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ON NON-UNIQUENESS OF HOLDER CONTINUOUS GLOBALLY
DISSIPATIVE EULER FLOWS

CAMILLO DE LELLIS, HYUNJU KWON

ABSTRACT. We show that for any a < % there exist a-Holder continuous weak solutions of the
three-dimensional incompressible Euler equation, which satisfy the local energy inequality and
strictly dissipate the total kinetic energy. The proof relies on the convex integration scheme
and the main building blocks of the solution are various Mikado flows with disjoint supports in
space and time.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this work, we consider the Cauchy problem for the incompressible Euler equations on the
spatially periodic domain [0, 7] x T3,

(1.1)

ov+V-(v®v)+Vp=0
V-v=0.

where T? = [—-m, 7|3 and 0 < T < . The Euler equations describe the motion of an ideal
volume-preserving fluid: v : [0,7] x T®> — R? represents the velocity of the fluid and p :
[0,T] x T3 — R the pressure.

A distributional solution of (L) is a solenoidal vector field v € L2([0,T] x T3;R?) for which
the first equation (the momentum equation) holds distributionally (i.e. the distributional curl
of opv + V - (v ® v) vanishes). The pressure is the unique (up to a time-dependent constant)
solution of Ap =}, ; 6% (vivj). A globally dissipative Euler flow is a distributional solution which

belongs L3([0, 7] x T?) and satisfies additionally the local energy inequality

&, <¥>+v<<@ ~|—p>v> <0 (1.2)

in the sense of distributions (note that, by the classical Calderon-Zygmund inequality, p €
L?2([0,T] x T3) and hence p|v|? is well defined). Integrating the latter inequality in space, we
derive that the global kinetic energy of the solution is nondecreasing:

2
%J%(t,x) dr <0. (1.3)

In order to motivate the energy inequality, we recall the well-known fact that smooth solutions
satisfy the local energy equality, namely

() o () <o, »

which can be derived by scalar multiplying the momentum equation and making some standard
calculus manipulations. Correspondingly, smooth solutions preserve the total kinetic energy,
namely

o[
T(m,t) dx = const . (1.5)
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Next, consider “suitable” weak solutions of the Navier-Stokes equation

{@fu—i—v-(v@v) + Vp = eAv (1.6)

V-v=0,

as defined in the celebrated work of Caffarelli, Kohn and Nirenberg [7]. The latter are distribu-
tional solutions in L®([0,T]; L2(T?)) n L2([0,T]; W'2(T3)) which satisfy a corresponding local

energy inequality
|U|2 |U|2 |U|2 2
- . - < -
O < 5 +V 5 +plo el A 5 | Do

and hence a corresponding integrated form

d |U|2 2
— | — < - Dol*. 1.
dtj 2 €j| 4 (1.7)

Such suitable weak solutions can be proven to exist for any given L? (divergence-free) initial and,
thanks to the theory developed in [7], are regular outside of a compact set with zero Hausdorff
one-dimensional measure. If, as € | 0, they were to converge strongly in L3 to a solution of the
Euler equation, the latter would be globally dissipative.

After a series of developments in the field, see [13| 14 [15] 1], 4] 2] B Bl 10, 19], Isett solved in
[18] a famous Conjecture of Lars Onsager in the theory of fully developed turbulence (cf. [21])
showing that for every a < % there are a-Holder solutions of (L)) for which (ILH]) fails. Slightly
after, Isett’s result was improved in [6] by Buckmaster, the first author, Székelyhidi and Vicol,
who showed the existence of a-Holder solutions in the Onsager range for which (IZ3) holds with
a strict inequality. As a rigorous mathematical validation of the classical Kolmogorov’s theory
of turbulence, it would be rather interesting if one could show that some of these dissipative
solutions can be recovered as strong limits of suitable weak solutions vy of the Navier-Stokes
equations with vanishing e, since such a sequence would display anomalous dissipation, i.e.

T
liminfskj J|ka|2(t,x) dzx dt >0
k1oo 0

for some finite time 7' > 0. However, as observed by Isett in [I7], a strong limit of suitable
weak solutions of (LG would necessarily satisfy the local energy inequality (at least if the
convergence were to be in the L3 topology). This naturally motivates a stronger version of the
Onsager conjecture, namely the existence of a-Holder globally dissipative solutions of the Euler
equations (i.e. satisfying (I.I]) and (L2))) for which

v|? v]?
f%(T,x) dr < f%(o,x) dx . (1.8)

The first author and Laszlé Székelyhidi produced the first bounded examples in [11], while
Isett in [17] has recently provided the first Holder examples. In this paper we improve upon the
regularity obtained by Isett, even though we are still relatively far from the conjectural threshold
1

3

Theorem 1.1. For any 0 < 8 < % there are globally dissipative weak solutions v to the Euler
equation (1) in CB([0,T] x T3) for which (IL8) holds.

As it is the case of [I7] (and in fact of any “convex integration” arguments starting from
[12] 13]) a byproduct of the construction is that neither (I.2]) nor (L4)) are enough to restore
uniqueness of weak solutions.
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Theorem 1.2. For any 0 < 8 < %, we can find infinitely many time-global weak solutions v

to the Euler equation (LI) in CP([0,T] x T3) which have zero mean, satisfy the local energy
equality (L4) and share the same initial data.

While the statement above imposes (L4]), which is clearly stronger than (L.2]), it is not difficult
to modify our arguments to produce an analogous example of infinitely many distinct globally
dissipative weak solutions with the same initial data and such that (8] holds.

2. OUTLINE OF THE PROOF

We construct globally dissipative Euler flows approximated by sequences of dissipative Euler-
Reynolds flows, introduced in [17].

Definition 2.1 (Dissipative Euler-Reynolds flows). A tuple of smooth tensors (v, p, R, k, ) is a
dissipative Euler-Reynolds flow with global energy loss E(t) if k = % tr R and the tuple solves the
Fuler-Reynolds system with the Reynold-stress R + % Id and the relaxed local energy equality:

v+ V- -(v®@v)+Vp=V-(R+Z£Id) =V R
Vov=0 (2.1)
o (AoP) + V- (3l +p)v) =Dy (k+ 5) + V- (Rv) + V- ¢,

where the advective derivative D; is Dy = d; + (v - V) and (V- R); = 0;R;;. Even though it

is not really essential for our arguments, to be consistent with the term dissipative, we assume
that £’ < 0. Note moreover that the addition of a constant to E. We will therefore impose

E(0) =0 (2.2)

j|” (z,t)d J|v (x,0)d (2.3)

(which thus justifies the term energy loss).

and observe that, as a consequence,

It is obvious that when R, k, ¢ are all zero, (v,p) becomes a globally dissipative Euler flow
(and the requirement E’ < 0 is used only in this simple conclusion). Denoting an average
in space of a quantity w by w, for a given globally dissipative Euler flow (v,p), the averaged
pair (0,p) becomes a dissipative Euler-Reynolds flow with Reynolds stress R + %Id =7Q®

¥ — v®v, unsolved flux density x + £ = 1(v2 - 1[v]2 = Ltr(R + Z1d), unsolved flux current
= (%\@\2 +p) v— (3v]2 + p)v— (%\@\2 - %W) v—Rv. This motivates the relation x = 1 tr(R)
on the approximate solutions.

2.1. Induction scheme. The proof of the main theorem is based on an iterative procedure,
similarly to all the literature which came out after the works [13] [14], which introduced the
“Euler-Reynolds flows”, namely the system of PDEs consisting of the first two equations in
@1). The idea to handle the local energy inequality by adding the third equation and the
unknown ¢ is instead a notable contribution of [I7]. In the inductive procedure we assume to
have a tuple (vq, pg, Ry, Kq, q) solving ([2.1) for which the “error (R, kg, ¢q)” is suitably small.
At the step ¢ + 1 we aim at finding a new dissipative Euler-Reynolds flow with reduced error
is substantially reduced compared to that of step ¢. This is accomplished by adding a suitable
correction (wq41,¢q+1) to the velocity and pressure (vg, py), namely defining vy1 = vq + Wgi1
and pg+1 = Pg + g1 so that the new error (Rgy1,Kq+1,9q+1) (Which roughly speaking is
determined by the equations) is sensibly smaller than (R, kg, ¢,). The precise statement is
given in Proposition 2.3
3



First of all for ¢ € N (where we use the convention that 0 € N) we introduce the frequency A,

1

and the amplitude 64 of the velocity v,, which have the form
be _9a

Aq:[)\(() )]7 5(1:)‘(12 )

where « is a positive parameter smaller than 1 and b and Ay are real parameters larger than 1
(however, while b will be typically chosen close to 1, Ay will be typically chosen very large). In

1
particular 6 )\, is a monotone increasing sequence.
In the induction hypothesis, we will assume several estimates on the tuple (vq, pg, Ry, Kq, Pq)-
For technical reasons, the domains of definition of the tuples is changing at each step and it is
given by [—7,-1,T + 7,—1] x T3, where 7_1 = o0 and for ¢ > 0 the parameter 7, is defined by

11 11 \7!
Tq = (COM)\(; 4+10¢ ;+1>
for some geometric constant Cy and M (which will specified later in (3.9) and Proposition
[2.3] respectively). Note the important fact that 7, is decreasing in ¢. In order to shorten our
formulas, it is convenient to introduce the following notation:

e 7 + o is the concentric enlarged interval (a — o,b + o) when Z = [a, b];
o |F,|n is the CP?CY norm of F, on its domain of definition, namely

gl v == [ Fgllcofo,r147,—1:07 (13)) -
We are now ready to detail the inductive estimates:
1 1
lvglo <1 =067, [vglw < MAJS,  lpglly < Ag'0g N =1,2, (2.4)
and
1
5 = 5 (R, (2.5)
3
| Dipglln—1 < G AY, (2.6)
1
IR v < AY™%0411,  |IDiRy[n-1 < A 7%7686401, N =0,1,2 (2.7)
3 13
logln <A ™78001,  [Dwpgln—r < X 7H662,,, N =0,1,2 (2.8)

where D; = 0 + v, -V and v = (b —1)2.

Remark 2.2. Throughout the rest of the paper we will typically estimate |F|y and |D¢F|n—-1
for several functions, vectors and tensors F'. However, in a writing like (2.7)) and (2.8]), for N = 0
we are not claiming any negative Sobolev estimate on DyF': the reader should just consider the
advective derivative estimate to be an empty statement when N = 0. The reason for this
convention is just to make the notation easier, as we do not have to state in a separate line the
estimate for |Fp in many future statements.

It seems natural to impose that %Id has a size comparable to Ry and require
1Ello < 01

1
|E"llo < 6§ 1,

where we abuse notation and write |Flo = [F[cor) for a time function F. As we already
discussed the dissipative Euler-Reynolds system is invariant under addition to E of a constant
and we adopt the normalization condition F(0) = 0. We will therefore assume

E0)=0, E'<0 and |E™|y<d2s Vn=0,1. (2.9)

Under this setting, the core inductive proposition is given as follows.
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Proposition 2.3 (Inductive proposition). There ezists a geometric constant M> 1 and func-
tions b(e) > 1 and Ao(a,b, M) > 0 such that the following property holds. Let o € (0,2),
be (1,b(a)) and Ao = Ag(a,b, M) and assume that a tuple of tensors (vy,pq, Ry, kg, Pq) 5 @
dissipative Euler-Reynolds flow defined on the time interval [0,T] 4+ 14—1 satisfying (2.4])-(2.8)
for an energy loss E(t) satisfying (29). Then, we can find a corrected dissipative Euler-Reynolds
flow (Vg+1,Pg+1, Rg+1, Kg+1, Pg+1) on the time interval [0,T] + 74 for the same energy loss E(t)

which satisfies (2.4)-2.8) for ¢+ 1 and

1
Jeger = valo + 5 lvgss = vl < M6E,y. (2:10)
q+1
While the latter proposition would be enough to prove Theorem [[.I] we will indeed need a
technical refinement in order to show Theorem We have decided to state such refinement
separately in order to improve the readability of our paper. In its statement we will need the
following convention:

e given a function f on [0,7] x T3, supp,(f) will denote its temporal support, namely

supp,(f) := {t : 3 = with f(z) # 0}.

e given an open interval Z = [a, b], |Z| will denote its length (b —a) and Z + ¢ will denote
the concentric enlarged interval (a — o,b + o).

Proposition 2.4 (Bifurcating inductive proposition). Let the geometric constant M> 1, the
functions b, Ao, the parameters o, b, Ao and the tuple (vq, pg, Rq, Kq,¢q) be as in the statement
of Proposition [2.3. For any time interval T < (0,T) with |Z| > 31, we can produce a first

tuple (Vg41,Pg+1, Rg+1, Kq+1, Pg+1) and a second one (Vg41,Dg+1, Rg41, Rg+1, Pg+1) which share
the same initial data, satisfy the same conclusions of Proposition [Z.3 and additionally

l ~
lvg+1 = Pg+1llooqo,ry2(re)) = 04415 suPP(vg1 — Ug11) < Z. (2.11)

Furthermore, if we are given two tuples (vg, g, Ry, Kqs 0q) and (Dg, Pgs Rys g, §q) satisfying 24)-

238) and
SUPpt(Uq — Vg, Pq — Pgs Rq — Rq, Rq — Rgq, g — ‘ﬁq) cJ

for some intemal:7 < (0,T), we can exhibit corrected counterparts (Vg+1, Pg+1, Rg+1s Kg+1, Pg+1)

and (Vg+1,Pg+1, Rgt+1, Rg+1, Pg+1) again satisfying the same conclusions of Proposition 2.3 to-
gether with the following control on the support of their difference:

~ 1
Suppt(%}—l—l - 7~)q+1apq+1 _ﬁq—l-la Rq—l—l - Rq+17 Rg+1 — Rg+1,Pq+1 — (Pq—l-l) c j + (Aqéqz )_1' (2-12)

2.2. Proof of Theorem In this argument we assume T > 20. Fix 8 < % and a € (5, %)
Then, choose b and Ao in the range suggested in Proposition 2.3l We take E = 0 and we start
with

(U()ap()a R07 R0, (100) = <07 0707 070) .

It is easy to see that it solves (2I) and satisfies (24)-(28). Now, the conclusion of Proposition

23 would be trivial in this case, since we could simply define (vq, p1, R1, k1, ¢1) to be identically

0. Nonetheless, consider any sequence of solutions (vq, py, Ry, kg, ©q) to (Z1]) and satisfying (24])-

(28) and ([2I0). Since the sequence {v,} also satisfies (Z.10), it is Cauchy in C°([0, T]; C*(T?)).
5



Indeed, for any ¢ < ¢/, we have the following estimate]

!

q—q
qu’ - UqHCO([O,T];CQ(T?’)) < H?Jqul - Uq+l—1Hco([o,T];cﬁ(1r3))
=1
q—q s 5
S ||Uq+l - Uq+l—1H0 ||Uq+l - Uq+l—1H1
=1
q—q 5 1 q—
S 2 A0 = Z >\q+1 -0,
=1 =1

as q goes to infinity because of 3 —«a < 0. Therefore, we obtain its limit v in C°([0, T]; C®(T3)).
Also, we note that p, solves Ap, = divdiv(R,; — v, ® vy). By using the convergence of v,
in C°([0,T]; C*(T?)) to v (and that of R, to 0 in C°([0,7]; C%(T?)): note that an analogous
interpolation argument can be used for R, as well), we can obtain a mean-zero pressure p as
the limit of p, in CO([0,T]; C%(T?)), by Schauder estimates. Since (R, kg, ¢,) converges to 0
in C°([0,T] x T?), the limit (v, p) solves the Euler equation (I.T]) and satisfies the local energy
equality (I4]) in the distributional distribution. Estimating

10rvgllo < [vgllollDvgllo + [1Dpgllo + 1D Rgllo »

the time regularity of v can be concluded with an analogous interpolation argument. Alterna-
tively it follows from the general results of [16] (see also [§] for a different argument). Hence
v e CY[0,T] x T3). We mention in passing that the pressure can be shown to belong to C®
(in time and space): this can be concluded again by interpolation as done above or it can be
inferred from the general results of [16] [§].

On the other hand, fix ¢ € N satisfying b9 > ¢. At the gth step using Proposition [Z.4] we
can produce two distinct tuples, one which we keep denoting as above and the other which we
denote by (94, Dy, Rq, Rq,9q) and satisfies (ZI1I), namely

1
107 — vgl coqo,ry;Le(r3)) = 0¢ 5 suppy(vg — ) = 7,

with Z = (10,10 + 37;-1). Applying now the Proposition 2.3 iteratively, we can build a new
sequence (6q,ﬁq,]§q,f£q,cﬁq) of approximate solutions which satisfy (24])-(21I0) and 2I12), in-
ductively. Arguing as above, this second sequence converges to a solution (,p) to the Euler
equation (LI satisfying (L4)). Indeed, & € CP([0,T] x T3). We remark that for any ¢ > g,

O 1
supp;(vg — 9q) € Z + Z d¢) < [9,11,
q=q

(by adjusting Ao to be even larger than chosen above, if necessary), and hence 7, shares initial
data with v, for all g. As a result, two solutions 9, and v, have the same initial data. However,

Here and in the rest of the note, given two quantities A; and By depending on the induction parameter
q we will use the notation A < B meaning that A < CB for some constant C' which is independent of ¢q. In
some situations we will need to be more specific and then we will explicitely the depndence of C' on the various
parameters involved in our arguments.
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the new solution v differs from v because

18

[v = Bl coo,ry;z2(r3y) = |vg — Vgllcoqo,rszecrsy) — D, g1 — vg — (Dg+1 — Tg) | oo, 1) L2 (13))

Il
<

q
a0

- 3 - -
> |lvg — Tglooqoryzzsy — (2m)2 > (lvgsr = vgllo + 441 — Tgllo)
q=q+1
1 5 21
> 062 —2(2m)2 M Y 62, > 0.
=7

The last inequality follows from adjusting A\g to a larger one if necessary. By changing the choice
of time interval Z and the choice of ¢, we can easily generate infinitely many solutions.

2.3. Proof of Theorem .1l Fix g < % and as above choose a € (f, %) In order to prove
Theorem [I1] it suffices to produce a nonzero E which satisfies ([2.9]) and a starting tuple
(vo, po, Ro, ko, po) which satisfies ([2ZI)-(28]). In fact, arguing as in the previous section we
can use inductively Proposition 23] to produce a sequence (vq, pg) which is converging uniformly
to a C® solution (v, p) of the Euler equations on [0,T] for which, additionally, the identity

[ol® [ol® _
82+V 2+p =F

holds. Since any time-dependent function x € C((0,7")) would be an admissible test function,

we conclude
j 8xf txd:ndt—f E'(t)x(t)dt.
T3

Given that F is C', the latter implies that the total kinetic energy is a C' function and it in
facts coincides with F up to a constant, namely

o] [v]?
—(Tyz)dx — | —(0,z)dx = E(T) — E(0).
T3 2 T3 2
On the other hand F(0) = 0, £’ < 0 and E is not identically 0. In particular F(T) — E(0) < 0.
We are thus left with the task of finding a suitable £ and a starting tuple. E will be assumed
to be smooth. We fix an integer parameter A > 0 (which will be chosen appropriately later) and
define

bo = ko = 07
1 _ _
vo = (1 =265 + E(t))%(cos Azxg,sin A\xs, 0) ,
wo =0
and ~
4 i ) 0 0 sin Az
Ry := A*E(l —208+E(t)z| 0 0  —cos)xs
sinAxg —cosArz 0
1
Note that, by assuming Ay large enough, 0 < 6y — 01 < 25 E(t) <305 < % and thus vy and
Ry are well defined and smooth, since
L 1
L—20 + B(t) > 3. (2.13)

Moreover, it is easy to check that the tuple satisfies (2.I)), (2.5]), and (Z.8). Our task is therefore
to show that we can choose a nontrivial £ and a A so to satisfy all the estimates (2.4) and [2.7)).
7



We start recalling that F < 0 and estimating

1
Jvoll v < (1—26¢)2 AN,

which implies that (2.4]) is satisfied as soon as

A< Aodé . (2.14)
As for ([27) we estimate
| Rollv < CAN Y E'g
| DeRollw = |0Rollv < CAN LI E" o + | E'[3) ,
where C' is a geometric constant. Considering that by ([2.14) we already have A < A\ and that

1
|E o < 6301 by assumption (and hence |E’|3 < 8067 < 8061), it suffices to impose | E” o < dody
and

1
A= CA6E . (2.15)
Since the existence of a nontrivial smooth function E with E(0) = 0, E’ < 0, and |[E™ | < 633
1

for n = 0,1,2 is obvious (choose for example E(t) = —&;(1 — exp(—4Zt))), we just need to

check that the requirements (2.I4]) are mutually compatible for some choice of the parameters

satisfying the assumptions of Proposition 2.3t taking into account that A must be an integer, the
1

requirement amounts to the inequality 62 (Ao — C)\gy) > 1. Recall that 3y = 3(b — 1)? and the

restrictions on b given by Proposition 23] certainly allows us to choose b so that 3(b — 1)? < %

1

The compatibility is then satisfied if A\g > CAj + 1. Since C is a geometric constant, we just
need a sufficiently large A9, which is again a restriction compatible with the requirements of
Proposition 2.31

3. CONSTRUCTION OF THE VELOCITY CORRECTION

In this section we detail the construction of the correction w := v441 —v4. As in the literature
which started from the paper [13], the perturbation w is, in first approximation, obtained from
a family of highly oscillatory stationary solution of the incompressible Euler equation, which are
modulated by the errors R, and ¢, and transported along the “course grain flow” of the vector
field vg. There are several choices of stationary solutions that one could use. In this paper
our choice falls on what has proved to be the most efficient ones found so far, called Mikado
flows and first introduced in [I0]. In order to define them, consider a function ¥ on R? and let
U(z) = eg¥(z1,r2), where e3 = (0,0,1). Then it can be readily checked that U is a stationary
solution. We can now apply a stretching factor s > 0, a general rotation O and a translation by
a vector p to define

U(z) = sOU(O a —p)).
Observe that the periodization of this function defines a stationary solution on T? when Oes
belongs to aQ? for some a > 0. From now on, with a slight abuse of our terminology, the word
Mikado flow will always refer to such periodization. Moreover the vector f = sOes will be,
without loss of generality assumed to belong to Z? and will be called the direction of the Mikado
flow, while p will be called its shift.

In this paper f will vary in a finite fixed set of directions F (which in fact has cardinality 270)
and for each f we will specify an appropriate choice of 19, which will be smooth and compactly
supported in a disk B(0, %0). The precise choice will be specified later. ¢ will not depend on
the shift p and we will denote by Uy the corresponding Mikado flows when p = 0. Observe that
Us = fs for some smooth ¢y € CP(R3) with f - Vi); = 0. One key point, which is used since
the pioneering work [10] is the following elementary lemma:

8



Lemma 3.1. For each f € F, let p(f) € R, vy € R and X\ € N\{0}. Assume that the supports
of the maps Ug(- — p(f)) are pairwise disjoint. Then

UMz = p(f))

feF

is a stationary solution of the incompressible Euler equations on T3.

Note that the supports of the functions Uy(- — p) and 9¢(- — p) are contained in a dff—

neighborhood of
lf~|—p:={xe']I‘?’:(:1:—0’f—p)€27rZ3 forsomeaeR}. (3.1)

If dy is sufficiently small, depending on f, the latter is a “thin tube” winding around the torus
a finite number of time (this inspired the authors of [I0] to call Uy a Mikado flow, inspired
by the classical game originating in Hungary). In a first approximation we wish to define our
perturbation vy41 — v4 as

Z ’Yf(Rq<t= ), ‘Pq(’fa a:))Uf()\(x —p(f))

feF

where the coefficients v are appropriately chosen smooth functions (later on called “weights”),
A is a very large parameter and the p(f) are appropriately chosen shifts to ensure the disjoint
support condition of Lemma [B] (namely that the %‘)—neighborhoods of Iy + p(f) are pairwise
disjoint). As already pointed out such Ansatz must be corrected and we need to modify the
perturbation so that it is approximately advected by the velocity v,. Note that on large time-
scales the flow of the velocity v, does not satisfy good estimates, while it satisfies good estimates
on a sufficiently small scale 7,. Following [3] and [I5] this issue is solved by introducing a partition
of unity in time and “restarting’ the flow at a discretized set of times, roughly spaced according
to the parameter 7,. However, unlike [3] and [I5] one has to face the delicate problem of keeping
the supports of the various Mikado flows disjoint. This is done by discretizing the construction
in space too, taking advantage of the fact that for sufficiently small space and time scales, the
supports of the transported Mikado flows remain roughly straight thin tubes: the argument
requires then a subtle combinatorial choice of the “shifts”. As in [I3] the introduction of the
space-time discretization deteriorates the estimates and accounts for the Holder threshold %
This is certainly better than the exponent achieved by Isett in [I7], however it comes short of
the conjectural exponent % precisely because of the several additional errors introduced by the
discretization.
We break down the exact description of the perturbation in the following steps:

e In Section Bl we describe the choice of the directions F and the respective functions
vy

. Inf Section we describe an appropriate regularization of the (vq, pq, Ry, Kq, ¢q) and we
introduce the drift of the regularized velocity;

e In Section we describe the main part of the velocity perturbation, which involves the
space-time discretization, the combinatorial choice of the shifts and the drifted Mikado
flows;

e In Section [3.4] we detail the choice of the weight of each Mikado flow;

e In Section we specify a further correction of the main velocity perturbation, which
ensures that v,41 is solenoidal.

3.1. Mikado directions. To determine a set of suitable directions f, we recall two geometric
lemmas. In the first we denote by S the subset of R3*3 of all symmetric matrices, let Id be the
identity matrix and set | K|y 1= |(Kim)|o = max , |k | for K € R3%3,

9



Lemma 3.2 (Geometric Lemma I). Let F = {f;}%_, be a set of vectors in Z3 and C a positive
constant such that

6
Z [i®fi=CId, and {f; ® fi}°_, forms a basis of S. (3.2)

i=1

Then, there ezists a positive constant Nog = No(F) such that for any N < Ny, we can find
functions {T',}9_; < C*(Sn; (0,0)), with domain Sy := {Id—K : K is symmetric, | K|, < N},
satisfying
6
=K = YT (Id- K)(fi® f;), VY(Id—K)e Sy.
i=1

Proof. Since f; ® f; is a basis for S, there are unique linear maps L; : S — R such that

A=) L(A)f;®fi VAeS.

On the other hand by (3:2) and the uniqueness of such maps, L;(Id) = % for all i. Choose now

Np so that L;(A) > 5 for all A€ Sy,. It thus suffices to set I'y,(A) := 4/L;(A) for all A€ Sy,
to find the desired functions. O

Lemma 3.3 (Geometric Lemma II). Suppose that

{f1, f2, f3} < Z3\{0} is an orthogonal frame and fy = —(f1 + fa + f3). (3.3)

Then, for any Ny > 0, there are affine functions {I'f, }1<k<a © CP(Vig; [No, 20)) with domain
VN, = {u e R3 : |u| < No} such that

4
u = Z ka (u)fk Yu e VNO .
k=1

Proof. Since {fx}?_, is orthogonal, any vector u in R?® can be written as u = ?:1 |uf—];fkg fi. Define

2N0+%, k=1,2,3
L) =19, k=4

Clearly the functions are affine (and thus smooth), whereas a direct computation gives u =

Sy Dy () fr. T u € Vi, using |u| < N and | fi| = 1, we get |T'y, (u)| = 2No — % > Ny when

k =1,2,3. Therefore, it is obvious to have |I'y, (u)| = Ny for any u € Vy;,. O

Based on these lemmas, we choose 27 pairwise disjoint families 7/ indexed by j € Z3, where
each JFJ consists further of two (disjoint) subfamilies F7% U F7% with cardinalities |F7/¥| = 6
and |F75%?| = 4, chosen so that F/f and F/% satisfy (3.2) and (3.3)), respectively. For example,
for j = (0,0,0) we can choose

FiR = {(1,+1,0),(1,0,+1), (0,1, +1)}, F* ={(1,2,0),(~2,1,0),(0,0,1), (1, -3, 1)}

and then we can apply 26 suitable rotations (and rescalings). Next, the function ¢ will be chosen
for each f in two different ways, depending on whether f € F»f or f € F5%. Introducing the
shorthand notation (u) = §i5 u(z) dz, we impose the moment conditions

Wpy=Wi=0, @H=1 vfeFF

Wpy=0, @WhH=1 VfeF® (3.4)
10



The main point is that the Mikado directed along f € F/*% will be used to “cancel the error R,”,
while the ones directed along f € F7*¥ will be used to “cancel the error ¢,” and the different
moment conditions will play a major role. In both cases we assume also that

supp(¢¢) c B <lf, %) ={zeR3:|jz—y|l< 15 for some y € Iy}, (3.5)

where 7 is a geometric constant which will be specified later, cf. Proposition

3.2. Regularization and drift. We start by suitably smoothing the tuple (vq, pg, Ry, Kq: ©q)-
To this aim we first introduce the parameters ¢ and ¢, defined by

8
EZ%(%) , b= T3, 11 1 1
AgAgir Y Al Ag+19q 0g41
The space regularizations of v, and p, are defined by applying a “low-pass filter” which roughly
speaking eliminates all the waves larger than ¢~!. In order to do so we first introduce some
suitable notation. First of all, for a function f in the Schwartz space S(R?), the Fourier transform
of f and its inverse on R? are denoted by

1
(27)3 Jgs

fe) = (@ 5da, fo) = | o)<,

As usual, we understand the Fourier transform on more general functions as extended by duality
to S'(R3). Since practically all the objects considered in this note are functions, vectors and
tensors defined on I x T3 for some time domain I — R, regarding them as spatially periodic
functions on I x R3, we will consider their Fourier transform as time-dependent elements of
S’(R3). We then follow the standard convention on Littlewood-Paley operators. We let m(&) be
a radial smooth function supported in B(0,2) which is identically 1 on B(0,1). For any number
j € Z and distribution f in R3, we set

Py f(€) = m <5> ), Pom (€)= (1 —m (3» 7).

2J

i (n() - (35 .

For a positive real number S, we finally let P<g equal the operator P, for the largest J such

that 27 < S. We are thus ready to introduce the coarse scale velocity v, and pressure p; defined
by

and for j € Z

Vg = Pey-1vq,  pe = Pep1pq. (3.6)

Note that, regarding v as a spatially periodic function on I x T3, P_,-1v can be written as the
space convolution of v with the kernel 23/m(2”7.), which belongs to S(R?). In particular vy is
also spatially periodic and will be in fact regarded as a function on I x T3. Similar remarks
apply to several other situations in the rest of this note.

The regularization of the errors Ry, k4 and ¢, is more laborious and follows the intuition that,
while we need to regularize them in time and space, we want such regularization to give good
estimates on their advective derivatives along vy, for which we introduce the ad hoc notation

Dué = at+UZ'V.
11



First of all we let ®(7,x;t) be the forward flow map with the drift velocity vy defined on some
time interval [a, b] starting at the initial time ¢ € [a,b):

{6T<I>(T,a:;t) = v(7, (7, 751))

O(t,z;t) =x. (3.7)

Remark 3.4. Strictly speaking the map above is defined on [a, b] x R3. Note however that the
periodicity of v, implies that ® induces a well-defined map from [a, b] x T into T®. From now
on we will implicitly identify both maps.

We then take a standard mollifier p on R, namely a nonnegative smooth bump function
satisfying |pll gy = 1 and suppp < (=1,1). As usual we set ps(s) = 6~ p(6~"s) for any § > 0.
We can thus introduce the mollification along the trajectory

(ps *¢ F)(t,x) = JR F(t+s,®(t+s,z;t))ps(s)ds.

(Note that if F' and v, are defined on some time interval [a,b], then ps x¢ F' is defined on
[a,b] — ¢.) This mollification can be found in [I5] and is designed to satisfy

Drslps o F)(t.) = [(DieF)(t + 5. 8(¢ + 5.2 0)ps(s)ds = — [ F(t 5,000 +s,:0) ()
The regularized errors are then given by

Ry = pg, *0 P<y-1Rq, 0o = pe, *0 Pep—10q, ke = tr(Ry). (3.8)

These errors can be defined on [0,7'] + 27, by the choice of sufficiently large A\g. We will need
later quite detailed estimates on the difference between the original tuple and the regularized
one and on higher derivative of the latter. Such estimates are in fact collected in Section [Bl

3.3. Partition of unity and shifts. We first introduce nonnegative smooth functions {xy},cz3
and {0, }mez whose sixtth powers give suitable partitions of unity in space R? and in time R,

respectively:
D@ =1, D o5 =1

nezs meZ
Here, xn(x) = xo(x —27n) where xp is a non-negative smooth function supported in Q(0,9/8)
satisfying xo = 1 on Q(0, 7/87), where from now on Q(z, r) will denote the cube {y : |y—z|,n < r}
(with |z|e := max{|z;|}). Similarly, 6,,(t) = 0o(t — m) where 6y € CP(R) satisfies p = 1 on
[1/8,7/8] and 6y = 0 on (—1/8,9/8)¢. Then, we divide the integer lattice Z3 into 27 equivalent
families [j] with j € Z3 via the usual equivalence relation
n = (n1,ng,ng) ~n = (n1,ne,ng) < n;=n; mod3 foralli=1,23.
We use these classes to define the set of indices
I = {(m,n,f): (m,n) €Z xZ> and fe Fr}.

For each I we denote by fr the third component of the index and we further subdivide .# into
SR U S, depending on whether f; € F LR or f; € FIl#. Next we introduce the parameters
T =71 and p = pg with 7,7 1'> 0 and ,uq_l € N\{0}, which are explicitly given by

11 11 11 11
pgt = 3[AGAZ1640,/3], Tt =A0mMy Tt AZAZ 6061, (3.9)

(note that M in 7, is required in order to satisfy the last condition in (6.7))). we define
63 (r—1t), Ie.7 S(wtx), Ie.s
0r(t) = 72”( -1 ) f xi(x) = X2 (M_l ) f
02,(r 1), Ie .5, Clulz), Ted,.
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Next, for each I let Uy, be the corresponding Mikado flow. Moreover, given I = (m,n, f),
denote by t,, the time t,, = m7 and let {; = &, be the solution of the following PDE (which
we understand as a map on R x T3 taking values in T?, cf. Remark [3.4)):

atfm + (UZ : V)Sm =0
gm(tmy l‘) =T

In the rest of the paper V&; will denote the Jacobi Matrix of the partial derivatives of the
components of the vector map £; and we will use the shorthand notations V&IT, Vé;l and foT
for, respectively, its transpose, inverse and transport of the inverse. Moreover, for any vector
f € R? and any matrix A € R3*® the notation V&7 f and VErA (resp. V&;lf, etc.) will be used
for the usual matrix product, regarding f as a column vector (i.e. a R3*!'-matrix).

For each I = (m,n, f) we will also choose a shift

(3.10)

21 = Zmn + Df eR?

and, setting A = A\;41, we are finally able to introduce the main part of our perturbation, which
is achieved using the following “master function”

W(R’ 2 t7 l‘) = Z el(t)XI (gl(t l‘))’}/[(R, ' tv :E)ngl(t, x)UfI ()\(f[ (t7 517) - ZI)) ) (3'11)
Ies

where the v;’s are smooth scalar functions (the “weights”) whose choice will be specified in the
next section. In order to simplify our notation we will use Uy for Uy, (- — z1), ¥1 for ¥y, (- — 21)
and fr for Vﬁ;l fr. We therefore have the writing

W= > O fror(\er) - (3.12)

les
Note that, since we want W to be a periodic function of x, we will impose

Zman = Zmn! if u(n —n') e 2n7Z3. (3.13)
Finally, the main part of the correction vy41 — v4 will take the form
Wo(t,x) := W(Ry(t,x), pu(t, x),t, ) (3.14)

which is well-defined on [0,7'] + 27,. (Indeed, it is possible to have [0,T"] + 37, < [0,T] + 741
by the choice of sufficiently large Ag). In the rest of Section [, without mentioning, our analysis
is done in the time interval [0,T] + 27,. Given the complexity of several formulas and future
computations, it is convenient to break down the functions W and w, in more elementary pieces.
To this aim we introduce the scalar maps

wy(t,z) == 0r(t)xr(&r(t ) vr(AEr(t, x))),

using which we can write

W(R7 (10775733) = Z 71(R7 (107757x)v61(t7$)71flwl(t7x) = Z 71(R7 (,D,t,ﬂ?)f[(t,$)l()](t,ﬂf)
les Ies

and
wo = Y, wVE frwr = ) yrfrwr .
Ies Ies

The crucial point in our construction is the following proposition, whose proof will be given in
Section

Proposition 3.5. There is a constant n = n(F) in (B.5]) such that it allows a choice of the shifts
21 = Zmm+Dy which ensure that for each (g, Tq, Ag+1), the conditions supp(wr) nsupp(wy) = &
for every I # J and that (B13)) for every m,n and n'.
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3.4. Choice of the weights. We next detail the choice of the functions 7, subdividing it into
two cases.

3.4.1. Energy weights. The weights ~; for I € ., will be chosen so that the low frequency part
of %|wo|2wo makes a cancellation with the mollified unsolved current ¢,. Because of Proposition

B5 we have
wolwo = . O ENVIT Ngr &) IVET F11PVET 1

Ies
= 2 ORGENFWDIFPFr + D) 00 ENT? (WFNgniér) = WD) 11 fr -
Iey Ies

~~

~
=:(|wo|?wo)L =:(|wo|?wo)

In order to find the desired 7, we introduce the notation %, , for {I € J, : I = (m,n, f)}
and we observe that, by (84), it suffices to achieve

3 gm r3 r
(oo = S 0% (£ (52) % . (3.15)
m,n Tq ,LLq Ievgm,n,ap
Next we look for our coefficients in the following form:
- % |
Itk

where I'; will be specified in a moment.
Recall that &7 is a solution to ([B.I0) and satisfies V&r|—¢,, = Id and

Vet a) = VOu(t & (tx),
where ®,, is the “forward flow” ®(t,z;t,,) introduced in ([B.7)) and thus solves

01D, (t, ) = ve(t, Ppy(t, x))
{@m(tm,x) = . (3.16)

This implies that
1
IVErlcoz,, xrs) < exp(274|Vglo) < exp(2M7Ag04 ),
I1d = V& ooz, xr2)= I1d = V@] oz, xr?)
< 27| V@l ooz, xr2) [Vvgllo (3.17)
1 1
< 2M1yA\G04 exp(2M g6 )

for the time interval Z, = [tp, — 37, tm + 57,] N [0,T] + 27,. Therefore, for sufficiently large
Mg, we have

. 3
\fil = V& il = =
||2>\375q+21(V51)90eH00 3¢

on the support of 87 for some Cy. Since {f;: [ € I pn o} = Flnle satisfies [33), we can apply
Lemma [3.3] with Ny = 3C; to solve

—2pp = Z V2 fr = 2)‘3ﬁ{5q+21(v51)90€: Z T3 fr

IeImmn, o IeIm e
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on each support of 67 (observe that we have crucially used that &5 = &, is independent of f7 for
I € S n,). We are thus in the position to apply Lemma[3.3]to the set Flnle = {f;: Te .7, )
and we let 'y, I € %, 5, , be the correspondlng functions. As a result, we can set

Py(t, ) = T, (<2076, 4 (VEn)er). (3.18)

Note that the smoothness of the selected functions I'y, depends only on €7 and that in fact
Lemma B3] is just applied 27 times, taking into consideration that [n] € Z3. For later use we
record here the important “cancellation property” that the choice of our weights achieves:

1 2
§(|’wo\ Wo)L = —r- (3.19)

3.4.2. Reynolds weights. Similarly to the previous section we decompose w, ® w, into the low
and high frequency parts,

Wo @ Wo = 29%& ENVIVINg41ED 1 ® fi

_ZHIXI ENViWHfi® fi +291X1 Vi (V7 (Ag1&r) — WD) fr® fr.

J \ J
"

—-(wo®wo)L (wo®wo) i

Since the weights for I € .7, have already been established, for each fixed (m,n) we denote
by I(m,n) the sets of indices (m/n’) such that max{|m — m/|x,|n — n'|w} < 1 (where |u|y =
max{|uy ], |ual, |us|} for any u € R?) and rewrite

(wo ®wo)r, = Y 65, (%) X5 (§_m> D oaihi@fi+ Y 0pGE Y@
m,n q Hq Ied n,R Je g,

t m N 5 . )
_296 (_> <£ ) . h®fi+ Y OpGEIwN e f
Mq Ieym,n,R Je'fm/,n/,gp
(m/ ,n")el(m,n)

To make w, ® w, cancel out d,,11d — Ry, we recall that fr ® f; = Vé;l(fj ® f[)Vé’;T and set

D M ®fr=VE&|gld—Re— )] i O ENUH I ® fr|VET

IeS n,R (m/n")el(m,n) JES 1 1 i
(3.20)
We now define M; as
My = 8,41[VEVE] —1d] — VE R, VE]
— Ve > D IGENTWDI® fr| Ve
(m/n)el(m,n) JEL 1 1
and vy = 5 L1 (for I € 4, ,, g) and impose
D THr® fr =1d+ 6, M, (3.21)

Ieym,n,R

In order to show that such a choice is possible observe that we can make |[J,- J}IMI o (supp(67) <3

sufficiently small, provided that Ao is sufficiently large, because of ([8.17), |4, L Rello < A 37 and,
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HéqulnyHo <A 2 when J € It - We can thus apply LemmaB.2to {f7: [ € 0 r} = n],R
and, denoting by I'y, the corresponding functions, we just need to set

Observe once again that this means applying Lemma just 27 times, given that there are 27
different families FI"-E. We finally record the desired “cancellation property” that the choice
of the weights achieves:

(wo @wo) 1, = Z 05, <i> X5 (%) (6g+11d — Ry) = 4411d — Ry. (3.22)

m,n Tq

3.5. Fourier expansion in fast variables and corrector w.. In the rest of this article, we
use a representation of w,, w, ® w,, and %|wo|2wo based on the Fourier series of vy, 1/1% and 1/1?.
Indeed, since 17 is a smooth function on T2 with zero-mean, we have

Dobire®T i@ =crot+ DL e Yia) =dio+ ). dppe®”

keZ3\ {0} keZ3\{0} keZ3\ {0}
(3.23)
In particular,
éro =@, dro= ).
Since vy is in C*(T3), we have
DR ok + YR E sl + D R el s 1, ) el S 1 (3.24)
keZ3 keZ3 keZ3 keZ3
for ng = [%]. Also, it follows from fr - Vepr = fr- Vo2 = fr- V3 = 0 that
b[’k(f] . k) = COLk(f] . k) = de(f] . k) =0. (325)
Next, as a consequence of (3.19), (3:22)), and (3:23)), we have
Z Z 5q+1 perarikeer (3.26)
m keZ3\{0}
Wo @ Wo = dg411d — Ry + Z Z 5q+1cm,kei>‘q“k'§f (3.27)
m keZ3\{0}
§|wo\2wo =—p;+ = Z Z 5q+1d ke Aa+1kEr (3.28)
m keZS\{O}
1
§|wo|2 — —ke + 5q+1 +5 Z D1 Ggpr tr(cmp)eer e (3.29)
m keZ3\{0}
where the relevant coefficients are defined as follows:
[ .
bk = Z Orxr(€r)0, 5 v1br i f1 =: Z Brif1,
I'mp=m I'mj=m
Cm,k = Z HIXI £1)o q+1’YICI kfI@fh (3.30)
I'mr=m
23 o o
dm s = Z 07X (€S, ATkl 1 fr-
I'mr=m
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Observe that, by the choice of 0y, if [m —m/| > 1, then

Suppy (b, k) N SUPDy 4 (b 1) = SUPDy 1 (Cim k) N SUDPDy 4 (Conr 1)
= suppy ;(dm,k) N SUppy 4 (dy 1) = I
for any k, k' € Z3\{0}.
We next prescribe an additional correction w, to make w = w, + w. divergence-free. Since

we have ([3.25) and the identity V x (V& U(&)) = VEH(V x U)(&;) for any smooth function
U (see for example [10]), we have

V x (b[ kaT Zk‘ ><| fl Z>‘q+1]'€ §I> — z[,kvf;lfjeiAq+lk'51.

Using this, the “preponderant part” w, of the velocity correction can be written as

W, = Z 5q+1 Z By V& fretaniktn
meZ I'mj=m
keZ3\{0}

g+1

1

- q+1 D, BixVx (VSTL < “qﬂ’“ff).

2
MEZL q+1 I'mr=m ‘k|
kez3\{0}

Therefore, we define
1 1

5 2
k ; j
We = ot Z Z VBI k X <V£Tz . fI) EZ)\qulk{I = )\q;l Z €m7k62)\Q+1k.§I (331)

Ag+1 mel, mi—m |k | q+1Hq T
keZ3\{0} ’
where
_ V(0 52 b vep Tk X 1 3.32
emk = tg Y, VOrxr(&)d, Avbrr) x | (VEr) ERE (3.32)

I'mp=m

In this way, the final velocity correction vg11 — v =: w = w, + w, can be written as
1
2

w=V x i Z IkvaZk X J1 erarihtr |
>\q+1 Ik | |

and hence it is divergence-free. For later use, we remark that if |m — m/|>1, supp, ,(enr) N
SUpP; . (€my 1) = & holds for any k, k' € Z*\{0}. Also, by its definition, the correction w has the
representation

1 .
w= 1 D 02 (b + Ngripg) emp)e e (3.33)
meZ keZ3\{0}

4. DEFINITION OF THE NEW ERRORS

4.1. Preliminaries. To define the new triple (kq, R4, ) We need to “invert the divergence” of
vector fields and tensors. For this purpose, we recall the inverse divergence operator introduced
n [13].

Definition 4.1 (Inverse divergence operator). For any f € C®(T3;R3), the inverse divergence
operator is defined by

1 1. _ _ _
(Rf)ij = Rijifr = —§A 20ijkfr + §A Lorfrdiy — AT10 f; — A0, £
17



Remark 4.2. The image of the divergence free operator R f(z) is designed to be a trace-free
symmetric matrix at each point  and to solve

div(Rf) = f = <{f)-

To define unsolved currents, we also need an inverse divergence operator which maps a mean-

zero scalar function to a mean-zero vector-valued one. To this end, we abuse the notation and
define

(Rg)i = Aflai‘g.
Indeed, divRg = g — {(g).

4.2. New Reynolds stress. Having defined the correction w of the velocity as in the previous
steps and after setting 0 for the correction on the pressure (namely p,41 = p,), we can reorganize
the Euler-Reynolds system and the relaxed local energy equality as the equations for the new
Reynolds stress Rq+1 and for the unsolved current @41, respectively (while we simply impose
Rg+1 = %tqu+1.

We first define R, ;. Using the given relation dyvg + V - (v ® v4) + Vpg = V - Ry (note that
we are dropping @Id from the equation as the latter, being just a function of time, disappears
after we apply the divergence) , we can write the equation for R, as

VRgi1 = 0vg41 + V- (Vg1 @ Vg1) + VDgt1
=@ +v-Vwt+w-Vo+V- - (w®w+ Ry)
—_— Y~ ~~
=V-Rr =3V'EN =:V~}§o
+ V- ((vg—v) @ + w® (vg — vg) + Ry — Ry),

N J
"

*
=:V-Ry

*
and Rp can be decomposed further as

V-éo:V'(wo®wo+Rz)+V'(wo®wc+wc®wo+wc®w0).

N v N
v~ v

* %
=V-Ro1 =V-Ro2

In fact we will define R4 as
% * * * * 2
Ryi1 = Rr + Ry + Ro1 + Roa + Ry + gg(t)Id. (4.1)

Note that the last summand is not impacting the divergence of R, 1, since it is a function
of time only. The reason for introducing this extra term, which at the moment is not of any
relevance, will be clear once we get to the definition of the new current.

First, our choice of }*202 and EM are
*
Roo = wo ® we + we @ Wy + we @ w, . (4.2)
and

*
Ry =Ry —Ri+ (vg —vp) Qw + w® (vg — vp),

* *
=R =R

which are the only two Reynolds stress errors which might have nonzero trace. For the other
errors, we solve the divergence equation by using the inverse divergence operator R in Definition
18



4Tl to get trace-free errors, namely we set
]ﬂ%o;[ =R(V - (w, ® w, + Ry))
j%N = R(w - Vuy)
}*BT = R(Gw + vp - Vw) .

Observe that all the tensors to which we apply the operator R have zero average, because
w- Vo=V - (w®uv), vg- Vw =V - (v ®w) and w (and therefore d;w) have zero average.
As a result, we also have
% *
tqu+1 = tl"(ROQ + RM) + 290,
which gives
1 1 * %
KRg+1 = 5 tr Rq+1 = 5 tr(ROQ + RM) + 0. (44)

In fact, for later use we will split the function ¢ into the sum of three functions, gy + 01 + 02
and we thus have

1 % *
Kg+1 = 5 tr(Rog + RM) + 00+ 01+ 02.

4.3. New current. Applying the frequency cut-off Pcy-1 to the Euler-Reynolds system, we
have

Orve + V- (v ®vp) + Vpr = V- Pep1 Ry + Q(vg,v4).
where, upon setting (v, ®vq)r = Pep-1(v4®vy), the term Q(vy,vq) is the following commutator:

Q(vg,vg) =V - (v @ ve — (Vg ® vg)e) - (4.5)
Also, we recall that the tuple (vg, pg, Ry, Kq, ¢q) solves

1 1
O <§\vq|2> +V- <<§|vq\2 +pq) vq> = (0 +vg- V)ig + 3E'(t) + V - (Rqug) + V - 0.

Using these equations, the relaxed local energy equality for (vg11,Ppg+1, Rg+1,Kq+1, Pg+1) can be
reorganized as

1 1
2 <§|vq+1|2> + V- <<§|vq+1|2 +Pq+1> Uq+1>

1 1
=1E't) + (0 +vy- V) <§\w\2 + kg + (vg — vg) - w> +V- <<§\w\2) w + w)
Ed

N J
v~ v

J

=:(Ot+vg+1-V) (Rgt1—01—02)+V-Br =V-¢0
+ diV(Rq+1'l)q+1) - diV(Rq+1w)
—_——

=V-$r
1
+V- <<§|fuq — vg\2 + (pq —pg)) w> + V- (pg—¢0) + V- (wW®w~+ Ry — Rg1)(vg — vp))
=V-$ur

+ (div Pep-1Rg + Q(vg,vq)) - w

=V-$r1+dior
+ (w®w — bg11d + Ry — Ry1 + (vg — v0) @w + w ® (vy — vg)) : Vo .

=0102+ V-2
The functions gg, 01, and g will be defined so to ensure that the divergence equations can be

solved. Indeed observe that in order to solve V - z = f on the periodic torus, it is necessary and
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sufficient that the average of f equals 0. In fact under such assumption a solution is provided
by the operator R introduced above. More precisely, first of all we observe that we can set

$0 = ¢o1 + Po2 =R (V- ((%\wOF) wo + ¢¢)) + R (V- (%(\wﬁw - |wo|2wo))) (4.6)
¢r = (Rgs1 — Fold)w (4.7)
b = (%‘Uq —v* + (pg —po)) W+ g — @1

) (4.8)
+ (w @ w—0gr11d + Ry — Ryr1 + 50ld)(vg — vg) .
Next, recall that kg1 = %tr(éog + éM) + o and that
1 3 1 3 3 1
§\w\ + kg + (vg —vp) - w = §5q+1 + 5 tr(Ro2 + Rar) + 3 tr (wo ® wo — 0g411d + Ry) o)
3 1 ’
= 5(5(14_1 + Rg+1 — 0 + 5 tr (’LUO & w, — (5q+1Id + Rz) .
In particular, the equation for $7 becomes:
V-gr+ oy = div(—(kg41 — 0)w + %tr (Wo ® wo — dg11 + Ry) (vg — vy)
+ %Dt,g tr (wo ® wo — 0g411 + Ry)
(where we have used that V - w = 0). Hence we can define <,’5T = <,>‘5T1 + C;TQ and g as
1
o1 = —(Kg+1 — 0)w + 3 tr (wo ® wo — dg4+11 + Ry) (vg — vp) (4.10)
¢
00(t) = J (Dy o3t (W ® Wo — 6g411 + Ry))(s) ds (4.11)
0
Sro =R (Dtl% tr (wo ® wo — Og411 + Rg)) . (4.12)

Observe that gg is defined in such a way that div $T2 + 0 = Dtl% tr (wo @ wo — dg411 + Ry).
Similarly, we set

onlt) = L<(div Pep iRy + Qug,04)) - w)(s) ds (4.13)

t
02(t) := f ((w@w — §g11d + Ry — Ryy1 + (v — o) @w +w ® (vg — vp)) : Vo Y(s)ds (4.14)
0

and
G = R ((div Pey-1 Ry + Q(vg,vq)) - w — 0101)
Sr2 =R ((w Q@w — dgr1ld + Ry — Ry + (vg —vp) Qw + w ® (vg — vp)) : Vv; — am) .
Observe that, while R,41 has been defined in terms of o, we have
T % * * * * 2 T
Rq+1 Vo, = (RT + Ry + Ro1 + Ros + Ry + gg(t)ld) : Vo,
% * % * % T
= (RT + RN + R01 + ROQ + RM) : VUZ

since Id : Vfuér = V vy = 0. In particular the right hand side of (4.14]) is independent of gs.

5. PRELIMINARY ESTIMATES

We now start detailing the estimates which will lead to the proof of the inductive propositions.
In this section, we set || - |n = | - [co(o,7)4r:0% (13))-
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5.1. Regularization. First of all we address a series of a-priori estimates on the regularized
tuple and on their differences with the original one. By its construction, we can easily see that

1
lve|n <n VoG, |pelln <nv N5, VN >1
1D} o Rello <s 05026441, 1D3 ppello Ss € ° Ay 5 5q+17 Vs = 0.

Also, there exists b(a) > 1 such that for any b € (1,b(cr)) we can find Ag = Ag(,b, M) with
the following property: if Ao = Ag, then VY1 ®(t + s,2;t)| <pr £~V holds for N > 0 and
€[4, 4]. This implies

GID; (R n<snoar NN 26444 (5.1)

GD; ppel NSsnar €V P42

q+1- (52)

For the detailed computation, see [I5, Section18].
On the other hand, the differences between the regularized objects (v, pg, Ry, @¢) and their
original counterparts satisfy the following estimates.

Lemma 5.1. There exists b(a) > 1 such that for any b € (1,b(c)) we can find Ao(c, b, M)
with the following property. If A\g = Ao and N € {0,1,2} (recall that we follow the notational
convention explained in Remark[2.2) then:

[vg — velln + 8 2 | Deo(vg — vl y—1 < 2N 2262, (5.3)
Mfwmm+w;ﬂDM@q—mwN1<e%Nv@, (5.4)
IRy — Re| N + 5q+1HDtZ(R Ry)|n—1 < A, 1)\«12 Aqf15«§‘5;+1 (5.5)
lpg — pelln +5q 11Dee(pg — @e) [ N—1 < AqHA?Aqflé‘*é;H (5.6)

Here, we allow the implicit constants to be depending on M.

Proof. Set Poy—1F := F — Py-1F = P_o;F, where J € N is the largest natural number such
that 27 < ¢~!. By Bernstein’s inequality, we have |F' — P, 1F|o = |P~y-1F|o < #|VIF|q for
any I e CJ(T3). Using (Z4) we then get
1
log — vl < 7N |[V20lo < 27N,

Ipq — pellv < N[ V2pllo < 2N NZS,.

Also, we have
(F — Pl kP F)(t7$) = j (F(t + s, <I>(t + 87$;t)) - F(t7$))p€t(s)d8
R

= [ | prarte s rte+ mmo)irp s)ds,
R JO

from which we conclude || F—pg, ¢ F| co([a,5)x3) S €| Dt e Fllco([a,p]+¢, xT3) because of supp(py, ) <
(=4, ¢;). In addition, we have a following decompositions,

F— Py *P ngle = (F - ng—lF) + (ng—lF — Poy *P ngle), (57)

Dmgpggle = Psglet’gF + ['Ug . V, ngfl]F, (58)

where as usual [A, B] denotes the commutator AB — BA of the two operators A and B. Note

that D, (F' can be further decomposed as Dy ¢F' = D, F + (vg—vg) - VF'. Then, using 2.1), (28],
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and (A.3)), we obtain
| By = Rello < [ Poe-1Ryllo + €e]| Do P<g-1 Ryl o zaxrs)
< | Rgl2 + €(| D e Rgllczaxts) + £ Vvgl ozaxts) |V Ryl ozaxts))
1 1.1 13

< () + EABEIN 611 S NEA 103011,

and
leg = @ello < 1Pse-12gllo + £ De.e Po—10g ] o(zaxms)
< Cloglle + (| Deeeglo@axmsy + £ 1Vvgll oo | Veqlo@axrs))
1 3 1.1 15

< () + EABEIN 02, < NI 210800,
where Z9 = [0,T] + 7,—1. Furthermore, we use [VN®(t + s,2;t)] <y AV 7! for N = 1,2,
s €[4, 4], t = 0, and combine it with (Z71]), [2.8)), and (AJ]), to obtain for N = 1,2,

|Ry = Rellnv < |Pop1 Ryllv + [ Ryllv + | Rellv S (A1 (EA)* + A AT 84
1.1 13
S )‘évﬂ)\«% Ag£104 041
and
N 2 | \Nyy—3755
lg = eln S IPoe-rpqllnv + logllnv + [oeln < (AL (EAG)™ + A A 70510
1 1 1 5
N (L1 18
S A1 A 104 0g 11
provided that sufficiently small b — 1 > 0 and sufficiently large Ag.
Now, we consider the advective derivatives. We remark that for Fy = P.;—1 F, we can write

Dt’g<F — Fg) = Dt7gp>g71F = P>g71Dt7gF + ['Ug . V, P>571]F.
Then, we apply this to F = v and F = p and use (A.4]) to obtain
[ De,e(vg = ve)llN—1 S | Pog=1Dpevgn—1 + [[ve - V, Pop-1]vg|n—1
1
< U Dyvglln + € (v = ve) - Volly + N[ Vuglg < 7N (008
and
|De,e(pq = pe)n—1 < [ Psp-1Deepgl N1 + |[ve - V, Pop-1]pglln—1
1,1
< UDipgllv + £ (vg = ve) - Vg w + N[Vl Vgllo < 7V (\88)%63 -
In a similar way, we have

1
| Do Peg-1 Ryl n—1 S | DeeRylv—1 + N[ Vgl VRyllo < A7 Agdd Ay *70541

i 3 (5.9)
| Dt P10 v—1 < |Deepqln—1+ 27N [Vuglo|Veegllo < Adii' Agdg Ay 1071
Simply applying the triangle inequality, it can be easily shown that
1
| Dte[Pep-1 Ry — pr, 0 Pep-1 Rl N-1 < 2| DeePeap-1 Ryl n-1 S AZi7 Ag03 Ay ¥V dg41 (5.10)
1 3 :
| Dee[Pep10q — e, *0 Pep-19g][n—1 < 2Dy e Pep-10g| n—1 < AN T Ag0E N, 2782, 1.
Combining (5.7)), (59), and (5.10)), it follows that
1 1 1 1 3
N L 1 1 13
DBy = Ro)llnoy < NViad2,y - A A 0305,
1 1 1 1 5
N L 1 1 15
| D e(pg — ) IN—1 S Adh16241 - AZ A 2104 0oy s
O
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5.2. Quadratic commutator. We next deal with a quadratic commutator estimate, which is a
version of the estimate in [9] leading to the proof of the positive part of the Onsager conjecture.

Lemma 5.2. For any N =0, Q(v,v) =V - (v, ®@vy — (v®0)y) satisfies
1 1 1
[Qvgsvg) v < €N (A7) [ DeeQ(vg, vg)Iv S 7N8¢ (Ag07)%. (5.11)
Here, we allow the implicit constants to be depending on M.

Proof. In order to simplify our notation we drop the subscript ¢ fom v,. The estimate for
|Q(v,v)||n easily follows from (A.2). To estimate D; (Q(v,v), we first decompose Q(v,v) into

Q(U7U) = (’UZ - U) -V + [U ) V7P<€*1]’U'

~

Recall that P;;f(f) = @(f) =m (;—,) (&) for some radial function m € S, where J € N

is the maximum number satisfying 2/ < £=!. For the convenience, we set m,(z) = 23/m(27z).
Then, by Poison summation formula, Py f(z) = {55 f(z — y)me(y)dy holds. Using this, the
advective derivative of the commutator term can be written as follows,

Dealv- ¥, Pelo = @1+ vr(o) - 9) [ ((vle) = vl = ) - D)ete = p)ls)dy
~ [(Dta) = Dol = ) - V1ol — y)ia(w)iy
~ [ wnte) = valo = 9))aTuts(o — ) Vol — y)e(u)ay
[ (wl@) = v(o = ) DTyt = g)ine(o)dy
[ @) = oo = puleno) — oo — 4)u(@us) o — )il
Based on the decompositions, we use (2), (53), and ||y["e] 11 (gs) < €% n > 0, to get

| Dt,eQ (v, 0)llo S [ Dre(v = ve) o[ Vvelo + [[v = vello Dr,e Vel

1
+ £V Dy ev]lo Vollo + €]Vl + €]V ]o| Dy Vollo + 2|Vl VZ0llo < £(A0d)?

1
Here, we use |V Dy gvlo < |[VDio(ve —v)|o + VDo + |V (((v —vg) - V)ve)|o < (\02)?, and

1
| D eVuelo < [V Dy vello + V]G < (Ag62)°.

In the case of N > 1, we remark that D; ¢Q(v,v) has frequency localized to < ¢—1, so that the
remaining estimates follows from the Bernstein inequality. Similarly, we also have

1
| DoV v < €N (Ag02)2. (5.12)

0

5.3. Estimates on the backward flow. Finally we address the estimates on the backward
flow f I-
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Lemma 5.3. For every b > 1 there exists Ag = Ao(b) such that for \g = Ag the backward flow
map &1 satisfies the following estimates on the time interval Iy, = [t —57q, tm+57,]10[0,T]+27,

1
11d — Vil co(z,, xr3) < 5 (5.13)
1
1D5 VErlcozon sy SN €N (Ag0¢)° (5.14)
1
1D3 ((VED ™ oz msy) Snr €N (Ag6d)°, (5.15)

forany N = 0 and s = 0,1,2. Note that the implicit constants in the inequalities are independent
of the index I = (m,n, f). In particular,

IVEiloo(z,,..ov sy + 1(VED lcoz,.on@ey <v €. (5.16)
The implicit constant in this inequality is also independent of M.

Proof. First, we can find Ag(b) such that for any Ag = Ag(b), 74| Vv]o < 75 holds. Then, (G.I3)
easily follows from ([B.IT). Also,

HVf}”CO(Zm;C«N(RS)) SN 14 74|V vy S 1+ N < N (5.17)
which follows | (V&)™ coz,.ov sy SN ¢=N. Since we have

Dy VEr = —(VE)(Vop), D7Vér = (VE) (V) — (V&) Dy e Vg,

1
using (B.12)) and B.I7), | D; Vel co(z,,;on ®s)) Snm 07N (\;02 ) easily follows. Lastly, we have
De(V&r) ™ = Vol(VEN ™! DE(VEDT = DieVue(Ven) ™ + (Ve (V) ™
Therefore, (5.15) can be obtained similarly. O

6. CHOICE OF SHIFTS: PROOF OF PROPOSITION

This section is perhaps the most crucial in our note, as it ensures the key property in the
construction of w,, namely the disjointness of the supports of the single blocks wy in its definition.

6.1. An elementary geometric observation. The basic tool is an elementary fact about
closed geodesics in the three-dimensional torus. In order to state it efficiently we introduce
the following notation. Given a vector f € Z3\{0} and a point p € R3, we consider the line
{Af+p: ) e R} c R With aslight abuse of notation, we then denote by ! t,p the “periodization”
of such line, namely

lip:={\f+p: XeR}+27Z3, (6.1)

and the corresponding closed geodesic in T3. Next, given two closed geodesics s and o in the
torus (or, equivalently, the periodizations of the corresponding lines in R3), we define

dist(s,0) := min{|z —y| : x € s,y € 0}

Lemma 6.1. Let F be a given family of vectors in Z3 with a finite cardinality and d be a given
positive real number. Then, we can find n = n(F,d) > 0 such that the following holds. For any

two sets of closed geodesics {sy} = {lyp,}rer and {35} = {lq,}reF satisfying
dist(sy,sg) = 2d, dist(57,5) >2d, Vf#geF, (6.2)
we can always find z € R3 with |z| < %d such that the shifted geodesics {5y} = {ljq4,+=} satisfy

min{dist(ss,5,) : f,g€ F} = . (6.3)
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Proof. The proof is based on a contradiction argument. Suppose that there exist a family F
with a finite cardinality and a positive number d for which the statement fails no matter how
small 7 > 0 is chosen. Considering then for each n = 1 with k € N\{0} a pair of families of

geodesics which contradict the statement. We then achieve 2|F| sequences of closed geodesics
{s;k)} and {§§k)}, f,g € F, k€N such that:

(a) For any f € F, ngc) and §§Ck) are given by lsvpf(k),l&qf(k) for some choice of vectors
pf(k),qr(k), which without loss of generality we can assume to satisfy the bounds
Py (K)o, lay ()] < .

(b) The geodesics satisfy the bound

dist(s\",s{") = 24, dist(3\",5") > 2d, Vf#geF.
(c) For each ke N

. . 1
‘nE)l( [mln {dlst(lf,pf(k)ﬂ,lg7qk(g)) : f,g€ f}] < T
#ISy

Clearly, by extraction of a subsequence we can assume that all the sequences {p;(k)}, {qs(k)}
converge to some limits py and gy. We thus can consider the corresponding geodesics sy = Iy,

and 55 = lf 4. The simple inequalities dist(sgck), s¢) < |ps(k)—py| and dist(§§£k), 5f) < \q;k) —q5|

imply
lim |[max dist(s(k) sf) + maxdist(§(k) 57)| =0.
k—oo | feF fo feF fo

This implies that

1

;gé%diSt(lf7pf+zalg,Qg) = 07 V|Z| < Zd7 (64)
dist(Lyp,, lgp,) = 2d,  dist(lyq,.lyq,) = 2d, Vf#geF. (6.5)

Denote by 7 the collection of (f,g) € F x F such that Iz, nlgq, # & and set
§ = min{dist(lf7pf,lg7qg) (f,9)¢T}>0.

9 we have

Clearly, as long as [z| < §,

. 1)
dist(lf.p, 42 lg.qy) = 3> 0  V(f,9)¢T. (6.6)

Consider next that, by (6.5)), if p € I, s Nlg,q,, then p cannot belong to any other geodesic 10
or ly g . Furthermore, for any |z| < d/4, we have Iy} 1. N lyq, = & for all g # g € F and
lf/7p/f+z Nlgq, = & for all ' # f e F. Consider that, for (f,g) € T, either Iy, Ny, has
finite cardinality (which occurs when f and g are not colinear) or else lf,,, = [y 4, (Which occurs

when f and g are colinear). In both cases, let L(f, g) be the linear space spanned by {f, g} and
observe that, if z € S? is any vector such that ¢ ¢ L(f,g), then there is §(f,g,¢) > 0 such that

lipsarc N lgqy =& V7 e (0,6(f,9,¢))-

Since {L(f,g) : (f,g) € T} is a set with finite cardinality, it is clear that we can choose a vector
¢ € S? such that

¢ |J Lif9).
(f,9)eT
Having fixed such a ¢, if z = 7( and 7 is a sufficiently small positive number, we conclude from
the considerations above that |z| < +d and

lf,prrz Nlggy = Vf,ge F.
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Given that F is a finite set, the latter statement clearly contradicts (6.4)). O

6.2. Proof of Proposition Set up. First of all we wish to determine the constant 7 of
the Proposition. Recall that a family F= u jezg]:j c Z3\{0} has been fixed in Section [3.I] and
it consists of 270, pairwise noncolinear, elements. We first notice that we can choose a finite
family {p} rer of shifts with the property that

lf’ﬁfmlg@g:@ Vf?égef
Hence we denote by dy the positive number
3dp := min {dist(lf,ﬁf,lg@g) f#£geF}

and we apply Lemma to F and d = dy to get the corresponding n(F,dy). The resulting
positive constant 1 of Proposition is then n = min{n(F,dp),dp/2}. Therefore we will now
proceed to prove the claim of the Proposition.

In order to simplify our notation we will use x, 7 and A in place of 4, 7, and Ag41 and v in
place of vy,. We recall the following consequences of our choice of the parameters, which will
play a fundamental role in the proof:

1
1 n
AeN <=, <—. .
pw < XeN, T|Vol|o 10 ut||Volo Ton (6.7)
(Here, |- llo = [ - lcqo,r)+7,—. xT3)-) Next, the choice of the 2, , will be made inductively in the
time discretization parameter m, so that
d
[omanl < - (6.8)

Before coming to the specific choice, we argue that the condition (6.8]) guarantees
supp(wr) N supp(wy) = & for all I # J with m; = my; = m.

Indeed, observe that the last claim is implied by the disjointness of the supports of the functions
x1(&NYr(Ar) and x5(€5)Ys(AEy). However & = &5 = &, and thus it suffices to show the
disjointness of the supports of x7(-)¥r(A\-), which depends only on the x variables. Moreover
observe that xrxs = 0 if [n; — ny|e > 1. Hence it suffices to show

supp(¢r) Nnsupp(y) = & forall I = (m,n, f) # (m,n',g) = J when [n —n'|lx < 1. (6.9)
Under such assumption, by (B.5])

SUPP(wJ) - B<lg,ﬁg+zm’n/ ) 77/10)

However, since I # J and either [n] # [n'] or n = n/, we necessarily have f # g. This means
that dist(lfp,,lg,5,) = 2do and thus that

. 3
dist(ly.p, + 2mns lg.py + Zmnt) = §do.

Since n < %0, the latter inequality ensures (6.9)).

We are now left with the inductive specification of the extra shifts z,,,. At the initial step
m = —2, we just set 2z, ,, = 0. Next note that supp(f;) nsupp(6;) = & when |m; —my| > 1.
Hence in the inductive step we fix m and, assuming to have chosen z,, , for all m’ < m and all
n, we wish to choose the “next generation” of 2,41, such that

supp(0rx1(€0)Yr(A&r)) 0 supp(Osx s (§)0s(Ney)) =B VI = (m+1,n, f),V] = (m,n,g).

We will not deal with condition ([B.13)), as it will be clear from the algorithm for choosing 2,41,
that it will be automatically satisfied. Recall next that supp(6;) n supp(f;) < (r(m + 1) —
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§:7(m+1)+ %) = (bmt1 — g, tm+1 + g), while {7 = &1 and €7 = &, (defined in (B.10)). The
above condltlon thus implied by

supp(X1(§m+1(t, )1 (A&m+1(t,+))) N supp(X (Em (E, ) 1hs (A (t, ) = &
forall t,;1 — 5 <t <tmi1+5,1=(m+1n,f)and J = (m,n',g). (6.10)

Moreover, the choice of each 2,1, will be independent of the choice of other 2,15 except for
the condition zy,41n = Zm+1,n When pu(n —n) € 2173, which will be enforced by the fact that
we will only specify the choice when n € [0, 27~ 1]3.

6.3. Proof of Proposition conclusion. Let m, be the smallest integer satisfying T <
tm.. From now on n € Z3 and m € {—1,--- ,m.} are thus fixed and we wish to show that
for a suitable choice of z,, satisfying (6.8]), condition (6.I0) holds. We recall the flow map
®,, introduced in (B.I6) and observe that &,,(t,) = [®..(¢,-)]'. Moreover, by the semigroup
property of flows,

Dt 1(8, P (tis1, @) = Pon(s, ) . (6.11)
and note that the latter can be equivalently written as
Prnt1(5,Y) = Prn(, §m(tm+1,9)) - (6.12)
These relations imply that
supp(X. (§m (t; )Y (A&m (2, ) = (¢, supp(xs (-)0s (X)) (6.13)
supp(x1 (§m+1(t, )1 (A&m+1(t,+))) = Pon(t; Em(tma1, supp(x1()r(A-))) - (6.14)

In particular, (6.10]) is reduced to show
supp(xJ ()17 (X)) N &m(tm1, supp(x1 ()1 (A-)) = &
forall I = (m+1,n,f)and J = (m,n’,g). (6.15)

Consider now ;41 := &m(tm+1, 2mpun) and choose n such that z,,,1 € @Q = Q(2mun, 7). We
claim that &, (t;,+1,supp(xr)) cannot intersect supp(x.) if |ny —n| > 1, which follows from the
fact that ®,,(t,) is a diffeomorphism for every ¢ and the claim that

§m<tm+1ysupp(XI)) = gm(tm—l-la Q(Qﬂ',un 97r,u)) c Q(mm-l-l’ BTW“) : (616)

The first inclusion is obvious because by definition supp x; € Q(2mun, 9”“) As for the second
inclusion, recall the estimates (cf. (B.17)))

[V&m(tmr1:-)llo < exp(7q[[Vvglo)
[Vém (tm+1,-) = Tdllo < 74 Vvgllo exp(7y [ Voglo) <

Cﬂl}—‘

Thus, for every = € Q(2mun, %T“) we can estimate

gm(thrla $) —Tm+1 = 5m(75m+1, $) - gm(thrla 271—1“”)

1
= f Vém(tms1, Az + (1 = X)2mun) - (x — 2wun) dA
0

1

=z —2wun + f (V& (tmi1, Ax + (1 — A)2mpn) —1d) - (x — 27un) dX

0
=x—2run+ FE.
Hence, in order to show the second inclusion in (6.16]) it suffices to estimate
94/3 T
|E‘ < "v€m(tm+l7 ) - Id”()‘x - 27TNn| < 4—07TIU < 7 .
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Given the argument above, (6.13) and (6.14]) imply that
supp(X.s(+)) N Supp &m+1(tm, supp(x1)) = &

for every I = (m + 1,n, f) and J = (m,n’, f) with |n’ — n| > 1. Therefore, in order to show
(615), we will focus on the following remaining cases:

supp (7 (A, ) O &m(tmir, x1 ()1 (X)) = I
forall I = (m+1,n,f)and J = (m,n,g) with |n' — 7|, < 1. (6.17)

In particular note that {n’ : [n’ — 7|, < 1} consists of 27 points in the integer lattice Z3,
containing exactly one element for each equivalence class in Zg.

In order to deal with these last 270 cases of indices for J together with the 10 cases of
possibility for I, observe first that, inserting s = t,,, in (6.12]), we have ®,,, 11 (tm, ) = &m(tm+1, )
and thus (6.I5]) becomes in fact

supp(¥.7(A,+)) N Loyt (b, X1 (Y1 (X)) = O (6.18)

Introduce now the “frozen flow” ¥ given by

OV (t,x) = v(t, Ppy1(t,2mun))
\P(tm+1,$) = T.

Observe that U(t, x) translates = by some vector depending on time and so
t
U(t,x) =z + f v(8, Ppt1(s, 2mun))ds = x + u(t). (6.19)
tm+1
Moreover, by definition W (¢,,, 2mun) = Tpy+1, which means that, upon introducing z := 41 —
2wun,
U(tm,z) =2+ . (6.20)
Observe next that @41 (tm, 27np) = U(ty,, 2rnp). Hence for z € Q(2mun, 2 =F) o supp(xr) we
can estimate
t'm+1

|Prt1 (Ems ) — (b, T)|oo < f |0sPrnt1(s, ) — 05U (s, x)|nds

tm

tm+1
< f (s, Prr1(s,x)) — v(s, Pryi(s, 2mun))|nds (6.21)

THVUHOHV(IDM-HHCO([tm,th]xW)‘x — 2mpn|o
9ﬂp7

Vol < -

In particular we conclude that
|Prmt1(tm, ) — (2 +2)| < -

If we introduce T := Az, we conclude that

@1 (tms supp(xs ()91 (A-) = B(supp(vr(A - =), 1/(44)) -
Hence, (6.I8)) is satisfied if we have

supp(tps) N B(supp(yr (- — 7)),n/4) = & (6.22)
for the set 270 indices J = (m,n’,g) with |n — n’|oo < 1 and for the 10 indices I = (m,n,g).
Observe now that, by the construction of the 1 ;’s, we know that:

e The map {J = (m,n’,g): |[n'—n|e <1,} 3J +— g € F is a one-to-one map and the map
{I=(m+1,n,f)}>1— feFisinjective.
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e We have that for each g € F there is a point p, such that

supp(¢y) < B(lg5,,1/10) (6.23)
while for each I = (m + 1,n, f), if we let py := p; + Z, then
B(supp(¢1(- — #)),n/4) < Bllf.p+ 21,00 71/20). (6.24)
e Finally
dist(gpslrp,) = 2dy  dist(lypysly5,) =2d0  Vf#f.g#4d" (6.25)

In particular, we are in the position to apply Lemma [6.1] and thus find a shift 2,41, with
|Zm+1,n| < %0 such that

diSt<lf7pf+27n+1,7L7 lgyﬁg) = n vf?.q . (626)
Clearly, ([6.23)), (6.24) and (6.26]) imply (6.22]) and thus completes the proof of the proposition.

7. ESTIMATES IN THE VELOCITY CORRECTION

The main point of this section is to get the estimates on the velocity correction. In this
section, we set | - |x = |- [ oo, 7] 47,:07 (13))-
The following proposition provides the estimates for the perturbation w.

Proposition 7.1. For N =0,1,2 and s = 0,1, 2, the following estimates hold for w,, w., and
W = Wy + We:

1

2 ID3 gl AN 32, (1)
5%+1

73| D8 pwe| Ny Sp AN, | — 7.2

A ey 72)
1

21D |y Sar Y102, (73)

where the implicit constants are independent of s, N, and q in w = wg41. Moreover,
1
lwln < 21021 (7.4)
where the implicit constant is additionally independent of M.

The latter estimates are in fact a simple consequence of estimates on the functions b, ¢, d and

e defined in (330) and (332

Lemma 7.2. For any N > 0 and s = 0,1,2, the coefficients by, 1., Cm i, dm i, and e, 1 defined

by B30) and [B.32) satisfy the following,

Tl Dbl Snvar g max by (7.5)

D5 gy NSnar g max [¢f | (7.6)

oD} ok |NSN g Y max k] (7.7)

7ol Df e v g max fb . (7.8)
Moreover, for N =0,1,2,

[bmiln + lemnly < pg ™ max lbr.al. (7.9)

where the implicit constant is independent of M and N.
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Remark 7.3. Observe that, by the definition of the respective coefficients, the moduli |lC;I,k|,

|ér.| and |c§ 1,k| just depend on the third component of the index I = (m,n, f), since they involve
the functions ¢, but not the “shifts” z,,,. In particular, the set of their possible values is a
finite number, independent of ¢ and just depending on the collection of the family of functions
1y and on the frequency k.

Proof. First of all, it is easy to see that for any s > 0 and N >
HDt,ZHIHCO Ha HIHCO ~8 q 87
Ix1(€D) | coz,on ey SN g Dt,e[XI(EI)] =0,

where Z,, = [tm — 574, tm + 574]. Indeed, the estimate of x(¢;) follows from (5.14), Lemma
AT and ¢! < Mg 1. We remark that the implicit constants are independent of I.
Recall that when f € .7,

(7.10)

Y 5q+1r, AT
|f1]3 Ve fils
for
Ir(z) = ( 2>\375q+21(V€I)W)
where I'¢’s are the functions given by Lemma B3l First it is easy to see that (5.I5]) implies
1D; o [(VED) ™ frlll ooz, .o @2y SN (Mg 52) . (7.11)
Also, using (5.14]) and (5.2]),
1
I1D7 (2>\375q+21(Vﬁl)w)HCO(zm;cN(RS))ﬁN,M(f?s + (A0 )N e, (7.12)

Next, for any smooth functions I' = I'(z) and g = g(¢, z) we have

IDLL@)ley < D) I1Deegl o I(VT)(9) oo
Ni+No=N

IDZC@lexy < Y5 I1DEedl e I(VD) @)l v + 1Dteg ® Dy gl o [(V2T) (9) o
Ni1+N2=N

(7.13)

and therefore we obtain by Lemma [A.2]
1
| D (V&N fr]™ 5 HCO(Im,cN(RS))<N (A0 )N
1
3

|Dg [(TF)3 (= )‘376q+21(Vgl)()of)]HCO(Im;CN(R3))$N,MTQ_S€_N

Here, we used (I1]) and (TIZ) which we can apply thanks to the fact that |(V&;) ™! f7| = 2 and
I't, = 3 (according to our choice of Ny in applying Lemma [B.3). Also the implicit constant in
the second inequality can be chosen to be independent of I because of the finite cardinality of
the functions f7. On the other hand, in the case of s =0 and N = 0, 1,2, because of ([2.8]) and
(516]), the implicit constants in both inequalities can be chosen to be independent of N and M.
Therefore, it follows that, when I € .7,

_1
1D7 6, A Insnry e (7.14)
In particular, for N = 0,1, 2,

_1 B
16, 27vn <.
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1
On the other hand, when I € #g, recall that (5q+21’yj =I; =Ty 0Id - (5q_+11./\/11) for a finite
collection of smooth functions f; chosen through Lemma First we obtain the estimate for

MI7
IMilcoz,,.on @3y
SN g | (VEN(VENT —1d] coqz,.om wsy)

+ Z Hv&IHCO(Im;Ci\rl)”REHNQHvé’I“C’O(Im;C’iV:S)
N1+N2+N3=N

+ Z Z Hvé‘IHCO(Zm;C;Vl)HX%@J)HCO(Im;CiV?)HfY?]HCO(Im;C;VS)"vfl“co(zm;civ4)
N1+N2+N3+Ny=N J:feF;,

$ 5q+1ﬂ;N7
using (5.13), (5.14), (5.1), (ZI0), and (7.I4]), Similarly, we have

| Df o Milln Svoar 6q17y iy ™

but |M;|xy < 5q+1u(;N for N =0,1,2. Then, (13 and LemmalA.Ilimply that when f; € Fy g,
for s =0,1,2 and N > 0,

_1 B .
1D5 16, 2villv = D5 (T g, (1d = 6, M) | v S 7 %y ™ (7.15)

In particular, for N = 0,1,2, the implicit constant can be chosen to be independent of M and
N;

_1
Haq—l-?lfYIHN < :uq N‘

Finally, recall the definition of by, 1, ¢m ks ik, and €y, . Then, the estimates (Z.5)-(Z.9) follows
from (CI0), (C14), and (ZI5). O

Proof of Proposition [71]. Using (T5), (7.8)), (5.14]), and ([B3:24), we easily have the estimates
1 1
)\;ﬁHwOHN <N 53“ and )\;ﬁHwCHN <N ()\q+1/1/q)_15q§+1, recalling Remark [7.3] On the other
hand, we observe that Dt7gei’\q+1k'51 = 0 because of D; ¢{; = 0. Hence the remaining inequalities
in (ZI) and (7Z.2)) are obtained in a similar fashion. Finally, (73] follows from (I and (7.2).
Note that all estimates used in the proof have implicit constants independent of q. Moreover,
the finite cardinalities of the range of NV and s make it possible to choose the implicit constants
in (1), (C2), and (73] independent of N and s too. Furthermore, when s = 0, we can also
make the implicit constants independent of M. O

8. A MICROLOCAL LEMMA

We will need in the sequel a suitable extension of [20, Lemma 4.1], where we will use the
notation

FUNR) = | J)e e, f(2) = 3 FLR)"
B keZ?
for the Fourier series of periodic functions.

Lemma 8.1 (Microlocal Lemma). Let T be a Fourier multiplier defined on C*(T?) by
Z[Th](k) = m(k).Z[h](k), VkeZ?

for some m which has an extension in S(R3) (which for convenience we keep denoting by m).
Then, for any ng € N, X\ > 0, and any scalar functions a and & in C®(T?), T(ae™s) can be
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decomposed as

2ng
am(AVE) + . CR(&,a) : (VFm)(AVE) + g5 (&, a) | €7

k=1

T(aer) =

for some tensor-valued coefficient Ci(€,a) and a remainder e, (€, a) which is specified in the
following formula:

eng(§,0)(@) = )

<_1)n1 Cny,na

— ’I’Lo!
ma 1)
1

. L » %(y)e—z,\vf(x).y«y . V)"la)(x o Ty)ezAZ[g](r)ﬁnz [S](T)(l o T)"Odydr,

where ¢y, pn, s a constant depending only on ny and ng, and the function B,[&] is

Bul€](r) = Bu(GAZ' (r),iNZ"(r), - - - ,ixZ ™ (1)),
1

Z[E)r) = Z[€], () = f (1— )y V)%(x — rsy)ds,

0
with By, denoting the nth complete exponential Bell polynomial (cf. (88) for its definition).

Before coming to its proof, we collect an important consequence on the operator R.

Corollary 8.2. Let N =0,1,2 and F = Zkezg\{o} D meZ amke“‘q“k'gm. Assume that a function
am, k. fullfills the following requirements.

i) The support of am. ) satisfies supp(am.i) < (tm — 270, tm + 57,) X R3. In particular, for m
: ; 27q 27q
and m' neither same nor adjacent, we have

supp(am k) N supp(am i) = &, Yk, k' € Z\{0}. (82)
(ii) For any j =0 and (m,k) € Z x 73,

1 .
lam il + Ags10200) "M Dream il 5 mglarl, Y 1k[™F2]ax] < ar,
k

for some ap > 0, where ng = [%] and |- |; = |- le@ci(rsy) on some time interval

7T cR.

Then, for any b > 1, we can find Ag(b) such that for any Ag = Ao(b), RF satisfies the following
inequalities:

* 1
IRF|n s AY5lar, [DiRF|n-1 s AY5'02 ar

*
upon setting Dy = 0y + vg41 - V.

8.1. Proof of Lemma [B.1l Recall that 7 is the inverse Fourier transform of m in R3. By the
Poisson summation formula, we have

T(ae*t)(z) = eiA&(:c)J w(y)a(z — y)ei)\[ﬁ(xfy)fg(m)]dy
R3
= X0 [ (ya(o)e Ty 83)
R3

L i) ng W(y)e AVE@V(H, (1) — H,,(0))dy
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where
1

Hyy(r) = a(z —ry)e e Z[€],,(r) = TL (1= s)(y - V)*(z — rsy)ds.

Indeed, it follows from
1

€lo =) = @) +y- Ve@) = | (1= 5)(y- VPela —su)ds
In order to avoid a cumbersome notation, from now we drop the index z,y in H and Z and the
dependence on £ in Z. The decomposition of T(ae”‘£ ) follows from Taylor’s theorem applied to
Hatr=0:

no - py(n) L pp(no+1)
H(1)— H(0) = )] A n!(o) +L A - ( )(1 —r)"dr, (8.4)

n=1
The nth derivative of H can be computed by the Faa di Bruno’s formula,
HO() = Y cnmadl (ale —ry)a2e™ )

ni+nz2=n ' (85)
= > (D)™ ((y- V)" a) (@ — ry)e B, (M2 iNZ - inZ (™))
ni+ne2=n
where Z(™ is the nth derivative of Z, and B,, is the nth complete exponential Bell polynomial
given by

Bu(w1,--,@n) = . Bup(r1,72, .., Znpi1), (8.6)
k=1
where

B n! T1\J1 29\ 72 Tp—ktl In—k+1
Bn,k($17x27...,$n—k+l) _ZJI'JQ'Jn—k+1' (F) (g) ((n—k‘—l—l)' )

and the summation is taken over {ji} < N u {0} satisfying
Jitdet+ otk =k, 1+2j2+3j3+ -+ (n—k+1)jng1 =n (8.7)
Observe that Z has the form Z(r) = rZy(r), which follows

Z™ )y =nz8 V) + ez ), 20M(0) = nz"D(0). (8.8)
The nth derivative of Zj is
1
Z870) = | (=)0 (- V)2 = rsppis (8.9)
In particular,
(n) _ ! ERYARAY. n+ _ = Cw\n+
Z870) = | (1= 89"y V2 @ds = e - V) ),

Therefore, we obtain

H™0) = Y im0 (y - V)™ a(2)Bay (iAZ0(0), -+ ,ixna 2y (0)

ni+na2=n

2
= 3D e (CL)AYEE TG (a) @ i, 4 [€] (2),
ni+ne=nk=1
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for some function f,, 1[¢](z), and hence
ng (n) ' 2ng
>, [ e oveong, - 3 e : (Tmyave
R3 n: el

for some tensor-valued coeflicient C’,i‘({ ,a). Indeed, the factor y®** gives the (n + k)th deriva-
tives of m.
Considering the remainder, we use (81 to define e, (£, a) by

Eng (6 ,Q

- f f TAVEDY(H, ) () dy (1 = r)"odr
R3

—1)" epy g

nn!
n1+n2 no+1 0

1
|| A T ) a) e - )0 5, €))L - ) dyar
0 JR3
where in the second equality
Brs[€](r) = By IAZ' (r),iAZ" (1), ,iAZ"2) (1))

i nk Z/ ) . 7Zn27k+1<74)).

=1

=

This completes the proof.

8.2. Proof of Corollary
Step 1. Decomposition of F.
We first claim that F' can be written as

F=Perg | 2 ampeonter Z (k - &y g )i, (8.10)

m,k
where Px ) ., is defined by
Pzrgsr = Z Py;
27> 8041

and
Eng+1 (k gmyam k) Z Eno,j<k’ gmyam,k)-
2>3Ag+1
The remainder ey, ;(§, a) is obtained by applying Lemma 81l to P; and ng = [7(172_1)1()262) )]. To
prove the claim, we first decompose Pz, , into

PZ>\q+1 = Z P2j + P>2J =: P)\q+1§,<2(1 + P>2J.
SXgr1<27<2/
and denote the multipliers of Py, 1c<07 and Py; by m«y and m;. Indeed, they satisfy

— 3
supp(m<y) < B(0,27*1), m<; =1 on B(0,27)\B(0, Z)\q+1)

supp(m;) < B(0,27 " )\B(0,277).
Then, since for any k € Z3\{0},

%/ﬂ <|V(k-&n)| < Z\/ﬂ, on Z,, x R?
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by [Id=V&mllcoz,, xrs) < 1, where Z,,, = (ty,— 374, tm+ 374) 0T, we have for any 27% > 2X 4|k,
Mg, Ag+1V(k-&n)) =1, mi(Ag+1V(k-&n)) =0, Vj> J,

on the support of a,,; Therefore, applying Lemma B.1] to Py . <.<osx and Py for j > Ji, we
obtain

iAg+1k: iAg+1k- iAg+1k-Er
P)\q+1$-<2‘7k (am,kel a+1 €m) _ am,kel g+1k-&m | Z €n0,j(k7 . gm,am’k)ez g+1k-Em
152727k

P2j (a‘m7k‘ei)\q+1k.£m) = €n07j(kf . gm’ a,m7k)ei)‘q+1k'£7n‘

Indeed, the remainder in the first equality follows from m<; = >’ 8 2gr1<2i <2k M- Summing

them up in j and reorganizing the terms, we have
amke”‘q“k &m — = Pxrgs1 (am ke”\q+1k'§7’L) — q“(kz Emy A k)€ Agr1k-&m, (8.11)

Taking summation again in m and k, the desired decomposition follows.

Step 2. The estimates for the remainder.
We aim to obtain the following estimates.

H Z (k- €y k)0 Sno Mgrittg)” ™ Vap, (8.12)

1
H 2 D2t (k- €ms am)lo Sno Ag162,1 g 1)~ ape (8.13)

First, we remark the following relations between parameters;
Ag <M <pgt S A1 A 5q sAqHa
Recall the definition of e, ;(£,a) from (8JI):
Eno,j<k : gm: am,k)(x)

CD™enims ([ gy idges (5 V) (o) @) n _
> — m;(y)e (v V)" amp(x —79)
no- 0 JRr3

ni+ng=no+1

q+1-

ePaniZlkmlr) g k€ 1(r) (1 = r) 0 dydr-.
It is obvious that
‘e*MqH(y'V)(kfm)(w” <1, ‘eZAq+1Z <1,

- ) il — 7)) < [0 il  Jyl™ ™
On the other hand, recall
Bk ](r) = i(ixqm@n,l(z’(r), )
=1
20(r) = Z[k - &n] ™ (r) = 025" V() + 1250 (0),
780) = [ (1= 97 02k o — rss (814

Using (5.14]), it can be easily seen that for r € [0,1] and t € Z,,,
n n—1) n
12leg < In2g" ey +Ir 25" ley

<o V- Enler + 11"V (R - Gn)lgne < Tyl g™ (L + lylug ).
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Therefore, in the same range of r and t,

Hﬂnz [k ’ gm HC’O ~ng Z by +1H Z, ’ (Z(n27l+1))jn2il+l HC’g

1
S ZA alyl' e (yleg ™ Z g ')’
1=0

ng 1
Sna (1Yl ™2 1R OgialuD)' Y (lwlug )Y
=1 =0

where the summations in the first inequality is taken over

1<Ii<ng, Jit+ - dinr1 =10 ji+-+n2—1+1jn_141=n2
and the last inequality follows from |k|' < |k["2 < |k|™*! for any k € Z*\{0}. Combining all
estimates, the remainder e, ;(k - &m, am i) satisfies

no+1 1

[€n.s (K - Emy i) |0z, xma) Sno (BT ar] D0 > Ny (mo+1) |||y|l+”"0“mg||L1 (R3)5
=1 =0

which implies that

H*fnq+1(k : ﬁmaam,k)”cO(ImeS) S Z |€ng,; (- fm,am,k)HcO(Imx[RS)
228041
Sng [k g (Agapg) "0+,

Therefore, using Supp(en‘é+1 (k- &msam.k)) < supp(am,k) and (82]), we obtain the first part of the
claim:

H Z Enq+1 k- &m,amk Ho Z H Zgnqﬂ k‘ . fm:am,k)H(jo
3ZSUP Henq+1 k . £m7 am’k)”Co(I’me3)
Sne X P Ogring) Y < (g™ Va,

keZ?3\{0}

Indeed, we use H\y|“n\”fjHL?1!(R3) < (279" and p;t < Mgyt
To find the estimate for Dy pepny(k - &, am k), Wwe compute the advective derivatives of each
piece of the integrand of the integral in e, ;(k - &m, am i) as follows;

D, Ze—i)\q+1(y~V)(k~§m)(:c) _ (at + ’Ug($) . Vx)e_i)‘qﬂv(k‘fm)(x)‘y
= —idg 1DV (k- &) () - ye~Rar1V(EEm)@)y,
Dyo[(y - V)" amp(z —ry)] = (ve(2) —ve(z —1y)) - V((y - V)" amp(z — 1Y)
+ (D ey - V)" ap i) (x — 1Y),
and

(Dt,zei)‘q“zz’ym) = iAg+1(0r + ve(z) - V;p)Zx,y(r)ei’\“lZM(’“)

1 .
= i)\qulTj (1=8)y®y: (D Vk - &n))(x — ry)dsea+1Zzu(r)
0

1
+ Mq#TL (1= 5)y @y : [(ve(z) = velx = y)) - VIV (k- &) (@ — ry)dserar Zonl)
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For the last piece, we recall 5, [k - &nl;

e 3 n ' Z:,C (T) Ji Z{g’ngfk#»l) r jn27l+1
Dy 4B,y k - &m] = Diy Z(Z)‘qﬂ)lz 2 '< 7y > (Zy )

ey o jll"'jnz—l—i-l- 1! (ng—l—l—l)!

First, using (5.14]), we have on Z,,
1
[ DoV (K- &m)lco < Agdq |k

1
| DeeV2(k - &m)lco < K1V DeeVéml oo + kl[VololVemllco < Agdd 11g K],
which follows that for r € [0,1] and ¢ € Z,,,

. 1
| Dige Pt EE | co < A |yl Agdd K]

‘ f (8.15)
| Dy ge a1 7e0 0 o < Ngiapng " A0 [y [KI(1 + [yle™).
Also, for any smooth function g, we can write
Doy -V)"g = (y- V)" (Deeg) + [Dee, (y - V)" g
Since the commutator term [Dy g, (y - V)" ]g has a representation,
(Do, (y- V)" g =[oe-Vi(y-V)" g = > Conmaly- V)™ v V]y- V)™,
mi+ma=ni
1<misng
we have
IDee (- V) dglo < ™ 35 IV™ erllo] V™ glo,
mi1+ma=ny
1<mi<ng
and hence
IDee(y - V)" gllo Sny [™ | IV™Degglo+ Y V™ velo| V7™ gl | - (8.16)
mi+ma=ni
1<misng

In particular, we have
l o
IDte(y - V)" amkllo Sny Ag+16, 1 1y|™ 1y " ak| (8.17)

1
[Deely - V)2 (k- &n)lco g xms) S [yl" 2 Ag08 g "HIK.

Here, the second inequality uses Dy ¢&,,, = 0. This suggests that Z; in (8:14]) satisfies for r € [0, 1]
and t € Z,,

1
10002871 <[ (1= 9= Duaally 920 €)a = vyl

cp

< k| P [oe = ve(- = rs9) oIV (y - V)" 2emllco + 1B Dre(y - V)" 26m co
se(o,

< [kl Vol oo IV P emllco + Kl Dy - V)" 2mllco

< Iyl 02 ™ (y oty + lylag ) K.
Therefore, the advective derivative of Zg(cng with k - &, can be estimated as
1002 ey < nlDeeZy" oo + 71 Dee " g 18)
< Iyl A7 1" (1 + lylig 4 Lol DI, |
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in the same range of r and t. Combining the estimates (8.15]), (8.17), and (8.18]), we can see that
1
Dy generates a factor whose value is bounded by Ag+10.,[k[(1 + (Ag+1]y])?). More precisely,
1
for any r € [0, 1], if [ F|o(z,, xrs) < bF, then | DyeF ooz, «rs) £ Ag+10.411k|(1+ (Ag+1ly])?)br,

where the possible F are e at1(uV)(k&m)(x) (y - V)" ap p(x — 1Y), erat1Zey(r) - 7()  and
Bralk - &m]- As a result,
H Z Dt éEanl k- gma A, k)HO no >\q+1 q+1 Z |k7|n0+2|&k|(>\q+lﬂq)_(n0+l)
keZ3\ {0}
1
< )\‘1+16¢12+1()‘q—i-l/iq)i(noJrl)aF.

Step 3. The estimates for RF.
We first note several things; The parameters satisfy the additional relations

1 1 1
3 3 2 —(no+1
6)‘46‘12 S (12+17 )‘q—l-l q+17 )‘q+1()‘Q+1NQ) (ro+1) s
by the choice of ng. Furthermore, for any b > 1, we can find Ay(b) such that for any Ao = Ag(b),
we have (~ 1)\q 1 < 6321 As a consequence of the decomposition (8.0, we have the frequency
localization of the remainder part of F',
Porg Fi= F—Psy,, F Z Entt (k- &y A )€1 Em. (8.19)

Lastly, using the assumptions on a,, ; and &, F' = ZkeZS\{O} S g am et R Em satisfies

1
HFHN < )\q+1aF7 HDt,ZFHN—l g )\év+16q2+1aF, N = O, 1,2
Then, we recall the decomposition (8I0) of F' and use the Bernstein inequality to get
IRF|n < [RP2a, Fln + IR Y ens™ (k- &m, amp)e o155y

k,m

q+1H Z En(ﬁl k- &m, am,k)HO Sno )\é\{ﬁlaF
k,m

for N =0,1,2. Indeed, the second and third inequalities follows from a crude estimate |Rf]o <
|l and (E€12).

To estimate D;/RF', we use the decomposition
DiRF = RDyoF + [vg -V, RIF + ((vg — vg) + w) - VRF.

For the remaining part, we only consider N = 1,2. Since D, F' = ka Dmgam,keikqﬂk-&m, the
first term can be estimated as above,

1
IRDy e FN-1 < —HDt oFllnvoy + AN Z end™ (k- €m, Digamp)lo < At 07 ar.

Also, we recall |w|y—1 + v —vel|n-1 < )\q+1 ;H, so that
1
N—1s3
I((v —ve) +w) - VRE|N-1 £ Ay 074 1aF-
Regarding to the commutator term, we plug the decomposition (810),
[ve - V. RIF = [vg - V. RIPax, F — [vr- V,R] Y. entt (k- &y @ p)e o156,

m,k

fI+1
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. A , , . .
Since vy and Py, F = eng ™ (k- &ms A ;)€ 1EEm have frequencies localized to < Ag41,

I[ve - Vo RIP<on Fllv-1 £ A0 Mve - V. RIPx, 0 Fllo < A0 ||WH0HV7’sxq+1F||0
q+1” Z qﬂ (k- &m, am, K)o < )\q-',-l 52+1aF
Indeed, the second inequality follows from [Rgfo < [lgllo. To estimate the other commutator
term, we consider F; = Py; F' for 27 > %)‘q+17

—[ve- V. RIFj(z) = ), (Z[RI(k) = Z[R](n))in - F[vel(k — n) F[F)(n)e’™*

k,neZ3
Z Z VI Z[R](n)in - Flvd(k — n)ga[Fj](n)eik.x (8.20)
kneZs 1= 1!
1
+ % j [(k —n) - VI""LZ[R](n + o(k — n)(1 — 0)°doinZ v ](k — n).F [F;](n)e™*,

(8.21)

where Z[Rf|(k) = Z[R](k)F[f](k) and |y > 2 is an integer satisfying )\2_‘_1(6)\(14_1)7[0 < 1
The estimate for (820) follows from

—

lo
>, EZ|v- < Zl—\v’w VR P2, Fln

2j>%>‘q+1 =1
Y Z ||V Ve|n [VRi P21 Fl v,
Ni+No=N-1Il= 1

N
< ) UVulmIFly, < >\q+115§+1aF,
Ni1+N2=N-1

where the operator R; has a Fourier multiplier defined by #[R; g]( ) = Vl F[R]|(n)F[g](n) for
any 1 € Z3. To estimate (82I)), we use |k —n| < 217! < 3 A1 < 2|n| and hence |k| < |n| to get

LAY Bl s 3 |Zj'+1 Lok — L LF5 1)

2123 sAg+1 J km
s ZZ k= 0l F[Voe)(k — )|l =20 | F (] ()]
J k,n
“Z (29)lo+1 2 IV0lp2ers) [V Fl g2y

k|2

E—l lo N
< () Xl TololFlvo < 454 o,

Indeed, the last inequality follows from the choice of 3. To summarize, we obtain
1
No1cl
” [’UZ -V, R]’PZ)\q+1F”N71 < )‘q+115q2+1aF’ (8‘22)
*
and combine with all other estimates to get the desired one |D/RF|n_1 < )\(]I\Crl 5q ' ar for

N=1,2.
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9. ESTIMATES ON THE REYNOLDS STRESS

In this section, we obtain the relevant estimates for the new Reynolds stress and its new

advective derivative ﬁthH = 0tRq11 + Vg1 - VRy41, summarized in the following proposition.
For technical reasons it is however preferable to estimate rather R, — %Qld, as indeed the
estimates on the function o(t) are akin to those for the new current, which will be detailed in
the next section. For the remaining sections, we set | - |[n = | - [|co[o, 77470 (13))-

Proposition 9.1. There exists b(a) > 1 with the following property. For any 1 < b < b(a) we
can find Ay = Ao(a, b, M) such that the followz’ng estimates hold for every A\g = Ag:

|Rgi1 — 20ld|n < CMAq+1 AATZ 6050 < A6, YN =0,1,2

q+1 =
3 (9.1)

* e
|1 De(Rg+1 — %Qld)HN—l S CM)‘qul q+1 )‘q )‘q+15‘1 q+1 = )‘q+1 5qz+15q+27 VN =1,2.
where Cyy depends only upon the M > 1 of Proposition and Proposition [2.4)

q+1

Taking into account (4.1, We will just estimate the separate terms RT, RN, R01, R02 and

RM For the errors R02 and RM, we use a direct estimate, while the other errors, including the
inverse divergence operator, are estimated by Corollary B2l In the following subsections, we fix

1
[%] so that )\qﬂ()\qﬂ,uq)_("“l) < 6441 for any ¢ and allow the dependence on M

ng =
of the implicit constants in <. Also, we remark that
1
1 2
I AE Y
Ag+1Tg  Ag+1fiq

1 1

545q+1

q+174q (9'2)

For the convenience, we restrict the range of N as in (@) in this section, without mentioning
it further.

9.1. Transport stress error. Recall that
*
RT =R (wa) .

Since Dy &1 = 0, we have

1 .
Digw = Dy Z Z 5(12+1(bm,k + ()‘qul:uq)_1em7k)62)\q+1k'&
meZ keZ3\{0}

l .
- ZzéquDt’z(bm’k + (Aga1ptg) e p)eRarther,
m k
Since by, k and e,k satisfy supp(by, k), SUPP(€m k) S (tm — 57g,tm + 574) x R? and

1
I Dt e (bt + Mg 1) " emp) |5 + Ag11621) " D7 o (b + Agr11tg) ™ em) |5

[e]
_n b1kl
N.M M
q Tq ?

for any N = 0 by (Z.5) and (Z8), we can apply Corollary B2 to get

1 1

<

02 62
Ryly < AN, —2t2 DiRt < AN g2 lwHl 9.3
|Rr|n < W IDtRr|N-1 < Mg DEb . (9.3)
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9.2. Nash stress error. Set ﬁN =R ((w - V)vy) and observe that
1 .
(w - V)ve = Z Z Ogs1((bm + Agr1ttg) Lemp) - V)vgerarrher,
m kez3\{0}

Since by, i, and ey, i, satisfy supp(bm, k), supp(em i) < (tm — qu,t + §7',1) x R3 and

| (B + Agi1h10) Yem) - V)vel iy it N 1bralAg 5

1 1
| Dt e[ (b i + <)‘q+1:“q)_lem,k) Vvl|x Sx )‘q+15qz+1ﬂq_N|bI,k|)‘q5qz

for any N > 0 by 24), (512)), (TH), and (Z.8)), we apply Corollary B2 and obtain

1 1

02 1 k% 1 62 1
RN N =< < AV at+ D:Rn|ny-1 5 AN sz gt 9.4
Ml £ XL, [ Beltlvor £ Mt 5l (0.0

9.2.1. Oscillation stress error. Recall that éo = ]i%o;[ + ]ﬂ%og where
%
R01 = R(V . (w0®wo + R@))

%
Ro2 = wo @ We + We @ Wo + We @ We.

We compute

V- (wo ®wo + Ry) = V- (wo @ o — dg411d + Ry) = div Z 5q+1cm,kei)‘q+1k'§f
ke%%e\z{o}
= Z dg+1 div(cmk)ei)‘q“k'&,
m,k
because of ¢1x(fr - k) = 0. Also, since we have

Dy div = div(Dygcm i) — (V)i 0i(Cmk) it

1
it follows from (Z.6) that | divemklly + (Ag+16,11)" YD edivemely Sy quN\ el gor any
N > 0. Finally using supp(cim ) © (tm — 574, tm + 574) x R, we apply Corollary - to get

) +1 0, +1
Ror|n < A, g DiRor|n-1 < A, 52 = 9.5
| Ron A I H a0 3 (9.5)
%
On the other hand, we use (7)), (7.2), (7Z.3), and (53] to estimate Rpq as follows,
5 dg+1
|Rosln s D) lwollwlwelwe + D) welvy fwellw, s Ak - SVRIR
Ni+No=N Ni+Ny=N q+1Hq
%
||DtRo2HN 1 < | Dy, ZRO2||N 1+ [[(w+v—wv) - VRoz|[n-1
S DL IDuwo| wylwel ny + [wol ny | Deewe| vy + | Dpewelw e v,
N1+No=N-1
5 N 53 Og+1
+ >, (lwlwy + o= velv) | Rozlnt1 S Aghi62,, - X :
Ni+No=N-—1 a+1Hg
Therefore, we have
1) g+1 0, +1
Roly < A, DR < Age182,, AN et 9.6
IRoln < W IDtRo|N-1 < Ag+16541 N i (9.6)
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9.3. Mediation stress error. Recall that
EM =R-—R/+(v—v)Q@w+w® (v—uv).
Using (5.5), (5.3]), and (7.3)), we have

|Rarllv < IR — Rl + DT v = vl wlg
Aﬁ+A& N
3

AN TN A0E00 1+ (EN)20302,1) € ANy AT A 210800

k% * %
To estimate Dy Rjs, we additionally use the decomposition DtR M= DMRM—F ((v—vg)+w)-VRys
to obtain

* ok * * *
IDiRMIN-1 S ID(R = Re)In—1+ >, [Delv—v0)|m lwlny + v = vel vy | Dew] v,
N1+Dh:dvfl
1 1
N oL
S )‘q+1 q2+1 )‘2)‘q+1545q+1

To summarize, we obtain
Rt < AN 2N 26060 DR < AN 02 AN 2 5ha 9.7
1 Ras v Y1AG A £10¢ 0115 I DeRM|N—1 +10411AG Ag104 Ogy1- (9.7)

Finally, Proposition follows from (0.3)-(@.7) and (9.2]).

10. ESTIMATES FOR THE NEW CURRENT

In this section, we obtain the last needed estimates, on the new unsolved current ¢,4; and on
the remaining part of the Reynolds stress % old, which we summarize in the following proposition.

Proposition 10.1. There exists b(a) > 1 with the following property. For any 1 < b < b(a)
there is Ag = Ao(a, b, M) such that the following estimates hold for A\g = Ag:

N—3v <5
lpgrilln < A" 020, YN =0,1,2, o)
* Nesv.t 3 .
| Dpgerllv-t < Mgy 762,102,5, YN =12,
HMM+H9%\\M+1TQ (10.2)

Without mentioning, we assume that NN is in the range above and allow the dependence on M
of the implicit constants in < in this section. For convenience, we single out the following fact,
which will be repeatedly used: note that there exists b(ct) > 1 such that for any 1 < b < b(a)
and a constant C); depending only on M, we can find Ag = Ag(«, b, M) which gives

3

dg+1 Og41
Cu | 1—+—"L—+ ‘1545 <A?
Ag+1Tg  Ag+1iyg A% o+l
q+

q+1 q+2’

for any Ag = Ag.
Another important remark which will be used in this section is that

R(g(t,-) + h(t)) = R(g(t, ")) (10.3)

for every smooth periodic time-dependent vector field g and for every h which depends only on
time.
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10.1. High frequency current error. We start by observing that ¢ is
G = R ((div P<y-1 R + Q(vg, vq)) - w) (10.4)
by ([I0.3]). We thus can apply Corollary to
(div Pep-1Rg + Q(vg,vq)) - w

1 .
- Z(div Pep1 Ry + Q(quvq))5q2+1(bm,k + (>\q+1#q)7lem,k)e”‘q“k'&.

m,k

Indeed, using (2.7), (5.11)), (Z5), (Z.8), we obtain
1 1-3 N AN T
H(PHlHN N )\q—i-l 5(12+1<)‘q_ T0g+1 + (LAg)A¢0q) < )‘q+1 N\ 5112+1

q+1
Furthemore, (2.4)), (2.7)), (5.3)), and (A23) imply
”Dt,Z div ngfquHNfl < H div Pgélet,ZRq”Nfl + ” diV[’Ug . V, ngfl]Rq”Nfl
+ (Voo riOk Pi-1 (Rg )iz N1

)‘é\:&l(”Dthqu +[[[ve -V, Pegr]Ryl1 + [Vvglo|V Ryllo)

2 1-3~v
)‘q+15q+1)‘ Og+1-

Then, it follows that

37 3

52

”Dt‘leHN 13 )‘q+15q2+1 q+1°

1-
q
Ag+
In order to deal with ¢ g9, we use the definition of Ryy1 to get

wRw — 0g411d + Ry — Rg41

= (wo X w, — 5q+11d + Rg) — Ro1 — R — Ry — Rpypo — gQId.
Using Id : Vv, = Vv, = 0 and (I0.3]), we can then write
P2 =R (w®w — Sg411 + Ry — Rgi1 + (v — ) @ + w® (v — vy)) : Vv;) (10.6)
* % *

-R (((wo ® wo — dgr11d + Ry) — Rot — Ry — Ry) - vu,j) .

Apply Corollary B2 with 327, (Z6), and ([24)), we have

5q+1

IR ((wo ® wo — 84411d + Ry) : Vi, ) Inv < )‘q+1)‘ 6¢ L~ Nt
a+

b )
|DiR ((wo ® wo — Gg411d + Ry) : Vi, ) In-1 < )‘q+15t12+1)‘ 0F )\‘f:

By m and (8I9), recall that the Reynolds stress errors RA, which represents either R01,
RT, or RN, can be written as RA = RG satisfying

1

1) 1 o 1 0, 1 52 1
IGally € AN, | 2= + 22, HDt,zGAHN_lsAqHa;H Satl ) Zatl ) (10.7)
Hq Tq Hq Tq

m,k 1)\q+1k &1

Furthermore, such Ga has the form }; KIA and has a decomposition

Ga = PZ)\q+1GA +IP$)\Q+1GA,
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as in (8I0) and (8I9), where Pgy ., G satisfies

1
g & Sgr1 Og+1 _ Og+1 52+1
HPS)\quch ”0 < )‘qf15q2+1 ¥ + . HDt ZP<)\q+1GA ”0 < )\q+15q+1 It =
Hq Tq Hq Tq

(10.8)

Indeed, they follow from [I2) and (8I3). Since Vv, has the frequency localized to < ¢~1
and /71 < é)\qﬂ for sufficiently large Ao, RPzx,,,GA : (VU[)T has the frequency localized to
= )\;}1 and

IR (RP2r,4, Gt (Vo) ") v <

GA . (VU[)THN

1
S D 1Galm Vel
q+1 Ni+Np=N

On the other hand, RP<) ,,Ga : (V)T has the frequency localized to < . +1, so that
IR (RPsr:1 Gt (Vo)) v € AJL1 IR (RPx, 1 Ga = (Vo)) o S Akt Pergss GalloVolo-

Therefore, using (I0.7) and (I0.8]), we obtain

q+1

[R(Ror : (Vo)) D)n + [R(Br : (Vo) )|w + [R(Rx : <w>T>nN

1
52 1) pix
q+1 + q+1 q9%q

)‘q+17'q )\q+1,uq )‘q+1

)‘q+1

To estimate their advective derivatives, we use the decomposition
DR <RA (V) ) — DR (_zasA : (V) ) +(w+ (vg — ) - V(Ra : (Vor)T).

We can easily see that

1

1

. 52 Soir | Ago2
w+ (v—1)) - VR(RA : (Vv ~>\ 52 atl L .
”( ( Z)) ( A ( Z) )HN 1 1%g+1 )\q+17'q )\q+1,uq )‘q+1

*
For the estimate of the first term, we use again the decomposition Rn = RPz, ,,Ga +

'R’Pg)\qHGA and

q+1

IDR(Ea = (Vor))v-1 < [DeeR(RP2x,, Gt (Vor) )y
+ | DeyR(RP<r, 1 Gt (Vo)) v-1.

In order to estimate the right hand side, consider the decomposition
Dy ¢RPsx,  H = RPzxr, 1 DioH +Rlvg -V, Pz JH + [vg- V, R] Pz

for any smooth function H and Littlewood-Paley operator Pz, ,, projecting to the frequency
2 Ag+1. Similar to the proof of Lemma [A.4] we have

[lve - V. Pex,  1H -1 £ 2007 Ve[V H o
Also, similar to (822]), we obtain

I[ve- V. R1Per, Hlv-1 S D) 4Voelw, |1 H e (10.9)
Ni+No=N-1
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Since Pz, Dy eH and [ve-V, Ps Aq .. JH have frequencies localized to 2 Ag+1, it follows that

1Dt RP2x,  HlN-1

S [RP2x o DeeH| N1+ [Rlve - V, Pox, JH [ v-1 + [[ve - V, RIPex H v-1

1 1
S 7 1Pergi DeeH N1+ 5——[ve - Vs Pex, o JH [v—1 + [[[ve - V, R P2y Hl N1

)\q+1 )\q+1

1 _
S v I1PeeH -1+ APVl VHo+ DT Vo v 1 H s

q+1 Ni+Na=N-1

(10.10)

Now, we apply it to H = RPzy,,Ga : (Vue)T. For such H, we have H = P>l>\q+1H for
-8
sufficiently large Ag, so that

| Dt ¢ R(RP2x, Gt (Vo)) v-1
1

S Agr1 | Dee(RP2x 1 G (Voe) ) v—1 + )\é\ﬁ?’HVWHoHRPquHGA (V) T
+ D UVuln | RP2a,,Ga s (Vor) T,
N1+No2=N-1
1
I R :
D L L P

Tq

Indeed, the second inequality can be obtained by applying (I0.10) again to H = G,

IDt,e(RPzr, Gt Vue)|[N-1
S ) IDURPo,, Galw [Vodlv, + [RP2r,,, Galln | Dee Vel x,
N1+ Na=N-1
< L p,.¢ AVNL22 1700 [ VG v
Y v 1PeGalvy + A Volo VGl ) Vel v
Ni+No=N—1 \"a+1
IGA|N
+ > UVl Galve Ve + )] . I1DeeVeeln,
Ni1+Ni2=N; Ni+No=N-1 7atl
N1+No=N-1
1
1 5 52 1
N—-1 +1 +1
S Agr1 9441 q—+qT—q Ag0q

and

IRP2r Gt (Vo) TIvor € D)) IRP2a, Gallv Vel v,
Ni+Na=N-1
1
) 6?2 1
N— +1 +1
Rl e el PV R
Tq
.1Ga + (Vug)T)|n—1, we observe that the fre-
G : (Vo) ") is localized to < Agt1, so that

To estimate the remaining term | D; R(RP<x
quency of D; /R(RP<x

q+1

| DeeR(RP<x, Gt (Vor) ) [v-1 $ AN D s R(RP<x
45

GA : (VU@)T)HQ.

q+1



Then, we control the right hand side as
| Dt R(RP<x,.1 Gt (Vue) o
< IRDe(RPsx,,, Ga s (Vo) Do + I[ve - V, RI(RPsx,,, Ga : (Vo) o
< 1DeeRP<x 0 GalloVuelo + [Psag Gallol Dee Voelo
+ [ueo| V(RPr,: Gt (Voe) Do
S (IDtePrg 1 Gallo + [[[ve - V, RIPga,. Gallo) I Vuelo
+ Py Gallol DeeVoello + Ag+1[Peag i Gallo Velo

q+1
1

i 1 o3 5q§+1 Og+1 1
S A4 (IPeePengin Galo + Age1lPerga Gallo) S Agiadgin | —— + T Agdq -
q

Here, we used |Rg|o < [lglo- As a result, we obtain

z 1
: N R A2
D; /R(R ZV'UT _$)\N 52 q+l+ q+1 qu
| DeR(Ba = (Vo) )Iv-1 5 Agh1dg Ly e | S
and
52 .
DR (1 2 5 A2
”DtR(RA : (VUZ)T)HNfl S )\(]]V+15q2+1 q+1 + g+1 494

Ag+1Tqg  Ageifg | Mg+t

Therefore, the estimates for (g9 follow,

6 s 1 14

q+1 * N <3 3 Yg+1

) ||Dt90H2HN71 < )‘q+15q+1)‘q5q A +1‘
q

1
|Gm2ln < A1 Ag08 3
q+1

To summarize, we get

% 1 N_3 3 L. 1 N_3 1 3
IPrln < 2200 0ghas 1D IN-1 < £ 2G0T 0010010 -

10.2. Estimates on p; and ¢,. We will in fact show the stronger estimate

1

/
< -
H91H0 5(T+T()) g+1%g+2

—3y %
A0 (10.11)

/ 1 ~3y55
lbllo < A3 (10.12)

5(T + 7p) 9+ at2

from which the estimates follow by integration

1. 4, 8

lollo < £AG100s2 (10.13)
< I35l 10.14

lezllo < 50 +1%+2 (10.14)

Observe that, if we denote G and G, respectively, the arguments of R in the formulas (10.4])

and (I0.6]) we just have
oi(t) = | Gi(t,r)dx.
T3

*
We can then argue as we did in the previous section to estimate |Rp;illo = [|[R(Gi)|o, taking

advantage of Lemma [A.2] and the representations (B3:26)-(3.29)
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10.3. Transport current error. We use the definition of ¢7 and recall its splitting into @7 +

$ro. Since we have |[era+1FEér| < qu1|l<:\2 for any k € Z3\{0}, Dy eta+1%¢r = 0, and almost
disjoint support of ¢, , 3.27) and (Z.6) imply
wo @y = prl + Bely € 3] 1Y) Spercmue® 6y <2100, (10.15)

keZ3\{0} meZ

* .
”Dt(wo ® we — 5q+11 + Rﬁ)HNfl < Z H Z 5q+1(Dt,€Cm,k)qu+1k-£I HNfl
keZ3\{0} meZ

+ [(w + (v —vg) - V) (wo @ wo — dg411 + Re)|n-1 (10.16)

)‘q+15q+1 Og+1-
We then can use (@), (Z3), ((0I5), (I0I06), (53), and kg1 = 5 tr(Rg41) to estimate

I6r1lv < D) IBgsr —3eldlmllwlne + D) lwo ®wo — Sgral + Relny (v —ve)lng

N1+ N2=N N1+ No=N
1 5
< )\Q-i-l <)‘2)‘q+1545q+1 + 62)‘25q2> 5q+1 < )‘q+1)‘2)‘q—|-154 q+1>
- = 2 2 a
IDierilv-1 < D) [Di(Rgr1 — 2old)|w [ w]n, + | Rosr — Zeld|w, | Diwl
Ni1+N2=N-1
%
+ Y [Duwo ®@wo — g1 T + Re)|ny |vg — vel|w,
Ni+N2=N-1
*
+ Y wo®we— 41T + Re|[ny | Di(vg — ve) | v,
N1+N2 N-—1

5

)‘q+16q+1)“1 )‘q+15‘1 ¢;+1

As for ¢ro, by B21), pr2 = §R <Zm 2 kez\ {0} Og+1 tr(Dt,écm,k)ei)‘q“k'&) and estimate it using
Corollary B2l with (6] as follows

0, 1 0, 1
<\ ot D <AV 5 Lt
|éralln S A - Noriry | Didralv—1 S AYi162,, N1
To summarize, we have

* 1 N_3 3 L. 1 N_3 1 3
H‘:DT”N < g)\q+1 K [12+27 ”DtSDTHN,l < g)‘q+1 K (12+1 c12+2‘

by a suitable choice of b and Ag.
10.4. Estimates on py. We next observe that we have
QO = f qH tr(DyeCm k)€ Agr1kEr g,
m keZ3\{0}

and it thus suffices to use Lemma to estimate

bl < = A"H15%
%l0 = 5(T + 10) q+1%+2-

The estimate for [gp|o follows thus from integrating the latter in time.
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10.5. Oscillation current error. Recall that 9?701 =R (div (%\wo|2wo + cpg)). We remark that
B29) gives
1 3 . 3 .
div <§|w0|2w0 + W) = div Z Z 5q2+1dm7k€v\q+lk'& = Z Og+1 Aiv(dyy, )€ et 1R,
meZ keZ3\{0} m,k

because of C(l)[’k(fj k) = 0. Also, we have

N A +15§ 1 _
N+1 + H(Vvl)—r : Vdm,kHNSM,N )\(]]\{lrl%’ VYN = 0.
q

| Dt g div do | 5 < | Dt,edm

Therefore, using supp(dm. k) < (tnm — 37q: tm + 574) x R3, it follows from Corollary B2 with (Z.7)
that

3 3

Oge1 W N 53 O 11
X + IPworln-1 £ Agiadg - 5 .
q+1Hq q+1Hq

Next recall that $os = $(Jww — |w,[*w,). Then, (TI)-(73) imply

[Gorlln < ANy -

3

|Go2ln < (W - we)w|n + [[Jwel*w|n + |wol*weln < A1 - 3 o
q+1Hq
3
¥y < * 2 * 2 < N 5% 6(12_,’_1
[Deo2]n < |1De(jwol™we)lv + [ Del(2wo - we + we )wln < Agyadgi1 - 5 o
q q

Therefore, combining the estimates, we get
I N—3y.3 * I N-3y bt 3
H‘:EO“N < g)‘qul ﬁ/5512+2v “Dt‘:ZOHN*l < g>‘q+1 75(12+15¢12+2’
for sufficiently small b — 1 > 0 and large \g.
10.6. Reynolds current error. Recall that pp = (Rg+1— %gId)w. Similar to the estimate for
Kw in <2T1, we have

. N b1 18 1 N33
2 2 4 S4 - 2
IPRIN < AgaAG A 210d 6,41 < gAqH Ogs2s

5 N 53 \3y\T3 sTst < L\N-3vs3 53
IDiGRIN-1 £ Ag041 A A 108 0301 < SA01" 074100,

for sufficiently small b — 1 > 0 and large .
10.6.1. Mediation current error. Recall that
bm = (%‘Uq —vel* + (pq —pz)> w + (g — r)
+ (W ®w — dg411d + Ry — Rgy1 + %Qld)(vq — vy).
Then we recall that

% * % *
wQw — bg411d + Ry — Rgy1 + Z0ld = (wo @ wo — 8g411d + Re) — Ro1 — Ry — Ry — Ruo,
(10.17)

1

1 1
[(w®w — 64111d + Ry — Ryr1 + 301d) (v — ve) v < AN AZA, 2104604,

5
1

% i1 _1 135
| Del(w ® w = 8g411d + Ry — Rys1 + Fold) (vg — vo)l|n—1 Sar Aghadgahd Ag 104 0540
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For the remaining terms, we use (0.3)), (5.4), (5.6]), and ([Z3) to get

* I N—3y:3 ok I N-3y bt 2
H‘PM”N < g)‘qul K q2+27 ||Dt90MHN71 < g)‘qul K (12+1 c12+2'

11. PROOFS OF THE KEY INDUCTIVE PROPOSITIONS

11.1. Proof of Proposition[2.3l For a given dissipative Euler-Reynolds flow (vq, pq, Rq, Kq, ©q)
on the time interval [0, T']+7,_1, we recall the construction of the corrected one: vg41 = vg+wg41
and pg41 = Pq + gg+1, where wg4 is defined by ([B.33) and gg+1 = 0 on [0, 7] + 7,. Furthermore,
we find a new Reynolds stress R,41 and an unsolved flux current @441 which solve (21]) together
with vg41, pg+1, and kg1 = 3 tr(Rg41) and satisfy (@), (I0.I) and ([I0.2) for sufficiently small
b—1 > 0 and large A\o. In other words, (vg+1,Pg+1, Rg+1,Kq+1,Pg+1) is a dissipative Euler-
Reynolds flow for the energy loss E and the error (Ry41, 9q+1, Kq+1) satisfies (2.0])-(2.8) for ¢ +1
as desired. Now, denote the absolute implicit constant in the estimate (7.4 for w by My and
define M = 2Mj. Then, one can easily see that

[vg+1 = vgllo + t”vqﬂ — vg|1 = |wg+1fo + EquHHl 2M06q+1 = M5q%+1
Also, using (2.4]) and (7.3]), we have
ogetlo < [oglo + wgslo < 1 — 87 + Mo 5, <1-d2,,
lvg1lly < vgllw + llwgeillv < MANW + M>\q+1 HERS M>\q+15q+1,

Pqllv + lgg+1lly = pglln < AN<5 < A0+t
(0% + vg - )quzvl + Hw'quHN 1

Sadg < 02, AN,

[Pg+1llv
[0 + vg11 - V)pgal v

NN

3
< AN + M52 AT

for N = 1,2, provided that \g is sufficiently large. Therefore, we construct a desired corrected
flow (Uq+17pq+17 Rq+17 Rg+1, (Pq—i-l)-

11.2. Proof of Proposition 2.4l Consider a given time interval Z < (0,T") with |Z| > 37,.
Then, we can always find mg such that supp(6,,, (Tq_l')) c Z. Now, if I = (mg,n, f) belongs to
7R, we replace v7 in wg41 by 41 = —v7. In other words, we replace I'; by ['; = —I';. Otherwise,
we keep the same 77. Note that I'; still solves (3:2I)) and hence 7; satisfies (3.20). Also, we
set Pg+1 = Pg+1. Since the replacement does not change the estimates for I'y used in the proof
of Lemma [(.2] the corresponding coefficients bm ks Crm ks dm gy and €, i, satisfy (Z5)-(Z8]), and
W = W, We, and Wq41, generated by them, also fullfill (IE]) 3. As a result, the corrected
dissipative Euler-Reynolds flow ('Dq+1,ﬁq+1,éq+1, Rgt+1, Pg+1) satisfies (2.4)-(2.8)) for ¢ + 1 and
([210) as desired. On the other hand, by the construction, the correction wy41 differs from wq41
on the support of 0,,,(7,” L), Therefore, we can easily see

supp; (vg+1 — 77q+1) = suppy(Wg+1 — We+1) < I.

Furthermore, by (3.20) and (3.2I)), we have

D IVENT P = [ (Ve Y e fl(VED T

Iedgr feF1r
= tr(0g+11d — (Rg) — ]\7)
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where M = Dot 02, x2 () Zf’ev% V3 (s 3 da) (VEL) T ' ® (VEr) ™ /. In particular
1Mo = Ay 3411

(see the proof in section 3.4.2). In this proof, | - |~ denotes | - |¢(fo,r7,cn (rsy)- Then, it follows
that

wo =@l = Y AFONFENFIVED T P (L + (W (Agaér) — 1)

IEﬂR:mI:mo

= Y 4B3(EN B — tr(Re) — tr(3D))

IEﬂR:mI:mo
+ ) D1 A ENTIVED) T frle et
kEZS\{O} IEJR:m]=mO
= 40210 (Tq_lt)(35q+1 —tr Ry —tr ]\7) + Z 45441 tr(éﬁmk)e"’\q“k'&,
keZ3\{0}
where

w@he) = Y, 0HOXI(ENS ekl (VED T

IEﬂR:mI:mo
Since we can obtain || tr(éﬁo WIN S pgNérg| for N = 0,1,2 in the same way used to get the
estimate (Z6) for ¢, x, we conclude

o = Tl o ryencany > 4(2m)* (38511 = [Relo = | er(3T) o)

- Z q+1f el ,k)ei)\q“k{[diﬂ

keZ3
125q+1 - C'5q+1<)‘q_3’y + )‘11_27 + ()‘q+1ﬂq)_2)

for sufficiently large \g. Indeed, in the second inequality, we used Lemma [A.2] to get

2

k

5! (&8, )2 + 100, Dol VEr o, —Lry tm+3ma1c21)

k )‘3+1|k‘|2
1
1\?
(Ag+1Hq)~ <Z|Clk‘> <2—4> .
k k

lvg+1 — Tgv1lcoqo,r e (rsy) = lwgs1 — War1lcoqo,r;r2(ms))

q+1ﬂq

Therefore, we obtain

3
2

= ||wo — Wol co(po,ry;2(m3y) — (27) 2 (Jwello + [lwefo)

(2 )2M0

> 20, :
)\q+1ﬂq

2
q+1 0

q+1 = 52

g+1

for sufficiently large . 3
Lastly, we suppose that a dissipative Euler-Reynolds flow (04, pq, Rq, Rq, Pq) satisfies ([2.4)-

(28) and
suppy (Vg — Uq; Pq — Py Rg — Ry, kg — Rqypq — Pg) = T
for some time interval J. Proceed to construct the regularized flow, Ry, and ¢, as we did
1

for Ry and ¢, and note that they differ only in J + 1, < J + ()\q&?)_l. Consequently, wg1
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1
differ from 1,41 only in J + (A\;6Z) ™! and hence the corrected dissipative Euler-Reynolds flows
(Uq+17pq+17 Rq-l-la Rg+1, ‘Pq—i—l) and (f)q+17ﬁq+l7 Rq+17 ’%q-i-la @q—l—l) Sa‘tiSfy

1
~ ~ D - ~ 3\—1
SuPpt(Uqul — Vg41,Pg+1 — Pg+1, Rgp1 — Rgi1, Kgr1 — Rg1, Pgr1 — 90q+1) cJ+ ()\q5qz) .

APPENDIX A. SOME TECHNICAL LEMMAS

The proof of the following two lemmas can be found in [6, Appendix].

Lemma A.1 (Holder norm of compositions). Suppose F':  — R and ¥ : R™ — Q are smooth
functions for some Q@ < R™. Then, for each N € N, we have

IVY(E o)l < [VEo| VE|n-1 + [VEn-1 |5 ] v
IVY¥(E o W)l < [VEo| VE|n-1 + [VE|n-1[VEIF, (A1)

where the implicit constant in the inequalities depends only on n, m, and N.

Lemma A.2. Let N > 1. Suppose that a € C*(T?) and & € C*(T3;R3) satisfies

for some constant C > 1. Then, we have

ik lalln + llalol V€|~
fw a(x)e 5d:z:‘ < R ,

where the implicit constant in the inequality is depending on C and N, but independent of k.

Lemma A.3 (Commutator estimate). Let f and g be in C*([0,T] x T?) and set f; = P<y1 f,
ge = Pey—1g9 and (fg)e = P<y-1(fg). Then, for each N = 0, the following holds,

| fege = (F9)eln <n N fl1]glh- (A-2)

Proof. Since the expression that we need to estimate is localized in frequency, by Bernstein’s
inequality it suffices to prove the case N = 0. Recall now the function m used to define the
Littlewood-Paley operators and the number J, which is the maximal natural number such that
27 < ¢!, Denoting by m the inverse Fourier transform and by m, the function my(z) =
2377127 2), a simple computation (see for instance [9]) gives

(fege — (fa)e)(a) = f f — )(9(x) — 9z — 2))e(y)iie() dy dz
:_ >0 1f< ) >0— 1f<)

and the claim follows at once from Bernstein’s inequality. O
Lemma A.4. For any N = 0, we have

I[ve - V, Pep1]F |y < €N [Vollo |V F o (A.3)

I[ve - V, Pogr]F v < £ [V0lo|[VFllo. (A.4)
Proof. First, we observe that

[vp -V, Poy1|F(z) =vp - V(Poyr F — F) + (vg- VF) — Poy—1(vg - VF)
= —vp- VP 1 F + Py1(vy- VF) = —[vg - V, Py-1]F.
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First of all it suffices to consider the case N = 0, as the expression that we want to estimate
is localized in frequency. Next, using the functions m, introduced in the proof of the previous
lemma, we can compute at once

[ve -V, Pegr [F(2)] < fRS |ve(2) = ve(W)lMe(z = y)[IVE(y)ldy
< [l 1 [ VooV Ello < €] VoloVEo-

Observe now that

lzllellp = 2~ j i) do <

to conclude the proof. O
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