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L?-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 0 < !/3, we prove non-uniqueness of
dissipative L? H? weak solutions for an L2-dense set of P Holder continuous wild initial data with © < p < L
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

{a,v+div(v®v)+Vp=0 (1.1)

divv=0

1
with regularity lower than COC; has been investigated deeply. After the pioneering works of Scheffer [33] (on
the plane R?) and Shnirelman [34] (on the periodic torus T?), De Lellis and Székelyhidi, in [13]], 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;°L? weak solutions of (LI) in R” for any n. The subsequent paper [16]
provided a proof of the non-uniqueness of weak solutions satisfying the weak energy inequality

j|v<x,r>|2dx < j|v<x,o>|2dx, (1.2)
T3 T3

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)) and define the total kinetic energy as
1 2
E(t) = 5 [v(x,t)|“dx
’]T?

IfveCP for p > %, then the energy is a conserved quantity, i.e. E(t) = E(0).

By contrast, for any p < % there exist CP weak solutions of (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 C1o~-Holder solutions in [19].
In [3]], Isett was able to improve the Holder exponent for the existence of non-conservative solutions to % —eand,
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 Holder continuous dissipative solutions in the
class G?Gf ,forall f < % 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]: C! solutions are unique,
and moreover, if such a solution exists, any L;°L? solution with the same initial data which is admissible coincides
with the C! 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 CP for p < !/, was proved
in [12]. In [14] and [13]], the following topologically stronger statement was proved: the set of CP initial data
giving rise to admissible solutions is dense in Lz(’]IG). It was proved in [[14]] for f < ! /s, and in [13]] for p < ! /3
Removing the admissibility condition (I.2)) leads to non-uniqueness for any C* initial datum, as proved in [21]].
For the Navier-Stokes equations

{8,-v+div(v®v)+Vp:Av (13)
divv=0 ’
in [27]], Leray proved the existence of global weak solutions satisfying the following energy inequality:
t
Jyv(x,z)ﬁdwzj J\Vv(x,s)\zdxds < Jyv(x, 0)dx ae. t>0. (1.4)
T3 0 T3 e

Such solutions are called Leray solutions or Leray-Hopf solutions, and we will call them admissible solutions of
(L3). The strategy employed in [27] can easily be adapted to prove the existence of solutions to satisfying
(L.2), which are therefore called by the same names.

Thanks to the Ladyzhenskaya-Prodi-Serrin regularity theory, weak-strong uniqueness for holds for L/ L}
solutions, where % + % =1, as proved in [30]] for d = 3 and in [31]] for the general case.

The uniqueness or non-uniqueness of solutions to (L3) satisfying (I4) 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>.

Several non-uniqueness results have been obtained for non-admissible solutions, i.e. in the absence of the energy
inequality (I4). In [5], the authors prove the existence, for any smooth energy profile e, of GtOH)E3 solutions with
kinetic energy e, i.e.

[ meorar=eo),
’]T3

for some parameter . This implies non-uniqueness for the zero initial datum. Choosing a non-increasing e,
this also implies the existence of solutions of (L3)) satisfying (L.2).

It is known that such B cannot be too large, since p = !/, implies weak-strong uniqueness by [11]]. In arbitrary
dimensions, B = !/, is in fact a threshold for weak-strong uniqueness. Indeed, in Terence Tao’s blog post [33],
the non-uniqueness of H,'H? for any s < !/, has been proven to hold on T¢ where d = d(s) is sufficiently large.
In the subsequent work [2]], a “gluing” theorem is proved: given any two strong solutions u; ,u, € C°H3 ([0, T],T3),
there exists a weak solution v Gto (Hf N xl"HB), with a set of singular times X having dimension dimgyg X < 1—f,
which coincides with u; on [0,7/3] and with u, on [>T, T]. The parameter f is not quantified in [2], but the
strategy therein allows it to reach at most a value slightly above 1073.

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/ LY ﬂL}le " with a
solution of (L3)), for any p < 2. The singular set of these solutions is also of low dimension. The strategy of [[7]
can be extended to L/'L? N Lfol’q, where once again p < 2, and we have that s < 2 and ¢ < gmax (s, p), where
Gmax(s,p) = 1ifs =2 o0r p — 2.



In this paper we are interested in studying how introducing a fractional dissipative term in (I.I)) may affect
the uniqueness or ill-posedness of the Cauchy problem. More specifically, we consider the hypodissipative
Navier-Stokes equations

ov+diviv@v)+Vp+ (=A% =0 (1.5)
divv=0 ’ '
with exponent 0 < % and admissibility condition
J| xt|dx+Jﬂ Vo(x,s)| dxds < L I| (x,0)2dx. (1.6)

0 T3

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 6.1l 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 CP initial data for ® < f < !/3 which generate
infinitely many COC? solutions which, by [9], are in fact Gf . In fact, [8]] produces such data for 0 up to ! /5,
with solutions that can only be proved to be admissible (i.e. satisfy (L)) for 8 < !/s.

Inspired by the results in [14] and [13], which prove the L?-density of such initial data for the Euler equations
(L.1), respectively for p < ' /5 and for p < '/3, we investigate the existence of an L?-dense class of CP wild
initial data (namely data for which non-uniqueness holds) for admissible solutions to (L3) in L?H?. 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 (CP weak solutions with data close to L? functions and time of admissibility). Let 0 < f <
%,WELZ(T3). Then, for all n > 0, there exist a time T = T(n) > 0, an initial datum wy € CP(T?) such that

|[wq —wl|2 < n, and infinitely many weak solutions v, € C°([0,T],CP(T?)), with initial datum vq|—o = wy,
which satisfy on [0,T), but can be proved to satisfy (LL6) (i.e to be admissible) only on [0,T (n)]. Moreover

lim 7' (n) =0.
n—0

The fact that the admissibility condition in [Theorem 1.1] cannot be guaranteed to hold for CP 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 € L*(T?) is a
(0,X,T)-wild initial datum for (L3) if there exist infinitely many weak solutions v : [0,T] x T> — R3 of (L.3)
such that vE X, v(x,0) = w(x) a.e. in T3, and the admissibility condition (L8) holds on [0,T)]. The set of such
data is denoted by Wo x . If X = L;"’Gf, we will speak of (6,B,T)-wild data, and of the set Wo g 1.

As a consequence of we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 1.1 (Density of wild initial data — Holder solutions). The set Jr Wop 1 is dense in the set of
divergence-free L? vector fields, for all © < p < %

Moreover, by taking a solution vy, as given by [Theorem 1.1l and continuing it with a Leray solution 7, :
[T'(n),0] x T> — R? with datum (T (n)) = vy(T (n)), as provided by [Theorem 6.1l we obtain the following.

Theorem 1.2 (Density of wild initial data — Sobolev solutions). Wy ;240 1 is dense in the sef ot divergence-free
L? vector fields, for all © < %, 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



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 # = 0, and has the C! norm of the
velocity blowing up at a controlled rate at # = 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[3lintroduces three kinds of subsolutions, namely strict, strong, and adapted. Section [ contains
some important definitions and relations used in the following sections. Section [3] states the approximation
results that lie at the heart of the proof. Section [6] deduces from those approximation results.
Section [7] shows how one can approximate strict subsolutions with strong ones. Sections [§] and [O] contain the
two substeps of each convex integration step, respectively a gluing step and a perturbation step. Sections [I0]and
[[Tl 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:

« §33 are the symmetric 3-by-3 matrices; within this set, Si“ are the positive definite ones, 83X3 are the

traceless ones, and é’%3 are the positive semidefinite ones.

o IfRES33, we decompose it as

R= %trRIdH% = pld+R,

where Re §; "% is the traceless part of R.

* For scalar functions f, we write Vf := (9, f,dxf,03f) = Df;

« However, for vector fields v, we define Dv so that (Dv);; = d;v;, whereas Vv = (Dv)T; with these choices,
(v-Vv=2Dv-v=v-Vy;

* In a similar fashion, for tensor fields S, ®S is defined by (@S)ijk = 8kSij, whereas VS is defined by
(VS)ijk = IiSjks

e The Holder norms are defined as follows

1l =suplfQ)l, [l maxsup|apf], (e = sup LI
BN xy  [x=yl
|B|=k

k
1A = 1A 1o+ Y 1A, 1 o = ”f“k+m§’;[aﬁf]a7
i=1 -
peN3

for ke N,a e (0,1).
Concerning the Holder norms, we recall the following standard inequalities.

Lemma 2.1 (Holder norm inequalities). For 0 <s<rand f,g:T> — R?

[f8lr < C(r)([f]-l1gllo + 1 £llo[g]) 2.1
fls <)y 1Sl 22)
Moreover, for f:T> = SCRY and ¥ : § — R:
[¥o fln < K(d,m) (W1 ND 1+ IV bt 116" 111m) (2.3)
(Vo flm < K(d,m) (YD fllm—1 + V¥ [£1T)- 2.4)



Finally, for all s,r > 0:

1 * el < Crs)e (I £1lr
1f = el < Crs)e L £l 25)
1f = f*@ell, < C9) ) fllri2

1(f8) * @ = (f x@0) (g *@o)ll, < C(rs) " flllglh

where @ is a standard mollification kernel, i.e. ¢ € C°(B1;[0,1]) and I(p =1, and @y = Zig(p(z)

For functions f,g : T3 x [0,T] — RY, we denote their time-slices by f;(x) == f(x), g (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(¢,-)||er, [f(2,-)]er for the (semi)norms of the slices. By taking supremum norms in time,
the above inequalities can be formulated with C?C” 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].

3x3

Lemma 2.2 (Mikado flows). For any compact subset 11 CC 87" there exists a smooth vector field W : 11 x T —

R3 such that, for every R€ N

dive(W(R,&) @ W(R,E)) =0 2.6)
dive W(R,€) =0 ’ '
and {
E)dE=0
& 2.7
{{Ts )@ W(R EIE=R’ @7
Using Fourier series in & and the above integral and differential relations, we obtain that
= Y au(R)Are™* (2.8)
keZ3\{0}
W(R,E)®W(R,&) =R+ Y Cr(R)e", (2.9)
keZ3~\{0}

where the coefficients ay,Cy € C, the Ay satisfy Ay -k = 0,|Ax| = 1, the Cy satisfy Cyrk = 0, and moreover

C(N,N,m)

sup [OXac(R)| = llarllevin < N (2.10)
C(N,N,m
sup [DYCL(R)| = [Ce vy < ELLN) @.11)
ReN |k|
In Section[7] we will need the fact that, if we set
ik X Ag .
U(R,&) = Zak(R)Wz"e”‘é, 2.12)
k

then we have that curl: U = W. Indeed

ik x A . 2 a0 ik
curleU(R,€) = Y €mnOn (ak(R) p ’2’< ’H) et =Y €tmEnpgr (R)ikp(Ar)qlk| > - ikpe™ ey =
n kémnpq

= = X (86pBg — StqBump)ai (R)kp k|2 (Ax) ke “er =

klmpq
= Zak )Age® S — Y ac(R)kykqlk|™ 2(Ap) €% e, =
kpq
Zak ) (k- Ak k e,
el

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



Definition 2.1 (Anti-divergence R). Define the operator < so that
Aov=v— J(T3 vdx
IW ov=0 ’
and then define
Ry = i(@@ov—k (@Pov)T) + %(@ ov+(Dov)) — %(divov)ld, (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 € é’g 3 is symmetric and trace-free, and
moreover

divmv:v—vadx,. (2.14)
HIS
Moreover, we have the following statement, which we will use numerous times throughout the paper.

Lemma 2.4 (Stationary Phase Lemma). Let a€ (0,1),N > 1. Let a€ C=(T3),® € C=(R3,R3) be smooth
functions and assume

%g DD <K  onT.
Then
; o
J‘a(x)elkﬂ)dx SC(K’N)HaHN—i_HaAUOH HN’ (215)
J ik
and for the operator R of 2.13) above we have that
ik lally , llallyro =+ llalloll®]]
| R (a(x)e®®)|. < ClaK,N) (wl_oa 4 NN+ \kyN—O(‘) N+a | (2.16)

We now recall some classical estimates regarding fractional laplacians.

Theorem 2.1 (Fractional laplacian and Holder norms). Let y,e > 0 and p > 0 such that 2y+f+¢e < 1, and
let f:T? — R3. If f € CO2HPHE then (—A)Y f € CP, moreover there exists a constant C = C(g) such that

1(=2)"llp < C(&)[flaypre- (2.17)
Moreover, for every y€(0,1), € > 0 such that 0 < y+¢e < 1, and f as above, then there exists C = C(g) > 0
such that
. 12
[l warsceus,.  vreerm). 219
I

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 V, D, setting Dt(v) = d, +v-V, we have that
Ve ® = Vo - ke ® = ieh k- DD (2.19)
D" (@®)=2(D!"®)-D0-Dv. (2.20)
Observing that D@D®~! = Id and thus 0 = D" (D0Dd ') = D" (D®) - D0 ! + D - D" (DD "), we can

see that
p"oo ' = 90 DY (@d)Dd ! = (Vo ') —Do - DDV D (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).



Proposition 2.1 (Estimates on the transport equation). Assume |t —1y|||v||1 < 1. Then, any solution f of
{(8t+v-V)f:g
f ('70) =/fo

satisfies

170l < ol + [ st 0)lds

10 < e 1ol [ ool as

for all 0 < o < 1 and, more generally, forany N> 1 and 0 < a < 1

t

[f(®)]n+a S folva+ [t VIv+alfol1 + J ([8()Iv+a + (= 5)[Vv+alg(s)]1 ) ds.

fo

Define ®(t,-) to be the inverse of the flux X of v starting at time ty as the identity (i.e. %/ X = v(X,t) and
X (x,10) = x). Under the same assumptions as above we have that
V(1) —1d[ly < [¢][v]:
[@(0)]n S leVly VN = 2.

Proposition 2.2 (Estimates on the transport-diffusion equation). Assume 0 < (r —1ty)[v]; < 1. Then, any

solution of
(@ 4+v-V+(=Au=f inT3x (t,T)
u(-,t0) = up in T3

satisfies
t
o) < e | ol [ 17650
to

Jor all 0 < o <1 and, more generally, forany N> 1and 0 < a < 1

t

()N o S [HolN o+ (2 = 10) VIvauto]1 + J ([F()Iv+a+ (1 =) PInsalf(5)]1)ds,

fo
where the implicit constants depends only on N, .

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 a€ (0,1) and any meN, there exists a constant C(a,m) with the
following properties. If ¢,y : T2 — R are the unique solutions of

{A(p:f {Aw:divF
fo=0 fw=0 -
then
1@llny210 < COm Q| fllnta W10 < COm ) |F ]l



3 Approximate solutions

For the proof of 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 1314} [17].

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

R3 xR x Sif such that VGLIZO o R GL}OC, p is a distribution, the equations

{8,v+div(v®v)+Vp+(—A)9v: —divR 3.1)

divy=0

hold in the sense of distributions in T x (0,T), and moreover R > 0 a.e., i.e. it is positive semidefinite a.e.. If
Re cﬁw 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 y will only act on the “reduced” trace pQ~!, where Q > O is a
constant whose role is explained in Section 4l

Definition 3.2 (Strong subsolutions). A strong subsolution with parameters y,Q > 0 is a subsolution (v, p,R)
such that in addition tr R is a function of t only and, if
1 p(t)
= = R = —
p(t) = 5 (wR)(1) elr) =~
then
|R(x,1)] <Qo"™(t)  V(x,1). (3.2)

Remark 3.1 (On strength and parameters). In our schemes @ will be sufficiently small so that in particular
Q" < rg, where ry is the geometric constant in [I4) Definition 3.2], thus leading to the conclusion that (3.2)
implies that our strong subsolutions are also strong in the sense of [[I4)], provided Q = O(1) (specifically
Q@Y < ry). Note also that, if (v, p,R) is a strong subsolution for some parameters y,Q > 0 with @ < 1, then it is
also a strong subsolution for any 0 <y’ <y with the same Q.

The last notion of subsolution has vanishing Reynolds stress at time # = 0 and the C'-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 @ rather than the “full” trace p, and the estimates include a power of €.

Definition 3.3 (Adapted subsolutions). Given y,Q > 0,0 < f§ < % and v satisfying

1-3p

28 7
we call a triple (v, p,R) a CP-adapted subsolution on [0, T'] with parameters y, Q, v if (v, p,R) € C=(T? x (0, T]) N
C(T? x [0,T)) is a strong subsolution with parameters y,Q with initial datum

v >

(3.3)

v(-,0)€CP(T?) and R(-,0)=0, (3.4)

and, setting p(t) == %trR(x,t) and @ = pQ~", for all t > 0 we have that p(t) > 0 and there exist o € (0,1) and
C > 1 such that )

V]l < CQ1Q™ 1Y (3.5)
|80 < CQ . (3.6)



4 Strategy of the proof

The remainder of this paper closely follows the convex integration strategy adopted by [13] in the Euler setting.
Section [3] 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 [

Section [7] shows how to obtain a strong subsolution from a strict one. By iterating Sections [8H9] we produce
sequences (vy, pg,R,) of strong subsolutions which converge to a C P_adapted subsolution in Section and to
a weak solution in Section [Tl

In passing from one subsolution to another, the C° and C! norms of the various subsolutions are estimated in
terms of parameters (8,,),), where 6;/ ? is the amplitude (in space) of w, = v, — v,_1, and ), is the oscillation
frequency (in space) of w,. The parameters, however, are partially different from those chosen in [13]] and closer
to the ones used in [14]]. More precisely, we define

ho=2a[d"] §= AL =P =0 A=8, (4.1)
where
* [x] denotes the ceiling of x, i.e. the smallest integer n > x;

* p€(0,1/3) and b€ (1,3/2) control the Holder exponent of the scheme and are required to satisfy

1-p
1<b<2—B. “4.2)

* a>> 1 is sufficiently large to absorb various g-independent constants in the course of the proofs.

The parameter A, and thus the distinction between 6, and {,, were absent in [13]. They are added here to make
sure 8; = 8, thus making (Z.12) an a-independent estimate. Thus, in particular, we are allowed to bound A from
below, since such a bound will be satisfied for a large enough, but not to bound it from above, which would
cause O to depend on a.

With this choice of parameters, we must require the conditions

A>1 (4.3)

1

§>[3>e+e’, 4.4)
for some positive €'. Condition (£.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 «,y > 0, and a sufficiently large a > 1, if (v, py,Ry) is a strong subsolution satisfying

1Rqlo < Aeg™ (4.5)
!
ally o < MBGHG™ (4.6)
3 7
290+2 < Pg = 811 4.7
1
|atpq‘ < Pgdghyg (4.8)
! 0+e—p
[Vallgre <M1+ Y2 : (4.9)
i=0
where p, = ltqu, and @, = Aflpq, then there exists a strong subsolution (v4i1,pg+1,Rg41) satisfying the

conditions (4.5)-({.9) with g replaced by ¢+ 1 as well as the following additional estimate

1
[va1 = vallg +Agst[vart —vgll - H;if“quH — Vgl 10 S M8



The proof consists of three steps:

1. A mollification step, moving from (v, py,R,) to (ve,;, pe,;,Re,,;), where the mollification parameter £, ;
varies on suitably chosen subintervals, as required by the different orders of the upper and lower bounds

on pg in @22);
2. A gluing step, which goes from (v, ps,,,Ry,;) to (Vg, D4, Ry):
3. A perturbation step going from (v, ,,R;) t0 (Vgi1,Pgr1,Rys1)-

The change in condition (4.3) with respect to [13]] was made in order to prevent the new definition of §, from
causing bounds of the form A* < 1, with A > 0, to appear in the proofs. Condition (£.9) was added in order to
control the new trace terms.

Section [8 proves the mollification and gl}ling steps, and Section [9 addresses the perturbation step. The gluing
step was introduced in [23] to ensure R, is supported in pairwise disjoint time intervals. This allows us
to construct the perturbation as w = Y ;(w,; +w,;), where the w,; are Mikado flows with pairwise disjoint
supports and suppw,; C suppw, ;, thus preventing w @ w from containing “mixed terms” w,; ® w,_; with i # j,
which are harder to deal with.

Fixing a > 0,y > 0, we also define

1+y I+y

2 ST A—%
0, = F‘”j = a2 - (4.10)
Clzl }\q }‘q(—xi- 1 6121 }\q }‘q(—xi- 1
€4a
T, = ; . 4.11)
64}\11

Remark 4.1 (Homogeneity in A of /,, 7). {,, as well as the {; defined in Section |8 are 0-homogeneous in A,
whereas T, is !/5-homogeneous. The last property allows us to cancel the A" factors we will see appearing in
the course of the proof.

We also assume o
84+1842q ,
1—15a—py — 94+2
}\q—i-l
which can be achieved if «a is sufficiently large assuming (150 + py)b < (b—1)(1 —p—2bp). Moreover, we

assume

(4.12)

}Lfl

a1 <<t (4.13)

The right inequality in (@.I3) is evident from the definition. The left inequality can be reduced to —b <
Pb*(1+7v) +PB — 1 — 2ba, which can easily be verified for a = 0 =y, and thus also for a,y sufficiently small.
We will in fact need the following sharper bound:

1-N N+1
A <lg (4.14)

which can be achieved by imposing the following condition:
N[(b—1)(1—=B(b+1)) —ypb* — 2ab] > 1+ b+ (1 +v)pb* 4 2ab — p. (4.15)
The above conditions can be obtained by choosing, in this order
* b,p as in (@.2), so that in particular (1 +b) < 1;
* 0 < a,y sufficiently small depending on b, 3;
N eN sufficiently large depending on b, ,a,y so as to get (.13).

One last notational remark: A < B (resp. A 2 B) will mean A < C(b,f,a,y,M)B (resp. A > C(b,p,o,y,M)B),
or C(N,b,B,a,y,M) if norms depending on N are involved (e.g. CV "% norms). A ~ B will mean A < B and
A 2 B. Note that C does not depend on a > 1.
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S 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 6,,),, A 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 (v, 5, R) be a smooth strict subsolution on [0, T).
Then, for any 6 < fﬁ <3 v> 1;—5[3, and 8,0 > 0, there exist y,Q2 >0 and a Gﬁ—adapted subsolution (¥, p,R)
with parameters v,Q,v such that p < %6 and, for all t €[0,T]

J(|9|2+tr1%)dx: J(|ﬁ|2+trlé)dx (5.1)
T3 T3
5= b0 < ||1 482 (5.2)
17 =91 <o (5.3)

Moreover, if we define

A ? 0 |2 6 12
F(t) = I I (((—A)zﬁ - ((—A)w >dxds, (5.4)
0 T3
we have the bound
0.7 <Y, Ax) P, (5.5)
q
The g = 0 term of this sum is the largest, and is SX%ﬁkgﬂ_ﬁ, which is a-increasing. Since we can see that a — oo

for & — 0, for any n > 0, it can only be ensured that

[Tl@) <0 €0, (n,8,0)),

where T(n,8,a) ~ n6*1?\f2ﬁ7\g_9_8 —0ifa— o0 orn—0.

The proof will be given in Section
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). Ler 0 < p < ff < % vy >0, and v > 0 with

1-3p 1-3p
2f3 <v< 3 (5.6)

The following holds for all & < 1.
If (9, p,R) is a CP-adapted subsolution with parameters y,Q,v and p < 26, then, for all 6 > 0, there exists a CP
weak solution v of (I.3) with initial datum

and such that, for all t €[0,T]
J|v|2dx: I (| +trR)dx (5.8)
T HIE
v =9l o < 52 (5.9)

v="|[, 1 <o (5.10)

11



Moreover, if we define

2
>dxds, (5.11)

once again we can see that
10,7 <Y AN P, (5.12)

so that, like in the previous proposition, for any 1 > 0, it can be ensured that
|70 <n Vi€[0,T(n,8,a)],

where T (1,8,a) ~ n6*1?\f2ﬁ7\g_9_8 —0ifn—0o0ra— o,
Finally, consider the family of strong subsolutions (¥, p,R+°¢/31d), where e : [0,T] — R satisfies the following
conditions:

>

e(t) < 58— p(1) (5.13)
|dre| < F (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 [T11
[Proposition 5.2]allows us to prove the following wildness criterion.

Corollary 5.1 (Wildness criterion). Ler 0 < 3 <3 L and (9, p,R) be a CP-adapted subsolution such that p < 6

for some small & > 0 and p~'|d;p| < M8 for some smtably large M > 0. Assume that the following admzsszblllly
condition is satisfied for all t € [0,1,] for some sufficiently small t,:

% I (19 (x,8) + tr R(x,1) dx+f “ 3 2(x,s)dxds < % J (19 (x,0) + trR(x,0)) dx, (5.16)

T 0 T3 T

with a strict inequality for at least some t € [0,1,]. Then ¥(x,0) € Wy p_,, for any € > 0.

The existence of infinitely many CP~¢ weak solutions with ¥(x,0) as their initial datum is a consequence of
[Proposition 5.2] above. The admissibility of those solutions follows from (3.16) as shown in the next section,
where it is also seen that the strictness of (5.16)) for at least some 7 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:

* (¥, p,R) will always denote strict subsolutions;

* In Sections [67] (v, p,R) will always denote strong subsolutions; in Sections §H0] all subsolutions will be
strong, and in Sections [TQHIT] the subscripts will mark strong subsolutions;

(9, p,R) will always denote adapted subsolutions, and p will be the Holder regularity of adapted subsolu-
tions;

* (v, p) will always denote (weak) solutions.

12



6 Proof of the existence theorem

We start by recalling the following classical result.

Theorem 6.1 (Existence of Leray solutions). For any w < L*(T?) with divw = 0 and every 0€ (0, 1) there is
a weak solution ve L= (R*,L*(T*)) N L*(R*,HY(T?)) of (L3) such that v(-,0) = w and

JM x,t dx+Jﬂ zv xsdxds<; J]w\z(x)dx vt > 0. (6.1)
0 T3 T3

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

J|v| 1) dx+Jﬂ ol

s T3

(x,7)dxdt < J|v| x,s)d a.e. s,Vt > s.

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

Lemma 6.1 (Existence of strict subsolutions). Let w € L*(T?) with divw = 0. For any & > 0 there exists a
smooth strict subsolution (v, p,R) defined on [0,T) such that

[[%li=0 = wll 2 (1s) <8, (6.2)
and for all t € [0,T]
? 2
3 | e+ wroact [ |21 rojands < [ Peoaers. (6.3)
T3 0 T3 T3

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

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.

We choose 1 > 0,0 < p < p/,w e L? with divw = 0. Using the above result, we obtain a smooth strict
subsolution (¥, 7', R") on [0, T] such that (6.2)-(6.3) hold for some & > 0 which we will fix later. We now note
that adding a smoothly time-dependent non-negative multiple of the identity to R’ does not change the fact
that (¥, p',R') is a smooth strict subsolution. We may thus substitute our strict subsolution with (v P,R) =
v, p, R +2(3\T3 |)~'ek(¢)1d), where K is a constant to be specified later in this proof, 0 < ex(¢) < (3/, — K1),
and eg (0) = /5. Combining the choice of ex with (6.3), we obtain the following relations for ® /> — Kt > 0:

%I(H (x,0) + trR(x,0)) dx J| x)dx + 6 6.4)
']T3
[ 2
% J (192, 1) +trzé(x,z))dx+J J‘(—A)i (x,5)dxds < + I|w| X)dx + 36 K. 6.5)
T3 0 T3 T3

Indeed, passing from (', 5/, R’) to (¥, 5, R) adds a term ex to the left-hand side, since trR = trR’' + 2|T>|~'ex
Now let ¥ be the initial datum of ¥, and note that

Jtrﬁ(x70)dx = [[wliz2 = [1%0lZ2 +38 < |w —oll 2 (wll 2 + [0l 2) +38 <

T
3(2[|w|| ;2 +8) +356 < C(w)s. (6.6)
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Using [Proposition 5.1] and [Proposition 5.2] we can produce a Gﬁ—adapted subsolution (¥, p,R) and a CP weak
solution (v, p), satisfying the integral equalities (5.1) and (5.8) and the H~! estimates (5.3) and (5.10), and the
functions 5,7 of (3.4) and (5.11)). Recall that we have that

j<|v|2+tr1%><x,r>dx — j<|ﬁ|2+trzé><x,t>dx - j|v<x,t>|2dx, 6.7
T3 T3 T3
and thus
)2 = 15012 = jtrmx,r)dx. ©.8)

Call vy the initial datum of v and of ¥, and note that, by (3.3)), (6.8)) and (6.6), we have that

[vo —7oll3 = [[voll — [[Foll> — 2 'Jﬁo - (vo = Vo)dx < C(w)3 + 20| ¥ || 1 -
T

2
Thus, we first choose & sufficiently small so that C(w)8 < L and obtain 7, then we fix ¢ < W and obtain 7,
Vol g1

and finally we conclude that
Ivo—%oll7 <n* = [[§o—voll2 <n.

As for the admissibility condition, choosing K so that |d;(7 +J)| < K — 1, as is made possible by (3.3) and
(3.12), we have that

J’VXZ 2dX+JJ‘ 2v xsdsdx
0 T3
t
5 s 2
6D % J (!ﬁ(x,t)PthrR(x,t))dx—(7+7)(z)+J J‘(—A)gﬁ (x, 5)dsdx
T3 0 T3
63 @2
< J%l | ()dx+35_t < lj(|vo| +trR(x,0))d JM (x,0)dx
T3 T3

where the second-last inequality is strict for all # # 0 where (6.3) is valid. This yields the energy inequality for

t sufficiently small. Since we can only estimate |d,7 + d,J | with a quantity which is potentially unbounded as
2

8 — 0 (as seen in (3.5) and (5.12)), and C(w)d < n? implies & — 0 as 1 — 0, we conclude that our time 7'(n) of

guaranteed admissibility satisfies

lim7'(n) =0.
n—0

So far, we have only obtained one solution for each 1. Suppose that, from (¥, 5, R), we produced the adapted
subsolution (¥, 5, R), and from there the solution (v, p). As noted in [Proposition 5.2} considering

(0,0 ) = (v.5.R+51d)

with e satisfying a suitable set of conditions, we can obtain more weak solutions and ensure these solutions are
admissible up to 7'(n). The required conditions are listed below.

1. The first condition ensures R'(-,0) = 0:

2. The second one ensures tr(R') > 0:
e(t) >0;

it would be enough to require p’ > |e|, but we exclude e < 0 for convenience (cfr. Step 3 of Section [TT);
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3. The third one ensures the admissibility of the new solutions:

1

2T lefr) < 3

I (19(x, 0)|* + trR(x,0) — [9(x,1)|* — trR(x,1))dx

[JJew

0 T3

N\GJ
<:>

J —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 ¢ # 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)-(5.13).

This completes the proof. <&

7 From strict to strong subsolutions

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

Proposition 7.1. Let (¥, p, R) be a smooth solution of (3.1), and S€ C*(T? x [0, T]; §3*3) be a smooth positive-
definite matrix field. Fixa€ (0,1) and € > 0. Then for any A > 1 there exists a smooth solution (¥, p,R) of 3.1)

with
(%,5,R) = (¥,5,R)  fort¢supptrS, (7.1)
I ([V]* + trR) (x,1)dx = I ([P +uR) (x,t)dx  Vre[0,T], (7.2)
T T
and the following estimates hold
.~ C
V=7 -1 < o (7.3)
IVl <CA k=1,2 (7.4)
5 C
HR_R_SHN = 4 1-20—a—N (7.5)

Moreover, tr(R(x,t) — R(x,t) — S(x,t)) = u(t) is a function of t only and satisfies
W'|(r) <A™ (7.6)
The constant C > 1 above depends on (v, p,R),S and ®, but not on \. Finally, defining

H 8)f(es)| | (-

0 T3

<t

(x,s) ‘2) dxds,

we have that
9, ()| < a0+, (7.7)

Proof.
Define the inverse flow of #, ® : T* x [0, T] — T?, as the solution of

0,®(x,t)+ (¥-V)®(x,1) =0
{CID(x,O) =x xeT? ’
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and set
R(x,t) = DD (x,1)S(x,1)D d(x,1).

Observe that R is defined on the compact set T* x [0, T] and, being continuous, has a compact image 11y =
R(T3 x [0,T]) C $3*3.

By [Lemma 2.2 there exists a smooth vector field W : 7y x T3 — T3 satisfying the differential equations (2.6)
and the integral equations (2.7). Define

wo(x,1) = DO 'W (R, AD(x,1))
we(x,t) = %curl(’DTth(ﬁ,MI)(x,t))) — W,
where U = U (R,¢§) is defined as in (2.12)) and thus satisfies curl: U = W. Moreover, set
Ve=P4+w,+w. p=p+p R=R—5-81_¢g?),
where

D= — %(WC '\5—|—W0‘Wc)
EW = R(F) + (we @V +w, @ w, + pld)
F = div(w, @w, —S) + (9, +7- V)w,
+ [(Wo —|—WC) . V]ﬁ—i— ohwe+ (—A)e(wo +Wc)
g =1 ][ (17 = 9 — S )dv-1d,
T3

with R defined as in (2.13). By construction, the relation holds, &M s traceless, &@ is only ¢-dependent,
and (¥, p, R) solves (3.1). To verify this last claim, we can see that

divé) = div(b @V — 7@ 7 — S+ pId) + 0,(¥ — 7) 4+ (—A)° (W, + we)
= O+ div(¥ @V —S+R) + Vp+ (—A)%.

We call w :=w, +w,. = v — 7. Recall that

Z ak Ake

k0
ik xA
U( 7E.>):Zak(R) ‘k’2 kelkia
k

which are respectively (2.8)) and (2.12)), with the a; satisfying (Z.10). This allows us to decompose

= Y D0 g (DDSDT @)A" M = Y bre™® (7.8)
k20 k20
. T
i T DOk XA jro Ck_ik)®
=+YvV SO TP)) x = 27K =y = . 7.
w }\k;) (ar(DDSD' D)) x P e 1;6 3 € (7.9)

The estimate (Z.3)) is deduced by combining arguments from [14] with estimates for & and R((—A)%w). @
is estimated in a similar fashion to how we estimate &(!) below. To estimate R ((—A)®w), using the fact that
[R,(—=A)?] = 0 and @.17), we see that

o +2""elly 1B +2" el 20
Hm((—m@w)(!osumwnms;( VIE= VAT S

ku—i_xilckHOHq)”N—i-ze—i-a
|}Lk|N—29—a

F+20—1 1 14+Co(N,,0)
S A Z <‘k’7(x26 + AN-1 ‘k’N+67297a )
k
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where we used (Z.10) to get the extra |k|~© in each term, and the boundedness of ® to get the Co (N, o, 0).
Concerning (Z.4), the smoothness of ®, S combined with 2.10) gives us

max{||ck|lw, [|bxlln} < k7™, (7.10)

for all integers m > 0, where the by and c; are as in the decompositions of w,, w. above. This easily allows us
to conclude that
N
[wily A%,

since differentiating the exponential gives us a factor of A for each derivative. We then note that
9l < 19l + iy < 1+2Y A7,

where the second step used the smoothness of . For N = 1,2 the above reduces to (Z.4).
Estimate (7.3) is proved separately for w, and w,. The former is straightforward, since w, is already of order
A 1in L2 < H~! thanks to (7.9), and (Z.3) is an H ! estimate. For the latter, the main idea is to write
AD-k
ok _ 9;¢'
iNo;® -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 ® is a diffeomorphism, which implies |D®| is
bounded below.

To continue, we note that p = tr &) = ](|\5|2 — |92 — trSdx. ¥ and tr S are both smooth, so they are bounded. In

order to estimate ﬂ\?(t) 2 note that the following energy identity for ¥ follows from (3.1):

<2 .
a,% V|2 + div G(% +ﬁ>> V- (=A)% = —¥-div(R — R((—A)w)).

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

Hé’;“) —m((—A)GW)HO < AT

These two bounds, by integrating in x and using (Z.4), yield

d (1.,

C 1 sead < b
i f 3t <fum
Thus, the estimate (Z.6) is proved.

The last thing left is to estimate |8tff |. Combining some simple calculations with (Z.4), (Z.17), 2.18), and (2.2)),
we obtain that

R—R((—A)"w)|dx < C(1+1%).

(=A)%%] + |V

0

2 0 0
dxds| = J[2(—A)2\7+ (—A)2w] - (—A)2wdxds

T3

2 :
~ |-yt

- J‘(—A)iv
2

S J2(—A)2ﬁ.(—A)2wdxds +[w]g+8ds§ H\7||9+8||W||6+8+}\2(e+s)‘
——

T3 =]

The velocity 7 is bounded by smoothness, so I < K(¥,0,e)A%*¢. Since A > 1, this yields (Z7)), 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 (¥, p,R) be a smooth strict subsolution on [0,T]. There exist 8,y > 0 such
that the following holds.
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Forany 0 <8 <38, o,y > 0and 0 < & < p— 0 sufficiently small, there exists a smooth strong subsolution (v, p,R)

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

y t 0 2 0 2
T(t) = J J <‘(—A)5\7(x,s)‘ — ‘(—A)Eﬁ(x,s)‘ )dxds,
0 T3
such that, for all t € [0,T]
J (190x,1) 2 + te R, 1)) dox = J (W0 1) 2 + e, 1)) dx (7.11)
T3 T3
3 5
25<p< 28 7.12
0SPsyg (7.12)
R| < A3'™Y (7.13)
19— ¥l -1 < 8)g! (7.14)
19114 < B02g ™ (7.15)
9:p(1)] < 88320 (7.16)
10:T (1)) < A25gg (7.17)
1¥/lgye < K(1+8520"). (7.18)

where the constant K depends on (V,p,R) and e, the parameters 8g, Mg, Cq A are defined as in @) with
sufficiently large a, and o is the small parameter from Section

The proof will proceed by first reducing all the claims in the corollary to a series of conditions on A, 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 A, and some are lower bounds.
Proof.

Let

5 %inf{R(x,t)&-&: £ = 1,xeT 10,77},

Since R is a smooth positive definite tensor on a compact set, & > 0. Then S := R — 81d is positive definite
for any 8 < 5. We may in addition assume without loss of generality that § < 1. We apply [Proposition 7.1]
with (7, 5,R),S, and @€ (0,1),& > 0 to be chosen below. This yields a smooth solution (¥, 5, R) of (3.I) with
properties (Z.2), (Z3)-(Z.3), and (Z.6). We first note that (ZI1) coincides with (Z.2). Next, we observe that
R—R+S=R—3Id, so that, since p(r) = tr(R — R+ S) is a function of time only, the function

p:%tr(zé—RJrs)Jrs (7.19)

is independent of x.
Let us now prove (Z.12)). By the above and (Z.3) for N = 0, we have that

p—3| = % |ir(R—R+S)| <|[R—R+5||, < a1, (7.20)
We require now the following condition on A:
CpO-1+% < 6(%)}\(2)9’”&. (7.21)
Then we notice that, for y sufficiently small and a sufficiently large, we have that

1 _
Sea el < iaﬁlg - (7.22)
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Indeed, rewriting the above in terms of A, it reads

Agkgmzewq < A)L;Mﬁ(lﬂ)'
Since A > 1 by (@.3), this reduces to showing that

—B+20+0a—1< —2bB(1+Yy). (7.23)

and taking a sufficiently large. In turn, (Z.23)) can be proved using that, by assumption, 0 < §,2bp < 1 — P (see
(@.2)), and taking a,y sufficiently small. Thus (Z.22)) is proved.
Now from (Z.20), (Z.21)), and (Z.22) for g = 0, it follows that

p—98[ < 51Cy /\ T8It < 6 (7.24)

where in the last inequality we used the fact that < 1 < A. We have thus proved (Z.12).

From this estimate we can in turn deduce (Z.13). Indeed, since R=R—R + 8, by chaining the inequalities (Z.3)
for N = 0, (Z21)), and ([Z.22)) for ¢ = 0, we analogously deduce that:

1

_4

I+y
4A y61+y < <i> 61+YA7Y < [\51+YA7Y < Aélﬂ(.

The bound (Z.14) follows from (Z.3]) together with the following condition on A:
cn <t (7.25)
To obtain (Z.I3)), we first use standard interpolation estimates together with (Z.4) to obtain that
91l o < ClIPIL 93 < AT,

Therefore, (Z.13) reduces to the following condition on A:
1
CC T < §2ng e, (7.26)

The estimate (Z.16) follows from (Z.6) and (Z.19)), giving

10,5] = %wttr(ﬁ—ﬁ—i—Sﬂ < gx&.

Therefore, (7.16) amounts to

C.5 11—

< 8AA . (7.27)
Since by (Z.7) one has that |9,7 | < CA2%+8) to obtain (Z.17) we require

1
C)20+) < A3gEAdte. (7.28)

Finally, to obtain (Z.I8]), we note that v is smooth and thus bounded by a constant Cy, so that, by interpolation
and (7.4)), we have that
1-6— 0 —0- 0
1¥llose < Crll¥llo ™" “IPIT ™ < GG " (CW) .

Therefore, we will require
1
CiCy P8 (C0)Te < &g e (7.29)

To conclude the proof of the corollary, we now show that, for suitable choices of d,y, @, there exists a A satisfying

conditions (Z.21)), (Z.23), (Z.26), (Z.27), (Z.28), and (Z.29).
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In particular, for fixed constants C,K independent of the parameters a,d,b,d,p, the following conditions must
be satisfied by A:

L iha 111

B AR (7.30)

A>K8 ') (7.31)

1

A < Chodi ™ (7.32)
_ 1-

) < Coz A" (7.33)

_1

A < CAT 05122 (7.34)
— 1(ote)-!

r<asy " ag (7.35)

First we choose 6 < 1, and @,y sufficiently small, and then show that, for a sufficiently large there exists a A
satisfying all the above inequalities.

First of all, notice that, since 8y = 6%5)5 =1 5. 1 if & is fixed and a is sufficiently large, then (Z.31)) implies
(Z.30), and (Z.32) implies (Z.33)) independently of the choice of « > 0, since 0 +¢ < p < % <1+

Hence, we are left with showing that (Z.31)) is compatible with (Z.32)-(Z.34).

The compatibility of (Z31) and (Z.32)), independently of « > 0, is straightforward, since 8y > 1 when a is
sufficiently large.

Inequality (Z.33) does not contradict (Z.31)) provided we choose & so small that %ﬁ > 1, and then a sufficiently
large.

The compatibility of (Z.31)) with (Z.34) rewrites as

1

2y < L Aaragi
K
and, inserting the definitions of &g, A, A, as
= _ p
X(% < 262@1“)“}\(()% 1)(2“””)).
K

Hence the above reduces to showing that

1_B@b—1)

27 2(0+¢)’
which holds since » > 1 and 0 +¢ < f.
The proof is thus complete. <&

8 Localized gluing step

Definition 8.1 (Decomposing the time interval). Let 0 < T} < T, < T such that T, — Ty > 4v,. We define
sequences of intervals {I;},{J;} as follows. Let

i, e Pr+%rmn%—§14rWKLTL 8.1)
and let )
S 2
- mm{z.t, 3rq_T1} >0 ﬁ::max{i:ti—FgTqSTz}- (8.2)
0 T, =0 3

Moreover, define

Ji= (fi—%fq,ti‘{'%Tq)m[O’T] n<isn

2 2
Jﬂfl = |:O,tn— g’Cq> Jigr1 = <tﬁ+ g’Cq, T:| .
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These form a pairwise disjoint decomposition of [0,7]:

[O,T]=Jﬂ_1Ulﬂ_1U[JQU...UJﬁ]UIﬁUJﬁ_H, (8.4)
and
5 5
l‘ﬂ < Tl + §Tq < T2 — §’Cq < ftj. (85)

Moreover, if 71 > 0, n > 1, otherwise we have both that n = 0 and that J,_; U1, = .
Given a subsolution (v, py,R,) with p, == %tqu and g, == A~ 'p,, we will define:

(Pg,irQq.islyi) = | Pq(ti),Qq(ti), (8.6)

where «,y are the parameters of Section[dl Using (8.11)) and assuming a > 1 is sufficiently large (as in (4.13),
depending on «,Y,b), we may ensure that

AL <l <l <t (8.7)

Since we will always be working with 8 < B, recalling E;l < Ag+1, and assuming e < «, we observe that
1/ L -1
Tyl 0 <l T <A (z;;xq> MG <A <, (8.8)
for b sufficiently close to 1.

Proposition 8.1 (Gluing step). Let b,p, o,y and (8,4,My,\,Cq, 0y, T4) be as in Sectiond) with

ab < Py (8.9)

2 1-p
b (1+7y) < BT (8.10)

Let [T\, 5] C [0,T] with |T, — Ty| > 4ty4. Let (vq,pq,Ry) be a strong subsolution on [0,T] which on [T1,T5]
satisfies the estimates

3 7
16q+2 < Pq < Esq-&-l (8-1 1)
[[Rglly < Aeg™ (8.12)
1
3 1+
Vall) o < MBGAG (8.13)
g1
[vallg.. < M<1 +25?%?”> (8.14)
i=0
1
|91pg| < P4Sig (8.15)
with some constant M > 0, where
1 p
pq = gtqu Qq = Xq

Define pg.i,Qq,islq,i as in B.0). B
Then, provided a > 1 is sufficiently large, there exists (v4,D,,R,) solution of on [0,T] such that

(Vg: Py Rg) = (vg, pg:Rg) om0, T] N [Th, T, (8.16)
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and on [Ty, T the following estimates hold:
1+y
g —valle = S AR 4

[7all o 5 824

wwMSMQ+Z&Wﬂ

i=0
- —14yp—2
[, < Acirre

9

7 _
gpq S pq S gpq

35, 7,530

— 1 o pol
lou =2l = 4| [ (ol s < gty o5
M

Moreover, on [ty tz] the following additional estimates hold for t €I;_; UJ; UI;:

HV‘IHN-&-H-(X 62}‘1“% N

HR‘IHN SA, fvgq g
|7, VF,|| Az g
Regarding the support of the Reynolds stress, we have that
. i
R,(,t)=0  Vie|JJ.
i=n

In terms of energy, we have that

J (‘Vq‘z(x,t)—Hrﬁq(x,t))dx: J (‘vq‘z(x,t) +trRy(x,1))dx,

T3 T3

7= [ (- s

T30

and the function

satisfies

0
3, S A5, 005,
and therefore
|7 ()] <tAQ},”Cq N6 < TAGIHG e

Finally, if 2a < Py, then
G+3

qu _qu(x ~ 6§+1€ P

o

(8.17)
(8.18)

(8.19)

(8.20)
(8.21)

(8.22)

(8.23)

(8.24)
(8.25)

(8.26)

(8.27)

(8.28)

(8.29)

(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 [T}, 7>] and the gluing only happens in that interval.

More precisely, recalling the decomposition (8.4):

e The glumg procedure is carried out in the interval
n“ ... YJq n— 3 UgsIn 3 Tg |

22
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* The subsolution is left unchanged in J,,_1 U J711;
 The intervals I, and I; are used as cutoff regions between the glued and unglued subsolutions.

Recall also that, since the trace p, = ! /3trR, has different lower and upper bounds on [T}, 7] (respectively of
order 8,.2 and §,41), mollification with different parameters ¢,; depending on p,(t;) on intervals of size t,
around the points #; 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 B.1), and let z == (—A) ' curlv,7 = (—A)~'curlv. Then the following estimates hold for every
NeN,ae(0,1):

|@+v- V(=2 =)

S+ )

=l UVl o+ 1 o) + 1R =Ry (8.32)

N

|G+ v+ 0@ 2|, S 17 = lsal¥lsat 2 =2l Vv

+[|R =Rl o (8.33)

N

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 o = 0.

Proof. (Proposition 8.1

Step 1: Mollification
Let ¢ be a standard mollification kernel in space and define
Vi, = Vg kP,
Prys = Do, 5 (v = v )
I%[q‘i = Ii’q * g, + (vg ® Vg) ¥ @, — Vi, ® Vi,

With this definition, (3.1) holds for the triple (vy,,, p,;-Re,;). Using the estimates (8.12) and (8.13)), together
with 2.3)), we deduce that

[[ve, = vall, S Si%ff“@q,i = A%Qf ly (8.34)
1

Veillyra S 8akg 007 (8.35)

qu,i He-‘,-g g A% (8.36)

Re 1o S AQYFTEN T4 §p 220 2N 0 (8.37)

_N— 1 _
fs AQ}JJFVE%?I * + AQq;'ryéqjvEg

2 2
JW — ey, | x| S 8T = Ay T (8.38)
T3

To obtain (838), we also use the trivial identity [ f*q¢ = [ f for f = |vy|*.
Step 2: Gluing procedure

Let {I;} ,<i<r be the sequence of intervals corresponding to [T, T3] according to [Definifion 8.1labove. We now
fix a partition of unity on [0, T]

n+



subordinate to the decomposition (8.4, i.e. [0,T]=J,—1UL,—1 U[J,U...UJz] ULz UJz; ;. More precisely, for
eachn—1 <i<n+ 1, the function y; > 0 satisfies

supp i Cli-1 UJ; UL, x|, =1 \Q,Nx,-|,<vr;’v VN > 0.
We define
n+1 (1) n+1
Vg =) Xivis Py’ =Y Xilis (8.39)
i=n—1 i=n—1

where (v;, p;) is defined as follows. For n < i <7 we define (v;, p;) as the solution of

v +div(v;@v;) + Vp;i+ (=A%, =0
divv; =0 , (8.40)
V[(',ti) - v[q‘i('ati)

and set (v;, p;) = (vq,pq) fori=n—1and i =7+ 1. Thus, we note first of all that divy, = 0, and moreover
—}
(anpl(l )):(anpq)a tG[O,T]\[Tl,TZ]-
Next, we define ﬁq. We have that y; 4+ ;.1 = 1 fort € J; UL;UJ; 1, and therefore
0Ty +div(3, @7,) + VB, + (=A)'Fg = di- (vi —vis)

— i (1 =) div((vi = vit1) @ (vi = vit1))
—div(yiRi + (1 = xi)Rit1)

for all n — 1 < i <n, where we wrote R; = 0 for n <i <7 and R; = R, otherwise. Thus, recalling the operator
R from Definition 2.1] set

= (1) — iR (Vi = vier) . rel;
R, = + i (1= %) (vi = vig1) @ (vi = Vi) l
o2 .
R, =Y xiRi= (u—1+xar1)Ry,
i=n—1
and
_o _\ 2 2
Po = Y xi-(L=xi) | vi—vier]” = vi—vipa]"dx | . (8.42)
i=n—1 s
Finally, we define
— =) =(2) _ _ _ |
R,=R, +R, +7p,1d, P, :=p§1)+p§2), (8.43)
where |
_ 2 2
By = b 3§ (vl = o) 8.4
']T3
Define also

1 o |2 o |2
(1) = g]( (((—A)zvq( - ‘(—A)zvq‘ >dx.
T3
By construction, we have that
0 +div(v, ®v,) + Vp, = —divRy,

and (8.16) and (8.28)) hold. Moreover
0
R,=0  Vvie|JJ.

i=n
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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 p, with p, 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 < 71. We recall the classical existence result for solutions of (8.40) found
in [20}, Proposition 3.5], by which (v;, p;) in (8.39) above is defined at least on an interval of length ~ ||vy

By (8.33) and (4.11)), we have that

—1
q,i H 14+o°

vt S0 =7, 0 <

Therefore, provided a >> 1 is sufficiently large, v; is defined on I;_; UJ; U1}, so that v, in (8.39) is well-defined.

Next, we deduce from (8.13)) that |0, logp,| < &/ / N =T, 164"‘ so that, by assuming a > 1 is sufﬁ01ently large,
we may ensure that

py(t1) < 4py(n) Vi, h el U UL, (8.45)
for any i. In particular p, ~ py; and @, ~ Qg in I;_1 UJ; Ul We apply [Lemma 8.1to (vy,,, pe,;,Re,,) and
(vi, pi,0), which, using (8.34), .33), (8.37), and (8.43)), immediately yields

@y v+ 0 =) < 1= ve ol el )
v = vl Uvillyg o+ Vel o)
+ HéfquN+1+a
S 8t v 8 v
+quw—1 N (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

t
~1 L+y N 1-
[[vi— véquN-&-a N ‘[Tq [[vi = v, HN+ad5+ ATgQy; gy
ti
The Gronwall inequality then implies that

14y
PN < A n Ve, (8.47)

Hvi B véqi”N-}-a ’S Tquz

The case N = 0 of (8.47), together with (8.34), leads to
i+1 | Lty
qu - qu(x SZSHVJ - qu”a"’_ HW“ - VqHa) S Ay by (8.48)
J=i—

By (8.21)), this is equivalent to (8.17).
The case N = 1 of (8.47) leads to

|vi—v SAS Qq, = A z;qu XY = 62;&”.

q:t q

Combining the above estimate with (§13) outside the gluing region and in 7,y UL, and with (833) in
Sy UL, U.. UL UJg we deduce that (8.18) is verified. More generally, as we did above for N = 0, we deduce

from (8.33)) and (8.47) that

i+1 1
HVKIH Nt S Z 1 Xj <HVJ' Vi H Nt T vaq.j H 1+N+a) S 6‘21}‘111+a€;?/ Vi € supp ;.
Jj=i—

We have used the fact that £, ; ~ €, ;1 ~ {,;—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.

1-0—¢

‘1-"H9+s 5 Hvi_wq,i p Ote < At

Tt S (8.49)

i i

Further in the proof, we will need estimates for |[v; — vi11 ||y« and [|(d; +ve,, - V) (vi = vit1)|[v+a. Concerning
the former, by applying the triangle inequality, we see that

HV[ V1+1||N+(x HV[ VZ‘I'HNwL(x_{—|’v£q,i_v£q,i+1HN+(x+vaq,l”rl _viJrlHNJr(x'
The first and third term are estimated by (8.47). The second one is readily shown to satisfy the same estimate,
so that .
i = vistlly o S Ay €05, (8.50)

As for the material derivative, we note that

H(&, v, V) (vi _Vi+1)HN+a > H (9 +vi,, - V) (vi Wq.i)HNJra

+ H 8[ + Vi, V) (Véqv,- —Vegin ) HN+(X

+ H Vigi — quiﬂ) : V(Wq,iﬂ _ViJFl)HN+(x
+ 10+ 240 V) s = Vi) ||y 1o
= J+1I+I1IT+1V.

We start by estimating /. Inserting (8.47) into (8.46)) gives us
|Gy, A=) S AT 8.51)

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

—20— 26
H(_A)e(vi B Wq‘i)HNJr(x 5 Hvi B qui”N-i—(x—i—ZG—i—e SJ Hv" B véqi”ll\/—&-oc SHVi B Wq‘iHNj:—H

SATqE;iZG SQ;—YE_N 1- a<AQq+Y€_1 —N—a

)

so that

1< H(a’—i_qui'v—’_(_&e)("i—VE,,,,-)H +H(_A)6(Vi_"€q,i)H <AQ1+y€ 1-N—o

N+a
The term [V is handled similarly. Since vy, — vy, ., obeys the bound (8.50), using [Lemma 8.1] we conclude
that /1 also obeys the above bound. We now consider ///, which can be estimated as follows:
- 1
I = ||(ve,, = ve,,,) - Vi1 — As qu o Aqu2 0N = AT N

ql+1 HN+(xN )

in particular satisfying the bound (8.31). We thus conclude that

19+ vy, V)i =vie) ||y o S Mgt N Azgql T, e, N (8.52)

Step 4: Estimates on the new Reynolds stress

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

zi = (=A)curly 2, = (=A)! curlvy,, 2= (—A) Teurly,

and, by a combination of [Lemma 8.1l [Proposition 2.2] and the Gronwall inequality similar to the one used to
obtain .47) in Step 3 above, obtain that

Attt Ve (8.53)

i =2l e
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Combining this with [Lemma 8.1 yields

H(aﬁ%‘i-V+(—A)9)(z,»—zzq‘,.)H SAQlTe N (8.54)

N+a

By (88) and the Schauder estimates of [Lemma 2.5 we deduce that

“(_A)G(Zi_zfq,i)“N+ S Hzi_zfquN+a+29+s S H"i_quiHN+a—1+29+s

S AT N TR S Ay N (8.55)

By the triangle inequality, (8.33)), and (8.54)), we thus conclude that

2, ||y S AR 0N 0" (8.56)

10+ v, V) (@i —

Both (8.33) and (8.36)) are valid in I;_; UJ;UI; for any n < i < 7.

The sequel of this proof will require estimates on z; — z;+1, which means we must now bound z;,, —z,,,,- We
note that z¢,; =z, * @y, and z¢,,., = 24 * @y, s0 that, using .5) and Schauder estimates (Lemma 2.5), we
get

q,i+1

(N 2N < Ayt 0 Y. (8.57)

HZE,N- T LUyt HN-Hx S HZ‘1H2+a g.i+1

The final estimate for z; — z;,; is thus

”Zz Zi+1 ”N—i—(x Hzl Ly, HN—s—oc + HZEq, Lg,it H}\Ha + Hzqul Zit+l HNJF(x ~ AQ]+Y ¢ 75\’6‘;2“}\;0" (8.58)

slightly coarser than (8.33)) above. As for the material derivatives, we must estimate

H(at + Vig: V)(Zi - Zi+1)HN+(x < H (at + Vigi- V)(Zi B Zéq-i) HN+(x
+ H (8, + Vi V)(qu‘i = Uyin ) HN+(X
+ H Vigi — qu»l) : V(qu.iﬂ _ZiJFl)HN+0

+ H (0 TVl )(qu,m _ZHI)HN—M

=I1+1+11+4+1V.
The terms I and IV are estimated by (8.56). To estimate /1, we apply [Lemma 8.1l to (v, p,,,Ry,;) and
(Veyii1>Ptyi1>Re,,.,) and use (8.33) and (8.57), obtaining that
@ ve, Y+ (80 =200, S a2 1),
We then note that, by interpolation
H(_A)G(qu,i _Zéq‘i+l)HN+(x < Arngﬂg N-20— eg 2% @< AQ;HE NE 2% o
The above two bounds combine to yield
TS Ay 0, N e, (8.59)
Coming to /11, we estimate it by combining (8.33) with (8.30):
Ve = o) V@it = 2,00 ||y S A qu 60‘ Arqglﬂé “og N
< quwa N (8.60)
Combining (8.36)), (8:39)), and (8.60Q), we thus obtain that
110 +ve, V)i = 201 ||y 1o S A g 020" (8.61)
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Recalling the expression for ﬁq in (843), using (8.43), @.38), and (@.30), we obtain, as in the proof of [4]
Proposition 4.3], that

HFqHN N r;l\lzi = Zit1 Iyao Vi = Viet [ viallVi = viei |l

<AQq+Y£ Ng 2(x}\ +A2qu gquHX AZqu goc

<AQl+y£qu£q (6,0, +69%).

This, together with (8.21)), gives us (8.23).
As for (8.26)), we note that

q,t

[(@ 59 S e e a5 @ v e )y

1, Vel o1z = 2 e+ T Vsl o122l
Tf;lei_Vi+1HN+aHVi—Vi+1Ha

+H(af+Wq.i'V)(Vi_Viﬂ)HNﬂHVi—ViHH(,

+ 1 + vy, - V) = vir )] Vi = Vit v

o =7,

Combining the above bound on I_L’?q with ®.38), (8.61), (833), ].30), (8.32), and the bound (8.48)) applied to

ve,; — Vg, We obtain that

H(a,—i-vq-V)ﬁqHN S Aot e (8.62)

1

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

Step 5: p,, J;, and (8.30)

Next, we estimate p,, recalling its definition in (8.44). We wish to estimate p, — p;. We note that

_ 1 _ _
[y = pally = 5| [ 17 = st < | [ 10 = P Pts| | [l = oo
T T3 T

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

_ 12 2
Pal” = [ve,.)” = wi(vil? = e ) + (=) (vist [ = v, )
+ (1= ) (Ve I = e, ) = (1= ) [vi — viga |-

Therefore

[ P < | [ o Pt | [ ., P
T3 'H‘S T3

+ I\W%Jz—\wqrﬂ,\zdx + J]vi—viJr]]zdx. (8.63)
HIS HIS

We start by estimating the fourth term as follows by using (8.30):

v v P < o= v 5 A (8.64)

HIE
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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
Qqi ™ Qq.i+1*

[ = e Py < | [ (o =l 4| [ (al? = P Prax <
T3 T3 T3
< Aoy e, (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 (v;, p;,0) and (v, ps I%gqvi)

are subsolutions, [Theorem 2.11 (8:33) and (8.37), and (8.36)) and (8.49)), to obtain that

2_‘(_

‘vi—v

q,i?

2
dx

[SIE--)

)Wi

d 2 o 0
P J\vi‘Z_ ‘vgq}i‘ dx| <2 J’qu}i:qu‘idx + “(—A)zvi
T IS JIS

’ °£qu + HW"‘W,],-

S [lve,|

1+(x| 6+8‘
<62}\1+0‘ AQ;JFVE +A2 AQ1+Y E;?*Sflf(x

= AQ1+Y 15[210‘(F1 +F2),
where we write

F _62kl+a£ ’L'qf 2a
B = Airéeq—z"e;i‘—egf—“.

It is easy to see that

4 2
= (i @2 <1

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

146
F2:f(0‘8’Y)6}L (Cq 1+)0 s

2
7 Qq,i
where f(a,¢,y) ~ 1 for a,y,e < 1. We then observe that (8.10)), together with the fact that 6 < %,b > 1, implies
that

1 146
A2 (Cghy) 2l a2 1By A1) —2(1-B-2b%P)
S }\12 . lq‘*'J S Qq,l( ‘ZI}LQ) 3 Sz;qu}\'qs —}\43 }\,q S 1.
q"q 4] 2
q7l

We have thus proved that

provided «,y,e < 1 are sufficiently small and a is sufficiently large. This means that

d
J]v,] v, [Pdx| < AQki e, e, (8.66)

HIS

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

J\vq\ —|ve,,[Pdx| < Ag)iTeRe. (8.67)

’]T?
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Estimates (8.67) and (8.38]) imply

J‘Vq‘ - ‘Vq| dx| < AQHW%‘
’]1‘3
This proves in particular that p, ~ p, and (8.21)), as well as (8.23).

Similarly, using (3.1) for (v, py, R,) and (ve,,, py,;, Ry, first, and for (vq,pq, ¢)and (ve, ., pe,. Ry, ;) afterwards,
we also deduce that

%I(%Jz—(%\zdx < Aoyttt (8.68)
%IWZ— v, [Pdx| < Ag) e, 12 (8.69)
']T3

Combining (8.68) and (8.69), we get
195, — Aipg| S Aoy Tty 2" (8.70)

To prove (8.22)) note that
1 1
AQHY lééa S Pgdihg - kéflzﬁy S Pgdahg;

where we used the definitions of t,,(,1, (8 11), the relations 6;1 < Ag+1and Ay = pg.i ~ Py and the fact that
a < ab < Py, which follows from (8.9) since b > 1. Therefore, since we showed above that Pg ™~ Pg- We have

It remains to estimate Hﬁqu on [T}, T»] in order to verify (8.20) for the Reynolds stress. We already obtained
(823) on J,U...UJy (recall the decomposition (8.4)). Moreover, on J,_; UJz4; the subsolution remains
unchanged, so there is nothing to prove. We are then left with the task of proving on the cut-off regions
I,—1 and L.

To do so, we need to estimate ||v; —v,|q and ||z; — 2|« For the former, we combine estimates of v; — vy, ; and
of v, ; — v,. For the latter, we only need to estimate ||z¢,; — 24|« since we already handled z; — z¢,, above. One

has that, by (2.3)), [Lemma 2.5| (Schauder estimates), and (8.13))

ety =2l S N2l 5 leurt vl 5 830782 = Ay 1e, 0,

(qur\/

which gives us (8.20) as des1red
We then have to verify (8.19) and (8.29). To that end, we observe that

Pallo e < 17 =vallg.o - IIvallos-

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

T+y 1

[ _VqH AZQ S 6q+lcq+1€g < 65#1@7

where the first step is due to (8.48). We can thus estimate ||v, — v, ||o+e by interpolation:

1 0+e
N R e LY (T ONTA L T

3 y0+e  pu(1-20-2)
<6q+1>\q+1 I :

Lastly

2 2
|01, | = “(_A)qu‘ _‘(_A)g"q‘ dx| S qu+qu9+8qu "qu+s~A 63+17‘2ﬁ=
T3
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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
Q; S Gg+1. Combining this with (8.17), we conclude that

i
qu_qu(xN q+lcq+l q»

thus reducing (8.30) to

b ﬁYg(z h)

q+174 1'

Since Eq_l < Ay+1, the above follows from

2 1 2bBy
[37+b(x 20c<0<:>(x<4_b.

We recall that we wish to obtain [8.30) only under the assumption 2a < fy. This means the above relation

follows from

—>— <= 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
1 ) (0,1 with T)) — TV > 4z, and T < T/,

9 Perturbation step
Proposition 9.1 (Main Perturbation Step). Let b,f,a,y, (84,14, A,Cy,¢4,74) be as in Section Ml with
a < Py. 9.1

Let [T}, T5) C[0,T] and let t;,1;,J; be as in (81). Let (v, p,R) be a smooth strong subsolution on [T}, T>] satisfying

IR|, < AQ"HYe >, 9.2)
6q+2 g P g 6q+] (93)
vl < Cp (9.4)

on K; = [(i—1+ %)Tq,(l'—i- %)Tq] for n—1<i<n+1, where the {,; are defined as in (8.6), and Cp is a
geometric constant. Further, let y : [0,T] — [0,1] be a cutoff function and S, € C*(T3 x [Ty, T2]; 8**3) be a

smooth matrix field with
Sy (x,1) = 0y (t) Id+Sy (x,1) = Agy (1) Id +Sy (x,1), (9.5)

where fw = y2$ is traceless, oy = W?o, and (g,qy) = A"'(0,0y). Suppose s satisfies

| < séxq, (9.6)
and o satisfies
0 <o(t) <4541 9.7
olx, < p(t) (9.8)
10,6] < o2, 9.9)
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Moreover, assume that forany N > 0,t€l;_UJ;UL,n<i<n

3], = e ©.10)
1

IVl 1o S 832 €, ©.11)

q+1 o
Vlgye <M ([ 1+ Y AsaJHP (9.12)

i=0

1

H (@ +v- V)SHNN S AN O, 9.13)
Finally, assume that
supp Sy CT° x | J1I. (9.14)
i

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 (v, p) € C=(T3 x [Ty, T5];R? x R) and a smooth matrix field & € C*(T3 x [Ty, T»]; $3*3) with

supp & C supp S such that, setting Ry == R — Sy, — &, the triple (V, p,R) is a strong subsolution with

J|ﬁ|2+terx: J|v|2—|—terx vz, (9.15)
T3 R3
Moreover, we have the estimates
- Mg,
1P =Vl <5851 6030 9.16)
. M
17 =vllo < =8 9.17)
- M
17—Vl ya < 5851201 (9.18)
!
17— Vllose < M8}, 2075, 9.19)
and the error & satisfies the estimates
1€]lp < 8g120, % (9.20)
1
3 —6
|0 r 8| < 84282 Ay 1. (9.21)
Finally, setting
t
1 0 2 2
T(t) = 3 (((—A)zv —|=a)sy )dxds
0 T3
t
1 0 [
_ §J (205 +0) - (~8)5(5—v) ) s,
0 T3
we have that
10Ty S Ang TP, 9.22)

for any € > 0. Thus, 7,1d satisfies ©.21) for all t € [0, T, and ©.20) only for small times.

The proof extends [[13l 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 S

As in [4, Lemma 5.3], we choose a family of smooth non-negative 1; = 1;(x,#) with the following properties:

0 €C™(T? x [, T];[0,1])
suppn; Nsuppn; = & Vi#j
T3 x I {(x.t) : ni(x,1) = 1}
suppn; CT° x (;UL;UJis1)

=T3x {(t,-— %’Cq,ti—{— %rq> N[0, T]}

Jco >0 Z Jn?(x,t)dx >co Vte|0,T]
ES

0Mni]|,, <C(N,m)x,¥  N,m>0,

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

2
i) o= 13— g,
¥ w0

so that }; IW c;dx = JW oydx. Using the inverse flow @; starting at time ¢;

(a[+V'V)(I)[ =0
<D,-(x,t,-) =X ’
set

S; =o0;1d —i—n,»zf\,,

Zfﬂz
L !

I

i T o

One can check from (9.27)-(9.28)) and from (9.7) and (0.8) that

loillg < 4IT°|cq '8y

loilly < pi = p(ti) S 8g41,

and moreover, since by (0.14) supp Sy, C {¥,;n? = 1}
1 1 . .
gtr; Sidx = S Sy Y si=5,
i

We next claim that for all (x,7)
S’,-(x,t) EBL(Id) CcS]iX3,
2

— D@, | 1d+ jqr § o,

(9.23)
(9.24)

(9.25)
(9.26)

(9.27)

(9.28)

(9.29)
(9.30)

(9.31)

(9.32)

where Bi(Id) is the ball of radius % centered at the identity Id in $3*3. Indeed, by the classical estimates on
2

transport equations reported in|Proposition 2.1]

1
[VD; —1d||y < 14830 T = £,°0s < £3°
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for r € J;UI;UJ; 11, since this is an interval of length |J; U; UJiy 1| ~ t4. Using (9.7), (9.10) and (.13), we also
have that, for any N > 0

ﬂ%j\u

G;

<

~

— A2 ZW— . (9.34)

Y p—N p—2a
Sgeqﬁie <t~‘q+1 +1€q~,i — Pt

N

E

Then, using the decomposition

.
~ ~S
$i—1d =00,V 90T + DD, (DPT —1d) + DD; — 1d
G
we deduce from (9.33)-(9.34) that
1

[8i—1d[ < (1+ 0 (165 + 2657 < o,

provided a > 1 is sufficiently large, since we assumed a < Py in (Q.I)). This verifies (©.32).
Step 2: The perturbation w.

Now we can define the perturbation term as
:Z\/Gi (Qq)z) Sn}\q-i-lq) Zwota
i

where W are the Mikado flows on the compact set B (Id) as defined in[Lemma 2.2l Notice that the supports of
2
the w,,; are disjoint and, using the Fourier series representation of the Mikado flows

Wor = Y (D®;) b pAre 1 H P, (9.35)
k=0

where we write
bix(x,t) = \/0i(x,1) ar(Si(x,1)).

We define w, so that w :== w, 4+ w, is divergence-free:

_ Z D(b ) @q)iT - (k x Ag) e 1k®; _ Cik ei}‘q“k'q)",
7\q+1 i k0 \kfz i k0 Mgt
where we write -
DOP; - (kxA
cix = D(big) X | ]§|2 ) (9.36)
Define then
Wi=Ww,+ w,
Vi=v+w
p=p— ZGi
i
8(x,1) == &W(x,1) + &2,
where
EW = R(IT+div(i@¥) + Vi+ (—A)5+div(R - S,)), (9.37)
with (R being the anti-divergence operator defined in and
Id -
§0(1) = 2 J (52 = V2 — Sy, ) d. 9.38)
T3

Equations (9.13) and (3.1)) follow by construction.
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Step 3: Estimates on the perturbation

The estimates on ¥ follow similarly to the ones for v, in [4, Section 5-6]. Obtaining those requires estimates
on the coeffcients b; x, ¢; x, which in turn require estimates of S; and estimates of D ®;. The latter read as follows:

|9®; —1d||y + ||(D®) ' —1d|, < 6, (9.39)
1@+ || (D) 1|, S €70 Y (9.40)
(0 +v-V)DD;||y < sleﬂf"‘ﬂw"f N, (9.41)

To obtain these, we first observe that ®; is a diffeomorphism, which implies both ©®; and (D CI>,~)_1 are bounded,
thus yielding the N = 0O case of (9.40). To obtain (9.39)), we start by combining (9.33)) with the N = 0 case of
(©.40)), thus obtaining that

[(@®,)~" —1d||, < ||(D®:) "], ITd—DD;]|, < £*.
This yields for N =0. For N > 1, we note that

[DD; —1d||y + [|[(D®,) ' ~1d|[, S |1DD; —1d[| + || (DD:) ™" —1d ]|, + || D*Di,_, + [|[D(D@P:) ||,

The other cases of (9.39) follow by combining its N = 0 case with the N > 1 cases of (9.40)).
The estimates for ||D®;||y for N > 1 follow from [Proposition 2.1] By combining (2.20) with [Lemma 2.1] we
obtain that

100 +v-V)D®Pi|[y S [[DDil|y[[Vvllo + VYl [DPillo-

Estimates (9.40) and (9.11)) then yield (9.41).
To complete the proof of (9.40), we are left with estimating ||(D®;)~!||y. We note that DV (d;0®; ) =0 for
N > 1. We then use the Leibniz rule and the chain rule to write

D (@;0®; ) =D(DD;0®; DD, ) = (D00 ®; )(DD; ') + (DD 0 @; ) DD, !
D} (@0 ®; ") = D(D*(@;0®; 1))
= (D300, (DD, )} +3(D’D; 00, (DD, ) (D?D; 1) + (DD; 0 ®; D D!
D (@0 ®; ) = D(D}(@;0@; 1))
= (D'®;0®; ) (DD; ) +6(D’Di0®; (DD, DD, +3(D*Dj0 ;) (DD, )
+4(D*®; 0@, (DD, (DD, ) + (DD 0 D!

From these, we can see that

oS 60ty

|22 |y < D7 [y ([l °@illy D07 [lg+ 3070 |02 [l D%@; ) < £, 2

~ *q “q,i

o2 g < [P0 ||| 2|0

_ _ 114 1112 _
[2*e; < D@7 |, (|D*@illy D9 g + 6l|2 i |oe; 3|27 |,
—1112 _ _ _
+ 3][D2a | [ D%@; 5+ ][22l D! oD% ) < 6306,

These two examples show us that
DM (@00, 1) = (DD, 0®; DM D, ! 4 other terms,

where the other terms are of the form (D®; 0@, 1) (D®; ) (D™D, )", where k — 1+ (m—1)n =M — 1 and
m < M. If we assume for N < M — 1, we see that such terms are estimated as E;l(k*l)f;gm*l)" = ;glfM),
thus so is @ I = @(@M -1 ®- ! ), which proves (9.4Q) 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]:

ISilly < 67 (9.42)

1
1Bl S o7 lk| -0, N (9.43)

q7

1
leirlly < pilk| 0, N (9.44)
DSty < % o (9.45)
|D;b zkIINNSZ,H R (9.46)

l
IDcially S 8217, 00 Ik~ (9.47)

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

S =00,07®, + DD; TS%JT@,,

and therefore
G S
5]l S 19Dy + DDl .

0

where we used that || D®;|lo < 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

N

S
< H N+« Sgyg NE—Z(X <€ N}\QO‘ 2[57. (9.48)
o (¢

N

Estimate ([9.42)) then follows from (9.40) and the assumption (9.1)), i.e. that « < By. The proof of ([9.43) follows
a similar strategy. First, we decompose S,-Gi_1 and its material derivative as

S; ' S S
2L =1d —=1d )=
5t e =0
S; S D,S Y
D2 = f(0)2 4 f(1) 22— f(0) 2. (9.49)
G; c c GO0

We then decompose D,S; as follows:
5 S,‘ T Si T Si T
D,S; :D[:D(I)igg (I)i"i_@q)iDtg:D (I)i+®q)igD;:D O, =I1+11+111.
i i i

The terms 7 and /1] are estimated in similar ways, so we only estimate /. To that end, we note that, using (9.48)
and the fact that f < 1, we can obtain that
$

(9

Si
O;

<1+

N

-N
T
N

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

Si

17l S IDDPi | = + DD Ho +[|DDD; Ho

5 1+ 30‘]]-N7é0 —o 30N 20 )— N
< Sq}»q 4 Eq ~€q Eq,i .
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Combining the above with

1
Sph, =1, 00" <1, (9.50)
we see that [ satisfies (0.43)).
Coming to /1, we first note that
< Si 2 Si
11|y S 1Dl || Dr = || 1DDillo + 1DDillg || Dr — 9.51)
O; 0 O; N
Therefore, to prove that /7 satisfies (9.43)), we need to estimate Dt(ci_lSi). Recalling (9.49)), we note that
S; ) t . 1o || s
HD,—' <1702l + &HD[S ‘ U] SH — P+ P, +Ps. 9.52)
Gilly clly o) N o N
To estimate Pj, we first note that, by ([©9.28)
y J&,ni(x,t)ni(x,t)dx
i
‘(1) = — & <7l
f ( ) |T3| ~ °q
Combining this with (9.48]), we conclude that
1Py S,y (9.53)
To bound P, from above, we recall that f < 1, and apply (9.13) to conclude that
1
1P2lly S AcTe e, 85
We then note that 1
GV, 585h, STy A, (9.54)

so that P also satisfies (9.33)).
Coming, finally, to P, we use (©.9), (9.48)), and (9.30)) to conclude that P; also satisfies (9.33). Combining the
bounds on Py, P,, P; we have just obtained, we conclude that Dt(ci_lSi) also satisfies (9.33)), i.e.

oz

~1p)-N
Sty by
N

1

Combining this estimate with (9.4Q)), we conclude (9.45).
To prove (9.43) and (9.46), we first prove some estimates on ,/c;. Firstly, we note that, thanks to (9.27) and
©.8)

T32 Ty 1 !
voi [y < \/?\/Gw Inilly < o p; Spi- (9.55)
0
0

As for the material derivative, setting
o) = 3 [ enya
J

we have that

T3 hwn2
o | !;Lu ni
‘We can thus write
1 - VH 2| T3y’ 3 v »
Diy/oi = 76; ‘Dio; = 2|T3|5\I!\/<?ﬂi< b niDm;+ |T°|9, Ak
T2 yy/o T35 V/a™n, s 1 11/S
= Dm; + v+ |T|z diouyn; — |T°|2 d,hym;
N A tW||2\/EtWﬂt||2h%t\lmz
=[14+I1+1I1+1V.
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We then note that, by (9.28)) and we have that

1Dl < 9milly + [Vl lnillo + [Ivllolnilly S 75! +52k1+a5 Y Sy
Combining this with (9.8)), (9.27)), and the fact y < 1, we easily see that

Tl :
]l < =2

H&mem_w_-
Co

Coming to /1, we estimate it by using (9.8), (9.27)), (9.28), and (9.6))

1
T pi 55 Lo
1|y < — & nilly < 527\qu <pity
o
As for I11, we use (9.27), (9.9), (9.28), and the fact that y < 1

mﬂsxcg
[y < ———

1
7. —1
n z\\N§f6 A SPiTy
200
Finally, to estimate IV, we first note that

N

Wy =X [2namia]| T [2(nllylamllo+ lnlanl)d < &e
JT3 ]’]1‘3

-1
<Kt,", 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))
([©.8), (9.28)), and the fact y < 1:

1
K| pi, !
11Vl < =27 iy < pie 7
2¢,
By combining the above bounds on /,11,111,1V, we conclude that

[1Div/07 |y N5§,+1 R (9.57)
To prove ([9.43)) and (9.46)), we note that
Biklly S V67l (S]] + Iv/Gillo | ax(Si) ||
[1Dibigll S HDt\/aHNHak(Si)HO F1D0/57 L la(Si) ||y + V67l | Pelaw (S| g + I/ lo || Delar (S]] -
The bounds (9.43)) and (9.46)) then readily follow by combining (9.33)), (9.537)), and the following applications of
2.4):

w3l < 10arllo[DSilly_, + 1Dl 1935 < axl (I3[l + 1Si]):
1D: (@S| < 1| (®2a0) (S| y[1P:Silly + | (D2a0) S| eS|
< Ulaelly s IS5 + o |31 1068 + el |2

iN?
where (Djay);j = 95,,ak being the matrix of the first derivatives of a; w.r.t. the components of its argument
To prove ([@.44), we note that, by Leibniz rule

N
HCzkaN f<v Z |’bi7k|’i+l H’DTQ),»HN i’
i=0
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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
D,V(b,’vk) = VD, (bi,k) + [V -V, V] (bi7k)-

This means that

N
‘chzkHN Z ‘VDI ik ’ "HHV v V]( lk H )HDT(I) HN ,+ZH®btkH HDIQT(D HN it

= =

Since, by the estimates (9.41)), (9.40), (0.43), (9.46), and (O.11)) on the factors here involved, we see that this
scales like E;ﬁv , we will only need to prove the case N = 0. In that case, we obtain that

1Drcilly < 1D: (b |, |1Dilly + 11+ V. V161 I Dellg + i, 1 DDD o = I+ 11+ 111,

By (9.46) and (9.40), we see that
1< 6

By (©.43), (9.41)), and (©.30)), we estimate /1] as

q+lT 1£ 1|k| 6

1
11 S p}lk| =0} 52x1+°‘<6;+1 T, k| O.

We are then left with proving that /7 also satisfies this bound. To this end, we rewrite the commutator as

V-V, V](bix) = Y (v;0;(9ebix) — 0(v;d;bix))er = Zagv,a bixer = VvVbiy.
e

It then follows from (9.40Q), (9.43), and (9.50) that I7 satisfies the same bound as I and /11, thus proving (9.47).
In turn, the estimates on v 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

V(e @) | <t KDl < 20K, 9:58)

we can deduce from the estimates above that

Iwoilly < ZH@qylHN||b,,k\|o‘ gk,
ik

P+ Z oo ol

0

+ZH©‘I’;1 HpothoHei}\qu'd) H S 651+1>‘q+1
ik

The w, ; have pairwise disjoint supports, so the sum over i always consists of a single term, which yields that
the desired estimates hold for w,. The estimates on c,-7k}n;i1 are always better than those on b; x, meaning that
any estimate that holds for w, holds for w, as well. Thus, (9.17)) follows directly, and (@.18)) and (9.19) follow
by interpolation.

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

}\q’il llcixllo S ;+1 k|~ 6£q }}\qil To estimate w,,, we use a procedure similar to the one employed in Section [7]

to prove (Z.3), replacing (Z.I0) with (9.43).
Step 4: Estimates on the new Reynolds term &(1),

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

oo <t
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Drawing from [4], we decompose &(1) as
é(l):m<8tw+div(v®w+w®v+w®w ZV(S, O —divs >
<c9,w+w Vv+v-Vw+diviw@w) ZVG, O —divs >

=Rw-Vv)+R((d,+v-V)w)+ R [div(w@w—gw) —ZV(‘S,'] +R((—A)%w).
—_— ———— - —_———

Nash error=:8y  Transport error=:8r Dissipation error=:&p
Oscillation error=:8¢p

We then note that, since the w, ; have disjoint supports and w, = ) ;w, ;, by (9.31)), we have that

. o . . o 1
diviw®@w—Sy) —ZVci =div(w, @We+weQ@w, +weQw,) —1—2 [le <w07,- R Wei— n?SW ~3 trS,»>] . (9.59)
i i

We now rewrite the first three terms using the definition of w, (0.39) (to rewrite &), and the fact that D, e+1%®i =
0 (to rewrite &7):
En = Z@((@d)i_lbi’kAk + K;Jll Cik) Vve”“i“k'q)")
ik
ér = Xk‘,m (DDD; b, KAp + DD, 'D,b; kAk+7\q+1DzCzk) zxqﬂkoi)
]
Eo = Rdiv(wy @ We +Wwe @ Wo +Wwe @we) + Y RAV(Wo; @ Wo i —S;)
i
= Rdiv(w, ©we +we @ wo+we @we) + ), R(div(0 D07 Cu(§)DT @ et ),
ik
where the Cy, are as defined in[Lemma 2.2l We now note that the leading order terms are
— Zm((©®71bl,kAk) . Vvel?\q+lk‘q>i)
ik
= Y R(DDD; 'bix+DD; ' Dibjx)Are™ 1+ )
ik
é’(OL) = Rdiv(w, @w, +w.@w,) + Zgg(div(ci@q)i—lck(gi)grq)i—l Yottt k@) 8(OL,1) i 5(0L’2)-

ik

(L,1)

We start by estimating &, 7. Since R div is Calder6n-Zygmund, we have that

‘|mdiV(W0®Wc+WC®W0)‘|a =S ||W0H(xHWCHO + ||W0H0HWCHa'

From (0.43)), (0.40), and (9.44])), we can conclude that

IIWOHNSP,MH Iwelly < p k]qvﬂlfqzl

By interpolation, this lets us conclude that

L1
J6le0], < otstasct
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To estimate the other leading terms, we start by using [Lemma 2.4 on all three:

ng(va SZ(Hz)qlb,-,kl-Zvuo HCD(Di1bi7k-VvHN+a+H@Sj:bi’k.VvH()th,»HNﬂ)
o« X [Khg41] Ay 1]
HS(TL)H <y HDIQcI)i_lb,;k+®:I>i_1Dtb,-7kH0
« K kg1
y | DiDD; big+ DD Dibik|y, o + |DDD; i+ DD Dibii || |9y
ik kg 1|V
Hg(OLJ)H < Z HdiV("iQ‘I’?Ck(Si)@Tqu Ho
- ‘k}‘qH’l *
[div(e;  CUSIDT D)y o+ [div (0D CUSIDT D |y |Pilly
’Zk [khg 1[N0 )

To estimate & ,(VL>, we combine (9.40), (9.43), and (9.11) with a Leibniz inequality:

)»

ik

|07 bisc- Vvlly  [[DP7 bisk Vvl + DD bk V|| Pilly 1
[T kg1 [N

1207 [|, 11k lloV¥llo 1907 [ 15ikllo | VYl ®ill - D7 |11kl VYl

| ~ o2, ~ o2, ~
i,zk Khgir|' ; [khg i1 [N ;:’ [lhg 1|V
Z HQ(I);l“N+a“bi7k”aylvv”a+ “Q(D;lH(bei7kHN+(xHVVHa
ik kgt [N

11 11
262}\14-(1 6;5\7730: 2627\}1+0‘

~ 1—a N—a
}\qul }‘q+l

The above holds for any N. If we choose N to be the N from Section F] by ([.3) and (4.14), we conclude that

g 52,1850

Hmz(vL) ST
}Lq-i-la

o

Notice how the leading order term here is the one that does not depend on N thanks to the /, in (4.14). This is
(L) (L2)
also true of &7 and &,".

(‘S(L) is estimated in a similar manner, using (9.40), ©.41), (9.43), (0.46), and (4.14)).

As for é’( D , we first ensure that adding a derivative, whichever factor it lands on, costs at most 6 1. This
ensures that the leading term is the first one, because of that gain of £, mentioned above. We then estlmate the
leading term.

By (©.40) and (9.43), differentiating b;; or ”}D(I)i_ costs E;l, and by (0.30), differentiating o; does not cost
anything, so we are left with showing that Cy(S;) scales like £ q‘iv . Thanks to (2.4), , and ([©.42), we have
that '

1CeS)ly S ICell DSty + IVCilly ST < k08, Y. (9.60)
We then use (9.7), (©.40), and the above estimate on Cy(S;) to estimate the leading term:

lo

y |div(c:D®; 'Ci(S)D" @; !
‘k}‘qﬂ‘]_
loill 297 I6Ce(S) [l + 210l [D9; 1630 ol 27 lo + oillol|2@; o llCe(S)
kgt |

SL
ik

1y —1
N plgqt}‘qﬂ'
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We thus obtain that

11
22
6q6q+1}»q
1—2a
}”q-&-l

18N llo S

1 1
22
SquHkq
1-5a
}\q+1

180lle S —

l—a”
fq,i}‘qﬂ

167(lq <

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

1 1 1 1
62+16121}‘q < 52+16121}‘q 5, ) —6a
3w = TyTSa = Va2
q+1 q+1
-y 1 11
S N 11
Pi quilg’}\q %a < 6;6;“)\[1 < 8400 O (9.61)
I-—a — 1—- ~ S 1-3a—py ~ C4t2%g+1- .
El]«,i}‘q-i-(lx }Lq-i-(lx }\q_H(X By
Coming to &p, which is not present in [4], we estimate it as follows:
0 1-20— 20
| R (=) S 1Rwllg.o S Rl o]+ 9.62)

At this point, we use [Lemma 2.4] to obtain that

[ Rowolly < 11Rwoll < (Hmflbf,k!!o H%,-lb@kHNmH@Di1bukH0H<I>iHN+a>
o0 ~ Ol ~
ik

‘kllf(x |k|Nf(x

1
1 1 e—N—(x 62+1
<82, - + 1 <7 9.63
~ Yq+l1 k;) (}\;J—r(ﬂkw—a }\ll;:l(x‘k’N—(x-H ~ }\;J_r(f ( )

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

[[Rwoll; = max [ RIwolo-

Proceeding on the Rd;w, as we did on Rw, then yields

1207 bisll, | DD bkl o DL b |
Hmonl 5 mlame&ona,S 2 ( ‘ |kl|1,(: Hl i Y N-‘rl-‘r(x’k‘N_a i Yik]||q HIN+a

S 6§,+17»2‘+1 : (9.64)
Such estimates analogously also hold for Rw,., and thus for Rw. Thus, by (9.62))-(9.64))
sl <5
In particular, for a > 1 large enough, is satisfied if
20+e—14+a—pf< —2bp—60a <= Ta+e<1+p—20—2bp. (9.65)

Since 0 < B, and 2bp < 1 —f by (4.2)), we have that 1+ — 20 —2bp > 0. Thus, ([9.63) above holds for a,e
sufficiently small.

Step 5: Estimates on the new Reynolds term &,
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Now we turn to &2, Consider the decomposition

1 (.
(g@)( =3 ][|v|2 — v 1S,

IN
W | =

][|w0|2—trsw +% J[2w-v +% J[2wc-w0+|wc|2 , (9.66)
T3 T3 T3

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)), ):fc,» = Icw, so that two cancellations occur:

on @ wo — Sydx = Z Jcl@q,i1Ck(§i)®q)ireixqﬂk-<pfdx+ J (Z"" — oq,> Iddx
i k0 i

=Y | Zixet ' Pidx, (9.67)
i k£0

where we write Z; == GiBDd)i_le(S,-)@CDi_T. Using 2.13), @.11)), and (4.14)), we obtain that

5 gyt < 3 Wl t Zlol®ls o g 8ty oty
5 ihF0 i k0 [hg 1k k20 }\q 1 KV~ Agr

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

1Zisly = Nloillll 27 Gl CeDlly +2loillol 027 €S |07 g + il D@7 [kl

S |k|765q+1€;N-
To estimate the second term in (9.66)), observe that
w-v= Z((Q‘Di)flbi,k +}‘;4i1ci,k) -vetar ik ®i
ik
so that, combining [Lemma 2.4] (9.43), (9.44), (9.11), (9.39), and (4.14), we obtain that
'][2 dx‘ H((Q(Di)ilb’?k—i_}‘;lci»k)'VHN"‘“((©¢i)7lbi,k+7n;+llci,k)-VHOHQQHN
WV -
Mg ikl
1
1 1 1
N6,2,+1 830, T ahgi1 §6;+16 Aghgir- (9.69)

Concerning the third term in (9.66)), note that the estimates on w, are always no coarser than those for w,, so if
we estimate fwo -w, well, the whole term is estimated well. To this end, we observe that

[romeony

I(@cpi)1b,,kxq+11c,,,ke"“'®dx‘

04k
1 —1 —1
. (L0 bzkxqﬁcz,lkajH (@) b, Lyciri| 19y
T 0410 Y
+ZZ J@(D lkxqﬂc, kdx‘ = I+1I,
i k#0

where we usedLemma 2.4lin the case / # 0, as well as the fact that the w, ; and w,; have disjoint support so we do

not have products of the form b; xc; ;i for i # j. The term I is easily estimated as 64+1£ N k;r 1 S8g+14y A7) 1
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so that / satisﬁes the same estimate as the second term in (9.60). As for 11, (9.43) and (9.44) easily yield
€ 1
q+1£ pl

11 < pit; 12! . Therefore
Wy - wedx| <
‘J o ~ }\q+l }\qul

q,i q+1°
(9.70)
Combining (9.66)-(9.70) with the fact that ﬂwclz also satisfies (9.70), we arrive at

5 1+a —1
’g’(l)<6q+1€q+6q+l }‘q £y Pifq,i

}\q-&- 1 >\q+ 1 }\q—i- 1

By (@.12), we thus conclude that, for a > 1 sufficiently large, &2 satisfies (0.20). Combining with the fact
(obtained in the previous step) that &(1) satisfies ([@.20), we thus conclude that (9.20) holds.

Step 6: Estimates on 0, tr &

Observe that &) is traceless, whereas &@ is a function of ¢ only. In order to estimate the time derivative of
8@, observe that, since v is solenoidal, for every F = F (x,1)

d IF— IDF
d[ - tt
e e

where D, = 9, +v- V. Therefore, using again the decomposition in (9.66]), we have that

JW WP -S| < Jtr

’]T?

( ) Gz@‘bi"Ck(ﬁi)i)@%%lk@f)]

ikA0

+ JD,(zWC.WOHWC\Z) + JD,(Zv-w). ©.71)
T3 T

Let us first estimate ||D,w,||o. Recall from 221} that D,(D®;)~! = Dv(D®;)~!, which, combined with the
fact that D,e++15®i = (), yields

Dyw, = Z D; \/F,ak ))@CD A efhar1k®i

i,k#0
+ Y Vora($)ovod; LAtk
i,k#0
- Z :Dq)i_lDtbi,keﬂ‘qu'@—i— Z ©V©¢;lbi7keixq+]k'®i.
i kA0 120

First notice that, by using (@.11)), (9.39), and (9.43)), we obtain that

6 62}\.1—"_(!
[DvOP; bil|, < WT

As for the coeflicients ©<I>i’1D,b,-7k, combining ([9.39) and (9.46) gives

5 szx f-““

R A

q+1
Therefore
—4a
ID:wolly S 6;+162kq€q .
Observing that
Dyw, = Z}‘;ilDtCi,kel}\q“k'(Dia
ik
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which follows from D,ea+1%4®i = () seen above, ([@.47) implies

HDthHof<V§2+16 Aly - 40:}\%11

1
Combining with [|w,l|o + [[wello < 8, | and using (#.12)-(.13), we obtain that

J Di(Wo @We+We @ Wy +Wwe@we)| S HDIWOHOHWCHO + HWOHOHDIWCHO + HDIWCHOHWCHO

’]I‘}
]

5 ), ™

4
<5q+152 gl ™ =8411(841184

q+1(

<6 }\11 —60

q+1(64+27\ +1 (x}‘q+1 —64+26q+1 g+l -

The second term of (9.71) is thus estimated. We then similarly decompose the first term in (Q.71)) as

D, Z Gi@q};1Ck(§i)V(Dfleikq+lk'®i — Z Dtcigq)lf1Ck(§i)vq);leihq+1k<®i
kA0 i k20

+ Z Gi’)Dv’)D(I)i’le(S,-)VcI);leikqﬂk@,-
=

+ Y 600, 'D,[Ci(5)] VO, etar 1K
=

+ Y @@ Ci(S) VD, Vvelank i,
i J£0

In order to estimate this, we still need to estimate D, [Cy(S;)] and D,c;. To obtain the former, we first use (Z.4):

1DACS |y < (D26 S|y [[DeSil g + [[(D2C) (S || 2:Sil
N(||Ck||1v+1H§iH11V+HCk||2HSiHN)HDf§iH0+HCkH1HDf~" N

We then use (2.11)), (©.42)), and (9.43) to conclude that

11 (Ce(S;

My S k0, e, Y (9.72)
Coming to D,c;, we claim that

IDoilly < 81ty 0, (9.73)

g, °
To obtain (9.73)), we set

= ;Jnﬁ(x,t)dx

T |y’o 25
Dt6i=| |hw 21]1'Dm,~+|']1‘3|n?8,<w7> =J+1I.

We first estimate the term /. Recalling (9.28)), (9.27), w < 1, and (9.7)), we conclude that

T |y’o 1
171y = N Dol + Il Il < 84017, 2,

As for the second term, we already see that, since the only factor depending on x is n,z which, by (9.28)), satisfies
In?|lv < 1 for all N, the estimates for I7 will only depend on N via an a-independent constant, thus makmg it
sufficient to estimate d,(y?ch~") in C°. To that end, we rewrite it as

2 / 2 2 1./
2yy'c gy do gy oh

o, Vo) _ + — =TT +LH+T;.
f<h> h h 2 1T
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To estimate T, we recall (9.7), (3.6)), and (0.27):
1
2550 48,11 _

Ty, < =44 9 < -1§ .
73l < 2R < ol
Coming to T», by (9.7), ©.9), v < 1, and (9.27)), we obtain that
4C9, 6 A
||T2||0 < e < 6q+117q )
co
where C is the implicit constant in (@.9). Finally, to estimate T3, we use (9.7), y < 1, and (9.36):
K6q+1’f—]
T3]l < Tq <817,
0

where K is the implicit constant in (9.36). The estimate (9.73)) is thus proved. By (©.73), (9.40), (9.60), (9.30),
(©-11)), and ©.72)), we conclude that

D, <8ty 6q+16 Al * S 6q+16q+]xl o

q+1 >

Y 6 0@ 'Ci(S) VD etar 1k
ik#0

0

the last step being exactly as done above. Finally, to estimate the term involving D, (w - v), we first note that

th(v W) = thv W+ fv -Dyw = — J(Vp + (=A% +divR) - w+ fv -Dyw, (9.74)
using (3.I) in the last step. To estimate the second term of (9.74), we write

v = ¥ gk,
ik£0

where
hig = v-Di[(DD;) big+ A} cin] = v+ [Dy(DD;) ' bige + (DD;) ' Dybige + )

By [Lemma 2.1] we obtain that

q+]Dtcl k]

thkuNsuqu(Ham oMokl + [0 [ 1Dibisly + thc,kuo)
q
; ||V||o<HDt©‘D,~_]||N\|bi,k\|o+ 12|, lbicly

+ | DPi| I Debiilly + [[OP7 | 1Dy + " Hch,kHN>
‘I

1
Thus, using (9.4), (9.11)) (in the form ||v||y1o < 6317\21”5}1;[\’ < T‘;IQN), (©.43)-([©.44), (9.46)-([.47), and (9.40)-

(041}, we conclude that
1)—N —4a—N
”hlk”NN6q+1T e 6;+162}\q£q o .

With [Lemma 2.4] the above estimate yields that Jv - D,w satisfies (9.21)).
To deal with the first term of (9.74)), we first note that, since divw = 0, pr -w = 0. Integrating by parts, the
term JdiVR -w can be estimated as follows:

< Azzg xS szx”‘*e S

g+

UdivR-wdx‘ < IRl Iwllo < AQ" 76,6, 1 82, <

where we used (9.2) and (@.3). To conclude that the first term in (9.74) satisfies (9.21]), we would require

d +1qu”°‘€ 3L, N0 (9.75)

q+l .
For «,y sufficiently small, this follows from
—bp—P+1< —20"p+b <= 1 —p—2bp < b(1 —p—2bp) <= 1—p—2bp >0,

which in turn follows from @.2)).
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Step 7: 7, and its derivative

The time derivative 0,7, is readily estimated as

07,1 = | (- w)- (-a)hwae

T3

2
= Jz(_A)ZV'(—A)gwdx + J‘(—A)gw‘ dx
T i
S (ZHVHG'*‘SHWH(l)ieﬂ':HWH?JFS + HWH(2)726729HWH%9+28).

1
By (©.12), we have that ||v|je+e < Az. As for w, we have that Wy < 62+17‘]qv+1 (cfr. Step 3 above). Thus,
recalling that 0 +¢ < f
Lol e 20422 0-+e—
|0:Tp| S 202 Axd Y 5+A>\‘q+1 g Adgy b,

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

! !
Ote—P _ Algs 0+e < 2 1—6a
AN = Aa82, A0FE <82, Byu0h) 0%

Indeed, this inequality follows from 0 +¢—p < 1 — 60— — 2bp which, for o, e sufficiently small, follows from
(4.2) and the fact © < p.
However, 7, is only estimated as follows:

Ote—
1Tp(0)] < kgL
To ensure that this satisfies (9.20) for any g > 0, we would require
0<0+e—Pp< —2b°p—3ba <= 3ba < p—0—e—2bp.

Seen as the above right-hand side is, in general, negative, we cannot require it. Thus, in general, J, only satisfies
(9.20) if the q in the statement is sufficiently large, which is why we separated T, from the other Reynolds terms.

—14p—e—0 0+e—p _ . . .
However, fort < A }\q 41 » we can contrast the growth of A}»q 11 with the smallness of the time, meaning

that J,, only satisfies (9.2Q) for a short period of time, or if q is sufficiently large.

Remark 9.2 (C° estimate on the Reynolds stress). The requirement (9.2)) is only used to obtain (9.21), meaning
we only need it on suppS, since S=0 — &=0.

10 From strict to adapted subsolutions

The aim of this section is to prove [Proposition 5.1] (p. [I1). 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 (7,,R) be a smooth strict subsolution and let 0 < p < p < %,v > 0. Choose b > 1 according to (.2,
furthermore let € > 0 such that:

o _1—p
b(1 —_—. 10.1
(1+8) < T (10.1)
Then, let §,7 > 0 be the constants given by [Corollary 7.1] and choose 0 < « < 1 and 0 <y < § < ¥ so that:
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* The inequalities (4.12)), (4.13)) are satisfied by both the pairs (a,y) and (o, §);

* The other conditions in Sections [§] and 0] namely (8.9)-(8.10) and consequently (9.1)), (9.63), and (9.73),
are satisfied by both the pairs (a,y) and (o, §);

* Condition (4.14)) can hold for both pairs (a,y) and (a,7); since § > vy, relation (4.13) reduces this to:

(b—1)(1—B(b+1)) —§pb* — 2ab > 0; (10.2)
* The following conditions holds:
1-3f+4+a
_ 10.

V> 2 (10.3)
o 3a o

= <by < =, O0<by<y——, 3o > 2bPy. (10.4)
p 28 p

Having fixed b,B,a,y,7, we may choose N € N so that (.14) is also valid. For a > 1 sufficiently large (to be
determined) we then define (A;,8,) as in (4.I). Thus we are in the setting of Section [l

Step 2: From strict to strong subsolution

We apply to obtain from (¥, ,R) a strong subsolution (vo, po,Ro) with & = &; such that the
properties from (Z12) to (ZI6) hold. By (Z12)-(Z.16), (vo, po,Ro) satisfies

%61 Spo s %51 (10.5)
1Ro()[l, < Acy™ (10.6)
Ivoll -1 <29 (10.7)
131pol < 8183h0- [0 ], 1o < SEAL (1038)
19,pol < 81520. (10.9)

Step 3: Inductive construction of (v,, p,,R,)

Starting from (vo, po, Ro), we show how to inductively construct a sequence {(v4, pg, Ry) }gen of smooth strong
subsolutions with:
Ry(x,1) = pgy(t)Id+Ry(x,1)

which satisfy the following properties:

(ag) Forallt€[0,7]

J (|vq|2+tqu)dx: J (|v0|2+trR0)dx;
T T3
(by) Forallt€[0,T]
1Ry ()| < Agy™;

cg) If27/T <t <277H!T for some j = 1,...,q, then
q
3
§5j+1 <pg <455
(dy) Forallt <279T:

o 5 3 5
HRQ(I)HO < AQ};-HIa qu-&-l < Pq < qu-i-l;
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(eq) If27/T <t <27/TIT for some j=1,...,q, then

1
Vgl 1o < MEA; T
1
|8tpq‘ §6j+165-}\j,
whereas if t <2797

1
IVally o = M83257

1
{atpq‘ N Bg+10gMg-
(fy) Forallz€[0,T] and g > I:

LU 1
[vg = Va1l < MOG(Citg1 + 6, 12, ) [vg = vgrly < M8

19  gye_
(8) Ivglloss) <M(1+A3 L 277F).
=

Thanks to our choice of parameters in Step 1 above, (vo, po,Ro) satisfies (10.3)-(10.9), and thus the inductive
assumptions (agp)-(go) (the last condition can be deduced from (Z.I8)).

Suppose then (v, pq,R,) is a smooth strong subsolution which satisfies (a,)-(g,). The construction of
(Vg+1,Pg+1,Rq41) consists of two steps: first a localized gluing step performed using [Proposition 8.1] to
get from (v4, py,Ry) to a smooth strong subsolution (Vq,ﬁq,l_?q), then a localized perturbation step done using
[Proposition 9.1]to get (vgi1,pg+1,Rg+1) from (Vq,ﬁq,l_?q).

We apply [Proposition 8.1| with

[Ty, T3] = [0,2797).

Then 7> — Ty > 4t,, if a>> 1 is sufficiently large. Moreover, by (d,), (e;), and (g,), (v¢, pq,R,) fulfils the
requirements of [Proposition 8.1)on [T}, T;] with parameters o, § > 0.

Then, by [Proposition 8.1] we obtain a smooth strong subsolution (Vq,l_)q,ﬁq) on [0, 7] such that (Vq,ﬁq,ﬁq) is
equal to (vg, pg,Ry) on [279T,T], and on [0,279T | satisfies

1+7

g = voll, < A3y £
1
[Pall 4 < 8324 ™
g+l
[Pallgse S 1+ Y 8N
= (10.10)
) <
0=
5 _ 3
§6q+1 <Py = 55q+1
1
|afﬁq‘ S 8g+18Mg.-

Moreover, on [0, ;] one has that

1
- 39 1+ )—N
quHN+1+a S8k
ﬁ < A—H—?g—N—Zu
oy, SATG (10.11)
° . 1
@ +74- V)R, HNM < AQLHE NS,

and

n
R,=0 telJJ (10.12)
i=0
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Recalling [Definition 8.1land (8.3) observe that
3.,_
[0, 22 qT] C[0,5:], (10.13)

provided a > 1 is chosen sufficiently large (e.g. so that grq < iZ*qT). Then, choose a cut-off function
g €CZ(0,227971:(0,1]) such that

1 <27ty
w1 =19, (> 307 (10.14)

and such that |y ()| < 29. By choosing a >> 1 sufficiently large, we may assume that

1.4
Wi ()] < 5832 (10.15)
for all g. Then, set
Sy =W (Ry — 84:21d) = yS.

Using (I0.15), (10.4), (I0.I0)-(TO.I3), and the easy observation that p, < P, — 8,12, we see that S, and

(Vq,l_)q,ﬁq) satisfy the assumptions of [Proposition 9.1| on the interval [0, ;] with parameters a,9 > 0. We have
that

oy =W, (P, — 8442) = Wio.
Recalling [Remark 9.2 since supp Sy, C [t,, 7] where (8.25) holds, we can apply [Proposition 9.1] thus obtaining
a new subsolution (vgi1,pgi1,Ry — Sy — E441) with

H"q+1 _Vqu"‘gqqurl H"q+1 _VQHH*‘
+>\;—i?a“V4+l_v4“1+a

1
A gt = Vglg e < MB2

‘[\qur]\z—trS—tréqH:J]Vqlz re(0,7),
T3 I

and such that the estimates (9.20) and (9.21)) hold for &, ;. Let
Rq+1 = Fq - S‘V - $q+1.

We claim that (vy41, pg+1,Rq+1) is a smooth strong subsolution satisfying (a4+1)-(g4+1). Notice that (ay41) is
satisfied by construction. Since (vgi1,pg+1,Rg+1) = (vg, pg, Ry) for t > 279T, we may restrict ¢ to [0,2797] in
the following, so that in particular (I0.10)) holds.

Let us now prove (b,1). On the one hand

|&grillo = [ (1 = wdR, =y,
< (1= wA)AR, 0,2 + 800 04y, 01, (10.16)
on the other hand
pgr1=(1— llli)/\ﬁq + \|l§64+2 + % tr&yq1
> (1= w)py + W32 — 8yr2h, 1y, 0 (10.17)
The proof of (b, 1) thus reduces to assessing whether there exists a suitable y such that

(L= w)A TP 0,2 48100 0 gy, 500 < A V(1= w3)P, + Wadgsa — 8gah, 23] (10.18)
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To this end set

F(s) = (1—s)AQy 10, + 8,20
G(s) = (1—9)p, + 8542 — 8y 12h

H(s) = A1G"(s) — F (s),

and observe that (I0.I8)) is equivalent to H (\pfi) > 0 if y, > 0, and follows from this inequality also in case
Wy, = 0. In particular, (I0.I8) follows from:

(i) H(0)>0and H(1) > 0;
(i)) H'(0) <0and H'(1) <0.
(iii) H"(s) > 0.

We note next that, since 2bpy < 3a
5q+27\qf(1x AQHV,
so that we have the estimates
F(0) S Ay 16, G(0) 27,
It is also clear that G(s) < p,.
It is then easy to check that the requirement H(0) > 0,i.e. F(0) < A~YG!*7(0), amounts to AQq+y€ 2a < A_HY,
ie. ézfyfgz" < 1. Hence, since E;l < Ag+1 by and Q, 2, Cg+1 by (dg+1), H(0) > 0 follows from

¥ (10.19)

mIQ

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. kqf‘l" ¢ g2l — x;ﬁ‘l")lﬂ , requires 3o > 2bPy as found in (10.4), since

I—A qﬁ‘l" > % for a sufficiently large.
The following condition, H'(0) < 0, can be rewritten as

—AQy T > (147) (@, — Lgrahy ) (Bgi2 —B,) = ARy, < (@, — Cqi2hy 35 (By — Bg12)-

Noting thatp, = 8,41 > 84+2 by (dg41), and therefore pg—0g+2 > %@ for a sufficiently large, the above reduces

to

y ¥ p—20 20-269+2Py _ v
(ST, EQq+17*qy+1

which follows from condition (I0.19)) deduced above.
We then need the condition H'( 1) g O, which can be rewritten as

1,

AL > (147)8) (1 =22 (Bga2 —P,),

which similarly follows from (10.19).

The last condition, H” > 0, follows from the fact that F” = 0 and G” =0, and thus H” = A~Y(1 +vy)yG'~' G
is positive.

Thus, our choice of a,y,§ in (I0.4) guarantees that (I0.18)) holds, which yields (bg1).

Consider now (c,+1), where we only need to consider the case j = g+ 1, i.e. the estimate on 2797 17,279T].
Using (I0.17)), the fact that P, > 842 for a large enough, and ({I0.10), we see that

3 ~3a
8g12(1 - 7‘q+1) < Pgt1 (1) <Pyt )+61H‘2}\q4§1 < 6q+1 +61}+2}\q$1'

Therefore (¢ 1) holds, provided a >> 1 is sufficiently large.
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Similarly, concerning (d, 1), observe that for # <2~ @*1T we have that y,(¢) = 1, so that
Syi2(1 — K;f(f) < pg+1 < g42(1 +7»;+3(f)-

Moreover, using (I0.I6) and the fact that y, = 1 for ¢ < 2-(@+DT

149
. _ 3
HRqul Ho < 6q+27\qf(f <A <Z§q+2> )

where we used the fact that 2bB7 < 3aand chose a > 1 sufficiently large. Therefore (d,1),1.e. ||Ryi1llo S AQ}]ﬁ
and %6q+2 <pgr1 < §6q+2, holds.
Concerning (eg41), it is once more enough to restrict to <2797, i.e. the case j = ¢+ 1. From (I10.10) and
(9.18) we deduce that
HV‘I+1 Hl-i—(x < HV‘I+1 _V‘IHH-O( + HV‘IH 1+a
M o1 31
<58 A1 HC85,

1
2 1+a
< M8 AT

where C is the implicit constant in (I0.10), which can be absorbed by choosing a >> 1 sufficiently large. The
estimate on |d;pg,. 1| similarly follows from the trace estimate of (10.10) and (9.21)). (e,1) is thus proved.

(fg+1) follows from (I0.10), (0.17), and (O.16).
Finally, (g4+1) easily follows from (9.19) and (10.10).

Step 4: Convergence to an adapted subsolution

We have thus obtained a sequence (v, py, Ry) satisfying (aq)-(gq)-
From (f,) it follows that (v,, p,) is a Cauchy sequence in C°. Indeed, it is clear for {v,}, and concerning {p,}
we may use (3.I) to write

A(Pqul —Pq) = —diniV(éqH _Rtﬂ' (Vq+1 - Vq) QVgt Vg1 @ (Vq+l —Vq)),

and apply Schauder estimates (Lemma 2.5). Similarly, {R,} also converges in C°. Indeed, from the definition
and using (8.20), (8.12)), (9.10), (9.20), and (b,), we have that

[Rg+1 = Ryllg = [[Ry = Rg = Sy — &g
< HR4H0+ HR4H0+ HS‘VH0+ H‘gqﬂuo

S 811

For all 7 > 0 there exists g(z) €N such that
(Vg PgsRy) (-51) = (Vg(e)> Pg(e) s Rg(e)) (1) Vg > q(t),
thus (v, pg, R,) converges uniformly to a strong subsolution (¥, 5, R) satisfying
I, < Agt,
and, using (Z11) and (a,)

J (]\3]2+tr1?)dxzj (PP +uR)dx  Vie[o,T).

T T3
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Furthermore, using (Z.14) and (f,)
10 =¥l -1 < llvo =l -1+ [[vo =Pl -+
S8k + Z [[vg+1 _VQHH*'
q=0
1Y
S 828545,
leading to (5.3) for a sufficiently large. Using (f,) and the fact that ¥, are smooth and thus bounded in C°,
(5.2) is proved similarly:
19 =7lleo < [lvo = llo +[[vo — bl| co
S+ Z [ —vqllo
q=0
!
<148

Concerning the initial datum, from (e,) and (f;) we obtain by interpolation that ¥(-,0) € P, and from (dg) we
obtain that R(-,0) = 0.

Finally, we verify conditions (3.3)), and (3.6)) for being a Gﬁ—adapted subsolution. Let 7 > 0. Then there exists
g€ N such that 1€ [279T,2797'T]. By (c,) and (e,)

3 N
§6q+1 <p <4y,
1
[911 o < MBELL .
Therefore p~! > iSq_l, and hence, using (.1)) and (1I0.3)), we deduce that

9] o < A2,
for a > 1 sufficiently large. Similarly, using (e,) and (10.3), we deduce that

1 ; ; 3 —L(1—p—2b 3 1
9] < Bg183hg = A P2 2 AP0 = AT PP < g

Finally, a word about the term
g = Z(%@) +3;1(4)),
(

where ngq) and de(q) are the extra trace terms from the gth gluing and perturbation steps. We have that

\8,7g(q) |+ ]c%ffd(q)\ < A}\gﬁfﬁ, thus proving (3.3). However, adding J into R could compromise the adaptedness
of (¥,p,R) by rendering (3.3)-(3.6) invalid, which is why we keep it separated and deal with it in the final
argument. The estimate (3.3)) implies that

[T (1) S Y eand P,

To be able to make it as small as we desire, we must contrast the a-growth of the ¢ = 0 and ¢ = 1 terms of this
sum. This is easily achieved by requiring £ < A~'Ab"%7*"" for 1 arbitrarily small. In any case, calling 7, the
maximal time where I can be estimated with small quantities, we have that

lim ¢, =0,
a—oo

since we meed ZSSE)/ 207 to be small. O
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11 From adapted subsolutions to solutions

The aim of this section is to prove [Proposition 5.2| (p. [L1)). 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 (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[Proposifion 8.1} if we replace (812) with

]l < Ack ™

as we will need to do below, the estimates (8.37), (847), (848), 817, I3, (€24), 820), ®23), (8.23),
2

—Z
(8.62), and ®7Q) will be worsened by a factor £," . In fact, we can gain a factor g in 8.20) and ®23),
and a factor Ly in 8.23) and B.62). To keep the inductive estimates on the velocity gap |[vg+1 —vyllo and
[Vg+1 — vgll -1, the velocity ||vgi1||o, and the derivative of the trace |0;p,|, we will need

1 Tty (72)0( 1
Aquz €q ’ f§6;+1
1

1 _2 1
Sohgly” <82, 1 Mgt (11.1)

—(2+3)a
Q;igq SR P
all of which can easily be deduced by assuming 2o < Py and a < g. The former assumption also yields (8.30),

which will allow us to bound the H=' norm of Vg1 — Vg sufficiently tightly. If we then start the perturbation

step of] from estimates that we can obtain from the modified output estimates mentioned above,
we can get the same output estimates from

Proof. (Proposttion 5.2)

Step 1: Setting the parameters in the scheme

Let (7, p,R) be a Gﬁ—adapted subsolution on [0, 7], with Q = A, satisfying the “strong” condition |I§| < AQ'Y
for some y > 0 and (3.3) and (3.6) for some a,v > 0 as in [Definition 3.3] of adapted subsolution, with

Fix b > 0 so that |
b2(1+v)<;ﬁ, 28(b* —1) < 1. (11.2)

Observe that both the strongness condition (3.2)) and the adaptedness conditions (3.3)-(3.6) remain valid for any
7 <vyand o < a (cfr. Remark 3.1). Then, we may assume that o, 7 > 0 are sufficiently small, so that (¥, p,R)
satisfies (3.2) for some § > 0 and (3.3)-(3.6) for some o, v > 0, and furthermore choose y so that

200 < BY < Py < 3o bpy < 3a. (11.3)
For the reasons discussed in[Remark T1.Tlabove, and for another technical reason we will see below, we require
2a < Py < 3a. (11.4)

Finally, having fixed b, , B, , v, 9, we may choose N € N so that @.14) holds. For a > 1 sufficiently large (to be
determined) we then define (A,,d,) as in @.I) (using B). Thus, we are in the setting of Section 4l
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Step 2: Conditions on (vo, po, Ro) and the inductive construction of (v,, p,,R,)

Differently from [13, Section 9], we can take (vo,po,Ro) = (¥, p,R), since we are assuming p < %61 = 26,

which is a-independent. We do have some estimates to verify for (v, po, Ro), namely that, wherever py > 8>

1
v <6§}\1+0¢
H 0H1+(x— q'g (11.5)

1
[9:po| < Podghy-

Indeed, where py > 8,4, (IL2) easily yields

1
Mg 1 S A0 <5,

1
NSy S A < 8,00870,
provided a >> 1 is sufficiently large. These two relations, combined with (3.3)) and (3.6), yield (IT.3).
Start from (vo, po,Ro), we will inductively construct a sequence (v, pg,R,) of smooth strong subsolutions for

g=1,2,..., with
R,(x,1) = pg(r)Id+Ry(x,1),

satisfying the following properties:

(Ag) Forallt€[0,T]

J (|vq|2+tqu)dx: J (|v0|2+trR0)dx; (11.6)
T T
(B;) Forallt€(0,T] s
pg < 564+1; (11.7)

(C;) Forallte[0,T] 2
AQg " g > 28412
: L ‘
Rllo <3 Aey™™ 28,42 < py <2842 (11.8)

1 3
AQquy Pg < 56q+2

(Dg) If pg > 8o for some j > g, then

1
gl 1o < MB35 (11.9)
1
191pg| < pgd20;3 (11.10)
(E;) Forallt€[0,T]and g > 1
v o« 1 1
g = Vot |1 S @G+ v —vet]lo < 8- (11.11)

q

(Fy) Ivgllose < M(] AL Zox?ﬂ;ﬁ).
=

Thanks to our choice of parameters in Step 1 above, (vo, po,Ro) satisfies (IL5), and therefore our inductive

assumptions (Ag)-(Fp).
Suppose now (v4, py, R,) satisfies (A,)-(F,) above. Let

Jg = {te [0,T] = py(t) > %&Hz}, Ky = {t€[0,T]: py(t) > 282}
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Being (relatively) open in [0,T], J, is a disjoint, possibly countable, union of (relatively) open intervals
(T, 7). Let

9= {i: @, 1)K, # o},

and let 7o € (Tl(i), 2(i)) NK, for some i€ J,. Since K, is compact, we may assume that the open interval (7} Tl ),to)
is contained in J, \ K,,. Us1ng (I1.10)), we then have that

3 i i
56q+2 = pq(Tl( )) > pqlto) — |T1( ) —Io| S}lp |9:p4]
q

1 .
> 26q+2 - 26q+26é}\q‘T1(1) - l()’,

hence
—4a
T —to| > — (6% )= ‘fTrq > dt,, (11.12)
provided a > 1 is chosen sufficiently large. A similar estimate holds for Tz(i). Therefore Tz(i) — Tl(i) > 41, for

any i€ 9,, so that 9, 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 (v4, py,Ry)
on this disjoint union of intervals g, Jy. Since p; > %6q+2, from (A,)-(F,) and (IT2)-(I1.3) we see that the
assumptions of [Proposition 8.T|on (v,, py, R,) hold with parameter §. Then we obtain (v, p,, R;) such that, on
Jq

- (5531
qu(t)—vq(z)HaNfs;Hw bk <6;+]€2 (From (8.30))
HV‘IH1+0( < 62}\]+a€ ;,06 K « S;Jrl}\;i(lx (From (8.18))
HR H <P, Ttq ety (From (820))
_ _9
Lo, <0, < b, (From (€21))
1
ETARST XS (From (8.22)
Moreover, recalling (8.3)), for any i € g, we have the following additional estimates valid for r € [Tl(i) + 21, Tz(i) -
2T, N Jy:
quHNHM ST
° 144 ,~N=20+(1-2)alg,
. <
o 6 1— 2 1
H (0 +Vg- V)RqHN S A_Hyf Noed )aﬂKqSZX
and .
suppR, CT° x | JI;, (11.14)
i
where {I;}; are the intervals defined in (8.
Let us choose a cut-off function y, € C°(J,;[0,1]) such that
suppw, © |J (1" + 25,74 - 2z, ) (11.15)
i€d,
K, {y, =1} (11.16)
1
v | < 82y (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 p, > 28,12) to (V4, P, Ry) with

Sy = \Ilé (Rg—84421d),
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hence 6y = W2(, — 84+2). Using (CLIT), (I3), (12, (LT3, (TL12), B2I)-B22), and (A,)-(F,), we see

that S and (v, p,,R,) satisty the required assumptions on the interval [Tl(i) + 27, Tz(i) — 27, with parameters
a,§ > 0. In particular, (9.2)) (or its worsened form discussed in [Remark T1.1) follows from (I1.13)), since we
only need it on suppy, C [Ti(l) + 27, Ti(z) —21,].

[Proposition 9.1] gives then a new subsolution (vyi1, pg+1,Ry — Sy — Eg+1) with

a1 =Tallg + 1var1 = Vgl -1 2gr1

H;lf“quH _VqHHa

1
+7nq_fl_8 ’Vq+1 —VquH <Ms; (From (©.17) and (9.18))
2 _ 2
J‘vﬁ]! —Sy— 8411 = J!vq| t€[0,T]. (From @.13))
T3 T3

and such that 8, satisfies (0.20)-(Q.21)). Let
Rq+l = Fq - S\y - $q+1’

We claim that (v 1, pg+1,Rg+1) is @ smooth strong subsolution satisfying (A4 1)-(F;+1). Notice that (A, 1) is
satisfied by construction. By definition of S, one has that

_ 1
Pg+1 = Pq(l - \P[zi) +\|1[216q+2 — gtré’qﬂ
Ryr1 =Ry(1—y2) — &4

For t € K,;, condition (B, 1) follows easily from (9.20) and the fact that K, C {y, = 1}. For r ¢ J,, we have that
3 5
Pg+1 =Pg < §6q+2 < §6q+2-

9 .
~ 0442, which means

For t € J, \ K4, we have that p, < %pq < 3.26%2 =1

Pgr1 < §6q+2 (1 - gwf, + gkgf‘;‘> < ié‘ﬁz <§ +x76°‘),
and if A% < é, which is a matter of choosing a large enough, we have (B, ).

Note that, by the construction of p,, we have that J, C K, since on the whole of J, we have that p, | ~
8442 > 8,43. This is the reason why we required § < y and used the larger y outside of J,, in (C,): to make sure
(Cg+1) was automatically verified outside J,. This is in stark contrast to what happened in Section where
the perturbation regions P, := [0,279T] satisfied the opposite inclusion P, C P,, and where we consequently
required ¥ > y to ensure the weaker “strong condition” (b,41) in P, \ P, while the stronger (d,) only held
in P, where y, = 1.

By the above paragraph, in verifying conditions (C,1)-(Dg+1), it suffices to restrict to the case when p,y >
28,13 and j = g+ 1, respectively.

The argument showing (C,1) for r € K, is similar to the proof of (b,1) in Step 3 of [Proposition 5.1] above.
On the one hand

[alo = || (1 =w2R = &g |,

=20+ (1= ) oLy

< (1—wy)Ag, e, 84100, 01,
on the other hand
=(1-v?)AQ 25 L
Pg+1 ( Wq) Q +Wq g+2 1+ 3 I Gg+1

> (1= W)y + Wydgr2 — 84420, 5.
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So where y, = 1 we have the condition since, for a large enough, we can guarantee
S }\—6(1 <8 tﬁl (] _}\—6(1)1-}-? }\—60( <7 (] _}\—6(1)1+? (11.18)
q+20g+1 S Og+25412 g+1 7 M1 S Sg42 g+1 ) .

since 6a > 2bfY is required in (LL3). If y, # 1, however, we need

P _ s _ _ 5 —2a
(1 =y A 1By 702 480400 Mgy m0y < ATTI(L—w)Pg +wydgi2 = 8guad N1WTL, 2. (11.19)

To this end set

F(s) = (1—5)AQy 70, + 84420,
G(s) = (1— S)Eq + 58442 — 6q+27‘;f(1x =Pyt $(8g42 — Eq) - 6q+2>‘;f(1x
H(s) = ATG" ()0, 1} = F(s),

and, just like in deduce that H (wé) > 0 by proving that:
(i) H(0)>0and H(1) > 0;
(i) H'(0) >0and H'(1) > 0.
(i) H"(s) > 0.
To this end, we first obtain the estimates

812l 0 S Ay F(0) SAQyT6.*,  G(0)2p G(s) <P,

The first one follows from (IT.I8), (8.21), and the fact we are working for 7 € J,,.. The second one follows from

the first one. The fourth one is obvious, since p, > %%Sﬁz %64+2 > 8,42. For the third one, we reduce it to

6q+2kq_f‘f < p,» and then it follows from the first estimate, since A@}Iﬂ? < p,- We then prove (i)-(v) as follows.

* Itis easy to check that the two parts of (i) amount to

Sgsahy O < A T[40 (1 =2 5] Te 0

2
=149 p—20 <« A=l+ 5%
AQq eq ~ AQq ¢ q+1 q+1 q+1°

q+1
the first one follows from ¢, ~ ¢ Vo

;+15 the second one follows from (I1.3) and the following relations, which
hold for a sufficiently large:

1 —2a
q+1 = 2 q+1 — 57 q+1

—6a ¥ —1-7.
A S Cq-i-2€q—&-1 2 ’

* The requirements (ii) can be rewritten as
_ P ~ _ 720( - _ ~ 5 _ A~
Py 0y = (149) (B, — 8g42) L, Ly max{[py — 8guah, 217,87 1 (1 -2, 29T},

_2
which easily follows for sufficiently small ¥ and sufficiently large a, since 6;2‘* ~ Y q j(;

* Note that G” = 0 because G is linear in s, and the same is true of F”, meaning that (iii) is simply

A oy o —a
0<AT9(1+9)GT ()G (s)¢, 1

Y

A
= AL =)y +802(1 =2 )T (By —8422)%, 11

which is obvious, since all those factors are positive.
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We have thus obtained (C1).

The velocity estimate in (Dgy41) for j =g+ 1 follows from (9.18) and (8.24). The trace estimate in (Dy41)
follows from (9.21) and (8.22)). Finally, (E,) follows precisely as (f,+1) in the proof of [Proposition 5.1]in
Section [0l above, and (F41) is obtained just like (g,+1). Keep in mind [Remark T1.1] above for all of these.
Thus, the inductive step is proved.

Finally, the convergence of {v,} 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 (4,)-(F;),
analogously to Step 4 of proved in Section [I0] above.

The Navier-Stokes term J will be handled in the same way as 5 was dealt with in giving us
once more that the maximal time ¢, of “smallness” of I must satisfy

lim ¢z, = 0.
a—oo

Step 3: From one to infinitely many

Looking at the details of the scheme, we realize that replacing (¥, p, R) with

(VOaPO)RO) = (‘GapA’R\_Fe/?})a

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 (3.3), and (3.6). Those, however, are only needed to obtain
the conditions (Dy). If we then show that the conditions (Ag) — (Fp) (and thus also (Dy)) are maintained with
such a perturbation, we need not worry about losing (3.3)) and (3.6).

Conditions about the velocity are clearly preserved, and (Ag) and (Ep) are vacuous, so all we need is

% (Bo)
AT gl > 28,

[Rllo<{ A 28, < pj < 26 (Co)
/H—Y P6 S %62

Mdﬂé%%M- (Dy.2, i.e. (ITI0))

Concerning (By), the proposition assumes p < 3/,8, so that the condition is preserved by requiring (3.13). Since
p(0) = 0, e has the possibility to vary in a neighborhood of 7 = 0 without becoming negative.
(Dy.3) boils down to the following condition on e:

|dre| < ev/8o Ao e>0
|dre| + |e|v/Bo Ao < pv/Boho— |9;p| otherwise ’

To keep things simple, we require (5.14) and (5.13).
Coming to (Cyp), we first assume e > 0, which immediately yields, by the properties of (¥, p,R), that

_2

NGRS N

[Rollg < A@+A o)
A(Q—{—A‘le)lﬂ

Y
)

S
<2%;-

O WO
IA S

NS ROS)

19 1A

[\S) o>

Our goal is to obtain that

_2
AQ+ A1), pre>28,
[Rollg <4 AQ@+AT"e)HT 28, <p+e<25,.
AQ+A')T pte< s,

* We first note that p+e < 3/,8) = p < 3/,8,, so in this case we have the desired estimate for ||Ro||o;
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« If p < 3/28, but 3 /28, < p+e < 28,, since § <y and |[Ryllo < A(@+ A ~'e)'™?, we have the desired
estimate;

e Ifp< 3 /28, but p+ e > 28,, the desired estimate is even looser than in the previous item;

. If3 /282 < p < 28,, then either p+ e also satisfies this bound, in which case we have the desired estimate,
or p+ e > 29,, in which case the desired estimate is looser;

* Finally, if p > 20;, then so is p + e, meaning again we have the desired estimate.

Thus, we need no additional conditions to obtain (Cp). Summing up, the conditions we must impose on e are
precisely (3.13)-(3.13). The proof is complete. <&

A Proof of
Proof. (Lemma 6.1)

Fix p€ C(B;(0)) a standard mollification kernel in space, and define:

To ensure the regularity of the initial datum, we consider the smoothed datum
W0 = W* Py,
where

) 2
0= max {1 ey < wlir < S [ (ol = e < 35 A1)
T3
By [Theorem 6.1] there exists a solution (¥, p) with initial datum wy, where 5 can be recovered uniquely once
we impose Jﬁ =0.
We now fix a standard mollification kernel in time y € C°((—1,0)) and, with pe, p as defined above, we define

-1

Xe(t) =£ X(teil)

)= [ p (- s
plet) = [ pe)rs)zsle —5)ds,

R(x,1) =VRV—v®v,

where
t+e

7= J(f*pe)(x,S)xe(t—S)ds-

By construction and since (v, p) solves (L.3), (v, p,R) is a smooth solution of (3.1, i.e.

dv+diviv®@v)+Vp+ (—A)% = —divR
divyv=0 '

By using Jensen’s inequality on T x [t,7 + €] with the measure pg(x — y)y. (t — s)dxds, we conclude that

R=77—v®v>0. (A2)
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Coming to the initial datum, we have that

€

V=0 = J((ﬁ — o) * Pe) (%, 8)xe (—5)ds + wo * pe.
0

Taking the L? norm, we can easily obtain that

[v]e=0 — woll z2(psy < sup[[¥(+,2) — woll 213y + l[wo * pe — woll 2 (ps) = sup s + I .
(T%) (T3) (T3)
r€[0,¢] t€[0.¢]

11 can be made as small as we desire by choosing € small enough. Let gy be the maximal parameter such that
I, < g. As for sup1;, using v, (x) := v(x,7), we can obtain that

t
It2 = J\ﬁ, —wolzdx = I]ﬁ,\z — ]wo\zdx—ZJ I(B,ﬁ,w(»dxds
T3 T3 0 T3

t
ézj I—(ﬁs @ 7y) : Dwo + <v (—A)9w0>dxds
0 T3

t t
2,/C(1—20) JHVtHLz[WO]ldS‘FZI 152 | ©woll-ds
0 0

< 2t[|Dwol| - [lwoll 12 (v/ € (1 = 26) +2[jwo]l 12) < K(w)z]|Dwol| -

In *, we used the fact that || |2, < |lwo|7,, i.e. (€., as well as the fact that (¥, ) is a solution of (L3)) and the
fact divwy = 0. In e, we used [Theorem 2.1 choosing € = 1 —26. In the last step, we used that ||wq||;2 < ||w]|2-
This becomes arbitrarily small if we choose 7 appropriately small, and since 7 € [0, €] that translates to € small
enough. Since Dwg = Dpy, *w =1, 4DP(T]6 L) xw, Holder’s inequality yields

HDWOHLw < n64HDp(n61x)|’L§(Bn0)”W“L2 < ﬂ64ﬂ(2)HDPHGUHWHL2 = C(W)ﬂ627

so that, to ensure SUP| ] I <?® /2, we choose

2
e < Ul =g
3C(w)K(w)
Choosing € := min{eg,&,1g} thus yields
_ _ 2
HV|t:0_W||L2 <% HV|t:0—WO||L2 < 56-
We have thus obtained (6.2)). As for (6.3)), we first notice that
[ = [ s (A3)
T3 T3

for any 7 € [0,T] and any function f. Thus, by the definition of R, we have that

J\v!z(x,t) R (x,1)dx = JW(x,z)dx _ J% « [7) (2, 1)d,

T T3 K

We have thus reduced (6.3) to the following inequality:

3 |t Py +f 2] aras < [IwPwar+s

K 0 T3 K
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Since (7, p) satisfies (6.1]), we can see that

JQSW|xr jﬂ o

xsdxds< I| Pdx+ = J|w0| — |w|?dx

0 T3
ﬁuswn WlxtM+JJ[ "~ (o] sy
0 T3
= % J|w|2dx+I+II+III.
T
Our desired estimate (6.3)) will then follow from
1< < o<l (A.4)
3 3 3

The first of these relations follows from (A.).

The second relation in follows, for e sufficiently small, from the fact that, since v€ L>’HYC L2L2, [7|>€L/L!,
$0 xe * [9]> — |92 in L] L! for e — 0.

Coming to the third relation, we first rewrite the integral of the first integrand:

t s+€ 2
Jﬂ 2v (x,s)dxds = JI J ng x—y)( g V(y,T) e (t — T)dydt| dxds
0 T3 0 T3 s T3
r ste
J J ﬂ 2 (x,7)xe (t — T)dxdtds,
s T3

where we used Jensen’s inequality in the first step and (A.3) in the second one. Therefore, the remaining term

is rewritten as:
11 = I J [(xe )(x,s) - ‘(—A)gﬁ

0 T3
0
We now note that, since 7€ L2H®, we have that (—A)>5€ L2L2, and thus |(—A)27|> € L!L!. Therefore, as before,

9~ 2
)2V

(x, s)] dxds.

Xe * \(—A)gﬁP - ](—A)gﬁP — 0in L' L!, and the third relation of (A.4) reduces to an opportune choice of €.

t x>

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 6.1is thus complete. <&
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