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Abstract. This article studies the interrelation between the determining modes prop-
erty in the two-dimensional (2D) Navier-Stokes equations (NSE) of incompressible fluids

and the synchronization property of two filtering algorithms for continuous data assim-

ilation applied to the 2D NSE. These two properties are realized as manifestations of
a more general phenomenon of self-synchronous intertwinement. It is shown that this

concept is a logically stronger form of asymptotic enslavement, as characterized by the
existence of finitely many determining modes in the 2D NSE. In particular, this stronger

form is shown to imply convergence of the synchronization filter and the nudging filter

from continuous data assimilation (CDA), and then subsequently invoked to show that
convergence in these filters implies that the 2D NSE possesses finitely many determin-

ing modes. The main achievement of this article is to therefore identify a new concept,

that of self-synchronous intertwinement, through which a rigorous relationship between
the determining modes property and synchronization in these CDA filters is established

and made decisively clear. The theoretical results are then complemented by numerical

experiments that confirm the conclusions of the theorems.
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1. Introduction

In a seminal paper by C. Foias and G. Prodi [FP67], it was shown that the two-dimensional
(2D) externally forced, Navier-Stokes equations (NSE) for incompressible fluids, given by
the system

∂tu+ u· ∇u = −∇p+ ν∆u+ f, ∇·u = 0, (1.1)

asymptotically possesses a large, but finite number of degrees of freedom, a property that is
expected to hold true for turbulent flows on the basis of physical principles. In particular,
they introduce the notion of determining modes and subsequently show that the 2D NSE
possesess finitely many such modes. This notion characterizes the property that knowledge
of the asymptotic behavior of a distinguished set of constitutive modes of the solution suffice
to describe the asymptotic behavior of all of its modes. In this way, one therefore captures
the finite-dimensionality of the dynamics of the system. It is remarkable that this fact was
established at the advent of the study of chaotic dynamical systems, just a few years after
E. Lorenz introduced his three-mode truncation of the Boussinesq approximation of the full
Navier-Stokes equations for weather prediction [Lor63]. It had also provided strong evidence
for the finite dimensionality of the global attractor of the 2D incompressible NSE, which
was eventually resolved in the two decades following [FP67] in [FT79, Lad85, CFT88].

This result has since been realized as a fundamental cornerstone in the study of the dy-
namics of the 2D NSE and many other dissipative partial differential equations (PDEs),
deterministic and stochastic. It has since either motivated or found intimate connection
to estimates on dissipative length scales of turbulent flows [FMTT83, FT87, CFMT85],
the study of dimension-reduction, approximate inertial manifolds, and downscaling in dis-
sipative systems [FT91, OT03, AOT14, KKZ23], and the existence of determining forms
[FJKT12, FDKT14, JST15, JST17, FJLT17, JMST18], a notion weaker than that of an
inertial form, in which the dynamics of the underlying PDE system is reduced to the study
a bona fide ODE system, albeit an infinite-dimensional one. Determining modes have also
found a wide range of applications in the domains of data assimilation [BLSZ13], numerical
approximation of PDEs [MT18, IMT19], parameter estimation [CHL20, CHL+22, PWM22,
Mar22, BH23, Mar24, FLMW24, AB24], and perhaps most notably, the problem of unique
ergodicity for stochastically forced systems [EMS01, KS12, Deb13], where it is often referred
to as the Foias-Prodi property. In the context of the 2D NSE, the concept of determining
modes has also been extended to accommodate the concepts of determining nodes, volume el-
ements, and, more generally, determining functionals [FT84, CJT97, JT92b, JT92a, CDS03],
which have all enjoyed a richness in application [FL99, Lan03, HOT11, FJT15, ANLT16,
FMT16, JMT17, ATG+17, FJJT18, DLMB18, CDLMB18, OBK18, BFMT19, ZRSI19,
IMT19, LRZ19, COT19, GAN20, BBJ21, CO23, YGJP22, HTHK22, JP23, GALNR24,
KEML+24].

In some of these applications, the existence of finitely many determining modes is not
invoked explicitly, but rather appears implicitly through the analysis. Although it is by now
well-known how the Foias-Prodi mechanism appears in these applications, as of yet, there
has been no result that explicitly relates the Foias-Prodi property of the Navier-Stokes
equations to the particular application in which its mechanism appears. Indeed, in the
context of either data assimilation or unique ergodicity, the existence of such a relation is
inferred through either how closely the analysis matches that carried out in [FP67], or in
anticipating how solutions should behave as a consequence of the property, thereby informing
the approach that is developed for the application itself. For example, in proving that the
continuous data assimilation algorithms of E. Olson and E. Titi [OT03] or A. Azouani, E.
Olson, and E. Titi [AOT14] are capable of asymptotically recovering the reference state
variable from partial observations of the system, i.e., achieving synchronization of the data
assimilated approximating state variable with the reference state variable, one observes
strong similarities to the argument of C. Foias and G. Prodi in [FP67]. However, whether
or not one property implies the other is not known. In the context of unique ergodicity of
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degenerate stochastically forced systems, asymptotic couplings or exact finite-dimensional
couplings have been constructed to deduce uniqueness of invariant probability measures for
its Markovian dynamics, and even deduce mixing rates. Due to the degeneracy of the noise,
the design of these couplings are restricted to enforcing a form of contractivity only on
a finite, but potentially large, dimensional subspace. However, for systems possessing the
Foias-Prodi property, contractivity on a finite-dimensional subspace subsequently activates a
nonlinear deterministic mechanism that enforces contractivity on the complementary space.
Couplings are then designed by incorporating system controls in such a way that exploit
this intrinsic property in a convenient way [DO05, Oda06, HM06, KS00, Shi08, HMS11,
GHMR17, BKS20, GHMR21, GHMN22, FZ23, CBK23, BFZ23, Ngu23].

In this article, we establish a precise and rigorous relation between the existence of finitely
many determining modes and the ability of the Olson-Titi (OT) and Azouani-Olson-Titi
(AOT) continuous data assimilation (CDA) algorithms to converge in the paradigmatic con-
text of the 2D Navier-Stokes system, the latter of which implements a control that has been
fruitfully exploited in studying the problem of unique ergodicity for stochastically forced
systems [GHMR17, BKS20, GHMR21, FZ23, BFZ23, Ngu23]. These data assimilation algo-
rithms are closely related to couplings that have been designed in the study of the problem
of unique ergodicity for many stochastically-driven equations in hydrodynamics. Motivated
by the stochastic-control ideas developed in the design of couplings, we establish this rela-
tion by introducing a new, but closely related concept of intertwinement, and show that in
fact a stronger property holds, which is the existence of what we call self-synchronous inter-
twinements. From this property, one can deduce both the finite determining modes property
and synchronization property of two particular data assimilation algorithms as direct con-
sequences. By doing so, we develop an expanded theory in which determining modes and
synchronization of continuous data assimilation can be studied simultaneously. Due to the
close relation of these CDA algorithms to the couplings that have been constructed in the
literature, it is our hope that these ideas will also eventually find application in the study
of stochastically forced systems.

In the remainder of the introduction, we hold an informal discussion of the central ideas,
deferring their rigorous statements for later on.

1.1. Intertwinements: The Heart of the Matter. The primary motivation of this
paper is to establish a direct connection between the existence of determining modes for
the 2D NSE and the convergence of two particular filtering algorithms for continuous data
assimilation. As previously mentioned, it is a folklore that the two are intimately related due
to the similarity in the proofs of these respective properties. Nevertheless, answers to basic
questions regarding whether one property implies the other have hitherto been unaddressed.
This paper is an attempt to give clarity to this issue.

The two algorithms of interest are the synchronization filter and the nudging filter. Con-
sider a solution u to (1.1). Let p = PNu and Qu = QNu, where QN = I − PN . Given
N > 0, the synchronization filter is defined as the function v, which satisfies:

v = p+ q,

∂tq +QN [(p+ q)· ∇(p+ q)] = −QN∇r + ν∆q +QNf, ∇· q = 0, q(0) = q0,
(1.2)

where q0 does not necessarily equal Qu0. On the other hand, the nudging filter is defined
as the function ṽ, which satisfies

∂tṽ + (ṽ· ∇)ṽ = −∇r̃ + ν∆ṽ + f − µPN ṽ + µPNu, ∇· ṽ = 0, ṽ(0) = ṽ0, (1.3)

where ṽ0 does not necessarily satisfy PN ṽ0 = p0, and may be taken to be arbitrary. In (1.2)
and (1.3) are proposed as solutions to the problem of recovering the unobserved component,
Qu, of the underlying 2D NSE system. “Convergence” of these algorithms refer to the
property that v and ṽ synchronize with u. Informally, this means that there exist appropriate
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choices of N and µ such that

lim
t→∞

|v(t)− u(t)| = lim
t→∞

|ṽ(t)− u(t)| = 0. (1.4)

Morally speaking, synchronization of (1.2) and (1.3) with (1.1) is a concrete manifestation
of the determining modes property since it not only asserts that knowledge of a sufficiently
many modes, p, is enough to asymptotically determine the unobserved modes, Qu, but
moreover furnishes an explicit approximation of the unobserved modes, q ≈ Qu ≈ QN ṽ. It
is therefore natural to expect that this synchronization property is directly relatable to the
existence of finitely many determining modes for (1.1).

Suppose that either one of the algorithms above possesses the synchronization property
(1.4). To show that this property implies that (1.1) has the determining modes property, i.e.,
has finitely many determining modes, one must establish, for any pair of solutions u1, u2
corresponding to external forces f1, f2, the existence of a cut-off, N , with the following
property:

lim
t→∞

|PNu1(t)− PNu2(t)| = lim
t→∞

|f1(t)− f2(t)| = 0 implies lim
t→∞

|u1(t)− u2(t)| = 0.

(1.5)

Let (v1, v2) be a pair satisfying either (1.2) or (1.3) respectively corresponding to forces
(f1, f2). Then, by assumption, for N sufficiently large, vj synchronizes with uj . By the
triangle inequality, one has

|u1 − u2| ≤ |u1 − v1|+ |v1 − v2|+ |v2 − u2|, (1.6)

so that by the synchronization property, one obtains

lim
t→∞

|u1(t)− u2(t)| ≤ lim sup
t→∞

|v1(t)− v2(t)|.

On the other hand

|PNv1 − PNv2| ≤ |PNv1 − PNu1|+ |PNu1 − PNu2|+ |PNu2 − PNv2|, (1.7)

Then by a second application of the synchronization property, which guarantees |PNvj −
PNuj | → 0, in addition to the determining modes hypothesis (1.5), namely that |PNu1 −
PNu2| → 0, one deduces from (1.7) that

lim
t→∞

|PNv1(t)− PNv2(t)| = 0.

Therefore, if one can guarantee that (1.2) or (1.3) themselves possesses a determining modes-
type property that allows one to deduce that |v1(t)− v(t)| → 0 as t→ ∞ from the fact that
|PNv1(t)− PNv2(t)| → 0, as t→ ∞, then one may conclude from the argument above that
|u1(t)− u2(t)| → 0.

A natural temptation is to attempt to deduce the determining modes property of (1.2) or
(1.3) as a consequence of the determining modes property for (1.1) by a careful selection of
f1, f2. While this indeed is the main mechanism at play, it is not rigorously possible to do so
since the choice one must make requires f1, f2 to be state-dependent. For instance, one may
view a pair of solutions (ṽ1, ṽ2) to (1.3) corresponding to forces (f̃1, f̃2), as a pair of solutions

to (1.1) corresponding to forces (f1, f2) = (f̃1−µPN ṽ1+µPNu1, f̃2−µPN ṽ2+µPNu2). Thus,
fj = fj(ṽj) and the equation is, strictly speaking, no longer the same equation as (1.1), but
is rather a perturbation of the (1.1). The obstruction is now clear and the problem reduces
to addressing the following question: What class of perturbations to (1.1) allow one to
formulate and establish a determining modes-type property? This is purpose of the concept
of intertwinement.

The key idea is to view the determining modes property of (1.1) as a property of the
augmented system in which the pair (u1, u2) simultaneously satisfies (1.1) corresponding to
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forcing (f1, f2), respectively:

∂tu1 + (u1· ∇)u1 = −∇p1 + ν∆u1 + f1, ∇·u1 = 0

∂tu2 + (u2· ∇)u2 = −∇p2 + ν∆u2 + f2, ∇·u2 = 0.
(1.8)

In the context of stochastic forcing, f ∼ dW , such an augmented system is at once recognized
as the independent coupling. On the other hand, (1.2) can be viewed as a coupled system
in (u, v) via:

∂tu+ (u· ∇)u = −∇p+ ν∆u+ f, ∇·u = 0

∂tv + (v· ∇)v = −∇q + ν∆v + f + PN ((v· ∇)v − (u· ∇)u), ∇· v = 0.
(1.9)

In the context of stochastic forcing, (1.9) is analogous to an exact coupling on a finite-
dimensional subspace, since the control term, PN ((v· ∇)v−(u· ∇)u) serves to enforce PNv =
PNu exactly. Lastly, (1.3) can also be viewed as a coupled system in (u, ṽ) as:

∂tu+ (u· ∇)u = −∇p+ ν∆u+ f, ∇·u = 0

∂tṽ + (ṽ· ∇)ṽ = −∇q + ν∆ṽ + f − µPN ṽ + µPNu, ∇· v = 0.
(1.10)

In the context of stochastic forcing, the term f − PNv + PNu may often be viewed as
a Girsanov shift of underlying stochastic forcing f , and (1.10) has been exploited as an
asymptotic coupling.

Now, upon taking two copies, (ṽ1, ṽ2), of the second component of (1.10), and two copies,
(v1, v2), of the second component of (1.9), respectively corresponding to the pair of forces
(f1, f2), one has:

∂tṽ1 + (ṽ1· ∇)ṽ1 = −∇q̃1 + ν∆ṽ1 + f̃1 − µPN ṽ1, ∇· ṽ1 = 0,

∂tṽ2 + (ṽ2· ∇)ṽ2 = −∇q2 + ν∆ṽ2 + f̃2 − µPN ṽ2, ∇· ṽ2 = 0,
(1.11)

where f̃1 = fj + µPNuj , and

∂tv1 + (v1· ∇)v1 = −∇q1 + ν∆v1 + f̃1 + PN (v1· ∇)v1, ∇· v1 = 0.

∂tv2 + (v2· ∇)v2 = −∇q2 + ν∆v2 + f̃2 + PN (v2· ∇)v2, ∇· v2 = 0,
(1.12)

where f̃j = fj − PN (uj · ∇)uj .
In each of the above cases, a common structure is readily identified:

∂tU +AU +B(U) = f +MF (U), (1.13)

for some M ∈ R2×2, where U = (u1, u2), f = (f1, f2), and F (U) = (F (u1), F (u2)). We refer
to (1.13) as an intertwinement of (1.1). In this paper, we formulate a definition similar to
the determining modes property, but in the generality of (1.13) (see Definition 3.0.2, Defini-
tion 3.0.4). We then identify several examples of M and F in which one can directly verify
that (1.13) satisfies this generalized determining modes-type property, thereby demonstrat-
ing the fruitfulness of our definition. In a word, Definition 3.0.4 is a sublimation of the
concept of the determining modes property, originally formulated for a given system, into
a property formulated for a lifting of the system (into a product space), which is induced
by coupling the system to itself in a particular way, i.e., the intertwined system. In the
lifted space, the determining modes property becomes a property about the lifted system’s
ability to self-synchronize. These ideas are formally introduced in Section 3, along with sev-
eral examples. The main results regarding how intertwinement, determining modes, and the
synchronization and nudging filters of continuous data asssimlation are related are developed
in Section 4. The proofs of the main results are presented in Section 5. Before proceeding
to these sections, we provide the relevant mathematical preliminaries in Section 2. Finally,
conclude the paper in Section 6 with a series of computational results that corroborate the
theoretical results.
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2. Mathematical Preliminaries

We let H denote the space of L2 real-valued vector fields, which are 2π-periodic in each
direction, divergence-free, and mean-free over Ω, in the sense of distribution. We let P
denote the Leray projection. Observe that PH = H. We let V denote the subspace of H
endowed with the V topology. We make use of the following notation for the inner products
and norms on H and V , respectively:

(u, v) =

∫
Ω

u(x)· v(x)dx, |u|2 = (u, u) , (2.1)

and

((u, v)) =
∑
j=1,2

∫
Ω

∂ju(x)· ∂jv(x) dx, ∥u∥2 = ((u, u)). (2.2)

The dual spaces of H,V will be denoted by H∗, V ∗ respectively. Then we have the following
continuous imbeddings

V ⊂ H ⊂ H∗ ⊂ V ∗.

In particular, we have the Poincaré inequality

|u| ≤ ∥u∥, (2.3)

for all u ∈ V . For each 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, we will also make use of the Lebesgue spaces, Lp, which
denote the space of p-integrable functions endowed with the following norm:

|u|p =

(∫
Ω

|u(x)|pdx
)1/p

, (2.4)

with the usual modification when p = ∞. For convenience, we will view them as subspaces
of completely integrable functions over Ω, which are mean-free and 2π-periodic in each
direction. It will be convenient to abuse notaiton and consider Lp as a space of either scalar
functions or vector fields. In this way, we have H ⊂ L2, and Lp ⊂ H.

Lastly, we denote the Stokes operator by A = −P∆ and define, for each n ≥ 0, integer
powers, An/2, of A by

An/2u =
∑

k∈Z2\{(0,0)}

ûkwk, wk(x) = cos(k·x). (2.5)

Then the domain, D(An/2), of An/2 is a subspace of H endowed with the topology induced
by

∥u∥n = |An/2u| =

∑
k∈Z2

|k|2n|ûk|2
1/2

. (2.6)

Observe that

|u| = |u|0, ∥u∥ = ∥u∥0 = |A1/2u|0.
Our analysis will make use of the Ladyzhenska and Agmon, respectively, interpolation

inequalities: there exist absolute constants CL, CA > 0 such that

|u|24 ≤ CL∥u∥|u|, |u|2∞ ≤ CA|Au||u|. (2.7)

Another useful interpolation inequality, is the following:

∥u∥2 ≤ |Au||u| (2.8)

We will also make use of the Bernstein inequality: let PN denote projection onto Fourier
wavenumbers, |k| ≤ N , whereN > 0 is a real number. Denote the complementary projection
by

QN := I − PN (2.9)
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Then for any integers m ≤ n

∥PNu∥n ≤ Nn−m∥PNu∥m, ∥QNu∥m ≤ Nm−n∥QNu∥n. (2.10)

Observe that we also have the following borderline Sobolev inequality

|PNu|∞ ≤ CS(lnN)1/2∥PNu∥ (2.11)

Given f ∈ L∞(0,∞;H), the generalized Grashof number is defined as

G :=
supt≥0 |f(t)|

ν2
. (2.12)

If f ∈ L∞(0,∞;D(An/2)), then for each integer n ≥ 1, we define the shape factors of f by

σn :=
supt≥0 |An/2f(t)|

|f |
. (2.13)

We will rewrite (1.1) in its functional form:

du

dt
+ νAu+B(u, u) = f, u(0) = u0, (2.14)

where

B(u, v) := P((u· ∇)v). (2.15)

We also have the well-known, skew-symmetric property of
(
B(u, v), w

)
:(

B(u, v), w
)
= −

(
B(u,w), v

)
, (2.16)

for u, v, w ∈ V , which immediately implies(
B(u, v), v

)
= 0.

We will also make use of the identity(
B(u, u), Au

)
= 0. (2.17)

Observe that B : D(A)× V → H via

|B(u, v)| ≤ C
1/2
A |Au|1/2|u|1/2∥v∥. (2.18)

whenever u ∈ D(A) and v ∈ V . Moreover, B is also continuous as a bilinear mapping
B : V × V → V ′ via

|
(
B(u, v), w

)
| ≤ CL∥u∥1/2|u|1/2∥v∥∥w∥1/2|w|1/2, (2.19)

where u, v ∈ V and w ∈ V , and CL is the constant appearing in (2.7). The Frechét derivative
of B will be denoted by DB. Recall that DB is defined by

DB(u)v = B(u, v) +B(v, u). (2.20)

By (2.18), it follows that DB : D(A) → L(D(A), H), u 7→ DB(u), while (2.19) implies
DB : V → L(V, V ′), where L(X,Y ) denotes the space of bounded linear operators mapping
X to Y .

We recall the following classical global existence and uniqueness result.

Theorem 2.0.1. Let f ∈ L∞(0,∞;H). Then for each u0 ∈ V and T > 0, there exists
a unique solution u ∈ C([0, T ];V ) ∩ L2(0, T ;D(A)) such that u(0) = u0. Moreover, there
exists t0 = t0(∥u0∥, |f |) such that

sup
t≥t0

|u(t)| ≤ νσ−1G =: ρ0, sup
t≥t0

∥u(t)∥ ≤ νG =: ρ1. (2.21)

In fact, the balls BH(ρ0) and BV (ρ1) are forward-invariant sets for (2.14)
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We will refer to the solutions guaranteed by Theorem 2.0.1 as strong solutions. We note
that the forward-invariance of BH(ρ0) and BV (ρ1) follow from the elementary inequalities
which hold for strong solutions of (2.14):

|u(t)|2 ≤ e−νt|u0|2 + ρ20(1− e−νt),

∥u(t)∥2 ≤ e−νt∥u0∥2 + ρ21(1− e−νt),
(2.22)

for all t ≥ 0 and u0 ∈ V , and let p = PNu denote the projection of u onto the wave-numbers
|k| ≤ N .

We will also make use of the global well-posedness (in the sense of Definition 3.0.3) of
the corresponding initial value problems for synchronization filter and the nudging system,
which were developed in [OT03] and [AOT14], respectively. We state them here for the sake
of completeness. For both statements, given f ∈ L∞

loc(0,∞;H) and u0 ∈ V , we let u denote
the unique global-in-time solution to (2.14) such that u ∈ C([0, T ];V )∩L2(0, T ;D(A)) and
du
dt ∈ L2(0, T ;H), for all T > 0.

Theorem 2.0.2 (Theorem 3.1, [OT03]). For any N > 0 and q0 ∈ V such that QNq0 = q0,

there exists a unique q such that q ∈ C([0, T ];V ) ∩L2(0, T ;D(A)), dq
dt ∈ L2(0, T ;H), for all

T > 0, and satisfies

dq

dt
+ νAq +QNB(p+ q, p+ q) = QNf, q(0) = q0. (2.23)

In particular, for v = PNu + q, the pair (u, v) equivalently satisfies the following system of
equations:

du

dt
+ νAu+B(u, u) = f, u(0) = u0

dv

dt
+ νAv +B(v, v) = f + PN

(
B(v, v)−B(u, u)

)
, v(0) = PNu0 + q0.

(2.24)

Theorem 2.0.3 (Theorem 6, [AOT14]). For any N > 0 and ṽ0 ∈ V , there exists a unique
ṽ such that ṽ ∈ C([0, T ];V ) ∩ L2(0, T ;D(A)), dṽ

dt ∈ L2(0, T ;H), for all T > 0, and satisfies

dṽ

dt
+ νAṽ +B(ṽ, ṽ) = f − µPN ṽ + µPNu, ṽ(0) = ṽ0. (2.25)

In particular, the pair (u, ṽ) satisfies the following system of equations:

du

dt
+ νAu+B(u, u) = f, u(0) = u0

dṽ

dt
+ νAṽ +B(ṽ, ṽ) = f − µPN ṽ + µPNu, ṽ(0) = ṽ0.

(2.26)

We conclude this section by include two elementary results, which are crucial to estab-
lishing several of the main results of this article. The first result is Grönwall-type lemma
that controls the long-time behavior of solutions, while the second collects some important
bounds on solutions to the heat equation. Both results are fundamental for establishing
that various intertwinements are self-synchronous.

Lemma 2.0.4. Let z1, z2, z3 : (0,∞) → [0,∞) be given such that limt→∞ zj(t) = 0, for
j = 1, 2. Suppose x : [0,∞) → [0,∞) is a differentiable function such that

x′ + αx+ βy ≤ z1 + z2x+ z3y,

holds for for all t > 0, for some α, β > 0, and some dominating function y : [0,∞) → [0,∞),
i.e., x ≤ y. Then limt→∞ x(t) = 0.

Proof. Since zj(t) → 0 as t → ∞, for j = 1, 2, 3, given 0 < ϵ < 1, there exists t0 > 0 such
that z1(t) ≤ (α+ β)ϵ(1− ϵ) and z2(t) ≤ αϵ, z3(t) ≤ βϵ, for all t ≥ t0. Then

x′ + αx+ βy ≤ (α+ β)ϵ(1− ϵ) + αϵx+ βϵy,
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for all t ≥ t0. In particular

x′ + α(1− ϵ)x+ β(1− ϵ)y ≤ (α+ β)ϵ(1− ϵ).

Since x ≤ y, it follows that

x′ + (α+ β)(1− ϵ)x ≤ (α+ β)ϵ(1− ϵ).

Hence

x(t) ≤ e−(α+β)(1−ϵ)(t−t0)x(t0) + ϵ(1− e−(α+β)(1−ϵ)(t−t0))

= e−(α+β)(1−ϵ)(t−t0)(x(t0)− ϵ) + ϵ.

Denote by a+(t) = max{a(t), 0}. We then choose t1 ≥ t0 such that

t1 ≥ t0 +
1

(α+ β)(1− ϵ)
ln

(
(x(t0)− ϵ)+

ϵ

)
.

Thus for all t ≥ t1

x(t) ≤ 2ϵ,

as desired. □

Lemma 2.0.5. Given N > 0, h ∈ L∞(0,∞;H), and p0 ∈ V such that p0 = PNp0. Let p
denote the unique solution of the initial value problem

∂tp+ νAp = PNh, p(0) = p0.

Then p = PNp and

∥p(t)∥2 ≤ e−νt∥p(t0)∥2 + ν2

(
supt≥0 |PNh(t)|

ν2

)2

,

for all t ≥ 0 and N > 0. Moreover

sup
t≥t0

∥p(t)∥2 ≤ 2ν2

(
supt≥t′0

|PNh(t)|
ν2

)2

(2.27)

provided that

t0 ≥ t′0 +
2

ν
ln

(
ν∥p(t′0)∥

supt≥t′0
|PNh(t)|

)
, t′0 ≥ 2

ν
ln

(
ν∥p0∥

supt≥0 |PNh(t)|

)
. (2.28)

In particular, if limt→∞ |PNh(t)| = 0, then limt→∞ ∥p(t)∥ = 0.

Proof. The claim that p = PNp follows simply by applying PN to the heat equation, ob-
serving that PNA = APN , then applying uniqueness of solutions.

Next, recall from (5.14) that the energy balance for p is given by

1

2

d

dt
∥p∥2 + ν|Ap|2 = (h,Ap) .

An application of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Gronwall’s inequality then yields

∥p(t)∥2 ≤ e−ν(t−t′)∥p(t′)∥2 + ν2

(
supt≥t′ |PNh(t)|

ν2

)2

, (2.29)

for all t ≥ t′ ≥ 0. In particular

sup
t≥t′0

∥p(t)∥2 ≤ 2ν2

(
supt≥0 |PNh(t)|

ν2

)2

, (2.30)
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for t′0 given by (2.28). Furthermore, (2.30) and (2.29) imply

sup
t≥t0

∥p(t)∥2 ≤ 2ν2

(
supt≥t′0

|PNh(t)|
ν2

)2

,

for t0 given by (2.28). □

3. The Paradigm of Intertwinement and Self-Synchronization

We recall the definition of determining modes for the 2D NSE, originally introduced by
Foias and Prodi in [FP67].

Definition 3.0.1. Given f1, f2 ∈ L∞(0,∞;H), let u1 = u(· ;u10), u2 = u(· ;u20) denote the
global-in-time unique strong solutions of the initial value problems

du1
dt

+ νAu1 +B(u1, u1) = f1, u1(0) = u10,

du2
dt

+ νAu2 +B(u2, u2) = f2, u2(0) = u20.

(3.1)

We say that (2.14) has the finite determining modes property if there exists N > 0
such that

|PNu(t;u
1
0)− PNu(t;u

2
0)| → 0 and |f1(t)− f2(t)| → 0, as t→ ∞, (3.2)

implies

|u(t;u10)− u(t;u20)| → 0, as t→ ∞, (3.3)

for all u10, u
2
0 ∈ V . The smallest such number N is the number of determining modes.

The thrust of this section is to expand Definition 3.0.1 in a way that effectively allows
f1, f2 to depend on u2, u1. We do so by introducing the notion of intertwinement.

Definition 3.0.2. Let g1, g2 ∈ L∞(0,∞;H) and F1, F2 : V → H such that (F1(0), F2(0)) =
(0, 0). Then the intertwined Navier-Stokes system is given by

dv1
dt

+ νAv1 +B(v1, v1) = g1 +m11F1(v1) +m12F2(v2)

dv2
dt

+ νAu2 +B(v2, v2) = g2 +m21F1(v1) +m22F2(v2),

(3.4)

for some (mij)i,j =M ∈ R2×2.

Definition 3.0.3. Given g1, g2 ∈ L∞(0,∞;H), M ∈ R2×2, and F1, F2 : V → H such that
Fj(0) = 0, we say that the initial value problem for (3.4) is globally well-posed if for
each (v10 , v

2
0) ∈ V × V , there exists a unique pair (v1, v2) such that for all T > 0, it holds

that v1, v2 ∈ C([0, T ];V ) ∩ L2(0, T ;D(A)) satisfies (3.4) for t ∈ (0, T ), and vj(0) = vj0, for
j = 1, 2. We refer to (3.4) as an intertwinement of the NSE, if there exists such an F for
which (3.4) is globally well-posed, and subsequently refer to M as the intertwining matrix
and F = (F1, F2) as the interwining function

Given g1, g2 ∈ L∞(0,∞;H), if the corresponding initial value problem for (3.4) is globally
well-posed, then we may denote by v(· ; v0) = (v1(· ; v10), v2(· ; v20)) the solution of (3.4)
corresponding to initial data v0 = (v10 , v

2
0) and external force g = (g1, g2).

Definition 3.0.4. An intertwinement is self-synchronous if

|g1(t)− g2(t)| → 0, as t→ ∞,

implies

|v1(t; v10)− v2(t; v
2
0)| → 0, as t→ ∞,
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for all v10 , v
2
0 ∈ V . We say that the intertwinement is finite-dimensionally assisted

self-synchronous if there exists N > 0 such that

|PNv1(t, v
1
0)− PNv2(t; v

2
0)| → 0 and |g1(t)− g2(t)| → 0, as t→ ∞,

implies

|v1(t; v10)− v2(t; v
2
0)| → 0, as t→ ∞,

for all v10 , v
2
0 ∈ V . Lastly, if there exists an intertwinement of the Navier-Stokes system

which is self-synchronous, finite-dimensionally assisted or not, we say that the Navier-Stokes
system is self-synchronously intertwinable.

Clearly, if an intertwinement is self-synchronous, then it is automatically finite dimen-
sionally assisted self-synchronous. However, if an intertwinement is finite dimensionally
assisted self-synchronous, then it need not be self-synchronous. Thus, the property of being
finite dimensionally assisted self-synchronous is, in general, a weaker property than being
self-synchronous.

Remark 3.0.5. We point out that the property of an intertwinement, F , being self syn-
chronous, finite-dimensionally assisted or not, is a universal property of (3.4) in the sense
that it holds for the process {SF (t, s; g) : t ≥ s} in V × V , associated to (3.4), for all
g = (g1, g2). On the other hand, the existence of an intertwinement that is self-synchronous
(finite-dimensionally asssted or not) is to be viewed as a property of the underlying system,
(2.14), that is being intertwined.

With this notation, the property of an intertwinement, F , being finite-dimensionally as-
sisted self-synchronous can be restated as follows: Given g ∈ L∞(0,∞;H) × L∞(0,∞;H),
there exists N > 0 such that

|PNπ1SF (t, s; g)v0 − PNπ2SF (t, s; g)v0| → 0 and |g1(t)− g2(t)| → 0, as t→ ∞,

for all s ≥ 0, implies

|π1SF (t, s; g)v0 − π2SF (t, s; g)v0| → 0, as t→ ∞,

for all s ≥ 0, for all v0 ∈ V × V , where πj represents the projection onto component j.
In particular, the respective frequency cut-offs that characterize either the existence of de-

termining modes or finite-dimensionally assisted self-synchronous intertwinement are quan-
tities that depend only on the system parameters, i.e., viscosity, ν, and external force g, and
not the initial data v0. It is, of course, possible to generalize Definition 3.0.4 to distinguish
between “locally” or “globally” self-synchronous by restricting the property to hold only for
certain neighborhoods of V ×V , and subsequently allowing N to be neighborhood-dependent.
However, this line of investigation will not be pursued here, though it constitutes an inter-
esting line of investigation, especially in settings where the system of interest may only be
point-dissipative, rather than bounded-dissipative (see [Rob01]).

The primary and rather surprising example of an intertwinement is when F ≡ 0. This is
precisely the case that corresponds to the seminal result of Foias and Prodi [FP67]. We refer
to (3.4) with F ≡ 0 as the trivial intertwinement. We may then equivalently reformulate
the theorem of Foias and Prodi in the following succinct manner.

Theorem 3.0.6 (Existence of Determining Modes [FP67]). The trivial intertwinement is
finite-dimensionally assisted self-synchronous.

3.1. Examples of Intertwinements. In what follows, we now identify several non-trivial
choices of F for which (3.4) is finite-dimensionally assisted self-synchronous. In particular,
we identify two particular classes of intertwining functions, F , for which the continuous data
assimilation algorithms previously studied in [OT03] and [AOT14] can be realized as special
cases.
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3.1.1. Synchronization Intertwinement. In this section, we show that synchronization filters
can be intertwined to be self-synchronous.

Definition 3.1.1. Given g1, g2 ∈ L∞(0,∞;H), a positive number N > 0, and matrix
(θij)i,j=1,2, the synchronization intertwinement of NSE is given by the system:

∂tv1 + νAv1 +B(v1, v1) = g1 + θ11PNB(v1, v1)− θ12PNB(v2, v2)

∂tv2 + νAv2 +B(v2, v2) = g2 + θ21PNB(v2, v2)− θ22PNB(v1, v1).
(3.5)

When θ1 := θ11 = θ12, θ2 := θ21 = θ22, and θ1 + θ2 = 1, we refer to (3.5) as the mutual
synchronization intertwinement:

∂tv1 + νAv1 +B(v1, v1) = g1 + θ1(PNB(v1, v1)− PNB(v2, v2))

∂tv2 + νAv2 +B(v2, v2) = g2 + θ2(PNB(v2, v2)− PNB(v1, v1)).
(3.6)

When θ11 = θ21 = 1, θ12 = θ22 = 0, we refer to (3.5) as the degenerate synchroniza-
tion intertwinement:

∂tv1 + νAv1 +B(v1, v1) = g1 + PNB(v1, v1)

∂tv2 + νAv2 +B(v2, v2) = g2 + PNB(v2, v2).
(3.7)

We will specifically study the mutual synchronization intertwinement and degenerate
synchronization intertwinement. It can be shown that these systems globally well-posed in
the sense of Definition 3.0.3, and are self-synchronous in the sense of Definition 3.0.4. Since
each of these intertwinements are treated differently, we provide separate statements for
each system in Theorem 3.1.2 and Theorem 3.1.3.

Theorem 3.1.2. The initial value problem corresponding to the mutual synchronization
intertwinement, (3.6), is globally well-posed over V × V .

Note that when θ1 ∈ {0, 1} in the mutual synchronization intertwinement, (3.6) reduces to
(2.24). Thus, the global-well posedness of (3.6) is guaranteed by Theorem 2.0.2 in this case.
Although we will not supply a proof of Theorem 3.1.2, we will establish the apriori estimates
needed to do so. The details are then left to the reader to apply a standard argument via
Galerkin approximation. We refer the reader to [OT03] for guidance on carrying out such
an argument.

On the other hand, observe that since the system (3.7) is decoupled, the assertion that
(3.7) is self-synchronous is effectively a variation of the fact that the trivial intertwinement is
finite-dimensionally assisted self-synchronous (see Theorem 3.0.6). The main mathematical
difficulty that must be dealt with is the loss of energy and enstrophy conservation (when
ν = 0) due to the truncation of the quadratic nonlinearity. As we will see in the apriori
analysis below (see Lemma 5.2.1), this will be overcome by the fact that the low-mode
evolution is governed by a heat equation. In particular, we have global well-posedness of
the corresponding initial value problem for (3.7).

Theorem 3.1.3. The initial value problem corresponding to the degenerate synchronization
intertwinement, (3.7), is globally well-posed over V × V .

As with Theorem 3.1.3, we omit the proof of Theorem 3.1.3, which can be carried out
by a standard Galerkin approximation argument. We will only develop the main apriori
estimates for (3.7).

We now move to stating the main results regarding the mutual synchronization inter-
twinement and degenerate synchronization intertwinement, namely, that they both possess
the self-synchronous property as defined in Definition 3.0.4.

Let us first consider the mutual synchronization intertwinement (3.6). In light of Theo-
rem 3.1.2, we let (v1(· ; v10), v2(· ; v20)) denote the unique global solution of (3.5) corresponding
to initial data (v10 , v

2
0). Furthermore, for g1, g2 ∈ L∞(0,∞;H) and λj = θi, for i ̸= j ∈ {1, 2},



DETERMINING MODES, SYNCHRONIZATION, AND INTERTWINEMENT 13

where θ1 + θ2 = 1, define

gλ :=
supt≥0 |gλ(t)|

ν2
, gλ := λ1g1 + λ2g2. (3.8)

We will prove the following result regarding the mutual synchronization intertwinement in
Section 5.1.

Theorem 3.1.4. The mutual synchronization intertwinement (3.6) is self-synchronous for
N sufficiently large. In particular, if |g1(t) − g2(t)| → 0 as t → ∞, then |v1(t; v10) −
v2(t; v

2
0)| → 0 as t→ ∞, for all v01 , v

0
2 ∈ V , provided that N satisfies

N ≥

max
{
48

√
3C2

Lg
2
λ, CAC

−2
L

}
, λ ∈ {0, 1}

15
√
27C2

Lg
2
λ, λ ∈ (0, 1)

(3.9)

Now let us consider the degenerate synchronization filter (3.7). The main claim is that
(3.7) is self synchronous in the sense of Definition 3.0.4. As usual, for each v10 , v

2
0 , we denote

by (v1(· ; v10), v2(· ; v20)) the corresponding global unique solution of the initial value problem
corresponding to (3.7). Let

g := max

{
supt≥0 |g1(t)|

ν2
,
supt≥0 |g2(t)|

ν2

}
. (3.10)

In Section 5.2, we prove the following result.

Theorem 3.1.5. The degenerate synchronization intertwinement (3.7) is self-synchronous
for N sufficiently large. In particular, if |g1(t) − g2(t)| → 0 as t → ∞, then |v1(t; v10) −
v2(t; v

2
0)| → 0 as t→ ∞, for all v01 , v

0
2 ∈ V , provided that N satisfies

N ≥ max

{
9
√
3

CL
, 12

√
2CL

}
g, N ≥ 32

√
2CL

(
24
(
C2

L + C2
S(logN)

)
g2 + 1

)1/2

g. (3.11)

Remark 3.1.6. Note that since (3.7) is uncoupled, Theorem 3.1.5 can equivalently be re-
formulated as the system ∂tv + νAv + B(v, v) = g + PNB(v, v) possessing the determining
modes property. Indeed, this was the perspective held in the study [OT03].

Remark 3.1.7. Note that (3.7) is a special case of what one could call the “symmet-
ric synchronization intertwinement,” in analogy to (3.15) below. Indeed, given g1, g2 ∈
L∞(0,∞;H) and θ1, θ2 ∈ R such that θ1 + θ2 = 1, the symmetric synchronization
intertwinement is defined as the system

∂tv1 + νAv1 +B(v1, v1) = g1 + θ1PNB(v1, v1)− θ2PNB(v2, v2)

∂tv2 + νAv2 +B(v2, v2) = g2 − θ2PNB(v1, v1) + θ1PNB(v2, v2).
(3.12)

Then we see that (3.12) is simply (3.12) when (θ1, θ2) = (1, 0) or (θ1, θ2) = (0, 1). However,
unlike (3.15), the case θ1 /∈ {0, 1} does not appear to satisfy suitable apriori estimates to de-
velop a global solution theory in the sense of Definition 3.0.3. Nevertheless, the degenerately
symmetric case (θ1, θ2) = (1, 0) is sufficient for our purposes.

3.1.2. Nudging Intertwinement.

Definition 3.1.8. Given a matrix (µij)i,j=1,2, the nudging intertwinement of NSE is
defined by the following coupled system

dv1
dt

+ νAv1 +B(v1, v1) = g1 + µ11PNv2 − µ12PNv1,

dv2
dt

+ νAv2 +B(v2, v2) = g2 + µ21PNv1 − µ22PNv2.

(3.13)
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When µ1 := µ11 = µ12 and µ2 := µ21 = µ22, we refer to (3.13) as the mutual nudging
intertwinement:

dv1
dt

+ νAv1 +B(v1, v1) = g1 + µ1(PNv2 − PNv1),

dv2
dt

+ νAv2 +B(v2, v2) = g2 + µ2(PNv1 − PNv2).

(3.14)

When µ1 := µ12 = µ22 and µ2 := µ11 = µ21, we refer to (3.13) as the symmetric nudging
intertwinement:

dv1
dt

+ νAv1 +B(v1, v1) = g1 − µ1PNv1 + µ2PNv2,

dv2
dt

+ νAv2 +B(v2, v2) = g2 + µ2PNv1 − µ1PNv2.

(3.15)

Remark 3.1.9. Note that if a nudging intertwinement is both mutual and symmetric, then
µ1 = µ2. Thus both systems are nudged with equal strength.

As in Section 3.1.1, it will be necessary to develop the analysis for the mutual nudging
intertwinement and symmetric nudging intertwinement differently. We will thus provide
statements for each of these intertwinements separately.

First, regarding the mutual nudging intertwinement, (3.14), due to the availability of the
apriori estimates that we will eventually develop in Lemma 5.3.1, the global well-posedness
(in the sense of Definition 3.0.3) of (3.14) will follow from a standard argument via Galerkin
approximation. The reader is referred to [AOT14] for the relevant details of such an ar-
gument. We therefore state, without proof, the global well-posedness of the initial value
problem corresponding to (3.14).

Theorem 3.1.10. The initial value problem corresponding to the mutual nudging inter-
twinement, (3.14), is globally well-posed over V × V .

Turning now to the symmetric nudging intertwinement, (3.15), as with the mutual nudg-
ing intertwinement, the apriori estimates that we eventually develop in Lemma 5.4.1 will be
sufficient to guarantee global well-posedness of (3.15). We therefore state this fact without
proof since the proof follows from a standard argument via Galerkin projection. We refer
the reader to [AOT14] for relevant details.

Theorem 3.1.11. The initial value problem corresponding to the symmetric nudging inter-
twinement, (3.15), is globally well-posed over V × V .

Finally, let us state the main results regarding the mutual nudging intertwinement, (3.14),
and symmetric nudging intertwinement, (3.15). To state the main result for the mutual
nudging intertwinement, let us introduce the following quantities:

gj :=
supt≥0 |gj(t)|

ν2
, j = 1, 2, g2 := g21 + g22. (3.16)

We then prove the following theorem in Section 5.3.

Theorem 3.1.12. The mutual nudging intertwinement is finite-dimensionally assisted self
synchronous. In particular, if |PNv1(t) − PNv2(t)| → 0 and |g1(t) − g2(t)| → 0 as t → ∞,
for any N ≥ N∗, then |v1(t)− v2(t)| → 0 as t→ ∞, provided that N satisfies

N ≥ 4
√
2CL

(
max{µ1, µ2}
min{µ1, µ2}

)1/2

g2. (3.17)

Under additional assumptions on the nudging parameters µ1, µ2, we will further show in
Section 5.3 that the mutual nudging intertwinement is in fact self-synchronous.
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Theorem 3.1.13. There exists a choice of N and µ such that the mutual nudging in-
tertwinement is self-synchronous. In particular, if |g1(t) − g2(t)| → 0 as t → ∞, then
|v1(t)− v2(t)| → 0 as t→ ∞, provided that N ≥ N∗ and µ satisfies

4

3
N2

∗ν ≤ µ1 + µ2 ≤ 4

3
N2ν, (3.18)

where

N∗ =
3
√
2

2
C

1/2
L

(
max{µ1, µ2}
min{µ1, µ2}

)1/2

g. (3.19)

Next, we state the main results for the symmetric nudging intertwinement, (3.15). With-
out loss of generality, let us assume that µ1 ≥ µ2. In Section 5.4, we prove the following
theorem.

Theorem 3.1.14. The symmetric nudging intertwinement is finite dimesionally assisted
self-synchronous. In particular, if |PNv1(t; v

1
0)−PNv2(t; v

2
0)| → 0 and |g1(t)− g2(t)| → 0 as

t→ ∞, then |v1(t; v10)− v2(t; v
2
0)| → 0 as t→ ∞, for all v10 , v

2
0 ∈ V , provided that either

N ≥ N∗, N∗ := 4CLg, (3.20)

or µ1 > µ2 and N ≥ N∗ such that

µ1 + µ2 ≤ 1

4
N2ν, N∗ := 4CL

(
ν

µ1 − µ2
G̃2 + g̃2

)1/2

, (3.21)

where G̃, g̃ are defined by (5.84) with µ̃ = µ1 − µ2.

As with Theorem 3.1.13, under additional assumptions on the nudging parameters, we
will also show in Section 5.4 that (3.15) is self-synchronous, that is, unassisted.

Theorem 3.1.15. Assume either that
1

4
N2

∗ν ≤ µ1 + µ2 ≤ 1

4
N2ν, (3.22)

where N∗ is given by (3.20), or µ1 > µ2 such that

1

4
N2

∗ν ≤ µ1 + µ2 ≤ 1

4
N2ν, (3.23)

where N∗ is given by (3.21) and G̃, g̃ are defined by (5.84) with µ̃ = µ1 − µ2. Then the
symmetric nudging intertwinement (3.15) is self-synchronous for N taken as above. In
particular, if |g1(t)− g2(t)| → 0 as t→ ∞, then |v1(t; v10)− v2(t; v

2
0)| → 0 as t→ ∞, for all

v10 , v
2
0 ∈ V , provided that either N satisfies (3.20) and µ1, µ2 satisfy (3.22) or, N satisfies

(3.21) and µ1, µ2 satisfy (3.23).

Remark 3.1.16. Note that one may extend the definition of the nudging intertwinement
(Definition 3.1.8) to include projections other than the spectral projection, PN , such as the
so-called volume element projection or nodal value projection. More generally, one can indeed
consider more general operators provided that they satisfy suitable approximation-of-identity
properties, as was considered in [AOT14]. However, we do not consider such generalization
here as it is not at the moment clear how to extend the synchronization intertwinement
(Definition 3.1.1) to accommodate projections other than PN . Since the primary goal of
this article is to present a unified theory of intertwinement that contains both continuous
data assimilation algorithms of [OT03] and [AOT14], we therefore defer the study of its
generalization to other forms of projection to a future work and simply point out that such
a generalization is a very natural and relevant consideration.

4. Relating Intertwinement, Data Assimilation, and Determining Modes

In this section, we establish a relationship between continuous data assimilation filters
and the determining modes property in a way that relies only on the property that certain
intertwinements are finite-dimensionally assisted self-synchronous.
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4.1. Relating Synchronization Intertwinement, Synchronization Filter, and De-
termining Modes. Next we show that analogous statements for the synchronization inter-
twinement and filter can be proved. Indeed, in the special case θ1 ∈ {0, 1}, the system (3.5)
reduces to the continuous data assimilation algorithm studied in [OT03]. When θ1 = 1, for
instance, then (3.5) for v1 = v, v2 = u, and g1 = g2 = f , one has that (v, u) satisfies the
coupled system:

∂tv + νAv +B(v, v) = f + PNB(v, v)− PNB(u, u), v(0) = v0

∂tu+ νAu+B(u, u) = f, u(0) = u0.
(4.1)

In this case, it was shown in [OT03] that for N sufficiently large, (4.1) achieves synchroniza-
tion. This is formalized in the following definition.

Definition 4.1.1. We say that the system (4.1) possesses the synchronization property
if there exists N∗ = N∗(u0, v0, f) such that |v(t; v0) − u(t;u0)| → 0, as t → ∞, for any
N ≥ N∗, for all u0, v0 ∈ V .

With this terminology, the result of [OT03] can be stated as follows.

Theorem 4.1.2 (Olson-Titi). The synchronization filter (4.1) possesses the synchronization
property.

Now similar to (4.4), given (v1, u1) and (v2, u2) satisfying (4.1) corresponding to initial
data (v10 , u

1
0), (v

2
0 , u

2
0) and external forces f1, f2, respectively, we see that (v1, v2) satisfies

∂tv1 + νAv1 +B(v1, v1) = f̃1 + PNB(v1, v1), v1(0) = v10

∂tv2 + νAv2 +B(v2, v2) = f̃2 + PNB(v2, v2), v2(0) = v20 ,
(4.2)

where f̃j = f − PNB(uj , uj), for j = 1, 2. Thus (4.2) can be viewed as a degenerate

synchronization intertwinement as in (3.7), where gj = f̃j .
We will now show that if (4.1) has the synchronization property, then (2.14) has the

determining modes property (Theorem 4.1.3). We will also show that the converse is effec-
tively true, namely, if (3.5) is finite-dimensionally assisted self-syncrhonous, then (4.1) has
the synchronization property (Theorem 4.1.4).

Theorem 4.1.3. If the synchronization filter (4.3) has the synchronization property, then
(2.14) has the determining modes property. Equivaently, if the synchronization filter (4.3)
has the synchronization property, then the trivial intertwinement is finite-dimensionally self-
synchronous.

Proof. Given f ∈ L∞(0,∞;H), suppose that there exists N∗ such that |v(t; v0)−u(t;u0)| →
0 as t → ∞, for all N ≥ N∗, and v0, u0 ∈ V . We show that (2.14) has the determining
modes property.

For j = 1, 2, let (vj(· ; vj0), uj(· ;u
j
0)) denote the unique global strong solution of (4.1)

corresponding to initial data (vj0, u
j
0) and external force fj . By assumption, there exists N∗

j

such that |vj(t; vj0) − uj(t;u
j
0)| → 0, as t → ∞, for any N ≥ N∗

j , for all vj0, u
j
0 ∈ V , for

j = 1, 2. Let N∗ = max{N1,∗, N2,∗, N3,∗}, where N3,∗ is frequency cut-off obtained from
(3.1.5).

Now suppose that |PNu1(t)− PNu2(t)| → 0 and |f1(t)− f2(t)| → 0, as t → ∞. Observe
that

|u1 − u2| ≤ |u1 − v1|+ |v1 − v2|+ |v2 − v1|

Thus |u1(t) − u2(t)| → 0 as t → ∞ provided that |v1(t) − v2(t)| → 0 as t → ∞. Observe
that

|PNv1 − PNv2| ≤ |PNv1 − PNu1|+ |PNu1 − PNu2|+ |PNu2 − PNv2|
≤ |v1 − u1|+ |PNu1 − PNu2|+ |u2 − v2|.
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By assumption, it follows that |PNv1(t) − PNv2(t)| → 0 as t → ∞. Since (v1, v2) satisfies
(4.2), we may deduce from Theorem 3.1.5 that |v1(t)− v2(t)| → 0 as t→ ∞, as desired. □

Theorem 4.1.4. Finite-dimensionally assisted mutual synchronization of the synchroniza-
tion intertwinement implies that the system (4.1) has the synchronization property.

Proof. Suppose (v, u) satisfies (4.1). Observe that (4.1) is a special case of (3.5) by setting
v1 = v, v2 = u, g1 = g2 = f , and (θ1, θ2) = (1, 0). Thus, if (3.5) is self-synchronous, then
(4.1) satisfies the synchronization property. □

Finally, we recall that Theorem 4.1.4 ensures that (3.5) is self-synchronous. Therefore,
we may realize Theorem 4.1.2, one of the main results of [OT03], as a consequence of
Theorem 4.1.4 and Theorem 4.1.4.

Corollary 4.1.5. The system (4.1) satisfies the synchronization property.

4.2. Relating Nudging Intertwinement, Nudging Filter, and Determining Modes.
To do so, we define what it means for the nudging filter to synchronize. To state the
definition, let f ∈ L∞(0,∞;H), u0, v0 ∈ V , and N > 0. We let (v, u) denote the unique
strong solution of

dv

dt
+ νAv +B(v, v) = f − µPNv + µPNu, v(0) = v0

du

dt
+ νAu+B(u, u) = f, u(0) = u0.

(4.3)

We observe that (4.3) can be viewed as a nudging intertwinement (3.14) with θ1 ∈ {0, 1}
and g1 = g2 = f .

On the other hand, consider two solutions (v1, u1) and (v2, u2) of (4.3) corresponding to
initial data (v10 , u

1
0), (v

2
0 , u

2
0), external forces f1, f2, respectively. Observe that (v1, v2) satisfy

the system

dv1
dt

+ νAv1 +B(v1, v1) = f̃1 − µPNv1, v1(0) = v10

dv2
dt

+ νAv2 +B(v2, v2) = f̃2 − µPNv2, v2(0) = v20 ,

(4.4)

where f̃j = fj+µPNuj . Thus (4.4) can be viewed as a symmetric intertwinement with µ1 =

µ, µ2 = 0, and gj = f̃j . Note that (4.4) is, in a way, a degenerate form of intertwinement since
v1 and v2 are decoupled. Indeed, (4.4) is a very mild variation of the trivial intertwinement
F ≡ 0 (see Definition 3.0.4 and Theorem 3.0.6).

Definition 4.2.1. We say that the system (4.3) possesses the synchronization property
if there exists an increasing function µ∗(N), independent of f , and an N∗ > 0, depending
on continuously on |f |, ν, such that |v(t; v0) − u(t;u0)| → 0, as t → ∞, for any µ ∈
[µ∗(N∗), µ∗(N)], v0, u0 ∈ V , and N ≥ N∗.

Let us recall one of the main results in [AOT14].

Theorem 4.2.2. The nudging filter (4.3) satisfies the synchronization property.

We will first show that the existence of finitely many determining modes for (2.14) is
implied by the property that the nudging filter (4.3) satisfies the synchronization property.
Recall that the existence of finitely many determining modes for (2.14) is equivalent to
the property that the trivial intertwinement is finite-dimensionally self-synchronous (see
Definition 3.0.4, Theorem 3.0.6).

Theorem 4.2.3. If the nudging filter (4.3) has the synchronization property, then (2.14)
has the determining modes property. Equivalently, if the nudging filter (4.3) has the synchro-
nization property, then the trivial intertwinement is finite-dimensionally self-synchronous.
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Proof. Suppose there exists an increasing function µ∗(N) and N∗ such that |v(t; v0) −
u(t;u0)| → 0 as t → ∞, for any u0, v0 ∈ V , and µ ∈ [µ∗(N∗), µ∗(N)], where (v, u) sat-
isfies (4.3). We show that (2.14) has the determining modes property.

For j = 1, 2, let (vj , uj) denote the unique global strong solution of (4.3) with external

force fj . By assumption, there exists N∗,j such that |vj(t; vj0) − uj(t;u
j
0)| → 0, as t → ∞,

for all uj0, v
j
0 ∈ V , µ ∈ [µ∗(N∗,j), µ∗(N)], and N ≥ N∗,j . Let N∗ := max{N∗,1, N∗,2, N∗,3},

where N∗,3 is the low-mode cut-off (3.21) (with µ̃ = µ1 = µ, µ2 = 0, gj = fj + µPNuj ,

g̃j = PNuj , so that G̃ = G) obtained from Theorem 3.1.14.
Now let N ≥ N∗ and µ ∈ [µ∗(N∗), µ∗(N)]. Suppose that |PNu1(t) − PNu2(t)| → 0 and

|f1(t)− f2(t)| → 0, as t→ ∞. Observe that

|u1 − u2| ≤ |u1 − v1|+ |v1 − v2|+ |v2 − v1|

By assumption, |vj(t) − uj(t)| → 0 as t → ∞, for j = 1, 2. Thus |u1(t) − u2(t)| → 0 as
t→ ∞ provided that |v1(t)− v2(t)| → 0 as t→ ∞. Next, observe that

|PNv1 − PNv2| ≤ |PNv1 − PNu1|+ |PNu1 − PNu2|+ |PNu2 − PNv2|
≤ |v1 − u1|+ |PNu1 − PNu2|+ |u2 − v2|.

Since |PNu1(t)−PNu2(t)| → 0 as t→ ∞ by hypothesis, it follows that |PNv1(t)−PNv2(t)| →
0 as t→ ∞. Since (v1, v2) satisfies (4.4), we deduce from Theorem 3.1.14 (with µ̃ = µ1 = µ,
µ2 = 0, gj = fj + µPNuj , g̃j = PNuj) that |v1(t)− v2(t)| → 0 as t→ ∞. □

Next, through Theorem 4.1.4 below, we will deduce the convergence of the nudging al-
gorithm as a consequence of Theorem 3.1.13. In doing so, the statements Theorem 3.1.12
and Theorem 4.1.4 together establish the claimed conceptual equivalence of the notion of
determining modes and the notion of synchronization of the nudging-based algorithm for
continuous data assimilation.

Theorem 4.2.4. If the mutual nudging intertwinement (3.14) is finite-dimensionally as-
sisted self-synchronous, then the nudging filter (4.3) has the synchronization property.

Proof. Let (v, u) satisfy (4.3) and observe that (4.3) is a special case of (3.14) upon setting
v1 = v, v2 = u, θ1 = 1, θ2 = 0, and g1 = g2 = f . By Theorem 3.1.13, for N ≥ N∗, where
N∗ is given by (3.17), and µ such that 4

3N
2
∗ν ≤ µ ≤ 4

3N
2ν, one has |PNv(t)− PNu(t)| → 0,

as t→ ∞. By hypothesis, we may then conclude |v(t)− u(t)| → 0 as t→ ∞.
□

We point out that the implication established in the proof of Theorem 4.2.4 is trivial in
light of Theorem 3.1.13 since the conclusion of Theorem 3.1.13 already ensures |v(t)−u(t)| →
0 as t → ∞. Nevertheless, Theorem 4.2.4 is a true statement. The main achievement
of Theorem 4.2.4 is to locate a conceptual framework within which the synchronization
property and determining modes property can effectively be viewed as being equivalent. In
the next statement, we make this claim precise by deducing the synchronization property of
the nudging filter (3.14) as a corollary of Theorem 3.1.12 and Theorem 4.2.4. We therefore
recover Theorem 4.2.2 as a consequence of the fact that the mutual nudging intertwinement
is finite-dimensionally self-synchronous.

Corollary 4.2.5. The nudging filter (4.3) satisfies the synchronization property.

Proof. By Theorem 3.1.12, the nudging filter (4.3) (viewed as a special case of (3.14)) is
finite-dimensionally self-synchronous. By Theorem 4.2.4, it follows that (4.3) satisfies the
synchronization property. □

5. Self-Synchronous Intertwinability

In this section, we prove Theorem 3.1.12, Theorem 3.1.13, Theorem 3.1.14, and Theo-
rem 3.1.15.
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5.1. Mutual Synchronization Intertwinement. Before we prove Theorem 3.1.4, we es-
tablish a change of variables to that will be convenient for the analysis. To this end, let

w = v1 − v2, h = g1 − g2. (5.1)

Then the system governing w is given by

∂tw + νAw = h−QN (B(v1, v1)−B(v2, v2)). (5.2)

Next, we let

vλ = λ1v1 + λ2v2, λ1 = 1− λ = θ2, λ2 = λ = θ1. (5.3)

Observe that

B(v1, v1)−B(v2, v2) = λ(B(v1, v1)−B(v2, v2))− (1− λ)(B(v2, v2)−B(v1, v1))

= λ(B(w,w) +DB(v2)w)− (1− λ)(B(w,w)−DB(v1)(w))

= (λ2 − λ1)B(w,w) +DB(vλ)w. (5.4)

Then, using the fact that λ1 + λ2 = θ1 + θ2 = 1, we obtain

∂tw + νAw = h− (λ2 − λ1)QNB(w,w)−QNDB(vλ)w. (5.5)

Equivalently, for

p = PNw, q = QNw, gλ = λ1g1 + λ2g2, (5.6)

we have

∂tp+ νAp = PNh

∂tq + νAq = QNh− (λ2 − λ1)QNB(w,w)−QNDB(vλ)w.
(5.7)

and

∂tv
λ + νAvλ + λ1B(v1, v1) + λ2B(v2, v2)

= gλ + λ1θ1(PNB(v1, v1)− PNB(v2, v2)) + λ2θ2(PNB(v2, v2)− PNB(v1, v1))

= gλ + (λ1θ1 − λ2θ2)(PNB(v1, v1)− PNB(v2, v2)) (5.8)

Focusing on the left-hand side of (5.8), we see that

λ1B(v1, v1) + λ2B(v2, v2)

= B(λ1v1, v1) +B(λ2v2, v2)

= B(vλ, v1)−B(λ2v2, v1) +B(λ2v2, λ1v2) +B(λ2v2, λ2v2)

= B(vλ, λ1v1) +B(vλ, λ2v1)

− λ2λ1B(v2, v1)− λ22B(v2, v1) + λ2λ1B(v2, v2) + λ22B(v2, v2)

= B(vλ, vλ)−B(vλ, λ2v2)

+ λ1λ2B(v1, v1)− λ2λ1B(v2, v1) + λ2λ1B(v2, v2) + λ22B(v2, v2)

= B(vλ, vλ)− λ1λ2B(v1, v2) + λ1λ2B(v1, v1)− λ2λ1B(v2, v1) + λ2λ1B(v2, v2)

= B(vλ, vλ) + λ1λ2B(v1, w)− λ2λ1B(v2, w)

= B(vλ, vλ) + λ1λ2B(w,w).

Recall that

λ1θ1 = λ2θ2. (5.9)

Then (5.8) reduces to

∂tv
λ + νAvλ +B(vλ, vλ) = gλ − λ1λ2B(w,w). (5.10)
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The coupled system in (vλ, w) is then given by

∂tv
λ + νAvλ +B(vλ, vλ) = gλ − λ1λ2B(w,w)

∂tw + νAw = h− (λ2 − λ1)QNB(w,w)−QNDB(vλ)w.
(5.11)

Equivalently, upon invoking the orthogonal decomposition w = p+ q, we also obtain

∂tv
λ + νAvλ +B(vλ, vλ) = gλ − λ1λ2B(w,w)

∂tp+ νAp = PNh

∂tq + νAq = QNh− (λ2 − λ1)QNB(w,w)−QNDB(vλ)w.

(5.12)

Then the energy balance for (5.11) is given by

1

2

d

dt
|vλ|2 + ν∥vλ∥2 =

(
gλ, vλ

)
− λ1λ2

(
B(w, p), vλ

)
− λ1λ2

(
B(w, q), vλ

)
1

2

d

dt
|w|2 + ν∥w∥2 = (h,w)− (λ2 − λ1)

(
B(w,w), q

)
−
(
B(vλ, w), q

)
+
(
B(w, q), vλ

)
.

(5.13)

On the other hand, applying integration by parts, we obtain the energy balance from (5.12)
to be

1

2

d

dt
|vλ|2 + ν∥vλ∥2 =

(
gλ, vλ

)
− λ1λ2

(
B(w, p), vλ

)
− λ1λ2

(
B(w, q), vλ

)
1

2

d

dt
∥p∥2 + ν|Ap|2 = (h,Ap)

1

2

d

dt
|q|2 + ν∥q∥2 = (h, q)− (λ2 − λ1)

(
B(p, p), q

)
− (λ2 − λ1)

(
B(q, p), q

)
−
(
B(vλ, p), q

)
+
(
B(p, q), vλ

)
+
(
B(q, q), vλ

)
.

(5.14)

From this formulation of (3.5), we will now establish the important apriori estimates. In
particular, in obtaining bounds for (vλ, w), we automatically obtain bounds for (v1, v2). We
will do so by obtaining bounds for (vλ, p, q).

To this end, the first bound we establish is based on the observation from (5.12) that the
low modes of the difference, p = PNw, satisfies a heat equation for all λ ∈ [0, 1]. Thus, p
satisfies the properties ensured by Lemma 2.0.5.

Now, to control (vλ, q), we will consider two cases: λ = θ1 = 0 and λ ̸= 0. Note
that although the case λ = 0 corresponds to (2.24), we must develop the apriori estimates
carefully in both cases to obtain a suitable dependence of N on the system parameters
for their subsequent application. We carry out the analysis in both cases for clarity and
completeness.

Lemma 5.1.1. Suppose that g1, g2 ∈ L∞(0,∞;H), v10 , v
2
0 ∈ V , and that λ = 0. Then

∥v1(t)∥2 + ν

∫ T

0

|Av1(s)|2 ≤ ∥v1(0)∥2 + ν2

(
supt≥0 |g1(t)|

ν2

)2

,

for T > 0, 0 ≤ t ≤ T . Moreover

sup
t≥t0

∥v1(t)∥2 ≤ 2ν2g20, (5.15)

for t0 ≥ 0 satisfying

t0 ≥ 1

ν
ln

(
∥v10∥2

ν2g20

)
. (5.16)
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On the other hand, q satisfies the differential inequality

d

dt
∥q∥2 + ν|Aq|2 ≤ 8ν3

(
|h|
ν2

)2

+ 4(C2
L + CA)N

(
∥v1∥
ν

)2

ν∥p∥2

+ 12ν

CA

(
∥p∥
ν

)2

+ 36

(
C4

L +
C2

A

N2

)(
∥v1∥
ν

)4
 ∥q∥2, (5.17)

for all t > 0. In particular

sup
0≤t≤T

∥q(t)∥2 +
∫ T

0

|Aq(t)|2dt <∞,

for all T > 0.

Note that since w = p + q, when λ = 0, one may immediately deduce bounds for v2.
Next, we state apriori bounds in the case λ ̸= 0.

Lemma 5.1.2. Suppose that g1, g2 ∈ L∞(0,∞;H), v10 , v
2
0 ∈ V , and that λ ̸= 0. Then

sup
0≤t≤T

(
|vλ(t)|2 + |wλ(t)|2

)
+ ν

∫ T

0

(
∥vλ(t)∥2 + ∥wλ(t)∥2

)
dt <∞

and

sup
0≤t≤T

(
∥vλ(t)∥2 + ∥wλ(t)∥2

)
+

∫ T

0

(
|Avλ(t)|2 + |Awλ(t)|2

)
dt <∞,

hold for all T > 0.

Let us now prove Lemma 5.1.1 and Lemma 5.1.2.

Proof of Lemma 5.1.1. Observe that since λ = 0, we have vλ = v1, g
λ = g1, and λ2 − λ1 =

−1. In particular v1 satisfies (2.14). Then from (5.12), we make use of the identity (2.17)
to obtain the following set of balance equations:

1

2

d

dt
∥v1∥2 + ν|Av1|2 = (g1, Av1)

1

2

d

dt
∥p∥2 + ν|Ap|2 = (h,Ap)

1

2

d

dt
∥q∥2 + ν|Aq|2 = (h,Aq) +

( (
B(p, p), Aq

)
+
(
DB(p)q, Aq

)
−
(
DB(v1)p,Aq

)
−
(
DB(v1)q, Aq

) )
.

(5.18)

From (5.18), we apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Gronwall’s inequality to obtain

d

dt
∥v1∥2 + ν|Av1|2 ≤ |g1|2

ν
.

Thus

∥v1(t)∥2 + ν

∫ t

0

|Av1(s)|2 ≤ ∥v10∥2 + ν2

(
supt≥0 |g1(t)|

ν2

)2

, (5.19)

for all t ≥ 0, and

∥v1(t)∥2 ≤ e−νt∥v10∥2 + ν2g20, (5.20)

where g0 is defined by (3.8). We choose t0 ≥ 0 such that

t0 ≥ 1

ν
ln

(
∥v1(0)∥2

ν2g20

)
.
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Then

sup
t≥t0

∥v1(t)∥2 ≤ 2ν2g20.

Lastly, we estimate ∥q∥2. For this, we apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Hölder’s
inequality, (2.10), (2.7), (2.3), and Young’s inequality to obtain

| (h,Aq) | ≤ 8ν3
(
|h|
ν2

)2

+
ν

32
|Aq|2 (5.21)

|
(
B(p, p), Aq

)
| ≤ C

1/2
A |Ap|1/2|p|1/2∥p∥|Aq| ≤ C

1/2
A N1/2∥p∥3/2|p|1/2|Aq|

≤ 8CANν
3

(
∥p∥
ν

)4

+
ν

32
|Aq|2. (5.22)

On the other hand, observe that(
DB(p)q, Aq

)
=
(
B(p, q), Aq

)
+
(
B(q, p), Aq

)
=
(
B(∂jp, q), ∂jq

)
+
(
B(∂jq, p), ∂jq

)
+
(
B(q, ∂jp), ∂jq

)(
DB(v1)p,Aq

)
=
(
B(v1, p), Aq

)
+
(
B(p, v1), Aq

)(
DB(v1)q, Aq

)
=
(
B(v1, q), Aq

)
+
(
B(q, v1), Aq

)
Then by repeated application of Hölder’s inequality, (2.7), (2.10), and Young’s inequality,
we estimate

|
(
B(∂jp, q), ∂jq

)
| ≤ C

1/2
A ∥Ap∥1/2∥p∥1/2∥q∥2 ≤ C

1/2
A N∥p∥∥q∥2

≤ C
1/2
A ∥p∥∥q∥|Aq| ≤ 4CA

(
∥p∥
ν

)2

ν∥q∥2 + ν

16
|Aq|2

|
(
B(∂jq, p), ∂jq

)
| ≤ 4CA

(
∥p∥
ν

)2

ν∥q∥2 + ν

16
|Aq|2

|
(
B(q, ∂jp), ∂jq

)
| ≤ 4CA

(
∥p∥
ν

)2

ν∥q∥2 + ν

16
|Aq|2,

which implies

|
(
DB(p), q, Aq

)
| ≤ 12CAν

(
∥p∥
ν

)2

∥q∥2 + 3ν

16
|Aq|2. (5.23)

Similarly

|
(
B(v1, p), Aq

)
| ≤ CL∥v1∥1/2|v1|1/2|Ap|1/2∥p∥1/2|Aq| ≤ CLN

1/2∥v1∥1/2|v1|1/2|p||Aq|

≤ 4C2
LN

(
∥v1∥|v1|
ν2

)
ν∥p∥2 + ν

16
|Aq|2

|
(
B(p, v1), Aq

)
| ≤ C

1/2
A |Ap|1/2|p|1/2∥v1∥|Aq| ≤ C

1/2
A N1/2∥p∥1/2|p|1/2∥v1∥|Aq|

≤ 4CAN

(
∥v1∥
ν

)2

ν∥p∥2 + ν

16
|Aq|2,

which implies

|
(
DB(v1)p,Aq

)
| ≤ 4(C2

L + CA)N

(
∥v1∥
ν

)2

ν∥p∥2 + ν

8
|Aq|2 (5.24)



DETERMINING MODES, SYNCHRONIZATION, AND INTERTWINEMENT 23

Lastly

|
(
B(v1, q), Aq)

)
| ≤ CL∥v1∥1/2|v1|1/2∥∇q∥1/2∥q∥1/2|Aq| ≤ CL∥v1∥1/2|v1|1/2∥q∥1/2|Aq|3/2

≤ 432C4
L

(
∥v1∥|v1|
ν2

)2

ν∥q∥2 + ν

16
|Aq|2

|
(
B(q, v1), Aq

)
| ≤ C

1/2
A |q|1/2∥v1∥|Aq|3/2 ≤

C
1/2
A

N1/2
∥q∥1/2∥v1∥|Aq|3/2

≤ 432C2
A

N2

(
∥v1∥
ν

)4

ν∥q∥2 + ν

16
|Aq|2,

which implies

|
(
DB(v1)q, Aq

)
| ≤ 432

(
C4

L +
C2

A

N2

)(
∥v1∥
ν

)4

ν∥q∥2 + ν

8
|Aq|2. (5.25)

Finally, we combine (5.21), (5.22), (5.23), (5.24), (5.25) to arrive at

d

dt
∥q∥2 + ν|Aq|2 ≤ 8ν3

(
|h|
ν2

)2

+ 4(C2
L + CA)N

(
∥v1∥
ν

)2

ν∥p∥2

+ 12ν

CA

(
∥p∥
ν

)2

+ 36

(
C4

L +
C2

A

N2

)(
∥v1∥
ν

)4
 ∥q∥2.

Application of (5.20), (2.29), followed by Gronwall’s inequality yields finiteness of ∥q(t)∥
and

∫ t

0
|Aq(s)|2ds, for all t > 0. □

Proof of Lemma 5.1.2. Then λ1, λ2 ̸= 0. We introduce the re-scaled variables wλ =
√
λ1λ2w,

pλ =
√
λ1λ2p, qλ =

√
λ1λ2q, and hλ =

√
λ1λ2h. Observe then that wλ = pλ + qλ.

Step 1: Control of (vλ, wλ) in H. From (5.13), one obtains the total energy balance for
(vλ, wλ) as

1

2

d

dt

(
|vλ|2 + |wλ|2

)
+ ν

(
∥vλ∥2 + ∥wλ∥2

)
=
(
gλ, vλ

)
+
(
B(wλ, pλ), v

λ
)

+ (hλ, wλ)−
√
λ1λ2(λ2 − λ1)

(
B(wλ, pλ), qλ

)
−
(
B(vλ, pλ), qλ

)
. (5.26)

We now estimate the terms of the right-hand side. First, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
and Young’s inequality, we obtain

|
(
gλ, vλ

)
| ≤ |gλ||vλ| ≤ 2|gλ|2

ν
+
ν

8
|vλ|2

| (hλ, wλ) | ≤ |hλ||wλ| ≤
2|hλ|2

ν
+
ν

8
|wλ|2.

On the other hand, we treat the trilinear terms with Hölder’s inequality, (2.7), (2.10), and
Young’s inequality to deduce

|
(
B(wλ, pλ), v

λ)
)
| ≤ CL∥wλ∥1/2|wλ|1/2∥pλ∥∥vλ∥1/2|vλ|1/2

≤ ν

8
∥wλ∥2 +

3C
4/3
L

25/3ν1/3
|wλ|2/3∥pλ∥2/3∥vλ∥2/3|vλ|2/3

≤ ν

8

(
∥wλ∥2 + ∥vλ∥2

)
+

9C2
L

4

(
∥pλ∥
ν

)
ν
(
|wλ|2 + |vλ|2

)
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|
(
B(vλ, pλ), qλ)

)
| ≤ CL∥vλ∥1/2|vλ|1/2|Apλ|1/2∥pλ∥1/2|qλ|

≤ CL

N1/2
∥vλ∥1/2|vλ|1/2∥pλ∥∥qλ∥

≤ ν

8
∥wλ∥2 +

4C2
L

νN1/2
∥vλ∥|vλ|∥pλ∥2

≤ ν

8

(
∥wλ∥2 + ∥vλ∥2

)
+

32C4
L

N

(
∥pλ∥
ν

)4

ν|vλ|2

√
λ1λ2|λ2 − λ1||

(
B(wλ, pλ), qλ

)
| ≤

√
λ1λ2|λ2 − λ1|C1/2

A |wλ|∥Apλ∥1/2∥pλ∥1/2|qλ|

≤
√
λ1λ2|λ2 − λ1|C1/2

A |wλ|∥pλ∥∥qλ∥

≤ ν

8
∥wλ∥2 + 2CAλ1λ2|λ2 − λ1|2

(
∥pλ∥
ν

)2

ν|wλ|2

Combining these estimates, we deduce

d

dt

(
|vλ|2 + |wλ|2

)
+ ν

(
∥vλ∥2 + ∥wλ∥2

)
≤ 2ν3

( |gλ|
ν2

)2

+

(
|hλ|
ν2

)2
 (5.27)

+

9C2
L

4
+

[
16C4

L

N

(
∥pλ∥
ν

)2

+ CAλ1λ2|λ2 − λ1|2
](

∥pλ∥
ν

)
(
∥pλ∥
ν

)
ν
(
|vλ|2 + |wλ|2

)
.

An application of Lemma 2.0.5 and Gronwall’s inequality then yields

sup
0≤t≤T

(
|vλ(t)|2 + |wλ(t)|2

)
+ ν

∫ T

0

(
∥vλ(t)∥2 + ∥wλ(t)∥2

)
dt <∞, (5.28)

for all T > 0.

Step 2: Control of (vλ, wλ) in V . From (5.11), we see that

∂tv
λ + νAvλ +B(vλ, vλ) = gλ −B(wλ, wλ)

∂twλ + νAwλ = hλ − λ2 − λ1√
λ1λ2

QNB(wλ, wλ)−QNDB(vλ)wλ.
(5.29)

Upon taking the H inner product of Avλ and Awλ with their respective equations in (5.29),
we obtain the enstrophy balance

1

2

d

dt
∥vλ∥2 + ν|Avλ|2 =

(
gλ, Avλ

)
−
(
B(wλ, pλ), Av

λ
)
−
(
B(wλ, qλ), Av

λ
)

1

2

d

dt
∥wλ∥2 + ν|Awλ|2 = (hλ, Awλ)−

λ2 − λ1√
λ1λ2

(
B(wλ, wλ), Aqλ

)
−
(
DB(vλ)wλ, Aqλ

)
.

Observe that

−
(
B(wλ, qλ), Av

λ
)

= −
(
(∂jw

k
λ)(∂kq

ℓ
λ), ∂j(v

λ)ℓ
)
−
(
wk

λ∂k∂jq
ℓ
λ, ∂j(v

λ)ℓ
)

= −
(
(∂jw

k
λ)(∂kq

ℓ
λ), ∂j(v

λ)ℓ
)
+
(
∂jw

k
λ∂k∂jq

ℓ
λ, (v

λ)ℓ
)
+
(
wk

λ∂k∂
2
j q

ℓ
λ, (v

λ)ℓ
)

= −
(
B(∂jwλ, qλ), ∂jv

λ
)
+
(
B(∂jwλ, ∂jqλ), v

λ
)
+
(
B(wλ, v

λ), Aqλ

)
.
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On the other hand

−
(
DB(vλ)wλ, Aqλ

)
= −

(
B(vλ, wλ), Aqλ

)
−
(
B(wλ, v

λ), Aqλ

)
= −

(
(∂j(v

λ)k)(∂kw
ℓ
λ), ∂jq

ℓ
λ

)
−
(
(vλ)k∂k∂jw

ℓ
λ, ∂jq

ℓ
λ

)
−
(
B(wλ, v

λ), Aqλ

)
= −

(
B(∂jv

λ, wλ), ∂jqλ

)
−
(
B(vλ, ∂jpλ), ∂jqλ

)
−
(
B(wλ, v

λ), Aqλ

)
.

Lastly, we see that (
B(wλ, wλ), Aqλ

)
= −

(
B(wλ, wλ), Apλ

)(
B(∂jwλ, ∂jqλ), v

λ
)
= −

(
B(∂jwλ, v

λ), ∂jqλ

)
.

The enstrophy balance is then equivalently given by

1

2

d

dt

(
∥vλ∥2 + ∥wλ∥2

)
+ ν

(
|Avλ|2 + |Awλ|2

)
=
(
gλ, Avλ

)
+ (hλ, Awλ) +

λ2 − λ1√
λ1λ2

(
B(wλ, wλ), Apλ

)
−
(
B(vλ, ∂jpλ), ∂jqλ

)
−
(
B(∂jwλ, qλ), ∂jv

λ
)
−
(
B(∂jwλ, v

λ), ∂jqλ

)
−
(
B(∂jv

λ, wλ), ∂jqλ

)
.

(5.30)

We now estimate the seven terms on the right-hand side above.
From the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we see that

|
(
gλ, Avλ

)
| ≤ |gλ||Avλ| ≤ |gλ|2

ν
+
ν

4
|Avλ|2 (5.31)

| (hλ, Awλ) | ≤
|hλ|2

ν
+
ν

4
|Awλ|2. (5.32)

For the remaining five terms, we estimate them with repeated application of (2.7), (2.10),
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and Young’s inequality. In particular, the last three terms
can all be estimated the same way. Indeed, we have

|
(
B(∂jwλ, qλ), ∂jv

λ
)
| ≤ CL|Awλ|1/2∥wλ∥1/2|Aqλ|1/2∥qλ∥1/2∥vλ∥

≤ ν

16
|Awλ|2 +

4C2
L

ν
∥vλ∥2∥wλ∥∥qλ∥

≤ ν

16
|Awλ|2 +

4C2
L

ν
∥vλ∥∥wλ∥

(
∥vλ∥2 + ∥wλ∥2

)
(5.33)

|
(
B(∂jwλ, v

λ), ∂jqλ

)
| ≤ ν

16
|Awλ|2 +

4C2
L

ν
∥vλ∥∥wλ∥

(
∥vλ∥2 + ∥wλ∥2

)
(5.34)

|
(
B(∂jv

λ, wλ), ∂jqλ

)
| ≤ ν

16
|Awλ|2 +

4C2
L

ν
∥vλ∥∥wλ∥

(
∥vλ∥2 + ∥wλ∥2

)
(5.35)

For the other terms, observe that

|λ2 − λ1|√
λ1λ2

|
(
B(wλ, wλ), Apλ

)
| ≤ |λ2 − λ1|√

λ1λ2
|A3/2pλ|∞|wλ|2

≤ |λ2 − λ1|√
λ1λ2

C
1/2
A |A5/2pλ|1/2|A3/2pλ|1/2|wλ|2

≤ |λ2 − λ1|√
λ1λ2

C
1/2
A N3∥pλ∥|wλ|2. (5.36)
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|
(
B(vλ, ∂jpλ), ∂jqλ

)
| ≤ |vλ||Apλ|∞∥qλ∥

≤ C
1/2
A |vλ||A2pλ|1/2|Apλ|1/2∥qλ∥

≤ C
1/2
A N |vλ|∥pλ∥|Aqλ|

≤ 4CAN
2

ν
∥pλ∥2|vλ|2 +

ν

16
|Awλ|2. (5.37)

Upon returning to (5.30) and combining (5.31), (5.32), (5.33), (5.34), (5.36), (5.35), (5.37)
we obtain

d

dt

(
∥vλ∥2 + ∥wλ∥2

)
+ ν

(
|Avλ|2 + |Awλ|2

)
≤ ν3

( |gλ|
ν2

)
+

(
|hλ|
ν2

)+
12C2

L

ν
∥vλ∥∥wλ∥

(
∥vλ∥2 + ∥wλ∥2

)

+ C
1/2
A N2

[
|λ2 − λ1|√

λ1λ2
N + 4C

1/2
A

(
∥pλ∥
ν

)2
](

∥pλ∥
ν

)
ν
(
|vλ|2 + |wλ|2

)
.

It then follows from Lemma 2.0.5, (5.28), and Gronwall’s inequality that

sup
0≤t≤T

(
∥vλ(t)∥2 + ∥wλ(t)∥2

)
+

∫ T

0

(
|Avλ(t)|2 + |Awλ(t)|2

)
dt <∞,

for all T > 0. □

We are now ready to prove the main theorem (Theorem 3.1.4) of this section.

Proof of Theorem 3.1.4. Suppose that |h(t)| → 0. By Lemma 2.0.5, it follows that ∥p(t)∥ →
0. Recall that we must show that |w(t)| → 0, where p satisfies (5.7) and w satisfies (5.5).
We consider two cases: when λ = 0 and λ ̸= 0.

Case: λ = 0. Note that it suffices to show that |q(t)| → 0 as t → ∞. In this case, we
suppose N satisfies

N ≥ max

{
48

√
3C2

Lg
2
0,
CA

C2
L

}
. (5.38)

For t0 given by (5.16), Lemma 5.1.1 guarantees that (5.15) holds. It then follows from
additionally applying (5.38) that

1728

(
C4

L +
C2

A

N2

)
g40
N2

≤ 1

2
,

for t ≥ t0. We then see from (5.17) of Lemma 5.1.1, and applying (2.3), (2.10), and (5.15)
that

d

dt
∥q∥2 + ν

2
∥q∥2 ≤ 8ν3

(
|h|
ν2

)2

+ 8(C2
L + CA)Ng20ν∥p∥2 + 12CA

(
∥p∥
ν

)2

ν∥q∥2.

for all t ≥ t0. We may then conclude that ∥q(t)∥ → 0 as t → ∞ from Lemma 2.0.4 and
(2.3).

Case: λ ̸= 0. Then λ1, λ2 ̸= 0. We once again make use of the re-scaled variables wλ =√
λ1λ2w, pλ =

√
λ1λ2p, qλ =

√
λ1λ2q, and hλ =

√
λ1λ2h. Observe that wλ = pλ + qλ. We

shall divide the proof into two steps. First, by making use of the fact that |h(t)| → 0 and,
as a consequence, ∥p(t)∥ → 0 as t → ∞, we obtain refined aposteriori bounds on (vλ, wλ).
In the second step, we then show that |w(t)| → 0 as t→ ∞.
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Step 1: Refined aposteriori bounds. Let us choose N such that

N ≥ 13824C2
Lg

2
λ (5.39)

where we recall g2λ defined by (3.8). By hypothesis, we may choose t0 = t0(N) such that

sup
t≥t0

∥p(t)∥ ≤ ν, sup
t≥t0

|h(t)| ≤ ν2
gλ√
λ1λ2

, (5.40)

and 9C2
L

4
+ λ21λ

2
2

[
16C4

L

N
+ CAλ1λ2|λ2 − λ1|2

]
(
supt≥t0 ∥p(t)∥

ν

)
≤ 1

2
(5.41)

and

8C
1/2
A N2

(
|λ2 − λ1|N + 4C

1/2
A λ1λ2

)( supt≥t0 ∥p(t)∥|
ν

)
≤ 1 (5.42)

Upon returning to (5.27) and applying (5.41), (5.40), we obtain

d

dt

(
|vλ|2 + |wλ|2

)
+
ν

2

(
∥vλ∥2 + ∥wλ∥2

)
≤ 4ν3g2λ.

Thus, for t1 ≥ t0 sufficiently large, we have

sup
t≥t1

(
|vλ(t)|2 + |wλ(t)|2

)
≤ 8ν3g2λ. (5.43)

It follows that

sup
t>t1

1

t− t1

∫ t

t1

(
∥vλ(s)∥2 + ∥wλ(s)∥2

)
ds ≤ 24ν2g2λ.

In particular, there exists a positive measure set of times T such that

T = {t ≥ t1 : ∥vλ(t)∥2 + ∥wλ(t)∥2 ≤ 24ν2g2λ}.

Fix t′1 ∈ T and define

τ1 := inf{t ≥ t′1 : ∥vλ(t)∥2 + ∥wλ(t)∥2 > 24ν2g2λ} (5.44)

We claim that τ1 = ∞. Suppose to the contrary that τ1 <∞.
From now on, let t ∈ [t′1, τ1]. First observe that we may alternatively estimate (5.33) as

follows:

|
(
B(∂jwλ, qλ), ∂jv

λ
)
| ≤ CL|Awλ|1/2∥wλ∥1/2|Aqλ|1/2∥qλ∥1/2|Avλ|1/2|vλ|1/2

≤ CL

N1/2
|Awλ|3/2∥wλ∥1/2|Avλ|1/2|vλ|1/2

≤ 3CL

4N1/2
∥wλ∥1/2|vλ|1/2

(
|Awλ|2 + |Avλ|2

)
≤ 3

√
6CLgλ
N1/2

ν
(
|Awλ|2 + |Avλ|2

)
≤ ν

16

(
|Awλ|2 + |Avλ|2

)
,

where we have applied both (5.44) and (5.39). Similarly, for (5.34), (5.35), we have

|
(
B(∂jwλ, v

λ), ∂jqλ

)
| ≤ ν

16

(
|Awλ|2 + |Avλ|2

)
|
(
B(∂jv

λ, wλ), ∂jqλ

)
| ≤ ν

16

(
|Awλ|2 + |Avλ|2

)
.
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Treating all other terms in (5.30) the same way from Step 2 of the Lemma 5.1.2, but
additionally invoking (5.40), (5.43), and (5.44), we arrive at

d

dt

(
∥vλ∥2 + ∥wλ∥2

)
+ ν

(
|Avλ|2 + |Awλ|2

)
≤ ν3

( |gλ|
ν2

)
+

(
|hλ|
ν2

)
+ 8C

1/2
A N2

(
|λ2 − λ1|N + 4C

1/2
A λ1λ2

)
g2λ

(
∥p∥
ν

) ,
for all t ∈ [t′1, τ1]. From (5.40) and (5.42), we therefore deduce

d

dt

(
∥vλ∥2 + ∥wλ∥2

)
+ ν

(
|Avλ|2 + |Awλ|2

)
≤ 3ν3g2λ.

By Gronwall’s inequality, we deduce

sup
t∈[t′1,τ1]

(
∥vλ(t)∥2 + ∥wλ(t)∥2

)
≤ 3ν2g2λ < 24ν2g2λ,

which contradicts the definition of τ1. We conclude that τ1 = ∞. In particular, we have

sup
t≥t′1

(
∥vλ(t)∥2 + ∥wλ(t)∥2

)
≤ 24ν2g2λ, (5.45)

for any t′1 ∈ T .

Step 2: Synchronization. Additionally suppose that N satisfies

N ≥ 15
√
27C2

Lg
2
λ. (5.46)

With (5.45) in hand, let us now return to (5.13). Recall that the equation for the energy
balance of w is given by

1

2

d

dt
|w|2 + ν∥w∥2 = (h,w)− (λ2 − λ1)

(
B(w,w), q

)
− (B(vλ, w), q) + (B(w, q), vλ).

Fix t′1 ∈ T and let t ≥ t′1. We then estimate the right-hand side with repeated applications of
(2.7), (2.10), (5.43), (5.45), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Young’s inequality. We obtain

|(h,w)| ≤ |h||w| ≤ 5

2ν
|h|2 + ν

10
|w|2

|λ2 − λ1||B(w,w), q)| = |λ2 − λ1||B(w, p, w)|
≤ CL|λ2 − λ1|∥w∥|w|∥p∥

≤ ν

10
∥w∥2 + 5C2

L

2ν
|λ2 − λ1|2∥p∥2|w|2

|B(vλ, w), q| = |(B(vλ, w), p)|

≤ |vλ|∥w∥|p|∞
≤ C

1/2
A |vλ|∥w∥∥p∥

≤ 5CA

2ν
∥p∥2|vλ|2 + ν

10
∥w∥2

≤ 20CAg
2
λν∥p∥2 +

ν

10
∥w∥2
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|(B(w, q), vλ)| = |B(w, vλ), q)|

≤ CL∥w∥1/2|w|1/2∥vλ∥∥q∥1/2|q|1/2

≤ CL

N1/2
∥w∥3/2|w|1/2∥vλ∥

≤ ν

10
∥w∥2 + 3375C4

L

32N2ν3
∥vλ∥4|w|2

≤ ν

12
∥w∥2 + 60750C4

Lg
4
λ

N2
ν|w|2

≤ ν

12
∥w∥2 + ν

10
|w|2,

where we have applied (5.46) in obtaining the final inequality. Combining the above in-
equalities in the energy balance, we deduce

d

dt
|w|2 + ν∥w∥2 ≤ 5

2
ν3
(
|h|
ν2

)2

+
5C2

L

2
|λ2 − λ1|2

(
∥p∥
ν

)2

ν|w|2 + 20CAg
2
λν∥p∥2,

holds for all t ≥ t′1. Since |h(t)| → 0 and ∥p(t)∥ → 0 as t → ∞, we may conclude from
Lemma 2.0.4 that |w(t)| → 0 as t→ ∞, as desired. □

5.2. Degenerate Synchronization Intertwinement. We will first develop the apriori
estimates for (3.7). To this end, let pj = PNvj and qj = QNvj . Observe then that (3.7) can
be equivalently rewritten as

∂tp1 + νAp1 = PNg1

∂tp2 + νAp2 = PNg2.

∂tq1 + L1q1 +QNB(q1, q1) = QNg1 −QNB(p1, p1)

∂tq2 + L2q2 +QNB(q2, q2) = QNg2 −QNB(p2, p2)

(5.47)

where Lj denotes the linear operator

Lj = νA+QNDB(pj).

Then the enstrophy balance becomes

1

2

d

dt
∥pj∥2 + ν|Apj |2 =

(
PNgj , Apj

)
1

2

d

dt
∥qj∥2 + ν|Aqj |2 =

(
gj , Aqj

)
−
(
B(pj , pj), Aqj

)
−
(
DB(pj)qj , Aqj

)
,

(5.48)

for j = 1, 2.
Before we state the main apriori estimates, we introduce the notation

p2 = p20 + ν2g2, p0 = max{∥p01∥, ∥p02∥}.

We observe that since p1, p2 satisfy the heat equation, we immediately deduce that they
satisfy the estimates summarized in Lemma 2.0.5. It therefore suffices to develop apriori
estimates for the high-modes q1, q2.

Lemma 5.2.1. Let g1, g2 ∈ L∞(0,∞;H) and N > 0. Given q01 , q
0
2 ∈ V , there exists

qN (t) <∞, for all t ≥ 0, such that

∥qj(t; q0j )∥ ≤ νqN (t), j = 1, 2,
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for all t ≥ 0. In particular, q(t) can be given by

qN (t) = exp

[12C2
L +

93

2N2

(
p

ν

)2
](

p

ν

)2

νt


×

∥q0∥2 + ν2

(1 + CA

C2
L

N

)(
p

ν

)2

+
g2

12C2
L

(
p
ν

)2
 .

Moreover, if N satisfies

24

N2

[
C2

L +
354

N2
g2

]
g2 ≤ 1

12
, (5.49)

then for t0 sufficiently large

∥qj(t; q0j )∥2 ≤ e−νt∥qj(t0)∥2 + ν2q2N

holds for all t ≥ t0, where

q2N := 3

[
32
(
C2

L + C2
S(logN)

)
g2 + 1

]
g2 (5.50)

We immediately deduce the following corollary.

Corollary 5.2.2. There exists t0 sufficiently large such that

sup
t≥t0

∥vj(t; v0j )∥2 ≤ 2ν2
(
g2 + q2N

)
,

where qN is defined by (5.50).

Proof of Lemma 5.2.1. Since (3.7) is decoupled, it will suffice to establish the claims of
Lemma 5.2.1 for a single equation. In this proof, we therefore (temporarily) abuse notation
and drop the subscript j.

To treat the high-mode balance of (5.48), we first see that integration by parts yields(
DB(p)q,Aq

)
=
(
B(∂ℓp, q), ∂ℓq

)
+
(
B(q, p), Aq

)(
B(p, p), Aq

)
=
(
B(∂ℓp, p), ∂ℓq

)
+
(
B(p, ∂ℓp), ∂ℓq

)
We may estimate this using Hölder’s inequality, (2.7), Young’s inequality, and (2.10) to
obtain

|
(
DB(p)q,Aq

)
| ≤ CL∥p∥|Aq|∥q∥+ C

1/2
A |Aq|3/2|q|1/2∥p∥

≤ 6C2
L

ν
p2∥q∥2 + ν

6
|Aq|2 + 93

4ν
p4|q|2

≤

(
6C2

L

(
p

ν

)2

+
93

4νN2

(
p

ν

)4
)
∥q∥2 + ν

6
|Aq|2 (5.51)

|
(
B(p, p), Aq

)
| ≤ CL|Ap|∥p∥∥q∥+ C

1/2
A |Ap|3/2|p|1/2∥q∥

≤ CL∥p∥2|Aq|+ C
1/2
A N1/2∥p∥2|Aq|

≤ ν

6
|Aq|2 + 6(C2

L + CAN)ν3
(
p

ν

)4

. (5.52)

Lastly, we apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Young’s inequality to estimate

| (g,Aq) | ≤ 3

2
ν3
(
|QNq|
ν2

)2

+
ν

6
|Aq|2.
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Thus

d

dt
∥q∥2 + ν|Aq|2 ≤

[
12C2

L +
93

2N2

(
p

ν

)2
](

p

ν

)2

ν∥q∥2

+ ν3

[
6(C2

L + CAN)ν3
(
p

ν

)4

+ 3g2

]
. (5.53)

Then Gronwall’s inequality implies

∥q(t)∥2 ≤ exp

[12C2
L +

93

2N2

(
p

ν

)2
](

p

ν

)2

νt


×

∥q0∥2 + ν2

(1 + CA

C2
L

N

)(
p

ν

)2

+
g2

12C2
L

(
p
ν

)2
 .

Alternatively, when t ≥ t0, we may instead invoke (2.27), which can restated as

sup
t≥t0

∥p(t)∥2 ≤ 2ν2g2.

and further apply (2.10), (2.11) to estimate

|
(
DB(p)q, Aq

)
| ≤ 24

(
C2

L

N2
+

354

N4
g2

)
g2ν|Aq|2 + ν

12
|Aq|2 (5.54)

|
(
B(p, p), Aq

)
| ≤ CL|Ap|∥p∥∥q∥+ CS(logN)1/2∥p∥|Ap|∥q∥

≤
(
CL + CS(logN)1/2

)
∥p∥2|Aq|

≤ ν

6
|Aq|2 + 48

(
C2

L + C2
S(logN)

)
ν3g4. (5.55)

Since N satisfies (5.49), we then instead arrive at

d

dt
∥q∥2 + ν|Aq|2 ≤ 96ν3

(
C2

L + C2
S(logN)

)
g4 + 3ν3g2.

Thus, by Gronwall’s inequality, we deduce

∥q(t)∥2 ≤ e−ν(t−t0)∥q(t0)∥2 + 3ν2
[
32
(
C2

L + C2
S(logN)

)
g4 + g2

]
,

and we are done. □

Finally, we move on to the proof of the main result of the section Theorem 3.1.5, namely,
that (3.7) is finite-dimensionally assisted self-syncrhonous. For this, let

w = v1 − v2, h = g1 − g2, v̄ =
v1 + v2

2
. (5.56)

Then

∂tw + νAw +QNB(w,w) +QNDB(v2)w = h,

and equivalently

∂tw + νAw −QNB(w,w) +QNDB(v1)w = h.

Combining these two equations yields

∂tw + νAw +QNDB(v̄)w = h. (5.57)

Moreover, upon setting

p := PNw, q := QNw, (5.58)
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we may then also rewrite (5.57) as

∂tp+ νAp = PNh

∂tq + νAq = QNh−QNDB(v̄)w.
(5.59)

Observe that p automatically satisfies the bounds asserted in Lemma 2.0.5.
Now let

c(N)2 := 2
(
g2 + q2N

)
, (5.60)

Recall that by Corollary 5.2.2, there exists t0 sufficiently large such that

sup
t≥t0

∥v̄(t)∥ ≤ νc(N), (5.61)

provided that N satisfies (5.49).

Proof of Theorem 3.1.5. Fix t0 as in Corollary 5.2.2. Observe that the energy balance cor-
responding to (5.57) is given by

1

2

d

dt
|w|2 + ν∥w∥2 = (h,w)−

(
B(v̄, p), q

)
−
(
B(p, v̄), q

)
−
(
B(q, v̄), q

)
.

Note that we have made use of (2.16). Suppose that t ≥ t0. We estimate the right-hand side
with the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Young’s inequality, (2.7), (2.10), and (5.60) to obtain

| (h,w) | ≤ 2

ν
|h|2 + ν

8
|w|2

|
(
B(v̄, p), q

)
| ≤ CL∥v̄∥1/2|v̄|1/2∥p∥∥q∥1/2|q|1/2 ≤ CL∥v̄∥1/2|v̄|1/2

N1/2
∥p∥∥q∥

≤ 2C2
Lc(N)2

N
ν∥p∥2 + ν

8
∥q∥2

|
(
B(p, v̄), q

)
| ≤ C

1/2
A |Ap|1/2|p|1/2∥v̄∥|q| ≤

C
1/2
A ∥v̄∥
N1/2

∥p∥1/2|p|1/2∥q∥

≤ 2CAc(N)2

N
ν∥p∥2 + ν

8
∥q∥2

|
(
B(q, v̄), q

)
| ≤ CL∥q∥|q|∥v̄∥ ≤ CLc(N)

N
ν∥q∥2

It then follows that

d

dt
|w|2 + ν

(
9

8
− 2CLc(N)

N

)
∥w∥2 ≤ 4C2

Lc(N)2

N
ν3
(
∥p∥
ν

)2

+ 2ν3
(
|h|
ν2

)2

.

Since N satisfies (3.20), upon additionally applying (2.3), we deduce

d

dt
|w|2 + ν|w|2 ≤ 2ν3

(
|h|
ν2

)2

.

We therefore conclude the proof by applying Lemma 2.0.4. □

5.3. Mutual Nudging Intertwinement. First we develop apriori bounds for (v1, v2),
which yield ultimately yield global well-posedness of (3.14). We note that in the endpoint
cases, µ1 = 0 or µ2 = 0, (3.14) reduces to (2.25). Thus, the apriori estimates available
are exactly those obtained in [AOT14], so global well-posedness in this case follows from
Theorem 2.0.3. This leaves us to treat the case µ1, µ2 > 0.
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Lemma 5.3.1. Suppose g1, g2 ∈ L∞
loc(0,∞ : H) and v10 , v

2
0 ∈ V . For µ1, µ2 > 0, let

λ1 = µ2

µ1+µ2
and λ2 = µ1

µ1+µ2
. Then

λ1|v1(t)|2 + λ2|v2(t)|2 + ν

∫ t

t0

(λ1∥v1(s)∥2 + λ2∥v2(s)∥2)ds

≤ (λ1|v1(t0)|2 + λ2|v2(t0)|2) +
1

ν

∫ t

t0

(
λ1|g1(s)|2 + λ2|g2(s)|2

)
ds,

(5.62)

λ1∥v1(t)∥2 + λ2∥v2(t)∥2 + ν

∫ t

t0

(λ1|Av1(s)|2 + λ2|Av2(s)|2)ds

≤ (λ1∥v1(t0)∥2 + λ2∥v2(t0)∥2) +
1

ν

∫ t

t0

(λ1|g1(s)|2 + λ2|g2(s)|2)ds.
(5.63)

Moreover

λ1∥v1(t)∥2 + λ2∥v2(t)∥2 ≤ e−νt(λ1∥v10∥2 + λ2∥v20∥2) + λ1g
2
1 + λ2g

2
2, (5.64)

for all t ≥ t0 ≥ 0. In particular, there exists t0 such that

sup
t≥t0

(
∥v1(t)∥2 + ∥v2(t)∥2

)
≤ 2

(λ1 ∨ λ2)
(λ1 ∧ λ2)

g2. (5.65)

where λ1 ∨ λ2 = max{λ1, λ2} and λ1 ∧ λ2 = min{λ1, λ2}.

Let us prove Lemma 5.3.1.

Proof of Lemma 5.3.1. Taking the H inner product of v1, v2 with their respective equations
in (3.14), we obtain

1

2

d

dt
|v1|2 + ν∥v1∥2 = (g1, v1)− µ1|PNv1|2 + µ1 (PNv2, PNv1)

1

2

d

dt
|v2|2 + ν∥v2∥2 = (g2, v2)− µ2|PNv2|2 + µ2 (PNv1, PNv2) .

Similarly, upon taking the inner product in V , we obtain

1

2

d

dt
∥v1∥2 + ν|Av1|2 = (g1, Av1)− µ1∥PNv1∥2 + µ1 (PNv2, PNAv1)

1

2

d

dt
∥v2∥2 + ν|Av2|2 = (g2, Av2)− µ2∥PNv2∥2 + µ2 (PNv1, PNAv2) .

Since µ1, µ2 > 0, we see that λ1, λ2 > 0 and λ1 + λ2 = 1. Then

1

2

d

dt
(λ1|v1|2 + λ2|v2|2) + ν(λ1∥v1∥2 + λ2∥v2∥2)

= λ1 (g1, v1) + λ2 (g2, v2)−
µ1µ2

µ1 + µ2
|PNv2 − PNv1|2

1

2

d

dt
(λ1∥v1∥2 + λ2∥v2∥2) + ν(λ1|Av1|2 + λ2|Av2|2)

= λ1 (g1, Av1) + λ2 (g2, Av2)−
µ1µ2

µ1 + µ2
∥PNv2 − PNv1∥2.

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

d

dt
(λ1|v1|2 + λ2|v2|2) + ν(λ1∥v1∥2 + λ2∥v2∥2)

≤ 1

ν

(
λ1|g1(t)|2 + λ2|g2(t)|2

)
− 2µ1µ2

µ1 + µ2
|PNv1 − PNv2|2,

(5.66)

d

dt
(λ1∥v1∥2 + λ2∥v2∥2) + ν(λ1|Av1|2 + λ2|Av2|2)

≤ 1

ν

(
λ1|g1(t)|2 + λ2|g2(t)|2

)
− 2µ1µ2

µ1 + µ2
∥PNv1 − PNv2∥2.

(5.67)
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Thus, by Grönwall’s inequality

λ1|v1(t)|2 + λ2|v2(t)|2 + ν

∫ t

t0

(λ1∥v1(s)∥2 + λ2∥v2(s)∥2)ds

≤ (λ1|v1(t0)|2 + λ2|v2(t0)|2) +
1

ν

∫ t

t0

(
λ1|g1(s)|2 + λ2|g2(s)|2

)
ds,

λ1∥v1(t)∥2 + λ2∥v2(t)∥2 + ν

∫ t

t0

(λ1|Av1(s)|2 + λ2|Av2(s)|2)ds

≤ (λ1∥v1(t0)∥2 + λ2∥v2(t0)∥2) +
1

ν

∫ t

t0

(λ1|g1(s)|2 + λ2|g2(s)|2)ds.

On the other hand, we also have

λ1∥v1(t)∥2 + λ2∥v2(t)∥2 ≤ e−ν(t−t0)(λ1∥v1(t0)∥2 + λ2∥v2(t0)∥2)

+ λ1

(
supt≥t0 |g1(t)|

ν2

)2

+ λ2

(
supt≥t0 |g2(t)|

ν2

)2

,

for all t0 ≥ 0, as desired. □

To prove Theorem 3.1.12, let us introduce the following notation: for each j = 1, 2

sup
t≥t0

∥vj(t)∥ ≤ νcj(t0), c2(t0) := c21(t0) + c22(t0), (c1 ∧ c2)(t0) := min{c1(t0), c2(t0)}.

(5.68)

Observe that Lemma 5.3.1 implies c(t0) < ∞, for all t0 ≥ 0. Moreover, there exists t0
sufficiently large such that c(t0) is independent of initial data (see (5.65)).

Proof of Theorem 3.1.12. Let w = v1 − v2 and h = g1 − g2, and µ = µ1 + µ2. Let t0 denote
the constant from (5.65) of Lemma 5.3.1, so that

(c1 ∧ c2)
2(t0) ≤ 2

(λ1 ∨ λ2)
(λ1 ∧ λ2)

g2. (5.69)

Observe that the energy balance for w is given by

1

2

d

dt
|w|2 + ν∥w∥2 = −

(
B(w, v2), w

)
+ (h,w)− µ|PNw|2. (5.70)

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Young’s inequality, and (2.10), we have

| (g, w) | ≤ 3

2ν
|h|2 + ν

6
|w|2. (5.71)

On the other hand, we treat the trilinear term as follows. Observe that(
B(w, v2), w

)
=
(
B(PNw, v2), PNw

)
+
(
B(QNw, v2), PNw

)
+
(
B(PNw, v2), QNw

)
+
(
B(QNw, v2), QNw

)
.

By repeated application of Hölder’s inequality and we obtain

|
(
B(w, v2), w

)
| ≤ CL∥PNw∥|PNw|∥v2∥+ CL|QNw|1/2∥QNw∥

1
2 ∥v2∥|PNw|1/2∥PNw∥1/2

+ CL|PNw|1/2∥PNw∥1/2∥v2∥|QNw|
1
2 ∥QNw∥1/2 + CL∥QNw∥|QNw|∥v2∥.
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For t ≥ t0, we then apply (2.10), Young’s inequality, and (5.65) for each term on the right-
hand side and obtain

CL∥PNw∥|PNw|∥v2∥ ≤ CLNc2(t0)ν|PNw|2

CL|QNw|1/2∥QNw∥1/2∥v2∥|PNw|1/2∥PNw∥1/2 ≤ 3

2
CLc2(t0)ν∥w∥|PNw|

≤ ν

6
∥w∥2 + 3

2
C2

Lc
2
2(t0)ν|PNw|2

CL|PNw|
1
2 ∥PNw∥1/2∥v2∥|QNw|

1
2 ∥QNw∥1/2 ≤ ν

6
∥w∥2 + 3

2
C2

Lc
2(t0)ν|PNw|2

CL∥QNw∥|QNw|∥v2∥ ≤ CLc2(t0)

N
ν∥w∥2.

Since
(
B(w, v2), w

)
=
(
B(w, v1), w

)
, we may replace c2(t0) with (c1 ∧ c2)(t0) above. Sum-

marizing the estimates, then applying (5.69), we obtain

| (h,w) |+ |
(
B(w, v2), w

)
|

≤ 3

2
ν3
(
|h|
ν2

)2

+ ν

(
1

2
+ CL

(c1 ∧ c2)(t0)

N

)
∥w∥2

+ CL(c1 ∧ c2)(t0)ν
3
(
CLN + 3CL(c1 ∧ c2)(t0)

)( |PNw|
ν

)2

≤ 3

2
ν3
(
|h|
ν2

)2

+ ν

(
1

2
+
√
2CL

(
λ1 ∨ λ2
λ1 ∧ λ2

)1/2
g

N

)
∥w∥2 (5.72)

+
√
2CL

(
λ1 ∨ λ2
λ1 ∧ λ2

)1/2
(
N + 3

√
2

(
λ1 ∨ λ2
λ1 ∧ λ2

)1/2

g

)
gν3

(
|PNw|
ν

)2

Upon returning to (5.70) and combining (5.71), (5.72), we deduce

d

dt
|w|2 + ν

(
1− 2

√
2CL

(
λ1 ∨ λ2
λ1 ∧ λ2

)1/2
g

N

)
∥w∥2

≤ ν3

3( |h|
ν2

)2

+
√
2CL

(
λ1 ∨ λ2
λ1 ∧ λ2

)1/2
(
N + 3

√
2CL

(
λ1 ∨ λ2
λ1 ∧ λ2

)1/2

g

)
g

(
|PNw|
ν

)2
 .

Let N∗ = 4
√
2CL

(
max{λ1,λ2}
min{λ1,λ2}

)1/2
g2. Then for N ≥ N∗, we conclude, after an application

of (2.3), and Lemma 2.0.4 that |w(t)| → 0 as t→ ∞, as desired. □

Let us now prove Theorem 3.1.13.

Proof of Theorem 3.1.13. First, by making use of the orthogonality of the decomposition
PN +QN = I, we alternatively write (5.73) as

1

2

d

dt
|w|2 + ν∥w∥2 + µ|w|2 = −

(
B(w, v2), w

)
+ (h,w) + µ|QNw|2. (5.73)

We alternatively estimate the trilinear term on the right-hand side of (5.73) using Hölder’s
inequality, (2.7), Young’s inequality, and (5.68), to obtain

|
(
B(w, v2), w

)
| ≤ CL∥w∥|w|∥v2∥ ≤ ν

6
∥w∥2 + 3

2
C2

Lc
2
2ν|w|2. (5.74)

Since
(
B(w, v2), w

)
=
(
B(w, v1), w

)
, the same inequality holds for c2 replaced by c1.

Upon returning to (5.73) and applying (5.71) (5.74), we arrive at

d

dt
|w|2 + ν

(
4

3
− µ

N2ν

)
∥w∥2 + µ

(
2− 3C2

L(c1 ∧ c2)
2ν

µ

)
|w|2 ≤ 3

2
ν3
(
|h|
ν2

)2

.
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Then given N∗, µ satisfying (3.19), (3.18), respectively, it follows that

d

dt
|w|2 + µ|w|2 ≤ 3

2
ν3
(
|h|
ν2

)2

,

for all N ≥ N∗, and t ≥ 0. We conclude the proof with an application of Lemma 2.0.4. □

5.4. Symmetric Nudging Intertwinement. It will be useful to write the system in vector
form and to consider a particular affine form for the force. Indeed, let M ∈ R2×2 be any
symmetric, non-negative definite matrix of the following form:

M =

(
µ1 −µ2

−µ2 µ1

)
. (5.75)

Let

V = (v1, v2), g = (g1, g2), g̃ = (g̃1, g̃2), G̃ = g − µ̃g̃ (5.76)

for some g̃j . Thus g = G̃+ µ̃G̃ and (3.15) can be rewritten as

dV

dt
+ νAV +B(V ) = G̃+ µ̃g̃ −MPNV, (5.77)

where

B(V ) =

(
B(v1, v1)
B(v2, v2)

)
. (5.78)

Recall that M induces an inner product

⟨U,U ′⟩M = U tMU ′, U, U ′ ∈ R2. (5.79)

In particular, M induces an inner product in H ×H via(
U,U ′)

M
=
(
MU,U ′) , |U |M = |M1/2U |, U, U ′ ∈ H ×H, (5.80)

where M1/2M1/2 =M . Similarly, M an induces an inner product in V × V via

∥U∥M = ∥M1/2U∥ = |M1/2A1/2U |, (5.81)

Observe that the eigenvalues of M are given by

λ1 = µ1 − µ2, λ2 = µ1 + µ2. (5.82)

Without loss of generality, let us assume that µ1 ≥ µ2, so that λ1 ≥ 0. Then one may
directly verify that

λ1|U |2 ≤ U tMU ≤ λ2|U |2,
which, in turn, implies

λ1|U |2 ≤ |U |2M ≤ λ2|U |2, for all U ∈ H ×H

λ1∥U∥2 ≤ ∥U∥2M ≤ λ2∥U∥2, for all U ∈ V × V
(5.83)

In general, observe that for any M ∈ R2×2 and N > 0, MPN = PNM and MAm/2 =
Am/2M , for all integers m.

With these basic facts in mind, we develop apriori estimates for (3.15). For the remainder

of this section, let µ̃ > 0, g1, g2, g̃1, g̃2 ∈ L∞(0,∞;H) and G, G̃ be given by (5.76). We let g
denote the same quantity as in (3.16), and consider the following additional quantities:

g̃j :=
supt≥0 |g̃j(t)|

ν2
, j = 1, 2, g̃2 := g̃21 + g̃22, G̃ :=

supt≥0 |G̃(t)|
ν2

. (5.84)

Lemma 5.4.1. Let V0 = (v10 , v
2
0) ∈ V × V and µ̃ > 0. Then

∥V (t)∥2 + ν

∫ T

0

|AV (t)|2dt ≤ ∥V0∥2 +
1

ν

∫ T

0

(
|G̃(t)|2 + µ̃2|g̃(t)|2

)
dt,
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holds for all t ≥ [0, T ] and T ≥ 0. Moreover

∥V (t)∥2 ≤ ∥V0∥2e−νt + ν2
(
G̃2 + µ̃2g̃2

)
(1− e−νt),

holds for all t ≥ 0. On the other hand, if µ1 > µ2, then

∥V (t)∥2 ≤ e−λ1t∥V0∥2 + ν2

(
ν

λ1
G̃2 +

µ̃2

λ21
g̃2

)
,

provided that N satisfies

N2 ≥ λ2. (5.85)

Proof. First, we take the H–inner product of (5.77) with AV to write

1

2

d

dt
∥V ∥2 + ν|AV |2 =

(
G̃, AV

)
+ µ̃ (g̃, AV )− (MPNV,AV ) .

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Young’s inequality, we have

|
(
G̃, AV

)
| ≤ |G̃||AV | ≤ 1

2ν
|G̃|2 + ν

2
|AV |2

µ̃| (g̃, AV ) | ≤ µ̃|g̃||AV | ≤ µ̃2

2ν
|g̃|2 + ν

2
|AV |2.

Upon integrating by parts and applying the assumption M ≥ 0, we deduce

(MPNV,AV ) = ∥PNV ∥2M ≥ 0.

By (2.3), it now follows that

d

dt
∥V ∥2 + ν∥V ∥2 ≤ d

dt
∥V ∥2 + ν|AV |2 ≤ |G̃|2

ν
+ µ̃2 |g̃|2

ν
.

Integrating over [0, T ] yields

∥V (t)∥2 + ν

∫ T

0

|AV (t)|2dt ≤ |V0|2 +
1

ν

∫ T

0

(
|G̃(t)|2 + µ̃2|g̃(t)|2

)
dt,

for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T . On the other hand, Grönwall’s inequality implies

∥V (t)∥2 ≤ ∥V0∥2e−νt + ν2
(
G̃2 + µ̃2g̃2

)
(1− e−νt).

This establishes the first two inequalities.
We may alternatively proceed by observing that energy balance can also be written as

1

2

d

dt
∥V ∥2 + ν|AV |2 =

(
G̃, AV

)
+ µ̃ (g̃, AV )− ∥V ∥2M + ∥(I − PN )V ∥2M .

Observe that (2.10) implies ∥(I − PN )V ∥2M ≤ N−2|AV |2M . Now recall that if µ1 > µ2, then
(5.83) holds and λ1 > 0. Also, observe that we may alternatively estimate

µ̃| (g̃, AV ) | ≤ µ̃∥g̃∥∥V ∥ ≤ µ̃2

2λ1
∥g̃∥2 + λ1

2
∥V ∥2.

Combining these observations and estimating the remaining term as before yields

d

dt
∥V ∥2 +

(
ν − λ2

N2

)
|AV |2 + λ1∥V ∥2 ≤ |G̃|2

ν
+

µ̃2

νλ1

|g̃|2

ν
.

Since N is assumed to satisfy (5.85), we deduce

∥V (t)∥2 ≤ e−λ1t∥V0∥2 +
ν3

λ1

(
G̃2 +

µ̃2

νλ1
g̃2

)
,

as desired. □

We immediately deduce the following.
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Corollary 5.4.2. Let V0 = (v10 , v
2
0) ∈ V × V . Then

sup
t≥t0

∥V (t)∥ ≤
√
2νg,

where

t0 ≥ 1

ν
ln

(
∥V0∥2

ν2(1 + g2)

)
. (5.86)

Moreover, if λ1 > 0, µ̃ = λ1, and N satisfies (5.85), then

sup
t≥t0

∥V (t)∥ ≤
√
2ν

(
ν

λ1
G̃2 + g̃2

)1/2

, (5.87)

such that

t0 ≥ 1

λ1
ln

 λ1∥V0∥2

ν2
(

ν
λ1
G̃2 + g̃2

)
 . (5.88)

Finally, we prove the main theorem Theorem 3.1.14.

Proof of Theorem 3.1.14. Recall that we want to prove the following: if |PNv1(t, v
1
0) −

PNv2(t; v
2
0)| → 0 and |g1(t) − g2(t)| → 0, then |v1(t; v10) − v2(t; v

2
0)| → 0, for all v10 , v

2
0 ,

for all N sufficiently large. To this end, let w = v1 − v2 and h = g1 − g2. Then from (3.15),
w satisfies the following equation:

dw

dt
+ νAw +B(w,w) +DB(v2)w = h− λ2PNw. (5.89)

Upon taking the inner product in H with w, we obtain the energy balance

1

2

d

dt
|w|2 + ν∥w∥2 = −

(
B(w, v2), w

)
+ (h,w)− λ2|PNw|2.

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Young’s inequality, and (2.3) we have

|(h,w)| ≤ |h||w| ≤ |h|2

ν
+
ν

4
∥w∥2.

To estimate the trilinear term, let t0 be given by (5.86) from Corollary 5.4.2. By Hölder’s
inequality, (2.7), Corollary 5.4.2, orthogonality, Young’s inequality, and (2.10), we argue

|(B(w, v2), w)| ≤ CL∥v2∥∥w∥|w|

≤
√
2CLνg∥w∥|w| ≤ 4C2

Lνg
2|w|2 + ν

8
∥w∥2

= 4C2
Lνg

2|PNw|2 + 4C2
Lνg

2|(I − PN )w|2 + ν

8
∥w∥2

≤ 4C2
Lνg

2|PNw|2 +
ν

4

(
16C2

Lg
2

N2
+

1

2

)
∥w∥2,

holds for all t ≥ t0.
Let us choose N∗ satisfying (3.20) and suppose N ≥ N∗. Then upon returning to (5.89)

and applying (2.3), we may deduce

d

dt
|w|2 + ν|w|2 ≤ 4C2

Lνg
2|PNw|2 +

2|h|2

ν
,

for all t ≥ t0. Since limt→∞ |PNw(t)| = 0 and limt→∞ |h(t)| = 0, we therefore conclude from
Lemma 2.0.4 that limt→∞ |w(t)| = 0.



DETERMINING MODES, SYNCHRONIZATION, AND INTERTWINEMENT 39

On the other hand, suppose that λ1 > 0, µ̃ = λ1, and that t0 is given by (5.88). Let us
choose N∗ to satisfy (3.21) and suppose N ≥ N∗. By instead applying (5.87), which is valid
since N∗ also satisfies (5.85) we obtain

|(B(w, v2), w)|

≤ 4C2
Lν

(
ν

λ1
G̃2 + g̃2

)
|PNw|2 +

ν

4

(
16C2

L

N2

(
ν

λ1
G̃2 + g̃2

)
+

1

2

)
∥w∥2.

Since N ≥ N∗, we deduce

d

dt
|w|2 + ν|w|2 ≤ 4C2

Lν

(
ν

λ1
G̃2 + g̃2

)
|PNw|2 +

2|h|2

ν
,

and we may again conclude that limt→∞ |w(t)| = 0. This completes the proof. □

Upon inspecting the proof of Theorem 3.1.14, we can prove Theorem 3.1.15 under addi-
tional assumptions on the nudging parameters µ1, µ2.

Proof of Theorem 3.1.15. In (5.89), we retain the term −λ2PNw. Then, arguing as in the
proof of Theorem 3.1.14, we obtain

d

dt
|w|2 + ν|w|2 + λ2|PNw|2 ≤ 4C2

Lνg
2|PNw|2 +

|h|2

ν
.

On the other hand, if µ1 > µ2 and N∗ satisfies (3.21), then we instead arrive at

d

dt
|w|2 + ν|w|2 + λ2|PNw|2 ≤ 4C2

Lν

(
ν

λ1
G̃2 + g̃2

)
|PNw|2 +

2|h|2

ν

If µ1, µ2 satisfies (3.22), then

d

dt
|w|2 + ν|w|2 ≤ |h|2

ν
, (5.90)

and therefore conclude that |w(t)| → 0 as t → ∞ from Lemma 2.0.4. Similarly, if µ1 > µ2

satisfies (3.23), and N∗ satisfies (3.21), then we again deduce (5.90). □

6. Computational Experiments & Results

In this section, we numerically explore the convergence properties of various the intertwine-
ments introduced in Section 3 and studied above.

6.1. Numerical Methods. Simulations of the 2D Navier-Stokes equations are performed
in MATLAB (R2023b) using a fully dealiased pseudo-spectral code defined on the periodic
box T2 = [−π, π]2. That is, the spatial derivatives were calculated by multiplication in
Fourier space. The equations were simulated at the stream function level, i.e. the 2D
Navier-Stokes equations were written in the following form:

ψt +∆−1(∇⊥ψ · ∇)∆ψ = ν∆ψ +∆−1∇⊥ · f, (6.1)

where ∇⊥ = (−∂y, ∂x) and ∆−1 denotes the inverse Laplacian, which is taken with respect
to the periodic boundary conditions and the mean-free condition. The initial condition
and parameters were chosen such that our simulations coincide with a turbulent regime.
Specifically, the viscosity, ν was chosen to be ν = 0.0005, and that the body force is as given

in [OT08b] to be low mode forcing concentrated over a band of frequencies with 10 ≤ |⃗k|2 ≤
12. The forcing term is renormalized such that the Grashof number G =

∥f∥L∞
ν2 = 100, 000.

To produce the initial data that we used for our simulations we ran the 2D Navier-Stokes
equations forward in time from zero initial data out to time 10, 000. We note that the initial
profile is slightly under-resolved as it is slightly above machine precision (approximately
2.2204×10−16) at the 2/3 dealiasing line, see Figure 1. The spectrum remains well-resolved
for the duration of all of our simulations with the exception being the spectrum for certain
cases shown in Section 6.3.1.
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The time-stepping scheme we utilized was a semi-implicit scheme, where we handle the
linear diffusion term implicitly via an integrating factor in Fourier space. For an overview of
integrating factor schemes see e.g.[KT05, Tre00] and the references contained within. The
equations are then evolved using an explicit Euler scheme, with both the nonlinear term
and the feedback-control term treated explicitly with the nonlinear term computed using
2/3 dealiasing. We used a timestep of ∆t = 0.01. In the following subsections, we present
the results of various numerical tests confirming the results of our theorems. That is, we
present numerical results indicating that each of the examples of intertwinements exhibit
synchronization of v1, v2, at an exponential rate given that sufficiently many Fourier modes
are implemented in the intertwining function.

We emphasize, once again, that the main intent of tests illustrated in this current section
are to confirm the theoretical results established in the previous sections. A more compre-
hensive study probing the dynamical properties of intertwinement in greater generality and
its relation to the dynamics of the underlying 2D NSE is most certainly warranted, espe-
cially in cases for which rigorous theorems are not currently available or for the cases which
do, but are considered outside of the parameter regimes asserted by the rigorous theorems.
These further investigations will be the primary concern of a future work.

Before we describe the numerical results, we point out to the reader that it is convenient
to borrow language from continuous data assimilation and refer to the modes implemented
in the intertwining function as the “observed modes,” and the modes complementary to
these as the “unobserved modes.”

6.2. Synchronization Filter Intertwinement. In this section we test an implementation
of the synchronization intertwinement defined in (3.5). We focus only on the case of the
mutual synchronization intertwinement (3.6) and omit numerical tests for the degenerate
synchronization intertwinement defined by (3.7) since comprehensive tests were already
carried out for this case by E. Olson and E. Titi in [OT08a].

6.2.1. Mutual Synchronization Filter Intertwinement. Here we have implemented the equa-
tions using our scheme for the 2D NSE given in (6.1), with the additional nonlinear terms
computed explicitly. We utilized g1 = g2 = f , with f being the time-independent forcing
described in Section 6.1.

In our computational investigation of the mutual synchronization intertwinement, (3.6),
we examined the effect of θ1 on the ability to self-synchronize. The results of these simula-
tions can be seen in Figure 2. Note that we consider the first 50 Fourier modes to be used
in defining the intertwining function. We also initailize v2(t0) = PN (v1(t0)). We ultimately
observe self-synchronization at an exponential rate in time for any choice of θ1 ∈ [0, 1] and
that the error dynamics behave qualitatively the same across all values of θ1. Although
we observe some deviation from the typical behavior in the error dynamics of the observed
modes in contrast to the unobserved modes, these deviations do not go above 10−13 during
the time simulated.

6.3. Nudging Intertwinement. In this section, we describe an implementation of the
nudging intertwinement equations (3.13) and present the subsequent results. We focus only
on the mutual nudging intertwinement (3.14) and symmetric nudging intertwinement (3.15).
For these intertwinements, we again implement intertwined system according to (6.1), but
with the additional terms coming from the intertwining functions computed explicitly. We
simulated these equations for various instances of the intertwining matrix, M , using spatial
resolution, N = 29 and viscosity ν = 0.0005. We again consider g1 = g2 = f , with f being
the time-independent forcing described in Section 6.1.

To initialize our equations we used a solution to 2D NSE that had been spun up from
initial data 0 up to time 10, 000. To generate the second initial profile we evolved this
solution out an additional 100 units of time at which point we found that the solutions
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Figure 1. Energy spectrum of the initial data with ν = 0.005, G =
100, 000, and ∆t = 0.001. The vertical red line is the 2/3 dealiasing cutoff
as 2

3
N
2 = 170.6.

Figure 2. Error over time for different θ1 values for mutual synchroniza-
tion. Here v2(t0) = PN (v1(t0)).

Figure 3. Error over time for mutual nudging intertwinements with µ1 =
50 and various non-negative values for µ2.

appeared to be sufficiently decorrelated. This decorrelation can be observed in the error at
the initial times in Figure 3, Figure 4, and Figure 6.

6.3.1. Mutual Nudging Intertwinement. For all of our simulations we fixed µ1 = 50 and
varied 0 ≤ µ2 ≤ µ1. We found that when utilizing nonnegative µ2 that all of the simulations
behaved approximately the same way. In each case, we obtained exponential convergence of
v1 to v2 at approximately the same rate. We observe the exponential decay in the error, split
into the observed and unobserved modes, in Figure 3, where the plots are nearly indistin-
guishable. Upon zooming in on the initial development of the error, we see in Figure 4 that
the error converges exponentially in the initial period at rates which increase as µ2 increases
in the initial period, before they transitions to a slower, but nevertheless exponential, decay
rate.
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Figure 4. Error over time for mutual nudging intertwinements with µ1 =
50 and various non-negative values for µ2. Zoomed in plot showing initial
error development for Figure 3

Figure 5. Error over time for symmetric nudging intertwinements with
µ1 = 50 and various non-negative values for µ2.

Figure 6. Error over time for symmetric nudging intertwinements with
µ1 = 50 and various non-negative values for µ2. Zoomed in plot showing
initial error development for Figure 5

6.3.2. Symmetric Nudging Intetwinement. For all of our simulations, we once again fixed
µ1 = 50 and varied 0 ≤ µ2 ≤ µ1. We found that all of the simulations behaved approxi-
mately the same, except for when µ1 = µ2, which is precisely when the smallest value of the
eigenvalues of the intertwining matrix is zero (see (5.75), (5.82)). We see that in each case,
except when µ1 = µ2, we obtained exponential convergence of v1 to v2 at approximately
the same rate. In the case when µ1 = µ2 we nevertheless still obtained exponential syn-
chronization between v1 and v2, but it occurred at a different rate than the other cases; this
quality is found in both the “observed” and “unobserved” modes. The exponential decay in
the error, split into the observed and unobserved modes, is presented in Figure 5, where the
plots are once again nearly indistinguishable. Upon zooming in on the early development of
the error (Figure 6), we see that in each method, the cases where µ2 ̸= µ1 initially exhibit
a different rate of synchronization before quickly transitioning to a slower, but nevertheless
exponential, decay rate.
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