in time as
in space — it has been shown in [I8] that this improved regularity in time
is not an artifact of the method of construction, but rather a regularization
property of the equations themselves. In view of Theorem one could
however speculate that the “threshold” for the energy conservation should
in fact be L?(C;/ *). The goal of this note is to show the following



Theorem 1.3. For any € > 0 there exists a non-trivial continuous weak
solution v : T> x R — R3 of (), with v € L%(C;/S_E) with compact support
m time.

In line with previous works [12], 10} 17, [2, [I], the solution will be con-
structed as a limit of a rather complicated convex integration scheme. A
key observation of the first author, made in [I], is that the very same ap-
proach of [2] (with some more careful choice of the parameters) yields better
estimates on the Holder continuity at most times, allowing to reach C'/3—¢
almost everywhere. Building upon this important remark of [I], the principal
challenge of the present work is to carefully modify the convex integration
scheme presented in [2] in order to obtain better time localized estimates (a
goal which anyway will be achieved at the expense of sacrificing the global
Holder estimate). In order to prove Theorem [[2] these modifications will
be required to be far more subtle than those presented in [I]. In addition, a
significantly more complicated bookkeeping system will become necessary.
One important remark is that, although the vast majority of the scheme
adheres to the one in [2], there is one relevant difference: for some time
intervals we use one tool introduced in [I7] to smooth carefully the so-called
Reynolds stress, respecting the key estimate for its advective derivative.
This approach was entirely substituted in [2] by another smoothing device.
An interesting point is that it seems necessary to use both approaches in
different time regions.

2 Iteration scheme

The aim of this section is to introduce the main ingredients required by our
iteration scheme.

2.1 Euler-Reynolds system

o

At each step ¢ € N we construct a triple (vg, pg, Ry) of smooth compactly
supported functions which solve the Euler-Reynolds system (see [I2, Defini-
tion 2.1]):
Brvg + div (v, @ v,) + Vpg = div R,
(5)

dive, =0,

where ]f?q is a 3 x 3 symmetric traceless tensor. The pair (v, p) of Theorem
will be the uniform limits of v, and p,, whereas R, converges uniformly
to 0 as ¢ — oo. The difference v, — v4—1 will be denoted by wy,.



2.2 Parameters of regularity

The principal parameter for measuring the regularity of the pair (vg,pq)
is an integer valued frequency parameter A\, which blows-up as a double
exponential as ¢ — oo. In particular, there is a A\g (sufficiently large) and a
b close to but slightly larger than 1 (the size of b — 1 is in fact constrained
by the parameter € > 0 from Theorem [L.3]) such that

Ag € [qu,zqu] . (6)
The exponent € in Theorem is also related to two exponents 0 < [y <

Boo < %, which are the endpoints of a sequence of increasing positive expo-
nents ; defined by the recursive relation

b(Bj+1 — Boo) = Bj — Boo (7)
that is

b= (1) o ©)
For notational convenience we also introduce the exponent

B-1="0bB0+ (1 —b)Bx, (9)

which we also assume to be positive. The parameters S, and Sy should be
thought of, respectively, approrimate upper and lower bounds for the Holder
regularity exponent of the final velocity field v at any time t.

2.3 Subdivision of the time interval

We start with a division of the time interval [0, 1] into finitely many closed
intervals L&q), a € {0,1,...,N(q) + 1}, where each pair of closed segments
qu) and [ gﬂ)_l will intersect at one single point: the right endpoint of qu),
which is the left endpoint of I gﬁl. The number N(q) + 2 denotes the total
number of intervals. The precise value will not play a role.

To each qu) we will associate a natural number j,(a) € {0,1,...,q}. We
require lower bounds on the size of each interval I&q) and upper bounds on
the total measure of all intervals with j,(«) = j for fixed j. We begin with

the lower bound. We will require that the intervals L&q) be large enough

in order that they may be subdivided into intervals of length ~ ,uq_il ia(e)’



where the parameter fiq1 j, (o) is defined by the formula

e’ for j > 2 o)
Hg+1,5 = —Be) et L =D g
1(1::_150) b + 5 B forj S 1.

More precisely, we impose the constraint

o> 4 (11)
Mq—"'lvjq(a)

As for the upper bound, define the regions:

v = U 19 (12)
{1, N (@)} fa(a)=j

In these regions we will claim several (inductive) estimates on the triple

o

(vg, g, Rq) (see Section 2.4] below). Notice that

Vj(q) =1 for every 7 > q, (13)

and the intersection of two distinct sets in the collection {Vj(q) :j=0...q}

consists of (at most) a finite number of points and it is a subset of the set

of endpoints of the intervals qu).

)

Upon the (Lebesgue) measure of each region Vj(q we require

J
‘U V'Z(Q)‘ < )\0)\51—1500-‘1-5/4 . (14)
=0

2.4 Inductive estimates

In order to ensure the convergence of the sequence (vq, pq) to a solution (v, p)
of the Euler equation satisfying the regularity condition v € Ll(Cl/ 878), we

will require a series of inductive estimates on the triple (vg, py, Ry) along the

iteration. There are two sets of estimates. One set will be local in time, i.e.

depend on the specific time interval LS?’, and the second set of estimates will

be global in time, i.e. hold uniformly for all ¢ € [0, 1].



2.4.1 Local estimates

)

Fix 7 =0,1...,q and consider intervals LS?
the triple (vq, py, ]f?q) for all t € L&q):

with j,(a) = j. We assume on
. i L

A2 log @)1z + A7 g (Ol < MA;F 15
. - ~26;_

A2 Ipa(®)llz + A7 lpg(®) 1 < M2, 00
— © _ ° . _2 .

A BBl + A7 RO+ Ry < 2,2

» 1—8i_1\—28;
191+ vq - V)Ry()lo < Ag A

Here (j — 1)+ equals j — 1 for all 7 € N larger than 0 and (0 — 1)y = 0;
M is a geometric constant which is independent of ¢ and of all parameters
introduced so far. Its value, however, will be specified much latter, in the
proof of Lemma B3] cf. (I37). Notice that, since j +— [; is monotonic

increasing, the estimates (IH)-(I8) in fact hold for all ¢ € {J;5; Vi(q).
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2.4.2 Global estimates

In order to ensure the convergence to a solution with compact temporal
support, we impose the following constraint on the (temporal) support of
the triple

supp (vg, pg, Ry)(z,) C U @cpr?i-297 (19)
1<a<N(q)

for all z € T3, In particular the role of the two intervals Iéq) and Iz(qum 4 I8

only to identify the portion of the time interval [0, 1] where we know that
the solution vanishes identically.
Consequently, since

q
(@)

Uvo= U 1,

Jj=0 1<a<N(q)

the estimates (IH)-(I8) for the case j = 0 hold in fact for all ¢t € [0, 1].
Therefore, for clarity of the presentation we repeat them here:

A og ()12 + Ay Hlvg ()]l < M, %,
A2 Pa(®)ll2 + Ay Hlpg ()]l < M2A;%0,
ARy ll2 + A7 Ry ()11 + 1Ry ()llo < A 70

19 +vg - V)Rq(t)llo < AL P=1 20

20
21
22

(
(
(
(23

)
)
)
)



These estimates will be complemented with the uniform estimates

q
lvgllo < M + M > A7 (24)
=0
I 2
Ipgllo < M2+ M2 A7 (25)
=0

2.5 The main Proposition of the iterative procedure

We are now in a position to state the main proposition which will enable us
to perform the iteration step, from which we will conclude Theorem

Proposition 2.1. Let € be as in Theorem and assume the positive pa-
rameters \g > 1, b > 1 and f_1 = bBy + (1 — b)Boc < Boo < 1/3 satisfy the
following constraints:

1 —3b(Bo + foo) >0 (26)
50 > b(1 +30), (27)
Ao 1s sufficiently large, depending only upon b, By, Bso and €. (28)

Let (vq, pq, }ofq) be a triple which solves the Euler-Reynolds system in T3 x R

and {L&Q)} a subdwision of [0,1] in closed time intervals which satisfy the
assumptions of the Sections and [2} Then there is a second triple

o

(Vg+1,Pg+1, Rgt1) which solves the Euler-Reynolds system in T3 x R, to-

gether with a subdivision {I&qﬂ)} satisfying the very same requirements. In
addition we have

—Bi_
logr1(t) —vg( o < MAgy " wee vty (29)
(1) = ol t)llo < M2ALO e vt (3)

The proof of Theorem will be based on Proposition 21} starting
from a nontrivial solution (vo,po,}o{o) of {@). ([29) will then ensure that
the limiting pair (v.p) reached by the sequence constructed wth the help of
Proposition [Z] is nontrivial. ([29) together with (I4]) will provide the key
bound in the space L'(C'/37¢).

3 The inductive construction

In order to commence the proof of Proposition 2.1l in this section we will de-

o o

tail the inductive construction of the tuple (vg41, pg+1, Rg+1) from (vy, pg, Ry).



Before starting specifying the definition of the new tuple, we need several
preliminary lemmas.
3.1 Preliminaries

In this paper we denote by R™*" as usual, the space of n x n matrices,
whereas §"*" and S} ™" denote, respectively, the corresponding subspaces of
symmetric matrices and of trace-free symmetric matrices. The 3 x 3 identity
matrix will be denoted with Id. For definitiveness we will use the matrix
operator norm |R| := max|,—; |[Rv|. Since we will deal with symmetric
matrices, we have the identity |R| = max,— |Rv - v].

Proposition 3.1 (Beltrami flows). Let A > 1 and let Ay € R? be such that

for k € 73 with |k| = X\. Furthermore, let

k
Bk:Ak—l—’imXAkG(Cg.

For any choice of a;, € C with a; = a_j. the vector field

W(E) =) axBre™ (31)

2
div (W @ W) Vm;‘ . (32)
Furthermore
k
(WeW)=4 WeWd=-: Z’ak’2 <Id 0 \k!> (33)
T3

Ik\

The proof of ([B2), which is quite elementary (see also [12]), is based on
the following algebraic identity, which we state separately for future refer-
ence:

Lemma 3.2. Let k, k' € Z3 with |k| = |K'| = X\ and let By, By € C3 be the
associated vectors from Proposition [31. Then we have

(Bk ® B + By ® Bk)(k’ + k’/) = (Bk . Bk/)(k‘ + k‘/) (34)



Another important ingredient is the following geometric lemma, also
taken from [12].

Lemma 3.3 (Geometric Lemma). For every N € N we can choose r¢g > 0
and X\ > 1 with the following property. There exist pairwise disjoint subsets

ANjc{keZ?: k=X je{l,...,N}
and smooth positive functions
VW e ™ (B, (1d)  je{l,...,NhLkeA,
such that
(a) k € Aj implies —k € A; and wlgj) = ’y(_j,i;

(b) For each R € By, (Id) we have the identity

1 D (1q_ F ok
R_Zkgj(yk (R)) (Id |k|®|k|> VR € B, (Id). (35)

Following [12], we introduce the following operator in order to deal with
the Reynolds stresses.

Definition 3.4. Let v € C™(T3,R3) be a smooth vector field. We then
define Rv to be the matriz-valued periodic function

Ruv := % (VPu+ (VPu)") + Z (Vu+ (Vu)") - %(div u)ld,

where u € C*°(T3,R3) is the solution of

Au:v—][ v in T3
T3

with fTS u =0 and P is the Leray projection onto divergence-free fields with
zero average.

Lemma 3.5 (R = div™!). For any v € C®(T?,R3) we have
(a) Ru(z) is a symmetric trace-free matriz for each x € T3;

(b) divRv =v— frsv.

10



3.2 New intervals

We now describe the inductive procedure in order to define the new time
intervals LE?“’ in terms of the old intervals Lﬁ?’. In addition we will describe
a partition of unity of time which will provide a crucial ingredient to the
construction of the perturbation wg1.

We begin by subdividing each interval 1 for o € {1,...,N(q)} into
further subintervals Jiq;r,l), based on the set of parameters fi,, 1 j, (a):

e We let n(a, q) be the largest integer smaller than pi41 ;. (a) \qu) |/2 and
note that the estimate (II) ensures that n(a, q) > 2.

e We subdivide LS?’ from left to right in n(a,q) closed intervals J, o,
satisfying the conditions:

1. The right endpoint of J, o coincides with the left endpoint of
Ja,o/-l—l-

2. The first n(a, q) — 1 intervals have length exactly 2u

3. The last interval has length

-1
q+1,7q(a)”
‘[(glq)’ - 2(n(a7 Q) - 1)M;i1,jq(a) )

which in particular is bounded below by 2/1;1 ja() and above by

—1
A3 o)

We next relabel the intervals J,, o as J, ¢ € {1,... N’} and complete the

collection of intervals by settings Jy := Iéq) and Jy/4q = Iz(qu«n Iy Therefore
each ¢ is associated with an index (<) such that J. C I(S:)(g). We then call

Jc an internal interval if it is contained in the interior of I(glq()g), otherwise we

call it a boundary interval (note that Jy and Jysy; are boundary intervals).

Definition 3.6. For each pair of intervals J. and J.11 with 0 < ¢ < N we
define an “overlapping region” K, in the following way: Let

bBo—(b—1)Bcc—B;
Ng+1,5 = )\q 01 ( ) / (36)
for allj = O, 1,2. cey and let

J = Jq(ag(s)), i = Jq(ag(s +1)).

11



(A1) If j < j', then the region K. is a closed interval with left endpoint
coinciding with the right endpoint of J. and length

1,j
K| = Na+1j
Hq+1,5

(A2) If j > j', then the region K. is a closed interval with right endpoint
coinciding with the left endpoint of J.41 and length

Ng+1,5
’K§’: )
Ha+1,5'

Next, we define the non-overlapping regions to be the closed segments

He = Jo\ (Ko U K1) (37)

We next claim that the overlapping region K¢ constructed in Definition
is indeed contained in the correct interval J. (or J.4q resp.). In fact we
will prove a better estimate.

Lemma 3.7. Let K. be as in Definition [Z@8. If (A1) holds, namely the
left endpoint of K. is the right endpoint of J., set J := Jcy1, otherwise set
J = J.. In either case we have

1
K < 417 (39)

and in particular K. C J.
Therefore it follows that each non-overlapping region is nonempty and
satisfies

1
el 2 [He| 2 51Jc] - (39)

Proof. Tt is obvious that ([B9) follows from (B8]). We start by assuming that
the interval J = Jo (which will end up containing K.) is neither Jy nor

Jni41. Observe therefore that Jo C I(Si)(c’) with oy(¢") € {1,..., Ny} and

thus, if we define j' = j4(cy (")) we have

2 4

<|J] < :
Haq+1,5' Haq+1,5'

On the other hand, by the alternatives (Al) and (A2) in Definition B.0] if

Jj= jq(aq(c)), then j/ > j and

(40)

Ng+1,5
K| = =L (41)
Hg+1,5

12



Thus,

KT Lbginge,
I~ 2 pg1y

Then (B8) will follow from

fiq+1j = fgr1,y  forall j < j', (42)
and the inequality

—(5=1)(Bo—Po0)

Nat+1.5 < Mg+1,0 = Agi1 - (43)

N —

The latter follows easily from the fact that j — 3; is increasing and from
a sufficiently large choice of A\, whereas for ([@2)) we need to consider two
cases: (a) j/ >j>2and (b) j/=2> j.

The case (a) is obvious from the definition of 1i441,; in ([I0) since j — f;
is increasing. For the case (b), it suffices to show it for j = 1. By taking the
logarithm we see that ([42)) is equivalent to

b+1

(1 - PBo) %

b—1 Bo 1
- - > 1 —1_ = _ S
+ 2 /Boo = 1 /82 1 b2 <1 b2>6007

which turns into

b—1 bv2—-1 b—1 b>+b—2
(Bt Bty s ot By,

Factorizing b — 1 from both sides we are left with the inequality
(b% +2b +2)Boe > b+ (b+2)0 .-

Since b? 4 2b + 2 > 5, the latter inequality is implied by (27)).

It remains to examine the case in which J is either Jy = Iéq) = [0,¢4]
or Jyip1 = I](\(/ng) 41 = [f2,1]. From our inductive hypothesis (I9) we have
t1 > 27972 and t, < 1 — 27972, The only overlapping region which can be
contained in Jj is obviously Ky and we must be in case (A2). Similarly, the

only overlapping region which can be contained in Jys, 1 is K. Then (38])
follows from ([@2) and (@3):

where in the last inequality we assume Ag to be sufficiently large. O

13



The new collection of intervals {L&qﬂ)}aem N(g+1)+1} is then given by
the overlapping regions K. together with the non-overlapping regions H..
The intervals quﬂ) will be ordered in terms of the left endpoints, starting

+1 . . +1
from Iéq ) = Hy C Iéq) and ending with I](\?(qﬁl)ﬂ =Hpniy1 C I](\?gq)ﬂ. We
next define the map jg41.
Definition 3.8. For o € {0, N(q + 1) + 1} simply set j,41(a) = 0. Now fix
ac{l,...,N(g+1)}. If L&qﬂ) C Iég) is a mon-overlapping region, then set
Jot1(@) = jg(a') + 1. Whereas, if 1Y s an overlapping region, then set
Jg+1(ar) = 0.
Lemma 3.9. The new collection of intervals {Lﬁﬁ“)} satisfies the con-
straints of Section [Z:3 and the left inclusion of ([I9), namely

U Vet r—2m), (44)
1<a<N(g+1)

Proof. Observe that Iéqﬂ) = Hy = [0,t0] C Jp = Iéq) =[0,¢;] and

GY ¢, @@
to > %1 > 27973,

An entirely analogous argument gives I](\?(J;ir)l)ﬂ = [t3,1] with t3 < 1-27972,

On the other hand by the very definition of our intervals, we have

U [(gq-i-l) C [to,tg]
1<a<N(g+1)
and thus ([@4]) follows at once.

Next we turn to the constraints of Section 2.3l more precisely (II]), (I3])
and ([I4)) for step ¢ + 1. The property (I3]) follows obviously from the defi-
nition of jgy1(a).

The constraint (1)) requires for all ¢ the inequalitites

4
|H| > —.
Hq+2,0 Hg+2,54+1

where j = jq(aq(s)). In light of (B8])-(&I) this will follow from the inequali-
ties

K| >

NatLila+20 - 4 for all j € N (45)
Hq+1,5
Ha+2g+1 o for all j € N. (46)
Hg+1,5

14



Consider condition ([@5) and observe that for j > 2

Mgl _ \B-1-1 @ \bBo—1-(b-1)8 @ )\_(1_/30)(‘7;” o )\(b;mgm
Hg+1,5 o Catl — Tletl = Tq+2 = Hg12,07q+2 s

(47)
which implies ([@3]). Since 74411 < 7g+1,0 We obviously obtain

Ng+1,1 < Ng+1,0 ' (48)
Hg+1,1 Hg+1,0

Then keeping (A7) in mind, in order to conclude [{H]) it suffices to prove

Ng+1,2 < Ng+1,1 ' (49)
Hq41,2 Hg+1,1

Using (@) and (), we have b8y = -1 + (b — 1)Bs and 1 = M'
Thus it follows that

boy—B0_blg
Ng+1,1 = )‘q—l-l

Hence taking logarithms, the inequality (48]) corresponds to

(1+b)—|—(1—b)(1+50)+(—b2—|—b—|—2)ﬁoo.

L —1<A
Bo1—1<B1+ 5%

Multiplying by 2b and factorizing by b — 1, the inequality becomes
(b—1)(1+ B0 — (b+2)Bx) =0,

which is implied by (20).
Now consider ([#6]). From (T)-([9) we deduce

Hqg+1,5+1 Ng+1,5+1 _ \Bi—Bj+1 @ | (b-1)(Bj11—Bos) —(b—1)Boo
. = . )‘qil = )‘q-l—l ’ =z )‘q+1
Kg+1,5 Ng+1,5

and from (42))

Ha+2,5+1 (b=1)(1-Boo) (b=1)(1-Boo)
— Agt2 z )‘q+1 :
Hg+1,5+1

Combining the two inequalites yields

Hg+2,5+1 (b-1)(1-26)
T Z )‘q+1 :
Hag+1,j

Therefore (@Q) follows as a consequence of (26). This concludes the verifi-

cation of (LIJ).

15



Concerning (I4]), we first prove the case j = 0, which amounts to the
estimate

H/O(‘H‘l)’ < A )\53_2600-‘1-5/4 (50)

we have

‘vo(q“" =D KL <D 20041 g, agon |
S

< Z 77q+1,j‘v'(q)‘

=0

Q A

<2)\OZ)\Z€_01 b lﬁoo B])\ﬁj Boo+€/4

= 2(q + DA T

So the inequality (B0) follows if

2(q + 1A, T IT < \ PP o Bt/

The latter inequality is however a consequence of

2(q + DA < (51)

Thus it suffices to choose A\ sufficiently large (depending on b — 1 > 0 and
e > 0, but not on q).

Observe next that V](ﬂrl) C V( 9 for all 7 > 0. Thus we have

j+1 J
UVi(q+1) S‘Vo(qﬂ)‘Jr UVi(q)
=0 =0
<o (20q+ DAL= AT (s2)

We first observe that we can impose 2(q + 1))\;5{’_1)/ !

yet larger. On the other hand we can also impose

< % by choosing \g
Ba—bute/t 5 o) Bi=ftelt.
)\qul > 20
which (again by choosing A\ sufficiently larger) is implied by

(b(ﬁm — Boo) + b%) — (Bj — Boo + Z) = (b_41)6 > 0.
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Combining these inequalities with (52 we then achieve
j+1

Vi(II+1
Y

(Boo—PBo)+</4 (Boo— B’)+5/4 (Boo—Bj )+5/4
= 2)‘q+2 ’ + )‘q+2 ! )‘q+2 !

3.3 Partition of unity in time and bounds on flows

We subsequently define the cut-off functions x. on [0, 1] with the properties
that

e Y X=1;

e . is identically 1 on H, its support is an interval and it is contained,
for ¢ € {1,...,N'}, in the interior of K._; U H. U K; for ¢ = 0 xo is
defined on Hy U Ky = [0,t9] U Ky, identically 1 on [0,%y] and 0 in a

neighborhood of the right endpoint of Ky; xn/11 is defined in a similar
way;

e Force{l,...,N'} on K = K. and K = K._; we have the estimate
10 X< llcoxey < C(N) K™Y

where C(N) is a geometric constant. Similar estimates are valid, re-
spectively, on Ky and K+ for the functions xp and xn/11.

We conclude this section with a proposition, which will be used later
extensively to obtain the inductive estimates in Section [2.4] for the new
triple (vq+1,pq+1,f%q+1), and in a sense serves to justify our choices of the
parameters p and 1 above and the alternatives (A1) and (A2) in Definition
5.0

Proposition 3.10. Let x. be a cut-off function in our partition of unity on
[0,1] and let j = jy(oy(s)). Then the local estimates ([ID)-[I8) hold for all
t € supp xc. More precisely, with

—2B(j-1) —28;
5q,(j—1) = Aq -, 5q+1,j - )\qu

we have for all t € supp X«
A2 llog®)ll2 + A7 llog(®)lls < M6Y2

(t) "
A2 2 Ipa(®)ll2 + A5 Ipg (W)l < M35y, (53)
A2 IR (B)ll2 + ARy <>n1+-wR ()0 < dgs14,
1% +vq - V) R(t)llo < Sg1,58, 51 Aq
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Furthermore, if ¢ € {1,..., N’} then for all t € supp (x.) we have

( sup uvq<t>||1) jsupp x¢| < 10007 < 1, (54)
tEsupp X<

and
(b— 1)1 = By + bBx)
2b
When ¢ € {0, N'+1} the estimate (B4) holds with |Ky|, respectively | Ky i1]
in place of [supp (x)|-

Remark 1. In the statement above we have introduced the parameters 0,
in order to aid better the comparison with [2]. These parameters will be used
to estimate the new triple (vq+1,pq+1,lo%q+1), i an analogous way to what
has been done in [2]. However, it is important to note that here 04 ;-1 and
dg4+1,; are not uniform in time, but depend on the particular time interval

Supp Xg-
Proof. Let j = j,(a4(s)). Recall that, if ¢ € {1,... N'}, then

suppxc C K.t UH UK. and suppxl< C K1 UK,

where H. C J. C Vj(q). Set j" = jolag(s + 1)) and j” = j,(ay(s — 1)). By
Definition [B3.6]

K - {Jgﬂcvjﬁq’ it j > j
<

Jac Vi) i< g
Jcv? ifj <

JocV9 >4

and K. C {
J

Consequently, by the same remark as in Section regarding the mono-
tonicity of j — 3, the local estimates (I5)-(I8]) hold for all ¢ € supp x«.
The cases ¢ = 0 and ¢ = N’ + 1 follow from the obvious adjustments.
Next we turn to the proof of (54]). Again we assume ¢ € {1,..., N’} and
leave the obvious adjustments to the reader in the case of the “endpoints”
ce{0,N"+1}.
Recall that |J| < 4/‘;&1,]'7 and for K € {K., K._1} we have that either
KcCJ.or|K|= 77q+1,j’/‘q_i1,j' for some j’ > j. Consequently

|supp x<| < + 2max L
Hq+1,5 7’23 Mq+1,5
Next recall (@T)-(@9), which imply

Hq+lj — Hg+1,j

18



We deduce then that

4 i 6
[supp x| < o latld < . (56)
Hg+1,5 Hg+1,5 Hg+1,5

Therefore, using (5] we obtain

< H (t)” > ’ ’ < 1()M)\q (b—=1)(1-PBso) j > 92
su v sup —(b— +bBoc —

tEsupp Xc¢

We observe that the second quantity on the right hand side bounds the first:

A7 (0=D(=Bo) — \=(0-D(L4b—50)/2 A== D(-EH0S /2 (57)

1

where I < 1 as a result of (26]). O

Remark 2. The inequality (BT), implies the following inequality between
the parameters, which will be used often in the rest of the paper:

5.2 Sqr(io1), A
1‘172_1 4q S 2 q,(i—1)+"\q S 4)\—0.}1 S )\_(1:7[_1)600_250 ) (58)
/2 . q+ q+

for any fized €9 > 0 satisfying

cy < 00— o)

(59)

where we assume g to be sufficiently large depending on the choice of &g.
Observe that the right hand side of ([B9) is positive due to [26). As a con-
sequence of ([BY) and ([) we have the useful identity

Sq1iAgt1 < SqragiiAgir’- (60)

3.4 Smoothing the velocity and estimates on the regularized
flow

We fix a symmetric non-negative convolution kernel 1 € C°(R3) and a
small parameter ¢ given by

0=t = (1+ M)t (61)
- g+l — q+1 -

19



for fixed g9 > 0 satisfying (59) — assuming Ao larger if need be. Then define,
considering v,(-,t) as a 27-periodic function on R3, vy := v * 1)y i.e.

wle.t)i= [ oo = u)rls)dy
We have the standard mollification estimates for all ¢ € [0, 1]:

[ve(t) — vg(t)[lo < Cllvg(t)[l1 (62)
oe(t) Iy < O Nwg®)r N >1, (63)

where C, C'y are universal constants.

Given s € [0,1] we define the flow X,(x,t) and inverse flow ®4(x,t) of
the vectorfield vy starting at time ¢t = s in the usual way, so that

X = Vy (XS7 t) s
(64)
Xs(st) =z,

and
0y®s +vy- VP, =0
(65)
Oy(x,s)=1x.
Observe that, if y € (27Z)3, then X (z,t) — Xs(z + y,t) € (277Z)3, hence
Xs(+,t), and similarly ®4(-,t), can be thought of as volume-preserving dif-
feomorphisms of T3 onto itself.
We have the following standard lemma:

Lemma 3.11. Let s € [0,1]. For any t € [0,1] with [t — s| < M1 ;"%
we have
DN X, ()]0 < Cne*N N >1, (66)

where the constants Cn depends only on N.

Proof. Recall from (20]) the uniform bound

sup [lvg(t)ll1 < MA;T.
te(0,1]

Hence the restriction on ¢ in the statement of the lemma corresponds to the
standard (CFL-)condition for the flow Xg:

V—ﬂﬁpHD%@WOSL
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The estimate (G6) for N = 1 then follows from a standard application of
Gronwall’s inequality. For the case N > 2 observe that, by the chain rule

(208) in Proposition [AT]

0

1DV X, (#)lo < €I Dveloll DV X, (8)]lo + 1DV vello | DX (1)1 ]
Hence (60) follows from the case N =1 and from (G3]). O

Obviously the analogous estimates for the inverse flow ®, also hold.
However, for the inverse flow we need more precise (local) estimates re-
stricted to times in the support of each cutoff function x.. More precisely,
let ¢ € {0, N/ + 1} and let t. be the center of the interval supp y.. We will
consider the inverse flow

O (x,t) == Py (2,1)

for times ¢ € supp xc.

We will frequently deal with the transport derivative with respect to
the regularized flow v, of various expressions, and will henceforth use the
notation

Dt Z:at—F'UZ’V.

Lemma 3.12. For every t € supp xc we have

[D®(t)[lo < C (67)
[D®(t) — Id[jo < CMA (68)
IDN @ (t)]lo < ONMENAZY, YN >2 (69)

1 —w —
DD ()]Iv < CaM26./ ) AA ™ (70)

where the constant C' is universal and the constant Cn depends only on N.

Proof. We first treat the main case ¢ € {1,...,N’}. The estimates (G7)),
(68]) and (69)) follow analogously to those in Lemma B.I1] using Proposition
B and the local (CFL-)condition (54) in Proposition B.I0

Next we observe that

DiD®(z,t) = Di(DPc(z,t) — Id) = Duvg(z,t)(DPc(x,t) —1d) (71)
and thus, using (G8]) we obtain

ID:DP(1)]|v < CM |lug(t) [ Age1

from which (0] easily follows (using Proposition B.10]).

We now come to ¢ € {0, N+ 1}. Fix for instance ¢ = 0. In this case
the vector field vy vanish identically on Hy. It thus suffices to apply the
estimate (54]) with |Kp| replacing |supp (x¢)|- O
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3.5 Smoothing of the Reynolds stress

We now wish to define a tensor R¢ which will be obtained from a suitable
approximation of R, and the addition of a tensor p.Id for some carefully
chosen p.. As before, let j = j,(oy(<)).

Definition 3.13. First of all, we define the mollification of éq(-,t) as we
did with vg, i.e.

Ry(x,t) = /RS Ry(z —y,t)0(y) dy,

where we treat Rq(-,t) as a 2m-periodic tensor on R3. Then Ry(-,t) is also
27m-periodic, so that we can think of it as a tensor on T3.
Next we distinguish three cases:

(a) s€{l,...,N'} and j = 0;
(b) se{l,...,N'} and j > 1;
(c) ¢ € {0,N"+1}.

In the first case we will use an approximation procedure borrowed from the
paper [17] to define R, whereas for the second case we will employ the
approzimation procedure from [2].

(a) We extend first of all ]f?q(',t) (and Ry(-,t)) by zero to all t € R (re-
calling (I9)) and then define

Ro(wt) = /_ Be(Xo(@,t + ).t + 8) 0r(s) ds (72)

where p € CX(R) is a symmetric nonnegative convolution kernel sup-
ported in the interval | — 1,1[ and

=\ (73)
(b) We set ) )
Re(@,t) = Ro(Pc(, 1), 1); (74)

(c) We simply define R = 0.

We conclude this section by listing a number of estimates related to the
approximation of R, in () and (Z2). Similar estimates can be found in

[2, 7]
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Lemma 3.14. Assume t € supp x¢ and set j = j,(aq(s)). Then the follow-
ing estimates are satisfied, provided \o is sufficiently large (depending only
on M):

1B ()0 < G411, (75)

HR (Ol < g1 gAgl ™™ for N >1 (76)

1D ROl < CByi1,i0,5 At for N =0 (77)
ID2R(t) | < €051 ;0,7 Aghgral™ for N>0  (78)
I(Rg = R)(B)llo < Cogyairs5e (79)

where the constant C' depends only on N and C depends only on N and M.
Proof. We have three cases to examine:

(a) ¢ € {0,N' +1};

(b) j>0andge{l,...,N'};

(c) j=0andge {1,...,N'}.

Case (a) Obviously all estimates are trivial except ([[9). To fix ideas
let us now consider ¢ = 0. It follows that R (t) = Rq( ) = 0 as long as

t e I(gq). Now observe that, by construction, supp (xo) C Io(q) U Ky, that

|Ko| < 77q+1,0/$q_i1,0 and that the left endpoint of K lies necessarily in Io(q).
Thus, for t € K. we can use the global estimate (23]) to conclude

I25(¢) = Ry(®)lo <Iol sup |0 + vy - V)R (8o < 1Kol 08,1

<O 08 A - (80)

Recall b5y = f-1 + (b — 1)5, then calculating we have

1/2 —(b*=20+1)Boo +(07=2b)Bo __ { —(b—1)*(Boc—Po) A —B
77q+1,05q,_1 é 2Aq70 ’ - )\q70 ’ ’ S Aqyoo

Hence (79) follows as a consequence of (G8]) and (60).
An analogous argument proves the same estimate for ¢ = N/ + 1.

Case (b) Observe that according to our definitions D;R. = 0 and thus
the estimates ((7]) and (8] are obvious.
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o

Let us consider (79)). Since D;R. = 0, we have

1D (R4 (1) = RO®)lo = [ Del2g(t)llo O o
<10+ vg - V)Rq(8)llo + [lvg(8) — ve®)llol| Bq ()]l

1 1
< C5q+1,j5q,/§_1>\q +C 5q+1,j5q,/;_1)\§f
< 05q+1,j5;{j‘—1)‘q :

On the other hand, we recall that R (z,t.) = Re(®(x,t.),t) = Re(x,t.)
and thus applying Proposition [B.1] yields

o o o o 1
|Re(t) = Ry(®)llo < 1R (t) = Re(t)llo + Clt = b 16,1 A

Using (B6) and (B8)) (recall that j > 0 and thus j—1 = (j—1)4+), we conclude

o o _ 1
|Ro(8) = Ro(t)llo < O8ysr jAel + Oy j0a4118,5 1A
& )\ —wteo @ . —€o

< Céq+173)‘q+1 < C5q+2,J+1)‘q+1 :
Next recall that [|Re(t)]lo < [[24(t)]lo and [ Re(t)||x < [[elln—1|22g[lr. Obvi-
ously, since R, solves a transport equation, we have ||R.(t)||o < ||Re(te)|lo <
dg+1,5, from which (73]) easily follows.

Applying Proposition [B.I] we get

1R < |1 Re(te) 1S

where
S=sup |ve(®)|-
tesupp (xs)

—w

Once again applying (54) we conclude [t — t[S < CA_ 1, where the latter
constant C' depends only on M. Choosing \g sufficiently large we then can
assume elt~%15 < 2 and conclude (7€) with N = 1. For larger N we apply
again Proposition [BJ] and the argument above to conclude

IR(t) v < 2| Re(te)llwv + 20Nt —to|  sup  [lue(®)||v ]| Re(te)]n
tesupp (x<)
1-N 1-N
< 20NGg41,jAq0 " + 20Nt — L[l sup 1o (t)[1164+1,5Aq 5
tesupp (x<)
(81)

where C'y is a constant which depends only on N. Again applying (54)), the
estimate in (76]) follows.
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Case (c). Set j = 0. In this case we will use the global estimates
(cf. Section 2:4.2): for all ¢ € [0,1] we have

[Re(t)]lo < g41.0
IRe(t)]| v < CnOgr1,00g VN > 1,

where the constant C'y depends only on V.
Hence ([70)) is obvious. For N > 1 we use (208]):

DY (Re( X (-t + 8),t + 8))lo SCNIIDNXi (-t + 8)[l00g41,0Nq
+ CON|I DX (-t + )| 01000 Y, (82)

where again the constant C'y depends only upon N.
Since |s| < 7= A7 <A77 from Lemma BII we deduce

g+1
DN X (-t + s)|jo < Oy~ for all N > 1.
Inserting in (82) we conclude

DY (Re(Xi(st+ 8),t+ 8)llo < Chgynodgl ™™ YN > 1.

Hence differentiating ([72)) we achieve ([Z6l).
In order to prove (T7)-(T8) we use Lemma 18.2 of [17] to deduce

o

DyR(,t) = / (DyRe)(Xy(w,t + 5),t +5) 0,(s) ds (83)
DR (2,1) = / (D2Ry) (Xo(2,t+ 8). £+ 5) 0r(s) ds
- / DR (Xula, -+ )1+ 5)] 0 (5) ds
= / (DuBe)(Xi(w,t + )t +5) () (s)ds.  (84)
We therefore conclude, arguing as in (&)
1D Ol < Csup (IDa(s) Ly -+ CD () o) ()

IDFR(8) v < O sup (IDRe(s) I + CIDRAs) 06 . (86)
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Observe that, for any s, we have

DyRy(s) =(8y + vy * Pu(s) - V) (Ry(s) * 1)
=((0¢ +vg(s) - V) Ry(s)) * 1)
+ [(vg * () - )(Rq(s) ) — ((vg(5) - V)Ry(s)) * y.

Since vy is divergence free, the components of the vector function in the last
line can be written as

div( (vg(s) * 1) ® (Ry(s) * ) — (vg ® Ry)(s) %10y )

T(s)

Thus, using Proposition and (23]) we reach

1DeRe(s)l|n < CLN|(0s + vg(s) - V) Ry (5)llo + | T() [ v+1
< CUN|(D + vg(s) - V) Ry(5)llo + CL N[ Ry(s) 1 [[og ()]
< Cbyi1,06)2 AN + C6yir 08,2 220N
< Cbyir06)" At (87)

Plugging (87) into (85]) we immediately conclude (7). Plugging (1) into
(B6l) we instead reach

ID?R(8)| 5 < C7 " 8411,00,”  Agt™

_)\1 Bo

and since 7~ G+

= )\q+152f170 we get ([[8). Finally, we estimate

|R(x,t) — Ry(x,t)] < sup max |Ry(Xy(x,t+5),t +5) — Re(x,t)].
|s|<r  *

Using that X;(z,t) = = and differentiating in s the map Ry(X;(z, t+5), t+s)
we obtain

1R, 1) = Re(, 1)l < TlIDeRello < CA ' 0g4100,% A0 (88)
Plugging (E8) and (60), we reach ([79). O

3.6 Definition of v,

In this section we define the new velocity by prescribing the perturbation
Wg+1 = Vg+1 — Vg-
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We start by defining, for each ¢ € {1,..., N'},
Re(z,t) = pld — RC(‘Tat)a

where 25
pe =415 Ay (89)

and

e 1q is the constant of the geometric Lemma 3.3}

o j = jglag(s))

Then we apply Lemma with N = 2, denoting by A® and A° the corre-
sponding families of frequencies in Z3, and we set A := A° 4+ A¢. For each
k € A and each ¢ we then set

R.(xz,t
(o) = o () (90)
S
Wie () := ap(z, 1) Beratik-®s@t) (91)

We observe that the ay are well defined. Indeed, thanks to (73]

- el
Ps 4

)

'M
Ps

The “principal part” of the perturbation w consists of the map

wo(x, t) = Z Xs (t)wkg (:Ev t) + Z X<(t)wk§ (:Ev t) ) (92)

¢ odd,keA° ¢ even,keA€
where the sums are taken over the indices ¢ € {1,...,N'}. We therefore
agree upon the convention that wi. =0, pc = 0, Rc = 0 and ag. = 0 when

ce{0,N" +1}.

From now on, in order to make our notation simpler, we agree that
the pairs of indices (k,<) which enter in our summations satisfy always the
following condition: k € A€ when ¢ is even and k € A° when ¢ is odd.

It will be useful to introduce the “phase”

One(a,t) = ¢horPelo=al, (93)
with which we obviously have

¢k‘§ . ei)\q+1k:~:c — ei)\q+1k~<1><‘
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The corrector w, is then defined in such a way that wg41 = w, + w, is
divergence free:
Xs . kX B\ ixgika
We 1= curl ( ia ——— | et
S S e (o )
S

i k x By B
Y v (A—vakg — ap (DD — Id)k) i Egidonbd (o)
(k,() q+1

Remark 3. To see that wg11 = w, + w, s divergence-free, just note that,

since k - B, = 0, we have k x (k x By) = —|k|*By and hence wqt1 can be
written as
w= E curl { ia et 95
At ~ Xs < ks Pk BE (95)

For future reference it is useful to introduce the notation

1 k?XBk

Ly = ap. B ( Vap. — ap (DO, — 1d)k (96
ks A D + Aot ks — ke S ) > x |2 (96)
so that the perturbation w,y1 can be written as
Wqy1 = Z Xe Ly €rat1k-®s (97)
(k<)
3.7 The pressure p,.; and the Reynolds stress }o%qH
We set )
Ry1 =R+ R'+ R* + R* + R*, (98)
where
R'=R (Orwg+1v - Vwgs1 + weyr - Vug) (99)
R = Rdiv (w, @ w, — > 2R — %51d) (100)
S
R2:wo®wc+wc®wo+wc®wc—wld (101)
R = wyi1 ® (vg — vp) + (vg — V) @ wyt1 — wld (102)
R'=R,— > xR, (103)
S

28



Observe that ]-QEQH is indeed a traceless symmetric tensor. The correspond-
ing form of the new pressure will then be

|wol? 1

9 2
p4+1:pq_ 2 §|wc|

2
— §<wo,wc> — g(vq — Vg, W) . (104)

Observe that X?tr R is a function of time only. Since also ) X? =1,
it is then straightforward to check that

div Rq+1 — qu+1
=dyw + div (v, ® W+ w ® vy + w ® w) + div Ry — Vp,
=0rw + div (v @ W + W @ vy + W R W) + Opvg + div (vg @ vg)

=01vg41 + div g1 @ vy .
The following lemma, same as in [2], will play a key role:

Lemma 3.15. The following identity holds:

Wo & Wo = Z X?Rc + Z XX/ Whe @ Wi/ (105)
S (kys),(K'¢"),k#—K’

Remark 4. Observe also that, by our treatment of the endpoints s € {0, N'+
1} we have that R. = R = 0 and wige = 0 for such values of <. In addition

o

we already know that (vq,pq, Ry) = 0 on Io(q) U I](\([qu)+1 D Iéqﬂ) U I](\?(J;i)l).

We therefore also conclude easily the following important lemma.

Lemma 3.16. The new triple (vq+1.]f2q+1,pq+1) 18 supported in

N(g+1)
U 1+
a=1

which in turn is supported, by @) in [27973,1—-27973]. Namely, [[9) holds
with g + 1 in place of q.

4 Orderings among the parameters

Our choice of the parameters respect certain natural orderings which will
be extremely useful in the sequel. In fact most of them have already been
proved and used in the previous sections: we collect them in the next lemma
for the reader’s convenience.
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Lemma 4.1. According to our choice of the parameters B; and b we have
the following orderings:

(a) The parameters §q; decrease both in the index i and in the index q.
namely
0gi = Og1,i = Oglitl; (106)

(b) The parameters jig1, decrease in the index i, namely

Hq+1,i = Hq+1,i+15 (107)

(c) The ratios z qﬁl are increasing in i and indeed we have
q I

1,0 1,1 1,2 1,i+1 1
,uq—i— ) S NQ"F ) S NQ"F s NQ-I— i+ — 6q{i1 _1)\q+1 (108)
Ng+1,0  Mg+1,1  Mg+1,2  Tg+1,i+1 ’

foranyi>1;
(d) Finally, the parameter 5;{ I\, satisfies the inequality
1 1
5q,/z'2)‘q = 5q{il,i+l)‘q4‘1 (109)

Proof. (a) The inequality (I06]) is obvious because j — f3; and g — A, are
both increasing.

(b) The inequality (I07) has been already proved in Lemma B.7) cf.
H2).

(c¢) The inequality (I08]) was proved in Lemma (B.9)), cf. (@7)-@9).

(d) The inequality ([I09) is equivalent to 1 — 3; < b—bS; 41 which, given
the definition of the betas, is equivalent to 1 > B.. O

Next, some further inequalities will help simplifying several estimates

Lemma 4.2. For gy satisfying ([B9), we have

577 A 2N Soro s
q,i—17'q q,(i—1)+ 74 — q+2,i+1
7 <2 ‘ < 4)\qu < W . (110)
5q+1,i)\Q+1 Hq+1,i q+1,i7g+1
and )
01 ha < i (111)

Proof. Note that (II0) is just a restating of (B8) and (60). The proof of
(I11) follows from (II0) and the inequality (5;/ 2_1(5; 8/ ? < 5;{ 2_15;{270 implied

by (I086). O

30



5 Perturbation estimates

5.1 Preliminaries

Using the same arguments as in Lemma 3.1 of [2], we easily obtain the
following estimates on the components of the perturbation w.

Lemma 5.1. Assumet € supp x. and set j := jo(aq(s)). Then the following
estimates are satisfied:

lare()llo + I Lrc(lo < C8.17, (112)
larc(®)llx < C8.7 AN for N >1 (113)
ILkc()lly < C8.2, 07N for N >1 (114)
ore()lv < CMNZLEN <O for N > 1, (115)

where the constants C' depend only on N.

It should be remarked that, compared to Lemma 3.1 in [2] the inequality

C< (M)A,

was used in order to simplify the statement of (II5]).

Proof. First observe that, since ¢y (z,t) = erat1(Phs@D=2)k for N > 1 we
can use (208) to estimate

6me ()l v < C (g1 | DRy (t) — Id ]| v—1 + Ag [ DPre(t) — 1d|[g) -

Thus the estimates (IIH]) are a direct consequence of Lemma 3121
Next observe that from (207)) and (76) we obtain

_1 1 _
larc(®)llv < C8, Rt < C8Fy AN (116)

where the constant C' depends only on N. This proves (I13))
Finally, differentiating (@6) and using (205),
I Lksllv <Cllars(®)lln + CALllans ()] 41+
+ C (larc ()N |1 D(t) = Idl|o + [laklo[| DD (t) — 1d]|n)

<OO0JH AN+ ONSL 02 NN + Co MAE Y L (117)

To achieve estimate (4] is then enough to assume \g > M '/ and to apply
A1 > 071> 0 O
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The next technical lemma deals with a number of helpful material deriva-
tive estimates. The proof follows similar arguments to that of Lemma 3.1

o

from [2], taking advantage of sharper second order estimates on (vq, pq, Rq)

(cf. 1 07]).

Lemma 5.2. Assume t € supp (x¢) and set j = js(aq(s)). Then the fol-
lowing estimates are satisfied:

[ Dyve(t)llo < Cdg, -1, g (118)
[Dyve(t)||v < COy o1y, AN N >1 (119)
| Dearc(t) |y < CO.fF 02 At (120)
1DZarc(D)ln < Cgar 0,7 Aghgir ™ (121)
IDs L (8) | < CO.J71 38,2 Mgl ™ (122)
ID?Lis (Dl < Cogs1,0,3_ Aghgal ™™, (123)

where the constants only depend on N and M.

Proof. Recall that
(B) + vy - V)vy + Vp, = div R,
We write
Dyvy = div ]f?q by — Vg * Py + div(vg * 1y @ vg * g — (vg ® vg) * 1Y)
and apply Proposition to estimate
v (g (£) % e © vy (£) % e — (v ® ) (1) % V)l < ()12 4
Recall also that, by standard convolution estimates (and Proposition B.10])

IVpq(t) * wellv < CM?6, 1y, Aol N YN > 1
[ div Ry (t) * el v < COgpr jAZEN YN >1.

We therefore conclude
| Dpve(t) || v < C5q,(j_1)+)\gfl_N when N > 1, (124)

whereas

[ Deve(t)llo < Cdg -1y, Aq -
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Next, note that

_ R .
Dyake = p= 2 Dy <—<> DiR. . (125)

S

By Lemma B.14] (205]) and (207]), we have

—1 o _3 o o
1 Drare(t)l|x <CO, 71 DeRe(t) |y + CO ¢ | B W IIDe R (8) 1o

q+1,5
1/2 1/2 -N
S5q+l,j5q7j—1)“1€ ’

from which (I20)) follows. Taking a further material derivative of both sides
in (I25) we achieve

S S

_ R . B R .
D}ay, = py. "D, (p—<> DiR.D;R. + p= "Dy (p—<> D2R..

Applying again Lemma B.T4] (207) and 205) we then get

|Daxc(B)lln <C8,% 5 [DBOllo | DR (B)lln + O3, |1 DF Re(t) v
+ 00 IR0 v | DR
+ O8I B Ol 1DF Re(0)o
§5q+17j5;,/32‘—1)‘q)‘q+1£_N )
where we have used (I09]).
We now proceed to the estimates involving Lj.. First we have

DiVap. = —DveVage + VDiag (126)
and thus, using Lemma [5.J] (I20) and (207,
1D Varc(t)llv < C8.Fy 6.2 At N1 (127)

Differentiating the formula (06) defining Lj. we conclude

IDe Liws (t) | v <C| Deanc(t) | v + CALL 1D Vane (t)|v
+ [1Dsanc )| ¥ | DO(t) —1d]lo
+ C|[Diagc (t)[lo[[ DR (t) — 1d|[ v
+ Cllarc )| w [ DeDP(E)[lo + Cllars () [lo]| DeDP(2) || v
<O /f1 85t
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where we have used Lemma [3.12] repeatedly.
Differentiating further (7I]) we get

D?D®, = D;Dvy(D®. —1d) + DvyD; D
= (DDyvy — DvgDvg)(D®, — 1d) + Duy(DD;® — Duy(D® — 1d)) .

Hence using (I19) and Lemma B.12] we also get

|1D7 D®(t) ||y <C||Dyve(t)[| w41/ D (t) —1d]|g
+ C||Dyve(t) 11| D2 (t) — 1d|| v
+ C||Dvg(t) || N | Dve()]o | DR (t) — 1d]|o
+ C||Dog(1) |5 DD (t) — 1d||
+ C||[Dve(t) o[ De D (t) || v
+ C|[Dve(t)|| ¥ || De DD (t)]]0

<Clyo A

Next, differentiating further (I26) we get
D?Vay, = — DvyDiVay. — D;DvNVay. + D;V Dy,

=— DU[VDtCLkg + Dngngak< — DDt’UgVCLkg + Dngngak<
+ VD?ay, — DvyV Dyay, .

Thus, using (205]),

IDFVag(t)|[ v <CI|Dve(t) o]l Deare(t)|| v+1 + Cl[Dve(t)|| || Drare (t) 1
+ C||[ Dog(t) | N | Dve(®) lollars () [lo + ClDve() 15 llawe ()]
+ Cl[Dyve(t)|| N+ llare ()11 + CllDeve(t) 11 [|are (8) | N41
+C || Dfas ()| ysy

<0010 Aghgral VL
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We finally take two material derivatives of (@6l to conclude the estimate

D7 Lie (1) v <C|| D are(t) |l + CALL |1 DFVare (t) ||
+ | DFare ()| [| D@ (t) — Id]|o
+ C|| D} ar(t)]o| DR (t) — 1d|| v
+ Cllage (t) | [|1DF D (#)[|o + Cllan (t)[[o]| D7 D ()]
+ C|[Dyays (1) || v | De D2 (1) [lo
+ C||Dyays(t)[|o]| De DD (2)]| &
<O84410, 5 Argr1l™N + C82 8q i a NN Y

q+1,5°4
1/2 —N
§05Q+17j5q,j—1>‘q)‘q4'1£ .

5.2 Estimates on w, and w,

In the estimates above whether a time was in a non-overlapping or over-
lapping region played no role. In the two lemmata below this distinction
will play an important role, in particular we obtain better estimates on the
non-overlapping regions than on the overlapping ones.

Lemma 5.3. Assume t € supp (xc) and set

Ja(0rg(s)) ift € He
j =< min{jg(ay(c)), jg(ag(s + 1))} ift € K
min{jq(aq(<)), Jq(ag(s — 1))} ifte Koy .

Then we have

[we(t)llv < é5q+2,j+15;:{2,j)\é\;_1€0 (128)
lwo(t) | < o2 AN, (129)
A tallvgrr (®)ll2 + A lvgra (011 + llwga (B)llo < Ma;{il,j (130)
A2 pari @)z + At pgr1 @l + (g1 — po)(B)]lo < M?6g415, (131)

where C' is a constant which depends only on N.
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Proof. Let t € supp (xc). We then have
wol, 1) = D xs(8)ans (&, )b (e
k 5

—I—ng Yape (2, 8)pper (22, t)era+1k® (132)
Ek

¥
where

e ¢/ =¢+1incasete K

e /=¢—1lincasete K._1;

e the second sum is in fact absent in case t € H..

In particular j < j,(a(<)), js(a(s)) and, by (I06), we easily conclude from
Lemma [5.1] that

~ 1
lake ()llo + | Lk (B)llo + llars@)llo + [ Lis (D) llo < C5qf1,j (133)
lare (D)]IN + [Jar (t)|In < C5qf1]>\ N for N> 1 (134)
ke (D)l + | Lic()|v < 8.2 ;67N for N> 1 (135)
ke ) lv + lon ) Iv < Ce™N  for N > 1, (136)

where C is a constant which depends only on N.

Therefore, for each summand in (I32]) we have

IS < Coiy ANy + CO.J2 AN 4+ C8f2y N < Cof2 AN
where we used A\, < £~* < \,41 and the constant C' depends only on N.

Observe that the number of summands in ([I32]) is at most |A.| + |A,|, a
number depending on Lemmaﬁ B3 which is applied with N = 2. Therefore,
imposing M > 4(|Ac| + |A,])C, we achieve

- M
Metillwo @2 + Az lwo(®)l1 + lwo(®) o < O+ - (137)
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The estimate ([I28)) follows from entirely analogous arguments. Indeed
we(zx, s)
Z Xq(s ( vakg — ap (DD, — Id)k) X W(bkg(x’ S)Qikqﬂkw
4

+ Z Xg ( Vakgr — Q¢! (DCI) Id)k) X W(bkg, (.Z', S)ei)\q+1k-x

and arguing as above we conclude (using also Lemma [3.12])

=1
IS0 v <8/ MM + Cllat) v D2 () — Tl
+ Cla(t) o DE(t) ~ 1]y + Clla(®)lo]l D2 ~ 1d]o[¢]} v

<CO2 AN+ OME ) ATE (AN 07N 4 AN)

/2 )‘q —w
<G82 AN, (E + M)\qH)
—1/s

I _
< Coppagirdy AN (138)

where in the last inequality we have assumed A" > M. This proves (I28).
Thus, assuming Ag is chosen sufficiently large, we obviously have

- M a1
Metillwe(®)llz + Azt lwe @)l + [lwe(®) o < 1 —ol

Next observe that vgy1 — v = wg+1 = we + w, and thus using (G3))

A llvgrr ()2 + A lvgra ()1 + lloger — vg(®)lo

)\q 1/2 M 1/2
M 0601 T g 0
On the other hand, by (10,
)\q 1/2 1/2 —w
A +15q G-1s = Ogr15% 11

and so, having Ao sufficiently large ensures (I30).
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Next, using (I04]), we easily achieve

o) = pa(®lo <3 o) + o] ( Gle(ol + Zlhwstol

2
+ 3 llwgr1(®)llollv — ve(t)l]

1/2
M?64415 | MP6q1; | 2MOS0 o ap
=73 16 T3 Moy Al
3M2 — 2 1/2 1/2 —w
SW(S[]_HJ +CM 5q+1,j5q,(j—1)+>\q+1 R (139)

where the constant C is universal. Thus, again assuming \g is large enough
compared to M, we conclude

2

M
||pq+1(t) - pq(t)HO < ?5q+1,j :

The analogous estimates for A;lequ(t)Hl + )\q_lequ(t)Hg are left to the
reader. O

5.3 Estimates on D;w, and D;w,

Finally we list material derivative estimates of the principal perturbation
w, and the corrector w.

Lemma 5.4. Assume t € supp (x<) and set

Ja (0 (<)) if t € Hq
J =4 min{jg(ag(c)), jg(ag(s +1))} ift € K
min{jg(ag(e)solagls — 1))} ifte Koy .
Ift € Hc then
|Dswo(t) I+ [ Dewe(®ll < O8 88 AN (140)

If instead t belongs to K._1 U K, then

q+1,i

Do)y + 1Dl < CEL 508 20 aa)

In both cases the constant C depends only on N and M.
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Proof. First assume t belongs to the non-overlapping region. We observe
that, under such assumption, we have x.(f) = 1 and x(t) = 0 for any
¢’ # ¢. Therefore

wy(z,t) Zwkg (x,t) Zak< (z,t)ePat1hPs(@h)

and we have
tho X, t Z Dtakg T t) iAg+1k- Do (1) Z Dtakg(ﬂl‘, t)(bkgei)\tkrlkm )
k k
We thus can estimate

IDswo(t)lln <Y [laks (B)lloAgh
k

+ CZ (IDearc()lx + [ Drarc()llo (Agha + llows()ll))

1/2 1/2 — 1-N
<Cqu+lj aJ— 1A <>‘q+1+£ +M)‘q+1£ )

1/2 1/2
<COi 0051 g s
where we have used the estimates (II5) and (I20)). Next, consider that

wII—‘rl €T, t Zch 33 t)ﬁbkc(x t) ZAQHIHE
k

and thus '
Diwgy1 = Z Dy Ly (2, t)ppe (, t)erat1kT
k

We can argue as above and use this time ([I22]) for D; L. (which amounts
to the same estimate used for Diak) to conclude

1 1
lwgs1 (D)l < 851 0,2 AAY,

Since we = wgy1 — Wy, (I40) follows.

Now assume t belongs to the overlapping region. In this case there are
two functions in the partition of unity which are not vanishing, namely the
functions y. itself and another one, y where either ¢ =¢—1or ¢ =¢+1.
More precisely

wo(x, 1) = Z Xe (ke (2, 1) P (1, E)e Dot 15

+Zx< Jan () pr (@, )1
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Moreover, x¢ and x., do not vanish. So, this time we have
Dyw,(x,t) = Z X () age (2, t) e (, 1) Pt 1R
" ZX§ Yo (2, 8) P (x, t)e At E T
- Z Xe(t) Dty () e (x, t)e Mo+ H

+ZX§ Dtakg x S)gbkg (g; t) 2)\q+1kvm‘

Now, arguing as in Lemma [5.4l we know that j = min{j,(a()), jq(aq(s"))}
We can therefore conclude

lans(®)llo + llare W)lo < C824 ;
laks®)lln + llare (Bl < O3, 287N N =1

1 1 _
IDeaxc(®)lly + [ Deane (1)l < O3y 1002 g™

Thus, applying the same arguments as in the case of t € H., we conclude

1Dawo(®)llr < 08, M (85120 + (0] + X 0)])
Next observe that
o [X.()] =IxL(t)| < CIK|™! when t € K
o XLt =IXL(t)] < C|K. 1|7 when t € K.
However, according to our choice,

’K ’ _ qu-l-lz
Hg+1,i

where i = min{j,(a4(s)), jq(aq(s + 1))} = j and, similarly,

K] = 22
Hg+1,i

where i = min{jg(aq(c — 1)), jg(aq(<))} = J.
Thus,

! ! Hq+1,
[Dewo(t) v < C‘Sqflj ‘]I\Q'l <6q/y2 1Ag F ?7q J) .
q+1,j
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Observe however that by ([10) and (IIIl) we have J, 2N\, < Batli

q,j—174 — Ng+1,5
We thus conclude

1 Hg+1j \—N
1Dgws (t) || < €87, PN
77q+1

)

We can use the same argument on

Dywgi1(x,t) ng ) Lo (0, 1) e (1, t) Mt
+ZX< )Lt (0, 8) s (w0, t)e a1 he
™ Z Xo (£) Dt Ly (2, 1) g (, ) e Aot Eee

+Z><< ) Dy Lo (2, 8) g (3, E) ot 157

Using the estimates

1 _
ke @)l + 1 ke )l < €85 07N

1 1 —
IDLg ()l + DL ()| < 82, 165 10

we achieve the very same estimate

2 Hgtl,
D@l < €l LERIAN,

,

Since we = wg41 — W,, this concludes the proof of (I4I).

O

6 Proof of Proposition 2.1 Reynolds stress esti-

mates

In order to complete the proof of Proposition [Z1] it remains to estimate the

new Reynolds stress I-OBqH.

Proposition 6.1. Assume t € supp (xc) and set

Ja(ag(s)) ift € He
i = min{js(aq(<)), je(aqg(s + 1))} ift € K
min{jq (g (<)), Jg(ag(s — 1))} ifte Koy .
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Ifte K1 UK, namely t € VO(QH), then

/\2 IRgi1()ll2 < Cogra0X, 58 (142)
a+1

1D Rgsa ()0 < Cogra0d,iy 107", (143)

, 1 .
[ Rgv1(t)llo + )\—HRqul(t)Hl +
g+1

where the constant C' depends only on M. In particular, if Ao is sufficiently
large depending only on €y and M, then

A4 Byt ()2 + Aty | Bor 011+ 1 Rgr (Dllo < Sgaz0.  (144)
1D + vg11 - V) Ry()lo < 012.00,51 1 Ag41 (145)

(which, given our definition of 6, correspond to (22))-23]) at step ¢ +1).

Ift € H., namely t € Vfﬂl, then we have

, 1 .
[ Rg+1 ()]0 + —HRq+1(t)H1 + [Rgs1(t)ll2 < CogyniriAy  (146)

N2
)\‘H-l

1D Rgya (#)]lo < Cograinad,fy 7" (147)

where the constant C' depends only on M. In particular, if Ao is sufficiently
large depending only on €y and M, then

ARy + 1O AL I R (811 + | Rgsr () llo < Ggrziit » (148)
© 1
10 + vgr1 - V) Rgs1(B)llo < dgp.i418,51 Agi (149)

(which, given our definition of the map jq41, correspond to (D)-(A8)) for the
step g+ 1).

6.1 Preliminaries

The proof will follow closely the arguments given in [2] to prove Proposition
5.1 therein. A first important remark is that the estimates of Proposition
BI0, Lemma B.I1l Lemma B.I2, Lemma B.14] Lemma 5.1 and Lemma
can all be used for the analogous various quantities appearing in our com-
putations below with ¢ in place of j. The reason is that ¢ < j and thus the
corresponding right hand sides can only become larger when we replace j
with ¢. The estimates of Lemma and Lemma [5.4] can also be applied,
this time because the index j appearing in them equals the index i defined
above.
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First we show the estimates (I45]) and (I49)) follow as a consequence of
([I43) and (I47). Note the decomposition

Ot +vg41 -V =Dy +wgq1 -V + (vg —vg*1y) - V.

We thus estimate

o

1(0¢ 4+ vg41 - V) Rgr1(t)]o
<D Rys1(t)llo + (lwgr1 () llo + Cllvg (D)1 )] Rg1 () |l1

o 1 o
<[IDeRgr1(t)llo + C8./;_ Agll Ras1 ()] (150)
Since 5;/ g < 5;/ Agr1 < 5;/ > Agi1 and (71 = )\;jjo we conclude (I49])

and ([45) from ([I43) and (I47) respectively, provided )¢ is chosen large
enough.

In order to derive (I42), (I43]),([I4G) and (I47), we will make heavy use

of the parameter orderings stated in Section 4l For the particular estimates
([I42) and (I43), we will require one additional ordering which is stated in
the lemma below.

Lemma 6.2. Forgq satisfying (B9), depending only upon b, B~ and By, then

52
- i Ha+1,i
28y g\ 20 > —atli Matli 151
q+2,0g+1 )\q+1 N1 ( )

Proof. First observe that

52
log L) = (b~ 1) — b0
Agr1 (nq—l—l,i ( ) 0
i.e. it is independent of . By (I07) it then suffices to prove (I5I) when
i = 0. Noting by definition 254120 > )\q_fll’ﬁ % and taking logarithms, it is
sufficient to show:

b+1 b—1
—2bBy —2e0 > (b — 1)Boc — b8y + 7(1 —Bo) + T/Boo —1.
The latter inequality can be rewritten as
b—1 _ 202 —b—1 b—1
>
T 5% Bo + 3—5—Boo + 20,

which is equivalent to
(b~ 1)(1  3bBac — (20 + 1)) > dbeo,
which is implied by (59). O
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6.2 Estimates on R°.
By direct calculation we have
wgs1(t) + (ve - V)wgr1(t) + (wgtr - V)ve(t)
= Z Xg )Lk (t) + X (£) Dt L () + xo(Lis - V)W(t)) ek s

(k,s)

where we write
Qg () = (Xe(t) L (8) + X< () Dt Ligg () + X6 () (Lis - V)ve(t)) di(t) -
We now must distinguish two cases:

(O) In the overlapping case t € K._1 U K. we have

XL()] < cRatli (152)
TNg+1,i

(NO) In the non-overlapping case t € H¢ we have x/(t) = 0.
Case (O). Applying Lemmas [5.1] and [5.2] we obtain

Hg+1,i
[|€Q2%e ()1 N SC%HLI«(UHN

q+1,0

+ Dt Liee () |V + | Liec (O || v [[ve () |1+ | Lie () lo [ ve () | v 11
Ol (\\Lk<<t>\\o (T“ T et >|rl> n HDthg(t)Ho>

q+1,i
2, Hag+1,i 1/2
<Cs Lt <77q+1z +0,i-17q >
(IO & ([TET)
< Clgpao gy N1 (153)

Case (NO). Similar computations yield

12Ol v <CIDe L) |3 + [ L (W) v [[ve@ I + 1 Las (B)llollve ()l N1
)

+ Cllors (Dl (1Las (B lollve (@)l + 1Dt Lic (#)lo)
st

<C§;{i125;/z 1\ N < Cdg+o, H—l)‘q_ile_N ! (154)
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By (206) we get the estimates analogous to (I53) and (I54]) where N is
replaced by any positive real number.
We can now estimate

IR ()10 < Z R (st
[1R(1)]l2 <)\2+1 Z HR (Qk Z>\q+1/"€'9£)
g S (o)

+ Z HR <D29k (tyeieiie)

k,s

L

L

-

Recalling that £~! < \,41, we can now apply Lemma [Edl with o = gy and
some m (to be chosen in a moment) to conclude

_ I\
AAIR O + IR0l < Craonit (142 (5—) )
q

I\
AR + IR0 < Craininggt (140 (5 ) )
q

respectively in the overlapping and non-overlapping case. Recalling (GI]) it
suffices to choose mey > 1 to conclude that )\q_leRO(t)Hg + |R°(t)||o can be
bounded by the right hand sides of (I42)) and (I4G)) in the corresponding

regions of time.

6.3 Estimates on D,R".
Again, by a direct calculation we have

Dy (Oywgs1 + v - Vwgr + wes1 - Vug) = Z Dt(qS,;ngkg)ek@c

(kys)
= Z Qe Rar1he
(kys)
where

£) = 3 (X Lee + X, (8) (2Dt L () + (Lie - V)ue(t))

(ky5)
() (D Lis(t) + (DeLi - V)velt) + (Lis - V) Dyl

— ((Lke - V)ue) - Vue(t)) ) dn (8) (155)
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As above we distinguish the two cases (O) and (NO).
Case (O). In addition to (I52]) we need

N\N2@m® 52 A :
|X/§,(t)| < C <:uq+1,z> < C q+1,—1 q+1Mq+1,i ) (156)
Ng+1,i Ng+1,i

Applying the product rule ([205]) we obtain
19 )|V
2
Hq+1,i
<0 (B2 ) (il + [ Easlolons )

77q+1,i

Hg+1,i
+C —nq; : (HDthc(t)HN + | Dt Lies (W) lo | x| N + [ Lis ()| 3 [[ve ()[4
q 7Z

+ || Licllol|vell N1 + ||Lk<(7f)||0\|vé(t)\|1||¢k<(7f)||N>
+ CIDZ Lie (1) |5 + [1D7 Liws (t) 10| fe | v
Iy
+ (IDeLis @) | 3 [loe(@) 1y + 1D L (8) [Jol|ve (8[| 541

Iz

+ [ DeLisc (8) o |ve ()11 | o1 (8) | )
I3

+ Ol L@ In lve @I + 1L llollvellnlloellvs1 + 1 Lws llollvel Flldns v -
Iy

(157)

Using Lemmas [5.1] and 5.2 we then get

LA I+ Iy 4 Iy <C6136.7 AAgir N +C6%, 6411 \207N

q,i—1 q+2,i
(I
< Céq+17i+15;f1,i€_N_2 (158)
and thus
1/2 1/2
1) A ;

+1,—-19%41,iM\g+1Hq+1y 1 _N—

19,8l SO-ER= 0N 4 g0yl N2
(110D & [I51D
< OO (G0t N Mte K UK. (159)
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Case (NO). When t € H, then the terms multiplied by x” and x” vanish
identically in the expression of €’. We therefore can use the same estimates

of (I57) and (I58)) to conclude
4
1% Ol < "1 < Oz N2 vie H. (160)
i=1
Next, observe that we can write

DiR° = ([Dt,R] + RDt> (Oyw + vg - Vw 4+ w - Vuy)

:<[’Ug, RIV + RDt) (Orw + vp - Vw + w - V)

= > ([ RUT57) 4 idg [ - b, R] Qe+
(k<) A Ay
+ R(nge»\qﬂk-x)) ‘
A3
We can now apply Proposition [E.I]to A; and Ay with o = g¢: conclude
JAL®llo < CX e 1968)
T+ OXGC (e | e + [0t 120 ] 1520)
142(D)lo < CAZT e @) 11128 o
T+ OALE™ (o) 1520 |28 120 + 106 e VD))
Using ([I53) and choosing m such that (m+¢gg)ep > 14 g we then conclude

A1 ()]0 + ([ A2(®) o

' — E—l m-+eo
SCqu,/?i—1)+5q+2,o)\q)\qf{ (1 + )‘Zg:il < > >

Ag+1
m L B 5_1 m-+eo
< Céq{iléqﬂ-loe ! <1 + )\Z(_):il <E>
<C8 64s00t™" Ve K UK, (161)

and

A1 ()]0 + [l A2(t)]o

1/2 E_l mteo
§05q+1,i5‘1+27i+1£_1 (1 + AZ(_):il ()\—_1_1> >
q

<O Sqraipil™! Vte H.. (162)
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Next we apply Proposition [E1l to A3 with a@ = % and meg > 1. Using
([IX9)) we conclude

_ EN\™

q+1
gcag/jl,_laqw,()a;/jlvie—l Vte K. UK..  (163)
Using (I60)
1/2 -1 f E mn
143(®)llo <CO 41 i0g+2,i418™ {14 Agr | +— »
q
SO0 Sqrainl™" Vie H. (164)

Using (I55), (I61) and (I63) we conclude that || D;R°(t)|o is bounded by
the right hand side of (I43)) when t € K._; U K. Using (I55), ([I62)) and
(@64 we conclude that ||D;R°(t)|o is bounded by the right hand side of
(I47) when t € H.

6.4 Estimates on R!
We recall the argument from [2]. Using Lemma we have

div <wo®wo Zx )

g E Xng’diV <wk)§ ® wk’(’ — %Id) — I + II
(k,9), (K" ,s")
k+k'#£0

where, setting frcrer = XcXo' Uhchre PrcPrrer

_[ —= Z (Bk ® Bk/ — %(Bk . Bk’)Id) vfk{k’glei)\q+1(k+kl)'x

(kys),(K',s")
k-+k'£0

17 :Z’AQ—H Z fkgk’g’ (Bk ® B — %(Bk . Bk/)Id) (k’ + k’/)ei)‘q+1(k+k’)'$

(ky5),(K',s")
k+k/£0

Concerning 11, recall that the summation is over all ¢ and all k € A® if ¢ is
even and all k € A° if ¢ is odd. Furthermore, both A®, A° C AS? NZ3 satisfy
the conditions of Lemma Therefore we may symmetrize the summand
in II in k and &’. On the other hand, recall from Lemma that

(Br ® By + By ® Bg)(k + k') = (By, - Byy)(k + k).

48



From this we deduce that I = 0. We thus have the decomposition

2
div (wO@wO_ZX?Rg . ’w;‘ Id) =

l
- Z (Bk ® Bk’ - %(Bk . Bk/)Id) ka§k§,ei>‘q+1(k+k')-m ]

(k,6),(K',")
k-+h/£0
From the product rule (205]), Lemma B and (II0) we have
[ frekor |y < Cogpaimdgigt™ YN >1 (165)

in both the overlapping and non-overlapping regions (note that i changes
in the two regions, though, so to bound the “worst” term between ai. and
agrcr). Applying Proposition [E.I)ii) with o = g9 and meg > 1 we achieve

- - I\
AR O + 1ROl <Coprniiig (14000 (5—) )
q

o
<Cogt2,i+1A 41

in both the overlapping and non-overlapping regions.

6.5 Estimates on D,R!

As we did for the estimate for D;R°, we make use of the identity D;R =
[ve, R]V 4+ R Dy in order to write

DtRl = Z <[U€7R] (VUk(k’g’qu“(k—i_k/)'x)

(k,0), (K1)
k+k/#0 T

+ Z./\q+1[W ’ (k + k/), R] <Uk<k’<’ ei)\qﬂ(k—i_k,).x)

1>

+R (U,;<k,<,e“q+1<’“+’“’>“) ) , (166)

T5

where we have set Ugeprer = (Bi @ By — %(Bk - Bp)Id) V frewe and

2 ) ,
Dtdiv (wo & Wo — E X?Rg — |w;| Id) = E Ullfgk/</el>\q+1(k+k ):E
L (), (k' ")
k+k'#£0
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Clearly we can use (I63]) to estimate

1Ukerrer (N < | frerer N1 < COqyaipaAg g ™1, (167)

where such estimate is valid in both the overlapping and non-overlapping
regions.
In order to estimate U ,’“k,g,, we note the identity

V freprer €21 EHRDT — 3 (@ Vape + apo Vag,) ePart BEFkSo)
+ 1A g1 X X/ Qs Uk ((D<I>g —Id)k + (D®y — Id)k’) ehar1 (k- Btk D 1)
= ]/C’gk,deiAq+1(k-<I><+k’-<1>§,)

Thus we conclude

Ukt (t) = O (t) b1 (8) DUy s (1) (168)

and

DtUI/flgk’g’ (t) = (Xch), (akcvak’c’ + ak’g’vakc)

Zl
kck!c!
+ i1 (X Xe) arsarrg (D — 1)k + (DO — Id)K')
22
kek!<!

+ XcXc’Dt (akgvak’g/ + ak@/Vakg)

3
Ek;‘k’;"

+ i)‘q+1X§X§’Dt(ak<ak’§’) ((D(I)c —Id)k + (D®y — Id)k/)

Z: k<!
+ Z’)\q+1x<x</ak§ak1</ (Dth)gk‘ + Dth)glk,’,) . (169)

5
Ekgk’g’

Case (NO). When t € H., X! = %2 = 0. As for the remaining terms,
we got the following estimates (and observe that they hold for both the
non-overlapping and the overlapping case!). First, recall that

DiVay. = VDsap. — Dvl Vay, .
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Therefore we can use Lemma [5.1] and Lemma to bound
”E%gk’g’(t)”N
<C| Draks(t) || larre ()1 + Cl| Deags () [lollare ()] N41
+ C||Dragrer (W) Nllars(@)][1 + Cl|Diagrer (t) ol ars (B N+1
+ Cllags ()| v | Deare ()11 + Cllags(®) ol Drarre (8) || n+1
+ Cllage ()| v Deare(t) |1 + Cllag llol| Deare(t) | N+1
+ Cl[Dve(t) || v (lars @) lollare @)1 + llars () ll1llare (#)]lo)
+ ClIDvg(t) o (lare () llollanre ()| v41 + llare (&) 5 lawe ()1
+ lawe (®)lollars ()| n+1 + llawe )] 5 lar (£)]1)
(hn10)
< OS2 bgrzinn N2 (170)
Similarly we can use Lemma B.12] Lemma 5] and Lemma to bound
Hzigk’g’(t)HN
<oA% (IDdareaie) O + 1 Difarane) D))

SC}\;H<HDtak<(t)|!o\\ak'<'(t)|!N + | Drars ()| v lare ()l
+ | Deagrer (t)llollars (8) ]| 5 + HDtak’c’(t)HNHakc(t)HO)

+ CN N (| Daaree (1) lolag (Dllo + 1| Deae (1) lollaper ()l

(o
SONT@UN6 130 Ny < OO barziial N2 (171)

Next, we use Lemma and Lemma [5.1] to bound
ISk N <Agr16g11i (1 DeD®| v + (| D DOy || )
+ Agt10441,:0 N (| DeD®lo + | D DD |lo)

m
ALVNY T O S N (172)

1/2
§C5q+1,i5 q+1 q+1,i%q

q,i—1

So we finally reach

1 —N—
=R krer N+ krrer ()3 H S gprer (8) v §C5qf17,~5q+2,i+1€ V=2 (13)

which is valid for times in both the overlapping and non-overlapping regions.
Thus, for the non-overlapping region we conclude

1 _N_— 1 _
Uk ()| §C5qfl,i5q+2,i+1f N 2+5q{i1,i5¢I+2,i+1£ N e () rrr (£) |

mm
< C87) Ogrziirt N2 Vte H..  (174)
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Case (O). We use (I52) and Lemma [5.I] to bound

Hg+1,i
Shersr (D)1 v §C%(Hakc(t)||N||ak’<’(t)||1 + llare (®)llollare (8) | v+
q 77‘

+ llans (Ol v+ lare (£)]o + ||ak<(t)||1||akf<f(t)||zv)

<olatlis g™ (175)
Ng+1,i
(I=D)
< 08 Ogr20r A ig N (176)
)
< OO/ g0l N2 (177)

Similarly we use Lemma [B.12] Lemma [5.1] and (I52]) to get

N3

—wMqg+1,i _
157 e (D)lIv SCATY nq ; = (lare (B)arre (W) n + €N [lare (t)awe (t)]o)
q

<obatlis vy (178)
Ng+1,i
< Oq41.00g12i010 V72
< Cbgi1,00g42,i+1 (179)
o, e
< C8.12) oFqrant N2, (180)

Since ([I73) is valid for t € K._; U K, we conclude
1 —_N—
DU oo ()l SCO 042,002, (181)
where we used (I06]). Thus, we finally reach

Ut e ()l SO/ o020t N2 Wte Ko UK. (182)

We can now apply Proposition [E.1] to the terms T} and T% in (I66]) and
Proposition [EJl to the term in 73. In both cases we apply them with a = &g
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and m large enough. For t € H. we then get:

1™
DR Ol <C8 sy Bprnseir 0 (143551 () )
q

N
+ OO0 dqraii MM <1+A;0++11 (A—> >

q+1
1/2 é_l m
+ Co,4 1 i0q+2,i410 <1 + Ag+1 <ﬁ> >
@:EII) N
< C8/2 Bgrzinnl ! (1 + Ag+1 <>\ ) )
q+1
<COJ2 iBgrainl (183)

under the assumption that meg > 1 + gg. Clearly the right hand side of

([I83) is bounded by the right hand side of ([I47]).
As for t € Kc_1 U K, we instead get

I\
DR ()l gcaé{? R TERIED Y e <1_|_)\Z(3'_—ii1 <)\—+1> )
q

I\
+ Caq/(z 1)+ Oq+2,i+1Aq )‘q+1 <1 +)‘Z(ﬁl <—> >

Agt1
1/2 _ f_l m
+05q+1 05q+2 ol <1+ <E> >

D gt 5 184
= q+1,0%¢+2,0 ( )

The right hand side in ([I84]) is obviously bounded by the right hand side of
([T43).
6.6 Estimates on R? and D,R?

Using Lemma [5.3] (II0) and product estimates we have

IR ®)llv < Cllwe(®)llnllwe®)lo + lwo(t)l|xv[lwe(t) o+
[[wo(£)[lollwe ()| v)

N—¢
< Cdg2,i+1 041"

In fact this estimate holds in both the overlapping and non-overlapping
region. By (I06]) the right hand side is bounded by both (I46]) and (I42]).
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Next, assume that ¢ € H.. Then with the Lemmas[5.3land 5.4 we achieve
ID:R* )|y < ClIDewe®)llg (lwo(®)llg + l[we(t)llg) + CllDywo(t)lloflwe(t) g

sy
< Coynid)i Ny < Cdgpain g™

q,i—1

The latter is obviously bounded by the right hand side of (I47).
Assume now t € K.y U K.. Again with the Lemmas and [£.4] we
achieve

DR (B)||; < C 1 Dewe(®)llg (lwo(®)lg + lwe()llo) + ClIDewo(t) lollwe(t) o

Hq+1,i CED —e0p—1
<C Og+1i < 6q{|—15q+2,0)\q—i%€ J
Ng+1,i

which is obviously less than the right hand side of (I43).

6.7 Estimates on R® and D,R?

Using again Lemma[5.T] and obvious estimates on the convolution we estab-
lish

(I -
1B @l < llw@)llollvg — vello < €851 6.1y Al < CoyrainiAy

(185)
and
IR () ]l2 <llw(t)ll2llvg — vello + lw(t)llollvg — vell2
1
SC‘Sqfl,iéq,(i—lh)‘q ()‘gﬂe + )‘Q)
(on10) B

<COL O ANl < Cogpa A5 (186)
Thus we conclude

AR @2 + IRP ()]0 < Cograirirgss - (187)

Again by (I06) the latter is bounded by both the right hand sides of (I4G)
and (I42).

Next we estimate

ID:R?(t)|lo < |lvg — vellol| Dewllo + || Dyvg — Dyvellollwllo (188)
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For t € H. we have

s
Ml8) 0)E Ny < OO Sqr2.it1ly

1/2
5109 g+1,i0g,i-1 g+1,i0

q,i—1

For t € K._1 U K. we instead have

i
Sy <O At6)f2 L T O 5 oA

q q+1,i q,i—179

Mg+1,i
Concerning Sy, we first write
1Dvg — Dyvgllo < (v - V)vg = (vg - Vog)llo
Sa21
+ [|div (vg ® vg) * ¥p — div (v ® ve)lo
S22

(189)

(190)

+ [[(Orvg + (vg - V)vg) — (Orvg + (vg - V)vg) * lfo -

Sa3

We subsequently estimate
Sa1 < [lve — vgllollvglli < Cdy-1 3¢
and, using Proposition [C.1]
Sz < Cllug|[il < Cgi—1 X2
As for So3 we first observe that
Saz < Cl||0pvg + div (vg ® vg)]|1 -

We then use the equation ([l to achieve

1D (Bvq + div (vg @ v)) |1 <Cllpgllz + C|Rylls < Cdgi1X; -

Summarizing we conclude
2
||Dt’Uq — Dt’UgH(] § C(Sq,i_l)\lf.

Thus, we finally conclude
o
Sy SCOqi 1 A20,0 ;< OO Sqvnivrl™".
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We then use (I89]) and ([I96]) to achieve
IDE D)l < OOy Basnint™ vie Ho, o (197)
whereas we use (I90) and (I96)) to conclude
IDR3 (1)l < C82 ) ibgszie1l ™ + C8./7 1 8qr000glAq1 Yt € Kooy U(Kg.)
198

By (d06]) the first summand in the right hand side of (I98]) is bounded by
the right hand side of (I43]). As for the second summand, we use (II0) and

(I06) to bound

1/2
6q,i—1

(as)

o
Alhgi1 < 002 AL2e00N =62 07t < 6

-1
q+1,i7q+1 q+1,i q+17—1€ ’

6.8 Estimates on R* and D,R*

By Lemma B.14] we have

. . (o) _
IR < [|Ro(t) = Ry(t)llo < Coyr1 Al < Coyroiri A5

On the other hand, using also (7)), we can estimate

VIR D2 <2 (IRl + 120

VD W
< Og+1,i ( T+ q—) < Og+1,iAgL

Agrt A
(1810) .
< Cdgr2i+1A, 4] (199)
Finally we can use (I8]) and Lemma [3.14] to conclude
(T
IDeR (1) o <COqiridy)i\Ng < COL bguzivtl " (200)

As in the previous steps we use ([I00) to conclude the proof.

7 Proof of Theorem

7.1 Choice of global parameters
Without loss of generality we assume ¢ < % We start by choosing our
parameters in order to satisfy the hypothesis of Proposition 211 First choose

Bso and B_71 such that

(201)



and
€

Bt = o (202)
By definition, we have b8y = f_1 + (b — 1) and hence we have
3 4(b—-1
80 + o) = 1~ (B + 1) — 46— D > o — 202D
and
b—1
58 — 308y — b = 56— 361 — 30— 1) —b— oS4 31 By

3 2 16 2
Hence choosing b > 1 (depending on ¢) close enough to 1 we obtain (26])

and (27]).

7.2 The initial triple (vo, po, ]%0)

We now define the initial triple which will begin the iteration scheme. Our
proof follows closely the construction provided in [I]

First let vy : R — R be a smooth non-negative function, compactly
supported on the interval [3/8,5/8] and identically equal to 1 on [—7/16,9/16].
The initial velocity vg is then defined to be the divergence-free vector field

wo(t, ) = Ay P () (cos(Mo3), sin(Aoas), 0),

where here we use the notation x = (x1, z2,23). The initial pressure py will
be set to be identically zero. Then if we define

] 0 0 sin(Aox3)
Ry = )\650_11/{)@) 0 0 —cos(Aoz3) | ,
sin(Agx3) — cos(Noz3) 0

we obtain from a direct calculation
0o + div (vg ® vg) + Vpo = div RQ.

Hence the triple (v, po, ]%0) is a solution to the Euler-Reynolds system (&).
Next, we set I, = [0,3/8], 1.7 = [3/s,5/s], I.) = [5/s,1], N(0) = 1 and
Jo(0) = jo(1) = jo(2) = 0. We check that, upon choosing A¢ sufficiently
large, all the requirements in Section and [2.4] hold.

First, (I3]) is obvious. Next, since the smallest of the three intervals,

Ifo), has length 1, (II)) becomes

1 —(1=Bo)(b+1) /2-bBoc (b—1)/2
- >
16 — Ao

9
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and since the exponent in the latter power is negative, it just suffices to
choose A sufficiently large. Observe next that Vi) = [2, 2] and thus (I4) is
equivalent to

L 1-b(Boc—Bote/s)

15 o

Since

5 5/1 1
— — — ) >]1 =1 = —
1 b(ﬁoo ﬁo+4>_1 4<3+4>>0,

again (I4]) is satisfied provided Ag is sufficiently large. This concludes the
verification of the conditions in Section 2.3]

We next come to the conditions required in Section [Z4l First observe
that, since Vj0 = () for j > 0, these requirements amounts to:

(a) The estimates (&), (I6]), (I7) and ([I8) with ¢ = 0 and j = 0, which
thus are equivalent to (20)), 2I), 22]) and 23] (with ¢ = 0);

(b) The requirement (I9) with ¢ = 0;

(¢) The estimates (24]) and (25]) with ¢ = 0.

(b) is obvious. Observe also that, since pg = 0, ([I6) and ([25) are also
trivially satisfied. Next observe that

lello + 25 ol + 252 [wll2 < 3357
Assuming, without loss of generality, that M > 3, (20) and (24]) are then
fullfilled.
It remains only to check (22]) and (23]). First observe that
[ Rollo + A5 1 Rolls + A5 %1 Rollz < €A ™"

where the constant depends only on the function vy. Thus ([22]) is satisfied
as soon
C)\O—Bo—l < )\1—250 _ )\0—250b

Since 1 + By — 26pb > 0, again this follows upon choosing Ay sufficiently
large. Finally,

10 + vo - V) Rollo < €A™,
where again the constant depends only upon . Thus, ([23) needs only

C< )\(1)—6714'50—21360 ]

It is again easy to see that the exponent

1 — -1+ Bo—2bBo

is positive, thus concluding the proof that the triple (vg, po, ]-020) satisfies all
the requirements to start the iteration the scheme.
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7.3 Convergence to a nontrivial solution to the Euler equa-
tions

We now apply Proposition 2] to obtain a sequence of triples (vq,pq,f%q).
From (25)-(I5) and interpolation we see that the sequence converges to
a pair (v,p) of continuous functions, with compact temporal support and
which solve the Euler equations (in fact we have v € C%0 and p € C2?%).
Moreover, using (I4)) and (7))

1
/[( 1/35dt<2/ wq(- 1/35dt
1—1 1
<Z/ e VI g )
S T

q=0 j=0
Z Z )\B] Boo+5/4 1/3 £— ﬁj 1
q+1

q=0 j=0
>0 1_ _

— oY g+ 1)ag P
q=0

<0 (g + DA <00 Y (g + DA,
q=0 q=0

where in the last line we have used [20I) and b < 2. The final sum is

obviously finite, since b > 1. An analogous calculation yields p € L%C’;/ 2
We only need to show that the solution is nontrivial. Fix then any
x € T3. Due to our estimates we have

[o(@, 1/2)| =|vo(x 1/2\—2\\1)1—% o > Ag™ - MZA fob (203)
=1 =1

However the constant M is only geometric, whereas 5y > 0 and b > 1 are
some fixed parameters. Thus choosing Ay sufficiently large we obviously get
lv(z,1/2)] > 0.
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A Holder spaces

In the following m = 0,1,2,..., a € (0,1), and g is a multi-index. We intro-
duce the usual (spatial) Holder norms as follows. First of all, the supremum
norm is denoted by || f|lo := suprso,1) |f|- We define the Hélder seminorms
as

[flm = max ID? fllo

[f]m—l—a = max sup ‘ f(x, ) . f(y, )’
|Bl=m wzty.¢ |z —y|

)

where D? are space derivatives only. The Holder norms are then given by

£l = > 1f
7=0
”f”m-I-a - Hme + [f]m—i-w

Moreover, we will write [f(t)]o and || f(t)||o when the time ¢ is fixed and the
norms are computed for the restriction of f to the t-time slice.
Recall the following elementary inequalities:

[fls < C(e"*[f]r +7*II o) (204)
forr>s>0,e>0, and
(£l < C([F1llgllo + I fllolg]) (205)

11
for any r > 0. From @04) with € = ||f||§[f]s ~ we obtain the standard
interpolation inequalities

[fls < ClIFIS T LAF - (206)

Next we collect two classical estimates on the Holder norms of compo-
sitions. These are also standard, for instance in applications of the Nash-
Moser iteration technique.

Proposition A.1. Let ¥ : Q = R and u : R™ — Q be two smooth functions,
with Q C RN, Then, for every m € N\ {0} there is a constant C (depending
only on m, N and n) such that
(W oul,, < CWL[IDullm-1 + Dl g™ [[elm) (207)
[ 0 ulyy < O Dt 1 + 1D [l (208)
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B Estimates for transport equations

In this section we recall some well known results regarding smooth solutions
of the transport equation:

{ 0tf+va=g,
f|t0:f07

where v = v(t,z) is a given smooth vector field. We denote the advective
derivative 0; + v - V by D;. We will consider solutions on the entire space
R3 and treat solutions on the torus simply as periodic solution in R3.

(209)

Proposition B.1. Assume t > tyg. Any solution f of [209) satisfies

1Ol < ollo + / lg(r)llo dr (210)
00 < Vo 4 [ gl dr,  (211)

and, more generally, for any N > 2 there exists a constant C' = Cy so that

[f(O)ln < ([fo]zv +C(t— to)[U]N[fO]l)eC’(t—to)[v}1+
+ /t =T ([Q(T)]N +(t— T)[U]N[Q(T)h) dr. (212)

Define ®(t,-) to be the inverse of the flur X of v starting at time to as the

identity (i.e. %X =v(X,t) and X (x,tg) = z). Under the same assumptions

as above:
1D (#) - 1d]|, < el —1, (213)
[®(t)]n < C(t — to)[v]yeCE N > 9, (214)

C Constantin-E-Titi commutator estimate

Finally, we recall the quadratic commutator estimate from [5] (cf. also with
[0, Lemma 1)):

Proposition C.1. Let f,g € C®°(T3 x T) and v a standard radial smooth
and compactly supported kernel. For any r > 0 we have the estimate

|7 < vog < w0 = () = v < c N llghh

where the constant C' depends only on .

61



D Schauder Estimates

We recall here the following consequences of the classical Schauder estimates
(cf. [I2] Proposition 5.1]).

Proposition D.1. For any « € (0,1) and any m € N there exists a constant
C(a,m) with the following properties. If ¢,v : T3 — R are the unique
solutions of

Ap=f Ay = div F

fo=0 fo=0
then

[0llmt2t+a < Clm, )| fllma and  [[¢llmiira < C(m, @)|[Fllma . (215)

Moreover we have the estimates

[R[[m+14a < C(m,a)||v]mta (216)

[R(div A)[[mta < C(m, a)||Allmta (217)

E Stationary phase lemma

We recall here the following simple facts. For completeness we include the
proof given in [12].

Proposition E.1. (i) Let k € Z3\ {0} and A\ > 1 be fized. For any a €
C>®(T3) and m € N we have

/ a(z)eMe d:z:‘ < m. (218)
T3 A

(ii) Let k € Z3\ {0} be fived. For a smooth vector field a € C>(T3;R3)
let F(z) := a(z)e™**. Then we have

C C C
IR(E)la < 3=z llallo + [alm + v lalmta; (219)

)\m—a

where C' = C(a,m).
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One further commutator estimate

Proposition F.1. Let k € Z3\ {0} be fized. For any smooth vector field
a € C®(T3R3) and any smooth function b, if we set F(x) := a(x)e™* we
then have

16, RIE)la < CX*Z[bll1llallo + CA*™™ (lallm-1+alBlli+a + llallallbllmra)

(220)

where C = C(a,m) and C is a universal constant.
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