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Abstract

The Euler-a equations model the averaged motion of an ideal incompressible fluid when filtering over spatial
scales smaller than o«. We show that there exists S > 1 such that weak solutions to the two and three dimensional
Euler-ov equations in the class CY HY are not unique and may not conserve the Hamiltonian of the system, thus
demonstrating flexibility in this regularity class. The construction utilizes a Nash-style intermittent convex integration
scheme. We also formulate an appropriate version of the Onsager conjecture for Euler-c, postulating that the threshold
between rigidity and flexibility is the regularity class L? B 23
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1 Introduction

We consider the Lagrangian averaged Euler equations (LAE-« or Euler-«) for the unknown velocity field v and
pressure p:

Oy (u - azAu) +u-V (u - a2Au) + (u - 042Au)j Vul +Vp=0 (1.1a)
divu =0. (1.1b)

The parameter « > 0 corresponds to a length scale, and we pose the system for (z,t) € T"x[0,T],n=2o0r3,T > 0.
Euler-a was originally derived within an Euler-Poincaré variational framework to model the averaged motion of an
ideal incompressible fluid when filtering over spatial scales smaller than « [26,27]. It was later proven that, like the
Euler equations, (1.1) have a deep geometric significance as the geodesic equations with respect to an H* metric on the
diffeomorphism group of volume preserving flows [1,40]. We also note that the Euler-a equations are identical to the
inviscid second-grade fluid equations, where o now represents the elastic response of the fluid (see [24] and references
therein for more on second-grade fluids). The viscous variant of (1.1) is known as the Lagrangian averaged Navier-
Stokes equation (LANS-«) or the viscous Camassa-Holm equation and has been successfully used as a turbulence
closure model [16,17,25,37].

When posed on a compact Riemannian manifold of dimension n without boundary, local-wellposedness in H*
for s > % + 1 was proven in [40] (see also [35,41] for the case of domains with boundary). The state of the global
wellposedness question for Euler-« is analogous to that of the classical Euler equations; in two dimensions, global
wellposedness of smooth solutions is known [15], but in three dimensions, finite time singularity formation has not
been ruled out. It was shown in [28] that global existence may be phrased in terms of a Beale-Kato-Majda type
continuation criterion which requires that

T
/ [V x (=A) 11 — o?A)u(t)||pmodt < oo (1.2)
0

Note that by setting o« = 0 we formally recover the Euler equations after redefining the pressure. In the case of
Euclidean space, the convergence of smooth Euler-« solutions to Euler solutions was demonstrated in [33] (see also
[12—14,34] for progress in the case of domains with boundary).

1.1 Euler-a as a Hamiltonian System

Sufficiently smooth solutions to Euler-« satisfy the conservation law
4
dt

Beyond merely being a conserved quantity, H,, is actually the Hamiltonian associated to the action function from

which Euler-a can be derived . We follow [8] to expand upon this point. In the Euler-Poincaré framework, Euler-o
arises as the geodesic equations associated with the metric

d
Ha := - (lullzz + o[ Vul72) = 0. (1.3)

(U, w)q = / (1—a?A)u-wdz. (1.4)
Moreover, the geodesic equations can be computed by identifying extrema of the action function
s(u) = / (1—a?A)u-udr = / |u|? + o?|Vul? dx (1.5)
n T’Vl

when considering variations that are Lie-advected and satisfy suitable boundary conditions. Since solutions are ex-
trema of the action, they formally conserve the Hamiltonian

Ho(t) = / (1—a?A)u-udr = / lu|? + o?|Vul? dz . (1.6)

This defines a functional framework in which one may study wellposedness for Euler-a.. A natural question then fol-
lows: Do solutions of (1.1) which live in the function space determined by (1.6) necessarily conserve the Hamiltonian?
We answer this question in the negative:

Theorem 1.1. Let n > 2. Then there exists 3 > 1 such that there exist weak solutions of (1.1) in C?Hf('l['") which
do not conserve H,,.



1.2 Definition of Weak solution
We first start by specifying the meaning of a weak solution of (1.1). Using incompressibility, the identity

8kku<7'81uj = 8k (8kuj81uj) — (?kujakluj = 3k (8kU‘jaluj) — %81(8ku<78ku-7) )

and redefining the pressure, we can formally rewrite (1.1) as

O (u—o®Au) + div(u ® (u — a®Au) — >V uVu) + Vp =0 (1.7a)
divu =0, (1.7b)
or
O (u - a2Au)l + O (uk (ul - a2Aul) - azakujaluj) +0p=0 (1.8a)
oul =0 (1.8b)

when written in coordinates. Multiplying (1.7) by a smooth, divergence-free vector field ¢, integrating in space and
time, and integrating by parts leads to

/ o -u+ Vo : Vu+ Vo (u ® (u — OL2A’U,) — QQVUTVU) dzdt =0. (1.9)
R T'H/

This motivates the following definition:

Definition 1.2. A vector field u € CPH} is called a weak solution of (1.1) if the vector field u(-,t) is weakly
divergence free and has zero mean for any ¢ and satisfies (1.9) for any divergence free test function ¢.

Remark 1.3. In order to interpret the term fR an Vo : u ® Audz dt, we use duality. Specifically, since u € H},
u- Vo € H} as well, and Au is well defined in H *. Using the observation that

(Aug,u- Vo) g1 m = —(0iu, 0i(u - Vor)) 2 12 = —(Oywr, OyunOror + urnOkigi) 12,12
we have the following equivalent weak formulation of (1.9):
/ dpu+a®Vop : Vu+Ve: (u@u— ?VulVu + OLQVUVUT) +a?u-VVy: Vuldzdt = 0. (1.10)
RJT"
Remark 1.4. For later use, it will also be convenient to utilize the following formulation of the Euler-a equations,
which in the smooth context a notion of solution equivalent to the previous formulations:
Oy (u—azAu)—i—curl (u—azAu) Xu+Vp=0 (1.11a)
divu =0. (1.11b)
1.3 Rigidity for weak solutions of Euler-o

Inspired by Onsager’s conjecture for the classical Euler equations [39], one naturally may ask at what level of regularity
weak solutions as defined in Definition 1.2 conserve H,. To this end, we have the following lemma (see Appendix A
for the proof):

Lemma 1.5 (Energy Conservation). Let u be a mean-zero in space weak solution of Euler-c as defined by definition
1.20nT? or T?, and let s > 1. If u € L* ([0,T); B ) N C° ([0, T); H), then the quantity

Hal(t) = lu(®)l|72 + o®[|Vull7-
is constant in time for t € [0,T).
In light of Lemma 1.5 we make the following conjecture:
Conjecture 1. Weak solutions of (1.1) obey the following dichotomy.
1. For s > 1, weak solutions in C) H} N L?Bgyoo conserve Hq.
2. For s < 1, there exist weak solutions in C{ H} N L} B3, which do not conserve ..

Remark 1.6. Stated in terms of L?-based Sobolev spaces, H*/> embeds into the critical regularity class B;)OO in three
dimensions.



1.4 Results and Main Ideas

We will conclude Theorem 1.1 from the following:

Theorem 1.7. Let uY) and u(® be smooth solutions of (1.1) defined on [0, T with zero mean. Moreover, suppose
that Ho (u') # Ha(u?). There exists a 3’ > 1 and a weak solution u € C° ([O, T} Hf/) of (1.1) such that

T 2T
w=u" on [0, —} and u=u? on [—,T} . (1.12)

3 3

The method of proof for Theorem 1.7 is based on the iterative technique known as convex integration. In the
context of fluid equations, convex integration schemes generally use a specially constructed stationary solution to the
equations as the basic building block of the iteration. In our iteration, we use intermittent Mikado flows. Mikado
flows were introduced in [22] and featured crucially in the resolution of the Onsager conjecture for nonconservative
solutions [31]; see also [7] for an extension to dissipative solutions. The introduction of intermittency to convex
integration schemes dates back to the work [10], which gave the first example of non-uniqueness of weak solutions for
the Navier-Stokes equations. Intermittent Mikado flows were later introduced in [36]. One may check that “generic”
Mikado tubes are not necessarily stationary solutions of (1.1), but Mikado flows with a radial flow profile about the axis
(as defined in (6.8)) are in fact stationary solutions; see Proposition 6.1. For further applications of and background
on convex integration schemes, we refer to the papers [4,5,9, 18,19,21,23,29, 38].

We emphasize that the need for intermittency arises from the combination of the rigidity threshhold for H,, and
the notion of weak solution we employ; we simultaneously need Vu € L? to define the weak formulation, but also
Vu ¢ L3, so that H,, may vary in time. Thus our iteration should not produce spatially homogeneous objects. We
instead need solutions for which the regularity threshold measured in L? depends fundamentally on p. This dependence
on p of the regularity of both the building blocks and the final solution is the main attribute of intermittent flows [10].

A key aspect of our construction is the composition of the high-frequency Mikado flows with Lagrangian flow
maps. This composition respects the transport structure of (1.1) and has been employed in earlier convex integration
schemes [6,30]. The combination of intermittency with Lagrangian flow maps presents particular challenges and was
exploited for the first time in the recent work [11]. It may in fact be possible to close a convex integration scheme for
(1.1) without composing with Lagrangian flow maps, perhaps using different building blocks such as intermittent jets
[5]. However, this would require the building blocks to be very intermittent. Utilization of such intermittent building
blocks appears to impede the scheme from reaching the L? rigidity threshold. We refer to Remark 7.2, in which we
make a simple computation with the Nash error term, to justify this assertion. Since we seek to build techniques which
are as robust as possible in the hopes of eventually proving an Onsager-type conjecture for Euler-a, we therefore use
Lagrangian flow maps.

On the other hand, one difficulty created by the composition with Lagrangian flow maps is the non-trivial in-
teraction of building blocks arising from different Lagrangian coordinate systems. We circumvent this difficulty by
expanding on an insight from [3], in which the supports of separate building blocks are concentrated around planes
which intersect orthogonally, in the sense that the intersection is a periodized line, and thus a lower-dimensional set.
Since the intersection of the building blocks is concentrated around a lower dimensional set, one can use intermit-
tency to make the error terms manageable. The new difficulty not present in [3] is that the supports of our building
blocks deform in time due to the composition with Lagrangian flow maps. On a timescale which is commensurate
with that determined by ||Vmu||;§cm, we show in Proposition 5.3 that the intersection of deformed intermittent Mikado
tubes oriented around non-parallél axes is concentrated around a collection of nearly-periodic points. Then since the
intersection is concentrated around a lower-dimensional set, intermittency may be used to make these errors small.
We remark that this technique allows us to treat the intersection of non-parallel Mikado tubes in both two and three
dimensions. In fact this is the only part of the scheme which requires an adjustment in two dimensions; see Remark 5.4
and Remark 7.3 for details.

There are other methodologies one could employ for preventing the intersection of Mikado tubes arising from
different Lagrangian coordinate systems. One could try to appeal to the gluing technique [31], a placement strategy
predicated on a restriction of the timescale [32], or a placement strategy predicated on the degree of freedom offered by
the sparseness of intermittent Mikado tubes [11]. However, these methods either do not appear to work for the Euler-«
equations, or may work but would introduce error terms which again appear to impede the scheme from reaching the
sharp L3 threshold. Furthermore, none of the aforementioned methods could treat the 2D Euler-« equations, in which
the usage of Mikado flows conflicts with the fact that non-parallel lines must intersect in two dimensions. Therefore



we use Proposition 5.3, which functions perfectly well in our two- and three-dimensional intermittent context. For
additional commentary on this issue, we refer to Remark 7.1.

2 Convex Integration Scheme
Our aim is to construct a sequence of solutions (u,, }?q) to the relaxed system of equations’
O (ug — a2Auq)l + Ok (ufj(ué - OLQAUZ) - a28kuéﬁlué) + Op = 8ké§l (2.1a)
Al =0, (2.1b)

where ]D%q is a symmetric traceless matrix, and show that }o%q — 0. In order to quantify the convergence of }o%q and ug,
we use a frequency parameter A, and an amplitude parameter J, defined as follows:

Ag=a" G, =7, (2.2)

where a,b € N are large and 5 > 1. We will assume the following inductive bounds on the sequence

HéqHLl <0 Cpdgradgi (2.3a)
[Vugll» <1 (2.3b)
IViauqll, < Aq (2.3¢)
I
rg = ( AAL) : (2.3d)
q

where Cj; is a dimensional constant and I' € (0,1). All norms in the above assumptions are Lebesgue norms in
space, measured uniformly in time; furthermore, we use |||, to denote the spatial C* norm of functions, measured
uniformly in time. All parameters used above, as well as all other parameters used throughout the paper, are defined
in subsection 7.4.

Theorem 1.7 is a consequence of the following proposition:

Proposition 2.1. There exists 3 > 1, b € N, and ag € N such that for any natural number a > ay, the following

o

holds. Suppose that (uq, Ry) are given and satisfy (2.1) and (2.3). Then there exists (ug41, Rqy1) which satisfy (2.1)
and (2.3) with q replaced by q + 1. Furthermore, uq41 — uq satisfies the bounds

— — 1
g1 — uqHL2 + Aq-‘,-ll IV (ug+1 — uq)”L2 + )\q-fl HVQ (ugt1 — uq)HLz < 6q{il . (2.4)

Finally, if the temporal support of }O%q satisfies

o o

supp; Ry := {t : |Ry(x,t)| £ 0} C [t1,t2], 2.5)
then . .
supp; Rq1 Usupp, (ugs1 — ug) C (tl — ot t —) : (2.6)
p p a 30, 30,

Assuming Proposition 2.1, we now prove Theorem 1.7.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. We proceed as in [5]. Let 7 be a smooth cutoff function with the property thaty = 1 on [0, %}
andn = O on [%,T}. Define
up = nu™ + (1 = n)u?, 2.7)

where v, 42 are as in Theorem 1.7, and
Ry = R (uu) _ u(z))

+n(1 —n)Rdiv [u(l) ® (u? —a?Au?) +u® @ (W — 2Au) - o? ((Vu(l))TVu(Q) + (VU(Q))TVU(I)) }

I'The pressure pq is determined via the incompressibility of .



Above we have used the operator R, which is defined in Proposition 5.6; note that the usage of Ris justified since the
inputs have zero mean. Then the pair (uo, }020) solves the system (2.1) for an appropriate choice of pressure pg, and
supp, Ry is contained in [27/5, 3T /5]. We assume for the moment that (ug, Ro) satisfy (2.3); at the end of the proof,
we shall see that by a rescaling, this assumption may be imposed without loss of generality. We now inductively apply
Proposition 2.1 to construct a sequence {(u,, ]D%q)}gio. For 8’ € (1, 8), we have

'—1
S lugsr = tgllgr S DNV (ugrr — ug)l327 1V (g1 — ug) 72
q>0 q>0

B’ —1

(/\q+15q§+1) ﬁ( q+15q+1)

S
S

)

where we have used (2.4) and that the u, have zero mean. This implies the existence of a strong limit u € C) H CS By
(2.3), }o%q converges to zero strongly in L'. Combining this with the regularity on u, implies that the limit w satisfies
the weak formulation (1.9). Note also that by the inductive assumption on the support of the stress and the increment
Ug+1 — Ug, We can conclude that the temporal support of u — g is contained in the interval

o7 1 2T 1 3T 1 T 2T
=N D IRl e K
5 304" 30Z ( 30(I—a?)’ 5 +30(1—ab)> (3 3)

q>0 q>0

where we have used that b > 2 to deduce that a?? < ¢ (for the first containment) and that a is sufficiently large (for
the second containment). As a consequence of this and the definition of g, (1.12) follows.

If (uo, Ro) do not satisfy (2.3), we note that (1.1) is invariant under the rescaling u(x, t) — Cu(z, Ct) for ¢ € R.
Therefore, we can associate to u(*) defined on [0, 7] a function uéz) (z,t) = Cu'(z,(t) defined on [0, 'T). B
taking ¢ sufficiently small depending on the choice of @ in (2.2), we can ensure that the bounds in (2.3) are satisfied
for u¢ o := neu™ + (1 —ne)u®), where ¢ (t) = n(Ct), and the associated stress }0%470. We can then inductively apply
Proposition 2.1 as before to construct a weak solution u¢ for (1.11) defined on [0, ¢ ~1T]. Rescaling the solution to
produce u defined on [0, T'] allows us to conclude the theorem. O

The remainder of this paper will be devoted to proving Proposition 2.1.

3 Mollification

It will be necessary to mollify the equation in order to mitigate the loss of derivatives characteristic of convex integra-
tion schemes. We define the parameter £ in terms of A\, by

(=" 3.1

Lemma 3.1 (Mollifying the equatlon) Assuming we have a pair (ug, R q) satisfying (2.1) and (2.3), there exists a pair
(ug, Rg) and a commutator stress Reomm satisfying the new equation

Or(up — o Aug) + Oy (u?(ulg —a?Aub) — azakuialui) + Oipe = OR(RE' + RM. ) (3.2a)
ol =0. (3.2b)

The new pair satisfies the inductive estimates (2.3) as well as the higher-order estimates
||V U’ZHLoo ~ 6_3/2 " ) HVZ;REHLOO S g—m—Z ) HécommHLI < )\(1_15q+2)\§+2 (33)

form > 0.

Proof. Let ¢y be a family of spatial Friedrichs mollifiers at scale ¢, and let ¢, be a family of temporal Friedrichs
mollifiers at scale /. Then defining

up = (Uq * dp) * @y (3.4a)
Ry = (Ry* ¢0) * o0, (3.4b)



we have that the mollified objects satisfy the equation

O (g — a®Auy) + 0y (uf(ulg —a?Aul) — a28ku%81ui) + Oipe = Op(RE' + R ) (3.52)
= 0. (3.5b)

In the above display, R*. _is a symmetric (but not yet traceless) tensor given by the formula

RE o = uguy — (ubul) « dp) x 0 — o (@cuialui — ((OkudOpuld) * ¢p) * w)
— &*RF div (up @ Aug — ((ug @ Aug) * ¢r) * @r) - (3.6)

Using the double commutator estimate from [20] (see also Proposition E.1 from [6]) and (2.3), we may estimate
the last term in L' by

IR div((ue ® Aug = ((ug ® Aug) * ¢r) * po))llLr S || (ue @ Aue — ((ug @ Aug) * ¢¢) * ¢r) || Lo
S I (ue @ Aug — ((ug @ Aug) * ¢r) * pr) || Lo
S ClIViur| e [ Vuel
<2
<A Ta?Cp o bguadl iy,

where p € (1,00) is close to 1, we used the bound for R div from Proposition 5.6, and we appealed to inequality (1).

The terms on the first line of (3.6) obey similar bounds, and we omit further details. Subtracting off the trace of R¥!

and absorbing it into the pressure concludes the proof of the estimate for Rcomm The estimates for u, and Rg follow
from Young’s inequality for convolutions, and we omit further details. O

4 Linear Algebra

We begin with the linear algebra lemma which ensures that there are sets of vectors v for which the linear combinations
of simple tensors v @ v can be used to “span” a set of symmetric traceless matrices. The significance of the quantity
3v ® v — Id in this Lemma will become clear after Lemma 6.2. The proof can be found in Appendix B.

Lemma 4.1 (Linear Algebra). Let N € N be given. Then there exists a fixed positive constant Csyyy, > 0, a small
positive number € > 0, and sets of nine distinct vectors KC,, = {k'}?_; € S* N Q3 indexed by n € {0,..., N} such
that the following holds. First, if ny # na, then K, N K,, = 0. Secondly, let R be a smooth, symmetric, traceless

o o 9 o
matrix with ‘RH < e. Then there exist smooth, strictly positive functions {cf (R) } depending on R and n such
0 i=1

that for alln € {0,...,N}, -

_29: 7 (k) 6k @k —1d) = R, 29: 7 (R) = Coun @1

=1 1=1

5 Technical Preliminaries

5.1 Decoupling

5.1.1 LP decoupling lemma

The following lemma may be found in [10] as Lemma 3.7. Although it is stated there for T3, the proof adapts easily
to other dimensions (up to adjustments of certain constants).

Lemma 5.1 (L? decoupling). Fix integers Ngec > 1, it > X > 1 and assume that these integers obey

N ec
ANuee +4 ( K ) ’ . 5.1)
~\27V3



Let p € {1,2}, and let f be a T3-periodic function such that

—N N
D » < Ct 2
OSNrIglaN)d(ec-i-él/\ D™ fllzr < Cy (5.2)

for a constant Cy > 0. Then for any (T/p)3-periodic function g, we have that

I faller < Crllglize
where the implicit constant is universal (in particular, independent of | and \).

5.1.2 Decoupling for intersections of deformed intermittent pipes

Before stating the main decoupling result for products of deformed pipes in Proposition 5.3, we recall the following
lemma from [11]. The version written below is nearly identical to Lemma 4.7 from subsection 4.2 of [11]. The only
difference is that the analogue in [11] of the Lipschitz bound in (5.5) is quite sharp, whereas (5.5) is lossy. Since the
timescale 7 has been shortened commensurately in this version of the Lemma, the proof is identical in spirit, and we
refer the reader to [11] for more details.

Lemma 5.2 (Control on Axes, Support, and Spacing). Consider a convex neighborhood of space Q0 C T3. Let v be
an incompressible velocity field, and define the flow X (x,t) as the solution to

O X (z,t) = v (X (x,1),1) (5.3a)
Xli=ty = x, (5.3b)

and inverse ®(x,t) = X ~Y(x,t) as the solution to

0P 4+v- V& =0 (5.4a)
(I)t:to =XT. (54b)

Define Q(t) := {z € T3 : ®(x,t) € Q} = X(Q,t), and let T = 3 be fixed. Suppose that for (z,t) € Q(t) x [to —
T, tO + T],
Vo(z,t)] < €3 (5.5)

where the implicit constant is independent of q. Let W_,, ¢ : T2 — R? be a set of straight pipe flows constructed

3 . . .
T _periodic for g < r < 1 and concentrated around axes {A;};c1 oriented

as in Proposition 6.1 which are n o
in the vector direction £ for & € KC,,. Then W := W (®(z,t)) = Q(t) x [to — 7, to + 7] satisfies the following

conditions:

qg+1,

g+1,75¢

1. If x and y belong to a particular axis A; C §Q, then

(y,1)
(y,1)]

X(x,t) —
[ X (z,t) —

| e

=&+ 0i(w,y,1) (5.6)

where |5;(z,y,t)] < £'/2.

2. Let x and y belong to a particular axis A; C €. Denote the length of the axis A;(t) := X (A4; NQ,t) in between
X (x,t) and X (y,t) by L(z,y,t). Then

L(z,y,t) < (1+€1/3) lz —y|. (5.7)

3. The support of W is contained in a Cy¢ )\;_&1 -neighborhood of
U4, (5.8)

where Ce¢ is a dimensional constant depending only on N and the sets IC,, from Lemma 4.1.



4. W is “approximately periodic” in the sense that for distinct axes A;, Aj with i # j and dist(4;NQ, A;NQ) = d,
(1 - el/ﬂ) d < dist (A;(t), A, (1)) < (1 + el/ﬂ) d. (5.9)

We now state and prove the main proposition which allows us to obtain a decoupling-style estimate for the product
of two pipe flows with equal periodicity but oriented around axes with non-parallel tangent vectors.

Proposition 5.3 (Decoupling of Minimally Orthogonal Pipes). Consider neighborhoods of space Q' and Q2 satis-
fying the assumptions of Lemma 5.2. Let v be an incompressible velocity field, and define

0P +v- VP =0 (5.10a)
Dliey, = . (5.10b)
and
0Py +v-VPy =0 (5.11a)
Dliey, = . (5.11b)

Define Q'(t) and Q?(t) as in Lemma 5.2, and assume that v satisfies the usual estimate (5.5) on Q' (t) U Q%(t). For
&1,& belonging to IC,,,, IKCp,, with ny # no, let W}‘q+lar27§1 Q' — R3 and W3 iiimanEs 1 02 = R3 be pipe flows
with shared periodicity (Ag+172) " but concentrated around axes with distinct unit vector directions &, & € S? such

that there exists eg > 0 satisfying
|(1,62)] <1 —e0, él/sﬁ%o- (5.12)

Define Wt := Wi 1) and W? := W2

>\q+1ﬂ“2-,§1( Agt1,72,62
domains Q! (t) and Q2 (t), respectively. Set T = 3 and assume that there exists

(®2) to be the transported pipe flows with shifting spatial

toE[tl—T,tl-i-T]ﬁ[tg—T,tQ-‘rT]

such that Q (to) N Q2 (to) # (. Set
Qt) == Q) NO%(1).

Let [ : Q(t) X [ty — 7,t1 + 7] N [t2 — 7, t2 + 7] be a function such that
ID" fll oo (rraqeyy) < Cr (Agr1m1)" s 1 < Nuee +4 (5.13)

where m1, Mo, Ngec € N and Nyec, 71,72 satisfy

2
0<r <ry < 1, :— < g (Aq+1T1)Nde°+4 < (AqulTQ)Ndcc . (5.14)
Furthermore, assume that fori = 1,2 and 7 € [t; — T,t; + 7], ®; satisfies
VO, —1d| <€, |[V"®i]lpe < Co(Agpar1)"™ ", 1< n < max(my,my). (5.15)
Then fort € [ty — T,t1 + 7] N [ta — T, t2 + 7],
£t )V™MWHE ) @ VWA )| L) S 720 Cr e A ™ (5.16)

Sor a universal implicit constant depending on €, the sets IC,, for n € {0, ..., N}, and Cs, but independent of f, r1,
T9, OF T.

Remark 5.4. We note that the entire Proposition applies as long as the vector directions &; and &, are minimally or-
thogonal in the sense of (5.12). Furthermore, the scaling in two dimensions of (5.16) is identical, since L?-normalized
objects have magnitude o, 2 in L°°, and the area of the support of an intersection of two orthogonal intermittent pipe
flows is r3. The proof goes through mutatis mutandis after making these slight adjustments, and we omit the details. In
the case of the 2D Euler-a equations, Mikado flows may not be taken to be disjoint. This lemma allows Theorem 1.1
to apply for the 2D Euler-a equations as well, since the all intersection terms (not just the ones arising from pipes
originating from different Lagrangian coordinate systems) may be estimated using this Proposition.



Proof of Proposition 5.3. Define the set of intersection points I(¢) at time ¢ for the flowed pipes W' and W? by
I(t) :={x : x € supp W' (t) N supp W3(¢)} . (5.17)

We will show that at time ¢,
I(to) ¢ | B, (5.18)

where the B;’s are pairwise disjoint balls of radius C(&1, &2) ()\q+17"2)71 for some dimensional constant C(&1, &2).
Furthermore, we will show that

11(t) NV Bil Seo.cer.60) M git (5.19)

for a universal constant which we emphasize depends only on ¢y and C(&1, &2). After proving this, we will be able to
follow the proof of the usual decoupling lemma to prove that the desired L' estimate holds at ¢y. Since the intersection
points are transported by the incompressible velocity field v, the same decoupling estimate will hold for all times. One
could equivalently rerun the argument for all ¢ for which Q4 (¢) N Qa(t) # 0.

Letx € I(t). Then z € supp W!(¢y) Nsupp W?(tg), and by (5.8) from Lemma 5.2, there exist 1, x2 belonging
to flowed axes A;, (to), As, (to), respectively, where we haved mimicked the notation from (5.2) to define the flowed
axes for W' and W2, such that

oy —al SAG e — 2l S AL (5.20)
The implicit constants in the above inequality depend only on C¢, and C¢, but nothing else. By (5.9) from Lemma 5.2
and the shared periodicity of W' and W2 to scale (A,4172) 71, Aj, (to) and A;, (to) are the only axes of W!(¢) and
W2(t), respectively, which are closer than a dimensional constant pl_é multiplied by (A, 4172) ! to any of the points
x, 21, or x2. We therefore define B, by

B, = {y eT: |z —y| < (pl,z/\q+17°2)_l}- (-2

We emphasize that p; » depends only on &; and s, or equivalently on the sets XC,, from Proposition 4.1. We also note
that after setting C¢ = max{Ce,,Cs, }, I(to) N B, only contains points which are within ng\q_jl of either A;, (to) or

We will now prove that
[(to) N Ba| Seo Mgty - (5.22)

Towards this end, consider the cones C? defined for 7 =1,2by
Cli={zeT:x=ua;+7r for | —&| <L/, reR}. (5.23)

By (5.6), these cones contain the axes A;, (to) and A;, (to). Let
Cli={zeT?: |x—CI| <CeA ). (5.24)

By (5.8) and the previous observation that only A;, (o) and A;, (to) have non-empty intersection with B,., C7 contains
the support of W7 N B, for j = 1,2. Thus to provide an upper bound on the measure of I(t9) N By, it suffices to
estimate the measure of C* N C*.
Letz € C' N C? Then for j = 1,2, there existr; € R, &, € S? such that |§; — &; .| < ¢'/3, and y; such that
[y — 25| < CeAyly, with
T=y1 +11&1,c =Y2 + 12824 . (5.25)
By (5.20), we have that then
ly1 — ya §Cg )‘qjil .
As a consequence of (5.12),
)\;le 2 |rié&e — T2§2,x|2
=77+ 73— 2r17r2(61 2, E2.0)
€
> 42— (1— 50) (r1 +73)
€
> 50 (r% + r%) ,
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which is only possible when
Tl + 7‘2 ~ Aq_-‘rl

We can then brutally bound the volume of c'nC? by the volume of the union of two balls centered at ; whose
radius is twice the maximum value of 7;, yielding

’01 N 02‘ Seoce A2 (5.26)

Since I(to) N B, C C' N C?, we have verified (5.19) for B,.. Repeating the above steps by finding z € I(ty) \ B,
and so forth verifies (5.18).
To demonstrate the desired decoupling estimate at ¢y, consider

/ | VW @ VT W?| dr = / |fVMW @ VW2 do
Q(to) I(to)
<> / |fV™W! @ VW2 | da . (5.27)
i 7 Bi

Letting h; denote the mean of any function h on B;, for x € B;, we can write that

|f(@)| = |(fi + f(z) = fi)]
<|fil + (2p1,22g417m2) 7! Sup |Df]

since the diameter of B; is (2p172/\q+1r2)’1. Iterating Ny, times, we obtain the pointwise estimate for x € B;

Ngec—1
-N ec
|f($)| S Z (2/)1 2/\q+1r2 ’Dmf ‘ + q+17’2) d

m=0

DNdcc

fHLoo(sz(to)) :

Multiplying by V"' W! @ V™2W?, integrating, and summing over i, (5.27) is less than or equal to

m=0
—Nec

Ndcc71
Z/ VW @ VT2 W2 < Z (2p1,2/\q+17°2)m|Dmfi|>
i Y Bi

e [ e 1779 7

LY (Q(to))
Ndcc_l
< Z/B V™MW @ VW2 ( > 2praAgiara) " |B | D™ fill 1 (B, )
i i m=0

*Ndcc le Wl ® vmz W2

+ (2p1.2Ag1172) DNdecfHLOO(Q(tO)) I ||L1(Q(t0)) : (5.28)

We note that by (6.2), (5.15), repeated application of the chain rule, and the inequality Aq11 > A\gy171, we have

[V W Lo S 73 1)‘211

Since
[I(to) N Bil S A 71

we have

/B VMW @ V™ W?| < [I(tg) N Bi| ||V W @ VMWQHL@@) Syt e (5.29)

Using the fact that there exist at most ~ ()\q+1r2)3 disjoint balls of radius (p1 2As+172) "' in T2 (by volume con-
straints), we have that using Sobolev embedding, (5.13), (5.14), and (5.29), we can estimate the second term in (5.28)

11



by

)7Ndcc DNdec vm1 Wl ® vmz W2

f||L°°(Q(t0)) I ||L1(Q(t0))
< (Agarr2) N Cp - (Agaar) V=TIV W @ V™ W2 L1 (at0))

~

< C(eo,K) - Cy - (/\q+17°2)3 )\Zﬁrlfrmrgrz_Q

< Cleo,K) - Cp - rp AT

(2p1,2Ag4+172

The constant in the last line depends only on €g, the sets of vector directions C,;, and geometric quantities. Thus it
remains to estimate the first term. We may write that

Ndcc:*l

_ 1

m 1 m 2 m m

5[, e v (5 Gy 10" s, )
Ngec—1

Aor1m \ "
< mi+mo—3,_—2 3 q+1"1 .
< Cl(eo, K) mz::o Apit "y (Agaara) <—Aq+m Cy

S C(IC, 60))\Z$1+m27‘2Cf

using again (5.13), (5.14), (5.21), and (5.29). Summing estimates for the two terms proves (5.16) at the fixed time .

To prove the estimate for all times ¢, first notice that by the incompressibility of the flow, the B;’s remain disjoint
upon advection. Furthermore, since W1 and W2 are constant along the characteristics of v, the L' norm of their
product on each B; remains constant as well. Thus, the only part of the argument which requires adjustment is the
estimate on the diameters of the flowed balls B;, which is easily seen to increase by a geometric factor on the timescale
in question after using the results of Lemma 5.2. O

5.2 Inverse Divergence

The inverse divergence we use in this paper must be flexible enough to handle both intermittency and composition
with diffeomorphisms. For these purposes, we use an inverse divergence predicated on “differentation by parts” rather
than Fourier multipliers. The inverse divergence operator from [11] is built upon this principle; in fact, the estimates
proven there are much more detailed than anything necessary in this paper. However, we reproduce identically the
“iterative step” from [11] but state a significantly streamlined and simplified version of the estimates satisfied by the
inverse divergence operator. For the reader’s convenience, we include an outline of the proof of the claimed estimates
for the inverse divergence operator.

Proposition 5.5 (Inverse divergence iteration step). Let n > 2 and fix two zero-mean T™-periodic functions o and ¥
with 0 = AV. Let @ be a volume preserving transformation of T" such that [|[V® —1d| oo (pn) < /2. Define the

matrix A = (V®)~1. Given a smooth vector field G, we have
Gioo® = 0,,R"™ + ;P + E' (5.30)
where the traceless symmetric stress R™ is given by
R™ = (G'A + G™ A — ALATGPO,®") (909) 0 ® — P, (5.31)
the pressure term is given by
P = (2G™A} — AP AT GP0,9") (040) 0 @, (5.32)
and the error term E* is given by
E" = (O (GPALAT — G™ALAY) 0,8" — 0,,GTAY) (040) 0 @ (5.33)

Before defining and collecting estimates on the primary inverse divergence operator, we recall the Fourier-multiplier
frequently used in convex integration schemes, for example in [6].
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Proposition 5.6 (Fourier-multiplier inverse divergence). Let v : T3 — T2 be a C™ vector field. Define

(Ro)¥ = (—%A—Qaiajak - %A—lakéij + AT0651 + A—lajéik) ( k —][ Uk> : (5.34)
'JI‘S

Then div (Rv) = v — f,ﬂ,g v, and the operator V o R is a singular integral operator which is bounded from L?(T?) to
itself for all 1 < p < oo (with p-dependent bounds).

With the iterative step and nonlocal inverse divergence operator in hand, we can now construct the full inverse
divergence operator and record and prove the estimates satisfied by the output. For the purposes of the statement of
this Proposition, we use the notation

M (n, N, X, A) = Amintrm N} pmax{n=N.0} (5.35)

Proposition 5.7 (Inverse divergence with estimates). Fix an incompressible vector field v(t,z) : R x T — R" for
n = 2,3 and denote its material derivative by Dy = 0; +v - V. Let G : R x T™ — R" be a vector field, and assume
there exists a constant Cq > 0, A > 1, and a large integer d such that

[IDYG| 1 gy S CaA™ (5.36)

Sforall N < 2d with implicit constants which may depend on N but not q. Let ® be a volume preserving transformation
of T™ such that

D@=0 and ||V -1d|, <1f. (5.37)

supp G)

Denote by @1 the inverse of the flow ®, which is the identity at a time slice which intersects the support of G. Assume
that the velocity field v and the flow functions ® and ®~! satisfy the bounds

e e LA\ B FUTRREEA

Lo (supp G) "~

Sforall N < 2d, where the implicit constants may again depend on N but not q. Lastly, let o,9: T™ — R be two zero
mean functions with the following properties:

1. There exists a parameter ¢ > 1 such that o(x) = ¢ ~2AYY(z).
2. There exists a parameter p > 1 such that o and 9 are (T/u)"-periodic.

3. There exist parameters A > ( and C, > 1 such that
|[DNol|,, SC.AY  and DY), S CeM(N,2d,(, A) (5.39)

for all N < 4d except for the case N = 2d when the Calderon-Zygmund inequality fails. In this exceptional
case, the second inequality in (5.39) is allowed to be weaker by a factor of A%, for an arbitrary o € (0, 1]; that
is, we only require that ||D2°’19HL1 < C A,

If the parameters satisfy

)\ d
<—) X<t (5.40)
¢
then we have that
Ggocb:divé+vp+][ Goo®. (5.41)
']1‘3

Furthermore, the traceless symmetric stress R and pressure P satisfy the bound
|&],, + 1Pl S caxte, (5.42)

with an implicit constant which is independent of G, o, or ®.
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Proof. The proof mirrors that of [11] in spirit. Since there is no need to propagate any sharp derivative estimates,
however, the proof is significantly simpler. In fact there is no need to ensure that decoupling lemmas apply as in [11],
leading to the A* Sobolev loss in (5.42). These shortcomings are irrelevant for applications in this paper but could be
avoided by appealing to the more sophisticated estimates in [11]. In any case, the strategy is to apply Proposition 5.5
to produce a sequence of matrices ]D%(j) and scalar functions Fj) for 0 < j < d — 1 which each satisfy the estimates in

(5.42). Every iteration will produce a symmetric tensor 1) and pressure P(;) which are each smaller than G oo ® by at

least (~! and an error term E(;) which has gained one factor of ¢ ~1 )\ relative to its predecessor; that is, we repeatedly

differentiate by parts to produce a symmetric tensor and an error term which has “exchanged expensive derivatives

for cheap derivatives.” We may halt this exchanging process after reaching the threshold indicated in (5.40), at which

point we simply apply the usual Fourier multiplier inverse divergence and use its trivial L?(T") — L?(T™) bound.
To set notation let us define

_ d—k
00) = 0, oy = (¢T2A)" "9 VI<k<d. (5.43)

From these definitions, we have that
oh—1) = ¢ 2 Do - (5.44)

We begin by applying Proposition 5.5 with ¢ = (o) and ¥ = g(1) so that o = C’QAg(l). From (5.37) we have that
the assumption on @ is satisfied, and so we obtain

Gig(o) od = 8mézg; + &P(Q) + Eéo) .

From (5.31) and (5.32), we have that both the symmetric traceless stress REB’; and the pressure P(io) are defined in
terms of the symmetric tensor

(GTAP + G™ A} — AL AT GPO,®") ((20p0(1)) © @, (5.45)

and so it will suffice to estimate (5.45). From (5.38), (5.36), and the Sobolev embedding W"+11(T") — L%°(T"),
we have that _ _ _

||GZA}” +GMA, — A}CAZ“‘GP(?]D(IDZ
From item (1) and (5.39), we have that

||L°° < CeAt.
— — 92 —92(d— d— —
620000y 0 @]l 1 = I¢ 20000 ||, = 224 oAt 1|| S ¢en
Thus we may bound the tensor in (5.45) in L*(T") by
CeN¢1e,
as desired in (5.42). The error term Eéo) is given from (5.33) by
Efgy = (Om (GPALAR — G AL AY) 0,9° — 0, G A}) (C010(1) 0 ® .

Upon decomposition of the summation over m, p, k, and ¢, what remains is a sum of terms, each of which is a vector
field with components indexed by 7. Each of these vector fields is of the form

Gl1)C oy 0 @,
where ¢ € {1,...,n}. In the above expression, the vector field Gl('l) is a single term of the form
Om (G”A};A}f - G’”A};Ag) 0p®* — 0,,G" A},
where m, p, k, ¢ € {1,...,n}. From (5.36) and (5.37), we have that
||DN (Om (GPAL AT — G AL AY) 0,®* — 8mGiA§”)

||L1 5 CG/\NJrl

for all N < 2d — 1. However, the L' norm of (<7282Q(1) o fI)) is (71C, as calculated above. Hence we are in a
scenario similar to that in which we started, except we have “traded a cheap derivative for an expensive derivative” -
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i.e. lost a factor of \ but gained a factor of (~! when estimating the L' norm of Eéo) relative to that of the original
product Gp o ®. So applying Proposition 5.7 with the new functions Gfl) and ¢ _2649(1) o ¢ and estimating as before

will produce a new symmetric stress }02(1), pressure P(1), and error E(1). The bounds for these terms will differ from
those of their respective predecessors by a factor of A(~!. Repeating this process d times produces an explicitly
computable sum of the form

d—1
Gloo® =Y (Onltll +0iPG)) + Blg_y) - (5.46)
Jj=0

The final error term E(id_l) has the same mean as the left-hand size of (5.46) and has gained the factor of smallness

(X )d*1 relative to F(g), which had already gained one factor of A( —1. Hence we may estimate the size of Egdfl) in
L? by
CGA4+dC*<7d )

Applying R to P;ﬁoEf 4_1)> appealing to its L? — L? bound, and utilizing (5.40) concludes the proof. O

6 Construction of the Perturbation

We next define the intermittent Mikado flows used in this paper. The following Proposition is part of Proposition
4.3 from [11], to which we refer the reader for a proof of everything except (2), as well as further properties about
intermittent Mikado flows which are not relevant to this paper.

Proposition 6.1 (Construction and Properties of Intermittent Pipe Flows). Given a vector € belonging to the one of the
sets of rational vectors K,, C Q> from Lemma 4.1, r=*, A € N with \r € N, and large integers N and d, there exist
vector fields We . : T3 — R? and implicit constants depending on N and d but not X or r such that the following
hold:

1. There exists o : R?> — R which is radially symmetric and given by the iterated Laplacian A =: o of a radially
symmetric potential ¥ : R? — R with compact support in a ball of radius % such that the following holds. There
exists Ug - : T2 — R3 such that

curl Ug y » = ENT2IAY (D¢ v ) = E0enr = Werr, E-Voerr =8 VUen,=0.

2. We - is a stationary, pressureless solution to the Euler equations, i.e.

divWe =0, div (W&)\,r ® W&)\)T) =0.

In addition, W¢ » . is a stationary solution to the Euler-c equations with an explicitly computable pressure® -

see (6.10).
3. Foralln < N,
2_ n n (2—
IV D¢ sl pogray S AP 1V 0 a sl ppay < A7) ©.1)
and ) ,
IV Uil pogrsy S A G, IV We sl ey < A G0, (6.2)

Furthermore, each of the functions listed above is E—i-periodic.
4. Let ® : T3 x [0,T] — T? be the periodic solution to the transport equation
0P +v -V =0, (6.32)
Dy, =, (6.3b)
with a smooth, divergence-free, periodic velocity field v. Then

Ve (Wey, 0®) =curl (VO - (Ug y, 0 ®)). (6.4)

2The pressure corresponding to a stationary solution of the Euler-a equations is not uniquely determined unless a mean-zero condition is
imposed.
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Proof of Proposition 6.1. We refer to [11] for the proofs of each item, save for the stationarity with respect to the
Euler-a equations. Due to the presence of the Laplacian in the Euler-a equations, we must define the Mikado flows
using a radially symmetric flow profile. We shall define the objects U, W, p, and ¢} at unit scale and refer to [11] for
the concentration and periodizing. Thus, let & : RT™ — R be a compactly supported smooth function satisfying

d

/OOO h(r)yrdr =0, h(r) = (aﬁ + %aT) H(r). (6.5)

Note that the second property asserts that in Cartesian coordinates, h is the iterated Laplacian of H, and so the second
property implies the first. Then define

o(y1,y2) == h (\/y% + y%) , Iy1,y2) = H (\/y% + y%) - (6.6)

Furthermore, define the rotated version of (6.6) by

ou(x) == o(ky -z, ky - 2), z€R?, 6.7)
where (k1, k2, k) forms a rational orthonormal basis of R®. Define the radial Mikado flow associated to (6.7) as
Wi (z) = ok (x)k. (6.8)

We note that one may convert to cylindrical coordinates adapted to the support of gi; after doing so, it is clear that
AuIVu? is curl-free. Since it is also mean-zero, it must be given by a pressure gradient. It is easy to check that the
other terms in (1.11) vanish for the radial Mikado flow, or are equal to a pressure gradient, showing the stationarity.
For the sake of completeness, we still compute explicitly the pressure associated with the radial flow profile, using the
formulation (1.11).
We have that
diV(Wk) =k- VQ;C =0.

A stationary solution of (1.11) must satisfy
curl (u — a2Au) xu+Vp=0. (6.9)
We first note that
curl, Wi x Wy, = curl, (ork) X ork

= (=0y,0(k1 -z, ko - ®)ka + Oy, 0(k1 - x, ko - ®)k1) X ok

= —(k10y, 0(k1 - 7, k2 - )01 + k2Oy, 0(k1 -, ko - 1) 0)

= %vx ok -
To compute the pressure arising from the term

curl AWy x Wy, ,

we will use polar coordinates adapted to the k1, ko plane. Hence r = \/(k1 - 2)2 + (k2 - )% will represent the
distance from the % axis, and 6 will measure rotation around the & axis. We also define g(y) = A, o(y) and gx(z) =
g(k1 - @, ko - x) so that

ge(@) = g(k1 -z, k2 - 2) = Ay (0k(2)) = (Ayo) (k1 - 2, k2 - @)
Using these conventions we have

curl AW, x Wy
= (—koOy,g(k1 -z, ko - ) + k10y,g(k1 -z, ko - x)) X ok
—k10y, g(k1 -, ko - x) ok — k20y,g(k1 - 2, k2 - 1) 0k,

— —ky cos 00, (afh (\/(k;1 D)2+ (k2 - a:)Q) n %&h (\/(k1 02+ (k2 - x)Z)

h (V27 + (ke -a)?)

)
)

6,0, (afh (\/(kl 22+ (k2 -x)2) + %&h (\/(k1 22+ (ks :c)2)) h (\/(/g1 22 + (k2 -x)2) ,

~ kysin 69, (azh (\/(k1 )2 + (ks -x)2) + %&h (\/(/g1 2)2 + (ks -x)z) h (\/(/g1 )% + (ks -x)z)
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where we used that the Laplacian applied to radial functions is given as 92 + ‘9—; to go from the second to the third

equality. Note that i and its derivatives are evaluated at \/ (k1 - )2 + (k2 - 2)2. We can write this as

(k1-2)?+(ke-x)?
Yo ow [T
0

—e,0, (afh + 1aTh 92h + 1am) hdr.
T T

Therefore, the pressure is a radial function given by

2
p(\/(k1'$)2+(k2.;1;)2) _ (h (\/(/ﬁ:z:) + (k2 - ) )) _QQ/W

2 0

O (afh - lam hdr.
r

(6.10)
O

Lemma 6.2 (Calculating the Averages). Let £ be a rational unit direction vector, and let W = p¢& be the unit scale,

un-concentrated Mikado flow in the direction € as in (6.8). Then if |V o¢ H;(TS) = C, we have that

i C
N WeOmmWe + W0, We = = (9™ = 3¢h¢") . (6.11)

Proof. Since ¢ is fixed throughout the proof, we simply write g rather than o¢ to lighten the notation. Then to calculate
the first integral, we write

W’gammwfdw=/ o(x - &1, - £2)Omm (0(x - &1, 1 - &)) €5 du
T3 T3

= =¢¢" [ dela-to ) Dcle 0 )T do
_ _ghet /T SrpOyol - €1, - E2)Onole - €12 - €2) di
_— /T Dol - €11 - E2)0nola - €1, - &) dr

= —Ceket (6.12)

Note that in the above calculation, ,,,, denotes partial differentation computed with respect to the standard coordinate
basis, while 0,0 denotes the derivative of ¢ with respect to x - £,. We have also used that

C = [|Ves 2,006 72 (ps) =/ ((310)% + (220)%) (x - &1, 2 &) du.

T3

For the second integral, we must calculate

/ O W10, W] = / & Ono(x - 1,2 &) €k & Dpola - &1,x - &) €.
T3 ' ' T3
Since we are summing over both n and p, we have four cases corresponding to

(n,p) € {(1,1),(1,2),(2,1),(2,2)} .

If n = p = 1, then the expression is equal to

/35]’ dro(r-&,2- &) &8 & dho(a- & - &) €] = 010ll72 ) EFEL (6.13)
'JT\
and for n = p = 2, we obtain
2
1020172 ps) €362 - (6.14)
However, since W¢ is in fact radial around its axis, we have that by the assumption that HVQ||2L2 =C,
C

2 2
”81QHL2('JI‘3) = H629HL2(']1‘3) = (6.15)

5 .
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Moving to the cases n # p, for example n = 1 and p = 2, the expression becomes

| 0n0ta 610668 drola- 61,226 (6.16)

Consider a single cross section of the pipe with diameter 2d; in cylindrical coordinates, this is the set
{z=20,7<d,0<6<27}.

The coordinate transformations for partial derivatives in cylindrical (or polar) coordinates for functions which do not
depend on 6 are
01 — cos(0)0r, 0y — sin(0)0, .

Since p does not depend on 6, the integrand over this cross-section of pipe becomes

27 d
€& /O /0 cos(0)9, o(r) sin(6)d, o(r)r dr df =0,

since cos(f) sin(f) = 1/2sin(20) integrates to 0 from 0 to 27, which shows that the entire term in (6.16) vanishes.
Finally, we have that

(RE+H6@O+606L=1d, &+ =1d- ¢
for any orthonormal basis {£, &1, &} of R3. Combining this with (6.12), (6.13), (6.14), and (6.15), we deduce the
equality in (6.11). O
6.1 Definition of and estimates on the perturbation

We define a compactly supported temporal cutoff function n : (—1,1) — [0, 1] which induces a C°° partition of unity
of R according to

S P —i)=1. (6.17)
i€l
To set the scale for our cutoffs we define a parameter 7, as

Ty =0 (6.18)

Letting ¢; = i7, for i« € Z, we define the rescaled and translated cutoff functions by

—1 -
Tt —1; supp; Ry, N [t; — 74, t; + T, 0
nq,i(t): 77( q ( )) PPy .q [ q 11]7é (619)
0 otherwise .
We have that 1), ; satisfies the properties
dondity=1 Vtesupp Ry, 10! ngil ST Mgaings #0 = |i—i| < 1. (6.20)

€7
Define @, ; to be the solution to the transport equation
(Or +ue-V) ®,; =0
®q,i(ti7 x) =XT.
Lemma 6.3 (Deformation bounds). The following estimates hold for the deformation maps ® ;:

1. Foreacht € R, ®,;(t,-) : T¢ — T9 is a diffeomorphism, and we denote the (time-dependent) inverse map by
Xgi» sothat Dy ;(t,-) o Xq,(t,-) =1Id forallt € R.

2. Forallt € suppn,,; and N > 2,

[V@qi(t) = 1d|, , [VXqi(t) —1d|[, < € (6.22a)
[V @qi ()]l (VY Xqa @], < €Y (6.22b)
[V =200@g,i| o [V 200X gl S €Y. (6.22¢)
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Proof. The fact that @, ; is a diffeomorphism follows from the divergence-free property of the vector field u, and
then automatically ® 3 = X, is a diffeomorphism as well. The proof of (6.22a) for ®(¢) follows precisely the proof
of Proposition D.1, (135) in [6]. We use (2.3) and Young’s inequality to deduce that || Vug|o < £~ 2. The choice of
7, = £3 then implies that the deviation of V&, ; from the identity is bounded by (=% . {3 < (. The same estimate
for VX follows from the inverse function theorem. The estimate (6.22b) for @, ; follows [6] again, while the same
estimate for X, ; follows from the Fa’a di Bruno formula and the fact that VX ; is a C°° function of the entries of
V@, ;. The final estimate in (6.22c) for @, ; follows from writing VN*Q&CI)W =VN-2 (g - Vfl)w-) and utilizing the
spatial derivative bounds on u¢ and @ ; and standard Holder estimates for products. The bound for 9;.X, ; follow from
the fact that 9, X, ; (¢, ©) = we(X,,:(t, z), t) and repeated application of the chain rule (or Fa’a di Bruno formula); see
for example Proposition A.1, estimate A.5 from [7]. O

Define the cutoff function x(z) : [0,00) — R to be a smooth function satisfying

1 0<2<1
x(z) = { , z2<2x(z) <4z Vze(l,2). (6.23)
z z>2

Recall that in Lemma 4.1, we chose a value of N € N, which in turn sets a value of . We choose N = 2 and let € be
as in the statement of the Lemma. We define

pa(@,t) = (2653102,671Cs) - x ((CézquAgHaQ)*l ’]Dﬂ(a:,t)’) . (6.24)
Simple calculations give that

‘a_2Rg‘

3 31 2 -2p
@ t) <e, lPqllp» < z (CQ(SW )P 0g110g41 + HOé RZHLP) : (6.25)
For ease of notation, let us define )
R
Ry =a 224 (6.26)
Pq

From (6.25) we have that c}; (Ry) is well-defined for 1 < k < 9,n =0, 1,and i € Z. After referring to Proposition 6.1
to set the notations

Wqul,k = Wk,)\q+1,Tq 9 Qqul.,k = Qk.,)\qul,Tq ) (627)

we may then define the principal part of the perturbation

1 ~1
wlh =3 3 R R ()0 (@, 0) (V1)) ™ Woyn 0 B, 1)
O+l oz kek,
1

+ > ek (Re) ng.i(#)py* (1) (VPgi(2,£) ™ W1k 0 By i(,t), (6.28)

9t ycoz 11 keky

where as indicated in (6.27), W,y 5 is an intermittent Mikado flow with parameter choices £ = k, A = Aj41,

r
r=rg=(2L) . We may also define the divergence corrector by
q Ag+1

c 1 12
i = =3 3 V(A B @,8)) x (VOuilw, 1) Upsr i 0 @)
It oz kek,
1

+ >V (e (RO ma(00(@,0)) x (V20a@,0)" Ugri 0 Bilart))

It ie2z41 keky
We then define the entire perturbation as

® L ©
Wet1 = Wyig + Wiy
1
= SN cul (ck (Re) 1 (£)p2/2 (0, £) (Vg o2, 1)) Uga o@q)i(x,t)) , (6.29)

a1 527 kek
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where in a slight abuse of notation, we have condensed the separate sums over even and odd integers into a single sum
over all integers, while suppressing the superscript on c; and the subscript on K. Notice that by the definition of 7, ;
in (6.19) and the assumption on the temporal support of 1, from (2.5), we have that

supp; wgt1 C (ty — 27, ' ta + 27,71 (6.30)

Lemma 6.4 (Estimates on the perturbation). The perturbation wq41 as defined in (6.29) satisfies the following esti-
mates.

1. Forj > 1, we have that

lpllo S Gqr1Xgal ™, Hvx tP ‘ S 5q+1/\2+1€_4j (6.31a)
’ = 612 A2, HV;ytpl 2 <o Ayl (6.31b)

2. For j > 1, we have that

1
Hck Ry’ , < 55;%1%“, (6.322)
Hvi ¢ (Ck (Re) ﬁq,iP;/z) ’ S 5;f1/\q+1€_5j_2 SR (6.32b)
? 0
3. Forj > 0, we have that
_ 1.

]|, +xaks [Fela]| , + 32 [P, < 500 (6.33q)

c c c 1. —1
|||, + 2k ||V |, + Ak PRl < 500 (BAe) (6.33b)
ngﬁ’l ] o+ H w | <t (6.33¢)

Proof. (6.31a) and (6.31b) follow from Young’s inequality, (2.3), and standard Holder estimates for compositions, cf.
[7] Appendix A.1. (6.32a) follows from (2.3), (6.25), (6.20), the definition of ¢;(R,) as a smooth bounded function,
and a sufficiently small choice of Cj;. (6.32b) follows from 7 = 03, (6.31a), (6.31b), standard Holder estimates, and
€ < A2, 0441, which is inequality (2).

To prove (6.33a) we fix an arbitrary time ¢, € supp, wq41. At g, at most two of the 7; are nonzero, so it is enough
to focus on bounding each term in the sum over ¢ in (6.28) individually. We note that from (6.32b), (6.22a) (6.22b),
(6.2), the chain and product rule, and the ordering £~1% < A 41 from inequality (3), it is enough to consider the case
where the derivatives all land on W o ®, ;. Before we can apply Lemma 5.1, we perform the change of variables
y = ®,;(z): doing so converts VI'W o &, ; to V/W which is a genuinely (']I“/(/\ququ))3 periodic function. Then
we let g = V/W and f be the product of A_ [, ¢} ™9 2 (Ry) Nai(Opd (1) (V8y.:) " . j copies of V&, ; (all
composed with X, ;) , and the Jacobian det VXq’Z( ). Using (6.32a), (6.32b), Lemma 6.3, and Holder estimates for
compositions, we have that

CIDI fllo < eb.7y

where c is sufficiently small enough to absorb any dimensional constants; note that this is allowed because we have
used an extra factor of ¢, and we may assume Cy, from (2.3) is sufficiently small. From the parameter inequality (4),

which states that
1-r-)

)

8(Nuet4) < AN m

we may thus apply Lemma 5.1 with © = Aj117g and A = 8_8, producing (6.33a).

To prove (6.33b) we once again use the fact that it is enough to consider all the derivatives landing on Uy, ¢,
where U is the potential defined in Proposition 6.1. In addition, by (6.32b) and (3) from Proposition 6.1 and a similar
application of Lemma 5.1, the bound (6.33b) follows. Finally, to prove (6.33c) we simply use (3) from Proposition 6.1
and inequality (5), which implies that 7’ b A1 O
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6.2 The new equation at level ¢ + 1

We define
Ugp1 1= Up + Wgp1- (6.34)

Adding wq41 to (3.2a), we find that g4 satisfies

3,5 (Uq+1—a2AUq+l)l + ak (U];+1 (uf]-i-l — QQAUZ+1) — a28kug+1alug+l) + 8lp[

= Ok Ry
+ Ok (Re + w§+1 (wal - 042Awfz+1) - 042(’“)kwg+181w‘;+1) (6.35)
+ Oy (wgy1 — a?Aw +1)l +ug - V(wgyr — erAqu)l (6.36)
+ Ok ( Wytq ( L 2A’u£) — azf)kuealwqﬂ aQakngalu;) (6.37)
= O REL L+ O REL + 6thranSp0n + OpREL, . (6.38)

We do not need to address the commutator stress, and so we analyze the three main error terms in the next sections.

7 Stress Estimates

With Proposition 5.5 and Proposition 5.3, we are now ready to estimate the remaining stress terms from (6.35)-(6.37).
In what follows we will use that R o div is bounded on L? for p € (1, 00). In particular, R o div is not bounded on
L'. To circumvent this we will choose a p slightly larger than 1 and bound the stress in L by interpolating between
L' and L. This will be accounted for by a parameter ~y satisfying 0 < 7 < 1 appearing as a power on A4 1.

7.1 Oscillation Error
The oscillation error was given in (6.35) by

RN = 0y, (Rfl +wly (whyy —®Awl, ) — a25kwg+1alwg+l) .
Eschewing index notation for the time being, we can split this sum as

di _ (C) A (c) (C) A (p) A
v (war1 @ warr — 0 (w) © Aw) +wi) @ Al + ) © A,
—o? div ((Vw(c) ) Vw(c (Vw ) Vw(c) + (Vw ) Vu'® )
q+1 q+ q+1 q+1 q+1
—a?div (w(p) ® Aw'P) + (Vw(p) ) Vw®) —a 2R ) (7.1)
q+1 q+1 q+1 q+1 L) - :

We estimate now the first two lines of the above display, which are all of lower order. We may bound wy41 ® wq41 in
L' by 6,41 after appealing to (6.33a) and (6.33b) and in L™ by /\g 1 1. The subsequent terms on the first line, which

we abbreviate Reorr,1 may be bounded in L' by 6,41 )\g 1 (68)\%1)71 after appealing to the higher order bounds in
(6.33a) and (6.33b), and in L°° by A6 a+1 using (6.33c). The terms on the second line, which we abbreviate by Rcor 2,
all obey analogous L' and L™ bounds compared to the terms in Ror,1. We obtain that
[R o div (Wgt1 ®@ wet1 + Reorr,1 + Rcorr,Z)HLl = R o div (P;éO (Wgt1 ®@ wet1 + Reor,1 + Reorr,2)) ||L1
1
S St dpen + 0 Agi] (Pgin)”

<A 30442 (7.2)

Therefore these errors are symmetric traceless stresses of the proper magnitude and may be absorbed into the new

stress }o%qH. Note that in the last line, we appealed to inequality (6).
For the remainder of this section, we focus on the analysis of the third line

o? div ( t(zi)l ® Aw(p) (qu 1) Vw((zi)l - azflg> (7.3)
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from (7.1). Identical arguments to those which produced the bounds (6.33b) imply that when the differential operators
A or V from (7.3) land on the low-frequency coefficient functions or flow maps in the definition of w ; in (6.28),
the resulting terms may be bounded by (7.2). So we may immediately absorb these terms into RqH and focus on the
terms in which the differential operator falls on the high-frequency objects.

At this point we revert back to index notation and index the tensors by € and [ rather than k£ and [ (to avoid the
overload of notation with vector directions k) and ignore the prefactor o? in front of the last line of (7.3). Utilizing the
notation from (6.27) and the identities

Om (Wot1,k 0 Pgi) = kOp0g+1,1(Pq,i)Om Py
am (Wqul k © (I)q 1) — kaanqul k( )8 (I)n 8 (I)P + kanqurl k( )8 (I)n

q5i 0

(7.4)

we find that we must bound (after throwing away the lower order term from the Laplacian in (7.4))

O 1,
E Z (Ckck/n%mq)i/p;/ ) (Ve 1),39 K 0+1,k(®Pq,i) (V@q,ir) 5 jl k! Onp 041,k (Pg.it ) Om Py 3+ Om q)q i
i,i'€Z
k€K mod 2
k,elci’ mod 2
(7.5)
89 1/2 2 -1,
+ /\2 Cka'ﬁq.,mq,z'/Pq (Vq)q.,i)ﬁj k 8n9q+1,k((1)q,i)89(1) (V‘I)q il ) k 3pgq+1 k/( q,i’ )8[ q,i’
a+1 i €7
ke mod 2
]i}/E’Ci/ mod 2

(7.6)
— Ozizagézl .

By the properties of the time cutoffs 7, ;, the only nonzero terms in the above sum occur when |i — i’| < 1. The
Type 1 oscillation error is the standard oscillation error in most convex integration schemes and is precisely the sum
of a’zﬁgégl and the terms in the above sums in which ¢ = ¢’; for such terms, we have that all terms besides those
with k& = £’ vanish, since Mikado flows which belong to the same set K; but have different vector directions may be
taken to be disjoint.> These terms will be analyzed using Proposition 5.7. The Type 2 oscillation errors are the terms
in the above sums for which 7 # #’; these terms will be analyzed using Proposition 5.3.

7.1.1 Type 1 oscillation errors

We first analyze the terms in (7.5) for which 7 = ¢/, which (after a slight obfuscation of notation in which we denote
the sets of vector directions with ') may be written as

q+169 Z Ck77q iPg (Vg ),39 K’ 0q+1,k(Pq,i) (Vq, l) k7 0rp 0g-+1,6 (Pg.i) O ®g,i0m (I)p
€7 kek

In order to simplify notation further in the second term above, for the time being we omit all subscripts g, ¢, and k£ on
the derivative matrices V®, ; and flow profiles 9441,%, and we will abbreviate cing ;Pq With simply a?. With these

3In two dimensions, these error terms do not vanish but may be analyzed using Proposition 5.3 in the same way as the terms for which 7 # 4’
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conventions, the above display may be rewritten as
Ay 106 Z [k‘)kl )Ormm 0(®) (7.7)

+ kP ((Vcb)g — G5 ) k' o(®)mm 0(®)
LR (Y ;(<vq> it 00) K 0(@)Dum (@)
+ 57 (VD) 5y (V)3 kT (0 ®" = Gun) 0(®) D 0(®)

+ B (V) 5 (VD) K 0y @™ (0 ®P — b1p) 0(P)Drpo(P)

The first term above will be kept and used to cancel the stress. We must analyze the second through fifth terms. The
arguments for each are quite similar, and so we estimate the second and leave further details to the reader. Ignoring the
Oy but holding onto the rescaling /\q+1 for the time being, we recall (6.22a), (6.32a), (6.1) with A = A1, p = 2,00

andr = (A’\q ) > )\qjl, and (6.32b). Then applying Lemma 5.1 in the same way that produced the bounds (6.33a),

q+1
we may estimate the second term in L' by

02 [0 (07~ 10) o®)0me(®) 0 S 0,2 o], (907 10 el £ G, 9
and in L*° by
[a?[|, V@ —1d], [leAell, S €N, . (7.9)

Applying R o 0 0 P, we may absorb this error term into Rq+1 after appealing to the parameter inequality (7), which
implies that

05q1AT] < Ggyadiid (7.10)
Returning to (7.7), we may rewrite the first line as
At100 Y a? (K'K'P 2o (00mmo) () + K K'P=o (00mmo0)) - (7.11)

ik

The second portion of this term will be used to cancel the stress, and the first part is an error itself. In order to analyze
it, we have to telescope back to a term which has the correct factors of V@ so that we again have an approximately
stationary solution to the equations. Thus we rewrite the first term from the above display as

3100 S [ (305 = (9)38) K0 (20 0) (8
ik

+ K (V) 5o kI (5 (V<I>)j71)lP’¢o(93mm9) (@)
+ K (VD) 54K (V)P 20 (00mm0) (<1>)] (7.12)

The first and second of these terms are estimated in precisely the same fashion as the terms estimated in (7.8), and we
omit further details. In the third term, the product rule gives that dy lands either on the low-frequency objects a? or
V@ or the high-frequency, mean-zero object P—to (00 ). When 0y lands on the low-frequency portion, we then must
estimate

q+1269( 215 (VD) 50k (V) 5, )IP’;,go(gammg) (®). (7.13)

We apply the inverse divergence operator from Proposition 5.7 with the choices

v=ug, G'=8 (anﬁ(Vé)Eelkj(Vfb)j_ll) L Ca=00, A=(7,  B=0,,,
0= ]P)#O (Qq-l—l,kammgq-i-l,k) ) U= (/\q-l-qu)Qd A_dga
C=p=Ngt17q), A= Ng11, Co=X21,. (7.14)
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Then (6.32b) shows that (5. 363) is satisfied, (6.22a) shows that (5.37) is satisfied, (6.22b) shows that (5.38) is satisfied,
item (1) is satisfied by the Noiiro -periodicity guaranteed by item (3) from Proposition 6.1, item (2) and (3) are satisfied
by item (3) from Proposmon 6 1, and (5.40) is satisfied by the parameter inequality (9), which states that

Y —4 —1
()\q+1rq) < (arare)

Since we may assume that all terms inside the operator Jp in (7.12) have zero mean, and we shall see shortly that
the complementary term to (7.13) in which the Jy lands on the high-frequency object vanishes, the error term we are
currently estimating may be taken to have zero mean. Then applying (5.41) and (5.42), we have rewritten this error
term as the sum of the dlvergence of a traceless symmetric stress R and gradient of a pressure P which obey the L*
bounds (recall the factor of /\q 1 in front of the expression in (7.13))

HID%HLI FIPlr S A ZCNIC.C™ = A2 070702, (Agyarg) b < Gy420270 (7.15)

In the last inequality, we have used inequality (11).
We now must calculate what happens in (7.12) when the dy lands on the high frequency portion. By the product
rule, we have two terms, which we may write out as

kP (V@) 55 k7 (V) 5, Poso (00 00mm o) (2)0p @™ = k™K (V) ' 0,,0(P)Drmmo(®) = 0.,
and
K2 (V@) 5 k7 (V) 1 P (00nmm 0) (2)0p®™ = K"K (V)" 0(®) D 0(®) =0,

To conclude that these terms vanish, we have used that k"@n(DN o) = 0 for all N > 0, which follows from (1) of
Proposition 6.1. This concludes the analysis of the terms in (7.5), save for the low frequency terms which we set aside
in (7.11) to cancel the stress later.

We now return to (7.6) and handle the terms for which i = ¢/, which after adopting the same abbreviations as in
the analysis of (7.5) are written as

A 7100 Za V®) 5k 0,0(®)0p @™ (VE),, L™ 0p0(®)0, PP

—/\q__Hag Za Dpo(®)Djo(®)| + T,

where T is a sum of telescoping terms exactly analogous to those in (7.7) and is estimated in exactly the same way,
and we omit further details. Focusing on the first term after the equality in the above display, we again set aside the
low-frequency portion to cancel the stress. Then the high-frequency portion of this term is given by

At10 | D a*Poso (De0dio) ()

ik

Again by the product rule, the derivative may land on low-frequency objects as in (7.13), and this term is fed into the
inverse divergence exactly as before. We omit further details, as the only differences are that the high-frequency object
P_o(00mm o) from (7.13) has been replaced with P+ (0 00;0), and a few indices have been shifted in the definition
of the low frequency object G! from (7.14).

The relatively more troublesome term arises when 0y lands on the high-frequency portion Py (9900, 0) (®). We
analyze this term as follows. Since radial Mikado flows are stationary solution of the Euler-a equations (with pressure
calculated in (6.10)), we have that

09 (P40 (0g0010)) = O1P ,
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where P is a mean-zero pressure. We want to show that
O (CLQTQZ((I))) = 81? + 89(]‘?91) (7.16)

where Ty; := Pg (0900, 0). We now highlight the properties of a? and Ty, which are analogous to those in (7.14),
which later allow applications of the inverse divergence operator with choices essentially identical to those of (7.14).
The mean-zero tensor Ty, is periodic to scale (A\g41 rq)_l and given by the iterated Laplacian of a potential (similar
to the choices of ¢ and ¥ in the analysis of (7.13)), has derivatives which cost A = A,y 1, satisfies 00 (Ty;) = 0P,
and has L' norm comparable to )\2 11 (just as in the choice for C, from (7.13)). Note that by virtue of the equality
99Ty, = O, P and the L' norm of Ty;, we have that
”PHLl = HA_lallPHLl = HA_lawT@lHLl < /\ZIY . (7.17)
The diffeomorphism ® = @, ; in (7.16) is the usual one, and the low-frequency coefficient function a has L' norm
given by a power of /!, and each subsequent derivative costs £~° (exactly like the term G! in the analysis of (7.13)).
The tensor }0291 in (7.16) will be symmetric and traceless and, from the assumptions on a? and Ty, satisfy estimates
which allow it to be absorbed into qu+1.
Feeding the term in (7.16) in which 0y lands on the low frequency function « into the inverse divergence from

Proposition 5.5 to obtain an error term Rﬁfw and pressure F,w, we have that

(99 (CLQT@l((I))) = (99(&2)T@l((1>) + a260 (Tél(q)))

= ORI, + O Pow + 1 06(a®)Tor(®) + a2, Ty () 0p @™
']1‘3

= ORI, + O Pow + 1 09(a®)To1(®) + 28, Tor(®) (9@ — Sgu) + a? (8pTy1) (®) . (7.18)
']1‘3

The first two terms on the second line, which come from the application of the inverse divergence, are estimated
entirely analogously to how (7.13) was estimated and satisfy analogous bounds due to the properties of a, Tp;, and
®. The third term, which contains the mean, will cancel with the means resulting from subsequent applications of
the inverse divergence to the remaining terms, since the left-hand side of (7.18) is zero mean. Therefore, it suffices
to show these two terms are sufficiently small. The fourth term in the above display may be rewritten using the Piola
identity and differentiation by parts as

a28mT91(<I>)(69<I>m - 69m) = aQ(VQ);jlan (T@l(q))) ((99(I)m — (ng)

O (a®(V®); Tor(@) (g @™ — Som)) — O (a*(V®);1h (06®™ — Som)) Tou () -
(7.19)

The first term in (7.19) is the divergence of a tensor indexed by n and [ and satisfies bounds identical to those in (7.8),
although it is not symmetric and traceless. Applying the same methodology that converted the telescoping term in
(7.7) into a symmetric traceless stress, we see that this term may be absorbed into ]D%qH with a bound given by (7.10).
The second term is of the exact same form as the term in (7.13) and may be fed into the inverse divergence from
Proposition 5.5 to produce bounds identical to those in (7.15).

The final term on the second line of (7.18) may be rewritten using the Piola identity and differentiation by parts as

a® (89 Tor) (®) = a*(0P)(P)
=a’0p, (V®);,1P o D)
= a’9y(P o ®) + a*0h, (V) — 6im) P o @)
=0, (a*?P o ®) — 9,a®P o ® + 0y, (a® (V®);,r — 6im) P o ®) — 9pna® (V®);,r — 6im) Po @
=0, (a*P o ®) + 0y, (a® (V®);,} — 6im) P o ®) — 0,ya® (V) ' Po®.
The first term on the last line above is pressure. The second term is the divergence of a tensor, but not a symmetric
traceless one. We estimate it in the same fashion as the previous telescoping terms, noting along the way that the L'

bound on P costs an extra factor of /\Z 41~ The final term goes into the inverse divergence from Proposition 5.5 and
obeys similar bounds as before, albeit with an extra /\Z 11 loss again due to the L! bound on P.
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It remains to show that the low-frequency portions of the terms analyzed above cancel the stress. We write that

Ay 2100 (Z mai(t ch Ro)pq(@,t) (K°K'P—g (00mm o) + P=o (aegalg))> —a 20y R}!

= /\qflag <Z g4 Z cn(Re)pq(z,t) (k:‘gklP:o (00mme) +P—g (8998@)))
— an (t ofzaeRgl

= QQanl x,t) <Z ¢z (Re)pg(z,t) (3k9kl bo1) — 2R91>
2 -2 égl —2 pol
= 30277q,i(17at) pq(I,t) « -« Rl

pq(x,t)

=0.

We have used Lemma 6.2 and the normalization |V gq+1.x|/ .2 = Ag+1, which is commensurate with the estimates in
Proposition 6.1.

7.1.2 Type 2 oscillation errors

From (7.5) and (7.6) and the ensuing discussion, the only non-zero terms for which ¢ # ¢’ are those in which |i—¢'| < 1.
As only two time cutoffs are non-zero at any point in time, it therefore suffices to analyze a single term of the form

i = aiais W10 Py @ A (Wopr 0 Bir) + aiai1 V (Wopr k0 Bq0)" V (Wopr w0 Bgir1) , (7.20)
where we have used the simpler notation from (7.4) for the Mikado flows and the shorthand
Qi = Qqik = /\q_Jil ! 277q 'qu, (V(I)q 1)
To estimate (7.20), we will use Proposition 5.3 with the following choices:
W' = Wypk 0 gy, W2 =Wy i1 0Pyt v =y, =D, Dy =Dy it
8_8
Ag+1

[ =aiai1, = ) T2 =Tq, Cf = 5q+1 :

By the definition of Ky and I’ and Lemma 4.1, we have that (5.12) is satisfied. From Lemma 6.3 we also have that
(5.15) is satisfied for an appropriate choice of Cs. We now just need to check the bounds for f, which was defined as

_ 1 1 _ _
= aiain = A\ kg ing.is10y P11 (V) T (VPgirr) ™!
By the product rule (6.32a), and (6.32b), we have that
V™ fllot < dga€7%",
and so (5.13) is satisfied. By the inequality (4), we have that

Ndec —I'— %)

)

é*S(Ndcc“l’4 < )\
and so (5.14) is satisfied. Therefore, (5.16) yields that
I1€illLr < GggarqNayy - (7.21)
Since &; is not necessarily traceless and symmetric, we define the stress

ROSC,Z - Z R o div gz .

As before, we may interpolate between the sharp L' bound in (7.21) and a lossy L> bound to deduce that,
[ Rose.2ll 11 < Gqu1rg Aoty < 6q2X203 (7.22)

which concludes the analysis of the Type 2 error terms. In the last line we have used inequality (8).
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Remark 7.1 (Different strategies for solving the “intersection problem”). Following [11] (see section 2.5.2 for heuris-
3/4
worth of

tics, or Proposition 4.8 for a precise statement), discretizing in space at scale /\q’1 and using ( )\Aq

intermittency ensures that pipes from different transport maps do not intersect at all. The problem with this method
is that it requires a large amount of intermittency. This will not impede the maximization of the regularity in L? of
a solution, but will cause extremely lossy L estimates. So although this method prevents intersections entirely and
would suffice for our current purposes, it appears to impede the successful resolution of the Onsager conjecture for the
Euler-a equations.

A second option is that of De Lellis and Kwon from the paper [32]. In this paper, the authors restrict the timescale
to be much shorter than the inverse Lipschitz timescale. On this short timescale, they can also prevent intersections
entirely. However, the heuristic Nash error bounds are already sharp when utilizing the inverse Lipschitz timescale;
see Remark 7.2. Shortening the timescale will damage these error terms and force the usage of more intermittency,
thus preventing b from approaching 1. Thus it appears this technique also will not allow for a resolution of the Onsager
conjecture for the Euler-a equations.

A third option would be the gluing technique of Isett [31]. However, the gluing technique as employed by Isett
requires global Lipschitz bounds which are not available in an intermittent convex integration scheme. Since the usage
of intermittency seems necessary in order to obtain estimates for the transport error which allow Vu € L2, and there
is no clear way to pass to the limit in the weak formulation of (2.1) unless Vu € L? > the gluing technique does
not appear to be consistent with a convex integration scheme which produces a function satlsfying a meaningful weak
formulation of the equations. Based on these heuristics, none of the current methodologies for preventing intersections
of deformed pipe flows will allow for a resolution of the Onsager conjecture for Euler-c.. Since Proposition 5.3 requires
no minimum amount of intermittency to function, no artificial restriction of the timescale, and no global Lipschitz
bounds, it appears to be more amenable to sharper regularity estimates which would allow the scheme to reach the
L3-threshold.

7.2 Nash Error
Per (6.37), the Nash error is given by
39é§gsh = 0p (w2+1 (ulé — QQAUé) — azﬁguzﬁlw;rl — a239w2+181uz) . (7.23)

It is clear that the most costly terms in this expression are the second and third terms; more specifically, the instances
in which the differential operator Jy falls on the principal part of 8lw; L Or 8911); 41~ For this reason we begin by
analyzing one such term. In the second term in (7.23), the most expensive term is then

D000, (w q+1) = Dyl Dy, < 3OS cu(Ro)ngnl* (@, 6) (Vq,) jlkﬁgqﬂyk(@q,i)) .

Aq+1 i€Z kek

We simplify again to the case in which the differential operators Jy0; fall on g41,k, which again will clearly be the
most costly error term from the above expression. Thus we are tasked with bounding

Do) < Z > er(Romg.ipy @, 6)(V0qi) 5k Omn0g41,5(Py.i)0p Y0, P7 ) : (7.24)
1€Z ke

We shall apply Proposition 5.5 with the following choices, after fixing choices of m,n € {1, 2, 3}:
V= Uy, Gl = 89uzck(Rg)nq7ip;/2(V<I>q z) kﬁagq)m 8l q.i° CG = 677
A= £_5 ) b = (I)q,i ) 0= amn@q-l—l,k ) Y= 6mn19k,)\q+1,rq )
C=A= X1, Co=A11rg, = Ag417q - (7.25)

Then from (6.32b), Lemma 6.3, and (3.3), we may bound G! by

39ujH
Jowt],

expyl Nail| [(Ta,0) ™ g IV @gillg S €77 (7.26)

Furthermore, from (6.32b), the most expensive spatial derivatives arise when differentiating cj, p;/ : Ng.i» and cost £7°
from (6.32b). Thus we have satisfied (5.36) with our choices of C; and A\. The deformation bounds in (5.37) and

27



(5.38) follow from Lemma 6.3. The equality in (1) follows from applying 0, to both sides of the first equality in
(1) from Proposition 6.1. The desired periodicity in (2) follows as well from (3) from Proposition 6.1. Finally, since
¢ = A = Xg41, (5.39) follows also from (3) from Proposition 6.1. The parameter inequality in (5.40) translates into

(o 20 1
1= < X\
(/\q+1> e

which is inequality (10). Applying (5.42) and recalling the factor ﬁ in front of (7.24), we find that (7.24) satisfies
q

(5.41) for a traceless symmetric stress R and pressure P which satisfy the bound

HRHp Pl S AL TN, ATl < 6,000 (1.27)
which is a consequence of inequality (12). Finally, since the entirety of the Nash error in (7.23) has mean zero since it
is the divergence of a tensor, we may ignore the mean in equality (5.41). Furthermore, since we have bounded a term
which had one spatial derivative landed on u, and two on the flow profile in the definition of wfﬁr)l, all terms in (7.23)
are either similar in structure and will satisfy an identical bound, or have /ess derivatives landing on the flow profile
and will thus satisfy better bounds. We omit further details.

Remark 7.2 (Usage of intermittency and the L? rigidity threshold). To the authors knowledge, the 3D Euler equations
provide the only known example of a proven Onsager-type threshold between rigidity and flexibility. In the proofs
of flexibility from [31], [7], estimates are made in L> rather than L? since no intermittency is employed, and so we
compute the following L bound for the Nash error term, which is then written as

The first part of this error term is quite benign since no derivatives have landed on wg 1. The second part of the error
term is less benign, since it is possible that all the derivatives can land on wy4.1. The worst case scenario is that in
which all the derivatives land on w,1. Assuming that no intermittency is being employed, we find that

div? [wf;Hak (uq — ozAuq)E — a0y (3kug8€w;+1 + 8kw;+18€ug)} HLOO . (7.28)

1 gl/2 1/2 2
A0 PGS N ) < Bgrad2,

= 0, L8 < A2 A

q+27g+1
— 280> —pb—pB <2 —b—1
— p<1.

We thus conclude that when estimating the Nash error, the apparent optimal L°° bound would not allow the final
solution to enjoy C'! regularity. Any intermittency would weaken this L> estimate, and a significant amount of
intermittency would produce a bound which would be far from C! regularity, and likely also far from the sharp L3
threshold.

7.3 Transport Error

Per (6.36), the transport error is given by

Op RY! O (wg1 — azAqu)l +up - V(wgsr — azAwq_H)l . (7.29)

transport =

It is clear that the terms (0, + us - V)wq41 and (9 + g - V)(Awq +1) are lower order when compared with (9; + u; -

V) (Awq +1) and so we shall bound only the latter and omit further details. Thus we are tasked with bounding

(8t + Uyp - V)

1 _
A < > ck(anq,ip;/Z(:c,t)(vq>q,i>ﬂ;k%q+l,k(cbq,l-))] :
9+l ez kek

As usual, the terms in which A lands anywhere besides p,1,;, are lower order, and so we shall simply bound

(O +ue - V) <A SN ar(Romg.ipyd” (@, 6)(Vg) 5 K O 0g11,1(Rg.0)0; 0507 ) .

at1 ez ke
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After fixing choices of m,n € {1, 2,3}, we shall apply Proposition 5.7 with the following choices:

v=uy, G'= (O +u V) (Cknq,mi/z(V%ﬁ;ﬁkﬁc’?fbﬁaﬂii) . Ce=0,
A=(77 s d = q)q,i ) 0= aanqul,k s Y= 8mn19k.,>\q+1,rq )
C=A=Xy1, Co=A1irq, 1= Ag417q. (7.30)

In the above choices, we have used that the material derivative of any function which has been precomposed with
®, ; is zero, and so the material derivative falls on everything except Oy pq+1.k(®4.:). To bound G', we split up the
material derivative into J; and u, - V and appeal to (3.3), (6.32b) with j = 1, (6.20), and Lemma 6.3 to bound G by

(1 + [luelly) Hvz,t (Cknq_,ip;/z) HO [V (V01 @V, @ V)| S 00077 07t = 12,

Appealing to the same estimates, we see that spatial derivatives on G! cost at most £~°, and so (5.36) is satisfied.
The rest of the choices in (7.30) are identical to those in (7.25), and so the rest of the assumptions in Proposition 5.5
are satisfied. Thus (5.41) gives a traceless symmetric stress R and pressure P satisfying bounds identical to those in
(7.27), save for 6 extra factors of /=1 from the slightly worse choice of C;. Since the highest order error terms satisfies
a bound which matches the desired estimate on _éq_l,_l, it only remains to address the mean of the transport error. From
the definition of 1441 in (6.34) and the identification of error terms immediately below (6.34), we see that

][(6,5 +up-V) (wq+1 — a2Awq+1) = ][(’“)t (uq+1 — azAuqH) )

Since uq+1 was constructed as an explicit sum of curls of vector fields, cf. (6.29), the right-hand side in the above
equality has zero mean, and thus the left-hand side does as well. Therefore we may ignore the terms arising from the
mean in (5.41) as usual, concluding the analysis of the transport error.

7.4 Parameters and inequalities
We need to choose values for the parameters

ﬂa ba Fa e Ea NdCCa dv CR7 a

such that all the inequalities throughout the paper are satisfied. We chosen the parameters in the following order, and
according to the following methodology:

(1) Let 8 = 1 be an auxiliary parameter which we use temporarily to simplify the arithmetic in a number of
inequalities. After demonstrating that each inequality is strict, we shall later choose a value of 5 > 1 which
preserves each inequality.

(2) SetI' =1/,
(3) Choose b > 600.
(4) Choose Ny such that 64(Ngec + 4) < bNgec(1 — I' — I'/p). This is possible since I' = 1/2 and b > 600.

(5) Choose d such that so that d(40 — b+ I'(b — 1)) < —b+ I'(b — 1) — 32. This is possible since b > 600 and
L=1/.

(6) Choose v € (0,1) such that

(i) —2b+ (14 7)b+8 < —b%.
(i) vb— 8 < —b2.
(iii) 232 —b+T(b—1) < —27b2.
(iv) 264 +T(1 —b) < —b°.

(v) T(1 —=b) + b < —b°.

This is possible since we may choose 7y very close to 0.
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(7) Choose Cj; to ensure that (6.32a) and (6.33a) are satisfied; this is possible since C, appears as a prefactor in the
inductive assumption in (2.3) for ]O%q, and by extension in (6.24).

Given the choices of 3/ = 1, T', b, Ngec, d, and y above, we may now verify a number of strict inequalities. We leave
room in each inequality so that later we may choose 5 > 1, and a large enough to absorb implicit constants throughout
the argument. We introduce the auxiliary parameter

28’ —2
5:1:/\1 g =X

in order to simplify the arithmetic, and we show at the end that one can in fact substitute 5 > 1 for 5/ = 1 while
preserving all the inequalities. For each inequality, we write out everything in terms of A\,. We remind the reader that,
per definitions (2.2) and (3.1),

Ay =a”, 5, =77, =25 (7.31)

1. From the choice of / = /\q_8, and a sufficiently large choice of a so that )\q_l < a?C ;> We have that
CN) < QPCpbyohiy = —16+10 < 280> + 2b°.
2. From the temporary choice of 5’ = 1, we have that
<N 00, = —8<2b* —26'b>.
3. From the choices ¢/ = /\;8 and b > 600, we have that

0712 < Ap1 = 96 < b.

4. From the choice of Ny.., we have that
078Nt ) AN (TR 64(Nyee +4) < DNgeo(1 =T = T/3).
5. From b > 600 and I" = 1 /2, we have that
rgt <A1 = T(b—1)<b.

6. - From the temporary choice of 3’ = 1 and the choice of -y, we have that

S AT (OAg1) TE < N30y = =280+ (1+7)b+8 < —28'D* + (2 — )b°.
7. From the temporary choice of 5’ = 1 and the choice of v, we have that

PO < N300, = —28'b+ (24 7)b— 8 < =280 + (2 — )b7.

8. From the temporary choice of 5’ = 1, the choice of b, and the choice of v, we have that

Ol 1Tg Mt ] < 0h oMoy = —2B8'b+2b+T(1 —b) +9b < —28'b? + 267 — b7

9. From the choice of d, we have that

_5 d
( ¢ ) < ()\q+1rq)_l <— d40—-b+T(B—-1) < -b+T(b—-1)—32.
Ag+1Tq

10. As in the last inequality, the choice of d ensures that

=5 \¢
(A ) 720 <M\l == d(40 —b) + 160 < —b.
q+1
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11. From the temporary choice 3 = 1, the inequality b > 600, and the choice of 7, we have that

000720 (N gqamg) T < Ol NS = 232 b+ T(b—1) < =28 + (2 — 29)b°.

12. From the temporary choice of 3’ = 1, the choice I" = 1/2, and the choice of b > 600, we have that

—-33 / 2=y 112 2
0771 < Ogiogia = 264+ (1 —b) < =280" + (2 —7)b°.

Now observe that each of the inequalities above is strict, and all quantities are continuous with respect to 3.
Therefore we may choose 8 > 1 so that all inequalities remain strict after substitution of 5 > 1 for 5’ = 1. At this
point, we may now choose a large enough so that all implicit constants throughout the paper do not exceed the extra
room still present in each inequality.

Remark 7.3. Aside from estimating the intersection of Mikado flows which belong to the same Lagrangian coordinate
system by Proposition 5.3, the only significant change required to apply our arguments to the 2D Euler-a equations
is the fact that the intermittency gain from L? to L for intermittent Mikado flows is only of order r;/ * instead of Trq.
When choosing parameters, this only affects the Nash and transport error estimates, which held from inequality (12).
Substituting /2 - T'(1 — b) for T'(1 — b) necessitates a larger choice of b, but the rest of the parameter choices may be

made identically, and so we achieve analogous results.

A Proof of Lemma 1.5

In this section we provide a proof of Lemma 1.5.

Proof. We follow the proof from [20]. Mollifying (1.8) in space with a standard radial, compactly supported mollifier
e, assuming differentiability in time, and integrating in space against u; = u * (. gives

1d (
2dt
= / (ujui)®05us + o (u;0Ku;) 0;0,us + o (Opu;Opu; ) 0jus — o (OujO;u; ) Opus da (A1)

[ufll7e + o[ Vug72)

where we have used Remark 1.3.
We wish to show that the right-hand side vanishes when ¢ is sent to 0. We recall some standard estimates for
mean-zero f € Bj , where 1 < s < 2; see for example [2,20].

IVFC) = VIC =)l Syl IVl ps (A.2a)
1f = folles S ellfllsg (A.2b)
IVf = VIl SVl (A20)
IV2fe e S &2Vl gy (A2d)
19711 S 191l 5z (A2¢)
IV Fllpsr S 16l (A26)
T . (A2g)

Finally, recall the double commutator identity from [20]:
(fo) =rfg —(f = )g—9g°) +re(f.9), (A3)

where f¢(z) = f * . (z) and

rlf.9) = [ oc)(fe - ) = F@)ole ) - gla)) dy. (A4)
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Then the right-hand side of (A.1) can be written as
/ (wju;)?05us + o (ujOkui)°0;0kus + o (Opu;Oku; ) 05us — o (Opu;Oiuy ) Opus de
= /n uju; Oju; + o? [uj@kufajakuf + Oku§0ku; Oju; — 6ku§8iu§8kuﬂ dx
- [ w5 =)~ )0y
— a2/ [(uj — u?)(@kul — Ok )0;0ku; + (Opu; — Bkuj)(akui — Opus)oju; — (Opuj — (i)ku;)(aiuj — (’“)iuj)akuf] dx
+ / re(ws, u;)Ojus + o? [re(u, Opui)0;Okus + 1o (Opuj, Opui)Ojui — re(Opuy, Oiuj)Opus] de . (A.5)
We have
/11‘ uju; Ojuidr = / u50ku;0;0ku; =0
using integration by parts and that div w = 0. Furthermore, the equality

Ok u? Opus0ju; = (’“);mj@m? O us

follows from switching the roles of ¢ and j. Therefore the first four terms after the equal sign on the right-hand side of
(A.5) vanish, and we can bound the remaining terms by

S llu = wfl|7a IV llps + llu = ufll ol Ve = V&l pal| V2| 12 + | Vu = Va© [ 23] Vul]| s
+lre(u, w)ll, 5 Vel za + llre(u, V)l 5 V26 2o + [l (Vu, V)| 5 [V s
< Plullyy 2 ulh
Thus, taking s > 1 shows that the right-hand side of (A.1) converges to zero when ¢ — 0. Concluding the proof

in the case of continuity in time may be done analogously as for the classical Euler equations, and we omit further
details. |

B Proof of Lemma 4.1

In this section we provide a proof of Lemma 4.1.

Proof. We first construct Ky and c? by hand while allowing HRH < 1, afterwards constructing £, for 1 < n < N
0

and choosing . Consider a symmetric traceless matrix R, which without loss of generality may be written as

) a c¢ d
R=1c b e . (B.1)
d e —a—0»
Notice that the set of such matrices is 5-dimensional, and combined with the condition on the sum of (c?)? in (4.1) will

require a set of at least six vectors. The extra three vectors will ensure that the coefficients are all positive. Ignoring
for now the upper subscript 0 on the vectors k¥ € Ko, we set

ki =e1, ko =eg, ks =e3.

For ease of notation, let us define
flki) =3k @k, —1d.

Then it is clear that f(k1), f(k2), and f(k3) are symmetric traceless matrices which only contain entries on the
diagonal; specifically, we have

2 0 0 -1 0 0 -1 0 0
f)=1{0 -1 0], fk)=[0 2 0|, fky=[0 -1 0. (B2)
0 0 -1 0O 0 -1 0 0 2



We shall use f (k1) and f(k2) to engender the entries of the matrix on the diagonal in (B.1), while we shall use a
“balanced” sum of the form c(f (k1) + f(k2) + f(ks3)) to ensure the second condition in (4.1). We further set

3e1 + 4es 3e1 + 4des 3es + 4des
foy = L2 R fg = 228
4 5 ’ 5 5 ’ 6 5
ko — 361 — 462 - 361 — 463 - 362 — 463
7T — 5 bl 8 — 5 bl 9 — 5
Then
2 36 0 1 2 0 36 1 -25 0 O
fla)=5z (36 23 0 | fls)=5 |0 <25 0 ). flhe)=5-( 0 2 36| B3
0 0 =25 36 0 23 0 36 23
1 2 -36 0 1 2 0 —36 1 -25 0 0
fr)=gz =36 28 0 | flk) =g 0 =25 0 |, flke)=g-( 0 2 -36
0 0 —25 -36 0 23 0 —-36 23

We shall use f(k4), f(ks5), f(ke), f(k7), f(ks), and f (ko) to engender the entries of (B.1) off the diagonal.
It is simple to check that the set {f(k1), f(k2), f(k4), f(k5), f(ks)} is a linearly independent set in the space of
symmetric traceless matrices. Therefore, there exist smooth functions {¢y, ¢2, é4, G5, g } given by the solutions of a

linear system of equations such that for all symmetric traceless matrices R satisfying HR‘ <1,
0

o

c1f (k1) + caf (ko) + Caf (ka) +E5f(ks) + 6 f(ke) = R. (B.4)

Unfortunately the functions ¢; are not strictly positive. Let us define the auxiliary parameter

co = max 1&(R)| .

B |\é|\0§1,i:4,5.,6

Then from (B.4) and (B.3), we have that
(1 —0i5) (51f(/€1) + o f(k2) 4 af(ka) + C5f(ks) + 6 f(ke)

+2¢ (f(ka) + f(ks) + f(ke) + f(kr) + f(ks) + f(kg))) = (1—6;)RY;

that is, off the diagonal, the matrix on the left hand side of the equation is equal to R. The advantage now is that the
coefficients on f(k;) for 4 < ¢ < 9 are all positive. In order to ensure equality on the diagonal, we may replace the
coefficients ¢; and ¢ on f(kq) and f(k2) with new coefficients ¢; and ¢, such that

(élf(kl) + éaf (ko) + Caf(ka) + E5f(ks) + E6.f (ko)

+2co (f(ka) + f(ks) + f(ke) + f(k7) + f(ks) + f (ko)) )” = R (B.5)
forall 1 <1¢,5 < 3. Since the coefficients ¢; and ¢ are not necessarily positive, we set
S AP
Then from (B.2) and (B.5), we have that

(élf(kl) +éaf (k) +2¢0 (f (k1) + f(ka) + f(k3))

G k) + 5 F(ks) + @ f (ko) + 260 (F(ks) + Flks) + F(ke) + F(ke) + £(ks) + (ko)) ) _ j
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Aggregating coefficients for each of the nine tensors on the left-hand side, we see that each is strictly positive. We
still have to ensure the second condition in (4.1); however, this is easily achieved by replacing the constant ¢y with
a non-negative, bounded function ¢o(R) : B;1(0) — [0,00) which depends on 12 and imposes that the sum of the
coefficients is equal for all Re B (0). Thus we have achieved everything in (4.1) for n = 0. Note that the value of
Csum could in principle be computed explicitly and depends on the choice of the function cg (R)

To construct KC,, for n = 1, choose a rational rotation matrix O; with 0 < [|O; —Id||, < 1, and set K1 = O, Ky.

Plugging the rotated vectors O1 k? into (4.1), we find that the effect of O is that

9 9
S (R) (R ~1d) =R = > ()* (1) 01 (3K @ k! — 14) OF = 01107 .
i=1 =1

Using the equalities tr(AB) = tr(BA) and OT = O~!, we have that Oy ROT is still traceless and symmetric. Define
el (R) =& (0{}‘%01)

for HRH sufficiently small so that ¢! (01 ROlT) is well-defined and strictly positive for each 7. Then this specifies a

value 1 such that for all HRH <eq,
0

-

zgj (c))? (R) (3k! @ k! ~1d) =

1=1 7

(c)? (01Tf%01) Oy (3k9 @ k9 — 1d) OF
1

ol

I
=

)

showing that the first equality in (4.1) is satisfied for n = 1. The second equality in (4.1) comes immediately from
the construction of the ¢{’s and ¢} ’s. In addition, Ko and Ky will be disjoint if 0 < [|O1 —1d||, < 1. Iterating this
procedure and taking the minimum value of ¢,, concludes the proof. O
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