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WILD SOLUTIONS OF THE NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS WHOSE SINGULAR SETS IN TIME
HAVE HAUSDORFF DIMENSION STRICTLY LESS THAN 1

TRISTAN BUCKMASTER, MARIA COLOMBO, AND VLAD VICOL

ABSTRACT. We prove non-uniqueness for a class of weak solutions to the Navier-Stokes equations which have bounded
kinetic energy, integrable vorticity, and are smooth outside a fractal set of singular times with Hausdorff dimension strictly
less than 1.

1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout this paper we consider the incompressible three dimensional Navier-Stokes equations:

Ow+div(veuv)+Vp—Av =0 (1.1a)

dive =0 (1.1b)

V|i=0 = vo (1.1¢)

posed on the torus T? = [—m, w]3. We consider solutions of zero mean, i.e. [; v(z,t)dz = 0 forall ¢ € [0, T]. The

notion of weak solution of (1.1) that we work with in this paper is that of a distributional solution, which has bounded
kinetic energy, and is strongly continuous in time:

Definition 1.1 (Weak solution). Given any zero mean initial datumvo € L2, we sayv € C°([0,T); L*(T?)) is a weak
solution of the Cauchy problem for the Navier-Stokes equations (1.3) if the vector field v(-, t) is weakly divergence-free
Sorallt € [0,T), has zero mean, and

T
/ vo - (-, 0)dx +/ / v-(Opp+ (v-V)p + Ap)dzdt =0
T3 o Jr3
holds for any test function ¢ € C§°(T? x [0,T)) such that (-, t) is divergence-free for all t.

In view of the C°([0, T"); L*(T?)) regularity, by [13] we have that the above defined weak solutions are also mild
or Oseen solutions (see also [30, Chapter 6]) of the Navier-Stokes equations. That is, for ¢ € [0,7T") we have

t
v(-,t) = ePug + / APy div (v(-,5) @ v(-, 5))ds . (1.2)
0
Here Py is the Helmholtz projector and e*2 f is the heat extension of f. Our main result of this paper is as follows.
Theorem 1.1 (Main result). There exists a 5 > 0 such that the following holds. For T > 0, let uM u? ¢
C([0,T); H3(T3)) be two strong solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations (1.1a)—(1.1b) on [0, T, with data u") (0, z)
and u® (0, x) of zero mean. There exists a weak solution v of the Cauchy problem to (1.1) on [0, T with initial datum
v]i—o = uM|,—o, which has the additional regularity
v e C7((0, T]; HP(T) nWHHE(T?)),
and such that
v=uV on [0,7/, and  v=u? on [2T/3,T].

Moreover, for every such v there exists a zero Lebesgue measure set of times X C (0, T with Hausdorff (in fact
box-counting) dimension less than 1 — (3, such that

v e C®(((0,T)\ 1) x T?).
In particular, the weak solution v is almost everywhere smooth.

The outline of the proof of Theorem 1.1 is given in Section 2, while the detailed estimates are done in Sections 3-5.
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Remark 1.2 (Non-uniqueness of weak solutions for strong initial datum). Theorem 1.1 immediately implies that
weak solutions of the Cauchy problem for the Navier-Stokes equation (1.1), cf. Definition 1.1, are not unique.

The cheap way to see this is to take any 7' > 0, u(!) = 0, and u(® to be any nontrivial mean-free solution of the
Navier-Stokes equation on [0, 7] (e.g. a shear flow). Then the weak solution v given by Theorem 1.1 is nontrivial on
[0, T, and thus 0 is not the only weak solution with 0 initial datum. Conversely, we note that taking u(!) to be any
nontrivial solution to the Navier-Stokes equation, and u(?) = 0, Theorem 1.1 gives a counterexample to backwards (in
time) uniqueness for weak solutions of (1.1), in the sense of Definition 1.1.

More generally, we emphasize that Theorem 1.1 proves the non-uniqueness of weak solutions to the Cauchy prob-
lem for the Navier-Stokes equation (1.1) for any strong initial datum. To see this, consider any vy € H? and take
T=c ||v0|\;1£, where ¢ > 0 is a sufficiently small universal constant (cf. Proposition 3.1). Then there exists a unique
solution (") € C°([0, T); H?) to the Cauchy problem (1.3) with datum vo. Moreover Hu(l)(T) ||L2 < |Jvo|| ;2. How-

ever, using Theorem 1.1 one can glue to this solution the shear flow u(?) (21, z, x3,t) = (Ae~!sin(z3),0,0). Then
if Ais chosen such that Ae~" > 2 |[vgl| .-, we have |[o(T)| 2 = ||[u® (T)]] . > llvoll > > |[|[u™(T)]| .. Therefore
v is a weak solution to (1.3) with datum vy, but v is not equal to the smooth solution ™ at time 7.

While for the above argument we have considered vy € H3, it is clear that Theorem 1.1 also implies the non-
uniqueness of weak solutions to the Cauchy problem for (1.1) for any initial datum for which one has unique local
in time solvability of (1.1) (examples include vy € H'/2 cf. [15], vy € L? with zero mean cf. [24]; vg € BMO~!
which is small and has zero mean cf. [26]; see [29] for further details). Indeed, for any such initial datum the unique
local in time solution u(!) is smooth in positive time, and hence for any ¢ > 0 we have u(!)(-,¢) € H3. We then
apply Theorem 1.1 on the time interval [e, T, rather than [0, T, in order to glue the strong solution to a shear flow
with kinetic energy which is either strictly larger, or strictly less at time 7.

1.1. Background. We make a few comments concerning different notions of solutions to the Navier-Stokes equation,
other than from those in Definition 1.1 (see [30] for a more detailed discussion). The weakest notion of solution to the
Cauchy problem for (1.1) is that of a very weak solution: these are distributional solutions of (1.1) which only lie in
CY . (0,T; L?), and are weakly divergence free. However, one typically proves the existence of solutions which are
stronger than this.

Indeed, for any L? initial datum vg, Leray [31] constructed a distributional solution v € C?_, (0,00; L?) N
L2(0,00; H'), and obeys the energy inequality [|v(t)]|7. + 2 fst [Vo(r)|[3. dr < |lu(s)|32 for ae. s > 0, and
all £ > s. See also the work of Hopf [18] on bounded domains. These are the Leray-Hopf weak solutions. One nice
feature of Leray-Hopf weak solutions is that they possess epochs of regularity, i.e. many time intervals on which they
are smooth. In fact, already Leray [31] made the observation that these weak solutions are almost everywhere in time
smooth, since the putative singular set of times Y has Hausdorff dimension < 1/2. This fact follows directly from
two ingredients: the fact that for vy € H' the maximal time of existence of a unique smooth solution is bounded from
below by ¢ ||vg ||;ﬁ, and a Vitali-type covering lemma which may be combined with the L? H} information provided
by the energy inequality. Scheffer [42] went further to prove that the !/2-dimensional Hausdorff measure of 3 is 0.
These results were strengthened to bounds on the box-counting dimension for 7, cf. [41, 27]. See [30, 40] for further
references.

Remark 1.3 (Weak solutions with partial regularity in time). We note that while the weak solutions constructed
in Theorem 1.1 are not Leray-Hopf, they give the first example of a mild/weak solution to the Navier-Stokes equation
whose singular set of times X C (0,77] is both nonempty, and has Hausdorff (in fact, box-counting) dimension
strictly less than 1. This is in contrast with the prior work [5], where Y1 has dimension 1. It is in an interesting
open problem to construct weak solutions to (1.1), in the sense of Definition 1.1, where the ! /2-dimensional Hausdorff
measure of the nonempty set of singular times is 0.

A fundamental step towards understanding the uniqueness and smoothness of weak solutions was to introduce the
concept of a suitable weak solution, by Scheffer [42] and Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg [6]. Suitable weak solutions
obey a localized in space-time version of the energy inequality, and they have partial regularity in space and time: the
putative singular set of points in space-time has 1-dimensional parabolic Hausdorff measure is 0. See the reviews [40,
30] for more recent extensions and further references.

The uniqueness of suitable weak solutions or of Leray-Hopf weak solutions is an outstanding open problem. The
weak-strong uniqueness result of Prodi-Serrin [39, 43] states that if there exists a weak/mild solution v € L{°L2 N
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L? H; N LY L2 of the Cauchy problem for (1.1), with 2/p+3/q < 1'and p < oo, and if u is a Leray-Hopf weak solution
with the same initial datum, then v = v. This is a conditional uniqueness result within the class of Leray-Hopf weak
solutions. Moreover, the solutions are smooth in positive time [28]. The LfoLg endpoint was established in [21].
Similar weak-strong uniqueness results hold within the class of mild solutions, except the ¢ = 3 endpoint which
requires continuity in time [13, 16, 34]. See [30, Chapter 12] for further references. A very interesting conjecture of
Jia-Sverdk [22, 23] essentially states that the Prodi-Serrin uniqueness criteria are sharp, and that the non-uniqueness of
Leray-Hopf weak solutions may already be expected in the regularity class L L3:°°. Compelling numerical evidence
in support of this conjecture was recently provided by Guillod-Sverik [17]. A related interesting open problem is to
establish the non-uniqueness of mild/weak solutions to (1.1) in the regularity class CY L4 N L7 H}, for any ¢ € [2, 3).
We conclude this subsection by revisiting the non-uniqueness result of Remark 1.2, for rough initial datum:

Remark 1.4 (Non-uniqueness of very weak solutions for any L? initial datum). If instead of the weak solutions of
Definition 1.1 we consider very weak solutions of (1.1), so they only lie in C’geak(o, T; L?), then Theorem 1.1 implies
that the non-uniqueness for the Cauchy problem holds for any L? initial datum of zero mean, within the class of very
weak solutions. Indeed, for any such datum, by the work of Leray there exists at least one very weak solution u to
the Cauchy problem for (1.1), which in fact is smooth most of the time. Pick any regular time ¢y > 0 of u, and let
vo = ulty) € H?3. We then apply the argument of Remark 1.2 on the time interval [to, to + T, with u(!) being the
unique local in time smooth solution of (1.1) with initial datum v at time ¢(. Note that by weak-strong uniqueness we
in fact have that the Leray solution u is equal to u") on [to, to + T]. In view of Theorem 1.1 we can construct a very
weak solution v which is equal to v on [0, tg + 7/3], and equal to a shear flow of our choice on [tg + 27/3,T]. This
solution v is smooth except for a set of times of Hausdorff dimension < 1, and is different from the Leray solution u.

1.2. The energy supercritical hyperdissipative Navier-Stokes equation. The proof of Theorem 1.1 uses essentially
that the kinetic energy space is supercritical with respect to the natural scaling invariance associated to (1.1). In fact,
the proof applies mutatis mutandis to the energy supercritical a-hyperdissipative Navier-Stokes equation

O +div(v®v)+ Vp+ (=A)% =0 (1.3a)
dive = 0 (1.3b)
’U|t:0 =10 . (13C)

Here we consider the energy supercritical regime o € [1,5/4). Indeed, (1.3) is invariant under the scaling map
v(z,t) = va(z,t) = A2 ty(Ar, A\29t), and the energy norm L°L?2 is invariant under this map for o = 5/a.
Definition 1.1, with Ay replaced by —(—A)¢, gives the notion of a weak solution for (1.3). Our result is:

Theorem 1.5 (The hyperdissipative problem). For o € [1,5/4) there exists § = §(a) > 0 such that Theorem 1.1,
and thus also Remark 1.2, holds with system (1.1) replaced by the more general system (1.3).

The system (1.3) was first considered by Lions in [32, 33] for « in the critical and subcritical regime o > 5/4. Lions
proved the existence and uniqueness of Leray-weak solutions, for any L? initial datum. These solutions are regular
in positive time. In [45] it was proven that slightly below the critical threshold o = 5/4 the existence of a globally
regular solution still holds when the right-hand side of the first equation in (1.3) is replaced by a logarithmically
supercritical operator. For o € [3/4,1) and (1,5/4) partial regularity results a la Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg were
established in [25, 44] and [8]. These works show the existence of a weak solution whose putative singular set (in
space-time) has (5 — 4«)-dimensional Hausdorff measure 0. In the opposite direction, the recent works [7, 12] prove
the non-uniqueness of Leray-weak solutions to (1.3) in the parameter ranges @ < 1/5, respectively o < 1/3. The
non-uniqueness of weak solutions in the sense of Definition 1.1 is also shown to hold for v < 1/2.

We note that very recently, by adapting the arguments in [5], Luo and Titi [35] demonstrated the non-uniqueness
of very weak solutions for (1.3) in the parameter range « € (1,5/2). When compared to [35] the weak solutions
constructed in this paper have the additional property that their set of singular times has Hausdorff dimension strictly
less than 1. Together, the uniqueness result [33], the non-uniqueness results of [35], and of this work, confirm the
well-posedness criticality of the exponent o = 5/4, within the class of weak solutions defined in Definition 1.1.

We give the proof of Theorem 1.5 for general values of o < 5/4. Theorem 1.1 follows by restricting to o = 1.

IThe LY LE norm, for 2/p + 3/¢ = 1, is invariant under the Navier-Stokes scaling map v(z, t) — vy (@, ) = Av(Az, A2t). Spaces that obey
these properties are called scaling critical spaces. Since the Leray-Hopf energy space L L2 N L2 H} obeys 2/00 +3/2 = 2/2 +3/6 = 3/2 > 1,
we may call the system (1.1) energy supercritical.
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2. OUTLINE OF THE PROOF

The proof of Theorem 1.5 proceeds via a convex integration scheme based on the scheme introduced in [5], which is
itself built on a long line of work initiated by De Lellis and Székelyhidi Jr. [10], culminating in the eventual resolution
of Onsager’s conjecture by Isett [19] (cf. [11, 2, 1, 3, 9, 4, 20]). Such a scheme is used to inductively define a sequence
of approximate solutions, converging to a weak solution of (1.3). The principal new idea of this paper is to create good
regions in time where the approximate solutions are strong solutions to (1.3) and are untouched in later inductive steps.
This is achieved by employing the method of gluing introduced by Isett [19] (cf. [4]). Taking the countable union
of the good regions over each inductive step, one forms a fractal set, whose complement has Hausdorff dimension
strictly less than 1. This is explained in detail in Section 2.1 and 2.2 below. The concept of good regions is partially
inspired by similar concepts introduced in [1] (cf. [3]). An additional novelty of the present work is the introduction
of intermittent jets which replace the intermittent Beltrami flows of [5] as the fundamental building blocks on which
the convex integration scheme in based (see Section 2.3 and 4.1).

o

2.1. Inductive estimates and main proposition. For every index ¢ € N we will construct a solution (vg, Ry) to the
Navier-Stokes-Reynolds system

Orvg + div (vg @ vg) + Vpg + (—A) %, = div éq (2.1a)
divo, =0, (2.1b)

where }0%,1 is a trace-free symmetric matrix. The pressure p, is normalized to have zero mean on T3 and is explicitly
given by the formula

pg = div A~ div (R, — vy ® vg) . (2.2)

Here we use the convention that for a 2 tensor S = (S% )? j—1 the divergence contracts on the second component, i.e.
(div S)* = 9,;5%. The summation convention on repeated indices is used throughout.
Fix a sufficiently large integer b = b(«a) > 0.2 Depending on this choice of b, fix a sufficiently small parameter
B = B(a,b) > 0. In particular, 8b < 1.
The size of the Reynolds stress R, will be measured in terms of a size parameter
g = AN 2.3)
where )\, is a frequency parameter defined by

Ay = a®)

where a > 1 is an large real number to be chosen later. Note that §; = )\f = aP? is large if a is sufficiently large.
For every ¢ > 0 we assume that 2, obeys the estimates

||
|

for some er > 0 to be chosen later, which depends only on the values of «, 3, and b. For the approximate velocity
field v,, we assume that it obeys the estimates

—&
prmsy S Ay g (2.42)

<A\ 2.4b
m3(rs) — 7 (2.4b)

gl 2 sy < 265 — 6, (2.52)
Vg | s gy < g - (2.5b)

These inductive estimates will ensure that the approximate solutions v, converge strongly in C°(0,T'; L?) to a weak
solution v of the Navier-Stokes equation (1.3).

Consider 7' > 0 and fix the parameter sequences {7, }4>0 and {U,},>1 defined in (2.7) and (2.8) below, which
obey the heuristic bounds

Dgp1 K 73 L Vg < 1. (2.6)

2For instance, it is sufficient to take b(5 — 4cr) > 1000, which verifies (4.43).
3For instance, it is sufficient to require that 2008b% < 5 — 4a. This verifies both (4.43) and (5.7).
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In particular, for ¢ > 1 we make the choices

Dg = A7, (2.7)
and
Tq = DA 1 = N s 2.8)
For the special case ¢ = 0 we set
T
T0 *— E .

For 9y we do not need to assign a value.
In order to ensure that the singular set of times has Hausdorff dimension strictly less than 1, at every ¢ > 0 we split
the interval [0, '] into a closed good set G'?) and an open bad set

B =1[0,7]\ g9
which obey the following properties:
() G =[0,7/3] U [2T/s, T].
(i) Gl c G forevery ¢ > 1.

(iii) B(? is a finite union of disjoint open intervals of length 5Tq.4
(iv) For ¢ > 1, the bad sets have measures which obey

10
B < B 2.9)
q
(v) The velocity fields obey
if teg) forsome ¢ <gq, then vg(t) = vy (). (2.10)
(vi) The residual Reynolds stress obeys
Ry(t)=0 forall te[0,7] suchthat dist(t,G?)<r,. 2.11)

Due to (2.11) and the parabolic regularization of the Navier-Stokes equation (cf. (3.4) below) we have that v, is a
C> smooth exact solution of the Navier-Stokes equation on G(@). In addition, (2.10) implies that v = v 0n G @\ {0},
and thus the limiting solution v is C° smooth on (G(@ \ {0}) x T3. This justifies that the singular set of times Y
obeys

Src (B9 (2.12)
q=0
It thus follows from (2.9) and the definitions of 7, and ¥, in (2.7) and (2.8) that
@ o 11 97 L — w5y
IB@| < |BO)] H <10°T ] A, < T10%~ e < T10%), : (2.13)
q'= q q’'=0

Here we have also used the definition of A4, and the fact that b > 2. To estimate the box-counting (Minkowski)
dimension of X7, we note that for every ¢ > 0, the set X7 is covered by 3 (4), which itself consists of disjoint intervals
of length 57,. Due to (2.13), the number of such intervals is at most

100, 0 (57,)"!
By (2.12), and the super-exponential growth of A\, we conclude that
log(T') + qlog(10) — % log (A\q) — log(574)

dimp ey (X7) < lim

q—00 —log (57)
552~ log (Ag—
_ 1 g 50 80
q—oo —log (14)
ERb ER
- <1-L<1. 2.14
86— 1)(7 + /s + Bb) 64 (2.14)

This implies that X7 also has box-counting dimension strictly less than 1.

4Observe that this condition is consistent with property (i) and the definition 79 = 7'/15.
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Proposition 2.1 (Main Iteration Proposition). There exists a sufficiently small parameter e = eg(a, b, 3) € (0,1)
and a sufficiently large parameter ag = ag(, b, B,er) > 1 such that for any a > ag satisfying the technical condition
(2.24), the following holds: Let (v, ]D{q) be a pair solving the Navier-Stokes-Reynolds system (2.1) in T3 x [0, T
satisfying the inductive estimates (2.4a)—(2.5b), and a corresponding set G with the properties (i)—(vi) listed above.
Then there exists a second pair (Vg41, }D%(Hl) solving (2.1) and a set Gt which satisfy (2.4a)—(2.5b) and (i)—(vi)
with q replaced by q + 1. In addition we have that

Vg1 = vgll o < 6,/%5 . 2.15)

o

2.2. Gluing stage. The first stage of proving Proposition 2.1 is to start from the approximate solution (vg, R,) which

obeys (2.4a)—(2.5b) and (2.11), and construct a new glued pair (7,4, R,), which solves (2.1), obeys bounds which are

the same as (2.4a)—(2.5b) up to a factor of 2, but which has the advantage that Rq =0on T3 x Blatl),
Specifically, the new velocity field v, is defined as

Tg(,t) = Zm(t)vi(% t),

where the 7; are certain cutoff functions with support in the intervals [¢;, t;4+1 + 74+1] (With ¢; = ¥4414) that form a
partition of unity (see (3.26) below), and the v; are exact solutions of the Navier-Stokes equation with initial datum
given by v;(t;—1) = Vg (t;—1). Due to parabolic regularization, these exact solutions v; are C°*° smooth in space and
time on the support of 7;, so that T, inherits this C*° regularity. This is in contrast to (v, }O%q), which is only assumed
to be H3 smooth. Trivially, in the regions where a cut-off 7); is identically 1, T, is an exact solution to (1.3).

Observe that property (2.11) ensures that v, is already an exact solution of (1.3) on a large subset of [0, T'], namely
the 7, neighborhood of G (@) In particular if ¢;_; and t; both lie within this neighborhood, then by uniqueness of the
Navier-Stokes equation in CY H2, we have v; = v; 1 = v, on the overlapping region supp 7;7;+1. Hence v, = v, is
an exact solution here. In order to single out overlapping regions where 7, is not necessarily an exact solution of (1.3)
we introduce the index set

C= {z € {1,...,ngs1}: there exists ¢ € [ti_1, i1 + Top1] with Ry(t) # o} . (2.16)
We then define

B(‘Z"'D — U (tz — 27—q+17 ti + 3Tq+1) . (217)
ieC Or i—1eC

By the discussion above, it will follow that T, is an exact solution on the complement of Bt namely Gle+1), We
prove in Section 3 below that the above defined good and bad sets at level g + 1 obey the postulated properties (i)—(iv).
In Section 3 we prove the following proposition:

Proposition 2.2. There exists a solution (T, }giq) of (2.1), such that

Ty =g on T x g9 (2.18)
and moreover the velocity field v, satisfies:
5]l = < 2604 — 632 (2.192)
10g]l s < 2 (2.19b)
_ 1
[0g — vgll L2 < 19q+1/\2 < Zéééﬁl (2.19¢)
_N v
10 DNOg|| oo (r/5 2155113y S Tyt Vs Mg S Tagt A (2.19d)

and the stress tensor R, satisfies:

R,(t) =0 forall tel[0,T] suchthar dist(t, G0V < 27, (2.20a)
Hﬁq S Tair0ari Ay 20qn S A 50 (2.20b)
e _N
|0V DVR,|| | S T A A S T YA (2.200)

forall M, N > 0.



2.3. Convex integration stage. In this step we start from the pair (7, éq), and construct a new pair (vg41, ]D%qﬂ)
with Z,41 obeying (2.11) at level ¢ + 1, and which obeys the bounds (2.4a)—(2.5b) at level ¢ + 1.

The perturbation wy1 := v4+1—0, will be constructed to correct for R,,. Moreover, w,+1 will be designed to have

support outside a 7,1 neighborhood of G (a+1) _ this ensures properties (v) and (vi) in Section 2.1 will be satisfied.

As in [5], the perturbation wq1 will consist of three parts: the principal part w((zi)l, the divergence corrector w((;zl,

(e)
and the temporal corrector w, ;.

The principal part w(p )1 will be constructed as a sum of intermittent jets W ¢) (defined in (4.4), Section 4.1). The use
of intermittent jets replaces the use of intermittent Beltrami waves in [5]. The principal difference of intermittent jets
from intermittent Beltrami waves is that their definition is in physical space rather than frequency space. Consequently,
intermittent jets are comparatively simpler to define and they can be designed to have disjoint support, mimicking the
advantageous support properties of Mikado flows, as introduced in [9]. We note that the intermittent variants of the
d — 1 dimensional Mikado flows found in [37, 36], lying in d-dimensional space, are insufficiently intermittent to
be used as building block for a 3-D Navier-Stokes convex integration scheme.’ Intermittent jets are inherently 3-
dimensional (in space), with the trade-off that they are time dependent. We note in passing that utilizing intermittent
jets, it is likely that the convex integration results [37, 38] on the transport equation may be improved.

In the definition of wéﬁ) 1» the intermittent jets W, will be weighted by functions a¢):

» _
wiy =3 ag W,
13

where ae) are constructed such that

div ( é’jr)l ® w((IJrl + R ) ~ —8t]P’H]P’¢0 Z ey W 5)| & | + (pressure gradient) + (high frequency error)

(2.21)
for some large parameter . As is typical in convex integration schemes, the high frequency error can be ignored since
its contribution to 2,41 can be bounded using the gain associated with solving the divergence equation. The temporal

(t) is then defined to be

corrector wq+1

1

t

o = ~Lewpa | St wiope .
3

where Py is the Helmholtz projection, and P is the projection onto functions with mean zero. That is, Py f =
f—V(A~tdiv f) and Psof = f — fy f. Hence we have

div ( z(zi)l & w((zi)l + éq) + 8tw((121 ~ (pressure gradient) + (high frequency error).

(e) (p) (e)

Finally, the divergence corrector w,; is designed such that div ( g1 T Wy +1) = 0, and hence the perturbation

c c t
widy = wf + i+l
is divergence free.
The intermittent jets will be defined to have support confined to ~ (¢, \,+1)® many cylinders of diameter ~ %

A
(p)
q+1

and length ~ i . In partlcular the support of w,’; has measure ~ /¢ Héz Using the heuristic that qu V1 H

should be roughly the size ’

(e )1 of the form

by the LP de-correlation result in Lemma 4.5 below, one would expect an L”

estimate on w

i, ~ el (222)

SFor Navier-Stokes in dimensions greater than 3, they are however applicable, as demonstrated in [36].
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Indeed we will prove estimate (2.22) for p = 2 and prove a slightly weaker estimate for 1 < p < 2 (see Proposition

4.4). Utilizing (2.22), one may heuristically estimate the contribution of (—A)® w(’jr)l to the new Reynolds stress ]D%qH

—1 () 1/2 2/ 1 1/ _1/2 2a—1
17 @, ~ ], ~ e

with p > 1 arbitrarily close to 1. Here we see the necessity of the 3-dimensionality of the intermittent jets.
In order to ensure that an identity of the form (2.21) holds, the cylinder supports of the intermittent jets will be
shifting at a speed £ A\gy1/t. Heuristically, one would then expect that in order to ensure that the contribution of

Btw((zi)l to }OEqul is small, one would need to impose an upper bound on the choice of x. One then needs to choose
1 carefully in order to balance different contributions to the Reynolds stress error. Explicitly, we will define the
parameters y, £, and £ by

)\21116“ 2001 _ 20a-—13
= ‘Ih , b =X " and L= . (2.23)

With these choices, we have
é” < 5 <L Ag+1

since o < 5/4. For technical reasons, we will require that \;11¢; € N. This may be achieved by assuming that

25—20

a7 €N, (2.24)

where we recall that we have previously assumed that b € N.

2.4. Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let u(!) and u(? be two zero mean solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations (with
different, zero-mean initial data), as in the statement of the theorem. Also, let b, 3, er, and a( be as in Proposition 2.1.
Letn: [0,T] — [0, 1] be a smooth cutoff function such that » = 1 on [0, 27/5] and n = 0 on [3T /5, T'.

Define

vo(a, 1) = n(t)ul (z,) + (1 = n(t))u® (z,1).
and
Ro=0m R —u?) —n1 — ) —u®)@w® —u?), (2.25)

where @b denotes the traceless part of the tensor a ® b, and R is a standard inverse divergence operator acting on
vector fields v which have zero mean on T? as

(Rv)F = (O, A7 0" + 9, A™ 1) — % (ke + 0O A™) div A~ v (2.26)

for k,£ € {1,2,3}. The above inverse divergence operator has the property that Rv(z) is a symmetric trace-free
matrix for each z € T3, and R is an right inverse of the div operator, i.e. div (Rv) = v. When v does not obey
f,ﬂ,B vdz = 0, we overload notation and denote Rv := R(v — f,ﬂ,B vdz). Note that that VR is a Calder6n-Zygmund
operator, and that R obeys the same elliptic regularity estimates as |V|~*.

Observe that the pair (vo, }020) obeys the Navier-Stokes-Reynolds system (2.1), for a suitable 0-mean pressure scalar
po which may be computed by solving a Poisson equation. Moreover, let ag, 5 and b be as in Proposition 2.1. Then
choosing a > ay sufficiently large, the pair (vp, }D%O) satisfies (2.4a)-(2.5b). From the definition (2.25), it follows that
Ry is supported on the interval [27/5,3T/5]. Since by definition G(©) = [0,7/3] U [27/3,T] and 19 = /15, we obtain
property (2.11).

For g > 1 we inductively apply Proposition 2.1. The bound (2.5b) and (2.15) and interpolation yields

1-5 /
Z qu-i-l Uq”HB’ S Z ”Uq-i-l UqH '’ (”Uq-l-lHHS + quHHS)B /2

- 375/ 451
E A B=% 23
~ q+1 q+1

q=0
St

for0 < B < where the implicit constant is universal (independent of a). Hence there exists

55

v:= lim vquﬁ

q— o0
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Since H}?q
that v is a weak solution of the Navier-Stokes equation. Moreover, as a consequence of properties (i) and (v) from
Section 2.1 and the definition of vy we have

v=u on [0,7/, and v=u® on [2T/5,T].

L 0 as ¢ — oo, and since v, — v also in L§°L2+BW for some 3 > 0, it is straightforward to show
L

The argument leading to (2.14) implies that the singular set of times of v has box-counting dimension (and hence
Hausdorff dimension) less than £z /64. Finally, the claimed C? Wml"”ﬁ " regularity on v, for some 5" > 0, follows from
the maximal regularity of the heat equation (fractional heat equation if o > 1), once we note that [Py (v ® v)|| p11s7 S

Hv||§15/ if 3" is chosen suitably small. The theorem then holds with 3 = min{3", 8’,¢r/64} > 0.

3. GLUING STEP

3.1. Local in time estimates. It is well-known Navier-Stokes equations are locally (in time) well-posed in H?, which
is a scaling subcritical space. Moreover, away from the initial time, parabolic regularization takes place. We summarize
these facts, in version that is suitable for the applications in this paper.

Proposition 3.1. Let vg = v|t—t, € H3(T?) have zero mean on T3, and consider the Cauchy problem for (1.3) with
this initial condition. There exists a universal constant ¢ € (0, 1] such that if t1 > to is such that

0<t; —tg < ——, 3.1
l[voll #rs
then there exists a unique strong solution to (1.3) on [tg, t1), and it obeys the estimates
2 . 2 2
sup o032 +2 | [o(6) e dt < ool G20
te[to,tl] to
sup v()]l s < 2[vollgs - (3.2b)
te(to,t1]
Moreover, assuming that
0<t—to < c —. (3.3)
[[voll grs (1 + [lvoll 12)Z==T
we have that
N
sup [t —to| 2= M [0 DN u(t)] s < llvoll e (3.4)
te(to,tl]

forany N > 0and M € {0, 1}. The implicit constant may depend on o, N, M.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. The energy inequality gives a global in time control on [[v(¢) , »:
S ol < ol
From the Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev and the Poincaré inequalities, and using that V - v = 0 we obtain
1d
2 dt
which gives the bound (3.2b) for a time interval [to, ¢1] with ¢; that obeys (3.1). The bound (3.2b) is subcritical, in the

sense that an L$° H? a priori estimate is sufficient to establish the uniqueness of the solution. The higher regularity
claimed in (3.4) follows from the mild form of the solution

2 2 2 2 3
ol s + 1ol fsra S lollgs 1Vl Lo + 10l gs 1AL S M0l

t
o(t) = e~ (t=t)(=A)%,, +/ e~ t=9(=2)"p_ diy (v(s) @ v(s))ds, (3.5)
to
and properties of the fractional heat equation which may be derived from Plancherel.
Let us first focus on the case M = 0. For a = 1, estimate (3.4) is well-known, and follows from the instantaneous
gain of analyticity of the solution [14], or a small modification of the below argument. For av > 1 we briefly sketch
the argument. Using Gallilean invariance, let us only consider the case ¢ty = 0. From the inequality

1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
vl s S Nl s ol oo + Tl oo 10l s S el s o067 Nl + llall Nellis ol gs (3.6)
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the formulation (3.5) and the boundedness of the Leray projector Py on L2, we obtain

t
L —(t—5) (=A™
L2512 HUOHHS + 12 /0 HD2€ (t S)( A)

3 1 dS
< llvoll s + 25 [lvoll75 [lvoll /2/ —
0o (t—s)

1 1 1
< Nl s (1+ 175 ol Hvoll /2)

t25 | Do(t)| s < t7 || De H A"

3 1
lo(s)I[722 o(s)]| /2 ds

L2—L?

Q=

S ool s (1555 floo LA llooll75 )

from which (3.4) with N = 1 and M = 0 follows in view of (3.3). In order to treat the case N > 2 and M = 0, we
first note that for 1 < n < N — 1 by induction on /N we have

-

Il
=]

ID" (0 ®@v)|lys S Y || D@ D™ o

J

1D 10" 070 2

M:

_]:0
n—3
D70 o [P0 D730 s + 1D 20]| o [|D0]| 25 el 10l o
7=0
72 oo o R oo 0

11/6 1/6

S llvoll3zs 77575 + ool 5 3735 ool /5

5 n 1 3 1
+ lleollgs t735% 75 Jlooll 2 + llvoll g 73 [luoll /2
3 1 3 1
S llvollis ¢77 (Jlwoll i 437 + luoll )
Using the above estimate with n = N — 1 we obtain that

< o5 || pNe—t-2)"

~ t
+tﬁ/
t/2

N t/2 e
413 / HDN-‘:-le—(t—s)(—A)
0

t2 || DV o (1)) s ool 5

L2—L?

D2e—(t=5)(—A)° DN (u(s) @ v(s))| s

L?2— L2

Lo 10(8) @ 0(s)ll 2 ds

L2
* Jlvoll s 57 + Jvoll /= v ds
3 0 0 3 1
S leoll g+ £ ol / i T s o8 ool ool [
t/a (t—s)as2a 0o (t—s)=a

< lol e (1+

from which (3.4) follows in view of (3.3).

To obtain the desired bounds for M = 1, let us consider the case N = 0 first. Using the equation, the already
established bounds for M = 0 and N > 0, the Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequalities, and the fact that the Leray
projector is bounded on L?, we have that

a 1
0w (t)|| s <t (—A)0(t >||H3 + [ Vo(t)]| ga o)l
< Jlvoll s + £ Jlooll 7 lvoll 2 + ¢ llvoll 4 1o

1 1
7 Jlooll 7 lleol 3

oI + o)1 )] /s

l/p

0(6)| s

and the desired bound follows from the assumption (3.3). The remaining cases /N > 1 are treated in a similar manner,
using the Leibniz rule. We omit these details. 0

3.2. Stability estimates. In this section we estimate the difference between an approximate solution v, and an exact
solution of the Navier-Stokes equation. Let R be the inverse divergence operator defined in (2.26). The main result is:
10



Proposition 3.2. Fix o € [1,5/4) and an integrability index py € (1,5/4). Assuming the parameter d is sufficiently
large, depending on py, the following holds.
For q > 0, assume that (vq, Ry) is a CYH? smooth solution of (2.1) which obeys the estimates (2.4a)—(2.5b). Let
to € [0,T] and define
Vo ‘= Uqlt:to'
Assume that t1 > g is such that [to, t1] C [0,T] and
0<ti—to <35 A" (3.7)

Then, in view of (2.5b) and Proposition 3.1 there exists a unique CY H> smooth zero-mean solution v of the Cauchy
problem for (1.3) on [tg, t1], with initial datum vo. We claim that there exists a constant C = C(pg, ) > 0 such that
for any p € [po, 2], we have that

[o(t) = vg(®)l» <

Ru(t) — Ro,(B)||. < Clt —t HRH 3.8b
IRe(e) = Rey(o)l o < Cle—tol |, (3.8b)

3.8a
U Lo (fto,t23527) (3.8)

holds for all t € (to, t1].

In particular, letting
€
=1+ 55 € (1,5), (3.9)
from the bounds (3.8a)—(3.8b) we obtain the following stability estimate:

Corollary 3.3. Fix « € [1,5/4). Assuming that a > 1 is sufficiently large, depending only on g, and if t; € (to, T
obeys (3.7), then we have the bounds

[[v— UqHLoo ([to,t1 ;L) = [t1 — t0|/\5 (3.10a)

IR (v vq)||Loo (lto,t1]: L) < |t1 —to|A\g 5R5q+1 (3.10b)
Proof of Corollary 3.3. We show that estimates (3.8a)—(3.8b) imply the bounds (3.10a)—(3.10b). Recall the stress }?q

has zero mean. Forp € (1, 2] and § € [0, 1] by interpolation we have the inequalities || |V|‘;fHLp N Hf||1L;7 Hf”W% »

and || f]| 1, < HfHL1 ||fHLoo Moreover, since H? C L and H? C W?3P, we obtain the Gagliardo-Nirenberg-type
inequality

1—
T with 4L 3.11)

\Y%
H' | H?3 p  3p

q

The implicit constant depends only on p and 4.
In order to prove (3.10a), we use (3.8a) and apply estimate (3.11) with § = 1 and p = 2. We obtain from (2.4a)—
(2.4b) that

HW'R H (Ag 5R5q+1)%*%/\2(%+%),

from which estimate (3.10a) follows, since dg41 < /\1 , and f3 is sufficiently small. The leftover power of A\, may be
used to absorb any constants.
Similarly, in order to prove (3.10b), we use (3.8b), the bound (3.11) with § = 0 and p = pg, and the embedding
LPo C L', to obtain
o o o—1
] = 1]

< (AT 8g41) 70 (Ag) 70

~

Lro
(po—1) T2o—b
—¢€Rr 1—=— PO

S A 0g41) T 0 A

/\q %8R5q+1 <)\—E4 (5q+ll/\sn+7) )

Alw

J€R 5q+1/\—f+(100 1)(er+7+28b)

IN

Ag
/\—*8R5q+1/\—f+8(1)0 1)

IN
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In the last inequality above we have used the definitions of 6,41 and A,, and the fact that py > 1. Estimate (3.10b)
follows from the assumption (3.9) on pg, upon using the leftover power of A, to absorb the implicit constants. 0

Proof of Proposition 3.2. For simplicity, by temporal translation invariance it is sufficient to consider the case tg = 0.
In order to prove (3.8a) we let u = v, — v and ¢ = py — p. Then divu = 0, ul¢=o = 0, and u obeys the equation

du+ (—A)%u = Pdiv R, — Pdiv (v @ u+u @ v,) (3.12)
where PP is the Leray projector. Then, since u(0) = 0 the solution of (3.12) may be written in integral form as

t o o

u(t) = / e~ (=) (=2) " pdiy (Rq —VRU—UuU® vq) (s)ds. (3.13)
0
Next, we use that that for p € [1,2], ¢ > 0, and any periodic function ¢ of zero mean we have that
e =2 ’L <16l (3.14a)
o 1
—t(=4) <

[ve 29|, < = Il (3.14b)

where the implicit constant only depends on a.. These estimates follow from L' bounds for the Green’s function of
the fractional heat equation. We will also frequently use the Gagliardo-Nirenberg estimates

Vel < ol 22 1ol (3.15a)
1 1
I6ll S el 22 1ol (3.15b)

which hold for zero-mean periodic functions ¢.
We return to (3.13) and obtain that

lu(t)ll 0 < /

ds

e~ (=) (=) piv (éq —vRu—u® Uq) (s) I
P

t
< [ M), + gl e uruer) @), b
t
o 1
< [ IR, + o (R + ) ) ds 316
0 Lp (t—s)2a

for a suitable constant C'; > 0 which only depends on py, since p € [po, 2| and o € [1,5/4]. Next, we claim that if
t1 > 0 is chosen sufficiently small, depending on ||v|| ;. and ||vg]|; .., then we have

¢ <20tij’% H forall ¢ € (0. 3.17
u®)lz, < 2038 [91B )], fora (0,11 (3.17)
This estimate follows from Gronwall’s inequality, using the following bootstrap argument. Assuming that the bound

(3.17) holds, we claim that the same estimate holds with the constant 2C; replaced by the smaller constant 3C4 /2.
Indeed, inserting (3.17) in (3.16) we obtain

[lu(®)| 1 1 bosds
. Lr < B) + n ([[oll oo + llvg]l o) —
201tH|V|Rq(s)H o (t—s)m
Lo ([0,61);L7)
< 2 (ol + gl ) (3.18)
-+ — a (||v]] 7 oo Vall 7 oo ) - .
2 2a-1 v R

Thus if we ensure that
1

Z )
then (3.18) shows that (3.17) holds with constant 3C /2, as desired. However, by (3.15b) we know that

PR
4t (Ioll oo + llvgll o) < (3.19)
1 1 1 1
loll g + gl < C1 (W13 OIS + ol ol 2)
for some universal constant C; > 0, and further, using (2.5a), (2.5b), (3.2a) and (3.2b), we obtain that
1 1 1 1
ol + vl < Cr (lluoll 2 2 lollro) ™ + gl lvall52) < 401553
12



To conclude, we use (3.7), which shows that the left side of (3.19) is bounded from above by

o — — o — — 1
4S5 A E T 4015, A2 = 16C16, M (BoAL) = < 16015, < T

by letting a, and hence Jy, be sufficiently large. Here we have used that « > 1, and that 6p, A, > 1. Thus, we have
shown that (3.17) holds.
In order to prove (3.8b) we denote

z=A"lewlu.

Note that since divu = 0 we have curl z = —u, and using the Calderén-Zygmund inequality we have |Ru(t)||,, <
|l2(t)||;»- Thus our goal is to obtain L? estimates for z(¢). We apply A~'curl to the equation obeyed by u (it is
convenient to rewrite (3.12) without Leray projectors, and add a pressure gradient term, which is then annihilated by
the curl operator) and obtain

Oz +v-Vz+ (—A)%

= A~ leurldiv R, + [A'eurl,, v - V]eurl z + A~ eurl (curl z - V)

= A~ lewrldiv R, + A~ teurldiv ((z x V)v) + A™'Vdiv ((z - V)v) + A~ curl div (((z x V)vg)T) . (3.20)

For the last term on the right side of in (3.20) we have used the identity
(curlz - V), = div (((2 x V)vy)") |
which written for the i*” component is
((curl z - Vvq)i = ejklakzlajvé = 8k(ejklzl(9jvé) - ejklzlajakvé = 8k(ekljzl(9jvé) =: O((z x V)vq)ki.

Here we used that the transposition of two indices in €, results in a (—1) factor. Moreover, we have also spelled out
the commutator term on the right side of (3.20) as

[A™ curl, v - V]eurl z = A~ eurldiv ((z x V)v) + A7 Vdiv ((z - V)v) ,
which written for the 7% component is

([A™ " curl, v - V]eurl z)l = €k A0, (VO (curl 2)F) + ™0, 2"
= €ijk€rin A0, (V"0 012") + 0™ O 2"
= —eijkeklnwlajam (O™2") + eijkeklnAflajal (V™0 2™) + V"0, 2
= Afleijkaj (€kniOm (O™ 2")) — eijkenlkAflajal (V™0 2™) + V"0, 2
= A" e1.05 (O (ekmiz"O0™)) + A™10;0, (V™ 0y 2™)
= Afleijkaj (O (€1 2" O0™)) + AT10;0, (2" Opv™) .
Here we have also used that €;;;, = 0 if two of the indices 4, j, or k repeat, and that €;;; €15 = 035,051 — 65105, Where
the 9’s refer to the Kronecker symbol.

Using (3.20), upon placing the v - Vz = div (v ® z) term on the right side, and using that z(¢y) = 0, the solution
to (3.20) may be written in integral form as

t
2(t) = /0 e (t=8)(=A)° (A_lcurldiv R, + A~ 'curldiv (((z x V)vg)") —div(v® z)) (s)ds

t
+/ e~ =R (A ewrldiv ((2 x V)v) + A™MVdiv ((z - V)v)) (s)ds . (3.21)
0

13



From (3.14a)—(3.14b) and the boundedness of Calderén-Zygmund operators on LP, similarly to (3.16) we conclude
that

2Ol < [ )], 10 % D) G+
(G 9)0) ()l

C V v i d C i ||Z(S)HLPd
+C1 (IIVvgll e + VOl ) ; 12()ll L ds + Cr [[0]] oo 0 (=g
(3.22)

e 0@ O 1 x D) Ol

<Oyt HR H
= T e 0,41 27

where C depends only on pg and «, since p € [po, a. Next we claim that if ¢; is chosen sufficiently small, then

Ol <2 tHH forall  te(0,t,]. 2
2l » < 2C1t || Rq L (0s1) ora € (0,4] (3.23)

The argument is similar to the one for the bound for u(t), so we only sketch the details. Let us assume that (3.23)
holds. Then from (3.22) we obtain

[[2()]l Lo
sl

1 i
< 5+t (1Yol e + V0] ) + 261 2 [|0]] oo - (3.24)
LOO(O,tl;LP)

Therefore, if we ensure that ¢; is small enough so that

1— L 1
b (IV2all e + 1Vl o) + 802 0]l e < 2, (3.25)
then (3.24) implies that
=l 1,2
204t HRqH 25
Lo (0,t1;LP)

which shows that the bootstrap assumption was justified, and thus (3.23) holds on [0, T']. Denote by C; the universal
constant in the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities (3.15a)—(3.15b). By also appealing to (2.5a)—(2.5b), (3.2a)—(3.2b),
and our assumption (3.7) for ¢;, we obtain that the left side of (3.25) is bounded from above by

1 5 1 5 1 (el 1 1
Cutr (Jlvallfa Nogll i + ol loll s ) + Crte ™ Jlol 2 1ol o
1 10 1ilesl) 1,
< 401t15012 )\q3 + 201t12 2o 561 )‘q

_ (o=

12 1 1) _1
< 40150 12 )\q 54+ 20150 4 (60/\3) 2o < 60150 4 <

(S =

once we ensure that a, and hence Jy is sufficiently large. This concludes the proof of (3.23). 0

3.3. Proof of Proposition 2.2. We first define a C'* smooth partition of unity {m}?:qgl, such that 0 < n; < 1, and
with
Mg+1

Z ni(t) =1, forevery ¢ e [1/3,27/3]. (3.26)
=0

Denoting
ti = 19q+17; 5
this may be achieved by letting 7); also have the following properties:
(i) m; has supportin [t;, t;+1 + 7411]
(i) n; is identically 1 on [t; + Tg+1, tit1]
(iii) n; satisfies the estimate
|07 s

e S Tait > (3.27)

where the implicit constant is independent of 7411 U441, and 4.
14



As a consequence of the above properties, we have that 1;1; = 0 whenever | — j| > 1, and

supp (nimi—1) C [ti,ti + Tq41] -

Having constructed the partition of unity {7; ?:"61 , we next construct exact solutions v; of the Navier-Stokes equation

for suitably defined datum.
For every 1 < i < mgy; we define v;(x,t) to be the unique smooth solution of the Cauchy problem for Navier-
Stokes equation (1.3) with initial condition equal to v, at t;_;:

O +div (v; @ v;) + Vp; + (—A)%v; =0 (3.28a)
dive; =0 (3.28b)
Vi (tifl) = Uq (tifl) . (3280)
In view of (2.5a)—(2.5b), and Proposition 3.1 this solution v; is uniquely defined and obeys the estimates
loi(8)] 2 < log(timn)ll 2 < 266 — 6 (3.292)
i ()]l gz < 2 llvg(ti-1)ll s < 22 (3.29b)
[t — tica |25 M| OM DN v (1) | o S AL (3.29¢)

forall N > 0, M € {0,1} and all
c

C
<
AN T N1 4 26y T

where ¢ € (0, 1) is the universal constant from (3.3), and o > 1. Note that the definitions (2.3), (2.7), and the fact that
£ < 1, imply that

t>t—1 such that t—1ti—1 < (3.30)

""m

1
Vg1 = 5(1&1 _ 505‘1&1 < 1 )\
q - - —
Y Agdo A3 Agdo A3

(3.31)

<

T
q50

Therefore, assuming that 6o = /\?[3 Ao > )\g is sufficiently large, depending on the universal constant ¢, by (3.31)
we have that
_c
1 b
8A18,”

which is consistent with (3.30). Therefore forall 1 < ¢ < n,; the exact solutions v; (x, ) are smooth and well-defined
forall t € (t;—1,ti+2] D sup(n;). Moreover, since

3'lglq-i—l <

t € supp (1;) = Vgp1 <t —ti1 < 30g41,
from (3.29c) we obtain the bound

sup HBtMDNUZ
tesupp (1;)

by M

)] s S AV for  1<i<mng, (3.32)

where the implicit constant depends only on N > 0 and M € {0, 1}.

At this stage we glue the solutions v; together in order to construct (7, Rq). We define the divergence-free (note
that the cutoffs 7; are only functions of time) velocity and the interpolated pressure as

Tq+1

= > mi(t)vi(z,t), forall te [T/3/2T/s], (3.33a)

Tq+1

1) (w,1) Z ni(t)pi(x,t), forall e [T/3/2T/3],

where p; is the pressure associated to the exact solution v;. Also we let
Tg(z,t) = vg(x,t) = vo(x,t), forall ¢e 0,7/ U[>2T/3,T], (3.34a)
P (@,t) = pgla,t) = po(x,t), forall te [0,7/3U[2T/s,T].
Here we have used that [0, 7/3] U [27/3, T] = G(%), and the inductive assumption (2.10).

Having defined 94, we next prove that (2.18) holds. Fort € G (0), this holds by construction. In view of (3.26),

it suffices to show that if for some i € {1,...,n441} we have t € supp (;) NG9, then v;(t) = v,(t). For
15



this purpose recall by (2.5b) and (2.11) that v, is a strong solution of the Navier-Stokes equation for all ¢ such that
dist(t,G(9)) < 7,. Moreover, v; solves the Cauchy problem (3.28), so by the uniqueness of solutions in C H? of the
Navier-Stokes equation, we only need to ensure that dist(¢;—1,G (‘1)) < 74. This follows from the fact thatt € G (‘1),
and 0 < t —t;_1 < 3¥441 < 74. The last inequality trivially holds by (2.7) and (2.8) for ¢ > 1, and by taking a
sufficiently large for ¢ = 0. Thus, we have proven that (2.18) holds.

At this stage we show that the set B(4+1) defined in (2.17), and hence implicitly G4t = [0, 7] \ B(a+1), obey
properties (ii)—(iv) with ¢ replaced by ¢ + 1. In order to prove (ii), assume that ¢ € G(9) N (t; —27g41,ti + 37441), for
somei € {1,...,m4+1}. Dueto (2.11) we know that 12, (') = 0 forall [t—¢| < 7,. Since 7, > 2,11+ 37,41, which
holds by (2.7) and (2.8) ¢ > 1, and by taking a sufficiently large for ¢ = 0, we obtain that ]D%q =0on[t;—2,tit1 —|—7'q+1].
Hence, by the definition (2.16) we have that i,7 — 1 & C. Thus, t ¢ B4+ and so t € G491 as desired. Property (iii)
holds by definition (2.17), since 7,41 is much smaller than ¥}, . In order to prove property (iv), we need to estimate
the cardinality of the set C defined in (2.16). By definition, if ¢ € C, there exists ¢ € [t;—1,%;i4+1 + T4+1] such that
R,(t) # 0, and thus by property (2.11) we have dist(t, G(?)) > 7,. Therefore, B0 > (t — 7,,t +7,) D [ti, ti11]. By
the pigeonhole principle we obtain that

| B(q)|
< —.

card(C) 9o
q

Estimate (2.9) at level g + 1 then follows from (2.17).

At this stage we remark that property (v) will also hold at the end of the convex integration stage. For this purpose,
we remark that in the convex integration stage we do not add a perturbation to the solutions on the good set G(4t1) >
G, ie. vgy1(t) = vy(t) fort € G+ 5 G@. Assuming for the moment this feature of our construction, property
(2.18) established above and the inductiveo (2.10) show that (2.10) holds at level ¢ + 1.

We now derive the formula for supp R,. Note that on [0,7/3] D [to,t2] and on 2T/3,T] D [ty ,~1,tn,,,) We
have that ¥, = v, is a smooth solution of the Navier-Stokes equation, and hence automatically
RQZO on [to,tz]U[tnq+1_1,tnq+1].
For ¢ > 2, on the interval [t;, t;11] we have
Vg = (1 = ni)vi—1 + niv;
Y = (1 —mi)pi—1 +nipi
and similarly to [4, Section 4.2], we obtain
0yTg + div (Ty ® Tg) + (—A)*Ty + VB
= (1 =) 0vi—1 + ni0pv; + 0pmi(vi — vi—1)
—|— (1 — ﬁl)QdIV ('Uifl ® 'Uifl) + 7712le (’Ui ® ’Ui) + 771(1 — T]Z)le (Ui,1 ® (3 + (3 ® ’Uifl))
+ (L =) (=A)" i1+ mi(=A)%; + (1 = 1) Vpi—1 + 10 Vpi
= 0mi(vi —vi—1) — 0 (1 — 0;)div ((vi — vi—1) ® (v — vi-1)). (3.35)
We observe that v; — v;—1 has zero mean because the exact solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations v;, v;_1 preserve
their average in time, and v, has zero mean by assumption. Hence we can apply the inverse divergence operator R to
v; —v;—1 and fori € {2,...,n441 — 1} define the symmetric traceless 2-tensor
Rq = 8157717?,(’01 — ’01'71) — 771(1 — 771)(’01 — vi,1)®(vi — Uifl) y fOI' all t S [ti, ti+1] s (336)

where we denote by a®b the traceless part of the tensor a © b. We also define the scalar pressure

pq = pgl) — 7’]1(1 — 7’]1) <|1)Z — Ui,1|2 — /3 |1)i — Ui,1|2 dI> s for all te [ti,ti+1] .
T
It follows from (3.35) that the pair (7, ﬁq) defined by (3.33a) and (3.36) solves the Navier-Stokes-Reynolds system
(2.1) on [0, T'] with associated pressure p.
Next, we prove that (2.20a) holds. Note that by construction we have 7; = 1 on [t; + T4+1,%41] for all ¢ €

{0,...,m441}, and thus on these sets we have d;1; = 1;(1 — 1;) = 0. Therefore, by (3.36) we have that R,(t) = 0

whenever ¢ € [t; + Tg41,ti+1] for some 7. Thus it suffices to consider sets of times of the form (¢;,t; + 7441). If

i € Cori—1 € C, then there is nothing to prove since by definition (2.17), dist((¢;, t; + Tg41), glatl)y > 2Tq+41-
16



Hence, consider the case 4,5 — 1 ¢ C. Thus by the definition of C, }OEq(t) =0forallt € [t;—o,ti11 + Tg41]. Since
Vi1 (tim2) = vg(ti—2), vi(ti—1) = vq(t;—1), then since ]D%q vanishes on [t;_2, ty41 + Tg41], it follows by the bounds
(3.29b) and (2.5b) and the uniqueness of strong solutions to the Navier-Stokes equations that v;_; = v; = v, on
(ti,ti + T4+1). Thus by (3.36) we have that R, (t) = 0 for (t;, t; + 411).

Since in the convex integration stage we do not change the stress on the set {¢: dist(¢, G(9T1)) < 7,,,}, it follows
from (2.20a) that }OBQH (t) = Ry(t) = 0 for all ¢ such that dist(t,G*1)) < 7, . Thus (2.11), and hence property
(vi), will automatically hold at the end of the convex integration step.

In order to conclude the proof of Proposition 2.2, it remains to prove estimates (2.19a)—(2.19d) for 7, and (2.20b)-
(2.20c) for Fq.

By (3.26), (3.29a), (3.29b), and the definition of 7, in (3.33a), it follows that (2.19a) and (2.19b) hold for all
t € [T/3,2T/3]. By (3.26), for all t € [T/3,27 /3] we have that

Tq+1

Tg(z,t) — vg(z, t) Z 7 () (vi(z, t) — vg(z, 1)), (3.37)

and at each time ¢ at most 2 terms in the sum are nonzero. Since v; solves (3.28), and since ¢ € supp (7;) implies that
(3.30) holds, we may appeal to Corollary 3.3, with £y replaced by ¢;_1, and ¢; replaced by an arbitrary ¢ € supp ;.
Here we note that condition (3.7) is satisfied on supp (7;) due to (3.30). By (3.10a), we obtain that

sup |lvi(t) — ”q(t)HLz < 419q+1)\2 .
tesupp (n;)

Since at most two terms appear in (3.37), we may use the remaining power of A;l to absorb any constants, and
(2.19c¢) follows on [T/3, 21'/3]. Moreover, estimates (2.192)—(2.19¢) hold trivially on [0, T/3]U[2T /3, T'] by the inductive
assumptions and definition (3.34a). Thus, we have proven (2.19a)-(2.19¢) on [0, 7.

Lastly, (2.19d) follows from the definition (3.33a), the Leibniz rule, estimate (3.27) for the time derivatives landing
on the cutoff functions n;, and estimate (3.32) for the space and time derivatives landing on the v;. Here we have used

that 7, +1 > 19q 1. Thus we have established all the desired bounds for v,.
In order to prove the claimed L' estimate for E(Q) ,1.e. (2.20b), we appeal to the definition (3.36). For the first term,

we use (3.27) and again appeal to Corollary 3.3, this time to estimate (3.10b), to obtain that

05 R(ws = vie1)ll o < 10mll e (IR = 0) e toupp (ystty + IR@i=1 = )l e s (i)

3e

-1
S 7'q+1 g+17q dg+1

1 _:R
< 27q+119q+1Aq * Ogt1, (3.38)

upon using the remaining power of A, E to absorb any constants. For the second term in (3.36), we use (3.10a) and
obtain that

. 2
|76 (1 = i) (vi = vi1)©(vi = vim1)|| 1 < N = Vet oo (supp (o1 1me):L2)

2
< 4lvi = vl Lo (supp (n):22)

S (19q+1/\5)2

1 —
< ST Panihe b (3.39)

Here we have used that by 7,41 < Y41, the definition (2.7), and the fact that e g < 1, to conclude
9 <ATMs L < AN
a+1Tg+1 = Aq Og+1 = Ag Aq a+1s

and using the leftover term /\;1 to absorb any implicit constants in (3.39). Combined, (3.38) and (3.39) prove (2.20b).
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It remains to prove (2.20c). We return to (3.36). For the first term we use (3.32) and (3.27) to obtain
10X DN (0imi R (vi — vie1))|| s

M
$ Y e, (]
M’'=0

M

_ ’r_ —_ N _ A A _N

SO AN T S N TN
M’=0

’
6tM DN’Ui

+| )
Lo (supp (1i—1);H?)

6tM/DNUZ-_1 H
Lee (supp (1:);H?)

q7q+1 q+1 q7q+1 >

since 7441 < Yg41. This bound is consistent with (2.20c). For the second term in (3.36), since H 3is an algebra we
similarly obtain from (3.32) and (3.27) that

10 DN (i (1 = xa) (v — vi1) @ (vi = vie1)) || o
M
S Z Tq:rA{HM,
M’'=0

M
’ ’ _ N _ N
SO M M N A S T A
M’=0

M DN ((v; — vim1) ® (v; — Ui—l))H

Lee(supp (xi—1x:);H?)

q+1 "q¥qg+1 ~ ‘q+1 q”q+1 >

where we have additionally used that 741 < ¥441 < )\;4, in view of (3.31).

To conclude the proof of Proposition 2.2, we note that the second inequality in (2.19d) and (2.20c), which bounds

cost of a spatial derivative by 7/ Jrll, instead of 19;/1(20‘), follows form the fact that & € [1,5/4) and 1 < 19;&1 < Ty +11.

4. CONVEX INTEGRATION STEP: THE PERTURBATION
4.1. Intermittent jets. Let us recall the following result from [9]:

Lemma 4.1. For a = 1,2, there exists subsets A, C S* N Q? and smooth functions ¢ : N' — R such that
R= ) ~%R)E®¢)
§E€AQ
for every symmetric matrix R satisfying |R — 1d| < 1/2.
For each £ € A,, let use define A¢ € S N Q3 to be an orthogonal vector to . Then for each £ € A,,, we have that

{€, Ag, € x A¢} € S N Q3 form an orthonormal basis for R?. Furthermore, since the index sets {A,, }o—1 2 are finite,
there exists a universal natural number N such that

Na&, NaAg, Np& x Ag} C NASPNN3 4.1
¢ ¢

for every & € A,.
Let ® : R? — R? be a smooth function with support contained in a ball of radius 1. Moreover, suppose ® is
normalized such that if ¢ = —A® then

1
yp / ¢ (x,y) dedy = 1. 4.2)

We remark that by definition ¢ has mean zero. Define ) : R — R to be a smooth, mean zero function with support in
the ball of radius 1 satisfying

1
%/W(z) dz=1. (4.3)
Let ¢y, , ®o, and 1/)gu be the rescalings
o) v () G
— — o I
(ZSZL (:c,y) = Ta (I)éL (‘Tvy) = T and wéu (Z) = €|1‘/2
sothat ¢y, = —éiA‘bh’ where we will assume £, , ¢ > 0 to be such that
(< <1,

18



By an abuse of notation, let us periodize ®¢, and ¢y, so that the functions are treated as functions defined on T? and
T respectively. For a large real number X such that Al € N, we define Ve ¢, ¢/ A p ¢ T3 x R — Rby

V(f) = Vf,fpfuxhu(xvt)
1
= /\Q—N[%WH (NAL Az - &4 pt)) Do, (NAlL A (@ — ag) - Ag, Nali N — ) - (€ x Ag))E.

where here oie € R are shifts that ensure that the set of functions {V¢ ¢, | ¢y, xu y¢ have mutually disjoint support. In
order for such shifts a to exist, we require that £ to be sufficiently small, depending on the finite sets A,.
Our intermittent jet is then defined to be
Wiy = Weer oy aul,t)
= 1/12“ (NALLA(z - &+ pt)) e, (NALLNx — Ozg) - Ag, Nply Mz — Ozg) (€ x Ag))f 4.4)
From the definition, using (4.1) and /; A € N, we have that W(¢) has zero mean, and W) is (T/e LA)?’-periodic.
Moreover, by our choice of a¢, we have that the 1) have mutually disjoint support, i.e.
Wiey@ Wigny =0 whenever £#E €Usepiopa - 4.5)

Note that the intermittent jets W) are not divergence free, however assuming £, < /)| then they be corrected by a
small term, such that the sum with the corrector is divergence free. To see this, let us adopt the shorthand notation

Uie) = Ve,er 0y am = Yo (NaLLA(T - € + pit)),
De) := Peoy = oy (NALLA(T — ag) - Ag, Nal LAz — ag) - (€ X Ag))
De) 1= Do A = P (NALLA(T — ag) - Ag, NaliA(@ — ag) - (€ X Ag)) .
and compute
1

/\QNX Vw(g) x curl ((I)(é)f) . (4.6)

1
curl curl Vigy = Wy + /\Q—NIQXCUH (Peyeurl ()€)) +

=0 (©
W)

Thus

div (Wigy + W) =0.
Moreover, so long as /| < £ then W((g)) is comparatively small compared to W ¢). Observe that as a consequence of
the normalizations (4.2) and (4.3) we have

Wi (@) @ Wiey(z)de =@ €.

T3
We also note that by definition W) is mean zero. As a consequence, using Lemma 4.1 we have
> % (R) ][ Wie)(z) @ Wiey(z) dz = R, (4.7)
T B

for every symmetric matrix R satisfying | R — Id| < !/2. By scaling and Fubini, we have the estimates

Voot (LI e\ M
V<ol s (52 (22) @
VN [l + 19V @l S €7 7IAN 4.9)
2/p—1 ,1/p—1/2 AP M
V08 |, + X270V 5 €276 N (S22 @10

where again here we have assumed
<<
Finally, we note the essential identity
. 1
div (Wie) ® Wig) = 2W(e) - V)@)€ = 7 9 it - .11
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which follows from the fact that by construction we have that W, is a scalar multiple of £,

(& V) = iaﬂ/f(g) ;
and ¢ ¢) is time-independent.
4.2. The perturbation. In this section we will construct the perturbation wq 1.
4.2.1. Stress cutoffs. Because the Reynolds stress }L%q is not spatially homogenous, we introduce stress cutoff func-

tions. We let 0 < Yo, X < 1 be bump functions adapted to the intervals [0, 4] and [1/4, 4], such that together they form
a partition of unity:

Xo)+ > Xiy) =1, where Xi(y) = X(47'y), (4.12)
i>1

Xy (@, ) = Xigr1(2,t) = Xi <<M>> (4.13)

Ay g

for all i > 0. Here and throughout the paper we use the notation (A) = (1 +|A|?)!/? where | A| denotes the Euclidean
norm of the matrix A. By definition the cutoffs x ;) form a partition of unity

S, =1 (4.14)

i>0

for any y > 0. We then define

and we will show in Lemma 4.2 below that there exists an indexX imax = imax(q), such that Xy = 0 forall i > tpax,

and moreover that 4% < 7.°1, .

4.2.2. The definition of the velocity increment. Recall that from Lemma 4.1, the functions 7y are well-defined and
smooth in the 1/2 neighborhood of the identity matrix. In view of (4.13), this motivates introducing the parameters p;
by

pi = Ay 51472 forall >0, (4.15)
which have the property that
Bl _1 | |
< 1 on the support of X (i) » forall 7>0.
Pi
As such, for 7 > 0 we define the coefficient function a¢ ; 441 by
1 ﬁ ,T,t
age) = agigr1(,t) = 0(t) p,° Xigar (2, 8) 1o <Id - —q; )> , (4.16)

where 6: [0, T] — [0, 1] is a smooth temporal cut-off function with the following properties:
(i) 6(t) = 1 for all ¢ such that dist(t, G\a+V) > 27, .
(ii) O(t) = 0 for all ¢ such that dist(¢, Gl+1)) < 7,.;.
(i) [|0]lcn S 7,0 ", where the implicit constant depends only on M.
To see that a choice for § with property (iii) holding is possible, recall from (2.17) that the bad set B(4*1) consists of
a finite disjoint union of intervals of length 57,4 1. From the first property above and (2.20a), we conclude that

o

t € supp (R,) implies 6(t)=1. (4.17)
From the second property above we further obtain that
t € supp (0) O supp (a()) implies dist(t,GT) > 7,47 . (4.18)
We note that as a consequence of (4.7), (4.14), (4.16), and (4.17) we have
>, D agy ][ Wy @ Wigyde =62 pixyld - R, (4.19)
i>0 £€AG) e >0

which justifies the definition of the amplitude functions a ). Note that ¢ = 1 on the support of x ;) for any 7 > 1.
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By a slight abuse of notation, let us now fix A\, 0, ¢, , 8”, and p for the short hand notation W(g), V(g), @(5), ¢(§) and
(¢ introduced in Section 4.1:

W(E) = ngéfou)\qulvl“ V(f) = ‘/&.;ZLvéuv)‘qul;H’
Yoy = Vet by rgiims Pe) = Peey dgpw and ) 1= Peoy A

where £, /), and p are defined in (2.23). Importantly, we have from (2.24) that A\;11¢; € N which ensures the
periodicity of We), Vi), ®(¢), ¢(¢) and 1)(¢). Observe that as a consequence of our parameter choices we have the
useful inequality

_5-da
pT =N < (4.20)
forall @ < 5/4.
The principal part of w1 is defined as
wih =30 3 ag Wee (“21)

7 EGA(Z)

where the sum is over 0 < i < iyax(q). Here we write A(;) = Ajmod2. Note that [# — j| > 2 implies x;x; = 0 and
¢ # ¢ implies Wi¢) ® Wy = 0. This implies that the summands in (4.21) have mutually disjoint supports. In order

to fix the fact that wé’jr)l is not divergence free, we define an incompressibility corrector by

wey =Y Y curl (Vagg x Vig) + o Nz V (aeyte) x cwrl (28 (4.22)
i EGA(Z)

so that by a similar formula to (4.6)

l(1+1 + wéil = Z Z curl curl () Vig)) , (4.23)
i E€AG)

and thus
: (p) (o) ) —
div (wqﬁl + wq+1) =0.

In addition to the incompressibility corrector w(ﬁzl, we introduce a temporal corrector w((;zl , which is defined by

wily = - Z > PuPy (a%5)¢%f)w(2£)§) : (4.24)
i €A
Finally, we define the velocity increment wq41 by
Wgt1 1= w((;jr)l + w((;jzl + wé?l ; (4.25)
which is by construction mean zero and divergence-free. The new velocity field v, 1 is then defined as
Vg1 = Vg + Wyt - (4.26)
Observe that as a consequence of (4.18) we have
t € supp (wqy1) implies dist(t,G0TV) > 7,45 4.27)
Hence vg41 = U4 on G (a+1) which we recall was required in Section 3.3 to deduce property (v) of Section 2.1 for

G+t Moreover, property (vi) also follows as a consequence of (4.27) and (2.20a).

4.2.3. Estimates of the perturbation. This section closely mirrors [5, Section 4.4], and thus we omit most details where
the estimates/proofs are mutatis-mutandis those from [5]. There is an analogy between the mollification parameter ¢
in [5] and the time-scale 7,4 in this paper, in view of parabolic smoothing.
First, similarly to [5, Lemma 4.1 and 4.2] we state a useful lemma concerning the cutoffs x ;) defined in (4.13),
summarizing their size and regularity:
21



Lemma 4.2. For q > 0, there exists imax(q) > 0 such that

X(i) = 0 forall 7> imax- (4.28)
Moreover, for all 0 < i < iyax We have that
pi < N[ 4bmw < 72 (4.29)
and the bound
Z pi/2271 < /\;53/165;4?1 (4.30)
i=0
holds. Additionally, for 0 < i < imax we have
Ixll. S27, 431)
I llon, S ot 4.32)

forall N > 1, where the implicit constant only depends on N.

Proof of Lemma 4.2. The existence of i,ax follows as a consequence of the bound

2 = (4.33)

The bound (4.33) follows from (2.20b)—~(2.20c) and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality || f|,« < ||f ||1L/13 Ilf ||Zz,

which holds for any zero-mean periodic function f € H 3, and the definition of Tq+1 1In (2.8), and the fact thatep < 1.
Indeed, we have

= . Vs 2/3 . /3 ey 1 2/ .
il 050 = ) )

and the remaining power of A\, G may be used to absorb )\ZR/ '? and the implicit universal constant.

The first bound expressed in (4.29) follows from the definition of p; in (4.15), the fact that by (2.3) we have

Og+1 < )\f , and the fact that a may be chosen sufficiently large to ensure that 45/\q_ “R/4 < 1. Next, we note that in
view of the definition of x;), for any i > 1, if (x,t) is such that

(Ao Ryl ) < 4171
then X ;) (2, ) = 0. Therefore, by the bound (4.33) and the fact that b < 1/, if i > 1 is such that

(NrhoghiNg) <29 <4t

q

then x(;) = 0. Therefore, in view of the parameter inequality
A <A
which holds in view of (2.8) and the fact that 5b < 1/4, upon taking a to be sufficiently large, we may thus define
imax(q) = max {z >0: A0 41 < qul} .

With this choice of iy, it from the above argument it follows that (4.28) holds. The bound on 7,,,x claimed in the
second inequality in (4.29) then follows from the above definition.

The bound (4.30) follows from the second estimate in (4.29) which gives an upper bound on ,,,x, the definition
(4.15), and using that )\;ER/IG 10g4(7'¢;r21) < 8/\,;51?'/16 log,(Ag) can be made arbitrarily small if a is chosen sufficiently
large, depending on €.

For ¢ = 0, 1, the bound (4.31) follows from the foact that Yo, X < 1. For ¢ > 2, we appeal to the definition of
X(i)» Chebyshev’s inequality, and the L' estimate on Fq in (2.20b), to obtain that H X(i < 47, The bound (4.31)
follows by interpolation.

)HL1
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Estimate (4.32) is a consequence of (2.20c) and [2, Proposition C.1], applied to the composition with the smooth
functions ¢ (-) and (-) = /1 + (-)2. Indeed, for any ¢ > 0 we obtain

5R/46— >

N

ER/4 —
S
x,t .t

uancN NH

S+ R,

.)

oy + ( ER/Aléq_-i-l‘

< 1+A€R/45q+1 qul\lf 1A4 ( ER/45q+11 (;31/\4)

~N-2 - —3N
S1+75  + Tq Ly Tg+1 -
Here we have used (2.8) to show that 7,11 < 1, and that A R/45q+11)\4 < /\7+5R/45q_;{2 = qurll. 0

Next, we recall from [5, Lemma 4.3] the following bounds on the coefficients age).

Lemma 4.3. The bounds

lall,- S p"27 <005 (4.34)
lall o S 0 <0002, (4.35)
leellon, S it (4.36)

hold for all 0 < i < imax and N > 1.

Proof of Lemma 4.3. The bound (4.35) follows directly from the definitions (4.16) and (4.15), the boundedness of the
functions 6, x(;), and 7(¢). Using also (4.31), the estimate (4.34) follows similarly. In order to prove (4.36), we apply
derivatives to (4.16), use the bounds previously established in Lemma 4.2, use [2, Proposition C.1] and the bound

(2.20c) for R, eombined with property (|0 on S 7, ff The additional factor of 7 +1 when compared to (4.32) is to

absorb the factor of pl % via (4.29). O
As a consequence of Lemma 4.3 and the definitions (4.21), (4.22), and (4.24), we obtain the following bounds:

Proposition 4.4. The principal part and of the velocity perturbation, the incompressibility, and the temporal correctors
obey the bounds

() 1o

qu+1 = 9%+1 (4.37)
_ 2/p—1 1 /p—1
Hw‘(li)luww,p ~ qflg/ é/ /2)‘q+1 (4.38)
_ 2/p—2 ,1/p—1 — 2/p—1 )1/p—1
‘wq""l HWN P H q+1HWN ~H qu-Elé / E / /\q+1 ~ /\q-i-llr é / é / /2/\q+1 (4.39)

for N e N, andp > 1.

From the second estimate in (4.39) it is clear that the incompressibility and temporal correctors obey better estimates
than the principal corrector.

In order to establish the bound (4.37), it is essential to use the fact that a(¢) oscillates at a frequency which is much
smaller than that of W(g), which allows us to appeal to the LP de-correlation lemma [5, Lemma 3.6], which we recall
here for convenience:

Lemma 4.5. Fix integers M, k, A\ > 1 such that

27r\/_/\ L )\(27r\/_)\)
K 3 kM

Let p € {1,2}, and let f be a T3-periodic function such that there exists a constants Cy such that
D7 fllr < CN,

forall1 < j < M + 4. In addition, let g be a (T/x)®-periodic function. Then we have that
Ifglle < CrliglLr

<1. (4.40)

holds, where the implicit constant is universal.
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Using Lemma 4.5, the proofs of bounds (4.37)—(4.39) follow in the same spirit as that of [5, Proposition 4.5].

Proof of Proposition 4.4. In order to prove (4.37), we use (4.34) when N = 0, and (4.36) with )\, A . Jf <7 2!, for
N > 1, to conclude that

1DV age| . < o727 Y (4.41)

where the implicit constant depends only on N. Since W ) is (T/xq41¢. ) periodic, in order to apply Lemma 4.5 with
A= qfl and K = A\gy1£1, we first note that by (2.8) and (2.23), we have

(5—4a) (5 4(1) 740(
273k ! = 237 A L T = 203 AT 55/ T <A AT (442

q+1
by using that § is sufficiently small and b is sufficiently large, depending on «v. For instance, we may take
5B§5—4a 36<5—4a

50 and 90 = =5

(4.43)

_ 158
In (4.42) we also used that \; * 27v/3 < 1, once a is chosen sufficiently large. Therefore, after a short computation
we see that the assumptions of Lemma 4.5 hold with the aforementioned « and A\, with M = 4 in (4.40). Therefore,
we only care about NV < 4 in (4.41), which also fixes the implicit constant in this inequality, and we may thus take C’y

to be proportional to pll-/ 277 It thus follows from Lemma 4.5 and estimate (4.10) with M/ = N = 0 and p = 2 that

L/ 126—i
lecy Weo)ll 2 S 2727 [Wig [l 12 < 0727
Upon summing over i € {0, ..., imax }, and appealing to (4.30), we obtain that

1 . 1 1

by using the small negative power of A, to absorb the implicit constants in the first inequality.
Consider the estimate (4.38). Observe that by definition (4.21), estimate (4.10) with M = 0, and the bound (4.36),
we have

[wih],pn 52 32 z la@ -~ [Wie) s
2 EEA()N/
tmax
SDID D I L e
1= 0§€A(l) N'=

9 2 1,1 /p—1
ST TN (4.44)
Here we have again used (4.29) in order to sum over 4, and have used the bound 7’(; +31 < Ag+1 which holds since §3 is
small and b is large.
For the analogous bound on w((zle, by (4.8)-(4.10), estimate (4.36), the parameter estimates T, Ty +31 < Ag41 and
{ < KH , and Fubini (recall that 1/1(5) and <I>(5) are functions of one and respectively two variables which are orthogonal

to each other), we have

1
curl (Vage) x Vig)) + 35— V (a9 ¥re)) x curl (%)f)H
qg+1-'A WN.p

N+1 N N-N'+1
S D Mla@llosra-s: Vi s + Z > Na@llon-ssasor I lyso o 2@ llysrssn

N’=0 N'/= N/"=0

= 3(N+2—N")—1 4 NN 3(N+1-N'—N")—1 1 1 gl)\ 1 N 2 1 4
~ Z q_+1 " - A¢]1\74r172'i_ Z Z (1_+1( L - KH/P_ /2< [qu ) él_/p A¢]1V+11

=0 N"=0 [

< Tq;llz‘l‘/P PN ( ;ﬁlxq 1.

Summing over 0 < ¢ < 4, loses an additional factor of o +11, which yields the desired bound for the first term on

the left of (4.39). Similarly, to estimate the summands in the definition (4.24) of wé’?l we use (4.8), (4.9), (4.36), the
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aforementioned parameter inequalities, and Fubini to obtain

2
LG) HWN,,N/,,p

N N’
—1 2 2 2 —1 2 2
H“ PrlPzo (a<5>¢<s>‘/’<5>5)HWN,p5“ > D H%)HCNW ‘b(s)HWNn,p
N'=0 N""=0

< -1 3NN =2 /=2 \ N" p1fo—1 1 Ag41 NN
S BT 1 q+1Y) TH

—1_-2 p?/p=2, p—1\N
STl T A

Summing in ¢ loses a factor of Tor +11 cf. (4.29), and we obtain the bound for the second term on the left of (4.39).
For the proof of (4.39), we additionally note that (4.20), and (4.43) imply the parameter inequalities

5—4a 5—4a

-1 8 ~To0 -3 y-1 —1_—1 p—1)=1/2 —1_-3 yj—1,)—1/2 — T
Tarl S A SAST Tat1Mgr1 S B Tap €|| ) and BTl 5” <At s (445)
which concludes the proof of the proposition. 0

The following bound shows that (2.15) holds, and collects a number of useful bounds for the cumulative velocity
increment wg 1, which in turn imply that (2.5a) and (2.5b) hold at level ¢ + 1.

Proposition 4.6. The bounds

3

g1l < 152121 (4.46)

||Uq+l - UqHL2 < 5;{',%1 (4.47)
_ 2/p—1 )1 /p—1 s

l[wg+1 ||Ws,p < Tq-flfl/p é”/p 2 q+1 (4.43)

[Ovwg i1l S Aoty (4.49)

holdfor 1 <p < ocands > 0.

Before turning to the proof of the proposition, we note that estimate (4.47) and the inductive assumption (2.5a) at
level g imply that

vgeill e < 2807 — 6% + 8,071 < 28 — 6,071 (4.50)

which is a consequence of 2/\5 < /\qB 41~ Thus, (2.52) holds at level ¢ + 1. Similarly, from (2.19b) and (4.48) with

s = 3 and p = 2, and the parameter inequality (4.45), we conclude
_ é*{}+§:ﬁ2 7
lasillgs S A7+ 72001 SAT 7 S AL < Agras (4.51)

where we have used that b is large and that o € [1,5/4). The remaining power of /\qi/f may be used to absorb the
implicit constant, and thus (2.5b) holds also at level ¢ + 1.

Similarly to (4.51), we establish two bounds which will be useful in Section 5 for the proof of Corollary 5.2. First,
from (4.48) with s = 9/2 and p = 2, and (2.19d) with M = 0 and N = 2, it follows that

— — 9 _
H”qulHLoc(T/ggT/g;Hs/z) < Nwgt1ll o + ||vq||LDO(T/3_’2T/3;H5) = qul)\q/jl + 7'q+21/\;1 S )\2+1 . (4.52)
Here we have also used the parameter inequality (4.45). Similarly, by (4.49) and the bound (2.19d) with M = 1 and
N = 0 we obtain

||8tUZI+1||L°°(T/3,2T/3;H2) < ||8twq+1HH2 + |‘8tﬁq||Loo(T/372T/3;H3) 5 )\2+1 + Tq_-l-ll)\é S )\2+1 . (4.53)

Proof of Proposition 4.6. The estimates (4.46) and (4.47) are a direct consequence of the already established bounds
and the definitions (4.25) and (4.26). Indeed, combining (4.37) with (4.39) with p = 2 and N = 0, we conclude that

5—4a
B— 16

1 1 3
||wq+1||L2 5q+{2 < ) + /\q+1 » < 1’
since [ is sufficiently small (see (4.43)). From (4.46) and (2.19¢) we obtain
— 1
g1 = vall 2 < 1B = vgll 2 + gl = < 88,
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as desired. The estimate (4.48) with non-integer values of s follows by interpolation from the case s € N. Compar-

ing (4.38) with the second inequality in (4.39), we see that the bound for the principal corrector is the worst, since
_ 5—-4da
At <1< 7, +1, and thus (4.48) follows directly.
Thus it is left to prove (4.49). An estimate on Jyw, +)1 will clearly dominate an estimate on dyw, le Hence it

suffices to estimate 8tw 4+1 and 8twq /1. First consider (?tw(p ). From the bound 4.10)with N =2, M = 1,p = 2,
estimate (4.36) with N = 3, and the definition (2.23) of u, we obtam

[ ]| <30S N les, I0Wie e

i EEAG)

imax
1
S Z 7'q+1 éLén )‘q+1H

711 2a+2
5 q+1 /\qul

5
S gt
where in the last inequality we used that (4.45) provides an upper bound for 7 Jrll, and that @ < 5/4. In order to

estimate 8tw((121 we use estimates (4.8) and (4.9), Fubini, and the bound (4.36) to obtain

ot 545 3 (el sl
3D Z(w It ]« oo + q’+111H¢<f>HHN [t s

i=0 £€A;) N=0
—1Zmax 8 po1y)-1fe (LLAgr1p (o —11y-1p—1/2y2
Sh Z ( q+1£ E ’ (#) A q+1 +Tq+1£ E 2/\q+1>

_ 3 _ _1
< qule” /)\ AR T e TR VA

o etooto o+ o

5
<A,

Here we have used explicitly the parameter choice (2.23), the parameter inequality (4.20), the first bound in (4.45), the
bound é[l < 611 < Ag+1, and the inequality 7,qy S Tq+11 O

5. CONVEX INTEGRATION STEP: THE REYNOLDS STRESS
The main result of this section may be summarized as:

Proposition 5.1. There exists an er > 0 sufficiently small, and a parameter p > 1 sufficiently close to 1, depending
only on «, b, and f3, such that the following holds: There exists a traceless symmetric 2 tensor R and a scalar pressure
field p, defined implicitly in (5.5) below, satisfying

Dyvgir +div (0941 ® vgr1) + VP + (—A) w41 = div R, (5.1a)
divvg = 0. (5.1b)

Moreover R obeys the bound
HRHL SN E Gy, (5.2)
where the constant depends on the choice of p and €, but is independent of q, and R has the support property
supp R C T3 x {t € [0,7]: dist(t, Gle+D) > TqH} . (5.3)

An immediate consequence of Proposition 5.1 is that the desired inductive estimates (2.4a) and (2.4b) and the
support property (2.11) hold for the Reynolds stress R, 1, which is defined as follows.
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Corollary 5.2. There exists a traceless symmetric 2 tensor ]%qﬂ and a scalar pressure field p,1 such that the triple

o

(Vg+1, Pg+1, Rgt1) solves the Navier-Stokes-Reynolds system (2.1) at level g + 1. Moreover, the following bounds
hold

| o], < 2ztdsa (5.42)
HéqHHm <N, (5.4b)

and }O%(Hl(t) = 0 whenever dist(t,G0TD) < 7,,.

Proof of Corollary 5.2. With R and p defined in Proposition 5.1, we let
Ry1 = RPydivR  and  pgq =p— A~ divdivR.

It follows from (5.1) and the definitions of the inverse-divergence operator R and of the Helmholtz projection Py that
the (vg+1,Pg+1, Rg+1) solve the Navier-Stokes-Reynolds system (2.1) at level ¢ + 1. Since the operator RPydiv is
time-independent, the claimed support property for 12,41, namely (2.11) at level g + 1, follows directly from (5.3).

With the parameter p > 1 from Proposition 5.1, using that |RPgdiv ||, ,,;, < 1, we directly bound
[#an], = 7o

The estimate (5.4a) then follows since the residual factor )\quﬁf' can absorb any constant if we assume « is sufficiently

< HEH < A“ZRg
r ~ e ~ “‘q+1 q+2

large. In order to prove (5.4b), we use equation (5.1), the support property of ]D%qH which implies that supp équl C
T3 x [T/3,27/3], and the bounds (4.50)—(4.53). Combining these, we obtain

[fosa]l,, =[[RPata B,
S 10wg41 + div (vg41 @ vg41) + (_A)aqurl||Loo(T/3_,2T/3;H2)
N ||8tvq+1||LOO(T/372T/3;H2) + quJrl ® Uq+1||H3 + ||vq+1||LOO(T/372T/3;H9/2)

S Hatqurl||Loo(T/3_,2T/3;H2) + HUqulHHs quJrl”Loo + ||vq+1||L00(T/372T/3;H9/2)
3 1
SN0 s1 | oo o 212y + [War 1755 g ll s + 10gs1ll oo oo s oy
5 6 s/ 5
S /\q+1 + )‘q+160 4+ )‘q+1
13/
5 Aq-i-zl .
For the dissipative term we have used that o < 5/4, so that 2« + 2 < 9/2. Using the residual power of )\;/12 we may
absorb any constants and thus (5.4b) follows. O

5.1. Proof of Proposition 5.1. Recall that vg1 = wqy1 + Ty, Where 7, is defined in Section 3.3 and (7, éq) solve
(2.1). Using (4.25) we obtain

div R — VD = (—A)%wgy1 + (%(w(:i)l + wf]?l) + div (T4 ® weg1 + Wgt1 @ Tg)

q
+div (Wi + i) @ e + 0l © Wi, +wll)))

+div(w®, @ w®) + Ry + o),

=:div (élincar + Ecorrcctor + éoscillation) + Vq . (55)

Here, the linear error and corrector errors are defined by applying R to the first and respectively second line of (5.5),
while the oscillation error is defined in Section 5.1.3 below. The zero mean pressure g is defined implicitly in a unique
way.

Besides the already used inequalities between the parameters, £, £| and A\, 1, we shall use that if p is sufficiently
close to 1 the following bounds hold:

—5 y2a—1p2/p—1 )1 /p—1/2 —5 \1—2a p2/p—2 y1/p—5/2
TenAgin E0 T T TR AT T

—6 \—1 p2fo—3 ) =1 | _—6 \1—2a 2/o—1 1/p—2 -
+ Tq+1)‘q4:1£¢/ EH/ + TN ! €||/ S A0t (5.6
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To see this, we appeal to the bound (4.45) for 7, +1 and the parameter choices (2.23) to conclude that the left side of
(5.6) is bounded from above as

2/p—2 1 fp—1 [ — 1/ 5 \1-2a - o
Ol (T e TN A+ TN )

2/p—2 )lfp—1_—6 200—1 120 J/ AL 1—2a -
SO0l (e e q+1g )

< 2/p—2 )11 (5—4a) 7571;“1 7578401 55244a) 728;4#»1
e T (S s At A

4o
<€2/P 2€|1|/P 1)\q+1)0
5-da

100
SA

where in the last inequality we have chosen p sufficiently close to 1, depending only on «v. To conclude the proof of
(5.6), note that

—2¢ —2¢ 23 2erb— 251;2
P M e iD W AP Wt

and therefore if we ensure that e and § are sufficiently small, depending on « and b only, such that

5 —4da

2erb + 28b° <
erb+200" < =55

5.7

then the three estimates above imply (5.6).

5.1.1. The linear error. In order to prove (5.2), we first estimate the contributions to R coming from Elinear. Recall-
ing (4.23), the bounds (2.19b), (4.10), (4.36), and (4.48), we obtain

HRlincar
Lr

S IR(=8)" w1l + |[R@:(w + i )|+ IR (7, @ w1 + w1 @)

= ||wq+1HW2a—1,p + Z Z HatRcurlcurl (a(ﬁ)v(ﬁ))HLp + ||5q||Loo ||wq+1HLp

7 fEA(i)
S U+ 1]l poo) 1wg i1 lyaare + > D> [[Orcur] (a Vig)||
7 fEA(i)
< 4 all) Twas o + 32 3 (lalles, 19Vie g o2 Vo lws)
7 fEA(l)
_ _ 2P _
</\3 (;31/\311162/1) 1€|1|/p 1/2 ,5 62/p lél/p 1/2/\q4i1 (L#rl,u) (Ijrg;lg?/p lél/p 1/2/\qi1
< q—fl)\zillg?/P 161‘/P_1/2 (5.8)

Here we have used the definition of y from (2.23), and the parameter inequalities )\3 S T +11 < /\a/ ’. By (5.6), the
above estimate is consistent with (5.2).

5.1.2. Corrector error. Next we turn to the errors involving correctors. Appealing to estimates (4.38) and (4.39) of
Proposition 4.4, we have

[Raiv (el + ) © wes +wfh @ @i +uifl)|

c ¢
S Hwt(z-zl + wz(ﬁ)-l L2p ||wq+1||L2p + ngj.)l wgﬁl + wt(ﬁ)-l
2/17*34'/;7*3/2

HRcorrcctor S
Lr

L2 L2
-1
< T+1M 14

—5 y1—2a p2/p—2 1/17*'3/2
S Tanrgn 077

In the last inequality we have appealed to the definition (2.23). Due to (5.6) this estimate is sufficient for (5.2).
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5.1.3. Oscillation error. In this section we estimate the remaining error, Eoscillation, which obeys
div (Eoscillation) + VP =div ( w ® w(-l-)l + R ) + atw q+1> (59)

where P is a suitable pressure. From the definition of w(p )1 in (4.21) and of the coefficients a(¢) in (4.16), using the
disjoint support property of the intermittent jets (4.5), the fact that A1y N A2y = 0, and appealing to the identity
(4.19), we have

div (w((ﬁr)l ® wt(ﬁr)l) + div }L%q

=Y 2 div(agae Wi © W) +divR,
i,j EEA() & ENG

= Z Z div (aé)W(g) & W(g)) + divﬁq

[ EGA(Z')
=2 > div (aé)( Wi @ Wee ][ W<s>®W<s>dw)> +V [ 02D pixy
i €M@ i>0
= Z Z div (a(g)]PquﬂeL/z (W(g) ®W(g) ) Zplx(Z
[ geA(l) >0
Ee)

Here we use that since Wy is (T/e, ,\)3-periodic, the minimal separation between active frequencies of W) @ Wi¢
and the 0 frequency is given by Ay 1141 . Thatis, Pozo(We) @ Wig)) =Py 10, 2(Wiey ® We)). We further split

Biey = Pso (Por,nrs (Wie) @ Wie)) ¥ (a3 ) ) + Pro (afeydiv (Wiey @ Wie)))
=1 Ee1) T Eg2) -

The term RE(E)l) , which is the first contribution to Eoscillation, is estimated by using that the coefficient functions ae)
are essentially frequency localized inside of the ball of radius 7 +31 <K Ag4+141, in view of (4.36). More precisely, by

Lemma 4.3 we are justified to use [5, Lemma B.1], with the parameter choices A = o +31, C,=r

1;4-51’ K = )\q+151_/2’
and L sufficiently large, to conclude

IREe |l S |91 Bew||

< H IV Po (szqﬂu/z (Wie) @ Wie)) V (a%@)) ‘

Lr
T_5 T_G
5 q+1 1+ q+1 W, oW
/\q+1€J_ < (T(?+1)\q+1£J_)L_2> H €3] (€) HLP
-5
T
S q—:Z_ HW(E)HBP HW(ﬁ)HL%
Sl

In the last inequality above we have used estimate (4.10), and in the second to last inequality we have used that by
taking L sufficiently large, for instance L = 4 is sufficient in view of the first inequality in (4.45) and the definition
of £, in (2.23), we have T +1( o1 /\q+1h) 2-L < 1. Summing these contributions over 0 < i < 4,5 COSts an

additional factor of 7 +1, and from the third term in (5.6) we obtain the the bound for R E¢ 1) is consistent with (5.2).
We are left to estimate the contribution from the F(¢ 5y term. From identity (4.11) we have that

1 2 2 2 1 2 2 2 1 2 2 2
Bz = 7 Pro (%)‘b(s)atw(f)f) = 0P (a<s>¢<s>¢<s>5) — P ((ata<f))¢<s>¢<s>5) :
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Hence, summing in ¢ and ¢, pairing with the 6tw 1 present in (5.9), recalling the definition of w 1 in (4.24), and
noting that Id — Py = V(A~!div ), we obtain

YD B+l = %Z > (1d—Pa)orP o (afél v - Z > Pao (0r(afe))ofvie)

i geA(i) i geA(i) i EEAy)
=Vqg—— Z Z P=o (at a 5))¢?§)1/1(25)§) ) (5.10)
i EEA®)

where ¢ :Ni > deA(i) A~ div 0P 2o (aé)gb%g)djé){) is a pressure term. At last, we estimate the second contri-
bution to Roscillation DY using (4.8), (4.9), Fubini, (4.29), and (4.36), to obtain

Z > Pro (at a(e)) D)V s)f) S —Z > Hat aiie)) B ey
i EEAR Lo t EEAG)
S—Z > llalles llaellp~ de ] 7a e 220
t EEAG)
< —1zmi( gz/P 2 l/p 1
S n;ﬂprle Fa
STl e (5.11)

In the last equality above we have used the definition of . Using the bound for the last term in (5.6), we conclude that
the above estimate is consistent with (5.2), which shows that Roscillation also obeys this inequality.

5.1.4. The temporal support of R. In order to conclude the proof of Proposition 5.1, we need to show that (5.3) holds.
From (5.5) it follows that

supp R C supp wl(ﬁr)l U supp wgi)l U supp w((;zl U supp Fq.

By (2.20a) we know that ﬁq (t) = 0 whenever dist(¢,G@+1)) < 27,,,, while by property (4.18) we have that
ae)(t) = 0 whenever dist(t, G (a+1)) < 7, 1. By their definitions, the principal (4.21), incompressibility (4.22), and
temporal correctors (4.24), are composed only of terms which contain the coefficient functions a ), and thus, similarly

to (4.27) we have that w§+)1 t) = wgﬁl (t) = ((121( t) = 0 whenever dist(¢, G(@*1)) < 7., . This proves (5.3).
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