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ON GALERKIN APPROXIMATIONS OF THE NAVIER-STOKES
EQUATIONS IN THE LIMIT OF LARGE GRASHOF NUMBERS
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ABSTRACT. We examine how stationary solutions to Galerkin approximations of the Navier—
Stokes equations behave in the limit as the Grashof number G tends to co. An appropriate
scaling is used to place the Grashof number as a new coefficient of the nonlinear term, while
the body force is fixed. A new type of asymptotic expansion, as G — oo, for a family
of solutions is introduced. Relations among the terms in the expansion are obtained by
following a procedure that compares and totally orders positive sequences generated by the
expansion. The same methodology applies to the case of perturbed body forces and similar
results are obtained. We demonstrate with a class of forces and solutions that have conver-
gent asymptotic expansions in G. All the results hold in both two and three dimensions, as
well as for both no-slip and periodic boundary conditions.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Turbulent behavior of solutions to the Navier—Stokes equations (NSE) is generally ex-
pected for very large Grashof numbers G (see definition (2.9)) [5]. This is preceded by pro-
gressively complicated behavior typically observed as G increases (for an exception see [10]).
In general, the unique, asymptotically stable steady state at very small values of G bifur-
cates. Depending on the particular body force, this produces multiple steady states and/or
periodic solutions which in turn, often period double, breaking symmetries and leading to
dynamics of increasing complexity [9]. That long time behavior is contained in the global at-
tractor A whose fractal dimension, dimp(A), is bounded by G, (cG?/3(log G)*/? for periodic
boundary conditions) for some constant ¢ [12].

The Galerkin approximation method plays an important role in the study of the NSE. It
is used both to prove existence of solutions and as an approach to numerical simulations. As
G increases, one can expect to need more terms in the Galerkin basis (at least comparable
to dimp(A)) to obtain accurate numerical results. Nevertheless, in practice, one often seeks
insight in the behavior of solutions for large G for a fixed Galerkin approximation.

In this paper we study the limit as G,, — oo for sequences of steady state solutions (v,,)>,
of a fixed Galerkin approximation of the NSE. The results apply to both periodic and no-slip
boundary conditions in both two and three dimensions. (For certain properties of the set
of steady state solutions of the NSE; see [3,4,7,8,11].) This is done through a new type of
expansion in the form

Uy, = U+ Iy +Topwy + -+ D qwp + -+

where I'y ,,’s are positive numbers converging to zero as n — oo and wy,’s are unit vectors. We
show that any convergent sequence has a subsequence with such an expansion. The payoff is
a collection of results that prescribe particular algebraic relations between the limit, v, and
some of the fixed vectors wy in the expansion. Since no assumptions are made on the body
force, there are a multiple, yet finite number of possible cases, independent of the number
of modes in the Galerkin approximation. Which case applies for a particular force can be
suggested by comparing combinations of I'y ,, with G,,, as we demonstrate with a numerical
simulation.

We now describe the progression of the paper. In Section 2, after recalling basic facts
about the NSE, we rescale it, see (2.5), (2.9) and (2.10), to equation (2.11) with the body
force having a fixed L2-norm. We state the main results in Section 3. Their proofs are left
to Sections 4 and 5. The starting point is the asymptotic expansion (3.2) which leads to the
formal equation (3.4). The idea is to order the sequences of coefficients in (3.4), as n — co.
Such an order is introduced in Definition 3.1. The rigorous treatment requires Lemma 3.2,
Proposition 3.3 and a set of equivalence classes which finally lead to Definition 3.4. The
main idea is summarized in the General Procedure (3.9). Our main results concerning
the asymptotic expansion (3.2) for the NSE are Theorem 3.5 and Propositions 3.6, 3.7 in
subsection 3.1.

To make rigorous the comparison of terms in different sequences requires some general
results, independent of the NSE. In Section 4, a new notion of asymptotic expansions - called
strict unitary expansions - is defined in Definition 4.1. It, in fact, is inspired by Lemma
4.2 which proves that any bounded sequence in a finite dimensional normed space has a
subsequence that possesses such a strict unitary expansion. The proof of that lemma involves
taking convergent subsequences on the unit sphere, which is where the finite dimensionality
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of Galerkin approximations is needed. Numerical results are presented in subsection 4.1
for the 3D, periodic case, which demonstrate both the construction of the expansions as
well as a particular case of Theorem 3.5. The strict unitary expansions turn out to be
“asymptotically unique” as stated and proved in Proposition 4.3. Subsection 4.3 contains
some examples which show that the strict unitary expansion can be very simple in R, but
can also be quite different from the Taylor expansion for the same sequence. With these
facts at hand, we present in Section 5 the proofs of the main results that were stated in
Section 3 .

We then apply these ideas to the case of a perturbed force, g,, in Section 6. The main
result is Theorem 6.1, which relates expansions of both g, and the solution v, in (6.2)
with the Grashof number GG,,. Theorem 6.7 and Remark 6.8 show that in certain cases the
procedure (3.9) in Section 3 works for equation (6.1). Theorem 6.12 and Remark 6.14 show
that a different asymptotic expansion of g, may lead to an unexpected expansion of the
solution v,,. This section may be useful in interpreting numerical results or detecting when
they are false. The reason is that the solutions solved numerically for the case of a fixed force
g are, inevitably, inexact. Yet they can be viewed as satisfying the Galerkin approximation
with a different force g,, close to g. Some of the more technical proofs are gathered in the
Appendix.

Finally, it is worth mentioning that the new type of asymptotic expansion in this paper
can be applied to other nonlinear ordinary/partial differential equations. In particular, the
Kuramoto—Sivashinsky, Rayleigh-Bénard, and magnetohydrodynamic equations can all be
expressed in the same the functional form (2.1), for certain linear operators A and bilinear
operators B [12].

2. PRELIMINARIES

The incompressible NSE for velocity u(x, t), pressure p(x, t) with a time-independent body
force f(x), for the spatial variables x € R? (d = 2,3) and time variable t > 0, are

Ou
E—I/Au—l—(u-V)ujLVp:f, (2.1)
divua = 0,

where v > 0 is the kinematic viscosity.

Periodic boundary condition. We consider the NSE with periodic boundary conditions
in Q = [0, L] for some L > 0. Let V denote the set of R¥-valued 2-periodic divergence-free

trigonometric polynomials with zero average over ). Define the spaces H =closure of V in
L*(Q)?, V =closure of V in H'(Q)%.

No-slip boundary condition. Consider the NSE in an open, connected, bounded set €2 in
R? with C%-boundary 0. Let n denote the outward normal vector on the boundary. Under
the no-slip boundary condition

u =0 on 09,

the relevant spaces are

H={uecl’(Q%: V.-u=0, u-njpgg=0}, V={ucHy(N)*: V-u=0}. (2.2)
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The scalar product and its associated norm in H are those of L?(Q)¢ and are denoted by
(-,-) and | - |, respectively. (We also use | - | for the modulus of a vector in C?; we assume
that the meaning will be clear from the context.)

Let P be the Helmholtz-Leray projection, that is, the orthogonal projection in L2(£2)4
onto H. The Stokes operator is A = —PA defined on D(A) :=V N H*(Q)¢ which is called
the domain of A. The domain of A2 is D(A'Y?) =V, and the natural norm on V is

S ) v
frd 1/2 — e — ¢ —_—
|u|l = |AY“u| </Q E axju(x) 8xju(x)alx) )
J=1

The bilinear operator B is defined as
B(u,v) =P ((u-V)v), for u,v € D(A).

Assume f € H. The NSE (2.1) can be written as a differential equation in an appropriate
functional space (see [1] or [12]),
d
d—? 4 vAu+ Blu,u) = f, (2.3)
where u(t) = u(-,t) and f = f(-).

The operator A is positive, self-adjoint with a compact inverse, and its eigenvalues are

positive numbers
A < Ay < A3 < ... satisfying lim )\, = oco.
n—oo

Moreover, each eigenspace of A is finite dimensional. The bilinear term enjoys the orthogo-
nality relations (see for instance [12])

(B(u,v),w) = —(B(u,w),v), sothat (B(u,v),v)=0 foru,v,w € D(A). (2.4)
We denote kg = )\1/ ? and make the following change of variables

u(x,t) = vket(kox, vkit) = vkel(X, 1),

p(x,t) = szigﬁ(/iox, w;gt) = u%%ﬁ(i, t), (2.5)
f(x) = I/2Hgf(f@0x) = 1/%3?(5{),
to obtain ~
a—“—A~ﬁ+(ﬁ-V~)ﬁ+V~~—f
ai‘ X X Xp - bl (26)
legfl = O,

for the new domain Q = ko). One can verify that the corresponding boundary conditions
for €2 are also satisfied. Similar to (2.3) we can rewrite (2.6) as

di - . _

d—“; + A+ B(a, ) = f, (2.7)
where a(f) = a(-,7) and f = f(-). )
_ The corresponding Stokes operator is A which has positive, strictly increasing eigenvalues
A, that go to infinity as n — oc.

For the periodic boundary condition, A = —A on D(A) and the eigenvalues of A are of

the form

2 2
(%) k-k, wherek €2\ {0}.



NSE GALERKIN WITH LARGE GRASHOF NUMBERS 5
Therefore, \; = (27/L)?, ko = 2 /L, Q@ = [0, 27]? and \; = 1.
For the no-slip boundary condition, if A is engeinvalue of A then
—Au =X u—-Vgqg, divu=0, ulgg=0, foru=u(x)#0. (2.8)

Similar to (2.5), we make the following change of variables X = kox, u(x) = u(x) and
q(x) = KoG(x). Then the eigenvalue problem (2.8) is equivalent to

— Azt = My ?i — VG, divgi=0, 1,5 =0, for a # 0,
which is the eigenvalue problem for A. Thus 5\1 = MKy 2-1.

The dimensionless Grashof number is given by

) . 1/2 1/2
G = 1l = ( [ i0Pax) = ([ m0Pax) . o
Ko

We set .
§=F/G and ©=4u/G. (2.10)
Dividing (2.7) by G, using the bilinearity of B, and suppressing the tildes, we have
d
d—?+Av+GB(v,v):g, v e H. (2.11)

Note that g in (2.11) satisfies ||g|| 2()e = 1. Also, the Stokes operator A in (2.11) has the
first eigenvalue A\; = 1, which implies

|Au| > ||u|| > |ul for all u € D(A). (2.12)

The Galerkin approximation. Let (¢;)72, be an orthonormal basis of H for which
each oy is an eigenfunction of A. (Such a basis exists thanks to the standard theory of
the Stokes operator.) Define Iy to be the orthogonal projection in H onto the subspace
span{p1, ©o, ..., on}. The Galerkin approximation of (2.11) is

d
d—: + Av + GIxB(v,v) = yg, v € IyH. (2.13)

Let H = IIyH. Then H is a finite dimensional Hilbert space with the scalar product and
norm inherited from H. The corresponding steady state equation for (2.13), after suppressing
projector Iy, is

Av + GB(v,v) =g, (2.14)
where ¢g,v € H, and we re-denoted
B(u,v) = IxP((u- V)v) for u,v € H. (2.15)

We will examine the behavior of solutions of (2.14) for Grashof number G — oc.
In the presentation below, for convenience, we denote

Bs(u,v) = B(u,v) + B(v,u).
Similar to (2.4), we have for B defined in (2.15) that
(B(u,v),w) = —(B(u,w),v), and (B(u,v),v) =0 for u,v,w € H. (2.16)

Very often, Iy = P, for some eigenvalue A of A. Here, even for any number A > Xy, Py
is the orthogonal projection in H onto the sum of all eigenspaces of A corresponding to the
eigenvalues that are less than or equal to A.



6 C. FOIAS, L. HOANG, AND M. S. JOLLY

For the periodic boundary condition, we may express an element in H as a Fourier series

u= Y we™, where fy € C%, =0, Gy =y, k- =0, Y |y* < o0
kezd kezd
Then we explicitly have
pAu = Z ﬁkeik'x.
keZd |k|2<A

Denote by {ey, ey, es} the standard canonical basis of C* and R3.

3. MAIN RESULTS

Assume that the Grashof number G takes the positive values «,, for n > 1, with a,, — oo
as n — oo. Forn > 1, let v, be a solution of the corresponding steady state equation (2.14),
ie.,

Av, + a, B(v,,v,) = g. (3.1)
Throughout this section, the function g is a given, fixed element in H \ {0}. In general, the
H-norm |g| needs not be 1, and hence, in that case, the real Grashof number is a,,|g|.

Utilizing (2.12) and (2.16), we derive from (3.1) that |v,| < |g|. Hence, (v,)52, is a
bounded sequence in the finite dimensional space H. We consider a finite or infinite asymp-
totic expansion, as n — oo, of the sequence (v,,)22; of the form

vy =0+ w + Dopwe 4+ + Ty g + - - (3.2)

where, for all &
Criin
lim Tj, =0, lim —2"

n—oo n—oo kn
)

=0, and |w| =1 (3.3)

In Section 4, such an expansion (3.2) is defined precisely in Definition 4.1 and is proved
to hold for a subsequence of v,, which we can still denote by v, itself (see Lemma 4.2).
Substituting the expansion (3.2) of v, into equation (3.1), one formally has

anB(v,v) + (Av — g) + Ty pAwy + -+ - + T Awg + - - -

+ Oénrl,nBs('Ua wl) + -+ anrk,nBs(Ua wk) + -
& (3.4)
+ anrl,nrl,nB(wla wl) + -+ Z oanijk_mB(wj, U)k_j) +.--=0.

=1

Considering the sequences of coefficients in (3.4), we denote

oo = (1), 0 = (D)o, fork=1,2,...,
00,0 = (O‘n);ozla 00,k = (O‘nrk,n);ozl for k = ]-7 Yo (35)
Ojk = (O‘nrjmrkm)zozl for j = 17 [ k Z ,]

The next idea is to compare the sequences in (3.5) as n — oc.

Definition 3.1. Let X be the collection of all sequences of positive numbers. Given two
sequences & = (£,)5%1, n = (nn)sy in X, we write & = 0, if &/nn — 00 as n — oo, and
E~nif&/nn — A, for some X € (0,00). We write £ 72 n if either & = n or & ~ 1.

A subset X of X is called totally comparable if it holds for any &,n € X that & ~n or
E=-norn>=E.



NSE GALERKIN WITH LARGE GRASHOF NUMBERS 7

Clearly, the relation ~ in Definition 3.1 is an equivalence relation on X but 2~ is not an
order on X.

Since a,, — 00, ', = 0 as n — oo, and (I'k,)0%, = (Fkt1.)52, we have the following
relations between the sequences in (3.5)

Oy = O = Oy = = O =
A A A A
0o = 0Op1 »~ 0Op2 /— *°+ >~ 00k o/ *°°
Y Y Y
011 = Olg =0 = Oup =
Y Y (3.6)
0'272 >_... >_ O-QJC >_...
Y
Y
Uk),k‘ >_...

Let S denote the set of sequences in (3.5). Then the set S may not be totally comparable.
However, by going through a diagonal process extracting successive subsequences, we may
assume S actually is. We express this rigorously in the following.

Let (¢(n))se, be a subsequence of of (n)>2 ;. For X C X, define

Xy = {(zpm))oy with (z,)22, € X}.

We call X, a subsequential set of X. Note, for (x,)02,, (yn)oe, € &, that if (z,)52, >
(Yn)22,, respectively, (,)2%, ~ (y,)5%,, then, clearly,
(o) et = (Yo Jner, Tespectively, (Tpm))nli ~ (Ypm))nr-
Thus, if X is totally comparable, then so is the set X,,.
We prove the following basic fact in the Appendix.

Lemma 3.2. If X is a countable subset of X, then it has a totally comparable subsequential
set.

By Lemma 3.2 and the fact S is countable, we can assume, by using a subsequential set,
that S is totally comparable. Let S be the collection of equivalence classes of elements in
S with respect to the relation ~ in Definition 3.1. For each ¢ € S, we use the standard
notation (o) for the equivalent class of o. Define on S the relation < by

Vo,0' € S: (o) < (¢') if and only if o = ¢’ (3.7)

Then the relation < is an order on S. Moreover, (S, <) is totally ordered.
We obtain the following important properties which will be proved in Section 5.

Proposition 3.3. The following statements hold.

(i) The cardinality of each equivalence class in S is finite.
(ii) The set S is well-ordered with respect to <.

Because S is well-ordered, it is order-isomorphic to an ordinal. This fact prompts the
following key definition.



8 C. FOIAS, L. HOANG, AND M. S. JOLLY

Definition 3.4. We associate to each x € 8 a nonzero ordinal number ordg(x) such that
x <y if and only if ordg(x) < ordg(y) for any x,y € §,

and min{ordg(z) : z € S}=1.
Define the function ords from S to the set of ordinal numbers by ords(o) = ordg({(c)) for
any o € S.
Then one has, for any 0,0’ € S,
o+ o if and only if ords(o) < ords(c”),
o ~ ¢’ if and only if ords(c) = ords(c”),
and
min{ords(o) : 0 € S} = 1.
Consequently, for each o, € S, we have equality of the sets
{ords(c) : 0 € §,0 = 0.} = {ordinal number ( : 1 < { < ords(o.)}. (3.8)
Based on Proposition 3.3 and Definition 3.4, we can naturally think of the following
procedure.
General Procedure
Given z € ords(S), use (3.4) to find an equation with finitely (3.9)

many terms containing the sequences o € § with ords(o) = . (3.10)

This procedure may involve ordinal numbers which are not finite. Denote by w the first
transfinite number beyond the positive integers. Recall that

wn=w+-Fwadw=ww=wtwtwt- -
—_—
n terms

3.1. Implications for the NSE. Throughout this subsection, we assume (v,,)5° ,, satisfying

(3.1), with v, — v has a strict unitary expansion (see Definition 4.1). This amounts to
(vn)22, satisfying (3.2) and (3.3) with additional properties. The proofs of each result in
this subsection are in Section 5.

We start with the following result on the order of the sequences in (3.6) and how the order
imposes certain algebraic relations on the limit v and expansion vector wy.

Theorem 3.5. We have the following.
(i) ords(cop) =1, ords(o) > 1 for any o € S\ {000}, and

B(v,v) = 0. (3.11)
(ii) If the expansion (3.2) is trivial, i.e., v, = v for all n, then
Av =g. (3.12)

(iii) If the expansion (3.2) is nontrivial, then comparing oy and oq ;1 gives the following.
(a) If o9 > 001, then ords(og) = 2, ords(og1) = 3 and (3.12) holds.
(b) If 091 > 00, then ords(op1) = 2,

ords(op),ords(o11) >3, ords(oy) > 4, (3.13)

and
By(v,w;) = 0. (3.14)
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(c) If 091 ~ 00, then ords(og) = ords(og1) = 2,
ords(oy),ords(o11) > 3, (3.15)

and
Av + ABs(v,wy) = g, for some constant A > 0.
(iv) Forallk > 1,
k <ords(oor) < k(k+3)/2+ 1. (3.16)
(v) Forall1 <j<k,

k+j <ords(ojx) <w-(2§)+(k—j)(k—j+1)/2. (3.17)

(vi) For all k>0,
k+1 < ords(op) < w? + k. (3.18)

It was shown in [0] for the NSE that unless a nonzero force is in a special class, 0 cannot
be on the global attractor. We next consider this matter for Galerkin approximations in the
limit as G — o0, i.e., what are the consequences for steady states should v = 0 with g # 07

For convenience, we use the short-hand writing

&n ~ My, respectively, &, = n,,

for sequences (&,)%, and (1,)%°, to mean

(gn);z.ozl ~ (nn)zozl’ respectively, (gn);z.ozl - (nn)ff:l-
In the case 011 ~ 0y, let

lim o, ], = A € (0,00) and set x, =1 — a7, /A, (3.19)

n—oo
and, by the virtue of Lemma A.4 in the Appendix and using a subsequential set, we further
assume that the sequence (x,)22, satisfies either

(S1) x, =0 for all n, or

(S2) x, > 0 for all n and SU {(x,)5,} is totally comparable, or

(S3) xn < 0 for all n and SU {(—xn)22,} is totally comparable.

In the case v = 0 certain orderings of the sequences in (3.6) lead to certain algebraic
relations for the expansion vectors. Although the H-norm |-| and V-norm || || are equivalent
in H, note that the norm ||w;| that appears twice in the next result is specifically the V-
norm.

Proposition 3.6. Assume v =0. Then wy ezists in (3.2), 011 22 09 and only the following
mutually exclusive cases can hold.

(i) Case 011 > 09. Then B(wy,w1) =0 and 012 7 09. In addition,
(1) if 012 > 00, then By(wy,wy) = 0, while
(2) if 012 ~ 00, then ABs(wy,we) = g for some A > 0 and (g, w) = 0.
(ii) Case 011 ~ 09. Then \B(wy,w1) = g and goa 77 0.
More specific cases are listed below.
(1) Case oo ~ 0¢. Then x, =0 for all n, or I'1, 22 |xal-
(a) If 'y ~ |Xnl, then
AMAw; + Ao By(wy,wy) = g for some Ay, Aa € R with Ay > 0,

and )\*)\1”1111”2 = )‘2<gaw2>7
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(b) If xn =0 for allm, or I'1,, > |xnl, then
Awy + Ao Bs(wy,wy) =0 for some Ay >0

and )\*||w1||2 = A2 (g, wa).
(2) Case oo = 0¢. Then xn, =0 for all n, or a,I'1 .o 75 | Xal-
(a) If anl'1 nIan ~ |Xnl, then XAaBs(wy, we) = g for some Ay # 0,
(b) If xn = 0 for all n, or a1 Lo > |Xn|, then Bs(wy, ws) = 0.
One has, in both cases (a) and (b), that (g, ws) = (B(ws, ws),w;) = 0.

We saw in Theorem 3.5 that we always have B(v,v) = 0, and moreover, if the expansion
is trivial, then Av = g. We now consider the case where Av = g, but the expansion is
nontrivial. The next result can also be seen as a further investigation of Theorem 3.5(iii)(a).

Proposition 3.7. Assume v = A71g and the expansion (3.2) is nontrivial. Then
Bs(v,w) =0 (3.20)

and there exists wy in (3.2). In addition, comparing o1, 0o2 and oy, gives only the following
possibilities.

(i) The cases o1 > 0g2,011 and o1 ~ 011 > 0pa are impossible.

(11) [fO-O,Q - 01,011, then BS(U,UJQ) = 0.

(111) [fal,l = 00,2,01, then B(wl,wl) = 0.
(iv) If o1 ~ 092 = 011, then Awy + ABs(v,wz) = 0, for some A > 0.

V) [fO-O,Q ~ 011 7~ 01, then BS(’U,U)Q) + >\B(’UJ1,U)1) = O, fOT’ some X > 0.

(Vl) If 01~ 0p2 ~ 011, then Aw1 + AlBS(U,UJg) + )\QB(wl, U)l) = 0, fOT’ some >\1, >\2 > 0.

4. GENERAL EXPANSION RESULTS

In this section, we introduce a new type of asymptotic expansion in general normed spaces.
Their existence is established in Lemma 4.2. Numerical results for the 3D NSE are presented
in subsection 4.1 which demonstrate both the construction of the expansion as well as a
particular case of Theorem 3.5. Examples showing a variety of such expansions are given
subsection 4.3.

Definition 4.1. Let (Z, ||-||z) be a normed space over C or R. We say a sequence (vn)5ey, in
Z, for some integer Ny > 1, has a strict unitary expansion if it satisfies one of the following
three exclusive conditions.

(1) There is v € Z such that v, = v for alln > Nj.
(k)

(2) There are integer K > 1, vector v € Z, unit vectors wy, € Z, unit vectors wy,' € Z
and positive numbers L'y ,,, forn > Ny and 1 < k < K, such that

lim Ty, =0, (4.1)
n—oo
Uki1n
lim —bt — (4.2)

n—oo Fk‘ n

foralll <k < K,

Jim w(® = w; (4.3)
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forall1 <k <K,

k—1
Up =0+ Z Ljow; + kawﬁf) (4.4)
j=1
foralln > Ny, 1 <k < K, and
wE) = wy for all n > Ny. (4.5)

(3) There are a vector v € Z, unit vectors wy € Z, vectors wﬁf) € Z, numbers I'y, , > 0
and integers Ny > Ny for all n > Ny, k > 1 such that one has (4.1), while (4.2),
(4.3) hold for all k > 1, and (4.4) holds for all k > 1, n > Ny, and each wY) is a
unit vector in Z for k > 1 and n > Ny.

We say the expansion in Case (1) is trivial, the expansions in Cases (1) and (2) are finite,
and the expansion in Case (3) is infinite.

We denote the strict unitary expansions by

vy, AU+ Z Ly nwi, (4.6)
k

where the last summation can be void or finite or infinite.
Clearly, (4.6) implies

lim v, = v, (4.7)
n—oo
and I';, ,, when exists, satisfies
lim I'y,, = 0.
n— oo

If (vn)52y, has the strict unitary expansion (4.6), then any subsequence (v,,)32; has the
strict unitary expansion

Vp, =V + Z Lpn,whe. (4.8)
k

Thanks to property (4.8), whenever we use a subsequential set of S in Section 3, the strict
unitary expansion (3.2) is still valid.
The motivation for Definition 4.1 is the following result.

Lemma 4.2 (Expansion lemma). Any bounded sequence in a finite dimensional normed
space over C or R has a subsequence that possesses a strict unitary expansion.

Proof. Let (v,)22, be a bounded sequence in a finite dimensional normed space (Z, || - ||2)
over C or R. By the relative compactness of bounded subsets of Z, (v,,)7, has a convergent
subsequence. Hence there exist v € Z and a subsequence (¢g(n))22; of (n)2; such that
lim v, =0. (4.9)
n€po(N),n—o00
If v, = v for all sufficiently large n, then we have Case (1) in Definition 4.1 for a subse-
quence of v,.

Otherwise, define 7" = |vn, — v]|z for n € ¢o(N). Then there is a subsequence (¢1(n)),
of po(n)o2, such that AW >0 foralln e ¢1(N). Define

1
wl) = W(U" — ) for all n € p;(N).

n
n
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Then, for all n € gol(N),
= v+ W wl|z =1, lim 4 =o0. (4.10)

nep1(N),n—oo

By compactness of the unit sphere in Z, there exists a subsequence of (¢1(n))2,, still

n=1>
denoted by (¢1(n))s; such that

lim wl) =w, € 7,
ne@l(NLn_)OO

where the limit defines w;. Clearly, ||w;|z = 1.

Denote wy = v and let w,(f’ =, for all n > 1.
For k > 1, we define the following statement (7).
(T) There are subsequences (¢;(n))oy of (n)pey, for 1 < j < k, with each (p;(n))2

n=1

being a subsequence of (w;—1(n))22,, unit vectors w;, positive numbers %(f) and unit vectors
wY | forn e ©;(N), defined by

v = lwi ™Y = w; |z,
and )
Wl = Wl — w0, e W =y 4 Pl
n
such that, for 1 < j <k, '
lim  wY =w; € Z, (4.11)
nep;(N),n—o0
and
= 09 AP 4P ()

forn € p;(N).
Observe, when (7}) holds true and 1 < j < k, that
lim Y =o0. (4.13)

nep;(N),n—o0

Indeed, (4.13) is true for j = 1 thanks to the limit in (4.10), and for 1 < j < k, we have
from (4.11) that

lim AV = lim ) = lim w9~ —w; ]|z = 0.
nep;(N),n—o0 nep;_1(N),n—o0 nep;_1(N),n—o00

We already verified that (77) holds. Let k£ > 1. Assume (7}) holds. In particular, with
j=kin (4.12), we have, for n € ¢ (N),
= v+ 7w+ YYD wy 4+ D A Dy 4Dy B, (4.14)

Case 1. wi = wy, for all large n € pp(N). Set K = k. Then there is a subsequence

(p(n))22, of (pr(n))s, such that

wF) = wy for all n € p(N).
Let Vi, = vym), and for 1 <j < K, T, = ;1() )73(0()”) . '73(9]‘()71)’ and @) = wg()n).

For 0 < j < K, (p(n));L, is a subsequence of (¢;(n))Z;. Hence (V;,)72, is a subsequence
of (v,)52;, and more generally, of (vy,;m))ne; for 0 < j < K. We have from the limit in
(4.10) that

Iy, = fy;l()n) — 0 as n — oo. (4.15)
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As a consequence of (4.13), we also have, for all 1 < j < K|
lim fy = 0. (4.16)

n— o0

If K >1and 1<j< K, it follows (4.16) that

I.
lim —2 = Jim AUt =g (4.17)
n—00 jn n—00 p(n)
By (4.11), it holds for 1 < j < K that
lim @) = w;. (4.18)
n—oo
By (4.12), we have, for 1 < j < K and n > 1,
Vn = ’Uap(n) =v+ Fl,nwl 4+ 4 Fj_lm’wj_l + ij’&?g), (419)

(K)

and wy, ' = wg for n > 1. Thus we obtain Case (2) in Definition 4.1 for the sequence (V)52

. ; n=1
with @ replacing w{’; we stop the induction.
Case 2. There is a subsequence (vri+1(n))ee, of( ( )22, such that W £ wy for all

n € or+1(N). Define, for all n € 1 (N), v D) — || — wy||z > 0 and

1
W) = D (w® — ), which yields w® = wy, 4 HFFqk+D), (4.20)
g

Substituting the last equation of (4.20) into (4.14), one has

b= 049D+ 909Dy 4 4D A D DD,

Also, ||w(kJrl |z =1 for n € pri1(N).
By the compactness of the unit sphere in Z again, we can extract a subsequence of

(pre1(n))ee, but still denoted by (pr41(n))5e,, such that
lim wk+Y)

= Wk+1 with ]|wk+1||z =1.
n€prt1(N),n—o00

Thus, (Tk+1) holds.
If the induction does not stop at any step k, then by the Induction Principle, we have (7})
holds for all k > 1. Let ¢(n) = ¢n(n) and V,, = vym. For j > 1, (¢(n))5Z; is a subsequence

of (pj(n))pe;. Hence (V;,)72, is a subsequence of (v,);2;, and more generally, (V,);2; is a

subsequence of of (U, (n)Jnz; for j > 1. We define positive numbers I';, ,, and vectors o ez
as follows.
For k = 1, define

n=1>

(1)

1—‘l,n = 780(71

For k > 2, when 1 < n < k let

k—1
ka = Vn — UV — E ijwj
j=1

) and oM = wfpl()n) for all n > 1.

and define

Cen = l2knl 2, ﬂ?ﬁll) =T Zkn  in the case 2, # 0,
. i (4.21)

Fk,n onk

—Lin, @,(}’ =0 in the case zj, = 0;
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while when n > k, define

Din = 7;1(31)7;2&) . .%(Dk(il) and @) = wfok()n). (4.22)

Note that we still have the limit (4.15), while the limit (4.16) is true for all j > 1, which

implies that property (4.17) now holds true for all j > 1. Moreover, the limit (4.18) is true
for all 7 > 1.

Set Ny = k for all £ > 1. For k > 1, by (4.22) and (7), we have ||@,(Lk)||z = 1 for all

n > Nj. By (4.12), we obtain (4.19) for j > 1, n > N;. By definition (4.21), we also obtain

(4.19) for n < N;. Thus, the identity (4.19) holds true for all j > 1 and n > 1. Therefore,

we obtain Case (3) in Definition 4.1 for the sequence (V)22 , with ¥ replacing wi”. The
proof of Lemma 4.2 is complete. O

4.1. A numerical demonstration for the 3D NSE. We next demonstrate the algorithm
for the expansion in the proof of Lemma 4.2 numerically for the 3D NSE, with periodic
boundary conditions. Considering equation (3.1), to generate a sequence of steady states,
we choose one,

sin(z)
u(z,y,2) = |[sin(z) |,
0
to start, and let that define the fixed balancing force g = g(-) at a; =1
0 1 0
g(r,y,z) = —u—+ [sin(z)cos(z) | = —u+ 3 sin(z 4+ ) +sin(z — ) |,
0 0
i.e., the Fourier coefficients are g = —ty + Bk where U, = Bk = 0 except for
. { . i . A i
Ue;, = —582, Ue; = —581, and B(1,0,1) = B(—1,0,1) = —1627

and the reality condition 0_y = U, B_, = B..

Note, in this case, that the H-norm |g| = 7107 # 1. Then, strictly speaking, the
Grashof number is G,, = a,,|g|.

We use a small Galerkin approximation (Ily = FPy) so we can work with a fairly long
sequence. Since the number of modes is small, we compute the Fourier coefficients of the
bilinear term B(u,u) directly through the convolution

Bi=iy (k- — (k- ay)(k-tuy)

lij<3

k
k|2

as opposed doing so by fast Fourier transform. By the reality condition, we may work with
half the modes, which in this case results in a dynamical system with 366 real variables.
Using the bifurcation software package AUTO [2], we compute a branch of steady states,
whose norms are plotted in Figure 1. Due to the length factor in the Parseval identity, and
using only half the modes, we relate

1 1
2 _ S22 2
Il = 5 32 19 = g

when considering Z = ‘H in Lemma 4.2.
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The computed sequence of steady states v,, appears to converge, as «,, increases, to a limit
(1)

close to v+, where ay,» = 200000. We then set vy, = ||v, — vy+||z for n < n* — 1 and
1
wl = W(Un —vp+) for all n < n* — 1.

n

The sequence wg) also appears to converge for this data; no subsequence is needed. We take

as its limit wfll*)_l and set 7Y = ng) — wfll*)_lﬂ z for n < n* — 2. This enables us to plot in
Figure 2 the first six nontrivial elements in the left corner of (3.6). The rapid decay for each
sequence that starts around G = 190000 is likely due to taking v, in place of the true limit
v (and similarly for wfll*)_l). AUTO uses Newton iteration to continue the sequence of steady
states. We set its tolerance to both 10~7 and 10~ and found no perceptible difference in the
resulting plots in Figure 2. We plot in Figure 3 the ratios of pairs of these sequences which

suggest the following ordering:
00,0 = Op ~ 0g,1 = 01 ~ 011 ~ 0p2 = O3 ~ 012.

The ratio 0¢ /00 = 0p1 which is shown in Figure 2, is nearly constant, until «,, > 180000. If
instead, we were to interpret the plot of o¢ /0y = o1 to be truly starting to decay toward
0, then we would have case (iii), (a) of Theorem 3.5. But we find that ||Av,- — g||z =~ 0.66
which would contradict (3.12). We conclude that oy ~ 0o and hence that this example
demonstrates case (iii), (c¢) of Theorem 3.5. The next relation, o > o1, must hold. This
is confirmed by the clear decay in the plot of oy /0. Since oy ~ ¢, we must also have
o1 ~ o011 and 0y ~ 012 (the latter confirmed by the plot of oy 5/02). Meanwhile, the plot of
01/00,2, being fairly flat, suggests oy ~ 0q 9.

4.2. On the uniqueness of strict unitary expansions. Because there are no convergence
rates specified for I'y ,, as n — oo, a sequence (v,)32; may be written as different sums in
the form of the right-hand side of (4.6). However, thanks to the condition ||w{”||; = 1, for
sufficiently large n, it turns out that the strict unitary expansions are unique for sufficiently
large n. More precisely, we have the following “asymptotic uniqueness”.

Proposition 4.3. Let (v,);2y, have a strict unitary expansion as in Definition 4.1. Denote

N, — Ny, in Case (2) for 1 <k <K,
b max{Ny, No,..., N}, in Case (3) for all k > 1.

Then the vectors v, wy, W and positive numbers I'y, , are uniquely determined for k > 1

and n > Nj.

Proof. Suppose (4.6) is a strict unitary expansion in a normed space (Z, || - || z) over C or R.
Then v is determined by the limit (4.7). If v, = v for all n, then this is the unique expansion
for v,,. Otherwise, for n > Nj, we have from (4.4) that

lvn = vllz = TinllwiPllz = Tin,
hence I'y,, is uniquely determined, and then wll) = (v, — v)/I'1,, is uniquely determined.
Subsequently, w; = lim,,_,4 wg) is uniquely determined.

Recursively, for £ > 1, suppose wyj, wY and I, are already uniquely determined for
1<j<kandn>N; If w = wy, eventually as n — oo, then the expansion must fall to

Case (2) in Definition 4.1 and the number K is k which means K is uniquely determined.
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0.55 |- ]
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1 10 100 1000 10000 100000

Qn

Ficure 1. Bifurcation diagram.

In this case, Nj =Npforalll <j < K. Thus v, ~v+ Z]K:l I'; nw; is the unique expansion
of v,.
Consider the case wﬁlk) = wy, eventually as n — 00” does not hold. Then w1, 'it1n,
(kﬂ and Nk+1 exist. Let n > Nk—i—l We have n > N for 1 < j <k, hence I'; ,, was already
unlquely determined, and

(k+1) ||Z

= Dyinllwy =ITitin

k
- E L'jnw;
=1

which implies I'y41,, is uniquely determined. Thus, wp

Z

(k1) g uniquely determined for n >

Ni+1 by
(k+1) _ T,
wn nw 9
111¢+1 n < Z & ]>
and then wy 1 = lim, wgﬁl) is uniquely determined. O

4.3. Examples. We present some examples of strict unitary expansions.

(a) Let v, = v in R. If v, > v for all n > 1 then (v,)°2, has a unique strict unitary
expansion

v, = v+ ' wy, (4.23)

with I'y , = v, —v and w; = 1.
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0.01
0.0001 |
le-06
le-08
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le-12

le-14 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
0 40000 80000 120000 160000 20000C

FIGURE 2. Sequences in (3.6).
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0.0001
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1e-06 \ \ \ \ \ \ \ \
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FIGURE 3. Sequence ratios.

If v, <wv for all n > 1 then (v,)22; has the unique strict unitary expansion (4.23)
with I'y , = v — v, and w; = —1.
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We can see that strict unitary expansions are not very useful in this case.

(b) Let v, = (—=1)"/n in R. Suppose (v,)22, has a strict unitary expansion. Then the
terms I'y ,,, w; and w exist in Definition 4.1. Clearly, I'y ,, = |v,| = 1/n and wd =
vn/T1,, = (—1)", which is divergent and contradicts Definition 4.1. Thus, (v,)22,
does not have a strict unitary expansion. However, its subsequences vy, = 1/(2n)
and v, 11 = —1/(2n + 1) have finite strict unitary expansions as in part (a).

(c) We give an example of infinite strict unitary expansions. Let Z = C and v,, = /™.
Clearly, we have the Taylor expansion v, = 1+ > 7, ﬁzk However, the strict

unitary expansion is a different one which is found below. Note, for x € R, that
€’ =1+(E"—-1)=1+ e%x(e%x — e%x) =142 sin(m/Q)e%x.
Applying this formula repeatedly, we have

1 i 1 1 1 i
Uy, = 1+ 2isin (%) e?n =1+ 2isin <%> + (2i)? sin <%> sin (%) exn = ...

and, for any k > 1,

k j k+1
v, =1+ E 1(22)] | |1 sin (%) + (2i)F | | sin <%) e2F+in, (4.24)
‘7: p:

p=1

Then we have the infinite strict unitary expansion (4.6) with

k
1
-k k .
= dTg,=2 — .
Wi 7 an k, Hsm <2pn)

p=1
Indeed, letting w = i*e7x  one has fuwy| = fwl] = 1, wl®) - w,

1 Lrtin ) 1
I'1, = 2sin (%> — 0 and %:28111 <m) — 0 asn — oo.

Also, (4.24) implies (4.4).

5. PROOFS OF MAIN RESULTS

We present the proofs of Propositions 3.3, 3.6, 3.7 and Theorem 3.5 in this section. We
recall that the assumptions throughout this section are g € H \ {0}, «,, > 0 for all n,
lim,, 00 a, = 00, v, € H is a solution of (3.1), and (v,)22; has the strict unitary expansion

(4.6) in H.
5.1. Proof of Proposition 3.3.

Proof. In the case (v,,)%; has a finite expansion, there are only finitely many sequences in
(3.6). Hence, both statements (i) and (ii) are obviously true. Consider below the case of an
infinite expansion.

(i) Let C € S. If C contains more than one sequence, it must contain one of the type ;.
Note that there can be at most one sequence equivalent to o in each row of the array in
(3.6) up to row k + 2, i.e., the rows starting with og,000,011,...,0kk. Also, o;; > o for
any o in the remaining rows. Therefore, C has only finitely many elements.

(ii) Let F be a nonempty subset of S. Consider the case when all 2’s in F are of the type
(o) for some k > 0. Let ko be the minimum of all such £’s. Then (oy,) is the minimum
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of F. Now, consider the case when there exists a sequence o;; such that C = (o;;) € F.
Define F¢ to be the set of z € F such that + < C. By (3.6), the intersection of F¢ with
each ith-row, for 1 < i < k + 2, starting with oy, 090,011, ..., 0k is either empty or has a
minimum x;. Also, the intersection of F¢ with the remaining rows in (3.6) is empty. Since
C € F¢, the set Fe is not empty. Then the set of the above x;’s is not empty. Comparing
finitely many x;’s, we find their minimum, which is the minimum of F¢, and hence of . [

5.2. Proof of Theorem 3.5.

Proof. The facts about ords(co) and ords(c) for 0 € S\ {o¢o} in (i) are clear from the
relations in (3.6). Dividing (3.1) by «,, and passing n — oo yield (3.11).

With v, = v and (3.11), we immediately have (3.12) from (3.1), giving (ii).

For (iii), we substitute the expansion v, = U+F17nwg) into the steady state equation (3.1)
and use property (3.11) to obtain

Av — g+ o, 1", Bs(v, w 1)) + anFLnFLHB(w(l)

n n

w) = 0. (5.1)

For (a),(c) we can simply take n — oo in (5.1), while for (b) we divide (5.1) by a,I'1, and
then take n — oco. In each case the order of the sequences is clear.

For (iv), we note from the second row in (3.6) that there are at least k distinct numbers
ords(og ), for 0 < j < k — 1, that are smaller than ords(oo). Thus we obtain the first
inequality in (3.16).

We prove the upper bound in (3.16) by contradiction. Assume the contrary, i.e.,

ords(oox) > k(k+3)/2+ 1.

The possible entries o such that o > o¢, are og,01,...,04-1 along with o;,, with 0 < j <
m < k — 1, ie., the triangle of sequences in (3.6) with vertices g9, 0o x—1, and og_q —1.
Combining this fact with (3.8), we must have

ords({o0, ..., 04-1,0jm : 0<j<m<k—1}) D {1,2,....k(k+3)/2+1}. (5.2)
Because the first set has at most
kE+k(k+1)/2=Fk(k+3)/2
elements, the inclusion (5.2) is impossible.
The lower bound in (3.17) is obtained by using the chain
000 = 001> --- =00k =01k > .7 Oj—1k > Ojk-
The proof of the upper bound in (3.17) is technical and will be presented in Appendix A.

It remains to prove (vi). Using the chain g > 09 > ... > 0x_1 > 0}, we immediately
establish the lower bound of ords(cy) in (3.18). For the upper bound, denote R = {o,, :
m > 0}. By parts (iv) and (v),

ords(c) < w? for all 0 € R. (5.3)
Given oy. If there is ¢ € R such that o 2~ o, then
ords(oy) < ords(o) < w? < w? + k.

Hence, we obtain the upper bound in (3.18) for this case.
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Consider the remaining case when o = o}, for all ¢ ¢ R. Suppose ords(oy) > w? + k. By
(3.8) applied to o, = oy and (5.3), we must have
ords({oo, ..., 0 1}) D {whw? +1,... W +k}
Comparing the numbers of elements in these two sets gives k > k + 1, which is impossible.
Therefore, we must have ords(oy) < w?+k, that is, the upper bound of ords(cy,) in (3.18). O
The following remarks on case (iii) of Theorem 3.5 are in order.

(1) Taking the scalar product of (3.14) in H with w; gives (B(wy,w;),v) = 0, that is,
B(wy,w;) and v are orthogonal in H.
(2) If, in addition, wy exists, then instead of the first inequality in (3.13) one has

3 € {ords(op), ords(o1,1), ords(092)},
and instead of (3.15) one has
3 € {ords(oy), ords(o1,1), ords(og2)}-

These can easily be seen from (3.6).

5.3. Proof of Proposition 3.6.

Proof. We have g # 0, so v, # 0 = v. Hence, expansion (3.2) is nontrivial. Consequently,
wy exists and |wq| = 1.
Using v,, = Fl,nwg), we have from (3.1) that

Iy Awl) + anF%7nB(w(1) wl) = g. (5.4)

If op > 011, then passing n — oo in (5.4) gives g = 0, a contradiction. Thus, we must
have 011 25 0.
We now prove wq exists by contradiction. Suppose expansion (3.2) stops at wq, that is
Up = Fl,nwl. Then
Iy pAw + a7, B(wy, wy) = g. (5.5)

Case A. 011 > 0o. Dividing (5.5) by a,I',, and then passing n — oo yield B(wy,w;) = 0.
Using this fact in (5.5) implies I'; , Awy = g, which yields g = 0, a contradiction.

Case B. 011 ~ 0p. By Lemma A.4 and using a subsequential set of S, but still denoted by
S, we assume (3.19) and three possibilities (S1), (S2), (S3). Passing n — oo in (5.5) gives

A B(wy,wy) = g. (5.6)
We can rewrite (5.5) as

Iy Awy = xng. (5.7)
() If x, = 0 for all n, or I'; ;, > |xnl|, then we infer from (5.7) that Aw; = 0, which is a

contradiction.
(B) If |xn| = T'1, then g = 0, a contradiction.
(v) Ty, ~ x|, then A\ Aw;, = g for some Ay # 0. Combining this with (5.6) gives

)\1Aw1 = )\*B(wl, wl).

Taking scalar product of the last equation with wy, we deduce w; = 0, a contradiction.
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Since both cases A and B yield contradictions, the expansion (3.2) cannot stop at w;. Thus,
woy exists.

Now, we can substitute the expansion v, = I'; ,w, +F2,nw,(12)

(3.1) to obtain

into the steady state equation

Fl,nAwl + FgmAwﬁ?) + anFinB(wl, wl) + OénFLanmBs(wl, ’LU(2))

n

+ o, T3, Bw? w?) =g. (5.8)

(i) Case 011 > 0g. Since a,,I'7,, — 0o we have also a,I'1,, — co. Dividing (5.4) by
o, I}, and take n — oo, we obtain B(wy, w;) = 0.
If 1 > o,y 20, then all terms on the left in (5.8) tend to 0 as n — oo, which
would mean g = 0, a contradiction. Hence, 015 77 09, and consequently, a,,I'y,, — o0.
Having eliminating the term o, I}, B(wy,wy) from (5.8), items (1) and (2) follow
from dividing the equation by «,I'y ,,I's ,,, passing n — oo and applying both relations
in (2.16).
(ii) Case 011 ~ 09. We take n — oo in (5.4) and use the limit in (3.19) to obtain (5.6).
Using identity (5.6), we rewrite (5.8) as

Iy Awy + FgmAwﬁ?) + a, 'y w0 Bs(wy, w®) + oang,nB(wg), w?) = xng. (5.9)

If 1> a,I'sy, then I't,, > a,I'1 .12, > anfgm. We next eliminate the three possi-
bilities that follow.

(/) If x,, =0 for all n, or I'y,, = |xn/, then (5.9) implies Aw; = 0.

(8") If [xn| = I'1pn, then (5.9) implies g = 0.

(') If |xn| ~ T'1 .y, then (5.9) implies g = A\ Awq, with A # 0.

Similar to («), (5), () above, none of these cases (o), (5’), () are possible.
Therefore, we must have «,I'y,, 25 1, that is, g2 2Z 0¢. It remains to consider the
following cases.

(1) Case oo ~ 0o. Then 'y ~ o'l = I3, If [xn| = Ty, then (5.9)
implies g = 0, a contradiction.
(a) If |xn| ~ I'1 4, then, since w

g = )\114’(1]1 + )\QBS(’UJl, U)Q), A1Ag > 0.

@ wy, equation (5.9) implies

Thus
A B(wy, wy) = M Awy + Ay Bs(wq, ws).
Taking scalar product with w; gives
Mlfwr]? = Xo(B(wi, wi), wa) = (Aa/Ac) (g, w2).
(b) If x, = 0 for all n, or I'y,, > |xy|, then (5.9) implies
Awy + Ao Bg(wy,we) =0, Ay >0,
which yields

||w1||2 — Ao(B(wy,wy),ws) =0 and hence (Ag/\){g, ws) = ||w1||2.

(2) Case o¢2 > 0. Then o, 'y ,I'a s = Tye I [xn] = @'y 0T, then (5.9) implies
g = 0 again.
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(a) If |xn| ~ anl'1 nI'a,. Then (5.9) yields g = Ao Bs(wy, ws) for some Ay # 0.
Combining this with (5.6) gives
)\*B(wl, wl) = )\ng(wl, 'LUQ). (510)
On the one hand, taking scalar product of equation (5.10) with w; yields
<B(1U1,'LU1), w2> = Oa hence, <g,'lU2> =0.
On the other hand, taking scalar product of equation (5.10) with wq gives
<B(U)2, wg), U)1> =0.
(b) If x,, = 0 for all n, or a,,I'1 ,I'2 > |Xnl, then (5.9) gives
Bs(wl,wg) = 0. (511)
Then, again, taking scalar product of (5.11) with w; yields (g, ws) = 0,
and taking scalar product of (5.11) with wy gives (B(ws, ws),w;) = 0.
O

5.4. Proof of Proposition 3.7.

Proof. By (3.11) in Theorem 3.5, we have B(v,v) = 0. Substituting v, = v + Fan,(Ll) into
the steady state equation (3.1), we have
I pAw® + 'y, B (v, wl)) + oI}, Bw®, ) = 0, (5.12)

The largest term a,,['y ,, gives (3.20).

Suppose expansion (3.2) stops at wy, that is, v, = v + 'y ,w;. We have (5.12) with w;

replacing w,(f), and with the use of (3.20), we obtain

Aw1 + anFLnB(wl, wl) = 0. (513)

o If 1 > «,I'y,, then (5.13) implies Aw;, = 0, a contradiction.

o If ov,I'y,, > 1, then (5.13) implies B(wq,w;y) = 0, which, thanks to (5.13) again, yields
Aw; = 0, a contradiction.

o If 1 ~ a,I'y,, then (5.13) implies

Awy + AB(wq,w;) = 0 for some number A > 0.

Taking the scalar product of this equation with w; yields w; = 0, a contradiction.
In conclusion, expansion (3.2) cannot stop at wy, hence wy exists.
Next we insert v, = v +I'y yw; + Fgmwﬁ?) into the state equation to obtain
F1,n14'w1 + F2,nAw£L2) + anr2,nBS(Ua wﬁf)) + anFinB(wla wl)
+ o'y Lo Bs(w, wﬁlz)) + anfg,nB(wf), wﬁlz)) =0.
For (i), it follows (5.14) that

it 'y = o, anlﬂin, then Aw; = 0, so we immediately have w; = 0,
if Ty~ anl'}, = anl'y,, then

(5.14)

Aw; + AB(wy,w;) =0 for some A > 0.

Thus taking the scalar product with w; and applying (2.16), we find that, again
w1 = 0.
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Therefore, these two cases are impossible.
The results for the remaining items (ii)—(vi) follow by considering the largest sequence
among I'y ,, Iy, and @, 7, in equation (5.14). O

6. EXPANDED FORCE CASE

In this section, with positive numbers a,,’s as in Section 3, we consider a family of forces
(92)52, in ‘H and a family of corresponding steady states (v,)02,; C H of the Galerkin
approximation, i.e.,

Avn + anB(Una 'Un) = On, (61)
where, we recall, B is defined by (2.15). We assume that g, is bounded in #, so that v, is
as well. Using Lemma 4.2 we can find subsequences of v,,’s and g,,’s, still denoted by v,, and
Jn, With the strict unitary expansions

Vp RV Z Fk,nwk, an =~ g+ Z Hk,nhk (62)
k k

Let S be defined as in section 3. Denote
Br = (Hgn)pey € X and S = S U {B; with valid integers k’s}.

Since we work with subsequences, by the countability of S and the virtue of Lemma 3.2
and (4.8), we may assume that S is totally comparable. Then we can apply the idea of the
procedure (3.9) in Section 3 to equation (6.1) and sequences in S.

Theorem 6.1. Assume g # 0 and the strict unitary expansion of g, in (6.2) is nontrivial.
Then one has the following.

(i) B(v,v) =0.
(ii) The strict unitary expansion of v, in (6.2) is nontrivial.
(iii) If a, 'y > 1, then
By(v,w;) = 0. (6.3)
(iv) If 1 > a,, 'y, then oIy, 22 Hyy and

Av =y, (6.4)

Bs(v,w1) = A\thy where A\; = lim

n—00 Wy, 1,n

e [0, 00). (6.5)

(v) If a,I'y, ~ 1, then

Av — g+ M By(v,w1) = 0, where Ay = lim a,I'1,, > 0. (6.6)
n—oo
Let xn = apl'y — Ay Assume (S1)-(83) in Section 3 with S replacing S.
(1) If
Tip = Hip and lim 2 =0, (6.7)
n—oo L'y 5
then wy exists and a, 'y, 22 1y, and
i
As(Awy 4+ Ao B(wy, wy)) + By(v,wy) = 0, where A3 = lim —="— € [0, 00). (6.8)

n—00 Wy, 2.n
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(2) If
Hyn =Ty and lim 2% =0, (6.9)

n—oo 1n
K

then wy exists and o, 'y, 22 Hyp, and

~Y

Hl,n

By(v,wy) = A\hy, where Ay = lim € [0,00). (6.10)
n—00 Uy, 2,n
(3) If wy exists and
OénFQn = I o H; n and lim = O, (611)

n—oo pl o n

then Bs(v,ws) = 0.
(4) Assume |xn| > U1pny Hipn. If we does not exist, then (6.3) and (6.4) hold. If wo
exists and |xn| 22 anl'ap, then

| Z
. anFZ n
Bs(v,wy) + As Bs(v,wq) = 0, where A\s = lim ’

n—oo XTL

eR. (6.12)

(5) Assume I'y,, ~ Hyy ~ |Xnl|. If wo does not exist then

Aw1 + )\GBS(U, ’LUl) + )\QB(’LUl, wl) = )\7h1, (613)
where "
A6 th eR, A= lim Ln 0.
n—oo Fl n n—o0 1777/
If wy exists and I'v,, 22 s, then
Aw1 —+ )\GBS(’U, wl) —+ )\gB(wl, wl) + )\835(1), wg) = >\7h1, (614)
where r
s = lim 2222 € [0, 00).
n—o0 1,n
Proof. We write
gn = g+ Hy nhY with lim A = hy # 0. (6.15)
n—oo

Part (i). Dividing (6.1) by «,, and letting n — oo give B(v,v) = 0.
Part (ii). Suppose v, = v for all n. Then, together with part (i), we have from (6.1) that
Av — g = Hl,nhgll). This yields Av —g =0 = Hl,nhgll). The last identity contradicts the
nonzero limit in (6.15).
Part (iii). Assume a,,I'1,, > 1. Substituting v, = U+F1,nw7(11) and (6.15) into (6.1) and using
part (i) give

(Av = g) + Dy pAwl) + @,y By(v, wl) + I, Bw(), wl) = Hy bl (6.16)
Dividing this equation by «,I'; ,, and letting n — oo, we obtain (6.3).
Part (iv). Assume 1 > «,I'y,. Letting n — oo in (6.16) ylelds (6.4). Now, (6 16) becomes

Iy Awl) + oDy By(v, wl) + a, I, B(w®M, wl) = Hy b, (6.17)

Suppose Hy,, > a,I'1,. By dividing (6.17) by H; , and lettlng n — 00, we obtain h; = 0,
which is a contradiction. Thus a7 Hyge D1V1d1ng (6.17) by a,I'1 and letting n — oo,
we obtain (6.3).
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Part (v). Assume a,,['1,, ~ 1. Passing n — oo in (6.16) gives (6.5) directly.

(1) Assume (6.7). Suppose w4 = wy for all n. We rewrite (6.16) using (6.6) as

Fl,n*Arwl + XTLBS(U7 wl) + O‘nFinB(wla U)1) = Hl,nhgzl)' (618)

Note that I',, ~ a,77,. Dividing (6.18) by I'y,, passing n — oo and using condition
(6.7), we obtain
A’LUl + )\135(’&01, wl) = 0. (619)
This implies wy = 0, a contradiction. Therefore, wq exists. We rewrite (6.16) using (6.6)
and the fact Flwg) =TI ,w + Fg,nw,(?) as

Iy Awy + FgmAw,(f) + xnBs(v, w1) + o, Bs(v, w,(f)) + oaninB(wl, wy)
+ Iy Do Bs(wr, wl?) + a1, B(w, w?) = Hy,h(Y.

n

(6.20)

We focus on the terms with coefficients I'y ,,, xn, @nl'2n, Hip in (6.20).

If Iy, > a,I's,, then dividing (6.20) by I'y,, and letting n — oo, we obtain (6.19) again
which yields a contradiction. Thus, a,['2, 7 I'1,. Now, dividing (6.20) by «,I's, and
letting n — oo, we obtain (6.8).

(2) Assume (6.9). If wi = wy for all n, then dividing (6.18) by Hy, and passing n — oo
give hy = 0, a contradiction. Thus wy exists. Similar to the rest of part (1), by dividing
(6.20) by Hi, we derive a,,I'y,, 72 Hy,, and then by dividing (6.20) by «,I's, we obtain
(6.10).

(3) Assume wy exists and (6.11). Then dividing (6.20) by «,I's,, and letting n — oo, we
obtain Bs(v,wy) = 0.

(4) Assume x| > 'y, Hipn. If we does not exists, then (6.18) implies (6.3). This and
(6.6) then imply (6.4). If wy exists and |x,| 22 @, I'2,, then dividing (6.19) by x,, and letting
n — oo yield (6.12).

(5) Similar to part (4), dividing (6.18) and (6.19) by I'; ,, yield (6.13) and (6.14), respec-
tively. 0

We observe that the procedure (3.9) in Section 3, in fact, does not require |wy| = \w,(f)\ =
1. This prompts us to consider expansions of a more general class than those satisfying
Definition 4.1.

Definition 6.2. Let (v,,)5, be a sequence in a normed space (Z,|| - |z) over C or R.
o We say the sequence (v,)2%; has a unitary expansion if, in Definition 4.1, condition
||w,(f)]|z =1 is removed.
o We say the sequence (v,)32, has a pre-unitary expansion if in Definition J.1, condi-
tion ||wg||z =1 is replaced with wy # 0, and condition HwSLk)HZ =1 is removed.

We still use (4.6) to denote the asymptotic expansions in Definition 6.2.

Remark 6.3. Suppose (v, )52y, has a pre-unitary expansion (4.6). Then it has the following
unitary expansion

Up RV + kavnzﬁk, where {Ek = ||wk||§1wk, Fk,n = ||wk||ZFk,n. (6.21)
k

Indeed, let @Y = ||wk||§1wﬁlk). Clearly, ||wi]|z =1, f;m — 0 and

Criin/Trn = (|wesill 2/l well 2)Prs 10/ Tk — 0 s n — oo.



26 C. FOIAS, L. HOANG, AND M. S. JOLLY

Moreover, one has, for n > Ny and k£ > 1, that I'y ,w, = Fk Wy and Ty nwg) = FknA(k)

For n > Ny and m > 1, we write

m—1 -1

Up =V + Z Fk,nwk -+ kawﬁlm) f nwk + Fk nw(m)
k=1 1

3

B
Il

Since W™ converges to W || 7 Wy = @, as m — 00, We have the unitary expansion (6.21).

Therefore, any pre-unitary expansion can be converted to a unitary one by a (natural)
scaling specified in (6.21).
Remark 6.4. We have the following remarks on finite unitary expansions.
(a) Suppose (vn)sZy, has a finite unitary expansion. Then taking & = K in (4.4) and
using (4.5), we obtain
v, =v+ 1w + ...+ Tk wk, forall n > Ny, (6.22)

Now, suppose we have (6.22) with I'; ,, and w;, for 1 < j < K, being as in Definition
4.1. Then the sum in (6.22) is a unitary expansion of (v, )52 y,. Indeed, we have (4.4)

with
K
wgk) = wy + Z J,n w;
j=k+1 P
Clearly, w, N W as N — 00.

(b) In the case of a finite unitary expansion (6.22) in a finite dimensional real linear space
Z, by taking N, sufficiently large, we may assume K < dim(Z). Indeed, assume we

have (6.22) for some K > dim(Z). Suppose wy, ..., wy are linearly independent and
Wgs1 € span{wy, ..., wg}. Then
Wra1 = CLwy + - - - + cpwy for some ¢y, co, ..., cp € R.

Setting fj,n =10+ ¢;lkq1p, for 1 < 5 <k, we have
Typwy 4 -+ Trnwr + Drpg nWigr = Dipwr + - 4 Dy
For large enough n, we have fjm > 0, and
fjﬂm/fj,n —0 asn—oo, forj=1,...k—1.

Repeating the above argument finitely many times starting with £ = 1, we obtain
(6.22) with newly defined I';,,, re-indexed w; and new K < dim(Z).

A simple example for unitary expansions is the power series in Banach spaces, namely,
o0

Uy = U+ Z )\k"wk, for some number A\ € (0,1) and unit vectors wy’s.
k=1

This can be generalized as follow.

Lemma 6.5. Let 0, >0 and 6,, — 0 asn — 0o. Suppose (w,)>2, is a sequence in a Banach
space (Z, || - ||z) over C or R and there exist numbers M > 0 and Doy > 0 such that

lwnllz < MD{ for alln > 1.
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Then there is No > 1 such that >, 0Fwy, converges absolutely to a vector v, € Z, for all
n > Ny. Moreover, one has, for alln > Ny and m > 1 that

—_

3

Uy = 0wy + 0™ w™ with lim w(™
0

n—oo
Proof. Let v € (0,1) and integer Ny > 1 be such that Dyf,, < for all n > Ny. We have
OF |lwg|lz < M(Dob,)* < M~* for n > Np. (6.24)

This implies Y -, 0%wy, converges absolutely to a vector v, € Z for any n > N.
For n > Ny and m > 1, we write v, as in (6.23) with wi™ = w,, + > r i1 OE My,
We estimate the last sum by

= Wy, (6.23)

B
Il

= = Dof,)™  MD7e
ok < Mo, D) = Mgy D) MDY b
Z n HwkHZ = n Z ( 0 ) n 1— Doen (1 _ DO‘gn)’
k=m+1 k=m+1
which goes to 0 as n — oo. Thus, lim,, . wém) = Wyy,. O

Returning to (6.2) and taking into account Lemma 6.5, we look for the following specific
expansions. For n > 1, let

Uy, = Z a;kwk and g, = Z a;khk. (6.25)

k=0 k=0

Below, we use heuristic arguments to find the relations between wy’s and hy’s. Substituting

expansions in (6.25) into (6.1) and collecting the o, ™-terms, for m > —1, we formally derive,
for m = —1,

B(wo, wo) =0, (6.26)
and, for m > 0,
m—+1
Aw,, + Z B(wka wm-i—l—k) = I, (627)
k=0
ie.,
Ay, + By(wo, Wong1) + > B(wi, Wing1—) = . (6.28)
k=1
In particular, when m = 0,
Awg + Bs(wo, wy) = hy, (6.29)
and when m = 1,
Awl + BS(’LUQ, wg) + B(wl, ’LUl) = hl. (630)

We will show that the above constructions can be made rigorous. Let
My = max{|Av| : v € H, |v]| = 1} and Mp = max{|B(u,v)|: u,v € H, |u| = |v| = 1}.

Then
lv| < JAv|] < Mylv|,  |B(u,v)| < Mglul|v]| for all u,v € H. (6.31)

Definition 6.6. For u € H, we define a linear mapping L, on H by
w €€ Hw— Lyw:= Aw + By(u,w) € H.
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Denote ¢ = 1/(4(Mp + 1)) > 0. Let v € H with |u| < ¢y. By (6.31), one has
| Luw| = |w] = 2Mpul[w]| = [w|/2.
This implies L, is invertible, and
|L;Mf| < 2|f| for all f € H. (6.32)

Theorem 6.7. Given wy € H that satisfies (6.26). Then there exist hg € H and wy, hy, €
H\ {0} for all k > 1, and an integer No > 1 such that (6.27) holds for all m > 0, v, and g,
defined by (6.25) are absolutely convergent for all n > Ny and satisfy equation (6.1) for all
n > No. Moreover, the series in (6.25) are pre-unitary expansions of (Vn)py, and (gn)pn,
that is,

Uy R Wy + Z Ly nwy and g, = ho + Z Uy nhiy with Ty, = ", (6.33)
k=1 k=1
Proof. First of all, we define hg by (6.29). Given any numbers M > 1 and Dy > 1.
Step 1. We will find wy, hy, € H \ {0}, for all £ > 1, that satisfy (6.27) and
lwi| < MDE for all k > 1. (6.34)
We consider two cases.

Case 1. The mapping v € H — Bs(wg,u) is not zero. We construct wy’s and hy's
recursively. First, choose w; € H such that 0 < |w;| < M Dy and define ho by (6.29).

Let m > 1. Suppose we already have wq, ..., w,, and hy,..., hy_1.

(a) If Awn+> 1w, B(wg, Wins1-k) = 0, choose wy, 41 € H\{0} such that [wy,4;] < M D!
and Bg(wg, Wp41) # 0.

(b) If Aw,, + > e B(wy, Wins1-x) # 0, choose w41 € H \ {0} so that [wy,41] < MDgH!
and

| Bs(wo, Wimy1)| < [Awp, + Z B(wg, Wimy1-k)| -
k=1
For both cases (a) and (b), define h,, by (6.28). Then h,, # 0.

Case 2. Bs(wg,u) =0 for all uw € H. Equation (6.28) for m > 1 now becomes
Awy + B(wy,w1) = hy, see (6.30) when m = 1, (6.35)

and, for m > 2,

Awm + BS('lUl, wm) + Z B(wk> wm—i—l—k) - hm

2<k<m—1
which is equivalent to
Ly = fro = b — Y Blwp, W) (6.36)
2<k<m—1

We choose h; € H such that 0 < |hy| < ¢y. We solve for w; from the Galerkin NSE (6.35)
with the body force hy. Taking scalar product (in #H) of (6.35) with w;, we have

1 1
[w1* < (Awn, wi) = (b, wn) < Sl + S|
Hence, 0 < |wy| < |hy] < ¢. Since ¢y < 1, we have |w;| < M Dj.
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Let m > 2. Suppose we already have hy, wy for k =1,...,m—1. We choose h,, € H\ {0}
such that the f,, defined in (6.36) satisfies 0 < |f,,| < M D{"/2. Choose wy,, = L f,. Then
Wy, # 0 and, by inequality (6.32), |w,,| < 2|fn] < MDj.

Step 2. For m > 1, we have from (6.27), (6.31) and (6.34) that

m+1
i < Mig|wpa| + > Mp|wg|[wm 1k < MaMD + (m + 2) MM Dy,
k=0

This implies that limsup,, .. |hm|”™ < co. We apply Lemma 6.5 to both w, and h,

using 6,, = a;;'. Then there exists Ny > 1 such that the series in (6.25) converge absolutely
for any n > Ny, and they are the pre-unitary expansions (6.33) of (v,)pZy, and (gn)nZy,-

Step 3. By the absolute convergence of series for v, and (similar) Cauchy’s product for
B(vy,,v,), one can prove, with the use of relations (6.26) and (6.27), that v, and g, satisfy
equation (3.1) for all n > Ny. O

Remark 6.8. Thanks to Remark 6.3, we can convert the pre-unitary expansions in (6.33)
to the following unitary ones

Uy R Wo + kan@k, where @y, = |wi| twy, fkn = |wila*, (6.37)
k=1

o~ ho+ Y Hyphy, where by = |hy| b, Hip = [hilay,. (6.38)
k=1

We have 1 ~ anfl,n and flkn ~ flm ~ anfj,nkarl_j,n fork>1,1<j5<k.
Substituting (6.37) and (6.38) into equation (6.1) and following the procedure (3.9) in
Section 3 with the use of equivalent sequences, we obtain, for each m > 0,
m+1 .
Lo A, + > DLt —n B(@k, D1 k) = i
k=0
which is exactly equivalent to (6.27). This shows that the procedure (3.9) works precisely in
this case.

The next Example 6.9 and Proposition 6.11 show that both Cases 1 and 2 in the proof of
Theorem 6.7 are probable.

Consider the periodic boundary condition. For k € Z%\ {0}, denote Ej(x) = e for
x € R For any nonempty, finite subset K of Z? \ {0} that is symmetric about the origin,
we denote

EK]|={u€H:u=)Y wE(x)}
keK

We say H covers a wave vector k € Z¢\ {0} if E[{k, —k}] C H. Clearly, H covers k if
and only if it covers (—k).

Example 6.9. Although Case 2 in the proof of Theorem 6.7 looks peculiar, it still holds
true for some particular v and space H which can have an arbitrary large dimension. Here
is an example. Consider the periodic boundary condition. Let M > 1 be a real number, and
k be a given vector in Z¢ such that |k| > 2M.
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Set K; = {k,~k} and Ky = {j € Z¢ : 0 < |j| < M}. Let K3 be a finite subset of
{peZi\ Ky:p+#0,p-k =0} such that K3 is symmetric about the origin.

Define K = K; U Ky, U K3 and let H = E[K]. Let v be any function in E[K;] C H.

Let u be any function in H. Then u = uy + us + us, where u; € E[K;| for j =1,2,3. We
have

By(v,u) = By(v,u1) + Bs(v, u2) + Bs(v, us).

Obviously, Bs(v,u;) = 0.

Consider Bg(v,uy). Observe that the functions (v - V)uy and (us - V)v are complex linear
combinations of functions Fjyk(x) with j € K. For j € K5, one has [j £ k| > k| —[j| > M.
Thus j+k & K. Also, (k+j) -k > |k|>—|j||k| > 2M|k| — M|k| > 0, hence j + k ¢ K3. It
follows that j+k ¢ K or j+k € K;. With both of these cases, we have, after projection to
H, B(v,us2) = B(ug,v) = 0.

Consider Bg(v,u3). Let p € K3. Then, by the orthogonality, |p + k| > |k| > 2M, which
implies p + k € K. Also, (p k) -k = £]k|*> # 0, hence p + k & K3. Then, similar to the
consideration of B(v,ws), we must have B(v,u3) = B(ug,v) = 0.

In conclusion, we have Bs(v,u) = 0. Finally, the large dimension of H comes from the
large size of K. This, in turn, comes from the large size of K3 regardless of M and/or the
fact that large number M gives a large size of K.

When H = PyH, Proposition 6.11 below is a general result for Case 1 in the proof of
Theorem 6.7.

Lemma 6.10. Consider the 2D case with the periodic boundary condition. Letk,j € Z*\{0}
be such that k,j are not parallel and |k| # |j|. Suppose H covers k, j, k +j. Assume v is
a nonzero function in E[{k,—k}| and w is a nonzero function in E[{j,—j}|. Then the
coefficient of Exy3(x) in Bs(v,w) is nonzero, and, consequently, Bs(v,w) # 0.

Proof. There are 2, (j € C\ {0} such that
v = Zk(eg X k)Ek(X) + Ek(eg X k)E_k(X), w = Cj(eg X J)EJ(X) + éj(eg X J)E_J(X)
We have
(v V)w+ (0 V)v = (aFi;(x) + aE_x5(x)) + (bEi(x) + bEj_k(x)),
with a,b € C?. Clearly, all vectors k + j, —k — j, k — j, j — k are nonzero and mutually
distinct. Hence, the coefficient of Ex,;(x) in (v V)w + (w - V)v is a, which explicitly is
a=12C((es x k) - jles x j+iz(((es xj) - k)es x k, (6.39)
or equivalently,
a=1ix(((es x k) -jles x (j — k).
Therefore, the coefficient of Ey;(x) in By(v, w) is

a-(k+j) :
—a————*(k .
©=a- e kD)
Note that ¢ x (j + k) = iz (5((es x k) - j)[es x (j — k)] x (j + k).
Because Z*-vectors k, j are not parallel, we have (es x k) - j # 0. Also,
les x (j—K)] x (j+k) = (k) (j+k)es = ([k|” - |j]*)es # 0.
Therefore, ¢ # 0, which implies Bg(v, w) # 0. O
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Proposition 6.11. Consider the periodic boundary condition. Let A > 5 be an eigeinvalue
of A. Assume H = PyH. Let v be any nonzero function in P g_12H. Then there exists

w € H such that Bs(v,w) # 0.
Proof. In this case, we have H = E[{k € Z¢: 0 < |k|?> < A}] and
vE Pz pH=E{keZ:0< k| <VA-1} CH.
We use lexicographic order for the wave vectors in the finite Fourier series of v.

The 2D case. Let K be the set of wave vectors in the finite Fourier series of v with nozero
coefficients. Let k = max K, Ky = {k, -k} and K; = K \ Ky. We write v = vy + v; where
vo # 0, vy € E[Ky] and v, € E[K,].

We will choose w to be a nonzero function in E[{k’, —k’}| for a chosen wave vector k’
having nonnegative coordinates and at least one positive coordinate. We have

Bs(v,w) = Bs(vg, w) + Bs(v1, w).

Consider the coefficient of function Fy . (x) in Bys(v, w). Observe that Bs(vy, w) is a finite
sum of functions of modes j + k with j € K;. Let j be any vector in K;. Then j < k which
yields j + k' # k + k. Suppose j — k' = k + k’. Then j = k 4+ 2k’. Since k’ > (0,0), this
implies j > k, a contradiction. Thus, j — k' # k + k/. We conclude that Bs(vy,w) does not
contribute to the coefficient of Fy,/ (x). Therefore,

coefficient of Fy (%) in Bs(v,w) is exactly that in Bs(vg, w). (6.40)
Suppose k = (ky, ko). Then k; > 0.
o If ky > 2 choose k' = (0,1).
o If ky =1, |ko| > 1 choose k' = (0, 1).
o If ky =1, ky = 0 choose k' = (0,2). Then |k + k'|? = 5.
o If ky =0, |ko| > 2 choose k' = (1,0).
o If ky =0, |ko| = 1 choose k/ = (2,0). Then |k + k|2 = 5.
Note that |k|?> < A and |k/'|* < 4. Also, except for the case |k + k’|* = 5, the remaining
cases have |k’| = 1. The last case implies |k+k/|*> < (|k|+1)? < A. Therefore, H covers k, k'’
and k +k’. Observe that k, k" are not parallel and |k| # |k’|. By the virtue of Lemma 6.10,

the coefficient of Fy i (x) in Bs(vg, w) is nonzero. Combining this with (6.40), we obtain
Bs(v,w) # 0.

The 3D case. We proceed as in the 2D case up to (6.40). In this case,
vg = apEy (x) + ax By (x) with 0 # a, € C?, ay -k = 0. (6.41)
We choose w = (k x kK')(Eyw(x) + F_1(x)), where k' € Z? additionally satisfies it is not
parallel with k. Then, similar to (6.39), the coefficient of Fy /(%) in (vo- V)w + (w- V)vy is
ilag - K)(k x k') +i((k x k') - k)ay, = i(ax - k') (k x K').
Since Kk’ is not parallel with k, we have k x k’ and k + k’ are nonzero and perpendicular

to each other. Hence (k x k') is not parallel with (k + k').
We will select k’ so that ay - k’ £ 0. We do so for all possible scenarios of k.
e Case k is parallel with e;. By the last condition in (6.41), ay is in ey, e3-plane. So
ay - ey £ 0 or a - e3 # 0. We choose k' = e, or k/ = e3 correspondingly.
e Case k is parallel with e;. Choose k' = e; when ay - e; # 0, or k¥ = e3 when
ay - ez # 0.
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e Case k is parallel with e3. Choose k' = e; when ay - e; # 0, or k¥ = e, when

ay - ey # 0.
e Case k is not parallel with e, ey, e3. Then either ay - e; # 0, or ay - e; # 0, or
ay - e3 # 0. Then choose k' = ey, or k/ = e, or k’ = e3, correspondingly.
Since |k’| = 1, we have, same as in the 2D case, H covers k, k' and k + k’. Then the
coefficient of Fy ./ (x) in Bs(vg, w) is not zero. By (6.40), we have Bg(v,w) # 0. O

With the expansions in (6.25), we have g, — g = hg and v, — v = wy. If v = 0, then
by (6.29), we must have g = 0. However, as we will see in the next result, with a different
design of expansions, it is possible that v, — 0 but g, — g # 0.

Theorem 6.12. Suppose there exists w € H such that
B(u,u) # 0. (6.42)

For any M > 0, there are g, € H and solutions v, of (6.1), for all n > 1, such that
gn — g and v, — 0, as n — oo, with |g| = M.

Proof. Take
v, = o, ?wy and g, = g + a;; %Ry, (6.43)
where
v M
w) = ———u, ¢ = B(w,wy), hy=Aw;.
VIB(u,u)l
Direct calculations show that the conclusions of this theorem hold. O

Example 6.13. Consider the periodic boundary condition. Clearly, condition (6.42) is not
met if H = E[K]| with all wave vectors in K being parallel to each other. We give explicit
examples below where (6.42) does hold.

The 2D case. Let k = 2e; and j = e,. Assume H covers k, j, k+j. Set u = uy + ug, where
up = (e3 x k)(Ex(x) + E_k(x)) and us = (e3 x j)(Ej(x) + E_;(x)).

Then B(u,u) = By(u1,us2). By Lemma 6.10, Bg(uy, us) # 0 which implies (6.42).

The 3D case. Suppose H covers e, e; and e; + e,. Let

U = uy + Uz, With uy = e9(Fe,(X) + F_e, (X)), Uz = €3(Fe,(X) + E_e,(X)).
Then B(u,u) = Bs(u1,us). The coefficient of Fe, 1e,(x) in (uy - V)ug + (ug - V)uy is
(eq-ieg)es + (es - iep)ey = ies.

This vector is not parallel with e; + ey, hence B(uq,us) # 0, and we have (6.42).

Remark 6.14. Recall from Proposition 3.6 for the case g, = ¢ that the expansion of v,
must contain the wy-term. This contrasts with the fact the expansion of v, in (6.43) stops
at wi.
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APPENDIX A.
The proof of Lemma 3.2 needs the following preparations in Lemmas A.1-A.3.
Lemma A.1. For any x,y € X, the set {x,y} has a totally comparable subsequential set.

Proof. Suppose x = (2,)5, and y = (yn)o>,. If ,,/y, is unbounded, then there is a subse-
quence (ng)s2, of (n)p2, such that (z,,)72; > (Yn,)ee;- Otherwise, there is a subsequence

(nk)s2, such that x,, /y,, — X € [0,00) as k — oco. If A > 0 then (2,,,)72, ~ (Yn,)321
otherwise (Yn, )72 > (Tn, )72

Lemma A.2. Let X be a totally comparable, finite subset of X andy € X. Then X U{y}
has a totally comparable subsequential set.

Proof. By finite induction on the size of X and the use of Lemma A.1. O

Lemma A.3. Let X be a finite, non-empty subset of X. Then it has a totally comparable
subsequential set.

Proof. Suppose X = {x1,xa,...,2n} With 2 = (zg,)02,. For 1 < k < N, let Y}, =
{z1,29,...,2x}. Then Yy = Yy U {xp1} for 1 < k < N —1. Applying Lemma A.2
repeatedly, we obtain subsequnces (p(n))s2, such that ¢1(n) = n, (prr1(n))e, is a sub-

sequence of (¢r(n))el;, and (Yit1)e, = (Ya)p, U {(%ht1,0,(n)) ey} has a totally comparable

subsequential set (Yji1) Therefore, X, = (Yn),, is totally comparable. O

Phk+1"
Proof of Lemma 3.2. The case X is finite was already proved in Lemma A.3. Consider X
is infinite now. We proceed as in the proof of Lemma A.3. Suppose X = {zp = (xpn)02; :
k> 1} and let Yy, = {x1,z9,..., 2} for K > 1. Then there exist subsequnces (¢x(n))s; of

(n)o2,, for all & > 1, such that (p+1(n))sZ; is a subsequence of (pg(n))s;, and each (Yy),,

n=1» n=1»
is totally comparable. By setting ¢(n) = ¢, (n), we have X,, is a subsequential set of X and
it is totally comparable. O

For X, Y Cc X, wesay X =Y if x>y forall x € X and y € Y. Its negation is denoted
by X # Y.

Proof of the second inequality of (3.17) in Theorem 3.5, part (v). Let R be the first row in
(3.6), that is, R = {o,, : m > 0}. We state a refined version, namely, for any j > 1 and
k=7,
(27 if .
ords (o) < 4 ( j.> . . ) B gl (A1)
w-(2))+k—g)k—7+1)/2 i R> {0k}

Below, we prove (A.1) by induction in j.
Step 1. Consider j = 1. We will prove, for all £ > 1, that

ords (o1 ) < {“’ T iR Aot (A.2)
’ w+w+ (k—1k/2 if R> {01}
Given k£ > 1. We need to compare oy with R.
Case 1. R {01}, that is, there is m such that oy 25 0. Suppose
ords(o1 k) > w + w. (A.3)

Let T be the triangle of sequences in (3.6) with vertices oy 1, 01 -1, and o_1 —1. Explic-
itly, I' = {0, : 1 <j<p<k-—1}
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Thanks to part (iv), we observe that the possible entries o that satisfy o > o) and
ords(o) > w are 0g,01,...,0,_1 along with the triangle 7. From this fact, property (3.8)
applied to o, = o1 and (A.3), we must have

ords({oo, ..., 0m—1} UT) D {ordinal number ¢ : w < ¢ < ords(o1 )} A4
D {ordinal number (1w < (< w+w} ={w,w+1,...,w+w}. (A.4)

Since the first set is finite and the last set is infinite, the inclusion is impossible.

Case 2. R > {o1x}, that is, o = o1x for all m. Assume the contrary of the second
inequality in (A.2), that is,

ords(o1k) >w+w+ (K —1)k/2. (A.5)

In this case, the possible entries o that satisfy o > oy and ords(c) > w are those in the

row R and the triangle 7. Combining this fact with (3.8) applied to o, = 01, and (A.5), we
must have, similar to (A.4), that

ords(RUT) D {w,w+1,...,.w4+wwt+w+lwt+w+2,...,.w+w+ (k—1)k/2}. (A.6)
We study the order in RUT next. We compare R and 1. Decompose T' = T} UT5, where
To={0c€T:0,=ocforallm}and Ty =T\ Ts.

Note that all three sets T, Ty, T5 are finite and R = T, which clearly implies RN T, = ().
For o € T}, there is the smallest number m(o) such that o 27 0y,(s). Let

m, = max{m(c) : o € T1 }.
Then for o € T} we have 0 J 0pn(s) 2 Om,. The set RUT; is partitioned into Ry U Ry with
Rl = {Uo,...,Um*}UTl, R2 = {O-m*—i-p sz 1}, (A?)

We have Ry = Ry = T5 and RUT = Ry U Ry U T5.
From (A.6) and (A.7), the finite set R; can only cover the assigned ordinal numbers going
from w to w + M with some finite number M. The infinite set Ry will give ordinal numbers

w+M+1l,w+M+2w+M+3,..., ie,w+ M+ p, for all integers p > 1.

Thus, the finite set T5 has assigned ordinal numbers w + w,w+w+1,...,w +w + K, for
some nonnegative integer K. Therefore, the maximum of ords(RUT) is w + w + K. Note
that K + 1 cannot exceed the number of elements in 75, which cannot exceed the number
of elements in 7" which is (k — 1)k/2. Thus, K < (k — 1)k/2, which gives a contradiction to
(A.6). Therefore, we obtain the second inequality in (A.2).

From both cases 1 and 2 above, one has that inequality (A.2) holds.
Induction step. Let j > 2. Assume, for all 1 < j’ < j—1 and k' > j/, that

(24" if R gt
ords(a) <4 ( j-,) DN 1 # Aoyt
’ w-(2))+ K =) K—-5+1)/2 ifR>{ojr}
As a consequence of hypothesis (A.8), we have
ords(ojip) <w-(2(j—1)+w=w-(2j—1) forall 1 <j <j—1land k' >j. (A.9)
That is all elements o on the rows starting with o for 1 < j < j — 1 have ords(o) <
we (2§ —1).
Given k > j. Let T be the triangle in (3.6) with vertices 0, 0jx—1, Op—1k-1-
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Case 1. R % {ojx}. Then
0}k 2 O for some m > 0. (A.10)
Suppose the first inequality in (A.1) fails, i.e., ords(o;x) > w - (27).
Combining this assumption with part (iv), (A.9), (A.10), and (3.8) applied to o, = 0
give

ords({o0, ..., OmatUT) D {w- (2 = 1),w-(2i — 1)+ Lw-(2j — 1) +2,...,w- (2§)}.

Since the first set is finite and the second set is infinite, we have a contradiction. Thus,
the first inequality in (A.1) holds.

Case 2. R > {o;x}. One has, for all m, o, > 0. Assume the second inequality in (A.1)
is false, that is,
ords(ojx) > w- (2)) +(k—j)(k—j+1)/2. (A.11)
Similar to (A.6), by using part (iv), (A.9), (A.11), and (3.8) applied to o, = 0, we have
ords(RUT) 2{w-(2j —1),w-(2j — 1) +1,w-(2j—1)+2,...,
w- (25) + (k= j)(k —j+1)/2}.

We proceed as in Case 2 of Step 1 after (A.6) with T replacing T. Then the maximum of
ords(RUT) is
w-2j-1)+w+K=w-(2)) +K,

where integer K is smaller than the cardinality of 7. This implies K < (k—1)(k—j +1)/2,
which contradicts (A.12). Thus the second inequality of (A.1) holds. This completes the
proof of (A.1) for the induction step.

Conclusion. By the Induction Principle (in j), (A.1) holds for all j > 1 and k£ > j. Hence,
we obtain the second inequality in (3.17) for all £ > j > 1. O

Lemma A.4. Let X be a countable, totally comparable subset of X and y = (y,)2, be a
sequence of real numbers. Then there exists a subsequence (p(n))se, of (n)S, such that

(i) Yoy = 0 for all n, or

(i) Yp(m) > 0 for all n and (X U{y}), is totally comparable, or

(iii) Ypm) < 0 for all n and (X U {—y}), is totally comparable.

Proof. Let I, respectively, I,, I_ be the set of indices n such that y, = 0, respectively,
Yn > 0, y, < 0. If Iy is infinite then (i) holds. If I, is infinite, then there is a subsequence
(¥(n))pe; of (n)p2, such that yy,) > 0 for all n. Then apply Lemma 3.2 to (X U {y}), we
obtain (ii). When I_ is infinite, we apply the argument in (i) to X and the sequence (—y),
hence, obtain (iii). O
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