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THE VANISHING VISCOSITY LIMIT FOR A DYADIC MODEL

ALEXEY CHESKIDOV AND SUSAN FRIEDLANDER

ABSTRACT. A dyadic shell model for the Navier-Stokes equations idistiin
the context of turbulence. The model is an infinite nonliheaoupled system
of ODEs. It is proved that the unique fixed point is a globataatior, which
converges to the global attractor of the inviscid systemissogity goes to zero.
This implies that the average dissipation rate for the wis®ystem converges to
the anomalous dissipation rate for the inviscid system¢iwis positive) as vis-
cosity goes to zero. This phenomenon is called the dissipatiomaly predicted
by Kolmogorov's theory for the actual Navier-Stokes equragi

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the Navier-Stokes equations for the motion bfeetdimentional
incompressible viscous fluid:
ou

(1.1) E—F(U-V)u: —Vp—vAu+ f,
V-u=0,

Hereu denotes the velocity vector fielg,the pressuref an external force, and
v the viscosity coefficient. The role of the nonlinear termdd is critically im-
portant in the theory of turbulence where a basic principla cascade of energy
from large scales, through the so called inertial scalesety small dissipative
scales. Transfer of energy through these scales is achigzetwnlinear interac-
tions between the modes in the Fourier space. This subjte tepic of extensive
study in the experimental, numerical, and analytical ditere (see, for example,
Frisch [11], Eyink and Sreenivasan [10]). Important seinimark in the modern
theory of turbulence was performed by Kolmogorov and higet the mid 20th
century. However, rigorous mathematical proofs of Kolnroga laws remain to
be obtained.

Kolmogorov predicted that the energy cascade mechanismllindeveloped
three-dimensional turbulence produces a striking phenomenamely the persis-
tence of non-vanishing energy dissipation in the limit afighing viscosity. This
behavior, called the “dissipation anomaly”, can be desctias follows

1 /T

lim —/ v||u’ ()| g dt — eq > 0,
~T Jo

asv — 0, whereu”(¢) is a solution to[(1]1).
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Onsager conjectured that sufficiently rough solutions édg&hler equations (i.e.,
(1.1) withv = 0) can exhibit turbulent, or anomalous dissipation. Morecizey,
if the Holder exponent. of the velocity is greater than/3, then energy is con-
served, however, this ceases to be trug i 1/3. For recent results concern-
ing Onsager’s conjecture see, for example, Eyink [9], Gamtst, E, and Titi[6],
Duchon and Robert [8], Cheskidov, Constantin, Friedlanaled Shvydkoy[4].

Partially because of the difficulty of proving mathematigaigorous results in
turbulence theory, a number of “toy” models that preservmeséeatures of the
nonlinearity of the fluid equations have been proposed amtiext by physicists
and mathematicians. These include the so called shell madehe energy cas-
cade, where the nonlinearity of the 3D NSE is simplified bysidering only local
interactions between scales. In this paper we study onearibinal shell models
introduced in the context of oceanography by DesnyanskiyNwovikov [7]. This
model, referred to as the dyadic model, can be written asdal@wiing infinite
system of coupled ordinary differential equations:

d _ : :
1.2 7% + 1/223%- — 200_1)&?_1 +2%aja541 = f;, J=0,1,2,...,

wherea_; = 0, ¢ is a positive parameter, an}h? represents the total energy in

the frequencies of orde¥. For convenience we chose the foréso thatf, > 0
andf; = 0forall j > 0.

This model has been analytically studied by Katz and Pawlfig], Cheskidov
[1]. Onsager’s conjecture for the inviscid model (i.e.2)with v = 0) was proved
in Cheskidov, Friedlander, and Pavlovi¢ [3, 5], where it whewn that the invis-
cid system exhibits anomalous dissipation and the uniquesl fpoint is a global
attractor.

Consider[(T1) on the whole spa@e= R? and defineS;u as follows:

Siju = u * F ap(-277)),
wherey(§) is a smooth nonnegative function supported in the ball ofusadne
centered at the origin and such that) = 1 for £ < 1/2, andF is the Fourier

transform. Then we define the energy flux due to nonlineardot®ns through
the sphere of radiu®’ (see[4]) as

Hj:—/ u-VS?u-ud:U.
RS

Using the test functiorsgu in the weak formulation of the Navier-Stokes equations
we obtain

(1.3) S2u = —TI; — v[|V.S2u .

2dt 7
Recently, Cheskidov, Constantin, Friedlander, and Sheyd#] obtained the fol-
lowing new bounds on the nonlinear term[in (1.1):

o
S D7 23,

(1.4) 11| = ‘/ u-Vszu-udx
RS i=—1
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whereu; is a Littlewood-Paley piece of defined as
’LLj = Sj+1u — Sju.

This estimate employing the Littlewood-Paley decomposifirovides detailed in-
formation concerning the cascade of energy through freyuspace. More pre-
cisely, it shows that the energy fliik; through the sphere of radiusis controlled
primarily by scales of ordex.

Recall that Bernstein’s inequality can be stated as

(1.5) Jujllg S 28/P73/D||uy),, 1<p<q

Now if we definea; = |ju;||2, then using Bernstein’s inequality wigh= 2 and
g = 3, we obtain

(1.6) af < llusl§ < 2%/,
Motivated by [1.4) and (116), we model the flux in the follogyiway:
(1.7) II; = 29a%a;1,

where the scaling parameterc [1,5/2]. Here the bounds for the scaling pa-
rameterc are determined by Bernstein’s inequality {1.5), with theperpbound
corresponding to saturation of the inequality. In a turbuféow it is expected that
the degree of such saturation could vary giving a rise to a@menon known as
intermittency. Motivated byl (113) we write

J
(1.8) a; | =-1;, —v 20a?
e (0] ~mvy

and
2

j—1
_ o i 2

(1.9) 2dt <Zal> =1, 1/;2 a;.

Subtracting[(1.9) fron (118) gives

(1.10) ——aj =1L —II; — 1/2ja5,

which from the definition of the flux results in the model systf.2).
In this context, the energk and the Sobolev norms are defined as

o
= —! = Za], lalls =) 2%°a.
=0

In this present paper we prove the following results for tiseaus model(1]2).
In Section 2 we study a steady statewhich has a property that; is monotonic.
This property is proved fo3/2 < ¢ < 5/2. Hence the rest of the results in this
paper are valid only for this range. In Section 3 we study tmgyitime behavior
of solutions to[(I.2) withe > 3/2 and initial dataa(0) € 12, a;(0) > 0 for all
j > 0, and prove that the fixed pointis a global attractor. Moreovet, converges
to the fixed point of the inviscid system (which is a globataattor of the inviscid
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system) as» — 0. This allows us to conclude that the average dissipatioa rat
for the viscous system converges to the anomalous dissipedte for the inviscid
system (which is positive) as— 0.

Acknowledgments. A.C. was patrtially supported by NSF grant numbers DMS
0807827. S.F. was partially supported by NSF grant numb&tS 0803268 and
DMS 0503768.

2. THE FIXED POINT

In this section we study steady state solutiarte (1.2). We rescale the variables

by
Ay = 209/39=</6 g 12,

to obtain the system of equations for steady states
2.1) A5 — AjA L = 2% A, j=1,2,...

—AoAr = pAop — 1,
wherepy = y2“3/6j“’0_1/2 and = 2(1 — ¢/3). For the inviscid model studied
in [3,[5], there is a unique fixed point with an explicit exies, namely{A; =
1}. In the caser > 0 we cannot solve (211) explicitly. However, we study fixed
points using the monotonicity property (Theorem] 2.2), Whiee prove following
the analysis given by Heywood [12]. He treated the particciese of[(2.11) where
B was set td). In Section 3 we will show that the fixed point is a global attea,
i.e., itis unique.

We are only interested in finite energy solutiomss (2, which translates to
A € H—5/6_ The proof of the existence of a solution 6 {2.1) followsnfrstandard
Navier-Stokes techniques in which fixed point argumentsuaesl for truncations
of the system. Standard arguments also show that all thageoss are inH* for
all s > —5/6. Moreover, we have the following

Lemma 2.1. Let A € H~°/% be a solution tq2.1). ThenA; > 0 for all j and

Atk
(A rp-1)?
where.J is such thau2?/ = 1.

< 27Pk, k>0,

Proof. SinceA € H* for all s > 0, we have thatd; — 0 asj — co. Then[2.1)
implies that

o0
P> o202 = Ao
§=0
and

py 2MA3 =A% A, J > 0.
j=J

HenceA; > 0 for all j.
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Now note that[(2.11) gives

2.2) Ak Lo sk < gk
(Ap4k—1)? ~ -
0

Note that sinced; — 0 asj — oo, LemmaZ.]l implies thatl; decays super-
exponentially. This result does not depend on the monatgni¢ the sequence
{A;} and hence it holds in the whole range [1,5/2].

Theorem 2.2. Every solutiond € H~%/6 of @T)with ¢ > 3/2 is monotonic, i.e.,
Aj_1 > Ajforall j > 0.

Proof. Leth; = A; — A;_;. Then[[2.1) gives
hj+1 = —hj — ,u26j - thj_l/Aj, j >0,
hl = —ho — U+ 1/A().

We prove that; < 0 for all j by contradiction. Assume that; > 0 for someJ.
Thenhy 1 < —u28/ <0,i.e.,Ajy1/A; > 1. Then [28) implies that

hyyo > 2u207 — 28U+ — 1987 (9 — 98,

Sincec > 3/2, we have thatp < 1. We conclude thak ;o > 0. Iterating this
process we obtain

(2.3)

hyiop—1 < —p2P+2k=2)

and
hjior >0,
forall &k > 0. Then
Ajiono > Ayyor_q + p2BU+2k=2)
which contradicts the fact th&f* norm of A are finite for alls > 0. 0

Lemma 2.3. Let A be a fixed point. Then

lim Aj = 1,
n—0
for everyj > 0.
Proof. The equationd (211) read
1
A= — — K,
Ao
(2.4) A2 '
Ajpr= 2= —p2%, j=0,1,2,...
Aj

We will proceed by induction. Suppose thét_; — 1 asp — 0 for somej > —1.
We will show that4; — 1 asuy — 0. Assume the contrary. Then we can pass to a
subsequencg,, — 0 asn — oo, such that either

limsup 4; < 1, or liminf A; > 1.
i —0 pin—0
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First, assume thdim sup,, _,o 4; < 1. Then[2.4) implies thdim inf,,, o A;1 >
1, which contradicts the monotonicity of (Theorem Z.2). Now assume that
liminf, 0 A; > 1. Then [2.4) implies that

lim sup Aj+1 <1, and lim inf Aj+2 > 1,
pn—0 Hn—0
which again contradicts the monotonicity 4f O

The following property of a fixed pointl will be used in Section 3.

Lemma 2.4. Let A be a fixed point. Then there exists (0, 1), such that
Aj1

(1) = _ ~)2—B/2
QJ(N) T 1/2 1/2 < (1 7)2 )
Aj+ Aj—/i-lAj{m
forall © > 0andj > 0.
Proof. The monotonicity of4d implies
Aiq
2.5 (p) < —2L
From [2.1) and monotonicity we also obtain
(2.6) A2 = p2PUT DA = AjioAjs < A2,
Hence
2.7) Ajis > 2P0+ 4 1, [20280+2) 4 442,
We define _
_ Ajn . p20+2)
A 24;
From [2.1) and the positivity of each; we conclude
2
. J
Aj1 < 2B
Hence,
B—1
(2.8) yz < 2977,

Substituting[(2.l7) intd(2]5) gives

Y
9;i(1) <
1—z4+y?+ 22

subject to constraintg (2.8),< y < 1, and0 < z < co. Hence

2
y
- < =: h(y, B),
210 PP RN oY (v, )

Sinceg—z > 0, h attains its maximum aj = 1. Thus

(k) < 1 < (1722
’ 19261 4 /14 22(3-1) ’

providedg < 1, i.e., provided: > 3/2. (]
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3. THE GLOBAL ATTRACTOR
In this section we study the long-time behavior of solutibmshe time depen-
dent system We study the viscous dyadic model

d . . .
(31 aj- 20062 | +29a5a;41 +v2a; = f;,  j=0,1,2...,

wherea_; = 0. Herec € (3/2,5/2], andv > 0 is the viscosity. The initial data is
assumed to be(0) € 2, a;(0) > 0 for all 5.

Definition 3.1. A solution of [3.1) onT’, oo) (or (—o0, ), if T'= —o0) of (3.1)
is an/2-valued functiona(t) defined fort € [T, c0), such thata; € C*([T,0))
anda;(t) satisfies[(3.1) for alj.

Note that ifa(t) is a solution o7, o), then automatically,; € C*°([T, c0)).
The following theorems were proved in [2].

Theorem 3.2. For everya® € I* with o > 0 there exists a solution of8.T) with
a(0) = a’. Moreover,a;(t) > 0 for all ¢ > 0.

Theorem 3.3. Leta(t) be a solution taf3.3) with a;(0) > 0. Thena(t) satisfies
the energy inequality

t t
32 e+ 2 [ [a(r)|Z dr < |atto)]? +2 /t(f,a(T))dT,

to 0
forall 0 <ty <t.

We write a solutioru(t) to (3.1) in the form
(3.3) a;j(t) = a; + b;(t),

wherea is a fixed point whose properties were exhibited in SectioM2 now
show that this fixed point is the exponential global attradtoparticular, the fixed
point is unique.

Theorem 3.4. Leta € [2 be a fixed point of3.1)for ¢ € (3/2,5/2] anda(t) be a
solution witha(0) € 12 anda;(0) > 0 for all j. Then

(3.4) [b(t)[* < [b(0)[Pe 7",
Proof. As before we write
—ci c 1/2
Oéj = 2 J/32 /6f0/ Aj.
Now let B, (t) := 29/3b;(t). Then

(3.5) aj(t) = a; + 2793 B;(1).
Then the systeni (3.1) reduces to
(3.6)

—2¢i/3 p— dB; -
2 20]/3]00 1/220/6d—tj = 2Aj_1Bj_1—|—B]2_1—Aij+1—Aj+1Bj—Bij+1—,LLQB]Bj,
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wherej > 0andA_; = B_; = 0. Following the procedures in the inviscid case
given in [5] we multiply [3.6) byB; and sum to obtain
(3.7)

_1 2.c/61 d e .
& /62 dt 22 ip; = ;}(2Aj—1Bj—lBj—Aij+1Bj—Aj+1Bf—u25JBf)—B,%BkH.

SinceA+ By (t ) > 0forallt > 0andlimy_,» Ax = 0, we have thalim infy_, . Byy1(t) >
0 for all ¢ > 0. Then due to the fact that; decreases super-exponentially (see

Lemmal[Z.1), andz;";o 2/3ij2. is integrable, we can use the dominated conver-
gence theorem to obtain

(3.8) f—1/22c/6 Z 2—2cj/3Bj (t)2 _ f0—1/22c/6 Z 2—2cj/3Bj(0)2
=0

<2/ Z 2AJ 1Bj_1B; — A;Bj11Bj — Aj 1 B] —uQBJBz] dr,

wherej > 0 andA_1 = B_; = 0. Then we have

(3.9)
00
[QAj—lBj—lBj — Aij+1Bj — Aj+1Bj2- — VQB]BJZ}
7=0
1 0o 00
1/2 1/2 1/2 ,1/2
S - 9 Z(AJ{HB A]{i-ZBJ-H 2+ Z 4; Aj-/l-lA]-/i-2)B Bt
7=0 7=0
00
_— Z 287 B2
7=0

1 1/2 1/2 A1 ;
<-3 (AJ5B; = A5 B ) + Z ) 2PUHDB;B;.1

1/2 ,1/2
J= —0 4j +Ag+1Ay+2

<.
Il
o

where we used equation (2.1) in the last inequality. Nowai§€auchy-Schwarz
inequality and Lemm@a 2.4 we obtain

(3.10)

o o0

> [2Aj_lBj_1Bj — AjBj1Bj — Aj B? — M253Bﬂ < —yu) 2%B3.
=0 =0
Therefore

(3.11)

t 00
22—203/33 22 2yc/3B < 2f1/2 0/6’7#/ ZQﬁij(T)2 dr
0
7=0
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Hence forb; = 279/3B; we have

00 t 00
> b;(t) Z bj(0)? < —2qyv | Y 2%bi(r)?dr
— 0 =
(3.12) 7= L
< —29v Z b;(1)? dr,
0 55
which implies that
(3.13) [b(t)[* < [b(0)[Pe =",

4. DISSIPATION ANOMALY

Here we study the energy dissipation in the limit of vanighuiscosity. For
convenience, solutions to the dyadic model with viscosity 0 will be denoted
by a”(t) in this section. The fixed point (which is unique in both visscand
inviscid cases) will be denoted ly’. Now given a solution:’ () to the inviscid
dyadic model, we define its anomalous energy dissipati@asfollows

€ao(t) := (a°(t), f) — 5= |a"(1)?

in the sense of distributions. Due to the energy inequaljty,> 0 and hence .o
is a Borel measure. The following theorem was proved®]n [

Theorem 4.1. Leta®(t) be a solution to the inviscid dyadic model [noo). Then
T

T—>OOT 0

Since the global attractor of the viscous modgl converges to the global at-
tractor of the inviscid modeH® asv — 0 (see Lemma2]3), we have the following

Theorem 4.2. Leta” (t) be a solution to the viscous dyadic model@yo). Then
1 T

lim — / Ula ()| dt — eq > 0,
T Jo

asv — 0.

Proof. Due to the energy inequality we have

1 1 1 t+T 1 t+T
Sl OF gl (TP < v [ @l dstg [ (@), s
Hence,
1 [T 1 [T
tmsup 7 [ vl () dt < Jim [ (@ (0). ) ds = (@),

On the other hand, note that the fixed paifit(since it is a regular solution) satis-
fies the energy equality

vlalip = (a”, f)-
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Now for anyd > 0, there existsV, such that
,,2223 2> vlla’ |2 6.

Sincea” (t) — o in [?, we have

liminf — 2%7a¥ (t)5 dt > 2% (a%)? > v|a” |31 — 6.
iy [ z uz Va3

Therefore,

1T 2 2
fint 7 [ vl Ol de = v = ().

Since(a”, f) — (a°, f) asv — 0, we obtain

1 T
Jim T/ Ulla” (8)1%: dt = (a0, F) = alfo = eq > 0.
0 0

5. DISSIPATION LENGTH SCALE

Kolmogorov’s theory of turbulence predicts that the enatggsity in the inertial
range is

(5.1) E(r) ~ & w53,
followed by a rapid decay after the dissipation wave number
1
€d 2
(5.2) g ~ (ﬁ)

For the dyadic model the energy density is define@®) = a327/. In the
inviscid case one can easily check that the energy densithi¢dixed point (which
is a global attractor) is

(5.3) E(K) ~ 63/3/{_26/3_1.

By Lemmd2.B the energy density on the global attractor ofltralic system with
small positive viscosity is close tb (5.3) in the inertiahge. Moreover, Lemnia 2.1
can be used to determine the dissipation wavenumber for taeim

2

1,
(5.4) o) _ PN i

Lemma 2.1 is valid for all ¢ in our range of interest, incluglin= 1. The inequal-
ity (2.2) implies that ultimately the energy in each sheltays very rapidly with
increasingj. When we invoke monotonicity of the sequentg (2.2) ensures that
this very rapid decay occurs at the dissipation wave numtse gjiven by (5.4).
However for technical reasons we require- 3/2 in order to prove monotonicity.
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As we discussed in Section 1, the appropriate range, fitiat arises from Bern-
stein’s inequality applied to estimate the nonlinear temrthe Navier-Stokes equa-
tions, isc € [1,5/2]. We note in the end point case= 1 the expressions for the
energy density and the dissipation wavenumbei (5.3)[adil ¢bincide with[(5.11)
and [(5.2), i.e.,

1
PN
E(R) ~ 6(21/316_5/3, Kd ~ (y—é) ', for c¢=1.
At the end point value = 5/2, which corresponds to complete saturation of Bern-

stein’s (and Sobolev) inequalities, we have

S(K)rwei/gﬁ_g/g, Kd ~ e—é, for ¢=5/2.
v

REFERENCES

[1] A. Cheskidov, Blow-up in finite time for dyadic models dfet Navier-Stokes equationEans.
Amer. Math. Soc360(2008), 5101-5120.

[2] A. Cheskidov, Global attractors of evolutionary systedournal of dynamics and Differential
Equationsto appeat, arXiv:imath.DS/0609357.

[3] A. Cheskidov, S. Friedlander and N. Pavlovi¢, An invisdyadic model of turbulence: the
fixed point and Onsager’s conjectude Math. Phys48, 065503 (2007).

[4] A. Cheskidov, P. Constantin, S. Friedlander, and R. 8koy, Energy conservation and
Onsager’'s conjecture for the Euler equatiohgnlinearity, to appeat_arXiv:0704.0759v1
[math.AP].

[5] A. Cheskidov, S. Friedlander and N. Pavlovi¢, An invisdyadic model of turbulence: the
global attractorDCDS-A to appear.

[6] P. Constantin, W. E, E. Titi, Onsager’s conjecture oné¢hergy conservation for solutions of
Euler’'s equationCommun. Math. Phy465(1994), 207-209.

[7] V. N. Desnyansky and E. A. Novikov, The evolution of tulbce spectra to the similarity
regime,lzv. Akad Nauk SSSR Fiz. Atmos. OkedD§1974), 127-136.

[8] J. Duchon and R. Robert, Inertial energy dissipationfeak solutions of incompressible Euler
and Navier-Stokes equatioridonlinearity13 (2000), 249—-255.

[9] G. L. Eyink, Energy dissipation without viscosity in iglehydrodynamics. |. Fourier analysis
and local energy transf@phys. D78 (1994), 222—-240.

[10] G. L. Eyink and K. R. Sreenivasan, Onsager and the thebhydrodynamic turbulencézev.
Mod. Phys78(2006).

[11] U. Frisch, Turbulence: The legacy of A.N. Kolmogora@ambridge University Press, Cam-
bridge (1995), The legacy of A.N. Kolmogorov.

[12] J. G. Heywood, A curious phenomenon in a model problamggsstive of the hydrodynamic
inertial range and smallest scale of motidnmath. fluid mectb (2003), 403-423.

[13] N. H. Katz and N. Pavlovi¢, Finite time blow-up for a dlia model of the Euler equations,
AMS Tran.357(2005), 695—708.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, STATISTICS AND COMPUTER SCIENCE, UNIVERSITY OF
ILLINOIS AT CHICAGO, 851 S MORGAN ST, CHICAGO, IL 60607
E-mail addressacheskid@math.uic.edu

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 3620 SUTH
VERMONTAVE., KAP 108 LOSANGELES, CA 90089
E-mail addresssusan@math.northwestern.edu


http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0609357
http://arxiv.org/abs/0704.0759

	1. Introduction
	Acknowledgments

	2. The fixed point
	3. The global attractor
	4. Dissipation Anomaly
	5. Dissipation length scale
	References

