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ON DISCRETE MODELS OF THE EULER EQUATION
ALEXANDER KISELEV AND ANDREJ ZLATOS

Abstract. W e consider two discrete m odels for the E uler equation describing ncom press—
ble uid dynam ics. These m odels are n nite coupled system s of OD E s for the functions
uy which can be thought of as wavelet coe cients ofthe uid velocity. The rst modelhas
been proposed and studied by K atz and Pavlovic. T he second has been recently discussed
by W ale e and goesback to O bukhov studies of the energy cascade In developed turbulence.
T hese are the only basic m odels of this type satisfying som e natural scaling and conserva—
tion conditions. W e prove that the K atz-Pavlovicm odel lkrads to nite tin e blow up for any
initial datum , while the Obukhov m odel has a global solution for any su ciently sm ooth
nitialdatum .

1. Introduction

T he reqularity of solutions to the lnocom pressible E uler equation in din ension three rem ains
one ofthem ost in portant open problam sofm athem atical uid dynam ics. R ecently, a num ber
of sin plerm odels have been proposed and studied by several authors asa way to gain insight
Into the possible behavior of solutions to Euler and N avier-Stokes equations. D i erent m odels
have been suggested by K atz and Pavlovic [], Friedlander and Pavlovic [}], D naburg and
Shai 3] and W ake e f3]. Alhough these m odels are fairly drastic sin pli cations of the
original problem , they do kesp a few of the m ost In portant characteristic features of Euler
equations. M oreover, we will argue below that som e of these m odels are quite natural in
their own right asthey constitute the sim plest class satisfying certain scaling and din ensional
condiions.

A m odelproposed by K atz and Paviovic ] isbased, fom ally, on a wavelet expansion ofa
scalar flinction u (x;t); x 2 R>; over a set of dyadic cubes in R *: T he dyadic cubes are cubes
w ith the side lengths 23; § 2 Z; with vertices at the points of 27Z3: IfQ is a dyadic cube of
size 27; then itsparent @ is a cube w ith side length 27! containing Q :De neC ! Q) the set
ofall 8 children ofQ ; each having side length 27 !; and m ore generally C™ Q) the set ofall
2% m™ generation \descendants" ofQ . The K atz-P avlovic m odel equations describing the
evolution of the wavelet coe cient of u x;t) corresponding to the cube Q are the given by
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Them odelhas quadratic nonlinearity and (fom ally) conserves the energy F o Uo ()?: X has
been m otivated to som e extent by the work B, where partial reqularity of the weak solutions
to the NavierStokes equations w ith hyperdissipation was studied. The approach of §] is
based on controlling the "wavelet coe cients" of the solution u o = k ¢ X)Psuk;; where P
are L ittlew ood-P aley pro pctions restricting the Fourder transform @ ( ) to the annulus of size

23;and  isa certain smooth fiinction supported on a cube Q ofsize2 3¢ ); > 0:The
coupled system one gets for the wavelet coe cients from the N avierStokes (or, In our case,
Euler) equations is com plex, and {1.1) can be obtained from it by dropping allbut a few
tem s. Thus, uy can be roughly thought of as "wavelkt coe cients" describing parts of the
solution Jocalized 1 the cube Q and in the Fourier space at about j j  2): The choice of the
scaling factors in (L) is determ ined by the relation kwok;  2°7%kwo k, for a wavelkt w,
supported on a dyadic cubeQ ofside kength 23 n R and thebound k@ r )uk kuk; kr uk,
(see B, 9] form ore details).

In QK atz and Pavlvic showed, In particular, that orany " > 0, there exist initial data
u; (0) 2 H*?" which kad toblowup in a nite tin e. Friedlander and Pavlovic (1] considered
a related vector m odel where they also prove blowup In a nie tine. Recently, W ale e
[13] proposed a sinpli ed model which instead of the branching structure of the couplkd
coe cients constitutes a linear tree of the functions u 5 (t) satisfying an In nite system of
di erential equations

0

B 3+ 1 P
uj;= uj, Uslse1i J2> Joi Uy =

LRSI FRIP a2)
Here > 1 isa param eter, and } is an index corresponding to the largest relevant space
scale (or nstance, a period In the perodic setting). W ithout loss of generality, we will set
J = 0 for the rest of the paper. The origihal K atz-P avlovic m odel reduces to the systam
f2) with = 2 ifone assum es that the coe cients of all cubes of the sam e side kngth are
the sam e. It is naturalto de ne the Scbolkv spaces associated with @ 2) as

X
H® = fu; kfusgki. I3, < 1 gz

3 Jo
W ale e proved that there exist initialdata orwhich theblowup in {2) happens in any H §;
s> 0; and suggested a di erent m odel, given by

ul= Juyuy i 3> 05 ug= ul: 13)

This m odel goes back to the work of Obukhov fl1] who proposed i in a paper devoted
to atm osphere studies as a sinple m odel for studying the cascade m echanian of energy
transfer in the developed turbulence. Tt has been shown in {[3] that the model @J) m ay
be related to the inviscid Burger’'s equation, m aking blowup not surprising. In particular,
this m odel has a built In m echanisn of transferring the energy to higher m odes. On the
other hand, the O bukhov m odel Jacks thism echanian and is thus m ore subtle and perhaps
m ore realistic. M oreover, in P roposition 2.4 we prove that these m odels constitute tw o basic
buiding blocks of all linear tree coupled m ode m odels satisfying four natural conditions:
a quadratic nonlinearity, appropriate scaling corresoonding to the @ r )u tem, energy
conservation, and nearest neighbor coupling. A 1l of these except the Jast one are the features
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derived from the Eulerequation; the last condition isclearly a sin pli cation designed tom ake
the problam tractable. Ourm ain goal n this note is to prove the follow ing two theoram s,
which to som e extent con m the above sentin ent. Forthe rest ofthe paperwe call, follow ing
W ak e model (1 2) the KP modeland m odel {@.3) Obukhov m odel.

Theorem 1.1. Inthe KP model, any non—zero initHaldatim kebngingto H ! kadsto a nite
tine blbowup (Gn H1!).

W e note that the H ! condition is needed in generalto show localexistence of solutions; we
discuss this point In section 2. If one accepts a parallel between the KP m odel and inviscid
Burger’'s equation, the result is not surprising. Indeed, any non-constant initial datum for
the Burger’s equation w ith periodic boundary conditions leads to blowup in nie tine.

O n the other hand, solutions of the O bukhov m odel are reqular.

Theorem 1.2. In the Obukhov m odel, the solution corresponding to any initial datum in
H®; s> 1; isrgular for alltimes. That is, foranyug 2 H® with s> 1 and forany T > O
there exists a unique solution fuyg2 C (0;T J;H °) such that u; 0) = (ug);:

T his theoram is probably the m ost interesting, and certainly the m ost subtle and di cul
to prove result of thispaper. It dem onstrates an intriguing dichotom y betw een the properties
of tw o basic dyadic m odels.

For generic Iniial data In the Obukhov m odel, we have a stronger reqularity and even
dissipation properties, in the ollow ng sense.

Theorem 1.3. Letb;(!) be independent uniform ly bounded random variables such that the
prokability ofb; (! ) being nonpositive i%unj:fbrm ¥ bounded away from zero: P [y (!) 0]>
> 0:Assume a; > 0 are such that ; ZSjjaij < 1 ;s> 1: Then with prokability one
a solution fuj (t)g of the O bukhov m odel corresponding to the initbaldatum uy (0) = asby (!)
satis eskuky:r C (r;!) oralltimestand any r< s:Morover, ast! 1 ;we have
X

Iin ku kg = lin uo®? = Eg u; (0)°; €4)

t 1 t 1 5o
that is, the solution u converges in H * to a constant solution w ith all energy concentrated in
the lowest m ode.

W e describe som e ner properties of the dynam ics ofthe KP and O bukhov m odels aswell.

T here arem any interesting questionsthat rem ain open. In particular, whether T heorem 1 2
holds fors = 1. O ther naturalquestions Include globalexistence of solutions In the branched
Obukhov model (@n analog of {1.i)) and in the Navier-Stokes version of (1.3). Tt seems
reasonable to expect that reqularity results or (3) should carry over to these cases. C Jearly,
the analog of the Laplacian termm only adds dissipation, and branching is lkely to m ake
energy cascade towards high levelm odes harder to realize. H owever, on the technical kevel,
the questions are not trivial due to the subtlketies of the proof of Theorem 14. 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 enote thatm odels sin ilar in spirit to i7d) and (13) | shellmodels | have been studied
in the physics literature fora Iong tine (see, eg., B, 4,12, 10], and [I|] for a recent review).
O ne version of these m odels, the "Sabra" shellm odel, has recently been studied analytically
in 2]. W hat m akes questions lke existence and (In some sense) regularity of solutions
easier to treat i the shell m odels setting than in @ J), {1.3) is a weaker scaling factor in
the equations (corresponding, generally soeaking, to the scaling assum ption k(u r )uk
kuk,kr uk,). This leads to the shell m odels being "subcritical", that is the nonlinearity
is controlled by the dissipation tem . However the models 1 J), {1.3), even when a tem
representing Laplacian w ith approprate scaling is added, are "supercritical". It is only
certain m onotonicity properties of these m odels and detailed analysis of their dynam ics that
m ake answering the basic requlariy/blow up questions possble. M any of the subtler results
established for the "Sabra" m odel in ] appear harder to establish for the dyadic m odels of
N avier-Stokes equations at this tim e.

In the next section we oollect som e prelin nary results, postooning the proof of local
existence In H ! of solutions to ourm odels to an appendix. T he proofs of ourm ain theorem s
appear in Sections 3{5.

2. Preliminaries

In this section we collect and prove som e sin ple useful facts about the KP and O bukhov
m odels. Let us start by stating the result on local existence of solutions.

P roposition 2.1. A ssum e that the initialdatum uj (0) for either KP or O bukhov m odel lies
InH® forsome s 1:Then there exists a unigque solution u 2 C ([0;T ;H °); for some time

T =T ku(@)kgs)> 0:The H ® nom ofthis solution satis es
R, .
ku kg s ku (0)kyse° o 305f Tuselgdr, 1)

R .
In particulr, the solution bbwsup in nitetime only if | sup;f Jus@)gdr= 1 :

P roof. Local existence of solutions has been proved in f]using xed point argum ents. The
argum ent In {1] is given for the case of KP m odelw ith a speci ¢ choice of  (hence our H !
notation corresponds to H ° in their setting), but it can be adapted easily to the O bukhov
model as well. W e sketch this argum ent in the Appendix. Therefore, here we will only
discuss .0). Carrying out the di erentiation and substituting the expression for the tine
derivatives from f14) (rep. 3)) we nd

d X 2s3..2 j >é 2s3,.2

a: uj © C supjf uy ©g uj ©);

j J=0

providing the required bound. U

Now we make a few critical observations on the m onotonicity properties of our m odels.
From now on, all properties are stated for the solutions describbed in P roposition 2.0, and
hold on the existence interval described in that proposition.

P roposition 2.2. The follbwing properties hold for KP and O bukhov m odels.
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P
Both KP and O bukhov m odels conserve the energy E, 5 o 315 ©F:
In the KP mode], ifu (p) O orsomety;thenusj) O oralltimest to:
In the Obukhovmode], ify () O orsomety;then uyt) O foralltimest ty:

Proof. The rstproperty ischecked directly by di erentiating the energy. C learly each u 4 (t) is
di erentiable, and the fact that solution isH ! allow susto sum the right hand side, obtaining
zero. To prove the last two properties, one just w rites explicitly the expression foru; (£) : For
exam ple, In the O bukhov m odelwe have

Z . ®

j+ 1 J uj 1 (0)dr_ 2
U5 (to) J e g 031 ul,, ()d
to

th
t uy 1 (x)dr

Uy (t) = e

O

Letusde neE ;) : , slu®F:Notethat E{®) = 2 u? ju; n theKP and E{ @) =
2 Juy 1u? in the O bukhov m odel. Hence, in both m odels positive coe cients generate energy
transfer to higher m odes and negative coe cients transfer energy to lower m odes. Since
P roposition 2 4 show s that positive coe cients are stable in the KP m odeland negative ones
are stabl In the Obukhov m odel, it is not suryprising that the latter is m ore regular. One
m ore indication of this reqularity is the follow ng description of the dynam ics corresponding
to initialdata with only nite number of excited m odes.

P roposition 2.3. In the Obukhovm odel, ifu;(0) = 0 forany j> J; then us @ = 0 orany
tand j> 3. In this case, as tin e goes to in nity, allenergy concentrates in the rstm ode
Up : M oreover, ifu jsanyso]utjon‘dlatremajnsjnHlbra]ltjme,thenuj(t)! Dast! 1
forallj> 0:

Proof. The rst statam ent is obvious. Let us prove the third statem ent which In tum proves
the second In the case of eventually vanishing uy (0)). Ik isclear from {.3) thatu; ) ! 0;or
else Uy grow s unboundedly large negative, contradicting the energy conservation. T his holds
since 119 ()]  2E; so the function u; (©) cannot juist have ncreasingly narrow spikes. Now,
ifus@) ! O;thenus 1 () ! 0.0 therw ise the equation
e = Juyauy Puly
P
and 15 1] E give us a contradiction as in the case j= 0 above. ]

F inally, before proving our m ain resuls, we state the follow ing cbservation, which is ele—
m entary to verify. It show s that the KP and O bukhov m odels are basic building blocks of
allm ode couplings w ith certain natural properties.

P roposition 2.4. Assum e that real valued functions u; (t) satisfy an in nite system of dif-
ferential equations such that:
T he right hand side is quadratic in u
The coupling is nearest neighbor only, that is only 4 1; uy or us;; may appear in the
equation for u§
Each term on the right hand side of the equation for y has a factor of I thnes a
constant independent of j
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P
The energy ,uj is conserved.
Then the system m ust have the form
ug= (uf o Tugug) o (upny o s @2)
that is, the right hand side m ust e a linear com bination of the KP and O bukhov m odels.

Theorem s 1.0 and 13 show that if the initial datum is in H , s > 1, then the solution

of 24) alvays blows up resp. stays reqular if =1, = Oresp. =1, = 0. kisan
Interesting open question how the com petition of these two phenom ena a ects the behavior
of solutions of 2.3) when both ; 6 0. Notice that when sgn( ) = sgn( ), then we do

not have at our digposal a version of the m axinum principle, as are the second and third
clain s of P roposition 2 4. T his structural di erence in the general case w ill present an extra
di culy In the analysis of the dynam ics of the problem .

3. Blowup in the KatzPavlovic model

In this section we prove T heoram 1.1, W e therefore assum e, tow ards contradiction, that the
solution exists n H ! oralltin es and kuky : is ocally bounded. Let us de ne the \positie"
and \negative" energies by

X
E 0= u s
1 3 up O
The ollow ing Jemm a show s that for any non-zero initial datum and any Jj, E, ;5 () > 0 for
t> tj :

Lemm a 3.1. For any non—zero initialdatum and any j> 0; wehave uy(t) > 0 ort> t;:
P roof. Recallthat j, = 0. Note that
Rt
W M) = up Qe o™ &%

A ssum e that u; (0) < 0; and never tums positive. Then at lkrast wemust have u; () ! 0 as
t! 1 ;orelse uy grow s unbounded. But then we get a contradiction w ith the equation

ul = up Cuiw;
since Jag €))7  J10 0)3> 0 foralltimes (ifuy (0) = O; it isnever In the play, and so we should

start from j= 1). Thusu; must becom e positive. Now ifu;(t;) > 0; then uy, 1 () must tum
positive at som e nite tin e too, by an argum ent identical to the above. [

N ext, we show that the positive energy is always increasing.

Lemma 3.2. For any J; E;;;(t) is monotone increasing. The negative energy E 5 (0) is
m onotone decreasing.
P
Proof. At any given moment, E, ;5 (£) can be written as a sum of sum s L1 4
w® Ofory; 1 Fryanduy 1®5uy,+10) < 0 (or 1 = 0). Then
d X X

2 2 W1 ' 2 P+ 1,2
uj = 2 uy ( ]ul 1 U 1) = 2( jlujlujl 1 2 uluy+1) O

2.
ui; where

R A ) 7ol R
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M oreover, we see from the above argum ent that

0
E+;j

© 2 juju? X 3.1)

This bound is not relevant if u; (t) 0; but we willneed it Jater in the case when we know

that uy is positive. The proof forE ,; is sin ilar. U
Theorem 12 willbe a sin ple consequence of the follow ing key kmm a.

Lemma 3.3.Letg2 ( 1;1) and (a '2 (0;1), and assum e that j is Jarge enouch
(dependingon , g, andEy). Then forany C > OthereisA = A (C; ;9) < 1 (independent
of j) so that if E, ;5 (%) C Pr some ty, then there exists a tine t 2 kit + 2 3], with
5 A 9, such thateitherE, ;.00 Cg lorE, ;00 2Cg:

Proof. Assume that orallt2 fyity+ 2 j]wehaveE, 5.1 () Co*':Then by E, ;)
E,;(t) Cqjwemusthaveu;) Oanduj(t) Cg( q foranyt2 koijto+ 2 5]:Let

P —
1+ gq 4 EO
ca g2cd 9

Consider rstthecasswhereus () Oforsomet; 2 ;% + 5]: The am ount ofenergy
transfer from ™ to (j+ 1) m ode isbounded from below by (recall B.1))
Z b+ 5 ) Z tt+ 5
EY o d 2 77 u; ©)7uye 0 de:

t t

Tt must not exceed C qj+ ! to avoid contradiction, so

Zt1+ju- (t) dt S S
. i1 @ q i1 ’
But
ug-+ 1 () = I* lui I* 2uj+ 1U54 25
thus
1 J+2 d P— Gin= )
U @+ 5) ug ) Ca@l g ;4 —— Cq : 32)

1 g I

pP— .
The above bound Hllow s from the fact that us:; 0 and uss » cag¥ P2 on bmin+ 5l
the Jatter by our assum ption on E ;5,1 . The right hand side of 34) equals

qu(j+l)=2 pg *1 o gqgd b2 4 . 323)
. b— 5 - .. N
Since A I+ 9= C @0 g“and ;= A ’,theexpression in thebrackets In (3.3) isgreater
than one.

It rem ains to consider the casewhere uy, 1 (£) < 0 fort2 fy;t9 + ;]:Recallthat we have

ui CP @ giand ujiujz uyiFo;whereF§ = E is the total (conserved) energy of
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the solution. Then from @ J) we obtain forany ty 2 fite + 5),
Z t

uj+1 (t) uj+1 (tl)e I 2Fo e t) + C I+ lqj (l q)e IH2pg & s) ds
t

e 2R, & ) uj+1(tl)+ C lqj (l q)Fo 1(1 e H*2F g tl)) . (3_4)

A ssum e w ithout loss of generality that j is Jarge enough, so that JF, 7 >> 1 (then also
2y y>> lbecauseA 1). IEfrsomet 2 fojth+ 5=2]the value ofuy, ;1 (t) goes above
%C ‘Pl QF, ';wesee from @4) thatuy, () willbecom e positive before to+ 3:Thus,

we must have

up1®  3C P gF,”

fort2 fkhi;te+ ;=2]:But then forthese t,

a:ui 2 luluy,, cifia 9'F,
This In plies
usto+ 572" uyte+ =2° us)® i c’d’a 9’F," 2cd
shceA 4Fy=C (1 q?.Thus E,;;{+ ;=2) 2Cg;and the lmma isproved. O

The second altemative n Lenm a 3.3 is needed since ifuy, ; is very large negative, it seem s
reasonable that it m ay take som e tin e before it beocom es positive and the positive energy
starts being transferred up. The proof is based on the cbservation that in this case, the
negative energy from the (J+ 1) mode is quickly transferred into the positive one at the
3% m ode. The Hllow ing corollary show s that actually the Jemm a holds in a sinplr fom,
w ithout the second altemative, if we Increase the waiting tin e slightly.

Corollary 3.4. In the setting of Lamm a 3.3, there exists t 2 ;% + 21og, Eo=C &) ;); such
thatE. 4+ 0 Co't:

P roof. R ecallthat the totalenergy ofthe solution isequaltoE ( :Applying Lemm a 3.3 repeat—
edly on the §% level, we see that the second altemative cannot hold m ore than Iog, € (=C )
tin es. ]

Now we can com pkte the proof of Theorem 1.

Proofof Theorem 1.0.Pick some g2 ( *;1) and denote ~ = 2IgE =C &) j: I is clear

that
X

~ = ~<1:
J
Lemm a 3.l showsthateach u; (in particular, those to which Lemm a 3.3 applies) w illeventu—
ally becom e positive. U sing C orollary 3.4 one then show sby induction that forsomety < 1 ,
C > 0,and Pralllarge j, there exists t; 2 fpith + ~]such thatE, 5(t) Cg'. Note that t;
can be chosen to be increasing. But then the H ! nom satis es

ku)ki, C P! 1
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because g> '.Theproofis nished. O

4. Almost sure estimates in the Obukhov model

In this section we prove Theorem 1.3 asa wamup. This result is rather straightforward,
relying only on the fact that negative coe cients are stable In the O bukhov m odel and that
the energy always ow s to the lower m odes across any negative site.

P roof of Theorem 1.3. C onsidera realization of b (! )g;thathasin nitely m any sites j, (! ) <
£(§) < ::: at which by (1) 0: Such realizations occur w ith probability 1, by the
hypothesis. W e also set § (! ) = 0 by convention. Since
ES oy ®=2 2" a0y ©us o ©F

we see that by Proposition 24, E? , ., () 0; brallt> 0 forwhich the solution exists.

J(h)+

T herefore, for all such tineswe h%ve the follow ing eslt:m ate
® o x*) ® o o
ku (1:)]<$I ; 25 (N)r @ j.lm (O)fA C 1 257 (M) 23 1 (! )S; (4 .l)
=0 m=73 1) =0

since 31, 0)7 C ™% by assumption. W e clain that orany > 0; with probability one
we have

H) qa ) J1 () 42)
forallbut niely many l: If that were the case, take = (s r)=2r:Then
253M)r 237 1 (Y)s s 1ih1()

aln ost surely orallbut nitely m any 1: In that case, the sum @.1) converges aln ost surely,
proving kuky - C (r;!). This and local existence n H* (ote that 1 < s) now gives the
existence of the solution n H ¥, r< s, for all tin es.

To prove (42), split natural num bers into non-overbpping ntervals L, 333" ' < J
3'g:tisclearthat forall amallenough,any ntervall;= (} ;) satisyingh 1> Ji1
w illhave an intersection of size at Jeast 3" 2 wih some L, . T he probability of having such
an interval of negative b; (! )’s In L, is Jess than 3" (1 ) 3" *: Since the events of having
such an Intervalin L, ordi erent n are Independent, we nd that the probability of having
an in nite num ber of such intervals is zero by the BorelC antelli Jemm a.

The fact that ku (t)kfI . converges to Ey ollows from the abovepargum ent and P roposi-
tion 2.3. Indeed, w ith probability one uy ©)* ku®ki. uo®?+ A,();where

11
%M
Ay (D) = i ©F 5

m=7 1(1)+1

and we saw thatA () C (!) © ?h:ButProposition 2.3 also inpliessA;(t) ! Oast! 1
for any 1: Thus, by the dom Inated convergence theorem ,

Im (ku Ok . u ©’) = 0:
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In particular, forr = 0 we get using energy conservation
Eo = ku@kg: = lin up ©°
t!
which yields @.4). O
5. Regularity in the Obukhov model

W e will now prove Theorem 14. Assume, towards contradiction, that for some nnitial
datum u (0) with ku (0)kg s 1 (this can be assum ed w ithout loss of generality, by scaling in
uand t),ublowsup attine T < 1 ,that is,

Iim supku @kys =1 6Jd)
e T
and ku (ks isbounded ort 2 ;T "]Jand any " > 0 (usihg @.0) and ku ©)ks -

sup;f Juj (t)g, one can actually show that the lin sup must be lin ). P roposition 2.3 show s
that this is only possibl if
lim sup supf juj tg=1 : 52)
£ T j
A though a prori it only follow s from the proposition that the Iim sup is1 forsomeT T,
it is inm ediate from s> 1 that in that case 6.1) wouldhod forT and 0T = T.W ehave

u; (0) > (53)
and by ku (k2 = ku O)kr2  ku O)kgs 1,
03 1 (5.4)
F inally, we recall that
X
E 5 (t) u ()
13
satis es
ESM =2 Juy 1 (Bu;©)° (55)
(W:Iﬂ] u 1 O) .

Our strategy willbe to st narrow down the possbility of blowup to a soeci ¢ scenario
Lemma5.d) and then exclude blowup under this scenario Lemma 5.3). Let ty < T be the
rst tin e such that

uy ) = (5.6)
(ifthere isno such tinewe ktt; 1 ).Ift;< 1 ,then
u; > 0fort2 PO;4); 5.7)

by P roposition 2 4. Therefore we can use

0 2
U ; v 195+ 1
_J = Juj L jr1 3+~ (5.8)

Uy Uy
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for j> 0 to obtain from (.3) and (5.6)

Z
(s 1)jlog log uy 1 (0dt Tsupuy 1 ©:
usy (0) 0 ty
Hence
s 1og . .

supuy 1 ) —————3F O Y; 69

t Y T
which means that t; ; ttonce j> T (s 1)log ) 1 (this is obviously true also when
ty = 1 ). Therefore t; is eventually non-decreasing and has a linit . Now (52) and
f4) mply that 6 1 and s T. Then (58) shows § ; < t; or large j as well as
Supe ¢, Uy 1 () 311 1 asj! 1,andsoT (sihce blow up cannot happen before T).

Hence t; is eventually increasing and t; ! T . From now on we will consider j Jarge enough
sothatT 1<t <ty <TandstIy [yt 1] Note that

uj ) O (5.10)

because ty;; isthe rst tine when uy; reaches 7 !, and uy, (f i is positive) has to
decrease when u3 < 0. At various places In the argum ent below we w ill further increase the
size of j under consideration.

Wedoose"2 (0;2%%).Fort tyandl 1lwehaveby &.7) and 6.9),

Z
u'+l(t) i+ 1 t
log———— 3 us ()d T
uj+l(0) 0 e
shoe t< tj, ;. Thereore by 6.3),
ug ) e’ 077 € e (511)

for large enough j,t tj,and1l 1.Thisand (.8) gives
Uj+1 (tj+ 1) 3+ 1

Uy 1 &) I

s 1 Mibg g Uy () dt: (5.12)

Thus for all Jarge J, u; has to becom e Jarge com pared to J som ewhere on I, while uy;
ncreases to 7 ! and all the higher m odes are tiny. This shows that orblowup at T to
occur there m ust be a \wave" of large juj moving from low to high m odes, reaching In niy
In nite tine. Next we will show that this wave has to be eventually very thin. Nam ely, we
w il show that m odes jist behind the head of the wave quickly becom e negative when j is
large.

Lemma 5.1. For all large enough jwehave uy 1 (o5) Owih p;2 I5 de nedby
Z
Py 3 (S 1 ")

T wmdes ————3bg : (.13)

Rem ark. Note that this p; is unique by 5.12) and P roposition 2. 2
Lenma 5. will be a consequence of the ©llow ing weaker form ulation of the thin wave
property.



12 ALEXANDER KISELEV AND ANDREJ ZLATOS

Lemma 5.2. Forany } there is j> J such thatuy ,(r35) O forry2 I de nedby
Z
j+1 " _ S 1 " .
Y
P roof. N ote that ry isagain unique. Let usassum e that the statem ent isnot true and consider
large enough } so thatuy , (ry) > 0 forall j> J . This also m eans that

us 1 ;uy ) > 0 Pre2 I (5.15)
because rj; ;542 > 4.
W e have uy; 1 © J 1 ort2 I; and so by @.3) and $.15)
Z
us)  usl) T e L G 2 > (5.16)
2|

fort2 Iy when j is large. This, §4), §.6) and ($.8) give
Z

uy (Ce 1) TS Uy 1 (07

3 ., @) dt= dt
y uy 1 (© log o ) ST
jbog + gy 9t (517)
and so 7
L ouy de ((+ "Jjbg (5.18)

I

if j is large. W e conclude from (5.14) and §.18) that there exists a; < rj, the rsttime in
I, such that
Uy (aj) S 1 "

: (519)
uy (@) 40 +1")

O foourse, sharp inequality can possibly hold only ifa; = t;. M oreover, this choice ofay and
{.18) ensure that

e s 1 "
i u;dt ————3jlog
Y 4
and hence by $.14),
. Z I3 s 1 n
j+1 u; t) dt 1 — j ]Og . 6 .20)
aj

Now ujy ,(r;) > 0and G.5) show thatE; ; is increasing on kj;r;], so that
T=u)? E5 i) Ejoiy):
Notice also that fort  r
upa® g, s 1. "

uy( )d ijg ;

U441 (&) &
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whih together with I1) gives ort ry

s+1 ",
uj+1(t) 2
T herefore
Ej+1(aj) (s+1 ")j_l_ 2(s ")l (s+1 2")] 2] 1 (521)
=3+ 2
if j is large. From thiswe have E 4,1 (@) 'E5 1 (), and we cbtain
u; 1@+ us@)?=E5 1@) Esxily) —Ej5 i) —uy 1)
Thisand $.19) mply that with ¢ —l[(z(z"f,)2+ 111
u;s @)’ quy 1)’ 522)
Sin ilarly as in {_:.ZE?) this in tum gives orC; Zlogg + 1
b us () . us (ry)
J u; 1 dt bbg——+ L, bg—2——+ Ci: (23)
a5 u; (@y) uj 1 ()
Next, we clain that for Jarge enough Jj
usy) @ LA €2 Pus 1) (5.24)
wih C, de ned in 625) below . A ssum e this is not true. Note that then uj () uy 1 (@),
and so (620) and (23) show that there isby 2 fj;r;] such that
us () s 1 " .
16 jbg  C,i: (525)

uy 1 () 4 C,
This inproves $.19) by a factor of j. W e now run the sam e energy argum ent as above,
wih ay replaced by by (and Ignoring the last nequality in (21)), to dbtain E ;1 (o3)
€1 2IE () and
us )+ usl)® @ M huy ) @ Cod) Duy 1)
for arge j. §25) now givesu;sby) 1 €C23) Huy 1), ushg that L+ Cz3) 2) *?
1 (€.J) ?).Butthen,ash @'_ié),wezobtam
. rj .
us () usly) a0 LIusby); (526)
b;

where the last nequality ©ollows from (5.16) with t= by. This shows (6.24) for large enough
j. Using 26) again, with ryj;by replaced by ty, 115, we cbtain

usten) @ ILIRA@ €2 Puy 1 ):

Q
Siee ., ( T2 @ (€C23) ?)> 0 forlarge enough j, thism eans that there isg, > 0
such that for all large enough jwe have u; (ti+1) .M oreover, 6.272) and an argum ent as

in $26) show that we actually have for large j and any t2 kit 1],
e us 1 o27)
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wih anew o > 0). Then $23) gjyesz

. 2

Il U.j 1 (t) dt C3
aj

orC; C; lgg.Thisand 620) means that there isd; 2 ky;r;] such that

us (dy) s 1 ", .
- Q) aC Jlog xJ (5.28)
5 1G4 3
and
Z d
J w
Jj+ 1 S
uy () dt jbog ;
aj
and so 7 y I
1 u; () dt jlog

Thusr; dy «j JPrg 25— g
Finally, by 627 wehave on Kdy;r;],
0 j 1 '
Uy 7y jcé
by 6.4) and (528). But then for large enough jwe

w ith uj 1(d) u;dy) ©3) 1 @I)
< O0anduj; < 3G on

have u; 1 ;) cé and henoeu L ds) < 0. Thjsmeansthatu(j) N
ds;ry]. Therel‘breuj ) 5 jcé on dj;r;], which inplies
uy 1) us1dy) f2 Gad 80 @)

which is negative for Jarge enough j. T his contradicts (. .15) and the proofis nished. U

Proofof Lemma5.1. Let jbe as in the statement of Lenma53. W e will show that if j is
large enough, then it also satis es the statem ent of Lemm a 5 1.
W e have (recall §.13) and §.14))
) Z 15} s 1 nw
i u; () dt= fjbg : 529)
I3
W e proceed by contradiction, so assum e that uj ; (o5) > 0. Notice that then u; ;;u;> 0 on
kip;] (the latterby $.10)). H ence (516) holds on this interval, and asin 617 and G189),

. pj
i u; 1 () dt "Jibg : (5 .30)
I
Again, §29) and (530) show that theremustbee; 2 [rj;p;] such that
u4 (e s 1 "
1 ©) : (631)
uj; 1665 8( + ")
and
Z Pj 1 nw
(532)

. S
i u; () dt ijg

&5
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Now uj o) O gjyesug ) ju? on [rj;ps], that is,
,Z P;
uy 1) uy i) 7 uside
ey
3 Z P; 2
u; (Odt
IS5 €5 ey
Z
s 1 1] Py
—jlog u4 (t)dt 5.33)
8 b5 &) 6

(_.3:2 Since uy 17u5 > 0 on ky;p;) a sin ilar com putation as in {.2:6: show s that for t
th Intervaluj (t)  Zuj(e;) if j is large. But that, $.3%), and §33) v

us 15 uy 1) Sjuy 1les)
forg = ubg and all large j. Once j > %l,ﬂljsoonttadictsuj 1(5) > 0.

128 (+M
Thus we have showed that ifuy , (ry) 0 and j is Jarge enough, then uy | ;) 0. But

then also uj 1 (rj+1) O because py < t; < ry ;. Lenma 5.0 and induction nish the

proof. ]

H ence we have narrow ed the possibility ofa blow up to a scenario where forall large j there
is (@ single) g5 2 [;p5] such that
uy 1 (@) = 0: (5.34)
That is, uy ; vanishes while uy, ; is still relatively sm all. Indeed, .13) shows that
w36 10"
U1 (G) 4
fort g which togetherwith E.11) givesfort g

n
1+ s 1

RS a3, (5.35)

jbog ;

Uit 1 )

O f course, blowup can now com e only from large uj () because all the other m odes are
controlled by 7. Yet since uy ; becom es negative on I;; we can expect that a portion of
u; energy w illbe passed to the lowerm odes, rather than transferred to u4, 1 ; m aking blow up
unlkely. This Intuition willbe con m ed if we prove the follow Ing Jlemm a.

Lemm a 5.3. Foralllarge enough j we have u; () “Uj 2 (@ 2) OrU1 @ 1) uy 2@ 2)-
Let us rst complete the proof of Theorem 1.3 given this kmm a.

P roof of Theorem 1.3. Choose large enough 3 and set C 7us (@) . Then the lmm a and
induction show that there isa ssquence 3! 1 such that uy (@) C.Sihceon kg itis1]
we have u} 0,wealohavethere Juy C whichgivesul,; C uy,:.Butthen §.6)
and 6.35) show

U+ 1 (tjl+ 1)

C (t g;,) C
Ui 1 (qjl) i+ 1 01

"h 1) g log
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This is a contradiction when 1 is large. [
Thus, we are keft with proving the lemm a.
Proofof Lemma 5.3. Notice that §.16) hodsfort ¢ and so
u; () It (5.36)

A Iso uy cbviously decreases on [q; g+ 1]- Let now J be large enough so that Lenm a5, holds
Prany i J 2 in place of j. In particular, Uy 1 (@p) = 0 with gp de ned above. Let us
denote
B uj (@ 2) i, 5.37)
39),and 63%) wehaveE;j ; (g 2) 22B? if j is large enough. Sinceuy 3 0
5 givesE () £B”frl j 2andt g ;, i particular,
w) 2B orl j 2andt g ,: (5.38)
Let us again prooeed by contradiction and assum e that
u; (@) > 5 and ugeq (@e1) > S (5.39)
Wede nefy2 [g;q:1]tobe the rst tine such that

uy (£5) = use 1 (£5) 5.40)

(recall that u; (g3) il U4y 1 (@) and us (@ 1) = 0 Uy 1 (@4 1)). Then we must have
orany t2 [g5;f;5],

uy ) =5 3 32 (5.41)

because otherw ise §.5), ©.11), §.35), the de nition of f5,and uy 1 ) 0 show that

Ey1@e1)=Ey@e1) Es@ 3uy®? 25

which would mean uy; 1 @4 1) B 3, contradicting the assum ption. W e assum e here again
that j is large enough, so that E 44, (©)  us®* Hrt2 fgy;£f;]: Thereore H 41: ) holds and

there isa rsttine g5 2 [gy;f5] such that us1(Qy) = 2 @3, From {1.3), 6.35), and
w0 uy) BRP) Tanduni®  unalg) =2 VI ort2 gyigjlweget
'+1Z - 2 B w1
] uy " dt m J ujy (Ouys 1 © dt
E5 B
4 3 @ "3 +1005) U1 @)
B
43"
Next, we will show that there ishy 2 [gj;95] such that

w1 b)) Fwi oushy) Fwiounahy) 2 O (5.43)

(5 42)
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T he second and third inequality are autom aticwhen hy g5 oy (641) and the de nition of
g;), 0 ket usassume that forallt 2 [gy;9;] we have B (10 5y < u; 1®( 0). Then on
yig;lwehavebyu; B @ %) ', @3) and B.39),

0
ujl

Hence from 6.42),
u; 195 vy @) FE = g7 o5
a contradiction w ith the assum ption.
Therefore (5.43) holds for some hy 2 kj;9;]. M oreover, uj B (10 °) ' on hjy;f;]
because whenever equality holds, then by $38) and G.41),
2

0 31 _B 5B i B <0:

Uy 1 10 5> 4 2

w

Therefore by 6.38), on hj; £;]

0 4
) Suy 4 ; B 559 _ 2 * 1y,
u; ’ 10 ° 10 ° 25 6 ’
From this,
u; (f5) 2 %5
Iog ———2 - wody
u; () 25 h;
which togetherwith 6.39) and (5.41) shows that
%5 25 ¢ 53
T uyde S ba—  Cs

But then §.37), £.40), £AD, 6
B

43), and {1.3) yied

"y Z .
: user (F5) gy
N - o —Jr- 37 j+1 us ) dt  C.:
bg4 2 bg4 3 T+ " gU.j+1 (hj) . j() er
a contradiction when j is large. The Jemm a is proved. U

6. A ppendix

Here, for the sake of com plkteness, we sketch the argum ent giving the local existence of
solutions in the O bukhov and KP m odels. These two cases (@swell as any com bination) are
handled identically; for sin plicity we w ill consider the O bukhov m odel. W e w ill also Jook at
a m ore general branching case, sihce the result extends naturally and w ithout extra e ort.
Thus, we ook at a Jargest dyadic cube Q° of generation zero, and assum e i has d children
Q:lL belonging to the rst generation. Each cube Q of generation j has in itstum d chidren
of generation j+ 1:G iven a cube Q of generation Jj; we denote Q' is unique parent and
C! Q) the set of its d children. Likew ise, we denote C* (Q ) the set of alldescendants ofQ of
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generation j+ k:Let us denote jQ ) the generation of any given cube Q in our branching
tree. The branched O bukhov m odel is given by the ollow Ing system ofdi erential equations
d

_u =
at ©

JjQ) Jjo)+1 Uéo (6.1)

0%2cl@)

UQ Ug

oreach Q,withu; OwhenQ = Q% . WesaythatU fug g belongs to the Scbolv space
H*® if

X

KUK, 2300 f <1
0

Consider an equivalent integral equation reform ulation of (6.1), given by
0 1
Z ' ' X
u ©=u O+ @ Ju () ugo( FA d : 62)
0 0%clQ)

R ecall one version of the welkknown P icard’s xed point theorem .

Theorem 6.1 (Picard). LetX ke a Banach space and abilinearoperator :X X 7 X
such that for any U;V 2 X we have

k U;V)ky kU k kV ky (6.3)

Then for any Uy 2 X satisfying 4 kUgky < 1 the equation U = Uy + (U;U) has a unique
solution U 2 X such that kU kg 1=2

U sing this theorem we are going to prove

Theorem 6.2.Given any fuy O)g 2 H®; s 1; there exists T = T (kugkys) > 0 such
that there is a unigque solution ug (t) of the branching O bukhov system {6.2) which kelongs to
C (D;T ;H ®):

P roof. Let usde ne Uy (t) fuy (O)g orallt and

X
UiV ©= Qu v @ 9O Ugo ) Voo (B);
o%2ct@)
and
ZT
U;V)g (T)= U;V ) () dt:

0

The resul will ©llow from P icard’s theorem ifwe verify the bound (6.3) or :Ifs 1;we

have
0 1,

X
Q 0%2ct@Q)
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0 1

X
2s3Q) (d_l_ l) @ 23©Q )ug (t)ZVQ (t)2 + 23Q)+ 2 Ug o (t)ZVQ 0 (t)ZA
o 0%2ct@)
0 1
X X X ,

o Q o%2ctE)
2d+ 1) kU k2 .kV (DK, :
Then
7T
k U;V)kcqmmsy C @i ) kU ®ksgskV ©kgsdt C @& )TKUke (osrim ) kKV ke (pir g =) ¢
0
Choosing a an allenough T > 0 com pltes the proof. U
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