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ON GALERKIN APPROXIMATIONS OF THE NAVIER–STOKES

EQUATIONS IN THE LIMIT OF LARGE GRASHOF NUMBERS

CIPRIAN FOIAS, LUAN HOANG1, AND MICHAEL S. JOLLY2

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 ∞. 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 → ∞, 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, dimF(A), is bounded by cG, (cG2/3(logG)1/3 for periodic
boundary conditions) for some constant c [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 dimF(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 Gn → ∞ for sequences of steady state solutions (vn)
∞
n=1

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

vn = v + Γ1,nw1 + Γ2,nw2 + · · ·+ Γk,nwk + · · · ,
where Γk,n’s are positive numbers converging to zero as n→ ∞ and wk’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 wk 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 Γk,n with Gn, 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→ ∞.
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, gn, in Section 6. The main
result is Theorem 6.1, which relates expansions of both gn and the solution vn in (6.2)
with the Grashof number Gn. 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 gn may lead to an unexpected expansion of the
solution vn. 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 gn, 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 (d = 2, 3) and time variable t ≥ 0, are




∂u

∂t
− ν∆u + (u · ∇)u+∇p = f ,

divu = 0,
(2.1)

where ν > 0 is the kinematic viscosity.

Periodic boundary condition. We consider the NSE with periodic boundary conditions
in Ω = [0, L]d for some L > 0. Let V denote the set of Rd-valued Ω-periodic divergence-free
trigonometric polynomials with zero average over Ω. Define the spaces H =closure of V in
L2(Ω)d, V =closure of V in H1(Ω)d.

No-slip boundary condition. Consider the NSE in an open, connected, bounded set Ω in
Rd with C2-boundary ∂Ω. Let n denote the outward normal vector on the boundary. Under
the no-slip boundary condition

u = 0 on ∂Ω,

the relevant spaces are

H = {u ∈ L2(Ω)d : ∇ · u = 0, u · n|∂Ω = 0}, V = {u ∈ H1
0 (Ω)

d : ∇ · u = 0}. (2.2)
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The scalar product and its associated norm in H are those of L2(Ω)d and are denoted by
〈·, ·〉 and | · |, respectively. (We also use | · | for the modulus of a vector in Cd; 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(Ω)d

onto H . The Stokes operator is A = −P∆ defined on D(A) := V ∩H2(Ω)d which is called
the domain of A. The domain of A1/2 is D(A1/2) = V , and the natural norm on V is

‖u‖ = |A1/2u| =
(∫

Ω

d∑

j=1

∂

∂xj
u(x) · ∂

∂xj
u(x)dx

)1/2

.

The bilinear operator B is defined as

B(u, v) = P ((u · ∇)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]),

du

dt
+ νAu+B(u, 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
λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ λ3 ≤ . . . satisfying lim

n→∞
λn = ∞.

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〉, so that 〈B(u, v), v〉 = 0 for u, v, w ∈ D(A). (2.4)

We denote κ0 = λ
1/2
1 and make the following change of variables

u(x, t) = νκ0ũ(κ0x, νκ
2
0t) = νκ0ũ(x̃, t̃),

p(x, t) = ν2κ20p̃(κ0x, νκ
2
0t) = ν2κ20p̃(x̃, t̃),

f(x) = ν2κ30f̃(κ0x) = ν2κ30f̃(x̃),

(2.5)

to obtain 



∂ũ

∂t̃
−∆x̃ũ+ (ũ · ∇x̃)ũ+∇x̃p̃ = f̃ ,

divx̃ũ = 0,
(2.6)

for the new domain Ω̃ = κ0Ω. One can verify that the corresponding boundary conditions
for Ω̃ are also satisfied. Similar to (2.3) we can rewrite (2.6) as

dũ

dt̃
+ Ãũ+ B̃(ũ, ũ) = f̃ , (2.7)

where ũ(t̃) = ũ(·, t̃) and f̃ = f̃(·).
The corresponding Stokes operator is Ã which has positive, strictly increasing eigenvalues

λ̃n that go to infinity as n→ ∞.
For the periodic boundary condition, A = −∆ on D(A) and the eigenvalues of A are of

the form (
2π

L

)2

k · k, where k ∈ Z
d \ {0}.
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Therefore, λ1 = (2π/L)2, κ0 = 2π/L, Ω̃ = [0, 2π]d and λ̃1 = 1.
For the no-slip boundary condition, if λ is engeinvalue of A then

−∆u = λu−∇q, divu = 0, u|∂Ω = 0, for u = u(x) 6= 0. (2.8)

Similar to (2.5), we make the following change of variables x̃ = κ0x, u(x) = ũ(x̃) and
q(x) = κ0q̃(x̃). Then the eigenvalue problem (2.8) is equivalent to

−∆x̃ũ = λκ−2
0 ũ−∇x̃q̃, divx̃ũ = 0, ũ|∂Ω̃ = 0, for ũ 6= 0,

which is the eigenvalue problem for Ã. Thus λ̃1 = λ1κ
−2
0 = 1.

The dimensionless Grashof number is given by

G = ‖f̃‖L2(Ω̃)d =

(∫

Ω̃

|f̃(x̃)|2dx̃
)1/2

=
1

ν2κ
3−d/2
0

(∫

Ω

|f(x)|2dx
)1/2

. (2.9)

We set
g̃ = f̃ /G and ṽ = ũ/G. (2.10)

Dividing (2.7) by G, using the bilinearity of B̃, and suppressing the tildes, we have

dv

dt
+ Av +GB(v, v) = g, v ∈ H. (2.11)

Note that g in (2.11) satisfies ‖g‖L2(Ω)d = 1. Also, the Stokes operator A in (2.11) has the
first eigenvalue λ1 = 1, which implies

|Au| ≥ ‖u‖ ≥ |u| for all u ∈ D(A). (2.12)

The Galerkin approximation. Let (ϕk)
∞
k=1 be an orthonormal basis of H for which

each ϕk is an eigenfunction of A. (Such a basis exists thanks to the standard theory of
the Stokes operator.) Define ΠN to be the orthogonal projection in H onto the subspace
span{ϕ1, ϕ2, . . . , ϕN}. The Galerkin approximation of (2.11) is

dv

dt
+ Av +GΠNB(v, v) = ΠNg, v ∈ ΠNH. (2.13)

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

Av +GB(v, v) = g, (2.14)

where g, v ∈ H, and we re-denoted

B(u, v) = ΠNP((u · ∇)v) for u, v ∈ H. (2.15)

We will examine the behavior of solutions of (2.14) for Grashof number G→ ∞.
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, ΠN = P̄Λ for some eigenvalue Λ of A. Here, even for any number Λ ≥ λ1, P̄Λ

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

u =
∑

k∈Zd

ûke
ik·x, where ûk ∈ C

d, û0 = 0, ûk = û−k, k · ûk = 0,
∑

k∈Zd

|ûk|2 <∞.

Then we explicitly have

P̄Λu =
∑

k∈Zd,|k|2≤Λ

ûke
ik·x.

Denote by {e1, e2, e3} the standard canonical basis of C3 and R3.

3. Main results

Assume that the Grashof number G takes the positive values αn, for n ≥ 1, with αn → ∞
as n→ ∞. For n ≥ 1, let vn be a solution of the corresponding steady state equation (2.14),
i.e.,

Avn + αnB(vn, vn) = 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 αn|g|.

Utilizing (2.12) and (2.16), we derive from (3.1) that |vn| ≤ |g|. Hence, (vn)
∞
n=1 is a

bounded sequence in the finite dimensional space H. We consider a finite or infinite asymp-
totic expansion, as n→ ∞, of the sequence (vn)

∞
n=1 of the form

vn = v + Γ1,nw1 + Γ2,nw2 + · · ·+ Γk,nwk + · · · (3.2)

where, for all k

lim
n→∞

Γk,n = 0, lim
n→∞

Γk+1,n

Γk,n
= 0, and |wk| = 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 vn, which we can still denote by vn itself (see Lemma 4.2).
Substituting the expansion (3.2) of vn into equation (3.1), one formally has

αnB(v, v) + (Av − g) + Γ1,nAw1 + · · ·+ Γk,nAwk + · · ·
+ αnΓ1,nBs(v, w1) + · · ·+ αnΓk,nBs(v, wk) + · · ·

+ αnΓ1,nΓ1,nB(w1, w1) + · · ·+
k∑

j=1

αnΓj,nΓk−j,nB(wj, wk−j) + · · · = 0.

(3.4)

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

σ0 = (1)∞n=1, σk = (Γk,n)
∞
n=1 for k = 1, 2, . . . ,

σ0,0 = (αn)
∞
n=1, σ0,k = (αnΓk,n)

∞
n=1 for k = 1, 2, . . . ,

σj,k = (αnΓj,nΓk,n)
∞
n=1 for j = 1, 2, . . . , k ≥ j.

(3.5)

The next idea is to compare the sequences in (3.5) as n→ ∞.

Definition 3.1. Let X be the collection of all sequences of positive numbers. Given two
sequences ξ = (ξn)

∞
n=1, η = (ηn)

∞
n=1 in X , we write ξ ≻ η, if ξn/ηn → ∞ as n → ∞, and

ξ ∼ η if ξn/ηn → λ, for some λ ∈ (0,∞). We write ξ % η if either ξ ≻ η or ξ ∼ η.
A subset X of X is called totally comparable if it holds for any ξ, η ∈ X that ξ ∼ η or

ξ ≻ η or η ≻ ξ.



NSE GALERKIN WITH LARGE GRASHOF NUMBERS 7

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

Since αn → ∞, Γk,n → 0 as n → ∞, and (Γk,n)
∞
n=1 ≻ (Γk+1,n)

∞
n=1 we have the following

relations between the sequences in (3.5)

σ0 ≻ σ1 ≻ σ2 ≻ · · · ≻ σk ≻ · · ·

≻ ≻ ≻ ≻

σ0,0 ≻ σ0,1 ≻ σ0,2 ≻ · · · ≻ σ0,k ≻ · · ·

≻ ≻ ≻

σ1,1 ≻ σ1,2 ≻ · · · ≻ σ1,k ≻ · · ·

≻ ≻
σ2,2 ≻ · · · ≻ σ2,k ≻ · · ·

≻

. . .
...

≻

σk,k ≻ · · ·

(3.6)

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 (ϕ(n))∞n=1 be a subsequence of of (n)∞n=1. For X ⊂ X , define

Xϕ =
{
(xϕ(n))

∞
n=1 with (xn)

∞
n=1 ∈ X

}
.

We call Xϕ a subsequential set of X . Note, for (xn)
∞
n=1, (yn)

∞
n=1 ∈ X , that if (xn)

∞
n=1 ≻

(yn)
∞
n=1, respectively, (xn)

∞
n=1 ∼ (yn)

∞
n=1, then, clearly,

(xϕ(n))
∞
n=1 ≻ (yϕ(n))

∞
n=1, respectively, (xϕ(n))

∞
n=1 ∼ (yϕ(n))

∞
n=1.

Thus, if X is totally comparable, then so is the set Xϕ.
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 Ŝ be the collection of equivalence classes of elements in
S with respect to the relation ∼ in Definition 3.1. For each σ ∈ S, we use the standard

notation 〈σ〉 for the equivalent class of σ. Define on Ŝ the relation < by

∀σ, σ′ ∈ S : 〈σ〉 < 〈σ′〉 if and only if σ ≻ σ′. (3.7)

Then the relation ≤ is an order on Ŝ. Moreover, (Ŝ,≤) 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 Ŝ is finite.

(ii) The set Ŝ is well-ordered with respect to ≤.

Because Ŝ is well-ordered, it is order-isomorphic to an ordinal. This fact prompts the
following key definition.
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Definition 3.4. We associate to each x ∈ Ŝ a nonzero ordinal number ordŜ(x) such that

x < y if and only if ordŜ(x) < ordŜ(y) for any x, y ∈ Ŝ,
and min{ordŜ(x) : x ∈ Ŝ} = 1.

Define the function ordS from S to the set of ordinal numbers by ordS(σ) = ordŜ(〈σ〉) for
any σ ∈ S.

Then one has, for any σ, σ′ ∈ S,
σ ≻ σ′ if and only if ordS(σ) < ordS(σ

′),

σ ∼ σ′ if and only if ordS(σ) = ordS(σ
′),

and
min{ordS(σ) : σ ∈ S} = 1.

Consequently, for each σ∗ ∈ S, we have equality of the sets

{ordS(σ) : σ ∈ S, σ ≻ σ∗} = {ordinal number ζ : 1 ≤ ζ < ordS(σ∗)}. (3.8)

Based on Proposition 3.3 and Definition 3.4, we can naturally think of the following
procedure.

General Procedure

Given x ∈ ordS(S), use (3.4) to find an equation with finitely (3.9)

many terms containing the sequences σ ∈ S with ordS(σ) = x. (3.10)

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

ω · n = ω + · · ·+ ω︸ ︷︷ ︸
n terms

and ω2 = ω · ω = ω + ω + ω + · · ·

3.1. Implications for the NSE. Throughout this subsection, we assume (vn)
∞
n=1, satisfying

(3.1), with vn → v has a strict unitary expansion (see Definition 4.1). This amounts to
(vn)

∞
n=1 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 w1.

Theorem 3.5. We have the following.

(i) ordS(σ0,0) = 1, ordS(σ) > 1 for any σ ∈ S \ {σ0,0}, and
B(v, v) = 0. (3.11)

(ii) If the expansion (3.2) is trivial, i.e., vn = v for all n, then

Av = g. (3.12)

(iii) If the expansion (3.2) is nontrivial, then comparing σ0 and σ0,1 gives the following.
(a) If σ0 ≻ σ0,1, then ordS(σ0) = 2, ordS(σ0,1) = 3 and (3.12) holds.
(b) If σ0,1 ≻ σ0, then ordS(σ0,1) = 2,

ordS(σ0), ordS(σ1,1) ≥ 3, ordS(σ1) ≥ 4, (3.13)

and
Bs(v, w1) = 0. (3.14)
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(c) If σ0,1 ∼ σ0, then ordS(σ0) = ordS(σ0,1) = 2,

ordS(σ1), ordS(σ1,1) ≥ 3, (3.15)

and
Av + λBs(v, w1) = g, for some constant λ > 0.

(iv) For all k ≥ 1,
k < ordS(σ0,k) ≤ k(k + 3)/2 + 1. (3.16)

(v) For all 1 ≤ j ≤ k,

k + j < ordS(σj,k) ≤ ω · (2j) + (k − j)(k − j + 1)/2. (3.17)

(vi) For all k ≥ 0,
k + 1 < ordS(σk) ≤ ω2 + k. (3.18)

It was shown in [6] 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→ ∞, i.e., what are the consequences for steady states should v = 0 with g 6= 0?

For convenience, we use the short-hand writing

ξn ∼ ηn, respectively, ξn ≻ ηn,

for sequences (ξn)
∞
n=1 and (ηn)

∞
n=1, to mean

(ξn)
∞
n=1 ∼ (ηn)

∞
n=1, respectively, (ξn)

∞
n=1 ≻ (ηn)

∞
n=1.

In the case σ1,1 ∼ σ0, let

lim
n→∞

αnΓ
2
1,n = λ∗ ∈ (0,∞) and set χn = 1− αnΓ

2
1,n/λ∗, (3.19)

and, by the virtue of Lemma A.4 in the Appendix and using a subsequential set, we further
assume that the sequence (χn)

∞
n=1 satisfies either

(S1) χn = 0 for all n, or
(S2) χn > 0 for all n and S ∪ {(χn)∞n=1} is totally comparable, or
(S3) χn < 0 for all n and S ∪ {(−χn)∞n=1} 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 ‖w1‖ that appears twice in the next result is specifically the V -
norm.

Proposition 3.6. Assume v = 0. Then w2 exists in (3.2), σ1,1 % σ0 and only the following
mutually exclusive cases can hold.

(i) Case σ1,1 ≻ σ0. Then B(w1, w1) = 0 and σ1,2 % σ0. In addition,
(1) if σ1,2 ≻ σ0, then Bs(w1, w2) = 0, while
(2) if σ1,2 ∼ σ0, then λBs(w1, w2) = g for some λ > 0 and 〈g, w1〉 = 0.

(ii) Case σ1,1 ∼ σ0. Then λ∗B(w1, w1) = g and σ0,2 % σ0.
More specific cases are listed below.

(1) Case σ0,2 ∼ σ0. Then χn = 0 for all n, or Γ1,n % |χn|.
(a) If Γ1,n ∼ |χn|, then
λ1Aw1 + λ2Bs(w1, w2) = g for some λ1, λ2 ∈ R with λ1λ2 > 0,

and λ∗λ1‖w1‖2 = λ2〈g, w2〉,
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(b) If χn = 0 for all n, or Γ1,n ≻ |χn|, then
Aw1 + λ2Bs(w1, w2) = 0 for some λ2 > 0

and λ∗‖w1‖2 = λ2〈g, w2〉.
(2) Case σ0,2 ≻ σ0. Then χn = 0 for all n, or αnΓ1,nΓ2,n % |χn|.

(a) If αnΓ1,nΓ2,n ∼ |χn|, then λ2Bs(w1, w2) = g for some λ2 6= 0,
(b) If χn = 0 for all n, or αnΓ1,nΓ2,n ≻ |χn|, then Bs(w1, w2) = 0.

One has, in both cases (a) and (b), that 〈g, w2〉 = 〈B(w2, w2), w1〉 = 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 = A−1g and the expansion (3.2) is nontrivial. Then

Bs(v, w1) = 0 (3.20)

and there exists w2 in (3.2). In addition, comparing σ1, σ0,2 and σ1,1 gives only the following
possibilities.

(i) The cases σ1 ≻ σ0,2, σ1,1 and σ1 ∼ σ1,1 ≻ σ0,2 are impossible.
(ii) If σ0,2 ≻ σ1, σ1,1, then Bs(v, w2) = 0.
(iii) If σ1,1 ≻ σ0,2, σ1, then B(w1, w1) = 0.
(iv) If σ1 ∼ σ0,2 ≻ σ1,1, then Aw1 + λBs(v, w2) = 0, for some λ > 0.
(v) If σ0,2 ∼ σ1,1 ≻ σ1, then Bs(v, w2) + λB(w1, w1) = 0, for some λ > 0.
(vi) If σ1 ∼ σ0,2 ∼ σ1,1, then Aw1 + λ1Bs(v, w2) + λ2B(w1, w1) = 0, for some λ1, λ2 > 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)
∞
n=N0

in
Z, for some integer N0 ≥ 1, has a strict unitary expansion if it satisfies one of the following
three exclusive conditions.

(1) There is v ∈ Z such that vn = v for all n ≥ N0.

(2) There are integer K ≥ 1, vector v ∈ Z, unit vectors wk ∈ Z, unit vectors w
(k)
n ∈ Z

and positive numbers Γk,n, for n ≥ N0 and 1 ≤ k ≤ K, such that

lim
n→∞

Γ1,n = 0, (4.1)

lim
n→∞

Γk+1,n

Γk,n
= 0 (4.2)

for all 1 ≤ k < K,

lim
n→∞

w(k)
n = wk (4.3)
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for all 1 ≤ k ≤ K,

vn = v +

k−1∑

j=1

Γj,nwj + Γk,nw
(k)
n (4.4)

for all n ≥ N0, 1 ≤ k ≤ K, and

w(K)
n = wK for all n ≥ N0. (4.5)

(3) There are a vector v ∈ Z, unit vectors wk ∈ Z, vectors w
(k)
n ∈ Z, numbers Γk,n > 0

and integers Nk ≥ N0 for all n ≥ N0, 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 ≥ N0, and each w
(k)
n is a

unit vector in Z for k ≥ 1 and n ≥ Nk.

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

vn ≈ v +
∑

k

Γk,nwk, (4.6)

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

lim
n→∞

vn = v, (4.7)

and Γk,n, when exists, satisfies

lim
n→∞

Γk,n = 0.

If (vn)
∞
n=N0

has the strict unitary expansion (4.6), then any subsequence (vnj
)∞j=1 has the

strict unitary expansion

vnj
≈ v +

∑

k

Γk,nj
wk. (4.8)

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 (vn)
∞
n=1 be a bounded sequence in a finite dimensional normed space (Z, ‖ · ‖Z)

over C or R. By the relative compactness of bounded subsets of Z, (vn)
∞
n=1 has a convergent

subsequence. Hence there exist v ∈ Z and a subsequence (ϕ0(n))
∞
n=1 of (n)∞n=1 such that

lim
n∈ϕ0(N),n→∞

vn = v. (4.9)

If vn = v for all sufficiently large n, then we have Case (1) in Definition 4.1 for a subse-
quence of vn.

Otherwise, define γ
(1)
n = ‖vn− v‖Z for n ∈ ϕ0(N). Then there is a subsequence (ϕ1(n))

∞
n=1

of ϕ0(n)
∞
n=1 such that γ

(1)
n > 0 for all n ∈ ϕ1(N). Define

w(1)
n =

1

γ
(1)
n

(vn − v) for all n ∈ ϕ1(N).
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Then, for all n ∈ ϕ1(N),

vn = v + γ(1)n w(1)
n , ‖w(1)

n ‖Z = 1, lim
n∈ϕ1(N),n→∞

γ(1)n = 0. (4.10)

By compactness of the unit sphere in Z, there exists a subsequence of (ϕ1(n))
∞
n=1, still

denoted by (ϕ1(n))
∞
n=1 such that

lim
n∈ϕ1(N),n→∞

w(1)
n = w1 ∈ Z,

where the limit defines w1. Clearly, ‖w1‖Z = 1.

Denote w0 = v and let w
(0)
n = vn for all n ≥ 1.

For k ≥ 1, we define the following statement (Tk).
(Tk) There are subsequences (ϕj(n))

∞
n=1 of (n)∞n=1, for 1 ≤ j ≤ k, with each (ϕj(n))

∞
n=1

being a subsequence of (ϕj−1(n))
∞
n=1, unit vectors wj, positive numbers γ

(j)
n and unit vectors

w
(j)
n , for n ∈ ϕj(N), defined by

γ(j)n = ‖w(j−1)
n − wj−1‖Z ,

and

w(j)
n =

1

γ
(j)
n

(w(j−1)
n − wj−1), i.e., w(j−1)

n = wj−1 + γ(j)n w(j)
n ,

such that, for 1 ≤ j ≤ k,
lim

n∈ϕj(N),n→∞
w(j)
n = wj ∈ Z, (4.11)

and

vn = v + γ(1)n w1 + γ(1)n γ(2)n w2 + · · ·+ γ(1)n · · · γ(j−1)
n wj−1 + γ(1)n · · · γ(j)n w(j)

n (4.12)

for n ∈ ϕj(N).
Observe, when (Tk) holds true and 1 ≤ j ≤ k, that

lim
n∈ϕj(N),n→∞

γ(j)n = 0. (4.13)

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
n∈ϕj(N),n→∞

γ(j)n = lim
n∈ϕj−1(N),n→∞

γ(j)n = lim
n∈ϕj−1(N),n→∞

‖w(j−1)
n − wj−1‖Z = 0.

We already verified that (T1) holds. Let k ≥ 1. Assume (Tk) holds. In particular, with
j = k in (4.12), we have, for n ∈ ϕk(N),

vn = v + γ(1)n w1 + γ(1)n γ(2)n w2 + · · ·+ γ(1)n · · · γ(k−1)
n wk−1 + γ(1)n · · · γ(k)n w(k)

n . (4.14)

Case 1. w
(k)
n = wk for all large n ∈ ϕk(N). Set K = k. Then there is a subsequence

(ϕ(n))∞n=1 of (ϕk(n))
∞
n=1 such that

w(K)
n = wK for all n ∈ ϕ(N).

Let Vn = vϕ(n), and for 1 ≤ j ≤ K, Γj,n = γ
(1)
ϕ(n)γ

(2)
ϕ(n) . . . γ

(j)
ϕ(n), and w̃

(j)
n = w

(j)
ϕ(n).

For 0 ≤ j ≤ K, (ϕ(n))∞n=1 is a subsequence of (ϕj(n))
∞
n=j. Hence (Vn)

∞
n=1 is a subsequence

of (vn)
∞
n=1, and more generally, of (vϕj(n))

∞
n=1 for 0 ≤ j ≤ K. We have from the limit in

(4.10) that

Γ1,n = γ
(1)
ϕ(n) → 0 as n→ ∞. (4.15)
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As a consequence of (4.13), we also have, for all 1 ≤ j ≤ K,

lim
n→∞

γ
(j)
ϕ(n) = 0. (4.16)

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

lim
n→∞

Γj+1,n

Γj,n
= lim

n→∞
γ
(j+1)
ϕ(n) = 0. (4.17)

By (4.11), it holds for 1 ≤ j ≤ K that

lim
n→∞

w̃(j)
n = wj. (4.18)

By (4.12), we have, for 1 ≤ j ≤ K and n ≥ 1,

Vn = vϕ(n) = v + Γ1,nw1 + · · ·+ Γj−1,nwj−1 + Γj,nw̃
(j)
n , (4.19)

and w̃
(K)
n = wK for n ≥ 1. Thus we obtain Case (2) in Definition 4.1 for the sequence (Vn)

∞
n=1

with w̃
(j)
n replacing w

(j)
n ; we stop the induction.

Case 2. There is a subsequence (ϕk+1(n))
∞
n=1 of (ϕk(n))

∞
n=1 such that w

(k)
n 6= wk for all

n ∈ ϕk+1(N). Define, for all n ∈ ϕk+1(N), γ
(k+1)
n = ‖w(k)

n − wk‖Z > 0 and

w(k+1)
n =

1

γ
(k+1)
n

(w(k)
n − wk), which yields w(k)

n = wk + γ(k+1)
n w(k+1)

n . (4.20)

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

vn = v + γ(1)n w1 + γ(1)n γ(2)n w2 + · · ·+ γ(1)n · · · γ(k)n wk + γ(1)n · · ·γ(k+1)
n w(k+1)

n .

Also, ‖w(k+1)
n ‖Z = 1 for n ∈ ϕk+1(N).

By the compactness of the unit sphere in Z again, we can extract a subsequence of
(ϕk+1(n))

∞
n=1, but still denoted by (ϕk+1(n))

∞
n=1, such that

lim
n∈ϕk+1(N),n→∞

w(k+1)
n = wk+1 with ‖wk+1‖Z = 1.

Thus, (Tk+1) holds.
If the induction does not stop at any step k, then by the Induction Principle, we have (Tk)

holds for all k ≥ 1. Let ϕ(n) = ϕn(n) and Vn = vϕ(n). For j ≥ 1, (ϕ(n))∞n=j is a subsequence
of (ϕj(n))

∞
n=j . Hence (Vn)

∞
n=1 is a subsequence of (vn)

∞
n=1, and more generally, (Vn)

∞
n=j is a

subsequence of of (vϕj(n))
∞
n=j for j ≥ 1. We define positive numbers Γk,n and vectors w̃

(k)
n ∈ Z

as follows.
For k = 1, define

Γ1,n = γ
(1)
ϕ(n) and w̃

(1)
n = w

(1)
ϕ(n) for all n ≥ 1.

For k ≥ 2, when 1 ≤ n < k let

zk,n = Vn − v −
k−1∑

j=1

Γj,nwj

and define 



Γk,n = ‖zk,n‖Z , w̃(1)
n =

1

Γk,n
zk,n in the case zk,n 6= 0,

Γk,n =
1

2nk
Γk−1,n, w̃(1)

n = 0 in the case zk,n = 0;

(4.21)
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while when n ≥ k, define

Γk,n = γ
(1)
ϕ(n)γ

(2)
ϕ(n) . . . γ

(k)
ϕ(n) and w̃

(k)
n = w

(k)
ϕ(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 j ≥ 1.

Set Nk = k for all k ≥ 1. For k ≥ 1, by (4.22) and (Tk), we have ‖w̃(k)
n ‖Z = 1 for all

n ≥ Nk. By (4.12), we obtain (4.19) for j ≥ 1, n ≥ Nj . By definition (4.21), we also obtain
(4.19) for n < Nj . 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 (Vn)
∞
n=1 with w̃

(k)
n replacing w

(k)
n . The

proof of Lemma 4.2 is complete. �

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,

u(x, y, z) =



sin(z)
sin(x)

0


 ,

to start, and let that define the fixed balancing force g = g(·) at α1 = 1

g(x, y, z) = −u+




0
sin(z) cos(x)

0


 = −u+

1

2




0
sin(z + x) + sin(z − x)

0


 ,

i.e., the Fourier coefficients are ĝk = −ûk + B̂k where ûk = B̂k = 0 except for

ûe1 = − i

2
e2, ûe3 = − i

2
e1, and B̂(1,0,1) = B̂(−1,0,1) = − i

4
e2,

and the reality condition û−k = ûk, B̂−k = B̂k.
Note, in this case, that the H-norm |g| = π

√
10π 6= 1. Then, strictly speaking, the

Grashof number is Gn = αn|g|.
We use a small Galerkin approximation (ΠN = P̄9) 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

B̂k = i
∑

|j|≤3

(k · ûj)ûk−j − (k · ûj)(k · ûk−j)
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

‖v‖2Z =
1

2

∑

|k|≤3

|v̂k|2 =
1

16π3
|v|2,

when considering Z = H in Lemma 4.2.
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The computed sequence of steady states vn appears to converge, as αn increases, to a limit

close to vn∗ , where αn∗ = 200000. We then set γ
(1)
n = ‖vn − vn∗‖Z for n ≤ n∗ − 1 and

w(1)
n =

1

γ
(1)
n

(vn − vn∗) for all n ≤ n∗ − 1.

The sequence w
(1)
n also appears to converge for this data; no subsequence is needed. We take

as its limit w
(1)
n∗−1 and set γ

(2)
n = ‖w(1)

n − w
(1)
n∗−1‖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 vn∗ in place of the true limit

v (and similarly for w
(1)
n∗−1). AUTO uses Newton iteration to continue the sequence of steady

states. We set its tolerance to both 10−7 and 10−9 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:

σ0,0 ≻ σ0 ∼ σ0,1 ≻ σ1 ∼ σ1,1 ∼ σ0,2 ≻ σ2 ∼ σ1,2.

The ratio σ0,1/σ0 = σ0,1 which is shown in Figure 2, is nearly constant, until αn > 180000. If
instead, we were to interpret the plot of σ0,1/σ0 = σ0,1 to be truly starting to decay toward
0, then we would have case (iii), (a) of Theorem 3.5. But we find that ‖Avn∗ − g‖Z ≈ 0.66
which would contradict (3.12). We conclude that σ0 ∼ σ0,1 and hence that this example
demonstrates case (iii), (c) of Theorem 3.5. The next relation, σ0,1 ≻ σ1, must hold. This
is confirmed by the clear decay in the plot of σ1/σ0,1. Since σ0 ∼ σ0,1, we must also have
σ1 ∼ σ1,1 and σ2 ∼ σ1,2 (the latter confirmed by the plot of σ1,2/σ2). Meanwhile, the plot of
σ1/σ0,2, being fairly flat, suggests σ1 ∼ σ0,2.

4.2. On the uniqueness of strict unitary expansions. Because there are no convergence
rates specified for Γk,n, as n → ∞, a sequence (vn)

∞
n=1 may be written as different sums in

the form of the right-hand side of (4.6). However, thanks to the condition ‖w(k)
n ‖Z = 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 (vn)
∞
n=N0

have a strict unitary expansion as in Definition 4.1. Denote

N̄k =

{
N0, in Case (2) for 1 ≤ k ≤ K,

max{N1, N2, . . . , Nk}, in Case (3) for all k ≥ 1.

Then the vectors v, wk, w
(k)
n and positive numbers Γk,n are uniquely determined for k ≥ 1

and n ≥ N̄k.

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 vn = v for all n, then this is the unique expansion
for vn. Otherwise, for n ≥ N̄1, we have from (4.4) that

‖vn − v‖Z = Γ1,n‖w(1)
n ‖Z = Γ1,n,

hence Γ1,n is uniquely determined, and then w
(1)
n = (vn − v)/Γ1,n is uniquely determined.

Subsequently, w1 = limn→∞w
(1)
n is uniquely determined.

Recursively, for k ≥ 1, suppose wj , w
(j)
n and Γj,n are already uniquely determined for

1 ≤ j ≤ k and n ≥ N̄j . If w
(k)
n = wk eventually as n → ∞, 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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Figure 1. Bifurcation diagram.

In this case, N̄j = N0 for all 1 ≤ j ≤ K. Thus vn ≈ v+
∑K

j=1 Γj,nwj is the unique expansion
of vn.

Consider the case “w
(k)
n = wk eventually as n → ∞” does not hold. Then wk+1, Γk+1,n,

w
(k+1)
n and N̄k+1 exist. Let n ≥ N̄k+1. We have n ≥ N̄j for 1 ≤ j ≤ k, hence Γj,n was already

uniquely determined, and
∥∥∥∥∥vn −

k∑

j=1

Γj,nwj

∥∥∥∥∥
Z

= Γk+1,n‖w(k+1)
n ‖Z = Γk+1,n

which implies Γk+1,n is uniquely determined. Thus, w
(k+1)
n is uniquely determined for n ≥

N̄k+1 by

w(k+1)
n =

1

Γk+1,n

(
vn −

k∑

j=1

Γj,nwj

)
,

and then wk+1 = limn→∞w
(k+1)
n is uniquely determined. �

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

(a) Let vn → v in R. If vn > v for all n ≥ 1 then (vn)
∞
n=1 has a unique strict unitary

expansion

vn = v + Γ1,nw1, (4.23)

with Γ1,n = vn − v and w1 = 1.
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Figure 3. Sequence ratios.

If vn < v for all n ≥ 1 then (vn)
∞
n=1 has the unique strict unitary expansion (4.23)

with Γ1,n = v − vn and w1 = −1.
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We can see that strict unitary expansions are not very useful in this case.
(b) Let vn = (−1)n/n in R. Suppose (vn)

∞
n=1 has a strict unitary expansion. Then the

terms Γ1,n, w1 and w
(1)
n exist in Definition 4.1. Clearly, Γ1,n = |vn| = 1/n and w

(1)
n =

vn/Γ1,n = (−1)n, which is divergent and contradicts Definition 4.1. Thus, (vn)
∞
n=1

does not have a strict unitary expansion. However, its subsequences v2n = 1/(2n)
and v2n+1 = −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 vn = ei/n.
Clearly, we have the Taylor expansion vn = 1 +

∑∞
k=1

1
k!nk i

k. However, the strict
unitary expansion is a different one which is found below. Note, for x ∈ R, that

eix = 1 + (eix − 1) = 1 + e
i
2
x(e

i
2
x − e

−i
2
x) = 1 + 2i sin(x/2)e

i
2
x.

Applying this formula repeatedly, we have

vn = 1 + 2i sin

(
1

2n

)
e

i
2n = 1 + 2i sin

(
1

2n

)
+ (2i)2 sin

(
1

2n

)
sin

(
1

22n

)
e

i

22n = . . .

and, for any k ≥ 1,

vn = 1 +
k∑

j=1

(2i)j
j∏

p=1

sin

(
1

2pn

)
+ (2i)k+1

k+1∏

p=1

sin

(
1

2pn

)
e

i

2k+1n . (4.24)

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

wk = ik and Γk,n = 2k
k∏

p=1

sin

(
1

2pn

)
.

Indeed, letting w
(k)
n = ike

i

2kn , one has |wk| = |w(k)
n | = 1, w

(k)
n → wk,

Γ1,n = 2 sin

(
1

2n

)
→ 0 and

Γk+1,n

Γk,n
= 2 sin

(
1

2k+1n

)
→ 0 as n→ ∞.

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}, αn > 0 for all n,
limn→∞ αn = ∞, vn ∈ H is a solution of (3.1), and (vn)

∞
n=1 has the strict unitary expansion

(4.6) in H.

5.1. Proof of Proposition 3.3.

Proof. In the case (vn)
∞
n=1 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 ∈ Ŝ. If C contains more than one sequence, it must contain one of the type σj,k.
Note that there can be at most one sequence equivalent to σj,k in each row of the array in
(3.6) up to row k + 2, i.e., the rows starting with σ0, σ0,0, σ1,1, . . . , σk,k. Also, σj,k ≻ σ for
any σ in the remaining rows. Therefore, C has only finitely many elements.

(ii) Let F be a nonempty subset of Ŝ. Consider the case when all x’s in F are of the type
〈σk〉 for some k ≥ 0. Let k0 be the minimum of all such k’s. Then 〈σk0〉 is the minimum



NSE GALERKIN WITH LARGE GRASHOF NUMBERS 19

of F . Now, consider the case when there exists a sequence σj,k such that C = 〈σj,k〉 ∈ F .
Define FC to be the set of x ∈ F such that x ≤ C. By (3.6), the intersection of FC with
each ith-row, for 1 ≤ i ≤ k + 2, starting with σ0, σ0,0, σ1,1, . . . , σk,k is either empty or has a
minimum xi. Also, the intersection of FC with the remaining rows in (3.6) is empty. Since
C ∈ FC, the set FC is not empty. Then the set of the above xi’s is not empty. Comparing
finitely many xi’s, we find their minimum, which is the minimum of FC, and hence of F . �

5.2. Proof of Theorem 3.5.

Proof. The facts about ordS(σ0,0) and ordS(σ) for σ ∈ S \ {σ0,0} in (i) are clear from the
relations in (3.6). Dividing (3.1) by αn and passing n→ ∞ yield (3.11).

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

For (iii), we substitute the expansion vn = v+Γ1,nw
(1)
n into the steady state equation (3.1)

and use property (3.11) to obtain

Av − g + αnΓ1,nBs(v, w
(1)
n ) + αnΓ1,nΓ1,nB(w(1)

n , w(1)
n ) = 0. (5.1)

For (a),(c) we can simply take n → ∞ in (5.1), while for (b) we divide (5.1) by αnΓ1,n and
then take n→ ∞. 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(σ0,j), for 0 ≤ j ≤ k − 1, that are smaller than ordS(σ0,k). 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(σ0,k) > k(k + 3)/2 + 1.

The possible entries σ such that σ ≻ σ0,k are σ0, σ1, . . . , σk−1 along with σj,m with 0 ≤ j ≤
m ≤ k − 1, i.e., the triangle of sequences in (3.6) with vertices σ0,0, σ0,k−1, and σk−1,k−1.
Combining this fact with (3.8), we must have

ordS({σ0, . . . , σk−1, σj,m : 0 ≤ j ≤ m ≤ k − 1}) ⊃ {1, 2, . . . , k(k + 3)/2 + 1}. (5.2)

Because the first set has at most

k + k(k + 1)/2 = k(k + 3)/2

elements, the inclusion (5.2) is impossible.

The lower bound in (3.17) is obtained by using the chain

σ0,0 ≻ σ0,1 ≻ . . . ≻ σ0,k ≻ σ1,k ≻ . . . ≻ σj−1,k ≻ σj,k.

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 σ0,0 ≻ σ0 ≻ . . . ≻ σk−1 ≻ σk, we immediately
establish the lower bound of ordS(σk) in (3.18). For the upper bound, denote R = {σm :
m ≥ 0}. By parts (iv) and (v),

ordS(σ) < ω2 for all σ 6∈ R. (5.3)

Given σk. If there is σ 6∈ R such that σk % σ, then

ordS(σk) ≤ ordS(σ) < ω2 < ω2 + k.

Hence, we obtain the upper bound in (3.18) for this case.
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Consider the remaining case when σ ≻ σk for all σ 6∈ R. Suppose ordS(σk) > ω2 + k. By
(3.8) applied to σ∗ = σk and (5.3), we must have

ordS({σ0, . . . , σk−1}) ⊃ {ω2, ω2 + 1, . . . , ω2 + k}.
Comparing the numbers of elements in these two sets gives k ≥ k + 1, which is impossible.
Therefore, we must have ordS(σk) ≤ ω2+k, that is, the upper bound of ordS(σk) in (3.18). �

The following remarks on case (iii) of Theorem 3.5 are in order.

(1) Taking the scalar product of (3.14) in H with w1 gives 〈B(w1, w1), v〉 = 0, that is,
B(w1, w1) and v are orthogonal in H .

(2) If, in addition, w2 exists, then instead of the first inequality in (3.13) one has

3 ∈ {ordS(σ0), ordS(σ1,1), ordS(σ0,2)},
and instead of (3.15) one has

3 ∈ {ordS(σ1), ordS(σ1,1), ordS(σ0,2)}.
These can easily be seen from (3.6).

5.3. Proof of Proposition 3.6.

Proof. We have g 6= 0, so vn 6= 0 = v. Hence, expansion (3.2) is nontrivial. Consequently,
w1 exists and |w1| = 1.

Using vn = Γ1,nw
(1)
n , we have from (3.1) that

Γ1,nAw
(1)
n + αnΓ

2
1,nB(w(1)

n , w(1)
n ) = g. (5.4)

If σ0 ≻ σ1,1, then passing n → ∞ in (5.4) gives g = 0, a contradiction. Thus, we must
have σ1,1 % σ0.

We now prove w2 exists by contradiction. Suppose expansion (3.2) stops at w1, that is
vn = Γ1,nw1. Then

Γ1,nAw1 + αnΓ
2
1,nB(w1, w1) = g. (5.5)

Case A. σ1,1 ≻ σ0. Dividing (5.5) by αnΓ
2
1,n and then passing n → ∞ yield B(w1, w1) = 0.

Using this fact in (5.5) implies Γ1,nAw1 = g, which yields g = 0, a contradiction.

Case B. σ1,1 ∼ σ0. 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→ ∞ in (5.5) gives

λ∗B(w1, w1) = g. (5.6)

We can rewrite (5.5) as

Γ1,nAw1 = χng. (5.7)

(α) If χn = 0 for all n, or Γ1,n ≻ |χn|, then we infer from (5.7) that Aw1 = 0, which is a
contradiction.

(β) If |χn| ≻ Γ1,n, then g = 0, a contradiction.
(γ) If Γ1,n ∼ |χn|, then λ1Aw1 = g for some λ1 6= 0. Combining this with (5.6) gives

λ1Aw1 = λ∗B(w1, w1).

Taking scalar product of the last equation with w1, we deduce w1 = 0, a contradiction.
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Since both cases A and B yield contradictions, the expansion (3.2) cannot stop at w1. Thus,
w2 exists.

Now, we can substitute the expansion vn = Γ1,nw1+Γ2,nw
(2)
n into the steady state equation

(3.1) to obtain

Γ1,nAw1 + Γ2,nAw
(2)
n + αnΓ

2
1,nB(w1, w1) + αnΓ1,nΓ2,nBs(w1, w

(2)
n )

+ αnΓ
2
2,nB(w(2)

n , w(2)
n ) = g. (5.8)

(i) Case σ1,1 ≻ σ0. Since αnΓ
2
1,n → ∞ we have also αnΓ1,n → ∞. Dividing (5.4) by

αnΓ
2
1,n and take n→ ∞, we obtain B(w1, w1) = 0.

If 1 ≻ αnΓ1,nΓ2,n, then all terms on the left in (5.8) tend to 0 as n → ∞, which
would mean g = 0, a contradiction. Hence, σ1,2 % σ0, and consequently, αnΓ2,n → ∞.
Having eliminating the term αnΓ

2
1,nB(w1, w1) from (5.8), items (1) and (2) follow

from dividing the equation by αnΓ1,nΓ2,n, passing n→ ∞ and applying both relations
in (2.16).

(ii) Case σ1,1 ∼ σ0. We take n→ ∞ in (5.4) and use the limit in (3.19) to obtain (5.6).
Using identity (5.6), we rewrite (5.8) as

Γ1,nAw1 + Γ2,nAw
(2)
n + αnΓ1,nΓ2,nBs(w1, w

(2)
n ) + αnΓ

2
2,nB(w(2)

n , w(2)
n ) = χng. (5.9)

If 1 ≻ αnΓ2,n, then Γ1,n ≻ αnΓ1,nΓ2,n ≻ αnΓ
2
2,n. We next eliminate the three possi-

bilities that follow.
(α′) If χn = 0 for all n, or Γ1,n ≻ |χn|, then (5.9) implies Aw1 = 0.
(β ′) If |χn| ≻ Γ1,n, then (5.9) implies g = 0.
(γ′) If |χn| ∼ Γ1,n, then (5.9) implies g = λ1Aw1, with λ1 6= 0.
Similar to (α), (β), (γ) above, none of these cases (α′), (β ′), (γ′) are possible.

Therefore, we must have αnΓ2,n % 1, that is, σ0,2 % σ0. It remains to consider the
following cases.
(1) Case σ0,2 ∼ σ0. Then Γ1,n ∼ αnΓ1,nΓ2,n ≻ αnΓ

2
2,n. If |χn| ≻ Γ1,n, then (5.9)

implies g = 0, a contradiction.

(a) If |χn| ∼ Γ1,n, then, since w
(2)
n → w2, equation (5.9) implies

g = λ1Aw1 + λ2Bs(w1, w2), λ1λ2 > 0.

Thus

λ∗B(w1, w1) = λ1Aw1 + λ2Bs(w1, w2).

Taking scalar product with w1 gives

λ1‖w1‖2 = λ2〈B(w1, w1), w2〉 = (λ2/λ∗)〈g, w2〉.
(b) If χn = 0 for all n, or Γ1,n ≻ |χn|, then (5.9) implies

Aw1 + λ2Bs(w1, w2) = 0, λ2 > 0,

which yields

‖w1‖2 − λ2〈B(w1, w1), w2〉 = 0 and hence (λ2/λ∗)〈g, w2〉 = ‖w1‖2.
(2) Case σ0,2 ≻ σ0. Then αnΓ1,nΓ2,n ≻ Γ1,n. If |χn| ≻ αnΓ1,nΓ2,n, then (5.9) implies

g = 0 again.
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(a) If |χn| ∼ αnΓ1,nΓ2,n. Then (5.9) yields g = λ2Bs(w1, w2) for some λ2 6= 0.
Combining this with (5.6) gives

λ∗B(w1, w1) = λ2Bs(w1, w2). (5.10)

On the one hand, taking scalar product of equation (5.10) with w1 yields
〈B(w1, w1), w2〉 = 0, hence, 〈g, w2〉 = 0.
On the other hand, taking scalar product of equation (5.10) with w2 gives
〈B(w2, w2), w1〉 = 0.

(b) If χn = 0 for all n, or αnΓ1,nΓ2,n ≻ |χn|, then (5.9) gives

Bs(w1, w2) = 0. (5.11)

Then, again, taking scalar product of (5.11) with w1 yields 〈g, w2〉 = 0,
and taking scalar product of (5.11) with w2 gives 〈B(w2, w2), w1〉 = 0.

�

5.4. Proof of Proposition 3.7.

Proof. By (3.11) in Theorem 3.5, we have B(v, v) = 0. Substituting vn = v + Γ1,nw
(1)
n into

the steady state equation (3.1), we have

Γ1,nAw
(1)
n + αnΓ1,nBs(v, w

(1)
n ) + αnΓ

2
1,nB(w(1)

n , w(1)
n ) = 0, (5.12)

The largest term αnΓ1,n gives (3.20).
Suppose expansion (3.2) stops at w1, that is, vn = v + Γ1,nw1. We have (5.12) with w1

replacing w
(1)
n , and with the use of (3.20), we obtain

Aw1 + αnΓ1,nB(w1, w1) = 0. (5.13)

• If 1 ≻ αnΓ1,n, then (5.13) implies Aw1 = 0, a contradiction.
• If αnΓ1,n ≻ 1, then (5.13) implies B(w1, w1) = 0, which, thanks to (5.13) again, yields
Aw1 = 0, a contradiction.

• If 1 ∼ αnΓ1,n, then (5.13) implies

Aw1 + λB(w1, w1) = 0 for some number λ > 0.

Taking the scalar product of this equation with w1 yields w1 = 0, a contradiction.

In conclusion, expansion (3.2) cannot stop at w1, hence w2 exists.

Next we insert vn = v + Γ1,nw1 + Γ2,nw
(2)
n into the state equation to obtain

Γ1,nAw1 + Γ2,nAw
(2)
n + αnΓ2,nBs(v, w

(2)
n ) + αnΓ

2
1,nB(w1, w1)

+ αnΓ1,nΓ2,nBs(w1, w
(2)
n ) + αnΓ

2
2,nB(w(2)

n , w(2)
n ) = 0.

(5.14)

For (i), it follows (5.14) that

if Γ1,n ≻ αnΓ2,n, αnΓ
2
1,n, then Aw1 = 0, so we immediately have w1 = 0,

if Γ1,n ∼ αnΓ
2
1,n ≻ αnΓ2,n, then

Aw1 + λB(w1, w1) = 0 for some λ > 0.

Thus taking the scalar product with w1 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 Γ1,n, αnΓ2,n and αnΓ
2
1,n in equation (5.14). �

6. Expanded force case

In this section, with positive numbers αn’s as in Section 3, we consider a family of forces
(gn)

∞
n=1 in H and a family of corresponding steady states (vn)

∞
n=1 ⊂ H of the Galerkin

approximation, i.e.,

Avn + αnB(vn, vn) = gn, (6.1)

where, we recall, B is defined by (2.15). We assume that gn is bounded in H, so that vn is
as well. Using Lemma 4.2 we can find subsequences of vn’s and gn’s, still denoted by vn and
gn, with the strict unitary expansions

vn ≈ v +
∑

k

Γk,nwk, gn ≈ g +
∑

k

Hk,nhk. (6.2)

Let S be defined as in section 3. Denote

βk = (Hk,n)
∞
n=1 ∈ X and S̃ = S ∪ {βk with valid integers k’s}.

Since we work with subsequences, by the countability of S̃ and the virtue of Lemma 3.2

and (4.8), we may assume that S̃ is totally comparable. Then we can apply the idea of the

procedure (3.9) in Section 3 to equation (6.1) and sequences in S̃.
Theorem 6.1. Assume g 6= 0 and the strict unitary expansion of gn in (6.2) is nontrivial.
Then one has the following.

(i) B(v, v) = 0.
(ii) The strict unitary expansion of vn in (6.2) is nontrivial.
(iii) If αnΓ1,n ≻ 1, then

Bs(v, w1) = 0. (6.3)

(iv) If 1 ≻ αnΓ1,n, then αnΓ1,n % H1,n and

Av = g, (6.4)

Bs(v, w1) = λ1h1 where λ1 = lim
n→∞

H1,n

αnΓ1,n
∈ [0,∞). (6.5)

(v) If αnΓ1,n ∼ 1, then

Av − g + λ2Bs(v, w1) = 0, where λ2 = lim
n→∞

αnΓ1,n > 0. (6.6)

Let χn = αnΓ1,n − λ1. Assume (S1)–(S3) in Section 3 with S̃ replacing S.
(1) If

Γ1,n ≻ H1,n and lim
n→∞

χn
Γ1,n

= 0, (6.7)

then w2 exists and αnΓ2,n % Γ1,n and

λ3(Aw1 + λ2B(w1, w1)) +Bs(v, w2) = 0, where λ3 = lim
n→∞

Γ1,n

αnΓ2,n
∈ [0,∞). (6.8)
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(2) If

H1,n ≻ Γ1,n and lim
n→∞

χn
H1,n

= 0, (6.9)

then w2 exists and αnΓ2,n % H1,n and

Bs(v, w2) = λ4h1, where λ4 = lim
n→∞

H1,n

αnΓ2,n
∈ [0,∞). (6.10)

(3) If w2 exists and

αnΓ2,n ≻ Γ1,n, H1,n and lim
n→∞

χn
αnΓ2,n

= 0, (6.11)

then Bs(v, w2) = 0.
(4) Assume |χn| ≻ Γ1,n, H1,n. If w2 does not exist, then (6.3) and (6.4) hold. If w2

exists and |χn| % αnΓ2,n, then

Bs(v, w1) + λ5Bs(v, w2) = 0, where λ5 = lim
n→∞

αnΓ2,n

χn
∈ R. (6.12)

(5) Assume Γ1,n ∼ H1,n ∼ |χn|. If w2 does not exist then

Aw1 + λ6Bs(v, w1) + λ2B(w1, w1) = λ7h1, (6.13)

where

λ6 = lim
n→∞

χn
Γ1,n

∈ R, λ7 = lim
n→∞

H1,n

Γ1,n
> 0.

If w2 exists and Γ1,n % αnΓ2,n, then

Aw1 + λ6Bs(v, w1) + λ2B(w1, w1) + λ8Bs(v, w2) = λ7h1, (6.14)

where

λ8 = lim
n→∞

αnΓ2,n

Γ1,n
∈ [0,∞).

Proof. We write
gn = g +H1,nh

(1)
n with lim

n→∞
h(1)n = h1 6= 0. (6.15)

Part (i). Dividing (6.1) by αn and letting n→ ∞ give B(v, v) = 0.

Part (ii). Suppose vn = v for all n. Then, together with part (i), we have from (6.1) that

Av − g = H1,nh
(1)
n . This yields Av − g = 0 = H1,nh

(1)
n . The last identity contradicts the

nonzero limit in (6.15).

Part (iii). Assume αnΓ1,n ≻ 1. Substituting vn = v+Γ1,nw
(1)
n and (6.15) into (6.1) and using

part (i) give

(Av − g) + Γ1,nAw
(1)
n + αnΓ1,nBs(v, w

(1)
n ) + αnΓ

2
1,nB(w(1)

n , w(1)
n ) = H1,nh

(1)
n . (6.16)

Dividing this equation by αnΓ1,n and letting n→ ∞, we obtain (6.3).

Part (iv). Assume 1 ≻ αnΓ1,n. Letting n→ ∞ in (6.16) yields (6.4). Now, (6.16) becomes

Γ1,nAw
(1)
n + αnΓ1,nBs(v, w

(1)
n ) + αnΓ

2
1,nB(w(1)

n , w(1)
n ) = H1,nh

(1)
n . (6.17)

Suppose H1,n ≻ αnΓ1,n. By dividing (6.17) by H1,n and letting n→ ∞, we obtain h1 = 0,
which is a contradiction. Thus αnΓ1,n % H1,n. Dividing (6.17) by αnΓ1,n and letting n→ ∞,
we obtain (6.3).



NSE GALERKIN WITH LARGE GRASHOF NUMBERS 25

Part (v). Assume αnΓ1,n ∼ 1. Passing n→ ∞ in (6.16) gives (6.5) directly.

(1) Assume (6.7). Suppose w
(1)
n = w1 for all n. We rewrite (6.16) using (6.6) as

Γ1,nAw1 + χnBs(v, w1) + αnΓ
2
1,nB(w1, w1) = H1,nh

(1)
n . (6.18)

Note that Γ1,n ∼ αnγ
2
1,n. Dividing (6.18) by Γ1,n, passing n → ∞ and using condition

(6.7), we obtain
Aw1 + λ1Bs(w1, w1) = 0. (6.19)

This implies w1 = 0, a contradiction. Therefore, w2 exists. We rewrite (6.16) using (6.6)

and the fact Γ1w
(1)
n = Γ1,nw1 + Γ2,nw

(2)
n as

Γ1,nAw1 + Γ2,nAw
(2)
n + χnBs(v, w1) + αnΓ2,nBs(v, w

(2)
n ) + αnΓ

2
1,nB(w1, w1)

+ αnΓ1,nΓ2,nBs(w1, w
(2)
n ) + αnΓ

2
2,nB(w(2)

n , w(2)
n ) = H1,nh

(1)
n .

(6.20)

We focus on the terms with coefficients Γ1,n, χn, αnΓ2,n, H1,n in (6.20).
If Γ1,n ≻ αnΓ2,n, then dividing (6.20) by Γ1,n and letting n → ∞, we obtain (6.19) again

which yields a contradiction. Thus, αnΓ2,n % Γ1,n. Now, dividing (6.20) by αnΓ2,n and
letting n→ ∞, we obtain (6.8).

(2) Assume (6.9). If w
(1)
n = w1 for all n, then dividing (6.18) by H1,n and passing n→ ∞

give h1 = 0, a contradiction. Thus w2 exists. Similar to the rest of part (1), by dividing
(6.20) by H1,n we derive αnΓ2,n % H1,n, and then by dividing (6.20) by αnΓ2,n we obtain
(6.10).

(3) Assume w2 exists and (6.11). Then dividing (6.20) by αnΓ2,n and letting n → ∞, we
obtain Bs(v, w2) = 0.

(4) Assume |χn| ≻ Γ1,n, H1,n. If w2 does not exists, then (6.18) implies (6.3). This and
(6.6) then imply (6.4). If w2 exists and |χn| % αnΓ2,n, then dividing (6.19) by χn and letting
n→ ∞ yield (6.12).

(5) Similar to part (4), dividing (6.18) and (6.19) by Γ1,n yield (6.13) and (6.14), respec-
tively. �

We observe that the procedure (3.9) in Section 3, in fact, does not require |wk| = |w(k)
n | =

1. This prompts us to consider expansions of a more general class than those satisfying
Definition 4.1.

Definition 6.2. Let (vn)
∞
n=1 be a sequence in a normed space (Z, ‖ · ‖Z) over C or R.

• We say the sequence (vn)
∞
n=1 has a unitary expansion if, in Definition 4.1, condition

‖w(k)
n ‖Z = 1 is removed.

• We say the sequence (vn)
∞
n=1 has a pre-unitary expansion if in Definition 4.1, condi-

tion ‖wk‖Z = 1 is replaced with wk 6= 0, and condition ‖w(k)
n ‖Z = 1 is removed.

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

Remark 6.3. Suppose (vn)
∞
n=N0

has a pre-unitary expansion (4.6). Then it has the following
unitary expansion

vn ≈ v +
∑

k

Γ̂k,nŵk, where ŵk = ‖wk‖−1
Z wk, Γ̂k,n = ‖wk‖ZΓk,n. (6.21)

Indeed, let ŵ
(k)
n = ‖wk‖−1

Z w
(k)
n . Clearly, ‖ŵk‖Z = 1, Γ̂k,n → 0 and

Γ̂k+1,n/Γ̂k,n = (‖wk+1‖Z/‖wk‖Z)Γk+1,n/Γk,n → 0 as n→ ∞.
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Moreover, one has, for n ≥ N0 and k ≥ 1, that Γk,nwk = Γ̂k,nŵk and Γk,nw
(k)
n = Γ̂k,nŵ

(k)
n .

For n ≥ N0 and m ≥ 1, we write

vn = v +
m−1∑

k=1

Γk,nwk + Γk,nw
(m)
n = v +

m−1∑

k=1

Γ̂k,nŵk + Γ̂k,nŵ
(m)
n .

Since ŵ
(m)
n converges to ‖wm‖−1

Z wm = ŵm as n→ ∞, 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)
∞
n=N0

has a finite unitary expansion. Then taking k = K in (4.4) and
using (4.5), we obtain

vn = v + Γ1,nw1 + . . .+ ΓK,nwK , for all n ≥ N0, (6.22)

Now, suppose we have (6.22) with Γj,n and wj, for 1 ≤ j ≤ K, being as in Definition
4.1. Then the sum in (6.22) is a unitary expansion of (vn)

∞
n=N0

. Indeed, we have (4.4)
with

w(k)
n = wk +

K∑

j=k+1

Γj,n
Γk,n

wj .

Clearly, w
(k)
n → wk as n→ ∞.

(b) In the case of a finite unitary expansion (6.22) in a finite dimensional real linear space
Z, by taking N0 sufficiently large, we may assume K ≤ dim(Z). Indeed, assume we
have (6.22) for some K > dim(Z). Suppose w1, . . . , wk are linearly independent and
wk+1 ∈ span{w1, . . . , wk}. Then

wk+1 = c1w1 + · · ·+ ckwk for some c1, c2, . . . , ck ∈ R.

Setting Γ̃j,n = Γj,n + cjΓk+1,n, for 1 ≤ j ≤ k, we have

Γ1,nw1 + · · ·+ Γk,nwk + Γk+1,nwk+1 = Γ̃1,nw1 + · · ·+ Γ̃k,nwk

For large enough n, we have Γ̃j,n > 0, and

Γ̃j+1,n/Γ̃j,n → 0 as n→ ∞, for j = 1, . . . k − 1.

Repeating the above argument finitely many times starting with k = 1, we obtain
(6.22) with newly defined Γj,n, re-indexed wj and new K ≤ dim(Z).

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

vn = v +

∞∑

k=1

λknwk, for some number λ ∈ (0, 1) and unit vectors wk’s.

This can be generalized as follow.

Lemma 6.5. Let θn > 0 and θn → 0 as n→ ∞. Suppose (wn)
∞
n=0 is a sequence in a Banach

space (Z, ‖ · ‖Z) over C or R and there exist numbers M > 0 and D0 > 0 such that

‖wn‖Z ≤MDn
0 for all n ≥ 1.
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Then there is N0 ≥ 1 such that
∑∞

k=0 θ
k
nwk converges absolutely to a vector vn ∈ Z, for all

n ≥ N0. Moreover, one has, for all n ≥ N0 and m ≥ 1 that

vn =
m−1∑

k=0

θknwk + θmn w
(m)
n with lim

n→∞
w(m)
n = wm. (6.23)

Proof. Let γ ∈ (0, 1) and integer N0 ≥ 1 be such that D0θn ≤ γ for all n ≥ N0. We have

θkn‖wk‖Z ≤M(D0θn)
k ≤Mγk for n ≥ N0. (6.24)

This implies
∑∞

k=0 θ
k
nwk converges absolutely to a vector vn ∈ Z for any n ≥ N0.

For n ≥ N0 and m ≥ 1, we write vn as in (6.23) with w
(m)
n = wm +

∑∞
k=m+1 θ

k−m
n wk.

We estimate the last sum by
∞∑

k=m+1

θk−mn ‖wk‖Z ≤ Mθ−mn

∞∑

k=m+1

(D0θn)
k =Mθ−mn

(D0θn)
m+1

1−D0θn
=
MDm+1

0 θn
(1−D0θn)

,

which goes to 0 as n→ ∞. Thus, limn→∞w
(m)
n = wm. �

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

vn =
∞∑

k=0

α−k
n wk and gn =

∞∑

k=0

α−k
n hk. (6.25)

Below, we use heuristic arguments to find the relations between wk’s and hk’s. Substituting
expansions in (6.25) into (6.1) and collecting the α−m

n -terms, form ≥ −1, we formally derive,
for m = −1,

B(w0, w0) = 0, (6.26)

and, for m ≥ 0,

Awm +
m+1∑

k=0

B(wk, wm+1−k) = hm, (6.27)

i.e.,

Awm +Bs(w0, wm+1) +

m∑

k=1

B(wk, wm+1−k) = hm. (6.28)

In particular, when m = 0,

Aw0 +Bs(w0, w1) = h0, (6.29)

and when m = 1,

Aw1 +Bs(w0, w2) +B(w1, w1) = h1. (6.30)

We will show that the above constructions can be made rigorous. Let

MA = max{|Av| : v ∈ H, |v| = 1} and MB = max{|B(u, v)| : u, v ∈ H, |u| = |v| = 1}.
Then

|v| ≤ |Av| ≤MA|v|, |B(u, v)| ≤ MB|u| |v| for all u, v ∈ H. (6.31)

Definition 6.6. For u ∈ H, we define a linear mapping Lu on H by

w ∈ H 7→ Luw := Aw +Bs(u, w) ∈ H.
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Denote c0 = 1/(4(MB + 1)) > 0. Let u ∈ H with |u| ≤ c0. By (6.31), one has

|Luw| ≥ |w| − 2MB|u||w| ≥ |w|/2.
This implies Lu is invertible, and

|L−1
u f | ≤ 2|f | for all f ∈ H. (6.32)

Theorem 6.7. Given w0 ∈ H that satisfies (6.26). Then there exist h0 ∈ H and wk, hk ∈
H\ {0} for all k ≥ 1, and an integer N0 ≥ 1 such that (6.27) holds for all m ≥ 0, vn and gn
defined by (6.25) are absolutely convergent for all n ≥ N0 and satisfy equation (6.1) for all
n ≥ N0. Moreover, the series in (6.25) are pre-unitary expansions of (vn)

∞
n=N0

and (gn)
∞
n=N0

,
that is,

vn ≈ w0 +

∞∑

k=1

Γk,nwk and gn ≈ h0 +

∞∑

k=1

Γk,nhk with Γk,n = α−k
n . (6.33)

Proof. First of all, we define h0 by (6.29). Given any numbers M ≥ 1 and D0 > 1.

Step 1. We will find wk, hk ∈ H \ {0}, for all k ≥ 1, that satisfy (6.27) and

|wk| ≤MDk
0 for all k ≥ 1. (6.34)

We consider two cases.

Case 1. The mapping u ∈ H 7→ Bs(w0, u) is not zero. We construct wk’s and hk’s
recursively. First, choose w1 ∈ H such that 0 < |w1| ≤MD0 and define h0 by (6.29).

Let m ≥ 1. Suppose we already have w1, . . . , wm and h1, . . . , hm−1.
(a) If Awm+

∑m
k=1B(wk, wm+1−k) = 0, choose wm+1 ∈ H\{0} such that |wm+1| ≤MDm+1

0

and Bs(w0, wm+1) 6= 0.
(b) If Awm+

∑m
k=1B(wk, wm+1−k) 6= 0, choose wm+1 ∈ H \ {0} so that |wm+1| ≤MDm+1

0

and

|Bs(w0, wm+1)| <
∣∣∣∣∣Awm +

m∑

k=1

B(wk, wm+1−k)

∣∣∣∣∣ .

For both cases (a) and (b), define hm by (6.28). Then hm 6= 0.

Case 2. Bs(w0, u) = 0 for all u ∈ H. Equation (6.28) for m ≥ 1 now becomes

Aw1 +B(w1, w1) = h1, see (6.30) when m = 1, (6.35)

and, for m ≥ 2,

Awm +Bs(w1, wm) +
∑

2≤k≤m−1

B(wk, wm+1−k) = hm

which is equivalent to

Lw1
wm = fm := hm −

∑

2≤k≤m−1

B(wk, wm+1−k). (6.36)

We choose h1 ∈ H such that 0 < |h1| ≤ c0. We solve for w1 from the Galerkin NSE (6.35)
with the body force h1. Taking scalar product (in H) of (6.35) with w1, we have

|w1|2 ≤ 〈Aw1, w1〉 = 〈h1, w1〉 ≤
1

2
|w1|2 +

1

2
|h1|2.

Hence, 0 < |w1| ≤ |h1| ≤ c0. Since c0 < 1, we have |w1| ≤MD0.



NSE GALERKIN WITH LARGE GRASHOF NUMBERS 29

Let m ≥ 2. Suppose we already have hk, wk for k = 1, . . . , m−1. We choose hm ∈ H\{0}
such that the fm defined in (6.36) satisfies 0 < |fm| ≤MDm

0 /2. Choose wm = L−1
w1
fm. Then

wm 6= 0 and, by inequality (6.32), |wm| ≤ 2|fm| ≤MDm
0 .

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

|hm| ≤MA|wm|+
m+1∑

k=0

MB |wk||wm+1−k| ≤MAMDm
0 + (m+ 2)MBM

2Dm+1
0 .

This implies that lim supm→∞ |hm|1/m < ∞. We apply Lemma 6.5 to both wn and hn
using θn = α−1

n . Then there exists N0 ≥ 1 such that the series in (6.25) converge absolutely
for any n ≥ N0, and they are the pre-unitary expansions (6.33) of (vn)

∞
n=N0

and (gn)
∞
n=N0

.

Step 3. By the absolute convergence of series for vn and (similar) Cauchy’s product for
B(vn, vn), one can prove, with the use of relations (6.26) and (6.27), that vn and gn satisfy
equation (3.1) for all n ≥ N0. �

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

vn ≈ w0 +
∞∑

k=1

Γ̂k,nŵk, where ŵk = |wk|−1wk, Γ̂k,n = |wk|α−k
n , (6.37)

gn ≈ h0 +
∞∑

k=1

Ĥk,nĥk, where ĥk = |hk|−1hk, Ĥk,n = |hk|α−k
n . (6.38)

We have 1 ∼ αnΓ̂1,n and Ĥk,n ∼ Γ̂k,n ∼ αnΓ̂j,nΓ̂k+1−j,n for k ≥ 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ 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,

Γ̂m,nAŵm + αn

m+1∑

k=0

Γ̂k,nΓ̂m+1−k,nB(ŵk, ŵm+1−k) = Ĥm,nĥm

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 ∈ Zd \ {0}, denote Ek(x) = eik·x for
x ∈ Rd. For any nonempty, finite subset K of Zd \ {0} that is symmetric about the origin,
we denote

E[K] = {u ∈ H : u =
∑

k∈K
ûkEk(x)}.

We say H covers a wave vector k ∈ Zd \ {0} if E[{k,−k}] ⊂ 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 Zd such that |k| > 2M .
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Set K1 = {k,−k} and K2 = {j ∈ Zd : 0 < |j| ≤ M}. Let K3 be a finite subset of
{p ∈ Zd \K2 : p 6= 0,p · k = 0} such that K3 is symmetric about the origin.

Define K = K1 ∪K2 ∪K3 and let H = E[K]. Let v be any function in E[K1] ⊂ H.
Let u be any function in H. Then u = u1 + u2 + u3, where uj ∈ E[Kj ] for j = 1, 2, 3. We

have

Bs(v, u) = Bs(v, u1) +Bs(v, u2) +Bs(v, u3).

Obviously, Bs(v, u1) = 0.
Consider Bs(v, u2). Observe that the functions (v · ∇)u2 and (u2 · ∇)v are complex linear

combinations of functions Ej±k(x) with j ∈ K2. For j ∈ K2, one has |j± k| ≥ |k| − |j| > M .
Thus j± k 6∈ K2. Also, (k± j) · k ≥ |k|2 − |j||k| ≥ 2M |k| −M |k| > 0, hence j± k 6∈ K3. It
follows that j± k 6∈ K or j± k ∈ K1. With both of these cases, we have, after projection to
H, B(v, u2) = B(u2, v) = 0.

Consider Bs(v, u3). Let p ∈ K3. Then, by the orthogonality, |p ± k| > |k| > 2M , which
implies p± k 6∈ K2. Also, (p± k) · k = ±|k|2 6= 0, hence p± k 6∈ K3. Then, similar to the
consideration of Bs(v, w2), we must have B(v, u3) = B(u3, 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 K2.

When H = P̄ΛH , 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. Let k, j ∈ Z2\{0}
be such that k, j are not parallel and |k| 6= |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 Ek+j(x) in Bs(v, w) is nonzero, and, consequently, Bs(v, w) 6= 0.

Proof. There are zk, ζj ∈ C \ {0} such that

v = zk(e3 × k)Ek(x) + z̄k(e3 × k)E−k(x), w = ζj(e3 × j)Ej(x) + ζ̄j(e3 × j)E−j(x).

We have

(v · ∇)w + (w · ∇)v = (aEk+j(x) + āE−k−j(x)) + (bEk−j(x) + b̄Ej−k(x)),

with a,b ∈ C2. Clearly, all vectors k + j, −k − j, k − j, j − k are nonzero and mutually
distinct. Hence, the coefficient of Ek+j(x) in (v · ∇)w + (w · ∇)v is a, which explicitly is

a = izkζj((e3 × k) · j)e3 × j+ izkζj((e3 × j) · k)e3 × k, (6.39)

or equivalently,

a = izkζj((e3 × k) · j)e3 × (j− k).

Therefore, the coefficient of Ek+j(x) in Bs(v, w) is

c = a− a · (k+ j)

|k+ j|2 (k + j).

Note that c× (j + k) = izkζj((e3 × k) · j)[e3 × (j− k)]× (j+ k).
Because Z2-vectors k, j are not parallel, we have (e3 × k) · j 6= 0. Also,

[e3 × (j− k)]× (j + k) = −(j− k) · (j + k)e3 = (|k|2 − |j|2)e3 6= 0.

Therefore, c 6= 0, which implies Bs(v, w) 6= 0. �
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Proposition 6.11. Consider the periodic boundary condition. Let Λ ≥ 5 be an eigeinvalue
of A. Assume H = P̄ΛH. Let v be any nonzero function in P̄(

√
Λ−1)2H. Then there exists

w ∈ H such that Bs(v, w) 6= 0.

Proof. In this case, we have H = E[{k ∈ Zd : 0 < |k|2 ≤ Λ}] and
v ∈ P̄(

√
Λ−1)2H = E[{k ∈ Z

d : 0 < |k| ≤
√
Λ− 1}] ⊂ H.

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 = maxK, K0 = {k,−k} and K1 = K \K0. We write v = v0 + v1 where
v0 6= 0, v0 ∈ E[K0] and v1 ∈ E[K1].

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(v0, w) +Bs(v1, w).

Consider the coefficient of function Ek+k′(x) in Bs(v, w). Observe that Bs(v1, w) is a finite
sum of functions of modes j± k with j ∈ K1. Let j be any vector in K1. Then j < k which
yields j + k′ 6= k + k′. Suppose j − k′ = k + k′. Then j = k + 2k′. Since k′ > (0, 0), this
implies j > k, a contradiction. Thus, j− k′ 6= k + k′. We conclude that Bs(v1, w) does not
contribute to the coefficient of Ek+k′(x). Therefore,

coefficient of Ek+k′(x) in Bs(v, w) is exactly that in Bs(v0, w). (6.40)

Suppose k = (k1, k2). Then k1 ≥ 0.

• If k1 ≥ 2 choose k′ = (0, 1).
• If k1 = 1, |k2| ≥ 1 choose k′ = (0, 1).
• If k1 = 1, k2 = 0 choose k′ = (0, 2). Then |k+ k′|2 = 5.
• If k1 = 0, |k2| ≥ 2 choose k′ = (1, 0).
• If k1 = 0, |k2| = 1 choose k′ = (2, 0). Then |k+ k′|2 = 5.

Note that |k|2 < Λ and |k′|2 ≤ 4. Also, except for the case |k + k′|2 = 5, the remaining
cases have |k′| = 1. The last case implies |k+k′|2 ≤ (|k|+1)2 ≤ Λ. Therefore, H covers k, k′

and k+ k′. Observe that k,k′ are not parallel and |k| 6= |k′|. By the virtue of Lemma 6.10,
the coefficient of Ek+k′(x) in Bs(v0, w) is nonzero. Combining this with (6.40), we obtain
Bs(v, w) 6= 0.

The 3D case. We proceed as in the 2D case up to (6.40). In this case,

v0 = akEk(x) + ākE−k(x) with 0 6= ak ∈ C
3, ak · k = 0. (6.41)

We choose w = (k × k′)(Ek′(x) + E−k′(x)), where k′ ∈ Z3 additionally satisfies it is not
parallel with k. Then, similar to (6.39), the coefficient of Ek+k′(x) in (v0 ·∇)w+(w ·∇)v0 is

i(ak · k′)(k× k′) + i((k× k′) · k)ak = i(ak · k′)(k× k′).

Since k′ is not parallel with k, we have k× k′ and k + k′ are nonzero and perpendicular
to each other. Hence (k× k′) is not parallel with (k+ k′).

We will select k′ so that ak · k′ 6= 0. We do so for all possible scenarios of k.

• Case k is parallel with e1. By the last condition in (6.41), ak is in e2, e3-plane. So
ak · e2 6= 0 or ak · e3 6= 0. We choose k′ = e2 or k′ = e3 correspondingly.

• Case k is parallel with e2. Choose k′ = e1 when ak · e1 6= 0, or k′ = e3 when
ak · e3 6= 0.
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• Case k is parallel with e3. Choose k′ = e1 when ak · e1 6= 0, or k′ = e2 when
ak · e2 6= 0.

• Case k is not parallel with e1, e2, e3. Then either ak · e1 6= 0, or ak · e2 6= 0, or
ak · e3 6= 0. Then choose k′ = e1, or k

′ = e2 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 Ek+k′(x) in Bs(v0, w) is not zero. By (6.40), we have Bs(v, w) 6= 0. �

With the expansions in (6.25), we have gn → g = h0 and vn → v = w0. 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 vn → 0 but gn → g 6= 0.

Theorem 6.12. Suppose there exists u ∈ H such that

B(u, u) 6= 0. (6.42)

For any M > 0, there are gn ∈ H and solutions vn of (6.1), for all n ≥ 1, such that
gn → g and vn → 0, as n→ ∞, with |g| =M .

Proof. Take

vn = α−1/2
n w1 and gn = g + α−1/2

n h1, (6.43)

where

w1 =

√
M√

|B(u, u)|
u, g = B(w1, w1), h1 = Aw1.

Direct calculations show that the conclusions of this theorem hold. �

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 = 2e1 and j = e2. Assume H covers k, j,k+ j. Set u = u1+u2, where

u1 = (e3 × k)(Ek(x) + E−k(x)) and u2 = (e3 × j)(Ej(x) + E−j(x)).

Then B(u, u) = Bs(u1, u2). By Lemma 6.10, Bs(u1, u2) 6= 0 which implies (6.42).

The 3D case. Suppose H covers e1, e2 and e1 + e2. Let

u = u1 + u2, with u1 = e2(Ee1(x) + E−e1(x)), u2 = e3(Ee2(x) + E−e2(x)).

Then B(u, u) = Bs(u1, u2). The coefficient of Ee1+e2(x) in (u1 · ∇)u2 + (u2 · ∇)u1 is

(e2 · ie2)e3 + (e3 · ie1)e2 = ie3.

This vector is not parallel with e1 + e2, hence Bs(u1, u2) 6= 0, and we have (6.42).

Remark 6.14. Recall from Proposition 3.6 for the case gn ≡ g that the expansion of vn
must contain the w2-term. This contrasts with the fact the expansion of vn in (6.43) stops
at w1.
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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 = (xn)
∞
n=1 and y = (yn)

∞
n=1. If xn/yn is unbounded, then there is a subse-

quence (nk)
∞
k=1 of (n)∞n=1 such that (xnk

)∞k=1 ≻ (ynk
)∞k=1. Otherwise, there is a subsequence

(nk)
∞
k=1 such that xnk

/ynk
→ λ ∈ [0,∞) as k → ∞. If λ > 0 then (xnk

)∞k=1 ∼ (ynk
)∞k=1,

otherwise (ynk
)∞k=1 ≻ (xnk

)∞k=1. �

Lemma A.2. Let X be a totally comparable, finite subset of X and y ∈ X . Then X ∪ {y}
has a totally comparable subsequential set.

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

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, x2, . . . , xN} with xk = (xk,n)
∞
n=1. For 1 ≤ k ≤ N , let Yk =

{x1, x2, . . . , xk}. Then Yk+1 = Yk ∪ {xk+1} for 1 ≤ k ≤ N − 1. Applying Lemma A.2
repeatedly, we obtain subsequnces (ϕk(n))

∞
n=1 such that ϕ1(n) = n, (ϕk+1(n))

∞
n=1 is a sub-

sequence of (ϕk(n))
∞
n=1, and (Yk+1)ϕk

= (Yk)ϕk
∪ {(xk+1,ϕk(n))

∞
n=1} has a totally comparable

subsequential set (Yk+1)ϕk+1
. Therefore, XϕN

= (YN)ϕN
is totally comparable. �

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 = {xk = (xk,n)

∞
n=1 :

k ≥ 1} and let Yk = {x1, x2, . . . , xk} for k ≥ 1. Then there exist subsequnces (ϕk(n))
∞
n=1 of

(n)∞n=1, for all k ≥ 1, such that (ϕk+1(n))
∞
n=1 is a subsequence of (ϕk(n))

∞
n=1, and each (Yk)ϕk

is totally comparable. By setting ϕ(n) = ϕn(n), we have Xϕ is a subsequential set of X and
it is totally comparable. �

For X, Y ⊂ X , we say X ≻ Y if x ≻ y for all x ∈ X and y ∈ Y . Its negation is denoted
by X 6≻ 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 = {σm : m ≥ 0}. We state a refined version, namely, for any j ≥ 1 and
k ≥ j,

ordS(σj,k) ≤
{
ω · (2j) if R 6≻ {σj,k},
ω · (2j) + (k − j)(k − j + 1)/2 if R ≻ {σj,k}.

(A.1)

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

ordS(σ1,k) ≤
{
ω + ω if R 6≻ {σ1,k},
ω + ω + (k − 1)k/2 if R ≻ {σ1,k}.

(A.2)

Given k ≥ 1. We need to compare σ1,k with R.

Case 1. R 6≻ {σ1,k}, that is, there is m such that σ1,k % σm. Suppose

ordS(σ1,k) > ω + ω. (A.3)

Let T be the triangle of sequences in (3.6) with vertices σ1,1, σ1,k−1, and σk−1,k−1. Explic-
itly, T = {σj,p : 1 ≤ j ≤ p ≤ k − 1}.
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Thanks to part (iv), we observe that the possible entries σ that satisfy σ ≻ σ1,k and
ordS(σ) ≥ ω are σ0, σ1, . . . , σm−1 along with the triangle T . From this fact, property (3.8)
applied to σ∗ = σ1,k and (A.3), we must have

ordS({σ0, . . . , σm−1} ∪ T ) ⊃ {ordinal number ζ : ω ≤ ζ < ordS(σ1,k)}
⊃ {ordinal number ζ : ω ≤ ζ ≤ ω + ω} = {ω, ω + 1, . . . , ω + ω}. (A.4)

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

Case 2. R ≻ {σ1,k}, that is, σm ≻ σ1,k for all m. Assume the contrary of the second
inequality in (A.2), that is,

ordS(σ1,k) > ω + ω + (k − 1)k/2. (A.5)

In this case, the possible entries σ that satisfy σ ≻ σ1,k and ordS(σ) ≥ ω are those in the
row R and the triangle T . Combining this fact with (3.8) applied to σ∗ = σ1,k and (A.5), we
must have, similar to (A.4), that

ordS(R ∪ T ) ⊃ {ω, ω + 1, . . . , ω + ω, ω + ω + 1, ω + ω + 2, . . . , ω + ω + (k − 1)k/2}. (A.6)

We study the order in R∪ T next. We compare R and T . Decompose T = T1 ∪ T2, where
T2 = {σ ∈ T : σm ≻ σ for all m} and T1 = T \ T2.

Note that all three sets T, T1, T2 are finite and R ≻ T2, which clearly implies R ∩ T2 = ∅.
For σ ∈ T1, there is the smallest number m(σ) such that σ % σm(σ). Let

m∗ = max{m(σ) : σ ∈ T1}.
Then for σ ∈ T1 we have σ % σm(σ) % σm∗

. The set R ∪ T1 is partitioned into R1 ∪ R2 with

R1 = {σ0, . . . , σm∗
} ∪ T1, R2 = {σm∗+p : p ≥ 1}, (A.7)

We have R1 ≻ R2 ≻ T2 and R ∪ T = R1 ∪R2 ∪ T2.
From (A.6) and (A.7), the finite set R1 can only cover the assigned ordinal numbers going

from ω to ω +M with some finite number M . The infinite set R2 will give ordinal numbers

ω +M + 1, ω +M + 2, ω +M + 3, . . . , i.e., ω +M + p, for all integers p ≥ 1.

Thus, the finite set T2 has assigned ordinal numbers ω + ω, ω + ω + 1, . . . , ω + ω + K, for
some nonnegative integer K. Therefore, the maximum of ordS(R ∪ T ) is ω + ω +K. Note
that K + 1 cannot exceed the number of elements in T2, which cannot exceed the number
of elements in T 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

ordS(σj′,k′) ≤
{
ω · (2j′) if R 6≻ {σj′,k′},
ω · (2j′) + (k′ − j′)(k′ − j′ + 1)/2 if R ≻ {σj′,k′}.

(A.8)

As a consequence of hypothesis (A.8), we have

ordS(σj′,k′) < ω · (2(j − 1)) + ω = ω · (2j − 1) for all 1 ≤ j′ ≤ j − 1 and k′ ≥ j′. (A.9)

That is all elements σ on the rows starting with σj′,j′ for 1 ≤ j′ ≤ j − 1 have ordS(σ) <
ω · (2j − 1).

Given k ≥ j. Let T̂ be the triangle in (3.6) with vertices σj,j, σj,k−1, σk−1,k−1.
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Case 1. R 6≻ {σj,k}. Then
σj,k % σm for some m ≥ 0. (A.10)

Suppose the first inequality in (A.1) fails, i.e., ordS(σj,k) > ω · (2j).
Combining this assumption with part (iv), (A.9), (A.10), and (3.8) applied to σ∗ = σj,k

give

ordS({σ0, . . . , σm−1} ∪ T̂ ) ⊃ {ω · (2j − 1), ω · (2j − 1) + 1, ω · (2j − 1) + 2, . . . , ω · (2j)}.
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 ≻ {σj,k}. One has, for all m, σm ≻ σj,k. Assume the second inequality in (A.1)
is false, that is,

ordS(σj,k) > ω · (2j) + (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 σ∗ = σj,k we have

ordS(R ∪ T̂ ) ⊃{ω · (2j − 1), ω · (2j − 1) + 1, ω · (2j − 1) + 2, . . . ,

ω · (2j), ω · (2j) + 1, ω · (2j) + 2, . . . ,

ω · (2j) + (k − j)(k − j + 1)/2}.
(A.12)

We proceed as in Case 2 of Step 1 after (A.6) with T̂ replacing T . Then the maximum of

ordS(R ∪ T̂ ) is
ω · (2j − 1) + ω +K = ω · (2j) +K,

where integer K is smaller than the cardinality of T̂ . 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 k ≥ j ≥ 1. �

Lemma A.4. Let X be a countable, totally comparable subset of X and y = (yn)
∞
n=1 be a

sequence of real numbers. Then there exists a subsequence (ϕ(n))∞n=1 of (n)∞n=1 such that
(i) yϕ(n) = 0 for all n, or
(ii) yϕ(n) > 0 for all n and (X ∪ {y})ϕ is totally comparable, or
(iii) yϕ(n) < 0 for all n and (X ∪ {−y})ϕ is totally comparable.

Proof. Let I0, respectively, I+, I− be the set of indices n such that yn = 0, respectively,
yn > 0, yn < 0. If I0 is infinite then (i) holds. If I+ is infinite, then there is a subsequence
(ψ(n))∞n=1 of (n)∞n=1 such that yψ(n) > 0 for all n. Then apply Lemma 3.2 to (X ∪ {y})ψ we
obtain (ii). When I− is infinite, we apply the argument in (ii) to X and the sequence (−y),
hence, obtain (iii). �
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