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O N D ISC R ET E M O D ELS O F T H E EU LER EQ U AT IO N

ALEXANDER K ISELEV AND ANDREJ ZLATO �S

A bstract. W econsidertwo discretem odelsforthe Eulerequation describing incom press-

ible uid dynam ics. These m odels are in�nite coupled system s ofO DEs for the functions

uj which can be thoughtofaswaveletcoe�cientsofthe uid velocity.The �rstm odelhas

been proposed and studied by K atz and Pavlovi�c. The second hasbeen recently discussed

by W ale�eand goesback to O bukhov studiesoftheenergy cascadein developed turbulence.

These are the only basic m odelsofthis type satisfying som e naturalscaling and conserva-

tion conditions.W e provethattheK atz-Pavlovi�cm odelleadsto �nite tim e blowup forany

initialdatum ,while the O bukhov m odelhas a globalsolution for any su�ciently sm ooth

initialdatum .

1. Introduction

Theregularityofsolutionstotheincom pressibleEulerequation in dim ension threerem ains
oneofthem ostim portantopenproblem sofm athem aticaluiddynam ics.Recently,anum ber
ofsim plerm odelshavebeen proposed and studied by severalauthorsasaway togain insight
intothepossiblebehaviorofsolutionstoEulerand Navier-Stokesequations.Di�erentm odels
have been suggested by Katz and Pavlovi�c [9],Friedlanderand Pavlovi�c [7],Dinaburg and
Sinai[3]and W ale�e [13]. Although these m odels are fairly drastic sim pli�cations ofthe
originalproblem ,they do keep a few ofthe m ostim portantcharacteristic featuresofEuler
equations. M oreover,we willargue below that som e ofthese m odels are quite naturalin
theirown rightastheyconstitutethesim plestclasssatisfyingcertain scalingand dim ensional
conditions.
A m odelproposed by Katzand Pavlovi�c[9]isbased,form ally,on awaveletexpansion ofa

scalarfunction u(x;t);x 2 R
3;overa setofdyadiccubesin R 3:Thedyadiccubesarecubes

with theside lengths2j;j2 Z;with verticesatthe pointsof2jZ3:IfQ isa dyadic cube of
size2j;then itsparent ~Q isa cubewith sidelength 2j+ 1 containing Q:De�neC 1(Q)theset
ofall8 children ofQ;each having sidelength 2j� 1;and m oregenerally C m (Q)thesetofall
23m m th generation \descendants" ofQ.The Katz-Pavlovi�c m odelequationsdescribing the
evolution ofthe waveletcoe�cientofu(x;t)corresponding to the cube Q are the given by
[9]

duQ

dt
= 25j=2u2~Q � 25(j+ 1)=2uQ

X

Q 02C 1(Q )

uQ 0: (1.1)
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Them odelhasquadraticnonlinearity and (form ally)conservestheenergy
P

Q
uQ (t)2:Ithas

been m otivated tosom eextentby thework [8],wherepartialregularity oftheweak solutions
to the Navier-Stokes equations with hyperdissipation was studied. The approach of[8]is
based on controlling the "waveletcoe�cients" ofthe solution u Q = k�Q (x)Pjuk2;where Pj
areLittlewood-Paley projectionsrestricting theFouriertransform û(�)to theannulusofsize
� 2j;and �Q isa certain sm ooth function supported on a cubeQ ofsize2� j(1� �);� > 0:The
coupled system onegetsforthe waveletcoe�cientsfrom theNavier-Stokes(or,in ourcase,
Euler) equations is com plex,and (1.1) can be obtained from it by dropping allbut a few
term s.Thus,uQ can beroughly thoughtofas"waveletcoe�cients" describing partsofthe
solution localized in thecubeQ and in theFourierspaceataboutj�j� 2j:Thechoiceofthe
scaling factorsin (1.1)isdeterm ined by the relation kwQ k1 � 23j=2kwQ k2 fora waveletwQ

supported on adyadiccubeQ ofsidelength 2j in R 3 and thebound k(u� r )uk2 � kuk1 kr uk2

(see[8,9]form oredetails).
In [9]Katzand Pavlovi�c showed,in particular,thatforany "> 0,thereexistinitialdata

uj(0)2 H 3=2+ � which lead toblowup in a�nitetim e.Friedlanderand Pavlovi�c[7]considered
a related vector m odelwhere they also prove blowup in a �nite tim e. Recently,W ale�e
[13]proposed a sim pli�ed m odelwhich instead ofthe branching structure ofthe coupled
coe�cients constitutes a linear tree ofthe functions u j(t) satisfying an in�nite system of
di�erentialequations

u
0
j = �

j
u
2
j� 1 � �

j+ 1
ujuj+ 1; j> j0; u

0
j0
= ��

j0+ 1uj0uj0+ 1: (1.2)

Here � > 1 isa param eter,and j0 is an index corresponding to the largestrelevant space
scale (forinstance,a period in the periodic setting). W ithoutlossofgenerality,we willset
j0 = 0 forthe rest ofthe paper. The originalKatz-Pavlovi�c m odelreduces to the system
(1.2)with � = 2 ifoneassum esthatthecoe�cientsofallcubesofthesam eside length are
thesam e.Itisnaturalto de�netheSobolev spacesassociated with (1.2)as

H
s := fuj

�
�kfujgk

2
H s �

X

j� j0

�
2sj
jujj

2
< 1 g:

W ale�eproved thatthereexistinitialdata forwhich theblowup in (1.2)happensin any H s;

s> 0;and suggested a di�erentm odel,given by

u
0
j = �

j
uj� 1uj � �

j+ 1
u
2
j+ 1; j> 0; u

0
0 = ��u

2
1: (1.3)

This m odelgoes back to the work ofObukhov [11]who proposed it in a paper devoted
to atm osphere studies as a sim ple m odelfor studying the cascade m echanism of energy
transfer in the developed turbulence. It has been shown in [13]that the m odel(1.2)m ay
be related to the inviscid Burger’s equation,m aking blowup not surprising. In particular,
this m odelhas a built in m echanism oftransferring the energy to higher m odes. On the
otherhand,the Obukhov m odellacksthism echanism and isthusm ore subtle and perhaps
m orerealistic.M oreover,in Proposition 2.4 weprovethatthesem odelsconstitutetwo basic
building blocks ofalllinear tree coupled m ode m odels satisfying four naturalconditions:
a quadratic nonlinearity, appropriate scaling corresponding to the (u � r )u term , energy
conservation,and nearestneighborcoupling.Alloftheseexceptthelastonearethefeatures
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derived from theEulerequation;thelastcondition isclearlyasim pli�cation designed tom ake
the problem tractable. Ourm ain goalin thisnote isto prove the following two theorem s,
which tosom eextentcon�rm theabovesentim ent.Fortherestofthepaperwecall,following
W ale�e,m odel(1.2)theKP m odeland m odel(1.3)Obukhov m odel.

T heorem 1.1. In theKP m odel,anynon-zero initialdatum belongingto H 1 leadsto a �nite

tim e blowup (in H 1).

W enotethattheH 1 condition isneeded in generaltoshow localexistenceofsolutions;we
discussthispointin section 2.Ifoneacceptsa parallelbetween theKP m odeland inviscid
Burger’sequation,the result isnotsurprising. Indeed,any non-constant initialdatum for
theBurger’sequation with periodicboundary conditionsleadsto blowup in �nitetim e.
On theotherhand,solutionsoftheObukhov m odelareregular.

T heorem 1.2. In the Obukhov m odel,the solution corresponding to any initialdatum in

H s;s > 1;isregular for alltim es. Thatis,for any u0 2 H s with s > 1 and for any T > 0
there existsa unique solution fujg2 C([0;T];H s)such thatuj(0)= (u0)j:

Thistheorem isprobably them ostinteresting,and certainly them ostsubtleand di�cult
toproveresultofthispaper.Itdem onstratesan intriguingdichotom y between theproperties
oftwo basicdyadicm odels.
For generic initialdata in the Obukhov m odel,we have a stronger regularity and even

dissipation properties,in thefollowing sense.

T heorem 1.3. Letbj(!)be independentuniform ly bounded random variablessuch thatthe

probability ofbj(!)being nonpositive isuniform ly bounded away from zero: P[bj(!)� 0]>
� > 0:Assum e aj > 0 are such that

P

j
�2sjjajj

2 < 1 ;s > 1:Then with probability one

a solution fuj(t)g ofthe Obukhov m odelcorresponding to the initialdatum uj(0)= ajbj(!)
satis�eskukH r � C(r;!)foralltim estand any r< s:M oreover,ast! 1 ;we have

lim
t! 1

ku(t)k2H r = lim
t! 1

u0(t)
2 = E 0 �

X

j� 0

uj(0)
2
; (1.4)

thatis,the solution u convergesin H r to a constantsolution with allenergy concentrated in

the lowestm ode.

W edescribesom e�nerpropertiesofthedynam icsoftheKP and Obukhov m odelsaswell.
Therearem anyinterestingquestionsthatrem ainopen.Inparticular,whetherTheorem 1.2

holdsfors= 1.Othernaturalquestionsincludeglobalexistenceofsolutionsin thebranched
Obukhov m odel(an analog of (1.1)) and in the Navier-Stokes version of (1.3). It seem s
reasonabletoexpectthatregularity resultsfor(1.3)should carry overtothesecases.Clearly,
the analog ofthe Laplacian term only adds dissipation,and branching is likely to m ake
energy cascade towardshigh levelm odesharderto realize. However,on the technicallevel,
the questions are not trivialdue to the subtleties ofthe proofofTheorem 1.2. W e did
not attem pt to address these issues here to keep the present paper from becom ing overly
technical.
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W enotethatm odelssim ilarin spiritto(1.2)and (1.3)| shellm odels| havebeen studied
in thephysicsliteraturefora long tim e(see,e.g.,[5,6,12,10],and [1]fora recentreview).
Oneversion ofthesem odels,the"Sabra" shellm odel,hasrecently been studied analytically
in [2]. W hat m akes questions like existence and (in som e sense) regularity of solutions
easier to treat in the shellm odels setting than in (1.2),(1.3)is a weaker scaling factor in
the equations (corresponding,generally speaking,to the scaling assum ption k(u � r )uk2 �
kuk2kr uk2). This leads to the shellm odels being "subcritical",that is the nonlinearity
is controlled by the dissipation term . However the m odels (1.2),(1.3),even when a term
representing Laplacian with appropriate scaling is added, are "supercritical". It is only
certain m onotonicity propertiesofthesem odelsand detailed analysisoftheirdynam icsthat
m akeanswering thebasicregularity/blowup questionspossible.M any ofthe subtlerresults
established forthe"Sabra" m odelin [2]appearharderto establish forthedyadic m odelsof
Navier-Stokesequationsatthistim e.
In the next section we collect som e prelim inary results, postponing the proofoflocal

existencein H 1 ofsolutionsto ourm odelsto an appendix.Theproofsofourm ain theorem s
appearin Sections3{5.

2. Preliminaries

In thissection we collectand prove som e sim ple usefulfactsabouttheKP and Obukhov
m odels.Letusstartby stating theresulton localexistence ofsolutions.

Proposition 2.1. Assum e thatthe initialdatum uj(0)foreitherKP orObukhovm odellies

in H s for som e s� 1:Then there existsa unique solution u 2 C([0;T];H s);for som e tim e
T = T(ku(0)kH s)> 0:The H s norm ofthissolution satis�es

ku(t)kH s � ku(0)kH se
C
R
t

0
supjf�

juj(r)gdr: (2.1)

In particular,the solution blowsup in �nite tim e � only if
R
�

0
supjf�

juj(r)gdr= 1 :

Proof.Localexistence ofsolutionshasbeen proved in [7]using �xed pointargum ents.The
argum entin [7]isgiven forthe case ofKP m odelwith a speci�c choice of� (hence ourH 1

notation correspondsto H 5=2 in theirsetting),butitcan beadapted easily to theObukhov
m odelas well. W e sketch this argum ent in the Appendix. Therefore,here we willonly
discuss(2.1). Carrying outthe di�erentiation and substituting the expression forthe tim e
derivativesfrom (1.2)(resp.(1.3))we�nd

d

dt

X

j

�
2sj
u
2
j(t)� Csupjf�

j
uj(t)g

1X

j= 0

�
2sj
u
2
j(t);

providing therequired bound.

Now we m ake a few criticalobservations on the m onotonicity properties ofour m odels.
From now on,allproperties are stated for the solutions described in Proposition 2.1,and
hold on theexistence intervaldescribed in thatproposition.

Proposition 2.2. The following propertieshold forKP and Obukhov m odels.
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� Both KP and Obukhov m odelsconserve the energy E0 �
P

j� 0
juj(t)j2:

� In the KP m odel,ifuj(t0)� 0 forsom e t0;then uj(t)� 0 foralltim est� t0:

� In the Obukhov m odel,ifuj(t0)� 0 forsom e t0;then uj(t)� 0 foralltim est� t0:

Proof.The�rstpropertyischecked directlybydi�erentiatingtheenergy.Clearlyeachuj(t)is
di�erentiable,and thefactthatsolution isH 1 allowsustosum therighthand side,obtaining
zero.To provethelasttwo properties,onejustwritesexplicitly theexpression foruj(t):For
exam ple,in theObukhov m odelwehave

uj(t)= e
�j

R
t

t0
uj� 1(r)dr

�

uj(t0)� �
j+ 1

Z t

t0

e
� �j

R
�

t0
uj� 1(r)dr

u
2
j+ 1(�)d�

�

:

Letusde�ne E j(t)�
P

l� j
jul(t)j2:Note thatE 0

j(t)= 2�ju2j� 1uj in the KP and E 0
j(t)=

2�juj� 1u2j in theObukhov m odel.Hence,in both m odelspositivecoe�cientsgenerateenergy
transfer to higher m odes and negative coe�cients transfer energy to lower m odes. Since
Proposition 2.2showsthatpositivecoe�cientsarestablein theKP m odeland negativeones
are stable in the Obukhov m odel,itisnotsurprising thatthe latterism ore regular. One
m oreindication ofthisregularity isthefollowing description ofthedynam icscorresponding
to initialdata with only �nitenum berofexcited m odes.

Proposition 2.3. In theObukhovm odel,ifuj(0)= 0 forany j> j1;then uj(t)= 0 forany
tand j> j1. In thiscase,astim e goesto in�nity,allenergy concentratesin the �rstm ode

u0:M oreover,ifu isany solution thatrem ainsin H 1 foralltim e,then uj(t)! 0 ast! 1

forallj> 0:

Proof.The�rststatem entisobvious.Letusprovethethird statem ent(which in turn proves
thesecond in thecaseofeventually vanishing uj(0)).Itisclearfrom (1.3)thatu1(t)! 0;or
elseu0 growsunboundedly largenegative,contradicting theenergy conservation.Thisholds
sinceju01(t)j� �2E 0;so thefunction u1(t)cannotjusthaveincreasingly narrow spikes.Now,
ifuj(t)! 0;then uj+ 1(t)! 0.Otherwisetheequation

u
0
j(t)= �

j
uj� 1uj � �

j+ 1
u
2
j+ 1

and juj� 1j�
p
E 0 giveusa contradiction asin thecasej= 0 above.

Finally,before proving ourm ain results,we state the following observation,which isele-
m entary to verify. Itshowsthatthe KP and Obukhov m odelsare basic building blocksof
allm odecouplingswith certain naturalproperties.

Proposition 2.4. Assum e thatrealvalued functionsuj(t)satisfy an in�nite system ofdif-

ferentialequationssuch that:

� The righthand side isquadratic in u

� The coupling is nearestneighbor only,thatis only uj� 1;uj or uj+ 1 m ay appear in the

equation foru0j

� Each term on the right hand side ofthe equation for uj has a factor of�j tim es a

constantindependentofj



6 ALEXAND ER K ISELEV AND AND REJ ZLATO �S

� The energy
P

j
u2j isconserved.

Then the system m usthave the form

u
0
j = �(�ju2j� 1 � �

j+ 1
ujuj+ 1)+ �(�jujuj� 1 � �

j+ 1
u
2
j+ 1); (2.2)

thatis,the righthand side m ustbe a linearcom bination ofthe KP and Obukhov m odels.

Theorem s 1.1 and 1.2 show that ifthe initialdatum is in H s,s > 1,then the solution
of(2.2)always blows up resp.stays regular if� = 1,� = 0 resp.� = 1,� = 0. It is an
interesting open question how thecom petition ofthese two phenom ena a�ectsthebehavior
ofsolutions of(2.2)when both �;� 6= 0. Notice thatwhen sgn(�)= sgn(�),then we do
nothave at ourdisposala version ofthe m axim um principle,as are the second and third
claim sofProposition 2.2.Thisstructuraldi�erencein thegeneralcasewillpresentan extra
di�culty in theanalysisofthedynam icsoftheproblem .

3. Blow up in the K atz-Pavlovi�c model

In thissection weproveTheorem 1.1.W ethereforeassum e,towardscontradiction,thatthe
solution existsin H 1 foralltim esand kukH 1 islocally bounded.Letusde�nethe\positive"
and \negative" energiesby

E � ;j(t)=
X

l� j;� ul� 0

ul(t)
2
:

The following lem m a showsthatforany non-zero initialdatum and any j,E + ;j(t)> 0 for
t> tj:

Lem m a 3.1. Forany non-zero initialdatum and any j> 0;we have uj(t)> 0 fort> tj:

Proof.Recallthatj0 = 0.Notethat

u0(t)= u0(0)e
� �

Rt
0
u1(s)ds:

Assum e thatu1(0)< 0;and neverturnspositive.Then atleastwe m usthave u1(t)! 0 as
t! 1 ;orelseu0 growsunbounded.Butthen wegeta contradiction with theequation

u
0
1 = �u

2
0 � �

2
u1u2;

sinceju0(t)j� ju0(0)j> 0 foralltim es(ifu0(0)= 0;itisneverin theplay,and so weshould
startfrom j= 1).Thusu1 m ustbecom epositive.Now ifuj(tj)> 0;then uj+ 1(t)m ustturn
positiveatsom e�nitetim etoo,by an argum entidenticalto theabove.

Next,weshow thatthepositiveenergy isalwaysincreasing.

Lem m a 3.2. For any j;E + ;j(t) is m onotone increasing. The negative energy E � ;j(t) is
m onotone decreasing.

Proof.At any given m om ent,E + ;j(t) can be written as a sum ofsum s
P

j1� l� j2
u2l;where

ul(t)� 0 forj1 � l� j2;and uj1� 1(t);uj2+ 1(t)< 0 (orj1 = 0).Then

d

dt

X

j1� l� j2

u
2
l = 2

X

j1� l� j2

ul(�
l
u
2
l� 1 � �

l+ 1
ulul+ 1)= 2(�j1uj1u

2
j1� 1

� �
j2+ 1u

2
j2
uj2+ 1)� 0:
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M oreover,weseefrom theaboveargum entthat

E
0
+ ;j(t)� 2�juju

2
j� 1: (3.1)

Thisbound isnotrelevantifuj(t)� 0;butwe willneed itlaterin the case when we know
thatuj ispositive.TheproofforE � ;j issim ilar.

Theorem 1.2 willbea sim pleconsequence ofthefollowing key lem m a.

Lem m a 3.3. Letq 2 (�� 1;1)and � � (�q)� 1 2 (0;1),and assum e thatj is large enough

(dependingon �,q,and E0).Then forany C > 0 there isA = A(C;�;q)< 1 (independent

ofj) so thatifE + ;j(t0)� Cqj for som e t0,then there exists a tim e t2 [t0;t0 + 2�j],with
�j � A�j,such thateitherE + ;j+ 1(t)� Cqj+ 1 orE + ;j(t)� 2Cqj:

Proof.Assum e thatforallt2 [t0;t0 + 2�j]we have E + ;j+ 1(t)� Cqj+ 1:Then by E + ;j(t)�
E + ;j(t0)� Cqj;wem usthaveuj(t)� 0 and u2j(t)� Cqj(1� q)forany t2 [t0;t0 + 2�j]:Let

A � m ax

�

1;
1+ �q

p
C(1� q)2

;
4
p
E 0

C(1� q)2

�

Consider�rstthecasewhereuj+ 1(t1)� 0 forsom et1 2 [t0;t0+ �j]:Theam ountofenergy
transferfrom jth to (j+ 1)st m odeisbounded from below by (recall(3.1))

Z t1+ �j

t1

E
0
+ ;j+ 1(t)dt� 2�j+ 1

Z t1+ �j

t1

uj(t)
2
uj+ 1(t)dt:

Itm ustnotexceed Cqj+ 1 to avoid contradiction,so
Z t1+ �j

t1

uj+ 1(t)dt�
q

(1� q)�j+ 1
:

But

u
0
j+ 1(t)= �

j+ 1
u
2
j � �

j+ 2
uj+ 1uj+ 2;

thus

uj+ 1(t1 + �j)� uj+ 1(t1)� �
j+ 1

Cq
j(1� q)�j � �

j+ 2 q

(1� q)�j+ 1
p
Cq

(j+ 1)=2
: (3.2)

Theabove bound followsfrom thefactthatuj+ 1 � 0 and uj+ 2 �
p
Cq(j+ 1)=2 on [t1;t1 + �j],

thelatterby ourassum ption on E + ;j+ 1.Therighthand sideof(3.2)equals

p
Cq

(j+ 1)=2

�
p
C�

j+ 1
�j(1� q)q(j� 1)=2 �

�q

1� q

�

: (3.3)

SinceA � (1+ �q)=
p
C(1� q)2 and �j = A�j,theexpression in thebracketsin (3.3)isgreater

than one.
Itrem ainsto considerthe case where uj+ 1(t)< 0 fort2 [t0;t0 + �j]:Recallthatwe have

u2j � Cqj(1� q);and �uj+ 1uj+ 2 � uj+ 1F0;whereF 2
0 = E 0 isthetotal(conserved)energy of
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thesolution.Then from (1.2)weobtain forany t1 2 [t0;t0 + �j],

uj+ 1(t)� uj+ 1(t1)e
�j+ 2F0(t� t1)+ C

Z t

t1

�
j+ 1

q
j(1� q)e�

j+ 2F0(t� s)ds

� e
�j+ 2F0(t� t1)

�

uj+ 1(t1)+ C�
� 1
q
j(1� q)F � 1

0 (1� e
� �j+ 2F0(t� t1))

�

: (3.4)

Assum e without loss ofgenerality that j is large enough,so that �jF0�j >> 1 (then also
�j+ 2F0�j >> 1 becauseA � 1).Ifforsom et1 2 [t0;t0+ �j=2]thevalueofuj+ 1(t)goesabove
� 1

2
C�� 1qj(1� q)F � 1

0 ;weseefrom (3.4)thatuj+ 1(t)willbecom epositivebeforet0+ �j:Thus,
wem usthave

uj+ 1(t)� � 1

2
C�

� 1
q
j(1� q)F � 1

0

fort2 [t0;t0 + �j=2]:Butthen fortheset,

d

dt
u
2
j � �2�j+ 1u2juj+ 1 � �

j
C
2
q
2j(1� q)2F � 1

0 :

Thisim plies

uj(t0 + �j=2)
2
� uj(t0 + �j=2)

2
� uj(t0)

2
� 1

2
�j�

j
C
2
q
2j(1� q)2F � 1

0 � 2Cqj

sinceA � 4F0=C(1� q)2.Thus,E + ;j(t0 + �j=2)� 2Cqj;and thelem m a isproved.

The second alternative in Lem m a 3.3 isneeded since ifuj+ 1 isvery largenegative,itseem s
reasonable that it m ay take som e tim e before it becom es positive and the positive energy
starts being transferred up. The proofis based on the observation that in this case,the
negative energy from the (j+ 1)st m ode isquickly transferred into the positive one atthe
jth m ode. The following corollary shows thatactually the lem m a holds in a sim pler form ,
withoutthesecond alternative,ifweincrease thewaiting tim eslightly.

C orollary 3.4. In thesettingofLem m a 3.3,thereexistst2 [t0;t0+ 2log2(E 0=Cq
j)�j];such

thatE + ;j+ 1(t)� Cqj+ 1:

Proof.Recallthatthetotalenergyofthesolution isequaltoE 0:ApplyingLem m a3.3repeat-
edly on thejth level,weseethatthesecond alternativecannothold m orethan log2(E 0=Cq

j)
tim es.

Now wecan com pletetheproofofTheorem 1.1.

ProofofTheorem 1.1.Pick som e q 2 (�� 1;1) and denote ~�j = 2log(E 0=Cq
j)�j:It is clear

that

~� =
X

j

~�j < 1 :

Lem m a3.1showsthateach uj (in particular,thosetowhich Lem m a 3.3applies)willeventu-
ally becom epositive.UsingCorollary 3.4onethen showsby induction thatforsom et0 < 1 ,
C > 0,and foralllargej,thereexiststj 2 [t0;t0 + ~�]such thatE+ ;j(t)� Cqj.Notethattj
can bechosen to beincreasing.Butthen theH 1 norm satis�es

ku(tj)k
2

H 1 � C�
2j
q
j
! 1
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becauseq> �� 1.Theproofis�nished.

4. A lmost sure estimates in the O bukhov model

In thissection we prove Theorem 1.3 asa warm up. Thisresultisratherstraightforward,
relying only on thefactthatnegativecoe�cientsarestablein theObukhov m odeland that
theenergy alwaysowsto thelowerm odesacrossany negativesite.

ProofofTheorem 1.3.Considerarealizationoffbj(!)g;thathasin�nitelym anysitesj1(!)<
� � � < jn(!)< ::: at which bjl(!)� 0:Such realizations occur with probability 1,by the
hypothesis.W ealso setj0(!)= 0 by convention.Since

E
0
jl(!)+ 1

(t)= 2�jl(!)+ 1ujl(!)(t)ujl(!)+ 1(t)
2
;

we see thatby Proposition 2.2,E 0
jl(!)+ 1

(t)� 0;forallt> 0 forwhich the solution exists.
Therefore,forallsuch tim eswehavethefollowing estim ate

ku(t)k2H r �

1X

l= 0

�
2jl(!)r

0

@

jl(!)X

m = jl� 1(!)

jum (0)j
2

1

A � C1

1X

l= 0

�
2jl(!)r� 2jl� 1(!)s; (4.1)

since jum (0)j� C�� m s by assum ption. W e claim thatforany � > 0;with probability one
wehave

jl(!)� jl� 1(!)� �jl� 1(!) (4.2)

forallbut�nitely m any l:Ifthatwerethecase,take� = (s� r)=2r:Then

2jl(!)r� 2jl� 1(!)s� �(s� r)jl� 1(!)

alm ostsurely forallbut�nitely m any l:In thatcase,thesum (4.1)convergesalm ostsurely,
proving kukH r � C(r;!). This and localexistence in H 1 (note that1 < s)now gives the
existence ofthesolution in H r,r< s,foralltim es.
To prove (4.2),splitnaturalnum bersinto non-overlapping intervalsLn � fjj3n� 1 < j�

3ng:Itisclearthatforall� sm allenough,anyintervalIl= (jl� 1;jl)satisfyingjl� jl� 1 > �jl� 1

willhavean intersection ofsizeatleast�3n� 2 with som eLn.Theprobability ofhaving such
an intervalofnegative bj(!)’sin Ln islessthan 3n(1� �)�3

n� 2

:Since the events ofhaving
such an intervalin Ln fordi�erentn areindependent,we�nd thattheprobability ofhaving
an in�nitenum berofsuch intervalsiszero by theBorel-Cantellilem m a.
The fact that ku(t)k2H r converges to E 0 follows from the above argum ent and Proposi-

tion 2.3.Indeed,with probability oneu0(t)2 � ku(t)k2H r � u0(t)2 +
P

l� 1

A l(t);where

A l(t)=
jl(!)X

m = jl� 1(!)+ 1

jum (t)j
2
�
2m r

;

and wesaw thatA l(t)� C(!)�� (s� r)l:ButProposition 2.3 also im pliesA l(t)! 0 ast! 1

forany l:Thus,by thedom inated convergence theorem ,

lim
t! 1

(ku(t)k2H r � u0(t)
2)= 0:
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In particular,forr= 0 wegetusing energy conservation

E 0 = ku(t)k2L2 = lim
t! 1

u0(t)
2

which yields(1.4).

5. R egularity in the O bukhov model

W e willnow prove Theorem 1.2. Assum e,towards contradiction,that for som e initial
datum u(0)with ku(0)kH s � 1 (thiscan beassum ed withoutlossofgenerality,by scaling in
u and t),u blowsup attim eT < 1 ,thatis,

lim sup
t! T

ku(t)kH s = 1 (5.1)

and ku(t)kH s is bounded for t 2 [0;T � "]and any " > 0 (using (2.1) and ku(t)kH s �

supjf�
juj(t)g,one can actually show thatthe lim sup m ustbe lim ). Proposition 2.1 shows

thatthisisonly possibleif

lim sup
t! T

sup
j

f�
j
uj(t)g= 1 : (5.2)

Although aprioriitonly followsfrom theproposition thatthelim sup is1 forsom eT� � T,
itisim m ediatefrom s> 1 thatin thatcase(5.1)would hold forT� and so T� = T.W ehave

uj(0)� �
� sj (5.3)

and by ku(t)kL2 = ku(0)kL2 � ku(0)kH s � 1,

juj(t)j� 1: (5.4)

Finally,werecallthat

E j(t)�
X

l� j

ul(t)
2

satis�es

E
0
j(t)= 2�juj� 1(t)uj(t)

2 (5.5)

(with u� 1 � 0).
Ourstrategy willbe to �rstnarrow down the possibility ofblowup to a speci�c scenario

(Lem m a 5.1)and then exclude blowup underthisscenario (Lem m a 5.3).Lettj < T bethe
�rsttim esuch that

uj(tj)= �
� j (5.6)

(ifthereisno such tim ewelettj � 1 ).Iftj < 1 ,then

uj(t)> 0 fort2 [0;tj]; (5.7)

by Proposition 2.2.Thereforewecan use

u0j

uj
= �

j
uj� 1 � �

j+ 1
u2j+ 1

uj
(5.8)
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forj> 0 to obtain from (5.3)and (5.6)

(s� 1)jlog� � log
uj(tj)

uj(0)
� �

j

Z
tj

0

uj� 1(t)dt� �
j
T sup

t� tj

uj� 1(t):

Hence

sup
t� tj

uj� 1(t)�
(s� 1)log�

T�
j�

� (j� 1)
; (5.9)

which m eansthattj� 1 � tj once j > T�((s� 1)log�)� 1 (thisisobviously true also when
tj = 1 ). Therefore tj is eventually non-decreasing and has a lim it �. Now (5.2) and
(5.4)im ply that � 6= 1 and so � � T. Then (5.9) shows tj� 1 < tj for large j as wellas
supt� tj uj� 1(t)�

j� 1 ! 1 asj ! 1 ,and so T � � (since blowup cannothappen before T).
Hence tj iseventually increasing and tj ! T.From now on we willconsiderj largeenough
so thatT � 1< tj < tj+ 1 < T and setIj � [tj;tj+ 1].Notethat

uj(tj+ 1)� 0 (5.10)

because tj+ 1 is the �rst tim e when uj+ 1 reaches �� j� 1,and uj+ 1 (ifit is positive) has to
decrease when uj < 0.Atvariousplacesin theargum entbelow we willfurtherincrease the
sizeofj underconsideration.
W echoose"2 (0;s� 1

5
).Fort� tj and l� 1 wehaveby (5.7)and (5.8),

log
uj+ l(t)

uj+ l(0)
� �

j+ l

Z t

0

uj+ l� 1(�)d� � �T

sincet< tj+ l.Thereforeby (5.3),

uj+ l(t)� e
�T
�
� s(j+ l)

� �
� (s� ")(j+ l) (5.11)

forlargeenough j,t� tj,and l� 1.Thisand (5.8)gives

(s� 1� ")jlog� � log
uj+ 1(tj+ 1)

uj+ 1(tj)
� �

j+ 1

Z

Ij

uj(t)dt: (5.12)

Thusforalllargej,uj hasto becom elargecom pared to �� j som ewhereon Ij,whileuj+ 1
increases to �� j� 1 and allthe higherm odes are tiny. This shows thatforblowup atT to
occurtherem ustbea \wave" oflarge�juj m oving from low to high m odes,reaching in�nity
in �nitetim e.Nextwewillshow thatthiswave hasto beeventually very thin.Nam ely,we
willshow thatm odesjustbehind the head ofthe wave quickly becom e negative when j is
large.

Lem m a 5.1. Foralllarge enough j we have uj� 1(pj)� 0 with pj 2 Ij de�ned by

�
j+ 1

Z pj

tj

uj(t)dt=
3(s� 1� ")

4
jlog�: (5.13)

Rem ark.Notethatthispj isuniqueby (5.12)and Proposition 2.2

Lem m a 5.1 willbe a consequence ofthe following weaker form ulation ofthe thin wave
property.
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Lem m a 5.2. Forany j1 there isj> j1 such thatuj� 2(rj)� 0 forrj 2 Ij de�ned by

�
j+ 1

Z
rj

tj

uj(t)dt=
s� 1� "

2
jlog�: (5.14)

Proof.Notethatrj isagainunique.Letusassum ethatthestatem entisnottrueandconsider
largeenough j1 so thatuj� 2(rj)> 0 forallj> j1.Thisalso m eansthat

uj� 1(t);uj(t)> 0 fort2 Ij (5.15)

becauserj+ 1;rj+ 2 > tj.
W ehaveuj+ 1(t)� �� j� 1 fort2 Ij and so by (1.3)and (5.15)

uj(t)� uj(tj)� �
j+ 1

Z

Ij

�
� 2j� 2

dt� �
� j� 1(� � jIjj)� �

� j� 1 (5.16)

fort2 Ij when j islarge.This,(5.4),(5.6)and (5.8)give

�
j

Z

Ij

uj� 1(t)dt= log
uj(tj+ 1)

uj(tj)
+ �

j+ 1

Z

Ij

uj+ 1(t)2

uj(t)
dt

� jlog� + �
j+ 1

jIjj�
� j� 1 (5.17)

and so

�
j+ 1

Z

Ij

uj� 1(t)dt� (� + ")jlog� (5.18)

ifj islarge. W e conclude from (5.14)and (5.18)thatthere existsaj < rj,the �rsttim e in
Ij such that

uj(aj)

uj� 1(aj)
�
s� 1� "

4(� + ")
: (5.19)

Ofcourse,sharp inequality can possibly hold only ifaj = tj.M oreover,thischoiceofaj and
(5.18)ensurethat

�
j+ 1

Z aj

tj

uj(t)dt�
s� 1� "

4
jlog�

and henceby (5.14),

�
j+ 1

Z
rj

aj

uj(t)dt�
s� 1� "

4
jlog�: (5.20)

Now uj� 2(rj)> 0 and (5.5)show thatE j� 1 isincreasing on [tj;rj],so that

�
� 2j = uj(tj)

2
� E j� 1(tj)� E j� 1(aj):

Noticealso thatfort� rj

log
uj+ 1(t)

uj+ 1(tj)
� �

j+ 1

Z t

tj

uj(�)d� �
s� 1� "

2
jlog�;
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which togetherwith (5.11)givesfort� rj

uj+ 1(t)� �
�
s+ 1� "

2
j
:

Therefore

E j+ 1(aj)� �
� (s+ 1� ")j +

1X

l= j+ 2

�
� 2(s� ")l

� �
� (s+ 1� 2")j

� �
� 2j� 1 (5.21)

ifj islarge.From thiswehaveE j+ 1(aj)� �� 1E j� 1(tj),and weobtain

uj� 1(aj)
2 + uj(aj)

2 = E j� 1(aj)� E j+ 1(aj)�
�� 1

�
E j� 1(tj)�

�� 1

�
uj� 1(tj)

2
:

Thisand (5.19)im ply thatwith c1 �
�� 1

�
[(4(�+ ")
s� 1� "

)2 + 1]� 1,

uj(aj)
2
� c1uj� 1(tj)

2
: (5.22)

Sim ilarly asin (5.17),thisin turn givesforC1 � � 1

2
logc1 + 1

�
j

Z
rj

aj

uj� 1(t)dt� log
uj(rj)

uj(aj)
+ jIjj� log

uj(rj)

uj� 1(tj)
+ C1: (5.23)

Next,weclaim thatforlargeenough j

uj(rj)� (1� jIjj)(1� (C2j)
� 2)uj� 1(tj) (5.24)

with C2 de�ned in (5.25)below.Assum e thisisnottrue.Note thatthen uj(rj)� uj� 1(tj),
and so (5.20)and (5.23)show thatthereisbj 2 [aj;rj]such that

uj(bj)

uj� 1(bj)
�
s� 1� "

4�C1

jlog� � C2j: (5.25)

This im proves (5.19) by a factor ofj. W e now run the sam e energy argum ent as above,
with aj replaced by bj (and ignoring the last inequality in (5.21)),to obtain E j+ 1(bj) �
�� (s� 1� 2")jE j� 1(tj)and

uj� 1(bj)
2 + uj(bj)

2
� (1� �

� (s� 1� 2")j)uj� 1(tj)
2
� (1� (C2j)

� 2)uj� 1(tj)
2

forlarge j. (5.25)now gives uj(bj)� (1� (C2j)� 2)uj� 1(tj),using that(1+ (C2j)� 2)� 1 �
(1� (C2j)� 2).Butthen,asin (5.16),weobtain

uj(rj)� uj(bj)� �
j+ 1

Z rj

bj

�
� 2j� 2

dt� (1� jIjj)uj(bj); (5.26)

wherethelastinequality followsfrom (5.16)with t= bj.Thisshows(5.24)forlargeenough
j.Using (5.26)again,with rj;bj replaced by tj+ 1;rj,weobtain

uj(tj+ 1)� (1� jIjj)
2(1� (C2j)

� 2)uj� 1(tj):

Since
Q

j> j1
(1� jIjj)2(1� (C2j)� 2)> 0 forlargeenough j1,thism eansthatthereisc2 > 0

such thatforalllargeenough jwehaveuj(tj+ 1)� c2.M oreover,(5.22)and an argum entas
in (5.26)show thatweactually haveforlargej and any t2 [aj;tj+ 1],

c2 � uj(t)� 1 (5.27)
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(with a new c2 > 0).Then (5.23)gives

�
j+ 1

Z
rj

aj

uj� 1(t)dt� C3

forC3 � C1 � logc2.Thisand (5.20)m eansthatthereisdj 2 [aj;rj]such that

uj(dj)

uj� 1(dj)
�
s� 1� "

8C3

jlog� � c3j (5.28)

and

�
j+ 1

Z
dj

aj

uj(t)dt�
s� 1� "

8
jlog�;

and so

�
j+ 1

Z
rj

dj

uj(t)dt�
s� 1� "

8
jlog�:

Thusrj � dj � c4j�
� j forc4 �

s� 1� "

8�
log�.

Finally,by (5.27)wehaveon [dj;rj],

u
0
j� 1 � �

j� 1
uj� 1 � �

j
c
2
2

with uj� 1(dj)� uj(dj)(c3j)� 1 � (c3j)� 1 by (5.4)and (5.28).Butthen forlargeenough j we
have uj� 1(dj)<

1

2
c22 and hence u0j� 1(dj)< 0. Thism eansthatu0j� 1 < 0 and uj� 1 <

1

2
c22 on

[dj;rj].Thereforeu0j� 1 � � 1

2
�jc22 on [dj;rj],which im plies

uj� 1(rj)� uj� 1(dj)�
1

2
�
j
c
2
2c4j�

� j
� 1

2
c
2
2(1� c4j)

which isnegativeforlargeenough j.Thiscontradicts(5.15)and theproofis�nished.

ProofofLem m a 5.1.Letj be asin the statem entofLem m a 5.2. W e willshow thatifj is
largeenough,then italso satis�esthestatem entofLem m a 5.1.
W ehave(recall(5.13)and (5.14))

�
j+ 1

Z pj

rj

uj(t)dt=
s� 1� "

4
jlog�: (5.29)

W eproceed by contradiction,so assum ethatuj� 1(pj)> 0.Noticethatthen uj� 1;uj > 0 on
[tj;pj](thelatterby (5.10)).Hence(5.16)holdson thisinterval,and asin (5.17)and (5.18),

�
j+ 1

Z pj

rj

uj� 1(t)dt� (� + ")jlog�: (5.30)

Again,(5.29)and (5.30)show thattherem ustbeej 2 [rj;pj]such that

uj(ej)

uj� 1(ej)
�
s� 1� "

8(� + ")
: (5.31)

and

�
j+ 1

Z pj

ej

uj(t)dt�
s� 1� "

8
jlog�: (5.32)
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Now uj� 2(rj)� 0 givesu0j� 1 � ��ju2j on [rj;pj],thatis,

uj� 1(ej)� uj� 1(pj)� �
j

Z
pj

ej

uj(t)
2
dt

�
�j

pj � ej

� Z
pj

ej

uj(t)dt

� 2

�
s� 1� "

8�(pj � ej)
jlog�

Z
pj

ej

uj(t)dt (5.33)

by (5.32). Since uj� 1;uj > 0 on [ej;pj],a sim ilarcom putation asin (5.26)showsthatfort
in thisintervaluj(t)�

1

2
uj(ej)ifj islarge.Butthat,(5.31),and (5.33)yield

uj� 1(ej)� uj� 1(pj)� c5juj� 1(ej)

forc5 =
(s� 1� ")2

128�(�+ ")
log� and alllargej.Oncej> c

� 1
5 ,thiscontradictsuj� 1(pj)> 0.

Thuswe have showed thatifuj� 2(rj)� 0 and j islarge enough,then uj� 1(pj)� 0. But
then also uj� 1(rj+ 1) � 0 because pj < tj+ 1 < rj+ 1. Lem m a 5.1 and induction �nish the
proof.

Hencewehavenarrowed thepossibility ofablowup toascenariowhereforalllargejthere
is(a single)qj 2 [tj;pj]such that

uj� 1(qj)= 0: (5.34)

Thatis,uj� 1 vanisheswhileuj+ 1 isstillrelatively sm all.Indeed,(5.13)showsthat

log
uj+ 1(t)

uj+ 1(tj)
�
3(s� 1� ")

4
jlog�;

fort� qj which togetherwith (5.11)givesfort� qj

uj+ 1(t)� �
� (1+

s� 1� "

4
)j
� �

� (1+ ")j
: (5.35)

Ofcourse,blowup can now com e only from large uj(qj)because allthe otherm odesare
controlled by �� j. Yetsince uj� 1 becom esnegative on Ij;we can expectthata portion of
uj energy willbepassed to thelowerm odes,ratherthan transferred to uj+ 1;m aking blowup
unlikely.Thisintuition willbecon�rm ed ifweprovethefollowing lem m a.

Lem m a 5.3. Foralllargeenoughjwehaveuj(qj)� �� 2uj� 2(qj� 2)oruj+ 1(qj+ 1)� �� 3uj� 2(qj� 2).

Letus�rstcom pletetheproofofTheorem 1.3 given thislem m a.

ProofofTheorem 1.3.Chooselargeenough j1 and setC � �j1uj1(qj1).Then thelem m a and
induction show thatthereisa sequencejl! 1 such that�jlujl(qjl)� C.Sinceon [qjl;tjl+ 1]
we have u0jl � 0,we also have there �jlujl � C which givesu0jl+ 1 � C�ujl+ 1.Butthen (5.6)
and (5.35)show

("jl� 1)log� � log
ujl+ 1(tjl+ 1)

ujl+ 1(qjl)
� C�(tjl+ 1 � qjl)� C�:
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Thisisa contradiction when lislarge.

Thus,weareleftwith proving thelem m a.

ProofofLem m a 5.3.Noticethat(5.16)holdsfort� qj and so

uj(qj)� �
� j� 1

: (5.36)

Also uj obviously decreaseson [qj;qj+ 1].Letnow jbelargeenough so thatLem m a 5.1holds
forany j0� j� 2 in place ofj. In particular,uj0� 1(qj0)= 0 with qj0 de�ned above. Letus
denote

B � uj� 2(qj� 2)� �
� j+ 1

: (5.37)

By (5.11),(5.35),and (5.37)wehaveE j� 2(qj� 2)�
25

16
B 2 ifj islargeenough.Sinceuj� 3 � 0

on [qj� 2;T),(5.5)givesE l(t)�
25

16
B 2 forl� j� 2 and t� qj� 2,in particular,

ul(t)�
5

4
B forl� j� 2 and t� qj� 2: (5.38)

Letusagain proceed by contradiction and assum ethat

uj(qj)>
B

�2
and uj+ 1(qj+ 1)>

B

�3
: (5.39)

W ede�nefj 2 [qj;qj+ 1]to bethe�rsttim esuch that

uj(fj)= uj+ 1(fj) (5.40)

(recallthatuj(qj)� �� j� 1 � uj+ 1(qj)and uj(qj+ 1)= 0 � uj+ 1(qj+ 1)). Then we m usthave
forany t2 [qj;fj],

uj(t)�
B

2�3

�
� 1

2
�
� j� 2

�
(5.41)

becauseotherwise(5.5),(5.11),(5.35),thede�nition offj,and uj� 1(t)� 0 show that

E j+ 1(qj+ 1)= E j(qj+ 1)� E j(t)� 3uj(t)
2
� B 2

�6
;

which would m ean uj+ 1(qj+ 1)� B �� 3,contradicting theassum ption.W eassum ehereagain
thatj islarge enough,so thatE j+ 2(t)� uj(t)2 fort2 [qj;fj]:Therefore (5.41)holdsand
there is a �rst tim e gj 2 [qj;fj]such that uj+ 1(gj) = 2�� (1+ ")j. From (1.3),(5.35),and
uj(t)� uj(fj)� B (2�3)� 1 and uj+ 1(t)� uj+ 1(gj)= 2�� (1+ ")j fort2 [qj;gj]weget

�
j+ 1

Z
gj

qj

uj(t)
2
dt�

B

4�3� (1+ ")j
�
j+ 1

Z
gj

qj

uj(t)uj+ 1(t)dt

�
B

4�3� (1+ ")j
(uj+ 1(gj)� uj+ 1(qj))

�
B

4�3
: (5.42)

Next,wewillshow thatthereishj 2 [qj;gj]such that

uj� 1(hj)� � B

10�5
; uj(hj)�

B

2�3
; uj+ 1(hj)� 2�� (1+ ")j: (5.43)
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Thesecond and third inequality areautom aticwhen hj � gj (by (5.41)and thede�nition of
gj),so letusassum e thatforallt2 [qj;gj]we have �B (10�5)� 1 < uj� 1(t)(� 0). Then on
[qj;gj]wehaveby uj � B (2�3)� 1,(1.3)and (5.38),

u
0
j� 1 � �

j� 1 B

10�5
5B

4
� �

j
u
2
j � � 1

2
�
j
u
2
j:

Hencefrom (5.42),

uj� 1(gj)� uj� 1(qj)�
B

8�4
= � B

8�4
� � B

10�5
;

a contradiction with theassum ption.
Therefore (5.43) holds for som e hj 2 [qj;gj]. M oreover,uj� 1 � �B (10�5)� 1 on [hj;fj]

becausewheneverequality holds,then by (5.38)and (5.41),

u
0
j� 1 � �

j� 1 B

10�5
5B

4
� �

j

�
B

2�3

�2
< 0:

Thereforeby (5.38),on [hj;fj]

u0j

uj
� �

j
uj� 1 � ��

j B

10�5
� ��

j

4

5
uj

10�5
= �

2

25�6
�
j+ 1

uj:

From this,

log
uj(fj)

uj(hj)
� �

2

25�6
�
j+ 1

Z
fj

hj

uj(t)dt;

which togetherwith (5.38)and (5.41)showsthat

�
j+ 1

Z fj

hj

uj(t)dt�
25�6

2
log

5�3

2
� C6:

Butthen (5.37),(5.40),(5.41),(5.43),and (1.3)yield

log
�"j

4�2
� log

B

4�3�� (1+ ")j
� log

uj+ 1(fj)

uj+ 1(hj)
� �

j+ 1

Z fj

hj

uj(t)dt� C6;

a contradiction when j islarge.Thelem m a isproved.

6. A ppendix

Here,forthe sake ofcom pleteness,we sketch the argum entgiving the localexistence of
solutionsin theObukhov and KP m odels.Thesetwo cases(aswellasany com bination)are
handled identically;forsim plicity wewillconsidertheObukhov m odel.W ewillalso look at
a m ore generalbranching case,since the resultextendsnaturally and withoutextra e�ort.
Thus,we look ata largestdyadic cube Q 0 ofgeneration zero,and assum e ithasd children
Q 1
l belonging to the�rstgeneration.Each cubeQ ofgeneration j hasin itsturn d children

ofgeneration j+ 1:Given a cube Q ofgeneration j;we denote ~Q its unique parent and
C 1(Q)thesetofitsd children.Likewise,wedenoteC k(Q)thesetofalldescendantsofQ of
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generation j+ k:Letusdenote j(Q)the generation ofany given cube Q in ourbranching
tree.Thebranched Obukhov m odelisgiven by thefollowing system ofdi�erentialequations

d

dt
uQ = �

j(Q )
u ~Q
uQ � �

j(Q )+ 1
X

Q 02C 1(Q )

u
2
Q 0 (6.1)

foreach Q,with u ~Q
� 0 when Q = Q 0.W esay thatU � fuQ g belongsto theSobolev space

H s if

kUk
2
H s �

X

Q

�
2sj(Q )

juQ j
2
< 1 :

Consideran equivalentintegralequation reform ulation of(6.1),given by

uQ (t)= uQ (0)+

Z t

0

0

@ �
j
u ~Q
(�)uQ (�)� �

j+ 1
X

Q 02C 1(Q )

uQ 0(�)2

1

A d�: (6.2)

Recalloneversion ofthewell-known Picard’s�xed pointtheorem .

T heorem 6.1 (Picard). LetX bea Banach spaceand � a bilinearoperator�:X � X 7! X

such thatforany U;V 2 X we have

k�(U;V )kX � �kUkX kV kX : (6.3)

Then for any U0 2 X satisfying 4�kU0kX < 1 the equation U = U0 + �(U;U)hasa unique
solution U 2 X such thatkUkX � 1=2�:

Using thistheorem wearegoing to prove

T heorem 6.2. Given any fuQ (0)g 2 H s;s � 1;there exists T = T(kuQ kH s) > 0 such

thatthere isa unique solution uQ (t)ofthe branchingObukhovsystem (6.2)which belongsto
C([0;T];H s):

Proof.Letusde�neU0(t)� fuQ (0)g foralltand

(U;V )Q (t)= �
j(Q )

u ~Q
(t)vQ (t)� �

j(Q )+ 1
X

Q 02C 1(Q )

uQ 0(t)vQ 0(t);

and

�(U;V )Q (T)=

TZ

0

(U;V )Q (t)dt:

Theresultwillfollow from Picard’stheorem ifwe verify thebound (6.3)for�:Ifs� 1;we
have

k(U;V )(t)k2H s =
X

Q

�
2sj(Q )

0

@ �
j(Q )

u ~Q
(t)vQ (t)� �

j(Q )+ 1
X

Q 02C 1(Q )

uQ 0(t)vQ 0(t)

1

A

2
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�
X

Q

�
2sj(Q )(d+ 1)

0

@ �
2j(Q )

u ~Q
(t)2vQ (t)

2 + �
2j(Q )+ 2

X

Q 02C 1(Q )

uQ 0(t)2vQ 0(t)2

1

A

� (d+ 1)�2skU(t)k2H s

0

@
X

Q

�
2j(Q )

vQ (t)
2 +

X

Q

X

Q 02C 1(Q )

�
2j(Q )+ 2

vQ 0(t)2

1

A

� 2(d+ 1)�2skU(t)k2H skV (t)k2H s:

Then

k�(U;V )kC ([0;T];H s) � C(d;�)

TZ

0

kU(t)kH skV (t)kH s dt� C(d;�)TkUkC ([0;T];H s)kV kC ([0;T];H s):

Choosing a sm allenough T > 0 com pletestheproof.
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