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L2-Density of Wild Initial Data for the Hypodissipative Navier-Stokes

Equations

Michele Gorini∗

Abstract

In this paper we deal with the Cauchy problem for the hypodissipative Navier-Stokes equations in

the three-dimensional periodic setting. For all Laplacian exponents θ < 1/3, we prove non-uniqueness of

dissipative L2
t Hθ

x weak solutions for an L2-dense set ofCβ Hölder continuous wild initial data with θ< β<
1

3
.

This improves previous results of non-uniqueness for infinitely many wild initial data ([8, 20]) and generalizes

previous results on density of wild initial data obtained for the Euler equations ([14, 13]).
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1 Introduction

The existence of dissipative solutions for the Euler equations

{
∂tv+div(v⊗ v)+∇p = 0

divv = 0
(1.1)

with regularity lower than C
0
t C

1

3
x has been investigated deeply. After the pioneering works of Scheffer [33] (on

the plane R
2) and Shnirelman [34] (on the periodic torus T

2), De Lellis and Székelyhidi, in [15], introduced

the convex integration technique (first used by Nash in [28] and Kuiper in [26] in the context of isometric

embeddings, and formalized in a more general setting by Gromov in [23]) in this setting, proving the existence

of nontrivial compactly supported L∞
t L2

x weak solutions of (1.1) in R
n for any n. The subsequent paper [16]

provided a proof of the non-uniqueness of weak solutions satisfying the weak energy inequality

∫

T3

|v(x, t)|2dx ≤
∫

T3

|v(x,0)|2dx, (1.2)

i.e. dissipating the total kinetic energy. We call such solutions dissipative or admissible.

Both of these papers use a Baire category argument, proving that such solutions constitute the set of continuity

points of a Baire-1 map. This implies that such solutions not only exist, but are “typical” in the sense of category.

These results were the first steps in the resolution of the second part of Onsager’s conjecture from [29].

Onsager’s Conjecture. Let (v.p) be a weak solution of (1.1) and define the total kinetic energy as

E(t) –

1

2

∫

T3

|v(x, t)|2dx

If v∈C
β for β>

1

3
, then the energy is a conserved quantity, i.e. E(t)≡ E(0).

By contrast, for any β<
1

3
, there exist Cβ weak solutions of (1.1) which do not conserve the energy.
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The first part was proved in [10], and refined for more general spaces in [6, 22].

In [17], De Lellis and Székelyhidi introduced a more constructive approach which allowed to obtain infinitely

many dissipative continuous solutions (see also [18]), and then infinitely many C
1

10
−ε-Hölder solutions in [19].

In [3], Isett was able to improve the Hölder exponent for the existence of non-conservative solutions to
1

5
−ε and,

after the introduction of Mikado flows by Daneri and Székelyhidi in [14], he completed the proof of Onsager’s

conjecture above in [25] by showing existence of infinitely many Hölder continuous dissipative solutions in the

class C0
t C

β
x , for all β<

1

3
. This result was later improved to dissipative solutions in the same class in [4].

In the class of admissible solutions, weak-strong uniqueness holds, as proved in [36]: C1 solutions are unique,

and moreover, if such a solution exists, any L∞
t L2

x solution with the same initial data which is admissible coincides

with the C
1 solution.

However, cleverly adapting and improving the convex integration technique of the above-mentioned papers, the

existence of infinitely many initial data giving rise to admissible solutions in the class Cβ for β< 1/16 was proved

in [12]. In [14] and [13], the following topologically stronger statement was proved: the set of Cβ initial data

giving rise to admissible solutions is dense in L2(T3). It was proved in [14] for β< 1/5, and in [13] for β< 1/3.

Removing the admissibility condition (1.2) leads to non-uniqueness for any C
∞ initial datum, as proved in [21].

For the Navier-Stokes equations
{

∂tv+div(v⊗ v)+∇p = Δv

divv = 0
, (1.3)

in [27], Leray proved the existence of global weak solutions satisfying the following energy inequality:

∫

T3

|v(x, t)|2dx+2 ·
t∫

0

∫

T3

|∇v(x,s)|2dxds ≤
∫

T3

|v(x,0)|2dx a.e. t > 0. (1.4)

Such solutions are called Leray solutions or Leray-Hopf solutions, and we will call them admissible solutions of

(1.3). The strategy employed in [27] can easily be adapted to prove the existence of solutions to (1.1) satisfying

(1.2), which are therefore called by the same names.

Thanks to the Ladyzhenskaya-Prodi-Serrin regularity theory, weak-strong uniqueness for (1.3) holds for Lr
t Ls

x

solutions, where
d

s
+

2

r
= 1, as proved in [30] for d = 3 and in [31] for the general case.

The uniqueness or non-uniqueness of solutions to (1.3) satisfying (1.4) is still a long-standing open problem.

The latest step in this regard is [1] where, introducing a body force in the equation, the authors exhibit two

distinct admissible solutions on R
3.

Several non-uniqueness results have been obtained for non-admissible solutions, i.e. in the absence of the energy

inequality (1.4). In [5], the authors prove the existence, for any smooth energy profile e, of C0
t H

β
x solutions with

kinetic energy e, i.e. ∫

T3

|v(x, t)|2dx = e(t),

for some parameter β. This implies non-uniqueness for the zero initial datum. Choosing a non-increasing e,

this also implies the existence of solutions of (1.3) satisfying (1.2).

It is known that such β cannot be too large, since β= 1/2 implies weak-strong uniqueness by [11]. In arbitrary

dimensions, β= 1/2 is in fact a threshold for weak-strong uniqueness. Indeed, in Terence Tao’s blog post [35],

the non-uniqueness of H1
t Hs

x for any s < 1/2 has been proven to hold on T
d where d = d(s) is sufficiently large.

In the subsequent work [2], a “gluing” theorem is proved: given any two strong solutions u1 ,u2∈C0
t Ḣ3

x ([0,T ],T3),

there exists a weak solution v∈C0
t (H

β
x ∩W

1,1+β
x ), with a set of singular timesΣ having dimension dimH Σ≤ 1−β,

which coincides with u1 on [0,T/3] and with u2 on [2/3T,T ]. The parameter β is not quantified in [2], but the

strategy therein allows it to reach at most a value slightly above 10−3.

Reducing the regularity in time can lead to better spatial regularity. Indeed, in [7], the authors prove an

approximation result: given a smooth divergence-free field v, we can approximate it in L
p
t L∞

x ∩L1
t W

1,∞
x with a

solution of (1.3), for any p < 2. The singular set of these solutions is also of low dimension. The strategy of [7]

can be extended to L
p
t L∞

x ∩Ls
tW

1,q
x , where once again p < 2, and we have that s < 2 and q < qmax(s, p), where

qmax(s, p)→ 1 if s → 2 or p → 2.
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In this paper we are interested in studying how introducing a fractional dissipative term in (1.1) may affect

the uniqueness or ill-posedness of the Cauchy problem. More specifically, we consider the hypodissipative

Navier-Stokes equations
{

∂tv+div(v⊗ v)+∇p+(−Δ)θv = 0

divv = 0
, (1.5)

with exponent θ<
1

3
and admissibility condition

1

2

∫

T3

|v(x, t)|2dx+

t∫

0

∫

T3

∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 v(x,s)
∣
∣
∣

2

dxds ≤ 1

2

∫

T3

|v(x,0)|2dx. (1.6)

The previously cited proof of [27] can be adapted to show existence for admissible solutions in this case as

well. This result is stated in Theorem 6.1. In this case as well, admissible solutions are also known as Leray

solutions.

In [8] and [20] it was proved that there exist infinitely many C
β initial data for θ < β < 1/3 which generate

infinitely many C
0
t C

β
x solutions which, by [9], are in fact C

β
t,x. In fact, [8] produces such data for θ up to 1/2,

with solutions that can only be proved to be admissible (i.e. satisfy (1.6)) for θ< 1/5.

Inspired by the results in [14] and [13], which prove the L2-density of such initial data for the Euler equations

(1.1), respectively for β < 1/5 and for β < 1/3, we investigate the existence of an L2-dense class of Cβ wild

initial data (namely data for which non-uniqueness holds) for admissible solutions to (1.5) in L2
t Hθ

x . The

strategy proposed in [14] and [13] provides a quantitative criterion for non-uniqueness based on the existence

of approximate solutions called adapted subsolutions.

Here, we explore and extend that strategy to the hypodissipative Navier-Stokes equations. The main issue with

respect to the Euler setting is to control the dissipative term in the energy. Our main results are the following.

Theorem 1.1 (Cβ weak solutions with data close to L2 functions and time of admissibility). Let θ < β <
1

3
,w∈L2(T3). Then, for all η > 0, there exist a time T = T (η) > 0, an initial datum wη∈C

β(T3) such that

‖wη−w‖L2 < η, and infinitely many weak solutions vη ∈C
0([0,T ],Cβ(T3)), with initial datum vη|t=0 = wη,

which satisfy (1.2) on [0,T ], but can be proved to satisfy (1.6) (i.e to be admissible) only on [0,T (η)]. Moreover

lim
η→0

T (η) = 0.

The fact that the admissibility condition in Theorem 1.1 cannot be guaranteed to hold for Cβ solutions on a

fixed set of times is due to the necessity of controlling the dissipation term in the energy.

Definition 1.1 (Wild initial data). Let X be a function space. A divergence-free vector field w∈L2(T3) is a

(θ,X ,T )-wild initial datum for (1.5) if there exist infinitely many weak solutions v : [0,T ]×T
3 → R

3 of (1.5)

such that v∈X , v(x,0) = w(x) a.e. in T
3, and the admissibility condition (1.6) holds on [0,T ]. The set of such

data is denoted by Wθ,X ,T . If X = L∞
t C

β
x , we will speak of (θ,β,T )-wild data, and of the set Wθ,β,T .

As a consequence of Theorem 1.1, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 1.1 (Density of wild initial data – Hölder solutions). The set
⋃

T Wθ,β,T is dense in the set of

divergence-free L2 vector fields, for all θ< β<
1

3
.

Moreover, by taking a solution vη as given by Theorem 1.1, and continuing it with a Leray solution ṽη :

[T (η),∞]×T
3 → R

3 with datum ṽη(T (η)) = vη(T (η)), as provided by Theorem 6.1, we obtain the following.

Theorem 1.2 (Density of wild initial data – Sobolev solutions). Wθ,L2
t Hθ

x ,T
is dense in the sef ot divergence-free

L2 vector fields, for all θ<
1

3
,T > 0.

The general strategy of the paper is to define suitable relaxations of the notion of solution (the so-called

“subsolutions” of Section 3), and approximating one kind of subsolution with another one which is closer to

the notion of solution. This is done constructing sequences of subsolutions that converge, in an appropriate

3



sense, to a “stronger” subsolution. We will need two such approximations, and therefore two convex integration

schemes: the first one will converge to a subsolution which is a solution at t = 0, and has the C
1 norm of the

velocity blowing up at a controlled rate at t = 0. The second approximation will lead to a weak solution.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 establishes some notations and contains a few useful preliminary

results. Section 3 introduces three kinds of subsolutions, namely strict, strong, and adapted. Section 4 contains

some important definitions and relations used in the following sections. Section 5 states the approximation

results that lie at the heart of the proof. Section 6 deduces Theorem 1.1 from those approximation results.

Section 7 shows how one can approximate strict subsolutions with strong ones. Sections 8 and 9 contain the

two substeps of each convex integration step, respectively a gluing step and a perturbation step. Sections 10 and

11 then prove the other approximation results, namely the approximation of strong subsolutions with adapted

ones, and that of adapted subsolutions with weak solutions.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout the paper, we will use the following notations:

• S
3×3 are the symmetric 3-by-3 matrices; within this set, S3×3

+ are the positive definite ones, S3×3
0 are the

traceless ones, and S
3×3
≥0 are the positive semidefinite ones.

• If R∈S
3×3, we decompose it as

R =
1

3
trR Id+R̊ = ρ Id+R̊,

where R̊∈S
3×3
0 is the traceless part of R.

• For scalar functions f , we write ∇ f – (∂1 f ,∂2 f ,∂3 f ) — D f ;

• However, for vector fields v, we define Dv so that (Dv)i j = ∂ jvi, whereas ∇v = (Dv)T ; with these choices,

(v ·∇)v =Dv · v = v ·∇v;

• In a similar fashion, for tensor fields S, DS is defined by (DS)i jk = ∂kSi j, whereas ∇S is defined by

(∇S)i jk = ∂iS jk;

• The Hölder norms are defined as follows

‖ f‖0 – sup | f (x)|, [ f ]k – max
β∈N3

|β|=k

sup
∣
∣∂β f

∣
∣, [ f ]α – sup

x,y

| f (x)− f (y)|
|x− y|α

‖ f‖k – ‖ f‖0 +
k

∑
i=1

[ f ]i, ‖ f‖k+α – ‖ f‖k +max
|β|=k

β∈N3

[∂β f ]α,

for k∈N,α∈(0,1).

Concerning the Hölder norms, we recall the following standard inequalities.

Lemma 2.1 (Hölder norm inequalities). For 0 ≤ s ≤ r and f ,g : T3 → R
d

[ f g]r ≤C(r)([ f ]r‖g‖0 +‖ f‖0[g]r) (2.1)

[ f ]s ≤C(r,s)‖ f‖1− s

r

0 [ f ]
s

r
r. (2.2)

Moreover, for f : T3 → S⊆R
d and Ψ : S → R:

[Ψ◦ f ]m ≤ K(d,m)([Ψ]1‖D f‖m−1 +‖∇Ψ‖m−1‖ f‖m−1
0 ‖ f‖m) (2.3)

[Ψ◦ f ]m ≤ K(d,m)([Ψ]1‖D f‖m−1 +‖∇Ψ‖m−1[ f ]
m
1 ). (2.4)

4



Finally, for all s,r ≥ 0:

‖ f ∗φℓ‖r+s ≤C(r,s)ℓ−s‖ f‖r

‖ f − f ∗φℓ‖r ≤C(r,s)ℓ1‖ f‖r+1

‖ f − f ∗φℓ‖r ≤C(r,s)ℓ2‖ f‖r+2

‖( f g)∗φℓ− ( f ∗φℓ)(g∗φℓ)‖r ≤C(r,s)ℓ2−r‖ f‖1‖g‖1,

(2.5)

where φ is a standard mollification kernel, i.e. φ∈C
∞
c (B1; [0,1]) and

∫
φ= 1, and φℓ –

1

ℓ3φ(
·
ℓ
).

For functions f ,g : T3 × [0,T ] → R
d, we denote their time-slices by ft(x) – f (x),gt (x) – g(x). The above

lemma can then be applied to the time slices of time-dependent vector fields, e.g. the velocities of subsolutions,

with the notation ‖ f (t, ·)‖Cr , [ f (t, ·)]Cr for the (semi)norms of the slices. By taking supremum norms in time,

the above inequalities can be formulated with C
0
t C

r
x norms.

We now introduce Mikado flows, the basic building blocks of the perturbations, and the important Stationary

Phase Lemma. The proofs of the following results can be found in [14].

Lemma 2.2 (Mikado flows). For any compact subset N⊂⊂S
3×3
+ there exists a smooth vector field W :N×T

3 →
R

3 such that, for every R∈N
{

divξ(W (R,ξ)⊗W (R,ξ)) = 0

divξW (R,ξ) = 0
, (2.6)

and {
−
∫
T3 W (R,ξ)dξ= 0

−
∫
T3 W (R,ξ)⊗W(R,ξ)dξ= R

. (2.7)

Using Fourier series in ξ and the above integral and differential relations, we obtain that

W (R,ξ) = ∑
k∈Z3

r{0}
ak(R)Akeik·ξ (2.8)

W (R,ξ)⊗W (R,ξ) = R+∑
k∈Z3

r{0}
Ck(R)e

ik·ξ, (2.9)

where the coefficients ak,Ck∈C
∞, the Ak satisfy Ak · k = 0, |Ak|= 1, the Ck satisfy Ckk = 0, and moreover

sup
R∈N

∣
∣D

N
R ak(R)

∣
∣= ‖ak‖CN (N) ≤

C(N,N,m)

|k|m (2.10)

sup
R∈N

∣
∣D

N
RCk(R)

∣
∣= ‖Ck‖CN(N) ≤

C(N,N,m)

|k|m . (2.11)

In Section 7, we will need the fact that, if we set

U(R,ξ) – ∑
k

ak(R)
ik×Ak

|k|2
eik·ξ, (2.12)

then we have that curlξU =W . Indeed

curlξU(R,ξ) = ∑
kℓmn

εℓmn∂m

(

ak(R)
ik×Ak

|k|2
eik·ξ
)

n

eℓ = ∑
kℓmnpq

εℓmnεnpqak(R)ikp(Ak)q|k|−2 · ikmeik·ξeℓ =

= −∑
kℓmpq

(δℓpδmq −δℓqδmp)ak(R)kp|k|−2(Ak)qkmeik·ξeℓ =

= ∑
k

ak(R)Akeik·ξ−∑
kpq

ak(R)kpkq|k|−2(Ak)qeik·ξep =

=W (R,ξ)−∑
k

ak(R)(k ·Ak)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

0

k

|k|2
eik·ξ.

We now introduce a certain “anti-divergence operator” which will be used to obtain the new Reynolds stress R

in the various approximation results.
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Definition 2.1 (Anti-divergence R). Define the operator ⋄ so that

{
Δ⋄ v = v−−

∫
T3 vdx∫

T3 ⋄v = 0
,

and then define

Rv –

1

4
(DP⋄ v+(DP⋄ v)T )+

3

4
(D⋄ v+(D⋄ v)T )− 1

2
(div⋄v) Id, (2.13)

P being the Leray projection onto divergence-free fields with zero average.

This operator satisfies the following properties.

Lemma 2.3 (Divergence and R). For any C
∞ vector field v, Rv∈S

3×3
0 is symmetric and trace-free, and

moreover

divRv = v−−
∫

T3

vdx, . (2.14)

Moreover, we have the following statement, which we will use numerous times throughout the paper.

Lemma 2.4 (Stationary Phase Lemma). Let α∈ (0,1),N ≥ 1. Let a∈C
∞(T3),Φ∈C

∞(R3,R3) be smooth

functions and assume
1

K
≤ |DΦ| ≤ K on T

3.

Then ∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

a(x)eik·Φdx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤C(K,N)
‖a‖N +‖a‖0‖Φ‖N

|k|N
, (2.15)

and for the operator R of (2.13) above we have that

∥
∥R(a(x)eik·Φ)

∥
∥
α
≤C(α,K,N)

(

‖a‖0

|k|1−α
+

‖a‖N+α+‖a‖0‖Φ‖N+α

|k|N−α

)

. (2.16)

We now recall some classical estimates regarding fractional laplacians.

Theorem 2.1 (Fractional laplacian and Hölder norms). Let γ,ε> 0 and β≥ 0 such that 2γ+β+ ε ≤ 1, and

let f : T3 → R
3. If f ∈C

0,2γ+β+ε, then (−Δ)γ f ∈C
β, moreover there exists a constant C =C(ε) such that

‖(−Δ)γ f‖β ≤C(ε)[ f ]2γ+β+ε. (2.17)

Moreover, for every γ∈ (0,1), ε > 0 such that 0 < γ+ ε ≤ 1, and f as above, then there exists C = C(ε) > 0

such that ∫

T3

∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

γ

2 f

∣
∣
∣

2

(x)dx ≤C(ε)[ f ]2γ+ε ∀ f ∈C
γ+ε(T3). (2.18)

For a proof, see [20, Theorem B.1 and Corollary B.1].

Continuing, we recall some elementary calculations for the reader’s convenience. With the definitions we gave

for ∇,D, setting D
(v)
t – ∂t + v ·∇, we have that

∇eik·Φ = i∇Φ · keik·Φ = iek·Φk ·DΦ (2.19)

D
(v)
t (DΦ) =D(D

(v)
t Φ)−DΦ ·Dv. (2.20)

Observing that DΦDΦ−1 = Id and thus 0 = D
(v)
t (DΦDΦ−1) = D

(v)
t (DΦ) ·DΦ−1+DΦ ·D(v)

t (DΦ−1), we can

see that

D
(v)
t DΦ−1 =−DΦ−1D

(v)
t (DΦ)DΦ−1 = (∇Φ−1∇v)T −DΦ−1 ·DD

(v)
t Φ ·DΦ−1. (2.21)

We continue by recalling some classical estimates on the transport and transport-diffusion equations, which can

be found e.g. in [4, Proposition B.1] (transport) and [20, Proposition 3.3] (transport-diffusion).
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Proposition 2.1 (Estimates on the transport equation). Assume |t − t0|‖v‖1 ≤ 1. Then, any solution f of

{
(∂t + v ·∇) f = g

f (·,0) = f0

satisfies

‖ f (t)‖0 ≤ ‖ f0‖0 +

t∫

t0

‖g(·,τ)‖ds

‖ f (t)‖α ≤ eα



‖ f0‖α+
t∫

t0

‖g(·,s)‖αds





for all 0 ≤ α≤ 1 and, more generally, for any N ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ α< 1

[ f (t)]N+α . [ f0]N+α+ |t|[v]N+α[ f0]1 +

t∫

t0

(
[g(s)]N+α+(t − s)[v]N+α[g(s)]1

)
ds.

Define Φ(t, ·) to be the inverse of the flux X of v starting at time t0 as the identity (i.e. d/dt X = v(X , t) and

X(x, t0) = x). Under the same assumptions as above we have that

‖∇Φ(t)− Id‖0 . |t|[v]1
[Φ(t)]N . |t|[v]N ∀N ≥ 2.

Proposition 2.2 (Estimates on the transport-diffusion equation). Assume 0 ≤ (t − t0)[v]1 ≤ 1. Then, any

solution of
{
(∂t + v ·∇+(−Δ)θ)u = f in T

3 × (t0,T )
u(·, t0) = u0 in T

3

satisfies

‖u(t)‖α ≤ eα



‖u0‖α+
t∫

t0

‖ f (·,s)‖αds





for all 0 ≤ α≤ 1 and, more generally, for any N ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ α< 1

[u(t)]N+α . [u0]N+α+(t − t0)[v]N+α[u0]1 +

t∫

t0

(
[ f (s)]N+α+(t − s)[v]N+α[ f (s)]1

)
ds,

where the implicit constants depends only on N,α.

To conclude this section, we recall classical Schauder estimates (see e.g. the book [24]), which will be used in

several places in this paper.

Lemma 2.5 (Schauder estimates). For any α∈ (0,1) and any m∈N, there exists a constant C(α,m) with the

following properties. If φ,ψ : T3 → R are the unique solutions of

{
Δφ= f

−
∫
φ= 0

{
Δψ= divF

−
∫
ψ= 0

,

then

‖φ‖m+2+α ≤C(m,α)‖ f‖m+α ‖ψ‖m+1+α ≤C(m,α)‖F‖m+α.
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3 Approximate solutions

For the proof of Theorem 1.1, we begin by introducing the various notions of subsolutions needed to perform

the convex integration schemes.

The first notion of subsolution is very similar to the one used in [13, 14, 17].

Definition 3.1 (Subsolutions and strict subsolutions). A subsolution is a triple (v, p,R) : T3 × (0,T ) →
R

3 ×R×S
3×3
≥0 such that v∈L2

loc, R∈L1
loc, p is a distribution, the equations

{
∂tv+div(v⊗ v)+∇p+(−Δ)θv =−divR

divv = 0
(3.1)

hold in the sense of distributions in T
3 × (0,T ), and moreover R ≥ 0 a.e., i.e. it is positive semidefinite a.e.. If

R∈S
3×3
+ a.e., then the subsolution is said to be strict.

The next notion of subsolution extends the ones of [14] and [13]. As in [13], the Reynolds stress is controlled

by a power of the trace. However, the exponent γ will only act on the “reduced” trace ρΩ−1, where Ω> 0 is a

constant whose role is explained in Section 4.

Definition 3.2 (Strong subsolutions). A strong subsolution with parameters γ,Ω> 0 is a subsolution (v, p,R)
such that in addition trR is a function of t only and, if

ρ(t) –

1

3
(trR)(t) ϱ(t) –

ρ(t)

Ω
,

then
∣
∣R̊(x, t)

∣
∣ ≤ Ωϱ1+γ(t) ∀(x, t). (3.2)

Remark 3.1 (On strength and parameters). In our schemes ϱ will be sufficiently small so that in particular

ϱγ ≤ r0, where r0 is the geometric constant in [14, Definition 3.2], thus leading to the conclusion that (3.2)

implies that our strong subsolutions are also strong in the sense of [14], provided Ω = O(1) (specifically

Ωϱγ ≤ r0). Note also that, if (v, p,R) is a strong subsolution for some parameters γ,Ω> 0 with ϱ< 1, then it is

also a strong subsolution for any 0 < γ′ < γ with the same Ω.

The last notion of subsolution has vanishing Reynolds stress at time t = 0 and the C
1-norms blow up at certain

rates as the Reynolds stress goes to zero. Such adapted subsolutions have been introduced in [14, 13]. The

blow-up rate in this paper is analogous to the one of [13]. Differently from [13], the blow-up is controlled by

the “reduced” trace ϱ rather than the “full” trace ρ, and the estimates include a power of Ω.

Definition 3.3 (Adapted subsolutions). Given γ,Ω> 0,0 < β<
1

3
, and ν satisfying

ν>
1−3β

2β
, (3.3)

we call a triple (v, p,R) a C
β-adapted subsolution on [0,T ] with parameters γ,Ω,ν if (v, p,R)∈C∞(T3×(0,T ])∩

C(T3 × [0,T ]) is a strong subsolution with parameters γ,Ω with initial datum

v(·,0)∈C
β(T3) and R(·,0) ≡ 0, (3.4)

and, setting ρ(t) –
1

3
trR(x, t) and ϱ – ρΩ−1, for all t > 0 we have that ρ(t) > 0 and there exist α∈ (0,1) and

C ≥ 1 such that

‖v‖1+α ≤CΩ
1

2ϱ−(1+ν) (3.5)

|∂tϱ| ≤CΩ
1

2ϱ−ν. (3.6)
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4 Strategy of the proof

The remainder of this paper closely follows the convex integration strategy adopted by [13] in the Euler setting.

Section 5 states results that allow us to approximate one kind of subsolution (as defined in the previous section)

with another. One of those results uses the parameters we will introduce in this section in (4.1).

Section 6 proves the main theorem starting from the results of Section 5.

Section 7 shows how to obtain a strong subsolution from a strict one. By iterating Sections 8-9, we produce

sequences (vq, pq,Rq) of strong subsolutions which converge to a Cβ-adapted subsolution in Section 10, and to

a weak solution in Section 11.

In passing from one subsolution to another, the C
0 and C

1 norms of the various subsolutions are estimated in

terms of parameters (δq,λq), where δ
1/2

q is the amplitude (in space) of wq – vq − vq−1, and λq is the oscillation

frequency (in space) of wq. The parameters, however, are partially different from those chosen in [13] and closer

to the ones used in [14]. More precisely, we define

λq – 2π⌈abq⌉ δq – Λζq = δλ
2β
1 λ

−2β
q ζq – λ−2β

q Λ– δλ
2β
1 , (4.1)

where

• ⌈x⌉ denotes the ceiling of x, i.e. the smallest integer n ≥ x;

• β∈(0,1/3) and b∈(1,3/2) control the Hölder exponent of the scheme and are required to satisfy

1 < b <
1−β

2β
. (4.2)

• a ≫ 1 is sufficiently large to absorb various q-independent constants in the course of the proofs.

The parameter Λ, and thus the distinction between δq and ζq, were absent in [13]. They are added here to make

sure δ1 = δ, thus making (7.12) an a-independent estimate. Thus, in particular, we are allowed to bound Λ from

below, since such a bound will be satisfied for a large enough, but not to bound it from above, which would

cause δ to depend on a.

With this choice of parameters, we must require the conditions

Λ≥ 1 (4.3)

1

3
> β> θ+ ε′, (4.4)

for some positive ε′. Condition (4.3) merely requires a to be sufficiently large.

The main convex integration step will consist in stating that, for a certain universal constant M > 1, some

sufficiently small α,γ> 0, and a sufficiently large a ≫ 1, if (vq, pq,Rq) is a strong subsolution satisfying

∥
∥R̊q

∥
∥

0
≤ Λϱ1+γ

q (4.5)

∥
∥vq

∥
∥

1+α
≤ Mδ

1

2
qλ

1+α
q (4.6)

3

4
δq+2 ≤ ρq ≤ 7

2
δq+1 (4.7)

∣
∣∂tρq

∣
∣≤ ρqδ

1

2
qλq (4.8)

∥
∥vq

∥
∥
θ+ε

≤ M

(

1+
q

∑
i=0

λ
θ+ε−β
i

)

, (4.9)

where ρq –
1

3
trRq, and ϱq – Λ−1ρq, then there exists a strong subsolution (vq+1, pq+1,Rq+1) satisfying the

conditions (4.5)-(4.9) with q replaced by q+1 as well as the following additional estimate

∥
∥vq+1 − vq

∥
∥

0
+λq+1

∥
∥vq+1 − vq

∥
∥

H−1 +λ
−1−α
q+1

∥
∥vq+1 − vq

∥
∥

1+α
≤ Mδ

1

2

q+1.
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The proof consists of three steps:

1. A mollification step, moving from (vq, pq,Rq) to (vℓq,i , pℓq,i ,Rℓq,i), where the mollification parameter ℓq,i

varies on suitably chosen subintervals, as required by the different orders of the upper and lower bounds

on ρq in (4.7);

2. A gluing step, which goes from (vℓq,i , pℓq,i ,Rℓq,i) to (vq, pq,Rq);

3. A perturbation step going from (vq, pq,Rq) to (vq+1, pq+1,Rq+1).

The change in condition (4.5) with respect to [13] was made in order to prevent the new definition of δq from

causing bounds of the form ΛA ≤ 1, with A > 0, to appear in the proofs. Condition (4.9) was added in order to

control the new trace terms.

Section 8 proves the mollification and gluing steps, and Section 9 addresses the perturbation step. The gluing

step was introduced in [25] to ensure R̊q is supported in pairwise disjoint time intervals. This allows us

to construct the perturbation as w = ∑i(wo,i +wc,i), where the wo,i are Mikado flows with pairwise disjoint

supports and suppwc,i ⊆suppwo,i, thus preventing w⊗w from containing “mixed terms” wo,i ⊗wo, j with i 6= j,

which are harder to deal with.

Fixing α> 0,γ> 0, we also define

ℓq –

ζ
1+ γ

2

q+2

ζ
1
2
qλqλ

2α
q+1

=
δ

1+ γ
2

q+2Λ
−γ

2

δ
1
2
qλqλ

2α
q+1

(4.10)

τq –

ℓ4α
q

δ
1
2
qλq

. (4.11)

Remark 4.1 (Homogeneity in Λ of ℓq,τq). ℓq, as well as the ℓq,i defined in Section 8, are 0-homogeneous in Λ,

whereas τq is 1/2-homogeneous. The last property allows us to cancel the Λ
1/2 factors we will see appearing in

the course of the proof.

We also assume

δ
1
2

q+1δ
1
2
qλq

λ
1−15α−βγ
q+1

≤ δq+2, (4.12)

which can be achieved if a is sufficiently large assuming (15α+ βγ)b < (b− 1)(1− β− 2bβ). Moreover, we

assume

λ−1
q+1 ≤ ℓq ≤ λ−1

q . (4.13)

The right inequality in (4.13) is evident from the definition. The left inequality can be reduced to −b <
βb2(1+ γ)+ β− 1− 2bα, which can easily be verified for α = 0 = γ, and thus also for α,γ sufficiently small.

We will in fact need the following sharper bound:

λ1−N
q+1 ≤ ℓN+1

q , (4.14)

which can be achieved by imposing the following condition:

N[(b−1)(1−β(b+1))− γβb2 −2αb]> 1+b+(1+ γ)βb2 +2αb−β. (4.15)

The above conditions can be obtained by choosing, in this order

• b,β as in (4.2), so that in particular β(1+b)< 1;

• 0 < α,γ sufficiently small depending on b,β;

• N∈N sufficiently large depending on b,β,α,γ so as to get (4.15).

One last notational remark: A . B (resp. A & B) will mean A ≤C(b,β,α,γ,M)B (resp. A ≥C(b,β,α,γ,M)B),

or C(N,b,β,α,γ,M) if norms depending on N are involved (e.g. CN+1+α-norms). A ∼ B will mean A . B and

A & B. Note that C does not depend on a ≫ 1.
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5 Main iterative propositions

In this section, we state the main propositions which allow us to pass from one kind of subsolution to another

one, which is closer to the notion of solution. Both the below statements use the parameters δq,λq,Λ defined in

the previous section. The combination of these propositions leads to our main theorem, as illustrated in Section

6.

In the first proposition it is shown that a smooth strict subsolution can be approximated with an adapted

subsolution.

Proposition 5.1 (From strict to adapted subsolutions). Let (ṽ, p̃, R̃) be a smooth strict subsolution on [0,T ].

Then, for any θ< β̂< 1/3, ν>
1−3β̂

2β̂
, and δ,σ > 0, there exist γ,Ω > 0 and a C

β̂-adapted subsolution (v̂, p̂, R̂)

with parameters γ,Ω,ν such that ρ̂≤ 5

4
δ and, for all t∈ [0,T ]

∫

T3

(
|v̂|2 + tr R̂

)
dx =

∫

T3

(
|ṽ|2 + tr R̃

)
dx (5.1)

‖ṽ− v̂C0 . ‖1+δ
1

2 (5.2)

‖ṽ− v̂‖H−1 < σ (5.3)

Moreover, if we define

T̂(t) –

t∫

0

∫

T3

(∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 ṽ

∣
∣
∣

2

−
∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 v̂

∣
∣
∣

2)

dxds, (5.4)

we have the bound
∣
∣∂tT̂

∣
∣. ∑

q

Λλθ+ε−βq . (5.5)

The q = 0 term of this sum is the largest, and is δλ
2β
1 λ

θ+ε−β
0 , which is a-increasing. Since we can see that a → ∞

for δ→ 0, for any η> 0, it can only be ensured that

∣
∣T̂
∣
∣(t)≤ η t∈ [0, T̂ (η,δ,a)],

where T̂ (η,δ,a)∼ ηδ−1λ
−2β
1 λ

β−θ−ε
0 → 0 if a → ∞ or η→ 0.

The proof will be given in Section 10.

Next, we show that adapted subsolutions can be approximated by weak solutions with the same initial data.

Proposition 5.2 (From adapted subsolutions to weak solutions). Let θ< β< β̂<
1

3
, γ> 0, and ν> 0 with

1−3β̂

2β̂
< ν<

1−3β

2β
. (5.6)

The following holds for all δ< 1.

If (v̂, p̂, R̂) is a C
β̂-adapted subsolution with parameters γ,Ω,ν and ρ̂≤ 5

2
δ, then, for all σ> 0, there exists a C

β

weak solution v of (1.5) with initial datum

v(·,0) = v̂(·,0) (5.7)

and such that, for all t∈ [0,T ]

∫

T3

|v|2dx =

∫

T3

(
|v̂|2 + tr R̂

)
dx (5.8)

‖v− v̂‖
C0 . δ

1

2 (5.9)

‖v− v̂‖H−1 < σ (5.10)
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Moreover, if we define

T(t) –

t∫

0

∫

T3

(∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 v̂

∣
∣
∣

2

−
∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 v

∣
∣
∣

2)

dxds, (5.11)

once again we can see that

|∂tT|. ∑Λλθ+ε−βq , (5.12)

so that, like in the previous proposition, for any η> 0, it can be ensured that

|T(t)| ≤ η ∀t∈ [0,T (η,δ,a)],

where T (η,δ,a)∼ ηδ−1λ
−2β
1 λ

β−θ−ε
0 → 0 if η→ 0 or a → ∞.

Finally, consider the family of strong subsolutions (v̂, p̂, R̂+ e/3 Id), where e : [0,T ]→ R satisfies the following

conditions:

e(t) ≤ 5

2
δ− ρ̂(t) (5.13)

|∂te| ≤
√

δ0 λ0e. (5.14)

e ≥ 0. (5.15)

This family can be used to yield infinitely many distinct weak solutions with the same initial data as (v, p).

The proof will be given in Section 11.

Proposition 5.2 allows us to prove the following wildness criterion.

Corollary 5.1 (Wildness criterion). Let θ< β<
1

3
and (v̂, p̂, R̂) be a C

β-adapted subsolution such that ρ≤ 5

2
δ

for some small δ> 0 and ρ−1|∂tρ| ≤ Mδ for some suitably large M > 0. Assume that the following admissibility

condition is satisfied for all t∈ [0, ta] for some sufficiently small ta:

1

2

∫

T3

(
|v̂|2(x, t)+ tr R̂(x, t)

)
dx+

t∫

0

∫

T3

∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 v̂

∣
∣
∣

2

(x,s)dxds ≤ 1

2

∫

T3

(
|v̂|2(x,0)+ tr R̂(x,0)

)
dx, (5.16)

with a strict inequality for at least some t∈ [0, ta]. Then v̂(x,0)∈Wθ,β−ε,ta for any ε> 0.

The existence of infinitely many C
β−ε weak solutions with v̂(x,0) as their initial datum is a consequence of

Proposition 5.2 above. The admissibility of those solutions follows from (5.16) as shown in the next section,

where it is also seen that the strictness of (5.16) for at least some t is vital to the admissibility of the solutions.

We shall henceforth adopt the following notational convention, already applied in the statements of the propo-

sitions:

• (ṽ, p̃, R̃) will always denote strict subsolutions;

• In Sections 6-7, (v̌, p̌, Ř) will always denote strong subsolutions; in Sections 8-9, all subsolutions will be

strong, and in Sections 10-11, the subscripts will mark strong subsolutions;

• (v̂, p̂, R̂) will always denote adapted subsolutions, and β̂ will be the Hölder regularity of adapted subsolu-

tions;

• (v, p) will always denote (weak) solutions.
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6 Proof of the existence theorem

We start by recalling the following classical result.

Theorem 6.1 (Existence of Leray solutions). For any w∈L2(T3) with divw = 0 and every θ∈ (0,1) there is

a weak solution v∈L∞(R+,L2(T3))∩L2(R+,Hθ(T3)) of (1.5) such that v(·,0) = w and

1

2

∫

T3

|v|2(x, t)dx+

t∫

0

∫

T3

∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 v

∣
∣
∣

2

(x,s)dxds ≤ 1

2

∫

T3

|w|2(x)dx ∀t ≥ 0. (6.1)

In fact, the following form of energy inequality also holds:

1

2

∫

T3

|v|2(x, t)dx+

t∫

s

∫

T3

∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 v

∣
∣
∣

2

(x,τ)dxdτ ≤ 1

2

∫

T3

|v|2(x,s)dx a.e. s,∀t > s.

Recalling the Definition 3.1 of subsolutions and strict subsolutions, one can prove the following existence result.

Lemma 6.1 (Existence of strict subsolutions). Let w∈L2(T3) with divw = 0. For any δ > 0 there exists a

smooth strict subsolution (ṽ, p̃, R̃) defined on [0,T ) such that

‖ṽ|t=0 −w‖L2(T3) ≤ δ, (6.2)

and for all t∈ [0,T ]

1

2

∫

T3

(
|ṽ|2(x, t)+ tr R̃(x, t)

)
dx+

t∫

0

∫

T3

∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 ṽ

∣
∣
∣

2

(x,s)dxds ≤ 1

2

∫

T3

|w|2(x)dx+δ. (6.3)

The proof is an adaptation of the one of [32, Lemma 6.8, p. 38], and is reported in Appendix A.

The proof of the main result then follows the steps of [14, Section 4], taking care of the additional dissipation

by suitably increasing the energy of the starting strict subsolution.

Proof. (Theorem 1.1)

We choose η > 0,θ < β < β′,w∈ L2 with divw = 0. Using the above result, we obtain a smooth strict

subsolution (ṽ′, p̃′, R̃′) on [0,T ] such that (6.2)-(6.3) hold for some δ> 0 which we will fix later. We now note

that adding a smoothly time-dependent non-negative multiple of the identity to R̃′ does not change the fact

that (ṽ′, p̃′, R̃′) is a smooth strict subsolution. We may thus substitute our strict subsolution with (ṽ, p̃, R̃) –

(ṽ′, p̃′, R̃′+2(3|T3|)−1eK(t) Id), where K is a constant to be specified later in this proof, 0≤ eK(t)≤ (δ/2−Kt)+,

and eK(0) =
δ/2. Combining the choice of eK with (6.3), we obtain the following relations for δ/2 −Kt > 0:

1

2

∫

T3

(
|ṽ|2(x,0)+ tr R̃(x,0)

)
dx =

1

2

∫

T3

|w|2(x)dx+
3

2
δ (6.4)

1

2

∫

T3

(
|ṽ|2(x, t)+ tr R̃(x, t)

)
dx+

t∫

0

∫

T3

∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 ṽ

∣
∣
∣

2

(x,s)dxds ≤ 1

2

∫

T3

|w|2(x)dx+
3

2
δ−Kt. (6.5)

Indeed, passing from (ṽ′, p̃′, R̃′) to (ṽ, p̃, R̃) adds a term eK to the left-hand side, since tr R̃ = tr R̃′+2|T3|−1eK .

Now let ṽ0 be the initial datum of ṽ, and note that

∫

T3

tr R̃(x,0)dx = ‖w‖2
L2 −‖ṽ0‖2

L2 +3δ≤ ‖w− ṽ0‖L2(‖w‖L2 +‖ṽ0‖L2)+3δ≤

≤ δ(2‖w‖L2 +δ)+3δ≤C(w)δ. (6.6)
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Using Proposition 5.1 and Proposition 5.2, we can produce a Cβ̂-adapted subsolution (v̂, p̂, R̂) and a C
β weak

solution (v, p), satisfying the integral equalities (5.1) and (5.8) and the H−1 estimates (5.3) and (5.10), and the

functions T̂,T of (5.4) and (5.11). Recall that we have that

∫

T3

(|ṽ|2 + tr R̃)(x, t)dx =

∫

T3

(|v̂|2 + tr R̂)(x, t)dx =

∫

T3

|v(x, t)|2dx, (6.7)

and thus

‖v(t)‖2
2 −‖ṽ(t)‖2

2 =

∫
tr R̃(x, t)dx. (6.8)

Call v0 the initial datum of v and of v̂, and note that, by (5.3), (6.8) and (6.6), we have that

‖v0 − ṽ0‖2
2 = ‖v0‖2

2 −‖ṽ0‖2
2 −2 ·

∫

T3

ṽ0 · (v0 − ṽ0)dx ≤C(w)δ+2σ‖ṽ0‖H1 .

Thus, we first choose δ sufficiently small so that C(w)δ<
η2

2
and obtain ṽ, then we fix σ<

η2

4‖ṽ0‖H1
and obtain v̂,

and finally we conclude that

‖v0 − ṽ0‖2
2 ≤ η2 =⇒ ‖ṽ0 − v0‖L2 ≤ η.

As for the admissibility condition, choosing K so that |∂t(T+ T̂)| ≤ K − 1, as is made possible by (5.5) and

(5.12), we have that

1

2

∫

T3

|v(x, t)|2dx+

t∫

0

∫

T3

∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 v

∣
∣
∣

2

(x,s)dsdx

(6.7)
=

1

2

∫

T3

(

|ṽ(x, t)|2 + tr R̃(x, t)
)

dx− (T̂+T)(t)+

t∫

0

∫

T3

∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 ṽ

∣
∣
∣

2

(x,s)dsdx

(6.5)

≤
∫

T3

1

2
|w|2(x)dx+

3

2
δ− t

(6.4)

≤ 1

2

∫

T3

(
|ṽ0|2 + tr R̃(x,0)

)
dx

(6.7)
=

1

2

∫

T3

|v|2(x,0)dx,

where the second-last inequality is strict for all t 6= 0 where (6.5) is valid. This yields the energy inequality for

t sufficiently small. Since we can only estimate |∂tT+∂tT̂| with a quantity which is potentially unbounded as

δ→ 0 (as seen in (5.5) and (5.12)), and C(w)δ<
η2

2
implies δ→ 0 as η→ 0, we conclude that our time T (η) of

guaranteed admissibility satisfies

lim
η→0

T (η) = 0.

So far, we have only obtained one solution for each η. Suppose that, from (ṽ, p̃, R̃), we produced the adapted

subsolution (v̂, p̂, R̂), and from there the solution (v, p). As noted in Proposition 5.2, considering

(v̂′, p̂′, R̂′) –

(

v̂, p̂, R̂+
e

3
Id
)

with e satisfying a suitable set of conditions, we can obtain more weak solutions and ensure these solutions are

admissible up to T (η). The required conditions are listed below.

1. The first condition ensures R̂′(·,0) ≡ 0:

e(0) = 0;

2. The second one ensures tr(R̂′)≥ 0:

e(t)≥ 0;

it would be enough to require ρ̂′ ≥ |e|, but we exclude e < 0 for convenience (cfr. Step 3 of Section 11);
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3. The third one ensures the admissibility of the new solutions:

1

2
|T3|e(t)≤ 1

2

∫

T3

(
|v̂(x,0)|2 + tr R̂(x,0)−|v̂(x, t)|2 − tr R̂(x, t)

)
dx

−
t∫

0

∫

T3

∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 v̂(x,s)
∣
∣
∣

2

dxds− T̂−Kt,

K being the same constant used to find (v, p); since the right-hand side of the above inequality is strictly

positive for all t 6= 0 where (v, p) is admissible, this condition is compatible with requiring that e ≥ 0 as

done above;

4. The last conditions are (5.13)-(5.15).

This completes the proof. ✸

7 From strict to strong subsolutions

We state here an analogue of [14, Proposition 3.1].

Proposition 7.1. Let (ṽ, p̃, R̃) be a smooth solution of (3.1), and S∈C
∞(T3× [0,T ];S3×3

+ ) be a smooth positive-

definite matrix field. Fix α∈(0,1) and ε> 0. Then for any λ> 1 there exists a smooth solution (v̌, p̌, Ř) of (3.1)

with

(v̌, p̌, Ř) = (ṽ, p̃, R̃) for t 6∈supp trS, (7.1)∫

T3

(
|v̌|2 + tr Ř

)
(x, t)dx =

∫

T3

(
|ṽ|2 + tr R̃

)
(x, t)dx ∀t∈ [0,T ], (7.2)

and the following estimates hold

‖v̌− ṽ‖H−1 ≤ C

λ
(7.3)

‖v̌‖k ≤Cλk k = 1,2 (7.4)

∥
∥R̃− Ř−S

∥
∥

N
≤ C

λ1−2θ−α−N
(7.5)

Moreover, tr(R̃(x, t)− Ř(x, t)−S(x, t)) — μ(t) is a function of t only and satisfies

∣
∣μ′
∣
∣(t)≤Cλα. (7.6)

The constant C ≥ 1 above depends on (v, p,R),S and α, but not on λ. Finally, defining

Ť(t) –

t∫

0

∫

T3

(∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 v̌(x,s)
∣
∣
∣

2

−
∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 ṽ(x,s)
∣
∣
∣

2)

dxds,

we have that
∣
∣∂tŤ(t)

∣
∣≤Cλ2(θ+ε). (7.7)

Proof.

Define the inverse flow of ṽ, Φ : T3 × [0,T ]→ T
3, as the solution of

{
∂tΦ(x, t)+ (ṽ ·∇)Φ(x, t) = 0

Φ(x,0) = x x∈T
3 ,
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and set

R(x, t) =DΦ(x, t)S(x, t)DTΦ(x, t).

Observe that R is defined on the compact set T3 × [0,T ] and, being continuous, has a compact image N0 –

R(T3 × [0,T ])⊂S
3×3
+ .

By Lemma 2.2 there exists a smooth vector field W : N0 ×T
3 → T

3 satisfying the differential equations (2.6)

and the integral equations (2.7). Define

wo(x, t) =DΦ−1W (R,λΦ(x, t))

wc(x, t) =
1

λ
curl(DTΦU(R,λΦ(x, t)))−wo,

where U =U(R,ξ) is defined as in (2.12) and thus satisfies curlξU =W . Moreover, set

v̌ – ṽ+wo +wc p̌ = p̃+ p Ř – R̃−S− E̊
(1)−E

(2),

where

p – − 1

3
(wc · v̌+wo ·wc)

E̊
(1)

– R(F)+ (wc ⊗ v̌+wo ⊗wc+ p Id)

F – div(wo ⊗wo −S)+ (∂t + ṽ ·∇)wo

+[(wo +wc) ·∇]ṽ+∂twc +(−Δ)θ(wo +wc)

E
(2)

–

1

3
·−
∫

T3

(

|v̌|2 −|ṽ|2 − trS
)

dx · Id,

with R defined as in (2.13). By construction, the relation (7.2) holds, E̊(1) is traceless, E(2) is only t-dependent,

and (v̌, p̌, Ř) solves (3.1). To verify this last claim, we can see that

div E̊(1) = div(v̌⊗ v̌− ṽ⊗ ṽ−S+ p Id)+∂t(v̌− ṽ)+ (−Δ)θ(wo +wc)

= ∂t v̌+div(v̌⊗ v̌−S+ R̊)+∇ p̌+(−Δ)θv̌.

We call w – wo +wc = v̌− ṽ. Recall that

W (R,ξ) = ∑
k 6=0

ak(R)Akeik·ξ

U(R,ξ) = ∑
k

ak(R)
ik×Ak

|k|2
eik·ξ,

which are respectively (2.8) and (2.12), with the ak satisfying (2.10). This allows us to decompose

wo = ∑
k 6=0

DΦ−1ak(DΦSDTΦ)Akeik·λΦ = ∑
k 6=0

bkeik·λΦ (7.8)

wc =
i

λ
∑
k 6=0

∇(ak(DΦSDTΦ))×D
TΦ(k×Ak)

|k|2
eik·λΦ = ∑

k 6=0

ck

λ
eik·λΦ. (7.9)

The estimate (7.5) is deduced by combining arguments from [14] with estimates for E(2) and R((−Δ)θw). E(2)

is estimated in a similar fashion to how we estimate E̊
(1) below. To estimate R((−Δ)θw), using the fact that

[R,(−Δ)θ] = 0 and (2.17), we see that

∥
∥
∥R((−Δ)θw)

∥
∥
∥

0
. ‖Rw‖2θ+α . ∑

k

(∥
∥bk +λ

−1ck

∥
∥

0

|λk|1−α−2θ
+

∥
∥bk +λ

−1ck

∥
∥

N+2θ+α

|λk|N−2θ−α

+

∥
∥bk +λ

−1ck

∥
∥

0
‖Φ‖N+2θ+α

|λk|N−2θ−α

)

. λα+2θ−1 ·∑
k

(
1

|k|7−α−2θ
+

1+CΦ(N,α,θ)

λN−1|k|N+6−2θ−α

)

,
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where we used (2.10) to get the extra |k|−6 in each term, and the boundedness of Φ to get the CΦ(N,α,θ).
Concerning (7.4), the smoothness of Φ,S combined with (2.10) gives us

max{‖ck‖N ,‖bk‖N}. |k|−m, (7.10)

for all integers m > 0, where the bk and ck are as in the decompositions of wo,wc above. This easily allows us

to conclude that

‖w‖N . λN ,

since differentiating the exponential gives us a factor of λ for each derivative. We then note that

‖v̌‖N ≤ ‖ṽ‖N +‖w‖N . 1+λN . λN ,

where the second step used the smoothness of ṽ. For N = 1,2 the above reduces to (7.4).

Estimate (7.3) is proved separately for wc and wo. The former is straightforward, since wc is already of order

λ−1 in L2 →֒ H−1 thanks to (7.9), and (7.3) is an H−1 estimate. For the latter, the main idea is to write

eiλΦ·k =
∂ je

iλΦ·k

iλ∂ jΦ · k ,

and integrating by parts. One must then make sure that j = j(x) is chosen in such a way that the denominator

is bounded from below. This can be done by using the fact that Φ is a diffeomorphism, which implies |DΦ| is

bounded below.

To continue, we note that μ= trE(2) = −
∫
|v̌|2 −|ṽ|2 − trSdx. ṽ and trS are both smooth, so they are bounded. In

order to estimate
∫
|v̌(t)|2, note that the following energy identity for v̌ follows from (3.1):

∂t
1

2
|v̌|2 +div

(

v̌

(
|v̌|2
2

+ p̃

))

+ v̌ · (−Δ)θṽ =−v̌ ·div( ˚̌R−R((−Δ)θw)).

Moreover, with the arguments used to estimate R11 in [14, pp. 18-20], we conclude that

∥
∥
∥E̊

(1)−R((−Δ)θw)
∥
∥
∥

0
. λα−1.

These two bounds, by integrating in x and using (7.4), yield

∣
∣
∣
∣

d

dt
−
∫

1

2
|v̌|2dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
.−

∫
|v̌|
∣
∣
∣(−Δ)θṽ

∣
∣
∣+ |∇v̌|

∣
∣
∣
˚̌R−R((−Δ)θw)

∣
∣
∣dx ≤C(1+λα).

Thus, the estimate (7.6) is proved.

The last thing left is to estimate |∂tŤ|. Combining some simple calculations with (7.4), (2.17), (2.18), and (2.2),

we obtain that

∣
∣∂tŤ

∣
∣=

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 v̌

∣
∣
∣

2

−
∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 ṽ

∣
∣
∣

2

dxds

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

=

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

[2(−Δ)θ2 ṽ+(−Δ)θ2 w] · (−Δ)θ2wdxds

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

.

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

2(−Δ)θ2 ṽ · (−Δ)θ2 wdxds

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

+[w]2θ+εds . ‖ṽ‖θ+ε‖w‖θ+ε
︸ ︷︷ ︸

—I

+λ2(θ+ε).

The velocity ṽ is bounded by smoothness, so I ≤ K(ṽ,θ,ε)λθ+ε. Since λ> 1, this yields (7.7), thus concluding

the proof. ✸

Proposition 7.1 will be applied in the situation described by the following corollary.

Corollary 7.1 (Strict to strong). Let (ṽ, p̃, R̃) be a smooth strict subsolution on [0,T ]. There exist δ̃,γ> 0 such

that the following holds.
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For any 0< δ< δ̃, α,γ> 0 and 0 < ε< β−θ sufficiently small, there exists a smooth strong subsolution (v̌, p̌, Ř)

with Ř(x, t) = ρ̌(t) Id+ ˚̌R(x, t), and a “dissipative trace term” as isolated in Proposition 7.1, i.e.

Ť(t) –

t∫

0

∫

T3

(∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 ṽ(x,s)
∣
∣
∣

2

−
∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 v̌(x,s)
∣
∣
∣

2)

dxds,

such that, for all t∈ [0,T ]

∫

T3

(
|ṽ(x, t)|2 + tr R̃(x, t)

)
dx =

∫

T3

(
|v̌(x, t)|2 + tr Ř(x, t)

)
dx (7.11)

3

4
δ≤ ρ̌≤ 5

4
δ (7.12)

∣
∣
∣

˚̌R
∣
∣
∣≤ Λϱ̌1+γ (7.13)

‖v̌− ṽ‖H−1 ≤ δλ−1
0 (7.14)

‖v̌‖1+α ≤ δ0λ
1+α
0 (7.15)

|∂t ρ̌(t)| ≤ δδ
1

2

0λ0 (7.16)

∣
∣∂tŤ(t)

∣
∣≤ Λ

1

2δ
1

2

0λ
θ+ε
0 (7.17)

‖v̌‖θ+ε ≤ K(1+δ
1

2

0λ
θ+ε
0 ). (7.18)

where the constant K depends on (ṽ, p̃, R̃) and ε, the parameters δq,λq,ζq,Λ are defined as in (4.1) with

sufficiently large a, and α is the small parameter from Section 4.

The proof will proceed by first reducing all the claims in the corollary to a series of conditions on λ, and then,

at the end, proving that all those conditions can be satisfied simultaneously. This is necessary because some of

them are upper bounds on λ, and some are lower bounds.

Proof.

Let

δ̃–

1

2
inf
{

R̃(x, t)ξ · ξ : |ξ|= 1,x∈T
3, t∈ [0,T ]

}
.

Since R̃ is a smooth positive definite tensor on a compact set, δ̃ > 0. Then S – R̃− δ Id is positive definite

for any δ < δ̃. We may in addition assume without loss of generality that δ ≤ 1. We apply Proposition 7.1

with (ṽ, p̃, R̃),S, and α∈ (0,1),ε > 0 to be chosen below. This yields a smooth solution (v̌, p̌, Ř) of (3.1) with

properties (7.2), (7.3)-(7.5), and (7.6). We first note that (7.11) coincides with (7.2). Next, we observe that

Ř− R̃+S = Ř−δ Id, so that, since μ(t) = tr(Ř− R̃+S) is a function of time only, the function

ρ̌=
1

3
tr(Ř− R̃+S)+δ (7.19)

is independent of x.

Let us now prove (7.12). By the above and (7.5) for N = 0, we have that

|ρ̌−δ|= 1

3

∣
∣tr(Ř− R̃+S)

∣
∣≤
∥
∥Ř− R̃+S

∥
∥

0
≤Cλ2θ+α−1, (7.20)

We require now the following condition on λ:

Cλ2θ−1+α ≤ δ
1

2

0λ
2θ−1+α
0 . (7.21)

Then we notice that, for γ sufficiently small and a sufficiently large, we have that

δ
1

2
qλ

2θ+α−1
q ≤ 1

4
δq+1ζ

γ
q+1. (7.22)
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Indeed, rewriting the above in terms of λq, it reads

Λ
1

2λ−β+2θ+α−1
q ≤ Λλ

−2bβ(1+γ)
q .

Since Λ≥ 1 by (4.3), this reduces to showing that

−β+2θ+α−1 <−2bβ(1+ γ). (7.23)

and taking a sufficiently large. In turn, (7.23) can be proved using that, by assumption, θ< β,2bβ < 1−β (see

(4.2)), and taking α,γ sufficiently small. Thus (7.22) is proved.

Now from (7.20), (7.21), and (7.22) for q = 0, it follows that

|ρ̌−δ| ≤ 1

4
δ1ζ

γ
1 =

1

4
Λ−γδ1+γ ≤ 1

4
δ, (7.24)

where in the last inequality we used the fact that δ< 1 < Λ. We have thus proved (7.12).

From this estimate we can in turn deduce (7.13). Indeed, since ˚̌R = ˚̌R− ˚̃R+ S̊, by chaining the inequalities (7.5)

for N = 0, (7.21), and (7.22) for q = 0, we analogously deduce that:

∣
∣
∣

˚̌R
∣
∣
∣≤ 1

4
δ1ζ

γ
1 =

1

4
Λ−γδ1+γ ≤

(
3

4

)1+γ

δ1+γΛ−γ ≤ ρ̌1+γΛ−γ ≤ Λϱ̌1+γ.

The bound (7.14) follows from (7.3) together with the following condition on λ:

Cλ−1 ≤ δλ−1
0 . (7.25)

To obtain (7.15), we first use standard interpolation estimates together with (7.4) to obtain that

‖v̌‖1+α ≤CI‖v̌‖1−α
1 ‖v̌‖α2 ≤CICλ

1+α.

Therefore, (7.15) reduces to the following condition on λ:

CCIλ
1+α ≤ δ

1

2

0λ
1+α
0 , (7.26)

The estimate (7.16) follows from (7.6) and (7.19)), giving

|∂t ρ̌|= 1

3

∣
∣∂t tr(Ř− R̃+S)

∣
∣≤ C

3
λα.

Therefore, (7.16) amounts to
C

3
λα ≤ δΛ1

2λ
1−β
0 . (7.27)

Since by (7.7) one has that |∂tŤ| ≤Cλ2(θ+ε), to obtain (7.17) we require

Cλ2(θ+ε) ≤ Λ
1

2δ
1

2

0λ
θ+ε
0 . (7.28)

Finally, to obtain (7.18), we note that v̌ is smooth and thus bounded by a constant C0, so that, by interpolation

and (7.4), we have that

‖v̌‖θ+ε ≤CI‖v̌‖1−θ−ε
0 ‖v̌‖θ+ε1 ≤CIC

1−θ−ε
0 (Cλ)θ+ε.

Therefore, we will require

CIC
1−θ−ε
0 (Cλ)θ+ε ≤ δ

1

2

0λ
θ+ε
0 . (7.29)

To conclude the proof of the corollary, we now show that, for suitable choices of δ,γ,α, there exists a λ satisfying

conditions (7.21), (7.25), (7.26), (7.27), (7.28), and (7.29).
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In particular, for fixed constants C,K independent of the parameters a,δ,b,α,β, the following conditions must

be satisfied by λ:

λ≥ Kδ
1

2
(2θ−1+α)−1

0 λ0 (7.30)

λ≥ Kδ−1λ0 (7.31)

λ≤Cλ0δ
1

2+2α

0 (7.32)

λ≤Cδ
1

αΛ
1

2αλ
1−β
α

0 (7.33)

λ≤CΛ
1

4(θ+ ε)δ
1

4(θ+ ε)

0 λ
1

2

0 (7.34)

λ≤Cδ
1

2
(θ+ε)−1

0 λ0 (7.35)

First we choose δ < 1, and α,γ sufficiently small, and then show that, for a sufficiently large there exists a λ

satisfying all the above inequalities.

First of all, notice that, since δ0 = δλ
2β(b−1)
0 ≫ 1 if δ is fixed and a is sufficiently large, then (7.31) implies

(7.30), and (7.32) implies (7.35) independently of the choice of α> 0, since θ+ ε< β<
1

3
< 1+α.

Hence, we are left with showing that (7.31) is compatible with (7.32)-(7.34).

The compatibility of (7.31) and (7.32), independently of α > 0, is straightforward, since δ0 ≫ 1 when a is

sufficiently large.

Inequality (7.33) does not contradict (7.31) provided we choose α so small that
1−β
α

> 1, and then a sufficiently

large.

The compatibility of (7.31) with (7.34) rewrites as

λ
1

2

0 ≤
Cδ

K
Λ

1

4(θ+ ε)δ
1

4(θ+ ε)

0

and, inserting the definitions of δ0,Λ,λ1, as

λ
1

2

0 ≤
C

K
δ

1

2(θ+ ε)
+1
λ
(2b−1)

(
β

2(θ+ ε)

)

0 .

Hence the above reduces to showing that
1

2
≤ β(2b−1)

2(θ+ ε)
,

which holds since b > 1 and θ+ ε< β.

The proof is thus complete. ✸

8 Localized gluing step

Definition 8.1 (Decomposing the time interval). Let 0 ≤ T1 < T2 ≤ T such that T2 − T1 > 4τq. We define

sequences of intervals {Ii},{Ji} as follows. Let

ti – iτq Ii –

[

ti +
1

3
τq, ti +

2

3
τq

]

∩ [0,T ], (8.1)

and let

n –

{

min
{

i : ti − 2

3
τq ≥ T1

}

T1 > 0

0 T1 = 0
n – max

{

i : ti +
2

3
τq ≤ T2

}

. (8.2)

Moreover, define

Ji –

(

ti − 1

3
τq, ti +

1

3
τq

)

∩ [0,T ] n ≤ i ≤ n

Jn−1 –

[

0, tn − 2

3
τq

)

Jn+1 –

(

tn +
2

3
τq,T

]

.

(8.3)
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These form a pairwise disjoint decomposition of [0,T ]:

[0,T ] = Jn−1 ∪ In−1 ∪ [Jn ∪ . . .∪ Jn]∪ In ∪ Jn+1, (8.4)

and

tn < T1 +
5

3
τq < T2 − 5

3
τq < tn. (8.5)

Moreover, if T1 > 0, n ≥ 1, otherwise we have both that n = 0 and that Jn−1 ∪ In−1 =∅.

Given a subsolution (vq, pq,Rq) with ρq –
1

3
trRq and ϱq – Λ−1ρq, we will define:

(ρq,i,ϱq,i, ℓq,i) –



ρq(ti),ϱq(ti),
ϱ

1+ γ
2

q,i

ζ
1
2
qλ

1+α
q ℓ−αq



, (8.6)

where α,γ are the parameters of Section 4. Using (8.11) and assuming a ≫ 1 is sufficiently large (as in (4.13),

depending on α,γ,b), we may ensure that

λ−1
q+1 ≤ ℓq ≤ ℓq,i ≤ λ−1

q . (8.7)

Since we will always be working with θ< β, recalling ℓ−1
q ≤ λq+1, and assuming ε≤ α, we observe that

τqℓ
−2θ−ε
q,i ≤ τqℓ

−2θ−ε
q ≤ ℓ3α

q Λ
−1

2

(

ζ
1

2
qλq

)−1

λ2θ
q+1 ≤ λβ−1+2bθ

q < 1, (8.8)

for b sufficiently close to 1.

Proposition 8.1 (Gluing step). Let b,β,α,γ and (δq,λq,Λ,ζq, ℓq,τq) be as in Section 4, with

αb < βγ (8.9)

b2(1+ γ)<
1−β

2β
, (8.10)

Let [T1,T2]⊂ [0,T ] with |T2 − T1| > 4τq. Let (vq, pq,Rq) be a strong subsolution on [0,T ] which on [T1,T2]
satisfies the estimates

3

4
δq+2 ≤ ρq ≤ 7

2
δq+1 (8.11)

∥
∥R̊q

∥
∥

0
≤ Λϱ1+γ

q (8.12)

∥
∥vq

∥
∥

1+α
≤ Mδ

1

2
qλ

1+α
q (8.13)

∥
∥vq

∥
∥
θ+ε

≤ M

(

1+
q

∑
i=0

δ
1

2

i λ
θ+ε
i

)

(8.14)

∣
∣∂tρq

∣
∣. ρqδ

1

2
qλq (8.15)

with some constant M > 0, where

ρq –

1

3
trRq ϱq –

ρq

Λ
.

Define ρq,i,ϱq,i, ℓq,i as in (8.6).

Then, provided a ≫ 1 is sufficiently large, there exists (vq, pq,Rq) solution of (3.1) on [0,T ] such that

(vq, pq,Rq) = (vq, pq,Rq) on [0,T ]r [T1,T2], (8.16)
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and on [T1,T2] the following estimates hold:

∥
∥vq − vq

∥
∥
α
. Λ

1

2ϱ
1+ γ

2
q ℓαq (8.17)

∥
∥vq

∥
∥

1+α
. δ

1

2
qλ

1+α
q (8.18)

∥
∥vq

∥
∥
θ+ε

≤ M

(

1+
q+1

∑
i=0

δ
1

2

i λ
θ+ε
i

)

(8.19)

∥
∥
∥R̊q

∥
∥
∥

0
. Λϱ1+γ

q ℓ−2α
q (8.20)

7

8
ρq ≤ ρq ≤

9

8
ρq (8.21)

∣
∣∂tρq

∣
∣. ρqδ

1

2
qλq (8.22)

∥
∥ρq −ρq

∥
∥

0
=

1

3

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

(∣
∣vq

∣
∣2 −

∣
∣vq

∣
∣2
)
dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

. Λϱ1+γ
q λ−αq ℓαq. (8.23)

Moreover, on [tn, tn] the following additional estimates hold for t∈ Ii−1 ∪ Ji ∪ Ii:

∥
∥vq

∥
∥

N+1+α
. δ

1

2
qλ

1+α
q ℓ−N

q,i (8.24)
∥
∥
∥R̊q

∥
∥
∥

N+α
. Λϱ1+γ

q ℓ−N
q,i ℓ

−2α
q λ−αq (8.25)

∥
∥
∥(∂t + vq ·∇)R̊q

∥
∥
∥

N+α
. Λϱ1+γ

q τ−1
q ℓ−N

q,i ℓ
−2α
q λ−αq . (8.26)

Regarding the support of the Reynolds stress, we have that

R̊q(·, t)≡ 0 ∀t∈
n⋃

i=n

Ji. (8.27)

In terms of energy, we have that

∫

T3

(∣
∣vq

∣
∣2(x, t)+ trRq(x, t)

)
dx =

∫

T3

(∣
∣vq

∣
∣2(x, t)+ trRq(x, t)

)
dx, (8.28)

and the function

Tg –

∫

T3

t∫

0

(∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 vq

∣
∣
∣

2

−
∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 vq

∣
∣
∣

2)

dsdx,

satisfies

|∂tTg|. Λ
1

2δ
1

2

q+1λ
θ+ε
q+1, (8.29)

and therefore

|Tg(t)|. tΛϱ1+γ
q ζ

1

2
qℓ

−N
q,i ℓ

−6α
q ≤ TΛϱ1+γ

q ζ
1

2
qℓ

−N
q,i ℓ

−6α
q .

Finally, if 2α< βγ, then
∥
∥vq − vq

∥
∥
α
. δ

1

2

q+1ℓ
(2

b
+1

2
)α

q . (8.30)

The proof closely follows the gluing procedure of [13, Section 6], which in turn draws heavily from [4, Sections

3-4]. Recall that the solution is left unchanged outside [T1,T2] and the gluing only happens in that interval.

More precisely, recalling the decomposition (8.4):

• The gluing procedure is carried out in the interval

Jn ∪ . . .∪ Jn =

(

tn − 1

3
τq, tn +

1

3
τq

)

; (8.31)
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• The subsolution is left unchanged in Jn−1 ∪ Jn+1;

• The intervals In−1 and In are used as cutoff regions between the glued and unglued subsolutions.

Recall also that, since the trace ρq =
1/3 trRq has different lower and upper bounds on [T1,T2] (respectively of

order δq+2 and δq+1), mollification with different parameters ℓq,i depending on ρq(ti) on intervals of size τq

around the points ti is necessary.

We will also make use of the following estimates.

Lemma 8.1 (Material derivative estimates for subsolutions and potentials). Let (v, p,R), (v′, p′,R′) be two

solutions of (3.1), and let z – (−Δ)−1 curl v,z′ – (−Δ)−1 curlv. Then the following estimates hold for every

N∈N,α∈(0,1):
∥
∥
∥(∂t + v ·∇+(−Δ)θ)(v− v′)

∥
∥
∥

N+α
.
∥
∥v− v′

∥
∥

N+α
(‖v‖α+

∥
∥v′
∥
∥
α
)

+
∥
∥v− v′

∥
∥
α
(‖v‖N+α+

∥
∥v′
∥
∥

N+α
)+
∥
∥R−R′∥∥

N+1+α
(8.32)

∥
∥
∥(∂t + v ·∇+(−Δ)θ)(z′− z)

∥
∥
∥

N+α
.
∥
∥z′− z

∥
∥

N+α
‖v‖1+α+

∥
∥z′− z

∥
∥
α
‖v‖N+1+α

+
∥
∥R′−R

∥
∥

N+α
. (8.33)

The proof of (8.32) can be found in the proof of [20, Proposition 5.3], whereas that of (8.33) can be found within

the proof of [20, Proposition 5.4]. Note that, since the proofs require the Schauder estimates of Lemma 2.5,

this result does not hold for α= 0.

Proof. (Proposition 8.1)

Step 1: Mollification

Let φ be a standard mollification kernel in space and define

vℓq,i – vq ∗φℓq,i

pℓq,i – pq ∗φℓq,i +
1

3
(|vq|2 ∗φℓ−|vℓq,i|2)

R̊ℓq,i – R̊q ∗φℓq,i +(vq ⊗̊ vq)∗φℓq,i − vℓq,i ⊗̊ vℓq,i .

With this definition, (3.1) holds for the triple (vℓq,i , pℓq,i .Rℓq,i). Using the estimates (8.12) and (8.13), together

with (2.5), we deduce that

∥
∥vℓq,i − vq

∥
∥
α
. δ

1

2
qλ

1+α
q ℓq,i = Λ

1

2ϱ
1+ γ

2

q,i ℓ
α
q (8.34)

∥
∥vℓq,i

∥
∥

N+1+α
. δ

1

2
qλ

1+α
q ℓ−N

q,i (8.35)
∥
∥vℓq,i

∥
∥
θ+ε

. Λ
1

2 (8.36)
∥
∥R̊ℓq,i

∥
∥

N+α
. Λϱ1+γ

q ℓ−N−α
q,i +δqλ

2+2α
q ℓ2−N−α

q,i (8.37)

. Λϱ1+γ
q ℓ−N−α

q,i +Λϱ
1+γ
q,i ℓ−N

q,i ℓ
α
q

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

∣
∣vq

∣
∣2 −

∣
∣vℓq,i

∣
∣2dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

. δqλ
2+2α
q ℓ2

q,i = Λϱ
1+γ
q,i ℓ2α

q . (8.38)

To obtain (8.38), we also use the trivial identity
∫

f ∗φℓ =
∫

f for f = |vq|2.

Step 2: Gluing procedure

Let {Ii}n≤i≤n be the sequence of intervals corresponding to [T1,T2] according to Definition 8.1 above. We now

fix a partition of unity on [0,T ]
n+1

∑
i=n−1

χi ≡ 1
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subordinate to the decomposition (8.4), i.e. [0,T ] = Jn−1 ∪ In−1 ∪ [Jn ∪ . . .∪ Jn]∪ In ∪ Jn+1. More precisely, for

each n−1 ≤ i ≤ n+1, the function χi ≥ 0 satisfies

suppχi ⊂ Ii−1 ∪ Ji ∪ Ii, χi

∣
∣
∣
Ji

≡ 1
∣
∣∂ N

t χi

∣
∣. τ−N

q ∀N ≥ 0.

We define

vq –

n+1

∑
i=n−1

χivi, p
(1)
q –

n+1

∑
i=n−1

χi pi, (8.39)

where (vi, pi) is defined as follows. For n ≤ i ≤ n we define (vi, pi) as the solution of







∂tvi +div(vi ⊗ vi)+∇pi +(−Δ)θvi = 0

divvi = 0

vi(·, ti) = vℓq,i(·, ti)
, (8.40)

and set (vi, pi) = (vq, pq) for i = n−1 and i = n+1. Thus, we note first of all that divvq = 0, and moreover

(vq, p
(1)
q ) = (vq, pq), t∈ [0,T ]r [T1,T2].

Next, we define Rq. We have that χi +χi+1 = 1 for t∈Ji ∪ Ii ∪ Ji+1, and therefore

∂tvq +div(vq ⊗ vq)+∇p
(1)
q +(−Δ)θvq = ∂tχi · (vi − vi+1)

−χi · (1−χi)div((vi − vi+1)⊗ (vi − vi+1))

−div(χiRi +(1−χi)Ri+1)

for all n−1 ≤ i ≤ n, where we wrote Ri = 0 for n ≤ i ≤ n and Ri = Rq otherwise. Thus, recalling the operator

R from Definition 2.1, set

R̊
(1)

q –







−∂tχiR(vi − vi+1)
+χi · (1−χi)(vi − vi+1) ⊗̊ (vi − vi+1)

t∈ Ii

0 t∈Ji ∪ Ji+1

R̊
(2)

q –

n+1

∑
i=n−1

χiR̊i = (χn−1 +χn+1)R̊q,

(8.41)

and

p
(2)
q –

n+1

∑
i=n−1

χi · (1−χi)



|vi − vi+1|2 −−
∫

T3

|vi − vi+1|2dx



. (8.42)

Finally, we define

Rq = R̊
(1)

q + R̊
(2)

q +ρq Id, pq – p
(1)
q + p

(2)
q , (8.43)

where

ρq – ρq +
1

3
−
∫

T3

(∣
∣vq

∣
∣2 −

∣
∣vq

∣
∣2
)
dx. (8.44)

Define also

Tg(t) –

1

3
−
∫

T3

(∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 vq

∣
∣
∣

2

−
∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 vq

∣
∣
∣

2)

dx.

By construction, we have that

∂tvq +div(vq ⊗ vq)+∇pq =−divRq,

and (8.16) and (8.28) hold. Moreover

R̊q = 0 ∀t∈
n⋃

i=n

Ji.
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Step 3: Stability estimates on classical solutions

Throughout this step and the next, we will assume estimate (8.21), which will be proved in Step 5 below. This

estimate will allow us to replace ρq with ρq and viceversa whenever we need to do so in our estimates, since the

two are of the same order.

Let us consider for the moment n ≤ i ≤ n. We recall the classical existence result for solutions of (8.40) found

in [20, Proposition 3.5], by which (vi, pi) in (8.39) above is defined at least on an interval of length ∼ ‖vℓq,i‖−1
1+α.

By (8.35) and (4.11), we have that

∥
∥vℓq,i

∥
∥

1+α
. δ

1

2
qλ

1+α
q = τ−1

q ℓ4α
q λ

α
q ≤ τ−1

q .

Therefore, provided a ≫ 1 is sufficiently large, vi is defined on Ii−1 ∪ Ji ∪ Ii, so that vq in (8.39) is well-defined.

Next, we deduce from (8.15) that |∂t logρq| ≤ δ
1/2
q λq = τ−1

q ℓ4α
q , so that, by assuming a ≫ 1 is sufficiently large,

we may ensure that

ρq(t1)≤ 4ρq(t2) ∀t1, t2∈ Ii−1 ∪ Ji ∪ Ii, (8.45)

for any i. In particular ρq ∼ ρq,i and ϱq ∼ ϱq,i in Ii−1 ∪ Ji ∪ Ii. We apply Lemma 8.1 to (vℓq,i , pℓq,i ,Rℓq,i) and

(vi, pi,0), which, using (8.34), (8.35), (8.37), and (8.45), immediately yields

∥
∥
∥(∂t + vℓq,i ·∇+(−Δ)θ)(vi − vℓq,i)

∥
∥
∥

N+α
≤
∥
∥vi − vℓq,i

∥
∥

N+α
(‖vi‖1+α+

∥
∥vℓq,i

∥
∥

1+α
)

+
∥
∥vi − vℓq,i

∥
∥
α
(‖vi‖N+1+α+

∥
∥vℓq,i

∥
∥

N+1+α
)

+
∥
∥R̊ℓq,i

∥
∥

N+1+α

. δ
1

2
qλ

1+α
q ℓ−N

q,i

∥
∥vi − vℓq,i

∥
∥
α
+δ

1

2
qλ

1+α
q

∥
∥vi − vℓq,i

∥
∥

N+α

+Λϱ
1+γ
q,i ℓ−1−N−α

q,i . (8.46)

Combining this with Proposition 2.2, working first for the case N = 0, then for N = 1, and finally for the general

case, yields

∥
∥vi − vℓq,i

∥
∥

N+α
.

t∫

ti

τ−1
q

∥
∥vi − vℓq,i

∥
∥

N+α
ds+Λτqϱ

1+γ
q,i ℓ−N−1−α

q,i .

The Grönwall inequality then implies that

∥
∥vi − vℓq,i

∥
∥

N+α
. Λτqϱ

1+γ
q,i ℓ−N−1−α

q,i . Λ
1

2ϱ
1+ γ

2

q,i ℓ
−N
q,i ℓ

α
q. (8.47)

The case N = 0 of (8.47), together with (8.34), leads to

∥
∥vq − vq

∥
∥
α
≤

i+1

∑
j=i−1

(
∥
∥v j − vℓq, j

∥
∥
α
+
∥
∥vℓq, j − vq

∥
∥
α
). Λ

1

2ϱ
1+ γ

2

q,i ℓ
α
q. (8.48)

By (8.21), this is equivalent to (8.17).

The case N = 1 of (8.47) leads to

∥
∥vi − vℓq,i

∥
∥

1+α
. Λ

1

2ϱ
1+ γ

2

q,i ℓ
−1
q,i ℓ

α
q = Λ

1

2ζ
1

2
qλ

1+α
q ℓ−αq ℓαq = δ

1

2
qλ

1+α
q .

Combining the above estimate with (8.13) outside the gluing region and in In−1 ∪ In, and with (8.35) in

Jn ∪ In ∪ . . .∪ In−1 ∪ Jn, we deduce that (8.18) is verified. More generally, as we did above for N = 0, we deduce

from (8.35) and (8.47) that

∥
∥vq

∥
∥

1+N+α
≤

i+1

∑
j=i−1

χ j

(∥
∥v j − vℓq, j

∥
∥

1+N+α
+
∥
∥vℓq, j

∥
∥

1+N+α

)

. δ
1

2
qλ

1+α
q ℓ−N

q,i ∀t∈suppχi.

We have used the fact that ℓq,i ∼ ℓq,i+1 ∼ ℓq,i−1. The above inequality coincides with (8.24).
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We also remark the following simple interpolation of the N = 0 and N = 1 cases of (8.47), which will be used

in Step 5 below.

∥
∥vi − vℓq,i

∥
∥
θ+ε

.
∥
∥vi − vℓq,i

∥
∥1−θ−ε
α

∥
∥vi − vℓq,i

∥
∥θ+ε

1+α
. Λτqϱ

1+γ
q,i ℓ−θ−ε−1−α

q,i . (8.49)

Further in the proof, we will need estimates for ‖vi − vi+1‖N+α and ‖(∂t + vℓq,i ·∇)(vi − vi+1)‖N+α. Concerning

the former, by applying the triangle inequality, we see that

‖vi − vi+1‖N+α ≤
∥
∥vi − vℓq,i

∥
∥

N+α
+
∥
∥vℓq,i − vℓq,i+1

∥
∥

N+α
+
∥
∥vℓq,i+1

− vi+1

∥
∥

N+α
.

The first and third term are estimated by (8.47). The second one is readily shown to satisfy the same estimate,

so that

‖vi − vi+1‖N+α . Λ
1

2ϱ
1+ γ

2

q,i ℓ
−N
q,i ℓ

α
q. (8.50)

As for the material derivative, we note that

∥
∥(∂t + vℓq,i ·∇)(vi − vi+1)

∥
∥

N+α
≤
∥
∥(∂t + vℓq,i ·∇)(vi − vℓq,i)

∥
∥

N+α

+
∥
∥(∂t + vℓq,i ·∇)(vℓq,i − vℓq,i+1

)
∥
∥

N+α

+
∥
∥(vℓq,i − vℓq,i+1

) ·∇(vℓq,i+1
− vi+1)

∥
∥

N+α

+
∥
∥(∂t + vℓq,i+1

·∇)(vℓq,i+1
− vi+1)

∥
∥

N+α

— I + II+ III+ IV.

We start by estimating I. Inserting (8.47) into (8.46) gives us

∥
∥
∥(∂t + vℓq,i ·∇+(−Δ)θ)(vi − vℓq,i)

∥
∥
∥

N+α
. Λϱ

1+γ
q,i ℓ−1−N−α

q,i . (8.51)

Using (8.8), we can easily conclude, by interpolating in (8.47), that

∥
∥
∥(−Δ)θ(vi − vℓq,i)

∥
∥
∥

N+α
.
∥
∥vi − vℓq,i

∥
∥

N+α+2θ+ε
.
∥
∥vi − vℓq,i

∥
∥1−2θ−ε

N+α

∥
∥vi − vℓq,i

∥
∥2θ+ε

N+α+1

. Λτqℓ
−2θ−ε
q,i ϱ

1+γ
q,i ℓ−N−1−α

q,i . Λϱ
1+γ
q,i ℓ−1−N−α

q,i ,

so that

I ≤
∥
∥
∥(∂t + vℓq,i ·∇+(−Δ)θ)(vi − vℓq,i)

∥
∥
∥

N+α
+
∥
∥
∥(−Δ)θ(vi − vℓq,i)

∥
∥
∥

N+α
. Λϱ

1+γ
q,i ℓ−1−N−α

q,i .

The term IV is handled similarly. Since vℓq,i − vℓq,i+1
obeys the bound (8.50), using Lemma 8.1 we conclude

that II also obeys the above bound. We now consider III, which can be estimated as follows:

III =
∥
∥(vℓq,i − vℓq,i+1

) ·∇(vi+1 − vℓq,i+1
)
∥
∥

N+α
. Λ

1

2ϱ
1+ γ

2

q,i ℓ
α
q,i ·Λ

1

2ϱ
1+ γ

2

q,i ℓ
α
q,i · ℓ−N−1

q,i = Λϱ
1+γ
q,i ℓ2α−N−1

q,i ,

in particular satisfying the bound (8.51). We thus conclude that

∥
∥(∂t + vℓq,i ·∇)(vi − vi+1)

∥
∥

N+α
. Λϱ

1+γ
q,i ℓ−1−N−α

q,i = Λ
1

2ϱ
1+ γ

2

q,i τ
−1
q ℓ3α

q λ
α
qℓ

−N−α
q,i . (8.52)

Step 4: Estimates on the new Reynolds stress

As is done in [4, Section 3.3], we define the vector potentials

zi – (−Δ)−1 curl vi zℓq,i – (−Δ)−1 curl vℓq,i, zq – (−Δ)−1 curl vq

and, by a combination of Lemma 8.1, Proposition 2.2, and the Grönwall inequality similar to the one used to

obtain (8.47) in Step 3 above, obtain that

∥
∥zi − zℓq,i

∥
∥

N+α
. Λτqϱ

1+γ
q,i ℓ−N

q,i ℓ
−α
q . (8.53)
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Combining this with Lemma 8.1 yields

∥
∥
∥(∂t + vℓq,i ·∇+(−Δ)θ)(zi − zℓq,i)

∥
∥
∥

N+α
. Λϱ

1+γ
q,i ℓ−N

q,i ℓ
−α
q . (8.54)

By (8.8) and the Schauder estimates of Lemma 2.5, we deduce that

∥
∥
∥(−Δ)θ(zi − zℓq,i)

∥
∥
∥

N+α
.
∥
∥zi − zℓq,i

∥
∥

N+α+2θ+ε
.
∥
∥vi − vℓq,i

∥
∥

N+α−1+2θ+ε

. Λτqϱ
1+γ
q,i ℓ−N−2θ−ε

q,i ℓ−αq . Λϱ
1+γ
q,i ℓ−N

q,i ℓ
−α
q . (8.55)

By the triangle inequality, (8.55), and (8.54), we thus conclude that

∥
∥(∂t + vℓq,i ·∇)(zi − zℓq,i)

∥
∥

N+α
. Λϱ

1+γ
q,i ℓ−N

q,i ℓ
−α
q . (8.56)

Both (8.53) and (8.56) are valid in Ii−1 ∪ Ji ∪ Ii for any n ≤ i ≤ n.

The sequel of this proof will require estimates on zi − zi+1, which means we must now bound zℓq,i − zℓq,i+1
. We

note that zℓq,i = zq ∗φℓq,i and zℓq,i+1
= zq ∗φℓq,i+1

, so that, using (2.5) and Schauder estimates (Lemma 2.5), we

get
∥
∥zℓq,i − zℓq,i+1

∥
∥

N+α
.
∥
∥zq

∥
∥

2+α
(ℓ2−N

q,i + ℓ2−N
q,i+1). Λτqϱ

1+γ
q,i ℓ−2α

q λ−αq ℓ−N
q,i . (8.57)

The final estimate for zi − zi+1 is thus

‖zi − zi+1‖N+α ≤
∥
∥zi − zℓq,i

∥
∥

N+α
+
∥
∥zℓq,i − zℓq,i+1

∥
∥

N+α
+
∥
∥zℓq,i+1

− zi+1

∥
∥

N+α
. Λϱ

1+γ
q,i τqℓ

−N
q,i ℓ

−2α
q λ−αq , (8.58)

slightly coarser than (8.53) above. As for the material derivatives, we must estimate

∥
∥(∂t + vℓq,i ·∇)(zi − zi+1)

∥
∥

N+α
≤
∥
∥(∂t + vℓq,i ·∇)(zi − zℓq,i)

∥
∥

N+α

+
∥
∥(∂t + vℓq,i ·∇)(zℓq,i − zℓq,i+1

)
∥
∥

N+α

+
∥
∥(vℓq,i − vℓq,i+1

) ·∇(zℓq,i+1
− zi+1)

∥
∥

N+α

+
∥
∥(∂t + vℓq,i+1

·∇)(zℓq,i+1
− zi+1)

∥
∥

N+α

— I + II+ III+ IV.

The terms I and IV are estimated by (8.56). To estimate II, we apply Lemma 8.1 to (vℓq,i , pℓq,i ,Rℓq,i) and

(vℓq,i+1
, pℓq,i+1

,Rℓq,i+1
) and use (8.35) and (8.57), obtaining that

∥
∥
∥(∂t + vℓq,i ·∇+(−Δ)θ)(zℓq,i − zℓq,i+1

)
∥
∥
∥

N+α
. ρ

1+γ
q,i ℓ−N−α

q,i (ℓαq,iℓ
2α
q +1).

We then note that, by interpolation

∥
∥
∥(−Δ)θ(zℓq,i − zℓq,i+1

)
∥
∥
∥

N+α
. Λτqϱ

1+γ
q,i ℓ−N−2θ−ε

q,i ℓ−2α
q λ−αq . Λϱ

1+γ
q,i ℓ−N

q,i ℓ
−2α
q λ−αq .

The above two bounds combine to yield

II . Λϱ
1+γ
q,i ℓ−N

q,i ℓ
−2α
q λ−αq . (8.59)

Coming to III, we estimate it by combining (8.53) with (8.50):

∥
∥(vℓq,i − vℓq,i+1

) ·∇(zi+1 − zℓq,i+1
)
∥
∥

N+α
. Λ

1

2ϱ
1+ γ

2

q,i ℓ
α
q,i ·Λτqϱ

1+γ
q,i ℓ−αq · ℓ−N−1

q,i

≤ Λϱ
1+γ
q,i ℓα−N

q,i . (8.60)

Combining (8.56), (8.59), and (8.60), we thus obtain that

∥
∥(∂t + vℓq,i ·∇)(zi − zI+1)

∥
∥

N+α
. Λϱ

1+γ
q,i ℓ−N

q,i ℓ
−2α
q λ−αq . (8.61)
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Recalling the expression for R̊q in (8.43), using (8.45), (8.58), and (8.50), we obtain, as in the proof of [4,

Proposition 4.3], that

∥
∥
∥R̊q

∥
∥
∥

N+α
. τ−1

q ‖zi − zi+1‖N+α+‖vi − vi+1‖N+α‖vi − vi+1‖α

. Λϱ
1+γ
q,i ℓ−N

q,i ℓ
−2α
q λ−αq +Λ

1

2ϱ
1+ γ

2

q,i ℓ
−N+α
q,i ·Λ1

2ϱ
1+ γ

2

q,i ℓ
α
q,i

. Λϱ
1+γ
q,i ℓ−N

q,i ℓ
−α
q (ℓ−αq λ−αq + ℓ3α

q,i).

This, together with (8.21), gives us (8.25).

As for (8.26), we note that

∥
∥
∥(∂t + vq ·∇)R̊q

∥
∥
∥

N+α
. τ−2

q ‖zi − zi+1‖N+α+ τ
−1
q

∥
∥(∂t + vℓq,i ·∇)(zi − zi+1)

∥
∥

N+α
+

+ τ−1
q

∥
∥vℓq,i

∥
∥

1+α
‖zi − zi+1‖N+α+ τ

−1
q

∥
∥vℓq,i

∥
∥

N+1+α
‖zi − zi+1‖α

+ τ−1
q ‖vi − vi+1‖N+α‖vi − vi+1‖α

+
∥
∥(∂t + vℓq,i ·∇)(vi − vi+1)

∥
∥

N+α
‖vi − vi+1‖α

+
∥
∥(∂t + vℓq,i ·∇)(vi − vi+1)

∥
∥
α
‖vi − vi+1‖N+α

+
∥
∥
∥(vℓq,i − vq) ·∇R̊q

∥
∥
∥

N+α
.

Combining the above bound on R̊q with (8.58), (8.61), (8.35), (8.50), (8.52), and the bound (8.48) applied to

vℓq,i − vq, we obtain that
∥
∥
∥(∂t + vq ·∇)R̊q

∥
∥
∥

N+α
. Λτ−1

q ϱ
1+γ
q,i ℓ−N

q,i ℓ
−2α
q λ−αq , (8.62)

which yields (8.26) once combined with (8.21).

Step 5: ρq, Tg, and (8.30)

Next, we estimate ρq, recalling its definition in (8.44). We wish to estimate ρq −ρq. We note that

∥
∥ρq −ρq

∥
∥

0
=

1

3

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

∣
∣vq

∣
∣2 −

∣
∣vq

∣
∣2dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

∣
∣vq

∣
∣2 −

∣
∣vℓq,i

∣
∣2dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

+

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

∣
∣vℓq,i

∣
∣2 −

∣
∣vq

∣
∣2dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

.

The second term above is already estimated by (8.38), so we proceed to estimate the first term.

As in [4, Proposition 4.4], one has that

∣
∣vq

∣
∣2 −

∣
∣vℓq,i

∣
∣2 = χi(|vi|2 −|vℓq,i |2)+ (1−χi)(|vi+1|2 −|vℓq,i+1

|2)
+ (1−χi)(|vℓq,i+1

|2 −|vℓq,i|2)−χi(1−χi)|vi − vi+1|2.

Therefore
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

∣
∣vq

∣
∣2 −

∣
∣vℓq,i

∣
∣2dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

|vi|2 −
∣
∣vℓq,i

∣
∣2dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

+

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

|vi+1|2 −
∣
∣vℓq,i+1

∣
∣2dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

+

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

∣
∣vℓq,i

∣
∣2 −

∣
∣vℓq,i+1

∣
∣2dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

+

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

|vi − vi+1|2dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

. (8.63)

We start by estimating the fourth term as follows by using (8.50):

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

|vi − vi+1|2dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ ‖vi − vi+1‖2
α . Λϱ

1+γ
q,i ℓ2α

q . (8.64)
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We then proceed to estimate the third term in (8.63) by using the triangle inequality, (8.38), and the fact

ϱq,i ∼ ϱq,i+1:

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

(∣
∣vℓq,i

∣
∣2 −

∣
∣vℓq,i+1

∣
∣2
)
dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

(∣
∣vℓq,i

∣
∣2 −

∣
∣vq

∣
∣2
)
dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

+

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

(∣
∣vq

∣
∣2 −

∣
∣vℓq,i+1

∣
∣2
)
dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

.

. Λϱ
1+γ
q,i ℓ2α

q . (8.65)

The first and second terms in (8.63) are estimated in similar ways, so we only estimate the former. To that end,

we proceed in a way similar to [20, Proposition 5.5]. We start by using the fact that (vi, pi,0) and (vℓq,i , pℓq,i , R̊ℓq,i)
are subsolutions, Theorem 2.1, (8.35) and (8.37), and (8.36) and (8.49), to obtain that

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

d

dt

∫

T3

|vi|2 −
∣
∣vℓq,i

∣
∣2dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ 2





∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

Dvℓq,i : R̊ℓq,idx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

+

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 vi

∣
∣
∣

2

−
∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 vℓq,i

∣
∣
∣

2

dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣





.
∥
∥vℓq,i

∥
∥

1+α

∥
∥R̊ℓq,i

∥
∥
α
+
∥
∥vi + vℓq,i

∥
∥
θ+ε

∥
∥vi − vℓq,i

∥
∥
θ+ε

. δ
1

2
qλ

1+α
q ·Λϱ1+γ

q,i ℓ−αq,i +Λ
1

2 ·Λϱ1+γ
q,i τqℓ

−θ−ε−1−α
q,i

= Λϱ
1+γ
q,i τ

−1
q ℓ2α

q (F1 +F2),

where we write

F1 – δ
1

2
qλ

1+α
q ℓ−αq,i τqℓ

−2α
q

F2 – Λ
1

2τ2
qℓ

−2α
q ℓ−1−θ

q,i ℓ−ε−αq,i .

It is easy to see that

F1 = ℓ4α
q λ

α
qℓ

−α
q,i ℓ

−2α
q . 1.

To prove that F2 is also bounded above by a constant, we note that

F2 = f (α,ε,γ)
Λ

1
2

δqλ
2
q

(ζ
1
2
qλq)

1+θ

ϱ
1+θ

2

q,i

,

where f (α,ε,γ)∼ 1 for α,γ,ε≪ 1. We then observe that (8.10), together with the fact that θ<
1

3
,b > 1, implies

that

Λ
1
2

δqλ
2
q

(ζ
1
2
qλq)

1+θ

ϱ
1+θ

2

q,i

≤ ϱ
−2

3

q,i (ζ
1

2
qλq)

−2

3 . ζ
−2

3

q+2λ
−2

3
(1−β)

q = λ
4

3
βb2−2

3
(1−β)

q = λ
−2

3
(1−β−2b2β)

q ≤ 1.

We have thus proved that

F2 . 1,

provided α,γ,ε≪ 1 are sufficiently small and a is sufficiently large. This means that

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

d

dt

∫

T3

|vi|2 −
∣
∣vℓq,i

∣
∣2dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

. Λϱ
1+γ
q,i τ

−1
q ℓ2α

q . (8.66)

Combining (8.63)-(8.66), we conclude that

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

∣
∣vq

∣
∣2 −

∣
∣vℓq,i

∣
∣2dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

. Λϱ
1+γ
q,i ℓ2α

q . (8.67)
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Estimates (8.67) and (8.38) imply ∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

∣
∣vq

∣
∣2 −

∣
∣vq

∣
∣2dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

. Λϱ
1+γ
q,i ℓ2α

q .

This proves in particular that ρq ∼ ρq and (8.21), as well as (8.23).

Similarly, using (3.1) for (vq, pq,Rq) and (vℓq,i , pℓq,i , R̊ℓq,i) first, and for (vq, pq,Rq) and (vℓq,i , pℓq,i ,Rℓq,i) afterwards,

we also deduce that
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

d

dt

∫

T3

∣
∣vℓq,i

∣
∣2 −

∣
∣vq

∣
∣2dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

. Λϱ
1+γ
q,i τ

−1
q ℓ2α

q (8.68)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

d

dt

∫

T3

∣
∣vq

∣
∣2 −

∣
∣vℓq,i

∣
∣2dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

. Λϱ
1+γ
q,i τ

−1
q ℓ2α

q . (8.69)

Combining (8.68) and (8.69), we get

∣
∣∂tρq −∂tρq

∣
∣. Λϱ

1+γ
q,i τ

−1
q ℓ2α

q . (8.70)

To prove (8.22) note that

Λϱ
1+γ
q,i τ

−1
q ℓ2α

q . ρqδ
1

2
qλq ·λ2α−2βγ

q+1 . ρqδ
1

2
qλq,

where we used the definitions of τq,ζq+1, (8.11), the relations ℓ−1
q ≤ λq+1 and Λϱq,i = ρq,i ∼ ρq, and the fact that

α < αb < βγ, which follows from (8.9) since b > 1. Therefore, since we showed above that ρq ∼ ρq, we have

(8.22).
It remains to estimate

∥
∥R̊q

∥
∥

0
on [T1,T2] in order to verify (8.20) for the Reynolds stress. We already obtained

(8.25) on Jn ∪ . . .∪ Jn (recall the decomposition (8.4)). Moreover, on Jn−1 ∪ Jn+1 the subsolution remains

unchanged, so there is nothing to prove. We are then left with the task of proving (8.20) on the cut-off regions

In−1 and In.

To do so, we need to estimate ‖vi − vq‖α and ‖zi − zq‖α. For the former, we combine estimates of vi − vℓq,i and

of vℓq,i − vq. For the latter, we only need to estimate ‖zℓq,i − zq‖α, since we already handled zi − zℓq,i above. One

has that, by (2.5), Lemma 2.5 (Schauder estimates), and (8.13)

∥
∥zℓq,i − zq

∥
∥
α
.
∥
∥zq

∥
∥

2+α
ℓ2

q,i .
∥
∥curlvq

∥
∥
α
ℓ2

q,i . δ
1

2
qλ

1+α
q ℓ2

q,i = Λτqϱ
1+γ
q,i ℓ−2α

q λ−αq ,

which gives us (8.20) as desired.

We then have to verify (8.19) and (8.29). To that end, we observe that

∥
∥vq

∥
∥
θ+ε

≤
∥
∥vq − vq

∥
∥
θ+ε

+
∥
∥vq

∥
∥
θ+ε

.

The second term is estimated by (8.14). As for the first one, we note that

∥
∥vq − vq

∥
∥
α
. Λ

1

2ϱ
1+ γ

2
q ℓαq . δ

1

2

q+1ζ
γ

2

q+1ℓ
α
q ≤ δ

1

2

q+1ℓ
α
q,

where the first step is due to (8.48). We can thus estimate ‖vq − vq‖θ+ε by interpolation:

∥
∥vq − vq

∥
∥
θ+ε

.
∥
∥vq − vq

∥
∥1−θ−ε
α

∥
∥vq − vq

∥
∥θ+ε

1+α
. (δ

1

2

q+1ℓ
α
q)

1−θ−ε ·
(

δ
1

2
qλ

1+α
q

)θ+ε

≤ δ
1

2

q+1λ
θ+ε
q+1 · ℓ

α(1−2θ−2ε)
q .

Lastly

|∂tTg|=

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 vq

∣
∣
∣

2

−
∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 vq

∣
∣
∣

2

dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

.
∥
∥vq + vq

∥
∥
θ+ε

∥
∥vq − vq

∥
∥
θ+ε

. Λ
1

2δ
1

2

q+1λ
θ+ε
q+1,
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thus proving (8.29).

We conclude the proof by obtaining (8.30). To that end, we first note that (8.21) and (8.11) combine to give us

ϱq . ζq+1. Combining this with (8.17), we conclude that

∥
∥vq − vq

∥
∥
α
. δ

1

2

q+1ζ
γ

2

q+1ℓ
α
q,

thus reducing (8.30) to

λ
−βγ
q+1ℓ

(1

2
−2

b
)α

q . 1.

Since ℓ−1
q ≤ λq+1, the above follows from

−βγ+ 2

b
α− 1

2
α< 0 ⇐⇒ α<

2bβγ

4−b
.

We recall that we wish to obtain (8.30) only under the assumption 2α < βγ. This means the above relation

follows from
2b

4−b
>

1

2
⇐⇒ 5b > 4,

which in turn follows from b > 1. The proof is thus complete. ✸

Remark 8.1 (Multi-gluing). Proposition 8.1 can easily be extended to a pairwise disjoint union of intervals

[T
(i)

1 ,T
(i)

2 ]⊂ [0,T ] with T
(i)

2 −T
(i)

1 ≥ 4τq and T
(i)

2 < T
(i+1)

1 .

9 Perturbation step

Proposition 9.1 (Main Perturbation Step). Let b,β,α,γ,(δq,λq,Λ,ζq, ℓq,τq) be as in Section 4 with

α< βγ. (9.1)

Let [T1,T2]⊂ [0,T ] and let ti, Ii,Ji be as in (8.1). Let (v, p,R) be a smooth strong subsolution on [T1,T2] satisfying

‖R‖1 . Λϱ1+γℓ−2α
q ℓ−1

q,i (9.2)

δq+2 . ρ. δq+1 (9.3)

‖v‖0 ≤CP (9.4)

on Ki – [(i− 1+
1

3
)τq,(i+

2

3
)τq] for n− 1 ≤ i ≤ n+ 1, where the ℓq,i are defined as in (8.6), and CP is a

geometric constant. Further, let ψ : [0,T ] → [0,1] be a cutoff function and Sψ∈C
∞(T3 × [T1,T2];S

3×3) be a

smooth matrix field with

Sψ(x, t) = σψ(t) Id+S̊ψ(x, t) = Λςψ(t) Id+S̊ψ(x, t), (9.5)

where S̊ψ = ψ2S̊ is traceless, σψ = ψ2σ, and (ς,ςψ) – Λ−1(σ,σψ). Suppose ψ satisfies

∣
∣ψ′∣∣. δ

1

2
qλq, (9.6)

and σ satisfies

0 ≤ σ(t)≤ 4δq+1 (9.7)

σ|Ki
. ρ(ti) (9.8)

|∂tσ|. σδ
1

2
qλq, (9.9)
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Moreover, assume that for any N ≥ 0, t∈ Ii−1 ∪ Ji ∪ Ii,n ≤ i ≤ n

∥
∥
∥S̊

∥
∥
∥

N+α
. Λς1+γℓ−N

q,i ℓ
−2α
q (9.10)

‖v‖N+1+α . δ
1

2
qλ

1+α
q ℓ−N

q,i (9.11)

‖v‖θ+ε ≤ M

(

1+
q+1

∑
i=0

Λ
1

2λ
θ+ε−β
i

)

(9.12)

∥
∥
∥(∂t + v ·∇)S̊

∥
∥
∥

N+α
. Λς1+γℓ−N

q,i ℓ
−6α
q δ

1

2
qλq, (9.13)

Finally, assume that

supp S̊ψ⊆T
3 ×

⋃

i

Ii. (9.14)

Then, provided a ≫ 1 is sufficiently large (depending on the implicit constants in (9.9), (9.10), (9.11), and (9.13)),

there exist smooth (ṽ, p̃)∈C
∞(T3 × [T1,T2];R

3 ×R) and a smooth matrix field E∈C
∞(T3 × [T1,T2];S

3×3) with

suppE⊂suppS such that, setting R̃1 – R−Sψ−E, the triple (ṽ, p̃, R̃) is a strong subsolution with

∫

T3

|ṽ|2 + tr R̃dx =

∫

R3

|v|2 + trRdx ∀t. (9.15)

Moreover, we have the estimates

‖ṽ− v‖H−1 ≤M

2
δ

1

2

q+1ℓ
−1
q,i λ

−1
q+1 (9.16)

‖ṽ− v‖0 ≤
M

2
δ

1

2

q+1 (9.17)

‖ṽ− v‖1+α ≤
M

2
δ

1

2

q+1λ
1+α
q+1 (9.18)

‖ṽ− v‖θ+ε ≤ Mδ
1

2

q+1λ
θ+ε
q+1, (9.19)

and the error E satisfies the estimates

‖E‖0 ≤ δq+2λ
−6α
q+1 (9.20)

|∂t trE| ≤ δq+2δ
1

2

q+1λ
1−6α
q+1 . (9.21)

Finally, setting

Tp(t) –

1

3

t∫

0

∫

T3

(∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 ṽ

∣
∣
∣

2

−
∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 v

∣
∣
∣

2)

dxds

=
1

3

t∫

0

∫

T3

(

(−Δ)θ2(ṽ+ v) · (−Δ)θ2(ṽ− v)
)

dxds,

we have that

|∂tTp|. Λλθ+ε−βq , (9.22)

for any ε> 0. Thus, Tp Id satisfies (9.21) for all t∈ [0,T ], and (9.20) only for small times.

The proof extends [13, Section 7], which is a localization of the argument carried out in [4, Section 5]. The

difference between [13] and [4] is that the latter absorbs the whole R with the perturbation flow, whereas the

former, as well as the proof below, aims to only absorb S.

Proof.
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Step 1: Squiggling Stripes and the Stress Tensors S̃i

As in [4, Lemma 5.3], we choose a family of smooth non-negative ηi = ηi(x, t) with the following properties:

ηi∈C
∞(T3 × [T1,T2]; [0,1]) (9.23)

suppηi ∩ suppη j =∅ ∀i 6= j (9.24)

T
3 × Ii⊂{(x.t) : ηi(x, t) = 1} (9.25)

suppηi⊆T
3 × (Ji ∪ Ii ∪ Ji+1) (9.26)

= T
3 ×
{(

ti − 1

3
τq, ti +

1

3
τq

)

∩ [0,T ]

}

∃c0 > 0 : ∑
i

∫

T3

η2
i (x, t)dx ≥ c0 ∀t∈ [0,T ] (9.27)

∥
∥∂ N

t ηi

∥
∥

m
≤C(N,m)τ−N

q N,m ≥ 0, (9.28)

where the c0 in (9.27) is a geometric constant. Define

σi(x, t) –

∣
∣T

3
∣
∣

η2
i (x, t)

∑
j

∫
η2

j(y, t)dy

σψ(t),

so that ∑i

∫
T3 σidx =

∫
T3 σψdx. Using the inverse flow Φi starting at time ti

{
(∂t + v ·∇)Φi = 0

Φi(x, ti) = x
,

set

Si – σi Id+η2
i S̊ψ

S̃i –

DΦiSiD
TΦi

σi

=DΦi








Id+

∑
j

∫
η2

j

|T3|σ
S̊







D

TΦi.

One can check from (9.27)-(9.28) and from (9.7) and (9.8) that

‖σi‖0 ≤ 4|T3|c−1
0 δq+1 (9.29)

‖σi‖N . ρi – ρ(ti). δq+1, (9.30)

and moreover, since by (9.14) supp S̊ψ⊆
{

∑i η
2
i = 1

}

1

3
tr∑

i

∫

T3

Sidx =
1

3
trSψ. ∑

i

S̊i = S̊ψ (9.31)

We next claim that for all (x, t)
S̃i(x, t)∈B1

2

(Id)⊂S
3×3
+ , (9.32)

where B1

2

(Id) is the ball of radius
1

2
centered at the identity Id in S

3×3. Indeed, by the classical estimates on

transport equations reported in Proposition 2.1

‖∇Φi − Id‖0 . τqδ
1

2
qλ

1+α
q = ℓ4α

q λ
α
q ≤ ℓ3α

q (9.33)
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for t∈Ji ∪ Ii ∪ Ji+1, since this is an interval of length |Ji ∪ Ii ∪ Ji+1| ∼ τq. Using (9.7), (9.10) and (4.13), we also

have that, for any N ≥ 0

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

η2
i S̊ψ

σi

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

N

.

∥
∥
∥
∥

S̊

σ

∥
∥
∥
∥

N

. ςγℓ−N
q,i ℓ

−2α
q . ζ

γ
q+1λ

2α
q+1ℓ

−N
q,i = λ

2α−2βγ
q+1 ℓ−N

q,i . (9.34)

Then, using the decomposition

S̃i − Id =DΦi

η2
i S̊ψ

σi

DΦT
i +DΦi(DΦ

T
i − Id)+DΦi − Id,

we deduce from (9.33)-(9.34) that

∣
∣S̃i − Id

∣
∣. (1+ ℓ3α

q )λ2α−2βγ
q+1 (1+ ℓ3α

q )+2ℓ3α
q ≤ 1

2
,

provided a ≫ 1 is sufficiently large, since we assumed α< βγ in (9.1). This verifies (9.32).

Step 2: The perturbation w.

Now we can define the perturbation term as

wo – ∑
i

√
σi (DΦi)

−1W (S̃i,λq+1Φi) = ∑
i

woi,

where W are the Mikado flows on the compact set B1

2

(Id) as defined in Lemma 2.2. Notice that the supports of

the woi are disjoint and, using the Fourier series representation of the Mikado flows

woi – ∑
k 6=0

(DΦi)
−1bi,kAkeiλq+1k·Φi , (9.35)

where we write

bi,k(x, t) –

√

σi(x, t) ak(S̃i(x, t)).

We define wc so that w – wo +wc is divergence-free:

wc –

i

λq+1
· ∑
i,k 6=0

D(bi,k)×
DΦT

i · (k×Ak)

|k|2
eiλq+1k·Φi = ∑

i,k 6=0

ci,k

λq+1
eiλq+1k·Φi ,

where we write

ci,k =D(bi,k)×
DΦT

i · (k×Ak)

|k|2
. (9.36)

Define then

w – wo +wc

ṽ – v+w

p̃ – p−∑
i

σi

E(x, t) – E̊
(1)(x, t)+E

(2),

where

E̊
(1)

– R(∂t ṽ+div(ṽ⊗ ṽ)+∇ p̃+(−Δ)θṽ+div(R−Sψ)), (9.37)

with R being the anti-divergence operator defined in Definition 2.1, and

E
(2)(t) –

Id

3

∫

T3

(
|ṽ|2 −|v|2 − trSψ

)
dx. (9.38)

Equations (9.15) and (3.1) follow by construction.
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Step 3: Estimates on the perturbation

The estimates on ṽ follow similarly to the ones for vq+1 in [4, Section 5-6]. Obtaining those requires estimates

on the coeffcients bi,k,ci,k, which in turn require estimates of S̃i and estimates of DΦi. The latter read as follows:

‖DΦi − Id‖N +
∥
∥(DΦi)

−1 − Id
∥
∥

N
. ℓ3α

q ℓ−N
q,i (9.39)

‖DΦi‖N +
∥
∥(DΦi)

−1
∥
∥

N
. ℓ

3α1N 6=0
q ℓ−N

q,i (9.40)

‖(∂t + v ·∇)DΦi‖N . δ
1

2
qλ

1+α
q ℓ

3α1N 6=0
q ℓ−N

q,i . (9.41)

To obtain these, we first observe thatΦi is a diffeomorphism, which implies bothDΦi and (DΦi)
−1 are bounded,

thus yielding the N = 0 case of (9.40). To obtain (9.39), we start by combining (9.33) with the N = 0 case of

(9.40), thus obtaining that

∥
∥(DΦi)

−1 − Id
∥
∥

0
≤
∥
∥(DΦi)

−1
∥
∥

0
‖Id−DΦi‖0 . ℓ3α

q .

This yields (9.39) for N = 0. For N ≥ 1, we note that

‖DΦi − Id‖N +
∥
∥(DΦi)

−1 − Id
∥
∥

N
. ‖DΦi − Id‖0 +

∥
∥(DΦi)

−1 − Id
∥
∥

0
+
∥
∥D

2Φi

∥
∥

N−1
+
∥
∥D(DΦi)

−1
∥
∥

N−1
.

The other cases of (9.39) follow by combining its N = 0 case with the N ≥ 1 cases of (9.40).

The estimates for ‖DΦi‖N for N ≥ 1 follow from Proposition 2.1. By combining (2.20) with Lemma 2.1, we

obtain that

‖(∂t + v ·∇)DΦi‖N . ‖DΦi‖N‖∇v‖0 +‖∇v‖N‖DΦi‖0.

Estimates (9.40) and (9.11) then yield (9.41).

To complete the proof of (9.40), we are left with estimating ‖(DΦi)
−1‖N . We note that DN(Φi ◦Φ−1

i ) = 0 for

N ≥ 1. We then use the Leibniz rule and the chain rule to write

D
2(Φi ◦Φ−1

i ) =D((DΦi ◦Φ−1
i )DΦ−1

i ) = (D2Φi ◦Φ−1
i )(DΦ−1

i )2 +(DΦi ◦Φ−1
i )D2Φ−1

i

D
3(Φi ◦Φ−1

i ) =D(D2(Φi ◦Φ−1
i ))

= (D3Φi ◦Φ−1
i )(DΦ−1

i )3 +3(D2Φi ◦Φ−1
i )(DΦ−1

i )(D2Φ−1
i )+ (DΦi ◦Φ−1

i )D3Φ−1
i

D
4(Φi ◦Φ−1

i ) =D(D3(Φi ◦Φ−1
i ))

= (D4Φi ◦Φ−1
i )(DΦ−1

i )4 +6(D3Φi ◦Φ−1
i )(DΦ−1

i )2
D

2Φ−1
i +3(D2Φi ◦Φ−1

i )(D2Φ−1
i )2

+4(D2Φi ◦Φ−1
i )(DΦ−1

i )(D3Φ−1
i )+ (DΦi ◦Φ−1

i )D4Φ−1
i .

From these, we can see that

∥
∥D

2Φ−1
i

∥
∥

0
≤
∥
∥DΦ−1

i

∥
∥

0

∥
∥D

2Φi

∥
∥

0

∥
∥DΦ−1

i

∥
∥

2

0
. ℓ3α

q ℓ−1
q,i

∥
∥D

3Φ−1
i

∥
∥

0
≤
∥
∥DΦ−1

i

∥
∥

0

(∥
∥D

3Φi

∥
∥

0

∥
∥DΦ−1

i

∥
∥

3

0
+3
∥
∥D

2Φi

∥
∥

0

∥
∥DΦ−1

i

∥
∥

0

∥
∥D

2Φ−1
i

∥
∥

0

)

. ℓ3α
q ℓ−2

q,i

∥
∥D

4Φ−1
i

∥
∥

0
≤
∥
∥DΦ−1

i

∥
∥

0

(∥
∥D

4Φi

∥
∥

0

∥
∥DΦ−1

i

∥
∥

4

0
+6
∥
∥D

3Φi

∥
∥

0

∥
∥DΦ−1

i

∥
∥

2

0

∥
∥D

2Φ−1
i

∥
∥

0

+ 3
∥
∥D

2Φi

∥
∥

0

∥
∥D

2Φ−1
i

∥
∥

2

0
+4
∥
∥D

2Φi

∥
∥

0

∥
∥DΦ−1

i

∥
∥

0

∥
∥D

3Φ−1
i

∥
∥

0

)

. ℓ3α
q ℓ−3

q,i .

These two examples show us that

D
M(Φi ◦Φ−1

i ) = (DΦi ◦Φ−1
i )DMΦ−1

i +other terms,

where the other terms are of the form (DkΦi ◦Φ−1
i )(DΦ−1

i )ℓ(DmΦ−1
i )n, where k−1+(m−1)n = M−1 and

m < M. If we assume (9.40) for N < M−1, we see that such terms are estimated as ℓ
−(k−1)
q,i ℓ

−(m−1)n
q,i = ℓ

−(1−M)
q,i ,

thus so is DMΦ−1
i =D(DM−1Φ−1

i ), which proves (9.40) for N = M−1. Thus, by induction, the estimate (9.40)

is proved.
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The following estimates then follow precisely as in [4, Propositions 5.7 and 5.9]:

∥
∥S̃i

∥
∥

N
. ℓ−N

q,i (9.42)

‖bi,k‖N
. ρ

1

2

i |k|−6ℓ−N
q,i (9.43)

‖ci,k‖N
. ρ

1

2

i |k|−6ℓ−N−1
q,i (9.44)

∥
∥Dt S̃i

∥
∥

N
. τ−1

q ℓ−N
q,i (9.45)

‖Dtbi,k‖N
. δ

1

2

q+1τ
−1
q ℓ−N

q,i |k|−6 (9.46)

‖Dtci,k‖N
. δ

1

2

q+1τ
−1
q ℓ−N−1

q,i |k|−6. (9.47)

To obtain (9.42), observe first that, by its definition, we have that

S̃i =DΦiD
TΦi +DΦi

∑
j

∫

T3

η2
jdx

|T3|σ
S̊DTΦi,

and therefore
∥
∥S̃i

∥
∥

N
. ‖DΦi‖N +‖DΦi‖N

∥
∥
∥
∥

S̊

σ

∥
∥
∥
∥

0

+

∥
∥
∥
∥

S̊

σ

∥
∥
∥
∥

N

,

where we used that ‖DΦi‖0 . 1. By (9.40), the first term above obeys (9.42). To estimate the remaining two

terms, we use (9.10) and (9.7) to obtain that

∥
∥
∥
∥

S̊

σ

∥
∥
∥
∥

N

.

∥
∥
∥S̊

∥
∥
∥

N+α

σ
. ςγℓ−N

q,i ℓ
−2α
q . ℓ−N

q,i λ
2α−2βγ
q+1 . (9.48)

Estimate (9.42) then follows from (9.40) and the assumption (9.1), i.e. that α< βγ. The proof of (9.45) follows

a similar strategy. First, we decompose Siσ
−1
i and its material derivative as

Si

σi

= Id+

∑
j

∫

T3

η2
jdx

|T3|
S̊

σ
— Id+ f (t)

S̊

σ

Dt
Si

σi

= f ′(t)
S̊

σ
+ f (t)

Dt S̊

σ
− f (t)

σ′

σ

S̊

σ
. (9.49)

We then decompose Dt S̃i as follows:

Dt S̃i = DtDΦi
Si

σi

D
TΦi +DΦiDt

Si

σi

D
TΦi +DΦi

Si

σi

DtD
TΦi — I + II+ III.

The terms I and III are estimated in similar ways, so we only estimate I. To that end, we note that, using (9.48)

and the fact that f . 1, we can obtain that

∥
∥
∥
∥

Si

σi

∥
∥
∥
∥

N

≤ 1+

∥
∥
∥
∥

S̊

σ

∥
∥
∥
∥

N

. ℓ−N
q,i .

Using this bound together with (9.40) and (9.41), we obtain that

‖I‖N . ‖DtDΦi‖N

∥
∥
∥
∥

Si

σi

∥
∥
∥
∥

0

‖DΦi‖0 +‖DtDΦi‖0

∥
∥
∥
∥

Si

σi

∥
∥
∥
∥

N

‖DΦi‖0 +‖DtDΦi‖0

∥
∥
∥
∥

Si

σi

∥
∥
∥
∥

0

‖DΦi‖N

. δ
1

2
qλ

1+α
q ℓ

3α1N 6=0
q ℓ−αq,i ℓ

3α1N 6=0
q ℓ−N

q,i .
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Combining the above with

δ
1

2
qλ

1+α
q = τ−1

q ℓ3α
q ≤ τ−1

q , (9.50)

we see that I satisfies (9.45).

Coming to II, we first note that

‖II‖N . ‖DΦi‖N

∥
∥
∥
∥

Dt
Si

σi

∥
∥
∥
∥

0

‖DΦi‖0 +‖DΦi‖2
0

∥
∥
∥
∥

Dt
Si

σi

∥
∥
∥
∥

N

. (9.51)

Therefore, to prove that II satisfies (9.45), we need to estimate Dt(σ
−1
i Si). Recalling (9.49), we note that

∥
∥
∥
∥

Dt
Si

σi

∥
∥
∥
∥

N

≤
∣
∣ f ′(t)

∣
∣

∥
∥
∥
∥

S̊

σ

∥
∥
∥
∥

N

+
f (t)

σ(t)

∥
∥
∥Dt S̊

∥
∥
∥

N
+

f (t)σ′

σ2

∥
∥
∥S̊

∥
∥
∥

N
— P1 +P2+P3. (9.52)

To estimate P1, we first note that, by (9.28)

f ′(t) =

∑
i

∫

T3

∂tηi(x, t)ηi(x, t)dx

|T3|
. τ−1

q .

Combining this with (9.48), we conclude that

‖P1‖N . τ−1
q ℓ−N

q,i . (9.53)

To bound P2 from above, we recall that f . 1, and apply (9.13) to conclude that

‖P2‖N . Λςγℓ−N
q,i ℓ

−6α
q δ

1

2
qλq.

We then note that

ςγℓ−6α
q δ

1

2
qλq . τ−1

q λ
2α−2βγ
q+1 , (9.54)

so that P2 also satisfies (9.53).

Coming, finally, to P3, we use (9.9), (9.48), and (9.50) to conclude that P3 also satisfies (9.53). Combining the

bounds on P1,P2,P3 we have just obtained, we conclude that Dt(σ
−1
i Si) also satisfies (9.53), i.e.

∥
∥
∥
∥

Dt
Si

σi

∥
∥
∥
∥

N

. τ−1
q ℓ−N

q,i .

Combining this estimate with (9.40), we conclude (9.45).

To prove (9.43) and (9.46), we first prove some estimates on
√
σi . Firstly, we note that, thanks to (9.27) and

(9.8)

‖√σi ‖N ≤ |T3|1
2

√

C0

√
σψ ‖ηi‖N ≤ |T3|1

2ψ

C
1
2

0

ρ
1

2

i . ρ
1

2

i . (9.55)

As for the material derivative, setting

h(t) – ∑
j

∫
η2

j(x, t)dx,

we have that

σi =
|T3|ψ2η2

i

h
σ.

We can thus write

Dt

√
σi =

1

2
σ
−1

2

i Dtσi =

√
h

2|T3|1
2ψ

√
σηi

(
2|T3|ψ2σ

h
ηiDtηi + |T3|∂t

(
ψ2σ

h

)

η2
i

)

=
|T3|1

2ψ
√
σ√

h
Dtηi +

|T3|1
2

√
σηi√

h
∂tψ+ |T3|1

2
1

2
√

hσ
∂tσψηi −|T3|1

2

√
σ

2h
3
2

∂thψηi

— I + II+ III+ IV.
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We then note that, by (9.28) and (9.11), we have that

‖Dtηi‖N ≤ ‖∂tηi‖N +‖v‖N‖ηi‖0 +‖v‖0‖ηi‖N . τ−1
q +δ

1

2
qλ

1+α
q ℓ−N

q,i . τ−1
q ℓ−N

q,i .

Combining this with (9.8), (9.27), and the fact ψ≤ 1, we easily see that

‖I‖N ≤ |T3|1
2ρ

1
2

i

c
1
2

0

‖Dtηi‖N . ρ
1

2

i τ
−1
q ℓ−N

q,i .

Coming to II, we estimate it by using (9.8), (9.27), (9.28), and (9.6):

‖II‖N ≤ |T3|1
2ρ

1
2

i δ
1
2
qλq

c
1
2

0

‖ηi‖N . δ
1

2
qλqρ

1

2

i ≤ ρ
1

2

i τ
−1
q .

As for III, we use (9.27), (9.9), (9.28), and the fact that ψ≤ 1:

‖III‖N ≤ |T3|1
2δ

1
2
qλqσ

1
2ςγ

2c
1
2

0

‖ηi‖N .
√
σδ

1

2
qλq . ρ

1

2

i τ
−1
q .

Finally, to estimate IV , we first note that

∥
∥h′
∥
∥

N
=

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∑

j

∫

T3

2η j∂tη jdy

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

N

.∑
j

∫

T3

2
(∥
∥η j

∥
∥

N

∥
∥∂tη j

∥
∥

0
+
∥
∥η j

∥
∥

0

∥
∥∂tη j

∥
∥

N

)
dy ≤ Kτ−1

q , (9.56)

where K > 0 is a constant. We used (9.28). The term IV is thus estimated by combining this bound with (9.27),

(9.8), (9.28), and the fact ψ≤ 1:

‖IV‖N ≤
K|T3|1

2ρ
1
2

i τ
−1
q

2c
3
2

0

‖ηi‖N . ρ
1

2

i τ
−1
q .

By combining the above bounds on I, II, III, IV , we conclude that

‖Dt

√
σi ‖N . δ

1

2

q+1τ
−1
q ℓ−N

q,i . (9.57)

To prove (9.43) and (9.46), we note that

‖bi,k‖N
. ‖√σi ‖N

∥
∥ak(S̃i)

∥
∥

0
+‖√σi ‖0

∥
∥ak(S̃i)

∥
∥

N

‖Dtbi,k‖. ‖Dt

√
σi ‖N

∥
∥ak(S̃i)

∥
∥

0
+‖Dt

√
σi ‖n

∥
∥ak(S̃i)

∥
∥

N
+‖√σi ‖N

∥
∥Dt [ak(S̃i)]

∥
∥

0
+‖√σi ‖0

∥
∥Dt [ak(S̃i)]

∥
∥

N
.

The bounds (9.43) and (9.46) then readily follow by combining (9.55), (9.57), and the following applications of

(2.4):

∥
∥ak(S̃i)

∥
∥

N
. ‖Dak‖0

∥
∥DS̃i

∥
∥

N−1
+‖Dak‖N−1

∥
∥DS̃i

∥
∥N

0
. ‖ak‖N(

∥
∥S̃i

∥
∥

N
+
∥
∥S̃i

∥
∥N

1
),

∥
∥Dt(ak(S̃i))

∥
∥

N
≤
∥
∥(D2ak)(S̃i)

∥
∥

N

∥
∥Dt S̃i

∥
∥

0
+
∥
∥(D2ak)(S̃i)

∥
∥

0

∥
∥Dt S̃i

∥
∥

N

. (‖ak‖N+1

∥
∥S̃i

∥
∥N

1
+‖ak‖2

∥
∥S̃i

∥
∥

N
)
∥
∥Dt S̃i

∥
∥

0
+‖ak‖1

∥
∥Dt S̃i

∥
∥

N
,

where (D2ak)i j = ∂Si j
ak being the matrix of the first derivatives of ak w.r.t. the components of its argument.

To prove (9.44), we note that, by Leibniz rule

‖ci,k‖N
.

N

∑
i=0

‖bi,k‖i+1

∥
∥D

TΦi

∥
∥

N−i
,
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from which (9.44) follows by (9.43) and (9.40). Coming finally to (9.47), we start by noting that

Dt∇(bi,k) = ∇Dt(bi,k)+ [v ·∇,∇](bi,k).

This means that

‖Dtci,k‖N
.

N

∑
i=0

(
‖∇Dt(bi,k)‖i

+‖[v ·∇,∇](bi,k)‖i

)∥
∥D

TΦi

∥
∥

N−i
+

N

∑
i=0

‖Dbi,k‖i

∥
∥DtD

TΦi

∥
∥

N−i
.

Since, by the estimates (9.41), (9.40), (9.43), (9.46), and (9.11) on the factors here involved, we see that this

scales like ℓ−N
q,i , we will only need to prove the case N = 0. In that case, we obtain that

‖Dtci,k‖0
. ‖Dt(bi,k)‖1

‖DΦi‖0 +‖[v ·∇,∇](bi,k)‖0
‖DΦi‖0 +‖bi,k‖1

‖DtDΦi‖0 — I+ II+ III.

By (9.46) and (9.40), we see that

I . δ
1

2

q+1τ
−1
q ℓ−1

q,i |k|−6.

By (9.43), (9.41), and (9.50), we estimate III as

III . ρ
1

2

i |k|−6ℓ−1
q,i ·δ

1

2
qλ

1+α
q . δ

1

2

q+1τ
−1
q ℓ−1

q,i |k|−6.

We are then left with proving that II also satisfies this bound. To this end, we rewrite the commutator as

[v ·∇,∇](bi,k) = ∑
jℓ

(v j∂ j(∂ℓbi,k)−∂ℓ(v j∂ jbi,k))eℓ =−∑
jℓ

∂ℓv j∂ jbi,keℓ = ∇v∇bi,k.

It then follows from (9.40), (9.43), and (9.50) that II satisfies the same bound as I and III, thus proving (9.47).

In turn, the estimates on ṽ in (9.17)-(9.18) follow from the ones just given precisely as in [4, Corollary 5.8, pp.

23-24]. Indeed, once we note that

∥
∥
∥∇(eiλq+1k·Φi)

∥
∥
∥

0
≤ λq+1|k|‖DΦi‖0 ≤ 2λq+1|k|, (9.58)

we can deduce from the estimates above that

‖wo,i‖N . ∑
i,k

∥
∥DΦ−1

i

∥
∥

N
‖bi,k‖0

∥
∥
∥eiλq+1k·Φi

∥
∥
∥

0
+∑

i,k

∥
∥DΦ−1

i

∥
∥

0
‖bi,k‖N

∥
∥
∥eiλq+1k·Φi

∥
∥
∥

0

+∑
i,k

∥
∥DΦ−1

i

∥
∥

0
‖bi,k‖0

∥
∥
∥eiλq+1k·Φi

∥
∥
∥

N
. δ

1

2

q+1λ
N
q+1.

The wo,i have pairwise disjoint supports, so the sum over i always consists of a single term, which yields that

the desired estimates hold for wo. The estimates on ci,kλ
−1
q+1 are always better than those on bi,k, meaning that

any estimate that holds for wo holds for wc as well. Thus, (9.17) follows directly, and (9.18) and (9.19) follow

by interpolation.

Coming to (9.16), the fact that wc satisfies this bound can be easily deduced from (9.44), which tells us that

λ−1
q+1‖ci,k‖0 . δ

1

2

q+1|k|−6ℓ−1
q,i λ

−1
q+1. To estimate wo, we use a procedure similar to the one employed in Section 7

to prove (7.3), replacing (7.10) with (9.43).

Step 4: Estimates on the new Reynolds term E̊
(1).

The aim of this section is to prove E̊
(1) satisfies (9.20), namely

∥
∥
∥E̊

(1)
∥
∥
∥

0
≤ δq+2λ

−6α
q+1.
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Drawing from [4], we decompose E̊
(1) as

E̊
(1) =R

(

∂tw+div(v⊗w+w⊗ v+w⊗w)−∑
i

∇σi +(−Δ)θw−divSψ

)

=R

(

∂tw+w ·∇v+ v ·∇w+div(w⊗w)−∑
i

∇σi +(−Δ)θw−divSψ

)

= R(w ·∇v)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Nash error—EN

+R((∂t + v ·∇)w)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Transport error—ET

+R

[

div(w⊗w− S̊ψ)−∑
i

∇σi

]

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Oscillation error—EO

+R((−Δ)θw)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Dissipation error—ED

.

We then note that, since the wo,i have disjoint supports and wo = ∑i wo,i, by (9.31), we have that

div(w⊗w− S̊ψ)−∑
i

∇σi = div(wo⊗wc+wc⊗wo+wc⊗wc)+∑
i

[

div

(

wo,i ⊗wo,i −η2
i S̊ψ− 1

3
trSi

)]

. (9.59)

We now rewrite the first three terms using the definition of w, (9.59) (to rewriteEO), and the fact that Dt e
iλq+1k·Φi =

0 (to rewrite ET ):

EN = ∑
i,k

R((DΦ−1
i bi,kAk +λ

−1
q+1ci,k) ·∇veiλq+1k·Φi)

ET = ∑
i,k

R((DtDΦ
−1
i bi,kAk +DΦ−1

i Dtbi,kAk +λ
−1
q+1Dtci,k)e

iλq+1k·Φi)

EO =R div(wo ⊗wc+wc ⊗wo+wc ⊗wc)+∑
i

R div(wo,i ⊗wo,i −Si)

=R div(wo ⊗wc+wc ⊗wo+wc ⊗wc)+∑
i,k

R(div(σiDΦ
−1
i Ck(S̃i)D

TΦ−1
i )eiλq+1k·Φi),

where the Ck are as defined in Lemma 2.2. We now note that the leading order terms are

E
(L)
N – ∑

i,k

R((DΦ−1
i bi,kAk) ·∇veiλq+1k·Φi)

E
(L)
T – ∑

i,k

R((DtDΦ
−1
i bi,k +DΦ−1

i Dtbi,k)Akeiλq+1k·Φi)

E
(L)
O – R div(wo ⊗wc+wc ⊗wo)+∑

i,k

R(div(σiDΦ
−1
i Ck(S̃i)D

TΦ−1
i )eiλq+1k·Φi) — E

(L,1)
O +E

(L,2)
O .

We start by estimating E
(L,1)
O . Since R div is Calderón-Zygmund, we have that

‖R div(wo ⊗wc+wc⊗wo)‖α . ‖wo‖α‖wc‖0 +‖wo‖0‖wc‖α.

From (9.43), (9.40), and (9.44), we can conclude that

‖wo‖N . ρ
1

2

i λ
N
q+1 ‖wc‖N . ρ

1

2

i λ
N−1
q+1 ℓ

−1
q,i .

By interpolation, this lets us conclude that

∥
∥
∥E

(L,1)
O

∥
∥
∥
α
. ρiℓ

−1
q,i λ

α−1
q+1 .

40



To estimate the other leading terms, we start by using Lemma 2.4 on all three:

∥
∥
∥E

(L)
N

∥
∥
∥
α
. ∑

i,k

(∥
∥DΦ−1

i bi,k ·∇v
∥
∥

0

|kλq+1|1−α
+

∥
∥DΦ−1

i bi,k ·∇v
∥
∥

N+α
+
∥
∥DΦ−1

i bi,k ·∇v
∥
∥

0
‖Φi‖N+α

|kλq+1|N−α

)

∥
∥
∥E

(L)
T

∥
∥
∥
α
. ∑

i,k

∥
∥DtDΦ

−1
i bi,k +DΦ−1

i Dtbi,k

∥
∥

0

|kλq+1|1−α

+∑
i,k

∥
∥DtDΦ

−1
i bi,k +DΦ−1

i Dtbi,k

∥
∥

N+α
+
∥
∥DtDΦ

−1
i bi,k +DΦ−1

i Dtbi,k

∥
∥

0
‖Φi‖N+α

|kλq+1|N−α

∥
∥
∥E

(L,2)
O

∥
∥
∥
α
. ∑

i,k

∥
∥div(σiDΦ

−1
i Ck(S̃i)D

TΦ−1
i )
∥
∥

0

|kλq+1|1−α

+∑
i,k

∥
∥div(σiDΦ

−1
i Ck(S̃i)D

TΦ−1
i )
∥
∥

N+α
+
∥
∥div(σiDΦ

−1
i Ck(S̃i)D

TΦ−1
i )
∥
∥

0
‖Φi‖N+α

|kλq+1|N−α .

To estimate E
(L)
N , we combine (9.40), (9.43), and (9.11) with a Leibniz inequality:

∑
i,k

(∥
∥DΦ−1

i bi,k ·∇v
∥
∥

0

|kλq+1|1−α
+

∥
∥DΦ−1

i bi,k ·∇v
∥
∥

N+α
+
∥
∥DΦ−1

i bi,k ·∇v
∥
∥

0
‖Φi‖N+α

|kλq+1|N−α

)

. ∑
i,k

∥
∥DΦ−1

i

∥
∥

0
‖bi,k‖0

‖∇v‖0

|kλq+1|1−α
+∑

i,k

∥
∥DΦ−1

i

∥
∥

0
‖bi,k‖0

‖∇v‖0‖Φi‖N+α

|kλq+1|N−α +∑
i,k

∥
∥DΦ−1

i

∥
∥
α
‖bi,k‖α‖∇v‖N+α

|kλq+1|N−α

+∑
i,k

∥
∥DΦ−1

i

∥
∥

N+α
‖bi,k‖α‖∇v‖α+

∥
∥DΦ−1

i

∥
∥
α
‖bi,k‖N+α‖∇v‖α

|kλq+1|N−α

.
ρ

1
2

i δ
1
2
qλ

1+α
q

λ1−α
q+1

+
ℓ−N−3α

q,i ρ
1
2

i δ
1
2
qλ

1+α
q

λN−α
q+1

.

The above holds for any N. If we choose N to be the N from Section 4, by (9.3) and (4.14), we conclude that

∥
∥
∥R

(L)
N

∥
∥
∥
α
.
δ

1
2

q+1δ
1
2
qλq

λ1−2α
q+1

.

Notice how the leading order term here is the one that does not depend on N thanks to the ℓq in (4.14). This is

also true of E
(L)
T and E

(L,2)
O .

E
(L)
T is estimated in a similar manner, using (9.40), (9.41), (9.43), (9.46), and (4.14).

As for E
(L,1)
O , we first ensure that adding a derivative, whichever factor it lands on, costs at most ℓ−1

q,i . This

ensures that the leading term is the first one, because of that gain of ℓq mentioned above. We then estimate the

leading term.

By (9.40) and (9.43), differentiating bi,k or DΦ−1
i costs ℓ−1

q,i , and by (9.30), differentiating σi does not cost

anything, so we are left with showing that Ck(S̃i) scales like ℓ−N
q,i . Thanks to (2.4), (2.11), and (9.42), we have

that
∥
∥Ck(S̃i)

∥
∥

N
. ‖Ck‖1

∥
∥DS̃i

∥
∥

N−1
+‖∇Ck‖N−1

∥
∥S̃i

∥
∥N

1
. |k|−6ℓ−N

q,i . (9.60)

We then use (9.7), (9.40), and the above estimate on Ck(S̃i) to estimate the leading term:

∑
i,k

∥
∥div(σiDΦ

−1
i Ck(S̃i)D

TΦ−1
i )
∥
∥

0
∣
∣kλq+1

∣
∣1−α

. ∑
i,k

‖σi‖1

∥
∥DΦ−1

i

∥
∥

2

0

∥
∥Ck(S̃i)

∥
∥

0
+2‖σi‖0

∥
∥DΦ−1

i

∥
∥

1

∥
∥Ck(S̃i)

∥
∥

0

∥
∥D

TΦ−1
i

∥
∥

0
+‖σi‖0

∥
∥DΦ−1

i

∥
∥

2

0

∥
∥Ck(S̃i)

∥
∥

1

|kλq+1|1−α

. ρiℓ
−1
q,i λ

−1
q+1.
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We thus obtain that

‖EN‖α .
δ

1
2
qδ

1
2

q+1λq

λ1−2α
q+1

‖ET‖α .
δ

1
2
qδ

1
2

q+1λq

λ1−5α
q+1

‖EO‖α .
ρi

ℓq,iλ
1−α
q+1

.

The relation (4.12) easily yields that the above terms satisfy (9.20) for a ≫ 1 sufficiently large, since

δ
1
2

q+1δ
1
2
qλq

λ1−3α
q+1

≤
δ

1
2

q+1δ
1
2
qλq

λ1−5α
q+1

≤ δq+2λ
−6α
q+1

ρi

ℓq,iλ
1−α
q+1

≤
Λζ

1− γ
2

q+1ζ
1
2
qλ

1+α
q ℓ−αq

λ1−α
q+1

.
δ

1
2
qδ

1
2

q+1λq

λ
1−3α−βγ
q+1

. δq+2λ
−6α
q+1. (9.61)

Coming to ED, which is not present in [4], we estimate it as follows:

∥
∥
∥R((−Δ)θw)

∥
∥
∥

0
. ‖Rw‖2θ+ε . ‖Rw‖1−2θ−ε

0 ‖Rw‖2θ+ε
1 . (9.62)

At this point, we use Lemma 2.4 to obtain that

‖Rwo‖0 . ‖Rwo‖α . ∑
i,k

(∥
∥DΦ−1

i bi,k

∥
∥

0

|k|1−α
+

∥
∥DΦ−1

i bi,k

∥
∥

N+α
+
∥
∥DΦ−1

i bi,k

∥
∥

0
‖Φi‖N+α

|k|N−α

)

. δ
1

2

q+1 ·∑
k 6=0

(

1

λ1−α
q+1|k|7−α

+
ℓ−N−α

q

λN−α
q+1 |k|N−α+7

)

.
δ

1
2

q+1

λ1−α
q+1

, (9.63)

the last step being due to (4.14). We also note that

‖Rwo‖1 = max
i

‖R∂iwo‖0.

Proceeding on the R∂iwo as we did on Rwo then yields

‖Rwo‖1 . max
i

‖R∂two‖α . ∑
i,k

(∥
∥DΦ−1

i bi,k

∥
∥

1

|k|1−α
+

∥
∥DΦ−1

i bi,k

∥
∥

N+1+α
+
∥
∥DΦ−1

i bi,k

∥
∥

1
‖Φi‖N+α

|k|N−α

)

. δ
1

2

q+1λ
α
q+1. (9.64)

Such estimates analogously also hold for Rwc, and thus for Rw. Thus, by (9.62)-(9.64)

∥
∥
∥R(−Δ)θw

∥
∥
∥

0
. δ

1

2

q+1λ
α
q+1λ

2θ+ε−1
q+1 .

In particular, for a ≫ 1 large enough, (9.20) is satisfied if

2θ+ ε−1+α−β<−2bβ−6α ⇐⇒ 7α+ ε< 1+β−2θ−2bβ. (9.65)

Since θ < β, and 2bβ < 1− β by (4.2), we have that 1+ β− 2θ− 2bβ > 0. Thus, (9.65) above holds for α,ε
sufficiently small.

Step 5: Estimates on the new Reynolds term E
(2).
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Now we turn to E
(2). Consider the decomposition

∣
∣
∣E

(2)
∣
∣
∣=

1

3

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

−
∫

T3

|ṽ|2 −|v|2 − trSψ

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ 1

3

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

−
∫

T3

|wo|2 − trSψ

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

+
1

3

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

−
∫

T3

2w · v

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

+
1

3

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

−
∫

T3

2wc ·wo + |wc|2
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

, (9.66)

and proceed as in [4, Proposition 6.2]. In the case of the first term, we will estimate the whole tensor, and

therefore the trace. For the other terms, only the trace will be handled.

Concerning the first term in (9.66), thanks to (9.31), ∑
∫
σi =

∫
σψ, so that two cancellations occur:

∫
wo ⊗wo −Sψdx = ∑

i,k 6=0

∫
σiDΦ

−1
i Ck(S̃i)DΦ

−T
i eiλq+1k·Φi dx+

∫(
∑

i

σi −σψ
)

Iddx

= ∑
i,k 6=0

∫
Zi,keiλq+1k·Φi dx, (9.67)

where we write Zi,k – σiDΦ
−1
i Ck(S̃i)DΦ

−T
i . Using (2.15), (2.11), and (4.14), we obtain that

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

∑
i,k 6=0

Zi,keiλq+1k·Φi

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

. ∑
i,k 6=0

‖Zi,k‖N
+‖Zi,k‖0

‖Φi‖N

|λq+1k|N
. ∑

k 6=0

δq+1ℓ
−N
q

λN
q+1|k|N

.
δq+1ℓq

λq+1
. (9.68)

The second inequality above is easily justified by using (9.30), (9.39), and (9.60) to estimate Zi,k as follows:

‖Zi,k‖N
. ‖σi‖N

∥
∥D

−1
i

∥
∥

2

0

∥
∥Ck(S̃i)

∥
∥

0
+2‖σi‖0

∥
∥DΦ−1

i

∥
∥

N

∥
∥Ck(S̃i)

∥
∥
∥
∥DΦ−1

i

∥
∥

0
+‖σi‖0

∥
∥DΦ−1

i

∥
∥

2

0

∥
∥Ck(S̃i)

∥
∥

N

. |k|−6δq+1ℓ
−N
q .

To estimate the second term in (9.66), observe that

w · v = ∑
i,k

((DΦi)
−1bi,k +λ

−1
q+1ci,k) · veiλq+1k·Φi ,

so that, combining Lemma 2.4, (9.43), (9.44), (9.11), (9.39), and (4.14), we obtain that

∣
∣
∣
∣
−
∫

2w · vdx

∣
∣
∣
∣
. ∑

i,k

∥
∥
∥((DΦi)

−1bi,k +λ
−1
q+1ci,k) · v

∥
∥
∥

N
+
∥
∥
∥((DΦi)

−1bi,k +λ
−1
q+1ci,k) · v

∥
∥
∥

0
‖DΦi‖N

λN
q+1|k|N

. δ
1

2

q+1 ·δ
1

2
qλ

1+α
q · ℓqλ

−1
q+1 . δ

1

2

q+1δ
1

2
qλ
α
qλ

−1
q+1. (9.69)

Concerning the third term in (9.66), note that the estimates on wc are always no coarser than those for wo, so if

we estimate
∫

wo ·wc well, the whole term is estimated well. To this end, we observe that

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫
wo ·wcdx

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ ∑

i
∑

06=k 6=l

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫
(DΦi)

−1bi,kλ
−1
q+1ci,l−keiλl·Φdx

∣
∣
∣
∣

. ∑
i

∑
06=k 6=l 6=0

∥
∥
∥(DΦi)

−1bi,kλ
−1
q+1ci,l−k

∥
∥
∥

N
+
∥
∥
∥(DΦi)

−1bi,kλ
−1
q+1ci,l−k

∥
∥
∥

0
‖DΦi‖N

λN
q+1|l|N

+∑
i

∑
k 6=0

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫
(DΦi)

−1bi,kλ
−1
q+1ci,−kdx

∣
∣
∣
∣

— I+ II,

where we used Lemma 2.4 in the case l 6= 0, as well as the fact that the wo,i and wc,i have disjoint support so we do

not have products of the form bi,kc j,l−k for i 6= j. The term I is easily estimated as δq+1ℓ
−N
q λ−N

q+1 . δq+1ℓqλ
−1
q+1,
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so that I satisfies the same estimate as the second term in (9.66). As for II, (9.43) and (9.44) easily yield

II . ρiℓ
−1
q,i λ

−1
q+1. Therefore

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫
wo ·wcdx

∣
∣
∣
∣
.
δq+1ℓq

λq+1
+
ρiℓ

−1
q

λq+1
. (9.70)

Combining (9.66)-(9.70) with the fact that
∫
|wc|2 also satisfies (9.70), we arrive at

|E|(2) . δq+1ℓq

λq+1
+
δ

1
2

q+1δ
1
2
qλ

1+α
q ℓq

λq+1
+
ρiℓ

−1
q,i

λq+1
.

By (4.12), we thus conclude that, for a ≫ 1 sufficiently large, E(2) satisfies (9.20). Combining with the fact

(obtained in the previous step) that E̊(1) satisfies (9.20), we thus conclude that (9.20) holds.

Step 6: Estimates on ∂t trE

Observe that E̊(1) is traceless, whereas E
(2) is a function of t only. In order to estimate the time derivative of

E
(2), observe that, since v is solenoidal, for every F = F(x, t)

d

dt

∫

T3

F =

∫

T3

DtF,

where Dt = ∂t + v ·∇. Therefore, using again the decomposition in (9.66), we have that

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

d

dt

∫

T3

|ṽ|2 −|v|2 − trSψ

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

tr

[

Dt

(

∑
i,k 6=0

σiDΦ
−1
i Ck(S̃i)DΦ

−T
i eiλq+1k·Φi

)]
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

+

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

Dt(2wc ·wo + |wc|2)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

+

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

Dt(2v ·w)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

. (9.71)

Let us first estimate ‖Dtwo‖0. Recall from (2.21) that Dt(DΦi)
−1 =Dv(DΦi)

−1, which, combined with the

fact that Dte
iλq+1k·Φi = 0, yields

Dtwo = ∑
i,k 6=0

Dt

(√
σi ak(S̃i)

)
DΦ−1

i Akeiλq+1k·Φi

+ ∑
i,k 6=0

√
σi ak(S̃i)DvDΦ−1

i Akeiλq+1k·Φi

= ∑
i,k 6=0

DΦ−1
i Dtbi,keiλq+1k·Φi + ∑

i,k 6=0

DvDΦ−1
i bi,keiλq+1k·Φi .

First notice that, by using (9.11), (9.39), and (9.43), we obtain that

∥
∥DvDΦ−1

i bi,k

∥
∥

0
.
δ

1
2

q+1δ
1
2
qλ

1+α
q

|k|6
.

As for the coefficients DΦ−1
i Dtbi,k, combining (9.39) and (9.46) gives

∥
∥DΦ−1

i Dtbi,k

∥
∥

0
. τ−1

q δ
1

2

q+1|k|−6 =
δ

1
2

q+1δ
1
2
qλqℓ

−4α
q

|k|6
.

Therefore

‖Dtwo‖0 . δ
1

2

q+1δ
1

2
qλqℓ

−4α
q .

Observing that

Dtwc = ∑
i,k

λ−1
q+1Dtci,keiλq+1k·Φi ,
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which follows from Dte
iλq+1k·Φi = 0 seen above, (9.47) implies

‖Dtwc‖0 . δ
1

2

q+1δ
1

2
qλqℓ

−1−4α
q λ−1

q+1.

Combining with ‖wo‖0 +‖wc‖0 . δ
1

2

q+1 and using (4.12)-(4.13), we obtain that

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

Dt(wo ⊗wc+wc⊗wo +wc⊗wc)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

. ‖Dtwo‖0‖wc‖0 +‖wo‖0‖Dtwc‖0 +‖Dtwc‖0‖wc‖0

. δq+1δ
1

2
qλqℓ

−4α
q = δ

1

2

q+1(δ
1

2

q+1δ
1

2
qλq)ℓ

−4α
q

. δ
1

2

q+1(δq+2λ
1−10
q+1 αλ

4α
q+1 = δq+2δ

1

2

q+1λ
1−6α
q+1 .

The second term of (9.71) is thus estimated. We then similarly decompose the first term in (9.71) as

Dt

[

∑
i,k 6=0

σiDΦ
−1
i Ck(S̃i)∇Φ

−1
i eiλq+1k·Φi

]

= ∑
i,k 6=0

DtσiDΦ
−1
i Ck(S̃i)∇Φ

−1
i eiλq+1k·Φi

+ ∑
i,k 6=0

σiDvDΦ−1
i Ck(S̃i)∇Φ

−1
i eiλq+1k·Φi

+ ∑
i,k 6=0

σiDΦ
−1
i Dt [Ck(S̃i)]∇Φ

−1
i eiλq+1k·Φi

+ ∑
i,k 6=0

σiDΦ
−1
i Ck(S̃i)∇Φ

−1
i ∇veiλq+1k·Φi .

In order to estimate this, we still need to estimate Dt [Ck(S̃i)] and Dtσi. To obtain the former, we first use (2.4):

∥
∥Dt(Ck(S̃i))

∥
∥

N
≤
∥
∥(D2Ck)(S̃i)

∥
∥

N

∥
∥Dt S̃i

∥
∥

0
+
∥
∥(D2Ck)(S̃i)

∥
∥

0

∥
∥Dt S̃i

∥
∥

N

. (‖Ck‖N+1

∥
∥S̃i

∥
∥N

1
+‖Ck‖2

∥
∥S̃i

∥
∥

N
)
∥
∥Dt S̃i

∥
∥

0
+‖Ck‖1

∥
∥Dt S̃i

∥
∥

N
,

We then use (2.11), (9.42), and (9.45) to conclude that

∥
∥Dt(Ck(S̃i))

∥
∥

N
. |k|−6τ−1

q ℓ−N
q,i . (9.72)

Coming to Dtσi, we claim that

‖Dtσi‖N . δq+1τ
−1
q ℓ−N

q,i . (9.73)

To obtain (9.73), we set

h(t) – ∑
j

∫
η2

j(x, t)dx

Dtσi =
|T3|ψ2σ

h
2ηiDtηi + |T3|η2

i ∂t

(
ψ2σ

h

)

— I+ II.

We first estimate the term I. Recalling (9.28), (9.27), ψ≤ 1, and (9.7), we conclude that

‖I‖N .
|T3|ψ2σ

h
(‖ηi‖N‖Dtηi‖0 +‖ηi‖0‖Dtηi‖N). δq+1τ

−1
q ℓ−N

q,i .

As for the second term, we already see that, since the only factor depending on x is η2
i which, by (9.28), satisfies

‖η2
i ‖N . 1 for all N, the estimates for II will only depend on N via an a-independent constant, thus making it

sufficient to estimate ∂t(ψ
2σh−1) in C

0. To that end, we rewrite it as

∂t

(
ψ2σ

h

)

=
2ψψ′σ

h
+
ψ2∂tσ

h
− ψ2σh′

h2
— T1 +T2 +T3.
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To estimate T1, we recall (9.7), (9.6), and (9.27):

‖T1‖0 ≤
2δ

1
2
qλq ·4δq+1

c0
. τ−1

q δq+1.

Coming to T2, by (9.7), (9.9), ψ≤ 1, and (9.27), we obtain that

‖T2‖0 ≤
4Cδq+1δ

1
2
qλq

c0
. δq+1τ

−1
q ,

where C is the implicit constant in (9.9). Finally, to estimate T3, we use (9.7), ψ≤ 1, and (9.56):

‖T3‖0 ≤
4Kδq+1τ

−1
q

c2
0

. δq+1τ
−1
q ,

where K is the implicit constant in (9.56). The estimate (9.73) is thus proved. By (9.73), (9.40), (9.60), (9.30),

(9.11), and (9.72), we conclude that
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

Dt

[

∑
i,k 6=0

σiDΦ
−1
i Ck(S̃i)∇Φ

−1
i eiλq+1k·Φi

]∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

0

. δq+1τ
−1
q = δq+1δ

1

2
qλqℓ

−4α
q . δq+1δ

1

2

q+1λ
1−6α
q+1 ,

the last step being exactly as done above. Finally, to estimate the term involving Dt(w · v), we first note that∫
Dt(v ·w) =

∫
Dtv ·w+

∫
v ·Dtw =−

∫
(∇p+(−Δ)θv+divR) ·w+

∫
v ·Dtw, (9.74)

using (3.1) in the last step. To estimate the second term of (9.74), we write

v ·Dtw = ∑
i,k 6=0

hi,keiλq+1k·Φi ,

where

hi,k – v ·Dt [(DΦi)
−1bi,k +λ

−1
q+1ci,k] = v · [Dt(DΦi)

−1bi,k +(DΦi)
−1Dtbi,k +λ

−1
q+1Dtci,k].

By Lemma 2.1, we obtain that

‖hi,k‖N
. ‖v‖N

(
∥
∥DtDΦ

−1
i

∥
∥

0
‖bi,k‖0

+
∥
∥DΦ−1

i

∥
∥

0
‖Dtbi,k‖0

+
1

λq+1
‖Dtci,k‖0

)

+‖v‖0

(
∥
∥DtDΦ

−1
i

∥
∥

N
‖bi,k‖0

+
∥
∥DtDΦ

−1
i

∥
∥

0
‖bi,k‖N

+‖DΦi‖N‖Dtbi,ki‖0 +
∥
∥DΦ−1

i

∥
∥

0
‖Dtbi,k‖N

+
1

λq+1
‖Dtci,k‖N

)

.

Thus, using (9.4), (9.11) (in the form ‖v‖N+α . δ
1

2
qλ

1+α
q ℓ1−N

q,i . τ−1
q ℓ−N

q ), (9.43)-(9.44), (9.46)-(9.47), and (9.40)-

(9.41), we conclude that

‖hi,k‖N
. δ

1

2

q+1τ
−1
q ℓ−N

q = δ
1

2

q+1δ
1

2
qλqℓ

−4α−N
q .

With Lemma 2.4, the above estimate yields that
∫

v ·Dtw satisfies (9.21).

To deal with the first term of (9.74), we first note that, since divw = 0,
∫

∇p ·w = 0. Integrating by parts, the

term
∫

divR ·w can be estimated as follows:
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫
divR ·wdx

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ ‖R‖1‖w‖0 . Λϱ1+γℓ−2α

q ℓ−1
q,i ·δ

1

2

q+1 . Λ
1

2ζ
1+ γ

2

q+1δ
1

2
qλ

1+α
q ℓ−3α

q ·δ
1

2

q+1,

where we used (9.2) and (9.3). To conclude that the first term in (9.74) satisfies (9.21), we would require

ζ
1+ γ

2

q+1ζ
1

2
qλ

1+α
q ℓ−3α

q . ζq+2λ
1−6α
q+1 . (9.75)

For α,γ sufficiently small, this follows from

−bβ−β+1 <−2b2β+b ⇐⇒ 1−β−2bβ< b(1−β−2bβ) ⇐⇒ 1−β−2bβ> 0,

which in turn follows from (4.2).
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Step 7: Tp and its derivative

The time derivative ∂tTp is readily estimated as

|∂tTp|=

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

(−Δ)θ2(2v+w) · (−Δ)θ2 wdx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T3

2(−Δ)θ2 v · (−Δ)θ2 wdx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

+

∫

T3

∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 w

∣
∣
∣

2

dx

. (2‖v‖θ+ε‖w‖1−θ−ε
0 ‖w‖θ+ε1 +‖w‖2−2θ−2ε

0 ‖w‖2θ+2ε
1 ).

By (9.12), we have that ‖v‖θ+ε . Λ
1

2 . As for w, we have that ‖w‖N . δ
1

2

q+1λ
N
q+1 (cfr. Step 3 above). Thus,

recalling that θ+ ε< β

|∂tTp|. 2Λ
1

2 ·Λ1

2λ
θ+ε−β
q+1 +Λλ2θ+2ε−2β

q+1 . Λλ
θ+ε−β
q+1 .

Since this is exactly (9.22), the proposition is proved. ✸

Remark 9.1 (The fractional dissipation term). Note that (9.22) is stronger than (9.21), since

Λλ
θ+ε−β
q+1 = Λ

1

2δ
1

2

q+1λ
θ+ε
q+1 . δ

1

2

q+1δq+2λ
1−6α
q+1 .

Indeed, this inequality follows from θ+ ε−β< 1−6α−β−2bβ which, for α,ε sufficiently small, follows from

(4.2) and the fact θ< β.

However, Tp is only estimated as follows:

|Tp(t)|. tΛλ
θ+ε−β
q+1 .

To ensure that this satisfies (9.20) for any q ≥ 0, we would require

0 < θ+ ε−β<−2b2β−3bα ⇐⇒ 3bα< β−θ− ε−2b2β.

Seen as the above right-hand side is, in general, negative, we cannot require it. Thus, in general, Tp only satisfies

(9.20) if the q in the statement is sufficiently large, which is why we separated Tp from the other Reynolds terms.

However, for t . Λ−1λ
β−ε−θ
q+1 , we can contrast the growth of Λλ

θ+ε−β
q+1 with the smallness of the time, meaning

that Tp only satisfies (9.20) for a short period of time, or if q is sufficiently large.

Remark 9.2 (C0 estimate on the Reynolds stress). The requirement (9.2) is only used to obtain (9.21), meaning

we only need it on supp S, since S = 0 =⇒ E = 0.

10 From strict to adapted subsolutions

The aim of this section is to prove Proposition 5.1 (p. 11). The proof closely follows the arguments of [13,

Section 8]. Each stage contains a localized gluing step performed using Proposition 8.1, and a perturbation

step performed using Proposition 9.1.

Proof. (Proposition 5.1)

Step 1: Setting the parameters of the scheme

Let (ṽ, p̃, R̃) be a smooth strict subsolution and let 0 < β̂ < β <
1

3
,ν > 0. Choose b > 1 according to (4.2),

furthermore let ε̃> 0 such that:

b(1+ ε̃)<
1−β

2β
. (10.1)

Then, let δ̃, γ̃> 0 be the constants given by Corollary 7.1, and choose 0 < α< 1 and 0 < γ< γ̂< γ̃ so that:
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• The inequalities (4.12), (4.13) are satisfied by both the pairs (α,γ) and (α, γ̂);

• The other conditions in Sections 8 and 9, namely (8.9)-(8.10) and consequently (9.1), (9.65), and (9.75),

are satisfied by both the pairs (α,γ) and (α, γ̂);

• Condition (4.14) can hold for both pairs (α,γ) and (α, γ̂); since γ̂> γ, relation (4.15) reduces this to:

(b−1)(1−β(b+1))− γ̂βb2 −2αb > 0; (10.2)

• The following conditions holds:

ν>
1−3β+α

2β
(10.3)

α

β
< bγ̂<

3α

2β
, 0 < bγ< γ̂− α

β
, 3α> 2bβγ. (10.4)

Having fixed b,β,α,γ, γ̂, we may choose N∈N so that (4.14) is also valid. For a ≫ 1 sufficiently large (to be

determined) we then define (λq,δq) as in (4.1). Thus we are in the setting of Section 4.

Step 2: From strict to strong subsolution

We apply Corollary 7.1 to obtain from (ṽ, p̃, R̃) a strong subsolution (v0, p0,R0) with δ = δ1 such that the

properties from (7.12) to (7.16) hold. By (7.12)-(7.16), (v0, p0,R0) satisfies

3

4
δ1 ≤ ρ0 ≤ 5

4
δ1 (10.5)

∥
∥R̊0(t)

∥
∥

0
≤ Λϱ

1+γ̂
0 (10.6)

‖v0‖H−1 ≤ λ−1
0 (10.7)

|∂tρ0| ≤ δ1δ
1

2

0λ0.‖v0‖1+α ≤ δ
1

2

0λ
1+α
0 (10.8)

|∂tρ0| ≤ δ1δ
1

2

0λ0. (10.9)

Step 3: Inductive construction of (vq, pq,Rq)

Starting from (v0, p0,R0), we show how to inductively construct a sequence {(vq, pq,Rq)}q∈N of smooth strong

subsolutions with:

Rq(x, t) = ρq(t) Id+R̊q(x, t)

which satisfy the following properties:

(aq) For all t∈ [0,T ] ∫

T3

(
|vq|2 + trRq

)
dx =

∫

T3

(
|v0|2 + trR0

)
dx;

(bq) For all t∈ [0,T ]
∥
∥R̊q(t)

∥
∥

0
≤ Λϱ1+γ

q ;

(cq) If 2− jT < t ≤ 2− j+1T for some j = 1, . . . ,q, then

3

8
δ j+1 ≤ ρq ≤ 4δ j;

(dq) For all t ≤ 2−qT :
∥
∥R̊q(t)

∥
∥

0
≤ Λϱ1+γ̂

q ,
3

4
δq+1 ≤ ρq ≤ 5

4
δq+1;
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(eq) If 2− jT < t ≤ 2− j+1T for some j = 1, . . . ,q, then

∥
∥vq

∥
∥

1+α
≤ Mδ

1

2

jλ
1+α
j

∣
∣∂tρq

∣
∣. δ j+1δ

1

2

jλ j,

whereas if t ≤ 2−qT

∥
∥vq

∥
∥

1+α
≤ Mδ

1

2
qλ

1+α
q

∣
∣∂tρq

∣
∣. δq+1δ

1

2
qλq.

( fq) For all t∈ [0,T ] and q ≥ 1:

∥
∥vq − vq−1

∥
∥

H−1 ≤ Mδ
1

2
q(ζ

γ

2
qℓ
α
q−1 + ℓ−1

q−1λ
−1
q )

∥
∥vq − vq−1

∥
∥

0
≤ Mδ

1

2
q.

(gq) ‖vq‖θ+ε
)

≤ M(1+Λ
1

2

q

∑
i=0
λ
θ+ε−β
i

)

.

Thanks to our choice of parameters in Step 1 above, (v0, p0,R0) satisfies (10.5)-(10.9), and thus the inductive

assumptions (a0)-(g0) (the last condition can be deduced from (7.18)).

Suppose then (vq, pq,Rq) is a smooth strong subsolution which satisfies (aq)-(gq). The construction of

(vq+1, pq+1,Rq+1) consists of two steps: first a localized gluing step performed using Proposition 8.1 to

get from (vq, pq,Rq) to a smooth strong subsolution (vq, pq,Rq), then a localized perturbation step done using

Proposition 9.1 to get (vq+1, pq+1,Rq+1) from (vq, pq,Rq).
We apply Proposition 8.1 with

[T1,T2] = [0,2−qT ].

Then T2 − T1 ≥ 4τq, if a ≫ 1 is sufficiently large. Moreover, by (dq), (eq), and (gq), (vq, pq,Rq) fulfils the

requirements of Proposition 8.1 on [T1,T2] with parameters α, γ̂> 0.

Then, by Proposition 8.1, we obtain a smooth strong subsolution (vq, pq,Rq) on [0,T ] such that (vq, pq,Rq) is

equal to (vq, pq,Rq) on [2−qT,T ], and on [0,2−qT ] satisfies

∥
∥vq − vq

∥
∥
α
. Λ

1

2ϱ
1+ γ̂

2
q ℓαq

∥
∥vq

∥
∥

1+α
. δ

1

2
qλ

1+α
q

∥
∥vq

∥
∥
θ+ε

. 1+
q+1

∑
i=0

δ
1

2

i λ
θ+ε
i

∥
∥
∥R̊q

∥
∥
∥

0
≤ Λϱ1+γ̂

q ℓ−2α
q

5

8
δq+1 ≤ ρq ≤

3

2
δq+1

∣
∣∂tρq

∣
∣. δq+1δ

1

2
qλq.

(10.10)

Moreover, on [0, tn] one has that

∥
∥vq

∥
∥

N+1+α
. δ

1

2
qλ

1+α
q ℓ−N

q
∥
∥
∥R̊q

∥
∥
∥

N+α
. Λϱ1+γ̂

q ℓ−N−2α
q

∥
∥
∥(∂t + vq ·∇)R̊q

∥
∥
∥

N+α
. Λϱ1+γ̂

q ℓ−N−6α
q δ

1

2
qλq.

(10.11)

and

R̊q ≡ 0 t∈
n⋃

i=0

Ji. (10.12)
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Recalling Definition 8.1 and (8.5) observe that

[

0,
3

4
2−qT

]

⊂ [0, tn], (10.13)

provided a ≫ 1 is chosen sufficiently large (e.g. so that
5

3
τq <

1

4
2−qT ). Then, choose a cut-off function

ψq∈C
∞
C ([0,

3

4
2−qT ]; [0,1]) such that

ψq(t) =

{

1 t ≤ 2−(q+1)T

0 t >
3

4
2−qT

(10.14)

and such that |ψ′
q(t)|. 2q. By choosing a ≫ 1 sufficiently large, we may assume that

∣
∣ψ′

q(t)
∣
∣≤ 1

2
δ

1

2
qλq (10.15)

for all q. Then, set

Sψ – ψ2
q(Rq −δq+2 Id) = ψ2

qS.

Using (10.15), (10.4), (10.10)-(10.13), and the easy observation that ρq . ρq − δq+2, we see that Sψ and

(vq, pq,Rq) satisfy the assumptions of Proposition 9.1 on the interval [0, tn] with parameters α, γ̂> 0. We have

that

σψ = ψ2
q(ρq −δq+2) = ψ2

qσ.

Recalling Remark 9.2, since suppSψ⊆ [tn, tn] where (8.25) holds, we can apply Proposition 9.1, thus obtaining

a new subsolution (vq+1, pq+1,Rq −Sψ−Eq+1) with

∥
∥vq+1 − vq

∥
∥

0
+ ℓqλq+1

∥
∥vq+1 − vq

∥
∥

H−1

+λ−1−α
q+1

∥
∥vq+1 − vq

∥
∥

1+α

+λ−θ−εq+1

∥
∥vq+1 − vq

∥
∥
θ+ε

≤ Mδ
1

2

q+1∫

T3

|vq+1|2 − trS− trEq+1 =

∫

T3

|vq|2 t∈ [0,T ],

and such that the estimates (9.20) and (9.21) hold for Eq+1. Let

Rq+1 – Rq −Sψ−Eq+1.

We claim that (vq+1, pq+1,Rq+1) is a smooth strong subsolution satisfying (aq+1)-(gq+1). Notice that (aq+1) is

satisfied by construction. Since (vq+1, pq+1,Rq+1) = (vq, pq,Rq) for t ≥ 2−qT , we may restrict t to [0,2−qT ] in

the following, so that in particular (10.10) holds.

Let us now prove (bq+1). On the one hand

∥
∥R̊q+1

∥
∥

0
=
∥
∥
∥(1−ψ2

q)R̊q − E̊q+1

∥
∥
∥

0

≤ (1−ψ2
q)Λϱ

1+γ̂
q ℓ−2α

q +δq+2λ
−3α
q+11{ψq>0}, (10.16)

on the other hand

ρq+1 = (1−ψ2
q)Λϱq +ψ

2
qδq+2 +

1

3
trEq+1

≥ (1−ψ2
q)ρq +ψ

2
qδq+2 −δq+2λ

−3α
q+11{ψq>0}. (10.17)

The proof of (bq+1) thus reduces to assessing whether there exists a suitable γ such that

(1−ψ2
q)Λ

−γ̂ρ1+γ̂
q ℓ−2α

q +δq+2λ
−3α
q+11{ψq>0} ≤ Λ−γ[(1−ψ2

q)ρq +ψ
2
qδq+2 −δq+2λ

−3α
q+1 ]

1+γ. (10.18)
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To this end set

F(s) – (1− s)Λϱ1+γ̂
q ℓ−2α

q +δq+2λ
−3α
q+1

G(s) – (1− s)ρq + sδq+2 −δq+2λ
−3α
q+1

H(s) – Λ−γG1+γ(s)−F(s),

and observe that (10.18) is equivalent to H(ψ2
q) ≥ 0 if ψq > 0, and follows from this inequality also in case

ψq = 0. In particular, (10.18) follows from:

(i) H(0)≥ 0 and H(1)≥ 0;

(ii) H ′(0)≤ 0 and H ′(1)≤ 0.

(iii) H ′′(s) ≥ 0.

We note next that, since 2bβγ̂< 3α

δq+2λ
−3α
q+1 . Λϱ1+γ̂

q ,

so that we have the estimates

F(0) . Λϱ1+γ̂
q ℓ−2α

q , G(0)& ρq.

It is also clear that G(s)≤ ρq.

It is then easy to check that the requirement H(0)≥ 0, i.e. F(0)≤Λ−γG1+γ(0), amounts toΛϱ
1+γ̂
q ℓ−2α

q .Λϱ
1+γ
q ,

i.e. ϱ
γ̂−γ
q ℓ−2α

q . 1. Hence, since ℓ−1
q ≤ λq+1 by (4.13) and ϱq & ζq+1 by (dq+1), H(0)≥ 0 follows from

γ̂− α

β
> γ, (10.19)

provided a ≫ 1 is sufficiently large to absorb geometric constants. The relation (10.19) follows from (10.4)

since b > 1.

The next requirement, H(1) ≥ 0, i.e. λ−3α
q+1 . ζ

γ
q+2(1− λ−3α

q+1)
1+γ, requires 3α > 2bβγ as found in (10.4), since

1−λ−3α
q+1 ≥

1

2
for a sufficiently large.

The following condition, H ′(0) ≤ 0, can be rewritten as

−Λϱ1+γ̂
q ℓ−2α

q ≥ (1+ γ)(ϱq − ζq+2λ
−3α
q+1)

γ(δq+2 −ρq)⇐⇒ Λϱ1+γ̂
q ℓ−2α

q . (ϱq − ζq+2λ
−3α
q+1)

γ(ρq −δq+2).

Noting that ρq & δq+1 ≫ δq+2 by (dq+1), and therefore ρq−δq+2 ≥ 1

2
ρq for a sufficiently large, the above reduces

to

ϱγ̂−γq ℓ−2α
q . 1 ⇐= λ

2α−2βγ̂+2βγ
q+1 = ζ

γ̂−γ
q+1λ

2α
q+1 . 1,

which follows from condition (10.19) deduced above.

We then need the condition H ′(1)≤ 0, which can be rewritten as

−Λϱ1+γ̂
q ℓ−2α

q ≥ (1+ γ)ζ
γ
q+2(1−λ−3α

q+1)
γ(δq+2 −ρq),

which similarly follows from (10.19).

The last condition, H ′′ ≥ 0, follows from the fact that F ′′ ≡ 0 and G′′ ≡ 0, and thus H ′′ = Λ−γ(1+ γ)γGγ−1G′2

is positive.

Thus, our choice of α,γ, γ̂ in (10.4) guarantees that (10.18) holds, which yields (bq+1).
Consider now (cq+1), where we only need to consider the case j = q+1, i.e. the estimate on [2−q−1T,2−qT ].
Using (10.17), the fact that ρq ≥ δq+2 for a large enough, and (10.10), we see that

δq+2(1−λ−3α
q+1)≤ ρq+1(t)≤ ρq(t)+δq+2λ

−3α
q+1 ≤

3

2
δq+1 +δq+2λ

−3α
q+1.

Therefore (cq+1) holds, provided a ≫ 1 is sufficiently large.
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Similarly, concerning (dq+1), observe that for t ≤ 2−(q+1)T we have that ψq(t) = 1, so that

δq+2(1−λ−3α
q+1)≤ ρq+1 ≤ δq+2(1+λ

−3α
q+1).

Moreover, using (10.16) and the fact that ψq = 1 for t ≤ 2−(q+1)T

∥
∥R̊q+1

∥
∥

0
≤ δq+2λ

−3α
q+1 ≤ Λ

(
3

4
ζq+2

)1+γ̂

,

where we used the fact that 2bβγ̂ < 3α and chose a ≫ 1 sufficiently large. Therefore (dq+1), i.e. ‖R̊q+1‖0 .Λϱ
1+γ̂
q+1

and
3

4
δq+2 ≤ ρq+1 ≤ 5

4
δq+2, holds.

Concerning (eq+1), it is once more enough to restrict to t ≤ 2−qT , i.e. the case j = q+ 1. From (10.10) and

(9.18) we deduce that

∥
∥vq+1

∥
∥

1+α
≤
∥
∥vq+1 − vq

∥
∥

1+α
+
∥
∥vq

∥
∥

1+α

≤ M

2
δ

1

2

q+1λ
1+α
q+1 +Cδ

1

2
qλ

1+α
q

≤ Mδ
1

2

q+1λ
1+α
q+1,

where C is the implicit constant in (10.10), which can be absorbed by choosing a ≫ 1 sufficiently large. The

estimate on |∂tρq+1| similarly follows from the trace estimate of (10.10) and (9.21). (eq+1) is thus proved.

( fq+1) follows from (10.10), (9.17), and (9.16).

Finally, (gq+1) easily follows from (9.19) and (10.10).

Step 4: Convergence to an adapted subsolution

We have thus obtained a sequence (vq, pq,Rq) satisfying (aq)-(gq).
From ( fq) it follows that (vq, pq) is a Cauchy sequence in C

0. Indeed, it is clear for {vq}, and concerning {pq}
we may use (3.1) to write

Δ(pq+1 − pq) =−divdiv(R̊q+1 − R̊q+(vq+1 − vq)⊗ vq + vq+1 ⊗ (vq+1 − vq)),

and apply Schauder estimates (Lemma 2.5). Similarly, {Rq} also converges in C
0. Indeed, from the definition

and using (8.20), (8.12), (9.10), (9.20), and (bq), we have that

∥
∥Rq+1 −Rq

∥
∥

0
=
∥
∥Rq −Rq −Sψ−Eq+1

∥
∥

0

≤
∥
∥Rq

∥
∥

0
+
∥
∥Rq

∥
∥

0
+
∥
∥Sψ

∥
∥

0
+
∥
∥Eq+1

∥
∥

0

. δq+1.

For all t > 0 there exists q(t)∈N such that

(vq, pq,Rq)(·, t) = (vq(t), pq(t),Rq(t))(·, t) ∀q ≥ q(t),

thus (vq, pq,Rq) converges uniformly to a strong subsolution (v̂, p̂, R̂) satisfying

∥
∥R̂
∥
∥

0
≤ Λϱ̂1+γ,

and, using (7.11) and (aq)

∫

T3

(
|v̂|2 + tr R̂

)
dx =

∫

T3

(
|ṽ|2 + tr R̃

)
dx ∀t∈ [0,T ].
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Furthermore, using (7.14) and ( fq)

‖v̂− ṽ‖H−1 ≤ ‖v0 − ṽ‖H−1 +‖v0 − v̂‖H−1

. δ1λ
−1
0 +

∞

∑
q=0

∥
∥vq+1 − vq

∥
∥

H−1

. δ
1

2ζ
γ

2
qℓ
α
q,

leading to (5.3) for a sufficiently large. Using ( fq) and the fact that ṽ, v̌ are smooth and thus bounded in C
0,

(5.2) is proved similarly:

‖v̂− ṽ‖
C0 ≤ ‖v0 − ṽ‖

C0 +‖v0 − v̂‖
C0

. 1+
∞

∑
q=0

∥
∥vq+1 − vq

∥
∥

0

. 1+δ
1

2

1.

Concerning the initial datum, from (eq) and ( fq) we obtain by interpolation that v̂(·,0)∈C
β̂, and from (dq) we

obtain that R̂(·,0) = 0.

Finally, we verify conditions (3.5), and (3.6) for being a C
β̂-adapted subsolution. Let t > 0. Then there exists

q∈N such that t∈ [2−qT,2−q+1T ]. By (cq) and (eq)

3

8
δq+1 ≤ ρ̂≤ 4δq

‖v̂‖1+α ≤ Mδ
1

2
qλ

1+α
q .

Therefore ρ̂−1 ≥ 1

4
δ−1

q , and hence, using (4.1) and (10.3), we deduce that

‖v̂‖1+α ≤ Λ
1

2 ϱ̂−(1+ν),

for a ≫ 1 sufficiently large. Similarly, using (eq) and (10.3), we deduce that

|∂t ρ̂|. δq+1δ
1

2
qλq = Λ

3

2λ1−β
q λ

−2β
q+1 ∼ Λ

3

2λ1−β−2bβ
q = Λ

3

2ζ
− 1

2β
(1−β−2bβ)

q ≤ Λ
3

2ζ
1−1−β

2β

q . Λ
3

2 ϱ̂−ν.

Finally, a word about the term

T̂ – ∑(T
(q)

g +T
(q)

d ),

where T
(q)

g and T
(q)

d are the extra trace terms from the qth gluing and perturbation steps. We have that

|∂tT
(q)

g |+ |∂tT
(q)

d |.Λλθ+ε−βq , thus proving (5.5). However, adding T̂ into R̂ could compromise the adaptedness

of (v̂, p̂, R̂) by rendering (3.5)-(3.6) invalid, which is why we keep it separated and deal with it in the final

argument. The estimate (5.5) implies that

∣
∣T̂(t)

∣
∣ .∑ tΛλθ+ε−βq .

To be able to make it as small as we desire, we must contrast the a-growth of the q = 0 and q = 1 terms of this

sum. This is easily achieved by requiring t ≤ Λ−1λ
β−θ−ε−ι
0 for ι arbitrarily small. In any case, calling ts the

maximal time where T̂ can be estimated with small quantities, we have that

lim
a→∞

ts = 0,

since we meed tsδ
1/2

0 λ
θ+ε
0 to be small. ✸
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11 From adapted subsolutions to solutions

The aim of this section is to prove Proposition 5.2 (p. 11). The proof closely follows the arguments of [13,

Section 9]. We now start from an adapted subsolution and, by a convex integration scheme, build a sequence of

strong subsolutions which converge to a solution of the fractional Navier-Stokes equation. As in Proposition 5.1,

the convex integration scheme needs the localized gluing and perturbation arguments of Proposition 8.1 (in

the form of Remark 8.1) and Proposition 9.1. However, the choice of the cut-off functions will be, as in [14],

dictated by the shape of the trace part of the Reynolds stress, and not fixed a priori as in Proposition 5.1. Before

we start the proof, a remark needs to be made about starting the chain of Proposition 8.1 and Proposition 9.1

with worse estimates.

Remark 11.1 (Worse starting estimate). In Proposition 8.1, if we replace (8.12) with

∥
∥R̊
∥
∥

0
≤ Λϱ1+γ

q ℓ
−2

b
α

q ,

as we will need to do below, the estimates (8.37), (8.47), (8.48), (8.17), (8.18), (8.24), (8.20), (8.25), (8.23),

(8.62), and (8.70) will be worsened by a factor ℓ
−2

b
α

q . In fact, we can gain a factor ℓαq in (8.20) and (8.25),

and a factor ℓαqλ
α
q in (8.23) and (8.62). To keep the inductive estimates on the velocity gap ‖vq+1 − vq‖0 and

‖vq+1 − vq‖H−1 , the velocity ‖vq+1‖0, and the derivative of the trace |∂tρq|, we will need

Λ
1

2ϱ
1+ γ

2
q ℓ

(1−2

b
)α

q . δ
1

2

q+1

δ
1

2
qλqℓ

−2

b
α

q . δ
1

2

q+1λq+1

ϱ
γ
q,iℓ

−(2+2

b
)α

q . 1,

(11.1)

all of which can easily be deduced by assuming 2α < βγ and α<
2

9
. The former assumption also yields (8.30),

which will allow us to bound the H−1 norm of vq+1 − vq sufficiently tightly. If we then start the perturbation

step of Proposition 9.1 from estimates that we can obtain from the modified output estimates mentioned above,

we can get the same output estimates from Proposition 9.1.

Proof. (Proposition 5.2)

Step 1: Setting the parameters in the scheme

Let (v̂, p̂, R̂) be a C
β̂-adapted subsolution on [0,T ], with Ω = Λ, satisfying the “strong” condition | ˚̂R| ≤ Λϱ̂1+γ

for some γ> 0 and (3.5) and (3.6) for some α,ν> 0 as in Definition 3.3 of adapted subsolution, with

1− β̂
2β̂

< 1+ ν<
1−β

2β
.

Fix b > 0 so that

b2(1+ ν)<
1−β

2β
, 2β(b2 −1)< 1. (11.2)

Observe that both the strongness condition (3.2) and the adaptedness conditions (3.5)-(3.6) remain valid for any

γ̂< γ and α′ ≤ α (cfr. Remark 3.1). Then, we may assume that α, γ̂> 0 are sufficiently small, so that (v̂, p̂, R̂)
satisfies (3.2) for some γ̂> 0 and (3.5)-(3.6) for some α,ν> 0, and furthermore choose γ so that

2α< βγ̂< βγ< 3α bβγ̂< 3α. (11.3)

For the reasons discussed in Remark 11.1 above, and for another technical reason we will see below, we require

2α< β̂γ< 3α. (11.4)

Finally, having fixed b, β̂,β,α,γ, γ̂, we may choose N∈N so that (4.14) holds. For a ≫ 1 sufficiently large (to be

determined) we then define (λq,δq) as in (4.1) (using β). Thus, we are in the setting of Section 4.
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Step 2: Conditions on (v0, p0,R0) and the inductive construction of (vq, pq,Rq)

Differently from [13, Section 9], we can take (v0, p0,R0) = (v̂, p̂, R̂), since we are assuming ρ̂ ≤ 5

4
δ1 =

5

4
δ,

which is a-independent. We do have some estimates to verify for (v0, p0,R0), namely that, wherever ρ0 ≥ δq+2

‖v0‖1+α ≤ δ
1

2
qλ

1+α
q

|∂tρ0| ≤ ρ0δ
1

2
qλq.

(11.5)

Indeed, where ρ0 ≥ δq+2, (11.2) easily yields

Λ
1

2ϱ
−(1+ν)
0 . Λ

1

2λ
2βb2(1+ν)
q ≤ δ

1

2
qλq

Λ
3

2ϱ−ν0 . Λ
3

2λ2βb2ν
q ≤ δq+2δ

1

2
qλq,

provided a ≫ 1 is sufficiently large. These two relations, combined with (3.5) and (3.6), yield (11.5).

Start from (v0, p0,R0), we will inductively construct a sequence (vq, pq,Rq) of smooth strong subsolutions for

q = 1,2, . . . , with

Rq(x, t) = ρq(t) Id+R̊q(x, t),

satisfying the following properties:

(Aq) For all t∈ [0,T ] ∫

T3

(
|vq|2 + trRq

)
dx =

∫

T3

(
|v0|2 + trR0

)
dx; (11.6)

(Bq) For all t∈ [0,T ]

ρq ≤ 5

2
δq+1; (11.7)

(Cq) For all t∈ [0,T ]

∥
∥R̊q

∥
∥

0
≤







Λϱ
1+γ̂
q ℓ

−2

b
α

q ρq ≥ 2δq+2

Λϱ
1+γ̂
q

3

2
δq+2 ≤ ρq ≤ 2δq+2

Λϱ
1+γ
q ρq ≤ 3

2
δq+2

; (11.8)

(Dq) If ρq ≥ δ j+2 for some j ≥ q, then

∥
∥vq

∥
∥

1+α
≤ Mδ

1

2

jλ
1+α
j (11.9)

∣
∣∂tρq

∣
∣≤ ρqδ

1

2

jλ j; (11.10)

(Eq) For all t∈ [0,T ] and q ≥ 1

∥
∥vq − vq−1

∥
∥

H−1 . (ζ
γ

2
qℓ

α

2
q +δ

1

2
qλ

−1
q )

∥
∥vq − vq−1

∥
∥

0
. δ

1

2
q. (11.11)

(Fq) ‖vq‖θ+ε ≤ M

(

1+Λ
1

2

q

∑
i=0
λ
θ+ε−β
i

)

.

Thanks to our choice of parameters in Step 1 above, (v0, p0,R0) satisfies (11.5), and therefore our inductive

assumptions (A0)-(F0).
Suppose now (vq, pq,Rq) satisfies (Aq)-(Fq) above. Let

Jq –

{

t∈ [0,T ] : ρq(t)>
3

2
δq+2

}

, Kq –

{
t∈ [0,T ] : ρq(t)≥ 2δq+2

}
.
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Being (relatively) open in [0,T ], Jq is a disjoint, possibly countable, union of (relatively) open intervals

(T
(i)

1 ,T
(i)

2 ). Let

Iq –

{

i : (T
(i)

1 ,T
(i)

2 )∩Kq 6=∅

}

,

and let t0∈(T
(i)

1 ,T
(i)

2 )∩Kq for some i∈Iq. Since Kq is compact, we may assume that the open interval (T
(i)

1 , t0)
is contained in Jq rKq. Using (11.10), we then have that

3

2
δq+2 = ρq(T

(i)
1 )≥ ρq(t0)−|T (i)

1 − t0|sup
Jq

∣
∣∂tρq

∣
∣

≥ 2δq+2 −2δq+2δ
1

2
qλq|T (i)

1 − t0|,

hence

|T1 − t0| ≥ 1

4
(δ

1

2
qλq)

−1 =
ℓ−4α

q

4
τq > 4τq, (11.12)

provided a ≫ 1 is chosen sufficiently large. A similar estimate holds for T
(i)

2 . Therefore T
(i)

2 −T
(i)

1 > 4τq for

any i∈Iq, so that Iq is a finite index set.

Next, we apply Proposition 8.1 (in the form of Remark 8.1), keeping Remark 11.1 in mind, to (vq, pq,Rq)

on this disjoint union of intervals
⋃

Iq
Jq,i. Since ρq >

3

2
δq+2, from (Aq)-(Fq) and (11.2)-(11.3) we see that the

assumptions of Proposition 8.1 on (vq, pq,Rq) hold with parameter γ̂. Then we obtain (vq, pq,Rq) such that, on

Jq

∥
∥vq(t)− vq(t)

∥
∥
α
. δ

1

2

q+1ℓ
(1

2
+2

b
−2

b
1Kq )

q . δ
1

2

q+1ℓ
α

2
q (From (8.30))

∥
∥vq

∥
∥

1+α
. δ

1

2
qλ

1+α
q ℓ

−2

b
α1Kq

q . δ
1

2

q+1λ
1+α
q+1 (From (8.18))

∥
∥
∥R̊q

∥
∥
∥

0
≤ ρ1+γ̂

q ℓ
−2α+(1−2

b
)α1Kq

q (From (8.20))

7

8
ρq ≤ Λϱq ≤

9

8
ρq (From (8.21))

∣
∣∂tρq

∣
∣. ρqδ

1

2
qλq. (From (8.22))

Moreover, recalling (8.5), for any i∈Iq we have the following additional estimates valid for t∈ [T
(i)

1 +2τq,T
(i)

2 −
2τq]∩ Jq:

∥
∥vq

∥
∥

N+1+α
. δ

1

2
qλ

1+α
q ℓ

−N−2

b
α1Kq

q

∥
∥
∥R̊q

∥
∥
∥

N+α
. Λϱ1+γ̂

q ℓ
−N−2α+(1−2

b
)α1Kq

q

∥
∥
∥(∂t + vq ·∇)R̊q

∥
∥
∥

N+α
. Λϱ1+γ̂

q ℓ
−N−6α+(1−2

b
)α1Kq

q δ
1

2
qλq,

(11.13)

and

supp R̊q⊂T
3 ×

⋃

i

Ii, (11.14)

where {Ii}i are the intervals defined in (8.1).

Let us choose a cut-off function ψq∈C
∞
c (Jq; [0,1]) such that

suppψq⊂
⋃

i∈Iq

(

T
(i)

1 +2τq,T
(i)

2 −2τq

)

(11.15)

Kq⊂
{
ψq = 1

}
(11.16)

∣
∣ψ′

q

∣
∣. δ

1

2
qλq. (11.17)

Such a choice is made possible by (11.12). We then want to apply Proposition 9.1 (using Remark 11.1 above

where ρq ≥ 2δq+2) to (vq, pq,Rq) with

Sψ – ψ2
q(Rq −δq+2 Id),
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hence σψ = ψ2
q(ρq −δq+2). Using (11.17), (11.3), (11.2), (11.13), (11.14), (8.21)-(8.22), and (Aq)-(Fq), we see

that S and (vq, pq,Rq) satisfy the required assumptions on the interval [T
(i)

1 + 2τq,T
(i)

2 − 2τq] with parameters

α, γ̂ > 0. In particular, (9.2) (or its worsened form discussed in Remark 11.1) follows from (11.13), since we

only need it on suppψq⊆ [T
(1)

i +2τq,T
(2)

i −2τq].
Proposition 9.1 gives then a new subsolution (vq+1, pq+1,Rq −Sψ−Eq+1) with

∥
∥vq+1 − vq

∥
∥

0
+
∥
∥vq+1 − vq

∥
∥

H−1λq+1

+λ−1−α
q+1

∥
∥vq+1 − vq

∥
∥

1+α

+λ−θ−εq+1

∥
∥vq+1 − vq

∥
∥
θ+ε

≤ Mδ
1

2

q+1 (From (9.17) and (9.18))
∫

T3

∣
∣vq+1

∣
∣2 −Sψ−Eq+1 =

∫

T3

∣
∣vq

∣
∣2 t∈ [0,T ]. (From (9.15))

and such that Eq+1 satisfies (9.20)-(9.21). Let

Rq+1 – Rq −Sψ−Eq+1,

We claim that (vq+1, pq+1,Rq+1) is a smooth strong subsolution satisfying (Aq+1)-(Fq+1). Notice that (Aq+1) is

satisfied by construction. By definition of Sψ, one has that

ρq+1 = ρq(1−ψ2
q)+ψ

2
qδq+2 − 1

3
trEq+1

R̊q+1 = R̊q(1−ψ2
q)− E̊q+1.

For t∈Kq, condition (Bq+1) follows easily from (9.20) and the fact that Kq⊂{ψq = 1}. For t 6∈Jq, we have that

ρq+1 = ρq ≤ 3

2
δq+2 <

5

2
δq+2.

For t∈Jq rKq, we have that ρq ≤
9

8
ρq ≤ 9

8
·2δq+2 =

9

4
δq+2, which means

ρq+1 ≤ 9

4
δq+2

(

1− 4

9
ψ2

q +
5

9
λ−6α

q+1

)

≤ 5

4
δq+2

(
9

5
+λ−6α

1

)

,

and if λ−6α
1 ≤ 1

5
, which is a matter of choosing a large enough, we have (Bq+1).

Note that, by the construction of ρq+1, we have that Jq ⊆Kq+1, since on the whole of Jq we have that ρq+1 ∼
δq+2 ≫ δq+3. This is the reason why we required γ̂< γ and used the larger γ outside of Jq in (Cq): to make sure

(Cq+1) was automatically verified outside Jq. This is in stark contrast to what happened in Section 10, where

the perturbation regions Pq – [0,2−qT ] satisfied the opposite inclusion Pq+1⊆Pq, and where we consequently

required γ̂> γ to ensure the weaker “strong condition” (bq+1) in Pq rPq+1, while the stronger (dq+1) only held

in Pq+1, where ψq = 1.

By the above paragraph, in verifying conditions (Cq+1)-(Dq+1), it suffices to restrict to the case when ρq+1 ≥
2δq+3 and j = q+1, respectively.

The argument showing (Cq+1) for t∈Kq+1 is similar to the proof of (bq+1) in Step 3 of Proposition 5.1 above.

On the one hand

∥
∥R̊q+1

∥
∥

0
=
∥
∥
∥(1−ψ2

q)R̊q − E̊q+1

∥
∥
∥

0

≤ (1−ψ2
q)Λϱ

1+γ̂
q ℓ

−2α+(1−2

b
)α1ψq=1

q +δq+2λ
−6α
q+1,

on the other hand

ρq+1 = (1−ψ2
q)Λϱq +ψ

2
qδq+2 +

1

3
trEq+1

≥ (1−ψ2
q)ρq +ψ

2
qδq+2 −δq+2λ

−6α
q+1 .
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So where ψq = 1 we have the condition since, for a large enough, we can guarantee

δq+2λ
−6α
q+1 . δq+2ζ

γ̂
q+2(1−λ−6α

q+1)
1+γ̂ ⇐⇒ λ−6α

q+1 . ζ
γ̂
q+2(1−λ−6α

q+1)
1+γ̂, (11.18)

since 6α> 2bβγ̂ is required in (11.3). If ψq 6= 1, however, we need

(1−ψ2
q)Λ

−γ̂ρ1+γ̃
q ℓ−2α

q +δq+2λ
−6α
q+11{ψq>0} ≤ Λ−γ̂[(1−ψ2

q)ρq +ψ
2
qδq+2 −δq+2λ

−6α
q+1]

1+γ̂ℓ
−2

b
α

q+1. (11.19)

To this end set

F(s) – (1− s)Λϱ1+γ̃
q ℓ−2α

q +δq+2λ
−6α
q+1

G(s) – (1− s)ρq + sδq+2 −δq+2λ
−6α
q+1 = ρq + s(δq+2 −ρq)−δq+2λ

−6α
q+1

H(s) – Λ−γ̃G1+γ̃(s)ℓ
−2

b
α

q+1 −F(s),

and, just like in Proposition 5.1, deduce that H(ψ2
q)≥ 0 by proving that:

(i) H(0)≥ 0 and H(1)≥ 0;

(ii) H ′(0)≥ 0 and H ′(1)≥ 0.

(iii) H ′′(s) ≥ 0.

To this end, we first obtain the estimates

δq+2λ
−6α
q+1 . Λϱ1+γ̂

q , F(0). Λϱ1+γ̂
q ℓ−2α

q , G(0)& ρq, G(s)≤ ρq.

The first one follows from (11.18), (8.21), and the fact we are working for t∈Jq.. The second one follows from

the first one. The fourth one is obvious, since ρq ≥
7

8

3

2
δq+2

21

16
δq+2 > δq+2. For the third one, we reduce it to

δq+2λ
−6α
q+1 . ρq, and then it follows from the first estimate, since Λϱ

1+γ̂
q ≤ ρq. We then prove (i)-(v) as follows.

• It is easy to check that the two parts of (i) amount to

Λϱ1+γ̂
q ℓ−2α

q . Λϱ1+γ̂
q ℓ

−2

b
α

q+1, δq+2λ
−6α
q+1 ≤ Λ−γ̂[δq+2(1−λ−6α

q+1)]
1+γ̂ℓ

−2

b
α

q+1;

the first one follows from ℓq ∼ ℓ
1/b

q+1; the second one follows from (11.3) and the following relations, which

hold for a sufficiently large:

1−λ−6α
q+1 ≥

1

2
⇐⇒ λ−6α

q+1 ≤
1

2
, λ−6α

q+1 ≤ ζγ̂q+2ℓ
−2

b
α

q+12−1−γ̂;

• The requirements (ii) can be rewritten as

ρ1+γ̂
q ℓ−2α

q ≥ (1+ γ̂)(ρq −δq+2)ℓ
−2

b
α

q+1 max{[ρq −δq+2λ
−6α
q+1]

γ̂,δγ̂q+2(1−λ−6α
q+1)

γ̂},

which easily follows for sufficiently small γ̂ and sufficiently large a, since ℓ−2α
q ∼ ℓ

−2

b
α

q+1;

• Note that G′′ = 0 because G is linear in s, and the same is true of F ′′, meaning that (iii) is simply

0 ≤ Λ−γ̂γ̂(1+ γ̂)Gγ̂−1(s)G′2(s)ℓ
−2

b
α

q+1

= Λ−γ̂γ̂(1+ γ̂)[(1− s)ρq +δq+2(1−λ−6α
q+1)]

γ̂−1(ρq −δq+2)
2ℓ

−2

b
α

q+1,

which is obvious, since all those factors are positive.
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We have thus obtained (Cq+1).
The velocity estimate in (Dq+1) for j = q+ 1 follows from (9.18) and (8.24). The trace estimate in (Dq+1)
follows from (9.21) and (8.22). Finally, (Eq+1) follows precisely as ( fq+1) in the proof of Proposition 5.1 in

Section 10 above, and (Fq+1) is obtained just like (gq+1). Keep in mind Remark 11.1 above for all of these.

Thus, the inductive step is proved.

Finally, the convergence of {vq} to a solution of the hypodissipative Navier-Stokes equations as in the statement

of Proposition 5.2 (i.e. the one we are proving) follows easily from the sequence of estimates in (Aq)-(Fq),
analogously to Step 4 of Proposition 5.1 proved in Section 10 above.

The Navier-Stokes term T will be handled in the same way as T̂ was dealt with in Proposition 5.1, giving us

once more that the maximal time ts of “smallness” of T must satisfy

lim
a→∞

ts = 0.

Step 3: From one to infinitely many

Looking at the details of the scheme, we realize that replacing (v̂, p̂, R̂) with

(v0, p0,R0) – (v̂, p̂, R̂+ e/3),

as described in the statement of Proposition 5.2, clearly retains condition (3.4), since the initial datum is not

changed. It does not necessarily preserve conditions (3.5), and (3.6). Those, however, are only needed to obtain

the conditions (D0). If we then show that the conditions (A0)− (F0) (and thus also (D0)) are maintained with

such a perturbation, we need not worry about losing (3.5) and (3.6).

Conditions about the velocity are clearly preserved, and (A0) and (E0) are vacuous, so all we need is

ρ′0 ≤
5

2
δ (B0)

∥
∥R̊′

0

∥
∥

0
≤







Λϱ
′1+γ̂
0 ℓ

−2

b
α

q ρ′0 ≥ 2δ2

Λϱ
′1+γ̂
0

3

2
δ2 ≤ ρ′0 ≤ 2δ2

Λϱ
′1+γ
0 ρ′0 ≤

3

2
δ2

(C0)

∣
∣∂tρ

′
0

∣
∣≤ ρ′0δ

1

2

0λ0. (D0.2, i.e. (11.10))

Concerning (B0), the proposition assumes ρ̂≤ 5/2δ, so that the condition is preserved by requiring (5.13). Since

ρ̂(0) = 0, e has the possibility to vary in a neighborhood of t = 0 without becoming negative.

(D0.3) boils down to the following condition on e:

{
|∂te| ≤ e

√
δ0 λ0 e > 0

|∂te|+ |e|
√
δ0 λ0 ≤ ρ̂

√
δ0 λ0 −|∂t ρ̂| otherwise

.

To keep things simple, we require (5.14) and (5.15).

Coming to (C0), we first assume e > 0, which immediately yields, by the properties of (v̂, p̂, R̂), that

∥
∥R̊0

∥
∥

0
≤







Λ(ϱ̂+Λ−1e)1+γ̂ℓ
−2

b
α

q ρ̂≥ 2δ2

Λ(ϱ̂+Λ−1e)1+γ̂ 3

2
δ2 ≤ ρ̂≤ 2δ2

Λ(ϱ̂+Λ−1e)1+γ ρ̂≤ 3

2
δ2

.

Our goal is to obtain that

∥
∥R̊0

∥
∥

0
≤







Λ(ϱ̂+Λ−1e)1+γ̂ℓ
−2

b
α

q ρ̂+ e ≥ 2δ2

Λ(ϱ̂+Λ−1e)1+γ̂ 3

2
δ2 ≤ ρ̂+ e ≤ 2δ2

Λ(ϱ̂+Λ−1e)1+γ ρ̂+ e ≤ 3

2
δ2

.

• We first note that ρ̂+ e ≤ 3/2δ2 =⇒ ρ̂≤ 3/2δ2, so in this case we have the desired estimate for ‖R̊0‖0;
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• If ρ̂ ≤ 3/2δ2 but 3/2δ2 ≤ ρ̂+ e ≤ 2δ2, since γ̂ < γ and ‖R̊0‖0 ≤ Λ(ϱ̂+Λ−1e)1+γ, we have the desired

estimate;

• If ρ̂≤ 3/2δ2 but ρ̂+ e ≥ 2δ2, the desired estimate is even looser than in the previous item;

• If 3/2δ2 ≤ ρ̂≤ 2δ2, then either ρ̂+ e also satisfies this bound, in which case we have the desired estimate,

or ρ̂+ e ≥ 2δ2, in which case the desired estimate is looser;

• Finally, if ρ̂≥ 2δ2, then so is ρ̂+ e, meaning again we have the desired estimate.

Thus, we need no additional conditions to obtain (C0). Summing up, the conditions we must impose on e are

precisely (5.13)-(5.15). The proof is complete. ✸

A Proof of Lemma 6.1

Proof. (Lemma 6.1)

Fix ρ∈C
∞
c (B1(0)) a standard mollification kernel in space, and define:

ρε(x) – ε−3ρ(xε−1).

To ensure the regularity of the initial datum, we consider the smoothed datum

w0 – w∗ρη0
,

where

η0 – max






η : ‖w∗ρη−w‖L2 ≤ δ

3
∧
∫

T3

[|w0|2 −|w|2](x)dx ≤ 2

3
δ






. (A.1)

By Theorem 6.1, there exists a solution (ṽ, p̃) with initial datum w0, where p̃ can be recovered uniquely once

we impose
∫

p̃ = 0.

We now fix a standard mollification kernel in time χ∈C
∞
c ((−1,0)) and, with ρε,ρ as defined above, we define

χε(t) – ε−1χ(tε−1)

v(x, t) –

t+ε∫

t

(ṽ∗ρε)(x,s)χε(t − s)ds,

p(x, t) –

t+ε∫

t

(p̃∗ρε)(x,s)χε(t − s)ds,

R(x, t) – ṽ⊗ ṽ− v⊗ v,

where

f =

t+ε∫

t

( f ∗ρε)(x,s)χε(t − s)ds.

By construction and since (ṽ, p̃) solves (1.5), (v, p,R) is a smooth solution of (3.1), i.e.

{
∂tv+div(v⊗ v)+∇p+(−Δ)θv =−divR

divv = 0
.

By using Jensen’s inequality on T
3 × [t, t + ε] with the measure ρε(x− y)χε(t − s)dxds, we conclude that

R = ṽ⊗ ṽ− v⊗ v ≥ 0. (A.2)
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Coming to the initial datum, we have that

v|t=0 =

ε∫

0

((ṽ−w0)∗ρε)(x,s)χε(−s)ds+w0 ∗ρε.

Taking the L2 norm, we can easily obtain that

‖v|t=0 −w0‖L2(T3) ≤ sup
t∈[0,ε]

‖ṽ(·, t)−w0‖L2(T3)+‖w0 ∗ρε−w0‖L2(T3) — sup
t∈[0,ε]

It + IIε.

IIε can be made as small as we desire by choosing ε small enough. Let ε0 be the maximal parameter such that

IIε <
δ

3
. As for sup It , using ṽt(x) – ṽ(x, t), we can obtain that

I2
t =

∫

T3

|ṽt −w0|2dx =

∫

T3

|ṽt |2 −|w0|2dx−2

t∫

0

∫

T3

〈∂t ṽ,w0〉dxds

∗
≤2

t∫

0

∫

T3

−(ṽs ⊗ ṽs) :Dw0 +
〈

ṽs,(−Δ)θw0

〉

dxds

•
≤2
√

C(1−2θ)

t∫

0

‖ṽt‖L2 [w0]1ds+2

t∫

0

‖ṽt‖2
L2‖Dw0‖L∞ds

≤ 2t‖Dw0‖L∞‖w0‖L2(
√

C(1−2θ) +2‖w0‖L2)≤ K(w)t‖Dw0‖L∞ .

In ∗, we used the fact that ‖ṽt‖2
L2 ≤ ‖w0‖2

L2 , i.e. (6.1), as well as the fact that (ṽ, p̃) is a solution of (1.5) and the

fact divw0 = 0. In •, we used Theorem 2.1, choosing ε= 1−2θ. In the last step, we used that ‖w0‖L2 ≤ ‖w‖L2 .

This becomes arbitrarily small if we choose t appropriately small, and since t ∈ [0,ε] that translates to ε small

enough. Since Dw0 = Dρη0
∗w = η−4

0 Dρ(η−1
0 ·)∗w, Hölder’s inequality yields

‖Dw0‖L∞ ≤ η−4
0

∥
∥Dρ(η−1

0 x)
∥
∥

L2
x(Bη0

)
‖w‖L2 ≤ η−4

0 η2
0‖Dρ‖C0‖w‖L2 =C(w)η−2

0 ,

so that, to ensure sup[0,ε] It ≤ δ/2, we choose

ε≤ δη2
0

3C(w)K(w)
— ε̃.

Choosing ε– min{ε0, ε̃,η0} thus yields

‖v|t=0 −w‖L2 ≤ δ ‖v|t=0 −w0‖L2 ≤ 2

3
δ.

We have thus obtained (6.2). As for (6.3), we first notice that

∫

T3

(ρε ∗ f )(x, t)dx =

∫

T3

f (x, t)dt, (A.3)

for any t∈ [0,T ] and any function f . Thus, by the definition of R, we have that

∫

T3

|v|2(x, t)+ trR(x, t)dx =

∫

T3

|ṽ|2(x, t)dx =

∫

T3

(χε ∗ |ṽ|2)(x, t)dx,

We have thus reduced (6.3) to the following inequality:

1

2

∫

T3

(χε ∗ |ṽ|2)(x, t)+
t∫

0

∫

T3

∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 v

∣
∣
∣

2

(x,s)dxds ≤
∫

T3

|w|2(x)dx+δ.
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Since (ṽ, p̃) satisfies (6.1), we can see that

1

2

∫

T3

(χε ∗ |ṽ|2)(x, t)+
t∫

0

∫

T3

∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 v

∣
∣
∣

2

(x,s)dxds ≤ 1

2

∫

T3

|w|2dx+
1

2

∫

T3

|w0|2 −|w|2dx

+
1

2

∫

T3

[(χε ∗ |ṽ|2)−|ṽ|2](x, t)dx+

t∫

0

∫

T3

[∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 v

∣
∣
∣

2

−
∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 ṽ

∣
∣
∣

2
]

(x,s)dxds

—

1

2

∫

T3

|w|2dx+ I+ II+ III.

Our desired estimate (6.3) will then follow from

I ≤ δ

3
II ≤ δ

3
III ≤ δ

3
. (A.4)

The first of these relations follows from (A.1).

The second relation in (A.4) follows, for ε sufficiently small, from the fact that, since ṽ∈L2
t Hθ

x ⊆L2
t L2

x , |ṽ|2∈L1
t L1

x ,

so χε ∗ |ṽ|2 → |ṽ|2 in L1
t L1

x for ε→ 0.

Coming to the third relation, we first rewrite the integral of the first integrand:

t∫

0

∫

T3

∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 v

∣
∣
∣

2

(x,s)dxds =

t∫

0

∫

T3

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

s+ε∫

s

∫

T3

ρε(x− y)(−Δ)θ2 ṽ(y,τ)χε(t − τ)dydτ

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

2

dxds

≤
t∫

0

s+ε∫

s

∫

T3

∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 ṽ

∣
∣
∣

2

(x,τ)χε(t − τ)dxdτds,

where we used Jensen’s inequality in the first step and (A.3) in the second one. Therefore, the remaining term

is rewritten as:

III =

t∫

0

∫

T3

[(

χε ∗
∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 ṽ

∣
∣
∣

2
)

(x,s)−
∣
∣
∣(−Δ)

θ

2 ṽ

∣
∣
∣

2

(x,s)

]

dxds.

We now note that, since ṽ∈L2
t Hθ

x , we have that (−Δ)θ2 ṽ∈L2
t L2

x , and thus |(−Δ)θ2 ṽ|2∈L1
t L1

x . Therefore, as before,

χε ∗ |(−Δ)
θ

2 ṽ|2 −|(−Δ)θ2 ṽ|2 → 0 in L1
t L1

x , and the third relation of (A.4) reduces to an opportune choice of ε.

Summing up, (v, p,R) is a smooth solution of (3.1), which satisfies (6.3) and (6.2), and R ≥ 0 by (A.2). The

proof of Lemma 6.1 is thus complete. ✸
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